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Quantileregression when thecovariatesare
functions
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A bstract Thispaperdealswith a linearm odelofregression on quantiles

when theexplanatory variabletakesvaluesin som efunctionalspaceand the

responseisscalar.W eproposeasplineestim atorofthefunctionalcoe�cient

thatm inim izesapenalized L1 typecriterion.Then,westudy theasym ptotic

behaviorofthisestim ator.Thepenalization isofprim ary im portanceto get

existence and convergence.

K ey w ords Functionaldata analysis,conditionalquantiles,B -splinefunc-

tions,roughnesspenalty.

1 Introduction

Becauseoftheincreasing perform ancesofm easurem entapparatusand com -

puters,m any dataarecollected and saved on thinnerand thinnertim escales

orspatialgrids(tem perature curves,spectrom etric curves,satellite im ages,

...). So,we are led to process data com parable to curves or m ore gener-

ally to functionsofcontinuousvariables(tim e,space).Thesedata arecalled

functionaldata in the literature (see Ram say and Silverm an,2002). Thus,

thereisaneed todevelop statisticalproceduresaswellastheory forthiskind
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ofdata and actually m any recent works study m odels taking into account

thefunctionalnatureofthedata.

M ainly in a form alway,the oldest works in that direction intended to

give a m athem aticalfram ework based on the theory oflinear operators in

Hilbert spaces (see Deville,1974,Dauxois and Pousse,1976). After that

and in an otherdirection,practicalaspectsofextensionsofdescriptive sta-

tisticalm ethods like forexam ple PrincipalCom ponent Analysis have been

considered (seeBesse and Ram say,1986).Them onographsby Ram say and

Silverm an (1997,2002)areim portantcontributionsin thisarea.

Aspointed outby Ram say and Silverm an (1997),\thegoalsoffunctional

dataanalysisareessentiallythesam easthoseofotherbranchesofStatistics":

one ofthis goalis the explanation ofvariationsofa dependent variable Y

(response)by using inform ation from an independentfunctionalvariableX

(explanatory variable). In m any applications,the response isa scalar: see

Frank and Friedm an (1993),Ram say and Silverm an (1997),...Traditionally,

one deals,forsuch a problem ,with estim ating the regression on the m ean

i.e.them inim izeram ong som eclassoffunctionalsr of

E

�
(Y � r(X ))2

�
:

Aswhen X isavectorofrealnum bers,thetwom ain approachesarelinear

(see Ram say and Dalzell,1991,for the functionallinear m odel) or purely

nonparam etric (see Ferraty and Vieu,2002,which adaptkernelestim ation

to thefunctionalsetting).Itisalso known thatestim ating theregression on

the m edian orm ore generally on quantileshassom e interest. The problem

isthen to estim atethem inim izeram ong g� of

E [l� (Y � g�(X ))]; (1)

wherel�(u)= juj+ (2�� 1)u.Thevalue� = 1=2 correspondsto thecondi-

tionalm edian whereasvalues� 2]0;1[correspond toconditionalquantilesof

order�.Theadvantageofestim ating conditionalquantilesm ay befound in

2



m any applicationssuch asin agronom y (estim ation ofyield thresholds),in

m edicine orin reliability.Besidesrobustaspectsofthem edian,itm ay also

help toderivesom ekind ofcon�denceprediction intervalsbased on quantiles.

In ourwork,we assum e thatthe conditionalquantile oforder� can be

written as

g�(X )= h	 �;X i; (2)

where < :;:> isa functionalinnerproductand theparam eterofthem odel

	 � isa function to be estim ated.Thisistheequivalentofthelinearm odel

for regression quantiles studied by Koenker and Bassett (1978) where the

innerproductistheEuclidean oneand theparam eterisa vectorofscalars.

W e choose to estim ate the function 	 � by a \direct" m ethod: writing our

estim ator as a linear com bination ofB-splines,it m inim izes the em pirical

version ofexpectation (1)with the addition ofa penalty term proportional

tothesquarenorm ofagiven orderderivativeofthespline.Thepenalization

term allowson onesideto controltheregularity oftheestim atorand on the

othersideto getconsistency.

Unlikeforthesquarefunction,m inim ization offunction l� doesnotlead

to an explicit expression ofthe estim ator. W hile com putation ofthe esti-

m atorcan beresolved by using traditionalalgorithm s(forinstancebased on

Iteratively W eighted Least Squares),the convexity ofl� allows theoretical

developm ents.

In section 2,wede�nem oreprecisely thefram ework ofourstudy and the

splineestim atorofthefunctionalparam eter	 �.Section 3 isdevoted to the

asym ptoticbehaviourofourestim ator:westudy L2 convergence and derive

an upperbound forthe rate ofconvergence. Com m ents on the m odeland

on the optim ality ofthe rate ofconvergence are given in section 4. Finally,

theproofsaregathered in section 5.
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2 C onstruction ofthe estim ator

In thiswork,thedataconsistofan i.i.d.sam pleofpairs(X i;Yi)i= 1;:::;n drawn

from a population distribution (X ;Y ). W e consider explanatory variables

X i which aresquareintegrable(random )functionsde�ned on [0;1],i.e.are

elem entsofthespaceL2([0;1])so thatX i= (X i(t);t2 [0;1]).Theresponse

Yi isa scalarbelonging to R. Assum e thatH ,the range ofX ,is a closed

subspace ofL2([0;1]). For Y having a �nite expectation,E(jY j) < +1 ,

and for� 2]0;1[,theconditional�-quantile functionalg� ofY given X isa

functionalde�ned on H m inim izing (1).

