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Abstract

We derive the joint asymptotic distribution of empirical quantiles and expected short-
falls under general conditions on the distribution of the underlying observations. In partic-
ular, we do not assume that the distribution function is differentiable at the quantile with
strictly positive derivative. Hence the rate of convergence and the asymptotic distribu-
tion for the quantile can be non-standard, but our results show that the expected shortfall
remains asymptotically normal with a /n-rate, and we even give the joint distribution
in such non-standard cases. In the derivation we use the bivariate scoring functions for
quantile and expected shortfall as recently introduced by [Fissler and Ziegel (2016). The
main technical issue is to deal with the distinct rates for quantile and expected shortfall
when applying the argmax-continuity theorem. We also consider spectral risk measures
with finitely-supported spectral measures, and illustrate our results in a simulation study.

1 Introduction

Value-at-risk (VaR) and expected shortfall (ES) are two popular measures of the risk of a
financial position (McNeil et all) 2010). While the VaR is simply a quantile of the profit-
and-loss-distribution, the ES is defined as the average below a certain quantile. Thus, the ES
is deemed to be more informative, and indeed fulfills the desirable property of subadditivity
which the VaR lacks in general (Artzner et al.,|1999). On the other hand, the VaR is elicitable
in the sense that it can be represented as a minimizer of an expected loss,
which is, however, not possible for the ES.

Statistical estimation of a given a-quantile, a € (0,1), is a very-well developed problem.
Precise asymptotic expansions, called Bahardur expansions, for the empirical quantile have
been developed if the underlying distribution function F has a density which is positive
and sufficiently regular at the a-quantile (Bahadur, 1966} Kiefer, 1967). This expansion in
particular implies the asymptotic normality. In this regular case, an alternative quantile
estimator based on a smoothed empirical distribution function has been proposed by
and Tang (2005) to improve finite-sample mean-square-error properties. The general case
in which the distribution function F' is not differentiable at the a-quantile or in which its
derivative vanishes was studied in and . Here, non-normal limit
distributions and slower rates of convergence than /n occur.

The ES at level o can be estimated as the empirical average below the empirical a-quantile.

Scaillet| (2004)) proposed instead to use a smoothed version of this estimator. (2008))




proved asymptotic normality of these estimators and further showed that no improvement in
terms of mean-square-error properties can be expected for the smoothed estimator. Further
work on the asymptotic properties of ES estiamtors are |Linton and Xiao (2013) and Hill
(2013) for heavy-tailed distributions, and |Peracchi and Tanase (2008]), [Taylor| (2008)),|Cai and
Wang (2008) and [Kato| (2012) in a nonparametric regression framework.

All these papers require that the distribution function is quite regular at its a-quantile,
having a smooth and positive density as required for asymptotic normality when estimating
the quantile.

Here we show that this assumptions is not required for the expected shortfall, and that the
simple estimator of the ES remains normal under the weak assumption that the distribution
function is continuous and strictly increasing at its a-quantile. We even determine the joint
asymptotic distribution of the estimators for a-quantile and expected shortfall in this general
case. Our approach is based on the argmax-continuity theorem, e.g. van der Vaart| (1998), by
using the scoring functions for the bivariate parameter, quantile and ES, as recently introduced
by [Fissler and Ziegel (2016). Because of the different rates of convergence for quantile and ES,
application of the argmax-continuity theorem is not straightforward and requires substantial
technical effort.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the expected shortfall and
the bivariate scoring function for quantile and expected shortfall, and discuss the resulting
minimum-contrast estimators. Section |3| presents our results on the joint asymptotic dis-
tribution of quantile and expected shortfall, also in the multivariate case for various levels.
We further discuss asymptotic properties of estimators of spectral risk measures with finitely
supported spectral measures. Section [4| contains simulations in two scenarios, once for a kink
in the distribution function, and once for a density with a zero of order two. In Section
we indicate properties of the bootstrap, and also extensions to dependent data. Proofs of
the major steps are deferred to Section [6] while some details are relegated to the technical
supplement |Zwingmann and Holzmann (2016)).

In the rest of the paper, we use the following notation. For i.i.d. observations X1i,..., X,
distributed according to the distribution function F', we use the notation

B0 =2 Y () and Galf(V)] = VB — B)(Y)

where E|f(X1)| < co. Note that E,, is the empirical expectation w.r.t. Xy,...,X,. Further,
we let Xq., < ... < X,., denote the order statistics of a sample X1,...,X,,. We denote by
= convergence in distribution.

2 Estimating quantile and expected shortfall

Suppose that the random variable Y has distribution function F' and satisfies E[|Y|] < oc.
Given a € (0,1) the lower tail expected shortfall of Y at level « is defined by

]. a —1

€Sq = — F~(u) du.
@ Jo

For the specific value of o under consideration, we shall always impose the following.

Assumption. For the given « € (0, 1), the distribution function F' is continuous and strictly
increasing at its a-quantile q,,.



Then F' has a unique a-quantile, and the empirical quantile

n
Ina = inf {x‘ Z Ixi<e 2 na} = X[na]:na
i=1
is a consistent estimator for g,. Further, for the expected shortfall we have that

€Sq = i /qa ydF(y). (1)

—0oQ
Consider the class of strictly consistent scoring functions for the bivariate parameter (qq, €Sq)
as introduced by |Fissler and Ziegel| (2016)),

S(z1,m25y) = (1y§:v1 - Oé) (1 —y) + G(22) (162 + Oé_l(lygml - Oé) (z1 — y))
—G(22) — G(z2)y,
where G is a three-times continuously differentiable function, G’ = G and it is required that

G’ > 0. From the proof of Corollary 5.5 in [Fissler and Ziegel (2016)), one may choose G so
that lim,_, o G(x) = 0. Denote the asymptotic contrast function by

(2)

S(xl,:cg;F) = E[S(xlva;Y)]v

then S(z1,z2; F') has a unique minimum in (gq, €54 ).
Let Xi,..., X, be ii.d., distributed according to F' with E|X;| < co. Consider the minimum
contrast estimator for the bivariate parameter (qq,es,) defined by

n
(an,aa asn,a) € arg min Z S($1, x2; Xz)
(w1,22)€ER? ;27
As the proposition below shows, this is, at least approximately, simply another way of repre-
senting standard estimators for quantile and expected shortfall.

Proposition 1. The estimator @, can be chosen equal to the empirical quantile. Further,
the estimator €sy o is given by

n
€5, = argmin E S(qma,xQ; Xi)
z2o€R i=1

=a En(Y ly<g,o) + na (1 - - z; LY, <Gua )
1=

and we have that

< I — Op(nY).

~ -1
‘esn,a -« En(Y 1Y§(’1\n’a) < n

The empirical expected shortfall may be defined to be
1 n
-1
o En (Y 1Y§‘/]\n,a) = % Zl 1Xi§a\n,o¢Xi'
1=

As the proposition shows, the estimator €3, o is, up to a term of order Op(n1), equal to
this empirical expected shortfall. Thus, its asymptotic properties will be identical to those of

€5n,a-



3 Joint asymptotic theory for quantile and expected shortfall

We start the asymptotic analysis by providing a general consistency result.

Proposition 2. Let g, be a consistent estimator of q.. Then the estimators

n
a 'E, [Y 1y§qn] and €Sy = arg I%inz S(qn, x2; X;).
T2ER =)

are consistent for esy. In particular, (?jn?a, é?sn,a) 18 consistent.

Now we turn to the joint asymptotic distribution of quantile and expected shortfall.

One major issue is to include the case of low regularity of F' at its a-quantile g,. In particular,
we do not impose the standard assumption that F' has a positive derivative at q,. In such
more general situations, the limit distribution for the empirical quantile has been analyzed in
Smirnov, (1952) and Knight| (2002).

Consider the following assumption, taken from |Smirnov| (1952) and Knight| (2002).

Assumption [A]: There exists a function v, : R — R with
tILIEO Ya(t) = oo, tLH}lOO Ya(t) = —00
such that for some deterministic, positive sequence (ay), with a, — oo it holds that

nh_ggo \/E[F(Qa + t/an) - F(Qa)] = @Z)a(t)'

The following proposition, which is mainly taken from |Smirnov| (1952), recalls the classification
of the functions v, which may occur in Assumption [A] and further shows that, if the empirical
a-quantile is a consistent estimator for g,, then Assumption [A] can always be satisfied with
a degenerate choice for the function .

Proposition 3. a. The function 1, in Assumption [A] is necessarily of one of the forms

_ Jret? ift>0 feso(=t)P ift<o0
Yalt) = {—oo if t <0, Yalt) = {oo ift >0,

—00  ift < —c
Qﬁa(t): 0 if—01§t§02
00 if t > ca,

—k_ (=)
@Z)a(t):{ ( t) ftgo

Ky th if t >0,

where k4, k—, 8 > 0 and c1,co > 0. Moreover, except for the last case with ¢y = co = 0,
i.e. Yo(t) = oo - sign(t) with oo - 0 = 0, the sequence a, 1is uniquely determined up to
asymptotic equivalence.

b. If the empirical a-quantile is consistent, so that (X[, a1 —qa) = op(1), then there exists a
sequence (ay,) for which Assumption [A] is satisfied for the limit function ¥4 (t) = oo - sign(t).

Here, sequences of positive numbers (ay,) and (b,,) are asymptotically equivalent if a,, /b, — 1,
n — oo. Part b. of the proposition implies that Assumption [A] imposes no additional general
restrictions if F' is strictly increasing and continuous at its a-quantile.



