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Abstract

We investigate nonparametric estimation of a monotone baseline hazard and a decreas-
ing baseline density within the Cox model. Two estimators of a nondecreasing baseline
hazard function are proposed. We derive the nonparametric maximum likelihood esti-
mator and consider a Grenander type estimator, defined as the left-hand slope of the
greatest convex minorant of the Breslow estimator [4]. We demonstrate that the two
estimators are strong consistent and asymptotically equivalent and derive their common
limit distribution at a fixed point. Both estimators of a nonincreasing baseline hazard
and their asymptotic properties are acquired in a similar manner. Furthermore, we in-
troduce a Grenander type estimator for a nonincreasing baseline density, defined as the
left-hand slope of the least concave majorant of an estimator of the baseline cumulative
distribution function, derived from the Breslow estimator. We show that this estimator
is strong consistent and derive its asymptotic distribution at a fixed point.

Keywords: Cox model, Breslow estimator, greatest convex minorant, nonparametric max-
imum likelihood, cube-root asymptotics, empirical processes

1 Introduction

Shape constrained nonparametric estimation dates back in the 1950s. The milestone
paper of Grenander [7] introduced the maximum likelihood estimator of a nonincreasing
density, while Prakasa Rao [16] derived its asymptotic distribution at a fixed point. Similarly,
the maximum likelihood estimator of a monotone hazard function has been proposed by
Marshall and Proschan [14] and its asymptotic distribution was determined in [I7]. Other
estimators have been proposed and despite the high interest and applicability, the difficulty
in the derivation of the asymptotics was a major drawback. Shape constrained estimation
was revived by Groeneboom [8], who proposed an alternative for Prakasa Rao’s bothersome
type of proof. Groeneboom’s approach employs a so-called inverse process and makes use
of a Hungarian embedding or a KMT construction. Once such an embedding is available,
it enables the derivation of the asymptotic distribution of the considered estimator. This is
the case, for example, when estimating a monotone density or hazard function from right-
censored observations, as proposed by Huang and Zhang [I1] and Huang and Wellner [10].
Another setting for deriving the asymptotic distribution, that does not require a Hungarian
embedding, was later provided by the limit theorems in [I2]. Their cube root asymptotics are
based on a functional limit theorem for empirical processes.



The present paper treats the estimation of a monotone baseline hazard and a decreasing
baseline density in the Cox model. Ever since the model was introduced (see [4]) and in
particular, since the asymptotic properties of the proposed estimators were first derived by
Tsiatis [2I], the Cox model is the classical survival analysis framework for incorporating
covariates in the study of a lifetime distribution. The hazard function is of particular interest
in survival analysis, as it represents an important feature of the time course of a process under
study, e.g., death or a certain disease. The main reason lies in its ease of interpretation and
in the fact that the hazard function takes into account ageing, while, for example, the density
function does not. Times to death, infection or development of a disease of interest in most
survival analysis studies are observed to have a nondecreasing baseline hazard. Nevertheless,
the survival time after a successful medical treatment is usually modeled using a nonincreasing
hazard. An example of nonincreasing hazard is presented in Cook et al. [3], where the authors
concluded that the daily risk of pneumonia decreases with increasing duration of stay in the
intensive care unit.

Chung and Chang [2] consider a maximum likelihood estimator of a nondecreasing baseline
hazard function in the Cox model, adopting the convention that each censoring time is equal
to its preceding observed survival time. They prove consistency, but no distributional theory
is available. We consider a maximum likelihood estimator 5\n of a monotone baseline hazard
function, which imposes no extra assumption on the censoring times. This estimator differs
from the one in [2] and has a higher likelihood. Furthermore, we introduce a Grenander
type estimator for a monotone baseline hazard function based on the well-known baseline
cumulative hazard estimator, the Breslow estimator A,. The nondecreasing baseline hazard
estimator ), is defined as the left-hand slope of the greatest convex minorant (GCM) of A,,.
Similarly, a nonincreasing baseline estimator is characterized as the left-hand slope of the
least concave majorant (LCM) of A,. It is noteworthy that, just as in the no covariates
case (see [10]), the two monotone estimators are different, but are shown to be asymptotically
equivalent. Additionally, we introduce a nonparametric estimator for a nonincreasing baseline
density. An estimator F;, for the baseline distribution function is based on the Breslow
estimator and next, the baseline density estimator f,, is defined as the left-hand slope of the
LCM of F,,. The treatment of the maximum likelihood estimator for a nonincreasing baseline
density is much more complex and is deferred to another paper. For the remaining three
estimators, we show that they converge at rate n'/3 and we establish their limit distribution.
Since, to the authors best knowledge, there does not exist a Hungarian embedding for the
Breslow estimator, our results are based on the theory in [I2] and an argmax continuous
mapping theorem in [10].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the model and state our
assumptions. The formal characterization of the maximum likelihood estimator A is given in
Lemmas and Our main results concerning the asymptotic properties of the proposed
estimators are gathered in Section [3] Section [4]is devoted to the proofs of strong consistency
and to establishing strong uniform consistency of the Breslow estimator and the correspond-
ing estimator F; of the baseline cumulative distribution function. In order to prepare the
application of results from [12], in Section |5, we introduce the inverses of the estimators in
terms of minima and maxima of random processes and obtain the limit of these process.
Finally, in Section [] we derive the asymptotic distribution of the estimators, at a fixed point.



2 Definitions and Assumptions

Let the observed data consist of independent identically distributed triplets (77, A;, Z;),
with ¢ = 1,2,...,n, where T; denotes the follow-up time, with a corresponding censoring
indicator A; and covariate vector Z; € RP. A generic follow-up time is defined by T =
min (X, C), where X represents the survival time and C' is the censoring time. Accordingly,
A = {X < C}, where {-} denotes the indicator function. The survival time X and censoring
time C' are assumed to be conditionally independent given Z, that is to say that the censoring
mechanism is non-informative. The covariate vector Z € RP is assumed to be time invariant
and non-degenerate.

Within the Cox model, the distribution of the survival time is related to the corresponding
covariate by

(2.1) A (z|2) = Ao(z) €07,

where A (x|z) is the hazard function for an individual with covariate vector z € RP, A\ rep-
resents the baseline hazard function and §y € RP is the vector of the underlying regression
coeflicients. Conditionally on Z = z, the survival time X is assumed to be a nonnegative ran-
dom variable with an absolutely continuous distribution function F(x|z) with density f(z|z).
The same assumptions hold for the censoring variable C' and its distribution function G.
The distribution function of the follow-up time T is denoted by H. We will assume the fol-
lowing conditions, which are commonly employed in deriving large sample properties of Cox
proportional hazards estimators (e.g., see [21]).

(A1) Let 77, 7¢ and 7 be the end points of the support of F), G and H respectively. Then

TH =76 < TF.
(A2) There exists € > 0 such that

sup B [\Z|2e2ﬁlz} < 00,
|8—Bol<e

where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm.

2.1 Increasing baseline hazard

Let A(z|z) = —log(l — F(x|z)) be the cumulative hazard function. Then, from (2.1
it follows that A(z|z) = Ag(x)exp(B)z), where Ag(z) = [ Ao(u)du denotes the baseline
cumulative hazard function. Using this together with the relation A = f/(1 — F'), the full
loglikelihood can be written as

(2:2) [Ailog o(Ty) + Ay Zi — %80 (T3)]

1

n

7

For 5y € RP fixed, we first consider maximum likelihood estimation for a nondecreasing .
This requires maximization of over all nondecreasing Ag. Let T(y) < T{g) <--- <T[y,) be
the ordered follow-up times and, for i = 1,2,...,n, let A(;) and Z;) be the censoring indicator
and covariate vector corresponding to 7(;. Similar to [14] and Section 7.4 in [19], since Ao (7))
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can be chosen arbitrarily large, we first consider maximization over nondecreasing Ag bounded
by some M > 0. One can then argue that the solution is an increasing step function, that
is zero for x < T{y, constant on [T(;), T(;41)), for i = 1,2,...,n — 1, and equal to M, for
x > T{;,). Consequently, for § € RP fixed, the loglikelihood reduces to

n—1
L ZA( )log Ao( T(Z Ze % Z T(J-H T(J )/\O(T(j))
(2.3) =1
_Z{ @ 10g Mo(T(3) = Mo(Tii)) (Tavry — Tay) Z 52@)}
l=i+1

Maximization over 0 < A\o(7(1)) < -+ < Ao(T(n—1)) < M, will then have a solution AM (2. B)

and by letting M — oo, we obtain the NPMLE Xn(x, B) for A\g. Its characterization can be
described by means of the processes

(2.4) Wa(B,2) = / (d’z /0 m{u > s}ds> dP,, (u, 6, 2),

and
(2.5) Vo(z) = /(5{11, < z}dPy(u,d, z),

with 8 € RP and x > 0, where P, is the empirical measure of the (7;, A;, Z;) and is given by
the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.1. For a fized 3 € RP, let Wy, and V), be defined in (2.4) and (2.5). Then, the
NPMLE M\, (x;8) of a nondecreasing baseline hazard function Ao is of the form

0 $<T(1),
j\n(l';ﬁ): 5\1 T(z) §$<T(H_1), fori=1,2,...,n—1,
ooz 2Ty,

where \; is the left derivative of the greatest convex minorant at the point P; of the cumulative
sum diagram consisting of the points

Py = (W(B,T41) = WalB, T1), Va T 1))
forj=1,2,...,n—1 and Py = (0,0). Furthermore,

t
1 Zj:s A(J)

2.6 A = max  min o
(2.6) b i<s<i i<i<n—1 Z (T(j+1) — T(j)) E?:jﬂ B2

fori=1,2,... n—1.

Proof. First, notice that the loglikelihood function in (2.3)) can also be written as

(2.7) Z_: {gilog Mo(T(5)) — Xo(Tiay) } wi,



where, for i =1,2,....,n—1,

(T(z+1 z) Z eﬁ Z(l)

l=i+1

and
Ag)

(Ttivr) — Tay) Ximipr €770
As mentioned beforehand, we first maximize over nondecreasing Ay bounded by some M.

