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Abstract

The adequate use of information measured in a continuous manner along a period
of time represents a methodological challenge. In the last decades, most of traditional
statistical procedures have been extended for accommodating these functional data.
The binary classification problem, which aims to correctly identify units as positive
or negative based on marker values, is not aside of this scenario. The crucial point
for making binary classifications based on a marker is to establish an order in the
marker values, which is not immediate when these values are presented as functions.
Here, we argue that if the marker is related to the characteristic under study, a
trajectory from a positive participant should be more similar to trajectories from
the positive population than to those drawn from the negative. With this criterion,
a classification procedure based on the distance between the involved functions is
proposed. Besides, we propose a fully non-parametric estimator for this so-called
probability-based criterion, PBC. We explore its asymptotic properties, and its finite-
sample behavior from an extensive Monte Carlo study. The observed results suggest
that the proposed methodology works adequately, and frequently better than its
competitors, for a wide variety of situations when the sample size in both the training
and the testing cohorts is adequate. The practical use of the proposal is illustrated
from real-world dataset. As online supplementary material, the manuscript includes
a document with further simulations and additional comments. An R function which
wraps up the implemented routines is also provided.
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1 Introduction

Modern technology devices are able to generate and storage large quantities of information.

Not infrequently, this information includes different variables of interest measured in a

continuous-manner along a period of time. The adequate use of the resulting functional data

represents a methodological challenge. In the last decades, most of traditional statistical

procedures have been extended for accommodating this type of data. For an overview of

the topic see, for instance, the monographs by Ramsay and Silverman [1], and Ferraty and

Vieu [2]. Theoretical and inferential aspects can be found in more recent books by Horváth

and Kokoszka [3], and Kokoszka and Reimherr [4], among others. The binary classification

problem, which aims to correctly identify units as positive or negative based on marker

values, is not aside of this scenario. We recommend the excelent review of Wang et al.

[5] for having an overview about several emerging and promising areas of functional data

classification.

The receiver operating characteristic, ROC, curve [6] is a graphical tool routinely used

for representing the performance of continuous markers in terms of the sensitivities (prob-

ability that a positive participant is correctly classified as positive) and specificities (prob-

ability that a negative participant is correctly classified as negative) associated with all

potential thresholds. Besides, the area under the curve, AUC, is a popular index for mea-

suring the overall discrimination capacity of the marker through a single number [7]. Both

theoretical and practical aspects of ROC curves and AUCs have been broadly treated in

the specialized literature (see, for instance, the monographs of Zhou et al. [8], Pepe [9], or

Nakas et al. [10], among others).

The crucial point for making binary classifications based on a marker is to establish

an order in the marker values. When the considered marker incorporates multivariate

information, usual practice is searching for linear combinations maximizing the resulting

AUC (see Pérez-Fernández [11] for an overview of existing methods). Estévez-Pérez and

Vieu [12] considered markers living in an infinite-dimensional space (functions). In their

paper, the sample of functions is ranked via a projection over a particular subset of the

functional space adequately indexed (ordered). This approach identifies difference in the

location parameter, but it is not adequate when main difference between the structure

of the functions drawn from the positive and the negative groups is in their shape or
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covariance structure [13]. Jang and Manatunga [14] reduced each function to a single value.

They considered a number of important and simple pharmacokinetic features such as the

minimum or the maximum values, but also integral-type summaries such as the average

velocity or the average acceleration. Bianco et al. [13] extended the idea of finding linear

combinations for maximizing the AUC of the resulting punctuation to the functional data

framework. They also considered quadratic transformations which allow to deal with cases

where the involved covariance structures are different. Besides, a number of extensions

for regression models including functional predictors have been proposed in the specialized

literature. These proposals include binary dependent variables, which are strongly related

to the binary classification problem, and that can be used with this goal (see, for instance,

Escabias et al. [15] [16], among others). Here, we argue that if the marker is related to the

characteristic under study, a trajectory from a positive participant should be more similar

to trajectories from the positive population than to those drawn from the negative. Based

on that, we transform each trajectory in a probability of being positive (against of being

negative), and propose to use the resulting probabilities for allocating the participants

within the positive or within the negative group. We call this criterion PBC (probability-

based classification).

Rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present an overview of

how functional data can be used in the binary classification problem, introduce the pro-

posed criterion, and derive a fully non-parametric estimator. In Section 3, we consider

asymptotic properties, discuss some theoretical limitations of our proposal, and explore

the use of different inferential approaches. Section 4 shows the results of the Monte Carlo

simulations conducted in order to study the finite-sample behavior of the PBC criterion.

