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The conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator, a general-purpose non-
parametric estimator of conditional state occupation probabilities, is intro-
duced. The estimator is applicable for any finite-state jump process and sup-
ports conditioning on external as well as internal covariate information. The
conditioning feature permits for a much more detailed analysis of the distribu-
tional characteristics of the process. The estimator reduces to the conditional
Kaplan–Meier estimator in the special case of a survival model and also en-
globes other, more recent, landmark estimators when covariates are discrete.
Strong uniform consistency and asymptotic normality are established under
lax moment conditions on the multivariate counting process, allowing in par-
ticular for an unbounded number of transitions.

1. Introduction. Jump processes are a fundamental class of stochastic processes that
have been widely used in statistics to model dynamical systems evolving over time, such as
population dynamics and credit risk and, more broadly, in survival and event history analy-
sis (Hoem, 1972; Jarrow, Lando and Turnbull, 1997; Andersen et al., 1993). Markov jump
processes on finite state spaces have received by far the most attention due their flexibil-
ity and tractability. Non-parametric estimation of their hazards and transition probabilities is
available through the celebrated Nelson–Aalen and Aalen–Johansen estimators (Aalen, 1978;
Aalen and Johansen, 1978). Although parametric and semi-parametric models are more pop-
ular for quantifying distributional characteristics, the Aalen–Johansen estimator remains the
benchmark tool for, among other things, visualizing state occupation probabilities.

However, in most applications, the Markov assumption is violated. Another important
class of stochastic processes that have received widespread attention are semi-Markov jump
processes (Korolyuk, Brodi and Turbin, 1975; Janssen and Limnios, 1999). These models
take into account the duration of time spent in the current state since entry, which can have
important implications for the dynamics of the system being modeled. For example, in many
real-world systems, the length of time spent in a particular state may be influenced by ex-
ternal factors or internal dynamics, which in turn can affect the probability of transitioning
to a new state. Incorporating duration effects, or other forms of dependence that violate the
Markov assumption, may therefore provide a more accurate and nuanced representation of
the underlying system.

Semi-Markov jump processes have been used extensively in the analysis of a wide range
of systems, including queuing systems (Fabens, 1961), and in reliability, credit risk, and
epidemiology modeling (Limnios and Oprişan, 2001; Vasileiou and Vassiliou, 2006; Com-
menges, 1999). The past trajectory of the process also plays an important role in biostatistics
and related fields, where the duration of a treatment or disease progression may be critical,
confer for instance with Scheike (2001), Janssen (1966), and Hoem (1972).
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Although non-parametric estimation of homogeneous semi-Markov models is well-
understood (Lagakos, Sommer and Zelen, 1978), the inhomogeneous case is more involved.
This has led to different approaches, of which we highlight random time changes for pro-
gressive models according to Voelkel and Crowley (1984). More recently, so-called landmark
estimation (van Houwelingen, 2007), which applies to general non-Markovian models, has
gained significant traction. Here the basic idea is to sub-sample on a discrete event of inter-
est, typically the state of the process at an earlier point in time, and then construct classic
estimators for the transition probabilities. Consistency of such estimators has been partly ex-
plored. For instance, weak uniform consistency using martingale techniques was established
in Nießl et al. (2023). Under a stringent assumption of a bounded number of transitions, an
asymptotic normality result is provided in Glidden (2002).

An alternative to landmarking is to shift focus away from the occupation probabilities and
target the infinitesimal distributional characteristics directly, for which kernel-based methods
have played an instrumental role, for instance in McKeague and Utikal (1990), Nielsen and
Linton (1995), and Dabrowska (1997). This strain of literature targets the compensator of
the counting process by using kernels to sub-sample dynamically. A rather important limita-
tion of this approach is that the temporal dependence structure of the jump process has to be
specified in advance, taking away from a fully non-parametric method. Of course, if one is
willing to adopt a particular dependence structure, these methods offer favorable estimation
properties based on martingale techniques. A more subtle drawback is that computation of
transition and occupation probabilities may become rather involved, depending on the depen-
dence structure.

Using elements from both the kernel-based methods and landmarking, this paper proposes
a non-parametric estimator of state occupation probabilities of an arbitrary jump process,
while also allowing for the inclusion of covariates. We refer to this estimator as the con-
ditional Aalen–Johansen estimator, which reduces to the conditional Kaplan–Meier (Beran)
estimator (Beran, 1981; Dabrowska, 1989) in case of a survival model. As a means to obtain
such an estimator, we also introduce the conditional Nelson–Aalen estimator, which targets
a certain (conditional) matrix function that in the Markov case reduces to the usual hazard
matrix. To obtain estimators of transition probabilities or other dynamical quantities that may
arise in, for instance, inhomogenous semi-Markov models, one can condition on internal co-
variates. Our specification allows for both continuous and discrete conditioning, which opens
up the possibility of conditioning on events that directly depend on time or duration. These
applications usually only require uni- or bi-dimensional covariate spaces, for which kernel-
based methods do not suffer from their well-known weakness: the curse of dimensionality.
Naturally, when conditioning on discrete random variables, the estimator is reduced to the
landmark Aalen–Johansen estimator.

Apart from the additional flexibility of the estimator, the main theoretical contributions of
the paper are as follows. We provide unifying proofs of strong uniform consistency of our
estimators. We also establish asymptotic normality using rather general moment conditions
on the associated multivariate counting process (in particular, allowing for an unbounded
number of transitions). The results are established using the theory of empirical processes,
and they have as special cases many of the previous, empirical process-based, results in the
literature. It is unclear whether martingale techniques offer an alternative route, though the
cost of using classic empirical process theory is that the asymptotics are not established over
the ‘maximal interval’ of the censoring distribution, but rather only up to compact subsets.

The conditional Nelson–Aalen and Aalen–Johansen estimators are implemented in the R
package Bladt and Furrer (2023). In the accompanying Supplementary Material, we provide
a simulation study, where the jump process follows an inhomogeneous semi-Markov model.
Here, the practical versatility of the conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator is showcased, in
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particular its ability to recover probabilities that depend on the duration spent in the current
state.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the conditional
Nelson–Aalen and Aalen–Johansen estimators. Uniform consistency is proven in Section 3,
while Section 4 concerns asymptotic normality. Subsection 4.1, which is devoted to the finite
dimensional distributions, is followed by Subsection 4.2, where weak convergence is estab-
lished, and Subsection 4.3, which is devoted to plug-in estimation for the covariances. Proofs
may be found in Appendices A through C, while Appendix D concerns the bracketing central
limit theorem.

2. Conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator. In this section, we introduce necessary no-
tation and define the quaczntities of interest, namely the conditional occupation probabilities,
as well as their kernel-based estimators. To accommodate right-censoring, we cast the occu-
pation probabilities as a product integral of a certain auxiliary matrix function, which in
the Markov case reduces to the usual hazard matrix function; this is in accordance with the
landmarking literature. We stress that the auxiliary matrix function in general has no direct
interpretation in terms of the compensator of the multivariate counting process. Estimators of
the auxiliary matrix function and the occupation probabilities are constructed, adopting the
smoothing approach of Nielsen and Linton (1995) to the present setup.

2.1. Setting. Let Z “ pZtqtě0 be a non-explosive pure jump process on a finite state
space Z , and take pΩ,F ,Pq to be the underlying probability space. For ease of notation, we
require Z Ă R. Denote by τ the possibly infinite absorption time of Z .

Let X be a random variable with values in Rd equipped with the Borel σ-algebra. We
assume that the distribution of X admits a density g with respect to the Lebesgue measure
λ. Later, in Section 3, we discuss the relaxation of absolute continuity to the case of known
atoms.

We introduce a multivariate counting process N with components Njk “ pNjkptqqtě0

given by

Njkptq “ #ts P p0, ts : Zs´ “ j,Zs “ ku, t ě 0,

for j, k P Z , j ‰ k.
The following natural moment condition plays a major role in the sequel. It particularly

implies the previously stated non-explosion of Z .

