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Abstract

Heterogeneous functional data are commonly seen in time series and longitu-

dinal data analysis. To capture the statistical structures of such data, we pro-

pose the framework of Functional Singular Value Decomposition (FSVD), a unified

framework with structure-adaptive interpretability for the analysis of heterogeneous

functional data. We establish the mathematical foundation of FSVD by proving its

existence and providing its fundamental properties using operator theory. We then

develop an implementation approach for noisy and irregularly observed functional

data based on a novel joint kernel ridge regression scheme and provide theoretical

guarantees for its convergence and estimation accuracy. The framework of FSVD

also introduces the concepts of intrinsic basis functions and intrinsic basis vectors,

which represent two fundamental statistical structures for random functions and

connect FSVD to various tasks including functional principal component analysis,

factor models, functional clustering, and functional completion. We compare the

performance of FSVD with existing methods in several tasks through extensive

simulation studies. To demonstrate the value of FSVD in real-world datasets, we

apply it to extract temporal patterns from a COVID-19 case count dataset and

perform data completion on an electronic health record dataset.

Keywords: Alternating minimization, factor model, functional principal component anal-

ysis, heterogeneous functional data, singular value decomposition

1 Introduction

Functional data, comprising sequential or longitudinal records over time, commonly arise

in real-world scenarios like time series and longitudinal data analysis (Huang et al., 2008;

Bouveyron and Jacques, 2011; Tan et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2024; Yao et al., 2005a;

∗Department of Biostatistics & Bioinformatics, Duke University, Durham, NC, USA
†Department of Biostatistics & Bioinformatics, Duke University, Durham, NC, USA
‡Department of Biostatistics & Bioinformatics and Department of Computer Science, Duke University,

Durham, NC, USA. Email of correspondence: anru.zhang@duke.edu

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

03
61

9v
1 

 [
st

at
.M

E
] 

 4
 O

ct
 2

02
4



Chiou and Li, 2007; Nie et al., 2022; Luo et al., 2024), where data collected over a period

of time are viewed as random functions of time. Among the methods for the analysis

of functional data, functional principal component analysis (FPCA) plays a prominent

role in tasks involving the dimension reduction of random functional objects, such as

regression, clustering, and canonical correlation analysis (Yao et al., 2005b; Chiou and

Li, 2007; Hsing and Eubank, 2015; Wang et al., 2016). Given n independent realiza-

tions X1(t), . . . , Xn(t) of a square-integrable process X(t) over t ∈ T , FPCA decomposes

each function as Xi = µ+
∑

k≥1 ξikφk, where µ is the mean function, {φk}k≥1 are eigen-

functions, and {ξik}k≥1 are uncorrelated principal component scores. This relies on an

assumption that X1, . . . , Xn are independent and homogeneously distributed.

However, FPCA often requires estimating the entire covariance function (Ramsay

and Silvermann, 2005; Yao et al., 2005a; Hsing and Eubank, 2015), a task that may need

substantial and accurate data samples to achieve satisfactory accuracy. Furthermore, the

independence and homogeneity assumptions in FPCA are often violated in many cases,

such as when the functions X1, . . . , Xn originate from dependent samples, heterogeneous

sub-populations, or different sources. Here we provide several real-world examples:

• Epidemic dynamic data: Epidemic dynamic data (Dong et al., 2020; Tian et al.,

2021) comprise trajectories of epidemic case counts from multiple regions, reflect-

ing patterns of regional outbreaks. While FPCA has been applied to these data

(Carroll et al., 2020), heterogeneity in trajectories resulting from varying regional

interventions (Tian et al., 2021; Tan et al., 2022) may render FPCA inappropriate.

• Electronic health record: ICU Electronic health records contain longitudinal mea-

surements of multiple clinical features from patients admitted to Intensive Care

Units (ICU) (Scheurwegs et al., 2017; Johnson et al., 2024). These data can be

viewed as irregularly observed functional data with biologically meaningful tempo-

ral trends. To improve the diagnosis and monitoring of a patient’s health conditions,

it is beneficial to elucidate the statistical relationships between clinical features and

recover their latent trends from the observed data (Ross et al., 2014; Scheurwegs

et al., 2017). However, FPCA may not be suitable due to the dependency and

non-identical distribution of features.

• Longitudinal microbiome data: Longitudinal microbiome data, consisting of mea-

surements of microbiome features in biological systems from multiple subjects over

time, are essential in analyzing temporal dynamics of microbial communities (Baksi

et al., 2018; Kodikara et al., 2022; Shi et al., 2023). However, the heterogeneity

among subjects and features and the dependency among features (Kodikara et al.,
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2022; Shi et al., 2023) may make FPCA unsuitable for encoding temporal dynamics

among these data.

Other examples that may collect dependent or heterogeneous functional data include

neuroimaging data (fMRI (Zapata et al., 2022), EEG (Qiao et al., 2019)), spatial-temporal

data (Fuentes, 2006; Liang et al., 2023), and multivariate time series data (Lam et al.,

2011; Lam and Yao, 2012).

To overcome these limitations, we propose a new framework called functional sin-

gular value decomposition (FSVD), tailored for the dimension reduction and feature

extraction of heterogeneous functional data. Specifically, the FSVD of n functions, de-

noted by X1, . . . , Xn, is defined as
X1

...

Xn

 =
∑
r≥1

ρrarϕr. (1)

Here, ars are orthonormal n-dimensional singular vectors, ϕrs are orthonormal singular

functions, and ρr are singular values with ρ1 ≥ ρ2 ≥ · · · ≥ 0. The first main contribution

of this paper is to validate the proposed framework by proving the existence of FSVD

(1) and establishing its fundamental properties under mild conditions, thereby laying its

mathematical foundation.

The second main contribution of this paper is providing a theoretically guaranteed

procedure for the estimation of FSVD when Xis are sampled at varying time points across

i, a common scenario in practice that we termed as irregularly observed functional

data. We assume the Xis lie in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS), and apply

a novel joint kernel ridge regression scheme that can accommodate the varying temporal

sampling, leverage the smoothness over time, and borrow information across functions

without the need to estimate the covariance structure of Xis. We also establish theo-

retical guarantees for the algorithm by proving its convergence and providing estimation

accuracy on the estimated singular vectors and singular functions. See Figure 1 for an

illustration of FSVD on irregularly observed functional data.

The third main contribution of this paper is the introduction of the concepts intrinsic

basis functions and intrinsic basis vectors, which unify several crucial tasks of func-

tional/longitudinal/time series data under the same framework of FSVD, as illustrated

by Figure 2. These new concepts characterize intrinsic structures among functions with

heterogeneous, and possibly dependent structures. Using the concept of intrinsic basis

functions, we will show that FSVD is more general than FPCA (Yao et al., 2005a; Hsing

and Eubank, 2015) and capable of effective dimension reduction and clustering. Mean-

while, the concept of intrinsic basis vectors allows FSVD to estimate factor models of
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Figure 1: A pictorial illustration of FSVD: images on the horizontal (x-y) plane represent

the FSVD of irregularly observed functional data, while the curves along the vertical (z)

axis illustrate the smooth nature of functional data.

time series under milder conditions than existing methods (Bai and Ng, 2002; Lam et al.,

2011; Lam and Yao, 2012), making it suitable for estimating factor loadings and series

from irregularly observed and non-stationary data. The above two frameworks offer two

different interpretations of FSVD, adapted to the underlying structure of heterogeneous

functional data. Additionally, the application of FSVD directly addresses the task of

completion for functional data, which we refer to as functional completion in this paper.

Intrinsic basis vectors

Functional Singular
Value Decomposition

(FSVD)

Functional Principal
Component

Analysis

Functional
Clustering

Estimation of  
Factor Loading

Estimation of  
Factor Series

Functional
Completion

Identically distributed
functional data

Time series can be
irregularly observed

Find data-adaptive

basis functions
Factor series can

be non-stationary

Intrinsic basis functions Structure-adaptive Interpretability

Figure 2: An illustration of tasks associated with FSVD.

To demonstrate the utility of FSVD, we apply it to two real-world datasets. In a

dataset that record the case counts of SARS-CoV-2 infection in 64 regions in 2020, FSVD

was able to characterize heterogeneous trajectory patterns across regions that FPCA

failed to identify. In a electronic health record dataset, FSVD performs data completion

by leveraging a factor model across features, offering more reasonable completion results

compared to existing methods.
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1.1 Related Work

The framework of FSVD connects to a broad range of literature in functional data anal-

ysis, PCA, and SVD.

PCA and SVD versus Functional PCA and Functional SVD. Principal Com-

ponent Analysis (PCA) and Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) are related techniques

essential for dimensionality reduction and feature extraction in matrix data. PCA is

a statistical method that models data as samples of random vectors and performs di-

mensionality reduction based on the covariance matrix, whereas SVD is a linear algebra

technique that factorizes any deterministic or random data matrix into low-rank compo-

nents. While PCA relies on estimating the covariance matrix, it can be computed using

SVD on the centralized data matrix, effectively bypassing explicit covariance computa-

tion—especially advantageous when the feature dimensionality exceeds the sample size.

Beyond their interrelation, SVD has broader applications, such as spectral clustering (Ng

et al., 2001), canonical correlation analysis (Witten et al., 2009), and matrix completion

(Candes and Recht, 2012), demonstrating its versatility.

A similar juxtaposition can be drawn between Functional PCA (FPCA) and Func-

tional SVD (FSVD) as that between PCA and SVD for homogeneous functional data.

FPCA typically involves estimating covariance functions, a complex task requiring sub-

stantial data and smoothness conditions on the covariance functions (Yao et al., 2005a;

Hsing and Eubank, 2015). In contrast, FSVD can perform dimension reduction directly

on the data without estimating covariance functions, offering a more straightforward ap-

proach. In fact, the differences between FPCA and FSVD are more pronounced due to

the complexity of functional data, which we will describe in the next paragraph.

Comparison with Existing Functional PCA- and SVD-type methods. Most

existing methods for the dimension reduction of functional data share similar philosophy

as PCA by adopting linear combinations of random components as low dimensional rep-

resentation of the data. They mostly fall under two frameworks: the first one focuses on

the functional aspect and projects the data into deterministic basis functions, and the

second one focuses on the tabular (e.g. feature or subject) aspect and projects the data

into deterministic basis vectors. Methods under the first framework project functions into

deterministic eigen functions using Karhunen-Loève (KL) expansions and its extensions.

For example, FPCA directly adopts the KL expansion for homogeneous functional data

(Yao et al., 2005a; Hsing and Eubank, 2015); finite mixtures of KL expansions are used

to account for clustering structures within heterogeneous functional data (Chiou and Li,

2007); and separable KL expansions are used to handle separable covariance structures
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among heterogeneous and dependent functional data (Zapata et al., 2022). Methods

under the second framework focusing on the tabular aspect include factor models for

multivariate time series (Lam et al., 2011; Lam and Yao, 2012), which reduce the dimen-

sionality of the subject/feature mode into deterministic factor loadings. Compared to

these methods, FSVD offers a unified framework for handling heterogeneous functional

data, being capable of providing dimensionality reduction for both functional and tabular

aspects while adapting to their statistical structures. This allows FSVD to accomplish

the tasks of both FPCA and factor models, making it applicable to a wider range of

scenarios where different types of structures need to be captured and interpreted.

Additionally, Huang et al. (2008, 2009) extended matrix SVD to functional data

by representing Xi(t)i=1,...,n;,t∈T as a matrix with subjects/features and time as its two

dimensions. Their approach assumed that all subjects/features were observed at the

same time points and enforced continuity on the singular vectors associated with the time

dimension. However, the assumption of identical time points is often impractical for many

functional datasets. In contrast, the FSVD framework accommodates irregularly observed

functional data and provides foundational theoretical guarantees that was previously

unavailable.

Organization The rest of this article is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces

the theoretical framework of FSVD for fully observed functional data. In Section 3, we

develop an estimation procedure of FSVD for noisy and irregularly observed functions,

with its theoretical properties presented in Section 3.2. Section 4 connects FSVD to

various tasks involving heterogeneous functional data, followed by extensive simulation

studies in Section 5 to illustrate its effectiveness. We illustrate the usage of FSVD in

two real-world applications in Section 6, and conclude with a discussion in Section 7.

All proofs and additional real data analysis results are collected in the supplementary

materials. The codes and datasets are publicly available at https://github.com/Jianbin-

Tan/Functional-Singular-Value-Decompostion.

2 Foundations of Functional Singular Value Decom-

position

Here we introduce the notation and preliminaries of this paper. Let T be a bounded

closed interval in R. Since we can rescale the functional domain, we assume T is [0, 1]

throughout this article. Denote L2(T ) as the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions

on T , with the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ and norm ∥·∥ :=
√

⟨·, ·⟩, where ⟨f, g⟩ =
∫
t∈T f(t)g(t) dt

for f, g ∈ L2(T ). For any vector a = (a1, . . . , an)
⊤, we also denote ∥a∥ :=

√∑n
i=1 a

2
i as
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its ℓ2 norm. Define span(f1, . . . , fn) as the functional space spanned by f1, . . . , fn ∈ L2(T )

and dim(f1, . . . , fn) as the dimension of span(f1, . . . , fn). Let I(·) be the indicator function
and [Z] be the set of integers {1, . . . , Z}. For two sequences of non-negative real values

{an} and {bn}, we say an ≲ bn or bn ≳ an if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

an ≤ Cbn for all n. Let rank(·) denote the rank of a matrix.

Next, we introduce the notations in operator theory. Consider an operator K between

two Hilbert spaces H1 and H2, each with inner product ⟨·, ·⟩i and norms ∥ · ∥i for i = 1, 2.

Define Dom(K) as the domain of K, and denote Im(K) := {Kx;x ∈ Dom(K)} and

Null(K) := {x ∈ Dom(K);Kx = 0} as the image and null spaces of K, where 0 is

the zero element in H2. Define the composition of two operators K1 and K2 as K1K2

whenever Im(K2) ⊂ Dom(K1). Given an operator K from H1 to H1, if there exist e ∈ H1

and λ ∈ R such that Ke = λe, λ and e are called the eigenvalue and eigenfunction of K,

respectively. An operator K is compact if for any bounded sequence {xN ;N ≥ 1} in H1,

{KxN ;N ≥ 1} has a convergent subsequence in H2.

In the following Theorem 1, we describe the functional singular value decomposition

(FSVD) for deterministic functions X1, . . . , Xn ∈ H, where H ⊆ L2(T ) is a Hilbert space.

Theorem 1 (Existence and Basic Properties of Functional Singular Value Decomposi-

tion). Suppose X1, . . . , Xn ∈ H. Then there exists an FSVD of X1, . . . , Xn:
X1

...

Xn

 =
R∑

r=1

ρrarϕr, (2)

where ρ1 ≥ · · · ≥ ρR > 0 are singular values, a1, . . . ,aR ∈ Rn are singular vectors,

ϕ1, . . . , ϕR ∈ H are singular functions, and R ≤ n is the rank. Here, a1, . . . ,aR and

ϕ1, . . . , ϕR are orthonormal in the sense that a⊤
r ar′ = ⟨ϕr, ϕr′⟩ = I(r = r′) for r, r′ ∈ [R].

Define Xn : H → Rn,

Xn : f 7→
(
⟨X1, f⟩, . . . , ⟨Xn, f⟩

)⊤
, ∀f ∈ H, (3)

and X ∗
n denotes the adjoint operator of Xn. Then Xn is a compact operator; ρ2rs are the

non-zero eigenvalues of both the self-adjoint operators X ∗
nXn : H → H and XnX ∗

n : Rn →
Rn; ϕr is an eigenfunction of X ∗

nXn and ar is an eigenvector of XnX ∗
n , corresponding to

the eigenvalue ρ2r.

Theorem 1 demonstrates that functional data can be viewed as the compact operator

Xn between functional spaces, similar to matrix data being viewed as a linear transfor-

mation. The compactness of Xn then leads to the FSVD of Xis in Theorem 1.

The following theorem characterizes the uniqueness of FSVD.
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Theorem 2 (Uniqueness of FSVD). If there exist two FSVDs of X1, . . . , Xn:{
ρr,ar, ϕr; r = 1, . . . , R

}
,
{
ρ̃r, ãr, ϕ̃r; r = 1, . . . , R̃

}
such that ρ1 ≥ · · · ≥ ρR > 0,

ρ̃1 ≥ · · · ≥ ρ̃R̃ > 0, a⊤
r ar′ = ⟨ϕr, ϕr′⟩ = ã⊤

r ãr′ = ⟨ϕ̃r, ϕ̃r′⟩ = I(r = r′), and satisfying∑R
r=1 ρrarϕr =

∑R̃
r=1 ρ̃rãrϕ̃r, then R = R̃ and ρr = ρ̃r for all r ∈ [R].

Furthermore, if ρ1 > · · · > ρR > 0 are distinct, then (ãr, ϕ̃r) = ±(ar, ϕr).

If there exists a block of identical singular values, say ρr1−1 > ρr1 = · · · = ρr2 > ρr2+1,

then there exists an orthogonal matrix B ∈ R(r2−r1+1)×(r2−r1+1) such that (ãr1 , . . . , ãr2) =

(ar1 , . . . ,ar2)B and (ϕ̃r1 , . . . , ϕ̃r2) = (ϕr1 , . . . , ϕr2)B.

Theorem 2 shows that when the singular values are distinct, the singular functions

and singular vectors are unique up to sign-flipping; when there are multiple identical

singular values, the corresponding subspaces spanned by the singular vectors or singular

functions are uniquely identifiable.

Theorem 3 (Sequential Formation of FSVD). Define the following sequences for r =

1, 2, . . . , R:

(g1r, . . . , gnr) = argmin
f1,...,fn∈H

n∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥Xi −
r−1∑
l=1

gil − fi

∥∥∥∥2
subject to dim(f1, . . . , fn) = 1.

Represent gir = birϕ
0
r with ∥ϕ0

r∥ = 1, and define ρ0r :=
√∑n

i=1 b
2
ir and a0

r :=

(b1r, . . . , bnr)
⊤/ρ0r. Then {ρ0r,a0

r, ϕ
0
r}r∈[R] forms the FSVD of X1, . . . , Xn.

Theorem 3 shows that the rth singular component is the optimal rank-one approxima-

tion for the functions X1, . . . , Xn after subtraction of the first (r−1) singular components.

3 FSVD for Irregularly Observed Functional Data

In real-world applications, functional curves are typically observed with noise at discrete

time points, rather than being directly measured across the entire continuum. To accom-

modate such practical scenarios, we extend the aforementioned framework of FSVD to

discretely observed functional data. We specifically focus on the following model that is

widely considered in the literature (Yao et al., 2005a; Hsing and Eubank, 2015; Wang

et al., 2016):

Yij = Xi(Tij) + εij, j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n], (4)

where
{
Tij; j ∈ [Ji]

}
is the collection of observable time points for trajectory Xi,{

εij; j ∈ [Ji]
}
are the mean-zero noise variables, and

{
Yij; j ∈ [Ji]

}
are the noisy dis-

crete observations of Xi for each i. In this model, we allow the observation time points
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to be irregular, i.e.,
{
Tij; j ∈ [Ji]

}
may vary across different i. Under this setting, we

cannot directly evaluate their FSVD via the approach developed in Section 2 since Xi

are incompletely observed with added noise.

To obtain FSVD under model (4), we assume Xi are contained in a reproducing kernel

Hilbert space H(K) ⊂ L2(T ) that satisfies certain smoothness conditions. Before getting

into the details, we first introduce some notation and preliminaries in the context of

RKHS. Let H be a Hilbert space of functions on T with inner product ⟨·, ·⟩H and norm

∥ · ∥H. The functional space H is called an RKHS if there exists a kernel K on T × T
such that

K(t, ·) ∈ H and f(t) = ⟨f,K(t, ·)⟩H

for all t ∈ T and f ∈ H. We denote H as H(K) because it can be shown that K, the

reproducing kernel of H, is unique to H. For a more detailed exposition of RKHS theory,

see Aronszajn (1950).

To avoid overfitting and encourage smoothness in the estimates of Xi in H(K), we

will use the penalization term ∥P(·)∥H, where P is a projection operator from H(K) onto

its subspace. This framework is commonly adopted in the literature on RKHS regression

(Schölkopf et al., 2001; Yuan and Cai, 2010; Gu, 2013; Hsing and Eubank, 2015).

In this article, we focus on H(K) being a subset of L2(T ). This can be achieved if

there exists a constant CK such that supt∈T
√

K(t, t) ≤ CK:

∥f∥ ≤ sup
t∈T

|f(t)| = sup
t∈T

|⟨f,K(·, t)⟩H| ≤ ∥f∥H · sup
t∈T

√
K(t, t) ≤ CK∥f∥H,∀f ∈ H(K),

which in turn leads to H(K) ⊂ L2(T ). One common choice of an RKHS contained in

L2(T ) to reflect the smoothness of functional data is the Sobolev space (Yuan and Cai,

2010; Hsing and Eubank, 2015):

W2
q (T ) :=

{
f : T → R; D0f, · · · , Dq−1f are continuous and Dqf ∈ L2(T )

}
⊆ L2(T ),

where Dq is the order-q differential operator. Under this setting, it is common to take P
to be the projection operator from W2

q (T ) onto H1 :=
{
h(t) =

∫ t

0
g(s)(t− s)q−1 ds/(q −

1)!; g ∈ L2(T )
}

⊂ W2
q (T ) (Gu, 2013; Hsing and Eubank, 2015). Therefore, ∥PXi∥H

becomes ∥DqXi∥, measuring the smoothness of Xi in terms of its qth derivative.

3.1 Joint Kernel Ridge Regression for FSVD

With the assumption of X1, . . . , Xn contained in an RKHS H(K) ⊂ L2(T ), we ensure the

singular components of Xis are contained in H(K) as per Theorem 1. Based on Theorem

9



3, we propose to estimate the first singular component by computing

argmin
f1,...,fn∈H(K)

n∑
i=1

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − fi(Tij)

}2
+ ν ∥Pfi∥2H

)
subject to dim(f1, . . . , fn) = 1.

