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Q uantik regression when the covarates are
functions
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A bstract This paper dealswith a linear m odel of regression on quantiles
when the explanatory variable takes values In som e functional space and the
response is scalar. W e propose a soline estin ator ofthe finctional coe cient

thatm inin izes a penalized L' type criterion. T hen, we study the asym ptotic
behavior of this estin ator. T he penalization is ofprim ary in portance to get

existence and convergence.

K ey words Functionaldata analysis, conditional quantiks, B -soline func—

tions, roughness penaly.

1 Introduction

B ecause of the Increasing perform ances ofm easurem ent apparatus and com —
puters, m any data are collected and saved on thinner and thinner tin e scales
or spatial grids (tem perature curves, goectrom etric curves, satellite in ages,

..). So, we are led to process data com parable to curves or m ore gener—
ally to functions of continuous varables (tin e, space). These data are called
functional data in the literature (see Ram say and Silvermm an, 2002). Thus,
there is a need to develop statistical procedures aswell as theory forthiskind

IINRA Toulbuse, B iom etrie et Intelligence A rti cielle, 31326 C astanet-Tolosan C edex,

France
U niversite P aulSabatier, Laboratoire de Statistique et P robabilites, UM R C 5583, 118,

route de N arbonne, 31062 Toulouse C edex, France
3U niversite ToulouseleM irail, GRIM M , EA 3686, 5, allees Antonio M achado, 31058

Toulouse Cedex 9, France


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0703056v1

of data and actually m any recent works study m odels taking into acoount
the functional nature of the data.

M ainly in a form alway, the oldest works In that direction intended to
give a m atheam atical fram ework based on the theory of linear operators In
H ibert spaces (see Deville, 1974, D auxois and Pousse, 1976). A fler that
and in an other direction, practical agoects of extensions of descriptive sta-
tistical m ethods lke for exam ple P rincipal C om ponent A nalysis have been
considered (see Besse and Ram say, 1986) . The m onographs by Ram say and
Silverm an (1997, 2002) are in portant contriboutions in this area.

A spointed out by Ram say and Silverm an (1997), \the goals of functional
data analysis are essentially the sam e as those of other branches of Statistics" :
one of this goal is the explanation of varations of a dependent variable Y

(response) by using lnfom ation from an hdependent fiinctional variable X

(explanatory variabl). In m any applications, the response is a scalar: see
Frank and Friedm an (1993), R am say and Silverm an (1997), ... Traditionally,
one deals, for such a problem , w ith estin ating the regression on the m ean

ie. them inin izer am ong som e class of functionals r of

E (Y rX))?

A swhen X isavector of realnum bers, the twom ain approaches are linear
(s2e Ram say and D alzell, 1991, for the functional linear m odel) or purely
nonparam etric (see Ferraty and V ieu, 2002, which adapt kemel estin ation
to the fuinctional setting) . Ik is also known that estin ating the regression on
the m edian orm ore generally on quantiks has som e Interest. T he problm
is then to estin ate them InIn izeramong g of
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wherel () = }aj+ @ 1)u. Thevaluie = 1=2 corresponds to the condi-
tionalm edian whereasvalues 2 ]0;1[correspond to conditional quantiles of
order . The advantage of estin ating conditional quantiles m ay be found in



m any applications such as In agronomy (estin ation of yield thresholds), in
m edicine or In reliability. Besides robust aspects of the m edian, it m ay also
help to derdve som e kind of con dence prediction Intervalsbased on quantilkes.

In our work, we assum e that the conditional quantike of order can be
w ritten as

g X)=h ;Xi; @)

where < 3 :> isa functional Inner product and the param eter of the m odel

is a function to be estin ated. T his is the equivalent of the linear m odel
for regression quantiles studied by K oenker and Bassett (1978) where the
Inner product is the E uclidean one and the param eter is a vector of scalars.
W e choose to estin ate the function by a \direct" m ethod: writing our
estin ator as a linear combination of B-splines, i m Inin izes the am pircal
version of expectation (1) with the addition of a penalty term proportional
to the square nom ofa given order derivative ofthe spoline. T he penalization
term allow s on one side to control the regularity of the estin ator and on the
other side to get consistency.

U nlike for the square function, m Inim ization of fuinction 1 does not lead
to an explicit expression of the estin ator. W hile com putation of the esti-
m ator can be resolved by using traditional algorithm s (for lnstance based on
Tteratively W eighted Least Squares), the convexiy of 1 allow s theoretical
developm ents.

