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Detection and applications of structural breaks of
mean function in nonparametric regression models
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Abstract: The detection of parametric change is transformed into the detection of structural breaks of mean function
in the nonparametric models. For the residual cumulative sum(CUSUM) test becomes invalid when the long rang average
of jump of the mean function is zero, a new statistic is built based on the kernel estimation of the mean function, and the
limiting distributions of null hypothesis and alternative hypothesis are obtained. A Bootstrap procedure is proposed and
the consistency of the test is also proved. Finally, simulation and real data analysis are performed to investigate the finite
sample properties of our approach. Results show that our method is more powerful than methods proposed in reference.
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AR A5 AR T AR ), MR ER B A
LRSI 7= it 0 2 5 8 i L ot o s o S ke, iR
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AT A B
2 [ B3R (Problem statement)
FREUNN R4

1/; == m(Xt,et) + O't(Xt)5t7 t == 1,2, st ,’I’L, (1)

L X, e RY Y, € REARG AT, m(-) A%
PR, 0 RASHL, e, W FIME . AR ICHEHLIE: 5 7
HAS ]I,

FH 1638 5 2 A AT m () AR Fn AR HLAE B,
X0 75 AR AR ] I AR AR R A BT gk i Ay 3 LA Ak
H Y ) 7, AR S O AR A HEAT RS I, BP0 AR A
16 1) L

Hy:0,=04,t=1,2,--- ,n,

Hy:31 € F, ko = |n7o],

0, =0y, t=1,2,--- ko,

0, =065 #6p, t=ko+1,--- ,n,
R FR(0, 1) X TH).

#Fidm(z) = mo(z,6p), A(z) = mo(z,0;) —
mo(x, ), W) 38 v @A) )9 25 8 LN 42 £ (0] 15
TSI S5 (L R B 5 A6 78 R )

Y, = my(Xy) + 0u(Xp)er, t =1,2,-- ,m,

Hy: my(xz) = mo(z), t=1,2,--- ,n,

Hy: 319 € F, kg = |n1o], (3)
my(z) = mo(x), t=1,2,--- ko,

my(x) = mo(x) + A(z), t=ko+1,--- ,n,

2

A F (0, 1) F X ).

E 1 BB Q) WA T EG), WE3)
H1, Bm(z) = mo(x,00) + A(z)(0 — 0p), WIABL3) L Fr )
H(2), ) F(2) 15 ) 1L 3) S S 1.
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=1
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F(z) = lim + 3° Fi(a)
neo T i=1
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B S, 0 R T B [ AR A A K.

B CUSUMSE v 5 F) FH 5k S v 1) 350 i ok 250K
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T= rlleag{TT}. “4)

Herpr:
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PR N A R N AU o
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3 HAESHal A B R AR o5 )KL B (Detection of

structural break in nonparametric regression

m (z) =

models)

AT TR S B VAR 24 B o) i 25 4 22 A
W ZE v AL, # & BootstrapA 4, 4R T4
Wi — 2tk
EIE1 JREEH, N, A AD~AG) L, M
T % 0. ®)
EH2  SHEGHA T, FAD~AG ML, N
#—70=0,(h") + Op(n"?h™%) =0, (9
Hrf7 = arg mealgc{TT}.
L1 SHERHLT, HAD~AG) KL, N
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JRIFA, 15382,y = Vi,

BB|L2 SEREE (), X}, i =Y},
TEHCHT 58 .

hy = arg mhin{iZl (yi —m_i(x:))*},

H
a > K((@; — x;)/h)y;
m_i(xi) = iz .
;K((:@ —x;)/h)
HI2

HB]2.1 NP,y b HETH
7 = arg I}_leag{{TT}.
SB22 i
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LB, 23 WU, =y — (i) iy
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E 4 S AT DA R I v SR 1 e B
AR A w1 — B Za o SR, T 5 A I TE O, T
BEMLAZ 5 1 202 bR A () B — B 2B R A R 22, i
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4 BEERLEE 5 524 4> M (Simulation and real
data analysis)

