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VOLATILITY ESTIM ATORS FOR DISCRETELY SAM PLED
LEVY PROCESSES

By Yacine A t-Sahalid and Jean Jacod?

P rinceton U niversity and U niversite de P aris6

T his paper provides ratee cient estin ators of the volatility param eter
In the presence of Levy jim ps.

1. Introduction. In this paper, we continue the study started in 2], about
the estin ation of param eters when one cbserves a Levy process X at n regqularly
spaced tines ;2 qj::;n L,wih L, golngtoOasn ! 1 .In ourearlier paper,
we were concemed w ith the asym ptotic behavior of the F isher inform ation, w ith
the ob Ective of establishing a benchm ark for what e cient estin ators are able to
achieve In that context.N ow , we w ish to exhibit estin ators w hich both achieve that

rate and can be explicitly com puted.

W e want to estim ate a positive param eter ; which we callvolatility, In them odel

@) Xe= Wet Yy

whereW isa standardW ienerprocessor,m ore generally, a sym m etric stable process
ofindex ,and theprocessY isanother Levy processw thoutW iener part and w ith
Jum ps \dom nated" in a sense we m ake precise below by those of W . A llow ing for

Jum ps is of great Interest in m athem atical nance, In the diverse contexts of option
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pricing, testing for the presence of jum ps In asset prices, interest rate m odelling,
risk m anagem ent, optin al portfolio choice, stochastic volatility m odelling or for the

purpose of better describbing asset retums data (see the references cited In 2]) .

Our ain is to construct estin ators for which behave under the m odel [l) \as

well as" under the m odel
@) Xe= Wy;

asymptotically as , ! Oand n ! 1 .This is In lne wih the resuls 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 of W ; is present as when it is not. In som e applications, Y

m ay represent frictions that are due to the m echanics of the trading process, or
In the case of com pound Poisson jum ps it m ay represent the infrequent arrival of
relevant inform ation related to the asset. G iven that both W and Y contrbute to
the overall cbserved noise in X ; it is not a priori obvious that i should be possble
to estin ate  equally well (at least in the rate sense) w ith and w ithout Y : Beyond
the robustness to m isgpeci cation risk that such a resul a ords, it also for instance
paves the way for risk m anagem ent or option hedging that is abl to target the \W

risk" (conthuouswhen = 2) sgparately from the \Y risk" (discontinuous).

W e distinguish between a param etric case, where the law of Y is known, and a
sem Jjparam etric case, where it isnot.W e show that, in the param etric case, one can
nd estin ators w hich are asym ptotically e cient In the C ram er{R ao sense, m eaning
that the asym ptotic estim ation variance isequivalentasn ! 1 to the inverse ofthe
F isher infom ation for the m odel [) w ithout the perturbation Y . This is possble
when the law of Y is com pltely known. In the sam jparam etric case, where that
law isunknown, cbtaining asym ptotically e cient estim ators requires , to go fast
enough to 0; but we can then exhbit estin ators that are e cient uniform Iy when

the Jaw of Y stays in a set su ciently separated from the Jaw of W .And in general
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we can exhibit a lJarge class of estin ators w hich are consistent and achieve a speci ed

rate (although not the e cient rate).

A distinctive feature ofthe present paper is that w e construct estin atorswhich are
as sin ple as possible to in plem ent. For exam ple, In the param etric situation where
the law of Y is known, one can In principle com pute the M LE, which is of course
e cient. In practice, this is hardly feasble, as the lkelihood function derived from
the convolution ofthe densities of W and ¥ will .n m ost situations not be available
In closed form . So we provide a num ber of other { much sim pler { estin ators w hich
arenotasgood (In the sense ofnot reaching the C ram erR ao Iow erbound in general)

but not too bad either (in the sense of achieving the e cient rate of convergence).

T he paper is organized as follow s. Th Section [, we specify our estim ating setting.
Section [@ is devoted to estim ating equations: the estin ators we propose all fall in
that class and we state a general resul which covers than all. Sections and[H are
devoted to the param etric and sam param etric cases respectively. Som e exam ples
are developed in Section[d,[d,[8 and [, w here we consider speci ¢ types of estin ating
equations such as the em pirical characteristic function , pow er variations and power

variations w ith truncation.

2. The setting. W ith Xy = 0, we cbserve n 1id. increm ents from the Levy

process [),

3) DXy Xgoq Lt

W isa symm etric stabl process of ndex 2 (0;2], characterized by
4) E @)= o thi=2

sothat,when = 2;W isastandardW ienerprocess.T heparam eterto be estin ated
is ,and we w ill single out two situations conceming the param eter space :either

= (0;1 ), or isa compact subset of (0;1 ).
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The law of Y (as a process) is entirely soeci ed by the law G of the variabl
Y foranygiven > 0.WewriteG = G ;, and we recall that the characteristic

function of G is given by the Levy-K hintchine formula

Z
—_— . . .
(5) EE@ )= exp ivb — +  F@x) e 1 dvxlegy g

where (o;c;F ) is the \characteristic triple" of G (or, of Y ): b2 R is the drift of Y;
and ¢ 0 the ocal variance of the continuous part of ¥; and F is the Levy jump

R
measureof Y ,which satises 17 x? F (dx) < 1 :W ewilldenoteby P g the law

of the process X .

WemakeY \dom nated" by W in the follow ing sense: G belongs to the classG ,
de ned as follows. Let rst be the class of all increasing and bounded fiinctions

©0;1]1! R4 having limysy &)= 0.Then we set

©)

G(; ) = thesstofallin niely divisbl distrbutionswih c= 0 and, forall x2 (0;1];
8
Sx F ([ xxP) &) <2

then R
T L2 . I : - 5.
XF ([ xxF) & and . ¥IF @) &) =2
(7) GO( ;)= fG 2G(; ); G issymmetricalabout 0g;
®) G =102 G(;) G'=12 G%; )

and we have
%)
< 2 (0;21 ) G = fG isin nitely divisble; c= 0; lin g4 x F ([ x;xF) = Og

=2 ) Gy, = fG isinh niely divisbl; c= 0g:
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Now we recall som e resuls from [2]. The variable W 4 adm its a C! density h ,

which is di erentiable in the state variable (the derivative is denoted by h®). Then

we set
10) 7
0 h w)? — wh® ()
h w)=h W)twh" w); 8 W)= ;i h w)= ——; I()= 8 w)dw;
h @) h @)

so In fact I ( ) is the Fisher nfom ation when we estimn ate  on the basis of the
single cbservation W 1 and for the param eter value = 1.The functionsh and

f andh arealocC? , and satisfy for som e constant ¢ :

g11)
S <2 ) hw+h @+ R @) g3 @I o

=2 ) h@=@0 w>Hh w); 8 ®=@0 w??h w); h W)= w?;
and of courseh, W) = e w2=2=p2_,soj1r1par’cjcu]arI( y= 2.

Ifwe have a singke observation X there isa ( nite) Fisher nform ation for es—
tin ating , which we denoteby I ( ;G).W ih n cbserved increm ents the corre-

soonding F isher inform ation becom es
12) In; , (3G)=nI (;G):

Them ain result of 2], as far as the param eter is concemed, is sum m arized in the

follow ing:
Theorem 1.a) IfG 2 G wehawas ! O0:
1
13) I (G)! —=I()
b) Forany 2 wehaveas ! O:
I()
(14) sup I ( ;G) ' 0:

G2G( ;)

c) For each n kt G" ke the standard symm etric stabk lw of index ., with

n @ sequence strictly increasing to . Then for any sequence , ! 0 such that
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( n)log 4! 0 (le.the mteatwhich , ! 0 issbw enough), the sequence of

numbers I _ ( ;G") converges to a Iim it which is strictly ss than I ( )= 2,

Part (a) of the above theorem and [[J) hint towards the existence of estin ators
b, such that P n (o, ) converges to a centered G aussian variable w ith variance
2=I( ) underP g,when G 2 G is known: this is the param etric situation, and
we w illpropose such estin ators in Section [4 below . In the sem param etric situation
where G is unknown, (c) suggests that we cannot achieve the sam e rate, unlss,
asgiven n ), we know that G isin theclassG( ; ) forsome < and som e

function 2

A s amatter of fact, we can do slightly better. If (x) = > 0 brallx, we can
stillde neG( ; ) by ),although no longerbelongsto .W e denote such a class

bya( ; ), that is we Introduce the notation (we do not need to distinguish < 2

and = 2 here):
(15)
E( ; ) = thesstofallin nitely divisble distrbutionswih c= 0 and, forall x2 (0;17];
then x F ([ x;xT) ;
(16) G ;)= fG2G(; ); G issymm etricalabout 0g;
— — —0 —0
17) G =1 50G(; ); G =1550G(;):

T he connection w ith the previous classes is as follow s:
(18) G(;) G(@M;i)i G G \o Go  Gy=Gy:

For exam pl, Gy isthe classofallG’s orwhich Y isa puredrift (Y= bt), whereas
Go isthe class of allG's or which Y is a com pound Poisson process plus a drift.