(5)

Here, P is a projection operator discussed earlier and ν is a tuning parameter. We set

that fi = ai1ϕ1 and a1 = (a11, . . . , an1)
⊤; then (5) is equivalent to

argmin
a1∈Rn,ϕ1∈H(K)

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − ai1ϕ1(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥a1∥2 · ∥Pϕ1∥2H. (6)

Remark 1 (Connections to existing functional data/kernel ridge regression/SVD meth-

ods). The optimizations (5) and (6) are related to many existing methods in the literature

of functional data/kernel ridge regression/SVD methods. First, note that when fis are

free of i, the optimization (5) reduces to the estimation of a mean function for indepen-

dent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) functional data Xis (Hsing and Eubank, 2015).

In this context, (5) relaxes the i.i.d. assumption to allow for varying mean functions for

Xis. Moreover, (5) can also be a standard kernel ridge regression (Schölkopf et al., 2001;

Gu, 2013) when n = 1. When n > 1, the rank-one constraint we impose to link the

estimations of Xis together allows for the borrowing of information across functions in

the implementation of a joint kernel ridge regression on Yijs. Finally, being equivalent to

(5), (6) can be viewed as one type of penalized decomposition on the observed data Yijs,

similar to existing SVD-type methods for matrices (Witten et al., 2009; Yu et al., 2016)

or functional data (Huang et al., 2008, 2009).

It is worth noting that the regularization ofXis in (5) is transferred to ϕ1 and a1 in (6).

The minimization over the function ϕ1 can then be reformulated into a finite-dimensional

optimization problem as demonstrated by the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Assume dim(Null(P)) <∞. Let h1, · · · , hq be a collection of basis functions

of Null(P) and define gij := P
{
K(·, Tij)

}
. Then there exist um ∈ R, m ∈ [q], and

wij ∈ R, i ∈ [n] and j ∈ [Ji], such that the minimizer of ϕ1 in (6) is represented as∑q
m=1 umhm +

∑n
i=1

∑Ji
j=1wijgij. As a result, (6) can be reformulated as

min
a1∈Rn,u∈Rq ,w∈RJ

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

[
Yij − ai1

{ q∑
m=1

umhm(Tij) +
n∑

i1=1

Ji∑
j1=1

wi1j1gi1j1(Tij)

}]2
+ ν∥a1∥2 ·w⊤Gw,

(7)

where u = (u1, · · · , uq)⊤, w =
(
wij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

)⊤ ∈ RJ with J =
∑n

i=1 Ji being the

total number of observations, and the entries of the matrix G are ⟨gi′j′ , gi′′j′′⟩H for all

i′, i′′ ∈ [n], j′ ∈ [Ji′ ], j
′′ ∈ [Ji′′ ].

10



Theorem 4 can be seen as an extension of the Representer Theorem for kernel ridge

regression (Schölkopf et al., 2001) to our rank-one-constrained kernel ridge regression (5).

This theorem paves the way to compute FSVD on infinite-dimensional functions through

finite dimensional optimization.

When H(K) is taken as W2
q (T ) with ∥Pϕ1∥H = ∥Dqϕ1∥ as mentioned previously,

we have a simpler representer theorem for the optimization (6). In detail, suppose that

Ji > q, i ∈ [n]. Then there exist wij ∈ R, i ∈ [n] and j ∈ [Ji], such that the minimizer of

ϕ1 in (6) can be represented as ϕ1(t) =
∑n

i=1

∑Ji
j=1wijNij(t), and (6) can be transformed

into

min
a1∈Rn,w∈RJ

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − ai1

n∑
i1=1

Ji∑
j1=1

wi1j1Ni1j1(Tij)

}2

+ ν∥a1∥2 ·w⊤Hw, (8)

where w =
(
wij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

)⊤ ∈ RJ ,
{
Nij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

}
are the natural spline

basis functions of order 2q with knots
{
Tij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

}
, and the matrix H has

entries ⟨DqNi′j′ , D
qNi′′j′′⟩ for all i′, i′′ ∈ [n], j′ ∈ [Ji′ ], j

′′ ∈ [Ji′′ ]. See Part B.1 in the

Supplementary Materials for the demonstration.

We employ an alternating minimization to obtain the minimizers of a1 and w from

(8). Note that a1 and w are identifiable only up to a scalar multiplication, we always

scale a1 such that ∥a1∥ = 1 in solving the alternating minimization. The procedure

of alternating minimization is summarized in Algorithm 1, where the initialization and

tuning selection procedures are detailed in Part B.2 of the Supplementary Materials and

the subsequent remark, respectively.

It can be shown that Algorithm 1 reduces to the power iteration method on matrices

when the observed time grids are aligned across different functions; see Part B.1 in

the Supplementary Materials for the discussion. For the irregular case, Algorithm 1

incorporates non-parametric smoothing via (9) during iterations, leading to an iteratively

reweighted smoothing spline procedure for the data Yijs. This procedure is similar to

estimating a smooth mean function from Yijs when Xis are i.i.d. functional data (Hsing

and Eubank, 2015). When this homogeneous condition is not met, estimating mean

functions is generally invalid and inconsistent. Nonetheless, we can still perform FSVD

via Algorithm 1, iteratively smoothing the functional data to estimate their singular

functions.

Based on Theorem 3, we propose to sequentially estimate the rth singular component

for r = 1, . . . , R using Algorithm 1. In each iteration, we replace the data Yij by Y
(r)
ij ,

defined as

Yij −
r−1∑
l=1

ρ̂lâilϕ̂l(Tij), j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n],

11



Algorithm 1 Alternating Minimization for Estimating the First Component

1: Input â
(0)
1 ,

{
Yij ; j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n]

}
, tuning parameter ν, threshold value τ , and maximum

iteration number H.

2: h = 0 and â(0) = â
(0)
1 .

3: Repeat

4: For i = 1, . . . , n do

5: Solve

ŵ = min
w∈RJ

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

(â
(h)
i )2

{
Yij/a

(h)
i1 −

n∑
i1=1

Ji∑
j1=1

wi1j1Nij(Tij)

}2

+ νw⊤Nw. (9)

6: ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij) =
∑n

i1=1

∑Ji
j1=1 ŵi1j1Ni1j1(Tij) for i ∈ [n] and j ∈ [Ji].

7: Let

ã
(h+1)
i =

1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1 Yij ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

{
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

}2
+ νŵ⊤Nŵ

. (10)

8: Update â(h+1) :=
(
ã
(h+1)
1 , · · · , ã(h+1)

n

)⊤
/

√(
ã
(h+1)
1

)2
+ · · ·+

(
ã
(h+1)
n

)2
.

9: End for

10: h = h+ 1.

11: Until h ≥ H or ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h−1)

− ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥/∥ρ̂ϕ
(h−1)

∥ ≤ τ .

12: Set â1, ϕ̂1, and ρ̂1 as â(h), ρ̂ϕ
(h)

/∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥, and ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥, respectively.
13: Output â1, ϕ̂1, and ρ̂1.

where {ρ̂lâilϕ̂l; l ∈ [r−1]} are the first (r−1) estimated singular component via Algorithm

1. This procedure is summarized in Algorithm 2.

Hyperparameter Selection for ν and R. We propose a cross-validation (CV) cri-

terion based on Algorithm 1 to select the tuning parameter ν for each FSVD com-

ponent. For each i, we first divide the data {Tij, Yij; j ∈ [Ji]} into five groups, i.e.,

{Tij, Yij; j ∈ [Ji]} = ∪5
m=1{Tij,m, Yij,m; j ∈ [Ji,m]}, ∀i ∈ [n]. For given i and m,

{Tij,m, Yij,m; j ∈ [Ji,m]} is a proper subset of {Tij, Yij; j ∈ [Ji]}. Denote by ρ̂
(−m)
1 , ϕ̂

(−m)
1 ,

and â
(−m)
1 the outputs of Algorithm 1 with the input data excluding the mth group.

Given this, define

CV(ν) =
1

5

5∑
m=1

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji,m∑
j=1

{
Yij,m − ρ̂

−(m)
1 â

(−m)
i1 ϕ̂

(−m)
1 (Tij,m)

}2

,

where Yij,m − ρ̂
−(m)
1 â

(−m)
i1 ϕ̂

(−m)
1 (Tij), j ∈ [Ji,m], are set to 0 if {Tij,m, Yij,m; j ∈ [Ji,m]} is an

empty set. We select ν for the first singular component by minimizing CV(ν). Note that

the optimal value of ν may vary across different singular components (see Theorem 5).
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Algorithm 2 General Procedure of FSVD

1: Input observed data
{
Yij ; j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n]

}
and R > 1.

2: Input â
(0)
1 , tuning parameter ν, threshold value τ , and maximum iteration number H.

3: Output â1, ϕ̂1, and ρ̂1 from Algorithm 1.

4: For r = 2, . . . , R do

5: Input â
(0)
r , tuning parameter νr.

6: Calculate

Y
(r)
ij = Yij −

r−1∑
l=1

ρ̂lâilϕ̂l(Tij), j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n].

7: Implement Algorithm 1 with â
(0)
r ,

{
Y

(r)
ij ; j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n]

}
, νr, τ , and H.

8: Output âr, ϕ̂r, ρ̂r.

9: End for

Therefore, when evaluating the rth FSVD component, we select ν by applying the above

CV criterion based on {Y (r)
ij ; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]}.

To determine the rank R, we can select R by the ratio of singular values:

argmaxr≤Rmax

ρ̂r
ρ̂r+1

, where Rmax is a predetermined upper bound for R. We can also

select R based on additional assumptions on the measurement errors εijs. Specifically, if

{εij; j ∈ [Ji]} follow a mean-zero Gaussian distribution with variance σ2
i for each i. We

can adopt the Akaike information criterion (AIC) to select the R by minimizing

AIC(R) :=
n∑

i=1

Ji log(σ̂
2
i,R) + 2nR, (11)

where σ̂2
i,R = 1

Ji

∑Ji
j=1

{
Yij −

∑R
k=1 ρ̂râirϕ̂r(Tij)

}2
. The AIC is constructed by viewing

our procedure as a linear regression of Yij against the covariates (ϕ̂1(Tij), . . . , ϕ̂K(Tij))

for i ∈ [n] and j ∈ [Ji], similar to that in Li et al. (2013). Alternative selection criteria

can be established based on the connection of FSVD with factor models, as detailed in

Section 4.3. In such scenarios, R can be selected based on information criteria for factor

models (Bai and Ng, 2002; Li et al., 2013).

3.2 Statistical Theory

Next, we establish statistical guarantees for FSVD with irregularly observed functional

data. We assume that {Xi; i ∈ [n]} are deterministic functions from W2
q (T ) with q > 1/2,

and the true singular values, singular functions, and singular vectors of Xis are denoted

as ρ0r, ϕ
0
r, and a0

r for r ∈ [R], respectively. By Algorithm 1, the estimates of ρ0rϕ
0
r and a0

r

at the hth step for the rth singular component are denoted as ρ̂ϕ
(h)

r and â
(h)
r for r ∈ [R],

while their final outputs are denoted as ρ̂rϕ̂r and âr, r ∈ [R]. We define the sine values
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of the pairs of vectors/functions to measure the estimation errors:

dist(u,v) =

√
1−

(
u⊤v

∥u∥ · ∥v∥

)2

, ∀u,v ∈ Rn;

dist(f, g) =

√
1−

(
⟨f, g⟩

∥f∥ · ∥g∥

)2

, ∀f, g ∈ L2(T ).

(12)

In the following, we only state the theoretical result for estimating the first singu-

lar component, while the results for other components can be similarly obtained. We

introduce the following assumptions.

Assumption 1. The numbers of observed time points
{
Ji; i ∈ [n]

}
are fixed positive

integers, and there exists a number m and a constant C such that mini∈[n] Ji ≥ Cm.

In addition, the time points {Tij; j ∈ [Ji]} are independently drawn from a uniform

distribution on [0, 1] for each i.

Assumption 2. The measurement errors εij are independent of Tij and follow mean-zero

sub-Gaussian distributions that satisfy E exp(λεij) ≤ exp(λ2σ2/2) for all i, j, and λ ∈ R.

In Assumption 2, σ measures the uncertainty level of εijs. For example, σ2 can be an

upper bound of the variance of εij if the measurement noises follow Gaussian distributions.

Assumption 3.
∥∥Dq (

∑n
i=1 aiXi)

∥∥ ≲ ρ0R for all {ai; i ∈ [n]} satisfying
∑n

i=1 a
2
i ≤ 1.

Assumption 3 ensures that the L2 norm of singular functions’ qth derivatives, i.e.,

∥Dqϕ0
r∥2 =

∥∥Dq (
∑n

i=1 a
0
irXi)

∥∥2/(ρ0r)2, r ∈ [R], is bounded by a constant. This helps

control the bias of the estimated singular functions via optimization (8). Similar condi-

tions have been adopted in the theoretical analysis of methods using smoothing splines

(Speckman, 1985; Cai and Yuan, 2011; Hsing and Eubank, 2015).

Assumption 4. The ratio of singular values κ = ρ01/ρ
0
2, m, and the signal-to-noise ratio

ρ01/σ satisfy κ ≳ R, m1/(2q+1) ≳ log(n), mq−1 ≳ (ρ01)
2, and ρ01/σ ≳ n1/2+1/(2q−1)/

√
m.

Assumption 4 suggests that the ratio of singular values is sufficiently large, the ob-

served time grids of functions are sufficiently dense, and the signal-to-noise ratio is ad-

equately high. These conditions can be achieved if R grows with κ and n and ρ01 grow

with m, ensuring that errors arising from noises and discrete observation are controllable

during iteration updates.

Theorem 5 (Error Bound of FSVD with Irregularly Observed Data). Suppose Assump-

tions 1 – 4 hold. We assume that the tuning parameter ν satisfiesm−q/(2q+1)+ σ
ρ01
·
√

n
m
·x ≲

14



ν1/(2q) and σ
ρ01

√
m
· 1
ν1/(4q)

· x+
√
ν ≲ 1 for a fixed x. Then

max
{
dist(â(h),a0

1), dist(ρ̂ϕ
(h)
, ϕ0

1)
}

≲m− q
2q+1 +

σ

ρ01
√
m

·
(√

n+
1

ν1/(4q)

)
· x+

√
ν +

1

κ2(h−1)

(13)

holds with probability at least 1 − C1 exp(−C2m
1/(2q+1)) − 2 exp(−x2/2), where C1 and

C2 are constants independent of n,m, and h.

Moreover, when ν ≍
(

1
ρ01

√
m

)4q/(2q+1)
, the following upper bound holds with high

probability:

max
{
dist(â1,a

0
1), dist(ϕ̂1, ϕ

0
1)
}
≲ m− q

2q+1 + σ ·
(

1

ρ01

√
n

m
+

1

(ρ01)
2q

2q+1

·m− q
2q+1

)
. (14)

Remark 2 (Interpretation of the Error Bound). In the error bounds, the term m− q
2q+1

quantifies the errors arising from discretely observed functional data valued in Sobolev

spaces; σ
ρ01

√
m

√
n and σ

ρ01
√
m

1
ν1/(4q)

account for the estimation variance from the measure-

ment noise, where the second term relates to the tuning parameter ν. This noise effect

can be alleviated by increasing ν, while it may introduce biases from the error term
√
ν. Finally, 1/κ2(h−1) represents the optimization error, which decays to zero over iter-

ations. This term possesses a similar convergence order to the power iteration of matrix

SVD (Golub and Van Loan, 1983, Section 8.2), exhibiting geometric convergence as the

iteration h increases.

Note that the rate in (14) is generally of the order m−q/(2q+1) as m → ∞ for a

fixed n, aligning with the non-parametric rate of smoothing spline (Speckman, 1985)

and other non-parametric estimators (Tsybakov, 2009). For a diverging number of n, we

have different interpretations for the error bound related to tasks using FSVD; see the

following section for more details.

4 FSVD for Specific Tasks

In this section, we discuss the applications of FSVD to specific statistical problems. FSVD

can be effectively employed on heterogeneous functional data that are not identically

distributed. For example, the mean or covariance functions of Xis may differ across

different is, or Xis may be dependent. This relaxation allows for more flexible models for

functional data.

We introduce the concepts of intrinsic basis function and intrinsic basis vectors,

which characterize two fundamental statistical structures of functional data, focusing on

the functional aspect and the tabular aspects of functional data, respectively. These
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concepts can be used to target different statistical tasks and providing structure-adaptive

interpretations for heterogeneous functional data. In Figure 2, we summarize various

tasks for the analysis of heterogeneous functional data and their relations to FSVD, with

detailed demonstrations provided in the remainder of this section.

4.1 Functional Data with Intrinsic Basis Functions and Func-

tional Completion

For a collection of random functional data
{
Xi; i ∈ [n]

}
with heterogeneity, we aim

to extract the main functional patterns among them similar to the mean functions or

eigenfunctions in homogeneous functional data. We hope the main patterns we extract

are optimal in some sense, leading to a low-dimensional and parsimonious representation

for the functional data. To achieve this, we introduce a new concept called intrinsic basis

functions for random functions valued in L2(T ).

Definition 1 (Intrinsic Basis Functions). Suppose X1, . . . , Xn ∈ L2(T ) is a sequence of

random functions, not necessarily independent or identically distributed. The orthonor-

mal basis functions {φk; k ≥ 1} in L2(T ) are called the intrinsic basis functions of Xis if

for any deterministic orthonormal basis functions {φ̃k; k ≥ 1} and any random variables

ξ̃iks,
n∑

i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξikφk

∥∥∥∥2 ≤ n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξ̃ikφ̃k

∥∥∥∥2 (15)

for any finite K, where ξik := ⟨Xi, φk⟩, i ∈ [n] and k ≥ 1.

The intrinsic basis functions of Xis are orthonormal deterministic functions such that

the projection of Xis onto these functions achieves the optimal rank-K dimension reduc-

tion:

Xi(t) ≈
K∑
k=1

ξikφk(t), t ∈ T . (16)

The following equivalent conditions confirm the existence of intrinsic basis functions.

Theorem 6 (Equivalent Conditions of Intrinsic Basis Functions). Assume {Xi(t); t ∈ T },
i ∈ [n], are mean-square continuous processes on T , i.e., the mean functions and functions

of Xis are continuous. Then the following three conditions are equivalent:

a. The orthonormal basis functions {φk; k ≥ 1} are the intrinsic basis functions of Xis.

b. {φk; k ≥ 1} are eigenfunctions of the kernel Hn(t, s) :=
1
n
E
∑n

i=1Xi(t)Xi(s).

c. The orthonormal basis functions {φk; k ≥ 1} satisfy
∑n

i=1 Eξik1ξik2 = 0 whenever

k1 ̸= k2, where ξik := ⟨Xi, φk⟩, i ∈ [n] and k ≥ 1.
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Theorem 6 connects the intrinsic basis functions to FSVD. Note that the singular

functions of [X1(t) · · ·Xn(t)] are eigenfunctions of kernel Ĥn(t, s) :=
1
n

∑n
i=1Xi(t)Xi(s)

due to its connection to X ∗
nXn in Theorem 1 (see Lemma 4 in Supplementary Materials

for more details), where Ĥn(t, s) can be seen as a noisy version of the kernel Hn(t, s). By

equivalence of a. and b. in Theorem 6, we can use singular functions of [X1(t) · · ·Xn(t)]

to estimate the intrinsic basis functions φks of [X1(t), . . . , Xn(t)].

Next, we develop the theory for the intrinsic basis function φk estimation. Define

χi(t, s) := Xi(t)Xi(s) − EXi(t)Xi(s) and denote Zi =
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣χi(t, s)
∣∣ dtds. Assume

that {Zi; i ∈ [n]} are sub-exponential variables such that P(Zi ≥ x) ≤ c1 exp(−c2x),
i ∈ [n], where c1 and c2 are constants independent of n. Moreover, let Yi1,i2 :=∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
χi1(t, s) · χi2(t, s) dtds and define ϱ2n := sup1≤i1<i2≤n

E|Yi1,i2
|

E
√

Yi1,i1
Yi2,i2

∈ [0, 1], quan-

tifying the dependencies among Xis.

Theorem 7 (Upper bound on Distance of Singular Functions and Intrinsic Basis Func-

tions). Assume the conditions in Theorem 6 hold. We suppose that for k1, k2 ≤ K with

a finite K,

inf
k1 ̸=k2

1

n

∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

Eξ2ik1 −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2ik2

∣∣∣∣ > C, (17)

where C > 0 is independent of n. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

dist(ϕk, φk) ≲
log(n) + 1√

n
+ ϱn (18)

holds with high probability.

Moreover, if Xis are independent (not necessarily identically distributed) functional

data, then dist(ϕk, φk) ≲ 1/
√
n holds with high probability.

In Theorem 7, condition (17) assumes that the eigenvalue gap of Hn(t, s) is bounded

away from zero, introducing identifiability of intrinsic basis functions. If the correlations

among Xis are weak (e.g., ϱn = O(log(n)/
√
n) or even Xis are independent), then the

kth singular function ϕk is a consistent estimator for φk with the convergence rate being

(log(n) + 1)/
√
n or 1/

√
n.

In practice, we may only observe noisy observations of Xi on discrete time points, say

Yijs. In this case, we assume that Yijs follow the widely considered observational model

(4). We implement FSVD using alternating minimization in Algorithm 2 to obtain ϕ̂k,

serving as an estimate of the intrinsic basis functions φk. We have the following upper

bound on the estimation error of ϕ̂1.

Corollary 1 (Upper Error Bound in Intrinsic Basis Function Estimation via FSVD).

Suppose Assumptions 1 – 2 and the conditions in Theorem 7 hold. Suppose Xis are
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independent heterogeneous functional data valued in W2
q (T ) such that Assumptions 3,4,

and ρ1 ≍
√
n hold with high probability. ϕ̂1 is the output of Algorithm 1 with tuning

parameter ν ≍
(
nm
)−2q/(2q+1)

. Then

dist(ϕ̂1, φ1) ≲ m− q
2q+1 + σ ·

{
m−1/2 + (nm)−

q
2q+1
}
+ n−1/2

holds with high probability.

