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Abstract

We propose a nonparametric method for estimating the conditional quantile function that
admits a generalized additive specification with an unknown link function. This model nests
single-index, additive, and multiplicative quantile regression models. Based on a full local
linear polynomial expansion, we first obtain the asymptotic representation for the proposed
quantile estimator for each additive component. Then, the link function is estimated by
noting that it corresponds to the conditional quantile function of a response variable given the
sum of all additive components. The observations are supposed to be a sample from a strictly
stationary and absolutely regular process. We provide results on (uniform) consistency rates,
second order asymptotic expansions and point wise asymptotic normality of each proposed
estimator.

Key words and phrases: Additive conditional quantiles, asymptotics, kernel estimation, unknown link
function.

1 Introduction

Suppose that Y is a response variable of interest which depends on a vector of random covariates X =
(X1, . . . , Xd)

T ∈ Rd, d ≥ 2. We are interested in estimating the αth (0 < α < 1) conditional quantile q(x)
of Y given X. For the ith subject, we assume that the sample {(Xi, Yi)}ni=1 is defined on a probability
space (Ω,F,P), be a strictly stationary and absolutely regular stochastic process from the population
(X,Y ). It is well known that the αth conditional quantile of Y given X = x = (x1, . . . , xd)

T is defined
as the value q(x) such that q(x) = inf{t : F (t|x) ≥ α}, where F (t|x) is the conditional distribution of Y
given X = x. Equivalently, q(x) = arg infa E{ρα(Y − a)|X = x}, where ρα(y) = |y| + (2α − 1)y for any
real y.

There is an extensive literature dealing with the estimation of q(x) when the functional relationship
between Y and X is unknown. In particular, there have been many proposals using the additive quantile
regression model q(x) = C +

∑d
u=1 qu(xu), where C is a constant, qu(xu) (u = 1, 2, . . . , d) are each

additive components, and xu is the uth component of x. For instance, Cheng, De Gooijer and Zerom
(2011), De Gooijer and Zerom (2003), and Yu and Lu (2004) use this model to obtain estimates of additive
conditional quantiles in a time series setting by nonparametric methods, and Horowitz and Lee (2005)
and Noh and Lee (2014) for independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)data by splines. In this paper,
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we consider estimating conditional quantiles in a more generalized setting. That is, we assume that the
generalized additive model is of the form

q(x) = G
( d∑
u=1

qu(xu)
)
, (1.1)

where G(·) is an unknown link function. It encompasses single-index, additive models and generalized
additive models with known links as special cases. It also contains multiplicative models of the form
q(x) = G̃

(∏d
u=1 q̃u(xu)

)
, where G̃(·) and q̃u(·) are unknown functions.

Building on the insight of Horowitz (2001) for the generalized additive conditional mean regression
model, the main idea of this paper to estimate the components qu(xu), u = 1, 2, . . . , d, is to write them
as functionals of the distribution of the data, independent of G(·). Then, we estimate the unknown link
function G(·) by noting that it corresponds to the conditional quantile function of Y given q0(X), where

q0(x) =
∑d

u=1 qu(xu). Also, we present theorems giving conditions under which the estimators of qu(·)
and G(·) are consistent and asymptotically normally distributed. Cheng (2007, Ch. 5) uses this latter
result to formulate a test statistic for additivity of conditional quantile functions, under the assumption
that the sample {(Xi, Yi)}ni=1 is still an absolutely regular process.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide a description of the estimator
of the additive component and the estimator of the unknown link function, Section 3 gives the asymptotic
representation of the nonparametric estimator of qu(·) for 1 ≤ u ≤ d, in which the second order asymptotic
representations are included, either. From this, it can be seen that the convergence rate of each estimator
for each additive component is at the rate (nh)−

1
2 , where h is the bandwidth. Compared to the rate of

convergence (nhd)−
1
2 in the usual nonparametric setting, this kind of rate tends to 0 more quickly. In

order to get the asymptotic representation for the estimator of the unknown link function G(·), we address
in Section 4 the uniform convergence for the additive components. Then, in Section 5, we discuss the
asymptotic representation of the estimation of the unknown link function G(·) in (1.1) and subsequently
we discuss the corresponding asymptotic normality. Concluding comments are presented in Section 6.
The proofs of theorems and lemmas are provided in four supplementary appendices. This document also
contains some useful lemmas and the proof of the Bahadur type linear representation for the local linear
estimator of qu(·).

Unless otherwise stated the symbol
d→ signifies convergence in distribution. The superscript T denotes

matrix or vector transposition. For any a < b, we use the notation Mb
a to denote the sigma algebra

generated by (Za, . . . , Zb), where Zi = (Xi, Yi). Given this notation, a process is called absolutely regular
(β-mixing), if as τ → ∞, βτ = sups∈N E{supA∈M∞

s+τ
{P(A|Ms

−∞) − P(A)}} → 0; see, e.g., Yoshihara

(1978) and Arcones (1998).

2 Methodology

2.1 Preamble

Following Horowitz (2001), we express qk(·), 1 ≤ k ≤ d, as functionals of the population distribution of
(X,Y ). We first consider the case d ≥ 3. The case d = 2 is briefly discussed at the end of this section.
To simplify notation, for x ∈ Rd and any fixed 2 ≤ u ≤ d, xū is a (d − 2)-dimensional vector consisting
of all components of x except x1 and xu, and similar for the notations Xū and Xj,ū, etc. For 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

let X̃j = X̃
t1,u
j be a d-dimensional vector with the first component t1, the uth component tu and the

other components Xj,ū. Also, let X = Πd
k=1[ak, bk] ⊆ Rd be a subset for the support set of X and X

does not contain its boundary. For identification of each component function and given some fixed points
ak < xk,0 < bk for each k = 1, 2, . . . , d, we assume that qk(xk,0) = 0 and∫ b1

a1

w1(x1)

q′1(x1)
dx1 = 1, (2.1)

where the weight function w1(·) defined on [a1, b1] is non-negative and integrates to one.
In order to make (2.1) hold, it is required that q′1(x1) ̸= 0 for a1 ≤ x1 ≤ b1. Let X1,u = [a1, b1]×[au, bu],

Xū =
∏

2≤k ̸=u≤d[ak, bk] and ∂kq(x) be the first order partial derivative of q(x) with respect to the kth
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component xk of x. Define

Du(x1, xu) =

∫
Xū

[∂uq(x)]pū(xū)dxū = E[∂uq(x1, xu, Xū)I(Xū ∈ Xū)] (2.2)

and

D1,u(x1, xu) =

∫
Xū

[∂1q(x)]pū(xū)dxū = E[∂1q(x1, xu, Xū)I(Xū ∈ Xū)], (2.3)

where pū(xū) is the marginal density function of Xū, and I(·) denotes the indicator function.

From (1.1) we have ∂jq(x) = G′(∑d
k=1 qk(xk)

)
q′j(xj) for j = 1, . . . , d. Then, from (2.2) and (2.3),

we see that

Du(x1, xu) = q′u(xu)

∫
Xū

G′( d∑
k=1

qk(xk)
)
pū(xū)dxū

and

D1,u(x1, xu) = q′1(x1)

∫
Xū

G′( d∑
k=1

qk(xk)
)
pū(xū)dxū.

Assume that D1,u(x1, xu) ̸= 0 for any (x1, xu) ∈ X1,u. This implies that q′1(x1) ̸= 0 for x1 ∈ [a1, b1].
Then it follows from (1.1) that

q′u(xu)

q′1(x1)
=

Du(x1, xu)

D1,u(x1, xu)
.

Furthermore, by integrating both sides of the above expression, for any xu ∈ [au, bu], we get∫ xu

xu,0

∫
q′u(tu)

q′1(t1)
w1(t1)dt1dtu =

∫ xu

xu,0

∫
Du(t1, tu)

D1,u(t1, tu)
w1(t1)dtudt1,

i.e.,

qu(xu) =

∫ xu

xu,0

∫
Du(t1, tu)

D1,u(t1, tu)
w1(t1)dtudt1. (2.4)

Observe that when xu < xu,0, (2.4) still holds because exchanging the location between xu and xu,0
requires to add a minus notation before the integral simultaneously.

Analogously, for another non-negative weight function w2(t2) defined on [a2, b2], which integrates to
one, it follows that

c−1q1(x1) =

∫ x1

x1,0

∫
D1,2(t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)
w2(t2)dt2dt1,

with c−1 =
∫ (
w2(t2)/q

′
2(t2)

)
dt2. From this, we obtain that∫

w1(t1)
[ ∫ D1,2(t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)
w2(t2)dt2

]−1

dt1 =

∫
w1(t1)

q′1(t1)
dt1

[ ∫ w2(t2)

q′2(t2)
dt2

]−1

= c. (2.5)

Thus, we have

q1(x1) = c

∫ x1

x1,0

∫
D1,2(t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)
w2(t2)dt2dt1. (2.6)

Assume q′1(·) ̸= 0 and q′2(·) ̸= 0. Then for the case d = 2, going along the same lines as for
the case d ≥ 3, we can still establish (2.4), (2.5) and (2.6) if we set D2(x1, x2) = ∂2q(x1, x2) and
D1,2(x1, x2) = ∂1q(x1, x2).
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2.2 Estimating the additive components qu(·)
Based on relationships (2.4)–(2.6), we construct the desired estimators by local polynomial fitting. To
this end, we assume that q(x) is partially differentiable up to the order p + 1, which implies there are
dp−1 parameters to estimate. By Taylor’s expansion, for any w close to x, q(w) can be expressed as

q(w) =
∑
λ∈Λ

β(λ, x)h−|λ|(w − x)λ +Rx(w) = βT
xA
(w − x

h

)
+Rx(w),

where Λ = {(λ1, . . . , λd)}, λi are non-negative integers and
∑d

i=1 λi ≤ p − 1}, |λ| =
∑d

i=1 λi, x
λ =∏d

i=1 x
λi
i . Here, h is a bandwidth specified below, and the two column vectors A(w−x

h ) and βx are

constructed from the elements h−|λ|(w − x)λ and β(λ, x) respectively, which are arranged in natural
order with respect to λ ∈ Λ. Note that β(λ, x) is related to h and is of order h|λ|.

To estimate βx, using the local polynomial method, the corresponding estimator β̂x can be obtained
through minimizing the following objective function

β̂x = argmin
β

n∑
i=1

wn,iρα

(
Yi − βTA

(Xi − x

h

))
,

where the weight function wn,i is equal to K
(
x−Xi

h

)
/
∑n

j=1K
(x−Xj

h

)
with the usual kernel function K(·).

Then, the estimator of q(x) and its partial derivatives can be derived explicitly from β̂x.
Based on this method, we can plug all the relevant estimators into (2.4) and obtain the estimator

q̂k(xk) for qk(xk), 1 ≤ k ≤ d. When d ≥ 3, q̂u(xu), 2 ≤ u ≤ d, we have the representation

q̂u(xu) =

∫ xu

xu,0

∫
D̂u(t1, tu)

D̂1,u(t1, tu)
w1(t1)dtudt1, (2.7)

where D̂u(t1, tu) =
1
nh

∑n
i=1 e

T
u β̂X̃i

I(Xi,ū ∈ Xū) is the estimator of Du(t1, tu),
eTu β̂

X̃i

h is the estimator of

∂uq(X̃i) and eu, which has the same dimension as β̂x, denotes a unit vector such that its uth component
is equal to 1 and all other components are equal to 0. Here, it should be noted that we adopt the
leave-one-out rule to estimate β̂X̃i

. Similarly, D̂1,u(t1, tu) = 1
nh

∑n
i=1 e

T
1 β̂X̃i

I(Xi,ū ∈ Xū). Analogously,
for d ≥ 3, the estimator of q1(x1) is given by

q̂1(x1) = ĉ

∫ x1

x1,0

∫
D̂1,2(t1, t2)

D̂2(t1, t2)
w2(t2)dt2dt1, (2.8)

where

ĉ =

∫
w1(t1)

[ ∫ D̂1,2(t1, t2)

D̂2(t1, t2)
w2(t2)dt2

]−1

dt1. (2.9)

When d = 2 in (2.7))–(2.9), we take the two estimators D̂2(t1, t2) and D̂1,2(t1, t2) as eT2 β̂(t1,t2) and

eT1 β̂(t1,t2). Then, q̂2(x2) and q̂1(x1) are of the same form as (2.7) and (2.8), respectively.

2.3 Estimating the link function G(·)
To estimate G(·), we define q0(x)=

∑d
k=1 qk(xk), V={q0(x)|x ∈ X} and q̂0(Xi) =

∑d
k=1 q̂k(Xi,k), where

Xi,k is the kth component of Xi. Then, V is also a compact set since the continuity of q0(x). From
the definition of the conditional quantile, the property on the conditional expectation and the Borel
measurability on the function q0(·), we note that

1− α = E
(
I{Y ≤ G(q0(X))}|X

)
= E

[
E(I{Y ≤ G(q0(X))}|X)|q0(X)

]
= E

(
I{Y ≤ G(q0(X))}|q0(X)

)
.

Thus the unknown function G(v) is also the conditional quantile function of Y given that q0(X) = v. For
any fixed v ∈ V, the estimator of G(v) is given by the following empirical function

Ĝn(v) = inf
{
y|F̂n(y| q0(x) = v) ≥ 1− α

}
,
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where

F̂n(y| q0(x) = v) =

n∑
i=1

KG

(
v−q̂0(Xi)

hG

)
I(Yi ≤ y,Xi ∈ X )∑n

j=1KG

(
v−q̂0(Xj)

hG

)
I(Xj ∈ X )

, (2.10)

with KG(·) a kernel function of a scalar argument (in the sense of nonparametric density estimation),
and hG a bandwidth tending to 0 as n→ ∞.

