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A K #, % —F BARSPL(restrictted spline regression), L3k A Mk IR b0 6945 459
S *LﬁﬁECSPL(concave spline regression), %% %Meyer® S G ZE, ik
39 57 % 3B W7 % 3 (concave function), & —# BI#&SPL(spline regression), && # Bk
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Abstract

In this thesis, we consider the problem of estimating a regression function assuming the
regression function is unimodal. The proposed method is to model the regression func-
tion as linear combination of B-spline basis functions with equally spaced knots, and
the number of knots is determined using AIC (Akaike information criterion). Specific
constraints are placed on the coefficients of basis functions to ensure that estimated re-
gression function is unimodal. The coefficients are estimated using least square method.

The proposed method is refered as RSPL and is compared with two other methods:
SPL and CSPL, where SPL is similar to RSPL except that the coefficients of basis
functions are estimated without any constraints, and CSPL gives concave regression
function estimates. Simulation results show that RSPL outperforms SPL and CSPL
when the true regression function is unimodal but not concave, and CSPL outperforms
RSPL and SPL when the true regression function is concave. Also, RSPL is applied to

temperature data to estimate temperature trend within one year.
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FXASF AT, FRAE G B X Ao RGBS BY M 69 BT A R — 18R 3 f R AR AR,
Y =~ f(X).

EX—RBEALE, §BFDE R B NKRERH, Bldo: £ (monotonic). b
M (convexity), Z£ AL F, F K6 & [ AR % (unimodal )8 5 & #, B4 EH %
#H, WRERKRIT RS EREG R, &R T: RS fHRBNE—~EEMI = [a,b]., &
e B AE—AEFmERER(I)A, £la,m|Z M, f7&IFEH&HE(nondecreasing func-
tion); M f&[m,b]& B M A, f21% & & (nonincreasing function), B fAE A 4 Al
ECE (8

EREFERBTARRALEF S 7@, £Edhr@, MEFHAR, EHRE—MBThELE
S, EEERAMIE LTS, @ EEH 7@, Lipsay & Steiner(1972) b4 % 5 17
LR E R KAR, Blde: G A E Aoy TR BRAR S H 8 &6 b9 & R A F Sl X 09 W14,
SIb, AR B B S B 64 A8 46AR 08 B B B ST A R AR SHE I AR A AR R A e X
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B EE 2 R e S kA R AEE Eﬁ?(regressmn spline). -F7& # 4% (spline

smoothing)f= #% & 3+ (kernel estimation), B &k 4% & $ B A 47 69 L dLhe 7 B A F &
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iz —F, BN RS T 5 B AR AR ik, VAR AR B 69 18 5 2 B AE

2.1 #p BEEEER

Meyer (2008)[5]F #2 2|, #4412 8% #7485 25 (knots) 89 B O R AL B ARy, B B &R
DEKGTHERFHEAREFGFRRE, BReBEA S, 2RZAXJIRYERLE
¥, BAFREE N, 2 EBK S, BGAHEEREoverfitting) 8y B R, AT LR
LEF, 4o fTEIFE B A 6 B TR, Keele (2008)[7] 4231, 7248 R 45449
JAFE R ET, & 09AIC(Akaike)[1] fE 12 4 — B &3 HL#p S5 BOR F 69T & 7 ok, b
), Miyata#=Shen (2005) 42 2|, BIC(Schwarz)[10]4. % —48:% 3 7 258 # 49 7 7%, Osborne
,Presnell ,Turlach =425 % A[4%  ALASSO(7|49 7 ik R EFE B A i B %, TogFiliz
ATk,

& -8 AIC(Akaike information criterion): AICAE—AE# 4 LA BB ER HHG—
1ARA, AIC =2k —2In(L), kRABAGSHARK, @ LAMKAALE 698503 # (likelihood
function), BAFHEAL A G RZRIEB 2 F By, SnBREMEMEE, RSS(residual sum
of squares) & #8875 Fo, BAIC = 2k + nIn(f55), 380 8 4 HEBE A T 1R & Bl 4F
R, {2 g BERE, AAAICE KT ARG BEEL SRS A b S BB
F, FTAAICHK R R RAME e F A,

