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Abstract

We introduce inferential methods for prediction based on functional random ef-
fects in generalized functional mixed effects models. This is similar to the inference
for random effects in generalized linear mixed effects models (GLMMs), but for func-
tional instead of scalar outcomes. The method combines: (1) local GLMMs to extract
initial estimators of the functional random components on the linear predictor scale;
(2) structural functional principal components analysis (SFPCA) for dimension re-
duction; and (3) global Bayesian multilevel model conditional on the eigenfunctions
for inference on the functional random effects. Extensive simulations demonstrate
excellent coverage properties of credible intervals for the functional random effects in
a variety of scenarios and for different data sizes. To our knowledge, this is the first
time such simulations are conducted and reported, likely because prediction inference
was not viewed as a priority and existing methods are too slow to calculate coverage.
Methods are implemented in a reproducible R package and demonstrated using the
NHANES 2011-2014 accelerometry data.

Keywords: functional data, functional random effects inference, functional principal com-

ponent analysis, Bayesian multilevel model, wearable device



1 Introduction

We introduce a class of inferential methods to quantify the prediction uncertainty in gener-
alized (Gaussian and non-Gaussian) functional mixed effects models. Specifically, our goal
is to construct nominal credible intervals for functional random effects on the linear predic-
tor scale. This framework extends classical random effects inference methods in generalized
linear mixed effects models (GLMMs) from scalar to functional outcomes. Such methods
are becoming increasingly essential in studies that collect individual-level data and focus
on predicting individual outcomes rather than characterizing population-level quantities.

Consider, for example, the scenario where physical activity is measured using accelerom-
eters every minute over an extended period (e.g., weeks or months). Such data structure
raises many questions, including: (1) Are measurements from a particular individual un-
usual compared to those of others? (2) For a particular individual, when and where do new
measurements deviate from their historical records? (3) How to quantify the uncertainty
of these assessments? All these questions can be framed as inferential problems involving
functional random effects.

Our work is motivated by the accelerometry data collected as part of the 2011-2014
National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES). Specifically, 14,693 par-
ticipants were asked to wear a wrist-worn accelerometer for seven consecutive days to
continuously monitor their physical activity. The accelerometry data was extracted, pro-
cessed and released as minute-level Monitor-Independent Movement Summary (MIMS),
a unit that quantifies physical activity intensity (John et al. 2019)). Figure [1] displays
minute-level, log-transformed MIMS values for four randomly selected NHANES partici-
pants. Each column represents one study participant, and each row represents one day
of the week from Monday to Sunday. Upon examining Figure [I], several features become
evident: (1) physical activity patterns vary substantially across subjects; (2) within a sub-
ject, physical activity patterns can be similar or different across days; (3) missing data are
not uncommon and they tend to occur in contiguous windows (for example, from 6pm to
12am on Thursday for subject ID 76097). Given the substantial heterogeneity and poten-
tial missingness in physical activity trajectories, determining how to effectively decompose
and quantify such variability becomes an important but challenging problem.

The NHANES accelerometry data is an example of multilevel high-dimensional data,
because minute-level MIMS data (high-dimensional) was collected over multiple days of the
week for each subject (multilevel). Data sets that contain complex dependencies between
functional observations, labeled “second-generation” functional data, is becoming increas-
ingly common and requires tailored modeling techniques (Koner and Staicu, 2023). Ex-

amples of these interdependence structures include spatial (Burbano-Moreno and Mayrink,
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Figure 1: Minute-level objective physical activity data in log(MIMS + 1) units for four
NHANES study participants. Each column represents one participant. Each row represents
one day of the week from Monday to Sunday. Each panel displays 1,440 observations from
midnight to midnight.

2024; Li et al., 2021; Qian et al. 2024; Staicu et al. [2010]), temporal (Alam and Staicu,
2024} |Greven et al., 2011} [Park and Staicul 2015} [Sergazinov et al., [2023; [Shamshoian et al.,
2020; Zhu et al. [2019; Zipunnikov et al. [2014), nested/crossed (Brockhaus et al., 2015}
\Goldsmith et all, 2015 [Serban et all, 2013} [Shou et all [2015]), latent clustering
2024), and multivariate (Cao et all 2024; |Gunning et al) 2024} [Lin et all, [2024;

'Volkmann et al., 2023)) designs. These data structures can be modeled as functional re-

sponses with scalar predictors, where the correlation induced by the sampling mechanism
is modeled via structured functional residuals. The functional mixed effects models

et al, 2022} [Goldsmith et al] [2011}; |Greven and Scheipl, 2017, |Guo|, [2002; Morris and
(Carroll, 2006} [Scheipl et all, 2016/[1} [Sun and Kowal, [2024)) is a widely used framework to

represent these dependency structures. Despite the extensive methodological and applied

research in this area, studies focusing on functional random effects inference and, in par-

ticular, on quantifying the performance of these methods remain relatively sparse. For an

in-depth introduction to these models see, for example, Chapter 8 in [Crainiceanu et al.|

(2024).

