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Abstract We develop a general theorem to prove the uniform in bandwidth consis-
tency of kernel-type function estimators. This method unifies the approaches in some
other recent papers. We show how to apply our results to kernel distribution function
estimators and the smoothed empirical process. The results are applicable to establish
strong uniform consistency of data-driven bandwidth kernel-type function estimators.
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1 A general uniform in bandwidth result

We present a general method based on empirical process techniques to prove uniform
in bandwidth consistency of kernel-type function estimators. It is a distillation of
some recent results by Einmahl and Mason (2005) and Dony et al. (2006), whose
work was motivated by original groundwork by Nolan and Marron (1989). Our main
theoretical result, the Theorem below, may be viewed as a notational reformulation
and generalization of Theorem 2 of Dony et al. (2006). However, we greatly extend
its scope and applicability. Our featured applications will be to kernel distribution
function estimators (kdfe’s) as well as to the smoothed empirical process. Both of
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these statistics have attracted a considerable amount of attention in the literature,
some of which we cite below.

We shall show how our results are useful to establish strong uniform consistency
of data-driven bandwidth kdfe’s. For more applications refer to Einmahl and Mason
(2005), Dony et al. (2006) and Dony and Mason (2008).

Here is our basic setup. Let X,X1,X2, . . . be i.i.d. random variables from a proba-
bility space (Ω, A,P ) to a measure space (S, S). In the following, ‖ · ‖∞ denotes the
supremum norm on �∞(S), the space of bounded real valued measurable functions on
S. Let G denote a class of measurable real valued functions g of (u,h) ∈ S × (0,1].
We shall assume that G satisfies:

(G.i) sup0<h≤1 supg∈G ‖g(·, h)‖∞ =: κ < ∞.

Assume that there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all h ∈ (0,1]
(G.ii) supg∈G E[g2(X,h)] ≤ Ch.

We shall also assume that the class of functions G satisfies the following uniform
entropy condition:

(F.i) For some γ ≥ 0, C0 > 0 and ν0 > 0, N(ε, Gγ ) ≤ C0ε
−ν0, 0 < ε < 1, where

Gγ = {
gγ (·, h) : gγ (·, h) = hγ g(·, h), for g ∈ G and h ∈ (0,1]}.

We shall see that the introduction of the parameter γ ≥ 0 will permit us to treat the
smoothed empirical process.

Next, to avoid using outer probability measures in all of our statements, we impose
the measurability assumption:

(F.ii) G is a pointwise measurable class.

(For the definitions of pointwise measurable and of N(ε, Gγ ), see the Appendix,
where we use κ as our envelope function.)

For any n ≥ 1, g ∈ G and 0 < h < 1, define

gn,h := n−1
n∑

i=1

g(Xi,h).

Here is our main result. Its proof is deferred to Sect. 4.

Theorem Assuming (G.i), (G.ii), (F.i) and (F.ii), we have for c > 0,0 < h0 < 1,
w.p. 1,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤h0

sup
g∈G

√
n|gn,h − Egn,h|√

h(| logh| ∨ log logn)
=: A(c) < ∞. (1.1)

Remark 1 It is straightforward to modify the proof of the Theorem to show that it
remains true when (F.i) is substituted by the bracketing condition:

(F′.i) For some C0 > 0 and ν0 > 0, N[ ](ε, F ,L2(P )) ≤ C0ε
−ν0, 0 < ε < 1.
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Refer to p. 270 of van der Vaart (1998) for the definition of N[ ](ε, F ,L2(P )). All
that one must do is replace the use of Proposition A.1 in the Appendix by Lemma
19.34 of van der Vaart (1998).

Remark 2 The results in Einmahl and Mason (2005) on the uniform in bandwidth
consistency of kernel density and regression function (bounded case) estimators can
be readily derived from our Theorem. For example, in the former case one simply
takes G = {k((x − ·)/h1/r ) : 0 < h ≤ 1, x ∈ R

r}, for an integer r ≥ 1, where k(·) is
the kernel function of the kernel density estimator, which is assumed to be bounded,
in L1(R

r ) and satisfy
∫

Rr k(x) dx = 1. In addition, assume that the underlying dis-
tribution function F(·) has a bounded density. Under these assumptions, it is readily
verified that (G.ii) is satisfied. ((G.i) holds trivially.) We also assume that (F.i), with
γ = 0, and (F.ii) hold. In this case for each g ∈ G , gn,h = hfn,h1/r (x), where fn,h1/r (x)

is the kernel density estimator

fn,h1/r (x) =
n∑

i=1

k
(
(x − Xi)

/
h1/r

)
/(nh). (1.2)

Our Theorem also implies Theorem 2 of Dony et al. (2006), which concerns a general
class of regression function estimators. The application of our general result is not
confined to these classical nonparametric function kernel estimators. We shall not re-
derive results for such estimators here, and instead we shall focus on the uniform in
bandwidth consistency of kdfe’s and the smoothed empirical process. We shall soon
see that these form classes of estimators that are different from the classical kernel
density and regression function estimators.

2 Kernel distribution function estimators

In this section we shall apply our Theorem to the standard kdfe as well as to a trans-
formed kdfe. Hereafter we discuss the strong consistency of data-driven bandwidth
kdfe’s.

2.1 Standard kdfe

As above, let X, X1, X2, . . . be i.i.d. with distribution function F . Suppose that F

satisfies the Lipschitz condition

∣∣F(x) − F(y)
∣∣ ≤ C|x − y|, for all x, y ∈ R, some 0 < C < ∞. (2.1)

Let K be a distribution function on R and consider the standard kdfe of F based on
X1, . . . ,Xn:

F̂n,h(x) = n−1
n∑

i=1

K

(
x − Xi

h

)
, x ∈ R.
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We shall assume that
∫ ∞

−∞
|z|dK(z) < ∞. (2.2)

As usual, Fn will denote the empirical distribution function

Fn(x) = n−1
n∑

i=1

1{Xi ≤ x}, x ∈ R,

where 1{·} is the indicator function. By results in Sect. 5 of Nolan and Pollard (1987),
the class of functions

K =
{
K

(
x − ·

h

)
: 0 < h ≤ 1, x ∈ R

}

satisfies (F.i), and trivially also (F.ii). Moreover, the class

G =
{
K

(
x − ·

h

)
− 1{· ≤ x} : 0 < h ≤ 1, x ∈ R

}

is also readily shown to fulfill (F.i) and (F.ii).
Towards verifying (G.ii), observe that for each 0 < h ≤ 1 and x ∈ R,

E

(
K

(
x − X

h

)
− 1{X ≤ x}

)2

= EK2
(

x − X

h

)
− 2E

(
K

(
x − X

h

)
1{X ≤ x}

)
+ F(x).