Example 1. Assume that there exists an € > 0 and functions k4, k_, which are continuous
in ¢ with £4(¢a), k—(ga) # 0 and fulfill

Fz)—a=(z—q) " ke(z), forz € [qa,qa+e),
Fz)—a=(qa—2)" sk (z), forz e (qa—¢, qa)
for some r,l € (—1,00). For example, if F' has a density with a root of order k € Ny in its
a-quantile, these assertions are met; see Sections and
Since we assume strict monotonicity of F' in ¢, we must have x4 (x) > 0 for x € (g, ¢o+¢) and

hence k4 (qqo) > 0 as well (it is # 0 by assumption), and similarly x_(z) < 0 for = € (ga—¢, ¢a]-
Then for ¢ > 0, setting a’, = n'/*"*) we have that t/a? € [ga, o + ) for n big enough, hence

— k(g™ >0, n—oo. (4)

tr+1
Vi(F (gt t/a) = Flaa) ) = Vi (da + t/a)

Similarly for ¢ < 0 and a}, = n'/** we have that
Vi (F o+ t/al) = Fga)) — £-(aa) (=0T <0, (5)
Now if r = [, we can choose a, = n'/2"+) and
B
kit (ga) 71, if t > 0.

Then the sequence (a,) together with the function v, fulfill Assumption [A].
If r > 1, for t < 0 choosing a, = n"/2"*) we have for n big enough that

Vi (F (o +t/an) = Flga) ) = 0" 5 (qo + t/a}) (—6) T — 0. (6)

Thus, Assumption [A] is then satisfied for a,, = n"/?+ and
—00 ift <0
Valt) = {m (éa) o it 0,
The case [ > r is treated similarly.
The second assumption will guarantee the existence of a limit variance for the estimator €s,, .
Assumption [B]: It holds that E[1y <o Y?] < occ.
Now we may state our main result.

Theorem 4. Under Assumptions [A] and [B], we have that

(an(zl\n,a — qa); ﬁ(één,a - esa)) = (%H(Wﬂ? W2)7
where (Wy, Wa) are jointly normally distributed,
(W1, Wa) ~ N(0, %) Y — < a(l - a) (1 —a)(ga — €sa) )
’ Vel (1 —a)(ga — €Sa) Var (1y§qa(qa — Y)/a)

and

inf{t <0|Ya(t) >} ifx<0
¥y (z) =40 ifz=0 (7)

sup{t > 0| (t) <z} ifz>0.



Remark. The theorem implies that the marginal asymptotic distribution of the estimator
€5, is not effected by low regularity of the distribution function F at g,, although rate of
convergence and asymptotic distribution of g, o become non-standard. This is not unsurpris-
ing, for the following reason. For a known value g, of the a-quantile, one could consider the

oracle estimator
n
1
o E 1 Lx,<qa X
1=

which has asymptotic variance Var (1y§qa Y/ a). Now

l1—«

Var (1y<g,(¢a — Y) /) — Var (1ly<g, Y/a) = o (ga — 2e54).

If g, < 0, which is plausible in applications since we consider the lower-tail expected shortfall,
then since es, < ¢, the difference will be negative, so that estimating the quantile actually
may reduce the asymptotic variance of the expected shortfall. This effect persists even it is
quite hard — as in situations with low regularity of F' at ¢, — to estimate the quantile.

Remark. Chen and Tang (2005) proposed a smoothed estimator of the quantile and showed
that higher-order correction of the MSE is possible for appropriate choice of the bandwidth.
Scaillet (2004) proposed a smoothed estimator of the expected shortfall, but the asymptotic
analysis in Chen (2008) showed that no asymptotic improvement can be expected, thus,
Chen (2008) recommends the use of the simple empirical expected shortfall. What is more,
the favourable analysis of Chen and Tang (2005) for the smoothed estimator of the quantile
depends on regularity of F' and ¢, roughly a twice-continuously differentiable density. We
shall investigate behaviour of the smoothed estimator of the expected shortfall in our less
regular situations in the simulation study.

Remark. The proof of Theorem [4 relies on the argmax-continuity theorem as presented
e.g. in van der Vaart| (1998), Corollary 5.58. However, this cannot be applied directly since
the contrast process does not properly converge when normalized with a single rate, and the
proof becomes quite involved.

Example 2 (Example |I| continued). Consider the situation of Example |1} and additionally
assume that Assumption [B] is satisfied. If = [, Theorem 4| applies with a,, = n'/2+) and

—(u/r-(q)) """, ifu<o,
if u =20,
, if u>0.

Yo (u) =40,

1 T
(u/r(qa)) "
For 7 > [ Theorem 4| still applies with a,, = n'/2"*+9, but in the formula for % (u) as above,
we have to replace the case u < 0 with ¢7 (u) = 0.

Next let us extend Theorem [ to a multivariate version. For given k choose distinct o, €
(0,1), m € {1,...,k}, and assume as before that F' is strictly monotone and continuous at
each quantile g, .

Assumption [A*]: For each m € {1,...,k} and corresponding «,, and ¢q, , Assumption
[A] is satisfied with associated sequence (am, ,)r and function ¥, (t).



Theorem 5. Let [A¥] and [B] hold. Then as n — oo,

(al,n (Z]\n,al - Qa1)a \/'E (éf\sn,al - 65011), <oy Ak n (Z]\n,ak - QOzk)v \/ﬁ (é'\sn,ak - 880%))
= (21,1, 21,25 - - - Zh 15 Zh,2)

where form = 1,...,k, zm1 = ¥y (Wm,1) and zp2 = Wi, with 3 as in @ and the
vector (WLl, Wi, .., Wgn, Wk72) distributed according to N(O, Z) with 3 determined by

Cov (Wf, Wf) = s Aoy — a0y,

as N\ oy

Cov (WQSa W2t) = e (QaSQat — (qa, + Qat)esas/\at) + asat]E[lYSqasAat YQ]’
+ (esas - QQS) (esat - Qat)
ags N\

COV(Wlsy Wf) = (Qat - esas/\at) — Qs (QCxt - esat)

o7
fors,t € {1,... k}.

The extension of the proof of Theorem [ to the multivariate case in Theorem [j] is relegated
to the technical supplement.

As an application of the above theorem, consider estimation of spectral risk measures with
finite support. For a probability measure p on [0, 1], called the spectral measure, define

vu(F) = /[071] esq dp(a)

as the spectral risk measure associated to u. Here, the boundary cases are given by es; = E[Y]
and esg = essinf Y. If p is finitely supported in (0, 1), v,(F') is a finite convex combination of
expected shortfalls for different levels,

k k
v, = Z Dm €Sa,, if p= Z PmOay,, -
m=1 m=1

Fissler and Ziegel (2016) show that strictly consistent scoring functions for v, in this case are
given by

k
Ssp(T1,. -, Tk, Tpt152) = Z <(1 + ZﬂG(xk+1)) (1Z§x — a) (x —2)

=1

+ Pm (G(@"kﬂ)(ﬂckﬂ —z)— g(xkﬂ)))'

where the functions G and G are as above. If we define the corresponding M-estimator

n

(qn,a17"'7q?’b,akvylt,n) S a‘rgmin E Ssp(xlv-"akarl;}/;)y

L1 Th+1 ;1

then we have the following result.



Theorem 6. We have that

k
Dpn =D Pm G, (8)

m=1

Consequently, under Assumptions [A¥] and [B] it follows that

k
\/ﬁ (/V\u,n - /V\u) = Z Pm Wm,27
m=1

where the Wy, 2 are as in Theorem @

The first part of the theorem is proved similarly to Proposition [I} details are given in the
technical supplement. The second part then follows directly from formula and Theorem
Bl

4 Simulations

4.1 Distribution function with kink in the a-quantile
We let F' be given by

1 8

1
F($) = 5(3:‘ + 1) 1(_170] (x) + (g + g .7}) 1(071/2} (.7}) + 1(1/2’00) (ac)

Then qi/5 = 0, and the expected shortfall at level 1/5 is esi;; = —1/2. Further, F'(0—) = 1/5
and F’'(0+) = 8/5, where F’(0+) denote the left- and right-sided derivatives in 0.
Taylor expansion shows that Example |1| applies with »r =1 =0, a,, = y/n and

hiys(t) =t (F/(0-) Li<o + F'(0+) Liz0)

so that
Y1 (t) =t (Li<o/F'(0=) + Lizo/F'(04)).

It follows that

V1 (Gnags — 0, €515 + 1/2) = <W1 (Iwi<0/F'(0=) 4 1w, >0/ F'(0+4)), Wz),

(a5 3)

The limit distribution function of \/ﬁ?]\n,l/s is calculated as

where

Z > D ans (2 (10 F'(0=) + 150 F'(04))).

We compute the estimators for simulated samples of sizes n € {102,10%,10%,510%,10°, 106},
each for m = 5 - 10? iterations, using the using R programming language. Figure [2| shows
estimated and asymptotic distribution functions of

" (Gngs) and 07 (68, 15+ 1/2),
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Figure 1: The left picture (a) shows the limit (red solid) and the estimated distribution function
of n'/? (§n71/5) for the distribution function of Example for n = 102 (green dashed), n = 10?
(black dotted) and n = 10* (purple dot-dashed).

The right picture (b) accordingly shows the estimated and the limit (solid red) distribution
function of /1 (€3, 15 + 1/2) for n = 10? (green dashed), n = 10° (black dotted) and n = 10*
(purple dot-dashed).

Here m = 5 - 103 was chosen for both estimations.

3, n4}. The approximation is reasonable in both cases also for

for samples of sizes n € {n?,n
small sample sizes.

From the same data we in addition computed the smoothed quantile estimator gy, ,, 1/5 and
the estimator esy, ,, 1/; for the expected shortfall as proposed in |Chen and Tang (2005) and
Chen| (2008)), respectively. Here we used fixed bandwidths h,, chosen as the median normal
reference bandwidth of additional training samples.

