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Abstract We consider the problem of constructing functional regression models for
scalar responses and functional predictors, using Gaussian basis functions along with
the technique of regularization. An advantage of our regularized Gaussian basis expan-
sions to functional data analysis is that it creates a much more flexible instrument for
transforming each individual’s observations into functional form. In constructing func-
tional regression models there remains the problem of how to determine the number
of basis functions and an appropriate value of a regularization parameter. We present
model selection criteria for evaluating models estimated by the method of regulariza-
tion in the context of functional regression models. The proposed functional regression
models are applied to Canadian temperature data. Monte Carlo simulations are con-
ducted to examine the efficiency of our modeling strategies. The simulation results
show that the proposed procedure performs well especially in terms of flexibility and
stable estimates.
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1 Introduction

Recently, functional data analysis has received considerable attention in different fields
of application such as criminology, electromyography, signal processing, and a number
of successful applications have been reported (see, e.g., Ramsay and Silverman 2002,
2005; Araki and Konishi 2006; Mizuta 2006).

The basic idea behind functional data analysis is to express discrete observations
in the form of a function, and then draw information from a collection of functional
data by applying concepts from multivariate data analysis. The focus in the present
paper will be on the problem of constructing functional regression models, where the
observed values can be interpreted as a discretized realization of a function evaluated
at possibly differing time points for each subject.

The early works on functional data analysis mainly use Fourier series, spline or
B-spline smoothing techniques in transforming vector-valued data into functions. A
Fourier series is useful as basis functions if the observed data are periodic and have
sinusoidal features. Moreover, a remarkable point is that the orthogonal property of
Fourier series basis yields an identity matrix for the integral of the product of any
two basis functions in model building process. For non-periodic data, splines and B
-splines are employed as a useful tool in transforming discrete data with complex
structure into functions. Despite their attractive properties, there is a drawback in
modeling the relationship between a response and functional predictors. Spline types
of basis functions do not have the orthogonal property, and in consequence the cross-
product matrix may not be directly calculated.

James (2002) presented a technique for extending generalized linear models to a sit-
uation where some of the predictor variables are observations from a curve or function,
in which the spline coefficients for the functional predictor are assumed to be distrib-
uted according to a multivariate normal distribution. In contrast we consider a direct
generalization of functional regression models that uses Gaussian basis expansions for
filtering the predictor functions and weight functions. We propose functional regres-
sion modelings for scalar responses, using Gaussian basis functions along with the
technique of regularization. We also unified functional regression models in the con-
text of generalized linear models. There are several advantages for the use of Gaussian
basis in functional data analysis. First, it creates a much more flexible instrument
for transforming each individual’s observations into functional form. Second, we can
model the coefficient parameter function by using the same Gaussian basis as for the
predictors, since the integral of the product of any two Gaussian basis functions can
be easily calculated.

In practice, individuals are measured at possibly different time points, and the
amount of smoothness imposed on a set of discrete data may differ from each other.
Hence a crucial issue in functional regression modeling is the choice of a smoothing
parameter and the number of basis functions. Cross-validation (CV) and generalized
cross-validation (GCV) are often referred as in the literature. An advantage of these
procedures lies in their independence from probabilistic assumptions. The compu-
tational time of the procedures is very large, however, and the high variability and
tendency to undersmooth in CV and GCV are not negligible in the analysis of func-
tional data, since the selectors are repeatedly applied.
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Functional regression modeling 813

We present an information-theoretic criterion for evaluating models estimated by
the method of regularization in the context of functional regression modeling. The
criteria are applied to choose smoothing parameters and the number of basis functions.
The proposed method is illustrated through real data analyses and numerical studies.
It is shown that the proposed functional regression modeling procedures perform well
especially in terms of flexibility and stable estimates.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we consider a Gaussian basis expansion
for converting the observed discrete data into the functional form. Section 3 describes
the problem of constructing functional regression models that directly model the rela-
tionship between a response and a functional predictor. In Sect. 4, we introduce the
functional logistic regression model with Gaussian bases. In the context of general-
ized linear models we present a functional regression model in Sect. 5 and derive
model selection criteria in Sect. 6. In Sect. 7 Monte Carlo simulations are conducted
to investigate the effectiveness of our modeling strategies. We also apply the proposed
modeling procedure to Canadian temperature data. Summary and concluding remarks
are given in Sect. 8.

2 Functionalization by Gaussian basis functions

Suppose we have n independent observations x 1, x7, .. ., X, where x, are the vectors
consisting of the N, observed values xq1, Xq2, - . ., Xon, at times o1, ta2, - . ., taN,>
respectively. Our goal here is to express this kind of data {(xy;, f4i); i = 1,2, ...,
Ny, tqi € T C R} (@ = 1,2, ...,n) as a set of smooth functions {x,(¢); @ =
1,2,...,n,t € T} by an appropriate smoothing technique. In this section we drop
the notational dependence on the subject x,, and consider a functionalization of the
data {(x;,t;);i=1,..., N}.

It is assumed that the observed values {(x;, #); i = 1,2, ..., N} for a subject are
drawn from the regression model

xi=u(t;)+e, i=12,...,N, (D

where u(t) is a smooth function to be estimated and the errors €; are independently,
normally distributed with mean zero and variance 2. We also assume that the function
u(t) can be expressed as a linear combination of basis functions

u(t) = wo + D ok (t: . np). )
k=1

where ¢ (¢; ik, r;,%) are Gaussian basis functions given by

= m)?

