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Heuristic Kernel Density Estimator for Modal-Proximity Data
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Abstract: Different from the classical probability density estimator construction strategies based on the
Parzen window method, we propose a heuristic kernel density estimator (HKDE) based on nearest
neighbor error measurement function, to improve the accuracy of fitting probability density function of
modal-proximity data. From the perspective of data and model uncertainties, we analyze the defects of
traditional kernel density estimators in solving the problem of probability density estimation of modal-
proximity data. The heuristic probability density values that can reduce the uncertainty of observed data are
obtained by referring to the convergence of probability density values with respect to the histogram box
width. Based on the heuristic probability density value, we construct the sophisticated objective function to
determine the optimal bandwidth for kernel density estimator by reducing the model uncertainty. Extensive
experiments on 18 modal-proximity datasets are conducted to validate the feasibility, rationality and

effectiveness of the designed HKDE. Results show that HKDE can obtain a better approximate
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performance of probability distribution than seven existing representative probability density function
estimators. HKDE has lower estimation error and closer probability density function estimates to the real
density values than other kernel density estimators.

Key words: kernel density estimator (KDE); modal-proximity data; uncertainty; heuristic probability

density value; histogram box width

51 B

HE 2 % J PR U ( Probability density function, PDF ) A 12 i FH 48 1124 H1R A0 25 72 00 SO0 AR A 3 K %0
A FEA SR PDF o BLSC ARG Hh , PDF 7E#E A7 50808 40 B A AL 1) #4  d AR N, 9, v R 1) 421
SRR AT A RV B LA R B G LR IO A L PDF Al AR AR 2 B R e
Fo ) B, AL T I 3 o B SR i Pk o AT, PDF Al AR 41 AR B 37 iR A RO E S A S
flit FIIESAG Tt . TS AT H A 58 42 WEE & T 75 18 10 55 ik DA S ol o o MR 36 43 A1 1) R TRk
ok E UL ELGE . 4% AT (Kernel density estimator, KDE) & — 0 F T4l 71 2 B B AL A 1 PDF 1
TS AT Ge T I 1, H I A SR AR X A B SORE I 08 B eRERCGHE AT I BT 3, A 24 B ER i R A )
1 PDF . 78 KDEAG 3ot f2rf, 80 0 98 BE 2 80 i £ 2 — N Qi In) A, s 1 Al i1 PDF (9% 1 72 2
T S HOE RS SEA I PDE i BP0 8 /& SR Y PDF S stk

FE A% PRECT RIS  0 B 0 98 R 2 500 Al 52 o ARE e 28 R RO A T R 23 4 B 2 ) 1 5% 25 /)N, Y R
I R 3 AT AT DR 25 H AR sREICKR S BURL BT D SERE . H R IAT A9 1 22 BE i AR R JE AR 47 U5 1R 22 (Inte-
grated squared error, ISE) FISF- 3 FU00 7 J7 % 22 (Mean ISE, MISE)'™ . ISE H5 %3 A B8 5 % 1 19 45 1
PDF M 52 PDF B9 22 {6 °F-J7 , #5768 A Bodls v BB AUy (7% KDE Al 3 59 PDF R R] BE #2238 B 5C Y
PDF ; ifif MISE J& & T ISE fE ARV FEAS |1 7 B4 0] 38 (A Al 1 R0CR 10 A | Re 08 4145 BT e Ansa
(1 PDF ffi i1 .

S 2 M KDE ZE W B T RAFAY R 7 — e B2 B4 T PDF Al (9 ME 6 M, 9K i ik
RS R B, 28 3 1) KDE 78 b BUBCRR %040 i iy R AR N . 5% W R8s S B [A] , AR 3
HSCHE BT IR 14 A S8 03 A 3 B 24 R B R R (B R PDF, HLIX 28 Jay ¥ e KAE AR W 420 . T4k Bl
A RHCHE B A 1 DR K, AR I R0 A S B R P e e B AR AR e X R I A o R T
ST RUE BAZ AR K H 2538 ) . Ban, ¥ B geat i A K i R SR BTAR I R . & 0 KDE A
Ao SRR T KA I A7 AE TG 1 A R BRSO AN 0 P R R AN M 0 B o B S P RVBA B
FIECRRE AR S S I E S I G, A T A8 b X DL DX 0808 o VR 1 TR 5 AN 3 7, MISE 1% 22
JI T 1 ISE 5% 22 B i AR v % 204831 PDF HILELSE PDF , 76 S /ME MISE FIISE I i IF 28 b #8540 25 2R S 1y
fliit PDF, i 25 fe Ui %0 1 58 B2 0 3 BCHE ok T 3R AR M . B T R BB A A7 A, 224 2 > B B0 ai
FEAR A= T & 0l 4 KDE #£147 PDF A1 23 W] W 52 ma £ 1 00 dEaf Pk o Gn o] S 88 A 1 22 PE X KDE
P BB Y B 1 2 H T BIFS0AEAR S KR AR 30 2 B o A T ) A DG B