In Section 5, we explore in deep the problem of identifying breast cancer patients at

risk of having cardiotoxicity therapy-related cardiac dysfunction (CTRCD) through the

functional transformation of the results obtained by Tissue Doppler Imaging (TDI) test-

ing. This dataset is publicly available at https://figshare.com/articles/dataset/BC_

cardiotox_A_cardiotoxicity_dataset_for_breast_cancer_patients/22650748/4, and

fully explained in Pineiro-Lamas et al. [17]. Same dataset has been previously considered

by Bianco et al. [13] for illustrating their proposal. Our main conclusions are presented in

Section 6. Technical details and other complements are provided in the Appendix and in

the online document Supplementary Material, respectively.
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2 Classification based on functions

We consider here the use of functions for classifying subjects (units, participants, patients)

as positive or negative. Let F be a family of functions which constitutes a separable Hilbert

space. Particularly, we consider that each f P F is a function such that f : T Ñ R, with
ş

T
fptq2dt ă 8 for some compact T Ă R. Let FN and FP be subsets of F representing the

trajectories drawn from the negative (Y “ 0), and from the positive (Y “ 1) populations,

respectively. Notice that, in order to have some discriminatory ability, the functions within

the sub-families FN and FP should have different behavior.

Following the overall classification subsets approach introduced by Mart́ınez-Camblor

and Pardo-Fernández [18], classifying participants based on the information provided by

a functional marker implies to define a criterion for being positive (analogously, we could

define a criterion for being negative), Cp (0 ď p ď 1), such that

Ppf P Cp|Y “ 0q “ p.

That is, following this classification criterion, the specificity of the (functional) marker is

1 ´ p. Therefore, the sensitivity will be determined by

Ppf P Cp|Y “ 1q.

Once defined a family of classification criteria, tCput0ďpď1u, the ROC curve associated with

these classification rules would be determined by the pairs

tPpf P Cp|Y “ 0q, Ppf P Cp|Y “ 1qu “ tp, Ppf P Cp|Y “ 1qu ,

and therefore, the ROC curve at point p (0 ď p ď 1) will be

Rppq “ Ppf P Cp|Y “ 1q. (1)

Given the nature of the problem, the immediate temptation (that would avoid ordering

the functions) would be to define a region Ip Ă T ˆ R, and consider f P Cp :“ tf P F :

pt, fptqq P Ip, @t P T u (similar, although alternative, formulations of these regions could be

easily defined). Following Mart́ınez-Camblor et al. [19], for each p P r0, 1s, we will search for

a Cp such that Ppf P Cp|Y “ 0q “ p, and which maximizes Ppf P Cp|Y “ 1q. Unfortunately,

in this context, this approach has two major wrinkles. iq The estimation of the regions
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based on finite samples would be strongly overfitted, and the extrapolation of the results

would be probably complex. iiq The criterion would miss the longitudinal nature of the

information contained in the trajectories, which could mislead the problem for particular

curve configurations (see, for instance, Model II, in Section 4).

Alternatively, as it is reported in Bianco et al. [13], we can define an operator, Υ : F Ñ

R, which transforms the elements of F (functions) in real values. Then, we can directly

use these real values for classifying. As we have mentioned in the Introduction, examples

of Υp¨q considered in the existing literature are the minimum value, the maximum value,

or the integral, among many others.

2.1 Probability-Based Classification

We argue that functions drawn from FP (FN) would be closer to functions from FP (FN)

than to those functions from FN (FP ). Therefore, for each f P F , we define the random

variable

Xf :“

"

df pgq :“

ż

T

pfptq ´ gptqq
2dt, g P F

*

. (2)

And, directly

Xf,k :“

"

df pgq :“

ż

T

pfptq ´ gptqq
2dt, g P Fk

*

, k P tN,P u. (3)

Our assumption implies that, when f P Fk, the smallest values of Xf would correspond

to Xf,k (k P tN,P u), and therefore, for an adequate transformation, hf p¨q, the random

variable

P :“ tpf :“ Pphf pXf,P q ă hf pXf,Nqq, f P F u , (4)

takes larger values for f P FP than for f P FN . We propose to classify the participants

using the criteria

Cp :“ tf P F : pf ą F0p1 ´ pqu , 0 ď p ď 1, (5)

where F0p¨q “ PpP ď ¨|Y “ 0q, that is, the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of P

in the negative population. Therefore, for 0 ď p ď 1, the ROC curve associated with the

PBC criterion is defined by

Rppq “ 1 ´ F1pF
´1
0 p1 ´ pqq, (6)

with F1p¨q “ PpP ď ¨|Y “ 1q, CDF of P in the positive population.
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Remark 1. When the main difference between curves from the positive and the negative

populations are in the location parameter, PpXf,P ă Xf,Nq would be larger for f P Xf,P

than for f P Xf,N . However, we want that our procedure considers situations in which a

positive function could be close only to a particular subgroup of positive functions. The

role of hf p¨q is dealing with potential mixture behaviors of FP (FN), or large difference in

the variance structure of FN and FP . In these cases, to be close of a subset of positive

functions but far from others would be in the line of our argument for being classified

as positive. In this sense, hf p¨q helps to ponder the group with the smallest differences.

The gROC curve [19] allows a fully non-parametric estimation of hf p¨q [20, 21], always

considering that smaller distances with the positive functions have to be associated with

higher probabilities of being positive.