3 Convergence of the additive components

For convenience of presentation, we introduce some notation. For 2 ≤ u ≤ d and t1,u = (t1, tu) ∈ X1,u,
let εi = Yi − q(Xi), Q =

∫
A(z)AT(z)K(z)dz, Q∗ =

∫
K(x)A(x)AT(x)xTdx, βj,t1,u = βX̃j

, Kij,t1,u =

K
(

Xi−X̃j

h

)
, Aij,t1,u = A

(
Xi−X̃j

h

)
, rij,t1,u = q(Xi)−βT

j,t1,u
Aij,t1,u , Pij,t1,u = (β−βj,t1,u)TAij,t1,u , ∆1,u =

D̂1,u(t1, tu) − D1,u (t1, tu) and ∆u = D̂u(t1, tu) − Du(t1, tu). Also, for any real y and 1 ≤ k ≤ d, we
assume that

fk(y) =

∫ y

−1

∫
A(t)K(t)dtkdtk I(|y| ≤ 1)

with tk a (d− 1)-dimensional vector constructed from t by deleting the kth argument tk of t. Let the set
A(u) = [xu,0 − h, xu + h]×Π1≤l ̸=u≤d [al − h, bl + h] and ε > 0 be an any sufficiently small constant. Also,

let St1 be the support set of the distribution of Xt1,u
j and St2 be the support set of the distribution of

Xt2,u
j , t1 ̸= t2. In addition, for ease of presentation, we introduce the notation Ej defined as Ej0g(ξi, ξ0) =

g1(ξj0).

The asymptotic properties of q̂n(·) and Ĝn(·) are established under the following regularity conditions:

(B1) The density function p(·) of X is bounded and continuous on its support set.

(B2) K(·) has bounded and continuous partial derivatives of order 1 and has the support set as unit
sphere. Moreover,

∫
tK(t)dt = 0.

(B3) The bandwidth h = O(n−κ) satisfies that
1− 1

r

4p+d− d
r2

< κ <
1− 1

r

d+p+ d+3p
r

. And the mixing coefficient

βk = O(k−r) with

r ≥ max

{
d+

1

2
− d

p
+

17p+ d− 3

2p(d− 1− dp−1)
, d− 7 +

2d2 − 4− 4d

p
− 22p+ 6

dp
, d, 11

}
.

(B4) Let G(x, y) be the conditional distribution of εi given that Xi = x. Its conditional density function
g(x, y) has first continuous derivative for y in the neighbourhood of 0 and x ∈ X .

(B5) g1(x) = g(x, 0)p(x) has bounded second derivatives and is bounded away from zero on X .

(B6) The bandwidth satisfies 1
2p+1 ≤ κ ≤ 1− 1

r

3d+2+ 2d
r − d

r2
.

(B7) For any 1 ≤ l ≤ n − 1, the density function f(·, ·) of (X1, X1+l) exists and is continuous and
bounded on its domain.

(B8) D1,u(t1, tu) has first continuous derivatives with respect to tu for any t1.

(B9) There are m > 0 and compact intervals S1 ⊂ int(St1) and S2 ⊂ int(St2) such that |g′1(t1)| ≥ m for
all t1 ∈ S1 and g′2(t2)| ≥ m for all t2 ∈ S2.

(B10) w1(t1) = O(t1 − a1) as t1 → a1, w1(t1) = O(t1 − b1) as t1 → b1, w2(t2) = O (t2 − a2) as t2 → a2
and w1(t2) = O(t2 − b2) as t2 → b2.

Lemma 3.1. Under conditions (B1)–(B9), it holds uniformly for (t1, tu) ∈ X1,u with probability one that

1

n2hd+1

n∑
j=1

Q−1
jn,t1,u

Wj,n(t1,u) = B1,uh
p (1 + o (1)) , (3.1)
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where Qjn,t1,u = 1
hdEj

(
Kij,t1,uAij,t1,uA

T
ij,t1,u

g(Xi, 0)
)
, B1,u = E

∫∫
B2,u(X̃j)dt1dtu,

B2,u(t) = eTuQ
−1Q∗ 1

p!g1(t)

∂g1(t)

∂t

∫
A(s)spK(s)ds q(p)(t),

and

Wj,n(t1,u) =

n∑
i=1

Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

[
I(εi ≤ 0)− I(εi ≤ rij,t1,u)

]
I(Xj,ū ∈ Xū). (3.2)

Lemma 3.2. Under conditions (B1)–(B9), it holds almost surely that

sup
(t1,tu)∈X1,u

∆1,u = O

((
nh4+

1+ε
r

)− 1
2

)
and sup

(t1,tu)∈X1,u

∆u = O

((
nh4+

1+ε
r

)− 1
2

)
for 2 ≤ u ≤ d.

Theorem 3.1. Let conditions (B1)–(B10) hold.

i) For 2 ≤ u ≤ d and au ≤ xu ≤ bu, we have the following asymptotic representation

√
nh
(
q̂u(xu)− qu(xu)

)
=

n∑
i=1

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0

)
)w1(Xi,1)pū(Xi,ū) I(Xi ∈ A(u))√

nhD1,u(Xi,1, Xi,u)g1(Xi)(
eTu − eT1Du(Xi,1, Xi,u)

D1,u(Xi,1, Xi,u)

)
Q−1

[
fu

(Xi,u − xu
h

)
− fu

(Xi,u − xu,0
h

)
+

∑
2≤k≤d,k ̸=u,

(
fk

(Xi,k − bk
h

)
− fk

(Xi,k − ak
h

))+ oP (1) . (3.3)

ii) For a1 ≤ x1 ≤ b1, it holds that

√
nh
(
q̂1(x1)− q1(x1)

)
=

n∑
i=1

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

)
w2(Xi,2)p2̄(Xi,2̄) I(Xi ∈ A(u))√

nhD2(Xi,1, Xi,2)g1(Xi)

·
(
eT1 − eT2D1,2(Xi,1, Xi,2)

D2(Xi,1, Xi,2)

)
Q−1

[
c

(
f1

(
Xi,1 − x1

h

)
− f1

(
Xi,1 − x1,0

h

))

+
(
c− c1(x1)w1(Xi,1)

) ∑
3≤k≤d

(
fk

(
Xi,k − bk

h

)
− fk

(
Xi,l − ak

h

))+ oP(1), (3.4)

where c1(x1) =
∫ x1

x1,0

∫ D1,2(t1,t2)
D2(t1,t2)

w2(t2)dt2dt1.

Remark 3.1. Moreover, if the more restrictive condition 1
2p−2− d

r

< κ <
1− 1

r

3d+4+ 4d
r − d

r2
is given compared

to condition (B6), the second order representation in Theorem 3.1 can be specified explicitly as follows.
i) For 2 ≤ u ≤ d, the remainder term in Theorem 3.1 is equal to

ξn1h
1
2 +OP

(
h1−

1+ε
2r +

(
nh2p−1

) 1
2 +

n
1
2

h
1
2

(
n1−

1
3r−

2ε
3 hd(1+

2
3r−

1
3r2

)
)− 3

4

)
,

where

ξn1 =

n∑
i=1

{
1√
n
(au(xu, i)− bu(xu, i)) + [(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)] I(Xi ∈ A(u))

·

[
eTuQ

−1

√
n

∫
∂

∂xT

(
w1(x1)pū (xū)

g1(x)D1,u(x1, xu)

)∣∣∣∣
x=X̃i

tA(t)K(t)dt

6



−e
T
1Q

−1

√
n

∫
∂

∂xT

(
w1(x1)pū(xū)Du(x1, xu)

g1(x)D2
1,u(x1, xu)

)∣∣∣∣∣
x=X̃i

tA(t)K(t)dt

]

+

(
eTu − eT1

Du(Xi,1, Xi,u)

D1,u(Xi,1, Xi,u)

)
w1(Xi,1)pū(Xi,ū)Q

−1

√
nh2g1(Xi)D1,u(Xi,1, Xi,u)

M
(u)
2 (Xi)

}
h

1
2 .

ii) For the first additive component, the remainder term in Theorem 3.1 is equal to

ξn2h
1
2 +OP

(
h1−

1+ε
2r +

n
1
2

h
1
2

(
n1−

1
3r−

2ε
3 hd(1+

2
3r−

1
3r2

)
)− 3

4

+
(
nh2p−1

) 1
2

)
,

where

ξn2 =

n∑
i=1

{
bc(i)− ac(i) + a1(x1, i)− b1(x1, i)√

n
+
(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

)
I(Xi ∈ A(1))

·

[
−c1(x1)eT1Q−1

∫
∂

∂x

(
w1(x1)w2(x2)p2̄ (x2̄)

g1(x)D2(x1, x2)

)∣∣∣∣
x=X̃1,2

i

tA(t)K(t)dt

+c1(x1)e
T
2Q

−1

∫
∂

∂x

(
w1(x1)w2(x2)p2̄(x2̄)D1,2(x1, x2)

g1(x)D2
2(x1, x2)

)∣∣∣∣
x=X̃1,2

i

tA(t)K(t)dt

+c eT1Q
−1

∫
∂

∂x

(
w2(x2)p2̄(x2̄)

g1(x)D2(x1, x2)

)∣∣∣∣
x=X̃1,2

i

tA(t)K(t)dt

−c eT2Q−1

∫
∂

∂x

(
w2(x2)p2̄(x2̄)D1,2(x1, x2)

g1(x)D2
2(x1, x2)

)∣∣∣∣
x=X̃1,2

i

tA(t)K(t)dt

+
w2(Xi,2)p2̄(Xi,2̄)I(Xi ∈ A)
√
nh2D2(Xi,1, Xi,2)g1(Xi)

(
eT1 − eT2D1,2(Xi,1, Xi,2)

D2(Xi,1, Xi,2)

)
Q−1M

(u)
1 (Xi)

]}
. (3.5)

Remark 3.2. Conditions (B3) and (B6) are about the restriction on the bandwidth. In order to get a

chosen bandwidth, it should hold that p >
d+1+ d−1

r

1− 5
r

. Condition (B10) can be relaxed from Theorem 3.1.

Otherwise, there are two extra similar terms which will be included in (3.3). The remaining conditions
in Theorem 3.1 are standard; see, e.g., Chaudhuri (1991) and Honda (2004). Condition (B9) is used to
identify the q′u(·)’s.

For convenience, let the set A∗
(u) be the limit of A(u) for 1 ≤ u ≤ d. From Theorem 3.1, the following

Corollary 3.1 can be inferred from the standard Doob’s large-block and small-block technique; see, e.g.,
Cai and Ould-Säıd (2003, Theorem 2).

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.1, for 1 ≤ u ≤ d, it holds that

√
nh
(
q̂u(xu)− qu(xu)−B1,uh

p
) d→ N (0, σ2

u),

where, for u = 1,
σ2
u

α(1−α) is defined as∫
(
t∈A∗

(1)

) c2w2(t2)p2̄(t2̄)

D2(x1, t2)g1(t)

((
eT1 − eT2D1,2(x1, t2)

D2(x1, t2)

)
Q−1f1(t1)

)2

p(x1, t2, t2̄)dt

+

∫
(
t∈A∗

(1)

) c2w2(t2)p2̄(t2̄)

D2(x1,0, t2)g1(t)

( (
eT1 − eT2D1,2(x1,0, t2)

D2(x1,0, t2)

)
Q−1f1(t1)

)2

p(x1,0, t2, t2̄)dt

+
∑

3≤k≤d

∫
(
t∈A∗

(1)

)
(
c− c(x1, x1,0)w1(t1)

)2
w2(t2)p2̄(t2̄)

D2(t1, t2)g1(t)

·
((

eT1 − eT2D1,2 (t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)

)
Q−1fk(tk)

)2 (
p(t1, bk, tk̄) + p(t1, ak, tk̄)

)
dt

7



and, for 2 ≤ u ≤ d,
σ2
u

α(1−α) is defined as

∫
(
t∈A∗

(u)

) w2
1 (t1) p

2
ū(tū)p(t1, xu,0, tū)

D2
1,u(t1, xu,0)g

2
1(t1, xu,0, tū)

((
eTu − eT1Du(t1, xu,0)

D1,u(t1, xu,0)

)
Q−1fu(tu)

)2

dt

+

∫
(
t∈A∗

(u)

) w2
1(t1)p

2
ū(tū)p(t1, xu, tū)

D2
1,u(t1, xu)g

2
1(t1, xu, tū)

((
eTu − eT1Du(t1, xu)

D1,u(t1, xu)

)
Q−1fu(tu)

)2

dt

+
∑

2≤k≤d,k ̸=u

∫
(
t∈A∗

(u)

) w2
1(t1)p

2
ū(tū)

D2
1,u(t1, tu)g

2
1(t)

((
eTu − eT1Du(t1, tu)

D1,u(t1, tu)

)
Q−1fk(tk)

)2

·(p
(
t1, bk, tk̄) + p(t1, ak, tk̄)

)
dt,

and where B1,u is defined in Lemma 3.1.

Remark 3.3. The optimal bandwidth is equal to hopt = Cn−
1

2p+1 .

4 Uniform convergence of additive components

Theorem 4.1. Under conditions (B1)–(B8), it holds with probability one that

sup
xu∈[au,bu]

|q̂u(xu)− qu(xu)| = O

((
nh1+

1+ε
r

)− 1
2

)
(3.6)

for 1 ≤ u ≤ d and any sufficiently small constant ε > 0.

5 Convergence of the unknown link function

In this section, we address the asymptotic representation for the estimated link function Ĝn(v). In
particular, we show that the resulting representation holds uniformly for v ∈ V. Then, the corresponding
asymptotic normality with the bias will be illustrated. Furthermore, we discuss the choice of the optimal
bandwidth hG,opt. In the sequel, let Fn(t|v) be an empirical conditional distribution, which equals the
right-hand side (RHS) of (2.10) with q̂0(Xi) replaced by q0(Xi).

We impose the following conditions:
(C1) KG(x) is symmetric on the support set [−1, 1]. K ′

G(1) = K ′
G(−1) = 0, KG(1) = KG(−1) = 0 and

K ′′
G ≤ 0. There exists a constant C > 0 such that |K ′′

G(x+ t)−K ′′
G(x)| ≤ C|t| for any x and t.

(C2) The density function fq0(v) of q0(X) has the second order continuous derivative for v ∈ V, and
fq0(v) > 0.

(C3) lim infn→∞ nh1+
1+ε
r h3G > 0,

√
logn

nh
5(1+ 1+ε

r
)

G

≥ 1, hG/h
1+ 1+ε

r → 0 hold.

(C4) Let F (y|v) be the conditional distribution function of Yi given q0(Xi) = v. f(y|v) is the conditional
density function of F (y|v) and has the first order continuous derivative at y = G(v). For any y in
the neighbourhood of G(v), F (y|v) has the first order derivative with respect to v ∈ V.

(C5) Let fq0(y|z) be the conditional density function of εi given that q0(Xi) = z. Furthermore,
∂2fq0 (y|z)

∂z∂y

exists in the neighbourhood of (0, v) for any v ∈ V.