Now

EK2
(

x − X

h

)
=

∫ ∞

−∞
K2

(
x − y

h

)
dF(y),

which after integrating by parts and the change of variables z = (x − y)/h,

=
∫ ∞

−∞
F(x − hz)dK2(z).

Also,

E

(
K

(
x − X

h

)
1{X ≤ x}

)
=

∫ x

−∞
K

(
x − y

h

)
dF(y),

which by integration by parts and the change of variables z = (x − y)/h,

= K(0)F (x) +
∫ ∞

0
F(x − hz)dK(z).

Thus

E

(
K

(
x − X

h

)
− 1{X ≤ x}

)2
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= (
1 − 2K(0)

)
F(x) − 2

∫ ∞

0
F(x − hz)dK(z) +

∫ ∞

−∞
F(x − hz)dK2(z)

= −2
∫ ∞

0

(
F(x − hz) − F(x)

)
dK(z) +

∫ ∞

−∞
(
F(x − hz) − F(x)

)
dK2(z),

which by the Lipschitz assumption in (2.1), the inequality
∫ ∞

−∞
|z|dK2(z) ≤ 2

∫ ∞

−∞
|z|dK(z),

and (2.2) is

≤ hC

(
2
∫ ∞

0
z dK(z) +

∫ ∞

−∞
|z|dK2(z)

)
≤ h4C

∫ ∞

−∞
|z|dK(z) < ∞.

Thus (G.ii) holds. Condition (G.i) is satisfied trivially. Therefore we can apply our
Theorem to infer the following useful result.

Proposition 1 Assume that F satisfies (2.1) and K fulfills (2.2). Then for c > 0,

0 < h0 < 1, w.p. 1, for some constant 0 < A(c) < ∞,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤h0

sup
x∈R

√
n|F̂n,h(x) − Fn(x) − (EF̂n,h(x) − F(x))|

√
h(| logh| ∨ log logn)

= A(c). (2.3)

Define the classical empirical process by

αn(x) = √
n
{
Fn(x) − F(x)

}
, x ∈ R. (2.4)

Notice that (2.3) readily implies the following result.

Corollary 1 Under the assumptions of Proposition 1, for any sequence of positive
constants 0 < bn < 1 satisfying bn → 0 and bn ≥ (logn)−1, w.p. 1,

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

supx∈R |√n{F̂n,h(x) − EF̂n,h(x)} − αn(x)|√
log logn

= O
(√

bn

)
. (2.5)

From (2.5) we obtain a uniform in bandwidth extension of the results derived by Boos
(1986) in his Theorems 1 and 2.

Corollary 2 Under the assumptions of Proposition 1, if bn → 0, bn ≥ (logn)−1 and

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

sup
x∈R

√
n
∣∣EF̂n,h(x) − F(x)

∣∣ = O
(√

bn log logn
)
, (2.6)

then

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

√
n‖F̂n,h − Fn‖∞ = O

(√
bn log logn

)
a.s. (2.7)
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By (2.10) below, (2.6) holds if
√

nbn = O(
√

bn log logn). Also, from (2.13) below it
follows that (2.6) holds if

√
nb2

n = O(
√

bn log logn) and the more restrictive condi-
tions (2.11) and (2.12) below are imposed on F and K respectively.

We can readily derive from (2.5) a uniform in bandwidth Finkelstein-type func-
tional law of the iterated logarithm [FLIL] for the sequence of classes of random
functions

Fn =
{

ηn,h(·)√
2 log logn

: c logn

n
≤ h ≤ bn

}
,

where ηn,h(·) is the centered kdfe process

ηn,h(·) = √
n
{
F̂n,h(·) − EF̂n,h(·)

}
.

Towards formulating our uniform FLIL, let B[0,1] denote the space of bounded
functions ϕ on [0,1] equipped with supremum norm ‖ϕ‖[0,1] = supt∈[0,1] |ϕ(t)|, and
B[R] denote the space of bounded functions on R equipped with supremum norm
‖ϕ‖R = supt∈R |ϕ(t)|. Further, let

H =
{
ϕ : ϕ(0) = ϕ(1) = 0, ϕ is absolutely continuous and

∫ 1

0

(
ϕ′(s)

)2
ds ≤ 1

}
.

For all ε > 0, let

Hε
F =

{
φ : φ ∈ B[R] and inf

ϕ∈H
‖ϕ o F − φ‖R ≤ ε

}

and for each ϕ ∈ H , let

Bε(ϕ) = {
φ : φ ∈ B[R] and ‖ϕ o F − φ‖R ≤ ε

}
.

Finkelstein (1971) proved the following FLIL (now called the compact LIL) for the
empirical process αn(·): w.p. 1, for all ε > 0 there exists an N > 0 such that for all
n ≥ N ,

αn(·)√
2 log logn

∈ Hε
F

and for every ϕ ∈ H there exists a subsequence {nk} such that for all k ≥ 1,

αnk
(·)√

2 log lognk

∈ Bε(ϕ).

Clearly it is routine to combine (2.5) with the Finkelstein FLIL to infer the following
FLIL.

Corollary 3 Under the assumptions of Proposition 1, for any sequence of positive
constants 0 < bn < 1 satisfying bn → 0 and bn ≥ (logn)−1, w.p. 1, for all ε > 0
there exists an N such that Fn ⊂ Hε

F for all n ≥ N and for every ϕ ∈ H there exists
a subsequence {nk} such that for all k ≥ 1,

ηnk,h(·)√
2 log lognk

∈ Bε(ϕ), uniformly in
c lognk

nk

≤ h ≤ bnk
. (2.8)
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Notice that, in particular, Corollary 3 implies the following uniform in bandwidth
Chung (1949) LIL:

lim sup
n→∞

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

sup
x∈R

√
n|F̂n,h(x) − EF̂n,h(x)|√

2 log logn
= 1

2
, a.s. (2.9)

Remark 3 By imposing further regularity conditions on bn we can replace the
EF̂n,h(x) centering term by F(x) in (2.5), (2.8) and (2.9). Observe that

EF̂n,h(x) − F(x)

equals, after integrating by parts and the change of variables z = (x − y)/h,

∫ ∞

−∞
(
F(x − hz) − F(x)

)
dK(z).

