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Abstract

In this article, we study whether the slope functions of two functional regression
models in two samples are associated with any arbitrary transformation (barring con-
stant and linear transformation) or not along the vertical axis. In order to address
this issue, a statistical testing of the hypothesis problem is formalized, and the test
statistic is formed based on the estimated second derivative of the unknown transfor-
mation. The asymptotic properties of the test statistics are investigated using some
advanced techniques related to the empirical process. Moreover, to implement the test
for small sample size data, a Bootstrap algorithm is proposed, and it is shown that the
Bootstrap version of the test is as good as the original test for sufficiently large sample
size. Furthermore, the utility of the proposed methodology is shown for simulated data

sets, and DTT data is analyzed using this methodology.

1 Introduction

1.1 Background, Problem of Interest and Literature Review

In recent times, technology has made significant advancements, resulting in an increasing

amount of functional data. Instead of scalar or multivariate vectors, each observation now



represents a curve, as highlighted in monographs such as Ramsay and Silverman (2005);
Hsing and Eubank (2015); Kokoszka and Reimherr (2017). These functional data are not
limited to a specific field and can be found in diverse areas such as medicine, biology, eco-
nomics, chemistry, engineering, and phonetics. Specifically speaking, functional data are
usually obtained through technologies such as imaging techniques, accelerometers, spec-
troscopy, spectrometry, and any other measurement on a dense grid collected over time,
space, or any other ordered functional domain. For all these research problems of functional
data analysis (FDA), the scalar-on-functional linear model is a well-known modeling concept
in the literature (see the review article of Reiss et al. (2017), entirely dedicated to scalar-on-
function regression). Strictly speaking, the scalar-on-functional regression model regresses
the scalar-valued response by the functional valued covariates. In the course of work on the
scalar-on-functional linear model, the statistical inferences on the unknown slope function,
i.e., the functional coefficients linked to functional covariates (see Model (4) for details) are of
particular interest in many practical problems. Some potential issues related to this context

are described below.

There have been a few works related to statistical inferences such as the estimation and
testing of hypotheses on the slope functions available in the literature (see, e.g., Kutta et al.
(2022); Dette and Tang (2024) and a few references therein). In particular, the estimation of
Bs(t) (s =1 and 2) in Model (4) is studied by Hérmann and Kidzinski (2015); Yuan and Cai
(2010a); Wang and Kim (2023); Cardot et al. (2003) based on various methodologies, and a
few other articles investigated testing of hypothesis problems on f,(t) (see, e.g., Cardot et al.
(1999, 2003); Yao et al. (2005); Miller and Stadtmiiller (2005); Cai et al. (2006); Cai and
Hall (2006); Hall et al. (2007, 2006); Li and Hsing (2007); Zhang and Chen (2007); Cardot
and Johannes (2010); Delaigle and Hall (2012); Yuan and Cai (2010a); Cai and Yuan (2012);
Shang and Cheng (2015) among many more.). Among them, Cardot et al. (2003); Hilgert
et al. (2013); Lei (2014) compared the slope functions in the regression model having the
same covariates to a common response variable for different groups, and we come across such
comparison often in checking whether the growth curves of the boys and the girls are same
or not or in checking whether climate pattern of a country is changing or not over a period of
time (see, e.g., Hall and Van Keilegom (2007)). In the course of this study, they formulated
test statistic based on the pooled sample using some appropriate distance between estimated

slope functions.

However, the same techniques cannot be used once one would like to test whether the
two slope functions, i.e., §1(t) and (5(t) are the same up to an arbitrary non-linear (i.e.,

excluding constant and linear function) transformation g or not as described in Statement
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(3), and for example, such complex relationship between two regression curves or the slope
functions often appear in Diffusion Tensor Imaging (DTI) analysis (see, e.g., Pomann et al.
(2016)). In DTI analysis, the regression operators are associated with the directedness of the
water diffusion (response variable) measured by DTI scans and the Corpus Callosum (CCA)
on Paced Auditory Serial Addition Test (PASAT) scores at two visits of Multiple Sclerosis
(MS) patients (see Greven et al. (2011) for more details), and one may be interested to know
whether the slope functions associated with CCA and PASAT are associated with some
non-linear transformation or not. Motivated by such examples, in this article, we develop a
unified statistical inference framework for testing whether the slope function of one group is
same as a non-linear function of that of the other group or not. To the best of knowledge,
this is the first initiative to demonstrate such a framework. The formal description of the

problem is available in Sections 1.2 and 2.1 and 2.2.

1.2 Contributions

As mentioned earlier, the first major contribution in this work is that we have checked
whether two slope functions in scalar-on-function regression on two groups are the same or
not up to some non-linear transformation. In notations, suppose that each group s = 1 and
2, Y, is a scalar response variable, and X is a predictor variable which is assumed to be
a random function defined on a compact set 7 = [0, 1]. Consider now a scalar-on-function

regression model for s-th group, (for s = 1,2)

Y, = a, + /01 By(0)[X, (1) — BIX,(E)dt + e, (1)

where for s = 1 and 2, , are unknown constants and 3, € £5([0, 1]) are unknown functional
slopes for two groups. Moreover, E{¢,} = 0 and E{e?} = 02, which are finite and unknown,
and a few more technical assumptions will be stated in appropriate places. We are now

interested in testing the following hypothesis.
Hy : p1(t) = g(Ba(t)) for all linear (including constant) transformation g, (2)

against

Hy : pi(t) = g(Ba(t)) for some non-linear transformation g, (3)

where ¢ € [0,1]. In order to test the above hypothesis, we propose a test statistic based

on the L., norm of the estimator of the second derivative of g. The detailed explanation



of considering the second derivative of g is discussed in Section 2.2. In notation, the test

statistic T, is of the form T,, = sup |[¢"(¢)|, where T is a certain random interval, and g”(¢)
teT

is a certain estimator of the second derivative of g. In this study, we derive the asymptotic
distribution of 7T,, after appropriate normalization. Note that when g(z) = z, it then is
equivalent to test whether two slope functions are pointwise equal or not, and this test was
studied by Horvéth et al. (2009). More generally, even when g(x) = ax + b for some a € R
and b € R, then also, it is equivalent to test whether two slope functions are pointwise
equal or not after some linear transformation, and the methodology adopted by Horvath
et al. (2009) can be applied for such cases as well. However, for any non-linear g, testing
hypotheses H, against H; (see (2) and (3)) is an entirely different and much more complex
problem than that of the work done by Horvath et al. (2009). Such a complex problem is

addressed in this work.

In this context, we would like to emphasize that the aforesaid test is entirely different from
the curve registration problems (see, e.g., Collier and Dalalyan (2015); Gamboa et al. (2007);
Hérdle and Marron (1990); Dhar and Wu (2023)). In the curve registration problems, the
curves are related to each other by some transformations along the horizontal axis whereas in
Statement (3), 51(t) and 52(t) are associated with some non-linear transformation along the
vertical axis. As indicated before, the relationship described in Statement (3) often appears
in reality. For example, recently researchers in medical science are extensively studying the
relationship between systolic blood pressure and white matter lesions in individuals with
hypertension, and a few studies have found that the relationship between these two time-
dependent variables is quadratic in nature (see, e.g., the SPRINT Research Group (2019)).
Another example is that in the inter-phase of Finance and Environmental Science (see, e.g.,
Xu et al. (2022)), social scientists are interested in knowing the relationship between the
financial development and the carbon dioxide emissions over the last one hundred years or
so in the G7 countries (i.e., Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom
(UK), and the United State (US)). Such impressive real-life examples further indicate the
importance of the hypothesis problem described in Statements (2) and (3).

The next major contribution of the work is related to the implementation of the test. It
is indeed true that using the results described in Theorem 4.3, one can implement the test
when the sample size is sufficiently large. However, for a moderate or small sample size,
implementing a test with the assertion in Theorem 4.3 may not have adequate performance.
To overcome this problem, we propose a bootstrap procedure with a better rate of conver-

gence (see Theorem 4.4), which leads to better performance of the test for the data with a



small sample size.

1.3 Challenges

The first challenge was related to the fact that the supremum involved in the test statis-
tic is defined over a random interval (see Equation (22)), and hence, it is not possible to
apply well-known continuous mapping theorem to tackle the issue related to the supremum
operator. To overcome this problem, we first establish the asymptotic distribution of the
modified test statistic, where the supremum is taken over a certain fixed interval. Afterward,
we show that the difference between the modified test statistic and the original test statistic

is negligible.

The second major challenge is related to the estimation and other issues associated with
statistical inference on the non-linear transformation g and its second-order derivatives. In
this study, ¢ is estimated based on 31 (t) and Bg(t) evaluated at discrete time points, where
51 (t) and Bz(t) are certain estimators of the slope parameters of two groups, denoted by
B1(t) and Ba(t), respectively. Moreover, the number of discrete time points (i.e., m,; see
the description in Section 3.2) may vary over the sample size as well. Hence, one needs
to carefully modify the well-known techniques of non-parametric regression such as local
polynomial regression technique to study the various properties of the estimator of ¢ and its

second-order derivatives.

The third major challenge is related to the choice of discrete points, where /3, (t) and Bs (t)
are observed, and those observations are used in estimating ¢g and its second derivative. Here
the number of discrete points varies with sample size n, and hence, the optimum choice of
the number of discrete points is not easily tractable. To overcome it, one can choose various
functions of the sample size such as logarithmic or exponential transformation, and afterward,
one can check what type of transformation gives the best result in various numerical studies

(see Section 5 for details).

Moreover, the issue that we mentioned as the third challenge also often leads to a skewed
signal-to-noise ratio as the second derivative of g is estimated based on 3, (t) and f2(t). Note
that it follows from the Model (18) that the estimators of g and its derivatives depend on the
variables U; and V; (j = 1,...,m,,) having similar to the measurement errors, where U; and
V; are constructed based on f(t;) and [2(¢;), respectively. This issue makes the estimator
of the second derivative of g unstable, and consequently, the test statistic T}, is so. To have

a stable estimator of the second derivative of g, one needs to carefully choose the bandwidth



and the kernel function associated with the estimator of the second derivative of g (see the

conditions described in Section 4).

1.4 Organization of the article

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce our model and details of
preliminaries of the methodology that is proposed in this article. In Section 2.1, we describe
the statistical model and frame the problem of hypothesis testing. Later, in Section 3,
we present the methodology to carry out the testing of hypothesis problems in detail. In
Section 4, we thoroughly investigate various large sample statistical properties and related
facts of the proposed test. We report some simulation results to demonstrate the finite
sample performance of the proposed method in Section 5, followed by the analysis of one
benchmark data-set on DTT in Section 6. Section 7 concludes with a brief discussion and

the future direction of this research. All technical details are included in the Appendix.

