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Abstract
Regression models that incorporate smooth functions of predictor variables to explain

the relationships with a response variable have gained widespread usage and proved suc-
cessful in various applications. By incorporating smooth functions of predictor variables,
these models can capture complex relationships between the response and predictors
while still allowing for interpretation of the results. In situations where the relation-
ships between a response variable and predictors are explored, it is not uncommon to
assume that these relationships adhere to certain shape constraints. Examples of such
constraints include monotonicity and convexity. The scam package for R has become a
popular package to carry out the full fitting of exponential family generalized additive
modelling with shape restrictions on smooths. The paper aims to extend the existing
framework of shape-constrained generalized additive models (SCAM) to accommodate
smooth interactions of covariates, linear functionals of shape-constrained smooths and
incorporation of residual autocorrelation. The methods described in this paper are im-
plemented in the recent version of the package scam, available on the Comprehensive R
Archive Network (CRAN).

Keywords: smoothing, shape constraints, interaction, smooth ANOVA, regression, linear func-
tionals of smooths

1 Introduction
Any application area that analyzes the relationship between a response and multiple covariates could
potentially benefit from using nonparametric and semiparametric regression models. When analyz-
ing the relationships between a response and predictors, it might be natural to assume that some
relationships obey certain shape constraints, such as monotonicity and convexity. Such problems are
widespread in ecological and environmental studies. For example, a county’s number of protest events
is expected to increase with population size. The relationship between tree height and altitude is
known to decrease, but tree height increases with tree age. The dose-effect curve in medicine, the re-
lationship between daily mortality and air pollution concentration, body mass index and incidence of
heart diseases are other examples where a shape constraint is required. In such studies, unconstrained
flexible nonparametric modelling might be too flexible and give implausible or un-interpretable re-
sults. Shape-constrained generalized additive models (SCAM), proposed in Pya and Wood [2015] and
implemented in an R package scam [Pya, 2024], provide a general and powerful framework for semi-
parametric regression modelling with shape constraints. SCAM is used in various application areas,
including ecological and environmental studies, education, public health, forestry, genetics, medical
and psychological research.

The additive models in the presence of shape constraints have been studied in the larger literature
on regression. Construction of shape-constrained spline-based smoothers can be done by using linear
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inequality constraints on the spline coefficients [Villalobos and Wahba, 1987, Ramsay, 1988, Kelly and
Rice, 1990, Zhang, 2004, Wang and Xue, 2015, Meyer, 2018]. However, the linear inequality constraints
bring methodological difficulties in estimating the degree of spline smoothness. Several other papers
have studied additive shape-constrained regression based on B-splines, including He and Shi [1998],
Bollaerts et al. [2006], Rousson [2008], Wang and Meyer [2011], Wang and Zhou [2021]. Groeneboom
et al. [2001, 2008], Guntuboyina and Sen [2015] has considered the problem of univariate convex
regression. Alternative approaches are based on non-spline ideas. Mammen [1991], Hall and Huang
[2001], Du et al. [2013] focused on shape constrained kernel regression techniques, whereasAntoniadis
et al. [2007] proposed a penalized wavelet regression. There was also work in the direction of additive
models without smoothing that has been covered by Mammen and Yu [2007], Cheng [2009], Fang
and Meinshausen [2012], Cheng et al. [2012], Yu [2014], Chen and Samworth [2016]. The problem of
monotonic additive regression with Bayesian ideas was considered by Holmes and Heard [2003], Lang
and Brezger [2004], Dunson and Neelon [2003], Dunson [2005], and with boosting approach by Tutz
and Leitenstorfer [2007]. Brezger and Steiner [2008] developed a Bayesian approach for GAM using
penalized B-splines and incorporated monotonicity assumption on univariate smooth by introducing
specific prior distributions. Despite such diverse literature on shape-constrained regression, existing
procedures either lack the ability to efficiently estimate the smoothing parameters in multiple model
components setting or result in non-smooth functions.

