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Abstract

Multivariate Functional Principal Component Analysis (MFPCA) is
a valuable tool for exploring relationships and identifying shared pat-
terns of variation in multivariate functional data. However, controlling the
roughness of the extracted Principal Components (PCs) can be challeng-
ing. This paper introduces a novel approach called regularized MFPCA
(ReMFPCA) to address this issue and enhance the smoothness and inter-
pretability of the multivariate functional PCs. ReMFPCA incorporates a
roughness penalty within a penalized framework, using a parameter vec-
tor to regulate the smoothness of each functional variable. The proposed
method generates smoothed multivariate functional PCs, providing a con-
cise and interpretable representation of the data. Extensive simulations
and real data examples demonstrate the effectiveness of ReMFPCA and
its superiority over alternative methods. The proposed approach opens
new avenues for analyzing and uncovering relationships in complex mul-
tivariate functional datasets.

Keywords: Hilbert space, Regularization, Multivariate functional data, func-
tional principal component analysis

1 Introduction

In recent years, there has been a notable surge in interest towards functional
data analysis (FDA) owing to its remarkable capability to effectively handle in-
tricate data structures, including longitudinal data, image data, and time series
data. Multivariate functional data, characterized by observations composed of
vectors of functions, holds significant relevance across diverse applications such
as biomedical imaging, environmental science, and finance.
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Functional Principal Component Analysis (FPCA) is a key technique in
FDA for dimension reduction by capturing the primary modes of variation in
functional variables, known as functional principal components (PCs). The
foundational contributions to FPCA for univariate functional data can be at-
tributed to the works of Rice and Silverman (1991) and Pezzulli and Silverman
(1993). For a comprehensive survey of the topic, see Shang (2014).

To mitigate the issue of undesirable fluctuations in functional PCs extracted
from (univariate) functional data, various regularization techniques have been
proposed (Silverman, 1996; Ramsay and Silverman, 2005; Huang et al., 2008; Qi
and Zhao, 2011; Lakraj and Ruymgaart, 2017). These methods aim to enhance
the interpretability and stability of the PCs, ultimately improving the accuracy
of the results. Throughout this paper, we refer to Silverman’s 1996 approach as
regularized FPCA (ReFPCA).

Multivariate FPCA (MFPCA) extends the concept of FPCA to the multi-
variate setting, where each observation comprises a vector of functions. MFPCA
enables the exploration of relationships between multiple functional variables
and the identification of shared patterns of variation. Numerous approaches
have been proposed for MFPCA in the literature. Ramsay and Silverman
(2005) provides a concise overview of MFPCA for bivariate functional data,
while Jacques and Preda (2014) apply MFPCA in the context of clustering.
Chiou et al. (2014) introduce a normalized MFPCA method that yields a nor-
malized Karhunen-Loeve representation of the data. Happ and Greven (2018)
propose a generalized MFPCA framework applicable to functional data across
various domains with possibly different dimensions.

Despite the recognized advantages of ReFPCA for univariate functional data,
there is a research gap regarding the definition of an appropriate smoothness
level for MFPCA. To address this gap, we propose a novel approach called reg-
ularized MFPCA (ReMFPCA), which employs a parameter vector to control
the smoothness of each functional variable. By incorporating smoothness con-
straints as penalty terms within a regularized optimization framework, ReMF-
PCA generates smoothed multivariate functional PCs, leading to a concise and
interpretable representation of the multivariate functional data. We validate the
effectiveness of ReMFPCA through simulations and real data examples, com-
paring its performance with that of MFPCA, marginal FPCA and ReFPCA
methods.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the preliminary no-
tations, while Section 3 offers a concise review of the relevant literature. The
proposed ReMFPCA method and its properties are presented in Section 4, fol-
lowed by implementation details in Section 5. To demonstrate the effectiveness
of the proposed method, Sections 6 and 7 provide simulation results and a real
data example, respectively. Lastly, Section 8 concludes the paper, highlighting
key findings, and suggests potential avenues for future research.



2 Preliminary Notations

We consider 7;, j = 1,...,p, as a compact subset of R, where p denotes the

number of variables. Let’s define H; := L*(7;), consisting of measurable func-

tions x(-) on T; with [ [z(t)]*dt < co. Hj is a Hilbert space equipped with
J

the inner product (z,y)n; = f7} x(t)y(t)dt and the norm ||z||m, = \/(z,2)H;.
The tensor (outer) product z ® y corresponds to the operator x @ y : H; — Hj,
defined as (z ® y)h := (x, h)y, where h € H;.

Functional random variables is represented by univariate random processes
X; ={X;(t): t e T;}, with mean function z;(-) and finite covariance function
¢j(s,t) = cov(X,(s), X;(t)). The space L%Ij refers to the space of Hj-valued
random variables X; satisfying E(||X]||%{]) < oo. This space is a Hilbert space
equipped with the inner product (X,Y)r2 = E(X,Y)n,, X,Y € L%{j. Let

cij(s,t) = cov (Xy(s), X;(t)) for X; € LY and X, € L%Ij, the associated cross-
covariance operator is an integral operator with respect to the kernel function
Ci,j(" ) ie,
Ci;(f) 12/ cij(t, ) f()dt, f € Hi.

j
The cartesian product space H = H; x Hy x - - - x Hy, is a Hilbert space equipped
with the inner product (z,y)m = Z?Zl (z5,y5) ;- The data of interest in this pa-
per consists of multivariate functional random variables X = (X1, Xo,...,X,),
belonging to L%, with a domain 7 = Tq x - -+ x T,. The covariance operator of
X will de defined by C : H — H as

