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Abstract

Conditionalquantilesprovide a naturaltoolforreporting resultsfrom regression analyses

based on sem iparam etric transform ation m odels. W e considertheirestim ation and construc-

tion ofcon�dence setsin thepresence ofcensoring.
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1 Introduction

O ne-sided transform ation m odelsprovidea populartoolforregression analysisoffailuretim e

data.Thesem odelsassum ethattheconditionaldistribution ofa failuretim eT given a vector

ofcovariatesZ hasdistribution function

F (tjz)= F (�(t);�jz) � a.s. z ; (1)

where�isthem arginaldistribution ofcovariates,�isan unknown increasingfunction m apping

the supportofthem arginaldistribution ofT onto thepositive half-line,and F = fF (x;�jz):

�2 �;x > 0g isa param etricfam ily ofconditionalcdf’ssupported on R + .Them ostcom m on

choice correspondsto the scale regression m odel

F (tjz)= G (�(t)e�
T z) � a.s. z; (2)

where G isa known distribution function. In particular,the proportionalhazard m odelisof

thisform .In thiscaseG representsexponentialdistribution and theunknown transform ation

� istheso-called baseline cum ulative hazard function.Proportionality ofhazardsm eansthat

the conditionaldistribution ofT given Z = z hashazard ratesh(tjz)satisfying

e� �
T z1

e� �
T z2

=
h(tjz2)

h(tjz1)
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forany two distinctcovariate levelsz1 and z2.Thisinterpretation ofparam eters(�;�)islost

in othertransform ation m odelsoftype(2)becausetheshapeofthefunction � dependson the

distribution G .

Itisconvenientto considerquantiles

Q (pjz)= infft:F (tjz)� pg

oftheconditionaldistribution ofT given Z = zasan alternativeparam eter.In transform ation

m odels(2),we have

Q (pjz)= �� 1(e� �
T z
G
� 1(p)) (3)

for allp 2 (0;1) and � alm ost allz. Thus the conditionalquantiles are m onotone in each

coordinate ofthe vector z = (z1;:::;zd). In addition,the direction ofm onotonicity doesnot

depend on p:

sign [
d

dzk
Q (pjz)]= sign (� �k) for k = 1;:::;d :

Invariance ofthe m odelwith respectto the group ofincreasing transform ations im plies also

thatforany p1 6= p2 we have

�(Q (p1jz))

�(Q (p2jz))
=
G � 1(p1)

G � 1(p2)
� a.s. z (4)

and forany z1 6= z2

�(Q (pjz1))

�(Q (pjz2))
=
e� �

T z1

e� �
T z2

(5)

forallp 2 (0;1). These three identitiescan be perhapsbetterunderstood by noting that(2)

representsa linearregression m odel

log�(T)= � �TZ + ";

where Z and " are independent and exp" has distribution function G . In linear regression

m odels assum ing that the transform ation � is known and equalto �(t)= t,the conditional

quantilesare linearin z butthe slope ofthe regression doesnotchange with p.Likewise,the

identities(4)and (5)havetheiradditiveanalogue.However,ifthetransform ation isunknown,

then the m odelism uch m oredi�cultto interpretin term softhe param eters(�;�).

Properties ofquantile regression in the proportionalhazard m odelare further discussed

in K oenkerand G eling (2001)and Portnoy (2003). In particular,K oenkerand G eling (2001)

proposed to m easure thelocale�ectofthe regression coe�cienton theconditionalquantile p

in term sofa param eterb(p;E Z)= [bk(p;E Z);k = 1;:::;d],where

bk(p;z)=
d

dzk
Q (pjz):
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Thisparam etercan beapplied to any regression m odel.In (2)we have

b(p;E Z)= � �T
e� �

T E Z G � 1(p)

(Q (pjE Z))
;

provided the unknown transform ation has density  with respect to Lebesgue m easure in a

neighbourhood ofQ (pjE Z).W hileb(p;E Z)isproportionalto theregression coe�cient�,the

locale�ectofthe regression coe�cientisdeterm ined by the shape ofthe density . Portnoy

(2003)considered directm odeling oftheconditionalquantilesundertheassum ption that� is

the identity m ap.Hism odeltakesform

Q (pjz)= e
�(p)T z

;

so thatfor�xed p thelog-conditionalquantilesarelinearin z,butalso thequantileregression

coe�cientchangeswith p. However,the choice ofthe identity m ap m ay be problem atic. For

otherchoicesofthetransform ation,wehaveQ (pjz)= �� 1(exp�(p)Tz).K oenkerand G eling’s

m easureisgiven by

b(p;E Z)= �(p)T
e�(p)

T E Z

(Q (pjE Z))
:

It shows that the m odelis m ore exible than the sem iparam etric transform ation m odel(2),

butitisnotclearhow to estim ate thetransform ation function in thissetting.

In m any practicalsituationsresearchersm ay bealso interested in theconditionaldistribu-

tion ofT given ’(Z),where ’ isa known function. In particular,ifZ = (V;W )representsa

high-dim ensionalcovariate,then the choice ’(Z)= V m ay correspond to a low-dim ensional

vector of"m ain" covariates. IfV and W are dependent variables,then the conditionaldis-

tribution ofT given V follows the m ore exible transform ation m odel(1). For exam ple,if

(2)representstheproportionalhazard m odelwith param eters�= (�1;�2)and theconditional

distribution ofexp[�T2 W ]given V isgam m a with shape and scale equalto exp�(v)fora pos-

sibly nonlinear function � ofv,then the m arginalconditionaldistribution ofT given V has

distribution function ofthe form (1)with

F (x;�1;�jv)= 1� (1+ exp[�1v+ �(v)]x)
� exp[� �(v)]

:

Theratio ofconditionalhazardsis

h(xjv2)

h(xjv1)
=
e� �1v1

e� �1v2

"

1+ e�1v1+ �(v1)�(x)

1+ e�1v2+ �(v2)�(x)

#

Forx = 0 the right-hand side isequalto exp[� �1(v1 � v2)]and changesto exp[�(v1)� �(v2)]

asx " 1 .Itrepresentsan increasing function if�1(v1 � v2)� �(v2)� �(v1)and a decreasing

function,iftheinequality isreversed.Theconditionalquantile function isequalto

Q (pjv)= �� 1(F � 1(p;�1;�jv))
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where

F
� 1(p;�;�jv)= exp[� �(v)� �1v][(1� p)� exp �(v)� 1]:

If�(v)isconstantforalm ostallv,then we obtain the m odel(2).O therwisethe shape ofthe

quantile function changeswith p. The ratiosofthe transform ed quantiles(4)and (5)are no

longerconstantin v and p,respectively.

In the generalcase,the conditionaldistribution ofe�
T

2
W given V willnot have a sim ple

analyticalform ,even ifspeci�ed via a param etric m odel.However,quantile regression ofthe

m arginalconditionaldistributions ofthe failure tim e T can also be estim ated by com bining

nonparam etric regression with estim atesoftheparam eters(�;�).

In this paperwe consider estim ation ofthe conditionalquantiles ofT given ’(Z),where

’ is a function assum ing a �nite num ber ofvalues. In particular,ifZ = (Z 1;:::;Zd) has

one or m ore discrete com ponents,then results ofthis papercan be applied to estim ation of

quantiles ofthe m arginalconditionaldistributions ofT given any discrete com ponent ofZ.

O n theotherhand in thecase ofcontinuouscovariatesestim ation ofthem arginalconditional

distribution and quantilesrequiressm oothing and m ay bedi�cultto accom plish in m oderate

orheavily censored sam ples.In such circum stancesgrouping observationsinto a sm allnum ber

ofcategories provides an alternative. For purposesofestim ation ofthe param eters (�;�) in

transform ation m odels(1)and (2),weuseproceduresproposed by Bogdanoviciusand Nikulin

(1999) and Dabrowska (2005). The approach allows forestim ation ofquantiles ofthe condi-

tionaldistribution ofT given Z = zm uch in thesam eway asin theproportionalhazard m odel,

i.e. based on the substitution ofestim ates of(�;�)into (3) (Dabrowska and Doksum ,1987,

Burrand Doss,1993).Herewederiveasym ptoticstructureoftheestim atesoftheconditional

quantiles underthe assum ption that ’ is a �nite valued function,and consider construction

ofpointwiseand sim ultaneouscon�dencesets.W e also develop a G aussian m ultiplierm ethod

forsetting sim ultaneous con�dence sets for the conditionalquantile function. Itextends the

G aussian m ultiplierm ethod forsetting con�dence bandsforthe conditionalsurvivalfunction

in the proportionalhazard m odel(Lin,Flem ing and W ei(1994))to transform ation m odelsof

type (1). In Section 3 we use data from a Vateran’sAdm inistration lung cancerclinicaltrial

(K albeisch and Prentice,2000)to illustrate theresults.Section 4 containsproofs.