The present work focuses on constructing credible intervals for the functional random




effects and quantifying their statistical properties. In a previous study, (Cao et al.| (2018)
proposed a method for subject-specific inference in the single-level setting, but reported
under-coverage of their confidence intervals. Surprisingly, the paper by (Cao et al.| (2018) is
the only paper that we could find that addressed the performance of credible intervals for
functional random effects. This could be due to the computational challenges associated
with high dimensionality and fitting functional mixed effects models. Furthermore, the
existing literature does not address missing data and does not scale up to large data sets,
such as our motivating NHANES application.

To address this critical gap, we introduce the Functional Random-effect Inference Method
(FRIM). FRIM produces credible intervals for subject- and subject-visit level functional
random effects while allowing for (1) missing data, (2) regularly or irregularly spaced obser-
vations, and (3) generalized (Gaussian or non-Gaussian) functional data. Because FRIM
is built on the idea of scalability, methods can be used for increasingly large data sets,
and simulations can be conducted at medium to large sample sizes to study the proper-
ties of credible intervals. The method is accompanied by open-source R software to ensure
reproducibility.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we introduce the FRIM
framework. Simulation results are presented in Section[3] The NHANES application studies

are described in Section 4l We conclude with discussions in Section [l

2 Functional Random Effect Inference

The Functional Random-effect Inference Method (FRIM) framework consists of the fol-
lowing steps: (1) use local GLMMs to extract initial estimates of the functional random
components on the linear predictor scale; (2) apply structured functional principal compo-
nents (SFPCA) (Shou et al., |2015)) for dimension reduction; and (3) fit a global Bayesian
multilevel model conditional on the eigenfunctions for functional random effects inference.

Each step is explained in detail below.

2.1 Binning and Local Estimates

The observed data are of the form {X;, (i, X/ijl)lL:i]i}, where X;; = [ X1, Xijo, ..., Xijp)T €

RP is a vector of fixed effect covariates for study participant ¢ (i = 1,...,I) at visit j
(j = 1,...,J;), and should include at least an intercept and dummy variables indicating
visit. Y; is the functional observation at location s;; € S, where [ = 1,...,L;;. This

data structure does not require Y;;; to be observed on the same grid across visits and/or

subjects, which is an important distinction from the structure assumed in (Cui et al.| (2022)



and [Sun and Kowal| (2024).

Let {c1,...,cm} € S be the bin centers. Given a bin width d, the bin C,, centered at ¢,
consists of all data points within distance g from ¢, .., Co = {(Sij1, Yiji) © [Siji— m] < g}
To estimate local fixed and random effects, the following GLMM is fit in each data bin C,,:

nij(cm) = g{E(Yiﬂ | ai(cm), bij(cm), Yiji € Cm)} = XijB(cm) + ailcm) + bij(cm) (1)

where a;(c,,) and b;;(c,,) are subject- and subject-visit-specific random intercepts, respec-
tively. Notice that the method can be applied to any type of generalized (Gaussian or
non-Gaussian) functional outcomes. With a slight abuse of notation, we use the bin center
¢m in the parentheses to indicate quantities that correspond to the local GLMM model
for the bin C,,; it is worth emphasizing that B(c,,), a;(¢;), and b;;(c,,) are not functions,
because they are estimated over a discrete set of bins. Denote the estimated fixed effect as
B(cm) = {B\l(cm), . ,Ep(cm)}T, the estimated random effect as 7;;(¢,,) = @i(cm) +/b\ij(cm),
and the estimated linear predictor as 7;;(cp,).

