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NON-PARAMETRIC ESTIMATION OF THE SPIKING RATE IN SYSTEMS OF
INTERACTING NEURONS.

P. HODARA, N. KRELL, E. LOCHERBACH

ABSTRACT. We consider a model of interacting neurons where the membrane potentials of the neu-
rons are described by a multidimensional piecewise deterministic Markov process (PDMP) with
values in RY | where N is the number of neurons in the network. A deterministic drift attracts each
neuron’s membrane potential to an equilibrium potential m. When a neuron jumps, its membrane
potential is reset to a resting potential, here 0, while the other neurons receive an additional amount
of potential % We are interested in the estimation of the jump (or spiking) rate of a single neuron
based on an observation of the membrane potentials of the N neurons up to time t. We study a
Nadaraya-Watson type kernel estimator for the jump rate and establish its rate of convergence in
L2. This rate of convergence is shown to be optimal for a given Holder class of jump rate functions.
We also obtain a central limit theorem for the error of estimation. The main probabilistic tools are
the uniform ergodicity of the process and a fine study of the invariant measure of a single neuron.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to the statistical study of certain Piecewise Deterministic Markov Processes
(PDMP) modeling the activity of a biological neural network. More precisely, we are interested in
estimating the the underlying jump rate of the process, i.e. the spiking rate function of each single
neuron.

Piecewise Deterministic Markov Processes (PDMP’s) have been introduced by Davis ([8] and [9]) as
a family of cadlag Markov processes following a deterministic drift with random jumps. PDMP’s are
widely used in probabilistic modeling of e.g. biological or chemical phenomena (see e.g. [7] or [28],
see [I] for an overview). In the present paper, we study the particular case of PDMP’s which are
systems of interacting neurons. Building a model for the activity of a neural network that can fit
biological considerations is crucial in order to understand the mechanics of the brain. Many papers
in the literature use Hawkes Processes in order to describe the spatio-temporal dependencies which
are typical for huge systems of interacting neurons, see [12], [I5] and [I6] for example. Our model can
be interpreted as Hawkes process with memory of variable length (see [13]); it is close to the model
presented in [1I0]. It is of crucial interest for modern neuro-mathematics to be able to statistically
identify the basic parameters defining the dynamics of a model for neural networks. The most relevant
mechanisms to study are the way the neurons are connected to each other and the way that a neuron
deals with the information it receives. In [I1I] and in [I5], the authors build an estimator for the
interaction graph, in discrete or in continuous time. In the present work, we assume that we observe
a subsystem of neurons which are all interconnected and behaving in a similar way. We then focus on
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the estimation of the firing rate of a neuron within this system. This rate depends on the membrane
potential of the neuron, influenced by the activity of the other neurons.

More precisely, we consider a process X; = (X}, ..., XV), where N is the number of neurons in the
network and where each variable X represents the membrane potential of neuron 4, for 1 < i < N.
Each membrane potential X takes values in a compact interval [0, K], where 0 is interpreted as
resting potential (corresponding to ~ —90mV in real neurons) and where K ~ 140mV (see e.g. [21]).
This process has the following dynamic. A deterministic drift attracts the membrane potential of each
neuron to an equilibrium potential m € R with an exponential speed of parameter A € R;. Moreover,
a neuron with membrane potential x “fires” (i.e., jumps) with intensity f(z), where f: Ry — Ry is
a given intensity function. When a neuron fires, its membrane potential is reset to 0, interpreted as
resting potential, while the membrane potentials of the other neurons are increased by % until they
reach the maximal potential height K.

The goal of this paper is to explore the statistical complexity of the model described above in a
non-parametric setting. We aim at giving precise statistical characteristics (such as optimal rates of
convergence, estimation procedures) such that we are able to compare systems of interacting neurons
to benchmark non-parametric models like density estimation or nonlinear regression. More precisely,
given the continuous observation E| of the system of interacting neurons over a time interval [0,¢] (with
asymptotics being taken as t — oc), we infer on the different parameters of the model which are:
the equilibrium potential m, the speed of attraction A and the spiking rate function f. Since in a
continuous time setting, the coefficients A and m are known (they can be identified by any observation
of the continuous trajectory of a neuron’s potential between two successive jumps), the typical problem
is the estimation of the unknown spiking rate f(-).

Therefore we restrict our attention to the estimation of the unknown spiking rate f(-). We measure
smoothness of the spiking rate by considering Holder classes of possible shapes for the spiking rate
and suppose that the spiking rate has smoothness of order § in a Holder sense. To estimate the jump
rate f in a position a, we propose a Nadaraya-Watson type kernel estimator which is roughly speaking
of the form

p # spikes in positions in By, (a) during [0, ¢]

fela) =
where By, (a) is a neighborhood of size h of the position a where we estimate the jump rate function
f- A rigorous definition of the estimator is given in terms of the jump measure and an occupation
time measure of the process X. The convergence of the estimator is implied by the fact that the
compensator of the jump measure is the occupation time measure integrated against the jump rate
function f, together with uniform ergodicity of the process. Assuming that the jump rate function
f has smoothness of order 8 in a Holder sense, we obtain the classical rate of convergence of order

occupation time of Bp(a) during [0,¢]

tfﬁ for the point-wise LZ—error of the estimator. This rate is shown to be optimal. We also state
two important probabilistic tools that are needed in order to obtain the statistical results. The first
one is the uniform positive Harris recurrence of process. The second one is the existence of a regular
density function of the invariant measure of a single neuron.

In the literature, non-parametric estimation for PDMP’s has already been studied, see for example
[2] and, more particularly concerning the estimation of the jump rate, [3]. On the contrary to these
studies, the framework of the present work is more difficult for two reasons. The first reason is

LA short remark concerning the continuous time observation scheme : Presumably, if we deal with discrete time
samples, observed at sufficiently high frequency such that with huge probability at most one jump can take place during
one sampling step, it would be possible to reconstruct the continuous trajectory of the process with hight probability
and to perform our estimation procedure also in this frame.
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the fact that our process is multidimensional, presenting real interactions between the neurons. Of
course, estimation problems for multidimensional PDMP’s have already been studied. However, in
all cases we are aware of, a so-called “many-to-one formula” (see [24], see also [18]) allows to express
the occupation time measure of the whole system in terms of a single “typical” particle. This is not
the case in the present paper — and it is for this reason that we have to work under the relatively
strong condition of uniform ergodicity which is implied by compact state space — a condition which
is biologically meaningful. The second, more important, reason is the fact that the transition kernel
associated to jumps is degenerate. This is why the construction of our estimator is different from other
constructions in previous studies. The degeneracy of the transition kernel also leads to real difficulties
in the study of the regularity of the invariant density of a single neuron, see [27] and the discussions
therein.

In Section [2| we describe more precisely our model and state our main results. We first provide two
probabilistic results necessary to prove the convergence of the estimator: firstly, the positive Harris
recurrence of the process X in Theorem [I| and secondly the properties of the invariant measure in
Theorem [2] The speed of convergence of our estimator is established in Theorem [3] Finally, Theorem
states that our speed of convergence is optimal for the point-wise L?—error, uniformly in f. The
key tool to prove this optimality is to study the asymptotic properties of the likelihood process for a
small perturbation of the function f close to a.

The proofs of Theorems [[|3] and [] are respectively given in Sections [3] ] and 5} We refer the reader
to [27] for a proof of Theorem

2. THE MODEL

2.1. The dynamics. Let N > 1 be fixed and (N*(ds,dz));=1,... n be a family of i.i.d. Poisson random
measures on R, xR, having intensity measure dsdz. We study the Markov process X; = (X},..., X}N)
taking values in [0, K]V and solving, for i = 1,..., N, for t > 0,

t t o)
(2.1) X, = X(’)—)\/O(X;—m)ds—/o/o Xo 1cpxi yyN'(ds,dz)

t oo
+Z/ / ax (X ) oe o VY (ds, d2).
j#i 70 70 T
In the above equation, A > 0 is a positive number, m is the equilibrium potential value such that
0 < m < K. Moreover, we will always assume that K > 2. Finally, the functions ax : [0, K] — [0, K]
and f: Ry — Ry satisfy (at least) the following assumption.