2.2 Empirical estimator for the PBC

Let tf1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , fn0 , fn0`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , fn0`n1u be a sample of n (“ n0 ` n1) independent random

functions drawn from F , where the first n0 units are from FN , and the remaining n1 from

FP . For each function, fi (1 ď i ď n) we compute the random variable

X̂n
fi
:“

"

d̂fi,npfjq :“

ż

T

pfiptq ´ fjptqq
2dt, i ‰ j P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu

*

.

We consider immediate the definitions of X̂n0
fi,N

and X̂n1
fi,P

. Then, once estimated the trans-

formation, hf p¨q, we use the well-known Mann-Whitney estimator for approximating the

probability Ppĥf pXf,Nq ă ĥf pXf,P qq. Therefore, for 1 ď i ď n0, we define

p̂fi,n :“
1

pn0 ´ 1q ¨ n1

n0
ÿ

j“1
j‰i

n1`n0
ÿ

k“n0`1

1tĥfipd̂fi,npfkqq ă ĥfipd̂fi,npfjqqu,

and, for n0 ă i ď n0 ` n1,

p̂fi,n :“
1

n0 ¨ pn1 ´ 1q

n0
ÿ

j“1

n1`n0
ÿ

k“n0`1
k‰i

1tĥfipd̂fi,npfkqq ă ĥfipd̂fi,npfjqqu.

where 1tAu stands for the standard indicator function (takes value 1 if A is true, and 0

otherwise). Finally, we have

P̂n :“ tp̂fi,n, i P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n0 ` n1uu .
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The proposed estimator for the target ROC curve is,

R̂n,‚ppq “ 1 ´ F̂n1,npF̂´1
n0,n

p1 ´ pqq, p P r0, 1s, (7)

where F̂´1
n0,n

p¨q “ infts : F̂n0,npsq ą ¨u, with F̂nk,np¨q the empirical cumulative distribution

function (eCDF) for Fnk
p¨q “ PpPn ď ¨|Y “ kq (k P t0, 1u).

Notice that, in F̂´1
nk,n

p¨q (k P t0, 1u), the first subscript, nk, refers to the ’sample’ used

for estimating the CDF, while the second, n, refers to the number of distances used for

computing the nk-values (actually, n´1, in this case). Similar criterion is used for labeling

the ROC curve estimator. In R̂n,mp¨q, n refers to the sample used for computing the

distances, while m refers to the ’new’ functions being classified. The estimator which uses

the same set of functions for both tasks is labeled by R̂n,‚pc9q. The set of functions used as

reference for computing the distance of a given ’new’ function will be called system or, for

highlighting its random nature, sample-system (Rnppq “ 1 ´ Fn1pF̂´1
n0

p1 ´ pqq, p P r0, 1s,

refers to the real ROC curve based on the sample-system ’n’).

Remark 2. In practice, for applying the procedure to a ’new function’ (patient) we need to

have the system fed with a set of functions from which we are first computing the distances

to the positive and to the negative populations, and then, the probability associated to

this ’new function’. This probability will be used for taking decisions. In this sense,

with a machine learning perspective, the system could be fed with new and more specific

information.

3 Asymptotic properties

Next result guarantees the uniform consistency of the non-parametric estimator proposed

in Subsection 2.2.

Theorem 1. Let tf1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , fn0 , fn0`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , fn0`n1u be a random sample of n functions drawn

from a separable Hilbert space F , where the first n0 units are from FN and the remaining

n1 from FP . If n1{n0 “ λ2
n Ñ λ2 ă 8, and the related functions ĥfip¨q (1 ď i ď n) are

consistently estimated. Then, if Rp¨q has two continuous and bounded derivatives,

sup
pPr0,1s

|R̂n,‚ppq ´ Rppq| ÝÑn 0 a.s. (almost surely). (8)

7



l

We provide a proof of this result in the Appendix.

The asymptotic normality of the estimator is far from being immediate. Notice that

the n ˆ n matrix containing the distances between the functions is symmetric (with zeros

in the main diagonal). The pairs pX̂n
fi
, X̂n

fj
q (1 ď i ‰ j ď n) are not independent, and the

relationships between these pairs are inherited by their associated probabilities. Therefore,

standard asymptotic results regarding ROC curve and AUC are not directly applied to the

PBC estimator.

Fortunately, standard training-testing approach would break the dependency between

the probabilities. We can use the testing cohort for constructing adequate confidence

intervals on both the ROC curve and the AUC values. Based on that, we i) randomly

select a portion of the sample for constructing the sample-system, and ii) compute ROC

curve and AUC values using the remaining portion of the sample. The resulting ROC curve

estimator, R̂ns,ncp¨q (ns ` nc “ n) satisfies the following result.