Table [I] shows the mean and the standard deviation of the centered and rescaled estimators
for the quantile and the expected shortfall, as well as their correlation. We observe that
the limit distribution of \/n g, 1/; does not have mean 0, while the mean of \/n g, 1/; seems
to diverge. Smoothing the expected shortfall also seems to introduce a small bias, without
substantially reducing the standard deviation.

Table 1: Sample bias and standard deviation of the rescaled and centred estimators calcu-
lated over 5000 estimates with h € {0.082,0.052,0.0333,0.024,0.0201, 0.0132}

Samplesize | n | 102 | 10° | 10 [5.100] 10° | 10

Mean No —0.59 | —0.67 [ —0.71 [ —0.69 [ —0.7 [ —0.75
XTERT ~091 | —15 | —2.81 | —4.43 | —=5.23 | —10.81
V(€815 +1/2) 0.11 | 0.02 | 0.01 0 0 0
V(€8s +1/2) | 019 | 012 | 015 | 016 | 0.16 | 0.21

Standard | v/ Gy, 112 | 122 [ 124 [ 123 | 121 | 1.22

deviation | /G 095 | 091 | 084 | 081 | 08 | 081
V(€815 +1/2) 1.1 118 | 118 | 1.19 | 1.19 | 1.19
V(€8 s +12) | 112 1.2 1.19 1.2 119 | 1.19

Correlation | Y/ dn1/s 414 0.76 | 076 | 0.76 | 0.76 | 0.76 | 0.76
V(€815 + 1/2)




4.2 Density with root of order 2

Let aw = 1/2 and

x—1)P%+1
F(e) = 1@ CV T )
Then F(1) = 1/2, so that g, = 1 and esy), = 1/a. Example Il applies with r =1 =2,¢ =1
and k. (z) = —k_(x) = 1/2, hence a, = n'/* and P15 (t) = t3/2 satisfy Assumption [A]. The
map 1, is invertible with 1/){72(3/) = ¢1721 (y) = (2y)"/®. Assumption [B] is fulfilled as well with
4 Var (1y<1(1 — Y)) = 51/s0. Using Theorem (4| we obtain

(R (@urpe — 1), 02 (€800 — /1)) = (¥ (W), Wa) = ((2 W1)'?, Wa),
where
(Wi, Wa) ~N(0,%), ¥= @: 5“;’;20) .

The distribution function of wl_/Ql(Wl) is @1/ (2%/2), and the joint density of (¢1721(W1), W)
is given by

3t L 3 143 T
- T,Yy) = ——"F——¢exp| — =" )X (t° v ) .
fwl/;(wl)7w2( y) 471_\/@ p ( 8( ) ( )
We compute the estimators for simulated samples of sizes n € {10%,10%,10%,510%, 105,10},
each for m = 5 - 102 iterations.

Figure [2| shows estimated and asymptotic distribution functions of

1/4),

where Figure [2| contains the results for n € {102,103, 10*} for the quantile estimator as well
as n € {10%,10%,10%,10%} for the expected shortfall estimator, and Table [2| shows the means
and the standard deviations as well as the correlations of the centred and rescaled estimators.

nl/G (an,l/z - 1) and nI/Q (é'\sn,l/z -

Table 2: Sample bias, standard deviation and correlation of the centred and rescaled
estimators calculated over 5000 estimates

Samplesize [ n [ 102 I 103 I 104 I 5-10% I I 106

Mean V1 (@, — 1) —0.01 | —0.01 | 0.02 | —0.03 0 0.01
V(€817 — 1/4) 0.28 0.2 0.14 | 0.09 0.1 0.07

Standard VI (@i — 1) 0.88 | 0.89 | 0.89 0.9 0.9 0.9

deviation | \/n(€s,1, —1/4) 0.83 | 082 | 0.79 | 081 0.8 | 0.79

Correlation | V72 (Gnips = 1) and |y oo |0 ec | 086 | 087 | 087 | 0.87
V(€81 — 1/4)

Overall, the asymptotic approximation is reasonable for the quantile already for moderate
sample sizes, but the expected shortfall requires quite large sample sizes for the asymptotic

approximation to become valid.

10




1.0
1.0

© ©

S S

© ©

o o

3 s Theoretical
Theoretical B 102

o 10%2 ~ 1013

=} 1073 [} 10"
oM 10%6

2 ’ o

© a5 0 05 00 05 10 15 2 -1 0 1 2

(a) Quantile estimator (b) Expected Shortfall estimator

Figure 2: The left picture (a) shows the limit (red solid) and the estimated distribution function
of n'/*(gy,1/,— 1) for Section with n = 102 (green dashed), n = 103 (black dotted) and n = 10*
(purple dot-dashed), while the right picture (b) shows the estimated and the limit (red solid)
distribution function of \/n(€s, 1/, — 1/4) for n = 10? (green dashed), n = 10% (black dotted),
n = 10* (purple dot-dashed) and in addition n = 10° (dark blue long-dashed).

In Figure [3| we used n = 10° and increased the number of iterations to m = 5-10% in
order to nonparametrically estimate the joint density function of (nl/ 6 (qAnl Jo— 1), Vn (&n’1/2 —
1/4)), using the R-package ks, and compared this estimate to the density of the asymptotic
distribution.

5 Conclusions and discussion

We show that the assumption of having a positive density at the a-quantile, required for the
quantile estimate to be asymptotically normal at /n-rate, are not required for asymptotic
normality of the expected shortfall.

The asymptotic variance of the ES can be estimated by forming a sample-counterpart expres-
sion. Alternatively, one may use the bootstrap. For the quantile in non-standard situations,
Knight| (1998) shows that the simple n-out-of-n bootstrap is not consistent, but subsampling
works. For the marginal asymptotic distribution of the expected shortfall, however, additional
simulations indicate that the n-out-of-n bootstrap is consistent, even without regularity of
the density at the quantile.

In this paper we only considered i.i.d. data. Quantile and expectile estimation is often applied
to financial time series, and therefore extensions of the results to dependent data would be
useful. These should be possible but the details, in particular general M-estimation theory
based on dependent data by using the argmax-continuity theorem, still need to be developed.
Finally, the analysis of the expected shortfall as a process in the level o would be of some
interest, in particular to study general spectral risk measures when not assuming a finitely-
supported spectral measure.

Acknowledgements

Tobias Zwingmann acknowledges financial support from of the Cusanuswerk for providing a
dissertation scholarship.

11



(a) Joint density of limit distribution (b) Estimated joint density
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Figure 3: The above two images show (a) the limit joint density function and (b) the
estimated joint density function of (n1/6 (qul/Q —1),/n(€3,,1/, —1/4)). The image (c) shows
the contour lines (75%, 50%, 25% from outer to inner lines) of the theoretical (red) and the
estimated (black) density in the above example. The shape of the theoretical distribution is

captured well.
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6 Proofs
6.1 Proofs of Propositions [1}, 2] and
We may write (2) equivalently as
S(r1,02;y) = (1+ a7 G(22)) (Iyay — @) (21 = y) + G(z2) (v2 — y) — G(x2)
Proof of Proposition (I, Define the functions

pa(@15y) = (ly<a, —a)(z1—y),  gla2) = (1+a ' Glxz)),
h(z2;y) = G(z2) (72 — y) — G(x2)

so that
S(z1,22;9) = g(x2)palz15y) + h(22;Y),
see (9)), hence
n n
(@00 ) € avgmin, (9(22) D palans Xo) + 3 bz X,) )
z1,r2)€ER i=1 i=1

holds. The minimal value equals

ggﬁ (g(m)(gﬁépa(wl;&)) + é h(w2; Xi))7

(10)

so that the minimizer in the first coordinate does not depend on the choice of x5 and it follows that

qna € argnﬂgnzpa xlaX) [X[na]:naX[na]+1:n)7
1€ i=1

which includes the empirical quantile g, ,.
From ( . €5p,q Minimizes

To ZS dn, 0451'27 Z x2 poz Qn ain) + h(x%Xz))

i=1 i=1
The partial derivatives of the functions g, h are given by
Orag(m2) = a7 'G'(x2) and Oy, h(we;y) = G (x2) (22 — y).

Thus

n

a;vg Z S dn,a T2; ) GI(mQ) Z (O‘_lpa({]\n,a;Xi> + o — X’L)

=1 i=1

= G/(xQ) Z (ZZ - é\n,a + aillxigfl\n,a (an,oc - Xz))

i=1

s I

As G'(x2) > 0 by assumption, setting the above derivative equal to zero is equivalent to

n
0= nro — nqAn,a + 0671 Z 1Xi§an,a (E]\n,a — Xz)
i=1

By multiplying this with 1/n and reorganising the resulting equation the claim follows.
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For the final estimate, we observe that by the above,

‘é(\’in,a - a_lEn [Y 1Y§"Z\‘n,(x] = a_lanva’a - En[lyéan,a] "
So it remains to discuss |04—En[1y§qu,u] |: AS Gn,a € [Xnalins X[nal+1:m) We know that E,[ly<g, ] =
[na]/n and thus we obtain

)

1 1
i _ < =
‘na (noﬂ‘

‘a —Enfly<g, .l
which implies the assertion. O

Proof of Proposition[2 By the law of large numbers and the definition of esq,

’ofl]En [Y 1ygqa} — eSq

= op(1).
This implies that

-1

‘a‘lEn[Y ly<g,] — €Sa| = @

En[Y (1y<q, — 1Y§qa)]‘ +op(1),

and it remains to show that
EalY (y<q, = ly<q,)]| = op(1). (1)

Recall that since a € (0,1) the quantile g, is finite, hence |g,| +1 < ¢ < 0o. Now let n > 0 and choose
1> 6 > 0 such that F(gq +9) — F(qa — 0) < an/(2¢) — this is possible since F' is continuous in ¢q.
On the set {|gn, — qa| < 0} the integral above is smaller than (or equal to)

max{|ga — 0], |¢a + 01} En [ly <guts — ly<go—s] < cBn[ly<gi+s — ly<ga—s)-

Next note that E,, [1y§qa+5 - 1y§qa_5] converges in probability to E(ly<g,+s — ly<q.—s). Thus it
follows that

73(071

En[Y (1y<q, — 1Y§qa)]’ > 77)

<P(lgn — Gal = 6) + P(En[ly<go+s — ly<ga—s] = an/c)
< P<|Qn - Qa‘ > 5) +P(’(En - E) [1Y§qa+6 - 1Y§qa—5]| > 047)/(2 C))

The last two probabilities can be made small by choosing n big enough (|¢, — ¢o| = op(1) and
|(En —E)[1y <guts — ly<g.—s]| = op(1)).
For the statement concerning es,, o, as in the proof of Proposition [I| we obtain the generalization of
(3),

é\én,a = a_lqn (Oé — En [IYSqn]) =+ Oé_lEn [Y 1Y§qn] .

