
ar
X

iv
:m

at
h/

05
04

51
5v

1 
 [

m
at

h.
ST

] 
 2

5 
A

pr
 2

00
5

T he A nnals of Statistics

2005, V ol.33, N o.1, 414{436

D O I:10.1214/009053604000000904

c Institute of M athem atical Statistics,2005

G EN ERALIZED BOOTSTRAP FOR ESTIM ATIN G EQUATION S

By Snigdhansu C hatterjee and A rup Bose

University ofM innesota and Indian StatisticalInstitute,Kolkata

W e introduce a generalized bootstrap technique for estim ators

obtained by solving estim ating equations.Som e specialcasesofthis

generalized bootstrap aretheclassicalbootstrap ofEfron,thedelete-

d jackknife and variationsofthe Bayesian bootstrap.The use ofthe

proposed techniqueisdiscussed in som eexam ples.D istributionalcon-

sistency ofthe m ethod isestablished and an asym ptotic representa-

tion ofthe resam pling variance estim atorisobtained.

1. Introduction. O ne ofthe m ostpopularwaysofobtaining estim ators

forparam etersin statisticsisby solving \estim ating equations." Exam ples

are abundantin the contexts ofquasi-likelihood m ethods,tim e series,bio-

statistics, stochastic processes,spatial statistics, robust inference,survey

sam plingand otherareas.G odam be(1991)and Basawa,G odam beand Tay-

lor(1997)contain extensivediscussionson estim ating equations.In thispa-

perwe introducea generalized bootstrap technique forestim atorsobtained

by solving estim ating equations.

W e use the following fram ework:Suppose f�ni(Zni;�); 1� i� n; n �

1g is a triangular sequence offunctions taking values in R
p,fZnig being

a sequence ofobservable random variables and � 2 B � R
p.Assum e that

E �ni(Zni;�0)= 0,1� i� n;n � 1forsom eunique�0 2 B.The\param eter"

�0 isunknown,and itsestim ator �̂n isobtained by solving (often uniquely)

the estim ating equations

nX

i= 1

�ni(Zni;�)= 0:(1.1)

Typically,f�ni(Zni;�0)g form a triangulararray ofm artingale di�erences.
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2 S.CHATTERJEE AND A.BO SE

Them ajorobjectiveofthispaperisto estim atethesam plingdistribution

and the asym ptotic variance of �̂n by a new approach to resam pling.W e

de�neourresam pling estim ator �̂B asthesolution of

nX

i= 1

wni�ni(Zni;�)= 0;(1.2)

where fwni;1� i� n;n � 1g is a triangular sequence ofrandom variables,

independentoffZnig.These are the \bootstrap weights." Note thatessen-

tially thesam ealgorithm com putes �̂n and theM onteCarlo sam plesof�̂B .

Thism akesthe proposed bootstrap software friendly.

Thenorm alequations
P
xni(yni� x

T
ni�)= 0 fortheleastsquaresestim a-

tor(LSE)in linearregression isaspecialcaseof(1.1).W ith (wn1;:::;wnn)�

M ultinom ial(n;1=n;:::;1=n) we get the paired bootstrap (PB) estim ator

from (1.2).O therchoicesofwni’syield thedelete-d jackknives,theBayesian

bootstrap,them -out-of-n bootstrap and variationsofthese.Hencewerefer

to resam pling by (1.2) as the generalized bootstrap (G BS).O rigins ofthe

conceptofresam pling equationsm ay be traced back to Freedm an and Pe-

ters(1984)and Rao and Zhao (1992),where the bootstrap wascarried out

using equations,asdistinguished from resam pling observationsorresiduals.

Note thatthe G BS technique isdi�erentfrom the bootstrapssuggested by

Lele (1991)and Hu and K albeisch (2000)forestim ating equations.

In Section 2.1 westate theconditionson G BS weights.In Section 2.2 we

briey discusssom e exam plesofG BS schem es.Sinceevery choice ofdistri-

butionsofthebootstrap weightscorrespondsto a di�erentG BS technique,

itisofinterestto com pare theirrelative perform ances.A theoreticalcom -

parison ofdi�erent G BS techniques is under study,and som e prelim inary

resultsm ay befound in Boseand Chatterjee(2002).Section 2.3 containsex-

am plestoillustratetheim plem entation ofG BS.Thestandard G BS schem es,

obtained by taking i.i.d.orm ultinom ialweights,appearto perform com pet-

itively in a variety ofproblem s,although there is som e m odeland sam ple

size dependentperform ancevariation.

In Section 3.1 weassum ep= 1 and establish asym ptoticlinearizationsof

�̂n and �̂B .The distributionalconsistency ofthe G BS follows easily from

these.In Section 3.3weconsiderm odelswith increasingdim ension by letting

p! 1 asn ! 1 and establish sim ilarresults.

Forthedistribution oflinearregression M -estim ators,ourresultsin this

paperim ply that the G BS is consistent even when regressors are random ,

errorsareheteroscedasticorparam eterdim ension isincreasing with sam ple

size.Thism ay be com pared with Lahiri(1992),where a nonnaive residual

bootstrap (RB)wasfound to besecond-orderaccurate when covariatesare

nonrandom ,errors are i.i.d.and the param eter dim ension is �xed.W hile

�rst-order consistency ofG BS is achieved under relaxed assum ptions,the
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G BS issecond-orderaccurate only aftera com plicated biascorrection and

Studentization.

In Section 3.2fordim ension p= 1,weobtain an asym ptoticrepresentation

fortheG BS varianceestim ator,sim ilarto thework ofLiu and Singh (1992)

and Hu (2001).O urresultim pliesthatfortheasym ptoticvarianceoflinear

regression M -estim ators the G BS is consistent even when the errors are

heteroscedastic,and yet can have greater asym ptotic e�ciency than som e

resam pling schem esthatareconsistentonly underhom oscedasticity.

Thetechnicalfram ework used here isforestim ating equationssim ilarto

M -estim ation problem s.However,the underlying principle ofG BS m ay be

applicable to a m uch widerclassofstatisticalproblem s.

2. G BS weights:conditions and exam ples. In this section we spellout

the technicalconditions needed on the G BS weights and give exam ples of

classesofweightswhich satisfy these conditions.W e also illustrate the im -

plem entation ofG BS through a few exam ples.

2.1. Conditions on bootstrap weights. Let fwni; 1� i� n; n � 1g be a

triangulararray ofnonnegative random variablessuch thatforeach n,the

weightswn1;:::;wnn areexchangeable.Theseareto beused asweightsand

we drop the su� x n from the notation. P B and E B,respectively,denote

bootstrap probability and expectation conditionalon thedata.Let

V (wi)= �
2
n; W i= (wi� 1)=�n;

cijk� � �= E (W i
aW

j

b
W

k
c � � � ) and an =

"

sup
kck= 1

nX

i= 1

E (cT�ni)
2

#1=2

:

In the conditions below,p is the dim ension ofthe param eter space,which

isallowed to tend to in�nity with data size n in Section 3.3.