, k=1,2,...,m. 3)
27]1%

dx(t; ik, ) = exp
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814 Y. Araki et al.

Here iy are the positions of the centers, iy are the dispersion parameters and m is the
number of basis functions.

The centers and the dispersion parameters are determined first, then the weights are
estimated, using the method of regularization. This two-stage learning is reported to
solve the problem of convergence and the identification problem (Moody and Darken
1989; Ando et al. 2001, 2005). We use the k-means clustering algorithm to determine
the centers py and the dispersion parameters 7 of the Gaussian basis functions.
More precisely, the observation points {t;; i = 1, ..., N} are divided into m clusters
{C1, Ca, ..., Cp}, where m is the given number of Gaussian basis functions. The
centers uy and the dispersion parameters 1y of the clusters Cy are then determined by

. 1 o1 ~ 2
uk=n—k2n, nk=a2(n—uk>, )

t;eCy t;€Cy

where ny represents the number of observations that belongs to the cluster Cy. If the
subjects are measured at different times, then all the time points {f4;;i = 1, ..., Ny,
a = 1,...,n} are divided into m clusters. Replacing ux and 7 in equation (3) by
their sample estimates (4), we have a set of m basis functions

(t — f)?
217

¢k(t;ﬁk,ﬁf)=exp[— } =¢(), k=12,....m. (&)

Itfollows from (1) and (5) that the nonlinear regression model based on the Gaussian
basis functions for the a-th subject can be written as

. 2y
f&iltis w,07) = Py

T2
ziazexp[_w] i=1,2,....N, ()

where @ = (wg, @1, ..., on)" and ¢(1) = (1, 1(1), ..., ¢u())T. The maximum
likelihood estimates of the parameters @ and o> can be easily obtained. However,
in the context of functional data analysis, all the individual data that are observed
discretely should be smoothed by using the common basis functions. Moreover, it is
expected that the amount of smoothness imposed on sets of discrete data will differ
between the subjects. To take this into account, the parameters @ and o> are estimated
by using the regularization method instead of the maximum likelihood method.

The regularization method maximizes the penalized log-likelihood function

2 J >, NC ¢
te(@.0%) =3 log f(ilti; 0. 0%) = 0 Ko

i=1

N 1 N
——log(2no?) — —(x — Pw)T (x — Pw) — —ngKw, @)
2 202 2

where x = (x1,...,xy)T, ®isan N x (m + 1) matrix defined by ® = (¢(11), ...,
@ (ty))T and ¢ is the regularization or smoothing parameter, which adjusts the amount

@ Springer



Functional regression modeling 815

of smoothness and also avoids ill-posed problems. Typical forms for the regularization
term are given as

m m
Z (Akwj)2 = wTDkTDkw, wa = wTIm+1w, (8)
j=k+1 j=0

where A is a difference operator such as Aw; = w; — w;_1, Dy isan (m + 1 —
k)x(m + 1) matrix that represents the kth order difference operator AF and I+ 1s an
(m + 1) dimensional identity matrix. Hence the regularization term can be represented
as a quadratic form (w) = w’” Kw by taking appropriate matrix DkT Dy or 1,41 for
the (m + 1) x (m + 1) matrix K. The penalized maximum likelihood estimates are
given by

N
1 2

o=@ 0+ Nee?K)"oTx, 5= < {x,» - a)qu(r,-)} . ©)
i=1

Then the observed discrete data {(x;,#;); i = 1, ..., N} are converted into the func-

tional form given by
m
(1) = oo + D i (1) = x(1). (10)

k=1

We note here that in the functional regression modeling all the individual data
observed discretely should be smoothed by using the common basis functions. The
amount of the smoothness imposed on sets of discrete data will differ among the
subjects, however. Hence we transfer the issue of the number of basis functions into
the choice of the smoothing parameter.

In practice, we first obtain the optimal number of basis functions by using GIC
(Ando et al. 2005) for each curve. Then the most frequently selected number of basis
functions (m) among n sample is determined. Once m is fixed, then we choose the
optimum value of the smoothing parameter ¢ for each set of discrete data as the
minimizer of the criterion.

GIC(¢) = Nlog(2762) + N + 2t{ QR '}, (11)

where 62 is given in (9) and the (m + 2) x (m + 2) matrices Q and R are respectively
given by

1
SO TAO — (KOIAD —— " A'ly — 0T Aly
0= 1 o 26 26 (12)
Nez | 1 1TA3¢—L1TA¢ LlTA“lN—i ’
264N 2627 450" 462
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1
| [@Te+NisTKk T ALy

o 13)
N . (

262

k= N62 17
1A0

where 1y = (1, 1,..., D7 and A = diag[ x| — @' @(11), ..., xy — &' d(tn)].

The observed discrete data {(xy;, fai)itai € 7, i =1,..., Ny} (¢ =1,...,n)are
smoothed by the method described above, producing a functional data set {x, (¢); o =
1, ..., n} given by

m
() = G0+ D Qukk (1) = xo(t), 1t €T CR, (14)
k=1
with the common basis functions {¢ (¢), ..., ¢, (¢)}. In the next section we model the

relationship between a response and a functional predictor.