2 Estim ation

W e assum e thatthe vector (X ;�;Z)representsa nonnegative withdrawaltim e (X ),a binary

withdrawalindicator(�= 1 forfailureand �= 0 forloss-to-follow-up)and covariate (Z).The

triple (X ;�;Z) is de�ned on a com plete probability space (
;F ;P ) and (X ;�) are given by

X = T ^ eT,�= 1(X = T),whereT and eT representfailureand censoring tim es.Thevariables

T and eT areconditionally independentgiven Z and theconditionalcum ulativehazard function

4



ofT given Z isoftheform

H (tjz)= A(�0(t);�0jz) � a.s. z ;

where �0 isan unbounded continuousincreasing function,fA(x;�jz):�2 �g isa param etric

fam ily ofcum ulativehazard functionswith hazard rate�(u;�;z),and �0 isthe\true" param -

eter. Itisassum ed throughtthe paperthatthe param etersofthe conditionaldistribution of

the censoring tim esare non-inform ative on (�;�).

LetN (t)= 1(X � t;� = 1)and Y (t)= 1(X � t)denote the counting and risk processes

associated with thepair(X ;�).W e also set

�0 = supft:E Y (t)> 0g

and assum ethefollowing regularity conditions.

C ondition 1

(i) Thecovariate Z hasa nondegeneratedistribution �and isbounded:�(jZj� C )= 1 for

som e constantC .

(ii) Thefunction E Y (t)hasatm osta �nitenum berofatom s,and E N (t)iscontinuous.

(iii) The point � > 0 satis�es infft:E [N (t)jZ = z]> 0g < � for � a.s. z. In addition

� < �0 if�0 isa continuity pointofthe survivalfunction E Y (t),and � = �0,if�0 isan

atom ofthissurvivalfunction.

(iv) Theparam eterset�� R d isopen,and theparam eter�isidenti�ablein thecorem odel:

�6= �0 i� A(� ;�jz)6� A(� ;�0jz) � a.s. z.

(v) Thereexistconstants0 < m 1 < m 2 < 1 such thatthehazard rate �satis�es

m 1 � �(x;�;z)� m 2 (6)

for � a.s. z and all� 2 �,or (6) and (vi) holds for e�(x;�;z) = �(�(x);�;z)� 0(x),

where�astrictly increasingunbounded twicecontinuously di�erentiablefunction �such

that�(0)= 0.

(vi) Thefunction ‘(x;�;z)= log�(x;�;z)istwicecontinuously di�erentiablewith respectto

both x and �.Thederivativeswith respectto x (denoted by prim es)satisfy

j‘0(x;�;z)j�  (x); j‘00(x;�;z)j�  (x);

where isa constantora continuousbounded decreasing function.Thederivativeswith

respectto � (denoted by dots)satisfy

j_‘(x;�;z)j�  1(x); j�‘(x;�;z)j�  2(x)
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and

jg(x;�;z)� g(x0;�;z)j�  3(x)[jx � x
0j+ j�� �

0j];

where g = �‘;_‘0and ‘00. The functions p;p = 1;2;3 are continuous,bounded orstrictly

increasing and such that p(0)< 1 ,

Z 1

0

e
� x
 
2
1(x)dx < 1 ;

Z 1

0

e
� x
 2(x)dx < 1 ;

Z 1

0

e
� x
 3(x)dx < 1 :

Theassum ption thatthecovariateZ isbounded isrestrictive,butstandard foranalysisof

sem iparam etricm odelsassum ing thatthetransform ation � isunknown.In thespecialcaseof

the proportionalhazard m odel,Andersen and G ill(1982)required only existence ofm om ents

E Z 2e�
T Z 1(X � x),forx � 0 in a neighbourhoood �� R d ofthetrueparam eter�0.However,

setting x = 0,we see that this m om ent condition m ay lead to a constrained optim ization

problem which cannotbe correctly stated,ifthe distribution Z isunspeci�ed. For exam ple,

ifZ ism ultivariate norm alN (0;�)and � isa known non-singularm atrix,then the m om ent

condition is satis�ed for all� 2 R d and the usualunrestricted partiallikelihood approach

towards �tting the regression coe�cients applies. However, ifZ is a univariate lognorm al

variable, Z � expN (0;1), then the param eter � m ust be estim ated under the added side

condition � � 0. Thus the boundedness assum ption is restrictive,but allows for param eter

estim ation withoutadditionalassum ptionson them arginaldistribution ofthe covariate.

G iven an iid sam ple (N i;Yi;Zi);i = 1;:::;n ofthe (N ;Y;Z) processes,we set N :(t) =

n� 1N i(t),

S(x;�;t)=
1

n

nX

i= 1

Yi(t)�i(x;�):

and �i(x;�)= �(x;�jZ i).Following Bogdanoviciusand Nikulin (1999),de�ne

�n�(t)=

Z t

0

N :(du)

S(�n�(u� );�;u)
; �n�(0� )= 0

for any � 2 �. The process f� n� :� 2 �g is here thought as the sam ple analogue ofthe

Volterra integralequation

��(t)=

Z t

0

E N (du)

s(��(u� );�;u)
; ��(0� )= 0; �2 �; (7)

wheres(x;�;u)= E Yi(u)�i(x;�).Thecondition 1 (iv)wasused in Dabrowska (2005)to verify

that this equation has a unique locally bounded solution,and such that ��(�0)< 1 if�0 is

an atom ofthe survivalfunction E Y (t),and lim t"�0 ��(t)" 1 ,if�0 is a continuity point of

E Y (t).In particular,the latterappliesto uncensored data.Therein weshow thatin thecase

ofscale transform ation m odels(2),thecondition 1 (v)issatis�ed by half-logistic,half-norm al

and half-t distributions,proportionalodds ratio distribution,frailty m odels with decreasing

heterogeneity with �xed frailty param eterand polynom ialhazardswith nonnegative constant
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coe�cients.Thesem odelshavesm ooth di�erentiablehazardswith respecttoboth x and �and

integrability conditions1 (vi)im ply also thatFisherinform ation is�nite.A�neindependence

ofcovariatesissu�cientforthecondition 1 (iv)to hold.In thecaseoftransform ation m odels

(1),the regularity conditionsare satis�ed in the gam m a frailty m odelwith frailty param eter

representing a function ofcovariatesdependenton a Euclidean param eter.They arealso satis-

�ed in regularpolynom ialhazard regression m odelswith nonnegativecoe�cientsrepresenting

param etric functions ofcovariates. In these m odels,the conditionalhazard rates are twice

di�erentiable with respectto x,while the condition 1 (vi)im posesa second orderdi�erentia-

bility assum ption on thefunctionsofcovariates.Such di�erentiability conditionsarein general

notneeded in regular param etric m odels. However,here we use sem iparam etric m odels and

estim ation ofthe param eter � willbe based on a conditionalrank statistics score equation.

W e do not know at present tim e,how to relax these di�erentiability conditions to allow for

estim ation based on ranks.

Forany � satisfying condition 1,the function f��(t):t2 [0;�];�2 �g isFr�echetdi�eren-

tiable with respectto � and the derivative satis�esthelinearVolterra equation

_��(t)= �

Z t

0

_s(��(u� );�;u)C �(du)�

Z t

0

_��(u� )s
0(��(u� );�;u)C �(du);

where _s(��(u� );�;u)= E Yi(u)_�i(��(u� );�),s
0(��(u� );�;u)= E Yi(u)�

0
i(��(u� );�)and

C�(t)=

Z t

0

E N (du)

s2(��(u� );�;u)
:

In thecaseoftheproportionalhazard m odel,thefunction s0isidenticallyequalto0.O therwise,

the solution to thisVolterra equation isgiven by

_��(t) = �

Z t

0

_s(��(u� );�;u)C �(du)P�(u;t);

P�(u;t) = �(u;t](1� s
0(��(w� );�;w)C �(dw)):

Here forany function bofbounded variation,�(u;t](1+ b(du))isthe productintegral,i.e.

�(u;t](1+ b(dw))=
Y

u< w � t

(1+ b(�w))exp[b c(t)]

where bc is the continuous part ofb and the product is taken over its atom s. To m ake the

de�nition com plete,in the case ofthe proportionalhazard m odelwe setP �(u;t)� 1. W ith

thischoice,theform ofthefunction _�� isthesam eforallm odelsoftype(1)considered in this

paper.

Let�i(x;�)= �(x;�;Z i)and ‘i(x;�)= log�(x;�;Z i).W eshallapply thesam econvention

to derivativesofthe functions�i and ‘i with respectto � and x.De�ne functions

v(u;�) =
E Yi(u)[_‘


 2
i
�i](��(u);�)

s(��(u);�;u)
�

�
_s

s

� 
 2

(��(u);�;u)
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v(u;�) =
E Yi(u)[‘

02
i �i](��(u);�)

s(��(u);�;u)
�

�
s0

s

� 2

(��(u);�;u)

�(u;�) =
E Yi(u)[_‘i‘

0
i�i](��(u);�)

s(��(u);�;u)
�

�
_s

s

� �
s0

s

�

(��(u);�;u)

and

K �(t;t
0) =

Z
t̂ t0

0

C�(du)P�(u;t)P�(u;t
0)

B �(t) =

Z
t

0

v(u;�)E N (du):

Suppose that v(u;�)6� 0 a.e.{E N and let ’� =
R�
0
g�d�� be a vector valued function with d

com ponentsand squareintegrable with respectto B �.