During the process of proving Theorem 5.1 in Appendix D, the following Lemma 5.1 is in fact proved.
We list it here as an independent result.

Lemma 5.1. Under conditions of Theorem 5.1, it holds with probability one that

1

nh2G

n∑
m=1

K
′

G

(
v − q0(Xm)

hG

)(
q̂0(Xm)− q0(Xm)

)
= o

(
1√
nhG

)
. (5.1)

8



Lemma 5.2. i) Under conditions ii) of Theorem 5.1, it holds with probability one that

∣∣Ĝn(v)−G(v)
∣∣ = O

( 1

nh
1+ 1+ε

r

G

) 1
2

 . (5.2)

ii) Under conditions ii) of Theorem 5.1, with probability one, (5.2) holds uniformly with respect to v ∈ V.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 4.1 and (C1)–(C4) hold. Then
i) For any fixed v ∈ V, with probability one, we have the following asymptotic representation

Ĝn(v)−G(v) =
1

f
(
G(v)|v

)((1− α)− Fn(G(v)|v)
)
+O

(
1√

nh1+
1+ε
r

)
. (5.3)

ii) Furthermore, if conditions (C1)–(C4) hold for any v ∈ V, (5.3) holds uniformly for v ∈ V with
probability one.

Corollary 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1 and condition (C5), we have that√
nhGfq0(v)

α (1− α)

(
Ĝn(v)−G(v)− a(v)

(
1 + o (1)

)
h2G

)
d→ N (0, 1), (5.4)

where

a(v) =

∫
s2KG(s)ds

fq0(v)

[
∂ (fq0(0|v)fq0(v)G′(v))

∂v
+ f ′q0(v)

∂2fq0(y|v)
∂v∂y

∣∣∣∣
y=0

]
.

Remark 5.1. From (5.4), the asymptotic mean squared error (AMSE) for Ĝn (v)−G (v) is equal to

α (1− α)

nhGfq0(v)
+ a2(v)h4G

(
1 + o(1)

)
.

Hence, the optimal bandwidth of hG in the sense of the AMSE is chosen as

hG,opt =

(
α (1− α)

a2(v)fq0(v)

) 1
5

n−
1
5 .

6 Concluding Remarks

This paper has been concerned with estimating the conditional quantile of a scalar random variable Y
conditional on a vector of covariates X for a generalized additive model specification with an unknown
link function. We have established various theoretical properties of the proposed estimators including
consistency and asymptotic normality. This extension of estimating the generalized additive conditional
mean regression model, is certainly non-trivial and demanding from a technical point of view for the
large-sample properties of the proposed estimators. Furthermore, by allowing for a general form of serial
dependence in the data, we enlarged the range of possible applications in practical situations.
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Supplementary Material for “Estimating Generalized Additive
Conditional Quantiles by Absolutely Regular Processes”

By Yebin Cheng and Jan G. De Gooijer

Appendices

A Preliminary Lemmas

In this Appendix we introduce two preliminary Lemmas A1 and A2 which are used in the proofs of
Theorems 3.3, 4.1, and 5.3. Lemma A1 is a kind of Bernstein’s inequality on absolutely regular processes.
Lemma A2 is a moment inequality on degenerated U-statistics. This lemma extends Lemma 3 of Arcones
(1998) to the case of higher moments. In the following two lemmas, we assume that {ξi}, i = 1, 2, . . . , n,
is a sequence of strictly stationary random variables. Recall that Ej0g(ξi, ξj0) = g1(ξj0).

Lemma A1. Suppose that g(·, ·) is a Borel measurable function with the bound M > 0. Let g2(·) =
Eg(ξi, ·), σ(·) = Var(

∑q
i=1 g(ξi, ·)) and Uij0 = g(ξi, ξj0) − g2(ξj0), where 1 ≤ j0 ≤ n is fixed. Then, for

any x > 0, r1 > 1 and positive integer q ≤ n
4 , it holds that

P
{∣∣∣ ∑

1≤i≤n,i ̸=j0

Uij0

∣∣∣ ≥ x
}
≤2E exp

{
−
(
x
4

)2
n
2qσ(ξj0) +

2
3qM

x
4

}
+
n

q
β(q)+

2r1qr1−1

xr1

∑
|i−j0|<2q

E|Uij0 |r1 . (A.1)

Proof. Assume that j0 − 1 = m1q + r3 and n − j0 = m2q + r4, where m1 and m2 are two non-negative
integers and 0 ≤ r3, r4 < q. The summation in the probability on the left-hand side (LHS) of (A.1)
can be rewritten into a sum of two different summations according to whether the subscript i satisfies
−(q+r3) ≤ i−j0 ≤ q+r4 or not. By using Markov’s inequality, the last term on the RHS of the inequality
(A.1) comes from the summation in which i satisfies the condition. Through exploring Berbee’s lemma
and Bernstein’s inequality, the first two terms on the RHS of (A.1) can be derived from the summation
in which i does not satisfy the condition.

Remark 1. The bound of σ(·) in (A.1) can be obtained from Davydov’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality
and Cr-inequality as follows

σ(·) ≤ qVar
(
g(ξ1, ·)

)
+ 2q

q∑
l=1

(
β
(
l
))1− 2

r2
(
E |g(ξi, ·)− g1(·)|r2

) 2
r2 ≤ Cq

(
E |g(ξi, ·)|r2

) 2
r2 , (A.2)

where r2 satisfies that
∑∞

l=1 (β (l))
1− 2

r2 < ∞ and 1 − 2
r2

= 1+ε
r for a sufficiently small constant ε > 0.

Without loss of generality (w.l.o.g.), q is assumed to be an integer throughout the next three appendices
although it may not be sometimes according to its formula. In some cases, if ξj0 is replaced by a constant,
then (A.1) still holds but its last term will be excluded.

Lemma A2. Let Un =
∑

1≤i<j≤n hn(ξi, ξj) be a degenerated U-statistic with the symmetric kernel
hn(·, ·), i.e., for any t ∈ R, Eh(ξi, t) = 0. Then for k ∈ N, there exists a universal constant C > 0
such that

EUk
n ≤ Cnk

(
1 +

n−1∑
i=1

ikβ
1− 1

s
i

)
Mk

sk, (A.3)

where s > 1 and

Msk = sup
(i1,i2),P

(∫
|hn(ξi1 , ξi2)|

sk
dP
) 1

sk

with P being either the probability measure P(ξi1 ,ξi2 )
or Pξi1

⊗ Pξi2
.

1



Proof. Let J(i1, . . . , i2k) = E[hn(ξi1 , ξi2) · · ·hn(ξi2k−1
, ξi2k)]. First, assume that i1, . . . , i2k are different

values. Rearrange the initial sequence i1, . . . , i2k in natural order as j1, . . . , j2k. Define d1 = j2 − j1,
d2k = j2k − j2k−1 and di = min{ji − ji−1, ji+1 − ji} for i = 2, . . . , 2k − 1. If, di0 is the largest number
among {di, i = 1, . . . , 2k}, then we compare the initial sequence (i1, . . . , i2k) with the one having the
independent blocks (i1, . . . , ii0−1), ii0 and (ii0+1, . . . , i2k) and the identical block distributions. Also, it
can be inferred that there exist at least k numbers among (d1, . . . , d2k) which are in no excess of di0 .
Thus, by part ii) of Arcones (1998, Lemma 2), monotonicity on βi and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain
that ∑

i1 ̸=...̸=i2k

J(i1, . . . , i2k) ≤ Cnk
n−1∑
i=1

ikβ
1− 1

s
i Mk

sk.

The other cases of i1, . . . , i2k can be dealt with similarly.

Remark 2. Usually, s is taken to be 1− k+1+ε
r with r > k + 1.

B Bahadur Representation

In this Appendix, and following an identical line as that of Honda (2004) and Chaudhuri (1991), we
address the uniformly strong Bahadur representation for the conditional quantile and its derivatives at a
random point. Let

Vij(t1,u, β) = Kij,t1,u

{
ρα

(
Yi − βT

j,t1,uAij,t1,u

)
− ρα

(
Yi − βTAij,t1,u

)}
.

Lemma B1. If conditions (B1)–(B4) and r ≥ d+ 1
2 −

d
p + 17p+d−3

2p(d−1−dp−1) hold, then for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n, it

holds almost surely and uniformly both on X1,u and on |β − βj,t1,u | = B√
nh(1+ 1

r
)d+ε

that∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(Vij(t1,u, β)− EjVij(t1,u, β)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Bh−(
d
r+ε), (B.1)

where B > 0 is a constant and may be chosen large.

Proof. By using Lemma A1 and taking q =
√
nh(1−

1
r )d, we have that

P

(∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(
Vij(t1,u, β)− EVij(t1,u, β)

)∣∣∣∣∣ > CBh−( d
r+ε)

)
≤ 2n−CB +

n

q
β(q) + C

(
2h

ε
2

)r1
, (B.2)

where the three terms on the RHS of (B.2) are derived from their counterparts in (A.1), respectively. More

specifically, in the first term the relationship σ(Zj) ≤ Cqh
2d
r2 δ2, which follows from (A.2) and condition

(B1), is used, where δ = B√
nh(1+ 1

r
)d+ε

and 1 − 2
r2

= 1
r + ε

2d . And in the third term, the relationship

E|Vij |r1 ≤ Cδr1 is used.
In order to prove uniformity related to t1,u in (B.1), we divide X1,u into smaller squares with the

side length ℓn = δ2. For any point s = (s1, su) ∈ X1,u, let t1,u ∈ X1,u be the nearest grid points close
to s. Then, |t1,u − s| ≤ ℓn/

√
2. To prove uniformity related to β in (B.1), it is necessary to divide the

two spheres |β − βj,t1,u | = Bδ and |γ − βj,s| = Bδ into smaller cells with the radius d1 = ℓn such that
the two divisions are location equivariant. It can be seen that the total number of such kind of cells

related to each sphere is equal to O(ℓ
− d−1

2
n ). For any α in the sphere |γ − βj,s| = Bδ, let β in the sphere

|β − βj,t1,u | = Bδ be the nearest grid point to the point which is in the sphere |β − βj,t1,u | = Bδ and is
equivariant to γ. Then, it can be inferred that |βj,t1,u − βj,s| ≤ Cℓn and |γ − β| ≤ C(ℓn + d1) ≤ Cℓn.

Next we prove that for s and t1,u mentioned above, it holds that

|Vij(s, γ)− Vij(t1,u, β)| ≤ CBℓnI(|Xi−X̃j|≤h) +BδI(h−ℓn≤|Xi−X̃j|≤h+ℓn). (B.3)

In fact, if the two events |Xi − X̃j,t1,u | ≤ h and |Xi − X̃j,s| ≤ h occur simultaneously, then from (B2), it
can be inferred that∣∣(Kij,t1,u −Kij,s)(ρα(εi + ri,j,t1,u)− ρα(εi + ri,j,t1,u + Pi,j,t1,u)

)
| ≤ CℓnI(|Xi−X̃j,t1,u||≤h) (B.4)

2



in view of δ
h → 0. Noting that∣∣rij,t1,u − rij,s

∣∣ ≤ ∣∣βj,t1,u − βj,s
∣∣ ∣∣Aij,t1,u

∣∣+ |βj,s|
∣∣Aij,t1,u −Aij,s

∣∣ ≤ Cℓn, (B.5)

we have ∣∣Kij,s

{(
ρα(εi + ri,j,t1,u)− ρα(εi + ri,j,t1,u + Pi,j,t1,u)

)
−
(
(ραεi + ri,j,s)− ρα(εi + ri,j,s + P γ

i,j,s)
)}∣∣ ≤ CℓnIXi−X̃j,t1,u

|≤h). (B.6)

From (B.4) and (B.6), it follows that

|Vij(s, γ)− Vij(t1,u, β)| ≤ CℓnI(|Xi−X̃j,t1,u
|≤h).

If |Xi − X̃j,t1,u | ≤ h and |Xi − X̃j,s| > h occur simultaneously or |Xi − X̃j,t1,u | > h and |Xi − X̃j,s| ≤ h
occur simultaneously, then it can be inferred similarly that

|Vij(s, γ)− Vij(t1,u, β)| ≤ CδIh−ℓn≤|Xi−X̃j,t1,u |≤h+ℓnt)
.

From the two cases above, we know that (B.3) holds. Thus, we consider the following two probabilities

P

(
n∑

i=1

I(|Xi−X̃j|≤h) ≥
CB

ℓn
h−(

d
r+ε)

)
and P

(
n∑

i=1

I(h−ℓn≤|Xi−X̃j|≤h+ℓn) ≥ CBδ−1h−(
d
r+ε)

)
.

Similar as the proof of (B.2), the two probabilities above can also be bounded by the RHS of (B.2). For
the first probability, to compare the two terms of the denominator in the first term on the RHS of (A.1),
the fact that

n

2q
· q
(
EjI(|Xi−X̃j|≤h)

) 2
r2 ≤ Cq

h

ℓn
h−(

d
r+ε),

where r2 satisfies that 1− 2
r2

= 1
r + ε

2d , is used in view of nh(1+
1
r )d+ε → ∞. For the second probability,

we use the fact that

n

2q
· q
(
EjI(h−ℓn≤|Xi−X̃j,t1,u |≤h+ℓn)

) 2
r2 ≤ n

2q
· q
(
Cℓnh

d−1
) 2

r2 ≤ Cqδ−1h−(
d
r+ε),

where r2 satisfies that 1− 2
r2

= 1
r +ε0, and the last inequality follows from κ <

1− d
r

d(1− 1
r−

d
r2

+ 1
d )
, and ε0 and

ε are sufficiently small positive reals. Since the total number of small cells related to the divisions both

on the domain X1,u and the sphere |β − βj | = δ is O(ℓ−2
n · ℓ−

d−1
2

n ) = O(ℓ
− d+3

2
n ). Multiplying by O(ℓ

− d+3
2

n )
on both sides of the inequality (B.2), then we can see that its RHS is controlled by C

n(logn)2
, provided we

choose B and r1 sufficiently large. Also, the inequality

ℓ
− d+3

2
n · n

q
· β(q) ≤ C

n (log n)
2 (B.7)

follows from (B3) and the condition on r. Then, by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, (B.1) holds.