A lso, any stabk process ¥ with lndex < 2belongstoa ,but not to G
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3. Aboutestim ating equations. Thepracticalestin atorswew illpropose for

are all cbtained by setting an estin ating equation (also known as a generalized
m om ent condition) to zero. W e prove here a general result about the asym ptotic
properties of such estin ators, which w illbe used severaltin esbelow . Sin ilar general
results for estin ating equations are of course known (see various form s In [B], [@] and
[1]),but we adapt them here to our setting w ith assum ptions oy nom eansm inim al)

that are su cient in our context.

Recall that we want to estin ate a parameter > 0.At stage n we observe p,
iid.random varables I and introduce two auxiliary variablesS, > 0andQ, 2 R .
U nder the associated probability m easureP ,; we suppose that the fam ilies (S,;Q )
and ( § :1 1 py)areindependent, and of coursep, ! 1 .Let us introduce the

follow ing condiions:
A ssum ption 1 A 1l). If ! > 0 then S, ! in Pp; , {probability.

A ssum ption 2 A 2).If , ! > 0 then the sequence Q, jP,; ,) is tight.

Next we consider two fam ilies (fh;5;q4)s> 0 @and Hnjs)s> 0;92r  Of functions on R
and (0;1 ) respectively, to be speci ed Jater but w ith adequate integrability and
an oothness properties, and we associate the estin ating function

1%

(19) Un;s;q ) = a (fn;s;q( E_l) Hn;s )) :

=1

In this exactly—identi ed context, we set
8

S theu> Owith Upgq@) = Owhih isclosest to s if it exists
(20) by (siq) =

1 otherw ise

(ifUn;s;q = 0 has two closest solutions at equaldistance of s, we select the am allest

one).W e also st

@1) Frsa( )= En; (Fneg( 1)) Fl2.() = En; (Fnjeg( $)7):
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N ote in particular that we are not assum ing that the estin ating equation is correctly
centered: correct centering would requiring using Fp s, nstead of Hy;s: Hpjs may
be equal to Fy ;5,47 but can also be just an approxin ation to i (in which case we
w il tak about \approxin ate centering") thatm ay for instancebevalidasn ! 1 .
Incorrect centering leads to estim ators that are asym ptotically biased, although that
e ectcan bemitigated asn ! 1 ifH ;5 approxin ates Fp ;g (se€ A ssum ption (B 5)

below).
Let usnow list a serdes of assum ptions on the previous functions:

A ssum ption 3 B1).W ehave sup, ;s 0; 2R kfn;s,qk4=pn < 1 ,where kfk is the

sup{nom .
A ssum ption 4 (B 2). H ;s is continuously di erentiablk.

A ssum ption 5 (B 3). Foralls> 0 ther is a di erentiabl function F_S on ©0;1 ),

and H?._ oconverge cally uniform ¥ to F,

such that whenever s, ! s then H ;. N isn

andfg respectively .
A ssum ption 6 (B4). FZ (s) & 0 oralls> 0.
A ssum ption 7 (B 5).Fya, s (Un) convergesto a lim itF @) ) orany two sequences

up and s, converging to the sam e Iim it u > 0 and any bounded sequence g .

A ssum ption 8 (B 6).Thereisa sequencew, ! +1 suchthatsup, W, Fns, 0 WUn)
Hpjs, Wh))J< 1 forany two sequencesu, and s, converging to the sam e lim itu > 0

and any bounded sequence g, :

T hen we have the ollow ing:

Theorem 2.Assume Al), A2)and B1){B6).

Vv
a) The sequence ((in  © Bn) bn 8niQn)  n)) istightunder P ,,, , unifom Y in

n and in  in any com pact subset of (0;1 ).
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b) TEw,= By | 1 ,then the ssquence ¢ By ®n (51i0n) 1)) converges in w
under P ,; , uniform ly in in any com pact subset of (0;1 ), towards the centered

nom aldistribution with variance 2( )= F@ () F ()2 (2.

W e devote the ram ainder of this section to proving this theoram . F irst, we state
a lemm a which gathers som e classical lim it theorem s on iid. triangular arrays. For
each n lt ( f :i= 1;:::;¢,) be real{valued and iid. random variables, possbly

de ned on di erent probability spaces ( n;Fn;Pn) when n varies. Then:

Lemma 1. Assume that ] is square{integrable, and set , = E, () and , =

1

E,((0)?)  2.Ifpy, ! 1 and ,=pn ! 0, wehave

1 X L@,
(22) e P P
Pn g
Furthem ore if , ! for some limit > 0 and ifE (j ;?]4)=Pn ! 0, we have
!
o )
p_ l L®n)
(23) Pn FS ! ©; )
Pnoj g
In the next three Jemm aswe supposethat , ! > 0,andwewriteP, = Pp; .
Lemma 2. Lets, ! and ket g, ke a bounded sequence.

Vp__ . o
a) The sequence (Wn ppn)Un;sn;qn(n)an is tight.

p_l

b) Ifwha,= py ! 1 then
p— L®n) —
Po Unjsarn (n) 1 N OFE@ () F ()):
1 P Pn n n oo .
Proof. W e have Unjs, g, (n) = - 2, i,Where oreach n the {’sare iid.with

m ean and variance given by

2 2
n=Fn;sn;qn(n) Hn;sn(n); nan(;s)n;qn(n) Fn;sn;%(n) 7
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and further j{j n Prnumbers [, satisfying fl=pn !' Oby Bl).Now (B6)
yields that , ! 0, hence B3) yeldsFpn;5 ;9 (n) ! F ( ).On the other hand,

B5) mplesFum o (n) ! F @ ().

Therefore it ©llow s from [23) that

bp— L(Pln)

24) Pn Unmip (n)  a) N OGGFP() F ()%);

and since sup,, wpJjnJ< 1 by B6), we readily get the two resuls. ]
Vp_ : L
Lem m a 3. a) The ssquence ((Wp Pn) Un;s, 0, ( n) JPn) is tight.

b) ID‘fwn=pp_lrl ! 1, the sequence (pﬁ Unis,0, (n) JPn) converges in law

tow ards the centered nom aldistrbution with variance F @ (1) F ( )2.

\Y%
Proof. a) LetV n;s;9) = Wq pﬂ)Un;;s,q( n). The previous lemm a in plies that
as soon as the determm inistic sequence s, converges to , we have forallB > 0:
@5)

Im  sup uas Mjsy) = 0; where up g ;s)= sup P, (¥ @;s;xJ> A):
Al l n l H] B

If the sequence (V 0;S4;Qn) JP L) is not tight, there exists an in nite sequence
ng such that P, (¥ Ox;Sn,iQn,)J> A) 1=A orsomeA > 0 and, up to taking
a further subsequence still denoted by ny we can assume by @A1) that S,

pontw ise. Since (S,;Qn) is ndependent ofthe am ily V (;s;q);s> 0;92 R ), we

get
Pnk (j] (nk;snk;an)j> A) Pnk (:anj> B)+ Enk (UA;B (nk;snk))):
Then [29) and Lebesgue’s T heoram in ply that

l‘msuank 6% (nk;Snk;an)j>A) sup P (Pnj> B)
k n

forallB > 0 and, in view of A 2), wededuce that Iim sup, P, (¥ Ok;iSn, iQn,)]>

A) = 0:this contradicts the de nition of the sequence ny, and we have the resul.



