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1 Introduction
Consider the partially linear single-index varying-coefficient model
Y; =0TU; + gV (87X Z; + &5, i=1,...,n, (1.1)

where Uz = (Uila ey Uz )T, Xz = (Xﬂ, Ce ,Xip)T, and Zz = (Zﬂ, ey Zm)T are covari-
ates. Y;’s are the response variables, 8 and 3 are d x 1 and p x 1 vectors of unknown
parameters, g(-) is a ¢ x 1 vector of unknown coefficient functions and the error vari-
ables {e;, 1 <i < n} are independent of {(U;, X;, Z;), 1 <i <n} with the conditions
that E(e;) =0, Var(g;) = 0 < co. Generally, the first component of Z; may be taken
as 1 so that the model has an intercept function term. For the identifiability of model
(1.1), it is often assumed that ||5]| = 1 and the first nonzero component of J is positive,
where || - || denotes the Euclidean metric.

As an important semiparametric model, the partially linear single-index varying-
coefficient model includes many other major statistical models. If § = 0, model (I.T))
reduces to the single-index varying-coefficient model studied by many scholars such as
Xia and Li (1999) [42], Wu et al. (2011) [40], Xue and Wang (2012) [48], Xue and
Pang (2013) [47] and Wang et al. (2022) [39]. If Z; = 1, model (L)) reduces to the
partially linear single-index model, see Carroll et al. (1997) [3], Yu and Ruppert (2002)
[51], Xia and Hérdle (2006) [41], Wang et al. (2010) [37], Liang et al. (2010) [22], Li
et al. (2015) [19], Lin et al. (2022) [24]. If § = 0 and Z; = 1, model (1)) reduces to
the single-index model considered by Hérdle et al. (1993) [12], Xia et al. (2004) [43],
Xue and Zhu (2006) [49], Zhu et al. (2011) [55], Peng and Huang (2011) [29], Li et
al. (2014) [20], Liu et al. (2019) [25], He et al. (2025) [14], among others. If 5 =1,
model (L)) reduces to the partially linear varying-coefficient model investigated by
many statistical researchers, for example, Ahmad et al. (2005) [I], Fan and Huang
(2005) [], Wang et al. (2009) [36], Zhao (2010) [53], Feng and Xue (2014) [§] and
Zhao et al. (2023) [52]. If 8 =1 and Z; = 1, model ([LLT)) reduces to the partially linear
model, see Heckman (1986) [16], Speckman (1988) [33], Fan and Li (2004) [6], Liang
and Li (2009) [21], Liu et al. (2018) [26], Lu et al. (2024) [27], etc. If 3 =1 and # = 0,
model (ICT]) reduces to the varying-coefficient model, some works include: Hastie and
Tibshirani (1993) [I3], Hoover et al. (1998) [17], Fan and Zhang (1999) [7], Huang et
al. (2004) [18], Xue and Zhu (2007) [50], Xue and Qu (2012) [45], Xiong et al. (2023)
[44], etc.

Model (1)) has three principal advantages as follows: First, it can overcome the
well-known phenomenon of “curse-of-dimensionality” which is often encountered in
multivariate nonparametric settings, since g(+) is a function vector of univariate vari-
able. Second, it combines the single-index model with the varying-coefficient model so
that it has a wider range of applicability. Third, it allows both discrete and continu-
ous covariates due to the model structure, the covariates of the single-index varying-
coefficient part of the model are required to be continuous, while the covariates of the
linear part can be either continuous or discrete. In fact, model (L)) has been studied
by some literature. Feng and Xue (2015) [9] considered the problem of model detection
and estimation for the single-index varying-coefficient model based on the penalized
spline estimation. They used the minimum average variance estimation (MAVE) to



establish the asymptotic properties of the estimators. Zhao et al. (2019) [54] adopted
a stepwise estimation procedure to estimate the index parameters, the coefficient pa-
rameters, and the coefficient functions. Xue (2023) [46] proposed the two-stage method
and bias-corrected empirical log-likelihood to obtain the estimators of the regression
parameters and coefficient functions, established the asymptotic theory of the estima-
tors and constructed the confidence regions of the regression parameters and pointwise
confidence intervals for the coefficient functions.

Variable selection has received a lot of attention in statistical modeling and data
analysis recently. Most of the variable selection procedures are based on penalized esti-
mation using penalty functions, such as, L, penalty in Frank and Friedman (1993) [11],
Lasso penalty in Tibshirani (1996) [35], adaptive Lasso in Zou (2006) [56], smoothly
clipped absolute deviation(SCAD) penalty in Fan and Li (2001) [5], among others. Fan
and Li (2001) [5] indicated that SCAD penalty can not only select important variables
consistently, but also produce the parameter estimators with the oracle property. An
important issue of variable selection is how to choose the tuning parameter, some re-
searchers studied different types of information criteria, for example, Akaike (1973) [2]
proposed the Akaike information criterion (AIC), Schwarz (1978) [30] investigated the
Bayesian information criterion (BIC), and Foster and George (1994) [10] introduced
the risk inflation criterion (RIC). Pan (2001) [28] developed the quasi-likelihood under
the independence model criterion (QIC).

In this paper, we consider the variable selection problem for model (IT]). First,
we use the B-spline functions to approximate the unknown coefficient functions in the
model. Second, under the restriction of ||| = 1, we employ the “reparameterization”
approach which has been applied by Yu and Ruppert (2002) [51] and Wang et al. (2010)
[37] to establish the penalized least-squares function. Third, we apply cross-validation
method to select the tuning parameters and knots, and propose a stepwise iterative
algorithm to compute the estimators. Under some regularization conditions, we show
that this variable selection procedure is consistent and the estimators have the oracle
property i.e. sparsity and asymptotic normality, which means that the estimators of
the parametric components have the same asymptotic distribution as that based on
the correct submodel and the estimators of the nonparametric components achieve the
optimal convergence rate. Compared with Feng and Xue (2015) [9] and Zhao et al.
(2019) [54], our method can select significant variables and estimate the regression
parameters and unknown coefficient functions simultaneously. This implies that our
method can avoid the heavy computational burden.

The structure of the rest of this paper is presented as follows. In Section 2, we
construct the penalized least-squares function using basis expansion, reparameteriza-
tion and the SCAD penalty, and we also give some asymptotic properties about our
variable selection approach, including the consistency of the variable selection and the
oracle property of the regularized estimators. In Section 3, we propose an iterative
algorithm to find the penalized estimators based on local quadratic approximations
and how to select the tuning parameters. In Section 4, some Monte Carlo simulations
and an application using real data are carried out to evaluate the performance of the
proposed method. The proofs of the main results are provided in the Appendix.