Theorem 2. Under Theorem’s 1 assumptions, let R̂ns,ncp¨q be the ROC curve estimator

based on the training-testing algorithm described above. Then, if Rnsp¨q has a continuous

and bounded derivative, rnsp¨q, there exists a probability space on which one can define

two independent sequences of Brownian bridges, Bpnc0q

0 tput0ďpď1u and Bpnc1q

1 tput0ďpď1u, such

that

?
nc1 ¨ rR̂ns,ncppq ´Rnsppqs “ Bpnc1q

1 t1´Rnsppqu `λ ¨rnsppq ¨Bpnc0q

0 t1´pu `op1q a.s. (9)

where nc0 and nc1 are the number of negative and positive curves included in the testing

cohort, respectively. l

Notice that, since the functions are estimated outside the considered sample, proof of

this Theorem is directly derived from Hsieh and Turnbull [22].

A direct consequence of Theorem’s 2 is that, if Âns,nc “
ş1

0
R̂ns,ncppqdp and Ans “

ş1

0
Rnsppqdp, then we can immediately derive the following asymptotic convergence.

Corollary 1. Under the Theorem’s 2 assumptions, we have that

?
nc1 ¨ rÂns,nc ´ Anss

L
ÝÑnc1 N p0, σλq, (10)

where σ2
λ “ }Fns1}Fns0

` λ2 ¨ }Fns0}Fns1
, with ns0 and ns1 the number of curves from the
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negative and the positive populations included in the training cohort, respectively, and

}F }G “
ş

F 2pxqdGpxq ´
`ş

F pxqdGpxq
˘2
. l

Remark 3. Logically, the distance between Rnsp¨q, based on a sample-system with ns

functions, and the real Rp¨q, based on the real-system, depends on the number and rep-

resentativity of the ns functions included in Rnsp¨q. In practice, none of them can be

computed, and only the sample-system can be used for doing real classifications.

4 Numerical simulations

We consider here some Monte Carlo simulations for exploring the finite-sample behav-

ior of the PBC criterion described previously. We randomly select 1/3 of the sample for

constructing the model (sample-system) and use the remaining 2/3 of the sample for esti-

mating ROC curves and AUCs. Since, beyond the quality of the estimator, the different

criteria have different underlying realities, we will report the areas under the curve ob-

tained in different models for the proposed estimator (PBC), the minimum (Min.), the

maximum (Max.), and the integral (Int.) criteria considered in Jang and Manatunga [14].

Besides, we consider linear (Lin.) and quadratic (Qua.) approximations based on the

functional logistic regression models implemented by Escabias et al. [23] in the R package

logitFD (details and used R code are provided as supplement). In general, we study four

main functional scenarios, and then, we add different types of noise for obtaining the final

trajectories. We run 1000 Monte Carlo simulations with four different sample size configu-

rations (pn0, n1q “ p50, 50q, p50, 100q, p100, 100q, p200, 100q). Next, we briefly describe the

models.

Model I. We study raws based on the functions gptq “ sinpπ ¨tq, and fptq “ p7{5q¨sinpπ ¨tq,

with t P r´1, 1s. In Model I-a, curves from both the negative and the positive samples

were drawn from gptq ` ϵAptq, where ϵAptq has a scaled Brownian motion structure with

σptq “ 1{200 (real AUC is 0.5). In Model I-b, the curves from the negative population were

also drawn from gptq`ϵAptq, but curves from the positive population were from fptq`ϵAptq.

In Model-c, we introduced some heterogeneity in the variance structure; negative curves
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were again generated from gptq ` ϵAptq, but positive curves were from fptq ` ϵBptq, where

ϵBptq has a scaled Brownian motion structure with σptq “ 1{100. Finally, Model-d included

asymmetric noises. Negative curves were drawn from gptq ` τAptq, and positive curves from

fptq ` τAptq, where τAptq is a centered Exponential variogram with parameter 200.

Model II. We explore now the behavior of the different criteria on ’mixture functions’.

In the Model II-a, for t P r´1, 1s, curves from the negative group are gptq “ b ¨ t2 ¨ 1tt ď

0u´b¨t2 ¨1tt ą 0u, and from the positive group fptq “ a¨t2, where a and b are independently

generated from two random variables with CDF p1{2q ¨ Φ´2,1{4p¨q ` p1{2q ¨ Φ2,1{4p¨q, with

Φµ,σp¨q the CDF of a normal random variable with mean µ and standard deviation σ.

Then, we follow the same previous structure. In Model II-b, the curves are gptq ` ϵAptq

(negative), and fptq ` ϵAptq (positive), with ϵAptq scaled Brownian motions (σptq “ 1{200).

For Model II-c, we consider the same functions for the negative group, but we run functions

from fptq ` ϵBptq in the positive, with ϵBptq also scaled Brownian motions (σptq “ 1{100).

Finally, in Model II-d, gptq`τAptq, and fptq`τAptq; τAptq centered Exponential variograms

with parameter 200.

