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Estimation and inference for transfer learning with
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Abstract

Transfer learning has become an essential technique to exploit information from the source
domain to boost performance of the target task. Despite the prevalence in high-dimensional
data, heterogeneity and heavy tails are insufficiently accounted for by current transfer learn-
ing approaches and thus may undermine the resulting performance. We propose a transfer
learning procedure in the framework of high-dimensional quantile regression models to ac-
commodate heterogeneity and heavy tails in the source and target domains. We establish
error bounds of transfer learning estimator based on delicately selected transferable source
domains, showing that lower error bounds can be achieved for critical selection criterion
and larger sample size of source tasks. We further propose valid confidence interval and
hypothesis test procedures for individual component of high-dimensional quantile regression
coefficients by advocating a double transfer learning estimator, which is one-step debiased
estimator for the transfer learning estimator wherein the technique of transfer learning is de-
signed again. By adopting data-splitting technique, we advocate a transferability detection
approach that guarantees to circumvent negative transfer and identify transferable sources

with high probability. Simulation results demonstrate that the proposed method exhibits
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some favorable and compelling performances and the practical utility is further illustrated

by analyzing a real example.

Keywords: Debiased estimator; High-dimensional inference; Non-smooth loss function;
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1 Introduction

Transfer learning, which aims to enhance the performance of the target task by transferring
knowledge learned in different but related source tasks, has been demonstrated to be effective
for a wide range of real-world applications and attracted increasing attention in communities
of machine learning and statistics. To name a few, specific areas of applications include
computer vision (Duan, Xu, and Tsang, 2012; Kulis, Saenko, and Darrell, 2011), natural
language processing (Prettenhofer and Stein, 2010; Wang and Mahadevan, 2011; Zhou et al.,
2014), online display web advertising (Perlich et al., 2014), drug sensitivity prediction (Turki,
Wei, and Wang, 2017), clinical trial (Bellot and van der Schaar, 2019; Wang et al., 2022) and
so on. See surveys of transfer learning in Pan and Yang (2010), Weiss, Khoshgoftaar, and
Wang (2016), and Zhuang et al. (2021) for more examples and discussions. Furthermore,
Taylor and Stone (2009) and Zhu, Lin, and Zhou (2023) surveyed work of embedding transfer
learning in reinforcement learning and deep reinforcement learning, respectively.

Due to the complexity of real applications, there may exist heterogeneity in the target
domain as well as the source domains. In addition, the outliers or heavy tails in the ob-
servations may be encountered in some applications. Totally ignoring or even insufficiently
accounting for these potential issues may undermine the performance of transfer learning.
Quantile regression (Koenker, 2005; Koenker and Bassett, 1978) is a natural and effective

tool for tackling the heterogeneity and heavy-tailed model errors simultaneously.



1.1 Main Contributions

We propose a transfer learning approach to accounting for the heterogeneity and heavy-
tailed observations under the framework of quantile regression models. Towards reaching
these goals, we made the following specific contributions.

We develop the transfer learning procedure for high-dimensional quantile regression mod-
els and establish error bounds of the transfer learning estimator, showing that sharper error
bounds can be achieved when the sample sizes of the transferable source datasets are much
larger than that of the target, a typical scenario in the transfer learning. We further show-
case that the proposed transfer learning estimator achieves the nearly weak oracle property
of variable selection procedure.

Based on the transfer learning estimator, we construct confidence interval and hypothesis
test procedures for individual component of high-dimensional quantile regression coefficients
by advocating a double transfer learning estimator, which is the one-step debiased estima-
tor for the transfer learning estimator via orthogonal projection onto the high-dimensional
nuisance parametric space wherein the technique of transfer learning is designed again. We
establish asymptotic normality of the one-step estimator, whose asymptotic variance can be
consistently estimated through histogram approximation of the model error density, which is
an inherent but unknown quantity involved in the variance of quantile regression parameter
estimation. It is common to employ the bootstrap method to estimate the variance, which
however may be computationally intensive and extremely challenging to investigate the con-
sistency of bootstrapped estimator in the regimes of transfer learning and high dimensions.
As a useful alternative, we adopt nonparametric approach to directly estimating the model
error density and show the consistency of the resulting variance estimation.

It is critical in transfer learning to decide which source datasets are transferable and thus
helpful for performance enhancement of high-dimensional quantile regression in the target

task. We evaluate the similarity between the target and source tasks via the difference



of their quantile regression coefficients and obtain the transferable source datasets if the
corresponding difference is less than a delicately designed level by temporally assuming that
these coefficients were known. Consequently, the transferable source datasets are allowed to
be varying with different quantile levels, a more flexible scenario in practice while aiming
to address the heterogeneity. We further propose a procedure to identify the transferable
source datasets. By properly choosing the level of difference, we show the consistency of
detection procedure and conclude that the detected transferable sources are contained in the
truly transferable ones with probability tending to one. As a result, the proposed transfer

learning procedure can be applied in practice with theoretical guarantee.

1.2 Related Literature

Recently, there are substantial advances in theoretical understanding on the transfer learn-
ing on the high-dimensional regression models. Bastani (2021) studied transfer learning
approach to high-dimensional linear regression models by exploiting a single source dataset,
unnecessitating the detection of transferable source datasets among candidate ones. Li, Cai,
and Li (2022) proposed a two-step method for estimation and prediction of transfer learning
on high-dimensional linear regression models. Specifically, a detection algorithm for con-
sistently identifying the transferable but unknown source datasets was developed and then
a contrast regularized estimator anchoring the target task was proposed. Li, Cai, and Li
(2023) further extended the two-step method to transfer learning on the Gaussian graphical
models with false discovery rate control. Tian and Feng (2022) studied transfer learning
on high-dimensional generalized linear models and constructed the corresponding confidence
interval for individual regression parameter. Yang et al. (2020) utilized the two-layer linear
neural network to combine both source and target datasets and derived the precise asymp-
totic limit of the prediction risk of transfer learning on the high-dimensional linear models.

Cai and Wei (2021) established an adaptive and minimax method for nonparametric classi-



fication in the regime of transfer learning. Xu and Bastani (2021) proposed a novel robust
multi-task estimator that improves the efficiency of downstream decisions by leveraging bet-
ter predictive models with lower sample complexity. Li, Cai, and Duan (2021) proposed a
two-way data fusion strategy that integrates heterogeneous data from diverse populations
and from multiple healthcare institutions via a federated transfer learning approach. Zhou
et al. (2022) proposed the doubly robust transfer learning to accommodate the label scarcity
and covariate shift in the binary regression with low-dimensional predictors in the target
task. Wang et al. (2022) studied a transfer learning approach to time-to-event data under
high-dimensional Cox proportional hazards models by borrowing summary information from
a set of health care centers without sharing patient-level information. He et al. (2022) con-
sidered transfer learning problem in estimating undirected semi-parametric graphical model.
Lin and Reimherr (2022) studied transfer learning on the functional linear regression models
and established the optimal convergence rates for excess risk.

Despite the prevalence in high-dimensional data, heterogeneity and heavy tails tend to
be insufficiently accounted for by current transfer learning approaches and thus may lead to
downstream performances in practice. Quantile regression, naturally offering a convenient
approach to modelling the heterogenous impact of covariates on the conditional distribution
of response in a comprehensive way as well as hedging against the possible outliers and heavy-
tailed model errors, is widely used in applications. On the other hand, although there is a
large body of literature on the least squares methods with ¢;-regularization (Tibshirani, 1996)
in the past two decades, the advance in ¢;-penalized high-dimensional quantile regression is
relatively lagging, mainly due to that the piecewise linear quantile loss is non-smooth and
has curvature concentrated at the origin point and thus demanding alternatively different
analyzing tools. Belloni and Chernozhukov (2011) established error bounds for ¢;-penalized
estimator of high-dimensional quantile regression models, which is further elaborated via

adaptively weighted ¢;-penalty (Zheng, Peng, and He, 2015). Alquier, Cottet, and Lecué



(2019) established estimation bounds and sharp oracle inequalities of regularized procedures
with Lipschitz loss functions, which include the piecewise linear quantile loss function as
a special case. For statistical inference and confidence interval for individual parameter in
high-dimensional quantile regression models, Bradic and Kolar (2017) advocated a debiased
method wherein the asymptotic variance is estimated via regression rank scores from the
perspective of dual problem of quantile loss function. Belloni, Chernozhukov, and Kato
(2019) developed an inference procedure based on post-selection estimator and orthogonal
score functions to make effect of the estimation of nuisance parameter negligible. This
work aims to provide thorough studies on the transfer learning for high-dimensional quantile
regression models, including the error bounds for prediction and asymptotic distribution

theory for inference.

1.3 Organization and Notation

Section 2 introduces the transfer learning method for high-dimensional quantile regression
models when the transferable source datasets are known and establishes error bounds of the
transfer learning estimator. We construct confidence interval and hypothesis test procedures
in Section 3 and propose the procedure to identify the transferable source datasets in Section
4. We conduct the extensive simulations in Section 5. A real example is analyzed in Section
6, and Section 7 concludes with some remarks. In the Supplementary Material, we gather
the proofs of the theoretical results, supporting lemmas, in Appendices A—C, and report
additional simulation results in Appendix D.

For ease of exposition, let {y-norm | - |p denote the number of nonzero components of a
vector, and ||, denote the £,-norm with 1 < r < oco. Let ||-||; and |||« denote the 1-norm and
oo-norm of a matrix, respectively, and let || - ||nax denote the maximum absolute value among
the entries of a matrix. Set the operators Ay, (+) and Apax(+) as the minimum and maximum

eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix, respectively. For a vector v and an index set Z, let vz



denote the subvector consisting of the components of v with their indices in Z. Similarly,
for a matrix A and two index sets Z; and Z,, let Az,7, denote the submatrix consisting of
the rows and columns of A with their indices in Z; and Z,, respectively. In addition, for any
vector v, let v; denote the j-th component of v and v_; denote the subvector formed by the
remaining components. For a matrix A, we can analogously define A;, ;,, Aj _;,, A_j j,
and A_; _j, for arow index j; and a column index j,. Let I'; o(v) denote the vector obtained
by inserting a scalar 6 between the (k — 1)-th and k-th components of a vector v whereas
the trivial case with k equal to 1 or the length of v can be accordingly defined. For two
positive series d] and d*, denote df < d if there exists a universal positive constant ¢ > 0
such that d < cd. Denote di, =< d if di < d¥ and d% < di. Set I(-) as the indicator
function. With a slight abuse of notation, let |.A| denote the cardinality of set A. Let
®(-) denote the cumulative distribution function of the standard normal variable, ®~!(-) the
inverse function of ®(-), and ¢(-) the corresponding probability density function. Let N

denote the convergence in distribution.

2 Transfer Learning for Quantile Regression

In the target population, let Yy denote the response variable of interest which is associated
with a p-vector covariate Zg. For 7 € (0,1) fixed, the 7-th conditional quantile function of

the response variable Y, given Zg is defined by
Q-(Yo | Zo) =inf{t e R: P(Yy <t|Zo) >7}.
We consider the linear quantile regression model that takes the form
Q-(Yo | Zo) = Zy Bo,

where 3y is the unknown regression coefficient of interest. For notational simplicity, we

suppress the dependence of quantile regression parameter By on the specific quantile level



7 throughout the paper but we should keep in mind that related statistical conclusion is 7-
dependent, thus providing comprehensive and global interpretation by varying 7 over (0, 1).
Assume that the target samples (Yo;,Zo;),7 = 1,...,n0, are independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) according to the target population (Y, Zy).

We consider the multiple source transfer learning problem based on quantile regression
for the heterogeneous datasets. Specifically, for k = 1,... K, let (Y, Z;) denote the k-th
source population and its i.i.d. copies with size of n; be denoted by (Yii, Zgi), i = 1,...,ng.

We further consider the linear quantile regression model for the source populations

Q-(Yy. | Zy,) = Z] By,

where 3y, is the p-vector of unknown regression coefficients. In the high-dimensional realm,
the dimension p is much larger than the sample sizes ng, bk = 0,1,..., K. Let By =
(Boty -+, Bop) " and Sy = {j : Bo; # 0,1 < j < p}. The cardinality of set Sy is denoted
by sg, i.e., |So| = |Bolo = So-

If the k-th source quantile regression model enjoys a certain level of similarity to the target
one, it may have the benefit of accommodating the target task via properly transferring and
exploiting the k-th source dataset. We consider the sparsity of the difference between (3
and (B as a criterion to capture the informative level of the k-th source. Specifically, let
the k-th contrast be 8, = By — Bk, and the k-th source data is viewed as h-transferable
if |0kl < h, where h is a non-negative constant to be specified. Denote the index set of
all h-transferable source datasets as T, = {k : [6x|1 < h,1 < k < K}. In general, if & is
taken to be large, negative transfer tends to happen as some non-transferable sources may be
recruited. On the contrary, more restrictive h takes the risk of excluding some transferable

sources. Consequently, striking a balance between h and |Ty,| is required by properly choosing

h.



For ease of exposition, we define a total loss function for the combined datasets as

L(B;T) = L > Zk pr(Yii — Zy,B3)

"T et =1
for any set 7 C {0,1,..., K}, where ny = >, _-ng and p-(t) = t{r = I(t <0)} fort € R
is the piecewise linear quanitle loss function.
We first introduce an oracle transfer learning estimator when 7}, is temporarily assumed
to be known. It is motivated by the algorithms in Bastani (2021), Li, Cai, and Li (2022), and
Tian and Feng (2022). Specifically, we first develop an initial ¢;-penalized quantile regression

estimator which is defined by

Br. = argmﬁin{L(,@; {0y UTh) + AslBl1}, (2.1)

where Ag is the tuning parameter. Although B\Th is very crude estimator, it is obtained
by combining the target and h-transferable source datasets and beneficial to estimating the
target model parameter if properly utilized. Second, we adopt the empirical quantile loss for

the target data only to make BTh anchor to the target via correcting the contrast as follows,

o5, :argn%in{L (Bn, +5;{0}) +)\5|5|1}, (2.2)

where A\s is the tuning parameter. Thus, we propose the transfer learning estimator for 3y
in the target quantile regression model by using Bo = 37-,1 + 3771. Before we establish the
convergence rate of Bo, we need to examine to which B\Th should converge and what the rate
is. Based on the estimating equation theory and by choosing suitable tuning parameter Ag,
the estimator B\Th in (2.1) converges to its probabilistic limit 35, which is defined via the

expected subgradient equation
E{S(87;{0}UTy)} =0, (2.3)

where

S(3:T) = VLB T) =~ SN 20 {r — 1 (Vis — 21,8 < 0)}

T er iz

9



for any 7 C {0,..., K}.

We study the rate of convergence for the estimator th. Let Fi(y | z) and fi(y | z) denote
the conditional distribution and density functions of Y} given Z, = z for £k = 0,..., K,
respectively. The domain of Z; is Z;. Let fk(y | z) denote the derivative of fi(y | z) with

respect to y.

Assumption 1. There exists a positive constant mq such that

max{ swp fuly | 7). sup fk<y|z>(}Smo.

0<k<K (yeR,zeZ, yER,z2€Zy,
Assumption 2. |Z;|_ is bounded by some constant B with probability one and the largest

eigenvalue of K (ZkaT) is also bounded by B* for k=0,..., K.

Assumption 3. There exists a positive constant ko such that

OTE{fu(Z.Br | Z1)ZkZ, } & 513
in {fk( kﬁkl k)2 k} > ko and  inf —| LZ > Ko,
5€D(an,S) )3 3€D(an.S) E (|2, 6]?)
for k=1,..., K with some positive quantity a, and index set S to be specified, where

D(ay,,S) ={u: |usc|1 < 3lusly +a,}.

Assumption 4. Set w, = ny/(ng, + no) and denote

~ 1
X7, = Z TRl {/ fi (20 Bo +tZy (B3, — Bo) | Zy,) dtZkZ;r}
0

ke{0}UT},

and
. 1
X =F {/ fi (Zi Bo +tZy (Br, — Bo) | Zi,) dtZkZZ] -
0

Assume that supycr. Hi%}iknl < C for some constant C' > 0.

Assumption 1 concerns the boundedness and smoothness of density function of model
error, which is satisfied with a large class of distributions, including the light-tailed normal
distributions, the heavy-tailed Cauchy distributions, and the skewed extreme value distribu-

tions. Assumption 2 states the boundness of covariates in the target and source populations,
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a common and just a technique condition in high-dimensional data analysis (Ning and Liu,
2017; Yu, Bradic, and Samworth, 2021). It is can be replaced with a tail condition by as-
suming the sub-Gaussian covariates (Li, Cai, and Li, 2022) with extra derivations involved.
Indeed, in our simulations in Section 5, we explore setting that Z; is multivariate normal dis-
tribution and thus |Z;|_ is not bounded with probability one. Assumption on the bounded
maximum eigenvalue of covariance matrix is a basic assumption in high-dimensional data
analysis. Assumption 3 imposes a generalized version of restricted eigenvalue condition and
restricted nonlinear impact in a more flexible form. Distinctive index set S and a,, are adap-
tive to the theoretical results of estimators in different steps. If a, — 0 as ng,ng, p — o0
for k € {1,..., K}, assumption 3 approximately mimics the classical restricted eigenvalue
condition and restricted nonlinear impact. In addition, we use common lower bounds kg
and upper bounds B as well for notational simplicity. Assumption 4 makes sure that the
probabilistic limit 8% falls in the ¢;-ball centered at By with radius C'h. In the case of
linear mean model with homogeneous design Z,, it can be simplified to the non-singularity
of the covariance matrix of covariates, a very mild assumption. While considering the cases
of linear mean regression (Li, Cai, and Li, 2022), generalized linear model (Tian and Feng,
2022), or quantile regression model with heterogeneous covariates, assumption 4 is needed to
characterize the differences between the target and source covariates if a faster convergence
rate is desired, which is measured by the constant C' in the considered quantile regression

model. Unless otherwise stated, the limits are taken as (ng, ni,...,ng,p) — oc.

Theorem 2.1. (Convergence rate of Bn) Under assumptions 14 with a,, = 4Ch and § = S,

in assumption 3, if \g = CgB+/logp/(n7, + ng) with Cg > 4 and

sologp log p 1/4
sologp | p(losp N
nr, + No nr, + No
Sologp log p 1/4
S T
2 nr, + no ny, + no

11
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and

1
< soy | —2F— +
1 n']’h‘i‘nO

We propose the estimator B’rh in (2.1) by leveraging the target dataset as well as the

’Bn - B7,

with probability tending to one.

h-transferable source ones. Its probabilistic limit 3% is a pooled version of parameters
{Br}reqoyur,- Even if h could be small sufficiently, the inevitable bias arises from the source
datasets, which is sparsely corrected in (2.2). The error bounds of the resulting transfer

learning estimator ,@0 are established as follows.

Theorem 2.2. (Convergence rate of B, with assumption 4) Set A\g = CgB(nT,+no)~/%\/logp

and \s = CsBy/logp/ng with Cg > 4 and Cs > 4. Under assumptions 1-4 with

o —ouch . (1924 72C)Bsy [ logp +24\/(4+205)BCh50( log p >1/4
" K

ny, +No 0 ny;, + No

and § = Sy in assumption 3, if

1/4
M+\/g<bi) 0
ny;, + No ny, + ng

and
| |
o7 (m [logp h) S
o nr, + Ny
then
~ 1 1/4 ] 1/4 1 1/4
o, v () (ol (sl "
2 no No nT, + No
and

~ lo
‘50—50’ Sso”i—i—h, (2.5)
1 nr, + no

with probability tending to one.

Actually, assumption 4 is not a necessary condition to establish the convergence of B\o.

When assumption 4 is absent, we also show the convergence with the sacrifice of a slower

12



convergence rate and a potential larger order of the tuning parameter. The reason lies in the
circumvention of the pooled version of the parameter 37 , since it may no longer be close to

Bo enough. The specific statement is concluded as follows.

Theorem 2.3. (Convergence rate of Eo without assumption 4) Under assumptions 1-3 with

1344B 1 3Bh 1 1/4
a, = 4h+ 02 g,y S°< o8P )
Ko nr, + nyg Ko nr, + nyg

+1152m03230h 448 2m080 Bh

Ko Ro

and 8 = 8y in assumption 3, if \g = 4B\/logp/(n7, + ng) + 4moB*h, \s = 4B+/log p/nq,

So logp

———— 4+ /sph — 0
ny, + No Vo
and
logp Sologp
\/ ++/Ssoh | — 0,
No ( 717’,14‘710 \/_0
then
~ lo
‘50—50‘ 580\/i+80h (2.6)
1 nr, + no
and

- logp\ " (sologp\"* [ sologp \V*
’ﬂo—ﬁotﬁvsoh - + — (2.7)

0 No ny, + no

with probability tending to one.

It is worth noting that when h = o (so \/M) and ng = o (n7, ), the results in Theo-
rems 2.2 indicate faster convergence rates than the error bounds of the classical ¢1-penalized
quantile regression parameter estimator without help of the source datasets (Belloni and
Chernozhukov, 2011). Moreover, when h = o (M) and ng = o (ny,), Theorems 2.3
elucidates that the source datasets truly improve the theoretical performance of the transfer
learning estimator even assumption 4 is not imposed. Obviously, the rate enhancement is

mainly due to the size of transferable source datasets ny; which can offset the similarity level
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h. In addition, ny = o(ny,) is a typical scenario in transfer learning and the rate of h can
be tuned.

We further investigate the nearly weak oracle property of the proposed quantile regression
transfer learning estimator Bo' We introduce the population versions for the Hessian-type

matrices of the loss functions. Denote
Hu(B) = 55 B {S(6: 00} = E {£o (218 | Z0) 22}
Analogously, denote
Hy(8)=E{f (Z,B|Zv)Z:sZ, }, k=1,....K

and

Hy(B)= ) mHi(B).
ke{0}uUTy,

For ease of exposition, briefly denote Hy = Hy (8y) and Hy. = Hy, (,B*Th ) Some regular

assumptions are required to support the nearly weak oracle property.

Assumption 5. There exists an index set S, C {1,...,p} such that |Sr,| < s and

Bir.s; | < with 1 = o(1),

Assumption 6. Assume that

}<1—7
e}

-1 -1
* * * *
max { HHO,SCS <H0,55> HHE’S%LSTh (HTh,SThSTh>

o
for some constant v € (0,1), where S = S1, U Sy.
Assumption 7. Assume that
log p 14 , logp 14 .
S max < h®, ———— = o | min |By;| | .
v (<) —_— min |

Assumption 5 supposes the approximate sparsity of the pooled parameter 87 . Lemma

A.1 in the Supplementary Material entails that the ¢;-norm of 87 is always bounded under
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assumption 4, and thereby we can always find a decomposition in assumption 5. In general,
I’ is supposed to converge at a faster rate and s’ is supposed to be not too large in order
to achieve the nearly weak oracle property. Assumption 6 states the strong irrepresentable
condition (Zhao and Yu, 2006) in the framework of high-dimensional quantile regression for
transfer learning procedure. The minimum signal strength in assumption 7 is a common

assumption in high-dimensional signal detection.

Theorem 2.4. Under assumptions 1-3 and 5-6, with
Ap = 4h’, S = STh

and

a,=0, =8

8D / 32/2 1

Ag > { — 5 +_\/_ B./_°8P
v log p v ng, + ng
2 /

N > 6D [so+s +24\/5 B /1ogp7
Y log p Y o

where the positive constants D and D are respectively determined by (A.19) and (A.26) in

n assumption 3, if

and

the Supplementary Material,

s'logp

!
1
Y T 50)108p (0 and g < 20
Ag (n7, + ng)

'Ag — 0
S AB ) )\5n0 8’/7’L0327

— 0, V(s +50)As — 0,

then ,é\o,gc = 0 holds with probability more than 1 — 24p~ — 4p~2.

In viewing conditions in Theorem 2.4, A’ in assumption 5 is supposed to be dominated by
the tuning parameter A\g. As a trade-off, the approximate sparsity of the pooled parameter

B7, is supposed to be not too large by restricting that y/s'’Ag — 0. If we take

[ 1 1
Ag = CpBy [ —2L  and Ay = O3B 2L
nr, + no no

15




for proper constants Cg and C§, conditions on tuning parameters and approximate sparse

level in Theorem 2.4 can be satisfied.