ASSUMPTION 1. For some δ ą 0, it holds that

E
“

Njkptq1`δ
‰

ă 8.

Define the conditional occupation probabilities according to

pjpt|xq “ Er1tZt“ju |X “ xs.

We denote by ppt|xq the row vector with elements pjpt|xq. We now introduce the cumulative
conditional transition rates and cast the conditional occupation probabilities as a product
integral of these cumulative rates. To this end, let

pjkpt|xq “ ErNjkptq |X “ xs,

and define the cumulative conditional transition rates via

Λjkpt|xq “

ż t

0

1

pjps ´ |xq
pjkpds|xq, Λjjpt|xq “ ´

ÿ

k:k‰j

Λjkpt|xq.
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Throughout, we shall assume that Λjkptq ă 8, so that the product integral

qpt|xq “

t

R
0

`

Id ` Λpds|xq
˘

is well-defined. Further, it then holds that

ppt|xq “ pp0|xqqpt|xq “ pp0|xq

t

R
0

`

Id ` Λpds|xq
˘

.(1)

This follows from the identies

ppt|xq “ pp0|xq `

ż t

0
pps ´ |xqΛpdsq

pp0|xqqpt|xq “ pp0|xqqp0|xq `

ż t

0
pp0|xqqps ´ |xqΛpdsq

and a suitable application of the Banach fixed-point theorem for the desirable uniqueness.
If Z is actually Markov, identity (1) holds not only for occupation probabilities, but also

for transition probabilities, which entails that all our results for occupation probabilities carry
over to transition probabilities. When the Markov assumptions fails, estimation of transition
probabilities must be based on conditioning with internal covariates.

We are interested in the situation where the observation of Z is right-censored. To this
end we introduce a strictly positive random variable R describing right-censoring, so that we
actually observe the triplet

`

X, pZtq0ďtďR, τ ^ R
˘

.

In the following, we fix x P Rd and focus on a compact time interval r0, θxs for which the
right endpoint is required to satisfy that there exists δ ą 0 such that

θx ă inf
zPRd:∥z´x∥ďδ,gpzqą0

inf
0ďtă8

tPpR ď t|X “ zq “ 1u.(2)

Whenever the Markov assumption fails, the following assumption is key.

ASSUMPTION 2. Right-censoring is conditionally entirely random:

R KK
X
Z.

We introduce

pcj pt|xq “ Er1tZt“ju1ttăRu |X “ xs,

pcjkpt|xq “ ErNjkpt ^ Rq |X “ xs.

It follows from Assumption 2 that

pcj pt|xq “ Ppt ă R |X “ xqpjpt|xq,

pcjkpt|xq “

ż t

0
PpsďR |X “ xqpjkpds|xq,

from which we may conclude that

Λjkpt|xq “

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq
pcjkpds|xq.(3)
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REMARK 2.1. If Z is Markov, then one may forego Assumption 2. Instead, assuming
the weaker condition that the compensator of the multivariate counting process remains un-
changed upon addition of censoring information, confer also with Subsection III.2.2 in An-
dersen et al. (1993), we obtain the same conclusion:

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq
pcjkpds|xq “

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq
dEr1tsďRu1tZs´“juΛjkps|xq |X “ xs

“

ż t

0

pcj ps ´ |xq

pcj ps ´ |xq
Λjkpds|xq “ Λjkpt|xq.

2.2. Estimators. Consider i.i.d. replicates
`

Xℓ, pZℓ
t q0ďtďRℓ , τ ℓ ^ Rℓ

˘n

ℓ“1
. The aim now

is to construct an estimator for the conditional occupation probabilities pjpt|xq, but from (1),
it essentially suffices to estimate the cumulative conditional transition rates Λjkpt|xq, which
we do using Equation (3).

Let Ki be kernel functions of bounded variation and bounded support, and let panq be a
band sequence. We impose the following standard assumption, confer with Stute (1986).

ASSUMPTION 3. The band sequence satisfies:

(a) an Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8

(b) nadn Ñ 8 as n Ñ 8

(c)
ř8

n“1 c
r
n ă 8 for some r P p1,1 ` δq, where cn :“ pnadnq´1 logn.

For instance, one may for p1 ` δq´1 ă η ă 1 take

adn „
logn

n1´η
.

We introduce the usual kernel estimator for the density g:

gpnqpxq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

gpn,ℓqpxq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

d
ź

i“1

1

an
Ki

´xi ´ Xℓ
i

an

¯

.

It is well-known that

gpnqpxq
a.s.
Ñ gpxq, n Ñ 8,

and, for any random variable Y with i.i.d. replicates pY ℓq satisfying Er|Y |1`δs ă 8, that

1

n

řn
ℓ“1 Y

ℓ gpn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq

a.s.
Ñ ErY |X “ xs, n Ñ 8.(4)

Based on the kernel estimator for g, we form the following Nadaraya–Watson type kernel
estimators:

Npnq

jk pt|xq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

Npn,ℓq
jk pt|xq “

1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

N ℓ
jkpt ^ Rℓqgpn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq
,

Ipnq

j pt|xq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

Ipn,ℓq
j pt|xq “

1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

1ttăRℓu1tZℓ
t “jug

pn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq
.

REMARK 2.2. Due to Assumption 1, it follows from (4) that

Npnq

jk pt|xq
a.s.
Ñ pcjkpt|xq, n Ñ 8.(5)

Furthermore, it holds that

Ipnq

j pt|xq
a.s.
Ñ pcj pt|xq, n Ñ 8.(6)
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DEFINITION 2.3. The conditional Nelson–Aalen estimator for the cumulative condi-
tional transition rates is defined as

Λpnq

jk pt|xq “

ż t

0

1

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq
Npnq

jk pds|xq.(7)

DEFINITION 2.4. The conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator for the conditional occu-
pation probabilities is defined according (1), but with the cumulative conditional transition
rates replaced by the conditional Nelson–Aalen estimator, that is

ppnqpt|xq “ ppnqp0|xq

t

R
0

`

Id ` Λpnqpds|xq
˘

,

where ppnq

j p0|xq “ Ipnq

j p0|xq.

Even in case of no covariates, and under the assumption that Z is Markovian, expressions
such as (3) and (7) are problematic, since one might be dividing by zero. It is well-understood
that this issue cannot be directly resolved, but needs to be circumvented. Typically, this is
done via assumptions on the local behavior of the jump process, confer with Aalen (1978)
and Subsection IV.1.2 in Andersen et al. (1993). We adopt a different approach, changing
instead the targets of estimation by means of perturbation. To this end, for ε ą 0 we consider
the estimator

Λpn,εq

jk pt|xq “

ż t

0

1

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq _ ε
Npnq

jk pds|xq,

which targets the perturbed cumulative conditional transition rates given by

Λ
pεq

jk pt|xq “

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε
pcjkpds|xq ă 8.

In similar fashion, we consider the associated estimator

ppn,εqpt|xq “ ppnqp0|xq

t

R
0

`

Id ` Λpn,εqpds|xq
˘

,

which targets the perturbed conditional occupation probabilities given by

ppεqpt|xq “ pp0|xq

t

R
0

`

Id ` Λpεqpds|xq
˘

.

Observe that, with 0 “ t0 ă t1 ă t2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ a sequence of time points that describes all ob-
served jump times in the sample,

ppn,εq

j ptℓ`1|xq ´ ppn,εq

j ptℓ|xq

“
ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

ppn,εq

k ptℓ|xq∆Λpn,εq

kj ptℓ`1|xq ´ ppn,εq

j ptℓ|xq
ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

∆Λpn,εq

jk ptℓ`1|xq

and starting value ppnqp0|xq “ Ipnqp0|xq.
Whenever the non-zero values of the conditional occupation probabilities are bounded

away from zero, any asymptotic results for the perturbed estimators and their targets carry
over to the original estimators and their targets. This would, for instance, be guaranteed by
Assumption 6.1 in Aalen (1978). The results also carry over locally when boundedness away
from zero is only guaranteed on certain subsets of the interior of the support of R.
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EXAMPLE. Suppose θx satisfies (2), and suppose that the cumulative conditional tran-
sition rate Λjkp¨|xq is piece-wise constant with discontinuities 0 “ t0 ă t1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă tM ď θx.
Then for

ε “ Ppθx ă R |X “ xq
ź

i“1,...,M

pjpti´1 | xqą0

pjpti´1 |xq ą 0

it holds that Λpεq

jk pt|xq “ Λjkpt|xq on r0, θxs.