Our aim is to generalize the linear m odelintroduced by Koenker and

Bassett(1978).In oursetting,itconsistsin assum ing thatg� isa linearand

continuous functionalde�ned on H and then it follows thatg�(X )can be

written asin (2).Taking theusualinnerproductin L2([0;1]),wecan write

g�(X )= h	 �;X i=

Z
1

0

	 �(t)X (t)dt;

where	 � isthefunctionalcoe�cientin H tobeestim ated,theorder�being

�xed.From now on weconsider,forsim plicity,thattherandom variablesX i

arecentered,thatisto say E(X i(t))= 0,forta.e.

W hen X is m ultivariate, Bassett and Koenker (1978) study the least

absolute error (LAE) estim ator for the conditionalm edian,which can be

extended toany quantilereplacing theabsolutevalueby theconvex function

l� in thecriterion to bem inim ized (see Koenkerand Bassett,1978).In our

casewherewehavetoestim ateafunctionbelongingtoanin�nitedim ensional

space,we are looking atan estim atorin the form ofan expansion in som e

basis ofB -splines functions and then m inim izing a sim ilar criterion with

howevertheaddition ofa penalty term .

Beforedescribing in detailstheestim ation procedure,letusnotethates-

tim ation ofconditionalquantileshasreceived aspecialattention in them ulti-

variatecase.Assaid before,linearm odellinghasbeen m ainlyinvestigated by

Bassettand Koenker(1978).Fornonparam etricm odels,wem ay distinguish
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two di�erent approaches: \indirect" estim ators which are based on a pre-

lim inary estim ation oftheconditionalcum ulativedistribution function (cdf)

and \direct" estim ators which are based on the m inim izing the em pirical

version ofcriterion (1). In the classof\indirect" estim ators,Bhattacharya

and Gangopadhyay (1990)study a kernelestim ator ofthe conditionalcdf,

and estim ation ofthe quantile is achieved by inverting this estim ated cdf.

In the classof\direct" estim ators,kernelestim atorsbased on local�thave

been proposed (seeTsybakov,1986,Lejeuneand Sarda,1988orFan,Hu and

Truong,1994);in a sim ilarapproach,Heand Shi(1994)and Koenkeret.al.

(1994)proposeasplineestim ator.Although oursettingisquitedi�erent,we

adaptin ourproofsbelow som eargum entsofthework by Heand Shi(1994).

In nonparam etric estim ation,itisusualto assum e thatthe function to

beestim ated issu�ciently sm ooth so thatitcan beexpended in som ebasis:

the degree ofsm oothness is quanti�ed by the num ber ofderivatives and a

lipschitz condition for the derivative ofgreatest order (see condition (H.2)

below).Itisalsoquiteusualtoapproxim atesuch kind offunctionsby m eans

ofregression splines(seedeBoor,1978,fora guideforsplines).Forthis,we

haveto selecta degreeqin N and a subdivision of[0;1]de�ning theposition

oftheknots.Although itisnotnecessary,wetakeequispaced knotsso that

only the num ber ofthe knots has to be selected: for k in N
?,we consider

k� 1knotsthatde�neasubdivision oftheinterval[0;1]intok sub-intervals.

Forasym ptotictheory,thedegreeqis�xed butthenum berofsub-intervalsk

dependson thesam plesizen;k = kn:Itiswell-known thata splinefunction

isa piecewise polynom ial:weconsiderhere piecewise polynom ialsofdegree

q on each sub-interval,and (q� 1)tim esdi�erentiable on [0;1].Thisspace

ofspline functions is a vectorialspace ofdim ension k + q. A basis ofthis

vectorialspaceisthesetoftheso-called norm alized B -splinefunctions,that

wenoteby B k;q = (B 1;:::;B k+ q)
�
.

Then,weestim ate	 � by alinearcom bination offunctionsB l.Thisleads

usto �nd a vector b� = (b�1;:::;b�k+ q)
� in R k+ q such that
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b	 � =

k+ qX

l= 1

b�lB l= B
�
k;q
b�: (3)

Itisthen naturalto look for b	 � asthem inim izeroftheem piricalversion of

(1)am ong functionalg� oftheform (2)with functions	 � belonging to the

spaceofsplinefunctionsde�ned above.W ewillhoweverconsiderapenalized

criterion aswe willsee now. In oursetting,the pseudo-design m atrix A is

them atrixofdim ension n� (k+ q)and elem entshX i;B jifori= 1;:::;n and

j= 1;:::;k+ q.Even ifwedo nothavean explicitexpression fora solution

to them inim ization problem ,itisknown thatthesolution would depend on

thepropertiesoftheinverseofthem atrix 1

n
A �A which isthe(k+ q)� (k+ q)

m atrix with generalterm h�n(B j);B li,where �n isthe em piricalversion of

thecovarianceoperator�X ofX de�ned forallu in L2([0;1])by

�X u = E (hX ;uiX ): (4)

