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Abstract

The path-specific effect (PSE) is of primary interest in mediation analysis when
multiple intermediate variables between treatment and outcome are observed, as it
can isolate the specific effect through each mediator, thus mitigating potential bias
arising from other intermediate variables serving as mediator-outcome confounders.
However, estimation and inference of PSE become challenging in the presence of
nonignorable missing covariates, a situation particularly common in epidemiological
research involving sensitive patient information. In this paper, we propose a fully
nonparametric methodology to address this challenge. We establish identification
for PSE by expressing it as a functional of observed data and demonstrate that
the associated nuisance functions can be uniquely determined through sequential
optimization problems by leveraging a shadow variable. Then we propose a sieve-

based regression imputation approach for estimation. We establish the large-sample
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theory for the proposed estimator, and introduce a robust and efficient approach to
make inference for PSE. The proposed method is applied to the NHANES dataset
to investigate the mediation roles of dyslipidemia and obesity in the pathway from

Type 2 diabetes mellitus to cardiovascular disease.

KEYWORDS: Efficient estimation; mediation analysis; mediator-outcome confounding;

missing not at random; multiple mediators.
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1 Introduction

Mediation analysis is a powerful analytic tool to explore the mechanisms of treatment-
outcome relationships in both experimental and observational studies. While it has
traditionally been studied based on structural equation models (Baron and Kenny, 1986),
the model-free concepts of natural direct and indirect effects were later formalized by
Robins and Greenland (1992) and Pearl (2001) within the potential outcomes framework.
This formalization separates identification assumptions from parametric constraints,
enabling nonparametric identification and semiparametric inference for these causal
estimands (Imai et al., 2010a; Tchetgen Tchetgen and Shpitser, 2012).

In epidemiological studies, mediation analysis has been widely employed to explore
the mediated risk factors in the development of chronic diseases, for example, mechanisms
by which type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) causes cardiovascular disease (Sharif et al.,
2019; Wang et al., 2022). As indicated by Zhang et al. (2023), several intermediate
variables, such as obesity and dyslipidemia, play a crucial role in the relationship between
T2DM and cardiovascular events. The conventional mediation analysis approach typically
regards intermediate variables collectively as a single vector-valued mediator variable,
which makes it difficult to distinguish the specific mediation role of each intermediate
variable. Sharif et al. (2019) examined the natural indirect effects of each risk factor
separately. However, despite controlling for a set of pre-treatment covariates, their
results may still be subject to potential bias if one intermediate variable induced by the
treatment T2DM becomes a confounder between another intermediate variable and the
cardiovascular outcome. For example, dyslipidemia is a common symptom for T2DM
patients, which subsequently influences both obesity and the cardiovascular outcome
(Vekic et al., 2019). This is known as a mediator-outcome confounding problem in
mediation analysis (Avin et al., 2005), and a remedy is to consider the path-specific
effect (PSE) instead of the natural indirect effect (Shpitser, 2013; Daniel et al., 2015;
Miles et al., 2017). Essentially, the PSE mitigates mediator-outcome confounding by
controlling for the counterfactuals of intermediate variables preceding the mediator of
interest at the same treatment status when switching the potential mediator values.
Miles et al. (2020) proposed a semiparametric approach for estimation of PSE in presence
of mediator-outcome confounding. Zhou (2022) extended the framework to accommodate
multiple mediators and developed a general methodology for identifying and estimating
the PSEs.

A prevalent challenge impeding the estimation and inference of the PSE in epidemi-
ological studies is the issue of missing data. Sensitive information related to privacy,
such as lifestyle, mental health status, socioeconomic status, and other self-reported
information, are often withheld by respondents. These involved variables are sometimes

crucial covariates in identifying causal effects, particularly as pre-treatment covariates to



eliminate the confounding bias. For example, in empirical research exploring the causal
mechanism between T2DM and cardiovascular disease using data from the National
Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES), baseline covariates such as age,
gender, race, hypertension, and drinking are considered, with approximately 36% of the
drinking data missing (Zhang et al., 2023). Compounding the issue, this missingness
is likely nonignorable, also known as missing not at random (MNAR, Rubin, 1976),
as individuals aware of the health risks associated with heavy drinking may be more
reluctant to answer related questions (Bartlett et al., 2014). A widely adopted approach
for addressing nonignorable missingness is the use of shadow variables (D’Haultfoeuille,
2010; Wang et al., 2014; Zhao and Ma, 2022; Miao et al., 2024). In our example, alcoholic
hepatitis is considered a suitable shadow variable for recovering missing information
about alcohol consumption because it is associated with long-term alcohol use; besides,
it is diagnosed through physiological indicators obtained from laboratory data, which
is independent of the missing process related to self-reported drinking behavior. These
factors imply that alcoholic hepatitis meets the necessary criteria for a shadow variable.
Several studies have utilized auxiliary or other observed variables as shadow variables to
address nonignorable missing data in causal inference (Yang et al., 2019) or mediation
analysis (Li and Zhou, 2017; Zuo et al., 2024; Shan et al., 2024). However, current meth-
ods for mediation analysis with potential mediator-outcome confounding and multiple

mediators subject to nonignorable missing covariates are still lacking.

In this paper, we address these gaps in the current literature by providing a compre-
hensive methodology for identifying, estimating and making inference about the PSE
when multiple intermediate variables are observed and pre-treatment covariates are sub-
ject to nonignorable missingness. We first establish identification of PSE by expressing it
as a functional of observed data using a weighting method. The weight is identified by an
integral equation with an available shadow variable, while the other nuisance functions
are demonstrated to be unique solutions to specific weighted least squares optimization
problems. Building on these identification results, we propose a sieve-based regression
imputation estimator and establish its asymptotic normality despite the well-known
challenges of ill-posedness in solving the integral equation (Kress, 1989). Our estimator
exhibits two main advantages over classical parametric regression imputation methods:
it is more flexible in accommodating nonlinear structures as it nonparametrically models
and estimates nuisance functions using versatile sieves like power series and splines; and
it is shown to attain the semiparametric efficiency bound. We also propose a novel
approach for estimating the asymptotic variance and making efficient inference for the
PSE. Unlike previous methods that estimate the density appearing in the influence
function separately, we identify density ratios as a whole through optimization problems

and employ a one-step estimation process.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 defines the counterfactuals,



the PSE of interest and specifies main assumptions. Section 3 derives the identifiable
expression of the parameter of interest and introduces our estimation approach. Section 4
derives the large-sample properties and our inference methods. Section 5 provides a
simulation study, and we apply our method to NHANES in Section 6. Technical proofs

and additional results are provided in the supplementary materials.

2 Setup

Let A denote a binary treatment, and Y the outcome of interest. Let X be a set of pre-
treatment covariates subject to nonignorable missingness, and let the binary variable R
be the missingness indicator with R = 1 if X is fully observed and 0 otherwise. Suppose
we observe K causally ordered clusters of intermediate variables between A and Y,
denoted by My, ..., Mg, such that no component of My, causally affects any component
of My, for k < k. Classical mediation analysis, which views all intermediate variables
as a vector-valued mediator (Pearl, 2001), is a special case here with K = 1. There
are 2K possible causal paths from treatment to outcome through different combinations
of the K mediators. For example, when K = 2, the four paths are: (a) A — Y7 (b)
A= M —Y;(c)A— My —Y;(d) A— My — My — Y. Throughout, for any generic
sequence {v1,vs, ...}, we write ¥ = (v1,...,vx), and 9yp = ). We employ the potential
outcome framework to define path-specific effects. Let Y (a,mg) denote the potential
outcome under treatment status A = a and mediator values M g = My, My (a,my_1)
the potential value of the mediator M} under treatment status a and mediator values

M 1 =my_1 for k€ {1,...,K}. It allows us to define the counterfactual functionals:

Y(@x41) £ E{Y (ag41, Mk (@k))}

where M, (Gy) = (]Wk,l(&k,l), Mk(ak,Mk,l(&k,l))) fork e {1,...,K},and ay,...,ax41
are treatment statuses with each taking values 0 or 1. For example, when K = 2,
Y(as) = E{Y (a3, My (a1), Ma(az, Mi(a1))}. Essentially, ©)(@x1) excludes a proportion
of nested counterfactuals, for example, E{Y (ag, Mi(a1), Ma(az, M1(a}))} with a1 # a}
when K = 2, which is typically unidentifiable according to the recanting witness criterion
(Avin et al., 2005). A set of PSEs of interest are introduced by ¢ (@x+1), as illustrated

in the following examples.

Example 1 (Mediation Analysis with treatment-induced mediator-outcome confounding).
Suppose K =2 and My is the mediator of interest, as shown in Figure 1. The natural
direct and indirect effects are typically not identifiable because the mediator-outcome
confounder My induced by the treatment exists. Specifically, the natural indirect effect
through My is defined following Pearl (2001) as E{Y (1, M2(1))}—E{Y (1, M2(0))}, which



1s equal to
E{Y(17 M1(1)7 M2(17 Ml(l)))} - E{Y(17 M1(1)7 M2(07 Ml(o)))}7 (1)

by the composition assumption where My is set to what it should be in the nested
counterfactual. The first term in (1) corresponds to ¥(1,1,1), while the second term is
typically unidentifiable because it accounts for counterfactuals under conflicting treatment
values (Robins and Richardson, 2011). Referring to Shpitser (2013) and Miles et al.
(2020), an alternative estimand quantifying the path-specific effect along the path A —
My =Y, which is of primary interest, is defined via ¥ (@xy1) as follows:

PSEA—)MQ*)Y = ¢(17 17 1) - ¢(17 O) 1)

() i ()

Figure 1. Causal DAGs with the thick arrows indicating the PSE of interest.

Example 2 (Mediation analysis with multiple ordered mediators). As an extension of
Ezxample 1, we aim to describe the mediation effects through each intermediate variable
among My, ..., Mg. Referring to Daniel et al. (2015) and Zhou (2022), the natural direct
effect of A on'Y, and the portion of path-specific natural indirect effects that operates
through the kth mediator My, are respectively defined as

NDEj .y = Y(ax41 = 1,ax = 0) —Y(a@x41 = 0),
NIEA My = Y(@p_1 =0,a, =1) —Y(ax = 0,a;,1 = 1), ke{l,...,K},

where a;, = (ag,...,ax+1). Figure 2 is a causal DAG for illustration. For instance,
NIEA ),y @5 a composite effect of the causal paths A — My, — Y, A — M, —
Mi1 =Y, ..., and A — My — ... - Mg — Y. Then the total effect (TE) of A on'Y

can be decomposed as

K

TE2 y(ax1 =1) = ¥(@xi1 =0) = NDEay + ¥ NIEs ,p7, v
k=1

In the following, we will concentrate on the estimation and inference of ¥ (@x41).
The following assumptions are imposed by Zhou (2022) for identifying ¢(@x+1), which
can be viewed as an extension of those proposed by Imai et al. (2010b) in mediation

analysis.
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Figure 2. Causal DAGs of some PSEs.

Assumption 1 (Consistency). M = My, (ax, my_1) if A= ap and Mj_1 = my_1 for
ke{l,....K}, andY =Y (axs1,Mp) if A=axi1 and Mg = my.

Assumption 2 (Sequential ignorability). {Mj(a1), Ma(az, m1),...,Y (ak+1,mK)} LA |
X, and {Mk+1(ak+1, TTLk), RN MK(CLK, TTLK_l), Y(GK+1, WLK)} J_LMk(ak, m;;_l) | X, A, Mk—l

for any ay,...,ax4+1, mi,...,mg, mi,...,my_q, and k € {1,..., K}.

Assumption 3 (Positivity). fax(a | z) > & > 0 whenever fx(x) > 0; f 4 x 5z, (a | z,my;) >
£ > 0 whenever fx 5z (x,my) >0 forke{l,..., K}

Assumptions 1 and 3 are standard in causal inference literature. Assumption 2
stipulates that baseline covariates control for all potential confounding between the
treatment and mediators, as well as between the treatment and the outcome. Additionally,
the covariates, treatment, and preceding mediators jointly control for any confounding
between subsequent mediators and between the mediators and the outcome. Under

Assumptions 1-3, Zhou (2022) showed that ¢(@x+1) can be expressed as

P(@gi1) = /m/m E(Y | $7GK+1,?71K){ ﬁ dF (my | z, ag, Mg—1) }dF(CU)- (2)

k=1

Unfortunately, the identification formula (2) is infeasible if the covariates X have
missing values. This becomes particularly challenging when the missingness is non-
ignorable, namely R A X | (A, Mg,Y), because the underlying joint distribution of
(X, A, M,Y) in this case is typically not identified by the observed data without addi-
tional information, even when strict parametric models are employed (Miao et al., 2016).
Inspired by D’Haultfoeuille (2010) and Miao and Tchetgen Tchetgen (2018), we consider
the shadow variable framework for identification. Let Z be a shadow variable satisfying

the following assumptions.
Assumption 4 (Shadow variable). (i) ZU X | A, Mg,Y, (i) ZILR|X, A, Mg,Y.

Assumption 5 (Completeness). For any squared-integrable function g and for any
a,mg,y, E{9(X) | Z,A=a, Mg = mg,Y =y} = 0 almost surely if and only if
g9(X) = 0 almost surely.



Assumption 4 emphasizes that the shadow variable should be associated with the
missing covariates conditional on the other observed data, but independent of the
missingness process conditional on both observed and missing data. In our motivating
example, alcoholic hepatitis serves as a shadow variable for the partially observed
drinking behavior. It is expected to satisfy the conditions because one of the main
pathogenesis of alcoholic hepatitis is long-term alcohol use. Furthermore, alcoholic
hepatitis is diagnosed based on laboratory data, which is fully observed and expected not
to directly influence the propensity of respondents reporting their alcohol consumption.
In fact, the shadow variable is also referred to as the “nonresponse instrument” in
some literature (D’Haultfoeuille, 2010; Wang et al., 2014), and has been widely used for
establishing identifiability (Miao and Tchetgen Tchetgen, 2016, 2018). Assumption 5
is a technical condition relevant to identification process, and holds for a wide range of
parametric or semiparametric models such as exponential families (Newey and Powell,
2003; D’Haultfoeuille, 2011). Intuitively, it requires the shadow variable to be of as
much variability as the missing variable. We also assume the response probability
f(R=1]X,A,Mgk,Y) > c > 0 for some constant c to rule out the degenerate case.
Under these assumptions, the identification of the joint distribution f(X, A, M,Y) can
be established similarly to the studies of, for example, Ding and Geng (2014); Yang
et al. (2019). In this paper, we always assume the underlying data distribution satisfies
these conditions and focus on robust estimation and efficient inference of ¥(@x 1) using

observed data.

