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A bstract

W e derive asym ptotic nom ality of kemel type deconvolution densiy estin ators. In
particular we consider deconvolution problem s w here the known com ponent of the convo—

lution has a symm etric -stable distribution with 0 < 2. It tums out that the 1m it
behavior changes if the exponent param eter passes the value one, the case of C auchy
deconvolution.
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1 Introduction

variables. A ssum e that the unobservable Y ’s have distrbution fnction F and density £, and
that the Z 'shave a known density k. Note that g equalsk £, where denotes convolution.
T he deconvolution problem is the problem of estin ating the density £ from the observations
X ; from the convolution densiy g.

A well known estin ator of £ (x) is based on Fourer inversion and kemel sn oothing. Let
w denote a kemel function and h > 0 a kandw idth. T he kemel type estim ator f,; k) of the
density £ at the point x isde ned as
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Here ., denotestheean piricalcharacteristic function ofthesample, ie. o (©) = % F rjl: 1 e™s;
and , and  denote the characteristic functions of w and k resgpectively. Note that, even
though [[l) has the orm of an ordinary kemel density estin ator, because of the dependence
ofw, on the bandw idth h it isdi erent. K emel type estin ators for the density £ and is dis-
trbution function F have been studied by m any authors. R elatively recent papers are Zhang
(1990), Fan (1991ab),Fan and Liu (1997),Van Esand Kok (1998), Cator (2001), Van Es and
Uh (2001), and D elaiglke and G ijels (2002). For an introduction see W and and Jones (1995).
T his paper covers a chapter in Uh (2003).

The expectation of the estin ator [[l) has a fam iliar form . W e have, see for instance
Stefanskiand C arroll (1990),
X Y5

h
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Indeed, this expectation isequalto the expectation ofan ordinary kemel density estin ator of £
based on cbservations Yy from f. Expansions of [[LJ) forh ! 0 are standard in kemel density
estin ation theory and are hence om itted here. See for instance W and and Jones (1995).

D econvolution problem s are usually divided In two groups, ordinary sm ooth deconvolition
probkm s, where the rate of decay to zero at In niy and m inus In niyy of the characteris-
tic function | is algebraic, and super sm coth deconvolition problkm s, where it is essentially
exponential. This rate of decay, and hence the an oothness of the known density k, has a
trem endous In  uence on the variance of the estim ator, see for lnstance Fan (1991) or C ator
(2001). By [[J) it is clear that the expectation is not a ected. The general picture is that
w ith increasing sm oothness of k the estin ation problm becom es harder and the the optim al
rates becom e slower.

Ourain isto derive classical central lim it type theoram s for these kemel type deconvolution
estin ators. For ordinary an ooth deconvolution thishas rstbeen achieved In Fan (1991) and
extended In Fan and Liu (1997). The Im it behaviour in this case is essentially equal to that
of a kemel estin ator of a higher order derivative of a density. In som e speci ¢ deconvolution
problam s this is evident from relatively sim ple inversion formulas, cf. Van Esand Kok (1998).
For instance, for generalized gam m a deconvolution where k isthe density of E;+ E,+

nEn,wih 1> 1;:::5;, o > 0and Eq;:::;E, Independent standard exponential random



variables we have
pi
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where 2= (,::: )% w®) ()?dvg(x). This resuk is typical or ordinary sn ooth deconvo-
Jution, In the sense of a rate of convergence that is algebraic in h.

A sym ptotic nom ality of £, (x) In super sn ooth deconvolution problam s hasbeen derived
by Zhang (1991),Fan (1991b) and Fan and Liu (1997). Under suitable conditions theirtheoram s
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where Z,5 = £ v XhXj ; = 1;::n and etther 57 = ¢+ .22 or s equals the sample

variance of Z,1;:::;Z 4 - So the estin ator is studentized in som e respect. The asym ptotic
variance is not clear. Van Esand Uh (2001) derive a central lim it type theoram lke [[3) for
super am ooth deconvolution, where the asym ptotic variance is clear and the nom alisation is

detemm inistic. Their result is given in T heorem [ below .

