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Abstract

We propose a novel and robust online function-on-scalar regression technique via
geometric median to learn associations between functional responses and scalar
covariates based on massive or streaming datasets. The online estimation proce-
dure, developed using the average stochastic gradient descent algorithm, offers an
efficient and cost-effective method for analyzing sequentially augmented datasets,
eliminating the need to store large volumes of data in memory. We establish the
almost sure consistency, Lp convergence, and asymptotic normality of the online
estimator. To enable efficient and fast inference of the parameters of interest,
including the derivation of confidence intervals, we also develop an innovative two-
step online bootstrap procedure to approximate the limiting error distribution of
the robust online estimator. Numerical studies under a variety of scenarios demon-
strate the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed online learning method. A
real application analyzing PM2.5 air-quality data is also included to exemplify
the proposed online approach.

Keywords: Bootstrap approximation, functional regression, geometric median, online
learning, stochastic gradient descent
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1 Introduction

1.1 Function-on-scalar regression

Functional data analysis (FDA) is an effective way for modeling high-dimensional
or potentially infinite-dimensional datasets and can find applications in may real-life
situations. One of the most widely studied approaches in the field of FDA, as seen
in the literature, is the scalar-on-function regression, where the response is a scalar
and the covariates are functional data [Ramsay and Silverman , 2005, Cai and Hall ,
2006, Morris , 2015, Wang et al., 2017]. In the analysis of gene expression and imaging
data, the function-on-scalar regression, which involves regressing a functional response
on scalar predictors, has been gaining popularity [Reiss et al., 2010, Goldsmith et
al., 2015, Goldsmith and Kitago , 2016, Fan and Reimherr, 2017, Bauer et al., 2018,
Ghosal and Maity, 2023]. Formally, the function-on-scalar regression model (FSRM)
can be expressed as

Y (t) = XTβ(t) + U(t) (1)

where t is the functional index, Y (t) is a functional response on a compact support
T , and X = (X1, . . . , Xd)

T are scalar covariates in Rd, β(t) = (β1(t), . . . , βd(t))
T is

the slope function that of primary interest, and U(t) is an residual process on T that
is independent of the predictors X. Without loss of generality, we assume T = [0, 1].
If the support T = {1 : p}, model (1) reduces to the conventional multivariate linear
regression with a p-dimensional response, and β is thus a d×p matrix. Throughout the
paper, with a slight abuse of notation, we will omit “(t)” when referring to functional
processes. For instance, we will use β to denote the entire slope function β(t) over
t ∈ T .

As a typical motivating application, Zhang et al. [2017] established an air pollution
monitoring network in Beijing as part of the national monitoring effort, beginning
in January 2013. This network can collect more than 4 million hourly observations
from various air-quality monitoring sites across the city. In this particular example,
the functional responses Y (t) can be a particular measurement of interest quantifying
the air quality at different time points t (say hourly), and the scalar covariates can
be some daily environmental indicators such as temperature and wind speed. Hence,
by performing the function-on-scalar regression model using model (1), one can study
the functional association between the hourly air-quality measurement and the daily
environmental indicators.

In the era of big data, massive datasets and streaming datasets, where data is
continually updated, are commonly encountered, presenting challenges in terms of data
storage, computation, and analysis. Our paper contributes to addressing two major
practical challenges involved in analyzing massive functional datasets in real-world
applications:

First, the real-world data distributions are usually irregular and may have heavy
tails. Using methods developed under Gaussian assumptions may be suboptimal. In
the literature, the majority of existing efforts have predominantly focused on functional
mean regression, where the residual term U(t) is assumed to be a zero-mean stochastic
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process on T . Under such an assumption, the least squares approach can be applied
to estimate the slope function β. However, such a method may not be efficient for
heavy-tailed or irregular data. To address the irregularities in the distributions of
high-dimensional or functional data, function-on-scalar quantile regression has been
developed [Yang et al., 2019, Liu et al., 2022, Zhang et al., 2022]. The quantile-based
methods estimate conditional quantiles and enable statistical inference on the entire
conditional distribution of the response.

Second, as with many real-world applications, the amount of data is enormous. For
instance, in the motivating example, the dataset contains 4 million observations. Load-
ing such a large dataset into memory all at once might be infeasible, especially when
the data is collected from a large number of wearable devices. Traditional approaches
typically require halting data collection at a specific time point to analyze a static
dataset, which is highly inefficient. Furthermore, analyzing the entire dataset simul-
taneously using a standard computer is often impossible due to limited storage and
computing capacity.

1.2 Our contributions

We address the aforementioned challenges by (1) employing the geometric median
[Cardot et al., 2013], for the first time in the literature, to estimate the unknown func-
tion β for the FSRM given by Equation (1), and (2) developing an online estimation
and inference procedure to eliminate the need for storing the entire dataset. Further-
more, for an unobserved location t ∈ T that is not included in the observed sampling
points, we introduce an interpolation approach based on the discrete location obser-
vations, and derive the convergence rate. Under scenarios with dense observations, it
can be demonstrated that the sampling frequency of the functional data has minimal
impact on the convergence rate.

The geometric median is widely recognized as a robust central location parame-
ter in the analysis of high-dimensional data [Minsker, 2015, Godichon-Baggioni, 2016,
2019, Li et al., 2022]. Vardi and Zhang [2000] developed an iterative algorithm to com-
pute the geometric median. For a random element in Hilbert space, Cardot et al. [2013]
developed a faster online gradient algorithm to estimate the geometric median, both
demonstrating its almost sure consistency as well as asymptotic normality. However,
they did not provide an online inference framework for the geometric median. As an
application, Roberts, Mueller and Mclntyre [2017] employed the geometric median on
high-quality, large-scale Earth imaging data to produce Earth observation composites.
This approach can effectively reduce spatial noises while preserving spectral relation-
ships. However, to the best of our knowledge, there is currently no existing research
on applying the geometric median to the FSRM.

Instead of assuming U(t) has a zero mean, we assume U(t) on T follows a stochastic
process with a zero geometric median. Specifically, let H be a separable Hilbert space
andHd be the product space ofH. A commonly encountered space forH is L2[0, 1], i.e.
the outcome Y (t) represents a function of time. The conditional geometric median of
Y (t) given scalar covariates X for a fixed location t is assumed to be m(t) = XTβ(t),
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where m(t) is defined as

m(t) := argmin
α∈H

EY (t)|X{∥Y (t)− α∥ − ∥Y (t)∥} , (2)

with ∥·∥ and ⟨·⟩ denoting the associated norm and inner product in H, respectively. As
shown in the subsequent sections, our definition of m(t) via geometric median makes
use of the spatial correlation between different locations, and enhances the efficiency
and robustness of estimation and inference for β in the FSRM, especially when dealing
with massive or streaming datasets. Moreover, if mv(t) = XTβ(t) is the geometric
quantile which minimizes EY |X{∥Y −mv(t)∥−⟨Y −mv(t), v⟩}, then mv(t) generalizes
(1) to the geometric quantile regression. This approach was studied in Padilla et al.
[2022] as a special case of ReLU Networks for multivariate responses.

To deal with massive functional data, we propose an online procedure for estimat-
ing the slope function β based on the functional average stochastic gradient descent
(ASGD) algorithm. We establish the Lp and almost sure convergence for the proposed
online estimator. We also investigate the asymptotic behavior of the online estimator,
which essentially resembles a Gaussian process. This asymptotic result is general and
includes the asymptotic normality of the estimator at a given location t as a special
case. Subsequently, we also propose a novel online bootstrap resampling procedure to
approximate the limiting error distribution of our proposed estimator, enabling online
inference about the slope function β.

Unlike classical batch learning methods, online learning dynamically updates model
estimates using only the newly added data, enabling real-time fast decision-making
[Chen et al., 2020, Zhu and Dong, 2021, Lee et al., 2022, Li et al., 2022, Liu et al.,
2022]. Consequently, online learning presents a crucial and efficient approach for han-
dling and making inferences from sequentially augmented datasets. In a related work,
Xie et al. [2023] generalized the perturbed SGD in Feng et al. [2018] to functional
linear regression in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, and also established the asymp-
totic distribution of the proposed point-wise estimator. In fact, our online bootstrap
approach possesses unique features that distinguish it from the perturbed stochas-
tic gradient descent (SGD) algorithm for the finite-dimensional setting in Feng et al.
[2018] as well as the infinite-dimensional setting in Xie et al. [2023]. The resulting
inferential procedure maintains the computational efficiency of the functional ASGD
method.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces the online
estimation algorithm for the slope function β and establishes its almost sure and Lp

convergence. Section 3 proposes a novel online bootstrap algorithm for approximating
the limiting error distribution, enabling online inference. Section 4 extends the online
estimation algorithm to an interpolation-based estimator for the entire slope function
and demonstrates its convergence properties. Section 5 presents a numerical study to
evaluate the empirical performance of our proposed procedure. Section 6 illustrates the
feasibility and usefulness of our method through a real-world application. All technical
details are provided in the Appendix.
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Notation. Denote the Euclidean norm of a vector x = (x1, . . . , xp)
⊤ of length p as

∥x∥ =
(∑p

j=1 |xj |2
)1/2

. Let λi(·) and tr(·) represent the ith largest eigenvalue and the

trace of a square matrix, respectively. For a d× d symmetric matrix A, we define the

operator norm as ∥A∥ = λ1(A), and the Frobenius norm ofA as ∥A∥F =
{
tr(A2)

}1/2
.