AT M BT SR TUAT BRAE AT B 1R 40
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K ()WL,
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3y, I AEAZ AL v R A5 20772 R H, Bl R Bk
SRR Y (L oR B 45 R 78 SRS D R FH C VR T
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4.1 B4 B (Simulation results)
7 RN H AR e
Y, = X? 4+ aA(X)1(t > 7on) + Uy,
DGP1: A=1,DGP2: A(z) =z,

Forph X MU, 2 R MBS IE 2 70 A

Bl 1 RS K TR R R AT o 4 e A
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XfDGP IHIDGP 273 ji llae = 0.5,1,2,0, 79 =
0.25,0.5,0.75, n = 100,200, K(x) = 2(1 — 2?)
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Table 1 Power of our test (nominal level: 0.05)

«
n  DGP

0.5 1 2 0

025 0245 0705 1

1 05 031 0875 1

075 0.195 0705 1
100 025 0145 045 0955 %

2 05 016 0555 0.995

0.75 0.145 044 0985

025 056 0985 1

1 05 055 0985 1
075 054 099 1
1

1

1

200 0.04

025 022 075
2 05 032 095

0.75 020 0.775

FFEREA B AR A 0 YA R BOR B 1R K
SO B 6 %o 2 R A S 38 A X AR A5 A3 A A T 15
Wi, X DGP 1FIDGP 2435l Hlmy = 0.25,0.5,0.75, 34
B oA BSCRR B2 1) — B A 0

1 n
d==E(> ax*|AX,)]) = 1,2, n = 100, 200,
n =1
AR SO A BOHEAT Al T, TR 200K S5, AR KU AL

ALV M FEA S E AR HEZE WAR 2G5 W I bR
HEZ).

k2 APRAERT T EadityiEit

Table 2 The estimation of change quartile

d

n DGP 79
1 2

0.25
1 0.5

0.75
100

0.2637(0.1304)
0.4744(0.1081)
0.7045(0.1368)

0.2403(0.0216)
0.4885(0.0206)
0.7398(0.0175)

0.25
2 0.5
0.75

0.2783(0.1230)
0.4915(0.1026)
0.7022(0.1075)

0.2540(0.0378)
0.4905(0.0240)
0.7340(0.0284)

0.25
1 0.5

0.75
200

0.2427(0.0372)
0.4906(0.0544)
0.7455(0.0515)

0.2437(0.0096)
0.4945(0.0084)
0.7448(0.0096)

0.25
2 0.5
0.75

0.2539(0.0444)
0.4935(0.0423)
0.7336(0.0622)

0.2486(0.0150)
0.4965(0.0081)
0.7418(0.0122)

RUPLIRRW]: JEE B N A SO L REWS IE#it
AW AS AU KA AN A AE 350 (1 PR B A5 R A8 A FE A5 R
BN, ASCI AT RAF R Zh 2, B A B 1Y
TN BSEREE P4 — B 28 0] R OK, 56 P 4B 22 1
N A AT h R A, e Falm. A S5

S oR HCER B 1KY A RS M /DN, o IR Y (B R
R I I A5 %, A ST 7 123 W) 1)
YLt A 7, AR O 7 AR S £ R AR I
BRI AL A TR A G
2P g5 W] AR RO BRI AN U {E D s
B A5 A0 A 0 R B — o 48 0 R ) 488K, AR )
R AUl THBE 2 S HERA; BR RS R SIS (B0 AR 1537
Ht il vk e A K.
Bl 2 A% R ESURI TR 0 ) AT W ) 57 .
bF 0 P5 A2 ik B2 DGP 2 4 i B A% bR BN
Epanechnikov A% A1 Wi i 301 4% -
K(z) = Cexp(—2?/2)1(|z| < 1),
C = jll exp(—2°/2)dz.