Since M can be chosen arbitrarily large, the problem of maximizing (2.7) over 0 < A\o(7(y)) <
- < Xo(T(n-1)) £ M can be identified with the problem solved in Example 1.5.7 in [19]. The

existence and uniqueness of A\ is therefore immediate and is given by

9i =

0 x <T(1),
5\7]\1/[(%5): 5\1 T(z)§$<T(z+1)7 f0r2=1,2,,n—1,

where, as a result of Theorems 1.5.1 and 1.2.1 in [19], the value ); is the left derivative at P;
of the GCM of the cumulative sum diagram (CSD) consisting of the points

Ien  1¢
Eij,Eijgj , 1=1,2,...,n—1,
j=1 j=1

and Py = (0,0). It follows that

—Zw] Z Tg+n — ) Z{TI>T<J+1 Je

7j=1

Tt ,
- / /{U 2 S}eﬁ ZdIPn(uv 5) Z) ds = Wn(ﬁ,T(z—f—l)) - WH(B7T(1))

Tty

For the y-coordinate of the CSD, notice that

1 o 1 o
=~ wigi=—) Ay = Z{T < Ty, Aj = 1} = Va(T(i4))-
j=1 j=1

j 1

By letting M — oo, we obtain the NPMLE Xn(ﬁ,a:) for A\gp. The max-min formula in ([2.6)
follows from Theorem 1.4.4 in [19]. O

REMARK 2.1. One can argue that the maximizer of must be constant between suc-
cessive uncensored follow-up times. From the characterization given in Lemma it can
be seen that the GCM of the CSD only changes slope at points corresponding to uncensored
observations, which means that Xn(x, B) is constant between successive uncensored follow-up
times. Moreover, similar to the reasoning in the proof of Lemma it follows that j\n(fL‘7 B)
mazrimaizes . The reason to provide the characterization in Lemma in terms of all
follow-up times is that this facilitates the treatment of the asymptotics for this estimator.



In practice, one also has to estimate 5. Since the maximum partial likelihood estimator Bn
for By is asymptotically efficient under mild conditions and because the amount of information
on fp lost through lack of knowledge of Ay is usually small (see e.g.,[0, 15, 20]), we do not
pursue joint maximization of over nondecreasing Ag and [y. We simply replace 5 in
Xn(x; B) by 8., and we propose An(x) = j\n(fc, Bn) as our estimator for \g.

Note that A, is different from the estimator derived in [2], where each censoring time is
taken equal to the preceding observed survival time. This leads to a CSD that is slightly
different from the one in Lemma [2.1l However, it can be shown that both estimators have
the same asymptotic behavior. Furthermore, note that if we take all covariates equal to
zero, the model coincides with the ordinary random censorship model with a nondecreasing
hazard function as considered in [I0]. The characterization in Lemma with all Z; = 0,
differs slightly from the one in Theorem 3.2 in [I0]. Their estimator seems to be the result
of maximization of over left-continuous Ay that are constant between follow-up times.
Although this estimator does not maximize over all nondecreasing Ay, the asymptotic
distribution will turn out to be the same as that of Xn, for the special case of no covariates.

Another possibility to estimate a nondecreasing hazard is to construct a Grenander type
estimator, i.e., consider an unconstrained estimator A,, for the cumulative hazard Ag and take
the left derivative of the GCM as an estimator of A\g. Several isotonic estimators are of this
form (see e.g., [7, I, 10, B]). Let X(;) < X9y < --+ < X(4) denote the ordered, observed
survival times. Breslow [4] proposed

d;
(2.8) M@= Y — .
i| X<z Z:jzl{Tj > X(i)}eﬁnzj

as an estimator for Ao, where d; is the number of events at X ;) and 8, is the maximum partial
likelihood estimator of the regression coefficients. The estimator A, is most commonly referred
to as the Breslow estimator. Following the derivations in [21], it can be inferred that

dH"(z)/dz
2.9 A =
2 "B > ) esp(B2)]
where H"(z) = P(T < z, A = 1) is the sub-distribution function of the uncensored observa-
tions. Consequently, it can be derived that

B MHu <z}
(2.10) Ao(2) _/IE[{T > x}exp(B2)]

where P is the underlying probability measure corresponding to the distribution of (7', A, 7).
Note that from (A1), it follows that Ag(7z) < oo. In view of the above expression, an intuitive
baseline cumulative hazard estimator is obtained by replacing the expectations in by
averages and by plugging in 3,, which yields exactly the Breslow estimator in . As a
Grenander type estimator for a nondecreasing hazard, we propose the left derivative A of
the greatest convex minorant A, of A,,. This estimator is different from ), for finite samples,
but we will show that both estimators are asymptotically equivalent. For the special case of
no covariates, this coincides with the results in [10].

dP(u7 (57 Z)?

2.2 Decreasing baseline hazard

A completely similar characterization is provided for the NPMLE estimator of a non-
increasing baseline hazard function. As in the nondecreasing case, one can argue that the



loglikelihood is maximized by a decreasing step function that is constant on (T(,-_l), T(Z-)], for
i=1,2,...,n, where T(g) = 0. In this case, the loglikelihood reduces to

NE

Fo= {A(i) log Xo(T(5)) = 20(T(») (Ts) = Tii—ny) D e %0 } ,
=i

i=1
which is maximized over all Ao(T(1)) > -+ > Ao(T(y)) > 0. The solution is characterized by
the following lemma. The proof of this lemma is completely similar to that of Lemma [2.1

LEMMA 2.2. For a fized § € RP, let W), be defined in (2.4)) and let

(2.11) Yola) = /6{u < 2} dPy (u, 5, 2).

Then the NPMLE 5\n(a:, B) of a nonincreasing baseline hazard function Ao is given by
M@ 8) =N foraz e (Tu—ry Ti),

fori=1,2,...,n, where N is the left derivative of the least concave magjorant (LCM) at the
point P; of the cumulative sum diagram consisting of the points

P = (Wn(ﬂ,T(j))’Yn(T(J')))’

forj=1,2,....,n and Py = (0,0). Furthermore,

¢
Ai = max min 2= 80)
b 1<s<i i<t<n 22,:5 (T(j) _ T(j—l)) S HZw’

fori=1,2,... n.

As before, we propose j\n(x) = /A\n(:):7 Bn) as an estimator for \g, where (3, denotes the
maximum partial likelihood estimator for By. Similar to the nondecreasing case, the Grenan-
der type estimator \, for a nonincreasing Ay is defined as the left-hand slope of the LCM of
the Breslow estimator A,,, defined in ([2.8]).

2.3 Decreasing baseline density

Suppose one is interested in estimating a nonincreasing baseline density fo. In this case,
the corresponding baseline distribution function Fy is concave and it relates to the baseline
cumulative hazard function Ag as follows

(2.12) Fy(z) =1 — e M@,
Hence, a natural estimator of the baseline distribution function is
(2.13) Fp(z)=1—e¢ M@

where A,, is the Breslow estimator, defined in . A Grenander type estimator fn of a
nonincreasing baseline density is defined as the left-hand slope of the LCM of Fj,.

The derivation of the NPMLE for fj is much more complex than the previous estimators
and its treatment is postponed to a future manuscript. In the special case of no covariates,
the NPMLE f, has first been derived in [II]. In [I0] a different characterization has been
provided for fn in terms of a self-induced cusum diagram and it was shown that fn and fn
are asymptotically equivalent.



3 Main Results

In this section, we state our main results. The proofs are postponed to subsequent sections.
The next theorem provides the consistency of the proposed estimators.

THEOREM 3.1. Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold.

(i) Suppose that A\ is nondecreasing on [0,00) and let An and A, be the estimators defined
in Section [2.1. Then, for any zo € (0,7x),

Ao(zo—) < liminf A, (z0) < limsup A, (o) < Ao(zo+),

=00 n—00

Xo(zo—) < liminf Ay, (w0) < limsup An(z0) < Ao(zo+),

n—00 n—o0

with probability one, where the values A\o(zo—) and Ao(zo+) denote the left and right
limit at xq.

(ii) Suppose that Ny is nonincreasing on [0,00) and let A and A, be the estimators defined
in Section . Then, for any xg € (0,7r),

Ao(wot) < lim inf An(0) < limsup Ay (z0) < Xo(z0—),

n—o0

Ao(zo+) < lirginf An(20) < limsup A, (o) < Xo(z0—),

n—o0

with probability one.

(iii) Suppose that fo is nonincreasing on [0,00) and let fn be the estimator defined in Sec-

tion . Then, for any xo € (0,7x),

Jo(zo+) < 1inrgiolgffn($o) < limsup fu(z0) < fo(zo—),

n—oo
with probability one, where fo(xo—) and fo(xo+) denote the left and right limit at xg.

The following two theorems yield the asymptotic distribution of the monotone constrained
baseline hazard estimators. In order to keep notations compact, it becomes useful to introduce

(3.1) (8, x) = /{u > 2} ¥ dP(u, 6, 2),

for § € RP and x € R, where P is the underlying probability measure corresponding to the
distribution of (7, A, 7). Furthermore, by the argmin function we mean the supremum of
times at which the minimum is attained.

THEOREM 3.2. Assume (A1) and (A2) and let xg € (0,7y). Suppose that Ny is nonde-
creasing on [0,00) and continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of xo, with Ao(xg) # 0
and \y(zo) > 0. Moreover, suppose that H'(x) and x — ®(So,z) are continuously differ-
entiable in a neighborhood of xo, where H"¢ is defined below and ® is defined in .
Let A\, and \, be the estimators defined in Section . Then,

. /3
(3.2) nt/3 <m> {)\n(l‘o) — )\o(xo)} LN arzg;e%in{W(t) + %},



where W is standard two-sided Brownian motion originating from zero. Furthermore,
(3.3) nl/3 {xn(xo) - xn(xo)} 20,

so that the convergence in (3.2)) also holds with 5\n replaced by .-

Let \, be the estimator considered in [2], which has been proven to be consistent. Com-
pletely similar to the proof of Theorem [3.2]it can be shown that

nl/3 {Xn(;co) - Xn(xo)} LN

so that the convergence in (3.2)) also holds with 5\” replaced by \,.

