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Abstract

We consider the Cox regression model and study the asymptotic global behavior of the Grenander-
type estimator for a monotone baseline hazard function. This model is not included in the general
setting of [8]. However, we show that a similar central limit theorem holds for L,-error of the
Grenander-type estimator. We also propose a test procedure for a Weibull baseline distribution,
based on the L,-distance between the Grenander estimator and a parametric estimator of the
baseline hazard. Simulation studies are performed to investigate the performance of this test.
Keywords: Cox regression model, Grenander-type estimator, isotonic estimation, baseline

hazard rate, central limit theorem, testing a Weibull baseline distribution, global error

1. Introduction

A common problem in survival analysis is studying lifetime distributions in the presence of
right censoring and covariates. In such cases the event time X of a subject with covariate vector
Z € RP is known only if the event occurs before the censoring time C'. Hence, one observes only
the follow up time 7" = min(X, C) and the censoring indicator A = l;x<¢}. For a sample of
size n, data consists of i.i.d. triplets (Th,A1,Z1),...,(Th, An, Zn). A commonly used statistical
method for investigating the relationship between the survival time and the predictor variables is
the Cox proportional hazards model. It assumes that the hazard function at time ¢ for a subject

with covariate vector z € R? has the form
A(t|z) = Mo(t) %, t e RT,

where \g represents the baseline hazard function, corresponding to a subject with z = 0, and
Bo € RP is the vector of the regression coefficients. The proportional hazard property of the Cox
model allows estimation of the effects 5y of the covariates by the maximum partial likelihood
estimator while leaving the baseline hazard completely unspecified. In this paper we deal with
estimation of Ay, which is required for example when one is interested in the absolute risk for the

event to happen at a certain point in time.

Email addresses: cecile.durot@gmail.com (Cécile Durot), e.musta@tudelft.nl (Eni Musta)


http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.06933v1

Often it is natural to assume that the function Ag is monotone. For example, the risk of a
second event for patients with acute coronary syndrome is expected to be decreasing over time
because the conditions of patients stabilize as a result of the treatment and the natural disease
course ([11]). Moreover, in [11] it is shown that using nonparametric shape constrained techniques
leads to more accurate estimators than the traditional ones. Estimation of the baseline hazard
function under monotonicity constraints has been studied in [2], [23], [20], [21], where pointwise
rates of convergence and limit distributions have been investigated. However, for goodness of fit
tests, results on the global error of estimates are needed. Here we consider one isotonic estimator
which is the Grenander-type estimator defined in [23] and we are interested in the limit behavior,
as n — oo, of its L, error.

Central limit theorems for the global error of Grenander-type estimators have been established
in [12], [14], [18] for the density model and in [7] for the regression setting. Later on, a unified
approach that applies to a variety of statistical models was provided in [8]. It assumes the existence
of a certain approximation of the observed cumulative hazard by a Gaussian process. That kind
of embedding is not available in the Cox model so the procedure cannot be directly applied. Here
we make use of an embedding that exists for a simpler process which can then be connected to
the observed cumulative hazard. As a result, the final approximating process will have also other
components apart from the Brownian motion. However we can show that these additional terms
do not contribute to the limit distribution.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix the notations and describe some common
assumptions on the model. The main results are given in Section 3 and a test for the Weibull
baseline distribution is proposed and investigated in Section 4. In order to keep the exposition
clear and simple, the proofs are deferred to Section 5, and remaining technicalities have been put

in the Supplemental Material [10].

2. Notation and assumptions

The following assumptions are common when studying asymptotics in the Cox regression model
(see for example [23]). Given the covariate vector Z, the event time X and the censoring time C' are
assumed to be independent. Furthermore, conditionally on Z = z, the event time is a nonnegative
r.v. with an absolutely continuous distribution function F(z|z) and density f(z|z). Similarly the
censoring time is a nonnegative r.v. with an absolutely continuous distribution function G(z|z)
and density g(z|z). The censoring mechanism is assumed to be non-informative, i.e. F and G

share no parameters. Moreover, we require that:

(A1) the end points of the support of F' and G satisfy

Ta < 7 < 00,



(A2) there exists € > 0 such that

sup E [|Z|2626/Z} < 00,
[B—Bol<e
(A3) for all ¢ > 1, we have

E {eq%z} < 0.

Here | . | denotes the Euclidean norm and 3’ denotes the transpose of 5. The first assumption
tells us that, at the end of the study, there is at least one subject alive while (A2) can be seen as
conditions on the boundedness of the second moment of the covariates, for 8 in a neighbourhood
of By. The third assumption is an additional one needed for our analysis in order to be able to
apply certain results on empirical process theory and entropy integrals.

The most common estimator of fy is Bn, the maximizer of the partial likelihood function

L(B) = H

— Z?:l 1 {T;>X (5 }eﬁ,Zj

eﬂ/Zi

as proposed in [4] and [5], where 0 < X(1) < -+ < X(,,) < oo denote the ordered, observed event

times. On the other hand, the nonparametric cumulative baseline hazard

Ao(t) = /0 Do(u) du,

is usually estimated by the Breslow estimator

0l i<y
An - — = d n\v Y .
() / el dp,(1,6,2) (1)
where
By (a; ) = / Liisaye? dPo (1,6, 2), (2)

and P, is the empirical measure of the triplets (T}, A;, Z;) with ¢ = 1,...,n. From Theorem 5
in [23], under the assumption that 7¢ < 7p we have

sup  |An(z) — Ao(z)| = Op(n~1%),  forall 0 < M < 7¢. (3)

z€[0,M]

Without loss of generality we can assume 7¢ > 1 and take M = 1. (3) suggests that estimation
near the end point of the support is problematic. Thus we consider estimation of the baseline
hazard function Ao on [0, 1] assuming that it is non-increasing on [0, 1]. Let A, be the Grenander-
type estimator of Ao on the interval [0,1], i.e. An is the left hand slope of the least concave

majorant of A, on [0, 1].

3. Main results

At a fixed point ¢ € (0,1), under certain regularity assumptions, the Grenander-type estimator

A\, converges at rate n'/3 to Ao ([23]). In the present paper, we are interested in the asymptotic



behavior of the L,-error of 5\n

1
gn:/
0

We start by providing a uniform bound of the order n=?/3 on the L,-error over points that are not

M@ =2, p>1.

very close to the boundaries. In addition, we also obtain some control of the error in the boundary
regions which is of larger order. Throughout the paper we assume that (A1), (A2) and (A3) hold.

We assume moreover that 7¢ > 1.

Theorem 1. Let p > 1. Assume that on [0,1], the follow-up time T has uniformly continuous
distribution with bounded density h such that inf (o 1) h(u) > 0. Suppose that Ao and x — ®(x; fo)
are continuously differentiable and X is bounded above by a strictly negative constant on [0,1].

There exists K > 0 and an event E,, with P(E,) — 1, such that
E (1, An(t) = Mo(®)]] < Kn?/%,
forallt € [n=Y3 1 —n=1/3), and
E L, Au(t) = M@ < K [n(t A (1=1)] "2,
forallt € [n=11—n"1].

The problem of bounding the L,-error of Grenander type estimators has been considered also
in [8] and [9]. Results in [8] hold for a general setting which includes the density model, the
right censoring model and the regression model with fixed design points. However, it excludes the
regression model with random design points, which is considered in [9], and the present case of
Cox model.

As in [8] and [9], bounds on the Ly-error of Grenander type estimators are obtained through
the more tractable inverse process U,, defined in (16) below. First, exponential bounds for the tail
probabilities of U,, are derived in Lemmas 6 and 7. Afterwards, by the switching relation, results
on U, are transfered to results on \,. The key ingredient of the proof consists in being able to
bound probabilities of the type

P < sup | M, (t) — M,(s)| > x) (4)

[t—s|<d

where t, s € (0,1), z, 6 > 0 and M,, = A, —A¢. The setting considered in [8] assumes the existence
of polynomial bounds of order §/nx? for probabilities analogous to those in (4) (see Assumption
(A2) in [8]). Such an assumption can be easily verified for models where M,, is a martingale
(or can easily be connected to a martingale), for example for the right censoring model without

covariates. This is not the case in our setting, mainly because of the dependence introduced by



®,, an Bn Here we obtain exponential bounds for probabilities as in (4) but the proof becomes
more technical.
The main idea is as follows. Let H and H"¢ denote respectively the distribution function of

the follow-up time and the sub-distribution function of the uncensored observations, i.e.,
H'(x) = P(T < 2,A = 1) = / 5L preny dB(L,5, 2), (5)

where P is the distribution of (T, A, Z). If we define

B(a: 8) = / Lissay o dP(1,6, 2), (6)
we can write
h'U.C
o) = gk, e 0., )

where h*(x) = dH"*(z)/dz (e.g., see (9) in [23]) and 7 is the endpoint of he support of H. For
B € RP and z € R, the function ®(x; 3) can be estimated by @, (x; 3) defined in (2). Moreover, in
Lemma 4 of [23] it is shown that
SUp [ (w3 fo) — B(w3 )| = Op(n™"1%). (®)
TE

Using (7) and (1), we decompose the process M,, as

_ [ sy — P)(w.$. 2 ! S u, 8, 2
Mn(t)_/q)(u;ﬁo) AFn B, )+/5]1{u§t} <<I>n(u;3n) ‘b(u;ﬁo)) APa(u.0,2). (9)

The event E,, of the previous theorem is essentially needed to bound

1 _ 1
®,(u; Bn)  Plws o)

uniformly over u € (0,1) in order to get rid of the dependence introduced by ®,, and Bn Then,
we show by using Bernstein inequality that the second term of (9) has a negligible contribution
in the bounds for (4). On the other hand, in order to deal with the first term, we start by
conditioning with respect to the follow up times and then apply Doob inequality to the resulting
sum of independent random variables. This idea is somewhat similar to what is done in [9] where
conditioning with respect to the design points is needed to obtain a martingale. Details on the
proof can be found in Section 5 and in the Supplementary Material [10].

From Theorem 1, it follows immediately that n?/3E[d,] = O(1). Next, we show that n?/37,, is
asymptotically Gaussian. We follow the proof of Theorem 2 in [8]. There the main ingredient used
for proving asymptotic normality is Assumption (A4) which allows approximation of an analoguous
of M, by a Gaussian process. Essentially we need to approximate a properly rescaled increment
M, (tn) — M, (t) by some increment B, (t,) — B, (t') of a Brownian motion or bridge B,,. Then

if B, is a Brownian motion, the approximating process is also a Brownian motion up to some



normalization and the independence of its increments can be used to show asymptotic normality.
Otherwise, it can be shown that the Brownian bridge component &, (¢, —t), where &, is a standard
normal random variable, has a negligible contribution to the limit distribution. In our case, no
such embedding for the Breslow estimator exists and the main reason is the dependence introduced
by ®,, and 3,. However, as stated in the following lemma, we can approximate M, (tn)— M, (t) by
a process which has a Brownian bridge component and two additional terms that depend on ®,,
and (3, and are linear with respect to ¢, —t. Since n'/2[®,(t; 8o) — ®(t; Bo)] and n'/2(3, — By) are
asymptotically Gaussian, these additional terms can be treated in the same way as the Brownian
bridge component &, (¢, — t) and, without needing to specify the dependence between the limit
normal distributions, we can show that they have no effect in the asymptotic behavior of the

L,-error.

Lemma 2. Suppose that Ao and x — ®(x; By) are continuously differentiable and bounded away
from zero on [0,1]. Assume that, given z, the follow up time T has a continuous density uniformly

bounded from above and below away from zero. Define
1)
(x) —/ DO uuﬁoﬁo o(u) du, D(l)(u;ﬁ) a(I)gZ; B). (10)
Lett € (0,1), T,, < n” withy € (0,1/12), and q € [2,2/(37)]. There exists a Brownian Bridge B,
and an event E,, such that
1
®(t; Bo)

= [@n(t; B0) — @(¢; Bo)] ==~

Mn(tn) - Mn(t) = nil/z [Bn (Huc(tn)) - By (Huc(t))] + (Bn - 50)/146@) (tn - t)

o)
®(t; Bo)
with some ry(t,ty) such that for all ¢ > 0, there exists K > 0 that satisfies

P sup [rn(t,tn)| > x> N E,
[tn—t|<cn=1/3T,
for allt € [0,1], > 0.

(tn —t) + rn(t,tn),

< Kx_qnl_q,

The asymptotic mean and variance of J,, depend on the process X defined by

X(a) = arggax {—(u—a)>+W(u)} (11)

where W is a standard two-sided Brownian motion. Let
by = [ cov (KO, X (@)~ aP) da
0
The main result is the following.

Theorem 3. Letp € [1,5/2). Assume that, given z, the follow up time T has a continuous density.
Suppose that Ao, x — ®(x; o) are continuously differentiable and Xy, ®'(x; By) are bounded above

by strictly negative constants. Moreover, assume that there exists C' > 0 and s > 3/4 such that

IN(t) = Xp(@)| < C' |t —x|*,  forallt, x €]0,1]. (12)



Then, it holds )
nl/6 (nP/3/ ’5\"(15) - /\O(t)‘p dt — mp> LN N(0, af))
0

where ) o/
Ao ()N, (t
my=B(X O] [ |5 a
and
o0 () PP No(t)

dt.

1
2 _
% = 8’“”/0 B(t: Bo) B(t: Bo)

The main motivation for studying the Ly-error of an isotonic estimator is to construct goodness
of fit tests. However, the previous theorem only allows us to test for a fixed baseline distribution
which might not be of practical interest. Usually one would like to test a certain parametric
baseline distribution while leaving the parameters unspecified. Following the same line of argument
as in Theorem 3, we show that the following result holds. Here, \g takes a paramteric form,
Ao(t) = f(0,t) with some unkown parameter 6 and some known function f. For simplicity, we

assume that f € C°(R? x [¢, M]), which means that all derivatives of f exist.

Theorem 4. Letp € [1,5/2). Assume that, given z, the follow up time T has a continuous density
and X\o(t) = f(0,t) for some finite dimensional parameter 6 € R% and a strictly positive function
f € C®°(R? x [e, M]) for fired € and M such that 0 < ¢ < M < 1. Suppose that on [e, M], Ao
and x — D(x; By) are continuously differentiable and X, ®'(z; Bo) are bounded above by strictly
negative constants. Let 0,, be an estimator of 0, independent of the Grenander-type estimator An
constructed on [e, M], such that

V0, — 6) = Op(1) (13)
and define \j(t) = f(0n,t). Then, it holds

M
n1/6 <np/3/

&m—%mfﬁ_%>$Nm#)

1Op
where u ) »/3
my =ELxOF] [ |20
i M0N0 T ()
% = 8’“”/6 <1><m§> Bt o)

The above theorem is true for instance with e = 0 and M = 1 so that the interval of integration
is the same as in Theorem 3. However, we consider here the more general case for ¢ and M to
increase the applicability of the theorem. For instance, in the simulation study in the next section,
we cannot choose € = 0 because the hazard for the Weibull model and its derivative diverge to
infinity at the point zero. Hence, in that case we will apply the Theorem for some € > 0. At the
same time, in the simulation study we will also consider different values for the end point M (also
M # 1). The proof is very similar to the one of Theorem 3. Main ideas are given in Section 5

while further details can be found in the Supplementary Material [10].



4. A goodness of fit test

The Cox regression model is widely used in survival analysis and the most common and straight-
forward approach is to assume a parametric model for the baseline hazard \g. Frequent choices of
parametric models are the Exponential, Weibull and Gompertz distribution (see for example [19]).
When one wants to model the survival distribution of a population with increasing or decreasing
risk, the Weibull distribution may be used since depending on whether the shape parameter is
greater /smaller than one, the hazard rate is increasing/decreasing. The Weibull distribution is

characterized by the shape parameter v and the scale parameter y. The hazard rate is given by
Ao(t) = vp’t"~1  for all t > 0.

The adequacy of the Weibull model can be assessed by looking at the quality of the regression of
log(—log(1— F,(t))) on logt, where F}, is an estimator of the baseline distribution function ([24]).
Indeed, if the true distribution is Weibull, then

1—F(t)=exp{—(ut)"} and log(—log(l— F(¢t))) =vlogt+ vlogpu.

Such approach is commonly used in practice (see for example Section 5.2 in [3] or [6, 27]). Here
we propose a general procedure for testing a parametric assumption on the baseline distribution,
assuming that the baseline hazard function is monotone. The test is based on the L,-distance
between the parametric estimator and the Grenander-type estimator. We describe the test and
investigate its performance for the case of the Weibull baseline distribution since it is of more
practical interest.

We assume that the baseline hazard is decreasing and we want to test whether it corresponds

to a Weibull distribution, i.e. we consider the following test
Ho: Xo(t) =vp’t"" for some >0 and v < 1
against
H;: ) is decreasing.

Under the null hypothesis we estimate the baseline hazard by its parametric estimator

where 0,, = (jin, Ip) is the maximum likelihood estimator of § = (u, v/).
Under H; we estimate Ag by the Grenander-type estimator An. In this case we need to consider
estimation on [e, M] with € > 0 because lim;_,o Ao (t) = limy_o |A;(¢)| = co. We split the sample in

two parts of sizes ny = rn and ng = (1 —r)n for some r € (0,1). We use the first part to estimate



¢ and obtain A; and the second part to construct the nonparametric estimator An. Hence 6, is

independent of M. Moreover, the conditions of Theorem 4 are satisfied since
Vi (fin — 1) = Op(1) and Vi (o —v) = Op (1),

See for example Section 3.4 in [16]. Let 0 < e < M < 7i. We consider the test statistic

M
-y

where A, is constructed on [e, M]. For the simulation study we consider various choices of € and

An(t) = Xg(t)| dt

M, including cases where M # 1 and, at level a we reject the null hypothesis if T,, > ¢, o for
some critical value ¢y, -

In order to avoid computation of the asymptotic mean and variance in Theorem 4, we compute
the critical value ¢, o by a bootstrap procedure as follows.

Let /3, be the maximum likelihood estimator of Sy (assuming Weibull baseline distribution).
We generate B = 1000 bootstrap samples as follows. We fix the covariates and we generate the

event time X} from the parametric estimator
Fj(x]Z;) =1 —exp (—Aé(x)eﬂ"zl)

for the cdf of X conditional on Z;, where A is the cumulative baseline hasard corresponding to
Ay We assume that the censoring times C; are independent of the covariates and we generate
C# from the Kaplan-Meier estimate G, (independently of Z;). Then we take T} = min(X}, C})
and A} = l(xs<cr)y. We divide each bootstrap sample (17, A7, Z1),..., (T, A}, Z,) in two
subsamples of size n; and no. Using the first subsamples we compute the maximum likelihood
estimators HA;;J of ,, and obtain /\ZJ. From the second subsamples, we compute the Grenander-

type estimators ;\;*17 ; and the value of the test statistic

1/3 M
* —
Tn,j =Ny /

€

Then we take as a critical value the 100a-th upper percentile of the values 7)) ,,..., T, p.

A=A @) dt,  j=1,....B.

Consistency of the bootstrap method follows from the next theorem. Let P denote the
conditional distribution given the data. Let B:{ be an estimator of /3, in the bootstrap sample.
We assume that BZ — Bn — 0, for almost all sequences (Tr,A¥, Z;), i = 1,2,..., conditional on

the sequence (T3, A, Z;), i = 1,2,. .., and that
V(B = Bn) = Op-(1), (14)
meaning that for all € > 0, there exists M > 0 such that

lim sup P} (\/ﬁm; — Bn| > M) <, P — almost surely.

n—oo



This property is proved in [15] for the maximum partial likelihood estimator in a slightly different
setting. There, the bootstrap event times are generated from a non-smooth estimator instead of

our Fj.

Theorem 5. Suppose that the censoring time is independent of the covariate and the assumptions
of Theorem 4 are satisfied. Let /A\;*I be the Grenander estimator in the bootstrap sample constructed
as above from a baseline distribution with hazard rate Ay. Given the data, let éfl be an estimator

of 0, independent of 5\; such that
Vn(6: —8,) = O0p-(1) (15)

and define /\g(t) = f(é:‘l,t) Then, given the data (Th,A1,7Z1), .., (Tn, Apn, Zy), it holds

M
nl/6 (np/?)/

in probability where m, and 012) are as in Theorem 4.

{ * * p d 2
M@—M@’ﬁ—w)ﬁN@%)

Therefore, the test that rejects the null hypothesis if Ty, > cp o, where ¢y, o s the 100a-th upper

percentile of the values Ty, 1, ..., T p, has asymptotic level a.

The proof follows the ones of Theorems 3 and 4 but it is more technical because the ‘true’
functions in the Bootstrap version depend on n and are less smooth than the original ones. Some
ideas are given in Section 5 and further details in the Supplemental Material [10].

To investigate the performance of the test we repeat the procedure N = 1000 times and count
the percentage of rejections. This gives an approximation of the level (or the power) of the test if
we start with a sample from a Weibull distribution (or not Weibull).

We perform the following simulation study. To investigate how the test behaves in terms of
level we start with a sample of event times from the Weibull distribution with parameters p > 0
and v < 1. We consider five different scenarios, depending on the choice of the parameters, which
correspond to slightly and strongly decreasing hazard rates. The real valued covariates and the
censoring times are chosen to be uniformly distributed on [0, 1] and [0, 7] respectively. 7 is chosen
in such a way that the percentage of not censored observations is around 75%. We take 3y = 0.5.
Unfortunately, it is not clear how to optimally choose € and M. In practice we take € to be relatively
small with respect to the range of the data and M is smaller than the last observed event time.
We compare this test with a likelihood ratio type of test (using the Grenander estimator instead
of the maximum likelihood estimator) and a Kolmogorov-Smirnov type of test. For the first one,

note that the likelihood in the Cox model can be written as

n n

(Mo(T3) exp(BoZ:)) ™ exp{—Ao(T3) exp(BoZi)} [ [ (T3l Z:)' 24 [1 — G(T3|Z:)) > .
=1 =1

10



Hence we consider the test that rejects Hy for small values of
n ~ Ay -
ITs (AT exp(Bu ) exp{=Ag(Ty) exp(BaZi)}

LR, = - - A - -
Ty (M@ exp(BaZi) ) expl{—An(T) exp(BZ)}

)

where A, (t) = fot An(u) du. The second test we consider rejects Hy for large values of S, =
supyo,,] [F5(t) — Fn(t)|, where Fy is the parametric estimator of the distribution function of the
event times and F,,(t) = 1 —exp(A,(t)). Note that the last test makes no use of the monotonicity
assumption. We determine the critical values of these tests through a bootstrap procedure as
described above.

