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UNIFORM IN BANDWIDTH CONSISTENCY OF KERNEL-TYPE
FUNCTION ESTIMATORS

By UWE EINMAHL! AND DAVID M. MASON?
Vrige Universiteit Brussel and University of Delaware

We introduce a general method to prove uniform in bandwidth
consistency of kernel-type function estimators. Examples include the
kernel density estimator, the Nadaraya—Watson regression estimator
and the conditional empirical process. Our results may be useful to
establish uniform consistency of data-driven bandwidth kernel-type
function estimators.

1. Introduction and statements of main results. Let X, X, X5,... be
iid. R% d>1, valued random variables and assume that the common dis-
tribution function of these variables has a Lebesgue density function, which
we shall denote by f. A kernel K will be any measurable function which
satisfies the conditions

(K.i) K(s)ds=1,
Rd
(K.ii) | K ||oo := sup |K(z)| =k < c0.
z€eR

The kernel density estimator of f based upon the sample Xi,..., X, and
bandwidth 0 < h <1 is
n
Fan(@)= ()Y K((z— X;)/hM?),  zeR%
i=1
Choosing a suitable bandwidth sequence h;, — 0 and assuming that the den-
sity f is continuous, one obtains a strongly consistent estimator f, := f, 1,

Received March 2003; revised April 2004.

!Supported in part by an FWO grant.

2Supported in part by NSA Grant MDA904-02-1-0034 and NSF Grant DMS-02-03865.

AMS 2000 subject classifications. 60F15, 62G07, 62G0S.

Key words and phrases. Kernel-type function estimator, uniform in bandwidth, consis-
tency.

This is an electronic reprint of the original article published by the
Institute of Mathematical Statistics in The Annals of Statistics,

2005, Vol. 33, No. 3, 1380-1403. This reprint differs from the original in
pagination and typographic detail.



http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0507431v1
http://www.imstat.org/aos/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/009053605000000129
http://www.imstat.org
http://www.ams.org/msc/
http://www.imstat.org
http://www.imstat.org/aos/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/009053605000000129

2 U. EINMAHL AND D. M. MASON

of f, that is, one has with probability 1, fn(:n) — f(x), z € R There are also
results concerning uniform convergence and convergence rates. For proving
such results one usually writes the difference f,(z) — f(z) as the sum of a
probabilistic term f,,(z) — Ef,(z) and a deterministic term Ef,(z) — f(z),
the so-called bias. The order of the bias depends on smoothness properties of
f only, whereas the first (random) term can be studied via empirical process
techniques, as has been pointed out by Stute [29, 30, 31] and Pollard [26],
among other authors.

A recent result by Giné and Guillou [14] (see also [5]) shows that if K is
a “regular” kernel, the density function f is bounded and h,, satisfies the
regularity conditions h,, N\, 0, hy,/ha, is bounded,

log(1/hy,)/loglogn — 0o and nh,/logn — oo,
one has with probability 1,
(L.1) 1f = Efalloc = O(V1og(1/hy) /b ).

Moreover, this rate cannot be improved. Interestingly, one does not need
continuity of f for this result. (Of course, continuity of f is crucial for
controlling the bias.)

Some related results on uniform convergence over compact subsets have
been obtained by Einmahl and Mason (EM) [11] for a much larger class of
estimators including kernel estimators for regression functions among others.
In this general setting, however, it is often not possible to obtain the con-
vergence uniformly over R?. Density estimators are in that sense somewhat
exceptional.

The main purpose of this paper is to introduce a method to establish
consistency of kernel-type estimators when the bandwidth h is allowed to
range in a small interval which may decrease in length with the sample size.
Our results will be immediately applicable to proving uniform consistency
of kernel-type estimators when the bandwidth h is a function of the loca-
tion z or the data Xi,...,X,. The resulting “variable bandwidth kernel
estimators” are from a statistical point of view clearly preferable to those
bandwidths which are only a function of the sample size n, ignoring the data
and the location. We discuss this in more detail in Remark 7 below, after
we have stated some of our main results. Furthermore, we address the issue
of bias in Remark 6.

In order to formulate our results let us first specify what we mean by a
“regular” kernel K. Consider the class of functions

K={K(z—")/h"%:h>0zecR%}.

For ¢ >0, let N(e,K) = supg N(ke,K,dg), where the supremum is taken
over all probability measures @ on (R%, B), dg is the Ly(Q)-metric and, as
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usual, N(e,K,dg) is the minimal number of balls {g:dg(g,¢") <&} of dg-
radius € needed to cover . Assume that K satisfies the following uniform
entropy condition:

(K.iii) for some C' >0 and v >0, N(e,K) <Ce™", 0<e< 1.

Pollard [26], Nolan and Pollard [25] and van der Vaart and Wellner [35]
provide a number of sufficient conditions for (K.iii) to hold. For instance,
it is satisfied for general d > 1 whenever K(x) = ¢(p(z)), with p(x) being
a polynomial in d variables and ¢ being a real-valued function of bounded
variation.

Finally, to avoid using outer probability measures in all of our statements,
we impose the following measurability assumption.

(K.iv) K is a pointwise measurable class, that is, there exists a countable
subclass Ky of I such that we can find for any function g € K a
sequence of functions {g,,} in Ky for which

gm(2) = g(2), zeR%

This condition is discussed in [35]. It is satisfied whenever K is right
continuous.