The�rstsetofconditionsisfairly universaland issatis�ed by allknown

exam plesofbootstrap weights.

BW (Basic conditions):

E wi= 1;(2.1)

0< �
2
n = o(m in(a2np

� 1
;n));(2.2)

c11 = O (n� 1):(2.3)

Schem es like the classical bootstrap and the delete-d jackknife satisfy
P n

i= 1wni= Cn forsom enonrandom sequencefCng.Thisim pliesthatc11 =

� 1=(n � 1)and thus(2.3)issatis�ed.

Additionalassum ptionsrequired fordistributionalconsistency are:



4 S.CHATTERJEE AND A.BO SE

CLTW (ConditionsforG BS CLT):

c22 ! 1; c4 < 1 :(2.4)

For variance estim ation,we need the basic conditions,(2.5),(2.6) and

eitherpart(a)orpart(b)of(2.7)stated below.

LetC + � (0;1 )bea com pactset,and letW betheseton which atleast

m 0 ofthe weightsaregreaterthan som e �xed constantk2 > 0.

VW (ConditionsforG BS variance):

P B[W ]= 1� O P (n
� 1);(2.5)

ci1i2� � � ik
= O (n� k+ 1�n

� 1) 8i1;i2;:::;ik satisfying

kX

j= 1

ij= 3;(2.6)

(a)�2n 2 C
+ ; ci1� � � ik

= O (m in(n� k+ 2;1))8i1;:::;ik with

kX

j= 1

ij= 4;

(b)�2n ! 0; ci1� � � ik
= O (n� k+ 2)8i1;:::;ik with

kX

j= 1

ij= 4:

(2.7)

In (2.6)and (2.7)theij’sarepositiveintegers.In thefollowing wereferto

conditions(2.5),(2.6)and (2.7)(a)asVW (a)and to conditions(2.5),(2.6)

and (2.7)(b)asVW (b).

2.2. Exam ples ofGBS weights. W e now list som e com m on resam pling

techniquesthatare specialcasesofG BS.

(a) Suppose w n = (wn1;:::;wnn)� M ultinom ial(n;1=n;:::;1=n).These

weights can be interpreted as sim ple random sam pling with replacem ent

ofthe functionals to m inim ize and essentially correspond to the classical

bootstrap ofEfron (1979).Apartfrom BW ,theseweightsalso satisfy CLTW

and VW (a).

Suppose instead that we select m data points out ofn where typically

m ! 1 and m =n ! 0.Iftheselection iswith replacem ent,theweightsarean

appropriately rescaled random sam ple from M ultinom ial(m ;1=n;:::;1=n).

This schem e is usually called the m -out-of-n bootstrap.Ifthe selection is

withoutreplacem ent,the schem e can be identi�ed with the delete-(n � m )

jackknife.Foreithersituation,BW and CLTW hold.

See Pr�stgaard and W ellner(1993)forothervariationsand adaptations

oftheclassicalbootstrap.

(b) The Bayesian bootstrap [Rubin (1981)]and itsvariations[see Zheng

and Tu (1988)and Lo (1991)]essentially use w n � Dirichlet(�;:::;�).The
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weighted likelihood bootstrap ofNewton and Raftery (1994)isalso a varia-

tion,where �ni(� ) has a log-likelihood interpretation.The conditions BW ,

CLTW and VW (a)are satis�ed.

(c) The jackknives are specially geared towards estim ation ofbias and

variance.Suppose �n isan estim ator based on n observationsand we wish

to estim ate itsvariance.

In itssim plestform ,thedelete-1jackknifeestim atorisobtained asfollows:

Drop the ith observation and recom pute the estim ator, say �n;i,on the

basis ofthe rem aining n � 1 observations.Then the jackknife estim ator of

the variance is v = (n � 1)n� 1
P n

i= 1(�n;i� �n)
2.To visualize the delete-1

jackknifeascom ing from a sequenceofrandom weights,considerallvectors

�i,1� i� n,oflength n wheretheith coordinateof�iiszeroand therestare

1.LetP (w n = n(n� 1)� 1�i)= 1=n for1� i� n.Theaboveestim atoristhen

obtained afterappropriateaveraging overthisuniform weightdistribution.

Thedelete-d jackknife deletesd observationsata tim e and hasa sim ilar

interpretation.Ifn� d! 1 ,then BW holds.Ifd=n ! c2 (0;1),then CLTW

and VW (a)hold.Ifd=n ! 0,then VW (b)holds.

The downweight-d jackknife is a variation ofthe above.For 1� d � n

considerthe n-dim ensionalvectors �n :i1;i2;:::;id where the jth coordinate of

�n :i1;:::;id isd=n ifj isone ofi1;:::;id,else itis(n + d)=n.The resam pling

weightsvectorisa random sam ple from the setof�.Theasym ptotic prop-

ertiesoftheseweightsaresim ilarto thedelete-d jackknives.However,since

no observation isassigned a weightzero,m odelassum ptionslike (3.16)are

notneeded.

2.3. Exam pleson im plem entation ofGBS in som e m odels. W e consider

three exam ples in thissection.Im portantnon-G BS techniquessuch asthe

RB and thewild bootstrap (W B)are also included forcom parison.

Example 2.1. Heteroscedastictim eseries:Considerthefollowingm odel:

X t= �X t� 1 + et,t= 1;:::;n,where X 0 � 0,and fetg isa sequence ofinde-

pendent,norm al,m ean-zero random variableswith E e2t = �21 iftisodd and

E e2t = �22 iftiseven.Supposethattheunknown � isestim ated by theLSE

�̂ =
P
X tX t� 1=

P
X 2
t� 1.LetVn = E (

p
n(�̂� �))2 bethequantity ofinterest

to be estim ated using resam pling techniques.In general�,�21 and �22 are

unknown.Forsim ulation purposeswelet� = 0:2,�21 = 1 and �22 = 100.

W e study the wild bootstrap (W B) [W u (1986) and M am m en (1992)],

G BS(1) with M ultinom ial(n;1=n;:::;1=n) weights and G BS(2) with i.i.d.

Uniform (0:5;1:5) weights.For sim plicity,we use i.i.d.N (0;1) weights for

the W B in allexam ples in this section.W e used 10,000 sim ulations and

bootstrap sam ple size of1000 on each ofthefourresam pling techniques.

In Table 1 the �rst colum n indicates the sam ple size.The value ofVn
depends on n,but is approxim ately 0:11 for allthree n values reported.
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Table 1

M ean (and variance)ofestim ates ofVn from heteroscedastic AR(1)

process (see Exam ple 2.1)for residualbootstrap (RB),wild bootstrap

(W B),G BS with m ultinom ialweights [G BS(1)],G BS with

Uniform (0:5;1:5) weights [G BS(2)]over 10;000 sim ulation runs

n RB W B G BS(1) G BS(2)

15 0.891 (0.013) 0.151 (0.008) 0.555 (0.466) 0.126 (0.007)

30 0.904 (0.006) 0.146 (0.007) 0.229 (0.021) 0.131 (0.005)

50 0.928 (0.004) 0.124 (0.002) 0.161 (0.005) 0.121 (0.002)

The � rstcolum n denotesthe sam ple size.Resam ple size is1000.

