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ABSTRACT

SINGLE-INDEX EXPECTILE MODEL FOR
HIGH-DIMENSIONAL DATA

ABSTRACT

With the rapid development of computer science and technology, various data collection tools
came into being, which leads to the frequent occurrence of high-dimensional data. The emergence of
high-dimensional data and the "Curse of dimensionality” brought by it make the traditional statistics
and data analysis methods unable to analyze high-dimensional data. Therefore, the study of
high-dimensional data has become a hot issue in statistics. We must consider how to overcome the
"dimension curse" and improve the accuracy of statistical inference. In other words, when we use the
model to fit high-dimensional data, how to reduce the dimension of the data used.

The single-index model can avoid the "curse of dimensionality" problem of high-dimensional
data by means of dimensionality reduction, and is a very important nonparametric model. In order to
solve the problem of single-index model parameter estimation under high-dimensional data, this
thesis chooses to combine expectile model to estimate parameters and perform variable selection,
that is, to study a single-index expectile model. Expectile model has many advantages. Newey and
Powell (1987) proposed a class of estimators for classical linear regression models that allow for the
use of different weights for positive and negative residuals and called expected quantile regression.
We choose asymmetric least squares (ALS) and Adaptive LASSO for parameter estimation and
variable sclection. This thesis introduces a new penalized ALS (PALS) method for efficient estima-
tion of indicator coefficients in single-index expectile model with simultaneous variable selection.
Combining the bias correction method with PALS; it can be proved that the proposed estimate has
asymptotic normality, which can be used to construct effective confidence intervals and test hy-
potheses.

Deng Yufei (Statistics)
Supervised by Jiang Rong

KEY WORDS: Debiasing Technique, Expectile Regression, Single-index Model, Variable
Selection
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TAE: Zhang & Zhang (2014)"™: van de Geer et al. (2014)™; Javanmard & Montanari
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(2014) W 7 —Fh 2 ff LASSO Al v o4 T2 T2 17 DX [R) - 900 1ot 4 2 P TRLAN ) S 2%
PERERL AR AR (% . Gueuning & Claeskens (2016) W5 72T LS JikKI#6
TN BLFR B A (A f LASSO #2/7 . SILA SCRRAALL,  IXI0 AR A2 7% L8 545 b
oA R R R R 2 i A

1.3 AR AB SEWZHE
1.3.1 ARAS

AT RO EER T B AR B S ], AR S B A R
TS EORAT AR BB, RIBFFE— R0 AR b 0 B2 7 A R TR o JRAT DI PR AR X AR
BN TS (ALS)HT Adaptive LASSO K47 22 Al vh AR B P A I F L%
KA

(WA T — R ST ALS J7id, H PR AL(1-1) SR i f br R B0 AT A Rt o
[F] N HEAT AR B 4

QTS ¥ — P Al ALS 77id, EHAm iiA Y ALS 254, FLUEBI P hE i
T AW IEASTE, W] HRAE A RCE S X Te A (R BeR s

1.3.2 % HE

AT R, R T BRI B RO TR T SR AR R B i
NI LASSO AR B IA P ANRIN T 5t PAIRERGE 1O T AR AR AL 22 )
DA LUK LASSO B8 ) [ N A TEBLIR o foeJi A A AR SCHOBT T A A AN 45
etk



B8 L

B Y A SCER R A B TR IR o 5 /NTT 1 B G ACSCRT T B B b
RUMUEE 73 B J LRSS 5 55 /N5 LASSO Al Adaptive LASSO 72 & iz
PEEAT A BN T ARSI A R AT DG

= AR . SR, BRAINR TR (-D A R RN 5,
LA R RN IR AR Adaptive LASSO. i 4 HAR AL (1-1) o M BT
Frig /N RIS B, 5 B A Adaptive LASSO, 45 Hiy, (1 Adaptive LASSO
TERHAER A /N 3R i, BJEEIER] T Adaptive LASSO FHIZE ST ALS At A —%
PEM! Oracle PR . 5%~/ I, FATNA 7T ALS FVERA WA, e 14
B )5 Ky AT LA B EA M, 1TRAEET MG Geor AT, 35—/ BLE, 3847
T ZHIGT R, T ARG My Al BB R A8 T A B X T

FVEIY, WALED R K FEFPHAT 7 55 R 2 B0 ) A 94k
KT SRS AT o

BT RAVEES T AT RN, $RIA B I AL, e
TR T RRTAER R
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ETE HISHANE
2.1 RBINE
2.1.1 BIBFRIR R

FAPRBRAR I R — T BRI in A B AR A B ) R AR, Gl AR fRIE R 5 R AV
RGBT TR B e B B RAL, FoA RS KRR PR 1R A m T S IRbr i A iy B
AREREEAR R B 7B NIROGE . @R TEL G, A A gl
RN T PR S BT R AR A LLAS T B AE S B 2 T () T

BB R R MR A A B o RB{(Ye, X0, 1 = 1, -, n}R H & Mg
it

Y =XTy, +¢ 2-1)
e LR, B, X = (X, XP)T € RPEpiiitit i i, yo il s
Bl & o SRR R A2 e PRSI (2- 1) I o e I R A e 5 R B IR O 4 2
PR p AL X TV Bl — AN L SRIEH A e (XTy) &
XA e EUG, WWESE A PR S HX Ty, ERZ IR EXEAE., B
TEAR AL A S b
Y =go(X"yo) t¢ (2-2)
HAY RN AS & o Xt —DpZElIh 7 2, go()& RFBREL yo AR IRITZ AL
& B BT YU, Bk llyoll=1, - Zm il BRI, I Hyoff5 — T IEEL,

AT 1R 2 M) B
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2.1 2 B U o 3= 8

WS O St S A Aigner 2542 1, 11 Newey A1 Powell (1987) PhigE—35
Sl T BRI R

B BN BYFR R B, TR BUEFy e X T0 € (0,1),58 X M #ik
w5 ™ VE
yIREE 7 b U E v (0) P I F 5 2

v(0) = argmin; < E{ Qe (Y —a)}, (2-3)
AR, 16 = 0.51F, (2-3)AD A briftiR /b 3R H AR AL BT Qo () AT EES: — I 4L
Jir ELv(8) 2
E{Le(Y —v(8))} =0,

Fork
1-6 0,
L=t " Y3,
ST 47
I, ly = vIdFy(y) _ Ly R

Py —vIdFy @) + [ ly —vIdRy(y) [ ly—vIdFy(y)
LT A AR
v(8) = YE[Y[Y > v(0)] + (1 — y)E[Y]Y < v(8)]],
Hoy = 0[1 - Fy(v(®)]/{0[1 — Fy(v(8))] + (1 - O)Fy(v(®))}.
WEE 3B B — S PE 5 4k Newey Al Powell (1987) 12145 1 .
& B 2. 1 AR WAL AS Y R EE [y 4772, I TE R0 € (0,1), fF/EME—HIv(0) 1l
(2-3)or, JEH.:
(i) %v(0):(0,1) » RE ™I B EER K
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(i)  v(O)HIEHZ.
(i)  HTY =sY+t, YRR 2

oy (SV(O) +t s>0,
v(0) = {sv(l -0+t s<0.

