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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.
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1 Introduction

Suppose that Y is a response variable of interest which depends on a vector of random covariates X =
(X1,...,Xq)T € RY d > 2. We are interested in estimating the ath (0 < a < 1) conditional quantile q(x)
of Y given X. For the ith subject, we assume that the sample {(X;,Y;)}"; is defined on a probability
space (€,§,P), be a strictly stationary and absolutely regular stochastic process from the population
(X,Y). It is well known that the ath conditional quantile of Y given X =z = (21,...,24)" is defined
as the value ¢(x) such that ¢(z) = inf{¢: F(t|z) > a}, where F(t|z) is the conditional distribution of YV’
given X = x. Equivalently, ¢(z) = arginf, E{p,(Y — a)|X = x}, where po(y) = |y| + (2a — 1)y for any
real y.

There is an extensive literature dealing with the estimation of ¢(z) when the functional relationship
between Y and X is unknown. In particular, there have been many proposals using the additive quantile
regression model ¢(z) = C + Zi:l qu(y), where C is a constant, q,(x,) (v = 1,2,...,d) are each
additive components, and x, is the uth component of z. 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

d

9(x) = G(D_ qulzw)), (1.1)

u=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(z) = G( HZ:l qu(zy)), where G(-) and q,(-) 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 ¢, (z,), 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 ¢o(X), where
qo(z) = ZZ:1 qu(2y). Also, we present theorems giving conditions under which the estimators of g, (-)
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 {(X;,Y;)}™ , 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 ¢, (+) 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)’%7 where h is the bandwidth. Compared to the rate of
convergence (nhd)_% 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 (] 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 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 g, (-).

Unless otherwise stated the symbol 4 signifies convergence in distribution. The superscript T denotes
matrix or vector transposition. For any a < b, we use the notation 9% to denote the sigma algebra
generated by (Z,, ..., Zp), where Z; = (X;,Y;). Given this notation, a process is called absolutely regular
(B-mixing), if as 7 — 00, Br = SUp,en E{supAemgiT {P(A° ) —P(A)}} — 0; see, e.g., Yoshihara
(1978) and [Arcones| (1998).

2 Methodology

2.1 Preamble

Following [Horowitz| (2001)), we express qx(:), 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 € R% and any fixed 2 < u < d, x4 is a (d — 2)-dimensional vector consisting
of all components of x except z; and z,, and similar for the notations X3 and X 5, etc. For 1 < j <mn,
let )~(j = )?;1’“ be a d-dimensional vector with the first component ¢;, the uth component ¢, and the
other components X, z. Also, let X = II¢_, [ak, bx] C R? 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
ai < T < by for each k =1,2,...,d, we assume that g (zx,0) = 0 and

by
/ wi@) g, (2.1)

q1 (1)

where the weight function w; () defined on [a1,b1] is non-negative and integrates to one.
In order to make (2.1)) hold, it is required that ¢{ (z1) # 0 for a1 < z1 < by. Let X1, = [a1, b1] X [ay, by),
X = [locpru<alar, bi] and Org(z) be the first order partial derivative of g(x) with respect to the kth
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component xj of x. Define

Dy (21, 24) = /X [0uq(x)]pa(ra)drg = E[0uq(z1, v, Xa)(Xa € Ag)] (2.2)
and
Dy (@1, 20) = /X [01q(2)pa(za)dzy = E[01q(@1, T, Xa)[(Xa € Xa)), (2.3)

where pg(xz) is the marginal density function of X3, and I(-) denotes the indicator function

From (1.1) we have 0,q(z) = G/(ZZ:1 qk(xk))q;(a:j) for j = 1,...,d. Then, from and (2.3),

we see that

D) = (e [

u

d
G'( " ar(aw))palea)des
k=1

and

Dilar) = i) |

d
G (> arl(wr))pales)dzs.
k=1

Assume that Dy ,(x1,2,) # 0 for any (z1,2,) € X1,. This implies that ¢j(z1) # 0 for z1 € [a1,b1].
Then it follows from (|1.1)) that

q;(xu) _ Du(xla xu)
qll(xl) Dl,u(xlaxu).

Furthermore, by integrating both sides of the above expression, for any x, € [a,,by], we get

tla
L(t1)dtdt, t1)dt,dty,
1)ty / /Dlu (t1,tu wit1) !

ie.,

(t1, tu
() / / Dlutlh wi (t1)dt,dty. (2.4)

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

Analogously, for another non-negative weight function ws(t2) defined on [az, bo], which integrates to
one, it follows that

q = —_— to)dtadt
c 1(l‘1) /rl . DQ(tl,tQ) wQ( 2) 2 1

with ¢! = [ (w2 (t2)/q5(t2))dts. From this, we obtain that

/wl(tl){ mwz(?ﬁg)dtg}_ldtl :/Z,ll((fll)) dtl[/zz((fj))dtz}_l —c. (2.5)

Thus, we have

[ D1 o(t1,t2)
= 77 t . 2-
q1(71) C/m Daltr. 1) 2220 (26)

Assume ¢j(-) # 0 and ¢5() # 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 Do(z1,22) = 02¢(x1,22) and
Dy o(x1,22) = O1q(x1, x2).



2.2 Estimating the additive components ¢,(-)

Based on relationships (2.4)—(2.6)), we construct the desired estimators by local polynomial fitting. To
this end, we assume that ¢(z) is partially differentiable up to the order p + 1, which implies there are
dP~! parameters to estimate. By Taylor’s expansion, for any w close to z, ¢(w) can be expressed as

= 3" B0 2)h M (w — 2 + Ry(w) = BTA(Z—") + Ry(w),
AEA
where A = {(A\1,...,A4)}, A; are non-negative integers and Zd N <p—=1} [N\ = Zf iy 2 =

Hle . Here, h is a bandwidth specified below, and the two column vectors A(*%=%) and (3, are
constructed from the elements h~IM(w — z)* and B(\,z) respectively, which are arranged in natural
order with respect to A € A. Note that $(),z) is related to h and is of order A,

To estimate (., using the local polynomial method, the corresponding estimator Bx can be obtained
through minimizing the following objective function

B = min Y (1= 574(F5)),

where the weight function w, ; is equal to K (£521) / S K (%) with the usual kernel function K (-).

Then, the estimator of ¢(z) and its partial derivatives can be derived explicitly from B\m
Based on this method, we can plug all the relevant estimators into (2.4)) and obtain the estimator
qr(zk) for gp(z), 1 <k < d. When d > 3, gu(z4), 2 < u < d, we have the representation

tl?
(T0) £1)dt,dt, 2.7
/ /D1 wlti,t 1( ) ' @7

Tz _
where D w(ti, ty) = nh Yo e (Xi,ﬂ € X;) is the estimator of D, (t1,t,), % is the estimator of
auq(X ) and ey, Wthh has the same dimension as B\m, 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 BX Similarly, D; alti,ty) = 530 e %, 1(Xia € Ay). Analogously,
for d > 3, the estimator of ¢;(x1) is given by

. ~
. (" [ Dia(ti,t2)
ql(xl) == C/ /Jin(tg)dthtl, (28)
w10/ Da(ty,t2)
where R
D t1,t -1
c= / wl(tl)[ ng(tg)dtg} dt. (2.9)
Dy(t1,t2)

When d = 2 in ., we take the two estimators Dg(tl,tz) and D1 o(t1,t2) as €3 B(tl t5) and
el ﬂ(tth)‘ Then, qg(wg) and q1(z1) are of the same form as and (2.8)), respectively.

2.3 Estimating the link function G(-)

To estimate G(-), we define qo(sc)zzzzl qr(zr), V={qo(z)|x € X} and qo(X;) = Zk 1 @1(Xi 1), where
X is the kth component of X;. Then, V is also a compact set since the continuity of qo( ). From
the definition of the conditional quantile, the property on the conditional expectation and the Borel
measurability on the function go(-), we note that

1-a=E({Y < G(g(X))}|X) = E[EI{Y < G(g0(X))}|X)|q0(X)]
=E(I{Y < G(q0(X))}ao(X))-

Thus the unknown function G(v) is also the conditional quantile function of ¥ given that ¢o(X) = v. For
any fixed v € V, the estimator of G(v) is given by the following empirical function

Gr(v) = inf {y|Fu(y| go(w) = v) > 1 - a},
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where ~
n Ko (SRED 1Y, <y, X € X)

E, T)=v) = ’
(] a0(x) = v) ZZK (=E52) 1%, < x)

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 — oo.

(2.10)

3 Convergence of the additive components

For convenience of presentation, we introduce some notation. For 2 < u < d and t; , = (t1,t,) € X4,
let &5 = Y; — ¢(Xi), Q@ = [A(2)AT(2)K(2)dz, Q" = [K(x)A(x)A™(x)2"dx, B, = Bg,, Kijt,., =
K (Xi;Xj )7 Aij tiu — A (Xi;Xj> Tij, t1 w Q(X’L) 75}:t1,uAij,t1,m 17,610 (B 6] t1 'u) 35,8100 A1,u =
D1 w(t1,ty) — D1y (t1,t,) and Ay = Dy (t1,t,) — Dy(t1,t,). Also, for any real y and 1 < k < d, we

assume that
/ /A dtkdtk ]I(‘y| < ].)

with ¢ a (d — 1)-dimensional vector constructed from ¢ by deleting the kth argument ¢, of ¢. Let the set
Ay = [2u,0 — hyxy + h] xTli<j2u<d [ar — h, by 4 h] and € > 0 be an any sufficiently small constant. Also,
let Sy, be the support set of the distribution of X;l’” and Sy, be the support set of the distribution of
X;z’u, t1 # to. In addition, for ease of presentation, we introduce the notation E; defined as Ejog(&;,&0) =
g1(&jo)- ~

The asymptotic properties of g, (-) and G,,(+) 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~") satisfies that W <k <
Br = O(k™") with

m. And the mixing coefficient

- _Z d—
2 p 2p(d-1-—dpt)’ t P dp

1 d 17 d—3 242 —4—4d 22 6
r>max{d—|— P — P+ 7al,ll}.