Yier I i(si, 1) fi(s5)ds;
C(f)(t) == : :
Y51 J7, €0 (55, tp) fi(s5)ds;

where t = (t1,...,t,) € T and f = (f1,...,fp) € H. This definition implies
that C is linear, self-adjoint and positive operator (Happ and Greven, 2018).
The Sobolev space Wj2 is defined as

W7 :={z(.) : « and 2’ are absolutely continuous on T; and x" € H;},

where 2’ and z”/ denote the first and second derivatives of x, respectively. We
introduce the bilinear form [z, y]x, := (z”,3") u, for elements x,y € Wf. When
g"" € Hj, it can be demonstrated that [z,y]y, = (z,y"")u, (Silverman, 1996).
Given a smoothing parameter a; > 0, we define the inner product (z, y)aj as

<$7y>aj = <x’y>Hj +aj[‘r7y]Hj'

The corresponding norm associated with this inner product is [|z||a, := /{2, ¥)a, -
The cartesian product of Sobolev spaces is denoted as W? = W xWg x---x W2,



Given a smoothing parameter vector @ = (a1, a9,...,a,) € RPT, the inner
product (x,y)a is defined as

p
ijvy_] x?/H+ZCYJ x]ay]]HJv

Jj=1 j=1

where £,y € W2. The corresponding norm is denoted by ||Z||o := 4/ Py Nl

3 Multivariate functional PCA

In this paper we consider Xi,...,X, € L% are independent and identically
distributed (iid) observations defined on the set 7. We aim to address the
standard FPCA problem, which seeks a linear functional ¢ by maximizing the
variance of ¢(X), subject to ||¢||m= = 1, where H* denotes the dual space of
bounded linear functionals on H. Applying the Riesz representation theorem,
there is a unique ¢ € H associated with any ¢ € H*, such that £(X) = (X, o)y
and [[¢||m = |j¢|lm. Consequently, the variance of ¢(X) can be expressed as
E (X — p,9)f) = (Co. p)u.

The MFPCA problem involves finding the first multivariate functional PC,
denoted as %1 € H, which solves the optimization problem:

< ) 2>H. (1)
o:llelln=1 H‘PHH

Furthermore for j > 1, the j-th multivariate functional PC, denoted as 9; € H,
is obtained by solving the following optimization problem:

C
max <‘P»7‘P;>H. (2)
e:llella=1,(p.0:)==0, i=1,...;-1 ||¢|§

The solutions to the successive optimization problems (1) and (2) correspond
to the leading solutions of the eigenfunction equation, C¢ = Ap. Since the
covariance operator C is typically unknown, direct estimation of the popula-
tion multivariate functional PCs is not feasible. Instead, researchers rely on
the sample covariance function C to estimate C and use the eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of C as estimates of those of C. Specifically consider a sample
Zi,...,Ty of observations from Xy,...,X,, where z; = (z;1, ... ,xi}p)—r, with-
out loss of generality we assume that the ;’s are centered (i.e., their sample
mean is zero). The sample estimator of the covariance operator C is given by:

~ 1 &
C:n_1;$i®fl?i.

It has been demonstrated that the number of sample PCs with positive
eigenvalues, denoted as k, satisfies k& < n, where n is the sample size. The
collection of sample multivariate functional PCs is denoted as {9, : i = 1, ..., k},
and the corresponding estimated eigenvalues is denoted as {\; :i =1,...,k}.




4 Regularized Formulation

The ReFPCA method, proposed by Silverman (1996) (see Ramsay and Silver-
man (2005) Chapter 9 for more details), introduces smoothing by modifying the
norm used in traditional FPCA. To develop a similar approach for the multi-
variate case, we define the regularized multivariate functional PC as the solution
to the following optimization problem:

(Cp, p)m )

max ’
wliela=t 527 (\|<pj||§1,j + aj [soj]%rj)

where D? is the second-derivative operator, and « is a positive vector of smooth-
ing parameters.

Let )\[la} and 't/)[la] represent the maximum value and solution, respectively,

obtained from the optimization problem (3). Now, for any k¥ € N, assuming
we have obtained {(/\Ea]7¢£a]) :4=1,...,k — 1}, the solution ’I,IJE?] is found by
maximizing the following optimization problem:

max (Co,0)u

SR k1. (4)
elolla=1(o0a=0 Pl2

We denote the maximum value of (4) as )\La]. Replacing C with 6, for k < n,

the set of sample regularized multivariate functional PCs is defined as {{pia] :
i=1,...,k}, and the corresponding estimated eigenvalues (which are positive)

are denoted as {j\ga] ci=1,...,k}

4.1 Existence of Solutions

We investigate the existence of solutions to the optimization problem (4) based
on the following assumptions:

A1l. The functions ¢; ; satisfy the following conditions for all 4,5 =1,...,p:

/ Ci7j(8i,tj)d8i < Kij, v tj S 7;‘,
where K;; is a finite constant. Additionally, the function ¢; ; is uniformly
continuous:

Ve> 0, 3 5ij >0: |t]—t;| < 5ij = ‘Ci,j(sivtj)_ci,j(si,t;” <eég, Vs; € 7;

These assumptions ensure that the covariance operator C is a compact
positive operator on H, allowing the existence of a complete sequence of
eigenfunctions ;s with eigenvalues Ay > A9 > --- > 0. (See Proposition
2 in Happ and Greven, 2018).

A2. Each eigenfunction 1; belongs to the space W, implying finite roughness
(i.e., ||ihs|% is finite).