Our first result concerning density estimators is the following.

THEOREM 1. Assuming (K.i)—(K.iv) and f is bounded, we have for any
¢ >0, with probability 1,
: Vol fan —Efunlleo .
(1.2) limsup  sup =:
n—o0 clogn/n<h<l1 \/10g(1/h) Vloglogn

(¢) < o0.

REMARK 1. Though this was not our main goal, we point out that
if one chooses a deterministic sequence h,, satisfying nh,/logn — oo and
log(1/hy)/loglogn — oo, one re-obtains (1.1), which is Theorem 1 of Giné
and Guillou [14] with slightly less regularity. (We do not need to assume, as
they do, that h,, \,0 or that h,,/hg, is bounded.)

REMARK 2.  With applications to variable bandwidth estimators in mind,
we further note that Theorem 1 implies for any sequences 0 < a, < b, <1,
satisfying b, — 0 and na,,/logn — co, with probability 1,

(1.3) sup ”J?n’h_Efn’h”oo:O<\/log(l/an)\/loglogn)7

an<h<b, nany

which in turn implies

(1.4) lim  sup [ fon—Efunlle=0  as.

N0 an<h<bn,
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REMARK 3. It is routine to modify the proof of Theorem 1 to show that
it remains true when (K.iii) is replaced by the bracketing condition:

(K'.ii) for some Cp >0 and vy >0, Ny(e, F, Lo(P)) < Coe™, 0 <e < 1.

Refer to page 270 of [34] for the definition of Ny, (e, F, L2(P)). Essentially
all that one has to do is to substitute the use of Corollary 4 by Lemma 19.34
of van der Vaart [34].

For a related result refer to Theorem 1 of Nolan and Marron [24], where
almost sure convergence to zero has been established in a similar setting.
On the other hand, our result provides explicit convergence rates for kernel
density estimators.

Let us now look at the bias term. As soon as we know that

(1.5) sup  |[E frn — flloo = 0,
anSthn

we have under the conditions of Theorem 1,

sup || fun — flloo = 0.

an>n>~

If f is uniformly continuous on R?, here is a sufficient condition for (1.5)
which is easy to verify: Define

Ui(x)= sup [K(y), xR,

ly|>]x]

and introduce the assumption
(K.v) /d\I’K(x) dx < oo.
R

Note that this assumption trivially holds for a compactly supported kernel
function.

COROLLARY 1. Assuming (K.i)—(K.v) for any sequences 0 < a,, < b, <
1, satisfying b, — 0 and na,/logn — oo, and any uniformly continuous den-
sity f, we have
(1.6) lim supb | frh — flloo =0 a.s.

n—oo anﬁh

REMARK 4. If a,, = clogn/n for some ¢ > 0, then (1.6) does not hold,
that is, the limit in (1.6) is positive. Refer to [4] and [6] for details.

Our method is not restricted to the case of kernel density estimators.
To give the reader an indication of what other kinds of kernel-type estima-
tors can be treated using our techniques, consider i.i.d. (d + 1)-dimensional
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random vectors (Y, X), (Y1,X7), (Y2,X2),..., where the Y-variables are
one-dimensional. We shall assume that X has a marginal Lebesgue density
function f and that the regression function

m(z) =E[Y|X =z], z €RY

exists. Let m,, ,(z) be the usual Nadaraya—Watson estimator of m(z) with
bandwidth 0 < h < 1, that is,

Sty YiK ((x — Xi)/h'9)
im1 K ((z = X)W1/

M () =

A huge literature has been developed on the consistency of the Nadaraya—
Watson estimator. Consult [16] and [11] for references to some of the more
important work.

Assuming that m is p + 1 times differentiable at a fixed xg, one can use
the local polynomial regression techniques of Fan and Gijbels [12] to obtain
a better estimate at xy than that given by the Nadaraya—Watson estimator.
We will not treat the uniform consistency of such estimators in the present
paper. It should, however, be feasible to apply similar empirical process
methods in this setting as well.

With the above setup we have the following uniform in bandwidth result.
Set

F(z,h) =E[YK((z — X)/h"/"]|/h  and  f(z,h) =E[K((z — X)/hY)]/h.

For any subset I of R?, let I¢ denote its closed e-neighborhood with respect
to the maximum-norm |- |+ on R?, that is, |2|+ = maxj<;<g|7;i|, * € R%. Set
further for any function ¢ :R% — RY, ||4]|; = sup,e; [¢(2)].

THEOREM 2. Let I be a compact subset of R? and let K satisfy (K.i)-
(K.iv) with support contained in [—1/2,1/2]¢. Suppose further that there
exists an € >0 so that

(1.7) [ is continuous and strictly positive on J := I°.
If there exists an M >0 such that

(1.8) Y|i{XeJ}<M a.s.,

we have for large enough ¢ >0 and any b, \ 0,

lim sup sup nhHm"vh_f("h)/f(',h)nl
(1.9) n—00 clogn/n<h<bn, V1og(1/h) Vloglogn

= K(I,c) <0 a.s.
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Moreover, if instead of (1.8) we assume that for some p > 2

(1.10) supE(|[YPP|X =2) =1 a < oo,
zeJ

we have for any ¢ >0 and b, \ 0 with v =~(p)=1—2/p,

i Vnhl|[i, =7, h)/F( 0
imsup sup
n—00 c(logn/n)1<h<b,  V/10g(1/h) Vloglogn

(1.11)
=:K'(I,c) < o0 a.s.