De�ne m atrices

�1(�) =

Z �

0

v’(t;�)E N (du)

�2(�) =

Z �

0

Z �

0

K �(t;u)�’(t;�)�’(u;�)
T
E N (du)E N (dt)

�(�) = � 1(�)+ � 2(�)

where

v’(t;�) = v(t;�)+ v(t;�)’ 
 2
�
(t)� �(t;�)’ T

�(t)� ’�(t)�(t;�)
T

�’(t;�) = �(t;�)� v(t;�)’ �(t):

In thefollowing we choose ’� assolution to theFredholm equation

’�(t)+

Z
�

0

K �(t;u)v(u;�)’�(u)E N (du)= � _��(t)+

Z
�

0

K �(t;u)�(u;�)E N (du); (8)

orequivalently

’�(t)+ _��(t) =

Z �

0

K �(t;u)�’(u;�)E N (du)=

=

Z �

0

K �(t;u)�� _�
(u;�)E N (du)�

Z �

0

K �(t;u)[’� + _��](u)B �(du):

This equation has a unique solution,square integrable with respect to B �. W e de�ne it as

’� = � _�� if�� _�
(u;�)� 0. In this case we have � 2(�)= 0. Finally,ifv(t;�)� 0 a.e. E N ,

then �(t;�)� 0 aswell. Forthe sake ofcom pletenesswe,setin thiscase ’ � = � _��. W e also

have�2(�)= 0,and � 1(�)sim pli�esto � 1(�)=
R
v(u;�)E N (du).Thislastchoicecorresponds

to the proportionalhazard m odel,and the scale regression m odelswith regression coe�cient

8



� = 0. (Note thatifv(u;�)� 0,then the ’� function doesnotenterinto the score equation

below).

To estim ate the param eter�,we usea solution to the score equation Un(�)= 0,where

Un(�)=
1

n

nX

i= 1

Z �

0

[b1i(�n�(t);t;�)� b2i(�n�(t);t;�)’n�(t)]N i(dt); (9)

’n� isan estim atorof’�,and

b1i(x;t;�)= _‘i(x;�)�
_S(x;�;t)

S(x;�;t)
; b2i(x;t;�)= ‘

0
i(x;�)�

S0(x;�;t)

S(x;�;t)
:

If�0 isaknown function,e.g.�0(t)= t,then undertheassum ption ofconditionalindependence

offailure and censoring tim es,the M LE score equation for estim ation ofthe param eter � is

given by eUn(�)= 0,where

eUn(�)=
1

n

nX

i= 1

Z �

0

_‘i(�0(t);�)N i(dt)�

Z �

0

_S(�0(t);�;t)�0(dt)

and _S(x;�;t) = n� 1
P n

i= 1Yi(t)_�i(x;�). In addition,the assum ption ofconditionalindepen-

dence offailure and censoring tim es im plies that the function (7) satis�es ��0(t) = �0(t) at

the true value �0 ofthe param eter�. Thislastidentity rem ainsto hold also when the trans-

form ation �0 isunknown.Thereforea naturalapproach to estim ation oftheparam eter�isto

considersolving the score equation bUn(�)= 0,where

bUn(�)=
1

n

nX

i= 1

Z
�

0

b1i(�n�(t);t;�)N i(dt):

In particular,thisistheusualscoreequation forestim ation oftheparam eter� in thepropor-

tionalhazard m odel.In generaltransform ation m odels(1),thischoice leadsto an asym ptoti-

cally ine�cientestim ateoftheparam eter�.Itm ay also lead to estim atesofpoorperform ance

in m oderatesam plesizes.Thisalso appliesto scoreprocessesoftheform (9),where’n� isan

estim ateofsom esquareintegrablefunction ’� with respecttoB �.Forexam ple,Bogdanovicius

and Nikulin (1999)considered the choice of� _��,corresponding to the score equation derived

from a m odi�ed partiallikelihood function.Underm ild regularity conditionson theestim ator

ofthe the function ’�,the solution to the score equation (9) existswith probability tending

to 1 and isuniquein localneighbourhoodsofthe trueparam eter�0.However,itsasym ptotic

variance assum estheusual"sandwich" form becausethe process�n� hasa non-trivialcontri-

bution to both asym ptotic variance ofthescore processand thenegative derivative ofitwith

respectto �. The choice ofthe ’� function corresponding to the solution ofto the Fredholm

equation (8)leadsto an M estim atorwhoseasym ptoticvariance isofnon-sandwich form and

equalto theinverseoftheasym ptoticvarianceofthescorefunction.Theform ofthesolution

to thisequation can befound in Dabrowska (2005).Theresulting estim atorcan also beshown
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to be asym ptotically e�cient underthe assum ption that the point� 0 = supft:E Y (t)> 0g

form s an atom ofthe survivalfunction E Y (t). The following proposition sum m arizes som e

propertiesofthe estim atesof(�;�).

P roposition 1 Suppose that the conditions 1 are satis�ed. Let � 1(�0) be non-singular,

and let’n� bean estim atorofthisfunction such thatk’n�0 � ’�0k1 ! P 0,lim supn k’n�0kv =

O P (1),’n� � ’n�0 = (�� �0) n�;�0,where

supflim sup
n

k n�;�0kv :�2 B (�0;"n)g = O P (1)

and B (�0;"n) = f� :k� � �0k � "ng for som e sequence "n # 0;
p
n"n ! 1 . Then,with

probability tending to 1,the score equation Un(�)= 0 has a unique solution b� in B (�0;"n).

M oreover,[bT;cW 0];bT =
p
n(b�� �0),cW 0 =

p
n[�

nb�
� ��0 � (b�� �0)_�b�]converges weakly in

R p � ‘1 ([0;�])to a m ean zero G aussian process[T;W 0]with covariance

cov T = �� 1(�0) cov (W 0(t);T)= � �� 1(�0)[’�0 +
_��0](t)

cov (W 0(t);W 0(t
0))= K �0(t;t

0):

An exam ple of an estim ator of the function ’� is given in Section 3. The asym ptotic

covariancescan beestim ated using substitution m ethod.

Letusassum enow thatD = fD j :j= 1;:::;kg isa �nitepartition ofthecovariate space

such that

�(D )= P (Z 2 D )> 0; D 2 D : (10)

W e denote by FD (t) = P (T 2 tjZ 2 D ) the cdfofthe conditionaldistribution ofT given

Z 2 D ;D 2 D . Under the assum ption ofthe transform ation m odel,this function is ofthe

form

FD (t)=
1

�(D )
E 1[Z 2 D ]F (�0(t);�0jZ):

In practice,the partition D willbe chosen based on the observations. For exam ple,ifZ =

(Z1;:::;Zd) is a m ultivariate covariate,whose �rstcom ponent is continuous,then a natural

partition ofthe covariate space m ay correspond to selection ofk = 4 intervalsdeterm ined by

thesam plequartilesofZ1.Ifsubjectsareranked according tovaluesoftheexponentialfactors

e�
T Z than anaturalpartition m ay correspond toseveralgroupsdeterm ined by thedistribution

ofe�
T Z . Any selection ofsuch a partition requires som e form ofestim ation ofparam eters

ofthe m arginaldistribution ofthe covariates. Here we consider a naive situation in which

the cellprobabilities can be estim ated nonparam etrically by m eans ofsam ple proportions.

This choice arises in analyses of m odels with possibly high-dim ensionaldiscrete or m ixed

discrete-continuous covariates,whenever interest is only in analyses ofm arginalconditional

distributionscorrespondingtodiscretevariablesrepresentingtreatm enttypes,patients’gender

etc. In the data exam ple given in section 3,a m any valued discrete variable representing a

quantitative m easurem entpatient’sperform ance status,adm itsa naturalpartition into three

10



groupscorrespondingto am oreintuitivequalitativedescription ofhealth condition atthetim e

ofentry into theclinicaltrial.

Asan estim ate bFD (t)ofthefunction FD (t)wetake

bFD (t) =
1

b�(D )

1

n

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D )F (�
nb�
(t);b�jZi);

b�(D ) =
1

n

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D ):

W e also de�nescalarand vectorvalued functions

b 1(t;D ) =
1

n

1

b�(D )

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D )f(�
nb�
(t);b�jZ);

b 2(t;D ) = b 1(t;D )_�nb�(t)+
1

n

1

b�(D )

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D )_F (�
nb�
(t);b�jZi);

where _F (x;�jz)isthe derivative ofF (x;�jz)with respectto �.

Finally,we denote by k� k the suprem um norm on T = [0;�]� D and let ‘1 (T ) be the

space ofbounded functionson T endowed with thesuprem um norm .

P roposition 2 Supposethatthe conditionsofProposition 1 are satis�ed and (10)holds.

(i) W e have kbF � F k ! P 0 and cW = fcW (t;D ) =
p
n[bF (t;D )� F (t;D )]:(t;D ) 2 T g

convergesweakly in ‘1 (T )toW ,am ean zeroG aussian processes.Itscovariancefunction

isgiven in Section 4.