Theorem 2.5. Under assumptions 1-3 and 7 with

o — 4h4 1344Bsq logp /3Bhso < logp ) /4
Ko nr;, —i—no nr, + No

1152moB2soh 2
422207 S0l g [21T050 By

Ro Ro

and S = 8y in assumption 3, if \g = 4B\/logp/(n7, + ng) + 4moB*h, A\s = 4B+/log p/nq,

sologp
,/ + h—0
nr, + Nng \/_

and
log p sologp
\/ \ / + h
‘N < nr, + ng \/_
then

P (80 c 3‘0) >1-2p7 ' =272
where Bo = (301, . ,BOP)T and 3\0 ={j: on #0}.
Combining Theorems 2.4 and 2.5, it immediately holds
Sy C 8y CSyUST,

with probability tending to one, achieving the nearly weak oracle property of variable selec-
tion in the proposed transfer learning procedure. This indicates that the performance of the
recovery is influenced by the parameters of the h-transferable source datasets. It is worth
noting that if the structure of the h-transferable source datasets is similar to that of the

target such that Sy, C Sy, the weak oracle property can be eventually attained.
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3 Confidence Interval and Hypothesis Test

Based on the transfer learning estimator EO, we would like to propose a statistical infer-
ence procedure to construct confidence interval and hypothesis test of the [y,,, the m-th
quantile regression coefficient of By. Without loss of generality, rewrite By = (Som, ﬂoT, )T
and accordingly S(Bo; {0}) = (S,n(8o; {0}),S',,(B0; {0}))". Viewing By _,, as the nuisance
parameter, an orthogonal function employed to construct the confidence interval can be de-
rived via the theory of semiparametric efficiency theory. By removing the linear projection
of S;n(Bo; {0}) onto the plane spanned by S_,,(Bo; {0}), the linear orthogonal score function

is denoted by

S(())m(ﬂom \ 30,—m) = S (Bo; {0}) — Sjm(ﬁo; {0})Yom, (3.1)

where 7y, is the projection direction at the population level to be determined as follows. The
Neyman orthogonal condition requires the pathwise derivative of S§,,(Som | Bo,—m) vanishes
to zero along the submodel ¢ — By _, + t(B_m — Bo._m) for any B_,, € RP™! to ensure the
effect of nuisance parameter negligible, which is given by

0
57 LS5 (Bom | Bo—un + (B = Bo.-m))} |, = 0.

As a result, we obtain

Yom = (HS,—m,—m)_l HS,—m,m‘ (32)

Set € = Yii — Z;ﬁo, i=1,...,n,, k€ {0} UT, as the residuals for the fitted values of
the transfer learning estimator ,@0. Set € = (€1, --,Ckn,) - Let var(ex) and @T(Ek) denote
the sample variance and the lower 7-th sample quantile of {ey;}.*,, respectively. We employ
the approximation technique with the Powell bandwidth b, (Dai and Kolar, 2021; Koenker,
2005) to estimate Hy(B), k € {0} U Ty, by

- 1 &~
Hj, = - > Fui (ﬁo) Z1Zy;,
i=1
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where ﬁm(ﬁ) =1 (|Yai — Z;8] < bx)/2by, and by, is the bandwidth. We choose
b = (@7 +5) — @7 (r ~ b)) min {W Qors e’fl . 4@025(%) } :

~ ~1(r 2\ 1/3
b = np/{071(0.975)}2 @??gi); 2}1 )

in numerical studies.

Set ﬁﬁ = D heioluT, meHy, which can be viewed as the combined estimator for H; by
leveraging the transferable source datasets. Mimicking the transfer learning approach and
motivated by definition of projection direction in (3.2), we first proposed a crude estimator

for 4om, which is given by

~ I 1= -~
VTm = aIg gﬂlklprl {§7TH77L7—m,—m'7 —Hr, —mmY + )‘m’7|1} ) (3.3)
where )\, is the tuning parameter. Second, the refined estimator is defined by ~p,, =

A7, m + Cm, where

-~

Cm (3.4)
[P o 5 o 5
= arg min, {5(7n,m +¢) Ho o -m(F7.m + €) = Hommm (F75.m + €) + A;@\Ch}

with tuning parameter A/ . Optimization problems (3.3) and (3.4) can be solved efficiently
using the traditional lasso approach. Before establishing the convergence rate of 4y, we

show the convergence of Hy. to Hy. (B,) as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Under conditions in Theorem 2.4 and assumption 4, it holds that

Hﬁn —H7,(8o) -
1 logp S0+ 8 log p
= Op| > mSbet —
ke{0IUT;, k nr, + nO Mk

Moreover, for a special choice of

1 1/4 1 1/4 N\ 1/4
bk:O<(ng> + 5y <—ng ) +h1/2+(—80+8> :
Nk nT, + no Nk
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it reduces to

Hﬁ% - HTh(ﬁo)’

1 1/4
—0p |82 2B ) pz)
max 0 nr, + ng

* -1 *
We analogously define 47 m = (Vs - - Vomp—1) = |y ) H; .. De-

note STh,m = {j VT mug #* 0} with $7, m = |S’fh,m‘-

Assumption 8. There exists a constant Ko, > 0 such that

§THYy . .6

)

Z Rom,-
1013 "

inf
6eD (0,57, m )

Assumption 9. There exists a constant kg, > 0 such that

d"H;

0,—m,—m

0

inf Z Kom,,

JGD(O:gTh,m) |5|%
where ST;L,m =S US7 m-

Assumptions 8 and 9 are mimicking assumption 3 on the restricted eigenvalue conditions

for (3.3) and (3.4) to establish the error bounds of 4p ,, — 0., in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Set

1 1/4 1 1/4 N\ 1/4
bk:o((ﬂ) et (e ) e (2T e
ng ny;, + No N

Assume that
1/2 log p e 1/2
So+ ST.m) | s —_— +h =o(1).
(80 + 57,.m) | So (nTthnO) (1)

Under conditions in Theorem 2.4 and assumptions 4 and 8-9, if

1/2 log p 1/ logp 1/8
Am = 4Co(1 + rr. ) | st/ <—) + (soh)Y4 (—) + p1/?

nr, + No ny, + No

with v7, m = |Y7,ml, and

1/2 log p 1/ 1/2 AmSTh.m
N4l [ s (282 ) iz AmTam
nT, + no ho
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with 7o.m = |Yom|, where the positive constants Cy and C" are respectively specified by (B.3)

and (B.6) in the Supplementary Material, then it holds that

Yo,m — Yomly = Op (Xm\/ 50 + STm + Am 5771,m)

and

|Yo,m — ’)’0,m|1 =Op (Xm (50 + 575,m) + AmSTim) -

Having obtained the projection direction estimator 7, for 7o, and the transfer learning
estimator B\o,,m (excluding the m-th entry of Bo) for the nuisance parameter 3y _,,, we define

an estimated orthogonal score function of fy,, for (3.1) as follows,

St Bom | Bo,-m) = S ((Bom: Bo—n) 3 {03) = 8L, ((Bowms B ) s {01 Fom- (3.5)

Considering Bom as an initial estimator for the parameter Sy, of interest, the one-step esti-
mator based on (3.5) can be deduced as
~1

0S5, (B | Bo,-m) S (Bom | Bo.-m)

0 R
Bm Brmn=Bom

= BOm - H(;rln|,m (())m(BOm ’ ﬁo,fm),

EOm = B\Om_

~T

where O(-)/0B,, is the subgradient operator and ﬁ07m|_m = f-\loym,m —Hy o Yom We
advocate the transfer learning technique twice to obtain EOm and o,,, respectively, based on
which the one-step debiased estimator EOm is deduced. Thus, we refer to EOm as the double
transfer learning estimator.

We are in a position to derive the asymptotic distribution of Eom if inference pro-
cedure for [y, is desirable. For simplicity, denote f)k = > ZwZ. (1 — 7)/n; and
27;1 = D ke (0T, Wkik, whose population counterparts are denoted by X, = E(ik) and
X5, =FE (f}rh), respectively. We pose some similarities between the target and transferable

sources.
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Assumption 10. There exists hy such that

max {|H. ... — Hg

0,m,m

) |(H%mm,—m - HSm—m) '70,m‘} < hy.

Assumption 11. There exists huyax such that |27, — 3ol .. < Amax.

max

Assumptions 10 and 11 are imposed to guarantee the consistency of transfer learning
estimator of the asymptotic variance if hy and hp., are assumed to be convergent to 0 at
certain rates. Note that A, can be set as 0 if the distributions of covariates across the

target and transferable sources are identical. Define g, = L' 1 (—%o.m)-

Theorem 3.3. Assume

sologp _ ~1/4 _
e o(1), h=o0 (”0 ) and max{Amax, b1} = o(1).

Under conditions in Theorems 2.2 and 3.2 and assumptions 10-11, if

1
Vo (N, (80 + $7.m) + AT ) (80 o8P h) —o(1),

No
then it holds

\/n_Oﬁ[O,mFm(gOm - 50m) £>

Om

N(0,1),
where 02, = @Emin%,m-

Consequently, we can construct valid confidence interval and hypothesis test procedures

for By, of interest.

4 Transferability Detection

As yet our (double) transfer learning procedure is based on the knowledge of the transferable
set Tp,. In fact, the transferable set is usually unknown in practice. It is therefore imperative

to provide a data-derived method to identify the transferable set T,. Motivated by Tian and
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Feng (2022), we propose an approach to detecting the transferable set 7T, in the framework of
high-dimensional quantile regression models. Without loss of generality, suppose ng is even
and randomly and equally divide the target data into two sub-datasets: one for training
denoted by V;, and the other for test by Vi.. Thus |Vi;| = [Vie| = n0/2. Denote the quantile
loss function of the target based on observations in A C {1,...,n0} as
Lo(8:4) = o >0 238,
1€

The lasso estimator based solely on the target training dataset V,, is defined by

B\lasso = arg mﬁin {Lo(,@, Vtr) + )\0|16|1} 5

where )¢ is the tuning parameter. For k = 1,..., K, viewing the k-th source dataset
{(Zyi, Yii),t = 1,...,n;} as transferable, combining it with the target training dataset
{(Zo;, Y0:),7 € Vi }, and mimicking the transfer learning procedure in (2.1) to obtain BTM

we can also obtain a crude transfer learning estimator. Specifically, we define

an

s = argingn {22 1B (k) + 5 Lo(8:Va) + Al

2n, + ng 2ng + ng
where A\g is the tuning parameter. If the quantile loss on the target test dataset at vak
is not substantially greater than that at Blasso, the k-th source can be intuitively considered

as transferable. In particular, for a given ¢y > 0, we thus define

T = {1 <k<K:L <thr,k;Vte> < (1+20)Lo (Blass";vte>}

and use it to estimate the transferable set 7,. The consistency of detection procedure is

established in the Supplementary Material.

5 Simulation Studies

We conduct simulations to evaluate the finite-sample performances of the proposed transfer

learning method (Trans) under various combinations of h and |7;|, wherein the transferable
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source datasets are identified through the detection procedure in Section 4. We also fit the
¢1-penalized quantile regression model solely on the target data (Non-Trans) to investigate
the potential loss if source datasets, transferable or non-transferable, are discarded. On the
contrary, we apply the proposed transfer learning method on all source and target datasets
by viewing all sources as transferable (Pooled-Trans); thus utilizing non-transferable sources
may be detrimental to the resulting performance. As a benchmark, we apply the proposed
transfer learning method on the transferable source (without the need of detection procedure)
and target datasets (Oracle-Trans).

The ¢;-penalized quantile regression is implemented via R package hqreg (Yi and Huang,
2017). We adopt five-fold cross-validation procedure to select all the tuning parameters and
set €9 = 0.01 in the recovery of transferable source set. We consider p = 1000, ny = 200,
nr =300,k =1,..., K with K =20, and h = 3,6, 12 throughout simulations and report the
averaged (5 estimation errors based on 1000 replications.

We consider the following heterogenous high-dimensional quanitle regression models from

which the target and source datasets were independently generated,
Y, = Z By + Zhkr k=0, K, (5.1)

where covariate vector Zg ~ N (O, (O.5|l_j‘)ﬁj:1), and Z; ~ N(O, (0.5”_“)?]-:1 + &€&} ) with
& ~ N(0,0.3’I,), k£ = 1,...,K, and I, denotes the p-dimensional unit matrix. Z; is
the first component of Zj, and 7, is independent of Z; with 7-th quantile zero. We set
Bo = (3,3,3,3,3, 0;_5)T for the target quantile regression parameter of interest and thus
sg = 5. For simplicity, let d; denote a random p-vector with every component independently
generated from —1 or 1 with probability 0.5. We further construct h-transferable source
datasets and non-transferable source datasets under scenarios |7, = 0,5, 10,15,20. In par-
ticular, for transferable source datasets, we set By = By + h/p - di, implying |Gy — Bo|l1 < h.

For non-transferable source k € 7,¢, we first randomly generated index set Z;, of size sy from

23



Estimation Error

Estimation Error

Estimation Error

05-

Normal: h=3,1=0.25

0.27-
G\. 0.24-
\. 0.21-
N 0 5 fo 15 20
‘\
N
=
P
0 5 10 15 20
IThl
Normal: h=3,1=0.50
0.26-
0.24-
q\. 0.22-
~a 0.20-
N\ 6 & i 45 2
AN
. /
»

1o

0 5 15 20
IThl
Normal: h=3,1=0.75
0.27-
L ] ~. 0.24-
~Neo 0.21-
) 0 5 do 15 20
I
N
&
D
0 5 10 15 20
IThl

Estimation Error

Estimation Error

Estimation Error

05~

05-

10-

05-

0.0-

Normal: h=6,1=0.25

Normal: h=12,1=0.25

15-
0.27- 4 0.27- Ay
‘. 0.24- ‘. 0.24-
~ ~
e 021+ 5 10- Se 021-
b 0 5 o 15 20 g R 0 5 o 15 20
~ £ ™~ N
S Gos- N
~ -
Yo )
0.0-
0 5 1o 15 20 0 5 1o 15 20
IThl IThl
Normal: h=6,1=0.50 Normal: h=12,1=0.50
15-
0.26- 0.26-
0.24- B 0.24- %2
L . 0.22- >~ 0.22-
- —~ -
\‘\ 0.20- §10- ~e 0.20-
S 0 5 0 15 20 B N 0 5 0 15 20
T
\s £ \s
\ @ os- S
~. ~.
+——D—‘_ B — 1 =
0.0-
0 5 1o 15 20 0 5 1o 15 20
IThl IThl
Normal: h=6,1=0.75 Normal: h=12,1=0.75
15-
0.27- 0.27-
s ~ 0.24- «~ 0.24-
~ ~ -
~Ne 021- 510- e 021~
y 0 5 o 15 20 g ) 0 5 o 15 20
\ . / g “~ . /
7
8 os-
\ - \ h
) - +——_‘__ & = I
0.0-
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
IThl IThl

[ Non-Trans afk: Oracle-Trans

Pooled-Trans [ Trans

Figure 1: Averaged /{5 estimation errors with heterogenous normal model errors.
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{250+ 1,...,p} and set the j-th component of quantile regression coefficient 3 as

6~_ 1+2h/p(_1)dk]7 j€{80+1)"'7280}uzk7
A 2h/p - (—1)%3, otherwise,

where dj,; is the j-th element of dj. Basic calculations yield |3y — Bol1 > 2h + 3s0 — 12s0h/p.

We consider heterogenous light-tailed model errors when 7, were independently from
the shifted standard normal distribution with three different quantile levels 7 = 0.25,0.5,
and 0.75 to more comprehensively examine covariate effects. Simulation results in Figure
1 show that, across the quartiles, Non-Trans approach indeed exhibits higher /5 estimation
errors if one does not utilize any source dataset especially when it is transferable. On the
other hand, Pooled-Trans approach which utilizes all source datasets, whether transferable or
non-transferable, leads to remarkably downstream performances while mistakenly using more
non-transferable sources. Trans and Oracle-Trans approaches perform equally well, implying
that the detection procedure can effectively identify the transferable and non-transferable
sources. Meanwhile, the proposed transfer learning method can greatly reduce estimation
errors compared to Non-Trans approach due to the benefit of properly exploiting the source
datasets. There are considerable decreases in estimation errors of Trans, Oracle-Trans, and
Pooled-Trans approaches when the transferable sources increase among the K = 20 candidate
ones. For each method, the performances are very similar when criterion h is varying from
3,6, and 12, perhaps due to that h/p is relatively tiny.

We further consider heterogenous heavy-tailed model errors wherein 7, were indepen-
dently from the shifted ¢, distribution and heterogenous skewed model errors from the Gum-
bel. Simulation results are respectively displayed in the Supplementary Material, showing
that the proposed transfer learning approach delivers promising performances, a substantial
profit from the ability of quantile regression to address the heterogeneous heavy-tailed or
skewed model errors as well as the ability of the transfer learning method to leverage the
source datasets properly. On the other hand, we also demonstrate the usefulness of the pro-

posed transferability detection procedure which can recover the truly transferable sources
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Figure 2: Coverage proportion of confidence interval for the 1-st component of quantile
regression coefficients with 7 = 0.75.

with very high probability. We postpone the simulation results to the Supplementary Ma-
terial.

We next assess the finite-sample performance of the proposed (double) transfer learning
inference procedure in terms of the coverage proportion among 1000 replications for single
component of the high-dimensional quantile regression coefficients. To be concise, we fix the
quantile level of 7 at 0.75 and consider regression coefficients of the 1-st (signal) and 50-th
(non-signal) covariates, respectively, in different scenarios. We only report simulation results
for signal case in Figures 2 and defer ones for non-signal case to the Supplementary Material.

In general, across different heterogenous model errors, the proposed Trans approach performs
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as well as Oracle-Trans approach, and their coverage proportions of the two methods are
apparently closer to the nominal 95% than that of Non-Trans approach. As for Pooled-
Trans approach, when | 75| is relatively smaller, more non-transferable sources are mistakenly
exploited in the transfer learning procedure and thus the coverage proportion is farther away
from the nominal 95% than the other three methods. As |7,| increases to 20, negative
transfer is alleviated or even avoided and the coverage proportion becomes closer to the
nominal 95%. As for as the size and power analysis, we report the simulation results in
the Supplementary Material, showing that the proposed Trans approach can achieve higher
power while maintaining the size properly. On the contrary, both the Non-Trans approach
that does not utilize any sources and the Pooled-Trans approach that utilizes all the sources

without discrimination deliver inferior performances.

6 A Real Example

To illustrate the practical utility of the proposed method, we conduct statistical inference
on a survey of China Family Panel Studies (http://www.isss.pku.edu.cn/cfps/), which aims
to investigate the relationship among economy, society, population, education and health
in China by respectively collecting data at the individual, family and community levels.
The panel studies have finished five rounds of follow-up investigation during 2010, 2012,
2014, 2016, and 2018. The nearest raw dataset of individual level in 2018 contains 37355
individuals and 1346 variables.

As an essentially economic and sociological issue concerned by the public, the total in-
dividual income is used to measure the quality of daily life. Consequently, we are primarily
interested to investigate which factors affect individual income for the adults between 18
and 60 years old in the fifth round of survey in 2018. The total individual income includes
total wages and all types of government subsidies in 2018. To mitigate the impact arisen

by the apparent wealth inequality, we take the logarithm of the total individual income
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Table 1: Sample sizes of source provinces and the transferable sources detected by the
proposed method

Transferability
Source Sample size 7=0.25 7 =0.50 7=0.75
Yunnan 576 X v v
Sichuan 790 v v v
Hubei 228 v v v
Jiangxi 292 v v 4
Anhui 309 v v v
Jiangsu 297 X X 4
Shanghai 771 v v 4
Guangdong 1481 v v v

as the response. We consider the Hunan province as the target, and view the provinces
near the Changjiang River and Zhujiang River as the sources, which consists of Yunnan,
Sichuan, Hubei, Jiangxi, Anhui, Jiangsu, Shanghai and Guangdong. We employ the dis-
tance correlation learning (Li, Zhong, and Zhu, 2012) and the fused Kolmogorov filter (Mai
and Zou, 2015) to select 200 most marginally related covariates, respectively. By merging
these 400 selected covariates, we obtain p = 265 ones. The sample size of the target Hunan
province is ng = 403. Table 1 shows the sample sizes of source provinces and the transfer-
able sources detected by the proposed method. It can be seen that transferable sources are
quantile-adaptive and the income groups at the third quartile are all transferable, showing
that there may exist some similarity among the relatively high income groups. On the con-
trary, the Hunan, Yunnan and Jiangsu provinces possess different geographical conditions
such as arable land, flood disaster and transportation, which however are usually viewed as
agriculture-related factors that primarily constrain the relatively low income group. Thus,
the Yunan and Jiangsu provinces are not detected as transferable sources while inferring the
income group at the first quartile in the Hunan province.

To be concise, we report the effects of five covariates of interest and the associated p-

values on the total income at different quantiles in Table 2, where column “ESE” stands
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Table 2: Estimation and hypothesis test for target Hunan province in the China Family

Panel Studies

Pooled-Trans

Non-Trans

8 B ESE

Trans
Covariate 7 ,@ ﬁ ESE p-value
Age 0.25 0.000 0.458 0.171

0.50 —0.017 —0.027 0.065
0.75 —0.034 —0.079 0.063
Urban 0.25 0.007 0.333 0.116
0.50  0.000 —0.082 0.099
0.75 0.004 —0.086 0.123
Degree  0.25 0.017 0.104 0.030
0.50 0.019 0.081 0.027
0.75 0.018 0.099 0.028
Reading 0.25 0.000 0.111 0.039
0.50 0.000 0.055 0.008
0.75 0.000 0.026 0.008
Housing 0.25 0.000 —0.087 0.043
0.50  0.000 —0.010 0.041
0.75 0.000 0.022 0.039

—0.001 —-0.075 0.100
0.001 0.060
—0.034 —0.079 0.063
0.305 0.100
—0.076 0.103
0.004 —0.086 0.123
0.104 0.028
0.084 0.027
0.099 0.028
—0.087 0.058
0.055 0.008
0.026 0.008
—0.099 0.040
0.005 0.039
0.022 0.039

0.000 —0.030 0.068
0.000 —0.021 0.061
0.000 —0.024 0.059
0.000 —0.114 0.092
0.000 —0.040 0.072
0.000 0.010 0.092
0.018 0.085 0.042
0.018 0.074 0.031
0.018 0.133 0.058
0.007 0.014 0.008
0.007 0.033 0.011
0.007 0.048 0.014
0.000 —0.037 0.048
0.000  0.004 0.040
0.000 0.039 0.047




for the estimated standard error based on the double transfer learning approach. For the
Trans approach, covariates Degree and Reading have significantly positive effects on the
total income crossing three quartiles; higher degree and more reading tend to create more
wealth, indicating education is an important avenue to increase income. On the other hand,
younger, living in the rural residence and pessimistic attitude to housing exerts significantly
negative effects only on the first quartile of the total income. It means that Age, Urban
residence and grasping Housing policy make difference for the relatively low income group.
For the Pooled-Trans and Non-Trans approaches, although the interpretations are general
consistent with that of the Trans approach, there exists some missed significant covariates at
different quantile levels. As a conclusion, we advocate the government to develop education to
enhance the total income for all individuals and promote some effective policies to accelerate
urbanization and reduce the housing burden for individuals whose income lies below the first

quartile.

7 Conclusion

Modern complicated high-dimensional data often display heterogeneity due to heteroscedas-
tic variance or inhomogeneous covariate effects. On the other hand, heavy-tailed model
error or outlier in the response is another major concern in practice. Heterogeneity and
heavy-tailed phenomenon could be even more prevalent in the transfer learning as the target
and multiple source domains are involved. Yet these concerns are not addressed sufficiently
by current transfer learning approaches and thus may downgrade the resulting performance
in practice if they are not properly taken into account. Numerical studies show that the
proposed procedure delivers promising and compelling performances.

We have adopted the ¢; distance of coefficient difference between the target and source
regression models to measure their similarity. It has been demonstrated as a straightforward

and meaningful criterion. The cosine similarity (Gu, Han, and Duan, 2023; Park, Hong,
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and Kim, 2020; Xia, Zhang, and Li, 2015), which is free of the magnitude and relatively
loose, between regression coefficients of the target and source models could be viewed as an
alternative measure and certainly deserves further exploration. Distributionally robust opti-
mization (Chen and Paschalidis, 2020; Zhen, Kuhn, and Wiesemann, 2021) can be considered
as an effective approach to enhancing the transferability of model parametric estimation that
is robust to distribution perturbation in terms of the Wasserstein distance. Investigations
along this direction that utilizes the Wasserstein distance as a criterion to select the source

domains in the transfer learning may be merit future research.

