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Abstract

Local composite quantile regression is a useful non-parametric regression method widely used for its high
efficiency. Data smoothing methods using kernel are typically used in the estimation process with perfor-
mances that rely largely on the smoothing parameter rather than the kernel. However, La-norm is generally
used as criterion to estimate the performance of the regression function. In addition, many studies have
been conducted on the selection of smoothing parameters that minimize mean square error (MSE) or mean
integrated square error (MISE). In this paper, we explored the optimality of selecting smoothing parameters
that determine the performance of non-parametric regression models using local linear composite quantile
regression. As evaluation criteria for the choice of smoothing parameter, we used mean absolute error (MAE)
and mean integrated absolute error (MIAE), which have not been researched extensively due to mathemat-
ical difficulties. We proved the uniqueness of the optimal smoothing parameter based on MAE and MIAE.
Furthermore, we compared the optimal smoothing parameter based on the proposed criteria (MAE and
MIAE) with existing criteria (MSE and MISE). In this process, the properties of the proposed method were
investigated through simulation studies in various situations.

Keywords: composite quantile regression, bandwidth selection, local linear regression, kernel function, mean
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BES S Yop Fuer Xo e thed) 2 vEs B RYL s
Y = m(X) + o(X)e, (1.1)

A7IA o(X)E BFAXE YEE FEgolal, m(X) = E(V|X)E 1182 (smooth) ¥ 24 3
gtal ZFg etk Aol A e Hto] 00]aL F4te] 1ojw Al FxE wETtia 7Hg3skAL oy
St U2 FARYY FH oA 715 HAA|HH (weighted least squares)S B3 F4Fo2 o}
g 3] ARYo A= ZF4 o} 39 (local polynomial regression)”Z} d8] ARSFE I Jow o]
off thst ZpAISE W82 Fand} Gijbels (1996)° AHel= o] et 22} o]/X] (outlier) 7} EA AV
gEets B2 53 Zo] o] meElRxrt FHR Afode ALAFHA 7Nk 24 oA e
I AgAdo] R, =4 HAAH X} (least absolute deviation) t}& 39 (Fan 5, 1994; Welsh,
1996) 7} ololl Tt -2 thsto]l 2 4 Ut AW ex13}e] 22Ut FafREe) e %7@7‘5} Zg-ol 2l
oA 4 HAFAAA} I Y Ao 4 LA thEs]|F ol vls] 3A BoiA & A ZF Sl
olof] Kai 5 (2010)< Zou&} Yuan (2008)°] At B3 B4 3]7] (composite quantile regression;
CQR)¥H S o83t st o BxoA afHor vy AFS 7HeoH stk =4 5 &95
3]+ (local CQR)E Attt =4 B3 B9 A+ A3 227 22 E maE+ 49
= gHtRQ T4 og FA} AY FARE 284S Holn, QA8 RX 7t A2 E EA g
Bfolie UAY 4 1 A 0 G 2 ALAE BYORA AT 2 A4 42
27} ) A2 9
oA v JARYEL AT o] AT (kernel function)E ARESE ALE H 2 (smooth-
ing method)o] tixHo 2 AL Qlon, I A5 AddsRls wyd|(bandwidth) &2 3
&A 4 (smoothing parameter)2] A& IA 2J&3c}t (Yu®} Jones, 1998). dutAlozw & HEA 4

O

F

£ B4 Zolt whde] BR(bias)S 27 o), A4S BEASE 1 wile] AFS Beore B
P 2ol 78 (trade-off) S uHd3t A AT FBrSe] Aelo] FR9 EAlz Rk s, 37
o 2R A5e Bl AReRs

