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Abstract

Based on the averaging method of heteroscedasticity robust Cp (HRCp) model proposed by a feas-
ible Mallows’ Cp criterion, this paper considers the sparsity of the average weight of the HRCp
model, and uses the coordinate-wise descent algorithm to sparse the average weight of the hete-
roscedasticity model. Numerical simulation shows that the improved HRCp model averaging me-
thod with coordinate-wise descent algorithm has less loss risk compared with other model aver-
aging methods when the candidate models are few or medium and the sample size is not large, and
can fit the model better.
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1. 518

R 22 ARG M B o S & sz s H B E BRI rE R, e 2 FH— € B E 0] ok B AN [R] AR
B TH BTN AT A RO &, INIMIRIF BB AT, AT, &Rt AW, RS SUERaT 21
N 5o BRI A R R B R A AR e P, Al T — AR AR AR R R A, AT ek
AREBRE S . Fril i h iR 1 075 22 B AR ARG v BBt iy US4 2 B As, PR E b 52
W, HCanEnE AR T B2, BEE TR BRI T, BRIy — i 5 N &% () Hdis
ZHE T IEAE ORI 2 A H

XTS5 7 ZREAL, Andrews (1991) [1#8H 1 707 Z R R R AL #2077, (HBCA SR iz de Ml i vl 47
JE30. Hansen 1 Racine (2012) [2]#2H! T Jackknife model averaging (IMA), A% F A2 X BGIE A v Rk AL
#, Liu 1 Ryo Okui (2013) [3J%tXf B F 4 Z R Z ML RARAL, $2H 7 %7 ZFa g Cp(HRCp) B4y
P77 Liu (2015) [414EREHaMESE bt ARSI fh h &, IR TWna s r i = RIS T
FNZF G T EMHTT 2 4. Ando A1 Li (2014) [S15GARETL T 4 B AR, 3 32 SRR AT At
RURCE AT DAZE O A 1 28] [ AR AL, MRS SRAA 1 AR ERR ], RS T — /e R, FE—8 XKL
JFIFAERA T BUE SR B A HTIE etk . Charkhi, Claeskens Al Hansen (2016) [6]% FE T — Mttt & E A AL
AETHAR RIS R, HHEAMTE SR AR A E SR, IR UGE R R/ME MSE flTHE L.
Zhang %5(2016) [7]HF 58 7 )7 SCEPERE R AN SCANVETR & AR BB () s A R P 8, 4R TR T
Kullback-Leibler (KL i &)1 2k % £ 500 (1 B £ br it - Zhu 25(2018) [B1H AT 1 40U REGH 73 LR PR,
KT — A BCRE TR E () Mallows BN, JFIER] 1 H#nE s itk . Zhao 45%(2020) [9]% )& T — M EA
etk 577 22 B Bl AR, Jd ek 45 S A Y I (1 AN 7 22 R B TP OR B S HUR) SR ARG T AT AL Py, L
F IR AR A T B P 5k A~ 7 0000 RS ) 4 A\ A THE Y M . Zhang AT Liu (2022) [10]75 5&
TEADUIRAE Z v (A P S5 T, 3 dpe /A K37 28 SR IE SR A R P S R B AOA o AN SCEE X 57 77 22
FEARL ST 34 ) J, SR ER T8 A HRCp S 7 ZEA BT 54k, R H AR B S Lasso M52 &, JFxtHFs
B fie J T FARTIE AL

Lasso (Least absolute shrinkage and selection operator)Jy i FH A 75 22 H5 (1) 46t e bR B0 Ay 728 17 50 15 4
B R B, LA RN R BB B RS, AT R SR 25 AR & (e BRI B S B A T AHAR
TP PRANE BT AE S0 OLS it et J7v2:, Lasso £fid % £% /) — 3 (Ordinary Least Square, OLS)
TR A 2 — 28 JTEeAER, Lasso RS H T 2 B A, BT K 1) SRR Fu Vi IX SRR N T
KB, FAmEERSSRIHE B EIES, WA Lasso 1 TAEIE/E SRS, T, Hem
THENURE 2V 2 U8 K n 5 e It

ARICHAE Liu 1 Ryo Okui (2012) [315FAfHA 77 Z2 iR 72 (AL [ HA A, SR 1 — Ml 4T 1Y
Mallows’Cp #EJU 2 H (1) 57 75 Z Fafi Cp (HRCp) B34 7 v2: 864k |, % F8 HRCp 15 B~ 35 B R i 14
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181 F A 5 R B4 55925 (Coordinate-wiseDescent Algorithm, f&iFR CD %vE) w57 77 ZE B80S 1 HEAT F6 AL AR,
XA AR S ) S T R