Therefore using (2.1) and (2.2) we see that

sup
x∈R

∣
∣EF̂n,h(x) − F(x)

∣
∣ ≤ hC

∫ ∞

−∞
|z|dK(z) < ∞,

which gives

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

sup
x∈R

∣∣EF̂n,h(x) − F(x)
∣∣ = O(bn). (2.10)

Thus for any sequences 0 < bn < 1 such that
√

nbn/
√

log logn = o(1), we can re-
place EF̂n,h(x) by F(x) in (2.5), (2.8) and (2.9).

If further we assume that

F has a bounded density with a uniformly bounded derivative (2.11)

and
∫ ∞

−∞
z dK(z) = 0,

∫ ∞

−∞
z2 dK(z) < ∞, (2.12)

then it is easy to show by Taylor’s theorem that

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

sup
x∈R

∣∣EF̂n,h(x) − F(x)
∣∣ = O

(
b2
n

)
. (2.13)

In this case, if
√

nb2
n/

√
log logn = o(1), we can replace EF̂n,h(x) by F(x).

Remark 4 Swanepoel (1987) was the first to establish under various regularity con-
ditions a Finkelstein-type FLIL for the sequence of kdfe processes

√
n{F̂n,h(·) − F(·)}√

2 log logn
.
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More recently Giné and Nickl (2009) have obtained under smoothness conditions a
FLIL for the special case of the kdfe process when F̂n,h(x) = ∫ x

−∞ fn,h(y) dy, where
fn,h is the kernel density estimator defined in Remark 2. When the kernel k used
to define fn,h is a bounded density, Corollary 3 can be shown to imply their FLIL
by choosing K(x) = ∫ x

−∞ k(y) dy. They derive their FLIL via a general exponential
inequality for

√
n‖F̂n,h −Fn‖∞ and they do not assume that the kernel k is a density.

Remark 5 Since the empirical process αn(·) converges weakly to the Brownian
bridge B(F(·)), we see from (2.5) that for any sequence of positive constants
0 < bn < 1 satisfying bn → 0, bn ≥ (logn)−1 and

√
bn log logn = o(1) that the cen-

tered kdfe process ηn,h(·) converges weakly to B(F(·)), uniformly in c logn
n

≤ h ≤ bn,
in the sense that

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

sup
x∈R

∣∣ηn,h(x) − αn(x)
∣∣ = op(1). (2.14)

2.2 Transformed kdfe

Swanepoel and Van Graan (2005) have recently proposed a new kdfe based on a
nonparametric transformation of the data. Their estimator is defined by

F̃n,h(x) = n−1
n∑

i=1

K

(
F̂n,h(x) − F̂n,h(Xi)

h

)
.

It was shown by these authors that the asymptotic bias and mean squared error of
F̃n,h(x) are considerably smaller than those of the standard kernel estimator F̂n,h(x).

We shall now show in Proposition 2 (the proof is deferred to Sect. 4) that modi-
fied versions of the results in (2.3)–(2.14) continue to hold if F̂n,h(x) is replaced by
F̃n,h(x) and the supremum is taken for an ≤ h ≤ bn instead of c logn

n
≤ h ≤ bn for

appropriate an and bn.

Proposition 2 Assume:

(A) K has a continuous density k which has support in a compact interval with
continuous derivative k′ such that

∫ ∞

−∞
xk(x) dx = 0.

(B) F has derivatives f and f ′ which exist everywhere on (−∞,∞) with ‖f ‖∞ <

∞ and ‖f ′‖∞ < ∞.
(C) {an} and {bn} are sequences of real numbers such that 0 < an < bn ≤ 1, satis-

fying as n → ∞,

(C.i) na2
n log logn

(logn)2 → ∞ and (C.ii) nb4
n

log logn
→ 0.

Then (2.3)–(2.14) hold with F̂n,h(x) replaced by F̃n,h(x) and the supremum is taken
for an ≤ h ≤ bn instead of c logn

n
≤ h ≤ bn.
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2.3 Applications to the strong consistency of data-driven bandwidth kdfe’s

The smoothed kdfe has been investigated by many authors, who have found that to
use it in practice a data-driven choice of h is required. A number of suggestions for
choosing h depending on the data have been made in the literature for the standard
kernel estimator F̂n,h(x). The proposals by Sarda (1993), Altman and Léger (1995),
Bowman et al. (1998), and Polansky and Baker (2000) are analogs of the “leave-
one-out” and “plug-in” methods, which have been widely used in density estimation.
These data-based bandwidth sequences, ĥn, satisfy w.p. 1 for all large enough n ≥ 1,
the following inequality

an−1/3 ≤ ĥn ≤ bn−1/3, (2.15)

for some constants 0 < a < b < ∞. Under the assumptions (2.1) and (2.2), it imme-
diately follows from (2.9) and (2.10) that for any c > 0 and sequence of constants
0 < bn < 1 satisfying bn ≥ (logn)−1 and

√
nbn/

√
log logn = o(1),

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

‖F̂n,h − F‖∞ → 0, a.s. as n → ∞,

which in turn implies that

lim
n→∞‖F̂n,̂hn

− F‖∞ = 0, a.s.

Further, if we assume condition (2.11) and the first equality in (2.12), it follows
from (2.9) and (2.13) that, for any sequence of constants 0 < bn < 1 such that
bn ≥ (logn)−1 and

√
nb2

n/
√

log logn = o(1),

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤bn

√
n‖F̂n,h − F‖∞√

log logn
= O(1), a.s. as n → ∞,

which implies that

√
n‖F̂n,̂hn

− F‖∞√
log logn

= O(1), a.s. as n → ∞, (2.16)

since, w.p. 1, (2.15) holds for all large n, for some constants 0 < a < b < ∞.
As far as the estimator F̃n,h(x) is concerned, it is clear from the proof of Proposi-

tion 2 that under conditions (A) and (B) we have

lim
n→∞ sup

an≤h≤bn

‖F̃n,h − F‖∞ = 0, a.s.,

for any sequences 0 < an < bn < 1 satisfying bn → 0 and nan/ logn → ∞.

Swanepoel and Van Graan (2005) derived an optimal bandwidth selector h̃n for
F̃n,h(x) that satisfies w.p. 1, for all large enough n ≥ 1, the inequality

an−1/7 ≤ h̃n ≤ bn−1/7, (2.17)
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for some constants 0 < a < b < ∞. Consequently, we deduce that

lim
n→∞‖F̃n,̃hn

− F‖∞ = 0, a.s.