For any u ∈ H, denote ∥u∥ as the norm in H and ∥u⊗ v∥ is operator norm for linear
operator for any u, v ∈ H. Finally, an ≲ bn means that an ≤ Cbn for a positive
constant C; and an ≍ bn indicates an ≲ bn and bn ≲ an. We use notations in the
format of C (with or without subscripts) to represent constants throughout the paper.

2 Online estimation of the FSRM

Suppose that for each sample i, i = 1, . . . , n, we observe d covariates Xi =
(Xi1, . . . , Xid)

T ∈ Rd and a set of functional responses {Yi(t), t ∈ T } ∈ H, where the
relationship betweenXi and Yi(t) can be characterized by model (1). Based on the def-
inition (2), the geometric median-based estimator of β can be derived by minimizing
the following empirical convex loss function

β̂ = argmin
β

n∑
i=1

∥Yi −XT
i β∥.

By applying the functional SGD approach, which can be written as βn+1 = βn −
γn∇||Yn+1 − Xn+1βn||, the geometric median-based estimator β̂ can be recursively
obtained via

βn+1 = βn + γn
Xn+1(Yn+1 −XT

n+1βn)

∥Yn+1 −XT
n+1βn∥

, (3)

where γn is the descent step size. Therefore, βn+1 is an estimate based on the Rob-
bins–Monro algorithm. We then average all the sequential estimates to obtain our final
ASGD estimate, that is, β̄n = 1

n

∑n
i=1 βi. Hence, we have

β̄n+1 = β̄n +
1

n+ 1
(βn+1 − β̄n) . (4)

To derive the consistency and asymptotic results for β̄n, we make the following
assumptions throughout the paper,
Assumption 1. There exist constant C > 0 such that 1/C ≤ λd(Σ) ≤ λ1(Σ) ≤ C
almost surely, where Σ = E(XXT ).
Assumption 2. The error process U(t) in the FSRM (1) has a unique geometric
median at zero.
Assumption 3. The error process U(t) is not strongly concentrated around a single
point; that is, There is a constant C > 0 such that E{∥U(t)−h∥−2} ≤ C for all h ∈ H.

Assumption 1 is a mild condition on the covariates in linear regression, and has
been imposed in Zhang et al. [2022] and Liu et al. [2022]. Assumption 2 implies that the
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error process U(t) is not concentrated on a straight line [Cardot et al., 2013]; that is, for
all h ∈ H, there is a h′ ∈ H such that ⟨h, h′⟩ = 0 and Var(⟨U(t), h

′⟩) > 0. Condition 3
implicitly forces no atoms exist in the distribution of U(t), and it is naturally satisfied
in Rd whenever d ≥ 3, see Cardot et al. [2017]. Note that E{∥U(t)−h∥−2} ≤ C implies
E{∥U(t)− h∥−1} ≤

√
C by Hölder’s inequality.

In addition, by taking γn = γn−α, where γ is a positive constant, we impose the
following assumption for the step size function γn:
Assumption 4. The sequence {γn}∞n=1 satisfies the standard conditions required for
the Robbins–Monro algorithm; that is,

∑
γn =∞ and

∑
γ2n <∞.

2.1 Lp and almost sure convergence of the online estimator

We first derive the convergence results of the SGD estimator (3) in L2 and L4 norms.
Theorem 1. Under Assumptions 1-4, it holds that for all θ ∈ (α, 2α),

E{∥βn − β∥2} = O
(

1

nα

)
, E{∥βn − β∥4} = O

(
1

nθ

)
.

Note that when α ∈ (1/2, 1), it holds that
∑
γn =∞ and

∑
γ2n <∞ for any given

γ > 0. Since the convergence rate is not enough to control the remaining error terms
under α < θ < 3α − 1 in Cardot et al. [2017] with X = Id, we impose θ ∈ (α, 2α)
because 2α > 3α−1 when α ∈ (1/2, 1). We also conjecture that θ = 2α is the optimal
rate for the L4 convergence and defer its proof to future work.

Directly applying the Borel–Cantelli lemma, we then establish the almost sure
consistency of the SGD estimator as well as the averaged estimator.
Proposition 1. Under Assumptions 1-4, the SGD estimator (3) and the ASGD
estimator (4)satisfy

lim
n→∞

∥βn − β∥ = 0, a.s. , lim
n→∞

∥β̄n − β∥ = 0, a.s.

respectively.

2.2 Weak convergence to a Gaussian process

Define the random operators Aβ and Bβ as

Aβ =
1

∥Y −XTβ∥

(
IH −

(Y −XTβ)⊗ (Y −XTβ)

∥Y −XTβ∥2

)
,

Bβ =
{(Y −Xβ)⊗ (Y −Xβ)}

∥Y −Xβ∥2
,

respectively, and denote A0 = E{Aβ} and B0 = E{Bβ}, where IH is the identity
operator in H and a⊗ b(h) = ⟨a, h⟩b can be understood as a linear operator from H to
H with any a, b, h ∈ H. Note that ∥a⊗ b∥ is an operator norm for the linear operator.

The following theorem gives the asymptotic normality of the ASGD estimator β̄n,
providing a foundation for statistical inference about β.
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Theorem 2. Under Assumptions 1-4, it follows that

√
n(β̄n − β)

L−→ N(0,Σ−1 ⊗A−1
0 B0A

−1
0 ) ,

where
L−→ denotes the weak convergence.

Theorem 2 establishes the limiting distribution for the averaged estimator for the
slope function β. It provides theoretical support for hypothesis testing as well as
constructing point-wise confidence intervals for β by the plug-in approach in an offline
setting. In the multivariate response situation, the averaged estimator β̄n shares the
same asymptotic distribution as the classical estimator in Bai et al. [1990]. However,
the literature has not yet explored the asymptotic distribution in Hilbert spaces.

3 Online bootstrap inference for β(t)

To apply Theorem 2 for inference, it is necessary to estimate the asymptotic variance
from the data. However, its computation invariably demands substantial computa-
tional resources and may become unstable or even infeasible when handling massive
or streaming data. Therefore, we introduce an online bootstrap inference procedure
by resampling the residuals to approximate the limiting distribution of

√
n(β̄n − β)

given in Theorem 2.
Specifically, we consider the wild-type bootstrap based on the Rademacher weight

[Canay et al., 2021]. Let W1, . . . ,Wn be independent and identically distributed ran-
dom samples of the Rademacher random variable W with probability mass P(W =
1) = P(W = −1) = 1/2. Define the function

Gβ(h) = E{∥W (Y −XTβ)−XTh∥ − ∥Y −XTβ∥} ,

and the gradient of Gβ(h) can be calculated as

∇Gβ(h) =: −EX{W (Y −XTβ)−XTh}
∥W (Y −XTβ)−XTh∥

.

Obviously, ∇Gβ(h) has a unique minimizer at h = 0 due to −EX
XW (Y−XTβ)
||W (Y−XTβ)|| = 0. In

practice, the true slope function β is typically unknown a priori, thus we can use the
ASGD estimator β̄n as a plug-in estimator. It is feasible to simultaneously estimate
β and h by running two consecutive ASGD algorithms at each recursive iteration.

As a result, at the nth iteration with a new observed data point (Xn+1, Yn+1), we
first update the ASGD estimate for β based on equations (3) and (4). Next, we use
bootstrap to obtain a large number of replicates for the residual. More specifically,
given a large number of B perturbations (say B = 500), for b = 1, . . . , B, we carry out
the following steps:

εbn+1 =W b
n+1(Yn+1 −XT

n+1β̄n), (5)
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Υb
n+1 =Υb

n + γn
Xn+1(ε

b
n+1 −XT

n+1Υ
b
n)

∥εbn+1 −XT
n+1Υ

b
n∥

, (6)

Ῡb
n+1 =Ῡb

n +
1

n+ 1
(Υb

n+1 − Ῡb
n) . (7)

This double recursive algorithm finally generates an averaged estimate β̄n+1 and B
bootstrap error samples Ῡ1

n+1, . . . , Ῡ
B
n+1, which allows us to estimate the limiting

distribution of
√
n(β̄n−β). This, in turn, facilitates online inference about β, enabling

the assessment of estimation efficiency and the construction of confidence intervals or
hypothesis testing regarding model parameters.