(ii) Let Vi = (V1i;V2i);i = 1;2;:::;n and V3 = (V31;:::;V3d) be m utually independent

N (0;1)variables,independentoftheobservations(X i;�i;Zi);i= 1;:::;n.De�ne

cW
#

1 (t;D ) =
1
p
n

1

b�(D )

nX

i= 1

V1n1(Zi2 D )[F (b�b�(t);
b�jZi)� bFD (t)];

cW
#

2 (t;D ) = cW
#

0 (t)
b 1(t;D )+

Z
�

0

cW
#

0 (s)b�b’n(s;
b�)N :(ds)�

� 1
n (b�)b 2(t;D );

cW
#

3 (t;D ) = V3�
1=2

1n (
b�)� � 1

n (b�)b 1(t;D );

where

cW
#

0 (t)=
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V2i
1[X i� t;�i= 1]

S(�
nb�
(X i� );b�;X i)

P
nb�
(X i;t)

11



and �1n(b�),� n(b�), b’n = ’
nb�
, b�b’n (u;

b�) and,P
nb�
(u;t) are estim ates of�1(�0),�(�0),

’�0, �’�0
(u;�0), P�0(u;t) obtained using substitution m ethod. The process cW # =

fcW # (t;D )=
P 3

j= 1
cW

#

j
(t;D ):(t;D )2 T g convergesweakly (unconditionally)in ‘1 (T )

to a G aussian processW # with the sam e covariance function asthe processW ofpart

(i)and independentofit.Conditionally,theprocessfW convergesweakly to W in prob-

ability.

The proof is given in Section 4. In the �rst part of the proposition, the observations

R i = (X i;�i;Zi);i = 1;:::;n;:::. are de�ned as coordinate projections on the product

probability space (
1 ;F 1 ;P 1 ). In the second part,we use the product probability space

(
1 � V � V0;F 1 � B � B0;P 1 � Q � Q 0). The variables R i = (X i;�i;Zi);i= 1;:::;n;:::,

Vi;i= 1;:::;n:::and V3 are de�ned as �rst,second and lastprojections. Conditionalweak

convergence in probability m eans

sup
f2B L1

jE �
V f(W

# )� E f(W )j! 0

in (outer) probability,where B L1 is the set ofallrealfunctions on ‘1 (T ) with a Lipschitz

norm bounded by 1 (van derVaartand W ellner,1996,Ch.2.9).

W eproceed to thediscussion ofthepropertiesofthequantileregression.Forp 2 (0;1)and

(�xed )D 2 D let

‘D (p)= infft:FD (t)� pg ; uD (p)= supft:FD (t)� pg:

Then ‘D (p)� uD (p)and the p-th quantilesofthe conditionaldistribution ofT given Z 2 D

arede�ned asthesetofnum bersin theclosed interval[‘D (p);uD (p)].W edenoteby b‘D (p)and

buD (p)thesam ple counterpartsofthese points,i.e.

b‘D (p)= infft:FD (t)� pg; buD (p)= supft:FD (t)� pg:

IfuD (p)< �,then underassum ptionsofProposition 2,we have

‘D (p)� lim inf
n

b‘D (p)� lim sup
n

buD (p)� uD (p) (11)

with probability tending to 1.Indeed,let"= "(D )> 0 bearbitrary butsm allenough so that

uD (p)+ "< �.Then

FD (‘D (p)� ")< p; FD (uD (p)+ ")> p

and uniform consistency ofthe estim ate bFD (� )im pliesthatwith probability tending to 1,we

also have
bFD (b‘D (p)� ")� p; bFD (buD (p)+ ")� p :

Thisin turn im plies(11).
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In the following we shallassum e that the transform ation function �0 has density  with

respect to the Lebesgue m easure,and the function  is uniform ly continuous and bounded

away from 0 on an interval[0;�1 � ";�2 + "];0 < �1 � ";�2 + "� � � �0 and such that

�1 = m inf‘D (p1):D 2 D g; �2 = m axfuD (p2):D 2 D g: (12)

LetI = [p1;p2]and setI = I� D .In thiscase the conditionaldistribution ofT given Z 2 D

hasa uniquep-th quantile Q D (p)forany p2 I and wede�neitssam pleanalogue by setting

bQ D (p)= b‘D (p)= infft:bFD (t)� pg:

Then (11)im pliesthat bQ D (p)! P Q D (p)pointwisein (p;D )2 I.Using �nitenessoftheclass

D ,m onotonicity ofFD (t)and bFD (t),and an argum entsim ilartotheclassicalG livenko-Cantelli

theorem ,we also have

supfjbQ D (p)� Q D (p)j:(p;D )2 Ig! P 0 :

P roposition 3 Suppose thatthe conditions ofProposition 2 hold,and �0 hasdensity 

with respectto theLebesguem easuresuch that isuniform ly continuousand bounded away

from 0 on an interval[0;�1 � ";�2 + "];0 < �1 � ";�2 + "� � satisfying (12). The norm alized

quantile process bV = fbV (p;D ):(p;D )2 Ig given by

bV (p;D )=
p
n[bQ D � Q D ](p);

convergesweakly in ‘1 (I)to V = fV (p;D )= � h(p;D )W (Q D (p);C ):(p;D )2 Ig,where

h(p;D )= [fD (Q D (p))(Q D (p))]
� 1

:

Proof.W e have bV (p;D )= bh(p;D )bR (p;D ),where

bh(p;D ) =

 
bQ D � Q D

FD � bQ D � FD � QD

!

(p);

bR(p;C ) =
p
n[FD � bQ D � FD � QD ](p):

Sincethefunction ispositiveand uniform ly continuouson [�1� ";�2+ "],uniform consistency

ofthesam ple quantile function im plies

supfjbh � hj(p;D ):(p;D )2 Ig! P 0 :

Theprocess bR(p;D )ison the otherhand given by bR(p;D )=
P 3

j= 1
bR j(p;D ),where

bR 1(p;D ) = � (cW D � QD )(p);

bR 2(p;D ) = � (cW D � bQ D � cW D � QD )(p);

bR 3(p;D ) =
p
n[bFD � QD (p)� p]:
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W e have supfjbR(p;D )j:(p;D ) 2 Ig � supfjcW D (u)� cW D (u� )j:u 2 [�1 � ";�2 + "];D 2

D g = O p(n
� 1=2)because the function bFD (x)hasjum psoforderO p(n

� 1). Application ofthe

Skorohod-Dudley-W ichura construction im plies also thatsupfjbR 2(p;D )j:(p;D )2 Ig ! P 0,

while the process fbR 1(p;D ) :(p;D ) 2 Ig converges weakly in ‘1 (I) to f� W D � QD (p) :

(p;D )2 Ig. �

W e shallapply now this result to construct pointwise con�dence intervals for the p-th

quantile.LetvD (t)betheasym ptoticvariancefunction oftheprocessfW (t;D ):(t;D )2 T g.

Itisderived in Section 4.Here we shalluseonly thatthisfunction ispositive and continuous

on theinterval[�1� ";�2+ "],and itsitsplug-in analogue bvD (t)isuniform ly consistenton the

set[�1 � ";�2 + "]� D .

Forp 2 (0;1)and D 2 D ,let

p
�
n = p�

1
p
n
bvD (bQ D (p))z(�);

wherez(�)istheupper�=2 percentileofN (0;1)distribution.Proposition 3 and theinequal-

ities

bQ D (p)� s i� p � bFD (s);

Q D (p)� s i� p � FD (s);

im ply that[bQ D (p
�
n );

bQ D (p
+
n )]isa 100% � (1� �)asym ptoticpointwisecon�denceintervalfor

the conditionalquantile Q D (p).

Unfortunately,in practice the points p�n m ay falloutside the range [0;1]. To circum vent

this problem ,we follow the approach ofBie etal. (1987) and consider con�dence intervals

based on transform ations. Letg be a strictly m onotone cdfwith density g0supported on the

whole realline.Set

p
�

nD
= g

� 1(p)�
1
p
n

bvD (bQ D (p))

g0(g� 1(p))
z(�):

W ith probability tending to 1,the inequalities

bQ D (g(p
�

nD
))� Q D (p)� bQ D (g(p

+
nD
))

are equivalentto

� z(�)� g
0(g� 1(p))

p
n
g� 1(bFD (Q D (p)))� g� 1(p)

bvD (bQ D (p))
� z(�)

and application ofdeltam ethod im pliesthat[bQ D (p
�

nD
);bQ D (p

+
nD
)]isa100% � (1� �)asym ptotic

con�denceintervalforthe conditionalquantile Q D (p).

Construction ofsim ultaneouscon�dencesetsforthefunction fQ D (p):(p;D )2 Ig ism ore

di�cultbecausetheprocessW appearing in Propositions2 and 3 form sa sum ofindependent
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G aussian processeswith correlated increm ents.Therefore,following Burrand Doss(1993)and

Lin,Flem ing and W ei(1994),we proposetheuseofsim ulated con�dencesets.

De�ne

U = supf
jW (Q D (p);C )j

vD (Q D (p))
:(p;D )2 Ig= supf

jW (t;D )j

vD (t)
:t2 [Q D (p1);Q D (p2)];D 2 D g

and letu(�)betheupper100% (1� �)percentileofitsdistribution.Toobtain an approxim ation

tothecriticallevelu(�),wegeneratem utually independentstandard norm alvectorsV de�ned

asin Proposition 3,and form

U
# = supf

jcW # (t;D )j

bvD (t)
:t2 [bQ D (p1);bQ D (p2)];D 2 D g

The procedure is repeated independently m tim es,for som e large m ,to obtain m iid copies

U
#

1 ;:::;U
#
m . The estim ate u

# (�)ofthe criticalpointu(�)istaken asthe em pirical(1� �)

quantile ofU
#

1 ;:::;U
#
m .Thecorresponding sim ulated con�dence setforfQ D (p):(p;D )2 Ig

ischosen as

f[bQ D (bp
�

nD
);bQ D (bp

+
nD
)]:D 2 D g ;

where

bp
�

nD
= g

� 1(p)�
1
p
n

bvD (bQ D (p))

g0(g� 1(p))
u
# (�):

Application ofPropositions2-3 im pliesthatu# (�),theupper�{quantile ofthis(conditional)

distribution satis�esu# (�)! u(�)in probability.