C ondition W
Let , be realvalued, symm etric and have support [ 1;1]. Let , (0) = 1, and lkt
~1 ©=At + ot )ast#0, orsome constants A and 0.

C ondition K
Assum e that 4 has exponentially decreasing tails, ie. ) C Ij%e ¥~ ;asi3j! 1,

forsome > 1; > 0; o,and some real constant C . Furthem ore assume | (t) 6 0 forallt.

N ote that Condition K exclides the Cauchy distrdoution and all other distributions for which
the tail of the characteristic fiinction decreases m ore slow Iy than e .

Theorem 1.1.Assume Condition W , Condition K and EX? < 1 . Then,asn ! 1 and
h! O,
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Surprisingly, the asym ptotic variance is distribution free, in the sense that it does not depend
on f orx. The condition > 1 wasneeded to ensure that ram ainder tem s in the proofofthis



theorem are asym ptotically negligble. N ote also the condition that the second m om ent of the
Observations is nite.

By studying deconvolution problem s where the known distribution is a symm etric stable
distrdoution we w ill nvestigate the asym ptotic behavior of the kemel deconvolution estin ators
if the conditions of T heorem [l are not satis ed.

2 D econvolution for sym m etric stable densities
C onsider deconvolution for symm etric stabk densities k which have characteristic finction
«B=e¥P"; >o0andO< 2: 1)

The condition 0 < 2 is necessary to ensure that k is a density, cf. Chung (1974). Hence
the nom aldistribution is, In som e sense, extram e. Note that for equalto onek isa Cauchy
density. The only symm etric stabl distrbution wih nite second m om ent is the nom al
distrdoution forwhich equalstwo. Thisinpliesthat, unkss equalstwo, the second m om ent
ofthe cbservations w illbe In nite. H ence the nom aldistrbution is the only sym m etric stable
distrdution for which Theorem [l applies. W e will derdve a lim it behavior, sim ilar to that
described by Theorem [[], for casess where  is Jarger than one. O feven m ore Interest are the
cases where  is equal to one, ie. Cauchy deconvolution, or sun aller than one. It tums out

that, whilke crossing the C auchy boundary, a di erent I it behavior appears.
For sim plicity we only consider the sinc kemel, de ned by
W)= shx=(x) (,0=1I 110): @2)

Resuls for a m ore general class of kemelsw are given in Uh (2003).
F irst we give a heuristic derivation of the results which are rigorously proved in Section [3.
N ote that the estim ator f,;, can be rew ritten as
1 x % X
fon ®) = —— ws s ——— e~ ds: 2 3)
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Let S denote a random variable, independent of the X 5, having probability density fs given by

1
fs (s) = -0 e ™ =



R
on the interval D;1], where the nom alization constant c) is given by ch) = 01 e®™h) = ds:

Then [J) isequalto

ch) X ch) X
fon ®) = “h E (cos((S=h)X 3 x))X )= “h Esoos(S=h)Xy x)): @24)
nh nh

Tt tums out that the asym ptotics are greatly detem Ined by the asym ptotics of the distribu—
tion ofthe random varable S. Let us rst consider its expectation and variance. T he follow ing

lemm a gives expansions of the nom alization constant, the expectation of S and the varance
of S . Its proof is given in Section [.

Lemma2.1.For0< 2andh ! 0 we hawve
ch) = -h +0@®) "™~ @5)
ES = 1 —h +oh); (2.0)
2
VarS = —2h2 +oh?): e.7)

T hese expansions suggest to nom alize S as follow s. W rite

€ 1.

T he density function, £z, say, ofE, isgiven by

h e=(h)
 ch)

e1:( h )@+ (=)h v)

fEn (v) =

1) N
I (= o)

By Taylorexpansion and Lem m a2l it converges uniform Iy on bounded intervalsto €'I | ,o;(v).
This in plies that E,, converges in distrbution to E where E denotes a standard exponential
random variable.