From a statistical perspective, binning offers several key advantages. First, it enables
the prediction of subject-visit-specific random effect b;;(c,,), which is only estimable when
multiple observations are available for each subject-visit pair and therefore cannot be es-
timated using pointwise models as in fast univariate inference (FUI) (Cui et al. 2022).
Second, binning borrows information from nearby points, improving estimation stability.
This is especially important for distributions where extreme data imbalance (e.g., too many
zeros in binary data) at certain locations may cause convergence issues for pointwise fit-
ting. Third, binning naturally accommodates irregular observations, allowing locations of
observations {s;;} to differ across subjects and/or visits. While the concept of binning has
been explored before (Leroux et al.; 2023 Lu et al., 2024; |Zhou et al} 2023)), inference for

functional random effects has not.

2.2 Random Component Estimation and Decomposition

After obtaining the local fixed effects estimates ﬁ(cl), . ,B(CM> from each bin, the func-
tional fixed effects estimates B(s) = [31(s), B2(s), . .. ,Ep(s)]T are derived by smoothing the
M local estimates for each of the p predictors separately along the functional domain. The
fixed component of the model is then estimated by Xij,é(s). This two-step procedure of
local fitting and smoothing was first proposed in FUI and was shown to achieve accurate
estimation of functional fixed effects through extensive simulations.

Since the functional fixed effects estimates are smoothed, the random effects estimates
need to be adjusted accordingly. We calculate the adjusted random component estimate
—a

7%(-) by subtracting the smoothed fixed component estimate XUB() from the locally



estimated linear predictor 7;;(-) at the center of each bin. Specifically,

P (em) = Mg (em) — XiBlem) = Fij(em) + Xis[Blem) — Blew)]

form =1,..., M. Calculating 77;(-) is an important step because it preserves the smooth-
ness of functional fixed effects estimates while minimizing the number of parameters to
smooth. Indeed, by smoothing only the p fixed effects coefficients instead of all linear pre-
dictors as in FUI, the number of parameters to smooth remains constant as sample size
increases, making the approach more efficient for larger data sets.

Given the multilevel functional structure of 77;(c,,), multilevel FPCA (Di et al., [2009),
which is a special type of structured FPCA (Shou et al., 2015), serves as a powerful tool

for variance decomposition. Specifically, ?‘fj(s) can be decomposed as

PE(S) = ) CiraOry (8) + D Gikata(5) + €55(5) (2)

k1=1 ko=1

where ¢, () is the ki-th subject-level eigenfunction that characterizes the ki-th dominant
direction of variation on the subject-level, &, ~ N (0, /\,(611)) is the corresponding score for
subject 7, and )\,(611) is the corresponding eigenvalue. Similarly, ¢y, (-) and (jjk, ~ N(0, )\222))
are subject-visit-level counterparts. The noise term ¢€;;(s) accounts for errors induced by
using local estimates and is the reason why local random effects estimates 77;(cy,) (m =
1,..., M) do not need to be smoothed. Model does not contain fixed effects, because
the fixed effects were extracted in model . In practice, we use fast MFPCA (Cui et al.,
2023)) implemented in the mfpca.face() function of the R package refund. This approach
substantially improves the computational performance using the fast covariance estimation
introduced in Xiao et al. (2016). Dimension reduction is achieved by keeping the top K
eigenfunctions in level one and top K5 eigenfunctions in level two, where K; and K5 are cho-

sen to ensure that high proportions of variance are explained at each level. The smoothed

and dimension-reduced approximation to the adjusted random component estimates from
model (2)), denoted as 77;(s), becomes

K1 K2
PLS) = ) Gt B (5) + D Gijkara(s) - (3)
ki1=1 ko=1

2.3 Score Sampling Using a Bayesian Multilevel Model

Structured FPCA provides substantial dimensionality reduction while preserving the mul-
tilevel structure of the data, but is not designed to quantify the uncertainty of functional

random effects. We solve this problem by using Bayesian inference by conditioning on the
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estimated eigenfunctions {¢y, (s)}, k1 = 1,...,K; and {{g,(s)}, ks = 1,..., Ky, of the
hierarchy. The model is

9(E (¥is(5) | B(3), {0 ()}, () Himy) )

) K1 N Ko R (4)
= ijﬂ(s) + Z giquskl (S> + Z Cijk2¢k‘2(8) )

ki1=1 ko=1

where standard priors for Bayesian multilevel models were used, i.e., &, ~ N (0,0§k1),
Gijks,  ~ N(O, Jgkz) are mutually independent random variables and the inverse variance
components 1/0’2}61 and 1 /agk2 were assigned independent Cauchy(0,1) priors. Here we
treated B(s) as fixed for computational efficiency, but a fully Bayesian analysis of this
model could be implemented as well. The estimated random component from the b-th
MCMC iteration is ?‘g’)(sijl) = 511:1 gf,ﬁji%kl(sm) + Z£{22:1 Cf;,g@b (sij1)-

Finally, the 95% credible intervals for subject-visit-specific random effect can be con-
structed using {?‘g’)(siﬂ), b=1,...,B}, where B is the total number of MCMC iterations.

