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Abstract

Physical activity is crucial for human health. With the increasing availability of
large-scale mobile health data, strong associations have been found between physical
activity and various diseases. However, accurately capturing this complex relation-
ship is challenging, possibly because it varies across different subgroups of subjects,
especially in large-scale datasets. To fill this gap, we propose a generalized heteroge-
neous functional method which simultaneously estimates functional effects and identi-
fies subgroups within the generalized functional regression framework. The proposed
method captures subgroup-specific functional relationships between physical activity
and diseases, providing a more nuanced understanding of these associations. Addi-
tionally, we introduce a pre-clustering method that enhances computational efficiency
for large-scale data through a finer partition of subjects compared to true subgroups.
In the real data application, we examine the impact of physical activity on the risk
of mental disorders and Parkinson’s disease using the UK Biobank dataset, which
includes over 79,000 participants. Our proposed method outperforms existing meth-
ods in future-day prediction accuracy, identifying four subgroups for mental disorder
outcomes and three subgroups for Parkinson’s disease diagnosis, with detailed scien-
tific interpretations for each subgroup. We also demonstrate theoretical consistency
of our methods. Supplementary materials are available online. Codes implementing
the proposed method are available at: https://github.com/xiaojing777/GHFM.

Keywords: Mental disorder, Parkinson’s disease, Physical activity, Subgroup analysis, UK
Biobank
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1 Introduction

Physical activity plays a pivotal role in human health and is recognized as a factor that

is highly related to the risk of both morbidity and mortality (Mahindru et al., 2023;

Ekelund et al., 2019). Modern advancements in technology, combined with the ubiquity

of smartphones and wearable devices, have made access to physical activity data increas-

ingly straightforward. In addition, large-scale mobile health datasets have become much

more accessible over the past two decades (Althoff et al., 2017), such as the UK Biobank

(UKB) dataset, which includes data from over 500,000 individuals (Sudlow et al., 2015).

Many researchers study the relationship between physical activity and various diseases by

analyzing large-scale datasets (Barker et al., 2019; Rowlands et al., 2021). However, most

of these studies focus on analyzing effects of physical activity on diseases that are assumed

to be the same for all individuals, which might not be adequate for large-scale datasets.

The heterogeneity in physical activity’s effects across individuals could increase com-

plexity of relationship between physical activity and diseases (Pearce et al., 2022; Rosmalen

et al., 2012), and this heterogeneity may arise from a range of complex factors. For ex-

ample, differences in circadian rhythms may contribute to the effect heterogeneity: the

effect of physical activity on mortality for individuals who go to bed early and get suffi-

cient sleep could be different from that of people who stay up late (Huang et al., 2022).

Exercise habits may also contribute to this variation: exercise beginners often have more

pronounced effects on health than people with long-established exercise routines (Garzon,

2017). Although some studies have investigated heterogeneity of physical activity (Albalak

et al., 2023; Shim et al., 2023), there are few studies considering heterogeneous effects of

physical activity on diseases.

Moreover, existing studies focus mainly on summary statistics of physical activity, such
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as the minutes spent in moderate-to-vigorous physical activity (Rowlands et al., 2021).

In fact, physical activity is continuously varying across time, leading to a possibly time-

dependent effect of physical activity on diseases. For instance, engaging in physical activity

at midnight versus in the morning may lead to significantly different, or even opposite, ef-

fects on disease risk (Roig et al., 2016). To address this issue, functional data analysis

(FDA) is a suitable method for capturing the time-dependent effects of physical activity

(Ghosal et al., 2022). Some researchers have developed methods to account for heteroge-

neous functional effects (Yao et al., 2011; Sun et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2022). However,

these approaches have limitations when applied to large-scale mobile health data. For

example, the functional mixture model by Yao et al. (2011) requires the number of sub-

groups to be specified in advance, which is often impractical. Additionally, the method

proposed by Zhang et al. (2022) only considers individualized intercepts rather than coeffi-

cient functions, making it inadequate for capturing the heterogeneous relationships between

covariates and responses in FDA.

In this paper, we propose a generalized heterogeneous functional method and a pre-

clustering procedure for large-scale data to investigate the heterogeneous functional effects

of physical activity on diseases. Specifically, in the generalized heterogeneous functional

method, we propose to adopt subject-specific coefficient functions, rather than a single

homogeneous coefficient function, to capture the varying effects of physical activity on

diseases across individuals. We identify subgroups of subjects through fusing similar co-

efficient functions together based on a pairwise fusion penalty (Ma and Huang, 2017),

where the coefficient function in each subgroup is assumed to be homogeneous. Although

subject-specific effects account for individual heterogeneity, they introduce a large number

of parameters for large samples, particularly in the FDA framework, which results in high
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computational costs.

To address this, we novelly propose a pre-clustering method for large-scale datasets,

which reduces the number of parameters through grouping subjects into pre-clustering

groups with most fitted coefficients, leading to a finer partition of true subgroups. We

apply the proposed methods to analyze the functional effects of physical activity on mental

disorders using neuroticism scores (Ormel et al., 2013) and on Parkinson’s disease within

the UKB dataset.

The novelty and advantages of the proposed method are as follows. First, it effec-

tively handles large mobile health datasets. In contrast to homogeneous methods, our

proposed method allows and can identify subgroups in large datasets to account for po-

tential time-varying heterogeneous effects of physical activity on diseases without requiring

a predetermined true number of subgroups, providing a more accurate and comprehen-

sive understanding of their underlying relationship. Second, our proposed pre-clustering

technique reduces computation cost when dealing with large-scale data. Our theoretical

analysis shows that the proposed pre-clustering groups provide a finer partition of the

true subgroup identification, and it does not break the true subgroup structure. Third, our

method can handle not only continuous responses, such as neuroticism scores, but also gen-

eralized outcomes from exponential family distributions, which is important for real-world

applications (e.g., binary Parkinson’s disease diagnosis outcomes in the UKB study).

Fourth, in real data application, our method outperforms existing approaches in terms

of future-day prediction accuracy. The proposed method identifies three subgroups in a

dataset of 80,692 subjects with Parkinson’s disease diagnoses as outcomes, and finds four

subgroups in a dataset of 79,246 participants with neuroticism scores as outcomes. Among

the three subgroups for Parkinson’s disease, one has higher percentage of subjects diagnosed
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with Parkinson’s disease, facilitating the detection of Parkinson’s cases. The analyses based

on our identified subgroups are consistent with existing studies (Chen et al., 2005; Speelman

et al., 2011; Bhidayasiri and Trenkwalder, 2018; Beltagy et al., 2018). We also find that the

optimal timing for physical activity to reduce disease risk varies across subgroups, offering

practical recommendations for individualized interventions.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe physical

activity measurement and disease outcomes in the UKB dataset. In Section 3, we propose

the generalized heterogeneous functional method and the pre-clustering procedure. In

section 4, we illustrate theoretical results. Section 5 provides numerical studies through

simulations. In Section 6, we apply the proposed method to the UKB dataset.