Since from the first part of the proof, the last term above converges to es, in probability, it remains
to show |a™ g, (a — En[ly<g,])| = op(1). For this it suffices to show |a — E, [1y<q, ]| = op(1), as
a~!gq, is tight by assumption. The argument for this part is same as for . This concludes the
proof of the proposition. O

Proof of Proposition[3 a. The classification of 4, is shown in[Smirnov| (1952, § 4). Uniqueness of (a,)
up to asymptotic equivalence follows from the convergence of types theorem and the distributional
convergence of a, (Gn,o — ga) to a non-degenerate limit distribution under Assumption [A], see Knight
(2002) or the proof of Theorem

b. If (X[ a]:n —4a) = op(1), then one can find a sequence a,, — oo for which a,,(Xfy a1:n —Ga) = 0p(1)
is still true. By Theorem 4, |Smirnov| (1952), this holds if and only if

F(Qoz + t/an) — Ana

Tn,a

— u(t). (12)
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Here, u : R — R is a non-decreasing function uniquely determined by

1 u(t)
loo(®) = <= [ esp(=a?/2) d

A= dmel o _n—naltl Tna:\/m,
Tontld ’ n+1 ’ n+1

With these definitions note that

further

Ao —a and (o —1—a
holds. Thus the convergence in is equivalent to

Vn+1(F(ga +t/an) — a)

a(l —a)

— u(t),

which then yields the convergence assumed in [A] with ¥, (t) = /a(l — «)u(t) and a, as chosen

above.
O

6.2 General auxillary results

The rates of convergence will be proved using the next theorem, which is a generalization of The-
orem 5.52; lvan der Vaart| (1998), and similar to his Theorem 5.23. We will provide a proof for
convenience. Assume that (©g,dy), (01,d1) are metric spaces and that for all n € Oy, ¥ € ©4, the
map y — my »(y) is measurable. To unify notation, we will use E,, and Y in the formulation of the
theorem, but note that ¥ here could also have a more general form (not needing a finite first moment
or Y to be real).

Theorem 7. Assume that for fived C and o > B, every n € N and all sufficiently small €,6 > 0 it
holds that

inf inf F V) — 1 > Cse 13
d0(771717170)§6d1(191111190)25 [mnﬁ( ) mTM%( )]— (13)

and
E*[ sup sup  [vn(Bn — E) (my9(Y) — my.9,(Y)) ” < Co°. (14)
do(n,m0)<e d1(9,90)<6

Additionally suppose that n,, converges to ng in (outer) probability and 571 converges to 9g in (outer)
probability and fulfils

E, [m 5 (Y)] <E, [mnmﬁo (Y)} + Op(na/@(ﬁﬂx))).

Nn,Un
Then nl/(z(“"’))dl(@mﬂO) =05(1).

For convenience, a proof of Theorem [7]is provided in the technical supplement.

The next result is essential for obtaining the joint asymptotic distribution by use of the argmax-theorem
when having different rates for the processes to be optimized.

Lemma 8. Let M,, and M), be real valued processes, where M], admits the representation

My (uz) = Np(u2) + Ry, (15)
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for us € R¥, where R, is a sequence of random variables not depending on uy. Assume that

Sup. | M (u2) — My, (uz)| = 0p(1) (16)

and that N,, = N holds in (>(Ks3) for every compact set Ko C R¥ and some process N. Choose
(€n,un) (€ R?*) as minimizer of (M,,, M) and assume in addition that e,, = Op(1) and u, = ug (as
variables in R¥), where ug is the unique minimizer of N (assuming all of these variables exist). Then

en = Un + op(1).

Remark. The sequence of processes (M,;,) need not converge and hence the argmax-continuity theorem
cannot be applied directly to the minimizers (e, ). The approximating processes (M) converge apart
from a sequence of random variables (R,,) not depending on us.

Proof of Lemma[§ Let

M, (ug) + Mp(uh), M, (uz, uh) = M (up) + M} (uh),
o, uh) = Np(uz) + Np(uh),  N(ug,ub) = N(ug) + N(ub).

=z
3
=
»
IS
v
Il

For B C R* set
N, (B) = inf N,
( ) uiIéB (U2)

and similarly for N(B), M,,(B), M/ (B) as well as Mn(C),M;(C),Nn(C),N(C) for C C R?*.

We shall show (ey,u,) = (ug,up), so that from the continuous mapping theorem we deduce that
(en, — uy,) converges to 0 weakly and thus in probability.

For the weak convergence of (e,,u,) we utilize the Portmanteau Theorem. Let F C R?* be closed
and let ¢ > 0. Since e, = Op(1) and u,, = Op(1) by assumption we can find a compact set K C R?
for which P((en,un) ¢ K) < e and P((ug,up) ¢ K) < e. From and the representation of M we
have that

(FNK)=M,(FNEK)+o0p(1) = No(FNK) + op(1) + 2 Ry,

M,
and similarly for M, (K). Now if (e,,u,) € F N K, then M, (F N K) < M,(K) holds, and by the
above this implies N, (FNK) < N,(K) + op(1), thus

P((en,un) € FNK) < P(Nn(FmK) gﬁn(KHoPu)). (17)

The process N, is asymptotically tight by assumption, hence (N,,N,) is asymptotically tight by
Lemma 1.4.3, ivan der Vaart and Wellner| (1996). The convergence of the finite dimensional dis-
tributions is fulfilled as N,, = N and thus Theorem 1.5.4 of van der Vaart and Wellner| (1996])
yields (N,,N,) = (N,N). Therefore, by the continuous mapping theorem the weak convergence
Ny (u2) + Ny (uh) = N(ug) + N(uh) in £°(K3) for any Ky C R?* compact follows. Hence — again due
to the continuous mapping theorem — the convergence (N, (F N K),N,(K)) = (N(FNK),N(K))
holds. Then Slutsky’s lemma and the portmanteau lemma imply

P(m(F NK) < No(K) + 0p(1)) < P(W(F NK) < N(K)) +o(1). (18)

Since (ug, up) is the unique minimizer of N by assumption, on the event { (up,up) € F°} the inequality
N(uo,uo) < N(F N K) is fulfilled. If we additionally are on the event {N(F'N K) < N(K)} we can
deduce that N (ug,up) < N(K) must hold, hence (ug,up) ¢ K. This means

P(N(FNK) < N(K)) < P((uo, u0) ¢ K) + P ((uo,u0) € F). (19)
Combining , and gives
lianupP((en,un) € FNK) <P((up,uo) € F) + P((uo, o) ¢ K). (20)
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Now by the choice of K we have P((ug,ug) ¢ K) < ¢ and
limsup P((en, un) € FNK) > limsup P((en, un) € F) —sup P((en, un) ¢ K)

> limsup P((en, up) € F) — ¢,

so it follows that
limsup P((en, un) € F) < P((ug, up) € F) + 2¢.

Since e was arbitrary the portmanteau lemma yields (e, u,) = (ug, o).

6.3 Proof of Theorem [4]

In this subsection we give the main steps of the proof of Theorem [l Proofs of intermediate lemmas

are either given in the following subsection, or deferred to the technical supplement.
Step 1 Increments of the scoring function

We start with a technical lemma on increments of the scoring function.

Lemma 9. a. We have that
S(x1,x2 + ya2; 2) — S(x1, 23 2)
= (G(w2 4+ y2) — G(x2)) (v2 — 21 + & 'locay (21 — 2)) + Oy2 G' (79 + s)sds
= (G2 +y2) — G(22)) (w2 — 71 + o Moy, (21 — 2))

1 1w
+ iG/(I'Q + yg)yg - i/ G//(fEQ + 8)82 ds.
0
b. Setting pa(z1;2) = (1.<q, — @) (21 — 2) we have that

Y1
pa(xl + Yi1; Z) - Pa(xlé Z) = (1z§a:1 - CY) +/ (1z§z1+s - 1z§x1) ds.
0

c. Generally, we have that

S(x1 4 y1, 22 + y2; 2) — S(x1, 22; 2)
Y1
= (1 +a T Gx2 + y2)) (yl (1ZSx1 - a) + / Licorts = lacao dS)
0

+ (G(za + y2) — G(m2)) (x2 — 21 + @ My, (21 — )

1 1 Y2
+ 56”(332 + y2)y3 — 3 / G (xy + 5)s? ds.
0

The proof of Lemma [J] is relegated to the technical supplement.

Step 2 \/n-rate of convergence of €s,, o, or, more generally, €s,, .

