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*Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): christian.genest@mcgill.ca;
Contributing authors: frederic.ouimet2@mcgill.ca;

Abstract

This paper introduces a local linear smoother for regression surfaces on the sim-
plex. The estimator solves a least-squares regression problem weighted by a locally
adaptive Dirichlet kernel, ensuring excellent boundary properties. Asymptotic
results for the bias, variance, mean squared error, and mean integrated squared
error are derived, generalizing the univariate results of Chen (2002). A simula-
tion study shows that the proposed local linear estimator with Dirichlet kernel
outperforms its only direct competitor in the literature, the Nadaraya–Watson
estimator with Dirichlet kernel due to Bouzebda, Nezzal, and Elhattab (2024).
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1 Introduction

Although Dirichlet kernels were proposed almost 40 years ago by Aitchison and Lauder
(1985) for density estimation on the simplex, their application to nonparametric regres-
sion has only been considered recently. Bouzebda et al. (2024) introduced, in the
larger framework of conditional U -statistics, a version of the Nadaraya–Watson (NW)
estimator weighted by a locally adaptive Dirichlet kernel and studied some of its
asymptotic properties. This development follows earlier theoretical work on Dirichlet
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kernel density estimators by Ouimet and Tolosana-Delgado (2022) and Bertin, Gen-
est, Klutchnikoff, and Ouimet (2023). Bouzebda et al. (2024) also investigated a NW
estimator weighted by a locally adaptive multinomial kernel, building on the Bern-
stein approach to density estimation on the simplex proposed by Tenbusch (1994) in
two dimensions and expanded upon by Ouimet (2021, 2022) in arbitrary dimension.

As an alternative to the estimator proposed by Bouzebda et al. (2024), the present
paper introduces a local linear (LL) smoother for regression surfaces using Dirichlet
kernels. This approach, which is introduced in Section 2 along with other prelim-
inary definitions and notations, leverages the strengths of asymmetric kernels and
LL smoothing to provide an efficient estimation method on the simplex with excel-
lent boundary properties, addressing the practical limitations of implementing the
multivariate LL smoother of Ruppert and Wand (1994) with a variable bandwidth.

Asymptotic results for the bias, variance, mean squared error (MSE), and mean
integrated squared error (MISE) of the proposed smoother are stated in Section 3 and
proved in Section 4, based on technical lemmas which are relegated to the Appendix.
These results, which generalize those established by Chen (2002) in one dimension, are
complemented in Section 5 with a simulation study which demonstrates the superior
performance of the LL estimator with Dirichlet kernel compared to its only direct
competitor, the NW estimator with Dirichlet kernel recently proposed by Bouzebda
et al. (2024). A numerical example is then presented in Section 6 based on data from
Coakley and Rust (1968) popularized by Aitchison (1986).

The rest of this section provides context. First, LL smoothers with variable band-
width are not new; they were introduced by Fan and Gijbels (1992) as a tool to estimate
the functional relationship between a predictor and a response. Such estimators solve
a locally weighted least-squares regression problem, combining the strengths of LL
smoothing, as developed by Stone (1977) and Cleveland (1979), with the local adap-
tivity resulting from the optimization of the variable bandwidth. A distinct advantage
of LL estimation is that it adapts to both random and fixed designs, and exhibits
no boundary effects, i.e., requires no modification near the boundary to reduce bias.
As shown by Fan (1992), LL estimators also offer higher efficiency than traditional
NW and Gasser–Müller (GM) regression estimators; their minimax properties were
investigated by Fan (1993). Although LL estimation was later extended by Ruppert
and Wand (1994) to the multiple predictor setting considered herein, LL smoothers
are unfortunately currently not a viable option for compositional data, due to lack of
efficient methods to compute the variable bandwidth on such supports.

An alternative approach to addressing the boundary issues of traditional regres-
sion estimators was proposed by Chen (2000), who replaced the fixed kernel in GM
estimators with a beta kernel. The beta kernel is locally adaptive through its parame-
ters rather than through a variable bandwidth, i.e., the kernel parameters change with
every estimation point s on the simplex. This local adaptivity allows the beta kernel to
adjust its shape to fit the data within [0, 1], and, if appropriately transformed, within
any finite interval. Brown and Chen (1999) proposed a similar approach where kernel
weights are convoluted with a binomial distribution instead of partitioned, offering
another effective mitigation strategy for boundary bias.
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The approach adopted here was inspired by the work of Chen (2002), who combined
the ideas of LL smoothing and asymmetric kernels by replacing Fan’s fixed kernel
with variable bandwidth with a beta or gamma kernel. The former is used for design
variables supported on [0, 1] and the latter for [0,∞). This combination ensures an
intrinsic local adaptivity of the kernel and the asymptotic negligibility of boundary
bias. As for Fan’s LL smoother, it is suitable for both fixed and random designs.