Compared to the fully Bayesian approach proposed by |Goldsmith et al.| (2015)), FRIM
improves computational efficiency by conditioning on the eigenfunctions, thereby substan-
tially reducing the dimensionality of the problem. Additionally, the method is easy to use
and can be readily implemented using existing statistical software such as Stan (Carpenter
et al., 2017).

2.4 Algorithm

We summarize the steps of FRIM in Algorithm [I} The implementation can be found in
the R package FRIM (https://github.com/xinkai-zhou/frim).

Algorithm 1 Functional Random-effect Inference Method (FRIM)
1. Select M bin centers ¢y, ..., cy and assign data points to corresponding bins. For each

bin, fit a local GLMM using data from that bin. Obtain local linear predictor estimates

~

7i;(cm) and local fixed effect estimates B(cy,).

2. Smooth B(cm) to obtain functional fixed effects estimate 3(s). Calculate the adjusted
random component estimates 77;(s). Perform fast MEPCA on 7(s) to estimate the eigen-
functions q/gkl(s) and @ZkQ(s).

3. Fit a Bayesian multilevel model on the full data to obtain the posterior distributions of

<

scores and functional random effects conditional on the eigenfunctions.



https://github.com/xinkai-zhou/frim

2.5 Missing Data

The ability to handle missing data is crucial for real world applications. For instance, the
NHANES accelerometer data were collected in the free-living environment and missingness
occurred frequently due to battery depletion, device malfunction, or non-wear. FRIM
handles missing data implicitly. Indeed, consider bin C,,, = {(s;;1, Yiji) : |siji— cm| < g} and
consider the case of partial missing data. More precisely, for subject ¢ and visit j, assume
that some, but not all, Y¥;;; are missing in C,,. The local random effect 7;(c;,) is estimable
using the GLMM inferential machinery. When all Yj; are missing for subject ¢ and visit
j in bin C,,, the local random effect 7;;(c,,) is not estimable and leads to missing values
in ¢ (cm) MFPCA, however, can handle such missing data patterns when the resulting
missing data is interspersed with observed data (Cui et al., 2023} Xiao et al., [2016).

On the other hand, when data are missing in large contiguous blocks for a sizable num-
ber of study participants, simulation experiments suggest that MFPCA may not perform
as well in terms of recovering eigenfunctions that correspond to small variances. Our strat-
egy for handling such cases is to exclude visits that contain missing data when estimating
eigenfunctions to ensure that eigenfunctions are consistently estimated, which works well
when data are missing at random. Once eigenfunctions are estimated, the Bayesian multi-
level model can be fit on the original data set, including days with substantial missingness.
We will show in Section |3| that this strategy works well for both Gaussian and binary
data with various missing rates. In summary, FRIM is robust to missing data, and its
divide-and-conquer approach provides multiple points for testing assumptions and refining

models.

2.6 Information Leakage between Random and Fixed Effects

In simulations, we noticed that when the number of subjects I is small, the fixed effect
estimate for the visit-j effect may contain patterns that resemble a linear combination of
level-two eigenfunctions. To better understand this phenomenon, consider, without loss of

generality, that the data is Gaussian and follows the model

K
Yij(s> - 60(8) + Z giquﬁh + Z C’ijzl/}lw + GZJ( ) )

ki=1 ko=1

with all the standard assumptions. The population mean over all subjects and visits is

I J
Y (s) )+ Z Z@ 1fzk1 ) + Z Zz 1IZXJ J1 Gijhs () + Ziljzi}%(s) .

k1=1 ko=1



The visit-specific mean for the j-th visit is

)=o)+ D T ) 4 5 Dbl (g, Temle),

kl 1 k’g 1
Therefore, the deviation of the jth visit from the population mean is
I I J
— — 1 1 gmk 1 Z =1 61']'(5)
V) -V = 3 DG - bty )+ 13 eple) - D))
k:g 1 =1 =1
S Gigks

When [ is small, the term 7 S (G — 5

a result, the estimate for the visit-j deviation could display patterns that resemble a linear

) can be noticeably different from zero. As

combination of the level-2 eigenfunctions, {y, (3)},522:1. We refer to this phenomenon as the

Information Leakage between random and fixed effects. In simulations, this phenomenon

is observable for I = 100, which can negatively impact the inference for functional random
‘] P

effects. However, %Zle((ijkz — M) converges to zero as [ increases, resulting in an

improved quality of inference for random effects as sample size increases.

