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V O LAT ILIT Y EST IM AT O R S FO R D ISC R ET ELY SA M P LED

LEV Y P R O C ESSES

By Yacine A��t-Sahalia1 and Jean Jacod2

Princeton University and Universit�e de Paris-6

This paper provides rate-e�cient estim ators ofthe volatility param eter

in the presence ofL�evy jum ps.

1. Introduction. In this paper,we continue the study started in [2],about

the estim ation ofparam eters when one observes a L�evy process X at n regularly

spaced tim es� n;2� n;:::;n� n,with � n going to 0 asn ! 1 .In ourearlierpaper,

we were concerned with the asym ptotic behavior ofthe Fisher inform ation,with

the objective ofestablishing a benchm ark forwhate�cient estim ators are able to

achievein thatcontext.Now,wewish to exhibitestim atorswhich both achievethat

rate and can beexplicitly com puted.

W ewantto estim atea positiveparam eter�;which wecallvolatility,in them odel

(1) X t= �W t+ Yt;

whereW isastandard W ienerprocessor,m oregenerally,asym m etricstableprocess

ofindex �,and theprocessY isanotherL�evy processwithoutW ienerpartand with

jum ps\dom inated" in a sense we m ake precise below by those ofW .Allowing for

jum psisofgreatinterestin m athem atical�nance,in thediversecontextsofoption
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2 YACINE AIT-SAHALIA AND JEAN JACO D

pricing,testing for the presence ofjum ps in asset prices,interest rate m odelling,

risk m anagem ent,optim alportfolio choice,stochasticvolatility m odelling orforthe

purposeofbetterdescribing assetreturnsdata (see thereferencescited in [2]).

O uraim isto constructestim ators for� which behave underthe m odel(1)\as

wellas" underthe m odel

(2) X t= �W t;

asym ptotically as � n ! 0 and n ! 1 .This is in line with the results of [2],

in which we proved that property for the Fisher inform ation.In other words,we

want to be able to estim ate the volatility param eter � at the sam e rate when Y;

a jum p perturbation ofW ;is present as when it is not.In som e applications,Y

m ay represent frictions that are due to the m echanics ofthe trading process,or

in the case ofcom pound Poisson jum psit m ay represent the infrequentarrivalof

relevantinform ation related to the asset.G iven thatboth W and Y contribute to

the overallobserved noise in X ;itisnota prioriobviousthatitshould bepossible

to estim ate � equally well(atleastin the rate sense)with and withoutY:Beyond

therobustnessto m isspeci�cation risk thatsuch a resulta�ords,italso forinstance

pavestheway forrisk m anagem entoroption hedging thatisableto targetthe\W

risk" (continuouswhen � = 2)separately from the \Y risk" (discontinuous).

W e distinguish between a param etric case,where the law ofY is known,and a

sem iparam etric case,whereitisnot.W eshow that,in theparam etriccase,onecan

�nd estim atorswhich areasym ptotically e�cientin theCram er{Raosense,m eaning

thattheasym ptoticestim ation varianceisequivalentasn ! 1 totheinverseofthe

Fisherinform ation for the m odel(2)withoutthe perturbation Y .Thisispossible

when the law ofY is com pletely known.In the sem iparam etric case,where that

law isunknown,obtaining asym ptotically e�cientestim atorsrequires� n to go fast

enough to 0;butwe can then exhibitestim ators thatare e�cient uniform ly when

thelaw ofY staysin a setsu�ciently separated from thelaw ofW .And in general
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wecan exhibitalargeclassofestim atorswhich areconsistentand achieveaspeci�ed

rate (although notthee�cientrate).

A distinctivefeatureofthepresentpaperisthatweconstructestim atorswhich are

assim pleaspossibleto im plem ent.Forexam ple,in theparam etricsituation where

the law ofY isknown,one can in principle com pute the M LE,which is ofcourse

e�cient.In practice,thisishardly feasible,asthe likelihood function derived from

theconvolution ofthedensitiesofW and Y willin m ostsituationsnotbeavailable

in closed form .So weprovidea num berofother{ m uch sim pler{ estim atorswhich

arenotasgood (in thesenseofnotreachingtheCram er-Raolowerbound in general)

butnottoo bad either(in thesenseofachieving thee�cientrateofconvergence).

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2,wespecify ourestim ating setting.

Section 3 is devoted to estim ating equations:the estim ators we propose allfallin

thatclassand we state a generalresultwhich coversthem all.Sections4 and 5 are

devoted to the param etric and sem iparam etric cases respectively.Som e exam ples

aredeveloped in Section 6,7,8 and 9,whereweconsiderspeci�ctypesofestim ating

equationssuch astheem piricalcharacteristicfunction ,powervariationsand power

variationswith truncation.

2. T he setting. W ith X 0 = 0,we observe n i.i.d.increm ents from the L�evy

process(1),

(3) �
n
i = X i� n

� X (i� 1)� n
:

W isa sym m etricstable processofindex � 2 (0;2],characterized by

(4) E(eiuW t)= e
� tjuj�=2

sothat,when � = 2;W isastandard W ienerprocess.Theparam etertobeestim ated

is�,and wewillsingleouttwo situationsconcerning theparam eterspace�:either

�= (0;1 ),or� isa com pactsubsetof(0;1 ).
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The law ofY (as a process) is entirely speci�ed by the law G � ofthe variable

Y� for any given � > 0.W e write G = G 1,and we recallthat the characteristic

function ofG � isgiven by theL�evy-K hintchine form ula

(5) E(eivY� )= exp�

�

ivb�
cv2

2
+

Z

F (dx)
�
e
ivx � 1� ivx1fjxj� 1g

�
�

where (b;c;F )isthe \characteristic triple" ofG (or,ofY ):b2 R isthe driftofY;

and c � 0 the localvariance ofthe continuous partofY;and F is the L�evy jum p

m easureofY ,which satis�es
R �

1^ x2
�
F (dx)< 1 :W ewilldenoteby P �;G thelaw

oftheprocessX .

W em akeY \dom inated" by W in thefollowing sense:G belongsto theclassG�,

de�ned asfollows.Let�rst� be the class ofallincreasing and bounded functions

� : (0;1]! R + having lim x#0�(x)= 0.Then we set

G(�;�) = the setofallin�nitely divisibledistributionswith c= 0 and,forall x 2 (0;1];

(6)

then

8
<

:

x�F ([� x;x]c)� �(x) if � < 2

x2F ([� x;x]c)� �(x) and
R

fjyj� xg
jyj2F (dy)� �(x) if � = 2;

(7) G0(�;�) = fG 2 G(�;�); G issym m etricalabout0g;

(8) G� = [�2� G(�;�); G0� = [�2� G0(�;�);

and we have

(9)8
<

:

� 2 (0;2] ) G� = fG isin�nitely divisible; c= 0; lim x#0x
�F ([� x;x]c)= 0g

� = 2 ) G2 = fG isin�nitely divisible; c= 0g:
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Now we recallsom e results from [2].The variable W 1 adm its a C
1 density h�,

which isdi�erentiable in the state variable (the derivative isdenoted by h0
�
).Then

we set

(10)

�h�(w)= h�(w)+ wh
0
�(w);

eh�(w)=
�h�(w)

2

h�(w)
; h�(w)=

wh0
�
(w)

h�(w)
; I(�)=

Z

eh�(w)dw;

so in fact I(�) is the Fisher inform ation when we estim ate � on the basis ofthe

single observation �W 1 and for the param eter value � = 1.The functions�h� and

eh� and h� arealso C
1 ,and satisfy forsom e constantc�:

(11)8
<

:

� < 2 ) h�(w)+ j�h�(w)j+ jeh�(x)j�
c�

1+ jw j1+ � ; jh�(w)j� c�;

� = 2 ) �h�(w)= (1� w 2)h�(w);
eh�(x)= (1� w 2)2 h�(w); h�(w)= � w 2;

and ofcourseh2(w)= e� w
2=2=

p
2�,so in particularI(�)= 2.

Ifwe have a single observation X � there is a (�nite) Fisher inform ation for es-

tim ating �,which we denote by I� (�;G ).W ith n observed increm ents the corre-

sponding Fisherinform ation becom es

(12) In;� n
(�;G )= nI� n

(�;G ):

Them ain resultof[2],asfarastheparam eter� isconcerned,issum m arized in the

following:

T heorem 1. a)IfG 2 G� we have as�! 0:

(13) I� (�;G )!
1

�2
I(�):

b)Forany � 2 � we have as�! 0:

(14) sup
G 2G(�;�)

�
�
�
�I� (�;G )�

I(�)

�2

�
�
�
�! 0:

c) For each n let G n be the standard sym m etric stable law of index �n, with

�n a sequence strictly increasing to �.Then for any sequence � n ! 0 such that
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(� � �n)log� n ! 0 (i.e.the rate atwhich � n ! 0 isslow enough),the sequence of

num bersI� n
(�;Gn)convergesto a lim itwhich isstrictly lessthan I(�)=�2.

Part(a)ofthe above theorem and (12)hinttowardsthe existence ofestim ators

b�n such that
p
n (b�n � �)convergesto a centered G aussian variable with variance

�2=I(�)underP�;G,when G 2 G� isknown:thisisthe param etric situation,and

wewillproposesuch estim atorsin Section 4 below.In thesem iparam etricsituation

where G is unknown,(c) suggests that we cannot achieve the sam e rate,unless,

as given in (b),we know that G is in the class G(�;�) for som e � < � and som e

function � 2 �.

Asa m atter offact,we can do slightly better.If�(x)= � > 0 forallx,we can

stillde�neG(�;�)by (6),although � nolongerbelongsto�.W edenotesuch aclass

by G(�;�),thatiswe introduce the notation (we do notneed to distinguish � < 2

and � = 2 here):

(15)

G(�;�) = the setofallin�nitely divisible distributionswith c= 0 and,forall x 2 (0;1];

then x�F ([� x;x]c)� �;

(16) G
0
(�;�) = fG 2 G(�;�); G issym m etricalabout0g;

(17) G� = [�> 0G(�;�); G
0

� = [�> 0G
0
(�;�):

Theconnection with thepreviousclassesisasfollows:

(18) G(�;�)� G(�(1);�); G� � G� � \�0> �G�0; G2 = G2:

Forexam ple,G0 istheclassofallG ’sforwhich Y isa puredrift(Yt= bt),whereas

G0 is the class ofallG ’s for which Y is a com pound Poisson process plus a drift.

Also,any stable processY with index � < 2 belongsto G�,butnotto G�.