3 Functional regression model with Gaussian noise

Suppose that the n sets of observed discrete data {(xy;,fwi);tei € 7 C R, i =
1,..., Ny} (@ =1, ..., n) are functionalized by the method described in the previous
section, and that we have {(xy(?), yo); t € T, @ = 1,2,...,n}, where x,(t) are
functional predictors and y, are time independent scalar responses. Assume that the
functional predictor x, (¢) for the ath subject is

m
Xo(t) = a0 + D wakpi(t)
k=1
_ T
=w, (), (15)
where wy = (Wa0, Wal, - .., Wam)? are the estimated weight vectors and ¢(r) =

(L, p1(8), ..., Im ()T is a vector of Gaussian basis functions ¢k (t) given by Eq. (5).
In order to draw information from the set of functional data, we model the relation-
ship between the response and predictor as follows:

Yo = By —l—/ Xq()B@)dt + €4, a=1,2,...,n, (16)
T

where €, are independently, normally distributed with mean O and variance o2

(Ramsay and Silverman 2005). Using the same Gaussian basis functions ¢(¢) as in
(15), we expand the functional parameter as

B =Bo+ D Pru(n)

k=1

=yTo@), (17)
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where y = (o, B1, - -, ﬂm)T. Substituting Egs. (15) and (17) into Eq. (16) yields

Ya = lgf +w§/¢(t)¢(l)le}' + €q

=Br+wliy+e
:Zo{ﬂ-i-éa, a=1,2,...,n, (18)

where zL = (1, wlJ), B = By, ") and J is an (m + 1) x (m + 1) matrix with
(J, k)th element

Tk =/¢j(t)¢k(t)dt, jk=0,1,...,m. (19)

An advantage of the use of the Gaussian type of basis functions is that the integral
of the product of any two Gaussian basis functions can be easily calculated. In fact,

we have Jog = 1, Jox = /27 (k= 1,...,m), Jjo = 2nﬁ§(j=1,...,m)and

Neza

1 R .
——eXp T W ), Jk=1,...,m, (20)
L1 [2(n§+n,%> ! ]
=t
nj Mk

where (i ; and 7} ; are given in equation (4). Then it follows from (18) that the likelihood
function is given by

. 1 n 1 < 2
Hf(yalxa;ﬂ,02)=(m) eXp[—m;(ya—chﬂ) }

a=1

Jix =

I 1 ,
=(—) exp[—%—zu—zm (y—Zﬂ)], @

V2mo?
where x, is the functional predictor, y = (y1, ..., yn)T and Z isann x (m + 2)
matrix defined by
2T = ( ) 1 1 ... 1 22)
=Z1,...,2n) = .
8 JTw1 JTwz...JTwn

Our Gaussian basis function regression models can also be applied to analyze a set of
multidimensional functional data such as surface fitting, since the explicit formula for
the J matrix in the Eq. (19) can be easily obtained by calculating the integral of the
product of any two Gaussian basis functions.

The maximum likelihood method often gives an unsatisfactory result in estimating
the functional regression coefficient §(¢) in terms of instability and computability. The
inverse of ZT Z, which is required for computing the maximum likelihood estimates,

@ Springer



818 Y. Araki et al.

tends to be unstable and often yields an ill-posed problem, especially in functional
logistic model. Hence we estimate the (1 4-2)-dimensional unknown parameter vector
B and the error variance o2 by the method of regularization.

Instead of maximizing the log-likelihood function, we choose the 8 and o to
maximize the penalized log-likelihood function

1 A
G(B.o?) = =S log@na?) = (v~ ZB) (v — 2B) — BT KB, (23)
o 2

where K is an (m + 2) x (m + 2) penalty matrix and A is a smoothing parameter
that controls the smoothness of the functional parameter. For a fixed value of the
regularization parameter A, the penalized maximum likelihood estimates are given by

B=Z"Z+n6*2K)"'ZTy and 6% = l(y -z (y—-2zB). (%
n

Adding a positive constant to the elements of Z” Z, the solution ﬁ makes the problem
nonsingular even when Z7 Z is not of full rank.

We choose the value of the smoothing parameter which minimizes the information
criterion derived in Sect. 6. Then the functional parameter estimate and the predictive
values are, respectively, given by

Bt)=pTdp(t) and $=2Z"Z+n6*rK)""'Z7y. (25)

4 Functional logistic regression model

We consider a functional regression modeling in the case of a binary response variable,
resulting in functional logistic regression with regularization parameter estimates.

Suppose that {y,; o = 1,2, ..., n} are independent observations of a response Y
taking the value O or 1, associated with the functional data {x, (t); t € T, = 1, ..., n}
for a predictor where x, () are given by Eq. (15). The conditional probabilities of Y
given the functional predictor x,, are assumed to be

Pr(Yy = ljxg) = 7@ and Pr(Yy =Olxy) =1 — 7. (26)

We consider the functional logistic regression model in the form

— 71(05)

@
log [ 1—} =B+ /T Xo (D) B(1)dr. 27

@ Springer



Functional regression modeling 819

By using the same Gaussian basis functions ¢(t) = (1, ¢1(2), ..., dm )T asin (15),
we expand the functional parameter 3(¢) as

B(t) = Bo+ D Pri(n)

k=1

=yTo@), (28)

where y = (8o, B1, - -, ,Bm)T. Substituting B(¢) and x4 (¢) into Eq. (27), we have

(@)
1ogI1”—] =718, (29)