Assumption 1.

1. ak : [0,K] — [0, %] is non-increasing and smooth, ax(x) = %, for all x < K — % and ak(z) <
K—xforalleK—%.

2. f € CY(R,), f is non-decreasing, f(0) = 0, and there exists fmin : Ry — R, non-decreasing, such
that f(z) > fmin(z) > 0 for all x > 0.

All membrane potentials take values in [0, K], where K is the maximal height of the membrane
potential of a single neuron. 0 is interpreted as resting potential (corresponding to ~ —90mV in real
neurons) and K ~ 140mV (see e.g. [21]). In (2.1)), A gives the speed of attraction of the potential
value of each single neuron to an equilibrium value m. The function ax denotes the increment of
membrane potential received by a neuron when an other neuron fires. For neurons with membrane
potential away from the bound K, this increment is equal to % However, for neurons with membrane
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potential close to K, this increment may bring their membrane potential above the bound K. This is
why we impose this dynamic close to the bound K.

In what follows, we are interested in the estimation of the intensity function f, assuming that the
parameters K, f,;n and ax are known and that the function f belongs to a certain Holder class of
functions. The parameters of this class of functions are also supposed to be known. The assumption
f(0) = 0 comes from biological considerations and expresses the fact that a neuron, once it has fired,
has a refractory period during which it is not likely to fire.

The generator of the process X is given for any smooth test function ¢ : [0, K]V — R and z € [0, K]V
by
N

(2:2) Lo(e) = Y- ) )~ (0] - A3 (2 ) s = ] )
i=1 i v

where

23) @, ={ o) a2

The existence of a process X with such dynamics is ensured by an acceptance/rejection procedure that
allows to construct solutions to explicitly. More precisely, since each neuron spikes at maximal
intensity f(K), we can work conditionally on the realization of a Poisson process N with intensity
N f(K). We construct the process X considering the jump times T}, of N as candidates for the jump
times of X and accepting them with probability

N .
(x5 )
Nf(K)
It is then possible to construct a solution to (2.1)) step by step, following the deterministic drift between

the jump times of N, and jumping according to this acceptance/rejection procedure. We refer the
reader to Theorem 9.1 in chapter IV of [20] for a proof of the existence of the process (X);.

We denote by P, the probability measure under which the solution (X;): of (2.1) starts from Xy =
x € [0, K]N. Moreover, P, = f[o KN v(dx) P, denotes the probability measure under which the process
starts from Xy ~ v. Figure[I]is an example of trajectory for N = 5 neurons, choosing f = Id, A =
1, m=1,and K = 2.
The aim of this work is to estimate the unknown firing rate function f based on an observation of
X continuously in time. Notice that for all 1 < i < N, X* reaches the value 0 only through jumps.
Therefore, the following definition gives the successive spike times of the i—th neuron, 1 <7 < N. We
put . , , ‘ ,
Ti=0,T =inf{t>T! ,: X} >0,X/ =0}n>1,
and introduce the jump measures
N
' (ds, dy) = Z>:1 Lmy<oo) Oz xp, (At dy),  pldt, dz) = Z;u (ds, da).
By our assumptions, u’ is compensated by fit(ds,dy) = f(X;')dsc?X;' (dy), and therefore the compen-
sator [i of u is given by

N
fi(dt, dy) = f(y)n(dt,dy), where n(A x B) = /A (Z 1B(X§)> ds



INTERACTING NEURONS : ESTIMATION OF THE SPIKING RATE 5

fig. 1
n
i
8
IS
(V]
S o |
o 3 ;
(O] P
c :
© P | B
g 0 | ! :/
S © ! i y
| ! P
o E ,'i n
d i T T T \‘ : T T I
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 2.5 3.0
time

FIGURE 1. Trajectory of 5 neurons

is the total occupation time measure of the process X.
We will also write T;,,n > 0, for the successive jump times of the process X, i.e.
To=0,T, =inf{T{ :Tf >T,_1,k>1,1<i<N}n>1.

For some kernel function ) such that

(2.4) Qe C.(R), / Qy)dy = 1,

we define the kernel estimator for the unknown function f at a point a with bandwidth h, based on
observation of X up to time ¢ by

= fOt fR Qnly — a)u(ds, dy) where — l Y and 9 =0
fot Je Qu(y — a)n(ds, dy)’ @nly) = 7@ (h) 0o

h
For h small, ft,h(a) is a natural estimator for f(a). Indeed, this expression as a ratio follows the
intuitive idea to count the number of jumps that occurred with a position close to a and to divide
by the occupation time of a neighborhood of a, which is natural to estimate an intensity function
depending on the position a. More precisely, by the martingale convergence theorem, the numerator

fg Jg @Qn(y—a)p(ds, dy) should behave, for ¢ large, as fot Jz @n(y—a) f(y)n(ds,dy). But by the ergodic
theorem,

(2.5) ft,h(a)

Jy Jo Quly = @) f ()n(ds.dy) _ m1(@n(- — a)f)
JE i Quly — ayn(ds, dy) T (Qn(- — a))
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as t — 0o, where m; is the stationary measure of each neuron X,f. Finally, if the invariant measure
is sufficiently regular, then
m1(Qn(- —a)f)

71 (Qn(- — a))

as h — 0.

We restrict our study to fixed Holder classes of rate functions f. For that sake, we introduce the
notation 8 = k+ a for k = [f] € Nand 0 < o < 1. We consider the following Hélder class for
arbitrary constants F, L > 0, and a function fy,;, as in Assumption [}

(2.6) H(B,F,L, frmin) = {f € C*(R,) : dd—;lf(x)\ <F, forall 0 <[ <k,xz€[0,K],
f(x) > fmin(z) for all z € [0, K], \f(k)(as) — f(k)(y)| < Lz — y|® for all z,y € [0, K]}

2.2. Probabilistic results. In this Section, we collect important probabilistic results. We first es-
tablish that the process (X;);>o is recurrent in the sense of Harris.

Theorem 1. Grant Assumption [l Then the process X is positive Harris recurrent having unique
invariant probability measure m, i.e. for all B € B([0, K]V),

(2.7) m(B) >0 implies P, (/000 1p(Xs)ds = oo) =1

for all x € [0, K]N. Moreover, there exist constants C > 0 and x > 1 which do only depend on the
class H(B, F, L, fmin), but not on f, such that

(2.8) sup | Pi(, ) — 7|7y < Cr™*
JEH(B,F,L,fmin)

It is well-known that the behavior of a kernel estimator such as the one introduced in depends
heavily on the regularity properties of the invariant probability measure of the system. Our system is
however very degenerate. Firstly, it is a piecewise deterministic Markov process (PDMP) in dimension
N, with interactions between particles. Hence, no Brownian noise is present to smoothen things.
Moreover, the transition kernels associated to the jumps of system are highly degenerate (recall
(2.3)). The transition kernel

xi

Kﬁ

K(z,dy) = L(X7,| X1, - = 2)(dy) = Z
i=1

5A’(w) (dy)

flx)

with f(z) := Zfil f(x%) puts one particle (the one which is just spiking) to the level 0. As a con-
sequence, the above transition does not create density — and it even destroys smoothness due to the
reset to 0 of the spiking neuron. Finally, the only way that “smoothness” is generated by the process
is the smoothness which is present in the “noise of the jump times” (which are basically of exponential
density). For this reason, we have to stay away from the point © = m, where the drift of the flow
vanishes. Moreover, the reset-to-0 of the spiking particles implies that we are not able to say any-
thing about the behavior of the invariant density of a single particle in 0 (actually, near to 0) neither.
Finally, we also have to stay strictly below the upper bound of the state space K. That is why we
introduce the following open set Sq g given by

(2.9) Sa.8 ::{we[O,K]:%<w<K—%,|w—m|>d},
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where (3 is the smoothness of the fixed class H(8, F, L, fin) that we consider and where d is fixed
such that d > Lj\;ﬂ Notice that Sy 3 also depends on K, m and N which are supposed to be known.
We are able to obtain a control of the invariant measure only on this set Sq g. The dependence in 3
is due to the fact that the regularity of f is transmitted to the invariant measure by the means of
successive integration by parts (see [27] for more details).