VO LATILITY ESTIM ATO RS FO R LEVY PRO CESSES 7

3. A boutestim ating equations. Thepracticalestim atorswewillproposefor

� are allobtained by setting an estim ating equation (also known as a generalized

m om ent condition) to zero.W e prove here a generalresult about the asym ptotic

propertiesofsuch estim ators,which willbeused severaltim esbelow.Sim ilargeneral

resultsforestim ating equationsareofcourseknown (seevariousform sin [5],[6]and

[7]),butweadaptthem heretooursettingwith assum ptions(by nom eansm inim al)

thataresu�cientin ourcontext.

Recallthat we want to estim ate a param eter � > 0.At stage n we observe pn

i.i.d.random variables�ni and introducetwo auxiliary variablesSn > 0and Q n 2 R .

Undertheassociated probability m easureP n;� wesupposethatthefam ilies(Sn;Q n)

and (�ni :1� i� pn)areindependent,and ofcoursepn ! 1 .Letusintroducethe

following conditions:

A ssum ption 1 (A 1).If�n ! � > 0 then Sn ! � in Pn;�n {probability.

A ssum ption 2 (A 2).If�n ! � > 0 then the sequence (Q n jP n;�n )istight.

Next we consider two fam ilies (fn;s;q)s> 0 and (H n;s)s> 0;q2R offunctions on R

and (0;1 ) respectively,to be speci�ed later but with adequate integrability and

sm oothnessproperties,and weassociate the estim ating function

(19) Un;s;q(u)=
1

pn

pnX

i= 1

(fn;s;q(�
n
i)� H n;s(u)):

In thisexactly-identi�ed context,weset

(20) b�n(s;q)=

8
<

:

the u > 0 with Un;s;q(u)= 0 which isclosestto s ifitexists

1 otherwise

(ifUn;s;q = 0 hastwo closestsolutionsatequaldistance ofs,we selectthe sm allest

one).W e also set

(21) Fn;s;q(�)= En;�(fn;s;q(�
n
i)); F

(2)
n;s;q(�)= En;�(fn;s;q(�

n
i)

2):
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Notein particularthatwearenotassum ingthattheestim atingequation iscorrectly

centered:correct centering would requiring using Fn;s;q instead ofH n;s:H n;s m ay

be equalto Fn;s;q;but can also be just an approxim ation to it (in which case we

willtalk about\approxim atecentering")thatm ay forinstancebevalid asn ! 1 .

Incorrectcenteringleadstoestim atorsthatareasym ptotically biased,although that

e�ectcan bem itigated asn ! 1 ifH n;s approxim atesFn;s;q (seeAssum ption (B5)

below).

Letusnow lista seriesofassum ptionson thepreviousfunctions:

A ssum ption 3 (B 1).W ehavesupn� 1;s> 0;q2R kfn;s;qk
4=pn < 1 ,wherekfk isthe

sup{norm .

A ssum ption 4 (B 2). H n;s iscontinuously di�erentiable.

A ssum ption 5 (B 3).Foralls> 0 there isa di�erentiable function F s on (0;1 ),

such thatwhenever sn ! s then H n;;sn and H 0
n;sn

converge locally uniform ly to F s

and F
0

s respectively.

A ssum ption 6 (B 4). F
0

s(s)6= 0 foralls> 0.

A ssum ption 7 (B 5).F
(2)
n;sn ;qn(un)convergestoalim itF

(2)(u)foranytwosequences

un and sn converging to the sam e lim itu > 0 and any bounded sequence qn.

A ssum ption 8 (B 6).Thereisasequencewn ! + 1 suchthatsupn wnjFn;sn ;qn(un)�

H n;sn(un))j< 1 foranytwo sequencesun and sn convergingto thesam elim itu > 0

and any bounded sequence qn:

Then wehave thefollowing:

T heorem 2. Assum e (A1),(A2)and (B1){(B6).

a)Thesequence((wn

V p
pn)(b�n(Sn;Q n)� �n))istightunderP n;�,uniform ly in

n and in � in any com pactsubsetof(0;1 ).
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b)Ifwn=
p
pn ! 1 ,then the sequence (

p
pn (b�n(Sn;Q n)� �n))convergesin law

under P n;�,uniform ly in � in any com pactsubsetof(0;1 ),towards the centered

norm aldistribution with variance �2(�):=
�
F (2)(�)� F�(�)

2
�
=F

0

�(�)
2.

W e devote the rem ainderofthissection to proving thistheorem .First,we state

a lem m a which gatherssom eclassicallim ittheorem son i.i.d.triangulararrays.For

each n let (�ni :i= 1;:::;qn)be real{valued and i.i.d.random variables,possibly

de�ned on di�erentprobability spaces(
 n;Fn;P n)when n varies.Then:

Lem m a 1. Assum e that�ni is square{integrable,and set
n = E n(�
n
i) and �n =

E n((�
n
i)

2)� 
2n.Ifpn ! 1 and �n=pn ! 0,we have

(22)
1

pn

pnX

i= 1

�
n
i � 
n

L
2(P n )
�! 0:

Furtherm ore if�n ! � forsom e lim it�> 0 and ifE(j� n
ij
4)=pn ! 0,we have

(23)
p
pn

 

1

pn

pnX

i= 1

�
n
i � 
n

!

L(P n )
�! N (0;�):

In thenextthreelem m aswesupposethat�n ! � > 0,and wewritePn = P n;�n .

Lem m a 2. Letsn ! � and letqn be a bounded sequence.

a)The sequence
�
(wn

V p
pn)Un;sn ;qn(�n)jP n

�
istight.

b)Ifwn=
p
pn ! 1 then

p
pn Un;sn ;qn(�n)

L(P n )
�! N (0;F (2)(�)� F�(�)

2):

Proof. W e have Un;sn;qn(�n)=
1

pn

P pn
i= 1

�ni,where foreach n the �ni’sare i.i.d.with

m ean and variance given by


n = Fn;sn ;qn(�n)� H n;sn(�n); �n = F
(2)
n;sn ;qn

(�n)� Fn;sn ;qn(�n)
2
;
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and further j�nij� �n for num bers �n satisfying �4n=pn ! 0 by (B1).Now (B6)

yields that 
n ! 0,hence (B3) yields Fn;sn ;qn(�n) ! F �(�).O n the other hand,

(B5)im pliesF
(2)
n;sn ;qn(�n)! F (2)(�).

Thereforeitfollowsfrom (23)that

(24)
p
pn (Un;sn ;qn(�n)� 
a)

L(P n )
�! N (0;F (2)(�)� F�(�)

2);

and since supn wnj
nj< 1 by (B6),we readily getthetwo results.

Lem m a 3. a)The sequence ((wn

V p
pn)Un;Sn ;Q n

(�n)jP n)istight.

b) If wn=
p
pn ! 1 , the sequence (

p
pn Un;Sn ;Q n

(�n) j P n) converges in law

towardsthe centered norm aldistribution with variance F (2)(�)� F�(�)
2.

Proof. a)LetV (n;s;q)= (wn

V p
pn)Un;;s;q(�n).The previouslem m a im pliesthat

assoon asthe determ inistic sequencesn convergesto �,wehave forallB > 0:

(25)

lim
A ! 1

sup
n� 1

uA ;B (n;sn)= 0; where uA ;B (n;s)= sup
jqj� B

P n(jV (n;s;q)j> A):

Ifthe sequence (V (n;Sn;Q n) jP n) is not tight,there exists an in�nite sequence

nk such thatP nk(jV (nk;Snk;Q nk)j> A)� 1=A forsom e A > 0 and,up to taking

a further subsequence stilldenoted by nk we can assum e by (A1) that Snk ! �

pointwise.Since (Sn;Q n)isindependentofthe fam ily (V (n;s;q);s> 0;q 2 R ),we

get

P nk(jV (nk;Snk;Q nk)j> A)� P nk(jQ nkj> B )+ E nk(uA ;B (nk;Snk))):

Then (25)and Lebesgue’sTheorem im ply that

lim sup
k

P nk(jV (nk;Snk;Q nk)j> A)� sup
n

P n(jQ nj> B )

forallB > 0 and,in view of(A2),wededucethatlim supk P nk(jV (nk;Snk;Q nk)j>

A)= 0:thiscontradictsthede�nition ofthe sequencenk,and wehave theresult.
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b)Letusdenote by V a variable with law � = N (0;F(2)(�)� F�(�)).Let�n;s;q

be the law ofV (n;s;q):=
p
pn Un;s;q(�n).The claim am ountsto proving that,for

allbounded continuousfunctionsg,we have

(26) E n (g(V (n;Sn;Q n))) ! E(g(V )):

Forthis,itisenough to prove thatfrom any subsequenceonecan extracta further

subsequencealong which (26)holds.So,in view of(A1)and (A2)itisno restriction

to assum ethatin fact(Sn;Q n)convergesin law to (�;Q )forsom e variableQ .

In fact,due to the independenceof(Sn;Q n)and (W 0(n;s;q):s > 0;q 2 R ),we

can replacethepair(Sn;Q n)in theleftsideof(26)byany otherpair(S
0
n;Q

0
n)having

the sam e law than (Sn;Q n) and stillindependent of(W 0(n;s;q) :s > 0;q 2 R ).

Therefore,using theSkorokhod representation theorem ,wecan indeed assum ethat

(Sn;Q n)convergespointwiseto (�;Q ).Then

E n (g(V (n;Sn;Q n)))= E n

�Z

�n;Sn ;Q n
(dx)g(x))

�

:

Since Sn ! � and Q n ! Q ,one deduces from Lem m a 2{(b) that the sequence
R
�n;Sn;Q n

(dx)g(x)convergespointwiseto
R
�(dx)g(x)= E(g(V )),and itisbounded

by kgk,so Lebesgue’sTheorem yields(26).

Lem m a 4. The sequence b�n convergesin P n{probability to �.

Proof. Exactlyasin thepreviousproof,withoutlossofgenerality wecan assum ethat

thepair(Sn;Q n)convergespointwiseto (�;Q )with Q a suitablerandom variable.

Lem m a 3 im pliesthatUn;Sn ;Q n
(�n)! 0 in probability (recallthatboth wn and

pn go to in�nity).O bservethat

Un;Sn ;Q n
(u)� Un;Sn;Q n

(�n)= H n;Sn(�n)� H n;Sn(u);

which by (B3)converges(pointwise)locally uniform lyin u towardsH (u):= F �(�)�

F �(u).HenceUn;Sn ;Q n
(u)alsoconvergeslocally uniform lyin u towardsH (u),in P n{

probability.Butby (B4)thefunction H isnullat� and iseitherstrictly decreasing
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orstrictly increasing in a neighborhood of�:then thede�nition (20)ofb�n(Sn;Q n)

im m ediately givestheresult.

Finally,we prove Theorem 2:

ProofofTheorem 2.Asusual,to getthe localuniform ity in � forthe tightnessin

(a)ortheconvergencein (b),itisenough toobtain thetightness(resp.convergence)

underPn = Pn;�n for any sequence �n ! � > 0.Let uswrite for sim plicity b�n =

b�n(Sn;Q n)and Un = Un;Sn ;Q n
.