2 UKB Data

Our work is motivated by the UKB dataset (https://biobank.ctsu.ox.ac.uk/crystal/), which

is an extensive, publicly accessible, population-based, prospective cohort study that en-

rolled 502,490 participants between the ages of 40-69 during 2006-2010 (Sudlow et al.,

2015). In this paper, our goal is to explore functional relationship between physical ac-

tivity and disease outcomes, while considering heterogeneity among participants. In this

section, we provide an overview and pre-processing procedures for the physical activity

data and disease outcomes in UKB.

2.1 Physical Activity Data

In this study, we utilize accelerometry data from the UKB to evaluate and analyze physical

activity. Accelerometry is widely regarded as the gold standard for objectively measuring

physical activity in population-based research (Strath et al., 2013). Between February 2013
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and December 2015, a total of 103,720 participants wore an Axivity AX3 wrist-mounted

triaxial accelerometer for one week. This device continuously captured triaxial acceleration

data at a frequency of 100 Hz, with a dynamic range of ±8 mg (milli-g) (Doherty et al.,

2017), as recorded in data field 90001 of the UKB.

The raw acceleration data were processed into five-second-epoch intervals, which are

effective for differentiating between sedentary, light, moderate, and vigorous activities (Bai

et al., 2016). The initial step in this process is to calculate the Euclidean norm of accel-

eration across the x, y, and z axes, which combines the acceleration into a single measure

(Sabia et al., 2014). Then gravitational and noise effects were removed (da Silva et al.,

2014; van Hees et al., 2011). Finally, to assess the overall level and distribution of physical

activity intensity, the data are aggregated into five-second intervals. (Hammerla et al.,

2013).

For participants with valid accelerometer data, we calculate average activity levels on

an hourly basis using the five-second epoch acceleration data. This calculation produces a

vector with 24 elements for each participant on each day, where each element corresponds

to the average activity level for that specific hour, ranging from 00:00 (first element) to

23:00 (last element). Figure 1 illustrates hourly activity levels of four individuals with

distinct activity patterns. For example, subject 1 sleeps well at night, while subject 3 may

have some sleep issues with high activity levels at night and naps during daytime. Previous

research has demonstrated that analyzing hourly variations in activity over a 24-hour period

using accelerometers provides valuable insights into the general adult population (Wennman

et al., 2019; Doherty et al., 2017).

We mainly focus on the middle five days in the week of data collection since the 24-hour

cycles in first and last days of the week are incomplete. We remove 7,122 subjects deemed
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of suboptimal quality by the UKB team, and further exclude 2,892 subjects whose wearing

time is less than 70% for at least one day among the middle five days in the week (Leroux

et al., 2021). Our final sample size of physical activity data is 93,670.
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Figure 1: Illustration of the hourly average accelerometer activity level of four subjects.
X-axis represents hourly time from 0:00 to 23:00.

2.2 Disease Data

In this paper, we consider neuroticism scores and Parkinson’s disease as outcomes. We

obtain diagnoses of Parkinson’s disease for 446,829 subjects from ICD-10, specifically ref-

erencing field ID 41270. Among the 446,829 subjects, there are 4279 cases of Parkinson’s

disease, and 80,692 subjects with both physical activity and Parkinson’s disease outcomes.

We consider the neuroticism score in the field 20127 of the UKB study as an indicator for

mental diseases. This score of neuroticism is the sum of the number of “Yes” answers across

twelve questions from different neurotic behaviour domains (Smith et al., 2013), where a
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higher value indicates unhealthier mental status. Examples of such questions include “Do

you ever feel ‘just miserable’ for no reason?” and “Are you an irritable person?” The

complete list of questions is at https://biobank.ctsu.ox.ac.uk/crystal/field.cgi?id=20127.

The mean neuroticism score is 4.119, with a standard deviation of 3.269. There are 401,465

subjects with available neuroticism scores, among which 79,252 subjects have both valid

physical activity data and neuroticism score data.

3 Methodology

In this section, we propose a generalized heterogeneous functional method (GHFM) to esti-

mate subgroup identification and coefficient functions simultaneously, and consider Gaus-

sian and binary outcomes as specific examples. Moreover, we propose a pre-clustering

method which improves computation efficiency for large sample while maintaining the true

subgroup structure. The algorithm implementation of the proposed methods are provided

in the Supplementary Materials.

3.1 Generalized Heterogeneous Functional Method (GHFM)

In this subsection, we develop a generalized subject-wise scalar-on-function model to study

inherent heterogeneity among subjects. Let Xi1(t), . . . , Xip(t) be p functional covariates

and Yi be a scalar response of the i-th subject for t ∈ [0, T ] and i = 1, . . . , n. Suppose

that the p functional covariates are observed at m discrete time grids t1, t2, . . . , tm, and

that the response Yi follows an exponential family distribution with density fYi(yi) =

exp{(yiθi − b(θi))/a(ψ) − c(yi, ψ)}, i = 1, 2, . . . , n, where θi is a canonical parameter, ψ

is a dispersion parameter, and a(·), b(·), c(·, ·) are known functions depending on specific

distributions.
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Here we allow the parameter θi to be subject-specific to account for heterogeneity among

subjects. Moreover, we propose a generalized heterogeneous functional regression model

η(µi) = α +

p∑
j=1

∫ T

0

Xij(t)βij(t)dt for i = 1, 2, . . . , n,

where η is a link function, µi = E(Yi) = b′(θi), α is the intercept term, and βi1(t), . . . , βip(t)

are p individualized coefficient functions of the i-th subject defined on interval [0, T ]. Rather

than assuming a common coefficient function for each covariate in the traditional homo-

geneous scalar-on-function model, we consider subject-wise functional effects βij(t) in the

proposed model for j = 1, . . . , p.

These subject-wise coefficient functions may exhibit certain subgroup structure of the

entire population, which could be covariate-specific. Specifically, let Gj = {Gj,1, . . . ,Gj,Kj
}

be a subgrouping partition of {1, . . . , n} formed by coefficients β1j(t), . . . , βnj(t) of the j-th

covariate, where Kj is the number of distinct subgroups. That is, for any i, i′ ∈ {1, . . . , n},

we have i, i′ ∈ Gj,k for some k ∈ {1, . . . ,Kj} if and only if βij(t) = βi′j(t). Then the effect

in each subgroup is homogeneous, while effects in different subgroups are distinct. This

subgroup structure may vary across covariates.

To identify the subgroup structure and estimate coefficient functions, we propose a

pairwise grouping loss function

Qn(α, β) = − 1

n
l(α, β, ψ;y) + ϕ

p∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

∫ T

0

[
d2βij(t)

dt2

]2
dt+ λ

p∑
j=1

∑
i ̸=i′

∫ T

0
|βij(t)− βi′j(t)|dt, (1)

where

l(α, β, ψ;y) =
n∑
i=1

li (θi, ψ; yi) =
n∑
i=1

{[yiθi(α, βi)− b (θi(α, βi))] /a(ψ)− ci (yi, ψ)}

is the log likelihood function, y = (Y1, . . . , Yn)
T , βi = (βi1(t), . . . , βip(t))

T , β = (βT1 , . . . , β
T
n )

T ,

and ϕ, λ are tuning parameters.

Here we adopt a roughness penalty (the second term in the loss function) to control the
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fluctuation of each coefficient function βij(t) (Green and Silverman, 1993), and a functional

pairwise fusion penalty (the third term in the loss function) to fuse similar subject-wise

effects together. Specifically, the fusion penalty encourages subjects to share the same

coefficient function when their corresponding effects are similar. In this way, we can reduce

the number of coefficients, identify subgroups, and borrow information across subjects to

estimate the coefficient functions accurately.