3 Simulations

3.1 Simulation Setup

We simulated Gaussian and binary multilevel functional data to evaluate the coverage rate
of credible intervals for the random components produced by FRIM. The linear predictors

;i (s1) were generated from the following model:

K Ky
nij(s1) = XiB(s1) + Z St Oy (51) + Z Gigha¥rs (51)

k1=1 ko=1

where {s;, =1/L:1=1,..., L} are sampling locations on the functional domain and L is the
number of sampling points. The fixed component only included an intercept term because
the estimation and inference of fixed effects through a two-step procedure is relatively well
understood through extensive simulation experiments in [Cui et al.| (2022). Furthermore,
the inference of fixed effects is not the focus of this paper. The corresponding functional
fixed effect was set to 3(s) = v/2sin(27s). Scores were generated as &y, ~ N(0, \g,)
and (jjr, ~ N(0, \i,), where the true eigenvalues were A\, = 0.5 for k; = 1,2,..., K,
and A\, = 0.5%271 for ky = 1,2,..., K. We used K; = K, = 4 throughout simulation

experiments. For eigenfunctions, we considered the following two cases:



Case 1. Mutually orthogonal bases.
Level 1: ¢;(s) = {v/2sin(4ns), /2 cos(4rs),v/2sin(67s), v/2 cos(67s)} .
Level 2: 9,,,(s) = {v/2sin(87s), v/2 cos(87s), v/2sin(107s), v/2 cos(107s)} .
Case 2. Mutually orthogonal within each level, but not orthogonal between levels.

Level 1: same as Case 1.

Level 2: 1)1(s) = 1,105(s) = v/3(25—1), ¢3(s) = v/5(65>—65+1), 1h4(s) = v/7(20s%—
30s2 + 125 — 1).

Gaussian functional data were generated as Yj;(s;) ~ N(n;;(s;),02) where 02 = 1, and

binary data were generated as Y;;(s;) ~ Bernoulli{s;;(s;)}, where logit{;;(s;)} = ni;(s1).
In addition to varying the eigenfunctions, we also examined the effect of (1) number of
subjects I = 100,500, 1000; (2) number of visits per subject J = 2,5,10; and (3) bin
widths that correspond to W = 2%, 5%, 10% of the number of sampling points. We varied
one simulation parameter at a time while keeping the others fixed.

To evaluate how FRIM performs in the presence of missingness, we simulated missing
data through a two-step procedure: first, sample an indicator variable M;; ~ Bernoulli(0.2)
for each subject-visit pair indicating whether the functional observation Y;;(-) contains miss-
ing data; second, for subject-visit pairs with M;; = 1, randomly convert M = 10%, 25%, 50%
of the observations to missing. The missingness was induced in contiguous blocks to mimic
the missing pattern of the real accelerometry data. Specifically, we randomly sampled a
left endpoint s, from {s; = % :l=1,..., L}, calculated the right endpoint s, = s, + M * L,
and set Y;;(s) to missing for s, < s < s,

In all experiments, we set the number of post warm-up iterations to B = 2,000 to
ensure convergence of MCMC sampling. Fach simulation scenario was repeated 100 times
where the simulated scores were fixed across repetitions.

We report the mean pointwise coverage probability (MPCP) of the random components
rij(s1). Recall from Sectionthat we have access to the full posterior samples {ﬁjb) (s1),b=
1,..., B}, from which the posterior mean and 95% credible interval can be constructed. The
coverage probability for 7;;(s;) can be estimated as the proportion of simulation replicates
where the 95% credible interval covers the truth. Finally, MPCP is obtained by averaging
coverage probabilities across subjects, visits, and domain points. For experiments involving

missing data, we report MPCP during periods of missingness.
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3.2 Simulation Results