EB: PRIE ARG 5% Newey A1 Powell (1987)1,

SRR T S A B R AR 5 T SRR BRI B o R BT () — R e,
CEEA T AR RO, BEGRNE FORER 7E i, R SCHR AT 3 o BB K
[0 AN R I o 22 e i e ) W R

22 LASSO T Ei%iZ

H R, WA B REMITETE AN — S50, ei#ET
RGO . RGN RS AN AMEITSHE T BT, fE
Gk 22 o AT A AR AT S AT, AR LE S 1) e PR

1. IXEG A RS T R, B FERENEZSHAE. BEN
Bpk il 3, MRABIREAFTEENKR, AR A RS,

2. E—SBER I T, BBt — O F IO BB R S a A
—H RS SRR A SRR A PR T ER R EA BN E.

11 LASSO J5 ¥ 8 57 76 H x5 R 7 B 2 M5 e A o (3 [ g it ] AR 41677 6 tH
(78 B R B, TR 2 B AL PR T, AT LA T LR i — B8 40012 5 2,
LASSO J7iZm LAgRah—2e A 2L o FET- LASSO [ s R4, ASCRH LASSO Hify
FA R —Fb )7 i:——Adaptive LASSO SR Al i SeEl X B ML 72
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B EIERN A

22.1LASSO FIENX

EHANF—A ARy AR 2 R R . 2R AR IR = T
MEEN TR, RRERSHPAEENATENRENE. X REE
I i A e R A9 o A% U R A 30 SR Y B8 et s IR 5 e R 22 1 R BN, T
Lk, HE-AMWEREE. LASSO kst il ix — A e d P A 2 — 4
Mt . LASSO J5F i de /N — e i — R s 2R 538, Ere RIH R 5B L in 17—
FiL A, "E I8 T LAT ]

N
minZ(yI - X/

st}]m<tt>0

Horh, SO/ T2 HBH IR FIEGE. IR RIRIEA ] LR Ry

minE(yi ~x/B)? + Bl

Hoy > 02755124 LASSO Eﬁﬁ&&%mﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ“ )R BT AT A R R R 4, X1
VEARAE— T RGeS AR BB AS J T Re kS, JF B LASSO [ VAR R
A Oracle . ML+ LASSO, Adaptive LASSO 3t FL A Oracle )i

2.2.2 Adaptive LASSO RYE X

LASSO filivhst /& — AN e EHA, WA SRR R — AN S Hr RS 10
WA KZ%, LASSO fiit B 8I8& — M Wfhit. X+ Adaptive LASSO, A

n n
B=min ) 5= xB2+2 ) wrlpl,
i=1 i=1

Hrwe M ERE. A EXTLEH, Adaptive LASSO SMRAEAL T Z AT R, 454
[ A T I AN RO, A D T e AR 2 AR P B AR . TR 2 I A
AR A DI e e, (RN e fR bR KA RIS RCR
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2.2.3 LASSO # Adaptive LASSO EE#R

LASSO LT LAAC IR 2 R 2 RERVBUR A, b i vd, FOR A i 2Kk R R,
T R B B AR, B — BRI E 2 R, #] LU
LASSO S AT b3 « 283 — A — AR 72 A D LASSO HEAT#5T, iER] | LASSO
FERAWZ IS SR P L T A A E e (R, Bt T
LASSO HiLH AN /2 Oracle MEiT, Xt flifd LASSO SERA KKK, it
B RIS T R4, TATELZ T, Adaptive LASSO it LA Oracle MEJFi: ‘S HHE
PRS- G o A P o N i B o N ER G R EE S S S = o
Adaptive LASSO (52 IR T & BUMIIE ST RE X TIREREFAL R, Adaptive
LASSO MM ¥ HE MG RE, X0k, BUALIE R o AP Re A2 B I (st 56 A
755 e .

2.3 4URIBILN B

TE R e B v, DG T3 L5 XD ABisehsr S A 3 O AN 2 P ) AR MR
Do TR — A ML, 5L LASSO IEFE I M R B AS T N o T AL B
[RIARPR 73 A, BUE D7 i B, BRI T AR 2801 Bl SR 2 A
$I511 . van de Geer et al. """ (2014) 82 Hi 7 — Rl fE X AR (K F R AT 8 A0 B AT R %
Iof A BRI 7 ik IX— AL E R AR, SRR KKT TR Xt
T A EREAG TR, ¢ B — AN BR) 2 i - van de Geer et al. " (2014)iiE 1,
EMBR AR E o, (it B BIE SRR R IR = X E R %R
AT e R A A B, JF T B B — 0 R 4 2k R e [
A BRI

EIE AR MY

Y=XB%+¢
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HoE HRARN G

HpX =Xy, Xp](Xj#& n x 1 4E), XfEn x pfIFEE, e~N,(0, 02D JFMSLTX,

AT B0 fep x 148, 5 p > nJf HAERIE 25 b 82 = o(1), ]

So = {j; B # Oy RALEMIGAHE R HIESs, = |So|- van de Geer et al.[40](2014) ]

E R RNZHIE B (= 1, -, p) M BT IE GG THER, S8 125

B2 = {B;] € G LRI, HoG e {1, p} RERAL
& L LASSO A:
B=BW:= arg min([|Y - XBlIZ/n + 2AlIBllL,

RARBIE L KKT %1
—X"(Y-XB)/n+ 2k =0,
Rl <1 & = sign(B]-), B]- + 0.
K TR R Y, B Q- TRAT & T AT E R N
AR = XT(Y - XB)/n.

KKT A DS hy: 2= XTX/n:

S(B—8°) + A& =X"e/n.
BRI — N AL, A

B— B+ Ok = 0XTe/n — A/Vn,
Hrh

A= Va(05 ~ 1)(3 - ).

AE— € AR RS B AL vl 2, iZ:ﬁH(z-S)iﬁ TRAEAT LT it

/\ o~

=B+ =B+ 8X"(Y - XB)/n.
FIH(2-6), HAT LLZBS AR, BRATA] LA E5 45 B —ANH e AK A -
V(b —B°) = W+ op(1),

W|X~N,(0,62858").
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BY FRIHITIIZ 53 A5 X R B 2 .

[B] - C(ar n, Gg), B] + C((X, n, O'E)]'

= ¢~1(1 - =)o, [B50T
c(o,n, o) = @7 —z)o's ij/n.

KOO RBREIEAS . B ockh, #H— S Ei FIRE.