BAH SR Ly-%=F(norm) o] AMEE O] AZHFAFL
Z}(asymptotic mean squared error; AMSE) @ 23 & 54| 2 X} (asymptotic mean integrated
squared error; AMISE)E «‘J—Li‘r'ﬁ}— BEATY Mgl izt g2 A77F o ol FEUETS
FAolU HF IARY FHAAT FARHA AgPE gt (Fand} Gijbels, 1992; Sheather, 2004).
ojell thgt B}t tieto g, Ll 59 F2HFZEY 22} (asymptotic mean absolute error; AMAE)
2 AZPFHE D) 2 X (asymptotic mean integrated absolute error; AMIAE)S] AR EE3F 1 54
o 847 Beld FES WAE AT ol E D ALY olel e 59| olft A7sh v|HIA Aeh
2 =RdAe w4 A% 57 295 A5 83 vESA IJATTY FHolA AMAE 2
AMIAES 185 g0 249 BATE 797 2§24 Bojel A3t Uops)
719 B7171&<Ql AMSESE AMISEE AHE-sh A Eiate] #A ]% JJr°L?5P1 I 35S vlaskgitt. o)
2 HRoIA Thake Aol Ne 2R E Fa Al

oo at Zoh WA 2F-oAE 2 AE B Bl 37
AF LA AL A 2NN F4 9 W AR JAolAe) B 144 A pge deds. 44
oA Bl dRY A AdE vERy gl

2. 54 MY S8 2215 271
{@i,y) e A2 FHolal 543 &8 U= f(z,y)E A BXERH F38 dExdolgt
I 3 X = zollA Yo 7Rl AR BS54 g ()= A= £4 < (check loss function)
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pr(t) =tlr — I(t < 0)], 7 € (0,1)2 E3] T3} 2ol A9 AL},

¢-(z) = argmin E{p, (Y — a)|X = z}. (2.1)
A 2R2E2E 7PRE vl m(X) = E(Y|X) = qos(X)012R, Za A2l 439 37E Tl
2 (L8] m(X)E F83= A€ 7= 0.5004 4 (2.1)9] ¢, (2)& F43k= 234 2ot o]2d +3

S A8l A oS3 Zo] zooll MY =4 AY Tz ZAF
m(z) = m(zo) + m (z0)(z — z0) = a + b(z — x0)

2 WY, oo AN Fh HAAY AY (ARG A% A 5 Ak K()E Hnge A9
Freh e m(ao)®] F4 HaAv AF 99 2B

Ti — To
(a b) = arg{;lrgnn [Z po.5 (yi — ar — bz — x0)) K (h)}
w3k aclw, 01714 hi BEASITL pr, (1) = tlr — 1(t < O] k= 1,2,....q% g7he] 2]
r = kf(q+ DOINS] A AL A ol BAF mgel 2o QoiAl olge] Tt
FEAHA ARE ZAo 1#dE= AL mj¢ F83t} (Breimany} Frideman, 1997). ©o]&]3 £4
°]85to] Zougt Yuan (2008)2 A& thE 7 gtoll ek o2 7H(g)ol B9 LIS TAIAL
Fohe B3 29 BT WS ANsk e, o] Wje] AT theat 2ol o At

q n
DO pryi — ar — bay). (2:2)
k=1 1i=1

Kai 5 (2010)2 4] (2.2)¢] CQR €2 849} Wil e 7Y% K() B AFsto] 037} 2 24 7}
% CQR 48

A
=2

oo e > wlo

S|S0 o 31— — bl — o)} (‘”"h”‘))] (2.3)

k=1 Li=1

o A4 BAE TR A 23)E A4H AT BEE (a1, g, D)2 FERRRR ©}71A
(1/) Yoy 7 = 050122, m(wo) 9k m'(w0) o) F4 B3 8915 317) 2L ohg.7} 2},
1 q
m(xzo;h) = =) ar,
0 qk:1 k
m (zo;h) = b
F4 BY A 379 222 43S R Akl B A E719) £l Beseh ()%
TAREGPED A, 34T Xo FedgUEeL

9P KO 3% $BUsges A9, 9ole] gol okd 34 jel

2 3L A7|A df = F~ ' (1) ©) 3L, T = Tk A T — T O] T
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20e fx ()8 W (support)e] WRHolgtar s, A 2=X 7 (regularity condition) 3tellA h — 0°]H
A nh— oo u, F4 B3 B4 3A FAF mi(zo; h)Q] 71AZT Bk

E[ri(z0; h)] = m(zo) + b(zo)h”* + 0p (h?) ,

Var[im(zo; h)] = %32(:@) +op (%) (2.4)
5} o] FolA v, o714
ban) = g e, 5%(0) = B2 B )
SEERN P
Vnh {i(zo; h) — m(xo) — b(wo)h®} L N {0,5%(x0)} (2.5)
ol AR, iA1A b BEsEe i

A L .
A (24)8) (2.5)00 The 59 B o]o] 275 B Ao B AT §L Kai 5 (2010)0] vheh}
sic.