EXAMPLE. Set Λjjp¨|xq “ ´
ř

k:k‰j Λjkp¨|xq, and suppose that this function is contin-
uous; for the general case, see Lemma 8 in Overgaard (2019). Suppose θx satisfies (2), and
suppose that pjpt |xq ą 0 for some 0 ď t ă θx. Then pjps |xq ě pjpt |xqeΛjjpθx|xq´Λjjpt|xq for
t ă s ď θx, and hence for

ε “ pjpt |xqeΛjjpθx|xq´Λjjpt|xqPpθx ă R |X “ xq ą 0

it holds that Λpεq

jk ps|xq ´ Λ
pεq

jk pt|xq “ Λjkps|xq ´ Λjkpt|xq on pt, θxs.

REMARK 2.5. In general, inverse probability of censoring weighting offers an alternative
approach when dealing with covariates and censoring, see Koul, Susarla and Ryzin (1981)
and Laan and Robins (2003). In Mostajabi and Datta (2013) and Siriwardhana, Kulasekera
and Datta (2018), inverse probability of censoring weighting has been used in simpler setup
than ours, for instance considering only progressive jump processes. While inverse probabil-
ity of censoring weighting allows for added dependence between the jump process and the
censoring mechanism, it also requires the specification of a censoring model, which takes
away from a fully non-parametric approach.

3. Uniform consistency. Extending the consistency results from a survival setting to the
multi-state setting comes with a variety of challenges. For instance, the counting process in
survival analysis has a single jump, whereas our setting deals with a possibly unbounded
number of jumps. The assumption of a bounded number of jumps is not desirable in this
context. In particular, it excludes special canonical cases such as Markov and semi-Markov
models. Another challenge in the multi-state setting is that exposure is not a monotone pro-
cess, which requires us to rely heavily on an identity linking exposures to sums of counting
processes.

3.1. Results. To establish uniform consistency of the estimators introduced in Subsec-
tion 2.2, we first directly prove uniform consistency of the components. In a next step, we
follow along the lines of Subsection 7.3 in Shorack and Wellner (2009) to establish uniform
consistency also of the estimators of interest.

Recall that for any jump process we may link sojourns and transitions through the identity

1tZt“ju “ 1tZ0“ju `
ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

`

Nkjptq ´ Njkptq
˘

.

In similar fashion, through integration by parts, we may include the right-censoring mecha-
nism and obtain

1tZt“ju1ttăRu “ 1tZ0“ju ´ 1tRďtu1tZR“ju `
ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

`

Nkjpt^Rq ´ Njkpt^Rq
˘

,(8)
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which is of independent interest. From (8), we may conclude that for the kernel estimators
and the theoretical quantities, respectively, it holds that

Ipnq

j pt|xq “ Ipnq

j p0|xq ´ Cpnq

j pt|xq `
ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

`

Npnq

kj pt|xq ´ Npnq

jk pt|xq
˘

,(9)

pcj pt|xq “ pcj p0|xq ´ Cjpt|xq `
ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

`

pckjpt|xq ´ pcjkpt|xq
˘

,(10)

where Cjpt|xq :“ PpR ď t,ZR “ j |X “ xq with Nadaraya–Watson type kernel estimator

Cpnq

j pt|xq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

1tRℓďtu1tZℓ

Rℓ“jug
pn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq
.

Note that according to (4),

Cpnq

j pt|xq
a.s.
Ñ Cjpt|xq “ PpR ď t,ZR “ j |X “ xq, n Ñ 8.(11)

The fact that we may basically recover Ipnq

j from the kernel estimators of the counts is used to
great extent in the proofs. It is, however, also directly relevant in connection with the imple-
mentation of the estimators, where it can lead to significant reductions in computational load.
Indeed, construction of Npnq

jk p¨|xq is relatively cheap compared to Ipnq

j p¨|xq, and identity (9)
serves to circumvent the explicit computation of the latter.

Notice that the correction factor Cjpt|xq disappears as censoring becomes lighter, giving
a direct interpretation of (10) as expected inflow and outflow of a state, but adjusted for
censoring. The correction factors are such that summation with respect to j simply yields the
distribution of the censoring mechanism.

Due to the nature of the processes involved and the above identities, we may actually
strengthen the point-wise convergence from Remark 2.2 to uniform convergence. Consis-
tency of even the Kaplan–Meier estimator on the ‘maximal interval’ relies on either martin-
gale techniques in t (for convergence in probability) or reverse supermartingale techniques in
n (for almost sure convergence) (Stute and Wang, 1993; Bakry, Gill and Molchanov, 1994).
In any case, our kernel disrupts these delicate properties. By conceding convergence only up
to compact subsets within the support of the censoring variable R, we may concentrate on
the extension to a multi-state setting, using empirical process theory.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Suppose θx satisfies (2). It then holds that

sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Npnq

jk pt|xq ´ pcjkpt|xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

a.s.
Ñ 0, n Ñ 8,(12)

sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Ipnq

j pt|xq ´ pcj pt|xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

a.s.
Ñ 0, n Ñ 8.(13)

THEOREM 3.2 (Strong uniform consistency). Suppose θx satisfies (2). It then holds that

sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇΛpn,εq

jk pt|xq ´ Λ
pεq

jk pt|xq
ˇ

ˇ

a.s.
Ñ 0, n Ñ 8.

sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇppn,εq

j pt|xq ´ p
pεq

j pt|xq
ˇ

ˇ

a.s.
Ñ 0, n Ñ 8.
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3.2. Inclusion of atoms. Theoretically, kernel functions work not just for absolutely con-
tinuous covariates, but in all cases. Sometimes one may, however, take particular interest in
cases where some of the covariates have known atoms. Examples include the case when a
covariate is the state of the jump process at an earlier point in time (landmarking) or when
considering the duration since a sojourn in a particular state as a covariate. For the Markov
case this is of course superfluous, but for general jump processes the inclusion of such inter-
nal covariates is necessary to get hold of the entire dynamics from and to any given points in
time.

In this connection, we now propose a simple kernel which mixes sub-sampling with usual
absolutely continuous kernel methods. We aim to embed landmarking methods as a particular
case of our specification. The analysis of such an estimator is straightforward using standard
techniques, though the practical implications are substantial when analyzing, for instance,
semi-Markov models.

Thus, in the following, suppose that the distribution of X is not absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure but instead admits a density g with respect to ν given by

ν “

d
â

i“1

ˆ

λ `

8
ÿ

m“1

δαm

˙

,

where δy denotes the Dirac measure in y, and α “ tα1, α2, . . .u are the known potential atoms
for the marginal distributions of X . The duration process associated with a semi-Markov
model has, for instance, a known atom at the current point in time.

We propose the following kernel estimator for the density g:

gpnqpxq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

gpn,ℓqpxq

“
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

d
ź

i“1

ˆ

1

an
Ki

´xi ´ Xℓ
i

an

¯

1tXℓ
i Rαu1txiRαu ` 1tXℓ

i “xiu1txiPαu

˙

.

The consistency of the estimator under Assumption 3 follows from the usual case, but taking
explicitly care of the known atoms.

PROPOSITION 3.3. It holds that

gpnqpxq
a.s.
Ñ gpxq, n Ñ 8,

and, for any random variable Y with i.i.d. replicates pY ℓq satisfying Er|Y |1`δs ă 8, that

1

n

řn
ℓ“1 Y

ℓ gpn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq

a.s.
Ñ ErY |X “ xs, n Ñ 8.

REMARK 3.4. Referring to the proof, for a fixed x P Rd on the form x “ pxa, xcq with
xc of dimension d2 “ d ´ d1, we may relax b) and c) of Assumption 3 by replacing d with
d2.

