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Abstract

Bagging is a useful method for large-scale statistical analysis, especially when

the computing resources are very limited. We study here the asymptotic proper-

ties of bagging estimators for M -estimation problems but with massive datasets.

We theoretically prove that the resulting estimator is consistent and asymptot-

ically normal under appropriate conditions. The results show that the bagging

estimator can achieve the optimal statistical efficiency, provided that the bagging

subsample size and the number of subsamples are sufficiently large. Moreover,

we derive a variance estimator for valid asymptotic inference. All theoretical

findings are further verified by extensive simulation studies. Finally, we ap-

ply the bagging method to the US Airline Dataset to demonstrate its practical

usefulness.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Due to the explosion of the data in this information age, massive datasets are often en-

countered in various fields. For example, social media tweets, online shopping records,

surveillance camera videos and online search queries. They produce enormous amount

of data every day (Fan et al., 2020). However, the massive data size also makes the

corresponding statistical estimation and inference very challenging. Often the data

could be too large to be comfortably loaded into the computer’s memory as a whole.

This means that it would be difficult, if not infeasible, to directly compute the classical

whole sample based estimator. Consequently, effectively analyzing these massive data

with statistical guarantees is a problem of great importance.

In the last decade, many methods have been proposed to deal with the large-scale

statistical computation problems. These methods can be broadly classified into two

main categories. The first is the distributed computing approach. The general idea

behind is the divide-and-conquer, i.e, to divide a complicated problem into small pieces

and then tackle them by multiple machines in a parallel way. Distributed computing

has been found very useful in many large-scale statistical problems, such as quantile

regression (Volgushev et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2020; Pan et al., 2021), M -estimation

(Zhang et al., 2013; Huang and Huo, 2019; Jordan et al., 2019), variable selection and

feature screening (Zhu et al., 2021a; Li et al., 2020), principal component analysis (Fan

et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2021), nonparametric and semiparametric regression (Chang

et al., 2017; Lian et al., 2019). The second approach is the subsampling method. The

key idea is to compute the estimator based on a subsample that has been carefully

selected from the whole sample. Consequently, the corresponding computational cost

can be largely saved by choosing a relatively small sized subsample. To take full

advantage of the informative observations, different nonuniform sampling strategies

have been devised, including leverage score-based subsampling (Drineas et al., 2012;

Ma et al., 2015, 2020) and optimal subsampling (Wang et al., 2018, 2019; Wang and

Ma, 2021).
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These subsampling methods are particularly useful when the available comput-

ing resources are very limited. However, two limitations of the methods are worth

mentioning. First, it requires a careful specification about the subsampling probabil-

ity for each observation. This generally leads to a sampling cost of the order O(N),

where N is the whole sample size. Second, the resulting estimator is computed based

on only one or two relatively small sized subsamples. Consequently, it is typically

statistically less efficient than the whole sample based estimator. To fix the prob-

lems, the bootstrap aggregating method (Breiman, 1996; Bühlmann and Yu, 2002), or

bagging, provides an effective solution. The basic idea of the bagging is to compute

the estimators based on multiple subsamples generated by the method of simple ran-

dom sampling with replacement. Subsequently, these estimators are aggregated into

a more stable one. Recently, similar strategies have been adopted to solve large-scale

statistical problems. For example, Wu et al. (2021) proposes two subsampling-based

moment estimators, whose asymptotic properties are investigated. Zhu et al. (2021b)

develops a subsampling-based feature screening procedure and establishes the corre-

sponding screening consistency. However, the asymptotic properties of the bagging

estimator seems to be largely unknown for a general M -estimation problem with a

massive dataset. In this regard, we devote this work to the theoretical study of the

bagging M -estimators with datasets of massive sizes. We remark that our work is

closely related to the existing literature but with a clear difference. For example,

Wager (2014) investigates the asymptotic properties of tree-based bagging estimators

(i.e., random forests). However, we focus on parametric regression models. As another

example, Kleiner et al. (2014) proposes the Bag of Little Bootstraps (BLB) method

for distributed estimation, where weighted subsamples are used. In contrast, we use

unweighted subsamples. This makes our method much easier to implement and study.

Recently, Zou et al. (2021) studies a similar problem but with subsamples obtained by

simple random sampling without replacement. However, our subsamples are obtained

with replacement, which leads to a much reduced sampling cost. This is particularly

true, when the dataset is of a massive size and thus has to be placed on a hard drive.
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For an excellent discussion in this regard, we refer to Section 3.1 of Wu et al. (2021).