The following theorem validates this double recursive algorithm via bootstrapping.
Theorem 3. Under Assumptions 1-4, for any non-random element u ∈ Hd, we have

sup
t∈R

∣∣∣∣P(⟨u, β̄n − β⟩ ≤ t)− P∗(⟨u, Ῡb
n)⟩ ≤ t)

∣∣∣∣→ 0

in probability, where P∗ stands for the conditional probability given obvservations.
Based on the above asymptotic normality result, the point-wise (1− τ)100% con-

fidence interval for βj(t) at a given location t and j = 1 . . . , d can be constructed
as

CIn,j(t) := [β̄n,j(t)− n−1/2qB1−τ/2,j(t), β̄n,j(t)− n
−1/2qBτ/2,j(t)] (8)

where qBτ/2,j(t) and qB1−τ/2,j(t) denote the lower and upper τ/2th percentiles of
√
nῩ1

n,j(t), . . . ,
√
nῩB

n,j(t). In Algorithm 1, we describe the detailed steps to gener-

ate the bootstrap percentile-based point-wise confidence intervals CIn,j(t) of β(t). Note
that the bootstrap loop for b = 1, . . . B can be computed in parallel.

Alternatively, we can also estimate the confidence interval based on the bootstrap
variance, as given by

CIIn,j(t) := [β̄n,j(t)− z1−τ/2

√
σ̂2
j (t)/n, β̄n,j + z1−τ/2

√
σ̂2
j (t)/n] (9)

where σ̂2
j (t) is the sample variance of

√
nῩ1

n,j(t), . . . ,
√
nῩB

n,j(t), and z1−τ/2 is the
(1− τ/2)th percentile of the standard normal distribution.

4 Spline interpolation

In practice, the sample functional responses {Yi(t)}nı=1 are observed on a common
discrete grid t = (t1, . . . , tm) in [0, 1], where t can be a collection of different locations
from all individuals. As a result, no data are observed for t ∈ T /t. To estimate
the entire slope function, we first consider estimating β at locations {t1, . . . , tm} by
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Algorithm 1: Online algorithm for updating the point-wise confidence
interval of β(t) at the confidence level 1− τ .
Data: Data X1, . . . ,Xn+1; the confidence level 1− τ ; the number of

bootstrap iterations B; the initial value β̂0=β̄0, where β̄0 can be a
bounded random vector.

Result: Updated point-wise confidence intervals [β−
n+1,j(t), β

+
n+1,j(t)] of βj(t),

for j = 1, . . . , d.

for k ← 1 to n do
Compute β̄k+1 by

βk+1 = βk+γk
Xk+1(Yk+1 −XT

k+1βk)

∥Yk+1 −XT
k+1βk∥

, β̄k+1 = β̄k+
1

k + 1
(βk+1−β̄k) .

for b← 1 to B do

Generate a Rademacher random sample W
(b)
k+1, and compute εbk+1 and

Υb
k+1 by (5) and (6).

Update Ῡb
k+1 by

Ῡb
k+1 = Ῡb

k +
1

k + 1
(Υb

k+1 − Ῡb
k) .

end

end
for j ← 1 to d do

Find the τ/2th and (1− τ/2)th sample quantiles of {
√
n+ 1Ῡ

(b)
n+1,j(t)}Bb=1,

denoted by qBτ/2,j and qB1−τ/2,j .

Get β−
n+1,j(t) = β̄n+1,j(t)− (n+ 1)−1/2qB1−τ/2,j(t).

Get β+
n+1,j(t) = β̄n+1,j(t)− (n+ 1)−1/2qBτ/2,j(t).

end

minimizing the following L2 norm-based loss function using discrete data points,

L̃n(β) =

n∑
i=1

√√√√ m∑
j=1

{
Yj(tj)−XT

i β(tj)

}2

. (10)

Let (β̂(t1), . . . , β̂(tm)) denote the minimizer to (10). One can then impose smoothness

on β̂ by regressing β̂(tj) against tj using a nonparametric kernel or spline smoothing
approach [Rice and Silverman, 1991, Hall et al., 2006]. We adopt the r-th order spline
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interpolation approach by solving β̂
r
from

β̂
r
= argmin

g∈W r
2

∫
{g(r)(t)}2dt,

subject to
g(tl) = β̂(tl), l = 1, . . . ,m.

Here, W r
2 denotes the r-th order Sobolev space, which is also a Hilbert space. Under

the common design, Cai and Yuan [2011] showed that the minimax rate is of order
m−2r+n−1, which is jointly determined by the sampling frequency m and the number

of curves n. Then we give the convergence rate for β̂
r
as follows.

Theorem 4. Under Assumptions (1) – (4), suppose that max ∥tl − tl−1∥ ≤ Cm−1

holds, it follows that

lim
D→∞

P(∥β̂
r
− β∥22 ≥ D(m−2r + n−1))→ 0,

as n→∞, where ∥ · ∥2 denotes the L2 norm.
Theorem 4 indicates that, when the functional data are observed on a relatively

dense grid, such that m≫ n1/(2r), the sampling frequency m does not affect the rate
of convergence. This rate is of order O(1/n), which is solely determined by the sample
size n.

5 Numerical studies

To evaluate the finite-sample performance of our proposed online geometric median-
based estimation, we assume X = (X1, X2, X3) follows a multivariate normal
distribution with E(Xi) = 0, Var(Xi) = 0.5× 2i−1, and Cor(Xi, Xj) = 0.5|i−j|, i, j =
1, 2, 3. We then generate the functional response Y (t) from model (1) by taking
β1(t) = 2t2, β2(t) = cos(3πt/2 + π/2), and β3(t) = sin(πt/2) +

√
2(3πt/2), and the

residual process as U(t) =
∑2

l=1 ξlϕl(t) + εi(t), where εi(tk) follows a normal distri-
bution N(0, 0.5). We take the basis ϕl(t) as − cos{π(t − 0.5)} and sin{(t − 0.5)} for
l = 1, 2, and generate (ξ1, ξ2) from either a bivariate normal distribution and a bivari-
ate t-distribution (3 degrees of freedom) with mean zero and covariance matrix 0.5I2.
The functional responses are observed atm = 50 locations equally spaced on the inter-
val [0, 1]. To construct massive datasets, we set the sample size n as 10000, 20000, or
40000.

To implement our online algorithm, we use the loss function (10) and evaluate
different settings for the step size function γn = γn−α by fixing α = 0.75 and varying
γ ∈ {1, 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 6, 10, 20}. Under 1000 simulation replications, we compute the root
mean integrated squared error (RMISE) of our online estimator, which is defined as

RMISE(k) =

√√√√m−1

m∑
j=1

(
β̄n,k(tj)− βk(tj)

)2
,
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for k = 1, 2, 3.
As shown in Table 1, the proposed online estimator demonstrates robust perfor-

mance when the tuning parameter γ is selected from the range [2, 20], with a larger
sample size yielding a reduced RMISE, This, in turn, further numerically substantiates
our theoretical convergence results. Upon comparing results under different distribu-
tional assumptions for the residual process, it is observed that the RMISE is relatively
larger for the heavy-tailed t distribution compared to the normal distribution, aligning
with our expectations.

Table 1 Root mean integrated squared errors for the estimates of β = (β1, β2, β3) based on the
proposed online approach across different values of the step size γ and the sample size n. Mean
(×10−2) and standard deviation (×10−2, in parentheses) are given.