1.5 Notation

We here summarize the notations used in this article.

e 1(x € A) denotes the indicator function, which takes value 1 if x € Aand 0 if x ¢ A
for a set A.

< b,, indicates a,, < Cb,, for alln € N

~

e For any two sequences {a, },>1 and {b,}n>1, an

for some C' > 0, and C' does not depend on n.

e For any two sequences {a,}n,>1 and {b,},>1, a, = O(b,) indicates that there exists
some M > 0 such that [§=| < M for all n > No(M). Further, a, = o(b,) indicates
that lim dn _ 0.

n—oo n

e For any sequence of random variables {Z,},>1, Z, = O,(a,) indicates that E|Z,|" =

O(al).

e For any vector a € R? (p > 1), a® := aaT.

e e, € RP is denoted as a vector of length p, such that e, = (e1, -+ ,e,)" where ¢; =
1(j = k)



e |[f()|leo = sup |f(x)|, where S, is the support of f.
IESm
e diag(ai,...,a,) denotes a m X m matrix, whose i-th diagonal element is a; (i =
1,...,m), and all non-diagonal elements are zero.

e For any real number a, |a] is the largest integer less than a.

e For any non-negative integers a and b, v,y = [v*K°(v)dv, where K : R — R is such
that [ K(z)dz = 1.

e For any two constants ci,cz, S(ci,c) = {f : [fP(w) — fD(w)| < clur —
ug|~?, for all d = |c;]}, where f@ denotes the d-th derivative of f. This is well-
known Holder class of functions (see, e.g., (Tsybakov, 1997)).

e For any arbitrary point vy in the support of a real valued smooth function f, fU(uv,)

denotes the j-th derivative f at vy.

2 Formulation of the problem

2.1 Description of the model

Suppose that (Ys;, X)), (s € {1,2}) are two independent random samples identically
distributed with (Y, X;), where Y is a scalar-valued response, and X is Lo([T])-valued
random element. Here Ly([T]) = {f : T — R | f is measurable and [ f*(z)dz < oo},
T C R is a compact set, and without loss of generality, we consider 7 = [0, 1] unless
mentioned otherwise. Note that the continuity of the sample paths of X(¢) (¢ € [0,1]) is
sufficient to be a L£5([0, 1])-valued random element in view of the fact that a continuous
function on a compact set is uniformly bounded. Now, recall from Section 1.2 that for s
(s € {1,2})-th group,

Y, = a, + /0 By(0)[X, (1) — BLX,(0)V]dt + e, (4)

The model (4) is well-known scalar-on-function regression in Statistics literature (see, e.g.,
Introduction in Kutta et al. (2022)). In this model, for s = 1 and 2, «; are unknown constants
and 5 € L£5([0,1]) are unknown functional slopes for two groups. Moreover, we assume that

X, and ¢, are independent for each group along with E{e;} = 0 and E{e?} = 0% < o0,



where o2 is unknown. More technical conditions will be described at appropriate places in

the subsequent sections.

2.2 Statement of the problem

Recall the statement of the hypothesis described in Statements (2) and (3).
Hy : B1(t) = g(Pa(t)) for all linear (including constant) transformation g,

against

Hy : pi(t) = g(Ba(t)) for some non-linear transformation g,

where t € [0, 1]. In general, we are interested in testing whether 5 and (; are associated with
any arbitrary non-linear transformation or not along the vertical axis, i.e., the hypothesis
described in Statement (3). First, it needs to explain why one may not be interested in the
constant and linear transformation between (;(f) and (52(t) along the vertical axis, which
is asserted in Statement (2). Note that for the constant association, it becomes equivalent
to check f;(t) equals some constant for all ¢ € 7, which does not involve any information
about [5(t). Secondly, for linear transformation, it is equivalent to test equality between
B1(t) = Pa(t) after appropriate standardization of the data, and this test is well studied
in the literature (see, e.g., Hall and Van Keilegom (2007)). Hence, in order to avoid the
aforementioned cases, the alternative equivalent statement of the hypothesis is formulated

in a strict sense, and a technical description of it is as follows.

Consider the following class of functions on a certain interval [vy, vy):
Coy vy = {g(u) : ¢"(u) =0 for all u € [v1,vq]}, (5)

where ¢ is twice differentiable, and ¢” denotes the second order derivatives of g. Therefore,
strictly speaking, equivalent to the hypothesis described at the beginning of this subsection,

we are interested to test

Hy: g€ Cyyu, (6)
against the alternative

Hy:g¢Cyvs (7)
where v; = min 55(t) and vy = max Sa(t).

te[0,1] te[0,1]

The next section develops the methodology to carry out the test Hy against H; described



in (6) and (7), respectively.

3 Development of methodology

3.1 Preliminaries of methodology

We first briefly discuss the functional principal component analysis (FPCA) of the
infinite-dimensional parameters associated with X,(¢), t € T, which is the backbone of
this work. Let us denote Vi(t1,ts) = cov{X,(t1), X (t2)} for t1,t2 € T and assume that the
integral operator from Ly(7) into itself with kernel V; (which is known as covariance oper-
ator) being injective, self-adjoint and non-negative definite. Now, due to Mercer’s theorem
(Mercer, 1909), for a symmetric, continuous and non-negative definite kernel function Vj,

one has the following representation

‘/s(tla t2) = Z )‘srgbsr(tl)gbsr (t2)7 (8)

where {(As, @sr) }r>1 are the set of eigen-components, and the convergence of Equation (8)
is in Ly sense. Here the eigen-values for each group Ag; > A > - -+ > 0 are non-increasing
sequence of eigen-values tending to zero, and {¢,,.}22; is an orthonormal basis of Lo(7) with

the following relation
/ is(tla t2)¢sr(t2)dt1 - )\sr(ésr(tZ); r>1. (9)
T

Further, in the same spirit of Equations (8) and (9), due to Kosambi-Karhunen-Loeve
expansion (Kosambi, 1943; Karhunen, 1946; Loeve, 1946), we have

Bs(t) = Z bsr(rbsr(t) (10)

in L9 sense, and

X(t) = B{X ()} + ) &arbur(t)

with probability 1, where by, and &, (r = 1,...,00) are coefficients of the expansions. In



other words,

bsr :/7_ﬁs(t)¢sr(t)dt

gsr = / [Xs(t) - E{Xs(t)}]¢sr(t)dt
T

and

Using these relationships, Model (4) becomes

Yi=ao+ ) bulo+es=1.2, (11)
r=1
where for a fixed s, &, (r = 1,...,00) are uncorrelated centred random variables with

variance \g.. Here Ay, is the same as defined in Equation (9). It is also important to note
that

bsr = E{gsry;}/)\sra
for s =1,2 and r > 1.

Now, for the given data {Y;;, X}, (s € {1,2}), we first estimate V;(¢,t2) by empirical

covariance function
Vi(t1, t2) Z{st t1) = Xao(t) H{Xei(t2) — Xo(t2)} (12)

for t1,t, € T, where X,(¢) = - 3" X, ;(t). Next, using empirical spectral decomposition,

we have

t17t2 Z 5r¢s7‘ 131 gbsr t2) (13)

where Xsl > ng > --- > 0 are non-decreasing sequence of empirical eigen-values, and the

orthonormal eigen-functions {(E;}rzl such that
/ ‘Z(th t2)$sr(t1)dt1 - //\\sréﬁ\sr(h) (14)
-

for » > 1 and s = 1 and 2. Note that, since the rank of ‘A/S is finite, based on the augmented

version of the expansion of b,,, we have

Ks,ns

= Z/l;srasr(t% (15)

10



where K, ,,, is the cut-off level such that kg, , — 0o as n = min(ny,ny) — 0o (see, e.g., Hall
et al. (2007)),

nL er:e,i
Dy = —1 16
o (16)
and
—~ 1 & _ ~
Eo= Y | [ 1) - X000 (17)
S =1

Here A, and ggsr(.) are the same as defined in (13). Next, we discuss the formulation of the

test statistic for testing Hy against H; described in Statements (6) and (7), respectively.

3.2 Formulation of test statistic

Let us consider arbitrary time-points 0 < t; < --- < t,,, <1, and denote U; = B\l (t;) and
V= BAQ(t;r) forj=1,---,m,, where Bl() and B\g() are the same as defined in Equation (15),
and ¢ - ,tfare from the set {t1,--- ¢z, } such that 52(251) < e < Eg(tjnn) Consider
now the following model :

U; = g(V;) + 1, (18)

where ¢ is the unknown function described in the hypotheses H, in Statement (6) and H,
in Statement (7), and 7; is the random error. Note that here the number of time points m,,
depends on n, and m, — oo as n — o0o. In view of the aforesaid fact, the random variables
U,, V; and n; defined in Model (18) depend on n as well. In order to carry out the testing
of the hypothesis problem described in H, against H; (see Statements (6) and (7)), one
needs to estimate the second derivative of g, which is indicated from the definition of C,, .,
(see (5)). In this study, to estimate the second derivative of g, we adopt well-known local
quadratic smoother (Fan and Gijbels, 1996) i.e., a special case of local polynomial regression
with degree 2. The implementation of the local quadratic smoothing technique in this case
is as follows.

3.2.1 Local polynomial smoothing

Suppose that K (t) denotes the kernel function, and the sequence of positive smoothing
bandwidth {A,,, },>1 is such that h,,, — 0 as n — co. Here K(.) is a non-negative function
such that [ K(t)dt = 1, symmetric around 0, i.e., K(—t) = K(¢) for allt € R, and K),,, (t) =
ﬁK (t/hm,) for all ¢ € R. In addition to the notation of U; and V; described in Section

11



3.2, where we define a few more notations.
1 Vi—v (Vi—v? (Vi—v)’
o X(v):=|: ; : ; € Rmnx4,

o Wi, (u) = diag {K (%) K (V—‘)} € Rmnxmn,

Bamn

e e3:=(0,0,1,0)T, and consequently,

Shmn (’U 2) - (Sl h"Ln (U 2) e Smn h"Ln (U7 2))T
— 26T {X (1) Wy, (0)X (1)} X(0)TW,,, (v) € R™. (19)

Next, the second derivative of the function g is given by §”(u) = 7> obtained from
(:)/\0 :)/\17 /7\27 33)
_ 2 312
=arg min Z{U Y1(V; = v) = %2(V; —0)* = 33(V; = v)*} Ky, (V; —v).
Y0,71,725,73
(20)

In matrix notation, using the formulation in Equation (20) and definition of sy, in Equation
(19), g, (v) can be written as

D)= 510 (5 DBi(E]). 1)

We use local polynomial estimators since in a classical setting with fully observed data, the
estimators based on local polynomial regression are known to have useful properties with
regard to the boundary condition and sampling design (see Fan and Gijbels (1996)). More-
over, it provides a complete asymptotic description such as consistency and distributional
convergence that could be useful in Section 4.