To implement the bagging method, we use the simple random sampling with re-

placement to generate the subsamples. We remark that this sampling strategy not only

is simple enough to be practically implemented, but also saves the cost for specifying

subsampling probabilities. Once a bagging subsample is obtained, we can compute

the corresponding bagging subsample estimator for the parameter of interest. After

that, these subsample estimators are averaged to form the final bagging estimator. We

theoretically investigate the statistical properties of the resulting estimator and estab-

lish its consistency and asymptotic normality. Moreover, we show that the bagging

estimator can be asymptotically as efficient as the whole sample based estimator under

mild conditions. A variance estimator is also constructed for the bagging estimator to

facilitate valid asymptotic inference. Extensive simulation experiments are conducted

to corroborate our theoretical findings.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the details of the

problem setting and the bagging estimator. The asymptotic analysis is also included.

In Section 3, we present the simulation studies and a real data example. The article

is concluded in Section 4. All technical proofs are included in the Appendix.

2 THE METHODOLOGY

2.1 Model and notations

Let Zi = (X>i , Yi)
> ∈ Rp+1 be the observation collected from the i-th subject, where

N is the whole sample size. Furthermore, Yi ∈ R is the response of interest, and Xi =

(Xi1, . . . , Xip)
> ∈ Rp is the corresponding p-dimensional covariate vector. We assume

that Zi (1 ≤ i ≤ N) are independent and identically distributed. Let `i(θ) = `(θ;Zi)

be a plausible smoothing loss function. Then, the global loss function is defined as

L(θ) =
∑N

i=1 `i(θ), whose minimizer is given by θ̂ = arg minθ L(θ). Throughout this
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article, we refer to θ̂ as the global estimator to emphasize the fact that it is obtained

based on the whole sample. Let θ0 be the true value of the unknown parameter θ,

which is given by θ0 = arg minθ E{`i(θ)}. In many cases, the global estimator θ̂ admits

the following asymptotic rule (Shao, 2003; Van der Vaart, 2000),

√
N(θ̂ − θ0)→d N (0,Σ)

for some positive-definite matrix Σ ∈ Rp×p, as N →∞. However, it may be difficult to

compute θ̂ when the whole sample size N is extremely large. This is particularly true

if the practitioners have very limited computing resources. Consequently, we need to

have a method that should be computationally more feasible. To this end, we find the

bagging method a practically useful solution for the large-scale statistical estimation

and inference.

Specifically, let S = {1, . . . , N} denote the index set of the whole sample. Let n

be the size of the bagging subsample and K be the number of subsamples. Write

Sk = {i(k)1 , . . . , i
(k)
n } ⊂ S as the k-th bagging subsample, where i

(k)
m (for any 1 ≤

m ≤ n, 1 ≤ k ≤ K) is generated independently from S by the method of simple

random sampling with replacement. In other words, conditional on S, i
(k)
m ’s are in-

dependent and identically distributed with probability P (i
(k)
m = i) = 1/N for any

i ∈ S. Accordingly, we can obtain an estimator based on the bagging subsample Sk as

θ̂(k) = arg minθ∈Rp Lk(θ) for each 1 ≤ k ≤ K, where Lk(θ) =
∑

i∈Sk `i(θ). Then, we can

aggregate these subsample estimators into a more stable one as θ̂BAG = K−1
∑K

k=1 θ̂
(k).

We refer to θ̂BAG as the bagging estimator in the following.

2.2 Statistical properties of the bagging estimator

To study the theoretical properties of the bagging estimator, we assume the following

technical conditions.

(C1) (Parameter Space) The parameter space Θ is a compact and convex set in
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Rp. In addition, the true value θ0 lies in the interior of Θ.

(C2) (Convexity) The loss function `(θ;Z) is convex with respect to θ for almost all

Z ∈ Rp+1.

(C3) (Gradient and Hessian) Assume the population gradient of the loss function

vanishes at θ0, that is., E
{

˙̀
i(θ0)

}
= 0. Let V (θ) = var{ ˙̀

i(θ)}, and write V =

V (θ0) for simplicity. Let H(θ) = E
{

῭
i(θ)
}

be the population Hessian matrix of

the loss function at θ, and write H = H(θ0) for simplicity. Assume that both V

and H are positive-definite. Furthermore, define Σ = V −1HV −1.

(C4) (Smoothness) Define B(δ) = {θ ∈ Θ : ‖θ − θ0‖ < δ} as a ball around the

true value of θ0 with radius δ > 0. We next make two assumptions as follows.