The models with multi-dimensional smooths under shape constraints have been much less studied.
Bollaerts et al. [2006] introduced bivariate shape-constrained P-splines in the least square setting with
two covariates only. Lin and Dunson [2014] proposed a Bayesian regression method for estimating
monotone multi-dimensional functions, building on Gaussian process projection. Dette and Scheder
[2006] developed monotone smooth regression for several covariates based on kernel regression. A
slightly more general case was considered by Du et al. [2013], who extended the idea of Hall and Huang
[2001] of monotone kernel regression smoothing to a multivariate setting, covering monotonicity and
concavity. Except for the SCAM, the existing approaches work only with normal responses and a
non-additive model structure.

The main objective of this paper is to provide an extension of the existing framework for gener-
alized additive modelling with a mixture of unconstrained terms and various shape-restricted terms
to accommodate smooth interaction of covariates, varying coefficient terms, linear functionals with or
without shape constraints as model components, and data with short-term temporal or spatial auto-
correlation. This paper contributes to the following novel elements: i) bivariate interaction smooths
with increasing and decreasing constraints are proposed, which allows for functional ANOVA decom-
position (smooth ANOVA) within generalized additive modelling with shape constraints; ii) extension
of SCAM with AR1 model on the residuals is introduced, where residual auto-correlation with an
AR1 correlation structure can be dealt with in Gaussian models with identity links; iii) extension of
SCAM to allow linear functionals of shape-constrained smooths as model components, is proposed,
which is known as scalar-on-function regression in the field of functional data analysis.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. The general modelling framework is intro-
duced in Section 2. Section 3 describes the SCAM extensions and illustrates their use in examples.
Conclusions and some discussions are given in Section 4.

2 The general SCAM framework
The class of models considered can be written as

g(µi) = Aiθ +
∑
j

fj(zji) +
∑
k

mk(xki), Yi ∼ EF(µi, ϕ), (1)

where g is a specified link function, Yi is a random real-valued response, for i = 1, . . . , n, with the
mean µi with an exponential family distribution (scale parameter ϕ), Ai is the ith row of a known
parametric model matrix with an associated vector of unknown coefficients θ, fj is an unknown smooth
function of covariate zj , and mk is an unknown shape constrained smooth function of covariate xk.
The covariates zj and xk may be vector-valued.

What makes models in (1) different from the standard generalized additive models (GAM) are the
shape constraints on mk. These models gained popularity through Pya and Wood [2015], which pro-
vided computational efficient estimation methods. The work recognizes that the full practical benefits
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from allowing flexible dependence on covariates could only be realized if the degrees of smoothing of
the fj and mk are estimated as part of model fitting. Pya and Wood [2015] proposed shape-constrained
P-splines (SCOP-splines) based on a nonlinear reparametrization of P-splines [Eilers and Marx, 1996]
with discrete penalties, which allows a variety of shape constraints for univariate and multivariate
smooths. Specifically, for a univariate smooth

m(x) =

q∑
j=1

γjbj(x),

where q is the number of basis functions, bj are B-spline basis functions of at least second order, γj
are unknown coefficients. Using the first order derivative feature of the B-splines, shape constraints
are imposed by re-parameterizing the spline coefficients γ = Σβ̃, where γ = (γ1, . . . , γq)

T , Σ is a
matrix of 0’s and 1’s, β = (β1, . . . , βq)

T , and β̃ is a vector of β elements, where depending on the
shape constraints, some of the elements are exponentiated βj . For example, in case of a monotonically
increasing smooth, β̃ = [β1, exp(β2), . . . , exp(βq)]

T
, while Σij = 0 if i < j and Σij = 1 if i ≥ j. The

n vector of the evaluated function values, m(x), can now be expressed as m = XΣβ̃, where X is a
matrix with Xij = bj(xi). In a smoothing context, with each m(x) is associated a smoothing penalty,
which is quadratic in the βj and controls the ‘wiggliness’ of m. In a matrix form, the penalty can be
written as βTSβ, where S is a matrix of known coefficients. Multivariate shape-constrained smooths
with constraints assumed on either all or a selection of the covariates are built up using the concept
of tensor product splines.