THEOREM 3.3. Assume (A1) and (A2) and let xo € (0,7). Suppose that Ao is nonin-
creasing on [0,00) and continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of xo, with Ao(xg) # 0
and \y(zo) < 0. Moreover, suppose that H'(x) and x — ®(5o, ) are continuously differ-
entiable in a neighborhood of xo, where H"¢ is defined below and @ is defined in .
Let j\n and an be the estimators defined in Section . Then,

@ (8o, xo)
4)\0 ($0))\6 (:Eo)

where W is standard two-sided Brownian motion originating from zero. Furthermore,

nt/3 {Xn(0) = Anlo) } % 0,

1/3
(3.4) nt/3

{Xn(xo) _ Ao(xo)} 4 argmin{W(t) + 12},

so that the convergence in (3.4) also holds with An replaced by A

Note that in the special case of no covariates, i.e., Z = 0, it follows that ®(5y,xg) =
1 — H(zp), so that with the above results we recover Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 in [10]. If, in
addition, one specializes to the case of no censoring, i.e., ®(Sy, z¢) = 1 — H(x) = 1 — F(x0),
we recover Theorems 6.1 and 7.1 in [I7]. The asymptotic distribution of the baseline density
estimator is provided by the next theorem.

THEOREM 3.4. Assume (A1) and (A2) and let zo € (0,7g). Suppose that fy is nonin-
creasing on [0,00) and continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of xqy, with fo(xg) # 0
and fl(zo) < 0. Let Fy be the baseline distribution function and suppose that H"*(x) and
x — ®(Bo,x) are continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of xo, where H"¢ is defined

below (2.9) and ® is defined in (3.1). Let f, be the estimator defined in Section . Then,

1/3 ‘I)(ﬁo,ﬂfo)
4fo(z0) fo(z0)[1 — Fo(xo)]

where W is standard two-sided Brownian motion originating from zero.

1/3

{ (o) — fo(xo)} 9 argmin{W(t) + 2},
teR

n

In the special case of no covariates, it follows that

®(Bo,w0) _ 1= H(xo)
L — Fo(zo) 11— F(w0)

=1- G(.%'(]),

so that the above result recovers Theorem 2.1 in [10]. If, in addition, one specializes to the
case of no censoring, i.e., G(xg) = 0, we recover Theorem 6.3 in [I6] and the corresponding
result in [§].



4 Consistency

The strong pointwise consistency of the proposed estimators will be proven using argu-
ments similar to those in [19] and [10]. First, define

(4.1) ®,(8,x) = /{u >z} dP,, (u, 4, 2),

for f € RP and = > 0 and note that the Breslow estimator in (2.8)) can also be represented as
0{u <

(4.2) An(z) = / {“(B”“’}) AP, (u,8,2), > 0.

To establish consistency of the estimators, we first obtain some properties of ®,, and ®, as
defined in (4.1) and (3.1)) and their first and second partial derivatives, which by the dominated
convergence theorem and conditions (A1) and (A2) are given by

DW(B,z) = M’éﬁﬂ’ /{u >z} ze”*dP(u, 6, 2) € R?,
Dg)(ﬁ,z)_a‘ba(ﬁ /{u>x}zeﬁzdn> (1,5,2) € RP,

D@ (B, 7) = 8‘?)(5; _ / {u> 2} 22 P2 dP(u,6,2) € R x R?,
DP (B, z) = 82‘1)5;5’5”) = /{u >z} 22" ¢¥2dP,(u, 6, 2) € RP x RP.

LEMMA 4.1. Suppose that (A2) holds for some € > 0. Then, for any 0 < M < 1q,

(i)
0 < inf inf |®(8,x)| <sup sup |P(5,x)| < oco.
T<M |5—/30|S6‘ (8,2)] r€R|B—BO|§5’ (8,2)]

(ii) For any sequence (3, such that B} — By almost surely,

0 < liminf mf | D (5, )] <hmsupsup|<I> (Br,x)| < o0,

n—oo z< n—oo gz€eR
with probability one.
(iii) Fori=1,2, A
sup sup \D(’)(B,x)| < 00.
z€R |B—fo|<e

(iv) Fori=1,2 and for any sequence B}, such that 3 — By almost surely,

lim sup sup | D (8%, )| < oo,
n—oo xEeR

with probability one.
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Proof. First, notice that for every x < M and 5 € RP,
(4.3) 0<®(8,M) < 2(B,2)
and for every z € R and |8 — fp| < ¢,

(4.4) O(B,z) <P(B,0) < sup E [eﬂlz] < 0.
|8—Bol<e

Hence, by dominated convergence, for every z < M, the function 8 +— ®(f,z) is continuous
and therefore attains a minimum on the set |3 — fy| < . Together with and ([4.4)), this
proves (i).

To show (ii), note that similar to and (4.4)), for every z € [0, M] and 3 € R?,

(4.5) ®,(8, M) < ®,,(8, 2)
and for every x € R and § € RP,

(4.6) @, (B, 2) < ®n(B,0).

Choose € > 0 from (A2) and let § = ¢/2,/p. Strong consistency of (3 yields that, for n
sufficiently large,
/80]_5§6:j§50j+67 forallj:1,2,...,p,

with probability one. Next, consider all subsets I = {i1,72,...,ix} C {1,2,...,p} = I.
Then, for each I fixed, on each event

({Zi; =0} () {Zu<0}, where Z; = (Zu, ..., Zy) €R?,

nan 1\,
we have
Z(Bog' —0)Zij + Z (Boj +08)Zu < B5Z < Z(ﬁoj +9)Zij + Z (Boj — 0)Za.
jEIL lel\I} JEI lel\I},

Define ag, v, € RP with coordinates

ﬂOj_67 j Elku 50]+67 jEIku
apj = . and  Yg; = .
Boj +6, jelI\I, Boj — 6, jeI\I.

Then |y — ag| < € and |5y — Vx| < € and together with (4.5) and (4.6]), we find that for every
x< M,

1 ¢ :

(4.7) > {n > AT > M}eakZi} < ®u(B),0)
I,CI i=1

and for every z € R,

(4.8) O, (B, 7) < Y {izevgzi}.

I,CI i=1

11



By (A2) and the law of large numbers,
1 n

5 {157 anein o Safirs o] 0

ncr (Vs Iy CI
with probability one and similarly,

1 n
(4.9) Z { Ze7kzi} —E [e”kz} < sup E [eﬁ Z} < 00,
I,CI [ |B—Bol<e

with probability one. This proves (ii).
To prove (iii), it suffices to show that the inequalities hold componentwise. For this, notice
that for the jth element of the vector D™,

sup sup
z€R |B—po|<e

E [{T > 2} 7 eﬁ’Z” < sup E [|Zj|eﬂ’z] < 0,
|B—Bol<e

by (A2). Completely analogous, a similar inequality can be shown for each element of D).

Finally, to prove (iv), note that similar to and (| . for the jth component of D( )
we can write

sup| DY) (87,2 )_ 3 { Z|Z T2 }—)E [\Z\e%@Z] < 0,
zeR I.CI

with probability one, as n tends to infinity. Likewise, a similar result can be obtained for
each element of Dg). O

LEMMA 4.2. Suppose that condition (A2) holds and By — Bo, with probability one. Then,

sup (I)n(/éna Z’) - q)(ﬁo,.ﬁ) — 07

zeR

with probability one. Moreover,

(4.10) vnsup [, (8o, 2) — ®(Bo, z)| = Op(1).

zeR

Proof. For all z € R, write
|0 (B, ) — D(Bo, )| < | @B, ) — Bn(Bo, )| + | @ (Bo, ) — (B0, )|
For the second term on the right hand side, consider the class of functions
G ={g(u,z;x) : z € R},
where for each € R and Sy = (Bo1, - - -, Bop) € RP fixed,
g(u, z;x) = {u > 33}660121650222 - ePopp

is a product of an indicator and strictly positive monotone functions. It follows that G is
a VC-subgraph class and its envelope G = o7 is square integrable under condition (A2).

12



Standard results from empirical process theory [22] yield that the class of functions G is
Glivenko-Cantelli, i.e.,

(A1) sup|On(Fo,z) — B(Bo.a |—sup] [ otz a®0 - P52 o
zER geg

with probability one. Moreover, G is a Donsker class, i.e.,
\/ﬁ/g(u, zyx) d(Py, — P)(u,6,2) = Op(1),

so that (4.10) follows by continuous mapping theorem. Finally, by Taylor expansion and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it follows that

SUp | (B, ) — @B, )| = sup | (B — o) DI(B",2)| < 10 — ol sup | DV (5%, )

zeR z€R z€R

for some *, for which |B* = Bo| < \Bn — Bol|. Together with (4.11]), from the strong consistency
of 5, (e.g., see Theorem 3.1 in [21]) and Lemma the lemma follows. O

The theorem hereafter furnishes the strong uniform consistency and the uniform conver-
gence rate of the Breslow estimator in . Strong uniform consistency of A,, and process
convergence of y/n(A, — Ag) has been established in [I3], under the stronger assumption of
bounded covariates. Weak consistency has been derived or mentioned before, see for exam-
ple [18].

THEOREM 4.1. Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), for all0 < M < 1q,

sup |Ap(z) — Ao()| — 0,
z€[0,M]

with probability one and \/nsup,ci ) [An(r) — Ao(z)] = Op(1).

