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1. Introduction

The property of monotonicity plays an important role when dealing with survival data or
regression relationships. For example, it is often natural to assume that increasing a factor X
has a positive (negative) effect on a response Y or that the risk for an event to happen is
increasing (decreasing) over time. In situations like these, incorporating monotonicity con-
straints in the estimation procedure leads to more accurate results. The first non-parametric
monotone estimators were introduced in [19], [6], and [41], concerning the estimation of a
monotone probability density, regression function, and failure rate. These estimators are all
piecewise constant functions that exhibit a non-normal limit distribution at rate n'/3.

On the other hand, under some more regularity assumptions on the function of interest,
smooth non-parametric estimators can be used to achieve a faster rate of convergence to a
Gaussian distributional law. Typically, these estimators are constructed by combining an iso-
tonization step with a smoothing step. Estimators constructed by smoothing followed by an
isotonization step have been considered in [7], [47], [17], and [44], for the regression setting,
in [46] for estimating a monotone density, and in [16], who consider maximum smoothed like-
lihood estimators for monotone densities. Methods that interchange the smoothing step and
the isotonization step, can be found in [42], [13], and [35], who study kernel smoothed iso-
tonic estimators. Comparisons between isotonized smooth estimators and smoothed isotonic
estimators are made in [40], [25] and [24].

A lot of attention has been given in the literature to the pointwise asymptotic behavior of
smooth estimators and monotone estimators, separately. However, for example for goodness of
fit tests, global errors of estimates are needed instead of pointwise results. For the Grenander
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estimator of a monotone density, a central limit theorem for the Li-error was formulated
in [20] and proven rigorously in [21]. A similar result was established in [11] for the regression
context. Extensions to general Ly-errors can be found in [30] and in [12], where the latter
provides a unified approach that applies to a variety of statistical models. On the other hand,
central limit theorems for regular kernel density estimators have been obtained in [9] and [8].

In this paper we investigate the L,-error of smooth isotonic estimators obtained by kernel
smoothing the Grenander-type estimator or by isotonizing the ordinary kernel estimator. We
consider the same general setup as in [12], which includes estimation of a probability density,
a regression function, or a failure rate under monotonicity constraints (see Section 3 in [12]
for more details on these models). An essential assumption in this setup is that the observed
process of interest can be approximated by a Brownian motion or a Brownian bridge. Our
main results are central limit theorems for the L,-error of smooth isotonic estimators for a
monotone function on a compact interval. However, since the behavior of these estimators
is closely related to the behavior of ordinary kernel estimators, we first establish a central
limit theorem for the Ly-error of ordinary kernel estimators for a monotone function on a
compact interval. This extends the work by [9] on the Ly-error of densities that are smooth
on the whole real line, but is also of interest by itself. The fact that we no longer have a
smooth function on the whole real line, leads to boundary effects. Unexpectedly, different
from [9], we find that the limit variance of the L,-error changes, depending on whether the
approximating process is a Brownian motion or a Brownian bridge. Such a phenomenon has
also not been observed in other isotonic problems, where a similar embedding assumption
was made. Usually, both approximations lead to the same asymptotic results (e.g., see [12]
and [30]).

After establishing a central limit theorem for the Lj-error of ordinary kernel estimators,
we transfer this result to the smoothed Grenander estimator. The key ingredient here is the
behavior of the process obtained as the difference between a naive estimator and its least
concave majorant. For this we use results from [37]. As an intermediate result, we show that
the L,-distance between the smoothed Grenander-type estimator and the ordinary kernel
estimator converges at rate n?/® to some functional of two-sided Brownian motion minus a
parabolic drift.

The situation for the isotonized kernel estimator is much easier, because it can be shown
that this estimator coincides with the ordinary kernel estimator on large intervals in the
interior of the support, with probability tending to one. However, since the isotonization step
is performed last, the estimator is inconsistent at the boundaries. For this reason, we can
only obtain a central limit theorem for the L,-error on a sub-interval that approaches the
whole support, as n converges to infinity. Finally, the results on the Ly-error can be applied
immediately to obtain a central limit theorem for the Hellinger loss.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe the model, the assumptions
and fix some notation that will be used throughout the paper. A central limit theorem for
the Ly-error of the kernel estimator is obtained in Section 3. This result is used in Section 4
and 5 to obtain the limit distribution of the L,-error of the SG and GS estimators. Section 6
is dedicated to corresponding asymptotics for the Hellinger distance. In Section 7 we provide
a possible application of our results by considering a test for monotonicity. Details of some
of the proofs are delayed to Section 8 and to additional technicalities have been put in the
supplemental material in [38].
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2. Assumptions and notations

Consider estimating a function A : [0,1] — R subject to the constraint that it is non-
increasing. Suppose that on the basis of n observations we have at hand a cadlag step esti-
mator A,, of

A = /0 ANw)du, te[0.1]

A typical example is the estimation of a monotone density A on a compact interval by means
of the empirical cumulative distribution function A,,. Hereafter M,, denotes the process M,, =
A, — A, 1 is a measure on the Borel sets of R, and

k is a twice differentiable symmetric probability density with support [—1,1]. (1)
The rescaled kernel is defined as ky(u) = b~ 'k (u/b) where the bandwidth b = b, — 0,
as n — oo. In the sequel we will make use of the following assumptions.

(A1) X is decreasing and twice continuously differentiable on [0, 1] with inf [\ (¢)| > 0.
(A2) Let B, be either a Brownian motion or a Brownian bridge. There exists ¢ > 5/2, C, > 0,
L :[0,1] — R and versions of M,, and B,, such that

]P <nl—1/q Sup ‘Mn(t) _ n_1/2B7L ] L(t)‘ > x) S qu_q
t€[0,1]

for all x € (0,n]. Moreover, L is increasing and twice differentiable on [0,1] with
sup, |L"(t)| < oo and infy |L'(¢)| > 0.
(A3) du(t) = w(t)dt, where w(t) > 0 is continuous on [0, 1].
In particular, the approximation of the process M, by a Gaussian process, as in assump-
tion (A2), is required also in [12]. It corresponds to a general setting which includes estimation
of a probability density, regression function or a failure rate under monotonicity constraints
(see Section 3 in [12] for more details on these models).
First we introduce some notation. We partly adopt the one used in [9] and briefly explain
their appearance. Let S\fL be the standard kernel estimator of A, i.e.

2 (t) = /tj:bk;b(t—u) dA,(u), forte[b1—b). 2)

As usual we decompose into a random term and a bias term:

()2 (35,0 = A®) = )7 [ haft = 0) (A~ A)(w) + g1 0 (3)

where

9 (®) = (D)2 Ay () = AD) Ay (8) = / o(t — u)A(u) du. (4)

When nb®> — Cy > 0, then 9g(n)(t) converges to

a(t) = 5CoX"0) [ )s? dy. )
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After separating the bias term, the first term on the right hand side of (3) involves an integral
of ky(t — u) with respect to the process M,,. Due to (A2), this integral will be approximated
by an integral with respect to a Gaussian process. For this reason, the limiting moments of
the L,-error involve integrals with respect to Gaussian densities, such as

¢(x) = (2m) /2 exp(—a?/2),

B 1 2 — 2uay + > - 1 T —uy (6)
¢(u,x,y) _mexp <_ 2(1_u2) > - \/1—U2¢<\/1—u2>¢(y),

and a Taylor expansion of k,(t—u) yields the following constants involving the kernel function:

D2:/k(y)2dy7 T(S)_ fkfk2s+z dz’ (7)

For example, the limiting means of the L,-error and a truncated version are given by:
/ / ‘\/L’ £) D + g ( w(t)o(z) dt de,
1-b
// ‘\/L’ )Dx + g (t ‘ w(t)p(z) dt de,

where D and g(,) are defined in (7) and (4). Depending on the rate at which b — 0, the
limiting variance of the Ly-error has a different form. When nb® — 0, the limiting variance
turns out to be

(8)

1
2(p) = o D* ()P w(u)? du
o*(p) = 51D /O\Lm\ (w)? du, (9)

alz/R{/R/Rp:yw(r( oy) dady — //|:17y|pqz5 dxdy} ds,  (10)

with o1 representing p-th moments of bivariate Gaussian vectors, where D, v, and ¢ are
defined in (7) and (6). When nb> — Cy > 0 and B, in (A2) is a Brownian motion, the
limiting variance of the L,-error is

p= [ Lo

where g, D, 1, and ¢ are defined in (5), (7) and (6), whereas, if B, in (A2) is a Brownian
bridge, the limiting variance is slightly different,

where

2 1 g(u)(z + y)/I'(W)D + D*L'(u xy‘

() (¥(r(s), 2,) = 6(2)(y) ) ds dy dw du,

(11)

_ 2
() = (9) ~ i (12)

with

//‘\/L’—D:Uhq (w() L' (t)w(t)dt. (13)
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Finally, the following inequality will be used throughout this paper:

B B
/rmwv—mwmdmwgpﬂ4/ lg(t) — R du(t)
A A

1p (14)

B 1-1/p B
cort ([Cmor anw) ([Tl -nor ao)
where p € [1,00), —00o <A< B <ooand ¢q,h € L,(A, B).

3. Kernel estimator of a decreasing function

We extend the results of [9] and [8] to the case of a kernel estimator of a decreasing function
with compact support. Note that, since the function of interest cannot be twice differentiable
on R (not even continuous), the kernel estimator is inconsistent at zero and one. Moreover
we show that the contribution of the boundaries to the L,-error is not negligible, so in order
to avoid the L,-distance to explode we have to restrict ourselves to the interval [b,1 — b] or
apply some boundary correction.

3.1. A modified Ly-distance of the standard kernel estimator

Let A3 be the standard kernel estimator of A defined in (2). In order to avoid boundary
problems, we start by finding the asymptotic distribution of a modification of the L,-distance

x@zlm

1 p
70 = [ [Fa0) =20 dute (16)

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold. Let k satisfy (1) and let JS be defined in (15).
Suppose p > 1 and nb — oo.

i) If nb® — 0, then

X(t) = A0 au(e), (15)

instead of

(b (2)) ™2 { (nb)? /275 p) — ms () } % N (0, 1)

i) If nb> — C2 > 0, and By, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, then
(b6 (p)) /2 { (b)) — iy (p) } 5 N (0, 1)

i) If nb® — C2 >0, and B, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian bridge, then
(b0 ()2 { (nb)?2 T5 (p) = ms,(p) } 5 N (0,1),

where mS(p), o2(p), 0%(p), 62(p) are defined in (8), (9), (11), and (12), respectively.
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The proof goes along the same lines as in the one for the case of the L,-norms for kernel
density estimators on the whole real line (see [9] and [8]). The main idea is that by means
of assumption (A2), it is sufficient to prove the central limit theorem for the approximating
process. When B,, in (A2) is a Brownian motion, the latter one can be obtained by a big-
blocks-small-blocks procedure using the independence of the increments of the Brownian
motion. When B,, in (A2) is a Brownian bridge, we can still obtain a central limit theorem,
but the limiting variance turns out to be different. The latter result differs from what is
stated in [9]. In [9], the complete proof for both Brownian motion and Brownian bridge, is
only given for the case nb®> — 0, and it is shown that the random variables obtained by using
the Brownian motion and the Brownian bridge as approximating processes are asymptotically
equivalent (see their Lemma 6). In fact, when dealing with a Brownian bridge, the rescaled
L,-error is asymptotically equivalent to the L,-error that corresponds to the Brownian motion
process plus an additional term which is equal to CW(L(1)), for a constant C' proportional
on 61(p) defined in (13). When the bandwidth is small, i.e., nb> — 0, the bias term g(¢) in
the definition of 8;(p) disappears. Hence, by the symmetry property of the standard normal
density, 01(p) = 0 and as a consequence C' = 0. This means that the additional term resulting
from the fact that we are dealing with a Brownian bridge converges to zero. For details, see
the proof of Lemma 8.1. When nb® — CZ > 0, only a sketch of the proof is given in [9] for B,
being a Brownian motion and it is claimed that again the limit distribution would be the
same for B,, being a Brownian bridge. However, in out setting we find that the limit variances
are different.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. From the definition of JS(p) we have

1-b
(nb)?/2J<(p) = /b

p

(nb)*/? / ot — u) d(An — A)(u) + gy (8)] dia(t).