The proof of Proposition 3.3 is elementary and hinges on multiple reductions to the ab-
solutely continuous case. In general, this technique can also be applied, together with the
other arguments we provide, to prove uniform consistency and asymptotic normality of the
estimators of interest. Note that (2) must then be adjusted for atomic x. However, to keep the
presentation clear and concise, in the remainder of the paper we turn our attention back to the
absolutely continuous case. At no point would atom inclusion pose a methodological issue.
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4. Asymptotic normality. This section is devoted to asymptotic normality of our esti-
mators. Subsection 4.1 on the finite-dimensional distributions is followed by Subsection 4.2,
where we establish weak convergence. Finally, Subsection 4.3 provides plug-in estimators
for the covariances.

4.1. Preliminaries. In this subsection, we study in a first step the finite-dimensional
asymptotics of the components of the estimators. The following assumptions on the local
behavior around x are routine and typically not considered restrictive, confer with Doukhan
and Lang (2009).

ASSUMPTION 4 (On the joint distributions). The mappings

x ÞÑ gpxq, x ÞÑ PpZ0 “ j |X “ xqgpxq, x ÞÑ ErNjkptq |X “ xsgpxq

are continously differentiable, with bounded derivatives, in a neighborhood around x.

ASSUMPTION 5 (On the kernel functions). It holds that

(a) nad`4
n Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8,

(b) The Ki are Lipchitz and
ş

ukKipuqduk “ 0.

ASSUMPTION 6 (Moment condition on the counting processes). For δ ą 2, the mappings

x ÞÑ ErNjkptq1`δ |X “ xsgpxq

are bounded in neighborhood of x.

REMARK 4.1. The more detailed Assumption 6 is consistent with Assumption 1 and
δ ą 2.

Before we state the main result regarding the finite-dimensional distributions, we introduce
some additional notation for terms involved in the limiting covariance processes:

pcj,lps, t|xq “ Er1tZs“ju1tsăRu1tZt“lu1ttăRu |X “ xs, pcj ps, t|xq “ pcj,jps, t|xq,

pcjkps, t|xq “ ErNjkps ^ RqNjkpt ^ Rq |X “ xs,

pcjk,lmps, t|xq “ ErNjkps ^ RqNlmpt ^ Rq |X “ xs, p2,cjk pt|xq “ pcjk,jkpt, t|xq,

p2,cjk ps, t|xq “ ErtNjkpt ^ Rq ´ Njkps ^ Rqu2 |X “ xs,

p3,cjk,lps, t|xq “ ErNjkps ^ Rq1tZt“lu1ttăRu |X “ xs, p3,cjk ps, t|xq “ p3,cjk,jps, t|xq.

In terms of kernel functions, we also define the following shorthand notation.

kpnqpu,xq “

d
ź

i“1

1

an
Ki

´xi ´ ui
an

¯

,

ϕpxq “

ş

adn
`

kpnqpu,xq
˘2

λpduq

gpxq
“

ş
śd

i“1Kipuiq
2 λpduq

gpxq
.

Note that ϕ is independent of n. Finally, we introduce the empirical processes

ξ
pnq

jk pt|xq “ pnadnq1{2
´

Npnq

jk pt|xq ´ pcjkpt|xq

¯

,

ξ
pnq

j pt|xq “ pnadnq1{2
´

Ipnq

j pt|xq ´ pcj pt|xq

¯

.
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It is worth noting that the above processes are not centered, though the bias term is seen to
vanish in the asymptotic results below. Elements of the proof of the following proposition
relate to Dabrowska (1987).

PROPOSITION 4.2 (Finite dimensional distributions). It holds that
`

ξ
pnq

jk pt|xq, ξ
pnq

j pt|xq
˘

tPr0,8q

fd
Ñ pξjkpt|xq, ξjpt|xqqtPr0,8q,

the limit being a centered Gaussian process with

Cov
`

ξjkps|xq, ξjpt|xq
˘

“ ϕpxq
␣

p3,cjk ps, t|xq ´ pcjkps|xqpcj pt|xq
(

,

Cov
`

ξjkps|xq, ξjkpt|xq
˘

“ ϕpxq
␣

pcjkps, t|xq ´ pcjkps|xqpcjkpt|xq
(

,

Cov
`

ξjps|xq, ξjpt|xq
˘

“ ϕpxq
␣

pcj ps, t|xq ´ pcj ps|xqpcj pt|xq
(

.

In similar fashion, we may establish convergence of the finite dimensional distributions
across states. It being completely analogous to the previous result, we omit the proof.

PROPOSITION 4.3 (Joint finite dimensional distributions). It holds that
`

ξ
pnq

jk pt|xq, ξ
pnq

j pt|xq
˘

tPr0,8q,j,kPZ:j‰k

fd
Ñ pξjkpt|xq, ξjpt|xqqtPr0,8q,j,kPZ:j‰k,

the limit being a centered Gaussian process with

Covpξjkps|xq, ξlmpt|xqq “ ϕpxq
␣

pcjk,lmps, t|xq ´ pcjkps|xqpclmpt|xq
(

,

Covpξjkps|xq, ξlpt|xqq “ ϕpxq
␣

p3,cjk,lps, t|xq ´ pcjkps|xqpcl pt|xq
(

,

Covpξjps|xq, ξlpt|xqq “ ϕpxq
␣

pcj,lps, t|xq ´ pcj ps|xqpcl pt|xq
(

.

4.2. Weak convergence. Having established convergence of the finite-dimensional distri-
butions, we now proceed to use this convergence to prove path-wise weak convergence on a
compact interval. The processes involved are càdlàg and hence separable, so it is not neces-
sary to distinguish between Skorokhod and Hoffmann-Jørgensen weak convergence, see also
Appendix D.

PROPOSITION 4.4 (Joint asymptotic normality of components). Suppose θx satisfies (2).
Then

`

ξ
pnq

jk pt|xq, ξ
pnq

j pt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs,j,kPZ:j‰k

D
Ñ pξjkpt|xq, ξjpt|xqqtPr0,θxs,j,kPZ:j‰k.

We now turn our attention to the actual empirical processes of interest given by

ζ
pn,εq

jk pt|xq “ pnadnq1{2
`

Λpn,εq

jk pt|xq ´ Λ
pεq

jk pt|xq
˘

γ
pn,εq

j pt|xq “ pnadnq1{2
`

ppn,εq

j pt|xq ´ p
pεq

j pt|xq
˘

.

The latter relates to the occupation probabilities, while the former concerns the cumulative
transition rates.

In the following, let Bpεq

j pt|xq “ 1tpjpt|xqąεu.

THEOREM 4.5 (Asymptotic normality of the conditional Nelson–Aalen estimator). Sup-
pose θx satisfies (2). It holds that

`

ζ
pn,εq

jk pt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs

D
Ñ

`

ζ
pεq

jk pt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs
,
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where

ζ
pεq

jk pt|xq “

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε
ξjkpds|xq ´

ż t

0

B
pεq

j ps ´ |xqξjps ´ |xq

pcj ps ´ |xq
Λ

pεq

jk pds|xq.(14)

The formula for the limit covariance from the above theorem is presented at the end of its
proof, see Appendix C.

In a similar fashion, we may establish joint asymptotic normality across states. We omit
the proof.

THEOREM 4.6 (Joint asymptotic normality of estimators). Suppose θx satisfies (2). It
holds that

`

ζ
pn,εq

jk pt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs,j,kPZ:j‰k

D
Ñ

`

ζ
pεq

jk pt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs,j,kPZ:j‰k
, .

The formula for the limit covariance between states from the above theorem can be calcu-
lated as in the proof of Theorem 4.5 using the expressions of Theorem 4.3.

As stated, we may now transfer the asymptotic properties to the product integrals, using
the fact that the latter is not only a continuous mapping but even Hadamard differentiable,
confer with Gill and Johansen (1990).