For the tem s In [224) we have

Escos(S=h) X3 x))=Escos((@l+S 1)=h)&X; x))

Egoos((I=h) X5 x))cos((S 1)=h)X; x))
Egsin(d=h) X3 x))sn((S 1)=h)Xy x))
Xj X
h

= cos Eg,cos —h "E,X; x) 2.9)
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Eg,sh —h 'E,X; x) : 2.10)



Tt now beoom es apparent that we m ay expect di erent asym ptotics in the cases 0 < <1,
= land 1< 2. In these cases the factorh ! .n [29) and JI0) diverges to in  nity,

equals one and vanishes.

T he next three theoram sestablish asym ptoticnom ality forl < 2, 1ie. Porthe sym m etric
stable densities whose characteristic function decreases m ore rapidly than the characteristic
function of the Cauchy distribution, for Cauchy deconvolution, and for 1=3 < 1, ie. for
the symm etric stable densities whose characteristic function decreases m ore slow Iy than the
characteristic function of the C auchy distrbution.

Theorem 2.1. Letw be the sinc kemel 2J). Ifl < 2then,asn! 1 andh! 0, we
have pﬁ .
———— (En ®) Efq &) N 0= (=)"): @11)
h len 2

Theorem 2.2.Letw ke the sinckemel ZJ). If equalsone, ie. Cauchy deconvolution, then,

asn! 1 andh! 0, wehaw
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Theorem 2.3.Letw be the sinc kemel 22). If1=3< < lthen,asn ! 1 ;h ! 0 and

nh! 1 ,wehave
P_
n
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with

5 1
= 2——g(X)3 (2.15)

T he globalpicture we see from these three theoram s isthat for 1=3< < 1, apart from the
exponential rate of convergence, the asym ptotic variance resam bles the asym ptotic variance of
a kemel density estin ator, In the sense that it depends on the value of g at the point x, as
in [[3). This is typical for an ooth deconvolution problem s, though the rate of the variance
is exponential in h and not algebraic. For Caudy deconvolution we see that the asym ptotic
variance depends globally on g. Forl < 2, the estin ator is asym ptotically distribution free.



Tt shares the asym ptotics of T heoram [I]], even though the second m om ent of the cbservations is
in niteforl< < 2.Concluding we see that the restriction > 1 in Theorem[Il is essential
and that the nite second m om ent condition m ight not be. C rossing the C auchy boundary we
get di erent asym ptotics.

3 Proofs
31 Basiclemma
Lemma 3.1.LetY, = X x)=hmod2 .Asn! 1 andh! O,
®ivn) P& ;0); G1)

where U is uniform ly distributed on the interval 0;2 ]. M oreover X and U are independent.
Assume 0 < < 1. Let z ke a bounded periodic function with period 2 and ktw ke a
continuous and integrablk function such that w ism onotone in the tails. Then, asn ! 1 and

h! 0, wehave

h B z

X w (h l(Xj x)) ! z@du wu)dug(): 32)

P roof
Notethatthedensity g= k f ofX iscontinuousandbounded.For 1 <u< 1l ,0 y<2
and M < u, we have by a Rigm ann sum approxin ation of the integral of g over the interval

M ;u],
Z

X (2 it y)h+x
PM <X WY, V)= g)dt+ O )
iM < @ #yh+x u 2 Dx
X y X
= th(i;h)"‘o(h)zz— 2 hg(in)+ O ()
iM < 2 i+y)h+x u iM < 2 i+ y)h+x u
Z u
Yy Yy
- gu)du+ o(l) = > Gu GM™)+ o@);
M

where ;; isa pointon the nterval Pi h+ x;2i h+ yh+ x] Rih+ x;23+ 1) h+ x].