— j-[(a)

where B = (B7, )T and zl = (1, wl J) with (m + 1) x (m + 1) matrix J= (J ;%)
given by Eq. (19).
The conditional probabilities can be rewritten as

exp [ﬂf +/Txa(t)ﬂ(t)dt]

2@ —

1 4 exp [,Bf—i-/Txa(t),B(t)dt]

exp (z; B)

= = 7 30
1 +exp (zIB) G0)

Then the log-likelihood function for y,, in terms of B is

n

¢B) = > {vulogm® + (1 = o) log(1 — 7}

a=1

n
:Z[YOI (ﬂTzot) _IOg{1+exp (ﬂTza)}:I- (31)
a=l1
Estimates for § can be found using a regularization method that maximizes the penal-
ized log-likelihood function
- ni
6B = [vo (B2) —tog {1 +exp (B724) || - TB7KB. (D)

a=1

where K is an (m + 2) x (m + 2) penalty matrix and A is a smoothing parameter that
controls the smoothness of 8(z).
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820 Y. Araki et al.

When a particular value of A is given, the following iterative algorithm, Newton—
Raphson method, is used to find the parameter estimates,

-1
aZZ old ae old
ﬂnew _ ﬂOId +1- A(ﬂT ) A(ﬁ ) (33)
pop 0B
The updated f} is given by
B = (Z"DZ +nrK) 2" DE, 34)

where Z is given by Eq. (22), £ = ZBY + D 'y = TI1), y = (y1,...,v)7,
1=(,...,D7 and

D =diag [z V(1 =7V}, .. 7P - 7],

IT = diag [n(l), @ .., n(")] .

After choosing the value of the smoothing parameter A that minimizes the infor-
mation criterion derived in Sect. 6, we have the estimate of the functional parameter
and the predicted value given by

oo (i)

Boy=p"¢@) and = —>—"—
eon(48)

(35)

respectively.

5 Functional generalized linear models

Generalized linear model (GLM) introduced by Nelder and Wedderburn (1972) pro-
vides a unified theoretical and computational framework for a class of nonlinear and
nonnormal regression models. Green and Silverman (1994) proposed nonparametric
GLM with roughness penalty methods. The functional version of GLM was implicitly
introduced in the literature by Marx and Eilers (1999) as a penalized splines proce-
dure. This section considers various types of functional regression models based on
Gaussian basis functions in the context of generalized linear models.

Suppose that we have n sets of observations {(xy (1), y¢);t € T} (¢ = 1,2, ..., n),
where y,, is a scalar response and x,, (¢) are functional predictors. It is assumed that the
functional predictor x, (¢) for the arth subject is functionalized by the method described
in Sect. 2 and is given by
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X (1) = a0 + ) Wajj (1)
j=1
=wl¢@), a=1,2,...,n, (36)

where wy = (We0, Wal, ..., Wem)' and §(1) = (1, ¢1(1), ¢2(1), ..., o))" is a
vector of the Gaussian basis functions.

To draw information from a collection of the functional data, we use the exponential
family of densities

wbo — b(Eq
ool o) = xp [ e =16

7 +c(Vas lﬂ)} , (37

where b(-) and c(-, -) are specific functions and &, and v are unknown parameters.
Under the functional generalized linear model framework, the conditional expectation
E[yy|xe] = po (= b'(&y)) is related to the predictor g by A(iLq) = 14, Where h(-) is
a link function. In systematic component, it is assumed that

h(pe) = 1o = Ba +/Txa(t)ﬂ(t)dt- (38)

Using the same Gaussian basis functions ¢ (), ¢2(¢), ..., ¢ (¢) asin Eq. (36), we
expand the functional parameter as

B = o+ D Begi (1)

k=1
=y (39)
where ¥ = (Bo, B1, ..., Bn)! . The systematic component can then be expressed as

h(1ta) = Ba+ D D wajbi / ¢ (i ()dr
j=0k=0
= Bu+wiJy
=z£ﬂ, a=12,...,n, (40)

where J is an (m + 1) x (m + 1) cross-product matrix given as in Eq. (20), 8
= (Ba, yT)T is the (1 + m)-dimensional parameter vector and z, = (1, wl J)T.
Combining the random component (37) and the systematic component ( 40), we have
a functional generalized linear model

yak(zLB) —r(zL B)
2

S Qulxe; B.9) = exp[ + c(a w] : 1)
where k() = b Yoh '()andr(:) =bob'Loh1().
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822 Y. Araki et al.

The unknown parameters § and i are estimated by maximizing the penalized
log-likelihood function

[ vak@IB) — r(zl A
Mﬂ,w):Z[y (Z“ﬂ)w r(z“ﬂ)+6(ya,¢)]—%ﬂTKﬂ, 2)

a=1

where K is an (m + 2)-dimensional positive semidefininte matrix with rank m — d.