Model III. In Model III, the functions are the probability densities of a normal distri-

bution with mean µ and standard deviation σ, φµ,σptq (t P r´1, 1s). In the Model III-a,

for each curve from the negative group, the values of µ and σ were randomly generated

from N p´0.15, 0.1q, and the absolute value of N p0.5, 0.2q, respectively (N pµ, σq normal

variable with mean µ and variance σ2). For the positive curves, the values of µ and σ were

generated from N p0.15, 0.1q, and the absolute value of N p0.5, 0.2q, respectively. Then, we

followed the previous structure. In Model III-b, again, we added scaled Brownian motions,

ϵAptq, to all the curves, with σptq “ 1{200. In Model III-c, the negative functions fol-

low the previous structure, but in the positive curves, we added scaled Brownian motions,

ϵBptq, with σptq “ 1{100. In Model III-d, we added to both the negative and the positive

trajectories centered Exponential variograms with parameter 200.

Model IV. Finally, considered trajectories differ only at the end of the domain. We

followed the same structure than in Model-I. In Model IV-a, both the negative and the

positive functions were drawn from gptq ` ϵAptq, where gptq “ ´p1{2q ¨ t3{pt ´ 2q2, ϵAptq
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has the same previous definition (real AUC is 0.5). Similarly, in Model IV-b, negative

trajectories were again from gptq ` ϵAptq, while positive were from fptq ` ϵAptq, with fptq “

p1{2q ¨ t3{pt ´ 2q2. In Model IV-c, the curves were drawn from gptq ` ϵAptq (negative), and

fptq ` ϵBptq (positive), following consistent definitions. In Model IV-d, we incorporated the

centered Exponential variogram and have the functions gptq ` τAptq, and fptq ` τAptq for

the negative and the positive populations, respectively.

Figure 1 depicts the overall behavior of the four models and, in the shadow, some

random trajectories as example. Table S1 (included in the online supplement material)

contains the ROC curves and the AUCs for the 16 models studied based on a sample size

of pn0, n1q “ p2500, 2500q (in the PBC case, we run two independent samples with this size,

one for training, one for testing). We will consider these values as the reality of reference

(real-system).

Figures 2 and 3 show the violin plots for the AUCs obtained in our simulations. Models

I-a, and IV-a emulate a situation in which the marker does not provide any information

(AUC=0.5). We can see that Min., Max., Int., and PBC behave adequately and report

average AUCs around 0.5. However, Lin. and Qua. show a clear overfitting problem,

diluted but not fully removed when the sample size increases. In Models I-b, I-c, and I-d,

Int., Max., and Min. had any, moderate, and good classification capacity, respectively.

This capacity is not affected by the type of noise added. Lin., and Qua. showed strong

classification (almost perfect) accuracies. Lin. was more affected than Qua. by the dif-

ference in the variance structure of the trajectories (Model I-c). PBC reached, in general,

very good results, however, and not surprisingly, it shows strongly asymmetric distribu-

tions; the sample-system used for training can fail when the number of trajectories used

is excessively low. The probability of randomly selecting a poor sample-system in a con-

text of good classifications capacity dilutes clearly when the sample size increases. Despite

that, in these models, the overall classification capacity competes with Lin. and Qua. In

Model II, Lin. and Qua. provided poor results, slightly better than those obtained by Int.,

which is not related with the outcome. Highlight that despite Qua. takes some advan-

tage of the different noise structure (Model II-c), its results still poor. Besides, Min. and

Max. reported moderate results, not really affected by the structure of the noise. In these
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Figure 1: Models. Average shape of the functions considered in the models I, II, III, and

IV, with some random trajectories (shadow) from some of the particular models.
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models, PBC is the clear winner. However, even in this very favorable situation, we can

observe some outlier caused by small size in the sample-system. The problem disappears

in Model II-(a,b,d) for sample size (200,100) (sample-size system based on 67 negative, and

33 positive trajectories). In general, in the Model III, Min., Max., and Int. were unable

to distinguish between the two populations, although Min. and Max. have some benefits

from the difference in the variance structure considered in Model III-c. Lin., Qua. reached

an almost perfect classification in Model II-a, and good and similar results in configura-

tions -b, -c, and -d. Again, highlight that Lin. suffers in scenarios with different variance

structure (e.g. Model III-c). PBC shows a behavior dominated by high variability and the

presence of outliners. It obtained similar results to Lin. and Qua. in -a, and even better

than Lin. in -c. In the scenarios -b and -d, its results were disperse, with AUCs values

ranging from 0.35 to 0.90 (mean of 0.65˘0.1) for pn0, n1q “(50,50), and worse than those

obtained by Lin. and Qua. Notice that, in the real-system, results of Lin., Qua., and PBC

methods were similar (Table S1). Finally, in the Model IV, Int. was mostly unrelated with

the outcome. Min., and Max. got moderate-low accuracies (better Max. in Model IV-c).

Lin. and Qua. behaved good, better Qua. in Model IV-c. The performance of PBC was

considerable good. Again, we have to highlight the great variability, although its results

were, in general, slightly better than those obtained by Qua.