Proof From the expression for the baseline cumulative hazard function in (2.10) together

with ( and , it follows that

1
A, Ao( 8 dP,, (u,d,
Sup Wn(@) = Roe mss%ﬂ/ W}( P @nwo,w) (.0

v | fotus o (5w a0

<
T+ sup ]/5{“ T 4Py — P) (u,0,2)
2€[0,M] (S, u)

=A,+ B, +C,.

Starting with the first term on the right hand side, note that

(4.12) Ay < —— 1 = Bol sup D,(})(B*,x)‘

D, (B, M)®y, (B0, M) zeR
for some |8* — Bo| < |8n — Bol- According to Lemma the right hand side is bounded by
C|Bn — Bol, for some C > 0. Since f3, is strong c0n31stent and |5, — fBo| = O0,(n1?), (e.g.,
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see Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 in [21]), it follows that A,, — 0 almost surely and A,, = O,(n~1/?).
Similarly,

sup |® 60733 - ﬁ()?x .

n(Bo, M)®(Bo, M) zG]R| (o, @) = B{fo, )]

From Lemmas and it follows that B, — 0 almost surely and B,, = O,(n~'/?). For
the last term C,,, consider the class of functions H = {h(u,d;x) : © € [0, M]}, where for each
x € [0, M], with M < 75 and [y € RP fixed,

(4.13) B, < =

. u<a}
h(u,d;x) = (o)

Note that the function h is a product of indicators and a uniformly bounded monotone
function. Similar to the arguments given in the proof of Lemma it follows that the
class ‘H is Glivenko-Cantelli, i.e.,

sup \ [ 553008 = P)ws52)| 0,
heH

almost surely, which gives the first statement of the lemma. Moreover, H is a Donsker class
and hence the second statement of the lemma follows by continuous mapping theorem. This
completes the proof. ]

Strong consistency of F,, follows from the strong consistency of the Breslow estimator, as
stated in the next lemma.

COROLLARY 4.1. Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2) and for all 0 < M < 7y,

sup |F,(z)— Fy(x)| — 0,
z€[0,M]

with probability one.

Proof. The proof is straightforward and follows immediately from Theorem relations (2.12))
and (2.13)), together with the fact that |[e™¥ — 1| < 2|y|, as y — 0. O

To prepare the proof of consistency for the nondecreasing NPMLE estimator An, we first
establish the following lemma, which is completely similar to Lemma 4.3 in [10].

LEMMA 4.3. Assume that Ao is convez on [0, 7] and that conditions (A1) and (A2) hold.
Let B, be the maximum partial likelihood estimator and define

(4'14) Wn(x) = Wn(anx) - Wn(BnyT(l))a T 2> T(1)7

where W, is defined in (2.4). Let (/Wn(a:),f}n(az)) be the GCM of (Wn(w),Vn(a})), for x €
[Tt1y, Tin)l, where V,, is defined in (2.5)). Then

(4.15) sup
2€[T(1),T(n)]

with probability one, where V(x) = H"(z), as defined just below ({2.9).

14



Proof. By Glivenko-Cantelli,

(4.16) sup |V (z) =V (z)| =0,
{L‘E[T(I),T(n)}

almost surely, because of the continuity of V. Furthermore, note that
. Ty . .
(4.17) Wi (Bn, T(1)) = /0 ©,(Bn, 8) ds = T(1)@n(Bn, T(1)) — 0,

almost surely, since @n(Bn, s) is bounded uniformly according to Lemma and Ty — 0
with probability one, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma. Moreover, if we define

(4.18) W (B, z) = / (eﬁ/z /O x{uz s} ds) dP(u, ¥, 2),
then we can write
(4.19) Walz) = W (hva) = [ @(Bo.s) ds,

where @ is defined in (3.1)). It follows that

| (®aus) = #(0.9)) as

9

sup ‘/Wn(x) - Wo(ff)‘ <  sup
(4.20) w€lT) Ton] z€[T(1),Tin)]
< 7y sup |, (Bn, ) — <I>(Bo,x)‘ -0,

zeR

with probability one, by Lemma (4.2, . .

Take W, ! to be the inverse of W, which is well defined on [0, Wi(Tny)], since W, is
strictly monotone on [Ty, T{,,]. We first extend W, to [T{1, 00) and W{l to [0,00). Define
/Wn(t) = Wn(T(n)) +(t— T(n)), for all ¢t > T(n), so that /Wn_l(y) = T(n) + (y — /Wn(T(n))), for
y > /Wn(T (n))- Similarly, take Wy 1 to be the inverse of Wy, which is well-defined since W
is strictly monotone on [0,7y] and extend Wy and W ! to [0,00), by defining Wo(t) =
Wo(rr) + (t — i), for all t > 7, so that Wi ' (y) = 7i + (y — Wo(rr)), for y > Wo(rr). Tt
follows that the extension W L(y) is uniformly continuous on [0, c0). Immediate derivations
give that

(4.21) sup W;l(y) — Wo_l(y)‘ — 0,
0<Yy<Wa(T(ny)

with probability one. Furthermore, it can be inferred that

b= s [Vao W) — Vo Wy (y)

YEO, Wi (T(n))]
< s |e=V)eW |+ s Ve W,y - Ve Wy (y)
YE0,Wn(T(n))] YE[0,Wn(T(ny)]

< swo V) -vOls s Ve (W) - Wi m)]
te[T1), Tin)] ye[0, Wi (T(n))]

— 0,
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almost surely, by (4.16), (4.21)) and the continuity of V. Notice that according to ([2.9)
and (4.19), Ao can also be represented as

dV(z)/dx

(4.22) Xo(z) = Wy

which is well-defined for 2z € [0,7z), since ® is bounded away from zero, by Lemma
Taking @ = W L(y), gives that

av (W (y))

dy =2 (W5 @), €0, Wolra)).

Therefore, convexity of Ag implies convexity of V o W~ 1 and subsequently of V o Wy L_s,.
Moreover, from the definition of d,, it follows that for every y € [0, W, (T(,))],

VoWg(y) = dn < Vo W, (),
As V, 0 an L(y) is the greatest convex function below V;, o WJ L(y), we must have
Vo W5 (y) = 0n < Vo o Wi () < Voo W, (v),
for each y € [0, Wn(T(n))]. Re-writing the above inequalities leads to
—60 < Voo W, () = Ve Wy (y) < Vo W' (y) = Vo Wy ' (y) < b

Taking the supremum over [0, /Wn(T(n))] then yields

(4.23) sup
yE[O,Wn(T(n))]

VoWl y) = VoW (y)| >0,

with probability one. From (4.21]), (4.23]) and the continuity of V', we conclude that

sup Vn(t) — V(t)) = sup ’(Vn - V) o ng(y)‘
tE[T(1),T(n)] YE[0,Wa (T(n))]
< sup VnoWJI(y)—VOWJI(y)‘
ye[oval(T(n))}
+ s [VeWgy) - Vel )]~ o,
yE[QWn(T(n))}
with probability one. O

Obviously, in the nonincreasing case, similar to (4.16)) one can show

(4.24) sup
.Z’G[O,T(n)]

Vo(z) — V(:z:)’ =0,

almost surely, where (Wn(ﬁn,x),}/}n(aﬂ)) is the LCM of (Wn(ﬁn,x),Yn(x)), with Y,, defined
in (2.11). We are now in the position to prove Theorem m which establishes strong consis-
tency of the estimators.
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Proof of Theorem[3.1 First consider the second statement of case (i). Since A, is convex
on the open interval (0,7p), it admits in every point zg € (0,7y) a finite left and a right
derivative, denoted by A, and A} respectively. Moreover, for any fixed zo € (0, 7) and for
sufficiently small § > 0, it follows that

When n — oo, then for any 0 < M < 7y,
(4.25) sup |An(z) — Ao(z)| < sup |An(z) — Ag(z)].

z€[0,M) z€[0,M)

This is a variation of Marshall’s lemma and can be proven similar to (7.2.3) in [19] or
Lemma 4.1 in [I0]. By convexity of Ag and the fact that A, is the greatest convex func-
tion below A,,, one must have

Ao(z) = 6, < An(z) < An(),

where 6, = supgc(o ar) [Ao(z) — An ()], which yields inequality (4.25). From (4.25) and The-
orem by first letting n — oo and then § — 0, we find

Xo(zo—) < liminf A (zo) < limsup A, (z0) < limsup A (zo) < Ao(zo+).

n—0o0 n—00 n—00

Because A, (z0) = A (), this proves that A, is a strong consistent estimator.
For A, note that since V}, is convex on the open interval (0, 7z), it admits in every point
zo € (0,7y) a finite left and a right derivative, denoted by V,~ and V,} respectively, where

P o) =ty Do) =Tt =)
N0 W (z) — Wy (z —6)

V. F(z) = lim Xn(x ) - Yf(x)
30 W (2 4 6) — Wi ()

For any fixed = € (0, 7y) and for sufficiently small § > 0, it follows that

~ ~

Vn(x()) — Vn(xo — (5)

V(2o +6) — V(o)
Wh(xo) — Wy(zo — 9)

<V, (w0) < Vi (wo) < =
Wi (zo +0) — Wi (zo)

By making use of Lemma together with (4.20)) and letting n — oo,

V(l‘o) — V(l’o — 5) N . S V(l‘o + 5) — V({L‘())
<liminf V, (z¢) < limsup V, (z¢) < .
Wo(wo) — Wo(zg — ) — noo (z0) oo (z0) Wo(zo + 0) — Wo(zo)

Furthermore, by letting § — 0, together with (4.22)) we get

Xo(zo—) < liminf V,, (x0) < limsup V, (z0) < limsup V, (20) < Ao(zo+),

n—0o0 n—00 n—00

which completes the proof of (i), since An(zo) = V. (z0). The proofs of (i) and (iii) are
completely analogous, using (4.24]) and Corollary O
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5 Inverse processes

To obtain the limit distribution of the estimators, we follow the approach proposed in [§].
In order to keep the exposition brief, we do not treat all five separate cases in detail, but we
confine ourselves to the most important ones, as the other cases can be handled similarly. In
the case of a nondecreasing A, the distribution of the NPMLE An can be obtained through
the study of the inverse process

(5.1) ﬁé(a) = argmin < V,(x)— a/Wn(x)} ,
xE[T(l)vT(n)]

for a > 0, where V,, and /Wn have been defined in (2.5) and (4.14])). Succeedingly, for a
given a > 0, the switching relationship holds, i.e., U} (a) > = if and only if \,(z) < a with
probability one, so that after scaling, it follows that

(5.2) nt/3 {Xn(xo) - )\0(360)} >a < n'/3 {ﬁ;\()\o(xo) +n3a) — acg} <0,

for 0 < zg < 77, with probability one. A similar relationship holds for M, and the corre-
sponding inverse process

(5.3) UMa) = argmin {A,(z) — az}.
.TE[O,T(n)]

For the nonincreasing density estimator f,,, we consider the inverse process

(5.4) Uf(a) = argmax {F,(z) — az},
LL’E[O,T(”)}

where argmax denotes the largest location of the maximum. In this case, instead of (5.2)), we
have

(655 0" {fulw0) ~ folwo) | > a e 0P {T](folao) +n~Pa) ~ao | >0,

Similarly, in the case of estimating a nonincreasing A9, we consider inverse processes ﬁﬁ‘
and ﬁé‘ defined with argmax instead of argmin in and and we have switching
relations similar to .