W eknow that�X isanuclearoperator(seeDauxoisetal,1982),consequently

no bounded inverse existsforthisoperator. M oreover,asa consequence of

the�rstm onotonicity principle(seetheorem 7.1,p.58,in W einberger,1974),

the restriction ofthisoperatorto the space ofspline functions hassm aller

eigenvaluesthan �X .Finally,itappearstobeim possibletocontrolthespeed

ofconvergence to zero ofthesm allesteigenvalueof 1

n
A �A (when n tendsto

in�nity):in thatsense,we arefaced with an inversion problem thatcan be

quali�ed asill-conditioned.A way tocircum ventthisproblem istointroduce

apenalization term in them inim ization criterion (seeRam sayandSilverm an,

1997,orCardotetal.,2003,fora sim ilarapproach in the functionallinear

m odel).Thus,them ain roleofthepenalization isto controltheinversion of

them atrix linked tothesolution oftheproblem and itconsistsin restricting

thespaceofsolutions.Thepenalization introduced below willhaveanother

e�ect since we also want to controlthe sm oothness ofour estim ator. For

thisreason,and followingseveralauthors(seereferencesabove),wechoosea

penalization which allowstocontrolthenorm ofthederivativeoforderm > 0
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ofany linearcom bination ofB-spline functions,so thatitcan be expressed

m atricially.Denotingby (B �
k;q�)

(m )them -th derivativeofthesplinefunction

B �
k;q�;wehave


(B �

k;q�)
(m )


2 = ��G k�; 8� 2 R

k+ q
;

whereG k isthe(k+q)�(k+q)m atrixwithgeneralterm [G k]jl= hB
(m )

j ;B
(m )

l
i:

Then,thevector b� in (3)ischosen asthesolution ofthefollowing m ini-

m ization problem

m in
�2Rk+ q

�
1

n

nX

i= 1

l�(Yi� hB �
k;q�;X ii)+ � k (B �

k;q�)
(m ) k2

�

; (5)

where � is the penalization param eter. In the next section,we present a

convergenceresultofthesolutionof(5).Notethattheroleofthepenalization

also clearly appearsin thisresult.

3 C onvergence result

W epresentinthissectionthem ainresultontheconvergenceofourestim ator.

Thebehaviourofourestim atorislinked to a penalized version ofthem atrix

bC = 1

n
A �A .M oreprecisely,adoptingthesam enotationsasin Cardotet.al.

(2003),theexistenceand convergenceofourestim atordepend on theinverse

ofthem atrix bC � = bC + �G k.Underthehypothesesoftheorem 1 below,the

sm allesteigenvalueofbC �,noted �m in(bC �),tendsto zero asthesam plesizen

tendsto in�nity. Asthe rate ofconvergence of b	 � dependson the speed of

convergence of�m in(bC �)to zero,we introduce a sequence (�n)n2N such that

theset
n de�ned by


n =

n

!=�m in(bC �)> c�n

o

; (6)

hasprobability which goesto 1 when n goesto in�nity.Cardotetal.(2003)

have shown thatsuch a sequence existsin the sense thatunderhypotheses

oftheorem 1,thereexistsastrictly positivesequence(�n)n2N tending tozero

asn tendsto in�nity and such that
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�m in(bC �)� c�n + oP
�
(k2nn

1� �)� 1=2
�
; (7)

with � 2]0;1[.

To provetheconvergenceresultoftheestim ator b	 �,weassum ethatthe

following hypothesesaresatis�ed.

(H :1)k X k� C0 < +1 ; a:s:

(H :2)The function 	 � issupposed to have a p0-th derivative 	
(p0)
� such

that

�
�
�	

(p0)
� (t)� 	 (p0)

� (s)

�
�
�� C1jt� sj�; s;t2 [0;1];

where C1 > 0 and � 2 [0;1]. In what follows,we set p = p0+ � and we

supposethatq� p� m .

(H :3)Theeigenvaluesof�X (de�ned in (4))arestrictly positive.

(H :4)Forx 2 H ,therandom variable� de�ned by � = Y � h	�;X ihas

conditionaldensity function fx given X = x,continuousand bounded below

by a strictly positiveconstantat0,uniform ly forx 2 H .

W ederivein theorem 1below an upperbound fortherateofconvergence

with respect to som e kind ofL2-norm . Indeed,the operator�X is strictly

non-negative,so we can associate ita sem i-norm noted k:k
2
and de�ned by

kuk
2

2
= h�X u;ui.Then,wehavethefollowing result.

T heorem 1 Under hypotheses(H :1)� (H :4),ifwe also suppose thatthere

exists�; in ]0;1[such thatkn � n�,� � n�  and �n � n� �� (1� �)=2 (where

� isde� ned in relation (7)),then

(i) b	 � existsand isunique excepton a setwhose probability goesto zero

asn goesto in� nity,

(ii)k b	 � � 	 � k
2

2
= O P

�
1

k
2p
n

+
1

n�n
+

�2

kn�n
+ �k

2(m � p)
n

�

:

4 Som e com m ents

(i)Hypotheses(H.1)and (H.3)arequiteusualin thefunctionalsetting:see

forinstance Bosq (2000)orCardotetal. (2003). Hypothesis(H :4)im plies
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uniquenessoftheconditionalquantileoforder�.

(ii)Som eargum entsin theproofoftheorem 1 areinspired from thedem on-

stration ofHeand Shi(1994)within thefram ework ofrealcovariates.M ore-

over,som eresultsfrom Cardotet.al.(2003)arealso useful,m ainly to deal

with thepenalization term aspointed outabove.