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

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

1
(B6) The bandwidth satisfies o1 +1 < K S m

(B7) For any 1 < I < n — 1, the density function f(-,-) of (X1,X;14;) exists and is continuous and
bounded on its domain.
(B8) D1,u(t1,ty) has first continuous derivatives with respect to ¢, for any ;.
(B9) There are m > 0 and compact intervals Sy C int(S;, ) and Sy C int(Sy,) such that [g (¢1)| > m for
all ¢t € S7 and gé(tg)‘ > m for all t5 € S5.
(BlO) wl(tl) = O(tl — al) as t1 — aq, wl(tl) = O(tl — bl) as t1 — bl, U}Q(tg) = O(tg — G,Q) as to — as
and wl(tg) = O(tz — bz) as to — bs.

Lemma 3.1. Under conditions (B1)-(B9), it holds uniformly for (t1,t,) € X . with probability one that

it ZQM o Win(tu) = Bruh?” (1+0(1)), (3.1)



whe're Q‘jnvtl,u = %E]‘ (Kij,tl,uAijytl,uAiTj,tlaug(X O)) Bl u = Eff Bg u )dtldtu,

By u(t) = €,Q 1Q*pgl( )agét(t) / A(s)sP K (s)ds ¢ (2),

and

Win(t1,u) ZKm trwAijr (e <0) = 1(es < 7ijy )] U Xja € Xa). (3.2)

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

1

_1 1
sup A, =0 ((nh4+ltg) 2) and sup A, =0 ((nh“ltg) 2)
(t1,tu)EXT 0

(t1,tu)€EX1 0

for2 <wu<d.

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

i) For 2 <u<d and a, <z, < by, we have the following asymptotic representation

Vih(Gu(@a) = qul(@a)) = (1= a) = I(e; <0))wi(Xi)pa(Xia) UX: € Aw)
(@u(a) = qu(@)) ; VnhD1w(Xi 1, Xiw) g1 (Xi)

(- Bosg ) o (o) - n(ege)

f o () (B e e

2<k<d,k#u,

it) For a; < x1 < by, it holds that

((1—a)—1I(e; <0))wa(Xi2)ps(X;3) I(X; € Aryy)
VnhDo(Xi 1, Xi2)91(X;)

e (B) - ()

+He—ca(z)w(Xin) > <fk <X’“hb’“> — fr <tha’“)> + op(1), (3.4)

3<k<d

M(Zl\l(xl) - (h(l’l)) =

~— .
v&M3

'<€T D12(Xz 17X22
! Dy(Xi1, Xi2)

D ,
where c1 (1) leo Ik Bj(glti"’))wg(tg)dtgdtl.

1

. .. .. 1-1
Remark 3.1. Moreover, if the more restrictive condition py- 2 7 <K< W is given compared

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

2

1 _3
Eht + 05 (hll;f i (nthfl)% + Zij (nkfﬂihd(ﬁf*;)) 4> ,
where

Z T au .T,‘u, ) — by, (xu,z)) + [(1 — Oé) — H(Ei < 0)] H()(z S A(u))

Lo Gneta)

A K (t)dt

Iin,




eFQ! / ) <w1<x1)pu<xu>Du<x1,xu>)

( (xl7xu)

oxT
r Du(Xin, Xiw) ) w1 (X;,1)pa(X;a)Q ! (w) 1
+ (el — e : : M5 (X;) p h2.
( D (X’L 17Xz u) V nthgl(Xi)Dl,u(Xi,laXi,u) 2 ( )

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

3 _3
§n2h% + Op (hll;s + Z—f ( =g = pd(1+ ﬁ)) 4 (nh2p1)é> )
3

where

€n = Z {bc(i) - ac(i) + al(xlv ) - bl(-Tl»Z) ((1 . a) - ]I(Ei < 0)) I[(Xi c A(l))

i=1 \/ﬁ

Bk e o W
s [ o <w (z1)wa(w2)pa () Dy, zm,xz))

91(x) D3 (21, 2)
wa(w2)p3(ws)
reefqt [ 2 (tatnnatn) ) ERZOLICY

-1 [ O (w2(x2)ps(z3)D12(1,22)
“ ( 91(2) D3 (a1, 22) )

wa (X 2)pa(X; 2)U(Xi € A) [ e3D12(X51,Xi2)\ -1 (u)
e; — QM (Xy)| ¢
vnthQ(Xiyl,Xi’g)gl(Xi) D2(Xi,1aXi,2)

A8 K (1)dt

A K (t)dt

F1,2
1;:Xi'

tA() K (t)dt
e=X12

(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+ . Condition (B10) can be relaxed from T heorem

Otherwise, there are two extra similar terms Wthh will be included in . The remaining conditions

in Theorem [3.1] are standard; see, e.g., [Chaudhuri (1991) and Honda (2004). Condition (B9) is used to
identify the ¢, (-)’s.

For convenience, let the set A?u) be the limit of A, for 1 <wu < d. From Theorem the following
Corollary can be inferred from the standard Doob’s large-block and small-block tec

nique; see, e.g.,
Cai and Ould-Said| (2003, Theorem 2).

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem[3.1}, for 1 <wu <d, it holds that
Vih (Gu(a) — qu(@a) — Bruh?) % N(0,02),

where, foru =1, oc(lifa) is defined as
Pwa(tz)ps(ts) (( v e3Dia(: tz)) 1 >2
\b2) 822 L 2) ) o-1r (¢ T1, 12, t5)dt
‘/(teA* ) DQ xl,tQ)gl(t) DQ(l‘l,tQ) Q fl( 1) p( 1,02 2)

e T 2
/<teA* l;;fl Zzi;(tz()) < (ef - 62521(;(19601’252)) Q_lfl(t1)> p(x1,0,t2,t5)dt

/ c —c(x1, mlyo)wl(tl))sz(tz)Pi(ti)
(tear))

(1)

3<k<d

2
: ((ef - W) Q_lfk(tk)> (p(t1, b, tg) + p(t1, ag, tz))dt
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and, for 2 <u <d, a(i‘iia) is defined as

/( w? (t1) P2 (ta)p(ts, Tu0s ta) ((eg _ M) Q—lfu(tu))zdt

tGAZ‘“)) Dl’u(tlaxu,()).ﬁh (tlvxu,Ovtu) Dl,u(tlvxu,O)
2 T 2
wl(tl)pu( )p(tlaxuv ) (( T €1 Du(tlaxu)> 1 )
+/ of = ALY f-1p 4y g
(1ea2,) DR ultn, )0 00 7 1) Dyl )@ 0
w? ) 2 (ta) (( . e?Dum,tu)) . )
+ / ey — i | Q@ fr(tk
o S, Pttt @ Drultitn) )@ K
'(p(tlvbkvtﬁ)+p(tlaak7t15))dtv

and where By, is defined in Lemma [3.1]

Remark 3.3. The optimal bandwidth is equal to hep = Cn~ 77,

4 Uniform convergence of additive components

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

s [dulea) —au()] = 0 (a0 +5) ) (36)

Ty €[ bu]

for 1 <wu < d and any sufficiently small constant € > 0.

5 Convergence of the unknown link function

In this section, we address the asymptotic representation for the estimated link function én(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 epe- In the sequel, let F),(t|v) be an empirical conditional distribution, which equals the
right-hand side (RHS) of with go(X;) replaced by qo(X;).
We impose the following conditions:
(C1) Kg(z) is symmetric on the support set [—1,1]. K (1) = K,(—1) =0, Kg(1) = Kg(—1) =0 and
K{. <0. There exists a constant C > 0 such that |K{i(z +t) — K& (x)| < C|t| for any « and ¢.

(C2) The density function fy,(v) of go(X) has the second order continuous derivative for v € V, and

fqo (U) >0
(C3) Lminf, oo nh 7R3 >0, [—8"% > 1 hg/h — 0 hold.

- 1+¢
5(1+=—7)
nhg ”

(C4) Let F(y|v) be the conditional distribution function of Y; given ¢o(X;) = 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.

2
(C5) Let fq,(y|z) be the conditional density function of €; given that go(X;) = z. Furthermore, %

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

During the process of proving Theorem in Appendix D] the following Lemma 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

" mz_j K (L)) 3(x) = an60) = 0 (). (5.1)




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

1G(v) — G(v)| = 0 (L) . (5.2)

nhe
it) Under conditions ii) of Theorem with probability one, (5.2) holds uniformly with respect to v € V.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem[{.1] and (C1)-(C4) hold. Then
i) For any fized v € V, with probability one, we have the following asymptotic representation

~ 1 1
Gn(v) — G(v) = W((l —a) = Fy(G(v)|v)) + 0 (W) : (5.3)

it) 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 and condition (C5), we have that

m (Gulw) = G(v) = a(v)(1+ 0 (1) )h&) 5 N (0, 1), (5.4)
where
o L K(9)ds [0(0,010) 1 0)G®) | (O fa (o)
=" l o () =505y y_o]'

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

a(l—a)
nhe fo (v)

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

+a®(v)hg (1 +o(1)).