From the definition of the inverse process in and given that the argmin is invariant
under addition of and multiplication with positive constants, it can be derived that

(5.6) n'/3 {ﬁé‘()\o(xo) +n"3a) — xo} = argmin {Zﬁ(m) - ax}
z€I,(x0)

where I, (z¢) = [—nl/?’:zo,nl/3(T(n) — )] and

(5.7) 7N (x) = n*/3 {An(wo +n7Y8%) — Ap(xo) — n_1/3)\0(x0)a:} :

Likewise, n'/3{U>(Ao(z0) +n~Y/3a) — x} is equal to
5:5) i { BAw) — = [+ %) — W ao)]
: argmin < 7, (z (G0 zg) " xo+n oz w(zo)| ¢,

z€lI] (xo0)
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where I’ (z0) = [-n/3(z¢ — T(1)),n1/3(T(n) — x)] and

. 2/3

Z;‘ T - Vo(x +n_1/3x — Viol(z
. (9) = G5 oy L V(0 ) = Val(ao)

= No(o) [Wa(wo +n722) = Wa(ao)] }.
and similarly
(5.10) nt/3 {ﬁ,{(fo(xo) +n"Y3q) — xo} = argmax{Z/ (z) — ax},
z€ln(xo)

where
(5.11) L (x) = n*/? {Fn(JUo + 0 Bx) = Fy(w) — ”_1/3f0($0)95} :

In the case of estimating a nonincreasing Ao, we consider the argmax of the processes ([5.9)
and (b.7). Before investigating the asymptotic behavior of the above processes, we first need
to establish the following technical lemma.

LEMMA 5.1. Assume (A1) and (A2). Let xo € (0,7H) fizred and suppose that
(5.12) H"Y¢ is continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of xq.
Then, for any k=1,2,...,

1 _ 1
(Bosu)  @(Bo,u)

sup
x| <k

/ 5 (fu < 2o+ 0%} — (u < a0} (q)n > (P, — P)(u, 5, 2)

is of the order Op(n~"/%logn).
Proof. Take 0 < 2 < k and consider the class of functions
(5.13) Fon=A{fn(u,6,z;2): 0 <z <k},

where for each 0 < x <k,

Fulu, 8, z;2) = 6{zo < u < zo +n 32} (q) (;0 u) @(ﬁt u)) '

Correspondingly, consider the class G, i o consisting of functions

9(u, 0,23y, W) = d{wo <u < w9 +y} (\I/(lu) - <I>(5lo U)> '

where 0 < y < n~'/3k and ¥ is nonincreasing left continuous, such that

U(zg+n"Y3k) > K and  sup |U(u)— (6o, u)| < a,
u€[0,M]

where K = ®(5y, (xo + 71)/2)/2. Then, for any a > 0 and k =1,2,...,

P(fn - gn,k,a) — 17
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by Lemma Furthermore, the class G, i o has envelope

(0%

G(u,d,z) = 0{xo < u < xo + n_1/3k}ﬁ,

for which it follows from (5.12), that
2

HGH%,z = /G(Ua 8,2)>dP(u,d,z) = %P(mo <T <zo+n Pk, A=1)=0(?kn"'/3).

Since the functions in G, 1, are sums and products of bounded monotone functions, its
entropy with bracketing satisfies

1

log Nij(&: Gn s L2(P)) S <

see e.g., Theorem 2.7.5 in [22] and Lemma 9.25 in [I3], and hence, for any § > 0, the bracketing
integral

1
J1(5.Go s Lo(P) :/ T+ 108 Ny (£[[Cl: Grr La(P)) de < o
0

By Theorem 2.14.2 in [22], we have

| [ o050 90400 = PY8.2)| < I 1 G LaPDIG 2
gn,k,a
= O(ak/?n=1/6),
where || - ||z denotes the supremum over the class of functions F. Now, according to (4.10)

(logn)~! nsuIIE){ | P (5o, x) — D(Bo, x)| — 0,
Te
in probability. Therefore, if we choose o = n=1/21log n, this gives

E H/g(uv d, 23y, ¥)d(P,, — P)(u, 6, 2) = O(kl/zn_w6 logn)

gn,k,a

and hence by the Markov inequality, this proves the lemma for the case 0 < z < k. The
argument for —k < x < 0 is completely similar. O

Our approach in deriving the asymptotic distribution of the monotone estimators involves
application of results from [I2]. To this end, we first determine the limiting processes of (5.9)),

(6.7) and (5.11).

LEMMA 5.2. Suppose that (A1) and (A2) hold. Assume (5.12) and that
(5.14) Ao s continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of x.
Moreover, assume that

(5.15) x +— O(Po, ) is continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of xg.
Then, for any k=1,2,...,

sup |Z)\(z) — 22@)‘ — 0,

|z|<k

in probability, where the processes Z); and zﬁ are defined in (5.7) and (5.9), respectively.
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Proof. We will prove that for any k = 1,2, ...
sup ‘ZA 22(@’ — 0,
z€[0,k]

in probability, since the result for —k < z < 0 follows completely analogous. Write

(B, w0) (Z(x) - T(w))

n2/3/6{3:0 <u<$o+n_1/3x}< ﬁ;,xo 1) dP,,(u, 9, 2)

x0+n_1/32

- n2/3)\0(x0) / { (50; 550 /Bna } ds
= n2/3/(5 {xo <u< o + nil/?’x} ( ((ﬁ;;jj())) - (b(f;;ix[)))> (u’ 57 Z)
n2/3/6 {mo <u<xzo+ n_l/?’:n} <m - 1) dP,(u,d, z)
zo+n~1/3z
—n2/3)\0(x0)/ {‘P(ﬁo,ﬂfo) - (I)n(BOaS)}dS
zo+n~1/ 3z “
o) | {@a(60,5) = @ulfur )} ds

= Anl(az) + Ang(x) + Ang(x) -+ An4(.%')

We will show that the supremum of all four terms on the right hand side tend to zero in
probability. Similar to (4.12)), according to Lemma |4.1}

|An1(2)] < C|Bn — Bo|n?/3 / {1:0 <u<zo+ n_1/3$} dP,,(u, 9, 2),
for some C > 0. Since, |3, — fo| = O,(n~1/2) and
/{xo <u<xo+ n_1/3x} d(Py, — P)(u,d,2) = Op(n_2/3x1/2) + Op(n_1/31:),
it follows that

(5.16) |An1(2)] = O, (n ™Y 221/%) 4 0, (n~V/52),

and likewise, |Ans(z)| = Op(n~"/%z). Furthermore, write

Apa(z) = n2/3/5 {xo <u<m+ n*l/%;} < (50,x0) - (50’“”’)) d(P, — P) (u,5,2)

(Bo,u)  @(Bo,u)
n2/3/(5 {xo <u<zo+n Pz ( ﬂ;oxo ) d(P, — P)(u,6,2)
2/3/ {1:0 <u<mo+n < 52;:30 - ((66()(),73:0))) dP(u,,2)
+n2/3/ {azo <u<azo+n” 1/33; <‘I’ 5500:”0 ) dP(u, 4, z)

= Bp1(z) + Bpa(z) + Bps(z) + Bra(z
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According to Lemma [5.1

(5.17) sup |Bn1(z)| = Op(n~/?logn).
0<z<k

For the term B3, consider the class F consisting of functions

f(u,8,z52) = 6{wo < u <@g+~ a} <m B 1) ;
05

where 0 < x < k, with envelope

F(u) = §{zo < u < zo +n~ %k} <¢>(50(I>x(f(jr’i0)1/3k) - 1> '

Then, the Ly(P) norm of the envelope satisfies

D (o, 2 _ _
IFI3, = (WO :ffiff)l/gk) —1) {H (o + 071 3) = H*(a0) | = O(n7Y),

according to ([5.12)) and Lemma so that by arguments similar as in the proof of Lemma

(5.18) sup |Bpa(z)| = O,(n1/?).
0<z<k

For the term By, similar to the treatment of the right hand side of (4.13]), it follows that
(5.19) | Bus ()] < n*20,(n™"?) ’Huc(xo +n3g) — H“C(xo)} = 0,(n~"52),

by condition (5.12)). Next, we combine Bp4(x) with A,3(z). First write

xo+n’1/3x

Ans() = 02/ 2o (0) / {Bn(Bo,5) — (fo, 5)} ds

xo

x0+n_1/3x
+n2/3/\0(x0)/ {®(Bo, 5) — ®(Bo, z0)} ds

Zo

=Chn (CC) + Cha (a?)
As for C),q,

(5.20) |Co ()] < n'Bao(w0) sup |Bn(Bo, ) — ®(Bo, )| = Op(n~ /),
zeR

according to Lemma Finally, using (2.9) and (3.1)),

z0+n_1/39:

Bua() + Crs () = n?/3 / {®(Bo,z0) — ©(Bo, )} o(u) du

zo

+MBA@)/%H”BQ@w s) — ®(By,a0)} ds
(521) 0{+0 - 05 05 L0

_ 23 zo4n”Hos B B
—n / (o, 5) — @(Bo,20)} {hols) — M(z0)} ds

0

= Op(n_l/?’:n),
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by conditions (b.15)) and (5.14)). We conclude that
(522)  ®(Bo,x0) [BA) - B(w)| = 0w V%) + Oy V00) 4 Op(n™),

and after taking the supremum over [0, k], the lemma follows. O

To find the limit process of Zn, we will apply results from [12]. The limit distribution
for ZQ will then follow directly from Lemma Let Bj,.(R) be the space of all locally
bounded real functions on R, equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on compact
domains.