Let (Wy)ier be a Wiener process and define

e = [#(5) aviw), a7)

Hence, if B,, in assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, then according to (14),
1-b P
P2z [ [ )] dauto)
b
< por-1 b2 / / k <T> d(B, o L(u) —n1/2Mn(u))‘ du(t)
b
1-b t —u 14 1/]7
+ p2r~t (b_p/2/ /k: < 2 > d(By o L — n'?M,)(u) d,u(t)) .
b

1-b » 1-1/p
([ o+ ] a)
b
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We can write

/k; <’5_T“> d(By, o L — n'?M,)(u)| = ‘/_11 k(y)d(By o L — n*/?M,)(t — by)‘

— ‘/1 (By o L —n'?M,)(t — by) dk(y)‘ (18)
-1

< C sup ‘Bn oL(t) — nl/zMn(t)‘ .
te[0,1]

According to assumption (A2), the right hand side of (18) is of the order Op(n~/2*1/4) and
because b=1/20p(n~=1/2+1/ )= (nb®)3/100p(n=2/5+1/9) = op(1) we derive that

1-b P
P55t = [ 00 + g 0] aute)] = op(1)

As a result, the statement follows from the fact that

1-b P
<bo2<p>>—1/2{ [ oo + o) du(t)—mmm}izv(o,l),

where g(,,) and mj,(p) are defined in (4) and (8), respectively. This result is a generalization
of Lemmas 1-5 in [9] and the proof goes in the same way. However, for completeness we give
all the details in the supplementary material. See Lemma A.1 in [38].

Finally, if B,, is a Brownian bridge on [0, L(1)], we use the representation B, (t) = W(t) —

tW(L(1))/L(1). By replacing T with

@) (4) = t—u _ L)
v = [#(52) a (wizw) - ZEweo) (19)
in the previous reasoning, the statement follows from Lemma 8.1. ]

When nb* — 0, the centering constant m,,(p) can be replaced by a quantity that does not
depend on n.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold. Let k satisfy (1) and let JE be defined in (15).
Suppose p > 1 and nb — oo, such that nb* — 0. Then

(br?(p)) ™2 { ()25 () = m(p) } 5 N (0, 1),
where o2(p) is defined in (9) and

(o) = [ laPotoyas ([ ©0) dt)m / P au).

Proof. The statement follows from Theorem 3.1, if |m¢ (p)—m(p)| = o(b'/?). First we note that
fob |L'(t)[P/% dp(t) = o(b'/?) and fll_b|L’(7f)|p/2 du(t) = o(b/?). Moreover, according to (14),
for each z € R, we have

[ e s o -

1-b
< p2r! /b |90y ()[7 dpa(t)

ot ([ v du<t>>l_l/p ([ lowor aun)
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where g(,,)(t) is defined in (4). Hence, it suffices to prove

1-b
b2 /b 90 (OF diut) = o(2).
This follows, since SuP;efo, 1] ‘g(n | = O((nb 1/21)2) and b~ p/2(nb)p/2b2p (nb4)p/2 0. O

3.2. Boundary problems of the standard kernel estimator

We show that, actually, we cannot extend the results of Theorem 3.1 to the whole interval
[0,1], because then the inconsistency at the boundaries dominates the L,-error. A similar
phenomenon was also observed in the case of the Grenander-type estimator (see [12] and [30]),
but only for p > 2.5. In our case the contribution of the boundaries to the L,-error is not
negligible for all p > 1. This mainly has to do with the fact that the functions g, defined
in (4), converge to infinity. As a result, all the previous theory, which relies on the fact that
gn) = O(1) does not hold. For example, for ¢ € [0,b), we have

t+b
Gy () = (nb)/2 /0 kot — u) dA(u) — A(t)

t/b 1
— ' [ | HNG =) = AO dy = 0020 [ K)dy

t/b 1
= (nb)/? { / R = b) = AW dy = A) / W) dy} .

For the first term within the brackets, we have

t/b t/b
‘/ k(y)[A(t —by) — A()]dy| < b sup |[N'(t !‘/ y)y dy| = O(b), (21)
-1 te[0,1]
whereas for any 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ € [0, ¢b],
1
0< inf A(t k‘ )dy < A(t) k(y)dy < X0). (22)
te[0,1] t/b
Because nb — oo, this would mean that
SUp g (t) = —o0. (23)

t€[0,cb]

What would solve the problem is to assume that A is twice differentiable as a function defined
on R (see [9] and [8]). This is not the case, because here we are considering a function which
is positive and decreasing on [0, 1] and usually is zero outside this interval. This means that
as a function on R, X is not monotone anymore and has at least one discontinuity point.

The following results indicate that inconsistency at the boundaries dominates the L,-error,
i.e., the expectation and the variance of the integral close to the end points of the support
converge to infinity. We cannot even approach the boundaries at a rate faster than b (as in
the case of the Grenander-type estimator), because the kernel estimator is inconsistent on the
whole interval [0,b) (and (1 —b,1]).
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Proposition 3.3. Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold and let X}, be defined in (2). Let k satisfy (1).
Suppose that p > 1 and nb — oo.

i) When nb® — oo, then for each p > 1,

b
(nb)P’E [ /
0
i) If bn'=1/P — 0, then

b1/ { /0 b(nb)p/2

where g,y is defined in (4);
iii) Let

340~ A0 dutt)] - o

- P b
350) = 30" aute) ~ [ o OF aute) | o

t+b
Y, (t) = 51/2/ ky(t —u)dBn(L(u)),  tel0,b]. (24)
0

If b= In=14Y9 = O(1) and P~'nP=2+2/9 = 0, then

/Ob(nb)p/2

in probability and when bnl=1/P 5 o, then for all 0 < ¢ < 1,

p b
12 50) = 30| duto) ~ [ 110+ g O dulv)] 0. (29

b~Var </ch Yo (t) + gy (1)]° d,u(t)) — 00,

where g, is defined in (4).
The previous results also hold if we consider the integral on (1 —b,1] instead of [0,b).

The proof can be found in the supplemental material [38].

Remark 3.4. Note that, if b ~ n™%, for some 0 < a < 1, then for a < 1/3, Proposition 3.3(i)
shows that for all p > 1, the expectation of the boundary regions in the L,-error tends
to infinity. This holds in particular for the optimal choice a = 1/5. For p < 1/(1 — «),
Proposition 3.3(ii) allows us to include the boundary regions in the central limit theorem for
the Ly-error of the kernel estimator,

(b2 (p) ™2 { (00)"/ 200 (p) = 7 (p) } > N (0,1),

with J,,(p) defined in (16) and m,(p) = fol |9(n) (t)]” du(t). However, the bias term 1y, (p) is
not bounded anymore. On the other hand, if p > 1/(1—«), Proposition 3.3(iii) shows that the
boundary regions in the Ly-error behave asymptotically as random variables whose variance
tends to infinity.

Remark 3.5. The choice of the measure p instead of the Lebesgue measure, in [9] and [8], is
motivated by the fact that, for a particular p(t) = w(t)dt, the normalizing constants m(p) and
o(p) in the CLT will not depend on the unknown function. In our case, a proper choice for u
can also be used to get rid of the boundary problems. This happens when g puts less mass on
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the boundary regions in order to compensate the inconsistency of the kernel estimator. For
example, if u(t) = t?(1 — ¢)?dt, then

b 1
| @ au® + [ g dnte) > 0
and, as a result, Theorem 3.1 also holds if we replace JS(p) with J,,(p), defined in (16).

3.3. Kernel estimator with boundary correction

One way to overcome the inconsistency problems of the standard kernel estimator is to apply
some boundary correction. Let now AJ be the 'corrected’ kernel estimator of A, i.e.

~ z+b
A (2) = / @A), fora e 0,1] (26)

where kéx) (u) denotes the rescaled kernel b='k(®) (u/b), with

U1 (%) k(u) + 2 (%) uk(u) x €[0,b)
k() z € [b,1—b (27)
Y1 (52) k(u) — o (5E5) uk(u) =€ (1-0,1].

For s € [—1,1], the coefficients 11 (s), ¥2(s) are determined by

k@ (u) =

S

1(s) /_81 E(u) du + a(s) /_1 uk(u)du =1

P1(s) /S uk(u) du + 1/12(3)/ u2/<:(u) du = 0.

-1 -1

As a result, the boundary corrected kernel satisfies
z/b z/b
/ k@ (u) du = 1 and / uk® (u) du = 0. (28)

Moreover, 11 and 19 are continuously differentiable (in particular they are bounded). We aim
at showing that in this case, Theorem 3.1 holds for the L,-error on the whole support, i.e.,
with J,(p) instead of J£(p).

Note that boundary corrected kernel estimator coincides with the standard kernel estimator
on [b,1 —b]. Hence the behavior of the Ly-error on [b,1 — b] will be the same. We just have to
deal with the boundary regions [0,b] and [1 — b, 1].

Proposition 3.6. Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold and let X be defined in (26). Let k satisfy (1)
and suppose p > 1 and nb — oo. Then

b
b=1/2 (nb)P/? /
0

The previous result also holds if we consider the integral on (1 —b,1] instead of [0,b).

(1) — A(t)‘pdu(t) =0

The proof can be found in the supplemental material [38].
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Corollary 3.7. Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold and let J,,(p) be defined in (16). Let k satisfy (1)
and suppose p > 1 and nb — oo. Then

i) if nb® — 0, then it holds
(b (p) ™2 { (nb)"/ 2T (p) = () } > N (0, 1);
ii) If nb> — C2 > 0 and B,, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, then it holds
(b0%(p)) /2 { (b)) = mn(p) } % N (0, 1)
i) If nb®> — C2 > 0 and B, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian bridge, then it holds
(06 (p)) ™2 { (n0) 2T (p) = mn(p) } % N (0,1),

where o2, 62, 02 and m,, are defined respectively in (9), (11), (12) and (8).

Proof. It follows from combining Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.6, together with the fact
that

b
p1/2 / / VE@D + gy 0 w(t)o() dt dz — 0,
R JO
where D and g, are defined in (7) and (4). O

4. Smoothed Grenander-type estimator

The smoothed Grenander-type estimator is defined by
5 1IA(t+D) . B
A5G (g) = / KO(t - w)dAn(u),  fort € [0,1], (29)
0V (¢—b)

where A,, is the least concave majorant of A,,. We are interested in the asymptotic distribution
of the Ly-error of this estimator:

190 = [ 1

We will compare the behavior of the Ly-error of
tor A$ from (26). Because

A5G — A du(e). (30)

n

MG with that of the regular kernel estima-

300 - 3o = [ KO-l - An)(w)

we will make use of the behavior of A,, — A,,, which has been investigated in [37], extending
similar results from [15] and [32]. The idea is to represent A,,—A,, in terms of the mapping CM;
that maps a function h : R — R into the least concave majorant of h on the interval I C R,
or equivalently by the mapping Dy = CMh — h.

Let B, be as in assumption (A2) and §, a N(0,1) distributed r.v. independent of B,.
Define versions W,, of Brownian motion by

Wi (t) {Bn(t) + &t if B, is a Brownian bridge (31)

B, (t) if B, is a Brownian motion.
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Define
AE = p2/3 (CMp A, — Ay) = n2/3D[0,1]An, (32)
AT‘/LV = 7’L2/3 (CM[OJ}ATVLV — ATI/LV) = ’I’L2/3D[071}ATVLV.
where
AV (t) = A(t) +n~V2W, (L(1), (33)

with L as in Assumption (A2). We start with the following result on the L,-distance be-
tween 5\5(; and j\fl In order to use results from [37], we need that 1 < p < min(g,2q — 7),
where ¢ is from Assumption (A2). Moreover, in order to obtain suitable approximations in
combination with results from [37], we require additional conditions on the rate at which
1/b tends to infinity. Also see Remark 4.2. For the optimal rate b ~ n~1/%, the result in
Theorem 4.1 is valid, as long as p < 5 and ¢ > 9.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (Al) — (A2) hold and let p be a finite measure on (0,1).
Let k satisfy (1) and let X3¢ and XS, be defined in (29) and (26), respectively. If 1 <
p < min(q,2q — 7) and nb — oo, such that 1/b = o(nl/g_l/q), 1/b = o(n(q_g)/(ﬁp)), and
1/b = o (n/6+1/(P) (log ) ~(1/241/(2P))) | then

2/3 ( /b o ( 356 (1) — x;(t)(” du(t)> Up 2 ao[DrZ)(0),

where Z(t) = W (t) — t2, with W being a two-sided Brownian motion originating from zero,

and
1 /
t
o = < / (1)
0
Proof. We write

c1(t)?
s (| T Rse - spo i) R (/ T vaor du<t>)l/p,

)\/(t) 1/3

’ du(t)> ” ,oa)= ‘ 3L (1)

where

Yo (t) = bn?/3 < /t " ky(t —u) d(A, — An)(u)> . te(b1—2b). (34)

—b
We first show that

1-b
b /b Yal®)? du(t) S 0B [Dr2Z)(0)7, (35)

and then the result would follow from the continuous mapping theorem. Note that integration

by parts yields
1 t=v\ g
Y,(t) = - k Ay (v) do.
bJ_4 b

The proof consists of several succeeding approximations of AZ. For details, see Lemmas 8.2
to 8.6. First we replace AZ in the previous integral by A. The approximation of Y, (¢) by