Results of the simulations for sample size n = 2000,4000 and ny = n/2 are reported in Table 1.
Division in two subsamples of equal size seems to give better results with respect to for example

ny = |n/3]. However, in practice it seems that if we do not divide the sample in two part but

(13 v) (5;0.5) (1;0.1) (1;0.9) (1;0.5) (0.1;0.5)
(e M;7) (0.1;0.5;0.7) (0.54.5:7) (0.5;2.5;3.5) (0.5;2.5;3.5) (1;30;35)

0.073 0.053 0.050 0.058 0.058
n = 2000 0.081 0.067 0.074 0.068 0.074
0.053 0.055 0.047 0.056 0.049
0.062 0.062 0.054 0.056 0.064
n = 4000 0.086 0.079 0.059 0.083 0.077
0.059 0.053 0.036 0.063 0.055

Table 1: Simulated level of T}, (first numbers), LR, (second numbers) and Sy (third numbers) for a = 0.05.

we use all the data for computing both the parametric and the nonparametric estimator, the
performance of the tests improves (see Table 2). This suggests that the independence of 0,, from
the Grenander estimator might be only a theoretical requirement and the bootstrap procedure
works even if they are dependent.

To investigate the performance of the test in terms of power we start with samples of event

times from a distribution with failure rate given by

1 1
_t—l—c and (b) )\0(15)—04’ 2—\/E

Note that both these baseline distributions have decreasing hazard rates but are not Weibull. The

(@) Ao(t)

correspondent distribution functions are F(t) = 1 — ¢/(t + ¢) and F(t) = 1 — exp(—ct — V/1).

11



(5 v) (5;0.5) (1;0.1) (1;0.9) (1;0.5) (0.1;0.5)
(e, M;7)  (0.1;0.5;0.7) (0.5;4.5;7) (0.5;2.5;3.5) (0.5;2.5;3.5) (1;30;35)

0.038 0.043 0.046 0.034 0.038
n = 2000 0.040 0.029 0.068 0.040 0.041
0.046 0.039 0.044 0.053 0.047
0.051 0.051 0.038 0.046 0.044
n = 4000 0.036 0.019 0.064 0.036 0.034
0.056 0.050 0.053 0.042 0.046

Table 2: Simulated level of T}, (first numbers), LR, (second numbers) and Sy (third numbers) for o = 0.05 without

dividing in two subsamples.

Results of the simulations for sample size n = 2000,4000 and ny = n/2 are reported in Table 3.
Again, we repeat the simulation without dividing the sample in two subsamples. Results in Table 4
indicate that the performance of the tests improves significantly. We note that the power of the
tests depends on whether we consider alternative (a) or (b) but is not very sensitive to the choice
of the constant ¢. When dividing the sample in two subsamples, the test 7T, is most powerful
under both alternatives (a) and (b). None of the tests is uniformly more powerful. When using
the whole sample for the computation of both the parametric and nonparametric estimators, the
test T;, becomes comparable to S, under alternative (a). Again T, is the most powerful of the
three considered tests for model (b).

To conclude, simulations show promising results for testing a parametric assumption (Weibull)
on the baseline distribution of the event times in the Cox model, when knowing that the hazard
rate is monotone. However, further research is needed to better understand how the constants e

and M can be chosen in practice and to investigate the behavior in other scenarios.

5. Auxiliary results and proofs

In this section, we use the shorthand < instead of < C' where C' is a constant (i.e. a real
number independent of n) that may depend on the parameters of the model such as lower or
upper bounds for the involved density functions or derivatives. Moreover, K, K1, ...and ¢, cq, ...

denote such constants. The constants may change from line to line.
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Model (a)c=1 (a)c=6 (b)ye=1 (b) ¢=3
(e, M;7) (0.1;5;6) (1;30;35) (0.1;1.1;1.3) (0.1;0.5;0.6)

0.385 0.333 0.302 0.311
n = 2000 0.048 0.036 0.266 0.298
0.308 0.291 0.089 0.082
0.896 0.866 0.423 0.465
n = 4000 0.158 0.145 0.338 0.398
0.587 0.556 0.168 0.169

Table 3: Simulated power of T, (first numbers), LR, (second numbers) and S, (third numbers) for oc = 0.05.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1

Properties of the Grenander-type estimator A, are commonly derived through the inverse
process U, defined as
U, (a) = argmax {A,,(t) — at} . (16)
te(0,1]
Afterwards, what permits us to translate the results in terms of A, is the switching relation

An(t) > a if and only if U, (a) > t, for ¢t € (0,1]. (17)

Moreover, let U be the generalized inverse of \y on R, i.e.,

1 if a < Ao(1);
Ula) = 4 X\g'(a) if a€ [Ao(1), Ao (0)]; (18)
0 if @ > A\o(0).

We aim at obtaining bounds on tail probabilities of U,. A polynomial bound has been provided
in Lemma 6.3 of [21] but it is not sufficient when dealing with the global error of the estimator.
Here we derive exponential bounds which hold on an event E,, with P(E,) — 1 similar to the one
considered in [21]. Let us first describe this event.

For some &; > 0, define

o =1 |VP Y (% > |zi|e%’czi> ~VB Y E[1Zl] | < (19)

I,CI i=1 I.CI

where the summations are over all subsets I, = {i1,...,ix} of I ={1,...,p}, and 74 is the vector

consisting of coordinates yx; = Boj + €/(2,/p), for j € I, and v = Bo; — €/(24/p), for j € I\ I.
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Model (a)c=1 (a)c=6 (b)ye=1 (b) c=3
(e, M;7) (0.1;5;6) (1;30;35) (0.1;1.1;1.3) (0.1;0.5;0.6)

0.996 0.989 0.675 0.748

n = 2000 0.097 0.084 0.275 0.379
0.990 0.990 0.461 0.502

1 1 0.915 0.958

n = 4000 0.600 0.582 0.413 0.539
1 1 0.742 0.790

Table 4: Simulated power of T, (first numbers), LR, (second numbers) and S, (third numbers) for a = 0.05

without dividing in two subsamples.

It is shown in [21] (see the proof of Lemma 3.1)) that P(E, 1) — 1 and that in this event we have

sup D0 (a: ;)] < VB 3 E[|Z1e77] + & = &, (20)
EAS I,CI

where D%l)(x;ﬁ) = 0%, (x; 8)/0B and B is a sequence such that 5} — [y almost surely. Hence,
under the assumption (A2), in the event E,, ; it holds that sup,p |D7(11)(x; B%)| is bounded uni-
formly in n.

Moreover, using the linear representation of the Breslow estimator in [22], for z € [0, 1] and

each a > 0, we have

An(z) — Ao(z) = / (51“9} — Po /0 " o) dv) d(P, — P)(t, 5, 2)

®(t; Bo) ®(v; Bo) (21)
+ (B = Bo)' Ao(@) + Ru(a),
where
sup |Ry(z)] = op(n™1F%). (22)

z€[0,1]
For &;,£3,€4 > 0 and a > 0 (small) define

Bna = {n27205, ~ ol <&}, Bua={n'*sup [0, (i) - o) <], (29

z€R

Ep4 = { sup |Rp(x)] < §4n_1+°‘}.

z€[0,1]
From Theorem 3.2 in [25] and Lemma 4 in [23], it follows that P(E,2) — 1 and P(E,3) — 1.

Moreover, (22) yields also P(E,, 4) — 1 and as a result for

En = L1 N En,2 N En,B N En,47 (24)

14



we have P(E,,) — 1. This event is of interest because it allows us to bound
sup |(I)n(x73n) — ®(z; Bo)|-
z€([0,1]
Indeed, by the triangular inequality and the definition of F,,, we get
sup | (5 Bn) — D (5 Bo)| < sup (B (23 Bn) — (3 B0)| + sup |®r (25 80) — P(x3 o)
TE TE xe

< [Bn = Bolsup DY (w3 87)| + fiasn*ﬂm.
z€R n

(25)

In particular, for sufficiently large n, we have sup,cp |Pn(x :Bn) — ®(x; )| < ®(1; 8y)/2, where
®(1; o) > 0 since under the assumption that 7¢ > 1, we have P(T > 1) > 0. This yields that, for
x € 10,1],

B (3 fu) > B o) — 5813 o) > Z(1: o) > 0 (26)

Using (25) and (26), on the event E,,, for n sufficiently large, we can write

@01 8.) — 0(a: o)

1 1
ril[g)l] ‘1>n(:6;3n) P (3 Bo) . opl] D, (; Bn) ®(; Bo)
2 AN Bl (27)
< G 0y 2, [on 3 ) = @i o)
S n—1/2+a'

The following two lemmas correspond to Lemmas 2, 3 and 4 in [8].

Lemma 6. Assume that the follow-up time T has uniformly continuous distribution with contin-
uously differentiable density h such that inf,co1) h(u) > 0. Suppose that o and x — ®(x; Bo) are
continuously differentiable and X\, is bounded above by a strictly negative constant. There exist

constants Ky, Ko > 0 such that, for every a > 0 and x > 0,
P ({|Un(a) —U(a)| = x} N En) < Ky exp (—Kana®) (28)
provided that « in the definition of E, is chosen sufficiently small.

Proof. From the definition of U and the fact that U, is decreasing, it follows that |U,,(a) —U(a)| <
1T, (Mo(0)) = U(Xo(0))], if @ > Ao(0), and

Un(a) = U(a)] < |Ua(Mo(1)) =UQo(D)l, it a < Ao(1).

Hence, it suffices to prove (28) only for a € [Ag(1),Ao(0)]. Moreover, it suffices to prove the
inequality for z € [n~'/3,1] since for = € [0, /3], the inequality is trivially true with Ky = 1,

K, =exp(1l) and for & > 1 the probability is zero. We start by writing

P(ﬁﬁ<> <n>x}mE)
({ )—I—x}ﬂEn)+P({Un(a)§U(a)—x}ﬁEn).

15
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First consider the first probability on the right hand side of (29). It is zero, if U(a) + 2z > 1.

Otherwise, if U(a) + 2 < 1,
P ({Un(a) > U(a) + x} N En)
< ]P’({A (y) — ay > Ap(U(a)) — aU(a), for some y € [U(a) +z,1]} N E )

<P ({ sup (An(y)—ay—An(U(a))—i—aU(a)) ZO}ﬂEn> .

y€[U(a)+z,1]
From Taylor’s expansion, we obtain
’ (30)

Ao(y) = Ao(U(a)) < (y = Ula))a —c(y = Ula))",

where ¢ = infy¢(o,1) [Ao(t)[/2 > 0. Hence

U (a) > Ula) + }ﬁEn)
({ s (8000) — Aoly) = Aa(U@) + AoU(a) ety - U(e))*) = o} )

y€[U(a)+wx, 1]
Define
0l u<ny
S, / d(P, — P)(u, 4, z),
0= [ Gzl .- P)w.s.2
and
1
0l gy dP,, (u, 4, 2).
/ {ust ( (u; ﬁn) (Mﬁo)) ( )
Since A,, — Ag = R,, + Sy, it follows that the previous probability can be bounded by
> ¢ ({sup 192 - suvi@| 2 §at2f o)
— yEl) 2
- (31)

(y) — Rn(U(a))| > 23; 22’“}ﬂEn)

+ P sup | Ry (
> ({om

where the supremum is taken over y € [0,1], such that y — U(a) € [22% 228+1A1) with the

convention that sup over an empty set is zero. Moreover, the process S, can be written as

12": 1 L A, L D
n O(T;; Bp) (1= O(T;; o) Hist

where E7 denotes the conditional expectation given 77, T,. By Lemmas 12, 13 in the supple-

mentary material with
E[A|T =1 1

1 1
rt) = B(t:Bo) ~ @(L; fo) end  mit) = O(t:fo) @(1; o)
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where m is continuously differentiable under our assumptions since

i) - EA=UT =) b)) dolt)
B (t; Bo) IORGENERION

it follows that

yElk

P ({sup 1S, (y) = S (U(a))| > §x2 2%} N En>

<P <sup S3) ~ ShU ()] > £ 2%>

yeli

+P (sup |S2(y) — S2(U(a))| > 2:[:2 22k>

yEly

< Kjexp (—Kgn:r323k)

for some positive constants K7, K5. Note that when we apply Lemma 12 we have

i —mind1 292k — mind 1 ca2” - ca2”
T Bk R2Ce 2 [ T\ VG R2CER2 [ T 6 R2C R
because z2F < 1 < 6R2Ce®’ /2 /¢ since we can choose R?, C large enough. For Lemma 13, in the

statement we can replace min {1, z¢t; '} by min{K, zt,'} for every constant K > 0. Now we take
K = ¢/8 and we have

min {g, 2 z? 2%k (:172]”1)71} = §x2k.
Hence, from (32) it follows that

i]}» ({sup 1S, (y) = Su(U(a))| > §x2 2%} N En)

k=0 yely

< Z K exp Kgn:v323k)

using that nz® > 1.

Now we deal with the second probability in (31). Using (27) we obtain
1 1

;w({sup Ruly) ~ RalU(@))| 2 22’f}mEn>
®,(Tj; B,)  ®(T5: 5o) =" i 2%} ﬂEn)

yely
F ({ Sup ZA Liv(a)<ri<y}
({ZA Livay<T,<v(a)a2vtry = n3/2 o 2 22k} ﬁEn)
i=1

IA
[z

y€lk ;2

>
Il

0

o

k

0

)

>
Il

({Z (Aily()<Ti<U(@)+azir1} — B [AL{y()<r<v(@)+a2t+1}]) = 4n3/2 “ 22%} ﬂEn>,
0 =1

using that nE [A]I{U(a)<T§U(a)+12k+1}] = O(nx2*+1)<O(n?/?~* 22 22F) because = > n~'/3 and

17



« can be chosen small enough. From Bernstein inequality it follows that

Iip <{Sup [Rn(y) — Rn(U(a))| = g:EQ 22k} N En>

y€Ely

< o nd3—2« I4 24k
= P T B p2 92k 1 okt

< Z;";O exp {_c2zkn3/2—a x2}

< Kjexp {—Kgn:v3}

where we used that = < 1 for the last inequality. Here the constant ¢ changes from line to line.
As a result, for the first term in the right hand side of (29), we have that there exist constants
K1, Ko > 0 such that for all a > 0, x > 0,

P ({Un(a) >Uf(a) + x} N En> < Ky exp (—Kana®).
In the same way we can also deal with the second term of (29). (|

Lemma 7. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6, there exist positive constants Ky, Ko such that,

for every x >0 and a ¢ A\o([0, 1]),
P ({|0u(@) = U@)| = 2} N B.) < Kyexp {~Kzna | 2o(U(a)) - al min (1, Mo (U(a) — al)} (33)
provided that o in the definition of E, is chosen sufficiently small.

Proof. If |A\g(U(a)) — a| < x then it follows from Lemma 6 that
P ({|Un(a) —U(a)| > a:} N En) < Kjexp (—KQTL.IS)

and (33) follows. Moreover, if 2 < [A\o(U(a)) —a| < n~1/3 then the inequality in (33) is trivial
since the upper bound in the inequality is larger than one for appropriate choice of K7 and Ko.
Hence, in the sequel we assume = < |[A\o(U(a)) — a| and |A\o(U(a)) — a| > n~/3. We argue as in

the previous lemma, using

Ao(y) — Ao(U(a)) < (y = Ula))ro(U(a)).
instead of (30). We obtain

P ({Un(a) > Ula) + x} N En)
<P ({ . (An(y) = Ao(y) = An(U(a)) + Ao(U(a)) + (y — U(a)) (Ao(U(a)) — a)) = 0} N En> -
With I, S, and R,, defined as in Lemma 6, the previous probability can be bounded by
57 ({sup 5.0 - 8.0@)] = 302 o) ~al 5,
k=0 O: k 1 (34)
+ ZP ({sup |R.(y) — R (U(a))| > B 228 X (U(a)) — a|} N En> .
k=0

yEl)
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From Lemmas 12, 13, it follows that,

> (sup 1500 - S0 @)] 2 522 (@) ol

yely
< Kjexp ( — Konz | Ao(U(a)) —a|min {1, |X\g(U(a)) — al} )

Now we deal with the second probability in (34). Using (27) we obtain

>e ({sop ) - B @] 2 G2 o)~ 12,)
1 1

yely
—n.I k Ula)) —
D, (T3 B,) (T3 Bo) = 2 2" |0 (U(a)) aI}ﬂEn>

P ({ sup ZA ]l{U <T¢<U}
P ({Z Ail(y(a)<T, <U(a) +a2v1} = en® >~ 225 A (U(a)) — a|} N En)

E%g

>
Il

0

o

yele s
i—1

el
Il

0

P(
0 %

using that nE [ALyy<r<v)razrty] = O (na2¥1)<O(n®?=> 22k [\o(U(a)) — a|) because

M
NE

=
Il

(Ai]l{U(a)<Ti§U(a)+m2k+1} —E [A]I{U(a)<T§U(a)+m2k+1}}) 20”3/2_a X 2k |)\0(U(a)) — a|)ﬂEn>
1

|Ao(U(a)) —a] > n~'/3 and we can assume o < 1/6. From Bernstein inequality it follows that

zp ({500 12,0) = RAU(@)] 2 02 Do (@) ~al } 1 1)

yEly

. n3=20 22 92K |\ (U(a ))—a|2
Szk_oexp{ P32 3 2k Ao (Ua) }

) — a| + nz2k+1
) —

I}

Again, the constant ¢ changes from line to line. As a result, there exist constants K7, Ko > 0

< Zk:o exp {—cng/zf‘l 2% (X0 (U(a)
< Kyexp{—Kanz |[Xo(U(a)) —al}.

such that for all a > 0, z > 0,

P ({Un(a) > U(a) + :v} N En> < Kyexp (—Kaonz | Ao(U(a)) — a|min {1, |Ao(U(a)) — al}).

The same bound can be obtained similarly for P ({U(a) > Uy(a)+ x} N En) and Lemma 7 fol-

lows.

o
Proof of Theorem 1. Let t € (0,1). We consider first
L =E |1g, () = M(®);] = / P{Au() = 2o(®) > @} 0 By par~ dz.
0
Using the switching relation A, (£) > Ao(t) + 2 = U, (Ao(t) 4+ x)>t, we obtain
L < / P [{0((t) + )2t} 1 B, par" da
0
A0 (0) (t) .
_ / P [{0000(t) + 2)2t} N E,] portdo (35)
0
-|-/ P [ Un(No(t) + x)zt} N En} prP~da.
Ao (0)—=Xo(t)
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For = € [0, Ao(0) — Ao(t)) there exists ¢ > 0 such that U(Ao(¢) + z) < ¢t — cx. Hence, it follows

from Lemma 6 that
A0(0)—Xo(?) R
/ i [{Un()\o(t) + :c)Zt} N En} paP~1dz
0
Ao (0)=Xo(t)
</ ?|{
0
§/ exp{—Kznxg} paP~tdx
0

Sn’p/g/ exp {—Koy®} py? " dy
0

<y P/3

Un(No(t) + ) — Uo(t) + 33)‘ >} (1 B,| partdo

Since, for & > Xg(0) — Ao(t), U(Ao(t) + x)) = 0, we obtain from Lemma 6 that

Ao (0)— Ao (t)+t X
/ P HUn()\o(t) —i—:v)zt} mEn] peP~tda
X0 (0)—Xo(t)
Ao (0)=Xo (t)+t

< exp{—Kzntg}/ paP~tdx
0

< exp {—Kgnt?’} tP

Moreover, from Lemma 7, it follows that

/:jo))\o(t)ﬂ P [{Un()\O(t) + x)Zt} n En} pa? 1 ds

0

)\0(0)7}\0(04’1 5
< / exp{—KgntP\o(O) — Xo(t) — 2| }pxpfldx (36)
)\0(0)7}\0(75)%»75
+/ exp {—Kant |\o(0) — \o(t) — x|} pxP~ da.
A0 (0)—Ao(t)+1

For the first integral in the right hand side of (36) we have

X0 (0)—Xo(t)+1
/ exp {—Kz’nt |)\0(0) — )\0(15) — x|2}pxiﬂ—1 dz
Ao (0)=Ao(t)+t

1
B / exp {—Konty?} p (y + Mo(0) — Mo(£))"" ! dy
t
1
S/ exp { —Konty®} y?~ ' dy
t

< (nt)_p/2/ exp {—K»z%} 2P~ dz
0

< (nt) P2,
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Now we consider the second integral in the right hand side of (36)

/ exp {—Kant |Ao(0) — Ao(t) —3:|}p3:p71 dz
)\0(0)7}\0(75)4’1

= [ exp (= Kanta} o+ 2a(0) = D)
< /100 exp {—Konty}y?~ dy
< (nt)™P /000 exp {—Koz} 2P 1 dz
< (nt)™7.
For t > n~! we have (nt)"? < (nt)"?/2 and therefore,
I <SP (nt) P2
In particular, for t > n=/3 we get I; <n~P/3. Similarly,
L =E|1g,(Ao(t) = A% | <073 + (n(1 — )"/
and the result follows. O

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3

In this section, we assume that the assumptions of Theorem 3 are fulfilled.