For estimation of the coefficient functions, we propose to approximate βij(t) through a

linear combination of B-spline basis functions for i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , p. Specifically,

we approximate βij(t) as βij(t) ≈ bTijB(t), where bij is an L-dimensional coefficient vector,

B(t) is an L-dimensional vector of B-spline basis functions of order (d + 1) with (M + 1)

equally spaced knots on the time interval [0, T ], and L =M+d. Given this approximation,

the loss function in Equation (1) becomes

Dn(α, b1, . . . , bp) = − 1

n
l̃(α, b1, . . . , bp, ψ;y) + ϕ

p∑
j=1

bTj Rbj + λ

p∑
j=1

∑
i ̸=i′

∫ T

0
|BT (Ei − Ei′)

Tbj |dt,

(2)

where bj = (bT1j, . . . , b
T
nj)

T is an (nL)-dimensional column vector, l̃(α, b1, . . . , bp, ψ;y) is

the value of l(α, β, ψ;y) with each βij replaced by bTijB(t),

R = diag

{∫ T

0

d2B(t)

dt2
d2BT (t)

dt2
dt, . . . ,

∫ T

0

d2B(t)

dt2
d2BT (t)

dt2
dt

}
(3)

is a block diagonal matrix with n L× L blocks on the diagonal, and

Ei = (0L×L, . . . , IL×L, . . . ,0L×L)
T (4)

is an nL × L matrix consisting of n L × L blocks with the i-th block being an identity

matrix of size L and the other blocks being zero matrices.

We obtain the proposed estimator for coefficient functions by β̂ij(t) = b̂TijB(t), where

b̂ij is the bij-coordinate of the minimizer of the loss function in Equation (2). Subject i

and Subject i′ are estimated to belong to the same subgroup for the j-th covariate if and
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only if β̂ij(t) = β̂i′j(t) for i, i
′ = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , p.

3.2 Heterogeneous Functional Gaussian Method (HFGM)

In this subsection, we consider the proposed method with Gaussian outcomes, and refer

to it as the heterogeneous functional Gaussian method (HFGM). Specifically, we assume

Yi ∼ N(µi, σ
2) for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, implying that θi = µi, b(θi) = µ2

i /2, η(µi) = µi, a(ψ) = σ2,

and c(yi, ψ) = (y2i /σ
2 + log 2πσ2) /2. For this Gaussian outcome, the proposed generalized

heterogeneous functional regression model becomes

Yi = α +

p∑
j=1

∫ T

0

Xij(t)βij(t) dt+ ϵi for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, (5)

where ϵi ∼ N(0, σ2). The corresponding Gaussian log likelihood is l(α, β, ψ;y) =
∑n

i=1{−(Yi−

α−
∑p

j=1

∫ T
0
Xij(t)βij(t)dt)

2/2σ2 − log (2πσ2) /2}.

Since maximizing l(α, β, ψ;y) with respect to α and β(t) is equivalent to minimizing

the functional least squares term l∗(α, β, ψ;y) =
∑n

i=1(Yi − α −
∑p

j=1

∫ T
0
Xij(t)βij(t)dt)

2,

we propose the following loss function for the HFGM:

QGn (α, β) =
1

n
l∗(α, β, ψ;y) + ϕ

p∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

∫ T

0

(
d2βij(t)

dt2

)2

dt+ λ

p∑
j=1

∑
i ̸=i′

∫ T

0
|βij(t)− βi′j(t)|dt. (6)

Using the B-spline basis functions, we can approximate this loss function by

DG
n (α, b1, . . . , bp) =

1

n

n∑
i=1

Yi − α−
p∑
j=1

γTijE
T
i bj

2

+ ϕ

p∑
j=1

bTj Rbj

+ λ

p∑
j=1

∑
i ̸=i′

∫ T

0
|BT (Ei − Ei′)

Tbj |dt, (7)

where γij =
∫ T
0
B(t)Xij(t)dt is an L-dimensional column vector.

3.3 Heterogeneous Functional Logistic Method (HFLM)

In this subsection, we consider the proposed method with binary outcomes which are

common in practical scenarios, particularly in medical health where diagnosed cases are
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denoted as ”1” and non-diagnosed cases as ”0”. We refer to the proposed method for

binary outcomes as the heterogeneous functional logistic method (HFLM). Here we assume

that the binary response Yi follows the Bernoulli distribution with probability pi for i =

1, 2, . . . , n. Then the heterogeneous functional logistic regression model is of the form

ln[pi/(1− pi)] = α +

p∑
j=1

∫ T

0

Xij(t)βij(t)dt, i = 1, . . . , n. (8)

The corresponding loss function for the HFLM is

QLn(α, β) = − 1

n
l(α, β, ψ;y) + ϕ

p∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

∫ T

0

[
d2βij(t)

dt2

]2
dt+ λ

p∑
j=1

∑
i ̸=i′

∫ T

0
|βij(t)− βi′j(t)|dt, (9)

where

l(α, β, ψ;y) =

n∑
i=1

yi
α+

p∑
j=1

∫
βij(t)Xij(t)dt

− ln

1 + exp

α+

p∑
j=1

∫
βij(t)Xij(t)dt

 .

Using the B-spline basis functions, we approximate this loss function by

DL
n (α, b1, . . . , bp) = − 1

n
l̃(α, b1, . . . , bp, ψ;y) + ϕ

p∑
j=1

bTj Rbj + λ

p∑
j=1

∑
i ̸=i′

∫ T

0
|BT (Ei − Ei′)

Tbj |dt,

(10)

where l̃(α, b1, . . . , bp, ψ;y) =
∑n

i=1[yi(α+
∑p

j=1 γ
T
ijE

T
i bj)− ln(1+exp (α +

∑p
j=1 γ

T
ijE

T
i bj))].

3.4 Pre-clustering

Since parameters in the proposed loss functions in Equations (1) and (2) are subject-

wise, the minimization of the proposed loss could be computationally challenging when the

sample size is large. In fact, this kind of large-sample or large-scale data are common in

practice. For instance, the number of subjects in the UKB study with available physical

activity data is 93,670.

To solve this issue, we propose a pre-clustering method, which provides an initial clus-

tering of all subjects. A pre-clustering is a partition of all subjects into K potential groups

such that, if the i-th subject and the i′-th subject are in the same potential group, then

we have βij(t) = βi′j(t) for all j = 1, . . . , p. That is, subjects in the same potential group
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belong to the same true subgroup for each covariate. We refer to these potential groups as

pre-clustering groups. Note that K ≥
∏p

j=1Kj.

Subjects in the same true subgroup might not be in the same pre-clustering group,

which implies that the pre-clustering group structure is a finer partition of all subjects

than the true subgroup structure. Figure 2 illustrates this through an example with two

true subgroups and five pre-clustering groups, where the first true subgroup consists of

three pre-clustering groups, and the second true subgroup consists of two pre-clustering

groups. Moreover, the pre-clustering group structure is not covariate-specific, that is, there

is only one rather than p pre-clustering group structures.