12



3.2.2 Test statistic

Finally, to test Hy against H; (see Statements (6) and (7)), one may consider the test

statistic as
T,= sup g, (v)l, (22)

vE[V1,02]

where v; = i?f]@(t) and Uy = sup Bg(t). We reject Hy at level a (€ [0,1]) if and only if
te|0,1 te0,1]

T, > ta, where t, is such that Py {71, > t,} = a.

3.2.3 Selection of bandwidth h,,,

The expression of the test statistic 7,, (see Equation (22)) involves the bandwidth, and
hence, to implement the test, one needs to choose bandwidth appropriately to have the
optimum performance of the test. One can argue that estimating the higher order derivatives
of an unknown function is some sort of similar to the higher order derivatives of the estimated
unknown function, and hence, it is tractable to estimate the higher order derivatives of an
unknown function. However, this is not realistic when the information obtained in the data
contains a significant amount of interference or irregularities. The quality of estimation may
worsen as we elevate the order of derivatives, and the choice of bandwidth becomes more
crucial as the order of the derivative increases. Historically, it is observed that the choice of
bandwidth does not impact the test (see, e.g., Dette et al. (2006)) when the tuning parameter
is sufficiently small. In this article, we consider the rule of thumb approach as discussed in Fan

and Gijbels (1996), where the method starts with the optimal bandwidth that minimizes the

[ 1P (@) (w)/f ()dv }1/ @r+3) 1/(2p+3)
JHgP T (v)}2w(v)dv
is some positive constant that depends on the order of derivative v, order of the polynomial

1

mean integrated squared error hg = C, ,(K) { , where C,,,
p in local polynomial regression and the underlying kernel K. The formula for hy contains
some unknown quantity such as error n(-), (p+1)-th order derivative of the unknown function
g, viz., ¢"*Y(.) and the density of V, viz., f(v); however we fix the weight w as positive
function that smoothly vary over v. Based on the pilot estimates of g and n?, by fixing

w(v) = f(v)we(v) for some specific function wy, we consider the rule of thumb selector

1/2p+3
17 [ wo(v)dv
ot = CuplK) { ST () Pan(V) } )

13



However, the aforementioned bandwidth does not perform well when the noise-to-signal
ratio, n%/Varg(V), is very high. Specifically, in our problem, we are unable to monitor this

ratio effectively, necessitating a correction by multiplying hror with a constant.

3.2.4 Implementation of the test: Bootstrap

After deciding the choice of bandwidth (see Section 3.2.3), the next step will be about how
to implement the test for a given data. The natural answer is to derive the exact distribution
of the test statistic T,, as described in Equation (22), which enables the computation of the
critical value and the power of the test. However, the complex terms involved in 7}, make the
derivation of the exact distribution intractable, which drives us to think of some alternative
methodology to implement the test. The most simple alternative is to derive the asymptotic
distribution of 7},, and it is indeed true that implementing the test based on the asymptotic
distribution of T, makes sense only when the sample size is sufficiently large. For all these
reasons, particularly for data with small size, we use a bootstrap technique, which is described

in the following. The flowchart of the bootstrap procedure is described in Algorithm 1.

The bootstrap procedure consists of the following steps based on the data D =
{(Yss, Xsi(tj),t;) ci=1,--- ,m;,i=1,--- ;ng;s =1,2}. Instead of generating the boot-
strap samples from the data D, we first compute the value of the test statistics 7, for
each of the data sets based on the point-wise estimate of the slope functions U; = B (t;) and
V= @(t;) for j=1,--- ,m, as defined in Equation (15) where the set {ti, e 7tml} is such
that Bz(tl) < < B\g(ﬂnn) To implement Algorithm 1, there is no need to calculate the
asymptotic bias and variance of T,,. In particular, line 14 computes the p-value of the test.
Note that the test using Algorithm 1 is implementable when the sample sizes n; and ns are

fixed along with the fixed number of time points.

The validity of the aforementioned bootstrap technique is established in Theorem 4.4 (see
Section 4.3). The assertion in Theorem 4.4 indicates that the Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance
between the conditional distribution function (conditioning on the given data) of 7}, and the
distribution function of 7T, can be made arbitrary small as the sample size of the bootstrap

resamples is sufficiently large.
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Algorithm 1 The bootstrap-based algorithm to compute the p-value of the test based on

T,.
1: Estimate 8,(.), B2(.) and ¢"(.).
2: Obtain the optimal bandwidth hgyp;.
3: Compute v; = Fl%nnm V; and Uy = ]:nllaxm V.
4: Compute the value of the test statistic 7, = sup [g;, (v)].

10:

11:

12:

VE[V1,V2]

Compute initial residuals 7; = U; — g(V;), for j=1,--- ,m.
Let 7= =+ >, 7; and define the central residual, 7; = 7j; — 7.
forb+1,---,Bdo

(a) Draw a bootstrap sample {Z* = (U}, V;)} where U = g(V;) + n;, where 1} are
obtaining form 77, - - , 7, with replacement condition on Vjs.

(b) Calculate the bootstrap version of ¢”, viz. § * based on Ap:.

(d) Calculate the test statistic, ﬁf = ves{g;@ |/g\;;:pt (v)]
end for
p-value of the test is given by 1 — B*/B, where B* = max{b : T(";,) > T,} for f(*l) <<
P

(B):
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4 Main results

It has already been indicated in Section 3.2.4 that the exact distribution of 7T, is in-
tractable, and that motivated us to use an alternative algorithm to compute power and
p-value of the test in Section 3.2.4. However, the algorithm in Section 3.2.4 is computation-
ally extensive when the sample size is sufficiently large. To overcome it, we here study the
asymptotic distribution of 7,,. The following assumptions are needed to have the limiting
distribution of T;,.

The assumptions on the covariate X(t) (s = 1 and 2). Here t € T = [0, 1] unless

mentioned otherwise.

1
(C1) [E{X2(t)}dt < oo for s =1 and 2.
0

1

) & = [(Xs(t) — E{X(t)})¢sr(t)dt has mean zero and variance A, such that E{¢2.} <
0

CM%.. Here )\, and ¢, (.) are the same as defined in Equation (8), and the constant

C > 1 is such that E{e?} < C for s =1 and 2.

(C3) Agp — Asrp1 = Clr7 7t for r > 1 and s = 1,2, where ), is the same as defined in
Equation (8), 71 > 1, and C is the same as defined in Condition (C2).

Remark 1. The conditions on the covariates X4(t) (s =1 and 2, and t € [0, 1]) are realistic
in nature. Condition (C1) will be satisfied when the covariate X,(t) has a pointwise finite
fourth moment. In fact, since [0,1] is a compact set, the continuity of the sample paths
of Xs(t) also ensures Condition (C1). Qverall, Condition (C1) indicates that the paths of
X(t) should not explode arbitrarily. Condition (C2) provides some ideas about the total mean
deviation of X(t) from its mean. It asserts that the pointwise peakedness, which is measured
by ratio between the fourth and the second moments of a random variable, of X,(t) should
have some bound, which is expected for a reasonably smooth stochastic process. Condition
(C3) indicates that the variation explained by the consecutive principal components should not
be close to each other with a certain rate. Geometrically it interprets that the decomposition
of the variation along the different axes should be different from each other by a certain

amount.

The assumption on the unknown slopes f;(t):
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(S1) |bsr| < Cr=72, where by, is the same as defined in Equation (10), C' is some uniform

constant and ; > 1, and 7, is such that 14+ 4 < 7,.

(S2) For s = 1,2, /isms/n;/(“HW) — 75, where 0 < 71,72 < 00. Here, ks, is the same as
defined in Equation (15).

Remark 2. In Condition (S1), the upper bound of by, indicates that variation explained by
each principal component of Bs(.) cannot be more than a certain threshold, and moreover,
it depends on the rank of the principal components. Condition (S2) implies that after ap-
propriate normalization, the value of truncation, i.e., ks, (see Equation (15)) in infinite
expansion of Ps(.) converges to some finite number, i.e., the infinite expansion of Bs(.) can
be approximated by a finite expansion with the largest principal components as long as the

truncation is done following a certain order.

The assumptions on kernel function K(.):

(K1) The kernel function K is twice differentiable symmetric density function with compact
support Sk (for example [—1,1]). For unbounded support Sk (generic notation),
[ y*K(y)dy < oo and [ y*K?*(y)dy < oo for a > 8.
SK SK

(K2) K¢ = {y > (%)WK (’”—;y) cre€R;y=0,---,6;h > O} is a Vapnik—Chervonenkis
(VC) type class (see Vapnik and Cervonenkis (1971) for details about VC class of
functions) in £2(Q), where @ is an arbitrary probability measure, and £5(Q) = {Q :

[ f7dQ < oo, f € Kg}.

Remark 3. Condition (K1) indicates that the kernel should be smooth enough, and more-
over, the integrability conditions on the kernel function imply that the kernel function is
supposed to be a light-tailed function. For example, the Gaussian kernel is such a kernel
function. Condition (K2) is a well-known condition to achieve uniform convergence over a
class of functions and process level convergence. In fact, Kg s a P-Donsker class, which
follows from the assertion in Theorem 2.5.2 in van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) as long as

P e LQ(Q)

The assumption on arbitrary transformation g :

(G1) The function g is twice differentiable, and g € S(2 + d¢, L), where the holder class of
function S(-,-) is defined in Section 1.5, dp € (2/3,2], and L > 0.
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Remark 4. Condition (G1) indicates that the function g needs to satisfy slightly more than
twice differentiability for the technical reasons, though the test statistic T, (see Equation
(22)) and the statements of the hypotheses (see the Statements (6) and (7)) only depend on

the second derivative of g.

The assumption on the bandwidth A,,, :

_1
(B1) Ay, = mn© for some w > 0 such that mnhiln/log m, — co > 0 and my,h,,, /logm, —

o0 as m, — oo along with n — oo.

Remark 5. Condition (B1) indicates the the sequence of bandwidth h.,, must satisfy some
order condition with respect to the sample size n and the number of discrete points, i.e., m,,,

over the time parameter space [0, 1].
The assumption on m,,:

(M1) m, — 0o as n — 0.

Remark 6. Condition (M1) indicates that the number of discrete points chosen over [0, 1]

should be sufficiently large as the sample size becomes sufficiently large.

The assumption on the errors, i.e., € and 7:

(E1) For s=1and 2, ¢5; (i =1,...,n,) are i.i.d. random variables (identically distributed
with €,) with E{e,} = 0, Var{e,} = 02 < oco. Moreover, €;, and €3, are independently
distributed for all p=1,...,nyand g =1,...,ns.