(ξ1, ξ2) ∼ bivariate normal distribution (ξ1, ξ2) ∼ bivariate t-distribution

γ β1 β2 β3 β1 β2 β3

n = 10000
1.0 1.55(0.49) 1.11(0.33) 0.64(0.15) 1.70(0.57) 1.41(0.49) 0.88(0.30)
1.5 1.28(0.30) 1.10(0.26) 0.64(0.16) 1.74(0.58) 1.37(0.46) 0.88(0.30)
2.0 1.30(0.33) 1.03(0.25) 0.64(0.15) 1.77(0.62) 1.40(0.48) 0.89(0.31)
3.0 1.28(0.31) 1.04(0.24) 0.64(0.15) 1.73(0.59) 1.39(0.45) 0.90(0.31)
4.0 1.31(0.32) 1.04(0.24) 0.63(0.15) 1.72(0.58) 1.41(0.49) 0.89(0.30)
6.0 1.30(0.29) 1.04(0.25) 0.65(0.16) 1.74(0.60) 1.41(0.48) 0.90(0.30)
10 1.31(0.30) 1.06(0.26) 0.65(0.16) 1.78(0.61) 1.41(0.46) 0.90(0.32)
20 1.35(0.34) 1.09(0.27) 0.67(0.17) 1.78(0.61) 1.42(0.47) 0.91(0.31)

n = 20000
1.0 0.87(0.21) 0.68(0.16) 0.43(0.10) 1.17(0.40) 0.91(0.31) 0.58(0.19)
1.5 0.87(0.20) 0.68(0.17) 0.43(0.11) 1.19(0.41) 0.94(0.32) 0.58(0.19)
2.0 0.87(0.22) 0.69(0.17) 0.43(0.10) 1.17(0.39) 0.93(0.31) 0.58(0.19)
3.0 0.86(0.21) 0.69(0.17) 0.43(0.11) 1.18(0.40) 0.93(0.31) 0.58(0.19)
4.0 0.85(0.21) 0.68(0.16) 0.43(0.10) 1.16(0.39) 0.93(0.31) 0.59(0.20)
6.0 0.85(0.19) 0.68(0.17) 0.44(0.10) 1.15(0.38) 0.91(0.30) 0.57(0.19)
10 0.86(0.21) 0.68(0.16) 0.43(0.10) 1.16(0.40) 0.92(0.31) 0.59(0.20)
20 0.89(0.22) 0.69(0.16) 0.45(0.10) 1.20(0.42) 0.93(0.31) 0.60(0.21)

n = 40000
1.0 0.60(0.14) 0.48(0.12) 0.30(0.07) 0.86(0.52) 0.68(0.37) 0.41(0.15)
1.5 0.59(0.14) 0.47(0.11) 0.30(0.07) 0.86(0.84) 0.67(0.59) 0.41(0.18)
2.0 0.60(0.15) 0.48(0.12) 0.30(0.07) 0.81(0.26) 0.65(0.23) 0.39(0.13)
3.0 0.60(0.14) 0.47(0.11) 0.29(0.07) 0.82(0.29) 0.65(0.22) 0.40(0.14)
4.0 0.59(0.14) 0.47(0.12) 0.30(0.07) 0.79(0.27) 0.64(0.23) 0.40(0.14)
6.0 0.59(0.14) 0.47(0.12) 0.30(0.08) 0.81(0.29) 0.64(0.21) 0.40(0.14)
10 0.60(0.14) 0.47(0.12) 0.30(0.08) 0.81(0.28) 0.64(0.21) 0.40(0.14)
20 0.60(0.15) 0.48(0.12) 0.30(0.07) 0.81(0.28) 0.64(0.21) 0.41(0.14)

To assess the efficiency of our proposed online estimation algorithm, we also
implemented the following three competing methods for comparison: (a) The offline
geometric median-based algorithm for solving equation (10) based on the full “static”
data, which can be implemented using the R package “MNM,” and (b) The offline
pointwise median-based estimator of Liu et al. [2022], and (c) The offline least squares
estimator for the FSRM. We compared the results of these offline methods to those
of our online geometric median-based approach with a tuning parameter γ set to 3.
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Notably, the offline geometric median-based algorithm (method (a)) serves as an ora-
cle benchmark for our proposed online approach. This is because the offline method
utilizes the full dataset, while our online method relies only on the most recent data
point at each iteration.

(a) (ξ1, ξ2) ∼ bivariate normal distribution
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(b) (ξ1, ξ2) ∼ bivariate t-distribution

0.000

0.025

0.050

0.075

0.100

β1 β2 β3

R
IM

S
E

n=10000

0.00

0.03

0.06

0.09

0.12

β1 β2 β3

R
IM

S
E

n=20000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

0.025

β1 β2 β3

R
IM

S
E

n=40000

Method Offline Geometric Median Offline Least Squares Offline Pointwise Median Online Geometric Median

Fig. 1 Boxplots of the root mean integrated squared errors (RMSIE) for the offline geometric median-
based estimator, the offline pointwise median-based estimator, the offline least square estimator, and
the proposed proposed online geometric median-based estimator according to 1000 simulation repli-
cations under (a) (ξ1, ξ2) ∼ bivariate normal distribution and (b) (ξ1, ξ2) ∼ bivariate t-distribution.

Figure 1 demonstrates that the offline least squares estimator achieves the small-
est average root mean integrated squared error (RMISE) under the Gaussian setting.
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Interestingly, both the offline and online geometric median methods perform competi-
tively with the offline least squares estimator in this setting. As anticipated, under the
heavy-tailed setting, the geometric median-based methods outperform the others in
terms of RMISE. Across all scenarios and settings, our online geometric median-based
algorithm exhibits nearly identical performance to its offline counterpart. This simula-
tion study highlights the robustness of the offline geometric median-based estimation
and shows that the use of the recursive algorithm does not lead to a significant loss in
efficiency. Moreover, as the sample size n increases, the online algorithm offers signif-
icant advantages in terms of storage and computational time. Notably, when running
100 simulation replications with n = 10000 on a MacBook with an Intel Core i5 pro-
cessor, our online method required only 0.16 seconds, while the offline method took
305 seconds to complete.

Next, we evaluate the performance of the point-wise confidence intervals derived
from our proposed online bootstrap method. Using the same settings from the above
simulation with a normal residual process and a sample size of n = 10000, Figure
2 displays the empirical coverage probabilities for the two proposed point-wise confi-
dence intervals, the bootstrap percentile-based CIn,j and bootstrap variance-based CIIn,j ,
j = 1, 2, 3, at the 90% and 95% confidence levels. The results demonstrate that both
CIn,j and CIIn,j are capable of achieving the target coverage probabilities across various
location points.
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Fig. 2 Point-wise confidence intervals based on our proposed online bootstrap procedure. CI
n,j

and CII
n,j denote the bootstrap percentile- and variance-based confidence intervals, respectively. The

number in the parentheses represents the confidence level.

6 Real data application

We applied our proposed online geometric median-based approach for the FSRM (1)
to analyze the Beijing multi-site air-quality data.Zhang et al. [2017]. This dataset,
publicly available on the UCI machine learning repository https://archive.ics.uci.edu,
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Fig. 3 Convergence trajectories of estimated slope functions corresponding to each air pollution
covariate at time points: (A) t = 0.1, (B) t = 0.304, (C) t = 0.652, and (D) t = 1.

comprises hourly air pollution readings from a total of 12 air quality monitoring sta-
tions, collected between March 1, 2013, and February 28, 2017. The air pollution
readings encompass hourly concentrations of PM2.5, O3, SO2, NO2 and CO, along
with other environmental indicators such as temperature (TEMP), atmospheric pres-
sure (PRES), dew point temperature (DEWP), and wind speed (WSPM). In this
application, we were particularly interested in Y (t) = time-varying PM2.5, a func-
tional measure of fine inhalable particles, with its levels indicating the potential risk of
health problems associated with inhalation. The covariates X were taken as the daily
average values of O3, SO2, NO2 , CO and TEMP, PRES, DEWP, WSPM.

In our analysis, we excluded hours with missing values for any of the selected
variables and pooled the data from the 12 air quality monitoring sites. To mitigate
site-specific effects, we centered and standardized the data at each site individually.
We also standardized the time variable t to fall within the interval [0, 1].

Figure 3 demonstrates the trajectories of estimated slope functions corresponding
to each air pollution covariate at time points t = 0, 0.304, 0.652, 1. It shows that the
estimation stabilizes as more data accumulate. Evidently, a sample size of 2500 is
sufficient to yield stable estimates based on our proposed online estimation method.

Figure 4 displays the residual curves at 24 grid time points, interpolated using
the R function spline, along with the estimated density of the integrated absolute
residuals. The residuals predominantly fluctuate around the zero line, and the density
exhibits a slight right skewness with potential heavy tails. This pattern suggests that
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Fig. 4 The left panel plots residual curves at 24 grid points using spline interpolation from 100
randomly selected. The right panel estimated density of the integrated absolute residuals obtained
from our proposed algorithms.

a robust geometric median-based functional regression, as proposed, may be more
appropriate for analyzing the data than a mean-based regression approach.

Figure 5 presents the estimated slope functions and the 90% point-wise confidence
intervals for the eight air pollution covariates. It is evident that CO, NO2, O3, and
DEWP exert significantly positive effects on the hourly PM2.5. Notably, the impact
of CO on PM2.5 appears to diminish over time, whereas the effects of NO2 and O3

seem to intensify. The confidence intervals for the slope functions of SO2 and PRES
include zero at most time points, suggesting their negligible influence on PM2.5 levels.