COROLLARY 2. Let I be a compact subset of R? and let K satisfy
(K.i)~(K.iv) with support contained in [—~1/2,1/2]?. Assume that the dis-
tribution function of (Y, X) has a Lebesgue density (y,z) — p(y,x), so that
the marginal density of X is given by

f(z)= /_O:Op(y,w) dy, r e RY.

Suppose further that there exists an € >0 so that (1.7) holds and that

(1.12) for all z € J, lim p(y, 2") =p(y, 2) for almost every y € R.
2=z

If (1.8) holds, then for 0 < a, < b, <1, satisfying b, — 0 and na,,/logn —
OO?
(1.13) lim sup |7y, —m()|r=0 a.s.

n—eo an<h<bn,
If (1.10) holds, then with v =1—2/p for 0 < c(logn/n)Y <b, <1 satisfying
b, — 0,

1.14 lim sup M. p, —m(-)||7 =0 a.s.
(1.14) s )]

REMARK 5. Let us also mention that if, in the bounded case, we choose
a deterministic bandwidth sequence h,, satisfying the standard assumption
nhy/logn — oo and log(1/h,)/loglogn — oo, we get that with probabil-
ity 1,

timsup Yl T, —7Cohn) /5 o)

<C <oo.

This is a sharp result. In our previous paper [11] we have shown under ad-
ditional assumptions (h, \,0 and nh,, /', d=1, I =a,b] and K satisfies a
continuity condition and is of bounded variation on R) that the limsup is
positive and actually a limit. [Note, however, that the limiting constant has
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not been correctly stated in formula (1.16) of that paper. With the nota-
tion of the present paper the limiting constant is sup,c; (o(x)||K||2)/+/ f(x),
where 02(z) = Var(Y|X = x).] Moreover, if (1.8) holds, then a result of Col-
lomb [3] implies that the condition na,,/logn — co is necessary for uniform
consistency.

REMARK 6. Under additional smoothness assumptions on f one can
also derive explicit convergence rates in (1.6) and (1.14). For instance, if one
knows that f is uniformly Lipschitz continuous, one easily sees that the bias
(1.5) is of order O(b;/ d), which permits one to derive a convergence rate in
(1.6) one which depends on a,, via the rate from Theorem 1, and on b,,, via
the rate in (1.5). For more information on the interplay between smooth-
ness and the size of the bias term consult [1, 8, 10]. Similarly under extra
smoothness conditions the bias term in the Nadaraya—Watson estimator is
well behaved and one also can specify convergence rates. For appropriate
smoothness conditions refer to [1] and, especially, to Section 2.3 of [7].

REMARK 7. Suppose now that h, = hy,(z) is a local data-driven band-
width sequence satisfying

(1.15) P{an < hn(z) <bp:zel}—1,

or a constant data-driven bandwidth sequence lAtn satisfying with probability
1, for all large enough n > 1,

(1.16) an < hp < by,

For instance, if d =1, one often has for appropriate 0 < a < b < 00, a, =
an~/5 and b,, = bn~1/%, [10] is a good place to read about the various opti-
mality criteria that lead to the n=/5. In this case and more generally under
the assumptions of Corollary 1,

o~

”fnj;n - fHI — 07
and under those of Corollary 2,

I, 5 —m()l; 0,

n

where the convergence is either in probability or with probability 1 depend-
ing on whether (1.15) or (1.16) holds.

Deheuvels and Mason [7] consider local plug-in type estimators hy, ()
which satisfy (1.15) with a,, = ¢1h,, and b,, = coh,,, where ¢; < co, or

(1.17) ]P’(sup\iln(a:)/hn—(?(x)\ >€> -0
zel
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for any € > 0, where C' is an appropriate continuous function on /. Refer
especially to their Example 2.1, where they show subject to smoothness
assumptions that the optimal itn(:n) in terms of asymptotic mean square
error for estimating f or m satisfies (1.17) with h,, =n~1/5.

The literature on data-driven bandwidth selection is extensive. We cite,
for instance, [[2, 17, 21, 22, 23, 27]]. For further references and methods
consult [18], Chapter 7 of [10], [7] and [9].

All data-driven bandwidth selection procedures require some smoothness
assumptions in order to get rates. Our results show that even if such as-
sumptions do not hold, one may still have consistency as long as (1.15) is
satisfied for appropriate a,, and b,, not necessarily of the form a,, = c1h,, and
bn = Cghn.

Our next example is a kernel estimator of the conditional distribution
function

F(t]z) :=P(Y <t|X = 2),
defined for a kernel K and bandwidth 0 < h <1 to be

P LY <HK((z — X)) /hH)
L K((z— X;)/ht/7)

(1.18) Fon(t|z) :=

Stute [32] calls this the conditional empirical distribution function and was
the first to establish uniform consistency results for it.

THEOREM 3. Let I be a compact subset of R? and let K satisfy (K.i)-
(K.iv) with support contained in [—1/2,1/2]¢. Suppose further that there
exists an € >0 so that (1.7) holds. Then, with probability 1, we have for
large enough ¢ >0 and any b, \, 0,

limsup sup SUP.er v nh”Fn,h("Z) - Fn,h("Z)Hoo
(1.19) n—co clogn/n<h<b, V1og(1/h) Vloglogn

=: K"(I,¢) < oo,

where Fy, 1,(t)2) = E[K ((z — X)/hYD1{Y <t}]/(hEfun(2)), t €R.