Lemma 8. Let

M, (t)

1 n
=~ (Alrcy - E[Adn<p])
o (37)

1 n

= Ailyg <y — H™(b).

i

There exist a Brownian bridge B,, and positive constants K, c1, co such that

P

n sup ’]\;[n(s) —n"Y2B, (H“c(s))‘ >x+a lognl < Kexp (—cx).
s€0,1]

Proof. Let Uy,...,U, be independent uniform random variables on (1,2). For ¢ € {1,...,n},
define

T, A =1,

3/;: =

U, ifA;=0.
The variables Y; are i.i.d with distribution function Gy given by
0 if t <0,
Hue(t) ifo<t<1,

Hee() +PA=0)(t—1) ifl<t<2,

1 ift > 2.
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By the strong approximation result in [17], there exists a Brownian bridge B,, and positive con-

stants K, c1, ¢ such that

1
P |n sup ﬁzﬂ{yﬁt} — Gy (t) = n"Y?B, (Gy(t))| >z +cilogn| < K exp (—caz).

| t€l0,2] i—i

In particular,

1 n
P |n sup - Z Tiy,<ey — Gy (t) — n"Y2B, (Gy ()| > =+ ¢1logn| < K exp (—cox) .
L te0,1]

=1

The statement follows from the fact that, when ¢ € [0,1], then Gy (t) = H"°(t) and

% Z Livi<sy = % ZAiﬂ{TiSt}-

Lemma 9. \,(0) and A\, (1) are stochastically bounded.

Proof. The sub-distribution function of the observed event times has a bounded density on [0, 1]
since h"¢(t) = Ao(t)®(t; Bo) and both Mg and ® are assumed to be continuous (hence bounded on
[0,1]). Therefore, Lemma 9 follows from Lemma 1 in [8] because for every § > 0, the probability

that A, jumps in (0,0/n) or in (1 — §/n,1) is no more than
P[AT € (0,5/n) U (1 —6/n,1)] < 2K,
where K = sup,¢(o,1) h"*“(u). O

Proof of Lemma 2. Let M, = A, — Ao and m(u;t,t,) = Lyu<s,} — Lju<sy. Using (21), we can

write
Mafta) = M) = | 5”“; e ") 4B, — B)(1.8,2) + (B — o) [Ao (t2) — Ao(t)]

L

Let’s consider the first term in the right hand side. We have

vd(]P’n —P)(u,6,2) + Rn(tn) — Ru(t).

om(u;t, ty) B 1 (s CPVwb s 1
[ Bss A, = Bw.b.2) = g [ dn(ust ) APy ~P)(w 8+ RA(GL) (69

where

1 1 _ 1 _ Wb
RL(t, 1) /67rutt (q)(u;ﬂo) @(t;ﬂ0)> APy — P)(u,0, 2).

Moreover, in view of Lemma 8, we write

/57r(u; b)) APy — P)(w, 6, 2) = =2 [Byy (H (b)) — Bry (H(£))]
+ [(Mn _ nfl/QBn o Huc)(tn) _ (Mn _ n71/2Bn ° Huc)(t)
(40)
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where M,, is defined in . For the third term in (38), if ¢,, > t, we have
/ ﬁ“/ "
:/eﬂszn (P, — P)(u, 5, 2) /t” o),

fuztn} 200 ) (v Bo)

’ v >\
+/€50Z]1{t<uﬁtn}‘/t (I)(’?),(ﬂ))d d(]P) —]P’)(u,é,z).

dvd(P, — P)(u, 9, z)

Moreover

t’Vl
/eﬂ(')z]l{u>tn} d(]Pn — ]P’)(u, (S, Z) / )\0( ) dv
t

®(v; fo)
:/eﬁéz]l{u>t}d(Pn—P)(u,5,z) (()) (tn — 1)

1 / o)
+ 3 /eﬂoz]l{u>t} d(P, — P)(u, 0, z)/ (50) (Snw) (v — t)? do
t

, tn )\ ('U)
— [ PP ey A(P,, — P)(u, 5, / 2 do,
[ e dBy =PI 82) [ g an

for some ¢ < s, , < v. Similarly we can deal with the case t,, < t obtaining that for all ¢,, € (0, 1),

UNty
/ oBoz / AO(“) dvd(P,, — P)(u, 6, )
uAt ; ﬂO

= 80 (6 o) — (03 60)] s (0 — (a1)

s gl - o0t [ (32) () 00 o= RE(e)

where

2 = [ ePorr(u; " Ao(v) v —P)(u,d, z
Rn(t,tn)—/ ( ,t,tn)A St dod(B ~P)(u.5.)

Finally, for the second term in (38), by a Taylor expansion we obtain

1
Ao (tn) = Ao(t) = A () (b = 1) + SAG(Ca) (8 = 1)° (42)
where |¢, — t| < |t,, — t|. Note that by definition

Ao(t)
®(t; Bo)

A1) = SO o) 2

d Ao(t
D (1 o) 3o

with

gD<1>(t~ﬁo) = i/zeﬁéﬂ o dP(u, 6, z) = dg [Zeﬁézp (T >t2)].

dt ’ dt {uzt) A S dt =
Hence, A{ is continuous because we are assuming that, given z, the follow up time T has a
continuous density and Ay, ¢ are continuously differentiable.

Let E,, the event in (24). Combining (38)-(42), we get

_ =n" / 1 uc _ uc A 1 At _
My (tn) = Mn(t) =n~" 2¢(t;ﬂo) [Brn (H*(tn)) = Bn (H*(t))] + (Bn — B0)" Ao (t) (tn — 1)
“Ao(t)

- [q)n(t; ﬂO) (t ﬂO)] ( ﬁO) (tn - t) + vaz(ta tn) + Ri(ta tn) + Rn(ta tn)v

23



with

1g su R, (t,tn)| < sup |Mn(t —n V2B, (H ()| + n~ /02 4ot
p | < sup "

[tn—t|<cn=1/3T, te(0,1]

n

Here, we used that E,, contains the events in (23).
In order to prove the statement of the Lemma, it is sufficient to consider z > n~'+1/¢ because
otherwise the bound is trivial. For such values of 2 and for o < 1/¢, from the strong approximation

result in Lemma 8, it follows that

P sup |Rn(t,tn)| >z p N E,
[tn—t|<cn=1/3T,

Moreover the bound is uniform over ¢ € [0,1]. The statement then follows from Lemmas 14 and

15 with

<exp{—Kinz} <a79n'79,

Tﬂ(tv tn) = erz(tv tn) + erz(tv tn) + Rn(ta tn)

Proof of Theorem 3. Let .
g, = np/S/ ‘S\n(t) — )\O(t)‘p dt.
0

Step 1. It can be shown exactly as in Step 1 of [8] that

o (0)

dnlg, = ]lEnnp/B/ Un(a) — U(a)’p |U’(a)|17p da + Op(nfl/ﬁ).

Ao (1)

Details are given in the Supplementary Material [10].
Step 2. Let B,, be the Brownian bridge from Lemma 2 and &, a standard Gaussian random

variable independent of B,,. Then W, (t) = B,(t) + &,t is a Brownian motion. Let

dle) = POITE )

and

Wi (u) = n'/ [Wn (H“c(t) + n—1/3u) — W, (H“C(t))} .

For each t € [0,1], W is a standard two-sided Brownian motion and we define V (t) as

V(t) = argmax {Wi(u) — d(t)u?}. (43)

|u|<logn
We show that, for some 7, which satisfies sup,c(o 1] [7.(t)| = Op(1), we have

p

3 dt + op(n~1/9). (44)

1-b . N (t)
O A CEE O

hue(t)

Let k be a twice differentiable, symmetric kernel function with bounded support [—1, 1] such that

k(u) > 0 for all w € (—1,1) and [k(y)dy = 1. We denote by k its scaled version ky(u) =
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b~'k(u/b). Here, b is a bandwidth that depends on the sample size and we consider b = n~ /4.

Let
W (0) = [ kolt =) (a5 o) — (w3 6o)) do
R
Note that
sup W5 ()] < sup |@n(v;Bo) — B(v; Bo)| = Op(n~'/?)
telb,1-b] v€e[0,1]
and
dWws (t) _i S (t—v o _ B ;
te[sbl:llplb] de '_ b? /k ( b )((I)n( o) = 2w fo)) d
b12 /k’ ( ;U> (@ (v; B0) — @(v; Bo)) — (Pu(t; Bo) — (t; Bo))] dv
<b~! sup |(‘I’n(v;ﬂo)—‘1>(v;ﬂo))—(<I>n(t;ﬂo)—‘1>(t;ﬂo))|></|k'(v)|dv
lv—t|<b R

=0p (n71/2b71/2) =op (nil/ﬁ).

Here we used the fact that [ &'(v)dv = 0 and that

e N (@ (v; B0) — ®(v; B0)) — (Pu(t; Bo) — (£ 60))| = Op (n—l/%/z) :

which can be shown as in Lemma 16.

For every a € R, define

hue(U(a)) Ao(U(a))
®(U(a); Bo) @ (U(a); Bo)

where Ag is taken from (10). Note that the smoothed version ¥? of ®,, — ® is needed in order

£ = a—n_1/2§n

+ (B = B0) A (U(a)) — W5,(U(a))

a

to make the function a — a¢ differentiable. Note also that since h“¢(t) = A\o(t)®(t; Bo), it follows
from the assumptions on A and ® that also h"¢ is differentiable. The differentiability will allow us
to do the change of variable a +— a$ below.

Let E, be the event in (24). For some proper modification of E,,, we can assume that on the
event F,, it holds that |¢,| < logn and

ilelg la —at| < en /2t (45)

for an appropriate ¢ > 0, with « as in (23). From Lemma 6(i) in [8] and the change of variable
a — af we have

Ao (0)

Inlp, = ]lEnnp/g/ U (a)|"" da + op(n~/%)

Ao (1)

H (U (a)) — H*(U (a)
hee (U (a)

Ao(0)—cb Huc( n(a)) C( ( )) ’ ! I-p
e H U'(a da + op(n~1/6
" w/)\o(l)"er huC(L ( )) | ( )| P( )
H C(LAn(ag)) H C([ ( E)) ’

hue(U(a))

| U@ da+op(n="°),
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with ¢ = inf,c[0,17|A\o(t)] and
In = [/\0(1) + 175/ logn, Ao(0) — nil/ﬁ/logn} .

To do the change of variable above, we first restrict the interval into [Ag(1) -+ ¢b, Ao(0) — ¢b] because
the previous bounds on W2 (¢) and its derivative need ¢ € [b,1 — b]. The definition of a® involves
Us(U(a)) so we need U(a) € [b, 1 —b] whereas if a > \g(1)4c¢b then U(a) < 1 —b for this choice of
c. Afterwards we can replace daf by da because, on E,,, sup, |da —daf| < C(n='/2t* 4 n=3/8)da
for @ < 1/3. The last step consists in replacing h*¢(U(a%)) by h*¢(U(a)) and U’(a®) by U’(a)
using Lemma 6(i) in [8] with for example r = r' = 2. Here we also use that U’, (h"¢)" are uniformly
bounded and U’ satisfies (12). By definition of U,,, it follows that

H"(U,(a%)) = argmax {(Apo (H")™' —a*(H")™") (u)}.
ue[H<(0),H"(1)]

Let t, = (H"“)"Y(H"(U(a)) + n~'/3u). Using properties of the argmax function we obtain

nl/3 (HM(Un(af)) - H“C(U(a))) = argmax { Dy (a,u) + Sn(a,u)},

wel, (a)
where
To(a) = [~n!/3 (1" (U () = H*(0)) ,nM/* (H*(1) — H*(U(@))] .
Dy (a,u) = n*3@(U(a); Bo) {(Ao(tn) — atn) — (Ao(U(a)) — aU(a))}
and

Sn(a,u) = (U (a); fo) {(a — a°) [tw — U(a)] + (An — Ro) (tn) — (An — R0)(U(a))} -
Using Lemma 2 and the definition of af, we get
Sn(a,u) = Wy (a)(u) + R2 (a,u) + R} (a,u)
where
Ry (a,u) = n** {3, (U(a)) = [@n(U(a); fo) — ®(U(a); 50)]} Ao(U(a)) [tn — U(a)],

and

sz (av u) = TL2/3‘I)(U(CL); BO) Tn (U(a)v tn) )
with 7, as in Lemma 2. Let R, (a,u) = R2(a,u) + R}(a,u). Now we use Lemma 5 in [8] to show
that R,, is negligible. First we localize. Let ¢ > 12. We will apply Lemmas 2, 14, 15, 16 with such
a q which is possible because now we choose T}, = n'/(364=11) 5o v = 1/(3(6¢ — 11)) and ¢y < 1.
The choice of T}, is motivated by Lemma 5 of [8] that is used below. Define

ﬁn(a) = argmax {Dn(a, u) + W (a) (u) + Ry (a, u)}
IU‘STH
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For large n, [-Ty,T,] C I,(a) for all a € J,, so we have the equivalence
15, 0n(a) # Lg, 0!/ (H(Un(a®)) = H(U(a))) & Lp,n'/* |H*(On(a®)) - B*(U(a))| > T,

Since h“ and U’ are bounded, by monotonicity of U, together with (45), that holds on E,, and

Lemma 6, for all a € R, z > n~'/3 and sufficiently large n we then have
P ({]HM(U”(C&)) - H“c(U(a))’ >} NE,)

< ({

<P ({Un(a —enVEY) S O + U(a)} N En) +P ({Un(a +en V) < Ula) — C:v} N En>
> %x} ﬁEn>
> %x} ﬁEn>

Un(a®) — U(a)‘ > Cx} N En)

Un(a —en Y22 —U(a — en™V/2+9)

+({

< K exp(—Kona?),

Un(a+en Y279 —Ula + en™ /%)

(46)

using that o < 1/6 for the penultimate inequality, since a can be chosen arbitrarily small. Since
the upper bound is greater than one for appropriate K, Ko and all z € [0,n~/3], the above

inequality holds true for all a« € R, x > 0 and n. Combining the two preceding displays yields
i ({Un(a) 4 nl/3 (H“C(Un(aﬁ)) - H“c(U(a)))} N En) < Ky exp(—K>T?). (47)
Moreover, integrating inequality (46), we obtain
supE {Mnnq’/?’ EEUACIE H“C(U(a))’ql <K, (48)
for every ¢’ > 1. From (46), (48) and Lemma 6(ii) in [8] with r and 7’ chosen arbitrarily we get

r U (@)

ot '+ or

Un(a) +n'/® (H"(U(a)) = H**(U(a*)))

p U (a)"7"

—— 7 da+op(n /¢
e (o ayp T orn

where
na(a) = n'?(a = a®)|U" (@)|h"“(U(a)) = Op(1).
The rest in the penultimate equality is of order op (n_l/ 6) because h“¢ and U are continuously
differentiable (this follows from the assumptions on Ag and ®), hence their derivatives are uniformly
bounded, and a can be chosen as small as we want. Now we approximate U, (a) by
Un(a) = argmax {Dnla,u) + Wy (u)} .
|u|<logn
We will apply Lemmas 5(i) and 6(i) in [8] to get

Inlg, = ]lEn/
J

n

U (@)

Wda%—o}a(n*l/ﬁ). (49)

Un(a) = =/, (a)
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Since A{ is bounded above by a strictly negative constant, the function ® is uniformly bounded

and h"¢ is bounded away from zero, it follows by a Taylor expansion that
Dy (a,u) < —cu?,

for some positive constant ¢, and all a € J,, and |u| < T;,. Moreover, since

0 0

%(Ao(tn) —aty) [th — U(G)]/\B(O%(tn)

for some | — U(a)| < |t, — U(a)l|, it follows that

20,0

for some positive constant K and all a € J,, and |u| < T,,. Again we used the fact that ® and X;

< K|ul,

are uniformly bounded and A*¢ is bounded away from zero. Hence, the function D,, satisfies the
conditions in [8].

It remains to show that R,(a,u) satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 5(i) in [8]. If we show
that

< ™I "3 forallx € (0,712/3]7 (50)

P l{ sup |R,(a,u)| > a:} NE,

[ul<Tn

then, as in Lemma 5(i) in [8], it follows that

E [llEn Un—[}n T} < (n_l/ﬁ/logn>r

with 7 = 2(¢—1)/(2¢ — 3) (as in Lemma 5(i) in [8]) and by Lemma 6(i) in [8], U,, can be replaced

by U,. Note that for (50) it is sufficient to consider 2 > n~/3+1/¢_ For such 2’s we have

P l{ sup |Rp(a,u)| > :v} NnE,

[ul<Tn

+P

<P [{ sup |R?(a,u)| > x/2} NE,

[u|<Ty,

{ sup |R2(a,u)| >x/2}ﬂEn

[u|<Ty,

From Lemma, 2, it follows that

P l{ sup |R:(a,u)| > 1/2} NE,| Sz int"1/3,

[ul<Tn

It remains to consider R3. Note that, since a € J,, it follows that b < U(a) < 1 — b where we

recall that b = n=1/4. Hence

P [{ sup |R2(a,u)| > a:/4} NnE,
IU‘STH

<P |0/, W3 (U (@) — [4(U(@): Bo) = B(U(a); fo)]| > ca

_p[niep, ‘/ ko (U (a) — ) [®n (03 Bo) — (03 Bo) — @ (U(a): fo) + B(U(a): fo)] do

> c:v]

<P [n'PT,  sup  |®n(v;80) — D(v; Bo) — n(Ula); o) + P(U(a); Bo)| > 033] )
lv=U(a)|<b
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using that the kernel k integrates to one, is non-negative and is supported on [—1,1]. It follows

from Lemma 16 that

P l{ sup |R2(a,u)| > x/4} NE,| Sz~ n!9/3,

[ul<Tn

Here we need 2 < ¢ < 1/(y+ 1/24) to apply the Lemma. Since v = 1/(3(6¢ — 11)), it is possible
to choose ¢ > 12 (but ¢ < 22). To conclude, from Lemma 5(i) in [8], it follows that U, can be
replaced by [}n, i.e. we have (49).

It remains to replace (}n(a) by V(U (a)) where V is taken from (43). Since h<(t) = Ao (t)®(t; fo),
it follows from the assumptions on Ag and ® that h"¢ is continuously differentiable. Combining
this with a Taylor expansion together with (12), we have

sup  |—Dn(a,u) — d(U(a))u’| < n=/3(logn).
lul<logn

It follows from (D.1) and (D.2) that 1z, n~'/%y, has bounded moments of any order. Since (}n(a)
and V(U (a)) also have bounded moments of any order, by Lemmas 5(ii) and 6(i) in [8] it follows
from (49) that

~ p "(a)|1—P
9lp, :]lEn/ V(@) —non(a) %daﬂp(nlm)
1-b p / p
where using (7),
_ he(t) V205 / nl/2s Ao(t)
6o(t) = e {000(0) = 012, = oy ts) 4 2w 0 00 (1)

Moreover, since P(E,) — 1, we can remove 1, and get (44). Note that the interval of integration
has been restricted to [b,1 — b] because the bounds that we have of ¥% are valid only on [b, 1 — b]
(see beginning of Step 2) so the change of variable is done on this restricted interval.

Step 3. Now we prove that ¢, can be removed from the integrand in (44). Let

B 1-b, DY (t) p 1-b B DY (t) p
o= { [l [T e [ o ool G )
Define
V() = argg&ax {Wi(u) — d(t)u?}.
Then we can have V() # V (t) only if |V (t)| > logn and
P (f/(t) # V(t)) < 2exp (—c*(logn)?) (52)

(see Theorem 4 in [7]). Moreover,

d(t)?/3V (t) = argmax {Wt (ud(t)_2/3> - u2d(t)_1/3} < X(0) (53)

u€R
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where X is taken from (11). Corollaries 3.4 and 3.3 in [13] show that X (0) has a bounded density
function, so from (52) and (53), so it follows that, for v € (0,1/12),

P(IV(0) <n7) < Kn,

for some K > 0 independent of ¢t. Let C' > 0 and define
An(t) = {'V(t” > n_v} ) By = {n_1/24 sup [6,(t)] < C}
t€(0,1]

Then P(B,) — 1 because sup,¢jo 1) |sn(t)| = Op(1). Moreover, it follows from (D.1) and (D.2)
that ¢, has bounded moments of all orders. Since V also has bounded moments of all the orders,

by an expansion of z — z” around V (t) we obtain

1-b _ B ~ p—1 )\/ p
@nannpnl/ﬁ/b (o] -7 - n o]} [70) hfc((% T, dt +op(1)
B 1-b B B p—2| )\ (t) p
—p/b cn(t)V(t)’V(t)‘ huoc(t) dt + op(1).
Using the definition of 7, in (51) we have
1-b p—2 / p
/b <n(t)f/(t)‘f/(t)‘ }j\fc((tt)) dt
_ NGO TN PYON
-6 ), Mg Vool |wg| @ 50
1 4 uc p—2 I p
— 2 — o) [ B o] | e
1-b p— 2 / p
+nl/? /b v v |[vo| &)6(8” hjc(é)) dt + op(1),
using (7). Since V (t) has a symmetric distribution,
" hoORt) o e =2 [ M) PN NP () & e P72 NG ()
2| () 2 ool @G| a) | = ([ Rm e relrol” R

and arguing as in Step 5 in [8], we obtain

1 ue(g) _p=2
| v olvol

In the same way also the second term in the right hand side of (54) converge to zero in probability.

p

o) |° 4y op(1).

huc (t)

It remains to deal with the third term. Let a; = (b + ib*) A (1 —b) for i = 0,..., M where
M = [(1—2b)b2] + 1. Then

1-b e p2 M (02 | M) P

e . 0 0
M1 rar . p=2 N (£)2 | Np(t) [P

_ , 0 0 ]
X[ merelel S a] o
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For each i € {0,..., M — 1} we can write

[ werolsol e ]
_wai)/fl volvol” S| «
Moreover, since [ k'(u

)du = 0 and & is supported on [—1, 1] and is twice differentiable, it follows
from the Taylor expansion that there exist §U)t and £2, such that

sup W7, (t) — W (as)]

t€la;,ai41)

=il () -+ (4 il
t— —v
S |(I) (auﬁO) (az7ﬁ0)| e[f}l£+l 7 ‘/ (k ) k( b >) dv
sup /‘ ( ) ) | U ﬁo) ( —‘I))(ai;ﬁoﬂ dv
v 2 a1+1+b
< |@nlais Bo) — P(as; Bo)|  sup ( 5 ) K" (&4.0)| dv
t€lai,ait1] i
+ sup |(®n, — @) (v; Bo) — (Pn
v€la; —b,a;y1+b]

t—a; ai+1+b
— ®)(a;; fo)|  sup ] b—z/

telai,ait1

K (€5,)] dv.

i—

Since |a; — a;+1| = b?, it follows that

sup W7, (t) — U5 (as)]

t€lai,ait1]

S |(I)n(ai; BO) - (I)(ai; BO)| O(b2) + sup |((I)n - (I))(U; BO) - ((I)n

v€Ela;—b,a;y1+b]

®)(ai; Bo)| O(b).