We quote the following theorem from [27].

Theorem 2. (Theorem 5 of [21])

Suppose that f € H(B, F, L, fiin). Let

7= Lo (X})
be the invariant measure of a single neuron, i.e. [ gdmy = E.(g(X})). Then m possesses a bounded
continuous Lebesque density ©' on Sqp for any d such that d > (|3] + 2)/N, which is bounded on
Sa.5, uniformly in f € H(B, F, L, fmin). Moreover, ' € C*(Sq) and

(L8)) WDy,
(2.10) sup \ﬂ’;l)(wﬂ + sup 7 (w) 71‘/1a (w”)
<Pl weSa,p ww ww' €Sq,p lw —w'|

SCF7

where the constant Cr depends on d and on the smoothness class H(B, F, L, fmin), but on nothing
else.

2.3. Statistical results. We can now state the main theorem of our paper which describes the quality
of our estimator in the minimax theory. We assume that m and A are known and that f is the only
parameter of interest of our model. We shall always write P/ and Ef in order to emphasize the
dependence on the unknown f. Fix some r > 0 and some suitable point a € Sy 5. For any possible
rate of convergence (r;);>o increasing to oo and for any process of F;—measurable estimators ft we
shall consider point-wise square risks of the type

sup 2B [|fila) - F@)P1An],
fEH(B,F,L,fmin)

ar={ s [ [ @ty amtas i =}

is roughly the event ensuring that sufficiently many observations have been made near a, during the
time interval [0,t]. We are able to choose r small enough such that

(2.11) liminf inf o Pl(Ay,) =1,
t—oo fEH(B,F,L,fmin)

where

see Proposition [§] below.

Recall that the kernel @ is chosen to be of compact support. Let us write R for the diameter of the
support of @, therefore Q(z) = 0 if |x| > R. For any fixed a € Sy 3, write ho := ho(a, R, 8,d) :=
sup{h > 0: Brr(a) C Sq/2,5}. Here, Byr(a) = {y € Ry : |y —a| < hR}.

Theorem 3. Let f € H(B,F,L, fymin) and choose Q € C.(R) such that [, Q(y)y’dy = 0 for all
1<j<|B], and [ [y|°Q(y)dy < co. Then there exists r* > 0 such that the following holds for any
a € Sqp,m <1 and for any hy < ho.
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(i) For the kernel estimate ([2.5)) with bandwidth hy = t_ﬁ7 for all z € [0, K],

lim sup sup tz‘?%E;{ [|ft7ht(a) - f(a)|2|At7r} < oo.
t—oo  fEcH(B,F,L,fmin)

(ii) Moreover, for hy = o(t=Y/(AF28)) " for every f € H(B, F, L, fmin) and a € Sqp
Vihi (fin (@) = £(@)) = N(0,2(a))

weakly under P, where ¥(a) = N];(la()a) J Q*(y)dy.

The next theorem shows that the rate of convergence achieved by the kernel estimate ftvt—l/(2[3+1) is
indeed optimal.

Theorem 4. Let a € Sqp and x € [0, K] be any starting point. Then we have

(2.12) liminfinf  sup  ¢7% B[ fi(a) — f(a)]}] > 0,
t=00  f FEH(B,F,L, fmin)

where the infimum is taken over the class of all possible estimators ft(a) of f(a).
The proofs of Theorems [3] and [4] are given in Sections 4] and

2.4. Simulation results. In this subsection, we present some results on simulations, for different
jump rates f. The other parameters are fixed: N = 100, A =1, K = 2 and m = 1. The dynamics
of the system are the same when A and f have the same ratio. In other words, variations of A and
f keeping the same ratio between the two parameters lead to the same law for the process rescaled
in time. This is why we fix A = 1 and propose different choices for f. The kernel @ used here is a
truncated Gaussian kernel with standard deviation 1.

We present for each choice of a jump rate function f the associated estimated function f and the
observed distribution of X or more precisely of X = %fo\il X%, Figures 2, 3 and 4 correspond
respectively to the following definitions of f: f(z) =z, f(z) =log(z + 1) and f(x) = exp(z) — 1.

For Figures 2] Bl and [] we fixed the length of the time interval for observations respectively to ¢ = 200,
300 and 150. This allows us to obtain a similar number of jump for each simulation, respectively equal
to 17324, 18579 and 21214. These simulations are realized with the software R.

The optimal bandwidth hy = ¢t~ 251 depends on the regularity of f given by the parameter (.

Therefore, we propose a data-driven bandwidth chosen according to a Cross-validation procedure.

For that sake, we define the sequence (Zy),cn- by Zi = X%L for all 1 < ¢ < N. For each a € [0, K]
k

and each sample Z = (Zy, ..., Zy,), for 1 < £ < n we define the random variable #%""(a) by

n N
ot (g) = - _1£)N Z ZQh(Z,i —a).

k=(+1 =1

£,k . . . . .
71" (a) can be seen as an estimator of the invariant measure 77 of the discrete Markov chain.

We propose an adaptive estimation procedure at least for this simulation part. We use a Smoothed
Cross-validation (SCV) to choose the bandwidth (see for example the paper of Hall, Marron and Park
[14]), following ideas which were first published by Bowmann [5] and Rudemo [29]. As the bandwidth
is mainly important for the estimation of the invariant probability 77, we use a Cross validation

procedure for this estimation. More precisely, we use a first part of the trajectory to estimate %f’n’h
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and then another part of the trajectory to minimize the Cross validation SCV (h) in h. In order to be
closer to the stationary regime, we chose the two parts of the trajectory far from the starting time.
Moreover we chose two parts of the trajectory sufficiently distant from each other. This is why we
consider mq, ms and £ such that 1 << my < mo << £ <n.

We use the method of the least squares Cross validation and minimize
by )2 2 o Fbmh
SCV (h) = / (7" @) do - Nom o 2 s (Z})
k=mi1+1 i=1
(Where we have approximated the integral term by a Riemann approximation), giving rise to a mini-
mizer h. We then calculate the estimator f the long of the trajectory. In the next figure, we use this
method to find the reconstructed f with an adaptive choice of h.

fig. 2
N 7 ---- True parameter =~ — Estimator --- Observed distribution of X
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FIGURE 2. Estimation of the intensity function f(x) =z

As expected, we can see that the less observations we have, the worse is our estimator. Note that
close to 0 the observed density of X explodes. This was also expectable due to the reset to 0 of the
jumping neurons. Moreover, the simulations show a lack of regularity of the observed density close to
m, which is consistent with our results, but this does not seem to affect the quality of the estimator.
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fig. 3
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FIGURE 3. Estimation of the intensity function f(z) = log(z + 1)

fig. 4
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FIGURE 4. Estimation of the intensity function f(z) = exp(x) — 1
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3. HARRIS RECURRENCE OF X AND SPEED OF CONVERGENCE TO EQUILIBRIUM — PROOF OF
THEOREM [1]

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem |I|and show that the process (X;);>o is positive recurrent
in the sense of Harris. We follow a classical approach and prove the existence of regeneration times.
This is done in the next subsection and follows ideas given in Duarte and Ost [10].