Supplement Material

The online supplementary material contains technical proofs of theorems, consistency of
the transferability detection procedure, some supporting lemmas, and additional simulation

results.
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Appendices contain technical proofs of theorems and some supporting lemmas as well as
additional simulation results. Specifically, we establish the convergence rate for specific Ty,
in Appendix A, confidence interval in Appendix B, and detection consistency in Appendix

C. Appendix D displays additional simulation results.

A Convergent Rate

A.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Lemma A.1. Under assumptions 1 and /, we have
|87, — Bol < Ch.
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Proof. Tt follows from the definition of 3% in (2.3) that

S mB [z {P (Y- 2B <01 Z) - P (Y~ Z[B 0] Z4)}] =0,
ke{0}UTy

which implies that

Y mE[Zo{P (Y- 2By, <0]Z) = P(Yi— Z{Bo < 0| Zy)}]
ke{0}UT;,

= > mE[Z{P(Yi—Z B <0|Z) - P (Yi— 2B <0|Z)}].
k€Th

Therefore, under assumption 1, it holds by the Newton-Leibniz formula that

1
S mE [ / Jo (2T B + 121 (B85 — Bo) | Z) dtzkz;} @ o
0

ke{0}UTs,

1
= Z T E {/0 fi (Zi Bo +tZy (By, — Bo) | Zi,) dtZkaT] (Br — Bo)-

keTh

As a result, following assumption 4 we have

85, — Boh = |>_ m3r Ek(Bi — Bo)
kETh 1
< pImDS H -
< kz; i Sup H 7 25| 1Bk = Bol
< Ch,
which ends the proof of Lemma A.1. n

Denote
SL(w; {0} UTh) = L(B7, +u; {0} UT,) — L(B5,; {0} UTh) — S(B5,; {0} UT;) ",
Lemma A.2. Assume h = o(1). Under assumptions 1 and 53—/, it holds that

B L (0 UT)) 2 i { a2 ful. . (A1)

Moreover, under assumptions 1-/, the sample version satisfies the following inequality

. [ Ko, o 3K] log p
0L(u;{0} U > — — — Ly ———
(050 UT) > min {5l 1l — L [,

with probability more than 1 — p~2, for any u € D(a,,S).
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Proof. By the Knight equation

prtu=1) = o) = =olr = Iw < O} + [ {10 < 2) = Itu < 0))a,

it holds for any u € D(a,, S) that

dL(u; {0} UTy)
= (6%+U'{0}Uﬁ)— L(B5,: {0} UTh) — S(B5,; {0} UTh) T
= e 2 Z [or (Vi = 21085, +w)

T ke{0}UT;, i=1
o O = 2085) = (7 =1 (Y= 205 <0)} 2]
_ [(Yi— 208, <z2)—1 Yi—ZT.*<O}d.
nTh—i_nO ke%;T;/ k kl’BTh _Z) ( k kzﬁTh = ) <

Therefore, under assumption 1 and based on the Fubini theorem, we can derive that

E{3L(w; {0} UT3)}

Zu
= > mE /k (I (V- 2By <z2)—1(Yi—Z.B% <O)}dz]
ke{0}UTy /0
| Zgu T T
— Z mFE / {Fi (2,85 + 2| Zi) — Fu (2,85 | Zy) } dz| .
ke{0}uTs /0

(i) When Z; u > 0, the integrand has lower bound as
Fy, (Z;ﬁ*ﬂl + 2 | Zy) — Fy, (Z;ﬁ*ﬁl | ZZ)

1.
= J (Z;Bfrh | Zy) 2+ = [ (Zi;rﬁ*n + 2" | Zy) 2

2
. 1
> i (2o B | Zy) 2 — §m022,

where 2T € [0, 2].

(ii) When Z,u < 0, the integrand has upper bound as

Fk(zgﬂ% + 2| Zy) — Fk(zgﬂ% | Zy,)

— fk(zggn | Zy)z + §fk(z;g7,h + 21| Z4)2?

) 1
< flZiB7, | Ze)z + §m0227
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where 2T € [2,0].
As a result, if A is sufficiently small, it yields that

E{0L (u; {0} UTh)}

1
> > m [ﬁuTE{fk (Z. B | Z1) ZiZ) }u — %E {]z;uy?’}]
ke{0}UTs
1
= > m [iuTE{fk (Z.Bo | Zy,) ZyZ)) } u — %E{|Zgu|3}}
ke{0}UT,
1
+ Z Tk [guTE{(fk (Zi B | Zi) — fu (24 Bo | Z1)) ZiZ), } 11]
ke{0}UTy,
Ko moBYCRY | o oy e B0 e Mo
> (- TR B - el > Sl - 2l

where the last inequality follows from assumptions 3-4. We define the maximum radius rg

for the margin condition as

1
ro = Sup {7" :Yu € D(a,,S)N{u e R?: |uly <r}, E{0L(u; {0} UT,)} > Zmo\u\g} .

r>0
If u € D(a,,S) and |u|y < 3k3/(4my), then kolul2/8 — molul3/(6k¢) > 0 and E{6L(u;{0} U
Tn)} > kKolul3/4, which implies ry > 3k3/(4myg). For any u such that u € D(a,,S) and
lula > 79, then denote wy = ro/|uls < 1. On the other hand, |wous:|; < 3lwous|y +
woan, < 3lwous|; + a,. Thus, we have wyu € D(a,,S) and thereby E{dL(wou; {0} UT,)} >
ko|woul|3/4 by the definition of ry. Note that E{S(B%.;{0} UT,)} = 0 by definition of 85 .
Thus,

E{0L (u; {0} UTh)}
= E{L(Br, +w{0}UT)} — E{L(B7:{0}UTh)} — E{S (B7: {0} UTi)} u
= E{L(B;, +w{0}UTy)} —E{L(B7;{0}UTx)}.
By the convexity of the objective function L(ea; {0} U T,), we have
E{L (B +wow;{0}UTh)} <woE{L(B5 +uw;{0}UTh)}+ (1 —wo)E{L(B5:{0}UTs)}.
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As a result,

ERL@A{0UT)} = E{L(B5 +uw{0}UT)} — E{L(8}:{0}UT:)}

1
= [E{L (87, +aow; {0} UTh)} — E{L(B5,;{0} UTh)}]
3
> o fwouf} = Sl > 16“ [uls.

Thus we conclude that

. K 3k3
E {5L(u {0} UT0)} > min {f\u@, Tngorurz} .

On the other hand, under assumption 2, note that
Z;rz.u
/ {I (Vi — 2,85 <2)—1(Yiu— 2,85 <0)}dz
0

takes value in [0, B|u|,], which implies that the integration is a sub-Gaussian random variable
with parameter at most B|ul|;/2 (Wainwright, 2019). Moreover, the Hoeffding inequality

entails that

POL(w;{0}UTy) — E(OL (0;{0} UTy)) < —1)
) <nn+0 2 Z{/ I (Yi ~ 2[5, < 2) ~ I (Y~ ZL,B7, <0)}dz

ke{0}UT};, =1
Z{u

—E/ {I(V—2Z.B;, <z)—1(Yi—Z,B; <O)}dz} g—t)
0

2(77,7‘ —|—n0)t2
< eXp(‘ BlNE )

Taking ¢t = Blu|y+/log p/(n7, + no), it concludes that

Lw{0}UT) > E@GL(w{0}UT)) - B fi\uh

with probability more than 1 — p~2. O
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Lemma A.3. Under assumption 2, it holds that

« 1
S (B {0} UT) . < 2By (A.2)

with probability at least 1 — 2p~t. Moreover, under assumptions 1 and 2, for any B € RP,

we have

1
SB: 0} UTh)l < 2By | —2F— 4 meB? N w8 — Bili,

n n
Ti T M0 ke{0}UTs

with probability at least 1 — 2p~1

Proof. Denote Zy; = (Zyiny-- - Zrip) ' fori=1,...,n, with k € {0}UT,. Under assumption

2, for any j € {1,...,p}, we have
{r =1 (Vi — 2085 < 0)} Zu| < B.
Following from the Hoeffding inequality, we have
P (s <ﬂa- (O U] >1)
= P( > Z{T— (Yii — Z;B85 > 0)} Zy,

ke{0}uTy, i=1

g+ Z Z{T_ (Yei — Z;IBT<O)}Z]€’L'

n7-h+ 0

>t)

"Th ke{0}UT; =1
p
< Zp(n — > Z{T— (Yii — 2,85 < 0)} Zi
=1 Tn T lotuT, =1
— {r—T (Y — 2,85 <0)} Znij| | >t
nTh +n no ke%}ff ; " ’
(TLT + no)t2
< 2pexp (—BT : (A.3)

Set t = 2B+/log p/(nT, + ng) and (A.2) is shown. On the other hand, we have

‘{T—I(Yki —Z;—iﬁ < 0)}Zki,j} < B,
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for any B3 € RP. Therefore, the Hoeffding inequality implies that

P(S(ﬁ;{t)}umoo>t+m082 > w;m)

ke{0}UT},

1 =
<P Yo D> {r T (Y —2ZB<0)}Z
( 7, + Mo ke{0IUT;, i=1
—F Z Wk{T—I(YkZ—ZgzﬂSO)}Zm
ke{0}UTy, 00
>t—|—m032 Z 7Tk|,8—,8]€|1— E Z Wk{T—I(Yk—Zg,BSO)}Zk )
ke{0}UTy, ke{0}uTy, 00
1 =
<P Yo DY {r—T(M—-2,B<0)}Z
( 7 1o ke{0}uTy, i=1
~E| Y m{r—1(Yu-Z,8<0)}Z
ke{0}UTy 00
> ¢+ Z ™ [moB|8 — Bl — |E [{Fi (2 8Br | Zi) — Fi (218 | Zi) } Z4]| ] )
ke{0}UTy
p 1 ng
< P {r—1(Yei—Z,;,8<0)} Z,
; < n7, o ke%;ﬁh; ’
—E Z Tk {T—I(Yki—ZLﬁSO)}Z@‘,j >t>
ke{0}UTy,
2
< exp GW) |
The proof is completed by setting ¢ = 2B+/log p/(n7, + no). H

Proof of Theorem 2.1

Proof. Denote ur, = BTh —B7, . Lemma A.3 implies that the event A\g > 2 ’S(,Bi}h; {0} U 771)‘00
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occurs with probability more than 1 — 2p~!, on which we suppose that

N 16B | sglogp 6 log p 1/2 4Ch
u > + —Ag+y/So + 4B | ———— +2Xg | —
7]y > Ko \/ ny +no Ko AV =0 ng . + no P

1/4
_ (16+6Cp)B | sylogp +2\/(4+2%)30h ( log p ) . (A4
nr. +no Ko nr, +no

Since L (85, + Ur7,; {0} UTh) +Ag |8y, + 17|, < L(B5,;:{0}UTh)+As|85,

from Lemma A.1, we have

, and following

OL (ti,: {0} UT,)
= L(B5, +07:{0}UT:) — L (B5,:{0}UT) — S (85,:{0}UT) 1y,
< =M |87, + g, + s BT,
= ([ Y aa (185h + B
= 2 (185.5), ~ |Brs| ) =2 (|75 )+ 2|85

LT 27s ’ﬁfrh,sg — Bo,sg

| B
1 + 5)\ﬂ |u77;|1

|
)+ haltnl;

1 + ‘,377“35

1 ~
X +§>\,6|ufrh!1

1 + ‘571“85

IN

1 ~
LT U750

1 ~
. + 5)\5 |u7;“50c

Mg |07, 5], — Ag U7, 56

3. - 1 ~
< 5)\3 ‘Uﬁ“30|1 — 5)\@ |u7’h,53 1 + 2)\50}1. (A5)

Denote

G(u) = L (87, + w {0} UTh) — L (87, {0} U Th) + As (|87, +uf, = |87,

)
Since 0L (U7, ; {0} U T,) > 0, then Uy, € D(4Ch,Sp). Thus, there exists ¢ € (0, 1] such that

’lvlTh = tﬁTh With

] = (16 + 6C3)B | sologp +2\/(4+20ﬁ)30h( log p )1/4
hi12 '
Ko

Ko nT, + No nTy, + No

The convexity of G(u) entails that
G(ug) =G (tup, + (1 —1)0) <tG (ur,)+ (1 —t)G(0) =tG (ur,) <0. (A.6)

On the other hand, we have

|ﬁ7—h,53 =t }ﬁTh,Sg | < 3t[ug, 5|, + 4tCh < 3|07, 5], + 4Ch.
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Thus, it yields that ur, € D(4Ch,Sy). Consequently, combining Lemmas A.2 and A.3, it
holds that

G(ug) = L(By +ug;{0}UTy) —L(85;:{0}UT) + s (|85, + 1z, — [85],)

= S0 G {0} UT0) +8 (35400} UT) i+ Aa (185, + i, — 185)

3
3Kg

. Ko\~ 2 ~ B logp -
min Z\unb,m!um — By ———ug,

nr, + Nng
—Ag (‘6%1 + 1Nl’fhh - |'8;71 1)

logp - 3. - 1 ~
08P _ 2y Y .
m——— ur 58 [u7,.sly + 58 U7,

v

1 -
|~ 5%\“%!1

> %lﬁn@—B 1~ 2A6Ch

with probability greater than 1 —p~2 —2p~!, where the last inequality follows from a similar

form of (A.5) and condition
s0logp logp \*
S VR () o,
nr, + No ny, + No

- Ko |~ log p - 3 -
G(ur) > Z“|u7h|§—3 2L (4y/50 [Ur], + 4Ch) — SAgy/50 [, — 206Ch
ny, + ng 2

Ko~ 3 sologp | ~ log p
= ¢ — — (44 =Cg | By| ——— — (44 2C3)BChy| ————
{4 a7 |, ( +3 ﬁ) \/nTthno}lumz (4 +2Cp) Vo

logp \"* - log p
> /3rBCh [ —2 — (44 2C3)BCh,|—22 0,
> VERBOh (B ) i, - (14 20980y B

which contradicts with (A.6) and hence (A.4) does not hold. Therefore, it implies that

~ solog p logp \"*
iy |~ B VR (B
ny, +No ny;, + No
R N log p
< Aflgs|, +ACh < 450 [87,5], + 4Ch S soy | ——— + I,
ny, +no

with probability at least 1 — p=2 — 2p~L. O

As a result, we have

and

7|, = [07,.5], + [07.s¢
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A.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2
For simplicity, we denote 6L(v;{0}) = L (8o 4+ v; {0}) — L (Bo; {0}) — S (Bo; {0}) " v

Lemma A.4. Under assumptions 1 and 3, it holds that

BOL+6- A {0D) | zmin{ "By +v = Bulb o (B +v - ful |

ﬁ:BTh
Moreover, under assumptions 1-3, the sample version satisfies the following inequality

2

~ . Ko | = 363 1A
5L(V—|—ﬁ7‘h—ﬁo;{0}) > mln{zo‘ﬁﬁ—FV—,BoQ,TW(;O’,BT,L-FV—,BOL}

lo ~
—B\| =L By, +v— By
o 1

with probability more than 1 — p~2, for any ,@7;1 +v— 0B € D(a,,S).

Proof. By the Knight equation, it holds that

SL(v+B—B0;{0}) = L(B+v;{0}) — L(Bo; {0}) — S(Bo; {0}) " (B + v — Bo)

1 &
= n_o Z Pr (Ybi - Z(Z(ﬁ + v)) — pr (Ybi — ZoTz'IBO)
i=1

_{T_I<YOZ Z(L50<0)}Z 5+V—50)]

no

1 (B+v—Po) . .
- _Z/ {](Ybi_ZOiﬁogz)_I(%i_ZOiIBOSO)}dZ.
0

n
0 %=1

An analogous methodology in the proof of Lemma A.2 indicates that

: Mol _ _
BGL(v + B~ B 10)) 'B_L%zmm{4 Br+v =B, o B v -,

On the other hand, note that
(B+v—Bo)
/ {I(Yol'—ZoTi,@oSZ)—I(YOz‘—Z&BOSO)}dZ
0

takes value in [0, B|3 + v — Bo|1], which implies that the integration is a sub-Gaussian

random variable with parameter at most B|3 + v — By|1/2 (Wainwright, 2019). Moreover,
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the Hoeffding inequality entails that

POL(B+v —B0;{0}) = E{6L(B+ Vv —Bo; {0})} < —1)

1 Qo Z4;(B+v—0o) T T
= P —Z / {I(sz’—zozﬁoﬁz)_I(YUZ'_ZOZ'BOSO)}dZ
0

n
0 =1

ZJ (B+v—PBo)
—E/ {I(YO—ZJﬁosZ)—I(Y()—ZoTﬂoso)}dzs—t})
0

o ( 2n0t2 >

X - )

P BB+ v = B2

for any B8+ v — By € D(a,,S). Taking t = B|3 + v — Bo|1y/logp/ng and B = BTM and it

concludes that

5L (B, +v — Bo; {0})

> FE{SL(B+v — Bo;{0})}

/1o ~
~ - B gp’ﬂTh-i—V—BO‘
a*ﬁT, Un 1
. (koo log p
A A S = |

with probability more than 1 — p~2. O

Lemma A.5. Under assumption 2, it holds that

S(Bo: {0}, < 2B,/ 22,

no

with probability at least 1 — 2p~t. Moreover, under assumptions 1-2, for any 3 € RP, we

S(B: {0})].. <28y 1‘;§Op L moB’IB — Bals

with probability at least 1 — 2p~1

have

Proof. Under condition 2, for any j € {1,...,p}, we have

{7 = I (Yo — Zg;80 < 0)} Zuij| < B.
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According to the Hoeffding inequality, we have

P(IS(B:{0P] > 1) = P(

1 &
n—OZ{T—I(YOz‘ — Z3:B0 < 0)} Zy;
=1

1 o
—E n_OZ{T_[(Ybi — Zg;B0 < 0)}ZOi]
i=1

>t>

1 &
=1

2
< 2pexp (—%> : (A.7)

IN

p "k
ZP( LS {1 (Y= 20 < 0)} 2,

n
0 =1

<
Il
-

Moreover, we have

P (IS(8;{0})].. >t +moB*|B — Bol1)
< (nZ{T— (Yoi — Z3:8 < 0)} Zos —

:p<1

no
n—OZ{T—I(Ybi—ZgzﬂSO)}ZOi—
i=1

Z{T— Y(Jz‘—Z(TiBSO)}ZOz']

)

1 &
E n—OZ{T—[(%i_Z(—;’/@SO)}ZOi]
i=1

o0

>t+moB*B— B — |E

n—OZ{T—m—zmso)}zo]

o0

V4
< ZP( )
7j=1
n0t2
< 2 — .
< 2y (-25)

Set t = 2B+/log p/ny and the proof is completed. m

no

HLOZ{FO (Z§ Bo | Zo) — Fo (23 B | Zo) } Zo

=1

%Z{T—J(m—zgiﬁgo)}zm,j—E[{T—I%—Z&ﬁgo)}zm,j}

> 14 m0B2|,6 - ,30’1 —|F

Proof of Theorem 2.2

Proof. When A\s > 2(S (8o; {0})|,,, under assumptions 1 and 4, it holds by Lemmas A.1 and
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A5 that

oL (gTh + B, — Bo; {0}>

IN

IN

IN

<

L (Bo: {0}) = L(Boi{0}) = S (Bo: {0})" (Bo— o)

. PO 1 |~
As |Bo = Br| =2 |Bo— Bri| + 525 |Bo— 8|

~ o~ 1 o~ .
As |Bo = Bri| = As|Bo = Bri| + 5% (|Bo — Br| + |80 Br )

3 . 1. (s =

—)\‘ . ——A’ -

255’0 5731 2550 ﬂThl

3 3 1. (s =
§>\5\ﬁo—ﬁﬁ\1+§>\5!unh — 5% ‘50—572 X
3 3

> (A.8)

~ 1|~
AsCh+ s [fir |, = 5s ‘ﬁo B

)
1

with probability at least 1 — 2p~!. Note the fact that 6L (gﬁ + BTh — Bo; {O}) > 0, and it

holds that ‘30 B

1Bo— 8o,

IN

< 3Ch+3|uy,|,. As a result, we have
1

‘50—[/3\% 1+ ‘BO—BT;L .
(|80 = B7|, + 1a7,1,) + (3Ch + 3 [t ],)

ACh + 4dir |,
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which along with Theorem 1 concludes (2.5). On the other hand, (A.8) also implies that

0 < 0L (gnﬁn)

< N |80 Br| s |Bo— Br| + 52 |Bo— 8|

= As ‘50,30 - Bn,so T As ‘[30,53 — BTh,Sg T s ‘30,30 - 5%30 )
—As ‘Bo,sg - BTh,sg .t %/\5 ‘Bo - 50‘1

< A5 (‘50,30 - BT;L,SO T )Bo,so — Brs 1) — As <‘,30,33 — BTh,Sg T ‘Bo,sg — BTh,sg 1)
+2Xs |Bos; — ,@Th,sg Tt %)\5 ‘,@o - 50’1

< s ‘,30,30 — Bos, T As ‘,30,35 — Bo,sg T 2Xs ‘50,55 — BT, )
Y20 |85, 55 — B |, + 3380 — 0|,

< g)\a ‘ﬁo,so — Boso o %Aa ‘50,33 — Bo,sg T 206Ch + 2)s ‘ﬁ*ﬁ,sg — 37;1,35 :

< g)\a ‘ﬁo,so — Bo.ss o %Aa ‘50,33 - Bo,sg T 10AsCh

N

96 + 36C3)\sBsy | logp (4+2Cg)BChsy [ logp \'*
+12)s

Ko nr, + ng Ko nr, + No
with probability at least 1 — p~2 — 4p~! by the contradiction of (A.4) and the fact of U7, €
D(4Ch, Sp), which yields that

~ 1/4
Bo—BoeD | 200n + L2 T2C0)Bs [ losp 24\/(4 : 2C£)BChSO ( = ) S0

ny, + no 0 ny, + no

in probability. Thus, using Lemma A .4, it holds with probability more than 1 —2p=2 — 4p~!

that

2 3kg

27 16my

~ lo N 3 3. i~
‘go - ﬁo‘ } < By 2L (4Ch + 4]ti5|,) + SAsCh + 2As [fi7 |,
2 n 2 2
1
No nT, + no
log p log p
sS4 | ——— +h | =0,
N nr, + no
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min{% B~ Bo

AN

Since




then

2 3K

min{@ ‘Bo - Bol
4 2

B - 6012} = "8y~ ),

16m0

if the sample size is sufficiently large. As a result, the conclusion is drawn by (2.4) that

~ logp 14 So logp 1/4 So logp 1/4
po-a =i (52) - (50) ()
9 o ng ny;, + No

with probability tending to 1. O

A.3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

Proof. For any B € {3 : |3 — Bo|l1 < h}, denote u = B’rh — B. Lemma A.3 implies that
the event A\g > 2|S(3; {0} U Ty)|., occurs with probability more than 1 —2p~!, on which we

suppose that

. _ 112B 1 3Bh [ 1 V4 96meB2\/30h 2
= R s ( ng) L 0moBTsoh |y 2oy (a)

Ko nry, + No nr, + No Ko Ko

Since L (ac +u, {0} UTy) + A\g | + u|1 < L(a, {0} UTy) + Agla]q, then we have
0 < L(B+u{0}UTy)—L(B;{0}UTy)—S(B:{0}UTy) u

s 18+, + X |8l + A [0,

= —As (‘Bﬁ“s@

= )‘ﬂ <|/680|1 - ‘:377“30

IA

I
1) + s (1Bsly + [Bs;,) + 52a [l
J 2w (185l +[Brs] ) +2%s 105

1 - 1 -
1 + 2/\[‘3 ‘:385 - /BO,Sgll + 5/\[«; ‘1156’1 + 5)\,3 |1150|1

1 + "BT’“SS

| BN
1 + 5)\5 |u|1

+ ‘ﬁn,sg

IN

A [Us,|; — Ag [dsg
3

~ 1 ~
< S [us, |, — 378 |Us

| T 270 (A.10)
with probability more than 1 — 2p~!. Denote
Gp(u) = L(B +w; {0} UTh) — L(B; {0} U Th) + Ag(I8 + uls — [B]1).

Since 0L(u; {0} UTy) > 0, then u € D(4h, Sy). Thus, there exists t € (0, 1] such that u = tu

with

|ﬁ|2:1123 sologp /3B ( log p )14 96mOBQ\/5—0h+4 2mo

Ko ny, + no ny, +no Ko Ko
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The convexity of Gg(u) entails that
Gg(u) = Gg(tu+ (1 —1)0) < tGg(u) + (1 —t)Gp(0) = tGg(u) <0 (A.11)

for any ¢ > 0. On the other hand, we have

|Use|, =t |Usg|, < 3t [Us,|; + 4th < 3|us,|, + 4h.

Thus, it yields that u € D(4h,Sy). Mimicking the proof of Lemma A.2, we conclude that
LB+ @ {0}UT) — L(B: {0} UTs) — S(B; {0} UTy) a

o 3Kp 1 ~
> min @|u|§, o lul, p — B ﬂhﬂl
4 16m0 717714—710

with probability more than 1 — p~2. Consequently, coupled with Lemma A.3, for sufficiently

large sample size, it holds with probability more than 1 — p=2 — 2p~! that

Gp(u) = L(B+w{0}UTh) - L(B; {0} UTh) + As(|B8 +ul —[B]1)

. [ Koy~p 3K§ - logp ., 1. - -
> 501Gz, 250 150, b — By [ —282 G, — =Agfti — A _
> win { 2fals b i | - [ - gl — 8-+ 3~ 1)
KO |~9 logp - 3. - 1. -
> — — By —= — =) —\ |1 — 2 gh
z o [ul; nTthnO!uh 5 ﬁ\uso!1+2 sluss i gh,

where the last inequality is followed from a similar form of (A.10) and the fact that

sologp
\/—Jm/s h — 0.
ny, + no 0

As a result, we have with probability at least 1 —p~2 — 2p~! that

_ _ 1 _ _
Gs@) > P — By —2L (4/50[ifs + 4h) — 6Xgy/F0[l2 — 2\sh
4 nr, + Nng

Ko 50 log p 5 - log p 9,9
= — —28B,| ——=2= — 24moB*°h — 12Bhy| —=—— — 8myB*h
{ 1 [al, my——— mo \/80} [als E——— mo

v

1 1/ - 1
(x/?moBh (ﬂ) + ,/—momOBh) s — 12Bh, [ —22  _ 8m,B2% > 0,

nTy, + No ny, + Ng
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which contradicts with (A.11) and hence (A.9) does not hold. Therefore, it implies that

ny, + ng
and
. . _ log p
[ul; <A4|us,|i +4h < 4y/solus, |2 + 4h < sy | ————— + soh, (A.12)
ny, + no

with probability at least 1 — p=2 — 2p~1L.