2 Variable selection via SCAD penalty

Following the idea of Fan and Li (2001) [5], we define the semiparametric penalized
least-squares function as

Q(3.0,9(:) Z{Y—HTU g" (8" X;) Z}2+n§jmu 151])

=1 =1

+1 ) pag (106]) + 1> pag, (g (1D, (2.1)

1/2
where || g (-)|| = <f gi(u , and py(+) is the SCAD penalty function with a tuning

parameter A which may be chosen by a data-driven method. The first order derivative
of px(w) is defined as

(aX — w)y

TSN I(w > )\)}

with @ > 2,w > 0, and p,(0) = 0. We should state that the tuning parameters A\y;, Aoy,
and A3 are not necessarily the same for all 3, 6, and g(-).

Firstly, we can see that (2.]) is unable to optimize since g(-) is composed of unknown
nonparametric functions. Similar to He et al. (2002) [15], we consider basis function
approximations for g(-) in I)). In particular, let B(u) = (By(u), ..., Br(u))" be the
B-spline basis functions with the order of M + 1, where L = K + M + 1, and K is the
number of interior knots. Thus, gx(u) can be approximated by

gk(u) %BT(U)IWW k:1a>q
Substituting the estimators into (2.1), we can obtain that

pa) = MI(w <) +

Q(8,6,7) Z{Y 0"U; —W(B) v}2+n2pxu 181])

=1

d
+1 Y pa, (104]) +n2pxgk<||vk||ﬂ>, (2.2)
h=1 k=1

where 7 = (yf,....9)", Wi(B) = I, ® B(B"X:)Zi, |wln = (yiHw)? H =

| B(u)B*

Secondly, the constraint ||| = 1 means that § is the boundary point on the unit
sphere, each component of g(37 x) is not differentiable with respect to . Therefore, we
handle with “reparameterization” approach. In particular, we write ¢ = (fa,. .., [p)

which is one dimension lower than [, and define

= (V1-llgll%, ¢")"

Then [(¢) is infinitely differentiable with respect to ¢ under the constraint ||¢|| < 1.
We can calculate the Jacobian matrix of g with respect to ¢ by

. ( —(1— lglH) 2T ) | (2.3)

I,
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where I, is the p x p identity matrix, and the penalized least-squares function (2.2])
can be transformed to

n p—1
Q(6.0,7) =Y AV —0"U; = W (@)1} +n Y pay (i)
=1

i=1

d q
1) (18 +1) pag, (Il ). (2.4)
h=1 k=1

Let ¢, 6 and 4 = (3T,... ,74)" be the solution to the minimum of (Z4). Then, the
penalized least-squares estimator of [ is

R —— \T
i=(Vi-lor i)
and the estimator of g;(u) can be obtained by

Finally, we investigate the asymptotic properties of the penalized least-squares esti-
mators. Let [y, 0y, 70 and go(+) be the true values of 5, 0, v and g(-), respectively. We
assume that 5o =0,l=s+1,...,p,and B, [ = 1,...,s are all nonzero components
of Bo; o =0, h=w+1,...,d, and 09, l = 1,...,w are all nonzero components of
0. Furthermore, we assume that gpo(-) =0, k=v+1,...,¢, and gro(-), k=1,...,v
are all nonzero components of go(-). The following theorem gives the consistency of
the penalized least-squares estimators.

Theorem 1. Suppose that the regularity conditions (C1)-(C7) in the Appendix hold
and the number of knots K = O,(n'/?™+1)). Then we have

(@) 15 = Boll = Op (07" + a,);
(iD) 118 = 6ol = Op(n~"/*V + ay,);
(iil)  19() = gro()ll = Op(n™/* Y +an), k=1,....4,

where

a = max {|px,; (160])], [Pxar (18ro])]; [Pasi (sl m)l= Bro 7# 0, Ono # 0, o 7 0}

Lk

r is defined in condition (C2) in the Appendix, and p,(-) denotes the first order deriva-
tive of py(+).

Furthermore, under some conditions, we show that the penalized least-squares es-
timators also have the sparsity property as follows.

Theorem 2. Suppose that the regularity conditions (C1)-(C7) in the Appendix hold
and the number of knots K = O,(n'/®™+Y). Let

Amax = Ilﬂffli({)\u, Xohs Ask}y  Amin = lgl}lillg{All, Aoy Asg }-
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If Apax — 0 and 7’5"/ Cr+D X in — 00 as n — oo, then, with probability tending to 1,
the estimators (3, 6 and g(-) satisfy

i) B=0l=s+1,....p;
(i) 6,=0 h=w+1,...,d;
(i) g()=0, k=v+1,...,q

Next, we show that the estimators for nonzero coefficients in the parametric com-
ponents have the same asymptotic distribution with the correct submodel. To the
end, we need more notations to present the asymptotic property of the resulting
estimators. Let 8* = (B1,...,8)%, 0* = (01,...,0,)%, v = (9f,...,7D)T and
g (u) = (g (u),...,gr(u)", and denote 33, 05, v; and g;(u) be the true values of
p*, 0%, v* and g*(u), respectively. Corresponding covariates are denoted by X, U’

and Z7, 1 =1,...,n. In addition, we denote X = <211 212) , where

Z21 Z22
S = E(VVT) = E{C (87 X7) DT (8 XT) CF (557 X))
S = B (V'UT) = B{Cy (57X°) D7 (557x7) CF (55°X7)}
Yo = E(UV*) — E{Cy (85" X*) D (85" X*) CF (857 X") }
Yoo = E(U'UT) — E{Cy (85" X*) D71 (BT X™) O3 (85T X%) },

and V*, Cy(u), Cz(u) and D(u) are defined in condition (C7) in the Appendix. We
assume that Y is an invertible matrix. The following result states the asymptotic

normality of (g*) .

Theorem 3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2] we have

Vn (g B gs) 5 N(0,0% T2V TL),

where ‘—5’ represents the convergence in distribution and :7:1,3 = (Jga ]0 )
Remark 1. Theorem [1 indicates that our variable selection method is consistent and
the estimators of nonparametric components achieve the optimal convergence rate as if
the subset of true zero coefficients is already known (see Stone (1982) [34]). Theorems
and [Bl show that the penalized estimators have the oracle property.