3. B4 Moy

AdTTE 0|83 FAIARFY FAo YA HAJ HEASE A AL =4 B
AEEE 433 e S8 Aotk zeolAe HAHA F4& FEASE m(xo)St T FHF
m(zo; h)e ABE FAaslele Aot 2 =FodAe AZQ 4 A5 A9E f5 A
o S AP FAFLAHAMSE)S ASH A (AMAE)E 183i5ith 3HH, AA 41
Fo FEAEE F78ke dl UM 5 zoodllHY oS AHEE A B}, JFest [Al fg oo
A 24 3AAY S SH 2] ¢ EEeith o] ¢ é%%ﬁ” AlF L2k AMISE(rh) =
fAMSE{m( w (a:)dx E= 7 do S 243}

q

BFHEAY A AMIAE (i) = [ AMAE{ri(z)}w(x)
= Zom, A7 w(z )>O‘; F}=8H40| T}

3.1. AMSE / AMISEE Z|A3l6l= Q&4 HEM
Kai 5 (201002 =4 23 294 3)7)0049) 2Ae B8A%5] 48 93 7|Eo2 AMSES}
AMISEE 2el9it). 4] (2.4)9] ARRRE, 20o14] m(w0) o 4% r(wo;h)] AMSEL

AMSE{r(zo; h)} = Bias{rm(zo; h)}> 4+ Var{r(zo; h)} = b*(zo)h* + %32(330) (3.1)

o7 FoiXrh 4] 31)ERE & 5 A%0], 2 BEATY A9 24is Eolv ‘3“’401] _‘sz;)k_‘:__, =1
Al sk, 22 FEATE I B 43S By et 73 (trade-o

& 2iks ANl a1gete] AMSEE Hadlshes BEATE A= Zlo] & 7|Fe] 2 & Atk A
(3.1)9] AMSE{m(z0; )}‘— h > 094 hell EH? EZ(convex) TrolB g hol T3 I} RS B
3 o] Hadlels FFATE T 5 Yok hdni(z0)= arg;mn AMSE{m(zo; h)} 2} 3},

i) = (5420 ) " = el (3:2)
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7} Fv, 3714 ea(x0)®/? = s(x0)/|2b(z0)| 01Tt 3.2 )4 TFE AMAES H4 36t J87 5919
W E 30 & = {ca(z0)}/?b(x0)/5(x0) BHT 3R} T W, || = 1/29S & 5 Utk
A (B.1)2RE m(X)e A% m(X;h)e] AMISEE

AMISE{m(X;h)}:/ [{;m () } ht+ nlh ’7;;'( } (3.3)

2 FolAr}h A (3.3)C02RE ARG B3 25 AANFOEE AMISE{ e ga holl thsk
5L o 4 glom, AMSE{r(zo; h)}9} ul71A 2 AMISE{r(X;h)} & ‘J 0l A1 holl gk
5 (convex) groltt. web AMISE{/m(X;h)}e] kol tiet 44} vjE2 3 Ol% FHazlsl=

FAGE 7L Aok kot = arg min AMISE{7(X; h)} &2l 3},

s _ <noR1<q>faz(m{fx(oc)}—lwwc)dm)é - -
3 [ {m" (@)} w(x)de

7h Hch

A A e 443 Age] o3t 24 2 7914 sl4le) fol4 5 ol FHS 27 o] FFA
FoAel £ Uos 1Y 4 glrk =
Yk shA. @, SEas X7 9

E\X|:E\UZ+M|:UE‘Z+§‘:0¢ —g)
Z

o] AYIIERE, zoolA Y m(xo)e] 8% m(zo; h)2] AMAE« T3} Zo] FoXth.
AMAE{#(z0; )} = (nh) ™ s(z0)e (- ig‘;; (mﬁ)é) . (3.5)

312NN} uLRAIA 2, h=cn” /72 FENE 1B 3k 13 holl B UERA 4] (3.5)8 cn~ /P

AMAE {7?1 (aco; en” 5) = c_%n_%s(xo)go (— b(wo) c%> (3.6)

s(zo)

