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Random matrices based schemes for stable and robust nonparametric and
functional regression estimators.

Asma Ben Saber® and Abderrazek Karoui® [
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Abstract— In the first part of this work, we develop a novel scheme for solving nonparametric
regression problems. That is the approximation of possibly low regular and noised functions from
the knowledge of their approximate values given at some random points. Our proposed scheme is
based on the use of the pseudo-inverse of a random projection matrix, combined with some specific
properties of the Jacobi polynomials system, as well as some properties of positive definite random
matrices. This scheme has the advantages to be stable, robust, accurate and fairly fast in terms
of execution time. In particular, we provide an Lo as well as an Lo—risk errors of our proposed
nonparametric regression estimator. Moreover and unlike most of the existing nonparametric re-
gression estimators, no extra regularization step is required by our proposed estimator. Although,
this estimator is initially designed to work with random sampling set of uni-variate i.i.d. random
variables following a Beta distribution, we show that it is still works for a wide range of sampling
distribution laws. Moreover, we briefly describe how our estimator can be adapted in order to
handle the multivariate case of random sampling sets. In the second part of this work, we extend
the random pseudo-inverse scheme technique to build a stable and accurate estimator for solving
linear functional regression (LFR) problems. A dyadic decomposition approach is used to construct
this last stable estimator for the LFR problem. Alaso, we give an Ls—risk error of our proposed
LFR estimator. Finally, the performance of the two proposed estimators are illustrated by various
numerical simulations. In particular, a real dataset is used to illustrate the performance of our
nonparametric regression estimator.

Keywords: Nonparametric regression, linear functional regression, Jacobi polynomials, eigenval-
ues, random matrix, random pseudo-inverse.

1 Introduction
In the first part of this work, we consider the following nonparametric regression model:
Yi=f(Xi)+ei = f(X:), 1<i<n, (1)

where (X;)1<i<n are random variables (or inputs) with distribution px and the noise terms (;)1<i<n
are i.i.d. real-valued centered random variables with variance 2. For a given complete metric space
X, a measurable subset ) of R and a training set {(X;,Y;),1 <i <n} in X X)), we are interested in
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the construction of an estimator fsuch that for z € X, f(x) is a good estimate for the corresponding
regression function f. Recall that if the (X;,Y;) are drawn from a joint probability measure p on
X x Y, then the regression function f is given by

f(x) = /y ydp(ylz) = E(Y|X =), z€X,

For simplicity, we will assume that the X; take values in the interval I = [—1,1]. Nonetheless,
our results are easily adapted to a more general compact interval of R. Also, we show how our
nonparametric regression estimator can be adapted in order to handle the more general case of
random sampling points X; € R%, d > 2.

Note that the kernel ridge regression (KRR) scheme is a widely used scheme for solving the
regression problem modeled by . For more details on the KRR based estimator, the reader
is referred for example to [I7, [I8]. Other estimators for nonparametric regression problem have
been proposed in the literature. To cite but a few, F. Comte and her co-authors have proposed
estimators based on projections associated with some classical orthogonal polynomials [7]. Also,
in the literature, there exists another class of convolution kernels with variable bandwidths based
robust estimators for the nonparametric regression problem, see for example [2] 21].

Our proposed estimator for solving problem is based on combining the Random Sampling
Consensus (RANSAC) iterative algorithm with a random pseudoinverse based scheme for nonpara-
metric regression. That is at each iteration of the RANSAC algorithm, a stable nonparametric
regression estimator is constructed by using the pseudoinverse of a random projection matrix, asso-
ciated with Jacobi orthogonal polynomials. Note that the RANSAC procedure, see for example [15]
consists in randomly selecting m < n measurements from model . From these m training data
points (Xj,Y;), construct an estimator and compute the mean squared prediction error estimation.
This procedure is iterated till an estimator with high consensus is obtained. We should mention
that in the literature, pseudoinverse scheme has been successfully used in a wide range of applica-
tions from different scientific area, including machine learning, see [13] and the references therein.
The usual way of computing the pseudoinverse of an n x m real coefficients matrix is to combine the
Moore-Penrose inverse and the SVD techniques. It is well known that the time complexity of this
last procedure is O(min(nm2,nm2)). Nonetheless in [I3], the authors have proposed an accurate
and Fast Pesudolnverse algorithm for sparse feature matrices.

For the sake of simplicity, the emphasis will be on the construction of a stable estimator for
problem by using a random training set {(Xj;,Y;), 1 <i < n}. More precisely, for real param-

eters a, > —g» we consider the weight function w, g(z) = (1 — 2)*(1 + x)? and the associated

weighted L2 (I)—space. This last space is given by the set of real valued functions f that are

measurable on I and satisfying ||f||2 = [ |f(2)|?wa,s(z)dr < +o0c. For a positive integer n € N,
I

let {X;, 1 < i < n} be a sampling set of i.i.d random variables following the beta distribution
B(a+ 1,8 + 1) over I. Note that this last condition is not mandatory and it is used in order to
simplify the different theoretical results related to our nonparametric regression estimator. In fact,
we show how this estimator can be adapted in order to handle random sampling set drawn from a
more general probability distribution law or even from an unknown probability distribution.



Our nonparametric regression estimator is briefly described as follows. We use the notation u’
for the transpose of u, then for a positive integer N € N with N +1 <n, f, v is given in terms of

the first N 4+ 1 normalized Jacobi polynomials ﬁéa’ﬂ ) (), k=0,...,N. More precisely, we have

N+1

Fan(@) =Y @l (@), zel (2)
k=1
Here, the expansion coefficients vector C = (¢1,...,¢n+1)" is given by the over-determined system
O 1 5(ap) 0O
By -C = [%qu (Xj)L,k -C =17y, 3)

where Z,, = ﬁ(Yl, ..., Y). We refer to the nx (N+1) matrix By as the random projection matrix.
One of the main result of this work is to prove that with high probability, the N 4+ 1 dimensional
positive definite matrix Ay = BBy is invertible and well conditioned. More precisely, we show
that with high probability, the 2—norm condition number of Ay, denoted by k2(Apx) is bounded
by a fairly small constant. This ensures the stability of the estimator J?n ~. Consequently, the

expansion coefficients vector Cis simply given by
=~ -1
C = (ByBn) ByZn. (4)

Also, we provide an upper bound for the regression error || f — j?n N||w, that holds with high prob-
ability. In particular, we provide more precise regression errors in the special cases where f has a
Lipschitzian p—th order derivative or f is a c—bandlimited function, for some ¢ > 0. Moreover, we

provide a bound for the L?—risk error E[Hf - J/‘;LNHZ}

In the second part of this work, we push forward the random pseudo-inverse based scheme for
solving a linear functional regression (LFR) problem, that was introduced in [4]. This is done
by combining the random pseudo-inverse scheme with a dyadic decomposition technique. This
combination yields a stable and a highly accurate estimator for solving the LFR problem. Recall
that for a compact interval J, the LFR model is given as follows