By(B2),Un iscontinuously di�erentiable.W ededucefrom Lem m a 4theexistence

ofsetsA n with Pn(A n)! 1,such thaton A n wehaveU
0
n(b�n)= 0,and thusTaylor’s

form ula yieldsa random variable Tn taking itsvaluesbetween �n and b�n,and such

that

(27) Un(�n)= � (b�n � �n)U
0
n(Tn) on theset A n:

O bservethatU 0
n(Tn)= � H 0

n;Sn
(Tn),.SincebothSn and Tn convergein probability

to �,(B3)im pliesthatU 0
n(Tn)! � F

0

�(�)in probability.SinceF
0

�(�)6= 0 by (B4),

alltheresultsofourtheorem are now easily deduced from (27)and Lem m a 3.

W ith thisgeneralresultin hand,wenow turn to ourspeci�csituation:estim ating

� in thepresenceoftheL�evy processY;�rstwhen thelaw ofY isknown and second

when itisnot.

4. Estim ation of � in the param etric case. In this section,we study the

estim ation of� when the law ofY;i.e.,the m easure G 2 G�,is known.W e will

constructa classofestim ating equationsfor�,with �ni given by (3).
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4.1. Construction ofthe estim ators. In thesequelthenum ber� 2 (0;2]is�xed

and doesnotusually appearexplicitly in ournotation.A constant which depends

only on � and on another param eter
 isdenoted by C
,and itm ay change from

lineto line.IfG 2 G � with � � �,and with theassociated processY ,weset

(28)

b
0(G ;�)=

8
><

>:

b�
R

fjxj� 1g
xF (dx) if � < 1

b if � � 1;

Z� (�):= � � 1=�
�
Y� � b

0(G ;�)�
�

and weletG 0
�;�

denotethelaw ofZ� (�).Then wede�nethe\m odi�ed increm ents"

(recall(3)):

(29) �
0n
i (G )= � � 1=�

n (�ni � b
0(G ;�)� n):

Next,forany � 2 (0;2]and any � 2 � we setforx 2 (0;1):

(30) ��(x)=

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

�(x)

1� �
if � < 1

�(x)+
�(x)p
log(1=x)

+ �

�

1^ e�
p
log(1=x)

�

if � = 1

�(x)+
�(
p
x)

�� 1
+

�(1)

�� 1
x

�� 1

2 if � > 1:

Thisde�nesan increasing function �� : (0;1]! R + having � � �� and ��(x)! 0

asx ! 0.

Next,ifG 2 G � forsom e � � �,and u > 0 and v � 0 and z 2 R and ifk isa

bounded function,weset

(31) 	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)=

Z

h�(x)dx

Z

G
0
�;� (dw)k(ux + vw + z):

Finally,we introducethe\tailfunction"

(32)  (u)= P (jW 1j> 1=u)= 2

Z 1

1=u

h�(x)dx

foru > 0 (thisdependson �):itisC1 ,strictly increasing from 0 to 1,with non-

vanishing �rstderivative.So itsreciprocalfunction  � 1,from (0;1)into (0;1 ),is

also C 1 and strictly increasing.
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Recallthatwework hereundertheassum ption thatG 2 G � isknown,and so in

particularweknow b0(G ;�);wealso haveG 2 G (�;�)forsom e� 2 �.W eneed �rst

a prelim inary estim ator,which is constructed as follows.W e choose an arbitrary

sequencem n ofintegerssatisfying

(33) m n " 1 ;
m n

n
! 0

and,recalling (29)and (32),we set

(34)

Vn(G )=
1

m n

m nX

i= 1

1fj�0n
i
(G )j> 1g; Sn(G )=

8
><

>:

 � 1(Vn(G )) if 0 < Vn(G )< 1

1 otherwise:

To form an estim ating equation forthe construction ofthe �nalestim ator of�,

we choose a function k satisfying

(35) sup
x

jk(x)j

1+ jxj

< 1 ; I(k):=

Z

�h�(x)k(x)dx 6= 0;

wherethenum ber
 satis�es

(36) 
 � 0; � � 2 ) 
 <
�

2
:

Then weset

(37) kn(x)=

8
><

>:

k(x) ifk isbounded

k(x)1fjk(x)j� �n g otherwise;

where�n bean increasing sequenceofnum berssatisfying

(38) �n ! 1 ; �
2
n ��(�

1=�
n ) ! 0;

�4n

n
! 0;

and where�� isassociated with � (a function such thatG 2 G (�;�))by (30).Then,

with the notation pn = n � m n,and since each kn is bounded,we can de�ne the

following estim ation functions(foru > 0):

(39) Un;G ;�;k(u)=
1

pn

nX

i= m n + 1

kn

�
�0ni (G )

Sn(G )

�

� 	 G ;� n ;�;kn

�
u

Sn(G )
;

1

Sn(G )
;0

�

:
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Finally theestim atorsfor� are:

(40)

b�n(G ;�;k)=

8
><

>:

theu > 0 with Un;G ;�;k(u)= 0 which isclosestto Sn(G ) ifitexists

1 otherwise:

Asthe notation suggests,thisestim atordepend on G and on k in an obviousway,

and itdependson � through the choice forkn m ade in (38).Italso dependson �,

butwe leave thisdependency im plicitto avoid cluttering the notation.

4.2. Asym ptotic distribution in the param etric case. W ith the function k as in

(35),thefollowing de�nestwo �nitenum bers:

(41) J(k)= E(k(W 1)
2)� (E(k(W 1)))

2
; �2(k)=

J(k)

I(k)2
:

T heorem 3. Let� 2 �,and letk be a function satisfying (35) for som e 
 having

(36).Suppose also that� n ! 0.

a) The sequence
p
n (b�n(G ;�;k)� �)converges in law to N (0;�2�2(k)),under

P�;G,uniform ly in G 2 G (�;�)and in � 2 [";1="]forany "> 0.

b)W ehave�2(k)� 1=I(�),and thisinequality isan equality ifwechoosek = h�.

Now we give a num berofcom m entsand exam ples.

R em ark 1.In lightof(41),itisofcoursepossible/advisabletoselectthefunction k

to m inim ize�2(k):Thechoicek = h� isindeed possible:by(11)thefunction k = h�

satis�es (35) with 
 = 0 (resp.
 = 2) if� < 2 (resp.� = 2).Such a choice gives

asym ptoticallye�cientestim ators,in thestrongsensethattheybehaveasym ptotically

like the e�cientestim atorsforthe m odelX t= �W t (with no perturbing term Y ).

R em ark 2.Toputtheseestim atorsin usewewouldneedtonum ericallycom putethe

function 	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;0),fora singlevalueofv (either1or1=Sn(G )),and allvalues

ofu (in principle).Exceptin specialsituations(see forinstance Section 6),there is
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no closed form for this function,and we have to resortto num ericalintegration or

to M onte{Carlo techniques.Forthisitisofcourse helpfulto have a closed form for

k (or rather for the truncated kn).In general,this is notthe case for the function

k = h� (the optim alchoice),unless� = 2.

R em ark 3. Asan exam ple offunction k,we can take k(x)= jxjr,for som e r > 0

when � = 2 and r 2 (0;�=2) otherwise (when � = 2 and r = 2 this is the optim al

choicesinceh2(x)= � x2):thefunction 	 G ;� n;�;kn isstillnotexplicit,butitiseasily

approxim ated byM onte{Carlo techniques,atlastwhen Ytcan besim ulated,oritm ay

be available in closed form forsom e com m on distributions ofY .W e willdo thatin

som edetailin Section 7.In any event,the lim itingvarianceiseasy to com pute from

(41).

R em ark 4.Anotherpossibility isto usethe em piricalcharacteristic function ofthe

sam pled increm ents,which leads to an closed form expression for 	 G ;� n ;�;kn.This

willbe done in Section 6.

4.3. Som e prelim inaries. Here we gathersom e resultsfrom [2],and also about

the functions of(31),which willbe used to obtain the previous theorem and for

furtherresultsaswell.Firstwe recallLem m a 2 of[2]:forany � 2 �,and with the

notation (30),wehave for�� 1 and � � � and K � 0 and som econstantC = C �

depending on � only,

(42)

G 2 G(�;�); jg(x)j� K (1^ jxj) =) E(jg(Z� (�)j)� C K �
2(� � �)

� (2+ �)��(�
2+ �

� (2+ �)):

In facttheproofofthisresultalsoworkswhen �(x)= � forallx (with �� substituted

with a constant),thusgiving

(43) G 2 G(�;�); jg(x)j� K (1^ jxj) =) E(jg(Z� (�)j)� C K ��
2(� � �)

� (2+ �):

Thisisnotenough forourpurposes,atleastin thesem iparam etricsituation,and

we willneed also thenextlem m a aboutsym m etricalm easures:
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Lem m a 5.If�� 1 and � � � and K � 0,wehaveforsom econstantC depending

on � only:

(44) G 2 G
0
(�;�); jg(x)j� K (1^ jxj2) =) E(jg(Z� (�)j)� C K ��

� � �

� :

Proof. It is sim ilar to the proofofLem m a 2 of[2].Taking � > 0,we set Y00t =

P

s� t�Y s1fj�Y sj> �g and Y 0 = Y � Y 00 and ifG 2 G
0
(�;�) then Y is sym m etrical

and thus we have (47) ofthe afore{m entioned proof(with �� substituted with a

constantproportionalto �),thatis

E(jY 0
� j

2)� C ���2� �

for a constant C depending on � only.W e also have Z� (�) = � � 1=�Y� ,hence

jg(Z�(�))j� K � � 2=�jY 0
�
j2 on the setfY 00

�
= 0g,whose probability issm allerthan

C ��=��.Sincejgj� K ,wededuce

E(jg(Z� (�))j)� C K �

�

�� � � + � 1� 2=�
�
2� �

�

:

Then take � = �1=� to obtain theresult.

Next,as soon as the function k satis�es the �rst halfof(35) with som e 
 � 0

which has
 < � whenever� < 2,we setforu > 0 and z 2 R:

(45)

	 k(u;z)=

Z

h�(x)k(ux+ z)dx =
1

u

Z

h�

�
x

u

�

k(x+ z)dx =
1

u

Z

h�

�
x � z

u

�

k(x)dx:

(so 	 k(u;z)= 	 G ;�;�;k(u;0;z),which dependsneitheron G ,noron �,noron �).