COROLLARY 3. Let I be a compact subset of R? and let K satisfy
(K.i)~(K.iv) with support contained in [—1/2,1/2]%. Suppose further that
there exists an € >0 so that (1.7) holds and (1.12) is satisfied. Then for
0 < an <b, <1, satisfying b, — 0 and na,/logn — oo,

1.20 lim su sup || F [|z)—F(-|z =0.
(120 Jm s sup F(12) — FC)]
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REMARK 8. Sometimes one wants to use vector bandwidths (see, in
particular, Chapter 12 of Devroye and Lugosi [9]). With obvious changes
of notation, our results and their proofs remain true when h,, is replaced

by a vector bandwidth h,, = (hﬁ}), e h%d)), where minj<;<q hg) > 0. In this

situation we set h, = [, s ), and for any vector v = (vy,...,v4) we replace
v/ h,ll/ d by (v1/ hS}’, sy vg/ hsld)). For ease of presentation we chose to use

real-valued bandwidths throughout.

Theorem 1 is proved in Section 2. Theorems 2 and 3 will follow from a
more general result stated and proved in Section 3. Our proofs are based
on an extension of the methods developed in [11]. We use the same idea
which was developed in [11], namely, combining an exponential inequality
of Talagrand [33] with a suitable moment inequality.

2. Proofs of Theorem 1 and Corollary 1. We shall look at a slightly
more general setup than in the Introduction. Let (X,.A4) be a measurable
space. Throughout this section we assume that on our basic probability
space (2, F,P) we have independent (F,.A)-measurable variables X;:Q —
X, 1<1i<n, with common distribution .

Let G be a pointwise measurable class of functions from X to R (see the

Introduction and Example 2.3.4 in [35]). Further let £1,...,&, be a sequence
of independent Rademacher random variables, independent of Xi,..., X,,.
Let G be a finite-valued measurable function satisfying for all z € &,
(2.1) G(z) > sup[g(x)],

9€g
and define
(2.2) N(e.9) =sup N(eVQ(G?), 6, dg),

where the supremum is taken over all probability measures @ on (X,.A) for
which 0 < Q(G?) < o0 and dg is the Lo(Q)-metric.
We need the following version of Proposition A.1 of EM [11].

PROPOSITION 1.  Let G be a pointwise measurable class of bounded func-
tions such that for some constants C,v>1 and 0 <o <8 and G as above,
the following conditions hold:

(i) E[G(X)*] < p%
(ii) N(e,G)<Ce™",0<e<1,;

(iif) of := supyeg E[g(X)?] < 0%
(iv) supgeg lglloo < ﬁ\/nﬂ/log(Clﬁ/U), where Cy = CY" Ve.
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Then we have for some absolute constant A,

zn:&'g(Xi)
i=1

< AVvno?log(C18/o).
g

(2.3) E

PRrROOF. Our proof is a modification of that of Proposition A.1 of EM
[11]. We denote vectors (x1,...,x,) € X" by x and we define the subsets F,
and G,, of X™ as in this paper, that is,

G, = {x:n_l > GPay) < 256/32},
j=1

F, = {x:n_1 sungQ(xj) < 6402}.
geg j=1
We can infer from (A.8)—(A.10) in [11] that on F, NG,

S ciglar)| < K'ovawlog(CrA/o).
i=1 G

where K’ is an absolute constant. Therefore, we have for

t > 96K'oVnvlog(C18/0),
3§

> eig(w:)
=1

and, consequently, in this range of ¢ that

]P’{ zn:Eig(Xz’)
i=1

By Markov’s inequality we trivially have pu™(G¢) < 1/256. Using Lemma 5.1
of [15] exactly as in [11] and recalling that C13/0 > e and v > 1, we see that

p(Fy) <4p™(Gy) +12-16"(C1 B /o)~ < 7/256,

E

>t} <1/96  Vx€EF,NGy,
g

. t} <1796+ 1 (FE) + 7 (GE).
g

which finally implies that

i

whenever (2.4) holds. A straightforward application of the Hoffmann-Jgrgensen
inequality as stated in Proposition 6.8 of Ledoux and Talagrand [20] finally
yields the desired moment inequality. [J

igig(Xi)
i=1

>t} <1/24,
g

From the above moment inequality we can infer the following:
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COROLLARY 4. Let G be as in Proposition 1 satisfying (i)—(iii), and
instead of (iv) assume that

(v) supyeg ll9lle U, where o9 <U < C2y/nf, and Cy = 1

44/vlogCy

Then we have

zn:Eig(Xi)
i=1

where C3 = C%/16v.

< A{\/unaﬁ log(C18/00) + 2vU log(Csn(B/U)?)},
g

(2.5) E

Proor. Whenever

1
U< m\/nag/log(Clﬁ/Uo),

inequality (2.5) follows immediately from our proposition by choosing o =
00.
Assume now that
1

4w

Then using the monotonicity of the function t — v/nt?/log(C13/t) we can
find a unique o € ]oy, 8] satisfying

Vnod /log(C18/00) < U < Con/nB.

U= ﬁ\/naz/log(clﬁ/a).