Furthermore, suppose that condition (B) in Proposition 2 is replaced by (B′): F has
four bounded derivatives on (−∞,∞). Also, assume that (C.ii) is replaced by (C′.ii):

nb12
n

log logn
→ 0. Under conditions (A), (B′), (C.i) and (C′.ii), it then follows from the

proof of Proposition 2 and (2.17) that (2.16) also holds if F̂n,̂hn
is replaced by F̃n,̃hn

.

3 Further applications

We shall begin by showing that the oscillation result of Serfling (1982) and Boos
(1986) can be derived from our Theorem. Their papers were in a sense the motivation
for our work. Next we consider the smoothed empirical process.

3.1 An oscillation result

Assume that F satisfies the Lipschitz condition in (2.1). Consider the class of func-
tions

G = {
1
{· ∈ (x, x + th]} : 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,0 < h ≤ 1, x ∈ R

}
.

Notice that for each integer n ≥ 1,

n−1
n∑

i=1

1
{
Xi ∈ (x, x + th]} = Fn(x + th) − Fn(x).

It is well known that the class G satisfies (F.i) and (F.ii). Also, by the Lipschitz as-
sumption (2.1),

E12{X ∈ (x, x + th]} = F(x + th) − F(x) ≤ Cth ≤ Ch.

Thus we clearly see that (G.i) and (G.ii) hold. Therefore by our Theorem for c > 0,

0 < h0 < 1, w.p. 1, for some constant 0 < A(c) < ∞,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤h0

sup
x∈R

sup
t∈[0,1]

|αn(x + th) − αn(x)|
√

h(| logh| ∨ log logn)
= A(c), (3.1)

where αn(·) is the classical empirical process defined in (2.4). Now choose any se-
quence of positive constants bn such that

bn → 0 and nbn/ logn → ∞. (3.2)

Obviously from (3.1) we get for any c > 0,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈R

sup
t∈[0,1]

|αn(x + tbn) − αn(x)|
√

bn(| logbn| ∨ log logn)
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= lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈R

sup
|y|≤bn

|αn(x + y) − αn(x)|
√

bn(| logbn| ∨ log logn)
≤ A(c), a.s.

This of course implies the oscillation result

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈R

sup
|y|≤bn

|αn(x + y) − αn(x)|√
bn logn

< ∞, a.s., (3.3)

which was proved by Serfling (1982) in the uniform case and Boos (1986) in the
case when F is Lipschitz. Under additional growth conditions on bn, Stute (1982)
established an exact version of this result. It is easy to formulate and derive a general
R

r , r ≥ 1, version of these results where the X takes values in R
r and the intervals

(x, x + th] are replaced by rectangles (x1, x1 + t1h
1/r ] × · · · × (xr , xr + trh

1/r ]. For
closely related results along this line refer to Stute (1984).

3.2 Smoothed empirical process

Let H be a nonnegative nonincreasing bounded right-continuous function defined on
[0,∞) such that

∫

Rr

H
(|z|)dz = 1, (3.4)

for an integer r ≥ 1, where |z| stands for the Euclidean norm of z ∈ R
r . Define the

kernel k on R
r by

k(z) = H
(|z|), z ∈ R

r . (3.5)

Let G be a class of measurable real valued functions defined on R
r such that for some

M > 0,

sup
g∈G

sup
z∈Rr

∣∣g(z)
∣∣ ≤ M. (3.6)

Assume that G is pointwise measurable and that with the envelope function constantly
equal to M , for some C0 > 0 and ν0 > 0,

N(ε, G) ≤ C0ε
−ν0 , 0 < ε < 1. (3.7)

Define the class of real valued measurable functions Γ on R
r by

Γ =
{
ϕg,h : ϕg,h(·) = 1

hr

∫

Rr

g(y)k

(
y − ·

h

)
dy,g ∈ G, h ∈ (0,1]

}
. (3.8)

Now let X, X1, X2 . . . be i.i.d., taking values in R
r with density f . Notice that for

each integer n ≥ 1 and ϕg,h ∈ Γ ,

1

n

n∑

i=1

ϕg,h(Xi) =
∫

Rr

g(y)fn,h(y) dy,
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where fn,h(y) is the kernel density estimator (see (1.2) in Remark 2):

fn,h(y) = 1

nhr

n∑

i=1

k

(
y − Xi

h

)
. (3.9)

As in Yukich (1992), van der Vaart (1994) and Giné and Nickl (2008), the centered
smoothed empirical process indexed by G with kernel k is defined to be

αn,h(g) := √
n

∫

Rr

g(y)
{
fn,h(y) − Efn,h(y)

}
dy, g ∈ G. (3.10)

We shall first study the behavior of the difference between αn,h(g) and the usual
empirical process indexed by G :

αn(g) := √
n

{
1

n

n∑

i=1

g(Xi) − Eg(X)

}

, g ∈ G. (3.11)

Assume that for some constants A > 0 and ρ > 0, for all z ∈ R
r and 0 < h ≤ 1,

sup
g∈G

E
(
g(X + hz) − g(X)

)2 ≤ Ah|z|ρ (3.12)

and
∫

Rr

|y|ρk(y) dy < ∞. (3.13)

Remark 6 Notice that (3.12) is satisfied by any class G of measurable real valued
functions g defined on R

r such that for some D > 0 and ρ ≥ 1,

sup
g∈G

(
g(x + y) − g(x)

)2 ≤ D|y|ρ, x, y ∈ R
r .

It also holds for the class of indicators of lower quadrants in R
r ,

G = {
1
{· ∈ R(x)

} : x ∈ R
r
}
, (3.14)

where

R(x) = (−∞, x1] × · · · × (−∞, xr ], x ∈ R
r ,

whenever the distribution function F of X is Lipschitz. To see this notice that

E
(
1
{
X ∈ R(x + y)

} − 1
{
X ∈ R(x)

})2

≤ F
(
x1 + |y1|, . . . , xr + |yr |

) − F
(
x1 − |y1|, . . . , xr − |yr |

)
,

which, since F is assumed to be Lipschitz, is for some D > 0, ≤ D|y|. We see that
the class in (3.14) gives as a special case the centered smoothed empirical process

αn,h(x) = √
n

∫ x1

−∞
. . .

∫ xr

−∞
{
fn,h(y) − Efn,h(y)

}
dy, x ∈ R

r . (3.15)
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Now, introduce the class of functions

Γ = {
ϕg,h − g : g ∈ G, h ∈ (0,1]}.

