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CONFIDENCE INTERVALS FOR MULTIPLE ISOTONIC
REGRESSION AND OTHER MONOTONE MODELS

HANG DENG, QIYANG HAN, AND CUN-HUI ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We consider the problem of constructing pointwise confi-
dence intervals in the multiple isotonic regression model. Recently, Han
and Zhang obtained a pointwise limit distribution theory for the
so-called block max-min and min-max estimators [FLNT17, [DZ20] in this
model, but inference remains a difficult problem due to the nuisance pa-
rameter in the limit distribution that involves multiple unknown partial
derivatives of the true regression function.

In this paper, we show that this difficult nuisance parameter can be
effectively eliminated by taking advantage of information beyond point
estimates in the block max-min and min-max estimators. Formally,
let u(xo) (resp. U(zo)) be the maximizing lower-left (resp. minimizing
upper-right) vertex in the block max-min (resp. min-max) estimator,
and ﬁl be the average of the block max-min and min-max estimators.
If all (first-order) partial derivatives of fo are non-vanishing at zo, then
the following pivotal limit distribution theory holds:

”a,ﬁ(l’O)(ﬁz(ﬂco) — fo(wo)) ~ o - La,.

Here ng 5(20) is the number of design points in the block [t (z0), D(x0)],
o is the standard deviation of the errors, and L1, is a universal limit
distribution free of nuisance parameters. This immediately yields confi-
dence intervals for fo(xo) with asymptotically exact confidence level and
oracle length. Notably, the construction of the confidence intervals, even
new in the univariate setting, requires no more efforts than performing
an isotonic regression once using the block max-min and min-max esti-
mators, and can be easily adapted to other common monotone models
including, e.g., (i) monotone density estimation, (ii) interval censoring
model with current status data, (iii) counting process model with panel
count data, and (iv) generalized linear models. Extensive simulations
are carried out to support our theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. The field of estimation and inference under shape con-
straints has undergone rapid development in recent years, mostly notably
in the direction of estimation theory of multi-dimensional shape constrained
models. We briefly give some review of the history and some recent progress:

o (Univariate shape constraints) Starting from the seminal work of [Gre56),
PR69, [PR70], estimation of a univariate monotone density or regression
function has received much attention, cf. |Gro85l [Gro89, [GJ95, Zha02,
Bru70, Wri81l, [CGS15| Bell8, [HK19]. Estimation of a univariate convex
density or regression function is a more challenging task, but considerable
progress has been made through the efforts of many authors, cf. [Hil54,
HP76, [GITWO01al, [GIW01b, Mam91l, IGS15] [CGS15] Bell8]. Recent years
also witnessed much progress in further understanding the behavior of
the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) of a univariate log-concave
density, cf. [DR09, [DSS11, BRW09, KS16, KGS18, DW16]. Other topics
include estimation of unimodal regression functions, cf. [CL19, Bell§],
estimation of a concave bathtub-shaped hazard function, cf. [JW09], and
estimation of a k-monotone density, cf. [BWOT].

o (Multi-dimensional monotonicity constraints) |[CGS18] initiated a study
of risk bounds for the least squares estimator (LSE) of a bivariate coordinate-
wise non-decreasing regression function. [HWCS19] extends the results
of [CGS18] to the more challenging case d > 3. See also [Han19] for some
further improvements. [DZ20] studied block max-min and min-max esti-
mators originally proposed in [FLNI7]. See also a recent work [FGS19)
for a different notion of multi-dimensional monotonicity.

o (Multi-dimensional convezity constraints) Convex/concave regression in
multi-dimensional settings is initiated in [Kuo08|]. Consistency of the
LSEs is proved in [SS11bl [LGI12]. [HW16b] studied global and adaptive
risk bounds for convex bounded LSEs in a random design for d < 3.
[KST16] studied global risk bounds for log-concave MLEs, and [FGKS18)]
studied their adaptation properties, both for d < 3. [XS20] studied log-
concave density estimation in high dimensions. Other topics include es-
timation of s-concave densities, cf. [SW10, [KM10, HW16a, [Han19], and
additive modeling, cf. [CS16].

Despite these remarkable progress in the estimation theory of shape con-
strained models in multivariate settings for various tuning-free estimators,
little next to nothing is known about how these merits can be actually useful
in making inference for the multi-dimensional shape constrained function of
interest. The purpose of this paper is to start to fill this gap, within the
context of multiple isotonic regression [HWCS19| [DZ20].

Here is our setup. Consider the regression model
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where X1, ..., X, are design points in [0, 1]¢ which can be either fixed or ran-
dom, and &1, ...,&, are independent mean-zero errors. The true regression
function fy is assumed to belong to the class of coordinate-wise nondecreas-
ing functions on [0, 1]%:

fo€ Fa={f 10,117 =R, f(z) < f(y) if z; < y; foralli =1,...,d}.

The hope of making some real progress in the inference aspect of this
model, beyond purely the estimation theory, is spurred by the recent work
of the second and third authors [HZ19], who obtained a pointwise limit
distribution theory for the block max-min and min-max estimators originally
proposed in [FLN17] and rigorously defined in [DZ20]. For any xo € [0,1]%,
let the block max-min and min-max estimators, ﬁj and ]?n*, be defined as

—~ 1
1.2 . = Y;
(12)  freo=max min oo D
[u, 0] {Xi}70 iusXi<v
= umgaa:)é glxr(l) Y|[u,v], and
[u,0]N{Xi}70
~ . _
fu(zo)=min  max  Ylp,.
[u, 0] {Xi}#0
Note that in the univariate case (d = 1), the block max-min estimator

fn_ and the block min-max estimator f+ are the same and coincide with
the isotonic least squares estimator (LSE) at design points {X;}. However,
]/“;j and fJr are in general different and f < f+ is only guaranteed at
design points in d > 2; see [DZ20)] for an explicit example in which the two
estimators differ.

If the errors &;’s are i.i.d. mean-zero with variance o2, [HZ19] showed that

(1.3) wi () (FT (o) — fo(xo)) ~ (o) - K (fo, o) - DE.

Here wy,(a) is the local rate of convergence of ﬁf, depending on the ‘local
smoothness’ level a of fp at x (the precise meaning of this will be clarified in
Section [2) and the design of the covariates in a fairly complicated way, (o)
is a constant depending on the noise level of the errors, and K (fy,zo) is a
constant depending on the unknown information concerning the derivatives
of fo at xo. [HZ19] also showed that the limit distribution theory is
optimal in a local asymptotic minimax sense.

One may naturally wish to use for construction of confidence inter-
vals (CIs) for fy(zo), but unfortunately, the complications for using directly
the above limit theory for inference are multi-fold:

(1) The constants K(fo,x0),7(c) depend on the unknown information of
derivatives of fy at x¢ and the noise level o;

(2) The local rate of convergence w; !(a) depends on the unknown local
smoothness level a of fj.
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Even one could be content with the knowledge of the local smoothness level
of fo at g, for instance assuming all first-order partial derivatives are non-
vanishing, the problem of getting a consistent estimate of the nuisance pa-
rameter K (fy,xo), which involves many derivatives of fy at z¢ is already
very challenging. Since one of the main features of shape-constrained meth-
ods is the avoidance of tuning parameters—which is particularly important
in multi-dimensional settings—we would ideally want to avoid estimation of
derivatives to begin with.

A popular tuning-free testing approach for inference in the univariate
monotone-response models, put forward in [BWO0Il [Ban07], proposes the
use of a log likelihood ratio test. The strength of this method lies in the
fact that the limit distribution of the log likelihood ratio statistic is pivotal,
i.e., not depending on nuisance parameters, in particular the derivative of
the monotone function of interest, provided it is non-vanishing at the point
of interest. Using the quantiles for the pivotal limit distribution, one can
then obtain CIs by inverting a family of log likelihood ratio tests. The same
idea is further exploited in [DW19, Dos19] in the contexts of inference for
the mode of a log-concave density and for the value of a concave regression
function.

It is natural to wonder if a similar program, based on likelihood methods,
can be extended to multi-dimensional settings, for instance in the multiple
isotonic regression model we study here. Apart from the apparent lack
of any limit distribution theory for the LSE, i.e., the maximum likelihood
estimator under Gaussian likelihood, the more fundamental problem is that
the LSE does exhibit some undesirable sub-optimal behavior. In particular,
as have been clear from the work [HWCSI19], the LSE does not adapt to
constant functions at the near optimal parametric rate, while the block
max-min and min-max estimators (1.2)) do [DZ20l [HZ19]. This strongly
hints that a limit distribution theory of type does not hold for the
LSE, or at most can only hold for a very restrictive range of «, since
already recovers the parametric rate for constant signals.

Another common approach for avoiding estimation of nuisance parame-
ters in limit distributions is the bootstrap. However, as shown in [Kos08|,
SBW10, [SS11a], standard bootstrap methods in non-standard problems, in
particular those with cube-root asymptotics and non-normal limit distribu-
tions, typically lead to inconsistent estimates. Although it is in principle
possible to develop consistent bootstrap procedures, e.g., m-out-of-n boot-
strap, or bootstrap with smoothing, cf. [SBW10, [SS11a], these procedures
involve one or more tuning parameters that need to be carefully calibrated in
practice, which unfortunately demerits the tuning-free advantages of shape-
constrained methods.

The conceptual and practical difficulties in the likelihood and bootstrap
methods lead us to a completely different approach for making inference
of fo(xzp). Our proposal for the construction of the CI for fo(zo), as will
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FIGURE 1. Figure illustration of the specification of @(xo)
and v(xg).

be detailed in below, requires essentially no more efforts than per-
forming an isotonic regression once using the block maz-min and min-max
estimators. The key idea for our proposal is to use information beyond
point estimates in isotonic regression to directly estimate the scaled magni-
tude w} = wy(a)r(0) K (fo,z0)/0 of the error of estimating fo(zp) in
and therefore to bypass the difficult problem of estimating the nuisance pa-
rameter K (fy,zo). More important, the implementation of this idea does
not require consistent estimation of the scaled magnitude: Given estimates
fn(xo) and &}, it requires only the convergence in distribution of the prod-
uct of (fn(zo) — fo(zo)}/wy and the ratio w? /@7 to a known distribution.
See Theorems [T] and [2] in the next section and their proofs.
Formally, let (u(zg),v(zo)) be any pair such that

(1.4) ﬁ:(azo) =max min Y|, = min  Y|gue) .
u<x v>x0 v>x0
[u,0]N{Xi}70 [u,v]N{X:}#0
~ L _ B _
Jo(wo) = min — max Vi) = max ¥
[u, 0] { X} #0 [u,v]N{X:}#0

Let the average of the two estimators j"}f in D be the block average esti-
mator fn(xo), i.e.,

. 1,~ .
(1.5) Fa(wo) = 5 (Fa (w0) + £ (20)),
and let ng5(zo) be the number of design points in the block [u(xo),v(z0)],
ie.,
(1.6) nao(%0) = 22 1x ef(eo) o))
When (Y3,...,Y,) are in general positions (i.e., A # B implies Y|4 # Y|p
for nonempty A and B), the set of design points in the rectangle [u—,v™]
giving f(z0) in (1.4) is unique. In this case, 4(zg) = 4~ is unique if we
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confine our choice to the rectangle [u—,v~] with at least one design point in
each of its 27 sides. Similarly, ¥(z0) is also unique when the solution [ut, 7]
for ]?n*(aro) in is required to have a design point on each side. For such
specification of (@(xo),?v(x0)), nas(xo) defined above is uniquely specified.
See Figure [I] for an illustration. In any cases, our theoretical results hold
for all feasible pairs (u(wzo), (o)) in (L.4).

We propose the following form of CI:

~ c5 0 ~ c5 0
(1.7) Zn(cs) |:fn($0) a0 fn(zo) + el
where 7 is the square root of an estimator 2 of the variance o2, and c5 > 0
is a critical value chosen by the user that depends only on the confidence
level 6 > 0.
The crux of our proposal is the following pivotal limit distribution
theory: Under the same conditions as in the limit distribution theory ,

(1.8) na5(x0) (f(z0) = fo(x0)) ~ 0 - La,

where the distribution of L, does not depend on the nuisance parameter
K (fo,70). Hence, given a consistent variance estimator 52, the CI can
both achieve asymptotically ezact confidence level 1 — § and shrink at the
optimal length on the order of wy(a) - (o) - K(fo,x0), provided that the
local smoothness « is known. This is the case, e.g., if one assumes that all
first-order partial derivatives are non-vanishing, much as in [BW01l [Ban07]
in the univariate case that assumes a non-vanishing first derivative for the
monotone function at the point of interest. By relaxing the requirement
of asymptotically eract confidence level, it is also possible, by calibrating
the critical value cg alone, to construct conservative Cls that adapt to
any given range of local smoothness levels «, while maintaining the opti-
mal order of the length as in the limit theory . One natural question
here is that whether the likelihood approach of [BW01), Ban07] in the much
simpler univariate setting, wins over our proposal in terms of adap-
tation to unknown local smoothness a. As will be clear in Section [2] the
limit distributions of log likelihood ratio tests also depend on «, so indeed
the likelihood approach of [BW0I], Ban07] by itself does not offer a stronger
degree of universality from the perspective of adaptation.

At a deeper level, the viewpoint of our construction for the CI for fy(zo)
is markedly different from that of [BWO01, Ban(07]. We treat the nuisance
parameters K (fo,zo) and r(o) differently in the limit theory (L.3), with
a particular view that it is K(fo,xo) that constitutes the main difficulty
of using for inference, while the problem of r(o) is relatively minor.
The underlying reason for this is that K (fy,zo) involves the information
for derivatives of fy at zg, which cannot be obtained in a simple way from
point estimates that take local averages, while 7(c) can be relatively easily
estimated using known methods (e.g., difference estimators [Ric84, [HKT91),
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MBWEO05]), or large samples (if available) in the data-driven local block
[t(xo), V(o))

The idea for the construction of the proposed CI has a much broader
scope of applications beyond the isotonic regression model . In Section
similar constructions of Cls are exploited in a number of other models with
monotonicity shape constraints, including (i) monotone density estimation
[PR70, IGro85, [Gro89], (ii) interval censoring model with current status data
[GW92], (iii) estimation of the mean function of a counting process with
panel count data [WZ00], and more generally, (iv) generalized linear mod-
els with monotonicity. These new Cls share the same general scheme that
the constructions utilize the local information encoded by the analogue of
u(xo),v(xp) as in the regression setting, and require essentially no more ef-
forts than performing the (maximum likelihood) estimation procedure once.