Lem m a 6. a)Letk satisfy the �rsthalfof(35)with som e 
 � 0 which has
 < �

whenever� < 2.Then 	k isC
1 on (0;1 )� R.Iffurther
 > 0 and � 2 (0;1 )and
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k�(x)= k(x)1fjk(x)j� �g,then forallK > 0 there existsM K ;k such that

jzj� K ; � � M K ;k =)

(46)

�
�
�
�

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 k(u;z)�

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 k�(u;z)

�
�
�
��

8
<

:

Cj;l;k;K u�� j �1� (l+ �)=
 if � < 2

Cj;l;k;K uj+ l+ 
� 1 e� �
1=
=u if � = 2:

b)Ifk isbounded,then forall� 2 (0;1)we have

(47) � � u � 1=� =)

�
�
�
�

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 k(u;z)

�
�
�
�� Cl;j;� kkk:

Proof. (a) Ifl2 N ,the jth derivative ofu 7! (� 1)lh
(l)

�
(x=u)=ul+ 1 takes the form

hl;j(x=u)=u
j+ l+ 1 fora function hl;j satisfying

(48) jhl;j(x)j�

8
<

:

Cj;l=(1+ jxj1+ l+ �) if � < 2

Cj;l(1+ jxj2j+ 2l)e� x
2=2 if � = 2:

In particularthe estim ate for� < 2 above also holdsfor� = 2,and furtherhl;j is

di�erentiable and,forall� 2 (0;2],

(49) jh0l;j(x)j�
Cj;l

1+ jxj2+ l+ �
:

Thereforeweeasily deducefrom (45)that	 k isC
1 ,with (by di�erentiating ltim es

the lastterm in (45),then j tim esthe analogue ofthe third term with h
(l)

�
instead

ofh�):

(50)

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 k(u;z)=

1

uj+ l+ 1

Z

hl;j(x=u)k(x + z)dx =
1

uj+ l

Z

hl;j(x)k(ux + z)dx:

In particular,forsom e "k > 0 depending on thefunction k,wehave

�
�
�
�

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 k(u;z)�

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 k�(u;z)

�
�
�
��

1

uj+ l+ 1

Z
�
�k(x + z)� k�(x + z)

�
�hl;j(x=u)dx

�
Ck

uj+ l+ 1

Z

f1+ jx+ zj
> �"kg

(1+ jx + zj
)hl;j(x=u)dx:
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Then a sim plecom putation,using (48),givesus(46).

(b)W hen k isbounded,(48)and (50)im m ediately yield (47).

Finally wegive estim atesforthe di�erence	 G ;�;�;k and 	 k.

Lem m a 7. Ifkisa bounded function,	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)isC
1 in (u;z),and forany

� 2 (0;1)we have

(51) � � u � 1=� =)

�
�
�
�

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)

�
�
�
�� Cl;j;�

kkk

1+ jzjl+ �
:

M oreover,for all� 2 (0;1) we have the following,for all� � 1 and z 2 R and

u 2 [�;1=�]and v 2 (0;1=�]:

(i)IfG 2 G (�;�)(resp.G 2 G(�;�)),then with �� given by (30)(resp.�� � �):

(52)
�
�
�
�

@j

@uj
	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)�

@j

@uj
	 k(u;0)

�
�
�
�� Cj;� kkk

�

jzj+ �
2(� � �)

� (2+ �)��(�
2+ �

� (2+ �))

�

;

(ii)IfG 2 G
0
(�;�),then

(53)

�
�
�
�

@j

@uj
	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)�

@j

@uj
	 k(u;0)

�
�
�
�� Cj;� kkk

�

jzj+ ��
� � �

�

�

;

Proof. O bserve that 	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z) =
R
G 0
�;�

(dw) 	 k(u;vw + z).Then by (47),

	 G ;�;�;k isC 1 in (u;z),with

(54)
@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)=

Z

G
0
�;� (dw)

@j+ l

@uj @zl
	 k(u;vw + z);

and forany � 2 (0;1)we have (51).

Nextweprove (i).(49)yields

(55) jyj� 1 =) jh0;j(x + y)� h0;j(x)j� Cj;m

jyj

1+ jxj2+ �
:

Recalling (50)and (54),wehave

(56)
@j

@uj
	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)�

@j

@uj
	 k(u;z)=

Z

G
0
�;� (dw)g(w);
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where

g(w)=
@j

@uj
	 k(u;vw + z)�

@j

@uj
	 k(u;z)

=
1

uj

Z

h0;j(x)(k(ux + vw + z)� k(ux + z)) dx

=
1

uj

Z �

h0;j

�

x �
vw

u

�

� h0;j(x)

�

k(ux + z)dx ;

foru;v;z;j �xed.Let� 2 (0;1),and suppose that� � u � 1=� and thatv � 1=�.

Ifjwj� 1 (55)obviously yieldsjg(w)j� Cj;� kkk jwj,whereas(47)yieldsjg(w)j�

Cj;� kkkalways:sowehavejg(w)j� Cj;� kkk(jwj
V
1),and in view of(56)wereadily

deducefrom (42)ifG 2 G (�;�)and (43)ifG 2 G(�;�)(then �� � �),then

(57)

�
�
�
�

@j

@uj
	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)�

@j

@uj
	 k(u;z)

�
�
�
�� Cj;� kkk �

2(� � �)

� (2+ �)��(�
2+ �

� (2+ �)):

M oreover (47) yields

�
�
�
@j

@uj
	 k(u;z)�

@j

@uj
	 k(u;0)

�
�
� � Cj;� kkk jzj,so putting all

these togethergives(52).

Finally we prove (ii).The function h0;j isC
1 and allits derivatives satisfy the

estim ates (48),and in particularH (x)= supy2[x� 1=�2;x+ 1=�2]jh
00
0;j(y)jisintegrable,

aswellash00;j.Now we have

(58) jwj� 1 )

�
�
�h0;j

�

x �
vw

u

�

� h0;j(x)� h
0
0;j(x)

vw

u

�
�
�� Cj;�w

2
H (x)

assoon asv < 1=� and � � u � 1=�.Thereforewe can writeg = g1 + g2,where

g1(w)=
vw

uj+ 1
1fjw j� 1g

Z

h
0
0;j(x)k(ux + z)dx;

g2(w)= g(w)1fjw j> 1g+ + 1fjw j� 1g

Z �

h0;j

�

x �
vw

u

�

� h0;j(x)� h
0
0;j(x)

vw

u

�

k(ux+ z)dx:

O n the one hand, if G 2 G
0
(�;�) then G0

�;�
is sym m etrical about 0, hence

R
g1(w)G

0
�;�

(dw) = 0 because g2 is bounded and odd. O n the other hand,

(58) plus the integrability of H and the fact that jg(w)j � Cj;�kkk yield

jg2(w)j � Cj;�kkk(w
2
V
1). Hence, using Lem m a 5 we get instead of (57) that

(59)

�
�
�
�

@j

@uj
	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;z)�

@j

@uj
	 k(u;z)

�
�
�
�� Cj;� kkk ��

� � �

� ;
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and we conclude(53)aspreviously.

4.4. ProofofTheorem 3. W estartbyproving(b).W ith thenotation H = �h�=h�,

we observethatin addition to (41),wehave

I(k)= E(k(W 1)H (W 1)); I(�)= E(H (W 1)
2):

An integration by parts yields E (H (W 1))= 0,so J(k) = E (k0(W 1)
2) and I(k)=

E (k0(W 1)H (W 1)) if k0(x) = k(x)� E (k(W 1)). The desired inequality, which is

I(k)2 � J(k)I(�),follows from the Cauchy{Schwarz inequality.Ifk = h� we also

have k = 1+ H ,so thisinequality isobviously an equality.

For(a),and sincepn � n,weapply Theorem 2{(b)with �ni given by (3)and thus

Pn;� = P�;G.The �rststep consistsin proving (A1)forSn = Sn(G ).Thisam ounts

to thefollowing lem m a,where�n ! � > 0 and Pn = P�n ;G :

Lem m a 8. The sequence Sn convergesto � in probability.

Proof. By (42)thevariablesZ n
� n
(�)associated with thelaw Gn convergein law to 0

(because��(x)! asx ! 0).Thevariables�0ni ,which equal�nW 1+ Z n
� n
(�)in law,

converge in law to �W 1.Hence 
n := Pn(j�
0n
i j> 1)!  (�).If�ni = 1fj�0n

i
j> 1g,(22)

applied with qn = m n yieldsVn
P �;G

�!  (�).Since � 1 isC 1 and strictly m onotone,

theresultreadily follows.

NextwesetQ n = 0,so (A2)issatis�ed,and

fn;s;q(x)= kn

 

�
� 1=�
n (x � b0(G ;�)� n))

s

!

; H n;s(u)= 	 G ;� n ;�;kn

�
u

s
;
1

s
;0

�

:

Upon com paring (39) and (40) with (19) and (20), we see that b�n(G ;�;k) =

b�n(Sn;Q n).Therefore it rem ains to prove (B1){(B6) with a sequence wn satisfy-

ing wn=
p
pn ! 1 ,and that

(60) �2�)= �
2
J(k)=I(k)2:
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O bserve thatunderP�;G the variables�ni have the sam e law as�W 1 + Z� n
(�).

Then (21)givesFn;s;q(�)= H n;s(�).Itfollowsthat(B6)holdswith wn arbitrarily

large,while(B2)followsfrom (54).

Ifk isbounded,hencekn = k,wehavekfn;sk � kkk and (B1)isobvious;further,

(52)with � = � and kr yields

j= 0;1; r= 1;2; � � u � 1

�
; v � 1

�
=)

�
�
�
@j

@uj
	 G ;� n ;�;k

r(u;v;0)� @j

@uj
	 kr(u;0)

�
�
�� C�;k��(�

1=�
n );

which gives (B3) with F s(u)= 	 k(u=s;0) and (B5) with F (2)(u)= 	 k2(1;0).O n

the other hand when k is unbounded we have kfn;sk � �n and thus (B1) follows

from (38);further,�n ! 1 and wecan com bine(52)with (46)to getforalln large

enough:

j= 0;1; r= 1;2; � � u � 1

�
; v � 1

�
=)

�
�
�
@j

@uj
	 G ;� n ;�;k

r
n
(u;v;0)� @j

@uj
	 kr(u;0)

�
�
��

8
<

:

C�;k

�

�rn��(�
1=�
n )+ 1

�
� =r
 � 1

n

�

if � < 2

C�;k

�

�rn�2(�
1=2
n )+ e� ��

1=r

n

�

if � = 2:

Then,in view of(38)and 2
 < � when � < 2,we again deduce(B3)with Fs(u)=

	 k(u=s;0)and (B5)with F
(2)(u)= 	 k2(1;0).

Since h0;1 = � �h�,we deduce that F
0

�(�) = 	0
k
(1;0)=� = � I(k)=� (recall(50)

and the second partof(35)),hence (B4) holds.W e also have F �(�)= 	k(1;0)=

E (k(W 1))and F
(2)(�)= E (k(W 1)

2),henceJ(k)= F (2)(�)� F�(�)
2 and (60)follows.