(E2) E{n} =0 and Var{n} = 02, where 0 < 02 — 0 as n — co. Here note that the random
variable 7 depends on n (see Section 3.2).

(E3) For each s = 1 and 2, and for each ¢ € [0, 1], ¢; and X,(¢) are independent random

variables.

Remark 7. Condition (E1) indicates that the errors in Model (4) are independent and iden-
tically distributed with mean zero and have non-zero finite variances. This also indicated that
the two groups are independent. Condition (E2) is a mild condition on the error distribution
based on the Model (18), and Condition (E3) is common across most of the random design

model.
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4.1 Asymptotic properties of g, ()

mn

We first want to discuss a few intermediate results, which are important components to
study the asymptotic distributions of gy (-) and T},, and they are worthy to study because
of their own strength.

Lemma 1 (Hall et al. (2007)). Under the Conditions (C1), (C2), (C3), (S1), (52), (M1),
(E1) and (E3)
/ (Bult) = Bu(t))?dt = Op (0”77 (24)

for the constants v and -y, defined in the Condition (S1).

Lemma 2. Under the Conditions (C1), (C2), (C3), (S1), (S2), (M1), (E1), and (E3) for
each t € [0,1], Es(t), which depends on ns, has a continuous distribution function with a

compact support

in (1), s(E) ],
t@éﬂ}ﬁ()fﬁﬁﬁﬂm

and the associated probability density function fg() is twice differentiable on the support,
and bounded away from zero and infinity. Moreover,

F8(wo) = O(fF " (wo))

as ng — oo for any r > 0 and s = 1,2, where vy is any arbitrary point contained in the

support of f5 , and fg(vo) denotes the j-th derivative f5 at vo.

Remark 8. Lemma 1 asserts that Es(t) converges to Bs(t) in Ly sense with a certain rate
of convergence. Lemma 2 indicates that for each t, gs(t) s a continuous random variable
with a positive probability density function over a certain interval. Moreover, the probability
density function of Es(t) at a fized t is reasonably light-tailed function, which follows from
the fact that fgj(vo) = O( gjl](vo)) as ng — 0o for any r > 0 and s = 1,2. This further

indicates that gs(t) is expected to have finite moments.

The following theorem demonstrates the order of point-wise bias and variance of gy
mentioned in Equation (21).

Theorem 4.1. Assume that n; (see model (18)), which depends on n, holds Condition (E2).
Then under the Conditions (K1), (G1) and the conditions in Lemmas 1 and 2, for any vy € R
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and for some 6 > 0, we have

E{gy (vo)} —g"(vo)

1 (1] f3,(v0) 542 f3,(v0)
= = ~ 2
0 fB\Q (vo) i h’mn fBQ (U(]) * mnhmn fﬂz <U0)hmn * mnhmn ( 5>
and
O %
-~ — —n . 2
Var{ghmn <v0)} mnh?nnfﬁz (vo) (26)

Here gy (.) is the same as defined in (21).

Remark 9. Theorem /.1 asserts the order of the bias term and the variance of fq?{mn at an
arbitrary point vy. It follows from Condition (B1) and in view of Lemma 2 that variance of

Gh,. (-) converges to zero as min(ny, n2) — 0o, though the bias is non-negligible.

Next, we study the uniform convergence of gy in Theorem 4.2. Before stating the

theorem, let us denote the followings. Suppose that Q € R*** with

(kg ko)) 1<k <a1<hp<a = /tk1+k2_2K(t)dt

and
es = (0,0,1,0)".

In addition, we denote

Uy, (321, 22) = (Yo, (V; 21, 22), V1, (U 21, 22), Yo, (V3 21, 22), Us (V3 21, 22)) 7

(27)
21 —v\°¢ 21 — U
o= (32 (52)

for ¢ € {0,1,2,3}, and further, designate

where

\Ilhmn(/l]) = /\Ilhmn(v7Zl7Z2)d]P)mn<ZhZ2)-
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Let us now discuss a few concepts. Suppose that the sequence G,,, defined as
Gm, ={f: f(V)eRV eV}, (28)

where V is the Borel sigma field associated with the domain space of f. Now, for a suit-

able choice of the positive constant sequences a,,,, consider the following empirical process
indexed by G,,,

Gon,f = tm, Y (V) = E{J(V)} for f €. 29

Besides, B,,, is a centered Gaussian process index by G, with covariance function

E{Bm, (f1)Bm,(f2)} = cov{f1(V), fo(V)} for all fi, fo € G,,,. In fact, it is also possible
to establish that |G, — B, |g,., = suPseg,. |(Gm, — Bm,)f| = Op(rmn,), where r,, — 0 as
n — oo. All these facts give us the asymptotic properties of /g\;{m” in Theorem 4.2 and weak

convergence of T},, which is stated in Theorem 4.3 in Section 4.2.

Theorem 4.2. Under the Conditions (K1), (K2), (G1), (B1), (E2) and the conditions in

Lemmas 1 and 2, we have

VIl (@, ) = E@'0)}) = A=Co, [ef Qs (0)

oo LG, [T, (v)

06[51,52] \/m
|
= O(hy.) + Op ( 08 Min ) . (30)

My him,,
Moreover,
h3, log m,,
it~ 10 (150 [ ) o ([l ). .

Here all notations are the same as defined in the preceding paragraph, and @\Zmn() 15 the
same as defined in (21).

Remark 10. The statement of Theorem 4.2 implies that g, — uniformly converges to q
over a certain random interval. In other words, from statistical point of view, one can claim

that fqvh’m” is a good candidate to estimate g at any arbitrary point inside the specified interval.
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4.2 Asymptotic distribution of T,

In Section 4.1, we studied the asymptotic properties of ﬁ;{mn, and Theorems 4.1 and
4.2 indicate that th’mn can approximate ¢ arbitrary well under some regularity conditions.
However, note that Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 do not assert anything about the weak convergence
of the process gj, (.), which could enable us to insight the weak convergence of the test
statistic 7;, defined in Equation (22). Here we study the asymptotic distribution of T,

which is useful to implement the test when the sample size is sufficiently large enough.

Theorem 4.3. Under the assumptions (C1), (C2), (C3), (S1), (52), (K1), (K2), (B1),
(E1), (E2) and (ES3), there exists a Gaussian process B, defined on G,,, (see the description
before the statement of Theorem 4.2), such that for any f1, fo € Gm,, E{ B, (f1)Bm,(f2)} =

ool £i(V), fo(V)} and
7 1/8
~o((E2)"7). o

where T, is the same as defined in Equation (22), T = sup |g (v)|. Here v, = i%fl] Ba(t)
te|0,

vE[v1,v2]

sup
teR

]P{ mph, (T, = T) gt}—P{ sup |Bu, (f)| St}

f€Gmy,

and vy = sup [i(t).
t€[0,1]

Remark 11. In order to establish the result stated in Theorem 4.3, the main idea of the

study is to look at whether T, < Zm,, or not, where Z,, = sup G, f. Then, next step s
fegmn

to find a certain random variable Z,, so that |Zy, — Zpm,| = Op(rm,) where rp, — 0 as

n — 0o. Kventually, in this case, it is possible to show that Zmn = sup B, f, where B,,,
FEGmn
s a centered Gaussian process as the same as defined in the description before the statement

of Theorem 4.2.

Remark 12. Theorem /.3 shows that the test statistic after appropriate normalization can
be approrimated by the distribution of the random variable associated with the supremum of
the Gaussian process, which leads to performing the testing the statistical hypothesis problem
described in the Section 2 (equivalently Statements (6) and (7)).

We now would like to end this section with a discussion on the implementation of the

test for testing null in Statement (6) against alternative in Statement (7) using the result
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described in Theorem 4.3. First of all, the test based on T,, will be rejected at a% level of

significance when

ba
T,>T ,
24 mph3,

where b, is the a% quantile of the distribution of sup |B,,,(f)], and observe that under H,
F€Gmn
(i.e., under Statement (6)), T'= 0, and under H; (i.e., under Statement (7)), 7 > 0. Now,

since exact computation of any quantile of the distribution of the supremum of a certain
Gaussian process is not tractable, we approximate the Gaussian process By, (.) by a certain
sufficiently large dimensional multivariate normal distribution and componentwise maxima is

considered as a good estimator of one realization sup |B,,, (f)|. We repeat this experiment
EYmap

a large number of times, and then a% quantile of the empirical distribution function of the
componentwise maxima can be considered as an approximation of b,, which is denoted as
b. Then under the alternative hypothesis (i.e., Statement (7)) is true, we compute 7}, from
the given data and simulate data from the alternative hypothesized model a large number
(say, B) of times. Finally, using the fact that 7' > 0 under alternative hypothesis, i.e., when
Statement (7) is true, the power of the test will be

where T), ; is the value of T, for the i-th simulated data obtained from alternative hypothe-
sized model.

4.3 Asymptotic validity of the bootstrap method

In Section 3.2.4, we described the bootstrap algorithm about how to implement the
proposed test for small sample size data. As we mentioned there as well, one needs to check
the validity of the said bootstrap algorithm in Section 3.2.4, and Theorem 4.4 validates it.

Theorem 4.4. Under the assumptions (K1), (K2), (B1), given that data (Vi,..., V), we

have
sup [P{fmnhd (T —Tol <t (Viy .o, Vin )Y =P\ Smohs, [T —T| <t ’
up [P { /| <t )} = {\/mahs, 1T~ T| <t}
log7mn 1/8
-0 33
((mnhm%) (33)
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almost surely for all bootstrap sample sequences (see Algorithm 1) wusing the data
(Vi,....Vin,). Here V;’s (i=1,...,m,) are the same as defined in Section 3.2.

Remark 13. Observe that from Algorithm 1 described in Section 3.2.4, we used the data
(Vi,..., Vin,) instead of (Uy, V1), ..., (Un,, Vin,) in implementing the test using bootstrap al-
gorithm. For this reason, in the statement of Theorem 4.4, the conditioning random variables
are (Vi,..., V). Moreover, another point needs to point out that the size of all bootstrap
resamples described in Algorithm 1 is the same, i.e., m,, and it enables us to concisely
present the result. After inspecting the proof of Theorem 4.4, we have observed that the sim-
tlar results hold for unequal sample sizes of the bootstrap resamples as long as the number of

bootstrap replication, i.e, b is finite and does not depend on n.

Remark 14. Theorem /./ asserts that after appropriate normalization, the bootstrap version
of the test statistic has the same asymptotic distribution as that of the original test statistic

with a similar Berry-Essen bound.