Sy e R b R B AN T S T RV RSB A 1 T Ok (1 KDE b # ke B, AS SCH 17— B R TR R U
B0 B AH I A% B A T (Heuristic KDE, HKDE) o 3% 5 6 A1) B A A B 232 285 T A0 T B0 7 AR 98 2
B WSOV L B LI KA 1 S e SO AR B T R AR 22 i i B AR R P A DR AR R B
52 PDF {8, B AR ES 4 A o P 5 Bl ) JH 3 T i3 e =XOMBE 48 28 8 (B0 A 2 1Y B 4 oK B8O W 5 HKDE 19 85 18
S8, DLt — 20 [ (RS B A Wt 1k 5 s 7 18 ST B8l 46 1 0F HKDE f9 nl A7 0% & BRE A 44



T B F AT AR SIB 00 B R X EAE T B 713

PEREAT T RGEMERIRIE . SEE0 45 R R, 5 5/ 3R 38 G UiF (Least squares cross-validation, LSCV)
O 32 UKIE (Biased cross-validation, BCV) ™ 4845 J5 1] (Rule of thumb, ROT):H] Scott’s RoT! ',
Silverman’s RoT " Fl fix & Bl 8k 22 X 3 3iF (Max-likelihood cross-validation, MLCV) " ix 6 ff 245 £ Fe 1
1 25 BRE 5 285 BE ek B AR AR L OF 5% T 288 PDF Al i+ 19 m iR & *%ﬁ”(Gaussmn mixture model,
GMM) " '# It ,HKDE 7F Z 815 50T Al 8% 2453 08 5 (19 B 5 43 A 30 LR B0, M UE 5 T HKDE J& — Fh g
i b ASAH I B s PDF A 1 ] 5 A v 24t 38 285 BE A 4 o

1 HXTIE
1.1 KDE#Zix#
KDE 2 —# J§ T4 i+ B #L 2 & PDF 194k 2 1 HEPBESREESV
J7 i 2 X A A B AR R0 2 38 07 FH A pR AR Table 1 Mathematical symbols and their meanings
I 3 A AR A SR 48 2 S AT 4 A8 % prerey -
B o3 A (P i AG . 7E KDEFESE TR 4% R 20y x AT A B A
TP DL R i 1 3 BOW PDF A 31 0 o f M A B f(x) s kb3 PDF
S ARy P KB BRCE AT S RO B f(x) A b i FL 92 PDF
ZRETERLTB, N FEA ST A%
— i LT KDE B £ B8] L3RR h =R s
R N (r—X, K(-) 1% v K
f(x)_;hile( P ) S (X0 X0 X} B A A

ERX(DH, 8 8 A S RECK ()it
Wk E T KDE (9 B0, i % T2 2 K (« )9 KDE B8, H F ARk 2 00 St 00 2, 75/ (2) 5 H Sl
F)Z AR 25 3/ . i T Gaussian ¥ pRECEAT 56 36 M B R0 1040 3 S0 n] Sk 25, 1
SEBR AT T I B o A 2 Y A A% R R, I ST SR R A S IR A B R GE R
R, 75 R SCE BT Gaussian B8, K (+ ) AR A N
1

K(u)= (—ﬁ) (2)
SN

Koy IBEMLAS BB, e € (— oo, +o0),
1.2 KDEFEMk
R R B E IS L B0 T8 A B VR BCEAR KRR 5 KDE &8y R R % 0 58 S

FAF AL PDE 5 EH 52 PDF B 12 22 fc /N, W] B X MR 22 1 T 08 . H AT 45 F KDE 5 ik WP fe i A7
M 12 25 B AR M S ISE i MISE , Hofe 635 X4 5k

ISE(h):J‘Q‘[f(zr)—f(zr)}zdzr (3)

NHSE(h)Z:E[J+:[f(I)f(x)de] (4)

38 LKHIE (Cross-validation, CV) J7 7 F 22 U 36 T ISE 152 22 [ 5 iy o2 7 96, H & R i 38 nl DL 3
F] 1974 4F , Habbma 2" % Bl T — A5 ISR CV 7 3 . 1984 4F , Bowman™ 42 H £ /N — 9 28 X 83
LSCV, Bk H o i 28 X8 IE (Unbiased CV, UCV), §7E & /M ISE H #5 sk BUE 6 & I 0% 10 T8 BE S



714 R E B L Jowrnal of Data Acquisition and Processing Vol. 40, No. 3, 2025

B, ISR T 3 A M, 1991 4R, Chui "™ 3 1k 16 sloWE I fr JE) 109 P8 of B i 3% 25 - 5 L 2 o
TR R E A ST VBB A . 1992 4F AT X A8 IR AIE Stute' 4R H T 18 1E & X IE (Modified CV, MCV),
A Bh Hajek £ 5% 305 U 052 PDF R AEAK ISE H AR ek 3. 1998 4F , Hart 20/ D8] [l I o] 042 4 T 9 Ol s
A B 22 LB UE (One-sided CV, OSCV) , 3 o {6 Ak 48 125 37 2 SR B A% H A ok 5005 2 R UL %0 1 240