5. Estim ation of� in thesem iparam etriccase. Perhapsm orerealisticthan

thesituation ofTheorem 3isthecasewherewewantto estim ate�;butthem easure

G is unknown,although we know that it belongs to the class G �.This is a sem i-

param etric situation:param etric asfaras�W t isconcerned,butnonparam etric as

farasYt isconcerned.BecauseG isunknown,theestim ating equationsin thiscase

m ustbebased on thelaw ofW alone.Thechallengeisthen toachieveratee�ciency

despitethe lack ofinform ation aboutG :
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5.1. Construction ofthe estim ators. Assaid before,wecannothopeforestim a-

tors b�n thatbehave nicely forallG 2 G � atonce.Therefore we suppose thatG is

unknown,butis known to belong to G(�;�) for som e � < � and som e � > 0:we

referto thisasCase1.W e also considera m ore restrictive situation,called Case2,

forwhich G isknown to belong to thesetG
0
(�;�).

The construction looks pretty m uch like the previous one,except that besides

our prelim inary estim ator for � we need to produce an estim ator Bn for the drift

b0(G ;�) in orderto rem ove it.In Case 2,since we know thatb0(G ;�)= 0 we just

set

(61) B n = 0:

In Case 1 we setm n = [�n]forsom e arbitrary � 2 (0;1=2)([x]denotesthe integer

partofx),so that m n � �n.Then we pick a C1 and strictly increasing and odd

function �,with bounded derivative and �(0)= 0 and �(� 1 )= � 1 (for exam ple

�(x)= 2

�
arctan(x)),and setforu 2 R

(62) R n(u)=
1

m n

m nX

i= 1

�(�� 1=�n (�ni � u)):

Sinceu 7! R n(u)iscontinuousand decreasesstrictly from + 1 to � 1 asu goesfrom

� 1 to + 1 ,we can set

(63) B n = inf(u :R n(u)= 0) (= theonly rootofR n(:)= 0 ):

Next we construct our prelim inary estim ator for �.In Case 1,and with m n as

above,we set qn = m n and pn = n � 2m n.In Case 2,we choose a sequence m n

satisfying (33)and then wesetqn = 0 and pn = n� m n.Then in both casesweset

(64) Vn =
1

m n

qn + m nX

i= qn + 1

1
fj�

� 1=�
n (�n

i
� B n )j> 1g

and

(65) Sn =

8
><

>:

 � 1(Vn) if 0< Vn < 1

1 otherwise:
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To form estim ating equationsfor�,we choose a function k satisfying (35)with


 = 0 (thatis,k is bounded and I(k)6= 0).W ith 	k given by (45)we de�ne the

estim ating functions(foru > 0)

(66) Un(u)=
1

pn

nX

i= qn + m n + 1

k

 

�
� 1=�
n (�ni � B n)

Sn

!

� 	 k

�
u

Sn
;0

�

;

and the �nalestim ators

(67) b�n(k)=

8
><

>:

theu with Un(u)= 0 which isclosestto Sn ifitexists

1 otherwise:

Note that,unlike the centering 	 G ;� n ;�;kn

�
u

Sn (G )
; 1

Sn (G )
;0

�

utilized in the para-

m etriccase(recall(39)),thecentering wenow use,based on 	 k

�
u

Sn
;0

�

in (66)does

notinvolve the m easure G :Indeed,these estim atorsdepend explicitly on � and k,

buton nothing else,and in particularnoton G .O bservethatthey arem uch easier

tocom putethan theestim atoroftheparam etriccase.Thisisparticularly truewhen

k(x)= cos(wx) forsom e w > 0,since then 	 k(u;0)= e� w
�u�=2 isinvertible in u,

and wewilldetailthisexam plein thenextsection,butitisalso truein general:�rst

because they depend only on the function 	 k(u;:)which ism uch sim plerthan the

function 	 G ;�;�;k accruing in theestim ation in theparam etriccase,second because

asa ruleu 7! 	 k(u;0)isatleast\locally invertible" around u = 1.

Theestim ators(66)have form ally the sam e expression in both Case 1 and Case

2,but the prelim inary estim ators B n and Sn disagree for the two cases and also

pn � (1� 2�)n in Case 1 and pn � n in Case 2,a di�erence which isim portantfor

theasym ptotic variance oftheestim ators.So we willwrite \the Case1 version" or

\the Case2 version" oftheestim ator.

5.2. Asym ptoticdistribution in thesem iparam etriccase. Recallthenotation I(k)

and J(k)and �2(k)of(35)and (41),and letusadd som e other:

(68) �(�;�)=
2(� � �)

�(2+ �)
; �

0(�;�)=
� � �

�
:



VO LATILITY ESTIM ATO RS FO R LEVY PRO CESSES 25

O bservethat�(�;�)< �0(�;�)always.

T heorem 4. Let� 2 (0;�)and � > 0,and k be a bounded function with I(k)6= 0,

and "2 (0;1).Take the Case 1 version ofthe estim ators.

a)If

(69) sup
n

n� 2�(�;�)
n ! 0;

thesequence
p
n (b�n(k)� �)convergesin law to N (0;�2�2(k)=(1� 2�))underP�;G,

uniform ly in n � 1 and in � 2 [";1="]and in G 2 G(�;�).

b)In general,the variables(
p
n
V
�
� �(�;�)
n )(b�n(k)� �)are tightunderP�;G,uni-

form ly in � 2 [";1="]and in G 2 G(�;�)and n.

T heorem 5. Let� 2 (0;�)and � > 0,and k be a bounded function with I(k)6= 0,

and "2 (0;1).Take the Case 2 version ofthe estim ators.

a)If

(70) sup
n

n� 2�0(�;�)
n ! 0;

thesequence
p
n (b�n(k)� �)convergesin law toN (0;�2�2(k))underP�;G,uniform ly

in n � 1 and in � 2 [";1="]and in G 2 G
0
(�;�).

b) In general, the variables (
p
n
V
�
� �0(�;�)
n )(b�n(k)� �) are tight under P�;G,

uniform ly in � 2 [";1="]and in G 2 G
0
(�;�)and n.

The optim alchoice ofthe function k hasbeen discussed afterTheorem 3:when

� < 2,we have asym ptotic e�ciency in the situation ofthe second theorem above,

provided we take k = h�,and despite the fact that we are in a sem iparam etric

setting.W hen � = 2 the choice k = h�,thatisk(x)= � x2,isnotperm itted in the

above theorem ,butwith k(x)= � x21fjxj� A g one achieves an asym ptotic variance

which approachesthe optim alvariance when A goesto in�nity:seeSection 7.
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Also,som eothercom m entsare in orderhere:

R em ark 5.W hen � increases,then �(�;�)and �0(�;�)decrease,so (69)and (70)

arem oredi�culttoobtain andthe\rate"in (b)ofthetwotheorem sabovegetsworse,

asitshould be.

R em ark 6. In connection with whatprecedes,one should m ention thatwhen (69)

fails the actualrate of convergence (that is, a sequence �n such that the law of

�n((b�n(k)� �) converges to a non{degenerate lim it,or atleast adm its am ong its

weak lim itingm easuresa non{degenerate one)isnotonly unknown,butactually de-

pendson thetrueunderlying(unknown)m easureG and in particularon them inim al

index �0such thatG 2 G�0 (we know that�0� �,butthe inequality could be strict).

In other words,the rate could be for exam ple
p
n for a particular G ,even without

(69).

R em ark 7.Howeverwe willsee in the exam plesbelow (see Section 9 in particular)

that(70)isnecessary forhaving convergence to a centered distribution with rate
p
n

and also thattherate in (b)ofTheorem 5 issharp,ifwewantto havea resultwhich

holdsuniform ly in G 2 G
0
(�;�).W e do notknow whether(69)orthe rate in (b)are

optim alforTheorem 4.

R em ark 8.Ofcourseitm ightexistother{thoroughlydi�erent{estim atorsbehaving

betterthan theb�n(k)’s,and perhapshavinga betterratethan in (b)ofthesetheorem s

(the rate cannotbe im proved in (a),ofcourse).W e think thisdoubtful,however.

R em ark 9. The m ostinteresting situation is when we have asym ptotic e�ciency

(thishappenswhen G issym m etrical),oratleast\rate{e�ciency" (thatisoforder

p
n).W e have this under (69) or (70),which m ean that� n goes to 0 fastenough.

Ofcourse having � n = o(1=n) is ofno practicaluse.W hen � n = 1=n,then rate{

e�ciencyissatis�ed assoon as� � 2�=(4+ �)forthe�rsttheorem and � � �=2 for

the second one.IfY isa com pound Poisson process with drift,rate e�ciency holds

assoon asn� 2
n isbounded,whatever� 2 (0;2]is(take � = 0).
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R em ark 10.W hen wedo notknow thatG issym m etricalwecannotachieveasym p-

totic e�ciency even under( 69).Howeverthe asym ptotic variancesin the two theo-

rem sabove are the sam e,up to the factor1� 2�:hence by choosing � sm allone can

approach asym ptotic e�ciency asm uch asone wantsto.

5.3. ProofofTheorem s4 and 5. Asabove,wereferto Theorem 4 asto Case1,

and to Theorem 5 asto Case2.Theproofgoesthrough severalsteps.

1)W e �x � 2 (0;�)and � > 0.Thesequence�n is�xed,and we set

(71) � =

8
><

>:

�(�;�) in Case1

�0(�;�) in Case2;

�n =
p
n
^ 1

�
�
n

:

In order to get tightness or convergence,\uniform " in � and in G is the relevant

class,it is ofcourse enough to take a sequence �n ! � > 0 and a sequence Gn

in G(�;�)(resp.G
0
(�;�)),and to prove the tightness orconvergence in law ofthe

norm alized estim ation errors b�n � �n,underthe m easuresPn = P�n ;G n .Below we

�x the sequences�n and G
n.

Finally,wedenoteby Zn := Z n
� n
(�)thevariableassociated with them easureG n

by (28),and we setb0n = �
1� 1=�
n b0(G n;�),which vanishesin Case 2.

2) Let Q n = �nB
0
n,where B

0
n = (�

� 1=�
n B n � b0n).W e want to prove that the

sequenceQ n satis�es(A2).Thisisobviousin Case2becauseQ n = 0.Sowesuppose

thatwe are in Case 1.Letusintroduce som e notation:with j = 1;2 and �0being

thederivative of�,weput

(72) �j(�)= E(�(�W1)
j); �01(�)= E(�0(�W 1))

(�01 isofcoursethederivative of�1).
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O bservethatB 0
n isthe only rootofR n(:)= 0,where

R n(u)= R n(�
1=�
n (u + b

0
n))=

1

m n

m nX

i= 1

�
n
i(u); with �

n
i(u)= �(�� 1=�n �

n
i � u � b

0
n):

The �ni(u)’s for i � 1 are i.i.d.with the sam e law (under Pn) than the variable

�(�nW 1 + Zn � u)(we have used herethescaling property ofW ).