7 Conclusion

We have introduced a novel function-on-scalar regression methodology using the geo-
metric median, complemented by online estimation and bootstrap inference techniques
suited for massive or streaming datasets. Our theoretical and numerical analyses
validate the effectiveness of these proposed online methods. Notably, our geometric
median-based regression demonstrates superior performance with heavy-tailed distri-
butions compared to traditional mean-based approaches. Moreover, even when dealing
with data from a Gaussian distribution, our method maintains efficiency comparable
to that of mean-based techniques. Supporting theoretical evidence for these claims is
detailed in Cheng et al. [2023].

One interesting direction for future work involves extending our method to accom-
modate high-dimensional covariates X, as suggested by Barber et al. [2017] and
Fan and Reimherr [2017]. Employing a geometric median-based approach in such
settings could potentially enhance robustness in feature selection and inference. Addi-
tionally, refining the current methodology by developing an optimal interpolation
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Fig. 5 Estimated slope functions for the eight air pollution covariates as well as the 90% point-
wise confidence intervals, based on the proposed online boostrap method via geometric median. The
point-wise confidence band is shown in light grey.

technique for discretely sampled functional data represents another valuable direction
for improvement.

Appendix A Some useful Propositions and Lemmas

In the following, we provide some propositions and lemmas that are necessary for
the proofs of Theorem 1 and 2. Denote the gradient function and the corresponding
hessian function as

Φ(h) = −E
{
X(Y −XTh)

∥Y −XTh∥

}
, Γh = E

(
XXT ⊗Ah

)
,

where

Ah =
1

∥Y −XTh∥

(
IH −

(Y −XTh)⊗ (Y −XTh)

∥Y −XTh∥2

)
,

and note that when h = β, Γβ = Σ ⊗ A0 with A0 = E(Aβ), and IH is the identity
operator in H.

The following proposition gives an important result for Γβ.
Proposition 2. Let {λi,Σ}di=1 be the eigenvalues of Σ = E(XXT ), we have 1/C ≤
λi,Σ ≤ C. Moreover, for any ϕ ∈ Hd, there is a positive constant Cβ such that,

Cβ∥ϕ∥2 ≤ ⟨ϕ,Γβϕ⟩ ≤ C∥ϕ∥2 ,

which indicates Cβ ≤ λi,β ≤ C, with λi,β being the eigenvalues of Γβ.
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Proof. Let (λi,Σ) be the eigenvalues Σ = E(XXT ) = {σij}di,j=1, and Γβ can be viewed

as a d×dmatrix with elements being covariance operators. For any ϕ = (ϕ1, . . . , ϕd)
T ∈

Hd, it holds that

⟨ϕ,Γβϕ⟩ =
d∑

i=1

d∑
j=1

σij⟨ϕi, A0ϕj⟩ =
∑
k

λk,A0

d∑
i=1

d∑
j=1

σij⟨ek, ϕi⟩⟨ek, ϕj⟩ ,

where ek is the eigenfunction corresponding to the kth eigenvalue λk,A0 of A0 = E(Aβ),
and the last equality is implied by the eigenvalue decomposition for A0. Together with
Assumption 1, Σ is positive definite and 1/C ≤ λi,Σ ≤ C, then it holds that

∑
k

λk,A0

d∑
i=1

d∑
j=1

σij⟨ek, ϕi⟩⟨ek, ϕj⟩ =
∑
k

λk,A0
⟨ak,Σak⟩ ,

where ak = (ak,1, . . . , ak,d) and ak,j = ⟨ek, hj⟩. Hence, we have

1/C
∑
k

λk,A0
∥⟨ek, h⟩∥2 ≤

∑
k

λk,A0
⟨ak,Σak⟩ ≤ C

∑
k

λk,A0
∥⟨ek, h⟩∥2 .

By the assumption that E∥U − h∥−2 ≤ C and Proposition 2.1 in Cardot et al. [2017],
there exist two positive constants cβ and C, such that for all ψ ∈ H,

cβ∥ψ∥2 ≤ ⟨ψ,A0ψ⟩ ≤ C∥ψ∥2 .

By taking Cβ = cβ/C, it holds that

Cβ∥h∥2 ≤ ⟨h,Γβh⟩ ≤ C∥h∥2 ,

which completes the proof.

Proposition 3. Under Assumptions 1 – 3, there exists a constant C, such that

∥Φ(βk)− Γβ(βk − β)∥ ≤ C∥βk − β∥2 ,

for all k ≥ 1.

Proof. Since Φ(β) = 0, applying Taylor’s expansion, we have

Φ(βk) =

∫ 1

0

Γβ+t(βk−β)(βn − β)dt .

Let rk = Φ(βk)−Γβ(βk −β) =
∫ 1

0
(Γβ+t(βk−β)−Γβ)(βk −β)dt. Following Cardot et

al. [2017], we define the function φh,h′ (·) from [0, 1]→ Hd as

φh,h′ (t) := Γβ+th(h
′
) ,
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for all h, h
′ ∈ Hd. Then, we have

∥Φ(β + h)− Γβ(h)∥ =∥
∫ 1

0

(Γβ+th − Γβ)(h)dt∥ ≤
∫ 1

0

∥(Γβ+th(h)− Γβ(h))∥dt

=

∫ 1

0

∥φh,h(t)− φh,h(0)∥dt ≤ sup
t∈[0,1]

∥φ
′

h,h(t)∥ .

Next we give an upper bound for supt∈[0,1] ∥φ
′

h,h(t)∥. Let

Wh(t) =
1

∥Y −XTβ − tXTh∥
, Vh,h′ (t) = h

′
−⟨Y −XTβ − tXTh, h

′⟩(Y −XTβ − tXTh)

∥Y −XTβ − tXTh∥2
,

then we have φ
′

h,h′ (t) = E{XXT ⊗ (W
′

h(t)Vh,h′ (t) +Wh(t)V
′

h,h′ (t))}. By algebra, it

holds that

∥Vh,h′ (t)∥ ≤ 2∥h
′
∥, ∥W

′

h(t)∥ ≤
∥XTh∥

∥Y −XTβ − tXTh∥
,

and

∥V
′

h,h′ (t)∥ ≤
4∥XTh∥∥h′∥

∥Y −XTβ − tXTh∥
.

Since X is bounded almost surely, it holds that ∥φ′

h,h′ (t)∥ ≤ 6∥h∥∥h′∥E{∥U −
tXTh∥−2} ≤ C∥h∥∥h′∥. Thus, we complete the proof by choosing h = βk − β.

Lemma 1. Under Assumptions 1 – 4, there exist some constants C and C
′
such that

for all n ≥ 1,

E{∥βn − β∥2} ≤ Ce−C
′
n1−α

+
C

nα
+ C sup

n/2−1≤k≤n

E{∥βk − β∥4} .

Proof. Denote that Γβ = E(XXT⊗Aβ), then we decompose the online SGD estimator
as

βn+1 − β = βn − β − γnΓβ(βn − β) + γnξn+1 − γnrn , (A1)

where

ξn+1 =
Xn+1(Yn+1 −XT

n+1βn)

∥Yn+1 −XT
n+1βn∥

+Φ(βn) .

Denote H = Hd and define κk = IH − γkΓβ, νn =
∏n

k=1 κk. Note that ν0 = IH , we
then rewrite equation (A1) as

βn+1 − β = νn(β1 − β) + νnMn+1 − νnRn+1 ,

where Rn+1 =
∑n

k=1 γkν
−1
k rk, andMn+1 =

∑n
k=1 γkν

−1
k ξk+1. Applying the inequality

of arithmetic means, we have

E∥βn − β∥2 ≤ 3E(∥νn−1(β1 − β)∥2) + 3E(∥νn−1Mn∥2) + 3E(∥νn−1Rn∥2) .
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In the following steps, we subsequently bound E(∥νn−1(β1 − β)∥2), E(∥νn−1Mn∥2)
and E(∥νn−1Rn∥2). Using the results of Proposition 2, it holds that Cβ ≤ λi,β ≤ C.

Next, due to fact ∥νn−1∥ ≤ C1 exp{−Cβ

∑n−1
k=1 γk} for some constant C1, it holds that

E(∥νn−1(β1 − β)∥2) ≤ C2
1

{
exp

(
− Cβ

n−1∑
k=1

γk

)}2

E∥β1 − β∥2 ≤ C exp(−C
′
n1−α) .

To bound E{∥νn−1Mn∥2}, we define Un+1 := −Xn+1(Yn+1−XT
n+1βn)

∥Yn+1−XT
n+1βn∥

. Then ξn can

be represented as ξn = Φ(βn) − Un+1, and Fn is a σ−algebra generated by
σ(β1, . . . ,βn) = σ(Z1, . . . , Zn), where Zi = (Xi, Yi). Apparently, for all integers n ≥ 1,

E(Un+1|Fn) = Φ(βn).