3.1. Regeneration. The main idea of proving a regeneration property of the process is to find some
uniform “noise” for the whole process on some “good subsets” of the state space. Since the transition
kernel associated to the jumps of our process is not creating any density (and actually destroys
it for the spiking neurons which are reset to 0), the only source of noise is given by the random
times of spiking. These random times are then transported through the deterministic flow v, +(v) =
(Ys.t(v1), ..o, 5.6 (vY)), which is given for any starting configuration v € [0, K]V by

(3.13) Yop(v1) = e AT 4 (1 — e AETNYm, 0 < s <ty (v)) = 0, (0).

The key idea of what follows — which is entirely borrowed from [I0] — is the following.

Write I,,,n > 1, for the sequence giving the index of the spiking neuron at time T),, i.e. I, = i if
and only if T}, = T} for some k > 1. It is clear that in order to produce an absolute continuous law
with respect to the Lebesgue measure on [0, K]V, we need at least N jumps of the process. On any
event of the type {Th = t1,11 =i1,..., Ty =tn,tn <t < Tny1,In =in}, it is possible to write the
position of the process at time ¢ as a concatenation of the deterministic flows given by

(314) F(tla-~7tN7i1,...,iN) (tv U) = '_YtN,t(AiN (’VtN—htN (AiN—l ( .- Ail (707t1 (’U))))))

Proving absolute continuity amounts to prove that the determinant of the Jacobian of the map
(t1y oy tN) = Tty tnsin,.in) (£, v) does not vanish. For general sequences of (i, ...,iy), this will
not be true (think e.g. of the sequence (i1 = ... =iy = 1)).

The main idea is however to consider the sequence i1 = 1,i5 = 2,...,95y = N and to use the
regeneration property of spiking, i.e. the fact that the neuron k spiking at time t; is reset to zero at
time t;. In this case, for all later times, its position does not depend on t1, ..., t,_1 any more. In other

words, the Jacobian of ', ¢y 1. .5 (t,v) is a diagonal matrix, and all we have to do is to control
that all diagonal elements do not vanish. The second idea is to linearize the flow, i.e. to consider the
flow during very short time durations, and to use that, just after spiking, each diagonal element is

basically of the form

wa)\m, ast—s—0.
ds

The important fact here is that the absolute value of the drift term of the deterministic flow of one
neuron is strictly positive when starting from the initial value 0.

In the following, this idea is made rigorous. Our proof follows the approach given in Section 4 of [10].
We fix € > 0 and put
Ac={ie—e/4<T; <ig,i=1,...,N}
and
S={hL=1,L=2,...,Ixn =N}
which is the event that all N neurons have spiked in the fixed order given by their numbers, i.e.
neuron 1 spikes first, then neuron 2, then 3, and so on. We introduce

o (N1 N2 1
- N ) N 7"’7N7
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which would be the position of neurons after N spikes and on the event S, if A = 0 (here, we suppose
w.lo.g. that K > 1+ +).

Now we fix any initial configuration v € [0, K]V and introduce the sequence of configurations v(k),0 <
k < N, given by v(0) = v, vg(k) =0 and

Bt i<k
(3.15) vi(k) =< arxo...oax(vs), P>k
~—_—————
k times

Notice that ax o...0ax(v;) =v; + % ifv; < K — % Notice also that v(N) = u*.
—_———
k times

We cite the following lemma from [10].

Lemma 1 (Lemma 4.1 of [I0]). If Xo = u € Bs(v), then on the event A. NS, we have for all
1<k<N,
(i) X;(Tx) = vi (k) + Zi:iJrl MTy, — Tr_1)di(r — 1) + Rse(TF,u) + Re2(TF, u), if i <k,

(ii) X;(Ty) = vi (k) + fo:i MNT, — Ty_1)di(r — 1) + Rs(u) + Rse(TF,u) + Re2(TF, u), if i > k,

(iii) XN(T},) = v(k) + Rs(u) + R(TF,u), if k < N, and XN (Ty) = @* + R (T] ,u).

Here, d;(r) = m —v;(r) and TF = (T1,...,T}). Moreover, the remainder functions are of order
Roo(TF,u) = O(62), Rea(TF, w) = O(e), Rs(uw) = O(0), ..,

and all partial derivatives are of order either § or e, uniformly in v.

Remark 1. Our model is slightly different from the model in [10]: instead of an attraction to the
empirical mean of the system, we have an attraction to a fixed equilibrium value m. This leads to our
definition of d;(r) which is slightly different from the one used in [10].
Corollary 1 ([10], Corollary 3). Put t* = Ne. Then we have on A. NS,
N

(3.16)  Xi(t*) =u; + At" —Tn)d; + > MTo = Too1)di(r — 1) + Roe (T u) + Rz (T ),

r=i+1
where di = m — uj.

We put as in [I0] () = (), ..., A% (tY)), where

N
WEY) ==y + At —tn)df + Y Aty —tr_1)di(r —1),1 <i < N.

r=i+1
Hence ~?(t)Y) models how the N successive jump times t; < ¢t < ... < tx are mapped, through the
deterministic flow, into a final position at time t*— on the event {T} = t1,..., Ty = tny} N A NS.
In order to control how the law of the N successive jump times t¢1,..., ¢y is transported through this

flow, we calculate the partial derivatives of 4" with respect to ¢;,1 < i < N. One sees immediately

that 0 0
O _gp<i D8 ami1<i<n,
Oty ot;

whence
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Corollary 2 (Corollary 4 of [I0]). For each u € Bs(v), the determinant of the Jacobian of the map
{ie—ef/d<t;<ig,i=1,....,N} >t = AO#t) + Rs(t1, u) + Ro2 (¢, u) is given by

MmN 4 RtV u) + Rs (£, u)

which is different from zero for ¢ and 6 small enough, for all u € Bs(v).

As in Proposition 4.1 of [10], we now have two important conclusions from the above discussion.
Proposition 1. There exists 6* > 0 and € > 0, such that for t* = Ne,

(3.17) Py (x,-) > m1p,. (u+)(z)r,

where v is a probability measure and n; €0, 1][.

The lower bound (3.17)) is a local Doeblin condition, and its proof is given in Proposition 4.1 of [I0].

We call Bs«(u*) a regeneration set: if the process visits this regeneration set, then after a time ¢t* there
is a probability n; that the law of the process is independent from its initial position x € B« (u*).

To be able to make use of the local Doeblin condition, we have to be sure that the process actually
does visit the regeneration set Bg«(u*). This is granted by the following result.
Proposition 2. There exist € > 0 and n2 > 0 such that

inf inf Py (v, Bs« (u™)) > 12,
Fer @B i) veiiign o (v Bo (7)) 2 mz

for t* = Ne.
Proof. By (3.16)), there exists e such that for all v € [0, K]V, we have that X (t*) € Bs«(u*) on A.N S,

when X (0) = v. Hence
Py (v, Bs«(u*)) > P,(A. N S).

Recalling (3.13)), we then obtain

P’U(Aa N S) = / f(’VO,tl (vl))e_ fotl ]F(’Yo.s(’u))dsdtl

e—e/4

2¢e P
/ f(’ythtz (U(I)Q))e_ ftlz f(’nl’s(v(l)))dsdtg .
2e—e/4

e Ny~ SN R (o(N=1))))ds
[ O (o = 1 s fe i,
Ne—ce/4

where f(z) = Zil f(z?), where the sequence v(1),...,v0(N — 1) is given as in (3.15). Since by
assumption v € [0, K]V, it is immediate to see that ~,.(v(k)?) < C, for a constant C, for all 0 < s <
t < t*, for all k < N and for all i < N. Moreover,

3
Wé,tl(vl) >(1- e_A%s)m >0, ont; > 1°
and since f is non decreasing, satisfying f(z) > fmin(2z) and || ]| < F, this implies that
F Qo (1))e™ o TO0 N > f((1 = =X Ym)e NSO > o (1= e Moy ) e V0T,

ont; > %s. Similar arguments show that all consecutive terms are strictly lower bounded uniformly
in f € H(B, F,L, fin) as well. As a consequence,

Py(A.NS) > (ifmm ((1 - e*%kf)m) e*t*NF)N >0,



14 P. HODARA, N. KRELL, E. LOCHERBACH

which concludes the proof. O

Remark 2. In the proof of Proposition 4.1 of [10], the authors have no need to obtain uniformly
in f € H(B,F, L, fmin). However, it is easy to see that we can rewrite their proof using the bounds for
f € H(B,F,L, fmin) appearing in the proof of Proposition above. As a consequence, we obtain

3.18 inf Pi(x,) > mlp.. uw(x)v,

(3.18) FeHBRL fany T () Z LB () ()

for some m1 > 0.