1

S

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 [AT] and [A2) which are used in the proofs of
Theorems 3.3, 4.1, and 5.3. Lemma [AT]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 {§;}, i = 1,2,...,n,
is a sequence of strictly stationary random variables. Recall that E; g(&;,&j,) = 91(&j0)-

Lemma A1l. Suppose that g(-,-) is a Borel measurable function with the bound M > 0. Let go(-) =

Eg(&i,-), o(-) = Var(3oi_, 9(&.-)) and Usjo = 9(&i:&jo) — 92(&jo), where 1 < jo < n is fivzed. Then, for
any x > 0, ry > 1 and positive integer q < 7, it holds that

ol ¥, o i

- n
2o} <2exp{ oy }+ﬁ(q)
1<i<n,i#jo { 2:0(&50) + 3aM % q

Proof. Assume that jo — 1 = myq + r3 and n — jo = moq + 74, where my and my are two non-negative
integers and 0 < r3, 74 < ¢. The summation in the probability on the left-hand side (LHS) of
can be rewritten into a sum of two different summations according to whether the subscript ¢ satisfies
—(g+73) <i—jp < g+r4 or not. By using Markov’s inequality, the last term on the RHS of the inequality
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 can be derived from the summation
in which ¢ does not satisfy the condition. O

271 r1—1

Y ElUglT (A

li—jol<2q

Remark 1. The bound of o(:) in (A.1)) can be obtained from Davydov’s inequality, Holder’s inequality
and Cj-inequality as follows

o() < qVar(g(€1, ) +2qz ) (BlgE) - i ()?)F < Cq(Elg(6n)) T, (A2)

2
where 7o satisfies that Y -, (8 (1) < ocoand 1— s = 1< for a sufficiently small constant & > 0.

Without loss of generality (w.l.o.g.), ¢ 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 j, is replaced by a constant,
then (A.1)) still holds but its last term will be excluded.

Lemma A2. Let U, = >3 i i<, hn(&i, &) be a degenerated U-statistic with the symmetric kernel
ha(s,9), d.e., for any t € R, EBh(&;,t) = 0. Then for k € N, there exists a universal constant C' > 0
such that

EUF < Cn¥ (1 + ZM ) k (A.3)

where s > 1 and

Msk‘ = sup (/hn gzlafzz)vde)

’Ll ’Lg) P

with P being either the probability measure P, y or Pe, ®P¢, .

i1:8io



Proof. Let J(i1,...,i2k) = E[hn(&i,,&is) - Pn(&ins_y1s&iny )] First, assume that 41,...,4q; are different
values. Rearrange the initial sequence i1,...,i9; in natural order as ji,...,Jjor. Define di = jo — j1,
dok = Jor — jor—1 and d; = min{j; — ji—1, Jiy1 — Ji} for i = 2,...,2k — 1. If, d;, is the largest number
among {d;,i = 1,...,2k}, then we compare the initial sequence (i1,...,i2;) with the one having the
independent blocks (i1, ...,%—1), %, and (4;o+1,.--,%2%) and the identical block distributions. Also, it
can be inferred that there exist at least k& numbers among (dy,...,dax) which are in no excess of d;,.
Thus, by part i) of |Arcones| (1998, Lemma 2), monotonicity on §; and Hoélder’s inequality, we obtain

that
n—1
ST J(in i) < On* SR8 ME
i1 Fiog i=1
The other cases of i1, ...,i9; can be dealt with similarly. O

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

B Bahadur Representation

In this Appendix, and following an identical line as that of [Hondal (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, B) = Kijt, {Pa (Yi - 5}_;tlyuAij,t1,u) — Pa (Yz‘ — [3TAij,t1,u)} .

Lemma B1. If conditions (B1)-(B4) and r > d+ % — % + #E{;’,l) hold, then for any 1 < j <mn, it
B

holds almost surely and uniformly both on X1, and on |8 — B4, .| = ——==—=that

n

> Vit 8) = B Vij(tr,u, B)

i=1

< Bh~(5+2), (B.1)

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

Proof. By using Lemma and taking g = V nh(l_%)d, we have that

'

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 o(Z;) < th% 62, which follows from and condition
(B1), is used, where § = \/ﬁ and 1 — % = % + 53. And in the third term, the relationship
E|V;;|™ < Cé™ is used.

In order to prove uniformity related to ¢, in (B.I]), we divide X; , into smaller squares with the
side length ¢,, = 62. For any point s = (s1,84) € X1, let t1, € X1, be the nearest grid points close
to s. Then, |t;, — s| < £,/v/2. To prove uniformity related to 3 in , it is necessary to divide the
two spheres | — B, .| = Bd and |y — f;s| = B9 into smaller cells with the radius d; = ¢, such that
the two divisions are location equlvarlant It can be seen that the total number of such kind of cells

n

3" (Vig(tr,us B) — EVij(t1., 6))

=1

> CBh—<f+E>> <onCB 4 gmq) +C (2h%)", (B.2)

related to each sphere is equal to O(4,, =R ) For any « in the sphere |y — ;5| = B9, let 8 in the sphere

|8 — Bjt,..| = Bd be the nearest grid point to the point which is in the sphere |3 — 3;, .| = Bd and is

equivariant to 7. Then, it can be inferred that |3;, , — B; | < Cl, and |y — | < C(4,, +dy) < Cly,.
Next we prove that for s and ¢; ,, mentioned above, it holds that

|V;j(8,’y) — Vvij(tlyu,ﬂ)l < CBZ”]I(PQ*)?J‘SIL) + B§H(h7€,L§|Xi755j|§h+€”)' (Bg)

In fact, if the two events | X; — )N(j,tlyu| < hand |X; — )~(j,s| < h occur simultaneously, then from (B2), it
can be inferred that

[(Kijitr o = Kijio) (Palgi + i) = Palgi + i + Pijn I S Clalx, 3, <n (B.4)

Jrt1



in view of % — 0. Noting that

’Tij,tl,u - Tij,s’ < |5j,t1,u - 5;‘,5‘ ’Aij,tl,u + |85, ‘Aij,tl,u - Aij,s‘ < Cly, (B.5)
we have

’Kij,s{ (Palei +Tijtrn) — PalEi + Tigtrw + Pijiia))

— ((Pagi + 1ig.s) = palei + rige + PLI S Claly g <. (B.6)

From (B.4) and 7 it follows that
|Vij(3”Y) - Vw(tl mﬁ)‘ <t H(|X -X;, M EON

If |X; — Xj7t1)1l| < hand |X; — )~(j7s| > h occur simultaneously or | X; — )N(NMJ > h and | X; — )N(j,s| <h
occur simultaneously, then it can be inferred similarly that

[Vij(s,7) = Vij(t1,u, B)| < C&Ih—énngi—)?j,tLu|§h+€nt)'

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

<Z]I|X _%|<n) ZC—Bh (7 + )> andﬂv(f:]l( B
=1

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.1J),
the fact that

~Xj|<httn

)2 CBé—lh(?+6)> :

5 h _(a
, < 2 < ogp—(E+e)
0 (BsT(|x -5, <n)) < Cag i),

n

where roy satisfies that 1 — % = % + 53, is used in view of nh(1+3)d+e

we use the fact that

— o0. For the second probability,

oy (EH 7 )E < g (Cluh*)E < Cgs (1)
2% T (h—n <| X=X 0y | <h+Ln) ~ 2q " B ’

Y

where 7y satisfies that 1 — % = %4—60, and the last inequality follows from x < (117+1’ and g9 and
“rT27T4a

¢ are sufficiently small positive reals. Since the total number of small cells related to the divisions both
_d-1 _dts _dt3
on the domain X ,, and the sphere |3 — ;| =6 is O(¢,;2 -4, )= O(f, * ). Multiplying by O(¢, ? )
on both sides of the inequality (B.2]), then we can see that its RHS is controlled by m, provided we
choose B and r; sufficiently large. Also, the inequality

_d3 C
/N R < _ B.7
. Bla) = — (logn)? (B.7)
follows from (B3) and the condition on r. Then, by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, (B.1)) holds. O

Lemma B2. (Hondd, 2004, Lemma 3.2) Under conditions (B1)-(B4), it holds uniformly on Xi ,, that

‘ﬁjatl,u - /8j7tl,u =0

__
Vnhthdte |

Aij(t1u B) = Kijy o Aijtr o [1(80 < =ity = Pijnn) = 1(ei < =i )] - (B.8)
Lemma B3. Under conditions (B1)-(B4) and r > max {d -7+ de_p4_4d — 225;6,d}, with probability
) . _ B
one, it holds uniformly on t1, € X1, and the sphere |ﬁ — Bj,tl,u| = W that

Let

n

Z ij tl uuB EJAZ](tL’Uﬁﬁ)) S

.

B (n1+%+fhd(1—%)2) . (B.9)



Theorem B1l. Under conditions (B1)-(B4), the following strong Bahadur representation

i~ nt "
/Bjatl,u - Bj7tl,u = J - ZKUM wtij,t1 u ((1 - a) - H(gi < _ri»j))

_3
+0 ((nlslr%fhd(“é—sb)) ) (B.10)
holds almost surely and uniformly for 1 < j <mn, t; and t,.