Notethatitisassum ed in them odelofHeand Shi(1994)thattheerrorterm

isindependentofX :condition (H.4)allowsusto dealwith a m ore general

setting,asin Koenkerand Bassett(1978).

(iii)Itispossibletochooseparticularvaluesfor� and tooptim izetheupper

bound fortherateofconvergencein theorem 1.In particular,werem ark the

im portancetocontrolthespeed ofconvergenceto0ofthesm allesteigenvalue

of bC � by �n. For exam ple,Cardot etal. (2003) have shown that,under

hypothesesoftheorem 1,relation (7)istruewith �n = �=kn.Thisgivesus

k b	 � � 	 � k
2

2= O P

�
1

k
2p
n

+
kn

n�
+ �+ �k

2(m � p)
n

�

:

A corollary isobtained ifwetakekn � n1=(4p+ 1) and � � n� 2p=(4p+ 1);then we

get

k b	 � � 	 � k
2

2
= O P

�
n
� 2p=(4p+ 1)

�
:

W ecanim aginethat,withstrongerhypothesesontherandom functionX ,we

can �nd a sequence �n greaterthan �=kn,thatwillim provetheconvergence

speed oftheestim ator.Asam atteroffact,theratederived intheorem 1does

notim ply the rate obtained by Stone (1982),thatisto say a rate oforder

n� 2p=(2p+ 1). Indeed,suppose that 1=k2pn ,1=(n�n) and �2=(kn�n) are allof

ordern� 2p=(2p+ 1).Thiswould im ply thatkn � n1=(2p+ 1) and �n � n� 1=(2p+ 1),

which contradictsthecondition �n � n� �� (1� �)=2.Nevertheless,itispossible

to obtain a speed ofordern� 2p=(2p+ 1)+ �. Thisleadsto kn � n1=(2p+ 1)� �=(2p)

and �n � n� 1=(2p+ 1)� �. Then,the condition �n � n� �� (1� �)=2 im plies � =

p(1� �)=(2p+ 1).So �nally,wegetkn � n(1+ �)=2(2p+ 1),� � n(� 4p� 1+ �)=4(2p+ 1)

and �n � n(� p� 1+ p�)=(2p+ 1).Theconvergence resultwould bethen
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k b	 � � 	 � k
2

2
= O P

�
n
� p(1+ �)=(2p+ 1)

�
:

A �nalrem ark isthatthelastterm �k
2(m � p)
n ofthespeed in theorem 1 isnot

alwaysnegligible com pared to the otherterm s.However,itwillbethecase

ifwesupposethatm � p=(1+ �)+ (1� �)=4(1+ �).

(iv) This quantile estim ator is quite usefulin practice,specially for fore-

casting purpose(by conditionalm edian orinter-quantilesintervals).From a

com putationalpointofview,severalalgorithm sm ay be used: we have im -

plem ented in theR languagean algorithm based on theIterated Reweighted

LeastSquare(IRLS).Notethateven forrealdatacases,thecurvesarealways

observed in som e discretization points,the regression splinesiseasy to im -

plem entby approxim ating innerproductswith quadrature rules.TheIRLS

algorithm (see Ruppertand Carroll,1988,Lejeune and Sarda,1988)allows

to build conditionalquantiles spline estim ators and gives satisfactory fore-

castresults.Thisalgorithm hasbeen used in particularon the\ORAM IP"

(\Observatoire R�egionalde l’Airen M idi-Pyr�en�ees")data to forecastpollu-

tion in the city ofToulouse (France):the resultsofthispracticalstudy are

described in Cardotet.al.(2004).W eareinterested in predicting theozone

concentration oneday ahead,knowing theozonecurve(concentration along

tim e) the day before. In that specialcase,conditionalquantiles were also

usefulto predictan ozonethreshold such thattheprobability to exceed this

threshold is a given risk 1 � �. In other words,it com es back to give an

estim ation ofthe �-quantile m axim um ozone knowing the ozone curve the

day before.

5 Proofoftheorem 1

Theproofoftheresultisbased on thesam ekind ofdecom position ofb	 �� 	 �

as the one used by He and Shi(1994). The m ain di�erence com es from

the fact that our design m atrix is ill-conditioned,which led us to add the

penalization term treated using som eargum entsfrom Cardotetal.(2003).
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Hypothesis(H :2)im plies(seedeBoor,1978)thatthereexistsa splinefunc-

tion 	 ?
� = B �

k;q�
?,called spline approxim ation of	 �,such that

sup
t2[0;1]

j	 ?
�(t)� 	 �(t)j�

C2

k
p
n

: (8)

In whatfollows,wesetR i= h	 ?
� � 	 �;X ii;so wededucefrom (8)and from

hypothesis(H :1)thatthereexistsa positiveconstantC3 such that

m ax
i= 1;:::;n

jR ij�
C3

k
p
n

; a:s: (9)

The operator �n allows to de�ne the em piricalversion ofthe L2 norm by

kuk
2

n
= h�nu;ui. At �rst, we show the result (ii) of theorem 1 for the

penalized em piricalL2 norm . W riting b	 � � 	 � = (b	 � � 	 ?
�)+ (	 ?