The maximum penalized likelihood estimator B is a solution of the penalized like-
lihood equation 3¢, (B, ¥)/dB = 0. This solution in general will be a nonlinear
optimization problem, and for fixed values of i and A, the iteration may be expressed
as

B = (ZTWZ +nayK) 12T Wk, (43)

where Z is given in (22), k is an n dimensional vector with the o'th element given by
ko = Vo — ta) (e) + zg B and W is an n x n diagonal matrix with the ath element
given by waa = {b"(E)h (1)}

In each Fisher scoring step B is updated to " by (43) until a suitable convergence
criterion is satisfied. After the estimate ﬁ is obtained, the estimate of the scale parameter
Y is given as a solution of 9¢; ([3, Y) /0y = 0. Substituting the sample estimates [3
and v into Eq. (41) yields the statistical model

Yok (zIB) — r(zL B)

[ Galxa: B, ¥) = exp[ + (Vo> &)} : (44)

which depends on the values of the smoothing parameter 1. In Sect. 6, we derive a
model selection criterion for evaluating the functional generalized linear models with
Gaussian basis functions from an information theoretic point of view.

The functional generalized linear model can be used with various types of distrib-
utions. Here shown are two examples.

Example 1 Suppose that the observations y, are independently and normally distrib-
uted with mean 11, and common variance o2. By taking b(&,) = £2/2, ¥ = o2,
Yo, V) = —yi/(Zaz) — log(o«/ﬂ) and h(uy) = g in the exponential family of
densities (37), we have a functional regression model with Gaussian noise explained

in Sect. 3.

Example 2 Suppose that we have n sets of observations {(x4(?),vy); ¢t € 7,
o = 1,2,...,n}, where xq(t) are a functional predictor and y, are independent
random variables coded as either 0 or 1. By taking b(&,)= log{1 + exp(&x)}, ¥ =1,
c(Yo, ¥) = 0 and h(uy) = log{ue /(1 — )} in (37), we have a functional logistic
regression model explained in Sect. 4.
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6 Model selection criteria

In the functional regression models, we need to determine the appropriate values of
the adjusted parameters that include the number of basis functions and a smoothing
parameter or a regularization parameter. Choosing these parameters can be viewed as a
model selection and evaluation problem; how to choose the best approximating model
from the competing models by a suitable criterion. Although there is a large amount
of literature regarding model selection (see, for example, Linhart and Zucchini 1986;
Rao and Wu 2001), research on model selection for functional data analysis has not yet
been developed. Rice and Wu (2001) used the model selection techniques AIC (Akaike
information criterion), BIC (Bayesian information criterion) and CV (cross-validation)
to select the number of breakpoints for the splines. Ramsay and Silverman (2005) used
CV in a functional linear model to choose the smoothing parameter. It might be noticed
that AIC and BIC cover only models estimated by the maximum likelihood method.
Estimation in our model building process is by regularization. Hence we obtain a model
selection criterion for evaluating models estimated by regularization in the context of
functional regression modeling.

6.1 Generalized information criterion

Suppose that independent responses y1, ..., y, are generated from an unknown true
distribution G (y|x) having probability density g(y|x). Based on the information con-
tained in the observations, we choose a model which consists of a family of probabil-
ity distributions f(y|x; @), where @ = (6, ..., GP)T is the p-dimensional vector of
unknown parameters. This specified parametric family of densities may or may not
contain the true density g(y|x).

The unknown parameter vector € in a specified model is estimated by the method of
regularization, and we have a statistical model f (y|x; 0) with regularized estimator 0.
Once a statistical model has been estimated, then an overall measure of the divergence
of the statistical model from the true density would be assessed by the Kullback-Leibler
information (Kullback and Leibler 1951) from the predictive point of view.

Suppose that z = {z1, ..., z,} are future observations for the response variable
drawn from g (y|x). Let f (z]x: 0) = [[g— f (z«|¥a: 0) and g (z]x) = [To— 8 (zu|¥a)-
Then the Kullback-Leibler information is given by

8(z|x)
I{g, = Eg|y) | log —————
{s. f} G@lv) |:0g f(zlx;0)j|

= Ecin [28GI0)] = Eoap [log Falxi )] @49)

We choose the model that minimizes the Kullback-Leibler information from among
different statistical models. A model selection criterion is obtained as an estima-
tor of the Kullback-Leibler information or equivalently minus twice the expected
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824 Y. Araki et al.

log-likelihood —2EGz|x)[log f (z|x; 9)] and is, in general, given by

IC = 2> log f (valxa: 8) + 2b(G), (46)

a=1

where l;(G) is an estimator of the bias defined by

b(G) = Eg(y) [Z 10 f (yo|Xa: 0) — Egzin[log f (zx; é)]} . @

a=1

Konishi and Kitagawa (1996) obtained an asymptotic bias for a statistical model
with functional estimator and approximated the bias by the trace of a matrix for
products of the empirical influence function of estimators and the score function of a
specified parametric model. The influence function of the regularized estimator 0 is
given by

= d{log f(y|x; 0) — (1/2)07 K6}

TW(y|x: G) = R(G
ylx; G) ( 29

0=0

where

32 . T
R(G) = —/ vy {log FOlx:8) — (1/2)6 Ke}dG.