Lemma B2. (Honda, 2004, Lemma 3.2) Under conditions (B1)–(B4), it holds uniformly on X1,u that∣∣∣β̂j,t1,u − βj,t1,u

∣∣∣ = O

(
1√

nh(1+
1
r )d+ε

)
.

Let
∆ij(t1,u, β) = Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

[
I
(
εi ≤ −rij,t1,u − Pij,t1,u

)
− I
(
εi ≤ −rij,t1,u

)]
. (B.8)

Lemma B3. Under conditions (B1)–(B4) and r ≥ max
{
d− 7 + 2d2−4−4d

p − 22p+6
dp , d

}
, with probability

one, it holds uniformly on t1,u ∈ X1,u and the sphere
∣∣β − βj,t1,u

∣∣ = B√
nh(1+ 1

r
)d+ε

that∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(
∆ij(t1,u, β)− Ej∆ij(t1,u, β)

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ B
(
n1+

1
r+εhd(1−

1
r )

2) 1
4

. (B.9)
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Theorem B1. Under conditions (B1)–(B4), the following strong Bahadur representation

β̂j,t1,u − βj,t1,u =
Q−1

jn,t1,u

nhd

n∑
i=1

Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

(
(1− α)− I (εi ≤ −ri,j)

)
+O

((
n1−

1
3r−

2ε
3 hd(1+

2
3r−

1
3r2

)
)− 3

4

)
(B.10)

holds almost surely and uniformly for 1 ≤ j ≤ n, t1 and tu.

Proof. We first note that

n∑
i=1

Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u [(1− α)− I (εi ≤ −ri,j)]

= nEj∆ij(t1,u, β) +

n∑
i=1

(
∆ij(t1,u, β)− Ej∆ij(t1,u, β)

)
+Rn(β), (B.11)

where

Rn(β) =

n∑
i=1

Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ −rij,t1,u − Pij,t1,u)

)
.

Then, using condition (B4) and Taylor’s expansion for g(Xi, ·), it can be inferred that

nEj∆ij(t1,u, β) = nEjKij,t1,uAij,t1,u

[
G(Xi,−rij,t1,u − Pij,t1,u)−G(Xi,−rij,t1,u)

]
= nhdQjn,t1,u

((
β − βj,t1,u

)
+O(|δ|2 + |δ|hp)

)
. (B.12)

Under condition (B3), we have that nhd |δ|2 = O (δn) and nhd |δ|hp = O (δn). Also, there exists a

constant ϕ > 0 such that |Rn(β̂j,t1,u)| ≤ ϕ holds almost surely. Thus, (B.10) holds.

C Proofs of Theorems

Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof. i) In considering (2.7), it can be seen that q̂u(xu) − qu(xu) = I1 − I2 − I3, where I1 =∫ xu

xu,0

∫ w1(t1)∆u

D1,u(t1,tu)
dtudt1, I2 =

∫ xu

xu,0

∫ ∆1,uDu(t1,tu)

D2
1,u(t1,tu)

w1(t1)dtudt1 and

I3 =

∫ xu

xu,0

∫ (
∆uD1,u(t1, tu)−∆1,uDu(t1, tu)

)
∆1,u(

∆1,u +D1,u(t1, tu)
)
D2

1,u(t1, tu)
w1(t1)dtudt1.

From Lemma 3.2, we know that
√
nhI3 = O

((
nh7+

2+2ε
r

)− 1
2

)
.

Next we deal with I1. Note that ∆u can be decomposed into two terms as

1

n

n∑
j=1

(
∂uq(X̃j)I(Xj,ū ∈ Xū)−Du(t1, tu)

)
+

1

n

n∑
j=1

(
∂uq̂(X̃j)− ∂uq(X̃j)

)
I (Xj,ū ∈ Xū) .

Then, substituting this expression into I1, we obtain two terms, say I11 and I12, respectively. For I11, it
is included in ξn1 given in Remark 3.1. This term, however, is not essential for understanding the results
of this paper. In considering Theorem B1, we conclude that I12 is equal to

1

n2hd+1

n∑
j=1

∑
1≤i ̸=j≤n

∫ xu,0

xu

∫
eTuQ

−1
jn,t1,u

Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u((1− α)− I(εi ≤ −ri,j))dt1dtu · I(Xj,ū ∈ Xū)

+O

(
1

h

(
n1−

1
3r−

2ε
3 hd(1+

2
3r−

1
3r2

)
)− 3

4

)
.
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Denote by I13 the first term of the expression above. Then, using Lemma 3.1, it holds with probability
one that

I13 =
1

n2hd+1

∑
1≤i ̸=j≤n

η(Zi, Zj) +B1,uh
p
(
1 + o(1)

)
(C.1)

with

η(Zi, Zj) = eTu

∫ xu

xu,0

∫
Q−1

jn,t1,u
Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

)
w1(t1)

D1,u(t1, tu)
dt1dtu · I(Xj,ū ∈ Xū).

Let ψ(Zi, Zj) = η(Zi, Zj) + η(Zj , Zi), ψi = Eψ(z, Zj)|z=Zi , φij = ψ(Zi, Zj) − ψi − ψj , Un =
1

n2hd+1

∑
1≤i<j≤n φij and I4 be the first term on the RHS of relationship (C.1). Taking into account

the Hoeffding decomposition of an U-statistic (see, e.g., Lee (1990)), we rewrite I4 as I4 = Un +
n−1

n2hd+1

∑n
i=1 ψi. Then, it can be inferred from Lemma A2 that

EU2
n ≤ Cn2M2

(n2hd+1)
2

1 +

n−1∑
j=1

j2β
(r3−2)/r3
j

 ,

where M = supi,j (E |φij |r3)
1
r3 for some r3 > 2 satisfying that 1 − 2

r3
= 2+ε

r . It can be inferred from

condition (B7) that supi,j E |η(Zi, Zj)|r3 ≤ Chd, and thus

EU2
n ≤ C

n2hd(1+
2+ε
r )+2

, (C.2)

i.e.,
√
nhUn = OP

((
nhd+1+

d(2+ε)
r

)− 1
2

)
. Also, from the property of the conditional expectation, it

follows that
ψi =

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

)
ζi, (C.3)

where

ζi = ζ(Xi) = Ei

∫ xu

xu,0

∫ w1(t1)e
T
uQ

−1
jn,t1,u

Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

D1,u(t1, tu)
dt1dtu · I(Xj,ū ∈ Xū).

Next, we consider the asymptotic expression of
∑n

i=1 ψi. Note that the domain of the covariates of
ζ(Xi) is A(u), which is defined at the beginning of Section 3. We then divide A(u) into a sequence of
subsets {Al} and try to get the asymptotic representations {Ml} of ζ(Xi) on these subsets, respectively.
LetM(Xi) be the summation of all these {Ml}. Without loss of generality, we only consider some special
cases of {Al}, all other left cases of {Al} can be settled similarly. By the inequality (A.2), we see that

Var

(
(n− 1)

n2hd+1

n∑
i=1

(
1− α− I(εi ≤ 0)

)(
ζi −M(Xi)

))
≤ C

nh2d+2
(E |ζ(Xi)−M(Xi)|r2)

2
r2 (C.4)

for 1− 2
r2

= 1+ε
r . Let

A1 = [xu,0 − h, xu,0 + h]×Π1≤l ̸=u≤d [al − h, bl + h] , Iu1 =

(∫
A1

|ζ (x)−M1(x)|r2 p(x)dx
) 2

r2

,

A2 = [a1 − h, a1 + h]×Π2≤l≤d [al − h, bl + h] , Iu2 =

(∫
A2

|ζ (x)−M2(x)|r2 p(x)dx
) 2

r2

,

Ac = [xu,0 + h, xu − h]×Π1≤l ̸=u≤d [al + h, bl − h] , Ic =

(∫
Ac

|ζ(x)−Mc(x)|r2 p(x)dx
) 2

r2

.

We now deal with each term mentioned above separately. First, we consider Iu1. By variable substi-
tution, it can be seen from condition (B5) that

Qjn,t1,u =

∫
K(x)A(x)AT(x)g1(X̃j + hx)dx = g1(X̃j)Q+ hQ∗ ∂g1(t)

∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=X̃j

+O(h2).
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Then, from Newman’s expansion (see, e.g., Stewart and Sun, 1990) it can be established that

Q−1
jn,t1,u

=
Q−1

g1(X̃j)
− hQ−1Q∗

g21(X̃j)
·∂g1(t)
∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=X̃j

Q−1 +O(h2). (C.5)

Let Bk = Π1≤l ̸=k≤d [al + h, bl − h] ⊂ Rd−1,

Bk,i = [ai − h, ai + h]×Πd
l=1,l ̸=k ̸=i [al − h, bl + h] ⊂ Rd−1,

M1(z) =

∫ xu

xu,0

∫
eTuQ

−1w1(t1)A
(
z−t
h

)
K
(
z−t
h

)
ptū(tū)

g1(t)D1,u(t1, tu)
I(tū ∈ Xū)dt · I(z ∈ A1) (C.6)

and

Mu(z) =
w1(z1)pū(zū)e

T
uQ

−1

g1(z)D1,u(z1, zu)

∫ zu−xu,0
h

−1

∫
A(t)K(t)dt · I(z ∈ A1). (C.7)

Then, by using (C.5) and variable substitution, we obtain

Iu1 ≤ C

nh2d+2

{∫ xu,0+h

xu,0−h

∫ ∣∣∣∣∣hd
∫ zu−xu

h

−1

∫ (
−he

T
uQ

−1Q∗

g21(x− ht)

∂g1(x− ht)

∂t
Q−1 +O(h2)

)
w1(x1 − ht1)A(t)K(t)

D1,u(x1 − ht1, xu − htu)
pū(xū − htū)dt

∣∣∣∣r2 p(x)dx}
2
r2

≤ C

nh
h

2
r2

+1.

In view of (C.6), (C.7) and variable substitution, it can be inferred that

1

nh2+2d

[∫ xu,0+h

xu,0−h

∫
Bu

∣∣M1(z)− hdMu(z)
∣∣r2 p(z)dz] 2

r2

≤ C

nh
h

2
r2

+1

and

1

nh2+2d

 d∑
k=1,k ̸=u

∫ xu,0+h

xu,0−h

∫
Bu,i

∣∣M1(z)− hdMu,k(xu,0, ak, z)
∣∣r2 p(z)dz

 2
r2

≤ C

nh
h

4
r2

+1.

Hence, from the three inequalities above and the Cramér-Rao inequality, it can be seen that Mu(z)√
nh

is

included on the RHS of (3.3) with the remainder term OP(h
1
r2

+ 1
2 + h

d
r2

− 1
2 ).

Next, we consider Iu2. Let

Iu2,1 =

[∫ a1+h

a1−h

∫
B1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ xu

xu,0

∫
w1(t1)e

T
uQ

−1
jnA

(
z−t
h

)
K
(
z−t
h

)
p(tū)

D1,u(t1, tu)
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
r2

p(z)dz

] 2
r2

,

Iu2,2 =

[∫ a1+h

a1−h

∫
Bc

1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ xu

xu,0

∫
w1 (t1) e

T
uQ

−1
jnA

(
z−t
h

)
K
(
z−t
h

)
p(tū)

D1,u(t1, tu)
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
r2

p(z)dz

] 2
r2

.

Obviously, Iu2 ≤ Iu2,1 + Iu2,2. According to (C.5), variable substitution and the known condition w(t) =
O (t) as t→ a, we obtain

Iu2,1
nh2d+2

≤ Cp

nh2

{∫ a+h

a−h

∫
B1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ z1−a

h

−1

∫
w1 (z1 − ht1)

(
Q−1

g1(z − ht)
+O (h)

)

· A(t)K(t)p (zū − htū)

D1,u (z1 − ht1, zu − htu)
dt

∣∣∣∣r2 f(z)dz}
2
r2

≤ Cr2

nh
h1+

2
r2 .

Similarly, it can be shown that
Iu2,2

nh2d+2 = O
(

1
nhh

1+ 2
r2

)
. Therefore, Iu2 = O

(
1
nhh

1+ 2
r2

)
.
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Finally, we consider Ic. Let

Mc(Zi) = hd+1 · eTuQ−1

∫
∂

∂xT

(
w1(x1)pū(xū)

g1(x)D1,u(x1, xu)

)∣∣∣∣
x=X̃i

tA(t)K(t)dt · I(Xi ∈ A(u)).

From the fact that eTuQ
−1
∫
A(t)K(t)dt = 0 and (C.5), by exploiting variable substitution and Taylor’s

expansion, we have
Ic

nh2d+2
≤ Ch2

n
.

Thus, nh Ic
n(hd+1)2

= O(h3) so that h
3
2 appears in the remainder term.

Finally, we note that the contribution of term I2 is similar to that of I1 with e
T
u replaced by−Du/D1e

T
1 ,

which follows from comparing the expressions of ∆u and ∆1,u. This completes the proof of i).

ii) It can be seen from (2.8) and (2.9) that

q̂1(x1)− q1(x1) = c(x1)(ĉ− c) + (ĉ− c)

∫ x1

x1,0

Ln(t1)dt1 + c

∫ x1

x1,0

Ln(t1)dt1, (C.8)

where

Ln(t1) =

∫ (
D̂1,2(t1, t2)

D̂2(t1, t2)
− D1,2(t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)

)
w2(t2)dt2.

For ĉ− c, it can be rewritten as I11 + I12, where

I11 = −
∫

Ln(t1)w1(t1)(∫ D1,2(t1,t2)
D2(t1,t2)

w2(t2)dt2

)2 dt1
and

I12 =

∫
w1(t1)L

2
n(t1)∫ D̂1,2(t1,t2)

D̂2(t1,t2)
w2(t2)dt2

(∫ D1,2(t1,t2)
D2(t1,t2)

w2(t2)dt2

)2 dt1.
From Lemma 3.2 it follows that

√
nh |I12| =

√
nhO

(
sup
t1

L2
n (t1)

)
= O

((
nh7+

2+2ε
r

)− 1
2

)
.

As for I11, it is equal to I11 = −I111 − I112 + I113 + I114, where

I111 =

∫∫
w1(t1)w2(t2)∆1,2(t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)
dt2dt1,

I112 =

∫∫
∆1,2(t1, t2)∆2(t1, t2)

D̂2(t1, t2)D2(t1, t2)
w1(t1)w2(t2)dt2dt1,

I113 =

∫∫
∆2(t1, t2)D1,2(t1, t2)

D2
2(t1, t2)

w1(t1)w2(t2)dt2dt1,

and

I114 =

∫∫
∆2

2(t1, t2)D1,2(t1, t2)

D̂2(t1, t2)D2
2(t1, t2)

w1(t1)w2(t2)dt2dt1.