� � 	 �),

weget

kb	 � � 	 �k
2

n + �k(b	 � � 	 �)
(m )k2

�
2

n

nX

i= 1

hb	 � � 	 ?
�;X ii

2 +
2

n

nX

i= 1

h	 ?
� � 	 �;X ii

2

+2�k(b	 � � 	 ?
�)

(m )k2 + 2�k(	 ?
� � 	 �)

(m )k2:

Now,using again hypothesis (H :1),we get alm ost surely and for alli =

1;:::;n,the inequality h	 ?
� � 	 �;X ii

2 � C 2
0
C 2
2
=k2pn . M oreover,lem m a 8 of

Stone (1985)gives us the existence ofa positive constant C4 thatsatis�es

k(	 � � 	 ?
�)

(m )k2 � C4k
2(m � p)
n .So wededuce

kb	 � � 	 �k
2

n + �k(b	 � � 	 �)
(m )k2

�
2

n

nX

i= 1

hb	 � � 	 ?
�;X ii

2 + 2�k(b	 � � 	 ?
�)

(m )k2

+
2C 2

0
C 2
2

k
2p
n

+ 2C4�k
2(m � p)
n ; a:s: (10)

Ourgoalisnow to com pareourestim ator b	 � with thesplineapproxim ation

	 ?
�.Forthat,weadoptthefollowingtransform ation � =

bC
� 1=2
� �+ �?.Then,

wede�neon theset
 n

11



fi(�) = l�

h

Yi� hB �
k;q

�
bC � 1=2
� � + �?

�

;X ii

i

+�






h

B
�
k;q

�
bC � 1=2
� � + �?

�i(m )





2

:

W enoticethatm inim izing
P n

i= 1
fi(�)com esback tothem inim ization ofthe

criterion (5). W e are interested by the behaviourofthe function fi around

zero:fi(0)isthevalueofourlosscriterion when � = �?.Letusalso notice

thattheinverseofthem atrix bC � appearsin thede�nition offi.Thisinverse

existson theset
n de�ned by (6),and which probability goesto1asn goes

to in�nity.Lem m a 1 below,whoseproofisgiven in section 5.1,allowsusto

gettheresults(i)and (ii)oftheorem 1 forthepenalized em piricalL2 norm .

Lem m a 1 Under the hypotheses oftheorem 1, for all� > 0,there exists

L = L� (su� ciently large) and (�n)n2N with �n =
p
1=(n�n)+ �2=(kn�n)

such that,forn large enough

P

"

inf
j�j= L�n

nX

i= 1

fi(�)>
nX

i= 1

fi(0)

#

> 1� �:

Using convexity argum ents,thisinequality m eansthatthesolution b� exists

and isunique on the ballcentered in �? and ofradiusL�n. Aswe use the

one-to-one transform ation � = bC
� 1=2
� � + �? on the set 
n,we deduce the

existence and the uniqueness ofthe solution of(5) on the set 
n,which

provespoint(i)oftheorem 1.

Now,let� bestrictly positive;using theconvexity offunction fi,thereexists

L = L� such that,forn largeenough

P

"

inf
j�j� L�n

nX

i= 1

fi(�)>
nX

i= 1

fi(0)

#

> 1� �: (11)

On theotherhand,using thede�nition offi and them inim ization criterion

(5),wehave

12



1

n

nX

i= 1

fi

�
bC 1=2
�

b� � bC 1=2
� �?

�

= inf
�2Rk+ q

"

1

n

nX

i= 1

l�
�
Yi� hB �

k;q�;X ii
�
+ �




�
B

�
k;q�

�(m )



2

#

;

so we�nally get

1

n

nX

i= 1

fi

�
bC 1=2
�
b� � bC 1=2

� �?
�

�
1

n

nX

i= 1

fi(0):

Then,com bining thiswith equation (11),weobtain

P

"

inf
j�j� L�n

nX

i= 1

fi(�)>
nX

i= 1

fi

�
bC 1=2
�

b� � bC 1=2
� �?

�
#

> 1� �: (12)

Now,using thede�nition of bC �,wehave

P

"

1

n

nX

i= 1

hb	 � � 	 ?
�;X ii

2 + �



(b	 � � 	 ?

�)
(m )




2

� L
2
�
2

n

#

= 1� P

h�
�
�bC

1=2
� (b� � �?)

�
�
�> L�n

i

� P

"

inf
j�j� L�n

nX

i= 1

fi(�)>
nX

i= 1

fi

�
bC 1=2
�

b� � bC 1=2
� �?

�
#

:

W ith relation (12),thislastprobability isgreaterthan 1� �,so weobtain

1

n

nX

i= 1

hb	 � � 	 ?
�;X ii

2 + �



(b	 � � 	 ?

�)
(m )




2

= O P

�
�
2

n

�
= O P

�
1

n�n
+

�2

kn�n

�

:

Thislastresult,com bined with inequality (10)�nally givesustheequivalent

ofresult(ii)forthepenalized em piricalL2 norm .Point(ii)(with thenorm

k:k
2
)then followsfrom lem m a 2 below,which isproved in section 5.5,and

achievestheproofoftheorem 1 (ii).
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Lem m a 2 Letf andgbetwofunctionssupposedtobem tim esdi� erentiable

and such that

kf � gk2n + �k(f � g)
(m )

k2 = O P (un);

with un going to zero when n goes to in� nity. Under hypotheses (H :1)and

(H :3)and ifm oreoverkgk and kg(m )k are supposed to be bounded,we have

kf � gk2
2
= O P (un):

5.1 Proofoflem m a 1

Thisproofisbased on threeprelim inary lem m as,proved respectively in sec-

tions 5.2,5.3 and 5.4. W e denote by Tn the set ofthe random variables

(X 1;:::;X n).Underhypothesesoftheorem 1,wehavethefollowing results.