Proof. We first note that

> Kijuy,Aija, [(1—a) = 1(e; < =73 5)]
=1
n

=nE;Ai(t1u,8) + Z (Aij(t1,us B) — EjAi(t1,u, B)) + Ra(B), (B.11)

i=1
where

Ru(B) = Kijiy ,Aijr (1= @) = 1(e; < =1ijie, . — Pijity ).

i=1
Then, using condition (B4) and Taylor’s expansion for g(Xj,-), it can be inferred that
nE; A (tu, B) = nEiKije , Aijru [G(Xas —Tijn. — Pijn) — G(Xi, —1i50,.,)]
= 1hQjn s (8= Bian.) +OUOP +16]h7)) (B.12)

Under condition (B3), we have that nh?|6|> = O (6,) and nhd|6|hp = O(én) Also, there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that |R, (Bj t1..)] < @ holds almost surely. Thus, ) holds. O

C Proofs of Theorems

Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof. i) In considering (2.7), it can be seen that ¢,(z4) — qu(zy) = It — I — I3, where I} =
oo prBesdt,dty, I = [ [ S, () dt,dt and

ZTu,0 Y Diu(t,ta) DI, (t1,tu)

A Dlu tla ) Alu (th ))Al u
I3 = t1)dt,dt;.
° / / (At + Dty ta)) D, (t1, t) wi () '

_1
From Lemma 3.2, we know that v/nhlz = O ((nh” “ff) 2>.
Next we deal with I;. Note that A, can be decomposed into two terms as

n

,Z(uq (Xj0 € ) = Dulta,t)) + Z(uq — 0,0(X;)) 1(Xj0 € Xo).

le

Then, substituting this expression into I7, we obtain two terms, say I;1; and I2, respectively. For I11, it
is included in &,; given in Remark 3.1. This term, however, is not essential for understanding the results
of this paper. In considering Theorem we conclude that I, is equal to

thd+1 Z Z / / jn t1,u 7/] tl,’(LAij7t1,u((1 - Oé) - H(sl < _rivj))dtldt ( g € Az )

7j=11<i#j<n

40 (h (nl—s%— F pd(l -5k ))2> .



Denote by I3 the first term of the expression above. Then, using Lemma 3.1, it holds with probability
one that

1
hy = —m > 0(Zi, Z;) + Bruh? (14 0(1)) (C.1)
1<i#j<n

with

@ 1—a) —I(g; < 0))wy (t
n@@@):i/P!/Q;t_&ﬁmAwhf( ) — I —)M“lumamﬂxmeA@.
Lw,0 It T T Dl,u(thtu) '

Let (Z;, Z;) = n(Zi, Z;) + 1(Zj, Zi), i = E(2, Zj)|o=z,, pij = ¥(Zi, Z5) — ¥i — 5, Up =
TR 2 i<icj<n Pij and Iy 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 Iy as Iy = U, +
#‘dlﬂ 1 1;. Then, it can be inferred from Lemma A2 that

2772
BUZ S zmm Sk
(n2hd+1)?
where M = sup, ; (E ‘%J_‘rg)% for some r3 > 2 satisfying that 1 — % = 22 Tt can be inferred from

condition (B7) that sup; ; E|n(Z;, Z;)|"* < Ch?, and thus

EU2 < ¢

_1
ie., vVnhU, = Op ((nhd+1+ . 5)> 2). Also, from the property of the conditional expectation, it
follows that

% = ((1 — Oé) — H(Ei S O))Q, (C3)
where
wi(t)eg Qi ry  Kijtrw Aijita..
T . : ’dtdtuHXﬂ‘eXﬂ
C / / D1 u(tla ) 1 ( 75 )

Next, we consider the asymptotic expression of Zi:l 1;. Note that the domain of the covariates of
C(X;) is Ay, which is defined at the beginning of Section 3. We then divide A, into a sequence of
subsets {4;} and try to get the asymptotic representations {M;} of ((X;) on these subsets, respectively.
Let M(X;) be the summation of all these {M;}. Without loss of generality, we only consider some special
cases of {4}, all other left cases of {A;} can be settled similarly. By the inequality (A.2)), we see that

Al = [l'u,O - hvl'u,O + h] X Hlﬁl?éuﬁd [al - h; bl + h} ) Iul (/ ‘C ({E) - Ml(x)|r2 p(.’b)dfﬂ) )
Ay

( /A (@) = Ma(a)” p(x)dx) 7

</Ac I¢(2) — Mc(z)|™ p(x)dx) "

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

Ag = [a1 — h,a1 + h] x Ha<i<q [a; — b, by + B, I

A, = [l’u’o + h,x, — h] X nglyéugd [al + hv by — h] ) I

agl( ) +O(h2)

t=X,

Qs = /K ()01 (X; + ha)dz = g1(X;)Q + hQ”




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

0 Q' hQT'Q* 9gi(t) -1 2
4 _ - & + O(h?). C.5
Jn,ti gl(Xj) g%(X]) ot t:)?j Q ( ) ( )

Let By, = ngl#kgd [al + h, b — h] C Rd_l,

Bki:['—haz+h}xnl 1l;£k7$1[ h’bl+h]CRd71’
/ / elQ twy () )(Dhtg ()ht) e, (ta) I(tz € Xg)dt-I(z € Ay) (C.6)
and
_ wl(zl)pu Zu TQ
M, (z) = BT / /A Bt -T(z € Ay). 1)

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

C Toy,0+h 4 heTQ 1Q* 891( ht) L )
v _
Ia < nh2d+2{ o / h / /( p s iy e A ))

’11)1(.%1 — htl)A(t)K(t) >y C .y
< — R,
Dy (z1 — ht1, 2y — hity,) p( )dz < nhh

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

ZTu,0t+h re % C 2 44
e | [ [ G —r @) pes| < T

and
1 Z /’EU‘OJFh/ ’M( ) M ( )’7«2 ( )d < Chi+1
1\%) — u,k\Lu,0, Ok, 2 plz)dz S —hm .
nh2+2d et h

Hence, from the three inequalities above and the Cramér-Rao inequality, it can be seen that M) g

included on the RHS of (3.3) with the remainder term Op(h%Jr% + hii%).
Next, we consider I,5. Let

9

o [ g ]
o V"+h/ / /w1 — TQD1 u((zsz,ttf( ;t)p(tﬂ)dt ”p(z)df

Obviously, 1,2 < Iy21 + Iy2,2. According to (C.5), variable substitution and the known condition w(t) =

O (t) as t — a, we obtain
Q 1
[ / o o =) (o + 0 )

2.1 a+h

u

2d+2 — 2 / /
nh + nh a— B

A() K (t)p (za — hta)
.Dl,u (21 — hth Zu — htu)

dt

T Cupen
d —=h .
@) } <

Similarly, it can be shown that h“fdig =0 (nlh Bt ) Therefore, I,5 = O (nlhhH )



Finally, we consider I.. Let

Mo(Zi) = h** - e, QT / P <glw1>(;ﬁ?f?£iuiu>>

From the fact that e} Q™' [A(t)K(t)dt = 0 and (C.5), by exploiting variable substitution and Taylor’s
expansion, we have

LAWK (8)dE - T(X; € Agy).

:E:Xi

1. Ch?
nh2d+2 = ¢
Thus, nh——=5= (hd+1)2 = O(h3) so that h3 appears in the remainder term.
Finally, we note that the contribution of term I is similar to that of I; with €T replaced by —D,,/D;eT,
which follows from comparing the expressions of A, and A;,. This completes the proof of 7). O

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

x1 1

Ln(tl)dtl + C/ Ln(tl)dtl, (08)

1,0

G (1) — a1 () =c<x1><6—c>+<6—c>/

1,0

Dy o(ty,t D1 o(t1,t
Lo(th) :/ A1,2( 1,12)  Dia(ti,ta) ws(t2)dts.
D2<t1,t2) DQ(t17t2)

For ¢ — ¢, it can be rewritten as Iy1 + I12, where

_ Lo (ty)ws (1) )
I = / (f Dis(tity) ot )dtz)th

where

Dg(tl tg)
and
Iy = / = wn (b L (t) 5dty.
J B 1)ty ([ s (t2)ats

From Lemma 3.2 it follows that
_1
il = a0 (s 12 @) = 0 (7 5) )
t1

As for 111, it is equal to 111 = 7]111 — 1112 + 1113 + 1114, where

w1 (t1)wa(t2) A1 ,2(t1, t2)
I dtodt
e // Dy (t1,t2) T

A t t A t1,t
T2 = // = 2 L 2 2( L 2) 1(t1)w2(t2)dt2dt1,
D2 t1,t2)Da(t1,t2)

A t t D t1,t
Ii13 —// 2(t1, 2 tlltz() L 2)w1(t1)w2(t2)dt2dt17

and

AZ(t1,t2) D1 o(t1,t
Ii14 —// L 2 122( L 2) 1(t1)’w2(t2)dtgdt1.
D2 (t1,t2)D3(t1,12)

Using Lemma 3.2, we have

Ly =0 ((nh“lfs)l) . Lu=0 ((nh‘**l?)l) .

We now consider I711. Similar as before, note that Aj 2(¢1,%2) can be rewritten as

1 n
— Z (00q(t1,t2, X 3) — O1q(t1,t2, X;5)) I(X, 5 € Xz)
i—1

3



n

1
+H 231 (Drq(ty,te, X;5)1(X;5 € Xz) — D1a(t1,t2)) .
=

Substituting this into I111, we derive two terms from this, say I115 and I;16. 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 I15, by using Theorem and Lemma 3.1, it can be shown that

_ 1 - T 1% wa(t2)wi (t1)
Lis = thd-i-l;// eq an ;Kij,tLgAij,tl,z((l —a)—I(g; < 0))mdt1dt2

) (flL ( 12 pd(1+ & - 3,ﬁ))*% +hp—1> .

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

1 & wi (t)wa(te)eT QN Kijiy y Aijiy ,1(X 5 € Xs)
7§ 1—a)—1I(g; <0))E; Jn_ e WL 7 dt,dt
nhd+1 = (( a) (E - 0)) M Dg(tl,tg) 15

And then, by a similar method as the proof of part i), it can be shown that the leading term of I35 is
equal to

— (1 — ) = I(g; < 0) w1 (X;1)wa(Xi2)p(Xi 2)ef Q' —a
2 : Heﬂjlg)z(xzj(xm)gf()() - Mz<d<f( ) (F5).