Yi:/Xi(s)ﬂo(s)ds—kei, i=1,...,n. (5)
J

Here, the X;(-) € L?(J) are random functional predictors, the ; are i.i.d. centered white noise
independent of the X;(-) and By(-) € L*(J) is the unknown slope function to be recovered. As
usual, we assume that the X;(-) are given by their series expansions with respect to an or-
thonormal set of L2(J). That is for an orthonormal family {¢x(-), k¥ > 1} of L?(J), we have
Xi(s) = Z{kZi,kgok(s), where the Z; j, are i.i.d. centered random variables with variance O'% and
k>1
(&k)k>1 is a deterministic sequence of R\ {0}. Our proposed stable random pseudo-inverse based
estimator Bn]v() of Bo(+) = Z ckpr(+) is briefly described as follows. For an integer N > 2, we let
k>1

Ky = [lﬁ)ggg} + 1 and we consider the dyadic decomposition of the set [[1,N]] = {1,..., N} into




Ky subsets Ij, = [[2¥71 + 1, min(2%, N)]], 1 < k < Ky. On each subset I, we consider the random
matrices Gy, F}, given by
1

= FF,, F,= iZi i | 1<i<N-
Lk k \/ﬁ[gj l7j:|1]§é%kN

G =

1 n
— &4z 7
n =1

Jlely

Under the previous notation, our proposed estimator for the LFR problem is given by

Ky
~ ~ ~ " _ 1
Bon(9) =30 D Eni(s), Bk =nilier, = G (Fl
k=1 jel,

[Y;k]ﬁgign>7 L <k<Kn.

Note that the Y* = [Yikhggn are obtained from the output vector Y = [Y;]1<i<y by substituting in

(5), Xi(s) with its projection XF(s) = Zjelk € Z; jpji(s). In particular, we provide an upper bound

for the mean squared estimation error HBn ~N ()= Bo(+)||3, that holds with high probability. This up-
Ky

per error bound involves the quantity Z k2(G}). In practice, the deterministic sequence § = (§;);
k=1

satisfies a decay condition of the type §; =< j~* for some s > 0. Under this last assumption, it is

easy to check that our combined dyadic decomposition and random pseudo-inverse scheme is stable
Ky

in the sense that Z k2(Gr) S 2°log N, which is a relatively small cumulative condition number.
k=1
This ensures the stability of our proposed LFR estimator 5, n(-). Also, we give an estimate for the

L?—risk error E [Hﬁo(-) - BNM()H% , where gN,M(') is a truncated version of the estimator BnN()

This work is organized as follows. In section 2, we give some mathematical preliminaries that are
frequently used in this work. In section 3, we study our random pseudo-inverse based estimator for
the stable and robust approximation of the regression function f given by . In section 4, we give
an error analysis of our combined dyadic decomposition, random pseudo-inverse based estimator for
the LFR problem . In section 5, we give some numerical simulations that illustrate the different
results of this work. In particular, we illustrate the performance of our nonparametric regression
by applying it on a real dataset given by the daily Covid-19 cases of some world’s countries.

2 Mathematical preliminaries

)

We first recall that for two real numbers «, 5 > —1, the classical Jacobi polynomials P,ga”g are
defined for € [—1, 1], by the following Rodrigues formula,

(-nk 1 d*
2FE! wq p(x) dak

PR () = (waﬁ(l’)(l . 1,2)"?), was(z) = (1—2)*(1 + 2)°, (6)

with

(o) (k+ max(c, 3) B I'(k + max(a, B) + 1)
B () = ( k ) ~ k!T(max(a, B) +1)



Here, I'(-) denotes the usual Gamma function. In the sequel, we let ]3150“5 )

Jacobi polynomial of degree k, given by

denote the normalized

5(a,8) L (aB) wp  20TBHIT(k+a+1)T(k+B8+1)
P = P hoP = : 7
=S T e S e Y e B DT+ at B D) (™)
k
In this case, we have
Sz _ [ B 12
1B = [ (B ) Pl dy = 1. ®

The following lemma provides us with some useful upper bounds for the normalized Jacobi poly-
nomials Péa’ﬁ), for k > 2.

Lemma 1. For o, 8 > —%, let p = max(a, B), ca g = %ﬁﬂ and let

2 max(u,0) max(u?4af,0)
exp (=R + 8 )

20+B)/21 (p + 1)

T]anB =

Then, we have

s (PO @ St T =R e, VEZ 2, (10)

Proof: It is well known that under the previous condition on «, 3, we have

a, «, a, r k+ M+ 1
max [P ()] = max ([P (1), [P (1)) = 2 ) p=mex(@ ). (1)

ve[~1,1] KT (u+1)

On the other hand, from [20], for an integer n > 2 and for two real numbers a,b > —1, we have

F(n+a) b b b a*b 1 (a/*l)(b*].)
Y o pabpab o cab ( ) 12
Tntd) =" P - T Rta-1) n (12)
By combining @, and , one gets
pu+1,1 ~a+pB+1,a+F—p+1
max [P (z)] < yere Kt \/k: INCARS))
wel-1,1) * - T(p+ 1)20+h)/2 2
But from , it can be easily checked that for £ > 2, we have
+1,1 ~at+B+1,a+B—pt+1
C;: CZ B “ /6 g S 77&,,8'
By combining the previous two inequalities, we get
~ 1
max [P (@)] < o33 = o oh \/ e OFIED sy (13)
ze[—-1,

Next, we recall from [I1], the following Gershgorin circle theorem that is used for the estimation
of 2—norm condition numbers of various random matrices used in this work.



Theorem 1 (Gershgorin circle theorem). Let A = [a;;] be a complex n x n matriz. For 1 <i < n,
let R; = Z laij|. Then, every eigenvalue of A lies within at least one of the discs D(ai;, R;).
J#
The following McDiarmid’s concentration inequality is also used in the spectral analysis of the
random matrices of the next section.

Theorem 2 (McDiarmid’s inequality). Let Xi,...,X,, be independent random variables with re-
spective ranges in metric spaces X1, .- -, Xn- Let f:x1 X - X xXn — C be a function satisfying the
bounded differences property

<¢, 1<i1<n.

‘f(xl, ey Lj—1,Tjy Lid1y - - - ,l‘n) — f(.%l, e ,xi_l,x;,le, N ,I‘n)

Then, for any € > 0, we have

IP’(f(Xl,...,Xn) —E[f(X1,...,Xn)] < e) >1—exp (ﬁ;) .

3 Random projection on Jacobi polynomials system and non-
parametric regression estimator

The main part of this section is devoted to the study of the stability and error analysis of our
nonparametric regression estimator in the framework of a sampling set drawn from a Beta distri-
bution. Then, at the end of this section, we show how our estimator can be adapted in order to
handle random sampling sets drawn from more general distribution laws or even from an unknown
distribution law.