LEMMA 5.3. Assume (A1) and (A2) and let 0 < z¢ < TH SuppOSe that (5.12)), (5.14)
and (| - ) hold. Then the processes Z)‘ and ZA defined in and (| converge in distri-

bution to the process

(5.23) Z(z) =W (%x) + %)\6(1’0)332,

in Bjoe(R), where W is standard two-sided Brownian motion originating from zero.

Proof. We will apply Theorem 4.7 in [12]. To this end, write the process 22 in as
(5.24) 7N (%) = —n*PPhg(-,n~32) + n?PR,(z),

for z € [—n/3(xo — Tw), n1/3(T(n) — x9)], where for Y = (T, A, Z) and 0 € [—zo, 75 — o],

Q(Ya 9) = _gl(Y79) +92(Y7 9)7

A
(5.25) g1 (Y,0) = ({T <zo+ 0} —{T < x0}) (8o, 70)
_ Ao(zg)e?  rot?
g2(Y,0) = (Bo,70) /xo {T > s} ds.
Furthermore,

Ry(z) = M{ (’Wn(:go +n7B) — Wig(zo + n_1/3x)) - (/Wn(xo) - Wno(xo)) }

where Wyo(x) = Wy, (Bo, z), with W,, defined in (2.4). For all K =1,2,..., consider

o(zo)
507 ':UO

which by similar reasoning as in (4.12]) gives that

Ru(@)] € 522 [ [t < o070} {5 < o} 0B s) = @0 (50.5)] s,

(5.26) |Ru()| = Op(n~/%x),

by Lemma Hence, the process z — n?/ 3R, () tends to zero in By,.(R). It is sufficient
then to demonstrate that —n2/3P,g(-,n~1/3x) converges to Z(z) in Bjo.(R). To this end, we
will show that the conditions of Lemma 4.5 and 4.6 in [I2] hold. Condition (i) of Lemma 4.5
is trivially fulfilled, since 6y = 0 is an interior point of [—xo, Ty — z]. Moreover, observe that

for all § € [—zg, Ty — xo), from (2.9) and (3.1]), we have
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-1 zo+0
(5.27) Py(,0) = ) / Dholu) — Alxo)} (S0, u) du

(B0, 70) S,

Thus, by (5.15) and (5.14)),
0Pg(-,0)  ®(Bo,z0+0)

{Ao(zo +6) — Xo(wo) }

ae — ®(Bo, 0)
d?Py(., 09( Bo,wo+9 ) Ao(zo +6) — Ao(xo)  2(Bo, 0+ 0) ,
s ( (B, 70) (Fo,m) 00O

It follows that Pg(-,0) is twice differentiable at 6y = 0, its unique maximizing value, with
second derivative —\((zo) < 0, which establishes condition (iii) of Lemma 4.5 in [I2]. Next,
compute
H(Sat) = lim an('a S/Oé)g(',t/Oé),
a—r00

for finite s and ¢. Write
aPg(-,s/a)g(t/a) = aP{-gi(;,s/a) + g2, s/a)} {=g1 (-, T/ ) + g2(-, t/ )}

and compute the four terms separately. Notice that for all s and ¢,

)\0($0)t
2(Bo, 7o)

as a — oo. Completely analogous, it follows that

(5.28)  aP|gi(-,s/a)ga(-t/a)| < \{T<x0+s/a}—{T<x0}]e’%Z} — 0,
(529) lim anQ('a S/Q)QZ('a t/Oé) =0,

a—00
for all s and ¢t. Furthermore, for st < 0, we have Pg;(-,s/a)gi(-,t/a) = 0. For s,t > 0,

aPgi(-,s/a)gi(-,t/a) = /(5{3:0 <u<zo+ (sAt)/a}dP(u,d,z)

(D2 ﬁo;
@ zo+(sAt) /o
= — Ao(u)®(Bo, ) du
(1)2(/307$0) /900 0( ) (50 )
1 sAL
R — A P d
S [, Aol@+v/a)®(d.an + /o) do
by (2.9) and (3.1). Therefore, by the continuity of \g and ®,
. Ao(o)
. 1 Pgi (- ot = — t).
(5 30) abngoa gl(us/a)gl(v /O[) (I)(ﬁoﬁb“o)(S/\ )
A similar reasoning applies for s,¢ < 0. Hence, condition (ii) of Lemma 4.5 in [12] is verified,
with ho(z0)
T
H(s,t) = 070 (s At ,
(s,7) ¢)(Bo,:ro)(| [ ATE)

for st > 0 and H(s,t) = 0, for st < 0. Note that H(s,t) is the covariance kernel of the
centered Gaussian process in ([5.23)). For condition (iv) of Lemma 4.5 in [12], it needs to be
shown that for each ¢t and € > 0

(5.31) ah_{r;o aPg(-t/a)*{|g(-,t/a)| > ac} = 0.
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In view of ([5.28]) and (5.29)), it suffices to show that

lim aPgi(-1/a){|g(t/a)| > ac} = 0.

Moreover, since g; is bounded uniformly for 6 € [—zo, T — 2], by Lemma

{lg(- t/e)| > ae} < {lg2(- t/ )| > ag/2} < a%!gz(»t/a)\,

for « sufficiently large. By (/5.28)), it follows that

aPgi(-,t/a)*{|lg(- t/a)] > ac} < ngl(wt/a)2 |92(+, /)]
2

< WP!91(~,t/a)gg(~,t/a)\ — 0.

Hence all conditions of Lemma 4.5 in [12] are satisfied.
To continue with verifying the conditions of Lemma 4.6 in [I2], consider the class of
functions G = {g(-,0) : 0 € [—wo, T — o]} and the classes

(5.32) Gr={9(-.0) €G: 0| <R},

for any R > 0, R in a neighborhood of zero. Since the functions in G are the sum of
a bounded monotone function and the product of strictly positive monotone functions, it
follows that Gg is a VC-subgraph class of functions, and hence it is uniformly manageable,
which proves condition (i) of Lemma 4.6 in [12]. Furthermore, choose as an envelope for Gp,

(5.33) Gr = Gr1 + Gr,
where
— <
GRI(Tasz):{J:O R_T<m0+R}7
®(Bo, o)

(5.34) 2 Ro(a0)

Gro(T, A, Z) = =200 52,

e ) ®(Bo, o)

Calculations completely analogous to (5.28), (5.29)) and (5.30]), with 1/R playing the role of
a — 00, yield that PG% = O(R), as R — 0. This proves condition (ii) of Lemma 4.6 in [12].
To show condition (iii) of Lemma 4.6 in [12], first note that

Plg(+,61) — g(-,02)| < Plgi(+,61) — g1(-, 02)| + Plga(-,01) — ga2(-, 62)].

Now,

1
Plgi(-01) = g1(:,02)] = B [H"(x0 + 01) — H" (20 + b2)| = O(|01 — 02]),

Bo, To)
according to (5.12)). Analogously,

Ao (7o)

P|g2('a91) _92(‘702” < m

01 = B2[E |57 = O(161 — b)),
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by (A2), which proves condition (iii) of Lemma 4.6 in [I2]. Finally, to establish condition (iv)
of Lemma 4.6 in [I2], we have to show that for each ¢ > 0, there exists K > 0 such that

PG%{Gr > K} <¢R,

for R near zero. The proof of this is completely analogous to proving ([5.31)), with 1/R playing
the role v — oo. This shows that all conditions of Theorem 4.7 in [12] are fulfilled, from which
we conclude that the process —n?/ 3PLg(-, n~1/ 31) converges in distribution to the process

Mm 1’33932% Mw l'xx2
-W (é(ﬁo,xo) ) * 2)\0( 0) w <‘I’(50,$0) > - 2)\0( o)

Together with (5.24) and (5.26]), this proves the weak convergence of Z’\ Weak convergence
of Z’\ is then immediate, by Lemma O

As a consequence, we obtain the limiting distribution of the process in ([5.8)).

LEMMA 5.4. Assume (A1) and (A,?) and suppose that (5.12)), (|5 14) and (5.15)) hold. Let
0 <z <7H and a > 0 fixed and let Z)‘ and W be defined in and (| - Then, the

process

1/3

24(0) -~ e { Wi + 17 0%0) = W)}

q>(607x0

converges weakly to

Ao (o)
®(Bo, o)

in Bjoe(R), where W is standard two-sided Brownian motion originating from zero.