Analogously, we can deal with I1;3. Its leading term is given by

i (1 — ) —I(e; <0))wi(X;1)wa(Xi2)p(X;3)D12(Xi1, Xin)ez Q!
nhg1(X;)D3(X; 1, Xi2)

=1

o> (f’“<Xi’kh_bk)_f’“(Xi’lh_al))'

3<k<d

Let 12 = Cffllo Ln(tl)dtl,

wa(t2)Aq 2(t1,t2) /I1 /wQ(tQ)AQ(tl,tQ)Dl 2(t1,t2)
Iy = dtodt Iyo = : dtodt
2 / / Dy (t1,t2) R 10 D3(t1,t2) 2

and

dtodt; .

™ D1 o(t1,t2) Aso(ty, ta)wa(ta)
mef | (Sustt-atin 0 B ) x e b D

Then, Iy = (Is; — Iss — Is3) ¢. Similarly, the leading term of I is equal to

1 - o w2(t2)e? 1<1] t1, 2AZJ t1, 2]1(;( 2 GXQ)
E : 1—a)l(e; <0)E; . g, dtodt;.
nhd+1 = (( a) (E - 0)) /w / Dg(tl,tg) 2

By an analogous method, we can obtain the asymptotic representations of I5; and Iss, which are included
n (3.4). This completes the proof of ). O

Remark 3. The argument of the proof of Theorem 3.1 uses z, > u,, at some steps, for instance to
derive the integration boundaries in (C.7)). A similar argument is possible for z, < 0.



Proof of Theorem 4.1

Proof. We first consider the case 2 < uw < d. Let I, I and I3 be the same notations as those in
part 4) of Theorem 3.1 and then @, (z,) — ¢u(x,) is equal to Iy — I — I3. From Lemma 3.2, we know

that vnhsup,, ca, b, 113l = O <<nh7+2t~25)_ > For brevity, let v, = lffﬁa. Next, we only
w€lau,by T

consider the uniform convergence rate of I, since the methodology to deal with I; and I is almost
completely the same. In view of Theorem [B1] and Lemma 3.1, we know that Iy = ¢ (x,,) + o (v,), where

P(zy) = f;:o U (tu)dbu, ¥n(ty) = ﬁ Z?:l Z?:l,i;éj ij(tu) and

eX Q7L (ty, tw) wi(t) Kijey o Aijits o
wij<tu>:(<1—a>—ﬂ<a§0>)/ B e B U

W= 2

In the sequel, we only need to prove that

sup ¢ (zu) = O(7n)- (C.9)

Ty €[Awy by

As usual, we divide the interval [a,, b,] into a sequence of disjoint subintervals, the length of which is equal
to £,. Without loss of generality, we assume that (b, — a,)¢,! is an integer, and {xu kk=1,. Cﬂ;l}
are the corresponding grid points. Then,

P( s |o(w)|zm) s S P( sw unlt) — valean)] = 2)

Ty €E[au,bu] 1<kt Lo € [T o Tkt 1] 30y,
Tn
+ 3 P(ln@n)l =)+ Y P(lé(wan) = 1) (C.10)
L 34, ) 3
1<k<e, 1<k<ty

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_,, (-) defined on R¢~! such that

‘GK(t)

< .
o ‘ <OK_y(tow), (C.11)

Where t_, € R4 is obtained from ¢ by deletlng its uth component. Similar as the proof of inequality

in Appendlxlﬂ we know that HQ (t1,tu) — Q;}L(tl,x%k)H < C4,. Also, from condition (BS), it

can be seen that |D (t1,tu) — DT u(t1,$u,k)| < C4,. Therefore, if | X; , —t,| < hand |X; , — 2y kx| < h

%czcur sunultaneously, then from , one of the leading terms for the bound of |¢;;(t,) — @i (Tuk)| is
5= Wi, where

X;1—-t Xia—X;
Wz‘jzﬂ(|Xi,u—xu,k|Sh)/K—u< ’1h L= L

A u) wl(tl)dtl.

We have not specified the other terms since they can be dealt with analogously. If |X; , —t,| < h and
| X — Ty k| > h occur simultaneously, or |X;,, —ty| > h and |X; ., — 2y.x| < h occur simultaneously,
one of the leading terms of the bound of

|<Pij (tu) — Pij (xu,k)l
is CU;;, where

Uij =I(h = ln <[ X0 — Tur| <h+ L)

HQ;1 (tlvxuk)H Xi1—t1 Xia—Xia
#K_ 1, PR §.G . dt .
Dy (ty,zug) = " < ho I > wi (t1)dty

Therefore, according to the two cases above, the following two summations, say I3; and I3o, respectively,

n n gn
n2hd+ Z Z <hW1j+Uij)’




are one of the two leading terms of the bound of sup,  ¢(p, 20 oi1] [¥n(tn) — Yn(@u k).
Similar as the proof of Theorem 3.1, I3; can be rewritten as

(n—1) 4, — (n—1)¢
Ly + W,Hgn D (B (Wi + W) — E (B (Wi + Wii)) ) — WE(EJ(WU +Wji)),
=1
where
Ly = nzhd+2 Z {Wij + W) = E; (Wi + Wyi) — E;(Wij + W) + E(E: (Wi + Wji)) }
1<i<j<n

1
is a degenerated U-statistic transformed from I3;. Next, we choose ¢, = hy;; and ¢; =

Noting that

logn
EWF < Chs*+d=1 by Lemmaﬂ we have that
1 2 c 2 b\’ 1 ce see 1
2 EL2 2 n L (R2std—1yE L (d=1)=E < -
by 2 Sl 2 " (n?hdJr2 > ( )T = y2n2hd+3 n(logn)?’

where 1 =1 — B2 GSince |E;Wj;| < Ch4~! and E|E;Wj;|™ < Ch@=DHL by using Lemmam we
have

o8y LD gy — 1 (caz)

1 by Tn
Z (E;W;; — E(E;W;;)) > B-~ A ~ n(logn)2

én nhdt2 = J J = EYL

IA
=

where we use the fact n (E |EjWﬂ| )Tl <q-Chl. 22 %d” with % =1 — =, Also, it holds that
# 22:1 E(E;(W;; + Wj;)) < =2=. Similarly,

1 b, — Yn C
—P—=2_S"(E,Wi; —E(E,W;;))>B2 | <— .
ln nhd+2;( iWij = B (B;Wis)) ln n(logn)?

Next, we focus on I35. Adopting the same method as that of I3;, let Ly be the corresponding
degenerated U-statistic resulting from Is5. For k = 4, since ]Ei?“j'5 < C%hk5+d’2, it follows that

ktlde

k 1-
i%]@ <£ ek,nk, 1 ) Kihks+d72 " < C
by yk by k n2hd+1 h ~ n(logn)?’

Because [E;U;;| < Ch4~t and E [E;Uy;|"™ < Ch™ (=D it holds that

B'yn < C
= 4y | ~ n(logn)?’

nhdJrl Z iU, E(EUy))| =

where the fact

2 B hd-i-l n
n(E |]EiU7,'j|T1)T21 < Cq -h¥ L. Donh . In
n
is used. Also, it holds that —4 > | E(E;(Us; + Ujs)) < ©n. Similarly,

Tn C
(hd+1z ~EE:U5)| 2 B€n> n(logn)?”

We now consider the last term on the RHS of (C.10). Here, we assume that the two notations U,
and 1); are the same as that appears in part ¢) of Theorem 3.1, with x,, replaced by z,, ;. Analogous to
(C.2)), for k =8, it can be inferred that

R D
vkl  (n2hdt1)k — p(logn)?’

n

1
vk,

Uk

10



1+eqg

Noting that |¢;| < Ch? and taking q = ) ——

logn
1 1 <« C
—P\ |\ =77 E il > | £ ———35-
4, ( nhd+1 P i 2 ) n(logn)?

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

12 C 2 L, 1\, g1
E.E.EL F ’yn.n <thd+1) (h) 3 =

, it follows that

ce, 1 < C
V2 nzhd+2+d(2+€) - n(logn)Q'

l\)

Also, since |E;;j(zyx)| < Ch4™! and E|E;p;;(2yr)|™ < Chm2d=D+L it follows that

1p > Byn < c .

Cy, y, n (logn)
Hence, (C.9) holds.

Next, we prove (3.6) for the u = 1. Here, we adopt the same notations as in the proof of i) of

Theorem 3.1. From (C.8)), it suffices to show that ¢ — ¢ = O(v,) and sup,, ¢(q, p1] fjll,o L, (tl)dtl‘
= O(7n)- The first one can be inferred from the proof of #) of Theorem 3.1. Hence, we just consider the
second one. Recalling that %Ig = Iy — Ioo — Iz3, we only need to prove that Iy = O(7,,) and Iz = O(v,).
Now, analogous to the previous proof for the 2 < u < d, these two results follow immediately. O

n

1
nRhA+L Z]Ei%j(xu,k)
i=1

Proof of Theorem 5.1

Proof. i) For convenience of notation, let 7,, = logn__ 5= —L1__ and G, (v) is the ath conditional

1+e ) / 1+e
1+——
V nhg nh't 7

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

sup 7 ol0) - n<y|v>\=o<j%). (C.13)

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

aip |3 (KG (‘Zf”) Ko (Wm)) 1(v; <y)| = 0 (VT g (C.14)

yeR [ ha

and I_z”:(KG <1J%(XJ)> e (”‘;LOG(XJ)» = 0 (Vi Fhg) (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 < A; <1, j =1,...,n, such that I can be written

" ZKG( —qo (X )) CIO(X +ZK ( X;) +0; > (do (Xj);szo(Xj))z’
he G

where 6; = X, (Go(X;) — qo(X;)). Let I; and I denote the two terms above, respectively. According to
varlable substltutlon integration by parts, conditions (C1) and (C2), it can be shown subsequently that

_ ) 1 1
—E ‘K’é (W)’ :hc/ KU (t) fq (v —thg) dt = h /_1 fio (v —thg) K¢ (t)dt

—h3/ fIl (v —the) K (t) dt = O(hY). (C.16)

11



Likewise, it follows that

E ‘K& (“‘%’G(XJ)N = O(h2). (C.17)

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

5 ([ (= 00)| el (MO o (Vi F). s

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

" — qo(X; — o (X; ) 5\?
|I2] < Z (‘K’é (W) ’ +1 (W < 1+€o> hG) (hg) = Io1 + Io2 (C.19)
=1

G G

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

zn: [H (“’;JL(;(XJ) < 1+50> _E ("";1;()9) < 1+eo>} —0 ((nhglfi)%) , (C.20)

Jj=1

1+

1
" /log n) * and ng~("+1) = 0. From this, condition (C3) and the fact

nE ('” - ZO(XJ'” <1+ 60) = O(nhg),
G

where we use the facts ¢ = (nhlg_

we know that Iss = o(nhgd). As for Io;, similar to the proof of (C.20)), we can establish

5 o (=239 |- (=3 ) - ().