We first consider two real numbers o, 3 > —= and two positive integers n > N + 1, then we
let {X;, 1 <i < n} be asampling set of i.i.d random variables following the beta B(aw+ 1,0 4+ 1)
distribution over the interval I. Then, under the assumption that the regression function f (solution
of the nonparametric regression problem ) is well approximated by its projection fy = mn f over
the subspace Hy = Span{ﬁ,ﬁa’ﬂ ), 0 < k < N}, our random pseudo-inverse based estimator fn N of

f € L3(I) is given by
N+1

Fun(@ Zc PeP(z), wel (14)
We require that this estimator is stable and robust. This estimator is given as the Least square
solution of the over-determined system

N+1
ZCP‘”” =Y;, j=1,...,n. (15)

Note that if the regression function f € L2 (I), then from the uniqueness of its expansion coefficients
with respect to the orthonormal basis {P,ia’ﬂ)(-), k > 0}, for any integer N € N, its first NV



coefficients ¢;(f) do not depend on the specific values of y; = f(X}), at a specific random sampling
set {X;,7=1,...,n}. These coefficients are uniquely given by

en(f) =< J. BB /f PO (@)wnslz)de, 1<k<N+1.
Note that by re-scaling by a factor ﬁ, the over-determined system ([15)) is written as
By-C=Y, By-=|——P@Px Y = [Vl 16
N ’ N ( ]) [ J]1§]§n~ ( )

N 1<j<n,1<k<N+1’

We show that under some conditions on f as well as on the integers n, N, the least square solution
of the previous system is a good approximation of the set of the first N 4+ 1 expansion coeflicients
of f. For this purpose, we define an (N + 1) x (N + 1) random Jacobi projection matrix Ay by

Ay =ByBy = |- ZPW D) P (x5) = Dj, (17)
1<ki<N+1 I

Note that the random matrix D; is also positive semidefinite. In fact, D; = b;bj, where b; is the

]. jnd " Sla
NG [PO( ) (Xj)--- P](V B) (Xj)]. Consequently, for any X € RV+L,

X' -D;X = X't - b;X > 0.

1 x (N +1) matrix given by b; =

we have

That is D; is a positive semi-definite matrix. An important property of the matrix Ay is that
under some conditions on the parameters «, 3,n, N, this matrix is well conditioned. To prove this
first main result, we need the following proposition that provides us with an upper and a lower
bound for Apax(An) and Apin(An), respectively.

Proposition 1. Under the notation of Lemma 1, for any two positive integers n > N > 2, satisfying

0.63n >m2 5 (N + 1) log(N + 1), (18)

145

132 773,/3 and g, 15 as given by @D Then, we have

2 _
where my, 3 =

(N + 1)%+2 log(N + 1)

E(Amax(An)) < 1.72+m? 4 _ 19)
and -
N + 1)< log(N + 1
E(hmin(Ax)) > 0,63 — 2, VDT gL, o)
Proof: We first note that from (7)), we have
?ﬂaﬁ] |]30(0175) ()| = (2‘”5“3(@ +1,8+ 1))—1/2
¢ 3+a+p ~1/2
P( B) = (1 _ 2T T F  (gatB+lp 1 1 '
xél[laf<1]| ()] (1+p) (a+1)(,6’+1)( (a+1,8+1))



On the other hand, if ;' B ig as given by . then it is easy to check that for u > —= and for
a, B > —3, the function  — z#,/x + ¢, g is increasing on [2, +00). Consequently, we have

N N+1 N+1 L 1 [cag
nyg’ﬁ < , a:“,/x—i—caﬁdxg/z x’”?(l—i-i Oé )dx
k=2
1+ 3 C“’B)
( 2 2 (N+1)M+3/2
p+3/2

Hence, by using and straightforward computation, one gets

g[lalxl]lP ()] + H[lalxl]lP D)+ + e 1Py (a2 ) <nas | o w0+ Cop d.
The previous two inequalities give us
BB 1 ) (1+3y")
2y 1PN 52 (e PP @) < oV o™ (10
<1+% Ca?ﬁ) 2 2u+2 2 2u+2
u+—?>/2na’B(N+ DT =mg g(N +1)%7 (21)

Next, let D; be the positive semi-definite matrix given by . Since the random samples X; follow
the Beta-distribution on [—1, 1] with parameters (a+1, f+1), then we have E <P( 5) (Xj)ﬁéflﬁ) (Xj)> =

n
0x;- That is IE( Z Dj> = In+1, where In4q is the identity matrix of dimension N + 1. Hence, we

j=1
have

At = (B zn D) =1 A = A (B ZD ) -1

Also, from Gershgorin circle theorem, we have

1 aﬁ B) 1 2u+2 _ N(a7ﬁ>
max(Dj) < — P P < N+1)“H . (22
Amax(D;) < - max |PY \Ej(magl]rk (@)]) < -m2 5(N+1) L (22)

Moreover, from [19], we have

Jj=1

log(N+1).

(23)
This concludes the proof of the proposition.

The following theorem provides us with an upper bound for the actual condition number xo(Ap).



Theorem 3. Under the previous notation and the same conditions as proposition |1, for any 0 <
d < 1, we have

172 4 2 (N - 1)20+2 (1800 o f2 1o (

ST\
~—
N———

ko(AN) <

(24)
0.63 — m2 (N + 1)2+2 (LUX ) 4

o
—
o

09

—

SN

~—
N—

with probability at least (1 — §)2.

Proof: Given z = (z1, -+ ,x,) € [—1,1]", we consider the (N + 1) x (N + 1) matrix with en-
tries 72] lP(a’B (x )Pl( iﬁ)(xj). We use the notation Ay(x) for such a matrix. We denote
by Ae(An(x)), 1 < k < N + 1, the eigenvalues of Ay(x) arranged in decreasing order. For
1 <k < N+1, we use McDiarmid’s concentration inequality for the n—variate mapping

z— () = A (An(2))

We prove that the previous mapping ¢, satisfies the bounded differences assumption. That is,
when only one of the n coordinates differs between x and ', then

LN(O[7B) )

91(2) — Bx(a’)] < (N 4 1702 = 9T

(25)

Let us take this for granted for now and we will prove it later on. It follows from McDiarmid’s
inequality that

P(¢ (X X)) — Eop(X1, -, Xn) > g) <e et exp (26)
. e n) — AR n) = < ex —exp ————
LS kA Pomi (N 1t T P a2 (0, 5)
and
P (i (X X,) — Eop(X X,) < —¢) < _onet (27)
kA1, y An kA1, yAn) S E_eXPQL?V(Omﬂ)'
For the value of k = 1, (26 gives us
2
—ne
IP)>\max"4 _E)\maxA S 21_ ar?2 /. o\ 2
(hx(43) ~ Ehmax(An)) € ) 2 1= exp 5 (28)
N
Moreover, for the value of k = N + 1, (27)) gives us
2
—ne
. _ . >_2) > 1 — =
P(Amln(AN) E(Amin(An)) > 5) >1—exp 317 (0. 5) (29)
N\ &,
By combining ([23) and ([28]), one gets
L
Amax(An) < 1.72 + N(:jﬂ) log(N +1) +¢ (30)

with probability at least 1 —exp %27(8) Here, Ly (a, 3) is given by . Also, by combining

and , one gets

Ly(a,p)
n

Amin(An) > (0.63 — log(N +1)) —¢ (31)



. . 2 ..
with probability at least 1 — exp #(25) Hence, by combining and , one gets

L ()

1.72 4 222 Jog(N + 1)) + &
L (e,6)

0.63 — =22 Jog(N 4 1) — ¢

ra(An) <

*TL&‘Q

exp 7>
2L% (o, B)
Let us now prove the bounded differences condition . We have

2 2
with probability at least (1 — . Finally to get , it suffices to let § = exp < ns) .

203 (o, B)

|op(x) — dr(2)] = |on(z1,. - @ic1, @i, i1 -+, Tp) — G150, T, Ty Tig1 -, Ty
= M(An(z)) — Me(An(2))

Let E be the (N + 1) x (N + 1) matrix with entries

s i

1 =(a, ~la, Hlo, Hlo,
B = (B @) B (@) = B () B (a)))

so that Ay (z) = An(2') + E. From Weyl’s perturbation theorem of the spectrum of a perturbed
Hermitian matrix, see for example [5], we have

/\k(AN(ac')) + )\N_H(E) < /\k(AN(JJ/) + E) < /\k(AN(x')) + )\1(E), k=1,---,N+1.