THEOREM 4.7 (Asymptotic normality of the conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator).
Suppose θx satisfies (2). It holds that

`

γpn,εqpt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs

D
Ñ

`

γpεqpt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs
,

where

γpεqpt|xq “ ppεqp0|xq

ż t

0

s

R
0

`

Id ` Λpεqpdu|xq
˘

ζpεqpds|xq

t

R
s

`

Id ` Λpεqpdu|xq
˘

.

The covariance processes associated to the Gaussian processes in Theorems 4.5 and 4.7
are computationally demanding. In principle, one may construct a Monte-Carlo covariance
estimator based on simulations of ξj and ξjk, using kernel-based plug-in estimators for the
unknown quantities. However, in Subsection 4.3 we present an alternative solution.

4.3. Plug-in estimators for the covariances. Introduce ζ̃
pεq

jk p¨|xq according to

ζ̃
pεq

jk pt|xq “
a

ϕpxq

ˆ
ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

`

Njkpds ^ Rq ´ pcjkpds|xq
˘

´

ż t

0

B
pεq

j ps ´ |xq
`

1tsďRu1tZs´“ju ´ pcj ps ´ |xq
˘

pcj ps ´ |xq
Λ

pεq

jk pds|xq

˙

,

which is similar to (14), but with the empirical processes replaced by single random variables.
It is possible to show that

ΣΛ
pεq

jk
ps, t|xq :“ Cov

`

ζ
pεq

jk ps|xq, ζ
pεq

jk pt|xq
˘

“ E
“

ζ̃
pεq

jk ps|xqζ̃
pεq

jk pt|xq
ˇ

ˇX “ x
‰

,

for instance by calculating the right-hand side explicitly and referring to the covariances in
the proof of Theorem 4.5. This immediately gives rise to a natural and strongly consistent
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kernel-based plug-in estimator Σpnq

Λ
pεq

jk

p¨|xq of ΣΛ
pεq

jk
p¨|xq given by

Σpnq

Λ
pεq

jk

ps, t|xq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

ζ̃
pn,ℓ,εq

jk ps|xqζ̃
pn,ℓ,εq

jk pt|xqgpn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq
,

where ζ̃
pn,ℓ,εq

jk p¨|xq is equal to ζ̃
pεq

jk p¨|xq, but with Njk, Z , and R replaced by N ℓ
jk, Zℓ, and Rℓ

as well as all theoretical quantities replaced by their kernel estimators:

ζ̃
pn,ℓ,εq

jk pt|xq “

b

ϕ̃pnqpxq

ˆ
ż t

0

1

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq _ ε

`

N ℓ
jkpds ^ Rℓq ´ Npnq

jk pds|xq
˘

´

ż t

0

1
tIpnq

j ps´|xqąεu

`

1tsďRℓu1tZℓ
s´“ju ´ Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq
˘

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq
Λpn,εq

jk pds|xq

˙

,

where ϕ̃pnq is the following kernel-based plug-in estimator of ϕ:

ϕ̃pnqpxq “

ş
śd

i“1Kipuiq
2 λpduq

gpnqpxq
.

Similarly,

Σp
pεq

j
ps, t|xq :“ Cov

`

γ
pεq

j ps|xq, γ
pεq

j pt|xq
˘

“ E
“

γ̃
pεq

j ps|xqγ̃
pεq

j pt|xq
ˇ

ˇX “ x
‰

,

where γ̃
pεq

j p¨|xq is equal to γ
pεq

j p¨|xq, but with ζpεqp¨|xq replaced by ζ̃pεqp¨|xq. Again, this
immediately gives rise to a natural and strongly consistent kernel-based plug-in estimator
Σpnq

p
pεq

j

p¨|xq of Σp
pεq

j
p¨|xq given by

Σpnq

p
pεq

j

ps, t|xq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

γ̃
pn,ℓ,εq

j ps|xqγ̃
pn,ℓ,εq

j pt|xqgpn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq
,

where γ̃pn,ℓ,εqp¨|xq is equal to γ̃pεqp¨|xq, but with all theoretical quantities replaced by their
estimators:

γ̃pn,ℓ,εqpt|xq “ Ipnqp0|xq

ż t

0

s

R
0

`

Id ` Λpn,εqpdu|xq
˘

ζ̃
pn,ℓ,εq

jk pds|xq

t

R
s

`

Id ` Λpn,εqpdu|xq
˘

.

In case of no covariates, this estimator closely resembles one of the estimators proposed
in Glidden (2002).

APPENDIX A: PROOFS OF CONSISTENCY

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1. We first note that arguments analogous to the classic proof
of the Glivenko–Cantelli theorem extend (11) to uniform convergence. Referring to the de-
composition (9), and invoking also (6), it thus suffices to establish (12). To this end, let Cm,n

and Cm be given by

Cm,n “

"

ÿ

j1,k1

Npnq

j1k1 pθx|xq ď m

*

, Cm “

!

Cm,n evt.
)

.

Recall that Npnq

jk p¨|xq is increasing. Since Npnq

jk p¨|xq is eventually bounded on Cm, arguments
analogous to the classic proof of the Glivenko–Cantelli theorem again extend (5) to (12) on
Cm. Referring to (5), we have for m sufficiently large that PpCmq “ 1. This completes the
proof.
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PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2. Note that

sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇΛpn,εq

jk pt|xq ´ Λ
pεq

jk pt|xq
ˇ

ˇ

ď sup
0ătďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

ˆ

1

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq _ ε
´

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

˙

Npnq

jk pds|xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

´

Npnq

jk pds|xq ´ pcjkpds|xq

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Regarding the first term, it holds that

sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

ˆ

1

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq _ ε
´

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

˙

Npnq

jk pds|xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Npnq

jk pθx|xq sup
0tďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Ipnq

j pt|xq _ ε
´

1

pcj pt|xq _ ε

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

It follows from (5), in conjunction with (13) and the fact that r0,1s Q x ÞÑ 1
x_ε is uniformly

continuous, that

Npnq

jk pθx|xq sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Ipnq

j pt|xq _ ε
´

1

pcj pt|xq _ ε

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

a.s.
Ñ 0, n Ñ 8.

Turning our attention to the second term, note that 1
pcjp¨|xq_ε is right-continuous and of fi-

nite variation, since this is the case for pcj p¨|xq, confer with (10). We may therefore apply
integration by parts to show that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

´

Npnq

jk pds|xq ´ pcjkpds|xq

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

pcj pt|xq _ ε

´

Npnq

jk pt|xq ´ pcjkpt|xq

¯

´

ż t

0

´

Npnq

jk ps|xq ´ pcjkps|xq

¯

d

ˆ

1

pcj ps|xq _ ε

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

ε

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Npnq

jk pt|xq ´ pcjkpt|xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
`

›

›

›

›

1

pcj p¨|xq _ ε

›

›

›

›

v1

sup
0ďsďt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Npnq

jk ps|xq ´ pcjkps|xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

with }f}v1
denoting the variation of f on r0, θxs. In conclusion,

sup
0ătďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

´

Npnq

jk pds|xq ´ pcjkpds|xq

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˆ

1

ε
`

›

›

›

›

1

pcj p¨|xq _ ε

›

›

›

›

v1

˙

sup
0ďtďθx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Npnq

jk pt|xq ´ pcjkpt|xq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Ñ 0, n Ñ 8,

confer with (12). This proves the first part of the theorem.
Next, note that by (5),

limsup
nÑ8

›

›Λpn,εqp¨|xq
›

›

v1
“ limsup

nÑ8

max
jPZ

2
ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

Λpn,εq

jk pθx|xq “ 2max
jPZ

ÿ

kPZ
k‰j

Λ
pεq

jk pθx |xq ă 8.
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From Theorem 7 in Gill and Johansen (1990), we may then extend the uniform convergence
of Λpn,εqp¨|xq to its product integral, that is, in particular,

sup
0ătďθx

›

›

›

›

t

R
0

`

Id ` Λpn,εqpds|xq
˘

´

t

R
0

`

Id ` Λpεqpds|xq
˘

›

›

›

›

a.s.
Ñ 0, n Ñ 8.