(C4.1) There exists some constants G1 and G2 such that E
{
‖ ˙̀
i(θ0)‖8

}
≤ G8

1 and

E
{
‖῭i(θ0)−H(θ)‖8

}
≤ G8

2 for any θ ∈ B(δ). (C4.2) For almost all Z ∈ Rp+1, the

Hessian matrix ῭(θ;Z) is L(Z)-Lipschitz continuous, i.e.,‖῭(θ;Z) − ῭(θ′;Z)‖ ≤

L(Z)‖θ − θ′‖ for any θ, θ′ ∈ B(δ), where L(Z) satisfies E
{
L8(Z)

}
≤ L8 and

E
[{
L(Z)− E

(
L(Z)

)}8] ≤ L8 for some constant L.

Condition (C1) assumes the parameter space is compact and convex, which has been

commonly used in previous studies (Zhang et al., 2013; Huang and Huo, 2019; Zhu

et al., 2021a). Conditions (C2)-(C3) are standard regularity conditions. They are com-

monly assumed to establish consistency and asymptotic normality for M -estimation

(Van der Vaart, 2000; Lehmann and Casella, 2006). Last, condition (C4) assumes

that the loss function are sufficiently smooth around the true value θ0. Otherwise, the

standard Taylor expansion technique cannot be applied. This is also a set of standard

conditions that has been popularly used in the past literature (Zhang et al., 2013;

Huang and Huo, 2019; Jordan et al., 2019). We then have the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Assume conditions (C1)–(C4). Then we have
√
n(θ̂(k) − θ0) = Op(1).

The proof of the lemma can be found in Appendix A. By Lemma 1, we know that

θ̂(k) is a consistent estimator for θ0 for each 1 ≤ k ≤ K. Furthermore, recall that
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L̇k(θ̂(k)) = 0. Then by results of Lemma 1 and the mean value theorem (Shao, 2003),

we can obtain that

0 =n−1L̇k(θ̂(k)) = n−1L̇k(θ0) + n−1
∫ 1

0

L̈k
(

(1− t)θ0 + tθ̂(k)
)
dt (θ̂(k) − θ0)

=n−1L̇k(θ0) +H(θ̂(k) − θ0) + ∆(k),

where ∆(k) =
{
n−1L̈k(θ0)−H

}
(θ̂(k)−θ0)+n−1

{∫ 1

0
L̈k
(

(1−t)θ0+tθ̂(k)
)
dt−L̈k(θ0)

}
(θ̂(k)−

θ0). Then we have θ̂(k) = θ0 − H−1n−1L̇k(θ0) − H−1∆(k) = θ0 + Q
(k)
1 + Q

(k)
2 . Con-

sequently, the bagging estimator can be represented as θ̂BAG = θ0 + Q1 + Q2, where

Q1 = K−1
∑K

k=1Q
(k)
1 and Q2 = K−1

∑K
k=1Q

(k)
2 . The properties of Q1 and Q2 are given

in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Assume conditions (C1)–(C4). Then we have θ̂BAG−θ0 = Q1+Q2, where

E(Q1) = 0, var(Q1) =
{

(nK)−1 +N−1
}

Σ + o
{

(nK)−1 +N−1
}

, and Q2 = Op(n
−1).

See Appendix B for the detailed proof of this theorem. As shown in Theorem 1,

the variability of the bagging estimator is mainly captured by the term Q1, which

is further determined by two parts. The first part N−1Σ is related to the whole

sample size N , which cannot be reduced by the bagging. The second part (nK)−1Σ is

related to the bagging subsample size n and the number of subsamples K. This term

reflects the trade-off between the sampling cost and the estimation variability. On the

other hand, the bias term Q2 is mainly determined by the bagging subsample size n.

This is because the averaging operation in bagging cannot reduce the estimation bias.

Therefore, in practice, we may expect that the bagging subsample size n should be

reasonable large (e.g., n >
√
N) for a satisfactory estimation accuracy. We further

establish the asymptotic normality of the bagging estimator, which is given in the

following theorem.

Theorem 2. Assume conditions (C1)–(C4) and n/
√
N → ∞ as N → ∞. Then we

have {(nK)−1 +N−1}−1/2(θ̂BAG − θ0)→d N (0,Σ) as N →∞.

See Appendix C for the detailed proof of this theorem. By Theorem 2 we can see that,
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as long as n�
√
N and nK � N , the bagging estimator should be asymptotically as

efficient as the global estimator.

For inference purposes, we need to estimate the variance of the bagging estimator.

Note that we have obtained K estimates of θ0 based on different subsamples. By using

these estimates, we can construct the variance estimator,

ŜE
2
(θ̂BAG) =

(
1

nK
+

1

N

)
n

K

K∑
k=1

(
θ̂(k) − θ̂BAG

)(
θ̂(k) − θ̂BAG

)>
. (2.1)

Its properties are given in the following theorem. See Appendix D for the detailed proof

of this theorem. By Theorem 3, we can know that ŜE
2
(θ̂BAG) should be a reasonable

estimator for the asymptotic variance of the bagging estimator θ̂BAG. Thus, we can

use it to make further inference, such as constructing confidence interval. We illustrate

the performance of ŜE
2
(θ̂BAG) through extensive simulation experiments.