Chen’s approach to integrating locally adaptive beta/gamma kernels with LL
smoothers has been influential in the literature on asymmetric kernel estimators. The
results contained in the present paper generalize the results of Chen (2002) to the mul-
tivariate case and documents their value in the context of nonparametric regression
for density estimation on the simplex.

Many other authors, including Fé (2014), Funke and Hirukawa (2021, 2024), and
Hirukawa, Murtazashvili, and Prokhorov (2022, 2023), have expanded on Chen’s ideas
in different settings. When the slope in the locally weighted least-squares problem is
zero, the regression estimator simplifies to a NW estimator weighted by an asymmetric
kernel. This estimator has been studied by Shi and Song (2016) for gamma kernels
and by Somé and Kokonendji (2016) within the broader theory of associated kernels.

2 A local linear smoother based on Dirichlet kernels

Consider data (X1, Y1), . . . , (Xn, Yn), where for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, Yi is a response
variable related to the random design point Xi by the functional model

Yi = m(Xi) + εi, (1)

where εi is a random error term and m(x) = E(Y |X = x) is an unknown regression
function supported on the unit simplex

Sd =
{
s ∈ [0, 1]d : ∥s∥1 ≤ 1

}
,

where ∥ · ∥1 denotes the ℓ1 norm in Rd.
Assume that the design points have a common density f and that the error

terms ε1, . . . , εn are uncorrelated with zero mean and variance σ2(X1), . . . , σ
2(Xn),

respectively. Further let σ2(x) = Var(Y |X = x) denote the conditional variance.
A natural local linear (LL) estimator m̂ of m can be obtained by minimizing the

locally weighted loss function

L(α,β) =

n∑
i=1

{Yi − α− β⊤(Xi − s)}2Ks/b+1,(1−∥s∥1)/b+1(Xi),

where for arbitrary u = (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ (0,∞)d, v ∈ (0,∞), and x ∈ Sd,

Ku,v(x) =
Γ(∥u∥1 + v)

Γ(v)
∏d

i=1 Γ(ui)
(1− ∥x∥1)v−1

d∏
i=1

xui−1
i
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is the density of the Dirichlet(u, v) distribution.
Precisely, if e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) is a (d+ 1)× 1 vector, then one can set

m̂
(LL)
n,b (s) = α̂s = e⊤1 (X⊤

s WsXs)
−1X⊤

s WsY , (2)

where

Xs =

1 (X1 − s)⊤

...
...

1 (Xn − s)⊤


n×(d+1)

, Ws = diag

κs,b(X1)
...

κs,b(Xn)


n×1

, Y =

Y1...
Yn


n×1

,

and, for simplicity, the following notation is used henceforth:

κs,b = Ks/b+1,(1−∥s∥1)/b+1.

Estimator (2), which is new, is a natural d-variate extension of the beta kernel
estimator due to Chen (2002). As will be seen in Section 3 and proved in Section 4,
it enjoys excellent sampling properties. As reported in Section 5, its finite-sample
behavior also makes it preferable to the alternative estimator recently proposed by
Bouzebda et al. (2024).

In what follows, the notation u = O(v) means that lim sup |u/v| ≤ C < ∞ as
n→ ∞ or b→ ∞, depending on the context, where the positive constant C ∈ (0,∞)
may depend on the target regression function m, the design density f , the conditional
variance function σ2, or the dimension d, but no other variable unless explicitly written
as a subscript. Similarly, the notation u = o(v) means that |u/v| → 0 as n→ ∞ or b→
∞. Subscripts indicate on which parameters the convergence rate can depend. Except
for Lemma 2 in the Appendix, it is always assumed that the bandwidth parameter
b = b(n) depends on the sample size, n, in such a way that b → 0 as n → ∞. The
shorthand [d] = {1, . . . , d} is often used.

3 Results

For any subset of indices J ⊆ [d], define

ψJ (s) =

(4π)d−|J |(1− ∥s∥1)
∏

i∈[d]\J

si


−1/2

(3)

and

hJ (s) =



∑
k,ℓ∈[d]\J

1

2
(sk1{k=ℓ} − sksℓ)

∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s) if J ⊊ [d],

∑
k,ℓ∈[d]

1

2
{(λk + 1)1{k=ℓ} + 1} ∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s) if J = [d],
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with the convention that
∏

∅ = 1 and
∑

∅ = 0. For any design point X, define

Ab(s) = E{κs,b(X)2}.