Forarbitrary > 0 chooseM ( ) suchthatG ™M ( )) =P X M())% and ry ( ) such

that forn ng( ) wehave PM ()< X u;y y) 21 Gwm GM™M ())J % . Then,



forn  ne( ),

PX wYy y) PM()<X W% Vv)J

FPM()<X WY oy =G GM (NI

2
+j21<G(u) G M () 21G(u>j
1 y
PX M ()% ytg +GM ()

Hencelm P X u;Y, y)= ;-G (u), which proves [3)).
To prove [32) write
Xj X

wh "&X; x)
u X
h

wh '@ x))gw)du

h zW)w h v)gx+ hv)dv

= h zit+ 2 Dwh £+ 2 i))gk+ ht+ 2 i))dt

- 2 © ©Odg
= 2— Z ;

where
X

th=2 h wh €+ 2 D)gx+hEc+ 2 1): 33)
27
Wih ;€ =h €+ 2 i fori2 Z,wehave
X
®=2h w(i®)gk+h ;@)
2z <
= g®)2 h w(i®)+ 2 h w(i)gx+h' 0)) g&)): 34)
7 27
LetM > 0 be such that ¢jishcreasngon ( 1 ; M ]Jand decreasngon M ;1 ). Then,
for0 t 2 ,wehave

X X Z M
2 h W (i®)J 2 h (i@ ))J+ O k) F@Fu+ o) @5
i M Li@) M 1
and
X X Z
2 h F(:i®)J 2 h W (:0))3+ 0 k) @@ Pu+ o@d): (3.6)
L. M 1:0) M M



T he convergence ofthe sum to the Integral follow s from the approxin ation from below ofw by
a step function and the dom inated convergence theoram . The o(1) term s in [3.H) and [3.8) can
be chosen such that they do not depend on t.

M oreover, note that

X
2h (1 ®)3! I () Pu; 3.7)

it M < ;®)<M M

uniform Iy fort in [0;2 ], by the continuity ofw and R iem ann sum approxin ation.
By the bounds [31) and [3.8), and the uniform convergence in [3X7), one can show

X 21
2 h (107! I () Fu; 3.8)
7 1
uniform Iy fortin [0;2 ]. Sin ilarly one can show
X Z
2 h w(;@)! w (u)du; 3.9)
7 1

R

uniform Iy fortin 0;2 ], which inpliesthatthe rstterm in[B4) convergesto g (x) w u)du,

1
uniform Iy ortin 0;2 ]. Sihce g isuniPm Iy continuouswe have g+ ht ;&) gx)! O,

uniom ¥ riand twith M < ;) < M . Using 33), 8 and [Z8) one can show that
Rl

the second tem in [3) vanishes, uniform Iy fort .n 0;2 ]. Hence () ! g®) | w@)duy,
uniform Iy In t.
Finally we get
Z 2
1 Xy X 1 1
h Ez w (h Xy x))=— z (k) @{©dt
h 2
1 Z 2 Z 1
' — z (u)du w )dugx); (3.10)
2 0 1
which com pletes the proof ofthe Lemm a. 2

32 Proofs of Theorem s[Z.1, 222 and

W e can derive a bound on the error in substituting E fOrE, i the terms 223) and 2I10).

T he proof is given in Section [4.
Lemma 3.2.If0< 2,asn! 1 andh ! 0, we have aln ost surely

Eg,cos —h 'E,X; x) Egos —h 'EX; x) =0h)



and
Eg,sh —h 'E,X; x) Egsh —-h 'EX; x) =0h);

n

where E is a standard exponential random variabk.

W e can now approxin ate f,,, ®) E fi, ). W e have

fon ®)  E fapn )
ch) X
— Escos(S=h)X; x)) EEgcos(S=h)K; x))

nh
j=1
ch) X’ X x
= cos —2 Eg,0s —h 'E,X; x)
j=1
. x] X 1
s n EEnsjrl —h En(x] X)
Xy X 1
E o©os h Eg,c0os —h "E,; X5 Xx)
. X5 X 1
+ E SN EEHSII —h En(xj X)
ch) X’ X x
=ﬁ cos J E z cos —h lE(Xj X)
j=1
. Jj X 1
sin Eg sn —h "E X5 Xx)
X5y X 1
E o©os o E g cos —h E X5 x)
. X5 X . 1
+ E sh a0 E g sin —h "E X5 x)