Theorem 3. Assume conditions (C1)–(C4). Further assume that n→∞, n/N → 0,

and K → ∞ as N → ∞. Then we have E
{

ŜE
2
(θ̂BAG)

}
=
{

(nK)−1 + N−1
}

Σ +

o
{

(nK)−1 +N−1
}

.

3 NUMERICAL STUDIES

3.1 Simulation studies

To verify the finite performance of the bagging estimator, we conduct a number of

simulation studies. Assume the whole sample contains a total of N = 200, 000 obser-

vations. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ N , we generate (Xi, Yi) under three different models: a

linear regression model, a logistic regression model, and a Poisson regression model.

We set the true parameter as θ0 = (−0.2,−0.1, 0, 0.1, 0.2)> for every model. More

detailed model settings are given as follows.

Example 1. (Linear Regression) In this example, we consider p = 5 covariates

Xi = (Xi1, Xi2, . . . , Xi5)
>, where each covariate is independently generated from a
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standard normal distribution. Then, the response Yi is generated by a linear relation-

ship with the covariates Xi given as

Yi = X>i θ0 + εi,

where the noise term εi is independently generated from a standard normal distribu-

tion.

Example 2. (Logistic Regression) In this example, we also consider p = 5

covariates. As above, each of them is independently generated from a standard normal

distribution. Then, the response Yi is generated from a Bernoulli distribution with the

response probability given as

P (Yi = 1|Xi, θ0) =
exp(X>i θ0)

1 + exp(X>i θ0)
.

Example 3. (Poisson Regression) In this example, we also consider p = 5

covariates. They are generated from a multivariate normal distribution N (0,ΣX),

where ΣX = (ΣX,ij)1≤i,j≤p with ΣX,ij = 0.5|i−j|. Then, the response Yi is generated

from a Poisson distribution given as

P (Yi = k|Xi, θ0) =
λki
k!

exp(−λi), where λi = exp(X>i θ0).

Once the full dataset {(Xi, Yi) : 1 ≤ i ≤ N} is simulated, we compute the bagging

estimator by using the procedures described above. For a comprehensive evaluation,

various bagging subsample sizes (n = 500, 750, 1000) and numbers of subsamples (K =

50, 100, 150, 200, 250) are considered. Let θ̂
(b)
BAG =

(
θ̂
(b)
BAG,j

)p
j=1

be the bagging estimator

obtained in the b-th (1 ≤ b ≤ B) simulation with B = 1, 000. We compute the bias as

Biasj = |θBAG,j−θ0j|, where θ0j is the j-th component of the true value θ0, and θBAG,j =

B−1
∑B

b=1 θ̂
(b)
BAG,j. The standard error SE

(b)
j can be estimated by using (2.1), that is

ŜE
(b)

j =
√
Ŝ
(b)
jj , where Ŝ

(b)
jj is the j-th diagonal element of ŜE

2
(θ̂

(b)
BAG). We report the
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average ŜEj = B−1
∑B

b=1 SE
(b)
j . We also compare ŜEj with the Monte Carlo standard

deviation of θ̂
(b)
BAG,j. This is calculated by SEj =

√
B−1

∑B
b=1

(
θ̂
(b)
BAG,j − θBAG,j

)2
. Last,

we construct a 95% confidence interval for θj as CI
(b)
j =

(
θ̂
(b)
BAG,j − z0.975ŜE

(b)

j , θ̂
(b)
BAG,j +

z0.975ŜE
(b)

j

)
, where zα is the α-th lower quantile of the standard normal distribution.

Then, the coverage probability is computed as ECPj = B−1
∑B

b=1 I
{
θ0j ∈ CI

(b)
j

}
,

where I{·} is the indicator function. The detailed results are given in Tables 1–3 for

the linear regression, the logistic regression, and the Poisson regression, respectively.

In general, the simulation results in Tables 1–3 are very similar. We can draw

following conclusions. First, the SE values steadily decrease as the number of subsam-

ples K increases. This is expected, because according to Theorem 1, a larger K leads

to a smaller variance. Note that for the linear regression model, the ordinary least

squares estimator is unbiased. Thus, we focus on the estimation bias of the logistic

and Poisson regression models. From Table 2 and 3, we can see that the Bias values

does not show a clear tendency to decrease as K increase. On the other hand, the

Bias values decrease as the subsample size n increases. This is in line with our find-

ings in Theorem 1, since the averaging operation in bagging does not help to reduce

bias. Last, we find that the estimated ŜE values are very close to the Monte Carlo SE

values, suggesting that the asymptotic variance formula constructed in (2.1) should be

correct. In addition, we can see the empirical coverage probabilities are all around the

nominal level 95%. This confirms the asymptotic normality of the proposed estimator.