ZA9 B2 & 4 gth. AMSES} npartA 2 AMAE{m(zo;en  Y2)} %= ¢ > 0014 coll o
3 5ol nR, AMAE{m(zo;en™/°)}9) coll that A4} v]&-2 F3 o5 H4dlele FBATE
T8 = Ak ci(zo) = argmlnAMAE{m(mo,cn 5 eta 3l AMAES H43lets 3844 =

hope ™ (w0) = c1(zo)n™/° 011‘/}. c1(zo)®] T AEste] o Ae|7h A H e

o 2ol Vg & 9lom, 4 (35)8 hol B HA3 S BAL A (3.6)2 col B Ha)
&

Hel 3.1 ¢ = c1 % (20)b(w0)/s(wo) 2t SEAL. JM &= TS eHEAlo] BH0]CH.
#(—&1) +261[20(-&1) — 1] =0, (3.7)

OI7IM ¢(), () 212 HEHPLEE M2 SBW40| ASUCSESe} FH2TE0|Ch
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A (3.7)9 e HAF R Yeh R kot 51N o R ApR AR A7k Fekd (4] &

0.4810]t}.

514 31NN T3 L= BF P Pb(x0)/5(w0) 9] FENOIH, AMSES} AMAES ] 43147+ B2
G Al h = cn’1/5«1 Fefoloh. T3t (o) /ca(wo)E b(wo) 9} s(wo)oll E3A] domz, dojof #

ggkpgl o) 2 gk SERE aga 25 B9 F7 ) Agske £959 Alsol #Aglo] of
&S 9% 3= %%%D}. w2

BYAP  ca(wo) _ (&)F _ (0481\F _

WS T o(z0) (5) - ( 0.5 > = 0.985 (3.8)

o) BA7} ARein, AMAES 24381 B8A5E AMSEES Hastele ARASRY oF 15% 2
22 o 4 9tk oleld A Schucany (1959)7} SHEUE A4S AY 2ol B A3} §AF

o2 m(X)9 FA4% m(X;en /%) AMIAEES Uehf7] §13te] AMAECIA =93 A} 22
WHog h=cn /P2 1AL A (3.5)ZHE m(X;en /%) AMIAE:

N[5,k b(z)
AMIAE{ (X cn” )} 7/0 n 5s(z)p (_s(ac)c
7 FolAth a#W 4 (3.9)8 Haslel A4 BEAS hE RIAE = MAE, V57 e 5 9
714 AP = argmin, AMIAE{/(X;cn~/?)}oltk. &, AMIAE{m(X;h)}E H23sl=
FAE AMIAE{m(X;en™'/%)} & Ha8l8he o8 2 A9 S U3t

(M=

) w(z)dz (3.9)

el 3.2 f(e,z) = V202 Ps(a)p(—(b(x)/s(x >>c5 2)w(x) 7t e > 09 fx ()2 L (supPORT)OIA] @1%50]
W, AMIAE{m(X;cn1/5)}2 H|43I5t= ¢ = co= SUGHH BAIEHCE

AMIAE{m(X;en™/°)}9] oA 37 2Aste2, FE ¥ (Newton’s method) S ©]-8-3F HH4 4]

0 . L1\
ScAMIAE {im (Xsen=3)} =0
& c=coE TEF Jon, o8 B A (39)8 H4de FBAS hop® = copinPE
g 4 9tk AMSES} AMAES 2 43lA17]& H8A5R] v] hge® /hop™7F <F 0.985% 9]) #
Hﬂ*ﬁ} e 8l Fuige] sEExd Al FL e 2= JJr f*a] hop 9k hapP o] w)
hop™ /hope B A (3.4)2k 4 (3.9)9] FENRRE A G, HF X9 B2 fx () 2 ZFAL TS
o(X)ek LA B f(-), 23 B B9 37l AHES £ 7H‘l" qol wek ekl & gl
£ & 4 Aok A 3.1 B 3.2 v THE RE