55 58 SUYGIE J7 5 48 L, Plug-in 476 4435 4 1] T fe /K MISE H A eR 8L, I Bk sh M4/ . 1986 48,
G R Ro T, %7 125 32 T 550405 IR 1 245 43 A 14 {1838 K 3T L AR
A& MISE, I P4 H AL TF 3 B A A 80 7 )32 0 FH o R, Fh 0 [ 0 e BR A 3% 05 3% v 6 23 22 s B3
R Al DR R TR R R 5 AT 45 Rkt kL 40 Park™!  Hall ™ 45 #5024 MISE H 45 06 500
SR b AT TRk . 1987 4F, Scott Z R H T A I 28 LHAIE BCV, H 3 F#iE MISE #3+ 7— 4
- H B E b oA B DAL B O S BB . 1989 4F , Taylor ™ 41 Hi — i 3£ T T R A $ 4 19 Bootstrap Jy
W %5 1T LR A R4 2k 4% A /N b H AR B8 B MISE 8% % ISE K43 B e 4 % . 1991 4F , Sheather
AL T O W A2 LB IE (Smoothed CV, SCV)JF % T — Ff 5 g vl &2 048 124 3k , o404 78 &5 B 4% w473 4%
T Ui SO PR A 00 A, . 1994 4F |, Kim 2575 26 05 v (19 MISE fE 38 45 BEiE b (0 e A S ik 1 H 2%
{ELAE J S5 14 52 56 rPE 5 O —

i H , 2 A g PDF BT 41 M 248 PDF f e 2 AN R i B K MH 434 B PDF X 17 F — 21l
7 HLIR G A Y BEAILAS B X BERE AE 2 i b L PDF S0 Z Rk B 2xfk. BIE AT IR B £
LR AT BB Dy A 0, E B A HGIH A GMM P 528 . 2018 48, Rajan 25041ty 7 — b
AR 35 14 TR 3E 2 000 A 100 B R, BRIV 2 B R KO 7, T IR T B3 G A R LU R B A . 2019 4F
Zhang %I F GMM & %t 22 825 40 A5 ) B0, 452 7 — ol 2 5 3 M SR A 0 DAL 4% 7 15 . 20224 | Li
SEUSTHL T — Ff E T 4 BOB S Y A R T O s, I 45 A AR 4 Mk AR e R £ 0 L O 9k Ol 4R A 3
K -
2 &R

SR T ST B b R R AR S Y 0 B R RRRE T B T A Y R TR e A R () KDE Ry 485,
A W X AR ST S B AN i e AR TR R S A A S AT B A R
2.1 ERIEE

ARSI ST B RBEAR T B 8 R TE 2B N . 28 PDF B 24 Jay i d R (EL, XY WS A 4R
A5 A 249 (A A0 30 Ty 22 22 AR R A ol ) 07 LA AR A 2 22 B 408 T 58 A R AR o B 45 B2 B v 9

Mo N ELW R R B AH G TR B R T IR S A SR R (2 wa

Silverman

G(as p, ) REMA HAEAR, b w=[w,, w,, -, wg ] WIE , g =[ 1, proy o, px | HBIH , Z=
(20, 2y, oo, S R 250 REEA N R M504 09 05 FUARE AR 0, b — 2 3 A A & 200 M HEAR 55, —
4k 43 A A 5 500 A FEAR s (1) 1 4E 2 BERE % i R %L f1,(2): Z=[[0.23][2.25]], p=[02], w
[0.570.43]; (2) 2 4 2 £ M % % o 2 foo(x): Z=[[[7.630][07.63]][[0.56 0][00.56]]], p=
[[3.073.83][3.704.46]],w =[0.74 0.26].

BILZ T 1. 2 BRI B REAR R AR K, WTLLE WA BLIREAR sl B T 5046, 52
SR 22 3R A B AT



T B F AT AR SIB 00 B R X EAE T B 715

0.75 15

O WEIFEAS S 1140 A 4 AUEIREASH3704
EDREAS p 861 .
= 0.50
i
H
o 0.25

=5 0 5 10 -5 0 5 10
JREL JE
(a) 1-dimension-2-mode (b) 2-dimension-2-mode

1 B o 390 o3 A1 BB AR s

Fig.1 Schematic of simulated samples from modal-proximity Gaussian distribution
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D Ad

MSE jxpr = MSE + (11)