The second colum n has the average over k ofV k
R B,the residualbootstrap

estim ate ofthe variance of �̂ for the kth sim ulation run.The variance of

V k
R B isgiven in parentheses.The�guresin colum nsthreeto �vehavesim ilar

interpretation forW B,G BS(1)and G BS(2).

From Table 1,it can be seen that RB,as expected,fails since it is not

adapted forheteroscedasticity.G BS(1)isbetter,butiserraticatlow sam ple

sizes,a factreected in thehigh variancevalueof0:47.W B doesreasonably

well,butisconsistently outperform ed byG BS(2).However,forlargersam ple

sizesthe di�erence between thelatterthree isnom inal.

Example 2.2. Generalized linear m odels:Suppose fYij; j= 1;:::;N ig

areindependentBernoulli(pi(�))random variableswith pi(�)= [1+ exp(ti)]
� 1exp(ti)

and ti= �0 + �1X i fori= 1;:::;n.

W eusef(N i;X i);i= 1;:::;n = 10g from thedata relating to e�ectiveness

ofethylene oxide as a fum igant [M yers,M ontgom ery and Vining (2002),

page 129].Analysis ofthe actually observed Yi=
P N i

j= 1Yij values reported

in those data yieldsm axim um likelihood estim ates � 17:90 for�0 and 6:28

for �1.W e use these values asthe true param eter values and sim ulate the

Yij’saccording to the m odeldescribed above,and obtain estim ates �̂0 and

�̂1 of�0 and �1 by solving thelikelihood equation.

W e study the W B and two G BS techniques in this exam ple.Let N =
P n

i= 1N i.W euse(w1;:::;wN )from M ultinom ial(N ;1=N ;:::;1=N )forG BS(1)

and wi’s i.i.d. Exponential(1) for G BS(3). The W B is based on residu-

als,for which there are severalchoices.In the present exam ple,we de�ne

p̂ij= (Yij+ �)=(1+ 2�)asthe observed proportion ofsuccess.Theconstant

� = 0:001 is used to avoid com putationalpathologies arising from the ob-

served proportionsbeing 0 or1.Let~tij= log(̂pij=(1� p̂ij))bethe\observed

logit," while t̂i= �̂0 + �̂1X i isthe \�tted logit." De�ne rij = ~tij� t̂i asthe

ijth residual,and Y �
ij= t̂i+ Uijrij whereUij’sarei.i.d.N (0;1)random vari-

ables.
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Table 2

O bserved logit,average con�dence intervallength and

coverage percentage from wild bootstrap (W B),G BS

with m ultinom ialweights [G BS(1)]and G BS with

independentexponentialweights [G BS(3)] for each of

the 10 data points from Exam ple 2.2

Case (Logit) W B G BS(1) G BS(3)

1 (2:264) 0:96 (0:1) 1:27 (96:4) 1:25 (96:4)

2 (2:213) 0:94 (0:1) 1:25 (96:4) 1:23 (96:4)

3 (1:791) 0:84 (0:1) 1:07 (96:3) 1:05 (96:4)

4 (1:220) 0:70 (0:1) 0:85 (95:2) 0:83 (95:1)

5 (1:099) 0:67 (0:1) 0:80 (95:2) 0:79 (95:0)

6 (0:321) 0:61 (94:8) 0:66 (92:8) 0:66 (91:9)

7 (� 0:182) 0:69 (99:7) 0:75 (97:0) 0:74 (97:2)

8 (� 0:567) 0:76 (57:1) 0:83 (95:8) 0:83 (95:8)

9 (� 1:020) 0:85 (9:6) 0:97 (94:8) 0:96 (94:9)

10 (� 2:956) 1:33 (0:3) 1:79 (95:2) 1:76 (94:7)

The nom inalcoverage is95% .Resam ple size is1000.

For each \true logit" ti= � 17:90+ 6:28X i,i= 1;:::;n,we obtain per-

centile based 95% con�dence intervalsusing the three resam pling schem es.

Resam pling sizetaken isB = 1000.Thisexerciseisrepeated I= 1000 tim es,

and in Table2wereporttheaveragecon�denceintervallength and coverage

percentageoverthese1000replicationsoftheexperim ent.TheW B perform s

poorly in this exam ple,since rij depend on � and carry little inform ation

on the variability ofthe data.The G BS techniques perform excellently in

com parison.

Note that the likelihood is a function of the su�cient statistics Y i=P N i

j= 1Yij,and som etim es only the Yi’s,and not the individualYij’s,are

available data.There we m ay use (Yi+ �)=(Ni+ 2�) asthe \observed pro-

portion of success" associated with the ith covariate. This im proves the

perform anceoftheW B ifN i’sare large,and ifYi’sarenotclose to zero or

N i.However,in m any problem sN i> 1 m ay notbean available option.

Example 2.3. Nonlinearregression:W econsidertheisom erization data

from Huet,Bouvier,G ruetand Jolivet[(1996),page 11].The reaction rate

ofthe catalytic isom erization ofn-pentane to isopentane depends on par-

tialpressure at various stages.The m odelfor the ith reaction rate yi is

yi= f(X i;�)+ ei,where f(X i;�)=
�1�3(Pi� Ii=1:632)

1+ �2H i+ �3Pi+ �4Ii
and X i= (H i;Pi;Ii)

T

arethecorrespondingpartialpressurevalues.Theei’sarei.i.d.random vari-

ables.Theparam eter� = (�1;�2;�3;�4)
T isestim ated by m inim izing	 n(�)=

P n
i= 1(yi� f(X i;�))

2 with theresultingestim ate �̂ = (35:9193;0:0708583;0:0377385;0:167166)T .
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Fig.1. Plots ofG BS with m ultinom ialweights [G BS(1)](solid line) and residualboot-

strap (RB) (broken line) densities for the four param eters in Exam ple 2.3.Ploticorre-

sponds to �i,i= 1;2;3;4.Resam ple size is 1000.

The analysis in Huet,Bouvier,G ruet and Jolivet (1996) includes an RB

using Studentized quantities for each �i,and the resulting 95% equal-tail

con�dence intervaldoesnotincludezero forany ofthe �i’s.