32

o] Fol A 3o A AuE thakst B7} 7% =, AMSE / AMISES} AMAE / AMIAEE 3 43}3}
= 4 53 295 39 Pl j8AsY AYEAE 2 A AREYE B R} g
t}. o] &9 7} oA oA AIE4= Epanechnikov AEEHS K(u) = (3/4)(1 — u?) & o] &3lgle
o, webA pe = [’ K(u)du=1/5, no = [ K*(u)du = 3/5& FoJZAt}. =3 AMISES AMIAE]
Ao 7HEE wiz)e FHF X9 FEUETES fx()E 7M.
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Table 4.1. Optimal bandwidth selection based on AMAE and AMSE for Example 4.1

Optimal bandwidth AMAE(x10?) AMSE(x10%)

B 1 e N S L G Y L
NO1) 1 -1 0.3334 0.3386 0.9845813 7.4687 7.4707 0.8702  0.8698
0 0.1059  0.1075 0.9845813 13.2530  13.2570 2.7401  2.7388

Laplace 5 0.2 0.2442  0.2481 0.9845813 8.6960 8.6982 1.1797  1.1791
0.5 0.2970 0.3017 0.9845813 7.8858 7.8880 0.9701  0.9697

4(3) 9 0.8 0.3303  0.3355 0.9845813 7.9687 7.9708 0.9906  0.9901
2 0.3675  0.3733 0.9845813 7.5543 7.5563 0.8903  0.8898

AMAE = asymptotic mean absolute error; AMSE = asymptotic mean squared error.

O Ml 4.1: Y =sin(2X) + 2exp(—16X?) + 0.5¢.

& 7= Kai 5 (2010) W O A Zon, 7|4 X+ EEAFE2E WETh o] oA A
LA o] FEE REFTFRE(N(0, 1)), BHEetaE 2 (Laplace),
TS, A% EAF SN B EAFE A gk g = 15,08 melsison], Eie 7

~

H

Table 4.10]%= 54 20X Ao A2 AMAES} AMSES 2 43lahe B&8A5 h)AT p)SFel 7 HeH
+E 53 Aaket AMAEZ AMSEZEe] A els o] gtk Table 4.1014 K= uke} Zo], AMAEE
aslele FEAS b "9t AMSEE 2 438kshe F8AS hon 9l ¥l h%@‘?E/h%%Et oo B
R 2 HeS 30 AgEE B4 5, 28 Hash A7} s AR 209k BARC] T4
0.98469] FE zH= 2L BIg 4 glom, o]Het A 32T AW R 4 (3.8)F Xk =
st T HEAS g 248 Aol = s ZF BEATE ARSSHAE we] AMAESH AMSEZRS A9 &
AFsHAl veRdtt

OIMl 4.2: Y = X sin(2nX) + o(X)e.

:(l')l_'l‘z
[}
-

2
2

oA 2= AMIAES} AMISES H43lehs B85 ARl pMISEe] xS dolr 7] 9]
= let. ﬁﬁ‘*%} hop ) Ml hop® [hopttE BWFE X RE fx () R BEAA 5
oY) RE [(), AL BF BAS AN BAR AF g0l wel 2er 5
15 7kl ow@ 540 hopt /Pl 4% FEA AT ARk ok WA 2
T EFATRIR, E2WR PFE o(X) = 12 DET AdelA T AL X
Dol wek B SR oA Bebe A d@stlnt. Mg A5 3uY X vEz
Z(Unif(0,1)), 242 a = =25 Z= WE B2 (Beta(2,2), 1831 B4E a=2, =42
RE(Beta(2,4) 8 DTG O, BT 205 AANNY B A% g g =1,5,98

yo, X
o
=

(o]

.
o
.
o+

(U

Fl m[n
O rr ofn HI Lo

—_

X

A

Mr = Mo
N
N

=
Ry
o

I
gick

Table 4.20]= ®Eo =77} n = 400¥ uw) tjeksl Zwiek
AMISEE FH43}she F8A T, hope 9k 1 BEATE
o] zrol AElE o] itk WA B B9 37l Ae] Bg5o] A4
A2 b AUAE/RMISEAT R e X o] BE fy (1) I

il

2iA
Fe
~

« (oAl AMIAES}H
MIAE®S] 33+ AMISE
RELEEEEEE

53 WA A TS

-

o M w
o
]ﬂ] 2
= >

B

SR
0 < = lo

—
gl

K
£

@2 7Hom, T 1 Zhee & 4 ddtk B 3 Xo| BE fx ()7 DA, 24 3B
A W] A IISE L 2 Ao]% Bl 9 o) 1ol ke GE e, 34 BeASN
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Table 4.2. Optimal bandwidth selection based on AMIAE and AMISE for Example 4.2 with various distributions
of the covariate