An alternative approach to construction ofsim ultaneouscon�dence setsm ay be based on

bootstrap.Lin,Flem ingand W ei(1994)argued thatin thecaseofCox regression with external

tim edependentcovariates,itisnotclearhow to im plem entbootstrap to constructsim ultane-

ouscon�dence bandsforthe conditionalsurvivalfunction,or other functionals related to it.

In oursetting covariatesaretim eindependent,and con�dencesetscan bebased on \obvious"

bootstrap. W e can draw R �
n = [(X �

i;�
�
i;Z

�
i) :i = 1;:::;n]by sam pling with replacem ent

from the em piricaldistribution function ofthe [(X i;�i;Zi) :i = 1;:::;n]observations For

each sequence R �
nj :j = 1;:::;m we can com pute bootstrap estim ates fQ �

D
(p);(p;D ) 2 Ig

and next use them to approxim ate the distribution ofthe quantile process. Although it is

possibleto show consistency ofthisprocedure,itsdrawback liesin the com putationalburden

needed to construct estim ates (��n;�
�
n��

) for each ofthe m sim ulated data sets. In the case

oftheproportionalhazard m odel,Hjort(1985)proposed theuseof\m odelbased" bootstrap.

Burrand Doss(1993)applied itto the construction ofsim ultaneouscon�dence bandsforthe

conditionalm edian.In thisapproach,thedistribution ofthequantileprocessisapproxim ated

based on arti�cialobservations(X �
i;�

�
i);i= 1;:::;n de�ned asX �

i = T�
i ^

eT�
i;�

�
i = 1(T�

i �
eT�
i),

whereT�
i issam pled from the distribution F (b�

nb�
(t);b�jZi)and eT�

i issam pled from bG (t)= 1�

K aplan-M eierestim ate ofthecensoring distribution.Thisapproach usestheassum ption that
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censoring tim eisindependentofcovariates,which need notbesatis�ed in m any practicalsitu-

ations.Itisin principlepossibletorelax itby chosingaparam etricorasem i-param etricm odel

forthe conditionaldistribution ofcensoring tim es,however,selection ofsuch a m odelisoften

quite di�cult,and itsm isspecifaction m ay a�ectthe perform anceofcon�denceprocedures.

3 Exam ple

Forillustrative purposesweconsidernow data from theVeteran’sAdm inistration lung cancer

trial(K albeisch and Prentice,2000). In this trialm ales with inoperative lung cancer were

random ized toeitherastandard oran experim entalchem otherapy treatm entand subsequently

followed untildeath orwithdrawalfrom thestudy.W eshalllook atthesubgroup of97patients,

who received no priortherapy,and usetwo covariatescorresponding to perform ancestatusat

the tim e ofentry into the clinicaltrialand histopathologicaltype oftum or(squam ous,sm all

cell,adeno and large cell).

Severalauthors (e.g. Bennett ( 1983),Pettit (1984),Cheng et al. (1995) and M urphy,

Rossiniand van derVaart(1996))proposed theuseoftheproportionaloddsratio foranalysis

ofthisdataset.O urestim atesareeasy to com putein thiscasebecausethehazard rateofthe

i-th subjectsatis�es

�i(x;�)= e
�T Zi(1+ e

�T Zix)� 1; ‘
0
i(x;�)= � �i(x;�); _‘i(x;�)= Zie

� �T Zi�i(x;�): (13)

For�xed �,theestim ate�n� iscom puted based on therecurrentform ula given by Bogdanovi-

ciusand Nikulin (1999):

�n�(t)= �n�(t� )+
N :(�t)

S(�n�(t� );�;t)

with theinitialcondition �n�(0� )= 0.Thesam pleversion ofthefunction _�� can beevaluated

as

_�n�(t)= _�n�(t� )� [_S(�n�(t� );�;t)+ S
0(�n�(t� )�;t)_�n�(t� )]

N :(�t)

S2(�n�(t� );�;t)

and _�n�(0� ) = 0. The solution to the Fredholm equation can be obtained as follows. Let

X (1) < :::< X (m );m � n be the distinct uncensored observations in the sam ple. Dropping

dependence on the param eter �,let B n;Cn be the plug-in sam ple analogues ofthe functions

B � and C�. These are step functions with jum psat points X (i) and we arrange their jum ps

into m � m diagonalm atrices B n(� X )= diag fB n(�X (i)):i= 1;:::;m g,and C n(� X )=

diag fCn(�X (i)) :i= 1;:::;m g. let �n(X ) be an m � d m atrix ofthe sam ple analogues of

the conditionalcovariances�
� _�
(u;�)atpointsX (i);i= 1;:::;m .(Here d isdim ension ofthe

param eter �). The m atrix C n(� X ) has positive entries,the m atrix B n(� X ) nonnegative.

IfB n(� X ) � 0 then also �n(X ) � 0. Setting  n� = ’n� + _�n�,the discrete version ofthe

Fredholm equation correspondsto

[I+ K n(X )B n(� X )] n(X )= K n(X )�n(X );
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where n(X )= [ n(X (i)):i= 1;:::;m ]T isan m � d m atrix ofunknowns,K n(X )isan m � m

m atrixwith entriesK n(X )= [K n(X (i);X (j))]and Irepresentsan m � m identity.IfB n(� X )�

0 or�n(X )� 0 thenthesolution is n(X )� 0.O therwise, n(X )= P T

n
(X )g� 1

n
(X )P n(X )�n(X ),

wheregn(X )= [gij]isa tridiagonalsym m etricm atrix with entriesgii= ci+ ci+ 1+ bi;gi;i+ 1 =

� ci+ 1 = gi+ 1;i;i= 1;:::;m � 1 and gm m = cm + bm ,where bi= Pn�(0;X (i))
2B n(�X (i));bi =

Pn�(0;X (i))
2Cn(�X (i))

� 1 and P n(X ) = diag [exp(�
R

[0;X (i)]
S0(�n�(u� );�;u)C n�(du)) :i =

1;:::;m ]� diag [Pn�(0;X (i));i= 1;:::;m ].(Dabrowska,2005).Afterobtaining the solution,

 n� we set’n� =  n� � _�n�.The estim ate
b� can be obtained using Fisherscoring algorithm .

Thealgorithm can bestarted by setting b�(0) obtained by solving thesam escoreequation,but

function ’n� setto 0 or� _�n�.

Theestim ate�
nb�
isacadlag step function with jum psatuncensored observations,and sois

theestim ate bFD (t)oftheconditionaldistribution function ofT given Z 2 D .Thusthegraph

ofthequantilefunction can beobtained by inverting graphically theplotofthisfunction.The

estim ate bvD (t) ofthe asym ptotic variance ofthe
p
n[bFD � FD ](t) and the process cW # (t;D )

can beeasily com puted based on expressionsgiven in Sections2 and 4.

Table1 providesregression coe�cientsand theirstandard errorsfortheVeteran’sAdm in-

istration lung cancerdata.In thisdata setthe perform ance score (PS)hasrange between 10

and 99,with lower valuesindicating poorerperform ance statusatthe tim e ofentry into the

trial. Thiscovariate was used in the regression m odelafter standardizing it to have average

zero and standard deviation 1. The negative sign ofthe regression coe�cient indicates that

patientswith higherperform ancescorehaveloweroddson death and thereby a bettersurvival

experience.Patientswith squam oustum orhave a slightly loweroddson death than large cell

tum or patients,however,the di�erence is not signi�cant. Patients with adeno or sm allcell

tum orhave higheroddson death than patientswith squam ousorlarge celltypes.

Table 1 abouthere

W e shallconsider now two partitions D ofthe covariate space. In both cases,we shall

considerquantileregression estim atesin therangep 2 (:25;:75).Sim ultaneouscon�dencesets

are based on the transform ation g� 1(p) = log(� log(1� p)) and we used 1000 M onte Carlo

sim ulationsoftheV vectors(section 2)to obtain thecriticalpoints.

The �rst partition corresponds to the four histopathological types of tum or. Figure 1

showsthe corresponding quantile regression and con�dence setforthe conditionalquantiles.

TheplotssupportresultsofTable1 and show thatpatientswith squam ousorlargecelltum or

perform better than patients with adeno or sm alltum or cells. However,within each pair of

tum ortypes,thecon�dence setsare nearly thesam e so thatthedi�erencesare sm all.