2. HRCp-Lasso
5 n AISLBEHUREAR (3, )i =10} SCHCP AR
i :iejxiﬁei =4 +€,i=1-n W
j=1
;H\:EP’ yi%ﬂﬁm§§7 Xi_(x|llX|2, )%%*%&i’ /H\:/E\-ﬁﬂﬁ%]ﬁﬁ\ﬁ%, & %&*}'Li%%lﬁo /7"\
:(y1,-..,yn)” X:(X{,...,X;)r’ H= (/u'l /un), Sz(el,...,en)’o ﬁilﬁE(ellx) 0, #Y (% pkma

HNEYIX)=p. Bk Var(e|x)=07, Me MKHHTZES x G, L BLIRZET T 2R 577 % .
FHIEEIE M AULRMEARL, L5 m MR

y; = ZJ”’IHJ (mXii(m) T & = 4 +€,i =10 2
B, AR Tk, A X (EARRRE AR &, FOERE AT RoR oA :
Y =X @ +b +e,m=1,---,M ?3)

(m)

Ho, Xy 2 nxk,, IURERE, HA (i ) Mokl Xim) » A X IER K, FIALKIY, €, AARRLIY
ABaE, B, 5 m A g R Al TN

-1
Fin = X 0wy = Xy (X X Xioy¥ =P @)

B, By=X oy (XX ) Xy FoHLRAERE
T A R i w = (w w, ) BRI T A G

HM={we[o,1] W =1} ©)
) g1 BB YA
A(W)= X0 Wity =3 WPy = P(w)y ©)
HL45 Liu 1 Ryo Okui (2012) [10]42 Hi ) 577 2 Fafik Cp (HRCp)BIELPH774%, HRCp AU w 2
FRAE B/ b F 275
HRCP(W)=|Y - 0wy | +2300 w, (2 8P @)

stwer, ={we[01]" ;3" w, =1}
ﬂ*Zmew%ﬁy%ﬁﬁ,&m%%&m%%iﬂ,éﬁ?%% B 7 =(fofig )y

nx M AERE, BRI K A M AME IS f Il SR g, P RS m AN I FAERE IS | A
fAzkotiE . M HRCp fLAb il n] LL'S sidme /M T 51 5
HRCp :_”y ZW"z +2 _1|W |Z =17 p.. (8)

st.weH, ={W€[0,1] DI m_l}

T T2 IR y, | =7, Wy + &,y » FRATAT LRI Lasso J7i3R ) A w48 F ik 54
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m=1

— 1
HRCp(W):E"y—ZW"i +ZM ﬂm|wm| 9)

st.weH, ={W€[0,1]M M w, :1}

oo 4 (i =1 M) SR w1 5 i

SPH RPN T, LA HRCp IR M WS Lasso 2 MIEGAE R R, SLrv il RECHA
F(w), EFRE 4, =6p™ =" &pl" . Bk, AT LUK HRCp F/F A 4IF A& P Lasso il i,
S AT Lasso 5 H AR 56 SR SRR P44 il R o f AL

3. R TREEE

VP2 28 U RSP 1 7720 T B IR SR AR 1 2 ORI ED:, Bin MMAL IMA 55 AsbR R B
#7%:(Coordinate-wiseDescent Algorithm, fiiFR CD 59%:) T4 78 b B i 4E B0 B M 5 i i JB L4538 1)
MR o ESCRTIR, FRATTA] DA S5 5 Z2 B AP 1) ) UG /E— A Lasso i@, #&&ATaT LRI CD
SRR AR I FE, AT B At S5 7 2 A 280 P 28y AT # B AL TOA

A2 Feng %(2020) [3]34F MMA [FAbFE, #56F w5 aUREIZAE S w, =184 7 B s

m=1 m

ARt L wot) St R R KHTEL. ORI DL HRCD %1 et
min{ f,(w)= %”y - Zw||§ + & i|wm| pt™ +%(1{A w—l)z} (10)
m=1
stw,>20,m=12,---,M

o (W)
ow

m

=i (y—Zw)+&p™ 4y (1, w-1) (11)

AT LA i — IR w é\ikﬁéﬁlﬁﬁl%:o, P2 w,, B A 3

m

i(y-2 ) -y w-1)-&p™ |
wm=[ ( ) ( ) ] (12)
7t Mo My

Hp, 2 RoRZEFFEm I, w, FoRBEAEHE mATEER, m=12,- M o AFRFEERERAREIE L 1.