Applying our proposition with this choice of o, it follows that
Zeig(Xi) < AVvno? log(C18/0) < 4AvU log(C15/0).
i=1 G

Next rewriting the equation which defines o and recalling that C15/0 > e,
we readily obtain that

/o <o~ 'Vlog(C18/a) = v/n/(4/vU),

E

and thus

Ci(B/o) < C1/ (4w )(VnB/U) =: /Cs5(VnB/U).

It follows that

E < 24vUlog(Csn(B/U)?),

g

zn:Eig(Xi)
i=1

which proves the corollary. [J



12 U. EINMAHL AND D. M. MASON

A bound similar to that given in Corollary 4 has been given by Giné and
Guillou [13] using a different method.

As already indicated in the Introduction, our proof is based on an inequal-
ity of Talagrand [33] (see also [19]) which we state here for easy reference
later on.

Let a,, be the empirical process based on the sample X1,..., X, that is,
if g: X = R, we have

n

an(9) = (9(X;) —Eg(X))/v/n,

i=1

and set for any class G of such functions

H\/ﬁan”g = Sug ‘\/ﬁan(g)‘
ge

INEQUALITY. Let G be a pointwise measurable class of functions satis-
fying for some 0 < M < o0,

lgllc <M, g€G.

Then we have for all t > 0,

]P’{ max [lVmamng > A (E

Y eig(Xa)| + t) }

i=1 g
2

< 2{exp(——1:i_t2 ) + exp(—%) },
g

where 0 = sup,eg Var(g(X)) and Ay, Az are universal constants.

PrROOF OF THEOREM 1. We first note that

E<K2<x};—/§)> = h/Rd h—1K2<921_/d8>f(s) ds

—h / K2 () f (e — uhM ) du < B £l K3,
R

where as usual ||K ||z = ([ga K2(s)ds)'/2. _
Set for j, k>0 and ¢ >0, nj, = 2, hj i = (2’ clogny)/ni, and

Kjk= {K((z - ')/hl/d) thjp<h<hjiipxc Rd}.
Clearly for hj i < h < hji1k, with £ as in (K.ii),

E(K?((z — X) /M%) < &% A 2RI f o113 =2 % A Dohyj =2 07 .
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We now use Corollary 4 to bound
ny,
E Zaig(X
i=1 Kk

To that end we note that each K; satisfies (i) with G = 8 = . Further,
since K, C KC, we see by (K.iii) that each /C;; also fulfills (ii). [W.l.o.g. we
assume that v,C' > 1 in (K.iii).] Noting that

C1B/ao < (B*/ag) vV CF

and the function h — hlog(h~!' Vv C%) is increasing for h > 0 (recall that
Cy > e), we see by applying Corollary 4 with U = 8 = k and using the
bound og < 0 1, that we have for j > 0,

E Zé‘ig(X < Aﬁ\/ynkDOhj ko ( b Y C12> + 2Avklog(Csny),
i=1

Dohjj j,
which for D1 = A\/vDg and Dy = Dg/f3? is equal to

Kk

1
(2.6) Dy [nih; klog( Vv C2> + 2Avklog(Csny).
’ D h]k

Using once more the fact that h — hlog(h™! Vv C%) is increasing for h >0,
we see that the first term of the above bound is, for large k, greater than or
equal to

DyVelogngViog(ng/{cDslog ni}).

Thus the order of the second term is always smaller than or equal to that
of the first one. Consequently, we have for j > 0 and large enough k,

ng 1
E ZE,-g(X) < Dg\/nkhjk(log(l) > )\/loglognk>
i=1 ’Cj,k 2145,k

=: D3a;j,

A

where D3 is a positive constant.
Applying the Inequality with M = x and ag = 0,26 < Dohj 1, we get for
any t > 0,

NE—1<N<ng

IP{ max ||\/ﬁan\|,cjk2A1(D3aj,k+t)}
i :

2.7) 2
< 2[exp(—Aat®/(Donyhij)) + exp(—Aat/k)].

Setting for any p>1, 7>0and k > 1,

pisp) =B{ | max Waaall,, > 41(Ds+ phaza),

—1<n<ny
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and using the fact that a?,k/”khj,k > loglogny, we can infer that for large
k,

2A A
PD 2 loglog nk> + exp (— 72'0 \/nkhj,k log log ny, )} .

Pik(p) <2 [exp (— ;

Recalling that hjj > clogny/ny, we readily obtain that for large k£ and any
J=0,

(2.8) pik(p) < 4(logng)~?,

where p= fD‘—sz

Set I, =max{j:h;, <2}. It is easy to see that for large k,
(2.9) I, < 2logny,.

Hence in view of (2.8) and (2.9) we have for large k and p > 1,

l—1
Pi(p) == pji(p) <8(logny)' 7,
=0

which implies that if we choose p > 2(Dy/A2)'/? (say), we have

(2.10) iPk(p) < 00.
k=1

Notice that by definition of [; for large k,
2hy, ) =hyp16 > 2.