A3. All eigenvalues \; have a multiplicity of 1, yielding an ordering of A; >
Aoy > > 0.

Theorem 4.1. Under assumptions A1-A3, the optimization problems (3) and
(4) have almost sure solutions {()\Ea],wga]) 21 € N} for any o = (o, ..., p),
where a; > 0.

We provide the proofs of all the theorems and lemmas in the appendix for
the sake of brevity and to maintain the flow of the main text. To facilitate the
understanding of the subsequent discussion, we introduce the second-derivative
operator R and the fourth-derivative operator Q := R*R. In particular, we
define the operator Sy, as follows:

Sa, Z(I—l—an)*l/z, a; >0, j=1,...,p.

The operator S,; is a bounded linear self-adjoint operator mapping on H;, with
its range contained in W]-Q. Notably, the linear norm of S,; does not exceed
1. This operator is commonly referred to as the “half-smoothing” operator
and plays a crucial role in the context of this study. For more comprehensive
insights, please refer to Silverman (1996) and Qi and Zhao (2011). Moreover, it
is worth mentioning that the inverse of S, exists and is self-adjoint.

Note that Sij f solves the differential equation

"1

g(x) +ajg (z)=f(z), a; >0,

and ng is a bounded and positive self-adjoint operator. To introduce the mul-
tivariate counterpart of the half-smoothing operator, we define the operator
Sy H — H as

Sy 0 ... 0

So = 0 Sas
: 0
0 ... 0 &,

It is worth noting that S¥ = diag (Séjl et ,S§p> for k = —2, —1, 2. The follow-

ing lemma provides justification for referring to S, as half-smoothing operators.
Lemma 4.1. The operator Sy is a bounded linear self-adjoint operator with a

linear norm of at most 1. Its range, or the domain of S;*, is W2. Additionally,
for any x,y € W2, we have:

(Sa'z.8.'y)h = (z,9)a

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.1, we have ||S,'z||Z = ||z||2 for
any £ € W2,

Lemma 4.2. Let {(/\E"],«/JE"]) : i € N} be the solution of the successive optimiza-
tion problems (3) and (4). Then, the pairs {()\Ea],Sgl'l/)Ea]) : i € N} represent
the leading eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the compact operator 8qC8S,,.



4.2 Consistency and Asymptotic Results

This subsection establishes the consistency of the proposed method in an asymp-
totic framework as the number of observations, denoted as n, increases. Let us
define P, as the projection onto the subspace generated by p € H:

(p,x)up _ pp(x)
% [rd

prz , x e H.

Theorem 4.2. Let {(}E"‘M};E‘”) 1 € N} be the solution of the successive opti-
mization problems (3) and (4) where C is replaced with C. We define

- [a]
ool 90
v o]
1%l
Under the assumptions A1-3 and o; — 0, for each i:
5\£a] — )\i7
and il
~
i ¥i)m — 1.

with probability 1 as n — oo.

Corollary 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2, it is possible to choose
the sign of'll'ga} such that H17)£a] —;|lm — 0 with probability 1 as n — oo.

Corollary 4.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem /.2, we have
[P a1 = Py, ey = 0,

with probability 1 as n — oo.

5 Implementation Strategy

In the context of functional data analysis, we assume that the underlying sample
functions, denoted as z; ;(-), are smooth for each sample ¢ and variable j, where
t=1,...,nand j =1,...,p. However, in practical scenarios, observations are
often obtained discretely on a set of grid points and contaminated by random
noise. This can be represented as:

Yiiw=axij{te) +eijn, k=1,... K.

Here, t;, € 7; and K represents the number of discrete grid points for all
samples from variable j. The ¢; ; terms are iid random noises. To preprocess
the raw data, smoothing techniques are commonly employed to convert the
discrete observations into a continuous form, typically done separately for each



variable and sample. One commonly used approach is the finite basis function

expansion (see Ramsay and Silverman, 2005).

We consider a basis system {V]’-“}keN for the space H;, where j = 1,...,p.

By projecting each element z; ;(t) onto a finite-dimensional subspace H;-ij =

sp{uf}zjzl C Hj, we can represent z; ;(t) uniquely as:

i () =v;(t) ey

d;

T d; 1 T ;
Here, ¢;; = (Ci,j717"'7ci,j,dj) € R, v; = (l/j,... v ) , b € 7;‘, and i =

7

1,...,n. Similarly, we define 9 = (@Zzge), ceey ,(f))T with components repre-
sented as wj(_z) =v; (t)Tb;-Z), where bg_e) € R%. Using these notations, we derive

the following results. First, we have:

¢ ¢
<xi7j7'¢§ )>Hj = cszjbE- ),

(5)

where G represents the Gram matriz of the space H;ij . Based on this, we

obtain:

P
(@i, ) = ZchG’jby) =¢;/GbY),

J=1

Here, ¢] = (¢],,...,¢[,), b7 = ®O7, . b7, and G = diag{G1, ...