As in Lemma 16 it can be shown using (D.2) that for ¢ > 2

<2 42

E lnqm sup  [(®n — @)(v; fo) — (Pn — P)(ai; 50)4
ve[ai—b,a¢+1+b]

< pa/2,
Moreover the constant in the inequality < is not dependent on i. Hence, it follows that

El/Q[ Sup |95 (6) = 5 (a)|”
te

ai;ai+1]

_ O(b3/2n_1/2)

(55)

uniformly over ¢ Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we obtain

M-1
n'/?E lz

=0

o [ o
= o(1).

i1 ~ > p=2 °
/ 0 - @) V) V) |Afa(<tt)> h
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Now we consider

M—1 ;
12 stan [ v [ P72 207 | Xo() |7
;w i) / v(6) [V 1) ] ||
am - p—2 2 ¢ P
— 072 (ap) / OILOl |Afa(<tt)>| ,if% &
M—1 aM ~ b= g ( '
0l 3 [Wala) - Ve / Ve ang(ft)ﬂ 2553) "

Using the symmetry of the distribution of V(t) and and the fact that V (t) is independent of V(s)

for |t — s| > 2n~1/3logn/inf, h"¢(t), it can be shown that

=2 Ao(t)?

p1/2 [/ V(t) }V(f)‘ ()]

i

Ao(t)
huc (t)

p A2
] 5 (05 = a2 oy

Moreover, from (55), we have that, foralli=1,..., M — 1,
2
EV2 (/2 (a;) = Wi(ai)l] S 6

uniformly in 4. Since (D.2) ensures that E [711/2\1!;(@0)]2 < 1, it follows that

M-1 wy
SRS wz(ai)/ V() [V (0)

i=0 ai

M1

S n_l/ﬁ (logn)1/2 + b3/2 Z (M _ i)l/an—l/ﬁ(logn)1/2
=1

=2 Xo(t)?
[Ao(8)]

Ao(t)

p
huc(t) dt

E

M—-1
S 0(1)+b3/2 Z jl/anfl/G(logn)1/2
j=1

< o(1) 4 6%/ 2n 18 (logn) Y2 M3/? = o(1),

because b = n~ /4 and M ~ b=2. To conclude we have

= [ |70

Step 4. Now this is the same as J,, at the end of Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 2 in [8]. Here

p

)\I
o dt 4+ op(n=1/9).

t)
huc (t)

L =H" g=U,d(t) differs by a factor ®(¢; 5) and D,,(a,u) differs by a factor ®(U(a); Bp). The
rest of the proof is exactly as in [8]. Here, using h"¢(t) = Ao (t)®(¢; Bo), we obtain

my = BIXO)] [ty r hAo((tt)) N
1 / p/3
and
2 _ U Ao (N () PP~ Xo ()
Op = SkP/O W B(t: o) dt.
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5.8. Proof of Theorem 4
We first need to establish similar results to those in Lemma 6 and Theorem 1, where A\g is

replaced by A; and U by U, defined as the inverse of A,

€ if a > )\0” (6)
Us(@) = 4 3-1(a) it a € Ny(M), Ag(e)] (56)
M ifa < )‘é (M)

From (13), using that f € C®(R? x [, M]) it follows that

Vi sup (3t = M) = 0p(1), Vi sup (Xp(6) = 3(0)) = Op(1),

tele,M] tele,M]
Vi swp (Ugla) = Ul@) = 0p(1), Vi s (Uj(a) = U'(a)) = Op(1).
a€(0,00) a€(0,00)

Thus, we can assume that on the event E,, defined in (24), we have

0, — 9‘ 5 n—1/2+a,

where a € (0,1/6) is a fixed number, and

sup [Agl) = dolO S sup [xg() = Np(o)| S n
tele, M] t€le, M) (57)
sup |Ué(a) — U(a)| < pi/2e sup }Ué(a) — U’(a)‘ < p/2e
a€(0,00) a€(0,00)
From Lemma 6 and (57), where oo < 1/6, it follows that
i [{ U (a) — Ué(a)‘ > x} N En}
<P [ Un(a) — U(a)’ > x/2} N En] +P[{|U(a) - U(a)| > 2/2} N B, (58)
< exp(—Kna?).
Similarly, Theorem 1 and (57) imply that for ¢ € [e +n~ /3, M —n~1/?] it holds
. P . P
E[15, M) = 30| ] SE[1s, Aa(®) = 20| ] +E[15, [Mo(t) = 240 0
< PB4 pp(Z1/2Ha) <y mp/3
and, for t € [e +n" e+ n V3 UM —n~V3 M —n71),
3 P —p/2
E 1, M) = ()] ] S (= ) A (1 = 6))]7772. (60)

Afterwards we show that, if we consider the conditional probability Py given 9n, Lemma 2 holds
also if ¢ is replaced by a sequence depending on n. In this case, we apply this Lemma with

t = Us(a) and using Lemmas 17 and 18 in [10], we obtain that the remainder term r,, satisfies

< Kx_qnl_q,

Py [{It sup [T (Ug(a), tn)] > :E} NnE,

—Ug(a)|<en=1/3T,

for some K > 0 and all > 0. The rest of the proof continues as for Theorem 3, replacing U (a)
by Uj(a) (see [10]).
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5.4. Proof of Theorem 5

Let P¥ be the empirical measure of (75, A}, Z1), ..., (Tx, Ak, Z,) and let P be the conditional
probability measure of (T*, A*, Z*) given the data (T1, A1, Z1),..., (Tn, An, Zy). The bootstrap
versions of ®,, and ® defined in (2) and (6) are

&7 (a3 8) = / Litsape® ™ dP5(1,6,2), and & (z; 8) = / Loy @7 dPE(E6,2). (61

To prove Theorem 5, we mimic the proof of Theorems 3 and 4. The bootstrap version of (3) and

(7) is given by the following Lemma.

Lemma 10. The following equivalent representations hold

1 dHYS* (¢t
Age) = [ s g WP 2). W;; (),

where H"** is the sub-distribution function of the observed event times in the bootstrap sample.

Moreover, the bootstrap versions of Lemmas 3 and 4 in [23] hold (see Lemma 20 in [10]) and

in particular, we have

\/ﬁsup @Z(I,B,J - (I)*({E,Bn) = Op- (1)7

z€R

which corresponds to (8). Furthermore, with the same argument as in [22], it can be shown that

the linear representation of the Breslow estimator holds also for the bootstrap version, i.e. we

have
* 5ﬂ{t§$} B z e )\é('U) ) * *
A — A = — =" — e ———~—dv | d(PF - P 1)
+ (B, — Bn)Aj(x) + Ry (),
where
. T D(l),* : ~n . od* : e
Aj(z) 2/0 ﬁ)\é(u) du, DM (x;8) = 8(7;@ = /]l{uzgc}zeﬁ P’ (u,d,2),
(63)
and sup, (o vy | R (2)] = 0p(n=1+2). Let
6‘1)* 3 !y ok
DV (x;8) = %ﬁ) = /]l{uzm}zeﬁ P (u,6,2),5 (64)

Then we define the bootstrap version of £, as E}, = E} 1 N E} o N Ey 3N E} 4 where
B = {swp D@l <6 o 57—l 0. Bro = {005 - Bl < o)
z€R

(25 Bn) — " (w3 Bn)

E! = {nlﬂ_o‘ sup
T€R

< 63}7 Ena= { sup |1, ()] < §4n‘1+a}-

z€[0,1]

This event is such that 1g: =1+ o0;(1), meaning that for all € > 0,

limsup P, (|[1g: — 1| > ¢€) =0, P — almost surely.

n—r oo
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Moreover, in E7, we have that for sufficiently large n,

sup [} (z; B5) — ®* (35 B,)| S n~ 1/, inf  ®%(z:85) >¢>0
z€R z€[0,M]

1 1
sup — — | S pT Y2 (65)
selo.m] | D5 (s 5%) (53 6n)

The main problems one faces when following the proof of Theorem 3 for the bootstrap version

are the dependence on n of the functions related to the true distribution of the data and their
non-differentiability. The dependence on n is actually not a problem because these functions are
uniformly bounded since they are consistent estimators of some bounded smooth function. On
the other hand, to overcome non-differentiability we consider approximations of these functions
by smooth versions of them. For example, let H* and H"“* be the distribution of T* and the

sub-distribution function of the observed event times in the bootstrap sample. We have

H*(t) = P* (T < t) = ZP*T<L‘|Z Z)—1—[1— }%Z Fy(t]Z:)]
11 =1
and
UC,* _ * _ 71 - * _ _ .
H (t)_Pn(Tgt,A_l)_nZPn(Tgt,A_HZ_ZZ)

_ %zn:/ot Fo(ulZ) [1 = Gu(w)] du.

In particular, H* is not continuous and H"“* is not continuously differentiable. However, we can
approximate them by continuously differentiable functions. Since, for the Kaplan-Meier estimator,

it holds
Vi sup |Gn(t) — G(t)] = Op(1),

tel0,M]
we obtain
Vi sup [H*(t) — H*(H)] = Op(1)
te(0,M]
where

H*(t)=1-[1-G( lzn: Fy(tZ:)] (66)

3

Hence, with probability converging to one, given the data we have

sup |H*(t) — H*(t)| < n~ /2, (67)
te[0,M]

Moreover, with

HU“e* (¢ Z/ f5(u|Zi) 1 — G(w)] du,

it holds

sup |Huc’*(t) —f{uc’*( sup Z/ f9 U|Z ( ) G(U) du = Op(n_l/z).

te[0,M)] te[O M]
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Hence, with probability converging to one, given the data we have

sup |H“9*(t) — fl“c*(t)| < n~ /2t (68)
te[0,M]

Supplementary Material

Supplement to ”On the Ly-error of the Grenander-type estimator in the Cox model”.
e Supplement Appendix A: Auxiliary results for Section 3.

e Supplement Appendix B: CLT under a parametric baseline distribution.

e Supplement Appendix C: CLT for the bootstrap version.

e Supplement Appendix D: Estimation in the Cox model.
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Appendix A. Auxiliary results for Section 3

In what follows, Pr and Er denote the conditional probability and conditional expectation
given T4, ...,T,. Moreover, we use the same notations <, K, K1, ...and ¢, ci,... as in Section 5.

We begin with a general concentration inequality for binomial variables.

Lemma 11. Let X be a binomial variable with parameter n and probability of success p. Then
for all v > 0 we have

E lexp(r| X — E(X)|)] < 2 exp(npe(r))

where ¢(r) = exp(r) — r — 1. Moreover,

P(IX —E(X)| > ) < 2exp (—m) .

Proof. Since X has a Binomial distribution we have
E [erlelE[XH} <E {g(xfm[xn} TR [efmxfm[xn}

< exp(npo(r)) + exp(npd(—r)).
The function z — ¢(x) — ¢(—x) is convex on [0,00) with a vanishing derivative at x = 0. As a
consequence, it is a non-negative function and therefore, ¢(r) > ¢(—r) for all r > 0. The first
inequality of the lemma follows by combining this with the previous display. Now, it follows from

Markov inequality and the first inequality of the lemma that for all ¢ > 0,

P(X —E(X)|27) < exp(—cr)E[exp(c|X —E(X)])]

IN

2 exp(—cr) exp(npd(c)).

Choosing ¢ in such a way that the previous bound is as small as possible, i.e. ¢ =1log(1+r/(np)),

yields
P(|X —E(X)|>r) < 2exp(—nph(r/(np)))

where for all u > —1, h(u) = (1 + u)log(1 4+ u) — u. The result now follows from the inequality
h(u) > u?/(2 + 2u), that holds for all u > 0 thanks to the Taylor expansion, since h(0) = h'(0) =
0. O
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Lemma 12. Assume that the follow-up time T' has uniformly continuous distribution with bounded
density h. Let C = sup,eio1h(u). Let t — r(t) be a positive bounded function on [0,1] with

R =sup,¢jo1)7(t) and consider

Z —ET )]l{T <t}T(T)
i=1

3|}—‘

There exists a positive constant K such that for each t € [0,1], t,, € (0,1), and = > 0 it holds

P| sup [Sh(t)—Sh(s)| > | <dexp (—Kémc)
=

where

~ . 4z
G_mln{l,W}. (Al)

Proof. We consider the case s € [t,t + t,]. The case s € [t — ty,t] can be handled similarly. By

definition we have

P sup ‘S,ll(s) - S,ll(t)| >z | =P sup (A; —Ep[A;]) ll{t<Ti<S}r(Ti) > nx

sE[tt+tn] s€lt,t+tn] |i=1 -

s<1 s<1
=E |Pr sup (Ai = Er[A]) Ve, <yr(T3)| = nx
s€lt,t+tn] |57
L s<1
Take 6 > 0. Then we can write
P sup  [Sh(s) — Sp(t)] > =
SE[t,t+tn)
s<1
=K lIP’T (exp {9 sup Z (A = Er[A)) e, <y r(Th) } > exp(@nx))] )
s€ltt+tn] |57
Let
Yi(s) = (Ai = Er[Ai]) Liper, <y r(Th).

Since, conditionally on T1,...,T,, S} is a martingale we can apply Doob inequality and obtain
P sup  [Sh(s)—Sh(t)] >z | <E| sup Er |expl6 ZYl(s) exp(—6nx)

SE[t,t+tn) SE[t,t+tn] P

s<1 s<1
<|E| sup Er |exp<6 Z Yi(s) +E| sup Er |exps —6 Z Yi(s) exp(—6nz)
se[t,zrtn] P se[t,zrtn] P

Since, conditionally on T7,...,T,, the Y;’s are independent we have

exp {HZK-(S)H = [ Ex [exp {6Yi(s)}] -

i=1

Er




On the Ly-error of the Grenander estimator in the Cox model

Moreover, the Y;’s are centered random variables with

Yi(s) < bi(s) = Sl[lp]f“(U)]l{t<Ti§s}a Yi(s) = —=bi(s).
u€e(0,1

It follows by Hoeffding’s Lemma that

2
02(2b;(s))? 6 (sup, o1 7(W)) Lyer<sy
1 01 < xp (E2) < (supucio ( )

In the same way (considering —Y;(s) instead of Y;(s)) we get

2
6? (Supue[o,l] T(U)) Titeri<sy

2

Er [efeyi(s)} < exp

Hence,

2
6? (Supue[o,l] T(U)) Litar, <t+t.}

P sup  |Si(s) — Sh(t)| >z | <2E Hexp
s€[t,t+tn] paiey 2
s<1

5 -
62 (Supue[o,u T(U)) ]l{t<T§t+tn}

=2|E |exp 5

3
exp(—6nz)
exp(—6nz)

where T is a random variable with the same distribution as the T;’s. Since, 1{jcr<i44,) is a

Bernoulli random variable with success probability v < Cft,,, we have, for § < 1,

2
62 (Supue[o,u T(U)) ]l{t<T§t+tn}
2

E |[exp

and
P sup ‘S}L(s) - S,ll(t)| >z | <2exp (%’]’L62CtnR2€R2/2> exp(—6nz)

sE€[t,t+tn]
1 2 _R?*/2
=2exp | —nbix— 59015”]{ e .

s<1
If we choose 6 = 6 as defined in (A.1) we get x — %HC’tnR%Rz/Q > /3 and therefore,

1~

P sup |S,11(s) - S,ll(t)‘ >z | <2exp (——9n:17> .

s€lt,t+ta] 3
s<1

< exp (’y (6R292/2 — 1)) < exp (%OtnRzﬁzeRz/Q)

The same bound can be obtained for the supremum over [t — t,,,¢] N[0, 1]; and combining the two

bounds completes the proof of Lemma 12 with K = 1/3.

O
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Lemma 13. Assume that the follow-up time T' has uniformly continuous distribution with bounded
density h such that inf,cjo1)h(u) > 0. Let t = m(t) be a positive continuously differentiable

function on [0,1] and consider

1 n
ﬁ Z ﬂ{T <t} — [ (Ti)ﬂ{TiSt}]) :
=1

There exist two positive constants K1, Ko such that for each t € [0,1], t, € (0,1), and x > 0, it
holds
Pl sup ’S’Z(t) - S’Z(s)‘ >z | < Kiexp (—Konzmin {1,2t,'}).
[s—t|<tp

s€0,1]

Proof. We consider first the case s € [t, ¢+ t,] N [0,1]. We have

==Y m(T)per<sy — E [m(T) 1<y

i=1

S2(s)

3|'—‘

where T is a random variable with the same distribution as the T;’s. By a change of variable, we

can write
H(s)

E [m(T)ljcr<sy] = /tS m(u)dH (u) :/ m (H ' (v)) dv

H(t)
where H denotes the distribution function of T. Moreover,

n

1 ! _
n Z m(Ti)]l{t<T¢§s} = /0 m (Hn 1(”)) ]l{t<H;1(v)gs} dv
i=1
where H, ! is the empirical quantile function corresponding to T1,...,T,. Hence, we get
1 H(s)
152(s) = S2(8)| = | [ m (H; M ©)) Ly ot )<y dv — /H( o (H™(v) dv
t
H, (s)
< / (2 (0)) —m (H(0)) | do (A.2)

m (H™H(0)) [Lm, () <vsmn 9} — Lia@<o<n(s)] dv

and as a result

SE[t,t+tn]
s<1
Hy (s) 1
<P sup / |m (H, " (v)) —m (H™'(v))| dv > za (A.3)
s€lt,t+tn] J Ha (1) 2
s<1
! 1
+P | sup / m (H(0)) [Lim, <oty = Lam<vsn)y] dv| = 5z
selt,t+tn] |0

s<1
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We consider first the first probability on the right hand side. Since m and H are differentiable
with bounded derivative, we have

Hn(s)
/ |m (H;'(v)) —m (H ' (v))] dv
Hn (1)

< [Hu(s) = Ha(t)] sup [Hy'(u) = H™'(u)

u€[0,1]

S (s—1t) sup [Hy'(u)— H'(u)|

u€[0,1] (A4)
+|(Hn — H)(s) — (H, — H)(1)] s |H, t(u) = HH (u)
ue |0,
S(s—t) sup |Hy'(u) — H ' (u)|
u€[0,1]
+ sup |H,(u)— H(u)| sup ‘H;l(u) - Hﬁl(u)| .
u€e(0,1] u€l0,1]
As a result, for some constant ¢ > 0, we obtain
Hn(s) 1
P sup / |m (H, ' (v)) =m (H ' (v))| dv > sz
selt,t+tn] J Ha(t) 2
s<1
<P sup |H,*(u)— H *(u)| > cat,*
u€l0,1]
+P | sup |Hy(u)— H(u)| sup |H,'(u)—H '(u)|] >cx
u€e(0,1] u€l0,1]
By Lemma Al in [1] and the DKW inequality, it follows that
Hy(s) 1
P sup / |m (H,'(v)) =m (H "' (v))| dv > <2
s€lt,t+tn] J Ha(t) 2
s<1
Sexp (—eina®t,?) +P | sup ‘Hgl(u) - Hﬁl(u)’ > cxt/? A
u€l0.1] (A.5)
+P | sup |Hp(u)— H(u)| > z'/?
u€[0,1]
< exp (—eina®t,?) + exp (—eanz) .
Now we deal with the second probability on the right hand side of (A.3). We have
1
/0 m (H' () (I, <oy = Lpnw<ozay] dv
' A.6)
< /0 [m (H () = m (H (HO)] [, w<vsmon — Laoosnen] dof A

+m(t) |[(Hn — H)(s) = (Hn — H)()|



On the Ly-error of the Grenander estimator in the Cox model 6

and for some (, lying between v and H(¢),

1
/0 [m (H™(v)) —m (HTHH))] [Lim, y<ostns)y — Lipm<o<ns)] dv

1
/O (v—H(t))(mo H ") () [L{a,ty<v<tin(s)y — L@ <v<t(s)y] dv

H(s)

H(t)
/ (v~ H(8))(m o H1Y/(G,) dv - / (v — H(t)(mo HY () du|.

Hn(t) Hn(S)

Moreover,

1 _
<3 s%pl]l(moﬂ (W)l Ha(t) — H(t)]?
ue|0,

H(t)
| H@)me H () do

Hn (1)

and

H(s)
/ (v~ H(®))(mo H1Y(G,) dv

H, (s)

< % sup |(mo H™YY (u)|[Hn(s) — H(s)[{|H(s) — H(t)| + |Hn(s) — H(t)[}

Hence, we obtain

1
/0 [m (H™(v)) —m (HH(H))] L, y<osrnis)y — Lipm<o<ns)] dv

< SUPyelo,1] Im/ (u)| {

sup |Hn(u) — H(u)|* + sup h(u)(s —1) sup IHn(u)—H(u)I}-
u€[0,1] u€[0,1] u€[0,1]

(A7)

inf, (0,1 h(u)

From (A.6) and (A.7) it follows that

P sup >
SE[t,t+tn]
s<1

x
2

1
/0 m (H™H(0)) [La, ()<< ()} — Lim@<o<n(s)] dv

<P sup |(H,— H)(s)— (H,— H)(t)| > cx
SE[t,t+tn]
s<1

+P sup sup |Hp(u) — H(u)|2 + sup h(u)(s—t) sup |H,(u)— H(u)|p > cx
se[t,éthn] u€0,1] u€(0,1] u€(0,1]
s<1

(A.8)
Next we deal with the first probability in the right hand side of (A.8). Assume first that

t, < cox where cg = ¢/(2sup, h(u)). By monotonicity of both H,, and H, for s € [t,t + t,] we

have

IN

(Hy — H)(s) — (H, — H)(2) Hy(t+t,) — H(t) + (H, — H)(t)

A

(Hp — H)(t +tn) — (Hp — H)(t) + t, sup h(u).
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Hence,
|(Hn = H)(s) = (Hn = H)(®)] < [(Hn = H)(t + tn) = (Hn = H)(8)] + tn sup h(u).