Figure 1 abouthere
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Nextwe partition the covariate space according to the perform ance statusatthe tim e of

entry into thetrial.W econsiderpatients,whoarecom pletely hospitalized (PS < 40),partially

con�ned (PS 2 [40;70))and whoarenotabletocare(PS � 70).In Figure2,thecon�dencesets

forthe hospitalized and partially con�ned patientsnearly overlap,suggesting sim ilarsurvival

experience aftertreatm ent.Thisexperience ism uch worse than forpatientswho are notable

to care.Forexam ple,theestim ated m edian tim etilldeath forhospitalized,partially con�ned

and unableto carepatientsis25,29 and 110 days,respectively.Thecorresponding con�dence

bounds are (22;35),(24;36) and (103;112) days. Figure 3.2 suggests also that e�ect ofthe

PS score isnotlinear,and a regression m odelusing a binary covariate: Z = 1(0)ifPS score

� (< )70 m ay bem ore appropriate.

Figure 2 abouthere

W ehavealsoconsidered thechoiceoftheproportionalhazard m odeland generalized inverse

G aussian frailty m odel.In each ofthese m odelsthe regression coe�cientshad the sam e sign,

however,neither ofthe transform ation m odels could be fully justi�ed. In Figure 3 we show

nonparam etric plots of the Aalen-Nelson estim ator, odds ratio function and K aplan-M eier

estim atorofthesurvivalfunction forthefourtum orcelltypes:squam ousc(solid line),large

(dotted line),sm all(short dash) and adeno (log dash). The plots ofthe cum ulative hazard

function ofthelargeand squam ouscelltypecrossataround 150 days.Patientswith squam ous

celltype are initially at a higher risk for death but at around 150 days after treatm ent the

role ofthe two groupsisreversed.Thecorresponding plotsofthe oddsratio function suggest

thatthe choice ofproportionalhazard m odelm ay notbe appropropriate and thatoddsratio

functionsare close forthetwo groups.In thecase oftheadeno and sm allcelltum orcelltype

groups,thegraphsofboth cum ulativehazard and oddsratio functionscrossonly attheupper

tail,however,thetwo groupscan beonly com pared during the initial180 days.

Figure 3 abouthere

These graphs illustrate typicaldi�culty arising in regression analyses based on transfor-

m ation m odels oftype (1) or (2). The transform ation m odels assum e that the conditional

distributionsofthe failure tim e T given Z = z have the sam e supportasthe m arginaldistri-

bution ofT for�-alm ostallz.Thisassum ption failsto besatis�ed in thefully nonparam etric

setting,notassum ing any restrictionson the supportorshapeofthe conditionaldistribution

ofT given Z = z. IfF (tjz)representsthe conditionaldistribution function ofT given Z = z

and G isthe corresponding m arginaldistribution function ofT,then setting

�1(z)= infft:F (tjz)> 0g �2(z)= supft:F (tjz)< 1g

�1 = infft:G (t)> 0g �2 = supft:G (t)< 1g
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we have �1 � �1(z) � �2(z) � �2 for �-alm ost allz,i.e. the m arginaldistribution ofT has

longersupportthan the conditionaldistributions.Fordi�erentcovariate levelsz1 and z2,the

intervals[�1(z1);�2(z1)]and [�1(z2);�2(z2)]m ay bevery di�erent.

In the presentexam ple,large and squam ouscelltype patientgroupshave longersupport

intervalthan the groups ofsquam ous and adeno celltypes. Apparently,patients for whom

treatm entisbene�ciallivelonger.Thechoiceoftheproportionaloddsratio m odelappearsto

bem oreappropriatethan theproportionalhazardsm odel,however,itdoesnotaccom m odate

variablesupportintervalsofconditionaldistributionsofdi�erentsubgroups.Theproblem ap-

pliesto alltransform ation m odelsoftype (1)and (2). The plotsofK aplan-M eierestim ators

corresponding to the four groupsare propersurvivalfunctions in this data exam ple because

data are lightly censored (K albeisch and Prentice,2000). In m oderately orheavily censored

sam ples,thegrouped data K aplan-M eierestim atorwilloften form an im propersurvivalfunc-

tion. In such circum stances,variable supports ofK aplan-M eier estim ator m ay indicate also

presence ofinform ative censoring.Thedi�cutiesin handling variable supportsofconditional

distributionsapply also to othercom m on param etricand sem iparam etricregression m odelsin

survivalanalysisand are very com m on in practicalapplications.

4 Proofs

In thissection,we denoteby M i(t)the process

M i(t)= 1(X i� t)�

Z t

0

Yi(u)�i(��0(u);�0)��0(du);

where�0 = ��0 isthe\true"transform ation.Then M iareindependentm ean zerom artingales,

with respectto natural�ltration generated by F t= �f(N i(s);Yi(s+ );Zi):s� t;i= 1;:::;ng.

Forany m easurablefunctionsgq(u;z);q = 1;2 such that

E

Z

Yi(u)g
2
q(u;Zi)�i(�0(u);�0)�0(du)< 1

we have

cov (

Z

g1(u;Zi)M i(du);

Z

g2(u;Zi)M i(du))=

E

Z

Yi(u)g1(u;Zi)g2(u;Zi)�i(�0(u);�0)�0(du)

Lem m a 1 Supposethatthe conditionsofPropositions1 and 2 are satis�ed.
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(i) The estim ate b� satis�es
p
n[b�� �0]= �(�0)

� 1
p
neUn(�0)+ oP (1),where �(�)= � 1(�)+

�2(�)and eUn(�0)= n� 1
P n

i= 1[U1i(�0)+ U2i(�0)]isgiven by

U1i(�0) =

Z �

0

bi(��0(u);�0;u)M i(du);

U2i(�0) = �

Z �

0

W 0i(t)�’�0
(t;�0)E N (dt);

W 0i(t) =

Z t

0

M i(du)

s(�0(u� );�0;u)
P�0(u;t)

and

bi(��0;�0;u) = _‘i(��0(u);�0)� ‘
0
i(��0(u);�0)’�(u)

�
_s

s
(��0(u);�0;u)+

s0

s
(��0(u);�0;u)’�0(u):

Thesum sn� 1=2
P

n

i= 1U1i(�0)and n
� 1=2

P
n

i= 1U2i(�0)areuncorrelated and convergeweakly

to independentm ean zero norm alvectorswith covariances�1(�0)and �2(�0).M oreover,

p
n[�

nb�
� ��0 � [b�� �0]_��0](t)=

1
p
n

nX

i= 1

W 0i(t)+ oP (1)

uniform ly in t2 [0;�].

(ii) W e have �qn(b�)! p �q(�0)forq= 1;2,

k�
nb�
� �n�0k! P 0; k_�

nb�
� _�n�0k ! P 0 ;

k

Z �

0

b�b’(u;
b�)N :(du)�

Z �

0

�’�0
(u;�0)E N (du)k ! P 0 ;

k

Z �

0

_S

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du)�

Z �

0

_s

s2
(��0(u� );�0;u)E N (du)k ! P 0 ;

k

Z �

0

S0

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du)�

Z �

0

s0

s2
(��0(u� );�0;u)E N (du)k ! P 0 ;

lim sup
n

exp

Z �

0

jS0j

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du)= O P (1)

and bP b�
(u;t)! P P�0(u;t)uniform ly in 0 < u < t� �.

(iii) Let

 1(t;D ) = �(D )� 1E 1(Zi2 D )f(�0(t);�0jZi);

 2(t;D ) =  1(t;X )_�0(t)+ �(D )� 1E 1(Zi2 D )_F (�0(t);�0jZi)

and let b p;p = 1;2 betheestim ateofthisfunction obtained by replacingthepair(�0;�0)

and the function �(D )by (b�;�
nb�
)and b�(D ).Then k b q �  qk! P 0;q= 1;2.
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(iv) Part(ii)and (iii)rem ainsto hold ifthe estim ates(b�;�
nb�
)are replaced by (��;��n)such

that�� ! P �0 and k�
�
n � ��0k ! P 0.

W eom ittheproofofthislem m a.Part(i)-(ii)and (iv)can befound in Dabrowska (2005),

whilepart(iii)isa straightforward consequence ofpart(i)-(ii).

ProofofProposition 1. W e have

cW (t;D )=
�(D )

b�(D )

4X

j= 1

cW j(t;D );

where

cW 1(t;D ) =
1
p
n

1

�(D )

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D )[F (�0(t);�0jZi)� FD (t)];

cW 2(t;D ) =
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

W 0i(t) 1(t;D )�  2(t;D )
T�� 1(�0)

1
p
n

nX

i= 1

U2i(�0);

cW 3(t;D ) =  2(t;D )
T�� 1(�0)

1
p
n

nX

i= 1

U1i(�0)

cW 4(t;D ) =
1

p
n�(D )

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D )[F (b�b�(t;
b�jZi)� F (�0(t);�0jZi)]

� cW 2(t;D )� cW 3(t;D ):

HerecW j(t;D );j= 1;2;3 representuncorrelated sum sofm ean zero iid processeswith �nite

variance and covariance

cov (cW 1(t1;D 1);cW 1(t2;D 2)) = �(D 1)�(D 2)
� 1
E 1(Zi2 D 1 \ D 2)F (t1jZ)F (t2jZ);

� FD 1
(t1)FD 2

(t2)

cov (cW 2(t1;D 1);cW 2(t2;D 2)) = cov (W 0(t);W 0(t
0)) 1(t1;D 1) 1(t2;D 2)

+  2(t1;D 1)
Tcov (W 0(t1);T) 1(t2;D 2) (14)

+ [ 2(t1;D 1)
Tcov (W 0(t1);T) 1(t2;D 2)]

T

+  2(t1;D 1)
T
V arT 2(t2;D 2)

� cov (cW 3(t1;D 1);cW 3(t2;D 2));

cov (cW 3(t1;D 1);cW 3(t2;D 2)) =  2(t1;D 1)
T�� 1(�0)�1(�0)�

� 1(�0) 2(t2;D 2)

and,from section 2,

cov T = �� 1(�0); cov (T;W 0(t))= � �� 1(�0)[’�0 +
_��0](t);

cov (W 0(t);W 0(t
0))= K �0(t;t

0):
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W e also have

[’�0 +
_��0](t)=

Z �

0

K �0(t;u)�’(u;�0)E N :(du):

By centrallim it theorem ,�nite dim ensionaldistributions ofthe processes fcW j;j = 1;2;3g

converge weakly to a m ultivariate vectorwith covariance m atrix given by (14).