W FEhn, Fh, = hon®? Y7 (r = 4,5,7,9,10),
B = 500147 B 56, T 10007k M 7 52 5K A5
BRI AL TH 45 550 I WK 3 4.

E S RPN EH BB AV 31,
F2A N AT HE AR HE 2

3, 4 g R I Tl I CVIHE N B v, AR S
J5 ] CAA R A I A 2 H5OR 1) v B 45 0 A
Ay BE A R A 1 I SR K — i 4 R R K,
L5 P Bt 2 1K, Ak Tt S A AR AR B2 A% e
ORI e R AN K.
4.2 5261437 (Real data analysis)

AT LEO.05 IR RS 56 7K ST 5% P 41 552 o 548 1047
A AN

il 3
=y sl

A NI AT ERAH DG, AU IR AR A0 AR
M O 2 T2 N S fee e (181 A5 A o S (1) 5,
RS DN A0 18 IR 25 4D 238 A St AR b 438 40 1 18 46 3
FPIIG - RSB RY AL R P &
B X

R\ EERFZZ —, T2 HK .
i)« NGB KAFRI PETRAN T 32 1 5, 78
N KA PRI R B E A R e, AR
TG 1) A A 0 AR o i DUV 5%, <L A2 H R
B TR PR S M R, DRk T DT S it 5 H R
] (1) 0 FIe 15 R AR AR R A N RTE S & E 38T
AR AR A A SO VG 22 1171980~ 19904 - 52 + N (7]
AT FECPR A1) (B (360 28 1E AT I 9%, T 3k 4 ok
A 5B 2 Fd 35 52 W (hitp://ede.cma.gov.cn/
shuju/preview.jsp), R Aff O H L SR RIAERR L.

1980~ 19894 =, ik Z s 44 18 bR % 45 ¥4 A%
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Table 3 Test results with series of smooth parameters and kernels
T
n To a Epanechnikovi% AT TR
4 5 7 9 10 4 5 7 9 10
05 0116 0.097 0087 011 0091 0112 0.112 0097 0.069 0.091
025 1 04 0402 0403 0417 0396 0406 0383 0382 0406 0.389
20955 0961 0964 0972 0977 0961 0963 0979 096 096
05 0168 0.145 0.156 0.148 0.149 0.171 0.151 0.126 0.13  0.122
o 05 1 0604 0623 0624 0641 0602 0575 0614 0616 0594 0573
2 0994 0994 0998 099 0993 099 0995 0996 0996 0.998
05 0.103 008 0081 0077 008 0.103 0101 0087 0.08 0.086
075 1 0357 0371 0366 0349 0375 0343 0359 0356 0338 0.348
2 0934 0955 0947 0957 0961 0938 0957 0959 0951 0.959
0 0068 0058 003 0035 0043 0052 0043 005 005 0047
05 0219 0215 0251 0242 0201 0212 0231 0218 0219 0216
025 1 0826 0817 0836 0865 0873 0824 0833 0858 0827 0.864
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
05 0321 0353 0331 0335 0375 0333 0337 0346 0317 0338
200 05 1 0947 096 0966 0976 0967 0961 0957 0978 0964 0.963
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
05 0221 0201 0.199 0221 0198 0197 02 0197 0.169 0.199
075 1 081 0827 0834 0851 0.843 0.804 0823 0848 0844 0.838
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0043 0051 0046 0052 0048 0041 0038 0053 004 0036
k4 RATRF T A R BATE 09T R
Table 4 Estimation results with series of smooth parameters and kernels
T
n 70 d Epanechnikov{% T e A%
4 9 10 4 5 7 10
, 03025 02893 02892 02857 02899 03069 03002 02892 02951  0.2968
0.25 0.1472  0.1399 0.1489 0.1407 0.1478 0.1607 0.1572 0.1444  0.1502  0.1465
, 0253 02502 02484 02483 02489 02537 02507 02495 02523  0.2502
0.0345 0.0311 0.0302 0033 00297 00376 0.033 0.0293 00366 0.0417
| 04865 04916 04821 04936 04919 04916 04845 0492 04969 04957
00 05 0.1068  0.101  0.103  0.0941 0.0987 0.1049 0.1032 0.1013  0.0969  0.1001
, 04916 04911 04923 04929 0494 04923 04918 04936 04944 04933
0.0254 0.0235 0.0204 0.0255 0.0221 0.0224 0.0204 0.0202 0.0236 0.0196
| 06948 0.6966 06985 07165 06999 06917 07011 07071 07132 0.7079
075 0.1334  0.1397 0.133  0.1132 0.1391 0.1423  0.1347 0.1247 0.1261  0.1296
, 07314 07328 07354 07352 07371 07314 07325 07363 07387 07388
0.0269 0.0276 0.0242 0.0257 0.0242 0.0298 0.0334 00262 0.0218 0.0216
, 02571 02528 0253 02534 02514 02858 02689 02687 02732 02694
0.25 0.0805 0.0554 0.057 0.0532 00562 0.1022 0.0771 0.0876  0.092  0.0897
, 02485 0249 025 02487 02486 02553 02547 02562 02547 02548
0.0144 0.0131 00139 0.0131 00131 0.0203 0.0191 0.0185 0.0156 0.0158
| 0493 0495 04952 04957 0496 04966 04977 04999 0.5013  0.4996
200 0.5 0.049  0.0481 0.0438 0.0432 0.0375 0.0675 0.0581 0.0548 0.0557  0.0638
, 04948 04957 0496 04967 04963 05003 04998 0.5009 05014  0.50123
0.0104 0.0107 0.0103 0.0089 0.0093 0.0155 0.0135 0.0127 0.013  0.0132
, 07351 07394 07401 0742 07406 0719 07224 0726 07286  0.7249
075 0.0617 0052  0.0454 0.0379 0047 0.0895 0.0908 0.0906 0.0866  0.0917
, 07419 0743 07422 07434 07438 07446 07454 07469 07467  0.7474
0.0126  0.0108 0.012 0.0097 0.0106 00186 0.0172 0.0147 0.0153  0.0156
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Fig. 1 Bootstrap statistics T}
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ioRlR