The results of this paper, in particular the pivotal limit distribution theory
and the resulting CI (|1.7]), make a significant further step in develop-
ing practical inference methods using the block estimators beyond the
limit theory developed in [HZ19], especially in view of the dependence
of the constant factor K(fo,z¢) on the partial derivatives of the unknown
fo. However, the techniques used in proving (1.3 in [HZ19] serve as the
foundation for establishing the limit theory in (|1.8]) in this paper. In addi-
tion, as a key technical ingredient in proving (1.8)), we show that the limiting
Gaussian white noise versions of properly rescaled u(xg),v(xo) are almost
surely well-defined (see Lemma [1]), so the limit distribution Ly in is
indeed well-defined.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give a review
of the limit distribution theory developed in [HZ19], study the proposed
CI , and present the pivotal limit distribution theory . Some com-
parisons with the Banerjee-Wellner likelihood based inference method are
also detailed in Section 2 In Section [3| we illustrate the generality of our
method of constructing CIs in the four models mentioned above. Section [4]
contains extensive simulation results that demonstrate the accuracy of the
coverage probability of our proposed Cls, along with a detailed numerical
comparison with the Banerjee-Wellner Cls [BWO01), Ban07|. For clarity of
presentation, proofs are deferred to the Appendix.

1.2. Notation. For the simplicity of presentation, we write the CI [5—
co, 0 + co] which is symmetric around 6 as Z = [0 = cq).

For a real-valued measurable function f defined on (X, A, P), |||, p) =
| fllpp = (P\f\p)l/p denotes the usual L,-norm under P, and |[/f|lc =
supyex|f(z)]. Let (F,|-||) be a subset of the normed space of real func-
tions f: X — R. For ¢ > 0 let (e, F,||-||) be the e-covering number of F;
see [vdVWO6, pp. 83] for more details.

For two real numbers a,b, a V b = max{a,b} and a A b = min{a, b}. For
z € R%, let ||z||, denote its p-norm (0 < p < oo). For any z,y € R4, 2 <y
if and only if z; < y; for all 1 <14 < d. Let [z,y] = szl[xk A Yk, Tk V Yk,
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2y = (zrye)l_,, and z A (V)y = (2 A (\/)yk)gzl. Let 1, = (1,...,1) € R
For 01,45 € {1, . ,d}, we let 1[@1:52] € R4 be such that (1[61;22])k = 14, <k<t,-
We use C, to denote a generic constant that depends only on z, whose
numeric value may change from line to line unless otherwise specified. a <, b
and a 2, b mean a < C.b and a > C,b respectively, and a =<, b means
a <;band a 2, bla < bmeans a < Cb for some absolute constant C|.
Op and op denote the usual big and small O notation in probability. ~-
is reserved for weak convergence. For two integers ki > ko, we interpret
Z’,:z’:kl =0, Hﬁikl = 1. We also interpret (00)~! =0,0/0 = 0.

2. CONFIDENCE INTERVAL: ISOTONIC REGRESSION

2.1. Limit distribution theory in [HZ19]: a review. Let us now de-
scribe the setting under which limit distribution theory for the block max-
min and min-max estimators is developed in [HZ19]. The exposition
below largely follows [HZ19).

First some further notation. For f : R? — R, and k € {1,...,d}, ay €
Z>1, let OYF f(z) = L& f(x). For a multi-index j = (ji,...,Jja) € Z%,, let

- dx:k
O =00 and ! = jil--jg! and 29 = 27! ... 2% for z € RY For
a=(a1,...,0q) € Z‘él in Assumption [A| below, i.e., for some 0 < s < d,
1 <ap,...,as < 00 = Qg1 = ... = ag, let J(a) (resp. Ji(ax)) be the

set of all 3 = (j1,...,J4) € Z%O satisfying 0 < > 7_; jk/ow < 1 (resp.
Sr_qdw/ar=1)and jr =0for s+1 <k <d, and let Jo(ax) = J(ax) U{0}.
We often write J = J(av), J, = Ji(ax) and Jy = Jy(ex) if no confusion arises.

Assumption A. fp is coordinate-wise nondecreasing (i.e., fo € Fy), and is

a-smooth at xo with intrinsic dimension s, & = (g, ..., aq) with integers
15 A1y, g < 00 = Qgp1 = ... = g, 0 < s < d, in the sense that
AN folwo) = 0 for 1 < ji < ag — 1 and 9.* fo(xo) # 0,1 < k < s, and in
rectangles of the form N¢_ {|(z —x0)x| < Lo (rn)x}, 7o = (w,l/al, . ,w,l/ad)
with w, > 0, the Taylor expansion of fj satisfies for all Ly > 0,
oI .
lim w, ! sup ’fo(a:) — Z M(:p —z0)?| = 0.
Wn~L0 xE[O 1}d . -7
s ) j€Jo
[(z—20)k|<Lo(Tn)k,
1<k<d

The above assumption will be satisfied if fy depends only on its first
s coordinates, and is locally C™#*1<k<s*k at x,, with 8,1’“]“0(:00) = 0 for
1 <jr < — 1 and 9. fo(wo) #0,1 <k < s.
Assumption B. The design points {X;}? ; satisfy either of the following:
o (Fized design) {X;}’s follow a (-fixed lattice design: there exist some
{B1,..., B4} < (0,1) with S¢_, B = 1 such that zy € {X;}, =

szl{xl,k, ooy Tp, i}, Where {xq g, ..., Ty, 1} are equally spaced in [0, 1]
(i.e., |xjr —xjp16] = 1/ng forall j=1,...,n; — 1) and ng = LnﬁkJ
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e (Random design) {X;}’s follow i.i.d. uniform random design in [0, 1]¢
and are also independent of {&;}’s.

In B-fixed lattice design, we assume without loss of generality
(21) Ogalﬂlg...gasﬁsg...gadﬁdgoo.

Otherwise we may find a permutation of {1,...,d} to satisfy the above
condition and the theory below will be carried over for the permuted indices.

In the random design, we assume for simplicity that the law P of X is
uniform on [0,1]%; the forthcoming Theorem @ holds with minor changes
when P is relaxed to have Lebesgue density m that is bounded away from
0 and oo on [0, 1]d and is continuous over an open set containing the region
{(($0)1,...,(ZBO)S7$S+1,...,.’L‘d) 0< a2 <1,s+41<k< d}. More dis-
cussion on the above assumptions is referred to [HZ19]. The following limit
distribution theory is obtained by [HZ19].

Theorem 0. Let zg € (0,1)%. Suppose Assumptions and|B| hold, and the
errors {&;} are i.i.d. mean-zero with finite variance E¢; = 0 < oo (and are
independent of {X;} in the random design case). Let k., n. be defined by

’ H B-fized lattice design ‘ random design ‘

d
Ko arg max % 1
1<0<d 242750 0y
d
Ny nzk:;g* Bk n

If Ky is uniquely defined, then for some finite random variables CF( fo, x¢),

(1 f02) **Zimne 5 (FF (o) — folzo)) ~ CF(fo, o).

Furthermore, if either {a}7_, is a set of relative primes, i.e., the greatest
common divisor of {aug,,ag,} is 1 for all 1 < k1 < k2 < s, or all mized
derivatives 3 fo of fo vanish at xg for all j € J,, then

CT(fo, z0) =a K(fo,z0) - D,

1
where K (fo,z0) = { ITj—s, (95" fo(wo)/(au + 1)!)1/ak}2+zz:m “c, and D
are given by

D, = sup inf Vu(g1,92), ]DZ = inf sup Vu(91,92).
g1€% 92€%2 92€%2 g e,

Here
G ={g1 €R: g1 >0,(g1)k < (W) s +1 < k < d},
Gy ={ga €RY: g9 >0,(g2)x < (1 — 20)p,s +1 <k <d},

G(g1,92) i (92)2”1 - (91)2'#rl

Valg1,92) = T () + (92)8) = (@) +(9)k
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where G is a Gaussian process defined on R‘éo X R%o with the following
covariance structure: for any (g1, 92), (91, 95),

d
Cov(G(g1,92),G(g1,95)) = H ((g0)k A (9Dk + (92)k A (g5)k)-

k=K«

Strictly speaking, [HZ19] proved the case for the block max-min estimator
]/”;j, but the case for the block min-max estimator ﬁf follows from the same
proofs. We refer the readers to [HZ19] for detailed discussion and some
concrete examples for k., n.. The merit of using the block average estimator
fn is discussed in Section

Theorem [0] is comprehensive under the general Assumptions [A]and [B] To

capture the essence, we consider a simple yet important case in the following
Corollary

Corollary 1. Suppose fq is locally C* at xo € (0,1)% with O fo(xo) > 0 for
all 1 < k < d, and the design points {X;} either (i) form a balanced fized
lattice design with f1 = -+ = g = 1/d, or (ii) follow a uniform random
design on [0,1]4. Suppose the errors {&} are i.i.d. mean-zero with finite
variance EE2 = 0% < oo (and are independent of {X;} in the random design
case). Then,

d 1/(2+d)
14 og,

(n/g'Q)l/(Q-l-d) (f/;:l':(,xo) — fo(l‘o)) > { H (akf0($0)/2)

k=1

Remark 1. Theorem |§| (and Corollary (1)) in the random design case requires
the independence of the errors and the random design points due to the pre-
cise form of the limit distribution. Although this independence assumption
is not most desirable, it is common in limit distribution theories for other
one-dimensional shape-constrained regression estimators under random de-
sign settings, for instance in the convex regression model [GS17]. It is an
interesting open question to see if the theory carries over to the more gen-
eral settings, for instance E[§;|X;] = 0 and E[¢2|X; = x] = o%(z) for some
smooth enough function o.

2.2. Pivotal limit distribution theory. In this subsection, we formally
establish the pivotal limit distribution theory . The main idea of the
pivotal limit distribution theory is that the information for K( fo,zo)
is already encoded in u(xg),v(xg), so after proper scaling, we may nat-

urally view \/ng(w0)/0? as an estimator for {wy(a)r(o)K(fo,z0)} ! =
(ny o?)!/ C+ Ei=r. alzl)/K(fo, x0). Indeed, we have the following:

Theorem 1. Let zy € (0,1)%. Suppose Assumptions and|B| hold, and the
errors {&;} are i.i.d. mean-zero with finite variance E€; = 0 < oo (and are
independent of {X;} in the random design case). If the limit distribution
in Theorem [(] is of the explicit form CF(fo,z0) = K (fo, o) - DE, then with
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J?n(xo) and ng5(xo) defined respectively in and
nas(20) (Fa(@o) = fo(z0)) ~ 0 - La

Here Ly, is a finite random variable defined by

1 . .
La = Sa(g{avg; a) S sup inf Va(glvg2) + inf sup Va(91>92) s
TUET 2\ gewy 92€% 92€% g, e

where gi o and g3 ,, are almost surely uniquely determined via

mf Val(9i ar92) = sup inf Va(g1,92),

92€ g1EY 92€%
sup Va(g1,924) = inf sup Val(gi,92),
g1EG 92€% g ety

and

Sa(9fas 95a) = \/Tlicw, (G0 + 9Lk

with the 9;(i = 1,2), Vo and k. in Theorem [0} In particular, Lo does not
depend on K (fo, zg).

Theorem [I] provides a pivotal limit distribution theory in the sense that
the limit distribution of certain statistic concerning f,, () — fo(x) does not
depend on the difficult nuisance parameter K( fo, zo).

This pivotal phenomenon can be understood from an oracle perspective.
As an illustration, we focus on the leading case a = (1,...,1) and 0 =1 in
the setting of balanced fixed lattice design. In this case, n, = n and k, = 1.
The oracle bandwidth vector h* = h*(z() balances the bias and variance:

1
hzazfo(xo) =~ , for 1 < ¢ <d,

Hi:l (nl/th)

which yields

~ (@fo(fﬁo))il V@D (T Ok fo(x0)) Ve,
Hence, with u* = u*(z9) = g — h*/2 and v* = v*(z9) = xo + h*/2,

|/ e (20) (Fu(@0) — fo(z0))]
o Jr T 0 — ) - DK (fo, ) - [Op (1)

= 02/ @D (T]E_, 9 fo(x0) >/ V@2 K (£, o) - |Op (1)
= const. X |Op(1)],

where |Op(1)| denotes a universal random variable. Theorem [I] can then
be understood as the data driven bandwidth vectors u(xg),v(zp) mimic
the above oracle vectors u*(zg),v*(z9) in achieving a pivotal limiting be-

havior. We note that the asymptotic variance of f,(zg) is proportional to

(n I, O fo(x ))2/ ),
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2.3. Confidence interval. The pivotal limit distribution theory in Theo-
remnaturally implies the tuning free CI . In this subsection, we study
under fixed lattice and uniform random designs as in Assumption
The non-uniform random design case will be discussed at the end.

To construct the CI, it remains to find a good estimate for the variance
o?. Estimation of variance in the nonparametric regression model is
a well studied topic in the literature; for instance, we may use the class
of difference estimators ([Ric84, [HKT91, MBWEFO05]). Below we present a
‘principled’ estimator that shows the reason why o2 is much easier to esti-
mate than K (fy,zo)—point estimates already contain enough information
for the variance, as long as a law of large numbers is satisfied. Formally, let

(2.2) o=— S (V- Fuwo))?.

na.0(0) y ooy o)

Note that 0%6 only requires information of the observed {Y;} in the data

driven neighborhood [u(z),v(zo)] of xo and the fitted value Fo(zo). Intu-
itively, since we have large samples in [u(z), U(xo)], it is natural to expect
good performance of J%ﬁ in the large sample limit. In fact, we have:

Proposition 1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1, 012“7 —p o2.

One theoretical advantage of compared with the difference estima-
tors is that U%ﬁ takes local average around zg, and therefore may in princi-
ple estimate the variance even in the heteroscedastic regression setting, e.g.,
when the variance of }7|[uﬂ,] is given by az,v with a certain strictly positive
and continuous o, defined on the entire [0, 1]¢ x [0, 1]¢. The practical issue,
however, is that the effective sample size in [u(xg), U(zo)] is relatively small
SO typically requires very large samples to achieve accurate variance
estimation, in particular for d > 2.

With a consistent variance estimator, Theorem [l| can then be used to
justify the use of the CI of the form defined in .

We first consider the leading case @ = 14, where it is possible to construct
asymptotically exact Cls.