First we show simulation results for complete data. We focus on the median (across visits
within each subject) coverage probability of the 95% credible intervals of the subject-visit-
specific random effects from 100 repeated experiments at each sampling point. Figure
displays the subject-specific coverage probabilities for binary data at each sampling point
across different sample sizes I, where we used case 2 eigenfunctions and set the number
of visits J = 10 and the number of sampling points L = 100. For I = 100, the mean
coverage hovers around 90% rather than the nominal level of 95%, which could be due to
the information leakage phenomenon discussed in Section As the number of subjects
increases, coverage quickly improves and centers around the nominal level of 95%. We also
notice a slight degradation of coverage near either side of the domain boundary, which is

likely a result of having fewer data points in bins near the boundary.
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Figure 2: Boxplots of coverage probabilities averaged among visits from the same subject
at each domain point. Left to right: sample size I = 100,500,1000. The experiment
was based on binary data simulated using case 2 eigenfunctions, number of visits J = 10,
number of sampling points K = 100, and percentage of data used for constructing local
bins w = 5%. The red horizontal line indicates the nominal level of 0.95.

Table [1| displays the MPCP statistics for Gaussian and binary data using both types of
basis functions for different number of subjects I. In this experiment, we fixed the number
of visits J = 10, number of sampling points L = 100, and the percentage of data used
for constructing local bins W to be 5% of the data. Both Gaussian and binary data suffer
from under-coverage when I = 100. However, as sample size increases, the effect of random
effects leakage gradually fades and the coverage quickly improves. At I = 1000, coverage
probabilities are close to the nominal level of 0.95 for both types of data and basis functions.
Results for different numbers of visits and bin widths and for computational efficiency can
be found in Supplementary Materials Table [3, [, and [3]

Consider now simulations with missing data. Table [2| displays the MPCP statistics dur-
ing periods of missingness for Gaussian and binary data using both types of basis functions

for different rates of missingness, M. Specifically, we calculated coverage probabilities at
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Gaussian Binary
Basis Function I=100 I=500 I=1000 I=100 I=500 I=1000
Case 1 0.804 0.924  0.927 0.896 0.921 0.927
Case 2 0.836 0929 0941 0911 0.935  0.939

Table 1: Mean pointwise coverage probability (MPCP) across 100 repeated experiments.
We fixed the number of visits J = 10, number of sampling points L = 100, and percentage
of data used for constructing local bins W = 5%.

each domain point within each missing region and then averaged the coverage probabilities
across subjects, visits, and missing regions. The MPCP statistics are based on missing re-
gions only, whose location and length vary among subjects and visits. Results are reported
for I = 1,000, J = 10, L = 100, and W = 5%. Results in Table[2]indicate that the coverage
probability of FRIM is robust to missing data even in regions where data are missing. As
the missing rate M increases, coverage probabilities increase slightly, but is close to 0.95

and do not drift to 1 even when missingness is substantial.

Gaussian Binary
Basis Function M=0.1 M=0.25 M=0.5 M=0.1 M=0.25 M=0.5
Case 1 0.937 0.934 0945  0.927 0.927  0.933
Case 2 0.927 0.932  0.948  0.939 0.939  0.937

Table 2: Mean pointwise coverage probability (MPCP) within missing regions. We fixed
the number of subjects I = 1,000, number of visits J = 10, number of sampling points
L =100, and percentage of data used for constructing local bins W = 5%.

4 Application

4.1 Data Overview

NHANES is a large-scale, ongoing study conducted in two-year waves by the National
Center for Health Statistics, a unit of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in
the United States. The study collects a wide range of health-related data from a nationally
representative sample at each wave to assess the health and nutritional status of the United
States population. Specifically, physical activity monitors (accelerometers) were deployed
in NHANES 2003-2006 (NCHS|, 2006) and NHANES 2011-2014 (NCHS, 2012}/1)), providing

12



objective measurements of physical activity intensity with high resolution.

For this application, we focus on the accelerometry data collected in the NHANES 2011-
2014 study, which used wrist-worn accelerometers. All NHANES 2011-2014 participants
aged 3 years and older were invited to wear a wrist-worn accelerometer (Actigraph GT3X+)
for up to nine consecutive days, and 14,693 individuals agreed to participate. Raw tri-axial
acceleration data were recorded at 80 Hz, and were extracted, processed, and released
by the NHANES study team in Monitor Independent Movement Summary (MIMS) units
(John et al., [2019) at the minute level. A higher MIMS value indicates higher physical
activity intensity. A logarithm transformation f(z) = log(1 + x) was applied to MIMS at
each minute to reduce the data skewness, as suggested by (Cui et al| (2021); |[Varma et al.
(2018]).