Figure 2: An example for relationship between true subgroups and pre-clustering groups
when there are two true subgroups and five pre-clustering groups.

We propose a pre-clustering loss function

L(α, β(1), . . . , β(K)) =

n∑
i=1

min
k=1,...,K

Li,k(α, β(k)), (11)

where α is the intercept term, β(k) = (β(k),1(t), . . . , β(k),p(t))
T with β(k),j(t) denoting the

coefficient function in the k-th pre-clustering group for the j-th covariate, and Li,k(α, β(k)) =

−
[
yiθi(α, β(k))− b

(
θi(α, β(k))

)]
/a(ψ) + ci (yi, ψ) is the negative log-likelihood of the i-th

subject with parameters α and β(k) from the k-th pre-clustering group. Let

(α̃, β̃(1), . . . , β̃(K)) = argmin
α∈R,β(k),j(t)∈SdM ,k∈{1,...,K},j∈{1,...,p}

L(α, β(1), . . . , β(K)), (12)
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be the minimizer of the pre-clustering loss function, where SdM denotes the space spanned

by B-spline basis functions of degree d+ 1 and knots M + 1.

Here we identify the pre-clustering group label of the i-th subject through finding out the

smallest Li,k among all pre-clustering groups (k = 1, . . . , K) since a smaller loss indicates

better fitness between the subject and a pre-clustering group. Following this rule, we can ob-

tain pre-clustering groups G̃ = {G̃1, . . . , G̃K} identified by the minimizer (α̃, β̃(1), . . . , β̃(K)),

where G̃k is the index set of subjects in the k-th pre-clustering group for k = 1, . . . , K.

Compared with the loss function in Equation (1), the above pre-clustering loss func-

tion reduces the number of coefficient functions from n to K for each covariate since the

coefficient functions in Equation (11) are group-specific instead of subject-specific, which

reduces computation cost. In Theorem 3 of Section 4 below, we will show that minimizing

the pre-clustering loss can lead to an estimated pre-clustering group identification that does

not break the true subgroup structure under some regularity conditions.

After the pre-clustering groups are estimated, we apply the proposed pairwise grouping

loss function in Equation (1) to the identified pre-clustering groups, and minimize the

following loss function

Qn(α, β(1), . . . , β(K)) = −l̄(α, β(1), . . . , β(K), ψ;y)

+ ϕ

p∑
j=1

K∑
k=1

∫ T

0

(
d2β(k),j(t)

dt2

)2

dt+ λ

p∑
j=1

∑
k ̸=k′

∫ T

0

|β(k),j(t)− β(k′),j(t)|dt,
(13)

where l̄(α, β(1), . . . , β(K), ψ;y) =
∑K

k=1

∑
i∈G̃k

{[
yiθi(α, β(k))− b

(
θi(α, β(k))

)]
/a(ψ)− ci (yi, ψ)

}
.

Subjects in the k-th pre-clustering group and in the k′-th pre-clustering group are estimated

to belong to the same subgroup for the j-th covariate if and only if β̂(k),j(t) = β̂(k′),j(t),

where β̂(k),j(t) is the β(k),j(t)-coordinate of the minimizer of the loss in Equation (13) for

k, k′ = 1, . . . , K and j = 1, . . . , p. Consequently, β̂(k),j(t) is the estimated coefficient func-

tion in this subgroup.
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4 Theory

4.1 Consistency of GHFM

In this subsection, we demonstrate consistency of subgroup identification and parameter

estimation of the proposed GHFM.

We first introduce some notations and regularity conditions. We let λn = λ and ϕn =

ϕ in this section to emphasize that the tuning parameters may change as sample size

n increases. We define the L2 norm and infinity norm of a continuous function h on

the interval [0, T ] as ∥h(t)∥2 =
(∫ T

0
h2(t) dt

)1/2

and ∥h(t)∥∞ = sup{|h(t)| : t ∈ [0, T ]}

respectively. We use f(n) ≳ g(n) to denote that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

f(n) ≥ C ·g(n) for sufficiently large n. We let λmin(A) and λmax(A) represent the minimum

and maximum eigenvalues of matrix A, and Jn,j = diag{γ1jγ
T
1j, . . . ,γnjγ

T
nj}.

(C1) We assume that ∥Xj(t)∥2 is almost surely bounded above by a constant for j =

1, . . . , p, and that X1j(t), . . . , Xnj(t) are n independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)

realizations of the stochastic process Xj(t).

(C2) Suppose that, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and j ∈ {1, . . . , p}, the coefficient function

βij(t) is in the Hölder space Cp∗,v for some positive integer p∗ and v ∈ [0, 1] such that p∗+v ≤

d . That is, there is a constant C1 > 0 such that | β(p∗)
ij (u1)− β

(p∗)
ij (u2) |≤ C1|u1 − u2|v for

any u1, u2 ∈ [0, T ], where β
(p∗)
ij (t) denotes the p∗-th derivative of βij(t).

(C3) We assume that the number of time grids M = o
(
n1/ψ1

)
, M ≳ n1/ψ2 , tuning

parameters ϕn = o
(
n−1/2

)
and λn = o(n−3/2M−1), where ψ2 > ψ1 > 2.

(C4) We assume max{γT1jγ1j, . . . ,γ
T
njγnj} ≳M−1/2 almost surely for j ∈ {1, . . . , p}.

(C5) We assume the number of true subgroups Kj = O(1) and mink=1,...,Kj
|Gj,k| ≳ n

for j ∈ {1, . . . , p}.
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(C6) Suppose that mini∈Gj,k,i′∈Gj,k′ ,k ̸=k′ ∥βij(t)− βi′j(t)∥2 > C3 for some constant C3 > 0.

Conditions (C1) and (C2) are the same as Hypothesis (H1) and (H3) of Cardot et al.

(2003) which are standard assumptions for non-parametric B-spline methods (Shen et al.,

1998; Xue et al., 2010; Claeskens et al., 2009). Condition (C1) ensures the identifiability of

penalized functional linear model, that is, the existence and uniqueness of the coefficient

functions (Bosq, 2000). Condition (C3) specifies the exact requirements for the tuning

parameters. Condition (C4) is equivalent to requiring that λmax(Jn,j) ≳ M−1/2, which is

similar to Condition (C4) in Lin et al. (2017) and Condition (A8) in Zhou et al. (2013).

Condition (C5) indicates that the number of true subgroups does not increase as the sample

size goes to infinity, while the size of each subgroup expands with increasing samples.

Condition (C6) provides a lower bound of the minimum distance of coefficient functions

in different subgroups, which is crucial for identifying heterogeneous subgroups (Ma and

Huang, 2017).

The following Theorem 1 shows that with probability tending to one, there exists a

local solution of Equation (6) that converges to β1j(t), . . . , βnj(t), and the corresponding

estimated subgroup identification {Ĝj,1, . . . , Ĝj,K̂j
} converges to true subgroup identification

{Gj,1, . . . ,Gj,Kj
} for j ∈ {1, . . . , p}.