This class obviously fulfills (G.i) with the bound κ = 2M , where M is as in (3.6).
Notice that

E
(
ϕg,h(X) − g(X)

)2 = E

(∫

Rr

1

hr

(
g(y) − g(X)

)
k

(
y − X

h

)
dy

)2

= E

(∫

Rr

(
g(X + hz) − g(X)

)
k(z) dz

)2

,

which by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, (3.4), (3.12), and (3.13) is

≤ hA

∫

Rr

|y|ρk(y) dy < ∞.

Thus the class Γ satisfies (G.ii), too. Since G satisfies (F.i), it is readily checked that
the class of functions Gr = {hrg : g ∈ G and h ∈ (0,1]} does as well. Proposition A.2
in the Appendix says that the class of functions Γr = {hrϕg,h : g ∈ G, h ∈ (0,1]}
fulfills (F.i). From this we readily conclude that

Γ r = {
hrϕg,h − hrg : g ∈ G, h ∈ (0,1]}

also does. Further, since G satisfies (F.ii), the class Γr does as well.

We can now apply our theorem with γ = r to infer the following result.

Proposition 3 Let k be a kernel defined on R
r that satisfies (3.4) and (3.5). Let G be

a pointwise measurable class of real valued functions defined on R
r fulfilling (3.6)

and (3.7). Assume, in addition, that (3.12) and (3.13) hold. Then for any c > 0 and
0 < h0 < 1, w.p. 1, for some constant 0 < A(c) < ∞,

lim sup
n→∞

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤h0

sup
g∈G

|αn,h(g) − αn(g)|
√

h(| logh| ∨ log logn)
= A(c). (3.16)

Finally, we point out that the empirical process αn(g) indexed by a class of func-
tions G fulfilling (3.6) and (3.7) converges weakly to a Brownian bridge indexed by
G (consult pp. 141–142 of van der Vaart and Wellner 1996) and it satisfies the com-
pact LIL as well (see Theorem 9 on p. 609 of Ledoux and Talagrand 1989). There-
fore a uniform in c logn

n
≤ h ≤ bn weak convergence theorem and a compact LIL for

αn,h(·) can be inferred from (3.16) just as we did above from (2.3) for the centered
kdfe process ηn,h(·). We should mention here that for positive sequences hn → 0
and classes G that satisfy much less restrictive assumptions than (G.i) and (G.ii), the
process αn,hn(·) converges weakly to a Brownian bridge indexed by G . For details
refer to Giné and Nickl (2008) and the references therein.



A general result on the uniform in bandwidth consistency 85

Remark 7 The discussion in Remark 3 above regarding the replacement of the center-
ing in the kdfe process ηn,h(·) carries over verbatim to the process αn,h(g). Analogous
statements hold concerning the replacement of the centering

∫
Rr g(y)Efn,h(y)dy in

αn,h(g) by Eg(X). It is all a matter of deriving uniform bounds on the bias
∫

Rr

g(y)Efn,h(y) dy − Eg(X).

For an in-depth study of bounds on this bias term, confer Giné and Nickl (2008).

4 Proofs

4.1 Proof of theorem

Let αn be the empirical process based on the sample X1, . . . ,Xn; i.e., if ϕ : S → R,
we have

αn(ϕ) = 1√
n

n∑

i=1

(
ϕ(Xi) − Eϕ(X)

)
,

whenever Eϕ(X) is finite and meaningful. Notice that in this notation

gn,h − Egn,h = 1√
n
αn

(
g(·, h)

)
,

so we get that for any n ≥ 1 and 0 < h ≤ 1,

sup
g∈G

√
n|gn,h − Egn,h|√

h(| logh| ∨ log logn)
= sup

g∈G

|αn(g(·, h))|
√

h(| logh| ∨ log logn)
.

We first note that by (G.ii)

E
[
h2γ g2(X,h)

] = E
[
g2

γ (X,h)
] ≤ Ch1+2γ . (4.1)

Set for j ≥ 0 and c > 0,

hj,n = (
2j c logn

)
/n

and

Gj,n = {
gγ (·, h) : g ∈ G, hj,n ≤ h ≤ hj+1,n

}
.

Clearly by (4.1) for hj,n ≤ h ≤ hj+1,n,

E
[
g2

γ (X,h)
] ≤ C(2hj,n)

1+2γ =: σ 2
j,n. (4.2)

(From this point on the proof follows closely the lines of that of Theorem 2 in Dony
et al. 2006.) We shall use Proposition A.1 in the Appendix to bound

E

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

εiϕ(Xi)

∥∥∥∥∥
Gj,n

.
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(For a functional Ψ defined on a class of functions F , ‖Ψ ‖F denotes supϕ∈F |Ψ (ϕ)|.)
To that end we note that each Gj,n satisfies (A.1) of the proposition with G = β =
κ(2hj,n)

γ and (A.3) with σ 2 = σ 2
j,n. Further, since Gj,n ⊂ Gγ , we see by (F.i) that

each Gj,n also fulfills (A.2). Finally to see that (A.4) holds, observe that

sup
g∈Gj,n

‖gγ ‖∞ ≤ (2hj,n)
γ κ,

which by keeping in mind that σ 2
j,n = C(2hj,n)

1+2γ is for large enough n and all
j ≥ 0,

≤ 1

2
√

ν + 1

√
nσ 2

j,n/ log((κ(2hj,n)γ ) ∨ 1/σj,n).

Now by applying Proposition A.1 we get for some D1 > 0 and D2 > 0 for all large
enough n and j ≥ 0,

E

∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

εiϕ(Xi)

∥∥∥∥∥
Gj,n

≤ D1

√
n(hj,n)1+2γ

∣∣log(D2hj,n)
∣∣. (4.3)

Let for large enough n

ln := max{j : hj,n ≤ 2h0},
then a little calculation shows that

ln ∼
log(

nh0
c logn

)

log 2
. (4.4)

For k ≥ 1, set nk = 2k , and let

cj,k :=
√

nk(hj,nk
)1+2γ

(| logD2hj,nk
| ∨ log lognk

)
, j ≥ 0.

Recalling (4.2) and applying Inequality A.1 in the Appendix with

M = (2hj,nk
)γ κ and σ 2

G = σ 2
Gj,nk

≤ C(2hj,nk
)1+2γ =: D0(hj,nk

)1+2γ ,

we get for any t > 0,

P

{
max

nk−1≤n≤nk

∥∥√
nαn

∥∥
Gj,nk

≥ A1(D1cj,k + t)
}

≤ 2
[
exp

(−A2t
2/(

D0nk(hj,nk
)1+2γ

)) + exp
(−A2t/

(
κ(2hj,nk

)γ
))]

.