We also study the ability of the approximation provided in (10) for constructing ac-

curate confidence intervals. For each previous Monte Carlo iteration, we compute a 95%

confidence interval, and we check whether the AUC derived from a fixed independent

sample of size pn0, n1q “ p2500, 2500q (which will be considered as the real behavior of

the sample-system, Rnsp¨q) is within this interval. Table 1 reports the observed coverage

percentages of these 95% confidence intervals, and their average lengths. Besides, it also

includes the percentage of times that these intervals contain the real-system AUC based

on the previously reported real-system of pn0, n1q “ p2500, 2500q (values provided in Table

S1). The estimating procedure always provided coverages around the expected 95% for

the sample-system AUCs. There are excessively large coverage for Model II-a, where the

underlaying AUC is close to 1. But, in general, we can say that the proposed procedure

works adequately. The coverages of the real-system AUCs strongly depend on the un-
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Figure 2: Models I. Violin plots for the AUCs observed in 2,000 Monte Carlo simulations

for the models type I, and II, with different sample sizes.
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Figure 3: Models II. Violin plots for the AUCs observed in 2,000 Monte Carlo simulations

for the models type III, and IV, with different sample sizes.
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derlying model. Not surprisingly, these coverages are around the 95% in Model I-a, and

Model IV-a (remember, real AUCs of 0.5). The distance between the sample-system and

the real-system was also small in Model II, where we see also good coverage. However, they

were poor in the rest of the models. Notice that, for instance, in Model III-(b, c, d), the

real-system reported AUCs of 0.76, 0.79, 0.77, while the average AUCs obtained for the

sample-systems (pn0, n1q “(200,100)) were 0.67 (ranging 0.40 to 0.86), 0.77 (ranging 0.26

to 0.88), and 0.67 (ranging 0.40 to 0.86), respectively.

5 Real-world application

We are interested in studying the ability of the velocity of myocardial motion (VMM) for

diagnosing cancer therapy-related cardiac dysfunction (CTRCD) in breast cancer patients.

Therapies based on drugs targeting the HER2 protein have shown benefits for specific types

of breast cancer in terms of overall response of patients and survival expectancy. However,

associated cardiotoxicity (CTRCD) can be a major adverse effect. With the goal of un-

derstanding the ability of VMM for diagnosing CTRCD, as we anticipated in Section 1,

we consider the data presented in Piñeiro-Lamas et al. [17] containing measured of VMM

using the echocardiographic technique called Tissue Doppler Imaging (TDI), which shows

velocity as a function of time. Figure 4 shows the average behavior (thick lines) of this

velocity function based on the 243 patients without CTRCD (blue line), and on the 27

patients with CTRCD (red line). Thin lines represent each single patient trajectory. Aver-

age behaviors look similar between the groups, while the non CTRCD patients trajectories

have more variability.

The AUCs for the Min., Max., and Int. were 0.68 (95% CI 0.58 to 0.78), 0.55 (0.42

to 0.67) and 0.53 (0.41 to 0.65), respectively. When we apply the Lin., and Qua. criteria,

the AUCs were 0.65 (0.55 to 0.75), and 0.72 (0.65 to 0.79) respectively. Remark: the last

two models are not protected for overfitting (see Supplementary Material for an additional

Monte Carlo simulation scenario including the particularities of this dataset). When we

compute the PBC estimator using the whole dataset for both training and testing, we have

an AUC of 0.60 (0.54 to 0.66), which would be potentially overfitted as well. The standard

deviation involved in the confidence intervals for Lin., Qua., and PBC were computed using
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Table 1: Coverages. Coverage percentages for the 95% confidence intervals constructed based on the

training-testing approach for the sample-system and the real-system (based on the Table S1 values) AUCs.

We also report the average length of the obtained intervals.

sample-system real-system Length (mean)