YO (4) = % /_ 11 K <t . ”) AY (v) dv. (36)
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where AW is defined in (32), is possible thanks to Assumption (A2). According to (14),

| [ maor an - Al_brYél><t>\pdu<t>1

< p2-! / Ya(t) — YO ()P dut) (37)
b
1-b 1/p 1-b 1-1/p
T ( /b rYn<t>—Yél><t>1pdu<t>) ( / ryé”wpdmt))

According to Lemma 8.2, b™P fbl_b Y, (t) — Y,gl)(t)\p du(t) = op(1). Consequently, in view
of (37), if we show that

1-b
by / YO du(t) & g’ DeZ)(0). (38)
b
then we obtain
1-b 1-b
b /b Ya(®)P dpu(t) = b /b YOO du(t) + op(1), (39)

and (35) follows.
In order to prove (38), we replace AKV by n2/3D Ino AKV , 1.e., we approximate Y,gl) by

1 t+b t —
yA() =4 /t ¥ (%) n?**[Dp,, AY](v) do. (40)

where I, = [0,1]N[v—n""31logn, v+n~3logn] and AV is defined in (33). From Lemma 8.3,
we have that b~ pfl b Y(l)( t) — v, (t)|P du(t) = op(1). Hence, similar to the argument that
leads to (39), if we show that

1-b
b / YO @)P du(t) S an?[DrZ)(0), (41)
b
then, together with (14), it follows that
1-b 1-b
by / YO@)P du(t) = b7 / YO @)P du(t) + op(1).
b b

Consequently, (38) is equivalent to (41).
In order to prove (41), let

You(s) = n'/® [W”(L(U +n" %)) — Wn(L(U))] * %N(U)Sz' (42)

Let H,, = [—nl/ v n1/3(1 —v)]N[—logn,logn| and A,, = n2/3[D17wA¥LV](v) — [Dg,,, Yno)(0).
We approximate YTE ) by

t+b .
w0 =g [ K (50) Duvloa (43)
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From Lemma 8.4, we have that b~P fbl_b |Yn(2) (t) — v, ()P du(t) = op(1). Again, similar to
the argument that leads to (39), if we show that

—b
b /b 1 Y, ()P du(t) % ag?[DaZ](0)P. (44)

then, together with (14), it follows that

1-b 1-b
b /b YO0 du(t) = b7 /b YOO dut) + op(1),

which would prove (41).
We proceed with proving (44). Let W be a two sided Brownian motion originating from
zero. We have that

n1/6 [Wn(L(u o Y3)) - Wn(L(v))] <y <n1/3(L(v Fnl/3s) - L(v)))

as a process in s. Consequently,

t+b _ )
Rl / ¥ (t - ”) (D1, V) (0) v
t

where
Yo(s) = W(n3(Lv +n~3s) — L(v))) + lX(v)s? (45)

Now define 1
Zno(8) = W(L'(v)s) + 5)\,(11)82. (46)

and J,, = [nY3(L(an,) — L(v))/L (v),n'/3(L(bny) — L(v))/L'(v)], where an, = max(0,v —

n=1/3 logn) and b, = min(1,v + n=1/3 logn). We approximate Yo by Zyy, i.e., we approxi-

mate Yn(?” by

1 t+b _
Yn(4) (t) = 5 - K <t 2 U) D, Znv](0) dv, (47)

Lemma 8.5 yields b7 fbl_b ]Yn(g) (t) — v,y (t)[P du(t) = op(1). Once more, similar to the argu-
ment that leads to (39), if we show that

1-b
b /b YO du(t) % ag?[DaZ](O), (48)

then, together with (14), it follows that

1-b 1-b
b7 /b YO ()P dpu(t) = b /b YOO du(t) + op(1),

and as a result, also (44) holds.
As a final step, we prove (48). Since ¢1(v)W (L' (v)c2(v)s) 4 W (s) as a process in s, where

- (G - ()"
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1 t+b t— 1
vy [ R () s P a0

t—b (v)
where I, = co(v) "' Jy,, and Z(t) = W (t) — t2. We approximate Dj,, by Dg, i.e., we approx-
imate Y,§4) by

we obtain that

t+b —»
KﬁszﬁDRman%Aw_y<tb ) Lo, (49)

—b c1(v)

It remains to show that
1-b
5 [ O dutt) 5 a0 (50)
b

because then, it follows that

1-b 1-b
v [ OPdun =6 [ YO OF o +or()
b b

so that (48) holds. Since

1 [t /t—w\ 1 1 1
- k:’< > dv = / K dy = 0.
b /t—b b ) calt) ci(t) J-4 () dy

we can write

%/:z:b g <t ; U) civ) = % 1::) g (t ; U> (civ) N Cll(t)> v
N /_1 ¥ (Cl(t 1— by) Clh)) .

Assumptions (Al) and (A2) imply that ¢ — c¢;(¢) is strictly positive and differentiable with
bounded derivative, so by a Taylor expansion we get

b 1 1 _al® b
L# 0 (s~ am) o= aet L, ¥ e o)

Hence,
1-b 1-b c (t)b p
v [ O oF ant = peziops [ S dute) + opl)
b b lalt)
1 c/ (t) p
= [DrZ](0) L t 1
=)0 || an(t) +op1)
which concludes the proof of (50) and finishes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 4.2. Note that the assumption 1/b = o (n1/6+1/(6p) (log n)_(1+1/5”)) of the previous
theorem puts a restriction on p, when b has the optimal rate n~='/5. This is due to the
approximation of VA (t) by v, o) (t) for t € (b,1 — b). This restriction on p can be avoided if
we consider the Ly-error on the smaller interval (b+ n~3logn,1 —b—n"3logn).
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Remark 4.3. For p > 1, the boundary regions cannot be included in the CLT of Theorem 4.1.
For example, for t € (0,b), it can be shown that there exists a universal constant K > 0, such
that

b ~ ~
w3 715360 = 30| dute) > Kb+ D207 + op(v77),
0
which is not bounded in probability for p > 1. For details see the supplemental material [38].

The same result also holds for ¢t € (1 —b,1).
In the special case p =1, for ¢t € (0,b) we have

1 (Y4
|5 @) dy| dute) + op()

ci(t) J

w0 [ 30 30 an = Daz10)} [

If (A3) holds, then

b/ /t/b_km( ) dy

Similarly, we can deal with the case t € (1 —b,1). It follows that

ap(t) —»——flﬁ/‘|¢1 E(y) + 2 (4) vk ()] d.

61 0

2/3/ ‘ASG ‘du() ao[DrZ)(0)

with
)/|m y) + s (4) ok (3)] dy

We are now ready to formulate the CLT for the smoothed Grenander-type estimator.
The result will follow from combining Corollary 3.7 with Theorem 4.1. Because we now deal
with the L,-error between S\EG and A\, the contribution of the integrals over the boundary
regions (0,2b) and (1 — 2b,1) can be shown to be negligible. This means we no longer need
the third requirement in Theorem 4.1 on the rate of 1/b.

Theorem 4.4. Assume that (A1) —(A3) hold and let k satisfy (1). Let I5C be defined in (30).
If1 < p <min(q,2q—"T7) and nb — oo, such that 1/b = o (n1/3_1/‘1) and1/b=o (n(q_3)/(6p)).

i) If nb® — 0, then

d(]:()é0+<
Cl

(bor? ()72 { b 2156 () = ma(p) | % N (0, 1);

i) If nb® — C2 > 0, and B, in assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, then
(b0(p)) ™/ { (nb)? 215 (p) — ma(p) } > N (0,1);

iii) If nb® — C2 >0, and B, in assumption (A2) is a Brownian bridge, then
(062 (p)) "2 { ()15 () = ma(p) } 5 N (0,1),

where 139, my,, 02, 62, and 62 are defined in (30), (8), (9), (11), and (12), respectively.
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Proof. Define

2 : 5
9 o’(p) if nb>—=0
= o1
) {92(]9) it nb® - C2. (51)

By Corollary 3.7, we already have that

1
w2 { |

2 p d
350 =30 dutt) ~ malp) } 4 N(0.)
for A% defined in (26). Hence it is sufficient to show that

[ e - ane - [

in all three cases (i)-(iii). First we show that

/2b
0

Indeed, by (14), we get

/O " |56 - M0 dutt) - /0 ’

2b R P
<t [C]Re0 - of duto) (53)
0

+p2r! </o2b 00 -0 (t)> "’ (/02b

Moreover, by integration by parts and the Kiefer-Wolfowitz type of result in Corollary 3.1
n [14], it follows that

b= Y2 (nb)P/? X5 () = A(t)

i du(t)‘ £,

» 2b
b2 | 3560 a0 dutr) - /
0

~

(1) = M)

~

33020 auto)) o

AE(t) = A ()| = sup
te[0,1]

—1 e —1 10gn 2/3
< Cb sup ‘An(t) - An(t)’ = OP b - .

sup
te[0,1]

[ 10— d(i, - A

(54)
t€[0,1] n

Hence

n

/Ozb ‘XﬁG(t) B X;(t)‘p du(t) = Op (bl_p <logn>2p/3) | 55)

Together with Proposition 3.6 this implies (52). Similarly, we also have

/1 b 555(t) ~ a0 dutr) - / b j

Thus, it remains to prove

/ RS9 - x| autt) - /

b

b—1/2(nb)p/2

b=1/2(nb)P/?
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Again, from (14), we have

1-2b » 1-2b »
[ s x| auto - [ [jaw -2 du(t)‘
2

b 2b

1-2b B . P
< por! /2 e - o) aue (57)

ot ([ e - oo auto) " (L7 oo -l du<t>)1_1/p.

b b

Because b~! = o(n'/31/9) implies that (2b,1 — 2b) C (b+n~"Y3logn,1 — b — n~""/3logn),
from Theorem 4.1, in particular Remark 4.2, we have

/ T seq - S0)] dult) = 0p(n=27%) = op(n~7/2). (58)
2b

Then, (56) follows immediately from (57) and the fact that, according to Theorem 3.1,

~

1-2b )
/2b An(t) — )\(t)‘ dp(t) = Op((nb)~P/?).

This proves the theorem. O

Remark 4.5. Note that, if b = en™%, for some 0 < a < 1, the proof is simple and short in
case o < p/(3(1 + p)) because the Kiefer-Wolfowitz type of result in Corollary 3.1 in [14] is
sufficient to prove (58). Indeed, from (54), it follows that

/21—26 5\20(15) B 5\%(15) P du(t) = Op <b_p (logn>2p/3> —op (bl/2 (nb)_p/2> .

b n

However, this assumption on « is quite restrictive because for example if « = 1/5 then the
theorem holds only for p > 3/2 (not for the L;i-loss) and if @ = 1/4 then the theorem holds
only for p > 3.

5. Isotonized kernel estimator

The isotonized kernel estimator is defined as follows. First, we smooth the piecewise constant
estimator A, by means of a boundary corrected kernel function, i.e., let

(DAL
AS(t) = / KD (¢t — u)An(u)du, for t € [0,1], (59)
(t—b)VO

where k‘ét) (u) defined as in (27). Next, we define a continuous monotone estimator AG° of
as the left-hand slope of the least concave majorant /AXfL of A% on [0, 1]. In this way we define
a sort of Grenander estimator based on a smoothed naive estimator for A. For this reason we
use the superscript G.S.

We are interested in the asymptotic distribution of the Lj-error of this estimator:

165(p) = /O 1

A5 (1)~ A0 du(t).
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It follows from Lemma 1 in [22] (in the case of a decreasing function), that A& is continuous
and is the unique minimizer of

v = /0 - xm)

over all nonincreasing functions A, where A3 (t) = dA® (t)/dt. This suggests A\’ (t) as a naive
estimator for A\o(¢). Note that, for ¢ € [b,1 — b], from integration by parts we get

A (t) = biQ /tib K <7§—Tu> Ap(u)du = /tib ky(t — u) dAy, (u), (60)

ie., 5\2 coincides with the usual kernel estimator of A on the interval [b,1 — b)].
Let 0 < v < 1. It can be shown that

P(AS (1) = \G5(¢) for all t € [b7,1 — bY]) — 1. (61)

See Corollary B.2 in the supplemental material [38]. Hence, their Ly-error between S\ES and
S\fl will exhibit the same behavior in the limit. Note that this holds for every v < 1, which
means that the interval we are considering is approaching (b,1 — b). Consider a modified
Ly-error of the isotonized kernel estimator defined by

I5¢() = / . ASS (1) =A@ dult). (62)
bY

We then have the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold and let I,?:s’c(p) be defined in (62). Let k sat-
isfy (1) and let L be as in Assumption (A2). Assume b — 0 and 1/b = o(n'/*) and let
1/2 <~y < 1.

i) If nb® — 0, then
_ . d
(b (p)) /2 { ()P 2IG5<(p) = ma(p) b % N(0,1);
i) If nb® — CZ > 0 and B, in assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, then
. c d
(602 ()2 { (bS5 (p) = ma(p) } % N (0, 1)
i) If nb® — C2 > 0 and By, in assumption (A2) is a Brownian bridge, then
(662(p)) /2 { (nb) 2155 (p) — ma(p) b 5 N (0,1),

where o2, 62, 0% and m,, are defined respectively in (9), (11), (12) and (8).