Set for any ρ > 1, j ≥ 0 and k ≥ 1,

pj,k(ρ) := P

{
max

nk−1≤n≤nk

∥∥√
nαn

∥∥
Gj,nk

≥ A1(D1 + ρ)cj,k

}
.
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As we have cj,k/

√
nk(hj,nk

)1+2γ ≥ √
log lognk , we readily obtain, for j ≥ 0,

pj,k(ρ) ≤ 2

[
exp

(
−ρ2A2

D0
log lognk

)
+ exp

(
−

√
cρA2

κ

√
lognk log lognk

)]
,

which for γ = A2
D0

∧
√

cA2
κ

implies

pj,k(ρ) ≤ 4 exp(−ργ log lognk).

Thus

Pk(ρ) :=
lnk

−1∑

j=0

pj,k(ρ) ≤ 4lnk
(lognk)

−ργ ,

which by (4.4) is for all large k and large enough ρ > 1:

Pk(ρ) ≤ 8(lognk)
1−ργ = 8

(
1

k log 2

)ργ−1

≤ k−2.

Notice that by definition of ln, for large k,

2hlnk
,nk

= hlnk
+1,nk

≥ 2h0,

which implies that we have for nk−1 ≤ n ≤ nk ,
[
c logn

n
,h0

]
⊂

[
c lognk

nk

,hlnk
,nk

]
.

Thus for all large enough k and nk−1 ≤ n ≤ nk,

Ak(ρ) :=
{

max
nk−1≤n≤nk

sup
g∈G

sup
c logn

n
≤h≤h0

√
n|gn,h − Egn,h|√

h(| logh| ∨ log logn)
> 2A1(D1 + ρ)

}

⊂
lnk

−1⋃

j=0

{
max

nk−1≤n≤nk

∥∥√
nαn

∥∥
Gj,nk

≥ A1(D1 + ρ)cj,k

}
.

It follows now for large enough ρ that

P(Ak(ρ)) ≤ Pk(ρ) ≤ k−2,

which by the Borel–Cantelli lemma implies our Theorem.

4.2 Proof of Proposition 2

Throughout the proof, without loss of generality, we shall assume that k has support
in [−1,1]. By applying a Taylor series expansion, we have

F̃n,h(x) =
∫ ∞

−∞
K

(
F̂n,h(x) − F̂n,h(y)

h

)
dFn(y)
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=
∫ ∞

−∞
K

(
F(x) − F(y)

h

)
dFn(y)

+ 1

h

∫ ∞

−∞
[(

F̂n,h(x) − F̂n,h(y)
) − (

F(x) − F(y)
)]

k

×
(

F(x) − F(y)

h

)
dFn(y)

+ 1

2h2

∫ ∞

−∞
[(

F̂n,h(x) − F̂n,h(y)
) − (

F(x) − F(y)
)]2

k′(Δ)dFn(y)

=: In1(x) + In2(x) + In3(x),

where Δ is between h−1[F̂n,h(x) − F̂n,h(y)] and h−1[F(x) − F(y)]. Note that we
suppress the dependence of In1(x), In2(x) and In3(x) on h.

Consider In2(x). Write

[(
F̂n,h(x) − F̂n,h(y)

) − (
F(x) − F(y)

)]

= [(
F̂n,h(x) − Fn(x)

) − (
F̂n,h(y) − Fn(y)

)]

+ {[
Fn(x) − F(x)

] − [
Fn(y) − F(y)

]}

=: [Qn1(x) − Qn1(y)
] + {

Qn2(x, y)
}
. (4.5)

Let U1,U2, . . . denote a sequence of i.i.d. uniform (0,1) random variables. For
each n ≥ 1 write Fn for the empirical distribution function based on the first n of
these random variables. Then, as a sequence of processes, Qn2(x, y) is equal in dis-
tribution to

[
Fn

(
F(x)

) − F(x)
] − [

Fn(F (y)) − F(y)
]
. (4.6)

Therefore in our treatment of the almost sure limiting behavior of Qn2(x, y) as
n → ∞ we can assume that it has the form (4.6).

From (3.3) and the conditions (C) we get, after a little change of notation, that

sup
an≤h≤bn

sup
{(x,y):|F(x)−F(y)|≤h}

[
n

h logn

]1/2∣∣Qn2(x, y)
∣∣ = O(1), a.s. (4.7)

Furthermore, from assumptions (A) and (B) as well as the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2
of Boos (1986), it easily follows using (4.7) that for some 0 < Ci < ∞, i = 1,2, w.p.
1 for all large enough n uniformly in an ≤ h ≤ bn,

‖F̂n,h − Fn‖∞ ≤ C1

[
h logn

n

]1/2

+ C2h
2. (4.8)

Since k vanishes outside [−1,1], the integration in In2(x) can be restricted to those
y for which |F(x) − F(y)| ≤ h. Therefore from (4.5)–(4.8) we now conclude that
for some finite positive constant C3, uniformly in x ∈ R, we have w.p. 1 for all large
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enough n, uniformly in an ≤ h ≤ bn,

∣∣In2(x)
∣∣ ≤

{
C3

[
h logn

n

]1/2

+ C2h
2
}
f̂n,h(x)

≤
{
C3

[
bn logn

n

]1/2

+ C2b
2
n

}
f̂n,h(x),

where

f̂n,h(x) := (nh)−1
n∑

i=1

k

(
F(x) − F(Xi)

h

)

is the kernel density estimator based on i.i.d. uniform (0,1) random variables F(Xi),
i = 1, . . . , n, evaluated at the point F(x). Using assumptions (A), (B), (C) and Corol-
lary 1 of Einmahl and Mason (2005), it readily follows that

lim
n→∞ sup

an≤h≤bn

√
n‖In2‖∞√
log logn

= 0, a.s. (4.9)

Now consider In3(x). To handle this term we shall need the following fact, which is
a special case of Theorem 2 of Mason et al. (1983).

Fact Let X1,X2, . . . be i.i.d. with continuous cumulative distribution F . For each
n ≥ 1 let Fn be the empirical distribution based on X1, . . . ,Xn. For some constant
D > 0, w.p. 1, as n → ∞,

sup
{(x,y):|F(x)−F(y)|≥ n−1 logn}

{√
n

2 logn

|Fn(x) − Fn(y) − (F (x) − F(y))|
|F(x) − F(y)|1/2

}
→ D.

