© Broi, (@t B4V K Stata M) BAE, SEAR, 2014 4, mEHE HR.

B2 E SRS EERET
211 W LBEIRSRSLBR G

“ZHUEIHE” (parametric estimation) B s A4 AR A HE A< 50251
AR (B IERS), BREARRIENE S, A et XS4

HgR e, R BOE BT E R BCE Beam, Al e T SRR I e
7, PNGFE.



“ESH " (nonparametric estimation)— AN G 7R (1) B4
O3 AT BCRREUE AR E e, R

R R EORIEAR RN, HAATHEWSE ERHE .

RN, FHNEESEEr 5 ECE 1 “FS U587
(semiparametric estimation), FERXHEAFERIER, A —ER
it

FZ N AZINEEEGENZSHIEEAN, EEAKE AN, W%



27.2 N EEREEARS LU T

B EARAE PR A R AHE W S AR B o0 AT, B3 R AL
WA ZHASE T, W Sex Ak A ) BAR o S0 AT Boe

tetn, B SMERIRMIERS AN (1, 0%, REMTHSE (1, 0%)
INRESE SR SIS A AR, WG #ERa B w2

MBS AR AR BRI S, WONARS BT %

SRR AR EO R R m BT, RPRE 1 BUE G Bl <500
A, AR NSRE PR, P, AR R AR
It



BT RSk i, BIMERENLAR IS, BT EIR& e NELEN
I Aok R Ko

NS B % R B EHE Ad 11, Rosenblatt(1956) 3¢ HY “ 4% % &
ity (kernel density estimation).

B EH T BB A R EAE T IE SR FEN L AR & X 7E X,
RO 2R 25 1 (X,) o

MER L £ (x,) 72 R AT A0 BB F () 7E x, A 1S 25 :

f (%) = lim F(x,+h)—F(x,—h)
h—0 2h
P(X, —h <X <X, +h)
h—0 2h




XFTREA X, Xy, -+, X, ) FHEARVE N IXTE] (%, — h, X, + h) FIHEEK
I HERP(x, —h<x< X, +h), 53 HTEEITE:

. 3" A%y —h <% <x,+h)/n
HIST(XO) - 2h
<1}

:i \ 1.1 X — %
nh4z 2

h
£ () XTI T (%, — h, %+ h) P EIRLIIAE 2 F A8 AR, T IX [
SR EIWLTIE KL E A 0.

X2 hE LT “TE x, IR AR KN, RO “ar 587
(bandwidth). 2h#x A “% %~ (window width).
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BT EAARDEH B AT, AR RIAE T8 FH s ek 20
N “RUEKE” (weighting function), VAR S4HTEIA RIFATE

R RS TR A IR R A, IR UV L[R]3

P AT A

- 1
f (%) = EZMK [(Xi - Xo)/h]
FRELK ()R “Rxek#L” (kernel function), A5 _F sl 2 A bR 24

BRI, Ex BRIE AR IR, T 1 2 B B F () e
HMOPRAT BEh N “OBHEZ20” (smoothing parameter).
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— AR A% BRI B K (2) 7 A2 DA S 1
(i) K(z)#E2eH T JE s RR(IE R 28) s

(i) [TK@dz=1, [ zK(2)dz=0, [ |K(2)|dz<-+e0;

(i) BFHEOFEZ >0, 15 H4|7> 0, K(z)=0; BEDH
|z| > +ooltf, |z|K(z) >0

(iv) f:zzK(z)dz =y, Ay NEE

SEAF(I)ERIZ R B 28 R IRy 1, e — 588 2% 1
AR O R LRI 38, LB H R FAF[)O. HARLR



2,2, TRHEAL N[ -L 1[0 2 (iv) A 2 f

HWAZ R BILAR 271, RIS AR R, 3R R,
Nz R APUEROR,  FRAEJR KB B R, BRI Y B B R

Sk, SRR T BT, R S TR
WEIERE ML, TR A AT

BIMAT BIAZ BRI EUY % (1K Epanechnikov %) 5 = i .