1 L
+0p p=h? e = . (311)
n

T he order of the ram ainder term follow s from the fact that it is equal to an average of inde-

pendent temm s, each ofwhich is equalto the sum of

C(h) Xj X 1 Xj X 1
ws ——— Eg,c0os —h E,X; x) oS N E z cos —h E X5 x)

h h

ch) . Xj X . 1 . Xj X . 1
Eg,sn —h "E, X5 Xx) sin E s sin —h 'ESXy x) 5
h h h
m inus their expectations. The variances of these tem s are of order ch)?0 h? )=( *h?) by
2g20=h) =) py [ZH). Hence the variance of the average is

Lemm al3J, which is of order 0 h*

10



oforder0O (% h? 2&20M) =) which yields the order of the rem ainder term [3.1l) by the M arkov
nequality.
A straightforward com putation yields

Ezoos  —h 'EX; %) = 5o orrammerial L "Xy oox)
J
and
, h "®X5 x)

Besh  —h TEX; %) = Somgo e m s Wb TRy 0

where
2 u
W1(u)=T2uZ and Wz(U)= TZuZ:

N ote that w,; and w, are continuous bounded fiinctions with w; @)* + w, @)° = w, ). Note
also that w, is not integrable, so we can not apply Lemm a 31l directly for w = w,. However,
since w, is integrable for > 1, it tums out that we can circum vent this problem .

De ne the random variabls V5 as

Xj X 1 . Xj X 1
Vhy = COs wih “"X5 x)) shn n woh “X5 x))
= cosiWp)wih '®; x) sh¥)w.h ‘&5 x)): 342)
Then
1 X 1
fon ) Efnh<x>=i;); Vn;3  EVag)+ Op p;hZ tel™ = (313)

j=1
To prove our three theoram s we w ill check the Lyapounov condition ﬁ)r%P rjlzl Vn;y  EVngs)
to be asym ptotically nom al, ie. forsome > 0 we have to check
E ¥y EVasF'
n ?Var(V,;)* ~
W e w ill check this condition for equalto two. Note that by the lnequality a+ b 2P (p¥+
PF)ip OwehaveE (Vo3 EVhg)i= 4BV, + EVyy)).

! 0: (314)

Forl < 2 the factorh ! vanishes. Hence, by Lenma[31l, we have h  'X ;Yy,) P
(0;U). Since we are dealing w ith bounded continuous filnctions of (h X ;Y,) we also have

EVys=E (osW)wih '®y x) sh@)w,bh '®5 X))
! E (cos@U)w,:(0) sn@U)w,(0))=20

and

11



EV)y=E (su)wih "®; x) sh@)w,b "®K; x)*

| E (cos@)w; 0) sn@)w,0)° = E cosU)’ = L;’;
T he asym ptotic variance is given by
Var(,;;) = EVY2,  EV,;3)° ! E (osU)w; (0) sih@U)w,(0)*=E cosU)” = %:

Let us check [BI14) with equalto two. Indeed we have

E ¥ny EVasd _ 0@
n VarVy;y))? nE+ o())?

! 0: 3.15)

P P
This showsthat% rjl:l Vn;3 E Vyj;) and C(i) 1 rjl:l Vo;i E V) are asym ptotically nom ally

P
. . . t ..
distrbuted. The asym ptotic variance of <~ h) 2 1 ,W.3 EV,,;) isgiven by
ch) 1% 1 ch)? 11 2, , 2(1=h) =
var S e s < L vam Lt e e
by Lemm a 2.

Now consider C auchy deconvolution where equalsone. By Lanm a3, sihce we are dealing

w ith bounded continuous fiinctions of X ;Y ), we have

EV,;=E (osfp)w; X x) shpw, X X))

E (osUw; X x) sh@U)w,X x))=0
and
EV..=FE (s{u)w; X x) shy)w,®X x))*

I E (osU)wi ®  x) sn@)w, X x))°:
T he asym ptotic variance of V,,;5 is given by

Var(\/n,.j) =E Vnz;j (E Vn;j)2

! E (osU)w; X x) sh@U)w,X x))°

E cosU)’Ew; X £<)2+ E sh@)’Ew, X x)°

lE ® ) 1 1
2 ! 2 1+ 2@ x)

5 g@)du:

P
A s above this show s that [314) issatis ed for equalto two. Hence rjlzl(\/n,.j E V,;;) and
P

C—G;) % rjl: 1 Vi E V) are asym ptotically nom ally distributed. T he asym ptotic variance of

12



C_(}}ll)% ril=1(vn,3 E V,;5) is given by
ch) 1 X
var — - — Vn;3 EVny)
=1 .
1c(h)2V _ 1 ,0m 1 2 wa 517
= — arVy; — ¢ — u)du:
n 2h2 A 22 1+ 2@ x2°
by Lenm a [2]1.