Consequently, we then have for ng_1 <n <ng,

[clognyl] c [clognkjhlk’k].
n ng

Thus for all large enough k£ and ng_1 <n < ng,

\% h An _EAn [e']
Ak(p) == { max sup 1| fn — B >2A;(D3 +p)}
nk—1<n<ng clogn/m<h<1 v/ 10g(1/h) Vloglogn

ng—1<n<ng

lp—1
C U { max H\/ﬁan”/cj,k ZAl(D3+P)aj7k}v
§=0

and we see that P(Ag(p)) < Pr(p). Recalling (2.10), we obtain our theorem
via the Borel-Cantelli lemma. [J
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REMARK 9. We note that if the density is bounded only over J := I, for
some € > 0, with I a compact subset of R%, and if K is a kernel with support
in [~1/2,1/2]¢ we still have for any 0 < hg < (2¢)¢, with probability 1,

Vb fon —EF,
(2.11)  limsup sup nh|| fnn fanllr

— K I,c) < oo.
n—00 clogn/n<h<he V/10g(1/h) Vloglogn (<)

This follows immediately from the above proof by an obvious modification

of the bound for EK?((z — X)/h'/%) and replacing the set R? by I in the
definition of KC; .

PROOF OF COROLLARY 1. The proof of (1.3) is obvious from (1.2).
Turning to the proof of (1.6), we note that by integrability the assumption
that f is uniformly continuous on R¢ is equivalent to f being continuous on
R? and satisfying the condition that

lim sup{f(z):|z| > R} =0,
R—o0

which of course implies that ||f|e < co. This, when combined with the
corollary on page 65 of [28], gives the following lemma.

LEMMA 1. Let f be a uniformly continuous Lebesque density function
on R Then for any kernel K which satisfies (K.i), (K.ii) and (K.v), we
have

(2.12) sup |f * Kp(z) — f(2)| =0 as h ™\, 0,
z€R4

where fx Kp(2) :=h™" [pa f(2) K (R~ Y4z — ) dx.

Observing that Eﬁhh(z) = f * Kp(z), we see that Lemma 1 and (1.5)
imply (1.6). O

3. Proofs of Theorems 2 and 3 and Corollaries 2 and 3. We are now
ready to prove Theorems 2 and 3 and Corollaries 2 and 3. We shall consider
a slightly more general setting than in the Introduction, allowing the vari-
ables Y,Y7,Ys, ... to be r-dimensional, where r > 1. Further introduce the
following process:

Let @ denote a class of measurable functions on R” with a finite-valued
measurable envelope function F', that is,

(3.1) F(y) > sup |o(y)], yeR".
ped
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Further assume that ® satisfies (K.iii) and (K.iv) with I replaced by ®. For
any ¢ € ® and continuous functions ¢, and d, on a compact subset of J of
R?, set for = € J,

" xr — Xz
tam(®) = D (o @) Vi) + dyl) K (7).
i=1
where K is a kernel with support contained in [—1/2,1/2]¢ such that
sup |K(z)|=:k <oo and K(s)ds=1.
zeR? R4

For future use introduce two classes of continuous functions on a compact
subset J of R? indexed by ®,
C:={co:pe®} and D:={d,:pec P}

We shall always assume that the classes C and D are relatively compact
with respect to the sup-norm topology, which by the Arzela—Ascoli theo-
rem is equivalent to these classes being uniformly bounded and uniformly
equicontinuous.

THEOREM 4. Let I be a compact subset of RY. Assume that ® and K
satisfy the above conditions and the classes of continuous functions C and
D are as above, that is, relatively compact with respect to the sup-norm
topology, where J = 1", for some 0 <n < 1. Also assume that

(3.2) f is continuous and strictly positive on J.

Further assume that the envelope function F of the class ® satisfies
(3.3) dM >0, FY)I{XeJ}<M a.s.,

or for some p > 2,

(3.4) o= SIGJE)E(FP(Y)]X =z) < 00.

Then we have for any ¢ >0 and 0 < hg < (2n)%, with probability 1,

su w —Ew
. imsup sup =: P(c) < 00,
3.5) i Ppecd I p,n,h <p,n7hHI P

n—00 c(logn/n)1<h<ho \/Nh(log(1/h)Vloglogn)

where v =1 in the bounded case and v=1—2/p under assumption (3.4).

Before proving Theorem 4 we shall show how it implies Theorems 2 and
3 and Corollaries 2 and 3. We need the following lemma.
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LEMMA 2. Let H be a class of uniformly equicontinuous functions g:J — R
and let K :R% — R be a kernel with support in [—1/2,1/2] so that [ga K (u) du =
1. Then we have for any sequence of positive constants b, — 0,

sup sup |lg* Kp—gllr —0.
gEH 0<h<bp

PRrROOF. A simple transformation shows that if z € I,
9() = g Kn(a)| = | [ (9(a) = gla — uh!/*) K (w) du
which for A <b,, and all large enough n is obviously bounded above by
sup{lg(@) — 9w s,y € Ll =y <42} [ K (W) du.

Since the function class H is uniformly equicontinuous, we readily obtain
the assertion of the lemma. [J

PROOF OF THEOREM 2. Set

e hZYK X)/hMh,  zel

Then we obviously have
[, (2) — 7 (2, h)/ f(, )]
(3.6) I _ 7 (x,h)|
—— |y n(x) = 7(2, )| +
= ot T ) o

From Theorem 4 [setting r =1, ® = {1}, where ¢1(y) =y,y € R] it now
follows that with probability 1,

|fn,h($) - f($v h)|

vnhl|r, D — (-
(3.7) lim sup sup nh||rpn(-) — (5 )l
n—o0 (clogn/n)Y<h<b, \/log(l/h) V log logn
and by (2.11) that

(3.8) lim sup sup Vol fon() = f( )|l <o
n—o0 clogn/n<h<b, \/10g 1/h)\/loglogn

This last bound of course implies that as n — oo,

swp |fun() = FERI=0(1)  as,
clogn/n<h<bp
where we can make the constant in the O(1)-term arbitrarily small by choos-
ing ¢ large enough. Combining this observation with the subsequent result
following from Lemma 2 that

(3.9) sup [[f(-,h) = fF()lr =0
0<h<bn
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and the assumption that the density f is positive on J, we can conclude
that for c¢ large enough f,; is bounded away from 0 on I, uniformly in
clogn/n < h <b,.