Theorem 2. Let cs > 0 be a continuity point of the d.f. of |L1,| such that
(2.3) P(|Lq,| > ¢5) = 6.

For any consistent variance estimator o2, i.e., 62 —p o2, the CI T,(cs)
defined in satisfies

(2.4) lim Py, (fo(zo) € Zn(cs)) =1 —6.

Furthermore, with K (fo,zo) = (szl(akfg(xo)/2))l/(d+2) as in Theor@m@
for any e > 0,

(25)  liminfPy, <|In(05)] < 2¢s9. - (02 /)Y 2 K ( fo,m0)> >1—ec.



CONFIDENCE INTERVALS FOR MULTIPLE ISOTONIC REGRESSION 13

Here g. € (0,00) is such that
(2.6) P(Sy) > ge) <e.

Theorem [2[ shows that if the critical value ¢g is chosen according to ,
then the CI Z,(cs) achieves the asymptotic exact confidence level 1—4. Fur-
thermore, the CI Z,,(cs) shrinks at the optimal length, being automatically
adaptive to the unknown information on the derivatives of fy at zg, i.e.,
K (fo,z0)-

The choice of the critical value cs depends on the distribution of Lq,.
Since Ly, does not depend on the unknown regression function fy, it is
possible to simulate c¢s for different values of confidence levels 6 > 0. See
Section E| for more details on simulated critical values of Ly, for d = 1,2, 3.

Note that the CI in Theorem [2] although enjoying the advantage of achiev-
ing asymptotically exact confidence level, is not adaptive to the unknown
local smoothness « of the isotonic regression function fy at xg. By relaxing
the requirement of exact CI and calibrating the critical value cs only, the
CI Z,,(c5) may adapt to all local smoothness level a as well as the unknown
information of fy at zo expressed by K (fo,zo). More concretely, we have:

Theorem 3. Let ¢5 > 0 be chosen such that
(2.7) supP(|La| > ¢5) < 0.
(0%
For any consistent variance estimator G2, i.e., 0> —, o2, the CI T,(cs)
defined in satisfies
(2.8) lim inf Py, (fo(zo) € Zn(cs)) > 1—46.

Furthermore, with k., n. and K(fo,x0) defined in Theorem@ foranye >0,

1
(2.9) liminf Py, (\In<Ca>| < 2¢50e (0% /1) T 5 K (fo, xo>> =l-e
Here g. o € (0,00) is such that

(2.10) P(Sa' (91 s Po.0) = Beiar) < €.

To make the above theorem useful for construction of a-adaptive Cls, it
is crucial to choose the critical value ¢s > 0 such that (2.7)) is satisfied. The
proposition below shows that this is indeed possible.

Proposition 2. The following holds for some constant Ly > 0 depending
only on d,xqy: for anyt > 1,

supP(|La| > t) < Lo exp(—t* @2 /Lg).

Hence it suffices to choose ¢5 =g, log(d+2)/4(1/6) to satisfy 1)

Non-uniform random design. So far we have assumed that the design
distribution P is uniform on [0, 1]¢ in the random design case. The situation
will be more complicated for general design distributions P, as the limit
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distribution in Theorem [0 can depend on P in a rather complicated and
non-local way. Note that for general P, Theorem [0] requires the Lebesgue
density 7 of P to be bounded away from 0 and oo on [0,1]? and to be
continuous in the neighborhood of zy. In the special case where s = d (i.e.,
fo(x) depends on all elements of = at x = xg), the effect of P is local and
can be factored out in the limit distribution theory in Theorem@; see [HZ19,
Remark 1 (5)] for detailed discussion. In this case, using similar arguments
as in the proof of Theorem [I] we still have

na.5(20) (fa(2o) — fo(xo)) ~ o - La,.

Hence for any consistent variance estimator 2, (1.7)) continues to be an
asymptotic 1 — 6 CI of fp(xo) which shrinks at the optimal length in a
similar sense to the statements of Theorem [2l

2.4. Comparison with the approach of [BWO0I] in d = 1. BWO0I,
BMOQ7] developed an inference procedure using the log likelihood ratio test
for various monotone-response models in the univariate case d = 1. In the
regression setting, this idea is best illustrated in the random design, with
P being the uniform distribution on [0,1] and the errors {&;} being i.i. d
N(0,1). The block max-min and min-max estimators f,} fF defined via
and their average fn all reduce to the univariate LSE at design pomts.
We consider testing the hypothesis

H() : f()(x()) =1mgy VS. H1 : f()(.%'()) 7& my.

To form a likelihood ratio test, let fAS be the constrained least squares esti-
mator defined via
n
];B € argmin Z:(YZ — f(X))%
F€F1,f(o)=mo ;—1

Jan) is well-defined on the design points, and can be computed by performing
two isotonic regressions on {(Yi, f(X;)) : X; < zo} and {(V;, f(X3)) : X; >
xo} followed by thresholding (see [Ban07, pp. 939]). Under the Gaussian
likelihood, the likelihood ratio test statistic is given by
(2.11) 2log An(mo) = — Y (Vi — fulX:))? + Z 2.

i=1
[BWOT, BMO7] showed that if fq is locally C1 at ¢ with f}(x¢) > 0 and Hy
holds, then

(2.12) 2log A\ (mo) ~ Ky,

where the distribution K is free of the nuisance parameter f}(zo) that would
otherwise be present in the limit distribution theory (cf. Theorem |§| in the
simplest case d = 1, = 1). A CI of fo(zp) can now be obtained through
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inversion of (2.12)): Let Z2W(ds) = {mo : 2log A\, (mg) < ds} (BW refers to
Banerjee-Wellner) with P(K; > ds) = 0. Then

P, (fo(zo) € ZPW (ds)) — P(Ky < ds) =1 — 0.

Remark 2. For a fixed mg, the likelihood ratio test requires two isotonic
regressions to calculate the test statistic , which can be computed
efficiently thanks to the fast PAVA algorithms. With carefully written algo-
rithms the inversion of may not add too much computational burden
to obtain the likelihood ratio test based Cls, see e.g., [Grol5] for a fast algo-
rithm in the related current status model. However, the proposed procedure
is still computationally simpler and more straightforward.

The validity of the Banerjee-Wellner CI crucially relies on the assumption
f4(zo) > 0. Compared with our procedure, it is natural to wonder if the
likelihood ratio approach offers a stronger degree of universality in terms
of adaptation to unknown local smoothness of the regression function. As
we will show below, the limit distribution of the log likelihood ratio test
statistic does depend on the number of vanishing derivatives of fjy, and is
therefore not adaptive to the local smoothness of fj.

To formally state the result, let slogem(f, I) be the left-hand slope of the
greatest convex minorant of f restricted to the interval I. Write slogem(f) =
slogem(f,R) for simplicity. Let

slogem®(f) = (slogem(f, (—o0,0]) A 0)1(_0070] + (slogem(f, (0, 00)) V 0)1(0700).
Let B be the standard two-sided Brownian motion started from 0, and
Xapa(t) = aB(t)+bt*T. Let gop0 = slogem(X, b ) and gg’b;a = slogem® (X, .-
These quantities are a.s. well-defined for b > 0 and an odd integer o > 1

as Xgpa(t) is of the order O, (t*T!) for t — +oo and is a.s. bounded

on compacta. Informally, g, 4. is the ‘isotonic regression for X, ..’ in the
Gaussian white noise model d X, p.o(t) = b(a + 1)t* dt + a dB(t), and ggyb;a

is the ‘constrained isotonic regression’ subject to ggjb; ,(0)=0.

Theorem 4. Consider the above setting. Suppose fo is nondecreasing and
locally C at xo for some a > 1, with & fo(x9) =0 forj=1,...,a—1 and
0% fo(xo) # 0. Then under Hy,

21og Ay (o) ~ /R {(gr1a()? = (0 1.0(0)*} dt =K.

Remark 3. By [HZ19, Lemma 1], a’s satisfying the assumption of Theorem
must be odd, and 9% fo(zg) > 0.

It is clear from Theorem [4] that the limit distribution for the log likelihood
ratio test depends on the unknown local smoothness level « of fy through
the slope processes ¢1,1;a5 9971@. This phenomenon is observed numerically
in [DW19] in another related setting: the limit distributions for the log-
likelihood ratio tests for the mode of a log-concave density depend on the
number of vanishing derivatives at the mode.
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Remark 4. If the variance o2 is unknown, then the log-likelihood ratio test

statistic involves the unknown o2. By taking (2.11]) as the definition of the
quantity of 2log \,,(myg), it holds (under the same conditions as in Theorem
that 21log A\, (mg) ~ o2 - K.

3. BEYOND ISOTONIC REGRESSION: INFERENCE IN OTHER MONOTONE
MODELS

The idea for constructing tuning-free Cls in the previous section has a
much broader scope beyond the setting of multiple isotonic regression. As
a proof of concept, in this section we construct Cls for a few further non-
parametric models with certain monotonicity shape constraints, adapting
essentially the same idea as developed in the previous section.

3.1. The common scheme. We briefly outline the common scheme for
the construction of Cls in the models to be studied in detail below. Suppose
we want to estimate a univariate monotone function fy. There is a natural
piecewise constant estimator fn (usually the maximum likelihood estimator)
for fy that exhibits a non-standard limit distribution at the point of interest

T, typically at a cube-root rate w, = n~'/3 under curvature conditions on
1o at zo:
BRI . G(hl hQ) :|
1 )
—1(fn — ~ S f ———"2+4b-(ha—h
“ (f (o) fo(JUO)) h1u>%h12n>0 [a hi 4+ ha (h2 1
) G(h1, h2) ]
= f ————+b-(ha—h
d h12n>0 :111>po [a h1 4+ hs ( 2 1)

—4 (a®b)Y/? . Dy,

Recall that Dy = ]D)Ir =4 D] is defined in Theorem @ In fact, D;/2 follows
the well-known Chernoff distribution (cf. [GJ14]).
Here we have two nuisance parameters, namely a, b:

e b is a difficult nuisance parameter to estimate, which usually involves
the derivatives of the monotone function to be estimated. This will be
tackled by the analogue of ‘ng (o).

e q is typically easy to estimate, either via observed samples or via fitted
values in the analogue of the ‘local block [u(zg),v(x0)]” of xg.

One special feature in the one-dimensional setting is the exchangability of
supremum and infimum in the limit distribution, so u(z¢) and v(zo) are sim-
ply the left and right end-points of the constant piece of ﬁl that contains x.
As (zq) — U(xo) is of order Op(wy,(a/b)?/?), we would expect the following

pivotal limit distribution theory:

(3.1) Vn(@(xo) — @(z0)) (fa(wo) — folzo)) ~ a-Ly.
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Now given a consistent estimate a,, of a, we have the following generic CI
of fo(xo):

Ti(es) = [ Falwo) & cs @/ v/n{0w0) — alw0))|.

Similar to the regression setting, the construction of Cls in specific models
to be detailed below is tuning-free, and requires essentially no further efforts
beyond a single step of (maximum likelihood) estimation.

3.2. Monotone density estimation. Consider the classical problem of
estimating a decreasing density fo on [0,00) based on i.i.d. observations
X1,...,Xp. The maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) ﬁb, known as the
Grenander estimator, is the left derivative of the least concave majorant of
the empirical distribution function F,. By the max-min representation, for
any zo € (0,00), we may write

S i Fa®) = Fa(®) _ Fa@(e0)) = Fa(@(a0)
fn(ﬂCo) N 0<u<faxo UZZE)O V—1Uu @\(CL'()) - ﬂ(xo)

)

where (u(xg),v(x0)) is the a.s. uniquely specified pair for which the last
equality in the above display holds. It is well known (see e.g., [PR69, [Gro85,
Gro89, vdVW96]) that if fo is locally C! at zo with f}(x) < 0 and fo(xg) >
0, then

—~ . G(h1, h2)
1/3 _ s R ARV
" (fn(CL‘o) fo(wo)) f?}lfo h12n>f0 folwo) hi + ho

—i (fo(wo)| fi(wo)]/2) " - Dy,

To use the above limit theorem to form CI, the difficult nuisance to estimate
is f{(x0), while the easy one is fo(zo). The inference problem in the density
setting is recently tackled in [GJI5], using both the log likelihood ratio test
approach similar to [BW01l, Ban07] and a bootstrap assisted approach for
the smoothed maximum likelihood estimator. Our proposal for a CI of
fo(xo) is the following:

T3 (cs) = [Fulio) & cs -\ Folo)//al6Ta0) —a)]] N1 [0.50).
Let L; and S; be as in Theorem [I| with d =1 and o = 1.

+ S\ )z — )

Theorem 5. Suppose fy is locally Ct at zo with f(zo) < 0 and fo(xo) > 0.
Let c5 > 0 be a continuity point of the d.f. of |L1| such that P(|Lq| > ¢s) = 6.
Then

nan;O Py, (fo(zo) € T8 (cs)) = 1 — .
Furthermore, for any € > 0,

lim inf Py, <|I;fe”(cé)y < 2e59- - n1/3(f0(x0)|f6(x0)/2)1/3> >1—c¢.

Here g. € (0,00) is such that P(S7' > g.) <e.
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It is also possible to consider adaptive Cls by calibrating the critical value
cs similarly as in Theorem [3l We omit the details.