2
d=11tq

Eﬁﬁ%ﬁ]%%%&/{h/{m“ Ar)}: Hﬂﬂ:MSEHKDFXT E’Jﬁﬁﬁhl,}lo»"',}lr)ﬁgﬁg*ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁg,Jﬂﬂ
AR TR BEAR AL B ¥ (Particle swarm optimization, PSO) "Vl & S & 0 288 hyeo BA—ZERYHE
B R BT M B 25 A (10, 11) T 45

1 . i 72 A
MSEHKDE:NZ[f(Xf)*fheu(X,»,h):| JF? (12)

2 JEF) PSO S M W SR | (B8 52 115 I 19 IR PSO B335 6 I 14 S5 I 261 11 S 8003 508 o A0 D, T
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Sl b,y — k=00 SFTRL A, o 1A, RS IR 22 2Z 0] () 25 1T DL R
‘ MSEIIKDE( hyy ) - MSEHKDE( hr) |:

S ﬁwamT+h*} { ﬁj X )T+2J
n=1 +1 = :

B <
R 2 N 2 A A
= X, b, e = (Xs 7)) = frow + — ==
NZIf el X)) = NZH ) el X, )] Kok
RN A A : - A A
‘NZH F(Xphyi) fMLMKﬂ&%mH?WMU—%JMMH+h%—ﬁ
(13)
. . A
T — a0, 143 (X b)) = f( X0 hy) By = 0,8 MSE kpe( A1) —
t+1 t

MSE ixpe( £,) [ 0, 3% 38 B F 8 2 e 0 98 19 B Ar PREL MSE e H A8 IS
ELR A B AR WA 2 TR .
k2 itk HbreREOR L S HUR

B A B9 DataSet = { X,, X, o, Xo ) BB 4ERE D FEvE B2 09 % 20 M3 8 08 081 £ ( X )
By i1 B A VS EOBA by
FIH PSO Bk 3K it e /ME X (10) B 1 S8 hyse s
TR B hysp T 50153 3045 BOPREAS 54 1 2% 9% B 8 5 0 % 3400 0 9 BE R £, X, 1) 2 1T
MSE %25
ford=1to D do
Tl 204 BRI 5 4 T hd 5 MSE #2221 FFER — D' ZEA,;

d
end for

FAR RO ATAE T RELA, Ay, -, Ap XU S5 49 55T, BRI (11) 5

AT PSO Bk L AL 44 i (9 F A5 ek K, 15 B de 2 T B30 5 BE Al 31 B0 11 101 S B0 Do

X 2 F Y S B 2D BRARCN T i R

(1) 48 MSE #9458 e B JHEE L H 00 52584 A R o1 0 9
E( . 65005 2 U T PSO O Ml « 55 1R 00 MK AL 28 910 58 10) B fk 0K
A hoss » VAR 52 B4 25 R B9 R B0 58 2 U 1 - FR 0 TS XU 445 4 TS ) e 26 AR R R
(1) F/MERY hyes, BV HKDE fe 2 J T 035 BE A A9 8 0 S 80804 .

(2) Bk 1l 9800 R A s8R RS UER BEMEIC A fre( X, A), TE 5305 2 TPV S S RO s S
155 B B A 20X I G aussian 12 F9 E 38 5 FE AR T 00 fuuss X )o 4 B4 5 S5 B Ak o0 8 045 2 HE 2
BRI ARG MSE R R
‘“‘*E][JQQF )~ fl X0 )] (14)

hMSF d
i AE (1) TR A X L B R B A (d €[ 1, D), IR RE AR SCHT A 2 Y B AR PR, Fo b Ay o
FIRAES BB hoyse OV B 56 o A 7 1 S 508U .
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(3) PSO Ak % 12 i 1 Python J & 208 12 % scikit-opt 1Y T2 AT sko. PSO 2 . 24 H b ok 510
S B G eF, RT DAGE A 98 PSO Bk iR B0R 12 AR Ok iF— B A 2 R .

Bk 2 FEA A PSO LR AT Ak, PSO 53k (4 I 1] 42 2% B 5 2R AR R BT B 7~ 8 P LA &
) B HE B DA 5 o X T —~ D 4E R RE 4 T PSO #E4T D4k B9 B ) &2 2 8 O (DPI ). B T PSO
A, AT e 5 At B Ak 553 R d Nk I A eR B, s A% R OB R A B0k 2 (Y N ) B 2% R A 23 B
& AT i ek s T AR 4K

TELE S VAR 2 )5, AR 60 100 28080 Dyes, B RT3 BV FE Gaussian 1 s 80T B9 2411 PDF .