Table 1. Coordinate-wise descent alggorithm for HRCp
= 1. HRCp HYAAR TR E X

5% HRCp HIALKR T B H%(HRCp_CD)

1. WAL WO =$ S M=12,M

2. k=1, K, R RBE AR (L2) R EHRE, B k AR EIL S W

3. Y4 Hw(k) _W(k—l)H <e i k=K Bk, FaErn g w®
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4. HERHL

WAV Z MG : —MRIRERA, 5 MR B, i BT EA R AR A = AR
EHHIEL T, SAIC. SBIC. MMA. JMA. HRCp L& HRCp_CD HERIF-H ik Hfh i KU, Mg %t
AR S ) S AR RSP iR AT A

flvE KU B i Ak ek B 3 (e &, BRI

Risk=—3"° (o), — (13)
= <[Py T Ha)
Horhd B d WO AEEE, ARG, FAT4 D=1000. N 7B TR, BATERA 7R XS
[ LL HRCp_CD Ff& i XU o
4.1 BEER

MR DA Bt A gt 7245

TAF B A BRBEN LB, RI7E k =1000 I 87 -

y; =ZE:191X,1 +e,i=1--,n (14)
ot %=1, (%% )~ Nea (01) 2 ¢ ~N(0,67), of =5 +0.01, #FRAIGRIE 177 F /2 ™ i 1552 (1.
25K 0, =", R? :(var(yi)—var(ei))/var(yi)=< 119]2)/<Z°j°:19]2 +3.01) s AR U 5 ¢ A
kA% R?, 42 M 0.1 38 0 %1 0.9. 4 HRCp HIAL R R M SIS £ =1x107" , e KIEAUBE K K =1x10°,
& SIS H =100 .

BB, BIEE K +1 MR — e A2 k MR A RS & . R E B 1N EON p,
MM R M = p, 255 m MEEBREFERT m MERAZ & . 1574 n=50, M=5; n=100,
M=5; n=100, M =10; n=400, M =15, gL 1.

AR 1 a5, ERERBLER N, SAIC M SBIC MAARKMRIIAL:, AX T HABB A 1577

% MMA. JMA. HRCp LLF HRCp_CD Kijt, HREKMIPRRK . MMA TE1RZ T 77 Z B E MR
F SAIC 1 SBIC, i A#1 IMA. HRCp Al HRCp_CD. iX 3EAKF & FA 1A W7 IA %, B4 JIMA. HRCp
H1I HRCp_CD # & £t i 22 Tl 57 77 72 5 th BB T35 773, T MMA 2 SRR ZE TR 77 Z2 52 th 1, U7E

n=50,M=5 n=100,M=5
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Figure 1. Comparison of various model-averaging methods in the nested setup
E 1. SRERUZIRBEG s AR

Wb TR 7 FERGE RSP 24 1) B O AR X R ZE T 0 22 R AR RS ) R . 2 R2 UMY, IMA A
XFF HRCp RitA M . WA BF, R8I 5, HRCp_CD 724 BRAEA F 14 me e+ HoAth 77 v,
gg\, } 3 ‘\ 3 N - '

(AT BRRE AR (1 BB T S A
L B SRR NS SR, RS AN . BEAMRATIE R E], 4 R2 E/MH HRCp_CD 5 Fff
ST 77 1 2 B He R BN B, (H T AR S T A F IR B I 0 53 77 2 A TP 77 1
Rl HRCp i& &R B A .
42. EREER
A4 R BRI P VR, 3 LA B N TR . S AR, VAT R
= +e = Z LOx;+e,i=1 (15)
o, x, =1, (XZi,---,xki)~Nk_l(0,1), & ~N(0,07) 1+6x3 /11, A Xy Xy T Xy I FBERG AT
B, EIERA R A TS s Xy X X Yo T, SRS B, BT AL 7R MR, 4l
A I@Aﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmo%ﬁﬁ%ﬁe_[1§§:%(ﬂan~%D,q%ﬁ%§%m¢ﬁo@&i
AMBERE R o R MBS, T35 6 MBIERT, AR 4 MR EE ML
11 AMBE R, U RE = gg,é, XEG=(0,0,.0,)
+
[0.1,0.9] . HEZ: B W 2,