When A\s > 2[S(8o; {0})]., it holds that

oL (87 +Br, — Boi{0}) = L (Bo:{0}) = L(Bo: {0}) = S (B {0O))" (8o — o)

- PO 1 |~
< X |Bo—Br| = s |Bo—Br| +5)s |Bo— Bo|
. PO 1 . .
< Xs|Bo—Bri| —2s|Bo—Br| + 52 (|Bo—Bri| +|B—Bnl )
3 ~ 1. 154 =
= SXs|Bo—Bn| — 52 |Bo—Br|
3 30 1A A
< SXs18o = Bl + SAs [l — 52 [Bo — B
3 3. 1~ 1. 15 4
< 5)\5h+§)\5|u|1—§)\5 ,BO—ﬁThl. (A13)

Note the fact that § L (gffh + B’rh — Bo; {O}) > 0, and it holds that ‘B\O — BTh

< 3h+3[tl,.
1

As a result, we have

)Bo —50‘1 < ‘50 —Bn

1+‘B\0—3Th

= (1Bo = Bl + [uly) + (3h + 3[aly) < 4h + 4fuls,
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which along with (A.12) implies (2.6). On the other hand, (A.13) implies that

0 < 4L (Bo—505{0}>

< Aa’ﬁo—ﬁnI—Aé‘ao—gnl-F%)\a‘ﬁo—ﬁo‘l

< As ‘50,30 — Br.5, T As ‘ﬁo,sg - ﬁn,sg :
—As ‘Bo,so ~ B, T As ‘Bo,sg - Bﬁ,sg T %)\5 ’Eo - ﬁo‘l

< As (‘50,50 — Br.5, = ‘ﬁo,so — Br.5 1) — s <‘ﬁo,sg — ﬁTh,Sg .t ‘ﬁo,sg - ,gn,sg 1)
+2Xs |Bo,sg — En,sg .t %Aa Bo — Bo )

< s ’ﬁo,so — Bo.s o As ‘ﬁo,sg - Eo,sg )
+2Xs ‘ﬁo,sg — Bo.sg|, T 22 |Boss — Bn,sg ) + %)\5 Bo — Bo )

< gAa ‘ﬁmso — Bo.s o %)\5 ‘50,53 - Bo,sg .t 2Xsh 4 2Xs [Use |,

< g)\a ‘[3050 — Bs, T %)\6 ’5033 - Bsg T 2Xsh + 672?{2380 \/ nTlhoian

2m050 Bh

3Bhsy < log p )1/4+ 576 \smoB?soh

24\
* 0 nr;, + no

—+ 24)\5

Ro Ro Ro

with probability at least 1 — p~2 — 4p~! by Lemma A.5, which yields that

B\O_BOE

13448 ] /3Bh ] V4 1159mg B2sh 2
D an+ 3 S0 ogp So ( ogp ) i mob*~So 148 77”50303]17‘5,0
Ko ny, + no ny, +ng Ko Ko

-1

in probability. Thus, using Lemma A.4, it holds with probability more than 1 —2p~2 — 4p

that
2 3K3 |4 lo N 3 3.~
mm{ Bo— ol 7o ]ﬁo—ﬂo\} < By (4 +4[0) + SAsh + ot
mo 2 o 2 2
< sologp | sologp s log p
~ ng, +no '
Since
sologp [ sologp +sih Py

ny, + no



then

2 3K}

2 ’ 16m0

min{%‘ao—ﬁo ‘50—50‘2}2%‘50—50‘2

if the sample size is sufficiently large. As a result, the conclusion is drawn by (2.7) that

~ log p 1/4 sologp 14 sologp 14
’50—,30‘25,\/8071 - + — :

0 No n, + no
m
A.4 Proof of Theorem 2.4
Denote the oracle estimation of the crude step as En,ora with
Brion € argminL(8;{0}UT:) + Ag|Bl1,
subject to BS”CFh = 0. (A.14)
Lemma A.6. Under assumptions 1-3 and 5-6, with
Ay = 4h,, S = STh
i assumption 3, if
8D ! 32+/2 1
PO L B E ) O LT
v\ logp gl nr, + no
where the positive constant D is determined by (A.19),
s'logp VA8
Vg — 0, ———=——— =0, and ' < ,
p Ag (n;, +no) 8mg B2
then with probability more than 1 — 12p~! — 2p~2, ETh,ora is a solution of problem (2.1).
Proof. According to the Karush—-Kuhn—Tucker condition of (2.1), we have
S (Br; {0} UT:) + Agsign (87, ) =0, (A.15)

o1



where

— 1, t<0
sign(t) ¢ € [-1,1], t=0,

=1, t>0,

~ ~ ~ T ~
with sign </67'h> = (sign <B7h71> ,...,sign (ﬁTmp)) . Thus, B7, ora is the solution of (2.1) if

and only if it satisfies (A.15), which can be written as

S (Brionn (0} UTL) =8 (85,40} UTS) +8 (85, {0} UTe) + Asign (B ) =0,

Denote

Ri— Y mB[Z{l(N-2[8<0)~1(Vi-28; <0)}]| _

i B=BT;, 0ra
and
1 - 5
Ro = ——— > > Zu{l (i~ ZlBrion <0) — [ (Ve - 2385, <0)}
0 TN L cloyuT, i=1
~ Y mEZ{I(M-ZB<0) I (-28, <0)}]|
ke{O}U,Th ﬁ::@Th,ora

As a result, (A.16) can be rewritten as

H, (87,0 — B7) + Ri + Ry + S(8%, {0} U Ts) + Agsign(B7,) = 0,,

which is further exhibited in the form of partitioned matrices as

* * =
(HThﬁThSTh HTIuSThSCTh> (/BﬁL,Ora,STh - 18%1787—;1) " (RISTh + R2S7—h>

H>!< c I_I>I< c c 0 c — ol R c + R c
TS5, S7, VTS5, 85 85,1 — Pr.ss. 15+ Rase

SSTh (IB*;L; {0} U 77L)
- (ssTh (ﬁ%; {0}u E))

_ —)\g (Sign (BEL,ora,STh>> 7

VA

52

- H;'h (Bﬁ,ora - 6%)



where z € [—1, 1]‘8%1‘. Note that the first part of partition is the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker

condition of (A.14) that

H7 s, (5%orau&rh - 5%,%) —H7 55,55 Briss,
+R15Th + RQSTh + SSTh (,3%, {0} U 771)

= —)\Bsign (:3Th,ora737h> . (A16)
Consequently, we only need to verify the sufficient form of the second part of partition that
‘SscTh <5Th,ora; {0ty 771> LO

* o) * * *
= [H555,57, (Bromss, ~ Brisy,) — i 51, B,

+Russ + Rase +Sse (87, {0} U Th)

o0

< )\,3. (A17)
Based on (A.16), (A.17) is represented as
—1 ~
‘Hfrh,s;hsm (Hfrh,sThsT) (H*Th,SThscThﬁfrh,scTh - Rlsrh - R28Th - SSTh (B*Tha {otu 77L)

—Agsign (ﬁn,ora,STh» - H*ThchThS‘%h ﬁ*ThvSCTh +Rise + Rose +Sse (87, {0} U Th)

< )\g.

On the contrary, under assumption 6, the probability that (A.17) does not hold can be
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controlled by

* - . § .
i OHTM%% (5%701”&7% B ﬁm&) —H7 55 5 Brs;, T Rusy, +Rasg | 2 Aﬂ)
_1 A
i (HHT}“S%ISTh (HT}“STh‘STh) 0o HﬁL,SThS%h/BﬁuS%L 00 > 8 )
_1 )\
c > B
< H'Th S 37‘ (HTh’STh‘STh) RISTh >3 >
-~ s
o 8

* -1 * A
+P ( H7, s 7, (Hn,,sThsTh> Ssy, (B7,:{0} U Th) ‘OO = %)

IN

-1
*
H7 52 s, (H”rh,sThsTh) Rosr,

~ 8

+P

sign (Bri sy, )| = (1- v)AB)

Ap HHThsc sTh( ThsrhsTh)

> 178
=)

+
S

H7—h Sc SC /37—h

R1sc Z %)

<

<

(el 27%)
"

+
s

+
s

+7 ([857 (87 0} U] > 222)

o ?
(Ia) + (I3) + (1a) + (I5) + (Ls) + (I7) + (Is) + (1o),

where terms (I1)—(1y) are self-defined above and will be expired when the proof of this lemma

is completed. Note that

o= (HHE’S%LSW (HTh’SThSm) ‘Hn,sns%hﬁn,sa = T)
(o]
S " (HHE’S%LSTh <H771’SThSTh> 00 HHThvsThS%h max Blrh’s%h 1 Z T)

< P ((1 — y)moB*h > %) =0,

—1 —~
(I;) = P (A@ HH%“%ST}L (5.5, 57, ) sign (B o1, ) LO >(1- 7))\3> —0,

o0

o4



*

Zm>

Y8
(16) - (‘Hn SC S /6771 Z ?) S P (HHTh Th ’Ss’h‘l 8

< P (mOBQh’ > %) =0.

Moreover, according to (A.3), we obtain

ssn (Bretorum)| > 22)

(L) = (HHThSC STh< ThsThSTh> 8
>

< (\SST (85 {O}Um‘ S(Yiﬁv))

(n7, +10)7* A3 <oy
128B2(1 — )2 ) =

< 2pexp (—

and

2y2
(n'ﬁz + n0>7 )‘B) < 2]?71,

YA
(1) = P (|88, 85 0y 0T = 222) < ey (-2

8

)\ﬁ216B(1—7) | logp |
y nTy, + No

when
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On the other hand, under assumption 1, we have

P (|Rifoc = 1)

= Pl| X mEZ{R(2[812) - F (285 1 Z)}] |
ke{O}UTh, P oo
— p<

_ p<
d

P <moBS ‘/Bﬁ,ora - ’B;—h

1
Z mE {zkz;/o [ (2085 + 12} (B —B5) | Zk) dt} ‘

ke{0}UTs
)

_Hj;’h (187—}“01‘& - ﬂ%)

Z 7TkE

ke{0}UT},

(ﬁn ora— 0BT, >

Zt>

Z kaOB ‘ﬁ’Th,ora - ﬂ;‘h 1 E
ke{0}UT;
2
>t
1

for any ¢ > 0. Thus, it holds that

IN

2:2]] (Bri.oa — 57

)

IN

’y/\g ’y)‘ﬁ
(I,) <P (\Rlloo 2 8(1—7) (‘B’fh ﬁTh = W(l—’y))

and

1) < P (Rule 2 52) < P (|G — 85

o s
- 8m B3

Lemma A.3 indicates that

. | logp
}S(Bﬁu{O}U,ﬁl)looSQB ”Th‘i‘”o

B:ﬁTh ,ora

1
/0 {fu (2,85 +tZy (B—B5) dt | Zy)— fu (2. B5, | Zi) } dtszZ]

- Hj;’h </6’Th,ora - ﬁ%) Z t

o
</67}L ora 6%)
:G:B\Th,ora

with probability more than 1 — 2p~'. Therefore, when \g > 4B+/log p/(n7, + no), it holds

o6



that

8L (Br.ora — Br: {0} U TS

S L <Bﬁl,ora; {0} U 771) - L (/6%7 {O} U 771) - S(,Bj;-h, {0} U 771)T (B\Th,ora - ﬁ;’h)
< _>\ﬁ ‘Bﬁ,ora L + )\ﬁ ‘IB%L 1 - IB;’h 1
o) * 3 *
S 5/\/3 ‘ﬂTh,ora,STh - ﬁTh’STh ) + 5)\,3 ‘/BTh,S%L ‘1
3 (4 . 3
< 5)\3 ‘ﬁTh,ora,STh - /677“57—}1 ‘1 + §>‘ﬂh/ (A18)

with probability more than 1 — 2p~!. Since B’]’h,ora — B3 € D(I,Sr,), then according to

Lemma A.2 and assumption 3, it yields with probability more than 1 — p~2 that

~ . ) Ko | ~ « |2 3Ii
oL (ﬁTh,ora_IB’Th; {O} U 77L) 2 min {ZO ‘/Bﬂ,ora_ﬁ’]'h —0 ‘ﬁTh ora /67'h }
logp
_B ‘ ora
nr, + ng BTh /8%

which implies that

/677“0ra /87’h

4B "1 TAgh’
<20 [T L By v 22
n7h+n0 Ko

with probability more than 1 —2p~! — p~2 by combining (A.18) and mimicking the proof of

Theorem 2.1. For sufficiently large ny, ,no and p, it holds that
1 6 TAgh' A
s Y L VA R - LAy '
ny +ng Ko Ko 8mo B3

(I)<2p'+p?and (I;) < 2p ' +p 2

As a result, we have

On the other hand, to investigate the tail probability of item Ry, we denote the function
class F; = {fa,; | Bg%h = 0}, where

f8,(V,Z) = Z{I(Y-2Z"8 < 0)-1(Y-Z' B3, <0)}—E(Z{I(Y-2"8<0)-1(Y-Z'B5, <0)})

27



and Z; is the j-th component of Z. Since the Vapnik-Chervonenkis dimension of F; is less

than ', then Lemma 19.15 in van der Vaart (1998) entails that
sup N (eB, F;, Ly(Q)) < Ms'(16¢)* e =%
Q

for some positive constant M > 0, where the covering number N (¢, F, L,(Q)) is the minimal
number of L, (Q)-balls of radius ¢ needed to cover the function class F. Thus, Lemma 19.35

in van der Vaart (1998) implies that

E sup Z Zfﬁ] Yii, Zi)

L —om
B:Bsc. =0 no + 1, Tr kefoyuT;, i=1

< Z iy sup ngj (Yei, Zi)

ke{0}UT, B:Bsg. =0 Tk 527
< > mnPBI(1LF, L)
ke{0}UTy,

= B,/ ] N (eB,F;, L de
nﬁnﬁ/ \/ogsup B, Fj, La(Q))
/2

< DBVS (ng+nz)"" (A.19)
for some constant D > 0. Employing Theorem 3.26 in Wainwright (2019), it holds that
P (Raloc > DBV (n + n7,) /2 4 1)

< ZP(

< 2pexp (—

ng

su (Yii, 2y
g DD By A

p: 'BSC =0 kefoyuTs, i=1

(n, + no)t2
1652 '

> DBV (ng +np, )2 + t)

By taking ¢ = 4L+/2log p/(nt, + ng), we obtain

21
IRs|.c < DB _£08pP
ng—i-nTh ny, + No

with probability more than 1 — 2p~*

o8



As a result, when

8DB s 328 2logp
A\g > + ’
¥ no + Ny, ¥ nr, +no

we have
* * -1 /y>\ﬂ
(l5) = P(HHﬁ,s%hsTh (Hﬁ,sThsTh) M‘stn OOZ?
YAg
< P (R S A8
N ( QSThoo—su—w)
< 27!
and

A _
(IS)ZP(‘RQSCTh Z%) < 2ph.

Combining the pieces, we conclude that (A.17) holds with probability more than 1—12p~! —

2p~2, which concludes the proof of Lemma A.6. O

Lemma A.7. Under assumptions 1-3 and 5-6, with

a, =4n', § = Sr,

/
As > 8D | s +32¢§ B log p |
v log p v ng, + No

where the positive constant D is determined by (A.19),

i assumption 3, if

s'log p , YAs
N/ SAg— 0, ———— — 0 dh <
T s (g, o) SmoB?’

then with probability more than 1 —12p~' —2p=2, any solution ETh of problem (2.1) satisfies
,677“3%:% =0.

Proof. From Lemma A.6, the event that the oracle estimator Br, o is a solution of (2.1)
occurs with probability more than 1 —12p~! —2p~2. On this event, to demonstrate that any

solution BTh of problem (2.1) satisfies B’/;HS%L = 0, it is sufficient to verify that

L(BA0}UTa) + a8l > L (B {0} UTh) + Ag | Brora

1
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for any 3 with ﬁScTh #* 0|SCT;L" We first show that

L(,@, {0} U 771) + )\,3|,3|1 > L ((ﬁ‘;_h, OT)—r , {0} U ﬁz) + )\ﬁ ‘/BST,L

1
for any B € B (B”rh,ora> r) with ﬁs%h # 0, where B <B\T,“0ra, r) represents the neighbourhood
of /1-ball with radius r. The Knight equation entails that
L(B; {0} U Ty)
~ ~ T ~
= L (/8'77“01"3; {O} U ﬁz) + S (ﬁTh,ora; {0} U 771) (/8 - /B'Th,ora)

1 "k Z;;(:B_aTh,ora) 5 A
B E— Z Z/ {[ <Yk1 - Zki/gﬁb,ora < Z) —1 <Yk’z - Zki/g'ﬁ“ora < 0) } dz
0

T 0 oo, o1

and
L ((5,.07) 0 0
- I (ﬁn,ora; {0} U 7;) +S (Bﬂuora; {0}y U Th)T <<B;Th70T>T ~ era) N T i

7, + Mo ke{0IUT;, i=1
.
Z;.((ﬁ:s‘rTh 70T) _ETh,ora> . .
/ {I <}/;cz - Z;gl—i/BTh,ora S Z) -1 (Ykz - Z;—iﬁTh,ora S O) } dz.
0
Thus, we arrive at
.
(L0 0T+ 2alBli) — {2 ((8F,.07) (0T ) + 2alBis | )

A T ! Y
= Ssj, <BTh’°ra; {0} UT’“‘) S 2. 2

ke{0}UT;, i=1

Z;(BfﬁTh,ora) T ~ T ~
/ T {[ (Ykz - Zki/BTh,ora S Z) —1 (Ykz - Zki/BTh,ora S 0) } dz.
Zzt ((/G:SrTh ’OT> _BTh,ora>
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Note that

Z;;(:@_B'T;L,ora) TA TA
/ {I (Y}cz - ZkiﬁTh,ora S Z> -1 (Y}cz - ZkiBTh,ora S O) } dz

T
ZZz((ﬁ‘—S‘rT :OT) ﬁTh,ora>

= (208 —Yi) I (Yi — 248 <0) = (Ziis, Bsr, = Yiu) I (Yii = Ziss, Bsy, <0)

Z;—z S" ﬁsc (Ykl Z;/B'Th,ora < O)
= MCBSCT”[ Yii — 2, <z)d:—1Z], I (Yii — Z},Br ora <
= ki — ki,SThﬁSTh >~z z ki’s%h /65%1 ki kiﬁTh,ora <0

B Z'I”’S’?“hBSTh T T
_ {1 (YM ~ 2, By, < z) iy (YM ~ 2, By, < o) } dz
0
kz SC /BSC { <Ykz - Z]—gri757-h/8377h S 0) -1 (Ykl - Z;—iﬁTh,ora S O) } .

Denote Fj, 5(-) as the distribution function of Y;; — Z,,3 and ﬁkﬁ() as the empirical distri-

bution function of { Fy g (Vi — Z;,@)} . Set Uy a(t) = n,t/z <ﬁk@(t) — t). Since

Zkz sg_ ﬁS“Th T T
{1 (Vi = Zlis, Bs, <2) =1 (Vi = s, By, <0)}dz20,
0
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IN

IN

IN

Theorem 1.2 in van Zuijlen (1978) implies that

Pt X 2

ke{0}UT;, i=1

> Z Wktk‘ﬂs%hl>

(Y,ﬂ Zl; s, By, < z) .y (Yki ~Z,s, Bsy, < 0) } dz

ke{0}UTs
13 1 Zy; 5c Pss
< ¥ P(nZ/ BT (Vi By B, < 2) T (Y- Zhis, Bsr, <0) F ety
ke{0}UT;, kish ‘ﬂscm 0
1 Nk 1 B|Bsc —B|Bsc
< ZP sup 72 / Th1+/ T |y
k "k = | Bse 0 0
e{0UTn \ B:|Bsc r i=1|MS 1

ke{0}UT;, B

{ﬁk,(;s;rh o7) <F (o2, o7) (z)) ~F (5, o) <Fk (55, o7 (0)> } dz > tk>

ke{0}uTn |\ B

Bse.

h11

: ﬁs,crh

<r
1

s o) o) e

Z P sup L /B
0

)
®
o
\‘
°
_‘
~
VR
S
~~
i)
[
N
°
4{
~
=
~
—
(oW
N
V
3
>
o~
B
~_

1 B|Bsc —B|Bs¢
Z P<m0B2T + sup —_— / Thly _|_/ Th 11

v

Z P sup sup

ke{0}UTh 5 55%; STzG[—B’T,BT]
hl1

SMB?r

1/2 :
ke{0JUT,, (nk/ ty — moB3r)?

\Tl (,357_ 0T> (Fk,(ﬁ;,h,OT) (Z)>—\I/k

o) () Py (@) > )

~

/2y B
7(52620T) (Fh(BgTh ,0T><O)>‘ > n,;Bk _ m02 r)



for some positive constant M. Taking ¢, = n, 1/2 moB?r'/?>~" whereas k =¢ {0} U Ty, for a

sufficiently small positive constant 7, we conclude that

i s [

ke{0}UTy, i=1
KmgB2rt/2=n
> -

e )
SP(”Th—Fo > Z/

ke{0}UT;, i=1

B2,1/2-n
>y = ”

nr, + No

sz ’3

1(Yii = Zf 5y, Bsy, < 2) = 1 (Yei = Bilsy Bsy, <0) bz

S C
Th

1(Yei = 2,5y, Bsy, < 2) = 1 (Yei = Bils, Bsr, <0) bz

1>

On the other hand, using the Markov inequality and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we obtain

‘Th
ke{0}UT;,

8K Mr*n
m3B(1 — rt/2+n)2’

that

P( nr +n Z Z Zkz $° ﬁSC { (Ykz - Z;,ST}] /BSTh S 0) -1 (Ykz - Z;B’Th,ora S 0)} > t)
h o '

ke{0}UT;, =1
2

< Byl — 3 S 2l sy {1 (Vi ~ ZLs, Boy, <0)~1 (Y~ ZLBram <0)} | b2
T Ok‘E{O}UThz 1
< E( S S (E )
To T 0 toroT, =1
> Z| (Yoi = Zlrsy, By, <0) =1 (Y = Z1:Bri ora <)) )/ﬂ
ng + o ke{0}UT;, i=1 o
Since
1 (Yai = sy, By, < —Br) <1 (Yii = Zs, Bsy, < 2 (Bron — (85,.07)))
= 1 <Yk"L - Z;E’Th,ora S O) S I (Yk‘l - Z;73ThﬁSTh S BT)
and

1(Yei = 2,5, Bsy, < —Br) <1 (Yei = Zlis, Bsy, <0) <1 (Y= Zls,, By, < Br).
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then

)I (Ykz - Z;‘,STh ﬁSTh S 0> -1 <Ykz - Z;Bﬁ,ora S O)’

< 1(Yi—2ls, B, <Br)—1(Yii— Zls, Bs, < —Br)

foranyt=1,...,n and k=1,..., K. Consequently, we have

1 ng T ~

P( . Z Z Zki,scTh Bss. {] (Ym‘ - Z;,Sm Bsy, < 0) —1I (Yki — 2,87, ora < 0)} >t
h ke{0}uT;, i=1

2

B? /BSC 1 Nk
< —HEl—— 3 Y {1(Yii— 2L, Bs,, < Br) =1 (Yi— Zlys, Bs,, < —Br) }
T T o ke{0}uTy, =1 |
2
B?|Bse
T |1
< Z Tk (F T(B?") - F T(-BT))
2
2 ) )

2
< 2moB®r |Bse t2.
Th 1

Taking t = moL?r!/?"

/BSTh‘ for a sufficiently small positive constant 7, we conclude that
1

1 s -~
P( — > > Z;,s;hﬂs;h {] <Yki - Z;,sThﬁsTh < 0) -1 (Ym’ — Z}:87; ora < 0>}

7, + Mo ke{0}uT;, i=1

)

Besides, Lemma A.6 implies that (A.17) holds with probability at least 1 — 12p~ — 2p~2.

> moB2r/?