4 LRWRESHER

AT K £ X HKDE BB Al A7 M 5 BPE IR ROPE AT I 0E . FEgs il 79 14 Mo 24k £
A5 17 43 A PDF A 8, AR SCHR 46 3 28 43 A A= A B0 52 Bl LA AS 5585006 4, 1 )5 224 71 PDF (g 5556 v o
A BT A SL G 4 7E Bl BN Intel(R) Core(TM) 15-7400 3.00 GHz CPU .16 GB N fF . Windows 10 &l il
etk RS Spyder 5.4.3 i BRI BE 4 G LI B SCI . 54 D 4l KR IR A 40 A 10 0 BB 4 AR
WG IR o ()M o A T A EE L BIAEL0,3) (9 1 X D HEREHLI) 3 S B4, R 4 K— 14N 1M
HOTE AT — AP E A LA 3G 1A FESE IO, 4) M BEDL IR B (8, MR B NSO IR M (2) 2 X, Rk
TAHE IS BI7E[0,10) 19 DX D 4ERE LA FEVE AR T AR 7 22 JR 48 K— 14 )7 2 Bl JE Bl 70, 3)
P08 /ANBUS G WA 5 (3) AL EE wo FH Dirichlet 43 11 BEALAE i K A ACEE , (RIEALEE 2 F1 0k 1, 400 B /NVEL
AR P

BEMLAE B 148 O Fh 246 2 4k 9 Fh 285, 36 184456 i Wik & 43 A 19 0 L8R 4R 1] 77 )5 2 10 S 36 3
e, SC g A AP R RE WA R B M AT R 3K 15 : https://pan. baidu. com/s/1-1GL-
ZXJHnOuJCONNCGOUAg(H#HUAE MY 29) .

4.1 HKDE "7 I8IE

FEA T SEEG S R RS E 1 b A SIOCHE (RE T 8 30 4 B X A 9 = B0 W8I, ke ff s T A B
S 3 % 5 I 09 7 10 S0 ) R 2 b OB (36 T PSO 308 9 MSE T 115 00 T2 48 U 8
ARSI, 53 500 AE LR AN (a0 ) 3 A 19 400 A 22 52 Bl LR A 81, IR DA g (22 ) 43 A 19 500 A~ B 52 Bifi 1L A<
AL £ () B8R A 43 ) 2R s B 1 4 BE D AR K

(1) fiu(x)(D=1,K=4):w=[0.300.600.020.08],# =[1369],2=[[1.52][0.34][2.67][2.17]].

(2) foslx)(D=2,K=28):w=[0.390.030.180.120.06 0.12 0.02 0.08 J; 2 =[[0.59 1.79][ 0.80 2.00]
[1.392.59][1.432.63][2.20 3.40][2.824.02][3.154.35][3.274.471]; £ =[[[9.190][09.19]][[0.22 0]
[0 0.22]][[2.94 0][0 2.947][[1.10 0][0 1.10]][[2.68 0][0 2.68]][[0.190][00.197][[0.480][ 0 0.48]]
[[2.080][02.08]7].

P34 il T T 1, () Bl fog( ) PIA 53 A7 B BE LR AR 250 S O R 95 B2 2 RX T 6 1 S 50 ik
SO OL, BUBE TSR B0 IE o 78— 48X f14 (2o ) XoF B2 A9 B 3 Ca) R E RS fos( ) X I Y 1E] 3(h) 2
A LA EE B Bl B 10 S 00 B R RE AR AT A R B 2 AN 2 B U S R o X IR — 43 A AR A
14 22 20 K [e) B LR AR s B0 4, 7T LU 3 315 4 A M o3 28 (B 22 R iR 22 W B I 0 7 — 2 L
W BN AL e 00N Bl T DL Z R AN T 6B R — 23 A n M SO S B A ) o G 2 W A5 R A A
T AR SO BT RS 1 B AT RAF RSt o e & O R B (E Y IR S BB IS R e s R U E D
S8, R S MR R R eR BN TR T R A AR



T B F AT AR SIB 00 B R X EAE T B 721

& 150 Z 100k
i il
i i
100
#® ® sof
R &
e iy
50k, L L : L L A !
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
HWOSHH HAOSHH
(a) 1-dimension-4-mode (b) 2-dimension-8-mode

3 Sk LRyt R = IR
Fig.3 Convergence of Algorithm 1

Pl A FTEL S 45 1 T 5k 2 v PSO S35 K BN SPE R 36 iE . 181 4 3 M 7R T 20 (11) (19 MSE 152 24 b
A 1A YA 1 g e S L L AT AR B — AR BE A 2R AR 20 IR 2 A 4R AE 2R AR 60 IR 22 A g
WS, W] PSO BB AE LA o 72 b BE 6% G 0 /> MSE, IF #0381 53 iy i . 18 5 Wik — 22 56 9iF 1 A
FH PSO 82 e /b MSE i 22 4R e 10 7 11 S 80 e Sk, Jorh 181 5(a) 23 F 1, (o ) 1Y B ¢ Bt i
LTS B, B 5(b) FEL 5Ce) 430 R 5L T fog( ) B JE P LR & M 2 1 S & e Aty S S L o AN IET Hh ]
PAE H, TGI8 7 11 2 B0 90 5h Ak K /N ], 0 B8 72 MSE 15 22 15 SIS0 3 AQ U B R e o SE B 4 SR 3R

BB 2 BB A S B LT 1 S8 IR AT WS SOPE B I, WESE T HKDE MW 474 o
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1.20F
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Fig.4 Convergence of MSE error based on iterations of PSO algorithm
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Fig.5 Convergence of window parameter based on iterations of PSO algorithm
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4.2 HKDE &ZMI8iE

ARATHEAT T KRS HKDE (94 #E , B HKDE RE 9% B Ik KDE #4 2 43 2w (6 85080 A i 2 P s
RUASH 2 P, I e A4k 1T BEHLAE AR 2519 PDF .