2 27.1 ERABZRER

PR AR R MBI FER N g
512) %% . 1.3510
(uniform or rectangular) 5-1(|Z| <l
=M% —
(triangular or Bartlett) (1-|z])-1(z|<D)
& R e A R & 1.7188
(Epanechnikov) 3 1-72).1 1
8%, — X% (quadratic) 4( 7)<

2.0362

DU YR % (quartic)

15
E(l_ %) -1(|z| < 1)
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B OUBUAZ (biweight)

=B (Triweight) %(1_22)301(|Z|<1) 2.3122

— =#%(Tricubic) ;_2(1_|Z|3)3 (7] <1) —

B HF K% (Gaussian  or ; 0.7764
ex 2

Normal) \/% IO{ /}

E: Hp S ARERTFE “Silverman iR AT B E

ERBIK () S 5Eh, A% f (%) 7F Stata #, BR
Wi B ESFEE B I min(n, 50) > RORTEE £ (%), ZRJEERIGTE Y
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27.3 AZE A THRITER

T A% 25 B Al A8 B T 78 x BRI I BOCRAG T £ (%), T — b,
WRx =X, W)= f(x,), WOEZEEAME @R SH W

Bias(x,) = E[ f (xo)] —f(x) ~ %hz £'(%,)[ 2K (2)dz

B 22 5 he i aE EE, ahe BRI I 557N, i290(h?).

—+

59 K B o BEAIE S TE A () SR
K CLhn? i R E T
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N> olf, ibih >0, NfRZERLEREEARFTE L,

BRI B L ()R, BIFE X A BT Bl RGBT, ) g i
TR BUE R AR, 5l mZE K.

{22 I HUR T 1% R UK (2) -
W2 FEAETH T 2N

Var[ f(xo)] - n—lh f(%)[ K(z)’dz+o(y/nh)

#rvar| £(x,)|=0(1/nh), A (1/nh) BT
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BEACAS B n ok, 7 )
HHENER, B T U AR £ (%), HOT 2R
in—coftf, iknh—oo(BRh—0, {HhisT 0 fH)H L LR A
BN > oo [(IT A TN), 7 SRR AT 2K
W R R — B

Mnoolf, iE#FFEh—>0Hnh—>o, N{FZEBias(x,) 55 %
Var| £ (x,) [FERBEAS T #5ET O AREELI T ICSAAT AN £ (%) 72 F (%)
) — BUft
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% BRI IE S M
ISR RZ BB K (2) B2 (V)T 2, T F (%) BRI AT IE A5 4341 -
Jnh [ f(x) = f (%)~ Bias(xo)]% N (o, f(o)[ K(z)zdz)

i LE AT HEAT X TAI G -

1% FE A T R P S0 2 A nh

T AU v 5 n BB (S L ), i
Joh =y/n-n0% =n° =n® <n% = /n
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X ERE RS AT E R USCSIOE B n 18 T 2 Bl T B 8 IR

SHE

=

27.4 fx% L 7Y

BT SR TE AR, U o BT O AR, i 25 thill K (T 2 5 h?
ARAELL); T SEh AR, U F () BRI, BT 22 Var| £ (%) [/

TR “HBALTT S (optimal bandwidth) h'Itf, 8 MEITs
X2 (MSE), RIJj 2% 5w 215 Z

min MSE| f (x,) |=[Bias(x,)]" + Var| (x,) |
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i+ Bias(x)=0(h%) , # [Bias(x)] =0(h*)
Var[ f(xo)} =0(1/nh), Hltm/ MO KRS A

min MSE| f(x,) |=kh*+ (k,/nh)
h

Hor, Kk, kK, EE. XThRE, AIE—FrFN
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WU LT B 9hT =0(n™%)

fE5 n 35K, n 2 =1/¥Yn {0 FREEAEZE Tnt =N,

4
|

—

& 272 N 25N R RE

X5

18



n—>wlf, h"—>0, Mnh =n-0(n"*)=0(n"%) - w0
R A v N, BRE DR UEAZ 25 B A v 1 — 20

BT 2EMSE| £ () |3 T X0 A3 B T T A AT B

AR, nlf/ME “RRA3 73R %" (Integrated Mean Squared
Error, f&ic IMSE):

min IMSE = [ MSE] (%) |dx,

Silverman(1986)ilF B F It 17 %5 M -

=
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h = 5[ [Tf ”(xo)zdxo}oz n02
o, mﬁz(sz[ [k f:zzK(z)dzﬂ AR