Tn section[Z, we de nem ore precisely the fram ew ork of our study and the
spline estin ator of the fiinctionalparam eter . Section [3 is devoted to the
asym ptotic behaviour of our estin ator: we study L? convergence and derive
an upper bound for the rate of convergence. Comm ents on the m odel and
on the optin ality of the rate of convergence are given in section [4. F nally,
the proofs are gathered in section [3.



2 Construction of the estimn ator

In thiswork, the data consist ofan iid. sasmpl ofpairs X ;;Y;)i= 1;:5n drawn
from a population distribution X ;Y ). W e consider explanatory variables
X ; which are square Integrable (random ) finctions de ned on [0;1], ie. are
elem ents of the space L2 (D;1]) sothat X ;= X ;(t);£2 ;1] . The response
Y; is a scalar belonging to R . A ssum e that H , the range of X , is a closed
subspace of L? (D;1]). For Y having a nite expectation, E (¥ ) < +1 ,
and for 2]0;1[, the conditional -quantilke functionalg ofY given X isa
functionalde ned on H m inin izing ().

Our ain is to generalize the linear m odel introduced by K oenker and
Bassett (1978). In our setting, it consists in assum Ing that g isa linear and
continuous fiinctional de ned on H and then it ©llows that g X ) can be
written as in [2). Taking the usual nner product in L2 (D;1]), we can w rite

Z 1

g ®)=h ;Xi= OX ) dt;
0

where isthe functionalcoe cient in H to beestin ated, the order being
xed. From now on we consider, for sin plicity, that the random variablesX ;
are centered, that stosay E X ; (t)) = 0, orta. e.

W hen X is multivariate, Bassstt and K oenker (1978) study the last
absolute error (LAE) estin ator for the conditional m edian, which can be
extended to any quantilk replacing the absolute value by the convex flinction
1 in the crterion to bem inin ized (see K oenker and Bassett, 1978). In our
case w herewe have to estim ate a function belonging to an In nie din ensional
soace, we are Jooking at an estin ator in the form of an expansion n some
basis of B -splines functions and then m inin izing a sin ilar criterion w ih
however the addition of a penaly tem .

B efore describing in details the estin ation procedure, ket us note that es-
tin ation of conditionalquantiles has received a special attention in them ulti-
variate case. A s said before, Inearm odelling hasbeen m ainly investigated by
Bassett and K cenker (1978). For nonparam etricm odels, we m ay distinguish



two di erent approaches: \indirect" estin ators which are based on a pre-
Iim inary estim ation ofthe conditional cum ulative distribution function (cdf)
and \direct" estin ators which are based on the m inim izing the em pirical
version of criterion (I). In the class of \indirect" estim ators, Bhattacharya
and G angopadhyay (1990) study a kemel estin ator of the conditional odf,
and estin ation of the quantik is achieved by nverting this estin ated odf.
In the class of \direct" estin ators, kemel estin ators based on local t have
been proposed (see T sybakov, 1986, Leune and Sarda, 1988 orFan, Hu and
Truong, 1994); in a sim ilar approadh, He and Shi (1994) and K cenker et. al.
(1994) propose a spline estin ator. A though our setting isquite di erent, we
adapt in ourproofsbelow som e argum ents ofthe work by He and Shi (1994).

In nonparam etric estin ation, it is usual to assum e that the function to
be estin ated is su ciently an ooth so that it can be expended in som e basis:
the degree of am oothness is quanti ed by the number of derivatives and a
lipschitz condition for the derivative of greatest order (see condition H 2)
below ). It isalso quite usualto approxin ate such kind of functionsby m eans
of regression splines (see de Boor, 1978, for a guide for solines). For this, we
have to select a degree g in N and a subdivision of 0;1]de ning the position
of the knots. A though it is not necessary, we take equispaced knots so that
only the number of the knots has to be selected: for k in N?, we consider
k 1 knots that de ne a subdivision ofthe Interval [0;1] into k sub-intervals.
Forasym ptotic theory, the degree g is  xed but the num ber of sub-intervals k
dependson the sam ple size n; k = k, : It iswelkknown that a soline function
is a piecew ise polynom ial: we consider here piecew ise polynom ials of degree
g on each sub-Interval, and (@ 1) tinesdi erentiable on [0;1]. This space
of spline functions is a vectorial space of dimension k + g. A basis of this
vectorial space is the set of the so-called nom alized B —spline functions, that
wenoteby Byg= B1;:::5Brig) -