5 Finite sample studies

In this section, we study the finite sample performance of the proposed test under different
situations. Now, let 7 = [0, 1], and the basis function ¢(.) (see Equation (8)) is considered

as Fourier basis for each groups. That is, for each s = 1 and 2 and for r € Z™,
G (t) = sin(27mrt) 1 p—apy + cos(2mrt) 1 =111},
where [ € NU {0}. We now generate the (Xj,Y;) as follows:
Y, = /ﬁs(t)Xs(t)dt + €, (34)

where
Bo(t) = sin(wt/2),
and (1(t) = g(52(t)). In this study, we consider the following examples of g : R — R.

1. g(v) =10v+1
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2. g(v) =1—4v+ 20? — 30® +0?
3. g(v) =0.3exp(—3(v+ 1)) + 0.7exp(—7(v — 1)?)

4. g(v) = sin(8v) + cos(8v) + log(4/3 + v).

First of all, we assume that the sample size of the two groups is the same, i.e., ny = ng, and
it is denoted by n. Here n € {500, 1000,2000}. For both s =1 and 2, ¢, are generated from
N(0,0.012) distribution, and

50 50
Xs(t) = co+ Z a, sin(27mrt) + Z b, cos(27rt).
r=1 r=1
Here, the observations on ¢y are generated from the standard normal distribution, the ob-
servations on a, are generated from N(0,r~2*°) distribution, and the observations on b, are
generated from N(0,r72%) distribution. In this study, ag € {1,2,3}. The integration in-
volved in Equation (34) is approximated by a finite Riemann sum over 500 equidistant grid
points over [0,1]. Besides, m € {500,5000,10000} (here m := m,), and ¢; = =2, where
j=1,...,m. Here {t1,...,t,} is the partition of [0, 1], where 51(.) and [a(.) are estimated

at each time point ;.

It is an appropriate place to discuss the choice of m,. Recall from Section 1.3 that
the sample size (i.e., n) and the number of discrete points (i.e., m,,) are supposed to have
strong influence on the results as 3,(t) and fBa(t) are observed on the discrete-time points
at (t1,...,tm,). In this numerical study, we consider various transformations including ex-
ponential transformation, logarithmic transformation, and many trigonometric transforma-
tions, and we have observed that for large values of n and for corresponding large values of
my, the results are becoming almost the same irrespective of the transformation between m,,
and n. Strictly speaking, as long as Condition (M1) described in Section 4 (i.e., m, — oo
as n — o0) holds in some sense in practice, the final results become stable. In accordance

with it, we reported the values of n and m,, described in the preceding paragraph.

Now, we would like to describe how the simulation studies are carried out. Here, for
each of the situations, we perform 500 simulation replicates. To make it consistent with the
discussion in the previous sections, we estimate the slope functions based on the FPCA-based
approach. In the first step of estimation, we run FPCA of functional covariates using one of
the software that implements the estimation of eigenvalues and eigen-functions using ‘FPCA’

function in available in fdapace packages (Gajardo et al., 2021) in R (R Core Team, 2023).
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The bandwidths are selected using generalized cross-validation, and Epanechnikov kernel
K(z) = 0.75(1—2?), is used for estimation, where (a); = max(a,0) for any a € R. We select
the number of basis functions based on the fraction of variance explained (FVE) criteria. In
the second step, we assume 2000 equally spaced points in the range of BQ. The second order
derivative of g is estimated by ‘locpol’ function in locpol package (Ojeda Cabrera, 2022)
in R. We apply a local polynomial estimation method of degree 3, using weights defined by
the indicator function on the interval [0.1,0.9] C [0, 1] to mitigate boundary effects, and a
Gaussian kernel K (z) = (1/v/27)exp(—0.52%), where x € R. Additionally, for bandwidth
selection in Step 2, we employ the rule-of-thumb technique (Fan and Gijbels, 1996) available
in the locpol package using the thumbBw function. Through extensive simulation studies, we
observed that the optimal bandwidth chosen by thumbBw tends to produce under-smoothing
when estimating the derivative of the target function g. To address this issue, we adjust the

bandwidth by multiplying it with certain constants to reduce the under-smoothing effect.

To obtain the critical value of the test, we repeatedly (500 times) generate the data from
the Model (1) (i.e., Hy is true) described at the beginning of the section and compute the
value of the test statistic T;, for each repetition. Afterward, as we are conducting the test at
5% level of significance, the 95% quantile of the values of the test statistic is considered as
the estimated critical value (denoted as ¢gg5). In Example 1 in Table 1, the reported values
of the size indicate that the size of this test is close to 0.05, and we also observed that for
other null models, the sizes of the test are not far deviated from the level of significance of
the test. Next, to compute the power of the test, we repeatedly (500 times) generate the data
from various models, i.e., the models described in Examples 1, 2, 3, and 4 at the beginning
of the section, and let us denote 7, ; is the value of T,, for the i-th repetition (i = 1,...,500).

Finally, the power of the test is computed as

500
1

500 - ]-{Tn,i > Co.95},

where 1{.} is the usual indicator function.

In Table 1, we report the size/power of the proposed test under different simulation
examples. In addition, the estimated of the slope functions Es for s = 1 and 2, and the
estimate of the derivative of g (viz., ") are shown in Figures 1, 2, 3 and 4 for different
choices of g described in the beginning of this section. In Table 1, the test statistic and its
standard deviation are presented. All these results indicate that the proposed test performed

reasonably well for the examples considered here.

26



g n T, sd(T,) size/power

Ex.1 500 1 0.192 0.117 0.050
7'=0 1000 1 0.145 0.081 0.048
2000 1 0.092 0.054 0.052
500 2 0374 0.221 0.050
1000 2 0.284 0.153 0.050
2000 2 0.178  0.106 0.050
500 3 0.738  0.428 0.050
1000 3 0.564  0.299 0.050
2000 3 0.353  0.208 0.052
Ex.2 500 1 2793 0.193 0.994
T =27 1000 1 2656 0.116 0.996
2000 1 2.637 0.076 1
500 2 2880 0.373 1
1000 2 2913  0.310 0.999
2000 2 2783  0.261 1
500 3 2997  0.603 0.991
1000 3 3.023 0.494 0.995
2000 3 2941  0.409 1
Ex. 3 500 1 7.547 0.155 0.995
T'=7854 1000 1 7563 0.114 0.997
2000 1 7.564 0.087 1
500 2 7.387  0.318 0.991
1000 2 7.452  0.268 0.994
2000 2 7539 0.284 1
500 3 6.467 0.618 0.989
1000 3 6.562  0.511 0.994
2000 3 7.313  0.407 1
Ex. 4 500 1 85.627 1.116 0.993
T=190.98 1000 1 85676 0.811 0.996
2000 1 85.668 0.550 1
500 2 85.449 3.456 0.991
1000 2 85.724 2.768 0.997
2000 2 85912 2.051 1
500 3 84.578 6.497 0.990
1000 3 84.658 5.471 0.994
2000 3 84.792 4.418 1

Table 1: It reports the values of the test statistic, i.e., T},, and the size/power under different
choices of g described in the beginning of Section 5. Here T' is the same as defined in the
statement of Theorem 4.3.
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Figure 1: The plots of 3,(t), Ba2(t) and ¢" (v) for Example 1: g(v) = 10v + 1.
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Figure 2: The plots of 3;(t), B2(t) and g" (v) for Example 2: g(v) = 1 — 4v + 2v% — 303 + ™.
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Figure 3: The plots of B;(t), B2(t) and ¢" (v) for Example 3: g(v) = 0.3 exp(—3(v + 1)?) +
0.7exp(—7(v —1)?).
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Figure 4: The plots of 3;(t), B2(t) and g (v) for Example 4: g(v) = sin(8v) + cos(8v) +
log(4/3 +v).
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Figure 5: Density plots T;, for different choices of g
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6 Real data analysis

In this section, we illustrate the proposed methodology on DTI data set which is publicly
available in refund (Goldsmith et al., 2020) package in R. The MRI/DTI data were collected
at Johns Hopkins University and the Kennedy-Krieger Institute, where the clinical objective
was to study the cerebral white-matter tracts of patients with multiple sclerosis (MS). It is
an appropriate place to mention that MS is an autoimmune disease that causes lesions in
the white matter tracts of affected individuals, leading to severe disability, and the DTI, i.e.,
diffusion tensor imaging tractography allows to study of the white matter tracts by measuring
the diffusivity of the water in the brain (See Basser et al. (1994); Le Bihan et al. (2001) for
more details). There are several measurements of water diffusion which include fractional
anisotropy. This is a continuous summary of the white matter (X) tracts parameterized
by the distance along the tracts (¢) derived from DTI. There are 100 subjects with each
subject having multiple visits. They undergo a collection of tests that assess cognitive and
motor functions. Here we focus on the mean diffusivity profile of the corpus callosum tract
as our functional covariates and the paced auditory serial addition test (PASAT), which is
a common measure of cognitive function affected by MS with scores ranging between 0 and
60 as scalar outcome. We want to test whether there is a non-constant relationship of the
functional covariates to predict PASAT for baseline and the immediate next visit. Figure 6
demonstrates the estimated coefficients and the estimated second derivative of the unknown
function g. Using the proposed bootstrap methodology in Algorithm 1, we obtain the p-
value as 0.571, which indicates that the data does favor the null hypothesis at 5% level of
significance. From the medical science point of view, one may conclude from this study that
there is some linear functional relationship between the effect of functional covariates on
scalar response PASAT score at two consecutive visits or the effect of functional covariates

on scalar response PASAT score at the second visit does not depend on that of the first visit.

7 Discussion

In this article, we tried to identify an unknown transformation between two slope func-
tions associated with a scalar on a functional linear regression model for two independent
data sets. To investigate it, we formulated a testing of the hypothesis problem and derived
the asymptotic distribution of the test statistic. Moreover, wild bootstrap technique has also

been adopted to implement the test for small sample sized data along with its theoretical
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Figure 6: The plots of 3;(t), Ba2(t) and g" (v) based on the DTI analysis

justification. In this regard, we would like to emphasize that this work can be extended for
the function on function linear regression as well. To avoid complexity of notations, the work

is done for scalar on function regression.

The test and its methodology considered in this article can be extended for more than
two independent samples. Here we are describing for the case of three samples for notational
simplicity. Suppose that in (4), consider s € {1,2,3}, and we want to test

Hy : B1(t) = g1(B=2(t)) for all linear transformation ¢g; and B5(t) = go(52(t)) for all linear

transformation gs.
against

Hy : p1(t) = g1(52(t)) for some non-linear transformation g; and fs(t) = go(52(t)) for some

non-linear transformation g¢s.

Recall the test statistic 7, from (22) in the case of two independent sample, where
n = min(ny, ny). Now, similarly define the test statistic T),« for the second and the third

independent samples. Finally, in order to test the aforesaid null hypothesis described in Hy,
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one can propose the test statistic as
Ty mgms = min(7,,, T ).