Bs,

2720

moB'

Denote S;(8;T) as the j-th component of S(3;7) for some index set 7 C {1,..., K}. As

(28 01T + 3481} - {2 ((82,.07) 00T ) s | |

P~ KmgyB?rt/2=n
) . _ 2 1/2—n 0 . ' ‘
> jg (Sj (era, {0} u Th) + (Aﬂ mo Bt/ —— ) &gn(ﬁj)) B;
Th

> 0,

a result, we can always find a sufficient small » > 0 such that
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which holds with probability at least 1 — 12p~' — 2p™2 — 8K M1/ (mgB(1 — r'/>¥1)?) —
2721 /(mgB). Furthermore, for any 3 with BScTh # 0, there exists a vector B = s8 + (1 —

S)B\'T}Hora with 8% € B (B\Th,oraa r). The convexity of the object function in (2.1) entails that

)

S (L(ﬁ, {0} U 771) + /\B|ﬁ|1) + (1 - S) <L (B\Th,ora; {0} U 771) + )\ﬁ ‘B\Th,ora
> L(B5{0}UTy) + s |8,

The above inequality implies that 8 is not the solution of (2.1) since

L(B: {0} UTh) + AslBl:
L0 UT) + 2918, — (1= ) (L (Broww: 10} UTR) + A B e

S

> LB {0} UT) + AglBs > L (Bronai {02 U T3 ) + Ag | Brion

v

J)

9

1

which concludes the proof, implying that all the solutions of (2.1) satisfies BThvSCTh = 0 with

probability at least 1 — 12p~! — 2p~2. O

The oracle estimation of the refined step can be defined as
6A7;wom € argégnino L (B\'Thpra + 9; {O}) + Xs/0|1. (A.20)
‘05c=
Lemma A.8. Under assumptions 1-3, 5, and 6, with

a, =4n', § =S,

and

mn assumption 3, if

and




where the positive constant D is determined by (A.26),

s'log p (' + s0) logp , YAg
VSAg— 0, ——— — 0, s+ 59)As > 0,————= — 0, and h' < ,
p A (n7, + o) (8" + 50)s As7 8mj B

then with probability more than 1 — 24p~! — 4p~2, BTh,ora is a solution of problem (2.2).

Proof. According to the Karush-Kuhn—Tucker condition of (2.2), we have

S <5Th,ora + 67 {0}) + Assign (57%) =0. (A.21)

Thus, (/5\7;170“% is the solution of (2.2) if and only if it satisfies (A.21), which can be written as

S (B\Th,ora + Zs\’Th,ora; {O}> -S (B()a {0}) + S (/307 {0}) + >\5Sig1'l <5\Th70ra> =0. (A22)

In the following, we denote

R; = E[zo{l(yo—z(mg())—I(Yo—ZJﬁOSO)H'

ﬁ:ﬁTh,ora+5Th,ora

_HS (BTh,ora + 677“01“a - ,30)

and
_ RS T (3 S T

R4 — n_o ; ZOi {[ <YE]1 - Z()i </67]“ora + 5771,0ra> S 0) -1 (YE)z - ZOiIBU S O)}

B (2 {1 (Y- 208 <0) -1 (Yo~ 2 u < 0)}]|

B:ﬁTh ,ora“"sTh ,ora

As a result, (A.22) can be rewritten as

HS (Bﬁ,ora + g’Th,ora — /80> + R3 + R4 + S(ﬁ(); {0}) + )\JSign (Sﬂl,ora> = 07

which is further exhibited in the form of partitioned matrices as

(HS,SS HS,SSC) <B\Th,ora,8 + (/S\‘Th,ora,g - IBO,S) + ( R3c§ + R’4x§ ) + (SS(/BOv {O})>

HS,SCS HS,SCSC O RgSc + R4<§C SS(‘ (,607 {O})

— (signg <g’rh,ora>> ,

V/
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where z € [—1, 1]|‘§C|. Note that the first part of partition is the Karush—-Kuhn—Tucker

condition of (A.20) that

HS,SS (B’Th,ora,g + g’Th,ora,S - IBO,S> + RBS + R45 + SS(/BO; {O}) = _Aésigng <g77“ora> <A23)

Consequently, we only need to verify the sufficient form of the second part of partition that

‘Sgc <B\77“ora + 8\77“01’3; {0}> ‘OO
‘HO ScS (Bﬁ,ora,g + 5Th,ora,5 - 505) + R3‘§c + R4‘§C T SSC (/60; {O}) 0o

< )\5. (A24)

Using (A.23), (A.24) is rewritten as

H{ s5es <H3,53> B <—Rgs — Rys — S5(Bo; {0}) — Assigng (gﬁ,ora))

+Rase + Ryge +Sse(Bo; {0})| < As.

o0

On the contrary, under assumption 6, the probability that (A.24) does not hold can be

controlled by
P (‘H 508 <5n,ora,s + 07, 00,8 — ﬁo,5> + Ryse + Ruyse + Sse(Bo; {0}) ‘oo > >\5>
* -1 ’Y)\é
(HHO 55 <H0,55> H Raslo = 5=
* * _1 YA
+P (HHo,scs (Hoss H Raslo = ==
" s
v (| Biss (Biss) || ssto 010> %52
( >

‘51gn5 <5Th ora> (1- V)Aé)

IN

+P | As

-1
*
0,5¢S HO SS)

7)\
Rse|., 5)

(
P (|R4Sp W)
o

P

_I_

+

+7 (1880 10Dl = 22¢)
(I2) + (I3) + (1) + (I5) + (Is) + (I7),
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where terms (I;)—(17) are self-defined above and will be expired when the proof of this lemma

is completed. Note that

-1
(]4> = P()‘é HS,SCS (H338>

Moreover, according to (A.7), we obtain
-1
(13) = (HHO ScS <H3,S§>

< (ISs(ﬁm{O})‘w = 6(%5 )>

signg (37;“0”) > (1-— fy))\5> = 0.

o0
[e.o]

’Y>\5
Ss(6 (0D > %)

2y2
noY s -1
= e (‘m) =

and

A Z)\2
(I;) =P (|Sgc(ﬁo; {0P)| = %) < 2pexp (_n(w 5) <2p L
On the other hand, we have

P (|Rsloc = 1)

_ p<
- p<E
_ p<

B Th ,ora + 5’771 ora /30>

d
d

Bl {1 (%~ 205 <0) -1 (Yo~ 2o <0)}]|

ﬁ:ﬁTh ,ora+57’h,ora

_HS (Bﬁ,ora + 5771,ora - BO) Z t

o0

1 ~ ~
|:Z0Zg /0 fO (ZJ/BO + tzg(/g - /30) | ZO) dt (/BE,Ora + 67’h,ora - /80>

- 'ﬁB\Th ,Ora+8\Th ,ora

> ¢

_HS (IBTh,ora + 6’Th,ora - /60)

[e.9]

E ZoZoT/O {fo (Zg Bo+tZg (B—Bo) | Zo)—fo (Zo Bo | Zo) } dt]

ﬁ:,@”fh ,ora+57'h ,ora

)

> ¢

o0

IN

mOB ‘Bn,ora + 57’h7ora - /60 . E [ZD ] (/672 ora T 5771 ora ﬁO)

IN

~ ~ 2
7/nOB3 ‘/Bﬁ,ora + 6Th,ora - /60 1 > t)
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for any ¢t > 0. Thus, it holds that

A ~ ~ 2 A
(Il) S P (|R3‘ > ’Y—a)> S P (‘BTh,ora + 5771,ora - ﬁD > L)

T 6(1—x 1~ 6moB3(1 —7)
and
YAs ‘A = 2 YAs
I5) <P R > — <P ora 6 ora Z .
(1) P (IRl 2 258} < P (|G + B = ] 2 5100

Lemma A.5 indicates that

log p
Un)

S(Bo; {0})], < 2B

with probability more than 1 — 2p~!. Therefore, when \s > 4B+/log p/ny, it holds that

5L (Briora + 875,000 — o3 {0})
< L (Briora + 30rai {0}) = L(Boi {0}) = S(Bo: {O) (Brora + 871000 — o)
(T ‘50 — Br0ma

3 |~ -
< 5)\5 )ﬁﬁ,ora + 6ﬁ,ora - BO’I <A25>

~ 1 ~ ~
S _>\5 ‘6ﬁ,ora 1 + 5)‘6 ’ﬂﬁ,ora + 577“01‘21 - 160‘1

with probability more than 1 — 2p~!. Since ,@Th,ora - g’rh,ora — Bo € D(0,S), then according

to Lemma A .4, it yields with probability more than 1 — p=2 that

(SZ(O) (gTh,orav Bﬁ,ora)

3
. Ko | o —~ 2 3/{0
min {Z ’ﬁTh,ora + 07, 0ra — B 2 T6mg

[logp | 2 = *
-B ‘ﬁTh,ora + 5’77“01“21 - ﬁ
U 1

which implies that

Y

‘/Bﬁ,ora + 67';1,0ra - /8*

)

Y

~ = 4B [(so+s')lo 6
’67’}“01"& + 57—}“01‘3 - ﬁo’ S - M + _)\6 V 8/ + 30
2 Ko o Ko

with probability more than 1 — 2p~! — p~2 by combining (A.25) and mimicking the proof of

Theorem 2.1. For sufficiently large ny, ,no and p, it holds that

4B 1 6 A
4B (50+8)0gp+_% T < |
Ko Uun) Ko 6moB3
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As a result, we have

(L) <2p~' +p?and (I;) <2p~' +p 2
Denote ]?] = {ﬁ;,j | 5. = 0}, where
fs (Y.Z) = Zj{l (Y—zT (BTh +5> < 0) —I(Y-2Z"B < 0)}
_E (Zj {1 <Y A (Bn n 5) < 0) (Y —Z7 B, < 0)}) .

Since the Vapnik—Chervonenkis dimension of .7::] is less than sp + &', then Lemma 19.15 in

van der Vaart (1998) entails that
sup N <€B’ j':ja L2(Q)> < M(So + ) (16e) 0T gl 2072
Q

for some positive constant M > 0. Thus, Lemma 19.35 in van der Vaart (1998) implies that

E{ sup iZﬁs,j(Ym,ZOi)}

8:85:=0,5c) M0 27

ng’BJ(1,F;, Ly)

B [t =
— \/_n_o/o \/logsgpN(eB,]:j,Lg(Q))de
< DBVso+ s’ngl/2 (A.26)

IN

for some constant D > 0. Employing Theorem 3.26 in Wainwright (2019), it holds that

P(Ru|oo = DBVso + s'ng /> + 1)

P 1
>
7=1

ng
— Sup Zf&,j(ytmzm)
not?
< 2pexp (— 16032) .

1o 6:55.=0 "]
By taking t = 4B+/2logp/ng, we obtain

- ' 21
Rolo. < DB/ 7% yp, 2080
Un) Un

with probability more than 1 — 2p~*.

IN

> nal/QZNDB\/so + 5"+ t)

70



As a result, when

N /
)\526DB S0+ s +24B /210gp’
g o v o
we have

* -1 ’7>\5 ’7)\5 _
(I2) = (HHOScs <Ho,55> HOO Risloe 2 =5~ ) < P { [Rusle 2 6(1=9) <2p!

and

A
1) =P (Risl 2 50) < 2

Combining the pieces, we conclude that (A.24) holds with probability more than 1 —24p~!

4p~2, which concludes the proof of Lemma A.8. ]

Lemma A.9. Under assumptions 1-3, 5, and 6, with
a, =40, § = Sr,

and

a, =0, =S8

8D 1 32V/2 ]
PO L e O LT
v\ logp gl ng, +no
N /
Ay > 6D 50+3+24\/§ B logp’
v\ logp gl no

where the positive constant D is determined by (A.20),

1 1 A
Vg — 0, S'logp —>O\/s’+so>\5—>08+8—0)0gp—>0,andh’<Vﬂ

/\5 (n7—h + no) AsTo 8mo B2’

i assumption 3, if

and

then with probability more than 1 —24p~t — 4p~2, any solution g’rh of problem (2.2) satisfies

677“Sc - 0
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Proof. From Lemma A.8, when BTh is an oracle solution, the event that the oracle estimator
gmora is a solution of (2.2) occurs with probability more than 1 — 24p~! — 4p=2. On this
event, to demonstrate that any solution S of problem (2.2) satisfies 5 s = 0, it is sufficient

to verify that

L (ﬁn + 5 {o}) Y Asl8l > L (Bn 48 o {0}) + IST,HOM

1

for any 8 with ds. # 0. We first show that
~ - T
L (B, +6:{0}) + Asldl > L (Br, + (65,07) 75 {0}) + As |6s],
for any 6 € B <;5\fr,“0ra, 7’) with ds. # 0. The Knight equation entails that

L (BTh +5>

= L (Bn + 87, ora; {0}) +S (BTh 67 ora; {0})T (5 — &—h,ora>
+i i /Oz&(étm,ora) {] (Ym‘ — Zy; (ﬁn + gﬂl,ora) < z) —1I (Ybi — Z; <§n + Snma) < 0) } dz

n
0 =1

and

L (B + (63,00 (0))
(

Bﬁ + gn,ora; {0}> +S (Bﬁ + gTh,ora; {0})T ((5; 0|Tgc>T — (/s\Th,ora)

T ~
| (2((5707) -3rm) o o
=3 / {J (Ym—z& (ﬁTh +5Th,ora) < z) .y (Yol-—zgi (Bn +5n,0ra) < 0) } dz.
0

n
0 =1

= L

Thus, we arrive at

{£(Br, +6:0}) + 21011} = {L (Bri + (63.07) "5{0}) + s o], }

= SSC (/5771 + g’ﬁl,ora; {0}>T 655 + nio ;

Z(j);‘(éngh,ora) ~ ~ T ~ ~
Lo {r (v 2 (B B < 2) — 1 (Yo~ 25 (B + B) <0) e
25,((65.07) ~87; 0r2)
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Note that

Z(;((s_zs\Th,ora) ~ ~ ~ —~
/ {1(Yor = 23, (B, + 870m0) < 2) = 1 (Yoi = 2 (B + 8700 ) <0) bz

25,((65.07) " =87, ora)
(5 (B +0) )1 (7 (3 +0) <0)
- <Z(Tig7‘h + Z(; 505 — YOi) I (YOi - Z&B’Fh - Z(—)ri,S(sS < 0)
A Scasc (Yor = 25, (Br + 87.0) <0)

_ %0500 TA T 5 T _ T(Aa =
= "1 (Yo — 2387, - Zy, 505 < z) dz = Zy; 5051 ( Yoi = Zo; ( Br, + 07,01 ) <0

_ %500 (v —778 T 5 T T &
= 0i = LoiB1, — Lo 505 < 2 ) — I (Yoi — LB, — Zp; 505 < 0) p dz

Since

Z 'L cas(, o~ ~
/ U (Yo - 2B~ 23,505 < =) — 1 (Yo - 2B — 23,505 <0) bz > 0,
0
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Theorem 1.2 in van Zuijlen (1978) implies that

1 no 1 Z(—)ri’gcas’c T Y T - N T
P(=%" / {1 (Yo 23,87~ 2,05 <2 )~ T (Yor 20,87, ~ 25,685 <0) | d2>1
no 1:1’6‘§C|1 0 ’ ;
~ 1 0 ]_ B|55‘C|1 7B|5SC|1
< P(BT,SC ;éO) +P sup sup — / —i—/
"7 BiBs;. =08185cl1<r 10 ; 051\ Jo 0
{I (Fo(sg.r) (Y0m Z08=Z5,585) < Fos(sg.om) ()
T T
—1 (Fo,ﬁ+(6g,0T) <Y0i_ Zozﬁ—zol-,gfsg) < FO,B+(5§,0T)(O)> }dz > t)
13 1 Bloseli  =Blosch
= 12p '+ 2p+ P sup sup — Z / +/
BiBss =0 &:|6scli<r M0 T2 1851 \ Jo 0
{FO,BJr(Jg,oT) (Fo,ﬁ+(5g,oT)(Z)> - F(]ﬁ+(5:§l'70‘r) (FOﬂJr(ég’oT)(O)) }dz > t)
1 Bl|dsc|1 —B|dgc|1 ( ) ( )
= P| sup  sup / +/ {F 2)—F o}
ﬁ:ﬁsg«,h =06:[6gc|1<r |6SC|1 0 0 0,,8+(6§,0T) 0,ﬁ+(5§,07)
P T 1/2 _ _
+\I/0,B+(6g,0T) <F0,,6+(5E,OT)(Z)>_\Ilo,5+(5;m) (F07ﬁ+<5g70T)<0)) }dZ > no/ t) +12p by 2p 2
1 Bldscl1 —B|dgc|1
< P|moB*r+ sup sup —— / +/
BiBss. <0 8i6schi<r 0sel1 \ Jo 0
U T 1/2 -1 2
{qjo,ﬁ+(5g,0T) <F0,B+(6g,0T)(Z)>_‘Ijo,g+(5;m) (Fo,ng((s;OT)(O)) } dz > n, t) +12p7 +2p
< P sup sup sup
55@5%_ =0 6:|85c|1<r 2€[—Br,Br]
h
1/2
T = ny 't moBr
Fossisz0m) (Foss 5302 Fossoz o) (Foss(oz o)) > 55 = =5 )
+12p7t +2p72
8M B3
< L p1opl 4 op

(n(l)/Qt — myB?r)?

for some positive constant M. Taking ¢ = ng Y20 B2rY/21 for a sufficiently small positive
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constant n, we conclude that

1 10 Z(—):,',S_C556 ~ ~
Pl Z/ {1 (Yo~ 23,87, — 24,505 < =) — 1 (Yo — 2B, — 25,505 <0) } =
0 =10

SMr2n
mgB(1 — rl/2+n)2’

On the other hand, it follows from the Markov inequality and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

that
1 Qo R ~ ~
P( — 32, 505 {1 (Yor — 24 B, — 23,505 <0) = I (Yo = 24, (Bri + 37.00) <0) }| > t)
0 =1
| & ’
< p (n_ 326 {1 (Vi 2B — 73,585 <0) — 1 (i~ 75 (B, + 81,) <0) }) i
0 =1
I <&/ 2
< E — <Z . _c(s_c>
— no ; 07,5¢9S
xiif Yoi — 20,87, — 23,505 < 0) — I (Yoi — Zg; (Br, + 0700 ) <0)| | /22
no 07 0iMTh, 0i,SYS = 01 0i Th Thyora | = / .
=1
Since
1 (Yo~ Zg.Br, ~ 25, 585 < —Br) < 1 (Yo~ 24,81, ~ 24, 505 < 25, (87,000 — (85,07)) )
= 1 (Yo—2 (Bri+8p.0m) <0) <1 (Yoi—23,85,— 2,565 < Br)
and
1 (Yoi~ 24,81, ~ 2, 585 < —Br) < I (Yo~ 24,81, ~ 24, 565 < 0)
< 1 (Yoi~23Br, ~ 2,505 < Br).
then

1 (Yo — 24,87, — 23,505 <0) — I (Yor = 2, (Br, + 873.0r) <0)]

< 1 (Yo~ 238, — 25,505 < Br) — 1 (Yo — Z3.Br, — 23,505 < ~Br)
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forany i =1,...,np and k=1,..., K. Consequently, we have

d

B2|6s |2
ME
t2

B2|d5: 13
= e oo 0~ Hogg s apony (587

< 2moLPr|ds|7/t2.

1 Jo = ~ -~
o2 sl {1 (Yoi~23:Br, — 2,565 < 0) — I (Yoi = 2, (B, + 87,00 ) <0) }
=1

. t>
ng

1 . .
> {1 (Yoi — 23,7, — 25,685 < Br) — I (Yo — 2By, — 25,505 < ~Br) }
Nno ’ ’

=1

IN

Taking t = moB%r'/?7" |§g.

d

> moB2rt/? |d5e

, for a sufficiently small positive constant 7, we conclude that

1 & ~ ~ ~

o2 sl {1 (Yo = 23,87, — 2,565 < 0) — I (Yos = 24, (Br, + 87,000) <0) }‘
=1

1 >

Besides, Lemma A.8 implies that (A.24) holds with probability at least 1 — 24p~! — 4p~2.

2r2n

moB'

As a result, we can always find a sufficient small » > 0 such that

{L.(Br. +8:40}) + Ml } = {2 (Br + (82,07) 5 {0}) + Aslosh }
> JEZS <Sj (ﬁn + Gora; {0}> + (Aa — moB*rt/? — %;10/2”) Sign(5j)) Wy

> 0,

which holds with probability at least 1 — 24p~' — 4p~2 — 8Mr"/(m2B(1 — r'/2t71)2) —
2r?1 /(moB). Furthermore, for any § with dg. # 0, there exists a vector §* = 85+(1—s)3ﬂ“0ra

with 6t € B <3\7—h,ora, 7"). The convexity of the object function in (2.2) entails that

s (L (Bﬁ 15 {o}) + )\5|6|1> 4 (1—s) <L (En 87 ol {0}) + A5|37h,m|1>
> L (B, + 6% 10}) + Asl87.
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The above inequality implies that d is not the solution of (2.2) since
L (B, + 8:{0}) + Aslol,
> L (Br+ 85 40)) + Xal6' — (1= 9) (£ (Br + B 10}) + Aal87.0ah )}
> L (B, + 6% {0}) + 2610%1 > L (B, + 87000 {0}) + X187, 000l
which concludes the proof, implying that all the solutions of (2.2) satisfies ST}“ se = 0 with
probability at least 1 — 24p~1 — 4p~2. O]

Proof of Theorem 2.4

Proof. Tt follows directly from Lemmas A.6-A.9 and thus is omitted. O

A.5 Proof of Theorem 2.5

Proof. Note that
P(Soc§) :P(Boﬂéo,jeso>.
Under assumptions 1-3 and 7, and using Theorem 2.3, for any j € Sy, there exists a constant

¢ > 0 such that

’50;‘ :‘ﬁ()j—i‘ﬁw—ﬁo;' > |ﬁ0j‘_‘50j_50j > |50j’—‘,30—ﬁ0‘2
. logp\ '/ , logp M

> 1= e/s0 ax dh2, —28P L0

- %}913|503| ¢ SO( no) max ny, + no

with probability at least 1 — 2p~! — 2p~2. Therefore, it yields that

0

i (I%H |Boj| — /5o max{h? log p/ (n7, +no)}'/* > 0,
J€o0

‘Bo — 50‘2 N \/%max{h2, log p/(n7, + no)}1/4>

1—2pt—2p72

~

B()j

P(50c§> _ P(Eoﬂéo,jeso)zp(mm

J€So

v

P (minlﬁoﬂ - ’Bo - ﬁo‘ > 0)
JE€So 2

v

v
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B Asymptotic Distribution

B.1 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Lemma B.1. Under conditions in Theorem 2.4 and assumption 4, it holds that

Z sz (/80> ZkzZ; ka’l /80 Zk’lzkz

Tk log p Sg + &' log p
— § = o/ ———— +h
OP bk { ( nr, + ng + ) }
ke{0}UT}

Proof. We conduct our demonstration on the event that ﬁ()’ se = 0, which occurs with prob-

ability at least 1 — 24p~! — 4p~2 following from Lemma A.8. Note that
20y, <ﬁcz (Bo) - ﬁ:i(ﬁO)) =1 <_bk <Y — Z;Bo < bk) —I(=by <Y —Z,80 < by) .

Denote Gy ji = {9px.1(Y,Z) | Bsc = 0}, where

22
2by,

9pr (Y, Z) = (=by, <Y —Z'B<by)—I(-bpy <Y —Z"By < by)}.

