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FEH BRI T, BOE G A NE, TN EATmIOWEE. LY M X573 MR
TR JUOW G TR W WY AR A A AR B (i = 1, ,m; j = 1,- -+ ,m). ATCEATIY
W A BRAR S i nl R

E(Yis| Xs) = pij (Xij), Cov (Y| X;) = %, (1.1)

b () RSN REL, SRS T 2R, X = (X, Xin) T, Vi = (Yir, -+, Yin) T
TR 22 SCHRT 1 T AL (1.1) 3B R Bl () A TF 1) R SR AR S 5l 4k o 5 A
Fik%, JEH RS RIARE SR A T I 1. Zeger and Diggle (1994), Wu, Chiang and Hoover
(1998) K AL GE [P AZ Al E It 98 17 O\l B 1 8 1 [k o i) 2. ABATTR A T B i i « 1
VEBRST? J732%, 564 AW T ) B A4 P 3T BEAF AL I AH DG, Lin and Carroll (2000) A
B AR TR« TAEBSL Jvk A k. ATI g e — 2R S AE S AR B A
Thrh, 584 BN R N A OGRS B A Al T2 #TL A 24, Chen and Jin (2005) it T
LT R FH AN AR A0S R A DG R4 v Jea i 22 T A T PR 8036 ). Wang (2003) 42 Hi T LT
A (SUR)AZ AL V7 ¥2: 48 i 7E R FH SURAZ I 25 18 /N A A S (R AH DG 1 mT LAg il oF 1%
#. Welsh et al. (2002)48 7R OGS T VEAN THE S 2 ml T & E50nT, 25 B8 A4 9 B 1)
A W] Ay Al TE (1) 07 22, 9 BLAEAB € LS 5 ZE B, A7 2838 B 5>, i SCIRII

5K 9 AR A Rk 4 0 H (10801039, 10671038) & HLK 2% 4R F} 24 JL G 0T H (08FQ29) i i T st 27 A 4t 8 i

H(B118)¥% B).
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R TEN M EAR G T, FEAAN T LA Gz AT B B = a4 %. Lin et al. (2004)UF# T
e FELAT T FIWang (2003)3& H ISURAZAG THE T S5 1. BARTE TAE W 7 22 B IE
fRE I, SURMZAG TG FEA AN VE 5 10T LAAS B fe /N I8 07 22, A& X S8 Al o 1R i
P 25 2 MOBT TAE B 7 2B 10, JF H 8 2 O RAER A%, B Lh— AR MEf & 4k vt
(15 2218 B i /NI, A TE I 22 0 38 0. DR g e PASR A — AN e R v, BEEAT e
BT R ERG T

T, Zhu, Fung and He (2008)F5¢ T A A0 Hn 15 T T, 1 BrABs 28 A [B] 5 4% 1) Jag 8
PET. AT R IT HAUEBE T [ARE Al o — AN R Mot [a1)RE 4% Bl i 22 5 T A%
Moy 22 B JE 5%, R, A8 TAE P 7 22 BERE IE A 4 a2 I, Al V1 (RT3 7 22 e 1k B /).
I, 50T FE S MISURML AL v AN R, 78 AR AR OC ME B (E 8 4 € I, (B FE S Al oE i 3 07 1
7 (MSE) gt ik 2>, LLE=FrAESHOGIE 7%, W B E, 27 AT 8 Tt
A NERE, FEATTIRICEBA R, P, (RSl T %, TG FE A RISURAZ T
1 R i 2 005 A O &5 R TR 50 2R HE LU i, ANBRIR 2 1 X DA LR A = P dd T ik Al 1250
A SCIE I K R S UBAL, 23 B B BOX = MRS O T 4.

A FEWEFTRIEAFE S, U4 SSURAZAN v 1 250 in) . FeAT T 3= 2208 T4k 1h 1)
MSER LU =Ml v 7 R e . AN SOl 7 2 HE R s 55 =8 o3 e 4 =M HES 4
T 85 = AT BEA VBRI 5 =i Al TE D7 2 R 8 e tn) . i e TR 7 R B, R
FELANTF IR BLEL B R, 76 R Z B L R EGH FE A TE FISURZAS TR /. X5
(D VARE S GV P BT 2 — 30U, BFRIEAE S At v (R g 22 5 TAR W 7 22 B0 06, %
IERTR € TAE 7 22 MEn] LASRAS BAT S/ DMSE Rl v

§2. IFSHMEITAE

FEIX 800 R 4 AR SCE ZGHR (0 =R AES B vk ik IR 4%, D6 AR 40 R
SURAZAL T 5.