VOLATILITY ESTIMATORS FOR LEVY PROCESSES 11

b) Let usdenoteby V avarizblewith aw =N ;F? () F ()).Let neq
be the law ofV (n;s;q9) = pp_n Un;siq( n). The clain am ounts to proving that, for

allbounded continuous functions g, we have
@6) En @V @;ShiQn))) ! E@Q@W)):

For this, it is enough to prove that from any subsequence one can extract a further
subsequence along which [28) holds. So, in view of @ 1) and @A 2) it is no restriction

to assum e that in fact (S,;Q0 ) converges in Jaw to ( ;Q ) for som e variable Q .

In fact, due to the ndependence of (S,;Q ) and W O(n;s;q) :s> 0;92 R),we
can replace thepair (S,;Q ) in the left side of 28) by any otherpair (Sg ;Qg) having
the sam e law than (S,;Qn,) and still ndependent of W O(n;s;q) :s> 0;92 R).
T herefore, using the Skorokhod representation theorem , we can indeed assum e that

(Sn;Qn) converges pointwise to ( ;Q).Then
Z

En @V 0;Sn;Qn))) = Eq nsn 0. Ax)g X))

Sioe S, ! and Q, ! Q, one deduces from Lemm a [J{ b) that the sequence
R R
nisn 0. @X)g (x) converges pointw ise to @x)gx)=E @V )),and i isbounded

by kgk, so Lebesgue’s T heoram yields [24). O

Lemm a 4. The ssquence b, converges in P ,, {probability to

P roof. E xactly as in the previousproof, w ithout loss ofgenerality we can assum e that

the pair (S,;Q ) converges pontwise to ( ;Q) with Q a suitabl random variable.

Lenma@ mpliesthat Uy, 0, (o) ! 0 in probability (recall that both w,, and

Pn go to In nity).O bserve that
Unjs,0n @) Unisnion (n)= Hups, (n) Hups, ();

which by B 3) converges (pointw ise) locally uniform Iy In u towardsH ) = F ()

F @).HenceUps, o, (@) also converges locally uniform Iy in u towardsH (), In P, {

probability. But by ®B4) the function H isnullat and iseither strictly decreasing
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or strictly increasing in a neighborhood of :then the de nition 20) ofb, (Sn;Qn)

Inm ediately gives the result. ]

F inally, we prove T heorem [:

P roof of Theorem [. A s usual, to get the local uniform ity in  for the tightness in
(@) orthe convergence in (), it isenough to obtain the tightness (resp . convergence)
under P, = P,; , for any sequence , ! > 0.Let us wrte for sin plicity b, =

b, SniQn) and U, = Un;Sn;Qn .

By B2),U, iscontinuously di erentiable.W e deduce from Lemm a4 the existence
ofsetsA,withP, @A,) ! 1,suchthatond, wehaveUr? bn) = 0,and thus Taylor's

form ula yields a random variabl T, taking its valiesbetween , and b,, and such

that
@7) Un(n)= (n o)UJ(T,)  ontheset Ay:

ObservethatUr? T,)= H r?;sn (Th),.Sinceboth S, and T, converge In probability
to , B3) mpliesthat U2 (T,) ! F° () in probability. Since T ( )6 0by B4),

all the results of our theoram are now easily deduced from [7) and Lemmal@d. O

W ih thisgeneralresul in hand, we now tum to our speci ¢ situation : estin ating
in the presence ofthe Levy processY; rstwhen the law ofY isknown and second

when i is not.

4. Estin ation of in the param etric case. In this section, we study the
estin ation of when the law of Y; ie, themeasure G 2 G , isknown.W e will

construct a class of estin ating equations for ,wih 1} given by Q.
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4.1. Construction ofthe estim ators. In the sequelthe number 2 (0;2]is xed
and does not usually appear explicitly In our notation. A constant which depends

only on and on another param eter is denoted by C , and it m ay change from

Ineto Ine.IfG 2 G wih , and w ith the associated process Y , we set
(28)
8 r
< b Fxq xF (dx) if <1
0 ¥J 19 1= 0
b(G;)=} Z ()= Y bG; )
b if 1;
andwe]etGO; denotethe law ofZ ( ).Then wede nethe \m odi ed Increm ents"
(recall Q)):
@9) Per= T (T PG ) a):

Next, forany 2 (0;2]andany 2 wesstPorx2 (0;1):
8
(x) .
§ — if <1
2 P
(30) ®) = &)+ p—L_+  1re P90 =1
g log (1=x)
(X)+_(p§)+i1)x71 if > 1:
This de nes an increasing function : 0;1]1! R4 having and x)! O
asx ! 0.
Next, ifG 2 G forsome ,andu> Oandv 0Oand z 2 R and ifk isa
bounded function, we set
Z Z
(31) c; ; x Wyv;z) = h x)dx GO; @w) kux+ vw + z):

F inally, we introduce the \tail function"

32) @="P (I.)> I=u)= 2 h &)dx

1=u
foru > 0 (thisdependson ):i isC! , strictly increashg from 0 to 1, w ith non—
vanishing rst derivative. So is reciprocal function l, from (0;1) into (©0;1 ), is

also C! and strictly increasing.
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Recall that we work here under the assum ption that G 2 G isknown, and so In
particular we know bO(G; );wealsohaveG 2 G ( ; ) Porsome 2 .Weneed rst
a prelim inary estin ator, which is constructed as follow s. W e choose an arbitrary

sequence m , of Integers satisfying

(33) m,"1; — 10
n
and, recalling 29) and [32), we set
(34) 8
1 ®o 2 'WaG) (0<V,6)<1
Vn(G)=m—n ley o 6ypagi Sn(G)=}

=1 1 otherw ise:

To form an estin ating equation for the construction of the nalestin ator of ,

we choose a function k satisfying

. Z
X
(35) p KB L 1k 2 B mk&)dx$ 0;
x 1+ KJj
where the number satis es
(36) 0; 2 ) <E:
Then we st

8

2 k (x) ifk isbounded
(37) kn ®) = S

* k&) lfjg(x)j ng otherw ise;

where , be an increasing sequence of num bers satisfying
4

(38) n! 1 S e I L
n

and where isassociated with  (a finction such thatG 2 G ( ; )) by B0).Then,
w ih the notation p, = n  m,, and sihce each k, is bounded, we can de ne the
follow ing estim ation functions (foru > 0):

1 X *G) u 1
(39) Un;G; k )= — ky ;
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Finally the estin ators or are:
(40) )
2 theu> 0 with Uy, 4 @) = 0 which isclosest to S, G)  if it exists
1 otherw ise:
A s the notation suggests, this estim ator depend on G and on k in an obvious way,

and i dependson through the choice fork, made in [38). It also dependson

but we Jave this dependency in plicit to avoid cluttering the notation.

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

[33), the ©llow ing de nestwo nite num bers:

J k)
I(k)?2’

@1) JK)=E KW 1)) EKW1))?*; 2 k)=

Theorem 3.Let 2 ,and ktk be a function satisfying (BH) for some having

(34) . Suppose also that , ! 0.

a) The sequenoepﬁ b, G; k) ) converges in aw to N (0; 2 2(J<:)), under

P g,unifomlyinG 2G(; )andin 2 [;1="]forany "> 0.

b) W ehave 2 (k) 1=I ( ),andﬂ'lisjnequa]jtyisanequa]jtyjfwechoosek=?1 .

Now we give a num ber of com m ents and exam ples.

Rem ark 1. In light of [&]]), it is of course possibk / advisabk to sekct the function k
tomininize 2 (k):Thechoicek = h is indeed possbk: by [[) the function k = h
satis es BH) with = 0 (resp. = 2) if < 2 (resp. = 2). Such a choice gives
asym ptotically e cientestim ators, in the strong sense that they behave asym ptotically

like the e cient estim ators forthem odelX (= W (Wwith no perturbing tem Y ).