That is
[Ak(An(2")) — Ae(An ()] < [IE]].
Moreover, from Gershgorin circle theorem, we have, for 1 < j < N +1
N(E) =Bl < . Bl
1<p<N+1
p#]j

Hence, one gets

IN(E) < |Ejy

= Z |Ej7p|

+ Z ‘Ej,p

1<p<N+1 1<p<N+1
p#j
1 ~ ~ ~ ~
< = Y B E) B0+ 1B (XD P (x))]
1<p<N+1
N+1
. . 2 Ln(o,8)
< = P(avﬁ) ( P(avﬁ) ) < Z 2 N 1 2p+2 2 N, )
e [Py (@) kzz:  max [P (@)]) < 2mep(N +1) -
This last inequality follows from (21). Since E is Hermitian, then ||E|| = Jmax |A;| which
SJSN+
concludes the proof.
Remark 1. For the special convenient values of a = 3 = —%, the estimate of ka(An) given by the

previous theorem can be further improved. In fact, in this case, the normalized Jacobi polynomials
are reduced to the normalized Chebyshev polynomials T,, defined on [—1,1] by

Tn(z) = %Tn(w), Ty (cos®) = cos(nb), 6 € [0,7].

10



2
It is easy to see that in this case, the optimal value of m_y/5 _1/9 = —. Consequently, with high
0

probability, we have
1.72 + %(N-H) lzg(N—i—l)
raAv) S S e R (32)

Remark 2. Note that the upper bound of ko(An) given by of the previous theorem is the
essential condition for the wvalidity of our nonparametric regression estimator. Numerical results
given in the last section of this work, indicate that the quantity ko(An) remains bounded by a fairly
convenient positive constant when the i.i.d. random sampling points follow a more general proba-
bility law. That is our proposed monparametric regression estimator can be used in the framework
of a more general random sampling set {X;, 1 <1 < n}.

Next, to study the regression estimation error in the ||-||,—norm, we need the following technical
lemma.

1

Lemma 2. Let g € L2(I) be a bounded function. Under the previous notations, for any o > -3

and any 0 < 6 < 1, we have with probability at least 1 — 4,

a8 5™ (XN — 1012 < 222 f100 (2 [0l12
p ;@om) lgls| < 55/ oe (5) gl (33)

where Vo5 = B(a+ 1, B + 1)29FF+L,

Proof: It suffices to use McDiarmid’s inequality with the real valued n—variate function,

¢ I" >R, (z1,...,2,) = oo Z (g(acl))2

Then, for any x1,...,%i—1, 2}, Tit1,...,2n € I, we have
/
’(b(xh ey Li—1yLjy L4l - - 'J'CCTL) - (23(1’1, ey Li—1y L5y Lig1y - - 7:671)’

:M‘ )2 = '.2‘ YaB o2 _ g
| (9@)” = (@) < = lgllse = die

n 2
Consequently, we have Z d? = MH g|l%.. On the other hand, we have

- n
=1

E (”f > (gp@)?) = E(100(0(%)%) = [ lo(a)Pwns(a) dz = ol

The following theorem provides us with an upper bound in the || - ||, —norm for the regression
error in terms of |7y f|l, and |7 f||co. Here, mn f is the orthogonal projection of the regression

function over the subspace Hy = Span{P,ga”B)(), 0<k<N}.

11



Theorem 4. Under the previous notations and the hypotheses of Theorem 3, let n, = rgax i,

then for any 0 < § < 1, we have with probability at least (1 — §)?,

1
1 —TT w
L1og (2)) IS = 7 Slloo + Mmillle 4o,

If = Fanllo < IIf = 7n fllo + 2R2(AN)( (34)

1
L (1 o\ T sl
NGy (nlog(a)> ISP

Proof: Since forany z € I, my f(z) = o' ex(f)P k(:aig)( ), where ¢, (f) = [; f(t)ﬁ,gflﬁ) (t)wa,p(t) dt,
then we have

1 =,
By-C = [%P,iff)(Xj)Lk .C =P. (35)
where C = (co(f), ... ,cN(f)) and P = (FNf(Xl) ,WNf(Xn>)/. The estimator me is given
R N+1 » N
by fon(z) = Z EkP,gf’lﬁ) (z), z € I where C = (a), e ,EN)/ is the least square solution of the
k=1
over-determined system
. 1 ~a, .
By-C= [%Pé_f)(Xj)Lk C =17, (36)
This can be written as R
By -C =P 4+ AP. (37)

where AP = %((f —anf)(X1) +er,.., (f —nf)(Xn) + En)/. Consequently, the least square
solution of is a perturbation of the least square solution of . In this case, we have (see for
example [6]) R
I ~CI, _ . IAPIE
e, =PI,

On the other hand, since

(f =7 ))(X) +ei” <2(f —nnf)(X)° +¢%, V1<j<n,

then we have B
|AP(Z, <2(|AP|Z, +n3)
_ AP _ L /
where n,, = 1%%1 lej| and AP = ﬁ((f — 7N f)(X1),..., (f — v f)(X,)) . Hence, one gets

lc -2,
Iclz,

IAP]Z, +n7

(38)
Pz,

2&2(14]\])

In order to estimate || f — J/”;L ~N|lw, one needs to estimate ||C — C |7, which requires the estimation of
HAPH%Q +n? and HPHZ. Taking g = f — 7y f in Lemmagives, with probability at least (1 —J)2,

wz f=mx D)) = I = w2 < 52 tog ()1 — m I

12



Hence, with probability at least (1 — §)2, we have

%Z((f—WNf)(Xj))QS log (5)||f e fI ¢ =TI

j=1 Yo, 8
Equivalently, we have
2 2
X 5 If — 7 fll
&P+ < 2By e+ .

a’
with probability at least (1 — §)2. In the same way, taking g = 7y f in Lemma [2, one gets with
probability at least (1 — )2,

n

%Z ((WNf)(Xj))Q > ”T‘—NfHZJ _
j=1

Yo,B

log

(%) I fl5

or equivalently

I £IIE log (3
I1PIZ, > == (5) I f1I3-

Q,

Since by Parseval’s equality, we have ||C'H§2 = |[7n f||? and by using (38), one gets

log (2 _ 2
Og(a)Hf - f”2 +||f ﬂzj!f\\w

IC —C|I2, < 2r2(An)
1108 (2) easlz
Va8 n =N fl2

with probability at least (1 — §)2. To conclude for the proof, it suffices to note that
1f = fanllo I =anfllo + lonf = fonlo

and use the fact that ||y f — fanlw = [|C — Cls,.

The following corollary provides us with more explicit estimation error for the estimator ]?n N
in the special case where the regression function has a Lipschitzian p—th derivative.

Corollary 1. Assume that f has p continuous derivatives on I and its p—th derivative f®)
Lip(vy),0 < v < 1. Assume that || ||, and ||f||co are bounded away from zero. Moreover, we assume
that p + v > max(u + %,% —7), p = max(«, 8), 7 = min(«, 5). Then under the previous notation
and assumption, for any 0 < § < 1 and for sufficiently large values of n, N, we have with high
probability,

10 N fy— _1 +”’n
Ny V() X

||f - fn,NHw S

(39)

13



Proof: We recall that under the hypotheses of the corollary, we have see [14],

log N
Np+Y°

1f = 7N fllo < 1 — If =78 flle < e
2

Here, c1, ¢ are two positive constants. Hence, for sufficiently large values of n, N and by using the

previous inequalities together with inequality , one gets the desired error estimate .