2.1 [EIPEAHFRGE

FEASE bR B2 — AN Bri 2 0, Sl iy sk & B2 AR, oy = 0 < 2y <
To < v < g < 1= xp RARXEN0, 1] E—AE 0, Hday, - 2 Rk A X 43 [ 55
X LE i 2715 L, BATA] AR B e+ r DB r IB-FESC IR R, Ny(x), i =1, k+r.
KT N; (z) W BARTE K] LLZ ILSchumaker (1981). FRATHEIX SEIL p& Hoid il n) B X, Rom
Hn(w) = (Ni(@), -\ Np(@))T, HFp = & + . BUETRES T e P i ()T 0 (),
Hor ot FEARFNH R EL

L8 = (m(Xa1), -, 7(Xig)T, V() BT RIS Ey ] 38 ) TAE 5 2. T2
T /M .

> (Yi = Si) "'VNY; - Sia)
i=1
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AT Blaf v,

o= ( f S?V‘lsi)*l i STv=ly; = (STvpts) sty
’ i=1

/E\ZEPS: (5?7 T 7S£)T7 Y= (Y1T7 T 7YnT)T> Vb :diag(vv T V) i&#iﬁﬁB = W(I’)a
fip (2) WA A SO B AR A4l . i3 Zhu, Fung and He (2008) 7] 51, fip ¥ fin %
5 TARP 5 Z R Te k. 2 TARY I 2 FEIERIRE N, api#iil 52 Ko, RN g FMSER X
EAE T

2.2 (FAREXRETZE

1A% 5 0 R A 5 R 7 v 6 925 % 18 A0 1) 00 Ak P 958 T R A 1 AT S, T
Wang (2003)4& H T LT A (SUR) AL T /. e Ky (s) = h 1K (s/h), JH K ()& —
NI MRS, R ML RN A, Cal* R A- L 5T RIIN TR, IAE%
18— AN 2 B A . SURBGAS V8L R 3% AR A S .

(1) 0l = 0; HrE WAL .

(2) R R Bl (o) = &, tha = @o, an, -+, a7,

o By () AR T SBAT AL, (Xij— ), (Xij — )T, JETEE N R Mm x (g+1)4
W,

(1 (1 q ~( T
g (z) = [/ﬁg()(Xi,l)a e aMg()(Xi,j—l)7 2 a(Xi; — Sﬂ)k,Mg(Xi,jH), e ,u% (Xi,m)} :

(3) 4 (x) = A% ().

(4) TEH(2), Q)WL HBANTIESL. BRI TEFRASUREZAL T, id Mk (x).

Wang (2003)1F ] T 25 5% FISURMBZ IR 2 58/ A A 31 1 4 6 P T B8 i - 020 3
HAEY 7 ZEBE IR TR W, fige () 17 ZE 0] LUk B i /. AH R g (o) BRI A 22 A0 T AE W 7
A A AR IR X R

2.3 NEHFEFE

TS TTE M — R T AESEUL T 775, WX, = (X, -+ X)) Ty X
b3 X R AN B R HE S5 A B R 1] . AR FEU 2 5 XORIRIAERE. IR XG5 = X gy, W
CIE (0, 5), k)N ICENL, KO (i=1,--- ,n;j=1,--- ,m;k=1,--- ,N). HIX=UX,.
XREE UM RUUT = I, b DAL, idp = w(X,). BE TR 200V, TR
SIIBUE TN

¥ = UV Y = U+ A [ (P (@),
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AL B () I pRY YT FE SR Al T
is(X) = (UTVp U + 20) Ut vy,

Ferp N 6T S BUT RV b8 B A OB FE L, WREGI AT FE. TR0 N 7 ] 2 % Welsh,
Lin and Carroll (2002).

Lin et al. (2004)iF W] T I8 AL 4l v FlWang (2003 )42 H (1 SURKZ fiti T & ¥ 10 25 4y
.