3.3. Current status data: interval censoring model. Let X;,..., X,
and 11, ...,T;, be independent i.i.d. samples from distribution functions Fjy
and Gy supported on [0, 00). Let A; = 1x,<7,. We observe (A, T1),. .., (A, T)y)
and want to estimate F{y, the distribution of unobserved X1,...,X,. Con-
sider the maximum likelihood estimator ﬁn that maximizes

n
(3.2) F ) (Ajlog F(T;) + (1 — Ay) log(1 — F(T))).

i=1
Let T(l) <...< T(n) be the order statistics of 17,...,T,. It is well-known
(see e.g., [GWI2, vdVWO6]) that the solutions (ﬁn(T(l)), . ,ﬁn(T(n))) is
given by the isotonic regression over (A =1 X@)ST@)?:r In other words,
for any tg € (0, 00),

F,(to) = max mianma}(minA ol = Ao liato) 5
n\t0 Ty <to j:T; >to j— i1 - u<to v>to () Hu,o] () [a(to),v(to)]s
where (u(to), v(to)) is any pair for which the last equality in the above display
holds. It is also well-known (see e.g., [GW92, vdVW96]) that if Fy, G has
positive and locally continuous density fy, go at tg, then

nl/3 (ﬁn(tO) — Fy(to))

. G(hlahZ)
~ f Fo(tg)(1 — Fy(t tg)  ————=
:}lﬁ)hgo vV Fo(to)( 0(to))/g0(to) e

=4 (Fo(to)(l - FO(tO))fO(tO)/ng(tO))1/3 Dy,

The inference problem in the current status model is investigated in [BWO1),
GJ15] using likelihood ratio methods; see [Ban08| for similar likelihood ratio
based inference methods in the context of monotone, uni-modal and Ushaped
failure rates under a rightcensoring mechanism. Here we take a different
approach, similar to our proposal in the regression setting. Note that the
difficult nuisance parameter in this problem is fy(¢g) since Xi,..., X, are
unobserved, while Fy(tg) and go(tp) are easy to estimate. For instance, we
may use I, (to) to estimate Fy(tg), and

gn(to) = Z L1, efi(to) oto)) / {n(0(to) — U(t0))}

+ %fo(to)(hQ —hy)

to estimate go(tg). Now consider the following CI for Fy(to):

T (¢5) = [ﬁn(to) + cs - \/ﬁn(to)(l — Fu(t0))/gn(to) //n(0(to) — ﬂ(tg))] N[0, 1]

= [mto) s/ Fulto)1 = Fulto) / /5, 1Tiem<to>@<t0>]} n[o, 1.
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Theorem 6. Suppose Fy, Go has positive and locally continuous density
fosg0 at tg. Let cg > 0 be a continuity point of the d.f. of |Li| such that
P(|L1| > ¢5) = 6. Then

nhargo PFU,GO (F[)(to) € ITCLUT(C(;)) =1-6.

Furthermore, for any e > 0,

lim inf IP)FO,GO <|I,sur(c(5) |
n—00

< 2csg: - n V3 (Fy(to) (1 — Fo(to))fo(to)/ng(to))1/3> >1—e¢.

Here g. € (0,00) is such that P(S7' > g.) <e.

3.4. Panel count data: counting process model. The examples in pre-
vious subsections are amongst the ‘classical’ ones in the field of monotonicity-
constrained estimation. Below we consider one further example, in the con-
text of panel count data, that is less ‘classical’ due to its increased complex-
ity. The inference problem for this model is previous studied in [SB07] using
likelihood ratio methods.

Here is the setup. We follow the notation in [WZ00]. Suppose that
N = {N(t) : t > 0} is a counting process with mean function Ag(t) = EN(t).
Let K be an integer-valued random variable, and T = {Tk,j 1 <j<kk>
1} be an triangular array of observation times. We assume that N and
(K,T) are independent and T ;1 < Tj;. Let X = (Nk, Tk, K), where
TK = (TKJ, “. 7TK,K) and NK = (N(TK 1) N(TK K)) We observe
1.1.d. copies Xq,..., X, of X, where X; = (Nl(?,TI(;),K) The problem is
to estimate Ag(¢). By building a Poisson model for N(t (t) ~q Poisson(Aq(t)),
and pretending independence of the events within each sample X;, we may
consider the estimator IA\ that maximizes the pseudo log-likelihood

(3.3) AHZZ N og AT} ) — AT )]

=1 j=1
Let 51 < 82 < ... < 8y be the ordered distinct observation time points in
the set {T 1<]<Kz,z—1 .,n}. For 1 < /¢ < m, define

Zzl =5 Né—*ZZN Kij T“) =5

=1 j=1 K> =1 j=1
It is known (see e.g., [SK95, [WZ00Q]) that

~ I w,N, > - sy Wy,
R (o) = max min 222= e _ Zpaeo<s <o) Ve

) . J -~ N
si<to sj2to p=i Wp Zp:u(to)gspgv(to) Wp

where (7(tg),(tp)) is any pair in {s1, ..., 5., }2 such that the right hand side
of the above display holds. Under the assumption that Ay is non-decreasing
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and locally C! with Af(ty) > 0 and further regularity conditions, [WZ00]
proved the following limit distribution theory for A, (t):

n1/3 (Kn(t()) — Ao(t()))

, G(hy,hy) 1
~ f 2 RNt RV V/ —
sup i | Vo (to)/g(to) hthe T2 o(to)(h2 — h1)
—4 (02 (to) Ny (t0) /29(t0)) " - Dy
Here 02(to) = Var(N(to)) and g(to) = Y52 P(K = k) S2h_ grj(to) with

gk, denoting the Lebesgue density of T} ;.
The difficult nuisance parameter in this problem is A{(¢p), and easier ones

are 0%(t9) and g(to). For instance, with ng (o) being the number of {T[((iz’j}
in the interval [u(tg), v(to)], i.e

nﬁﬁ)\(t(}) - Zizl Zj:l lTﬁﬁf,jE[ﬂ(to),ﬁ(to)}’

let Gn(to) = nas(to) /{n(v(to) — (to))} and
n K; (
~9 i
Tulto) = to z;z; Kij 0)) 1T( €la(to),o(to)]”
i=1j

Consider the following CI for Ag(to):

I¥(es) = [Kn(to) + ¢5 - /02 (t0) /Gn(to) //1(0(to) — u(to))| N[0, 00)
= [Kn(to) + ¢5 - oulto)/ nm(to)} N[0, 00

Theorem 7. Suppose Ag is non-decreasing and locally C* with Af(to) > 0
and further reqularity conditions (as specified in Theorem 4.3 of [WZ00])
hold. Let c5 > 0 be a continuity point of the d.f. of |L1| such that P(|Ly| >
05) =¢. Then

lim Py, (Ao(to) € Z3™(c5)) = 1= 4.

Furthermore, for any € > 0,
lim inf Py, <|Ifj“”(c<;)| < 259 -3 (02(t0)A6(t0)/2g(t0))1/3> >1-—ec.
n o

Here g. € (0,00) is such that P(S7' > g.) <e.

Remark 5. Similar to [WZ00], we do not assume that the Poisson model
for the COL/l\ntiIlg process N, used in building the pseudo likelihood for the
definition A,,, need to be true.
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3.5. Generalized linear models and the i.n.i.d. (independent, not
identically distributed) case. The likelihoods in and hint that
a similar idea could be taken further to the generalized linear models as
follows. Suppose real-valued random variables Y;’s (i = 1,...,n) are inde-
pendent samples with density f(-;6p,) (with respect to a o-finite measure v
on the real line) from a canonical exponential family:

(3.4) f(y;0) = exp (y - p(0) — q(9)), 0 €O,

where © = {# € R : [e¥P(Dy(dy) < oo} and v does not put all the mass
at a single point yp. We assume that 6y; = 6p(x;), where 6y : [0,1] — R
is monotonically non-decreasing. Let ©¢g be the interior of ©. In general
we may assume that the natural parameter p(6) is a continuously differ-
entiable and strictly increasing function of ¢. However, as the mean func-
tion p(0) = [yf(y;0)v(dy) = 9q(0)/0p(P) is always continuously differ-
entiable and strictly increasing in p(f) in ©g, we consider for simplicity
the parametrization 6 = p(0), as alternative parametrizations can be easily
handled by applying the delta-method to our results. In this setting, the
variance is given by [(y—0)2f(y;0)v(dy) = 1/p'(9) in ©g. We shall assume
that the variance is finite at § = 6p(0) and 6 = 6p(1) even when they are
on the boundary of the domain O, e.g., p'(6p(0)) = p/'(Ay(1)) = oo when
Y; € {0,1}.

_ We are interested in estimating 0o by the maximum likelihood estimator
0,, that maximizes

n
0s Y- (Y5 p(0() - a(0(0) )
i=1

over § € R™ such that ; < ... < 0,. As p(f) and ¢(0) are analytic in Oy,
by [RWDS8S, Theorem 1.5.2] the solution 6, € R™ is given by the isotonic
regression of (Y;) ;. For any z € [0, 1], let

(3.5) f,(z) = max min @ = maxmin Y|

’ " B 1z <x j:ijJ:j —7+1 B u<lzr v>x (0]

Then we may identify é\n,i = é\n(xl),z =1,...,n.
From here the analysis of the maximum likelihood isotonic regression in

the generalized linear model reduces to a special case of the analysis of the
max-min estimator in the i.n.i.d. case where

(3.6) Y; are independent with E[Y;] = 6y(z;) and Var(Y;) = o?(x;)

under a Lindeberg condition on Y; and a smoothness condition on y(x;).
Formally, let z; < ... < =z, with z;,1 < 29 < x4, for some iy €
{2,...,n =1}, a > 0 be fixed and w, = n~¥C*+D_ For (hy, hy) € RQZO

define Sy, p, py, = {7 : 0 — nw}/ahl <i<ig+ nw}/ahg}. We assume that for
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some go(zp) >0
+1 +1
hy™" = hY

Y B b)) = o(1),

i€Sn,hy hy Wn’Sn,h1,h2‘ hi + ho
2 2
o*(xi)/o*(20)
(87) Z — 7 — 1| =0(1),
Z‘GSn,hl’h2 ‘Snvhlth‘

Z E [()/Z - 60(xi))21(}/i—60(3&’1’))2>0710'2($0)|Sn,h1,h2 |]
o(@0)[ S, b |

= o(1),

1€Sn by, hy

uniformly in (hy, he) € [1/c, c]? for every ¢ > 1. Under these conditions, we
have the following:

Theorem 8.(1) Suppose (3.6) and (3.7)) hold with a non-decreasing func-
tion 0y and max) <<, 02(x;) = O(1). Let 0, be as in (3.5)). Then

wiy (B (0) — Bo(x0))
hg&-‘rl _ htll—i-l

G(h1,h
~» sup inf |o(xg) - G, h2) T

hy>0h2>0 h1 + ho

=4 ((U($O))2a90(ﬂf0))1/(2a+1) . ]D)a_

(2) Suppose af3 is a positive odd integer for some B > 0 and that 0y(-) has
afS—1 vanishing derivatives and positive the (af)-th derivative at xq. Let
7(-) be a density such that w(z) = (1+0(1))mof - | — x|~ uniformly in
a neighborhood of xo. Then, the first line of holds (in probability)
when 1 < -+ < x, are the ordered independent samples from ().
Moreover, in the generalized linear model , the second and third lines
of and the uniform boundedness condition on the variance always
hold.

+ go(o)

In addition to providing a general limit distribution theory in the i.n.i.d.
case, the above theorem specifies sufficient conditions under which the fast
convergence rate with o > 1 can be achieved when more z; are sampled
near xo than the usual z; = ¢/n, and vice versa.

In Theorem 8] the difficult nuisance parameter is go(z¢), and the easier one

~

is 0%(xg). Let (u(xo), (o)) be any pair such that 6,(z0) = ¥
Consider the following CI for 6y (z):

TG (¢5) = [gn(xo) +cs- Gngn/\/n(ﬁ(wo) — ﬂ(xo))],
where 2 = 1/p/ (§n (z0)) under (3.4) or 52 = o2 - as in (2.2)) in general, and
on =1+ Op(l). If we choose o, = \/TLG)\(QJ[)) — a(wo))/zl 1x¢€[ﬂ(zg),ﬁ(xg)}7

the CI above reduces to [é\n(:vo) +es- En/\/zi 1351.6[6(350)7@(:,30)]] in the similar
form to (1.7]).

x0),0(%0)]*
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Theorem 9. Assume the same conditions as in Theorem[8 with a = 1. Let
cs > 0 be a continuity point of the d.f. of |L1| such that ]P’(|L1| > 05) =9.
Then

nh—golo Pgo (00(1‘0) S InGLM(Cg)) =1-0.

Furthermore, for any e > 0,
lim inf Py, <|InGLM(C(5)| < 2c5ge -3 (02(x0)go($0))1/3> >1—c
n—oo

Here g. € (0,00) is such that ]P’(Sfl >g.) <e.

The above theorem covers only the usual case of & = 1 for the cube-root
rate. The critical value cs for general a can be handled as in Theorem

4. SIMULATION STUDIES

4.1. Critical values c¢5 via simulations. In this subsection, we discuss
(i) simulation methods to approximate critical values cs of the pivotal limit
distribution theory (with local smoothness &« = (1,...,1) as in Theorem ,
and (ii) data-driven adjustments to edge effect and small sample size.

4.1.1. Simulated critical values cs. We use the following method to simulate
critical values cs:

(1) Specify a true mean function fq defined on a fixed lattice {X;} in [0, 1],
and generate B = 10° repeated observations {{Y;, = fo(X;) + &ip,i =
1,...,n} : b=1,...,B} with i.i.d. &} ~ N(0,0%) (we take o = 1 for
this simulation).

(2) At design point xo, we obtain T'(xo; b) = {\/na5(xo; b)|fn(:co; b)— fo(wo)|/o
b=1,...,B}, where ]?n(xo; b) and ng 5(wo; b) are calculated via and
(1.6). We note that the block [@(z¢), 9(x0)] is specified by @(zo) from the
block max-min estimator and v(z¢) from the block min-max estimator.

(3) Find critical values ¢5 by the corresponding quantiles of {T'(zo;b) : b =
1,...,B}.

(d =1). The simulated critical values ¢s for d = 1 are summarized in Table
below. As the block max-min and min-max estimators are equivalent
to the isotonic least squares estimator (LSE) at design points in d = 1, we
use isoreg (based on the PAVA algorithm ([RWDSS, [BBBB72])) built in R.
Let n = 10%, so that X; = i/n for all 1 <4 <n and zg = 0.5.

5 or]o2[os] 1 [a5] 2] 5

fo(z) =2(z—0.5) || 3.04 [ 2.65 [ 2.11]1.68 | 1.42 | 1.23 | 0.59
fo(z) =5(x—0.5) || 3.04 | 2.65[2.11]1.68|1.42]1.23]0.59
fo(z) =1022 [ 3.04]2.66|2.11|1.68]1.42]1.23]0.59

TABLE 1. Simulated critical values c¢s for d = 1.
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As the sample size (n = 10°) for d = 1 is quite large, the estimates for
different fp’s remain the same at least up to two decimal places, with an
exception for cgg2. Such precision is typically sufficient for the purpose of
inference.

(d > 2). For multiple isotonic regression, we use brute force to compute
the block max-min and min-max estimators, which seems to be the only al-
gorithm readily available. With computational complexity O(n?), the brute
force algorithm is much more expensive than the linear-time PAVA algorithm
specific to the univariate isotonic LSE. Thus, it is not computationally fea-
sible to perform B = 10° simulations on, say, a 10° x 10° (i.e., n = 10'°)
lattice.