24 KBNS

R B A2 BRSO B R 2 i B SRR TS R R R A A 4

TESE—/NTT L, TEANHA 4R 7 A ST P IR B4 b 03 28 2 A ] DA R 1K) e o
S T TR AA TR AR AR R A B A B AR (2 ORI, 4 th T % B
(VPR RV o T B P AR R 128 2 B R TR R (R AR Ak P 245, 4 T B3R
B R A BT DR, R [R] I A SRR BRI S A RIS, ZE A B e 4
7 T RA IR

TESE /N L IHT, TRANHDA 41 T 7ERT SR B0 B 2 o 25 Pm SR k4 7 A e e R 1)
I BT FH 21K 5% Adaptive LASSO. AT E G ] | LASSO Mefein T e fe 4t
(G237 7 BT AT (A5, 3 F R4 LASSO BB E T A 4. 2 )5 5] H Adaptive
LASSO, ‘€& LASSO ffitH—HifiT4:, 45t | LASSO #1 Adaptive LASSO 5i%, ¥
“HEHATHEL, AT Adaptive LASSO A% T LASSO HI4L %5, B Adaptive LASSO
BEAR 41305 2 Oracle T i

FESE =N B A T A S R A RS . BA1Z7% 1 van de Geer et al. [
(2014) B pr 2 Al S %, TN AT R\ M, HH 25T 0
WML AR, DMEREAT T — B ST
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fE R EA, R B 1) Py B R ARG TP B, BLRCE BRI A o A
Giitaerain.
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E=E HENTERFEMNL R

3.1 TERE

Gl

3.1 IEMFRR N ARG I B

FEATCH, ALY R, XOhm B i R s B At 2 bt G =
AR R 2 o FRATIRBERTA (X, ) 7 50{X e, Yoh oy AR P PRt R, L L
A (o =RV, BAAR . B LRy, BRA-D P ESH By 5t
ST N IR SR MR

Yo = argminyy=1y, >0 E[ pr(Y — 8o(X"¥))], (3-1)

Hpp ) = [t—1A < 0)| - A%, T € (0, 1) Bk EE, FARTIZ I Bl # HE R E
G-DAaMZRER R, EHRT:

Elpe(Y — 8o(X"¥))] = E{E[p-(Y — go(X"V))[X"Y]}. (3-2)
PA L S5 BB PP A TR A T (L- D) P R B eh Bigo (D RINX Ty SEIE v
D g (XY y) T AR AL e A o g

gX{y) ~ g(w) + g’ (W(X{y —w) =a+b(X{y —w), (3-3)
Hrha = g(w)IfH b = g'(w). E3EG-3), E[p(Y — g0 X)Xy = u] vl DL A

o

tY_u

Z pelYe —a = b(XTy ~ WIK(—),

HAPKC) R REL hAETTE. P teu, BATRTEAFRI(G-2) A 51 LR 2

Yoro1 Dter Pl — ap — b (Xe = Xe) ¥} K, (G-4)
Ky = Kn((Xe = Xe) ™)/ T Kn (K = Xe)Ty)s Kn() = K(/h)/he HHILEGE-1),
(3-2)s (3-4)s Yo MR MR Al it 2 -

A

Y = argminjy|=1,y,>0 Zt'zl Zt:l p{Y —ay —by(X¢ — Xt')TY} Kee (3-5)
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=% BB

HFAEG-5)H, ag My, t' = 1, -, TARARIN, (-4 F MR Z A # il i
PACRAEE], — X Tagfiby, t' =1, T, 55— ETFy. vl 4 5 )
Nz LN
YIUGMLB: HUR Hardle & Xia(2006) Tk, FAiERE i /MA I it MAVE 3k
BHERETY, Bit=0.5 I ) ALS it
Hd A0, WERIE TR T A0 Be),_
ming, b ) Sie1 PelYe = 3¢ = by (Xe = Y)'P3 Kn (X = Y) 90, (3-6)
HPKONZOEE, s, Ky() = K(¢/h)/h.
Fo Bl Ri0ae be),_ s BRI FEIR T,
MiNjyj=1y,50 2¢=1 Dae1 Pri¥e — B¢ — By (K¢ = Yo Ty JKepr, 3-7)
HliK e = Ki((Re = X))/ Bty Kn((Xe = Xe) Ty) O FIDF A -«

F=b MEBRE TS ANIETER, B

3.1.2 Adaptive LASSO TRYESTIEXIfRar /N Z e vt

Adaptive LASSO A LLE fif /e LASSO ETH (—Fhdfe) ™o JEA L, XAMEZ T
A5 FH & AU RAE ST AR KT LA RS R R 800, IRESEE], s
SHMMHTERG-DR— M H AR SR BB R, TERN IR &, X RS
BB MET? T2 . 1M Liu & Yang(2017) e i th A S0 R ) DL T2 30 i 46
T, BRI VUL, fm iR ReE. Bk, JRAMEM Liv & Yang(2017)
FAMEIERT, B HBXTY I 2P Ry o MR VT — B T H o 1l R e i i
He. 17

XTIyl ~ 8(XTy|y) +8' XTYXT vy =),
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e g(XTy )G (KT ) 1T BB G0 A, 2T TRATER M R
A

T
min )" pofY ~ 8917 ~ FCTINXT(r - D)

FIgk, BAL(1-1)IF Adaptive LASSO & T s /> 3% (penalized asymmetric least
squares, PALS)fiil, i AP, RO A7 i ME
Re(y) = 20 pod Ye — 8XTYY) — &' XTY[DXT (v = D} + A 2y vilvi|- (3-8)
1T Adaptive LASSO 14 BE*?ZIK%MM%IEiﬁwﬁﬁ?v%m, R A 2 )
v= (ul,---,vp)ﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁimﬁﬁiﬁ%@t@‘@%o TEVIRIESE I, M Zou™(2006)H+
FRER, BATESRo; = 97, =1, p, EREWIECHTE KBRS, JRER T
AEtE 7 AP BREEAR MR R o X A IR, FRATVAEH DU 19745 S HE I (BIC):

BIC(Ar) = log(T™* 1L, pelY; — BXTPPITDID) + £ df(hp),

Hrihdf ) 9P T 4R % REUAEA. BATAT LLES Ay = argminy, BIC(A7).

3.1.3 PALS &+ BYAT A4 B0 Oracle B 14

T IR ROMHE R, BM)E s, = max{upj € AL, s, = minfu,j €A%},
A = {jiye; # 0}, ASRAME. s R BFREIE AT, sy AEE BB /NG
e FHEEIPSEIEH 7 PALS 4T —E A Oracle B 1.

Theorem 3.1(—FE): BRI T HICH-(CSHB AL, I HArs, /NT = o(1), HA4
# =100 (19)

Theorem 3.2(Oracle 71 /i ): & B 33 R (CT)-(CS)H BT, WAL /AT = 0,5, = 0(1),

;M /T = 0, T = o, h— 0LLA&Th? - 00, H4
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=% BB EEMA T

() HEFFI— B
P({:97 0} =n) - 1,
(i) I A
VIR~ vou) SN (0, (57155, )
oS g R, SRS G, B
§ = 2E{jt - Hy < go(X"yo)}l{gh (XTvo) P RXT),
£ = 46|l - 1 < g0 XY H(Y - 20X v oK)} 7T

X = X~ EXIXTyo)o

3.2 dfmfb it

1% LASSO FAIENILfb it —FE, PALS B4 MW, I HARE S T IR
BT o FTATRATT EEAF PALS HEAT A, LASE T 540 it HHE 1 .