It also demonstrates the usefulness of the proposed variance estimator.

We next compare the performance of the bagging estimator and the global estima-

tor. Specifically, for computing the bagging estimator, we fix the bagging subsample

size as n = 2, 000, and let the number of subsamples K range from 50 to 2, 000.

Let θ̂(b) be one particular estimator (e.g., the global estimator) obtained in the b-th

(1 ≤ b ≤ B) simulation with B = 500. We compute the mean squared error (MSE)

as MSE(θ̂) = B−1
∑B

b=1 ‖θ̂(b) − θ0‖2. The log-transformed MSE values of different es-

timators are then plotted in Figure 1. From Figure 1, we can see that the MSE values

of the bagging estimator decrease steadily as K increases. Furthermore, the bagging
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estimator performs nearly as well as the global estimator in terms of the MSE value

when K = 2, 000. This is expected, because according to Theorem 2, the bagging esti-

mator should be asymptotically as efficient as the global estimator, provided n�
√
N

and nK � N .

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
K
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Figure 1: The log-transformed MSE values of the bagging estimator and the global
estimator under three different models. We fix subsample size n as 2, 000 and let the
number of subsamples K range from 50 to 2, 000. The solid line stands for the bagging
estimator and the dashed horizontal line stands for the global estimator.

3.2 A real data example

For illustration purposes, we apply the bagging method to a real-world dataset, the

US Airline Dataset (http://stat-computing.org/dataexpo/2009). It consists of

the flight arrival and departure details for all commercial flights within the US, from

October 1987 to April 2008. The dataset contains about 123 million records and takes

up 12 GB on a hard drive. After data preprocessing, a total of N = 120, 748, 239

records are retained. Our task is to predict whether a flight is delayed. We use a

binary variable Delayed to denote the delay status of a flight (1 for delayed and 0 for

not delayed). According to Federal Aviation Administration regulations, we consider

a flight delayed if it arrives 15 minutes later than scheduled. To predict the delay

status, four covariates are considered. The first one is Distance, which describes the

distance between the origin and the destination in miles. This numerical variable

is standardized to have mean 0 and variance 1. The second one is the scheduled

departure time (DepTime). It is categorized into four time periods: midnight (0:00-

11
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7:00), morning (7:00-12:00), afternoon (12:00-18:00), and evening (18:00-0:00). The

third one is DayOfWeek, which is a categorical variable with seven levels (Monday–

Sunday). The last one is Month, which is a categorical variable with twelve levels

(January–December). Next, all the categorical variables are converted to dummy

variables. Note that the first level of each categorical variable is removed to avoid

collinearity. Finally, a total of p = 22 variables are used as the predictors (including

the intercept) in the model.

We then use the logistic regression model to study the delay status of flights. To

compute the bagging estimator, we set the subsample size as n = [
√
N log log(N)] =

32, 126 and draw a total of K = 1, 000 subsamples. The detailed estimation results are

presented in Table 4. From Table 4, we have the following interesting findings. First,

the p-values corresponding to all covariates are smaller than 0.001. This indicates

that each of these covariates has a significant influence on the response. Second, the

estimated coefficient for Distance is positive, suggesting that long distance flights are

more likely to be delayed. In terms of the departure time, more delays occur in the

afternoon and evening (with coefficients of 1.057 and 0.857, respectively) than in the

midnight and morning. Next, Friday’s flights (with coefficient of 0.249) are more often

delayed, while Saturday’s flights (with coefficient of -0.167) are less likely. Last, we

can see that the estimated coefficients corresponding to February–November are all

negative. This implies that January and December are the months with more flight

delays. All those findings are in line with our usual experience.

4 CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we study the bagging estimator for the large-scaleM -estimation problem.