Once we dispose of the uniform local Doeblin condition (3.18]) and of the control given in Proposition
it is classical, using regeneration arguments, to show that the process is recurrent in the sense of
Harris.

3.2. Harris recurrence and invariant measure. Using the regeneration procedure, we can prove
that the process X is positive Harris recurrent. We denote by || - |[7v the total variation dis-
tance, i.e. [[v1 — 2|y = SuPpep(o,k)~) [V1(B) — v2(B)[, for any two probability measures vy, o
on ([0, K]V, B([0, K]™Y)).

We first show that the process is indeed Harris. For that sake, define the sequence of stopping times

(Sn)nEN _
Sy :=inf{t > 0: X; € Bs-(u")},
and for all n > 1, } ~
Sn+1 = ll’lf{t > Sn + t* Xt c B(S* (’LL*)}

Let (U, )nen be a sequence of i.i.d. uniform random variables on [0, 1], which are independent of the
process X. Then, working conditionally on the realization of (Up,),ecn, we define the sequence (Sp,)nen
and the sequence (R, )nen of regeneration times as follows.

Sy :=inf{S, : U, <m}, Ry := Sy +1t*,
and for all n > 1, )
Spy1 = inf{Sk > S, U < nl},Rn+1 = Spa1 +t7,

where 7 is given in (3.18).

Remark 3. allows us to construct the process (X¢)i>0 on a bigger probability space in such a
way that for alln,Xg, ~v and (XR, yt);cp+ 15 independent from Fs, . This construction is known
as Nummelin splitting, we refer the interested reader to Chapter 6 of Liocherbach (2013) [26].

Lemma 2. For all z € [0, K|V, E,(R;) < o0 and E,(Ry — R;) < .

The proof of this lemma is postponed to the next subsection where we prove a stronger result. Now
the following result implies that our process is actually positive Harris recurrent.

Proposition 3. X is Harris recurrent with invariant probability measure w which is given by

1 fiz
m(B) = mEm (/Rl 1B(X5)ds> .
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Proof. Fix B € B([0, K]V) and define the process A; by

t
At = / lB(XS)dS.
0

Assume that 7(B) > 0, then, according to the definition of Harris recurrence, it is enough to show
that for all @, lim;_, 4o 4t > 0.

We denote by Ny, Nf and Nto the counting processes respectively associated with the sequences of
Stopping times (Rn)nEN*7 (R2n)n€N* and (R2n+1)n€N :

oo o0 o0

N._E ~e._§ ~0._§

Nt = 1Rn§t7 Nt = 132n§t and Nt = 1R2n+1§t~
n=1 n=0

n=1

For all t we have N, = Nf + N¢ and

n=17fn RJ\“It
Ry Nte Roky1 Nf Roy t
== / 15(X,)ds + Z/ 15(X,)ds + Z/ 15(X,)ds — / 15(X,)ds
t 0 k=1 ng k=1 R2k—1 RNt
When t goes to co, we obtain, using Lemma [2| to deal with the first and the last terms
Ay
lim —
t—4oo ¢
Nt 1 ~ 1 Al Rak41 Rogk
= hm —_— Ne / IB(X )dS +NO /
t—+oco t N, ¢ Nte ; Rax ) Nto ]; Row_1

The decomposition between even and odd regeneration times is used here to be able to apply the
strong law of large numbers, based on Remark [3] In this way we obtain that

Ly [ 10 LS [ 1ads =
lim — / 15(X)ds = lim — / 1p(Xs)ds = w(B) > 0 as.
oo N k=1 B2k t=Foe Ny k=1 Rek—1

We can use the same decomposition to obtain that

Putting all together we have
. At W(B)
lim — = —+—"——
t—+4oo ¢ E, (Rg — Rl)
and we can conclude the proof using Lemma [2 once again. O
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Speed of convergence to equilibrium — Proof of in Theorem We now show how to
couple two processes X and Y following the same dynamics using Proposition [2| and the lower
bound of Remark This coupling will give us a control of the distance in total variation
between P, and P,, where x and y are the respective starting points of processes X and Y.

The coupling procedure consists in using the same realization of uniform random variables (U, )nen
for both processes, relying on , when both processes X and Y are in the regeneration set B« (u*)
at the same time. More precisely, we let evolve X and Y independently up to the first time that they
are both in the set Bs-(u*). We introduce the sequence of stopping times

Sy = inf{t > 0: (X, Y;) € Bs«(u*) x Bs«(u*)}
and - -
Sp =inf{t > S,_1 +t": (X4,Y:) € Bs«(u*) x Bs+(u*)}, n > 1.

Applying Proposition [2] to two independent processes X and Y, we obtain

inf Pt@2((vl,v2),B5*(u*)2) > 77%.

(3.19) inf
feH(ﬂaF7L7f7nin) U17U2E[O,K]N

As a consequence, S,, < oo almost surely for all n, and P(vhvz)(gl > nt*) < (1 —n2)", d.e. S; and
S’n_H — Sn possess exponential moments

E(v17v2)[6asl] < o0

2
uniformly in the starting configuration (vq,ve) for all a < w

We are now able to couple the processes X and Y. We work conditionally on the realization of a
sequence of 7.i.d. uniform random variables (U, )nen and define the coupling time 7 by

7:=1inf{S, : U, <m} +t*.
Using the regenerative construction described in the previous subsection based on (3.18]), it is evident
that X and Y can be constructed jointly in such a way that X = Y, ~ v and such that X; = Y; for all
t > 7. Since T is constructed by sampling within the sequence (S, )nen at an independent geometrical
time, it is immediate to see that there exists x > 1 such that

(3.20) sup B 2y (") < 400,
v1,v2€[0,K|N

Remark 4. Notice that the regeneration time Ri can be compared to T and that Ry < 7. As a

consequence, (3.20) implies a proof of Lemma .

Since the two processes X and Y follow the same trajectory after time 7, we obtain the following
classical upper bound on the total variation distance.

(3.21) 1Pe(, ) = Poly, Mirv < Play) (T > 1) < 67 Eay) (k7).

Now putting C' 1= sup, ,ecjo,x|~¥ E(z.y)(K7), the integration of (3.21) with respect to the invariant
measure 7(dy) implies that

swp [IPi.) — wllpy < O~
z€[0,K]|NV

This finishes the proof of Theorem O
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3.3. Estimates on the invariant density of a single particle. We start with some simple pre-
liminary estimates. Recall that

p(ds, dx) = o, (ds)dx,, _(dx)
denotes the jump measure of the system, with compensator
fi(ds, dz) = f(X,)dsox, (dx), with f(x) =Y f(z").

Let Zy = X7,k > 1, be the jump chain. Then the following holds.

Proposition 4. (Zy)y is Harris recurrent with invariant measure given by

for any g : ]Rj\_f — R measurable and bounded.
Proof. Let g be a bounded test function. We have to prove that
1 n
L3 gz - (o)
k=1
as n — 0o, P,—almost surely, for any fixed starting point = € [0, K]V. But
1O I
- > 9(Zk) = - > 9(Xr, )
k=1 k=1
and, putting Ny = sup{n : T,, < t},
li lzn:(x li 772 li L (z)p(ds, dz)
Jim 200 = Jim g S oK) = Jim g [ oot da)

By the law of large numbers, N/t — [ f(z)p(dz) = pu(f), and this convergence holds almost surely.
Moreover,

(3.22) / /RN w(ds, dz) fMt / /RN fi(ds, dz),

where M, = fo [ 9(x)[pn(ds, dz) — ji(ds, dz)]. Then M, is in ./\/ll(;c, the set of all locally square integrable
purely dlscontlnuous martmgales, with predictable quadratic covariation process

(3.23) <M>, = /O/gQ(XS)f(XS)ds

where

<M > =
S22 ()
almost surely, as ¢ — oo. By the martingale convergence theorem, see e.g. Jacod-Shiryaev (2003) [23],
chapter VIII, Corollary 3.24 , t~Y/2M, converges in law to a normal distribution. As a consequence,
M/t — 0 almost surely.