R em ark 2. To putthese estim ators in use we would need to num erically com pute the
function g; ; x (;v;0), ora singke value ofv (either 1 or 1=S, (G )), and allvalues

ofu (in principke) . E xcept in special situations (see for instance Section [@), there is



16 YACINE AIT-SAHALIA AND JEAN JACOD

no chsed form for this fiinction, and we have to resort to num erical integration or
to M onte{C arb techniques. For this it is of course helpful to have a closed form for
k (or mather for the truncated k, ). In general, this is not the case for the function

k=h (the optim al choice), unkss = 2.

Rem ark 3. Asan exam pk of function k, we can take k x) = k7§, orsome r> 0
when = 2andr2 (0; =2) otherwise wWwhen = 2 and r = 2 this is the optimal
choice since h, (x) =  x?): the function G; ni ik, 1S stillnotexplicit, but it is easily
approxim ated by M onte{C arlb techniques, at lastwhen Y; can be sin ulated, or itm ay
e availabk in clsed form for som e comm on distributions of Y . W e willdo that in
som e detail in Section [2] In any event, the lim iting variance is easy to com pute from
aD.

R em ark 4. Another possibility is to use the em pirical characteristic function of the
sam pkd increm ents, which leads to an closed form expression for ¢, ,; x, - This

willke done in Section [@.

4.3. Som e prelim inaries. Here we gather som e results from [2], and also about
the finctions of [3]l), which will be used to cbtain the previous theorem and for
further resultsaswell First we recallLemm a 2 of R2]: orany 2 , and wih the
notation [30Q), we have for 1 and and K 0 and som e constant C = C

dependingon only,

42)

2( ) 2+
G2G(; ), X)J KQO*x) =) E(me ()) CK @ (e )
In facttheproofofthisresultalsoworkswhen (x)=  forallx wih  substiuted

w ith a constant), thus giving

2( )

@3) G2G(; ) I®I] KA "%k) =) EFE ()) CK &

T his isnot enough for ourpurposes, at keast in the sem Jparam etric situation, and

we w ill need also the next Jemm a about sym m etrical m easures:
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Lemmab. If 1l and and K 0, we have for som e constant C depending
on onk:

=0 . . . . —_—
44) G2G(;) I KA~%J) =) EFE ()) CK

Proof. Tt is sim ilar to the proof of Lemma 2 of 2]. Taking > O,wesethw=
st Yslegyy.p gand¥O=Y Ywandij2aO(;)thenY is sym m etrical
and thus we have (47) of the afore{m entioned proof W ith substituted w ih a

constant proportionalto ), that is

E¥x°F) c 2
for a constant C depending on only. We also have 2 () = =Y , hence
FgZ ()j K % ¥°F on the set fY P = 0g, whose probability is sm aller than
C = .Sihcepj K ,wededuce
E@E ()) CK + P E e
Then take = '° to cbtain the resuk. O
Next, as soon as the fiinction k satis es the st half of (3H) with scme 0

which has < whenever < 2, wesstforu> 0andz2 R:

(45)

Z Z Z
1 X 1 X z
x U;z) = h ®X)kux+z)dx= — h — kxt+tz)dx= — h kx)dx:
u u u u
(0 x@;z)= ¢; ; x @;0;z), which dependsneitheron G, noron ,noron ).
Lemm a 6. a) Let k satisfy the rst half of (33) with some 0 which has <

whenever < 2.Then , isC! on (0;1 ) R.Iffurther > Oand 2 (0;1 ) and
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k x)= k(x)lfjdx)j g then for allK > 0 there exists M ¢ 4 such that

(46)
] K; MK;k =)
8
@i+l @il < Cinxx U jo1 @ )= o< 2
U ra— u;z) ——— u;z)
Qui @zt ' eui @zt * FCymx utY le = = £ o= 2.

b) Ifk islounded, then forall 2 (0;1) we have
@j+l
(47) u 1= =) m k(U.;Z) Cl;j; kkk:
Proof. (@) If12 N, the jth derwative ofu 7 ( 1)*h® x=u)=u®! takes the om

hy;y &k=u)=ud* ¥ ! ora fanction hy,y satisfying

8
S CgEa+ xkITE Foo<2
(48) Ju;®)J , 5
FCip+ kI e ¥ 2 if = 2:
In particular the estin ate for < 2 above also holds for = 2, and further hy4 is

di erentiabl and, forall 2 (0;2],

Cin .
l + j<:?+ I+

T herefore we easily deduce from [4H) that kj.sCl ,wih (oy di erentiating 1tin es

49) $); &)

the last term in [43), then j tim es the analogue of the third temm w ith h® instead

ofh ):
(50)
@it 1 2 1 ?
m k(U;Z)=w th(X=L1)k(X+ Z)dx=ﬁ th(x)k(ux-F Z)dXZ

In particular, for som e "y > 0 depending on the function k, we have

@j+l @j+l 1 Z
m k(U.;Z) m k (U.;Z) W k(X+ Z) k (X+ Z) hl,j (X='U.) dx
Z
Cx . .
NETSTS) 1+ X+ zj) hyyx=u) dx:

fl+ ®+z3j> g
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Then a sin ple com putation, using [E8), gives us [48).

() W hen k isbounded, [28) and [R0) in m ediately yield [@7). O

Finally we give estim ates for the di erence 4, ; x and .

Lemm a 7. Ifkis a bounded function, g, ; x @;v;z) isc! in (u;z), and for any

2 (0;1) we have

(CRA kkk
51 1= = —_— .. IV Cp4, ————
(51) u ) ew @zl G ;v;z) ¥ Tq ¥
M ormover, for all 2 (0;1) we have the Pollowing, for all land z 2 R and
u22 [ ;1= lJandv2 ©0;1= 1:
@) IfG 2G (; ) (esp.G 2G( ; ), thenwith givenby B0) (esp. ):
(52)
@j @j 2( ) 2+
- ox7Te - . . 7 @2+ ) @2+ ) .
@uj G; ; ik (U.,V,Z) @u] k (U.,O) Cj; kkk :]Zj-l— ( ) ;
(i) TEG 2 G*( ; ), then
@’ 3 -
53 — ..o vz — ;0 C: kkk EI+ ;
(53) e G x G ) o k (1;0) o xJ
R
Proof. Observe that ¢,; ; x W@;v;z) = GO; @w) y@;vw + z).Then by @),
c; ; x sCt 1 w;z),wih
@j+l Z 0 @j+l
54 _— ..o Uyvyz) = G . Aw) ——— u;vw + z);
(54) e @z G; ;& @ ) ;o )@uj@zl k ( )
and orany 2 (0;1) we have EIl).
Next we prove (i). [£9) yieds
55 vy 1 = + h ] C 3 :
(55) V3 =) ho;y &+ y) 055 &) 7 WY 59
Recalling [BQ) and [B4), we have
. . Z
@ @’ 0
(56) — g; ; x @iv;z) — xz)= G, (@w)gWw);
@Qu3 Qu3 ¢
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where
@’ .
gw)= —= x@vw+z) — (@;z)
Qul Qu3
1 Z
=—j hojy ®) kKux+ vw + z) kux+ z)) dx
u
Z
1 VW
= — hO;j X — hO;j x) k@ux+ z)dx ;
uJ u
foru;v;z;j xed.Let 2 (0;1), and suppose that u 1= and thatv 1=

Ifwj 1 [BI) cbviously yields yw)j Cs; kkk 3vj whereas ) yields gw)j

A\
Cy kkkalways:sowehave w)j Cs5 kkk(wj 1),and in view of [56) we readily

deduce from [@J) ifG 2 G ( ; ) and @3) ifG 2 G( ; ) (then ), then
@j @j 2 ) 2+
- ex7e . . . @2+ ) 2+ ) .

(67 aul i (;v;z) e X (u;z) Cy kkk ( ):

M oreover [@1) yields & x 1;2z) & x @;0) C

@uJ @uJ i

kkk %3 so putting all

these together gives [22).