BATE B — T I A B R K A i o2, A8 LB 2 M R e 1 A
DX 1), I FL7E mdErts ol T GeR I isis . S2bm b, 2 20G-8) P ALt il ) — B 2%
(s

T
=2 )" (&R (Y, — BOPYIY) —~ FOTYXIQP = ) + Ak = 0,
t=1
T
HH = (v sign(99), -, vpsign(¥F)) + & = Ye — 80Ty [Y) — 8'CCTYXTGT - ),
2 I, RO

1 _
9P Vo + =5 MAgH
Y —Yot 5T T

g-11 a*y 5/ a Al ~
= ST N w (B &' XTIy X {Ye — XYY — ' XTYXT (o =D}, 3-9)
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HRS L = T YT w0 (8D {8 (X[} XX (3-9)3k 1, 9Pt 12l S 1A H/(2T)
PR o BUNIRIE K FEASE AR, (3-9) NI4T T 0. W2 Rmax, j<pUjhe /THIES 0 fRIZ,
T2 BAE T S A B ZNES A H/(2T) o TEIXAMENL T, JRAFTRATAT LR 2 4i
REGGEWT, (HRABEOAEMBTINEE, A OEMRzE. AT X, —
AN BB R TR T S AT 5 IE . AR van de Geer et al. ™ (2014)
B th (AR, 7EG-9) MR L, BATE —MEIEARHRIP AT E, 13451

1

S-1\.H
21> T

VAP — VP +

=ST1o3T, w (608 KTy XY — 80y I) + 8 CIvXTy).  (-10)
S EAE ) T AP WO A S, AR AT LU F9AP 5 -
Theorem 3.3: 7EEHE 3.2 BB T, A
VT - vo) = N(0,571551).
VL BIPAPRIR (UL Iy 2 5 —REIR, FFBAATE: T95, JRATMILI PALS fi194P

A REFARE . PP RIITUIRZ — &5 (G 0T T LAEDAP I S il 1 48
S, AHRERP IR AT

3.3 SHBIG T HERR

WERG— TR, AT AP BAT I KA I e T, DA AR 2 B 3.3 3141
AT LMS BPAP IR AHTIZ IEAS 2040, T B TR FRAT ) BAR S0 15 391 28 70 0 el s 2
o (R A S0 2 80y o i 5 T HE T o B4R Jiang, Hu & Yu(2020)1K) 2.3 #45, S*18+S12
STUESTH—Bufhil &, b

T T
§* = 2T 1 Z 2 [t — KY, < 8(X{D)} 8" (XE/\?)(Xt — X)X = Xe) Ky,
tI=14=dt=1

23



=% BB

- P . o e 12
£ =411 30 S (T = 1Y, < 8D — 8(XTV)E (X59)Rer]
(Xt - Xt')(Xt - Xt')T~

R Yop € (L, pHI1 — aBEE X FHERE XN

o~ o~

Cl = |1 ~E47 (- 0/, 9 + Lo (1~ 0/2)|
ey (158 ) RGO RARIEEA SR 5 33 LUK
HARMEENE, Ty, je{l, -, p} ROMEELE

HO,j:YO,j =0, Hlli:YOI]. + 0

A1k R Ho 03 P LB Py = 2{1 — O(VTIPAT|/6y)} 1% P (ALERE LR b

T - {1, if B <a (reject Hy;)

) 3-11
0, otherwise (accept Hy;) (3-11)

QLT EEAT

3.4 KEES

o = PR R T A ST 0 A S b 2 e D R SR i R

TEA T, H NG T BB b B 0 A B Rl AR rh AR By o B AR 125
B . Newey Fil Powell (1987) 175 /144 HT2E 3 07 450 Il RS 44t 7 AR 1 o fi 32
FEXT BN e A, AEA S IRATTH [AURE (R 7 VR I o A S A b S0 B o 5l V45
Mo ABRAEZIAET, Sebs BT R — M R AR R, KB
IMET2 552 Rt JiT AR T R 34132 ] Adaptive LASSO [ 5720 itk 4T ot - 2% Liu
& Yang(2017) P /-1 Adaptive LASSO RL72, H T2k T . PRI ]
v = (vy, -+, 0p AR S HOL IR B B AEVIRE SR b, 2 IRAE Zou(2006)
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FRIgE R DU B4 BfERI(BIC), %) Adaptive LASSO FIUACE 1Bty = (vy, -+, up ) H
PR BB BAT IR, W7 Adaptive LASSO NI RIFIE4E. BEEAH T4
Adaptive LASSO N I 7% §i 454 K s /> R (PALS) vF B A7 1Y R 4 387 30 1tk foig A0
Oracle J& 1% .

FESR AP, RATTEEAA T PALS WAREL. T RERINCEIEH T
PALS it FHI9P A K RATGEiH Rk AE2 AUk IF AN B BT F T4l e,
I TRFNEABA 5 TR BRI A0, 55— Jr o P A e . I,
AVEAE Adaptive LASSO &8 3 — 9Pt alfmfifivh. \RTA TR — PR T
SHEE S AR R R A Al v T 285 SR R WA TG R R A5 X, O HAE R 4R R o0 T
BERS IR . B S H] van de Geer et al."™ (2014) 32 KA :, FEDP ALK o] By —
B AE T, 438 PP THAT, AP B WL A, B LAIRATTT LA T
AP T HHE T

BRI T LR, A T AR R DR b RN 2y o R
VIHENT o A0FE FCAL At 15 DX R e 56 o

16N — B2 T, R 77 SR B RO S A0 0 B SR 4 oz F Tt (KSR A I B 2R
KL BT EE th R e A TR
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FEIE R
AR R, A1 Jofl 24K DR I be B P A TRFEA M BE, A
R L o B s iR tH VAN A . KR RE S TR S
4.1 BEER
FEARTT A, FA V] 2R 2 A S Sk VP BT A2 HE 1) PALS A T VA = 4E L
FEAHITE UL A PRAEAPERS, TAG L2 i) g 1 B 15 X TR A BSOS 30 A 1 66
4.1.1 BUEE R

AR 78 (R0 2 A BA T TR A Rl )
*ﬁﬂ#
Y, = 5sin(mX{ye) + {1+ XTyo)?tep t =1,--, T. (4-1)

Hrfyo= (s s Yao) s (Yo Y2) = (0.8,06), By, =0,j=3,-10. HER
[l EX, = 04X,y — 0.5X(_p + &> & (t =1, T)FE X [E][-1,1]_E 3553 934 o

PR
Yo = (X{v)* +ept=1-,T. (4-2)

Hhye = (Vs s Yaoo) (Yoo o0s Y100 =(1 -+, 1)/NI03f H Ak
y; =0, = 11,100, PMEEEX, = 0.5X,_, + i, &~N(2,1).

AR E AR 2270 SR IEAS AN, DATE H A 5 Mt Ait(5). AT
KRBT 100 KB, FEAK/N Y 200,
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4.1.2 TE{IEHE

VAR T TR RS, SRICEL T PRS-
I\ MSE: R R AT 2R A5 T2 B0p ™ B 5000 (B A 1 E R 52 8y o DI 250
R

\/(?P ~Yo) T = o).

2. RMSE: it S8R Hnt TR0t Adaptive LASSO & 5 B3 20 (KI5 -9 (1 AH
KT iR 2

VE® =y " @ =Y N G = ¥o) (T = Vo).

3. False variables: 4% 7oA b ()45 R (I FER A &
4y True variables: #EL4E/EAA H R IEFIEZT AL E.

4.1.3 HRINEE

FVRZFE 2 B8 T AFR AT = 0.10. 0.25. 0.50. 0.75. 0.901 /K1 F ¥
#1{) MSE, RMSE. False variables A True variables [{I41 %5 F . % 2 31| MSE Al RMSE
W, RBUAHEER L, JEHPPIOMERRAE TR . BEAt, TATATUAR 4-1 Rk
4-2 1 £ True variables 73 BI4E T 2 A1 10, KULIIA (5 S BHBER T, KEksE
BATTEE B AR A, 5 T L SR, ARt ] B DURE RO sl — g e A i, X
MRS EEFETRE I, HinCEa s i. Rim, FAIBMLE Rt False
variables FI#ER /N o
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Table 4-1 The simulation results under different errors and expectile levels for model 1.