Shibata(1976)3& B AICHE BI#AE A 2 SR E & 4 SR %, #Schwarz#k—£&F| 7
AR R AT 30 N AIC#E A2 89424, 4% ABIC(Bayesian information criterion), BIC# € &
B: BIC = —2In(L) + kln(n), kREABRGSEEE, nABEMEMEE, LAREAER 8
Mk, BMAICR R £Z AKIARER, BT #%BERE, BICRRLAE 4



Al R M) —AEAZAE . PTABICTR A RAME RS BaER

& #% N~ BLASSO(Tibshirani,1996) [12]7 #% : LASSO(least absolute shrinkage and
selection operator) & —A& # 4 M8 B 69 A AL 48 BA F BOE R ok, B AR —W T A
(xiyyi), i=1,...,n, £F, o, ZEEF e 038805, mAF3ETER (X)@EHR

(z—z2)?, (x —23)P, . (@ — 2pe1)P L, (2 — 1), o (2 — 2P

IR A — M8 1 x (n+p— 1)8M, nRALRE, pRIRAKICDS AR R, LR

HA B 1
minimize  f(8) = 5 (

subject to  g(f) =t — [|All = 0

— XB)(y— XB)

#%, M M. R. Osborne , B. Presnell , B. A. Turlach =425 & BT & 9% B x4 2ILASSO#
A (B), b, [ # 08B AR AZIE i B EE, G RAZ TG BMEE Y, B8
BRI E, TTABE R B RE B, T, Bd A AR ARG S,

2.2 A FGARIR B0 6 S ok B AE =1

SLES A L3 AT T ARIR BRF 60 6% B oAk 3, MARIR B2 R B R 3 B A B R AR, B
%ﬁ##maﬂﬁﬂuummﬁﬁﬁﬁ”

vi = f(xi).

AR RS RS BH, A TRIGEI 7 kT, HRAST RS R — A RS
Gime, MAR D FFELAEGERATHAARSBY AR, SIAEAIHR
i, Ramsay(1988)[8]#% i £ 38415 % # (monotone spline function )k & & & & HA 4% f
foa = min(zy, ..., 7n), b=maz(zy,... ), PHEEB,. . u € (a,b)lkkEHAE
HERRBEMP R T Aty = =ty =a, (berts .- tign) = (U1, W), typsr =
= by = b Bl R BRI 8 L AR

1
MO ()= | Fmmmr  frtiszstia
0, otherwise




fori=1,...,0+1, mkREBEFAHRMEEEF AT

(k=1)(tit1—1s) > for t; <z <t

kl(z—t) M @)+ (ti o —2) METV (2)
0, otherwise

M i = 1, s RS, BEE> 0, AR AEAMN, A

Ii(k)(x) = Mi(k)(u)du fori=1,...,l4+k=m,for x € [x1,x,].
t1

BAREG LA = Ya1;, B0, M, E4¢585 857, wif &R >
0BYaq; = 1, THERS(L) =1
% [ A &% # (convex function)®¥, Meyer[5|# 4k M, SRR BEARL AR S, KK

Ci(k)(a:) = / Ii(k)(u)du fori=1,...,l4+k=m,for z € [z1,z,)].

t1

RO kRS o R frr, RRARE> 0, B b— % 8% B R 6 2 8 g ()

rEMERAS, BERRANYIFERLRE, Rf, EARLF, KEFTHEHEIH LT E
B, PV RSB AR, SR O R BSOS B, d e A48 64 K R R BB W R

#, BIT AR RS BEEAT A3, Ak ik & B CSPL(concave spline regression).,
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RERIEALANKIIE ARG R T %, R A —FTH, BARREERB R EZE A
By ik, b, Fmegiiik g, 2% % Spline Functions: Basic Theory[9]iE &A%,
3 FF o T B R ARAR R B AT A R,