3 Estimation

To motivate our estimation approach, we first establish the identifiable expression
of Y(axy1). Specifically, we express 1)(@x+1) as a functional of fully observed data
and demonstrate that the associated nuisance functions can be uniquely determined
through sequential optimization problems. Then we propose a robust and efficient
nonparametric approach for estimation. For notational simplicity, we consider a given
treatment status @x 1 and denote 1) = (a@x 1) from now on. Let pur1(X, M) =
E(Y | X, A= ary1, Mg) and pup(X, My_1) £ E{pg1(X, My) | X, A = ag, My} for
ke {1,...,K} be a series of iterated conditional expectations. Then (2) implies that
¥ = B{u(X)}. Let

f(R=0|X,A,Mg,Y)
f(R=1|X,A,Mg,Y)’

fY(Xv A7 MKuy) =
be the odds function. Then it is easy to check that i can be expressed as

¥ = E{Ru(X)+ (1 = R (X)} = E{Rpu(X) + Ry(X, A, Mg, Y)u(X)} .



Essentially, the odds function (X, A, M g, Y) summarizes the distribution shift between
units with and without missingness. Once we obtain estimators of y(X, 4, M ,Y) and

w1 (X), an estimator of 1 is given by
~ 1 R R o ~
V= Z {Rifi(Xi) + RA(X;, Ai, M i ;, Yi) i (X;) } - (3)
i=1

In the following, we address the identification and estimation of v and u.

We first consider v. With an available shadow variable Z satisfying assumptions 4
and 5, similar to Li et al. (2023) and Miao et al. (2024), we show in Appendix B that
is identified by the integral equation:

E{’Y(XaAaﬂK)Y) | R = 1727AaMKaY} = ﬁ(Z7AaMK7Y)’ (4)

where 8(Z,A,Mg,Y) 2 f(R=0|Z,A,Mg,Y)/f(R=1|Z,A,Mg,Y). Here, As-
sumption 4 ensures that 7 satisfies the integral equation (4), and Assumption 5 guarantees

the unique solution of the equation. Note that the integral equation (4) is equivalent to
E{Ry(X,A,Mg,Y)|Z,A,Mg,Y}=E(1-R|Z A Mg,Y). (5)
We define the criterion function
Q() = B [{BE(RI(X, A, Mk,Y) -1+ R| 2,A,M,Y)}’|, €T,

where T' is the parameter space of . Then we have v = arginfzcp Q(7). Therefore, we
can estimate v by finding a minimizer of the sample analogue @, (¥) of Q(7). For this
purpose, we first estimate the unknown conditional expectation E(- | Z, A, M ,Y) using
a series estimator (Newey, 1997). Specifically, let {p;(-)}72; denote a sequence of known
basis functions (such as power series, splines, Fourier series, etc.), with the property
that its linear combination can approximate any squared integrable real-valued function
of (z,a,mp,y) well. Let p;, (z,a, Mmp,y) = (pl(z,a,mK,y), .. ,pln(z,a,mK,y))T, and
P = (ﬁln(Zl,Al,MKyl,Yl), e ,ﬁln(Zn,An,]\i/IKm,Yn))T. Then for a generic random
variable V with realizations {V;}";, the estimator of E(V | Z, A, M f,Y) is given by

E(V | Za Av MKa Y) = Z V;ﬁln (Z’La Aia MK,ia Y;Z)T(PTP)_lﬁln (Z7 A7 MKa Y)
i=1
Then the sample analogue @, (7) of Q(¥) is given by

~ e[~ — _ 2
Q) == [E{RW(X,A,MK,Y) 14 R|ZAMgYY .
=1

Without imposing parametric assumptions on the functional form of -y, its parameter space



I is typically an infinite-dimensional set, thus it is impractical to find a minimizer of Q,,(7¥)
over I with finite samples. As a remedy, we employ a sieve approximation (Grenander,
1981) for I'. Suppose I'y, is a sieve space that is a computable and often finite-dimensional
compact parameter space that becomes dense in I' as n increases. Several commonly used
sieve spaces and their corresponding approximation properties are well discussed in Chen
(2007). For instance, let @s, (z,a,Mk,y) denote a s,-vector of basis functions similar
to Py, (z,a,mk,y). Considering v is a probability ratio and has non-negative values,
we suggest a sieve space I'y, = {7 : J(x,a,mg,y) = explqs, (x,a,mg,y) w], 7 € R }.

Then an estimator of v is given by

7 = argmin Qn (7).
veln

Next we consider estimation of p;(X). Since {pg(-) kK:Jrll are defined sequentially as
iterated conditional expectations, we should estimate from the innermost conditional
expectation ux and iterate outward until we reach the outermost conditional expectation
1. When X is fully observed, Zhou (2022) proposed a regression-imputation approach
by fitting a parametric model for the conditional mean of yu 1 (X, M) on (X, A, M_1)
and then setting A = a4 for all units. However, it encounters two challenges in our
setting. First, accurately specifying parametric models for all iterated regressions is
difficult, especially in presence of missing values, unless the model of Y on (A, M ) and
the models of My on (A, M_1) are all linear, which is somewhat restrictive. Second,
when X has missing values, it is not possible to directly apply the ordinary least squares
regression. We remedy the first challenge by directly approximating the function space
of g, denoted by Ay, C Lo(X, Mj_1), using an increasing sieve space. To address the
second issue, we show in Appendix B that ux . 1(X, M) is the unique solution to the
following criterion function of the weighted Lo-projection problem, which involves only

observed data:

inf B [I(A=ag1)R{1+~v(X,A, Mg, Y)H{Y — u(X,Mg)}?],

HEAK 11

and ug (X, M}_1) is the unique solution to

Miél[fk E [I(A = ap)R{1+ (X, A, Mg, Y) M1 (X, M) — (X, My_1)}?]

for k € {1,..., K}. Therefore, we construct an estimator fix.1(X, M) by solving

RS - = =
min -~ D I(Ai = ag ) Ri{l +F(Xi, Ai, M, i) H{Y: — (X, M i)},
i=1

HEAK1,n



and then sequentially from K to 1, obtain estimators fix(X, My_1) by solving

n

min — 3 I(A; = ap)Ri{1 + 7(Xi, Ai, M3, Vi) Hin1 (Xi, M) — p(Xi, My_1,5)}>.

Here, Ay, = {9 : g(z,my_1) = tp(x,mp_1)"m,m € Rt} for k € {1,..., K +1} is a
finite-dimensional sieve space that becomes dense in A as n — oo for some given basis
functions @y (z, my_1) as discussed in Chen (2007, p.5569). The estimation procedure
can be easily implemented using basic computing software by the following outlined

algorithm:

Step 1. Minimize @, (7) over I';, and obtain 7;

Step 2. Regress Y; on 'E,K_H(Xi, MKJ') with Weights I(Al = aK+1)Ri{1+/7\’(Xia Aia MKJ’ YU}
and obtain fig 41 (X, MK,i);

Step 3. Regress Jig11(Xi, M) on Gy(X;, Mg_1;) for k from K to 1 iteratively with
weights I(Al = ak)Ri{l + W(XZ, A, MKJ;, Y;)} and obtain //Jk:(Xz, Mk—l,i);

Step 4. Obtain @/b\ from equation (3).

Notably, step 2—-3 can be implemented using, for example, the “lm” function in ‘R. We
remark here that in the special case without data missingness, by simply setting 4 = 0 in
step 1, the algorithm remains valid as a nonparametric regression-imputation approach
for estimation of 1. Moreover, if p(z, mi—1) is assumed to follow a specific parametric
form, one only needs to find the estimator fi; by solving the above optimization problem
over this parametric space. Particularly, if ¥ = 0 and Ay,’s are fixed-dimensional spaces
spanned by linear functions of (z,my_1), the proposed estimator reduces to the regression

imputation estimator introduced by Zhou (2022).

4 Large-sample properties and inference

4.1 Asymptotic normality

In this section, we derive the asymptotic distribution of 1Z We first introduce some

notations. For a given @ax11, we define

wi(@) = fapx(ar @) (6a)
o Taxng,, (@1 | @M )

Fapx wa (o | 2, 1)

wk(:v,mk_l) k=2,...,K+1, (Gb)

K k
o, y) 2 m(a) + Y 1 =a){ [Twsemi0) P @ m) - e me) |
k=1 j=1

9



K+1
+ (0 = ace){ TT im0 H{y = s (@,mi) }. (6c)
j=1

Note that wy and ¢ vary with different choice of @y 41, here we omit the notations ax 1
for simplicity. Zhou (2022) showed that when X is fully observed, the efficient influence
function of v is ¢(X, A, Mf,Y) — 1.

The first challenge in establishing asymptotic normality arises from ill-posed nature
of the inverse problem in estimating 7, resulting in a slow convergence rate of 7. We
therefore introduce a pseudo metric that is weaker than conventional £o and Lo, metrics.
It helps expedite the convergence of 4 to the true value, which is necessary in establishing

asymptotic normality. We define an inner product

<'71772>w = E[E{RVI(XaAaﬂKay) | Z: Av MKay}E{RFYQ(Xa Aa MKaY) ‘ Za A7MK7Y}]7
and then define ||71 |, = (’yl,'ylﬁvﬂ for any 1,72 € T'. Tt is easy to see ||71]|w < ||71] 2, for
any 1 by Jensen’s inequality. The convergence results of 7 and iy, for k € {1,..., K +1}
are formally established in Appendix C. Importantly, we demonstrate that the convergence
rates of 7 under the pseudo-metric || - ||, as well as fi under the £9 and L metrics,

are all op(nfl/ 4) under standard regularity conditions for nonparametric regression.

Another challenge in obtaining the asymptotically linear representation of J is that &
typically lacks a closed form due to the complexity of I';, with regularization. To address
this, we introduce a representer to capture the cumulative influence of 5 on 12 and derive
its linear representation. Let H be the closure of the linear span of I' under the metric
| - ||, then H is a Hilbert space with inner product (-, -),, defined above. Note that the
linear functional ¥ — E{R¢(X, A, M, Y)¥(X, A, Mf,Y)} is continuous under | - ||,

by Riesz representation theorem, there is o € H such that
<Qa?>w - E{R¢(X7A7MK7Y)?(X7 Au MK,Y)},

holds for all ¥ € H. We impose the following assumption.

Assumption 6. Assume that o € T, or there is 0, € Ty such that | on — ollw = o(n~1/%).

Assumption 6 requires the Riesz representer ¢ to fall in I', or be well approximated
by the sieve space I';,. It is a technical condition that suffices for \/n-estimability of ¢. Tt
is commonly imposed and thoroughly discussed in the literature regarding the estimation
of functionals involving ill-posed inverse problems (Ai and Chen, 2003; Santos, 2011;
Severini and Tripathi, 2012). The asymptotic normality of 12 is formally established in
the following theorem and is proved in Appendix D.

10



Theorem 1. Suppose Assumptions 1-6 and A.1-A.6 in Appendiz A hold. We obtain

~ 1 & -
Vil —v) = = > IF(Ri, Zi, X, Ai, M, Y;) + 0p(1),
=1

with the influence function

IF = R{1+~(X,A,Mg,Y)}¢(X,A,Mg,Y) -9
— E{Ro(X,A,My,Y) | Z, A, My, Y{Ry(X,A, Myg,Y) — 1+ R}.

It follows that \/ﬁ(zz— V) 4 N(0,0?) with 0 = E(IF?).

Theorem 1 demonstrates that 12 exhibits /n-convergence and asymptotic normality,
unaffected by the slow convergence rate of 5. This result is the foundation for making
inferences about the PSE, which will be discussed in the next subsection. Below we

briefly discuss the efficiency of the proposed estimator in the following two remarks.

Remark 4.1. If all covariates X are observed, that is R =1 and v = 0, the influence
function of the proposed estimator 12 turns out to be IF = ¢(X, A, M,Y) — v, which
is exactly the efficient influence functions of ¢ in the full data law derived in Zhou (2022).
Therefore, our approach also provides an efficient estimation of ¥ when the data are

completely observed by simply setting 7 = 0.

Remark 4.2. We show in Appendix D.2 that the proposed estimator 1Z attains the
semiparametric efficiency bound in the semiparametric model Mg, which places no
restriction on the observed data distribution other than the model restriction (4) at
key submodels. This reflects that our approach effectively leverages the information of

observed data.

4.2 Variance estimation and inference

We consider estimating the asymptotic variance o2 and constructing confidence intervals
for 9. To achieve this, we need to estimate the unknown functions that appear in the
influence function of ¢ as described in Theorem 1. For estimation of ¢(-), we need to
estimate the unknown functions wy(x, my—1) for k € {1,..., K 4+ 1} defined in (6a)—(6b).

The following lemma provides their identifiable formulas and is proved in Appendix D.3.

Lemma 1. We have that wi(x) satisfies the following conditional moment restriction
E[{14+ (X, A Mg,Y)}{I(A=a)w(X) -1} | R=1,X] =0,

and for k € {2,...,K + 1}, wi(z,my_1) satisfies the following conditional moment
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restriction

E[{l—i—’Y(X,A,MK, }{I kaMk 1) I(A:ak,l)}|R:1,X,]\7k,1]:O.

Similar to the approach used for estimating v from (5), we can solve the integral
equations in Lemma 1 by minimizing the corresponding optimization problems over
finite-dimensional sieve spaces. Specifically, an estimator @;(z) can be obtained by
solving

n

_min Y RE[{1+7(X, A Mg, Y)H{I(A=a)an(X) 1} | R= 1, X%
wW1€A1L i1

and for k € {2,..., K + 1}, estimators Wy(x, my_1) are obtained by solving

n

min RE[{1+7XAMK, YHI(A = ap)@(X, My_y)

W €Akn T

- 2
—I(A=ar1)} | R= 1,Xi,Mk—1,z'] ,

respectively. Then we obtain an estimator of ¢(-) as follows:

k
O, a, ik, y) = fin(z +ZI k){H@j(xvmjfl)}{ﬁk—&-l(x,mk)_ﬁk(xamk—l)}
j=1

K+1
+ (o= ax 1) H Bi(esmmi) Hy = ik (@, mi) | (7)

It is worth noting that (7) represents a general formula applicable to any ax 1. However,
in specific cases where ar = ai_1, (6b) implies that wg(z,mi_1) = 1, allowing for a
simplification of (7) without the need of Wy and fg. Moreover, unlike the method
proposed by Zhou (2022), which estimates the densities appearing in the numerator and
denominator of wy, separately, we propose a one-step approach that directly estimates
wy, resulting in greater stability. Next, we consider the estimation of the representer o

in Assumption 6. It can be observed that p is a solution to the optimization problem

inf > E[{E( O(X, A, My, Y) | 2,4, My, Y) Y| = E{RO(X, A, My, Y)3(X, A, M, Y)} .
e

It suggests an estimator p that solves

min L (BRI ANk V) | 24 A M Vi)

I~ — _ _
= =D Rid(Xi, Ai, Mk, i) o Xi, Ai, M, Yi)-
=1
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By Theorem 1, one can then construct an estimator of the asymptotic variance o2 by

n
~

o I —2 .1 ~ _ ~ -
o% = - ;IFi = n; [Ri{l +3(Xi, Ais, M3, Y5) } (X, Aiy M3, Y5) — 0

N _ - - 2
— E{Ro(X,A,Mg,Y) | Zi, Aj, Mg ;, i H{R~(X;, Ai, Mg ;, ;) — 1+ Ri }| .