(A 1 Cip
Furthermore, we have:
1
(f,9")e = =1 BGb®,
n
where B = [e1,...,¢,] | . This leads to:

1
Ve — el — 21T O
i ) H— € ’
(®; — 1, 9"") ¢, Gb 1, BGb
n

and subsequently:

n

<€¢(£)7"/’(8)>H = ﬁ Z@z’ — i
=1
_ Zn: (JGW) — 11TBGb(’3))2
n—1 P ‘ n "
— b0 GV,

1 1
where V = 1BT (In — Jn> B. In addition, we have:
n

n —

p P p
¢ ¢ ¢
9013 = D102, = 32 1, + a0,
j=1 j=1 j=1



Using (5), the first term of (6) can be expressed as:

P

SIS, = 19912 =T Gy, (7)

Furthermore, we have:

DQ’IZJ(@ DQZ Z) k: Zb(Z)D2 k:

From thiS, we obtain:
¢ o1 ¢
||D2w§. )||2Hj = bg- ) Djb§- ),

where D; is the penalty matrix of the j-th term. Using this, the second term
of (6) becomes:

Z%IIDQW 13, = b7 Dgb® 8)
j=1

where Do = diag{ayD1,...,opD,}. By substituting (7) and (8) into (6), we
obtain:

9912 =597 (G + Da)b"

Finally, equation (3) can be rewritten as:

(CPO D)y bOTGTVGH®
W02~ 0T (G Da)b®" )

The eigenequation corresponding to (9) can be expressed as:
G'VGHY = \(G + Dy)bY.
By considering a factorization LLT = G4 D, and defining § = L™, we obtain:

(SGTVGST) (LTb) = ALTH. (10)

To solve (10), we utilize the eigenvectors u(*) and their corresponding eigenvalues
9 of SGTVGST. Note that any scalar multiple of STu(® is a valid solution to
(10) with the same eigenvalue MO However, in order to satisfy the constraint
)2 =D TLLTH® = 1, we normalize ') by setting b¥) = §Tu(®).
We note that the proposed method is implemented in an R package ReMF-
PCA (https://github.com/haghbinh/ReMFPCA).


https://github.com/haghbinh/ReMFPCA

6 Simulation Study

In this simulation study, we evaluate the performance of our ReMFPCA ap-
proach through two simulation setups. The first setup (Section 6.1) focuses
on assessing the estimation accuracy of functional PCs, while the second setup
(Section 6.2) evaluates the effectiveness of the proposed approach in clustering
tasks.

We introduce a bivariate functional object X(t), represented as (X;(t1),

L
X5(t2)) ", and an orthonormal basis system ,,(t) = (w,&i)(tl), g)(t2)> ,

where w%)(t) = sin (mnt) and w,(,f)(t) = sin (Mt) For both simulation

setups, we adopt the following functional data generating model:

M
Xi®) =D pim¥m®), i=1,...,n. (11)

Here, p; , are iid normal random variables with mean 0 and variance A,,. The

20
2m—-1)r

(11) corresponds to the truncated multivariate Karhunen-Loéve expansion of
X(t), with the associated multivariate functional PCs being t,, as described
in Happ and Greven (2018).

To simulate our observations, we consider

2
value of \,, is determined as \,, = ( ) . It is worth noting that equation

Yi(t) = u(t) + Xi(t) +(t), (12)

where Y;(t) represents the observed data at point ¢. The measurement errors,
denoted as €;(t), follow an iid normal distribution with mean 0 and covariance
matrix X: )
o7 pPo102
|:p0'10'2 o3 ] ’

where 07 and o3 represent the variances of the measurement errors for the first
and second variables, respectively, and p represents the correlation between
them. By incorporating correlation in the measurement errors, we are able to
capture the desired characteristics in our simulation.

6.1 Estimation Performance

In the first simulation setup, we consider # = 1 and set p(¢) in (12) to be 0. This
choice allows the first and second variables in this setup to resemble Brownian
motion and Brownian bridge processes, respectively. These processes are widely
recognized and extensively utilized in various fields, making them suitable and
practical options for our simulation study. To generate €;s, we set 01 = g9 = 0.5
and incorporate an error correlation of p = 0.4.

To assess the performance of our ReMFPCA approach, we compare it with
three other methods: MFPCA, marginal FPCA and marginal ReFPCA. In
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Figure 1: Relative errors for (a) #,,s; (b) Aps; and (¢) MRAE results.

the marginal approaches we separately implement the associated techniques
(FPCA and ReFPCA), and then combine the results to obtain the multivari-
ate outcome. In the conducted experiments, we generate 100 replications, each
consisting of n = 100 observations, based on the specified setups. The accu-
racy of the estimated eigenvalue and eigenfunction pairs, denoted as Am and
1, respectively, was evaluated by comparing them to their original counter-
parts in each replication. This evaluation has been done using two measures:
Err(Am) = [Am—Am|/|Am| and Err(,,) = |jt,, —||z. The performance of the
estimation for each method is presented in Figure 1a and 1b for the first eight PC
(m =1...8). Furthermore, the accuracy of the estimated Karhunen-Loéve rep-
resentation is assessed in each replication using the mean relative absolute error
(MRAE), defined as £ ", (&~ )/ ||e . where &, = Y0, (@, 9, )isth,
The resulting MRAE values are presented in the Figure 1c, illustrating the per-
formance of the estimation as the total number of PCs used, J, varies from 1
to 8.

The results depicted in Figure 1 demonstrate the superior performance of
the multivariate approaches, namely MFPCA and ReMFPCA, compared to

11



their marginal counterparts, FPCA and ReFPCA. Furthermore, the utilization
of regularization techniques, as observed in ReFPCA and ReMFPCA, leads to
enhanced efficiency when compared to the non-regularized alternatives (FPCA
and MFPCA). Consequently, our proposed method, ReMFPCA, exhibits a dis-
tinct advantage over the other methods.

6.2 Clustering Performance

In the second simulation study, we aimed to assess the suitability of the pro-
posed approach (ReMFPCA) for clustering purposes, specifically its ability to
accurately group functions with similar structures. To achieve this, we gener-
ate observations with diverse functional structures and examined how well the
multivariate approaches (MFPCA and ReMFPCA) could cluster them. In the
remainder of this paper, for clustering tasks, we employ k-medoids clustering
on the respective PC scores, and determine the number of clusters using the
Silhouette measure (see Figure B.1).