(4.10)

Applying the above fact we see that w.p. 1 for all large n whenever

∣∣F(x) − F(y)
∣∣ ≥ logn

n
,

then

∣∣Fn(x) − Fn(y) − (
F(x) − F(y)

)∣∣ ≤ 2D
∣∣F(x) − F(y)

∣∣1/2
√

logn

n
.

Thus for any C > 1 w.p. 1 for all large n whenever an ≤ h ≤ bn and |F(x)−F(y)| ≥
Ch and keeping in mind that by (C.i),

na2
n/ logn → ∞,

we see that both (F (x) − F(y))/h and (Fn(x) − Fn(y))/h are of the same sign and
lie outside of the interval [−1,1]. Applying (4.8), we readily check that the same
statement holds when Fn(x) − Fn(y) is replaced by F̂n,h(x) − F̂n,h(y). Since k′ van-
ishes outside [−1,1], the integration in In3(x) can be restricted to those y for which
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|Δ| ≤ 1. Therefore we conclude from our discussion that for all n sufficiently large
for each x we can restrict the integration to those y for which

∣∣F(x) − F(y)
∣∣ ≤ Ch,

where an ≤ h ≤ bn and C is a constant greater than 1. Hence, (4.5)–(4.8) are once
again applicable. Using assumptions (A), (B), (C) and the fact that k′ is bounded, it
easily follows that for some constant D0, uniformly in an ≤ h ≤ bn,

‖In3‖∞ ≤ D0

h2

{
h logn

n
+ h4

}
,

which gives

sup
an≤h≤bn

‖In3‖∞ = O

(
logn

nan

+ b2
n

)
, a.s.

Therefore by the assumptions in (C),

lim
n→∞ sup

an≤h≤bn

√
n‖In3‖∞√
log logn

= 0, a.s. (4.11)

Hence, from (4.9), (4.11), and the above Taylor series expansion we conclude that

lim
n→∞ sup

an≤h≤bn

√
n‖F̃n,h − In1‖∞√

log logn
= 0, a.s.

Finally, note that In1(x) becomes the kernel estimator F̂n,h(·) (for which (2.3)–(2.14)
hold) by simply replacing in the latter x and Xi by F(x) and F(Xi), respectively.
Keep in mind that we take the supremum over an ≤ h ≤ bn instead of c logn

n
≤ h ≤ bn.
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Appendix

A class of measurable real valued functions G defined on a measure space (X , A) is
said to be a pointwise measurable class if there exists a countable subclass G0 of G so
that we can find for any function g in G a sequence of functions {gm} in G0 for which
gm(x) → g(x), x ∈ X . (See Example 2.3.4 in van der Vaart and Wellner 1996.)

Let X, X1, . . . ,Xn be i.i.d. from a probability space (X , A,P ) with common dis-
tribution μ. Further, let ε1, . . . , εn be a sequence of independent Rademacher random
variables independent of X1, . . . ,Xn.

The following inequality is essentially due to Talagrand (1994) (see Einmahl and
Mason 2000).
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Inequality A.1 Let G be a pointwise measurable class of functions satisfying for
some 0 < M < ∞, ‖g‖∞ ≤ M,g ∈ G . Then for all t > 0 we have, for suitable finite
constants A1,A2 > 0,

P

{

max
1≤m≤n

∥∥√
mαm

∥∥
G ≥ A1

(

E

∥∥
∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

εig(Xi)

∥∥
∥∥∥

G
+ t

)}

≤ 2
(
exp

(−A2t
2/nσ 2

G
) + exp(−A2t/M)

)
,

where σ 2
G = supg∈G Var(g(X)).

It enables us to reduce many problems on almost sure convergence to investigating
the moment quantity μn := E‖∑n

i=1 εig(Xi)‖G .
The following proposition proved in Einmahl and Mason (2000) is very helpful for

obtaining bounds on this quantity, when the class G has a polynomial covering num-
ber. For a similar inequality, see Giné and Guillou (2001). Assume that there exists a
finite valued measurable function G, called an envelope function, which satisfies for
all x ∈ X ,G(x) ≥ supg∈G |g(x)|. We define for ε > 0

N(ε, G) := sup
Q

N
(
ε

√
Q

(
G2

)
, G, dQ

)
,

where the supremum is taken over all probability measures Q on (X , A) for
which 0 < Q(G2) := ∫

G2(y)Q(dy) < ∞ and dQ is the L2(Q)-metric. As usual,
N(ε, G, dQ) is the minimal number of balls {g : dQ(g,f ) < ε} of dQ-radius ε needed
to cover G .

Proposition A.1 Let G be a pointwise measurable class of bounded functions such
that for some constants β, ν,C > 1, σ ≤ 1/(8C) and function G as above, the fol-
lowing four conditions hold:

E
[
G2(X)

] ≤ β2; (A.1)

N(ε, G) ≤ Cε−ν, 0 < ε < 1; (A.2)

σ 2
0 := sup

g∈G
E

[
g2(X)

] ≤ σ 2; (A.3)

sup
g∈G

‖g‖∞ ≤ 1

2
√

ν + 1

√
nσ 2/ log(β ∨ 1/σ). (A.4)

Then we have for a universal constant A:

E

∥∥
∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

εig(Xi)

∥∥
∥∥∥

G
≤ A

√
νnσ 2 log(β ∨ 1/σ). (A.5)

Proposition A.2 Under the assumptions (3.4)–(3.7) we have, for some C1 > 0,

N(ε,Γr) ≤ C1ε
−ν0−1, 0 < ε < 1. (A.6)
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Proof Choose 0 < ε < 1 and select 0 = h0 < h1 < · · · < hm = 1, m > 1, such that
hr

i+1 − hr
i < ε/2 for i = 0, . . . ,m − 1. Notice that we can take

m ≤ 3
(
ε/(2r)

)−1
. (A.7)

For each i = 1, . . . ,m, let Pi denote the probability measure on R
r with density

pi(y) = 1

hr
i

Ek

(
y − X

hi

)
, y ∈ R

r .

Further, let Yi be an R
r valued random variable with density pi . For each i = 1, . . . ,m

choose gi,1, . . . , gi,ni
, ni > 1, so that for all g ∈ G ,

min
1≤j≤ni

√
E

(
g(Yi) − gi,j (Yi)

)2
< Mε/2. (A.8)

By (3.7) we can take

ni ≤ C0(ε/2)−ν0 . (A.9)

For 1 ≤ j ≤ ni , 1 ≤ i ≤ m, set

ϕi,j (·) =
∫

Rr

gi,j (y)k

(
y − ·
hi

)
dy.