Then, we estin ate by a linear com bination of finctionsB ;. T his leads
usto nd a vector P= (bl;:::;bk+q) in R¥"9 such that



b = bp, =B, b: 3)

Tt is then naturalto ook ©r© asthem inin izer of the em pircal version of
1) am ong functionalg ofthe form [2J) with functions belonging to the
soace of spline fiinctions de ned above. W e w illhow ever consider a penalized
criterion as we will see now . In our setting, the pseudo-design m atrix A is
them atrix ofdinensionn (k+ Q) and elementshX j;Bjifori= 1;:::;n and
= 1;:::;k+ g. Even ifwe do not have an explicit expression for a solution
to the m inin ization problem , it is known that the solution would depend on
the properties of the inverse ofthem atrix <A A whic isthe k+q &+ g
m atrix with generalterm h , B 4);B.i, where , is the em pirical version of

the covariance operator y ofX de ned rallu in L2 (D;1]) by

yu=E (X ;uiX ) : “)

W eknow that x isanuclkaroperator (seeD auxoisetal, 1982), consequently
no bounded inverse exists for this operator. M oreover, as a consequence of
the rstm onotonicity principle (see theoram 7.1,p 58, In W einberger, 1974),
the restriction of this operator to the space of spline functions has an aller
elgenvaluesthan x . Finally, it appearsto be in possible to controlthe speed
of convergence to zero of the an allest eigenvalue of%A A (When n tends to
In nity): in that sense, we are faced w ith an inversion problem that can be
quali ed as iltconditioned. A way to circum vent thisproblem isto introduce
a penalization term in them inin ization criterion (seeR am say and Silverm an,
1997, or Cardot et al., 2003, for a sin ilar approach In the functional linear
m odel). Thus, them ain rolk of the penalization is to controlthe nversion of
them atrix linked to the solution ofthe problem and it consists in restricting
the space of solutions. T he penalization introduced below w ill have another
e ect shoe we also want to control the sn oothness of our estin ator. For
this reason, and ollow Ing several authors (see references above), we choose a

penalization which allow sto controlthe nom ofthe derivative oforderm > 0



of any linear com bination of B-spline functions, so that it can be expressed
m atricially. D enotingby B, )’ them -th dervative ofthe spline function

By, 7iwehave

2
By )" "= Gy 8 2RMY

whereG  isthe k+q) (+ g) matrixwith generaltem [G ;= th(m );Bl(m 'i:
Then, the vector P in [B) is chosen as the solution of the ©llow hgmhi

m ization problem

min = 1@y B, iXd)+ kB, )" K ; ©)

=1
where is the penalization param eter. In the next section, we present a
convergence result ofthe solution of [J) . N ote that the role ofthe penalization

also clearly appears In this result.

3 Convergence result

W epresent in this section them ain result on the convergence ofourestim ator.
T he behaviour of our estim ator is linked to a penalized version of the m atrix
&= %A A .M ore precisely, adopting the sam e notationsas in Cardot et. al
(2003), the existence and convergence of our estin ator depend on the inverse
ofthematrix® = &+ G « - Under the hypotheses of theorem [1l below , the
an allest eigenvalue of® , noted nin @ ), tends to zero asthe sam pl size n
tends to In nity. A s the rate of convergence of b depends on the speed of
convergence of i (@ ) to zero, we introduce a sequence ( ,)non Such that
the sst , de ned by
n o

n= = an®)>cn (6)
has probability which goesto 1 when n goesto n nity. Cardot et al. (2003)
have shown that such a sequence exists in the sense that under hypotheses
oftheorem [1], there exists a strictly positive sequence ( ,)n2y tending to zero
asn tends to in nity and such that
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wih 210;11.
T o prove the convergence resul ofthe estin ator © , we assum e that the
follow ing hypotheses are satis ed.
HI1)kX k Coug<+1; as:
#H 2) The function is supposed to have a p’th derivative o) such
that

) ) CciE osi; osit2 Dil)

where C; > 0 and 2 [;1]. Ih what Pllows, we sstp = p°’+ and we
suppose thatg p m.