-a -b -c -d -a -b -c -d -a -b -c -d

Model I

(50,50) 95.6 94.0 91.0 93.6 95.4 59.2 62.0 62.5 0.274 0.135 0.160 0.132

(50,100) 93.6 92.5 92.7 90.4 93.3 57.8 54.1 55.9 0.236 0.102 0.126 0.100

(100,100) 93.8 92.0 92.1 90.9 95.2 56.5 36.8 61.2 0.193 0.077 0.103 0.074

(200,100) 94.8 90.1 93.2 91.6 95.4 60.4 24.7 65.0 0.166 0.058 0.092 0.057

Model II

(50,50) 99.9 99.6 97.5 99.9 93.7 96.9 88.5 94.8 0.043 0.040 0.081 0.045

(50,100) 99.9 99.7 95.6 99.4 97.0 96.8 81.7 97.6 0.025 0.030 0.063 0.029

(100,100) 99.9 99.3 95.0 100 99.1 96.6 87.9 99.3 0.016 0.027 0.046 0.021

(200,100) 100 99.2 91.8 99.6 100 99.5 93.4 99.5 0.010 0.014 0.034 0.012

Model III

(50,50) 99.6 94.0 92.3 93.6 99.6 63.3 71.4 56.2 0.058 0.263 0.242 0.263

(50,100) 95.4 92.6 94.5 93.7 99.3 58.1 80.1 55.6 0.048 0.222 0.202 0.221

(100,100) 93.1 94..2 94.3 94.2 97.4 53.7 84.9 49.1 0.041 0.180 0.159 0.179

(200,100) 91.1 94.0 94.7 95.6 92.5 42.6 88.7 40.6 0.035 0.158 0.139 0.158

Model IV

(50,50) 95.5 92.6 93.4 94.5 95.5 67.5 71.4 66.6 0.283 0.176 0.199 0.196

(50,100) 94.8 92.7 92.9 92.0 95.1 66.7 72.4 60.0 0.243 0.162 0.160 0.159

(100,100) 94.7 94.1 93.6 94.7 93.8 54.1 64.1 55.8 0.197 0.129 0.130 0.128

(200,100) 93.7 94.5 93.2 95.2 94.1 46.9 63.4 46.5 0.170 0.109 0.110 0.108

17



0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

−
20

−
10

0
10

20

Cycle

V
el

oc
ity

 (
cm

/s
)

No CTRCD
CTRCD

Figure 4: CTRCD data. Average behavior (thick lines) of velocity function (VMM) based

on the 243 patients without CTRCD (blue line), and on the 27 patients with CTRCD (red

line). Thin lines represent each single patient trajectory.

200 Bootstrap iterations. AUCs provided for ΥLIN, and ΥQUAD in Bianco et al. [13] were

0.71 and 0.89, respectively.

Now, we implement the explored training-testing approach. We randomly select 1/3 of

the sample for training (approximately 80 negative and 9 positive curves), and check the

quality of the resulting sample-system for identifying CTRCD patients on the remaining

2/3 of the sample. We repeat the process 200 times. The average AUC was 0.54 (95%

CI) (0.42 to 0.66, 95% CI computed as an average of the lower, and upper bounds of the

200 95% CI), ranging from 0.33 to 0.71. Figure 5-right shows the average (thick line) and

the 200 ROC curves rays (thin lines). At left, we observe the violin plot for the AUC

distribution.

Therefore, the actual conclusion regarding this data could be that, (1) based on the

reported AUC, the PBC criterion does not get an adequate use of the information contained

in the VMM rays, and in this case, with the available data, using other criteria would be

better, or (2) the behavior of the VMM rays does not allow to accurately identify CTRCD

and, the high AUCs observed (provided by Qua., ΥLIN, and ΥQUAD) are spurious findings

caused by overfitted models. In order to figuring out the real differences between the
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Figure 5: Training-testing. (Left) Average (blue-thick), and individual (thin) ROC

curves for the 200 training-testing iterations (left), red-think line represents the ROC curves

for the PBC procedure on the whole sample. (Right) Violin plot for the obtained AUCs

(right).

involved trajectories, Figure 6 show the 27 rays from the patients with CTRCD (red lines),

and two sets of 27 rays randomly selected from the patients without CTRCD.

6 Conclusions

The presence of functional data (FD) is becoming more and more frequent in all scientific

research fields and, particularly, in biomedicine. The adequate use of the resulting patient-

trajectories with different goals represents a methodological challenge. In this paper, we

are interested in applying FD to the binary classification problem (BCP). Of course, we

are not the first considering this problem; Escabias et al. [15], Estévez-Pérez and Vieu [12],

Jang and Manatunga [14] or Bianco et al. [13], among others, have provided valuable inside

on this topic. The crucial step for adapting the already existing techniques for the BCP

to FD is to stablish an order on the obtained trajectories. Here, we propose to use the

L2-distance for approximating the probability that one function comes from the positive

population (against of coming from the negative population), and use this probability for
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Figure 6: CTRCD data. Trajectories from the 27 patients with CTRCD (red lines), and

two 27 rays randomly selected from patients without CTRCD (blue lines).

ranking the trajectories. The use of the area under the gROC curve, gAUC, allows to

correctly classify trajectories in clustered situations. That is, for classifying a trajectory as

positive/negative, we do not need that this is close to all the positive/negative trajectories,

or to an average trajectory, rather to a group of them. The proposed non-parametric

estimation procedure involves the selection of different parameters, which can lead to a

considerable amount of overfitting. In order to control this, we implement a standard

machine learning training-testing strategy, in which we use a portion of the sample for

learning the parameters required for being used in the remaining portion.

Our Monte Carlo simulation study shows that the training-testing approach effectively

controlled the potential overfitting of the PBC criterion (Model I-a, and Model IV-a).

Besides, PBC was the clear winner in the considered Model II and Model IV. It seems

that our proposal behaves well in situations where there exists more than one type of

trajectory for group. The current approach, taking only one random selection for the model

construction, made the variability very large; even in scenarios with an underlying AUC

close to 1, and with a very accurate overall behavior, we can see very low AUCs in some

of the iterations. The percentage of outliers reduces when the sample size increases. This
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problem could be mitigated generating more random sample-systems in a more machine-

learning base (see, in Section 5, the real-world problem implementation).