RS> B F BE , SL B3 TR 145 A 14 288 £ (o ) R 2 48 28 £, (2 ), 3 S HE B FEARR R B K £
R 43 B AL PR E 10 /S FEAS 0, R G313 H 58 F0 Rk UM 5 28 8 {8, R T 30 0 20 R0 L e A W R o
{5, I 5 20 LSCV M RoT W HEAT LA, 56 RS 5 1A ok 5008 AN 06 5 0 5030k 2 i e BS80S il 8 14
R

(D) fi(x)(D=1,K=2)

Data=[—0.307 3224, —0.202 1481, —0.161 5498, —0.094 9315, —0.023 058 1,
0.212 640 64, 0.228 64247, 0.668 534 77, 0.745 888 69, 0.928 233 8 ]

(2) fo(x)(D=2,K=2)

[3.9497215,5.136 114 97, [ 3.546 337 5,4.606 866 4], [ 4.888 827 7, 4.406 063 8],
[3.2948329,5.137 717 5], [ 3.522 410 6, 4.650 521 8], [ 4.000 750 7, 4.202 794 6],

- [3.276 703 7,4.607 002 7], [ 3.789 589 9, 4.536 032 2], [ 3.751 853 6, 5.072 792 6],
[3.862095 3,4.265851 4]

TE— HERE LT BEHLPE 1 1043 A 3 40 AU REAS i 5 22 LAY LSC VY Rl Ro T b A7 4 f |
ML . ARG 2 FIER 30T IR L, IR B0 1oH 545 B AR A 505 & =X PDF (E ORI 300k 2 3H 55075 5
) HKDE #5 A 11 PDF {i, ¥ b 26 058 BB IF J5 75 LSCV i 4R35 RoT Fr 434l THA 5 B SE{H 2 [ 1)
W2

AR Y 7 2, SEH0 L T 14 7 £, () 0 2 48 OB £ () 40 A1 4 391 A Y 600 /4> A1 500 4> L 52 Bl HIL
FEA S, R HKDE X FEA 852015 19 PDF #5474 11

(D) filx)(D=1,K=7)

w=[0.060.210.080.46 0.01 0.06 0.12 ;x =[24 681112 13];

Data

X=[[1.79][1.53][2.74][0.84][0.39][2.14][ 0.12]].

K2 EAFEFI4 2EEH A HHPDFTEL

Table 2 PDF comparison based on 1-dimension-2-mode Gaussian synthetic samples

B R FSPDF{E wZ&AGFPDFME 3 & X PDF{E LSCV RoT
) 0.421 180 0.419 116 0.425 925 0.411 359 0.326 930
z 0.472 779 0.464 264 0.490 740 0.452 582 0.345 074
z 0.488 494 0.476 294 0.472 222 0.463 823 0.350 515
Z 0.508 081 0.488 497 0.481 481 0.480 016 0.361 835
s 0.519 664 0.491 305 0.490 740 0.019 797 0.019 798
Z 0.485 996 0.445 287 0.444 444 0.439 883 0.354 599
Z 0.480 165 0.440 068 0.435 185 0.434 942 0.352 967
T 0.256 580 0.260 302 0.240 740 0.261 808 0.270 853
Zy 0.222 098 0.230 984 0.212 962 0.232 129 0.252 904

X 0.161 452 0.165 120 0.157 407 0.167 850 0.212 204
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Table 3 PDF comparison based on 2-dimension-2-mode Gaussian synthetic samples

G/ HSE PDF &A1 PDFE JB A PDFH LSCV RoT
) 0.059 880 0.051 744 0.051 020 0.050 635 0.034 518
Z 0.085 662 0.064 589 0.063 775 0.062 599 0.039 264
z 0.033 067 0.028 495 0.038 265 0.027 466 0.028 002
4 0.056 320 0.050 201 0.051 020 0.048 888 0.033 627
s 0.084 217 0.063 995 0.063 775 0.062 010 0.038 986
Z6 0.078 604 0.059 397 0.082 908 0.057 756 0.038 838
z 0.076 596 0.058 454 0.076 530 0.056 439 0.037 537
T 0.087 492 0.064 745 0.089 285 0.062 867 0.039 684
T 0.066 530 0.057 027 0.076 530 0.055 595 0.035 874
T 0.084 334 0.063 196 0.063 775 0.061 465 0.039 645