To create varied functional structures, we manipulated the parameter p(¢) in

ARI NMI
M @ o MFPCA ReMFPCA MFPCA ReMFPCA

5 0.9991 (0.0054) 1 (0) 0.9987 (0.0071) 1 (0)

125 10 0.9261 (0.048)  0.9567 (0.0343) 0.9066 (0.0575) 0.943 (0.0439)

15 0.5048 (0.1327) 0.7413 (0.0853) 0.4755 (0.1186) 0.7006 (0.0883)

5 0.9975 (0.0094) 0.9997 (0.0032) 0.9967 (0.0128) 0.9996 (0.0042)

100 1.5 10 0.9109 (0.0526) 0.9473 (0.037)  0.8897 (0.0608) 0.9317 (0.0461)

15 0.4965 (0.1399) 0.7292 (0.0855) 0.4681 (0.1236) 0.6892 (0.088)

5 0.0933 (0.0141) 0.9973 (0.0086) 0.091 (0.0188)  0.9963 (0.0119)

2 10 0.8685 (0.0681) 0.9198 (0.043)  0.8424 (0.0765) 0.8986 (0.0511)

15 0.4588 (0.1373) 0.671 (0.1095)  0.4353 (0.1186) 0.6333 (0.1048)

5 0.9991 (0.005)  0.9997 (0.0029) 0.9988 (0.0071) 0.9996 (0.0042)

125 10 0.9336 (0.0435) 0.962 (0.033)  0.913 (0.0548)  0.9494 (0.0434)

15 0.5196 (0.15)  0.7414 (0.0917) 0.4888 (0.1353) 0.6982 (0.0939)

5 0.0985 (0.0064) 0.9997 (0.0029) 0.9979 (0.0091) 0.9996 (0.0042)

200 1.5 10 0.919 (0.0478)  0.9497 (0.039)  0.8957 (0.0583) 0.934 (0.0498)

15 0.4998 (0.1532) 0.726 (0.0971)  0.4716 (0.1369) 0.6847 (0.0984)

5 0.0961 (0.0109) 0.9988 (0.0059) 0.0946 (0.0152) 0.9983 (0.0082)

2 10 0.8776 (0.0666) 0.9213 (0.0503) 0.8489 (0.0751) 0.9001 (0.0608)

15 0.4813 (0.1443) 0.6881 (0.1015) 0.4533 (0.1283) 0.6471 (0.1006)
5 0.9994 (0.0044) 1 (0) 0.9992 (0.0059) 1 (0)

125 10 0.9298 (0.0519) 0.9568 (0.0372) 0.9108 (0.0631) 0.9442 (0.0466)

15 0.5287 (0.1372) 0.7439 (0.1019) 0.4975 (0.1235) 0.7031 (0.1062)

5 0.9991 (0.0052) 0.9997 (0.0029) 0.9987 (0.0071) 0.9996 (0.0041)

300 1.5 10 0.9165 (0.0527) 0.9436 (0.0446) 0.8953 (0.0623) 0.928 (0.0541)

15 0.5188 (0.1418) 0.7255 (0.1065) 0.4884 (0.1279) 0.6846 (0.1096)

5 0.9964 (0.0098) 0.9988 (0.0058) 0.095 (0.0136)  0.9983 (0.0082)

2 10 0.8694 (0.0658) 0.9155 (0.0479) 0.8416 (0.0732)  0.8947 (0.0557)

15 0.4873 (0.1423) 0.6834 (0.1129) 0.4589 (0.1277) 0.6448 (0.1131)

Table 1: Comparison of ReMFPCA and MFPCA performance in clustering
tasks under varying values of M, 6, and 0. Mean values are reported, with

standard errors shown in parentheses.
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equation (12). In our simulation, we introduced a matrix A defined as follows:

A:

O >
= s O
= O =

By multiplying [¥,,,(t)]3,_; with A, we generated three distinct mean func-

tions denoted as [u;(t)]3_;. Each class (u;(t)) had the same size (n/3) in each
replication. For the simulations, we assumed a correlation of p = 0.4 and set
01 = 09 = o (referred to as o). By adjusting the parameters 0, o, and M, we
were able to generate observations with varying degrees of smoothness, where
higher values of these parameters resulted in rougher observations.

To comprehensively compare the performance of ReMFPCA and MFPCA,
we evaluate their outcomes using two widely accepted external measures: the
adjusted rand index (ARI) (Hubert and Arabie, 1985) and the normalized mu-
tual information (NMI) (Kvalseth, 1987). The summary statistics of ReMFPCA
and MFPCA performance, based on these measures, are presented in Table 1.
Our analysis involves 100 replications, each comprising 99 observations, across
various scenarios characterized by different values of M, 6, and o. Across all ex-
periments, ReMFPCA consistently outperforms MFPCA, yielding higher ARI
and NMI values. Notably, when confronted with observations exhibiting high
roughness, ReMFPCA demonstrates superior performance compared to the MF-
PCA approach.