In the analysis of the considered real-world problem, the PBC criterion does not reach

very good results. The overall AUC is lower than those obtained by procedures such as

Qua., and ΥQUAD, and similar to ΥLIN; the training testing approach reported an average

AUC similar to Min., and Lin. We did not consider ΥLIN, and ΥQUAD in our Monte Carlo

simulations (software not available), but we have seen the overfitting of Lin., and (specially)

Qua. in the simulation process (see the online Supplementary Material for a scenario

informed by the real-world example). Besides, Figure 6 shows how, when the involved

sample sizes in the positive and the negative groups were equal, the overall visual impression

about the differences between the rays changes and, although some of the negative curves

present lower values first (about cycle 0.45-0.6) than the positive rays (around cycle 0.55-

0.66), and the lowest VMM value on the negative uses to be lower than the lowest value

on the positive (the AUC of the Min. criterion was 0.68), this is not the case for a number

of these trajectories. Based on the raw of ROC curves (Figure 5-right), in this problem we

have negative curves closer to the positive than to the negative populations.

In summary, we think the current paper presents a clear and reasonable solution for

the use of functional data in the binary classification problem. The criterion can be easily

extended/adapted to other contexts, and could be easily included in a learning process in

which the sample-systems are storage and ready to be used for informing decisions. As

usual, the employed criterion is not universally superior to others but allows a clear under-

standing of the classification process and makes a correct use of the available information.

Unfortunately, the R code we developed is excessively time-consuming (partially, because

the use of the gROC curve in an overall setting) and, probably, more skilled programmer

should take care of its technical implementations.

Appendix

Theorem’s 1 proof. First, we are going to prove that the eCDF derived from P̂n consistently

estimated CDFs of P in the negative and in the positive populations. From Mart́ınez-

Camblor et al. [20], we know that, for each 1 ď i ď n, p̂fi,n “ pfi ´ ϵi,n, where
?
n ¨ ϵi,n is

an asymptotically normal distributed random variable with variance σ2
i,λ ă 8. Therefore,
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for 1 ď p ď 1

1

n

n
ÿ

j“1

1tp̂fi,n ă pu ´ F ppq “
1

n

n
ÿ

j“1

1tpfi ă p ` ϵi,nu ´ F ppq

ď
1

n

n
ÿ

j“1

1tpfi ă p ` ϵM,nu ´ F pp ` ϵM,nq ` F pp ` ϵM,nq ´ F ppq

ď

˜

1

n

n
ÿ

j“1

1tpfi ă p ` ϵM,nu ´ F pp ` ϵM,nq

¸

` pF pp ` ϵM,nq ´ F ppqq ,

(11)

where ϵM,n “ max0ďiďntϵi,nu. Analogously, if ϵm,n “ min1ďiďntϵi,nu

1

n

n
ÿ

j“1

1tp̂fi,n ă pu ´ F ppq ě

˜

1

n

n
ÿ

j“1

1tpfi ă p ` ϵm,nu ´ F pp ` ϵm,nq

¸

` pF pp ` ϵm,nq ´ F ppqq .

(12)

Inequalities (11) and (12), the Glivenko-Canteli Theorem, and the continuity of F p¨q

guarantee that

sup
pPR

|F̂n,nppq ´ F ppq| ÝÑn 0 a.s.

Therefore, we have that suppPR |F̂n0,nppq ´ F0ppq| Ñn0 0 pa.s.q, and suppPR |F̂n1,nppq ´

F ppq| Ñn1 0 pa.s.q. For the consistency of the ROC curve estimator, we will argue as

in Dı́az-Coto et al. [24]. First, we know that for each sequence tu˚
NuNPN P p0, 1q, it holds

the equality

rRpp˚
N s ´ Rppqs “ rppq ¨ rp˚

N ´ ps ` Opp˚
N ´ pq, (13)

where rp¨q is the first derivative of Rp¨q. Let be q˚
n0

“ F̂´1
n0,n

p1 ´ pq, and p˚
n0

“ 1 ´ F0pq
˚
n0

q,

then

rR̂n,‚ppq ´ Rppqs “rR̂n,‚ppq ´ Rpp˚
n0

qs ` rRpp˚
n0

q ´ Rppqs

“rF1pq
˚
n0

q ´ F̂n1,npq˚
n0

qs ` rppq ¨ rF̂n0,npq˚
n0

q ´ F0pq
˚
n0

qs ` Opp˚
n0

´ pq,

and the proof is immediate from the uniform convergence of the involved eCDF. l

Proofs of Theorem 2, and Corollary 1 can be directly derived from Hsieh and Turnbull [22].
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Online supplements

As online supplementary material, we provide the R code used in Section 4, and some

complements to our Monte Carlo simulation study.
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