To ensure data quality, we excluded days with less than 50% of estimated wear time, as
labeled by the NHANES team. This threshold is far less stringent than the 95% threshold
proposed by (Leroux et al., 2024]). By using this more lenient criterion, we preserved 11.2%
more data that would have otherwise been excluded. This is possible because FRIM can
handle missing data, as shown in the simulation experiments. We excluded individuals who
had fewer than three days of wear and were younger than 60 at the time of the study. The
domain was down-sampled at 10-minute intervals so that each subject has 144 observations
per day. The resulting analytic sample consists of 2,285 participants, 15,500 days of wear,
and 2,247,500 observations (2,202,076 non-missing).

The primary question of interest is to quantify the uncertainty of the subject- and
subject-visit-specific functional random effect trajectories, which is important both where
data are observed and where it is missing. We applied FRIM using age, gender, and day of
the week as fixed effects and set the bin width to 40 minutes to balance estimation accuracy
and computational cost. For each level, we kept 10 eigenfunctions, which explained 92%
and 62% percent of variations at each level, respectively. Inference was based on 2,000

posterior samples after warm-up.

4.2 Results

Figure |3| shows the subject-visit-specific random effect predictions using FRIM for six ran-
domly selected subjects and visits with no missing observations. A distinctive feature of
FRIM is its ability to quantify the uncertainty associated with these predictions, depicted
by the gray ribbons representing pointwise 95% credible intervals. The widths of the cred-
ible intervals vary depending on the variability of the observed data in the corresponding
region. For example, all study participants tend to have narrower credible intervals at night

when activity intensity variation is low and wider credible intervals during midday when
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activity is more variable.
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Figure 3: FRIM random effects predictions and 95% credible intervals for six randomly
selected visits from subjects without missing observations.

We also evaluated the performance of FRIM for study participants with missing data.
Among the 1,775 days containing missing data, we randomly selected six days displayed
in Figure [d Missing regions are highlighted in blue and tend to appear as contiguous time
intervals. This is somewhat expected, as missing data often result from battery depletion
or device non-wear. The timing and duration of missingness vary across subjects and visits.
Despite these variations, FRIM achieves reasonable predictions and 95% credible intervals
for all days, as the credible intervals do not increase substantially in areas with missing
data. This is likely because FRIM can borrow information from the other days of the same
individual and from other individuals.

We have also investigated the potential of FRIM for personalized anomaly detection.
That is, given data for an individual over several days, could one quantify for this individual
when and where new measurements are unusual? Specifically, given data from the first J
days of a study participant, we would like to check whether the estimated day J + 1 level-
two functional random effect falls within the 95% credible bands based on the first J days.
This problem has significant implications for personalized health monitoring, as a sudden
deviation from an individual’s typical range could be associated with health outcomes.
This provides a tailored and effective method for identifying unusual patterns for a specific
individual. While we have not investigated the properties of FRIM for anomaly detection
in simulation studies, the method is sensible and could be explored in depth in future

research.
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Figure 4: FRIM random effects predictions and 95% credible bands for six randomly se-
lected visits from subjects with missing observations. The missing regions are highlighted
using blue boxes.

As a proof of concept, we focus on weekday activity from our analytic sample of 2,285
study participants. The reason for excluding weekends is because of the extensive pub-
lished evidence that weekday and weekend activity follow different patterns (Crainiceanu
et al. [2024). We further excluded 205 participants with fewer than five weekdays of data to
ensure that at least four days are available for training. The resulting analytic sample for
this analysis consists of 2,080 participants, 10,400 days of wear, and 1,508,000 observations,
out of which 1,485,727 are not missing. We randomly picked fours days from each subject
for training and used the remaining day for anomaly detection. Specifically, training in-
volves estimating eigenfunctions and constructing 95% credible bands for the day-specific
functional random effects b;;(s) (j € training days). Training days are assumed to be
exchangeable and we pooled the posterior samples from different days to construct the
95% credible bands. After training, we condition on the eigenfunctions estimated from
the training data to sample scores for day j' (j° = test day) and, implicitly, the posterior
samples for b;;(s). The posterior mean of b;;(s) is calculated and compared to the 95%
credible bands constructed based on the training days. If the posterior mean of b;;(s) falls
outside the 95% credible bands for s € [s, s,], this period is flagged for having potentially
unusual activity level.