Using Lemma 3.2, we have

I112 = O

((
nh4+

1+ε
r

)−1
)
, I114 = O

((
nh4+

1+ε
r

)−1
)
.

We now consider I111. Similar as before, note that ∆1,2(t1, t2) can be rewritten as

1

n

n∑
j=1

(
∂1q̂(t1, t2, Xj,2̄)− ∂1q(t1, t2, Xj,2̄)

)
I(Xj,2̄ ∈ X2̄)
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+
1

n

n∑
j=1

(
∂1q(t1, t2, Xj,2̄) I(Xj,2̄ ∈ X2̄)−D1,2(t1, t2)

)
.

Substituting this into I111, we derive two terms from this, say I115 and I116. Then, I116 is included in
(3.5). This term is not essential for understanding the proof in this case, and hence has been omitted.
As for I115, by using Theorem B1 and Lemma 3.1, it can be shown that

I115 =
1

n2hd+1

n∑
j=1

∫∫
eT1Q

−1
jn

n∑
i=1

Kij,t1,2Aij,t1,2

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

)w2(t2)w1(t1)

D2(t1, t2)
dt1dt2

+O

(
1

h

(
n1−

1
3r−

2ε
3 hd(1+

2
3r−

1
3r2

)
)− 3

4

+ hp−1

)
.

According to the previous analysis and by the Hoeffding decomposition the leading term of I115 is equal
to

1

nhd+1

n∑
i=1

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

)
Ei

∫∫
w1(t1)w2(t2)e

T
1Q

−1
jnKij,t1,2Aij,t1,2I(Xj,2̄ ∈ X2̄)

D2(t1, t2)
dt1dt2.

And then, by a similar method as the proof of part i), it can be shown that the leading term of I115 is
equal to

n∑
i=1

((1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0))w1(Xi,1)w2(Xi,2)p(Xi,2̄)e
T
1Q

−1

nhD2(Xi,1, Xi,2)g1(Xi)

∑
3≤k≤d

(
fk

(Xi,k − bk
h

)
− fk

(Xi,l − al
h

))
.

Analogously, we can deal with I113. Its leading term is given by

n∑
i=1

(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

)
w1(Xi,1)w2(Xi,2)p(Xi,2̄)D1,2(Xi,1, Xi,2)e

T
2Q

−1

nhg1(Xi)D2
2(Xi,1, Xi,2)

·
∑

3≤k≤d

(
fk

(Xi,k − bk
h

)
− fk

(Xi,l − al
h

))
.

Let I2 = c
∫ x1

x1,0
Ln(t1)dt1,

I21 =

∫ x1

x1,0

∫
w2(t2)∆1,2(t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)
dt2dt1, I22 =

∫ x1

x1,0

∫
w2(t2)∆2(t1, t2)D1,2(t1, t2)

D2
2(t1, t2)

dt2dt1

and

I23=

∫ x1

x1,0

∫ (
∆12(t1, t2)−∆2(t1, t2)

D1,2(t1, t2)

D2(t1, t2)

)
∆2(t1, t2)w2(t2)

(∆2(t1, t2) +D2(t1, t2))D2(t1, t2)
dt2dt1.

Then, I2 = (I21 − I22 − I23) c. Similarly, the leading term of I21 is equal to

1

nhd+1

n∑
i=1

((
1− α

)
I(εi ≤ 0)

)
Ei

∫ x1

x1,0

∫
w2(t2)e

T
1Q

−1Kij,t1,2Aij,t1,2I(Xj,2̄ ∈X2̄)

D2(t1, t2)
dt2dt1.

By an analogous method, we can obtain the asymptotic representations of I21 and I22, which are included
in (3.4). This completes the proof of ii).

Remark 3. The argument of the proof of Theorem 3.1 uses xu ≥ uu,o at some steps, for instance to
derive the integration boundaries in (C.7). A similar argument is possible for xu < xu,0.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1

Proof. We first consider the case 2 ≤ u ≤ d. Let I1, I2 and I3 be the same notations as those in
part i) of Theorem 3.1 and then q̂u(xu) − qu(xu) is equal to I1 − I2 − I3. From Lemma 3.2, we know

that
√
nh supxu∈[au,bu] |I3| = O

((
nh7+

2+2ε
r

)− 1
2

)
. For brevity, let γn =

√
logn

nh1+ 1+ε
r

. Next, we only

consider the uniform convergence rate of I1, since the methodology to deal with I1 and I2 is almost
completely the same. In view of Theorem B1 and Lemma 3.1, we know that I1 = ϕ (xu) + o (γn), where
ϕ(xu) =

∫ xu

xu,0
ψn(tu)dtu, ψn(tu) =

1
n2hd+1

∑n
j=1

∑n
i=1,i̸=j φij(tu) and

φij(tu) =
(
(1− α)− I(εi ≤ 0)

) ∫ eTuQ
−1
j,n (t1, tu)w1(t1)Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

D1,u (t1, tu)
dt1.

In the sequel, we only need to prove that

sup
xu∈[au,bu]

ϕ (xu) = O(γn). (C.9)

As usual, we divide the interval [au, bu] into a sequence of disjoint subintervals, the length of which is equal
to ℓn. Without loss of generality, we assume that (bu − au)ℓ

−1
n is an integer, and

{
xu,k, k = 1, . . . , Cℓ−1

n

}
are the corresponding grid points. Then,

P
(

sup
xu∈[au,bu]

∣∣∣ϕ(xu)∣∣∣ ≥ γn

)
≤

∑
1≤k≤ℓ−1

n

P
(

sup
tu∈[xu,k,xu,k+1]

|ψn(tu)− ψn(xu,k)| ≥
γn
3ℓn

)
+

∑
1≤k≤ℓ−1

n

P
(
|ψn(xu,k)| ≥

γn
3ℓn

)
+

∑
1≤k≤ℓ−1

n

P
(
|ϕ(xu,k)| ≥

γn
3

)
. (C.10)

We now consider the super bound of the first term on the RHS of (C.10). From condition (B2), there
exists another kernel function K−u (·) defined on Rd−1 such that∣∣∣∣∂K(t)

∂tu

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CK−u (t−u) , (C.11)

where t−u ∈ Rd−1 is obtained from t by deleting its uth component. Similar as the proof of inequality
(D.1) in Appendix D, we know that

∥∥Q−1
j,n(t1, tu)−Q−1

j,n(t1, xu,k)
∥∥ ≤ Cℓn. Also, from condition (B8), it

can be seen that
∣∣D−1

1,u(t1, tu)−D−1
1,u(t1, xu,k)

∣∣ ≤ Cℓn. Therefore, if |Xi,u − tu| ≤ h and |Xi,u − xu,k| ≤ h
occur simultaneously, then from (C.11), one of the leading terms for the bound of |φij(tu)− φij(xu,k)| is
Cℓn
h Wij , where

Wij = I (|Xi,u − xu,k| ≤ h)

∫
K−u

(
Xi,1 − t1

h
,
Xi,ū −Xj,ū

h

)
w1(t1)dt1.

We have not specified the other terms since they can be dealt with analogously. If |Xi,u − tu| ≤ h and
|Xi,u − xu,k| > h occur simultaneously, or |Xi,u − tu| > h and |Xi,u − xu,k| ≤ h occur simultaneously,
one of the leading terms of the bound of

|φij(tu)− φij(xu,k)|

is CUij , where

Uij = I(h− ℓn ≤ |Xi,u − xu,k| ≤ h+ ℓn)

·
∫ ∥∥Q−1

j,n (t1, xu,k)
∥∥

D1,u (t1, xu,k)
K−u

(
Xi,1 − t1

h
,
Xi,ū −Xj,ū

h

)
w1(t1)dt1.

Therefore, according to the two cases above, the following two summations, say I31 and I32, respectively,

C

n2hd+1

n∑
j=1

n∑
i=1,i̸=j

(
ℓn
h
Wij + Uij

)
,

9



are one of the two leading terms of the bound of suptu∈[xu,k,xu,k+1]
|ψn(tu)− ψn(xu,k)|.

Similar as the proof of Theorem 3.1, I31 can be rewritten as

L1 +
(n− 1) ℓn
n2hd+2

n∑
j=1

(
Ej(Wij +Wji)− E (Ej(Wij +Wji))

)
− (n− 1) ℓn

2nhd+2
E
(
Ej(Wij +Wji)

)
,

where

L1 =
ℓn

n2hd+2

∑
1≤i<j≤n

{
(Wij +Wji)− Ej(Wij +Wji)− Ei(Wij +Wji) + E

(
Ei(Wij +Wji)

)}
is a degenerated U-statistic transformed from I31. Next, we choose ℓn = hγ

1
2
n and q1 = nh

logn . Noting that

EW sk
ij ≤ Chsk+d−1, by Lemma A2, we have that

1

ℓn
· ℓ

2
n

γ2n
· EL2

1 ≤ C

ℓn
· ℓ

2
n

γ2n
· n2

(
ℓn

n2hd+2

)2

·
(
h2s+d−1

) 1
s =

Cℓ3n
γ2nn

2hd+3
· h−(d−1) 3+ε

r ≤ 1

n(log n)2
,

where 1
s = 1 − k+1+ε

r . Since |EjWji| ≤ Chd−1 and E |EjWji|r1 ≤ Chr1(d−1)+1, by using Lemma A1, we
have

1

ℓn
P

 ℓn
nhd+2

n∑
j=1

(
EjWji − E(EjWji)

)
≥ B

γn
ℓn

 ≤ 1

ℓn
· n−CB +

1

ℓn
· n
q1

· β (q1) ≤
1

n(log n)2
, (C.12)

where we use the fact n (E |EjWji|r1)
2
r1 ≤ q1 · Chd−1 · γn

ℓn
· nhd+2

ℓn
with 2

r1
= 1− 1+ε

r . Also, it holds that
ℓn

nhd+2

∑n
j=1 E (Ej(Wij +Wji)) ≤ Cγn

ℓn
. Similarly,

1

ℓn
P

 ℓn
nhd+2

n∑
j=1

(EjWij − E (EjWij)) ≥ B
γn
ℓn

 ≤ C

n(log n)2
.

Next, we focus on I32. Adopting the same method as that of I31, let L2 be the corresponding
degenerated U-statistic resulting from I32. For k = 4, since Eks

ij ≤ C ℓn
h h

ks+d−2, it follows that

1

ℓn
· ℓ

k
n

γkn
· Ek

2 ≤ C

ℓn
· ℓ

k
n

γkn
· nk ·

(
1

n2hd+1

)k

·
(
ℓn
h
hks+d−2

)1− k+1+ε
r

≤ C

n(log n)2
.

Because |EiUij | ≤ Chd−1 and E |EiUij |r1 ≤ Chr1(d−1) ℓn
h , it holds that

1

ℓn
P

{∣∣∣∣∣ 1

nhd+1

n∑
i=1

(EiUij − E (EiUij))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ Bγn
ℓn

}
≤ C

n(log n)2
,

where the fact

n (E |EiUij |r1)
2
r1 ≤ Cq1 · hd−1 · Bnh

d+1γn
ℓn

is used. Also, it holds that 1
nhd+1

∑n
i=1 E

(
Ei(Uij + Uji)

)
≤ Cγn

ℓn
. Similarly,

1

ℓn
P

(∣∣∣∣∣ 1

nhd+1

n∑
i=1

(
EiUji − E(EiUji)

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ B
γn
ℓn

)
≤ C

n(log n)2
.

We now consider the last term on the RHS of (C.10). Here, we assume that the two notations Un

and ψi are the same as that appears in part i) of Theorem 3.1, with xu replaced by xu,k. Analogous to
(C.2), for k = 8, it can be inferred that

1

γknℓn
· EUk

n ≤ 1

γknℓn
· n

khd(1−
k+1+ε

r )

(n2hd+1)k
≤ C

n(log n)2
.
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Noting that |ψi| ≤ Chd and taking q =

√
nh1− 1+ε0

r

logn , it follows that

1

ℓn
P

(∣∣∣∣∣ 1

nhd+1

n∑
i=1

ψi

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ γn

)
≤ C

n(log n)2
.

Finally, we consider the second term on the RHS of (C.10). As previously, let L3 be the degenerated
U-statistic related to this term. Then, we have

1

ℓn
· ℓ

2
n

γ2n
· EL2

3 ≤ C

ℓn
· ℓ

2
n

γ2n
· n2

(
1

n2hd+1

)2

·
(
hd
)1− 2+ε

r3 =
Cℓn
γ2n

· 1

n2hd+2+
d(2+ε)

r3

≤ C

n (log n)
2 .

Also, since |Eiφij(xu,k)| ≤ Chd−1 and E |Eiφij(xu,k)|r2 ≤ Chr2(d−1)+1, it follows that

1

ℓn
P

(∣∣∣∣∣ 1

nhd+1

n∑
i=1

Eiφij(xu,k)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ Bγn
ℓn

)
≤ C

n (log n)
2 .

Hence, (C.9) holds.
Next, we prove (3.6) for the u = 1. Here, we adopt the same notations as in the proof of ii) of

Theorem 3.1. From (C.8), it suffices to show that ĉ− c = O(γn) and supx1∈[a1,b1]

∣∣∣∫ x1

x1,0
Ln(t1)dt1

∣∣∣
= O(γn). The first one can be inferred from the proof of ii) of Theorem 3.1. Hence, we just consider the
second one. Recalling that 1

c I2 = I21−I22−I23, we only need to prove that I21 = O(γn) and I22 = O(γn).
Now, analogous to the previous proof for the 2 ≤ u ≤ d, these two results follow immediately.