The condition ρ1 ≍
√
n in Corollary 1 indicates that the first singular function has a

non-degenerate signal among the n random functions Xi; we provide a general example

to achieve ρ1 ≍
√
n with high probability in Example 1 in Supplementary Materials. By

Corollary 1, the distance between ϕ̂1 and φ1 is constituted by three terms of uncertainty:

the uncertainty from the discrete time grid of functional data (m− q
2q+1 ), the uncertainty

from noise (σ ·
{
m−1/2 + (nm)−

q
2q+1
}
), and the uncertainty from the randomness of func-

tional data (n−1/2). The terms σ(nm)−
q

2q+1 and n−1/2 decrease as n → ∞, which also

occurs in the convergence rate of mean functions estimated from i.i.d. functional data

(Cai and Yuan, 2011; Hsing and Eubank, 2015). These terms demonstrate the blessing

of pooling functions together for estimating intrinsic basis functions.

Furthermore, we refer to the task of recovering the entire functions Xis as functional

completion. FSVD actually provides an approximation of (16) for functional completion

given by

X̂i =
K∑
k=1

ρ̂kâikϕ̂k, i ∈ [n], (19)

where ρ̂ks and âiks are obtained from Algorithm 2 and K can be determined using AIC

(11).

Remark 3 (Comparison of Intrinsic Basis Functions, FSVD, and FPCA and Separabil-

ity). When X1, . . . , Xn are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) centered ran-

dom functions, their covariance function Cov
{
Xi(t), Xi(s)

}
is independent of i. In this

case, the model (16) reduces to the Karhunen-Loève expansion ofXis, and the intrinsic ba-

sis functions φk become the eigenfunctions of the covariance function Cov
{
Xi(t), Xi(s)

}
.

Consequently, this dimension reduction method simplifies to functional principal compo-

nent analysis (FPCA), a prominent tool for feature extraction in i.i.d. functional data

(Yao et al., 2005a; Hsing and Eubank, 2015).

Our proposed intrinsic basis function and FSVD framework provides an empirical

solution to the FPCA problem, differing from conventional FPCA methods (Yao et al.,

2005a; Hsing and Eubank, 2015) that require estimating the covariance function of Xis.

By bypassing the covariance estimation through alternating minimization, our FSVD
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method is preferable when the covariance function is difficult to estimate, such as when

n or the number of time points is small.

Beyond the i.i.d. case, separability is another important concept for modeling de-

pendent and possibly heterogeneous functional data (Fuentes, 2006; Zapata et al., 2022;

Liang et al., 2023) that is related to intrinsic basis functions. Functional data Xi are said

to be separable if their covariance function can be decomposed as

Cov
{
Xi1(t), Xi2(s)

}
= C1(i1, i2) · C2(t, s), (20)

where C1(i1, i2) accounts for the dependence between functions, and C2(t, s) is a semi-

definite kernel with its eigenfunctions capturing the functional variant over the domain.

For centered separable functional data, we have

Hn(t, s) = C2(t, s) ·
n∑

i=1

C1(i, i).

Therefore, the eigenfunctions of C2(t, s) can be obtained from the intrinsic basis functions

of Xis due to the equivalence of conditions a. and b. in Theorem 6.

Additionally, Zapata et al. (2022); Liang et al. (2023) proposed a weaker separabil-

ity condition for functional data. When the functional data are mean-zero, the weaker

separability indicates that there exist orthonormal functions {φk; k ≥ 1} such that

E [ξi1k1ξi2k2 ] = 0 for all i1, i2 ∈ [n] whenever k1 ̸= k2. These functions {φk; k ≥ 1}
play an important role in encoding the dependence structures among Xis. By the equiv-

alence of Theorem 6 a. and c., they are precisely the intrinsic basis functions of Xis.

Therefore, we can extract {φk; k ≥ 1} using FSVD.

In summary, the newly proposed concept of intrinsic basis functions under the frame-

work of FSVD can accommodate general heterogeneous and dependent functional data.

By circumventing the challenges associated with estimating the overall kernel Hn(t, s),

FSVD is particularly advantageous in general heterogeneous settings.

4.2 Functional Clustering

In this subsection, we connect FSVD with the clustering of heterogeneous functional

data, aiming to group the functional objects Xi into distinct clusters. A classic approach

in the literature involves projecting the functional objects Xis onto a collection of basis

functions (James and Sugar, 2003; Giacofci et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2016). This projec-

tion transforms the functions into vectors, enabling the clustering of functions via various

clustering procedures on the projected vectors. It is worth noting that these procedures

require a prior selection of basis functions for the projection. To avoid this, Chiou and Li

(2007) adopted data-driven methods for determining basis functions using eigenfunctions
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derived from FPCA. Here, we develop a new method for functional clustering using the

intrinsic basis functions developed in Section 4.1.

We assume that Xis are independent but non-identically distributed random functions

valued in W2
q (T ), and the discretely observed data Yijs satisfy

Yij = Xi(Tij) + εij =
K∑
k=1

ξikφk(Tij) + εij,

where φks are unknown deterministic basis functions, ξiks are unknown random scores

and εijs are unknown white noises independent of Xis. Here, we assume that {ξi :=

(ξi1, . . . , ξiK)
⊤; i ∈ [n]} can be grouped into H distinct clusters. Based on this, we

establish a model-based method to obtain the cluster membership of ξis. This procedure

is particularly useful when the functional data are irregularly or sparsely observed.

Following the model settings of James and Sugar (2003); Giacofci et al. (2013), we

assume ξi ∼ N(µh,Σh) and εij ∼ N(0, σ2
h) if Zi = h, where Zi is the cluster membership

for the ith function, Z1, . . . , Zn are i.i.d. samples from a multinomial distribution on

{1, . . . , H} with P(Zi = h) = πh, µh ∈ RK and Σh ∈ RK×K are the mean and covariance

matrix for ξis that belong to the hth cluster, and σ2
h is the variance of white noises for the

hth cluster. Under this setting, Xis in the hth cluster share the mean function (φ(t))⊤µh

and the covariance function (φ(t))⊤Σhφ(s), and

Yi ∼ N(φ⊤
i µh,φ

⊤
i Σhφi + σ2

hI) if Zi = h, (21)

where φ(t) = (φ1(t), . . . , φK(t))
⊤, Yi = (Yi1, . . . , YiJi)

⊤, φi = (φ(Ti1), . . . ,φ(TiJi)) ∈
RJi×K , and I is the identity matrix. By treating Zis as latent variables, we can employ

an EM algorithm to estimate µh, Σh, πh, σh, P{Zi = h | Yi}, and E(ξi | Yi) for h ∈ [H]

and i ∈ [n], based on the likelihood function induced by model (21).

We employ FSVD to estimate the intrinsic basis functions φk directly from the ob-

servations Yijs, which is distinct from the approaches used by James and Sugar (2003);

Giacofci et al. (2013). These data-driven basis functions are optimal in the sense of (15),

indicating that we may adopt a smaller number of basis functions to perform functional

clustering. This approach avoids the additional conditions used in James and Sugar

(2003); Giacofci et al. (2013) to mitigate the effects of using a large number of basis

functions to adequately capture the main patterns among heterogeneous functional data.

We outline the general procedure of functional clustering in Algorithm 3. Here, FSVD

is utilized for both estimating basis functions and initializing the clustering algorithm.

For the step 4 in Algorithm 3, we can employ any vector clustering methods to obtain an

initial clustering on {ξ̂i; i ∈ [n]}. Thereafter, the initial estimates for parameters (µh, Σh,

πh, and σh) can be derived from their empirical estimates based on the initial clustering.
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Algorithm 3 Functional Clustering by FSVD

1: Input: observed data
{
Yij ; j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n]

}
, number of clusters H, and number of basis

functions K.

2: Estimate {φk}k∈[K] using the singular functions obtained from Algorithm 2.

3: Calculate ξ̂ik = ρ̂kâik for i ∈ [n] and k ∈ [K], where ρ̂ks and âiks are obtained from

Algorithm 2.

4: Propose an initial clustering on the vectors {ξ̂i := (ξ̂i1, . . . , ξ̂iK)⊤; i ∈ [n]}, and calculate

initial estimations for µh, Σh, πh, σh, h ∈ [H], based on the clustering result.

5: Given φk, k ≤ K, we implement the EM algorithm on
{
Yij ; j ∈ [Ji], i ∈ [n]

}
to estimate

P{Zi = h | Yi}, i ∈ [n] and h ∈ [H], where the EM algorithm is initialized with the

parameters in the last step.

6: Output Ẑi = argmaxh∈[H] P{Zi = h | Yi}, i ∈ [n].

4.3 Functional Data with Intrinsic Basis Vectors

Note that the intrinsic basis functions are deterministic functions that cannot be used to

characterize the underlying structure in the tabular mode of functional data. To address

this issue, we introduce the intrinsic basis vectors that emphasizes on the tabular aspect

of functional data.

Definition 2 (Intrinsic Basis Vectors). For random functions X1, . . . , Xn ∈ L2(T ), let

X(t) = (X1(t), . . . , Xn(t))
⊤. For a fixed K, let L = (l1, . . . , lK) ∈ Rn×K be deterministic

orthonormal vectors. These vectors are called the intrinsic basis vectors of Xis if∫ 1

0

E
∥∥X(t)−LF (t)

∥∥2 dt ≤
∫ 1

0

E
∥∥X(t)− L̃F̃ (t)

∥∥2 dt,

where F (t) = L⊤X(t), t ∈ T , and L̃ ∈ Rn×K and F̃ (t) ∈ RK consist of any K deter-

ministic orthonormal vectors in Rn and any K random functions in L2(T ), respectively.

The intrinsic basis vectors of Xis are deterministic orthonormal vectors such that the

projection ofX onto these vectors achieves the optimal rank-K dimension reduction. The

intrinsic basis vectors generally exist and can be derived from the eigendecomposition of

E
∫
T X(t)X(t)⊤dt, as indicated by the following theorem:

Theorem 8. L ∈ Rn×K are the intrinsic basis vectors of {Xi(t); t ∈ T } if and only

if there exists an orthogonal matrix B such that LB are the top-K eigenvectors of

E
∫
T X(t)X⊤dt.

Next, we specifically consider the case where K is taken as rank(E
∫
T X(t)X⊤(t) dt).

Theorem 9. Assume {Xi(t); t ∈ T }, i ∈ [n], are mean-square continuous processes on

T and K = rank(E
∫
T X(t)X⊤(t) dt) ≥ 1. The following conditions are equivalent:
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a. The vectors (l1, . . . , lK) := L ∈ Rn×K are the intrinsic basis vectors of Xis.

b. P {X(t) = LF (t) almost everywhere} = 1, where F (t) = L⊤X(t), t ∈ T .

c. There exists a random matrix B ∈ RK×R, with B⊤B being an identity matrix,

such that LB are the singular vectors of Xs, almost surely, where R ≤ K.

Theorem 9 shows that when K = rank
(
E
∫
T X(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
, the intrinsic basis vec-

tors L induce the following decomposition almost surely:

X(t) = LF (t) for almost every t ∈ T . (22)

Model (22) corresponds to the factor model of multivariate time series developed in

the literature (Lam et al., 2011; Lam and Yao, 2012): here, X(t) is viewed as multivariate

time series over time t, F (t) ∈ RK is the factor series over t, K is the number of factors,

and L ∈ Rn×K is a factor loading matrix containing intrinsic basis vectors. Since for any

orthogonal matrix B ∈ RK×K , LF (t) = (LB⊤)
{
BF (t)

}
for t ∈ T , the factor series and

factor loading matrix of X are unique only up to an orthogonal matrix. This flexibility is

usually considered an advantage of factor models, as we may choose a particular B which

facilitates estimation or rotate an estimated factor loading matrix when appropriate (Lam

et al., 2011).

Estimating the factors is an important problem in time series factor models, corre-

sponding to the estimation of intrinsic basis vectors here. When the entire functions Xi

are observed without any noise, this task reduces to performing FSVD on Xis as indicated

by c. in Theorem 9. Specifically, if R = K, we then extract L by (a1, · · · ,aR)B
⊤ using

the singular vectors ar of Xis, with the corresponding factor series given by

F (t) = L⊤X(t) = B(a1, · · · ,aR)
⊤

R∑
r=1

ρrarϕr(t) =
R∑

r=1

ρrbrϕr(t), t ∈ T , (23)

where B = (b1, · · · , bR) ∈ RK×R is any matrix such that B⊤B is an identity matrix.

Here, we require that R = K with high probability, which leads to
∫
T [F (t)F⊤(t)] dt ∈

RK×K being non-singular with high probability. This is necessary for identifying K from

the realization of X.

The above procedure can be generalized to irregularly observed time series data, i.e.,

{Yij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]} under the setting of Section 2. To proceed with the estimation,

we assume that Xis are contained in Wq
2(T ) almost surely, and we apply Algorithm 2

to estimate the factor models from Yijs. These procedures are summarized in Algorithm

4, where the number of factors K can be chosen using an information criterion for fac-

tor models as discussed in Bai and Ng (2002). The following corollary establishes the

estimation error rate for estimating the first factor loading.
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Algorithm 4 Time Series Factor Model Estimation by FSVD

1: Input Observed data
{
Yij ; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

}
, rank K, and an orthogonal matrix B =

(b1, . . . , bK).

2: Obtain ϕ̂k, âk, ρ̂k, k ∈ [K] of X by Algorithm 2 from the observed data Yijs.

3: Calculate L̂ := (â1, · · · , âK)B⊤.

4: Calculate F̂ =
∑K

k=1 ρ̂kbkϕ̂k.

5: Output L̂ and F̂ .

Corollary 2 (Upper Error Bound in Factor Model Estimation via FSVD). Suppose

Assumptions 1 – 2 and the conditions in Theorem 9 hold. Assume Xis are heterogeneous

functional data valued in W2
q (T ) such that Assumptions 3,4, rank

( ∫
T [X(t)X⊤(t)] dt

)
=

K, and ρ1 ≍ n1/2−δ, δ ∈ [0, 1/2], hold with high probability. â1 is the output of Algorithm

1 with tuning parameter ν ≍
(
n1−2δm

)−2q/(2q+1)
. Then for a factor loading matrix L of

Xis, there exists some random unit vector u ∈ RK such that
∫
T {u

⊤F (t)}2 dt = ρ21 and

dist(â1,Lu) ≲ m− q
2q+1 + σ ·

{
nδm−1/2 + (n1−2δm)−

q
2q+1
}

hold with high probability.

Note that u is chosen such that ρ21 =
∫
T {(Lu)⊤X(t)}2 dt holds with high probability,

the condition ρ1 ≍ n1/2−δ quantifies the strength of the factor with the loading Lu, with

a small δ suggesting a high factor strength; similar condition has been adopted in the

theoretical analyses for factor models (Lam et al., 2011; Lam and Yao, 2012). Under this

condition, the distance between â1 and Lu is constituted by two terms of uncertainty:

the uncertainty from the discrete time grid (m− q
2q+1 ) and the uncertainty from noise

(σ ·
{
nδm−1/2+(n1−2δm)−

q
2q+1
}
). Both terms converge to 0 as m→ ∞ if n is fixed, while

nδm−1/2 in the noise term may diverge with n if the factor strength is not strong enough

or n increases too fast compared to m (e.g., δ > 0 and m1/2 ≲ nδ). These phenomena are

consistent with the theoretical results for estimating factor loadings from multivariate or

high-dimensional time series data (Lam et al., 2011; Lam and Yao, 2012).

Remark 4 (Connection of FSVD to existing work on factor models of time series). Fo-

cusing on mean-zero time series X, existing factor models are usually estimated based on

the empirical covariance matrix 1
J

∑J
j=1 X(tj)X

⊤(tj) (Bai and Ng, 2002) or the empirical

auto-covariance matrix 1
J

∑J−g
j=1 X(tj+g)X

⊤(tj) (Lam et al., 2011; Lam and Yao, 2012) of

the time series, where {tj; j ∈ [J ]} are a fixed regular time grid and g < J indicates the

time lag. Under these settings, the above frameworks require the factor series to satisfy

limJ→∞
1
J

∑J
j=1 F (tj)F

⊤(tj) to converge to some fixed non-singular matrix (Bai and Ng,

2002), or {F (t); t ∈ T } to be a stationary sequence with non-singular autocovariance

matrices (Lam et al., 2011; Lam and Yao, 2012) (i.e., EF (t)F⊤(t+ s) is a non-singular
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matrix independent of t for any s). In contrast, our framework estimates the factor

model by assuming the factor series {F (t); t ∈ T } in (23) to be contained in Wq
2(T ) and∫

T [F (t)F⊤(t)] dt is non-singular with high probability. This approach not only bypasses

the estimation of the (auto)covariance matrix but also allows us to handle non-stationary

time series data.

More generally, we can utilize another RKHS H(K) to perform FSVD, allowing us to

incorporate different prior knowledge about factor series by choosing different kernels K.

This offers great flexibility for the factor modeling of multivariate time series.

Our proposed FSVD also accommodates varying observed time points across different

series and is applicable even when the time series are sparsely observed. This versatile

framework is suitable not only for estimating factor loadings and factor series from irreg-

ularly observed time series or longitudinal data, but also for facilitating the completion

of irregular data. In this regard, we can employ (19) to recover the latent trends in the

data Yijs, where we view the estimated singular vectors as factor loadings.

5 Simulation Studies

In this section, we compare FSVD with several existing methods on three aspects: the

estimation of intrinsic basis functions and corresponding functional completion, the clus-

tering of functional data, and the estimation of intrinsic basis vectors.

Simulations on Functional Data with Intrinsic Basis Functions. We generate

both homogeneous and heterogeneous functional data using the following model:
X1(t)

...

Xn(t)

 =
K∑
k=1

ρk(ak + bk)φk(t), t ∈ [0, 1]. (24)

Here, ρk = 2 exp
{
(K − k + 1)/2

}
, {φk; 1 ≤ k ≤ K} are the first K non-constant

Fourier basis functions. We construct aks deterministically by setting aik = sin
{
kπ(i +

n/4)/(2n)
}
for i ∈ [n], k ∈ [K], letting ak = (a1k, . . . , ank)

⊤, then orthonormalizing aks

by the Gram-Schmidt process. We draw bik ∼ N(0, a2ik) independently for each i, k and

set bk = (b1k, . . . , bnk)
⊤. Under this setting, Xis are heterogeneous functional data with

different mean and covariance functions for each i, and φks are intrinsic basis functions of

Xis satisfying the condition in Theorem 6c. We also use (24) to generate i.i.d. functional

data by setting aks as zero vectors and generating bik ∼ N(0, 1/n) for each i, k. As a

result, Xis are i.i.d. functional data with mean zero with φks being their eigenfunctions,

which corresponds to the model setting of FPCA. For each Xi, we randomly sample
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the number of time points Ji from {4, . . . , 8}, {6, . . . , 10} or {8, . . . 12}; we generate

{Tij; j ∈ [Ji]} independently from a uniform distribution on T = [0, 1] and generate Yijs

according to the measurement model (4) with εij ∼ N(0, σ2
i ) with σ

2
i = E∥Xi∥2 · 5%. We

use K = 3 and generated 100 replications for each simulation setting.

We compare the proposed FSVD with FPCA and smoothing spline on their perfor-

mances in functional completion. To be specific, we apply the regular FPCA (Yao et al.,

2005a) to obtain estimates of mean function µ̂, eigenfunctions φ̂k, and score ξ̂ik; they

together yield a functional completion outcome X̂i = µ̂ +
∑K

k=1 ξ̂ikφ̂k. We apply FSVD

to obtain singular function estimate ϕ̂k (see details in Section 3.1) and functional com-

pletion outcome X̂i =
∑K

k=1 ρ̂kâikϕ̂k. The component number K’s for FPCA and FSVD

are determined using their corresponding AIC criteria. The smoothing spline (Gu, 2013)

yields functional completion outcome X̂i for each i but no eigenfunction estimates. We

evaluate the performance of functional completion using the normalized mean square

error NMSEX =
∑n

i=1 ||Xi−X̂i||2∑n
i=1 ||Xi||2 × 100%.

The average NMSE over 100 simulations are summarized in Table 1. We can see that

FSVD outperforms both FPCA and the smoothing spline in functional completion under

all settings. The advantage of FSVD is more prominent when time points are sparser

(e.g., Ji ∈ {4, . . . , 8} or {6, . . . , 10}), underscoring the benefit of incorporating cross-

function signals when the temporal sampling of data is limited. It is worth noting that

even when the functional data are i.i.d as assumed by FPCA, FSVD still outperforms

FPCA, especially for small n and Ji, likely due to the accumulated estimation errors

in estimating the covariance structure, which FSVD bypasses. The gap between FPCA

and FSVD narrows when large n and Ji can compensate such estimation errors. The

advantage over FPCA on the heterogeneous data is also likely contributed by the violation

of i.i.d. assumption that FPCA relies on.

In Table 2, we also summarize the estimation accuracy of intrinsic basis functions

using dist(·, φk) defined by (12). Under the homogeneous setting, we adopt the eigen-

functions estimated by FPCA and the singular functions estimated by FSVD to estimate

the intrinsic basis functions. Under the homogeneous setting, FSVD outperforms FPCA

likely because it avoids the need to estimate the covariance structure. Under the hetero-

geneous setting, we only evaluate FSVD since FPCA does not target on intrinsic basis

functions. In both homogeneous and heterogeneous scenarios, we observe an improvement

in FSVD’s performance when n increases. This is supported by Corollary 1, highlighting

the benefits of pooling functions in FSVD.