Further assume the following conditions:

(A1) m ∈ C2(Sd); f and σ2 are Lipschitz continuous on Sd.

(A2) f(x) ≥ fc > 0 and σ2(x) ≤ σ2
c <∞ for all x ∈ Sd.

(A3) b→ 0 and nbd/2 → ∞ as n→ ∞.

Under Assumptions (A1)–(A3), Proposition 1 below presents asymptotic expres-
sions for the bias and variance of estimator (2) at s ∈ Int(Sd), for the cases in which s is
well inside the simplex and near the boundary. This result extends similar derivations
by Chen (2002) in the univariate case S1 ≡ [0, 1]. The index set J ⊆ [d] corresponds
to the dimensions for which s is close the boundary of the simplex.

Proposition 1. Suppose that Assumptions (A1)–(A3) hold and let J ⊆ [d] and λ ∈
(0,∞)d be given. If a sequence s = s(b) is selected inside Int(Sd) such that si/b→ λi
for all i ∈ J , si is fixed for all i ∈ [d]\J , and (1− ∥s∥1) is fixed, then

Bias{m̂(LL)
n,b (s)} = b1+1{J=[d]}hJ (s) +O{b3/2(1+1{J=[d]})}+O{n−1Ab(s)}

and

Var{m̂(LL)
n,b (s)} = n−1b−(d+|J |)/2 ×

{
ψJ (s)σ2(s)

f(s)

∏
i∈J

Γ(2λi + 1)

22λi+1Γ2(λi + 1)
+ oλ,s(1)

}
,

where the term Ab(s) is bounded and estimated in Lemma 2.

An expression for the MSE follows immediately from the above proposition. An
asymptotic expression is also available for the locally optimal bandwidth under the
MSE criterion. Specifically, MSE{m̂(LL)

n,b (s)} is given, for any s ∈ Int(Sd), by

n−1b−(d+|J |)/2 ψJ (s)σ2(s)

f(s)

∏
i∈J

Γ(2λi + 1)

22λi+1Γ2(λi + 1)
+ b2+21{J=[d]} {hJ (s)}2

+Oλ,s(n
−1b−(d+|J |−1)/2) +O{b5/2(1+1{J=[d]})}

+O{b1+1{J=[d]}n−1Ab(s)}+O{n−2Ab(s)
2}.

In particular, if hJ (s) ̸= 0 and RJ ≡ d+ |J |+ 4 + 41{J=[d]}, the asymptotically
optimal choice of b with respect to MSE is

bopt(s) =

[
n−1 × d+ |J |

4 + 41{J=[d]}
× ψJ (s)σ2(s)

f(s){hJ (s)}2
∏
i∈J

Γ(2λi + 1)

22λi+1Γ2(λi + 1)

]2/RJ

,
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and the corresponding value of the MSE is

MSE{m̂(LL)
n,bopt(s)

(s)}

= n−(4+41{J=[d]})/RJ

(
1 +

d+ |J |
4 + 41{J=[d]}

)(
d+ |J |

4 + 41{J=[d]}

)−(d+|J |)/RJ

×

{
ψJ (s)σ2(s)

f(s)

∏
i∈J

Γ(2λi + 1)

22λi+1Γ2(λi + 1)

}(4+41{J=[d]})/RJ

×
[
{hJ (s)}2

](d+|J |)/RJ
+ os

(
n−(4+41{J=[d]})/RJ

)
.

By integrating the MSE and showing that the contribution from points near the
boundary is negligible, one obtains an expression for the MISE, viz.

MISE{m̂(LL)
n,b } =

∫
Sd

E
{
|m̂(LL)

n,b (s)−m(s)|2
}
ds.

This expression, provided below, could be used to implement a plug-in method; see,
e.g., Section 3.6 of Chacón and Duong (2018).

Proposition 2. Under Assumptions (A1)–(A3), one has

MISE{m̂(LL)
n,b } = n−1b−d/2

∫
Sd

ψ∅(s)σ
2(s)

f(s)
ds

+ b2
∫
Sd

{h∅(s)}2ds+ o(n−1b−d/2) + o(b2).