In fact, in principle, one may extend this methodology for any finitely many independent
samples. Similarly, one may modify the bootstrap algorithm 1 as well for the case of three
independent samples or finitely many independent samples.

Code Availability: All codes for numerical studies and real data analysis are available to

the first author upon request.
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Appendix

For any sequence of random variables {Z,, },,>1, we denote Z,, = O,(a,) if E|Z,|" = O(a},).
Therefore, it is straightforward to see that Z, = E{Z,} + O,([E{Z, —EZ,}"]"/"). Moreover,
we define Z,, = Op(a,) if for any positive €, P{|Z,| > ¢} — 0 as n — co. Due to Markov’s
inequality, O,(a,) implies Op(a,) for any sequence a, — 0 (see, e.g, Van Der Vaart et al.
(1996)). Here we will state a few more lemma, which will be useful in proving the main

results of this work.

Lemma 3. For a sequence of random functions {X,,(t) : t € T },>1 defined on a compact
support, if [ X?(t)dt = Op(ay) then sup |X(t)] = Op(ar/?).
teT

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that 7 = [0, 1]. Then, observe that
[ xa0it < fsup X, )1
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Afterwards, note that, for any € > 0 and n > 1, one has
1/2
{w : (/Xz(t,w)dt/an> > e} D {w:sup|X,(t,w)| > €}.

Therefore, as n — oo, P {sup | X,,(t)| > ¢} < IP’{(f be(zf)dt/an)l/2 > e} — 0. O

Proof of Lemma 1. Using the derivation of Theorem 1 in Hall et al. (2007) and Lemma 3,

the result is immediate. O

Proof of Lemma 2. Using the similar argument mentioned in Theorem 1 of Imaizumi and
Kato (2018), the result is immediate.

Before proving Theorems 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, recall U,, = (Uy,- - ,Umnl)T, V,, =
Vi, , Vi, )" where U; = B (t;), estimate of f;(¢;) based on n; samples and V; = B\Q(t]‘),
estimate of B5(t;) based on ny samples for j = 1,---,m. Moreover, further recall n;, =

B (t;) — g(BQ(tj)) = U; — ¢(V;), which depends on n (see Section 3.2) is a random variable
2

ne

with mean zero and finite variance o

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Observe that

9(V3) = g(vo) + ¢'(v0)(V; — vo) + %g"(vo)(vj —v0)" + R, (0, V), (35)

where

R (10, V5) = 9(V3) = o () (V; — o) — 50" ()(V; — w)”
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Let us now denote R = (R(vg, V1), -+ .R(vg, Vi, )T and re-define

1 Vi—v  (Vi—w)?  (Vi—w)’

X(vo) = | : : : : )
L Vi, —vo (Vi — UO)2 (Vin,, — UO)S
1 Y=w (Vi—w0)? (Vi—wg)?
Fonm e, .
1 Ving —v0 Vg *U0)2 (Vmﬂ*UO)3
Mn M2 mn3
1 0 0 0
0 ht! 0 0
and Fhm = mn
1o 0 mZ oo
0 0 0 A

Thus, for a given point v = vy € R, in the same spirit of (21), observe that

m
Z 8.7 Ry, UO’ (tj)

7=1

= 2e5{X (v0)" Wh,, (v0)X (v6)} " {X (v0) Wi,y (v0)Un, }

2y —1
1 & Vi — o Vi—vy (Vi —w0)2 (Vi—wo)®\ ' ©
= 2e; {mhm ZK( Jhm > <1, jhm , Jh2 0 , = 0

Jj=1 "

1 o V. — Vo V: — Vo (V - U0)2 (V - U0>3 T
K J 1 J J J
. {mnhmn JZ ( o ) ( he B2 B3

=1 n

2

2y —1
1 & Vi —w Vi—vg (Vi —w0)® (Vi —wo)®\
_ 9¢eT K J 0 1.4 0 J 0 J

X [g(vo) £ 9/ (00)(V; =) + 56" (00)(V; = )2 + Rlv0, V) +?7j] }

n

1 o V. — Vo V: — Vo (V — U0)2 (V — ’Uo)3 T
’ {mhn 2K () (1 B ) et 4l

= ¢"(vo) + 2e3 AT (vo) {Az(vo) + As(vg)}, (36)
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where

2
1 & (Vi—v (Vi—wo) (Vi—w0)? (Vi —wp)3\ '
Al(v()): ZK( Jhm 0) (17 Jhm 07 ]h2 0 : Jh3 0 7

n n

1 V; — g (Vi—wo) (Vi —w0)? (Vi —up)®\ "
Rm VK J 1 J J J
o, ; (0. V5) ( i ) ( " h B2 W)

n

1 & Vi—uw Vi—vo) (Vi—wp)2 (V;—up)*\"
and Ajz(vy) = anK( Jh O> (1,( Jh O),< ]hQ 0) 7( ]h3 o) )
j Mn m Mnp Mn

AQ(UO) =

n

Now, under condition (K1) and in view of the assertion in Lemma 2, using Taylor’s series

expansion, for any integer ¢ € {0,---,6}, we have
1 i V} — Vo ¢ ‘/J — Vo
noj=1 n n
v—s
/Khm v — ) ( I 0) fﬁz()
= [R5, 00+ )

1
= /UCK(U) {f@(vo) + hmnvfg(vo) + §hfnn1)2fg(vé)} dv, where v € (v,vy)

0] (hmnfgj (U0)> , for odd ¢ with v.111 < 00
and fg(vo) < 00

yc71f§2 (vo) + O (hmnfgj ('Uo)> ., for even ¢ is with v.41; < 00
and fg](vo) < 0.

\

Here vy is an arbitrary point vo in the support of f3 (.), where f[j]() denotes the j-th
derivatives of f3 (.).

Next, arguing in a similar way, one can derive
1 . V, — Vo ¢ V. — Vo
E J K2 J
1 vV — Vo ¢ 2 V- Vo
= E K
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- [ K- w (“h‘ ) 5, (0)do

. ¢ ! 2 Hk Kok
- Mnhim, /U K*(v) {fﬁz<vo) + P, v é; (vo) + 0-5h72nn712 ‘g (v )} dv, where v§* € (v, vp)
rO (hmnfgz] (Uo)) ) for odd ¢ with v.412 < 00
1 and fgj(vo) < 00

- . (38)
Moy P, Ve f3,(v0) + O <h72n 5 (vo)> , for even ¢ with v, 12 < 0

and fg(vo) < 00

\

Therefore, for ¢ € {0,---,6}, using condition (K1) and Lemma 2, we have
1 il V. — Vo c V, — Vo
Vi J K (|-

1 e V: — Vo 2 V, — Vo fE (UO)
< J 2 J — 2
NE{m%hfnn;( ™ ) K ( ™ )} O<—mnhmn . (39)

Besides, Lemma 2 asserts that, conditioning on Vy,--- |V, |

1 0 V21 0

0 w1 0wy (1] fg (vo)
Ay (vy) = f5, (v ’ 0 (B o)) + 02 [ 42225 ) (40
1(vo) = f3,(vo) 1 0 w1 0 nf52( 0) 2 T (40)
0 Vi 0 Vg1
=0
and a few steps of straightforward algebra gives us
1 f3,(vo)
T A1 T (1] B2
A — (41,0, a5,0 O(hm A >+O o (41
es A; (vo) -, (o) (a1,0,a9,0)" + nfﬁ2 (vo) 2 e (41)
where , ,
= VoaVyy — V31V6,1
' V22,1Vi1 - Vi1 - V3,1V6,1 + V271V4,1V6,1’
and ,
—Vij T+ V21V61
a9 =

2 2 3 3 :
Vi Vi1 — Viq — Vale1 t V21Va1V61
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Afterwards, for ¢ € {0, 1,2,3} conditioning on Vi, --- ,V,, , we obtain,

1 - ‘/; — Vo ¢ V} — Vo
; K
mnhmn ]Z:; Rmn (U()) V]) ( hm ) ( hmn )

n

1 _ c B 7
[ B0 () K(Uhmf())f@(v)dw@( m::n))
= /Rmn(vo,vo+hm V)oK () f3, (V0 + hum,v)dv + O ( TJ:fQELvo))

9 [ 3600 = ") K ()5, (00 -+ B, )0 + O ( 7{3;‘%))

2
0 ( fgg(vo)hf;f) + 0, ( ffn;?) . (42)

The equality holds in (i) due to mean value theorem, where |v, — vg| < h,,,v. Hence, by

condition (K1) and Lemma 2, we have

E {/g\;:n(UO)} ( 0)

{ [ ;_ v O)) (hy) —i—Og(l/\/mhn)] AQ(U())}

=K
({ U(ug) + —f@(UO)}{f@wo)hf@u —%Z)}) (13)

mhy,,
Next, we consider

Mn

E {XT(UO)W,%M (UO)X(UO)}
1 - V. — Vo V. — Vo (V - U0)2 (V - 'UQ)3 Te*
— E K2 J 1 J J
m%h”%nn {; hmn ( hmn ) ( ’ h'mn ’ h%’ln ’ hgln
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V2.0 0 V22 0

1 0 Vo2 0 V42
= 13, (vo)

Myl v 0 vgp O

+0 (hmn 15, (vo)> . (44)

0 V42 0 Vg 2

The last equality in the above expression holds due to the similar derivation of the expression

(38). Hence, we have the following using condition ((E2)).

Var {fq\gmn (vo) }
< 4E {e5 A7 (v0) X" (v0)Wh,, (00) U, Uy Wi, (v0) X (v9) A7 (vo)es }
S O'szegAl ('Uo)_lE {Xhmn (UO)TWhmn (Uo)Whm” (Uo)Xhmn (Uo)} A1<’Ug>_leg

=0 (mnhzj@w) | )

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 4. Let {Z,(v)}n>1 be a sequence of random functions defined on [vy,vo] C R, such

that sup |Z,(v)| = Op(an), where {a,}n>1 is a sequence of positive real numbers with
vE[v1,v2

lim a, = 0. Suppose that for any § > 0, there exits M () > 0 such that P[v; < vy — M] < 9§

n—oo
and P[vy > vy + M| < 6. Then, sup |Z,(v)| = Op(a,).

vE[U1,02

Proof. As for a fixed v, Z,(v) is a sequence of random variables, for any ¢ > 0, there exits a
constant C'(¢) > 0 and N(e) € N such that for all n > N,

IP’{ sup |Z,(v)| > Can} < €. (46)

vE[v1,v2]

Further, observe that
P{@\l S [Ul —M,UQ+M] ﬂi)\g € [?}1 —M,U2+M]} Z (1—25)

in view of the assertions on 7, and v; stated in the statement of this lemma, where [ € {1,2}.