Lem m a 3 There exists a constantC5 such that,on the set
n de� ned by

(6),we have

m ax
i= 1;:::;n

�
�
�hB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

�
�
��

C5j�j
p
kn�n

; a:s:

Lem m a 4 Forall� > 0,there existsL = L� such that

lim
n! + 1

P

"

inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

(fi(L�n�)� fi(0)� E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn])> ��
2

nn

#

= 0:

Lem m a 5 Forall� > 0,there existsL = L� such that

P

"

inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]> �
2

nn

#

> 1� �:

These three lem m asallow usto prove lem m a 1. Indeed,letL be a strictly

positiverealnum ber;wem akethefollowing decom position

inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

fi(L�n�)�

nX

i= 1

fi(0)� A n + B n;

14



with

A n = inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

(fi(L�n�)� fi(0)� E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn])

and

B n = inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]:

Using lem m as4 and 5,wecan �nd L su�ciently largesuch that,forn large

enough

P
�
jA nj> �

2

nn
�
< �=2;

and

P
�
B n > �

2

nn
�
> 1� �=2;

thusweget

P

"

inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

fi(L�n�)�
nX

i= 1

fi(0)> 0

#

� P (A n + B n > 0)> 1� �;

which achievestheproofoflem m a 1.

5.2 Proofoflem m a 3

Using lem m a 6.2 ofCardotetal.(2003),wehave

�m in(bC �)� C
0
5
�n + oP ((k

2

nn
1� �)� 1=2):

Noticing that

�
�
�hB �

k;q
bC
� 1=2
� �;X ii

�
�
�
2

� hB �
k;q;X iibC

� 1
� hB k;q;X iij�j

2,we deduce

that

�
�
�hB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

�
�
�
2

� hB �
k;q;X iihB k;q;X iij�j

2

�
1

C 0
5�n

+ oP

��
k
2

nn
1� �

�� 1=2
��

;

15



which gives us

�
�
�hB �

k;q
bC
� 1=2
� �;X ii

�
�
�
2

� C 00
5
j�j2=(kn�n)+ oP

�
n(�� 1)=2

�
alm ost

surely,and achievestheproofoflem m a 3.

5.3 Proofoflem m a 4

Considering thede�nition offunctionsfi and l�,wehave

sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

�

fi(L�n�)� fi(0)� E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]

�

= sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

��
�
��i� L�nhB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii� R i

�
�
�� j�i� R ij

�E

h�
�
��i� L�nhB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii� R i

�
�
�� j�i� R ijjTn

i�

;

where�1;:::;�n aren realrandom variablesindependentand identically dis-

tributed de�ned by �i= Yi� h	 �;X iiforalli= 1;:::;n.Letusalso denote

� i(�)=
�
�
��i� L�nhB

�
k;q
bC
� 1=2
� �;X ii� R i

�
�
�� j�i� R ij. To prove lem m a 4,it

su�cesto show that,forall� > 0,thereexistsL = L � such that

lim
n! + 1

P

 

sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

[� i(�)� E(� i(�)jTn)]> ��
2

nn

!

= 0:

Let� bea realnum berstrictly positiveand C thesubsetofRk+ q de�ned by

C =
�
� 2 R

k+ q=j�j� 1
	
.AsC isa com pactset,we can coveritwith open

balls,thatisto say C =
S

K n

j= 1
Cj with K n chosen,foralljfrom 1 to K n,such

that

diam (Cj)�
��n

p
kn�n

8C5L
: (13)

Hence

K n �

�
8C5L

��n
p
kn�n

� kn + q

: (14)

Now,for1 � j� K n,let�j bein Cj;using thede�nition of� i(�)and the

triangularinequality,wehave

16



m in
j= 1;:::;K n

nX

i= 1

�
�[� i(�)� E(� i(�)jTn)]�

�
� i(�j)� E(� i(�j)jTn)

��
�

� 2L�n m in
j= 1;:::;K n

nX

i= 1

�
�
�hB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� (� � � j);X ii

�
�
�:

Then,using lem m a 3,weget

m in
j= 1;:::;K n

nX

i= 1

�
�[� i(�)� E(� i(�)jTn)]�

�
� i(�j)� E(� i(�j)jTn)

��
�

� 2L�n
C5n
p
kn�n

m in
j= 1;:::;K n

j� � � jj;

thislastinequality being true only on the set
n de�ned by (6).M oreover,

thereexistsauniquej0 2 f1;:::;K ng such that� 2 Cj0,which givesuswith

relation (13)

m in
j= 1;:::;K n

nX

i= 1

�
�[� i(�)� E(� i(�)jTn)]�

�
� i(�j)� E(� i(�j)jTn)

��
��

�

4
�
2

nn:

(15)

On theotherhand,wehave

sup
�2C

j� i(�)j� L�n sup
�2C

jhB �
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X iij;

and using lem m a 3 again,weget,on 
n,

sup
�2C

j� i(�)j�
C5L�n
p
kn�n

: (16)

Besides,for� �xed in C,with thesam eargum entsasbefore,ifwedenoteby

T? thesetoftherandom variables(X 1;:::;X n;:::),wehave

nX

i= 1

Var(� i(�)jT
?)�

nX

i= 1

L
2
�
2

nVar

�

jhB �
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X iij

2jT?