Proof of Theorem 5.1

Proof. i) For convenience of notation, let τn =
√

logn

nh
1+ 1+ε

r
G

, δ = 1√
nh1+ 1+ε

r

andGn(v) is the αth conditional

quantile of Fn(y|v). First, we show that with probability one

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣F̂n(y|v)− Fn(y|v)
∣∣∣ = O

(
n−ε0

√
nhG

)
. (C.13)

In fact, this conclusion can be established from the following two relationships

sup
y∈R

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

(
KG

(
v − q̂0(Xj)

hG

)
−KG

(
v − q0(Xj)

hG

))
I (Yi ≤ y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = O
(√

n1−2ε0hG

)
(C.14)

and

I =

n∑
j=1

(
KG

(
v − q̂0 (Xj)

hG

)
−KG

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

))
= O

(√
n1−2ε0hG

)
. (C.15)

Since the proofs of these two relationships are completely the same, we only verify the second relationship
(C.15). According to Taylor’s expansion, there exist 0 ≤ λj ≤ 1, j = 1, . . . , n, such that I can be written
as

n∑
j=1

K ′
G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)
q̂0(Xj)− q0(Xj)

hG
+

n∑
j=1

K ′′
G

(
v − q0(Xj) + θ̄j

hG

) (
q̂0(Xj)− q0(Xj)

)2
h2G

,

where θ̄j = λj
(
q̂0(Xj) − q0(Xj)

)
. Let I1 and I2 denote the two terms above, respectively. According to

variable substitution, integration by parts, conditions (C1) and (C2), it can be shown subsequently that

−E
∣∣∣∣K ′′

G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣ =hG∫ 1

−1

K ′′
G (t) fq0 (v − thG) dt = h2G

∫ 1

−1

f ′q0 (v − thG)K
′
G (t) dt

= h3G

∫ 1

−1

f ′′q0 (v − thG)KG (t) dt = O(h3G). (C.16)
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Likewise, it follows that

E
∣∣∣∣K ′

G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣ = O(h2G). (C.17)

By the standard method of the proof of Strong Law of Large Numbers (SLLN) we have

n∑
j=1

(∣∣∣∣K ′
G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣− E
∣∣∣∣K ′

G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣) = O

(√
nh

1− 1+ε
r

G

)
. (C.18)

Thus, from the two points above, Lemma 4.1 and condition (C3), it can be inferred that |I1| = O(nhGδ).
By using conditions (C1) and (C3), for some fixed constant ε0 > 0, we can see that

|I2| ≤
n∑

j=1

(∣∣∣∣K ′′
G

(
v − q0(Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣+ I
(
|v − q0 (Xj)|

hG
≤ 1 + ε0

)
δ

hG

)(
δ

hG

)2

≡ I21 + I22 (C.19)

holds for n sufficiently large. Analogous to the proof of relationship (C.18), by using Lemma A1, we have

n∑
j=1

[
I
(
|v − q0(Xj)|

hG
≤ 1 + ε0

)
− E

(
|v − q0(Xj)|

hG
≤ 1 + ε0

)]
= O

((
nh

1− 1+ε
r

G

) 1
2

)
, (C.20)

where we use the facts q =
(
nh

1− 1+ε
r

G / log n
) 1

2

and nq−(r+1) → 0. From this, condition (C3) and the fact

nE
(
|v − q0(Xj)|

hG
≤ 1 + ε0

)
= O(nhG),

we know that I22 = o (nhGδ) . As for I21, similar to the proof of (C.20), we can establish

n∑
j=1

(∣∣∣∣K ′′
G

(
v − q0(Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣− E
∣∣∣∣K ′′

G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣) = O

(√
nh

1− 1+ε
r

G

)
.

From this, (C.16) and condition (C3), we see that I21 = o(nhGδ), where we use the fact
δ
√
logn

h2
G

√
nh

1+ 1+ε
r

G

→ 0.

Hence, (C.15) holds.
Next, in our of mixing processes, we adopt the standard procedure of the conditional quantiles (see,

e.g., Mehra et al., 1992, Lemma 2.2), to prove that

sup
|y−G(v)|≤Cτn

|Fn(y|v)− Fn(G (v) |v)− F (y|v) + (1− α)| = O
(
τ

3
2−

1+ε
2r

n

)
. (C.21)

Divide the interval |y −G (v)| ≤ Cτn into a sequence of subintervals with length τ
3
2−

1+ε
2r

n . Let ηr,

r = 1, 2, . . . , dn, be the corresponding grid points. Then, dn = Cτ
− 1

2+
1+ε
2r

n . Then, it holds that

sup
|y−G(v)|≤Cτn

|Fn(y|v)− Fn(G(v)|v)− F (y|v) + (1− α)|

≤ max
|r|≤Cdn

|Fn(ηr|v)−F (ηr|v)−Fn(G(v)|v)+(1− α)|+ max
|r|≤Cdn

|F (ηr+1|v)− F (ηr|v)|. (C.22)

From condition (C4), it is easy to see that

max
|r|≤Cdn

|F (ηr+1|v)− F (ηr|v)| = O
(
τn

3
2−

1+ε
2r

)
. (C.23)

Let ξi,r,1 = K
(

v−q0(Xi)
hG

)
(I(Yi ≤ ηr)− I(Yi ≤ G(v)) and bn = BnhGτ

3
2−

1+ε
2r

n . By using Lemma A1, we

have

dnP

{∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(ξi,r,1 − Eξi,r,1)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ bn

}
≤ dn

(
n−CB +

n

q
β (q)

)
≤ C

n (log n)
2 , (C.24)
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where q is equal to bn
logn . In view of condition (C4), it follows that

nEξi,r,1 = nhG
(
ηr −G(v)

)
fq0(v)

(
1 +O(hG)

)
and

nhG
(
F (ηr|v)− (1− α)

)
= nhG

(
ηr −G(v)

)
fq0(v)

(
1 +O(hG)

)
.

We then have
nEξi,r,1 − nhG

(
F (ηr|v)− (1− α)

)
= O(nh2Gτn). (C.25)

Also, it can be shown that
∑n

i=1KG

(
v−q0(Xi)

hG

)
= nhGfq0 (v)

(
1 + O(h2G)

)
. Hence, from this, (C.24),

(C.25) and the fact bn ≥ nh2Gτn, it can be inferred that

dnP
{
|Fn(ηr|v)− Fn(G(v)|v)− F (ηr|v) + (1− α)| ≥ Bτ

3
2−

1+ε
2r

n

}
≤ C

n (log n)
2 . (C.26)

Then (C.21) is implied by (C.22), (C.23) and (C.26). From (C.13) and (C.21), we have

sup
|y−G(v)|≤2cτn

∣∣∣F̂n(y|v)− Fn(G(v)|v)− F (y|v) + (1− α)
∣∣∣ = O

(
τ

3
2−

1+ε
2r

n + δ
)
. (C.27)

Next, we prove (5.2). In order to do so, we first show that, with probability one,

|Gn(v)−G(v)| = O(τn), (C.28)

which is similar to Lemma 2.1 of Mehra et al. (1992). For any constant M > 0, let u+n = G(v) +Mτn
and u−n = G(v)−Mτn and then consider the following probability

P {|Gn(v)−G(v)| ≥Mτn} = P
{
Fn

(
u−n
∣∣ v) ≤ 1− α

}
+ P

{
Fn

(
u+n
∣∣ v) ≥ 1− α

}
.

Let ζi = K
(

v−q0(Xi)
hG

)
I(Yi ≤ u+n ). From Lemma A1, we have

P

{∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(ζi − Eζi)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥Mτn

}
≤ n−CM +

n

q1
β (q1) ≤

C

n (log n)
2 ,

where q1 is taken as 1

τnh
1+ε
r

. From this and noting that n
(
Eζi − (1− α)EK

(
v−q0(Xi)

hG

))
= O (nhGτn), it

can be inferred that P {Fn (u
+
n | v) ≥ 1− α} ≤ 1

n(logn)2
. Analogously, it can be shown that P {Fn (u

−
n | v) ≤ 1− α} ≤

1
n(logn)2

. And thus, we know that (C.28) holds. Then there exists some constant C > 0 such that

1− α ∈
[
Fn

(
G (v)− Cτn|v

)
, Fn

(
G (v) + Cτn|v

)]
(C.29)

holds with probability one. Let

ξi,r,2 = ξi,r,2 (v) = KG

(
v − q0(Xi)

hG

)
I
(
G(v) + Cτn < Yi ≤ G(v) + 2Cτn

)
.

Then, from Lemma A1, it follows that

P

{∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(ξi,r,2 − Eξi,r,2)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ BnhGτ
3
2−

1+ε
2r

n

}
≤ n−CB +

n

q2
β(q2) ≤

C

n (log n)
2 , (C.30)

where q2 = nhGτ
3
2
− 1+ε

2r
n

logn . From this and
∑n

i=1KG

(
v−q0(Xi)

hG

)
= nhGfq0(v) + O(h2G), it can be inferred

that

Fn

(
G(v) + 2τn|v

)
− Fn

(
G(v) + τn|v

)
= cn1 (v) τn +O

(
τ

3
2−

1+ε
2r

n

)
, (C.31)
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where lim inf cn1 (v) > 0 as n→ ∞. Similarly, it follows that

Fn

(
G(v)− 2τn|v

)
− Fn

(
G(v)− τn|v

)
= −cn2 (v) τn +O

(
τ

3
2−

1+ε
2r

n

)
, (C.32)

where lim inf cn2 (v) > 0. Therefore, from τn > δand monotonicity on the empirical conditional function,
it can be inferred subsequently that

F̂n

(
G(v)− 2Cτn|v

)
≤ Fn

(
G(v)− 2Cτn|v

)
+ δ ≤ Fn

(
G(v)− Cτn|v

)
≤ 1− α ≤ Fn

(
G(v) + Cτn|v

)
≤ Fn

(
G(v) + 2Cτn|v

)
− δ ≤ F̂n

(
G(v) + 2Cτn|v

)
.

And this implies (5.2). In view of (5.2) and (C.27), it can be shown that (5.3) holds.

ii) To obtain the uniform convergence of (5.3), according to the previous proof, it suffices to show
that (C.13), (C.21), (C.28), (C.31) and (C.32) hold uniformly for v ∈ V . We deal with each relationship
separately. To prove the results on the uniform convergence for v ∈ V, it is necessary to divide V
into smaller intervals with equal length dn > 0. Assume that the corresponding grid points are vl,
l = 1, 2, . . . , O(d−1

n ), assuming l is an integer. Denote the lth smaller interval [vl, vl+1] by Jl. Note that
dn may take different values at different s, for simplicity of notation.

As for uniform convergence of (C.13), it can be inferred from the uniform convergence of (C.14) and
(C.15). Here, since the proofs of the two relationships are the same, it suffices to prove that (C.15) holds
uniformly for v ∈ V. Then, going along the same lines as the proof of (C.15), we need to prove that
supv∈V |I1| = O (nhGδn), supv∈V |I21| = o (nhGδ) and supv∈V |I22| = o (nhGδ). Since the proofs of these
three relationships are analogous, we here only prove the first one. Divide V as being stated, and let
dn = h2G. Then, for v ∈ Jl, it follows that∣∣∣∣K ′

G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)
−K ′

G

(
vl − q0 (Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cdn
hG

I
(
|vl − q0 (Xj)| ≤ hG

)
+CI (hG − dn ≤ |vl − q0 (Xj)| ≤ hG + dn) ≡

Cdn
hG

ξi1 + Cξi2.

Thus, our objective is to show that

P

∪l

 dn
hG

n∑
j=1

ξi1 ≥ Cnh2G

 ≤ 1

n (log n)
2 and P

∪l

 n∑
j=1

ξi2 ≥ Cnh2G

 ≤ 1

n (log n)
2 . (C.33)

We only prove the first one, because the proof of the other one is similar. Noting that fq0 (·) is bounded
on V, we know that nEξi1 = O(nhG). Then, from Lemma A1, it can be derived that

P

 dn
hG

n∑
j=1

ξi1 ≥ CBnh2G

 ≤ P

 n∑
j=1

(ξi1 − Eξi1) ≥ CBnhG


≤ 2 exp

{
−
(
CnhG

4

)2
cn (Eξr2i1 )

2
r2 + 2

3qM
CnhG

4

}
+
n

q
β(q) ≤ n−CB +

n

q
β(q) ≤ dn

n (log n)
2 ,

where 1 − 2
r2

= 1+ε0
r and q =

nh
1+

1+ε0
r

G

logn . This implies that the first limit of (C.33) holds. In view of

(C.18) and Lemma A1,

P

∪l

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

K ′
G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)
− EK ′

G

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ CBnh2G


≤ 2

∑
l

exp


−
(

Cnh2
G

4

)2
cn (Eξr2i1 )

2
r2 + 2

3q1M
Cnh2

G

4

+
n

q1
β (q1)


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≤ d−1
n

(
n−CB +

n

q1
β (q1)

)
≤ C

n (log n)
2 ,

where q1 =
nh2

G

logn . Therefore, from this, (C.33), Theorem 4.1 and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we know that

supv∈V |I1| = O (nhGδ).
We now begin to prove the uniform convergence of (C.21). For the division of this, we take dn = δhG.

First, note that

I3 = sup
v∈Jl

sup
|y−G(v)|≤Cτn

|Fn(y|v)− Fn(G (v) |v)− F (y|v) + (1− α)| ≤ I31 + I32,

where

I31 = sup
v∈Jl

sup
|y−G(v)|≤Cτn

|Fn(y|v)− Fn(G (v) |v)− F (y|v)− (Fn(y|vl)− Fn(G (vl) |vl)− F (y|vl))|

and
I32 = sup

v∈Jl

sup
|y−G(v)|≤Cτn

|Fn(y|vl)− Fn(G (vl) |vl)− F (y|vl) + (1− α)| .