In particular, if
∫
Sd
{h∅(s)}2ds > 0, the asymptotically optimal choice of b with respect

to MISE, denoted bopt(s), is given by

n−2/(d+4)(d/4)2/(d+4)

{∫
Sd

ψ∅(s)σ
2(s)

f(s)
ds

}2/(d+4) [∫
Sd

{h∅(s)}2ds
]−2/(d+4)

,

and the corresponding value of the MISE is

MISE{m̂(LL)
n,bopt

} = n−4/(d+4)

{
1 + d/4

(d/4)d/(d+4)

}{∫
Sd

ψ∅(s)σ
2(s)

f(s)
ds

}4/(d+4)

×
[∫

Sd

{h∅(s)}2ds
]d/(d+4)

+ o
(
n−4/(d+4)

)
.

4 Mathematical arguments

This section contains detailed proofs of Propositions 1 and 2.
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4.1 Proof of Proposition 1

To prove Proposition 1, first note that Assumption (A1) and a stochastic Taylor
expansion (see Theorem 18.18 of Aliprantis and Border (2006)) together imply that

E
(
Y |X1, . . . ,Xn

)
=

m(X1)
...

m(Xn)


n×1

= Xs


m(s)
∂

∂s1
m(s)
...

∂
∂sd

m(s)


(d+1)×1

+ 1
2 Λm(s),

where

Λm(s) =

Λm,1(s)
...

Λm,n(s)


n×1

and

Λm,i(s) =

d∑
k,ℓ=1

(Xi,k − sk)(Xi,ℓ − sℓ)
∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s){1 + oP(1)}.

Using the definition of the estimator in (2), one can write

E
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s)−m(s) |X1, . . . ,Xn

}
= 1

2 e
⊤
1 (n

−1X⊤
s WsXs)

−1n−1X⊤
s WsΛm(s). (4)

If ξs ∼ Dirichlet[s/b+1, (1−∥s∥1)/b+1], then Eq. (4) in Ouimet and Tolosana-Delgado
(2022) shows that

E(ξs) = s+O(b), E{(ξs − s)(ξs − s)⊤} = b{diag(s)− ss⊤}+O(b2).

By Assumption (A1), the weak law of large numbers and Chebyshev’s inequality
to control the probabilistic errors, it follows that

(n−1X⊤
s WsXs)

−1 =

[
An Bn

Cn Dn

]−1

,

where

An =
1

n

n∑
i=1

κs,b(Xi) = f(s) +OP{n−1Ab(s)}+
d∑

k=1

O{E(|ξs,k − sk|)},

Bn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(Xi − s)⊤κs,b(Xi)

= E(ξs − s)⊤f(s) + oP{n−1Ab(s)}+
d∑

k=1

O{E(|ξs − s|⊤|ξs,k − sk|)},
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Cn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(Xi − s)κs,b(Xi)

= E(ξs − s) f(s) + oP{n−1Ab(s)}+
d∑

k=1

O{E(|ξs − s||ξs,k − sk|},

and

Dn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(Xi − s)(Xi − s)⊤κs,b(Xi)

= E{(ξs − s)(ξs − s)⊤} f(s) + oP{n−1Ab(s)}

+

d∑
k=1

O{E(|ξs − s||ξs − s|⊤|ξs,k − sk|)}.

Therefore, using Lemma 1 to invert the block matrix, one obtains

(n−1X⊤
s WsXs)

−1

=

 f(s)−1 +OP{n−1Ab(s)} O(b1⊤) + oP{n−1Ab(s)1
⊤}

O(b1) + oP{n−1Ab(s)1} ⋆


(d+1)×(d+1)

, (5)

where the expression replacing the symbol ⋆ is irrelevant. It should be noted in
these calculations that the inverse covariance matrix, {diag(s) − ss⊤}−1, is equal to
diag(s−1

1 , . . . , s−1
d ) + s−1

d+111
⊤ by Eq. (21) of Tanabe and Sagae (1992), and that it

is bounded away from zero in each component regardless of the choice of sequence
s = s(b) in the statement of the proposition.

Also, one has

n−1X⊤
s WsΛm(s) =

[
En

Fn

]
(d+1)×1

, (6)

where

En =
1

n

n∑
i=1

d∑
k,ℓ=1

(Xi,k − sk)(Xi,ℓ − sℓ)κs,b(Xi)
∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s){1 + oP(1)},

and

Fn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

d∑
k,ℓ=1

(Xi,k − sk)(Xi,ℓ − sℓ)(Xi − s)κs,b(Xi)
∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s){1 + oP(1)}.

In view of (5) and (6), one can then re-express (4) as
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f(s)−1

2n

d∑
k,ℓ=1

n∑
i=1

(Xi,k − sk)(Xi,ℓ − sℓ)κs,b(Xi)
∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s){1 + oP(1)}

+ b

d∑
j,k,ℓ=1

O

{
1

n

n∑
i=1

|Xi,j − sj ||Xi,k − sk||Xi,ℓ − sℓ|κs,b(Xi)

}
+OP{n−1Ab(s)}.