Then using Theorem 2.1 given by Konishi and Kitagawa (1996, p. 876), we have an
information criterion

GIC = =2 log f (yulxa: 0) +2t{R(G) ™' Q(G)}, (48)
a=1

where the matrices in the bias correction term are, for the empirical distribution func-
tion G, given by

A 1 & 92
RG) = =" ——7 flog f(ulva: 0) = (1/207 K6}| .
n o 0000 029 (49)
e 1 3{log f(Valxe: ) — (1/2)07 K0} 3 1og f(yelxas )
G)= — .
0(G) nZ:‘; -4 il o

Substituting the density (41) into Egs. (48) and (49) and differentiating the result with
respect to 6 and ¥, we have the following result;

n TRy T R . A
GIC(R) = —22{”’6(1‘*‘6)& @)y, w)] +2r (OR7),  (50)
a=1
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where Q and R are the (m 4 3) x (m + 3) matrices given by

~ 1 [ ZTA/) — 2K BT .
o= — S ) (az ).
ny p 51)
P ZITZ +nyaK ZT AL, /v
wp \ Az —e™1, )
Here A and I' are the n x n diagonal matrices with the «-th diagonal elements
-
Aua = T2
b"(Ea) N (fa)
(o = fia) {0 Gl (i) + b G *H (1) | I
Coo =

~ . 3 + b”(é YW (fa )2’
{br o) e

and p and g are n-dimensional vectors with «-th elements

ak Ty TR 9
D = Y (zo[,B)A2 r(zy,B) +_I//C()’a,‘ﬂ) ’
v y=i
e
=Gy

We present model selection criteria for evaluating functional regression and func-
tional logistic regression models with multiple predictors constructed by the regular-
ized Gaussian basis functions.

Example 3 Consider the functional regression model given in Sect. 3. The statisti-
cal model estimated by the regularization method is glven by f (ya|xa, ﬂ 6%) =
(2r6%) " exp{—(yu — 25 B)?/(267)). By taking b)) = /2. ¥ = &7,
¢Oas ) = —¥2/(26%) — log(65/27), h(fie) = fie in (50) and (51), we have a
generalized information criterion for evaluating the statistical model in the following;

GIC(A) = n(log 27 + 1) + nlog &2 + 2tr (Qz%—l) ,

where matrices Q and R are given by

1 a
. | [ZTz+na6*K 5ZTAL,
R=— " S (52)
no —ITAZ T
627" 262
1 ~
—7TA*Z —2kB1TAZz —ZTA%1, — — 7T A1,
R 1 62 264 62
0=— . (53)
not | L yrasz o Larig 17 A%, — 2
2541" 262" 46677 T 4562

@ Springer



826 Y. Araki et al.

. _ AT AT
where A = diag{y; — B z1,---»yu — B zZn}-

Example 4 Consider the functional logistic regression model given in Sect. 4. The
statistical model estimated by the regularlzatlon method is glven by f(VelXa; ﬂ) =
(@] — J'r(‘)‘)}l Yo where 7@ = exp(zTﬂ)/ 1+ exp(zTﬂ) }. By taking b(EO,)

= log{l +exp(x)}, ¥ = 1, (Y. ¥) = 0 and h(fle) = log{fia/(1 — fia)} in (50)
and (51), we have a model selection criterion for evaluating the statistical model in

the following;
GIC(L) = —2 Z [ya (Brzo,) —log {1 + exp (ista)}] +2ur (Qlé—l) . (54)

where the matrices Q and R are respectively given by

~

~ 1 ~ ~
0= {ZTA 7 - AKﬂITAZ} and R=-2T(I, — )Z + 2K, (55)
n

where A = diag [y1 — AWy 7@y, — fr(")] and 1 = diag[# (D, 7@ ..,
7}(")].

There exist other criteria for selecting the smoothing parameters in the functional
regression model with Gaussian noise.

6.2 Modified AIC

Suppose that the fitted value § = (31, ..., $,)7 may be expressed as § = Sy, where §
is the hat matrix for functional regression model with Gaussian noise, S = Z(Z7 Z +
n621K)~1ZT . Then Hastie and Tibshirani (1990) and Hurvich et al. (1998) proposed
to use the trace of the smoother matrix as an approximation to the model complexity.
By replacing the number of parameters in AIC by the trace of the smoother matrix,
we have

MAIC() = =2 > 10g f (yal¥a: B, ¥) +2trS, (56)

a=1
where }§ and ¥ are regularized estimates. A problem may arise in the theoretical

justification for the use of the bias-correction terms in MAIC selector automatically,
since AIC covers only models estimated by the maximum likelihood method.

6.3 Cross-validation

Cross-validation method creates the new observation situation from the given data by
predicting for each observation based on the remaining data. Let $(~%) be a regression
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response value estimated by the observed data except (x4 (¢), Yo ). The cross-validation
criterion is then

CV(d)

‘Z( _ 5 a))
—z(ff;;a)z

where Syq (1) is an ath diagonal element of the hat matrix S.
Generalized cross-validation, a modified form of cross-validation, introduced by
Craven and Wahba (1979) replaces Sy (2) in Eq. (57) by the average and is

1< Yo — Ja :
GCV(L) = — — ) .
@) nz(l—trS/n)

a=1

In the next section, we compare GIC with modified AIC, cross-validation and
generalized cross-validation through Monte Carlo simulations.

7 Numerical results and practical examples
7.1 Role of a smoothing parameter

In the functional regression modeling all the individual data that are observed dis-
cretely should be smoothed by using the common basis functions. The amount of the
smoothness imposed on sets of discrete data will differ among the subjects. Therefore,
the smoothing parameter plays an important role in adjusting the difference of the indi-
vidual smoothness. We conduct a Monte Carlo simulation to examine the efficiency
of the smoothing parameter ¢ for a regression model with the fixed number of basis
functions.
Figure 1 plots a set of 100 generated data from the model

(@) Yo = exp(—2xy)sin(57xy) + €0, (b) Yo =sinuxl) + ey,

where the errors €, are assumed to be independently distributed according to the
normal distribution with means 0 and the standard deviations are taken as 0.2R,, with
R, being the range of (a) exp(—2x,) sin(Smx,) and (b) sin(ang), over the input
space. The independent variable x,, are generated from uniform distribution on [0, 1].