A5 5 R AT L SR 56 0 5 SR gl 9 )
15 BE05 5 e 22 48 Hp 1) 28 AR Ak, W T Sk 5 4 6t
Ra U 2 1) F B

ASCHFSE 2008 427 1H F 2009 429 H 24 H 3t
307448 by H B AEALS By BT (M) A8 By 204 (http://biz.
finance.sina.com.cn/company/history.php). X} i 75
Lo I (CP), 4 H AL S 5 (V) FIAE 2 8
(FT)Z KRR LD, e R AT K
o 5% B H B (35 K 1y s m, X
X, =FT;«VT,_1/VT;/FT;_,, Y;=CP;/CP;_1,

XY = fi (Xy) + Gt(Xt)é‘ti@{ElZIﬁE/‘J%*@gEﬁiﬁ

Yy AT AR 2RI, ho = 0.3184 fE1374b 81 ik
15 K0.0045, B = 50073 1 Gt vl 751

1 B
p*:E > 1T < T) = 31/500 > 0.05,
b=1

B2 SRR, N ANAEAEAR A
WF5Y
X =VT\CP,_1/VT,_/CPY=FT,/FT;
[ 2 2R ) SCEE M A HH B, (HL A ER A B (B12) T LA
IR — e SR, BN B { X, Y}
HEATAR BRI, 237200946 H 19 F)AbGe it a1k 3]
% K0.0194, B = 50075 2| ({1 45 it &= 7 51, p* =
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Fig. 2 Scatter of X", Y;*
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301

251

201
b :

151 > .

S,
Lot M"* i
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05 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0
X
Kl 3 A8 SR X, Y R I
Fig. 3 Scatter of X', Y," before the change
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