Now, Hölder’s inequality implies that, for all j, k, ℓ ∈ [d],

E(|ξs,j−sj ||ξs,k−sk||ξs,ℓ−sℓ|) ≤ max
1≤j≤d

{E(|ξs,j−sj |6)}3/6 = O{(b3)3/6} = O(b3/2).

Therefore, by Assumption (A1), the weak law of large numbers and Chebyshev’s
inequality to control the probabilistic errors, taking the expectation in (4) yields

E
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s)−m(s)

}
= E

[
E
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s)−m(s) |X1, . . . ,Xn

}]
=

1

2

d∑
k,ℓ=1

E{(ξs,k − sk)(ξs,ℓ − sℓ)}
∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s)

+

d∑
j,k,ℓ=1

O{E(|ξs,j − sj ||ξs,k − sk||ξs,ℓ − sℓ|)}+O{n−1Ab(s)},

which reduces to

b

2

d∑
k,ℓ=1

(sk1{k=ℓ} − sksℓ)
∂2

∂sk∂sℓ
m(s) +O(b3/2) +O{n−1Ab(s)}. (7)

This establishes the bias expression when J = ∅. More generally, note that

E{(ξs,k − sk)(ξs,ℓ − sℓ)} = E(ξs,kξs,ℓ)− skE(ξs,ℓ)− sℓE(ξs,k) + sksℓ

can be expressed as

(sk/b+ 1)1{k=ℓ} − (sk/b+1)(sℓ/b+1)
(1/b+d+1)

(1/b+ d+ 1)(1/b+ d+ 2)
+

sk/b+ 1

1/b+ d+ 1
× sℓ/b+ 1

1/b+ d+ 1

− sk
sℓ/b+ 1

1/b+ d+ 1
− sℓ

sk/b+ 1

1/b+ d+ 1
+ sksℓ.
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The latter expression, say Cb, is such that

Cb =


b (sk1{k=ℓ} − sisℓ) +O(b2) if sk is fixed and sℓ is fixed,

b2{1− sℓ(λk + d+ 2)}+O(b3) if sk/b→ λk and sℓ is fixed,

b2{1− sk(λℓ + d+ 2)}+O(b3) if sk is fixed and sℓ/b→ λℓ,

b2{(λk + 1)1{k=ℓ} + 1}+O(b3) if sk/b→ λk and sℓ/b→ λℓ.

Also, if J = [d], then Hölder’s inequality implies that, for all j, k, ℓ ∈ [d],

E(|ξs,j − sj ||ξs,k − sk||ξs,ℓ − sℓ|) ≤ max
1≤j≤d

{E(|ξs,j − sj |6)}3/6 = O{(b6)3/6} = O(b3).

Hence, for any J ⊆ [d], one can conclude from (7) that

E
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s)−m(s)

}
= b1+1{J=[d]}hJ (s) +O{b3/2(1+1{J=[d]})}+O{n−1Ab(s)}.

To estimate the conditional variance of m̂
(LL)
n,b (s), let

V = diag{σ2(X1), . . . , σ
2(Xn)}.

By (2), one has

Var
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s) |X1, . . . ,Xn

}
= n−1e⊤1 (n

−1X⊤
s WsXs)

−1n−1X⊤
s WsVWsXs(n

−1X⊤
s WsXs)

−1e1. (8)

Furthermore, one can write

n−1X⊤
s WsVWsXs =

[
Gn Hn

In Jn

]
,

where

Gn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

κs,b(Xi)
2 σ2(Xi), Hn =

1

n

n∑
i=1

(Xi − s)⊤κs,b(Xi)
2 σ2(Xi),

In =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(Xi−s)κs,b(Xi)
2 σ2(Xi), Jn =

1

n

n∑
i=1

(Xi−s)(Xi−s)⊤κs,b(Xi)
2 σ2(Xi).

Consequently,

n−1X⊤
s WsVWsXs =

n−1Ab(s)σ
2(s)f(s) + oP{n−1Ab(s)} oP{n−1Ab(s)}

oP{n−1Ab(s)} ⋆

 ,

10



where the expression replacing the symbol ⋆ is again irrelevant. Under Assump-
tion (A3), note that, for any given s ∈ Int(Sd), one has Ab(s)/n → 0 as n → ∞.
Together with (5) and (8), one gets

Var
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s) |X1, . . . ,Xn

}
= n−1Ab(s)σ

2(s)/f(s) + oP{n−1Ab(s)}.