Theorem 1. When Conditions (C1) to (C6) are satisfied, for the loss function of the

HFGM in Equation (6), with probability tending to one, there exists a local minimizer

(α̂, β̂) = argminα∈R,β∈SdM
QG
n (α, β) such that ∥β̂ij(t) − βij(t)∥∞ < ξn, where {ξn} is a se-

quence converges to 0, and Pr
(
{Ĝj,1, . . . , Ĝj,K̂j

} = {Gj,1, . . . ,Gj,Kj
}
)
→ 1 for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, j ∈

{1, . . . , p}, where β̂ = (β̂11(t), . . . , β̂np(t))
T .

The theorem demonstrates the consistency of both coefficient function estimation and

subgroup identification. In fact, the consistency of subgroup identification naturally fol-
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lows from the consistency of coefficient function estimation, since ∥β̂ij(t) − β̂i′j(t)∥∞ ≤

2max
k

∥β̂kj(t) − βkj(t)∥∞ converges to zero when Sj(i) = Sj(i′), and ∥β̂ij(t) − β̂i′j(t)∥∞ ≥

min
Sj(i)̸=Sj(i′)

∥βij(t) − βi′j(t)∥∞ − 2max
k

∥β̂kj(t) − βkj(t)∥∞ > 0 for large sample when Sj(i) ̸=

Sj(i′), where Sj(i) denotes the true subgroup index of the i-th subject with respect to

the j-th covariate. Consistency of HFLM is illustrated in the Supplementary Materials.

Theoretical results for other generalized outcomes could be derived in a similar manner.

4.2 Theory for Pre-clustering

In this subsection, we provide a theoretical guarantee of our implementation of the pro-

posed pre-clustering and establish properties of the pre-clustering group identification for

Gaussian reponses. The detailed steps of implementation of the proposed pre-clustering

are provided in the Supplementary Materials.

In Proposition 2 below, we provide the convergence of the algorithm for pre-clustering

in the Supplementary Materials, requiring the following additional regularity condition

(C7) which assumes that the number of true subgroups is much smaller than that of pre-

clustering groups.

(C7) The number of pre-clustering groups K = O(1), and it satisfies that
∏p

j=1 Kj <<

K for j ∈ {1, . . . , p}.

Proposition 2. When Conditions (C1), (C2), (C5), (C6), and (C7) are satisfied, we

have SSE(l+1) < SSE(l) for l = 0, 1, 2, . . . , where l denotes the number of iterations in the

algorithm for pre-clustering, SSE(l) =
∑n

i=1(yi−ŷ
(l)
i )2, ŷ

(l)
i = α̃(l)+

∑p
j=1

∫ T
0
β̃
(l)
(k)j(t)Xij(t)dt,

and k ∈ {1, . . . , K} is the pre-clustering group index of the i-th subject at the l-th iteration.

The strict decrease in SSE in Proposition 2 implies the convergence of the algorithm.

To demonstrate the consistency of the pre-clustering group identification, we intro-
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duce more notations and regularity conditions. We denote the population distribution

measure of responses as P , and denote the empirical measure as Pn. For any probabil-

ity measure Q on R and any subset B̃ of RpL×1, we define Φ(B̃, Q, α) =
∫
minb̃∈B̃ ∥Y −

α−
∑p

j=1 γ
T
j F

T
j b̃∥2Q(dY ), where γj =

∫ T
0
Xj(t)B(t)dt and Fj is defined similarly to Ej in

Equation (4) with n replaced by p. When the responses follow a Gaussian distribution and

β(k),j(t) ∈ SdM for k ∈ {1, . . . , K}, j ∈ {1, . . . , p}, the empirical loss function in Equation

(11) for the pre-clustering is equal to Φ(B̃(K), Pn, α), where B̃(K) consists of B-spline

coefficients of β(1), . . . , β(K).

We let mK(Q) = inf{Φ(B̃, Q, α) : B̃ contains K or fewer points, α ∈ R} denote the

minimum of the loss function Φ. For a given K and the sample size n, let B̃n = B̃n(K) =

{b̃n(1), . . . , b̃n(K)} and α̃n be the minimizer of Φ for Pn such that Φ(B̃n, Pn, α̃n) = mK(Pn),

where b̃n(k) = (b̃Tn,(k),1, . . . , b̃
T
n,(k),p)

T for k ∈ {1, . . . , K}. Note that α̃n and β̃n(k) = (b̃Tn,(k),1B(t),

. . . , b̃Tn,(k),pB(t))T equal α̃ and β̃(k), respectively, in Equation (12) when we have Gaussian

outcomes. We also let B̄ = B̄(K) = {b̄(1), . . . , b̄(K)} and ᾱ be the oracle versions of B̃n

and α̃n, respectively, such that Φ(B̄, P, ᾱ) = mK(P ), where b̄(k) = {b̄(k),1, . . . , b̄(k),p} for

k ∈ {1, . . . , K}. The following are two additional regularity conditions.

(C8) For any j ∈ {1, . . . , K}, there exists unique B̄(j) and ᾱ such that Φ(B̄(j), P, ᾱ) =

mj(P ).

(C9) For any j ∈ {1, . . . , p} and l ∈ {1, . . . ,Kj}, there exists a unique sub-sequence

Al ⊂ {1, . . . , K} and a constant τ > 0 such that for any k ∈ Al and i ∈ Gj,l, we have

∥
(
β̄(k),j(t)− βi,j(t)

)2 ∥∞ = O(1/nτ ), where β̄(k),j(t) = b̄T(k),jB(t).

Conditions (C8) is analogous to assumptions in (Pollard, 1981). Condition (C9) requires

the oracle minimizer β̄(k),j(t)’s in the pre-clustering procedure to be close to true coefficient

functions. Specifically, for any true coefficient function βij(t), there are some β̄(k),j(t)’s
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close to βij(t) in terms of the infinity norm.

Theorem 3. When Conditions (C2), (C5), (C6), (C7), (C8), and (C9) are satisfied and

responses are Gaussian distributed, we have Φ(B̃n, Pn, α̃n)
a.s.−−→ mK(P ), and with probability

one, the corresponding pre-clustering group identification G̃ = {G̃1, . . . , G̃K} satisfies that

S̃(i) ̸= S̃(i′) if Sj(i) ̸= Sj(i′) for i, i′ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, j ∈ {1, . . . , p}, where S̃(i) denotes the

pre-clustering group index for the i-th subject.

The almost sure convergence of Φ(B̃n, Pn, α̃n) in Theorem 3 implies that B̃n
a.s.−−→ B̄

under Condition (C8). This indicates that, with probability one, the empirical estimator

β̃(1), . . . , β̃(K) defined in Equation (12) converge to the oracle minimizer β̄(1), . . . , β̄(K) since

Φ(B̃, Pn, α) is equivalent to the pre-clustering loss function for Gaussian responses, where

β̄(k) = (β̄(k),1(t), . . . , β̄(k),p(t))
T . Theorem 3 also demonstrates that, with probability one,

if two subjects belong to different true subgroups, they will not be estimated into the

same pre-clustering group. In other words, the proposed pre-clustering groups provide a

finer partition of the true subgroup identification, and it will not break the true subgroup

structure.