Therefore, since t,, < cox where ¢y = ¢/(2sup,, h(u)) we obtain

Pl _swp I(H:—H)e) = (Hy = H)O) 2 2
sél "
<P(|(Hn — H)(t +tn) — (Hy, — H)(t)| > cz/2)

< ncla?
exp | ———
- P 8p+dex )’

using Lemma 11 for the last inequality with p = H(¢,) — H(t). For t, < coxz we have p < cz/2

and therefore,

P sup |(H,—H)(s)— (H, — H)(t)] > cx | <2exp(—cnx/8). (A.9)
sE[tt+ty]
s<1

Now, if we assume that t,, > cox we have

P sup |(Hp, — H)(s)— (H, — H)(t)| > cx
Se[t,i'f‘tn]
s<1

<P sup |(H,—H)(s)— (H, — H)(¥)| > cx
se[t,zrlcox]

+P sup |(H, — H)(s) — (H, — H)(t)| > cx | . (A.10)
s€[t+co<xl,t+tn]

From what precedes, the first probability on the right hand side is bounded above by 2 exp(—ncz/8)
and it remains to deal with the second probability. For ¢ € [0,1], define

s €10,1]
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We can write

P sup |(H, — H)(s) — (Hy, — H)(t)| > cx
sE€[t+cox,t+tn]
s<1
< Y e s |(Ha— H)(s) — (Ho — H)(1)] > ez
k: tp,>2F—1cox s€[t+tn /25 14t /2"]
s<1
H,—H —(H, — H)(t
Sy vy [0 D)~ (- @) cr
ki b, 2k —legn se[t+tn/2k<+l,t+tn/2k] H(S)—H(t) |H(t+tn/2 )—H(t)|
s<1
< Z P sup M, (s) — 1] > 2Feat !

E: tn>2F—lco SE[t+tn /28T t4t, /28]
s<1

By Lemma 2.2 in [14], M, (s), s € [t,1], is a reverse time martingale, conditionally on H,, (¢).
Hence, each r > 0, exp(r|M,,(s) — 1]) is a reverse time submartingale, conditionally on H, (t). It

then follows from Doob’s inequality that for all ry > 0,

P sup |(H,, — H)(s) — (H, — H)(t)| > cx
se[t+co<w1,t+tn]

< Z E|P sup exp (1, | My (s) — 1]) > exp (Tk2k5:17t;1) H,(t)
k: tp,>2F"1cox s€E[t+tn /25 14t /2"]
s<1

< Z exp (—rp2Feat, ) E [exp (ri |[Ma(t +tn /2511 — 1])]
k: t,>2F"1cox

< Y exp(—re2bent, ) E fexp (rp ! |(Hn — H)(t + /28 — (H, — H)(1)])]

k: t,>2F-1cox
where p = H(t+t, /21—~ H(t). Since X = n[H,, (t+t,/25"1)— H, ()] is a Binomial distribution

with parameters n and p, it follows from the first inequality in Lemma 11 that

P sup |[(H, — H)(s) — (H, — H)(t)| > cx
se[t+co<w1,t+tn]

< Z 2 exp <—rk2k&:1:tn1 + npo (T—k)> .
np
k: t,>2F"1cox
In the above sum, we choose rj for which the exponential takes the smallest possible value, that

is 7, = nplog(1 + 2*éxt,; 1) > 0. With this choice we obtain

P sup |[(Hy, — H)(s) — (H, — H)(t)| > cx
se[t+co<w1,t+tn]

< Z 2 exp (—nph(2k5xt;1))

k: t,>2F"1cox
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where for all u > —1, h(u) = (1 + u)log(l + u) — u. Since h(u) > u?/(2 + 2u) for all u > 0 (see
the proof of Lemma 11) and p > t,, inf, h(u)/2**!, this implies that

P sup |[(H, — H)(s) — (H, — H)(t)| > cx
s€[t+cle,t+tn]

2!
26X —K?’Lin
2 P ( 2=k 4 xtnl)

k: tp,>2k—1cox

IN

and therefore,

P sup |(Hn — H)(s) — (H, — H)(t)| > ca | < Kyexp (—Kaona®t, ")
SE€[t+cox,t+tn]
s<1
for all ¢, > 0 and x > 0 that satisfy ¢,, > coz. Since (A.9) holds for all ¢,, < ¢px we conclude from

(A.10) that for all ¢, > 0 and = > 0, we have

P sup  |(H, — H)(s) — (H, — H)(t)| > cz | < Kyexp (—Konzmin{l,zt;'}).  (A.11)

sE[t,t+tn]
s<1

It remains to deal with the second probability in the right hand side of (A.8). We have

P sup sup |H,(u) — H(u)|?> 4+ sup h(u)(s —t) sup |H,(u)— H(u)| p > cx
sG[t,éthn] u€(0,1] u€(0,1] u€(0,1]
s<1

(A.12)
<P( sup [Ho(w) — H@P > caw | + B [ sup [Ho () — Hw)| > cyut!
u€(0,1] u€(0,1]
< exp (—cn:z: min {1, xt,:z}) ,
using again the DKW inequality. Putting together (A.3), (A.5), (A.8), (A.11) and (A.12), we

conclude that

P sup |5’721(t) — SZ(S)‘ >z | < Kyexp (—Konzmin {1,xt;1})
se[t,g-tn]

for some positive constants K7, Ko. The same bound can be obtained similarly for the case

s € [t —tn, ] N]0,1]. O
Lemma 14. Let T, =n” for some v € (0,1/3). Fort, s € (0,1) define
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and

! = m(u;t, s L S —P)(u,0, z
Rn(t,s)—/é (u; t, )<@(u;ﬁo) q)(t;ﬁo)> d(P, — P)(u, 9, 2). (A.14)

Suppose that x — ®(x; By) is continuously differentiable and it is bounded from below by a strictly
positive constant. Let ¢ > 0. For each 2 < q < 2/(37), there exists K > 0 such that, for all
te€0,1] and z >0,

P sup |RL(t,t,)| > 2| < Ko~ In'™9,
[tn—t|<en—1/3T,

Proof. Fixc >0,z > 0andt € [0,1]. Let F be the following class of functions on [t, 1] x {0, 1} xRP,

- { fr(u,0, 2) = om(ust, tn) <<I)(u1; Bo) <1><t;160>>

with envelope function

F(u,d,2z) = dm (u;t,t—i— Cnfl/ng) (q)(ul.ﬂ ) @(t'lﬂ )) '
» PO ) 20

tn € [t t+ cn_1/3Tn]}

By Markov inequality we have

] |

P sup IR (t,tn)| > 2| <n~¥2279E |sup
Elt,t+cn=1/3T})] fesx

/fuézd\/_(]P) —P)(u,d, z)

From Theorem 2.14.5 and 2.14.2 in [26], it follows that

g1/
lsup /fu5z )dv/n(P,, — P)(u, d, 2) ]
fesF
A.15
SBsup | [ £(08.2) AV, ~ B8 2)| | + 02 Bl (A15)
feg

< J[](l,?, LQ(P))HF||L2(P) + n_1/2+1/qHF”Lq(P)

where

1
Jy(1,F, Ly(P)) = / \/1+ 108 Ny (€l|Fllage). T La(P)) de.
0
The constants in the inequalities < are universal. Since ® is bounded from below by a strictly

positive constant and has a continuous derivative, we have

1 1!
q — _
1l ) = /61{““9*””3”} (q’(U;ﬂo) @(t;ﬁo)) 1B 6,2)

B /tt+cn1/3T" (u— )" (%)q dH"(u) + o ((”71/3T”)q+1)

=(g+1)7" (%)q(n_lmfrﬂ)‘”l +o ((n_1/3Tn)q+1> 7

where the small—o term is uniform in ¢. Hence, if J;(1,F, L2(P)) is bounded uniformly in ¢, we

obtain

q

[ 18,2 ayiEs ~ P82 | S IFL, 0+ n P,

sup
fesx

5 (n_1/3Tn)3Q/2 +n_q/2+1(n_1/3Tn)q+l
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where the constants in the inequalities < can be chosen independently of . It follows that,

P sup |RL(t,t,)] > x| S n~9279T39/2 4 pl=agp=9(n=1/3T, )0t
tn€[t,t+en—1/3T,]

1—q,.—q
SnilaTl

since ¢ < 2/(37). It remains to show that Jj (1, F, L2(P)) is bounded. We first compute Njj (€] F|| 1, (r), F, L2(P)).
Divide the interval [t, t4+cn~/3T,,] in M subintervals of length L = ¢n='/3T,,/M. Fori =1,..., M,

let
li(u,6,2) = 01 {ycu<tt(i-1)L} < L1 > ;
- ®(u; Bo)  D(t; Bo)
Li(u, 6, Z) = 5ﬂ{t<u<t+iL} ( L - L ) .
- ®(u; o) D(t; Bo)
Consider the brackets [I1, L1], ..., [lar, Las]. Since, for each t,, € [t,t + en™'/3T),], there exists i

such that f;, € [l;, L;], they cover all the class F. Moreover, with ¢; =t + ¢L, we have

2=l = [ (Eilus6.2) = 10 6,2)° @B (w5, 2)

1 2
/(S]].{cI 1<u<cl}< (’LL ﬂo) (t,ﬂo)) d]P)(’LL,(S, Z)

<L (n_1/3Tn)

Again, the constant in the inequality < can be chosen independently of ¢. If we take

for a properly chosen constant K > 0, then

I Li = Lill Loy < €llFll Loy

It follows that

Ny (I F Loy, F La(P) < | —phidn 43 (A.16)
w12,

and consequently

! KT3
J(l,&",Lg(]P’))g/ 1 +log | ——dn 41 de
: 0 ne|FI2,

(KTHY2 /(02| F||Lywy) KT3
< 1+/ ’ 1+ log 272 de
0 ne ||FHL2([P)

KTB 1/2
/ v 1+log(x—2)dx

~ nWHFIIL (P)

<K'
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because [|F| 1, = C(n~Y/3T,)3/? + o ((n=1/3T,)*/2). Similarly, it can be shown that
t—cen—1/3T, ]

P l sup |RL(t,t,)| > x] <nltipe
tn€[

for some universal constant in <.

Lemma 15. Let T,, =n” for some v € (0,1/3). Fort, s € (0,1), define

24 8) = [ ePorr(ust, s O v —P)(u, 6, z
Ri(ts) = [ emtuit) [ GOk dva@, ~P)w.s.),

12

(A.17)

where 7 is as in (A.13). Suppose x — ®(x;Py) and Ny are continuously differentiable bounded

away from zero. Assume that, given z, the follow up time T has a continuous density uniformly

bounded in z and t, from above and below away from zero, and assume furthermore that (A3)

holds. For each q € [2,2/(37)], and ¢ > 0 there exist K > 0 such that, for allt € [0,1] and x > 0,

P sup |R2(t,t,)] > 2| < Ka~In'~2
[tn—t|<cn=1/3T,

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0, > 0 and ¢t € [0,1]. Let F be the following class of functions f;, on [t,¢,] X

{0,1} x RP,

tn )\0(’0)

(s Bo)

7= {ftn (U, 55 Z) = eﬁézﬂ(u; t? tn) /

tn € [t 1+ cn1/3Tn]} .

with envelope function

dv.

Bt 1/3 tren” /3T, Ao (v)
F(u,d,z) =e’*m(u;t,t +cen™ /7T, /
( ) ( ) s B(0; Bo)

By Markov inequality we have

P sup |R2(t,tn)| > x| <n~¥2279E |sup
tn€[t tten—1/3T,] feF

Moreover, as in (A.15),

E [sup

feF

/f(u, 5, 2) dy/n(P, — P)(u, 4, 2)

The constants in the inequalities < are universal. In this case, we have

t+cn71/3Tn )\O('U)

q
Fl? o = [ eP%n(ust,t +en V3T, / dv | dP(u,é
1B, 0 = [ ottt +onom) | ] dB(ud)

- [ o aarse vo( [ e ar)

for

gn(z) = /tt+cn”3Tn {t +en” V3T, — u}q (q))(\;(;)w)q dH (u|z).

/f(u, 5, 2) dy/n(P, — P)(u,d, 2)

|

1/q
q
] S Jy(L,F, La(P) |||l oy + 12| F ey
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Since Ay, @ and the density of T given z are uniformly bounded above and below away from zero,

there exist constants ¢; > 0, ca > 0 independent of ¢ such that
C1 (nil/BTn)qul < H;f gn(z) < sup gn(z) < CQ(nil/ng)(ﬂrl
z

Hence under Assumption (A3), if Jj(1,3, L2(P)) is bounded, as in the previous lemma it follows
that

P sup |R2 (t,t,)| > x| Sn' 9271,
tn €[t t+cn—1/3T,]

It remains to show that Jyj(1,5, Ly(P)) is bounded. We first compute Njj (¢||F || @), F, L2(P)).
Divide the interval [t, t4+cn~/3T,,] in M subintervals of length L = ¢n='/3T,, /M. Fori =1,..., M,

let "
t4(i—
!y Ao(v
li(u,d,2) = e ]l{t<ugt+(ze1)L}/ @(2'([3)0) dv,
, t+iL A (1))
z 0
Li(u,6,2) = e 11{t<ugt+z'L} /u &(v; Bo) dv.

Consider the brackets [l1, L1],...,[lm, La]. Since, for each u € [0,T),], there exists ¢ such that

fu € [li, L;], they cover all the class F. Moreover, using the assumption (A3) with ¢ = 2 together
with the assumption that the conditional distribution of T' given Z = z has a density that is

bounded uniformly in z, we have

2 Qﬁ/ fril AO( ) i
Li — lz 5 /8 0] u % / dv dP th 5, *
2l weuseriny ([ G 02

2
v
+/ 2802 Lot (im 1)L<u<t+1L}< '([3)0) dv) dP(u, d, z)

SGL3 4 ((i = 1)L +n~3T,)?

= KT, +1
”62||FH%2(]1:>)

for a properly chosen constant K > 0, then

If we let

ILi = Lill Loy S L¥2M < €| Fll 1)
It follows that

KT?
Ny (el Fllry@): T L2(P) < | —5mmme— + 1] -
i 2(P) ) n€2HF||2Lg(IP)

Since we obtain the same entropy bound as in (A.16), the proof can be completed with the same

arguments as for the proof of Lemma 14. O

Proof of Step 1 in Theorem 3. Let

1 » 1 r(A0(0)=Ao(£)P
I = Mt = Xo(®)| dt and J; = 1, da dt.
1 /0 [ (t) = Aol )L nd J; /0 /0 ()2 Ao (t)+ar/ry 40
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Since A, () < Ao(0) for t > U,(Xo(0)), we have

Un(X0(0))
0< (L —Ji)lg, = ]lEn/ / 1, .
0 Go0)=g(p OO

Un(Xo(0)) »
<1pg, / [An(t)—)\o(t)} at
0 +

da dt

n=Y logn . p R »
SﬂEn/O [An(t)—Ao(t)LdH n(())—)\o(l)‘ L1787, (2o(0))>log n}NE,

Let p’ € (p — 1/2,2)be such that 1 < p’ < p. From Lemma 9 and Lemma 6 it follows that

n~1/3 logn

a0 =2 [T )= a0)] dtkop (o).

Moreover, as p’ € [1,2), Theorem 1 implies that

(I — Ji)lg, <1g,

E

1/3 logn R p’ ,
1z, / [)\n(t) — )\O(t)} dt] < n—+p)/3 log 7.
n—1 +

Since p’ > p—1/2 and p < 5/2,
nfl/slogn . o
s, / [at) - Ao(t)] at
0 +
n71
=1g, / [}\n(t) - )\Q(t)j| dt +Op ( (1+p")/3 10gn>
0

’

1g, [A(0) — Ao(l)’p O(n~Y) + op (n—p/3—1/6>

whence [11g, = J1lg, +op (nfp/gfl/ﬁ) . With a change of variable b = \o(t) + al/? we get

Ao (0)
Lilg, = llEn/A " / p(b =X)Ly <0, )y A db +0p (nfp/?’*l/ﬁ)_
0

By a Taylor expansion and (12) we have
b= 2o (P ~ [ (0) = )% o UGN | S (¢~ U ) +

for all b € (Ag(1),A0(0)) and t € (U(b),1). Integrating (28) shows that, for all ¢ > 1, there exists
K > 0 such that
~ q
E {]lEn (n1/3|Un(a) - U(a)|> } <K, for all a € R.

It follows that

)\0(0
Lip =1 A ., / Pt = U )P~ IN (UB) P~ L1y 4y, oy Al

+0p (n—<p+s>/3) Top (n—p/s—l/s)

Ao(0) )
e /Aou) (0 (6) = U®) N U O L4y, b+ 0p (n77271/6)

M(0)
= ]lEn/ (Un(b) — U(b))ii|U/(b))|p—ldb+ op (n—p/3—1/6)'
Ao (1)
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In the same way we can prove that
' NERT 20(0) A
0 + Ao (1)

and the result follows. O

Lemma 16. Let T, = n" for some v € (0,1/3) and b =n"*. Assume that, given z, the follow
up time T has a continuous density uniformly bounded from above and from below away from zero.

For each 2 < q < 1/(y+1/24), there exists K > 0 such that, for x > 0 and all a € R,

nt/3T, sup  |(®, — P)(v; Bo) — (Pr, — ) (U(a); Bo)| > x] < Kx~inl=1/3,
[v=U(a)|<b

Proof. Let F be the following class of functions f, on [U(a),v] x {0,1} x R?,

’

= {fv(t, 0,2) = ]l{U(a)<t§U}€ﬁoz v € [U(a),U(a) + b]}

with envelope function
F(t,6,2) = L{y(ay<t<v(a) 15} €70

By Markov inequality we have

n'/3T, sup [(®n = ®)(v3 Bo) — (P — @)(U(a); fo)| > ﬂﬁ]

ve[U(a),U(a)+b]
q]

1/q
q
] STy (1L, F, La(P) || Fll oy + 0 > Fll )

sup
feF

< nfq/ﬁquTgE

/f(t, §,2) dv/n(P, — P)(t, 4, 2)

As in (A.15), it follows that

/ft&z dvn(P,, — P)(t,4, 2)

sup
feg
for a universal constant in <. For the envelope function, we obtain

||F||qu(]p) = /H{U(a)<th(a)+b}€q’30Z dP(t, 4, z)

U(a)+n~
= / oz / dH (t|z) dFz(2) € [e1b, cab],
RP Ul(a)

for some c1,ca > 0 independent of a because the density of T given z is uniformly bounded from

above and below away from zero. Hence, if Jpj(1,F, Ly(IP)) is bounded, we obtain

1

sup
fex

/ft&zd\/_(]P’ —P)(¢t,9, 2)

SIFN @ +n~ " EN, o
<pY?
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and it follows that,
P|n'PT,  sup (@ — ®)(v;50) — (P — ®)(U(a); fo)| >«
ve[U(a),U(a)+b]
< n_7Q/24x_ng + n—2Q/3+3/4x—ng
<pl-e/3p—a
since ¢ < 1/(v + 1/24). Again, the constant in < is independent of a. It remains to show

that Jj(1, %, L2(PP)) is bounded. We first compute Njj (€||F || @), F, L2(P)). Divide the interval
[U(a),U(a) 4+ b] in M subintervals of length L = b/M. For i =1,..., M, define

li(t,0,2) = ]1{U(a)<t§U(a)+(i—1)L}€ﬂ6z, Li(t,0,2) = ]l{U(a)<t§U(a)+iL}666Z-

Consider the brackets [l1, L1, .., [lar, Las]. Since, for each u € [U(a),U(a) + b], there exists i

such that f, € [l;, L;], they cover all the class F. Moreover, we have

HLl - ZZH%Q(IP) 5 /]]'{U(a)‘i’(i*l)L<t§U(a)+iL}€2562 d]P(t, (S, Z) 5 L

Since the density of T' given z is uniformly bounded from above, the constant in the inequality <

Kb
€ HF”L2(P)

is independent of ¢t. If we take

for some properly chosen constant K, then

| Li = Lill Loy < €llFll Loy

It follows that

Kb
Ny (el Fllzae), 5, La(P)) < | mo— +1
ElIFNT, @)

and consequently

! Kb
J[](l,ff,Lg(P)) < 1+ log 2724-1 de
0 € ”FHL2(P)

(K)Y2 /|| Pl Ly ) Kb
51—1—/ ’ 1+10g(7)d6
0 6HF”Lz(JP’)

12 1
<1+ﬂ/ V1 +log(x=2)dz

~ I1F1| oy Jo

<K'

because || F|z,@) = cb*/? + o(b/?). Similarly, it can be shown that

P [n'/T;, sup |(®, — ®)(v; Bo) — (B, — ) (U(a); Bo)| > x| Snt=¥3z74.
ve[U(a)—b,U(a)]
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Appendix B. CLT under a parametric baseline distribution

In what follows, without loss of generality we assume that |6,, — 6] < n~1/2t* and (57) hold
on E,, where o € (0,1/6) is fixed. Py and Eg denote the conditional probability and expectation,
given 6,,. Moreover, Up is defined in the same manner as U, in (16) but with A, replaced by Ay,

the cumulative baseline hasard corresponding to A,.

Lemma 17. Let T, = n? for some v € (0,1/3). Let R. be as in (A.14). Suppose that x —
D(x; By) is continuously differentiable and it is bounded from below by a strictly positive constant.