Thefunctions
n;j(u)= E n((�
n
i(u)

j),forj2 N ,are C 1 and bounded aswellas

theirderivatives,uniform lyin u and n,and wecan interchangederivation and expec-

tation.So we can apply (43)to the functionsgn;j;p(w)=
R
h�(x)(@

p�j=@up)(�nx +

w � u)� (@p�j=@up)(�nx � u))dx,to getforp;j2 N :

(73)
�
�
�
�

@p

@up

n;j(u)� �j;p(�n;u)

�
�
�
�� Cp;j��

�
n; where �jp(v;u)= (� 1)p

Z
@p�j

@up
(vx� u)h�(x)dx:

In particular�j;0(�;0)= �j(�)forj= 1;2and �1;1(�n;0)= �01(�)with thenotation

(72).

Now,R n also isC
1 ,bounded aswellasallitsderivatives,uniform ly in n,u and

!.So an application ofLem m a 1 and the continuity ofthe functions �j;p readily

yield

(74)
@p

@up
R n(u) ! �1;p(�;u) locally uniform ly in u,in Pn{probability,

(75) �n :=
p
m n (R n(0)� 
n;1(0))

L(P n )
�! N (0;�2(�)� �1(�)

2)):

Thepropertiesof� im ply thatu 7! �1;0(�;:)decreasesstrictly and vanishesat0;

since by construction R n(B
0
n)= 0,we deduce from (74)forp = 0 thatB 0

n

P n
�! 0.

Anotherapplication of(74)yieldsthatR 0
n(B

00
n)

P n
�! �01(�)forany sequence B

00
n of

random variable going to 0 in Pn{probability.SinceR n(B
0
n)= 0 wehave

(76) R 0
n(B

00
n)B

0
n = � R n(0)= �

�n
p
m n

� 
n;1(0)
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forsom erandom variableB 00
n satisfyingjB

00
nj� jB 0

nj.M oreover�1;0(0)= 0,duetothe

factthat� isodd,hence j
n;1(0)j� C ��
�
n by (73).Since R

0
n(B

00
n)

P n
�! �01(�)6= 0,

wededucethatQ n = �nB
0
n satis�es(A2)from (75)(recallm n � �n hereand (71)).

3)Now we proceed to proving the consistency ofthe prelim inary estim atorsSn.

In Case2 thevariablesVn and Sn arethevariablesVn(G
n)and Sn(G

n)of(29)and

(34) (they do not depend on G n in fact),so the result follows from Lem m a 8.In

Case1,set

Vn(v)=
1

m n

qn + m nX

i= qn + 1

1
fj�

� 1=�
n (�n

i
� v)j> 1g

; �n(v)= P n(j�
� 1=�
n (�ni � v)j> 1):

Then (22)yields

(77) Vn(vn)� �n(vn)
P n
�! 0:

However,�
� 1=�
n (�ni � vn)hasthe sam edistribution as�nW 1 + Zn + b0n � �

� 1=�
n vn,

which by (42)convergesin law to �W 1 assoon asb
0
n � �

� 1=�
n vn ! 0.SinceB n and

(Vn(v):v 2 R)areindependentand B 0
n = �

� 1=�
n B n� b

0
n

P n
�! 0becauseQ n = �nB

0
n

satis�es(A2)and �n ! 1 ,wededucefrom (77)thatVn = Vn(B n)
P n
�!  (�).Then

theconsistency isproved like in theend ofLem m a 8.

4)At this stage we willapply Theorem 2,with the variables (Sn;Q n)as above

and thei.i.d.variables(�nqn + m n + i
:1 � i� pn).O bservethatwith thenotation (20)

and (67),we have b�0n(k)= b�n(Sn;Q n).W e have shown (A1) and (A2) in the two

previoussteps.Set

fn;s;q(x)= k

 

�
� 1=�
n x � b0n � q=�n

s

!

; H n;s(u)= 	 k

�
u

s
;0

�

:

Then (21)givesforr= 1;2:

Fn;s;q(u)= 	 G n ;� n ;�;k

�
u

s
;
1

s
;�

q

s�n

�

; F
(2)
n;s;q(u)= 	 G n ;� n ;�;k

2

�
u

s
;
1

s
;�

q

s�n

�

:
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Letuscheck (B1){(B6).Sincek isbounded,(B1)isobvious,whereas(B2)follows

from Lem m a 6.Next,ifwesetF s(u)= 	 k(u=s;0)and F
(2)(u)= 	 k2(1;0),Lem m a

7 yieldsforj= 0;1 and � 2 (0;1)and s;u 2 [�;1=�]and jqj� 1=�:

�
�
�
�

@j

@uj
H n;s(u)�

@j

@uj
F s(u)

�
�
�
�� Ck;���

�
n;

�
�
�F

(2)
n;s;q(u)� F

(2)
s (u)

�
�
�� Ck;�

�

���n +
1

�n

�

;

jFn;s;q(u)� H n;s(u)j� Ck;�

�

���n +
1

�n

�

:

Thesegive (B3)and (B5),and also (B6)with wn = �n.Finally (B4)holdsbecause

F
0

s(s)=  0
k
(1;0)=s = � I(k)=s,and (60)holdshereaswellasin theprevioussection.

W e can thusapply Theorem 2:thesequence�n(b�n � �n)istightunderPn in all

cases,and thisgivesthe two claim s(b).Under(69)or(70)we have �n=
p
n ! 1 ,

hence�n
p
pn ! 1 aswell,so

p
pn (b�n� �n)convergesin law underPn toacentered

G aussian variable with variance

�2(�)=
F (2)(�)� F�(�)

2

F �(�)
2

;

which in view ofF �(�)
2 = J(k)=�2 equals�2�2(k):since pn � (1� 2�)n in Case 1

and pn � n in Case2,weobtain thetwo claim s(a).

6. Exam ple:T he em piricalcharacteristic function. W e now turn to spe-

ci�c estim ators.To each speci�cation ofan adm issible function k (in the sense of

satisfying theassum ptionsoftheaboveresults),correspondsan estim atorfor�:For

instance,oneway ofestim ating a param eterfori.i.d.variablesX j isto usetheem -

piricalcharacteristic function,thatis
P

j2J exp(iwX j)forsom egiven w (orseveral

w’satonce)and where J isthe index set.Ifthe X j’sare sym m etrical,one should

in fact look at the realpart only,that is
P

j2J cos(wX j).O ther estim ators based

on theem piricalcharacteristicfunction in related contextsaregiven by e.g.,[9],[3],

[4],Chapter4 in [11]and [10].
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In theparam etricsituation,atstagen thevariableX j is�
0n
j(G )and J = fm n +

1;:::;ng.Thosevariablesare\alm ost" sym m etrical(theleading term W com ing in

them issym m etrical).So weconsiderforany given w > 0 thevariable

(78) Vn(w)=
1

pn

nX

i= m n + 1

cos

�
w�0ni(G )

Sn(G )

�

;

whereSn(G )istheprelim inary estim ator.In otherwords,ifwetakek(x)= cos(wx)

(a bounded function,so kn = k in (37)),theestim ating function of(39)is

(79) Un;G ;�;k(u)= Vn(w)� 	 G ;� n ;�;k

�
u

Sn(G )
;

1

Sn(G )
;0

�

:

Furtherm ore,this class offunctions k is one for which the function 	 G ;�;�;k is

explicit,atleastwhen theexponentin theL�evy{K hintchineform ula forY isexplic-

itly known.M oreprecisely,letuswrite�(u)fortheexponentin (5),and recallthat

E (expiuYt)= expt�(u).Then obviously when g(x)= eiw x we have

	 G ;�;�;g(u;v;0)= exp

�

�
w �u�

2
+ ��(wv� � 1=�)� iwvb

0(G ;�)� 1� 1=�

�

:

Taking the realpart,and using (28) and the fact that G 2 G �,we see that for

k(x)= cos(wx)we have

(80) 	 G ;�;�;k(u;v;0)= e
A � (u;v) cos(B � (u;v));

where

(81) A � (u;v)= �
w �u�

2
+

Z

F (dx)

�

cos(wv� 1� 1=�
x)� 1

�

;

(82) B � (u;v)=

8
><

>:

R
F (dx) sin(wv� 1� 1=�x); if � < 1

R
F (dx)

�
sin(wv� 1� 1=�x)� wv� 1� 1=�x1fjxj� 1g

�
if � � 1:

So wecan injecttheseform ulasdirectly into (79).
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Asfortheasym ptotic variancein Theorem 3,itiseven sim pler.Indeed,wehave

here

(83) 	 k(u;0)= e
� w �u�=2

:

Therefore I(k) = � 	 0
k
(1;0) = � w� e� w

�=2=2 > 0 and J(k) = 1

2
(	 k(2;0)+ 1)�

 k(1;0)
2 = 1

2

�

1+ e� (2w )
� =2

�

� e� w
�

,and thus

(84) �2(k)= 2
1+ e� (2w )

� =2 � 2e� w
�

�2 w 2� e� w
�

:

W hen � < 2,it turns out that the m inim alvariance is achieved for som e value

w = w� 2 (0;1 ),whereas�2(k)tendsto 1 when w goeseither to 0 orto 1 .In

contrast,when � = 2 the variance �2(k) goes to 1=2 as w ! 0:recallonce m ore

that1=2 isthee�cientvariance in thatcase.

Forthesem iparam etricsituation,thingsareeven sim pler.Theestim atingfunction

of(66)becom es

(85) Un;G ;�;k(u)= Vn(w)� 	 k

�
u

Sn
;0

�

;

provided in (78)we sum over i2 fqn + m n + 1;:::;ng.M oreover u 7! 	 k(u;0) is

invertible,so theestim atorb�n(k)takesthesim pleexplicitform

(86) b�n(k)= Sn
21=�

w

0

@ � log

0

@
1

pn

nX

i= qn + m n + 1

cos

 

w�
� 1=�
n (�ni � B n)

Sn

! 1

A

1

A

1=�

iftheargum entofthelogarithm ispositive(otherwise,putforexam ple b�n(k)= 1).