W estudytheRB,W B,G BS(1)and G BS(3)here.Notethat(w1;:::;wn)�

M ultinom ial(n;1=n;:::;1=n)forG BS(1)andthewi’sarei.i.d.Exponential(1)
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forG BS(3).Figure1representsthedensity histogram sfrom RB and G BS(1)

overlaid on each other.Noticethatforeach �itheresam pling densitieshave

two prom inent m odes,one near the estim ate �̂ and the other near �� =

(33:343956;� 1:84281206;� 1:0338937;� 4:31406116)T .Notethat	 n(�
�)= 3:26,

a value quite close to 	 n(̂�)= 3:23.The resultsfrom G BS(3)are sim ilarto

those ofG BS(1),whilein W B the peak at�� isslightly lessprom inent.

The estim ates �̂ and �� represent two substantially di�erent chem ical

processes.This being realdata,it is not known if �̂ or �� is closer to �.

However,thepresenceof�� isnotrevealed in theanalysisofHuetetal.The

bim odalcurvesin Figure1 suggestthatconvex con�denceintervalsm ake a

bad sum m arization in the presentproblem .A lesssensitive bootstrap such

as G BS m ay thusbe usefulin revealing featuresin data thattheoretically

superiorbutsensitive resam pling techniquesm ay m iss.

3. M ain results. In Section 3.1 we assum e p= 1 and obtain asym ptotic

representationsof�̂n and �̂B in Theorem s3.1 and 3.2.Thisestablishesthe

consistency ofthe G BS for estim ating the distribution.In Section 3.3 we

consider generalp,including the case where p! 1 as n ! 1 and obtain

sim ilarresultsin Theorem s 3.4 and 3.5.

In Section 3.2 we focuson the variance estim ation problem .W e assum e

thatthe�ni;1� i� n,areindependentand p= 1.In Theorem 3.3 weestab-

lish an asym ptotic representation ofthe G BS variance estim ator,thereby

generalizing part ofthe work ofLiu and Singh (1992) and Hu (2001).All

proofsareonly sketched and com pletedetailsareavailablefrom theauthors.

W e discuss speci�c m odelconditions in the respective Sections.W e in-

troduce som e ofthe notation here:throughout,k and K ,with or without

su�x,are used asgeneric constants.Two conventionsare used:any condi-

tion stated for a random function is assum ed to hold alm ost surely unless

otherwise stated;and \forall�" always m eansforall� in an open neigh-

borhood of�0.

W rite �ni(Zni;�)= �ni(�)= (�ni(1)(�);:::;�ni(p)(�))
T .Thusthe ath co-

ordinate of�ni is �ni(a),a = 1;:::;p.Let �0ni(�)� �ni(�) and for k � 0,

�(k+ 1)ni(a)(�)=
@

@�
�kni(a)(�).Let �kni(a)= �kni(a)(�0).For each �ni(a)(�),

we assum ethatthe following Taylorseriesexpansion holds:

�ni(a)(� + t)= �ni(a)(�)+ �
T
1ni(a)(�)t+ 2� 1tTH 2ni(a)(�1)t(3.1)

for�1 = � + ctand forsom e 0< c< 1.

3.1. Asym ptoticsand bootstrap forp= 1. W hen p= 1,wesim plify nota-

tion bysuppressingthelastindexand thus:�ni(Zni;�)� �ni(1)(�),�0ni(�)�

�ni(�),�(k+ 1)ni(�)=
@

@�
�kni(�)and �kni= �kni(�0).W ethen write(3.1)as
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�ni(� + t)= �ni(�)+ �1ni(�)t+ 2� 1�2ni(�1)t
2 for�1 = � + ctand forsom e

0< c< 1.

Let


2
1n = a

� 2
n

nX

i= 1

E �1ni; Snj=

jX

i= 1

�ni:

Assum ethatan = [
P n

i= 1E �
2
ni]

1=2 ! 1 .

Assum ptions for Section 3.1. Assum e that for every n,there is a se-

quenceof�-�eldsF n1 � � � � Fnn,such thatfSnj;Fnj;1� j� ng isa m artin-

gale.Further,with �n = m ax(�2n;1),

E �ni= 0 forall1� i� n; n � 1;(3.2)

0< k2 < 1n;(3.3)

E

hX

(�1ni� E �1ni)
i2
= o(a4n�

� 1
n ):(3.4)

Thereexist�0 > 0 and M 2ni such that

sup
j�� �0j< �0

j�2ni(�)j� M 2ni and E

 
nX

i= 1

M 2ni

! 2

= o(a6n�
� 1
n ):(3.5)

Thetriangularsequence X ni= (
P n

i= 1E �
2
ni)

� 1=2�ni satis�es

nX

i= 1

X
2
ni

p
! 1; E

�

m ax
i

jX nij

�

! 0:(3.6)

T heorem 3.1. Under (3.2){(3.5)there exists a sequence f�̂ng ofsolu-

tions of (1.1)such that

an(�̂n � �0)= O P (1);(3.7)

an1n(�̂n � �0)= � a� 1n

nX

i= 1

�ni+ rn;(3.8)

where rn = oP (1). In addition, if (3.6) holds, then [
P n

i= 1E �1ni]
1=2(�̂n �

�0)
D
) N (0;1).

Before we give the proof,we note thatin generala sequence ofsolutions

need notbem easurable.See,forexam ple,Ferguson (1996).However,there

are enough assum ptions in our m odelto guarantee this m easurability.W e

om itthese argum entshereand also forthe subsequentresults.
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Proof of T heorem 3.1. Fix any "> 0.By Chebyshev’s inequality

and (3.2),thereexistsa K > 0 such that

Prob

"�
�
�
�
�
a
� 1
n

nX

i= 1

�ni

�
�
�
�
�
> K

#

< "=2:(3.9)

De�ne Sn(t)= a� 1n
P n

i= 1[�ni(�0 + a� 1n t)� �ni(�0)]� 1nt.Using a Taylor

seriesexpansion of�ni(� )about�0 and (3.4){(3.5),wecan show that,given

any constantC > 0,foralllarge n,

E

�

sup
jtj� C

jSn(t)j

�2

= o(1):(3.10)

Now note that

inf
jtj= C

(

a
� 1
n t

nX

i= 1

�ni(�0 + a
� 1
n t)

)

(3.11)

� � C sup
jtj= C

jSn(t)j+ C
2
1n � C a

� 1

�
�
�
�
�

nX

i= 1

�ni

�
�
�
�
�
:

From (3.9){(3.11)we have,choosing C large enough,

Prob

"

inf
jtj= C

(

a
� 1
n t

nX

i= 1

�ni(�0 + a
� 1
n t)

)

> 0

#

� Prob

"

a
� 1
n

�
�
�
�
�

nX

i= 1

�ni

�
�
�
�
�
+ sup

jtj= C

jSn(t)j� C 1n

#

= 1� Prob

"

a
� 1
n

�
�
�
�
�

nX

i= 1

�ni

�
�
�
�
�
+ sup

jtj= C

jSn(t)j> C 1n

#

� 1� Prob

"

a
� 1
n

�
�
�
�
�

nX

i= 1

�ni

�
�
�
�
�
> C k2=4

#

� Prob

�

sup
jtj= C

jSn(t)j> C k2=4

�

� 1� " foralln su�ciently large.