We first theoretically investigate the asymptotic bias and variance of the bagging

estimator. It reveals that the bagging subsample size should be sufficiently large to

make the bias term negligible. Next, we establish the asymptotic normality for the

bagging estimator. Sufficient conditions are given for the bagging estimator to achieve
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the optimal asymptotic efficiency. To support further inference, we also construct a

variance estimator. Finally, we verify the theoretical results by extensive simulation

experiments. In addition, a real data example is provided to illustrate the usefulness

of the bagging estimator. To conclude the article, we discuss several interesting topics

for further study. First, we assume that the loss function is sufficiently smooth in this

paper. However, some important problems, such as quantile regression and support

vector machine, involve non-differentiable loss functions. Investigating the theoretical

properties of the bagging estimator for these problems is also very meaningful and

challenging. Second, we find that the simple averaging operation in bagging cannot

reduce the bias of the final estimator. Therefore, it is very interesting to explore

some other aggregating strategies. Last, variable selection methods are widely used

in statistical analysis and have received great attention in the past decade. It is also

worthwhile to apply the bagging method to the large-scale variable selection problems.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Note that the objective function Lk(θ) is strictly convex in θ. Consequently, to prove

that θ̂(k) is
√
n-consistent, it suffices to use the technique in Fan and Li (2001) to verify

that, for any ε > 0, there exists a finite constant C > 0 such that,

lim inf
n

P
{

sup
‖u‖=1

Lk(θ0 + Cn−1/2u) > Lk(θ0)
}
≥ 1− ε.

Write θu = θ0 +Cn−1/2u, where C > 0 is a fixed constant and u ∈ Rp is a vector with

unit length (i.e., ‖u‖ = 1). Then by Taylor expansion, we have

sup
‖u‖=1

{
Lk(θ0 + Cn−1/2u)− Lk(θ0)

}
=n−1/2Cu>L̇k(θ0) + (2n)−1C2u>L̈k(θ0)u+ op(1)

=Cu>J1 + C2u>J2u+ op(1), (A.1)

where J1 = n−1/2L̇k(θ0) and J2 = n−1L̈k(θ0).
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We then compute E(J1) and var(J1) as follows. In fact,

E(J1) = E{E(J1|S)} =
√
nE
{
E
(
n−1

∑
i∈Sk

`i(θ0)
∣∣∣S)} =

√
nE
{
N−1L̇(θ0)

}
= 0,

where S denotes the information contained in the whole sample. In terms of variance,

we have var(J1) =

E
{

var(J1|S)
}

+ var
{
E(J1|S)

}
= E

{
n−1 var

(∑
i∈Sk

`i(θ0)
∣∣∣S)}+ var

{√
nN−1L̇(θ0)

}
=E

[
N−1

N∑
i=1

{
˙̀
i(θ0)−N−1L̇(θ)

}{
˙̀
i(θ0)−N−1L̇(θ)

}>]
+ var

{√
nN−1L̇(θ0)

}
=
N − 1

N
V +

n

N
V = O(1).

Then we should have J1 = Op(1). By similar arguments, we can show that J2 →p H.

Recall that H is a positive-definite matrix. Consequently, as long as C is suffi-

ciently large, the quadratic term in (A.1) dominates its linear term. This implies

that sup‖u‖=1

{
Lk(θ0 +Cn−1/2u)−Lk(θ0)

}
> 0 holds with probability tending to 1 as

n → ∞. This further suggests that, with probability tending to 1, a local minimizer

(i.e., θ̂(k)) exists, such that θ̂(k) − θ0 = Op(n
−1/2). This completes the proof of the

lemma.

APPENDIX B: PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We first investigate the term Q1. It can be computed that E(Q1) = E
{
E(Q1|S)

}
=

E
{
E(Q

(k)
1 |S)

}
= −H−1E

{
N−1L̇(θ0)

}
= 0, where S denotes the information con-

tained in the whole sample. We next investigate var(Q1). Note that var(Q1) =

14



E
{

var(Q1|S)
}

+ var
{
E(Q1|S)

}
. We can compute that E

{
var(Q1|S)

}
=

K−1H−1E
{

var
(
n−1L̇k(θ0)|S

)}
H−1 = K−1H−1E

{
n−1 var

(
˙̀
i(θ0)|S

)}
H−1

=(nK)−1H−1E

[
E
{

˙̀
i(θ0) ˙̀>

i (θ0)
∣∣∣S}− E{ ˙̀

i(θ0)
∣∣∣S}E{ ˙̀

i(θ0)
∣∣∣S}>]H−1

=(nK)−1H−1
[
E
{

˙̀
i(θ0) ˙̀>

i (θ0)
}
− E

{(
N−1L(θ0)

)(
N−1L(θ0)

)>}]
H−1

=(nK)−1(1−N−1)Σ.

In addition, we have var
{
E(Q1|S)

}
= var

{
H−1N−1L̇(θ0)} = H−1 var{N−1L̇(θ0)}H−1 =

N−1Σ. Together with these results, we conclude that

var(Q1) = (nK)−1(1−N−1)Σ +N−1Σ =

(
1

nK
+

1

N

)
Σ + o

(
1

nK
+

1

N

)
.