3 Algorithm

Because the SCAD-penalty function is single at the origin, it is not applicable to
use gradient approach. In this section, we develop an iterative algorithm based on the
local quadratic approximation of the penalty function py(-) as in Fan and Li (2001) [5].



Specifically, in a neighborhood of a given nonzero wy, an approximation of the penalty
function at value wy can be given by

palel) % palal) + 5 2D 02— )

Hence, for the given initial value qbl(o) with |gz5l(0)| >0,l=1,...,p—1, 6’,(?) with |9,(LO)| > 0,
h=1,...,d, and fy,io) with ||7,(€0)||H >0,k=1,...,q, we have

. 0
1 pa, (18°])
0
2 e

1p . 9(0)
Pran(10]) 2 P, (167]) + 5 =2 Gl |9(<‘0>| ) (louf2 - 1),
h

P (l61]) = pay, (J617]) + (162 = 18”1%),

©) Upnge (IMe) w2 ¢ )2
Proe (176l 1) & Page ([ ||H>+§W<|mnﬂ— 12 11%).
Ve H

Let W7 (¢) = (UF, WT(¢)T, a = (67,477,

. p)\11(|¢1|) p)\l,pl(|¢p—1‘)}
D) =d Yo ,
@) lag{ %] o
(a6 a8 prliala) . (Il }
S(a) =d P , o, ... el (o
(@) 1ag{ 6] 60 Il ol

Then, except for a constant term, (Z4) becomes

Z{Y W (¢)a}? + chE(cb >¢+ TS (a)a. (3.1)

With the aid of the local quadratic approximation, the Newton-Raphson algorithm can
be applied to minimize the penalized least-squares function Q(¢,«). In the following
part, we propose a stepwise iterative Newton-Raphson algorithm to estimate the model
parameters.

Stepl Start with preliminary estimators ¢(© and &@®. For example, the unpenalized
estimators obtained by minimizing (2.4]) with p,(-) = 0 can be used.

Step2 Calculate the penalized least-squares estimator by (B]) that

=<iWi<$<°>>W?< )+ 586 ) ZW (6)Y;

Step3 Utilize the estimators & obtained by Step 2, and minimize

Q(¢; M) Z{Y W (9)a™y + 3 = TR (30)o.



We can get an estimator of ¢, say QASEm), and then obtain 4™ via the transformation.
During the iteration, once |<;Sl(m)\, \H,Sm)\, H’y,im)HH < €, we set qbl(m) =0, Hf(Lm) = 0,

ﬁ,gm) = 0, where ¢ > 0 is a small positive value. In our implementation, we select

e=10"2

Step4 Set ¢ = ¢(m 4O = 40" jterate Steps 2 and 3 until convergence, and
denote the final estimators of ¢ and « as q?) and &. Then we can get the final estimators
B, 0 and .

To implement this method, we should choose the number of interior knots K, and
the tuning parameters Ay, A9y and Azx. We use the similar cross-validation method
to choose the tuning parameters as in Wang et al. (2008) [38]. However, there are
too many tuning parameters in our penalty functions, and the minimization problem
for the cross-validation score over a higher-dimensional space is difficult. To overcome
this difficulty, similar to Zhao and Xue (2009) [53], we take the tuning parameters as

A A A
A= —=—, Ap=—>—, 3k = Tz s
W?‘ ‘9%‘ H’YkHH

where qgf, é}j and 4} are the unpenalized estimators of ¢;, 0, and 74, respectively. Thus
we can select A and K by minimizing the cross-validation score

CV(K,\) = Z{Yz - é[{}UZ - WiT(é[i]W[i]}2a
i=1
where ngﬁm, é[i} and 4, are the solutions of (2.4) after deleting the ith subject.

4 Numerical results

4.1 Simulation studies

In this section, we conduct some Monte Carlo simulation studies to evaluate the

performance of the proposed procedure. In each simulation, we generate random data
from model ([ILT]), where

2 2

) 52,0 =35 53,0 = gv

Wl =

50 = (51,07 R 510,0)T7 BI,O =

90 == (9170, P ,‘91070>T, 9170 — 20, ‘92,0 - 16 9370 — 08,

go(u) = (gr0(u),. .. ,glo,o(u))T, gro(u) = 2cos(mu), goo(u) =1+ 3u’.

While the remaining coefficients, corresponding to the irrelevant variables, are given by
zeros. To perform this simulation, we take the covariates Z;, ¢ = 1, ..., n, following the
multivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and Cov(Z;,, Z;,) = 4 x 0.5k k | =
1,...,10. The covariates U;, 1 = 1,...,n follow the multivariate normal distribution
with mean 0 and Cov(U;,,U;,) = 3 x 0.5FU k. [ =1,...,10. The covariates X;, i =
1,...,nare independent random vectors with each component uniformly distributed on



(-0.75, 0.75). The model errors ¢; will be considered under two independent N (0, 0.5%)
and N (0, 1.5%) settings respectively.

We compare the performances of the variable selection procedures based on SCAD
and LASSO penalty functions. In the following simulations, we use the cubic B-splines,
and the sample size is set to n = 100, 150 and 200. The simulated results are reported
in Tables 1-2 and Figures 1-2. The column labelled “C” in Table 1 gives the average
number of the true zero coefficients correctly set to zero, and the column labelled “I”
in Table 1 gives the average number of the true nonzero coefficients incorrectly set to
Zero.

(I) In Tables 1-2, the mean, bias and standard deviation(SD) of the inner product
BTBO are computed by 500 runs. The bias of the inner product BTBO is defined as

Bias(378,) = 878y — 1.

The performance of estimator 6 will be assessed by using the generalized mean square
error (GMSE), defined as

GMSE(#) = (0 — )" EUUT)(0 — 6y).

From the Tables 1-2, we can see these results:

(i) Under two different levels of model errors, the SCAD and LASSO variable selec-
tion methods both become closer to the oracle procedure as n increases. Specifically,
the mean of the inner product 37 3, is increasing, the bias and standard deviation(SD)
of the inner product BTﬁO are decreasing as n increases. Furthermore, the values in
the column labeled “C” of SCAD perform better than LASSO.

(ii) As the level of model errors decreases, the performance of SCAD becomes
increasingly closer to that of the oracle procedure.

(IT) In Figures 1-2, the performances of estimator ¢;(-) and g»(-) will be exhibited
by using the square root of average square errors (RASE):

N 1/2
RASE;, = {N_l Z[Qk(u]) - gk(uj)]Q} , k=12
j=1

where {u;,j = 1,..., N} are the regular grid points at which the function gi(u) is
evaluated. In our simulation, N = 20 is used. The performance of estimator g(-) will
be assessed by RASE = RASE; + RASE,.