R B B B

BoFARE, WM EEGBAGBOEARKERARLEZGM M, A AAICABICEK %
R, ¥E# BAICRBICH) 7 ik, VAR A 69 % 3 f43 2| ATICABICH) #7 25 (B 3, A543 264 #7
AR EAE A R, WBRAICABICH /3t %42, AR L Ra 8 M ES1,
EBIC#IMSEs2 AIC#IMSEAa i (BIC-AIC) 4% 2 89 & 7 Bl , w1 5> B % 7 45 3] B7 8 — {8 4
4, SRR, BRLE AE, REAAICHIMSES |\, 3t 2 AICIRAL 6 EF b, &
A TAATCHE 24T ) & 22 64 #p T 8,
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3.2 B-H k&K

— B4, & AmEB-H AR (B-splines) & #, HAALA—LFIK: M{ullEh AT X
BIESG RS, BEl,.. b, ARG LI, B4 <ty < ...<tn, %, T&

s {u; YRt TR M e 4RI

Ul (tl) UQ(tl) e um(tl)
v toetm | ui(ta) ua(t2) ... um(t2)
Ut, y Um
_ul(tm) ug(tm) .. um(tm)_
EEDER 4T

oot t1yeonit

pl T ) =dem [ T

UL, - ey U ULy ..., Um

##, ¥ £(divided difference) 89 € & & £ EL, ... trp1 8 BB BRI LAEFIEF R
B, Lrigg 25

D tla"'ut?"-i-l
Lz,...,z" L f
[t1, trt1]f
D tla"'ut’r‘-i-l
1,z,...,2"

EEB-HMERE: 4. <y 1<y <y <y <.. . B—HRFI|, ALTEEEM >R

#riA r, QU A:
) . (m—1) if v < '
yu-‘-vyz-i-m]($ y)-i- > Y ST <Yitm

0, otherwise
b, QU AFmEE A B By, Ly ORISR R, B S B A
NI(@) = (Yiem — ) Q™ ()

1, N RG I By, e B B H, o 12— R BH A 6 8 (1
1By < yiy1, Bl
1, fory <z <y

0, otherwise
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FARAE[O) 2 F % 94,9, BAAf e $45 5 2HR &

i: N™(z) =1, (3.1)

i=j+1-m

HIA Y <x <yjp1. HEHAAmM > 1R ANL e R,

0<N™ () < 1.

\-,_

\

RAE%Ea, b E—EARAER, fr < ... <zble bEFES, HiZ®FEs2[0 b
W kAms, 4

Y =...=Yn = a,
b= Ymik+1 = - = Yom+k>

(ym+17 cee 7ym+k) 3 (‘Th e 7$k‘)’

PINT i =1, m+ kA a, b) b 6 — B R RSB, R AR A (01,2
BERBZIY, #Ha,b3% A0,1], EAINHIEFEREMHE, L2y —yAh—BT
B, i=m,. .. om+k+1, Bk+1>m, BIN™, i=m, . k+1, REkaizEsgy
B, TIEAB-BARA KRB BR M RAAR (i =m,... k+1), B¢ frdy LT H—EH
LTSRS X
14 ok S B0, BlIE 2 KR S HOF & B M & $(step function), #4733, Ak

%’iNi(l)(x) =1, HARGBRE Y, yir1). BRI, REAQMEEH R, 5 52Ty =
0. y1 = 1. yo = 2Fey3 = 3, ABEREBA0,1). [1,2)72(2,3), B-#hAiE 5% % 58 KRS
# (basis function)#4aad, # T Fl 69 R J A &4 TR B4R S5 R 8, MLk S %
B TSR B o B B84 45 8 F ok % BLEA B34 H] (local control a4t A1, Hhk S $ 5