Since the Vapnik-Chervonenkis dimension of Gy, j; is less than sy + s’, then Lemma 19.15 in

van der Vaart (1998) entails that
sup N (eB?, Grjt, L2(Q)) < Mo(so + ) (16e)*0+ ¢! =202
Q

for some positive constant My > 0. Thus, Lemma 19.35 in van der Vaart (1998) implies that

ES sup Z Z 98kt Yeis Zii) — E{gp x50 (Ye, Z)}]
555"_0 no + 1, T etopum, i=1

1 &
< Z T { sup — Z 198,551 Yeis Zii) — E{9p x50 (Y, Zk)}]}

:Bsc=0T
ke{O}UT,, B:Bse=0 "'k "]
7TkB2

k\/Tlk

Wsz

- / \/logsupN (eB2%, Gy j1, L2(Q))de

kE{O}UT

J(17 gk,jla LQ)

(]

IA

Z meDoB? [so+ s

b n
ke{0}UTy, k k
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for some constant Dy > 0. Employing Theorem 3.26 in Wainwright (2019), it holds that

d

e B @ )

{0}UTy, =1
D()B2 So + s’
> T +1
Z k < bi \/ i k

Z B {fAIm(,@)ZmZkTZ - ﬁci(ﬁo)zkiz;} ’ _

ke{0}UTy p=ho max ke{0}UT;,
P p
< Z P Z Z 9Bk, jl Yklazkz) E{g@k,ﬂ (Yk,Zk)}] ‘
j=1 =1 ( No =+ N, ﬁﬁsc =0l i
DyB? [sg+ s -
=Y m( . : +tk>>+P(ﬁ07567Ao>
br N
ke{O}uTh
D B? [sqg+ ¢
< ZZ Z P(_ Sup Zgﬁkﬂ (Yais Zni) — E{9p k.0 Vi, Zi)} | > 2 0 +tk>
i=1 =1 ke{ojuTi, \| "RB:Bsc=0'] k g
+P (Bys- #0)
< oKpPexp [T Loyt 4y
> b exp YT D p
By taking
4B% [logp
te= —q ) —2£,
by i

we obtain with probability greater than 1 — 24p~ — (4 + 2K)p~? that

o + 17, Z Z{ (sz <50> ﬁi(ﬁo)) ZyZy,;—E { <ﬁi(ﬁ)_ﬁ€i(ﬁ0)> ZkiZL} ‘5 ~ }

ke {0IUTyi=1 o ]
- . (DO /so+3 /logp> '
kse{o}uTh K
Since
~ ~ 1
)E <fki(6)_fki<:30)>‘ = 2_bkE {F (Z)B+0by | Zy) — Fr (2,8 — by | Zy) }
1
_ﬁE {F(Z.)Bo+ b | Zi,) — Fi. (2,80 — by | Zy,) }
B
< mo |,3 Boli,
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by combining Theorem 2.2, it implies that for come constant ¢ > 0,

- Hm > Z{(ﬁ (Bo) — Fus(B0)) ZwiZl, }

ke{0}uT; =1 max
cmoB? lo DyB? [sg+s  4B%* [lo
< Z Tk 0 So 08P +h)4+ 2 0 + &b
ke{OJUT, bk nr, + ny bk Ty bk T
with probability at least 1 — 26p~! — (6 + 2K )p 2. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof. We derive an upper bound of HﬁTh —Hy, (,80)‘

as follows. Specifically,

max

Hy, — Hn(ﬁo)‘

max

=l Z Z {f,ﬂ (,6’0) ZniZy; — E (fu(Z},80 | Zk;i)ZkiZlIi)}

n
T ke{0}UT;, i=1

Pl AL

max

+ no Z kaz BO Zk:zzlm

IN

T ke{0}uTy =1 T ke{o}uT;, i=1 i
+ PRI Z Z {sz Bo)ZiiZy; — (fki(ﬁo)zkizgi>}
T o ke{0}UT;, i=1

max

+ o+ 1o Z Z{ (sz Bo) ZmZ;> E (fe(Z80 | Zki)ZkiZL)} (B.1)

n
Tn ke{0}UT;, i=1

max

Combining Lemma B.1, it is sufficient to dominate the last two terms of (B.1) to show
Theorem 3.1. It follows from the Hoeffding inequality that

P _|_ no Z Z{f’“ Bo) Zkzzm (ﬁi(ﬁo)zkiZ;>} > Z iy

nr,
h ke{0yuTy, i=1 max | RELOYUTH

< 2. r ( 2> {fuezazl - £ (fuoozazl) }| > tk>
ke{0WUT;, (Lt .
< Z Z Z P ( nik Z {ﬁci(BO)Zki,mZki,j —F <ﬁi(,30)Zki7mZki7j>} > tk)

m=1 j=1 ke{0}UT}, i=1

8ny byt
< Z exp(— nka k)

ke{0}UT}

80



By taking

B? [logp
tk: = 57\ &5 >
bk an
we arrive at
~ B% [lo
P > Z{sz Bo)Z1iZy; — (fki(ﬁo)zkiZgZ')} < M 25]}
Tw T 100 ke{0}uT, i=1 max ke{0}UTy, k k
with probability more than 1 — 2Kp—2
On the other hand, we have
LS S B (ema) - B (zs | 20z
o ”"k c(opom, o= .
F. (Z] Bo +bi | Z)—Fy, (Z] Bo — bi | Zy,
= > WkE{< (2150 | )2b (2.5 | )—fk(ZlﬁoIZk) ZiZy,
ke{0}UTy k max
S m032 Z kak-
ke{0}UTy

As a consequence, it holds that

B~ B a0,

B? [logp emo L3 log p DoB? [so+s  4B%* [logp
< + moB?by, + ———+4+h |+ \/ + =/
- Z ﬂ—k{ bk an Mo F bk %0 nr, + ng bk T bk N

ke{0}UTy

with probability more than 1 — 26p~! — (6 + 4K )p~2. Further, when

lo lo S0+ 8
b = 0 J@+GML4%_+Q+ :
N ny, +ng n,
1 1/4 | 1/4 N 1/4
_ O((ﬂ) +sé/2(&) +h1/2+(50+s) |
ng ny, + ng ng

the error bound of Hﬁ’fh —Hry, (50)‘

achieves a faster convergence rate that
max

1/4
< Op sl/2 —Ing + /2
max 0 nr, + ng )
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B.2 Proof of Theorem 3.2

Lemma B.2. Set

1 1/4 1 1/4 I\ 1/4
bk:()((ogp) + 557 <—ng ) +h1/2+(—80+5> , ke {0}U T
Nk nr, + ng N

Assume that
1/2 log p e B2
S \ S0\ e ) T = o(1).
h

Then under conditions in Theorem 2.4 and assumptions 4 and 8, there exists a positive

constant k,, such that

PN
3 v H777,7_m7_mv
min 5
veD (0,87, .m) Mb

Km

holds with probability approaching to one.
Proof. For any v € D(0, S7, 1m), we have

V] = ’Vs%“m‘l + ‘Vsn,m)l <4 ’VST,L,m‘l < 4y/57,m ‘VsTh,mL < 4/57, m|v]2.

Note that under assumption 4, Lemma A.1 entails that

1B, = H e (Bo) |

max

< ||H7, = Hy, (Bo)|],...

= || Y. mE[{fx(ZiB5 | Zr) — fr (Z4 Bo | Zi) } ZiZ)]
ke{0}UT;, max

S moB3Ch.
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Hence, based on Theorem 3.1, for some positive constant ¢, it holds that

VT (g =~ By ) VI I 1/
P ' " > 16¢s7,m | 50" (—ng ) 4Rl

nr;, + nog

5 " X > 16¢57;, m (5(1)/2 ( ogp ) + h1/2>
nr;, + no

C [ 172 logp e
> s 22 ) 4 nl2
max 2 nr, + ng

1/4
% cf 19 log p
+P (HH%_m_m —Hy, —-m (Bo)|| > 5 (50/ (m) T h1/2)>
h

< 26p' + (6 +4K)p?,

IA

P (HH’Th,—m,—m - HTh,—m,—m (/80)‘

which implies that

‘VT <ﬁn —m—m — HY v) ‘ 1/4
,—Mm,—m hy—M,—Mm 10
5 =0Op <87’h’m (55/2 (i) + h1/2>) .

nT, + no

1/2 logp e 1/2
st.m | So (nTh n no) + o(1)

when n and p are large enough, it holds that

Rom,

<
)
<
)
= |
OO
e~ w

which completes the proof by taking x,, = 3kom /4.

Lemma B.3. Set
1 1/4 1 1/4 N\ 1/4
b — O ((M) T <ﬂ> iy (m) ke {O}UT.
ng ny;, + No N
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Assume that

1/2 logp e 1/2
m _— h = o(1).
| %0 (nT;L +n0) * o)

Under conditions in Theorem 2.4 and assumptions 4 and 8, if

ny, + No

1 1/4
)\m Z 400(1 + T’Th,m) (85/2 (&) + h1/2> 7

where the positive constant Cy is specified by (B.3), then it holds that

A7m — Y7mly = Op (Amr/57,m)
and
Y75.m — YTmly = Op (AmsT,m) -

Proof. By the definition of 47, ., in (3.3), we have

(%ﬁ,m)—r H'Th,fm,fmﬁ'ﬁ“m - 2H’Th,m,7m§’7—h,m + Am'%’Th,mll

S ('Y’Th,m)—r H’Th,fm,fm’Y’Th,m - 2H’Th,m,fm777“m + >\m|7’7'h,m|1

By some basic algebra, we arrive at

o~ T 5 o~
A7m = ¥7mm) B —mem (V70m — Y7hm)

~ T =3 =3
S 2 ('7’77“m - '7'7'h,m) (H'Th,—m,m - H'Th,—m,—m")/ﬂ“m) + Am (|
Since

’H”rh,—m,m - Hn,—m,—m’m,m‘
o0

IN

=3 *
+ ‘Hn,—m,—m’m,m - Hn,—m,—m’m,m‘oo

S O _I_ ‘Hﬁlv_m7m - Hj;’}“_m7m‘ + Han_mv_m - H:;’h,—m,—mH |’Y7;“m
o0 max

1 1/4
< Co(14 77 m) (s(l)/2 (&) + hl/Q)

nr, + ng
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7ﬁ,m|1 - |;7\/7'h,m|1) (BZ)

* * Iy *
{HTh,—m,m - Hﬁl,_m7_m777“m{oo + ‘Hﬁl,:_mvm - HTh,—m,m‘oo

1

(B.3)



with probability more than 1 — 26p~! — (6 + 4K )p~2 for some constant Cy > 0 and if

log p 1/4
A, > 4C(1 S I PUA =1 R

(B.2) entails that

~ T (5 -~ ~
0 < 2 (777“771 - 777“771) <H77“—m,m - HTh,—m,—m'YTh,m) + >\m (”7’771,771’1 - |7Th,m|1)

< 2137.m = Ymh

1 . ~
< 5)‘m |'77’h,m - '7771,m’1 + Am (|’7Th,m|1 - |'7Th,m|1)

1 - 1 ~
- §Am ‘Vﬁ,m,s%h,m‘l + §>\m ”)/nvmvsTh,m - P)/n,m:STh,m‘l + Am ‘VﬁL,m)STh,m‘l

B, -man = B V| + A (¥7imly = 7imly)

_/\m ‘77’;1,771,87—”7”‘1 - /\m ‘777“771,8%

hom
3

~ L4
§Am "YTh,m,STh,m - 77—h’m’87—h,m ’1 - §Am ‘Vn’m’s’?’h’m - 77—h’m’8’(7:—h,m

1

< , (B.4)

1

which implies that 57, . — ¥7,.m € D(0,S7,.m). As a consequence, it follows from Lemma

B.2 and (B.2) that

Ko |¥75m — VT5m 5

< (aﬁ,m - Wﬁ,m)T HThﬁmv*m (:?Th’m o 77;“7”)

< 27.m — Ymly BT —mm — HnﬁmﬁmTfhvm‘o@ + A (17mly = A7m)
3 ~

< Dl

< 6An/5Tomm AT — YTl

with probability at least 1 — 26p~! — (6 + 4K )p~2. Therefore, it concludes that

A7m — Y7mls = Op (Amr/57m)

and

"?’ﬁum - 7Th7m‘1 =Op ()‘mSTh,m) .
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Lemma B.4. Set
1 1/4 1 1/4 N\ 1/4
b O ((ﬂ) Y (ﬂ) e <m) |
No nr, + nyg no

Assume that
1/2 log p e 1/2
So+ ST.m) | s —_— +h =o(1).
(80 + 575.m) | So (nTthnO) (1)

Under conditions in Theorem 2.4 and assumptions 4 and 9, if
1/2 log p A 1/2
A > 4Co(1 + 77, m) (so (m) +h ) :
where the positive constant Cy is specified by (B.3), then there exists a positive constant kK,
such that R
VTHo,_m7_mV

min

= 2 Z Fm
veD (0,57, .m) v

holds with probability approaching to one.

Proof. For any v € D(0,S7, 1), we have

1 + ‘VSTh»m‘1 =4 ‘VSTM”L <4 V50 & ST m ‘Vsﬂwm’z =4 V$o+ STh’m’V‘Z'

vl = V(55,0

Hence, mimicking Theorem 3.1, for some positive constant Cy, it holds that

‘VT (ﬁo —m—m — HG _m> v‘ 1 1/4
P I ) ¥ 66 50 4 570 (s;ﬂ (Losr ) +hw)

ny, + no

vI? |[Fo - ;) o A
gp 1/2
< P max >~ 16CH (sg + ST, .m 81/2<—> + B
- v o (o +smm) | 50\ o
~ 1/2 log p A 1/2
< P HHW—HS > | s (————) +hY
max ny;, “+ ny

< 26p~' +10p~2,

which implies that

‘VT (ﬁo, -m — Hj )v‘ 1 1/4
,—m,—m ,—m,—m ogp 1/2
=0 So + S7..m st/? [ —o + hY )
‘Vg r <( 0 T ) ( 0 ny, + no
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1 1/4
(S0 + 575,.m) <3(1]/2 (ﬂ> + h1/2> =o(1),

nr, + nyg

when n and p are large enough, it holds that

VTHOv—m,—mV VTHa—m,—mv ‘V (HO’_m’_m - HO,*m,*m> V‘ > 3
- Z —Rom,
ME \ V]2 g foom
which completes the proof by taking ,, = 3k /4. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2

Proof. Using the definition of Em in (3.4), we have

~\ T ~ ~ ~ ~
<’7’Th,m + Cm) HO,—m,—m <7’Th,m + Cm) - 2H0,m,—m (7’7}1,m + Cm) + )\;n

o
1
~ T —~
S (7771,771 + Yom — 7Th,m) HO,—m,—m (’7771,771 + Yoom — ’7771,771)
_2H0,m,fm (ﬁ’ﬁb,m + 70,m - 7’7’;L,m) + )\Im ”70,771 - ’Y’T;L,mh 5
which implies that
(F0.m = Yom = V7 +¥7m)  Hom—m Fom = Yom = V7im + ¥75m) (B.5)

S 2 (ﬁ[),m — Yom — %Th,m + 7’Th,m)—r {HO,fm,m - HO,fm,fm (’70,m + '/?ﬂ,m - '7Th,m)}

J

+)‘;n <|’70,m - ’777“m|1 - ‘Cm

Since

)HO,fm,m - HO,fm,*m (70,7” + %\/ﬁ»m - Vﬁ»m)’
0
< ’HO,—m,m - HO,—m,—m’)’O,m’ + ‘HO,—m,—m (%\/ﬁ,m - 7ﬁ,m)’
) %)

o B _
< (1 + T’o’m) HHO - H() + Q_bo |777L,m - 777“771'1

max

1/2 log p A A ST, m
C" | rom | So <—) + R 4 ) (B.6)
nr, + no bo
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for some constant C’ > 0, then if

1/2 log p A A ST m
N> 40" [ rom | s (—) + R | )
nr, + no bo

using the arguments similar to (B.4) yields that

3

5)‘;71 ('/7\’0,m — Yo,m — '/7\’72,m + 7Th’m)5Th,m

1

- _>‘;n ‘(&0,m — Yom — &E,m + ’Y’Th,m)g% ,

>0
1 2 omly

)

which entails that
’/?O,m - 70,m - %”Th,m + ’Y’Th,m € D<Oa S’Th,m)

Thus, following Lemma B.4 and (B.5), it holds that

o~ ~ 2
Km [Yom = Yom = YTum + YTiml5

A - T 0 ~ ~
< <70,m — Yo,m — VTiym + ’77?L,m) Ho—m,—m ('707”1 = Yom = VTpm T '7Tth)
< 2 (;)\/O,m — Yom — ;)\/7—;“7)1 + 77-h,m)—r {HO,—m,m - H0,7m77m ('70,m T 6\/7-h7m N PYThm@)}
X, (Fom = ¥l = [En].)
3., ~ ~
< S om = Yom = Frm + VT mhy

< 6N, /S0 + ST.m [Yo.m — Yom — VT,.m + 771“m|2 )

which implies that

|:7\’07m - Yo,m — :7\’7’h7m + 777“m|2 =Op ()\;n V 5o + STth)
and
|;Y\O,m — Yo,m — ;7\771,771 + ’YTh,m|1 = OP ()\;n (SO + Sﬁl,m)) .

Consequently, we can conclude that

|:)\/O,m - 70,m|2 = OP ()\;n\/ So + STh,m + >\m STh,m)

and

|’/7\0,m - 70,m|1 - OP ()\;’n (SO + STh,m) + )\msTh,m) .
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B.3 Proof of Theorem 3.3

Lemma B.5. Assume

1 _
008D _ o(1) and h=o <n0 1/4>

o

as ng,p — +o0o. Under conditions in Theorem 2.2, it holds
Vet {S (Bo: {0}) = (8o {0}) — H; (Bo — Bo) } = or(1),
where Pom = L1 (=Yom)-
Proof. For any § € RP, rewrite
Po.m {S(Bo + 8:{0}) — S(Bo; {0}) — Hy}

= @o.m [S(Bo + 8:{0}) =S(Bo; {0})— E {S(Bo + 8; {0}) —S(Bo; {0})}
+E{S(Bo + 8:{0}) = S(Bo; {0})} — HydJ.

We first show

Vg 1 [S(Bo + 8:{0}) — S(Bo; {0}) — E {S(By + 5 {0}) — S(By; {0})}”5:30,[30 =op(1)
(B.7)

by utilizing the Hoeffding inequality and Theorem 3 of Chen, Linton, and van Keilegom
(2003). As conditions (3.1) and (3.3) of Theorem 3 in Chen, Linton, and van Keilegom
(2003) are automatically satisfied, we only verify condition (3.2). Under assumption 2 and

for any t > 0 as long as |d]; < ¢, we have

I (Yo —ZgBo < —Bt) <1 (Yo~ ZyBo <Zy0)

= I (Yo—Zg(Bo+8) <0) <I(Yo—ZsB < Bt)
and

I(Yo—2ZyBo < —Bt) <I(Yo—2Z;B0<0)<1(Yo—Z;B < Bt).
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Hence, it holds

Sup |7 (Yo — Z§ (Bo + 6) < 0) — I (Yo —ZJ By <0)]
01t
< I(Yo—2¢Bo < Bt) —I(Yo—Zj By < —Bt).

It follows from assumptions 1 and 3 and some basic calculations that

1/2
{E( sup [g,nZo {1 (Yo — Zg (Bo +8) < 0) — I (Yo —Zg By SO)}f)}

a:|6]1<t

1/2
< (14 7om)BE {E ( sup {1 (Yo—2ZJ (Bo+6) <0) —I(Yo—ZJ By <0)}| ZO) }
d:|8]1 <t
1/2
< (1 +r0m) BE{E({I(Yo—2ZJBo < Bt) — I (Yo~ 2By < —Bt)} | Zo)}"
1/2
< (1 +7rom) BE{Fy (2} By + Bt | Zo) — Fy (20 B0 — Bt | Zy) }"”
< (1+rom) B(2Bmgt)"/?
— \/533/2 (1 + TO,m) mé/Q\/%
Thus, condition (3.2) of Theorem 3 in Chen, Linton, and van Keilegom (2003) is satisfied,
which implies with probability at least 1 — p=2 — 2p~! that
@0 {S (Boi {0}) = S(Bo; {01 }
1 < T TA T
g 2 Pon o {1 (Yo =23y <0) — 1 (Yo — 20,8, < 0) }

= L (2 {1 (Yo~ Z5 (B +8) <0) = 1 (¥~ 2B < 0)}] | g, o, +or (=)

~ OB {S(8+5:10) = S(B: (O, g, 4, + o (=)

1
0 <so,/&+h) _ of).
TL'Th—i—no

On the other hand, it follows from the Taylor expansion and Theorem 2.2 that

)= ()

which along with (B.7) concludes Lemma A.5. O

by setting

Pl B (3 (B0 + 8 0D) - S(80 101)) = 1,5, = Or ([Bo -
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Lemma B.6. Assume

sologp —1/4
pu— 1 pu—
N o(1) and h=o <n0 >

as ng, p — +o0o. Under conditions in Theorem 2.2 and 3.2, if

no

1
Vo (X (50 + 57.m) + AmS7m) (so 08P h) —o(1),
then we have

Om

where H*

0,m|—m

— * T * 2 _ T
- HO,m,m - ’YO,mHO,—m,m and Om = SOO,mEOLPO,m'

Proof. Utilizing the definition of @, we derive the decomposition
V15 (Bom = Bom) Hi
= Vit (Bom = B ) Hi = /1588 (Bo: {0})
V160,08 (Boi 10}) (Ho M snm — 1)
= V100, S(Bo; {03) = v/1tg (Bo. — Po.m) " S(Bo; {0})
— |V76@3 1 {S (Bo: {0}) = S(8o: {01) } = v/5 (Bom — Bom ) H
V0@ (B ) ((Famien) " Hig—1). (B3)

Combining Lemma A.5 and Theorem 3.2, we have

Vo | (@om — ¢om) " S(Bi (0| < v/ |Bom — woml 1S(Boi {0}
= Op ()\;n (S0 + $77..m) V1og p + )\msn,m\/logp>

On the other hand, for any vi, vy € RP, since under assumption 2, it holds

|Zoi {1 (Yoi = Zoiv1) = I (Yoi — Zgive) }| , < B,
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then the Hoeffding inequality yields that

P (IS(v1:{0}) = S(va; {0}) — E{S(v1; {0}) — S(va; {0}, = 1) < 2pexp (_ZO_BZ) .

By taking t = 2B+/log p/ny, it holds with probability more than 1 — 2p~! that

5 (Bus0)) — St (0] = 28 [EL 4 ({3 10) ~ $(8 (0]}

log p
< 2B4/ ng +moB2|Bo — Bol.

Therefore, the definition of ¢q,,, Lemmas A.5 and B.5 and Theorem 3.2 entail that

V025 { S (Bo: {0}) = S(80: 101 } = Vg (Bom = Bom ) Hit
— Vol {8 (Boi {0}) — S(Bu: {0}) — H; (B — o) }
+ (Voes.Hy (Bo = Bo) = v/ (Bom — Bom ) Hi i)
/5 (Bom — Pom) " {8 (Bos 10}) - S(Bo; {01)}|
Vol {8 (Boi {0}) — S(Bu: {0}) — 5 (B — o) }| +0
/110 | Bom — S (Bo; {0}) — S(Bo; {0}))00

IN

N

1
= op(1) + m0p (N, (S0 + $7.m) + AmST.m) Op <30 o8P | h>

= op(1). (B.10)

Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 imply that

‘HO,m|—m - H§m|— ‘
< ‘Ho’m,m Omm’ + ’YOmHO —m,m FYOmHO mm+7 HO —m,m PYOmHS mm’
S (1 + |;Y\O,m - ’70,m|1) HO‘ + TO,m HHO - H*

max

< (1 Fom = Youly) | Flo — H||

logp 4
= O \ m N m V2 (ol /2.
P( (50+STh )+ mSThm T So Y——— +

max

+||H ||max|70m 70m|1+r0mHHO_H*

max
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As a result,
V258 (B 03) ((Fomiom) " B = 1))
S (Bus {0})|_ ‘ (Fosmie) Hiim — 1‘

IN

1 1/4
= Or (mxg (50 s+ VN 53 VT (B ) mmlﬂ) |

ny, +no
(B.11)
Combining (B.9), (B.10) and (B.11), (B.8) is reduced to
Vs (Bom = Bom ) Hi - = —v/R000 S (Bo; {0}) + 0p(1),
which concludes the proof by using the asymptotic normality of the U-statistic. O

Proof of Theorem 3.3

Proof. Recall that

~ 1 & ~ ~

.=— ZuZ!r(1-— dX,r = >

K nkz pZir(1—7) and By = Y mS,
=1 ke{0}UT},

for k € {0} U Ty,. The Hoeffding inequality entails that

HiTh—ETh > Z Tty
B ke {0UT
C > (sl
ke{0}UTs, e
<

> 3l

ke{0}UT;, j=1 m=1

nkt
< Y e (- QBf:)

ke{0}UT},

Z Zlm ]Zkz m (Zk'i,jZki,m)
N

> tk>

By taking t, = 2B?,/2log p/ny, we obtain that

h h
max ke{0JUT, \/ Un —|— nr,
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with probability more than 1 — 2Kp~2. Thus, combining Theorem 3.2, it holds that
= @omE7Pom — PomSoPom
= Pom2T.P0m — BomZ0P0m + Bo ST P0.m — Pom T Pom

+QO(—)r,m E’Th Pom — 90(—)r,m EO $o,m

IA

Bonly [E7]|  1Bom = omly + lbomly £ 1Bom — eoml,
max max

+ |900,m|? HET’L = 20‘
max

1
0ﬂ&@+%m+&%m+@QFﬁﬂﬂ+@mm>
ng + n,

= OP(l).

IN

On the other hand, assumption 10, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 imply that

73 *
H’Th,m|—m - H0o,m|-m
_ 375 T}, = = * = * = *
- <Hm}:m - Hm,?n) - (HTmm,_m"}’o’m - H'Th,m,—mpyoam> + (Hﬁ,m,—m707m - H7'h,m,—m707m)

+ (7 mn = ) + (BT, Yo = H i Yo.m)

< Op (HPAIT,L - HT . > +Op (H:)\/Om — ’Yo,m||max)

+0 (max { ‘H%,m,m o Hg,mm‘ ) |<H;'h,m,—m o HS,m,—m) 70#””)

1/2 log p A log p e
< Op | s (—> + (soh)1/4 <—> + pl/2
nr, + no nr, + no

+O0p (A, (50 + 575m) + AuS75,m) + O(h1)

= 0p(1).
As a result, Theorem 3.3 follows immediately from the Slutsky theorem. [

C Detection Consistency

C.1 Weak Consistency of Detection

Denote 3; as the pooled version of 8 and By, which is the solution of equation

2nx + ng

B {52 (Bi 1) + 5, S (B (0D ) 0.
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We need some assumptions to recover the h-transferable set 7;, with high probability.