Error T MSE RMSE False variables True variables
0.10 00183 (0.0150)  0.3413 (0.2513)  0.3400 (0.8435) 2.0000
025 00146 (0.0112) 03013 (0.2167)  0.1800 (0.5752) 2.0000
N@©,1) {050  0.0172(0.0131)  0.3405 (0.2481)  0.2900 (0.7693) 2.0000
0.75  0.0157(0.0130)  0.3338(0.2653)  0.2500 (0.7961) 2.0000
090 00178 (0.0139)  0.3195(0.2114)  0.1900 (0.5449) 2.0000
0.10  0.0220(0.0148)  0.3465 (0.2215)  0.2600 (0.6908) 2.0000
025  0.0300(0.0863)  0.3642(0.2413)  0.3700 (0.9173) 2.0000
t(5) (050  0.0210(0.0173)  0.3564 (0.2660)  0.3600 (0.9301) 2.0000
0.75  0.0233(0.0218)  0.3768 (0.2940)  0.3600 (0.9590) 2.0000
090  0.0231(0.0182)  0.3617(0.2589)  0.2600 (0.6296) 2.0000

A2 B D BERR R E A EARFT iR R

Table 4-2 The simulation results under different errors and expectile levels for model 2.

Error T MSE RMSE False variables True variables
0.10  0.0276 (0.0280)  0.5591 (0.1301)  1.7000 (3.2240) 10.0000
025  0.0225(0.0185)  0.5226 (0.1276)  1.0800 (1.8677) 10.0000
N@,1) {050  0.0211(0.0197)  0.5035(0.1182)  1.0500 (2.4675) 10.0000
0.75  0.0205(0.0164)  0.5034 (0.1195)  0.9400 (1.4827) 10.0000
090  0.0322(0.0352)  0.5722(0.1349)  1.8600 (2.8427) 10.0000
0.10  0.0320(0.0267)  0.5768 (0.1271)  2.2700 (3.3989) 10.0000
025  0.0315(0.0307)  0.5476 (0.1330)  1.8100 (2.6579) 10.0000
t(5) (050  0.0230(0.0164)  0.5001 (0.1159)  1.0900 (1.4914) 10.0000
0.75  0.0250(0.0169)  0.5189 (0.1241)  1.3000 (1.8340) 10.0000
090  0.0270(0.0206)  0.5734 (0.1164)  1.6900 (2.5013) 10.0000
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MR, FATROROR R B S X R A IREA . R 4-3 MR 4-1 Box [
95% /KPR AN AR G WX TP 7 s R . AR 4-3 ANIRT 4-1 rTBL T, 3RATIAE
TR AR R ZE . BRI 2L

RAIRY I ARRAREFRHET B%KFIFHFEEE

Table 4-3 The mean coverage probability at level 95% under different errors and expectile levels for
model 1.

N(0,1) t(5)
7= 010 025 050 075 090 010 025 050 075 090

Yor 096 099 099 098 098 095 097 097 09 093
Yoz 093 097 097 09 090 092 092 094 092 087
Yoz 084 092 084 093 082 081 088 0838 084 0380
Yoa 088 089 086 088 082 082 085 09 0838 084
Yos 087 089 093 086 081 08 083 086 091 080
Yoo 0.82 091 089 093 096 083 084 0838 090 078
Yoy 089 089 090 086 081 080 089 086 085 0.79
Yos 086 085 093 093 081 080 088 088 087 0381
Yoo 089 084 090 087 083 080 089 087 085 084
Yoo 082 089 092 094 084 081 089 09 087 0381
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Fig 4-1 The mean coverage probability at level 95% under different errors and expectile levels for
model 2.
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Table 4-4 Boston housing data

s R fiiid
1 RM fEEF 3 s I e
2 CRIM WA NI R
3 ZN {15 AR 25000 551 f B A3
4 INDUS AR T b A
5 NOX — SRRk
6 AGE 1940 42 B FCH 5 2 EL A
7 DIS B LR o DX I BB
8 RAD SRS A B T R PR
9 TAX 10000 38 e 2B M P~ 7 2
10 PTRATIO IR He A
11 B 1000(BK-0.63Y"2, JLH BK ARG H A LA
12 LSTAT PN A A
13 CHAS /R W] R A

HTA&E CHAS &7k 4a, HIRAMAEAEH T 2088, HtIRA1 4 H
% 44 PRy Al 12 DA EHATSLEG o FRATDN BE AT R UEAL FER T SR R IR A
R O A R EKFEr =0.10. 0.25. 0.50. 0.75. 0.90 N LA %

422 LIGER

AT 25 5 Tiang, Hu & Yu (202001 52 Hi 0128 ] VS 0 e 23 B ik Be 43 o fib
THRIEE 104 25, 504 75+ 90 HIEE{E Je H: 95% & s B A5 X (615 MEDV Fflit46 %)
FOS B R TE T B R o X S R 2 B A v 1) S A S S B R T X B O R A A
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Fig 4-2 Estimated single index expectile regression for Boston housing data
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Fig 4-3 Variable selection and Test for Boston housing data. The dots are the variables being selected
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5

B3R C KA

L ER SN I

library(SparseM)
library(KernSmooth)
library(MAVE)

library(stats)

library(MASS)

#HiHHHHH simple beginfHHHHtiiti
n<-200

m<-100

#p<-10 # Case 1
#beta_true<-c(4,3,rep(0,p-2))/sqrt(25)# Case 1
p<-100# Case 2
beta_true<-c(rep(1,10),rep(0,p-10))/sqrt(10)# Case 2

MSE<-matrix(0,nrow=m,ncol=1)
RMSE<-matrix(0,nrow=m,ncol=1)
FV<-matrix(0,nrow=m,ncol=1)
TV<-matrix(0,nrow=m,ncol=1)
TT<-matrix(0,nrow=m,ncol=1)
Length<-matrix(0,nrow=m,ncol=p)
CV<-matrix(0,nrow=m,ncol=p)
tauall=c(0.1,0.25,0.5,0.75,0.9)
for(taui in 1:5)
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{
print("tau=")
tau=tauall[taui]
print(tau)
for(nn in 1:m)
{
print(nn)
#errorg<-rnorm(n)
errorg<-rt(n,5)
f <- function(c) sum(abs(tau-(errorg<=c))*(errorg-c)"2)
cmin <- optimize(f,interval = ¢(-10,10))
errortau<-¢(cmin$minimum)
error<-errorg-errortau

x<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=p)

B Case | HHHHHHHHBHIH

#x[1,]<-2*runif(p)-1

#x[2,]<-2*runif(p)-1

#for(1 in 3:n)

#{ x[1,]<-0.4*x[i-1,]-0.5*x[i-2, ]+2*runif(p)-1 }
#y<-5*sin(pi*(x%*%beta_true))+(1+(x%*%beta_true)*2)*error
HiHHHHHHH Case | HHHHHHH#BHERY

HHHHHAHHE Case 2HHH#HHHH#HIHHH
x[1,]<-rnorm(p,2,1)

for(i in 2:n)

{ x[1,]<-0.5*x[i-1,]+morm(p,2,1) }

y<-(x%*%beta_true) 2+error
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#aHHHH#HH Case |#HHH##HI#HHHH#H
HE#HA## simple end#HHHHEHH