It is also possible to show that

Var
[
E
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s) |X1, . . . ,Xn

}]
= o{n−1Ab(s)}.

Given that

Var
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s)

}
= Var

[
E
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s) |X1, . . . ,Xn

}]
+ E

[
Var

{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s) |X1, . . . ,Xn

}]
,

it follows that

Var
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s)

}
= n−1Ab(s)σ

2(s)/f(s) + o{n−1Ab(s)}. (9)

The claimed expression for the variance follows from Lemma 2 in the Appendix. This
concludes the proof of Proposition 1.

4.2 Proof of Proposition 2

Turning to the proof of Proposition 2, one can apply the bound and convergence
of Ab in Lemma 2, together with boundedness assumptions on f and σ2 from
Assumption (A2), and the dominated convergence theorem, to deduce from (9) that

nbd/2
∫
Sd

Var
{
m̂

(LL)
n,b (s)

}
ds = bd/2

∫
Sd

Ab(s)σ
2(s)

f(s)
{1 + o(1)} ds

=

∫
Sd

ψ∅(s)σ
2(s)

f(s)
ds+ o(1).

Similarly, noting that m ∈ C2(Sd) by Assumption (A1), and Sd is compact, one can
use the boundedness of the second order partial derivatives of m, together with the
dominated convergence theorem, to deduce from Proposition 1 that

b−2

∫
Sd

Bias{m̂n,b(s)}2 ds =

∫
Sd

h2∅(s) ds+ o(1) +O{b−2(n−1b−d/2)2}.

By combining the last two equations, one finds that

MISE{m̂(LL)
n,b } =

∫
Sd

Var{m̂n,b(s)}ds+

∫
Sd

Bias{m̂n,b(s)}2ds

= n−1b−d/2

∫
Sd

ψ∅(s)σ
2(s)

f(s)
ds+ b2

∫
Sd

h2∅(s)ds+ o(b2) + o(n−1b−d/2),

11



where the last error term results from the fact that (n−1b−d/2)2 = o(n−1b−d/2) by
Assumption (A3). This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.

5 Simulation study

This section reports the results of a modest simulation study comparing the per-
formance of the LL estimator with Dirichlet kernel, m̂

(LL)
n,b , against its only direct

competitor in the literature, the Nadaraya–Watson (NW) estimator with Dirichlet
kernel introduced recently by Bouzebda et al. (2024), viz.

m̂
(NW)
n,b (s) =

n∑
i=1

Yiκs,b(Xi)
/ n∑

j=1

κs,b(Xj).

The bandwidth selection procedure considered is least-squares cross validation
(LSCV). For a given method in the set {LL,NW}, and a given target regression

function m, the bandwidth b̂n ∈ (0,∞) is chosen to minimize the criterion

LSCV(b) =
1

1000

1000∑
i=1

|m̂(method)
n,b (U i)−m(U i)|2/d!,

where U1, . . . ,U1000 form a random sample from the uniform distribution U(Sd) on
the unit simplex, Sd. The factor 1/d! in the numerator is the normalization constant
for this distribution. For each b ∈ (0,∞), LSCV(b) is an unbiased estimator of

MISE{m̂(method)
n,b } ≡

∫
Sd

E
{
|m̂(method)

n,b (s)−m(s)|2
}
ds.

Three target regression functions were tested, respectively defined, for all s =
(s1, s2) ∈ S2, by

(i) m1(s) = s1s2,

(ii) m2(s) = ln(1 + s1 + s2),

(iii) m3(s) = sin(s1) + cos(s2).

Let R = 200 be the number of Monte Carlo replications, and suppose that the
sequence of design points x1, . . . ,xn consists of the fixed mesh

{(wk(i− 1) + 1/2, wk(k − j) + 1/2)/(k + 1) : 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k}

inside the simplex, for wk = (k − 1/
√
2)/(k − 1) and some positive integer k. For

each method in {LL,NW}, each target regression function mj , j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and each
sample size n = k(k + 1)/2 with k ∈ {7, 10, 14, 20}, the mean, median, standard
deviation, and interquartile range, are reported in Table 1 for the sequence of Monte

12



Table 1 Comparison of the LL and NW methods in terms of the mean, median,
standard deviation (SD), and interquartile range (IR), of 200 ĨSE values for regression
functions m1, m2, m3 and sample size n ∈ {28, 55, 105, 210}. The LL method leads to
smaller mean, median, SD, and IR in all cases.