Together with the convergence of Ipnq

j p0|xq to pjp0|xq according to (6), this establishes the
second part of the theorem and thus concludes the proof.

APPENDIX B: CONSISTENCY OF DENSITY ESTIMATOR

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.3. We proceed by reduction to the case covered in Stute
(1986). To this end, assume without loss of generality that we may decompose

x “ px1, . . . , xd1
, xd1`1, . . . , xdq “ pxa, xcq,

where the first d1 coordinates are potential known atoms, say α1, . . . , αd1
, while the re-

maining coordinates are not. Introduce the conditional notation gpxq “ ga|cpxa|xcqgcpxcq.
Straightforward calculations yield

gpnqpxq “
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

d1
ź

i“1

1tXℓ
i “αiu

d
ź

i“d1`1

1

an
Ki

´xi ´ Xℓ
i

an

¯

1tXℓ
i Rαu

“
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

1tXℓ
i “αi, i“1,...,d1u1tXℓ

i Rα, i“d1`1,...,du

1

ad´d1
n

K̃
´xc ´ Xℓ,c

an

¯

,

where

1

ad´d1
n

K̃
´xc ´ Xℓ,c

an

¯

:“
d
ź

i“d1`1

1

an
Ki

´xi ´ Xℓ
i

an

¯

conforms to the setting of Stute (1986). It follows that

gpnqpxq “

1
n

řn
ℓ“1 1tXℓ

i “αi, i“1,...,d1u1tXℓ
i Rα, i“d1`1,...,du

1
a
d´d1
n

K̃
´

xc´Xℓ,c

an

¯

1
n

řn
ℓ“1

1
a
d´d1
n

K̃
´

xc´Xℓ,c

an

¯

ˆ
1

n

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

1

ad´d1
n

K̃

ˆ

xc ´ Xℓ,c

an

˙

a.s.
Ñ ga|cpxa|xcqgcpxcq “ gpxq, n Ñ 8,

by an application of Theorem 3 in Stute (1986) to 1tXℓ
i “αi, i“1,...,d1u1tXℓ

i Rα, i“d1`1,...,du. In
similar fashion, using the previous result, the moment condition on 1, and applying the afore-
mentioned theorem again, we obtain that

1

n

řn
ℓ“1 Y

ℓ gpn,ℓqpxq

gpnqpxq

“

1
n

řn
ℓ“1 Y

ℓ 1tXℓ
i “αi, i“1,...,d1u1tXℓ

i Rα, i“d1`1,...,du
1

a
d´d1
n

K̃
´

xc´Xℓ,c

an

¯

1
n

řn
ℓ“1

1
a
d´d1
n

K̃
´

xc´Xℓ,c

an

¯

ˆ

1
n

řn
ℓ“1

1
a
d´d1
n

K̃
´

xc´Xℓ,c

an

¯

1
n

řn
ℓ“1 1tXℓ

i “αi, i“1,...,d1u1tXℓ
i Rα, i“d1`1,...,du

1
a
d´d1
n

K̃
´

xc´Xℓ,c

an

¯
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a.s.
Ñ

ErY 1tXℓ
i “αi, i“1,...,d1u |Xc “ xcsgcpxcq

gpxq
“ ErY |X “ xs, n Ñ 8,

as desired.

APPENDIX C: PROOFS OF NORMALITY

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2. The proof relies on a bias-variance decomposition. Set

gpnqpxq “

ż

gpuqkpnqpu,xqλpduq,

p
pc,nq

j pt|xq “

ş

pcj pt|uqgpuqkpnqpu,xqλpduq

gpnqpxq
,

p
pc,nq

jk pt|xq “

ş

pcjkpt|uqgpuqkpnqpu,xqλpduq

gpnqpxq
.

First, notice that Ergpnqpxqs “ gpnqpxq, while, uniformly in t, ErNpnq

jk pt|xqs “ p
pc,nq

jk pt|xq `

Oppnadnq´1q and ErIpnq

jk pt|xqs “ p
pc,nq

j pt|xq ` Oppnadnq´1q.
By Assumption 4, we may write the multivariate Taylor expansion under the integral sign,

so with pcjkpt, uq :“ pcjkpt|uqgpuq, we get

p
pc,nq

jk pt|xq “
pcjkpt, xq

gpnqpxq
`

a2n
2

d
ÿ

m“1

B2pcjkpt, xq

Bx2m

ş

u2mkpnqpu,xqgpuqλpduq

gpnqpxq
` opa2nq,

where the linear term has vanished due Assumption 5(b). Thus, by a simple Taylor expansion
of gpnqpxq, we further get

p
pc,nq

jk pt|xq ´ pcjkpt|xq “ Opa2nq

uniformly in t, and an analogous expressions holds for the difference p
pc,nq

j pt|xq ´ pcj pt|xq.
It follows by Slutsky’s theorem that is suffices to establish the normality of the finite

dimensional distributions of the conditional empirical processes

ξ̃
pnq

jk pt|xq “ pnadnq1{2
´

Npnq

jk pt|xq ´ p
pc,nq

jk pt|xq

¯

,

ξ̃
pnq

j pt|xq “ pnadnq1{2
´

Ipnq

j pt|xq ´ p
pc,nq

j pt|xq

¯

,

since the remaining bias terms go to zero whenever pnadnq1{2a2n “ pnad`4
n q1{2 Ñ 0, which is

equivalent to Assumption 5(a).
We proceed to show convergence of the variance term. This is best handled in a joint

rather than a conditional manner. To this end, we define p
pc,nq

jk pt, xq “ p
pc,nq

jk pt|xqgpnqpxq and

Npnq

jk pt, xq “ Npnq

jk pt|xqgpnqpxq and similarly for ξ̃pnq

jk pt, xq and ξ̃
pnq

j pt, xq. We also introduce

ξ̃pnqpxq “ pnadnq1{2
`

gpnqpxq ´ gpnqpxq
˘

.

Let t1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă tM and cm, dm, m “ 1, . . . ,M satisfy
řM

m“1pc2m ` d2mq ą 0. Then the quanti-
ties n1{2ξ̃pnqpxq and

n1{2
ÿ

m

´

cmξ̃
pnq

jk ptm, xq ` dmξ̃
pnq

j ptm, xq

¯
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“ ad{2
n

ÿ

m

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

´

cm

!

N ℓ
jkptm ^ Rℓqgpn,ℓqpxq ´ p

pc,nq

jk ptm, xq

)

` dm

!

1ttmăRℓu1tZℓ
tm

“jug
pn,ℓqpxq ´ p

pc,nq

j ptm, xq

)¯

,

are sums of i.i.d. terms with means exactly zero. Notice that each of the terms in the parenthe-
sis in the last sum is of order Opa

´d{2
n q. To check that the limit of the sum is non-degenerate,

we examine the covariance functions, term by term. In what follows, we apply a Taylor ex-
pansion and use the convergence of deterministic terms as per Theorem 2 in (Stein, 1970, pp.
62-63).

We first obtain

Cov
ˆ

ÿ

m

´

cmξ̃
pnq

jk ptm, xq ` dmξ̃
pnq

j ptm, xq

¯

, ξ̃pnqpxq

˙

“
ÿ

m

ˆ

cmCov
´

ξ̃
pnq

jk ptm, xq, ξ̃pnqpxq

¯

` dmCov
´

ξ̃
pnq

j ptm, xq, ξ̃pnqpxq

¯

˙

“ adn
ÿ

m

cm

ż

pcjkptm|uqgpuqkpnqpu,xq2λpduq

´ adn
ÿ

m

cm

ˆ
ż

pcjkptm|uqgpuqkpnqpu,xqλpduq

˙ˆ
ż

gpuqkpnqpu,xqλpduq

˙

` adn
ÿ

m

dm

ż

pcj ptm|uqgpuqkpnqpu,xq2λpduq

´ adn
ÿ

m

dm

ˆ
ż

pcj ptm|uqgpuqkpnqpu,xqλpduq

˙ˆ
ż

gpuqkpnqpu,xqλpduq

˙

,

which is of order
ÿ

m

`

cmϕpxqpcjkptm|xqgpxq2 ` dmϕpxqpcj ptm|xqgpxq2
˘

` op1q.