Out of 2, 080 participants, 38 exhibited anomaly periods lasting longer than three hours.
Figure o] presents results for one such individual. The top panel displays the log-transformed
MIMS values on weekdays, with training days displayed in black and the test day in blue.
Red boxes identify the time intervals where anomalies were detected. In the bottom panel,
the gray ribbon represents the 95% credible intervals for the level-two (subject-visit-specific)

functional random effect, constructed from the posterior samples based on the training days.
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The blue line displays the posterior mean of the level-two functional random effect for the
test day.

The blue line deviates significantly from the 95% credible bands between 12:30 PM and
2 PM, corresponding to an unusually low activity level compared to the other days, as seen
in the top panel. Additionally, minor deviations are observed around 10 AM and 3 PM,
which correspond to subtler differences in activity levels observed in the top panel. More
work is needed to evaluate the performance of this approach and the validity of model
assumptions as well as the sample size needed to identify unusual days or time periods
within a day, which is well beyond the scope of this work. Nonetheless, as a proof-of-

concept, this approach demonstrates promise and warrants further exploration.
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Figure 5: Personalized physical activity anomaly detection using FRIM for one NHANES
accelerometry study participant. The top panel illustrates weekday physical activity for
the study participant (black lines: training, blue lines: testing). Red boxes mark periods
identified as anomalous. The bottom panel displays the day-specific (level-two) functional
random effect. The gray ribbon represents the 95% credible interval derived from the
training days, while the blue line indicates the point estimate for the test day.
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5 Discussion

We introduced an inference framework for correlated functional data to flexibly quantify the
variability of subject- and subject-visit-specific trajectories. While functional mixed models
have been widely studied in the literature, remarkably little is known about the performance
of statistical inference for functional random effects. Our work bridges this gap through
a combination of a local GLMM learning of the random effects structure and a global
Bayesian procedure conditioning on the estimated residual structure modeled as structured
functional random effects. Extensive simulations demonstrate that the proposed method
achieves nominal coverage of the functional random effects while maintaining computational
efficiency. FRIM is implemented in a reproducible software package (https://github
.com/xinkai-zhou/frim) that enables efficient subject-specific predictions and inferences

in large-scale studies.
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7 Supplementary Materials

7.1 Effect of number of visits

Table 3| displays the MPCP statistics for Gaussian and binary data using both types of
basis functions and at different number of visits J. In this experiment, we fixed the number
of subjects I = 1000, number of sampling points L = 100, and the percentage of data used
for constructing local bins w = 5%. We observe that for Gaussian data, the number of
visits plays a minor role in affecting coverage rate for either type of basis functions. For

binary data, however, having just two visits is likely to impact the coverage rate.

7.2 Effect of bin width

Table {4 displays the MPCP statistics for Gaussian and binary data using both types of
basis functions and at different bin widths. In this experiment, we fixed the number of

subjects I = 1000, number of visits J = 10, and number of sampling points L = 100. We
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Gaussian Binary
Basis Function J=2 J=5 J=10 J=2 J=5 J=10
Case 1 0.931 0.937 0.927 0.882 0.924 0.927
Case 2 0.942 0.932 0.941 0.888 0.921 0.939

Table 3: Mean pointwise coverage probability (MPCP) across 100 repeated experiments at
different number of visits. We fixed the number of subjects I = 1000, number of sampling
points L = 100, and percentage of data used for constructing local bins w = 5%.

observe that the overall coverage rate is satisfactory across all bin widths, with a bin width

of 5 providing a good coverage rate for both data types and basis functions.

Gaussian Binary
Basis Function w=2% w=5% w=10% w=2% w=5% w=10%
Case 1 0.879  0.927 0.890 0917  0.927 0.920
Case 2 0.919 0.941 0.934 0.876  0.939 0.941

Table 4: Mean pointwise coverage probability (MPCP) across 100 repeated experiments at
different bin widths. We fixed the number of subjects I = 1000, number of visits J = 10,
number of sampling points L = 100.

7.3 Computation time

Table 5| displays the median computation time in hours across 100 simulations at different
sample sizes. The median computation time increases roughly linearly with the number of

subjects I.
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Gaussian Binary
Basis Function I=100 I=500 I=1000 I=100 I=500 I=1000
Case 1 2.0 6.6 14.6 1.1 5.1 114
Case 2 2.9 12.8 39.2 1.0 6.9 13.5

Table 5: Median computation time (hours) across 100 repeated experiments at different
sample sizes. In this experiment, we fixed the number of visits J = 10 and percentage of
data used for constructing local bins w = 5%. The number of MCMC warm-up and post
warm-up iterations were set to 1,000 and 2, 000, respectively.
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