By thecontinuity of
P

n
i= 1�ni(�)in �,thism eansthat,for�xed "> 0 for

alln su�ciently large,thereexistsa C such that

nX

i= 1

�ni(�0 + a
� 1
n t)= 0 hasa roott= Tn in jtj� C with probability > 1� ".

De�ning �̂n = �0 + a� 1n Tn when such Tn exists and as an arbitrary zero of
P

n
i= 1�ni(�)= 0otherwise,wegetasolution to(1.1)which satis�es,for�xed

"> 0,Prob[anĵ�n � �0j� C ]� 1� "foralln largeenough.Thisshows(3.7).
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Now with this C �xed,by argum entssim ilar to those of(3.10),we obtain

thatan1n(�̂n � �0)= � a� 1n
P n

i= 1�ni+ rn,where rn = oP (1).

Thedependenceof�̂n on thechoiceof"m ay betaken careofasdescribed

in Sering [(1980),page 148].Briey,thisisasfollows:

Since �̂n � �̂n;"(!)
p
! �0 there is a subsequence along which the conver-

gence is with probability 1,and we m ay restrict attention to this subse-

quence only.Thusin ourde�nition of �̂n;"(!) above,for every "> 0 there

isan N " such thatforalln > N ",! belongsto a probability-1 set
".Then

on the probability-1 set
0 =
T

k� 1
1=k,withoutlossofgenerality we have

a nondecreasing sequence ofintegers N 1(!)� N 1=2(!)� � � � � N1=k(!):::.

Forn 2 [N 1=k(!);N 1=(k+ 1)(!)),wede�ne �̂n = �̂n;1=k(!)and let �̂n = 0 oth-

erwise.Then the new sequence f�̂ng hasallthe desired properties.

Further,assum ption (3.6)ensuresthat
P

iX ni= a� 1n s� 1n
P

i�ni
D
) N (0;1)

by Theorem 5.4.2 ofBorovskikh and K orolyuk (1997). �

Henceforth we work with thatsequence ofsolutionsf�̂ng which satis�es

Theorem 3.1.

The bootstrap estim ator isobtained by solving (1.2).The nexttheorem

ison itsasym ptotic representation and consistency.Let

Fn(x)= P

""
nX

i= 1

E �1ni

#1=2

(�̂n � �0)� x

#

;

FB n(x)= P B

"

�n
� 1

 
nX

i= 1

�1ni(�̂n)

! 1=2

(�̂B � �̂n)� x

#

:

T heorem 3.2. Assum e (3.2){(3.5)and thatthebootstrap weightssatisfy

BW .Then there existsa sequence f�̂B g ofsolutions of (1.2) such that

�
� 1
n

"
nX

i= 1

�1ni(�̂n)

#1=2

(�̂B � �̂n)= � a� 1n

nX

i= 1

W i�ni(�̂n)�ni+ rnB ;(3.12)

where P B(jrnB j> ")= oP (1)for any "> 0.Ifin addition (3.6)and CLTW

hold,then

sup
x

jFB n(x)� Fn(x)j! 0 in probability:(3.13)

Proof. The technique used in proving (3.12)issim ilarto the proofof

(3.7)and (3.8),and we om itsom e ofthedetailshere.

De�nê1n = a� 2n
P

n
i= 1�1ni(�̂n)and SnB (t)= a� 1n

P
n
i= 1wi[�ni(�̂n+ a

� 1
n t)�

�ni(�̂n)]� ̂1nt.By argum entssim ilarto those in the proofofTheorem 3.1



G ENERALIZED BO O TSTRAP 13

we have

P B

"

inf
jtj= C �n

(

a
� 1
n t

nX

i= 1

wi�ni(�̂n + a
� 1
n t)

)

> 0

#

� 1� P B

"�
�
�
�
�
a
� 1
n

nX

i= 1

wi�ni(�̂n)

�
�
�
�
�
> C ̂1n�n=2

#

� P B

�

inf
jtj= C �n

jSnB (t)j> C ̂1n�n=2

�

= 1� U1C � U2C say.

Forgiven "> 0 and � > 0,onecan �x C large enough such thatforalln

su�ciently large,we have Prob[U iC > "=2]< �=2;i= 1;2.

Then with som e algebra itcan be established that supjtj� C �n jSnB (t)j=

�nrnB , where P B(jrnBj> ")= oP (1) for any "> 0; then it follows that

̂1n�
� 1
n an(�̂B � �̂n)= � a� 1n

P
n
i= 1W i�ni(�̂n)+ rnB.Thiscom pletestheproof

ofthe �rstpart.The second partfollowsfrom Theorem 3.1,the �rstpart,

and Lem m a 4.6 ofPr�stgaard and W ellner(1993).W eom itthedetails. �

3.2. Asym ptoticsofthe bootstrap variance estim ator. Theestim ation of

theasym ptoticvarianceof�̂n isan im portantpracticalproblem .In general,

distributionalconvergence and variance estim ation are di�erent problem s.

For exam ple,the delete-d jackknife (d=n ! 0) is not distributionally con-

sistentbutisvariance consistentforthe i.i.d.sam ple m ean.In thissection

we establish consistency ofthe G BS variance estim ator via an asym ptotic

representation.

Assum ptionsforSection 3.2. W eassum ethattheparam eterisrealval-

ued (p= 1),and thatthe f�nig are independent.Also assum ethat

�ni(� + t)= �ni(�)+ �1ni(�)t+ 2� 1�2ni(�)t
2 + R ni(t;�)t

2
;(3.14)

where jR ni(t;�)j< kjtj� foreach � forsom e 0< � � 1.

Assum ethatwith L = 8(1+ �):

nX

i= 1

E j�nij
L +

nX

i= 1

E j�1nij
L +

nX

i= 1

E j�2nij
L = O (n):(3.15)

Suppose m 0 is a speci�ed integer, related to assum ption (2.5) on the

bootstrap weights.For any integer m in fm 0;:::;ng consider the subset

Im = fi1;i2;:::;im g off1;2;:::;ng.W e assum e

m
� 1

X

i2Im

�1ni(�)> k1 > 0(3.16)
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forevery such choice ofsubsetIm ofsize m from f1;2;:::;ng,forevery m

in [m 0;n]and � satisfying k� � �0k< � fora � > 0.

Resam pling schem es like the PB and the delete-d jackknives e�ectively

selectsubsetsofthedata in theresam ple,and them odelassum ption (3.16)

isrequired to hold on thesesubsetsto m ake such resam pling schem esfeasi-

ble.See W u (1986)and itsdiscussion form ore detailson this.Assum ption

(3.16)helpsin showing thatunderappropriateconditionstheprobability of

a \bad" subsetselection by the bootstrap orjackknife m echanism issm all;

seeProposition 3.1 (proofom itted).Som ebootstrap clonem ethodsand the

downweight-d jackknives do not require assum ption (3.16).The assum p-

tionsabove arenotthem ostgeneralforconsistency.However,thestronger

assum ptionsallow form ore transparentcom putations.