H 3) The elgenvalues of y ([de ned n (4)) are strictly positive.

H 4) Forx 2 H ,the random variable denedby =Y h ;X ihas
conditionaldensity function f, given X = x, continuous and bounded below
by a strictly positive constant at 0, uniform I forx 2 H .

W e derive In theorem [Ibelow an upperbound for the rate of convergence
w ith respect to som e kind of L?-nom . Indeed, the operator y is strictly
non-negative, so we can associate it a sem inom noted kk, and de ned by

kuki = h y uj;ui. Then, we have the Pllow ng resul.

Theorem 1 Under hypotheses #H 1) H 4), if we also suppose that there
exists ; in 10;1[such that k, n, n and , n
isde ned in relation [1)), then

@ =2 where

d) © exists and is unigue except on a set whose probability goes to zero

asn goesto in nity,
' b 2_ l 1 2
(i) k ky= Op k_1r21})+nn+knn

+k121(m p)

4 Som e comm ents

(1) Hypotheses #H 1) and #H 3) are quite usual in the fiinctional sstting: see
for instance Bosy (2000) or Cardot et al. (2003). Hypothesis #H 4) inplies



unigueness of the conditional quantile of order

(i) Som e argum ents in the proof of theoram [1] are ingpired from the dem on—
stration ofH e and Shi (1994) w ithin the fram ew ork of real covariates. M ore—
over, som e resuls from Cardot et. al. (2003) are also usefii]l, m ainly to deal
w ith the penalization temm aspointed out above.

N ote that it isassum ed In them odelofH e and Shi (1994) that the error tem
is Independent of X : condition #H 4) allow s us to dealw ith a m ore general

setting, as in K oenker and Bassstt (1978).

(i) Tt ispossble to chooseparticularvaluesfor and to optin ize the upper
bound for the rate of convergence in theorem [1. Tn particular, we rem ark the
In portance to controlthe speed of convergence to 0 ofthe an allest eigenvalue
of ® by .. For exampl, Cardot et al. (2003) have shown that, under

hypotheses of theorem [, relation [7) istruewih , = =k,.Thisgivesus
1 k,
2_ n 2@ p)
kb K= Op o P K P
A corollary is obtahed ifwe takek, n*=“*1 and n =@t L. then we
get
kb kgz Op n 2p=(4p+ 1)

W e can In agine that, w ith stronger hypotheses on the random function X ,we
can nd a ssquence , greaterthan =k,, that will in prove the convergence
speed ofthe estin ator. A sam atter of fact, the rate derived in theorem [1 does
not in ply the rate obtained by Stone (1982), that is to say a rate of order
n =@*D " Tndeed, suppose that 1=k®, 1= ,) and ?=(k, ,) are all of
ordern #=@*1D  Thiswould imply thatk, n¥™@*Y and , n =@+,
which contradictsthe condition , n ¢ 2. Neverthelkss, i ispossble
to obtain a speed of ordern #=@P*1* | This kadsto k, nl=@*D =Cp)

and , n ¥@*Y  Then,thecondition , n % ' mplies =

pl  )=@p+ 1).So nally,wegetk, n@* )=2@+l), n¢ 4 1+ )=4Cp+1)

and , n(P *P)=C*D The convergence result would be then



2__ 1+ )=@p+1)
kD k2= Op n P P

A nalremark isthatthe hsttem ki ™ P ofthe speed In theoram [1 isnot

always negligble com pared to the other term s. However, it w illbe the case
ifwe suppose thatm p=Q0+ )+ (@1 =41+ ).

(Iv) This quantile estin ator is quite usefl in practice, specially for fore-
casting purpose by condiionalm edian or Interquantiles intervals). From a
com putational point of view , several algorithm s m ay be used: we have in —
plm ented In the R Janguage an algorithm based on the Tterated R ew eighted
Least Square (IRLS).N ote that even or realdata cases, the curvesare always
observed In som e discretization points, the regression solines is easy to in —
plem ent by approxin ating Inner products w ith quadrature rules. The IRLS
algorithm (see Ruppert and Carroll, 1988, Leune and Sarda, 1988) allow s
to buid conditional quantiles spoline estin ators and gives satisfactory fore—
cast resuls. This algorithm has been used in particular on the \ORAM IP "
(\O bservatoire Regionalde YA ir en M idiP yrenees") data to forecast pollu—
tion In the city of Toulouse France): the resuls of this practical study are
descrbed n Cardot et. al. (2004). W e are Interested in predicting the ozone
concentration one day ahead, know Ing the ozone curve (concentration along
tin e) the day before. In that soecial case, conditional quantiles were also
useful to predict an ozone threshold such that the probability to exceed this
threshold is a given risk 1 . In other words, i com es back to give an
estin ation of the —quantile m axinum ozone know Ing the ozone curve the

day before.