18 P. HODARA, N. KRELL, E. LOCHERBACH

We now treat the second term in . By the ergodic theorem for integrable additive functionals,

//RN fulds, dz) = 1/Otg(Xs)f(Xs)ds—>7r(fg),

and this finishes the proof. O
Exchangeability of the invariant measure We denote by X* : Rf =Ry, (2t,...,2N) — 2 the
i—th coordinate map.

Proposition 5. For all 1 <i < N, L,(X?) = L,(X1).

Proof. Fix an initial configuration x = (z*,2!,...,2') € [0, K]V consisting of N particles which are

all in the same position. Let g : R, — R be a bounded test function and introduce g(z) := g(z?!), i.e.
g depends only on the first coordinate. By the ergodic theorem,

1t
7/ g(Xst—)/QdL,r(Xl)
t Jo R

P, —almost surely.

Now, introduce the system Y; = (Y,},...,Y,V) given by Y = X} for all k # 1,i and Y} = X},

Y, = X}. Since the generator of X is invariant under permutations, Yt)t>0 = (X4)t>0. In particular,

/Rgdﬁﬂ(Xl) = tllglo% 9(Xs)ds = hm /

t t

1 1 X )
lim — [ ¢(Yy)ds = hm - | g(XY)ds :/ngW(XZ),
R

t—oo 0 —oo ¢ 0

and this finishes the proof. O

On the other hand,

We are now going to study the support properties of the invariant measure of a single neuron. For
that sake define for all z € [0, K], b(z) := A(z — m) and recall that v,(z) € R, denotes the solution
of (') = —b(yi(x"))dt, given by
’Yt(xi) /\tl,z + (1 )\t)m.
Moreover, for x = (z!,...,2N), v(x) = (1:(z1), ...,y (zY)). Finally, let
N
( )

K(z,dy) =Y f(@")0nim)(dy), HF(t) = e Jo FOteDds,
1

where f(ys(z)) = 2N, f(75(2)) and where A’(z) was defined in before.
We will use the change of variable, for a fixed value of y,

(3.24) 2z =v(y'),dz = —b(2)dt = —\(z — m)dt

and denote by £, (z) the inverse function of ¢ — y:(y').

These definitions permit to obtain an expression of .
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Proposition 6. For all z € Sy, we have
1]771 (Z)

(3.25) m1(2) z/ﬂ(dx)/K(x,dy)H}’(Hy(Z)) DEIE

Here the notation I))' denotes either ly,m[ if y <m or |m,y[ if m < y.

Proof. We have, by Proposition [4]

m(G) = Ex(G(X;)) = Eﬂ(f(Xt)G(Xt)ﬁ) = 7(f)Exz (G(Zn> f(%)) :
We use that 77 = L(Xg, | X7, ~ 7). Then we obtain
G )
-/ : f(@ﬂdwi %) | feuatan)
o I f(vs(Ai(w)))dsg(%(Ai(x)))Mdt
(5.36) -/ RLE [ K [ mpoco0)n

Now, let g € C2°(S4,3) be a smooth test function having compact support in Sy g. Using (3.26)), we
obtain

(3.27) m(o) = [ wldo) [ Kody) [ Hy@g0ns )t
RY 0
Then, with the change of variable announced in (3.24)), we can rewrite (3.27)) in the following way:

B y Lym(2)
m1(2) —/W(dx)/K(x’dy)Hf(ﬁy(z)) [b(2)]

3.4. Support of the invariant measure.

Proposition 7. For all y €]0, K|, all 6 > 0, we have

inf B > 0.
renpnl p ) T BsW)

Proof. Fix y €]0, K[ and let k € N and s € [0, & be such that y = £ + 5.

We define the time ¢, such that m (1 — e~**+) = s and consider, for a fixed € > 0, the following events:

A, = {g <Ti<etot(i-1)e<T <ts+(i—1)5+%Vi:2,...,k+1}
and
Sy={L =11 #1,..., 141 # 1}.
The idea of the proof is that the event A, N.S, leads the neuron 1 to a position close to y after a time
ty ;=15 + ke:
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At time T; the neuron 1 jumps so that its position is reset to 0, the time ¢4 is defined such that
at time T5_ the position of neuron 1 is close to s, then in an interval of time short enough for the
deterministic drift to be insignificant, we impose that the other neurons jump k times so that at time
T +1, the position of neuron 1 is indeed close to y.

In other words we can use similar arguments to the ones used in the proof of Lemma [I] to obtain that,
for all z € [0, K|V, if Xo = =, then on the event A, N S, we have X} =y + O(e), and we can

Th+1 —
choose ¢ such that X7, € Bs(y).
Now we have to prove that

inf inf P,(A,NSy) >0
FEH(B,F,L,fmin) x€[0,K]N

which can be done as in the proof of proposition

Finally, integrating this result against the measure 7 gives us the conclusion of the proof. O

We can now obtain (2.11]) as corollary of the following Proposition.

Proposition 8. We have that

(3.28) r* = inf inf mi(a) >0,
a€Sa,p fEH(B,F,L,fmin)

and for all x € [0, K|V ,and for all v < r*,

(3.29) lim inf inf Pl (Ai,) =1
t=00 fEH(B,F.L,fmin)

Proof. Recalling the construction of 71 in (3.25)), we have

_ Yy 11&" (@)
mio) = [ wtdo) [ Kodn) e, (@) s

ry(a) _ ll‘m( )
— [ mtan) | (Zf oaite dy)) exp (— /O F (@) ) -

To obtain a lower bound uniform in f of this expression we use again the bounds of the class of
function H(B, F, L, fmin) :

Doing this, we will also need an upper bound for x,(a). This is possible due to the term 17 (a) : since
y is such that a € I} N .Sy, g, the flow starting from y can reach a in a finite time, even if we consider
the worst cases where y = 0 or K.

Thanks to Proposition |7, we have ({y ta € I;”}) > 0 implying that the integration of 111:” (a)
against the measure m1(dy) is not 0. Finally, due to the definition of Sy 3, we have no problem to
obtain this lower bound uniformly in a € Sg g, and this finishes the proof of (3.28).

(13.29) is obtained easily from (3.28) thanks to the ergodic theorem: we have

lim f//czh — a)n(ds, dy) = 1 (a),

t—+oo Nt
(recall that [, Q(x)dx = 1), which concludes the proof. O
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [J]

4.1. Convergence of the estimator. We now study the speed of convergence of our estimator.
First we have the following classical kernel approximation:

Proposition 9. For any Hélder function g of order = k + «a satisfying

(4.30) s;lp, 19 (w) — g® (w')] < Cylw — w'|
for some constant Cy and for a kernel Q as in Theorem@, we have:
C, || Q. R?
/ Qnly —a)g(y)dy — g(a)| < %hﬁ,
R .

where we recall that R is the diameter of the support of Q and where || Q |1 denotes the L*-norm of

Q.

Proof. Using the property fR x)dr = 1 and the change of variable x = -2, we obtain

7
/Qh —a)g(y)dy — g(a /Q (9(a+ zh) — g(a)) dx.