Similarly,

Var
ˆ

ÿ

m

´

cmξ̃
pnq

jk ptm, xq ` dmξ̃
pnq

j ptm, xq

¯

˙

“
ÿ

m1,m2

`

cm1
cm2

ϕpxqpcjkptm1
, tm2

|xqgpxq2 ` dm1
dm2

ϕpxqpcj ptm1
, tm2

|xqgpxq2
˘

`
ÿ

m1,m2

pcm1
dm2

ϕpxqp3,cjk ptm1
, tm2

|xqg2pxq ` cm2
dm1

ϕpxqp3,cjk ptm2
, tm1

|xqg2pxqq ` op1q

as well as

Var
´

ξ̃pnqpxq

¯

“ adn
ÿ

m

ˆ
ż

kpnqpu,xq2λpduq ´

´

ż

kpnqpu,xqλpduq

¯2
˙

“ gpxq2ϕpxq ` op1q.

This confirms non-degeneracy. It follows by the Barry-Esseen theorem, using Assumption 6
in combination with Proposition 6 in Doukhan and Lang (2009), that the above linear com-
binations are asymptotically normal. But then, by the Cramer–Wold device, so are the finite-
dimensional distributions of the joint empirical processes. Upon division, and using Slutsky’s
theorem, we obtain the required covariance expressions for the conditional processes.

The actual calculation of the limiting covariance processes is straightforward, following
the above expansions.
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PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.4. It suffices to show weak convergence of
`

ξ
pnq

jk pt|xq
˘

tPr0,θxs,j,kPZ:j‰k

together with the empirical processes associated with the estimators Cpnq

j p¨|xq, j P Z , due
to (8) and (9). Convergence of the joint finite-dimensional distributions follows similarly to
Proposition 4.3, so only asymptotic tightness (or asymptotic equicontinuity) of each indi-
vidual process is required. To this end, we apply Theorem D.2 for ξpnq

jk p¨|xq, the other case
following analogously.

Consider the i.i.d. sequence pX ℓqnℓ“1 of separable processes given by

X ℓ “ pXℓ, pZℓ
t q0ďtďRℓ , τ ℓ ^ Rℓq.

We apply Theorem D.2 with T “ r0, θxs,

fn,tpX ℓq “
1

a
d{2
n

d
ź

i“1

Ki

´xi ´ Xℓ
i

an

¯

N ℓ
jkpt ^ Rℓq,

and envelope function

Fn “
1

a
d{2
n

d
ź

i“1

Ki

´xi ´ Xi

an

¯

Njkpθx ^ Rq.

For this, we need to verify conditions (16) and (18) for a partition chosen independent of n.
We shall require to an analysis of the behavior of the µ||Fn||2-bracketing number, but this

does not cause complications, since

µ2||Fn||22 “ µ2ϕpxqg2pxqp2,cjk pθ|xq ` op1q,(15)

where the term accompanying µ2 is constant in n and strictly positive (whenever relevant).
Consequently, we may just use our analysis for the µ-case.

From (15), it holds that ||Fn||22 “ Op1q. Let η ą 0. We may calculate

ErF 2
n1tFnąη

?
nus

“ adn

ż

Rd

kpnqpu,xq2E
“

Njkpθx ^ Rq21
tKppx´uqa´1

n qNjkpθxqąη
?

ad
nnu

ˇ

ˇX “ u
‰

gpuqλpduq.

Since the kernel is assumed to have bounded variation and support, it is in particular bounded.
Recall that Njkpθxq is square integrable. Then, by dominated convergence and the fact that
adnn Ñ 8,

lim
nÑ8

E
“

Njkpθx ^ Rq21
tKppx´uqa´1

n qNjkpθxqąη
?

ad
nnu

ˇ

ˇX “ u
‰

“ 0.

This verifies (16).
Finally, we calculate the bracketing number. Let 0 “ t0 ă t1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă tM “ θx and note

that
n
ÿ

ℓ“1

E
„

sup
tℓ´1ăsďtďtℓ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
fn,tpX ℓq ´ fn,spX ℓq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
ȷ

“ ϕpxqg2pxq

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

p2,cjk ptℓ, tℓ´1|xq ` op1q.

Following closely the chain of arguments in Example 2.11.16 of van der Vaart and Wellner
(1996), there exists a constant C ą 0 independent of n such that, with less than C{µ2 terms
in the partition, it holds that

ϕpxqg2pxq

n
ÿ

ℓ“1

p2,cjk ptℓ, tℓ´1|xq ď µ2{2.
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This in particular implies that, for n sufficiently large, the bracketing number is less than
C{µ2. Consequently, for n large enough,

ż δn

0

b

logNr spµ,Fn,L2pPpX 1qqqdµ ď

ż δn

0

a

logC{µ2 dµ.

Using that
?
y{ logCy Ñ 8 for y Ñ 8, for n large enough it holds that

ż δn

0

a

logC{µ2 dµ ď

ż δn

0

1
?
µ
dµ “ 2

a

δn Ñ 0

as desired. This verifies (18). The conclusion is that
´

pnadnq1{2
`

Npnq

jk pt|xq ´ ErNpnq

jk pt|xqs
˘

¯

tPr0,θxs

is asymptotically equicontinuous. To transfer this result to the empirical process of interest,
we need the resulting bias term to be negligible. This follows from Assumption 5(a), see also
the first part of the proof of Proposition 4.2.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.5. By the almost sure representation theorem, we may assume
that, almost surely on the supremum norm on r0, θxs ˆ r0, θxs,

pξ
pnq

jk pt|xq, ξ
pnq

j pt|xqqtPr0,θxs Ñ pξjkpt|xq, ξjpt|xqqtPr0,θxs.

Note that

ζ
pn,εq

jk pt|xq

“ pnadnq1{2

ż t

0

ˆ

1

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq _ ε
´

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

˙

Npnq

jk pds|xq

` pnadnq1{2

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

´

Npnq

jk pds|xq ´ pcjkpds|xq

¯

“ ´
`

Anptq ` Bnptq
˘

` Cnptq,

where, almost surely on the supremum norm on r0, θxs,

Anptq :“

ż t

0

pnadnq1{2
´

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq _ ε ´ pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε
¯

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε
Λ

pεq

jk pds|xq

Ñ

ż t

0

B
pεq

j ps ´ |xqξjps ´ |xq

pcj ps ´ |xq
Λ

pεq

jk pds|xq “:Aptq,

Bnptq :“

ż t

0

pnadnq1{2
´

Ipnq

j ps ´ |xq _ ε ´ pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε
¯

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε

´

Λpn,εq

jk pds|xq ´ Λ
pεq

jk pds|xq

¯

Ñ 0,

Cnptq :“

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε
ξ

pnq

jk pds|xq Ñ

ż t

0

1

pcj ps ´ |xq _ ε
ξjkpds|xq “:Cptq.