6,) B ¢ HREEH] R R MK [

WRPEE 2 vl%n, EARRERMEEBOT, BT MEEBM R ENEIIMEE, #i SAIC
A1 SBIC #H%FF HRCp_CD A 28 KELE A, SRR URIALE, AR5 757% MMALIMA,
HRCp LA & HRCp_CD & ¥ KA## 25 XK . MMA A% F IMA. HRCp fil HRCp_CD Kt £ /K IE, A=
B S5 ZERE TR P28 ) S . 24 R n #/NE, IMA AT HRCp A HRCp_CD KA — & 1tk

o (AP ; J

#, (HEEZE R Al n 19380, IMA %4 HRCp_CD At . MBIk LE, fEHiL XK, HRCp_CD 7F
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Figure 2. Comparison of various model-averaging methods in the singleton setup
E 2. EHREEREERFIHENLEER
oy
5. LBt

N T HCBAEBUE BN 7 th SR B RN R OE IR, JATIRYE Zhang [11]RFARAL-F- 2 75928 1 13K
] AR B P B, e H 1 1990~2021 AF AR G, A RIE T b [ Gt 4

(http://www.stats.gov.cn/sj/ndsj/) . FATHEEHE 73 PR, 23 AC A IIZRERMIREE, A IIZERREAR
& n,=10,20,30, MMREMFEARE N n-—n,, Hn=32 BBMAEMFEARE. BIEA155H 1990~2004

AL 1990 4~2009 4. 1990 4F~2014 4F AR £ 7 S 4 Fildll 2005 4F~2021 4F. 2010~2021 4. 2015~2021
FERREF R, JEUFEREAL T TR 2 (Mean Squared Prediction Error, MSPE), EJI

MSPE =

n

A \2
Z (Yi —H )
n- no i=ng+1
Table 2. MSPE for each model averaging method

2. HEMEBRFIN75EH MSPE

MSPE1 (n, =15)
HRCp_CD

Ho 4 2 BITRIAE « BATTTHEE T IX NP 59280 MSPE, [N T 5 8 ELis, 3ATHK HRCp_CD ) MSPE
VENGrBE, T ST EDW I HH AR SC 0k i) 57 07 ZE AP I 7 ik A Rt . S5 R LK 2:

(16)

MSPE2 (n, =20) MSPE3 (n, =25)
1.000000 1.000000 1.000000
HRCp 1.179368 1.102594 1.071704
IMA 1.150299 1.050705 1103771
MMA 1.183976 1.092502 1.071346
SBIC 1.281490 1.263368 1.297792
SAIC 1.278936 1.227782 1.241298
WA EIREA, AT LR H, FEAFRBNGEEAR T, SAIC, SBIC KM AL Z M B A/,
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HRCp_CD 75 25 52 5 31, MMAL JMA F1 HRCp I Fil 2¢ 3 Eb SAIC. SBIC %4, {H Lt HRCp_CD
B,
bR, FRATTE LA AN B F 1 7 SR H R R RCE L], 45 R Lk 3.

Table 3. Zero weights proportion for each model averaging method

= 3. BMERTI RN T INERILLF

n, =15 n, =20 n, =25
HRCp_CD 0.59375 0.5625 0.53125
HRCp 0.5625 0.5 0.375
JMA 0.375 0.5 0.46875
MMA 0.5 0.40625 0.46875
SBIC 0 0 0
SAIC 0 0 0

HRAE 2 3, FATHT LAE tH, HRCp_CD 77315 31 i &AM ik 126 A5 2R A B A 1) LU Bl B iy KT MMA
IMA F1 HRCp 153 9 AL EIEL ], A8 SAIC. SBIC 75— % 3/ R Adi AR T 1 1 A i 30 A5 7Y Fy A R
N 0o W BHAS SO A AR T B SR 5 () HRCp A5 1134 751k B R FH 2 2 BRI 3 A R 43 1) A s s 1) T
W, RIREA Rk T 5 77 22 B S 357 1) R4 T AR A UL

6. B4

AR B U7 AN R R 1P B TR EAT TR, AEDU 1R T5 ZERE AT i HRCp [
fifi b, BRI A — AN AR Lasso 1), X AL S48 (A E AT AR BLALIR A . 51tk
[, ASCERFEH T —FRr 5,  BIA A ARRR N B SRR B R 1 2 AR A S AT A AL AR o BfELAE
IS TR BT, HIARRR T PR SEA Gt i) HRCp A P 2 T iR AR AR e R T b el vh 45 FEA R AR
I, R T Al T P S 07 A BN R AR, RESE AP RO A A . AN, ESERRN R AR T ARLL
PERARUN 202 B AR SOOI 7 k41 ) RIAR S AR AR JE AR A 5 L0, X/ ik — DI 7T
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