#H#HHHH MAVE beginfHHHHHH

dr <- mave(y~x)

dr.dim <- mave.dim(dr)

b.mave <- coef(dr.dim)[,1]

if (b.mave[1]==0)
{b.mave=ginv(t(x)%*%x)%*%t(x)%*%y }

else{b.mave <- b.mave*sign(b.mave[1])}

a<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=1)

b<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=1)

for(i in 1:n)

{
xn<-x%*%b.mave
x1<-xn-xn[i]
h<-max(1.06*n"(-0.2)*sd(xn),0.001)
k<-15/16*(1-(xi/h)"2)*(abs(xi/h)<=1)
z<-cbind(1,xi)
zk<-cbind(k,k*xi)
ab<-ginv(t(zk)%*%z)%*%(t(zk)%*%y)
a[i]<-ab[1]
b[i]<-ab[2]

}

#H#HHH## MAVE end ########

#E#HHH#H# hatgamma begin ###HHHHHH?
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gammag<-b.mave
ag<-a
bg<-b
iter<-1
eg<-1
while((iter < 10) & (eg>0.01))
{
#itHHHHH STEP 1 begin #HHHHHHHH
gammagb<-gammag
for(i in 1:n)
{

xn<-x%*%gammag

xi<-xn-xn[i]

h<-max(1.06*n"(-0.2)*sd(xn),0.001)

k<-15/16*(1-(xi/h)"2)*(abs(xi/h)<=1)
z<-cbind(1,x1)

iter1<-1

egl<-1

while((iter] < 10) & (egl1>0.01))

{
we<-abs(tau-((y-ag[i]-bg[i]*x1)<=0))
zkw<-cbind(we*k, we*k*xi)
abw<-ginv(t(zkw)%*%z)%*%(t(zkw)%*%y)
egl <-sum((t(abw)-cbind(ag[i],bg[1]))"2)
ag[i]<-abw[1]
bg[i]<-abw[2]
iter1<-iterl+1

}

51



BisK

i
#HHAH#H STEP 1 end fHHHHHAHHEE

HHHHHHE STEP 2 begin #HHHHHHHH!
iter2<-1
eg2<-1
while((iter2 < 10) & (eg2>0.01))
{
gammal g<-matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=p)
gamma2g<-matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=1)
for(i in 1:n)
{
for(j in 1:n)
{
x1j<-(x[1,]-x[j,])%*%gammag
weg<-abs(tau-((y[i]-ag[j]-bg[j]*xi})<=0))

x1<-x%*%gammag-c(x[],]%*%gammag)

ki<-sum(15/16*(1-(xi/hy"2)*(abs((xi/h))<=1))
kij<-15/16*(1-(xij/h)*2)*(abs((xij/h))<=1)/ki
gammalg<-c(weg*kij*bg[j1"2)*(x[i,]-x[],])%*%t(x[1,]-x[],] +gammalg
gamma2g<-c(weg*kij*bg[j])* (x[i,]-x[j, ])*(yli]-ag[j]+gamma2g

;
}

gammag]l <-ginv(gammal g)%*%gamma2g

gammagl <-gammag1/sqrt(sum((as.vector(gammag1))*2))*sign(gammag1[1])

eg2<-sum((gammag-gammag1)"2)
iter2<-iter2+1

gammag<-gammagl
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i
#iHHHA STEP 2 end #HHHHHHHH

iter<-iter+1
eg<-sum((gammag-gammagb)"2)
}

hatgamma<-gammag
#HitHHHH hatgamma end #HHAHHHHH
HiHHHHE hatg begin #HHHHHHHIH
ag<-a
bg<-b
for(i in 1:n)
{
xn<-x%*%hatgamma
xi<-xn-xn]i]
h<-max(1.06*n"*(-0.2)*sd(xn),0.001)
k<-15/16*(1-(xi/h)"2)*(abs((xi/h))<=1)
z<-cbind(1,xi1)
iterg<-1
egg<-1
while((iterg < 10) & (egg>0.01))
{
we<-abs(tau-((y-ag[i]-bg[i]*x1)<=0))
zkw<-cbind(we*k,we*k*xi)
abw<-ginv(t(zkw)%*%z)%*%(t(zkw)%*%y)
egl<-sum((t(abw)-cbind(ag[i],bg[1]))"2)
ag[i]<-abw[1]
bg[1]<-abw[2]

iterg<-iterg+1
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}

;
#HEHHH#H# hatg end HHHAHEH

#HHHHHH variable selection begin ##HHHH##H

lambda<-1.1*2*sqrt(n)*qnorm(1-0.05/(2*p))

fl <-
function(bx){ sum(abs(tau-(y-ag-bg*x%*%e(bx[1:p]-hatgamma)<=0))*(y-ag-bg*x%*%(bx
[1:p]-hatgamma))"*2)+sum(lambda*abs(bx[1:p])/abs(hatgamma))}

cminl<-nlm(f1, c(hatgamma))

bpg<-c(cminlSestimate)

bpgg<-bpg/sqri(sum((as.vector(bpg))"2))*sign(bpg[1])

bpggg<-(abs(bpgg)>0.01)*bpgg

hatgammap<-bpggg/sqrt(sum((as.vector(bpggg))*2))*sign(bpggg[11)
HH#HHHE variable selection end  #HHHHHHH

HUHHHHH Dias begin  HHHHHHHHHHE
webias<-abs(tau-((y-ag-bg*(x%*%(hatgammap-hatgamma)))<=0))
xg<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=p)
for(i in 1:p)
{
xg[,1]<-webias*bg"2*x]i]
}
sbias<-t(xg)%*%x/n
hatbg<-matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=1)
for(i in 1:p)
{
hatbg[i]<-mean(webias*bg*(y-agtbg*(x%*%hatgamma))*x[,i])
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j

hatbgg<-ginv(sbias)%*%hatbg
hatgammabias<-hatbgg/sqrt(sum((as.vector(hatbgg))*2))*sign(hatbgg[1])
HHHHHH bias end  HHHHHHHHE

R result  #iHHH#HEY

MSE[nn]<-sqrt(sum((hatgammap-beta_true)"2))
RMSE[nn]<-sqrt(sum((hatgammap-beta_true)*2))/sqrt(sum((hatgamma-beta_true)"2))
FV[nn]<-sum(hatgammap[11:p]!=0)

TV[nn]<-sum(hatgammap[1:10]!=0)

TT[nn]<-(sum(hatgammap[ 1:10]!=0)+sum(hatgammap[11:p]==0))/p==

alefa<-0.05
xb 1 <-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=p)
webias1<-abs(tau-((y-ag-bg*(x%*%(hatgammabias-hatgamma)))<=0))
for(i in 1:p)
{

xb1[,1]<-webias1*bg"2*x][,i]
j
sbias1<-t(xb1)%*%x/n
xb2<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=p)
for(i in 1:p)
{

xb2[,i]<-webias1 *bg*x[,i]*(y-ag-bg* (x%*%(hatgammabias-hatgamma)))
j
sgbias] <-t(xb2)%*%xb2/n
beov<-ginv(sbias1)%*%sgbias1%*%ginv(sbias1)
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for(i in 1:p)