Simulations on Functional Clustering. Here, we evaluate the performance of FSVD

and existing methods on the accuracy of functional clustering. We generate heterogeneous
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Table 1: The NMSEX of three methods under different sample sizes n and the observed

number of time points.
NMSEX (%) Ji ∈ {4, . . . , 8} Ji ∈ {6, . . . , 10} Ji ∈ {8, . . . , 12}

Homogeneous
case

n = 50

FPCA 69.46 108.34 15.55

Smooth spline 131.89 65.03 42.42

FSVD 17.23 9.86 6.91

n = 100

FPCA 227.72 183.18 7.96

Smooth spline 133.24 67.32 46.51

FSVD 15.79 9.33 6.12

n = 150

FPCA 169.66 119.90 10.92

Smooth spline 134.96 68.55 44.11

FSVD 15.63 8.85 5.96

Heterogeneous
case

n = 50

FPCA 113.33 230.05 8.81

Smooth spline 127.02 69.72 41.18

FSVD 17.83 11.40 7.02

n = 100

FPCA 257.21 131.79 7.72

Smooth spline 130.62 66.86 44.25

FSVD 15.86 9.27 6.28

n = 150

FPCA 197.58 11.78 7.64

Smooth spline 135.24 67.02 42.78

FSVD 15.45 9.02 5.87

Table 2: dist(·, φk) of three methods under different sample sizes n and the observed

number of time points. Under the heterogeneous setting, we only evaluate FSVD since

FPCA does not target on intrinsic basis functions.

dist(·, φk)
Ji ∈ {4, . . . , 8} Ji ∈ {6, . . . , 10} Ji ∈ {8, . . . , 12}

k = 1 k = 2 k = 3 k = 1 k = 2 k = 3 k = 1 k = 2 k = 3

Homogeneous
case

n = 50
FPCA 0.29 0.37 0.74 0.25 0.32 0.61 0.23 0.31 0.58

FSVD 0.25 0.26 0.36 0.21 0.22 0.25 0.20 0.21 0.23

n = 100
FPCA 0.20 0.27 0.62 0.19 0.26 0.46 0.17 0.21 0.42

FSVD 0.17 0.16 0.25 0.15 0.15 0.19 0.14 0.15 0.16

n = 150
FPCA 0.17 0.23 0.55 0.14 0.19 0.44 0.13 0.19 0.35

FSVD 0.16 0.14 0.22 0.14 0.13 0.16 0.12 0.12 0.13

Heterogeneous
case

n = 50 FSVD 0.22 0.25 0.41 0.20 0.22 0.30 0.18 0.20 0.22

n = 100 FSVD 0.16 0.16 0.27 0.13 0.15 0.21 0.13 0.14 0.17

n = 150 FSVD 0.14 0.13 0.23 0.12 0.12 0.17 0.10 0.12 0.14

functional data with H = 3 clusters using (24). Specifically, we set aik = ahk if Zi = h,

where Zi is randomly drawn from {1, . . . , H} to indicate the cluster of Xi, and ahk

are independently generated from Uniform(−1, 1). We normalize and orthogonalize the

vectors ak using the Gram-Schmidt algorithm. The bik are independently generated from

N (0, (
∑n

i=1 a
2
ik/n)× 20%). The observation noises σ2

i are set to (
∑n

i=1 E∥Xi∥2/n)× 5%.

The ρk, Tij, and Ji are generated similarly to those in (24).

We compare the performance of FSVD in functional clustering with two existing meth-
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Figure 3: Box-plots of ARI values from different methods with sample sizes n (main title)

and numbers of time points Ji (subtitle).

ods: spline-clustering (James and Sugar, 2003), which employs B-spline basis functions,

and FPCA-clustering (Chiou and Li, 2007), which applies FPCA for clustering irregularly

and sparsely observed functional data. For FSVD, we offer two clustering results: the

initial clustering using Gaussian mixture models on FSVD outputs, referred to as FSVD-

clustering; and the final clustering of the EM algorithm in Algorithm 3, referred to as

FSVD-EM-clustering. For simplicity, we assume the number of clusters H to be known

for all methods. The clustering accuracy is evaluated by Adjusted Rand Index (ARI;

Rand, 1971), which ranges from −1 to 1, with higher values indicating better clustering.

Figure 3 shows box plots of ARI values from 100 simulations, where FSVD-based

methods achieve superior ARIs over spline-clustering and FPCA-clustering. The lower

ARIs of spline-clustering may be due to the inefficiency of B-spline bases in capturing

functional patterns, while FPCA-clustering may be affected by the inaccurate estimation

of subgroup covariance functions. Additionally, FSVD-EM-clustering outperforms FSVD-

clustering, suggesting the value of the EM algorithm in Algorithm 3 for further improving

clustering accuracy in irregularly observed functional data.
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Simulations on Functional Data with Intrinsic Basis Vectors. We further as-

sess the performance of FSVD in estimating intrinsic basis vectors from functional data.

Consider the model

Yij =
K∑
k=1

ρkaikFk(Tij) + εij, i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji],

where K = 3, A = (aik)i∈[n],k∈[K] is a fixed loading matrix containing intrinsic basis

vectors, F1, . . . , FK are random functions, εij are white noises, and Tij are random time

points. We construct aks deterministically by setting aik = sin
{
kπ(i + n/4)/(2n)

}
for

i ∈ [n], k ∈ [K], letting ak = (a1k, . . . , ank)
⊤, and then orthonormalizing aks by the Gram-

Schmidt process. The ρk, Tij, Ji, and εij are generated similarly to those in (24), and the

Fk are non-stationary series defined by Fk =
∑7

g=1 ckgφg, where ck = (ck1, . . . , ck7)
⊤ are

orthonormal random vectors, and φgs are Fourier basis functions.
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Figure 4: The NMSEA of different methods with sample sizes n (main title) and numbers

of time points Ji (subtitle).

Using Algorithm 4, we apply FSVD to estimate the loading matrix A from the gener-

ated data. For comparison, we use matrix SVD and the method from Lam et al. (2011)

(denoted as FAM). The matrix SVD is equivalent to performing PCA on the time series

data, assuming EYij = 0 for all i and j, a standard approach for estimating factor load-

ings (Bai and Ng, 2002). The method from Lam et al. (2011) assumes the time series
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data to be stationary. Since these methods require observations on regular time grid,

we transform the irregularly sampled simulated data onto an equally spaced time grid

on [0, 1] with J = EJi time points. We then set the observed data for each t and i as

the average of Yij such that |Tij − t| < 0.2 or the Yij minimizing |Tij − t| if the former

does not exist. Let Â = (â1, â2, â3) be the estimated loading matrices. To evaluate their

accuracy, we define NMSEA = minM orthogonal
∥A−ÂM∥2

∥A∥2 × 100%, where M accounts for

the fact that A is identifiable only up to a rotation.

The average NMSE values over 100 simulations are presented in Figure 4. Among the

three methods, SVD performs worst due to errors from data transformation and failure

to account for temporal smoothness. FAM improves upon SVD by leveraging auto-

correlation, but its performance is affected by the non-stationary nature of the simulated

data. Our FSVD method avoids data transformation errors and appropriately handles

temporal smoothness in non-stationary time series, leading to superior performance. We

also observe that the factor loadings estimated by FSVD improve as m increases for

different n, aligning with Corollary 2.

6 Real Data Analysis

In this section, we illustrate the application of FSVD using the COVID-19 case counts

data from Carroll et al. (2020) and ICU electronic health record data from Johnson et al.

(2024). These datasets showcase the effectiveness of FSVD in analyzing heterogeneous

data from both functional and tabular perspectives.

6.1 Pattern Discovery of Epidemic Dynamic Data

Understanding the epidemic trends of COVID-19 in different regions globally is crucial

for revealing outbreak patterns and assessing the effectiveness of interventions (Carroll

et al., 2020; Tian et al., 2021). We analyze cumulative COVID-19 case counts per million

people (in log scale) from 64 regions in 2020, collected by Dong et al. (2020). The dataset

consists of case counts recorded over 67 days after each region first reported at least

20 confirmed cases. Each region’s case counts form an upward-trending trajectory and

we focus on days when the cumulative case counts changed, resulting in 64 irregularly

observed dynamic trajectories. For more details, see the “Methods” section in Carroll

et al. (2020).
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Figure 5: Panel (A): Irregularly observed time series across different regions; Panel (B):

estimated intrinsic basis functions (IBFs) from FSVD; Panel (C): estimated mean func-

tion after normalization (MF) and estimated eigenfunctions (EFs) from FPCA.

In Panel (A) of Figure 5, we show the 64 trajectories from different regions. While

most trajectories display a similar upward trend, some, such as Luxembourg and Thai-

land, have distinct rising patterns (Panel A of Figure 5), which may be due to varying

regional interventions (Tian et al., 2021; Tan et al., 2022). Carroll et al. (2020) ap-

plied FPCA to these curves assuming they come from the same population. Instead,

we employ FSVD to account for such heterogeneity among the regions. Panels B and

C of Figure 5 display the comparison between FSVD and FPCA on the major temporal

structures they extracted from the data, where FSVD is represented by the estimated

intrinsic basis functions (IBFs) and FPCA is represented by the mean function and eigen-

functions. FSVD selects four components using the AIC defined in (11), while FPCA

selects three components based on the AIC proposed in Yao et al. (2005a). We can see

that FSVD captures more versatile patterns than FPCA, with its 4th IBF identifying

trend changes around days 15 and 35, in addition to the change around day 20 detected

by both FSVD and FPCA. These additional patterns allow FSVD to better characterize

regions like Thailand, Taiwan, and Luxembourg, where the timing of exponential growth

and plateau phases varies.

The advantage of FSVD over FPCA is further demonstrated by its cross-validation

error in functional completion. Specifically, for each region, we order its time points and

split them evenly into five folds in a cyclic manner to ensure each fold has an even repre-

sentation of the whole time frame. We use four folds from all regions for the estimation of

FSVD components, and check the accuracy of the resulting functional completion on the

remaining testing fold. We find that FSVD reduces the completion error by 39.18% com-

pared to FPCA (errors of 0.058 for FSVD vs. 0.095 for FPCA), indicating that FSVD’s

estimated functional patterns has a better representation of the data.
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Figure 6: Panel (A): Clustering map for the dynamics from different regions; Panel (B):

Estimated mean functions of two clusters from Algorithm 3.

We further apply FSVD to cluster the regions using Algorithm 3, as shown in Figure 6.

Regions are grouped into two clusters (blue and yellow), with cluster 1’s mean stabilizes

more quickly than that of cluster 2. These differences may reflect varying population size

and intervention strategies that lead to different exponential growth and stabilization

phases (Tian et al., 2021). The proposed FSVD method is able to extract both common

and subgroup patterns in the trajectories of regions, thus providing valuable data-driven

insights into the heterogeneity of regions in COVID-19 outbreaks.

6.2 Completion of Longitudinal Electronic Health Records

In this subsection, we use FSVD for data completion on the MIMIC-IV electronic health

records dataset (Johnson et al., 2024), which contains de-identified records from ICU

patients at the Beth Israel Deaconess Medical Center from 2008 to 2019. Collection

times of different features are irregular and differ within each patient, making the data

irregularly observed heterogeneous functional data.

For illustration purposes, we focus on 12 clinical feature data observed over 580 min-

utes from a single patient, as shown in Figure 7. The zero point represents the patient’s

admission time to the ICU, and all features are normalized to eliminate unit effects.

The definitions of the features are provided in Table 3 in the Supplementary Materials.

Despite highly irregular and sparse observations across some features (e.g., Arterial O2

Saturation, Glucose, and Neutrophils), many features exhibit smooth temporal trends.

Understanding these trends and imputing missing time points by leveraging information

from observed features can provide valuable insights for diagnosing and monitoring the

patient’s health status.
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Figure 7: Data imputation/functional completion for 12 clinical features by matrix com-

pletion, smoothing spline, K-NN, and FSVD.

We compare the recovery of missing time points using FSVD with matrix completion

(Candes and Recht, 2012), smoothing spline (Gu, 2013), and a predictive approach us-

ing K-NN (Bertsimas et al., 2018). For matrix completion and K-NN, we impute values

only on a grid of time points
⋃n

i=1{Tij; j ∈ [Ji]}, whereas smoothing spline and FSVD

allow imputation over the entire observed interval. Figure 7 shows the completion results

from the four methods. We can see that matrix completion overlooks latent smoothness,

leading to inaccurate completion of longitudinal clinical features. Smoothing spline, ig-

noring cross-function signals, is less effective in recovering trends, especially for partially

observed data (e.g., Arterial Blood Pressure systolic and Heart Rate in Figure 7). K-NN

preliminarily imputes missing values using the mean, likely due to the high number of

missing observations from irregular data. Overall, FSVD yields more reasonable com-

pletion than the other methods by incorporating cross-functional signals and ensuring

inherent smoothness.
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tronic health record from a patient.

Moreover, FSVD allows better interpretation of the results from functional completion

using intrinsic basis vectors and factor models. Using the information criterion in Bai and

Ng (2002), we select five latent factors from the 12 clinical features and obtain their factor

loading matrix as the singular vectors from FSVD. Figure 8 presents the first three factor

series and their corresponding feature loadings. The first latent factor has prominent

contribution to most clinical features, with an increase around 400 minutes after ICU

admission, capturing the rising trends in Platelet Count and predict similar trends in

features like Heart Rate and Neutrophils (Figure 7). The second factor captures the peak

of INR (PT) around 550 minute and the shift of Base Excess around 200 minute. The

third primarily describes the temporary increase in Creatinine and Respiratory Rate and

temporary decrease in INR(PT) and Lactate around 150 minute. By leveraging temporal

correlations among clinical features, the imputed data provide a more comprehensive view

of patients’ health, potentially aiding in diagnosis and guiding interventions for patients

with incomplete measurements.

7 Discussions

In this article, we establish the mathematical framework, implementation procedure, and

statistical theory of Functional Singular Value Decomposition (FSVD) for functional data

exhibiting dependencies and heterogeneity. By introducing intrinsic basis functions and

vectors, FSVD unifies various common tasks for heterogeneous functional data, providing
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a structure-adaptive approach for different statistical structures. We demonstrate the

advantages of FSVD through extensive simulations and two data analyses, showcasing

its superior performance compared to existing methods.

This paper focuses on the statistical theories of the first component of FSVD. Devel-

oping comprehensive theory for the other components and subspace estimation, especially

when singular values are identical or similar, is an interesting future direction. Cai and

Zhang (2018) developed sharp one-sided perturbation bounds for matrix SVD. For func-

tional SVD, deriving separate sharp bounds for singular vectors and singular functions

would be both theoretically and practically valuable.

Heterogeneous functional data with two-way heterogeneity have emerged in various

real-world applications. For example, consider random functions Xij(t) with mean and

covariance functions varying across i (subjects) and j (features). Such data are referred

to as multivariate functional data (Zapata et al., 2022; Tan et al., 2024), multivariate

time series from multiple subjects (Zhang et al., 2024), multivariate longitudinal data

(Shi et al., 2023), or functional tensors (Han et al., 2023). They exhibit complex subject-

feature-function tensor structures, with irregular time grids varying across subjects or

features (Shi et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2024). Due to these complexities, dimension

reduction is often necessary, using techniques like KL expansions (Zapata et al., 2022;

Tan et al., 2024), factor models (Zhang et al., 2024), and tensor SVD decompositions

(Shi et al., 2023; Han et al., 2023). These methods can be considered types of singular

value decomposition for functional data and may connect to our framework. We leave

this as a future research direction.
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A Technical Proof

Preliminary We first recall some notations. Let T be a bounded closed interval in R.
Without loss of generality, we set T to be [0, 1] throughout this article. Denote L2(T )

as the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions on T with the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ and
norm ∥ · ∥ :=

√
⟨·, ·⟩, where

⟨f, g⟩ =
∫
t∈T

f(t)g(t) dt, ∀f, g ∈ L2(T ).

We use ∥ · ∥ to denote both the Euclidean norm of a vector and the Frobenius norm

of a matrix in the following proof. Denote H as the closure of a set H from a Hilbert

space in terms of its norm, and define span(f1, . . . , fn) as the functional space spanned

by f1, . . . , fn ∈ L2(T ). Let I(·) be the indicator function and [Z] be the set of integers

{1, . . . , Z}. Moreover, we denote that f = limn→∞ fn if limn→∞ ∥f − fn∥ = 0.

Consider an operator K between two Hilbert spaces H1 and H2, each with inner

product ⟨·, ·⟩i and norms ∥ · ∥i for i = 1, 2. Define Dom(K) as the domain of K. Denote

Im(K) := {Kx;x ∈ Dom(K)} and Null(K) := {x ∈ Dom(K);Kx = 0} as the image and

null spaces of K, where 0 is the zero element in H2. Define the multiplication of two

operators K1 and K2 as K1K2 if Im(K2) ⊂ Dom(K1). Besides, define the operator norm

of K as ∥K∥∞ = sup{∥Kx∥2; ∥x∥1 ≤ 1}, and denote K∗ as the adjoint operator of an

operator K if

⟨Kf, g⟩2 = ⟨f,K∗g⟩1 ∀f ∈ H1 and g ∈ H2.

Given an operator K from H1 to H1 such that ∥K∥∞ <∞, if there exist e ̸= 0 ∈ H1 and

λ ∈ R obtaining

Ke = λe,

we refer λ and e to as the eigenvalue and eigenfunction of K, respectively.

An operator K is compact if for any bounded sequence {xN ;N ≥ 1} inH1, {KxN ;N ≥
1} has a convergent subsequence in H2. For a compact operator K, it has the following

singular value decomposition

Kf =
∞∑
r=1

ρr⟨f, ϕr⟩1ψr, ∀f ∈ H1,

where ρ2r are the eigenvalues of both K∗K and KK∗, {ϕr ∈ Im(K∗K); r ≥ 1} are the

eigenfunctions of K∗K, and {ψr ∈ Im(KK∗); r ≥ 1} are the eigenfunctions of KK∗. See

Theorem 4.3.1 in Hsing and Eubank (2015) for more details.

Denote H as a Hilbert space of functions on T with inner product ⟨·, ·⟩H and norm

∥ ·∥H. The functional space H is called a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) H(K)
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if there exists a kernel K on T × T such that K(t, ·) ∈ H and

f(t) = ⟨f,K(t, ·)⟩H,

∀t ∈ T and f ∈ H.

For any semi-positive definite kernel K(t, s) such that
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(K(t, s))2 dt ds < ∞, we

call K an integral operator associated with K(t, s) if

Kf =

∫ 1

0

K(t, s)f(s) ds,

∀f ∈ L2(T ). It can be shown that K is a compact self-adjoint operator, and the SVD of

K leads to a spectral decomposition of K(t, s):

K(t, s) =
∞∑
k=1

λkψk(t)ψk(s),

where λk and ψk are the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of K, respectively. See Section 4.6

of Hsing and Eubank (2015) for more details.

A.1 Mathematical Foundation of FSVD

A.1.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. Notice that for all f ∈ L2(T ) such that ∥f∥ ≤ 1,

∥Xnf∥2 =
n∑

i=1

⟨Xi, f⟩2 ≤
n∑

i=1

∥Xi∥2 · ∥f∥2 ≤
n∑

i=1

∥Xi∥2.

Therefore, Xn is a bounded operator for any finite n. For any bounded sequence {fN ;N ≥
1} in L2(T ), the boundedness of Xn implies that {XnfN ;N ≥ 1} is also a bounded

sequence in Rn. Based on the Bolzano–Weierstrass theorem, {XnfN ;N ≥ 1} always has

a convergent subsequence in Rn. Consequently, Xn is a compact operator.

The compactness of Xn leads to the following singular value decomposition

Xnf =
∞∑
r=1

ρr⟨f, ϕr⟩ar, ∀f ∈ L2(T ),

where ρ2r are the eigenvalues of both X ∗
nXn and XnX ∗

n , {ϕr ∈ Im(X ∗
nXn); r ≥ 1} are the

eigenvectors of X ∗
nXn, and ars are the eigenvectors of XnX ∗

n . Since XnX ∗
n is a matrix in

Rn×n, it follows that {ρr; r > n} are zero values. Therefore,

⟨Xi, f⟩ =
R∑

r=1

ρr⟨f, ϕr⟩air, ∀f ∈ L2(T ) and i ∈ [n],
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where R ≤ n is the rank of Xn. Therefore,

Xnϕr =
(
⟨X1, ϕr⟩, . . . , ⟨Xn, ϕr⟩

)⊤
= ρrar, r ∈ [R].

Take {fN ;N ≥ 1} as any orthonormal basis functions of L2(T ). Using the above

equation, we have

Xi =
∞∑

N=1

⟨Xi, fN⟩fN =
∞∑

N=1

R∑
r=1

ρr⟨fN , ϕr⟩airfN =
R∑

r=1

ρrϕrair,

for i ∈ [n]. This leads to the FSVD of Xis.

It remains to show that Im(X ∗
nXn) ⊂ H if Xi ∈ H, i ∈ [n]. Therefore, X ∗

nXn is an

operator mapping from H to H, and ϕr ∈ H, r ∈ [R], since ϕr ∈ Im(X ∗
nXn); r ≥ 1. By

the projection theory, L2(T ) can be represented as

L2(T ) = H⊕H⊥,

where H⊥ is the orthogonal complement subspace of H in terms of the L2 norm. As a

result,

H⊥ ⊂ Null(Xn)

since X1, . . . , Xn ∈ H. Therefore,

Null(Xn)
⊥ ⊂ (H⊥)⊥ = H.

By Theorem 3.3.7 in Hsing and Eubank (2015),

Null(Xn)
⊥ = Im(X ∗

n) = Im(X ∗
nXn),

indicating that Im(X ∗
nXn) ⊂ H. This in turn leads to ϕr ∈ H, r ∈ [R].

We present the specific expressions for X ∗
nXn and XnX ∗

n in Lemma 4.