5 Simulation

In this section, we provide simulation studies to evaluate the performance of our method

in comparison with existing methods including smooth functional linear model (SFLM)

(Cardot et al., 2003), recurrent neural network (RNN) (Rumelhart et al., 1986), (gener-

alized) linear regression models (LM/GLM), and response-based clustering (Resp) where

data are first clustered by responses and then SFLM is applied in each cluster (Sun et al.,

2022). We use the relative root prediction mean squared error (RPMSE) and outcome

misclassificarion rate (oMR) to evaluate prediction accuracy for continuous outcomes and
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binary outcomes, respectively, where RPMSE = RMSE(y− ŷ)/RMSE(y), RMSE(y− ŷ) =

[
∑n

i=1(yi − ŷi)
2/n]

1/2
and RMSE(y) = [

∑n
i=1 y

2
i /n]

1/2
. For estimation accuracy of estima-

tors, we calculate a integrated squared error (ISE): ISE(β̂) = ∥β̂(t)−β(t)∥2/∥β(t)∥2, where

β̂(t) is an estimator of β(t) and the norm ∥β(t)∥2 =
{∫ T

0
β1(t)

2 dt+ · · ·+
∫ T
0
βn(t)

2 dt
}1/2

.

We also calculate the subgroup misclassification rate (sMR) for the proposed method to

assess the accuracy of subgroup identification.

We generate continuous outcomes from the Gaussian model in Equation (5), and gen-

erate binary outcomes from the logistic model in Equation (8). To simplify illustration and

mimic the real data in Section 6, we mainly focus on scenarios involving a single covariate

Xi1(t) = vTBx(t) for i = 1, 2, . . . , n, where v ∼ N26(3, I26) and Bx(t) is the set of B-spline

basis functions on time interval [0, 23]. We provide simulation results with multiple co-

variates in the Supplementary Materials, which are similar to those with only one single

covariate, demonstrating that our method performs better than existing methods.

We consider the following three settings, where the first two contain continuous out-

comes while the last one involves binary outcomes.

Setting 1 We generate continuous responses from Equation (5), and let the number of

true subgroups K = 4, sample size n = 100 or 10000, and coefficient functions

βi1(t) = bTi1B(t), where bi1 = 20I(1 ≤ i ≤ n/4)1 + 6I(n/4 + 1 ≤ i ≤ n/2)1 −

10I(n/2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ 3n/4)1− 40I(3n/4 + 1 ≤ i ≤ n)1 + ϵ′, I(·) denotes the indicator

function, 135 represents a 35-dimensional vector where all elements are equal to 1,

ϵ′ ∼ N35(0, σ
2
ϵ′I35), and σϵ′ = 0.1, 0.5, 1, 5, or 10.

Setting 2 Responses are also generated from Equation (5). We let the number of true

subgroups K = 2, sample size n = 100, and coefficient functions βi1(t) = sin(t)I(1 ≤

i ≤ n/2) + cos(t)I(n/2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ n).
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Setting 3 We generate binary responses from the logistic model in Equation (8). We let the

number of subgroups K = 2, sample size n = 100, 1000 or 10000, and βi1(t) = bTi1B(t)

where bi1 = 3I(1 ≤ i ≤ n/2)1 − 3I(n/2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ n)1 + ϵ′, ϵ′ ∼ N35(0, σ
2
ϵ′I35), and

σϵ′ = 1, 5, or 10.

σϵ′ Prop K=0 Prop K=50 Prop K=100 Prop K=200 SFLM Resp LM RNN
Case I: n = 100

0.1 0.0611 — — — 1.0443 0.2504 1.0896 0.1614
0.5 0.0630 — — — 1.0399 0.2558 1.0894 0.1648
1 0.0705 — — — 1.0377 0.2567 1.0886 0.1685
5 0.0735 — — — 1.0363 0.2609 1.0874 0.1275
10 0.0748 — — — 1.0440 0.2670 1.0857 0.1475

Case II: n = 10000
0.1 — 0.0038 0.0036 0.0036 0.8371 0.2261 0.9884 0.0186
0.5 — 0.0040 0.0037 0.0037 0.8418 0.2291 0.9592 0.0198
1 — 0.0046 0.0044 0.0044 0.8525 0.2389 0.9884 0.0186
5 — 0.0049 0.0050 0.0047 0.8932 0.2418 0.9714 0.0210
10 — 0.0049 0.0050 0.0049 0.9029 0.2472 0.9884 0.0186

Table 1: Relative root prediction mean squared error (RPMSE) of all methods under
Setting 1 with varying values of σϵ′ .“Prop K=50/100/200” represents the proposed method
with K pre-clustering groups. For n = 100, no pre-clustering is applied, and the RPMSE
is listed under “Prop K=0.” SFLM, Resp, LM, and RNN stand for the smooth functional
linear model, the response-based clustering method, the linear regression model, and the
recurrent neural network, respectively.

σϵ′ Prop K=0 Prop K=50 Prop K=100 Prop K=200 SFLM Resp sMR
Case I: n = 100

0.1 0.61 — — — 4.12 1.77 6.92%
0.5 0.67 — — — 4.09 1.79 7.08%
1 0.73 — — — 4.17 1.79 7.72%
5 0.85 — — — 4.11 1.82 9.21%
10 0.98 — — — 4.18 1.83 9.42%

Case II: n = 10000
0.1 — 0.070 0.072 0.069 3.19 0.30 4.59%
0.5 — 0.071 0.073 0.077 3.21 0.31 4.48%
1 — 0.083 0.082 0.082 3.28 0.33 4.59%
5 — 0.095 0.098 0.094 3.18 0.33 4.66%
10 — 0.110 0.108 0.099 3.14 0.35 4.59%

Table 2: Integrated squared error (ISE) of different methods and subgroup misclassification
rate (sMR) of the proposed method under Setting 1 with different σϵ′ ’s. The first five
columns contain ISE values, and the last column provides sMR of the proposed method.
RNN and LM are excluded as they do not produce functional estimators.

In Setting 1, we investigate the performance of all the methods when distinction be-
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tween different subgroups varies, where the distinction increases as σϵ′ decreases. As shown

in Tables 1 and 2, for each σϵ′ , the proposed method outperforms existing methods. For in-

stance, when n = 100 and σϵ′ = 1, the proposed method achieves a 58.16% improvement in

RPMSE compared to RNN, and a 59.22% improvement in ISE compared to Resp. We can

also observe that sMR in all cases is low, indicating that our method can recover the true

subgroup structure. Moreover, the proposed method and the Resp perform better when

σϵ′ is smaller, while changes of other methods are slight. In particular, when the sample

size n is fixed, RPMSE, ISE, and sMR of the proposed method decrease as σϵ′ decreases.

For cases with a large sample size n = 10000, we apply the proposed pre-clustering

procedure with K = 50, 100, or 200 in the proposed method. Based on the results in

Tables 1 and 2, we can see that the choice of K (the number of pre-clustering groups) does

not substantially affect the performance of our method, provided that it is much larger

than the true number of subgroups. This offers flexibility in the selection of K. Also, the

efficacy of the proposed method increases in terms of RPMSE and ISE when we have a

larger sample size.