Assumption 12. (Identifiability condition of T, ) Denote T,¢ = {1,..., K}\T,. Assume that

there exists a positive constant A\ such that

1
inf Amin <E [/ Fo(Zi By +tZy (Bx — By) | Zi) dfziZﬂ) =A>0.
0

keT?

Assumption 13. For any k € {1,..., K} and for some s' and h' > 0, it holds

1Belo < &

and there exist index sets S, C {1,...,p}, k=1,..., K, such that |Sx| < ' and ‘,8,’;32
with b’ = o(1).

<h
1

Assumption 12 guarantees that for k € 7,° there exists a uniformly sufficient large gap
between 3, and By. The gap between the parameters can be transmitted to the loss function,
thereby identifying whether the source datasets are in the h-transferable set 7;,. Assumption
13 imposes a sparsity condition on B and a weak sparsity condition on 3 for k£ € 7,°, which

is analogous to assumption 5.

Theorem C.1. (Weak consistency of detection) Under assumptions 1-3 and 12-13, for any

ke Tf with S = S, USy and a,, = 4h' in assumption 3, if log p/ng = o(1) and

(so+ 8 )logp ,, [logp . { n2h? nih }
max Jh €0 ¢ S min , ,(C.1
{ no ng ' ° (nd 4+ n2)(so+s")" (ng + np)v/so + & (€1

it holds that

P(7A'C7?L)—>1,

when A\g = O (x/logp/n0> and Mg = 4B\/2 logp/(2ny + ny).

It is evident that the detected transferable sources are contained in the truly transferable
ones with high probability, revealing that the negative transfer can be effectively circum-

vented. Furthermore, a necessary condition to ensure P (7\’ C Tn) — 1is that

/
(8" + so)(ng +ng) [logp <h
N N
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Therefore, when s’ < sy and ng < ng, h can attain the rate som, which concludes
that the convergence rate of the proposed transfer learning estimator BO is not worse than the
classical lasso estimator. The reason lies in the compromise of replacing the true parameter
Bo by its classical lasso estimator Blasso to measure the distance between the candidate source
datasets and the target. Actually, restriction (C.1) entails that h can not be too small from
the perspective of identification. Otherwise, h would be less than the rate of Blasso converging

to By and thus the transferable set is unidentifiable.

C.2 Strong Consistency of Detection

Furthermore, the strong consistency of detection can be achieved under additional assump-

tions.

Assumption 14. For any k € Ty, it holds that

h
NZET

Assumption 15. There erists a positive constant C* such that supycr. ||§]}';_1§]k||1 < C*,

1Br — Bolz2 S

where

3 21y, ' T T T
Xt = —————F Z W/ i Z.) dtZ.7Z
k 9+ g {/0 fk( x Bo + 12y, (B — Bo) | k:) k4,

o ' T T/ a* T
+—F {/ fo (ZO Bo + tZy (Br — Bo) | ZO) dtZOZO} .
0

2n, + ng

Assumption 15 is similar to assumption 4, under which we have the theorem below.

Theorem C.2. (Strong consistency of detection) Under conditions in Theorem C.1 and

assumptions 14—15, if

flogp sglogp 2
n r— < C.2
max { no > no ) %é%%( |ﬁk 60‘2 ~ €0, ( )

P<7A’:771>—>1.

then it holds

96



In fact, (C.1) also requires a proper rate of gy in T to control the false positive sources
while (C.2) to control the false negative sources. Actually, when these two conditions hold
simultaneously, Theorem C.2 implies that T can exactly recover T, with probability tending
to one. Hence, the proposed (double) transfer learning procedure and corresponding inference

procedure can be applicable in practice when the transferable sources are unknown.

C.3 Proof of Weak Consistency

Denote lo(8) = E{p,(Yo—Z, B)}, then for any A C {1,...,no}, E{Lo(B; A)} = lo(B) based

on the i.i.d. observations.

Lemma C.1. Under assumption 2, it holds that

{Lo (i, Vie) — Lo (Va, Vie)} — {lo(v1) — lo(va)}| < 4B,/ l‘fopyvl — v,y (C.3)

for any vi,vy € RP with probability at least 1 — 4p~!

Proof. By the Knight equation, note that

L (Vl, Vte) - LO(BO; Vte)

_ 2 Z {pr (Yoi — Zg;v1) — pr (Yoi — Zg;30) }

zevm

- —Z ZOTZ ﬁo){T—[(Y(ﬁ—ZS—i,@oﬁo)}

zevte

Zol(vl Bo)
+ [ {1 (Yo~ 23,80 < 2) — T (Yor — 20,80 < 0) }dz|
0
As a result, the same expansion of Lg(va, Vie) — Lo(Bo, Vie) entails that

Lo(vi,Vie) = Lo(va; Vie)

_ —Z[ vi—va) {7 — I (Yo — Zg;8 < 0)}

1€ V4e

Zoz(vl Bo)
+/ {I(YoZ-—ZJiﬁoSz)—I(YoZ-—ZJzﬂoSO)}dz :
ZJ,(va—Po)
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Under assumption 2, it holds that
|=Zg;(vi = vo) {7 = I (Yo; — Zg;30 < 0) }| < Blvi — vas
and

Zy;(vi—Bo)
/ {1 (Yo —Zg;B0 < 2) — I (Yoi — Zg;B0 < 0) }dz| < Blvy — va|1.
z

a:(va—Bo)

Exploiting the Hoeffding inequality, we have

P(|L0(V1,Vte> - LO(V27Vte> - {ZO(VI) - l0<v2)}| > t)

’LEVte
a:(vi—Bo)
2/ T (Yo — 2380 < =) — T (Yor — Z30 < 0) )z
lGVt Oz V2 50
Zo (vi—Bo)
~E / {I1(Yo—2ZgBy<2)—1(Yo—2ZygBy <0)}dzp| >t/2
Z

a (va—PBo)
n0t2
< 4 — .
=T ( 16B%|vy — V2|%)
Take t = 4B+/logp/no|vi — va|1 and (C.3) is concluded. O

Lemma C.2. Under assumptions 1-3, for any 3 € R? if B — By € D(an,S), it holds that

3/@0 mOB

mm{ 8- Bl |6 - 5o|2}<lo() WiBo) < ™15 - g

Proof. Under assumptions 1 and 3, following the similar procedures to show (A.1) in Lemma

4 ’ 16m0 ’

for any B8 — By € D(ay,,S). On the other hand, under assumptions 1 and 2, the Knight
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equation implies that

(B) —1(Bo) = E{p; (Yo—ZyB) —pr (Yo—ZyBo)}
ZJ (B—Bo)
- E{/ o {J(YO—ZJBosz)—I(Y()—Z(Tﬁogo)}dz}
0

Zg (B—Po)
0

ZJ (B—Bo)
< K / mozdz
0

mo B2
02 |/6 _/60’%7

<
which concludes Lemma C.2.

Lemma C.3. Under assumptions 1-3, and 12-13, for any k € T,°, it holds that

(ngmoB? + 2npA)Vso + 8

Proof. Recall that 3; is the solution of the equation

1B — Bol2 >

SE({r—1(Yo—Z]B <0)} Zo) +mE ({r =1 (Vi —Z{B < 0)} Z) = 0.
Since 7 = Fy (Zg Bo | Zo) = Fy (Zy, Br. | Zy), then (C.4) can be written as

B ({Fy (2] By | Zo) = Fy (23 B; | Z0) } Zo)
+nE ({Fy (2}, Br | Zi) — Fr (Z,.Bi | Zi) } Zy)

= 0.
The Newton—Leibniz formula entails that

1
%E [/ fo (Zg Bo +tZg (B}, — Bo) | Zo) dtZgZﬂ (B — Bo)
0

1
= mFE [/0 I (2 Br +tZy (Br — By) | Zy) dtZkZZ] (Br — By) -
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Therefore, under assumption 12, we have

A B — Bl

< g |E [/01 fi (2}, By, +tZy, (B, — B) | Zy) dtzkzﬂ (B — Br) ,

= %E [/01 fo (Zg Bo +tZg (By — Bo) | Zo) dtzoz(ﬂ (B — Bo) )

< %)\max (E [/01 fo (Zg Bo + tZ4 (By; — Bo) | Zo) dtzoz(ﬂ) 1B, — Bol,

< % E {/01 fo (Zg Bo +tZg (B — Bo) | Zo) dtZOZg] . 1B — Boly

< %WOBQ 1B — Boly -
Thus,

80— Boly < 184~ Bl + 19— foly < "D 2R gy gy,
Moreover, for any k € 7,¢, it holds that

8~ Boly 2 - 1B~ Bl 2 — j”%ﬁf; ——

Proof of Theorem C.1

Proof. Make the decomposition of L <thr,k7 Vte> — Ly (Elasso, Vte) as

Lo (Bviuks Vie) = Lo (Buassos Vi)

= {0 (Buuw Vie) — Lo(B7 Vie) —lo (B ) +1o(80) } + {10 (Bs) — 1o (8D }
—{ L (Buassor Vie) = Lo(Bo. Vi) —lo (Buasso ) +10(80) } = {lo (Braso) = 1o (80) }
+{Lo (8L, Vie) = Lo(Bo Vi) —lo (B1) +1o(B)} + {1 (B7) — 1o (8o)}

= (L) + (I2) = (I3) = (Lu) + (Is) + (L),

100



where terms (I;)—(Ig) are self-explained. We plan to show that the main gap is due to (s),

and the other terms are ignorable compared with (/). Lemma C.1 entails that

lo ~
P (!(h)! > 4B/ <22 By, - B ) <4,
N 1
lo ~ _
P <|<13)| > 4B =2k \ﬁlasso—ﬁoL) <4,
0

and

N

lo . B
P <|(I5)| > 4B &P 1B — 50|1) <d4p .

On the other hand, based on the fact that 8 — By € D(h',SxUSy), Lemma C.2 implies that

2. 2
|(I4>| < ‘ﬂlasso - ﬂ() )

2

and
. Ko " 2 3%3 %
(16)] > min {Z 1B — Bols Tn?zo B — 5o|2} :

Furthermore, to bound (/3), by the Knight equation we have

@) = | 3 B {pr (Yo~ 20Bus) — pr (- ZOTBZ)}‘
- 32 E[-2] (Bu.x—B81) {r—1(% - 2] 6; < 0)}

2] (Bvy x—B5)
+f (1%~ 23 < =)~ T (%~ 23 < 0)} dz
0

< ‘E [—ZJ <,§mG — BZ) {Fy (ZyBo | Zo) — Fy (Z{ By | ZO)}”

2] (Bvy k—B5) . N
+|E / (Fy (Z0 B+ = | Zo) — Fo (2185 | Zo) ) dz
0

2

’/6Vtryk7 _BZJ 2

m082
2

< myB? ‘:vak - B

) 1B — Bol, +
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Thus, we need to evaluate the rates of ‘ thr,k — BZ) and ‘ B\lasso — 60‘ . Denote
2 2

2ny,

LVtr,k’(ﬁ) 2?7/ _'_n

L(B; {Fk}) + Lo(B; Vi)

2n +n

and Sy, x(8) = VLy, (8). The Knight equation implies that

Ly, <B\Vtr,k> — Lyt (BL) = Svuu (B (vak - 5Z> >0

Therefore, by denoting u;, = B\ymk — 3%, we have

0 < Lys (vak> — Ly (B5) = S (BY)" (thr,k - 572)
< g )thr,k e Bl + %)‘ﬁ,k ’thr,k - [3}2‘1
= —Ask (‘an,k,sk Tt ‘[/3\%&5; 1) + Mgk (!52,sk |+ ‘ﬁz,sg 1) + %)‘B,k ‘an,k - 52’1
< Mgk ‘thr,k,sk - Brs, T A8,k ’,@vtr,k,sg — Br.se ) + %)\,B,k ‘thr,k - 52’1 +2Mg ‘ﬂi:,s,g )
< ;)\ﬁ,k [Ug.s, |, — %Aﬁ,k }ﬁk,s,g .t 201l

where the second inequality is a parallel conclusion of Lemma A.3 that

~ 1
‘Svtr,k (ﬁk)‘ < §>\

with probability at least 1 — 2p~' when Agy = 4B+/2logp/(2n) + ng). As a result, Uy €

D(4K', Sy,) with probability more than 1 — 2p~! as

|ﬁk73£ 1 S 3 |ﬁk78k|1 + 4h,

Set
Gr(u) = Ly, s (85 + 1) — Ly, (BY) + Mg (185 +ul, — BE],) -

Suppose that

N 40B [ 21 3BI [ 21 1/4
Gy, > \/ o8P +4\/ L
Ko 2n + ng Ko 2ni, + ng
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Then there exists ¢ € [0, 1] such that uy, = tuy with

ol = [2logp /3Bh’ 2logp \
k2 = 2nk~|—no 2ny, + no ’

Note that W, € D(4h',S;). Along with the fact that Gy, (1) < 0, the convexity of Gy(+)

implies that ék (ug) < 0. As a consequence, when ny, ng, p are sufficiently large, a parallel

conclusion of Lemma A.2 yields with probability at least 1 — p~2 that

~ . | Ko~ 3k~ 2logp -
G > — By ———
k(uk) il mln{ 4 | k?|2’ 16 | k|2} 2” +n0 | k|1
3 ~ ~
_5)\@]@ |uk75k|1 + 5)\,6%: |uk,gg 1T 2>‘,3,k:h/

KO (~ 19 2logp ~ /
P — —By/—=— (4 4h
> I \/2nk+n0( Qs |, + 4h")
2logp - [ 2logp ,
—6B4/ —— —8By/——————h
an + ng |Uk’sk|1 2nk + no
Ko ~ 12 25" log p 2logp
> = —10By/ —— —12B\/ —————h
- 4 |uk|2 2ng +n ‘ukb 2ny + ng
> 0,

which results in the contradiction. Therefore, we have

™ 40B | 2¢ logp 3Bh [ 2logp /4
u \/ +44/
klz S 2ny + ng 2ni, + ng
~ ~ 1
G, < 4VS [Tigl, + 40 < 8y —2 2 4y,
nE + No

Belloni and Chernozhukov (2011) derived that there exist constants ¢y, ¢y > 0 such that

< C1504/ logp (C.5)
1 un

with probability more than 1 — cyp™2. Therefore, combining the pieces, for any k € T,¢, there

and

‘/Blasso - /80
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exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

Lo (Bvios Vie) = Lo (Buasor Vie) < 20Lo (Biassor Vie))
0L (Buasor Vie) > 1) = I(10)] = |(22)] = |(1)| = | (1) = | (13)])

3
3Ky

2 . K * *
P (€0LO (/Blassm Vte) 2 min {Zolﬁk - /60|37 1—’ﬁk - /60|2}
0

P
P

IN

IN

6m,

s'logp logp )1/4
o [/ v ((Lep -
Cg( nk—i-no (nk—i-no |ﬁk 60‘2
s'lo lo 1/4 so lo ?
—C3</ gp —l—\/ﬁ( gp ) I /50 gp)
ng + no ng + Ng ng
/1 /1 /1
o nk + Ng o

1 14420,
44—
p p

ol

Since the rates of h and ¢, satisfy

sologp , [logp | logp ., [logp . n2h? nih
max , S Jh'y | —=,&0 ¢ < min 5 5 =,
no ng V ng+ ng ng (ng +n3)(so+s")" (ng +ni)vVso + &

and

(8" + s0) logp . nih
~———= < min 1
o (no + le)\/ So + s/

under conditions in Theorem C.1, we have

s"logp log p 1/4 .
C3 + \/ﬁ ‘,Bk — ,@0’2

nk+n0 nk—i-no

51 1 V4 e Togp )
Fes s logp —i—\/ﬁ ogp 4 Sp logp
ne + Ngo ng + No g

I 1 1 3
—|—C3 ogp (S/ ogp + h/ + S0 ogp —+ |ﬁl: — ,30|1>> + €0L0 </31assm Vte)
0

ng Nk + No n
. RO | o 2 3’€3 *
< — — - —
< mlﬂ{ g 181, — Bola, 32m0|5k ﬂo|2}
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when nyg, ng, p are sufficiently large. As a result, it holds according to Lemma C.3 that

P (LO <;§Vn,k7 Vte) - LO (Blasso: Vte) S 50L0 (/é\lassm Vte))
313 1 14+2C,

~ . Ro * *
S P (EOLO </6lassoavte> Z min {§|’Bk - 'BOE’ 32m0|'3k a B0|2}> * ]? - p

— 0.

C.4 Proof of Strong Consistency

Lemma C.4. Under assumptions 1-3 and 15, if

logp sologp 2
max < b/ , ,max |3 — < &9,
{ no TLO k€7—h |/3k 180|2 ~ <0

we have

P(EC?)—H,

when \g = O <\/logp/n0>, g > ALB\/logp/(mC + no) + 2moB?*h and A\s . > 4B+/log p/ny.

Proof. Make the decomposition of L (vak, Vte> — Ly (B\lasso, Vte) as

Lo (Bves Vi) = Lo (Biasor Vi)
= {Z0 (ByurVie) = Lo (B0, Vie) = lo (Bvwie) +10(80) } + {1 (B.e) — 1o(B0) }
+{16(80) = o (Buaso ) } + {10 (Buaso ) = 10(B0) + Lo(Bo Vie) = Lo (Buaso: Vee ) }
= (L) + (I2) + (Is) + (14),

where terms (I;)—(14) are self-explained and will be expired when the proof of this lemma is

completed. Lemma C.1 entails that

P (|(11)| > 8Bt ‘thr,k - Bo 1) < dexp (—2not?)

and
P (|(I4)| > 8Bt ‘Blasso - /60‘1> S 46Xp (—2n0t2> .

105



Besides, (I3) and (I3) can be bounded based on Lemma C.2 as

moB

()] < ™2 B — o], amd (1) < -8,

Under assumption 15, a parallel result of Theorem 2.1 entails that

moB

) < ™7 B~ o], < moBz(‘thr -8, ﬁo@)

sologp / Ing 2
< 2075 F Ly
~ nE+ng + nE +n + |ﬁk 60‘2

with probability at least 1 —2p~2 — 2p~! and (C.5) yields that

Sologp
(1) 28
o

with probability greater than 1 — cyp~2. Combining the pieces, under assumption 14, there

exists a constant ¢4 such that

Lo (5% ks Vte> Lg <:31ass07 ) > eolo <lglassm >)

o) solo / lo solo
< P (50-[/0 /Blassoa e) S C4< b |/3k /30|1 0 —|—g77,}?) _I_h N _ig_p + |/6k /30|2 ° ng)>

2 10+ 202
T T

p p
[logp sologp 2
ax<{ h'y/ —=, ,max |3 — <e
m X{ - o IkTé%Wk 50|2 ~ €0

P (Lo By Vie) = Lo (Buasos Vie) = 20L0 (Buasor Vie ) ) = 0.

It follows from

that

Proof of Theorem C.2
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Proof. Following from Theorem C.1 and Lemma C.4, we have

P72 = 2 U {0 Bk ) - o (B ) 2 ko (e v0))

keT

U U {Lo (B\Vﬂ,k, Vte> — Ly <Blasso, Vte> < eoLo <Blasso, Vte> })

keTy

< Z P (Lo (valm Vte) — Ly (B\lassoa Vte) > ol <Blassoavte)>

keTh,

+ Z P (LO(B\V“,I@, Vie) — Lo (B\lassoa Vte) < goLy <B\1asso’ Vte)) — 0,

keETy

which immediately completes the proof. O

D Additional Simulations

D.1 Simulations for Estimation Errors

The averaged ¢ estimation errors with heterogenous ¢, and Gumbel model errors are depicted
in Figures D.1 and D.2, respectively. Simulation results show that the proposed transfer

learning approach also delivers favorable performances.

D.2 Simulations for Transferability Detection

We further report the frequency of the detected transferable sources that exactly match the
truly transferable ones in Table D.1. It can be seen that the proposed transferability detection
procedure can recover the truly transferable sources with very high probability. Admittedly,
a larger h tends to result in a lower accuracy of detection as a looser criterion is adopted to
measure the similarity between the target and source regression parameters. Nevertheless,
we observe that the frequency of event {71 C T} that happened among 1000 replications is
one in each configuration considered with simulation results omitted for brevity. As a result,
the proposed transferability detection procedure kicks all the non-transferable sources out by
adopting a conservative strategy to avoid potential effect of the negative transfer. Meanwhile,

as show in Table D.2, the averaged size of detected transferable sources is very close to that
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of Tn, showing that the proposed transferability detection procedure substantially utilizes

the truly transferable sources.

D.3 Simulations for Confidence Interval

We conduct additional simulations to evaluate the finite-sample performance of the proposed
Trans approach in terms of confidence interval for the non-signal coefficient. It is evident
from Figure D.3 that the coverage proportions of the proposed Trans approach are closer to

the nominal 95% than that of Non-Trans approach for different heterogenous model errors.

D.4 Simulations for Hypothesis Test

We further examine the size and power of hypothesis test for individual regression parameter
based on Theorem 3.3. Setting the significance level as 5% and quantile level as 7 = 0.75,

we specifically consider hypothesis test
H(] . BO,I =3 versus H1 . 60,1 = a1 (a1 7é 3) (Dl)

for the signal covariate. It can be seen from Tables D.3, D.4 and D.5 that when 7, = &, i.e.,
all sources are non-transferable, Oracle-Trans (reduced to Non-Trans) and Trans approaches
deliver slightly inflated type I errors. On the contrary, Oracle-Trans and Trans approaches
perform equally well and both can control the type I errors with test sizes being close to 5%
in all scenarios considered when Tj, # @, i.e., some sources are transferable. Accordingly, the
powers are substantially enhanced and eventually arrive at one when the gaps between null
and alternative hypothesises are gradually enlarged. The test size of Pooled-Trans approach
is larger than 5% when |7| is smaller, i.e., more non-transferable sources are utilized.