From this, (C.16)) and condition (C3), we see that Is; = o(nhgd), where we use the fact —Ovlegn )

141Ee
Hence, (C.15]) holds.

hé nhg
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 | Fu(ylo) = FulG (v)[0) = Flylo) + (1= )| =0 (nd ). (C.21)
ly—G(v)|<Cmn

3_1te
Divide the interval |y — G (v)] < C7, into a sequence of subintervals with length =2 2" . Let 7,,

1, l4e
r=1,2,...,d,, be the corresponding grid points. Then, d,, = C7, EREET Then, it holds that
sup |y (ylv) — Fn(G()|v) — F(ylv) + (1 — o)
ly—G(v)|<Cmn

< - — - — . .
_|T1|fr§1%>§iann(nrlv) F(nev)—Fo(G(v)|v)+(1 a)lﬁ;éggln\F(nrﬂlv) F(n,|v)] (C.22)

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

3__1l+e
max |F(1eial) = Floe o) = 0 (m ; ) . (C.23)

3__1+e
Let &1 = K (qu}?c(Xi)) (IY; <) —I(Y; < G(v)) and b, = BnhgT,g 27 By using Lemma we

have
anF’{ Z (& r1—E& 1)

=1

IN

_ n C
> bn} <d, (n OB 4 5»3 (Q)> m> (C.24)

12



where ¢ is equal to lé’gn. In view of condition (C4), it follows that

nE& r1 = nha(nr — G(v)) f4, () (1 + O(hg))
and
nha (F(nelv) — (1 — @) ) = nhg(nr — G(v)) fg (v) (1 + O(hg)).
We then have
nE&; 1 — nha (F(n|v) — (1 — @) ) = O(nhy). (C.25)
Also, it can be shown that > . | K¢ (%G(X)) = nhafq (v) (1 4+ O(h%)). Hence, from this, (C.24),
(C.25) and the fact b,, > nhZr,, it can be inferred that

A

12+Ts C
dnP{ |Fu(nrl0) = Fu(G(0)[0) = F(eJo) + (1= )| = Bra 7 } < o (C.26)

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

Fu(ylo) = Fa(G0)lv) = Flylo) + (1 - )| = 0 (nd 5 +9). (C.27)

sup
ly—G(v)|<2cn

Next, we prove (5.2). In order to do so, we first show that, with probability one,
|Gn(v) = G(v)| = O(mn), (C.28)

which is similar to Lemma 2.1 of [Mehra et al|(1992). For any constant M > 0, let u;) = G(v) + M,
and u,, = G(v) — M7, and then consider the following probability

P{|Gn(v) = G(v)| > M7} =P{F, (u,|v) <1—a}+P{F, (uf|v) >1-a}.

Let (; = K (%) I(Y; <w}b). From Lemma we have

"

where ¢; is taken as —2=. From this and noting that n (]ECZ - (1-a)EK (%éx))) = 0 (nhgy), it

can be inferred that IE”n{Fn (uflv)>1—a} < m. Analogously, it can be shown that P{F,, (u,|v) <1—a} <

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

n(logn)?”

n

> (G- EG)

i=1

C
ZMTTL Sn_CM"’ﬁﬁ(ql)S T 20
qQ n (logn)

1—a€ [F(G ) — Cryplv), Fu (G (v) + Cyv) | (C.29)
holds with probability one. Let

v — (IO(Xi)

fz‘,r,z = fi,r,z (U) = Kg ( h
G

) I[(G(v) + Cr, < Y; < G(v) +2CT,).

Then, from Lemma [AT] it follows that

"

nh(;n:7
logn

3__1+e C
> Brheri ™ * » <n B 4+ Lp(g) < ———,
02 n (logn)

Z (51',7”,2 - Egi,r,Q)

=1

(C.30)

1

H-

€
27

o

where g = . From this and Y. | K¢ (%G(X)) = nhgfy(v) + O(h%), it can be inferred

that

F, (G(v) + 27'n|v) - F, (G(v) + Tn\v) =cp1 (V)T + O (7_71%712-%;‘€> , (C.31)
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where liminf ¢,; (v) > 0 as n — co. Similarly, it follows that

Fo(G(0) = 2m|0) — Fu (G(0) = 7ulv) = —Cpa (0) 7 + O (Tn - +) : (C.32)

where liminf ¢,,5 (v) > 0. Therefore, from 7,, > dand monotonicity on the empirical conditional function,
it can be inferred subsequently that

CTn\v)

Fo(G(v) = 2CT,|0) < F(G(v) — 2CT,[v) + 6 < F (G(v)
0 <F (G(v) +2CT,|v).

(v
< 1-a < F(GW) + Crlv) < F(G(v) +2CT,|v) —
And this implies (5.2). In view of (5.2) and (C.27)), it can be shown that (5.3) holds. O

i1) 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 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 d,, > 0. Assume that the corresponding grid points are vy,
1 =1,2,...,0(d,;'), assuming [ is an integer. Denote the /th smaller interval [v;,v;11] by J;. Note that
d, may take different values at different s, for simplicity of notation.

As for uniform convergence of , 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 holds
uniformly for v € V. Then, going along the same lines as the proof of , we need to prove that
sup,cy [I1| = O (nhgdy), sup,ey |I21| = 0 (nhgd) and sup,cy, |I22| = 0 (nhgd). Since the proofs of these
three relationships are analogous, we here only prove the first one. Divide V as being stated, and let
dn = h%,. Then, for v € .Jj, it follows that

v — X v — X cd,
‘K&( o ( J))_Ké(l Zo( ﬂ)’S (o= a0 ()] < he)
G
cd,
+Cl(hg —dn < v —qo (X)| < hg +dp) = e &1+ Cé&pa.

Thus, our objective is to show that

— 1 - 1
Plu | = i1 > Cnh? <—— _andP|U 2 > Cnh? P — C.33
! ha ;51_ ¢ _n(logn)2 : ;52_ ¢ - n(logn)2 ( )

We only prove the first one, because the proof of the other one is similar. Noting that fgo (-) is bounded
on V, we know that nE¢;; = O(nhg). Then, from Lemma Al, it can be derived that

%Z@l > CBnh | <P Z &1 — E&) > CBnhg
j=1 j=1

— (CTG) n -cB M dn
< vepy—— A AT <Oy Dy < I
(&)™ + 2qM e q q n (logn)
1+ 1+eqg
Where 1- 7 = L= and q= nhfv. This implies that the first limit of (C.33]) holds. In view of

and Lemma

= —qo (X —qo (X
Plu (Y K (” ?’LOG( 3>>—EK& (U ZOG( J)> > CBnh,




C
n (logn)?

)

< d,? (n_CB +n5(q1)) <
q1

where ¢; =
SUD,cy |11| = (nhc5)~

We now begin to prove the uniform convergence of (C.21)). For the division of this, we take d,, = dhg.
First, note that

, Theorem 4.1 and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we know that

I3 = sup sup | (y|v) — Fo (G (v) |v) — Fylv) + (1 — a)| < Isy + I3,
veJ ly=G(v)|<CTy

where

Li=swp  sup  [Fu(ylo) = Fu(G () [v) = Fylv) — (Fulylv) — Fu(G (0) [or) — F(ylor)
veJi ly=G(v)|<Cry

and

Isp=sup  sup  [Fu(ylu) — Fu(G (v) Jv)) — Fylv) + (1 = a)].
veJ) ly—G(v)|<Cmp

Since |G (v) — G (v;)] < C6 for any v € J, it then can be seen that

I3 < sup |Fn(ylvr) — Fou(G (01) [vr) — F(ylu) + (1 — )] . (C.34)
ly—G(v)|<2CT,

Let I311 = sup,ey, [Fn(G (v) [v) = Fu(G (v) [v1)], I312 = sup,e, sup, [Fn(ylv) — Fu(ylv)| and I35 =
Sup,e g, sup,, |F(ylv) — F(ylv)|. Then, I3y < I311 + I312 + I313. Set

I3111 = sup |[Fo (G (v £ C6) [v) — Fo(G (v1) [v)]

vEJ),

‘U) — Fn(G (’Ul) |Ul)| Then we know that 1311 < 13111 + I3112. Note that
2312 + |Fn( (v £C9) |Ul) Fo (G (v) ‘vl)|
21319 + I30 + !F( (v £ C9) |Ul) - F(G (w) |Ul)| .