Then the 95% symmetric confidence interval for 1) is given by [1} — 1.960/ \/77,7; +
1.965 /+/n].

The above procedure can be slightly modified to make inference for PSE. As an
illustration, an estimator of NDE4_,y is given by N/D\EAHY = 1//1\(aK+1 = l,ag =

o~

0) — ¢¥(@x+1 = 0). Then Theorem 1 implies that
— d
Vn(NDE4_,y — NDE4_y) = N(0,08pg),

where ofpp = E[{IF(ax+1 = 1,ax = 0) — [F(@x4+1 = 0)}?], and IF(@x1) is the
influence function of 12((‘1 K+1) obtained in Theorem 1 for a given treatment status @ 1.

The asymptotic variance 012\IDE is estimated by

o~ ]- ~ - = _ — _ 2
U]%IDE:ﬁZ{IFi(aK—H:LaK:O)_IFi(aK-i—l:O)} y
=1

and the confidence interval can be constructed following standard procedures.

5 Simulation

In this section, we conduct simulation studies to demonstrate the finite-sample perfor-
mance of the proposed estimators. We generate independent and identically distributed
samples through the following data generating mechanism. Let (e1,...,e5) ~ N (0, I5)
be the random noise. Let ® be the cumulative distribution function of the standard
normal distribution. We generate the component of covariates subject to nonignorable
missingness by X; ~ ®(ae; + mé“g) with @ = 0.6, and the shadow variable by
Z ~ ®(e1). Notably, the completeness assumption 5 holds following Theorem 2.1 of
D’Haultfoeuille (2011). We also generate fully observed covariates Xo ~ Uniform(0, 1) and
X3 ~ Bernoulli(0.5). The treatment A is generated from a Bernoulli distribution such that
A ~ Bernoulli{expit(—0.1 + X7 — X2 + 0.2X3)}, where expit(u) = exp(u)/{1 + exp(u)}.
We generate two mediators (M, Ms) as follows:

M; = —1+0.54 —2sin(X;) + 3X7 — 2Xo + X3 + €3,
My=1—-05A+ X1+ X3 — X3 —0.5AM; + ¢4.

13



The outcome is generated by Y = —1+0.54 — 1.5M; + 1.5M + 3X; +3X? — 3sin(X2) +
X2 — X3+ 0.5AM; + 0.5AM; + 5. Here, the models of the mediators and outcome
are nonlinear in covariates and include interaction terms to account for heterogeneity,
making them more representative of complex real-world scenarios. Finally, the missingness

indicator of X is generated by
R ~ Bernoulli{expit(0.1 — 2X; + 1.5X5 + X3 4+ 0.5Ae3 — 0.5Ae4 — 0.1e5) }.

It is worth noting that the true model of the log-odds function log~y also includes
nonlinear and interaction terms implicitly through (e3,e4,¢5). The missing proportion

of X is approximately 43.7%.

We consider the following four methods for comparison: (a) Oracle, an ideal scenario
that utilizes the underlying true data; (b) SRI (short for sieve-based regression imputa-
tion), the proposed estimator using polynomials of order 3 as the sieve basis. (¢) MI, a
multiple imputation estimator that fills in the missing values by generating plausible
values according to the observed data distribution (Little and Rubin, 2002); and (d)
CCA, a complete-case analysis that restricts the analysis to only those units that have
no missing values. For all these methods, we generate 1000 simulations of sample size

1000 and 2000. For simplicity, we use NIEj;, to denote NIE 4, ..y in the following.

Table 1 presents the bias, standard error, and 95% coverage probability of different
estimators, and Figure 3 displays the boxplots over 1000 replications. The results
indicate that the proposed estimator, which effectively uses the shadow variable to
make up for missing data, is comparable to the oracle estimator, both having negligible
biases. In contrast, both MI and CCA estimators are significantly biased as expected.
Meanwhile, the proposed estimator achieves coverage probabilities close to the nominal
level, while both MI and CCA estimators demonstrate poor coverage due to their
substantial bias. This suggests that the multiple imputation method, although easy to
implement and widely used in practice to address missing data problems, may fail and

introduce misleading inference when the missingness is nonignorable.

6 Application to NHANES

Type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) is a chronic condition with high global prevalence,
increasing the risk of cardiovascular disease (CVD) morbidity and mortality. We apply
the proposed methodology to the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey
(NHANES) with the aim of elucidating the mediation roles of dyslipidemia and obesity
in the pathway from T2DM to CVD. NHANES collects data through interviews, physical
examinations, and laboratory testing to provide comprehensive health-related information,

including chronic diseases, dietary and lifestyle habits, as well as a wide range of public
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Figure 3. Boxplots of various estimators across 1000 replications. White boxes represent
a sample size of 1000, while grey boxes indicate a sample size of 2000. The horizontal
lines indicate the true values.

Table 1. Boxplots of various estimators across 1000 replications. White boxes represent
a sample size of 1000, while grey boxes indicate a sample size of 2000. The horizontal

lines indicate the true values.

n = 1000 n = 2000

Methods NDE NIE,, NIE,, TE NDE NIE,, NIE,, TE
Bias -0.003 0.001  0.007 0.005  0.000 0.005 -0.008 -0.003

Oracle  SE  0.075 0137 0149 0170  0.055 0.097 0.101 0.124
CP 0954 0962 0959 0947 0941 0950 0.958  0.951

Bias 0.002 -0.008 0.000 -0.006  0.006 -0.001 -0.013 -0.009

SRI  SE 0105 0178 0177 0195 0076 0135 0122 0.138

CP 0943 0970 0966 0954 0959 0950 0.977  0.967

Bias -0.073 0.044 -0.049 -0.077  -0.071 0.049 -0.064 -0.086

MI SE  0.088 0.155 0147 0180  0.066 0.112 0.100  0.129

CP 0764 0917 0915 0903  0.654 0901 0896 0.877

Bias -0.103 -0.270 -0.311 -0.684  -0.100 -0.266 -0.328 -0.695

CCA  SE 0112 0180 0198 0222 0079 0133 0.142 0.164

CP 0829 0.738 0.670 0.148  0.708 0.502 0.380 0.011
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health-related topics. For this study, we select 2670 individuals aged 20-60 from the
NHANES 2013-2014 dataset. According to the American Diabetes Association, the
binary treatment T2DM is diagnosed by insulin or oral hypoglycemic use, a fasting blood
glucose level > 126 mg/dL, or an HbAlc level > 6.5%. The binary outcome CVD is
diagnosed by conditions such as congestive heart failure, coronary heart disease, angina
pectoris, myocardial infarction, or stroke. As discussed in the introduction, we denote
dyslipidaemia measured by blood lipid levels as M; and obesity measured by waist
circumference as Ms. Additionally, we consider five baseline covariates: age, gender,
race, hypertension and drinking status. Drinking status is categorized either heavy
drinker (consuming > 3 drinks per day for females and > 4 drinks per day for males) or
mild drinker/nondrinker, based on self-reported information from a standardized health
questionnaire. Among the 2670 participants, approximately 35.8% of the drinking status
data are missing. The missingness in the drinking variable is primarily dependent on
its value (Bartlett et al., 2014), as individuals aware of the negative health impacts
of heavy drinking are more likely to withhold their responses. It is plausible that the
missingness of covariate drinking is not at random.We select alcoholic hepatitis as the
shadow variable Z, where Z = 1 indicates a positive diagnosis based on laboratory
measurements, and Z = 0 otherwise. As previously discussed, alcoholic hepatitis is
strongly associated with heavy drinking, and its symptoms often improve significantly
with abstinence. Additionally, alcoholic hepatitis is diagnosed based on laboratory data,

which is not expected to directly influence the reporting of drinking status.

We calculate various PSEs using the methods mentioned in simulation studies, and
the results are shown in Table 2. The 95% confidence intervals for NIE;;, and NIE,;, do
not include 0, which means both dyslipidaemia and obesity are significant mediators in
the causal pathway linking T2DM and CVD. Additionally, the mediating effect through
dyslipidaemia amounts for 5.8% of the TE, while the effect through obesity amounts for
8.9%. This indicates that obesity plays a slightly more significant mediating role in the
pathway from T2DM to CVD. The direct effect of T2DM accounts for 85.3% of the TE.
Although a significant proportion of residual cardiovascular risk remains due to T2DM
itself, it is important to note that about 15% of this risk is attributable to dyslipidemia
and obesity. This suggests that about 15% relative risk reduction could be achieved
by managing weight and lowering blood lipid levels. The results align closely with the
established conclusions on cardiovascular outcomes in T2DM. To emphasize the potential
influence of mediator-outcome confounding, we also calculate the results by treating
dyslipidemia and obesity as separate mediators, as performed by Sharif et al. (2019).
The natural indirect effect of dyslipidemia is estimated at 0.862 x 1072, amounting for
about 5.8% of TE, while the natural indirect effect of obesity is 1.407 x 1072, amounting
for 9.5% of the TE. The estimate for dyslipidaemia aligns with the PSE as expected,
whereas the estimate for obesity appears to be slightly overestimated compared to the

PSE. This indicates that ignoring dyslipidemia when evaluating the mediation effect
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of obesity may introduce slight confounding bias. This finding is consistent with the
theoretical results discussed earlier. Compared with the SRI method, both MI and CCA
methods underestimate the PSEs to varying degrees. This indicates that assuming the
missingness of drinking behavior to be completely at random or at random is, to some
extent, unreasonable, thereby lending greater credibility to the proposed SRI method in
this study.

Table 2. Point estimates, standard error and 95% confidence intervals of NIE, , NIEyy,,
NDE and TE. All entries are in units of 1072.

Estimands Methods Point Estimates Standard Error 95% Confidence Intervals

SRI 0.860 0.266 [0.338,1.382]

NIE, MI 0.639 0.189 [0.269,1.009]
CCA 0.677 0.214 [0.258,1.096]

SRI 1.319 0.631 [0.082,2.556]

NIE 1, MI 0.818 0.376 [0.081,1.554]
CCA 1.015 0.509 0.017,2.013]

SRI 12.602 2.835 [7.045,18.159]

NDE MI 10.312 1.954 [6.483,14.141]
CCA 10.276 2.542 [5.294,15.258]

SRI 14.781 2.757 [9.377,20.185]

TE MI 11.769 1.908 8.028,15.509]
CCA 11.968 2.536 6.998,16.938]

7 Discussion

In this paper, we develop a methodology for estimating and making inferences about
path-specific effects when multiple intermediate variables are involved and pre-treatment
covariates are subject to nonignorable missingness. This issue is commonly encountered
in epidemiological research and related dataset. Our method utilizes an auxiliary shadow
variable, typically obtainable from related laboratory data, to recover information on
missing covariates. Our method has several attractive features: (i) it accommodates
a wide range of nonparametric models, allowing for complex nonlinear structures and
thereby reducing the risk of model misspecification; (ii) our estimation procedure is robust
and easy to implement using standard statistical software; (iii) we offer an alternative
approach for estimating asymptotic variance that avoids the instability caused by inverse

probability.

Some possible directions for future research remain open. The proposed estimation

is based on the regression-imputation formula of v, which requires relatively stringent
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conditions on the consistency and convergence rate of each nuisance estimator. To
alleviate these conditions, a potential approach is to develop semiparametric estimation
that leverages the benefits of Neyman orthogonality and incorporates state-of-the-art
machine learning techniques. However, it faces some challenging problems, for example,
how to construct orthogonal scores, and how to employ machine learning to solving the
integral equation. Additionally, other estimands instead of nature direct and indirect
effects are of interest if there is a mediator—outcome confounder affected by the treatment,
such as interventional direct and indirect effects (Vanderweele et al., 2014). These
estimands have distinct identification formulas and also face the challenge of missing

data in real-world studies. These problems will be explored in future work.

Supplementary Material

The supplementary material includes additional assumptions, derivation of identifiable
expressions of 7, pg and 1 in Section 3, intermediate results including precise convergence
rates of nuisance estimators, discussion about the efficiency of the proposed estimator,

and all technical proofs of lemmas and theorems.
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APPENDIX A Additional assumptions

The following assumptions are required for theoretic derivations.

Assumption A.1. (i) ¢ € ¥ that is compact, and for any ¥ € I' and a € {0,1},
Y(z,a,mg,y) € CHX x Mg x V) for some B >0 and a > (dy, + K +1)/2 with d;, the
dimension of X; (i) Z x X x My x Y is compact and convex with nonempty interior.
Assumption A.2. (i) T'), is a nonempty closed convexr subset of I'; (ii) There is an
operator 11, such that for any v € T, 11,y € Ty, satisfying that ||11,7 — 7|lcc = O(s,,“!)
with o > 0.

Assumption A.3. (i) The eigenvalues of

PTP is bounded above and bounded away from zero for all l,,; (ii) There is 75 €
Rl such that SUD(, o e ) €25 (0,1} x My xy [E(T | 2,0, M, y) — i, (2,0, Mg, y) ms| =
O(1,,%2) uniformly over 5 € T with ag > 0; (iii) (3,ln/n = o(1) and (1,1,;%2 = o(1),

where (1, £ SUD ;o e ) €2 % (0,1} x M X B, (2, a, Mg, y)l; (i) Ly > sp.

Recall that
Agn = {9 Lg(, M) = Az, Mg )" = 0w (e, My ), w e Rt’m} ;

is used in estimating py(x, mg_1) for k € {1,..., K + 1}.

Assumption A.4. For ke {1,...,K + 1}, we assume: (i) The eigenvalue of the tj,-
by-trn matriz E{t(X, Mj_1)u,(X, My_1)"} is bounded above and bounded away from
zero for all tyy,; (i) There is wi € R%» such that SUD (; imy )X x My, ‘,uk(x,mk_l) —
ak(x,mk_l)%lk] = O(t,%) with agp > 0; (iii) There is mo, € R such that
SUD(p e My | L1 @) (@, 1) =k (2, Mg 1) "oar| = O(117%%); (i0) Gyption /1 =

o(1) and Copnt ™ = o(1), where Coppn = SUD (1 )eXs My 18k (T T—1)][.