In addition, we also have

sp [Za(w)| < sup | Zu(0)] (47)

Ue[ﬁl,ﬁg] vE[vlfM,v2+M]
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In addition, by the assumption of sup |Z,(v)| = Op(a,), we can write for baby
vE[v1 —M,va+M]

e > 0, there exists a generic constant C' > 0 and N(¢) € N such that for n > N,

—M,'Ug—l-M}

]P’{ sup | Z(v)] > Can} > € — 20. (48)
vE[v1

Hence, by combining inequalities in (47) and (48),

P< sup |Z,(v)| > Ca,
’UE[@\L@\Q]

S]P’{ sup \Zn(v)\>Can}+IP’{ﬁ1g;‘[vl—]\/[,vg—i-M]Uﬁggﬁ[vl—M,UQ—i-M]}

vE[v1 —M,v2+M]

<(e—20)+20=e (49)
This completes the proof. O]

Proof of Theorem 4.2. First, we need to need to show that, under (K1), (K2), (G1) (B1) and
the assertion in Lemma 2, for some real constants v; < v, the scaled difference dj,,, (v) :=

Vmnhd, (ﬁ;{m” (v) —E {/g\’h’mn (v)}) has the following approximation:

A, — \/;TnGmn [eTQ7' W, (v)]

o LG, [eTW,. (v)]

vE[v1,v2]

B logm,,
= O(hyp,) + Op ( mnhmn> , (50)

mn

where G,,,, 2 and ¥,, are defined in Section 4.

In order to establish (50), note that the scaled difference can be expressed as

dp,,, (V) = \/mahd, (Gr (v) —E{gy (v)})
= \/mhy, (ghmn< v) - 9”(“)) +/mnhi,, ( —E {thn }) : (51)

Using the fact in Theorem 4.1, observe that

\/ mnh?nn (9 —E {gh,,m }) = 0y(1)
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1/5
as myhm,, IS ¢, for some constant c¢. Therefore, one can conclude that

dn,,,, (v) = \[mubi, (Gh,, (v) = g"(v) + op(1).

n

Now, one can simplify the expression of gy (v) as follow.

a,;m( =2e; {XT ()W, (v)X(v)}~ XT (V)Wh,, Un,

hZ, My

-1
1
FhmﬂXT(v)Whmn(v)X(v)Fhmn} — Ty, XT(0)W,,, Uy,

hmn mn Mn

1
nhm

2e 1 -1
- {—XEmn (W, (0, (1)

mp, hmn

Xh_»,:n (U>Whmn (/U) Unl

n

m
N hzﬂn f,§2 (U) " v mnhmn mnhmn honn Y hanp \U) Yna s

where Uy, = (Uy, -+, U, )"

Further, we also have

=1
1 b 2 U () 1 ()
e S, W )0 = | e
! Mmn P - ;Ui (hmn> K (W)
&= Vi—v Vi—v
i 2 Ui () & ()
= h—/\II(U Zy, Z3)dPy,, (21, Zs) (53)

where

Uy, (v 21, 29) = (Yo, (V5 21, 22), Y1, (U5 21, 22)s Yo p (U3 21, 20), Y3 . (V3 21, 22)) T

as defined in Section 4. Each element of the vector Wy, ~is defined as

21 —v\° 2 —v
C ) ) - K
w ’hm” (U “ Z2) = ( hmn > ( hmn )
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for ¢ € {0,1,2,3}. Therefore, using (52), one has

2 /e;fﬂlq:(v,zl,ZQ)dP (2. 2)

TR, f2,(0)

2 log m,,
+ h,3_ e3T\I’hmn (’U) (’07 Zl, Zg)den(Zl, ZQ) {O (hmn) + O]}D ( & ) }

Moy Py

n

1
= 5 Pules ALy, (V)]

h3,
1 log m,,
+ N =Py, 63, (V)] O (hm,) + Op pravl NG (54)
where
P, [es 27, (v)] = / 2es QW (03 Z1, Zo) AP, (Z1, Zo)
and

P, [es ¥, (v)] = /2e§\11hmn (v; Z1, Z)dP,,, (Z1, Zs).

Hence, we have

E {ghm } hgi]P)[eBTQ\IIh ( )] + hSL]P)[ ‘I’hmn (U)] {O (hmn) +0 ( 10g mn) } ’

where

Ple;Q'¥,  (v)] =E{P,, [e;A7' ¥, (v)]}

and

Ples ¥y, (v)] =E{P,, [es¥,, (v)]}.

Summarizing the facts in (54) and (55), we have

dm, (V) = 3, (3., (V) = EA{Gh,, (0)})

My

- B, (P, — P) [eTQ_llIJ - (v)]
o B, ) 00, ) {o )4 0n ( ;glz”}
1
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(56)

Moreover, in view of the fact that the rate of convergence does not depend on v, we have

Vi (8, 0) =BG, 0)) = —A=Go (1071, (0]

sup
vE[v1,0) \/h;TnGhm" [eg‘l’hmn (v)]
log m,,
= O(h,, 0] . 57
(hm,) + ( mM) (57

Finally, using conditions (K1), (K2), (G1) (B1) and the assertion in Lemma 2 and the fact

in Lemmas 1 and 4, we have

I (@, () = G, ()}) = =G Q7 s, ()]
ues[gpa ] ——Gy,,, [€3 ¥, (V)]
1,02 \/m mp 13 mn

- Oth)+0r (2272, 59)

My,

which proves the first part of this theorem.

Now, recall the derivation in (56) and observe that

(@, () =BG, 00) = G 07, 0] +or(1), (69)

and rewrite the expression of G, [-| as follows.

Z s, (0 UL Vi) — E{es Q7' y,,, (U3, Vi)})

nh

LS (el (V) — Bl (510 (60)
mn m -
=1

where

U(v; Z;, Zy) = 219 (v; Zy)
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for some function ¥. Since the function Ws are linear combination of the functions from Ke
defined in Condition (K2) in Section 4, it follows from Einmahl and Mason (2005) that

f: Ui (32710, (0 Vi) — E{e] Q1 ,, (15V0)}) '

=1

= O (V/mahm, Togms ) (61)

Hence, using combining Equations (60) and (61), we have

log m,,
— 62
Op ( o ) (62)

sup
vElv1,va]

G, €327, (V)]

sup
’L)E[U1,’U2]

1
\/ P,

and using the same argument,

sup G, [engIl homy, (V)]

vE[v1,v2]

1 log m,,
- = ) 63

Therefore,
Gh, (0) — BT, (v)}

! { L G, 1w, ()]

NG N
1 T logm,,
o e}, () <0<hmn>+op( mnhmﬂ))} (64)

Then, using (62), (63) and (64), we have

log m,, log my,
13, ~ B3, Hi = O ( w3, {1 +O(h,) + 05 ( mhm> })
log m,,

Therefore, using the upper bound of the bias of g;;mn stated in Theorem 4.1, we have

I " 1 logmn

44




This completes the proof of the second part of this theorem. O

Proof of Theorem 4.3. First, we want to shown that, under the assumptions (K1), (K2),

(B1), we have
log” m, 18
=0 ((m 75 ) , (67)

]P’{\/mnhinn(fn—T)gt}—]P’{fsup | By, (f)] St}

€Gmn

sup
teR

where for any non-random v; < s,
T,= sup |g,, (v,
vE[v1,v2]
T = sup ]g"(v)\,

vE[v1,v2]

and B,,, is the same as defined in Section 4. Now, observe that

T,—T= sup [gn,, ()]~ sup [¢"(v)

vE[v1,v2] vE[v1,v2]
> sup [gn, (v) —g"(v)].
vE[v1,v2]

Now, using (K1), (K2), (B1), it is enough to show that,

P{\/mal,

where [[g, — ¢"|lc = sup
vE[v1,v2]

sup
teR

€Gmn

gw—vaSt}—P{mm|B (Nét}

_ 0 log” my, e 7
myhs,
(68)

Ghyn, (V) — g”(v)). Now, using the fact in Theorem (4.2), the

scaled difference between the estimated derivatives of ¢” and the true ¢” can be expressed as

\ b |G — g”H = \/mph3, thmn — E{g"}Hoo + Op(1). (69)

Next, using Corollary 2.2 and the derivation of Proposition 3.1. in Chernozhukov et al.

(2014), there exists a tight Gaussian process B,,, and constants A;, Ay > 0 such that for

any v > 0,
A logz/3 My,
I3 <' mahi,, 9y, — E{Gh,,, Hie — sup |an(f)!‘ < — s | <A (10)
€Gmy, 0 A 147 hmn
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for large m,,. Hence, using (69), we have

As 1og2/3 My,
(‘ Ml Gh,,,, = 9" lloo = Sup |an(f)!| < VeSS < Ay, (71)

for some constants A3 Afterwards, applying anti-concentration inequality (see Cher-
nozhukov et al. (2015)) on /muhy, g, — ¢"[le, for large my,, there exists a positive
constant A4 such that

P{\mai, 3, — o'l <t} —P {fsgp [ B, ()l = t}‘

€Ymy,
Ay 10g2/3 My,
Y3yl Oh3)S

sup
teR

< AE { sup | By, ()] + Azy

€0mn

Moreover, using Dudley’s inequality of Gaussian process (see Van Der Vaart et al. (1996)),

we have

€EYmy,

E{ sup !an(f)!} = O(y/logmy,). (72)

1/8
With the optimal v = (2%17}1?") , therefore, we have the following.

sup
teR

P{ mnh%n"%mn - g”Hoo < t} — P{ sup |an<f)‘ < t}|

€ mn
log” m,, /8
¢ ((mnh?m ) ) i

This concludes the proof of (67). Finally, the straightforward application of the facts in

Lemmas 1 and 4 on 7T,,, the proof of this theorem follows. n

Proof of Theorem 4.4. From the assertion in Theorem 4.3, it is known that there exists a

Gaussian process B,,, defined on G,,, such that

mnh?nnH@\;z/mn — 9"l = fSU_p | B, |- (74)

mn,
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Therefore, conditioning on Vi,---,V,, . the bootstrap difference is

\/ mnh%nﬂﬁim” — Gl = mnh%nllﬁimn - E{ﬁm”len}Hooa
where V,,,, = {W1,--

(75)

-+, Vin, }. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.3, one can approximate

Vi, 95, —E{g; [X}w by the maximum of the empirical process, and therefore, we
have

sup
teR

p{ mnhanua,;;n—a;:mnnoosﬂvmn}—ﬂm{ sup |B;,, (f) st\vmn}

SYmp
log” m,, 1/8
- 7
0 ((mhm : ) ) (76)

where By, is a Gaussian processes defined on G,,, such that for any fi, fo € Gp,,,

E{B.,. (f1) B, (f2) [ Vim,} = cov{ i(V), f2(V)},

where

BAW). L)} = == 3 A £05) - {mi anm} {minimvj)} .