Let ¢ > 0. For each 2 < q < 2/(37), there exist K > 0 such that, for alla € R and x > 0,

< Kz in'—9,

Py l{ sup IR} (Uy(a), tn)| > x} NE,

[tn—Ug(a)|<cn=1/3T,

Proof. Let 7 be as in (A.13) and let J be the class of functions on [U(a) —n =12+ 1] x {0, 1} x R?

of the form

1 1
fts(u,8,2) = om (u; U(a) + s,ty,) (fb(u; Bo) - ®(U(a) + s;ﬂo))

for t, € [U(a) + s,U(a) + s+ cn~/3T,] and |s| < n~/?** The envelope function is

1 1
Fn(u, 5, Z) = 5]1{U(a)7n*1/2+04<u§U(a)+n*1/2+°‘+n*1/3Tn} <<I>(u,ﬁ0) - @(U(a) — n—1/2+0‘;ﬁ0)) .

Then, using that (57) holds on E,,,

Py [{ sup IR} (Us(a), tn)| > x} NE,

[tn—Ugz(a)|<cn=1/3T,

/f(u, 5, 2) dy/n(P, — P)(u,d, 2)

>\/ﬁr]

<P [sup
feF

The rest of the proof remains the same as in Lemma 14 because

U(a)+n*1/2+0¢+n*1/3Tn &' (U _ o —1/24a. q
P10 = | (1= Ula) /by (SO 2050 ) g
“® 7 Ju@)y—n-1/2ta ®(U(a) —n=1/2%+e; 5y)>2

+o (o))
(

®'(U(a) —n /2 By)
®(U(a) — n—1/2+a; By)?

—(g+1)" ( )q(nl/?’Tn)qH To ((nil/ng)qul) ,

where the small-o term is uniform in ¢. It remains to show that Jjj(1,5, La(PP)) is bounded
uniformly in t. We first compute Njj (€[|F ||, ), F, L2(P)). Divide the interval [0,en=Y/3T,] in
M subintervals of length Ly = en~'/3T,, /M and divide the interval [—n~1/2te n=1/2+e] in M
subintervals of length Ly = n~'/2¥*/M. For i,j = 1,..., M, let d; = —n~Y/2** 4 jL, and
Ci,j = U(a) + dj + ’LLl Deﬁne

1 1
hal:0:2) = @y cuser-smny (@(u- B) ~ ®(U(a) +d;1; Bo)> ’



On the Ly-error of the Grenander estimator in the Cox model 18

1 1
Li,j(uadvz) = 511{U(a)+dj—1<tﬁcz',j} <‘I)(U;Bo) - <I>(U(a) ¥ dj;50)> :

The brackets [I; ;, L; ;], for i, =1,..., M, cover all the class F. Moreover, we have

ILi; = il 7,
1 1 2
S /5 [H{U(a)+dj,1<ugU(a)+dj} + 1{Ci4,j—1<u§ci,j} <(I)(U§BO) - (U (a) +dj;ﬁo)> dP(u, 4, 2)
1 1 2
ol . o — dP(u,d
+/ {U(a)+dj<u<eci—1,-1} (‘I)(U(a) +dj71;[30) (U(a) +dj§ﬂo)> (u,d,2)

2 2
<L (n—1/3Tn) 4 L2 V3T, < Iy (n—1/3Tn) :

KT?
M = {ﬁ + 1J )
ne?|| ||L2([p>)

for a properly chosen constant K > 0, we get

using that o < 1/6. If we take

1 Lij = lijllLoe) < €l FllLye)-

It follows that

KT3
Ny (]| F] I, Lo(P) € | ————+1
I ( Lo(P) ) ”€2HF||%2(E»)

and consequently, as in Lemma 14,

KT3

1
J(l,?,L(]P’))g/ l+log |———=2— +1|de< K
: ? 0 ne[[F|2,

O

Lemma 18. Let T,, = n" for some v € (0,1/3). Let R? be as in (A.17). Suppose x — ®(x;Bo)
and Ao are continuously differentiable bounded away from zero. Assume that, given z, the follow
up time T has a continuous density uniformly bounded in z and t, from above and below away
from zero, and assume furthermore that (A8) holds. For each q € [2,2/(37)), and ¢ > 0, there
exist K > 0 such that, for all a € R and z > 0,

Py [{ sup |R2(Uy(a), t,) > a:} NE,| < Kz !9
[tn—Us(

a)|<en=1/3T,

Proof. Let 7 be as in (A.13) and let F be the class of functions on [U(a) + s,t,] x {0,1} x RP of

the form
M) o
O(v; fo)

where t,, € [U(a) 4+ s,U(a) + s + cn~/3T,] and |s| < n=/2**. The envelope function is

tn
S, s(u,6,2) = eﬁézﬂ'(u; U(a) + s,tn)/
t

/ Ula)4n=t/2+open=t/3T, Xo(v)
Fn(U, d, Z) = 650211{U(a)fnfl/%ﬂ<u§U(a)+n*1/2+a+cn*1/3Tn} / <I>(v' ﬂo) dv
t )
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Then, using that (57) holds on E,,,

Py l{ sup |R2(Uj(a), t,) > 3:} NE,
[tn—

Uj(a)|<en—1/3T,

/f(t, §,2)dv/n(P, — P)(t, 4, 2)

<P |sup
fegx

> nl/le .

The rest of the proof remains the same as in Lemma 15 because we have

’
”F"H%q(IP’) = /quOZ]]_{U(a)_n71/2+a<u§U(a)+nfl/2+a+cn71/3Tn}

</U(a)+n1/2+o‘+ncl/3Tn )\O(U)

(v; Bo)
= [ gz o [ et ara)

q
dv) dP(u, 4, z)

for

q
Ua) +n~ Y2 4 en=1/3T, — u]q <M> dH (ulz).

®(u; Bo)

U(a)+n71/2+o‘+cn71/3Tn
5= | [

U(a)—n—1/2+e
Since Ao, ® and the density of T' given z are uniformly bounded above and below away from zero,

there exist constants ¢; > 0 and ¢o > 0 independent of ¢ such that
e (=13, )1 < ilzlf gn(2) < sup gn(z) < co(n™/3T,)9+,
z

It remains to show that Jjj(1, 5, Lz(PP)) is bounded. We first compute Njj (¢||F || @), F, L2(P)).
Divide the interval [0,cn~'/3T,] in M subintervals of length L1 = en=/3T,/M and divide the
interval [—n~1/2t® n=1/2+a] in M subintervals of length Ly = n='/2*%/M. For i,j =1,..., M,

let dj = —n~1/2%® 4 jLy and ¢; ; = U(a) +d;j + iL,. Define

, U(a)+dj—1+(i—1)L Ao(v)
li(u,é,z) = eﬁoz]l{U(a)+dj<tSC¢71,j71}/ (I)(’Uﬁo) v,

U(a)+d;+iL )\O (’U)

Li(u,6,2) = eﬁoz]l{u(a)+dj,1<t§ci,j}/ B(v; o)

The brackets [I; ;, L; ;] cover all the class F. Moreover, we have

1Li; =il Z, @)

< [ 2602 Gt o(v) ’
~ e~ro []l{U(a)+dj71<u§U(a)+dj} + 1{ci,1,j,1<u§ci,j} . ¢(07ﬂ0) dv d]P(U, (S, Z)

2
’ Cinj )\Q(U)
+ /62,80211 Ua)+d; <u<e ; / dv | dP(w,d,z)
{U(a)+d;<u<eci;} i ®(v; Bo)

S Li(n YB3 + L2~ Y3T, < Li(n~Y/3T,)%

As in the proof of Lemma 17, we get that Jpj(1,F, L2(IP)) is bounded. O
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Lemma 19. Let T, = n" for some v € (0,1/3) and b =n"*. Assume that, given z, the follow
up time T has a continuous density uniformly bounded from above and below away from zero. For

q €1[2,1/(y+1/24)), there exists K > 0 such that, for x > 0 and all a € R,

< Ky~ int=1/3,

Py l{”l/BTn sup |(q)n — @) (v; o) — (P — P)(Uy(a); 50)| > I} N En,

lv—Ug(a)|<b

Proof. Let F be the following class of functions on [0,1] x {0,1} x R?,

F= {fv,s(ta J, Z) = ]l{U(a)+s<t§U(a)+s+'u}eﬁéz v E [07 b]7 |S| < n1/2+a} .

with envelope function

F(ta 57 Z) = ﬂ{U(a),nfl/2+o¢<tSU(a)+n—1/2+a+b}eﬁoz-

Then, using that (57) holds on E,,,

Py Hann sup [(@r, — @) (05 Bo) — (Pr — @) (Up(a); Bo)| > x} NnE,
v€[Us(a),Us(a)+b]
<P liug /f(t, 8, 2) dvn(P, — P)(t,8,2)| > en'/ST
S

The rest of the proof remains the same as in Lemma 16 because

, U(a)+n71/2+a+b

171 0= [ e [ AH(12) AF5(2) € fxb, e
a RP U(a)—n—1/2+e

for some ¢, co > 0 independent of a because the density of T' given z is uniformly bounded from

above and below away from zero. It remains to show that Jpj(1, 5, L2(P)) is bounded. We first

compute Njj (€||F|| @), F, L2(P)). Divide the interval [0,b] in M subintervals of length Ly = b/M

and divide the interval [—n~1/2t® n~=1/2+e] in M subintervals of length Ly = n~'/?*® /M. For

ij=1,..., M, let

_ 84
lij(8:0,2) = L0y —n-1/2+0 4 Ly <1<U (@) —n-1/2+0 4 (- 1) Lo+ (i-1) L, } € *

Li;(t,0,2) = 11{U(a)fn*1/2+°‘+(jf1)L2<t§U(a)fn*1/2+°‘+jL2+iL1}eﬁoz'
The brackets [I; ;, L; ;] for i,5 =1,..., M, cover all the class F. Moreover, we have
I1Lij =Ll 7,0 S /]l{U(a)fn*1/2+"‘+(jfl)L2<t§U(a)7n*1/2+°‘+jL2}e2ﬁ0Z dP(t, 4, 2)
+ / ]l{U(a)—n*1/2+0<+(j—1)L2+(i—1)L1<t§U(a)—n*1/2+°‘+jL2+iL1}e2ﬁoz dP(t,é, z)
< L.

If we take

Kb
M= {WHJ :
€ ” ||L2([p>)
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for a properly chosen constant K > 0, then

1 Lij = lijllLoe) < €l Fll o)
It follows that

Kb
Ny (el Fllzae), 5, La(P)) < | mo— +1
ElIFNT, @)

and consequently, as in Lemma 16, we have

1
Kb
0 € ”FHL2(P)
O
Proof of Theorem 4. Let o
g, = np/s/ An(t) — Ng(t) "t

Step 1. We first show that J,1z, = J,1g, + op(n~1/%) where

gn = ’er/3 /)\é(e)
Ag (M)

p

Un(a) — Uyla)

Let

Mo P M (Ag(€)=Xg(1)”
= :/ [t _/\é@L dt and Jy :/ /0 Lis 25t ar/ry dadt.

Since A, (t) < Ay(t) for t > Un()\é(t)), we have

( O"()‘é(e)) 0o
0<(h -1 ]]-En:]lEn/ / 1 e
| ‘ (gl)rg(tyyr  Om(BZRa(0F 1/p}

0n(rg(0) ¢ »
<te, [ - 0] @

p
)\n(ﬁ) - Aé(M> ﬂ{n1/3(Un()\é(e))fé)>logn}ﬁEn'

e+n~1/3 logn R p
<1p, / () = 250)] at+
. +
Since (57) holds on E,, and )¢ is bounded, we also have

sup [A(1)] S1
tele,M]

on that event. Combining this with Lemma 9, (58) and (60), it can be shown exactly as in step
1, proof of Theorem 3, that
(Il — Jl)]l]En = op (n_p/B_l/G) .

With a change of variable b = \;(t) + a/P we get

o) O (0) B e
R = /MM) U, (%) Pl = A0 iy, 1<t vy A A0+ 0p (” ’ ) '
0 o
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Note that the function 82@512“) is continuous with respect to both v and ¢. Hence it is uniformly
bounded on By 1 x [e, M| where By, is the ball in R? centered in the true parameter  with
radius one. Since, on E, we have |8, — 0] < n~1/2te it follows that 6,, € By, so in particular,
)\' (t) = M is uniformly bounded with respect to t and n on E,,. This implies that /\ satisfies

(12). Then, by a Taylor expansion we have

p—1

\w—&mv1—ﬁ%@—w¥o%wﬂ S (¢ = Uyt

for all b € (A\;(M), Ns(€)) and t € (Uy(b), M). As in step 1, proof of Theorem 3, it follows that

U, (b)
= p—1yy/ p—1 R —p/3—1/6
Iilg, =1g, /MM/ 3O NG U ODIP Ly, <0, 0y A A+ 0 (1 ).

In the same way we can deal with

I = /EM [2a(t) = At i at.

Step 2. The notation is the same as in step 2 of the proof of Theorem 3. We argue conditionally
on 0, and assume that on E,, |6, — 0] < n~'/2t and (57) holds where a € (0,1/6) is fixed. We
show that

M—b / p
7 _ o —1/6 P A(#)
dute, = [ [P0 -] |22

for some 7, such that sup,cp 1) 1 (t)] = Op,(1). For every a € [\j(M) + b, \g(e) — b, let @ =
Xo(Up(a)) and define

dt + op, (n1/9), (B.1)

agfd_nfl/z M 3 _ / (a)) — TS (a )‘O(UA(G))
= €”<I>(U9(ae);ﬁo) + (Bn — Bo)Ap (Ug(a)) — 7, (Uy( ))7‘?(%(2);60)'

Since on E,, we have supei. as [Ag(£) — Ao(t)| S n~1/27 with o < 1/6 and b = n~'/4, it follows
that
€ [Mo(M) —n=Y2F2 4 Ao(e) +n /2 —b] C [Mo(M), Xo(e)]

o a is in the range of \g and a = \g(U(a)). Tt follows that |@ —a| < n~'/?*® on E,, and therefore,
we again have 9= = 1+ o(1). Note that h* is differentiable since h*(t) = Xo(t)®(t; Bo).
We can assume that on the event FE,, it holds

ilelg la — a5| < en~1/2He (B.2)
Note that (58) hold also if we replace P by Py because U, is independent of 6,,. Note that if suffices
to prove (58) for z > n~1/3 because otherwise the exponential bound is trivial and that on E,,
we have sup, |U;(a) — U(a)| < n~Y/2+ (see (57)) where a < 1/6. Hence, the second probability
on the second line of (58), which is the probability of a non random event under Py, is equal to
zero. Then, from Lemma 6(i) in [8] and the change of variable a — a* we obtain

H"(Up(a%)) — H"(Ug(a%))

a+ op, (n~1/6
huc(Ué(a)) da + Pe( )a

p
Jnlp, = 11Ennp/s/ ’Ué(a)

[
JIn
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with

In = {/\é(M) +n~Y%/logn, Aj(e) — n~1%/logn| .
Let t,, = (H") "} (H"(U;(a))+n~"/3u). By definition of U,, and properties of the argmax function
it follows that

nl/3 (Hw( Tn(af)) — HMC(Ué(a))> = argmax { D, (a,u) + Sp(a,u)},
u€l, (a)
where
Iu(a) = [=n/3 (B (Uy(a)) — H"(e)) .3 (H(M) — H*(Uy(a))) ]
Dn(a,u) = n*/*®(Uy(a); Bo) { (Ao(tn) — dtn) — (Ao(Ug(a)) — aly(a)) }
and

S, u) = 02 0(Uy(a); fo) {(@ — a) [tn — Up(@)] + (An — Ao) (tn) = (An — Ao) (Ug(a)) }
(B.3)
Next, we follow the proof of Theorem 3 with U(a) replaced by Uj(a). From Lemmas 17 and 18,
it follows that Lemma 2 holds also if even ¢ is allowed to depend on n (here t = Uy(a)). Hence,
we can write

Sn(a,u) = Wy, (a)(u) + R3(a,u) + R} (a,u)

where
R} (a,u) = n?/? { W3 (Us(a)) — [®n (Ug(a); Bo) — @ (Ug(a); Bo)] } Ao (Ug(a)) [tn — Ug(a)]

and
Ri(a, u) = n?/3® (Ué(a); [30) Tn (Ué(a), tn)

with r,, as in Lemma 2. Let R, (a,u) = R3(a,u) + R (a,u). We use Lemma 5 in [8] to show that
R, is negligible. First we localize. Let ¢ > 12, T, = n'/(64=11) and define

U, = argmax {Dn(a, u) + Wy, a)(u) + Ru(a, u)} .

[ul<Tn
As in step 2, proof of Theorem 3, since h*¢ and Ué are bounded, using (58) with P replaced by

Py, we obtain

Py ({‘H“C( w(a®)) — H“c(Ué(a))’ > :v} N En) < Ky exp(—Kanz®)

and

sup B [, 07/ (0, () - 1) | < K

ac€R a

for every ¢’ > 1. It follows that

Inlp, = ﬂEn/
J

n

v Uyl

————da+o Tfl/6
e @y R0

Un(a) - ”71/67771 (a)




On the Ly-error of the Grenander estimator in the Cox model 24

where
(@) = n'/?(a — a®)|Uj(a)|n"“(Uy(a)) = Op, (1).

Now we approximate U, by

n

n(a) = argmax {Dn(a, u) + Wy, (a) (u)} .

jul<logn

By Taylor’s expansion,

D, (a,u)

0
’ < Klu|, and Dy(a,u) < —cu?

ou

for some positive constants K, ¢, a € J, and |u| < T,,. Moreover, given O,, Wy, is a standard

Brownian motion. It remains to show that

Py l{ sup |Ry(a,u)| > 3:} NE,

IU‘STH

<z IntT93 ) for all z € (0,023, (B.4)

then, as in Lemma 5(i) in [8], it follows that

EO |:]1En Un - (}n

T] < (nfl/ﬁ/logn)r

and by Lemma 6(i) in [8], U, can be replaced by l}n Again, for (B.4) it is sufficient to consider

x >n~/3+1/4 From Lemma 2 (with both ¢ and ¢, depending on n) we have

Py H sup | R, (a,u)| > x/2} NE,| <z 79/

[u|<Tn

It remains to consider R. Note that, since a € J,, it follows that b < Uj(a) < 1 —b. From

Lemma 19 it follows that

Py [{ sup |R3(a,u)| > x/4} NE,

[ul<Tn

<Py [n'?T, sup ‘@n(v; Bo) — ®(v; Bo) — Pn(Uy(a); Bo) + ®(Uy(a); 50)‘ > cx

[v—Us(a)|<b

< g ptmals,

To conclude, from Lemma 5(i) in [8], it follows that U can be replaced by l}n

It remains to replace [}n(a) by V(Us(a)). By a Taylor expansion and (12) we have

o | Da(a,u) = d(Ug(a))u®| S n=*/*(logn)?
u|<logn

on E,. Since (}n(a), V(Uy(a)) and 1, n~/%7, have bounded moments of any order, by Lemmas

5(ii) and 6(i) in [8] it follows that

b (@)

d —-1/6
(a1 onl )

A [
0 dt —-1/6
huc (t) + OP, (n )7

Jute, =15, [ [7(U5a) =0~ on, )

n

M-b, »
:nEn/ ]va)_n*l/ﬁnn(t)
e+b
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where

nl0) = it {62000 = /2G5, = o) o) + 052 2 (050 = o) |

Then, (B.1) follows from (57) and the fact that Py(E,) — 1.
Step 3. Now we prove that 7,, can be removed from the integrand in (B.1). Let

D /s { /Mb’m) P | Molt) () [” dt}.
e+b

huc(t) huc(t)
As in the proof of Theorem 3, we obtain

P M-b, »
dt—/ }V(t)_n—l/ﬁnn(t)
e+b

D= [ move o)

+b

Using the definition of 7, in (51) we have

/E zb IOV )]V 0) \H ,iffff)

-6 [ S rolrol”

. MOALOR(E) - (e P2
_ 2B — Aot)(E)
(=) [ oAU

M—b
n1/2 s 7
entlt [ v

p

dt

dt (B.6)

M—b p—2 puc
12 / (Mal0) = 20() V() [P dt +op, (1).

+b

As in the proof of Theorem 3, the first three terms on the right hand side of (B.6) converge to
zero. It remains to deal with the fourth term. Let a; = (e +b+¢L)A (M —b) fori =0,...,M
where M = |(M — e —2b)/L| +1and L — 0, L > n~*/2. Then we can deal with this term in
the same way as we did for the third term in the proof of Theorem 3, replacing ¥# (t) and b* by
Aj(t) — Ao(t) and L respectively. In this case, instead of (55), we use

sup | (Ag(t) = A1) — (Mg(ai) = Ao(ar))]

t€la;,ait1]
A 0 0 . 52 92
t€lai,ai41) 05 03
= Op(Ln_l/2).

To conclude we have
P

3 dt 4 op, (n~Y/%).

e o2

Step 4. Now this is the same as J,, at the end of Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 3. Hence, we

have that, given 0,

nt/6 {gnllEn - mp} 4 N(0,0’;).
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As a result, we obtain

nl/6 {jnllEn - mp} 4, N(0, 0':3)
and the statement of the theorem follows from J,1p, = Jnlg, + op(n~/6) and the fact that
P(E,) — 1. O
Appendix C. CLT for the bootstrap version

Throughout this section we assume that the assumptions of Theorem 5 hold and we do not

state them again for the separate lemmas.

Proof of Lemma 10. By definition and the form of the likelihood in the Cox model (see for example
Section 2.1 in [23]), we have

/6]1{t<z} B )dP*(t 9, 2)

_Z/5n{t<m} wE )dP*(t Oz = Z)

" Z/ﬂ{t@}@ S HaZ00 - Gu)

= 33 [ e O - Bz - Gl ()

where P (t, 6|z = Z;) is the distribution of (T*, A*) given that Z* = Z,. Since we fix the covariates
when generating bootstrap samples, Z* can only take values 71, . .., Z,, each with probability 1/n.
Note that here f; and Fj are the density and the cdf of the event times in the bootstrap sample.