Since |G (v)−G (vl)| ≤ Cδ for any v ∈ Jl, it then can be seen that

I32 ≤ sup
|y−G(vl)|≤2Cτn

|Fn(y|vl)− Fn(G (vl) |vl)− F (y|vl) + (1− α)| . (C.34)

Let I311 = supv∈Jl
|Fn(G (v) |v)− Fn(G (vl) |vl)|, I312 = supv∈Jl

supy |Fn(y|v)− Fn(y|vl)| and I313 =
supv∈Jl

supy |F (y|v)− F (y|vl)|. Then, I31 ≤ I311 + I312 + I313. Set

I3111 = sup
v∈Jl

|Fn(G (vl ± Cδ) |v)− Fn(G (vl) |v)|

and I3112 = supv∈Jl
|Fn(G (vl) |v)− Fn(G (vl) |vl)|. Then, we know that I311 ≤ I3111 + I3112. Note that

I3111 ≤ 2I312 +
∣∣Fn

(
G (vl ± Cδ) |vl

)
− Fn(G (vl) |vl)

∣∣
≤ 2I312 + I32 +

∣∣F (G (vl ± Cδ) |vl
)
− F (G (vl) |vl)

∣∣ .
Then, from the facts that I3112 ≤ I312,

∣∣F (G (vl ± Cδ) |vl
)
− F

(
G (vl) |vl

)∣∣ ≤ Cδ and I313 ≤ Cδ, which
is implied by condition (C6), it suffices to consider I312 and I32. To get the result P {|∪l {I312 ≥ Cδ}|} ≤

C
n(logn)2

, it suffices to prove that

P

∪l

supv∈Jl

sup
y

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

(
KG

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)
−KG

(
vl − q0 (Xj)

hG

))
I (Yi ≤ y)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ CnhGδ




and

P

∪l

sup
v∈Jl

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

(
KG

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)
−KG

(
vl − q0 (Xj)

hG

))∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ CnhGδ


 (C.35)

are less than C
n(logn)2

. In considering that the proofs of two relationships above are the same, we only

prove the later one. Since∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

j=1

(
KG

(
v − q0 (Xj)

hG

)
−KG

(
vl − q0 (Xj)

hG

))∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

dn
hG

I
(
|vl − q0 (Xj)| ≤ hG

)
+ CI

(
hG − dn ≤ |vl − q0(Xj)| ≤ hG + dn

)
,

by using Lemma A1, we obtain

P

∪l


∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
j=1

dn
hG

I (|vl − q0 (Xj)| ≤ hG)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ CnhGδ


 ≤ C

n (log n)
2
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and

P

∪l


∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
j=1

I
(
hG − dn ≤ |vl − q0 (Xj)| ≤ hG + dn

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ CnhGδ


 ≤ C

n (log n)
2 .

In view of (C.34), by adopting the same proof as that of (C.21), we arrive at

P
{
∪l {I32 ≥ Cδ}

}
≤ C

n (log n)
2 .

Thus, we know that (C.21) holds uniformly for v ∈ V with the convergence rate δ.
Next, we verify that (C.28) holds uniformly for v ∈ V. Let dn = τnhGan, where the positive reals

an → 0 at a rather slow rate. For v ∈ Jl, since |G(v)−G(vl)| ≤ Cτn, it suffices to prove that∑
l

P
{
sup
v∈Jl

|Gn(v)−Gn(vl)| ≥ Cτn

}
≤ C

n (log n)
2 (C.36)

and

P {∪l(|Gn(vl)−G(vl)| ≥ Cτn)} ≤ C

n (log n)
2 .

The second relationship above can be obtained similarly as (C.28). Analogous to the proof of I312, it
follows that ∑

l

P
{
sup
v∈Jl

sup
y

|Fn(y|v)− Fn(y|vl)| ≥ canτn

}
≤ C

n (log n)
2 .

Then, for any event w ∈
{
supv∈Jl

supy |Fn(y|v)− Fn(y|vl)| < canτn
}

and v ∈ Jl, using relationship
(C.31),

Fn

(
G(vl)− 2Cτn|v

)
≤ Fn

(
G(vl)− 2Cτn|vl

)
+ Canτn ≤ Fn

(
G(vl)− Cτn|vl

)
≤ 1− α ≤ Fn

(
G(vl) + Cτn|vl

)
≤ Fn

(
G(vl) + 2Cτn|vl

)
− Canτn ≤ Fn

(
G(vl) + 2Cτn|v

)
.

And this together with (C.36) implies (C.28).
Finally, we show that (C.31) and (C.32) hold uniformly for v ∈ V. Let dn = anτn. First, note that∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
i=1

(
ξi,r,2 (v)− ξi,r,2 (vl)

)∣∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑
i=1

(
KG

(
vl − q0(Xi)

hG

)
+

∣∣∣∣KG

(
v − q0(Xi)

hG

)
−KG

(
vl − q0(Xi)

hG

)∣∣∣∣)
·
∣∣I(G(v) + Cτn < Yi ≤ G(v) + 2Cτn

)
− I (G(vl) + Cτn < Yi ≤ G(vl) + 2Cτn)

∣∣
+

n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣KG

(
v − q0(Xi)

hG

)
−KG

(
vl − q0(Xi)

hG

)∣∣∣∣ I(G(vl) + Cτn < Yi ≤ G(vl) + 2Cτn
)
.

Also, since |G(v)−G(vl)| ≤ canτn for v ∈ Jl, it holds that∣∣∣∣KG

(
v − q0(Xi)

hG

)
−KG

(
vl − q0(Xi)

hG

)∣∣∣∣
≤ CτnI

(
|vl − q0(Xi)| ≤ hG

)
+ I
(
hG (1− Cτn) < vl − q0(Xi) ≤ hG (1 + Cτn)

)
and

∣∣I(G(v) + Cτn < Yi ≤ G(v) + 2Cτn
)
− I
(
G(vl) + Cτn < Yi ≤ G(vl) + 2Cτn

)∣∣
≤ I

(
G(vl) + Cτn − ChGτn < Yi ≤ G(vl) + Cτn + ChGτn

)
+I
(
G(vl) + 2Cτn − ChGτn < Yi ≤ G(vl) + 2Cτn + ChGτn

)
.

From the three relationships above, we see that |
∑n

i=1 (ξi,r,2 (v)− ξi,r,2 (vl))| has a bound which is inde-
pendent of v. Let

ζi1 = KG

(
vl − q0(Xi)

hG

)
I
(
G(vl) + cτn − canτn < Yi ≤ G(vl) + cτn + canτn

)
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and
ζi2 = c

anτn
hG

I
(
|vl − q0(Xi)| ≤ hG

)
I
(
G(vl) + cτn < Yi ≤ G(vl) + 2cτn

)
.

Next, we focus on the convergence rate of this bound. Here, we only consider the two terms

n∑
i=1

ζi1 and

n∑
i=1

ζi2.

The other terms can be dealt with analogously. Noting that

nEζi1 = Cfq0(vl)nhGanτn
(
1 + o(1)

)
and nEζi1 = Cnanτ

2
nfq0(vl)

(
1 + o(1)

)
,

and then by using Lemma A1, we have

P

(
∪l

(∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

ζi1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ cnhGanτn

))

≤ 2d−1
n exp

{
−
(
CnhGanτn

4

)2
Cn (Eζr2i1 )

2
r2 + 2

3q
CnhGanτn

4

}
+ d−1

n

n

q
β(q) ≤ d−1

n n−CB + d−1
n

n

q
β(q)

and, similarly,

P

(
∪l

(∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

ζi2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ CnhGanτn

))
≤ d−1

n n−CB + d−1
n

n

q
β(q),

where q = annhGτn
logn and 2

r2
= 1− 1+ε

r . By a similar method as that of (C.30), it follows that

P

{
∪l

(∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(ξi,r,2(vl)− Eξi,r,2(vl))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ BnhGanτn

)}
≤ C

n (log n)
2 .

Therefore, from the analysis above, we have

sup
v∈V

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(
ξi,r,2(v)− Eξi,r,2(v)

)∣∣∣∣∣ = O(nhGanτn).

Similar as the previous proof of (C.35), it follows that

sup
v∈V

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(
KG

(
v − q0(Xi)

hG

)
− EKG

(
v − q0(Xi)

hG

))∣∣∣∣∣ = O(nhGan).

Then, from the two relationships above and the condition infv fq0(Xi)(v) > 0, it follows that

sup
v∈V

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑n

i=1 ξi,r,2(v)∑n
i=1KG

(
v−q0(Xi)

hG

) − Eξi,r,2(v)

EKG

(
v−q0(Xi)

hG

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣ = O(anτn).

Since Eξi,r,2(v) = cfq0(v)hGτn, we obtain

sup
v∈V

∣∣Fn

(
G(v) + 2Cτn|v

)
− Fn

(
G(v) + Cτn|v

)
− C

(
1 + o(1)

)
τn
∣∣ = O(anτn).

Similarly, we have

sup
v∈V

∣∣Fn

(
G(v)− 2Cτn|v

)
− Fn

(
G(v)− Cτn|v

)
+ C

(
1 + o(1)

)
τn
∣∣ = O(anτn).

This completes the proof of part ii).
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D Proofs of some Lemmas and a Corollary

Proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof. Denote Wn(t) by Wj,n(t1,u) with X̃j replaced by t. By the mean value of integration and by
Taylor expansion, there exist 0 < θ1 = θ1(Xi, t), θ2 = θ2(Xi, t) < 1 such that

E
[
I(εi≤0) − I(εi≤ri,t)

∣∣Xi

]
=

∫ 0

ri,t

g(Xi, s)ds = ri,tg(Xi, θ2ri,t) = ri,tg(Xi, 0) +O(r2i,t)

and

ri,t =
(Xi − t)

p

p!
q(p)(t) +

(Xi − t)
p+1

(p+ 1)!
q(p+1)

(
t+ θ1(Xi − t)

)
.

From the two relationships above, variable substitution and the continuity of both the density function
p(·) and the (p+ 1)th derivative of q(·), it can be inferred that

1

nhd+1
EWn (t)h

p−1

∫
K(s)A(s)spds · q

(p)(t)g1 (t)

p!
+ hp

[∫
K(s)A(s)sp+1ds · q

(p+1)(t)g1(t)

(p+ 1)!

+

∫
K(s)A(s)spds · q

(p)(tg′1(t)

p!

]
+ o(hp).

According to this and the facts that (C.5), eTuQ
−1
∫
A(s)K(s)slds = 0 with l = p or p + 1, it can be

inferred that
1

nhd+1
Q−1

jn,t1,u
EjWj,n(t1,u) = hpB2(X̃j) + o(hp).

By the uniformly SLLN for kernel regression function (see, e.g., Masry, 1996), with probability one, it
holds uniformly for t ∈ X that

1

nhd+1

(
Wn(t)− EWn(t)

)
= O

(
1

h

(
log n

nhd

)1/2
)
.

According to the SLLN, we have that

1

n

n∑
j=1

[∫∫
B2(X̃j)dt1dt2 − E

∫∫
B2(X̃j)dt1dt2

]
= O

(√
log n

n

)
.

Thus, from the three relationships above, it can be inferred that Lemma 3.1 holds.

Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. Let γn =
√
logn

h2+ 1+ε
r

√
n
and ℓn = εnh

2. We only verify ∆1,u since the other cases can be dealt with

analogously. As the usual way of getting the weak law of large number, it follows that

1

n

n∑
j=1

(
∂1q(X̃j)

)
E∂1q(X̃j)) = O

((
log n

n

) 1
2

)

holds uniformly for (t1, tu) ∈ X1,u. Then, from this, (3.1) and Theorem B1, we see that, with probability
one,

∆1,u =
1

n2hd+1

∑
1≤i ̸=j≤n

ψ1,ij + o(γn)

holds uniformly for t1,u ∈ X1,u, where ψ1,ij = eT1Q
−1
jn,t1,u

Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

(
αI(εi ≤ 0)

)
. Let ξi = Eiψ1,ij .

Then,

1

n2hd+1

∑
1≤i ̸=j≤n

ψ1,ij =
1

n2hd+1

∑
1≤i<j≤n

(ψ1,ij + ψ1,ji − ξi − ξj) +
(n− 1)

n2hd+1

n∑
i=1

ξi.
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Let Un be the first term on the RHS of the relationship above. We now use Lemma A2 to get the
convergence rate of Un. And let Mp1k be the corresponding quantity stated in Lemma A2 with k <

r
(
1− 1

p1

)
− 1. In view of condition (B7), it can be inferred that Mp1k ≤ Chd/p1 . Applying Lemma A2,

in view of condition (B6), it follows that

E(Uk
n)

γknℓ
2
n

≤ Chd/p1(
logn

nh4+ 2+2ε
r

) k+2
2

(nhd+1)
k

≤ C

(log n)
k+2
2 n

k−2
2 hk(d+1)−2(k+2)− d

p1
−(k+2) 1+ε

r

≤ 1

n(log n)2

if k = 10 and r > 11. Then, it can be inferred that |ξi| ≤ Chd−2 ≡ M and (E |ξr3i |)
2
r3 ≤ Ch2(d−2)+ 4

r3 ,

where 1− 2
r3

= 1+ε
r . By Lemma A1 and taking q = h1+ 1

r
+ε√n√

logn
, we have

P


∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

1≤i≤n

ξi

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ nhd+1γn

 ≤ exp

 −
(
εnnh

d+1
)2

n
2q q (E |ξi|r3)

2
r3 + qMγnnhd+1

+
n

q
β(q) ≤ n−CB +

n

q
β(q).

For any s ∈ Jl, from condition (B5) and

Qjn,t1,u =

∫
K(x)A(x)AT(x)g1(z − hx, 0)dx

∣∣∣∣
z=X̃j

,

we have
∥∥Qjn,s −Qjn,t1,u

∥∥ ≤ Cℓn. Since Qjn,t1,u → Q (t1,u) and Q(t1,u) is a positive definite matrix and

is continuous on the compact set, it can be inferred that
∥∥∥Q−1

jn,t1,u

∥∥∥ is bounded by a constant. Accordingly,

we have ∥∥∥Q−1
jn,s −Q−1

jn,t1,u

∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥Q−1

jn,s

∥∥∥∥Qjn,s −Qjn,t1,u

∥∥∥∥∥Q−1
jn,t1,u

∥∥∥ ≤ Cℓn. (D.1)

Similar as the previous lemma, it follows that

|L1(s)− L1(t1,u)| ≤
C

n2hd+1

∑
1≤i ̸=j≤n

{
I
(∣∣∣Xi − X̃j

∣∣∣ ≤ h
) ℓn
h

+ I
(
h− ℓn ≤ Xi − X̃j ≤ h+ ℓn

)}
.

Let L2 and L3 be the two terms on the RHS of the relationship above. We now consider the convergence
rate of L2. Let ψij = I

(
|Xi − X̃j | ≤ h

)
+ I
(
|Xj − X̃i| ≤ h

)
, ψi = Eiψij and φij = ψij − ψi − ψj + Eψ1.

Then,

L2 =
2ℓn

n2hd+2

∑
1≤i<j≤n

φij +
2 (n− 1) ℓn
n2hd+2

n∑
i=1

(ψi − Eψi)−
n (n− 1) ℓn
n2hd+2

Eψ1 ≡ L21 + L22 + L23.

By Lemma A2, condition (B7), for k < r
(
1− 1

p1

)
− 1, we have

ELk
21 ≤ Cnk

(
ℓn

n2hd+2

)k

hd/p1 .