Next, assume that for some ¢ > 0, the regression function is the restriction to I of a c—bandlimited
function which we denote also by f. That is f € L?(R) with Fourier transform supported on the
compact interval [—c, ¢]. Then a more explicit estimation error of the estimator f,, y is given in this
case by the following corollary.

Corollary 2. Assume that for some real ¢ > 0, f is the restriction to I of a c—bandlimited function
f. Then, for § = o > —%, any 0 < 6 < 1 and for sufficiently large values of n, N, we have with
high probability,

1 O
1 o\\4 |y Iflle
(L10g(3))" + 2 ldle g,

1f = Pl S 0 I F o + v/262(A) T (40)

1 1 2\ ) % [1f]leo
-2k (3) "

where N\ = =120, (e A C

Ny =¢ ol anT2 , for some constant Cl,.
Proof: In [12], it has been shown that for such a function f, we have
If = mnfllo < 18 [l 1 =7 dlloo <8 1F )2y,
N+2 N+3/2—«
where 775\‘;‘) = 0*1/2Ca<2]\@f+2> : fY](\‘;‘) = caCa<2]§i2 , for some constant C,. Hence, by

combining the previous two inequalities and , one gets the desired error estimate .

Remark 3. Although the quantity n, = max |nil, given in Theorem 4 and the previous two corol-
A1

laries depends on n, in practice and with high probability, the different n; are uniformly bounded
independently of n. This is the case for example when the n; are i.i.d. copies of the largely used
centered Gaussian random variable with variance 0. In this case, for any fived ko > 0 and for any
ko ~1 e—kS/Q
\/i) ~ kor/7/2
is very close to 1 even for reasonable small values of ko. Consequently, the results of Theorem 4
and its two corollaries still hold with high probability, with the quantity n, replaced by a uniform
constant n.

i € N, we have |n;| < koo with probability at least 1 — erf( . This last quantity

Next, in order to have an Lo-risk error, we need to define a truncated version of our estimator
under some conditions. Let r > 0 and fix a constant 0 < ¢ < 0.63 and consider two positive integers
n, N satisfying the inequality

(N +1)2#+2 log(N + 1)

0.63 — mp, 5 -

—n">c>0 (41)

14



Also, assume that the regression function is almost everywhere bounded by a constant M, that is
|f(x)]| <M, aexel. (42)

Let fN, a be the truncated version of the estimate fn N~ given by

v (@) = sign(fon () min(M, | fo v (2))) (43)

Under the usual assumption that the added random noise (¢;)1<i<y are i.i.d. real-valued centered
random variables with variance ¢? and independent from the X;, we have the following theorem
that provides us with an estimate of the Lo-risk error of the estimator fN, am- The proof of this
theorem is partly inspired from the techniques developed in [22].

Theorem 5. Under the previous notation and hypotheses, we have

mi’B(N +1)20+2

= 1 N _
B[~ Fvarl] < - <02 + 17 - mvfui> F =T 12+ AP 57
Q,

n
(44)
Proof: Recall that from , we have for any € > 0
N + 1)2w+2
Amin(AN) > (0.63 — miﬁ(n)log(N + 1)) —€
with probability at least 1 — exp ( —ne* ) In particular for € = &,,, y = /2rlogn (N +
2m? ﬁ(N + 1)4n+4 )" n, n

1)#!, and under condition (41]), one gets

P(Amin(An) >¢) > 1—-n"" (45)

As it is done in [22], we consider the two measurable subsets of I" denoted by €24 and Q_, where
Q. is the set of all possible draw (X1, -+, X},) giving Amin(An) > ¢, while _ is the set of possible
draw giving A\min(An) < ¢. Let dp be the probability measure on I", given by the tensor product
of unidimensional probability measure associated to the B(a + 1, 5 + 1) distribution, that it is

1
dp = @"dp(z;), dp(z;) = ’y—waﬂ(azi)l[(m) dzi, Va5 = Bla+1,5+1)22FFL (46)
a7/6

Then, we have

dp =P{(X1, -+, Xpn) € I"; Amin(AN) < c} <n™". (47)
Q_

Next, by using (43)), it is easy to see that the truncated estimator fN7 M satisfies

f(x) = fuu] < |f(@) = fan(@)], Vael (48)

and
1f(x) = fvar(@)| < |f(@)| + |yl <2M, Vzel (49)

15



Hence, we have

E(If - Fvarll’) = /Q I = Farl2dp+ /Q I = FaatllZdo (50)

By using ([49)), one gets
|1 = Farlde < 4ar0m™ (51)

To bound the first quantity of the right hand side of , we use to get

/ If = Frnrl2de < / If = Fovli2de
Q4 ol

IN

/ If = m fI2dp + / lmns — T2 (52)
o o,

By using Parseval’s equality and our previous notation, we have, on Q.
lenf = Funlls = 1€ —CI3 < 143131 By AP,
1
< SIBYAPI,

That is ~ .
E[wa - fn,NHz;} < C—2E[||B§VAP||§2]
But
N+1 n B
IBYAPIZ, = 5 30 57 B (X) (a8 () +25) B (560 (o (X0) + 1)
k=1 j,l=1

where gy = (f —7nf) L P,g ’15), 1 <k < N + 1. Using the independence of the X;’s as well
as the fact that the €;’s are independent of the X;’s, together with the facts that E(e;) = 0 and

E[s?] = o2, one gets

N+1 n N+1 n
1 1
E[IBNAPIE| = — > S E[S(FY (X)) + 55 YUE[ Y (B (X)) (on(X))?]. (53)
k=1 j=1 k=1  j=1
. pla pla 1
SIHCGE[E?(P]g;lﬂ)(Xj))Z} = E[E?]E[(Pé!lﬁ)(Xj))Q] 27 P and smceE{( (Xj))ﬂ = lgn |2
N41 ’
together with the fact that Z (ﬁ,ﬁ‘ff) (X;)? <m2 BN+ 1)%*2 then we have
k=1
1 T ~(a,5) 2 2 miﬁ(N +1)%2 9
w7 D2 B[ (P (0 (ov (06)°] = =25 w2 (54)
k=1 j=1 :

Finally, by combining the previous equalities and inequalities, together with 7, one gets the
desired Lo—risk error of the estimator fu .