To provide visual insights into the results, Figure 2 displays the first three

PC score 1 PC score 2 PC score 3

| 8109S Od

PC score 1
. o
s ° MFPCA
- °
*, ot -":-- ¢ 3
See . o &
L o eE e P
) ol W I PC score 2 o 8% L8 3]
So, o & ®% ¢ )
s L%, %% § ]
ReMFPCA 1
T ]
*rooh a
LS Y s PC score 3 3
I 5 3
. dog 15
YIS ~.
g ° . ™
* *

Figure 2: Pairwise scatterplot of the first three PC scores for a randomly selected
repetition. Lower triangular portion: results from ReMFPCA approach; upper
triangular portion: results from MFPCA approach.
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principal component (PC) scores obtained from ReMFPCA and MFPCA. The
illustration corresponds to a randomly selected replication with M = 300, 6 =
1, and ¢ = 15. It is evident that the ReMFPCA method exhibits distinct
segregation into three groups, indicating its potential effectiveness for clustering
purposes.

7 Application to power consumption dataset

In this section, we consider a dataset contains measurements of electric power
consumption in one household located in Sceaux (7km of Paris, France) with a 5-
minute sampling rate between December 2006 and November 2010 (Hebrail and
Berard, 2012). This dataset includes two variables, active power and voltage,
with a total of n = 1440 observations. To ensure both variables contribute
equal amounts of variation to the analysis, we follow Happ and Greven (2018)
to rescale variables via weight w;:

w; = (/T @(Xj(t))dt) _1, j=1,2.

Using these weights, the integrated variance equals 1 for the rescaled variable

X;(t) = w2 X;(t).

PC 1(33.85%) PC2(19.12%) PC3(7.21%)

Active power
-01 00 01 02 03 04

000 002 004 006 008 0.0
L L L L L L

-03

Voltage
020 025

015

010

Figure 3: First three functional PCs of MFPCA (red) and ReMFPCA (black).

The comparison of the first three principal components (PCs) obtained from
ReMFPCA and MFPCA is shown in Figure 3. Notably, the ReMFPCA method
effectively addresses the issue of significant roughness in the extracted PCs. We
further compare the results of ReMFPCA with marginal ReFPCA in Figure
4, which illustrates the impact of adding and subtracting a multiple of each
smoothed PC on the mean curve for both methods. It can be observed that
for the first PCs of ReMFPCA and ReFPCA, there is an approximate constant

14



PC1(3385%)

(a) ReMPCA

P2 (1172%)

Time

Pe2(1172%)

Time

(b) ReFPCA

Figure 4: Effect on the overall mean curve of adding and subtracting a suitable
multiple of each of the first three PCs from (a) ReMFPCA, and (b) ReFPCA.

effect, indicating that the shape of the mean functional curve remains largely
unchanged. The overall pattern of the PCs associated with the voltage variable
exhibits strong similarity between ReMFPCA and ReFPCA (second row of Fig-
ure 4). Regarding the active power variable, the 2nd and 3rd PCs of ReMFPCA
closely resemble the 1st and 2nd PCs of ReFPCA, respectively. However, the

2010-
2009- H‘
2008-

2007-

2006-

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Alg Sep Oct Nov Dec

- -
Temperature (°F) 204060

(a) Temperature

2010-

2009-

2008-

2007-

2006-

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Alg Sep Oct Nov Dec

(c) ReFPCA of Active Power

M cluster 1 M cluster 2
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2008-

2007-

2006-

2010-
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2008-

2007-

2006-

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Alg Sep Oct Nov Dec

M cluster 1 M cluster 2 Ml cluster 3

(b) ReMFPCA

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Alg Sep Oct Nov Dec

M cluster 1 M cluster 2 Ml cluster 3

(d) ReFPCA of Voltage

Figure 5: (a) Average temperature heatmap; Clustering results based on first
PC for (b) ReMFPCA; (c) ReFPCA of Active Power; and (d) ReFPCA of

Voltage.
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1st PC associated with the active power in ReMFPCA appears to differ from
those in ReFPCA. Consequently, it may be worthwhile to explore the impact
of this difference in a clustering task.

Figure 5 displays the heatmaps depicting the average temperature of Sceaux
throughout the study period (Wunderground, nd), along with the clustering
results obtained from the first PC scores of three methods: ReMFCA, ReFPCA
of Active Power, and ReFPCA of Voltage. The heatmaps reveal that the first PC
of ReMFPCA effectively captures the annual temperature pattern, as evident
from the presence of distinct blue and red clusters. Additionally, it successfully
identifies a specific scenario characterized by low voltage, represented by the
green cluster (for more details, see Figure B.2). In contrast, the first PC of
ReFPCA fails to capture certain relevant information, likely due to its inability
to incorporate the dependence between variables. For instance, the first PC
of ReFPCA for active power fails to detect the low voltage scenario, while the
first PC of ReFPCA for voltage exhibits limited performance in identifying the
summer season of 2009.

The clustering results based on the 2nd PC score for ReMFPCA exhibit a
high degree of similarity to the results obtained using the first PC score (see
Figure B.3). In the case of the 3rd PC of ReMFPCA, a notable distinction
emerges between working hours (10am - 6pm) and the remaining time periods.
This pattern, particularly prominent during working hours, allows for the iden-

Al of data cluster 1(n=730) cluster 2(n =709

Active power
2
2
s
2

Voltage
é
25 200 215
g

.
D
25 20 25
g

| —— Estimated holiday —— Estimated workday = = True holiday - = True workday |

Figure 6: Clustering results based on 3rd PC of ReMFPCA with estimated
cluster mean curve (solid line) and true cluster mean curve (dashed line).
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Figure 7: Boxplots of the corresponding PC scores for ReMFPCA and ReFPCA.

tification of workday and holiday behavior. The interpretability of this finding
is supported by Figure 6, which showcases the clustering results corresponding
to the 3rd PC scores of ReMFPCA. The plot provides compelling evidence, re-
vealing a remarkable resemblance between the estimated cluster mean curves
and the true mean curve associated with holidays (including school holidays) or
workdays. Furthermore, similar patterns are observed in the 2nd PC of ReF-
PCA for active power and the 3rd PC of ReFPCA for voltage. However, Figure
7 provides additional evidence that ReMFPCA surpasses ReFPCA in effectively
distinguishing between workdays and holidays.