and I3112 = Sup,¢ j, [Fn(G (01

-[3111

ININ —

Then, from the facts that Iz112 < Isi2, |F(G (v £ C6) |v)) — F(G (v) |v))| < €6 and I35 < C8, which
is implied by condition (C6), it suffices to consider I3y and I33. To get the result P{|U; {I312 > Cd}|} <

n(Tin)Q7 it suffices to prove that

P {U; { sup sup z:: (KG (“_qOG(X )) ~ Kg (“’_Q’O(XJ)» 1(Y; < y)| > Cnhgd

veJ; Yy

and

P{ U { sup zn; (KG <”‘1°(XJ)) ~ K¢ (”lqo(Xﬂ)» > Cnhgd (C.35)

J |5
UGZJ:

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

(1 n(logn)>’
prove the later one. Since

5 (950 (229
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and

n
C
P< Uy H(hg—dnS lvr — qo (X])| Sh(;—Fdn) > Cnhgd <—0.
= n (logn)
In view of (C.34), by adopting the same proof as that of (C.21)), we arrive at
B{ U (I > C5)) < — &
n (logn)
Thus, we know that (C.21) holds uniformly for v € V with the convergence rate 0.
Next, we verify that (C.28) holds uniformly for v € V. Let d,, = 1,hga,, where the positive reals
a, — 0 at a rather slow rate. For v € J, since |G(v) — G(v;)| < Cry, it suffices to prove that
C
> PSsup |G (v) = Gu(w)| = Crp p < ——— (C.36)
p ved; n (logn)
and o
P{U(|Gn(v1) = G(w)| 2 Cmn)} £ ——.
n (logn)

The second relationship above can be obtained similarly as (C.28]). Analogous to the proof of I3is, it
follows that

C
ZP{sup sup | Fy (y|v) — Fn(ylvy)| > canTn} <—.
. vedi y n (logn)

Then, for any event w € {sup,ej, sup, |Fy,(y|v) — Fy(ylv)| < can} and v € J;, using relationship
(C.31),

F, (G(vl) — 2C’Tn|v) < Fn(G(vl) — 2C’Tn|vl) +Capt, < F, (G(vl) — CTn|Ul)

< 11—« < Fn (G(’Ul) + CTn|1)l) < Fn (G(’Ul) + 2CTn|Ul) - CanTn < Fn (G('Ul) + 207—n|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 d,, = a,,7,. First, note that

Z (&2 (v) = &ira (1) )‘

=1

32 (0 (250 o (=) e ()

i=1
JHG) + Cr < Y; < G(v) +2C7,) = 1(G(v) + C1p < Y; < G(vy) +2CT,)|

+

i=1

K (“‘Z‘;(X)> K¢ (”‘}ﬁf“) ' 1(G(v) + Cr < Y; < G(u) +2C7,).

Also, since |G(v) — G(v;)| < canTy, for v € Jy, it holds that
‘KG <U - QO(Xi)> _ Ke <Uz - QO(Xi)>

ha
< CTn]I( lvr — qo(X;)| < hg) + ]I(hg (1-Cm,) <v—qo(X;) <hg(1+ CTn))

and [I(G(v) + C1y, < Y; < G(v) +2C7,) = I(G(v;) + C7p <Y; < G(vg) + 2C7,) |
< ]I(G(vl) +Ct1y — Cher <Y; <G(v) + C1p, + C’hng)
+I(G(v) 4+ 2C7, — Charn <Y; < G(vy) + 207, + ChaTy).
From the three relationships above, we see that |y, (&2 (v) — &2 (v))] has a bound which is inde-

pendent of v. Let

—on( X
G1=Kg (W) ]I(G(vl) + et — canTn <Y < G(vy) + e + canTn)
G
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and

Cio = C“Z;”H( lor — qo(X,)| < ha)1(G(wr) + em < Vi < G(vy) + 2¢7,).

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

Z Gi1 and Z Gia-
i=1 i=1
The other terms can be dealt with analogously. Noting that

nE( = Cfy (vi)nhgant, (1+ 0(1)) and nE( = Cnanth foo (1) (14 0(1)),

and then by using Lemma we have

P (ul ( > CnhGanTn>>

> G

i=1
_ (M)Q

< 2d;1€Xp T2 42 CnhganTy

Cn (BG7)% + Bq et

( [z

where g = unhcTn and = =1 — 122, By a similar method as that of (C.30)), it follows that

logn
> Bnhga,t, < Lz
n (logn)

Therefore, from the analysis above, we have

} + d#%ﬁ( q) <dy'n” P+ d#gﬁ(q)

and, similarly,

> C’nhganTn>> <d?! n~9B 4 d#gﬂ(‘])a

Z (& r2(v) —E& ra(vr))
=1

n

Z (&ira(v) — Eﬁi,r,z(v))‘ = O(nhganTy).

i=1

sup
veY

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

sup zn: (KG <“_Z‘;(X)) _EKe¢ (”_ZZ(X)»‘ = O(nhgay).

veV p—

Then, from the two relationships above and the condition inf, f4,(x,)(v) > 0, it follows that

sup Sicibir2(v)  E&ro(v)
eV Zz 1K (v qo((;X)) EKg <vf¢£)G(Xi)>

Since E&; . 2(v) = cfq, (v)haTn, we obtain

= O(anm)-

sup |Fn (G(v) + 207, |v) — Fo (G(v) + C1a|v) — C(1 4 0(1)) 70| = O(anTa).

Similarly, we have

ilelg |F,L(G(v) — QCTn|v) - F, (G(v) — CTn|U) + C(l + O(].))Tn| = O(anmn)-

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

Proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof. Denote W, (t) by Wj ,(t1,.) with X'j replaced by t. By the mean value of integration and by
Taylor expansion, there exist 0 < 6y = 01(X;,t),02 = 65(X;,t) < 1 such that

0
E [T, <0) — Lei<riny | Xi] = / 9(Xi, 8)ds = r;19(X;, 0ari¢) = 15,09(X;,0) + O(r,)

i,t

and
Xi - t)p P (Xl — t)p
S0+ S

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

g (t+61(X; — 1)).

Tit =

() (¢ (p+1)
1 q ( 1. 4 (t)g1(t)
nhd+1 hp /K Spds |:/K Sp ds - W
(P)
/K Spd q (t.'gl( ):| +O(hp)
Y

According to this and the facts that (C.F), efQ~! [ A(s)K(s)s'ds = 0 with I = p or p + 1, it can be

inferred that
1 -1

— 1 Qinn B Win(t10) = W Bo(X;) + o(h?).

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

1 1 (logn 1/2
W —EW,0) =0 (h (22 ) -

According to the SLLN, we have that

ii {//BQ()?j)dtldtz E//Bg()?j)dtldtQ] =0 ( loin> .

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

Proof of Lemma 3.2
Proof. Let ~, = —55"— Viogn _ and ¢, = e, h?. We only verify Aj,, since the other cases can be dealt with

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

,Z(alq ) Edua(X,) = O<<107gln>;>

holds uniformly for (¢1,t,) € X1 ,. Then, from this, (3.1) and Theorem we see that, with probability
one,

Ay = n2hd+1 Z V1,55 + 0(n)
1<i#j<n

holds uniformly for ¢, , € Xj ,, where ¥y ;; = e?Q;;,tl_uKijiLuAij,tl,u (oz]I(Ei < 0)) Let & = E;1,45.
Then, '

1 <&
W Z 7/11131W Z (V1,65 + 150 — & — &) + (T;hd‘*‘iz&'

1<i#j<n 1<i<j<n i=1
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Let U, be the first term on the RHS of the relationship above. We now use Lemma to get the
convergence rate of U,. And let M, ; be the corresponding quantity stated in Lemma with £ <

r (1 — p%) — 1. In view of condition (B7), it can be inferred that M,,; < Ch%/P1. Applying Lemma A2,

in view of condition (B6), it follows that

E(UF) Chd/p:
R —
(%) * e
< kf2 < d 1te < ! 2
(logn) 2 nz hk(d+1)72(k+2)7ﬁ—(k+2)7 n(logn)

if K =10 and r > 11. Then, it can be inferred that |§1\ < Ch?2 = M and (E|£?|)7s
where 1 — E = % By Lemma and taking q = w, we have

Viegn
— (e,nht1)?
P Y &) = nht b <exp T( o ) +=B(g) <n "+ =p(q)
1<i<n 70 (E&]7) ™ + gMyynhdtt q
For any s € J, from condition (B5) and
an t1,u /K )gl(z - hx O)dx )
z:Xj

we have HQM s = Qjnty. || < Cly. Since Qjnyt, , — Q (t1,4) and Q(t1,,) is a positive definite matrix and

is continuous on the compact set, it can be inferred that HQ

inite, H is bounded by a constant. Accordingly,

we have

< Cl,. (D.1)

= HQJn SH HQJ”S QJ” t1 uH HQJn t1,u

Similar as the previous lenmrna7 it follows that

Qe = Q.

Ly(s) — L(t1a)] < % 3 {H(\Xi)?j] §h>%"+]1(h—£n <X, - X; §h+£n)}.

1<i#j<n
Let Lz and L3 be the two terms on the RHS of the relationship above. We now consider the convergence
rate Of LQ. Let 1/%7’ = H(|X1 — XJ| S h) +]I(|Xj — X1| S h), 'I/JZ = Eﬂ!)w and Soij = wij — sz — 'I/Jj +E'LZJ1
Then,

n

20, 2(n—-1)¢, n(n—1)4¢,
Ly=5rim > e+ IRt > (Wi —Eapy) — WE% L1 + Loy + Las.

1<i<j<n i=1

By Lemma condition (B7), for k < r (1 - p%) — 1, we have

, k
k k n d
EL3 < Cn (thdH) hé/pr
Thus, if k is chosen to be 4, in view of condition (B6), then
E5, < C
Gk~ n(logn)?’