Optimal bandwidth AMIAE(x10?) AMISE(x102)

Ix () q hggtAE hg/I[)ItSE hMIAE/hMISE h(l\)/II)ItAE hg;[)ItSE h(l\)/II)ItAE hg;[)ItSE
1 01729 0.1741 0.9929493 10.3960  10.3960 1.6919  1.6918

Unif(0,1) 5  0.1607  0.1618 0.9929178 8.9796 8.9801 1.2624  1.2623
9 0.1593  0.1604 0.9929175 8.8295 8.830 1.2205  1.2204

1 01756  0.1768 0.9931248 10.3150  10.3150 1.6659  1.6657

Beta(2,2) 5 0.1632  0.1643 0.9931007 8,9099 8.9103 1.2430  1.2428
9 0.1618  0.1630 0.9931006 8.7609 8.7614 1.2017  1.2016

1 0.1987  0.2002 0.9924861 9.6960 9.6966 1.4716  1.4715

Beta(2,4) 5 0.1846  0.1860 0.9924714 8.3753 8.3758 1.0980  1.0979
9 0.1831 0.1845 0.9924912 8.2352 8.2357 1.0616  1.0615

AMIAE = asymptotic mean integrated absolute error; AMISE = asymptotic mean integrated squared

error.

Table 4.3. Optimal bandwidth selection based on AMIAE and AMISE for various heteroscedastic error distribu-
tions

o (X) E Optimal bandwidth AMIAE(x10%) AMISE(x102)
hg/gtAE hcl\)/l{)ItSE h%ItAE/hID\/éItSE hg&AE hcl\)/]IpItSE hlggtAE hcl\)/i)ItSE
N(0,1) 0.1607 0.1618  0.9929178 8.9797  8.9801 1.2624  1.2623
1 Laplace 0.1726  0.1739  0.9929478 10.3670  10.3680 1.6826  1.6824
t 0.1750  0.1763  0.9928824 10.6570  10.6580 1.7781  1.7779
N(0,1) 0.1210 0.1287  0.9402747 5.2592  5.2797 0.5088  0.5052
|X cos(2nX)| Laplace 0.1300  0.1383  0.9402760 6.0717  6.0955 0.6781  0.6733
t 0.1318  0.1402  0.9402763 6.2416  6.2661 0.7166  0.7115
N(0,1) 0.1568 0.1696  0.9246137 9.7105  9.7701 1.5418  1.5245
esin(272)  [aplace  0.1685  0.1823  0.9246102 11.2110 11.2810 2.0551  2.0319
t 0.1709  0.1848  0.9246085 11.5250 11.5960 21717  2.1472

AMIAE = asymptotic mean integrated absolute error; AMISE = asymptotic mean integrated squared
error.

o] AMIAE 2 AMISEE: 2 #}o]2 Holx] Q9it}. weald AMIAES H43sls A4 hMAP
AMISES 2 28l31 B85 hieoe) bl BIE/EP = g Xo 22 fx ()9 5% 2945
370 A 2] B 40| 4 gof] 2 IS W) koS FolatgiTt.

eog 933 o BE 9 B2AA T4 o(X)9 Feloll we AL /pMISES ojm A galx)s
ARstch WA W Xo Bx: 171 (0, 1)ollA RoJH #S5ExE uAsgon, B3 B
FFAANA Y BT Nee g = 55 o83ttt HlZE 3 223 o] FXE AFRY 1945}
2ol BEAFEE(N(0,1)), BFZekaE ¥ (Laplace), 12|31 AFRE7} 39 tRE(t3) S, 2202} T4
o(X)EE 1, |X cos(2nX)], ™) o] Y2 melstAr).

Table 4.301= F&] 77} n = 4009 off tpFet 247 e8] 2 2 ZFWA T o(X)ol e
AMIAES} AMISES 2238l B85 AAE, BEST9} 2 B8A5-E £9) A4S AMIAER)
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