To represent (1) for computation, all unconstrained fj are represented via basis expansions of
modest rank, with chosen penalties and identifiability constraints. This allows to specify

∑
j fj(zji) =

Fiγ, where F is a model matrix, γ is a vector of unknown coefficients. The penalties on the fj are
quadratic in γ. By absorbing the corresponding identifiability constraints, the model matrices for all
the mk can be combined so that

∑
k mk(xki) = Miβ̃, where M is a model matrix, β̃ is a vector

containing a mixture of βj and exponentiated βj . So (1) becomes g(µi) = Aiθ + Fiγ +Miβ̃, and by
combining the matrices column-wise into one model matrix X = [A : F : M] ,

g(µi) = Xiβ̃, Yi ∼ EF(µi, ϕ), (2)

where β̃ now contains θ, γ and original β̃. Let l(β) be the model log likelihood and Sk is the penalty
matrix of known coefficients that correspond to the kth smoothing penalty. Generally, Sk has only a
small block of non-zero elements. The estimated model coefficients are then

β̂ = argmax
β

{
l(β)− 1

2

M∑
k

λkβ
TSkβ

}
, (3)

given M values for the smoothing parameter λk, controlling the level of penalization. Smoothing
parameters are estimated to minimize a prediction error criterion such as GCV or AIC in the outer
optimization scheme. Since the imposed extra non-linearity of SCOP-splines coefficients bans re-
using or modifying the methods developed for unconstrained GAMs, different computational schemes
for estimating the model coefficients, β, and smoothing parameters, λk, were developed, as well as
simulation-free approximate Bayesian confidence intervals for the model terms Pya and Wood [2015].
Over the last few years, various SCOP-splines have been introduced (upon scam-users’ requests) and
implemented in the scam package. The univariate single penalty built-in shape-constrained smooth
classes include such constraints as monotonicity, concavity, a mixture of monotonicity and concavity,
monotonicity plus the restriction on passing through zero at the right-end point (left-end point) of
the covariate range, and positivity constraint. Seventeen bivariate SCOP-splines under monotonicity
and/or concavity constraints are suggested, where monotonicity (concavity) may be assumed on only
one of the covariates (single monotonicity) or both of them (double monotonicity) are available as the
smooth terms of the SCAM. Double or single monotonicity (concavity) is achieved by the correspond-
ing re-parametrization of the bivariate basis coefficients to satisfy the sufficient conditions formulated
in terms of the first order differences of the coefficients. Double penalties for the shape-constrained
tensor product smooths are obtained from the penalties of the marginal smooths.
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3 Extended SCAM
To accommodate the extended SCAMs proposed in this paper, the class of models in (1) can now be
written as

g(µi) = Aiθ +
∑
j

Lijfj +
∑
k

Likmk, Yi ∼ EF(µi, ϕ), (4)

where Lij and Lik are bounded linear functionals, as in (1) fj and mk are unconstrained and shape-
constrained smooth functions of some known covariates correspondingly. In the standard case Lik

(and Lij) is simply a functional of evaluation, Likmk = mk(xi), however for varying coefficient models
Likmk = mk(xi)zi, for scalar on function regression Likmk =

∫
si(x)mk(x)dx. Also, a linear random

effects term Uib, where b ∼ N(0, Iσ2
u) and U is a model matrix that can be added to the model

structure of (4), thus extending the SCAM to shape constrained generalized additive mixed models in
the same way as it is done for unconstrained GAM Wood [2017]. The following subsections describe the
smooth-ANOVA with shape-constrained smooths, shape-constrained additive modelling with simple
autocorrelation on the residuals, and linear functional extensions for SCAM.

3.1 SCAM with smooth interactions
Considering models structured with main effects and interactions can be beneficial in certain scenarios,
for instance:

f1(x) + f2(z) +m3(x, z).