Assumption A.5. (i) 5720 + (2 (I,/n + 1;292) = o(n~V?); (ii) (3\/t3,,/n = o(1)
and \/nt, " = o(1), for ke {1,..., K + 1}.

Letercy1 £ (A= ax ) {Y —pr 1 (X, Mk)} and e, £ (A = ap){pirr1,a,,, (X, My)—
pr(X, My_1)} for k € {1,..., K} denote a sequence of residual variables with finite
second order moments. Let hj ;, k € {1,..., K+ 1}, j € {1,...,tg,} be solutions to

inf B [{1+ Repup; (X, My_1)hij(X, A, Mg, Y)}?]
hi ;€L (X, AMEg,Y)

+ E [E{Rhy, ;j(X,A,My,Y)| Z,A,Mg,Y}*].

Assumption A.6. Forke {l,..., K+ 1} and j € {1,...,tgn}, we assume:
(i) E{1 + Rekuk,j(X,Mk,l)hzvj(X, A Mg, Y)} > 0; (i) hi.; € T, or there exists

Mg € Tn such that |G ; — B pjllec = O(s,%).



We give a brief discussion of above assumptions. Assumption A.1 imposes the compact
parameter spaces. Specifically, Assumption A.1(i) requires that each function ¥ € T’
is sufficiently smooth and bounded, and is compact under || - ||oo. It is a commonly
imposed condition in the nonparametric and semiparametric literature to deal with the
ill-posed problem arising from discontinuity of the solution to the integral equation.
Assumption A.1(ii) requires the support of (Z, X, M,Y) to be bounded. In fact, this
assumption can be relaxed if we restrict the tail behavior of the joint distribution of
(Z,X,M,Y), which will be illustrated in our simulation studies. Assumption A.2 specifies
T',, and its approximation error. The approximation properties of common sieves are
already known in the literature to satisfy this assumption, see Hirano et al. (2003);
Chen (2007) for detailed discussions. Assumption A.3(i)-(iii) and Assumption A.4 are
typical conditions in the use of series estimators for conditional mean functions and
we discuss then later together. Assumption A.3(iv) states the relationship between
the sieve sizes [,, and s,, which guarantees the feasibility of the empirical optimization
problem in obtaining 7. Assumption A.4(i) essentially ensures the sieve approximation
estimator is nondegenerate, which is common in sieve regression literature (see e.g.
Newey, 1997). Assumption A.4(ii)(iii) requires the sieve approximation error of
and cumulative product of wy to shrink at a polynomial rate, which holds for a wide
range of basis functions (see e.g. Chen, 2007, p.5573). The polynomial rate typically
depends positively on the smoothness of the estimand and negatively on the dimension
of arguments. Assumption A.4(iv) is a rate requirement to ensure the convergence of the
series estimation. Newey (1997) shows that (ogy, is O(tgy,) if @ (z, Mg_1) is a power series,
and is O(y/txy) if it is a B-spline. Assumption A.5 introduces further constraints on the
smoothness parameters (Sy, Iy, tk, ), strengthening the conditions in Assumption A.2(ii)
and A.3(iii) and Assumption A.4(iv), respectively. Specifically, in (i), the rate s,
signifies the approximation error of the sieve space I'),, for I', and this restriction is
satisfied under mild conditions (Chen, 2007). The rate (3, (I,,/n + [,,222) corresponds to
the squared convergence rate of series estimation in a supremum norm (Newey, 1997).
Similarly (ii) is the rate constraints of the variance ({3, tkn/n) in a supremum norm
and the approximation error (t,;?i’”“) in series estimation. Assumption A.6 are regularity
conditions for obtaining y/n-convergence of plug-in sieve minimum distance estimators
of specific functionals (Ai and Chen, 2007). The y/n-estimability of linear/nonlinear
functionals when the nonparametric component depends on endogenous variables are
also discussed in Severini and Tripathi (2012) and Ai and Chen (2012).



APPENDIX B Identification

In this section we provide details about identifiablity of +, ux and ¥. Recall the definition

of parameters in the main text:

f(R=1|X,A,Mg,Y)’
pr(X,Mg) £ E(Y | X,A=ag41, Mg),
pe(X, My—1) & E{pps1 (X, M) | X, A=ap, My}, ke{l,....K}.

7(X>A7MK7Y)

We first show that under Assumptions 4-5, y(X, A, M ,Y) is the unique solution

to the following integral equation with respect to the observed law only:
E{Ry(X,A,Mg,Y)|Z, A, Mg,Y}=E(1-R|Z A Mg,Y), (B.1)

which is equivalent to Equation (4) in the main text because E(1 — R | Z, A, M,Y) =
f(R=0|2Z,A Mg,Y) and

E{RPY(XaAvMKaY) | ZvAvaaY}
= f(R: 1 | Z>A3MK7Y)E{’7(X3AaMKaY) ‘ R= 1>Z7A3MK7Y}-

Note that (B.1) can be written as
E[R{1+~(X, A, Mg, Y)}|Z,A Mg,Y] =1.
Suppose ¥(X, A, M ,Y) is a solution of (B.1), it satisfies that

1=F[R{1+7(X,A,Mg,Y)}| Z,A,Mg,Y]

E(R|Z,X, A, Mg,Y){1+5(X, A, Mg,Y)} | Z,A,Mg,Y]
E(R| X, A Mg, Y){1+75(X,A, My,Y)} | Z,A,Mg,Y]
{14+9(X, A Mg, Y)} M1 +5(X,A, Mg,Y)} | Z,A,Mg,Y],

SIS IS I

where the third equality is by assumption 4(ii). Then the completeness assumption 5
implies that ¥(X, A, Mg,Y) = v(X, A, M g,Y) almost surely. Therefore, 7 is the unique
solution to (B.1) and hence identified by the observe data.

Next, we establish identifiability of ux1(X, M) by demonstrating that it is the

unique solution to the optimization problem

inf  E[I(A=ars1)R{1+7(X, A, Mg, Y)HY —u(X,Mg)}?*]. (B2)
REL (X, M)



Since (B.2) is a convex optimization problem, suppose fi(X, M ) is the solution to (B.2).

Then j satisfies the first-order condition:
It follows that

E[I(A=ag)R{1+v(X,A, Mg, Y)H{Y — (X, Mg)} | X,Mg| = 0.

Hence,
,LAZ(X MK) _ E[YI(A = aK-l-l)R{l +7(X7A7MK7Y)} | X:*ZWK]
’ E[I(A=ag1)R{1 +7(X,A,Mg,Y)} | X, Mk]
B E[Y{l —l—’Y(X, A,MK,Y)} ‘ R=1X A= aK—i-l,MK]
E{l—f—’}/(X,A,MK,Y) ‘ R=1X A= CLK_H,MK} '
Note that

E[Y{l +’7(X7A3MK3Y)} | R = ]-aXaaKJrI,MK]

_ /yf(y‘R:LX?aK-i-laMK)d
f(R=1|X,arx41,Mg,y)

= 17y ‘ XaaKJrhMK)
=1 ‘ X,CLK+1,MK,y)

7 o1 [ f(R
= f(R=1]X,ax11, Mk) /yf(R
=f(R=1| X7aK+1,MK)1/yf(y | X, ax41, Mk)dy
= f(R=1|X,ax11,Mg)'E(Y | X,ax11, M), (B.3)

and similarly,
E{1+~(X,A,Mg,Y)|R=1,X,ax41, Mg} =f(R=1| X,ax41, Mg)™*. (B.4)
Combining (B.3) and (B.4) yields that

ﬁ(X MK) — E[Y{1+’7(XaA>MK,Y)} ’ R = 1,X,A = QKJFLMK]
7 E{]'_'_/V(XaA?MK;Y)’Rzl,X,A:aK_J'_l’MK}
= E(Y | X,CLK+1,MK)

- MK+1(X7MK)5

where the last equality is by the definition of pg41. It follow that pri1(X, M) is
identified by (B.2).



Similarly we shall demonstrate that u(X, M} _1) is the unique solution to

inf; E [I(A = ak)R{l + ’Y(X, A,MK, Y)}{uk+1(X, Mk) — ,U,(X, Mkfl)}ﬂ y
MEEQ(X,Mk_l)

(B.5)

for k € {1,...,K}. Suppose fix(X, My_1) is a solution to (B.5), then the first-order

condition implies that fi satisfies
E[I(A=ap)R{1 +~v(X, A, My 1, Y ) M1 (X, My) = (X, My 1)} | X, Mj,_1] = 0.

It follows that

E[Mk+1(X,Mk)I(A = ak)R{l —f—’Y(X,A,MK,Y)} | X,Mk_l]

[ (X, M) = — =
E[I(A = ak)R{l +’7(X, A,MK,Y)} ‘ X, Mk—l]
_ E[Mki-f—l(X?Mk){l +’7(X7AaMK’Y)} | R = laXaA = ak7Mk—1]
E{l_‘_’y(X?A’MKaY)|R:17X3A:akamk—l} .
Note that

E (1 (X, M) {1+ (X, A, Mg,Y)} | R=1,X, a5, My_1]

— — flmg,y, R=1]ax, X)
:f(Rzl‘Xualekfl) 1//,“’/{ 1(X,mk,M]€,1) —
’ f(R=1]X,a,my, My_1)

dmydy

= f(R=1|X,ap, My_1)™* // st (X, mp, My_1) f(mp,y | X, ag, My_1)dmydy
= f(R=1|X,ar, Mj_,)"" /Mk+1(X> My, My—1) f(my, | X, ag, My_1)dmy,
= f(R=1|X,ap, My_1) "E{pgs1(X, My) | X, ax, My_1}, (B.6)
and

E{l+~y(X,A,Mg,Y)|R=1,X,a3, My_1} = f(R=1| X,ap, My_1)"*. (B.7)
Combining (B.6) and (B.7), we can obtain that

/jk(X M}g ) _ E[:u’k+1(X7Mk){1 +/Y(X7A7MK7Y)} ‘ R: 17X7A = aka-zwkfl]
ke E{1+v(X,A,My,Y)|R=1,X,A=ay, Mj_.}
= E{up+1(X,My) | X, A=ap, Mj_}
= (X, My_1),

for k € {1,..., K}. It follows that (X, M}_1) is identified by (B.5).

Finally, note that

¢ = E{m(X)} = E{Rpu (X)} + E{(1 = R)u (X)},



and

E{(1-R)ym(X)} = E{E(l-R| X, A Mg,Y)m(X)}
= B{f(R=0] X, A, Mg,Y)u(X)}
= B{f(R=1|X, A, Mg,Y)y(X,A, Mg,Y)u(X)}
= E{E(R| X, A,Mg,Y)y(X,A, Mg,Y)u(X)}
= E{Ry(X,A, Mg Y)u(X)}.

Y)
Y)

It follows that

¢ = E{Ru1(X) 4+ Ry(X, A, Mg,Y)u1(X)}.

APPENDIX C Convergence rates

In this section we establish convergence rates of nuisance estimators 7 and fig for
ke {1,..., K + 1} under various metrics (stated in Theorems C.1 and C.2 later), which

are necessary for establishing the asymptotic normality of 12 Recall that

<'717’72>w = E[E{R’yl(X7A>MK7Y) | Z7A7MK7Y}E{R72(X7A7MK7Y) ‘ ZvA7MK7Y}]7

and [[1llw = (11, 72)0”
the support of V and Lo(V) ={g: V= R: [, lg(v)|? fv(v)dv < co}. For any function
g € L2(V), the L3 metric is denoted as ||gl|z, = (,, lg()[? f(v)dv)'/2, and the Lo

(supremum) metric is denoted as ||g|loc = sup,ey |9(v)].

for any 1,7 € I'. We use the calligraphic letter V to denote

C.1 Convergence rate of 7

The consistency of 4 under || - || and the convergence rate under || - ||,, are established

in the following theorem.

Theorem C.1. Suppose Assumptions A.1-A.3 hold. We have

17 = lloo = 0p(1) and |7 =7llw = Op(VIn/n+ 1,2 +5,°1).

Additionally, suppose Assumption A.5 holds, we have |5 — 7|w = op(n*1/4).

Proof. The proof of consistency of 7 under the supremum norm ||-||« proceeds by verifying
the conditions of Theorem 1 of Newey and Powell (2003). Assumptions 1-5 of Newey and
Powell (2003) are satisfied by Assumption 5, Assumption A.1(i), Assumption A.2(ii) and



Assumption A.3(ii). Then applying Theorem 4.1 in Newey and Powell (2003), we obtain
17 =Moo = 0p(1).
We denote v, = II,v € T',. By the definition of 7, we have

I o=~ — e~ ~ —
EZ{E(RW— 1+ R| ZiaAi,MK,th)}Q < EZ {E(Ry, -1+ R| Zi,Ai,MK,in)}Q-
i—1

i=1
(C.1)
By Lemma E.1, (C.1) implies that there exist constants C,C’ > 0, such that
CE{E(Ry—1+R| Z A Mg,Y)}?|
< C'E{E(Ry, —14+R| Z, A, M, Y)}*| 4+ Op(ln/n + 1;,222). (C.2)
By Assumption A.2(ii), we have
E[{E[Ry, —1+R| Z,A, Mg, Y)}?]
= E[(E[R(vn —7) | Z,A, Mg, Y]] < |lvm —1ll5 = O(s5%*). (C.3)
By the definition of || - ||, we have
E{B(RT — 1+ R| 2,4, My, Y)}?] = |5 72, (C.4)
Combining (C.2), (C.3) and (C.4) yields that
7 = Il = Oplla/m+ 1202 + 5,%0).
|
C.2 Convergence rate of [
The convergence rates of fig for k € {1,..., K41} under || ||z, and || - ||oc are established

in the following theorem.

Theorem C.2. Suppose Assumptions A.1-A.4 and A.6 in the supplementary material
hold. If max{s,;2* 122 1, /n} = o(n"2),0 < \x = o(n~/2) and max{tkn/n,t,zia?”“} =
o(Ag) for ke {1,..., K + 1}, then we have

g1 — pr+illc, = Op(VAR+1),  lik+1 — prtilloo = Op(Cors1)n vV Ak +1),



and for k € {1,..., K},
m K - K+1
17 = milles = Op (Vw4 ;500 t5.™)s - Ik = pilloe = O {Czkn(v + 2k gna?”)}.