Foreach j= 1;2;3,the processfcW j(t;D ):(t;D )2 T g can berepresented as

n� 1=2
P n

i= 1h
(j)

t;D
(X i;�i;Zi),with h(j) varying overa Euclidean classoffunctionsH j = fh

(j)

t;D
:

(t;D )2 T g fora square integrable envelope (Nolan and Pollard,1987). Thiscan be veri�ed,

by noting that D is a �nite collection ofsets,and for each D 2 D ,the relevant functions

h
(j)

t;D
2 H j can be represented as �nite linear com bination offunctions ofbounded variation

with respectto t. W e also have E h
(j)

t;D
(X i;�i;Zi)= 0 foreach h

(j)

t;D
2 H j. Hence the process

cW j = G n;j = f
p
n[Pn � P ](h

(j)

t;D
):h

(j)

t;D
2 H jg isequicontinuousand H j istotally bounded with

respectto thevariance sem i-m etric �j.Set�= m ax�j;j= 1;2;3.Then T istotally bounded

with respect to �, and fcW j : j = 1;2;3g is asym ptotically tight in ‘1 (T ) and converges

weakly to a G aussian processfW j :j= 1;2;3g.Itscom ponentsareindependent,and W j have

covariance function given by the right{hand side of(14).

Using Taylorexpansion,we also have cW 4(t;D )= cW 41(t;D )+ cW 42(t;D ),where

cW 41(t;D ) =
p
n(�n�(t)� ��0(t)� (b�� �0)

T _�0(t))b 
�
1(t;D )

�
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

W 0i(t) 1(t;D );

cW 42(t;D ) =  
�
2(t;D )

T
p
n(b�� �0)�  2(t;D )

T�� 1(�0)
p
nUn(�0)

and

 
�
1(t;D ) =

1

n�(D )

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D )f(��(t);��jZi);

 
�
2(t;D ) =  

�
1(t;D )

_�0(t)+
1

n�(D )

nX

i= 1

1(Zi2 D )_F (��(t);��jZi):

Here �� ison a line segm entbetween �0 and b�,and k�� � ��0k! P 0.By Lem m a 1,

supfjcW 4p(t;D )j:(t;D )2 T g! P 0

forp = 1;2.To com pletetheproofofpart(i)oftheProposition 3,wenotethatb�(D )! �(D )

a.s. forD 2 D so that cW = f(�(D )=b�(D ))
P 4

j= 1
cW j(t;D ):(t;D )2 T g converges weakly in

‘1 (T ) to W = fW (t;D ) =
P 3

j= 1W j(t;D ) :(t;D ) 2 T g. Its variance function is given by

vD (t) =
P 3

j= 1varW j(t;D ). For any D this is a continuous function with respect to t and
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positive on any interval[�1 � ";�2 + "]on which ��0 form s a continuous strictly increasing

function.

To show part(ii),�rstrecallthatVi = (V1i;V2i);i= 1;:::;n;:::and V3 = (V31;:::;V3d),

are m utually independentN (0;1)variables,independentofR i= (X i;�i;Zi);i= 1;:::;n.W e

letvariablesR i= i= 1;2;:::bede�ned ascoordinateprojectionson the\�rst"1 coordinates

in theproductprobability space(
1 � V� V0;F 1 � B� B 0;P 1 � Q � Q 0)and letVi;i= 1;:::;::

and V3 bede�ned on the\last" two coordinates.

Set

fW 1(t;D ) =
1
p
n

1

�(D )

nX

i= 1

V1i1(Zi2 D )[F (��0(t);�0jZi)� FD (t)];

fW 2(t;D ) = fW 0(t) 1(t;D )+

Z �

0

fW 0(s)�’�0
(s;�0)E N :(ds)�

� 1(�0) 2(t;D );

fW 3(t;D ) = V3�
1=2

1 (�0)�
� 1(�0) 1(t;D );

where

fW 0(t)=
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V2i
1[X i� t;�i= 1]

s(��0(X i� );�0;X i)
P�0(X i;t):

Forj;k = 1;2;3;j6= k,we have

cov (fW j(t;D );fW j(t
0
;D

0))= cov (cW j(t;D );cW j(t
0
;D

0));

cov (cW k(t;D );fW j(t
0
;D

0))= cov (fW k(t;D );fW j(t
0
;D

0))= cov (cW k(t;D );cW j(t
0
;D

0))= 0:

Also fW 3 doesnotinvolve n,the R i;i= 1;2;:::orthe Vji;j = 1;2;i= 1;2:::sequences,and

isindependentofthe processesfW j;j= 1;2 and cW j;j= 1;2;3.

Sim ilarly to part (i), the processes ffW j(t;D ) : (t;D ) 2 T ;j = 1;2g are of the form

fW j(t;D )=
1p
n

P
n

i= 1Vjig
(j)(X i;�i;Zi),whereg

(j)variesoverGj = fg
(j)

t;D
(x;d;z):(t;D )2 T g,a

Euclidean classoffunctionsforasquareintegrableenvelopeand istotally boundedwith respect

to the sem i-m etric �. The class ofproducts fvg
(j)

t;D
(x;�;z) :(t;D ) 2 T g is also Euclidean.

Therefore,unconditionally [fW j :j= 1;2]isasym ptotically tightand convergesto a G aussian

process [W
#

j
: j = 1;2], whose com ponents are independent and independent of fW 3 and

[W 1;W 2;W 3].

Alternatively,forj= 1,wehave g
(1)

t;D
= h

(1)

t;D
with P h

(1)

t;D
= 0 and

fW 1(t;D )=
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V1i(�R i
� P )[gt;D ]=

1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V1i�R i
[gt;D ]:
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Forj= 2

fW 2(t;D ) =
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V2i(�R i
� P )[g

(2)

t;D
]+

1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V2iP [g
(2)

t;D
]

= fW 21(t;D )+ fW 22(t;D )

and the two com ponents on the right-hand side are uncorrelated. Application of the un-

conditionalm ultiplier centrallim it theorem in van der Vaart and W ellner (1996,Corollary

2.9.4,p.180)im pliesthatthe processes[fW 1;
fW 21;

fW 22;
fW 3]and [cW 1;

cW 2;
cW 3]converge jointly

in [‘1 (T )]4 � [‘1 (T )]3 to independent G aussian processes,[W
#

1 ;W
#

21;W
#

22;W
#

3 = fW 3]and

[W 1;W 2;W 3].By continuousm apping theorem ,wealso have unconditionalweak convergence

of[cW =
P 3

j= 1
cW j;

fW =
P 3

j= 1
fW j]in ‘1 (T )� ‘1 (T ) to a vector ofindependent G aussian

processes[W ;W # ],with the sam e covariance function.

Conditionally on R 1;R 2;:::;:::the processesfW 1;
fW 21 and fW 22 have m ean zero,

cov V [fW 1(t1;D 1);fW 1(t2;D 2)] =
1

n

nX

i= 1

g
(1)

t1;D 1
(R i)g

(1)

t2;D 2
(R i)

T ! P (g
(1)

t1;D 1
[g
(1)

t2;D 2
]T);

cov V [fW 21(t1;D 1);fW 21(t2;D 2)] =
1

n

nX

i= 1

g
(2)

t1;D 1
(R i)g

(2)

t2;D 2
(R i)

T � P g
(2)

t1;D 1
[P g

(2)

t2;D 2
]T

! cov (g
(2)

t1;D 1
(R 1);g

(2)

t2;D 2
(R 1));

cov V [fW 22(t1;D 1);fW 22(t2;D 2)] = P g
(2)

t1;D 1
[P g

(2)

t2;D 2
]T ;

cov V [fW 21(t1;D 1);fW 22(t2;D 2)] =
1

n

nX

i= 1

[g
(2)

t1;D 1
(R i)� P g

(2)

t1;D 1
][P g

(2)

t2;D 2
]T ! 0 ;

cov V [fW 1(t1;D 1);fW 2j(t2;D 2)] = 0; j= 1;2 ;

cov V [fW 3(t1;D 1);fW 2j(t2;D 2)] = 0; j= 1;2 ;

cov V [fW 3(t1;D 1);fW 1(t2;D 2)] = 0;

for alm ost allR 1;R 2;:::. (Actually,conditionally on R 1;R 2;:::,fW j processes are indepen-

dent). By conditionalm ultiplier CLT,we have that conditionally on R 1;R 2;:::;the �nite

dim ensionaldistributionsoffW 1 and fW 2 areasym ptotically m ultivariate norm aland indepen-

dent,for alm ost allR 1;R 2:::. The covariance function is the sam e as of�nite dim ensional

distributions ofW 1 and W 2. By continuous m apping theorem ,we also have that condition-

ally on R 1;R 2;:::,the�nitedim ensionaldistributionsoffW convergeweakly to a m ultivariate

norm aldistribution foralm ostallR 1;R 2;:::. The covariance ofthe m ultivariate norm aldis-

tributionsisthe sam e asthe covariance ofthe corresponding �nite dim ensionaldistributions

ofW .