A.1.2 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. If there exist two FSVDs of X1, . . . , Xn:
{
ρr,ar, ϕr; r = 1, . . . , R

}
,
{
ρ̃r, ãr, ϕ̃r; r =

1, . . . , R̃
}
such that ρ1 ≥ · · · ≥ ρR > 0, ρ̃1 ≥ · · · ≥ ρ̃R̃ > 0, a⊤

r ar′ = ⟨ϕr, ϕr′⟩ = ã⊤
r ãr′ =

⟨ϕ̃r, ϕ̃r′⟩ = I(r = r′), and satisfying

R∑
r=1

ρrarϕr =
R̃∑

r=1

ρ̃rãrϕ̃r.
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By Theorem 1, {ρ2r; r ∈ [R]} and {ρ̃2r; r ∈ [R̃]} are both the positive eigenvalues of XnX ∗
n .

Therefore, R = R̃ and ρr = ρ̃r for all r ∈ [R].

If there exists a block of identical singular values, say ρr1−1 > ρr1 = · · · = ρr2 >

ρr2+1. Then (ãr1 , . . . , ãr2) and (ar1 , . . . ,ar2) are both the eigenvectors of the matrix

XnX ∗
n corresponding to eigenvalue ρr1 . Consequently, there exists an orthogonal matrix

B ∈ R(r2−r1+1)×(r2−r1+1) such that

(ãr1 , . . . , ãr2) = (ar1 , . . . ,ar2)B.

This leads to

(ϕ̃r1 , . . . , ϕ̃r2) =
1

ρr1

(
X1, . . . , Xn

)
(ãr1 , . . . , ãr2)

=
1

ρr1

(
X1, . . . , Xn

)
(ar1 , . . . ,ar2)B

= (ϕr1 , . . . , ϕr2)B.

We then complete the proof.

A.1.3 Proof of Theorem 3

Proof. Let fi = big, i ∈ [n], for any b = (b1, · · · , bn)⊤ ∈ Rn and g ∈ H satisfying ∥g∥ = 1.

Denote

Xi =
R∑

r=1

ρ0ra
0
irϕ

0
r

as the FSVD of Xis, where ρ
0
1 ≥ ρ02 ≥ · · · ≥ ρ0R. Note that

L(b, g) : =
n∑

i=1

∥Xi − fi∥2 =
n∑

i=1

∥Xi∥2 − 2
n∑

i=1

bi⟨Xi, g⟩+
n∑

i=1

b2i

=
n∑

i=1

∥Xi∥2 − 2
n∑

i=1

R∑
r=1

ρ0ra
0
irbi⟨ϕ0

r, g⟩+
n∑

i=1

b2i

=
n∑

i=1

∥Xi∥2 − 2
R∑

r=1

ρ0r⟨a0
r, b⟩⟨ϕ0

r, g⟩+
n∑

i=1

b2i .

Since
∑R

r=1⟨a0
r, b⟩2 ≤ ∥b∥2 and

∑R
r=1⟨ϕ0

r, g⟩2 ≤ 1,

R∑
r=1

∣∣⟨a0
r, b⟩⟨ϕ0

r, g⟩
∣∣ ≤ ∥b∥.
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This leads to that

R∑
r=1

ρ0r⟨a0
r, b⟩⟨ϕ0

r, g⟩ ≤ sup
r∈[R]

{ρ0r}
R∑

r=1

∣∣⟨a0
r, b⟩⟨ϕ0

r, g⟩
∣∣ ≤ ρ01∥b∥.

Then for any b and g,

L(b, g) ≥
n∑

i=1

∥Xi∥2 − 2ρ01∥b∥+ ∥b∥2 = L(∥b∥a0
1, ϕ

0
1).

Using the fact that −2ρ01d+ d2 ≥ −(ρ01)
2, we have

L(b, g) ≥
n∑

i=1

∥Xi∥2 − (ρ01)
2 = L(ρ01a

0
1, ϕ

0
1),

and “=” holds if b = ρ01a
0
1 and g = ϕ0

1. We then obtain

(ρ01a
0
11ϕ

0
1, . . . , ρ

0
1a

0
n1ϕ

0
1) = argmin

f1,...,fn∈H

n∑
i=1

∥Xi − fi∥2 subject to dim(f1, . . . , fn) = 1.

For R > 1, notice that

Xi −
r−1∑
l=1

gir =
R∑
l=r

ρ0l a
0
ilϕ

0
l ,

where gir = ρ0ra
0
1rϕ

0
r. We similarly prove that (ρ0r,a

0
r, ϕ

0
r) is the minimizer of the opti-

mization

(ρ0ra
0
1rϕ

0
r, . . . , ρ

0
ra

0
nrϕ

0
r) = argmin

f1,...,fn∈H

n∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥Xi−
r−1∑
l=1

gir−fi
∥∥∥∥2 subject to dim(f1, . . . , fn) = 1.

for r > 1.

A.1.4 Proof of Theorem 4

Proof. Define

L(a, ϕ) :=
n∑

i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − aiϕ(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥a∥2 · ∥Pϕ∥2H,

and

H :=

{
f ∈ H(K); f =

q∑
m=1

umhm +
n∑

i=1

Ji∑
j=1

wijgij, um ∈ R, wij ∈ R
}
.

Since

K(·, Tij) = K(·, Tij)− P
{
K(·, Tij)

}
+ gij,
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where K(·, Tij)− P
{
K(·, Tij)

}
∈ Null(P) ⊂ H and gij ∈ H, then K(·, Tij) ∈ H.

Let H(K) = H⊕H⊥, where H⊥ is the orthogonal complement subspace of H in terms

of its inner product. For any f ∈ H(K), we can separate it as

f = ϕ+ ϕ⊥
1 ,

where ϕ ∈ H and ϕ⊥
1 ∈ H⊥. As a result,

f(Tij) = ϕ(Tij) + ϕ⊥
1 (Tij)

= ϕ(Tij) + ⟨ϕ⊥
1 ,K(·, Tij)⟩H

= ϕ(Tij) (25)

due to K(·, Tij) ∈ H.

Moreover, note that the projected function ϕ for f can be represented by∑q
m=1 umhm +

∑n
i=1

∑Ji
j=1wijgij. Since Pϕ =

∑n
i=1

∑Ji
j=1wijPgij =

∑n
i=1

∑Ji
j=1wijgij ∈

H, we have

⟨Pϕ,Pϕ⊥
1 ⟩ = ⟨P2ϕ, ϕ⊥

1 ⟩ = ⟨Pϕ, ϕ⊥
1 ⟩ = 0.

Therefore,

∥Pf∥2 = ∥Pϕ+ Pϕ⊥
1 ∥2 ≥ ∥Pϕ∥2. (26)

Combining with (25) and (26), we have that ∀a ∈ Rn and f ∈ H(K), there always exists

a projected function ϕ of f onto H such that

L(a, f) ≥ L(a, ϕ).

We then complete the proof.
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A.2 Equivalences of Intrinsic Basis Functions/Vectors

A.2.1 Proof of Theorem 6

Proof. Observe that Hn(t, s) := 1
n
E
∑n

i=1Xi(t)Xi(s) is always a non-negative-definite

kernel.

(a) ⇒ (b): Notice that

n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξikφk

∥∥∥∥2 = n ·
(∫ 1

0

Hn(t, t) dt−
K∑
k=1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Hn(t, s)φk(t)φk(s) dt ds

)
.

Let Hn(t, s) =
∑∞

k=1 λkφ̃k(t)φ̃k(s), where λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ 0 are eigenvalues, and φ̃ks are

eigenfunctions. Consequently, the above equation can be represented by

1

n

n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξikφk

∥∥∥∥2 = ∞∑
k=1

λk −
K∑
k=1

λk⟨φk, φ̃k⟩2.

Therefore, ⟨φk, φ̃k⟩2 = 1 for all k ≥ 1. Otherwise, there exists some K such that

n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξ̃ikφ̃k

∥∥∥∥2 = ∞∑
k=K+1

λk ≤
n∑

i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξikφk

∥∥∥∥2,
where ξ̃ik = ⟨Xi, φ̃k⟩. This is a contradiction to (a). We then conclude that the φks are

the eigenfunctions of Hn(t, s).

(b) ⇒ (c): If {φk; k ≥ 1} are the eigenfunctions of Hn(t, s), then

n∑
i=1

Eξik1ξik2 =
n∑

i=1

E
∫
T

∫
T
Xi(t)Xi(s)φk1(t)φk2(s) dt ds

= n

∫
T

∫
T
Hn(t, s)φk1(t)φk2(s) dt ds.

As a result,
∑n

i=1 Eξik1ξik2 = 0 if k1 ̸= k2.

(c) ⇒ (a): Recall that {φ̃k; k ≥ 1} are any orthonormal basis functions in L2(T ) and

ξ̃iks are any random variables. Without loss of generality, we assume that
∑n

i=1 E
∥∥Xi −∑K

k=1 ξ̃ikφ̃k

∥∥2 is finite. Notice that∥∥∥∥Xi −
K∑
k=1

⟨Xi, φ̃k⟩φ̃k

∥∥∥∥2 ≤ ∥∥∥∥Xi −
K∑
k=1

ξ̃ikφ̃k

∥∥∥∥2, a.s.
Consequently,

n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

⟨Xi, φ̃k⟩φ̃k

∥∥∥∥2 ≤ n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξ̃ikφ̃k

∥∥∥∥2.
We now show that

n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξikφk

∥∥∥∥2 ≤ n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

⟨Xi, φ̃k⟩φ̃k

∥∥∥∥2,
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where ξ̃ik is taken as ⟨Xi, φ̃k⟩, ∀i ∈ [n] and k ≥ 1.

Note that

n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξ̃ikφ̃k

∥∥∥∥2 = n∑
i=1

E∥Xi∥2 −
K∑
k=1

n∑
i=1

E⟨Xi, φ̃k⟩2.

Represent φ̃k =
∑∞

g=1⟨φ̃k, φg⟩φg :=
∑∞

g=1 agkφg. Therefore,

n∑
i=1

E⟨Xi, φ̃k⟩2 =
n∑

i=1

E
〈
Xi,

∞∑
g=1

agkφg

〉2

=
n∑

i=1

E
( ∞∑

g=1

agkξig

)2

=
∞∑
g=1

a2gk

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig.

We claim that

K∑
k=1

∞∑
g=1

a2gk

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig ≤
K∑
k=1

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ik, (27)

which implies
n∑

i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξikφk

∥∥∥∥2 ≤ n∑
i=1

E
∥∥∥∥Xi −

K∑
k=1

ξ̃ikφ̃k

∥∥∥∥2.
To prove (27), note that

∞∑
g=1

a2gk

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig =
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK +

( K∑
g=1

a2gk

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK
K∑
g=1

a2gk

)

−
( n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK
∑
g>K

a2gk −
∑
g>K

a2gk

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig
)

=
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK +

{ K∑
g=1

a2gk

( n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK
)}

+

{∑
g>K

a2gk

( n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK
)}

,

where the term

{∑
g>K a

2
gk

(∑n
i=1 Eξ2ig −

∑n
i=1 Eξ2iK

)}
is nonpositive since

∑n
i=1 Eξ2ik

decreases as k increases. Therefore,

K∑
k=1

∞∑
g=1

a2gk

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig ≤ K

n∑
i=1

Eξ2iK +

( K∑
k=1

K∑
g=1

a2gk

( n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK
))

= K
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK +

( K∑
g=1

( n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK
)
·
( K∑

k=1

a2gk

))

≤
K∑
g=1

{ n∑
i=1

Eξ2iK +

( n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2iK
)
· 1
}

=
K∑
g=1

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ig.
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In the last inequality, we use the fact that
∑K

k=1 a
2
gk ≤ 1 since φ̃ks are orthonormal

functions. Claim holds.

A.2.2 Proof of Theorem 8

Proof. Note that for any L̃ ∈ Rn×K with orthonormal columns and any random function

F̃ (t) ∈ RK , we have∥∥X(t)− L̃G(t)
∥∥2 ≤ ∥∥X(t)− L̃F̃ (t)

∥∥2, almost surely,

for each t, whereG(t) = L̃⊤X(t). This is becauseG(t) minimizes the expression
∥∥X(t)−

L̃G(t)
∥∥2 with respect to G(t) for each t. Therefore,∫

T
E
∥∥X(t)− L̃G(t)

∥∥2 dt ≤
∫
T
E
∥∥X(t)− L̃F̃ (t)

∥∥2 dt.

This leads to ∫
T
E
∥∥X(t)−LF (t)

∥∥2 dt ≤
∫
T
E
∥∥X(t)− L̃G(t)

∥∥2 dt,

where L has orthonormal columns and represents the intrinsic basis vectors, and F (t) =

L⊤X(t). Since

E
∥∥X(t)− L̃G(t)

∥∥2 = E∥X(t)∥2 − E
[
X⊤(t)L̃L̃⊤X(t)

]
= tr

(
E
[
X(t)X⊤(t)

] (
I − L̃L̃⊤

))
, (28)

we then have

tr

((∫
T
E
[
X(t)X⊤(t)

]
dt

)(
I −LL⊤)) ≤ tr

((∫
T
E
[
X(t)X⊤(t)

]
dt

)(
I − L̃L̃⊤

))
,

or equivalently,

tr

(
L⊤
(∫

T
E
[
X(t)X⊤(t)

]
dt

)
L

)
≥ tr

(
L̃⊤
(∫

T
E
[
X(t)X⊤(t)

]
dt

)
L̃

)
,

for any L̃. This implies that L maximizes the projected variance. Consequently, there

exists an orthogonal matrix B ∈ RK×K such that LB consists of the first K eigenvectors

of
∫
T E
[
X(t)X⊤(t)

]
dt.
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A.2.3 Proof of Theorem 9

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b): Note that K is the rank of
∫
T EX(t)X⊤(t) dt. By Theorem 8, we

have that ∫ 1

0

EX(t)X⊤(t) dt = LBΛB⊤L⊤,

where Λ ∈ RK×K is a diagonal matrix with its diagonal elements being the positive

eigenvalues of
∫ 1

0
EX(t)X⊤(t) dt.

Therefore, there exists a positive-definite matrix A ∈ RK×K such that∫ 1

0

EX(t)X⊤(t) dt = LAL⊤.

By (28),

E
∫ 1

0

∥∥X(t)−LF (t)
∥∥2 dt =

∫ 1

0

E
∥∥X(t)−LF (t)

∥∥2 dt = tr

{
LAL⊤

(
I −LL⊤

)}
= 0.

This in turn leads to

X(t) = LF (t), t ∈ S,

almost surely, where S ⊂ [0, 1] has Lebesgue measure one.

(b) ⇒ (c): By (b), we have∫
T
X(t)X⊤(t) dt =

∫
S
X(t)X⊤(t) dt = L

(∫
S
F (t)F⊤(t) dt

)
L⊤, (29)

almost surely. Let us consider the eigendecomposition of
∫
S F (t)F⊤(t) dt = BΛB⊤,

where B ∈ RK×H and Λ ∈ RH×H is diagonal, we have∫
T
X(t)X⊤(t) dt = LBΛB⊤L⊤, (30)

almost surely, where B ∈ RK×H and Λ ∈ RH×H , with H = rank
(∫

S F (t)F⊤(t) dt
)
.

Recall that R is the rank of
∫
T X(t)X⊤(t) dt due to Theorem 1 and Lemma 4. By (29),

we have that R ≤ H. Since F (t) = L⊤X(t),∫
S
F (t)F⊤(t) dt = L⊤

(∫
T
X(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
L,

almost surely. Therefore, H ≤ R, almost surely. We then have H = R, almost surely.

By Lemma 4, ∫
T
X(t)X⊤(t) dt = XnX ∗

n ,

where Xn is defined in (3) in the main text. Therefore, the eigenvectors of∫
T X(t)X⊤(t) dt, which are LB due to (30), are the singular vectors of Xis due to

Theorem 1. As such, LB are the singular vectors of Xis, almost surely.
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We next prove that R ≤ K, almost surely. Take any vector b ∈ Rn such that

b⊤
(∫

T EX(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
b = 0. Since

∫
T X(t)X⊤(t) dt is a semi-positive definite matrix,

then

b⊤
(∫

T
X(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
b ≥ 0.

Combining with the above facts, b⊤
(∫

T X(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
b = 0, almost surely, which leads

to

null

(∫
T
EX(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
⊂ null

(∫
T
X(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
,

where null(·) indicates the null space of a matrix. Therefore, R ≤ K, almost surely.

(c) ⇒ (a): By (c), there exist a diagonal matrix Λ ∈ RR×R and B ∈ RK×R such that∫
T
X(t)X⊤(t) dt = LBΛB⊤L⊤,

almost surely. Therefore,∫
T
EX(t)X⊤(t) dt = L

(
EBΛB⊤)L⊤.

By the eigendecomposition of EBΛB⊤, we then prove that L are the intrinsic basis

vectors of Xis due to Theorem 8.
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A.3 Statistical Convergences of FSVD

A.3.1 Proof of Theorem 5

Before proving Theorem 5, we assume that√√√√ n∑
i=1

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

fi(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

fi(t) dt

)2

≲ m−q/(2q+1) ·

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥fi∥2 +m−2q/(2q+1) ·

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥fi∥2∞,

(31)

sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

fi(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

fi(t) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ m−q/(2q+1) · sup
i∈[n]

∥fi∥+m−2q/(2q+1) · sup
i∈[n]

∥fi∥∞,

(32)

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij| ≲ x

√
n

m
· σ, (33)

n∑
i=1

a0i1
Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij| ≲ x

√
1

m
· σ, (34)

where fi ∈ Wq
2(T ), i ∈ [n], are any functions such that supi∈[n] ∥fi∥ ≲ 1, x is any positive

real value, and we use the notation ∥ · ∥∞ to denote a norm for a function f defined by

∥f∥∞ = supt∈T |f(t)|.
The inequalities (31) – (34) hold with a probability at least 1−C1 exp(−C2m

1
2q+1 )−

2 exp(−x2/2) under Assumptions 1, 2, and 4. Refer to Lemmas 5 and 6 for detailed

proofs.

Under the conditions (31) – (34), we propose the following three lemmas to prove

Theorem 5.

Lemma 1. Under Assumptions 1 – 4, and conditions (31) – (34), suppose that ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲

ρ01. Then

dist(â(h+1),a0
1) ≤ C

(
m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
· x+ 1

ρ01

∥∥ρϕ(h) − ρ̂ϕ
(h)∥∥)

+ dist2(â(h),a0
1) +

1

κ2
dist(â(h),a0

1), (35)

where ρϕ
(h)

=
∑n

i=1 â
(h)
i Xi.

Lemma 2. Under Assumptions 1 – 4 and conditions (31) – (34), we assume that the

tuning parameter ν satisfies 1
ν1/(4q)

· σ
ρ01

√
m
·x+

√
ν ≲ 1 and m−q/(2q+1)+

√
n
m

σ
ρ01
·x ≲ ν1/(2q)

for a fixed x > 0. Then

∥ρϕ(h) − ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ρ01

(
1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

· x+
√
ν +m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
· x
)

+ ρ01 dist
2(â(h),a0

1). (36)

50



Lemma 3. Under the conditions in Lemma 2, we have

dist(ρ̂ϕ
(h)
, ϕ0) ≲ m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
· x+ 1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

· x+
√
ν

+ dist(â(h),a0
1). (37)

The proof of the above three lemmas is presented in Section A.3.4.

Proof to Theorem 5. Without loss of generality, we assume that x = 1. We first claim

that

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ρ01, h ≥ 0.

Applying Lemma 2,

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≤ ∥ρϕ(h) − ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥+ ∥ρϕ(h)∥

≲ ρ01

(
1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν +m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01

)
+ ρ01 dist

2(â(h),a0
1)

+

∥∥∥∥ n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i Xi

∥∥∥∥.
Notice that

1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν +m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
≲ 1

by Assumption 4 and the condition on ν. In addition,

ρ01 dist
2(â(h),a0

1) ≲ ρ01.

and ∥∥∥∥ n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i Xi

∥∥∥∥ ≤ ρ01

due to Lemma 8. We then obtain ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ρ01 by combining the above inequalities.

We now claim that

dist(â(h),a0
1) ≲ m− q

2q+1 +
σ

ρ01
· 1√

m
·
(√

n+
1

ν1/(4q)

)
+
√
ν +

1

κ2(h−1)
, (38)

for h ≥ 1.
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For h = 1, we utilize Lemmas 1 and 2 to obtain

dist(â(1),a0
1) ≤ C

(
m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
+

1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν

)
+ 2dist2(â(0),a0

1)

+
1

κ2
dist(â(0),a0

1)

≲ C

(
m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
+

1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν

)
+ 1 +

1

κ2

≲ m− q
2q+1 +

σ

ρ01
· 1√

m

(√
n+

1

ν1/(4q)

)
+
√
ν + 1.

Then (38) holds for h = 1.

Using Lemmas 1 and 2, we again have

dist(â(h+1),a0
1) ≤ C

(
m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
+

1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν

)
+ dist2(â(h),a0

1) +
1

κ2
dist(â(h),a0

1).

Assume

dist(â(h),a0
1) ≤ Ch

(
m− q

2q+1 +
σ

ρ01
· 1√

m

(√
n+

1

ν1/(4q)

)
+
√
ν

)
+

Dh

κ2(h−1)
.

and let A = m−q/(2q+1) +
√

n
m

σ
ρ01

+ 1
ν1/(4q)

· σ
ρ01

√
m
+
√
ν. Then

dist(â(h+1),a0
1) ≤ CA+

(
ChA+

Dh

κ2(h−1)

)2

+
1

κ2

(
ChA+

Dh

κ2(h−1)

)
≤ A

(
C + C2

hA+
2ChDh

κ2(h−1)
+
Ch

κ2

)
+
Dh +

D2
h

κ2(h−2)

κ2h
.

Let Ch+1 := C + C2
hA+ 2ChDh

κ2(h−1) +
Ch

κ2 and Dh+1 := Dh +
D2

h

κ2(h−2) .

We next prove that the sequences {Ch;h ≥ 1} and {Dh;h ≥ 1} are both bounded.