7. Exam ple: Pow er and truncated pow er functions. Another natural

choice for the function k is a power function,that is k(x) = jxjr,for som e r > 0

when � = 2 and r2 (0;�=2)otherwise (when � = 2 thisis{ in principle{ optim al

forr= 2).In general,thefunction 	 G ;� n ;�;kn isnotexplicitbutcan benum erically

approxim ated via M onte{Carlo proceduresfor exam ple.W e can also com pute the
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lim iting variance: with the notation m r = E (jW 1j
r) we get I(k) = � rm r and

J(k)= m 2r � m 2
r,hence

(87) �2(k)=
m 2r � m 2

r

r2m 2
r

:

W hen � = 2wehaveaclosed expression form r (see(95)below),and notsurprisingly

�2(k)achievesitsm inim um ,equalto 1=2,atr= 2:recallthat1=2 isthe\e�cient"

variancein thatcase.W hen � < 2wehavenoexplicitexpression forthesem om ents.

However,�2(k)goesto 1 when rincreasesto �=2,and weconjecturethat�2(k)is

m onotone increasing in r (thisproperty holdsatleastwhen � = 1);so one should

take r assm allaspossible,although r= 0 isofcourse excluded.

In thesem iparam etricsetting,thepreviouschoiceisnotadm issible,sincek hasto

be bounded.So we m ust\truncate" the argum ent,by using the following function

k = k
:

(88) k
(x)= jxjr1fjxj� 
g

for som e constant 
.The function 	k
(u;0) = urE (jW 1j
r1fjW 1j� 
=ug

) is invertible

from a neighborhood I ofu = 1 onto som e intervalI0,and we write	
� 1
h

(v)forthe

inversefunction atv 2 I0.Then ifB n and Sn aretheprelim inary estim ators,and if

(89) Vn(
)=
1

pn�
r=�
n

nX

i= m n + 1

j�ni � B nj
r1fj�n

i
j� 
� 1=� g;

theestim atorb�n(k
)isde�ned by

(90) b�n(k
)= Sn 	
� 1
k


�
Vn(
Sn)

Srn

�

iftheargum entof	 � 1
k


aboveisin I0,and b�n(k
)= 1 (forexam ple)otherwise.This

isalm ostasexplicitas(86)is.Sincek
 iseven weagain have J(k
)= 0,whereas

(91) �2(k
)=
M 
;2r� M 2


;r

(rM 
;r� 2h�(
)

r+ 1)

2
; where M 
;s= E(jW 1j

r1fjW 1j� 
g
):

W e can then try to m inim ize thisvariance,by appropriately choosing the two con-

stants
 > 0 and r> 0.
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O necould also usek
n ,the rth powertruncated atsom elevel
n > 0 depending

on n:ourgeneralresultsdo notapply,butsim ilarresults,with possibly otherrates,

should obviously apply.In fact,in the next section we work out com pletely this

kind oftruncated powerfunctionsin a particularcase,to check thatitisbest(for

the rate ofconvergence atleast)to take a constantlevel
n = 
,asitisim plicitly

proposed in them ethod previously developed.

8. Exam ple:B row nian m otion plus G aussian com pound Poisson pro-

cess. In thissection,wepresenta fully worked outexam ple,whereW isBrownian

m otion and Y is a com pound Poisson process with G aussian jum ps,say N (0;�),

and intensity ofjum psgiven by som e � > 0.[1]and [8]studied the estim ation of

theparam etersofthism odel,using a variety ofm ethods.

Asusual,we are interested in estim ating the param eter � given the increm ents

�ni ofX t = �W t+ Yt (see (3)).W e considera num berofestim ating equations for

thism odel,based on thepowerortruncated powervariations

(92) Vn(c;�)=
1

pn�
r=2
n

nX

i= m n + 1

j�nij
r1fj�n

i
j� � (�n )g;

for r 2 (0;2].Here �(�) is the truncation rate,taken to be ofthe form �(�) =

c� 1=2+ � with ca constantand � 2 (� 1=2;1 ).

Note that Vn above is exactly Vn(
) of(89) with 
 = �
� 1=2
n �(�n) (here Y is

sym m etrical,so B n = 0).Theassociated estim atoristhen given by

(93) b�n = Sn H
� 1
� n

�
Vn(cSn;�)

Srn

�

whereH
� 1
�

isthelocalinversearound1ofthefunctionH � (u)= E (juW � j
r1fjuW � j� � (�)g

).

W hen c= 1 wegetthe(non truncated)rth powervariation.Ifc< 1 and � = 0

this correspondsto taking k = kc,as given by (88):we essentially elim inate from

the sum above the increm ents in which Y jum ps.W hen � > 0 we elim inate m ore

increm ents,and fewerwhen � < 0.
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Theexpected valuesofthe powerswithouttruncation aregiven by

(94) E(jX � j
r)=

+ 1X

j= 0

2r=2
p
�j!

�

�
1+ r

2

�

e
� �� (��)j

�
�
2�+ j�

�r=2
;

(95) E(j�W � j
r)=

2r=2
p
�
�

�
1+ r

2

�

�
r� r=2

W ith truncation atrate �(�);we get

E
�
jX � j

r1fjX � j� � (�)g

�

(96)

= e
� ��

+ 1X

j= 0

2r=2
p
�j!

�

�

�
1+ r

2

�

� �

�
1+ r

2
;

�(�)2

2(�2�+ j�)

��

(��)j
�
�
2�+ j�

�r=2

where�(a;� )denotesthe incom plete G am m a function ofordera,and

(97) E
�
j�W � j

r1fj�W � j� � (�)g

�
=
2r=2
p
�

�

�

�
1+ r

2

�

� �

�
1+ r

2
;
�(�)2

2�2�

��

�
r� r=2

:

W hen r= 2;wehave�(3=2)=
p
�=2 and �

�
3

2
;x
�
= e� x

p
x+

p
� �(

p
2x)where�

denotesthe cdfofthe N (0;1) law.Sim ilarly sim plerexpressionsare also obtained

in thecase wherer= 1;since �(1)= 1 and �(1;x)= e� x:

As described above,in the sem iparam etric case where the distribution ofY is

notknown to thestatistician,weproposeto usean approxim atecentering based on

com puting these expectations assum ing that X = �W only (i.e.,as ifthere were

no jum ps) and we willstudy the behavior ofthis estim ator when Y is in fact a

com pound Poisson process.The e�ect ofthe m isspeci�cation error is to bias the

resulting estim atorof�:But,atthe leading orderin �;the expected valuesofthe

m om ents functions com puted without jum pscoincide with those com puted under

thecorrectspeci�cation.Indeed,forX from (1),we have

E (jX � j
r)= E (j�W � j

r)+ o(� r=2)

E
�
jX � j1fjX � j� � (�)g

�
= E

�
j�W � j1fj�W � j� � (�)g

�
+ o(� r=2);
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with thesecond resultfollowing from

(98) �(a;x) =

8
><

>:

�(a)+ xa

�

� 1

a
+ x

1+ a
+ O (x2)

�

near 0

e� xx� 1+ a
�
1+ a� 1

x
+ O (x� 2)

�
near + 1 :

As a result,the bias ofthe estim ator of� based on approxim ate centering will

vanish asym ptotically in � and wewillhave a resultoftheform

p
n�

v1
n (b�n � ��n)! N (0;v0)

where

��n = � + b0�
b1
n + o(� b1

n )

with b1 > 0.(Ifb1 = 0 forsom echoiceof(r;�;c)then theparam eter� isnotidenti-

�ed by an estim ating function based on thatcom bination.)Also,v1 = 0corresponds

to a rate ofconvergence oftheestim atorofn1=2;and any valuev1 > 0 corresponds

to a slowerthan n1=2 rate ofconvergence.

W e also note thatwhen b1 > 0 the rate ofconvergence and asym ptotic variance

ofthesem iparam etricestim atorof� areidenticalattheleading orderin � n to the

expressionsonewould obtain in thefully param etric,correctly speci�ed,casewhere

centering ofthe estim ating equation is done with either (94) or (96) as appropri-

ate,instead ofthe approxim ate centering using (95) or (97).Centering using the

latterisofcourse the only feasible estim atorin the sem iparam etric case where the

distribution ofY isunknown.

In what follows,we use the explicitness ofthis m odelto fully characterize the

asym ptotic distribution ofthe sem iparam etric estim atorof�,i.e.,(b0;b1;v0;v1)as

functionsof(r;�;c)and theparam etersofthem odel(�;�;�):

8.1. Power variations without truncation. In that situation, we have for the

asym ptotic variance:
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� W hen 0 < r< 1;wehave v1 = 0 and v0 =
1

r2

�
p
�
�(1

2
+ r)

�(1+ r

2
)
2 � 1

�

.

� W hen r= 1;wehave v1 = 0 and v0 =
1

2

�
(� � 2)�2 + ���

�
.

� W hen 1 < r< 2;wehave v1 = r� 1 and v0 =
p
��2� 2r��r

r2

�(1
2
+ r)

�(1+ r

2
)
2.

Asforthebias,when 0 < r< 2 we have b1 = 1� r=2 and b0 =
�1� r��r=2

r
.

R em ark 11.Theestim atorbased on powervariationsconverges(nottakingthebias

into consideration) atrate n1=2 only when r � 1:W hen r > 1 the m ixture ofjum ps

andvolatilityslowsdown therateofconvergence(v1 > 0).W hen r= 2;theparam eter

� issim ply notidenti�ed,asisobviousfrom thefactthatE (X 2
�
)= (�2+ ��)�:This

isalso apparentherefrom thefactthatb1 # 0 asr" 2;so thebiasno longervanishes

asym ptotically.And the biaseven worsensthe rate,ofcourse.

R em ark 12. W hen r< 1;the asym ptotic variance v0 isidenticalto the expression

obtained withoutjum ps,aswasthe case when the log-likelihood score wasused asan

estim ating equation.W hen r = 1;the rate ofconvergence rem ains n1=2;butv0 is

largerin the presence ofjum ps.

8.2. Power variations with � 1=2 truncation. Ifwe truncate the increm ents ac-

cording to �(�)= c� 1=2;then v1 = 0 forallvaluesofr2 (0;2]and

v0 =

2r�4+ 2r
�
p
�

�

�
�
1

2
+ r

�
� �

�
1

2
+ r; c2

2�2

��

�

�

�
�
1+ r
2

�
� �

�
1+ r
2
; c2

2�2

��2
�

�p
2c1+ rexp

�

� c2

2�2

�

� 2r=2r�1+ r
�

�
�
1+ r
2

�
� �

�
1+ r
2
; c2

2�2

���2

Asforthebias,we have b1 = 1 and

b0 =
��

�

�
�
1+ r
2

�
� �

�
1+ r
2
; c2

2�2

��

�

�
�
1+ r
2

�
� �

�
1+ r
2
; c2

2�2

��

� 2

�

�
�
3+ r
2

�
� �

�
3+ r
2
; c2

2�2

��:

R em ark 13. Truncating at rate � 1=2 restores the convergence rate n1=2 for all

values ofr;(again,regardless ofthe bias) and perm its identi�cation when r = 2:
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W hen 0 < r < 1 (where the rate n1=2 wasalready achieved withouttruncation),not

truncating can lead to either a sm aller or larger value ofv0 than truncating atrate

n1=2;depending upon the valuesof(�2;c):

R em ark 14.Theasym ptoticvariancev0 isidenticaltoitsexpression when nojum ps

are present,as itshould be in view ofour generalresults (as said before,this type

oftruncation leadsto the estim atorsstudied in ourgeneralresults).In allcases,the

biasissm allerthan when no truncation isapplied.