Moreover,

8 (t; fu) / Lus e dP5 (u,6, 2)

1<~ 55 .
- Zeﬁnzl /]l{uZt} dP}(u,d|z = Z;)
i=1

1 n a2l
= =) eREPHT > 2" = 7))
n

=1

Z Fy(t|Z)][1 = Ga(D)]. (C2)
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If we replace the expression for ®*(¢; Bn) in the wright hand side of equation (C.1) we obtain

/5]]-{t<m} [3 )dp*(t 0,2)
:EZQ/MK”lZlm@%U—%M%ML4%@ﬁMWﬁLH—%M%ML4%@Mt

_[FASL ARz
- n 3" 7. 6
0 % Zj:l efnZi[l - Fy(t1Z;)]

:/Ow A1) dt = Ay ().

Hence we obtain the statement of the Lemma. O

Lemma 20. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, for any € > 0 and M < Ty, given the data
(Th, A1, Z1)y .oy (T, An,y Zy), we have

(i)

0 <liminf inf inf [®*(x;8)| <limsup sup sup |®*(x;8)| < oo.
n— 00 ISMI,@—BMSE n— 00 z<M|,@ Bn|<e

(ii) For any sequence B such that |3 — Bn| converges to zero almost surely (with respect to the

conditional probability given the data),

0 < liminf 1nf |D7 (x; 8%)] < limsup sup |D7 (x; 6))| < oo,

n—oo Cl)

n—oo Cl)
with probability one (given the data).
(iii) For DM* defined in (63), it holds
limsupsup sup ‘ D (x 5)}

n—oo xR \ﬁ*l;n\ﬁé

(iv) For any sequence B} such that |5} — Bn| converges to zero almost surely, (with respect to the

conditional probability given the data), and DY defined in (64)

limsupsup |D,; (1), (z; 80)] <

n—oo xR

with probability one (given the data).

(v)
Visup |8 (z; 57) — &*(x; 5n)

z€R

= OP* (1)

Proof. Note that

1 e
O*(2:8) = ~ > I PUT > 0|7 = Z,)
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and the Z;s are known (given the data). Then we have

inf inf ®*(x;8) > inf ZﬁZIP*(T>M|Z Z;)

r<M ‘ﬁ75n|§5 |5*ﬁn‘§€
=[1-G,(M)] inf BZi1 — Fy(M|Z))
|B—Bn|<e T Z
=[1-GWM)] inf Zeﬂ Zill — F(M|Z;)] + op(1).
Iﬂ Bul<e
Moreover, since
[1-GM)] inf Zeﬁz F(M|Z;)]

\ﬁ Bnl<e M

S[1-G(M) inf E [eﬁ [ - F(M|Z)]]
[B—Bn|<e

= inf ®(M;pB) >0,
\ﬁ Bol<2e (M;5)

the first inequality of (i) follows immediately. For the second inequality we have

1 e~ 4
sup sup [®"(z;8)] < sup — Zeﬁ Zi 5 sup E[Z] < oo
v<M|B—f,|<e |B—Bal<e ™ T |B=Bol <2

Similarly, statements (ii), (iii), (iv) can be proved following the reasoning in Lemma 3 in [23].

Next, we consider (v). By the triangular inequality we write

+v/nsup |®F (25 Bn) — ©*(z; Bn)] -
zeR
(C.3)

< Visup | @}, (x; 8;) — @}, (w5 )

z€R

Vnsup |®F (z; B1) — ©* (a3 Bn)

zeR

The Taylor expansion gives us

<|[B;—Bal sup |DD*(,2)] = Op- (n7'12).
z€[0,M]

n(@ Br) — (w3 Ba)

For the second term in the right hand side of (C.3), note that the class of functions
bty zi0) = Lzye™, @€ [0, M),
is uniformly Donsker over the probabilities P (satisfies Theorem 2.8.4 in [26]). Hence

\/ﬁsup @Z(I,B,J - (I)*(:Evﬁn) = Op- (1)

z€R

O

In what follows, P7. and E7} denote the conditional probability and conditional expectation

given the data and T7,...,T}.

n

Lemma 21. Let t = r(t) be a positive bounded function on [e, M] with R = sup,c[ 1) 7(t) and

consider

Z )]l{T*<t}7”( )

i=1

Sl*

SIP—‘
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Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, there exists a positive constant K such that for each t €

[e, M], t, € (0, M), and x > 0 it holds

Pr| sup [Syr(t)—Sy*(s)| > | <dexp (—Kénx)
[s—t|<tn
s€e,M]

where
4z

6 = min {17 3C(ty + n1/240) R /2 } 5

for an appropriately chosen C'.

(C.4)

Proof. It can be proved arguing as in Lemma 12. The only change is that now 1y p-<iy,) is a
Bernoulli random variable with success probability
y=H"(t+t,) — H*(t)
< H*(t+t,) — H*(t) +2 sup |H*(t) — H*(t)|
tele,M]

Stat+ n_1/2+a7

where H* is the distribution function of T* and H* is defined in (66). For the last inequality we

used

|
3|*—‘

o3[ - F(d2)] + - Gl 3 i)

=1

~ JOE (L - F(H2)] + L - GOIE[f(12)] (©5)
= [ o011~ P20 + 11 = GO (1)) dP2(z) = bt

ie. %ﬁ *(t) is uniformly bounded. As a result, Ct, in Lemma 12 will here be replaced by
C(t, +n~Y/?*®). Note that the constant C' is not the same. O

Lemma 22. Lett — m(t) be a positive continuously differentiable function on [e, M] and consider

1 n
S2x( - n Z ]l{T*<t} - E* [ (Ti*)]]'{Ti*St}:I) :

Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, there exist two positive constants K1, Ko such that for each

t € le,M], t, € (0,M) and x > n~"1logn it holds on E,,

P; sup |S2*(t) — Sp*(s)| > @ | < Kyexp (—Konzmin {1,at,'}) .
|s—t|<tn
s€le,M]

Proof. We write

S2% () — §2*(s /m (v) — H*(v)].
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Hence, using integration by parts in generalized form with right continuous functions of bounded

variation and the fact that the derivative of m is bounded we get

S

+tn sup [H"(u) = Hy(u)l

| S (8) = Sp*(s)| S [H (u) — Hyy ()]
t u€le,M]

and as a result

P sup ’Si*(t) — Si*(s)’ >z | <Pi| sup |H*(u)— Hi(u)| > cat,’
SE[t,t+tn] u€le,M]
s<M

+ P, sup |H"(s)— Hp(s)— H*(t)+ Hp(t)| > cz
se[t%tltltn]

By the DKW inequality the first probability on the right hand side satisfies

Py ( sup |H*(u)— H}(u)| > cxtn1> S exp (—ena®t,?) < exp (—cna®t)!)
u€le,M)]

From (C.5) we have that C' = sup,, %ﬁ*(u} < oo and is independent of n. Assume first that

tn < cox where ¢g = ¢/(2C). By monotonicity of both H} and H*, for s € [t,t + ¢,] we have

(Hy, — H")(s) — (H, — HY)(t)

IN

Hy(t+tn) — H(t) — (H, — H")(t)

IN

(H,, = HY)(t + 1) — (H, — HY)(t) + H*(s) = H*(t)

and
H*(s) = H*(t) < H"(s) — H*(t) + |(H* — H*)(s) — (H* — H")(t)|
< C(s—t)+|(H* = H*)(s) — (H* = H*)(#)].

Moreover, using the Brownian bridge approximation of G,, — G we obtain

sup [(H* — H*)(s) — (H* — H*)(1)]
SE[t t+tn]
s<M
< sup (G = G)(s) = (Gn = G)(t)| +ctn sup |Gn(u) = G(u)|
SE[tt+ty] u€le,M)|
s<M

= O0p(n~Y2V1,).

Therefore we can assume that on F,, we have

. ~ c

sup H* — H*)(s) — (H* — H*)(t)] < ——/t,n/? logn 172,

Se[t)mn]l( )(s) = ( )(@)] e (logn)
s<M

Since x > n~*(logn) and t,, < cox

n =

((HE — H*)(s) — (H = H)(0)| < |(H — HO)(t+ 1) — (H, — HY)(0)] + e
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Therefore, since t,, < coz where ¢y = ¢/(2C) we obtain

P, eﬁlgt ] ((Hy — H")(s) — (Hy — H*)(t)| > cx
s<M
<Py (|[(Hp — H*)(t +tn) — (H, — H*)(t)| > cx/4).

n

Using Lemma 11 with p = H*(¢,,) — H*(t) < cx/2 we have

TLC2.’IJ2

(0~ H) e+ ) = (0 = )0 en/4) < 2 (— 20

n

) < 2exp (- Kna).

It remains to consider the case t, > cox. We use the same type of argument as in the proof of

Lemma 13. Here we have

_ Hi(s) - Hi(1)

M (s) = m,

s € [t, 1]

which, given the data, is a reverse time martingale conditionally on H(t). Let ¢; = inf; de*t(t).

We can again assume that, for all k such that ¢, > 2Fcqz,

(L — H) {0+ 1,/2%) — (I — H)(0) < cl\/%\/;z;n-l/zaogn)“?

Then, we have

Py sup  |(Hy — H")(s) = (H, — H")(t)| = cx

s€[t+cox,t+tn]
s<M

-1
* * - tn tn _
< E P, sup M5 (s) — 1] > éx <2_k+61 Z—Oq/ﬁn 1/2(logn)1/2>

. ke s€[t+tn /28T t4t, /28]
k:tn>2Fcoax T M

: —1
- | tn o [ln _—1/2 1/2 Tk
< Z exp (—rkc:c <27+011/ZW/§” (logm) ) )E[exp (n—p|X—E[X]|>] ,
kitn>2kcoz
where p = H*(t+t,/2"1)— H*(t) and X = n[H} (t+1t,/281) — H}(t)] is a Binomial distribution
with parameters n and p. It then follows as in the proof of Lemma 13 that,
P*

n

sup [(H;, — H")(s) = (H, — H*)(t)| = cx
se[t+c<oﬁt+tn]

o -2
tn tn —
< kE:12exp — Knpa? (2—,6—1-611/%0\/2—]671 1/2(1ogn)1/2>

Note, since 2 > n~'logn and t > 2¥cyz, we have

tn co [ th _qs9 172 5 & L\t
p=eigy ey gy grn Ploan) 2 5 (1- 25 ) 5
tyn co [tn _q1/9 1/2 c1\ tn
oF e\ (togm)/ §(1+?)2_’f

and
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As a result we conclude that

P sup \(Hy; — H*)(s) — (H — H*)(t)] > cx | < 2exp (—Kinz?t,').
sE[t+cox,t+tn]
s<M
The case t — t,, < s < t can be treated similarly. O

Lemma 23. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, it holds

sup | @ (@1 B,) = (a3 By)| = Op(n~"/2).
z€[e, M)

In particular, with probability converging to one, given the data it holds

sup | (a3 B) - @(as )| S 7V
z€[e, M)

Proof. By definition we have
1< 5
(25 B,) = = Y PP BT > 22" = Z;
(@3 Bn) ni_le (17 = )
1< 5
=_ BuZi PX(X* > x| Z* = Z;)PF(C* >
nE e (X" = )P (C" = )

= — ieﬁ;ZI exp [ Ag(z ) ’} .
i=1

Since, for the Kaplan-Meier estimator, it holds

:»—A

Vi sup |Gh(z) = G(z)| = Op(1),

z€[0,M]

we obtain

[y

» = - _As B;lZi
w12 *(x; Bn) — g exp{ n(@)e }

3

< Op(n 1/2)11m_)sup - Ze
n—o00 i1

<Op(n~Y?) sup E[eﬁlz]
|B—Bol<e

=O0p(n~1/?).

Similarly, using |8, — 80| = Op(n~'/2) and SuPyefe,m [1Ag(t) — Ao(t)| = Op(n~1/2), we can replace
B, and A, by Bo and Ag. Then, the statement follows from

W = P2 1= Gl = 3 AR (T > 512

i=1

—E {eﬁozp (T > 2|12)| + 0p(n™/%) = B(x; Bo) + Op(n~'72).



On the Ly-error of the Grenander estimator in the Cox model 33

The inverse process U:{ is defined by

U (a) = argmax {A* (z) — az} . (C.6)
z€[e, M)

and it satisfies the switching relation, A% (t) > a if and only if U*(a) > t, for t € (¢, M]. Moreover,
let U; be defined as in (56).

Lemma 24. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, there exist constants Ky, Ko > 0 such that,

for every a > 0 and x > 0, with probability converging to one, given the data
P ({W;;(a) — Uy(a)| > x} N E:;) < Ky exp (—Kana®) . (C.7)

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 6. Note that, since sup;e ¢ ar) [A;(t) — A(t)| — 0, we have

lim inf,, 00 infyepe an |)\é (t)] = ¢ > 0. As a result, by Lemma 10, this time we have

k=0 YyElk
+y P: <{sup|R*() R:(Us(a))| > =2 22k}mE;)
k=0 vl 2
where
1
si0= [+ md( P2,
and

1 1 .
= [t (@zw;ém - @*(u;m) AFalu0.2)

The process S;; can be written as

)= LN A i) L
Sat) =~ ; (87 = BHAN) G gy Lirr <o
I/, 1 . A
A C e )

1 * *
/511{u<t} < (@ ﬁn) (u;ﬁo)> d(P;, — Py)(u, 6, 2)

= Sy () + Sy () + Sy (1),

where S1* S2* are defined as in Lemmas 21, 22 with

! < ! and m(t) = ET[AT 1" = 1] < !
O(t; o) ®(M; o) B (t; Bo) ®(M:; Bo)’

It follows by Lemmas 21, 22 that there exist some positive constants K7, Ko such that

r(t) =

P (sup [5°0) - S Wyta)] = ea? ) + 7 (sup [82°(3) — 2 (Uyla)| = e 22 )

yely yely

< Kjexp (—Kgmc323k) .
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Note that when we applying Lemmas 21, 22 we have t, = 22! and x replaced by x22%¢ >

n~1logn since it is sufficient to consider # > n~'/3. On the other hand, for S3* we have

1 1

(T Bn) (T35 o)

1 1 } '

* * 1 - *
sup |Si*(y) — Sp* (Ug(a))| < sup — ZAiﬂ{Ué(aKT;gy}

n
yely yely i—1

(T B,) (T fo)

By Lemma 23, we have that, with probability converging to one, given the data

|

sup E* [A*ﬂ{Ué(aKT* Sy}]
yel

+ sup E* |:A*]1{U§(a)<T*<y}
yEly

1 1

sup |: {Us(a)<T*<y} (I)*(T*yﬁn) (I)(T*7ﬁ0)

yely

1 1
sup — —
tele,M] ‘q)*(t; Bn)  ®(t; Bo)

S nUH up [ (y) - HY* (Uy(a)]
yEly

< p—1/2+a (x2k+1 + n—1/2+a) '

Since n~1/2tagak+tl <« 2292k it follows that

P ({ sup |53 (y) — S (U (@) > o 2%} n E:;>

yely
<P, sup Z A7y, (o) <17 <y} ! = — 1 > cna® 22K Y N ES
velk = ’ (T Ba) (T Po)

=1
> (A? Liv,(a) <1y <Us(a)tazisry — B [A*]l{vgm)wsvé<a>+m2k+l}})

> epd/2a g2 2%} N E:;) .

Note that nE* |:A*]1{Ué(a)<T*§Ué(a)+m2k+l}:| = O(naz2k+1) < O(n3/?= 22 22F) because z > n~1/3

and « can be chosen small enough. From Bernstein inequality we obtain

yElk

P ({ sup |Sf;*(y) — S’S’L’*(Ué(a))‘ > cx? 2%} N E,*L)

n372a I4 24k
< 2expq —

C
n3/2—o¢ .’II2 22k + ank—i—l

< 2exp {—c 92k 3/2—a x2}
< 2exp {—c 22knx3} .

As a result we conclude that

ye

ZP,’{ ({sup |5k (y) — S (Ug(a))| > ca? 2%} N E,*L) < Ky exp (—Kana®).
k=0 T

In the same way, using (65) we can deal with R.
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Lemma 25. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, there exist positive constants K1, Ko such
that, for every x > 0 and a ¢ X\y([e, M]) such that = |A\;(Uy(a)) — a| > n=*logn, with probability

converging to one, given the data
Py ({m:(a) —Us(a)| > I} N E:;) < Kjexp {—Kgnaj }/\é(Ué(a)) — a| min (1, |/\é(Ué(a)) — a|)} .
Proof. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 7. Here we have

Ag(y) = Ag(Ug(a)) < (y — Uy(a)Ag(Us(a))

and as a result, we obtain

P; ({0 > Us@) + =} 0 E)
ZP* ({Sup 1S5 (y) = Si(Uz(a)] = cx 2% |X;(Uz(a)) — a\} N E;;)

+fﬁ%({wpmmw—RmUmmznwﬂuawm»—d}mEﬁ,
where S¥ and R} are as in Lemma 24. From Lemmas 21, 22, it follows that, for i = 1,2,
ZP* (sup ’S’* S’Z* Uj(a ))’ 20:62’“’)\(;(U(;(a))—a‘>
yely
N —al}).

Using (65) and the approximation of H"* by HU<* it can be shown as in Lemma 7 that

gmmq—&mumww—d

> P ({ sup | Ry, (y) — R (Us(a))| > cx 2" [X(Us(a)) — al} n Ei) < Ky exp{—Kana [A;(Ug(a)) — al}.

k=0 yely

In the same we deal with S3* (see also the proof of Lemma 24) but, instead of (65), we use

1 1
D (t; ﬁn) O(t; Bo) | ~

< n71/2+a

sup
tele,M]

O

Lemma 26. Let p > 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, for each ag € (0, 1), there exists
K > 0 such that, with probability converging to one, given the data,

B (15, 15,(0) = X (0)] < Kn 77,

forallt € [e4+n='/3 M —n=1/3,

E* [ 185(0) = M (0P| < K [n((t =€) A (M = )] 77,
for allt € [e +n~Y2\/Togn,e+n"3|U[M —n='/3 M —n=Y2/logn|, and
E* [ﬂE;D\;(t) _ )\é(t”p} <K [n((t _ 6)1—|-om A (M _ t)l-i-ao)} *10/27

for allt € [e+n~'logn,e+n"Y2/logn|U[M —n=/2\/logn, M —n~"logn)].
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Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 1 we obtain
Ag(e)=X4(t) .
I < / P [{U;(Aé(t) +a)> t} N E;;} paP~t da
0
+ / P [{U;;(Aé(t) +a)> t} N E;;] peP~! da.
A

a(e)=Xs(t)

Since
1 1

U/* (a) - — — — 9
NOa @) N0e (@)
we have liminf,, e infae(x, (ar).0,(0)) (U™ (@)] > ¢ > 0. As a result, for z < Ag(e) — A4(t) it holds

that Uy(A\;(t) + ) <t — cx. Hence, as in the proof of Theorem 1, we obtain
As()=As(t) .
/ Py [{U;()\é(t) +z) > t} N E;;} paP~tde <P/,
0

For © > \j(€) — A\4(t), we have Ug(\(t) +)) = e. We consider first the case t —e > n~1/2\/Iogn.
As in the proof of Theorem 1 it follows that
)\é(é)—ké(t)-‘rt—é R
/ P [{U;;(Aé(t) +a)> t} N E;;} peP~! da
Ag(€)=X5(2)
)\é(é)f}\é(f)%ﬂf*é
< exp{—Kgn(t—e)g}/ prP~tdx
0

< pP/3,

Here we used that limsup,,_, .. Supse(e,ar) [N (t)| < c. Moreover, from Lemma 25, we have

/>\::E))‘é(t)+te Fx Hﬁ;(/\é(t) +x) > t} N E;:] prP~ 1 dz

Mg (€)= (0)+M ) .
< / exp {—Kgn(t —e) | Ag(e) = Ay(t) — x| }pxp dz (C.9)
)\é(é)f}\é(t)thfé

+/ exp {—Kon(t — €) [Nj(e) — A\;(t) — |} pa?~" da.
)\é(é)f}\é(t)‘i’M

Here we needed ¢ — e > n~'/2/logn to apply Lemma 25, i.e. we need (t —€) |As(€) — \y(t) — x| >

n~'logn, which is satisfied since [A;(€) — Ag(t) — x| > t — €. As in the proof of Theorem 1, we

have
Ag(€)=Xs(H)+M )
/ eXP{—Kzn(t—e) |)\é(e)—/\é(t)—:1:| }pxp_l dzx
)\é(é)—ké(t)-‘rt—é
M -1
— [ exp{=Kan(t - 9o 5+ 2500~ 35(0)" dy
t—e
S (n(t—e) 7?2
and
/ exp{—KQn(t—e) |)\é(e) — (1) —:13|}pxp_1 dz
Ag(O)=As(H)+M
= / exp {—Kan(t — )y} p (y + Nj(e) — )\é(t))pfl dy
M

S (n(t—e)™".
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Since, t > ¢ +n~t, (n(t —€))"P < (n(t — €))"P/2 and, in particular, for t > ¢ +n~/3 we get
/ exp {—Kon(t — €) [Ag(e) — A\;(t) — |} pa? " da n~P/3,
>\é(€)_)\é(t)+t_€
Similarly we can deal with I5.
Now we consider the case n='logn < t —e < n~'/2\/logn. As in the proof of Theorem 1 it
follows that

Xg()=Xg () + 75"y .