Since v; includes two terms and the proofs of these two terms are the same, we just consider one
of its terms & = E;I(|X; — X,| < h). It is easy to see that |&] < Ch* Ly, ,_p<x, <ty ,+n) and

(E |§i|r3)% < Ch2—4. s = Op2d—4. p200-57) = op2d-2045). Then, from Lemma |A1} we have

_ 'Yw,nhd+2 2
{ :

2
2q(E|&]™)7 + gM

nhd+2 Z —E&)

> ’Yn}geXp
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with 1 — % = € and ¢ = nh® - Then, 42 (¢) — 0. Since Eyp; = Ch?, |Laz| < %’yn. Next, we will

r logn* v 2 q
consider the convergence rate of L3. Let

Gij =Lh— by < X;— X; <h+0,) +1(h— £y < X; — X; Sh+1,),

Y; = Eaby; and ;5 = ¥y — ¥ — ¥ + Eapy. Then,

-1 ¢ n(n—1)
nghdﬂ Z wij + th“ Z(w sz)—wﬂf% L31 + L2 + L33.

1<i<j<n i=1

Lz =

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

_ k1
[

11 c y C
02~ rila S 02~k " pkpdkt2k (h h) = n(logn)?’

n 7L

Similar to the case of Loo, we only consider one of the terms in Lo, i.e.,
Eil(h— £y <|X; — Xj| S h+£y).

After some calculation, it is asymptotically equivalent to
by
hd72f (9_31,11,) (Olﬂ(h - En S ‘xl,u - tl,ul S h + En) + C2]I(|x1,u - tl,u‘ S h — én)h> .

Since the proofs of the two terms above are the same, we only consider the first one, say &. Thus,
2 2 11—

& < Ch4=2 and (E[&]™)7s < (h472) (hQ%) " with % =1- 1= 5 E& < v, By using Lemma

we have

2
— (v nhd+1 n
hd+1 Z —E&)| >y p <exp T( o ) + —B(q),
" 350 (B[0i]™) ™5 + qMrynhd+? q
3 1+ 7%
where ¢ = ”fégii . Since ¢ is an arbitrary small constant, €, can be replaced by (nh4+ rg) . This
completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 5.1

Proof. In view of the definitions of gy(X,,) and go(X,), it suffices to prove that, for 1 < u < d,

1 -
— N KL (G (X m) — @u( X)) = .
7 2 Ko 0K = 0.(X,0.) 0 (=)

We here only give the proof for the case 2 < u < d while the proof of the case w = 1 is similar. Noting
from the proof of Theorem 3.1, we know that ¢, () — qu(xy) = I1 — Iz — I3. At a random point X, 4,
we write ¢u(Xmu) — @u(Xmu) = I1m — Iom — Ism, in which I; ,, is equal to I,,, with x, replaced by
Xy for ¢ = 1,2,3. Denote by J; = ﬁzzzl K/G,mIiﬂT“ 1 = 1,2,3. Thus, it suffices to prove that

Ji =0 <\7}%) for each ¢ = 1,2, 3. Denote by

(X X

m,u w1 tl uq )H(Xjﬂ; S Xjﬂ]) — Du(tl, tu))
~ K, / / dtydt,

Dl,u(tla tu)

Ju = ﬁ i Z]:l,g;ﬁm (Xm,quJ) and

wi (t1) ~ =
Ji2 = 2h2 Z Z KGm/ Dy, t17 ) (6uQu(X]) - 8uQu(X])) ]I(Xj,a S Xj@)dtldtu.

m=1j=1,j#m
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Then, Jl = J11 + J12. Rewrite

11 2h2 Z Z mu7 ) E l( mua n2h2 ZE’ mU7 ) J13+J14

m=1j=1,j#m

Vihe \* k w (_Vnha 03 ) TE gl .

( o E|J13‘ < Cn W Msk =C (’I’L th(;) 2 hG < W
\/%J Vnhg n—1 Ch? avn
n—co T e n2h%  logn

We now consider Ji3. Noting from the proof of Theorem [B1] to deal with Jis, it suffices to prove the
following four expressions

JUGXJU)

m,u U)1 tl 1
ST D M DN B e

m=1j=1,j#m i=1,i#j

’ Aij,tl,u (Oé - H(€i < _Tij))dtldtu

(Xja € Xja)

mew w1 tl
nShd+1h2 Z Z Z KGm/ / Dra(tn, 1) Aij (1,0, B)dtrdty,

m=1j=1,j#m i=1,i#j

Wﬂ -nhg - (62 + 6h?) and 2hh2 n - nhg - hd are all of the order \7}%, and moreover, the second

expression is of order uniform for |5 — 3,| < \/ﬁ. In more details, the first three expressions
nh ™ €

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 Jy3 and Jy4, respectively.

As for Ji3, by using the SLLN three times, it can be obtained that

- w1 (1) 1(Xja € Xja)
Jig = K, :
e 3hd+1h2 { G / / [ D1ty t)

Ej( L K A (o — ]I(slg—rw)))}dtldtu}(uo(l)):O(hpfl),

i, tl u

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

o Cwi(t)
Crmning = K m/ﬂu ) Drults, ta) Gimti (Aij(t1,u, B) — EAG(t1,4, B)) dtrdt,

nShd+1h2 Z Z Z levﬂzn3hd+1h2 Z Z Z Crmig

m=1j=1,j#m i=1,i#j Jj=1li=1,i#j m=1,m#j

X
m,u w t -
7i.5(B) = Ei lKGm/ Dy 1t11) ) jnl,tlyu (Aij(t1,u, B) — EAG(t1,4, B)) dtrdt,

1 n n n
BRI, Z _ Z > Gy = 0.5 (B))

Em,i = Cmyinj — Mii(B)

(Vrha) Elgmil* _ C(vnha)*hah®™™” - C
(n2RIHIRZ)e = (n2hdtIRZ)F ~ n(logn)?’

If k =6,
CnhG hd+p Cnhg hd+p < C

(v/nhgnhd+1hg)k B (Vnhgnhdtihg)s — (logn)?’

This completes the proof.
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Proof of Lemma A5

Proof. Let §, denote the RHS of . In order to prove uniformity, we adopt a similar division on the
domain X;, and the sphere |3 — 3;;, ,| = ¢ as that of Lemma And the same notations are used
here. Let ¢, = d; = 6h and ¢ = 0,n~ 2. For any real ro > 0, on the event {|X; — X;| < h}, it can be
inferred that

Ej H]I (61‘ S _Tij;tl,u — Pij,tl,u) —1I (51‘ S _Tij,tl u ‘/ i,y y Pijty U (Xi7 u)du S 9.

Tij,t1, 0

Furthermore, we have E; |A;; (t1.4,8)|™ < Ch. Then, as previously proved, in view of the inequality

, we know that

where 1 — % = % for some sufficiently small constant ¢ > 0. Then, from Lemma it follows that

(i

In addition, note that

8% Aijtr — 7" Adjis|

M:

’Lj tl u;B EjAlj(tl,’M?B))

. ‘2) <0+ 130+ 0 (;) . D2

=1

< (B = Bin) ™ Aiiins = (0 = Bi) Asgi| + |BTe, , Atiitn,n = BAiis| < Cln (D-3)
Analogous to the proof of Lemma from and , it follows that
[Aij(s,7) = E;jAij(5,7)] = [Aj (B, 8) — B A (tr B
= OH(|Xi—)?j|§h) {%H( i <6) TA(|eitri o+ Py [<00) T (et <czn)}

+CH( - 7~j|Sh+Zn)H(|5i+7’ij,t1=u|§C(£n+6))‘

Then, through using Lemma and (A.2), we know that the following four probabilities
Oy,
P > — |,
> on
( 8 )’
dn
> R
(h—tus|Xi=Xy,

EitTijty |Sc(ln+5)) >

Ly
D x5 <m) (Jertriser . |<5)

%

P(
°

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

SRR (E

<Cty)

10 TPty

X, |<h) H( ; |<ce,)

and

n
<he,) ] 8

(=%
N——

Bl x,— %, |<i)(Je, ) < Chie,

T Pigty |§Cfn

and

E; (H( - - ~j|gh+zn)ﬂ<\si+m,t\gc<en+5))) < C (ln +6) £, h"!
are used. Also, the inequality follows from the condition on r and condition (B3). Similar as the
proof of Lemma can be inferred from the Borel-Cantelli lemma. O
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Proof of Corollary 5.1 (Sketch)
Proof. From (5.3), we have

(1= a) = F.(G(v)[v)

Y K ((1—a) ~1(Y; £ G (v))] ~E [Kgw((1 - ) ~I(Y; <G (v)))]}

Z?:l KG,i
n(E [Kgiol(Yi < G))] —E[Kq,l(e; <0)])
Yo Ka.i
=1 + L. (D4)

It can be proved that

Y {[Kain (=) —1(Y; < G)) )| - E[Kgin((1—0)-I(Yi <G ()]}
\/a (1—a) fq (v)nhg

4 N(0,1).  (D.5)

Moreover, it can be proved that

- logn) 9 ( logn>

Kaiv=nEKqg,;,+ 0O =nh 14+0(hg)) + 0O . D.6
>~ Koo =i +0 (IEZ ) = nhaty ()1 + 008) +0 (52 ()

By variable substitution, Taylor’s expansion and [ sK¢ (s)ds = 0, it follows that

E [Ke,i,1(Y; < Gw))] - (1 - a) EKG, L
= —— =a(v)hg + o (hE) . D.7
thqo (U) ( ) G ( G) ( )
Then, Corollary 5.1 can be inferred from part i) of Theorem 5.1, (D.4), (D.5), , and the fact
1

that (nh1+1?) * = o(hZ). O
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