Nevertheless, we present below in Table [2| (d = 2) and Table 3| (d =
3) some encouraging simulation results by brute force computation over
relatively small lattices:

e For d = 2, we use a 50 x 50 lattice and take sample critical values at
xo = (0.5,0.5).

e For d = 3, we use a 16 x 16 x 16 lattice and take sample critical values
at xo = (0.5,0.5,0.5).

| 5 | o1 ].02].05].0].15] .20 50 |

fo(z) =2z +225—2 |[2.61]226]1.78|1.41]1.19]|1.03]0.49

folz) =221 + Bap — 3.5 | 2.63 [ 2.27 | 1.80 | 1.43 | 1.21 | 1.04 | 0.50

fo(z) =5zy + 5z —5 || 2.64]229]1.81|1.43]1.21|1.05]0.50
TABLE 2. Simulated critical values cs for d = 2.

| 5 | o1 ] .02].05].30].15].20] .50 |
fo(z) = 201 + 220 + 223 — 3 [ 2.26 [ 1.96 | 1.55 [ 1.24 [ 1.05 [ 0.91 [ 0.44
fo(z) = 221 + 5zo + bas — 6 | 2.41 | 2.09]1.66 | 1.33 | 1.13 [ 0.98 | 0.48
fo(z) = 51 + 5wy + Hag — 7.5 || 2.41 | 2.10 | 1.67 | 1.34 | 1.14 | 0.99 | 0.49

TABLE 3. Simulated critical values ¢5 for d = 3.

The simulated critical values ¢5 in d = 2, 3, albeit of small sample size in
each dimension, already support the pivotal limit distribution theory. Their
concrete numeric values are, however, less stable compared with d = 1 for
different mean functions fy, largely due to the curse of dimensionality that
requires much larger sample size n to achieve similar accuracy as in d = 1.
Unfortunately, brute force seems not ideal for this task. It is therefore of
great interest to develop fast algorithms for the block max-min and min-max
estimators in view of their theoretically attractive properties.

By taking average, we give a few suggested critical values as follows.
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0 d=1|d=2|d=3
0.05 || 2.11 | 1.80* | 1.63*
0.10 || 1.68 | 1.42* | 1.30*

*

TABLE 4. Suggested critical values ¢5 ( *: use with caution).

4.1.2. Data-driven adjustments. As the pivotal limit distribution theory re-
lies on local smoothness of fy and a large sample size, it is not surprising
that for outskirt design points or when the sample size is relatively small,
ClIs constructed via with the critical values suggested in Table [4| would
be less accurate. See for instance the plots given below in subsection 4.2
for demonstration. This is particularly relevant for d > 2, since a lot more
points are present on the outskirts and in practice the sample size in each
dimension is usually not as large as in the univariate case. These issues call
for critical value adjustments to improve accuracy in inference.

Our proposal is to adjust the critical values based on the observed {Y;}
and the sample size. More specifically, we propose the use of critical values
sAimulated through a smooth proxy ]?smooth of the block average estimator
fn. In order to match the noise level of {Y;}, the variance o2 in simulation
can be chosen to be the variance estimate 52 of {Y;}. A simple smoothing
method to get fsmooth is the isotonization of the LOESS fit ﬁoess (with default
smoothing parameter built in R) of fn, ie., f;mooth = the block average
estimate for {ﬁoess(Xi)}. See [MMTWO0I] for more details on constrained
smoothing. As fsmooth is expected to be ‘close’ to the true mean function of
interest, it is reasonable to expect the simulated critical values for f;mooth
to better mimic those for fy for design points on the outskirts and when the
sample size is relatively small. We call the critical values simulated from
fsmooth the adjusted critical values.

As will be clear from the next subsection, the adjusted critical values
improve the inference accuracy both for design points on the outskirts and
for smaller samples.

4.2. Numerical performance of the proposed confidence intervals.
In this subsection, we investigate the numerical performance of the proposed
ClIs, exclusively in the multiple isotonic regression model. More specifically,
we construct CIs for fy(x) at each design point z € {X;} and compute their
corresponding coverage probabilities as follows:

(1) For each specified mean function fy, generate B = 10* repeated obser-
vations {{Yip = fo(Xi) + &p,i = 1,...,n} : b =1,..., B} with ii.d.
‘fi,b ~ N(Ov 02)'

(2) For each b =1,..., B, construct the CI Z,(z;cs,b) for each design point
T via . The CIs with the suggested c5 in Table [4] are referred to as
vanilla Cls, and the Cls with adjusted c¢s (as described in the proceeding
subsection) as C'V-adjusted Cls.
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(3) Report B~! Zszl 1(fo(x) € Zy(w;cs5,b)) as the coverage probability at
design point z, i.e., the proportion of the CIs {Z,,(z;¢s,b) : b=1,..., B}
that successfully cover the truth fo(z) out of B = 10* repeated observa-
tions. We focus on 95% ClIs, i.e., § = 0.05.

For variance estimation, we use the class of difference estimators ([Ric84,
HKT91, MBWEO5]) rather than the principled estimator in (2.2), as the
latter requires large samples that are computationally expensive for d > 2.

Specifically, we use the following variance estimator &2
(4.1)
S (2Y; — Yiey — Vi) /(6(n — 2)), d=1,
S5 (AYig = Yiory = Yirry = Yigo — Yigia) /(20
7% = (n1 —2)(n2 — 2)), d=2,

D ik (6Yisk = Yioa ik — Yigrjk — Yijo1k — Yijrik

Y1 — Yigee) /(42(n1 — 2)(na — 2)(n3 — 2)), d=3,
where, with slight abuse of notation, the observations are (Y;)1<i<y ford =1,
(Yij)ici<nii<j<n, for d =2, and (Y jk)1<i<ni1<j<ns,1<k<ng for d = 3.

0.965 | .
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o 3 0.955
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0945 ) 0.940
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
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2 . 2 .
(a) o =1 is known (b) 6° =1 is unknown

FIGURE 2. Scatter plots for the coverage probabilities of the
95% CIs in d = 1, where fo(z) = €2* and n = 100.

4.2.1. Coverage probability. The scatter plots of coverage probabilities at
all design points in d = 1 are given in Figure In d = 1, we consider
fo(xz) = €* and n = 100, so that = € {0.01,0.02,...,1.00}. We observe
slightly larger errors of the coverage probabilities of the vanilla Cls at points
near x = 0 or z = 1, but overall the coverage errors are small for the small
sample size n = 100. When o? is unknown and estimated by the difference
estimator , the errors are slightly inflated at most of the design points,
but are still controlled within 1%. The CIs are overall biased slightly towards
under-coverage, which is possibly due to the bias in variance estimation: the
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median of 2’s from 10* simulations is 0.9803, slightly smaller than the true
2=1.

The scatter plots of coverage probabilities in d = 2 are given in Figure
We consider test function fo(x) = 1722 on a 25 x 25 lattice on [0, 1]2 so that
(x1,22) € {(i/25,7/25):i=1,...,25,j=1,...,25}. We call design points
in the inner 17x17 lattice (i.e., {x : 5/25 < 1 < 21/25,5/25 < x9 < 21/25})
inner points, and the rest outskirt points. We can clearly identify edge effect
in Figure [3] when using the approximated universal critical value 1.80 in
Table [} the coverage probabilities at outskirt points are more biased as
shown in Figures and The CV-adjusted Cls significantly reduce
the edge effect and improve the coverage accuracy, as shown in Figures |3( -
and [3( Figure 4 I 4l shows the boxplots for the coverage probabilities at all
de&gn points using the aforementioned two types of Cls (vanilla and CV-
adjusted) and under both known and unknown o2. The CV-adjusted Cls
clearly have more accurate coverage.
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< o
2 0.90 Q 0.945
o o
o o
inner points * inner points
0.88 < outskirt points 0.940 . < outskirt points
design points(unordered) design points(unordered)
(a) Vanilla CIs, 6% = 1 is known (b) CV-adjusted Cls, 6% = 1 is known
0.96
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.I_._-_* ______
- e AN
. '.; i g %ﬁ‘jﬁ"' A
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g | E i3
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20092 = ¥ <]
o . s 2 0.950
Q .. Q
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(¢) Vanilla CIs, 0 = 1 is unknown (d) CV-adjusted CIs, ¢ = 1 is unknown

FI1GURE 3. Scatter plots for the coverage probabilities of the
95% CIs in d = 2, where fo(x) = e®11%2 in 25 x 25 lattice.

Our simulation results for d = 3 exhibit similar phenomena to the case
d = 2. See the scatter plots in Figure [5] and the boxplots in Figure [6, where
we designate the design points in the inner 5 x 5 x 5 lattice as inner points
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FiGURE 4. Boxplots for the coverage probabilities of the
95% ClIs at all design points in d = 2 under known and
unknown variance o2 = 1, where fo(x) = ®17%2 on a 25 x 25
lattice.

and the rest outskirt points. For the vanilla Cls, we use the approximated
universal critical value 1.63 in Table The lattice of size 9 x 9 x 9 has
too few points in each dimension, so distributional approximation to the
pivot limit is less accurate, as shown in Figures and On the other
hand, the CV-adjusted Cls yield much better empirical results, as shown in
Figures and

In conclusion, the above simulations support our proposed inference pro-
cedure via the pivotal limit distribution theory. In situations when sample
size (in terms of each dimension) is relatively small, or the design points are
on the outskirts, CV-adjusted Cls are shown to significantly improve the
inference accuracy compared with the vanilla Cls that use universal critical
values in Table [l

4.2.2. CI lengths. Another important theoretical property stated in Theo-
rem [2| is that the proposed CI shrinks at the oracle rate. Suppose we
know the partial derivatives {0k fo(xo),1 < k < d}, the limit distribution
theory in Corollary [I] implies an oracle CI

(4.2) [fn(xo) ¢y (n)o?)" VDL (0, folwo) /2)}1/(2%)} ’

where c; is the 10 quantile of D[ = (D7, —i—ID)'fd) /2| which can be similarly
simulated as in Section 4.1.1. Recall DY /2 follows Chernoff distribution, so
co5 = 1.9964 in d = 1; see e.g., [GJ14] Table 3.1]. Our simulation suggests
that c g5 is approximately 1.85 in d = 2 and 1.78 in d = 3. Then, Theorem
asserts that the length of the proposed CI should shrink at the same
rate as the length of the oracle CI in .

To see this in finite samples, we carry out a simulation that follows the
same procedure as before but with varying sample sizes n. Only balanced
fixed lattice design is considered in this simulation, so sample size n indicates
an n'/? x ... x n'/4 lattice. See Figure 7] for the boxplots for the lengths of
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FIGURE 5. Scatter plots for the coverage probabilities of the
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FicurE 6. Boxplots for the coverage probabilities of the
95% ClIs at all design points in d = 3 under known and
unknown variance o2 = 1, where fo(z) = e2(@1+22423)/3 op o
9 x 9 x 9 lattice.

the proposed CI based on 10* simulations, where the lengths of the oracle
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Cls in (4.2)) are given in red dashed lines. It clearly shows that the proposed
CI indeed shrinks at the oracle length.

w
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Cl lengths
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FIGURE 7. Boxplots for the lengths of the 95% CIs of: (i)
fo(z) = €e® at zg = 0.5 in d = 1, (ii) fo(zx) = e™1T2 at
2o = (0.5,0.5) in d = 2 and (iii) fo(z) = e2@1tr2+e3)/3 4t
xo = (0.5,0.5,0.5) in d = 3 under different sample sizes n.
Red dashed lines represent the lengths of the oracle ClIs. Here
o =1 is known.

4.3. The merit of using the block average estimator. In and
, we propose to use the block average estimator to carry out sta-
tistical inference about fy(zp). It is of natural interest to ask if using either
the block max-min or min-max estimator alone in the proposed procedure is
adequate as this would almost reduce the computational cost by half. In this
subsection, we will show empirically the benefits of using . Specifically,
while of the block average estimator improves upon the block max-min esti-
mators only slightly in the mean squared error (numerical results omitted),
the proposed CI (1.7)) which uses the block average estimator outperforms
the Cls that uses the block max-min estimator alone by a fairly considerable
amount in terms of accuracy for the coverage of the CIs (the situation for
block min-max estimator is analogous).

More precisely, for inference based on the block max-min estimator alone,
we consider the following form of the Cls:

(4.3) T (c5) = |[Ja (w0) £ 65 5/ \ng olw0) |

where nz o(z0) = D Lx,c[a—(20),- (z0)] With U™ (20),0™ (7o) defined as any
pair such that

~

fr (o) = max - min Y] = Y- (wo).5- (o))

[u,v]N{X; }#0

We conjecture that
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Conjecture 1. Under the same settings as in Theorem [1], for some finite
random variable Ly, (that does not depend on K ( fo, o)),

Va.5(20) (£ (20) = folx0)) ~ 0 - La.

Note that in d = 1 the block max-min and min-max estimators are equiv-
alent, so the above conjecture reduces to Theorem Below we consider
d = 2,3, and provide some numerical evidence that the Cls using the block
average estimator could provide better probability coverage than using only
the block max-min estimator based on Conjecture

The summary of statistics for the coverage probabilities of the 95% ClIs in
d = 2 is listed in Table [5] The mean squared errors of the coverage proba-
bilities of the 95% Cls by the block average estimator are 1.67 x 104 under
known o2, and 1.84 x 10~% under unknown o2 for vanilla CIs, reducing about
18% of those by the block max-min estimator which are 2.05 x 10~* and
2.23 x 10~* respectively. Similar conclusion can be made for CV-adjusted
CIs.

The summary of statistics for the coverage probabilities of the 95% Cls
in d = 3 is listed in Table Bl As the simulated critical values used in
this simulation are less accurate due to the relatively small sample size
in d = 3, the vanilla Cls for both the block average estimator and the
block max-min estimator suffer from slight under-coverage. However, when
using CV-adjusted Cls with improved accuracy in the mean of the coverage
probabilities, similar reduction in the mean squared errors of the coverage
probabilities can be observed for the block average estimators.

vanilla Cls CV-adjusted Cls

o known o unknown o known o unknown
average max-min | average max-min | average max-min | average max-min
mean | 0.9414  0.9405 | 0.9405 0.9397 | 0.9503  0.9503 | 0.9503  0.9503
median | 0.9444  0.9440 | 0.9438  0.9432 | 0.9503  0.9503 | 0.9503  0.9503
s.d. 0.00961 0.01072 | 0.00973 0.01080 | 0.00146 0.00156 | 0.00140 0.00155

TABLE 5. Summary of statistics for the coverage probabili-
ties of the 95% CIs in d = 2 by the block average and the
block max-min estimators.

vanilla Cls

CV-adjusted Cls

o known o unknown o known o unknown
average max-min | average max-min | average max-min | average max-min
mean | 0.9273  0.9287 | 0.9232  0.9246 | 0.9513  0.9510 | 0.9512  0.9511
median | 0.9277  0.9293 | 0.9236  0.9247 | 0.9516  0.9513 | 0.9515  0.9515
s.d. 0.01521 0.01450 | 0.01563 0.01497 | 0.00342 0.00428 | 0.00334 0.00402

TABLE 6. Summary of statistics for the coverage probabili-
ties of the 95% CIs in d = 3 by the block average and the
block max-min estimators.
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FIGURE 9. Boxplots for the coverage probabilities of the 95%
BW CIs and proposed CIs. (a), (b), (c) and (d) correspond to
the functions in Figure[8] Here some outliers of the boxplots
for BW CI are removed as they can be as small as 0.6.