Finally we prove (ii). The function hy;5 isC 1 and all its derivatives satisfy the
estin ates [48), and in particular H &) = SUPy2 & 1= 2+ 1= 2] jd&- () jis ntegrable,

aswellas hg.j .Now we have
’

Lo vw 0 w 2

(58) ¥i 1 ) ho;y x — ho;s &) hgy&®)—  Cy wH )
u 8 u
assoon asv< 1= and u 1= .ThercPrewecan writeg= g+ gy, where
Z
w 0
g W)= o1 ley g 19 ho; &k ux + z)dx;
Z
vw 0 vw

R W)= gW)ley pigtt ey 19 ho;y x o ho;5 &) ;s (x)? k (ux+ z)dx:

—0
On the one hand, if G 2 G ( ; ) then GO; is symm etrical about 0, hence
R

g1 (w)GO,_ @w) = 0 because g, is bounded and odd. On the other hand,
[B8) plus the integrabiliiy of H and the fact that [Ww)j Cy; kkk yield
v
W w)j Cy kkkw? 1). Hence, ushg Lemma [H we get instead of [B1) that
@ . _

e 6; ;& Wiviz) — @jz) Cy Kkkk ;

@Qu3
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and we conclude [R3) as previously. O

4.4. ProofofTheorem [§. W estartby proving ).W ih thenotationH = h =h ,

we observe that in addition to ), we have
IK)=EGW1)H W1)); I()=E®H W1)):

An integration by parts yedsE @ W 1)) = 0, s0J k) = E &°W 1)?) and I k) =
E&'W1)H W1)) fk°«) = kx) E k@ 1)). The desired nequality, which is
I (k)2 JK)I( ), Dlows from the Cauchy{Schwarz inequality. Ifk = h we alo

havek = 1+ H , so this Inequality is obviously an equality.

For (@), and sincep, n,weapply Theoram [{ ) with [ given by [J) and thus

P,

’

=P 5 .The rststep consists in proving A1) or S, = S, (G). This am ounts

to the ollow ing Jemm a, where , ! >0andP, =P _g:

Lemm a 8. The sequence S, converges to  in prokability.

P roof. By [2D) ‘chevarjab]esznn ( ) associated w ith the Jaw G® converge in law to 0

(because x)! asx ! 0).Thevarabls ih,whichequal aW 1+ Z“n( ) in law,

converge in law to Wi.Hence , = P, ( $3> 1) ! ().If P = 150414, BD)
P,

applied wih g, = m, yieldsV, r ().S;hee 'isC?! and strictly m onotone,

the result readily follow s. O

NextwesstQ, = 0,0 A2) is satis ed, and
|

1= 0 )
x PG; ) a))
fnisg ®) = ky - S d & 7 HnsW@ = 6; .; &

;0

4

nle

1
S

Upon comparing [B3) and M0) with [[3@) and R0), we see that b, G; ;k) =
by SniQn). Therefore it rem ains to prove B1){ B6) wih a sequence w, satisfy—

J'ngwn=pp_n! 1 , and that

(60) 2= 2T R=IK):
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Observe that under P  the variables rilhavet'hesame]aw as Wi+ 2 ().
Then PIl) gives Fpysq( ) = Hpys( ). It llow s that B 6) holds with w, arbitrarily

large, whilke B2) ollows from [B4).

Ifk isbounded, hence k, = k, wehave kf, sk  kkk and (B1) is obvious; further,

BJ) with = andk* yields
i=0;1; r=1;2; R U .
o o V0 5 @0 C ok (1)

which gives B3) with F () = , (u=s;0) and B5) with F @ (u) = ,2.(1;0).0n

the other hand when k is unbounded we have kf, sk n and thus B1l) follows

from [38); further, , ! 1 and we can combine [B2) with [E8) to get foralln large

enough:
= 0;1; r= 1;2; u ;v 1 8=)
1=
o o <cC X n (o )+ —=— if
o7 G o ok @iVi0) g5 ke @50) . 1o o
cC Xk r]i 2( n )te " it

Then, in view of B8) and 2 < when < 2,weagah deduce B3) wih Fs @) =

x (=s;0) and B5) withF @ )=,z (1;0).

Since hgy = h ,we deduoethatfo( ) = g(l;0)= = Ik)= (recall BEQ)
and the second part of [3H)), hence B4) holds. W e also have F ()= x(@0) =
EkWi))andF @ ( )=E k® 1)?),henced k)= F @ () F ( )*and [@0) olows.

5. Estim ation of in the sem jparam etric case. Perhapsm ore realistic than
the situation of T heorem [ isthe case wherewe want to estin ate ; but them easure
G is unknown, although we know that i belongs to the class G .This is a sam -
param etric situation : param etric as far as W + is concemed, but nonparam etric as
far as Y is concemed. Because G is unknow n, the estin ating equations in this case
mustbebased on the law of W alone.T he challenge is then to achieve rate e ciency

despite the Jack of inform ation about G :
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5.1. Construction ofthe estim ators. A s said before, we cannot hope for estin a—
tors b, that behave nicely forallG 2 G at once. T herefore we suppose that G is
unknow n, but is known to belong to E( ; ) orsome < and some > O:we
refer to thisasCase 1.W e also consider a m ore restrictive situation, called Case 2,

forwhich G jsknowntobe]ongtothesetao( HED

T he construction looks pretty much lke the previous one, except that besides

our prelim inary estin ator for we need to produce an estim ator B, for the drift

bO(G; ) In order to ram ove it.In Case 2, sihce we know thatbO(G; ) = 0we just
set

(61) B,= 0:

InCaselwesstm, = [ n] Prsome arbitrary 2 (0;1=2) (k] denotes the integer

part of x), so that m n.Then we pick a C! and strictly increasing and odd
function , with bounded derivative and () = Oand ( 1 )= 1 (brexamplk

x) = 2 arctan (x) ), and st Hru 2 R

1 Re -
(62) Ry = — (o7 (F un:
Mn oy

Sinceu 7 Ry, (u) is continuous and decreases strictly from +1 to 1 asu goes from

1l to+1 ,wecan st

(63) Bh,= nf@u :R,u)= 0) & theonly rootofR, ()= 0):

N ext we construct our prelin nary estin ator for .In Case 1, and wih m, as
above, we set ¢, = mpy andpy = n 2m,.In Case 2, we choose a sequence m

satisfying [33) and then weset g, = Oandp, = n m,.Then in both caseswe st

1 TR
(64) Vi = m, 1fj 2 () Ba)blg
i=agh+ 1
and )
2 Lwy,) if O0<vVvy<1
(65) Sp = >

1 otherw ise:
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To orm estin ating equations for , we choose a function k satisfying BH) with
= 0 (that is, k isbounded and I (k) 6 0).W ith | given by [EH) we de ne the

estim ating functions (foru > 0) |
1 x (B,
(66) Un )= — k —» {5 B
pl’l sn

I=g+tmp+1l

u
kgioi

and the nal estum8ators

2 theuwih U, () = O which isclosest to S,  if it exists
(67) b, k) =

7 1 otherw ise:

N ote that, unlke the centering ¢; .; x, ﬁ;ﬁ;o utilized in the para—
m etric case (recall [39)), the centering we now use,based on | %;O in [68) does
not Involve the m easure G : Indeed, these estin ators depend explicitly on  and k,
but on nothing else, and in particular not on G . O bserve that they are m uch easier
to com pute than the estin ator ofthe param etric case. T his is particularly true w hen
k&)= coswx) Prsomew > 0, shee then , @;0) = e ¥ ¥ =2 is nvertblk 1 u,
and we w illdetail this exam ple in the next section, but i is also true in general: rst
because they depend only on the function  (u;:) which ismuch sim pler than the
function g, ; x accruing in the estin ation in the param etric case, second because

asamlku? k (;0) is at Jeast \locally invertible" around u = 1.

T he estin ators [Gd) have orm ally the sam e expression in both Case 1 and Case
2, but the prelin inary estin ators B, and S, disagree for the two cases and also
Pn 1 2 )nnCasslandpr n InCase2,adierence which is im portant for
the asym ptotic variance of the estim ators. So we w illw rite \the C ase 1 version" or

\the C ase 2 version" of the estin ator.

52. A sym ptotic distribution in the sem iparam etric case. Recallthenotation I (k)

and J k) and 2 k) of B3) and [, and k¥t us add som e other:

(68) (; )="——"; O0C; y= ——:
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Observethat (; )< 0(; ) always.