Here, f1 and f2 represent smooth ‘main effects’. m3 is a smooth ‘interaction’ subject to, for example,
an increasing constraint with respect to x and the main effects excluded (f1 can also be subject to
an increasing constraint). The construction of such a functional ANOVA decomposition of shape-
constrained smooths relies on constructing a tensor product basis. This recognizes the equivalence
between tensor product basis construction and the method used for interactions in linear models.
Regression modelling with interactions within generalized additive models, where the will is to separate
the unconstrained smooth interaction effect of two or more covariates from the main smooth effects
(ANOVA decompositions of smooths), was introduced in Wood [2017]. Following that work, the
marginal smooths of a tensor product are subject to identifiability constraints before constructing the
tensor product basis. This leads to interaction smooths that do not encompass the corresponding
main effects.

Two tensor product bivariate interaction smooths under shape constraints have been developed
and implemented in the R package scam, with increasing and decreasing constraints in the first covari-
ates. Both smooth interactions apply the corresponding SCOP identifiability constraints to the first
marginal and centering constraints to the second unconstrained marginal. The SCOP identifiability
and centering constraints remove the constant functions from the bases of the marginals. By doing
so, constant functions are eliminated from the marginal bases, preventing the interaction term from
containing the main effects of f1 and f2. This would happen if the marginal bases were multiplied
by the constant functions in the other marginal bases. The removal of constraints does not impact
penalty terms, given that constant functions lie within the null space of the penalty. In the scam
package, two shape-constrained smooth interaction terms with increasing and decreasing constraints
are implemented.

As an illustration, consider the wesdr data set from the gss package of Chong Gu. This data set
originates from an epidemiological study of diabetic retinopathy. It contains 669 observations across
four variables: duration of diabetes (dur, in years), percent of glycosylated hemoglobin in the blood
(gly), body mass index (bmi), and binary indicator of diabetic retinopathy progression (ret). To
explore and understand the data, we can start by modelling an unconstrained smooth additive logistic
regression model as suggested in Wood [2020]. We might expect interactions between covariates, so
we include smooth interaction terms. The model structure becomes:

logit(pi) =f1(duri) + f2(glyi) + f3(bmii)+

f4(duri, glyi) + f5(duri, bmii) + f6(glyi, bmii),

where reti ∼ Binom(1, pi), pi is probability of retinopathy, f1, f2, f3 are smooth main effects, and
f4, f5, f6 are smooth interaction terms. The estimated smooths of the unconstrained model shown
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Figure 1: Estimated smooth terms of the shape-constrained smooth ANOVA logistic regres-
sion model for diabetic retinopathy example.

in figure 7 of Wood [2020] indicate a non-zero interaction effect f6. However, we might expect that
if there is such an interaction effect of glyi and bmi, the risk of retinopathy will not decrease with
increasing body mass index. The unconstrained smooth ANOVA model might be too flexible to catch
such an effect. Increasing constraints on the interaction smooths along the bmi covariate could result
in more plausible effects. So, a shape-constrained smooth ANOVA model can be considered here, and
it is easily fitted

m <- scam(ret ~ s(dur,k=k)+ s(gly,k=k)+ s(bmi,k=k)+ ti(dur,gly,k=k)
+ s(bmi,dur,bs="tismi") + s(bmi,gly,bs="tismi"),
data=wesdr, family=binomial())

The estimated smooths are shown in figure 1 and reveal sounder results for f6 with the non-decreasing
risk effect along the body mass index. Introducing shape-constrained interaction smooths leads to
only a small increase in AIC.
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3.2 SCAM with AR1 model on the residuals
Many environmental and business data sets show short-term temporal, spatial or spatial-temporal
autocorrelation. It appears that the fitting problem for non-independent data with a general multi-
variate normal distribution with an unknown mean and a covariance matrix known up to a constant of
proportionality can be transformed to match the fitting problem for independent data with a constant
variance exactly. An AR(1) error model can be added to SCAM to deal with the autocorrelation used
for the residuals of Gaussian-identity link models in the same way suggested for unconstrained models
Wood et al. [2015]. The model can be expressed as Yi = Xiβ̃ + ϵi, where ϵi = ρϵi−1 + ei and ei are
independent N(0, σ2). The covariance matrix for this model, cov(ϵ) = σ2V is