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.1 and (61). Note that the results of Theorem 3.1 do not
change if we consider the interval [b7, 1—b7] instead of [b, 1—b] and that b=/2|mS (p)—mn(p)| —
0. O
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6. Hellinger error

In this section we investigate the global behavior of estimators by means of a weighted
Hellinger distance

1/2
H(An A) = (% /0 1 (\/w - M)z du(t)) , (63)

where j\n is the estimator at hand. This metric is convenient in maximum likelihood prob-
lems, which goes back to [33, 34, 3|. Consistency in Hellinger distance of shape constrained
maximum likelihood estimators has been investigated in [43], [45], and [10], whereas rates
on Hellinger risk measures have been obtained in [45], [28], and [27]. The first central limit
theorem type of result for the Hellinger distance was presented in [39] for Grenander type
estimators of a monotone function. We deal with the smooth (isotonic) estimators following
the same approach.

Note that, for the Hellinger distance to be well defined we need to assume that A\ takes
only positive values. We follow the same line of argument as in [39]. We first establish that

/01 (\/% - \/Wy dp(t) = /01 <5\i(t) — )\(t))2 (AN®) " du(t) + Op ((nb)_3/2> 7

which shows that the squared Hellinger loss can be approximated by a weighted squared
Lo-distance. For details, see Lemma C.1 in the supplemental material [38], which is the corre-
sponding version of Lemma 2.1 in [39]. Hence, a central limit theorem for squared the Hellinger
loss follows directly from the central limit theorem for the weighted Lo-distance (see Theo-
rem C.2 in the supplemental material [38], which corresponds to Theorem 3.1 in [39]). An
application of the delta method will then lead to the following result.

Theorem 6.1. Assume (A1)-(A3) hold. Let X2 be defined in (2), with k satisfying (1), and
let H be defined in (63). Suppose that nb — oo and that X is strictly positive.

i) If nb® — 0, then

7.2(2) —-1/2 . ) )
<b8un(2)> {(”b)l/QH(AmA) —2 1/2un(2)1/2} 4 N(0,1).

i) If nb> — CZ > 0 and B,, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, then

l<[,2(2) -1/2 N, ) )
<b8un(2)> {(nb)1/2H()\m)\) _9 1/2Mn(2)1/2} 4 N(0,1),

iii) If nb® — C2 >0 and By, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian bridge, then

R2(2) \ H? . ) ]
<b8,un(2)> {(nb)1/2H()‘n7 A)—2 1/2Mn(2)1/2} — N(0,1),

where 72, k2, &2 and p,, are defined as in (9), (11), (12) and (8), respectively, by replacing w(t)
with w(t)(4\(t)) 1.
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(iv) Under the conditions of Theorem 4.4, results (i)-(iii) also hold when replacing XS by the
smoothed Grenander-type estimator \5C, defined in (29).

Proof. The proof consists of an application of the delta-method in combination with Theo-
rem C.2 in the supplemental material [38]. According to part (i) of Theorem C.2 in [38],

zr”2@nwﬂX;A)—uMm)ﬂ>Z

where Z is a mean zero normal random variable with variance 72(2). Therefore, in order to
obtain part (i) of Theorem 6.1, we apply the delta method with the mapping ¢(z) = 2~ 1/21/2,
Parts (ii)-(iv) are obtained in the same way. O

To be complete, note that from Corollary B.2, the previous central limit theorems also hold
for the isotonized kernel estimator AG®, defined in Section 5, when considering a Hellinger
distance corresponding to the interval (b7,1 — b7) instead of (0,1) in (63).

7. Testing

In this section we investigate a possible application of the results obtained in Section 4 for
testing monotonicity. For example, Theorem 4.4 could be used to construct a test for the single
null hypothesis Hy : A = Ay, for some known monotone function Ag. Instead, we investigate
a nonparametric test for monotonicity on the basis of the L,-distance between the smoothed
Grenander-type estimator and the kernel estimator, see Theorem 4.1.

The problem of testing a nonparametric null hypothesis of monotonicity has gained a lot of
interest in the literature (see for example [29] for the density setting, [26], [23] for the hazard
rate, [1], [4], [5],[18] for the regression function).

We consider a regression model with deterministic design points

where the ¢;’s are independent normal random variables with mean zero and variance o2.

Such a model satisfies Assumption (A2) with ¢ = 400 and A, (t) =n~1Y", .. Vi, for t € [0,1]
(see Theorem 5 in [12]). -

Assume we have a sample of n obseravtions Y7,...,Y,. Let D be the space of decreasing
functions on [0, 1]. We want to test Hy: A € D against Hy: A ¢ D. Under the null hypothesis
we can estimate A by the smoothed Grenander-type estimator 5\5(; defined as in (29). On the
other hand, under the alternative hypothesis we can estimate A by the kernel estimator with
boundary corrections 5\; defined in (26). Then, as a test statistics we take

a3 ([0 556 YUNE s
T, =n (A ‘M(ﬂ—%@‘&) :

and at level o, we reject the null hypothesis if 7}, > ¢, o for some critical value ¢, o > 0.

In order to use the asymptotic quantiles of the limit distribution in Theorem 4.1, we need
to estimate the constant Cy which depends on the derivatives of A. To avoid this, we choose
to determine the critical value by a bootstrap procedure. We generate B = 1000 samples of
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size n from the model (64) with A replaced by its estimator S\EG under the null hypothesis.
For each of these samples we compute the estimators )\gG’*, Ay® and the test statistics

1-b . 2 1/2
T;;j — n2/3 </ ‘)\EG,*(t) — )\ig*(t)‘ dt> , j=1,...,B.
b

Then we take as a critical value, the 100a-th upper-percentile of the values Tots--- ,T;; g- We
repeat this procedure N = 1000 times and we count the percentage of rejections. This gives
an approximation of the level (or the power) of the test if we start with a sample for which
the true A is decreasing (or non-decreasing).

We investigate the performance of the test by comparing it to tests proposed in [1], [2] and
in [18]. For a power comparison, [1] and [2] consider the following functions

M (z) = —15(z — 0.5)* L gz<0.5, — 0.3(z — 0.5) + exp (—250(z — 0.25)%)
Ao(x) = 160w, A3(z) =0.2exp (—50(z — 0.5)2) , A(z) = —0.1cos(6mx),
5() = —0.2x + A3(x), Ag(x) = —0.2x + \y(x),
M(z) = —(1+2) + 0.45exp (—50(z — 0.5)%) ,
We denote by Tz the local mean test of [2] and S, the test proposed in [1] on the basis of

the distance between the least concave majorant of A, and A,,. The result of the simulations
for n = 100, o = 0.05, b = 0.1, are given in Table 1. We see that, apart from the last case, all

>

Function M\ A2 A3 A As A6 A7

o? 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.004 0.006 0.01
Tn 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.99
Tp 0.99 0.99 1 0.99  0.99 0.98 0.76

Sped 0.99 1 098 099 0.99 0.99 0.68

TABLE 1
Simulated power of T, T and S;%? for n = 100.

the three tests perform very well and they are comparable. However, our test behaves much
better for the function A7, which is more difficult to detect than the others.
The second model that we consider is taken from [1] and [18], which is a regression function
given by
Aa(x) = —(1 4+ ) + aexp (—50(z — 0.5)?), x € [0,1].

The results of the simulation, again for n = 100, a = 0.05, b = 0.1 and various values of a
and o2 are given in Table 2. We denote by S, the test of [1] and by T}, the test of [18].
Note that when a = 0, the regression function is decreasing so H is satisfied. We observe
that our test rejects the null hypothesis more often than 7., and S,” but, however, it has
rejection probability smaller than 0.05. As the value of a increases, the monotonicity of A,
is perturbed. For a = 0.25 our test performs significantly better than the other two and, as
expected, the power decreases as the variance of the errors increases. When a = 0.45 and o
not to large, the three test show optimal power but, when o2 increases, T}, outperforms Tpyn

and S,
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a=0 a=0.25 a = 0.45
o 0.025 0.05 0.1 0.025 0.05 0.1 0.025 0.05 0.1
T, 0.012 0.025 0.022 0.927 0.497 0.219 1 1 0.992
Trun 0 0 0 0.106 0.037 0.014 1 1 0.805
Sred 0 0.002 0.013 0.404 0.053 0.007 1 1 0.683
TABLE 2

Stmulated power of Ty, Trun and S;,%? for n = 100.
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We note that the test performs the same way if, instead of the Lo-distance between S\EG
and A%, we use the Li-distance on (0,1). Indeed, in Remark 4.3 we showed that , for p = 1,
the limit theorem holds on the whole interval (0,1). Moreover, we did not investigate the
choice of the bandwidth. We take b = 0.1, which seems to be a reasonable one considering

that the whole interval has length one.

8. Auxiliary results and proofs

8.1. Proofs for Section 3

Lemma 8.1. Let L : [0,1] — R be strictly positive and twice differentiable, such that
inf,cpo,0) L'(t) > 0 and supepoq) |17 (t)] < oo. Let 2, 9y, and my,(p) be defined in (19),

(4), and (8), respectively. Assume that (A1) and (A3) hold.
1. If nb® — 0, then

1-b P
<ba2<p>>—1/2{ | o + g ) du(t)—mmm}ifv(o,l),

where o2 (p) is defined in (9).
2. If nb® — Cg, then

1-b
52/ \\—1/2 —1/217(2) b —me d
@) { [ 20 + o) duto) - i)} S ¥0.)

where 02(p) is defined in (12).

Proof. From the properties of the kernel function and L we have

1@ (f) /k (’ﬁ)“) AW (L)) — ((1())) /k: <“T“> L (u) du

:/k<t_b”> AW (L(u)) — ((())) '(t) + Op(b°),

where the Op term is uniformly for ¢ € [0, 1]. Hence, inequality (14) implies that

1-b P
[ 2o + @] aut
b

/l—b
b

t—u

02 [ (S5) aw iz + o) -0 0] a0 + o)
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Therefore, it is sufficient to prove a CLT for

/l—b
b

p

2 [ (552) W) + g0 - 02 0] au,

Let X, _1/2/k <75—Tu> AW (L(w)) + gn (t)-

Then X,y ~ N(g(n)(t), 02(t)), where

2 (1) = % / 2 (’“L_T“> /() du.

We can then write
1-b P
p-1/2 {/ (b—l/zfﬁf)(t) +g(n>(t)‘ dp(?) —mi(p)}
b

_ /2 {/1_b ‘Xn,t _pl2 W(L(l))L’(t)
b

() o) | +o)

L(1)
1-b
_ 12 D e —
el ) i)}
1-b
B p%l()l)) /b | Xi P sgn { X, 0} L ()w(t) dt

1-b
+b—1/2/ O (bBW(L(1))?) dt + o(1),
b

where we use
[P = Iy + p(z — Y|y~ sen(y) + O((x — 9)?)
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(69)

for the first term in the integrand on the right hand side of the first equality in (68). The
third term on the right hand side of (68) converges to zero in probability, so it suffices to deal
with the first two terms. To establish a central limit theorem for the first term, one can mimic
the approach in [9] using a big-blocks-small-blocks procedure. See Lemmas A.1 and A.2 in

the supplemental material [38] for details. It can be shown that

1—b M3
b*”{/ \XWdew—mmm}:H”§ja+mxm
b i=1

where ¢; = Y0 &, with ¢; = (i — 1)(Ma +2) + 1 and d; = (i — 1)(M + 2) + M, M =

[(M7 —1)¥], for some 0 < v < 1 and My = [1/b— 1], M3 = [(M; —1)/(M3 + 2)], and

éézb_lzdﬁb{P&ww-—/:j‘VTRBIM*%mm@ﬂp¢@ﬁdw}w@ﬁﬂ-

b

The random variables (; are independent and satisfy

M3
b23" ¢ % N0 (1),

i=1



H.P. Lopuhad and E. Musta/CLT for the Ly-error of smooth isotonic estimators 25

where v2(p) is defined in (51).
Next, consider the second term in the right hand side of (68). We have

1-b
P=lgon S L (Hw
B[ Bl s (00 K0
1-b
- / / |0 ()2 + gy (O)]7 " s {on ()2 + gy (1)} () dar L (B)w(t) dt
b R

1 =1
— /0 /R ‘\/L'—(t)Dx + g(t)‘ sgn {\/L’—(t)D:p + g(t)} o(z)dz L' (H)w(t) dt,

where D and o,(t) are defined in (7) and (67), respectively, and ¢ denotes the standard
normal density. Note that