1
Z(x) —ar =W ( :U> + 5)\6(330)562 —ax,

Proof. In view of Lemma it suffices to show that for any k = 1,2, ...,

(5.35) sup |n'/? {W (zo +n~Y3z) — Wn(xo)} - (I)(,B(),JUQ)QZ‘ — 0,
|| <k

almost surely. This is immediate, since similar to (4.20)), together with the monotonicity
of ®(Sy,u), one has

’1m{wz@0+n1Bm-dﬁ<m»}—¢wmww4

1/3 zo+n~1/3z
(5.36) sn / Bn, u) — (I)(ﬁo,ﬁﬂo)‘ du

< |zl

p (@B, ) — B(Bo, )| +12 (0,0 + nz) — @(Fo, z0)

= o(z) + O(n"Y3z),

almost surely, using Lemma and (5.15)). O

Finally, the next lemma provides the limit process of i,{
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LEMMA 5.5. Assume (A1) and (A2). Let xo € (0,7g) and suppose that (5.12)), (5.14])
and (5.15)) hold. Then the process 7, defined in (5.11)) converges in distribution to the process

o) (1 — Fo(wo))
®(Bo, o)

in Bjoe(R), where W is standard two-sided Brownian motion originating from zero.

(5.37) 71 (z) = W <f°( x> + % F5(xo)a?.

Proof. From (5.7), we have A, (zo +n~32) — A, (z0) = n~ 232 () +n~ Y3\ (zo)x, so that
by (2.13),

Zf(x) = n*/? {—G_A"(x”"_l/s‘r) + e Anl@o) _ n_1/3f0(560)$}

5.38 .
(5.38) — n2/3 {_e—An(xo) <e—n72/3Z3‘1(x)—n71/3)\0(x0)z _ 1) _ n_l/sfo(l‘o)w} '

Because e ¥ — 1 = —y + 4%/2 + o(y?), for y — 0 and sup,cp ZM (z)| = Op(1), according
to Lemma it follows that

e—n*2/3ii‘b(I)—n*1/3)\0(m0)m 1= —n_2/3i2(x) _ n_1/3>\0($0)$ + %H_Q/g)\()(l‘o)Ql'Q
+ 0,(nY3) + 0,(n L) + 0,(n"2/322).
Similarly, from Theorem u, we have that e An(#0) = ¢=Ao(w0) 4 Op(n_l/Q). Since
e Mol Xo(20) = (1 = Fo(wo))o(z0) = fo(xo),
from (j5.38)), we find that
. . 1
L (x) = (1= Fo(wo))Zp(x) — (1 = Fo(x0))do(wo)*s?

+0,(n™%) 4+ 0p(n V%) + 0, (a?).

(5.39)

According to Lemma the process (1 — Fo(z0))Z) () — (1 = Fy(z0))Mo(z0)?2? converges
weakly to

(1 — F()(l’o))w (qu) + %(1 — F()(l'o)))\{)(;(}o)xQ — %(1 — Fg(l‘o)))\%(xo)x27

which has the same distribution as the process in (5.37), by means of Brownian scaling and
the fact that

/ / 2 /
(5.40) Xy = (150170) _a (1FE)IJ;‘()); fo _ 1—f0F0 + A2
Hence, for any k =1,2,..., it follows from that
sup |Zi () — 2 ()] = 0p(1),
which finishes the proof. O

27



6 Limit distribution

The last step in deriving the asymptotic distribution of the estimators is to find the limiting
distribution of the inverse processes [775‘, U,i‘ and Uy defined in (-3). and and of
the versions of U} and U? in the case of a nonincreasing hazard, by applying Theorem 2.7
n [I2]. This requires the inverse processes to be bounded in probability.

LEMMA 6.1. Assume (A1) and (A2) and let xo € (0,7H). Suppose that \g is monotone

and suppose that fo is nondecreasing. Suppose that (5.14) and (5.15)) hold, with A\o(z¢) # 0.
Then, for each € > 0 and My > 0, there exists My > 0 such that, for n large enough,

(6.1) I <|m<a]\}/<[ nt/? ‘ﬁ,’l\(/\o(:co) +n3a) — zo| > M2> <e
a|xivi1

(6.2) P <|m<a]\>§ nt/? ‘ﬁé‘()\o(mo) +n3a) — 2| > M2> <e
aj>~ivi

(6.3) P (|5|n<af\}/§ nt/3 ’ﬁ,{(fo(azo) +n13a) — o] > M2> <e,
>

for n sufficiently large.

Proof. The proof of the lemma follows closely the lines of proof of Lemma 5.3 in [9] (see also
Lemma 7.1 in [10]). First consider (6.1 in case Ao is nondecreasing. It will be shown that

6.4 P UERSTENP) U3g) —mob > My ) <
(6.4) <|;"ﬂ<a]\>§ln {n( o(zo) +n a) SUO} 2 €,

as the other part can be proved similarly. Because Uri‘(a) is nondecreasing, the probability

in (6.4) is equal to

P (n1/3 {ﬁn()\g(:no) +n Y30 — a:o} > Mg) :

The relationship between the inverse process [Afﬁ and the process zﬁ defined in (5.9)), together
with the fact that Z)(0) = 0, implies that

P (n1/3 {[7;\()\0(360) + n_1/3M1) — .T(]} > MQ)
(65) N 7’L1/3M P P
<P ZMN2) — s AW 3 — W, <0, f > My | .
< ~(x) B(Bo. o) {W (xo+n""x) =W, (CL‘())} <0, for some x > Mo
By condition ([5.14)), there exists My > 0 such that, for any = € [T{y), T(,)] with |z —zo| < Mo,
My(x) > 0 and Nj(z) is close to Xj(z0). Take n='/3z < My. From (5.24) and (5.35), note that

Sy n'/3M;  (—~ RV
(6.6) 7y () m{Wn(xo—i-n 1/32) Wn(:co)}

= —n?PPg(,nV3x) — Myz + Ry(x),

where R,(z) = O, (n~Y%z) + o(z) + O(n="3z), by (6.26) and (5.36). Furthermore, for
0 < R < My, consider the class of functions Gr defined in (5.32) along with its envelope
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defined in (5.33)). It has been determined in the proof of Lemma that Gr is uniformly
manageable for its envelope G and that PG% = O(R), for 0 < R < M. Thus, Lemma 4.1
in [I2] states that for each ¢ > 0, there exist random variables S,, = O,(1) such that

(6.7) IPog(-,n~Y32) — Pg(-,n V32)| < on=?32? 4+ n=2/382,

for n=1/3z < My. Choose § = Ay(z0)/8 in the above inequality. It will result that
1
—n?B(P, — P)g(-,n"3z) > —g)\'o(xo)xQ — 52

2.
Furthermore, by (5-14), (5-15) and (5:27),

2

_ X
—n? Py~ r) = 29 (S0, w0)

<>\6(1‘0 + 0,)®(Bo, w0 + On)
(6.8)

+ {Ao(wo + 0n) — Ao(z0)} ' (Bo, z0 + 9n)>

for |6,] < n~'3z < My, where ®(8y,z) = 0®(By,x)/0x. From the choice of My and
since Aj(zo) > 0, we can find K > 0 such that for any z > K,

1
—n?3Pg(-,n Y32) — Myx > 1)\6(330)562,
for n sufficiently large. We conclude that

D) - o M Waeo))

ATt =1/3..y _
(B0, x0) Wl +n~"e) = Wa(o)

= —nz/g]Png(-, nil/Sx) — Myx + }?En(t)
= —n23(Py — PYg(n~a) — 123 Pg(n~32) — Myz + Foy(a)

~

1
> g)‘é(mﬂ)x2 - S'r2z + R (),

where ﬁn(:u) = O,(n~152) + o(x) + O(n~'/3z) and the O,, O and o terms do not depend on
x. It follows that for z > My > K,

09) B - oM

_ = 1
— m Wn(fl?() +n 1/31') — Wn(w())} Z g)\é)(l'()).fz — S,Z + O‘P(l)7
where the op term does not depend on x. Then, M> can be chosen such that
Mo (o) M3 + 0p(1)> <,
for n sufficiently large. We find that

: <2A<w) n! BN,

(o, x0)

1
<P <8)\/0($0)m2 — 82+ 0p(1) <0, for some My <z < n1/3MO>

{Wn(:zo + n_1/3x) — Wn(azo)} <0, for some My <z < n1/3M0>

1
<P <S,2L > g)\é(l“o)l“Q +op(1), for some My <z < n1/3M0> <e,
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for n sufficiently large.
For n~ Y3z > My, we first show that

=5 nBM;  (—~ 13 —
' _ 1/3 _ _
> Zn(n3 My /2) — % {Wn(xg + My/2) — Wn(xo)} :

with large probability, for n sufficiently large. Then,

_ nl/ _ _
P (Zn(nl/3M0/2) - q% {Wn(xo + My/2) — Wn(:vo)} < 0)

can be bounded with the argument above. Lemma and yield that YA/Q (xo+ Moy/2) =
Vi(zo+My/2)+0(1), with probability one and by definition V,, (zo+n~"13z) > V,,(zo+n"/3x),
for all zg +n =13z € [T(1), T(ny]- This implies that
V(o +n~32) — V(o + Mo/2)
(6.11) > V(o +n~2) = V(o + Mo/2) + o(1),
> Anlao + Mo/2) (Walwo +n™%w) = W (o + Mo/2)) + o(1),

using the convexity of V... To show (6.10)), note that by definition (5.9)),

~ nl/3 _ .
Z:\L($) - (I)(ﬁof\j;) {Wn(xo + nil/gx) - Wn(ﬁnva)}
~ B M, o~ —
_ (Z?L(nl/?’MO/Q) — ‘I’(T,HJ;) {Wn(xo -+ M0/2) — Wn(.%'o)}>
:L/?ﬂ V(2o +n"32) — Vi (20 + Mo /2)
@(507370) n\«40 n\«40 0
— (Molwo) +n72My ) { W (wo + 0~ 2) = Wa(wo + Mo/2>})
n2/3 K B
> i ( (it 2720 st <21
X {Wn(ffo +n73g) = Wa(zo + MO/Q)} + 0(1))
_ P A Mo/2) — A “1301; 4+ o(1
= 3(Bo.70) {0($0+ 0/2) — Xo(wo) —n 1+ o( )}

X {Wo(iﬂo +n3%) — Wo(zo + Mo/2) + 0(1)} + 0(1)) >0,
for n sufficiently large, using (4.20) and the fact that Ay and W} are strictly increasing and
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n 1Bz > My. It follows that

~ B M (o~ —
P Z/\ _u W —-1/3,.\ . < f 1/3M
( ~(x) (B, 20) {W (xo+n~"x) =W, (mo)} <0, for some x > n 0

n1/3M1 /\ -
(o, 70) {Wn(xo + Mo/2) — Wn(:po)} < 0) <e.