8 Conclusion

In summary, this paper introduced ReMFPCA to address the challenge of defin-
ing an appropriate smoothness level for multivariate functional data. By incor-
porating smoothness constraints as penalty terms within a regularized optimiza-
tion framework, ReMFPCA generates smoothed multivariate functional PCs
that offer improved interpretability and stability. Through simulations and real
data examples, we demonstrated the effectiveness of ReMFPCA compared to
other methods such as MFPCA, marginal FPCA, and regularized FPCA (ReF-
PCA). ReMFPCA showcased superior performance in terms of interpretability,
stability, and accuracy of results. Its ability to capture shared patterns of vari-
ation provides valuable insights into complex multivariate functional datasets
across various domains.

A limitation of the proposed technique lies in the computational cost associ-
ated with determining the tuning parameter vector e, which has a length of p. In
this study, cross-validation was employed to select the tuning parameter, which
proved to be computationally expensive within the current framework. Future
research efforts may focus on devising more efficient approaches for obtaining
the smoothing parameters in order to address this issue.

Overall, ReMFPCA contributes to the growing field of functional data anal-
ysis, empowering researchers to gain deeper insights from complex multivariate
functional datasets in domains such as biomedical imaging, environmental sci-
ence, and finance.
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Appendix
A Proofs

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The sample covariance operator is a bounded operator
due to its finite rank. Let W2 be the Hilbert space equipped with the inner
product {.,.)q. For any x,y € W2, the inner product (Cz,y)n defines a bilinear
form in W? and can be bounded as follows:

[(Cz,y)u| < [ICllcq llzlullylla < [IC] @ [/leylla-

Based on Theorem 5.35 of Weidmann (1980), there exists a unique bounded
operator Co € £L(W?) such that:

<C$7y>H = <Ca.’17,y>a.
Moreover, Cq is symmetric since:
(Ca,Y)a = (Cx,y)u = (%,CY)u = (CY, Z)u = (Ca¥); T)a = (T, CaY)a-

Furthermore, C, is positive definite. To demonstrate that C, is a compact
operator, we need to show that for any bounded sequence {z,, € W? m € N},
there exists a subsequence {z,,x} such that:

<Caxmk: — Tl Tmk — xml>a = <Cmmk — Tl Tmk — xml>lHI — 07 (Al)

as k, I — oo (Riesz and Nagy, 1990). Since C is a compact operator and {z,,}
is a bounded sequence in L2, we can select a subsequence {Z,,;} such that
it converges and (A.1) holds. Thus, C, is a compact operator, and according
to the Hilbert-Schmidt Theorem, it possesses eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
{()\Ea] , 't/)Ea]) : 1 € N}, which are solutions of the successive optimization problems
(3) and (4). |

Proof of Lemma /4.1. Since we have,

T+ o019 0 0
8.2 = 0 If‘“Q =T +diag (1 Q, ..., 0,Q),
0 0. I+(2y,,Q
then

p
(Sa'm, 8. ')h = (@, 8, °y)u = @ v)u+ Y ailw, v ) m, = @,y
=1
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Proof of Lemma 4.2. Using the result of the Lemma 4.1 we get

(Co. 0l (€C5a85"0. 885" 0) _ ((SaCSa) S50, Sa'@)u

lella [ I1Sa "l
To complete the proof, we utilize the results of (1) and (2). |

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The proof of Theorem 4.2 follows an induction approach,
similar to Silverman (1996). We define the statement 2y, for any positive integer
k, which comprises the following three convergences:

M= A (A.2)
p
> aID* %, — 0, and (A.3)
j=1
-~ [e]
(i ¥rm — 1. (A.4)
H slal  sla] ~[a] . . . slal o I
ere, Y, = (Ypy, .-y, ). It is worth noting that since [, [|g = 1, the limit
(A.3) is equivalent to:
- o]
e 1§ — 1. (A.5)

Furthermore, the limit (A.4) can be equivalently expressed as:
1Py, = Pyieall e — 0. (A.6)

Let us consider a fixed j > 1 and assume, by induction, that 2[; holds for all
k < j (For j = 1, there is no assumption to be made). Now, we introduce the
projection P, which is perpendicular to ,...,%;_;:

j—1

Pr=x— Z< U

i=1

and the projection P@!, which is perpendicular to 12)50], e ,12*5»0_]1 with respect
to the inner product (.,.)q:

7j—1
Pl —o 3" o)t

i=1
The following lemma is essential to finalize the proof of Theorem 4.2.