From Figures 1-2, we can see that the estimated coefficient function curves of g1 (u)
and go(u) by SCAD and LASSO are both close to the true coefficient function curves.
As the level of model errors decreases, the estimated curves become slightly close to
the true curves.



Table 1: Simulation results for the estimator of 3 and 0(g; ~ N(0,0.5%))

Estimator of

Estimator of §

n Method Mean Bias SD C 1 GMSE C 1
100 SCAD 0.99522 -0.00478 0.02335 6.45200 0.00400 0.00938 6.71400 0
LASSO 0.99578 -0.00422 0.02151 6.38200 0.00400 0.01111 6.66800 0
Oracle 0.99636 -0.00401 0.01987 7 0 0.00899 7 0
150 SCAD 0.99826 -0.00174 0.00263 6.63800 0.00200 0.00527 6.85400 0
LASSO 0.99822 -0.00178 0.00232 6.54800 0 0.00633 6.80600 0
Oracle 0.99835 -0.00170 0.00224 7 0 0.00512 7 0
200 SCAD 0.99950 -0.00050 0.00025 6.98600 0 0.00390 6.99000 0
LASSO 0.99949 -0.00051 0.00025 6.95000 0 0.00476 6.96600 0
Oracle 0.99958 -0.00049 0.00023 7 0 0.00387 7 0

Table 2: Simulation results for the estimator of 3 and 0(g; ~ N(0,1.5%))

Estimator of

Estimator of §

n Method Mean Bias SD C 1 GMSE C 1
100 SCAD 0.97324 -0.02676 0.07658 6.22300 0 0.08017 6.18200 0
LASSO 0.97176 -0.02824 0.08754 6.20000 0 0.08279 6.11600 0
Oracle 0.97412 -0.02567 0.06387 7 0 0.07377 7 0
150 SCAD 0.98886 -0.01114 0.01956 6.45100 0 0.04531 6.48600 0
LASSO 0.98836 -0.01164 0.02056 6.44600 0 0.04775 6.44400 0
Oracle 0.98987 -0.01022 0.01814 7 0 0.04456 7 0
200 SCAD 0.99848 -0.00152 0.00347 6.81200 0 0.03876 6.62600 0
LASSO 0.99850 -0.00149 0.00339 6.80000 0 0.03913 6.59800 0
Oracle 0.99911 -0.00146 0.00325 7 0 0.03747 7 0
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Figure 1: Simulation results when the ¢; is independent N(0,0.5%) and n = 100. The
left panel shows the true curve(black solid curve), the SCAD estimated curve(red
dashed curve) and the LASSO estimated curve(blue longdash curve) of ¢;(u). The
right panel shows the true curve(black solid curve), the SCAD estimated curve(red
dashed curve) and the LASSO estimated curve(blue longdash curve) of go(u).
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Figure 2: Simulation results when the ¢; is independent N(0,0.5%) and n = 100. The
left panel is the boxplot the 500 RASE; and RASE, values of g;(u) and ga(u). The
right panel is the boxplot the 500 RASE values of g(u).
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Figure 3: Simulation results when the ¢; is independent N(0,1.5%) and n = 100. The
left panel shows the true curve(black solid curve), the SCAD estimated curve(red
dashed curve) and the LASSO estimated curve(blue longdash curve) of ¢;(u). The
right panel shows the true curve(black solid curve), the SCAD estimated curve(red
dashed curve) and the LASSO estimated curve(blue longdash curve) of go(u).
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Figure 4: Simulation results when the ¢; is independent N(0,1.5%) and n = 100. The
left panel is the boxplot the 500 RASE; and RASE, values of g;(u) and ga(u). The
right panel is the boxplot the 500 RASE values of g(u).

4.2 Application to the body fat dataset

We illustrate our proposed variable selection method by applying the body fat
dataset, which is available from the website (http://lib.stat.cmu.edu/datasets/bodyfat)).
The response variable is the percentage of body fat which is determined by the under-
water weighting technique (Siri, (1956) [32]). The thirteen covariates in this dataset
are Age, Weight, Height, Neck, Chest, Abdomen, Hip, Thigh, Knee, Ankle, Biceps,
Forearm and Wrist. The entire dateset contains 252 observations. Two observations
are apparently type errors, four observations show inconsistency between the percent-
age of body fat and body density. These six observations can be removed from the
dataset as outliers. In the following analysis, we employ the remain 246 observations.
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In order to fit our model, we take logarithm of the percentage of body fat as the
response variable Y, the covariates for linear part U;=Age, Us=Weight, the covariates
dependent on varying coefficients Z1=1, Z,=Height, the index covariates X;=Neck,
Xo=Chest, X3=Abdomen, X,=Hip, X5=Thigh, X¢=Knee, X;=Ankle, Xg=Biceps,
Xg=Forearm and X;p=Wrist. Then, we will establish the partially linear single-index
variable-coefficient model (PLSIVM) as follows:

Y = 60,01 + 0:Us + g(B7X) Z1 + g(B7X) Z5 + ¢,

where f7X = X1+ -+ B10X10. For the PLSIVM, the restriction ||3|| = 1 is required
for identifiability.

From Table 3, we can obtain that:

(1) The proposed variable selection method chooses five covariates: Age(U, ), Weight
(Us), Neck(X;), Abdomen(X3), Wrist(Xj). Among these significant covariates, Ab-
domen is the most important measurement for the prediction of the percentage of body
fat, Wrist has more significant effects than Age, Weight and Neck, which is coincident
with the results in Peng and Huang (2011) [29] and Lin and Huang (2013) [23].

(2) It is worth noting that Weight has nonzero constant on Y which is similar to
LM while is different from the existed results of SIM in Peng and Huang (2011) [29],
STM in Lin and Huang (2013) [23] and SIVCM in Feng and Xue (2015) [9].

(3) The multiple R?=0.70158 which is slightly larger than that of other four models.
Therefore, our proposed variable selection method for PLSIVM is more appropriate to
fit the body fat dataset.