2.4 WEAYEEE

BT 4 A BN =R E S HA T T3k, =R ImiE R R 2 b A T 24 TAR
7 ZZ ME B E R E N, BT 2Rl T BAT e /NI T 225 28 A8 1 IRV 2 Al T (10
ZER AP I3 22 B R TE R, 10 5 AR iR MR AT S . X R RE A Al vl 34T R 284R
SE T IR I AR B 5 22 B At ol AAS 2R AT fe /N 39 7 3R 22 (MSE) Al 7. T 06 #F 5%
MSURMAL T 53k, w1300 i 22 A0 AR W) 5 22 BAT ¢, BIAE IE A AR J7 Z Rt ok
W HETS BB B/ NMSERE TF. 534h, BAALin et al. (2004)1FH] T 6T FE4 Al T RISURE
FETHIHRL AL, (B2 AR BRFEACTE B 1 K2R 0 o]t A7 B A 1) 8. B RABT 90X = Fof
ATF IR R, MR R B B A T D 2 AT T L.

§3. 1EHUIAFR

AN FATE L B USRI S 4 1 1) =R ARS Bl v 12808 el Bedi] 32 2 i
VRS T 3975 R 22 (MSE ) R BEBAG THI G D T faf SRS SRR mT LR g, 6 (Rl
FEZ I s B, DT PEA AT IO SR K SURMAL T 7 i 1 8 98, JA1IE#$ 48
—HIBRAHEREAT IR, B TR b B e B () 2 AN, SR T Lin et al. (2004),FATTiH
W /MU THIIMSE, BIY S (7i(x) — p(x))?, KA BIEBARKI T U8, el 28N E 58, Si4h,

IV =R AS TRk v IRTMS E AR AH R L.

BATIEEI ;o = pu(245) + €qjy i=1,- -+ ,n, j=1,--- ,mH = ARG, Hhm =3,
n = 100. A5 X;; M2, 2] (3850 A FRENLHEE. BR2ETTe; = (e, ein,) T MNIESR
SIAIN (0, R)FBENL A4, RAAASCHEFE. 22T Welsh et al. (2002), FATIFH FEWT R =F A
KL

1. EX: nJas gy, X R Ep = 0.6;

2. AR: —Wr BRI, FHK R p = 0.6;

3. US: TCEMAHICE K, ot pro = pa1 = 0.8, p13 = ps1 = 0.5, pjrstes; Meg L A
HRREL, § # k.

Lz = (x+2)/4. TAo LR () 2 Wi F 670 ek 2L

IR p(x) = sin(z);
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BAY2: p(z) = exp(x);
Bi3: pu(x) = sin(2x);
B4: p(a) = \/2(1— 2)sin(zm(1 +27%5) /(= + 273/5));
U5 u(x) = v/2(1 = 2) sin(zm(1 +277/5) /(= + 277/3));
BEA6: p(x) = sin(8z — 4) + 2exp{—256(z — 0.5)%}.
X BB AS R, BATEHEAT T 200000540,
Rl PGV I IER A AR RS BRI PR A -5 SR FH LE W B 22 B
GBI T 22 B IR AS T Z TIMSEZ LE Ry
True Estimated
Model | Corr | R-spline | S-spline | SUR K | R-spline | S-spline | SUR K
1 1.34 1.25 1.26 1.28 1.21 1.22
1 2 1.33 1.25 1.26 1.29 1.21 1.22
3 1.89 1.69 1.80 1.86 1.64 1.75
1 1.30 1.25 0.99 1.23 1.19 0.97
2 2 1.39 1.31 1.01 1.36 1.28 1.01
3 1.76 1.65 1.32 1.73 1.60 1.31
1 1.36 1.30 1.31 1.31 1.24 1.26
3 2 1.35 1.30 1.31 1.30 1.27 1.28
3 1.94 1.79 1.92 1.84 1.71 1.84
1 1.32 1.27 1.27 1.29 1.25 1.25
4 2 1.35 1.31 1.31 1.33 1.29 1.29
3 1.93 1.76 1.79 1.87 1.73 1.78
1 1.36 1.31 1.31 1.34 1.29 1.30
) 2 1.44 1.37 1.39 1.41 1.34 1.35
3 2.41 2.07 2.11 2.32 2.03 2.08
1 1.51 1.46 1.42 1.48 1.43 1.39
6 2 1.47 1.42 1.41 1.43 1.38 1.37
3 2.67 2.43 2.27 2.57 2.33 2.28