V =


1 ρ ρ2 . . . ρn−1

ρ 1 ρ . . . ρn−2

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
ρn−1 ρn−2 ρn−3 . . . 1

 ,

while the Cholesky factor of the inverse, V−1 = CTC is

C =
1√

1− ρ2


1 −ρ 0 . . . 0
0 1 −ρ . . . 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

0 0 0 . . .
√
1− ρ2

 ,

which is banded, having only two non-zero diagonals. So, if we set Ỹ = CY and X̃ = CX, we have
Ỹ = X̃β̃ + ϵ̃, where ϵ̃ = Cϵ are now independent N(0, σ2). The resulting model is in the form of
(2), so the estimation methods and inference about β̃ developed for SCAM with independent data
can be used here. The banded structure of the Cholesky factor C makes the transformation by C
computationally cheap. Formation of Ỹ and X̃ involves simple weighted differencing operations on
the elements of Y and X with O(n) and O(np) operations correspondingly. When ρ is unknown,
AIC or GCV can be used to estimate it in a simple one-dimensional direct search. In this case, C
should be obtained for every trial ρ. However, as C can be obtained without forming V−1 and it has
the banded structure, the suggested AR(1) error model is computational feasible. If ρ is supplied (as
known), then C, Ỹ and X̃ are formed only once.

Consider sitka data set from an R package SemiPar containing log-size measurements for 79
Sitka spruce trees grown in normal (control) or ozone-enriched conditions. Figure 2 shows the growth
trajectories of these trees. An unconstrained additive mixed modelling for this data (without residual
autocorrelation) was illustrated in Wood [2017]. The model estimated smooth mean growth curve
reveals a dubious decreasing effect for times in days between 400 and 500 (top left plot in figure 3),
so it is reasonable to impose an increasing constraint on the growth smooth term. In addition, the
model residuals contain some autocorrelation (top right plot in figure 3). So, an AR1 model for the
residuals can be included to reduce the effects of the autocorrelation. A simple shape-constrained
additive mixed model with an AR1 error model would be

log.sizei = m(dayi) + ozonei + bidi + ϵi, bidi ∼ N(0, σ2
b ),

where ϵi is an AR1 error model within each tree, m(dayi) is an increasing smooth term, ozonei is a
binary factor of ozone treatment, idi is the tree identification number to which the ith observation
belongs. The following code would estimate such a model:

s <- scam(log.size ~ s(days,bs="mpi",k=15)+ozone+s(id.num,bs="re"),
data=sitka, AR1.rho=rho, AR.start=start.event)

Here, AR.start argument is a logical vector indicating where the breaks between autocorrelated
sequences of residuals are needed, which is TRUE at the first observation of each tree and FALSE
otherwise. AR1.rho is the AR1 correlation parameter, which can be chosen by trying a sequence of
values and selecting the value that minimizes the AIC score. To get a likely range of rho values, the
autocorrelation of the residuals of the fitted un-correlated model can be used. The lower right plot of
figure 3 shows the estimated autocorrelation function of the standardized residuals of the fitted model
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Figure 2: Growth paths for 79 Sitka spruce trees: (left) paths for 25 trees grown in control
environments; (right) paths for 54 trees grown in ozone-enriched environments.

returned in s$std.rsd. The ideal AR1 model would result in standardized residuals that appear
approximately uncorrelated. Although not perfect, the model is largely improved compared to the
uncorrelated model (top right plot), resulting in a much worse ACF. The fitted model s showed a
significant negative effect of the enriched ozone, and figure 3 demonstrates the estimated smooth mean
Sitka spruce tree growth curve (lower left) with 95% credible interval and the normal QQ-plot for the
predicted random effect from the model (lower middle).