8.3. Powervariationswithslowerthan � 1=2 truncation. Ifwenow keep toom any

increm ents by truncating according to �(�)= c� 1=2+ �;with � 1=2 < � < 0;then

we have forr2 (0;2]:

� W hen � 3=(2+ 4r)< � < 0;wehave v1 = 0 and

v0 =
�2

r2

 
p
�
�
�
1

2
+ r

�

�
�
1+ r
2

�2 � 1

!

� W hen � = � 3=(2+ 4r);we have v1 = 0 and

v0 =
21=2� rc1+ 2r

p
���2� 2r

r2(1+ 2r)�1=2�
�
1+ r
2

�2 +
�2

r2

 
p
�
�
�
1

2
+ r

�

�
�
1+ r
2

�2 � 1

!

� W hen � 1=2 < � < � 3=(2+ 4r);we have v1 = � � � 2r� � 3=2 > 0 and

v0 =
21=2� rc1+ 2r

p
���2� 2r

r2(1+ 2r)�1=2�
�
1+ r
2

�2:

Asforthebias,we have:

� W hen � 1=(2+ 2r)< � < 0;wehave b1 = 1 and b0 = � ��
r

� W hen � = � 1=(2+ 2r);wehaveb1 = 1 and b0 =
��

(1+ r)

�

21=2� r=2c1+ r

r
p
��r �(1+ r

2
)
� 1� 1

r

�

� W hen � 1=2 < � < � 1=(2 + 2r);we have b1 = 3=2 + � + r� > 0 and b0 =

21=2� r=2c1+ r��1� r

r(1+ r)
p
��(1+ r

2
)
.
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R em ark 15. W hen 0 < r < 1;we are autom atically in the situation where � >

� 3=(2+ 4r),and hencekeepingm orethan O (�
1=2
n )increm entsresultsin theconver-

gencerate n1=2 and thesam e asym ptotic variance v0 aswhen keepingallincrem ents

(i.e.,nottruncating atall).W hen 1 < r < 2;however,itis possible to restore the

convergence rate n1=2 (com pared to nottruncating) by keeping m ore than O (�
1=2
n )

increm ents,butstill\nottoo m any" ofthem (� 3=(2+ 4r)� � < 0)beyond that;but

even keeping a larger fraction ofthe increm ents (� 1=2 < � < � 3=(2+ 4r)) results

in an im provem entoverkeeping allincrem entssince 3=2� � � 2r� < r� 1 so that

the rate ofconvergence ofb�n;although slower than n1=2;is nonetheless faster than

n1=2�
(r� 1)=2
n :

R em ark 16. The expressions for � < 0 do not converge to those with O (�
1=2
n )

truncation as� " 0 because ofthe essentialsingularity ofthe incom plete � function

near in�nity,given in (98):when �(�) = c� 1=2+ � then �((1 + r)=2;� ) is evalu-

ated at �(�)2=(2�2�) = c 2� 2�=(2�2) and for �xed � < 0;term s proportionalto

exp(� c2� 2�=(2�2))are negligible in the Taylorseriesin � ofv 0 and b0.Thisisnot

the case when � = 0 however.

R em ark 17.Asforthebias,keeping\toom any"butnotallincrem ents(� 1=2 < � <

� 1=(2+ 2r))leadsto a sm allerbiasthan keepingallincrem ents,since3=2+ �+ r� >

1� r=2;butto a largerbiasthan keepingjusttherightam ountsince3=2+ �+ r� < 1:

8.4. Power variations with faster than � 1=2 truncation. Finally,ifwe keep too

few increm entsby truncating according to c� 1=2+ �;with � > 0;then v1 = � forall

valuesofr2 (0;2]and

v0 =

p
2� (1+ r)

2
�3

2c(1+ 2r)

Asforthebias,we have b1 = 1 and b0 = ��.

R em ark 18.Truncatingata ratefasterthan � 1=2 deterioratestheconvergencerate

oftheestim atorfrom n1=2 to n1=2�
�=2
n :whilewesuccessfully elim inatetheim pactof
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jum ps on the estim ator,we are atthe sam e tim e reducing the e�ective sam ple size

utilized to com pute the estim ator,which increasesitsasym ptotic variance.

R em ark 19. The expressionsforv0 and b0 for� > 0 also do notconverge to those

with O (�
1=2
n )truncation as� #0 becauseonceagain wecannotinterchangetheorder

ofthe lim its� n ! 0 and � ! 0.

8.5. Com parison with the generalcase. Letuscom pare,in the sem iparam etric

case,thespeci�cresultsjustobtained with thegeneralresultsobtained in Theorem s

4 and 5.In the present situation we have G 2 G
0

0.So these generalresults assert

thatif

(99) n� 2
n ! 0;

then the estim ators b�n converge at a rate
p
n,and the lim it of the norm alized

errorisG aussian withoutbias;when (99)failsbut� n ! 0 yet,then the sequence

((
p
n
V
� � 1
n )(b�n � �)istight.

The estim ators (93) converge at rate
p
n when v1 = 0 and n� 2b1

n is bounded

(then there is a bias) or n� 2b1
n ! 0 (there is no bias).O therwise,the sequence

(
p
n�

v1
n

V
� � b1
n )(b�n � �)istight.Then:

� Power variation without truncation:we have a rate
p
n only when r 2 (0;1]

and n� 2� r
n isbounded.O therwisetherateisalwaysworsethan in ourgeneral

results:thiswasexpected,ofcourse.

� Power variation with �1=2 truncation: Ifn� 2
n ! 0 we have rate

p
n with

asym ptotically unbiased error.Ifn� 2
n ! a 2 (0;1 ) we have rate

p
n with

asym ptotically biased error.If n� 2
n ! 1 ,then � � 1

n (b�n � �) converges in

probability totheconstantb0:thisisabitbetterthan whatwegetby applying

the generalresultsrecalled above.Thisholdsirrespectively ofr 2 (0;2](and
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also forr> 2 here,asa m atteroffact),butofcoursetheasym ptoticvariance

dependson r,and also on c.

� Powervariation with slowerthan �1=2 truncation: Therateis
p
n if� 1=(2+

2r) � � < 0 and n� 2
n is bounded,or if� 3(2 + 4r) � � < � 1=(2 + 2r) and

n� 3+ 2�+ 2r�
n isbounded.Thisisworse than thepreviouscase.

� Powervariation with fasterthan �1=2 truncation: Therateisatm ost
p
n� �

n,

and alwaysworstthan in the� 1=2 truncation case.

9. Exam ple:Sum oftw o stable processes. In thislastsection we consider

the case where Y is also a sym m etric stable process,with index � 2 (0;�).Then

G 2 G
0

�.

9.1. The em pirical characteristic function. First, we can consider estim ators

based on the em piricalcharacteristic function,thatiswe considerk(x)= cos(wx)

for som e w > 0.W e have the param etric estim ate b�n = b�n(G ;�;k) ofTheorem 3

(herek isbounded,so � isindeed irrelevant).Thesequence
p
n (b�n � �)converges

in law to N (0;�2�2(k)),where �2(k)isgiven by (84).O n the otherhand we have

thesem iparam etric estim atorsb�n(k),which by Theorem 5 behavesassuch:under

(100) n�

2(� � �)

�

n ! 0;

p
n (b�n(k)� �) converges in law to N (0;�2�2(k)).And in generalthe sequence

(
p
n
V
�
�

� � �

�

n )(b�n � �)istight.

In fact,since we are in Case 2 the prelim inary estim ator Sn = Sn(G ) is the

sam e in both cases,and b�n and b�n(k)are the solution ofUn(u)= 0 and U 0
n(u)= 0

respectively,which areclosesttoSn,and thedi�erencebetween thesetwoestim ating

functionsis

Un(u)� U
0
n(u)=

bUn(u):= 	 G ;� n ;�;k

�
u

Sn
;
1

Sn
;0

�

� 	 k

�
u

Sn
;0

�
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(recall(79)and (85)).Ifweusetheexplicitform s(80)and (83),we get

bUn(u)= e
� w �u� =2Sbn

 

e
w � �

� � �

�
n =2Sn � � 1

!

;

which is equivalent to w �

2��
�

� � �

�

n e� w �=2 as n ! 1 and u ! � (recallthat Sn !

� in probability).Since 	0
k
(1;0) = � �e� w

b=2 6= 0,we deduce that the di�erence

b�n(k)� b�n isequivalent(in probability)to� (w
a=2���)�

� � �

�

n .Therefore,in addition

to the factthat
p
n (b�n(k)� �)convergesin law to N (0;�2�2(k))under(100),we

get

� If n�

� � �

�

n ! a2 2 (0;1 ), then
p
n (b�n(k) � �) converges in law to

N (� aw a=2���;�2�2(k)),

� Ifn�

� � �

�

n ! 1 ,then �
�

� � �

�

n (b�n(k)� �)convergesin probability to the con-

stant� w a=2���.

W econcludethattheresultsofTheorem 5aresharp,fortheparticularestim ation

functionsk(x)= cos(wx)atleast.

9.2. Truncated powerfunctions. W ecan do a sim ilaranalysisfortheestim ators

(90),based on the truncated power variation Vn(
) of(89) with B n = 0 (because

Y issym m etricalhere).Thatis,we considerthe truncated powervariationsatthe

level�
1=�
n .Nam ely when n�

2
� � �

�

n ! 1 ,onecan show that,atleastwhen 
 issm all

enough (but it is probably true for all
 > 0),then the sequence �
�

� � �

�

n (b�n � �)

is tight and its lim iting distributions include som e Dirac m asses at non vanishing

constants.Sohereagain theresultsofTheorem 5aresharp.Butofcourse,asalready

said before,thisdoesnotcom pletely ruleouttheexistenceofestim atorsconstructed

in a di�erentway and behaving better.
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10. C onclusions. W e exhibited a classofestim atorsforthe volatility param -

eter� in a m odelwherethedriving processW t isperturbed by anotherprocessYt:

These estim atorscan bedesigned in such a way thatthey are im m uneto the pres-

ence ofthe perturbation Yt :they are asym ptotically e�cient,in the strong sense

thatthey behaveasym ptotically likethee�cientestim atorsforthem odelX t= �W t

with no perturbing term Yt.
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