16



Next, we briefly describe how our estimator fn ~ can be used in the framework of a general
random sampling set {X;, 1 < ¢ < n}, drawn from a distribution law, other than the Beta law with
parameters « + 1, 5 + 1. There is two cases to consider. In the first case, we assume that the X;
are i.i.d. copies of a random variable with known cumulative distribution function (CDF) Fx(-). In
this case, it is well known that the transformed random variables x; = Fx(X;) are i.i.d. copies of
a random variables following the uniform law over (0,1). Moreover, it is well known that the CDF
associated with the Beta distribution with parameters o+ 1,341 is given by I.(a«+ 1,5+ 1) : the
regularized incomplete Beta function. Since this last function is invertible, then the transformed
random sampling points, given by

=1 o+ LA+ 1)(Fx(Xy), 1<i<n (55)

follow the Beta(a + 1, + 1) distribution. For the interesting special values of a = 3 = —1, see

2
Remark (1} the inverse of the I;(1/2,1/2) is simply given by

I7N1/2,1/2)(t) = %(1 + sin (7t — g)) t €10,1]. (56)

In the second case where the CDF Fx is not known, this is the case where the sampling distribution
law is unknown, then one can replace in formula , the CDF Fx by an estimator of this later.
There is a fairly rich literature devoted to build estimators of the CDF of unknown probability laws,
see for example [8] and the references therein. Note that to get accurate approximate values of the
outputs Y; at the transformed random sampling points 7;, one may use an interpolation scheme
based on the observed Y; at the original random sampling points X;. In example 1 of the numerical
simulations section, we provide some numerical results that illustrate the stability of the estimator
fn,n when the random sampling set is drawn from the standard normal distribution.

Finally, we briefly describe our random pseudoinverse scheme based estimator can be generalized

to the multivariate case, with random sampling sets {X;, 1 <i < n} C R?. In fact, we only need
to replace each Jacobi polynomial Plh) g< k<N by its tensor product d—dimensional version

Ul (@) = [[ PP (z)), &= (21,...,20) €I%, m=(ma,...,mq) €{0,1,..., N}

mj
Jj=1

d
Note that {\I/z,’ﬁ, m € Nd} is an orthonormal basis of L?(1%,w, g), where wq, g(z) = Hwa,g(xj).
j=1

For the sake of simplicity, we restricted ourselves to the case d = 1. The extension of this scheme
to higher dimensions is the subject of a future work.

4 Random pseudo-inverse based scheme for functional regression
estimator

In this paragraph, we first recall that for a compact interval J, the LFR problem is given by
Y, :/Xi(s)ﬁo(s) ds+e, i=1,....m, (57)
J
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oo
where the X;(-) € L?(J) are random functional predictors, given by X;(s) = kaZLk(pk(s). Here,
k=1
the ¢k () is an orthonormal family of L?(J), the Z;) are ii.d centered random variables with
variance a% and (£x)1<k<n is a real valued deterministic sequence. The ¢; are i.i.d centered white
noise independent of the X;(-) and By(-) € L?(J) is the unknown slope function to be recovered.

logN] +1 subsets Iy = [[2~'+1, min(2¥, N)]].

We use a partition of the set [[1, N]] given by Ky = | 325

On each subset Ij,, we consider the random matrix Gy, given by

1 n
G = [n > &6z Ziy (58)
=1 JAET,
Then, we have

B Z > Cnii(s), Cng = gl (59)

k= 1]61k

where )
Cnk = Glgl(Flg%[Yik]/lgign)a 1<k<Kpy. (60)
Here, the Y* = [Y; k]1<l<n are obtained from Y = [Yi]i<i<n by substituting in , Xi(s) with

its projection XF(s) = > ier, §iZijpj(s). Consequently, the model is substituted with the
following model

Y;kz/Xf<s)ﬂo(s)ds+ef, i=1,...,n, 1<k<Ky, (61)
J

where the i.i.d. noises 6? are centered and E{(sf)ﬂ = o*k Moreover, we assume that the 6

are independent of the Z;;. Then we show that the estimator ﬁn7N(~ , given by (b9) and .
is an accurate and stable estimator for the slope function [y(-), solution of the previous LFR
problem. The following theorem provides us with a bound for the 2—condition number of Gy, as
well as a bound for the estimation error ||8o(-) — Bn.n ()3 For this purpose, we use the function

)= ijgoj(-). Moreover, for 1 < k < Ky, we use the notation ¢g*(-) = 77, g(-), the orthogonal

projection of g(-) over Span{y;(-), j € I;}.
Theorem 6. Assume that max | Zij| < M with probability at least (1 —n). Then, for any n > 0,

) +on)

we have with probability at least 1-— 2<exp (

1.72max ey, 02&5 + 5 log(2F—1) +
ko (G) < el 775 BNk (62)
0.63 minjey, azgj — Tglog( k=1) —p

Here Mg = M? maxi<;j<n |£;]||€l|e,. Moreover, we have

1Ban () = Bo()I13 (Z@ () max G5BTl (63)

22
UZZjeIk 56— 1
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K
with probability at least (1 —exp (—2n M4H€(-)II%72||60(~)II‘£ )) Y
2 2

Proof: Since the i.i.d. random variables Z; ; are centred with variances U%, then

U% fgkflﬂ
E(Gk) =
0%k
Consequently, the minimum and the maximum eigenvalue of E(Gy) are given by

Amin = Amin(E(G)) = 0% min f?, Amax = Amax(E(Gy)) = 0% maxf?.
NS JEI

On the other hand, the random matrix G}, is written in the following form

1 n n
Ge = > Dik, Dij= [Z §i&1Zij 2y
=1 =1 jlel,
Note that each matrix D;; is positive semi definite. This follows from the fact that for any

z € R?"", we have
1

NG

/ /
Dix =28 1B x>0, Bjj= €57 jljer, -

By using Gershgorin circle theorem, one gets

2k
Amax(Dig) < Emaxjer, [§Zi5] Y G2l
1=2k-141
2k M.
2
< Amaer |G D0 lal<—E
1=2k=141

Hence, we have

M,
E(Amln(Gk)) > 0.63 I_Hin 0‘%5]2 _ ¢ log(2k_1)
Jel) n

and
M,
E(Amax(Gk)) < 1.72max 0%5]2 4+ ¢ log(281)
JEIk n

Then, we use McDiarmid’s concentration inequality to conclude that for any n > 0, we have
)\min(sz) > E()\mln(Gk)) -, )\max(Gk) < ]E()\max(Gk)) +7n

with probability at least 1 — exp ;"—N}f By combining the previous two inequalities, one gets .

Next to get the estimation error given by (63)), we note that on each subset Iy, the associated
exact expansion coefficients vector of Bo(-) is given by ¢* = [¢;];er, . Similarly, we define the expan-
sion coefficients restricted to I, of the estimator /3, , that we denote by ¢, ;. These two coefficients
vectors are given by

K _ ~-1

c’ =Gy (

1 a 1 ~ B 1
Féf\/ﬁ [ — €ﬂ/1§iﬁn) =G, I(Flgf/ﬁ[yék]llggn)? ek = G 1(Fliﬁ[yik]/1g§n>7
(64)
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where,

1 .
Fk = = |:§]Z’L,j] 1<i<n,jel}’ 1 S ? S n, 1 S k S KN (65)

Vn
Then we have the following perturbation result for the pseudo-inverse least square solution of
an over-determined system,

€0,k — <*IIZ, Y — Y|, S EDl,
k|2 < #ia( k)—?k 3 = r2Gw) T (66)
0 Y[, S )allg,
~k\ 2 2
On the other hand, since (YZ ) = <Zjelk §jZZ-,jcj) , then we have
~k\ 9
0<(Y;)" < MPIIEFOIZIA O,
and ke
% 2 2 2
E[(YZ ) ] :UZzgjcj
J€l)
Hence by using Hoeffding’s inequality, one concludes that for any 1 > 0, we have
1R k2 Sk Lgm ok o 2 2
nEQOQ)—EKE)]ZHEQOQ)—Uz%;%%Z—n (67)
1= 1= VASEYS

with probability at least 1 — exp ( —2n Finally, by using the inequalities (|64))—

n’ ).
MAEONIZ, 1811,
, together with Parseval’s equality and some straightforward computations, one gets the desired
inequality .