Combining this with (1.8) or (1.10) it follows that supgj,<; [|F(-,h)/f (-, h)||1
remains bounded. Therefore, we can infer Theorem 2 from (3.6)-(3.8). O

PROOF OF COROLLARY 2. We first note that assumption (1.12) in con-
junction with Scheffé’s lemma and also condition (1.10) in the unbounded
case implies that r(z) = E(Y|X = x)f(x) is continuous on J. Applying
Lemma 2 with H = {r}, we see that

(3.10) sup [[F(-,h) = ()1 =0,
0<h<bn

which with (3.9) and Theorem 2 completes the proof of the corollary. O

PrROOFS OF THEOREM 3 AND COROLLARY 3. To see how Theorem 3
follows from Theorem 4, set ® = {¢;}, where ¢(y) = 1{y <t}, t,y € R,
C=A{1/f(); and D={=F(t])/f(:):t R}

The classes ® and C clearly satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 4. To see
that the function class D is a relatively compact class of continuous functions
on J refer to pages 6 and 7 of [11], which also implies that the class

H:{gtltGR},

where for each t € R, g:(-) = F(t|-) f(+), is also a relatively compact class of
functions defined on J. Therefore Theorem 3 and Corollary 3 follow in the

same way that Theorem 2 and Corollary 2 did from Theorem 4 and Lemma
2. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 4. We first note that
SUPgeq [|dp () S0 { K (573 xi)— EK(xhﬁ)gl)}”I

lim sup sup

n—00 clogn/n<h<hg \/Tlh log 1/h) \/loglogn)
K EK (&K
< suplitlrtmanp | SR K (555) — ER (5 i
pED n—00 clogn/n<h<hg V/nh(log(1/h) Vloglogn)

In view of (2.11) it is obvious that this quantity is finite with probability 1.
Therefore, if we set for ¢ € @, x € [ and h > 0,

(3.11) o) = o) 3 0K (S5

i=1

it clearly suffices to show:
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PROPOSITION 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, for all ¢ >0,
there exists a Q(c) >0 such that with probability 1,

. SUP,cap ”ngo,n,h - Enap,n,h”l
3.12 limsup sup d
(812) n—00 c(logn/n)y<h<ho v/ nh(log(1/h) Vloglogn)

=:Q(0).

PrOOF. We shall prove Proposition 2 under assumption (3.4), as it fol-
lows in the bounded case directly from the proof of Theorem 1 and Remark
9. Just replace the classes ;. by the classes

Gik={(,2) = (W)cp(2)K ((x — 2) /W) o € ®,w € I hyjj <h < hjya ).

Observe that these classes also satisfy conditions (i)—(iii) of Proposition 1
with G = 8 = ksupyeq [yl and our proof of Theorem 1 still works after
some minor modifications.

We turn to the unbounded case, that is, assume (3.4) for some p > 2.
Recall that y=1—2/p. For any k=1, 2,... and ¢ € ®, set n = 2k ay =
c(logng/ni)?Y and

(3.13) oe(y) = o) 1{F(y) < (ni/k)'/7}.
For np_1 <n<ng,xel, ap <h<hgand p € D, let

k) - X
(3.14) 0 (@) Zsok K(Sr):

The proof of Proposition 2 in the unbounded case will be a consequence of
two lemmas. We will first show:

LEMMA 3. There exists a constant Q1(c) < oo, such that with probability
L,

(3.15) limsup Ay, = Q1(c),

k—00

where

k
Ae ma s SPeco lons —Englr
P 1<n<n o, <h<ho /nh(log(1/h) Vloglogn)

ProOOF. Forxel, ap <h<hgand ¢ € ®, let
T —u
(3.16) Ol ) = o)) K ()

and

(3.17) o) olu0) = o)) ().
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Notice that
k k k
(3.18) oo n(@) =Bl =n' e wl) ),

where «, is the empirical process based on (X1,Y7),...,(X,,Y,). For k>1
let

Gr(h) = {Ugf;w:cp €® and x €1}
We see that

A= max sup lonllg )
M 1 <n<ng ap<h<ho v/nh(log(1/h) \/loglogn)

Note that for each U » €Gr(h),

(319) ) HKHooSugllcw\\oo(nk/k)””Z:Do(nk/k)l/”-
pe

@,h,x H
Also observe that

Bl(0f), )2 (X Y)) Bl (X)) SB[ (ep o) K2 (S )|

)1y

Using a conditioning argument, we infer that this last term is uniformly over
zel

= ”%H%/Im—t|<h1/d/2E[F2(Y)’X = xR ( hl/d ) o

2 2/p 2f X —
<llepl3a /x_t<h1/d/2 xR (G ) e

< e, 30" [ — M) K2(u) d
<hlleal3o [ el WK )