Proof. We first calculate the convergence rate of fix 1. For notational simplicity, through-
out the proof of this theorem we use the abbreviation a3 and ¢,, to denote ag k41 and
tx+1,,» when no confusion arises. Let T’ 2 [(A=ag,1) and T; 2 I(A; = ax41). By As-
sumption A.4(ii), there exists px 410 (@, MK) = Gri1(x, Mg ) wr 1 With w1 € R
such that

sup (2, M) = (@, k)| = O(t, ). (C.5)
(z,mr)EX XMy

Recall that ﬂKJrl(.r, TT?,K) = Q_LK+1($, mK)T%KJrl with

n -1
TR41 = {ZTiRi(l + A1) 1 (X, Mg i)t 1(Xi, MK,i)T} > TR +7:)Yitik 11 (Xi, M),
i=1 i=1

Then by Assumption A.4(i)(iv),

i1 — prsillc, < Mirrr — prvinllc, + 110 — prsllc,
< |[Frs1 — Trsn | Bigh 2 (E{ g1 (M, X )@ 41(M, X*)"})

+ sup lprc 1 (o, M) — pg1,0(%, Mg )|
(m,mK)EXXMK
STk — mrpall + O, %), (C.6)

where Eig, .. (-) indicates the maximal eigenvalue of a matrix, and

Ix 1 — prsilloo < x4 — r10lloo + K10 — K100

< |Tr11 — T4 sup |Trq1(z, M)
(:C,TTLK)GXXﬂK

+ sup I +1(z, Mk) — prc1,0(2, M|
(LWLK)EXX./\T[K
STk — TGk gyn + O, ). (C.7)

Combining (C.6), (C.7) and the result

17K+ — R4l = Op(V/ Ak 41)- (C.8)

that we will prove soon later yields the theorem. Now we prove (C.8) holds under
Assumptions A.1, A.4 and A.6. Following Newey (1997), by Assumption 3 and A.4(i),



and Theorem C.1, with probability approaching one

—1
1 & o — —
{n Z TiRi(1 + 7 )t 1 (X, M) tre1( X5, MK,i)T}
=1

is invertible and

17 k41— Trcra |

1 « — —

S Hﬁ ZTiRi(l +yi) 8 +1(Xi, Mk i) {Yi — prgin(Xi, Mk ) } H (C.9a)
v H* ZTR — )1 (Xi, M) {Yi = pcia (X, M)} (C.9b)
+ H*ZTR = g1 (X, M) a1 (X Mici) = s n(Xe, M)} |

(C.9¢)

For term (C.9a), following Newey (1997), we obtain

1 — — —
Hﬁ ZTiRi(l + i)t 41 (Xs, M) {Ys — 10 (Xs, Mk ;) } H
i=1

1 & o B
S HE ZTiRi(l + )81 (Xi, M) {Yi — pres1 (Xi, M) H
=1
+ sup |tk (z, MK) — pr 110z, MK)|
(CE,WlK)EXXJTAK
= Op(\/ta/n+1,%). (C.10)

For term (C.9b), we define
Wij(7) = TiRA(Xy, Ai, My, Yi)uj(Xi, Mg i ){Yi — prc1(Xi, M)}

Note that n=t 3" | W;;(¥) is a plug-in estimator of smooth functionals where the
nonparametric component 4 depends on endogenous variables and is estimated by the
sieve minimum distance. Under Assumptions A.1, A.2; A.3 and A.6, Ai and Chen (2007)
showed that

1< 1 . — _
- > W@ - - Y Wij(v) = —E{1+ Regcyrui (M, X)hjeq j(X, A, My, Y)} !

1 < — —
x > B{Rh 1 | Ziy A, M3, YiH{Riv(X;, Ai, M, Y;) — 1+ R} + 0p(n™/?).
i=1

10



It follows that

tn n 2

(Co0) = || S-S Wy) — = S| = O/,
=1

j=1 i=1

since E(Ry—1+ R | Z,A,M,Y) = 0 almost surely. For term (C.9¢c), we define

Vii(¥) = TRy (Xi, Aiy My, Yi)uj (Xi, Mg i) {prc+1(Xis M i) — prc1.0(Xis M i)}

for j=1,...,t,, and Vi.(7) = (Vi1 (7), ..., Vir,,(7))". Define the class of functions
Gj = {truj(z, mg){px+1 (2, MK) — prrin(z, M)y (2, 0, M, y) : 7 €T}

Note that G; consists of functions that is linear and hence Lipschitz continuous in v € T’
under || - ||, then Theorem 2.7.11 of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) implies that
Ny, G5 [l lloo) < N(e/C,T, || - ||o) for some C' > 0. Thus, by Assumption A.1 and then
Theorem 2.5.6 and 2.7.1 of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996), we have G; is a Donsker
class. It follows that

n

S V) -

S V() — B{Vi(F 1)} = 0p(n2),
=1 i=1

S

uniformly over ¥ € {y € I' : |7 — ¥||oc = 0p(1)}. It follows that

2

1n
t
R
ji=

2
= op(tn/n). (C.11)

CS V@) - o Vi) - B{VG - )
=1

Vi) - > Vi) — BAG - )
i=1
1 = =1

uniformly over ¥ € {7 € I' : ||[¥ — 7|loc = 0p(1)}. Note that

IE{V.. (7 — )}
< Bigpax (B{tix 11 (X, Mg)bx 1(X, M) ) E{TRE — ) (1x 11 — prrc41,0) 11 (X, M)}
X E{tgi1(X, Mg)tgi1(X, JT/-’K)T}_l E{TR(® —v)(nr+1 — fr+1.0) 01 (X, M)}
S B {TRE =) — i)y

S sup i (2, M) — (e, M) T = I3 = o). (C.12)
(z,mE)EX XM

uniformly over ¥ € {y € ' : ||§ — 7||ooc = 0p(1)}, where the second inequality is because
the product is the squared norm of Lo-projection of TR(¥ — v)(tKx+1 — fK+1,,) On the
space linearly spanned by @ i1(z,mr). We denote I'o = {7 € ' : |7 — ¥|loc = 0p(1)}.

11



By Chebyshev’s inequality, (C.11) and (C.12) imply that

n

1 B ~ _ _ _ 2
(C.9¢)]* < sup || =Y TiRi(Fi — 7)1 (X, M) {pacr (Xi, Mics) = 1,0 (X, MK,i)}H

yero 11 i
n n 2
1 1 _ _
< sup =Y Vi(@) = =) Vi) - E(Vi(GF =} + sup |E{Vi(F - }HP
FeTo || ™ 5= Lt 7€lo

= opltu/n + 1;29).

Recalling that max{t, /n,t,*} = o(Ax+1), then combining the results of (C.9a)-(C.9¢c)
yields (C.8).

Next, we calculate the convergence rate of [ix. Let S £
I(A; = ax). By Assumption A.4(ii), there exists pin,(x, Mg_1
with g € R'5n such that

I(A = akg) and S; &
) = g (z,mg 1) "TK

sup |k (2, My 1) — prn(z, Mg —1)| = O(t53). (C.13)

zeX

Recall that ﬁK(x,mel) = Q_LK(I,’IT’LKfl)T%K with

n
J— _ —1
7/1\']( = { ZSlRL(l + Wi)ﬁK(Xi,MK—l,i)ﬁK(XiaMK—l,i)T}

i=1

X Z SiRi(1+ )ik +1(Xi, M i)k (X, Mg_1,).

i=1
Similar to part (i), the the convergence rate of fix in Theorem C.2 is obtained following

the conclusion
17K — i || = Op(VAK +1,%%). (C.14)

Now we prove (C.14) holds under Assumptions A.1, A.4 and A.6. Suppose ||71 k41 —
71 k+1| satisfies (C.14). Following Newey (1997), by Assumptions 3 and A.4(i), with

probability approaching one
1 ¢ S — _ — _
{ﬁ Z SiRi(1+ %)t (Xs, M 1)t (Xi, Mi—1,) }
i=1

is invertible and

7T — 7K

I _ _ o
S HE Z SiRi(1 + i)tk (Xi, Mg 1) {pr1(Xi, Mg i) — pren(Xi, Mg 1) } H
i=1
1 N _ _ _ o
+ Hg D SiRi(9i = i)t (Xiy Mic—1,i) {1 (Xi, Mics) — pure (X, MK—l,i)}H
i=1

12



1 & R ~ _ _ _
+ Hﬁ Z SiRi(Vi — vi)ur (Xi, Mg —1) {1 (Xi, M k1) — pren (X, MK,M)}H
i1
1 & o _ R o B
+ HH ZSiRi(l + )8k (Xi, M g—1,;) { i1 (Xi, Mk ;) — i1 (Xi, Mk ) } H
=1
(C.15)

Similar to (C.9a), we obtain

1o — — _
Hﬁ D SiRi(1 4 ) (Ko, Mg 1) {pc1(Xs, Mics) — purcn(Xi, Mic145) } H
i=1
= Op(\/trn/n +t0%5). (C.16)

Similar to (C.9b), we obtain

1 _ — _ _
Hﬁ > " SiRi(Fi — i)t (Xi, Mg 10){ e 1 (Xi, M i) — pc (X, MK—l,i)}H
i=1
= Op(V/tn/n), (C.17)

Similar to (C.9¢), we obtain

1o _ _ — _ -
H - > SiRi(Fi — vt (Xi, Mg 10){ e (Xi, Mk 15) — pucn (X, MK—I,z’)}H
i=1

= 0p(Vtrn/n+ 005, (C.18)

We consider the last term of (C.15). For any 7y € {7 € I' : || — ¥|loc = 0p(1)}, we have

the decomposition

I N — _ — —
Hﬁ D SiRi(1+ )8k (Xi, Mg 1) {firc11(Xi, Mics) — purc 1 (Xi, Mg i) } H
i=1

< sup k1 (2, M) — pir1.0(7, Mg )|
(CIZ,TTLK)EXX./WK

+ H% Z SiRi(1+ )tk (Xi, M i—1;) {fig+1(Xis Mk ;) — pcs1n(Xs, Mg ) } H
=1
(C.19)

Note that
1 < o _ R _ _
HE > SiRi(1+ )l (X, Mg 1,6) {firc41(Xi, Miici) — pacy1.n(Xi, Mg i) }
i=1

~ BISR(+3)tse(X, M1 )i 1 (X, M) Rrc1 — e

13



tkn n
1 _ - ~ .
< ; - ; SiRi(1 +Y)ur(Xi, Mg—1)0r+1(Xi, MK ;)

2

S 2
— E[SR(1 +J)ur;(X, Mg 1)1 (X, Mg)"]|| - H(%K-i-l = 7TK+1)H

= O(t#n) - Op(ta/n) - Op(Acs1) = 0p(ticn/). (C.20)

uniformly over ¥ € {y € I' : || — 7|loc = 0p(1)} by (C.8) because G;; = {sr(1 +
Yug,i(z, mg_1)uj(x,mg) : 7 €'} for i =1,...,tgy, and j = 1,...,¢, are DonsKer
by Assumption A.1 and Theorem 2.5.6, 2.7.1 and 2.7.11 of van der Vaart and Wellner
(1996). Let

YT = E{TR(I + ”y)ﬁK+1(X, MK)'I_I/KJ,-l(X, MK)T}—I
X E{SR(1 4 7)1 (X, M)t (X, Myg_1)"} € Rin¥txn,

and Y; is the j-th column of Y. By Assumptions 3 and A.4(i) and Theorem C.1, we

have

| BISRO 4 3 (X, Mic1) a2 (X, M) (R - “K+1>H2

2

1< . — —
S 7S S TRV — (K M) s (X, M)
=1

2

tkn n
1 R . -
=Y |2 Y TRi(F: — %) (Vi — prc 1 (X, Mg i)t 41 (Xi, Mg i)™
="M=
txn 1 n
+ Z - ZTz‘Ri@i — ) (pr+1(Xi, Mg i) — pry1n(Xi, Mg ) tx41(Xs, Mg i)"Y
="M=

tkn 2

1 & o _
+ Z - ZERi(l + %) (Yi — pr1(Xi, Mg i) g1 (Xs, Mg i)' X5
=1 1" =1

2

)

1< — — —
+ HTTE Z TiRi(1 + i) (i 41( X, MK i) — prr 1,0 (Xis M ki) g1 (X, M ;)
=1
(C.21)

uniformly over ¥ € { € I': |[§ — v[|oo = 0p(1)}. Notice that @x41(X;, Mk,;)"Y; is the
weighted Ly projection of u (@, My—1)fax 37, (ax | ©.MK)/fa1x 37, (0r+1 | T, MK)
on the linear space spanned by @x41(x, My ) and thus has finite second moment by
Assumption 3 and A.4(i). Then by Assumption A.1, similar to (C.9b), we obtain

tKn n 2

1 . — _ —
) - > TR (3 — 7i) (Vi — pc11(Xi, M)W 11 (Xi, M) " X5 = Op(ticn/n).
=11 =1

(C.22)
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Similar to (C.9¢), we obtain

2

tkn
Z ZTR — i) (i1 (Xi, Mg i) — purc1,0(Xiy Mg i) )1 (Xi, M i)"Y
=1 i=

= op(tgn/n + t208), (C.23)

We also have

tkn n
1 — _
> - > TR(1 4+ 5i) (Y — prcs1 (Xi, Mg i) ligc 41 (Xi, M) "X 5| = Opltxn/n),
=13
(C.24)

because E[I(A = arx+1)R(1+ 7)Y — pr+1(X, Mg)) | X, M k] = 0. By Assumption 3,
Assumption A.4(i),

2

1 @ — _ _
HTTE ZTiRi(l + i) (prc 41 (X, M ki) — prrc1.0(Xi, Mg i) )1 (Xi, M e ;)

S sup  |uk41(z, M) — pria(@mg))? = Op(t,2%), (C.25)
(w,mk)EXXMK

Combining (C.19)—(C.25) yields that

1 & ~ _ R - o
Hﬁ > SiRi(1+ 7t (X, My 1) {fircn (Xi, M) — prre1 (X, Mg ) } H
=1
= Op(Vtrn/n+1,%).

Recalling that max{\/txn/n,t"} = o(Ak), then (C.14) follows, and we obtain

ke — mxclles = Op(VAke + 1), andllie — prclloo = Op{ e (VA +17°%) .

For k € {1,..., K — 1}, we can obtain

17, — mll = Op (VA + 15 1t 0). (C.26)

iteratively following very similar procedure of calculating || — 7x||. It follows that

i v/ K1 4~ m K+1
ik = pkll e, = Op(V Ak + ikt )y Nk — illo = O {Can(r+ > ikt ]na?)])}‘

Then we complete the proof. |
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APPENDIX D Asymptotic normality

D.1 Proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. Let 0 < ¢, = 0(n‘1/2), and g satisfies Assumption 6. Let o, = II,00 € ', with
the operator II,, defined in Assumption A.2(ii). By Assumption A.2(i), ¥ £ €0, € Ty
By the definition of 7, it follows that

0< ;nizn;[E{Rﬁ:tenQn) — 1+ R| Zi, Ay, M, Yi})?