True: RKaRJTIEMIHIE T ZERF; Estimated: 73R Al vh #7220
Corr=1: RIRFHRLEMEX; Corr=2: R/RHKEEMAR;
Corr=3: KINHKLEIUS; R-spline: KR [FIHAE LA 11
S-spline: FMGHTFESAL T SUR K: R E AHI A AT

RAG T =T R B S T3 22 FE A T 1 ) 5 Z2 A3 2 ) A 7 H MSEZ )
PRE 4 SR X B REAN T VAT B TR B R AG vh. 2R LUAR A 52
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P MSEyw s K TAERSL By I 22 M i 45 2 KAl TFMSE, MSE p a7 K 55 U5 22 B
S (KB 22 FE AR B AL TEMSE. it ARy BT MR 30 S i s 22 B IR 4 280 (1 4 o
R . BT LRI, AER IR K By 22 B AL T (0 B 7 ZE BRI, = RR Al oF K 2R
WA S, SHARMEUR 20 R, PR AT RCR IR R I ® . EAHE R MR AR
R MSREM AEXMARIN, SURKZAG TH KRR AT B AT W (32 . AT DA L
BT, BURAE TAE ) J7 22 B BB 15 € IN SURAZ Al v 1O 7 22 k2D 17, H2 Hofi 2= 50 38 K
T, T SR AR A ER U7 ZE BRI T RCR I B B e . B i T ik
2= 5 TARPI T Z MR DGR, Bt AR IEfdE € T 07 Z2 Bt R 6 m] LLAS 21 B AT B /NMSE
frrfitivt.

2 SR IEH 7 ZE BRI Vb 7 22 R, SR & FISURBA T

HFAREZATTFMSEZ HE R,
True Estimated
Model Corr S-spline SUR K S-spline SUR K
1 0.96 0.98 0.95 0.97
1 2 0.95 1.01 1.81 1.01
3 0.99 0.98 1.00 0.99
1 1.06 1.60 1.05 1.55
2 2 1.12 1.79 1.13 1.76
3 1.06 1.63 1.08 1.62
1 1.07 1.25 1.07 1.24
3 2 1.08 1.25 1.07 1.24
3 1.12 1.21 1.12 1.20
1 1.03 1.05 1.02 1.04
4 2 1.03 1.05 1.03 1.05
3 1.06 1.05 1.06 1.03
1 1.01 0.99 1.79 1.00
9 2 1.02 0.99 1.01 0.99
3 1.10 1.07 1.94 1.05
1 0.94 0.97 0.94 0.97
6 2 0.96 0.98 0.96 0.98
3 1.04 1.10 1.05 1.06

R TR ERA (0 P05 22 FE R T A B 7 Z2 BRI, =i vk 2 [ MSER L. 22

HR LA E R
_ MSEc

s MSEg’
HAMSE 3£ 7~ G HEFE Al THEBSURMZAG TH 3 2 IMSE, 11IMSE g3 7 H Rl #4515 3]
IMSE. MRy KT 10, RIRBIHFELAN T RCE R, R0 LRI, fERZHE T, K
FHAER BB 7 25 FERAS TF B 7 28 BRI, (RIS A vh IR0 LU L P R 5 v IR 80K ey
FRAAERTN2 R SSURMAL VAR LL, [RIEFESAL VI RCR A B 2 1 ).
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The Comparison of Nonparamteric Smoothing Methods

for Longitudinal Data

QIN Guoyou
(Department of Biostatistics, School of Public Health, Fudan University, Shanghai, 200032)

ZHU ZHONGYI
(Department of Statistics, Fudan University, Shanghai, 2004383)

There are many nonparametric estimation methods for the mean functions of marginal models for
longitudinal data. Those estimators such as regression spline, smoothing spline and seemingly unre-
lated(SUR) kernel estimators can achieve the minimum asymptotic variance when the true covariance
structure is specified. The asymptotic bias of the regression spline estimator does not depend on the work-
ing covariance matrix, but the asymptotic bias of smoothing spline and SUR kernel estimators depend
on the working covariance matrix in a complicate manner. In this paper, we focus on the comparison of
the estimation efficiency among the regression spline, smoothing spline and SUR kernel estimators. By
simulation study, it is found that the regression spline estimator generally present higher efficiency than
the other two estimators with smaller mean square errors.

Keywords: Regression spline, smoothing spline, SUR kernel, longitudinal data, efficiency.

AMS Subject Classification: 62G08.