< ha®/?sup [le, |11 fx |l K |3 =2 hD:.
ped

Thus

(3.20) sup Eu*(X,Y) < hDj.
vEG (h)

Set for j, k>0, hj; = 27 q, and
Gin:={vl) rp€® x el and hjx <h < hjiix).
Clearly by (3.20), for all z €I, p € ® and hj;, <h < hjii,

E[(v) )’ (X,Y)] < hDy <2Dihj,
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which gives

(3.21) sup Ev?(X,Y) <2D1hjk.

vEG; k
We shall use Corollary 4 to bound E| 32i*, e;u(X;,Yi)|g, - Note first that
by arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5 of EM [11], each Gjr CG, where G is

a class that satisfies (K.iii) and (K.iv) with I replaced by G. Next by setting
U= Do(nk/k:)l/p and 32 = a?/? it follows that

< A\/Vnkag log(C18/00)
Gik

v(X;,Y))

+ 2ADgv(ny, k) /P log(C3 Dy 2 820, L =2 EH/P),

Replacing o2 in the first term by the upper bound 2D, hj g\ (% and recalling
that

hjk > ai, = c(logng /ng,) =2/,

we obtain after a small calculation that for suitable positive constants Do
and Ds,

(3.22) (X, V)| < DsVnghjglog((Dahy )=t v Cy).

Gk

Set

1
ajr= \/nkhﬂC (10g(D2h-k) \/loglognk>, k>1,7>0.
]7

Applying Talagrand’s inequality with M = Dg(ny/k)"/? and 0’5 = aéjk <
2D1h; i, we get for any ¢ > 0 and large enough £,

P{n max ||\/ﬁOéanj,k > Ai(Dsaji + t)}

k—1<n<ny
< 2[exp(—A2t2/(2D1nkhJ—,k)) + exp(—Agtkrl/p/(Don,lC/p))].
Set for any p>1, j >0 and k> 1,

pialp) =P{ max[Viaulg,, > 41(Ds+ plaja .

k—1<n<ny

Using the facts that aik/(nkhj,k) > loglogny, and hjy > c(lognk/nk)l—2/p7
we readily obtain for large k£ and j > 0 that

\fp

2A
pik(p) < 2€Xp<—pD 2 loglog nk> + 2exp< 2 \/log ny, log log nk>
1



22 U. EINMAHL AND D. M. MASON

which for p= g—?pQ and large k is less than or equal to 4(logng)~". Set
Il =max{j:hj <2ho} if this set is nonempty, which is obviously the case
for large enough k. Then we have [, < k for large enough k and, consequently,

l—1 )
ijk <4l (logng) P < k2,

provided we have chosen p large enough.
Further notice that by the definition of [, for large k,

2hy, k= hyy41,1 = 2ho,
which implies that we have for ng_1 <n <ny,
lak, hol C [ak, hey k]

Thus for all large enough &,

l—1
Ar(p) = {Ar 2 2A41(D3+p)} C U { max H\/ﬁaTLHggk > Ai(D3 —I—,O)Clj,k}‘

) Ng—1<n<ng
Jj=0

It follows now with the above choice for p,
P(Ax(p)) < Pe(p) < k72,
which by the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies Lemma 3. [

Write
(3.23) Zr(y) = p(Y)1{F(y) > (nx/k)"/7}.
For p e ®, x € and ni_1 <n <ng, let
(3:20 M) = o) Y {mrr (S ) |

i=1
LEMMA 4.  With probability 1,

_(k _(k
supea [Tn s — ETn il

3.25) lim  max sup =
( ) k—oong_1<n<ny c(logny /ng)t=2/P<h<hg \/’I’Lh IOg(l/h) \/logIOgn)

PRrOOF. First note that for any h < hg,p €  and np_1 < n < ny,

[E7 sl < 5sup legllmiBLF (Y JL{X € JLF(Y) > (/073
e

We further have by (3.4),
EFP(Y)1{X € J} < o0,
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and we see that uniformly in ny_1 <n <ng, h <hg and p € P,
_(k 1 _
IEZY) I, = o(ny/ PR =YP) = o(Vingag log(1/ax) )

as k — oo, where ay, = c¢(logny/n;)'=2/?.
By monotonicity of the function h — hlog(1/h),h < 1/e, we readily obtain
that

SUP,co ”Eﬁ(ki allr
(3.26) khm max sup o =
oo 1<n<ng o, <n<ho /nh(log(1/h) Vioglogn)

It remains to be shown that, with probability 1,

(k)
su
(3.27) lim  max sup Poce ||77eo,n wll1 B
k=00 nk 1<n<nk q, <h<ho \/nh(log(1/h) Vioglogn)

Similarly as above we have

max su
N —1<n<ny ak<hgho goep ”77<p " pll

<ﬁsup\|c¢||IZF N1{X; € J,F(Y;) > (ng,/k)/PY.
=1

Inspecting the proof of Lemma 1 of [11], we see that the argument there also
applies if we set h,, = c¢(logn/n)' =P to give

ZF )U{X; € J,F(Y:) > (ni/k)/P} = o(Vngay log(1/ay) ),

as k — oo, and we see by the same argument as in (3.26) that (3.27) holds,
thereby finishing the proof of Lemma 4. [

Proposition 2 now follows from Lemmas 3 and 4. [
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