Note that, if 0< < 1,the factorh ! divergesto n nity. In this case we have

x 41

wih ‘X3 x)w,h Ty ox)'

4 x 1 X5
EV),= | Eoos —— ( D *sn =
=0

Sihoe, for 1= 0;1;:::;4, the functions w%w;1 Lare Integrable and m onotone In the tails, by
Lemma3l we get

EV,,=0h" ): (318)
By a sin iarargum ent wehave EV,2; = O ' ),andhence EV,;5)* EV7)*=0 0" ? )=
okt ).

Next ket us consider Var(Vy ;) = EV,; € Vy;5)°. Using the nequality above forp= 3=2,
the fact that w, ~ is integrable, and Lemm a3, we get E Va7 2= 0 @' ). By the Jensen
inequality wehave £V, ;577 € Va;3°° E Vusd P and o EVig)® (B VoI 7)) =
0 h*3% )).M oreover, by [3J) we get

Z
Xy x 2 1 2_ 1.4 2 1.
E (cos o wyh X5 x))= 2h wiU)dugx)+ ot ):
Sin flarly we have
X: x 2 1 2
E (sih jh wo (X x>>2=5hl w, )’dug )+ o' ):
and
hlEooszijnijw(hl(x. 1.
n 1 5 xhweh TXy %))
22 2
= 5 sin @) cosu)du wi (U)w, @)dug ) + o(hl )=o(hl ):
0
Hence
EVZ.=E ooszXw(hl(X o X3 % ! ’
nyg = n 1 5 X)) sin N ZW2Ch X5 x))
Z
l 1 2 2 1 1 1 1
= Eh Wi+ wi))dugx)+ oh )=§h wiudugx)+ oh™ )

h' gx)+ oh' );

13



and
1 1 1 @=3) @ 1 1 1
Var(V, ;) = > h® gx)+oh” )+ Ot )) = > h® gx)+ oh” ): (3.19)

Finally we check [314) with equalto two. Indeed we have

. ) 1
E Yoy EVasd _ o& ) “o 2o (3.20)
nvar(y,;;))? n(%— ht gx)+ oh! ))? nh

P P
This show s that = L Wn; E V) and C(i) r_lP L, Wny EVy,) areasym ptotically nom ally
distributed. T he asym ptotic variance of <& 1

n

i=1 (vn;j E Vn;j) is given by

ch) 1 X 1 ch)?
Var — — nyy EVhs) = — VarV,,
h n o (V i ,]) n 2h2 (V ,l)
1 *p? 2(1=h) = 1 ht x) 1 1h 1_2(=h) = ®)
— 55 € —— = ——— e :
n 2 2h? 2 g 2 n g

by Lenm a2l and [319).

It is easy to check that in all three cases the approxin ation error [3.1]l) is of an aller order
than the asym ptotic standard deviation in the theorem s, provided > 1=3. Hence thiserror is
Indeed negligble. 2

4 Proofs ofthe lem m as

41 ProofofLemm all.dl

Note that, form = 0;1; ,and any 0< < 1,
Z
e “ds=0@ ™7 )=o0oh’ "™ 7 ):
0

The exponent 3 is airly arbitrary but it su ces for our purposes. By Lemma 35 ofVan Es
and Uh (2001) we have
Z 1
S 2e"™ T ds= —he*™ T + oh ™ 7 ):

14



By applying Integration by partstwice we get, or0< < 1,

Z Z 1
sme(s:h) “ds= —h g +1 _h_S le(s:h) = ds
h o i Z o
= —h & "= (m +1) & e T ds
= _h an +1e(s:h) = m +1) —h & 2 +le(s:h) =
Z