/ pr [{U;(/\é(t) ta)> 1} 0B prtda

A5()=Ag (1)

—X4 () ﬁ
paP~tdx

<exp{ —Kon(t —¢) }/

. (1og n)?
~ Tt — ep)oronb(t — e

< (n(t—e)t+e0) P2,

Moreover, from Lemma 25, we have

/ P {0090 +2) > 1} 0 By pertda
2o ()= Ag ()7

)\é(e) )\é(t)-i-M 2
5/ exp{—Kgn(t—e)‘)\é(e) —A(t) — 2 }px”_ldx
X () =2 () + 7S

+/ exp {—Kon(t — €) [ Ag(€) — A\;(t) — x|} pa?~" da.
)\é(é)f}\é(t)‘i’M

Note that we can apply Lemma 25 because (t — €) [As(€) — A\;(t) — 2| > n~'logn. As in the proof

of Theorem 1, we have

Ag(e)=Ag(t) )
/ exp {—Kgn(t —€) ’)\é(e) —X;(t) — 3;‘ }pxpfl dz
X (€)=Xg (1) +72E

= / exp {—Kan(t — )y} p (y + Ag(e) — As(1))" " dy

S (n(t - )7/

and
/00 exp {—Kon(t — €) [Ag(€) — A\j(t) — |} pa?~ " da
Ap(€)=Xg()+M
= [ exp (~Kan(t — Owhp (u-+ 4l0) - X5(0)" " ay
S (n(t =€) 77 < (n(t — )/,
Similarly we can deal with I5. O

Lemma 27. Let

—_

M (1) —Z Aflgrr <y — E* [AT (<))

3

(C.10)

S

—_

= — ZA’T-H{T:SIE} — Huc’*(t)

i=1

3
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There exist a Brownian bridge B,, and positive constants K, c1, co such that

Py

n sup ‘]\;[:(s) —n"Y2B, (H"*(s))| >z + 1 lognl < Kexp (—cox).
s€[0,M]

Proof. See proof of Lemma 8. O
Lemma 28. 5\;; (¢) and X;(M) are stochastically bounded with respect to P .

Proof. See proof of Lemma 9. Here we use that, since for

n () = =3 10170 1= Guto)]
i=1

we have
n'/? sup RO (t) - [1 - GOIE[f;(¢12)]],
t€le, M)
it follows that h** is uniformly bounded. O

As in Section 5.3, we first need to establish similar results to those in Lemma 24 and Theorem

26, where ), is replaced by )\2 and Uy, by Ug defined as the inverse of )\Z,

€ if a > )\Z(e)
Ui(a) =9 (\)7Ha)  ifa € [\ (M), N (e)] (C.11)
M if a < X5 (M).

From (15), it follows that

Vi sw (A1) = A1) =0p-(1), Vi s ((9)'() = X)) = Op- (1),

t€le,M] tele,M]

Vi sw (U@~ U5(@) =0p-(), Vi sup ((U5)(0) = Ujfa)) = Op-(1),

a€(0,00) a€ (0,00

Thus, we can assume that on the event E) we have

n_1/2+0¢

and

sup |A;(t) — )\é(t)‘ < pml/2te sup ‘()\;i)'(t) _ )‘:;(t)‘ < pl/2ta

t€le, M) tele.M] (C 12)

sup ‘U* Ué(@)‘ S 7’L_1/2-i-0t7 sup }Ué(a) _ U/(a)‘ S n—1/2+a'

a€(0,00) a€(0,00)
From Lemma 24 and (C.12), it follows that

P [{|ti@ - vi(a >] e} ]

{ )} >x/2}mE*} y P [HU U(;(a)‘ >x/2}mE;} (C.13)

<P*[
xp(—K

z°).
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Similarly, Theorem 26 and (C.12) imply that for t € [e +n /3, M — n=1/3] it holds

. p . P P
B [1; M) = 50| | SE [1e: [M®) = 30| | +E* |18, pa0) = X500] ]
(C.14)
< P/3 o pp(21/24a) < p=p/3,
for t € [e+n~Y2/logn,e +n~ Y3 U[M —n=/3 M —n="/2\/logn],

E* [1E* A () = As(t )} ] < [n(t—e) An(M — )] /2, (C.15)

and for t € [e +n""logn, e +n"/2\/logn] U[M —n~'/2/Togn, M —n~"logn],

* A * p 1+ 1+« -p/2
E [1E*)\() A()Hg[n(t—e) O An(M — t)tee] P2 (C.16)

Afterwards we consider the conditional probability P, and conditional expectation Eg+ given é,’;

such that —1/2+e and obtain the bootstrap version of 2.

Lemma 29. It holds

o (v) } _

ﬁn 0 * * _ 1
su — dvd(P;, — P;)(u,0,2)| = Op«(n"").
t,s€[ epM ’/ / |: ’U ﬁn (I)('(),ﬂ()) ( )( ) P ( )

Proof. Let F be the following class of functions on [0, M] x {0,1} x RP,
- UNS )\A
F= {ft,s(u,é,Z)zeﬁ"Z/ [ "(Uz — Ao(v) } dw e§t<s§M}
unt L@*(v;B,)  ®(v3 Bo)

with envelope function

5 uAM
F(u, 5, Z) = e'g"zll{u>5} /
By Markov inequality we have
Ao(v) }
5n 0 * *
n su — dvd(P;, — Py)(u,6, 2
ol [ [~ st] ava - P

>x]
/fu5zd\/_( )(uéz)]

Hence, it suffices to show that the expectation in the right hand side of the previous equation is

of order n~!. From Theorem 2.14.5 and 2.14.2 in [26], it follows that

571/2
| e

Ag(v) Ao(v)

@*(U;Bn) ®(v; o)

*

Snx” sup

feF

/fuéz ) dvn(PE — P (u, d, 2)

E* |sup
feg
S L+ Iy (LT, La(Bo)] 1 F | oy

Using Lemma 23 and (57), we obtain

i uAM () No(v)
F 2 * :/625n2]1 u>e / ‘ . 2 o -
1Nz, Py tuzer | . d*(v; B,)  P(v; o)

2
dv) dP’(u,8,2) = O(n™1).




On the Ly-error of the Grenander estimator in the Cox model 40

Hence, it remains to show that J; (1, F, La(P})) is bounded. We first compute Ny (e]|F|| p,px). F, L2(P)).
Divide the interval [¢, M] in N subintervals of length L = (M —¢)/N. Fori <j, i,j=1,..., N,
let

) uN(e+(j—1)L) As(v) uN(e+jL) )\O(U)
Lij(u,8,2) = €1 ym et / oo 0 e / d%
j fozetitd | on *(v; Bn) et 08 i @(; fo)

uA(e+jL) As(v) 5. uA(e+(j—1)L) Ao ()
— < dv—e" ]l{u>€+1L} Do
-z ®*(v; ) +ill (v; Bo)

The brackets [l; ;, L; ;] for ¢ < j, with the convention that fb fla)dz =0 if a > b, cover all the

dv.

Li,j(ua d, Z) = e'gnz]].{u>é+(i71)[‘} /

class F. Moreover, we have ||L; ; — l; ; ||L2(P*) S L. Thus, if we take

K
N=|5—=s—+1],
SF2, o)

for a properly chosen constant K > 0, then ||L; — li|| 1, (px) < e[| F||L,(ps)- It follows that

2
N K
Ny (ellFllypey, Fy La(P))) S {WQL(P) + 1J
2(P7

and consequently Jyj(1,F, La(Py)) is bounded. O

Lemma 30. Let T,, =n" for some v € (0,1/3). Fort, s € (e, M) and 7 as in (A.13), define

L 1 — L * — P (u,d,z
R, *(t,s) /57T ust, s <(I)(U§BO) ‘b(t;ﬁo)) d(P; — P))(u,d,2). (C.18)

Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, for each 2 < q < 2/(37) , there exist K > 0 such that, for

x>0 and a €R,

Py < Kz~ in'—q,

{ sup |RL*(t,t,)| > 3:} nE;

|tn7Ug|§cn*1/3Tn

Proof. We can follow the proof of Lemma 17 considering exactly the same class of functions with
U(a) replaced by Uy(a). Hence, we just need to show that ||F||% L =0 ((n=Y/3T,,)7*1) and
that Jj (1,3, La(Py)) is bounded. We have

1 1
Ug(a)+n~ 2+ 4n~ 37T, ) "(Uy(a) — n=3+e; By) a
||F||%Q(P;) = / (U — Ué(a) + n7§+0‘)q < ( dHuc,*(u)

Ué(a)_"7%+a Ue(a) - niéﬂl;ﬁo)?

+o ((n_l/?’Tn)q“)
_ C(n_1/3Tn)q+1 +o ((n—l/STn)q+1) 7

for some C' > 0. Here we use the fact that h““* is uniformly bounded (see proof of Lemma 28).

Similarly, following the proof of Lemma 17 we can also show that Jjj(1,F, L2(P;)) is bounded. [
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Lemma 31. Let T,, = n" for some v € (0,1/3). Fort, s € (¢, M) and 7 as in (A.13), define

Riﬁ*(t,s) = /eﬁozwn(u;t,s) /: ‘I)/zz,(?o) dvd(P;, — Py)(u,d, 2). (C.19)

Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, for each 2 < q < 2/(37), there exist K > 0 such that, for
z >0 and a € R,

Py < Kz~ int—q,

{ sup |R2*(t,t,)| > x} nE;
[tn

-Us (a)|<en=1/3T,

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 18 considering the same class of functions with U(a) replaced
by Uz. We just need to show that ||F||qu(P*) = O ((n=Y/3T,)9*1) and that Jy(1,F, Lo(P})) is

bounded. In this case, we have

||F||?;q(p;;) = /eqﬁoz]l{Ué(a)—n*1/2+°‘<u§Ué(a)+n*1/2+D‘+cn*1/3Tn}
Us(a)+n= 12+ ppe=1/3T, o 4
o(v)
dv | dP7(u,d,z
</u @(v; Bo) ( )
1 1 1 1 q
Ug(a )+n7§+a+cn7§Tn Ué(a)+n7§+a+cn7§Tn A
- _ZGQBOZZ/ / o(v) dv | dH*(u|Z;)
Us(a)—n" Fto u ‘I)(U,ﬂo)
1
< (n=13T) _Zeqﬁoz [ (U(a) + 0= /24e 4 ™AL, Z2) — HY (Ug(a) + 071242 2)
n

i=1
Using the approximation of H* by the differentiable version H* as in (67), we obtain (P2l () =

O ((n=1/3T;,)7+1). In the same way one can adjust also the proof of the boundedness of Jj (1, F, La(P})).
O

Lemma 32. Let M = A}, —A;, a € R and T, <n?, v € (0,1/12). Under the assumptions of

Theorem 5, there exists a Brownian Bridge B,, and an event E} such that

ST [P (7 1)) = B (12 U a)) |
fAmE

- . MUl (a

— | @105 ()3 B) — @ (U3 (@): B % (t
0 b

+ (B = B A5 (U5 @) (b0 = Uz (@)) + 73U (@), ),

with some 1 (U (a), ) that satisfies

Py sup [rn (U (a),tn)| > 2 p N E,
|tn7Ug(a)\§cn*1/3Tn

for some K >0 and all x >0, a € R and ¢ < 2/(3y).

My (tn) = My (Us(a)) = 0~ 1/?

w = Uj(a)

< Kz~ int=9,
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Proof. Let mu;t,tn) = 1iu<s,y — Lju<sy- Using (62), we can write

O (u; U*
M (tn) — M (U () :/ <(1>* - ; )) )d(]p;z—p*)(u,&,z)

UNty
/e ”Z/ — = dod(P}, — P})(u,d,2) (C.20)
unUZ (a) (I) U ﬁn)

+ (B = Ba) [45 (ta) = 45 (U5 (@) ] + Rita) - B3, (U (@)

Similarly to Lemma 29, it can be shown that

1 1 * *
mEﬁJ/MW%$<@Wﬁn_wmde@”l”“@”

Moreover, since the left hand side does not depend on é*, the results holds also with respect to

= OP* (n_l).

the conditional probability P;. Hence, by adjusting the event E}, we can assume that

1 1
s om(u;t, — — d(P — P*)(u,6,2)| Sn e
t,SGL[IEI,)M] / ﬂ-(u S) (‘I)*(’U,,Bn) (I)(U,Bo)) ( )(u Z) "
As in the proof of Lemma 2, we have
om (u Uf(a) t )
/ q)( d(P: — P)(u,d, 2)
/&r u U ) d(PE — P*)(u, 8, 2) + RL* (Ug(a),tn>
ﬁo
where
1 1
RL* (U’f(a) tn) - /571' (u Uz (a) tn) - d(P* — P*)(u, 6, 2)
n 9 ) ] ) (I) . N n n s Uy
(wifo) & (Uz(a); o)
and

/571' w U3 ( )d( — P*)(u,6, )

w2 [B, (1 1) - B, (% (U;@)))]
+ [0 =02y 0 B (60) — (W = 02 By 0 H) (U (0))]

where M is defined in (C.10). Similarly, in the third term of (C.20) we can replace A% by the
twice differentiable version Ay because
sup | (B = Bu) [(45 = Ao)(ta) — (45 = A0)(1)]| = Op- ("),
tele,M]
By Lemma 29, also in the second term of (C.20), we can replace A\; and ®* by Ao and ®. Then,

we can proceed as in Lemma 2 using Lemmas 30 and 31. O

Lemma 33. Let T, = n" for some v € (0,1/3) and b = n=*/*. Under the assumptions of
Theorem 5, for each 2 < q < 1/(y+1/24), there exist K > 0 such that, for x > 0 and all a € R,

Py [n'AT,  sup (B} — ®)(v:Bn) — (B — ©*) (U} (a); Bn)

v—U (a)] <b

> x] < Kz~ ipt=a/3,
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Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 19 considering the same class of functions with Sy and U(a)
replaced by £, and Uj(a) respectively. We just need to show that |\F||%q(P*) = O(b) and that
Jy(1,F, La(Py)) is bounded. For the envelope function, we obtain

||FHL (P* - /]l{UA(a)-i-n*l/Q*"‘<t§Ué(a)+n*1/2+a+b}8q5"Z dP;{(t,(g,Z)

e (0o A ) = (U 7 )

i=1
As in the proof of Lemma 31 it can be shown that ||FHqu( = O(b). In the same way e can
adjust the proof for the boundedness of Jyj(1,F, La(Fy)). O

Proof of Theorem 5. Let

xm_g@fm

M
3;;:”;0/3/

Step 1. As in the proof of Theorem 3 and Theorem 4, it can be shown that J;1g: =
J:1ps + op-(n~'/%) where

gfl:np/g/ ‘U* Ug(a)‘
Az (M)

Here we use (C.13), (C.14)- (C.16), 28 and the fact that (A7)’ satisfies (12). Note that now we

4(]7—1) / : 2
max(p 1/2,1,3(1_a0))<p < min p,1+a0 )

Such a choice is possible since o can be chosen arbitrarily small and p < 5/2. Then we get

p“L@)%awlipda.

need

6+n71/2m ! /
]lE*/ * [ —)\Z(t)r dt = Op- (mp//%—%{—<1+a0>l”/2+1}\/1ogn(”“f’)” /“1)
+

— Op. <n(1“°)p,/41/2 /—logn—(1+a0)p//2+1>

— op- (n—p/3—1/6>

e+n—1logn

Step 2. Let
Wi(u) = 0/ [Wo (H () 4+ 07 0) = Wiy (< (2))]

and d(t), V(t) as in the proof of Theorem 3. We argue conditionally on 6% such that |6 — O] <

n=1/2+2 and we show that

p

/
Ao(t) dt-i-Ope* (n_l/G), (C.21)

huc (t)

Gae = [ 0o

e+b

for some 7, such that supycieip ar—p) |75 (t)] = Op; (1). Let
U (t) = /kzb(t —) (fl):;(v; Bn) — ‘I)*(’U;Bn)) dv.
Note that, from Lemma 20,

sup (U501 < sup |05 Bn) = @ (03| = Op- (n717)

t€le+b,M—b] v€E[e,M]
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and

Ay (t)

sup dr

t€le+b, M —D]

' <07 sup (@5 (v Bn) — @ (03 Bn) — (5 (E Bu) — D% (5 Bn))| = 0p=(n~1/0),

o—t|<b
For every a € R and @ = Aj(Uj(a)) and define

WeUia) o7 Ao<U"< >>

We can assume that on the event E; it holds

o =a—n"Y2%,

sup |a — ag, < en~VEe (C.22)
a€R

Then, from Lemma 6(i) in [8] and the change of variable a — a® we have

\ L [0 [H (U () = H W (@)[") 1 .
Inlm; = Lon /3/ (A1) he (U (a)) ’(Ué) (“)’ da+ op; (n™'/°)
N | H e (U (a) = H'* (U (a)) | 1-p
=1 g.nP/3 Y (a a+ops(n1/0
e [ W0 (@) @5 @[ " dat or; 07
H (U (af)) — H"* (U (a%)) [” 1-p
:]lE;;np/B/] ( (hUi)(Ui‘(a)) ( 9( ) ‘(Ug)’(a)‘ da—i—oP;(n*l/G),
In 0

with
= {)\;(M) +n~Y%/logn, Ag(€e) — nil/ﬁ/logn] .

Here we use that, for r < 3,

s [ E e — HY) Uz (0) — (HY* ~ H*) (U3 (0)) ||
n sup Eg e
a€[A3 (M)A ()] hee(U;(a))
S swp )R] s By [0 |Uie) - Ugla)] |
te[e,M] a€[A;(M),A%(e)]

=0 (n2) =0 (n1")

because, as in Lemma 23, we also have that with probability converging to one, given the data

sup |RUC*(t) — hUe(t)| = O(n~Y/?). (C.23)
tele,M]

Let tf = (H“c’*)_l(H“C’*(Ug (a)) +n~1/3u). Using properties of the argmax function we obtain

/% (H (07 (a6)) — B (U7 () ) = argmas (D (a, ) + S0, w)}
u€lx (a)

where

I*

n

(a) = [=n!/? (H" (U3 (@) = H'* () ) ,n/* (e (M) = B (U5 (0) )],

Diy(a,u) = P87 (0); Bo) { (A (1) — ats) — (A4(U; (@) — a7 (a)) }
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and

Su(a,u) = 0230 (U; (a); o) { (@ — a®) [t = Us (@)] + (A5 = A9) (t) — (A = Ap) (U (@)}
Using Lemma 32 and the definition of a¢, we get

Snla,u) = W o) (u) + Ry* (a,u) + Ry*(a,u) + R**(a,u)

where

R3*(a,u) = n®* {05 (U7 (@) = [@3(U; (@)s B) — @ (U3 (@): 5a)| } (U (@) [t = U5 0)]

RE*(a,u) = n®/3d(U; (a): Bo) 77, (Ug(a), t;) ,
with r as in Lemma 32 and
5,% _.1/6 uc * * uc\—1 uc * —1/3
Ry (a,u) = 006, h" (U (a)) |6, — (H") " (H"“(Uj (a)) + 0~ u)} -

Note that, by the mean value theorem,

‘ S|l<lg ‘(Huc,*)fl(Huc,*(Ug(a)) + n71/3u) _ (Huc)fl(Huc(Ug(a)) + nfl/Su)‘

=n 3T, sup
[u|<Tn

1 B 1 ‘
hees(Gh(u)  he(Gh(u)
<n VT, ( sup [L“9*(t) = RU(t) + sup [A"(C,(u)) —h“C(CZ(U))\>

tefe, M] lu|<Ty

< n-2/5T2,

1 2 1 * —1/3 ;o * _ 3,%
for some C, (u), (5 (u) such that |¢,(u) = Uj(a)| < n BBu, i =1,2. Let R:(a,u) = R>*(a,u) +
RY*(a,u) + R>*(a,u). Now we use Lemma 5 in [8] to show that R} is negligible. As in the proof
of Theorem 3, using Lemma 24 and the fact that h*** and (U*)" are uniformly bounded (since
they converge to h*c and U), we can localize obtaining that

j:;ﬂE; = ]lE;;/

Jn

P [(UF) (a)]' 7P

Py o —1/6 d (n—1/6
‘Un(a) n nn(a) h“c(Ug(a))P a+opg(n )

where

U, (a) = argmax { Dy (a,u) + Wy a)(u) + Ry (a,u) }

[ul<Tn

m,(a) = n'/2(a = a®)|(U7) ()" (U (a) = Op; (1).

Afterwards, using Lemmas 32, 33 and

Py | sup |RY*(a,u)| > =
‘“'STn

Ny [|§n| > cnl/Qngx < afqnlfq/g,
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we show as in the proof of Theorem 3 that R} is negligible. For D} (a,u), in this case, by a Taylor
expansion we have
2
D} (a,u) = n®® (Uz(a); Bo) Xp(Ca) [(H*) " (H (U (@) + ™ Pu) = Uy ()]
for some ¢, such that |, — Uz (a)| < n~3logn. Since Aj and h** are uniformly bounded we
again obtain
0
’a—D:(a,u) < Klu| and D}(a,u) < —cu?
u

for some positive constants K, ¢, a € J,, and |u| < T,,. Moreover, from (C.12) it follows that

sup
u|<logn

Then, (12) yields

Di(av) = 0250 (U501 ) 2 [t - U5 )] | < 7224 o

sup
u|<logn

D% (a,u) — 2/3@( *(a); [30) N (U2 () [t; - Ug(a)ﬁ < n=5/3(log n)?.

Finally, using (C.23), we obtain

2 2 2
o - i = i i +0 (o)
U2

= e (U (@) +0 (nil/g(logn)g)

for some ¢, such that |G, — Uj(a)| < n~1/3logn, and as a result

sup |Dy(a,u) —d(Uj(a ‘ < n~3(logn)?.

jul<logn

Then, exactly as in Theorem 4, we obtain (C.21) with

wrpy _ PUO®) /2 / /2 Ao(t) /2 [\ ) }
1 0) = it {600 = V2, = A0+ w3 ) — 2 (3500 - A9<t>()c g
Step 3 and 4 are exactly as in Theorem 4. O

Appendix D. Estimation in the Cox model

In this section, we gather properties of the maximum partial likelihood estimator Bn and the
empirical estimator ®,, in the Cox model that are used in our proofs. Although the results seem
to be well know in the literature, we are not aware of a reference where they are proved. However,
it is out of the scope of the current paper to provide a proof.

We have
~ p
E [n1/2(3, - 5ol|” S 1 (D.1)

and

E [n1/2 sup | P, (¢, o) — @(t,ﬁo)@p <1 (D.2)
t

for all p > 1.