The following lemma is proved by checking the assumptions of Theorem

Lemma 10. Assume g, to be a consistent estimator of q, and [B] to hold, then the sequence

V/1(€Sy,o — €S4) is tight, where €S, o is the minimizer of the function
n
2y Y S(qn, w2 Xi) = nEp[S(gn, 22;Y)].
i=1

In particular, if [A] and [B] hold, then \/n(€5,,a — €sa) is a tight sequence.
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Step 3 Convergence of processes to be minimized

Using (24) with 21 = qa, y1 = u1/an, T2 = s, and ys = us/+/n, where a, > 0, we may write

ZS(qa + ul/ana €Sq + UQ/\/E, Xl) - S(Qou esa;Xi)
1

o (25)
= (1+ a7 'G(esa +uz/vn)) Vi (ur) + Un(uz),
where
Vo) = 2 Zi‘;uxigqa —a)+ o /Ou (i Lxi<aurt/an — Lz, ) di
= Zn:pa(qa+U1/an;Xi) — pa(ga; Xi) (26)
pur}
and
Un(u2) = vn(G(esa + uz/v/n) — G(esaD% j (€50 — da +a x,<4, (g0 — Xi))
u2 1 B

22 v =
+ 2G(esaJruQ/\/ﬁ) NG

=" S(qa 50 + u2/vi; X;) — S(a, €505 Xi). (28)
=1

/ " G (esq +t/v/n)t? dt (27)
0

Here we used and and made a substitution in the integrals.
An

Under the Assumptions [A] and [B] the processes U, and the rescaled processes (%) Vj, converge in

distribution.

Lemma 11. If [A] holds, then

N Vo(uy) = uy Wy +/0 Va(t)dt =: V(u1) (29)

in £°(K1) for every compact set K1 C R, where W1 ~ N (0, a(1 — ).
If [B] holds we have the convergence

Un(u2) = G'(esq) (uo Wa + u3 /2) =: Ul(us) (30)

in (°°(K3) for every compact set Ko C R and Wa ~ N (0, Var [ly<q, (9o — Y)/]).
Moreover, if both [A] and [B] hold we have that

(an/VD)Va, Up) = (V,U) (31)

in £°(K) for compact K C R2, where (W1, W) in the definition of (V,U) are jointly normal with
covariance (1 — &) (o — €Sa).

Step 4 Approximation of \/n(€3, o — es,) by minimizer of Uy, (uz).

Lemma 12. The processes (Uy) and U in Lemma have unique minimizers (us,,) and u3, and
Uy = u3. Moreover, we have that

VN(€5n,0 — €Sa) = Uz, + op(1). (32)
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Step 5 Application of the argmax continuity theorem.

From Lemma we have that
(an((/]\n,a - Qa)a \/ﬁ(é:sn,a - eS(x)) = (an(fl\n,a - Qa)v u2,n) + 073(1)~

Now, (an(qua — qa),ug,n) is by construction a sequence of minimizers of the processes (Vn(ul) +
Un(ug)), but since the variables are separated, also of the processes

Zn(usyua) = (1407 Glesa)) 2

which, by Lemma , and the continuous mapping theorem, converge in £>°(K) for compact K
to the process

Vn(ul) + Un(UQ),

Z(ug,u9) = (1 +a 'G(esa)) V(ur) + Uluz).

To conclude(an(fjma — qa),uQ,n) = (z1,22), the minimizer of Z, we apply the argmax-continuity
theorem, e.g. Corollary 5.58, |van der Vaart| (1998)), and need to check the remaining assumptions.
The process U apparently has a unique minimizer, and \/n(€s,, o — es,) is a tight sequence by Lemma
!

The process V also has a unique minimum almost surely. Indeed, the form of the functions 1, () as
given in Proposition [3} in particular that xy,x_,3 > 0, as well as the form of V in imply that
lim,, 5400 V(u1) = oo and that for the closed interval for which |V (u1)| < oo the derivative has at
most one zero; if it has no zero the minimizer is on the boundary of this interval. Moreover, in the
proof of Lemma we already observed that a,(Gn,o — ¢a) is a tight sequence. This concludes the
proof of Theorem [4]

6.3.1 Proofs of intermediate results

Proof of Lemma The proof proceeds by checking the assumptions of Theorem[7]with o = 2, 8 = 1,
do, dy the Euclidean distance in R and the criterion function m,, y(y) = S(n,9;y). We give an outline
here, full details are provided in the technical supplement.
Consistency has been taken care of in Theorem
Concerning we need to prove that
inf inf E[S(n,9;Y) — S(n,esq;Y)] > C 62, 33

In—gu|<e 80> [0csa| 26 (S50 ) = S esai V)] 2 (33)
0<e<cy, 0<6d <y for some C, dg, co > 0.
To this end, using in Lemma @ we get by convexity of n +— ]E((lygn — a) (n - Y)) that

52
inf  inf E wtenY) — WV > Z (G e £6)—6
St it B[S0 eset 2 Y) = S0, e503Y)] > 5 (G (esa 6) ~ 6 0/3)
for C' = sup,, jes, —69,es.+00] |G (72)| < 00. Since lims o G'(esq ) = C/3 = G'(es,) > 0 holds by
assumption on G’ we can find C’ > 0 and dp > 0 with G’(esq £6) —d C/3 > C’ for every § < §y. This
proves (33).

For we require

IE{ sup
In—qal<e
[9—esq|<6

Vi(E, —E)(S(,0;Y) — S(, e50;Y)) H <08 0<8< b, (34)

for some 9y, C' > 0.
Proving reduces to showing that

E l sup  [Vn(E, —E)(ly<,(n - Y))|| < K (35)

[n—qal|<e
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for some constant K not depending on ¢, which may be accomplished by using a maximal inequality
involving the bracketing integral (Definition in Chapter 19.2, |van der Vaart| (1998])). O

Proof of Lemma[l1l Assume [A]. In fact, the convergence was shown in [Knight| (2002). For
convenience, we give a (different) proof here. First we observe that

|pa(159) = pa(@hy)] < (14 o) |z — 2], (36)
Indeed, if #; < 2} <y, then |pa(21;y) — pa();y)| = a(x] —21) is satisfied. Else, if 21 < y <z, then
|Pa(13y) = pa(@y)] = | — az1 — 2} + ozl +y| < alzh —21) + (2] — y)
< a(@) —z) + (27 —21) = (L+a) (2} —a1)

is valid. In the last case where y < z1 < @} it holds that |pa(z1;y) — pa(#);y)| = (1 — a)(z] — =1).
All three cases together prove (36)).

Using the Lipschitz continuity (36]), from Lemma 19.31 in van der Vaart| (1998) we obtain that
Gy, [an (Pa(ta +u1/an;Y) = pa(ga; Y)) —ur(ly<q, — 04)] = op(1).
Therefore, from the definition of V;,(u1) in (26),

%Vn(ul) = VnEy [an (palga + u1/an;Y) = palga; Y))]

- % Z: (1Xi§q°‘ - Oz) + /Oul \/H(F(Qa + S/CLn) - F(Qa)) ds + 073(1). (37)

The first term converges by the central limit theorem to u; W; for W; as stated. For the second, note
that under Assumption [A] we also have

tiw [ (F(ga 4 5/a) ~ Fla) ds = [ va(s)ds,
0 0

n—oo

Indeed, using the monotonicity of v/n(F(ga + s/an) — F(ga)), this follow from the dominated conver-
gence theorem if |1, (t)| < 0o, and the fact that {1 = oo} and {tp, = —o0} are open intervals (see
Proposition 3] a.) if [ (t)] = cc.

Now assume [B]. Below we show that for every compact set Ky with es, € Ko there exists a function
m(y) such that for every s, x5 € Ko,

|5(qa, 253 y) — S(qar esa;y)| < m(y)|ah — 22, (38)

where m(y) fulfills Efm(Y")] < cc.
To deduce we again apply Lemma 19.31, in van der Vaart| (1998). From and since

025G 223Yy) (€50) = G'(esa) (€S0 — G + 0™ y<q, (qa — ¥)).

we thus obtain that

Gy, [\/H(S(qa, eSa + ua/\/n; Y) — S(qos €Sa; Y)) — Uy G’(esoé)(esoZ —qa + Ck_l].ygqa (Go — Y))}
converges to zero in probability in £°°(K5). Using this implies

Un (uz2)

= VB [VA(S (s €50 + 12/ Vi Y) = S(das €503V )|

u2/Va
= upV/nE, [G'(esa) (€S0 — ga + @ 'ly<q, (¢ — Y))] + n(/ G'(esa + 8)s ds) +op(1)

0

1 _ u2
U2 G/(esa)% ; (esa —qa T 11Xi§qa (qa — Xz)) + /0 G,(esa + t/\/ﬁ)t dt +op(1). (39)
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The first term converges weakly by the central limit theorem to G’(es,)ug Wa for the stated Wa,
as (esa — ga + a '1x,<q. (¢a — Xi))ieN is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables. The second term

converges to G’ (es,) u3/2, thus the limit process U of U,, has the asserted form. To conclude the proof

of , it remains to show . Using we compute

15(qa, 253 y) — S (g 22:y)| = |S(qar 2h + (22 — 25);y) — S(qa> 25 )|

= [(Gw2) — ) (th — go+ 0 My (00— ) + / G (ah + )s.s|
0

< |G(x2) — G(x'z)}(co + 1ol + o y<q (qa — y)) + ’ /0 G (xh + s)sds‘.

It follows from the mean value theorem, that we can find a £ € Ks for which ‘G(xg) - G(mé)‘ =
|G/ (€)(w2 — xb)|. The right hand side of this is smaller than Clz; — 25|, as G’ is continuous and hence
bounded on K, (C' = sup,,cx, G'(x2)). This ends the discussion of the first addend above as we
therefore obtain

|G(2) = G())[ (co + lgal + 07 Ly<q. (90 =) < C(co + [gal + 07 y<q, (da — y) |22 — 25|

For the other addend we utilize the (second) mean value theorem to get

IQ—IIZ
) / G'(x + s)s ds‘ = |G (@} + §)&(w2 — o) for some ¢ € [—2cz, 2¢o]
0
< C'eglwg — 2h),

where the inequality holds because x5 — G’ (22)xs is continuous and thus bounded on K,. All in all
we end up with

|5(da: 753 y) = S(ga- 22:9)| < (Cleo + lgal + a7 y<q, (90 — ) + C'ea) w2 — 2| = m(y)|az — ).