4.4. Numerical comparison with Banerjee-Wellner (BW) ClIs in
d = 1. In this subsection, we compare numerically the coverage probabilities
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and the lengths of the Cls in [BWOI] (cf. Section [2.4)), hereafter referred as
BW ClIs, with the Cls proposed in this paper, labelled as DHZ in the plots.

4.4.1. Coverage probability. For the performance on coverage, we consider
four different mean functions fo(x)’s: e?*, 102°, (4nx + sin(4nz))/2 and
log(z + 0.001) on [0,1]. We let n = 10% and = € {1/n,...,(n —1)/n,n/n},
and assume o = 1 is known. For fair comparison, we use the vanilla Cls with
the universal critical value 2.11 for the proposed Cls, and the recommended
critical value 2.26916 in [BWO01, Method 2, Table 2] for the BW ClIs, both for
95% coverage. The scatter plots and boxplots for the coverage probabilities
at design points {1/n,...,(n — 1)/n} are given in Figure [§ and Figure [9]
The coverage probabilities are approximated by the relative frequencies of
the successful coverage of the corresponding CIs out of B = 10* simulations.

Both types of CIs have rather accurate coverage probabilities at design
points that are far from the outskirts for functions with non-extreme deriva-
tives; see Figure and Figure Nevertheless, the proposed Cls ap-
pear to have two advantages. First, the edge effect in the BW Cls is much
more severe than in the proposed Cls; many more outskirt points suffer
under-coverage for the BW Cls. A similar phenomenon is observed in the
related current status model in [GJ14, Figure 9.16, pp. 270]. Note that as
the LSE is probably inconsistent near the edge, we do not expect the BW or
the proposed Cls to provide accurate coverage in theory. However, it turns
out the proposed Cls are able to give some reasonably good coverage for
outskirt points numerically.

Second, the coverage probabilities of the proposed Cls over flat regions
(where derivatives of the mean functions are small) are more biased towards
over-coverage, while the BW Cls are likely to suffer again under-coverage;
see Figure when z € [0.1,0.5], and Figure when z is around 0.25
and 0.75.

4.4.2. CI lengths. We compare the lengths of the BW Cls and the proposed
Cls.

We may first have a glance at the BW and the proposed ClIs. Let fo(z) =
e?® and continue the above setting in Section but with n = 10%. For
one observation {(X;,Y;),X; = i/n,1 < i < n}, we compute both Cls for
the function values at design points {1/n,...,(n —1)/n} and plot them in
Figure

From Figure we notice an interesting difference between the BW and
the proposed Cls: The lower and upper boundaries of the BW Cls seem
to be monotone, but, because it is possible to have small ng 5(xo) for any
xg, the proposed Cls at certain locations could be quite large. We may
employ some practical remedies for the proposed CI, e.g., adding an extra
size constraint ng5(2o) > 5 in the maximization and minimization of (1.4),
but the improvement may not be as substantial as in Figure

We also observe in this simulation that the BW CIs are narrower in Figure
[0 To investigate this phenomenon more carefully, we continue the setting
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0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

(b) proposed CI (DHZ)

FIGURE 10. 95% BW CIs and proposed Cls for fo(x) = €2*
at {0.01,...,0.99}. Here n = 10? and o = 1 is known. Red

line represents fo(x) = €2 and blue dots are fn(Xl)

in Sectionwith n = 10% and compute the lengths of both CIs for design
points {1/n,...,(n—1)/n}. We run 10* simulations, so that, at each design
point, we obtain 10* BW CIs and the proposed Cls. The lengths of the CIs
for fo(x) = €?* and fo(x) = 102 are given in Figure In each subfigure of
Figure the lower (resp. upper) boundary of the shaded area represents
the 1st (resp. 3rd) quantile of the lengths of 10* CIs, the black line is the
median of the lengths, and the red line represents the length of the oracle
CI defined in . Although the lengths of the proposed CI shrink at the
oracle rate, which supports Theorem in d = 1, it seems that the BW
ClIs based on LRT are usually narrower than the proposed Cls.

APPENDIX A. PROOFS IN SECTION [2]
A.1. Proof of Theorem [il

Lemma 1. Let {G(h1,h2) : h1 € Ti,ha € To} be a Gaussian process with
continuous sample path defined on Ty x Ty, where T C Re(j = 1,2) are
compact. Further suppose for any hy # hY in Ty there exists € > 0 such that

k k
inf Var E a;G(hy,haj) — E a;G(hy by 5) | >0
]{;GI\La’a/GAk, < — ) 3]0 v — J 5] 5J 9
hi,j€H1,h} ;€H] J J

where Ay, = {(al,_...,ak) € B’;O : Z;’:l aj =1}, Hy = {hy € T1 : ||hy —
h|| <e}, H = {h1 € Ty : ||h1 — h}|| < €}, and ||-|| is the Euclidean norm
on R%. Then with probability one,

inf G(h],hy) = inf G(hy,h
ot G(hi o) = sup - inf Gk, hy)

has ezactly one solution hi.
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FIGURE 11. Lengths of the 95% BW CIs and proposed Cls.

Proof. The set {(h1,h}) : hy # h}} is covered by countably many prod-
uct sets H; x Hj such that the pair {H;, H{} satisfies the non-degenerate
variance assumption. Thus, it suffices to prove that for every such pair

(A1) IP’< sup _inf G(hi,hy) = sup _inf G(i_zl,f_zg)> =0.

hieH, h2€T> hi€H; ho€Ts
Any (h1,h2) € Ty x T may be identified with S(hiha) (G) = G(hy, hg) —
EG(hy,he) € La(2, A, P) = Ly. Let I be smallest closed subspace of
Ly containing {4y, 5,(G) : (h1,he) € Ty x Ty}. Members of F' are mean
zero Gaussian variables. By the non-degenerate variance assumption, the
closed convex hulls of the collections {d5, 7,(G) : (h1,h2) € Hy x Tp} and
{05, 1, (G) : (h1,he) € H{ x Ty} (which are compact) in F' C Ly do not inter-
sect, so by Hahn-Banach separation theorem (see [Rud91l, Theorem 3.4(b)])
and Riesz representation theorem, there exists some N(0, 1) variable ¢ € F
such that

A2 sup O 7 < inf 07 7 .
( ) (;Ll,]_lg)EHlXTQ<C (h17h2)>L2 (hl,h2)€I’I{><T2<C (hl’h2)>L2

Let Q(-) and Q'(-) be stochastic processes defined by

Qlg) = sup inf [G(ﬁh h2) = (Cs 0y a)) 22 (€ — g)],
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Q9)= suwp inf [G(h1, ) = (¢, F(ay )¢ — )]

h1€H/ h2€T>

We aim to prove that P{Q(¢) = Q'({)|Q(-),Q'(\)} = 0 as can be
written as P{Q(¢) = Q'(¢)} = 0. We note that ¢ ~ N(0,1) is independent

of Q(-) and Q'(-). Conditionally on Q(-) and Q'(-) let g1 € R be a solution
of Q(g1) = Q'(g1) if exists. Then for ¢ > 0,

Qg1+ ¢) <Q(g1) +¢ sup  sup ((, 6, hy)) Lo
h1€H1 ha€Ts

< Q/(g1) +c_inf _inf (C, 5(}}1,}32)>L2 < Q’(g1 + ¢),
hi€H)} ho€To
where the first inequality follows from the definition of Q(-), the second from
, and the third from the definition of Q'(-). Similarly one may show
that Q(g1 + ¢) > Q'(¢1 + ¢) for ¢ < 0. Thus, P{Q(¢) = Q' ()} = 0 as
conditionally on Q(-) and Q'(+), ¢ ~ N (0,1) and the set {g: Q(g) = Q'(9)}
contains at most one point. This completes the proof of . ([

For notational convenience, let

1
T —s =1
S
2+ ks Yk

(A.3) W = Ny L= (Wl ,w,l/ad)l[,i*:d] € R%

Write @(zo) = mo—hi(z0)ry and B(zg) = 2o+ha(z0)ry for some hy (20), ha(zo) €
R%o- It is shown in [HZ19, Proposition 5] that hi(xg), ha(xo) € Réo are well-
defined with high probability despite the fact that the first . —1 coordinates

of r,, are 0.

Proof of Theorem[1l For notational simplicity, we only prove the theorem
in the case where o = 14, K« = 1 and s = d; other cases follow from minor
modifications. Let

g - G(hl, hg)

U0t = )

d
- + ;;akf()(%)(h? — h1)k.

Then
wi (i (x0) — fo(xo)) ~ sup inf U(hy, ha),

h1>0 ha>0

w;l(ﬁ[(xo) - fo(xg)) ~ inf sup U(hy, hs).

h2>0 h1>0
Let (hj(x0), h5(x0)) be any pair defined by
inf U(h](x0), he) = sup inf U(hy, ha),
h2>0

h1>0 h2>0
sup U(h1, hy(z0)) = inf sup U(h1, ho).
h1>0 h2>0p,>0

For notational convenience, we will omit the dependence on xq if no confu-
sion could arise. Let

Un<h17 h‘2) = wgl{}_/‘[mofﬂnhl,xo%»hlhg] - fO(‘TO)}
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By [HZ19], for any £ > 0, we may find ¢ = ¢(¢) > 1 such that for n large
enough, there exists an event Q. with P(£2.) > 1 — € in which

hle[il_l?lﬁl} hze[iI—lchl] Ulha, ha) = slu>p0 hizn>f0 Uk ha),

el T paele g 1) = b B U o),
hze[firl‘llflﬁl} h1€[i1_1?1,61] Pl ) = hizgfo }?1113) Ul h2),
hze[fi:r*lchl] hle[sclj?l,cﬂ Pnll ) = hi2n>fo iflu>p0 Unlf, o).

In particular, i, hy € [c711,c1] and A}, k% € [c7'1,c1] hold on Q.. The
non-degenerate variance assumption in Lemma [I] holds for the Gaussian
process U(h1, h2) as the process G(hi, he) has independent increments in
each coordinate when other coordinates are held fixed. Thus, by Lemma [T}
we may also assume that h] and h3 are uniquely defined on .. On the
event ()., we have

wgl(f{(w‘o) — fo(z0))

sup inf Uy (h1, h2)
c11<h<cl c~11<ho<cl

— su in Gn(h17h2) )
= C—11§£§01 c*llgfigd {Hil ((hl)k n (h2)k) (I1+0(1))
L O folxo)
+ (1 0(1) 3 =2 ((ha) — (i) |
k=1

where for any hi,he > 0, G,(h1,h) = wy, Ei:xo—hlrnﬁXigxo—i-hzrn & A
similar identity holds for w;;! ( I (zo) — fo(xo)) by switching sup and inf.

o~

On the other hand, on the event Q., h; <t < c1 if and only if

sup inf Uy (hi,h2) = sup inf Uy, (h1, he),
hi€le—11,1] ho€le=11,c1] hi€le—11,c1) hao€lc=11,c1]

and similarly /f;Q < s < cl if and only if

inf sup Un(hl, hg) = inf sup Un(hl, hz)
ha€[c™11,5] hi1€[c=11,c1] h2€[c™11,c1] hi€le=11,c1]

Using that U,, ~ Uin £°([c7!1,c1] x[¢7'1, 1]), it follows from the continu-
ous mapping theorem that for any measurable subset A C [¢~'1, c1], we have
supp, ea infe-11<py<c1 Un(ha, h2) ~ supp, cqinfo-11<p,<c1 U(R1, he), and a
similar conclusion holds by switching sup and inf. Hence for any (u,v,t,s) €
R xR xR%y x R,

limsup P({w, ' (f, (20) — fo(x0)) <,

n

wi (i (20) = folwo)) < v,y <t hy < s} NQ)
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< ]P’({ sup inf U(hy, he) < u, inf sup  U(hy,he) <w
hi€le=11,c1] h2€[c11,c1] ha€le™11,e1] by gle—11,c1]
sup inf U(h1,he) = sup inf U(h1, ho),
hi€lc—11,¢ h2€lc™11,c1] ( ) hi€lc—11,c1] h2€[c11,c1] ( )
inf sup Un(hl, hQ) = inf sup [Un<h1, hg)} N QC>
ha€le™1 18] by gle=11,c1] ha€le™11,e1] by gle11,e1]

<P sup inf U(hy, he) < u, inf sup U(hy, hs) <v,h] <t,hi <s].
B <h1§)h220 (e, ha) < h220h12% (A1, ha) ! ? )

This means that
lim sup P(w;, ' (fi (z0) — fo(zo)) < u,
n
w (B (20) = fo(@o)) < v.hn < 8] < s)
< ]P’( sup inf U(hy,h2) < wu, inf sup U(hy,hs) <v,h] <t hd < 3> +e.
hy>0h220 h220py >0
Taking € | 0 we obtain the one-sided estimate. For the other side, we
may proceed similarly, but only need to check the convergence for a con-
tinuity point (u,v,t,s) € R x R x Réo X R%o of the map (u,v,t,s)
]P)(SUphlzo infp,>0 U(h1, h2) < u,infp,>osupy, o U(hy, he) < v, hi <t h <
s). More concretely,
lim inf P({w, ' (f, (20) — fo(zo)) < u,
wi (£ (o) = folwo)) < v, by <ty < s} NQ)
> ]P’({ sup inf  U(hy,ho) <u—c¢,
hi€[c11,c1] h2€lc™ 1 1,c1]

inf sup  U(hy, he) <v—g¢,
hi€lc™11,e1] pyefe—11,c1]

sup inf  U(h1,h2) <  sup inf  U(hy, he),
h1€[c11,c1)\[c~11,t—¢) h2€[c11,c1] hi€lc—11,c1) h2€lc11,c1]

inf sup  U(hy, he) > inf sup  U(hq, hg)} N QC>
ha€lc™11,cl\[e11t—¢) hy€[c—11,c1] ha€le™11,c1] pygle—11,c1]