Remark 4. In practice, the deterministic sequence € = (§;); satisfies a decay condition of the type
& < 37°% for some s > 0. In this case, the combined dyadic decomposition and random pseudo-

inverse scheme estimator BnN() s stable in the sense that

1.72-log N

68
0.63 - log 2 (68)

Ky
ka(G) = ra(Gr) $2
k=1

1s a relatively small cumulative condition number.

_ Next, we are interested in having an Lo-risk error of a truncated version of our LFR estimator
Bn,N(+). More precisely, we assume that the true slope function fy(+) is almost every where bounded,
that is there exists L > 0 such that

Bo(x)| < L, aexecl

Then, as for the nonparametric estimator of the previous section, the truncated Bn ~(+) estimator,
denoted by fBn,r(-) is defined by

BVML(&U) = Sign(B\n,N(x)) min (L, ]§n7N(x)\)
Let » > 0 and 7, > 0 be such that
P()\mln(Gk) > nk) > 1-— TL_T, 1 < k < KN. (69)

The following theorem provides us with the Lo-risk of the estimator 5 N, M-
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Theorem 7. Under the previous notations and hypotheses, we have

_ 2 Y 2 Ky o 2
BB () — Bo()1E] < (’Z”fﬁ”%z"’m) g (70
k

k=1

Proof: Let €,k be the expansion coefficients vector of EJQM, the projection over Span{y;(-), j €

I} ofBMM. Foreach 1 <k < K, let 4 ; and 2_ ;, be the set of all possible draw (X1 (-), -+, Xy (+))
for which Apin(Gr) > mi and 0 < Apin(Gk) < ni respectively. Then , we have

Bllens—ctt) < [ [ 1 - i@ Pasdp+ [ [ 1k - @) Pdzdp. ()

where

~ 2
/ / By ar — B) ) P < 2 (72)
Q_,JJ

/QH/‘ BNM 50 dedp /H/’ N~ 50 )\Qda:dp. (73)

Here, dp is the tensor product probability measure, defined in a similar manner as and associ-
ated with the probability law of the random predictors X;(-). By using Parseval’s equality, we have

from

and

. | S
/ |(Bhv = B8) (@) Pda = |[€n — |17, < GBI (YR = YR)IE-

So that on € j, we obtain

1 ~
/!B B @)Pde < | FL (Y~ YH) |2,
nnk

q7
! (~rk k _i - —ekeZ,; _i ‘,

=1 diely
By using the hypotheses on the noises ¢;, it is easy to see that

n

2 2 2

Zglgflgzzlz 7,0 _O—kUZzgj'
j=1

l,j=1

IE

Consequently, we have

1,
[ 1B - sh)Pas < LEsotazien,

k
The previous inequality, together with , and lead to

k)2 | 1| AL?
I5,] < LmpotoRl €k, +

E|[énk — ¢
k

Finally, by using Parseval’s equality and by adding inequalities on subsets I, one gets the
desired Lo—risk error of the estimator Sy .
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Remark 5. For the special of Kn = 1, that is our estimator B\n,N(-) is constructed without the
dyadic partition of the set [[1, N]|, then the Lo—risk of the previous theorem is simply given by

G PopllEllf, N ar?
E[HBN,M(-) — B3] < % LA

n2n3 nr’

5 Numerical Simulations

In this section, we first give some numerical simulations that illustrate the different results of this
paper. Then, we provide real data application of our nonparametric regression estimator with data
corresponding to the Covid-19 daily spread over 15 months ( starting from March 1st 2020) of four
countries covering different regions of the world.

5.1 Numerical examples

Example 1: In this first example, we illustrate the result of Theorem 3, as well as an adapta-
tion of this result when the random sampling set is drawn from a standard normal distribution,
as described by and . Then, we illustrate by some numerical test, the inequality
which is a consequence of Theorem 5. For this purpose, we have considered the case of the re-
normalized Jacobi polynomials, so that they are orthonormal over I; = [0, 1] with the two special
cases of « = 8 = —% as well as @« = 8 = 0. In this case, the corresponding coefficients m, g,

given by Proposition 1 and remark 1, are m_ 11= %, moo = \/ 2+1/\[ ~ 0.95. Then, we have

)

considered the values of N = 5,10, 15,20 and dlfferent values of n the size of the sampling set
{Xj,7 = 1,...,n} following the beta B(«a,a)—law. Also, we have computed the average of the
condition number k2(Apy) over 50 such realizations of Apy. Then, we have repeated the previous
simulations, with the initial random sampling set {X;, 1 < i < n} drawn from the standard normal
distribution. We have considered the transformed random sampling 7, 1 <7 < n, associated with
the Beta(a+ 1,3 + 1) probability law. We denote by Ay, the counterparts of the random matrix
Apn when the transformed sampling points 7; are used instead of the X;. The obtained numerical
results are given by Table 1.

Next, to illustrate the stability of our proposed LFR estimator B\WN(-), we have computed
the cumulative 2—norm condition numbers of the positive definite random matrices Gy, given by
, with different values of the integers N,n and the decay rate exponent s of the determinis-
tlc sequence (&;);. Also, we assume that the i.i.d. random variables Z; follow the uniform law

U(—+/3,4/3). In Table 2, we have listed the corresponding values of the cumulative condition num-
Ky

bers ka(G) = ZK)Q(Gk). It is interesting to note that from these numerical values, the actual

k=1
values of the ko(G) are slightly smaller than the theoretical bounds given by the right-hand side of

inequality .
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a=08 N n ka4n) KJQ(AVN) a=08 N n ko(An) K}Q(AVN)

-05 5 25 7.74 6.48 0.0 5 40 8.36 7.27

10 40 17.57 11.03 10 100 19.94 13.36
15 60 24.72 22.03 15 125 33.84 22.52
20 100  27.09 12.03 20 250 133.07 29.82

Table 1: Illustration of Theorem 3.

s N n rk(G) N n k(G) N n r(G) N n k(G
0.75 20 100 12.05 30 100 1549 40 100 17.63 50 100 19.66

150  11.39 150  12.85 150  15.66 150 18.08
200 11.22 200 12.26 200 15.16 200 15.90
1.5 20 100 25,59 30 100 29.55 40 100 36.23 50 100 41.01
150  23.78 150  28.60 150 33.32 150 37.11
200 21.90 200 2797 200 31.39 200  31.39

Table 2: Illustration of the cumulative condition number given by .

Example 2: A synthetic test function. In this example, for a given real number s > 0, we consider
the Weierstrass test function, given by

2k
Ws(x):zcosgkfx), 1<z<l. (74)
k>0

Note that Wy € C*7¢(I), Ve < s. Here, C"([) is the usual Holder space defined over the interval I
and having a Holder smoothness exponent » > 0. We have considered the two values of s = 1, 2.
Note that for s = 1, Ws(+) is continuous but nowhere differentiable, which makes this case hard
to handle by classical nonparametric regression estimators. Then, we considered the values of
a=p= —% and constructed our estimator fn ~n(+), based on the first N + 1 Jacobi polynomials

ﬁéa’a) with N = 10,20,30 and a random sampling set of size n = 100 and following the beta
B(a+ 1,a + 1) distribution on I. The added centered white noise in has variance o2, with
o = 0.1, 0.05. Also, We have performed 10 realizations of the numerical approximations of the
Weierstrass function by our estimator.