This leads to {ξn}n=1 being a sequence of martingale differences. Due to the orthog-
onality of the martingale differences, we have E⟨ξk, ξk′ ⟩ = 0 for any k ̸= k

′
. Hence it

follows that

E{∥νn−1Mn∥2} =
n−1∑
k=1

γ2kE{∥νn−1ν
−1
k ξk+1∥2} .

Since ∥ξk+1∥2 ≤ 4∥Xn+1∥2 ≤ C almost surely, we have E{∥νn−1Mn∥2} ≤
C
∑n−1

k=1 γ
2
k∥νn−1ν

−1
k ∥2. Using similar calculations in Cardot et al. [2017], we have∑n−1

k=1 γ
2
k∥νn−1ν

−1
k ∥2 ≤ Cn−α. Then it holds that E∥νn−1Mn∥2 ≤ Cn−α for all n ≥ 1.

To bound E(∥νn−1Rn∥2), we write βn+1 −β = βn −β− γnΦ(βn) + γnξn+1, then
it holds that

E(∥βn+1 − β∥2|Fn) =∥βn − β∥2 + γ2n{∥Φ(βn)∥2 + E(∥ξn+1∥2|Fn)}
− 2γn⟨βn − β,Φ(βn)⟩ .

As ∥Φ(βn)∥2 + E(∥ξn+1∥2|Fn) ≤ 2∥Xn+1∥2 and ⟨βn − β,Φ(βn)⟩ ≥ 0, by taking
the expectation of the two sides, we have E(∥βn+1 − β∥2) ≤ E(∥βn − β∥2) + Cγ2n,
which leads to E(∥βn − β∥2) ≤ C

∑∞
k=1 γ

2
n ≲ C. Similarly, since ∥βn+1 − β∥2 ≤

∥βn − β∥2 + Cγ2n + 2γn⟨ξn+1,βn − β⟩, it holds that

E(∥βn+1−β∥4|Fn) ≤ ∥βn−β∥4+Cγ4n+4γ2nE(∥⟨ξn+1,βn−β⟩∥2|Fn)+Cγ
2
n∥βn−β∥2 .

Together with ∥ξn+1∥ ≤ 2∥Xn+1∥2, E(∥βn+1 − β∥4) ≤ E(∥βn − β∥4) + Cγ2n, we
can show that E(∥βn − β∥4) ≤ C for any n ≥ 1. Because ∥rn∥ ≤ C∥βn − β∥2 by
Proposition 3, it holds that

E(∥νn−1Rn∥2) ≤E


(

n−1∑
k=1

γk∥νn−1ν
−1
k ∥2∥rk∥

)2
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≤ CE


(

n−1∑
k=1

γk∥νn−1ν
−1
k ∥2∥βn − β∥2

)2
 .

By Lemma 5.5 in Cardot et al. [2017], it thus holds that

E(∥νn−1Rn∥2) ≤ C

(
n−1∑
k=1

γk∥νn−1ν
−1
k ∥2E{∥βk − β∥4}1/2

)2

≤ C

E(n/2)∑
k=1

γk∥νn−1ν
−1
k ∥2

2

+ C sup
E(n/2)−1≤k≤n

E{∥βn − β∥4}

 n∑
k=E(n/2)+1

γk∥νn−1ν
−1
k ∥2

2

,

where E(·) denotes the integer function. It follows that

E∥νn−1Rn∥2 ≤ C

E(n/2)∑
k=1

γke
−C

′ ∑n−1
j=k+1 γk

2

+ C sup
E(n/2)−1≤k≤n−1

E∥βk − β∥4 .

Therefore, we can obtain

E∥νn−1Rn∥2 ≤ Ce−C
′
n1−α

+
C

nα
+ C sup

E(n/2)−1≤k≤n

E{∥βk − β∥4} ,

which completes the proof

Lemma 2. Under Assumptions 1 – 3, there exists a positive constant C which depends
on q such that

E{∥βn+1 − β∥4} ≤
(
1− 1

n
1+(q−1)α

q

)2

E{∥βn − β∥4}+ C

n3α
+

C

n2α
E{∥βn − β∥2} ,

for all n ≥ n0 dependent on α, some n0, and q ≥ 1.

Proof. First of all, we write ∥βn+1 − β∥2 as

∥βn+1 − β∥2 =∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥2 + γ2n∥ξn+1∥2 + 2γn⟨βn − β − γnΦ(βn), ξn+1⟩
≤∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥2 + 2γn⟨βn − β, ξn+1⟩+ Cγ2n .

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and the law of iterated expectation with the
fact E{⟨ξn+1,βn − β − γnΦ(βn)⟩∥βn − β∥|Fn} = 0, we have

E{∥βn+1 − β∥4} ≤ E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4}+ Cγ2nE{∥βn+1 − β∥2}+ Cγ4n .
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Since γ4n = o(1/n3α), there exists a positive constant C and n0 such that

E{∥βn+1 − β∥4} ≤ E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4}+ C
1

n2α
E{∥βn+1 − β∥2}+ C

1

n3α
,

for all n ≥ n0. Then we aim at bounding E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4}. Define the set of
the sequence of events for some q ≥ 1 as,

Sn,q :=

{
ω : ∥βn(ω)− β∥ ≤Mn

1−α
q

}
.

If ∥βn − β∥ ≤ 1, then ∥βn∥ ≤ ∥β∥ + 1. By Proposition 2, it holds that ⟨Φ(βn) −
Φ(β),βn − β⟩ ≥ Cβ∥βn − β∥2. As a result, there exists n0, for all n ≥ n0, Cβ ≥
Mn− 1−α

q , we have ⟨Φ(βn),βn − β⟩ ≥Mn− 1−α
q . If ∥βn − β∥ ≥ 1, then

⟨Φ(βn),βn − β⟩ =
∫ 1

0

⟨Γβ+t(βn−β)(βn − β),βn − β⟩dt

≥
∫ 1/∥βn−β∥

0

⟨Γβ+t(βn−β)(βn − β),βn − β⟩dt

≥
∫ 1/∥βn−β∥

0

Cβ∥βn − β∥2dt ≥ Cβ

Mn(1−α)/q
∥βn − β∥2.

It thus holds that ∥βn−β−γnΦ(βn)∥2 ≤ ∥βn−β∥2+γ2n∥βn−β∥2−
2Cβ

Mn(1−α)/q

γ
nα ∥βn−

β∥2. Moreover, by choosing M = 2γCβ, we have ∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥2 ≤ (1 −
n−

1+(q−1)α
q )∥βn − β∥2. Since ∥βn − β∥ ≤ ∥βn−1 − β∥+ γn−1 ≤ ∥β1 − β∥+

∑n−1
i=k γk

for all n ≥ n0. Then it follows that ∥βn − β∥ ≤ Cn1−α for all n ≥ 1, and thus

E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4} = E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4ISn,q
}

+ E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4ISc
n,q
}

≤
(
1− n−

1+(q−1)α
q

)2

E{∥βn − β∥4}+ C
n4−4α

n2p(1−α)/q
,

where the last term is implied by E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4ISc
n,q
} ≤ Cn4−4αP(∥βn −

β∥ ≥ Mn(1−α)/q). Using Markov’s inequality with the fact E(∥βn − β∥p) ≤ C and
mathematical induction, we have

P(∥βn − β∥ ≥Mn
1−α
q ) ≤ E(∥βn − β∥2p)

{Mn
1−α
q }2p

≤ C 1

n2p
1−α
q

.

Then by choosing p > q 4−α
2(1−α) it holds that

E{∥βn − β − γnΦ(βn)∥4} ≤
(
1− n−

1+(q−1)α
q

)2

E{∥βn − β∥4}+ C
1

n3α
,
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which completes the proof.

Appendix B Main Proofs

B.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof of Theorem 1. Let θ ∈ (α, 2α) and q > 1−α
2α−θ , we have 3α−θ >

1−(q−1)α
q . There

exists n0 ≥ 1, which depends on α, θ, such that for all n ≥ n0,(
1− n−

1+(q−1)α
q

)2(
n+ 1

n

)θ

+
C

(n+ 1)3α−θ
= 1− 2n−

1+(q−1)α
q + o(n−

1+(q−1)α
q ) ≤ 1 .

We show by mathematical induction that there are positive constants Cα and Cθ

(Cα ≤ Cθ ≤ 2Cα) such that

E{∥βn − β∥2} ≤ Cα

nα
, E{∥βn − β∥4} ≤ Cθ

nθ
,

for any n ≥ n0. Because max{E{∥βn − β∥2},E{∥βn − β∥4}} ≤ C, we then choose
Cα ≥ n0{E{∥βn−β∥2}} and Cθ ≥ n0{E{∥βn−β∥4}}. Using Lemma 2 by induction,
it holds that with Cθ ≥ 1,

E{∥βn+1 − β∥4} ≤
(
1− n−

1+(q−1)α
q

)2
Cθ

nθ
+
CCα

n3α

≤
(
1− n−

1+(q−1)α
q

)2(
n+ 1

n

)θ
Cθ

(n+ 1)θ

+ Cα

(
n+ 1

n

)3α
1

(n+ 1)3α−θ

Cθ

(n+ 1)θ
≤ Cθ

(n+ 1)θ
.