�

:

17



Then,using thede�nition of bC �,werem ark that

nX

i= 1

�
�
�hB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

�
�
�
2

= nj�j2 � n���bC � 1=2
� G k

bC � 1=2
� �; (17)

which givesus

nX

i= 1

Var(� i(�)jT
?)� nL

2
�
2

n: (18)

W earenow ableto provelem m a 4.Using �rstrelation (15),wehave

P

" 

sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

[� i(�)� E (� i(�)jTn)]> ��
2

nn

!

\ 
n

�
�
�T

?

#

� P

" 

m ax
j= 1;:::;K n

nX

i= 1

�
� i(�j)� E

�
� i(�j)jTn

��
>
�

2
�
2

nn

!

\ 
n

�
�
�T

?

#

;

and then

P

" 

sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

[� i(�)� E (� i(�)jTn)]> ��
2

nn

!

\ 
n

�
�
�T

?

#

� K nP

" 
nX

i= 1

�
� i(�j)� E

�
� i(�j)jTn

��
>
�

2
�
2

nn

!

\ 
n

�
�
�T

?

#

:

By inequalities(16)and (18),we apply Bernstein inequality (see Uspensky,

1937)and inequality (14)to obtain

P

" 

sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

[� i(�)� E (� i(�)jTn)]> ��
2

nn

!

\ 
n

�
�
�T

?

#

� 2exp

(

ln

�
8C5Ln

��n
p
kn�n

� kn + q

�
�2�4nn

2=4

2nL2�2n + 2C5L�n � ��2nn=(2
p
kn�n)

)

:

Thisbound doesnotdepend on thesam pleT? = (X 1;:::;X n;:::),hence,if

wetaketheexpectation on both sidesofthisinequality above,wededuce
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P

" 

sup
�� 1

nX

i= 1

[� i(�)� E (� i(�)jTn)]> ��
2

nn

!

\ 
n

#

� 2exp

�

�
�2�2n

p
kn�nn

8L2
p
kn�n + 4C5L�n

�

�

1�
(kn + q)(8L2

p
kn�n + 4C5L�n)

�2�2n
p
kn�nn

ln

�
8C5Ln

��n
p
kn�n

���

:

Ifwe�x L = Ln =
p
nkn�n�

2
n,wehave

�2n
p
kn�nn

L2
p
kn�n

=
1

kn�n
����!
n! + 1

+1 ,

�2n
p
kn�nn

L�n
=
p
n ����!

n! + 1
+1 ,

knL
2
p
kn�n

�2n
p
kn�nn

= k
2

n�n ����!
n! + 1

0,

knL�n

�2n
p
kn�nn

=
kn
p
n
����!
n! + 1

0.

Thisleadsto

lim
n! + 1

P

" 

sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

[� i(�)� E (� i(�)jTn)]> ��
2

nn

!

\ 
n

#

= 0;

and with thefactthat
n hasprobabilitytendingto1when n goestoin�nity,

we�nally obtain

lim
n! + 1

P

"

sup
j�j� 1

nX

i= 1

[� i(�)� E (� i(�)jTn)]> ��
2

nn

#

= 0;

which achievestheproofoflem m a 4.
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5.4 Proofoflem m a 5

Leta and bbe two realnum bers.W e denote by Fi� the random repartition

function of�i given Tn and by fi� the random density function of�i given

Tn. As E (l�(�i+ b)jTn) =
R

R
l�(s+ b) dFi�(s),we obtain,using a Taylor

linearization at�rstorder,theexistence ofa quantity riab such that

E (l�(�i+ a+ b)� l�(�i+ b)jTn)= fi�(0)a
2 + 2fi�(0)ab+ (

a2

2
+ ab)riab;

with riab �! 0 when a;b �! 0. Ifwe setL0 =
p
2L and R 0

i =
p
2R i,this

relation givesus

nX

i= 1

E

h

l�

�

�i� L�nhB
�
k;q
bC
� 1=2
� �;X ii� R i

�

� l� (�i� R i)jTn

i

= 2

nX

i= 1

fi�(0)

h

L
02
�
2

nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 + L
0
�nhB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X iiR

0
i

i

+

nX

i= 1

h

L
02
�
2

nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 + L
0
�nhB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X iiR

0
i

i

ri�; (19)

with ri� �! 0.Considering � such thatj�j= 1,wehave,using relation (9)

L
02
�
2

nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 + L
0
�nhB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X iiR

0
i

�
1

2
L
02
�
2

nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 �
C 2
3

k
2p
n

; a:s: (20)

M oreover,ifwe setVn = supj�j= 1 m axi= 1:::n jri�j,then with condition (H.4)

11fVn < m inifi�(0)=4g = 11R forn largeenough,and

�
�
�

h

L
02
�
2

nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 + L
0
�nhB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X iiR

0
i

i

ri�

�
�
�

�
m inifi�(0)

4

�
�
�L

02
�
2

nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 + L
0
�nhB

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X iiR

0
i

�
�
�

� 2m in
i
fi�(0)

�
3

16
L
02
�
2

nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 +
C 2
3

8k
2p
n

�

: (21)
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Using inequalities(20)and (21),relation (19)becom esthen

nX

i= 1

E

h

l�

�

�i� L�nhB
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii� R i

�

� l� (�i� R i)jTn

i

� 2m in
i
fi�(0)