1, fory, <z <yiq

0, otherwise

EP, i=0,1,2, #EH, RARIEE> 0, AT@GERAGTHEFTRE:

3.3 RSPL

EABLEY, K 8T EE7 ke % ARSPL(restricted spline regression), @ £B-#x 152
B BB A AR A6 HILT, # ASPL(spline regression), & £&6) F A LB A E
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3.2: AR

7 B AR, PTOAE T R B R 4o T A A B-15 45 18 5 & A 3, w[0)F F % 25.0:
bos =R N Fotgsrl <d <my B HYm < T < Yk

m-+k
D s(a) = 30 N @)
i=d

> ;H&qJ: C,L('l):Ci,i:172’...,m+ko

=

STTY: ik <R
Gy _ ) m=j Ay i (Yirm—jir1 — %) >0
0, otherwise

s Hi=g, mt ke = 2.3, de M REBARN, B = 2R, T

m+k

Dys(a) = (m—1) > NV (a). (3.3)
=2

A, D REAMSEIRAER, £, D& EGABEIEH, =533 EEE,

m—+k

s(z) = Z ciNi(m) ()
i=1

BAEHRC < ... < cpihBon > .2 G, d(3.3) AN £ yi, yirm] 7 B0
b,

D S( ) _ (m - 1) 2212 Cz(‘Q)Ni(mil)(x)v if v € [a7yi*+1]
! stk (@) pme) —
(m ) Zz:z*Jrl Cz 7 (33), Ixe [yz*—l—m—b b]

#(3.2)%2(3.4) L&

(3.4)
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T sms(z) E]a, yiey1| £ BEIE; F Ay pm—1,b] L BB RA, E(Yirg1, Yirtm—1)E>
R R REE s (x) bR IGRRIF N, 12BRKTF 5 ME(35)HeEBER, §m = 3Rk =

28F, s(x)¥ AL,
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it —FRIZAZHARBRTESIT, §0 R, ATORGRBERERAM, &R

AAAFET SRR,

4.1 BFLEXR]

KRR A K BoAERRZFRG T &, LMAERSPL; H—MRAX AR —FRA, &
HMeyerty 7 k2§, #ACSPLZ%; % =AETE A RAUEHT 895 %, ASPLAEZ , *F42

#& BIMSE:
Ji-12

L, fAEROERE, AfAREFEREHEY, KBRS RER £, 1], IMSEA
b, RAFEIARER, Wik A G E, A, LA R—EFS L L% T 3%
FEER I, KX ER EE LRSS R EAETHEG R, 53 A=
gk EAER, mE—EREAEAAEFI00R, obF, AR —ERET, &5 588
A100EIMSE, #i2100EIMSER-F3, B X =7 k09 FHIMSES R 3, #0489
FHIMSER A M b 77 k43 Bl 6 st ditE, ASPLA R A, A$RSPLs2SPL#) £36 (£ 4.1 1
#% Ah1)A2CSPL$ZSPLAG £ 35 (VAh245 X )4 R Rk & 77 B, #E4. 1T AR E, H A AR
£ Ay, RARSPLHIMSE#SPLAIMSE), A3t ARSPLA 34 SPLYF, & E4.28) %
TR A Z ) £ R0, EBLZRAR, CSPLHIMSE#SPLAIMSEXR, Bl
ASPLAF 2189 15 3HE 9 CSPLAG & 3Hti4E . ¢ B AR R T A S, ARA AR THEYS
#eF, ARSPL#G 7 ik 24638 13 215 1 49 IMSE,
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4.2 BIER2