Table 3: Estimation results of body fat data

Method PLSIVCM SIVCM SIM STM LM

Age 0.00575 0.00820 0.01490 0.08330 0.04890
Weight 0.00595 0 0 0 0.14570
Height 0 0 0 -0.10140 -0.03950
Neck -0.09926 -0.09900 -0.16910 -0.02800 -0.14080
Chest 0 0 0 0 -0.09430
Abdomen 0.96980 0.96910 0.96060 0.97670 0.76630
Hip 0 0 0 0 -0.36380
Thigh 0 0 0 0 0.14610

Knee 0 0 0 0 0

Ankle 0 0 0 0 0

Biceps 0 0 0 0 0
Forearm 0 0 0 0 0.04130
Wrist -0.14629 -0.22600 -0.22020 -0.16770 -0.11860
R? 0.70158 0.68160 0.67380 0.66650 0.61480
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Appendix. Proof of theorems

We begin the Appendix by listing some regularity conditions that are used in this
paper. For convenience and simplicity, let C' denote a positive constant that may be
different at each appearance throughout this paper.

(C1) The density function f(u) of 34X, is bounded away from 0 on % = {u =
BTz x € A}, where A is the bounded support set of X. Furthermore, we assume that
f(u) satisfies the Lipschitz condition of order 1 on % .

(C2) The function g;(u), j = 1,...,¢q, have bounded and continuous derivatives
up to order r(=> 2) on %, where g;(u) is the jth component of g(u).

(C3)  E(IX]°) < oo, E(IU[|°) < 00, E(IZ]°) < 00, and E(|e[°) < oo.

(C4) Let ¢y, ...,ck be the interior knots of [a, b], where a = inf{u: u e %}, b=
sup{u: v € % }. Furthermore, we let ¢g = a, cxgy1 = b, h; = ¢ — ¢, h =
max{h;}. Then, there exists a constant Cj such that

h

_ o p— -1
min{h,-}<CO’ max{h;y1 — h;} = o( K™").

(C5) b, — 0, as n — oo, where

b = max {[ iy, ([6w0])]s [Bxa, (19r0]): [P, (1moll )| = P10 7 0, 6h0 7 0, a0 # O}

(C6) The penalty functions satisfy

. . —1] - . . 1) -
i inf lim inf A7 |, (1) > 0. L nf i inf X5 |, (163)] > .

n—oo

lim inf liminf A3} |pag, (el )] > 0,
n—=+00 ||y |lp—0
where [ =s,....,.p—1, h=w+1,....d,k=v+1,...,q
(C7) The matrix D(u) = E{Z*Z*" | ;T X* = u} is positive definite, and each
element of D(u), Cy(u) = E{V*Z*T | ;T X* = u} and Cy(u) = E{U*Z*T | B;T X* =
u} satisfies the Lipschitz condition of order 1 on %, where

V* =g (BT X") 27 5 X+

Remark 2.  Condition (C1) is used to bound the density function f(u) of 35 X away
from 0. Condition (C2) is the standard smoothness and continuity condition in the
nonparametric estimation procedure. Condition (C3) is the necessary condition for the
asymptotic properties of the estimators. Condition (C4) indicates that co, ..., cx 1 18
a Cy-quasi-uniform sequence of partitions of [0,1]. Condition (C5) and Condition (C6)
are assumptions on the penalty functions. Condition (C7) ensures that the limiting
variance for the estimator of 5y and 6, exists.

To obtain the proofs of the theorems, the following lemmas are required.

Lemma 1. Ifgy(u), k=1,...,q,satisfy condition (C2), then there exists a constant
C > 0 depending only on M such that

Sug lgk(w) — BY (u)y| < CK™".
UEU
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Proof This result is due to Corollary 6.21 in Schumaker (1981) [31], we omit the
details here. U

Lemma 2. Suppose that conditions (C1)-(C3) and (C7) hold, and the number of
knots K = O(n~"/?*1) Then we have

] — 1
SNV —wle e, S8y, Y VT - UG, S S,
= i
1 — 1
N UVt - Gre B Yy, 2 UIUT - GR, G D S,
= o

and <lz” V*V*T—\I]T(I)_l\lf
n i=1 "1 "1 n-n n

VU = UERG P
i UV = G, ’

1
n i=1 "1 Y1
1

S UUTT - GRe Gy

where 5= (T 5, 0, = LEL W QOWIT). W = XL WAV
21 2422
Gy =250 Wi (e5)U; T, and ‘23" means the convergence in probability.

Proof Let W* = (W} (5),..., Wi (o))", V* = (Vi,..., V)T U = (U;,...,U)T,
vVi=v*-I,+I,=A4A,+T1,,U'=U"-Q, +Q, ==, +Q,, where

Vi =g (B X)) Z T X, Wi dg) = 1, @ B(By X)) Z,
Lo = (CL(B5 X7) DB XT) 21, ... Ca(B5 X ) D™ (BT X Z3)
Q= (Co(B3 " X)D ™ (B3 X1) 21, ., Co( B3 X)) D™ (B X Z3)

Then a simple calculation yields

1 n
=D Vvt -wie sy,
n

i=1

= n 'V - PYH(I - P)V*
= n YA, +T,)T (I — PHY(I - P)(A, +T),)
= nH{ARA, + AL(I = PY)(I = P)T, + T (I = PT)(I = P)A,
+ TN (1 — PYY(I - P)T, — ATPTPA,}, (4.1)

1 n
oD ViU - wiea,
n

i=1

= n 'V - PY)(I - P)U"
= n YA, +T,)I - PH(I - P)(E, + Q)
= 0 YATZ, + ANI - PTY(I - P)Q, + T (1 — PT)(I - P)Z,
+ TN — PYY(I - P)Q, — ATPTPZ,}, (4.2)
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1 n
=D UV -Gret,
n

i=1

= n U (I - PYH(I - P)V*
= n ' E,+ Q) - PYHY(I - P)(A, +T,)
= nHE'A, +EY 1 - P - P)I, + QN (I — PT)(I - P)A,
+ QNI - PY)(I - P)T,, — ZFPTPA,}, (4.3)

and
1 En: *77xT Tx—1
n
i=1

= n Ut (1 - PYH(I - P)U*
= n ' (E, + Q) — PHY(I - P)(Z,+Q,)
= n Y22, + N1 - PO - P)Q, +Q (1 — PT(I —- P)Z,
+ QNI - PY(I - P)Q, —ZFPTPE,}, (4.4)

where P = W*(W*TW*)~"1W+T,

By the proof of Lemma 1 in Zhao and Xue (2010) [53], we easily obtain that
all but the first term of (1)), ([A2), (£3) and [@4) are o,(1). Then, by the law of
large numbers, we can derive that the first term converges to 11, Y12, Yo and Yoo
respectively. Hence, we have
(1T v~ Mt TV 000G

n

7 onim UV = GRagtu, D55 UPUT =GRl Gy

n

]
Proof of Theorem 1 Let § =n~"/®*) 4 q,, ¢ =¢g+n, 0=00+0mn, ~=
Yo + 57—3> T = (TF>TE>T§)T'