L Prop SFLM Resp LM RNN ISE Prop ISE SFLM ISE Resp sMR

20 0.31 0.96 0.75 0.84 0.33 2.14 2.71 2.49 15.23%
30 0.28 0.98 0.51 0.84 0.33 2.12 2.83 2.25 13.37%
40 0.26 1.05 0.51 0.84 0.33 2.12 3.13 2.24 13.19%
50 0.25 1.09 0.49 0.84 0.33 2.09 3.21 2.22 12.43%

Table 3: Relative root prediction mean squared error (RPMSE), Integrated squared error
(ISE) for different methods, and subgroup misclassification rate (sMR) for the proposed
method under Setting 2 with different values of L (the number of basis functions). The
first five columns present the RPMSE values for all the methods, while columns 6 through
8 showcase the ISE values for each method. SFLM, Resp, LM, and RNN stand for the
smooth functional linear model, the response-based clustering method, the linear regression
model, and the recurrent neural network, respectively.

In Setting 2, the distinction between coefficient functions of different subgroups is less

clear than that in Setting 1. The results are provided in Table 3. Although the improve-
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ment of our proposed method under Setting 2 is not as much as that under Setting 1,

our approach still outperforms existing methods. For instance, when we use L = 40 (the

number of basis functions), the proposed method can achieve a 21.2% improvement in

RPMSE compared to RNN, and a 5.86% improvement in ISE compared to Resp. The sub-

group misclassification rate is 13.19%, indicating that the majority of subjects are correctly

classified.

Moreover, we investigate the impact of the choices of the number of basis functions, L,

in the proposed method under Setting 2. Results in Table 3 indicate that the proposed

method is robust when L is sufficiently large. Although more basis functions improve

accuracy, they also increase computational burden. The results suggest that a moderate

number of basis functions, such as 40, balances performance and computational efficiency

of the proposed method.

σϵ′ oMR Prop oMR SFLM oMR Resp oMR GLM oMR RNN ISE Prop ISE SFLM ISE Resp sMR
Case I: n = 100

1 9.18% 18.35% 13.98% 27.12% 11.23% 0.94 11.39 2.54 6.38%
5 15.29% 24.11% 19.44% 33.05% 17.14% 1.04 13.22 2.59 6.76%
10 18.43% 27.07% 22.57% 39.18% 19.21% 1.33 19.28 2.61 7.12%

Case II: n = 1000
1 7.14% 17.18% 12.76% 24.23% 10.12% 0.83 10.84 2.44 5.34%
5 12.28% 20.30% 18.38% 30.17% 15.25% 0.99 13.18 2.48 5.48%
10 16.32% 24.24% 20.60% 34.31% 18.19% 1.00 17.30 2.49 5.77%

Case III: n = 10000
1 6.21% 16.12% 10.94% 22.07% 8.08% 0.73 10.18 2.18 3.30%
5 9.37% 17.27% 15.81% 27.13% 11.14% 0.60 12.49 2.19 3.75%
10 12.41% 21.21% 17.63% 33.29% 13.92% 0.53 15.24 2.22 4.14%

Table 4: Outcome misclassification rate (oMR), integrated squared error (ISE), and sub-
group misclassification rate (sMR) for different methods under Setting 3 with varying
values of σϵ′ . In the proposed method, a pre-clustering procedure with K = 100 is applied
when n = 1000 or n = 10000. SFLM, Resp, GLM, and RNN stand for the smooth func-
tional linear model, the response-based clustering method, the generalized linear model,
and the recurrent neural network, respectively.

In Setting 3, outcomes are binary and thus we use oMR instead of RPMSE as a

criterion for predictive performance. Results in Table 4 suggest that the oMR and ISE of

the proposed method are smaller than those of other methods. For instance, when n = 1000
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and σϵ′ = 5, the proposed method can achieve a 19.48% improvement in oMR compared to

RNN, and a 60.08% improvement in ISE compared to Resp. To further illustrate this, we

provide a corresponding figure in the Supplementary Materials depicting estimation results

of coefficient functions by the proposed method in a specific simulation replication when

n = 100, σϵ′ = 1. The estimation results from the proposed method reveal two subgroups,

which is consistent with the correct number of true subgroups. Remarkably, the figure

suggests that the estimated coefficient functions and true coefficient functions are highly

close, which indicate that our method possesses effective performance.

6 Real Data Application

In this section, we apply the proposed method and existing methods to physical activity

and diseases data in UKB. We examine two types of diseases: Parkinson’s disease and men-

tal disorders. For Parkinson’s disease, the outcome is binary with ‘1’ and ‘0’ corresponding

to subjects with and without, respectively, Parkinson’s disease diagnoses. There are 80,692

subjects with available physical activity and Parkinson’s diagnosis, of whom 438 have been

diagnosed with Parkinson’s disease. Mental disorders are assessed through the neuroticism

score which consists of 13 ordinal levels. Our dataset includes 79,252 individuals with valid

data for both physical activity and neuroticism scores. Similarly to simulations, we com-

pare the performance of the proposed method and existing methods: SFLM, LM/GLM

and Resp. Here we do not include the RNN since our proposed method outperforms it in

simulation studies and the computation cost of RNN is high for large sample sizes. More-

over, RNN cannot estimate subgroup identification and lacks the interpretability needed

to provide scientific insights into the relationship between physical activity and diseases.

To assess the predictive efficiency of methods, we utilize physical activity data from

24



the first entire day as the training set, while the subsequent four days as the testing set.

We utilize predictive false negative rate (PFNR), predictive false positive rate (PFPR),

and predictive area under curve (PAUC) to evaluate predictive accuracy for Parkinson’s

disease. PFNR and PFPR are defined as the average values of false negative rate (FNR)

and false positive rate (FPR) across the four testing days, respectively, and PAUC stands

for the average area under receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves across four

testing days. For neuroticism scores, we evaluate the predictive performance through

root predictive mean squared error (RPMSE), which is defined as the square root of

the average mean squared error (MSE) across four testing days, expressed as RPMSE =

1/4
∑4

j=1

√
1/n

∑n
i=1(yij − ŷij)2 where ŷij denotes the estimated neuroticism score of the

i-th subject on the j-th testing day.

6.1 Parkinson’s Disease

We apply the proposed pre-clustering and HFLM to physical activity data and Parkinson’s

disease data and set the number of pre-clustering groups to be 100. The PFNRs, PFPRs

and PAUCs of all methods are presented in Table 5. The proposed method reduces the

PFNR of each existing method by at least 77% while maintaining a low PFPR. Although

the PFPR of our method is slightly higher than that of other methods, it remains very close

to zero at a value of 0.002. Additionally, the proposed method achieves a higher PAUC

than existing methods. Specifically, the proposed method increases at least 29.49% of the

PAUC of each existing method.

The high PFNRs of traditional methods may be due to the imbalanced Parkinson’s

disease outcomes, where only 5% of all subjects are diagnosed with this disease. By ac-

counting for heterogeneity, our method identifies a more balanced subgroup with over 17%
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Methods Proposed SFLM GLM

PFNR 0.210 0.923 1.000
PFPR 0.002 0.000 0.000
PAUC 0.966 0.691 0.712

Table 5: Predictive performance of different methods for Parkinson’s disease. PFNR,
PFPR, and PAUC represent the predictive false negative rate, the predictive false positive
rate, and the predictive area under the curve, respectively. SFLM, Resp, and GLM stand
for the smooth functional linear model, the response-based clustering method, and the
generalized linear model, respectively.

of individuals diagnosed with the Parkinson’s disease, facilitating the detection of subjects

with the disease and resulting in a lower PFNR. Besides the 17% diagnosed cases, the

remaining participants in this subgroup may have a higher risk of Parkinson’s disease than

those in other subgroups. In fact, individuals diagnosed with Parkinson’s disease or at high

risk of developing Parkinson’s disease may share inherent characteristics that differ from

those of the general population (Fang et al., 2018; Schalkamp et al., 2023), which may lead

to heterogeneous effects across subjects.