The solid lines are smoothed curves produced by using Gaussian basis func-
tions, estimated by the regularization method. The number of basis functions and
the smoothing parameter ¢ were selected by GIC in Eq. (11). The selected values
werem = 6, £ = 10722, GIC =46.35 for (a) and m = 4, ¢ = 107>, GIC = 93.66
for (b).

Next we tried to adjust the smoothness of each curve by changing only the smooth-
ing parameter, fixing the number of basis functions. First, 100 pairs of data were
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(a) (b)
o | 2
0
i
v
g
S
2
<
Sl 0
S
10 o
2] -
w
T T T —* T T T4 T T T —* T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Fig. 1 Gaussian basis function smoothing; the figures (a) and (b) show the regularized Gaussian basis
functions that fit to the data generated from the true model (a) yo = exp(—2xq) sin(5wxy) + €q, (b)
Yo = sin(2ﬂx3) + €y, and € ~ N(0,0.2Ry), with Ry being the range of y over the input space

generated from the models (a) and (b), and the optimal number of basis functions and
the smoothing parameter were determined by GIC. Then the mean squared errors of
Zé(i)l {t(xy) — u(x(),)}2 /100 were calculated, where u(x) denotes the true function.
Second, with a fixed m = 6, only the number of the smoothing parameter was selected
by the GIC and the mean squared errors were calculated. This process was repeated
100 times and the averages of the 100 simulation were obtained.

When the number of the basis functions and also the smoothing parameter being
selected by GIC, the mean squared errors for the models (a) and (b) are 0.02270
and 0.04351, respectively. On the other hand, when we fixed the number of the basis
functions as m = 6, the resulting values for the models (a) and (b) were 0.02941 and
0.04782, respectively. The differences between the adjusting number of basis and the
fixed number of basis for (a) and (b) are 6.71 x 107> and 4.31 x 1073, respectively. This
result shows the effect of the smoothing parameter for the regression model with a fixed
number of basis functions. We can conclude that even with a fixed number of basis
functions, the smoothing parameter ¢ can effectively adjust individual smoothness
differences.

7.2 Monte Carlo simulation

Monte Carlo experiments were conducted to investigate the effectiveness of the pro-
posed modeling strategy with GIC comparing to others (modified AIC (MAIC), cross-
validation (CV) and generalized cross-validation (GCV)). In the simulation study,
we generated a data set {(yy, xo(t)); « = 1,...,n,t € T} according to the fol-
lowing procedure. Firstly, scalar responses y, were generated from the true model
Yo = 8Uy) + €4 with g(uy) = fﬂ(t)ua(t)dt, where u(t) and B(¢) are given as
follows.
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@) B() =1 uy(t) =exp(aiat) + azat,

a ~N@2,03%), a~N(=3,04%, T=[-1,1], (58)
(b) B(t) =12, ua(t) = bia + baat + b3at® + buat’,

by ~ N(0.2,0.1%), by ~ N(0.4,0.2%), b3 ~ N(0.1,0.08%),

bs ~ N©0.4,0.1%), T =[-1,2]. (59)

The errors €, are assumed to be independently distributed according to the normal
distributions with means 0 and the variances are taken as (I) 62 = 0.01R,, (Il) 02 =
0.05R, with R, being the range of g(u,) over the input space. Secondly, functional
predictors x4 () were generated as following steps:

Step 1. The design points {t;; i = 1,..., 100} are generated independently from
uniform distribution on 7.

Step 2. We obtain a discrete data set {(x4;,%); i = 1,...,100, t; € T}, where
Xai = Uy (ti) + eqi. The errors ey; are independently, normally distributed
with mean 0 and variance 1.

Step 3. The discrete data sets are transformed into a functional data set {x,(?); o =
1, ..., n} along with the smoothing technique described in Sect. 2.

We fitted the functional regression model. The smoothing parameter A was deter-
mined by GIC, MAIC, CV and GCV. Tables 1 and 2 compare the average squared
errors ASE = >0 {g(uq) — $o}%/n, and the means and standard deviations of the
smoothing parameter 1. The simulation results were obtained by averaging over 100
Monte Carlo trials. It may be seen from the simulation results that the models eval-
uated by GIC are superior to those based on CV-type or MAIC in all cases in the
sense that they give smaller average squared error (ASE). The standard deviations of
A determined by GIC are smaller than the others in many cases.

7.3 Canadian temperature data

We investigate the efficiency of our functional regression modeling technique through
the analysis of Canadian temperature data (Ramsay and Silverman 2005), for which
we compare models constructed by the cross-validation (CV) and the GIC via the
bootstrap method (Efron 1979). The data consist of daily average temperatures and
annual rainfall observed at thirty-five Canadian weather stations.

Ramsay and Silverman (2005) transformed the daily average temperature data into a
temperature function by Fourier expansion. The number of basis functions was selected
subjectively based on the amount of variability in the estimated regression coefficient
function. Next, the functional regression model was fitted by minimizing penalized
squared error and the smoothing parameter A was selected by the CV method.