Moreover, for comparison purpose, we have repeated the above numerical simulations by ap-

plying the Kernel Ridge Regression (KRR) estimator, associated with the Sinc-kernel, given by
sin(c(x —

K.(z,y) = (<<‘7)J)), x,y € I, where ¢ > 0 is a tuning parameter called bandwidth. Note that
m(r —vy

the popular KRR estimator is briefly described as follows. Given a reproducing kernel Hilbert

space (RKHS), associated with a positive-definite kernel K(-,-) and given a convenient regulariza-

tion parameter A > 0, the KRR estimator of f is given by the solution of the following minimization
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problem,

fAZarg%i?g{iz(f(Xi)—E)erAIIfH%}’ (75)

where || || is the usual norm of H. Thanks to the representer theorem, the solution of the previous
minimization problem is given by

n
~ 11
@)=Y aK (@, Xy, c=ler,... el = G/\lﬁ[Yl, LY, (76)
k=1
where Gy = [%K(Xi, Xj)} e + AL, is the regularized Gram-matrix, with I, is the n x n identity
<ij<n

matrix. The convenient value of the regularization parameter is chosen by the well-known cross
validation technique. We denote by fc, the KRR estimator based on the Sinc-kernel with parameter
¢ > 0. The average mean squared estimation errors, associated with the estimators f, v and f.
for this example and for different values of N and ¢ are given in Table 3. From these numerical
results, one concludes that both estimators have similar accuracy. Nonetheless, our estimator is
much faster than the KRR based estimator since it involves the inversion of a relatively small size
random matrix. This is not the case for a KRR based estimator, specially when handling large
sampling dataset. As an example, for a moderate size of the sampling set n = 200, and with the
values of N = ¢ = 10, the computing time required for the construction of the KRR estimator f.
is approximately 10 times the computing time for our proposed estimator f, .

o s N MSE(fun) ¢ MSE(f.) s N MSE(fun) c¢ MSE(})
01 1.0 10 153e—1 10 1.60e—1 20 10 1.7le—3 10 1l.4de—3

20 588e¢—-3 20 7.53e—-3 20 2.00e—3 20 1.58e-3
30 394e—-3 30 4.05e—-3 30 293e—-3 30 212e-3
0.06 1.0 10 1.42e -1 10 1.29e—1 2.0 10 823e—4 10 93le—4
20 4.86e—3 20 6.3le—3 20 6.35e—4 20 6.98¢—4
30 1.82¢e -3 30 1.85e¢—3 30 6.55e¢—4 30 9.34e—4

Table 3: Mean squared estimation errors for example 2.

Example 3: In this last example, we illustrate the performance of our LFR estimator Bn ~N(-). We
consider the test LFR problem that has been proposed in [10] and used later on for comparisons
purposes in [16]. For this test problem, J = [0, 1] and the slope function is given by

50 50 ; .
_ o (—1)7*+t L1 ifj=1
Bols) = 2%%(8) = 2;4j2soj<s>, #i(5) = { VBcos(njs) ifj > 1L
Jj= j=
50
The random predictor functional is given by X (-) = Z £ Z;p;(+), where the deterministic sequence
j=1

(&); is given by &; = %, s > 0 and the Zj are i.i.d. random sample following the uniform law
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U (—\/g, \/§) The addedAcentred white noise €; has variance o2 with ¢ = 0.5. Then, we have
computed our estimator 3, y(-) according our scheme given by —, with values of N = 50,
n = 100,200,300 and s = 1.5,2.0,4.0. We have computed the average of the squared prediction
and estimation error over 10 realizations. These errors are respectively given by

. . 1 R SO R
Eo=[Bo() = Bav(M§ =D jj(cj ~%)%, Br=|Bo— Bunll3 = > (e - ).

J J
S n EO EQ S n EO EQ S n EO EQ
1.5 100 2.62e—-3 7.72e—2 2.0 100 1.52¢e—3 6.94e—3 4.0 100 2.02¢e -3 3.32¢—1
200 128¢—3 3.12¢e -2 200 1.11le—3 5.17e—3 200 3.92e—4 9.11le—2
300 3.15e—4 1.62e —2 300 3.84e—4 1.54e—-3 300 2.51le—4 1.28¢—2

Table 4: Prediction and estimation errors of the estimator @L ~(-) for N = 50 and different values
of s, n.

The obtained numerical values of these errors are given by Table 4. These numerical results are
coherent with the theoretical results given by Theorem 5. Moreover, by comparing our results with
those obtained in [I6] for this same test problem, we conclude that our estimator §, n(-) clearly
outperforms in terms of accuracy and convergence speed, the estimators proposed in the previous
references.

5.2 A Real data Application: Covid-19 world’s countries spread.

In this last section, we use the publicly available daily updated dataset of world’s countries spread
of Covid-19, provided by Our World in Data. This dataset contains the updated data starting from
March 1st 2020 till October 16th and corresponding to the daily confirmed cases as well as the daily
deaths for different world’s countries. The URL of the dataset is https://github.com/owid/covid-
19-data/tree/master/public/data

For the present simulations, we restrict ourselves to the data corresponding to daily cases during
the period March 1st-October 16th and corresponding to four countries: USA, Algeria, Italy and
India. The considered data covers m = 594 days and the aim is to build a non-parametric regression
estimators for these countries daily covid-19 cases. To apply our estimator based on random pseudo-
inverse associated with Jacobi polynomials, we have considered the special values of the parameters
B=a= —%, N = 40. Then, we have considered a sampling set S = {X;, : = 1,...,n} with n = 340
random samples in the interval [0, 1] and following the B(a + 1,a 4+ 1) law. We found that the
average 2—condition number of the small size (N+41) x (N +1) random matrix Ay = B}y By is given
by ka(An) = 9.12. This ensures the stability of the proposed nonparametric regression estimator,
as predicted by Theorem 3. We have considered n observed outputs Y;, given by Y; = f([mX;]),
where f(k) is the observed number of daily Covid-19 confirmed cases at day k with 1 < k < 594.
The coefficients (¢i)o<k<n of the Jacobi polynomials based estimators f,, y are computed in a fast
way by using formula . Note that since the random sampling points belong to the interval
J = [0, 1], then our estimators are constructed by the use of the re-normalized Jacobi polynomials
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Figure 1: Plots of the true Covid-19 daily cases (points) versus their Jacobi based estimates (line)
for (a) USA, (b) Algeria, (c) Italy, (d) India.

given by Qx(x) = \}iﬁk@:ﬁ — 1), z € J. These last set of Jacobi polynomials are orthonormal on
J. In order to make this estimator robust (that is not sensitive to data outliers), we have applied
the RANSAC algorithm trick with 10 iterations and we have chosen the estimator that best fits
the whole data set of 594 measurements from the n = 340 the size of random sampling set used at
each iterations. In Figure 1, we have plotted in points, the graphs of the real data corresponding to
the daily confirmed cases, versus the graph of the associated Jacobi polynomials based estimator
fn, ~N(+). These numerical simulation results are coherent with the theoretical results of Theorem 3.

In particular, the estimator J?n ~(+) has been made robust by just using few iterations.
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