Now under [B] it holds that E[ly<oY?] < oo, so in this case E[m(Y)?] < oo is true.
Finally, if Assumptions [A] and [B] are both satisfied, then the expansions and hold true and
the joint process convergence follows, where the covariance of W1 and W5 is easily computed. O

Proof of LemmalI2l The process U is quadratic and has the unique minimizer uy = —W,. Further,
from the form of U, and the argument leading to it follows that the unique minimizer of U,
is given by

U2 n = \/H (ailEn [1Y§qa (Y - Qa)] —eSq + Qa)v

which, by the central limit theorem, converges in distribution to —W5.
To show we apply Lemma [8| to the processes

My, (u2) = Up(uz2) + Vo (an(@n.a — qa))(l +a 'Glesq + uz/\/ﬁ)),
which is minimzed by /n(€s,, o — €sa), see , and
M}, (u2) = Un(u2) + Vi (an(@nia — 4a)) (1 + @ ' G(esa)),

so that U,, will play the role of N,, in Lemma [§ which converges on compact sets to U by Lemma [30]
Now, in Lemma [10| we showed that \/n(€3, . — €s,) is a tight sequence, and in the beginning of this
proof we already showed that for the minimizers, ug , = u3.

It thus remains to show that holds true for the above choices of M,,(us) and M/, (us),

Sup. |Un(12) + Va (@ (@0 — 6)) (1 + 0™ Glesa + ua/v/i))

us €K

— (Ua(2) + Va(@n (o = 0)) (1 4+ 07 Glesa)) )| = 0p(1): (40)
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To this end, assume K C [—c¢, ¢p]. Then

sup

ek Un(u2) + Vn(an(an,a - qa))(l + CE_IG(CSQ + u2/\/ﬁ))

— (Unl2) + Vil (@ — 22)) (1 + 07 Glesa))|

— o] Vil @~ 40))| s e /f% e
1 1 . G(esa + co/v/n) — G(esa — co//1)
<« CO|% n(an(Qn,a - Qa))” 0 Co/\/ﬁ 0 ‘

since G is monotonically non-decreasing. The first two factors are constant, the last factor is O(1)
since the fraction converges to 2G’(es,), and it remains to show that V, (an (@n,a — qa)) = op(v/n),
which is implied by

Vo (an((/jna - qg)) =0p (\/ﬁ/an) (41)
To see this, we first remark that a, (¢n,o—qa) is a tight sequence. This follows from the results in Knight
(2002), but is directly implied by 7 convexity of the V,, and V', and uniqueness of the minimizer
of V(uy) with the aid of Lemma 2.2 in Davis et al.| (1992)). Thus given ¢ > 0 there exists a compact
set K with P(an(@w —qa) € Kl) > 1 —e. Since for fixed compact K1 C R the map f — infg, f is
continuous for f € ¢*°(K;) (w.r.t. the sup-norm), implies that infg, (an/v/n)V,, = infg, V, in
particular inf g, (an / \/ﬁ) Vi, is a tight sequence. To conclude note that

Qp R . Ay, ~
P(% V(@n(Gna — 42)) 2 C) < P(g{llf% Vo = C) + Pan(@n — 4a) ¢ K1),

which implies (41]), and finishes the proof of the lemma.
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Asymptotics for the expected shortfall: Technical Supplement

March 1, 2022

Abstract
We provide additional details to the paper Zwingmann and Holzmann| (2016]).

1 Notation and results from the main paper

For i.i.d. observations X1, ..., X, distributed according to the distribution function F', we use
the notation

Z f(X)  and  Gulf(Y)] = Va(E, —E)[f(Y)]

where E|f(X1)| < oo. Note that E, is the empirical expectation w.r.t. X, ..., X,. Further,
we let X1., < ... < X,., denote the order statistics of a sample X1,..., X,,. We denote by
— convergence in distribution.

Suppose that the random variable Y has distribution function F' and satisfies E[|Y]] < oc.
Given « € (0,1) the lower tail expected shortfall of Y at level « is defined by

1 (0%
€Sq = — / F~1(u) du.
@ Jo

For the specific value of a under consideration, we shall always impose the following.

Assumption. For the given « € (0, 1), the distribution function F' is continuous and strictly
increasing at its a-quantile q,. Under this assumption, F' has a unique a-quantile.
Further, for the expected shortfall we have that

€Sq = é /qa ydF(y). (1)

—0oQ
Consider the class of strictly consistent scoring functions for the bivariate parameter (qq, €Sq)
as introduced by |Fissler and Ziegel| (2016]),

S(a1,29;y) = (ly<a, — @) (x1 — y) + G(22) (22 + 0 (Iy<a, — @) (21— ¥) )
—G(z2) — G(z2)y,

where G is a three-times continuously differentiable function, G’ = G and it is required that
G’ > 0. Further, from the proof of Corollary 5.5 in [Fissler and Ziegel| (2016) it follows that
one may choose G so that lim,_,_o, G(z) = 0. We may write

S(x1,m2;y) = (14 a7 'G(22)) (ly<ay — @) (21 — y) + G(w2) (22 — y) — G(=2) (3)

(2)



Denote the asymptotic contrast function by
S(x1,x2; F) = E[S(x1,22;Y)].
Let X1,..., X, beii.d., distributed according to F' with E|X;| < oo. Consider the minimum

contrast estimator for the bivariate parameter (qq, €s,) defined by
n

(Gn,a,€3n,0) € argmin S(x1, z2; X5).
(w1,22)€R? ;2

Assumption [A]: There exists a function 9, : R — R with
}g& Ya(t) = oo, t—lgr—noo Ya(t) = —o0
such that for some deterministic, positive sequence (ay), with a, — oo it holds that

nlgglo \/E[F(Qa +t/an) — F(ch)] = Ya(t).

Assumption [B]: It holds that E[1y <o Y?] < occ.

Theorem 3. Under Assumptions [A] and [B], we have that
Qa)v \/ﬁ(één,a - CSQ)) = (¢<07<W1)7 W2)7

(an (Z]\n,a -

where
a(l - a) (1 - a)(Qa - 65(1) )

(W1, WQ) ~ N(O’ E>’ D <(1 — a)(qo — €54) Var (1Y§qa (qa — Y)/a)

and
inf{t <0|Ya(t) >z} ifz<0
Yo’ (x) = 10 ifr=0 (4)
sup{t > 0[va(t) <z} if x> 0.
Assumption [A*]: For each m € {1,...,k} and corresponding o, and ¢q,,, Assumption

[A] is satisfied with associated sequence (am, ), and function t,,,, (t).

Theorem 4. Let [A¥] and [B] hold. Then
(al,n (a\n,al - QOq)a \/ﬁ (é:sn,al - 6801), ceey Ok n (Z]\n,ak - Qak)7 \/ﬁ (asn,ak - esak))

= (21,1, 21,25 - -+ 2,15 25,2)5

where form = 1,...,k, zm1 = ¥y (Wm,1) and zp2 = Wi, with 3 as in and the
vector (WLl, Wi, ...,Wgn, Wk72) distributed according to N(O, Z) with 3 determined by

Cov (Wf, Wf) = o, Aoy — a0y,
1

(e} /\Oét
;Sat (qasqat - (QQS + qat)esas/\at) + @

+ (esas - Qas) (esat - Qat)

E |:1Y§CI@5 Aag Y2:| )

Cov (W5, W3) =

A
u( — s (Goy — €50

Cov(W;, Wi) = Gor — €Sanar)

Qi

fors,t e {1,... k}.



For a probability measure p on [0, 1], called the spectral measure,

vu(F) = /[0’1] esq du(a)

is called the spectral risk measure associated to p. Here, the boundary cases are given by
es1 = E[Y] and esp = essinfY. If p is finitely supported in (0,1), v,(F') is a finite convex
combination of expected shortfalls for different levels,

k k
v, = Z Dm €Sa,, if p= Z PmOa,, -
m=1 m=1

Fissler and Ziegel (2016) show that strictly consistent scoring functions for v, in this case are
given by

k
Sep(T1, .00 Tpy Tpg132) = Z ((1 + Z—mG(ka)) (li<e — @) (z — 2)

=1 m
+ i (G@pg1) (X1 — 2) — g($k+1))>-

where the functions G and G are as above. If we define the corresponding M estimator

(qn,oqa cety ‘In,a;w V,u,n) € arg min SSp(xla cety :Ek:-i-l; }/l)a
L1y Th41

then we have the following result.

Theorem 5. We have that

k
Dun =D, Pm G, (5)

m=1

Consequently, under Assumptions [A¥] and [B] we have that

k
\/ﬁ (/V\u,n - 1//\;1) = Z Pm Wm,27
m=1
where the Wy, 2 are as in Theorem .