We also consider hypothesis test

Ho . 6[)750 =0 versus Hl : 50750 = asp (CL50 7é O) (DQ)

for the non-signal covariate. Analogous conclusions can be drawn from Tables D.6, D.7 and

D.8.
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Table D.1: The frequency of event {7\‘ = T, } that happened among 1000 replications

3 0
5
10
15
20

6 0
5
10
15
20

120
5
10
15

1.000
0.974
0.946
0.953
0.936
1.000
0.933
0.911
0.886
0.869
1.000
0.780
0.700
0.648

1.000
0.986
0.966
0.967
0.948
1.000
0.963
0.947
0.924
0.915
1.000
0.868
0.838
0.821

Normal to Gumbel
h|T,| T=0257=0507=0.75 7=0257=0.507=0.75 7=0.257=0.50T=0.75
1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
0.978 0.973 0.980 0.984 0.981 0.975 0.975
0.959 0.947 0.965 0.969 0.970 0.966 0.970
0.945 0.950 0.964 0.966 0.967 0.950 0.942
0.943 0.939 0.955 0.957  0.957 0.945 0.946
1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
0.930 0.934 0.966 0.965 0.982 0.927 0.949
0.902 0.896 0.937  0.949 0.954 0.895 0.918
0.874  0.875 0.930 0.925 0.932 0.873 0.900
0.859 0.869 0.937  0.916 0.918 0.849 0.893
1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
0.773 0.765 0.902 0.875 0.906 0.739 0.816
0.685 0.678 0.872 0.818 0.852 0.670 0.734
0.622 0.640 0.844 0.778 0.826 0.623 0.708
0.582 0.589 0.827  0.766 0.808 0.571 0.648

20

0.597

0.786
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Table D.2: Averaged size of sources identified as transferable based on 1000 replications

3

12

0
5
10
15
20
0
5
10
15
20
0
5
10
15

0.000
4.982
9.957
14.935
19.903
0.000
4.945
9.881
14.837
19.755
0.000
4.773
9.586
14.447

Normal to Gumbel
h|Th 7=0257=0507=0.7 7=0257=0507=0.75 7=0.257=0.507=0.75
0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000
4.964  4.967  4.967 4975  4.981  4.977 4.968  4.967
9.901 9.937  9.914 9.941 9.941 9.951 9.941 9.955
14.902 14.888 14902 14921 14.923 14.948 14.896 14.894
19.840 19.871 19.866  19.908 19.924 19.924  19.881 19.895
0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000
4.887  4.898  4.904 4954  4.956  4.978 4.890  4.929
9.816  9.789  9.829 9912 9916  9.930 9.782  9.857
14.718  14.692 14.705  14.852 14.820 14.867  14.727 14.779
19.596 19.634 19.616  19.859 19.780 19.842  19.568 19.700
0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000
4.524  4.605  4.550 4.834 4808  4.829 4488  4.702
9.115  9.144  9.095 9.699  9.594  9.632 9.088  9.386
13.585 13.657 13.585  14.570 14.427 14.468  13.560 14.074
17979 18.197 18.147 19.374 19.264 19.315 17.943 18.778

20

19.183
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Table D.3: The size and power under the significance level of 5% with heterogenous normal
model errors for hypothesis test (D.1) at the quantile level of 7 = 0.75

Power
h Method |Tn| Size a1 =1.7 a1 =2.0 a1 =23 a1 =2.7 a1 =33 a1 =37 a1 =40 a; =43
3 Oracle-Trans 0 0.075 0.998 0.996 0.940 0.314 0.666 0.987 0.999 1.000
5 0.044 1.000 0.996 0.906 0.219 0.609 0.989 0.998 1.000
10 0.051 0.999 0.991 0.893 0.215 0.595 0.983 0.997 1.000
15 0.051 1.000 0.993 0.897 0.241 0.578 0.975 0.999 1.000
20 0.042 1.000 0.990 0.888 0.231 0.558 0.973 0.997 1.000
Trans 0 0.075 0.998 0.998 0.929 0.280 0.676 0.991 0.999 1.000
5 0.049 1.000 0.995 0.899 0.202 0.617 0.988 0.998 1.000
10 0.062 1.000 0.986 0.898 0.223 0.603 0.977 0.997 1.000
15 0.053 0.999 0.993 0.888 0.235 0.585 0.977 0.998 1.000
20 0.053 1.000 0.990 0.896 0.246 0.556 0.971 0.998 0.999
Pooled-Trans 0 0.174 0.999 0.987 0.897 0.505 0.123 0.550 0.889 0.976
5 0.200 1.000 0.989 0.951 0.569 0.170 0.685 0.946 0.993
10 0.140 1.000 0.995 0.958 0.550 0.238 0.820 0.980 1.000
15 0.030 0.999 0.994 0.915 0.257 0.447 0.962 1.000 1.000
20 0.051 0.999 0.990 0.891 0.240 0.568 0.973 0.997 1.000
6 Oracle-Trans 0 0.097 1.000 0.995 0.938 0.318 0.677 0.994 0.999 1.000
5 0.051 0.993 0.990 0.893 0.227 0.631 0.985 0.999 1.000
10 0.054 0.999 0.991 0.897 0.246 0.594 0.981 0.996 0.999
15 0.051 0.999 0.988 0.911 0.249 0.588 0.973 0.995 1.000
20 0.058 0.997 0.992 0.897 0.259 0.569 0.971 0.994 1.000
Trans 0 0.096 0.996 0.994 0.938 0.302 0.673 0.993 0.998 1.000
5 0.056 0.998 0.993 0.899 0.225 0.617 0.984 0.997 1.000
10 0.063 0.997 0.990 0.897 0.246 0.601 0.981 0.996 1.000
15 0.055 0.998 0.992 0.905 0.251 0.586 0.975 0.995 1.000
20 0.060 0.996 0.996 0.900 0.261 0.569 0.973 0.996 0.999
Pooled-Trans 0 0.157 0.994 0.988 0.922 0.510 0.117 0.569 0.881 0.970
5 0.195 0.998 0.995 0.956 0.609 0.165 0.695 0.935 0.985
10 0.157 0.998 0.996 0.970 0.589 0.226 0.816 0.976 0.996
15 0.031 0.996 0.995 0.901 0.258 0.471 0.974 1.000 1.000
20 0.060 0.996 0.989 0.899 0.269 0.564 0.970 0.997 1.000
12 Oracle-Trans 0 0.08% 0.998 0.996 0.931 0.318 0.676 0.986 1.000 1.000
5 0.050 1.000 0.990 0.905 0.240 0.603 0.984 0.997 0.999
10 0.051 1.000 0.991 0.888 0.262 0.560 0.966 0.999 1.000
15 0.049 0.998 0.994 0.892 0.262 0.530 0.966 0.997 1.000
20 0.053 0.996 0.989 0.899 0.275 0.528 0.959 0.999 0.999
Trans 0 0.098 1.000 0.994 0.929 0.312 0.686 0.994 0.999 1.000
5 0.054 0.999 0.994 0.906 0.248 0.584 0.976 0.998 1.000
10 0.055 0.998 0.990 0.891 0.263 0.573 0.973 0.995 0.999
15 0.057 0.998 0.991 0.896 0.276 0.547 0.966 1.000 0.999
20 0.058 0.998 0.992 0.909 0.266 0.520 0.964 0.993 1.000
Pooled-Trans 0 0.175 0.998 0.984 0.914 0.512 0.123 0.556 0.883 0.977
5 0.221 1.000 0.995 0.953 0.596 0.188 0.675 0.925 0.992
10 0.196 0.998 0.997 0.963 0.572 0.215 0.809 0.973 0.994
15 0.051 1.000 0.993 0.915 0.272 0.446 0.970 0.998 1.000
20 0.057 0.998 0.991 0.912 0.267 0.526 0.962 0.996 0.999
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Table D.4: The size and power under the significance level of 5% with heterogenous t, model
errors for hypothesis test (D.1) at the quantile level of 7 = 0.75

Power
h Method |Tn| Size a1 =1.7 a1 =2.0 a1 =23 a1 =2.7 a1 =33 a1 =37 a1 =40 a; =43
3 Oracle-Trans 0 0.074 0.927 0.800 0.530 0.114 0.403 0.866 0.972 0.996
5 0.047 0.896 0.748 0.410 0.058 0.314 0.852 0.972 0.995
10 0.049 0.903 0.744 0.427 0.069 0.313 0.839 0.961 0.990
15 0.054 0.889 0.741 0.412 0.064 0.311 0.830 0.963 0.991
20 0.053 0.895 0.726 0.410 0.068 0.328 0.828 0.965 0.989
Trans 0 0.069 0.932 0.819 0.531 0.114 0.400 0.860 0.979 0.995
5 0.045 0.909 0.742 0.433 0.066 0.333 0.838 0.972 0.999
10 0.046 0.903 0.758 0.421 0.064 0.324 0.850 0.960 0.991
15 0.049 0.896 0.739 0.412 0.068 0.322 0.831 0.964 0.995
20 0.058 0.897 0.739 0.406 0.076 0.324 0.829 0.967 0.991
Pooled-Trans 0 0.113 0.920 0.791 0.608 0.279 0.085 0.302 0.573 0.779
5 0.140 0.933 0.841 0.660 0.303 0.098 0.358 0.623 0.831
10 0.116 0.936 0.841 0.662 0.289 0.112 0.426 0.719 0.896
15 0.037 0.900 0.759 0.455 0.080 0.176 0.723 0.934 0.988
20 0.048 0.901 0.745 0.409 0.077 0.331 0.825 0.970 0.985
6 Oracle-Trans 0 0.086 0.926 0.815 0.501 0.132 0.394 0.872 0.973 0.991
5 0.036 0.902 0.751 0.421 0.078 0.303 0.854 0.968 0.992
10 0.040 0.905 0.759 0.410 0.082 0.311 0.828 0.963 0.988
15 0.038 0.898 0.754 0.409 0.085 0.321 0.832 0.957 0.987
20 0.045 0.904 0.771 0.409 0.090 0.303 0.828 0.957 0.989
Trans 0 0.086 0.931 0.811 0.485 0.129 0.388 0.883 0.970 0.995
5 0.038 0.909 0.761 0.412 0.088 0.298 0.841 0.969 0.989
10 0.035 0.906 0.759 0.410 0.076 0.308 0.850 0.965 0.991
15 0.037 0.905 0.756 0.402 0.079 0.312 0.833 0.957 0.988
20 0.041 0.891 0.756 0.395 0.084 0.304 0.837 0.955 0.987
Pooled-Trans 0 0.122 0.915 0.819 0.602 0.288 0.084 0.296 0.577 0.801
5 0.136 0.924 0.841 0.665 0.304 0.106 0.349 0.638 0.829
10 0.109 0.948 0.851 0.648 0.314 0.116 0.437 0.725 0.879
15 0.024 0.910 0.766 0.422 0.097 0.179 0.721 0.940 0.984
20 0.037 0.911 0.753 0.410 0.090 0.305 0.830 0.955 0.988
12 Oracle-Trans 0 0.086 0.923 0.783 0.522 0.120 0.676 0.890 0.961 0.996
5 0.043 0.897 0.742 0.428 0.078 0.603 0.847 0.953 0.992
10 0.042 0.889 0.741 0.443 0.079 0.560 0.833 0.937 0.987
15 0.037 0.886 0.741 0.433 0.080 0.530 0.827 0.937 0.995
20 0.041 0.892 0.742 0.424 0.076 0.528 0.823 0.924 0.987
Trans 0 0.081 0.920 0.779 0.505 0.114 0.686 0.883 0.963 0.994
5 0.042 0.891 0.746 0.439 0.085 0.584 0.851 0.952 0.992
10 0.044 0.898 0.746 0.425 0.076 0.573 0.825 0.937 0.989
15 0.040 0.888 0.727 0.432 0.079 0.547 0.827 0.934 0.991
20 0.039 0.888 0.738 0.426 0.083 0.520 0.821 0.927 0.986
Pooled-Trans 0 0.104 0.899 0.801 0.618 0.280 0.123 0.285 0.550 0.774
5 0.119 0.928 0.829 0.642 0.330 0.188 0.352 0.624 0.829
10 0.098 0.925 0.833 0.647 0.287 0.215 0.446 0.699 0.900
15 0.024 0.882 0.760 0.443 0.091 0.446 0.745 0.917 0.986
20 0.035 0.887 0.738 0.431 0.092 0.526 0.826 0.929 0.989
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Table D.5: The size and power under the significance level of 5% with heterogenous Gumbel
model errors for hypothesis test (D.1) at the quantile level of 7 = 0.75

Power
h Method |Tn| Size a1 =1.7 a1 =2.0 a1 =23 a1 =2.7 a1 =33 a1 =37 a1 =40 a; =43
3 Oracle-Trans 0 0.083 0.996 0.967 0.811 0.272 0.411 0.891 0.989 1.000
5 0.046 0.995 0.950 0.713 0.163 0.386 0.902 0.989 1.000
10 0.052 0.987 0.945 0.730 0.170 0.379 0.880 0.985 0.999
15 0.061 0.993 0.940 0.734 0.175 0.384 0.865 0.981 0.999
20 0.062 0.990 0.950 0.724 0.181 0.378 0.868 0.984 1.000
Trans 0 0.033 0.990 0.962 0.805 0.247 0.423 0.901 0.988 1.000
5 0.045 0.993 0.951 0.735 0.163 0.383 0.903 0.992 1.000
10 0.054 0.991 0.951 0.718 0.176 0.394 0.884 0.988 1.000
15 0.063 0.990 0.940 0.715 0.178 0.395 0.858 0.979 0.997
20 0.061 0.989 0.949 0.711 0.178 0.379 0.872 0.984 1.000
Pooled-Trans 0 0.154 0.987 0.950 0.825 0.443 0.105 0.369 0.709 0.899
5 0.197 0.993 0.973 0.867 0.514 0.134 0.457 0.794 0.954
10 0.176  0.994 0.975 0.876 0.481 0.158 0.576 0.872 0.983
15 0.043 0.991 0.963 0.774 0.207 0.242 0.815 0.981 0.999
20 0.060 0.988 0.944 0.723 0.182 0.375 0.867 0.982 0.999
6 Oracle-Trans 0 0.103 0.995 0.972 0.792 0.286 0.456 0.910 0.992 0.997
5 0.060 0.993 0.952 0.722 0.151 0.418 0.912 0.991 0.998
10 0.062 0.991 0.964 0.720 0.172 0.398 0.884 0.988 0.998
15 0.068 0.991 0.959 0.716 0.192 0.407 0.892 0.985 0.998
20 0.069 0.991 0.958 0.701 0.187 0.399 0.882 0.987 0.998
Trans 0 0.113 0.989 0.967 0.778 0.252 0.443 0.915 0.991 1.000
5 0.054 0.992 0.961 0.714 0.151 0.420 0.911 0.991 0.997
10 0.064 0.993 0.957 0.711 0.170 0.397 0.892 0.988 0.998
15 0.062 0.989 0.955 0.711 0.180 0.396 0.892 0.984 0.999
20 0.066 0.993 0.956 0.704 0.195 0.388 0.881 0.985 0.998
Pooled-Trans 0 0.195 0.987 0.953 0.806 0.454 0.113 0.401 0.689 0.873
5 0.238 0.992 0.967 0.879 0.518 0.149 0.476 0.797 0.929
10 0.188 0.997 0.980 0.884 0.463 0.180 0.582 0.876 0.975
15 0.051 0.995 0.957 0.743 0.214 0.267 0.839 0.982 0.998
20 0.069 0.993 0.956 0.710 0.193 0.403 0.882 0.983 0.998
12 Oracle-Trans 0 0.08% 0.996 0.961 0.806 0.268 0.431 0.896 0.990 0.997
5 0.050 0.993 0.958 0.741 0.154 0.383 0.896 0.994 0.990
10 0.051 0.997 0.952 0.730 0.171 0.365 0.885 0.990 0.997
15 0.049 0.992 0.948 0.727 0.184 0.363 0.872 0.991 0.997
20 0.053 0.995 0.953 0.735 0.201 0.345 0.865 0.983 0.998
Trans 0 0.098 0.992 0.965 0.784 0.244 0.418 0.909 0.993 0.997
5 0.054 0.993 0.963 0.732 0.162 0.376 0.909 0.990 0.997
10 0.055 0.993 0.956 0.738 0.186 0.362 0.886 0.987 0.997
15 0.057 0.994 0.948 0.725 0.196 0.358 0.874 0.989 0.997
20 0.058 0.996 0.950 0.737 0.210 0.348 0.875 0.981 0.996
Pooled-Trans 0 0.175 0.990 0.945 0.819 0.456 0.120 0.383 0.670 0.889
5 0.221 0.994 0.973 0.872 0.518 0.157 0.475 0.771 0.932
10 0.196 0.995 0.973 0.888 0.481 0.160 0.602 0.865 0.974
15 0.051 0.994 0.953 0.769 0.196 0.256 0.816 0.982 0.996
20 0.057 0.990 0.958 0.740 0.212 0.333 0.873 0.984 0.997
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Table D.6: The size and power under the significance level of 5% with heterogenous normal
model errors for hypothesis test (D.2) at the quantile level of 7 = 0.75

Power

h Method |771‘ Size asp = -1 as0 = —0.7 aso0 = —0.3 asp = 0.3 asp = 0.7 aso0 = 1
3 Oracle-Trans 0 0.088 1.000 1.000 0.947 0.953 1.000 1.000
5 0.078 1.000 1.000 0.932 0.940 0.999 1.000

10 0.089 1.000 0.999 0.930 0.923 0.997 1.000

15 0.081 1.000 0.999 0.913 0.903 0.998 1.000

20 0.076 0.998 0.996 0.918 0.911 0.996 1.000

Trans 0 0.098 1.000 0.999 0.946 0.961 1.000 1.000

5 0.081 1.000 0.999 0.938 0.946 1.000 1.000

10 0.076 0.999 0.999 0.939 0.926 0.999 0.999

15 0.079 1.000 0.998 0.934 0.920 1.000 1.000

20 0.077 1.000 0.997 0.917 0.913 0.996 1.000

Pooled-Trans 0 0.003 0.953 0.693 0.068 0.074 0.697 0.943
5 0.005 0.975 0.843 0.142 0.137 0.872 0.980

10 0.007 0.997 0.937 0.267 0.253 0.949 0.998

15 0.044 1.000 0.998 0.761 0.760 0.997 1.000

20  0.072 0.999 0.999 0.917 0.912 0.998 0.999

6  Oracle-Trans 0 0.119 1.000 1.000 0.942 0.929 1.000 1.000
5  0.066 1.000 0.995 0.933 0.938 0.996 1.000

10 0.071 1.000 0.999 0.932 0.936 0.995 1.000

15 0.068 0.998 0.999 0.920 0.916 0.998 0.999

20  0.069 0.999 0.998 0.935 0.913 0.997 1.000

Trans 0 0.097 1.000 1.000 0.950 0.945 0.999 1.000

5 0.064 1.000 1.000 0.929 0.939 0.999 1.000

10 0.059 0.999 1.000 0.935 0.929 0.996 1.000

15 0.060 0.999 0.996 0.914 0.913 0.998 1.000

20  0.067 1.000 0.999 0.906 0.908 0.999 1.000

Pooled-Trans 0 0.000 0.951 0.694 0.076 0.086 0.708 0.954
5 0.003 0.990 0.833 0.144 0.149 0.849 0.981

10 0.010 0.997 0.932 0.259 0.262 0.942 0.999

15 0.035 1.000 0.998 0.741 0.746 0.998 0.999

20 0.074 0.999 0.998 0.923 0.919 0.997 0.999

12 Oracle-Trans 0 0.099 1.000 0.999 0.940 0.939 1.000 1.000
5  0.059 0.999 0.998 0.937 0.931 0.999 1.000

10 0.044 1.000 1.000 0.934 0.935 0.998 0.999

15 0.058 0.999 0.999 0.930 0.901 0.997 1.000

20  0.066 1.000 1.000 0.922 0.905 0.999 1.000

Trans 0 0.099 1.000 1.000 0.956 0.946 1.000 1.000

5  0.055 1.000 0.999 0.934 0.925 0.999 1.000

10 0.057 0.999 1.000 0.944 0.919 0.999 0.999

15 0.050 1.000 0.999 0.928 0.909 0.997 1.000

20  0.063 1.000 0.999 0.923 0.911 0.998 0.999

Pooled-Trans 0 0.002 0.951 0.739 0.070 0.073 0.683 0.939
5 0.003 0.979 0.849 0.128 0.116 0.825 0.990

10 0.001 0.996 0.949 0.240 0.243 0.934 0.996

15 0.033 0.999 0.999 0.736 0.705 0.996 0.999

20  0.060 0.999 0.999 0.916 0.899 0.999 1.000
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Table D.7: The size and power under the significance level of 5% with heterogenous ¢, model
errors for hypothesis test (D.2) at the quantile level of 7 = 0.75

Power

h Method |771‘ Size asp = -1 as0 = —0.7 aso0 = —0.3 asp = 0.3 asp = 0.7 aso0 = 1
3 Oracle-Trans 0 0.100 0.988 0.971 0.712 0.689 0.970 0.990
5 0.068 0.986 0.961 0.678 0.656 0.944 0.984

10 0.063 0.986 0.955 0.679 0.666 0.946 0.983

15 0.064 0.987 0.954 0.700 0.676 0.957 0.985

20 0.067 0.983 0.945 0.690 0.668 0.946 0.987

Trans 0 0.086 0.989 0.960 0.724 0.711 0.963 0.990

5 0.071 0.984 0.964 0.678 0.667 0.955 0.987

10 0.072 0.987 0.954 0.695 0.662 0.947 0.982

15 0.069 0.983 0.943 0.685 0.659 0.949 0.986

20 0.068 0.985 0.947 0.687 0.660 0.935 0.979

Pooled-Trans 0 0.004 0.695 0.363 0.031 0.029 0.332 0.679
5 0.007 0.779 0.479 0.045 0.046 0.396 0.768

10 0.010 0.832 0.566 0.079 0.085 0.525 0.837

15 0.038 0.968 0.894 0.399 0.381 0.864 0.971

20 0.065 0.983 0.944 0.706 0.684 0.939 0.985

6  Oracle-Trans 0 0.105 0.992 0.969 0.714 0.711 0.971 0.992
5  0.057 0.989 0.958 0.668 0.665 0.942 0.989

10 0.057 0.988 0.965 0.681 0.669 0.949 0.984

15 0.058 0.987 0.954 0.680 0.673 0.942 0.988

20  0.054 0.984 0.954 0.674 0.675 0.935 0.983

Trans 0 0.103 0.992 0.973 0.722 0.715 0.963 0.992

5  0.056 0.983 0.961 0.678 0.676 0.951 0.987

10 0.050 0.988 0.962 0.667 0.674 0.949 0.985

15 0.057 0.985 0.956 0.674 0.659 0.939 0.992

20 0.063 0.979 0.953 0.675 0.670 0.946 0.987

Pooled-Trans 0 0.001 0.666 0.343 0.030 0.040 0.330 0.674
5 0.004 0.743 0.437 0.048 0.490 0.416 0.746

10 0.008 0.825 0.553 0.082 0.083 0.540 0.818

15 0.045 0.962 0.876 0.407 0.436 0.867 0.973

20 0.057 0.983 0.956 0.690 0.679 0.938 0.986

12 Oracle-Trans 0 0.096 0.987 0.966 0.716 0.725 0.962 0.989
5  0.055 0.975 0.953 0.630 0.672 0.942 0.989

10 0.052 0.977 0.946 0.639 0.674 0.931 0.980

15 0.046 0.980 0.941 0.668 0.666 0.941 0.987

20  0.062 0.979 0.948 0.665 0.686 0.933 0.981

Trans 0 0.105 0.988 0.964 0.731 0.711 0.963 0.987

5  0.060 0.980 0.955 0.623 0.759 0.923 0.981

10 0.054 0.976 0.944 0.649 0.664 0.935 0.984

15 0.061 0.982 0.943 0.665 0.666 0.936 0.978

20  0.049 0.983 0.942 0.646 0.683 0.936 0.982

Pooled-Trans 0 0.004 0.681 0.370 0.029 0.029 0.373 0.663
5 0.003 0.749 0.458 0.058 0.062 0.452 0.734

10 0.010 0.821 0.551 0.090 0.090 0.542 0.819

15 0.035 0.956 0.868 0.387 0.404 0.864 0.956

20  0.054 0.983 0.942 0.655 0.675 0.942 0.978
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Table D.8: The size and power under the significance level of 5% with heterogenous Gumbel
model errors for hypothesis test (D.2) at the quantile level of 7 = 0.75

Power

h Method |771‘ Size asp = -1 as0 = —0.7 aso0 = —0.3 asp = 0.3 asp = 0.7 aso0 = 1
3 Oracle-Trans 0 0.102 1.000 0.997 0.831 0.819 0.999 1.000
5 0.075 1.000 0.997 0.855 0.862 0.998 1.000

10 0.076 1.000 0.993 0.844 0.832 0.993 1.000

15 0.068 0.999 0.993 0.833 0.828 0.996 0.999

20 0.072 1.000 0.994 0.831 0.807 0.994 1.000

Trans 0 0.107 0.999 0.997 0.848 0.838 0.996 1.000

5 0.084 1.000 0.996 0.840 0.854 0.996 1.000

10 0.076 1.000 0.996 0.849 0.832 0.995 1.000

15 0.075 1.000 0.994 0.837 0.819 0.996 1.000

20 0.071 1.000 0.991 0.824 0.812 0.993 0.998

Pooled-Trans 0 0.001 0.842 0.536 0.050 0.043 0.551 0.873
5 0.008 0.911 0.688 0.085 0.085 0.697 0.936

10 0.012 0.978 0.811 0.156 0.153 0.861 0.980

15 0.039 0.997 0.979 0.590 0.565 0.985 0.999

20 0.076 0.999 0.991 0.822 0.809 0.996 1.000

6  Oracle-Trans 0 0.091 0.999 0.998 0.852 0.845 1.000 1.000
5 0.071 0.999 0.997 0.868 0.863 0.995 0.999

10 0.055 0.999 0.998 0.856 0.832 0.996 1.000

15 0.050 0.997 0.996 0.831 0.833 0.996 1.000

20  0.062 0.998 0.994 0.835 0.833 0.991 0.998

Trans 0 0.096 1.000 0.998 0.864 0.857 0.997 1.000

5  0.067 0.996 0.996 0.862 0.852 0.997 1.000

10 0.061 0.998 0.995 0.853 0.833 0.995 0.998

15 0.050 0.997 0.995 0.831 0.839 0.993 0.999

20  0.059 0.998 0.995 0.829 0.835 0.993 1.000

Pooled-Trans 0 0.002 0.853 0.545 0.063 0.051 0.547 0.863
5  0.007 0.926 0.683 0.105 0.092 0.663 0.931

10 0.008 0.976 0.836 0.172 0.154 0.995 0.981

15 0.035 0.998 0.970 0.601 0.572 0.993 0.999

20  0.055 0.997 0.990 0.838 0.828 0.993 1.000

12 Oracle-Trans 0 0.118 1.000 0.998 0.841 0.843 0.997 0.999
5  0.059 1.000 0.999 0.847 0.836 0.999 1.000

10 0.057 1.000 0.996 0.845 0.810 0.996 1.000

15 0.051 1.000 0.995 0.857 0.819 0.990 0.999

20  0.045 0.999 0.994 0.843 0.820 0.992 0.999

Trans 0 0.110 0.999 0.998 0.854 0.855 1.000 1.000

5 0.070 1.000 0.999 0.848 0.847 1.000 0.999

10 0.060 0.999 0.996 0.859 0.819 0.992 1.000

15 0.046 1.000 0.994 0.841 0.804 0.994 1.000

20  0.054 1.000 0.995 0.849 0.818 0.994 1.000

Pooled-Trans 0 0.002 0.869 0.543 0.056 0.046 0.529 0.850
5 0.004 0.932 0.684 0.093 0.086 0.663 0.920

10 0.008 0.982 0.827 0.161 0.148 0.812 0.979

15 0.039 0.998 0.984 0.590 0.549 0.981 1.000

20  0.053 0.998 0.996 0.853 0.824 0.992 1.000
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Figure D.2: Averaged /5 estimation errors with heterogenous Gumbel model errors.
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Figure D.3: Coverage proportion of confidence interval for the 50-th component of quantile
regression coefficients with 7 = 0.75.
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