Thus we get the limiting process ζpεq

jk pt|xq “ ´Aptq ` Cptq as desired.
The covariances are calculated by noticing that

ζ
pεq

jk pt|xq “ C1ptq ´ C2ptq ´ Aptq,
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where

C1ptq :“
ξjkpt|xq

pcj pt|xq _ ε
, C2ptq :“

ż t

0
ξjkps|xqd

´ 1

pcj ps|xq _ ε

¯

,

and calculating all the cross terms using Fubini’s theorem and as follows:

ϕpxq´1Covpζ
pεq

jk pt|xq, ζ
pεq

jk ps|xqq “
pcjkps, t|xq

ppcj pt|xq _ εqppcj ps|xq _ εq

`

ż t

0

ż s

0
pcjkpu, v|xqd

´ 1

pcj pu|xq _ ε

¯

d
´ 1

pcj pv|xq _ ε

¯

`

ż t

0

ż s

0

B
pεq

j pu ´ |xqB
pεq

j pv ´ |xqpcj pu, v|xq

ppcj pu ´ |xq _ εqppcj pv ´ |xq _ εq
Λ

pεq

jk pdu|xqΛ
pεq

jk pdv|xq

´
1

pcj pt|xq _ ε

ż s

0
pcjkpt, u|xqd

´ 1

pcj pu|xq _ ε

¯

´
1

pcj pt|xq _ ε

ż s

0

B
pεq

j pu ´ |xqp3,cjk pt, u|xq

pcj pu ´ |xq _ ε
Λ

pεq

jk pdu|xq

`

ż t

0

ż s

0

B
pεq

j pu ´ |xqp3,cjk pv,u|xq

pcj pu ´ |xq _ ε
Λ

pεq

jk pdu|xqd
´ 1

pcj pv|xq _ ε

¯

´
1

pcj ps|xq _ ε

ż t

0
pcjkps,u|xqd

´ 1

pcj pu|xq _ ε

¯

´
1

pcj ps|xq _ ε

ż t

0

B
pεq

j pu ´ |xqp3,cjk ps,u|xq

pcj pu ´ |xq _ ε
Λ

pεq

jk pdu|xq

`

ż s

0

ż t

0

B
pεq

j pu ´ |xqp3,cjk pv,u|xq

pcj pu ´ |xq _ ε
Λ

pεq

jk pdu|xqd
´ 1

pcj pv|xq _ ε

¯

.

This completes the proof.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.7. By virtue of Theorem 4.5, and the well-known fact that the
functional

z ÞÑ p

¨

R
0

`

Id ` dz
˘

has Hadamard derivative given by

h ÞÑ p

ż ¨

0

s

R
0

`

Id ` dz
˘

dh

¨

R
s

`

Id ` dz
˘

,

we may invoke the Functional Delta Method, see Theorem 20.8 in van der Vaart (1998), to
obtain that, simultaneously for all t,

γpn,εqpt|xq
D
Ñ ppεqp0|xq

ż t

0

s

R
0

`

Id ` Λpεqpdu|xq
˘

ζpεqpds|xq

t

R
s

`

Id ` Λpεqpdu|xq
˘

as desired.
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APPENDIX D: BRACKETING CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

In the following, the set of all càdlàg functions z : ra, bs Ñ R for a, b P R̄ is de-
noted Dra, bs, while the corresponding set of all continuous and bounded functions is de-
noted Cpra, bsq. The results below follow from combining results from Billingsley (2013)
and van der Vaart and Wellner (1996).

THEOREM D.1 (Asymptotic equicontinuity with uniform modulus of continuity). As-
sume that a sequence of Dra, bs-valued stochastic processes pXnq has converging finite-
dimensional distributions. If moreover, for any ε ą 0,

lim
δÑ0

limsup
nÑ8

P
ˆ

sup
0ďsďtď1
|s´t|ďδ

|Xnptq ´ Xnpsq| ą ε

˙

“ 0,

then there exists a stochastic process X with PpX P Cra, bsq “ 1 such that Xn
D
Ñ X in Dra, bs

endowed with the J1-topology.

THEOREM D.2 (Bracketing CLT for separable processes). Let pZiq be a sequence of i.i.d.
separable stochastic processes. For each n, let Fn “ tfn,t : t P T u be a class of measurable
functions into R indexed by a totally bounded semimetric space pT,ρq. Define for every n
the bracketing number Nr spε||Fn||L2

,Fn,L2pP qq as the minimal number of sets Nε in a
partition Fn “

ŤNε

j“1F
n
εj of the index set into sets Fn

εj such that for every one of these sets it
holds that

n
ÿ

i“1

E
„

sup
f,gPFn

εj

|fn,tpZiq ´ fn,spZiq|2
ȷ

ď ε2||Fn||2L2
,

where Fn is a measurable envelope function of Fn, that is a measurable function for which
it holds that |fn,t| ď Fn for all f P Fn. Suppose that

E
“

F 2
n

‰

“ Op1q and E
”

F 2
n1pFnąη

?
nq

ı

Ñ 0 for every η ą 0,(16)

sup
ρps,tqďδn

E
”

pfn,t ´ fn,sq
2
ı

Ñ 0 for every δn Ñ 0,(17)

ż

r0,δns

b

log
`

Nr spε||Fn||L2
,Fn,L2pPqq

˘

dε Ñ 0 for every δn Ñ 0.(18)

Then the sequence
´

n´1{2
n
ÿ

ℓ“1

`

fn,tpX ℓq ´ Erfn,tpX ℓqs
˘

¯

fn,tPFn

is asymptotically ρ-equicontinuous. If the partitions can be chosen independent of n, then the
condition of (17) is unnecessary.

LEMMA D.3. Assume X is a separable stochastic process indexed by the set F . Then
||X||F “ suptf P F :Xpfqu is measurable.

Since all càdlàg stochastic processes indexed by an interval ra, bs Ă R are separable, all
processes treated in this paper are separable. Thus, by Lemma D.3 the supremum process is
measurable and may hence serve as the measurable envelope in Theorem D.2. Finally, when
taking ρ as the Euclidean distance, we may obtain from concatenating Theorems D.2 and D.1
a bracketing central limit theorem for convergence in Dr0, θxs endowed the J1-topology. In
that case, the limit is a tight Gaussian process.
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CONDITIONAL AALEN–JOHANSEN ESTIMATION i

Supplementary Material. We consider a time-inhomogeneous semi-Markov process on
the state space t1,2,3u with initial state Z0 “ 1 and non-zero transition rates given by

λ12pt, uq “ 0.09 ` 0.0018t,

λ13pt, uq “ 0.01 ` 0.0002t,

λ23pt, uq “ 0.09 ` 1tuă4u0.20 ` 0.001t.

We simulate 5,000 independent and identically distributed realizations subject to entirely
random right-censoring. Right-censoring follows the distribution Unifp10,40q. The degree
of censoring is 0.172.

We first fit the unconditional Aalen–Johansen estimator. For illustrative purposes, we plot
in Figure 4.3 the estimate of the state occupation probability p2 (dashed) together with its
true value (full).

FIG 1. Estimate of the state occupation probability p2 (dashed) together with its true value (solid).

We next fit the ordinary Aalen–Johansen estimator as well as the conditional Aalen–
Johansen estimator, conditioning on the process being in state 2 at time 10 (landmarking).
This corresponds to estimates of the transition probabilities (conditional occupation proba-
bilities)

t ÞÑ PpZt “ j |Z10 “ 2q.

The degree of sub-sampling is 0.190. We plot in Figure 4.3 the resulting estimates (dashed)
together with the true value (solid) for j “ 2.

Finally, we fit the conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator, conditioning on the process hav-
ing at time 10 been in state 2 for u “ 1,5 units of time. We use a uniform kernel with radius
one. This corresponds to kernel estimates of the transition probabilities

t ÞÑ PpZt “ j |Z10 “ 2,U10 “ uq,

where pUtq is the duration process associated with Z . In Figure 4.3, we plot the resulting
estimates (dashed) and true values (solid) for j “ 2. We also include the former landmark
estimator for reference.

An obvious comment is that with increasing accuracy, that is with additional condition-
ing, the volatility of the estimator increases due to reduced sample size. Consequently, it is of
great importance to understand, based on the application, which type of transition probability



ii

FIG 2. Estimates of the transition probability with j “ 2 (dashed) using the ordinary Aalen–Johansen estimator
(magenta) and the conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator (black) together with the true value (solid).

FIG 3. Estimates of the transition probability with j “ 2 (dashed) for u “ 1 (blue), u “ 5 (green), and without
conditioning on duration (black). True values are in solid.

(conditional occupation probability) is required. The conditional Aalen–Johansen estimator
allows for the inclusion of non-categorical conditioning variables, such as the current dura-
tion. Its greatest strength lies in its capacity to unveil non-Markov behavior, such as identi-
fying a clear duration effect, compare with Figure 4.3, but also further non-Markov effects.
Beyond its relevance as an exploratory tool, its potential for statistical inference in real world
applications ultimately depends on the bias-variance trade-off at hand, which is primarily
driven by the size of the sample.
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