With Lemma 1, it also holds that

E{∥βn+1 − β∥2} ≤ C

(n+ 1)α
+ C2θ+1 Cα

(n+ 1)θ
.

By choosing Cα ≥ C and C2θ+1

(n+1)θ−α ≤ 1 for all n ≥ n0, we have E{∥βn+1 − β∥2} ≤
Cα

(n+1)α . As a result, we complete the proof by taking Cα ≥ maxn≤n0{nα0E{∥βn−β∥2}}
and Cθ ≥ maxn≤n0

{nθ0E{∥βn − β∥4}}.

B.2 Proof of Proposition 1

Proof of Proposition 1. In the proof of Theorem 1, we have shown that E{∥βn −
β∥2} = O(n−α) and E{∥βn − β∥4} = O(n−θ), To apply Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, we
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only need to show that, there exists some δ > 0,

∑
n≥1

P
(
∥βn − β∥ ≥ 1

nδ

)
<∞ . (B2)

According to Markov’s inequality, it holds that

∑
n≥1

P
(
∥βn − β∥ ≥ 1

nδ

)
≤
∑
n≥1

n4δE(∥βn − β∥4) ≤
∑
n≥1

C

nθ−4δ
.

By choosing 1 < θ < 2α and a constant δ satisfying δ < (θ − 1)/4, then it holds that∑
n≥1 n

−θ+4δ <∞. Therefore, equation (B2) holds and we have

lim
n→∞

∥βn − β∥ → 0 a.s .

Finally, the almost sure consistency of β̄n is obtained by a direct application of
Toeplitz’s lemma.

B.3 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof of Theorem 2. Recall the decomposition βk+1 = (IH−γkΓβ)βk+γkξk+1−γkrk ,
then by algebra, it holds that

Γββk = ξk+1 − rk +
1

γk
(βk − βk+1) .

The averaged estimator can be re-written as

√
nΓβ(β̄n − β) =

1√
n

(
T1
γ1
− Tn+1

γn
+

n∑
k=2

Tk

(
1

γk
− 1

γk−1

)
−

n∑
k=1

rk

)
+

1√
n

n∑
k=1

ξk+1 ,

where Tn = βn − β. As T1 is bounded almost surely, we have n−1/2γ−1
1 T1 =

o(1), a.s. By Theorem 1, E{∥n−1/2γ−1
n Tn∥2} = O(n−1n2αn−α) = O(nα−1), we have

n−1/2γ−1
n Tn = op(1). Moreover, as |γ−1

k − γ−1
k−1| ≤ 2αγkα−1, it holds that

1

n
E

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

k=2

Tk

(
1

γk
− 1

γk−1

)∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ 1

n

( n∑
k=2

|γ−1
k − γ−1

k−1|
√

E∥βk − β∥2
)2

≲
1

n
4α2

( n∑
k=2

kα/2−1

)2

= O
(

1

n1−α

)
.
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Hence, we have n−1/2
∑n

k=2 Tk(γ
−1
k − γ−1

k−1)
P−→ 0. Finally, by choosing θ ∈ (1, 2α),

n−1/2
∑n

k=1 rk
P−→ 0, it holds that

1

n
E

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

k=1

rk

∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ 1

n

( n∑
k=1

√
E∥βk − β∥4

)2

≤ 1

n

( n∑
k=1

1

kθ/2

)2

= O
(

1

nθ−1

)
.

Let Ξn = E(ξn+1 ⊗ ξn+1|Fn), then we have

Ξn = E
(
Xn+1X

T
n+1 ⊗ {(Yn+1 −Xn+1βn)⊗ (Yn+1 −Xn+1βn)}

∥Yn+1 −Xn+1βn∥2

∣∣∣∣Fn

)
−Φ(βn)⊗Φ(βn) .

By some algebra, it holds that

∥Φ(βn)∥ ≤ E
(

2

∥Y −XTβ∥

)
∥E(XXT )∥∥βn − β∥ .

Under Assumption 3, as E{∥U − h∥−1} ≤ C, we have ∥Φ(βn)∥ ≤ C∥βn − β∥ → 0
almost surely. We then define

B0 = E
(
{(Yn+1 −Xn+1β)⊗ (Yn+1 −Xn+1β)}

∥Yn+1 −Xn+1β∥2

)
.

Based on some similar computation for Φ(βn), and together with Assumption 3, it
holds that

∥Ξn −XnX
T
n ⊗B0∥ ≤ C∥βn − β∥ → 0, a.s .

To show the asymptotic normality, we only need to check the conditions of the func-
tional central limit theorem (CLT) for Hilbert-valued martingales [Lavrentyev and
Nazarov, 2016]. For any orthonormal basis ei, ej ∈ Hd, it holds that∣∣∣∣ 1n

n∑
k=1

E{⟨ξk ⊗ ξkei, ej⟩|Fk−1} − ⟨(D⊗B0)ei, ej⟩
∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥D∥ 1n

n∑
k=1

∥βk − β∥ P−→ 0 ,

where D = n−1
∑n

i=1 XiX
T
i . Similarly, it also can be shown that |E{∥ξk∥2|Fk−1} −

tr(XnX
T
n ⊗B0)| ≤ C∥βn − β∥ P−→ 0. Then we have∣∣∣∣ 1n

n∑
k=1

E{∥ξk∥2|Fk−1} − tr{D⊗B0}
∣∣∣∣ P−→ 0 .

Finally, because of maxk ∥ξk∥ ≤ maxk ∥Xk∥ ≤ C, and ∥D− Σ∥ → 0 almost surely, it

holds that 1√
n

∑n
k=1 ξk+1

L−→ N(0,Σ⊗B0) under Assumption 1-4. Since Γβ is positive

definite according to Proposition 2, it holds that

βn − β
L−→ N(0,Σ−1 ⊗A−1

0 B0A
−1
0 ) ,
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which completes the proof.

B.4 Proof of Theorem 3

Lemma 3. Suppose Assumptions 1–3 are satisfied, we have for any n ≥ 1,

∥∇Gβ̄n
(Υn)− Γ̂β̄n

(Υn)∥ ≤ C∥Υn∥2,

where Γ̂β̄n
= ∇2Gβ̄n

(0).

Proof. Note that ∇Gβ̄n
(0) = 0, applying Taylor’s expansion with integral remainders,

we have

∇Gβ̄n
(Υn) =∇Gβ̄n

(0) +

∫ 1

0

∇2Gβ̄n
(t(Υn))Υndt

=

∫ 1

0

∇2Gβ̄n
(tΥn)Υndt .

It then holds that

∥∇Gβ̄n
(Υn)− Γ̂β̄n

(Υn)∥ =
∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

{∇2Gβ̄n
(0)−∇2Gβ̄n

(tΥn)}Υndt

∥∥∥∥
≤
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥{∇2Gβ̄n
(0)−∇2Gβ̄n

(tΥn)}Υn

∥∥∥dt .
According to the proof of Proposition 2, we have∥∥∥{∇2Gβ̄n

(0)−∇2Gβ̄n
(tΥn)}Υn

∥∥∥ ≤ CE{∥W (Y−XT β̄n)−tXTΥn∥−2∥Υn∥2|Fn} ≤ C∥Υn∥2 .

the last inequality is implied by Assumption 3 with ∥W (Y − XT β̄n) − tΥn∥−2 ≤
∥Y −XT β̄n − tΥn∥−2 + ∥Y −Xβ̄n + tΥn∥−2.

Lemma 4. Suppose Assumptions 1–3 are satisfied, we have

∥(Γ̂β̄n
− Γβ)Υn∥ ≤ C∥β̄n − β∥∥Υn∥,

for any n ≥ 1.

Proof. Recall that Γβ is defined as

Γβ = Σ⊗ E
{

1

∥Y −XTβ∥

(
IH −

(Y −XTβ)⊗ (Y −XTβ)

∥Y −XTβ∥2

)}
.

We express φh,h′ , a function [0, 1]→ Hd, as

φh,h′ (t) =Γβ+th(h
′
)
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=Σ⊗ E
{

1

∥Y −XTβ − tXTh∥

(
IH −

(Y −XTβ − tXTh)⊗ (Y −XTβ − tXTh)

∥Y −XTβ − tXTh∥2

)}
(h

′
) .