Define sh = Dh

κh . First, note that

Dh+1 = Dh + δh,

where δh =
D2

h

κ2(h−2) . We express δh in terms of sh:

δh =
D2

h

κ2(h−2)
=

(
Dh

κh−2

)2

=
(
shκ

2
)2

= s2hκ
4.

Next, express Dh+1 in terms of sh:

Dh+1 = Dh + δh = shκ
h + s2hκ

4.

Since Dh+1 = sh+1κ
h+1, we have: sh+1κ

h+1 = shκ
h + s2hκ

4. Divide both sides by κh+1:

sh+1 =
shκ

h

κh+1
+
s2hκ

4

κh+1
=
sh
κ

+ s2hκ
3−h,
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where the term κ3−h decreases exponentially as h increases since κ > 1. For sufficiently

large h, we can approximate: sh+1 ≈ sh
κ
. This implies that sh decreases exponentially:

sh ≤ s1
κh−1

.

Recall that Dh = shκ
h, therefore Dh = shκ

h ≤
(

s1
κh−1

)
κh = s1κ, ∀h ≥ 1. This means

that {Dh;h ≥ 1} are bounded.

Since {Dh;h ≥ 1} are bounded, we define D := limh→∞Dh, which exists. Therefore,
2ChDh

κ2(h−1) in Ch+1 would be dominated by Ch

κ2 as h→ ∞. By this observation, we consider

Ch+1 := C + C2
hA+

Ch

κ2
.

To ensure {Ch;h ≥ 1} are bounded, we can establish that there exists an M > 0 such

that C +M2A + M
κ2 ≤ M . This can be achieved if

(
1− 1

κ2

)2 ≥ 4AC. Assuming that A

is sufficiently small, we have that {Ch;h ≥ 1} are bounded.

Since {Ch;h ≥ 1} and {Dh;h ≥ 1} are bounded, we then prove (38) for any h ≥ 1.

This leads to

dist(ρ̂ϕ
(h)
, ϕ0) ≲ m−q/(2q+1) +

√
n

m

σ

ρ01
+

1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν +

1

κ2(h−1)
,

due to Lemma 3.

A.3.2 Proof of Theorem 7

Proof. Without loss of generality, we always assume that ⟨ϕk, ψk⟩ ≥ 0, k ≥ 0.

Let Ĥn and Hn be the integral operators associated with the kernels Ĥn(t, s) =
1
n

∑n
i=1Xi(t)Xi(s) and Hn(t, s) = EĤn(t, s), respectively.

Notice that

C = inf
k1 ̸=k2

1

n

∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

Eξ2ik1 −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2ik2

∣∣∣∣ > 0,

and Hn(t, s) can be represented by
∑∞

k=1

(
1
n

∑n
i=1 Eξ2ik

)
φk(t)φk(s) due to Theorem 6, then

∥ϕk − φk∥ ≤ 2
√
2 ·

∥∥∥Ĥn −Hn

∥∥∥
C

(39)

by Lemma 4.3 in Bosq (2000).
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Notice that

∥∥∥Ĥn −Hn

∥∥∥
∞

= sup
∥f∥≤1

√√√√∫ 1

0

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

∫ 1

0

(
Xi(t)Xi(s)− EXi(t)Xi(s)

)
f(t) dt

)2
ds

≤ sup
∥f∥≤1

√√√√∫ 1

0

(
1

n

n∑
i=1

∫ 1

0

(
Xi(t)Xi(s)− EXi(t)Xi(s)

)
dt
)2

ds · ∥f∥

=
1

n

√√√√∫ 1

0

(∫ 1

0

n∑
i=1

(
Xi(t)Xi(s)− EXi(t)Xi(s)

)
dt
)2

ds

≤ 1

n

√√√√∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

( n∑
i=1

χi(t, s)

)2

dt ds

=
1

n

√√√√ n∑
i=1

Yi,i +
∑

1≤i1 ̸=i2≤n

Yi1,i2 ,

where Yi1,i2 :=
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
χi1(t, s) · χi2(t, s) dtds. Therefore,

∥ϕk − φk∥ ≲
1

n

√√√√ n∑
i=1

Yi,i +
∑

1≤i ̸=j≤n

Yi,j ≤
1

n

√√√√ n∑
i=1

Yi,i +
1

n

√√√√∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i ̸=j≤n

Yi,j

∣∣∣∣∣. (40)

Recall that Zi =
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣χi(t, s)
∣∣ dt ds, and {Zi; i ∈ [n]} are sub-exponential variables

such that P(Zi ≥ x) ≤ c1 exp(−c2x), i ∈ [n], where c1 and c2 are constants independent

of n. Notice that Zi ≤
√
Yi,i, since by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Z2
i =

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣χi(t, s)
∣∣ dt ds)2

≤
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

1 dt ds ·
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣χi(t, s)
∣∣2 dt ds = Yi,i.

Therefore, P
(√

Yi,i ≥ x
)

≤ c1 exp(−c2x), i ∈ [n], and
√
Yi,i, i ∈ [n], are also

sub-exponential variables satisfying P
(√

Yi,i ≥ x
)

≤ c1 exp(−c2x), i ∈ [n], and

supi∈[n] EYi,i ≤ C1 due to Proposition 2.7.1 in Vershynin (2018). Furthermore, we have

P
(√

Yi,i − E
√
Yi,i ≥ x

)
≤ c1 exp(−c2x), i ∈ [n]. This leads to

P


√√√√ n∑

i=1

Yi,i ≤
√
nE
√
Yi,i +

√
nx

 ≥ 1− nc1 exp(−c2x).

Moreover, by Markov’s inequality,

P

 1

n

√√√√∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i1 ̸=i2≤n

Yi1,i2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ x

 ≤ 1

nx
E

√√√√∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i1 ̸=i2≤n

Yi1,i2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

nx

√ ∑
1≤i1 ̸=i2≤n

E|Yi1,i2 |.
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By the above two inequalities, we assume

1

n

√√√√ n∑
i=1

Yi,i ≲
log(n)√

n
+

x√
n
, (41)

1

n

√√√√∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i1 ̸=i2≤n

Yi1,i2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ x

n

√ ∑
1≤i1 ̸=i2≤n

E|Yi1,i2 |. (42)

They hold with a probability at least 1− nc1 exp(−c2x)− 1
x
.

Note that

|EYi1,i2| ≤ ϱ2n · E
√
Yi1,i1Yi2,i2 ≤ ϱ2n ·

√
EYi1,i1 · EYi2,i2 ≤ ϱ2nC1,

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the definition of ϱn.

Combining the above inequality with (42), we have

1

n

√√√√∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
1≤i1 ̸=i2≤n

Yi1,i2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ϱn x.

Based on the above inequality, (40), and (41), we then obtain

∥ϕk − φk∥ ≤ log(n)√
n

+

(
1√
n
+ ϱn

)
x.

It holds with a probability at least 1− nc1 exp(−c2x)− 1
x
. By Lemma 10,

dist(ϕk, φk) ≤ ∥ϕk − φk∥ .

We then complete the proof.

Remark 5. If the Xis are independent of each other, we similarly show that∥∥∥Ĥn −Hn

∥∥∥
∞

≤ 1

n

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

(
Xi(t)Xi(s)− EXi(t)Xi(s)

)∣∣∣∣ dt ds ≤ ∑n
i=1 Zi

n
. (43)

Similar to the above proof, we can show that EZ2
i ≤ C1, i ∈ [n], and

P
(
Zi − EZi ≥ x

)
≤ c1 exp(−c2x), i ∈ [n].

Since Zi − EZi, i ∈ [n], are independent variables, we obtain

P
{ n∑

i=1

Zi ≤
√
nC1 + x

√
n

}
≥ 1− c1 exp(−c2x),

by Hoeffding-type inequality. Combining the above result with (39) and (43), we then

obtain

∥ϕk − φk∥ ≲
1√
n
+

x√
n
.
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It holds with a probability at least 1− c1 exp(−c2x). For a large x,

dist(ϕk, φk) ≲
x√
n

holds with a probability at least 1− c1 exp(−c2x).

A.3.3 Proof of Corollaries 1 and 2

We only provide the proof of Corollary 1, and the proof for Corollary 2 can be obtained

similarly.

Proof of Corollary 1. Without loss of generality, ⟨φ1, ϕ̂⟩ ≥ 0 and ⟨ϕ, φ1⟩ ≥ 0. Notice that

dist(ϕ̂, ϕ) =

√
1− ⟨ϕ̂, ϕ⟩2 ≥ 1√

2
·
√

2− 2⟨ϕ̂, ϕ⟩ = 1√
2
· ∥ϕ̂− ϕ∥,

dist(ϕ, φ1) =
√

1− ⟨ϕ, φ1⟩2 ≥
1√
2
·
√

2− 2⟨ϕ, φ1⟩ =
1√
2
· ∥ϕ− φ1∥.

By Lemma 10,

dist(ϕ̂, φ1) ≤ ∥ϕ̂− φ1∥ ≤ ∥ϕ̂− ϕ∥+ ∥ϕ− φ1∥ ≲ dist(ϕ̂, ϕ) + dist(ϕ, φ1).

Suppose Xis are independent functional data valued in W2
q (T ) such that Assumptions

3,4, and ρ1 ≍
√
n hold with a high probability (1− p), where p = o(1) as n,m→ ∞. By

Theorems 5 and 7, we have

dist(ϕ̂, ϕ) ≲ m− q
2q+1 + σ

(
1√
m

· x+ 1√
nm

· 1

ν1/(4q)
· x
)
+
√
ν,

dist(ϕ, φ1) ≲
y√
n
,

which holds with a probability at least 1 − C1 exp(−C2m
1

2q+1 ) − 2 exp(−x2/2) −
c1 exp(−c2y)− p. Taking ν ≍

(
nm
)−2q/(2q+1)

, we then complete the proof.

Example 1. When supi∈[n] ∥Xi∥ ≤ C holds with a high probability, we then have

ρ1 =

√√√√ n∑
i=1

⟨Xi, ϕ⟩2 ≤

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥Xi∥2 ≲
√
n.

In the following, we give a general example to achieve ρ1 ≳
√
n with a high probability:

Assume that the random functions Xi can be represented as Xi =
∑∞

k=1 ξikφk, i ∈ [n],

where φks are some orthonormal functions in L2(T ) and ξiks are random variables. We
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suppose that there exists some k such that
∑n

i=1 Eξ2ik ≳ n, and ξiks are independent

sub-exponential variables satisfying

P
(
|ξ2ik − Eξ2ik| ≥ x

)
≤ c1 exp(−c2x), i ∈ [n],

where c1 and c2 are constants independent of n. Then the first singular value of the Xis

satisfies

ρ1 ≳
√
n

with a probability at least 1− c1 exp(−c2
√
n).

To obtain the above conclusion, we consider that

n∑
i=1

ξ2ik −
n∑

i=1

Eξ2ik ≥
√
nx.

This inequality holds with a probability at least 1 − c1 exp(−c2x) due to the sub-

exponential properties of ξ2iks. As a result,

n∑
i=1

ξ2ik ≥
√
nx+

n∑
i=1

Eξ2ik ≳
√
nx+ n

holds with a probability at least 1− c1 exp(−c2x).
Take x =

√
n, then

n∑
i=1

ξ2ik ≳ n+ n = 2n

holds with a probability at least 1− c1 exp(−c2
√
n). Notice that

ρ1 = arg max
{ϕ;∥ϕ∥≤1}

√√√√ n∑
i=1

⟨Xi, ϕ⟩2 ≥

√√√√ n∑
i=1

ξ2ik.

Therefore, ρ1 ≳
√
n holds with a probability at least 1− c1 exp(−c2

√
n).
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A.3.4 Proof of Lemmas 1 to 3

Define the empirical and expected loss functions of FSVD as follows

L(nm, ϕ,a) : =
n∑

i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − aiϕ(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥a∥2 · ∥Dqϕ∥2,

L(∞, ϕ,a) : = EL(nm, ϕ,a)

=
n∑

i=1

E
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − aiϕ(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥a∥2 · ∥Dqϕ∥2

=
n∑

i=1

E
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Xi(Tij)− aiϕ(Tij)

}2
+

n∑
i=1

E
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ε2ij + ν∥a∥2 · ∥Dqϕ∥2

=
n∑

i=1

∥∥Xi − aiϕ
∥∥2 + n∑

i=1

1

Ji
E

Ji∑
j=1

ε2ij + ν∥a∥2 · ∥Dqϕ∥2.

In the following, we adopt another inner-product for Wq
2(T ):

⟨f, g⟩′Wq
2 (T ) = ⟨f, g⟩+ ⟨Dqf,Dqg⟩, ∀f, g ∈ Wq

2(T ).

It can be shown that the norm induced by ⟨·, ·⟩′Wq
2 (T )

is an equivalent norm for the norm

induced by ⟨·, ·⟩Wq
2 (T ) defined in the main text (see Section 2.8 in Hsing and Eubank

(2015) for the detailed proof). We abuse the notation ⟨·, ·⟩Wq
2 (T ) to denote ⟨·, ·⟩′Wq

2 (T )
in

the remaining.

With the above notations,

ρ̂ϕ
(h)

= arg min
ϕ∈Wq

2 (T )
L(nm, ϕ, â(h)).

Given ρ̂ϕ
(h)

, define

ã
(h+1)
i =

1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1 Yij ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

{
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥Dqρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2
, i ∈ [n],

and â(h+1) = ã(h+1)/∥ã(h+1)∥. Here, ν is chosen such that ∥Dqρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2Wq
2 (T )

≤ Cϕ(ρ
0
1)

2,

where Cϕ is a constant independent of n, m, and h. To tackle the irregular time grids,

we additionally assume that ν satisfies 1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

{
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥Dqρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2 ≥ Ca(ρ

0
1)

2,

∀h and i ∈ [n]. This ensures that the denominator of ã
(h+1)
i does not blow up due to

the irregularly observed time grid. These conditions can be removed if the observed time

points are aligned across subjects.

Proof to Lemma 1. In the following proof, we always assume (a0
1)

⊤â(h) ≥ 0 and

⟨ρ̂ϕ
(h)
, ϕ0

1⟩ ≥ 0 for all h ≥ 0 as it does not affect the conclusion.
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Let

ā := (⟨X1, ρϕ
(h)⟩, . . . , ⟨Xn, ρϕ

(h)⟩)⊤/(ρ01)2

=

(〈 R∑
r=1

ρ0ra
0
1rϕ

0
r,

n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i

R∑
s=1

ρ0sa
0
isϕ

0
s

〉
, . . . ,

〈 R∑
r=1

ρ0ra
0
nrϕ

0
r,

n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i

R∑
s=1

ρ0sa
0
isϕ

0
s

〉)⊤

/(ρ01)
2

=
R∑

r=1

(〈
ρ0ra

0
1rϕ

0
r, ρ

0
rϕ

0
r

n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i a0ir

〉
, . . . ,

〈
ρ0ra

0
nrϕ

0
r, ρ

0
rϕ

0
r

n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i a0ir

〉)⊤

/(ρ01)
2

=
R∑

r=1

(
ρ0r
ρ01

)2

· a0
r(a

0
r)

⊤â(h).

By Lemma 10, for any positive value d,

dist(â(h+1),a0
1) ≤ ∥dã(h+1) − a0

1∥

≤ ∥dã(h+1) − ā∥+ ∥ā− a0
1∥

= ∥dã(h+1) − ā∥+

√√√√|(a0
1)

⊤â(h) − 1|2 +
R∑

r>1

(
ρ0r
ρ01

)4

((a0
r)

⊤â(h))
2

≤ ∥dã(h+1) − ā∥+
∣∣(a0

1)
⊤â(h) − 1

∣∣+
√√√√ R∑

r>1

(
ρ0r
ρ01

)4

((a0
r)

⊤â(h))
2

≤ ∥dã(h+1) − ā∥+ dist2(a0
1, â

(h)) +

(
ρ02
ρ01

)2

dist(a0
1, â

(h)).

Note that since (a0
1)

⊤â(h) ≥ 0,

∣∣(a0
1)

⊤â(h) − 1
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣1−√1− dist2(a0
1, â

(h))

∣∣∣∣
=

dist2(a0
1, â

(h))

1 +
√

1− dist2(a0
1, â

(h))

≤ dist2(a0
1, â

(h)).

In addition,

R∑
r>1

(
(a0

r)
⊤â(h)

)2 ≤ 1−
(
(a0

1)
⊤â(h)

)2
= dist2(a0

1, â
(h)).

Combining the above three inequalities, we have

dist(â(h+1),a0
1) ≤ ∥dã(h+1) − ā∥+ dist2(a0

1, â
(h)) +

(ρ02)
2

(ρ01)
2
dist(a0

1, â
(h)) (44)

for any d ≥ 0.
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In the following, we examine the error bound between dã(h+1) and ā. Take d ={
∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2 + ν∥Dqρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2
}
/(ρ01)

2, then∣∣∣dã(h+1)
i − āi

∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣d ·{ 1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1 Yij ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

{
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥Dqρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2

}
− ⟨Xi, ρϕ

(h)⟩
(ρ01)

2

∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2 + ν∥Dqρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2

1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

(
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

)2
+ ν∥Dqρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2

− 1

∣∣∣∣ · 1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)

∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣/(ρ01)2

≤
∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)

)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣ · 1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣/(ρ01)2

≤
∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)

)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣ · 1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)
)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣ · ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣/(ρ01)2

+

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣/(ρ01)2,

where

Vi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

) = ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2 − 1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

(
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

)2
and

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

) =
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

(
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

)2
+ ν∥Dqρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2.

Accordingly,√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣dã(h+1)
i − āi

∣∣∣2

≲

√√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ · 1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣2

+
1

(ρ01)
2

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+
1

(ρ01)
2

√√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

·

∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
2

:= (1) + (2) + (3). (45)

We respectively bound the above three terms in the remaining proof.
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Upper bound of (1): First note that

n∑
i=1

(
1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣)2

=
n∑

i=1

{ R∑
r=1

(
ρ0r
ρ01

)2

a0ir(a
0
r)

⊤â(h)

}2

=
n∑

i=1

( R∑
r=1

(
ρ0r
ρ01

)2

a0ir(a
0
r)

⊤â(h)

)2

=
R∑

r=1

(
ρ0r
ρ01

)4 (
(a0

r)
⊤â(h)

)2 n∑
i=1

(a0ir)
2

=
R∑

r=1

(
ρ0r
ρ01

)4 (
(a0

r)
⊤â(h)

)2
≤ 1,

where we used the orthonormality of the vectors a0
r and that

∑n
i=1(a

0
ir)

2 = 1.

and

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥∞ ≲ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥Wq
2 (T ) =

√
∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2 + ∥Dqρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2 ≲ ρ01

due to Lemma 9 and the conditions ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ρ01 and ∥Dqρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ρ01. Then√√√√ n∑
i=1

(
1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣)2

·
(
∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥∞

ρ01

)2

≲ 1.

By condition (31) and m−q/(2q+1) ≲ 1, we have

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2 − 1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

(
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

)2
(ρ01)

2

∣∣∣∣2 · ( 1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣)2

≲ m−2q/(2q+1).

In addition, since

∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)
)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2 − 1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

(
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

)2
(ρ01)

2
· (ρ01)

2

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣
≲

∣∣∣∣∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2 − 1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

(
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

)2
(ρ01)

2

∣∣∣∣. (46)

Combining the above two inequalities,

(1) =

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)
)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣2 · ( 1

(ρ01)
2

∣∣⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣)2

≲ m−q/(2q+1). (47)
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Upper bound of (2): Observe that

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣2

≲
n∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Xi(Tij)ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρ̂ϕ
(h)

⟩
∣∣∣∣2

+
n∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

εij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)

∣∣∣∣2
+

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣⟨Xi, ρ̂ϕ
(h)

⟩ − ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣2. (48)

Notice that

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥∞ ≲ ρ01

and ∥∥ϕ0
1

∥∥
∞ ≲

√
∥ϕ0

1∥2 + ∥Dqϕ0
1∥2 ≲ 1, (49)

due to Lemma 9, and

∥Dqϕ0
1∥ =

∥∥∥∥ n∑
i=1

a0i1D
qXi

∥∥∥∥/ρ01 ≲ 1

by Assumption 3. Besides,

n∑
i=1

∥(Xiρ̂ϕ
(h)

)2∥∞ =
n∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥( R∑
r=1

ρ0ra
0
irϕ

0
r · ρ̂ϕ

(h)
)2∥∥∥∥

∞

=
n∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥ R∑
r=1

ρ0ra
0
irϕ

0
r · ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥∥∥∥2
∞

≤
n∑

i=1

(
R∑

r=1

|ρ0ra0ir|∥ϕ0
r∥∞ · ∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥∞

)2

≤
n∑

i=1

(
|ρ01a0i1|∥ϕ0

1∥∞ · ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥∞ +
R∑

r=2

|ρ0ra0ir|∥ϕ0
r∥∞ · ∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥∞

)2

≤ 2
n∑

i=1

(ρ01a0i1∥ϕ0
1∥∞ · ∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥∞
)2

+

(
R∑

r=2

ρ0ra
0
ir∥ϕ0

r∥∞ · ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥∞

)2


= 2∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2∞
n∑

i=1

(ρ01a
0
i1)

2∥ϕ0
1∥2∞ +

(
R∑

r=2

ρ0ra
0
ir∥ϕ0

r∥∞

)2


≤ 2∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2∞

(ρ01)
2∥ϕ0

1∥2∞ +
n∑

i=1

(
R∑

r=2

ρ0ra
0
ir∥ϕ0

r∥∞

)2
 .
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Now, we bound the second term using
(∑R

r=2 xr

)2
≤ (R− 1)

∑R
r=2 x

2
r:

n∑
i=1

(
R∑

r=2

ρ0ra
0
ir∥ϕ0

r∥∞

)2

≤ (R− 1)
n∑

i=1

R∑
r=2

(
ρ0ra

0
ir∥ϕ0

r∥∞
)2

≤ (R− 1)
R∑

r=2

(
ρ0r∥ϕ0

r∥∞
)2 n∑

i=1

(a0ir)
2

= (R− 1)
R∑

r=2

(
ρ0r∥ϕ0

r∥∞
)2

≤ (R− 1)
R∑

r=2

(
ρ01
κ
∥ϕ0

r∥∞
)2

≲
(R− 1)2(ρ01)

2

κ2
.