{
Length[nn,1]=2*sqrt(bcov[1,1])/sqrt(n)*qnorm(1-alefa/2)

CV[nn,i]=(beta_true[i]>(hatgammabias[i]-Length[nn,i]/2))*(beta true[i]<(hatgammabias[i
]+Length[nn,1]/2))

}

print(nn)
j
HittHHHH Print results A
#cbind(beta true,b.mave hatgamma,hatgammap,hatgammabias)
MSEr<-¢(mean(MSE),sd(MSE))
RMSEr<-¢(mean(RMSE),sd(RMSE))
FVr<-¢(mean(FV),sd(FV))
TVr<-¢(mean(TV),sd(TV))
TTr<-c(mean(TT),sd(TT))
rmean<-c(mean(MSE),mean(RMSE),mean(FV),mean(TV),mean(TT))
rsd<-c(sd(MSE),sd(RMSE),sd(FV),sd(TV),sd(TT))

CVl1=colMeans(CV)
pp=seq(from=1,t0=100,by=1)

print(round(rmean,4))
print(round(rsd,4))
plot(pp,CV1,xlab="",ylab="")
#print(round(colMeans(CV),4))
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WA B R S

library(SparseM)
library(KernSmooth)
library(MAVE)

library(stats)

library(MASS)
library(MultiRNG)

HitHiH#HE simple begin#H#H#H#HHH
tauall=c(0.1,0.25,0.5,0.75,0.9)

y1<-matrix(Boston[,14] nrow=506,ncol=1)

y<-(yl-mean(y1))/sd(y1)
x1<-Boston[,1]
x2<-Boston[,2]
x3<-Boston[,3]
#x4<-Boston[,4]
x5<-Boston

2

x6<-Boston

2

x8<-Boston

2

[.3]
[.6]
x7<-Boston[,7]
[.8]
x9<-Boston[,9]

1

0

x10<-Boston[,10]
x11<-Boston[,11]
[,12]
[,13]

2

x12<-Boston/,12

2

x13<-Boston|,13

2

x1<-(x1-mean(x1))/sd(x1)
x2<-(x2-mean(x2))/sd(x2)
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x3<-(x3-mean(x3))/sd(x3)
#x4<-(x4-mean(x4))/sd(x4)
x5<-(x5-mean(x5))/sd(x5)
x6<-(x6-mean(x6))/sd(x6)
x7<-(x7-mean(x7))/sd(x7)
x8<-(x8-mean(x8))/sd(x8)
x9<-(x9-mean(x9))/sd(x9)
x10<-(x10-mean(x10))/sd(x10)
x11<-(x11-mean(x11))/sd(x11)
x12<-(x12-mean(x12))/sd(x12)
x13<-(x13-mean(x13))/sd(x13)

x=cbind(x6,x1,x2 x3,x5,x7,x8 x9,x10,x11,x12,x13)
p=12

n<-length(y)
HHHHHHHHHHHHHH B HAHHHHHEHHAHH B

ghatall=matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=5)
vsall=matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=>5)
testall=matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=>5)
btall=matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=>5)
bptall=matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=5)
hatgdall=matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=5)

hatguall=matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=5)

#Hi#HH#H MAVE beginfHHHHH#
dr <- mave(y~x)

dr.dim <- mave.dim(dr)
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b.mave <- coef(dr.dim)[,1]
a<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=1)
b<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=1)
for(i in 1:n)
{
xn<-x%*%b.mave
xi1<-xn-xn[i]
h<-1.06*n"(-0.2)*sd(xn)
k<-15/16*(1-(xi/h)"2)*(abs(xi/h)<=1)
z<-cbind(1,xi)
zk<-cbind(k,k*xi)
ab<-ginv(t(zk)%*%z)%*%(t(zk)%*%y)
a[i]<-ab[1]
b[i]<-ab[2]
;
#H#H#HH#H# MAVE end #t####H#H##

for(taui in 1:5)

{

tau=tauall[taui]
####HHH hatgamma begin #HHHHHHH?
gammag<-b.mave
ag<-a
bg<-b
iter<-1

eg<-1
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while((iter < 10) & (eg>0.001))
{
#H##HH#H# STEP 1 begin #HHHHHHHH
gammagb<-gammag
for(i in 1:n)
{

xn<-x%*%gammag

x1<-xn-xn[1]

h<-1.06*n"\(-0.2)*sd(xn)

k<-15/16*(1-(xi/h)"2)*(abs(xi/h)<=1)

z<-cbind(1,x1)

iter1<-1

egl<-1

while((iter] < 10) & (egl>0.01))

{
we<-abs(tau-((y-ag[i]-bg[1]*x1)<=0))
zkw<-cbind(we*k we*k*x1)
abw<-ginv(t(zkw)%*%z)%*%(t(zkw)%*%y)
egl<-sum((t(abw)-cbind(ag[i],bg[i]))"2)
ag[i]<-abw[1]
bg[i]<-abw[2]
iterl<-iterl+1

b

j
#i#HH#H# STEP 1 end HHHHHHHHE

#a##H## STEP 2 begin ###HHHHHH

iter2<-1
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eg2<-1
while((iter2 < 10) & (eg2>0.01))
{
gammal g<-matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=p)
gamma2g<-matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=1)
for(i in 1:n)
{
for(j in 1:n)
{
xi)<-(x[1,]-x[j,])%*%gammag
weg<-abs(tau-((y[i]-ag[j]-bg[j]*xij)<=0))
xi<-x%*%gammag-c(x[],]%*%gammag)
ki<-sum(15/16*(1-(xi/h)"2)*(abs((xi/h))<=1))
kij<-15/16*(1-(xij/h)*2)*(abs((xij/h))<=1)/ki
gammalg<-c(weg*kij*bg[j]"2)*(x[i,]-x[j,])%*%t(x[1,]-x[j,] +gammalg
gamma2g<-c(weg*kij*bg[j])*(x[i, ]-x[j, )*(y[i]-ag[j]+gamma2g
;
}

gammagl<-ginv(gammalg)%*%gamma2g
gammag1<-gammag1/sqrt(sum((as.vector(gammag1))*2))
eg2<-sum((gammag-gammag1)"2)
iter2<-iter2+1
gammag<-gammag]

}

HititHH STEP 2 end #it#H#HHHHH

iter<-iter+1

eg<-sum((gammag-gammagb)"2)
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hatgamma<-gammag

AR

HiHHHHA hatg begin #HHiHHHHH
hatg<-ag
gcov<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=1)
weg<-abs(tau-((y-ag)<=0))
xn<-x%*%hatgamma
h<-1.06*n"(-0.2)*sd(xn)

for(i in 1:n)

{

x1<-xn-xn[1]
k<-15/16*(1-(xi/h)"2)*(abs(xi/h)<=1)
Sx<-sum(weg*k)
Sigx<-sum((weg*k*(y-ag))"2)
geov[i]<-ginv(Sx)%*%Sigx%*%eginv(Sx)
}

HitHHHAHHHHEHARE ALS end #HHHHHHEHHHAA

#Hit####H variable selection begin #HHHHHH#

lambda<-1.1*2*sqrt(n)*qnorm(1-0.05/(2*p))

f1 <-

function(bx){ sum(abs(tau-(y-ag-bg*x%*%(bx[ 1:p]-hatgamma)<=0))*(y-ag-bg*x%*%(bx
[1:p]-hatgamma))"2)+sum(lambda*abs(bx[1:p])/abs(hatgamma))}

cminl<-nlm(f1, c(hatgamma))

bpg<-c(cminl$estimate)
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bpgg<-bpg/sqrt(sum((as.vector(bpg))*2))