(2) folx)(D=2,K=9)
w=[0.100.010.010.12 0.16 0.05 0.40 0.01 0.14 ] ;.=[[1.60 0.69][4.63 3.72][7.95 7.04 ]
[10.309.39][12.81 11.90][16.71 15.80][18.72 17.81][20.89 19.98][23.41 22.50] ] ;£=[[[8.77 0]
[08.771][[2.330][02.33]][[2.16 0][02.16]][[2.00 0][0 2.00]][[2.26 0][0 2.26]][[2.52 0]
[02.52]][[2.66 0][02.66]1][[0.770][00.77]1[[1.700][0 1.70]]].

Wit 5 LSCVY BCVHY MLCV™ RoT™ Scott’s RoT" #il Silverman’s RoT /5 6 Fifili i1 )7 1
HEAT P A, BR8] 95 325 B9 A 3 PDF 5 B52 PDF 22 [ (4 — S0Pk ok 56 3F HKDE A9 4 B89, Horf BCV
i F R 1% 5 19 kedd ks £ 52 3, H 42 7€ Python ' fifi A Statsmodels J 52 81 ; PDF (% — (9% i i KL
(Kullback-Leibler) # 8 A 47 BB A9 #5 5

T ELULE 2R AS [R5k ) A 1R RE 22 5, % HKDE AR bR 6 07 i 64T T PDF %8 5 28 I 9 m] # 4k
X5 L, TR B SR T T KL B Bl AP AG S8 b5 o 816 F0 7 43 512 £, () B fog( 2 ) 53 A0 B9 Al 71 PDF
XTHRER . MR G R RLEEH ,RoT . Scott’s RoT # Silverman’s RoT iX 3 f 5 #4411 #) PDF 5 &
52 PDF Z M AAAE W] i 22 1 3 S 2 DR A B T 2 26 7 1 25 4 A1 B i3 R A B B0 A A L, AT O 7 T %
Z 553 A B, AE AR ASEXT N (4 AR AR S5 TE VA B IE B X 4y o X S BOY A AR T B, 2 A A A AR B AG T AR L
S, T 26 25 T BLSE AN BARAE . AHILZ R ,BVC.LSCV MIMLCV FiERIE T — & Mot &
1M, 53X 267 AR I, HKDE J5 #4521 PDF HA /i KL 8% (8, Bl HKDE {31 PDF B 408 T 5
5 PDF, i R W HKDE 724l AR T £ i A A S0 PDF I BAT 5 9 oo 1 A5 P
4.3 HKDE &4 IE

A AE 4.1 R B A 18 4 A b, % HKDE #1 LSCV'Y (BCV'™ MLCV'™ [RoT™/ Scott’ s
RoT"#'#1 Silverman’s RoT "¥3x 6 Fh 7 2= L4 Mz &5 B iR & 4 8 GMM 207 82 64T 1 8008 e e, 5% 1 38 5 i
7% MSE 1E 2 i &8 b i S PEAG HKDE #9421k . MSE #7841+ PDF 5 B 52 PDF 2 [A]15% 2% - J7 i 7 1
{8 o i H B AN ] 7 ¥k 19 MSE {8, 7T LI Wi 3+ PDF 5 B2 PDF 22 [6] B9 3 300 72 5, 42/ i MSE {8 3%
W& Al 7 PDF SN 4% 5 552 PDF .

Xt PR Z Mo A, 2B L — AL AR AZ o3 A 1) B AL R A 0 SR IR 88 I AR i — A1 249 50 43 A A )1 5
B S 0 N A5 RO SR O AR o eI R AR B A IR % 2% (Training MSE, TMSE) &
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Fig.6 PDF estimations corresponding to seven different KDE methods on 1-dimension-7-mode Gaussian synthetic

samples
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Table 4 TMSE comparison based on 1-dimension-multi-mode Gaussian synthetic samples

B LSCV MLCV BCV RoT Scott’s RoT = Silverman’s RoT ~ GMM HKDE

Si{x) 0.000571 0.001392 0.000623 0.007 238  0.005 346 0.003 315 0.000 263 0.000 401
JSi(x) 0.003992 0.014027 0.004059 0.023497  0.005 716 0.004 458 0.002 388 0.003 588
Ju(x) 0.001231 0.001884 0.001051 0.006826  0.001 954 0.001 457 0.000 234 0.000 905
JSis(x) 0.000478 0.000578 0.000575 0.001272  0.001 272 0.000 963 0.001 087 0.000 462
JSis(x) 0.001540 0.004290 0.026931 0.019797  0.019 798 0.017 434 0.000 552 0.000 833
Siu(x) 0.000288 0.000178 0.003798 0.001545  0.001 445 0.001 067 0.000 331 0.000 137
JSis(x) 0.000429 0.000502 0.004 979 0.002915  0.002 915 0.002 519 0.001 387 0.000 426
JSi(x) 0.000324 0.000122 0.000 938 0.001566  0.001 566 0.001 373 0.000 929 0.000 115
JSinlx) 0.000373 0.000367 0.000421 0.000380  0.000 380 0.000 329 0.000 466  0.000 268