% VL'(t) Dz + g(t)‘p =p ‘\/L/—(t)D:E + g(t)‘p_l sgn {\/L/—(t)D:E + g(t)} :

Hence, integration by parts gives

/01 /R ‘\/L/—(t)Dx + g(t)‘:n—l sgn {\/L/—(t)D:n + g(t)} (x) dz L' (H)w(t) dt = Qgg)7

where 60 is defined in (13). We conclude

1-b o1 , M
E [/b | X7 sgn { Xy 1} L' (t)w(t) dt} — Dp

Moreover,
1-b
Var ( / | Xt P sgn { X0} L (H)w(t) dt)
b
1-b pl-b
= / / Covar (\Xn,t]p_l sgn { Xp.i} s | X" sgn {Xms}) L'(t)L (s)w(t)w(s)dtds
b b

1-b pl-b 1 1
— /b /b ﬂ{\t_s|§2b}(30var <|Xn7t|P— sgn{ X}, |Xn7s|p— sgn {Xn,s})
L' ()L (s)w(t)w(s) dt ds,

because for |t —s| > 2b, X, ; is independent of X, ;. As a result, using that X, ; has bounded
moments, we obtain

1-b
Var (/ | X a[P~ sgn { X} I (Bw(t) dt) —0.
b

This means that
=b 1 t1(p)
/ | X P sgn { X} L' ()w(t) dt — ——=,
b k] k] Dp

in probability and
W(L(1))

1-b
—pT /b |Xn7,5|p_1 sgn { Xy} L'(H)w(t)dt = CW(L(1)) + op(1),
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where

01(p
= (71)
Going back to (68), we conclude that
1-b
[ D0 + o) dute) - i)
’ (72)

M3
=237+ CW(LQ)) + op(1).
i=1
In the case nb® — 0, we have g(t) = 0 in the definition of 0;(p) in (13). Hence, by the

symmetry of the standard normal distribution, it follows that 6;(p) = 0 and as a result
C = 0. According to (70) and (72), this means that

p-1/2 { /b o ‘b—l/2r§3> () + g (1) " du(t) - mf;;(p)}

converges in distribution to a mean zero normal random variable with variance o2(p).
Then, consider the case nb®> — C’g > 0. Note that (; depends only on the Brownian motion
on the interval [c;b — b, ¢;b + b]. These intervals are disjoint, because ¢;y1b — b = d;b+ b. We

write
M3

W(LQ)) = 3 W (tisa) = W(E)] + W(L)) = W (tasy),
i=1
where t; = L(¢;b —b), for i = 1,..., M3. Moreover, W (L(1)) — W(tas,) — 0, in probability,
since tpr, ~ L(1 4+ O(b)) — L(1). Hence, the left hand side of (72), can be written as

M3
D Yitop(l), Yi=b"2(+CWi(tip1) - W(t).
=1

Since now we have a sum of independent random variables, we apply the Lindeberg-Feller
central limit theorem. Using E[Y;] = O(b%/2My), it suffices to show that

Ms 2
E (Z Y) — 62(p)> 0, (73)
=1

and that the Lyapounov condition

Ms Ms -2
> RV (Z E[W]) — 0. (74)

is satisfied. Once we have (73), condition (74) is equivalent to Zf‘i 3 E[YY] — 0. In order
to prove this, we use that E[¢!] = O(M3), (see (S6) in the proof of Lemma A.2 in the
supplemental material [38]). Then, we get

Ms M3 M3
Y EN] <O Y EG]+0(1) Y E[(W(ti1) — W(t))']
=1 =1 =1

< O(MgbgMgz) + O(Mj(tiv1 — t:)?)
= o(1) + O(M3M3b*) = o(1).
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Because E[Y;] = O(b/2Ms,), for (73) we have

E [(iyﬂ =§E[Y3] +o(1)

M3 M3
= bZE ]+ C? (tigr —ti) + 2002 Y EG{W (tig1) — W (ta)}] + o(1).
i=1 i=1

It can be shown that bZM?’ E [¢?] — 0, see Lemma A.2 in the supplemental material [38]
for details. Moreover, zlzl(tl+1 ti) = L((Ms —1)(Ma +2)b) — L(0) = L(1) + o(1). Finally,

since
dib —+o0
G=0b" /_b { | Xt — /_ ‘\/ I(t)Dx + g(n)(t)‘p o(z) dfl?}w(t) dt,

we can write

M3 MS dib
20012 S EIG{W (1) = W (t)}H = 20 / E[Xuil Znu(t)dt,
i=1"¢

i=1

where Z,,; = b= Y/2{W (t;11) — W (t;)}. Note that

o Zu) ~ N ([*30). | omie ey ))-

where o2 (t) is defined in (67) and

GE)=b"VL(t+b) — L(t—D)],  pu(t) = Jn(t)_lc}n(t)_lb_l/k: <_T> I(u) du.

Using

Tt Xns =2~ N (20,00 - 0. (1= £20) 3200

we obtain

B ([ Xt Zn 1] = E[[ X i[P E[Znt | Xn.t]]

() (Xnt = 9in) (t))}

= iz(g pn(t)E [|Xn,t|p (Xn,t — 9(n) (t))]

(
- "Et)pn ) [ 1a00() + ult)ePon(t)zo(z) da

on(t)

= o ()1 / k <t_T> () du /R 9 (£) + 0n(B)2P () da

Because o7 (t) — D?I(t), where D is defined in (7), i, (t) — g(t), as defined in (5), and
b [k (B “) l(u)du — I(t), we find that

11Xl Zacl —+ Y0 [ lg(t) + DVl a0(0) da
R
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Ms 2
E [(Zy) } = 0%(p) + C*L(1)

M3 db
+20D Y / ) /R 19(8) + /I DaPee(x) de +/IDw(t) dt + o(1)

i=1
= 0%(p) + C*L(1)
1
+20D7t /0 /]R lg(t) + D+/I(t)zPxp(x) da /1(t)w(t) dt + o(1)
= 0%(p) + C2L(1) +2CD'01(p) + o(1)

92
=0%(p) - Dgézz)l)

+o(1),

applying the definitions of C' and 6;(p) in (71) and (13), respectively. It follows from the

Lindeberg-Feller central limit theorem that Zf\g Y, 4 N (0,62(p)), where (p) is defined
in (12). O

8.2. Proofs for Section 4

Lemma 8.2. Let Y, and Y;\" be defined in (34) and (36), respectively. Assume that (Al) —
(A2) hold. If 1 < p < min(q,2q — 7), 1/b =0 (n'/371/9) and 1/b = o (n4=3/6P)) | then

1-b
b / Yalt) = YO du(t) = op(1).
b

Proof. We follow the same reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 8 in [37]. Let I, = [0,1] N
v —n~Y3logn,v +n~Y3logn] and for J = E, W, let

N7, = {[CM[p A ](s) = [CMy,,, A} |(s) for all s € I, } . (75)
Then according to Lemma 3 in [37], there exists C' > 0, independent of n,v, d, such that

P ((NY)°) = O(e™ %)
P ((NE)) = O(n'~9/3d720 4 ¢=C4),

(76)

Let K, = N,%; N N,‘;g and write

E[|AZ () — AY (v)|] =E [|AE(v)? — A (v)| 1k, ]
+n*PE [|[Dr,, An] (0 = D1, AL 10| 15, ] -

From the proof of Lemma 8 in [37], using (76) with d = logn, we have
E[|AZ ()P — AY (v)| 1kg,] = Op(n*9/5(logn) ™ + e Cllogn)’/2 /)

and
n2P/3R H D1 AW ()P — D AW (t)f”‘ 1k,.] =0, <n—1/3+1/q) .



H.P. Lopuhad and E. Musta/CLT for the Ly-error of smooth isotonic estimators 29

It follows that

1-b
b / Ya(t) — YO du(t)
b
1
<cbr / JAE(t — by) — AV (t — by) P dy
—1
= bPOp <n—p/3+p/q> + b POp <n1/2_‘1/6(log n)~9 4 e—C(logn)3/2> .

According to the assumptions on the order of b=!, the right hand side is of order op(1). O

Lemma 8.3. Let Y,\") and Y, be defined in (36) and (40), respectively. Assume that (A1) —
(A2) hold. If b — 0, such that nb — oo, then

1-b
= / YO () — YOO du(t) = op(1).
b

Proof. We have

s E[|v0(t) - v, 0)|]
te(b,1-b)
t+b _ P

= sw B[ [ ()t (A @) - 2P0, 0K 0)) o
te(b,1—b) b Ji—b b [

/ W n2/3 w p(1 [t 8
< sup K@) swp E | sup [AF (o) =0 Dy, A0 (5[ Agedo) |,
u€[0,1] te(b,1-b) | vel0,1] b Jizp "

where NV is defined in (75). Moreover, since

sup 1AW nz/?’[DzmAmw)\ s4n2/3{A<1>+n-1/2 sup |Wn<s>|},
vel0,1] s€[0,L(1)]

from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we obtain

el t+b p
sup |AY (v) — 2/3[]) LAY (v )‘ <—/ Lnw)e dv)
t

v€[0,1] b Jiy "

sup E
te(b,1-b)

2p
< PR {A(1)+n_1/2 sup |Wn(s)|} }
)l

1/2

s€[0,L(1

1 t+b 2p
<g /tv_b ﬂ(N'r%)c d'U)

For the last term on the right hand side, we can use Jensen’s inequality:

<bia/abf(x)dx> gr/f Y da,

i 1/2

sup E
te(b,1-b)
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for all @ <b, p > 1, and f(x) > 0. Because all the moments of sup,c(o (1)) |Wn(s)| are finite,
together with (76), it follows that

sup E [
te(b,1-b)

» 1 [t+d 1/2
yO@ - v@m[] <on?? s E [— / L ywye dv]
t

te(1-b) L0 Jib (77)

=0 <n2p/3 exp (—C/(log n)3/2)> .
Because b—Pn?P/3 exp (—C(logn)?/2) = (nb)2p/3=Cllogn)?/2p=p=2p/3+C(logn)*/2 _y () this fin-
ishes the proof. O

Lemma 8.4. Let Y,” and Y,*) be defined in (40) and (43), respectively. Assume that (A1) —
(A2) hold. If 1/b = o (nY/37Y/4), then

1-b
zrp/’ YD) — YO0 du(t) = op(1).
b

Proof. Let H,, = [-n'3v,nY3(1 — v)] N [~logn,logn] and A,, = n*?Dr, AY](v) —
[Da,,, Yno](0). By definition, we have

1-b 1=b|q t+b PR p
[mPo-vPwran= [ [ K (—) Apodo| du(t).
b b b i b
Moreover, using
sup E[|An]"] = O (n?/57/1)
te(0,1)
(see the proof of Lemma 6 in [37]), we obtain
t+b _ p
sup E '1/ k:'(t U> Ay dv
te(b1-b) |10 Jiob b
1 t+b p
< sup |K'(u)P sup E ‘— Ay do
u€[—1,1] te(b1-b) |16 Je—b (78)
t+b
<C sup 1/ E[|Anf?] dv < 2C sup E[|A]
teb,1-b) 0 Ji—b ve(0,1)
—0 (n—p/3+p/q) '
Because 1/b =0 (n1/3_1/q), this finishes the proof. O

Lemma 8.5. Let YY) and Y,V be defined in (43) and (47), respectively. Assume that (A1) —
(A2) hold. If 1/b = o (nY/37Y/4), then

1-b
v [ O - YO0 dutt) = or(0).
b

Proof. Let Hp, be defined as in the proof of Lemma 8.4 and let J,, = [n1/3(L(am)) —
L(v))/L'(v),n3(L(bny) — L(v))/L'(v)], where an, = max(0,v — n~/3logn) and by, =
min(1,v 4+ n~3logn). As in (4.31) in [32] we have

sup E H[DHMY/M](O) - D szm,](o)‘p} — O(n"(logn)*), (79)
ve(0,1)
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where Yy, and Z,, are defined in (45) and (46). This means that,

s B[V (0) - v,

te(b,1-b)
t4b . P
< swp [F@P sup E ‘— / {[D1,,Y2)(0) = D, Z,] (0) } v
ue[-1,1] te(b1-b) |10 Jiob (80)
1 t+b _ P
<C swp o[ E[|Du,Yal(0) = Dy, 20O | dv
te(b,1-b) 0 Ji—b
Y n_ —p/3 3p
<C sw E[|D,,Yl0) = D, Znl0)] | = 0 (v (10gn)*).
vE(b,1—b)
Since 1/b=o (n1/3_1/q), this finishes the proof. O

Lemma 8.6. Let Y,") and Y,*) be defined in (47) and (49), respectively. Assume that (A1) —
(A2) hold. If nb — oo, such that 1/b = o(n'/6+1/(6P) (log n)~(1/2+1/(P))) " then

1-b
b / YO (1) — YO WP du(t) = op(1).
b

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 in [32]. When v € (n='/3logn,1—n""3logn),
there exists M > 0, only depending A, such that [—Mlogn, Mlogn| C I,,, and on the
interval [—M logn, M logn] we have that CM[_p/i0gpn M10gn)Z < CMp,,Z < CMgZ. Let
Nyuy = N(Mlogn), where N(d) is the event that [CM[_g4Z](s) is equal to [CMgZ](s) for
s € [=d/2,d/2]. According to Lemma 1.2 in [31], it holds that

P(N(d)°) < exp(—d®/27). (81)

For convenience, write §,, = n~'/3logn. Because [CM[_f10g n, M 10g ) Z1(0) = [CMy,,, Z](0) =
[CMRrZ](0) on the event N, s, we have by means of Cauchy-Schwarz, we find that

sup  E[|[Dr,,Z](0) — DrZ](0)|"] = sup E[|[Dyg,,Z](0) — [DrZ](0)/"] Lne,,
VE(On,1—0n) VE(On,1—0n)

< 2E [(sup IZ(s)|>p]lN5M]

seR
% 1/2
< 2P (E (SuplZ(8)|> D P(NSy)' .
seER

Because E[(sup |Z])??] < oo, together with (81), we find that

o ElDn, 2)0) - DRZI0)F) = O (exp(~Cllogn)?)). (82)

Note that

t+b .
0w -vP0 = [0 () 21 (0020 - Do) . (69
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When t € (b+6,,1—b—0y,), thenv € (t—b,t+b) C (65,1 — ), so after change of variables,
it follows that

sup E {
te(b+0n,1—b—5,)

»SUPue[—1,1] |k (u) [P ) (54
lnfUE(Ol Cl( )p VE(Sn,1—67) H[ I ]( ) [ R ]( )| ]

= O (exp(— C(logn)?)) .