Then, a Taylor-Lagrange expansion of the function g gives us

0 *) (2) — ¢ (q
/Qh —a)g(y)dy — g(a /Q ( g ()(xh)l+g()k!g()(xh)k> dr,

for some z €|a, a+xh[Ula+zxh, a. By the assumptions of Theorem' fR y)yldy =0foralll < j <k.
Then condition (4.30)) allows to conclude. g

Fix a € Sq 3 and define, for all t € R*, i = p — fi the centered jump measure.

Proposition 10. Under the conditions of Theorem[3, there exists a constant Cy depending only on
By F,L,N, fmin and Q, such that for all f € H(B,F,L, fmin), for all x € [0, K] and for a bandwidth
of the form h = hy =t=% for some 0 < a < 1,

2
Cq
(4.31) E, <Nt/[0f/Qh —a)j(ds dy)> SH.

Proof. We start working under the invariant regime in the first part of the proof, i.e. we will work under
E,. In a second time we will use Theorem [1| to obtain the result for any starting point x € [0, K]V

We use the properties of the compensator fi; and its explicit expression to write

s, (;,t [/ Qh(ya)ﬂ(ds,dy)>2 = o [ [ @t a0 s, a)
B[ [ [ @v-a) rpmtas.an)].
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Now, since we are in the invariant regime, we can use the density of the invariant measure of a single
particle (recall Theorem [2)) to obtain

2
1 _ 1 2
E, (Nt /[O’ﬂ /H%Qh(yf a),u(ds,dy)) = m/R(Qh(y* a))” f(y)mi(y)dy.

Our aim is to obtain a control of o hf(y)(Qn(y — a))?m1(y)dy independently of h. To do this we use
the change of variable x = -2 and write

2(
Ex <Nt/[0t]/Qh —a)ji(ds dy) Nht/Q fla+ xzh)m(a + xzh)d.

This yields

) 2
4.32 E, —/ /Q y—a)i(ds,dy Q sup 71 (x).
(432) (Nt [ wmasa ) | < gpiel se )

This result holds in stationary regime, but thanks to the exponential speed of convergence of Theorem
we can obtain it for any starting point x € [0, K|V as we are going to show now. For that sake
we fix the bandwidth h in function of ¢ so that this speed of convergence depends only on t. For the
moment, we will assume that A is of the form

(433) ht =t

for some constant « €]0, 1. As in the beginning of the proof, we can write

B, (;t L] Qh<y—a>ﬂ<ds,dy>>2 = oo | [ [ @it stmtas.an).

Now, we have the following decomposition

1 i 2
E, (Nt /[Ovt]/RQh(y—a)u(d&dy))

1 Nt ; 2 , 1
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The last term is controlled by (4.32]). We will deal with the difference in the second line using Theorem
as follows: for all p €]0,1 — «f, we have

N t i 2 : 1 N & . 2 .
; Xi— Xds| — ——E, Xi— Xi)d
L;/O (Qn(XE—a))” f(XD) S] 0E LZ_;/O (Qn(X:—a))” f(XD) 5]
N v . 2 : 1 N t? . 2 .
x LZ/ (Qn(X; —a)) f(Xs)dS] - WEw ; ; (Qn(X! —a)) f(Xs)ds]
Nt — Z/tp [(@Qu(XE =) F(XD)] = Br [ (@Qn(XE = @) f(XD)] s

To conclude, we use the upper bounds || Q || and F for @ and f to control the second line and we
use Theorem [I] to control the last term. As a consequence,

1 SN ; 2 ; 1 Nt . 9 _
‘(Nt)gEx z_;/o (Qn(X; —a)) f(Xs)ds] - e ;/O (Qn(X: - a)) f(Xs)ds]

FlQJ? ‘LN _FIQ Wt 1w
< 20 (P4 (O Sds | = — 1 ¥ lloo fow ™ % V_ o).
= TNR2? R P Nh2t2 T nt \ ht

Now recall that o = hy =t~ by (4.33)) and that p €]0,1 — «[. Thus

g}/ot (Qu(X] —a))” f(X;j)ds] - B i/{: (Qn(Xi ~ a))Qf(X;')ds] —o (;t) 7

which allows to conclude. O

Proposition [10| will help us to control the numerator of our estimator. We want to establish the same
kind of result for the denominator and this leads to the following proposition:

Proposition 11. For all a € Sq g, define

(4.34) Qs () = Qnly = ) (f) = (@) = m(Qu(- = ) (£() = f(@) )

Under the conditions of Theorem [3, there exists a constant Cy depending only on B, F,L,N, fmin
and @Q, such that for all f € H(B,F, L, fmin), for oll x € [0,K] and for a bandwidth of the form
h=h;=t"% for some 0 < a < 1,

e\ ( [ [ @nstomes dy)>2

Proof. As in the preceding proof we start by working in the stationary regime, i.e. under E.

(Nt/ /Q” s dy))j
<2 g, M/R(@m,f(x)\n(ds,dx)\fﬂﬂ (//th n(du dy) V)H

(4.35) < %hQ(“B)_l.

(4.36)
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We deal with the conditional expectation using the Markov property and write

(/ /th n(du, dy) ’]—')
t—s N t—s N

— Ex. </0 ;th(Xi)du) :/O ;EX (Qh,f(X;)) du.

Now going back to the definition of Q;L, £, we can use Theorem |1| and write
Ex, (@ns(X1)) = Ex, (Qu(XL = a) (F(X0) = f(@) ) = w1 (Qn(- = 0) (/) = f(@)) )
<SPV DED [ Q oo w7,

due to the assumption (2.6) on the Holder space containing f. (Recall that R is the diameter of the
support of @.) The integrability of the function v — x~*allows to deduce from this that

([ [t

for some constant C. Taking this result into account in || we obtain

(Nt/ /th n(ds dy)) ] < NQ}ZQ(va(Rh)lAﬁ 1 Q lloe Ex [/:/}R]Qh,f@)\n(ds,dx)]

The end of the proof is similar to the one of Proposition the fact that we are in the invariant
regime allows to use the density of the invariant measure of a single particle and its control given by
Theorem [2l Then we use the same Change of variable x = 7% to obtain

) <Xy nEn ).

TESd 2,k

4C
G [ stontas.an) | <3 EVDHE Qe @l s (o)
Nt ht
This result is established under the invariant regime, but we are able to extend it to any starting
point x € [0, K]V, using the same trick as the one in the proof of Proposition This finishes the
proof. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 3} (i). Introducing

1 1 Yy—a
D= — [ — d
we have

D (fnta) = @) = g7 [ [ @uly = aptas, )~ 50D

Nt/Ot/Qh ~antsa + [ [ 1 Q (1) () - 1@ (s, ).

With the definition of th fin , we have the following decomposition:
(4.37)  D""(fin(a) = f(a)

Nt/Ot]/Qh — a)i deer*//th dey)JrWl(Qh( )(f(')—f(a)))~
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The first two terms of the previous sum are controlled respectively by Propositions [I0] and We
deal with the third term using Proposition [9] as follows:

w1 (@n( — ) (FO) — 1)) ) = / Quly —a) ((y) — F(a)) m(9)dy

(/ Quly — a) (F)m(y) - f(a)m(a))dy>+f(a) (/ Qh<y—a><m<a>—m<y>>dy).

Both functions 7, and fm; are Holder of order 3 (recall Theorem [2)) and we can apply Proposition |§|
to each of the last two terms, using the upper bound F for f(a).

Putting all together in (4.37)), we have

N C C
(4.38) | D2 (fen(@) = £@) llapn < 4 77+ o0+ Cab?,

with constants Cp,Cs and C3 depending only on (8, F, L, f;.:n and Q. As in the proof of Proposition
we will fix the dependence in ¢ of h putting h; := ¢t~ and choosing a €]0, 1 to obtain an optimal
speed of convergence.