Combining the terms, we get

2∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2∞
(
(ρ01)

2∥ϕ0
1∥2∞ +

(R− 1)2(ρ01)
2

κ2

)
≲ 2∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
∥2∞(ρ01)

2

(
1 +

(R− 1)2

κ2

)
.

Under Assumption 4, which states that R is bounded and R
κ

≲ 1, and noting that

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥∞ ≲ ρ01, we have
n∑

i=1

∥(Xiρ̂ϕ
(h)

)2∥∞ ≲ (ρ01)
4.

Combining with the above inequality, condition (31), and m−q/(2q+1) ≲ 1, we have

1

(ρ01)
4

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Xi(Tij)ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρ̂ϕ
(h)

⟩
∣∣∣∣2 ≲ m−2q/(2q+1).

Moreover, notice that

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

εij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)

∣∣∣∣2 ≲ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2∞
n∑

i=1

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

εij

)2

≲ (ρ01)
2nσ

2x

m
,

by condition (33), and

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣⟨Xi, ρ̂ϕ
(h)

⟩ − ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣2 = ∥Xn(ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ

(h)
)∥2 ≤ (ρ01)

2
∥∥ρ̂ϕ(h)

− ρϕ
(h)∥∥2

due to Lemma 8.
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Combining the above three inequalities with (48), we have

1

(ρ01)
4

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣2

≲ m−2q/(2q+1) +
nC2

ε

m(ρ01)
2
· x+ 1

(ρ01)
2

∥∥ρ̂ϕ(h)
− ρϕ

(h)∥∥2. (50)

Upper bound of (3): Notice that

1

(ρ01)
2

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)
)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣2 · ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

Yij ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ⟨Xi, ρϕ
(h)⟩
∣∣∣∣2 ≤ sup

i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)
)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣ · (2).
By (46) and condition (32),

sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ Vi(ρ̂ϕ(h)
)

Wi(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2 − 1
Ji

∑Ji
j=1

(
ρ̂ϕ

(h)
(Tij)

)2
(ρ01)

2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1.

Therefore,

(3) ≲ (2). (51)

We finally obtain our conclusion by combining (45), (47), (50), and (51) in (44).
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Proof to Lemma 2. Recall

ρϕ
(h)

=
n∑

i=1

â
(h)
i Xi.

This is equivalent to

ρϕ
(h)

= arg min
ϕ∈W2

q (T )

n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ϕ
∥∥2. (52)

Let ρϕ be the minimizer of the expected loss function given a = â(h), i.e.,

ρϕ := arg min
ϕ∈W2

q (T )
L(∞, ϕ, â(h)).

In the following, we prove that

∥ρϕ− ρϕ
(h)∥ ≲ ρ01

√
ν, (53)

∥ρϕ− ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ρ01m
−q/(2q+1) +

1

ν1/(4q)
· σ√

m
· x+

√
n

m
σ · x+ ρ01 dist

2(â(h),a0
1).(54)

We then prove this lemma by combining the above two inequalities.

Proof to (53): Note that L(∞, ρϕ, â(h)) ≤ L(∞, ρϕ
(h)
, â(h)) by the definition of ρϕ,

and
∑n

i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

∥∥2 −∑n
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)∥∥2 ≥ 0 by the definition of ρϕ
(h)

, then

0 ≤
n∑

i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

∥∥2 − n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)∥∥2 ≤ ν
(
∥Dqρϕ

(h)∥2 − ∥Dqρϕ∥2
)
≤ ν∥Dqρϕ

(h)∥2.(55)

Since

∥Dqρϕ
(h)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i DqXi

∥∥∥∥ ≲ ρ01 (56)

by Assumption 3, we have

n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)∥∥2 − n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

∥∥2 ≲ (ρ01)
2ν. (57)

By the Pythagorean theorem, we have

n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)∥∥2 − n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

∥∥2
= 2

n∑
i=1

⟨Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)
, â

(h)
i ρϕ

(h) − â
(h)
i ρϕ⟩+ ∥ρϕ(h) − ρϕ∥2.

We claim that

n∑
i=1

⟨Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)
, â

(h)
i ρϕ

(h) − â
(h)
i ϕ⟩ ≥ 0, ∀ϕ ∈ W2

q (T ), (58)
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and therefore,

n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)∥∥2 − n∑
i=1

∥∥Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

∥∥2 ≥ ∥ρϕ(h) − ρϕ∥2. (59)

By combining (57) and (59), we achieve

∥ρϕ(h) − ρϕ∥2 ≲ (ρ01)
2ν,

then (53) is proven.

To prove (58), we assume that there exists ϕ ∈ W2
q (T ) such that

n∑
i=1

⟨Xi − â
(h)
i ρϕ

(h)
, â

(h)
i ρϕ

(h) − â
(h)
i ϕ⟩ < 0. (60)

Let ϕv := (1−v)ρϕ(h)
+vϕ, v ∈ [0, 1], be a convex combination of ρϕ

(h)
and ϕ, and define

f(v) :=
n∑

i=1

∥Xi − â
(h)
i ϕv∥2.

It can be shown that the derivative of f(v) at v = 0 is negative due to (60). Thus, there

is a choice of v ∈ (0, 1] such that f(v) < f(0), which is a contradiction to (52). Therefore,

(58) holds.

Proof to (54): We first evaluate the Fréchet derivatives of the loss functions

L(nm, ϕ, â(h)) and L(∞, ϕ, â(h))

with respect to ϕ. Let B(H1,H2) contain all bounded operators between two Hilbert

spaces H1 and H2. Define Dnm and D∞ as the Fréchet derivatives of L(nm, ϕ, â(h))

and L(∞, ϕ, â(h)) with respect to the function ϕ, respectively. For their detailed defini-

tions, refer to Section 3.6 in Hsing and Eubank (2015). Notice that Dnm(f),D∞(f) ∈
B(W2

q (T ),R), ∀f ∈ W2
q (T ). Furthermore, we can show that

Dnm(f)g = −
n∑

i=1

2â
(h)
i

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − â

(h)
i f(Tij)

}
g(Tij) + 2ν⟨Dqf,Dqg⟩, (61)

D∞(f)g = −2

〈 n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i Xi − f, g

〉
+ 2ν⟨Dqf,Dqg⟩, (62)

∀f, g ∈ W2
q (T ). The above equations can be proven by the definition of Fréchet deriva-

tives.

Similarly, define D2
∞ as the second Fréchet derivative of L(∞, ϕ, â(h)) with respect to

ϕ. By the definition, we can show that D2
∞(f) ∈ B(W2

q (T ),B(W2
q (T ),R)) and{

D2
∞(f)

}
(g) = 2⟨f, g⟩+ 2ν⟨Dqf,Dqg⟩, ∀f, g ∈ W2

q (T ). (63)
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Based on the Riesz representation theorem in functional analysis, there exists an invert-

ible mapping M from B(W2
q (T ),R) to W2

q (T ) that preserves norms of the two spaces.

Combining the norm-preserving mapping with (63), Lemma 8.3.4 in Hsing and Eubank

(2015) indicates that D̃2
∞ := MD2

∞ is an invertible element from W2
q (T ) to W2

q (T ), and

(D̃2
∞)−1f =

1

2

∞∑
k=1

1 + γk
1 + νγk

fkek, ∀f ∈ W2
q (T ), (64)

where f =
∑∞

k=1 fkek :=
∑∞

k=1⟨f, ek⟩ek with ek being a set of basis functions of W2
q (T ).

The definition and properties of ek and γk are given in Lemma 7.

Define D̃nm = MDnm: W2
q (T ) → W2

q (T ). With the definition of D̃nm and D̃2
∞, we

can expect that

D̃nm(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)− D̃nm(ρϕ) ≈ D̃2
∞(ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ)

by Taylor approximation, where D̃nm(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

) is a zero element in W2
q (T ) by the definition

of ρ̂ϕ
(h)

. As a result, ρ̂ϕ
(h)

can be approximated by

ρ̂ϕ
(h)

≈ ρϕ− (D̃2
∞)−1D̃nm(ρϕ).

By this approximation, define

ρ̃ϕ := ρϕ− (D̃2
∞)−1D̃nm(ρϕ).

To prove (54), we respectively examine the error bounds ∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥2 and ∥ρ̃ϕ− ρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥2.
(a) Error bound for ∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥2:
First note that

⟨f, ek⟩W2
q (T ) = ⟨f, ek⟩+ ⟨Dqf,Dqek⟩ = fk + ⟨

∞∑
k=1

fkD
qek, D

qek⟩ = (1 + γk)fk, (65)

by Lemma 7. Therefore,

∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ
∥∥2

=
∥∥(D̃2

∞)−1D̃nm(ρϕ)∥2

=

∥∥∥∥12
∞∑
k=1

1 + γk
1 + νγk

⟨D̃nm(ρϕ), ek⟩ek
∥∥∥∥2

=
1

4

∞∑
k=1

(1 + γk)
2

(1 + νγk)2
⟨MDnm(ρϕ), ek⟩2

=
1

4

∞∑
k=1

⟨MDnm(ρϕ), ek⟩2W2
q (T )

(1 + νγk)2

=
1

4

∞∑
k=1

(Dnm(ρϕ)ek)
2

(1 + νγk)2
.
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The second and fourth “=” are due to (64) and (65), and the last equality holds due to

Reisz representation theorem. Recall that

Dnm(f)g = −
n∑

i=1

2â
(h)
i

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{(Yij − â
(h)
i f(Tij)}g(Tij) + 2ν⟨Dqf,Dqg⟩.

Notice that D∞(ρϕ)ek = 0, ∀k ≥ 1, by the definition of ρϕ, we adopt (62) and obtain

Dnm(ρϕ)ek

= Dnm(ρϕ)ek −D∞(ρϕ)ek

= −2
n∑

i=1

â
(h)
i

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{Yij − â
(h)
i ρϕ(Tij)}ek(Tij) + 2

〈 n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i Xi − ρϕ, ek

〉

= −2
n∑

i=1

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
(â

(h)
i )2ϕ̄

(h)
1 (Tij)− (â

(h)
i )2ρϕ(Tij)

}
ek(Tij)− ⟨ρϕ(h) − ρϕ, ek⟩

]

− 2
n∑

i=1

â
(h)
i

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

)

− 2
n∑

i=1

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
â
(h)
i Xi(Tij)− (â

(h)
i )2ϕ̄

(h)
1 (Tij)

}
ek(Tij)

]
= (1) + (2) + (3).

We bound (1), (2), and (3) in the remaining.

Upper bound of (1): Notice that

n∑
i=1

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
(â

(h)
i )2ϕ̄

(h)
1 (Tij)− (â

(h)
i )2ρϕ(Tij)

}
ek(Tij)− ⟨ρϕ(h) − ρϕ, ek⟩

]

=
n∑

i=1

(â
(h)
i )2

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

(
ϕ̄
(h)
1 (Tij)− ρϕ(Tij)

)
ek(Tij)− ⟨ρϕ(h) − ρϕ, ek⟩

]

≤
n∑

i=1

(â
(h)
i )2

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

(
ϕ̄
(h)
1 (Tij)− ρϕ(Tij)

)
ek(Tij)− ⟨ρϕ(h) − ρϕ, ek⟩

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

(
ϕ̄
(h)
1 (Tij)− ρϕ(Tij)

)
ek(Tij)− ⟨ρϕ(h) − ρϕ, ek⟩

∣∣∣∣.
By condition (32), we have

sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

(
ϕ̄
(h)
1 (Tij)− ρϕ(Tij)

)
ek(Tij)− ⟨ρϕ(h) − ρϕ, ek⟩

∣∣∣∣
≲ m−q/(2q+1) · ∥(ρϕ(h) − ρϕ)ek∥+m−2q/(2q+1) · ∥(ρϕ(h) − ρϕ)ek∥∞
≲ m−q/(2q+1) · ∥ρϕ(h) − ρϕ∥+m−2q/(2q+1) · ∥ρϕ(h) − ρϕ∥∞.

Notice that ∥ρϕ(h)−ρϕ∥ ≤ ρ01
√
ν due to (53), ∥Dqρϕ

(h)∥ ≲ ρ01 due to (56), and ∥Dqρϕ∥ ≤
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∥Dqρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ρ01 due to (55). Therefore,

∥ρϕ(h) − ρϕ∥∞ ≲ ∥ρϕ(h) − ρϕ∥+ ∥Dq(ρϕ
(h) − ρϕ)∥

≲ ρ01(
√
ν + 1).

Since m−q/(2q+1) ≲ ν1/2q ≲ ν1/4q, we combine the above results and obtain∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
(â

(h)
i )2ϕ̄

(h)
1 (Tij)− (â

(h)
i )2ρϕ(Tij)

}
ek(Tij)− ⟨ρϕ(h) − ρϕ, ek⟩

∣∣∣∣
≲ m−q/(2q+1) · ρ01

√
ν +m−2q/(2q+1) · ρ01(

√
ν + 1)

≲ m−q/(2q+1) · ρ01 · ν1/4q. (66)

Upper bound of (2): Notice that∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

)∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑
i=1

∣∣â(h)i

∣∣ · ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑
i=1

∣∣a0i1∣∣ · ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣+ n∑
i=1

∣∣â(h)i − a0i1
∣∣ · ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji

Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑
i=1

∣∣a0i1∣∣ · ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

εij

∣∣∣∣ · ∥ek∥∞ + ∥â(h) − a0
1∥ ·

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣
≲ ∥ek∥∞ ·

( n∑
i=1

∣∣a0i1∣∣ · 1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij|+ ∥â(h) − a0
1∥ ·

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij|
)
.

Since ∥ek∥∞ ≲ 1 by Lemma 7, and |a0i1| ≤ 1, we have∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ n∑
i=1

∣∣a0i1∣∣ · 1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij|+ ∥â(h) − a0
1∥ ·

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij|.

By conditions (33) and (34), we have∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ x

√
n

m
· σ + dist(â(h),a0

1) · x
√
n

m
· σ.

Using the inequality ab ≤ (a2 + b2)/2, we have

dist(â
(h)
1 ,a0

1) ·
√
nx√
m

· σ ≲ ρ01 dist
2(â

(h)
1 ,a0

1) · ν1/(4q) +
1

ν1/(4q)
· nx

2

mρ01
· C2

ε

= ρ01 dist
2(â

(h)
1 ,a0

1) · ν1/(4q) +
√
n

m
σ · x · x

ν1/(4q)
·
√
n

m

σ

ρ01
.
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Notice that
√

n
m

σ
ρ01

· x ≲ ν1/(2q), we combine the above two inequalities and obtain∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i1

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

εijek(Tij)

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ x

√
1

m
· σ + ρ01 dist

2(â
(h)
1 ,a0

1) · ν1/(4q) +
√
n

m
σ · x · ν1/(4q).(67)

Upper bound of (3): Notice that

n∑
i=1

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
â
(h)
i Xi(Tij)− (â

(h)
i )2ϕ̄

(h)
1 (Tij)

}
ek(Tij)

]

=
R∑

r=1

n∑
i=1

ρ0r

(
â
(h)
i a0ir − (â

(h)
i )2 · ⟨â(h),a0

r⟩
)[

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(T11)ek(T11)

]

=
n∑

i=1

ρ01

(
â
(h)
i a0i1 − (â

(h)
i )2⟨â(h),a0

1⟩
)[

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

]

−
R∑

r=2

ρ0r⟨â(h),a0
r⟩

n∑
i=1

(â
(h)
i )2 ·

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(T11)ek(T11)

]

+
R∑

r=2

ρ0r

n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i a0ir

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(T11)ek(T11)

]
(68)

Since
n∑

i=1

ρ01

(
â
(h)
i a0i1 − (â

(h)
i )2⟨â(h),a0

1⟩
)[

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

]

−
R∑

r=2

ρ0r⟨â(h),a0
r⟩

n∑
i=1

(â
(h)
i )2 ·

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(T11)ek(T11)

]

≤ ρ01

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣â(h)i a0i1 − (â
(h)
i )2 · ⟨â(h),a0

1⟩
∣∣∣∣ · ∣∣∣∣ 1Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣
+ ρ01/κ ·

R∑
r=2

|⟨â(h),a0
r⟩| · sup

i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣
≤ ρ01

n∑
i=1

|â(h)i | ·
∣∣a0i1 − â

(h)
i · ⟨â(h),a0

1⟩
∣∣ · sup

i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣
+ ρ01/κ ·

R∑
r=2

|⟨â(h),a0
r⟩| · sup

i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣
≤ ρ01

√√√√ n∑
i=1

(
a0i1 − â

(h)
i · ⟨â(h),a0

1⟩
)2

· sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣
+ ρ01 ·

√
R/κ ·

√√√√ R∑
r=2

⟨â(h),a0
r⟩2 · sup

i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣
≲ ρ01 dist(â

(h),a0
1) · sup

i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣.
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The last inequality is due to R/κ in Assumption 4 and
√∑R

r=2⟨â(h),a0
r⟩2 ≤√

1− ⟨â(h),a0
1⟩2 = dist(â(h),a0

1).

By condition (32),

ρ01 dist(â
(h),a0

1) · sup
i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ρ01 dist(â
(h),a0

1) ·m−q/(2q+1)

Besides, we similarly have∣∣∣∣ R∑
r=2

ρ0r

n∑
i=1

â
(h)
i a0ir

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

]∣∣∣∣
≤

∣∣∣∣ R∑
r=2

ρ0r

n∑
i=1

a0i1a
0
ir

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

]∣∣∣∣
+

R∑
r=2

ρ0r

∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

(â
(h)
i − a0i1)a

0
ir

∣∣∣∣ · sup
i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣
≤ ρ01 ·

R

κ
· sup
r≥2

∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

a0i1a
0
ir

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

]∣∣∣∣
+ ρ01 ·

R

κ
·

√√√√ n∑
i=1

(â
(h)
i − a0i1)

2 · sup
i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣
≲ ρ01 · sup

r≥2

∣∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

a0i1a
0
ir

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

]∣∣∣∣
+ ρ01 · dist(â(h),a0

1) · sup
i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣,
where in the last inequality we used the assumption that R

κ
≲ 1 under Assumption 4.

Due to condition (32), we have

sup
i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
r(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

r(Tij)ek(Tij)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ m−q/(2q+1).

Combining the above inequalities with (68), we have

n∑
i=1

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
â
(h)
i Xi(Tij)− (â

(h)
i )2ϕ̄

(h)
1 (Tij)

}
ek(Tij)

]
≲ ρ01 dist(â

(h),a0
1) ·m−q/(2q+1) + ρ01m

−q/(2q+1) · ν1/(4q).

Using the inequality ab ≤ (a2 + b2)/2 and m−q/(2q+1) ≲ ν1/2q, we have

ρ01 dist(â
(h),a0

1) · sup
i∈[n],r∈[R]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

ϕ0
1(Tij)ek(Tij)− Eϕ0

1(T11)ek(T11)

∣∣∣∣
≲ ρ01 dist(â

(h),a0
1)

2 ·m−q/(2q+1)/ν1/(4q) + ρ01m
−q/(2q+1) · ν1/(4q)

≲ ρ01 dist
2(â(h),a0

1) · ν1/(4q) + ρ01m
−q/(2q+1) · ν1/(4q).
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Therefore,

n∑
i=1

[
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
â
(h)
i Xi(Tij)− (â

(h)
i )2ϕ̄

(h)
1 (Tij)

}
ek(Tij)

]
≲ ρ01 dist

2(â(h),a0
1) · ν1/(4q) + ρ01m

−q/(2q+1) · ν1/(4q). (69)

Combining the upper bounds of (1), (2), and (3): We now examine the upper

bound of ∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥. Recall that

∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥2 = 1

4

∞∑
k=1

(
D̃nm(ρϕ), ek

)2
(1 + νγk)2

≲ sup
k≥1

{(
D̃nm(ρϕ), ek

)2} · ∞∑
k=1

1

(1 + νγk)2
.

Note that by Lemma 7,

∞∑
k=1

1

(1 + νγk)2
= q +

∞∑
k=1

1

(1 + νγq+k)2

≤ q +
∞∑
k=1

1

(1 + C1νk2q)2

≤ q +

∫ ∞

0

1

(1 + C1νt2q)2
dt

≲
1

ν1/(2q)
.

Combining the above two inequalities with (66), (67), and (69), we have

∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥ ≲ ρ01m
−q/(2q+1) +

1

ν1/(4q)
· x√

m
· σ + ρ01 dist

2(â(h),a0
1) +

√
n

m
σ · x. (70)
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(b) Error bound for ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρ̃ϕ∥2:
Again using (63), we have

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρ̃ϕ∥2

= ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ+ (D̃2
∞)−1D̃nm(ρϕ)∥2

= ∥(D̃2
∞)−1

(
D̃2

∞(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ) + D̃nm(ρϕ)
)
∥2

=

∥∥∥∥12
∞∑
k=1

1 + γk
1 + νγk

⟨D̃2
∞(ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ) + D̃nm(ρϕ), ek⟩ek

∥∥∥∥2
=

1

4

∞∑
k=1

(1 + γk)
2

(1 + νγk)2
⟨MD2

∞(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ) +MDnm(ρϕ), ek⟩2

=
1

4

∞∑
k=1

⟨MD2
∞(ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ) +MDnm(ρϕ), ek⟩2W2

q (T )

(1 + νγk)2

=
1

4

∞∑
k=1

[{
D2

∞(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ) +Dnm(ρϕ)
}
ek
]2

(1 + νγk)2
. (71)

The third and fifth “=” are due to (64) and (65), and the last equality holds due to Reisz

representation theorem. Notice that Dnm(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)ek = 0, ∀k ≥ 1, by the definition of ρ̂ϕ
(h)

.