3.3 Linear functionals of shape constrained smooths
Since the model setup of SCAM is based on the model setup of a standard GAM of the R package
mgcv Wood [2023], the methodology developed for SCAM allows for including any unconstrained
smooth terms of one or more variables available in the mgcv into its model structure. So, the linear
functionals of smooth functions introduced in GAM can be extended to shape-constrained versions.
One such example is a scalar on function regression, as known in the field of functional data analysis,
which describes the relationship between a scalar response and a set of functional covariates. Suppose
that, for subject i = 1, · · · , n, we observe data of the form {yi, (zij , tij)} , j = 1, · · · , J, where yi is a
scalar response and zij are discrete realizations of a real-valued, square-integrable smooth curve zi()
at observation points tij . A simple functional linear model can be written as

Yi = α+

∫
m(t)zi(t)dt+ ϵi, ϵi ∼ N(0, σ2),

where m(t) is a smooth function to estimate subject to some shape constraints. Using the SCOP-
spline basis expansion m(t) =

∑q
j=1 γjbj(t), the model matrix elements of the linear functional term

become Xij =
∫
bj(t)zi(t)dt. Given the linearity of the model in m(t), and by replacing the integral

with a discrete sum approximation (numerical quadrature), the model estimation follows the exact
methodology developed for SCAMs. The model setup of the mgcv is used to specify the model terms,
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Figure 3: The top row is for the unconstrained uncorrelated model while the lower row is for
the scam with AR1 error model, s. The first column plots the estimated smooth mean growth
curve of Sitka spruce trees with 95% credible interval. The next column plots the normal
QQ-plot for the predicted random effects for the models. The right column shows the ACF
plots of the residuals for the un-correlated model (top) and of the standardized residuals for
the model s (lower).
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Figure 4: Simulated example of the scalar on function regression with decreasing constraint.
The first six plots (from top left to lower right) show six examples of the generated functional
predictors. In total, 200 functions were simulated and stored in the matrix Z, each at 100
evaluation points. Third lower plot: estimated constrained coefficient function (solid line)
and true coefficient function (dashed line). Lower right plot: estimated coefficient function
for the unconstrained scalar on function regression (solid line) and true coefficient function
(dashed line).

where a summation convention (summation across rows) is applied when a metric by variable and a
smooth covariate are expressed as matrices.

To fit the functional linear model with, for example, decreasing constraint, the scam call would be

b <- scam(y ~ s(X,by=Z,bs="mpdBy"))

The linear functional term is specified via s() smooth with a by variable, where Z and X are matrices of
the same dimensions, Z is a matrix of discrete observations of the smooth functional predictors, X is a
matrix of the observation points, tij . The type of shape constraints imposed on the smooth coefficient
function, m(t), is specified in the bs argument. bs="mpdBy" in the example above indicates that m(t)
is subject to decreasing constraint. Eight different SCOP-splines with monotonicity, concavity and a
mixture of monotonicity and concavity constraints are implemented in the scam package to be used
with a numeric ‘by’ variable that takes more than one value. The construction of these smooth terms
is similar to that of the ordinary SCOP-splines, with the only difference being that they are built
without applying identifiability constraints, since smooth terms with a numeric ‘by’ variable taking
more than one value are fully identifiable. Figure 4 shows a simulated example of the linear functionals
of the smooth function under decreasing constraint. From the two lower right plots, it is clear that
the shape-constrained model performs better than the unconstrained version.

Note that function on scalar regression is also possible with SCAM by expanding the functional
coefficients with unconstrained or SCOP-spline basis expansion.

Yi(t) = f0(t) +
∑
j

xijfj(t) +
∑
k

xikmk(t) + ϵi(t),
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where Yi are functional responses, xi are scalar predictors, fj and mk are functional coefficients to
estimate correspondingly without or with shape constraints. Errors, ϵi(t), correlated within a subject
can be modelled as AR1 error process with scam.