LT B h I e T3 FE B B 2R (£7(x,)) -

I

24 T R BN BRI, R RO W22, WU L i h B/
T S WM T2 R E, MU A0 58 h A T 1% s 2L

T AN (A R A% R 53 A R AR N ) e e s 98, AR 43 3 U7 1R 22
IMSE (h") Z 5l A K
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AE A IMSE(h") &t /ML % B8 B0 “ A B R 8 T R
(Epanechnikov), & Stata BRIAFIRZEEL, (0 AR

X1 o B W S EUAZ R B e B s 2 . i PN R B
BAS R A T — AR Rl

FAR 45 9 0 U5 £70x) - 0 R RE AR [ I 5 S dk, Ol
[ £7(x)7dx, =3/ (8Vmo®) =0.2116/0° , 4

h™ =1.36436n""%s

Hrh, sHFEARRHEZE . A T B IR AR 22 52 W om {E 1) 520,
HAEH “Silverman R A ffiiH” (Silverman’s plug-in estimate):
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h™ =1.36435n""* min(s, iqr/1.349)
Horr, “igr” NFEAIY 247 B (sample interquartile range), EIFEA3/4
L5140 S A PR
NREEE WL, AT PR A IR AN 15 — BRI RIOR
SEE AR A “HREREL” (eyeball method):

FH RIRE G 7 o 34T H B, 215 % B2 R 40 1 6T 7 (oversmoothed)
B “REYEIE 7 (undersmoothed),  FRAME 3143 FRHT 58
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27.5 ZIUHEREHIAL T

AT KAERENLAR 5 x, ATHEAT 22 Jui B eR IR A 7T

f(xo) :i

n _ K[ =%,)/h}

Hor, K()z2 k 4R %, RIBCE KA. K()IEH N — 4% R4
FIgfAR, 5 AT ] 20 48 10 25 05 B2 R 2

2 UE LR BUZAG T M PEIS — o TR TRAR L. (H S Pt iy 5 s
h" =0 (n ¥ )R T — et B R R IE), 1 T (x) ISR
tHEETE.
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2GS, ZHIL “EEMEL” A 8 (sparseness of data),
RITE x, B3 R s qR 20

fili T 22 4E 5 B2 B 2 i 22— 2 Ad T 2% 1 % B2 ek % (conditional
density function).

T 2R f(y | x) = f(x,y)/f(X)
T £ (y %) = f(x,y)/ fOOERZEZ BRI,
He, f(x,y)5 f(X) 5 B8 485 — Y 125 B s U A% 11
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27.6 LA

EPSUUNE |k e EIUS Y RILY

y; =m(X;) + &
g ~iid(0, o)

Hor, m() 2R AR E (O R EOE AR RN

T RE—AN (=1, n), alflittm(x), MITFEI AR %k
m(x) i vt o AT RmO) BIENTRE, 12 TR EUEAE -
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R T x AR EBUE, etnx,, #EHETAyRWIHE,
LEaTn, 1o IATSEIX ng A y WEINE P S 4EAE g m(x, ) BIAd

HLsEHHE T, ng ATREAR/N O TSR =, AIEEON 1), SBUG
R ZEL K.

FR T VAR, o X, B 238 U E kAT A -3, B <
IR Bk (local weighted average estimator):

m(X,) = Zin:lwio, hYi

Horf, BE w22 (X, X, D) BTRREL, Rlw | =w(x;, X, h), Hi#i 2
Zin:lWiO,h:]'o Xi%XOBHi}iE@)\':‘T\’ ﬁﬁh%%ﬁo
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Nadaraya(1964) 5 Watson(1964) 13 Fi#% e 0k & L UL N AL,
B3] “#ZBAf5FE" (kernel regression estimator):

W _ K[(Xi_xo)/h]
- Zinle[(Xi_XO)/h]

WOZ AT E RS N

ZLK[(Xi —%o)/N]Y;
SRCCESD

rﬁ(Xo) —
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BT T % LB AIE R, AT E (X)) A -

Bias(x,) = E[M(X,)]—m(x,) = h*| m'(x,) ((XO)) 1m(xo)][ 7°K (z)dz

i Bias(x,) =0(h?) . Z[EIHALTHI T 2N

1 o’

nh  (x,)

Var[(x,)] = [ K(2)’dz+0(1/nh)

M Var[m(x,)]=0(Y/nh).