5 P roofoftheorem (Il

T he proofofthe resul isbased on the sam e kind ofdecom position of P

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

the fact that our design m atrix is illconditioned, which ld us to add the
penalization tem treated using som e argum ents from Cardot et al. (2003).

10



Hypothesis H 2) in plies (see de Boor, 1978) that there exists a spline func-
tion * =B, 7, called spline approxim ation of , such that

.2 . C2
sup J © (@) ©3 Pk ®)
2 0;1] n
In what Dllows, wesetR;=h ° ;X 1i; o we deduce from [8) and from
hypothesis # :1) that there exists a positive constant C; such that
. Cs
Jnax RiJ ey as: ©)

The operator , allows to de ne the em pirical version of the L? nom by

kuki = h pu;ui. At rst, we show the result (i) of theorem [ for the

penalized em pirical L? nom . W riting P = N+ (7 ),
we get

kP K+ k@ ) k2

2 X . 2X

— hb ;X ij-2+ — h ° ;X j_iz

n . n .

i=1 =1
+2 k(® MK+ 2 k( )™k

Now, using again hypothesis #H :1), we get alnost surely and for all 1 =

1;:::;n, the nequality h * ;X312 CZCZ=k*. M oreover, kmma 8 of
Stone (1985) gives us the existence of a positive constant C, that satis es
k( 2ym2 k2™ P 5o we deduce
kb K+ k® )@k
2% . )
Z wb X AP+ 2 k(P )2
=1
6C3 2m p)
2 +2C4 kI F;  as: 10)

Ourgoalisnow to com pare our estin ator b yith the soline approxin ation
? . Forthat, we adopt the Hllow ng transbm ation = ® ™ + 7. Then,

wede neon the sst

11



h i
£() = 1 ¥; BB, ® ' + 7 ;xi
+ th;q & =2 4 o 2:

W e notice that m inin jzjngP l 1 £i () com esback to them inin ization ofthe
criterion [3). W e are Interested by the behaviour of the function f; around
zero: f; (0) is the value of our loss criterion when = 7. Let us also notice
that the verse ofthem atrix ® appears In the de niion of £f;. T his inverse
existson the set , de ned by (8), and which probability goesto 1 asn goes
to n nity. Lenm a [l below , whose proof is given in section [5.]], allow s us to
get the results (i) and (i) of theorem [1 for the penalized em pirical L2 nom .

Lem m a 1 Under the hypotheses of theorem [1l, for all > 0, there exists

P
L = L (su clntly brge) and (,)noy Wwith , = 1= ,)+ 2=k, 5)

such that, for n large enough
" #
Xn X0
P nf £f:()> £:0) >1

; + 1L
JIEe g =1

U sihg convexity argum ents, this nequality m eans that the solution b exists

2

and is unigue on the ball centered in ° and of radius L ,. Aswe use the
oneto-one transbm ation = ® ™ + ? on the set as We deduce the
existence and the unigueness of the solution of [J) on the sst L, which

proves point (i) of theorem [Il.

Now, ket be strictly positive; using the convexity of function f;, there exists

L =L such that, orn large enough
w #
X xn
P inf £fi()> £:0) > 1 : 11)
JI ey =1

O n the other hand, using the de nition of £f; and the m Inin ization criterion

@), we have

12



1 Xt
4 £, &b (12 ?

n
=1 g #
. 1% . ) 2
= 231£\1k§q H . 1 v, th;q ;X1 + Bk;q ;
i=

o we nally get

1% 1=2 1=2 ? 1
= f &b 172 ¢ = £.0):
ni=1 ni=1

Then, combining this w ith equation [11]), we obtain

" #
xXn xXn
P  inf £.()> £, ®¥2b =2 51 . 12)
JJL a ,
i=1 i=1
N ow , using the de nition of ® , wehave
" #
1% 5 , 2
P — ho ';Xii2+ (b ym) in
n =
Rl i
= 1 p &L >,
nw #
X xXn
P inf £.()> £, &b =27
Ik, =1

W ith relation [12), this Jast probability is greater than 1 , SO we cbtain

1 X" ' 2 )

? ? 1
ho xait e R =0, 2 =0, —+

T his Jast result, combined w ith inequality [10) nally gives us the equivalent
of resut (i) for the penalized em pirical L2 nom . Point (i) (w ith the nom
kk,) then follow s from Jlemm a[2 below , which is proved in section [5.5, and

achieves the proof of theorem [1 (ii).