LS BB ~1+ R 2 A M V)Y
=1

1 & = > Vi 2

=5 Z {E(R’y —1+R|Z;j,Ai, Mk ;,Y;) & e, E(Roy | ZivaMKJ’Yi)}
=1

- ;nzn:{ﬁ(m— 1+ R| Zi, Ay Mg, V) )

=1

n

= ==Y B(Ron | Zi, Ay M i, V)E(RY =1+ R | Zi, A, M 1, i)

1=1

2 n

€ o 7 2

- Z {E(Ron | Zi; Ai, M ;,Y;)}", (D.1)
i=1

Ton L

for any 0 < €, = o(n~/?). By lemma E.5 and Assumption A.1(i), A.2 and A.3(iii), we

have
N {B(Ron | Ziy Ai, Mk, Yi) ) = Oy(€2). (D.2)

Combining (D.1) and (D.2) yields

J RPN — o — _

~ > E(Ron | Zi Ai, My Y)E(R — 1+ R| Zi, A, My, Yi) = op(n” %), (D3)
i=1

Then by Lemmas E.2 and E.3, Theorem C.1, Assumption A.5(i), and the Cauchy Schwarz

inequality, (D.3) implies that

n

1 _ o -
- > E(Reo | Zi, Ai, Mi;, V) E(R7 — 1+ R | Zi, Ai, Mk ;, Yy)

i=1
1 o — ~ — ~ —
= D {B(Roo | Zi, Ay M. Yi) = E(Ron | Ziy Ai, M, Y }E(RY — 1+ R | Zi, Ai, Mk, Y;)
i=1
Iz A M YVB(RA — A M V) = o (12
+— D B(Ron | Zi, Ai, My, Y)E(RY =1+ R | Zi, Ai, M, Yi) = op(n”"/?). (D.4)

=1
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We denote E@(Roy | Zi, Ai, M, Yi) 2 E{E(Roo | Z,A,Mx,Y) | Zi,Aj, Mg, Y;}.

By exchanging summation, (D.4) can be written as

SRR — _
- > ED(Reo | Zi, Ai, Mc;, Vi) { RiA(Xi, Ai, M3, Y;) = 1+ R;} = op(n~'/?).
i=1
(D.5)

Then by Lemma E.4, Theorem C.1 and Assumption A.5(i), (D.5) implies that

E(Roo | Zi, Ai, Mk ;, Vi) { R (X, A;, M ;,Y;) — 1+ R;}

M- &:P‘ﬁ:

1 _ ~ _ R _
= {E(Roo | Zi, Ai, Mk ;,Y:) — E“(Roo | Zi, Ai, M, Vi) M RA(Xi, Ay, M1, Y;) — 1+ Ry}
=1
J RPN — . — 7
+ ZE(d)(RQO | Ziy Ay, M i i, Yi) { RA(X;, Ai, M1, Y;) — 1+ R; } = 0,(n™/?). (D.6)
=1

Recall the definition of wi(x) = fax (a1 | )~!. By Assumption A.4(iii), there exists
791 € RU» such that

sug lwi(z) — a1 (z) wor| = O(t1,)). (D.7)
TE
Recall that
p(z) = ZI(Az‘ = a1)Ri{1 + (X, Ai, Mg 3, Y;) o (X, My;) g (X;)"
i=1

n

< {30 (4 = ) Ri{ 1+ A(X;, A, Mg, Y,~)}ﬁl(Xi)ﬁl(Xi)T}_lﬁl(x).
=1

It follows that

1 & . — N _
- ZI(AZ- =a1)Ri{1 +7(X;, As, Mk ;, ) } in (X;) 11 (X;)
=1
1< . — _ _
= ZI(Ai = a)Ri{1 +7(X;, A, M3, Y;) ba (X;) g (X5) "
=1

X [Z I(A; = a1)Ri{1 +7(X;, Ai,MK,i,Yz’)}ﬁl(Xi)ﬁl(Xi)T] B
i=1

X ZI(Ai =a1)Ri{1 +7(X;, As, Mk, Y;) }ia (X, My;) 1 (X;)
i—1

1< . — ~ _
= ZI(Ai = a1)Ri{1 +7(X;, Ai, Mk 3, Vi) } o (X5, M1;) @1 (X;).
=1
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That is
1 ~ = _ - _
- ZI(Ai =a1)Ri{1 +7(X;, A, Mk 3, ;) }{ 1i2( X5, M1;) — 1 (X3) }a (X;) = 0. (D.8)
i=1
By Assumption A.5(ii), Theorems C.1 and C.2, (D.7) and (D.8) implies

1 « . — . -
- ZI(Ai = a1)Ri{1 +7(X;, Ai, Mg 3, i) bor (Xo) { 1i2( X3, Myg) — 1 (Xi) }
=1

_ 1 ZI(Ai = a1) {1 +7(Xi, A, M3, Y3) w1 (X;) — @ (X;) "mor H{ A2 (X, Mys) — fin(X5) }
=1

n 4
1< _ — - . _
+ - ZI(Ai = a1){1 4+ 3(Xi, Ai, M3, Y5) {H2 (X, Mas) — i1 (X;) by (X;) "o
i=1
S oup jwi(@) — i (2) a1 = Op(ty*) = 0p(n~'/?). (D.9)
e

Similarly we can obtain
1 < —
o D I(Ai = ap)Ri{1l +7(Xi, Ai, Mk, Vi) }
i=1
k — —_ —
X { ij(Xi7Mj—1,i)}{//ZkJrl(Xika) - ljk(Xthfl,i)} = 0,(n~'/?), (D.10)
j=1

for k€ {2,...,K}, and

n

1

n D I(Ai = ag ) Ri{1 + (X5, A, M3, Ya) }
=1
K+1 o o
T i (X M) H{Y = T (Ko M) | = 0,(n72). (D11)
j=1

Let = (p1, ..., K+1) and define
w(R,Z, X, A, Mg,Y;v, i) :R{l—i—fy(X,A,MK,Y)}

X [iI(A = ak){ ﬁwj(X,Mjl)}{uk+1(X, My) — Mk(Xka—l)}
k=1 Jj=1

K+1
+1(A = arce){ [T w6 M) HY = g, (X M) §
j=1

— B{Roo(X, A, My.,Y) | Z, A, Mg, YY{Ry(X,A,Myg,Y)—1+R}. (D.12)
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Then combining (D.6), (D.9), (D.10) and (D.11) yields that

1o — N _
g ZW(RM ZiniaAia MK,i; }/;a ’Y::u) = Op(n 1/2)' (D13)
=1

Finally, recalling that

Z {Rifin (X) + RA(Xi, Ay, M i3, Yo)iia (Xi) }

we obtain
Z {Rifin (X3) + RA(X;, Ai, My s, Vi) (X)) — ¢
*Z{RZ/“ )+ Riy(Xi, As, Mg 3, Vi) pn (X3) } —
+ = ;Ri{ﬁl(xi) —m(X)}

1 N _ N _
i=1
By Lemma E.6, Theorems C.1 and C.2, Assumption A.1 and A.5, we have

. 1 @ . — ~ _
- ZRZ'{/M(Xi) — (X))} + - ZRi{’Y(Xu A, M g3, Yi) i (Xs) — (X5, Ay, M e 3, ) (X))
i—1 i=1

1 « — 1 < —
+- Zw(Ri; Zi, Xi, Ais M i3, Yis 7y, 1) — - ;w(Rz‘, Ziy Xi, Ais M i3, Yis v, )
= 1=
- E[W(R, Z, X7A7MK7 Y,f}/\,//ﬁ\) - W(R, Z, X, A, MK? Yi, M)] = Op(n_l/z)‘ (D15)
Recalling the definition of ¢ in the main text, the pathwise derivative of

E[le’l(X) +R7(X7A7MK7Y)M1(X) +W(R, ZaXvAaMKaY,’YaM)]

with respect to (7, u) in the direction (7, ) evaluated at the true value, denoted by
A, 1), is

AR, 1) = E[R{1 +~(X, A, Mg, Y)} {1 = I(A = a1)wi (X)} (X))
K41

+Z [R{1+’YXAMK; {lﬁwj(X7Mj—1)}

J=1
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x {I(A=ar1) — (A= ap)wr(X, My_1)} (X, My_1)

+ E{R¢(X,A,MK,Y)?(X,A,MK,Y)}
—E{E(RQO | Z,A,MK,X)R;)V/(X,A,MK,Y)}. (D16)

By Assumption 6 and lemma 1 in the main text, (D.16) implies that
AGR) =0, (D.17)

for any 4 and . Then by Lemma E.7 and Assumptions A.1 and A.4, and Theorem C.1,
(D.17) implies that

B[R{fn(X) = m(X)} + R{F(X, 4, M, V)i (X) = 1(X, 4, Mye, Y ) (X)}]

+E[W(R727X,A7MK7Y;3@) —W(R, Z,X,A,MK,Y;’Y,M)

= A\ =7, 0 — 1) + R, ) = op(n~1/?), (D.18)
where
N, 1) £ BR{F(X, A, Mg,Y) —v(X, A, Mg, Y)}H1 - I(A = an)wi (X)} {m (X
+ Kf B R{F(X, A, My, Y) = 4(X, A, M, Y){ 1:[ wi(X, Mj_l)}

J=1

(X))}

x {I(A = ap_1) — I(A = ap)wr(X, My_1) } {in(X, My_1) — pi(X, Mk_l)}} .

Combining (D.13), (D.14), (D.15) and (D.18) yields that

QZ_ Z Ripua ( )‘i’Rz'Y(XzaAzaMKuY)MI(X)} (0

3\*—‘

- is Ziy Xi, Aiy MK, Vi 172
+n;w(R7 I I 9 K,v 777N)+0p(n )

1 & o
=~ Z IF(Ry, Zi, Xi, M 3, Y;) + 0p(n~1/?),
=1

where
F(R,Z,RX, A,]WK,Y)

— F{Ro(X,A,M,Y)| Z, A Mg, Y H{Ry(X,A,Mg,Y) -1+ R}.

Therefore, Theorem 1 is derived following the central limit theorem and the Slutsky

theorem. [
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D.2 Efficiency of 1Z

We demonstrate that the proposed estimator 1Z is locally efficient in the sense that it
attains the semiparametric efficiency bound for 1 in the semiparametric model My,

under the following condition, which is a symmetric counterpart of Assumption 5.

Assumption D.1 (Completeness). For any squared-integrable function g and for any
a,mg,y, E{9(Z2) | X,A=a, M =my,Y =y} = 0 almost surely if and only if g(Z) =0

almost surely.

Proposition 1. The estimator 15 attains the semiparametric efficiency bound of 1 in

M, at the submodels where Assumption D.1 holds.

Proof. In order to demonstrate that the proposed estimator 12 is efficient, we present
a proof in two steps. Firstly, we derive the tangent space, and secondly, we show the
influence function derived in Theorem 1 belongs to the tangent space. The distribution
of observed data O = (R, RX,Z, A, Mg,Y) is

FO) = F(Z, A, My, Y){f(X | R=1,Z,A, M,Y)f(R=1| Z,A, Mg, Y)}"
x {f(R=012A Mg, Y)}' "

Consider a regular parametric submodel f;(O) in My, indexed by 7 that equals f(O)

when 7 = 0. Then the corresponding score is given by

S(0)=58(Z,A,Mk,Y)+R{S(X |R=1,Z,AMg,Y)+S(R=1|Z,A,Mg,Y)}

— - R S(R=1|Z,A,Mg,Y),
B(Z, A, Mk,Y)

where

Z,A,Mg,Y)=0dlog f-(Z,A,Mg,Y)/07| =0,
R=1|2,A,M,Y) = dlog fo(R = 1| Z, A, My, Y)/dr—0,
X|R=1,2,A,Mg,Y)=0log fr(X | R=1,2, A, M,Y)/07|r—o,
Z,AMwx,Y) = f(R=0| 2, A,Mg,Y)/f(R=1| 7, A, Mg,Y).

Recalling that
E{PY(X7A7MK7Y> ’ R = lvsza-ZWKaY} :/8(Z7A7MK7Y)7

we have

0 — — _
aEt {’Yt(XaAvMKv}/) _Bt(ZaAvMKay) | R = 17Z7A7MK7Y} |t=0 =0.
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Equivalently,

/a{’)/t(x7A7MK7Y)_5t(Z7A7MK7Y)}ft({I:’R:LZvA?MKaY)| dx 0
t=0 = V.

ot

It follows that

E{’V(XaA7MK7Y)S(X | R = 1aZaA7MK7Y) | R= 17Z7AaMKaY}

S(R=1]|2,A,Mg,Y) _E{ P

Equivalently,

E{Ry(X,A, My, Y)S(X |R=1,Z,A,My,Y) | Z,A,Mg,Y}

+S(R=1|Z,A,Mg,Y)=—-FE {Rst%(X,A,MK,Y) | Z, A, MK,Y}. (D.19)

From (D.19), we obtain that the tangent space is A; € Ag with
Ay = {S(Z,A,MK,Y) € Lo(Z, A, MK,Y): E{S(Z,A, Mk,Y)} = 0},
Ay = {RS(X |R=1,2,A,Mg,Y)
+{R-(1-R)/B(Z, A Mk, Y)}S(R=1|Z,A,Mg,Y) € A{ :
E{S(X |R=1,Z,AMy,Y)|R=1,2,A,Mg,Y} =0, and
E{RY(X,A,Mg,Y)S(X |R=1,2,A,Mg,Y)| Z, A, Myg,Y}

+S(R=1|2Z,AMg,Y) € 01(72(7))},

where T is the operator that maps (X, A, M g,Y) € Lo(X, A, M,Y) to E{g(X,A,Mg,Y) |
R=1,Z A Mg,Y} € Lo(Z,A,Mg,Y), R(T) is the range space of 7, AL denotes the

orthogonal complement of A, and cl(A) refers to the closure of A.

In order to show @Z is efficient, we only need to show that the influence function
derived in Theorem 1 belongs to the tangent space above. For notational simplicity,
below we use 7, ¢, 3 and v to denote y(X, A, M,Y), ¢(X, A, Mg,Y), B(Z, A, Mg,Y)
and E(Roo | Z, A, M ,Y), respectively. Then we have the following decomposition of

the influence function

IF=R(1+7v)¢p—¢—v(Ry—1+R)
= Bl_i_lE{(lth)(gb—u)|R:1,Z,A,MK,Y}+V_¢
+R(1+’Y)(¢_V) _RE{(1+7)(¢_V) | R= 1,Z,A,MK,Y}

N <R_1_5P°> BBHE{(l—i—’y)(gﬁ—V) |R=1,7,A,Mg,Y}.
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Note that

1

m:f(Rzl | ZvA7MK7Y)7

then we have

B+1
E[E{R(l F )G —v) | Z, A Mg, Y} +v— 1/}}
ER1+~v)¢p+v(Ry—1+R)—¢|=EIF)=0.