“n—ooff, 1k 9%h -0, Hnh—owo, MRS, I

28



AT 2 — 2
AERX, X, o, X} id, DUAZ [EEAE THE D (%, ) IR AT IEAS

Jnh [M(x,) —m(x,) - Bias(x,)]—+>N (O, f?;o) f: K(z)zdzj

i1 Bias(x,) = O(h?) H.Var[rfi(x,)]=O(1/nh), /Mb IMSE Hi4k
R, mitm s Ah =0(n™%).

F DU B R T A A T B0 e O R I m (%), m" (%) H
ILAE 22 R IE ), WAl Thm' (%), m”(%,) X758 2 s s s h
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s AE A 38 XA%SL” (Cross Validation, f&jic CV)H 7k
KT € B i T h

FHABAE: MmO, AMER y, FIER, &L ASDME TR
My, IR 0 2 9m, MIXAEE BT 3 h. #IEFH75ih,
A5 LTI e /1 Aok, BB/ MERLTT B AR R 2L

min - CV(h) =30 [ — AL ()] 7(x)

3,
ihyj o

J#l T

25 Wi

= (leave-one-out estimate), Bl j=1,---,n, Hj=i.

et ) = X mO) S ML Al

(X ) /B E R B (weighting function), & T 4510 5B 1)
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i e SE/NIAN R, DABE SR AL . Boan, ATEIE x ) 5% i LU T
5 95% 73 A LA B DUIME,  BI IR EIE 4 7 (%) = 0.

Z AU EEE SN IME2E A, SR ErRE, Wam] Ll
LR 057N BT B WA TR, #E (X)) = y,, HCV(h) =015
BB /MU o

LR, /M Cev(h) Si/ME IMSE A& 40 1

A& X% L FF AR PO B ns T 58 6 T7 V%, U 4 2 DAIR BRI

BE fdT IMSE(h) s ML I B A “tH&F B B ] K% 7
(Epanechnikov), 1B R HHE5ILH
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27.7 ZjuizmlA
T KERE M= X, BIEW TNIESE 2 Jobl A
Y =m(X;) +& =M%y, Xoi0 ) X)) + &
Hrf, m()2RFBZI0RE. £ x A HAZEEfATHEN

Zin:lK[(Xi - Xp)/hly,
> K[

rﬁ(xo) =

H

, K() NKGERZ PR 2L
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2 ez A THE R S — oAz A AR

ERRAF 50T = O(n ¥ ) (R FJL i T AR 56) T
() (AL B 15

Z ool AR R A il 2, ACSR TR BRI, XA AR ST )

X R 4k RERIETT” (curse of dimensionality)fR# T £ tIES %
=] Y 1) S

PR TR, RS EUE T R A AR S HER 0 1 4E
£

33



27.8 Kk irLRm3

% 151 VA T 2 /I A 3 4 11 & (local weighted average
estimator) 1 — e, A8 — MR AL EE .

EFEBCE ) 7 —J7 2, XS T el x, Ik x RO E A 25 T
FATRIHOALER, i He AR W IR U 25 T R 0.

BN, (Xo) B FEIL X, I K S x, MBI 8 & (B FE x, 3 &), Mk
&5 11 & (k-nearest neighbor estimator) & X N:

1

rﬁKNN (Xo) =T

LS A% N0}
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AT E R E SO H “B58%” (uniform kermel) A% 4511, B
e n] AR, BT PAANKH R (A2 3 i) T A 25 T A 1A 1) 58 o

“STFRAL” (symmetrized) i k 3 R4 T2 UGN x, 1R (k —1) /23
MAE 5 KT x, B (k = 1) /20 ME AT a7 B B RS2

kiE SRttt = A 2 T8 85°F 3 (moving average).

T kI =Bl = As FH ) 2 T SRR, A 2 AZ Bl A Ah T
S H BB, WO AT REAN W B i (R W B T BIAN % %
FEALTHEHE).