3.4 Smoothing parameter estimation
The current fitting approach for SCAM is reasonably efficient and robust when applied to data sets
containing a few tens of thousands of observations. If n and p denote numbers of rows and columns of
the model matrix correspondingly, then the approach has the O(np2) computational cost of standard
penalized regression spline based GAM estimation and typically involves 2-4 times as many O(np2)
steps due to the additional non-linearities required for dealing with the shape constrained terms. As
an alternative to the conventional quasi-Newton approach for smoothing parameter λ optimization,
an extended Fellner-Schall method (EFS) reported in Wood and Fasiolo [2017] was introduced. The
smoothing parameters are estimated in the outer optimization scheme using a full Newton method for
coefficient estimation. The extended Fellner-Schall method generalizes the technique of Fellner [1986]
and Schall [1991] and offers a significant simplification over existing methods by re-using quantities
anyway required for model coefficients estimation when iteratively updating λ. When modelling with
SCAM, rather than maximizing the log restricted marginal likelihood as it is proposed in [Wood
and Fasiolo, 2017], similar convenient updates are obtained for minimizing a prediction error GCV
criterion, Vg = nD(β̂)/(n − γτ)2, when the scale parameter of the exponential family distribution is
unknown and for the UBRE, Va = D(β̂)+2ϕτγ, for known scale parameter. The smoothing parameter
update for the GCV minimization is

ρ∗j = ρj + log

− 2γD

n− τ
· ∂τ

∂ρj

[(
∂D

∂β

)T

· dβ̂
dρj

]−1
 ,

where ρj = log(λj) to ensure that λ∗
j is positive, D is the model deviance, τ is the effective degrees of

freedom, γ is a parameter that usually has the value 1, but can be increased to get smoother models.
The ρ update when minimizing the UBRE score is

ρ∗j = ρj + log

−2ϕγ · ∂τ

∂ρj

[(
∂D

∂β

)T

· dβ̂
dρj

]−1
 .

The EFS approach eliminates the need for implicit differentiation in quasi-Newton optimization and
leads to a more robust smoothing parameter scheme for SCAM. It is implemented in the scam package
and is called for by optimizer="efs" argument of the scam() function.

4 Discussion
To date, all developed methods within shape-constrained regression modelling are limited to either
modelling with only independent normal response variables or models with standard additive model
structures of smooth functions. The main contribution of this work has been to provide practical
extensions to the SCAM framework for fitting models that include shape-constrained smooth interac-
tions and linear functionals of the shape-constrained smooths as model components and can deal with
residual autocorrelation for the Gaussian-identity link models. The proposed methods seamlessly
integrate into the existing general framework of shape-constrained generalized additive modelling,
SCAM. So, anyone familiar with generalized additive modelling and shape-constrained additive mod-
elling through R packages such mgcv and scam can readily apply these extensions. The methods are
implemented in the R package scam, which is under continual development and maintenance.

The implementation cost of the suggested EFS method for estimating smoothing parameters is
significantly reduced, thus allowing for easier application and opening doors for a wider range of models
with shape-constrained terms. The costs can be further reduced by applying a quasi-Newton method
for model coefficients estimation in which the Hessian of the log-likelihood will be replaced in the
update by a quasi-Newton approximation, thus only requiring the gradient of the log-likelihood. This
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approach is added as an alternative fitting method (working with the EFS for smoothing parameter
selection) in the package scam from version 1.2-14. However, further careful development of the
stabilization strategies and convergence investigation are intended.

In practical terms, scam allows full fitting of exponential family GAMs with shape restrictions
on smooths, automatically estimating smoothing parameters and uncertainty estimates. It provides
a framework for generalized additive modelling with a mixture of unconstrained terms and various
shape-restricted terms of both univariate and bivariate type (bivariate smooths can be subject to
shape constraints on either both or one of the covariates), which can also accommodate parametric
terms, simple random effects, varying coefficient terms, the interaction of covariates, and also linear
functionals with or without shape constraints as model components.
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