Next, consider the case where t € (b,b+ 9,,). In this case we split the integral on the right
hand side of (83) into an integral over v € (¢t — b, d,,) and an integral over v € (J,,t+ b). The
latter integral can be bounded in the same way as in (84), whereas for the first integral we
have

< 2P

on —v
Eﬁﬁ«z)%ﬁﬂmmmmﬁ%m@wv
< Sii?i;ﬁ l]f(g) | |[Dr,, Z)(0) — [DrZ](0)]
< 15, Puelry ROl ),

lnfve(O 1) c1(v)

where we also use that [Dy,, Z]|(0) < [DrZ](0). Furthermore, since [DrZ](0) has bounded
moments of any order, for t € (b,b+ 9,,), we obtain

sup E [
te(b,b+6n)

(IO RIOI

SUPye[-1,1] |k’ (u)[P
infve(o,l) c1(v)P
= Op (b7P8%) + Op (exp(—C(logn)?)) .

<b7PoE E [Dz]Z](0)"] + O (exp(—C (logn)*))

A similar bound can be obtained for t € (1 — b — §,,,1 — b). Putting things together yields,
1-b »
/\WW%%%ﬂwwd»mwamwmﬂhwwﬂ.
b

Because nb — oo implies b~ exp(—C(logn)3) — 0 and o(n!/6+1/(67) (1og n)~(1/2+1/(2P)) yields
b=2PsET! 5 0, this finishes the proof. O

Supplementary Material

Supplement to ”Central limit theorems for global errors of smooth isotonic estimators”.

e Supplement A: Kernel estimator of a decreasing function.
e Supplement B: Isotonized kernel estimator.
e Supplement C: CLT for the Hellinger loss.
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Central limit theorems for global errors
of smooth isotonic estimators

Supplementary Material

Hendrik Paul Lopuhai! and Eni Mustal

Delft University of Technology'

Supplement A: Kernel estimator of a decreasing function

Lemma A.1. Let I(t) be a differentiable function on [0,1] such that infy,y1(t) > 0 and

supo 1) |I'(t)| < oo. Define L(t) = fgl(u) du and let TS be as in (17). Assume that (A1) and
(A3) hold. Then

1-b P
2 [ 200 + g aut) - i) | S N0,

where 42(p), gy and mg(p) are defined respectively in (51), (4) and (8).

Proof. With a change of variable we can write

1-b
/ b712ED (1) + g ()] dult) — (1, p)
b

(1-b)/b t+1

o [ e [ ke maw o) + gy @
Mi—-1
i=1

where My = [1/b — 1],

a= [ {or= [ TR ) AW (L)) + (11

-1

p

w(th) — /]R |1(tb) Dz +g(n)(tb)‘p o(z) dx} dt

(S1)

p +o00
- / ‘l(tb)D:L’ + 9(n) (tb)|p o(x) d:n} w(th) dt
h (s2)

and

n= /(H)/b {'6‘1/2 /tt+1 k(t —y) AW (L(by)) + gin) (tb)

p +o0
- / |1(tb) Dz + g (D) |” $(x) dx} w(tb) dt.
My -1

—0o0

First, we show that n has no effect on the asymptotic distribution, i.e. is negligible. Using
Jensen inequality and (a+b)P < 2P(aP +bP) and the fact that [ and w are bounded, we obtain
t+1
v [ k(= ) W (L) + g (D)
t

(1-b)/b
n? < /
M,y —1

<o f o {‘b—m [ s paw o)

My -1

2p 2
+ ( /R |1(tb) Dz + g (D) |” &(2) dw) } w(th) dt

2p

+ |g(n)(tb)|2p} dt + Cs,
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for some positive constants C; and C5. On the other hand,

(1-b)/b (1-b)/b
/ |9y (1) |7 dt = (nb)? / Ay (tB) — A(tb) |7 dt
My M

1
1-b

= (nb)Pb! Ay (8) = A@®)|* at
Mib
1-b 2p
= by [ [k - ) - Aoy e
Mib
2p
< (b8 sup (X' | [ k)t dy
te(0,1]
Hence,
(1—b)/b t+1 2p
E[n?] < ¢4 / E ‘6‘1/2 / E(t —y)dW(L(by))| | + 2C3(nb)Pb* + Cy
M, t—1

= O ((nb)Pb*) = O(1).

This means that by = op(1). The statement follows immediately from Lemma A.2.

Lemma A.2. Let I(t) be a differentiable function on [0,1] such that infg)1(t) > 0 and
supjo1) [I'(t)] < oo. Define L(t) = fotl(u) du . Assume that (A1) and (A3) hold. Let &;, for

i=1,...,M; — 1, be defined as in (S2). Then we have

Mi—1
0 2y(p)7 Y & — N(0,1),
i=1

where 2(p) is defined in (51).
Proof. Let v € (0,1) and My = [(My — 1)7], M3 = [(M; — 1)/(Ms + 2)]. Define

(i—1)(Ma2+2)+Ms
Ci: Z 6]7 izl)"'7M3
J=(i-1)(M2+2)+1
M;—1

Vi = &iMat2i-1 + &idp2i, V= > &j-
J=M3(M2+2)+1

With this notation we can write

M;—1

M M
Z &i ZZCHFZ’YHF’Y*
=1 =1 =1

and we aim at showing that the first term in the right hand side of the previous equation

determines the asymptotic distribution of Zf‘i 10_1 &.

Note that

t+1
b1/ / k(t — y) AW (L(by)) ~ N (0,02)
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where .
ol = / k2 (t — y)l(by) dy = D*1(bt) + O(b?)
t—1
and

P +oo
] = / o + 9(n) (tb)‘p o(x)dz

— 00

t+1
B |2 [ ke = ) W) + g ()
t—1

- /—;Oo ‘D\/@x * 9(m) (tb)‘p ¢(z) dz + O(b?).

Hence, we get E[¢;] = O(b?) and E[v;] = O(b?). Furthermore, and, as we did for 7, it can be
seen that E[¢?] = O(1) and E[y?] = O(1).

Since 7y; depends only on the Brownian motion on the interval [L(b(iMa+2i—2)), L(b(i M2+
2i 4+ 2))], it follows that +; are independent (note that My > 2). Moreover, v* is independent
of v, i =1,..., M3 — 1 and E[y*] = O(Mzb?). In addition, since & is independent of ¢; for
li — j| > 3, we also have E[(v*)?] < CMs. As a result

Ms 2
E {(Z Y + 7*) } < ¢(M3 + My) = o(1/b) (54)
=1

because bMy — 0 and bM3 — 0. Indeed My < (T'/b)7 and

b [(1—0)/b] < 1-9 < 1-b by 0
[(X=b)/b]+2] — [(1=0b)/b]y+1 ~ 1+ (1—1)% (1 —2b)7 + by '
Consequently
M3
b/? (Z% —|—7*> 5o.
i=1
Next, since (;, ¢ = 1,..., M3 are independent, we apply the central limit theorem to conclude
that

M3
b'2y(p)7' > G — N(0,1)
i=0
It suffices to show that

1=0

M3 2 M3
bE {(Z a-) ] — 5> B[] —+2(p). (s5)

and that they satisfy the Lyapunov’s condition

> B[]

(3 El¢?)’

Note that, once we have (S5), the Lyapunov’s condition is equivalent to b*> . E[¢}] — 0.
Using

B¢ =4 Y ElG&éné),  L={(i-1)Ma+2)+1,...,(i—1)(Ma+2) + My},

klmrel;
E<i<m<r
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the fact that
El£k&émér] = O(b2)4 if I>k+3orr>m+3

and that all the moments of the &;’s are finite, we obtain that
E[¢Y] = O(M3), (uniformly w.r.t. 7). (S6)

Consequently b " E[¢}] = O(b*M3M3) — 0 because bMs — 0 and bM3Ms = O(1). Indeed

M; —1
< < <1.
bMyMs < bM, 2 S bM; < 1
In particular, it also follows that
b) E[¢7] = bE [(Z g) + bO(MZM2b*) = O(bMsMy) = O(1). (S7)

Now we prove (S5). From (S1), it follows that

1-b My—1
Var (/ ‘b_l/QI‘gl)(t) + 9n) (t)‘p d,u(t)) = b?Var < Z &+ 77) )
b i=1

Moreover, since E[¢;] = O(b?) fori =1,...,M; — 1 and E[] = 0, we get

v ([ w06 + a0 auto)

[(&z+n>]+o<>
() o[ (5)] o

We have already shown in the proof of the previous lemma that E[n?] = O(1), so the first
term in the right hand side of the previous equation converges to zero. Furthermore,

e|(£e) || Be)

= bE <Z§?@>2} + OE [(ivﬁv*y] + bE <§@> (ﬁvwv*)

Now, making use of (S4), (S7) and the fact that, by Cauchy-Schwartz,

&) G NeEe) ) 2|8

= bE[n?] + 2bE

1/2 1/2
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. K”g) } e {(i <>] +oll)

Ms 27 1/2 Ms 2
< bE[?]'/? [(Z ) ] E [(Z’yi—l—’y*) ] — 0.
1 i=1
This means that

2
E |:<A§4: Ci) } = b 'Var (/bl_b ‘b‘lﬂrg)(t) +g(n)(t)‘p d,u(t)> +o(1).
i=1

Moreover, from Lemma A.3, it follows that

b~ Var < / o b= 200 (1) + gy (1) du(w)

/1 b /1 g { " /tt”’ k(f—Ty) AW (L(y)) + g (1

—b
+oo
—/ o ()T + g(n) (¢ ‘p¢($)dIL |on(w)y + gy (W)]” B(y) } w(t)w(u) dt du

A IR AR

= |on(t)z + g (O] o0 (w)y + gy (w) | }w(t)w(U)sb(x)sb(y) dz dy dt du

L o

= WE@Ds 4 g0 0 [VETDy + g1y 0)]” fuutuotwrots) dady drau

we obtain

Similarly,

p

p-1/2 /ourb k (u ; y) AW (L(y)) + g(n) ()

—b

7

p
960 () + an(t)pn(t u)y + /T = P w)n(t)a]

90 (1) + On(Dpn(t w)y + V1= g2 won (t)a]

where py,(t,u) and o, (t) are defined respectively in (S9) and (S8).
First we consider the case nb®> — 0 and show that we can remove the 9(n) functions from
the previous integral. Indeed, since

|V Dy + giny ()| = VD@ Dy | < 927 gy ()1 + 52 |V D () Dyl gy (w)

we obtain

A= [ - / - | VTGD|" Bt gputyuts(wrots) de dy dedu
<L @l 1B e po@ussm) aray i

+3 /b - /b o /R /R VI g ()] |Balt, ) hw(tywl)(a) () de dy i du,
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where -
Ay = b Var < / ‘b‘l/zfg)(t) + 9n) (t)(p du(t)>
b
and

Bu(t,,2,9) = |9y (6) + o (®)pa(t w)y + /T — P2 (E won(a| — |VIEDz + g (1)

Note that, if |t — u| > 2b, then p,(¢t,u) = 0 and the previous integrands are equal to zero.
Hence, a sufficient condition for the left hand side of the previous inequality to converge to
zero is to have

1-b 1-b
b_l/b /b Ljt—ul<26} |90 (W)]” |90y (&) " dudt — 0.