This leads to the choice a := 25% and h = hy = ¢~ 2771 which gives us

H Dt,ht (ft,ht(a) - f(a>) ||L2(sz)§ 0(67F7L7fmznaQ)t72ﬂ%

To finish the proof of Theorem [3] we have to work conditionally on the event A;,, for r < r*, on
which we have Db > r,

2, |(fu@ - £@) 40| = B | (Funta) - £@) 1,
(A

23
1 : (B, F, L. fin, Q51
< - - Dt,ht, ( ) y L'y Loy Jmin,
> T2Px (At,r) H ft;ht (a) ( ) ||L2(Pf ’]"2Pm (At,r) 3
and the conclusion follows thanks to (3.29)). O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 3| (ii): The proof relies on the martingale convergence theorem given in
Corollary 3.24 of [23] chapter VIII. We use the following decomposition

(1.39) Dtvh<ft,h<a>—f<a>>=%M“MN% | [ @t =a) G = r(@) atau.an)

where
A (V5 ) ..
(M), := W/[Ots]/ ( ) fi(du, dy)

and show that the Assumption 3.23 of [23] chapter VIII is satisfied for this sequence of processes.
Therefore, we have to study, for all € > 0 and all s € R, the limit of

1[N, i o (XE—a
/. ;f(Xu)Q <h )1{ﬁQ<X _a>>6}du

We define for all t € R
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as t goes to +o00. Since @ is bounded and lim;_, ;o thy = 400, there exists ty such that for all ¢ > tg,
i = 0. Consequently, the above limit is 0 and Assumption 3.23 of [23] chapter VIII

{ﬁQ< 4 )>e}
is indeed satisfied.

Moreover,

(M', MY = tlh/ots/RQ2 (y;a> f@)n(du, dy).

Since our process is positive Harris recurrent, by the ergodic theorem, we have the following proposi-
tion.

Proposition 12. (M* M")_ converges in P,-Probability as t goes to +o0o to
st(a)m(a)/@z(x)dx a.s.

Proof. Since our process is positive Harris recurrent, f being continuous and ¢ with compact support,

we have
1 ts s (y—a N ts s (y—a 2
lim E, || — du, dy) — — d, =0.
i B | (o [ [ @ (U0) fomtanan -3 [ [ @ (Y50) rwmay ) ] 0
Then the result is obtained by continuity of m; and f on Sg . 0

Consequently, Corollary 3.24 of [23] chapter VIII with s = 1 gives us the weak convergence of M%"
to N (0, N f(a)m (a) [ Q*(x)dzx) .
We deal with the second term of (4.39) as in the previous subsection and obtain

[C2 18 5
<4/ —=h C3h”.
SV e + Cs

L2(P)
Therefore, when ¢ goes to 400, (4.39)) gives us the following weak convergence:

VD o) = (@) — N (0,202 [ Q).

since hy = o(t~1/(1+28)),

Finally, we deal with the additive functional D"t using the ergodic theorem. Recall that

1 [t —a
Dbt = m/o /REQ (y h >n(ds,dy).

Thanks to (3.28), m1(a) > 0, and the ergodic theorem gives us the almost sure convergence to m(a)
(since [ Q(x)dz = 1), which allows us to conclude. O

t K
Nit/o /0 Qnly — a) (f(y) — f(a)) n(du, dy)

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [4]

The proof of Theorem [4| follows closely the proof of Theorem 8 of Hoffmann and Olivier (2015)
[18], going back to similar ideas developed in [I7]. Let h; = 7971 and fix any test rate function
fo€ H(B,F —6,L — 0, fimin), for some fixed § €]0, F A L[. Then, as in [I8], we define a perturbation
ft of fo by

fo(x) = folx) + b x, (@ — a),
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where b > 0 is a positive constant, x € C.(R4,Ry) is a positive kernel function of compact support
included in [—1, 1] such that x(0) =1, x(x) <1 for all = and

(5.40) e () = 3 ().

ht
Notice that the first | derivatives of xj, are of order h, (l+1), therefore the factor hf + implies that
fe € H(B, F, L, fiin), if we choose b sufficiently small. An important point in the above choice of f;
is that

(5.41) fola) = fola) = bh{ = bt~ 75,

since x(0) = 1.

In the following, we shall write shortly Py := (PJ°) 7, and Py := (P{*),, for the associated probability
measures in restriction to F;. The following lower bound is by now classical. For any fixed constant
C > 0, using Markov’s inequality and denoting by L{ t/fo % the likelihood ratio of Py with respect
to Py, on Fy,

28 2
sup t1+2BE£[|ft(a) —f(a)\z]
FEH(B,F,L, fmin)

> 17 | SRllf0) - fol@) + 5Elfi0) - )]

> S [Bo (7 1/i0) — @) 2 €) + B (17 o) - )] = )]
_@

D) [PO (tﬁlﬁs(a) — fola)| = C) +Eg (L{‘/fol

{twﬂwﬁ<a>ft<a>|>0})] '
Now,

B 2 8

t175 [| fe(a) — fola)| + [ fi(a) — fe(a)]] = 7727 | fo(a) — fi(a)| = b,
which is due to (5.41)). As a consequence, if we choose C' = b/2, then

)

8 +1 5 >
{tT+25 | fi(a)— fo(a)|=C} {tT+27 | fi(a)—fi(a)[2C}
in particular,
>1

(T8 | fo(a)— [ (@) 2C) — (7978 |fo(a)—fo(a)| <C}

We conclude that

sup 705 L[| fi(a) — f(a)?)
FEH(B,F,L, fmin)
b2

—8 {tﬁlft(a)ffo(a)lzg} {tTF27 | fe(a)—fo(a)|< 5}

Y

b2 /¥,
B o opy (1l > ),
for any s > 0. Therefore, in order to achieve the proof of Theorem [ it suffices to show that

(5.42) lim sup Eo[| log L{*/ 7] < cc.
t—o00
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Indeed, we can deduce from ([5.42)) the following statements:

M, e, B (|log L)) <

1

AM, Vt, Py (bgL{t/fO < —2M) <3
1

ds, Vi, Py (1ogL{t/f° > ) > 3

Recall that by construction, f; > fo. Moreover, since the support of x is included in [—1,1], fi(y) #
fo(y) implies y € J; := [a — hy,a + h¢]. Now, Theorem 3.5 of Locherbach (2002) [25], applied to the
particular case without branching, shows that Py and P; are equivalent on F;, with density

(5.43) log L{*/7° = //Jtlog p(ds, dy) — /<£—1> (y) fo(y)ne(dy).

We now proceed exactly as in [I7], proof of Lemma 11. The Py— martingale part within is

given by
//J (—1) 1) (ds, dy),

where i/ (ds, dy) = Zivzl Jo(X%)dxi(dy)ds is the Po—compensator of p. Its angle bracket is

- /J< fo(y) )nt(dy)<infyeJt(fo(y))t hy /J Xy~ a)(dy)

< .Lt_%m(%) = Ltﬁlm(%),
inf,ez, (fo(y)) infyez, (fo(y)) t

since x(-) < 1, by definition of xp, (recall (5.40))). All other terms in (5.43) are treated exactly as in
[I7]. Therefore, it only remains to show that

1
(5.44) lim sup Eg < T nt(Jt)) < 00.
t

t—o0

We apply once more Theorem [1f and rewrite

Eo(n(J1)) = / Bl (1, (X,))ds = / Efo (15,(X,) — 7/ (1,)))ds + tnfo(1,)

i
_ 1 _
< CN/ k= ds +tnlo(1,) < ON— +tnfo(1y,)
0 Ink

Ink

—oNL 4 Nt/ 7o (y)dy,
Ji

where 17, (x) := Zf;l 14,(z%) for x € RY, and 7{°(y) denotes the Lebesgue density of 7r °, which
exists on J; by choice of a, for ¢ sufficiently large. Using the change of variables z = (y — a) /hy, we

obtain
1

1 1
Eo(n:(J:)) < CN— + Ntht/ (a4 hyz)dz < CN—— +2Nth, sup =i°(z),
Ink 1 Ink TEBh, (a)

which implies finally (5.44) by Theorem O
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