Then we can write (Γ̂β̄n
− Γβ)Υn = E{φβ̄n−β,Υn

(1) − φβ̄n−β,Υn
(0)|Fn}, and it thus

follows that

E{φβ̄n−β,Υn
(1)− φβ̄n−β,Υn

(0)|Fn} =
∫ 1

0

E{φ
′

β̄n−β(t)|Fn}dt .

It also holds that ∥
∫ 1

0
E{φ′

β̄n−β,Υn
(t)|Fn}dt∥ ≤ supt∈[0,1] E{∥φ

′

β̄n−β,Υn
(t)∥|Fn}.

Based on the proof of Proposition 3, we have

E{∥φ
′

h,h′ (t)∥} ≤ 6C∥h∥∥h
′
∥} .

Hence, it follows that

E{∥φ
′

β̄n−β,Υn
(t)∥|Fn} ≤ CE{∥Y−XTβ−tXT (β̄n−β)∥−2∥β̄n−β∥∥Υn∥|Fn} ≤ C∥β̄n−β∥∥Υn∥ ,

which completes the proof.

The following lemma gives the convergence rates of Υn in L2 and L4. As its proof
is particularly similar to that of Theorem 1, we omit it here.
Lemma 5. Under Assumptions 1 – 4, for all θ ∈ (α, 2α) and n ≥ 1, it holds that

E{∥Υn∥2} = O
(

1

nα

)
, E{∥Υn∥4} = O

(
1

nθ

)
.

Next, we give the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. By rearranging the decomposing (6) and (7), it holds that

Υn+1 = (IH − γnΓβ)Υn + γnηn+1 − γnrn1 − γnrn2 ,

where ηn = ∇Gβ̄n
(Υn) + Xn+1(Λn+1 − XT

n+1Υn)∥Λn+1 − XT
n+1Υn∥−1, rn1 =

Φβ̄n
(Υn) − Γ̂β̄n

Υn and rn2 = (Γ̂β̄n
− Γβ)Υn. To bound the remainder term rn1 and

rn2, using the results from Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, we have ∥rn1∥ ≤ C∥Υn∥2 and
∥rn2∥ ≤ C∥β̄n −β∥∥Υn∥. By some simple algebra with rk = rk1 + rk2, we can obtain
that for any k ≥ 1

ΓβΥk = ηk+1 − rk +
1

γk
(Υk −Υk+1) .

Summing up these equalities, we have nΓβῩn =
∑n

k=1
1
γk
(Υk − Υk+1) −

∑n
k=1 rk +∑n

k=1 ηk+1 . Then it holds that with Sn+1 =
∑n

k=1 ηk+1,

√
nΓβΥn =

1√
n

{
Υ1

γ1
− Υn+1

γn
+

n∑
k=2

Υk

(
1

γk
− 1

γk−1

)}
− 1√

n

n∑
k=1

rk +
1√
n
Sn+1 .
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To use the martingale CLT for 1√
n
Sn+1, we denote

η∗n = Xn+1
Λn+1

∥Λn+1∥
=Wn+1

Xn+1(Yn+1 −Xn+1β̄n)

∥Yn+1 −Xn+1β̄n∥
,

and write 1√
n
S∗
n+1 = 1√

n

∑n
k=1 η

∗
k+1. According to Corollary 6 in Lavrentyev and

Nazarov [2016], conditional on observations, we have 1√
n
S∗
n+1

L−→ N(0,Ωn), where Ωn

is defined as

Ωn =
1

n

n∑
k=1

Xk+1X
T
k+1 ⊗ {(Yk+1 −Xk+1β̄k)⊗ (Yk+1 −Xk+1β̄k)}

∥Yk+1 −Xk+1β̄k∥2
.

Let Ω∗
n denote 1

n

∑n
k=1

Xk+1X
T
k+1⊗{(Yk+1−Xk+1β)⊗(Yk+1−Xk+1β)}

∥Yk+1−Xk+1β∥2 , then it holds that

∥Ωn − Ω∗
n∥ ≤

1

n

n∑
k=1

C

∥Yk+1 −Xk+1β∥
∥β̄k − β∥

≤C

{
1

n

n∑
k=1

1

∥Yk+1 −Xk+1β∥2

}1/2{
1

n

n∑
k=1

∥β̄k − β∥2
}1/2

,

where the second inequality is implied by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. Due to
E{∥U −h∥−2} ≤ C imposed in Assumption 3 and ∥β̄n−β∥ → 0 almost surely, it thus

holds that ∥Ωn − Ω∗
n∥

P−→ 0. For any u ∈ Hd, we have ⟨u,Ω∗
nu⟩

P−→ ⟨u,D ⊗ B0u⟩ by
law of large numbers. Conditional on observations, it holds that

sup
t∈R

∣∣∣∣P(⟨u,G⟩ ≤ t)− P∗(⟨u, 1√
n
S∗
n⟩ ≤ t)

∣∣∣∣ p−→ 0

where G
L−→ N(0,D⊗B0). Let r

∗
k = ηk− η∗k, and note that {r∗n}n≥1 is also a sequence

of martingale differences, we have

∥E (r∗k ⊗ r∗k|Fn)∥ ≤ CE{∥Yn+1 −Xnβ̄n∥−1|Fn}∥Υn∥ ,

Since ∥Υn∥ → 0 almost surely, it follows that ∥E (r∗k ⊗ r∗k|Fn)∥ → 0 almost surely. We

then have 1√
n

∑n
k=1 r

∗
k+1

P−→ 0.

In the following steps, we deal with the remainder terms. As Υ1 is bounded almost

surely, it holds that 1√
n
∥Υ1

γ1
∥ p−→ 0, and E{∥n−1/2Υn+1γ

−1
n ∥2} ≤ Cn−1nα → 0, with

Chebyshev’s inequality n−1/2Υn+1γ
−1
n

p−→ 0. Moreover, |γ−1
k − γ−1

k−1| ≤ 2αγkα−1. By
Lemma 5.5 of Cardot et al. [2017], we have

1

n
E

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

k=2

Υk

(
1

γk
− 1

γk−1

)∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ 1

n

( n∑
k=2

|γ−1
k − γ−1

k−1|
√

E∥Υk∥2
)2
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≲
1

n
4α2

( n∑
k=2

kα/2−1

)2

= O
(

1

n1−α

)
.

We also have n−1/2
∑n

k=2 Υk(γ
−1
k − γ−1

k−1)
p−→ 0. Finally, it holds that

1

n
E

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

k=1

rk

∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ 1

n

( n∑
k=1

√
E∥rk∥2

)2

≲
1

n

( n∑
k=1

√
E∥rk1∥2 + E∥rk2∥2

)2

≤ 1

n

( n∑
k=1

√
E∥Υk∥4 + E∥β̄k − β∥2∥Υk∥2

)2

≤ 1

n

( n∑
k=1

1

kθ/2

)2

= O
(

1

nθ−1

)
.

Note that the third inequality relies on Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, and the last inequality

is indicated by Lemma 5. As a result, we have 1√
n

∑n
k=1 rk

p−→ 0, which completes the

proof.

B.5 Proof of Theorem 4

Proof of Theorem 4. Let δl = βr
n(tl) − β(tl) = β̄n(tl) − β(tl), l = 1, . . . ,m, and let h

be the linear interpolation of {tl, ηl}, defined as

h(t) =


δ1, 0 ≤ t ≤ t1,
tl+1−t
tl+1−tl

δl +
t−tl

tl+1−tl
δl+1, tl ≤ t ≤ tl+1,

δm, tl ≤ t ≤ 1.

Write βr
n(t) = Qr(β(t)+h(t)), where Qr is the operator associated with the rth order

spline interpolation. For a general function f , it holds that Qr(f) is the solution to

Qr(f) = argmin
g∈W r

2

∫
{g(r)(t)}2dt subject to g(tl) = f(tl)(l = 1, . . . ,m) .

Since Qr is a linear operator, we have Qr(β(t) + h(t)) = Qr(β) +Qr(h), and

∥βr
n − β∥2 ≤ ∥Qr(β)− β∥2 + ∥Qr(h)∥2 .

The approximation error led by the rth spline interpolation for β can be bounded by
Devore and Lorentz [1993], that is,

∥Qr(β)− β∥22 ≲ m−2r .

Based on the proof of Theorem 2, it holds that ∥β̄n − β∥2 = Op(1/n). Moreover, by

choosing H = L2[0, 1], we have
∫ 1

0
(β̄n(t) − β(t))dt = Op(1/n). Therefore, it follows
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that

∥Qr(h)∥2 ≲ ∥h∥22 ≲m−1
m∑
l=1

δ2l =
1

m

m∑
l=1

(β̄n(tl)− β(tl))
2 ≤

∫ 1

0

(β̄n(t)− β(t))2dt{1 + op(1)}

= ∥β̄n − β∥22{1 + op(1)} = Op

(
1

n

)
.
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