Thus, if k is chosen to be 4, in view of condition (B6), then

Ek
21

ℓ2nγ
k
n

≤ C

n(log n)2
.

Since ψi includes two terms and the proofs of these two terms are the same, we just consider one
of its terms ξi = EiI

(
|Xj − X̃i| ≤ h

)
. It is easy to see that |ξi| ≤ Chd−2I(t1,2−h≤Xi,12≤t1,2+h) and

(E |ξi|r3)
2
r3 ≤ Ch2d−4 · h

4
r3 = Ch2d−4 · h2(1−

1+ε
r ) = Ch2d−2(1+ 1+ε

r ). Then, from Lemma A1, we have

P

{∣∣∣∣∣ ℓn
nhd+2

n∑
i=1

(ξi − Eξi)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ γn

}
≤exp


−
(

γnnh
d+2

ℓn

)2
n
2q q (E |ξi|r3)

2
r3 + qM γnnhd+2

ℓn

+
n

q
β(q) ≤ n−CB +

n

q
β(q)
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with 1 − 2
r3

= 1+ε
r and q = nh2

logn . Then, 1
ℓ2n

n
q β(q) → 0. Since Eψi = Chd, |L23| ≤ 1

2γn. Next, we will

consider the convergence rate of L3. Let

ψij = I(h− ℓn ≤ Xi − X̃j ≤ h+ ℓn) + I(h− ℓn ≤ Xj − X̃i ≤ h+ ℓn),

ψi = Eψij and φij = ψij − ψi − ψj + Eψ1. Then,

L3 =
2

n2hd+1

∑
1≤i<j≤n

φij +
2 (n− 1)

n2hd+1

n∑
i=1

(ψi − Eψi)−
n (n− 1)

n2hd+1
Eψ1 =̂L31 + L32 + L33.

Again by exploiting Lemma A2 and condition (B6), if k = 8 and r ≥ 5.4, we have the following inequality

1

ℓ2nγ
k
n

ELk
31 ≤ 1

ℓ2nγ
k
n

· C

nkhdk+2k

(
hd
ℓn
h

)1− k+1
r −ε1

≤ C

n(log n)2
.

Similar to the case of L22, we only consider one of the terms in L32, i.e.,

EiI
(
h− ℓn ≤ |Xi − X̃j | ≤ h+ ℓn

)
.

After some calculation, it is asymptotically equivalent to

hd−2f (x̄1,u)

(
C1I
(
h− ℓn ≤ |x1,u − t1,u| ≤ h+ ℓn

)
+ C2I

(
|x1,u − t1,u| ≤ h− ℓn

)ℓn
h

)
.

Since the proofs of the two terms above are the same, we only consider the first one, say ξi. Thus,

|ξi| ≤ Chd−2 and (E |ξi|r3)
2
r3 ≤

(
hd−2

)2 (
h2 ℓn

h

)1− 1+ε
r with 2

r3
= 1− 1+ε

r . 1
hd+1Eξi ≤ γn. By using Lemma

A1, we have

P

{∣∣∣∣∣ 1

nhd+1

n∑
i=1

(ξi − Eξi)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ γn

}
≤ exp

 −
(
γnnh

d+1
)2

n
2q q (E |ψi|r3)

2
r3 + qMγnnhd+1

+
n

q
β(q),

where q = γnnh
3

logn . Since ε is an arbitrary small constant, εn can be replaced by
(
nh4+

1+ε
r

)− 1
2

. This

completes the proof of the lemma.

Proof of Lemma 5.1

Proof. In view of the definitions of q̂0(Xm) and q0(Xm), it suffices to prove that, for 1 ≤ u ≤ d,

1

nh2G

n∑
m=1

K
′

G,m

(
q̂u(Xm,u)− qu(Xm,u)

)
= O

(
n−ε0

√
nhG

)
.

We here only give the proof for the case 2 ≤ u ≤ d while the proof of the case u = 1 is similar. Noting
from the proof of Theorem 3.1, we know that q̂u(xu)− qu(xu) = I1 − I2 − I3. At a random point Xm,u,
we write q̂u(Xm,u) − qu(Xm,u) = I1,m − I2,m − I3,m, in which Ii,m is equal to Im with xu replaced by

Xm,u for i = 1, 2, 3. Denote by Ji = 1
nh2

G

∑n
m=1K

′

G,mIi,m, i = 1, 2, 3. Thus, it suffices to prove that

Ji = O
(

n−ε0√
nhG

)
for each i = 1, 2, 3. Denote by

l(Xm,u, X̃j) = K ′
G,m

∫ Xm,u

xu,0

∫ w1(t1)
(
∂uq(X̃j)I(Xj,ū ∈ Xj,ū)−Du(t1, tu)

)
D1,u(t1, tu)

dt1dtu,

J11 = 1
n2h2

G

∑n
i=1

∑n
j=1,j ̸=m l(Xm,u, X̃j) and

J12 =
1

n2h2G

n∑
m=1

n∑
j=1,j ̸=m

K
′

G,m

∫ Xm,u

xu,0

∫
w1(t1)

D1,u(t1, tu)

(
∂uq̂u(X̃j)− ∂uqu(X̃j)

)
I(Xj,ū ∈ Xj,ū)dt1dtu.
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Then, J1 = J11 + J12. Rewrite

J11 =
1

n2h2G

n∑
m=1

n∑
j=1,j ̸=m

[l(Xm,u, X̃j)− Ej l(Xm,u, X̃j)] +
n− 1

n2h2G

n∑
j=1

Ej l(Xm,u, X̃j) = J13 + J14.

(√
nhG
n−ε0

)k

E |J13|k ≤ Cnk
( √

nhG
n2−ε0h2G

)k

Mk
sk = C

(
n1+3ε0h3G

)− k
2 h

1
s

G ≤ 1

n(log n)2
√
nhG
n−ε0

J14 =

√
nhG
n−ε0

· n− 1

n2h2G
· Ch

2
G

√
n

log n
→ 0.

We now consider J12. Noting from the proof of Theorem B1, to deal with J12, it suffices to prove the
following four expressions

1

n3hd+1h2G

n∑
m=1

n∑
j=1,j ̸=m

n∑
i=1,i̸=j

K
′

G,m

∫ Xm,u

xu,0

∫
w1(t1)I(Xj,ū ∈ Xj,ū)

D1,u(t1, tu)
Q−1

ij,t1,u
Kij,t1,u

·Aij,t1,u(α− I(εi ≤ −rij))dt1dtu

1

n3hd+1h2G

n∑
m=1

n∑
j=1,j ̸=m

n∑
i=1,i̸=j

K
′

G,m

∫ Xm,u

xu,0

∫
w1(t1)I(Xj,ū ∈ Xj,ū)

D1,u(t1, tu)
∆ij(t1,u, β)dt1dtu,

1
n2hh2

G
n · nhG · (δ2 + δhp) and 1

n2hh2
G
n · nhG · C

nhd are all of the order n−ε0√
nhG

, and moreover, the second

expression is of order uniform for |β − βτ | ≤ B√
nh(1+ 1

r
)d+ε

. In more details, the first three expressions

come from the RHS of (B.11) and the last two terms on the LHS of (B.11), and the last expression comes
from the last term of (B.12). For convenience, denote the first two terms by J13 and J14, respectively.
As for J13, by using the SLLN three times, it can be obtained that

J13 =
n3

n3hd+1h2G
E

{
K

′

G,m

∫ Xm,u

xu,0

∫
E
[
w1(t1)I(Xj,ū ∈ Xj,ū)

D1,u(t1, tu)

Ej

(
Q−1

ij,t1,u
Kij,t1,uAij,t1,u

(
α− I(εi ≤ −rij)

))]
dt1dtu

}(
1 + o(1)

)
= O(hp−1),

where the last step follows from the property of the conditional expectation.

ζm,i,j = K
′

G,m

∫ Xm,u

xu,0

∫
w1(t1)

D1,u(t1, tu)
Q−1

jn,t1,u
(∆ij(t1,u, β)− E∆ij(t1,u, β)) dt1dtu

1

n3hd+1h2G

n∑
m=1

n∑
j=1,j ̸=m

n∑
i=1,i̸=j

ζm,i,j =
1

n3hd+1h2G

n∑
j=1

n∑
i=1,i̸=j

n∑
m=1,m ̸=j

ζm,i,j

ηi,j(β) = Ei,j

[
K

′

G,m

∫ Xm,u

xu,0

∫
w1(t1)

D1,u(t1, tu)
Q−1

jn,t1,u
(∆ij(t1,u, β)− E∆ij(t1,u, β)) dt1dtu

]

1

n3hd+1h2G

n∑
j=1

n∑
i=1,i̸=j

n∑
m=1,m̸=j

(ζm,i,j − ηi,j(β))

ξm,i = ζm,i,j − ηi,j(β)

(
√
nhG)

kE|ξm,i|k

(n2hd+1h2G)
k

≤ C(
√
nhG)

khGh
d+p

(n2hd+1h2G)
k

≤ C

n(log n)2
.

If k = 6,
CnhGh

d+p

(
√
nhGnhd+1hG)k

=
CnhGh

d+p

(
√
nhGnhd+1hG)6

≤ C

(log n)2
.

This completes the proof.
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Proof of Lemma A5

Proof. Let δn denote the RHS of (B.9). In order to prove uniformity, we adopt a similar division on the
domain X1,u and the sphere |β − βj,t1,u | = δ as that of Lemma B3. And the same notations are used

here. Let ℓn = d1 = δh and q = δnn
− ε

2 . For any real r2 > 0, on the event {|Xi − X̃j | ≤ h}, it can be
inferred that

Ej

[ ∣∣I (εi ≤ −rij,t1,u − Pij,t1,u

)
− I
(
εi ≤ −rij,t1,u

)∣∣r2 ∣∣Xi

]
=

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ −rij,t1,u−Pij,t1,u

−rij,t1,u

g(Xi, u)du

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ.

Furthermore, we have Ej |∆ij (t1,u, β)|r2 ≤ Chdδ. Then, as previously proved, in view of the inequality
(A.2), we know that

n

q
· q
(
hdδ
) 2

r2 < Cqδn,

where 1− 2
r2

= 1+ε
r for some sufficiently small constant ε > 0. Then, from Lemma A1, it follows that

P

(∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1

(
∆ij(t1,u, β)− Ej∆ij(t1,u, β)

)∣∣∣∣∣ > δn
2

)
≤ n−CB +

n

q
β (q) + C

(
q

δn

)r1

. (D.2)

In addition, note that∣∣βTAij,t1,u − γTAij,s

∣∣
≤
∣∣(β − βj,t1,u)

TAij,t1,u − (γ − βj,s)
TAij,s

∣∣+ ∣∣∣βT
j,t1,uAij,t1,u − βT

j,sAij,s

∣∣∣ ≤ Cℓn. (D.3)

Analogous to the proof of Lemma A2, from (B.5) and (D.3), it follows that

|[∆ij(s, γ)− Ej∆ij(s, γ)]− [∆ij(t1,u, β)− Ej∆ij(t1,u, β)]|

≤ C I(|Xi−X̃j|≤h)

{
ℓn
h
I(|εi+rij,t1,u |≤δ) + I(|εi+rij,t1,u+Pij,t1,u |≤Cℓn) + I(|εi+rij,t1,u |≤Cℓn)

}
+C I(h−ℓn≤|Xi−X̃j|≤h+ℓn)I(|εi+rij,t1,u |≤C(ℓn+δ)).

Then, through using Lemma A1 and (A.2), we know that the following four probabilities

P

(∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

ℓn
h
I(|Xi−X̃j|≤h)I(|εi+rij,t1,u |≤δ)

∣∣∣∣∣ > δn
8

)
,

P

(∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

I(|Xi−X̃j|≤h)I(|εi+rij,t1,u+Pij,t1,u |≤Cℓn)

∣∣∣∣∣ > δn
8

)
,

P

(∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

I(|Xi−X̃jn |≤h)I(|εi+rij,t1,u |≤Cℓn)

∣∣∣∣∣ > δn
8

)
and

P

(∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

I(h−ℓn≤|Xi−X̃u
jn
|≤h+ℓn)I(|εi+rij,t1,u |≤C(ℓn+δ))

∣∣∣∣∣ > δn
8

)
are bounded by the RHS of (D.2), where the relationships

EjI(|Xi−X̃j|≤h)I(|εi+rij,t1,u+Pij,t1,u |≤Cℓn) ≤ Chdℓn

and
Ej

(
I(h−ℓn≤|Xi−X̃j|≤h+ℓn)I(|εi+rij,t|≤C(ℓn+δ))

)
≤ C (ℓn + δ) ℓnh

d−1

are used. Also, the inequality (B.7) follows from the condition on r and condition (B3). Similar as the
proof of Lemma B1, (B.9) can be inferred from the Borel-Cantelli lemma.
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Proof of Corollary 5.1 (Sketch)

Proof. From (5.3), we have

(1− α)− Fn

(
G(v)|v

)
=

∑n
i=1

{[
KG,i,v

(
(1− α)− I (Yi ≤ G (v))

)]
− E

[
KG,i,v

(
(1− α)− I(Yi ≤ G (v))

)]}∑n
i=1KG,i

−
n
(
E
[
KG,i,vI

(
Yi ≤ G(v)

)]
− E [KG,i,vI(εi ≤ 0)]

)∑n
i=1KG,i

= I1 + I2. (D.4)

It can be proved that∑n
i=1

{[
KG,i,v

(
(1− α)− I (Yi ≤ G(v))

)]
− E

[
KG,i,v

(
(1− α)− I (Yi ≤ G (v))

)]}√
α (1− α) fq0(v)nhG

d→ N (0, 1). (D.5)

Moreover, it can be proved that

n∑
i=1

KG,i,v = nEKG,i,v +O

(√
log n√
nhG

)
= nhGfq0(v)

(
1 +O(h2G)

)
+O

(√
log n√
nhG

)
. (D.6)

By variable substitution, Taylor’s expansion and
∫
sKG (s) ds = 0, it follows that

E
[
KG,i,vI

(
Yi ≤ G(v)

)]
− (1− α)EKG,i,v

hGfq0(v)
= a(v)h2G + o

(
h2G
)
. (D.7)

Then, Corollary 5.1 can be inferred from part i) of Theorem 5.1, (D.4), (D.5), (D.6), (D.7) and the fact

that
(
nh1+

1+ϵ
r

)− 1
2

= o(h2G).
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