LetB L1 bethecollection offunctionsf from ‘1 (T )into[0;1]thatareLipschitzcontinuous

with Lipschitz continuity constantequalto 1.For�xed � and x 2 T ,let� �(x)bethe closest
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pointto x in T in a partition ofthesetT with m esh-width � (with respectto thesem i-m etric

�).By triangularinequality

sup
f2B L1

jE V f(fW )� E f(W )j� sup
f2B L1

jE f(W � ��)� E f(W )j+

sup
f2B L1

jE f(W � ��)� E fV (fW � ��)j+ sup
f2B L1

jE V f(fW � ��)� E V f(fW )j

= I1 + I2 + I3 :

As in van der Vaart and W ellner (1996, p. 182), the term I1 converges to 0,because the

processW hascontinuouspathswith respect�and W � �� ! W in alm ostsurely as�# 0.For

�xed � > 0,I2 convergesto 0 foralm ostallR 1;R 2;:::.Thisfollowsbecause conditionally on

R 1;R 2;:::,the�nitedim ensionaldistributionsoffW convergein distribution to a m ultivariate

norm alvector,foralm ostallR 1;R 2;:::.Finally,

I3 � sup
f2B L1

E V jf(fW � ��)� f(fW )j� E V1k
fW 1 � �� � fW 1kG1� +

+ E V2k
fW 2 � �� � fW 2kG2� + E V3k

fW 3 � �� � fW 3kG3�

� E V1k
fW 1kG1� + E V2k

fW 2kG2� + E V3k
fW 3kG3� ;

where Gj� = fg � g0 :g;g0 2 Gj :�(g � g0) < �g,for j = 1;2;3. The �rst two expectation

converge to 0 as n ! 1 and � # 0,by Lem m a 2.9.1 in van der Vaart and W ellner (1996,p

177).Thelastexpected doesnotdepend on n,and convergesto 0 as�#0.

Itrem ainsto considertheprocesscW # de�ned in Section 2.W eshow thatunconditionally

kcW
#

j
� fW jk ! 0 in probability.Ifthisisthe case,then for"> 0,we have

sup
f2B L1

jE �
V f(

cW
# )� E f(W )j � sup

f2B L1

jE V f(fW )� E f(W )j+ sup
f2B L1

jE �
V f(

cW
# )� E V f(fW )j

� sup
f2B L1

jE V f(fW )� E f(W )j+ "+ 2P �
V (k

cW
# � fW k > "):

The�rstterm convergesto 0 in probability.Thelastterm convergesto 0 in (outer)m ean.

Clearly,for j = 3,we have b�n(b�) ! �(� 0), b�2n(b�) ! � 2(�0) and kb 1 �  1k1 ! 0 in

probability so thatkcW
#

3 � fW 3k! P 0.

Next,forj= 1;2;3,de�ne

eH j(t;D )=
1

n

nX

i= 1

V1i1(Zi2 D )hjt(Zi);

where

hjt(Z) = �(D )� 1 j= 1 ;

= �(D )� 1f(��0(t);�0jZ) j= 2 ;

= �(D )� 1 _F (��0(t);�0jZ) j= 3 :
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W ehaveE eH j(t;D )= 0for(t;D )2 T .Unconditionally,thestronglaw oflargenum bers,yields

eH j(t;D )! 0 a.s. pointwise in (t;D )2 T . The convergence isalso uniform since foreach D ,

the process H j(t;D ) has paths ofbounded variation. W e also have fW 1 � cW
#

1 =
P 4

j= 1
fW 1j,

where

fW 11(t;D ) = �
p
n[bFD � FD ](t)eH 1(t;D );

fW 12(t;D ) =
p
n[�

nb�
� �0 � (b�� �0)

T _��0](t)
eH 2(t;D );

fW 13(t;D ) =
p
n[b�� �0]

T[_��0(t)
eH 2(t;D )+ eH 3(t;D )];

fW 14(t;D ) = O P (1)
1

n

nX

i= 1

jV1ijO (
p
nk�

nb�
� ��0k

2 +
p
n(b�� �0)

2):

These fourterm s satisfy kfW 1jk ! 0 in probability (unconditionally) and the sam e holdsfor

the processfW 1 � cW
#

1 .

Finally,de�ne

fM (t) =
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V2i1(X i� t;�i= 1);

fW 4(t) =
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V2i
1(X i� t;�i= 1)

s(�0(X i� );�0;X i)
=

Z
t

0

fM (du)

s(��0(u� );�0;u)
;

cW
#

4 (t) =
1
p
n

nX

i= 1

V2i
1(X i� t;�i= 1)

S(�
nb�
(X i� );b�;X i)

=

Z t

0

fM (du)

S(�
nb�
(u� );b�;u)

:

A sim ilar argum ent as in analysis ofthe term fW 2 shows that fW 4 converges weakly (uncon-

ditionally)to a m ean zero tim e transform ed Brownian m otion with variance function C�0(t).

SinceE N isa continuousfunction,so isC�0.W e have

cW
#

4 (t)�
fW 4(t)=

Z t

0

"

s(��0(u� );�0;u)

S(�
nb�
(u� );b�;u)

� 1

#

fW 4(du):

Denote the term in the bracket by ban(u� ). Then ban is a process with left continuous and

right-hand lim its,kank ! P 0 and

lim sup
n

kankv = O P (1);

where k� kv isthe variation norm .Forgiven �> 0,lett1 < t2 < :::tk be a partition of[0;�],

such that C�0(ti)� C�0(ti� 1) < �. De�ne � �(t) = ti� 1 ift2 [ti� 1;ti). Then integration by

parts,yields

cW
#

4 (t) =

Z t

0

an(u� )[fW 4 � fW 4 � ��](du)+

Z t

0

an(u� )[fW 4 � ��](du)

= [fW 4 � fW 4 � ��](t)an(t)+

Z t

0

[fW 4 � fW 4 � ��](u)an(du)+

Z t

0

an(u� )[fW 4 � ��](du):
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The right-hand side convergesthen to 0 in probability uniform ly in t,asn ! 1 ,followed by

�! 0.W e also have

cW
#

0 (t) =

Z t

0

cW
#

4 (du)P b�
(u;t);

fW 0(t) =

Z t

0

fW 4(du)P�0(u;t):

Then

cW
#

0 (t) = cW
#

4 (t)�

Z
t

0

cW
#

0 (u� )
S0

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du);

fW 0(t) = fW 4(t)�

Z
t

0

fW 0(u� )
s0

s2
(��0(u� );�0;u)E N (du):

W e have

[cW
#

0 (t)�
fW 0(t)] = Rem (t)�

Z t

0

[cW
#

0 � fW 0](u� )
S0

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du);

Rem (t) = [cW
#

4 � fW 4](t)

�

Z t

0

fW 0(u� )

�
S0

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du)�

s0

s2
(�0(u� );�0;u)E N (du)

�

:

W e have kRem k ! 0 and kRem � k ! 0 in probability. Hence by G ronwall’s inequality

(Beesack (1975))

jcW
#

0 � fW 0j(t)� jRem (t)j

+

Z
t

0

jRem (u� )j
jS0j

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du)exp

Z
�

u

jS0j

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du)

� m axsup
t� �

jRem (t)j;jRem (t� )jlim sup
n

exp

Z
�

0

jS0j

S2
(�

nb�
(u� );b�;u)N :(du):

Application ofLem m a 1 and integration by parts im plies that this term converges to 0 in

probability,and kcW
#

0 � fW 0k ! 0 in probability. Sim ilarly,we have kcW
#

2 � fW 2k ! 0 in

probability. �
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Table 1.Regression estim atesand standard errors

in the proportionaloddsratio m odel.

covariate theta sd error p-value

PS -1.049 0.045 < 10� 5

SQ UAM O US -0.246 0.428 0.71

SM ALL 1.345 0.304 0.01

ADENO 1.275 0.342 0.02

LARG E NA NA NA
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Figure captions:

Figure 1. Q uantile regression and 95% sim ultaneous con�dence bands. Covariate space

partitioned according to fourtum ortypes.

Figure 2. Q uantile regression and 95% sim ultaneous con�dence bands. Covariate space

partitioned into three groupsaccording to the ofperform ancestatus(K arnofsky)score.

Figure 3. Aalen-Nelson, odds ratio function and K aplan-M eier estim ators for the four

tum orcelltypes:squam ous(solid line),large(dotted line),sm all(long dash)and adeno (short

dash).
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