Select

ϕ(·) =
∫

Rr

g(y)k

(
y − ·

h

)
dy ∈ Γr .

For the h appearing in ϕ(·) find 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1 so that hi−1 < h ≤ hi and gi,j , 1 ≤
j ≤ ni , so that (A.8) holds. Clearly, with

ϕi(·) =
∫

Rr

g(y)k

(
y − ·
hi

)
dy,

we get by the triangle inequality,

√
E

(
ϕ(X) − ϕi,j (X)

)2

≤
√

E
(
ϕ(X) − ϕi(X)

)2 +
√

E
(
ϕi(X) − ϕi,j (X)

)2
. (A.10)

Notice that

E
(
ϕ(X) − ϕi(X)

)2 = E

(∫

Rr

g(y)

(
k

(
y − X

h

)
− k

(
y − X

hi

))
dy

)2

≤ M2
E

(∫

Rr

∣∣∣∣k
(

y − X

h

)
− k

(
y − X

hi

)∣∣∣∣dy

)2

,
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which since H is nonincreasing and k(u) = H(|u|),

= M2
(∫

Rr

{
H

( |y|
hi

)
− H

( |y|
h

)}
dy

)2

= M2(hr
i − hr

)2 ≤ M2(hr
i − hr

i−1

)2 ≤
(

Mε

2

)2

. (A.11)

Also observe that

E
(
ϕi(X) − ϕi,j (X)

)2 = E

(∫

Rr

(
g(y) − gi,j (y)

)
k

(
y − X

hi

)
dy

)2

≤ h2r
i

∫

Rr

(
g(y) − gi,j (y)

)2
h−r

i E

(
k

(
y − X

hi

))
dy

= h2r
i E

(
g(Yi) − gi,j (Yi)

)2
<

(
Mε

2

)2

. (A.12)

Thus by (A.10), (A.11) and (A.12), we have
√

E(ϕ(X) − ϕi,j (X))2 ≤ Mε. Obvi-
ously, from (A.7) and (A.9) we get

#{ϕi,j : 1 ≤ j ≤ ni,1 ≤ i ≤ m} ≤ 3
(
ε/(2r)

)−1
C0(ε/2)−ν0 =: C1ε

−ν0−1.

Hence (A.6) holds. �

References

Altman N, Léger C (1995) Bandwidth selection for kernel distribution function estimation. J Stat Plan
Inference 46:195–214

Boos DD (1986) Rates of convergence for the distance between distribution function estimators. Metrika
33:197–202

Bowman A, Hall P, Prvan T (1998) Bandwidth selection for the smoothing of distribution functions. Bio-
metrika 85:799–808

Chung K-L (1949) An estimate concerning the Kolmogoroff limit distribution. Trans Am Math Soc 67:36–
50

Dony J, Mason DM (2008) Uniform in bandwidth consistency of conditional U -statistics. Bernoulli
14:1108–1133

Dony J, Einmahl U, Mason DM (2006) Uniform in bandwidth consistency of local polynomial regression
function estimators. Aust J Stat 35:105–120

Einmahl U, Mason DM (2000) An empirical process approach to the uniform consistency of kernel-type
function estimators. J Theor Probab 13:1–37

Einmahl U, Mason DM (2005) Uniform in bandwidth consistency of kernel-type function estimators. Ann
Stat 33:1380–1403

Finkelstein H (1971) The law of the iterated logarithm for empirical distributions. Ann Math Stat 42:607–
615

Giné E, Guillou A (2001) On consistency of kernel density estimators for randomly censored data: Rates
holding uniformly over adaptive intervals. Ann Inst H Poincaré Probab Stat 37:503–522

Giné E, Nickl R (2008) Uniform central limit theorems for kernel density estimators. Probab Theory Relat
Fields 141:333–387

Giné E, Nickl R (2009) An exponential inequality for the distribution function of the kernel density esti-
mator, with applications to adaptive estimation. Probab Theory Relat Fields 143:569–596



94 D.M. Mason, J.W.H. Swanepoel

Ledoux M, Talagrand M (1989) Comparison theorems, random geometry and some limit theorems for
empirical processes. Ann Probab 17:596–631

Mason DM, Shorack GR, Wellner JA (1983) Strong limit theorems for oscillation moduli of the uniform
empirical process. Z Wahrsch Verw Geb 65:83–97

Nolan D, Marron JS (1989) Uniform consistency of automatic and location-adaptive delta-sequence esti-
mators. Probab Theory Relat Fields 80:619–632

Nolan D, Pollard D (1987) U-processes: Rates of convergence. Ann Stat 15:780–799
Polansky AM, Baker ER (2000) Multistage plug-in bandwidth selection for kernel distribution function

estimates. J Stat Comput Simul 65:63–80
Sarda P (1993) Smoothing parameter selection for smooth distribution functions. J Stat Plan Inference

35:65–75
Serfling RJ (1982) Properties and applications of metrics on nonparametric density estimators. In: Non-

parametric statistical inference, vols I, II, Budapest, 1980. Colloq. Math. Soc. János Bolyai, vol 32.
North-Holland, Amsterdam, pp 859–873

Stute W (1982) The oscillation behavior of empirical processes. Ann Probab 10:86–107
Stute W (1984) The oscillation behavior of empirical processes: the multivariate case. Ann Probab 12:361–

379
Swanepoel JWH (1987). A note on a functional law of the iterated logarithm for kdfe’s with applications.

FABWI-N-WST
Swanepoel JWH, Van Graan FC (2005) A new kernel distribution function estimator based on a non-

parametric transformation of the data. Scand J Stat 32:551–562
Talagrand M (1994) Sharper bounds for Gaussian and empirical processes. Ann Probab 22:28–76
van der Vaart AW (1994) Weak convergence of smoothed empirical processes. Scand J Stat 21:501–504
van der Vaart AW (1998) Asymptotic statistics. Cambridge University Press, New York
van der Vaart AW, Wellner JA (1996) Weak convergence and empirical processes with applications to

statistics. Springer, New York
Yukich JE (1992) Weak convergence of smoothed empirical processes. Scand J Stat 19:271–279


	A general result on the uniform in bandwidth consistency of kernel-type function estimators
	Abstract
	A general uniform in bandwidth result
	Kernel distribution function estimators
	Standard kdfe
	Transformed kdfe
	Applications to the strong consistency of data-driven bandwidth kdfe's

	Further applications
	An oscillation result
	Smoothed empirical process

	Proofs
	Proof of theorem
	Proof of Proposition 2

	Acknowledgements
	Appendix
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