#bpggg<-(abs(bpgg)>0.01/p)*bpgg
hatgammap<-bpgg/sqrt(sum((as.vector(bpgg))*2))

HHHHHHE variable selection end  #HH#HHEHE

HHHHHHH Dias begin  #HHHHHHHH
webias<-abs(tau-((y-ag-bg*(x%*%(hatgammap-hatgamma)))<=0))
xg<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=p)
for(i in 1:p)
{
xg[,1]<-webias*bg"2*x] 1]
}
sbias<-t(xg)%*%x/n
hatbg<-matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=1)
for(i in 1:p)
{
hatbg[i]<-mean(webias*bg*(y-agt+bg*(x%*%hatgamma))*x[,i])
}
hatbgg<-ginv(sbias)%*%hatbg
hatgammabias<-hatbgg/sqrt(sum((as.vector(hatbgg))"2))
HHtHHHH bias end #HHHHIHHE
Test<-matrix(0,nrow=p,ncol=1)
alefa<-0.05
xb1<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=p)
webias1<-abs(tau-((y-ag-bg*(x%*%(hatgammabias-hatgamma)))<=0))
for(i in 1:p)
{
xb1[,i]<-webias1*bg"2*x[,i]
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j
sbias1<-t(xb1)%*%x/n

xb2<-matrix(0,nrow=n,ncol=p)

for(i in 1:p)

{
xb2[,i]<-webias1*bg*x[,i]*(y-ag-bg*(x%*%(hatgammabias-hatgamma)))

}

sgbias1<-t(xb2)%*%xb2/n

beovg<-ginv(sbias1)%*%sgbias1%*%ginv(sbias1)

for(i in 1:p)

{
Test[i]<-(2*(1-pnorm(sqrt(n)*abs(hatgammabias[i])/sqrt(bcovg[i,i])))<=alefa)

j

hatgd<-hatg-sqrt(gcov)*qnorm(1-alefa/2)

hatgu<-hatg+sqrt(gcov)*qnorm(1-alefa/2)

ghatall[ taui |=ag
vsall[,taui]=(abs(hatgammap)>0.00001)
testall[,taui]=Test

btall[,taui ]=hatgamma

bptall[ taui|=hatgammap

hatgdall[,taui |=hatgd

hatguall[,taui |=hatgu

j

#par(mfrow=c(3,2),pin = ¢(2,2))
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xn<-x%*%btall[,1]
thg<-cbind(xn,y,ghatall[, 1],hatgdall[,1],hatguall[,1])
thg1<-thg[order(fhg[,1]),]
index<-thgl[,1]

medv<-fthgl[,2]

hatgp<-thg1[,3]

hatgdp<-thg1[,4]
hatgup<-thg1[,5]
plot(index,medv,type="p")
lines(index, hatgp,col="red" Ity=1)
lines(index, hatgup,col=4,1ty=2)
lines(index, hatgdp,col=4,1ty=2)
title(expression(tau==0.10))

xn<-x%*%btall[,2]
thg<-cbind(xn,y,ghatall[,2],hatgdall[,2],hatguall[,2])
thg1<-thg[order(fhg[,1]),]
index<-thgl[,1]

medv<-fhgl[,2]

hatgp<-thgl[,3]

hatgdp<-thg1[,4]
hatgup<-thg1[,5]
plot(index,medv,type="p")
lines(index,hatgp,col="red" Ity=1)
lines(index,hatgup,col=4,Ity=2)
lines(index, hatgdp,col=4,1ty=2)
title(expression(tau==0.25))
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xn<-x%*%btall[,3]
fhg<-cbind(xn,y,ghatall[,3],hatgdall[,3],hatguall[,3])
thgl<-thg[order(thg[,1]),]
index<-thg1[,1]

medv<-thgl[,2]

hatgp<-thg1[,3]

hatgdp<-thgl1[,4]
hatgup<-thgl[,5]
plot(index,medv,type="p")
lines(index, hatgp,col="red",Ity=1)
lines(index,hatgup,col=4,lty=2)
lines(index, hatgdp,col=4,1ty=2)
title(expression(tau==0.50))

xn<-x%*%btall[,4]
thg<-cbind(xn,y,ghatall[,4],hatgdall[,4],hatguall[,4])
thgl<-thg[order(thg[,1]),]
index<-thgl[,1]

medv<-thgl1[,2]

hatgp<-thgl[,3]

hatgdp<-thgl1[,4]
hatgup<-thgl[,5]
plot(index,medv,type="p")
lines(index,hatgp,col="red" Ity=1)
lines(index,hatgup,col=4,Ilty=2)
lines(index, hatgdp,col=4,lty=2)
title(expression(tau==0.75))
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xn<-x%*%btall[,5]
thg<-cbind(xn,y,ghatall[,5],hatgdall[,5],hatguall[,5])
thg1<-thg[order(fhg[,1]),]
index<-thgl[,1]

medv<-fthgl[,2]

hatgp<-thg1[,3]

hatgdp<-thg1[,4]
hatgup<-thg1[,5]
plot(index,medv,type="p")
lines(index,hatgp,col="red" Ity=1)
lines(index, hatgup,col=4,1ty=2)
lines(index, hatgdp,col=4,1ty=2)
title(expression(tau==0.90))

#par(mfrow=c(1,2),pin = ¢(2,1))
vsn<-c(1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12)
1vs01<-¢(0.1,0.1,0,0,0.1,0,0,0.1,0.1,0.1,0,0.1)#>0.00001
t01<-rep(0.1,12)

1vs025<-¢(rep(0.25,2),rep(0,2),rep(0.25,6),0,0.25)#>0.000005
1t025<-¢(0.25,0.25,rep(0,4),rep(0.25,6))

1vs05<-¢(0.5,0.5,0,0.5,0,0,0.5,0.5,0.5,0.5,0,0.5)#>0.00001
r05<-¢(0.5,0.5,0,0.5,0.5,0,rep(0.5,6))

rvs075<-¢(0.75,0.75,0.75,0,0.75,0,rep(0.75,6))#>0.00001
rt075<-c(0.75,0.75,0,0,0,0,rep(0.75,6))
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1vs09<-c(rep(0.9,2),0,0,rep(0.9,8))#>0.0001
1t09<-c(rep(0.9,3),0,rep(0.9,4),0,rep(0.9,3))

rvs<-c(rvs01,rvs025,rvs05,rvs075,rvs09)
vsnl<-c(vsn,vsn,vsn,vsn,vsn)
axis(1,at=c(1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12))
axis(2,at=c(0.1,0.25,0.5,0.75,0.9))

title(expression(Variable~selection))

rt<-¢(rt01,rt025,rt05,rt075,rt09)
vsnl<-c(vsn,vsn,vsn,vsn,vsn)

plot(vsnl,rt,type="p" xlim=c(1,12),ylim=c(0.1,0.9),yaxt="n",xaxt="n" xlab="variable",yla
b=expression(tau))

axis(1,at=c(1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12))

axis(2,at=¢(0.1,0.25,0.5,0.75,0.9))

title(expression(Test))
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