K5 BEAEETLUANIMESKRSHT S HE TMSE Xttt

Table 5 TMSE comparison based on 2-dimension-multi-mode Gaussian synthetic samples

Scott’s  Silverman’s

g LSCV MLCV BCV RoT GMM HKDE
RoT RoT
JS(x) 0.000058 0.000177  0.000203  0.000202  0.000088  0.000062  0.000011 0.000 050
Sa(x) 0.000084 0.000441  0.000 187  0.000 379  0.000 223  0.000 141 0.000 049 0.000 058
Sulx) 0.001231 0.007 342  0.005800  0.008 135  0.006 690  0.005510  0.005 697 0.001 008
fos(x) 0.003121  0.019997 0.009 527  0.021 064  0.006 428  0.004 642 0.000 607 0.002 709
JSos(x) 0.000245 0.000850 0.000202  0.000459  0.000311  0.000238  0.000 334 0.000 186
fa(x) 0.028973  0.006 766  0.006 624  0.007 333 0.006 274  0.005568  0.004 892 0.002 062
Jfs(x) 0.000111  0.000453  0.000 388  0.000402  0.000276  0.000 214  0.000 178 0.000 096
fo(x) 4.64E—06 6.93E—06 5.24E—05 347E—05 2.35E—05 1.71IE—05 6.92E—06 4.61E—06

Soao(x) 0.000023  0.000035 0.000278  0.000220  0.000 154  0.000 125 0.000 027 0.000 020

K6 BAFETIHNIMSESH2HAGMSE 3L

Table 6 GMSE comparison based on 1-dimension-multi-mode Gaussian synthetic samples

B4 LSCV MLCV BCV RoT Scott’s RoT Silverman’s RoT GMM HKDE

Si(x) 0.000148 0.000 264 0.000 154 0.001 216  0.000 905 0.000 572 0.000 053 0.000 133
JSis(x) 0.000 645 0.001677 0.000651 0.002646  0.000 811 0.000 688 0.000 429 0.000 610
Sulx) 0.000200 0.000294 0.000176 0.001026  0.000 304 0.000 232 0.000 045 0.000 159
Sis(x) 0.000128 0.000 150 0.000 150 0.000 322  0.000 322 0.000 245 0.000 225 0.000 125
Sis(x) 0.000246 0.000 246 0.003 555 0.002 479  0.002 679 0.002 365 0.000 252 0.000 188
Siu(x) 0.000105 0.000076 0.001193 0.000496  0.000 465 0.000 345 0.000 153  0.000 064
Sis(x) 0.000125 0.000136 0.001566 0.000874  0.000 874 0.000 737 0.000 364 0.000 125
Si(x) 0.000124 0.000047 0.000323 0.000516  0.000 516 0.000 455 0.000 368 0.000 046

Sialx) 0.000 140 0.000 138 0.000 157 0.000 153 0.001 426 0.000 126 0.000 199 0.000 112
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Table 7 GMSE comparison based on 2-dimension-multi-mode Gaussian synthetic samples

Scott’s Silverman’s

Hods 4k LSCV MLCV BCV RoT GMM HKDE
RoT RoT

fo(x) 2.78E—06 6.13E—06 6.97E—06 6.92E—06 3.43E—06 2.78E—06 6.18E—07 2.59E—06
Sslx) 3.95E—06 12.1E—06 5.50E—06 12.1E—06 6.33E—06 4.48E—06 2.10E—06 3.30E—06
fulx) 212E—05 9.03E—05 6.98E—05 9.03E—05 8.07E—05 6.63E—05 7.56E—05 1.94E—05
fs(x) 2.93E—05 13.9E—05 6.84E—05 144E—05 4.74E—05 3.69E—05 6.10E—06 2.80E—05
fslx) 6.16E—06 17.7E—06 5.63E—06 9.57E—06 6.93E—06 5.89E—06 8.89E—06 5.60E—06
Salx) 134E—05 584E—05 5.72E—05 6.32E—05 542E—05 4.84E—05 4.69E—05 2.18E—05
fslx) 2.69E—06 9.09E—06 7.62E—06 7.92E—06 5.31E—06 4.19E—06 4.71E—06 2.52E—06
folx) 0.35E—06 043E—06 2.71E—06 1.81E—06 1.24E—06 0.93E—06 0.75E—06 0.34E—06

forolx) 0.66E—06 0.92E—06 6.51E—06 5.14E—06 3.62E—06 2.94E—06 0.73E—06 0.62E—06
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