13



Lemma 2 Letf and gletwo functions supposedtolem timesdi erentiablke
and such that

kf gkl+ kE 9K = 05 );

with u, going to zero when n goes to in nity. Under hypotheses #H 1) and
# 3) and ifm oreover kgk and kg™ 'k are supposed to e bounded, we have

kf gki= Op W,):

5.1 Proofoflemm alll

T his proof isbased on three prelin nary kemm as, proved respectively in sec—
tions [5.2, and [E4. W e denote by T, the set of the random variables

Lemm a 3 There exists a constant Cs such that, on the set , de ned by

(@), we have

_ CsJ ]
m ax th;q@ =2 ;X ii 5J J

i=1;:5n kn n

; as:

Lemma 4 Forall > 0, there exists L, = L such that

xX?

Im P nf (6L, ) £0) EEC.) f:0OFD> n =0
nt+ IFL,
i=1

Lemma 5 Forall > 0, there exists L, = L. such that

n #
X
P nf EEQL,) £0)F]> n >1
jj‘-li=l

These three Jemm as allow us to prove kmm a[ll. Indeed, ket L. be a strictly
positive real num ber; we m ake the follow ing decom position

X0 X0
nf  £@ ) £0) A+ Bn;

i=1 i=1

14



w ith

xn
Ao= If  (BC. ) £.0) EERC.) f:05)
T =1
and
Xt
Bn: inf E [fl@' n ) fl(O)j[‘n]:
IFL L

Ushng lemm as[4 and[§, we can nd L su ciently Jarge such that, orn large

enough
P A,> ’n < =2;
and
P B,> n >1 =2;
thuswe get
" #
xn xn
P inf fi@ L ) £,0)> 0 P@A,+B,>0)>1 ;
jFl, .
=1 =1

which achieves the proofof lemm a[ll.

52 Proofoflemm al3

Usihg lemma 62 of Cardot et al. (2003), we have

nn® ) Coat oo (Kin' ) )
_ 2
N oticing that th,q@ oaxd BB, i X € B ;X i) £, we deduce

that

2

th;q@ 1=2 X ii

BB i X 1iB g7 X 147 F + o kn' ;

n

U‘IQ._;

15



_ 2
which gives us th,q@ =i CP f=k, »)+ o n' Y2 amost
surely, and achieves the proof of lemm a[3.

53 Proofoflemm ald

C onsidering the de nition of functions f; and 1 , we have

X0
sup i) £0) EEC. ) £:0)I]
331
Xn
= sp i L nth;q@ 2 xd Ry 3i Rid
$91 ., .
h i

E i L nhB k;q@ 1= ;X ii R ji Riﬂn 7

tributed de ned by ;=Y; h ;X:iforalli= 1;:::;n.Letusalso denote
()= 4 L nth,q@ ™ .Xxdi R;  3; Ryj. Toprove kmmald, it
sa ces to show that, orall > 0, thereexists L = L  such that

|
- !
Iim P sup [ s() E( :()TDI> 2n =0:

n! +1 391 1
Let be a realnumber strictly positive and C the subset of R** 9 de ned by
C= 2 R¥9=j 3 1 .AsC isa compact set, we can cover it with open
balls, that isto say C = Sl;“lcjwjﬂmn chosen, rallj from 1toK ,, such
that

pk
diam (C- _n /| n, 13
Cy) 8C.L 13)
Hence
gc,L e
n 14)
n kn n

Now,forl j K,,Xt ;bein Cj;ushgthede nition of ;( ) and the
triangular inequaliy, we have
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- min [ () E( ()] () EB( ()T
J=1;:5K e

o e, .
“ njj{lﬂﬂn - B ) ( 5)iX i e

Then, using lemm a3, we get

xn
. min [ () E(C :()Fn)] i(3) EC 1 530)
J=1;25K 0 1

Csn . . .
2L pp=—— min J 3F

n n J=1;25K q

this last lnequality being true only on the set , de ned by (d). M oreover,

there existsa unique j 2 fl;:::;K ;g such that 2 Cy, which givesusw ith
relation [13)
Xt 2
S min [ +() EC :()I,)] i(3) EC 10 4)3h) — ,nh:
F=Lma 4
(15)