(i) We will show that, for any given ¢ > 0, there exists a large constant C' such that
P{ Il Q(6.0.7) > Q60,00 70)f > 1~ (45)

where ¢q, 0y and ~, are true value of ¢, 6 and .
Let L,(7) = K~H{Q(®,0,v) — Q(¢o, 0o,7)}. Thus, by the Taylor expansion and a
direct calculation, we have

Ln(7) = K {Q(¢o + 671,00 + 572,70 + 673) — Q(do, 6o, 70) }

—20 — .
> Na (Y; — 05 U; — Wil0) " 70) (Wi (@o)v0m T Xs + U + W (o) 73)
=1
0% I .
t% (Wi (do)v0r Jgy Xi + U7 + Wi () 73)°

i=1

+%;mﬂm%mN%m
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w

+ % Z[p)‘%(whb _p)\Qh(|9h0|)]

Let Wi(¢o) = I, ® B(BIXi)Z;, R(u) = (Ri(u), ..., Ry(w))", Ri(w) = grolu) —
BY(u)yko, k=1,...,q. Since Y; = 0L U; + gL (BL X;)Z; + €, we can obtain that
Y — HOTUZ' - Wi(%)T’Yo
= O Ui + g (B Xi) Zi + i — 05U — Wi(o) "0
= &+ g4 (B Xi) Zi — Wi(do) "0
= &+ R"(B) Xi)Z.

Then we can write
—95 < .
Na (e + R (B0 Xo) Zi) W (do)vory S, Xi + U o + W (00)73)
i=1
82 o
72 2 (W (0007 5, Xi 4 UM + W (0)75)" + 0,(1)

i=1

Ln(T) Z

_l_

s—1
n

+ e Z[pxu(|¢l|) — Py ([900])]

=1

+ % hz:;[p)\%(wh” _p)\zh(|9h0|)]

n v
+ 2 > g (lvellar) = g (llwollan)];
k=1
=: S1+ Sy + S5+ S+ S5+ 0,(1). (4.6)

Next, we analyse each term of (40]). For S, by conditions (C1), (C2), (C4), and
Lemma [Il we can derive that

[ R (u)]| = O(K™)

and
|9k (B0 X:) — BT (87 Xi) ol < CK~" (4.7)

Then, a simple calculation yields

> RY(ByX) ZAW (do)vort T3 Xi + UTry + W, (o) 73}
=1

= > RUBIX)ZAGT (5] X 2 T X

i=1
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+ (W/iT(%)% - QT(ﬁoTXi)Zi)TlTJgOXi + UT7'2 + VVZ-T(%)T?,}
= Op(nK™"|7]]). (4.8)
Note that ¢; is independent of (X, U;, Z;). We can prove that

T2 S W o T X+ U+ W )} = Oy (7).
i=1

Combing this with (L8], we can get that
S1 = Op(vVn K10)||7]| + Op(n K1 70)[|7]| = Op(1 + 0"/ ay) | 7.
Similarly, we can prove that
Sy = O,(nK16%)||7]|* = O, (1 4 2n™/ V) |7

Hence, by choosing a sufficiently large C, Sy dominates S; uniformly in ||7]| = C
By the fact that py(0) = 0 and the Taylor expansion, we get
s—1
n . 2. 2
S < > 185, ([Gol)sgn (o) rul + 6%, (o)) lrul* {1+ o(1)}]
=1
<Vs — 1 K 'nda,||7|| + nK 5%, ||7|?,

w
n

S1< 5= [5PA2h(\Hho\)sgn(eho)\m\+5225A2h(|9ho|)|72h\2{1+0(1)}]

N

\/_K "néay,|| 7| + nk 16%b, || 7%,

S5 < % > " [08a, (vl )sgn (veo) 17t | + 8 Bxg ([0l |76 *{1 + o(1)}]
=1

< VU K ndan| 7|l 4+ nK 6%, |7,

Then, it is easy to show that S5, Sy and S5 are dominated by Sy uniformly in ||7]| =
C. Hence, for a sufficiently large C, the probability of L,(7) = K~HQ(¢,0,7) —

Q(¢0,00,7)} > 0 is at least 1 — ¢, then, we can reach to (4.3)). Therefore, there exist
local minimizers ¢, # and % such that

16 = Goll = Op(8), 116 = boll = Op(8), |15 = 0ll = O,(0).
A direct calculation can lead to ||§ — By = O,(6), which completes the proofs

of (i).
(ii) It can be proved directly from the proof of (i).
(iii) Note that

le(w) — gro(w)|” = / {50(u) — grolw)Pdu
/ (B ()i — B (u)yo — Ri(u)}2du
) L (BT ()i — B (w) o} 2du + 2 /7/ R2(u)du
— 24 — o) "H (3 — o) + 2 / Ry (u)du.

w
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This, together with ||H|| = O(1), can lead to

(9% — ’Yko)TH(% — Yko) = Op(”_zr/(%rl) + @i)- (4.9)

In addition, it is easy to show that

/ R2(u)du = O, (n-2/@r+1), (4.10)
u
By using (4.9) and (4.I0), we complete the proof of (iii). O

Proof of Theorem 2 (i) By A\,.x —0, it is easy to show that a, = 0 for large
n. Then by Theorem 1, it is sufficient to show that, for any ¢,,

||¢] - ¢j0|| = Op(n—T/@?“-l-l))’ .] = 17 ceey S 17

and given small e = Cn~"/(+1)

it holds that

, when n — oo, with probability approaching to one,

9Q(.0.7) _ O<¢;<e j=s....p—1,
a@(is% ,7) (411)
90, <0, —-e<¢;<0, j=s,....,p—1
By a direct calculation, we have
9Q(¢,0,7)
e Z{Y — 6T, — Wi W) el X + i, (105 sem(e)

S et BNAEX)Z+ (1, @ BOEX) - ) (0 — )

=1
+ (I, ® [B(By Xi) — B(BTX0)] - Zi) "y — (0 — 60) U H{ Z (B3 X))
— ZF(9(By Xi) — I, ® BT (87 Xi)v) — Z 1, @ B (8 Xi) (70 — )
— 21, ® [B(By X:) — B(BTX:)|"y}el, Xi + npa,, (105])sen(¢;),

where ey, = (—(1 — ||¢]|*)7/%¢;,0,...,0,1,0,...,0)T with (j + 1)th component 1. By
conditions (C1), (C2), (A1) and Theorem 1, it is easy to show that