BEET v S, AT RS BIRE A D, Al E AR .
X FhiZ 53 1] @5 (boundary problem) rl i@ “ /il 2 vl V9”7 22t
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27.9  JEAPERER

% B AS o =L br B2 ¢ R #H 24l 17 (local  constant
estimator), i€ 75 x, T AN A0, m(x) 35T — M 4L

3 E0 2% 14 TR VAR S8 m(X) 75 x, B B AN 4Rk o 2 PE ek 4, B
FEZABEE, m(X) = a, + b, (x = X,) » SR J5 18 AL B /N — 36 (WLS)
KAl T I 2 1 bR AL

min ST K[ (%= %o)/h][Y; =8~y (% —%)]

Hb, KO)ONIZRE B x B, A EOR (KRS 3 204%,
WA E—+%, ZF4rT OLS [[l1H).
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7F X, BT E/NARIR L, R(X) = &, +By (X—X,) -

KRR R RIT” (local linear regression), Hi Fan
(1992) B 1E, WA “Julal)H” (Fan regression).

JRy AR (B A AN e Bt b i o <320 7 et 7, i L EEAZ [B] VA 5
AR HiE T 3 2 H 28

AR B0 AR e, AE I /NRRI N, — A B A P AR G- 3
FHEAE R EORITALL, Ry A e 1 [l VA BT el B 1 e

B — R Hl, (BCE m(x) £ x, M B3N2Iy p 202 T “ 0 p
M2 Wit & (local polynomial estimator of degree p)#/Mb LA
N HbReR L
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min} Zinle[(X_ Xo)/h]{yi ~ 0 _aO,l(Xi - XO)_”'_%(Xi B Xo)p}

{ag, by

— N BB R R A = Cleveland(1979) AT HE Y« =3 368
IAUEL S 6 iE 112" (Locally weighted scatterplot smoothing, {&]
1t Lowess), & Jm#l 22 T A v = 1 AR AR Bl H 2 hi .

ZA Tt EH “==H%" (tricubic kernel), [F]If 88 A A] AL 77 B8
ho « (FE % BRI BT k ASILIE BB BT €, DA RN R B3k
ZE [y, —m(x) 4 T HBU/NIALE .

Lowess HIfLm e, 1M 1 AIAE B (M0t AR R L 1M A2,
X T (E AR, ELZ A 1 E P ity T AN AR 7 1] A
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27.10 FESEAE TR Stata #y S K A

27.11 FBHdhh

AR E el YRR xS (o] U B Fem(x) — o BT A

22 G R T BE X m(x) B B AR F BRI, b0 75 5K ek 202w
JEXTRR M 5535 U (homogeneity) . A1 X 2445 B AT H2 mr i 1 300K

élﬁﬁ%{iixyﬁj‘ SEWARSE AL “4EREHIHT 7, B
RARK HIFEAZE
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A ENEE “SH05 57 (a parametric component) 5 “JES
¥ % 4 7 (a nonparametric component) i ¢ ¥ & % #E A 7
(semiparametric model).

i L B2 S HURTR A 352 22 A (Partially Linear model):
Yi =XiB+09(z)+¢
Horf, S x| BN R, TTHESEET 7 9(z) AR FIREL
(GZE R EE A FIE)
BB I &, MEISL T %, 2, BIE(g | %, 2) =00

Robinson(1988)#¢ t “ % Eith Z /71t 11 & ” (Robinson difference
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estimator), LA Zg(z). Bz, XML& HE TS

ECy; |z)=E(X |z)B+09(z)+E(g | Z;)

Hor, MRAEIEAIHEEE,

E(s 7)) =E, E[(gi 1) | Xi]: E, E(gi | Xi, Zi)j:O

=0

WA T AR AR IR AT 45
yi —EQYi 1) = [Xi —E(X; | Zi)]’ﬂ"'gi

TR TR v, RAEREL g () 0H 2%, TSR HIERE(Y, | Z,)
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SE(x | z,) \T HAESEOT kA (e, % EDE).

BBLE(Y: 12) SE(X | 2) AN E(Y: | ) SE(x | 2) BIHES $fh
T, BT LA 4T AT OLS fit

Yi _E(Yi 1Z,) :|:Xi ~ E(Xi |Zi):|,/8+ui

I EN By o FHF M T 450 MR (i ok 5 A0 45 1
HAY, MIMHTARE e, CHREHIT A

%% &, Miid(0, o?), 7] LLIFRA
S~ [o, o (pim2 5 | ]
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HA, w,=x-E(X1]z)-

FIE(x. | z) BARE(x | z) BIAT {1t Avar(B,, ) -
USRS T 2, WA el T RS B AR R
B, IR R g(z) KAESHh it

G(z) =E(y:1z)—E(X |2) B

43