O n the other hand, we have

supj ()] L osupiB, 0 ' ;XiiF
2C 2C

and using lemm a3 again, we get, on

nr

) . CsL ,
supd i( )] P (16)
2C k.

n n

Besides, for xed in C, with the sam e argum ents as before, if we denote by

X ? X 2 2 1=2 )
Var( ;( ) °) L? 2var 1B, ® ' ;X dfqyc
i=1 =1

17



T hen, using the de nition of ® , we ram ark that

X 2
B2 7 ;xi =njf n & el 7, a7)

=1

which gives us

X0
Var( ;()f¥?) nL*?Z: as8)

n
=1

W e are now able to prove mm al4. Using rst relation (19), we have

" ]
- 4
P sup [ () E(:O)FIDI> n \ ,T7
3314
1] | #
X0 ) .
P max . i(3) B 5(3)F > 2 \ n T
and then
nw | #
><n 2
P sip  [s() E(:O)IDI> 2n \ T
s I
n ] #
X0
K P (9 B (P >S5 In N\ LT
i=1

By mnequalities [16) and [18), we apply Bemstein nequality (see U spensky,
1937) and inequality [14) to obtain

n 1 #
X0 , .
P sup [ () E(:(O)IDI> n \ ,T°
33141
( - )
5 1 8CsLn atd 2 §n2=4
=P R 2nL2 2+ 2CsL , 2n=@ Ky 1)
T his bound does not depend on the sample T° = 17::5X 05000, henos, if

we take the expectation on both sides of this nequality above, we deduce

18



Xn
P sip [s() E(:()FTDI> n \ 4
|
22pkn nn

. n

2 L
=Pk L+ 4C <L |,
&, + @) BL* k, ,+ 4CsL ,) 0

n

——
2 2
s ky pn

8C 5L1’1
P

n n n
p—
nk, n 7, wehave

k n 1
pn n _ ! +l ,
1.2 k, o ky o n!+1

This leads to

[ () E( s(O)FIDI> n \ , =0;

€

lim P sup

n! +1 -
3314

and w ith the fact that , hasprobability tending to 1 when n goesto in nity,

we nally obtain
#

xXn
m P sup [ () E( :()F)I> Zn =0;

n! +1 o li=l
which achieves the proofof lemm al4.
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54 Proofoflemm ald

Let a and bbe two realnumbers. W e denote by F'; the random repartition
function of ; given T, and 1§>y f; the random density function of ; given
Th. AsE QL (;+ D) = 1 (s+ b dF; (s), we cbtain, using a Taylr
linearization at rst order, the existence of a quantity riy, such that

2
E@ (;+a+b) 1 (i+0)7,)=f 0)a’+ 2f; O)ab+ (% + ab)rig;

p_ P
wih ripy, ! Owhenab ! 0. fwestL’= 2L and R{= " 2R;, this

relation gives us

Xn h i
E1 ; L nth;q@ Y axid Ry 1 (5 Ry
i=1
xn h i
= 2 £ 0 L%mB, 0 7 x4+ 1B, L 7 X R
=1
x* h i
+ L® 2,0 7 xS+ L0 mB @ 7 xR oy 9)
=1
withry ! 0.Considering such that j j= 1, we have, using relation ([9)
L® 218, & 7 ;x i+ 10,1, & 7 ;X ,iR!
1 @ 2 1=2 2 C§
5 L nhB k;q@ ;X T k—rzlp; as: (20)

M oreover, ifwe sst V, = SUP; 41 M aXi 120 T Jj then wih condition #H 4)

Ity <mini £ 0)=4g = Ir Orn large enough, and

h i
L® 2B, & 7 x i+ 1B, & 77 X R! n
m in; £; ©) _ , _ .
% L® 2B, @ 7 x i+ 108, & 77 ;X R}
2
2minf; ) S e g B2y 24 =3 1)
it 16 nkA e k2P