E[lE{(1+7)(¢—V)]Rzl,Z,A,MK,Y}+V—1/J]

It implies that

BlﬂE[(1+'y)(¢—y) |R=1,2,A, Mg,Y]+v—1c A

According to Assumption D.1, we have N (7’) = 0 and hence cl(R(T)) = N(T')*+ =
Lo(Z, A, Mg,Y). Here T' is the adjoint operator of 7 and N(7”) is its null space. Take

S(X|R=1,Z,A,Mg,Y)=(1+7)(¢—-v)—E[(1+7)(¢—v)|R=1,Z,A, Mg,Y],
S(R=1|2, A, My,Y) = ﬁ’f_lE[(l )b —v) |R=1,7, A Mg, Y.
It is obvious that

ES(X|R=1,Z,AMg,Y)|R=1,Z,A, My,Y] =0, and
+S(R: 1 ‘ Z,A,MK,Y) € £2(Z7A,MK,Y).

It implies that

R(1+7)(¢—v) = RE[(1+7)(¢—v)| R=1,Z, A, Mg,Y]

+ (- 150) S B 6 - ) | R=1.2,4. Mk, Y] € s

This completes the proof of Proposition 1. |

D.3 Proof of Lemma 1

Proof. We first show that wi(z) £ fux(a1 | 2)~" satisfies the conditional moment

restriction

E[{1+~v(X,A,Mg,Y)}{I(A=a)w(X) -1} | R=1,X] =0.
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Note that it is equivalent to
E{1+~v(X, A Mg, Y)}[(A=a1) | R=1,X]w1(X)=E{1+~v(X,A, Mg,Y) | R=1,X}.

So we only need to show that

E{l1+~(X,A,Mg,Y)|R=1,X}

A0 B2 (X A M V)L = )| R~ LX]

By the definition of v(X, A, Mk,Y), we obtain that

{1+"}/XAMK, }I —a1 ’R—lX]
//f _alamKay|R )d Kdy

R=1]|X, A—al,mKay)

. _ R=1|X) _
— fR=1|X 1//f — Y L e
f( | X) f(R=1| X, A=a1,mg,y) K

= (r=11X)7" [[ 1A= 0,y | Xdmicdy
=f(R=1|X)"'f(A=a1 | X). (D.20)

Similarly, we can deduce that
E{l1+~(X,AMg,Y)|R=1,X}=fR=1]X)"". (D.21)
Combining (D.20) and (D.21) yields that

E{1+~(X, A, Mg,Y)|R=1,X}
E[{1+~(X,A,Mg,Y)}I(A=a1) | R=1,X]

= fax (a1 | X)™h = wi(X),
which is the result we aim for.
Next we show that for k € {2,..., K + 1},

o fayx i, (ar—1 | T, Mp1)

fA\X,Mk_l (ak |, Mg_1)

Wi, my_1) =
satisfies the conditional moment restriction
E[{l +9(X, A, Mg,Y) }{I pwr(X, My_1) — I(A = ak,l)} | R = 1,X,]\7k,1] =0.
In the same way, the above moment restriction is equivalent to

E[{I—F’}/(X,A,MK, }I —ak ‘R—l X, Mk 1]wk(X Mk 1)
=E[{1+v(X, A, Mg,Y)} (A=ay_1) | R=1,X,Mj_1].
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So we only need to show that

E[{l—i—’y(X,A,MK, }I = ag_1 ’R—l XMk 1]

X, M;_;) =
wk( ; k 1) E[{1+’7(X,A7MK7 }[ _ak ‘R_l XMk; 1]

We have

E[{1+ (X, A, Mg, Y)}(A=a) | R=1,X,M;_i]
//f = ap,my,y | R=1,X, M)
=1|X,A=ay, My_1,my,y)

_ A= =1|X,M,_
— f(R: 1 | X,Mk_l)_l // f( akamk>y>R 7| ’ k 1)dmkdy
fR:1|X7A:ak7Mk‘—l7mkay)

dmy.dy

= J(R=1|X, M) / / F(A = apymy, y | X, Miy_1)dmydy
= f(R=1|X,My_1) '"f(A=a| X, M;_).

Similarly,

E[{14+ 79X, A Mg, Y)} I(A=a1) | R=1,X,M;_4]
= f(R=1|X,My1) 'f(A=ar1| X, My_1).

It follows that

E[{l—l—’y(X,A,MK, }I = ak—1 |R—1XMk 1]
E[{1+7(X7A7MK7 }I _ak ‘R:17X7Mk71}
Fapx ma,, (ak—1 | @, mMg_1)

— — — wk(a: ’I’T’Lk_l).
Fax i, (ak | ©,mMp_1) ’

This completes the proof. |

APPENDIX E  Auxillary lemmas

Lemma E.1. Suppose Assumptions A.1, A.2 and A.3 hold. Then there exists finite
constants C,C" > 0 such that

E{E(RY -1+ R| Z,A, M, Y)}?] — Op(ln/n +1,%*?)

< {E(RY =1+ R| Zi, Ai, Mg, Yi)}?

S
AM:

1

-
Il

| /\

'E{E(RY =1+ R | Z,A,M,Y)}’] + Op(ln/n + 1,*2),

uniformly over v € T',,.
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Proof. The proof proceeds by verifying the conditions of Lemma C.2(ii) of Chen and
Pouzo (2012). Assumption C.2(i) of Chen and Pouzo (2012) is satisfied since |Ry— 1+ R|
is uniformly bounded over v € I';, C I" by Assumption A.1(i) and Assumption A.2(i).
Assumption C.2(i) of Chen and Pouzo (2012) is satisfied by Assumption A.3(ii) with

their b2, 7, being [ 2a2 here. Denote

Note that f; is linear and hence Lipschitz continuous in 7 € I" under || - ||, and

) Y 21 <
1I§aé)§nE[pj(Z7A7MK7Y) ] ~ 17

by Assumption A.3(i). Then Theorem 2.7.11 of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996)
implies that Njj(e, Oj, [ - |z,) < N(¢/C,T | - |l) for some constant C' > 0. Thus, by
Assumption A.1 and then Theorem 2.5.6 and 2.7.1 of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996),

we have

. <
max J(1, 05, - ley) ST (E.2)

Thus, (E.2) implies that Assumption C.2(iii) of Chen and Pouzo (2012) is satisfied with
their Cp, < 1. In addition, Assumption C.1 of Chen and Pouzo (2012) is satisfied by

~

Assumption A.1(iii) and Assumption A.3(i)(iii). Thus, the result of the lemma follows
by Lemma C.2(ii) of Chen and Pouzo (2012). [ |

Lemma E.2. Suppose Assumptions A.1 and A.3 hold. We have
LNSUB(RT — 14 R | Z A Mges, Y)Y = Oy I 20 —1/2
EZ{ (Ry =1+ R|[Z;,Ai, Mk;,Yi)}” = Op(ln/n+1,°%) + op(n ),
i=1
uniformly over ¥ € {7 € T 1 ||§ — |lw = 0p(n~ Y1)}
Proof. For any 7 € ', by the triangle inequality, we have
NP _
- Z{E(RV —1+R| Zi, A, Mk, Y3)}?
i=1

2 & _ — 2

AN~ _ ~ _
+ ﬁz {E(RY | Zi, Aiy Mk, ;) — E(R7 | Zi, Ai, M3, Vi) }
i=1

4~ — _
+ EZ {E(1 - R| Zi, A, Mg;,Y;) — E(1 - R| Zi, A, Mg, Y,) )2 (E.3)
=1
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Define the class of functions G = {E(RY — 1+ R | z,a,mk,y)? : 7 € I'}. Note that for
every 71,72 € I', we have

‘E(R’71 —-1+R ‘ Zvaavay)Z _E(Rr}/? —1+R | Z,CL,’I’T’LK,y)2|
< |E{R(71 _’72) ‘ ZvaavayH X |E{R(’71 +’72) —2+2R | ZaaamKayH

S = el

Then by Assumption A.1 and Theorem 2.5.6, 2.7.1 and 2.7.11 of van der Vaart and
Wellner (1996), we conclude G is a Donsker class. It follows that

1 — — —
- Z {E(Ry -1+ R| Z;, Ai,MKﬂ-,YZ-)}Q — E{E(Ry —1+R| Z,A,Mg,Y)}?] = o,(n"'/?),
=1

(E.4)
uniformly over 7 € I'. By the definition of || - ||, and (4), we know
E{E(RY —1+R| Z, A, Mg,Y)}*] = |7 =13 (E.5)
Combining (E.4) and (E.5) yields that
1 ¢ —
~ > AB(RY =1+ R| Zi, Ai, M, Y} = 0p(n”'7%), (E.6)

i=1
uniformly over ¥ € {3 € T : ||§ — |jw = 0,(n~"/*)}. By Lemma E.5, we have
I s (o — _ _
- Z {E(RY| Zi,Ai, Mk;,Y;) — E(RY | ZiaAiaMK,iaYi)}Q = Op(lp/n +1,,%92), (E.7)
i=1
uniformly over 7 € I". Following Newey (1997), we have
IR — _
- Z {E01-R| Z;,A;, Mk,;,Y;)—E(1-R| Zi7Ai7MK,i7Yi)}2 = Op(ln/n +1,,%°2).
i=1
(E.8)
Then the proof is completed by combining (E.3), (E.6)—(E.8). [ |

Lemma E.3. Suppose Assumptions A.1, A.2 and A.3 hold. We have

I~ =~ — _
~ > AB(Ren | Zi, Ai, M1, i) — E(Roo | Zi, Aiy My, Vi) Y = Op(V/In /1 + 172 + 5,°0).

=1
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Proof. By Cauchy Schwarz inequality, we have

RPN _ _
EZ {E(RQn | Z’iaA%MK,i)}/i) - E(RQO | Z’iaAhMK,i)}/:i)}Q
=1

2 = (A — 7 2
<= {B(Ron | Zi, Ai, Mk, Yi) = B(Ron | Zi, Ais Mk, Yi) }
=1

2 ¢ — )
+ = 2; [E{R(en — 00) | Zi> Ais Mk, Yi}]™. (E.9)
1=
By the definition of g, = II,,09 and Assumption A.2(ii), we have
2 © — 2 _
> [E(Bon — 00) | 21 A Mici, Y] £ llow — 0% = Opls*). - (B10)
i=1
By Lemma E.5, o, € I',, C T, and assumption A.3, we have

RPN — _
ﬁ Z {E(Rgn | Zi7 Aiv MK,i7 }/l) - E(RQTL | Zia Ai7 MK,i7 }/;)}2 = Op(ln/n + l';QCYQ).
=1
(E.11)
Combining (E.9), (E.10) and (E.11) yields the result of the lemma. |

Lemma E.4. Suppose Assumptions A.1 and A.3 hold. We have

I e ~ — _ _ _
- > {E"(Reo | Zi, Ai, M i3, Yi) — E(Roo | Ziy Aiy Mg s, Vi) {RiV(X;, Ai, M, i) — 1+ Ri}

=1

= 0 {172 (\/In/n + 1;°2)} + 0y (n™1/2),

uniformly over ¥ € {F € T2 |7 — y|lw = 0p(n~'/4)}, where the notation EWD s defined
in (D.5).

Proof. For notational simplicity, we denote g(Z, A, M,Y) 2 E(Roo | Z,A,Mg,Y)
and §(Z,A,Mg.,Y) 2 E@D(Rgy | Z,A,M,Y). By Assumption A.3(ii), there exists

(2,0, MK, y) = D, (2,0, MK, y)"my such that

sup l9(z,a, MK, y) — gn(z,a, Mg, y)| = O(1,?). (E.12)
(z,0,mp,y) EZx{0,1} x Mg XY

Note that g(z,a,mk,y) = P, (2, a, MK, y)" Ty with

n . . 1" o _
%g = { Zﬁln (Z’H Ai7MK,i7Y’-L')I_)ln (Z“ AiaMK,ivi/;)T} Zﬁl" (Zlu A“MK’“Y;)Q(Z“ AiﬂMK,iu }/1)7
i=1 =1
(E.13)
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Then by Assumption A.3(i), with probability approaching one

n
{ > P, (Zi, Ai, Mici, Vi), (Zi, Ais Mk, Yz‘)T}

=1
is invertible and
Hﬁg—ﬂ'gH S sup s ‘g(zvaamKay) —gn(z,a,m;(,y)\ :Op(l;oQ)'
(z,a,mp,y)EZX{0,1} x Mg XY
(E.14)
It follows that
1 — 2
- > {G(Zi, Ai, M ;,Y;) — g(Zi, A, M3, V) }
=1
S H?rg_ﬂQHQ—i_ sup ‘g(z7a7mK7y)_gn(zvaavay)‘Q :OPU;ZOQ)
(z,a,mp,y)EZX{0,1} x Mg XY
(E.15)

Note that

1 e— . — — -

-~ > {9(Zi, Ai, Mki, V) — g(Zi, Ay M3, Vi) } (Ri%i — 1+ Ry)
i=1

1 — — _ _
i=1
1 « — —
- g ZiuAi7M i7Y:i - Z’i)AivM i7)/ti

o3 ki Yi) — g ki Y}

i=1
X {Rii — 1+ R — E(Ry — 1+ R| Z;, A, M3, ;) }. (E.16)

Combining (E.6) and (E.15), by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, yields that

n

1 — — —
~ > A9(Zi, A M. Vi) = 9(Zi, Ai, My, Yi) } E(RY = 1+ R | Zi, Ai, M. Y))
1=1
= 0p(n”1%) + 0y (1,2), (E.17)

uniformly over ¥ € {5 € T : ||§ — Y[Jw = 0,(n~"/*)}. Note that
1< — — _
‘n Z {9(Zi, Ai, M :,Y:) — g(Zi, Ay, M, Vi) } {R7i — 1+ R — E(Ry — 1+ R | ZivAiaMK,iaYi)}|
=1

~ 1~ = ~ ~ =
< &y = ml |5 D2 B (Zis Ais M, YOURA: — 1+ Ry — B(RY — 1+ R | Zi, Ai, M, YD) |
i=1

+

1 ¢ — — _
- Z {9(Zi, Ai, M 4, Y;) = gu(Zi, Ai, M i, Yi) } {R7i — 1+ Ri — E(RY =1+ R | ZiaAiaMK,in)}’ .
i=1

(E.18)

29



By Assumption A.1 and Theorem 2.5.6, 2.7.1 and 2.7.11 of van der Vaart and Wellner

(1996)7 we conclude g] - {tpj(zva'uml(vy){r;? - E(R:}; ’ Z,CL,WLK,y)} : % € F}? .] =
1,...,1,, are Donsker. It implies that