2 Missing details in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 9. a. We have that

S(x1,x2 + Y23 2) — S(x1, 2; 2)

= (G(z2 +y2) — G(m2)) (x2 — 21 + O MLy, (w1 — 2)) + /0y2 G'(z9 + s)sds (6)
= (G2 +10) = G(w2)) (w2 = 21 + 0" oy, (21 — 2))

1 ! 2 1 v " 2

§G (z2 +y2)ys — 2/0 G"(xz2 + s)s” ds. (7)



b. Setting pa(x1;2) = (1z§x1 — a) (1 — z) we have that
Y1
pa(T1+ y152) — palz152) = Y1 (Lo, — @) + / (Li<orts — lz<a, ) ds. (8)
0

c. Generally, we have that

S(x1+y1, 22 + Y25 2) — S(21, 725 2)
7
= (1 + a_lG(,fL‘Q + yg)) <y1(1z<x1 — O[) + / 1z§:1:1+s — 1Z§$1 dS)
0
+ (G(:UQ +y2) — G(iL'Q)) (CL‘Q —x + ofllygm1 (wl — y))
1 ! 2 1 b2 " 2
+ §G (x2 +y2)y3 — 2/ G"(xg + s)s” ds. (9)
0

Proof of Lemma[d From (3), we have that
S(z1+ 1,72 + y2; 2) — S(x1,72; 2)
= (1 +a Gz + y2)) (1z§xl+y1 - a) (x1+y1 — 2) + G(z2 + y2)(ﬁU2 + Y2 — Z)
— G+ y2) — (1+a'G(22)) (Li<a, — a)(z1 — 2) — G(22) (22 — 2) + G(22)
= (1+a 'G(r2+ 12)) (Li<ar s — @) (21 +y1 — 2) — (Li<ay — a) (71 — 2)
— o 'G(29) (Li<o, — a) (21 — 2)
+ G2 + y2) (22 + y2 — 2) — G(z2 + y2) — G(w2) (22 — 2) + G(22)

=1)+1I), (10)

where
I)=(1+a'G(za +12)) (palz1 + y152) — palz1;2)),
I1) = a7 'G(z2 + y2) (Li<ay — @) (21 — 2) — o 'G(22) (Li<ay — @) (71 — 2)
+ G(z2 + y2)(x2 + Y2 — Z) — G(x2 + y2) — G(z2) (9U2 — Z) —G(x2),
and where we subtracted and added the term (1.<z, — a)(z1 — 2)a™'G(zz + y2) in (10).
Observe that I) =0 for y; = 0 and hence
IT) = S(x1, 72 + y2; 2) — S(x1, 725 2). (11)

In IT) the terms G(z2 + y2)z and G(x2)z cancel out. Rearranging gives
IT) = G(w2 4+ y2) (0 M locyy — D)an — G(x2) (@ ocy, — 1)y
— G(z2+y2)o Loca 2 4+ G(a2)o gy 2
+ G(22 + y2)r2 — G(22)22 + G(22 + Y2)y2 — G(22 + 2) + G(72)
= ((a Moz — a1 — o™ Mucay 2 + 22) (G2 + 12) — G(22))
+ G(z2 + y2)y2 — G(z2 + y2) + G(22)
= (w2 =21+ 07 e (21— 2)) (G2 + 12) — G(22))

+ G (22 + y2)y2 — G(22 + y2) + G(22).



By a partial integration

Y2
G(za+y2)y2 — G(x2 + y2) + G(22) = G’ (w3 + s)sds,
0

which together with implies @ A further partial integration gives ([7)).
To prove , note that by a partial integration,

r1+y1

Y1
pa(wl + Y15 Z) - Pa(CUl; Z) = / (1z§s - Oé) ds = / (1z§x1+s - O‘) ds
x 0

1

1
= —Qay ‘|‘/ 1z§x1+s ds
0
Y1
=Y (1z§:r:1 - 05) +/ (1z§x1+s - 1z§x1) ds
0

where in the last equality we added and subtracted the term y11.<,,.

Finally, combining , , and gives @D
O

Lemma 10. Assume ¢, to be a consistent estimator of g, and [B] to hold, then the sequence
Vn(€sp o — €5q) is tight, where €3y, o is the minimizer of the function

To > ZS(qn,xQ;Xi) = nE,[S(qn,x2;Y)].
i=1

In particular, if [A] and [B] hold, then \/ﬁ(é.\sn,a — esa) is a tight sequence.

Proof of Lemma[I(l We shall check the assumptions of Theorem [[3|with o = 2, 8 =1, dy, dy
the Euclidean distance in R and the criterion function m,, 4(y) = S(n,9;y). Consistency has
been taken care of in Theorem 2 in the main paper.

Concerning we need to prove that

inf inf EI[S ,ﬁ;Y -9 ,eS5a;Y 2052’ 19
[n—qa|<e do>|0—esa|>6 [(77 ) (77 )] ( )

0<e<ey, 0<d <9y for some C,dp, cy > 0.



To this end, using @ in Lemma@ we get that

inf  inf E[S(n,esa+e2;Y) — S, esa;Y
1 sy (U €80+ £ ¥) = (0, €503 Y )

= inf inf

nf o inf 1 (Glesate2) — Glesa))Efesa —n+ ™ y<y(n —Y))

€2
—l—/ G'(esq + 8)sds
0

= inf inf
[n—qa|<e do>|e2|>6

(G(&Sa +e9) — G(esa))E(esa —Y+al ((1;/97 - a) (77 — Y)))

€2
+ / G'(esq + 8)s ds] ,
0

> inf (G(esq +e2) — G(esy)) inf (esa - E[Y]+ OflE[(lySn —a)(n- y)D

do=[e2]|>6 [1—qa|<e
€2
+ inf / G'(esq + 5)sds.
So>le2|26 Jo

The function n — (lyg,7 — a) (17 — y) is convex, so that n — E((lygn — a) (77 — Y)) is
convex as well, where the (unique) minimum is attained in g, (score function of g,). But
esa —E[Y]+a'E((ly<q, — @) (¢a—Y))) = 0 and thus the expression above is greater than
(or equal to)

e2
inf / G'(esq + 5)sds.
do=le2|26 Jo

The remaining integral is monotonically increasing (decreasing) for €5 > 0 (< 0), whence the
infimum is attained in 4. A partial integration then gives

inf / G'(esq + 8)sds = (52< G'(esq £ 6) — 6~ 2; G"(esa —|—s)52ds>

do>lea|>6
5 +46
5 G'(esq +6) — 072C /

52

> (@ —

> 5 (G (€5a £ ) 50/3)

for C' = supg,cles,—so,esatdo] |G (#2)| < 00. Since lims 0 G'(esaq £0) —C/3 = G'(esa) > 0
holds by assumption on G’ we can find C' > 0 and &y > 0 with G'(esq =6) — 0 C/3 > C’ for
every 0 < dp. This proves .

For we require

IE[ sup
In—qal<e
|[9—esa|<é

V(B — E)(S(n,9:Y) — S(n, esa; Y)) H <05 0<8<d,  (13)

for some dp, C' > 0. To see this inequality we use @ again and the fact that G(es, + €2) —



G(esq) equals [° G'(esq + s)ds to obtain

E| sup sup [Vn(E, —E)(S(esa+e2Y) = S(n,esq;Y))|

I1—ga|<e |e2]| <8

=E

sup  sup ’ / ’ G'(esq + s)ds \/ﬁ(En — E) (ofllygn(n - Y))‘
0

[n—gal|<ele2|<d

only the stochastic term remains). Since G’ > 0, the former expression does not exceed
y , b

| su1|) ‘\/E(En - E)(lan(Tl - Y))|
N—qa|<e

0
/ G'(esq +8)dsa™'E
—5

Because the first integral fulfils
é
/ G'(esq + 8)ds < 238G (€)
=

for some & € [esq — 0o, €Sa + 0p] by the mean value theorem, and G’ > 0, it is enough to show

E| sup |[Vr(E,—E)(ly<,(n-Y))

[n—qal<e

<K (14)

for some constant K not depending on 4.
To this end we will use a maximal inequality involving the bracketing integral (Definition in
Chapter 19.2, van der Vaart| (1998)). Observe for any 1 € [¢o — €, go + €] the inequality

‘1&’?37(77 - x)‘ < li<gate(@a +6—2).

Thus 1;<g.4¢(¢a + € — ) =: H(x) is an envelope function for the (measurable) class of
functions H := {@ > lo<y(n —2) |7 € [¢a — €, ¢a + €] }. Using Corollary 19.35, van der Vaart
(1998)), we obtain

E| sup |Vr(E,—E)(ly<y(n-Y))|

In—qal<e

c
< K, / \/10gNH(57H7 I llv,2) dé
0

for some constant K1 < oo and C' = ||H||y,2, where Nj(6, H, | - |

number with respect to the norm || f|y2 = (IE[f(Y)Q])l/2 (see the beginning of Chapter 19.2,
van der Vaart| (1998); note C' < oo by [B]). Next observe that the class #H fulfills a Lipschitz-
condition, namely for any 71,12 € [ga — €, ¢o + €] it holds that

v2) denotes the bracketing

‘138971 (m — ) = Loy, (N2 — $)| < | — n2l.

As seen in Example 19.7, van der Vaart (1998)), there is a constant K5 only depending on &,
such that the bracketing number satisfies

2K2€

N0, H, [ - [lyz2) < 5




for any 0 < § < 2¢. Hence by partitioning the bracketing integral we are left with

C 2¢e
/ \/logNH(é,?'b I llv.2) dé < / \/1og (2K2¢/8) dd + K3
0 0
2

£

<+\2Ks5e¢ 571/2d(5+K3
0

=4+/Ksoe+ Ks.