> P( sup inf U(hy, he) < u—e¢, inf sup U(hy,he) <v—¢g,
> <h12poh2>o (h1, ha) o Sup, (h1,h2)

h’{<t—5,h§<s—e>—5,

and taking € | 0 to conclude. Hence we have proved the joint convergence
in distribution of

(Ad)  (wp (i (o) = fo(z0)), i (FF (w0) — fo(wo)), ha, o)

~~ inf U(hq,hs), inf U(hq, ha), h*, h).
(o, 2, D ) [, o Dl ), 5 1)
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Now by continuous mapping,

na,a(l’o)(fn(xo) — fo(xo))

d
) 1+ 34 B o) = folan) + o) = fotoo) )

DO |

d
h* + h* . . f U h 7h + . f U h ,h '
kl;[l( 5+ Pk <:1u>p0 ha>0 (h1, ha) Jnf :1112% (h1 2))

So the remaining task is to verify that the right hand side is free of nuisance
parameters {0 fo(xo) : k =1,...,d}. To this end, let

d
G(g1,92)
V(g1,92) = +) (92— g1k
Hk 191 + 92)k

and (g7, g5) be (a.s. uniquely) defined by

k=1

inf V(g7,g2) = sup inf V(g1,g2), sup V(g1,95) = inf sup V(g1,92).
9220 g1>09220 g1> 9220 g, >0

We wish to relate g to h}. Let vo,71,...,74 > 0 be such that

d —1/2 1
Wo(H%) =0, YW= iakfo(ﬂfo),

and let g; = vh; where v = (y1,...,74). Then
G(yh1,vh
Y0V (91,92) = ks, 7h2)

Y0 + > Y07k (he — h1)g
TTh—y (1 + ha)i ;

CNT2 Gk, he)
=4q 70( ’Yk) : + > v0v(he — h1)k
kl:[l TTay (b1 + ha)k ;

= U(hq, ha).

Therefore (¢f)r = y(h)r for k = 1,...,d, and the limit distribution be-
comes

d ~1/2
(95 + gDk - (H 7k> “Y0 ( sup mf V(gl,gg) + inf sup V(gl,gg)>
P} g1>0922 9220 g, >0

d
H 95+ 9 )k (sup inf V(g1,92) + inf sup V(gl,g2)> =o0-Ly,
Pt} g1>09220 9220 g, >0

The distribution of Ly, now is free of K(fo, o), as desired O
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A.2. Proof of Theorems [2] and 3l

Proof of Theorems|[9 and[3. We only prove Theorem [2} Theorem [3] follows
easily. The claim that Py, (fo(z0) € Z,(8)) — 1—6 follows immediately. For
the other claim, note by (A.4]), we have by continuous mapping that

::]&

2+h1

wny/nas(T0) =
k:l

d d —1/2
o TTs + 20k = | T1 (95 + 90k (H%)
k=1 k=1
2

where 7}, is as in the proof of Theorem [l Equivalently, for any &2 —p 07,

< 2H8kf0 o ) /) < Ing (o /0’) >

Combined with |Z,,(cs)| = 2¢50/+/na5(x0), it follows that

J(d+2)
In(05)|/205wn< 2 H ak;fo )> ~ Siil.

The fact that Sl_dl = Op(1) follows from the proof of [HZ19, Proposition
7]. O

d

1195 + 9k =S,
k=1

A.3. Proof of Proposition

Lemma 2. Assume the same conditions as in Theorem [ Then for any
¢ > 1, supyy<clfu(z0) — folzo + hra)| = Op(wn).

Proof. This is a strengthened version of [HZ19, Proposition 4], and the claim
follows by controlling | fo(zo)— fo(xo+hry)| uniformly in ||h|| < ¢ by a Taylor
expansion. Details are omitted. ([

Proof of Proposition [ Note that

1
U%ﬁ; = nao(@0) Z £+

U0y e li(0),(20)]

Yo &(fo(Xi) = falao)

na,a(fﬁﬂ) X;€lt(z0),0(z0)]

b S (Rl - (X))

n{;,a(l’O) X;€li(zo),5(z0)]

=)+ {I)+ (II1).

By [HZ19, Proposition 5|, for any fixed € > 0, there exists ¢ = ¢(¢) > 1 such
that for n large enough, with probability at least 1 — e, (hi(z0)), € [¢7',¢]
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for ke < k < d and (/f;z(ﬂfo))k =0forl1 <k<ky—1fori=1,2. Denote
this event £. On &, in the fixed lattice design, with dy =d — Kk + 1,

s -1 d ~ ~
nas(zo) =1 - ik [T (ha(zo) + Ra(20)),, - (1 + 0p(1))

k=FKx
D Y RN R
en-wh (271, (26 - (1 + op(1)).
For (I), note that for any ¢ > 0, using (essentially) [DZ20, Lemma 2],
1
p(|— P oh) > o)
<na,a( 0) AZA &=
Xi€lu(zo),0(z0)]
1
<PE)+P| S |—F——— 2_g? >(5}ﬂ€>
e b({[its Y @
Xi€[u(zo),v(zo)]
§5+P< sup Z (Q’z—az)
(ﬁi(m»k:o’lgkg’“*_l Xi€lwo—h1(z0)rn,@0+ha(z0)rn]
(ﬁi(zo))ke[cfl,c],n*gkgd
i=1,2

~

§5+P<' > (& —o?)

Xi€[xo—crn,xo+cra]

> (n-w%zz”* aEl)(S)

s —1
> (n-w%k:”* o )5)

Taking n — oo followed by € — 0 to see that (1) —, o2.
Next we handle (I11). On the event £, by Lemma

Sy O 1 n 2
(III) S (n-wp™=™ ") Z (fu(wo) — fo(X:))
X;Elxo—crn,zot+crn)
= Op(w;) = op(1).
The second term (I7) can be handled easily using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
combined with (I) and (/II). The random design case can be handled

similarly using large deviation inequality (cf. Bernstein’s inequality). We
omit the details. O

A.4. Proof of Proposition [2. We need the following Dudley’s entropy in-
tegral bound and Gaussian concentration inequality; see e.g., [GN16, Theo-
rem 2.3.7].

Lemma 3. Let (T,d) be a pseudo metric space, and (Xi)ier be a sub-
Gaussian process. Then for any to € T,
diam(7T")/2

Esup|X;| < E|Xy,| + 4\@/ V1og N (e, T,d) de.
0

teT

Here C > 0 is a universal constant.
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The following Gaussian concentration inequality will also be useful; see
g., [GN16, Theorem 2.2.7] and the comments after the statement of that
theorem.

Lemma 4 (Gaussian concentration inequality). Let (T, d) be a pseudo met-
ric space, and (X¢)ier be a mean-zero separable Gaussian process. Then
with 0? = sup,ep Var(Xy), for any u > 0,

P(| sup|X¢| — Esup|X¢|| > u) < 2exp ( — u2/202).
teT teT
Proof of Proposition[3 We drop the dependence of Sq, Vg, 9i o On a if no

confusion arises. Let (11)r = 1li<gp<s+ (z0)kLlst1<k<d and (12)r = li<p<s +
(I —20)kloti<k<d; and dy =d — ks + 1,5, =5 — ks + 1. Let

V, = sup inf Vu(g1,92), V&L = inf sup Vu(g1,92)
g1EG, 92652 92€%2 g, €4,

On the event {max,, <x<s(g5)r > u} where u > 1, it holds that

G(11,93) L (gt -1

N
Yz [, ((@5)k+ 1)) = (@k+1
d -1
N . <1 |G(11, g2)]| w—1) —
> < II « 0)k> P T (oo £ 1) +(u—1) —d.

k=s+1
On the other hand,

G(g7,12) 1= (g
Va A% - MlVE
Hles .. ((L2)k + (9)k) +kz,; (97)k +1

d -1
([T a0) sy IC10
k

B 9120 Hk K ((gl)k + 1)

Hence

P( max (g5) > u) VP(Vg > u)

ke <k<s
d

<p( s 0 ‘S((lféfﬁ ) (knﬂ o) w=1-24).2)

G 17)
—HP’(sup (Gg1,12) > <
1>0Hk .m(glk—i_l

=(I)+ (I1).

(1 — zo k)(u— 1 2d)+/2>

k=s+1

We only handle the first term above. To this end, let ug = ( Hi:SH(:cg)k) (u—
1—2d)+ /2, and let G(g) = G(11,g). It follows by symmetry and the peeling
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device that

G
(1) < E P( sup Glg)] >Ud>
030, <k<s N2k —1<g <211k, <k<s ITi- Fox (gk + 1)

e 0<gp<(1—z0)),5+1<k<d

< ¥ IP’( sup G(g)| > f[sz.w>

>0 ma<k<s N2k —1<gp<2%H—1 k. <k<s fer.
0<g,<(1—20),s+1<k<d

< ) P( sup IG(g)| > 27 H 2l -ud>.

0.1,k <k<s 0<gr <2k —1,k. <k<s [
- T 0<gr<(1—x0)p,s+1<k<d

Note that for any 0 < (gi)r < 2% — 1,k < k < sand 0 < (g;)p < (1 —
20)k, s + 1 < k < d with i = 1,2, the natural induced metric of G satisfies

d2G(91,92) = E(G(gl) - G(gz))2

S

d d
IT @+@e) T @o+g0e— TT (0 +(g2x) I (zo+ g2
k=s+1

k=FKx k=s+1 k=K«

d s
< H (xo + g1 (1+ (g1)k) — H (14 (g2)x)

k=s+1 k=FKx k=FKx
d d s
+| I @o+a0)e— [] (@o+g2)s| [T (14 (92)k)
k=s+1 k=s+1 k=
s d

<2 I 2% > l(r — g2k

k=K« k=K«

Here the last inequality follows essentially by [HZ19, Lemma 15]. On the
other hand, supg, ., d%(g1,92) < [Tz, 2k = D2, where the supremum is
taken over 0 < (g;)p < 2% — 1,k <k <sand 0 < (g;)r < (1 —20)p,5+1 <

k < d with i = 1,2. Using that E|G(0)| < /Var(G(0)) < []{_,.1(zo)x < 1,
it follows from Dudley’s entropy integral (cf. Lemma |3) that

E sup |G(9)]
0<gp <2k —1,k.<k<s
0<gr<(1—z0)k,s+1<k<d

D/2 s d
< E|G(0)] +4\@/ log/\/<5, H [0, 2] x H (1 —x0)k dg> de
0

k=K« k=s+1

D/2 s 20y, d

<1 +4\/§/0 logkg* 62/(d*2 Hiiﬁ* 2£k H 62/ d, 2Hk 2%) de

< Cl-D 10gD.
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Hence if uqg > Cy, then 27+ HZ:H* 2l g = 275 uy - D* > 2C, - Dy/log D,
and therefore by Gaussian concentration inequality (cf. Lemma {4)),

IP’< sup |G(g)] >27° H pA -ud>

0<gr <2k —1,k. <k<s
0<gr<(1—0)k,s+1<k<d

< P(sup|G<g>| ~ EsuplGlg)| > 2751 [ 2% - ud)

k=FK«

k=K«

< 92 P 2 s, 2% w3 21T, 2% < 9o TTiey, 2%u3/Cs

Now we may assemble all the estimates together to get
(<2 3 e Miee 200/00 < pemvi/On
L >1,k+<k<s

Hence for u > C5, we have for some Cg = Cg(d, x¢)

—u?2/C,
(s (65 > ) < Coe ™%

A similar bound holds for P(maxmgkgs(gf)k > u) Soif s, > 1, for t > CY,
we have for some Cs = Cs(d, xo)

P(S(g7,95) > t) = P( 1T (o + 0w > t>

k=kKx

< * 2/ 8« * 2/
< P(ﬁ@és(m)k > 12/%+ /2) +P(H§%§s(g2)’“ > 12/%+ /2)

< 086—154/5* /Cs .
Similarly, for ¢’ > Cy, we have for some Cjo = Cio(d, z¢)
P(|V5| > t) VR([VE] > t) < Cipe”#)/Cro,
This means that for s, > 1 and v > C};, we have for some C12 = Ci2(d, x9),
P([L(g;,95)| > v) < P(S(g}, g3) > v/ CF2) £ P(|(Vg + V) /2| > v/ (1)

< 0126_”4/(S*+2)/012.
The above display is also valid for s, = 0. U
A.5. Proof of Theorem [4

Proof of Theorem [} The main idea of the proof is contained in [Ban07] so
we only give a sketch. First,

—1

o~ o

<n2+all (Falwo +h-n 2+a7T) — fo(iﬂo))) (gl,aafg(zo)/(a—i-l)!;a(h))

—1

1 ~ _ (2]
n2+ T (fO(zg + h-n” z+T) — fo(wo)) 9 0 fy o) /(at 1)t ()



CONFIDENCE INTERVALS FOR MULTIPLE ISOTONIC REGRESSION 45

where the convergence is in (£>°([—c, c]))2 for any ¢ > 0. This follows from
the standard approach (as outlined in the proof of Theorem 2.1 of [Ban07]).
Let J,, be the set of all indices ¢ for which ﬂ(Xl) # fn(XZ) By the charac-
terization of ﬂ (see [BanO7, pp. 939]), we may write J,, = Uﬁlek, where
B;’s are all constant pieces of Jm Note that

2log A\, (mg) = — Z(Y fn i) +Z

_ _;Ji] (Yi - fo(wo))(fozzg — Fu(X4))

+2 ZJ (Y; = fol0))(fo(o) — FA(X:)

_ §<nfo(xo> — Fa(Xi)2 4+ ZJ (Folwo) — FR(X.))?
_ ZJ <;0<;0> — F(Xi))? - ZJ (;02300) - Fhx))?,

where the last equality follows, e.g., by using [Ban07, (2.6)]: With wy =
A8, = Y|p, where J?D\Bk # mo = fo(a?o)

2> (Vi — folwo))(folwo) — Fo(X2) =2 > (¥i — fo(wo))(folxo) — wr)
i€Jn k i€eBy
=-2% > (folwo) -
k 1€By

Hence, with D,, be the smallest interval containing {X; : i € J,}, by stan-
dard empirical process techniques,