We next investigate the term Q2. By Lemmas 18 and 22 and upper bound (B.10)

in Huang and Huo (2019), we have E‖∆(k)‖2 = O(n−2). Then we have

E‖Q2‖ ≤ K−1
K∑
k=1

E‖Q(k)
2 ‖ = ‖H−1‖ · E‖∆(k)‖ = O(n−1).

Consequently, we should have Q2 = O(n−1). This completes the proof of the theorem.

APPENDIX C: PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Let τ = {(nK)−1 + N−1}1/2. By theorem 1 we know that τ−1Q2 →p 0 under the as-

sumed conditions. Thus, it suffices to show that τ−1Q1 →d N (0,Σ). Recall that

Q1 = H−1K−1
∑K

k=1 L̇k(θ0), and Σ = H−1V H−1. Thus, we turn to show that

U = (τK)−1
∑K

k=1 L̇k(θ0) →d N (0, V ). This is true if we can show that the char-

acteristic function f(t) = E
{

exp(it>U)}
}
→ exp(−t>V t/2). To this end, we first

define V̂ = var( ˙̀
i(θ0)|S) = N−1

∑N
i=1

˙̀
i(θ0) ˙̀>

i (θ0) −
{
N−1L̇(θ0)

}{
N−1L̇(θ0)

}>
. Then

15



we can compute that

f(t) =E

[
exp

{
it>

τK

K∑
k=1

(
L̇k(θ0)−N−1L(θ0)

)}
exp

{
it>

τ
N−1L̇(θ0)

}]

=E

(
E

[
exp

{
it>

τK

K∑
k=1

(
L̇k(θ0)−N−1L(θ0)

)}∣∣∣∣∣S
]

exp

{
it>

τ
√
N
N−1/2L̇(θ0)

})

=E

(
E

[
exp

{
it>V̂ 1/2

τnK

K∑
k=1

∑
i∈Sk

V̂ −1/2
(

˙̀
i(θ0)−N−1L(θ0)

)}∣∣∣∣∣S
]

exp

{
it>

τ
√
N
N−1/2L̇(θ0)

})

=E

[
E

{
exp

(
it>V̂ 1/2

τ
√
nK

Z1

)∣∣∣∣∣S
}

exp

(
it>

τ
√
N
Z2

)]
,

where Z1 = (nK)−1/2
∑K

k=1

∑
i∈Sk V̂

−1/2
(

˙̀
i(θ0) − N−1L(θ0)

)
and Z2 = N−1/2L̇(θ0).

We investigate the limit of f(t) by considering the following cases.

Case 1 (nK/N → ∞). In this case, we should have τ
√
nK → ∞. Then we can

verify that ‖t>V̂ 1/2‖/(τ
√
nK) →p 0. Note that E(Z1|S) = 0 and var(Z1|S) = Ip,

where Ip ∈ Rp×p is the identity matrix. It follows from the central limit theorem that

Z1 →d N (0, Ip) conditional on S. Then we have E
[

exp
{
it>V̂ 1/2Z1/

(
τ
√
nK
)}∣∣∣S]→p

1. Further note that (1) τ
√
N →p 1 and (2) Z2 →d N (0, V ). It follows that

E
[

exp
{
it>Z2/(τ

√
N)
}]
→ exp(−t>V t/2). Then by the dominated convergence the-

orem we conclude that f(t)→ exp(−t>V t). This completes the proof of Case 1.

Case 2 (nK/N → 0). In this case, we should have τ
√
N → ∞. Since Z2 →d

N (0, V ), we have exp
{
it>Z2/(τ

√
N)
}
→p 1. Then by dominated convergence theo-

rem, it remains to show that E
[

exp
{(
it>V̂ 1/2Z1

)
/
(
τ
√
nK
)}]
→ exp(−t>V t). This

is true, due to the following reasons: (1) τ
√
nK → 1 and V̂ →p V , implying

V̂ 1/2/
(
τ
√
nK
)
→p V 1/2. (2) Z1 →d N (0, Ip) by the central limit theorem. This

completes the proof of Case 2.

Case 3 (nK/N → C for some constant C > 0). We first decompose f(t) into

f(t) = f1(t) + f(t) − f1(t) with f1(t) = E
[
Γ1 exp

{
it>V 1/2Z2/(τ

√
N)
}]

and f(t) −

f1(t) = E
[
(Γ1 − Γ2) exp

{
it>V 1/2Z2/(τ

√
N)
}]

, where Γ1 = exp
{
− t>V̂ t/(2τ 2nK)

}
and Γ2 = E

[
exp

{
it>V̂ 1/2Z1/

(
τ
√
nK
)}∣∣∣S].
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Since τ
√
nK →

√
C + 1 and Z1 →d N (0, Ip), we have Γ1 − Γ2 →p 0 conditional

on S. It then follows from the dominated convergence theorem that f(t)− f1(t)→ 0.