Function n
Local Linear (LL)

Mean Median SD IR

m1 28 2.80E-05 2.80E-05 1.09E-06 1.61E-06
m1 55 2.62E-05 2.63E-05 7.98E-07 1.10E-06
m1 105 2.84E-05 2.84E-05 6.57E-07 9.24E-07
m1 210 3.48E-05 3.47E-05 8.40E-07 1.18E-06

m2 28 0.000135 0.000135 1.70E-06 2.09E-06
m2 55 0.000226 0.000226 2.01E-06 2.66E-06
m2 105 0.000261 0.000261 2.24E-06 2.93E-06
m2 210 0.000233 0.000233 2.03E-06 2.88E-06

m3 28 0.000579 0.000579 9.13E-06 1.19E-05
m3 55 0.000556 0.000556 8.28E-06 1.01E-05
m3 105 0.000590 0.000590 7.85E-06 1.08E-05
m3 210 0.000616 0.000616 7.79E-06 1.09E-05

Function n
Nadaraya–Watson (NW)

Mean Median SD IR

m1 28 0.000130 0.000130 6.60E-06 9.45E-06
m1 55 8.46E-05 8.45E-05 3.50E-06 4.34E-06
m1 105 6.82E-05 6.84E-05 2.44E-06 3.55E-06
m1 210 7.00E-05 7.01E-05 1.64E-06 1.99E-06

m2 28 0.000281 0.000281 1.39E-05 1.98E-05
m2 55 0.000309 0.000308 8.93E-06 1.31E-05
m2 105 0.000323 0.000323 6.53E-06 8.03E-06
m2 210 0.000286 0.000286 4.43E-06 5.83E-06

m3 28 0.001199 0.001193 5.18E-05 7.44E-05
m3 55 0.000948 0.000945 3.11E-05 4.15E-05
m3 105 0.000893 0.000892 1.85E-05 2.31E-05
m3 210 0.000894 0.000895 1.34E-05 1.70E-05

Carlo estimates of the integrated squared errors:

ĨSE
j,r

method =
1

1000

1000∑
i=1

|m̂(method)

n,b̂n,r
(U i)−mj(U i)|2/2,

where r ∈ {1, . . . , R}. In each case (mj , n), Table 1 shows that the new LL esti-
mator with Dirichlet kernel has the smallest mean, median, standard deviation, and
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interquartile range, clearly demonstrating its dominance over the NW estimator with
Dirichlet kernel of Bouzebda et al. (2024).

In their paper, Bouzebda et al. (2024) also considered a NW regression estimator
where the Dirichlet kernel is replaced by a discrete multinomial kernel, offering a
Bernstein smoothing alternative. No advantages were found over the NW estimator
with Dirichlet kernel (4), so it was not included in the present study for the sake of
concision. The LL method with Dirichlet kernel outperforms both NW estimators by
a significant margin. This is unsurprising, however, given that NW estimators can
be viewed as local constant estimators, where the slope of the corresponding locally
weighted least-squares problem is set to zero.

6 Data example

As an illustration, the proposed local linear (LL) smoother is used to take yet another
look at a classical dataset reported by Aitchison (1986, p. 359) and displayed in Table 2
for convenience. These data, which are also available in the R package DirichletReg,
are originally due to Coakley and Rust (1968), who provide the composition in terms
of sand, silt, and clay of 39 samples of sediment in Stanwell-Fletcher Lake, Somerset
Island (Inuktitut Kuuganajuk, Nunavut, Canada) as a function of depth (in meters).
One way to assess the relation between water depth and compositional pattern is to
determine the extent to which depth can be predicted by composition, which calls for
a model of the form (1).

The dataset comprises 39 design points xi = (xi,1, xi,2), which represent the pro-
portions of sand and silt in each sediment sample, respectively. The proportion of clay
is determined by the complement, 1 − xi,1 − xi,2. Water depth (in meters) of each
sediment sample, denoted yi is an explanatory variable.

The local linear smoother m̂
(LL)
n,b , as defined in Section 2, is employed to estimate

the water depth based of sediment composition. The bandwidth b is selected using the
leave-one-out cross-validation method which minimizes the residual sum of squares

RSS(b) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

{yi − m̂
(LL)
n,b,(−i)(xi)}2,

where m̂
(LL)
n,b,(−i) represents the leave-one-out estimator for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, i.e., the

local linear smoother defined without the ith pair (xi, yi). Fig. 1 shows the graph of
RSS as a function of the bandwidth b.

Numerical computations reveal that the optimal bandwidth under this criterion is

b̂ = argminb∈(0,∞) RSS(b) ≈ 0.2195.

The 3d plot and density plot of m̂
(LL)

39,b̂
are illustrated in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, respectively.