As cov{ f1(V), fo(V)} converges in probability to its population version, then by the Gaussian
approximation asserted in Theorem 2 of Chernozhukov et al. (2015),

sup |B, (f) = Bun, (£)] 2 0,
f€Gmnp
Hence,
muhs, [Gh,. — 9" lle = sup |Bp,
" €Gmn,

(NI~ swp By ()~ \/mahd, 3, ~ 5"l (78)

€0mn

and finally, we have

sup (B { /a3, (355, = G, oo <t Vin, | =B {yfmah3, |5
tE]R n mn n

G = G lloe S 1 Vin, }
1 7 . 1/8

—0 og m .
myph3,
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It completes the proof. O

References

Basser, P. J., J. Mattiello, and D. LeBihan (1994). Mr diffusion tensor spectroscopy and
imaging. Biophysical journal 66(1), 259-267.

Cai, T. T. and P. Hall (2006). Prediction in functional linear regression. The Annals of
Statistics 34(5), 2159-2179.

Cai, T. T. and M. Yuan (2012). Minimax and adaptive prediction for functional linear
regression. Journal of the American Statistical Association 107(499), 1201-1216.

Cai, Z., M. Das, H. Xiong, and X. Wu (2006). Functional coefficient instrumental variables
models. Journal of Econometrics 133(1), 207-241.

Cardot, H., F. Ferraty, A. Mas, and P. Sarda (2003). Testing hypotheses in the functional
linear model. Scand. J. Statist. 30(1), 241-255.

Cardot, H., F. Ferraty, and P. Sarda (1999). Functional linear model. Statistics & Probability
Letters 45(1), 11-22.

Cardot, H., F. Ferraty, and P. Sarda (2003). Spline estimators for the functional linear
model. Statistica Sinica, 571-591.

Cardot, H. and J. Johannes (2010). Thresholding projection estimators in functional linear
models. Journal of Multivariate Analysis 101(2), 395-408.

Chernozhukov, V., D. Chetverikov, and K. Kato (2014). Gaussian approximation of suprema
of empirical processes. The Annals of Statistics, 1564—-1597.

Chernozhukov, V., D. Chetverikov, and K. Kato (2015). Comparison and anti-concentration

bounds for maxima of gaussian random vectors. Probability Theory and Related
Fields 162, 47-70.

Collier, O. and A. S. Dalalyan (2015). Curve registration by nonparametric goodness-of-fit
testing. J. Statist. Plann. Inference 162, 20-42.

Delaigle, A. and P. Hall (2012). Methodology and theory for partial least squares applied to
functional data. Ann. Statist. 40(1), 322-352.

48



Dette, H., N. Neumeyer, and K. F. Pilz (2006). A simple nonparametric estimator of a

strictly monotone regression function. Bernoulli 12(3), 469-490.

Dette, H. and J. Tang (2024). Statistical inference for function-on-function linear regression.
Bernoulli 30(1), 304-331.

Dhar, S. S. and W. Wu (2023). Comparing time varying regression quantiles under shift
invariance. Bernoulli 29(2), 1527-1554.

Einmahl, U. and D. M. Mason (2005). Uniform in bandwidth consistency of kernel-type
function estimators. Annals of Statistics, 1380-1403.

Fan, J. and 1. Gijbels (1996). Local polynomial modelling and its applications. Chapman &
Hall/CRC.

Gajardo, A., C. Carroll, Y. Chen, X. Dai, J. Fan, P. Z. Hadjipantelis, K. Han, H. Ji, H.-
G. Mueller, and J.-L.. Wang (2021). fdapace: Functional Data Analysis and Empirical

Dynamics. R package version 0.5.7.

Gamboa, F., J.-M. Loubes, and E. Maza (2007). Semi-parametric estimation of shifts.
Electron. J. Stat. 1, 616-640.

Goldsmith, J., F. Scheipl, L. Huang, J. Wrobel, C. Di, J. Gellar, J. Harezlak, M. W. McLean,
B. Swihart, L. Xiao, C. Crainiceanu, and P. T. Reiss (2020). refund: Regression with
Functional Data. R package version 0.1-23.

Greven, S., C. Crainiceanu, B. Caffo, and D. Reich (2011). Longitudinal functional principal

component analysis. In Recent Advances in Functional Data Analysis and Related Topics,

pp. 149-154. Springer.

Hall, P., J. L. Horowitz, et al. (2007). Methodology and convergence rates for functional
linear regression. The Annals of Statistics 35(1), 70-91.

Hall, P., H.-G. Miiller, and J.-L. Wang (2006). Properties of principal component methods

for functional and longitudinal data analysis. The annals of statistics, 1493-1517.

Hall, P. and I. Van Keilegom (2007). Two-sample tests in functional data analysis starting
from discrete data. Statist. Sinica 17(4), 1511-1531.

Hérdle, W. and J. S. Marron (1990). Semiparametric comparison of regression curves. Ann.
Statist. 18(1), 63-89.

49



Hilgert, N., A. Mas, and N. Verzelen (2013). Minimax adaptive tests for the functional linear
model. Ann. Statist. 41(2), 838-869.

Hoérmann, S. and L. u. Kidziiski (2015). A note on estimation in Hilbertian linear models.
Scand. J. Stat. 42(1), 43-62.

Horvath, L., P. Kokoszka, and M. Reimherr (2009). Two sample inference in functional
linear models. Canadian Journal of Statistics 37(4), 571-591.

Hsing, T. and R. Eubank (2015). Theoretical foundations of functional data analysis, with

an introduction to linear operators, Volume 997. John Wiley & Sons.

Imaizumi, M. and K. Kato (2018). Pca-based estimation for functional linear regression with

functional responses. Journal of multivariate analysis 163, 15-36.

Karhunen, K. (1946). Zur spektraltheorie stochastischer prozesse. Ann. Acad. Sci. Fennicae,
Al 34.

Kokoszka, P. and M. Reimherr (2017). Introduction to functional data analysis. Chapman
and Hall/CRC.

Kosambi, D. D. (1943). Statistics in function space. J. Indian Math. Soc. (N.S.) 7, 76-88.

Kutta, T., G. Dierickx, and H. Dette (2022). Statistical inference for the slope parameter in
functional linear regression. Electron. J. Stat. 16(2), 5980-6042.

Le Bihan, D., J.-F. Mangin, C. Poupon, C. A. Clark, S. Pappata, N. Molko, and
H. Chabriat (2001). Diffusion tensor imaging: concepts and applications. Journal of
Magnetic Resonance Imaging: An Official Journal of the International Society for Magnetic
Resonance in Medicine 13(4), 534-546.

Lei, J. (2014). Adaptive global testing for functional linear models. J. Amer. Statist.
Assoc. 109(506), 624-634.

Li, Y. and T. Hsing (2007). On rates of convergence in functional linear regression. Journal
of Multivariate Analysis 98(9), 1782-1804.

Loeve, M. (1946). Functions aleatoire de second ordre. Revue science 84, 195-206.

Mercer, J. (1909). Functions of positive and negative type, and their connection with the
theory of integral equations. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London.
Series A, Containing Papers of a Mathematical or Physical Character 209, 415-446.

20



Miiller, H.-G. and U. Stadtmiiller (2005). Generalized functional linear models. the Annals
of Statistics 33(2), 774-805.

Ojeda Cabrera, J. L. (2022). locpol: Kernel Local Polynomial Regression. R package version
0.8.0.

Pomann, G.-M., A.-M. Staicu, and S. Ghosh (2016). A two-sample distribution-free test for
functional data with application to a diffusion tensor imaging study of multiple sclerosis.
J. R. Stat. Soc. Ser. C. Appl. Stat. 65(3), 395-414.

R Core Team (2023). R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. Vienna,

Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing.

Ramsay, J. O. and B. W. Silverman (2005). Functional data analysis. Springer series in

statistics.

Reiss, P. T., J. Goldsmith, H. L. Shang, and R. T. Ogden (2017). Methods for scalar-on-

function regression. International Statistical Review 85(2), 228-249.

Shang, Z. and G. Cheng (2015). Nonparametric inference in generalized functional linear
models. The Annals of Statistics, 1742-1773.

the SPRINT Research Group, T. S. M. I. (2019, 08). Association of Intensive vs Standard
Blood Pressure Control With Cerebral White Matter Lesions. JAMA 322(6), 524-534.

Tsybakov, A. B. (1997). On nonparametric estimation of density level sets. The Annals of
Statistics 25(3), 948-969.

van der Vaart, A. W. and J. A. Wellner (1996). Weak convergence and empirical processes.

Springer Series in Statistics. Springer-Verlag, New York. With applications to statistics.

Van Der Vaart, A. W., J. A. Wellner, A. W. van der Vaart, and J. A. Wellner (1996). Weak

convergence. Springer.

Vapnik, V. N. and A. J. Cervonenkis (1971). The uniform convergence of frequencies of the

appearance of events to their probabilities. Teor. Verojatnost. i Primenen. 16, 264-279.

Wang, H. and J. K. Kim (2023). Statistical inference using regularized M-estimation in the
reproducing kernel Hilbert space for handling missing data. Ann. Inst. Statist. Math. 75(6),
911-929.

o1



Xu, D., M. Sheraz, A. Hassan, A. Sinha, and S. Ullah (2022). Financial development,
renewable energy and co2 emission in g7 countries: New evidence from non-linear and

asymmetric analysis. Energy Economics 109, 105994.

Yao, F., H.-G. Miiller, and J.-L. Wang (2005). Functional linear regression analysis for
longitudinal data. The Annals of Statistics, 2873-2903.

Yuan, M. and T. T. Cai (2010a). A reproducing kernel Hilbert space approach to functional
linear regression. Ann. Statist. 38(6), 3412-3444.

Yuan, M. and T. T. Cai (2010b). A reproducing kernel hilbert space approach to functional
linear regression. Annals of statistics 38(6), 3412-3444.

Zhang, J.-T. and J. Chen (2007). Statistical inferences for functional data. The Annals of
Statistics 35(3), 1052-1079.

o2



	Introduction
	Background, Problem of Interest and Literature Review
	Contributions
	Challenges
	Organization of the article
	Notation

	Formulation of the problem
	Description of the model
	Statement of the problem

	Development of methodology
	Preliminaries of methodology
	Formulation of test statistic
	Local polynomial smoothing
	Test statistic
	Selection of bandwidth hmn
	Implementation of the test: Bootstrap


	Main results
	Asymptotic properties of g"0362ghmn''()
	Asymptotic distribution of Tn
	Asymptotic validity of the bootstrap method

	Finite sample studies
	Real data analysis
	Discussion