Tl

20



U sing inequalities [20) and [21l), relation [19) becom es then

x» h i
E 1 i L nth;q@ =2 ,'X j_i Ri 1 (i Rl) j[‘n
=1 n - 4
9 C2n
' @ 2 1=2 2 3
2minf; 0) —L®? 1B, 0 XaE 2
i ) kn
i=1
Now, we com e back to the de nition of function f; to obtain
1 X0
in3FL
= 1y #
51,2 X _ 9C 2
2minf; 0 — B, & 77 xi —2
i len _ =~ ¢ 8ka" 2
2
_ L _ () 2 .
+ L2 B ® 7 +2—h B, & 7 P By © i

n

Rem inding that L® = 217 and taking = mi@min;f; 0);1), we have

> 0 by hypothesis #H 4) and then

X
—— Inf EEC, ) £0)I]
Inyrl
Wl #
5 1% 1=2 2 1= ) i
L> nf = 1B, 0 7 x4+ B2
jF1on 7 '
c? o, ) >
“minf (0)—2 h B, 0 72 P By C
i kn z
U sing relation [17), we get
1 X
= inf E [fl(L n ) fl(o)j[‘n]
n1IFLL
9 2 2L _ () )
2 - 3 1=2 ) ? .
L Zlml:ll'lfl (0)@"‘ —nh Bk;q@ H Bk;q 1:

21



M oreover, or j j= 1, the in mum ofh B, & 7 “’; B, 7 ™

tamed or = ®'7 =P'? 74, U sing the fact that the spline approxin a—
tion has a bounded m -th derivatire, we deduce the existence of a constant

i is ob-

Cgy > 0 such that

) > ). Co

. 1=2 . ? .
jl;flth’q@ i By i p—_n,
hence we obtain
1 X0
A3 FL
L? % 4 (0 5 25—
gnnh Ohmy T
that is to say
1 X0
—— Inf EELC, ) £:0),]
n I Ty
L2 9m in; £; (0)C2 2C,
4 12k 2 L, .

P
Rem inding that we have xedL = L, = nk, , 2,weget

5 1 1 ko n
for | ——; we have 5 3 ' 0,
n o, L2k? 2 n kP n! o+l
P
for 2 —;wehaveL pP— P= n!+1! 0.
This lrads to
!
1 X0
in P - @nf EEC.) £H0OFI>1 =0
n! +1 niFEl

which achieves the proofof lemm a[g.
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55 Proofoflemm all

Wrting x = ( x n)+ n,wemake the follow ing decom position

kf gki= 2k g ok kfk?+ kgk® + kf gk’: 22)

P
Now,]etRusdeoomposef asPllowsf = P+R wih?P @) = ILOI %f‘l’ 0) and
R (t) = Ot%f‘m) (@) du. P belongs to the space P, ; of polynom ials

ofdegree at most m 1, whose dim ension is nite and equalto m . Using
hypothesis #H :3), there exists a constant C¢ > 0 such that we have kP k?
CekP k?. Then, we can deduce

kfk? 2kP k* + 2kR k?
2C ¢kP k2 + 2kR k?
4C ¢kfk> + 4C¢k ,k kRK® + 2kRKk?: 23)
As , isabounded operator (by hypothesis #H 1)), there exists a constant
C; > 0 such that we have k Lk C7. M oreover, under C auchy-Schwarz
inequality, there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that kRk? Cgkf ®)k2,

Reltion 23) gives kfk?  4Cckfk? + (AC¢C,+ 2) Cgkf ™'k?. Then, ifwe
writef = (f g)+ g,we nally deduce

KEk? 8Cekf gkl + (8C4Cq+ 4)Cgk(E g™k

+8Cck kkgk®+ (8C¢C-+ 4)Cgkg™’k?: 4)
W e have supposed that kgk and kg™ 'k are bounded, so

8C ¢k nk kgk®+ (8CC,+ 4)Cgkg™'k* = 0 1);

and the hypothesiskf gk? + k(f g)®’k?= 0O} (u,) gives us the bounds

becom es
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2 Un
kfk®=0p 1+ — : (25)

Fially, wehavek y k=0 ' P2)= o, () from Jemm a 5.3 of C ardot
etal. (1999). T his equality, com bined w ith equations [22) and [25) gives us
kf gki= Op (u,), which is the announced resul.
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