Our proposed method identifies three distinct subgroups. Figure 3 provides estimated

coefficient functions of the subgroups, with the time axis spanning a full day from 00:00

to 24:00. All the coefficient functions are negative during the majority of time, which

aligns with existing scientific discovery that physical activity tends to mitigate the risk of

Parkinson’s disease (Chen et al., 2005; Speelman et al., 2011).

Subgroup 1 is the subgroup with over 17% of the subjects diagnosed with Parkinson’s

disease, which is much more than that of other subgroups. As shown in Figure 3, the coef-

ficient function of this subgroup exhibits a distinct pattern compared to other subgroups.

The coefficient function of subgroup 1 is positive between 9:00 PM and 12:00 AM with

a relatively large magnitude, which indicates a positive relationship between nighttime

physical activity and Parkinson’s disease risk. This positive relationship is possibly due

to that individuals diagnosed with or at high risk for Parkinson’s disease often have sleep
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Figure 3: Estimated coefficient functions of the relationship between physical activity and
Parkinson’s disease by the proposed method. The x-axis represents real time in hours. The
part highlighted by the orange box is analyzed and explained in Subsection 6.1

.

problems, leading to frequent nighttime awakenings and, consequently, increased physical

activity during the night (Kumar et al., 2002; Dhawan et al., 2006). We also observe that

the coefficient function for subgroup 1 is more negative from 8:00 AM to 6:00 PM than

the remaining time within a day, suggesting that physical activity during this time period

may reduce the risk of Parkinson’s disease for individuals in this subgroup more than other

time.

The coefficient function for subgroup 2 is positive between 2:00 AM and 6:00 AM, sug-
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gesting that early morning waking or nocturnal awakenings may be positively associated

with an increased risk of Parkinson’s disease, which is consistent with existing literature

(Bhidayasiri and Trenkwalder, 2018). For subgroup 2, the most negative part of the coef-

ficient function occurs around 2:30 PM, indicating that exercising in the early afternoon,

particularly after lunch, may help reduce Parkinson’s disease risk for individuals in this

group. In contrast, for subgroup 3, the coefficient function during the daytime is the most

negative at around 7:00 AM, suggesting that individuals in subgroup 3 may benefit more

from exercising early in the morning. This comparison highlights that optimal exercise

times may vary across the two subgroups, where afternoon exercise is more effective for

subgroup 2, while morning exercise is more effective for subgroup 3.

6.2 Neuroticism Score

We apply the proposed pre-clustering and HFGM to physical activity data and neuroticism

scores in the UKB and set the number of pre-clustering groups to be 100. The RPMSEs of

all methods are presented in Table 6, which shows that proposed method achieves a much

lower RPMSE compared to existing methods. Specifically, for each existing method, the

proposed method reduces at least 20% of its corresponding RPMSE.

Methods Proposed SFLM LM

RPMSE 1.62 3.42 3.17
Percentage of Reduction in RPMSE 52.63% 48.89%

Table 6: Root predictive mean squared errors (RPMSEs) for different methods on neu-
roticism scores. SFLM, Resp, and LM represent the smooth functional linear model, the
response-based clustering method, and the linear regression model, respectively.

Our proposed method identifies four distinct subgroups with estimated coefficient func-

tions provided in Figure 4. For the first three subgroups, the coefficient functions are

positive from 12:00 AM to 5:00 AM, indicating a positive relationship between physical
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Figure 4: Estimated coefficient functions of the relationship between physical activity and
neuroticism score by the proposed method. The x-axis represents real time in hours. The
part highlighted by the orange box is analyzed and explained in Subsection 6.2.

activity and neuroticism score during this time period. This suggests that excessive night-

time activity, such as that caused by insomnia, can increase the risk of mental disorders

for most individuals, consistent with findings from medical research (Beltagy et al., 2018;

Tanaka and Shirakawa, 2004; Tancredi et al., 2022). In contrast, for the last subgroup, the

coefficient function is negative during this time period, indicating that nocturnal activity

may reduce the risk of mental disorders for these individuals (Facer-Childs et al., 2019).

This could be attributed to genetic factors or lifestyle habits, as some people are naturally
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“night owls”. For individuals like novelists or artists, who often feel more creative and

productive at night, engaging in midnight activity may help them feel more at ease, thus

lowering their risk of mental disorders (Kanazawa and Perina, 2009).

Distinct patterns also emerge within the first three subgroups. For subgroup 2, the

magnitude of the coefficient function is large from 12:00 AM to 5:00 AM, compared to

that during the rest of the day. This suggests that the mental health of the individuals

in this subgroup is particularly sensitive to nighttime activity (Rebar et al., 2014). As a

result, maintaining good sleep is crucial for this group. For subgroup 1, the coefficient

function is positive at the end of the day and negative between 12:30 PM and 2:30 PM.

This suggests that reducing nighttime physical activity before sleep may be beneficial for

people in this subgroup, while the most effective time for anxiety-reducing exercise is after

lunch, aligning with discoveries in Mackay and Neill (2010). Although the magnitude of

the coefficient function for subgroup 1 is small after lunch, the effect of physical activity

is also influenced by the magnitude of the activity, which is much higher during the day

than at night. For the third subgroup, the coefficient function is negative from 8:00 PM to

12:00 AM, implying that people in this subgroup are suggested to engage in activities or

exercise after dinner to reduce the risk of mental disorder (Ji et al., 2022).

We also conduct one-way ANOVAs and Chi-square tests to investigate whether there

is a difference across the four subgroups in demographic and socioeconomic characteristics:

age, gender, and job type. The results are provided in the Supplementary Materials.

7 Discussion

Our main contribution is to enhance the understanding of the potential heterogeneous

functional effect of physical activity on diseases. Specifically, we propose a GHFM within
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the generalized FDA framework to capture this heterogeneous functional effect, and develop

a pre-clustering method to improve computational efficiency for large-scale data. The

proposed methods are novel in their ability to handle large mobile health datasets and to

identify subgroups with time-varying heterogeneous effects without predefining the number

of subgroups, ensuring accurate insights and reduced computational cost. It supports

both continuous and generalized outcomes, making it versatile for real-world applications,

and demonstrates superior future-day prediction accuracy over existing methods in large

datasets such as UKB data.

In the future, we could develop inference methods to quantify the uncertainty of our

estimators. Specifically, this could involve conducting hypothesis tests and confidence in-

tervals for the identified subgroup structure and estimated coefficients. Moreover, exploring

the nature of the subgroups identified by our method in more depth is also valuable. We

may investigate factors associated with these subgroups, including potential correlations

between genetic variables and subgroup classifications. Finally, our methods could also be

applied to other large-scale datasets, such as the “All of Us” dataset (Denny et al., 2019),

for further discoveries.

Supplementary Materials

Algorithms, proofs, additional simulation results, and additional details on the real data

application can be found in the supplementary materials.
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