1 o _ _ — _
n > pi(Mi, Y, Z){RiF: — 1+ Ry — E(RY — 1+ R | Zi, A, M3, Y;)} = Op(n*/?),
i=1
uniformly over 7 € I'. Then we obtain

1 n . _ - J—
|~ > P12 A Mo YOIRA: = 1+ Ry = B(RY = 1+ R | Zi, A, M YD)} | = 0,(V/iu/m),
i=1

(E.19)

uniformly over 4 € I'. By Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain

1 n o o ~ ~ o
- > {9(Zi, Ai, M i3, Y3) = gn(Zi, Aiy Mg, Vi) } {Ris — 1+ Ry — E(RY — 1+ R | Zi, A;, M3, i)}
i=1

= 0,(n~Y21;02), (E.20)

Combining (E.16), (E.19) and (E.20) yields that

i=1

1 = . — _ _ B _
‘n Z {9(Zi,Ai, M ;,Y;) — g(Zi, Ai, Mk ;,Y;) } {R7i — 1+ R — E(Ry — 1+ R | Zz',Ai,MK,i,Yé)}‘
= 0,(1,%*\/1n/n), (E.21)

uniformly over 7 € I'. Combining (E.16), (E.17) and (E.21) yields the result of the
lemma. |

Lemma E.5. Suppose Assumptions A.1 and A.3 hold. Then we have

sup E(R?’Z,(LTT'I,K,:U)_E(R:?’Z,CL,TT’LK,y)
(2,a,mMp,y) EZXx{0,1} x Mg XY

= Op(Cln(\/ In/n+1,%) +1,%?),
and

I~ — _ — 2
=S {B(R7 | 20, A My, o) = B(RA | Zi, A My, YD) | = Oplla/n+157%),

i=1

uniformly over v € T.
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Proof. For any 7 € T, let
n
7z = (P™P) 1> Py, (Zi, Ai, M, Vi) RA(Xi, Ai, M1, Y5).
i=1

Then E(RY | z,a, Mk, y) = Py, (z,a,mg,y)"75. By Assumption A.3(ii), there exists
Ty € R’ such that

sup ‘E(Rﬁ | z,a, MK, y) —ﬁln(z,a,TTLK,y)Tﬂ'ﬂ = 0(l,*?),
(z,a,mp,y) EZx{0,1} x Mg xY

(E.22)

uniformly over 7 € I". By the triangle inequality and Assumption A.3(i)(iii), it follows

(z,a,'rT‘LK,y)EZX{O,l}x./TAKXy
< H?rﬁ_ﬂ'??HCln"‘ sup ‘E(R&w Z’aamK)y)_ﬁln(zvaavay)TW’? )
(2,0,Mp,y)EZx{0,1} x Mg XY
(E.23)
and
n
1 ~ _ B _ 2
gz {E(R’Y | Ziy Aiy M3, Y;) — E(RY | Zz',Az‘,MK,z‘,Y%)}
i=1
S 175 — 5| °Big s (B{B1, (Z, A, Mk, Y)Py, (2, A, Mk, Y)™})
. _ _ _ 2
+ sup ‘E(R'y | z,a, MK, y) —pln(z,a,mK,y)Tﬂ'ﬂ . (E.24)

(2,0,mp,y) EZx{0,1} x Mg XY
Following Newey (1997), by Assumption A.3(i), with probability approaching one
(PTP)/n is invertible and

Hﬁ'ﬁ_"WH ,S sSup o ‘E(Rﬁ‘ Z7a>mK7y)_ﬁln(z7a7mK7y)T7rﬁ‘
(z,a,m i ,y)EZX{0,1} x Mg XY

1 & — ~ _ B _
+ Hﬁ ZﬁlTL(ZZ‘,AZ',MK,ia}/i) {RlW(XZ,A’LaMKﬂ,’Y;) - E(R’Y | Zi7Ai7MK:7:’1/i)} H

=1
(E.25)

uniformly over 7 € I'. Note that p;(z, a, Mg, y)r7 is linear and hence Lipschitz continuous
in ¥ € I' under || - ||ooc- Then by Assumption A.1 and Theorem 2.5.6, 2.7.1 and 2.7.11
of van der Vaart and Wellner (1996), we conclude G; = {p;j(z,a,mk,y)ry : ¥ € '},
7 =1,...,1, is Donsker. It follows that
1 — — _ — ~ —
|~ > T, (2, Ass M, Vo) {RA(XG, Ai, M, Yi) = B(RT | Zi, Ai, Mg, Y} || = Op(VIn /),
i=1

(E.26)
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uniformly over ¥ € I'. Combining (E.22), (E.23), (E.25) and (E.26) yields

sup E(R7 | z,a,mi,y) — B(RA | 2,0, M, y)
(2,a,mMp,y) EZx{0,1} x Mg XY
= Op(cln( In/n+1,%) +1,%?),

uniformly over ¥ € I'. And Combining (E.22), (E.24), (E.25) and (E.26) yields
— 2
—Z{ (B3 | Zi, Ai, Mikci, Y) = E(RT | Ziy A, Mici, Yi) | = Oplln/n+1,%),

uniformly over 4 € I". This completes the proof of the lemma.

Lemma E.6. Suppose Assumptions A.1, A.J and A.5 hold. We have

1 ~ 1~ (- — . —
- > Ri{n(X) — (X)) + - > RA{F(Xi, Ag, Mg, Ya) i (Xa) — 9(Xi, Aiy Mg, Yi)pa (X5) }
= =1

~ B[R{(X) - m(X)} + R{TXA Mg, Y)jin(X) — (X, A, Mg, V) (X)}]
1 < — 1< —
— RiaziaX’iaAin ivn;~a/\ - Ri7Zi7Xi7AiaM laY;a ;
+ni;W( K> Yii 7, 1) nZw( K Yii s 1)
- E[W(Ra Zv X,AaMKaya;\y/aﬂ) - W(R, Za Xa Aa MK,Y,’Y,M)] = Op(n_1/2)'

uniformly over ¥y € {y € I' : [|¥ — ¥|looc = 0p(1)}.

Proof. We first notice that

N 1 n _ . R .
Z Ri{i1(Xi) — m(Xi)} + - Z Ri{7(Xi, Ais M3, Yi)in (X;) — (X5, Ay, Mk 3, Yi)pa (Xi) }

i=1 i=1

— B[R{(X) = 11 (X)} + R{TO A M, V)i (X) = (X, A M, Y (X)}]

3

+ l W(R“ZZ,XZ,A“MK“Y;,’Y, - *Zw RuZszaAmMKm}/za'Yvﬂ)
n
i=1 i=1
~ Elw(R,2,X,A,My,Y;7.0) —w(R,Z,X,A,MK,Y;m}
= ZR{lﬂ(Xz,Al,Mm, Vi) H1 = I(A; = ar)wr (X) } {7 (X3) — pa (X0) }
i=1
— BIR{L+7(X, A, M, Y)} {1 — I(A = ay)wor(X)} {fu (X) — s (X)}] (B.27)
K+1 k—1
+Z< ZR{1+7(X25A17MK17 1 {Hw] XzaM_] 11)}
i=1 =1

X {I(A; = ap—1) — I(A;i = ap)wi(Xs, My—1) } {7 (Xi, Myp_1) — pu(Xi, Mj_1,) }

_ E[R{l +§(X,A,]WK,Y)}{ kl:[le(X’ Mj_l)}
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s {I(A = ar_1) — I(A = ag)wr(X, My_1)} {fin(X, M_1) — (X, M“)}D
(E.28)

1 _ — — — —
+ D RAT(X, Ay, M3, Vi) = 1(Xoy Ay Mg i, YO HO(X, Ai, Mk, Y3) — E(Roo | Ziy Aiy M, V7))
i=1
(E.29)

In what follows, we will show that (E.27)-(E.29) are all o,(n~/2). We consider (E.27).
By Assumption A.4(ii), there exist w13 € R'" such that p1,(z) = @1 (z) w1 and

sup |p (x) = pan ()] = Op(t1,™).
TEX

Let e =1—I(A = a;)wi(X), then we have

)% > R+ (X, Ai, Mg, Y {1 = T(As = an)or (X0)} {7 (X) — pa (X))
=1

— BR{1+3(X, A, My, Y)H1 - I(A = a)un (O} {7 (X) = i (X) }]|

S sup |pa(z) — pan ()]
reX
1 n
X (R A)am ) - BLRO 4 Dem (X |- [F0-mul (©30)
i=1
Because reuy;j(z)(1+7) for j = 1,...,t1, is linear and hence Lipschitz continuous in

v € ' under || - ||oo, by Assumption A.1 and Theorem 2.5.6, 2.7.1 and 2.7.11 of van der
Vaart and Wellner (1996), we conclude G; = {reu;;(z)(1 +7) : ¥ € I'} is Donsker. It
follows that

Hf [ (1+7)eu1(X;) — E{R(1 +7)ew (X } H = t1n/n) (E.31)

uniformly over ¥ € I'. By Assumption A.5, combining (C.26), (E.30) and (E.31) yield
that

(E.27) = Op(t3,7™) + Op(v/11n/m) Op (VM1 + 37514, = 0p(n™1).

Similarly, we can obtain (E.28) = 0,(n~'/2). As for (E.29), note that 73{¢(z, a, M, y) —
E(Roo | z,a,mk,y)} is linear and hence Lipschitz continuous in 7 € T" under || - ||co.
Then by Assumption A.1 and Theorem 2.5.6, 2.7.1 and 2.7.11 of van der Vaart and
Wellner (1996), we conclude G = {ry{¢(x,a,my,y) — E(Roo | z,a,mg,y)} : 7 € T'}
is a Donsker class. Thus the stochastic equicontinuity implies that (E.29) = o,(n~'/?)
uniformly over {¥ € I' : ||¥ — ¥||oc = 0p(1)}. Then we complete the proof. [ |
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Lemma E.7. Suppose Assumptions A.1, A.4 and A.5 hold. We have

B[R{F(X, A, My, Y) — 4(X, A, My, Y)} 1 I(A = a)or (X)} {7 (X) — ma(X)})]
K+1
+3 E[R{ﬁ(X,A, My,Y) - 7(X,A,]\7_IK,Y)}{ H wi(X, MH)}
k=2 Jj=1

x {I(A = ap_y) — I(A = ap)w (X, My_1)} {fin(X, My_1) — Mk(X,zm,l)}}

= Op(n71/2)7
uniformly over ¥ € {y € ' : |7 — ¥|loc = 0p(1)}.

Proof. By Assumption A.4(ii), there exist w11 € R¥» such that pi,(x) = @1 (x) 71 and

sup |p(z) = pin ()| = Op(ty,™").
TeEX

Let e=1—I(A = a1)wi(X), then we have

B[RGIX. A My, Y) = (X, A M, Y)} 1= 1(4 = ar (X)} {7 (X) = m(X)}]
S sup la(2) = pia ()| + [ B(RG — y)emn(X)"HFn —mun | (E.32)

Let X1 2 E[I(A = a1)R(1 + 7))@ (X) @1 (X)"] ' E[R(F — 7)eti1(X)]. Then

fax(ar | X)@(2)"Y

E{R(7 —v)e | X}
faix (a1 | X)

XE [f(a1 | X)a@ (X)@ (X)*]" \/ fax (ar | X))@ (z)

£ E{R(F—)elX}

v/ fax (a1]X)

=F

faix (a1 | X)u1(X)

is the Lo-projection o on the space linearly spanned by {4/ f4x (a1 | X)@1(X)}.

Thus we obtain

sup |/ fax(ar | X )1 (z)"Y — E{};TX_(;)T |X))(} = o(1). (E.33)
Note that
[E[R(Y — v)etia (X)) (711 — 711))|
ZI i (14 75) {2 (X5, Mys) — pn(X3) g (X3)™X
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< |5 Y 1A = an) Ri(1+7) {n (Xi) — Mln(Xz‘)}ﬁl(Xz‘)TT‘ (E.34a)

+ %ZI(Ai = an) Ri(1 + yi){p2(Xi, M1s) — pa (Xi) iy (X)X (E.34D)

=1
1 ~ _

=D 1A = ) Ri(5i — ) {2 (X, Mai) — i (Xi) b (X) " 0F (E.34c)
i=1

+ %ZI(Az‘ = a))Ri(3i — i) {p (Xi) — pn (Xi) }@a (X )TT‘ (E.34d)
=1

103 I = a)Ri(1 4+ 37X, Mig) — pa(Xs, M} (XY (B.34e)
i=1

Assumption A.4(ii), A.5(ii) and (E.33) implies that

(E342) S sup (@) — pan(@)] - |7 — vlloe = Opltr)op(1) = op(nY/2),
(m,z)eEMxX

uniformly over ¥ € {y € I' : |7 — 7||c = 0p(1)}. Note that (E.33) implies that

E|(E.34b)|?
=0 LB [{I(A = an) RO+ 7){p2(X, My) — pu (X) b (X)X Y]

r 2
o {f(A @) R(1+ ) {a(X. M1) — i (X)) E{R( = 7)e] X}}
i v/ fax (a1 | X) v/ fax (a1 | X)
L [E LA = a) RO+ )2 (X 00) — (O 1 X]
~nE I fax(ar | X)? =) ]

SnH A =A% = o(n™),

uniformly over ¥ € {y € I' : || — 7||oc = 0p(1)}. Then the Chebyshev inequality implies
that (E.34b) = o,(n~'/2). Similar to (C.9b), we can obtain (E.34c) = o,(n~'/?) under
Assumptions A.1, A.2, A.3 and A.6. Similarly to (C.9¢), we obtain (E.34d) = op(t1,,*") =
0,(n~/2) by Assumption A.5. As for (E.34e), it can be calculated similar to the last
term of (C.15). Then we obtain

(E34e) S, H;y\ — fy”oo . ( -1/2 + ZK-‘rl CYJJ) — Op(n_l/Q),
uniformly over ¥ € {y € ' : [|¥ — 7[|oc = 0p(1)}. Combing above arguments implies that
E{R(¥ — v)ew(X)" H{7n — 7F11}‘ = Op(n_1/2). (E.35)

uniformly over ¥ € {y € I' : |7 — ¥|loc = 0p(1)}. Combining (E.32) and (E.35) yields
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that
E[R{F(X, A, My,Y) = 4(X, A, Mg, V)1 = I(A = an)an (X)} {7 (X) — (X)) }] = 0p(n~/?),

uniformly over 7 € {y € I' : |7 — ¥||oc = 0p(1)}. Similarly we can obtain

k—1
F[RGGA M) 50648 O TT .37,
x {I(A = ap-1) = I(A = ap)wp(X, M)} {7in(X, Mi—1) — p(X, Mk—l)}] = op(n~'/?).

for k € {2,..., K +1}. Then we complete the proof of the lemma. |
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