Proposition 3.1. Assum e the �ni are independent satisfying (3.14)

with (3.2){(3.5),(3.15) and (3.16).Assum e �̂n is a solution to (1.1) from

Theorem 3.1.LetA be the seton which m � 1
P

i2Im
�1ni(�̂n)> k1=2> 0 for

every such choice ofsubsetIm ofsize m from f1;2;:::;ng and forevery m

in [m 0;n].Then Prob[A ]> 1� O (n� 2).

Forthissection wede�neourbootstrap estim ator �̂B tobethesolution to

(1.2)on thesetA \W ,and �̂n otherwise.Thisistofacilitatevariancecom pu-

tations,and them inoralteration in thede�nition isofnegligibleconsequence

in theasym ptotics.ThesetA isde�ned in Proposition 3.1,and W isde�ned

in Section 2.TheG BS varianceestim ateisV G BS = �n
� 2
E B(�̂B � �̂n)

2.Note

thattheasym ptoticvarianceofn1=2g1n(�̂n � �0)
2 isvn = n� 1

P
n
i= 1E �

2
ni.In

the statem ent of the next theorem we have used �,�1,�2,respectively,

for�ni,�1ni,�2ni.The sum srange from 1 to n.Also letg1n = n� 1
P
E �1,

g2n = n� 1
P
E �2.

T heorem 3.3. Assum e the �ni are independentsatisfying (3.14) with

(3.2){(3.5),(3.15)and (3.16).Assum e �̂n is a solution to (1.1) from The-

orem 3.1.Suppose the weights satisfy BW and either VW (a) or VW (b).

Then

ng
2
1n(V G BS � vn)

= n
� 1

X

(�2 � E �
2)�

2

n2g1n

X

�
X

��1

(3.17)
�

2

n2g1n

X

�
2
X

(�1 � E �1)

+
2

n3g21n

X

�
X

�
2
X

�2 + O P (n
� 1):
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The term s on the right-hand side of(3.17) are O P (n
� 1=2),so Theorem

3.3 showsin particularthatthe resam pling variance ofn1=2�n
� 1(�̂B � �̂n)

isconsistentfortheasym ptotic variance ofn1=2(�̂n � �).

R emark 1. Theaboveasym ptoticrepresentation isactually thatofthe

m ean squared error.However,the bias is ofa negligible order com pared

to the variance,and thusthe sam e representation holdsforthe asym ptotic

variance.

R emark 2. For the least squares estim ator in linear regression,�1 is

a constant and consequently �2 is zero. There,using expansions for re-

sam pling variances,Liu and Singh (1992) classi�ed resam pling techniques

in two groups:som e are consistent even iferrors are heteroscedastic,thus

they are \robust" (R -class);others work only under hom oscedasticity but

havegreater\e�ciency" (E -class)than R -classtechniques.Later,Boseand

K ushary (1996)and Hu (2001)showed thatthe above classi�cation breaks

down ifsom eotherM -estim atorsareused.

Representation (3.17)isthe sam e [up to O P (n
� 1) term s]as the R -class

representation obtained forthe PB forLSE in Liu and Singh [(1992),The-

orem 2(ii)]and forgeneralregression M -estim atorsin Hu [(2001),Theorem

2.2(ii)].Note,however,representation (3.17)holdsfora m uch broaderclass

ofproblem sthan regression M -estim ators.

By com putations sim ilar to those in Hu (2001),it can be shown that

forparticularchoicesof (� )theG BS can besim ultaneously robustagainst

heteroscedasticity oferrorsaswellasm oree�cientthan E -classtechniques.

Proof of T heorem 3.3. W e om itsom e ofthe details ofthe algebra

involved in thisproof.They are sim ilarto those ofTheorem s3.1 and 3.2.

Letusconcentrateon thesetA \ W only,sincethecontribution from the

com plem entofthissetisnegligible.De�ne

UnB (t)= �n
� 1
n
� 1=2

nX

i= 1

wi[�ni(�̂n + �nn
� 1=2

t)� �ni(�̂n)]

� n
� 1
t

nX

i= 1

wi�1ni(�̂n)� 2� 1�nn
� 3=2

t
2

nX

i= 1

wi�2ni(�̂n):

W orking along the linesoftheproofofTheorem 3.2,we can show that

E B

�

sup
jtj� C �n

jUnB (t)j

�2

= O P (n
� (1+ �)):
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Now,underA \ W we m ay plug in t= �n
� 1n1=2(�̂B � �̂n) in UnB (t),and

afterquite a lotofalgebra we arrive at

� g1n�n
� 1
n
1=2(�̂B � �̂n)

= n
� 1=2

X

W i�ni� n
� 2
g
� 1
1n

X

�ni

X

W i�1ni

� n
� 2
g
� 1
1n

X

(�1ni� E �1ni)
X

W i�ni

+ n
� 5=2

g
� 2
1n

X

�ni

X

�2ni

X

W i�ni

+ �nn
� 3=2

g
� 1
1n

X

W i�ni

X

W i�1ni

+ 2� 1�nn
� 3=2

g2ng
� 2
1n

�X

W i�ni

�2
+ R nB

= Cn + T1n + T2n + T3n + T4n + T5n + R nB say;

where E BR
2
nB = O P (n

� (1+ �)).

Now itcan beeasily checked thatE BC
2
n = O P (1),and E BT

2
in = O P (n

� 1),

for i= 1;:::;5.In the cross product,by direct com putation E BCnTin =

O P (n
� 1) for i= 4;5,and hence ng21nV G BS = E BC

2
n + 2E BCn(T1n + T2n +

T3n)+ O P (n
� 1).Therestoftheprooffollowsby calculating theabove m o-

m ents. �

3.3. Dim ension asym ptotics. In thissection we generalize the resultsof

Section 3.1 to dim ensionsgreaterthan 1 and also allow dim ension p= pn !

1 asthedata sizen ! 1 .Dim ension asym ptoticshasbeen a m ajoraspect

of the study of resam pling in the fram ework of linear regression [Bickel

and Freedm an (1983) and M am m en (1989,1993)].The classicalresidual-

based bootstrap hasbeen studied fortheLSE [Bickeland Freedm an (1983)]

and for generalM -estim ators [M am m en (1989)]using nonrandom design

m atrices.The random design case and resam pling using PB and W B have

been studied in M am m en (1993).Thissection isan attem ptto explore the

high-dim ensionality aspectin m oregeneralproblem s.

Assum ptions for Section 3.3. The following notation willbe used:kck

is the Euclidean norm ofa vector c,A T is the transpose ofthe m atrix A,

�m ax(A)and �m in(A)are,respectively,the m axim um and m inim um eigen-

value ofA.