1-b pl1-b
b_l/b /b Lji—u<2n} |90 (W) [” dudt — 0.

This is indeed the case because g,(u) = O ((nb)l/zb2) uniformly w.r.t. u and (nb)*/2b? — 0.
In the same way we can remove also the other g(,) functions from the integrand, i.e.

- % /bl_b /bl_b /R/R “/WDy‘p By, (t,u, z, y)w(t)w(u)d(x)(y) do dy dt du + o(1)

where

and

By (t,u,z,y) =

on(Bonlt,w)y + V1= P2t won()e| — |V B)Da|
With the change of variable ¢ = u + sb, we get

n_/l ’ 1b/u //‘\/L’ \/L’u—l—szzy‘ {‘yr —I—W‘ —|$|p}
o

w(u)w(u + sb)p(z)p(y) dz dy dsdu + o(1),

where r(s) is defined in (7). The continuity of the functions ! and w and the dominated
convergence theorem yield

v ]

s|<2

V@[ 0% {ur(s) + VI @]~ laf? ) w(w)?6(2)é(v) do dy ds durto(1).

Then, with the change of variable yr(s) + /1 — r?(s)x = z we can write equivalently

5 1-b 2p ) 1
A, =D p/ ‘\/L’(u)‘ w(u) du%
b

/ P {\zrp -
RS

:o‘lD2p/ ‘\/L’—‘ )2 du + o(1)

z—r(s)y P
1—1r2(s)

_ 254yt —2rzy 1
e 20-26) ————dzdyds+ o(1)
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where o is defined in (10).

Let us now consider the case nb> — c3 > 0. First we show that the 9g(n)(u) functions can be
replaced by g(u) defined in (5). Indeed, g(,)(u) = g(u) + o((nb)/2b?), where the big O term
is uniform w.r.t. u and similar calculations to those of the previous case allow us to conclude
that

An:%/bl—b/bl—b/R/R‘ /L/(U)Dy+g(u)‘pB;L(t7u,x,y)w(t)w(u)gb(x)(b(y)dxdydtdu—i—o(l)
where
B, (t,u,z,y) = ‘g +\/L’—D[pntuy+ 1— p2(t,u)x ” _‘\/L/—D%Lg ‘ '

With the change of variable t = u + sb, we get

(1—=b—u)/b

n_/lb / //}g +\/L'—Dy} {’gu—l—sb—l— T'(u+ sb)D[yr(s) + /1 —2(s)]|"

(b—u)/b
ls|<2

- ’g(u +sb) +/L'(u+ sb)Dx‘p} w(u)w(u + sb)p(z)P(y) de dy ds du + o(1).

Again, by the continuity of the functions [, w and g and the dominated convergence theorem
we obtain that A, converges to

/01 /11&3 g(u) + \/mDy‘p {‘g(u) + /L' (u)Dlyr(s) + /1 — 7‘2(3):5]‘1)
- ‘Q(U) + \/WDx‘p} w(u)?¢(x)¢(y) dr dy ds du,

which is exactly 62(p) defined in (11). O

Lemma A.3. Let I(t) be a diﬁerentiable function on [0,1] such that infjg,)1(t) > 0 and
supjo,y) |I'(t)| < oo. Define L(t fo )du. Fort € [0,1], define

Xy =b"1/2 /t_b k <t;y> AW (L(y)) + g (1)

It holds
B(Xn Xl = [ [ on@+ 0@ foi (0)+ 7u(Oout. s+ VI= R wo(ta] o)) dody,
where
op(t) = 1(t)D* + O(b°),  on(t,u) =b‘1/k‘(t—y)k(u—y)l(y) dy. (S8)
and iy u—y

~ by/DA(E) + 0(6%) /D2 (u) + O(0?)



H.P. Lopuhad and E. Musta/CLT for the Ly-error of smooth isotonic estimators 8

Proof. First, note that

SR (e H et i)

Hence, we have

Xn,t’Xn,u =x9~N <g(n) (t) +

Consequently, we obtain

E (| Xn,t Xnul"]
=E [E [|Xn,tXn,u|p|Xn,uH

_E @Xnvurp /
= [ Jowteo+ )" |

:/}R/R\o—n(u)erg(n)(U)‘p

90 0) + T4 1 (00) (Yo = g (0) + VI 00 ()

é(z) dx}

9y (1) + 0 (Dpult )y + V1= L won(B)z] 6(x) o o(y) dy

90 (1) + on(pn(t.w)y + /1= P won(B)z ] $(@)o(y) da dy.

O
Proof of Proposition 3.3. We first prove (i). For each t € [0,b), we have
5 t+b
A () — A(t) = /0 o (t — ) dA, (1) — A(1)
t+b i+b
_ / ot — u) d(Ay — A)(u) +/ ot — w) dA(u) — A()
0 0
t4b t/b 1
= [ m—wat—n + [ KON -l =20 [k
Note that
t+b
/0 ky(t —u)d(Ay — A)(u)
1 t+b , t—u
-2 /0 (A — A)(u)k < - ) du
1 .
<ch sup | M (u) — My (0)] (S10)

<ch ! {sup M, (u) —n~""?B, o L(u)‘ +n"Y2|B,, o L(u) — By o L(O)]}
u<2b

=Op <b_1n_1+1/q> +n /2! SE%]Bn(y)\ =Op <(nb)_1/2> ,
ysc

uniformly in ¢ € [0, ], and that according to (21),

t/b
' / )= b) — A6 dy| = O
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Moreover, for t < b/2,
1 1
A [ k)dy > inf A@) / k(y) dy = C' > 0.
t/b t€[0,1] 1/2
Now, define the event

A, =< sup <
te[0,b]

t+b
o (t — w) d(Ap — A)(u)

0
i ‘ /_tl/b’“@)“(t —by) = A®) dyD < 0/2}'

Then, P(A,) — 1 and on the event A,, |\ (t) — A(t)| > C/2. Consequently we obtain

[/

a0 - A0 auto)] > & [ /

for some ¢ > 0. Hence

(nb)P/2E [ /0 ’

because b(nb)P/2 > b(nb)'/? = (nb*)'/? — o.
In order to prove (ii), due to (14), we can bound

(1) — A(t)(p du(t)] > cb(nb)P/?P(A,) — oo,

b—l/2

b . » b
[ 520 0] e~ a0l )

p 1/p
du(ﬂ)

According to (S10)

t+b
/0 ky(t —w)d(Ay — A)(u)

= Op ((nb) ™17},
uniformly in ¢ € [0, b]. Furthermore, using (20), (21), and (22), we have

9on (1) = O ((nb)"/2). (s12)
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uniformly for ¢ € [0,b]. Hence, we obtain
b o |5
JRCC R 0= [ o o) anto)
0
< Op <b1/2) + Op (np_l /2bp/2) —0

because n(P~1/2pp/2 = (bn1=1/P)P/2 _; 0,
Next we deal with (iii). Again by means of (14), we can bound

/Ob<nb>p/2 N(t) - / [Yalt) + g0y ()P dp >1

(nb)*/? /t+b ky(t —u)d(Ay, — A —n"V2B, o L)(u)
0

b—1/2

b—1/2

by

b
p2p—1b—l/2/
0

b

+p2r o2 (/

0

dp(t)

t+b P 1/p
(nb)*/? / ky(t — u)d(Ap — A —n"Y2B, o L)(u) du(t))

(/ Y,(t) + g @) dult >)H/p

Note that -
sup |Ya(t)| = sup b1/2/ k(t — u) dBo(L(w)| = Op(1),
t€[0,3] t€[0,b] 0
and, as in (S10),
t+b
/ Fy(t — ) d(An — A — n= 2B, o L)(u)
0
< ! sup [(Ap, — A — n~ 2B, o L)(u)‘ =Op <b—1n—1+1/q> 7
b u<2b

uniformly for ¢ € [0, b]. Together with (Sl2) we obtain
/Ob(nb)p/2 A (t) — / Y (t) + giny (8)|" dpalt )‘
< Op (b—1/2(nb)p/2bn—p+P/qb—p) +Op (b—1/2b(nb)p/2n—1+1/qb—1)
= b7 2 (b2 L Op (0= ) 0p(1) )
Because n~!'t1/9p=1 = O(1), the term within the brackets is of order Op(1), and since

bP—InP=2+2/4 0 the right hand side tends to zero. This proves (25).
Then, by Jensen’s inequality, we get

v ([ " I¥alt) + g O uln)
— IR [(/OCb]Yn(t) + gy (DI dp(t) /0 E |V (£) + gy (£)]7] du(t)>2] (S13)

cb
/ Yalt) + gy (O du(t) / E| O] dpu(t)
0 0

b—1/2

> bR [




H.P. Lopuhad and E. Musta/CLT for the Ly-error of smooth isotonic estimators 11

Note that Y,,(t) ~ N(0,02(t)), where,
t+b t—u t/b
0 =0t [ (S5 pedu= [ - wa
0 -1
if B, is a Brownian motion, and
t/b
on(t) = 1 K (y) L' (t — by) dy + O(b),

if B, is a Brownian bridge. Now, choose € > 0. Then

liminfP (e < Y,(0) <2€) >0 and liminf P (—2¢ < Y,(0) < —e¢) > 0.

n—00 n—0o0
For ¢ > 0, define the events
An1 ={€/2 <Y, (t) < 3¢, for all t € [0, cb]},
Ana ={-3e <Y, (t) < —¢/2, for all t € [0, cb]},

and let
cb

cb
B, = {/0 E [[Y5(t) + gy (D)F] dpu(t) >/0 9 ()P du(t)}.

Then, since Y,, has continuous paths, we have

liminf P(Ap1) >0 and liminf P(Ay2) > 0.

n—oo n—oo

Moreover, Y;,(t) > 0 on the event A1, and from (23), it follows that Y;,(t) + g, (t) <0, for n
sufficiently large. Therefore, for n sufficiently large, we have on A1,

cb cb
/0 Ya(t) + g (P dpa(t) < /O €/2 4+ gy (DIP da(t). (s14)

Similarly, ¥,,(t) < 0 on the event A, and Y, (t) + g(,)(t) < 0, for large n, so that on Apa,

cb cb
/ Yalt) + gy (O du(t) > / |~ /24 oy ()P dpu(t). (515)
0 0

Next, write
B[] [ 1) + g @F du®) — [ E Vo) + gy OF] da®)
0 0

cb cb
ZEH/O [¥nl) + g0y () diu(t) = /0 E[[Ya() + g6y (9] dpu(t)

]1A7L1:| 1g, (S16)

cb b
o H/o lf) + 5 (OF At _/0 E [[Ya(t) + 9y (D)I7] dpa(t)

]lAnz} Lge.

Consider the first term on the right hand side. Because for n large, Y;,(¢) + g(»)(t) < 0 on the
event A1, we have |Y,,(t) + g(n) (t)] < [g(n) (t)]- It follows that on the event A1 N By:

cb

cb cb
/ Yalt) + gy ()P dpa(t) < / g (P dpa(t) < / E[[Ya(t) + gy (O] dua(t).
0 0 0
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This means that we can remove the absolute value signs in the first term on the right hand

side of (S16). Similarly, Y,,(t) + g, (t) < 0, for n sufficiently large on the event A2, so that
on the event A2 N BE:

cb

cb
/0 Ya(t) + gy (P dia(t) > /O

so that we can also remove the absolute value signs in the second term on the right hand side
of (S16). It follows that the right hand of (S16) is equal to

B[ (B 150+ a0 @] aut)— [ 10 + 0007 du(0)) 10, 1,
TE [( / " I¥alt) + g0 (O dult) — / "B [[Ya() + g (O] du(t)> nm] L5
cb cb
> ( [ g au) - [ ez aor du(t)> P(A)1s,

cb
9y (O du(t) > /0 E [[Y,(t) + gy (7] dat),

(1= 2 s OP a0 ~ [l F ) Pt
by using (21) and (22). Furthermore, for the first term on the right hand side
1960) (O = 1€/2 + gy (O = gy (O (1 = |en(t) + 1),
where €,(t) = e/(2g(n) () = O((nb)_1/2) — 0, due to (20), (21) and (22), where the big-O

term is uniformly for ¢ € [0,b]. This means that, for n large, 1+ €,(t) > 0, and by a Taylor
expansion |1 + €, ()P = 1 + pe,(t) + O((nb)~1). Tt follows that

cb cb
/ 9y (P dpa(t) — / €/2 4 gy (B du()
0 0
cb
— /O 9y (D17 {1 — Jen(®) + 117} du(t)

cb
:—p/ |90y (8)[Pen(t) dpa(t) + cb sup |gin (H)[PO((nb) ™)
0 te(0,cb]