1
m 2 +1) & 2P =gs

- _h e(l=h) = _ Qn + l)hz e(l=h) =
+— (m +1m 2 + Db’ e T +oh’ "™ 7):

Hence

+— m +Dm 2 + 1R e+ om® e Ty, @1)

T his expansion is used repeatedly in the ram ainder of the proof.
Form = Oweget

z
ch) = 1e(szh’ “ds=—he"™ " ¢+ —z( Dh? e =
° 3
+— @ )@ 2 e T +om’ e T ); 42)
which proves [20).
Furthemore,using (1+ x) =1 x+ x*+ ox®?) Prx # 0, we have
1 2 1

— =—h e ™= 14 _( 1n +—a Y@ 2 )h? + oh?

2

= —h e M 1 —( Dh —a )yl 2 )h?

2 2
+ —( Dh+—=@ )@ 2)* +ohk®)

2
= —h e 1 —( Dh +—( )h? + om? ) : @ 3)

T
=2
Il
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Hence, by ) form = 1 and [Z3),

1 21
ES= —  seM = gs
ch) 0
2
= 1 —( Dh + —( a2 + o?) 1 —¢ )h
2
+—@ )@ 2)h® +oh)
2
= 1 —h +—=¢ 2 )h? + o?); @ 4)

which proves [2.4).
Sin ilarly, by ) orm = 2 and [£3),

1 %
ES’= — s*e®™ T ds
ch) ,
2
= 1 —( Dh+—( *n° +o@)
2
1 —-@ )h+—=@ )B 2)h° +ok*)
2
= 1 2-h +—(6 4)h® +oh®): (4.5)

Finally, by [£4) and [£3) we get

VarS = ES? ES)?
2 2 2
1 2-h + —(6 4 )Yh? + oh?) 1 —h +—=@ 2 )h? + oh?)

2
1 —2h2 +oh? );

which proves 221). 2

42 ProofofLemm al3J

Let , = h “?=lgh denote a sequence of positive (for h < 1) numbers converging to zero.
N ote that for £jan allenough we have

1
T 1+ v 1 3 17k5
Wiht= hwv=,r , h = v 0O,wehave , t 0,and Prn lJarge enough
1 . . .
—— 14+ —hwv 1 J 1+h 3
h v

16



11 _ ,
o 1+ —h v 1 v j 13h+v?

T his in plies that for these values of v, and n large enough,

I, e 7 13

h ) 11
= —— exp — — 1+ —h v 1 v 1
ch) h
h _ 11
— " ")V eyp == 1+ -h v 1 v 1
ch) h
+ il ——h el=(h’j
ch)
h o ,,11
2——e - — 1+ —h v 1 v +0h)
ch) h

h
2———e "9 13+h v+ 0 h)

w here the rem ainder tem s do not depend on v.

Now note that

Z (= Z (=
e, v) ' 3v fo W)dv+ e n(7 0P
(=)h (=)h
and, by LenmalZdl,ushg 1+s) 1 ( ~1)sfor 1 s O,
Z z
n(=h 1=(h ) a(=)h
fr, V)dv= —L l=(h )@+ (=)h v gy
(=) ch) (=)h
Z Z
= —h @1+ o0o@) =)@ Dygs _h (14 o)) Q= (h (" Dsyg
1 1
T(l_i_o(l))e n(=)("1Lh =0h):

17



Because the absolute value of the cosine isbounded by one we get

Eg,os —h 'E,X; %) Egocs —h 'EX; x)
z
Ie, V) €I 1,060 Fv
Z Z (-
= I, &) e dv+ e’'dv
(=)h 1
z 0 Z n(=)h
= Fe. e ¥ 1Edv+ fe v) vt e (TR
n(=)h (=)h
Z 0

3
Zhv+0h ) edv+0oh )=0h );
n(=)h

which proves the rst statem ent ofthe lemm a.
T he second statem ent can be proved sin ilarly. 2

A cknow ledgm ent Theresearch ofthe second authorhasbeen  nanced by theN ether-
lands O rganization for the A dvancem ent of Scienti c Ressarch NWW O).
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