Assum ethat

an =

"

sup
kck= 1

nX

i= 1

E (cT�ni)
2

#1=2

! 1 asn ! 1 :
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Let

Snj=

jX

i= 1

�ni and 
2
1n = a

� 2
n

nX

i= 1

E �1ni:

Assum e that for every n there is a sequence of �-�elds F n1 � � � � � Fnn,

such thatfSnj;Fnj;j= 1;:::;ng isa m artingale sequence.Recallthat�n =

m ax(�2n;1).

Assum ethat

E �ni= 0;(3.18)

nX

i= 1

pX

a= 1

E k�1ni(a)� E �1ni(a)k
2
= o(a4n�

� 1
n ):(3.19)

Forthe sym m etric m atrix H 2ni(a) in (3.1),forsom e �0 > 0 there existsa

sym m etric m atrix M 2ni(a) such that

sup
ft:ktk� �0g

H 2ni(a)(�0 + t)< M 2ni(a);(3.20)

nX

i= 1

pX

a= 1

E �
2
m ax(M 2ni(a))= o(a6np

� 1
n
� 1
�
� 1
n ):(3.21)

Let�1ni(�)be the (p� p)m atrix,whose ath row isgiven by �T
1ni(a)

(�),

for a= 1;:::;p.Let �1n(�)= a� 2n
P n

i= 1�1ni(�).Let G 1n = a� 2n
P n

i= 1E �1ni.

Assum e

0< k2 < �m in(G 1n):(3.22)

Let fc= cn 2 R
pn = R

p;kck= 1g be a �xed sequence ofvectors on the

unitballsofp= pn-dim ensionalEuclidean spaces.Let

s
2
n = p

� 2

" 
nX

i= 1

E �1ni

! � 1

c

#T " nX

i= 1

E �ni�
T
ni

#" 
nX

i= 1

E �1ni

! � 1

c

#

;

ŝ
2
n = p

� 2

" 
nX

i= 1

�1ni(�̂n)

! � 1

c

#T " nX

i= 1

�ni(�̂n)�
T
ni(�̂n)

#" 
nX

i= 1

�1ni(�̂n)

! � 1

c

#

;

X ni= � s� 1n

" 
nX

i= 1

E �1ni

! � 1

c

#T

�ni:

Then X ni ism easurable with respectto Fni and satis�es

nX

i= 1

X
2
ni

p
! 1; E

�

m ax
i
jX nij

�

! 0:(3.23)
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T heorem 3.4. Under (3.18){(3.22)there existsa sequence f�̂ng ofso-

lutions of (1.1)such thatifpa� 2n ! 0,then

anp
� 1=2k(�̂n � �0)k= O P (1);(3.24)

anp
� 1=2

G
T
1n(�̂n � �0)= � a� 1n p

� 1=2

nX

i= 1

�ni+ rn;(3.25)

wherekrnk= oP (1).In addition,if (3.23)issatis� ed,then s
� 1
n cT(�̂n � �0)

D
)

N (0;1).

R emark 3. Theconditions(3.18){(3.22)arenearly thesam eascondi-

tions (C.1){(C.3) ofLahiri(1992) except that he requires �nite third m o-

m entsforderiving Edgeworth expansions.Itm ay also benoted thatin m ost

applicationsthe�1ni’sareuniform ly alm ostsurely bounded away from zero.

Thuscondition (3.22)[and (3.3)]iseasily satis�ed.

Proof of T heorem 3.4. W e�rstestablish thatgiven any "> 0,9K >

0 such that Prob[ka� 1n p� 1=2
P n

i= 1�nik > K ]< "=2 using Chebyshev’s in-

equality,(3.18)and that
P n

i= 1E (k�nik
2)= O (a2np).Let

Sn(t)= a
� 1
n p

� 1=2

nX

i= 1

[�ni(�0 + a
� 1
n p

1=2
t)� �ni(�0)]� G

T
1nt;

M 1n =

nX

i;j= 1

pX

a= 1

(�1nia � E �1nia)(�1nja � E �1nja)
T
:

Since p=a2n ! 0,for every �xed t eventually �0 + a� 1n p1=2t lies in the set

f�0 + x:kxk< �0g,and using (3.1)we have that

�

sup
ktk� C

kSn(t)k

�2

� 2a� 4n C
2
�m ax(M 1n)

+ 2� 1a� 6n pC
4

nX

i;j= 1

pX

a= 1

�m ax(M 2ni(a))�m ax(M 2nj(a)):

SinceM 1n isnonnegativede�nite,itsm axim um eigenvaluecan bedom inated

by itstrace;from (3.19){(3.21)itfollowsthatE [supktk� C kSn(t)k]
2 = o(1).

Note that

inf
jtj= C

(

a
� 1
n p

� 1=2
t
T

nX

i= 1

�ni(�0 + a
� 1
n p

1=2
t)

)

� � C sup
jtj= C

kSn(t)k+ C
2
l1n � C a

� 1
n p

� 1=2







nX

i= 1

�ni






;
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where l1n = �m in(2
� 1(G 1n + G T

1n)),which from (3.22) is positive.Then by

choosing C large enough,we have that

Prob

"

inf
jtj= C

(

a
� 1
n p

� 1=2
t
T

nX

i= 1

�ni(�0 + a
� 1
n p

1=2
t)

)

> 0

#

� 1� Prob

"

a
� 1
n p

� 1=2







nX

i= 1

�ni






> C k2=2

#

� Prob

�

sup
jtj= C

kSn(t)k> C k2=2

�

� 1� " foralln su�ciently large.

O n the set where infjtj= C t
T
P

n
i= 1�ni(�0 + a� 1n p1=2t)> 0,it then follows

that
P n

i= 1�ni(�0 + a� 1n p1=2t)= 0 forsom e t2 ft:ktk< C g from continuity

of�ni’s and using Theorem 6.3.4 ofO rtega and Rheinboldt (1970).Now

(3.24) and (3.25)follow with a little algebra.The asym ptotic norm ality is

proved asin Theorem 3.1. �

LetFn(x)= Prob[s� 1n cT(�̂n � �0)� x]and let�(� )be the standard nor-

m aldistribution function.O urm odelconditionsaresu�cientto arguethat

det(�1ni(�̂n))= 0 hasasym ptotically negligibleprobability.In practice,this

case isextrem ely unlikely.Hence de�ne

FB n(x)= P B [̂s
� 1
n �n

� 1
c
T(�̂B � �̂n)� x]I

fdet(�1ni(�̂n ))6= 0g
+ �(x)I

fdet(�1ni(�̂n ))= 0g

asthe bootstrap distribution function estim ator.

Thenexttheorem isan analog ofTheorem 3.2.