Putting things together we have shown

E| sup |[Va(B, —E)(ly<y(n—Y))|| < Ki(4v/Kze + K3),

[n—qal<e

what is (14]). d

2.1 Proofs of Theorems [4] and [5

Before giving the proof of Theorem [4] we require some results from the proof of Theorem
Write

Z S(Qa + ul/ana €Sq + u2/\/ﬁ; Xz) - S(QOU €Sa; Xz)

- (15)
= (1+a 'G(esq +us/vn)) Vy(ur) + Un(us),
where
=0+ [ (Bt
= zn:pa(qa + u1/an; Xi) = pa(ga; Xi) (16)
=1
and
Un(u2) = vn(G(esa + uz/v/n) — G(esq)) 1n i (€sa = da + " 1x,<0 (40 — Xi))
v
+ U;G (esa + ug/v/n) — \F - G"(esa +t/v/n)t* dt (17)
_ zn:S(qa,esa+u2/ﬁ;y) — S(qas €503 Y)- (18)

i=1

In Lemma 11 we showed that

%Vn(ul) = \/ﬁEn [an(poc(Qa + Ul/am Y) - poe(Qoz; Y))]
0

- % Z (Ixizga — @) + / Vn(F(qo + 8/an) — F(qa)) ds +op(1).  (19)
i=1



and that

Unp (u2)

uz
=uy G'(esq)—= Z €S0 — qa + @ M x,<q0 (G — X;)) + / G'(esq +t//n)tdt + op(1).
1 O

(20)

Lemma 12. The processes (Uy) and U(uz) = G'(esq) (ug Wa+u3 /2) have unique minimizers
(u2,n) and ul, and us, = uy. Moreover, we have that

Vn(€spq — €sq) = uzpn + op(1). (21)

Proof of Theorem[4. We define the processes V" and U™ as in and for each ayy,,
m = 1,...,k. Then the expansions and are valid for each m, and the covariance
matrix in the joint normal distribution of the vector (WM, Wi, .., Wk, kag) in the limit
processes U™ and V'™, which are given by

uy
V(ul) =wuy Wi+ / wa(t) de

0

see Lemma 11 in the main paper, is determined by

E[(Ty<go, = as) (Iy<qe, —a1)] = s Ny = asay,

E[(es% —qa, + agllYSqas (ths - Y)) (esat — Go; + at_llyﬁqat (q(%t - Y))}

= a;las_lE [1Y§qas/\qat (Qas - Y) (QQt - Y)] + (esas - Qas) (65% - Q(xt)

ag N\ i

= Qs Oy (qasqat - (QOzs + Qat)esas/\at) + a;laglE[lygqas/\qatYQ]
s

+ (esas - qoés) (esat - qat)

and
B (Ly<g0, — ) (€50 — t + 0 Ly, (400 V)]

=0, 'E {(1Y§qas = ) (4a: — Y)lYSqat}

o N\ Og

= oy (qat - esas/\at) — Q5 (Qat - 65at)

where s,t € {1,...,k}. Further, Lemma [12] also holds true for each m. As in step 5 of the
proof of Theorem [3] in the main paper, we may then consider the sequence of minimizers of
the processes

k
a’mn
Z it (1, U1, .« o, VR, ) = Z 1+a esam))\/ﬁV( m) + U (u )),

m=1
which converge to the process
k
ot (U1, U1, -+ o, Uy Up) = Z ((1+ a;lGi(esam))Vm(vm) + U™ (um)),
m=1
and apply the argmax-continuity theorem to obtain the result. O



Proof of Theorem[3. The formula together with Theorem immediately imply the second
statement of the theorem. Concerning , setting

gon (@) = 14 22 Glanr), haas2) = Glanen)(anan — 2) = Glapsr)

m
we have that
k n
(?jnm, .. ,&\n’ak,ﬁmn) € argmin Z Z {gm(ajkﬂ)pam (xm; Yi) + pm A(Tgy1; YZ)}

Tl k41 ER m=1 i—=1

For the minimal value we have

~ min, 3 [ontorn

xk-‘rleR m—1 zm€ER

n
min Zpam T Y5 ) +pmz h(xk;—&—l;)/i)}a
i=1

so the minimizer in x,, does not depend on x;, [ # m and is actually given by Gnq,,. It
remains to find the minimizer of the function

k n
Thg1 = Y [ng(kaﬂ)pam@,am;m + Pm h(kaﬂ;Yi)]

m=1 =1

Differentiation of the maps g,, and h gives

Oris (1) = 0 C 1), Duy bl 2) = G i) (@hen =)

so that minimizing the above function is equivalent to solving

k n
0= G,($k+1) Z Pm |:77/ Tk+1 — n/q\nyam + a’;} Z 1Yi§qAn,am (Z]\n,am B }/;):|

m=1 i=1

for xg11, which results in

Vu,n = me [(JHam - 721Y<qnam (Qnam _)/z> .

The formula

. _ . 1 —
Ena = a 'En(Yly<g,.) + Gua (1 - — ; 1X,<G0.0) (22)

for the expected shortfall then implies . O

3 A general result on rates of convergence

The rates of convergence will be proved using the next theorem, which is a generalization
of Theorem 5.52, van der Vaart (1998), and similar to his Theorem 5.23. We will provide
a proof for convenience. Assume that (0g,dp),(01,d;) are metric spaces and that for all
n € Og, ¥ € O1, the map y — m,, »(y) is measurable. To unify notation, we will use E,, and
Y in the formulation of the theorem, but note that Y here could also have a more general
form (not needing a finite first moment or Y to be real).
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Theorem 13. Assume that for fived C' and o > S, every n € N and all sufficiently small
€,0 > 0 it holds that

inf inf E Y) — )] > 0§ 93
do(éﬁlio)ﬁedmg,%o)z(s [mmﬁ( ) m’lﬂo( )]_ (23)

and

B sup sup [Vl B) (o (¥) = (V)] < €5 (24)
do(n,m0)<e d1 (9,90) <8

Additionally suppose that n, converges to ng in (outer) probability and En converges to ¥g in
(outer) probability and fulfils

Enm, 5. (V)] < En[my, 0,(Y)] + Op(n7CE=).

Then nl/@(a_ﬂ))dl(b\mﬁO) = 05(1).

Proof of Theorem[[3. We set 7, = n'/(2=26) and suppose, that 9, minimises the map o —
E,[my, 9(Y)] up to a random variable R, = Op(r,;).
For each n the set ©1 \ {9} can be partitioned into the sets

Sin ={927" <rpdi(9,90) <27}, jEL

If rndl({ﬁl\n, o) > 2M for some M € 7Z, then 5,1 must be in one of the S;,, for j > M. Further,
if p> 0 and dy(9n,00) < p/2 then ¥, € Sj,, for 27 < pr,. This gives

P* (rnd(9,90) > 2M) < 73*( U {90 € Sjn} 0 {di(9n,90) < p/2} 0 {do (0, m0) < P}>

j=M
QJSP”'n

+ 7’*(2d1(5nﬂ90) > p) + P*(do(nn,m0) > p)-

Assume ¥, € Sjn for a j involved in the above union. Then by assumption on U, the
infimum of the map ¢ — E, [mnnﬂg(Y) — My, B, (Y)} over S;, is at most R,. If we suppose
in addition that do(nn,m0) < p holds, then the infimum of (n,9) — By [my, ¢(Y) — myg,(Y)]
over B,(no) x Sjn is smaller than R, as well. Hence if 7R, < C' for some C’ < oo, this
infimum is smaller than C’/r&. Thus

M * _ !/ .«
P* (radi (9, 00) > 2 ZM Pr(, nt it B[ (V) =m0, (V)] < €/

27 <prn

+ P*(2d1 (0n, 90) > p) + P*(do(1ns m0) > p) + P*(1ER, > C).
(25)

Observe that the last three summands can be made small for any p > 0 by choosing n and
C’ big enough (n, — n, Un — Yo in (outer) probability, R, = Op(r,“)).

Now choose p > 0 small enough to ensure that the conditions of the theorem hold for all
5,6 < p. Every j involved in the above sum does fulfils 27 /r, < p, whence from the first
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assumption

776]132(770)193%” [0 (Y) = Mg, (Y)]

> f inf E Y)— Y
o 7761191;(770) pZdl(ﬂ,ﬂlSszl/m [mn’ﬂ( ) = M0l )]
2]'*1 @
> .
B C( Tn ) (26)

Hence
[y
J;; P* (ne};;fno ﬁé%ann [my.0(Y) — my9,(Y)] < C /Tn)
2]<P"‘n
!/,
PZM " (”Eg;fno ﬂggn “En = E)[my,0(Y) =m0, (V)] +E[myg(Y) =m0, (Y)]] <C /m)
2]<P7‘n
7%:4 7 (nelli’rifno ﬁégfn [<E” —E)[mao(Y) - mnﬂgo(Y)H
2J<P"‘n

f f E Y — Y <Cl fe%
+n€113r;(no)t9égjn [0 (Y) =m0 (V)] < /%)

< Z P* ( inf inf (E, —E) [mnyg(Y) — mn,f}o(Y)) < (C/ — 020_1)&)/7’%)7

ey’ n€Bp(m0) V€S n
27 <prn

where the last inequality uses . Choose M large enough to guarantee ¢/ < C 2(M-1a—1,
so that
C' — 2UbDa < goli-Da-1l __ croli-la _ _ roli-la-1

holds for j > M. This means that the former sum does not exceed

P* f f E,—E Y) - Y <_C2(j—1)cx 97
gz; <77€]13n no)ﬂé%gn( )[mmﬂ( ) mn,ﬁo( ))_ /( rn)>

2 <prp
By taking absolute values and multiplying with \/n this expression is smaller than
Q(J Do

J>M n€Bp(no) 9€By; /.. (Y0) T
27 <pryp

Due to Markov’s inequality and the second assumption this term is finally not bigger
than

(07

7".}3*[ sup sup [ Vi(Ep — E) [y, 0(Y) =m0, (Y) }
pZM Cy/n2l-De do(n,no)Spdl(ﬁ,ﬁo)szj/rn‘ " [ 90 (V)]
QjSPTn
( /Tn Z <a B)f2(a=p) 1 1
<y - e Y ey ks
b \fQJ 1 = \fQJ = 2j(a—pB) kY, 2j(a—p)
23<PTn 2 <pry 21 <pry

The last series can be made small by taking M big enough since a > 5. Hence every summand
in (25)) can be made small and thus the theorem is proven. O
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