Theorem 4.Let 2 (O; )and > 0, and k ke a bounded function with I (k) € O,

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

a) If
(69) sapn 2 G oo;
n
thesequenoepﬁ b, k) ) converges in law to N (0; 2 2k)=@1 2 )) underP G

unibrm ¥y inn  landin 2 [;1="]andin G 2 G( ; ).

_Vv .
b) In general, the variables (p n n L )) by k) ) are tight under P, uni-

omlin 2 M1="]andinG 2 G( ; )andn.

Theorem 5.Let 2 (©O; )and > 0, and k ke a bounded function with I (k) € O,

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

a) If
70) sipn ;0000
n
fnesequenoepﬁ o, k) ) converges in law toN (0; 2 2 (k)) underP g, unifom

inn landin 2 M1="]andin G 2 G( ; ).

_V o, .
b) In general, the variablks Fn n i ))(bn k) ) are tight under P g,

uniformy in 2 M;1="]and in G 260( ; )Jandn.

T he optin al choice of the fiinction k has been discussed after T heorem [3: when
< 2, we have asym ptotic e clency in the situation of the second theorem above,
provided we take k = h , and despite the fact that we are In a sam jparam etric
setting.W hen = 2 the choice k = h , that sk x) = x2,jsnotpennitted in the
above theorem , but wih k x) = lefj(j ag one achieves an asym ptotic variance

which approaches the optim alvariance when A goes to in nity: see Section [.
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A Iso, som e other com m ents are In order here:

Rem ark 5. W hen increases,then ( ; ) and % ; ) decrease, so [B9) and {70)
arem ore di culto obtain and the \rate" in (o) ofthe two theorem s above gets worse,

as it shoud ke.

Rem ark 6. In connection with what precedes, one should m ention that when ([&9)
fails the actual mate of convergence (that is, a sequence , such that the law of
n (o k) ) converges to a non{degenerate lim it, or at kast adm its am ong its

weak lm iting m easures a non {degenerate one) is not only unknown, but actually de—

pends on the true underlying (unknown) m easure G and in particular on them inim al

index °suchthatG 2 G o we know that ° , but the Inequality could ke strict).
In other words, the rate could ke for exam pk P n for a particular G, even without
79) .

Rem ark 7. However we will see in the exam ples below (see Section [@ in particular)

that [70)) is necessary for having convergence to a centered distroution w ith mate P n
and also that the rate in (o) of T heorem [ is sharp, ifwe want to have a resul which
hods uniform ¥y in G 2 EO( ; ).W e do notknow whether [f9) or the mte iIn ) are

optim al for T heorem [4.

R em ark 8.0 foourse itm ightexist other { thoroughly di erent { estim atorskehaving
better than the b, k)’s, and perhaps having a better rate than in (o) of these theoram s

(the rate cannot e Im proved in (@), of course) . W e think this doubtfi1]l, however.

R em ark 9. The m ost interesting situation is when we have asym ptotic e ciency
(this happens when G is symm etrical), or at kast \rate{e ciency" (that is of order
pﬁ) .W e have this under [9) or [70), which mean that , goes to 0 fast enough.
O f course having , = o(l=n) is ofno practimluse.W hen L, = 1=n, then rate{
e ciency is satis ed as soon as 2 =@+ ) forthe rsttheorem and =2 for

the second one. IfY is a com pound P oisson process with drift, rate e ciency holds

as soon asn fl isbounded, whatever 2 (0;2]is (ke = 0).
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Rem ark 10. W hen we do notknow thatG issymm etricalwe cannot achieve asym p—
totic e ciency even under ([&3). H owever the asym ptotic variances in the two theo—
ram s alove are the sam e, up to the factor 1 2 :hence by choosing an allone can

approach asym ptotic e clency asm uch as one wants to.

5.3. Proof of Theorem s[4 and[H. Asabove, we referto Theorem [J asto Case 1,

and to Theorem [ asto Case 2. T he proof goes through several steps.

I)We x 2 (0; )and > 0.The ssquence , is xed, and we set

8

2 (; ) inCasel A~
°%C; ) MhcCase2;

In order to get tightness or convergence, \unitom " In  and In G is the relevant

class, i is of course enough to take a sequence , ! > 0 and a sequence G"

an( ;) (resp.f;o( ; 1)), and to prove the tightness or convergence in law of the

nom alized estim ation errors b, nsunder themeasuresP, = P _gn .Below we

x the sequences , and G™.

Fially, wedenoteby Z, = Z“n( ) the variable associated w ith them easure G ©

by P8), and we set ¥ = rll 1= P@G"; ), which vanishes in Case 2.

2) Let Qn = B?, whereB? = ( . B, IY).We want to prove that the

sequence Q, satis es A 2).Thisiscbviousin Case 2 becauseQ , = 0.S0 we suppose
that we are .n Case 1. Let us introduce som e notation: wih j= 1;2 and °behg

the derivative of , we put
(72) 5)=E( (W) S(H)=E(%wy)

( 9 is of course the derivative of 7).
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O bserve thatBr? is the only root ofRy, (:) = 0, where
1= 0 1 2 1= 0
Rp@)=Rn( 5 (u+bn))=m— Y); with @@= (,7 § u k-
N

The 2)'s ori 1 are iid. wih the same law (under P,) than the variable

1

(nW 1+ Z, u) We have used here the scaling property ofW ).

The functions ;5 ) = Ep (( ¢ (u)j), for j2 N ,are C ! and bounded aswell as
their derivatives, uniform Iy in u and n, and we can Interchange derivation and expec—
tation. So we can apply [E3) to the functions gy ;5 W) = Rh ®) @ I=RuP) ( ,x +
w u) (@ I=RuP)( ,x u))dx,toget orp;j2 N :

(73)

Z .
@P P J
e n;j (@) 5p(niv)  Cp;  ,; where 4 (yu)= ( 1)° awp (vx u)h (x)dx:
Inparticular 50( ;0)= 5( ) forj= 1;2and 15( 4;0) = g( ) w ith the notation
.

Now,R, also isC 1, bounded as well as all its derivatives, unifom Iy in n,u and

! . So an application of Lemm a [l and the continuity of the finctions 5 readily

yield

@p
(74) m Rp@) ! l,'p( ;1) locally uniform Iy n u, in P, {probability,
(75) hE LT Ra ) na ) TN O 20 1 (P

Thepropertiessof mplythatu T 1,0 ( ;: decreases strictly and vanishes at 0;
since by construction R, B) = 0, we deduce from [74) orp= 0 that B Froo.
Another application of [T4) yields that RS B D) r 9( ) prany sequence BY of

random variable going to 0 in P, {probability. Since R, (BI?) = 0 we have

(76) RIBOBY= RLO0)= p=— .10
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for som e random var:iab]eBg)satjs@jnngg)j er?j.M oreover 1, (0) = 0,duetothe
fact that isodd, hence §5,4 0)3 C o by [[3).ShceRO@D °F 9¢y)8 0,

wededucethat Q, = ,B? satis es @2) from {73) (recallm , n here and [).

3) Now we proceed to proving the consistency of the prelin Inary estin ators S, .
In Case 2 the variables V,, and S, are the variablesV, G") and S, G®) of 29) and

[34) (they do not depend on G" in fact), so the result ©llows from Lemma@. Th

Casel, st

gt T n

. 1= .
Vn(V)=m—n £ .1 (" V)?lg; nV)=Pn( 4 (ril v)j> 1):

=g+ 1

Then [2J) yields
Fp

(77) Vi (V) n (Vo) . 0:
H ow ever, n1: (i Va) hasthe sam e distrbution as W 1 + Zn+bro1 n1: Vn s

which by [@2) converges in law to W ; as soon ask 2 v, ! 0.ShceB, and

(Vn () :v 2 R) are independent and B 0 = 1 B, b Fr ObecauseQ, = B
satises @2)and , ! 1 ,wededucefrom [[A) thatV, =V, B,) Fr ( ).Then

the consistency is proved lke in the end of Lemm a[8.