We adopt (61) and (63) and obtain{
D2

∞(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ) +Dnm(ρϕ)
}
ek

=
{
D2

∞(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ) +Dnm(ρϕ)−Dnm(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

)
}
ek

= 2⟨ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ, ek⟩ −
n∑

i=1

2(â
(h)
i )2

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ρϕ(Tij))ek(Tij)

≤ 2

( n∑
i=1

(â
(h)
i )2

)
· sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ρϕ(Tij))ek(Tij)− ⟨ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ, ek⟩
∣∣∣∣.(72)

By condition (32),

sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ρϕ(Tij))ek(Tij)− ⟨ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ, ek⟩
∣∣∣∣

≲ m−q/(2q+1) · ∥(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ)ek∥+m−2q/(2q+1) · ∥(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ)ek∥∞
≲ m−q/(2q+1) · ∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ∥+m−2q/(2q+1) · ∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ∥∞.

Note that ∥Dq(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

−ρϕ)∥ ≤ ∥Dqρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥+∥Dqρϕ∥ ≤ 2∥Dqρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ due to (55). There-

fore,

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ∥∞ ≲ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ∥+ ∥Dq(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ)∥

≲ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ∥+ 2∥Dqρ̂ϕ
(h)

∥ ≲ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ∥+ ρ01.
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As a result,

sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

(ρ̂ϕ
(h)

(Tij)− ρϕ(Tij))ek(Tij)− ⟨ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ, ek⟩
∣∣∣∣

≲ m−q/(2q+1) · ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ∥+ ρ01m
−2q/(2q+1).

By combining the above inequality with (71) and (72), we then obtain

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρ̃ϕ∥ ≲
m−q/(2q+1)

ν1/(4q)
· ∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ∥+ m−q/(2q+1)

ν1/(4q)
· ρ01m−q/(2q+1),

similar to the proof for ∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥2 provided in the earlier steps.

Notice that m−q/(2q+1) ≲ ν1/(2q). With a suitable ν, we have

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρ̃ϕ∥ ≤ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ∥/2 + ρ01m
−q/(2q+1)/2.

Furthermore,

∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥ ≥ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ∥ − ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρ̃ϕ∥,

by the triangle inequality. Combining with the above two inequalities,

∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥ ≥ ∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρ̃ϕ∥ − ρ01m
−q/(2q+1).

Therefore,

∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρ̃ϕ∥ ≲ ρ01m
−q/(2q+1) + ∥ρϕ− ρ̃ϕ∥

≲ ρ01m
−q/(2q+1) +

1

ν1/(4q)
· x√

m
· σ + ρ01 dist

2(â(h),a0
1) +

√
n

m
σ,

due to (70).
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Proof to Lemma 3. In the following proof, we always assume (a0
1)

⊤â(h) ≥ 0 and

⟨ρ̂ϕ
(h)
, ϕ0

1⟩ ≥ 0 for all h ≥ 0 as it does not affect the conclusion.

Note that for any positive value d,

dist(ρ̂ϕ
(h)
, ϕ0

1) ≤ ∥dρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ϕ0
1∥

≤ d∥ρ̂ϕ
(h)

− ρϕ
(h)∥+ ∥dρϕ(h) − ϕ0

1∥,

due to Lemma 10. We set d = 1/ρ01.

By Lemma 2,

1

ρ01
· ∥ρ̂ϕ

(h)
− ρϕ

(h)∥

≤ C

(
1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν +

√
n

m
· σ
ρ01

· x+m−q/(2q+1)

)
+ dist2(â(h),a0

1)

≤ C

(
1

ν1/(4q)
· σ

ρ01
√
m

+
√
ν +

√
n

m
· σ
ρ01

· x+m−q/(2q+1)

)
+ dist(â(h),a0

1).

In addition, ∥∥∥∥∥ρϕ
(h)

ρ01
− ϕ0

1

∥∥∥∥∥ =
1

ρ01
·

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

i=1

(
â
(h)
i − a0i1

)
Xi

∥∥∥∥∥
≤ ∥â(h)

1 − a0
1∥

≤
√
2 dist(a0

1, â
(h))

by Lemma 8. We then obtain (37) by combining the above three inequalities.
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A.4 Other Lemmas

Lemma 4. X ∗
nXn is an integral operator associated with the kernel

∑n
i=1Xi(t)Xi(s), and

XnX ∗
n is a linear transformation associated with the matrix

∫ 1

0
X(t)X⊤(t) dt. Therefore,

ϕrs and ars are the eigenfunctions/eigenvectors of
∑n

i=1Xi(t)Xi(s) and
∫ 1

0
X(t)X⊤(t) dt,

respectively.

Proof. Note that

⟨Xnf, c⟩ =
n∑

i=1

ci⟨f,Xi⟩ =
〈
f,

n∑
i=1

ciXi

〉
,

∀f ∈ L2(T ) and c ∈ Rn with c := (c1, . . . , cn)
⊤. Then X ∗

n is an operator mapping c to∑n
i=1 ciXi, i.e.,

X ∗
nc =

n∑
i=1

ciXi.

Given this, we have

X ∗
nXnf =

n∑
i=1

⟨Xi, f⟩Xi =

∫ 1

0

n∑
i=1

Xi(t)Xi(s)f(s) ds,

∀f ∈ L2(T ). Therefore, X ∗
nXn is an integral operator associated with

∑n
i=1Xi(t)Xi(s).

We similarly prove that

XnX ∗
nc =

(∫ 1

0

X(t)X⊤(t) dt

)
c,

∀c ∈ Rn, where X = (X1, . . . , Xn)
⊤.

Lemma 5. Under Assumptions 1, 2, and 4, for all fi ∈ Wq
2(T ) such that supi∈[n] ∥fi∥ ≲ 1,

we have√√√√ n∑
i=1

(
1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

fi(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

fi(t) dt

)2

≲

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥fi∥2 ·m−q/(2q+1) +

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥fi∥2∞ ·m−2q/(2q+1)

holds with a probability at least 1−C1 exp(−C2m
1

2q+1 ), where C1 and C2 are two constants

independent of n, m, and h.

Proof. Define Fα,β := {f ∈ Wq
2(T ); ∥f∥≤α and ∥f∥∞≤β}. By Theorem 2.1 in Bartlett

et al. (2005) and Proposition 6 in Han et al. (2023),

sup
f∈Fα,β

∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

f(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

f(t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

(
J
−q/(2q+1)
i α + J

−2q/(2q+1)
i + α

√
x

Ji
+
βx

Ji

)
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holds with a probability at least 1− exp(−x).
Let x = C1m

1
2q+1 , we have

sup
f∈Fα,β

∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

f(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

f(t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

(
J
−q/(2q+1)
i α + J

−2q/(2q+1)
i β

)
(73)

holds with a probability at least 1 − exp(−C1m
1

2q+1 ), where C2 is a sufficiently large

constant.

Based on this, we control the upper bound of probability for the following event

A :=

{ ∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

f(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

f(t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2C2

(
J
−q/(2q+1)
i ∥f∥+ J

−2q/(2q+1)
i ∥f∥∞

)}
for all f ∈ Wq

2(T ) such that ∥f∥ ≲ 1.

When ∥f∥∞ = 0, the event A holds true for any time grids Tijs. Without loss of

generality, we only focus on f ∈ Wq
2(T ) such that ∥f∥∞ = 1 and modify A as

A :=

{ ∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

f(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

f(t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2C2

(
J
−q/(2q+1)
i ∥f∥+ J

−2q/(2q+1)
i

)}
.

For a general f , we can always scale f to f/∥f∥∞ such that its norm is 1.

In the following, we control the upper bound of P(A) by a peeling strategy. Let Bk be

the event that some function g in Wq
2(T ) such that ∥g∥ ∈ [αk, αk+1] violates the event A,

where αk is taken as 2k−1J
−q/(2q+1)
i for k ≥ 1 and α0 = 0. If B0 holds true, there exists

some function g ∈ Fα1,1 such that∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

g(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

g(t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ > 2C2J
−q/(2q+1)
i ∥g∥+ 2C2J

−2q/(2q+1)
i

≥ C2(J
−q/(2q+1)
i α1 + J

−2q/(2q+1)
i )

since α1 = J
−q/(2q+1)
i . By (73),

sup
g∈Fα1,1

∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

g(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

g(t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ C2(J
−q/(2q+1)
i α1 + J

−2q/(2q+1)
i ).

holds with a probability smaller than exp(−C1m
1

2q+1 ). Therefore, P(B0) ≤
exp(−C1m

1
2q+1 ). Furthermore, if Bk holds true for k ≥ 1, there exists some function

g such that∣∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

g(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

g(t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ 2C2J
−q/(2q+1)
i ∥g∥+ 2C2J

−2q/(2q+1)
i

≥ 2C2J
−q/(2q+1)
i αk + 2C2J

−2q/(2q+1)
i

= C2J
−q/(2q+1)
i αk+1 + 2C2J

−2q/(2q+1)
i

≥ C2

(
J
−q/(2q+1)
i αk+1 + J

−2q/(2q+1)
i

)
.
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Applying (73) again, we have that P(Bk) ≤ exp(−C1m
1

2q+1 ) for all k.

We now focus on the event A holds for any function f such that ∥f∥ ≲ 1. For this

case, there exists a number K ≲ log(Ji) such that the complement of A is a subset of

∪K
k=0Bk. Therefore,

1− P(A) ≤ P
(
∪K

k=0Bk

)
≤

K∑
k=0

P(Bk) ≤ (K + 1) exp(−C1m
1

2q+1 ).

In other words, A holds with a probability at least 1− (K + 1) exp(−C1m
1

2q+1 ).

Accordingly, we index A and K by Ai and Ki to emphasize their dependence on the

time grid {Tij; j ∈ [Ji]}. If ∩i∈[n]Ai holds true, then√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

fi(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

fi(t) dt

∣∣∣∣2

≲

√√√√ n∑
i=1

(
J
−q/(2q+1)
i ∥fi∥+ J

−2q/(2q+1)
i ∥fi∥∞

)2

≲

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥fi∥2 ·m−q/(2q+1) +

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥fi∥2∞ ·m−2q/(2q+1),

The above inequality holds true with a probability P(∩i∈[n]Ai) ≥ 1 −
∑n

i=1(Ki +

1) exp(−C1m
1

2q+1 ). Since log(n) ≲ m1/(2q+1) due to Assumption 4 and we assume

log(Ki) ≲ log(log(Ji)) is sufficiently small, then√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

fi(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

fi(t) dt

∣∣∣∣2 ≲
√√√√ n∑

i=1

∥fi∥2 ·m−q/(2q+1) +

√√√√ n∑
i=1

∥fi∥2∞ ·m−2q/(2q+1)

holds with a probability at least 1− C5 exp(−C4m
1

2q+1 ).

Remark: We can similarly prove that

sup
i∈[n]

∣∣∣∣ 1Ji
Ji∑
j=1

fi(Tij)−
∫ 1

0

fi(t) dt

∣∣∣∣ ≲ sup
i∈[n]

{∥fi∥} ·m−q/(2q+1) + sup
i∈[n]

{∥fi∥∞} ·m−2q/(2q+1)

holds with a probability at least 1− C1 exp(−C2m
1

2q+1 ).

Lemma 6. Under Assumption 2,

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij| ≲ x

√
n

m
· σ
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hold with a probability at least 1− exp{−x2/2} for all x > 0. Similarly,

n∑
i=1

a0i1
Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij| ≲ x

√
1

m
· σ

hold with a probability at least 1− exp{−x2/2} for all x > 0.

Proof. By Hoeffding inequality,

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij| ≤ x

holds with a probability as least 1− exp{−x2/(2
∑n

i=1 σ
2/Ji)}. Notice that√√√√ n∑

i=1

σ2/Ji ≲

√
n

m
· σ.

Take x =
√∑n

i=1 σ
2/(Ji) · x′, we have

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij| ≤ x ≲

√
n

m
· σx′

hold with a probability at least 1− exp{−(x′)2/2}.
We similarly prove

n∑
i=1

a0i1
Ji

Ji∑
j=1

|εij| ≲ x

√
1

m
· σ

hold with a probability at least 1−exp{−x2/2} for all x > 0, by Hoeffding inequality.

Lemma 7. There exists a collection of basis functions ek in W2
q (T ) such that

⟨ek1 , ek2⟩ = I(k1 = k2)

and

⟨Dqek1 , D
qek2⟩ = I(k1 = k2)γk1 ,

where γks satisfy γk = 0, k ≤ q, and

C1k
2q ≤ γk+q ≤ C2k

2q, k ≥ 1,

with C1 and C2 being two constants. In addition,

sup
k≥1

sup
t∈T

|ek(t)| ≲ 1.

79



See Section 2.8 in Hsing and Eubank (2015) for the proof.

Lemma 8. For any values ci and f ∈ L2(T ),√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣⟨Xi, f⟩
∣∣2 ≤ ∥Xn∥∞ · ∥f∥,

∥∥∥∥ n∑
i=1

ciXi

∥∥∥∥ ≤ ∥Xn∥∞ ·

√√√√ n∑
i=1

c2i ,

where we abuse notation and denote the operator norm by ∥ · ∥∞.

Proof. Since
√∑n

i=1

∣∣⟨Xi, f⟩
∣∣2 = ∥Xnf∥, then√√√√ n∑
i=1

∣∣⟨Xi, f⟩
∣∣2 ≤ ∥Xn∥∞ · ∥f∥

is obtained by the property of operator norm.

Besides, by Lemma 4, X ∗
nc =

∑n
i=1 ciXi. Notice that, ∥X ∗

n∥∞ = ∥Xn∥∞, which leads

to ∥X ∗
nc∥ ≤ ∥Xn∥∞ · ∥c∥, ∀c ∈ Rn. This second inequality is proven.
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Lemma 9. For X ∈ Wq
2(T ),

∥X∥∞ ≲ ∥X∥Wq
2 (T ).

Proof. Let K be the reproducing kernel of Wq
2(T ) with the norm ∥ · ∥Wq

2 (T ). By the

property of the reproducing kernel,

sup
t∈T

|X(t)|2 = sup
t∈T

⟨X,K(·, t)⟩2Wq
2 (T ) ≤ ∥X∥2Wq

2 (T ) · sup
t∈T

|K(t, t)|.

It can be shown that supt∈T |K(t, t)| is bounded, and

∥X∥2Wq
2 (T ) = ∥X∥2 + ∥DqX∥2.

Combining these results, the conclusion of Lemma 9 follows.

Lemma 10. For any d ∈ R, we have

dist(u,v) ≤ ∥u− dv∥2
∥u∥2

, ∀u,v ∈ Rn,

dist(f, g) ≤ ∥f − dg∥2
∥f∥2

, ∀f, g ∈ L2(T ).

Proof. We only prove the first inequality and the second one can be proven similarly.

dist(u,v) =

√
1− ⟨u,v⟩2

∥u∥22∥v∥22
≤ ∥u− dv∥2

∥u∥2

⇐ 1− ⟨u,v⟩2

∥u∥22∥v∥22
≤ ∥u∥22 − 2d⟨u,v⟩+ d2∥v∥22

∥u∥22
⇐ 0 ≤ ⟨u,v⟩2 − 2d∥v∥22⟨u,v⟩+ d2∥v∥42
⇐ 0 ≤

(
⟨u,v⟩ − d∥v∥22

)2
.

81



B Implementation Details of FSVD

B.1 Joint Kernel Ridge Regressions on Sobolev Spaces

Assuming H(K) = W2
q (T ), we obtain a simpler representer theorem for rank-one-

constrained kernel ridge regression. In general, any function f in W2
q (T ) can be rep-

resented as

f(t) =

q−1∑
h=0

Dhf(0) · t
h

h!
+

∫ t

0

Dqf(s)
(t− s)q−1

(q − 1)!
ds, t ∈ T ,

where the final term is the integral remainder of the Taylor expansion. Based on the

above equation, define an inner product forW2
q (T ): ⟨f, g⟩W2

q (T ) :=
∑q−1

h=0D
hf(0)Dhg(0)+

⟨Dqf,Dqg⟩, ∀f, g ∈ W2
q (T ), and denote H1 :=

{
h(t) =

∫ t

0
g(s)(t− s)q−1 ds/(q − 1)!; g ∈

L2(T )
}

⊂ W2
q (T ) as the sub-space of integral remainders. Let P be the projection

operator of W2
q (T ) onto H1, i.e., (Pf)(t) =

∫ t

0
Dqf(t)(t− s)q−1 ds/(q−1)!, ∀f ∈ W2

q (T ).

With these, ∥Pϕ∥2H can be represented as

∥Pϕ∥2H = ∥Pϕ∥2W2
q (T ) = ∥Dqϕ∥2.

Under the above setting, we have a simpler representer theorem for the optimization

min
a∈Rn,ϕ∈W2

q (T )

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − aiϕ(Tij)

}2
+ ν∥a∥2 · ∥Pϕ∥2Wq

2 (T ).

In detail, suppose that Ji > q, i ∈ [n]. When Tijs are distinct time points from T , the

above minimization can be transformed into

min
a∈Rn,w∈RJ

n∑
i=1

1

Ji

Ji∑
j=1

{
Yij − ai

n∑
i1=1

Ji∑
j1=1

wi1j1Ni1j1(Tij)

}2

+ ν∥a∥2 ·w⊤Hw, (74)

where w =
(
wij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

)⊤ ∈ RJ ,
{
Nij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

}
are the natural spline

of order 2q with knots
{
Tij; i ∈ [n], j ∈ [Ji]

}
, and the (i1, i2)th block of the matrix H is(

⟨DqNi1j1 , D
qNi2j2⟩

)
j1∈[Ji1 ],j2∈[Ji2 ]

. The above transformation can be proven by theory of

splines, e.g., Theorem 6.6.9 in Hsing and Eubank (2015).

The optimization (74) can be simplified if the sets of time points
{
Tij; j ∈ [Ji]} are

aligned across different subjects i. For this case, we denote the time grid as {Tj; j ∈ [J ]},
and the definitions of w and H in (74) are modified to adapt to the aligned time points.

Accordingly, (74) can be reformulated as

min
a∈Rn,w∈RJ

1

J
∥Y − aω⊤N∥2 + ν∥a∥2w⊤Hw,

where Y = (Yij)i∈[n],j∈[J ] and N = (Nj(Tj′))j,j′∈[J ]. Denote

Ỹ = Y N⊤(NN⊤ + JνH)−1/2
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and

w̃ = (NN⊤ + JνH)1/2w.

The above optimization is equivalent to minimizing a and w̃ from

∥Ỹ − aw̃⊤∥2

which can be achieved by performing SVD on the matrix Ỹ . It can be shown that

Algorithm 1 in the main text is equivalent to the power iteration for solving the SVD of

the matrix Ỹ .

B.2 Initialization

A suitable initialized vector â(0) would accelerate the convergence of the alternative min-

imization. To obtain â(0), we first select a time grid to form a data matrix, such as,

Tobs = {Tq; q ∈ [Q]} :=
⋃n

i=1{Tij; j ∈ [Ji]} if the number of time points Q is not large.

Based on this,

Yinc = (Y inc
iq )i∈[n],q∈[Q] ∈ Rn×q

represent a incomplete observed matrix, where Y inc
iq = Yij if Tq ∈ {Tij; j ∈ [Ji]}; other-

wise, Y inc
iq is considered a missing value. Accodingly, we employ the approach of matrix

completion (Candes and Recht, 2012) to impute the missing values in Yinc. For the com-

pleted matrix, denoted as Ycom, we then employ the matrix SVD to obtain the first left

singular vector of Ycom, serving as the initialized vector â(0) for FSVD. The initialized

singular vectors for the other singular components can be established similarly.
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C Supporting Results

C.1 Interpretation of Clinical Features

Table 3: Interpretation of Clinical Features

Feature Interpretation

Heart Rate
The number of heartbeats per minute, an important indica-

tor of cardiovascular health.

Respiratory Rate
The number of breaths taken per minute, which can indicate

respiratory health and potential distress.

Arterial O2 Saturation

The percentage of oxygen-saturated hemoglobin in the

blood, crucial for assessing respiratory function and oxygen

delivery.

Arterial Blood Pressure

Systolic

The pressure in arteries during the contraction of the heart

muscle, an essential measure of cardiovascular function.

Oxygen Saturation
The overall level of oxygen in the blood, which helps evaluate

respiratory efficiency and function.

Base Excess
A measure of excess or deficit of base in the blood, used to

assess metabolic acidosis or alkalosis.

Glucose
The level of sugar in the blood, important for diagnosing

and managing diabetes.

Creatinine
A waste product from muscle metabolism, used to evaluate

kidney function.

INR (PT)

International Normalized Ratio of Prothrombin Time, a

measure of blood clotting time, important for patients on

anticoagulants.

Lactate
A byproduct of anaerobic metabolism, used to assess tissue

hypoxia and sepsis.

Platelet Count
The number of platelets in the blood, crucial for blood clot-

ting and wound healing.

Neutrophils
A type of white blood cell, important for the body’s defense

against infections.
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C.2 Illustration of EHR Data

Neutrophils Oxygen Saturation Platelet Count Respiratory Rate

Glucose Heart Rate INR(PT) Lactate

Arterial Blood Pressure systolic Arterial O2 Saturation Base Excess Creatinine

0 200 400 600 0 200 400 600 0 200 400 600 0 200 400 600

0.5

1.0

1.5

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

−1

0

1

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

0.96

0.98

1.00

1.02

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

0.8

1.0

1.2

0.94

0.96

0.98

1.00

1.02

Time (min)

Va
lu

e

Figure 9: Longitudinal data for 12 clinical features from a patient.
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C.3 Imputation for EHR Data
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Figure 10: Data imputation by matrix completion on the electronic health record data

from a patient.
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Figure 11: Functional completion by smoothing spline on the electronic health record

data from a patient.
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Figure 12: Data imputation by K-NN on the electronic health record data from a patient.
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Figure 13: Functional completion by FSVD on the electronic health record data from a

patient.
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