Thus, it remains to investigate the limit of f1(t). Note that V̂ →p V and τ 2nK → C+1.

Then we have Γ1 →p exp
[
− t>V t/{2(C + 1)}

]
. Since Z2 →d N (0, V ) and τ

√
N →

√
C−1 + 1, we should have E

[
exp

{
it>V 1/2Z2/(τ

√
N)
}]
→ exp

{
− t>V t/(C−1 + 1)

}
.

Together with above results and the dominated convergence theorem, we conclude

that f1(t) → exp
[
− t>V t/{2(C + 1)} − t>V t/{2(C−1 + 1)}

]
= exp(−t>V t/2). This

completes the proof of Case 3 and finishes the proof of the theorem.

APPENDIX D: PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Let c0 = n
{

(nK)−1 +N−1
}

. Recall that θ̂BAG = K−1
∑K

k=1 θ̂
(k). Then we have

ŜE
2
(θ̂BAG) =

c0
K

K∑
k=1

(
θ̂(k) − θ̂BAG

)(
θ̂(k) − θ̂BAG

)>
=
c0
K

K∑
k=1

(
θ̂(k) − θ0 + θ0 − θ̂BAG

)(
θ̂(k) − θ0 + θ0 − θ̂BAG

)>
=c0
(
A1 − A2

)
,

where A1 = K−1
∑K

k=1

(
θ̂(k) − θ0

)(
θ̂(k) − θ0

)>
and A2 =

(
θ̂BAG − θ0

)(
θ̂BAG − θ0

)>
. We

next compute E(A1) and E(A2).

We first compute E(A1). Recall that θ̂(k) = θ0 −H−1n−1L̇k(θ0)−H−1∆(k), where

∆(k) =
{
n−1L̈k(θ0)−H

}
(θ̂(k)−θ0)+n−1

{∫ 1

0
L̈k
(

(1−t)θ0+tθ̂(k)
)
dt−L̈k(θ0)

}
(θ̂(k)−θ0).

By proof in Appendix B, we can derive that E‖n−1L̇k(θ0)‖2 = O(n−1) and E‖∆(k)‖2 =

O(n−2). Then we can compute that E(A1) =

E

[
E
{
K−1

K∑
k=1

(
θ̂(k) − θ0

)(
θ̂(k) − θ0

)>∣∣∣S}] = E
{(
θ̂(k) − θ0

)(
θ̂(k) − θ0

)>}
=H−1E

[{
n−1L̇k(θ0)

}{
n−1L̇k(θ0)

}> − n−1L̇k(θ0)∆(k)> −∆(k)
{
n−1L̇k(θ0)

}>
+ ∆(k)∆(k)>

]
H−1

=n−1Σ +O(n−3/2).
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Similarly, we can compute that E(A2) = E
{(
θ̂BAG − θ0

)(
θ̂BAG − θ0

)>}
=
{

(nK)−1 +

N−1
}

Σ +O(n−3/2). Note that c0 = o(1) under the assumed conditions. Then we have

E
{

ŜE
2
(θ̂BAG)

}
=

(
1

nK
+

1

N

)
Σ + o

(
1

nK
+

1

N

)
.

This completes the proof.
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Table 4: The estimation results of the bagging estimator for the logistic regression
model. We report the estimated coefficients (Estimate), standard error (ŜE) and p-
values for all covariates.

Covariates Levels Estimate ŜE(×102) p-Value Covariates Levels Estimate ŜE(×102) p-Value

Intercept -2.025 0.329 < 0.001 Month February -0.064 0.243 < 0.001

Distance 0.122 0.046 < 0.001 March -0.131 0.244 < 0.001

DepTime Morning 0.396 0.261 < 0.001 April -0.337 0.246 < 0.001

Afternoon 0.857 0.253 < 0.001 May -0.341 0.249 < 0.001

Evening 1.057 0.260 < 0.001 June -0.025 0.240 < 0.001

DayOfWeek Tuesday -0.048 0.195 < 0.001 July -0.098 0.229 < 0.001

Wednesday 0.046 0.194 < 0.001 August -0.152 0.241 < 0.001

Thursday 0.198 0.194 < 0.001 September -0.534 0.263 < 0.001

Friday 0.249 0.186 < 0.001 October -0.384 0.245 < 0.001

Saturday -0.167 0.205 < 0.001 November -0.275 0.256 < 0.001

Sunday -0.015 0.189 < 0.001 December 0.154 0.236 < 0.001
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