"

5

16
L
02
�
2

n

nX

i= 1

hB �
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 �
9

8

C 2
3n

k
2p
n

#

:

Now,wecom eback to thede�nition offunction fi to obtain

1

�2nn
inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]

� 2m in
i
fi�(0)

"

5L02

16n

nX

i= 1

hB �
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 �
9C 2

3

8k
2p
n �2n

#

+�L2






�

B
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �

�(m )





2

+ 2
L�

�n
h

�

B
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �

�(m )

;
�
B

�
k;q�

?
�(m )

i:

Rem inding that L02 = 2L2 and taking � = m in(5
4
m inifi�(0);1),we have

� > 0 by hypothesis(H :4)and then

1

�2nn
inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]

� �L
2 inf
j�j= 1

"

1

n

nX

i= 1

hB �
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �;X ii

2 + �






�

B
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �

�(m )





2
#

�
9

4
m in
i
fi�(0)

C 2
3

k
2p
n �2n

+
2L�

�n
h

�

B
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �

�(m )

;
�
B

�
k;q�

?
�(m )

i:

Using relation (17),weget

1

�2nn
inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]

� �L
2 �

9

4
m in
i
fi�(0)

C 2
3

k
2p
n �2n

+
2L�

�n
h

�

B
�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �

�(m )

;
�
B

�
k;q�

?
�(m )

i:
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M oreover,forj�j= 1,the in�m um ofh
�
B �

k;q
bC
� 1=2
� �

�(m )
;
�
B �

k;q�
?
�(m )

iisob-

tained for� = � bC
1=2
� �?=jbC

1=2
� �?j.Using thefactthatthesplineapproxim a-

tion hasa bounded m -th derivative,we deduce the existence ofa constant

C9 > 0 such that

inf
j�j= 1

h
�
B

�
k;q
bC � 1=2
� �

�(m )
;
�
B

�
k;q�

?
�(m )

i� �
C9
p
�n
;

henceweobtain

1

�2nn
inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]

� �L
2 �

9

4
m in
i
fi�(0)

C 2
3

k
2p
n �2n

� 2C9

L�

�n
p
�n
;

thatisto say

1

�2nn
inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]

� �L
2

�

1�
9m inifi�(0)C

2
3

4�L2k
2p
n �2n

�
2C9�

�L�n
p
�n

�

:

Rem inding thatwehave�xed L = Ln =
p
nkn�n�

2
n,weget

for�2n �
1

n�n
;wehave

1

L2k
2p
n �2n

�
kn�n

n�4k
2p
n

����!
n! + 1

0,

for�2n �
�

kn�n
;wehave

�

L�n
p
�n

�
�
p
n

p
kn

����!
n! + 1

0.

Thisleadsto

lim
n! + 1

P

 

1

�2nn
inf
j�j= 1

nX

i= 1

E [fi(L�n�)� fi(0)jTn]> 1

!

= 0;

which achievestheproofoflem m a 5.
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5.5 Proofoflem m a 2

W riting �X = (�X � �n)+ �n,wem akethefollowing decom position

kf � gk22 = 2k�X � �nk
�
kfk2 + kgk2

�
+ kf � gk2n: (22)

Now,letusdecom posef asfollowsf = P + R withP(t)=
P

m � 1

l= 0

tl

l!
f(l)(0)and

R(t)=
R
t

0

(t� u)m � 1

(m � 1)!
f(m )(u)du. P belongsto the space Pm � 1 ofpolynom ials

ofdegree atm ostm � 1,whose dim ension is�nite and equalto m . Using

hypothesis(H :3),there existsa constantC6 > 0 such thatwe have kPk2 �

C6kPk
2
n.Then,wecan deduce

kfk2 � 2kPk2 + 2kRk2

� 2C6kPk
2

n + 2kRk2

� 4C6kfk
2

n + 4C6k�nkkRk
2 + 2kRk2: (23)

As�n isa bounded operator(by hypothesis(H :1)),there existsa constant

C7 > 0 such that we have k�nk � C7. M oreover,under Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality, there exists a constant C8 > 0 such that kRk2 � C8kf
(m )k2.

Relation (23)gives kfk2 � 4C6kfk
2
n + (4C6C7 + 2)C8kf

(m )k2. Then,ifwe

writef = (f � g)+ g,we�nally deduce

kfk2 � 8C6kf � gk2n + (8C6C7 + 4)C8k(f � g)(m )k2

+8C6k�nk kgk
2 + (8C6C7 + 4)C8kg

(m )k2: (24)

W ehavesupposed thatkgk and kg(m )k arebounded,so

8C6k�nk kgk
2 + (8C6C7 + 4)C8kg

(m )k2 = O (1);

and thehypothesiskf � gk2n + �k(f � g)(m )k2 = O P (un)givesusthebounds

kf � gk2n = O P (un) and k(f � g)(m )k2 = O P (un=�). Then,relation (24)

becom es
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kfk2 = O P

�

1+
un

�

�

: (25)

Finally,wehavek�X � �nk= oP (n
(�� 1)=2)= oP (�)from lem m a5.3ofCardot

etal.(1999).Thisequality,com bined with equations(22)and (25)givesus

kf � gk2
2
= O P (un),which istheannounced result.
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