0Q(¢,0,~ )
(a¢. : = A {A Py, (165])sen (@) + Op(n /AT,
j
Since
lim lim mf)\l] p/\lj(|¢j|) 0, N\ nT/(2T+1 > A /(2r+1) s 00,
n—00 ¢;—0

which means that the sign of the derivative is completely determined by that of ¢;.
Then, we can reach to (Z.I1), and the proof of (i) is complete.
(ii) It can be proved directly by the same arguments in (i).
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(iii) By the similar arguments as in the proof of (i) again, we have, with probability
approaching to one, 4, = 0,k =d +1,...,q. Note that g.(u) = BT (u)4:. By the fact

sup || B(u)|| = O(1), (4.12)
we can easily complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 3 By Theorems 1 and 2, we know that, as n — oo, with prob-
ability approaching to one, Q(¢,0,~) attains the minimal value at (¢*T,0)T, (6*T,0)T
and (4*T,0)T. Let

_ 0Q(¢,0,7) Q(¢,0,7)

0
an(¢7 ‘97 7) - Ta Q2TL(¢7 97 7) = 89*

Thus, (¢*T,0)7, (6*7,0)T and (5*7,0)7 satisfy

0 0
7Q3n(¢7 ‘97 7) = %

%an((a}*T’ O)T, (é*T7 O)T, (;}/*T7 O)T)

-2 - N * * T\ 2K\ T/ ¥ T\ 2% *
= n (Yi_eTUi _VVz‘T(Cb )y )WZT(¢ )y JgkXi_‘_‘/l
=1

= 0, (4.13)
1 n 2 ok
EQ2H((¢*T7 0)T7 (9*T7 O>T7 (7 T7 O>T>
W ~ -

n
i=1

— 0 (4.14)

and

Q7T 0, (BT 0)T, (57T, 0)T)

2
n

i=1

7

= 0, (4.15)
where

Vi = (ph,l(‘élegn(él)v s 775}\1,5—1(|(ng—1|>sgn($8—1))T7
Va = (Pas, (101))s0(01), -, Pz, (10 )sen(6) ",

and

AT AT T
. . " H . . Yo H
Vi = (mgl(nmnmu Ll ||H)

We analyse the above three equations next by the following four steps and try to

obtain the relation between the parametric vector <§* B gf) and the model error ¢;.
— Y
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Step 1: We study the components of V1, V5 and V3.
Applying the Taylor expansion to py,,(|¢:|) leads to

B (161]) = Pro, (1900l) + (s, (910]) + 0p(1)} (61 = ro)-

Furthermore, condition (C5) implies that piy,, (|¢w|) = 0,(1), and note that py,,(|¢w|) =
0 as Amax — 0. Then, it follows by Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 that

P (|8i])sen () = 0,(6" — 6).
Similarly, we can show
Paan (|0n])sen(6r) = 0,(6" — 05) and,
HYi
1Ykl 2

Hence, Vi = 0,(¢" — ), Va = 0,(6" — 6) and Vs = 0,(Y" = 75).

~

=0,(7" — )

Pagse (| Vel 2)

Step 2: We obtain the relationship among the parametric vectors QAS* — &5, o — 05

and 4* — 7§ by calculating ([.15).
A simple calculation yields

1 - 2 in 2% * A>)< 2% *
= (Y= 07TUF = WI@)FIWE () + 0p(7 = )

i=1

1 - * * * T 7 % * * %\ [ 2% *
= EZ{EHLRT(@TXi)Zi — U (0" = 05) — W (96) (7 — %)
i=1

W (6%) = Wi @)™ {5 (66) + W (67) = Wi (@)} + 003" — 0.

Q= - S WIOOWT (@), W= D WG, Ga= S W@,
i=1 =1 i=1

1 n
Ap= = WHGH) i+ RE(GTXD)Z)),

i=1

Then, by condition (C7), (@I2) and Theorem 1, we have
V=5 = [Pn 4+ 0p(1)] 7 {Aw — Wa(6" = 65) — Gu(0" = 6)}. (4.16)

Step 3: We obtain the relationship among the parametric vectors QAS* — &5, o — 05
and the model error ¢; by calculating (Z13)).

By substituting (&I6) into (LI3), we can get

n

_1 T 7 7% * 7 kN Ax\TI7*/ 1%\ 2% 7T v * "
0= g;m—e Uy = W7 (6 (A TLXT + 0p(6" — o)
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1 - * * * N * * 2%k *
- = {si+RT(60TXZ-)ZZ- — U0 —05) — W85 (3" — )
1

W (8%) = W (@)™ } WE (84" L X + 0,(6" — )

~

- S e+ RUEXNZ; U0 = 05) 4 WO+ 0,06 — 00

W)+ oy (DG (B — 65) — W31+ op(1)A,
—IWE(67) = W™ W (63 L X + 0,6 = )

1 C oA
= - Z{ + R (B3 X7) 27 = WiN(09)[ @5 + 0, (VAW (¢7)4 TL X}
1 — . o
+ = Z{W(asz;)[@;l + 0p(D]Wa(" — d0) WS (6")7" T3 X
- = Z Wi (67) = Wi ()] 3" Wi (67)3" T3 X

+= Z{WF(%)[@# +0,(1)]G, — U }H(O" — HS)WZ-T@*)&*J;XZ + 0,(0" — )
=1
= S 4 Jy— Js+ Jy+ 0,(¢* — &)

For Ji, a direct calculation yields
1 - b * * * *
h= - Z Mg (8" X)) 2 T X;
- = Z Mulgt (857X 27 — Wit (96)70) 5. X7
+ Z MW (60 (V= 26) 5 X;
i=1

1 <& o P )
= = 3 MV () = W (6] L
=1
= ']11+J12+J13+J14,

where My; = ¢; + RY (BT X)) ZF — Wit (¢5) (@, + 0,(1)]A,.. Note that
Z OO W (o) e + RYN(BTX) ZF — Wi (¢8) D ALY = 0,

- LS — OGN = 0. Ty — g = O6" — 63)
i=1
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Then, by condition (C7) and ||R(u)|| = O(K~"), we can drive that
1 n
J= = V* o \IIT@—I[Irfk * ;
11 n ;_1[ 7 n-n 7 (¢0)]€

1 - * — * * * * *
DV = e W ()R (5T X)) Z;
1=1

n

S - W WG G5 + o (1] + 0yl — 6%)
=1

1 .
= = WV = O W (9] + 0p(6" — ).
1=1

In addition, by ({1), it is easy to show that
Jia = 0,(6" = 95).
Similarly, we can prove that
S = 0,(6" = 05),  Sua = 0,(9" — ).