This completes the proof of (6.4). The other part of (6.1)) for a nondecreasing Ao is proven
similarly.

For ([6.2), in case of a nondecreasing Ao, by the same reasoning that leads to (6.5)) we first
have

<P <ig(n1/3M0/2) -

P <n1/3 {(72(/\0(%0) + 30y — mo} > M2) <P (Z)‘l(a:) — Mz <0, for some z > MQ) )
Moreover, by (5.22),
i%(m) - 22(1‘) + Op(n_1/2$1/2) + Op(n_l/GSU) + Op(n_l/g)a

where the O, terms do not depend on x. Similar to , one obtains
~ 1
Z(w) — Miz = N(wo)a?® — 52+ 0p(1),
for My < x < n'/3 My, where the op-term does not depend on x, which yields

P (i;\l(x) — Mz <0, for some My <z < n1/3M0) <e.

In the case z > n'/3 My, similar to (6.11)), Theorem and (4.25)) yield
(6.12) An(zo + 0~ 32) — Ap(wo + Mo/2) > Ap(wo +n32) — Ay(z0 + Mo/2) + o(1)
' > An(0 + Mo/2)(n™ 32 — Mo /2) + o(1).

This leads to _ _
7N (x) — Myz > Z)N(n' 3 My /2) — Min'/® My /2,

from which we conclude

P <i£{(x) — Myz <0, for some z > n1/3M0) <e.

This completes one part of the proof of (6.2)) for a nondecreasing \g. The other part is shown
similarly.

For (/6.3]), using that Ui is nonincreasing, similar to (6.5)), we first have

P <n1/3 {ﬁq{(fo(gvo) + n_1/3M1) — iﬂo} > M2> <P (Zfl(m) — Myx > 0, for some x > Mg) )

Next, according to ([5.39), (5.22) and (5.36)), we obtain

7 () — Mz = —(1 = Fowo))n® (B — P)g(-,n"2)
— (1= Fy(0))n*/*Py(-,n~ ") — %(1 — Fo(wo))No(wo)22? — Mz

+ Op(”_1/3) + Op(n_l/%’lﬂ) + Op(l‘) + 0,,(:52),
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where the O, and o, terms do not depend on z and where Pg(-,n"'/3z) is given in .
Now, choose § = — f/(z0)/(8(1— Fy(x0))) > 0in (6.7), so that according to Lemma 4.1 in [12],

1
—(1 = Fo(wo))n?* (B = P)gl,n~"32) < — fo(wo)a? + 52,

for n='/32 < My and S2 = Op(1). Furthermore, from together with (5.40), it follows
that we can find a K > 0 such that for any x > K,

1 1
—(1 = Fo(ao))n?BPg(-,n~3z) — 51— Fy(z0))No(xo)2a? — Mz < ng(xo)ﬁ,
for n sufficiently large. Similar to we have for ¢ > My > K,
~ 1
() ~ i < ((gho(an) + (1) a* + 2+ 0y(1),
where the o, terms do not depend on z, which leads to
P (zfl(x) — Myx > 0, for some My < x < n1/3MO) <e,

for n sufficiently large. In the case z > n'/3 My, first, similar to ([#.25]), we can obtain that for
any 0 < M < 7y,

Fo(z) = Fo(w)| < sup [Fua) = Ao(2)],
z€[0,M]

sup
z€[0,M]

which then similar to (6.12)) together with Corollary yields

Fu(xo + n_l/gx) — Fu(xo + MO/Q) < ﬁn(xo + n_l/?’x) - ﬁn(xo + M0/2) +o(1)

(6.13) < fulzo + Mo/2)(n 32 — My/2) + o(1).

This leads to B B
71 (x) — Myx < 75 (n'3 My /2) — Min'/3 My /2,

from which we conclude
P (z,);(x) — Myz > 0, for some z > nl/?’Mo) <e.

This completes one part of the proof of . The other part is shown similarly.

Finally, the proof of and in the case of a nonincreasing Ay is along the lines
of the proof of , combined with arguments used for the proof of and in the
nondecreasing case. O

Hereafter, the continuous mapping theorem from [I2] will be applied to the inverse pro-
cesses in , and , in order to derive the limiting distribution of the considered
estimators. Let C;,q,(R) denote the subset of By,.(R) consisting of continuous functions f
for which f(t) — —oo, when |t| — oo and f has an unique maximum.
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Proof of Theorem[3.3 The aim is to apply Theorem 2.7 in [12] and Theorem 6.1 in [10].
Since Theorem 2.7 from [12] applies to the argmax of processes on the whole real line, we
extend the process

1/3

Z)a,@) = Th(w) - Wa(wo + 0~ 132) — W (xo)

(B0, o)
from (5.8)) for = € [n1/3(T(1) — xo),nl/?’(T(n) — 20)], to the whole real line. Define Z)(a,z) =
ZMa, n1/3(T(1) — 1)), for z < n1/3(T(1) — 20) and Z)Ma,z) = Eé(a,nl/‘g(T(n) —x9)) + 1, for
x> n1/3(T(n) — xp). Then, Z\;}(a,m) € Bjo.(R) and according to (5.8]),

a ~ —~ }

nt/3 {[/J\T’L\(Ao(xo) +n13a) — mo} = argn%in {Zﬁ‘(a, x)} = argn%ax {—Zé(a, .ZL‘)} .
z€ z€

By Lemma for any a fixed, the process —Z’)(a,x) converges weakly to the process
—Z(z) 4 az € Cpae(IR) with probability one, where Z has been defined in (5.23). Lemma[6.1]
ensures the boundedness in probability of n'/3{U(Ao(zo) +n~1/3a) — x¢}. Consequently, by
Theorem 2.7 in [12] it follows that

nt/3 {(7,);(/\0(360) +n"3q) — xo} 4 argmax {—Z(z) + ax} = argmin {Z(x) — az} .
z€R zeR

The same argument applies to the process Z2 (z) —ax from (5.6), for z € [-n/3zq,n'/3 (Tiny —
x0)], which we extend to the whole real line in a similar fashion. Furthermore, if we fix
a,b € R, it will follow that

(Zi‘(a,x), 7 (x) — bx) LN (Z(m) —ax,7Z(x) — bac),

by Lemma and Lemma Hence, the first condition of Theorem 6.1 in [I0] is verified.
The second condition is provided by Lemma whereas the third condition is given by ([5.6))
and (j5.8]). Therefore, by Theorem 6.1 in [10],

<n1/3 {(72()\0(960) Fn3g) - xo} /3 {@?(Ao(wo) + 03 — xo}) 4 (Uk(a), UA(b)) ,

where

A 1
UMa) = sup {t : W ( 0(z0) ] t> + 5)\6(1’0)752 —at is minimal} .

(B0, xo

Additional computations show that U*(a) L (0) +a/Nj(xo) and therefore, by the definition

of the inverse processes in (5.1)) and (5.3)),

P (n1/3 {S\n(azo) — )\O(ﬂso)} > a,n'/? {S\n(:co) — )\0(9:0)} > b)
— P(Ua) < 0,UNb) < 0) = P(=Xp(z0)U0) > a, —Ny(x0)U0) > b),

as n — oo. This implies that

(n1/3 {j\n($0) - Ao(xo)} ' {5‘”(3”0) - AO(fUO)}) = (_)‘B(QUO)UA(O% —)\6(330)UA(0)) ’
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which proves (3.3). To establish the limiting distribution, define
> 1/3
A(CC) = 7(60’ ';E) s
Ao (2)Ap(2)
and note that

n2 Afwo){An(wo) = Nolo)}  Alwo) Xo(20)U(0) < argmin {W(1) + 17}

by Brownian scaling and the fact that the distribution of U*(0) is symmetric around zero. [J

Proof of Theorem[3.3 The proof of Theorem is completely analogous to that of Theo-
rem The inverse processes to be considered in this case are

U,?(a) = argmax { Y, (x) — aWn(Bn,x)} ,
$€[O,T(n)}

UMa) = argmax {A,(z) — az},
mE[O,T(n)]

for a > 0, where W, Y,, and A, have been defined in (2.4), (2.11) and (2.8) and B, is

the maximum partial likelihood estimator. By the same arguments as used in the proof of
Theorem the limiting distribution is expressed in terms of

argmax {W(t) — t*} £ argmax { —W(t) — t*} = argmin{W(t) + #*},
teR t€R teR

by properties of Brownian motion. ]

Proof of Theorem[3.]] Completely similar to the reasoning in the proof of Theorem [3.2] we
obtain B
nt/? {Uﬂf(fg(a:o) +n " 3q) — xo} 4 U’ (a),

where

f(a) = su : Jo(@o)(1 = Fo(ao)) Ly zo)t? — at is maxima
U'(a) = p{t.W( B(Bo, 70) t>+2f0( o)t t 1}.

As before, by Brownian scaling, U7 (a) Lyf (0) + a/ fi(xo) and together with (5.5) we obtain
P (nl/3 {fn(xg) - fo(aso)} < a) — P <—f6(xg)Uf(0) < a) :
Similar to the proof of Theorem with

1/3

(Lo, )
4fo(z) fo(x)(1 — Fo(z))

we conclude that n'/3 A(xo){ f(x0) — fo(xo)} converges in distribution to

)

Aw) = |

A(zo) f(20)UY (0) = ar§£ax{W(t) — 4 ar;gerﬂr;in{W(t) + 12,

using Brownian scaling and the fact that the distribution of U/(0) is symmetric around
Z€ro. O
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