L RN E, {28 BCSPL%k 69 IR FIE M358, O b EAHR T I 69 & B8 B 2 W
% # (concave function), $2:—frag¥ikAaR, kAL —MFEA HHGERIHK, Awk
RAEFLAEAI00MH R, A58 [ BM— KM P =k B, F—RMH B0 = 0)E
SRy IBAE A" <0), BESAEREALE, AT kE, BEHHE
— 1R B EAAAETI00K, A B — 4% R EGIMSER 2] F 3 s, Rk, ASPLAX
#, MRSPL$ZSPLAY £ ¥ (/£ B L A#h3)A=CSPLESPL#Y £ ¥ (4 Ahd) A B B a7 X 2
R, #h3eyhE 5 B(B4.3)T AR, weFRSPLISPLA) £35% & A4, K ARSPLA
8 lSPL4F, A A& Ahdey & 7 B (B4.4), #3LCSPL#ISPLA) £ 35 w48 & B 6, PTAER
* EFRSPLECSPL £ JE (W5 X )89 A5 B, #E4.5T A& i, RSPL#2CSPL4Y £ & E
&, w3t ARSPLHIMSE#CSPLMIMSEX, # ki CSPLA 349 5 RSPLAF, bt LAE#
R, FEAGREA LM XEEE, &5 FECSPL,

4.3 T#

P

2

AL P HRAL AEAE GG RBAGHRB A, REFRAZ HON8: 28 I84%, —H#&
AR B Bl R FRE, MAEASELELENR, TAERPUE, —FoFEEE
Ho %FZREARBARMERIVE, @RLKRIPRSL, FRANBHEFLEHA TR
ZMBREZRE, XFAFUALATHE2AFRERAL, @R ELAFRME, BRAL,
AR A B RGYB A IRAT ], T3k B 9 & & FUR R IKRIR 69 48 £ L
X, @ E—FOFRBGEI D, RAR B Ay, yw B ATFH8RE, kil
e, g R EER R, LEHI9ISF BI201 155694, Gt —F e R @RI,
LI EEHREEARRAREEFTORE, RTFEMI, BTURELFARELEA £ £
REANAE, AT Gk, BEK, F4r. 6. SRS, RBEE K, FAMKKE
RPTH M B ATTARE, 2R R 208,

BEARE, oAd P RAL AL ERLI35(1998-2010)89 A&+, HURSPLA—
FPeg QBT RS, BT ARATHETEFLE T BE AYBBHRLLEFETAK
8, MATH RN E A AT 24 (1998-2002) 89 F A& BF, 3 EAE B89 F HH(2007-2011) 4%
i, EAYBEANEFRLTURE, ¥R HRCSPLA %, £ ARSPLESPLAMS %, T4
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BRSPL, &4 B Z R ASPL, @t G2 XE, Mooy e K30€ £[0,1], Ak, i A
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4.17: 2007-20115F5¢i& A ¥HigtE+1 B
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AT P42 B ARSPLA & st £ A @b K3, #ACSPL. SPL=A 7 % 3t & Rk 4700
#o RHBRER, wREAFHY AR, CSPLAGABEYHR, o R4 1D 55
TAURS, REASLEAKTHGHK, NRSPLAKREM, EALHBEIEL, K
SC P A% R 55 9B B B BAATCHR E i B8, KA Jg 4% A A Rl 6930 E 8 85 7 XA EATRSPL%
it

A TAAR RT3 (1998-2011) 8 AR & H A%, BA AMBEH T B K,
¥ % B CSPLi%, 44| ARSPLs#SPLA 7 ik ki 474531, B LM BF, B RAEF A&
MARK—H, Wk BES, EREFEGRGEITREEMNL, HRl, %EFG AYRERAEK
BET, AROGEEEORYL, MAERRFREDNTEHRS, BASCFAEHEIAIRYT R, &
sty B ARBL, A Aok pE B A B R AR AL e F

T A¥ES, KPRAZAGAEEAERL D BERLCIRFHVRE, BRleRRER
FAG BT, BT VAR R R AT i 8 7 ik Aot A R 8 A R 3,
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