Lemma A.1. For any j > 1, assuming Ak holds for all k < j, let P and P
be defined as above. Then, we have

sup  |(Pz,CPz)y — (P, CPez)y| — 0. (A7)

z:||z]|o <1
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Proof of Lemma A.1. We consider j > 2. Throughout the proof, we focus on
z € H. For each k < j, applying the triangle and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities,
and utilizing the fact that ||z||g < ||#||a, we obtain

- [o] - o]
Supm:\|m|\a§1||<"/’k7$>ﬂﬂ¢k =Wy T)a¥y, n

P
sla] o] - [a] 5
< sup | omr — Wy @)udy im0y I sup > o (D) D)y,

z:|z|la <1 z:||z|la<1 j=1
- [a] ~ o] ~ [a] - [a] 5 [a] - [a]
< Hsliqume)H%—(?/)k o)y lu+ HsliquW)k )Yy, — @ 2)eYy u
z:||z||p< LS

P
~ [a] A
el sup > i ID* Y, 1D

||z a <1 =1

~ [a] ~ [a] slo] 5~ (] - [a]
= sup ‘|'P¢k$—'P¢[°lm||H+ sup [[(@y 2)my — [y 5@k ,2)uty lu
z:z|a<1 k z:|z|z<1

P
~ [a] N
e e sup Y oD |, D2
T:||z||o <1 j=1

- [e]
— 1Py, - Pygllecn + [Pyl (1~ 1012
P
A[a] ~
+lwe e sup > gl |, 1D -

z:||z|la<1 j=1

In the last term since for each i, ||z;|| g, < |Z||lm < ||Z]|a, using (A.3) we get

14 P
HSI|J‘1P<IZ%||D21/};[$]||H,- D250, <> aylID*05 |1, — 0.
z:||Z||a< j=1 j=1

Using this and Equations (A.5) and (A.6) we obtain

la] o] ,
sup ||y, T)utpy — Wi T)aWy w — 0 for all k < j. (A.8)

z:||z]|o <1

By summing over k < j we have

o] _ i1 A la Al
IPZ =Pl oS~ sup (1 zhuthy — B )adh s — 0. (A.9)

sup
x (&4 Tzlzlast

In a seminal work, Dauxois et al. (1982) demonstrated the convergence of ||C —
Cllz@ by utilizing the strong law of large numbers in Hilbert space. Building
upon this finding and leveraging the uniform convergence result given by (A.9),
we establish (A.7) and successfully conclude the proof of the lemma. |

We can now prove the three parts of 2; successively.

Proof of (A.2) for k = j. Please note that the maximum value of (Pz,CPz)y
over the set |lz|m < 11is A;, and it is achieved at 9j. Similarly, the maximum

value of (P, CP¥z)y over the set |€]lq < 1 is /\g-m]7 attained at {bﬁ"] Using
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property (A.7) we have

~ la]
P P
[e]
[
> (P PP = (P EPLIR L 1 o) = 2 o).

Also, we have

Aol = (plelgl® 6plelg ™y, > (Plely /g (|, CPEY, /) la)ie
— (P, /[, ]l CPB, /0, |t + 0(1) = Ay /[, ]2 + 0(1) = A, + o(1),

and the fact that [[4h;]la — 1, since a; — 0. The proof of (A.2) is completed for
k=j.

Aj = <P¢ijP¢j>H > <’P1/~’ CP¢ >

(A.10)

Proof of (A.3) for k = j. It immediately follows from

D ~ la] ~ [a]

o o] (PY; ,CPY; )u
S alID* I, =1, 7 =1 - ———— 0.
Jj=1 <,P1/)j ,C'P'l/)j >H

Proof of (A.4) for k = j. We begin by considering the case when j > 2 and
substitute x = 1/)?] into equation (A.8). Given that Hf/)k ||2 =1, and for each
k<j,

1@yt — @ D et s = (W b Vst = (g, B s,

we can deduce from this and equation (A.5) for k = j that, for each k < j,

- [a]
nh_{%%,w yu = lm (Y. 9; ) =0,
implying that
~ [o]
S By u — 0. (A-11)
k<j

Next, we expand QIJ?] in terms of the complete orthonormal sequence 9,. We
have

Py ,pz B e, = S B )P = S B e, (A12)

i=1 i=j

where we utilize the fact that Py, = 0 for i < j and Pyp; = 1 for i > j. By
employing the property C¥; = A\;%;, we have

P =S yyuey, = ZA b ). (A.13)

i=j
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Combining equations (A.12) and (A.13) and utilizing the orthonormality of ;,
we obtain the following expression:

(Pl cPyjln =" N pi)d. (A.14)

i=j

Considering that P is a projection, we have ||[Pj]Z < |¢jl@[2 = 1. Sub-
stituting this into equation (A.14), we find:

- [a] - [a] - [a] e~
N — (PU;,CPY; m = N [Py 13— Z UL

o0

—AZ R ZA B 0n =500 - M@ wE (A1)

=]
>Z Ajt+1 ¢j ,¢>

since \; is a decreasing sequence. As the inequalities in (A.10) tend to equalities,
we have A\; — (Pyj ] cPpjlel)y — 0. Consequently, all the inequalities in
(A.15) tend to equalities. Since \j # A;11, it follows that:

o0

> @5 piyg — 0. (A.16)
i>j
Combining equations (A.ll) and (A.16) with the property Zfﬂ({bj["‘] Pi)g =
1, we can conclude that (2! ,i)% — 1. This completes the proof of equation

(A4) for k = j. By following the inductive argument outlined above, we have
now completed the proof of Theorem 4.2. |

Proof of Corollary 4.1. Using the Theorem 4.2 we have

~ o] e o ~ o] = [a]
[0 —illie = I % + il — 28 w)m =2 — 2; ,4b,)u — 0,
|
Proof of Corollary 4.2. Using the Theorem 4.2 we have
(IP- ta = sup ||'P
¥ D aialam
— s (||7> il + 1Py, 2lE — 2(Py iz, Py 2)s)
wilzflu=1
5 [e]
R
s Il I
]
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Figure B.2: Clustering results based on first PC of ReMFPCA with estimated
cluster mean curve.
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Figure B.3: Clustering results based on 2nd PC of ReMFPCA.
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