=0e/2) [ o P~ an@) + 0 () 0=2)
= O (b(np)#=17?)

due to (S12). Similarly

Cb Cb
/0 | = €/2+ gy (O dp(t) — /0 190y (1) dus(t) = O (b(nb)(p‘l)/2> .
Going back to (S13), since P(A,1) — 1 and P(A,2) — 1, we conclude that

2

b~ War (/OCb [V (t) + I(n) (t)|P d,u(t)) > 510 <b(nb)(p_1)/2)

The statement follows from the fact that b=!(nb)P~1b? = nP~1bP — oc.
Finally, one can deal in the same way with the Ly,-error on the interval (1 — b, 1]. O
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Proof of Proposition 3.6. By definition we have

(nb)?/2 /O b

b t+b
= [l [ HO - w d, - 8w + g
0 0

Gy (t) = (nb)'/? < / kD (8 — w) () du — A(t)) . (S17)

When B,, in assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, we can argue as in the proof of Theo-
rem 3.1. By means of (14) we can bound

(nb)P/? /Ob

$5.6) = 20| dutt)

dp(?),

where

b—1/2

S5t = A0 da(t)

b t+b t—u
_/ b_1/2/ E® <_> dBy(L(u)) + G (1)
0 0 b
from above by

b t+b _
gl [ [0 (50 ) om0
0 0

b b _ P 1/p
+p2 b2 (b‘m /0 /0 K (tb“> d(By o L —n'/2M,)(u) du(t)> (818)

b t+b t—u b 1_1/p
_ / y-1/2 / E® <T> dBp(L(u)) + Gy (t)| dp(t) :
0 0
Similar to (18),

t+b ® t—u 12
; k 5 d(Bpo L —n'"*My)(u)

" (t k(y) + a2 ) wk(y) b d(B, o L—nl/2M,)(t — by)
[ Ao () o (5) oo}

p

du(t)',

dp(t)

sup
te[0,b]

= (S19)

< C sup ‘Bn o L(t) — n1/2Mn(t)‘
te(0,1]
_ Op(n_1/2+1/q).

Note that here we used the boundedness of the coefficients i1 and . Similar to the proof of
Theorem 3.1, the idea is to show that

1 b _1/9 t+b . t_u
; //0 b //0 "J“(T) dBp(L(u)) + Gy (t)

in probability. We first bound the left hand side of (S20) by

b t+b t—
Cb—1/2/0 {’g(n)(t)‘p+b—p/2 /0 E® <Tu> dB,(L(u))

’ du(t) — 0, (S20)

} dp(t).
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According to (28), a Taylor expansion gives

t+b
/0 kD (¢ — w)A(w) du — )\(t)‘

t/b
KD (y) At = by) — A(1)] dy

sup |gn) ()| = (nb)"/? sup
te[0,b] te[0,b]

= (nb)"/? sup
te[0,b]

-1

= (nb)l/zb2 sup
te[0,b]

= 0p (7)!/?) = Op(1).

/0 Y0 (t - “) By (L(u)) p]
_ /]R ( /O o <k<t> <“T“>>2 ' (u) du)p/2 26 (z) da
_ /R ( /0 o <k.<t> (“T“»Q () du)p/2 2P () dr

= o(t?),

1 t/b
5 [ EO W () dy

-1

Furthermore,

E

where ¢ denotes the standard normal density. This proves (S20) for the case that B, is a
Brownian motion.

When B,, in (A2) is a Brownian bridge, then we use the representation B, (u) = W, (u) —
uW,(L(1))/L(1), for some Brownian motion W, In this case, by means of (14), we can bound

/Ob p-1/2 /O“rb E® <t_Tu> dBp(L(w)) + g (t)
_ /Ob p1/2 /Ot+b EL® (t—bu> AW, (L(w)) + Gy ()

t+b —u
b—1/2%%(1)/0 L) <tT> L'(u) du 4 Gy (t)

t+b —u
b—l/Z% /O 30 (%) L' (u) du + G (t)

p

b1/ dp(t)

p

du(t)‘

by

b
p2p—lb—1/2/
0
b P l/p
+ p2Pipl/2 (/0 du(t)>
b P 1—1/p
( / du(t)) ,
0

which tends to zero in probability, due to (S20). O

dp(t)

p1/2 /0 " k® <t_T“> AW (L(w)) + Gy (1)
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Supplement B: Isotonized kernel estimator

Lemma B.1. Assume (A1)-(A2) and let \* be defined in (2). Let k satisfy (1) and let p > 1.
Ifb— 0, nb — oo, and 1/b = o(n'/*), then

P <:\fL is decreasing on [b,1 — b]) — 1.

Proof. The proof is completely similar to that of Lemma A.7 in [36]. Note that condition (8)
in that paper follows from our Assumption (A2) and that here )\ is a decreasing function.

We use the fact that on [b,1 — b], A is the standard kernel estimator of A given by (60)
and we get

Sxln = /:b o (t - “) d(An — A) (u) + /:) o <“T“> Aupdu  (S21)

The first term on the right hand side of (S21) converges to zero because in absolute value it
is bounded from above by

1 sup |An(z) — A(x)| sup |K'(y)| = Op(b_zn_l/z) = op(1),

b? x€[0,1] y€[-1,1]

according to Assumption (A2) and the fact that 1/b = o(n~Y/*). Moreover, integration by

parts gives
1 ,/t—u 1 /
b—2k 5 AMu)du = ) E(y)N(t — by) dy.

Hence, the second term on the right hand side of (S21) is bounded from above by a strictly
negative constant because of Assumption (A1). We conclude that \? is decreasing on [b, 1 — b]
with probability tending to one. O

Corollary B.2. Assume (A1)-(A2) and let X3 and NS be defined in (2) and Section 5,
respectively. Let k satisfy (1). Let 0 <~y < 1 andp > 1. Ifb— 0, nb — oo, and 1/b = o(n'/%),
then

P (x;;(t) = XGS(¢) for alit € 7,1 — bﬂ) 1.

Proof. The proof is completely similar to that of Lemma 3.2 in [36], but now we want to extend
the interval to [b7,1 — b7], which is not fixed but approaches the boundaries as n — co. In
this case we define the linearly extended version of A7 by

A3 (D7) + (t = b)) N5 (b7), for t € [0,b7),
An(t) =S As(b), for t € [b7,1 — 7],
AS(1=0)+ (t—1+b0)A3(1 —b7), forte (1—0b7,1].

Choose 0 < § < 2. It suffices to prove that, for sufficiently large n,
P (A; is concave on [0, 1]) >1-0/2, (522)

and
P ([\;(t) > A% (t), for all t € [0, 1]) >1-5/2. (S23)
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To prove (522), define the event
A, = {S\fl is decreasing on [b,1 — b]} .
On the event A, the curve A% is concave on [0,1], so
P <A: is concave on [0, 1]) >P(A,),
and the result follows from Lemma B.1. To prove (S23), we split the interval [0,1] in five

intervals I; = [0,b), Iy = [b,b7), Is = [b7,1—=07], I, = (1 —b7,1 —b] and I5 = (1 — b, 1]. Then,
as in Lemma 3.2 in [36], we show that

P (A;;(t) > AS(t), for all t € IZ-> >1-5/10, i=1,...,5. (S24)
For t € I3, A%(t) = AS(t), so (S24) is trivial. For t € Iy, by the mean value theorem,
AL(E) = A1) = A5,(07) + (£ = )W (1Y) — A (1) = (57 — 1) [5\3(&) — A0
for some & € (¢,07) C (b,b7). Thus,
P (A;:(t) > AS(t), for all t € 12) > P(4,) > 1 - §/10,

for n sufficiently large, according to Lemma B.1. The argument for I, is exactly the same.
Next, we consider ¢t € I;. We have

AL(8) = A5(2)
= AL (B7) + (£ = D7) AL(67) — AL (2)
= [AL(B7) = A*(07)] + [A%(1) — A (D)] + A°(B7) = A%(t) — (07 — 1) A5 (0)

(S25)
—2 sup [A5 () — A°(8)| + A%(b7) — A°(E) — (b7 —)A(D7)
te(0,1]
+ (b — 1) [A(b’y) - x;(m)} ,
where A® is the deterministic version of A},
(t+b) )
A3(t) = / ky” (t — u)A(u) du.
(t—b)VO
For the first term on right hand side of (S25), note that
(t+b) ®
sup JAS(£) — A°(t)] = sup / EO (¢ — ) [An(u) — A(w)] du
t€[0,1] te(0,1] b)VO
= sup /k: n(t —by) — A(t — by)] dy'
t€[0,1] (S26)
< sup |An(t—by) — t—by|/sup dy
te[0,1] te[0,1]

=0Op <n_1/2> ,
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due to Assumption (A2). Moreover, for the third term on right hand side of (S25), for ¢ €
(b,1 —b), we have

A — R )] < ‘)\(t) - /kb(t — u)A(u) du

n ‘/kb(t —u)d(A — A,)(u)

‘/k t—by)]dy‘erl/k:’ YA — A)(t—by)dy' (S27)
=0 b2) +Op(b~ 1n_1/2)

For the second term on right hand side of (525), for t € [0,b), we write

A7) = A°(t) — (b7 —t)A(DY)
b'y-l-b t+b
/ )A(u) du — / D (¢ — w) Au) du — (57 — H)A(D)
bY 0
b“f—l—b t+b .
_ / W[A() — AB)] du — / KO (— w)[Adw) — A(t)) du
bY—b 0

+[ADY) = A(t) — (07 = 1)A(D7)]
1 t/b

Ky —@)Awmw—/ KO () [A(t — by) — A)] dy (528)

1 -1

I
S — X&)
/1 t/b

Ky —w>Aww®—/ KO () [A(t — by) — A(t)] dy

1 -1

te(0,1]

1
— inf IN@BTY + = inf [ N(#)|b>
inf |N'(t)] +2t€1%71}! (t)]

where & €
as

(t,b7). Furthermore, the first two integrals on the right hand side can be written

p2 1 b2 t/b

7 ) X @y dy =5 [ KON () dy

b2 t/b
2_5'/ k(y)y* N (&,y) dy — KO (y)y? N (€2,4) dy
—1
b? 9\/ /b ) (N, 21/ 2
) /_1k(y)y NEg)dy = [ K2y N (&2y) dy) = O0),

with & € (t,07), |§1,y — 07| < by and |&2,, — t| < by. This means that

P (A;(t) —AZ( ) > 0 for all x S Il) > P <Y < % H(l)fl |)\/( )|b2'\/> ’
te

where
Y, = Op(n~Y2)+ O(1") {0(b2) + Op(b_ln_l/2)} +O0(b?) — n[%f” IN (@) = Op(b' 7).
te|0,

Hence, for n large enough, this probability is greater than 1 — §/10, because v < 1. U
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Supplement C: CLT for the Hellinger loss

Lemma C.1. Assume (A1)-(A8) hold. If X is strictly positive, we have

/01 (\/% - \/W>2 du(t) = /01 <§\fl(t) - )\(t))z (AN®) " du(t) + Op <(nb)‘3/2> .

The previous results holds also if we replace ;\Z with the smoothed Grenander-type estimator
ASG

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [39] we get

/ 1 (Viato - M) aulo) = [ (300 M0) (@A©) dutt) + R,

1
|Rn|§0/
0

for some positive constant C' only depending on A(0) and A(1). Then, from Corollary 3.7, it
follows that R,, = Op ((nb)_g/ ?). When dealing with the smoothed Grenander-type estimator,
the result follows from Theorem 4.4. O

Theorem C.2. Assume (A1)-(A3) hold and that X is strictly positive.
i) If nb®> — 0, then it holds

where

350~ 20| dutt)

(bo®*(2))~1/2 {2an(5\;, )2 — m,’i(2)} % N(0,1).

i) If nb® — Cg > 0 and B, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian motion, then it holds
(b62*(2))~1/2 {2an(x;, A)? - m:(2)} % N(0,1),

i) If nb® — C2 >0 and By, in Assumption (A2) is a Brownian bridge, then it holds
(b9%(2)) 772 {2nbH (X5, 02 = miy(2)} 5 N (0, 1),

where o2*, 0%*, 0%* and m?, are defined, respectively, as in (9), (11), (12) and (8) by replacing
w(t) with w(t)(4X(t)) L.
If p < min(q,2q —7) and 1/b = o (n(1/3_1/q) min(q/(2p)7l)), the same results hold also when
replacing ;\fL by the smoothed Grenander-type estimator /N\EG
Proof. According to Lemma C.1, it is sufficient to show that the results hold if we replace
2H (X3, 22 by
2

1 R 2 1 . ~
| (e =20) @y ano = [ (30 -x0) " aite),
where )
w
di(t) = —— dpu(t) = ——~ dt.
It suffices to apply Corollary 3.7 with a weight & instead of u.
For the smoothed Grenander estimator the result would follow from Theorem 4.4. O
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