These graphs make it clear that sand and silt are present in smaller proportions than
clay in sediment composition in deeper areas of the lakebed. In the deepest region
(in red), sediments are predominantly clay, with the remaining composition skewing
heavily toward sand.
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Table 2 Sand, silt, clay compositions of 39 sediment samples at different water depths in
Stanwell-Fletcher Lake, Somerset Island (Nunavut, Canada).

Sediment Percentages Water depth Sediment Percentages Water depth
no. Sand Silt Clay (meters) no. Sand Silt Clay (meters)

1 77.5 19.5 3.0 10.4 21 9.5 53.5 37.0 47.1
2 71.9 24.9 3.2 11.7 22 17.1 48.0 34.9 48.4
3 50.7 36.1 13.2 12.8 23 10.5 55.4 34.1 49.4
4 52.2 40.9 6.6 13.0 24 4.8 54.7 41.0 49.5
5 70.0 26.5 3.5 15.7 25 2.6 45.2 52.2 59.2
6 66.5 32.2 1.3 16.3 26 11.4 52.7 35.9 60.1
7 43.1 55.3 1.6 18.0 27 6.7 46.9 46.4 61.7
8 53.4 36.8 9.8 18.7 28 6.9 49.7 43.4 62.4
9 15.5 54.4 30.1 20.7 29 4.0 44.9 51.1 69.3
10 31.7 41.5 26.8 22.1 30 7.4 51.6 40.9 73.6
11 65.7 27.8 6.5 22.4 31 4.8 49.5 45.7 74.4
12 70.4 29.0 0.6 24.4 32 4.5 48.5 47.0 78.5
13 17.4 53.6 29.0 25.8 33 6.6 52.1 41.3 82.9
14 10.6 69.8 19.6 32.5 34 6.7 47.3 45.9 87.7
15 38.2 43.1 18.7 33.6 35 7.4 45.6 46.9 88.1
16 10.8 52.7 36.5 36.8 36 6.0 48.9 45.1 90.4
17 18.4 50.7 30.9 37.8 37 6.3 53.8 39.9 90.6
18 4.6 47.4 48.0 36.9 38 2.5 48.0 49.5 97.7
19 15.6 50.4 34.0 42.2 39 2.0 47.8 50.2 103.7
20 31.9 45.1 23.0 47.0

250

260

270

280

0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
b

R
S
S

Fig. 1 Plot of the residual sum of squares as a function of the bandwidth b.
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Fig. 2 3d plot of the estimated water depth as a function of the proportion of sand and silt.
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Fig. 3 Density plot of the estimated water depth as a function of the proportion of sand and silt.
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Appendix: Technical results

The first lemma recalls a well-known formula from linear algebra for the inverse of a
2×2 block matrix, as detailed, for example, in Section 0.7 of Horn and Johnson (2013).

Lemma 1. Let M be a matrix of width at least 2 which is partitioned into a 2 × 2
block matrix. If the upper left block M11 is invertible and the Schur complement M⋆ =
M22 −M21M

−1
11 M12 is invertible, then

M =

[
M11 M12

M21 M22

]
⇒ M−1 =

[
M−1

11 +M−1
11 M12M

−1
⋆ M21M

−1
11 −M−1

11 M12M
−1
⋆

−M−1
⋆ M21M

−1
11 M−1

⋆

]
.

The second lemma, which is Lemma 1 of Ouimet and Tolosana-Delgado (2022), pro-
vides a uniform bound on Ab(s) = E{κs,b(X)2} and describes its asymptotic behavior
as b→ 0, whether the sequence of points s = s(b) is well inside or near the boundary
of the simplex Sd.

Lemma 2. Uniformly for s ∈ Sd, one has, as b→ 0,

0 < Ab(s) ≤
b(d+1)/2 (1/b+ d)d+1/2

(4π)d/2
√

(1− ∥s∥1)
∏

i∈[d] si
{1 +O(b)}.

Also, for any vector λ ∈ (0,∞)d and any subset J ⊆ [d] of indices and corresponding
map ψJ defined in (3), one has, as b→ 0,

Ab(s) = b−d/2 ψ∅(s)× {1 +Os(b)},

if si is fixed for all i ∈ [d] and (1− ∥s∥1) is fixed, while

Ab(s) = b−(d+|J |)/2ψJ (s)
∏
i∈J

Γ(2λi + 1)

22λi+1Γ2(λi + 1)
× {1 +Oλ,s(b)}

if si/b→ λi for all i ∈ J , si is fixed for all i ∈ [d]\J and (1− ∥s∥1) is fixed.
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