We now deal with J;. A simple calculation yields

1 - . * * * *
h= ; Myig" (55" X)) Z; JLX;
1 <& ) ST rns T e .
— =3 Malg" (65" X)) Z; = W (95l TL X,
=1
1 <& T e o
+ Z MoV (65)(5 = 26) 15X,
1 n el x s " .
=y MW (95) = Wi (0] TLLX
1=1
=1 Jo1 + Jog + Joz + Jog,

where R
Ma; = Wi ()@, + 0p(1)] W (0" — ¢5).
By condition (C7), we have

1 & - 7
Jo1 = o Z VEWET (5) @, W, (0 — ¢5) + 0p(0" — &)

i=1

Similar arguments of Ji5 can lead to

Joz = 0,(0" — 03),  Jas = 0)(&" — 8}), o = 0,(0" — &5).
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We now consider J3. By (£7]), Theorem 1, and the Taylor expansion technique, we
have

= i[v'v:Twm*XzTJ%(a%* 68+ 0yl — WG LK
= = Z (Bo XV ZEX T Ty (67 = 03) + 0p(6" — 9p) WM (67)77 1L X}
S WARTEITE WA AR
WAL + Z Vi (0" = gg)WIT(65) (3 = 5) T3 XS
YW@ = S ) WL (6 )
. Z VVET(6 = 63) + 06" — 6.

For the term Jy,

Jo= LS RGN0 + 0 (]C — U0~ )W IR

ZM4Zg (6" X725 I3 X7
- _ZM4Z (B X)) 2} — Wi*T(%)”YS]J@T*X;

2 Z MW (66 =20 TEXT
1 - T7% (1% Trx (K ok *
o X;MM[VVZ (65) — Wi (&))" J(;Xi
= I+ Jag + Jag + Jua,
where My; = {W.(63)[®;" + 0,(1)]G,, — UT}HO* — 63).
Jin = Z VW (o8 @ — ;) — — Z VUL (0" = 0%) + 0,(0" — 67)
By (A7) and (C7), it is easy to show that
Jaz = 0,(0* — 63).

Similarly, we can prove that

J43 = Op(é* — 93), J44 = Op(é* — 93)
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From the above arguments, we get

1 - Yk * * — ) * 1 - R * — N* *
=D VT = W)@, (67 — 67) — = > VI (65)®, G0 - 65)
i=1 i=1

~ ~

1 - w77xT [ % * * * * *
+5;Vi U (07 = 65) + 0p(0" = 05) + 0p(0" — 6§)

]_ n . B . . 1 n . B N )
+ Op(é* —05) + Op(QAS* — )

1 - * — * *
= ) Vi - e W (g)len (4.17)
i=1

Step 4: We obtain the other relation among the parametric vectors (ﬁ* — s 6 — 05
and the model error ¢; by calculating (£.14).

Substituting (410]) into (£.14]), we can get

1< . . R
0= DB WU + o~

= e+ RUEEXZ  USTO — 65) — WG~ )
i=1
Wi (3) = Wi (6)]™4UF + 0,(6" — 63)
= S e RUBIXNZ U0~ 6) + W[ + 0, (W5~ 67)
i=1

WGB!+ 0p(DIGa(B" — 07) = WG + 0, (1)
= [W7(07) = WG4 U™ + 0,(0" = 6)

= D3 e RUEEXDZ - WG+ o, (DIAU;
S T GIR, + o (DI — 60)1UT =~ I ) — W 69)] U

i=1
+ i{WT(Cf’*)[‘I"l + o, ()]G — USTY(B* — 02)U; + 0,(6* — 67)
n i 0 n D n i 0)U; " i
i=1
= i+ Jy = Jy+ Jy+ 0,(6" — 7).

For J;, a direct calculation yields

J; = % > MyuU;
=1
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where My; = e; + RY (BT X)) Z;r — WiT(65) (@, + 0,(1)]A,.. Note that
= Z G @, Wi (o) es + BT (657X 27 = Wi (05)®, An} = 0,
- LS — Gl W () = 0
i=1
By condition (C7) and ||R(u)|| = O(K "), we can drive that
7= Ly - ererwie
i=1
L - GRS W GR ) 2
DI G I+ 0, A (6
- I - G Wil
For Jé, a simple calculation yields
Z Ga, (" = 65) + 0p(0" — 67).

Similarly, we also can get

n

Jg - % Z[Wi*T((?S)&*X;TJ% (é* - ‘Z)Ek)) + O;D((%* - (ba)]Ul*

i=1

= —Z (B0 XDV Z7 X[ 5507 — 05) + 0p(&" — 95)]UT
A RO
i=1
J, = (Gro'G, — - Z UUTY (0" = 63) + 0,0 — 67),
From the above arguments, we can obtaln
1 - w1 7T T 1 w77xT TF—1 N *
= AUV -G L (67— ¢5) + Z{UU ~Gro'G, ) (07— 6y)
n
i=1

+0,(0" = 65) + 0,(0" — 9p)

1 & .
= - > UF = Grd, W (o)) (4.18)
=1
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Combining (£I7) with (£IS), we can obtain
o — 0}
v (é* — 0y

- (l D [VEVIT = 0, 00|+ 0,(1)

n

1
w i UF VT = G, 0, ] + 0,(1)

L (Sl - en e

% Z?:JU:'* - GE@;IWZ-*(%)]

It now follows from (Z3]) that

B* = By = Jss(&" — @) + Op(n1).

(VU - UG+ op<1>)‘1

>
Z [Ui*Ui*T - GE(I)EIGn] + Op(l)

33 =
8 4L
Il :u s

Thus, we have

B~ 55
v (9* 0;
oy O (FLa ViVl — gl G ViU - G -
0 IS UVt =GR, LN URURT - GROLG,
L (Z;}JVJ - \DE%IWZ-*(%)]) ct o),
Vi \SZi U7 =GR Wi(ep)])

Combining the central limit theorem with Slutsky’s theorem, we can easily obtain
by Lemma [2 that X
=065\ ¢ T g1 7
Vn <é* _9(}; — N(0,0%J4: % 1J§3),

where qué = ( 0 I

) . This completes the proof of Theorem 3. U
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