4) At this stage we will apply T heoram [, w ith the variabls (S,;Q,) as above
and the iid.variables ( § ., +;:1 1 pn).Observethatw ith the notation 20)

and [67), we have b2 k) = b, (S,;0n,).W e have shown A1) and A2) in the two

previous steps. Set

= x ¥ o= u
fn;s;q(x)= k - - 7 Hps) = x —;0
s s
Then [2l) gives orr= 1;2:
u l aq 2) u l q
Frsg@) = gn: . % —i—i ; FP @)= gn, .42 —i=;
n;s;q G"; nj; ik S,S, s . ’ n;s;q GM; n; k2 S,S, s .
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Letuscheck B1){ B6).Sihcek isbounded, B1) is obvious, whereas B 2) follow s
from Lemm al@.Next, fweset F ) =  @=s;0) andF @ @)= . (1;0),Lemma

dvieds orj= 0;1and 2 (0;1) ands;uz2 [ ;1= Jand ) 1=

@ QI —
ﬁﬂn;s(u) EFS(U) Cy; nt
@) @) 1
Fn,s;q(u) FJ W) Cy; nt—
n
) 1
:Fn;s;q(u) Hpjs (u)3J Ck; ant —
n

Thesegive B3) and B5),and also B6) with w, = ,.Fially B4) holdsbecause

Fg (s) = }E (1;0)=s= I (k)=s,and [J) hodshere aswellas in the previous section.

W e can thus apply Theorem [: the sequence , (b, n) Istight underP, in all
cases, and this gives the two clain s (o). Under [€3) or [[0) we have n=pﬁ 11,
hence npp_n 11 asweJJ,.soppT1 on n) converges in Jaw underP, to a centered
G aussian variable w ith variance
F@() F )2.

2 -
() =

which in view of F ( 2= Jk)= 2eq‘uail.s 2 Z(k):sjlrloepr1 1l 2 )ninCasel

andpy, n InCase?2,weocbtain thetwo clains @).

6. Exam ple: T he em pirical characteristic function. W e now tum to spe-
ci c estim ators. To each speci cation of an adm issble function k (in the sense of
satisfying the assum ptions of the above resuls), corresponds an estin ator for :For
instance, one way of estin ating a param eter for 1iid. variables X 5 isto use the em -
pirical characteristic function, that is F o5 €XP (iwX y) for som e given w (or several
w's at once) and where J is the index set. If the X y's are sym m etrical, one should
In fact ook at the real part only, that is F 24J cos@W X 4). O ther estin ators based
on the em pirical characteristic fuinction in related contexts are given by eg., ], 3],

[4], Chapter 4 In [1L1l] and [1L0O].
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In the param etric situation, at stage n the variable X 4 is

®G)and J = fm, +

them is symm etrical). So we consider for any given w > 0 the variable

1 X w 0G)
(78) Vhpw)= — s ——— ;
Pn Sn G)
=ma,+1

where S, (G ) isthe prelin nary estin ator. In otherwords, ifwe take k (x) = cos (W x)
(@ bounded fiinction, so ky = k in [31)), the estin ating function of [39) is

u 1
(79) Ung; k@) =V, W)

Furthem ore, this class of functions k is one for which the function g, ; x is
explicit, at least when the exponent in the Levy {K hintchine orm ula for Y is explic—-
itly known .M ore precisely, et uswrite () forthe exponent in @), and recall that

E (expiuY:) = expt @).Then ocbviously when g(x) = &Y% we have
wu 1= ) 1 1=
G; ; g Wv;0) = exp 5 + wv )y wvb' G; )

Taking the real part, and using 28) and the fact that G 2 G , we see that for

k x) = coswx) we have
(80) ¢ xv;0) =€ Y s w;v);
w here
Z
wu 1 1=
81) A @;v)= 2 + F dx) coswwv x) 1 ;
8 g
2 F (dx) shwv ' ¥ x); if <1
82) B ;V) =
(82) u;v) - R i i
F@x) shewv ' 7 x) wv ' 17 xlegs if 1

So we can in‘ct these m ulas directly into [73).
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A s for the asym ptotic vardiance in T heorem [3, it is even sin pler. Indeed, we have

here
(83) L @;0)=e ™ ¥ =2,
Therefore Ik) =  0(1;0)= w e 2=2> 0and Jk) = (  (;0) + 1)

k(l;0)2=% 1+ e ©@w) =2 e ¥ ,and thus
l+e @) =2 2e ™
2

(84) 2k)= 2

W2 e W

W hen < 2, i tums out that the m inin al variance is achieved for som e value
w=w 2 0;1),wheresas 2k) tendsto 1 when w goeseithertoQortol .In
contrast, when = 2 the variance 2(l<:) goes to 1=2 asw ! 0: recall once m ore

that 1=2 is the e cient variance In that case.

Forthe sam Jparam etric situation, thingsare even sin pler. T he estin ating fiinction

of [€4) becom es
u

(85) Ung; x@) =V, W) k. —i0 5
Sn

provided n [[8) we sum overi2 fgq, + m, + 1;:::;ng.Moreoveru 7 @;0) is
Invertble, so the estin ator b, (k) takes the sin ple explicit form

0 0 111,

2l: 1 xt nl= o Bn
86) byk)=S,— @ gl — s — L ) an
W

I=gqpt+mnp+1

ifthe argum ent of the logarithm is positive (otherw ise, put Porexample b, k) = 1).

7. Exam ple: Power and truncated power functions. Anocther natural
choice for the function k is a power function, that isk (x) = kT, orsomer > 0
when = 2andr2 (0; =2) otherwise When = 2 thisis { in principle { optin al
orr= 2).In general, the function ¢; ,; x, isnotexplicit but can be num erically

approxin ated via M onte{C arlo procedures for exam ple. W e can also com pute the
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lin iting variance: wih the notation m, = E (W 1F) weget Ik) = m, and

Jk)=my m2, hence

2
m oy m
87 2 = ¢ r.
@®7) k) m?
W hen = 2wehavea closed expression form . (see [23) below ), and not surprisingly

2 k) achieves itsm ininum , equalto 1=2, at r = 2:recall that 1=2 is the \e cient"
variance in that case.W hen < 2 wehave no explicit expression for thesem om ents.
H ow ever, 2 k) goesto 1l when r increasesto =2, and we con cture that 2 (k) is
m onotone Increasing In r (this property holds at lrast when = 1); so one should

take r as an allas possible, although r= 0 is of course excluded.

In the sem jparam etric setting, the previous choice isnot adm issble, sihce k hasto
be bounded. So we must \truncate" the argum ent, by using the ©llow Ing fiinction

k=% :
88) k ®) = KFlexs g

for som e constant . The function , (@U;0) = u'E (W 1jflqu 13 —ug) Is Ivertble

from a neighborhood I ofu = 1 onto som e Interval Io, and we w rite h ! () for the

inverse fiinction at v 2 I°. Then ifB, and S, are the prelin inary estin ators, and if
1 xn

89) Va( )= —+— 30 anlfjgj - i

—_
Pn n i=m,+1

the estin ator b, (k ) isde ned by

1 Vn( Sq)
Sr

n

(90) bok )= Sa

if the argum ent of kl above is in IO, and b, k )= 1 (for exam plk) otherw ise. This

is aln ost as explicit as [BA) is. Since k  is even we again have J k ) = 0, whereas
M o M2
(91) 2k )= - = where M ;5= E (0 1F1eyr 5 o)

M . 2n () =H
W e can then try to m Inin ize this variance, by appropriately choosing the two con—

stants > 0O and r> 0.
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One could also usek _, the rth power truncated at some level , > 0 depending
on n:our general resuls do not apply, but sin ilar resuls, w ith possbly other rates,
should obviously apply. In fact, In the next section we work out com pltely this
kind of truncated power functions in a particular case, to check that it is best (for
the rate of convergence at last) to take a constant level , = , as it is m plicitly

proposed In the m ethod previously developed.

8. Exam ple: Brownian m otion plus G aussian com pound P oisson pro-—
cess. In thissection, we present a fully worked out exam ple, where W isB row nian
motion and Y is a com pound Poisson process with G aussian jumps, say N (0; ),
and Intensity of um ps given by some > 0. [ll] and [B] studied the estim ation of

the param eters of thism odel, using a variety ofm ethods.