2log An(mo) = Y (fo(xo) = fa(Xi)? = Y (folzo) — FA(X3))?
1€Jp i€Jp
=n - Py [(fo(zo) — fu(X))? = (folwo) — f,
= n'P[(fo(fUO) Fa(X))? = (fo(zo) — F2(X))*]1xep, +op(1)

= n/ [(fo(zo) = Fu())* = (fo(zo) = Fu(2))*]Lae, o+ op(1),
—1 71
Change the variable x = xo+h-n 7ra T, Let D, = = nTraT (Dy, —x0). Then
the above display equals, up to an 0p(1) term,

/5 [(n“”‘%(fo(xo) - fn(:po +h- nfgi‘%l))f

(0T (fo(zo) — Polwo + h-n” BaT))?] dh

2
~ /R {(91.00 o o) /(a5 (1)) = (92 00 o w0y (s 1ytia (1))} B,
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where the weak convergence follows from tightness arguments. Now we only
need to rescale the process to conclude. More specifically, X1 p.q(h) =4
bfl/(2+a)X171;a(b2/(2+a)h)’ and thus gl,b;a(h) =4 bl/(2+a)g1,1;a(b2/<2+°‘)h),
9 i (P) =d pt/EFegd | (6% 2T)h) (by taking derivative). Therefore with
b= 0%fy(x0)/(a+ 1), and ¢t = b>/ 9 h, the integral in the last display is
equal in distribution to

[ {01602 800} an

_ p2/(2+a) / (G110 OB — (o010 (2 CHI))2) dh

= / {(91.1:0(1)* = (97 1.0(1)*} dt = K,
as desired. 0

APPENDIX B. PROOFS IN SECTION [3]
B.1. Proof of Theorem [Gl

Proof of Theorem [5, We sketch the proof here. Let r,, = n~/3 and /Hl(xo),ﬁg (o)
be such that U(zg) = zo — hy(20)r, 0(x0) = xo + ha(x)rn. We drop the
dependence on zq in the notation from now on for simplicity. We may then
write fn as

Fo(2o + horn) — Fn (2o — harn)  Fu(2o + horn) — Fo(zo — hiry)

f xg) = inf sup = =

n( ) h1>0 py>0 (h2 + hl)rn (h2 + hl)rn

Then it suffices to prove that 71\1(2 = 1,2) are bounded away from oo and 0

with high probability, in order to adapt the proof of Theorem [I} These are

referred as ‘large deviation’ and ‘small deviation’ problems in the sequel.
First it is well-known (see e.g., [pdVW96, pp. 297]) that with w, = n~1/3,

(B.1) | fa(20) — fo(xo)| = Op(wn).

This claim can also be proved directly using the max-min formula by similar
arguments as in the regression case in [HZ19].

Next consider the large deviation problem. We only prove that for large
enough c, {El < ¢} holds with high probability for n large. The case for ﬁg
is similar. To see this, with G,, = \/n(F, — Fp), on the event {h > ¢},

17 | Fp(xo + 7, —an—ﬁrn
wy ' (fa(zo) = fo(zo)) > wnl[ (&0 (1)+ﬁ )< 0~ MTn) _ fo(xo)]
1)Tn
1/6 R N
> . Gnl[%*hmj/?”xﬁnil/ﬂ +w,! {FO(:EO ) _AFO(mO ) fo(aro)]
1+ hy (1+ hy)ry,
ST N R
ntzo—hn=1/3 xg+n=1/3] c 1

> — .
=50 1+h +O<c+l>
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The last inequality follows since the second term of the second last display
is non-decreasing in h1, so is bounded below by

Wyt [FO(JEO . Qq)gcljii% S fo(fCo)]

=[(1+ C)T%rl : [FO(QCO +7n) = Fo(zo) — fo(wo)rn

_ (Fo(l‘o — C?“n) — Fo(l'o) + f0($0)07‘n):|

-
=[(1+ c)r,%]fl : %fé(xo)(l +o(1))(1 =) = O( c+ 11)'

By a standard peeling method and empirical process techniques, we have
SUpPp>( nl/G|Gn1[10_hn_1/37$0+n_1/3]\/(1 + h) = Op(1). Hence on the event
{h1 > ¢} for ¢ large enough,

wp ! (fal@o) = fo(zo)) > =|Op(1)] + O(c),
which can only occur with small probability due to .

Finally we consider the small deviation problem. Without loss of gener-
ality we work on the event that €y = {h; < ¢}. We want to prove that
0 = {ﬁl < ¢ 7} occurs with small probability for ¢,n large. By empirical
process techniques, it can be shown that

Gn(hl, hg) = nl/GGnl[x07h1n71/37x0+h2n71/3}

RadhVi fo(.%'()) . G(hl, hg) in £°°([0, C] X [O,CD.
Then by standard estimates for the Gaussian process, it follows that, for
fixed € > 0 and b < 7, for ¢,n large enough, the event

Oy = { sup |Gy (hi, he) — G (0, he)| < (C/e)\/c™7log c}
0<hy<c=7,0<hy<c~?

occurs with probability 1 — e. Furthermore, since G(0, ha) =4 B(h2) where

B is a standard Brownian motion started from 0, we have by reflection prin-

ciple, for some p. > 0, the event Q3 = {Supoghzgc—b Gn(0, ha) > c_b/ng}

occurs with probability 1—e for n large. Hence on the event Q7N NQ22NQ3,

~1(F G (h1, b
wy, M (fa(zo) = folxo)) = sup (71A2>
0<ha<et  ha + M

w_l Fo(l‘() + hQT‘n) — Fo(.%‘() — hl’l"n)

i -
* oghlglg,loghzgc " (ha + hi)rn Jfo(zo)
n(0, hg) — -1
> sup G, (0, ha) (C/f)m —0W)
0<ha<c? ho 4+ hy

L o= TR ) o) = o)

- b+
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if we choose 2 < b < 7. This concludes the small deviation problem in view
of (B.1)). The rest part of the proof follows closely with that of Theorem
In particular, we may show

(wn ' (Fa(@0) = fol0)), b1, ho)
G(hy,h y .
~ ( sup mf0 [ fo(zo) - h(1—1i-hz) + %|f0(a:o)](h2 — hl)}, 1,h2),

h1>0 h2

where h7, h3 are almost uniquely defined via

G(hi,h2) 1.,
f AL he) 2 he —h
sup inf | /o) s+ 3l — )
G(ht,hg) 1 N
= V) - e ) 4 — ).

By similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem [I| we conclude that
Vn(®(zo) — a( 1’0))(]?71(330) fo(zo)) ~ v/ fo(zo) - L1,

and the claim of the theorem follows by noting that f,,(zo) —p fo(zo). O

B.2. Proof of Theorem [6l

Proof of Theorem [ Follow essentially the same lines as in the proof of The-
orem [5], we may show that

Vn(0(to) — alte)) (Fulto) — Fo(to)) ~ v/Fo(to)(1 — Fo(to))/go(to) - L.

On the other hand, F,(to) —p Fo(to), so it remains to show that g, (to) —p
go(to). This is a uniform law of large number upon observing that u(tg), v(to)
stabilizes at r, = n~/3 rate. More spemﬁcally, for any € > 0, we may find
some ¢ = c(e) > 0 such that ' < hy(to), ha(to) < ¢, where U(ty) =
to — El(to)rm v(to) = to + hg(to)rn On this event,

~ 1
Gn(to) — go(to)| = mz Tyclto—rmtothar] — 90(t0)
n :
1
= 1<hSIip i—1.9|Tn(ha + hl)Pane[tO_hl"nvtﬁhﬂn] — go(to)
cTishisca=l1,

—1
sup |Tn (]P)’n - P)]‘TG[to—hl’rn,to—‘rhg'r‘n]l
c1<h;<ec,i=1,2

~C

P]‘Te[tothr to+har. ]
+ sup L = — go(to
e—1<h;<ei=1,2 T (h2 + h1) (fo)
To handle the first term, let F,, = {rgllTe[tO,hlrmtoJthrn] st <hi<ei=
1,2}. Take a 0-bracketing of 7, under L;(P), namely [f , Al [f s Il
Then Ns = log N}y (9, Fn, L1(P)) < log(c/d) does not grow with n. Since for
any f € Fy, there exists some f, < f < fr, we have

(Pn = P)(f) < Pufi — Pf = (Pr— P)(fi) + P(fe = f) < (Pn — P)(fi) +6
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A reversed inequality can be established similarly. Hence

_ < _ _ f
Efsgjgn!(Pn P)(f)|—5+E1£%2}§V5|(Pn P)(ik)lJrEéggvél(Pn P)(f)l =0

by letting n — oo followed by § — 0. For the second term,

P]-TE[to—hl'r‘ to+har } 1 totharn
e - to—/ o(t) — go(to)) dt
Tn(hg + hl) ( ) Tn(hg +h1) to—hirn (g ( ) g ( ))
< sup l90(t) — go(to)| — 0
tE[to—h17"n,to+h27"n]
uniformly in ¢c7! < h; < ¢,i=1,2. ([

B.3. Proof of Theorem [Tl

Proof of Theorem[7. Following essentially the same lines as in the proof of
Theorem [5] we may show that

Vn(@(to) — alto)) (An(to) — Ao(to)) ~ v/a2(to)/g(to) - L

It therefore remains to show that 72 (to) —p, 02(to) and Gn(to) —p g(to). We
use similar ideas as in the proof of Theorem Let 1, = n~ /3. For any
e > 0, we may find some ¢ = c(¢) > 0 such that ¢! < hy(to), ha(to) < c,
where 7i(tg) = to — hi(to)rn, 0(to) = to + ha(to)rn. On this event,

K
Tgl(]P)n - P) < Z lTK,jE[to—hﬂ“n,to-i-hz?“n}> ‘

[gn(to) —g(to)| S sup
c1<h;<e,i=1,2

j=1
K
P( ijl lTK,jG[to—hﬂn,to-l—hQTn])
+  sup — g(to)|-
e 1<hi<ci=1,2 rn(he + h1)

The first term converges to 0 in probability, while the second term can be
handled through

K
P( zjzl lTK,jE[tO*hlrnytO‘i’hQTn])
Tn(h2 + hl)

sup —g(to)

c1<h;<c,i=1,2

[oe} to+horn
< ew P(K i L (0t - (o) |
CilShigczizlg ; ; h2 + hl) to—hirn ( ! ! )
sup sup |91 (t) — gr.j(to)] — 0
1§j§k,]€21 te[tO_CT7L7tO+C7’n]
by [WZ00, conditions (E1)-(E2)].
On the other hand, on the same event,
157 (t0)Gn (t0) — o> (t0)g(to)]
K;
< — A(TD )2 o2
n(v to —a(to)) Z 2 (N Bo(T; ;) A (to)g(to)

i=1 j=1
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+ Gnlto) - [(Kn(to) — Aolto))? + sup (Mo(t) — Ao(to))2]
telto—hirn,tot+hars]
K
rg sup Tgl(PTL - P) ( Z(NK,] - A0<TK,j))21TK,jE[t0—h1’r‘n,t0+h27"n}> '
c~1<h;<ci=1,2 =1
+ Sup P( z‘f(:].(NKJ - AO(TKaj))2lTK,je[tO_hlrn7t0+h2Tn])
c—1<h;<ci=1,2 7 (h2 + h1)
— o*(t0)g(to)| + op(1).

The first term above can be handled similarly as in the proof in Theorem [6]
which converges to 0 in probability. For the second term, by independence
of N and (K, T), the second term equals

K
P( Zj:l o? (TKJ)1TK,jE[t0—h1Tn7t0+h2Tn})
Tn(hg + hl)

Efeee (o2(t)gr (1) — 0*(to)gr i (t0)) dt‘

P(IK = to—hirn
2 PU =k ralia + 1)

i=1

sup
c1<h;<c,i=1,2

— o*(to)g(to)

= sup
c1<h;<c,i=1,2

<

sup sup 02(t)gkj (t) — o (o) gr.j(to)| — 0,
1<j<k,k>1t€[to—crn,to+ecrn]

ik P(K = k)
k=1

where we used [WZ00, condition (E5)] to complete the proof. O
B.4. Proof of Theorems [8 and [9l

Proof of Theorems[8§ and[9 We first prove Theorem [§

(1) By definition, wy|Sy0.1]"? = {nw?fl/a}l/2 +0(l) = 14 0o(1) and

|Sn.hy hal/1Sn.01] = h1 + ha + o(1) uniformly in (hy, he) € [1/c,c]? for every
¢ > 1. Thus, by the Donsker-Prokhorov invariance principle (or one may
use [vdVWO96, Theorem 2.11.9]), the second and third lines of (3.7)) imply

Y; — Oo(x;)
Z wn’Sn,O,ﬂ 0(330) G(hla h2)

iesn,hl,hQ

in (hi,hs) € [1/c,c]? for every ¢ > 1. Here G(hi,he) = B(—hq) — B(ho)
for a standard two-sided Brownian motion B starting from 0, is defined in
Theorem |§| with d = 1. This functional CLT and the first line of yield
part (i) by the proof for i.i.d. errors.

(2) Let u, = 9 — (hlw,l/a/wo)l/ﬁ and v, = xg + (hgwqya/ﬂo)l/ﬁ. As
J2m(x) dz = (1+ o(1)hywy/® and [ 7(x) dz = (1+ o(1))howy/®,

Z 90(1'@) — 90(.%‘0)

wn|S,
€S ho n‘ n7h1,h2‘
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S 9%88o(wo) (z — xo)ProBlr — x| da N op (1) (v, — uy)@+D8

(@B)lon ™ (hy + ha) wn T
Woaaﬁgo(xo) (’Un — xo)(aJrl)ﬁ — (iL'o — un)(aJrl),B
- | 1+1 +op(1)
(aB) (e +1) wn TV (hy + hy)
ht21+1 _ htlx—l-l
= —_- = 1
go(zo) i + Iy +op(1)

with go(z0) = 0P8y (w0)/{(aB)!(a+1)7§'}. This gives the first line of (3.7).
For the exponential family, o2(x) = 1/p/(6p(x)) is continuous in p(x) so
that the continuity of fy(-) implies the second line of (3.7)). As the variance of
f(y;0) is finite at @ = 0,(0) and @ = Oy(1), {(Yi —0o(x;))?,1 <i <n},n > 1,
are uniformly integrable, so that the Lindeberg condition also holds.
Theorem [J] can be proved along similar lines as in the proof of Theorem
Bl Details are omitted. O
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