To investigate the stability of the functional regression model evaluated by GIC,
100 sets of bootstrap samples were generated from the 35 temperature functions,
and the regression coefficient function ﬁ(t) was estimated for each bootstrap sample.
The estimates based on CV created a large variation, while the estimates based on
the GIC were stable as we can observe from the Fig. 2a and b. The averages of

@ Springer



830 Y. Araki et al.

Table 1 Comparison of the average squared errors (ASE) based on various criteria for the simulation (a)

GIC MAIC cv GCV
n=25
62/Ry =0.01
ASE 2.548x1074 2.669x10~4 2.697x10~4 2.632x1074
) 2.934x10 3.174x10 3.288x10 3.335x10
SD() 2.814x10 2.779%10 2.764x10 2.760x 10
62/Ry =0.05
ASE 6.810x1073 7.371x1073 7.340%x1073 6.878x1073
) 2.469% 10 3.012x10 3.241x10 3.565x10
SD() 2.705% 10 2.791x10 2.764x10 2.701x10
n =150
2/Ry = 0.01
ASE 2.493x10~4 2.515x1074 2.591x10~4 2.527x1074
) 1.646x10 2.285%10 2.488%10 2.367x10
SD(1) 2.461x10 2.758% 10 2.795%10 2.785x 10
62/Ry =0.05
ASE 6.475x103 6.851x1073 6.846x1073 6.756x 103
) 3.327x10 3.432x10 3.487x10 3.487x10
SD() 2.769% 10 2.754% 10 2.742%10 2.743x10
n =100
62/Ry =0.01
ASE 2.527x1074 2.572x10~4 2.574x10~4 2.573x1074
) 0.782x10 1.578x10 1.759x 10 1.631x10
SD(%) 1.778x10 2.536x10 2.537x10 2.564x10
62/Ry =0.05
ASE 6.175x1073 6.199% 1073 6.287x1073 6.203x1073
) 0.784x10 0.851x10 1.072x10 0.906x 10
SD() 1.914x10 2.015%10 2215%10 2.069% 10

the squared differences between the predicted values y, and the observed values y,
(@ = 1,...,35) for 100 bootstrap replications were 6.27 x 10~!! by the GIC and
1.21 x 10710 by CV. For comparison with CV as a model selector, we observe the
efficiency of the proposed modeling procedure based on the Gaussian basis function
with the GIC.
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Table 2 Comparison of the average squared errors (ASE) based on various criteria for the simulation (b)

GIC MAIC cv GCV
n=25
62/Ry =0.01
ASE 1.534x107! 1.562x1071 1.633x 1071 1.655x107!
A 1.028x1072 1.198x1072 1.571x1072 1.669x 1072
SD(X) 7.266x1073 7.593%1073 8.760x 1073 8.891x1073
62/Ry =0.05
ASE 2.012x107! 2.017x107! 2.060x107! 2.063x107!
A 0.723x1072 0.818x1072 1.135x1072 1.158x1072
SD(%) 5.782x1073 6.160x 1073 6.561x1073 6.892x1073
n=>50
2/Ry = 0.01
ASE 1.762x107! 1.766x10~1 1.782x 1071 1.789x 107!
A 6.815x1073 7.158x1073 8.469x 1073 8.765% 1073
SD(L) 4358x1073 4.415%1073 5.136x1073 5.296x 1073
62/Ry =0.05
ASE 2.127x107! 2.131x107! 2.142x107! 2.144x107!
A 6.115x1073 6.503x1073 7.282x1073 7.643x1073
SD(L) 3.505x 1073 3.569% 103 3.791x1073 3.556x1073
n = 100
62/Ry =0.01
ASE 1.910x 1071 1.911x1071 1.916x10~1 1.917x107!
A 5.778x 1073 5.942x1073 63871073 6.494x 1073
SD(%) 3.410x1073 3.496x 1073 3.661x1073 3.739x1073
62/Ry =0.05
ASE 2.094x107! 2.096x10~! 2.102x107! 2.102x1071
A 4.158x1073 4327x1073 4.595%1073 4.655%1073
SD(%) 2.245%1073 2.401x1073 2.404x1073 2.448x1073

8 Summary and concluding remarks

We introduced functional regression modelings, using Gaussian basis functions with
the method of regularization. We first transfer the vector-valued observations to a set of
functions. Second, functional regression models are constructed by using the property
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Fig.2 aEstimated regression coefficient functions based on cross-validation (CV) and b estimated regres-
sion coefficient functions based on GIC for 100 bootstrap replications

that the integral of the product of any two Gaussian basis functions can be directly
calculated. In order to select adjusted parameters, we derived model selection criteria
within the framework of functional regression modeling from an information-theoretic
approach.

In recent years, statistical challenges arise in such areas as genome databases in life
science, motion data in robotics, POS data in marketing and economic data. Especially
in the analysis of genome science the number of variables is much greater than the
number of observations. One way to handle the large number of variables is to employ
techniques in the functional data analysis. In practice it is required to use a flexible
instrument for transforming each individual’s observations into functional form. We
observed that Gaussian bases produce a variety of functional forms, using the method
of regularization and the model selection criterion GIC given in Sect. 6. Our modeling
strategies may be applied to the problem of constructing a discriminant rule based on
a collection of functional data, which will be discussed in another paper.
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