T heorem 3.5. Assum e the conditions (3.18){(3.22) and the bootstrap

weightssatisfy BW .There existsa sequence f�̂B g ofsolutionsof(1.2) such

thatifp=a2n ! 0,

�n
� 1
p
� 1=2

nX

i= 1

�1ni(�̂n)(�̂B � �̂n)

(3.26)

= � a� 1n p
� 1=2

nX

i= 1

W i�ni(�̂n)+ rnB 1;

where krnB 1k= oP (1).In addition,if (3.23)holdsand BW and CLTW hold,

then

sup
x

jFB n(x)� Fn(x)j! 0 in probability.(3.27)

A sketch oftheproofofthistheorem isgiven afterRem ark 4.
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R emark 4. Lahiri(1992)hasshown theconsistency (and second-order

accuracy)ofan appropriate residualbootstrap forthe usualM estim ation

m odelwith i.i.d.errors,known design and �xed p.Theorem 3.5 im pliesonly

the �rst-order consistency ofthe G BS and hence in particular ofthe PB,

butfora m uch largerclassofm odels.

In generalG BS isnotsecond-orderaccurate.First,�̂n and �̂B arebiased

for � and �̂n,respectively,and the biases are not negligible in the second

order.Further,as is known from the extensive literature on resam pling,

withoutan appropriate Studentization no resam pling plan can hope to be

second-orderaccurate.W ith appropriatebiascorrection and Studentization,

the G BS can bem adeto besecond-orderaccurate.

De�ne

ĝ
2
n = n

� 1
X

�
2
ni(�̂n) and ĝ

2
nB = n

� 1
X

W
2
i�

2
ni(�̂n):

The following turns out to be the appropriate bias corrected Studentized

statistic:

Tn = ̂1nĝ
� 1
n [n1=2(�̂n � �0)]� 2� 1n� 1=2̂

� 2
1n ĝ

� 1
n ̂2nV G BS;

TnB = ̂1nĝ
� 1
nB
[�n

� 1
n
1=2(�̂B � �̂n)]

+ 2� 1n� 1=2�nĝ
� 1
nB
̂2n[�n

� 1
n
1=2(�̂B � �̂n)]

2
:

Chatterjee (1999) has shown that TnB is second-order accurate for Tn.

However,there isam ple scope forim provem enton the conditionsassum ed

there.

Proof of T heorem 3.5. Letusconcentrate on the setfk�̂n � �0k<

�0=2g,since the com plem ent of this set can be shown to have negligible

contribution.

Therewe have

P B

h

�n
� 1
p
� 1=2

a
� 1
n





X

wi�ni(�̂n)



> K

i

� kK
� 2
p
� 1
a
� 2
n

"
nX

i= 1

k�nik
2 + k�̂n � �0k

2

nX

i= 1

pX

a= 1

k�1niak
2

(3.28)

+ k�̂n � �0k
4

nX

i= 1

pX

a= 1

�
2
m ax(M 2nia)

#

= K
� 2
O P (1):

Thusfor�xed �1;�2 > 0,by choosing K large enough we have

Prob
h

P B

h

�n
� 1
p
� 1=2

a
� 1
n





X

wi�ni(�̂n)



> K

i

> �1

i

< �2:(3.29)
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Let

SnB (t)= �n
� 1
p
� 1=2

a
� 1
n

nX

i= 1

wi[�ni(�̂n + �np
1=2

a
� 1
n t)� �ni(�̂n)]� �T1n(�̂n)t:

O n the setfktk� C g\ fk�̂n � �0k< �0=2g,we have forlarge n

kSnB (t)k
2 � 2�2na

� 4
n C

2
�m ax

 
pX

a= 1

nX

i;j= 1

W iW j�1nia(�̂n)�1nja(�̂n)
T

!

+ �
2
npa

� 6
n C

4

pX

a= 1

 
nX

i= 1

wi�m ax(M 2nia)

! 2

= T1 + T2 say.

W ith som e algebra itcan beshown that
P 2

j= 1P B[Tj> K ]= oP (1),thus

P B

�

sup
ktk� C

kSnB (t)k> 2K

�

�

2X

j= 1

P B[Tj> K ]+ O P (a
� 1
n p

1=2)

(3.30)
= oP (1):

Now observe that

inf
jtj= C

(

�n
� 1
a
� 1
n p

� 1=2
t
T

nX

i= 1

wi�ni(�̂n + �na
� 1
n p

1=2
t)

)

� � C sup
jtj= C

kSnB (t)k+ C
2
l̂1n � C �n

� 1
a
� 1
n p

� 1=2







nX

i= 1

wi�ni(�̂n)






;

where l̂1n = �m in(2
� 1(�1n(�̂n)+ �T1n(�̂n))).Noticethatl̂1n > k2=2with prob-

ability 1� o(1),fortheconstantk2 from (3.22).By choosingC largeenough,

from (3.28),(3.29)and (3.30)we have thaton thesetfk�̂n � �0k< �0=2g,

P B

"

inf
jtj= C

(

�n
� 1
a
� 1
n p

� 1=2
t
T

nX

i= 1

wi�ni(�̂n + �na
� 1
n p

1=2
t)

)

> 0

#

� 1� P B

"

�n
� 1
a
� 1
n p

� 1=2







nX

i= 1

wi�ni






> C k2=2

#

� P B

�

sup
jtj= C

kSnB (t)k> C k2=2

�

:

Thusfor�xed �1;�2 > 0,we have thatforC large enough foralllarge n,

Prob

"

P B

"

inf
jtj= C

(

�n
� 1
a
� 1
n p

� 1=2
t
T
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�

nX

i= 1

wi�ni(�̂n + �na
� 1
n p

1=2
t)

)

> 0

#

< 1� �1

#

� Prob

"

P B

"

�n
� 1
a
� 1
n p

� 1=2







nX

i= 1

wi�ni






> C k2=2

#

> �1=2

#

+ Prob

�

P B

�

sup
jtj= C

kSn(t)k> C k2=2

�

> �1=2

�

+ O (a� 1n p
1=2)

� �2:

O n thesetinfjtj= C f�n
� 1a� 1n p� 1=2tT

P n
i= 1wi�ni(�̂n+ �na

� 1
n p1=2t)g> 0,us-

ing thecontinuity of
P n

i= 1wi�ni(� )and Theorem 6.3.4 ofO rtega and Rhein-

boldt(1970),we have that
P

n
i= 1wi�ni(�̂n + �na

� 1
n p1=2t)= 0 hasa rootTn

in jtj� C .Putting �̂B = �̂n + �na
� 1
n p1=2Tn,wegeta solution to (1.2)which

satis�es,for�xed ";� > 0,Prob[P B[�n
� 1anp

� 1=2k�̂B � �̂nk� C ]< 1� "]< �

foralln large enough.Now notice thatwith thisC �xed,we have actually

shown thatwith t= Tn

�n
� 1
anp

� 1=2�1n(�̂n)(�̂B � �̂n)= � a� 1n p
� 1=2

nX

i= 1

W i�ni(�̂n)+ rnB 1;

where krnB 1k= oP (1).Thisshows(3.26). �
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