A susual, we are interested in estin ating the param eter given the increm ents
TofXe= Wet Y (see [A)).W e consider a num ber of estin ating equations for

thism odel, based on the power or truncated pow er variations

1 Xo
. n
92) Vn G )= pr 3531505 (agi
Pn n i=m,+1
forr 2 (0;2]. Here () is the truncation rate, taken to be of the fomm ()=

c ™' wih caoconstantand 2 ( 1=2;1 ).

Note that V, above isexactly Vo ( ) of B9) with = n1:2 (n) hereY is

symm etrical, so B, = 0).The associated estin ator is then given by

Vi (CSn;
(93) b, = S, H 1 M
n Srl'i‘
whereH ! isthe localinversearound 1 ofthe functionH () = E (J1W Flesw 5 ()9 -

W hen c= 1 wegetthe (hon truncated) rth powervariation. Ifc< 1 and = 0
this corresponds to taking k = k¢, as given by [B): we essentially elim inate from
the sum above the ncrements in which Y jimps.W hen > 0 we elin lnate m ore

increm ents, and fwerwhen < 0.
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T he expected values of the pow ers w thout truncation are given by

X! or=2 1+ r . =2
94) EX = = e (7 P Ty
=0
or=2 1+ r
(95) EGw )= p= > £
W ih truncation at rate ( );we get
(96)
E X Jlex 5 (g
Xt pr=2 1+ r 1+ r ()? Ly . =2
=e = ; , ()’ + ]
) 3! 2 2 2(2 +3)
j=0
where (a; ) denotesthe incom plkte Gamm a function of order a, and
_ 2r=2 1+r 1+ ()? -
ON E 370 Flsw 5 ()5 = P= > iy
_ _ N ©
W hen r= 2;wehave (3=2)=p =2 and %;x =expx+p ( 2x) where

denotes the cdf of the N (0;1) law . Sim ilarly sim pler expressions are also obtained

Inthecasewherer= 1;shce (1)= land @€;x)=¢e *:

A s described above, in the sam jparam etric case where the distrbbution of Y is
not know n to the statistician, we propose to use an approxin ate centering based on
com puting these expectations assum ing that X = W only (ie., as if there were
no jumps) and we will study the behavior of this estim ator when ¥ is in fact a
com pound P oisson process. The e ect of the m isgpeci cation error is to bias the
resulting estin ator of :But, at the lading order In ; the expected values of the
m om ents fiinctions com puted w ithout jum ps coincide w ith those com puted under

the correct speci cation. Indeed, or X from (), we have

EGW F)+o( 79

E (X 7)

: =2
E X Jex 5 (yg =E JW Jeyw 5 ()g + 00 775
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w ith the second result follow ing from

8

> 1 2

2 (a)+ x*@ 5+1+La+0(x) near 0
(98) @rx) =

T e Xx lta 1+—axl+0(x2) near + 1 :

As a resul, the bias of the estin ator of based on approxin ate centering w ill

vanish asym ptotically n  and we w illhave a resul of the form

n ot oy na)! N O;v)

w here

n = + Iy ﬁl"'o( bl)

n

wihly > 0. (Iflh = 0 for som e choice of (r; ;c) then the param eter isnot ddenti-
ed by an estin ating function based on that com bination.) A 1so, vi = 0 corresponds
to a rate of convergence of the estin ator of n'=%; and any value v; > 0 corresponds

to a slower than n'= rate of convergence.

W e also note that when by > 0 the rate of convergence and asym ptotic variance
of the sam Pparam etric estin ator of are identicalat the leading orderin , to the
expressions one would obtain in the fully param etric, correctly speci ed, case w here
centering of the estin ating equation is done w ith either [@4) or [@f) as appropri-
ate, Instead of the approxin ate centering using [@3) or [@1). C entering using the
latter is of course the only feasble estin ator in the sam jparam etric case w here the

distrbution of ¥ isunknown.

In what follow s, we use the explicitness of this m odel to fully characterize the
asym ptotic distrdbbution of the sam Pparam etric estin ator of , ie., yj;bi;vo;vi) as

functions of (r; ;c) and the param etersofthemodel ( ; ; ):

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

asym ptotic variance:
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1
When 0< r< 1;wehave\1=Oandvo=r—l2 P ((12++rr))2
-

Whenr= 1l;wehavey = 0 and vy = ( 2) %+

1

2

P— 0 2r ¢ (%+r)
7 .

When 1< r< 2;wehavey=r landvy= p ey
-

Asforthebias,when 0< r< 2wehavely =1 r=2andly=

Rem ark 11. T he estim ator based on power variations converges (not taking the bias
into consideration) at rate n'*™? onk when r 1:W hen r > 1 the m ixture of jum ps
and volatility slow s down the rate ofconvergence (v1 > 0).W hen r = 2; the param eter

is sim ply not identi ed, as is obvious from the factthatE K 2)= ( 2+ ) :This
is also apparent here from the factthatlb, # 0 asr " 2; so the bias no onger vanishes

asym ptotically. And the bias even worsens the rate, of course.

Rem ark 12. W hen r < 1; the asym ptotic variance vy is identical to the expression
obtained w ithout Jum ps, as was the case when the log-likelihood score was used as an
estim ating equation. W hen r = 1; the mate of convergence rem ains n'=?; but vy is

larger in the presence of jum ps.

8.2. Power variations with 17 truncation. If we truncate the increm ents ac—

cordihgto ()= c 122 then vi = 0 forallvaluesofr2 (0;2] and
jo 2
Vo = p_ 2
20+ T exp 2cz_2 or=2p l+r lJrTr l%rlziz

A s for the bias, we havelb; = 1 and

1+r, &
2 2

.
14 2

by =

1+ r
2
Z

1+ r 1+ r 2 3+r 3+r
2 2 2 2 2

. &
ra 2 2

’
Rem ark 13. Truncating at rate '™ restores the convergence mate n'™? for all

values of r; (again, regardless of the bias) and pemm its identi cation when r = 2:
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When 0< r< 1 (where the ate n*™2 was already achieved without truncation), not
truncating can lad to either a sm aller or larger value of vy than truncating at rate

n'=?; depending upon the values of ( 2;0):

Rem ark 14. T he asym ptotic variance vy is identicalto its expression when no jum ps
are present, as it should be in view of our general results (as said before, this type
of truncation lads to the estim ators studied in our generalresults). In all cases, the

bias is an aller than when no truncation is applied.

8.3. Powervariationsw ith sbwerthan ' truncation. Ifwenow keep toom any
increm ents by truncating according to () = ¢ ' ;wih 1=2< < 0; then

we have orr2 (0;2]:

When 3=@Q+ 4r)< < 0;wehavevy= 0and

2 1
_ p— s+r
VoI 2 ltr 2 !
2
When = 3=@Q+ 4r);wehavey = 0 and
|
ol=2 rg+2rP— 2 or 2 p_ lirx )
Vo = 1=2 l+r2+§ 1+r 2 L
r2 1+ 2r) = 1z
When 1=2< < 3=@2+ 4r);wehavey= 2r 3=2> 0 and
ol=2 rg+2rP— 2 or
Vo = 1 2!
2 (1+2r) 22 L
A s for the bias, we have:
When 1=Q+ 2r)< < O;wehavebh=1andly= -
1=2 r=2_l+r
When = 1=Q+2r);wehaveb=landky= 7 = & 1 =

W hen 1=2 < < 1=2+ 2r); we have p = 3=2 + +r > 0and ly =
21:2 r:2cl+r 1 r

r+rnt T (EE) S
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Rem ark 15. W hen 0 < r < 1; we are autom atically in the situation where >

3=@+ 4r), and hence kesping m ore than O ( r11=2) increm ents resuls in the conver—

gence mate n'? and the sam e asym ptotic variance vy as when keeping all increm ents
(ie., not truncating at all). W hen 1 < r < 2; however, it is possibk to restore the

1=2

=2 (com pared to not truncating) by kesping more than O ( , ~)

convergence rate n
increm ents, but still \not too m any" ofthem ( 3=@+ 4r) < 0) beyond that; but
even keeping a hrger fraction of the increm ents ( 1=2 < < 3=@2+ 4r)) resuks
in an In provem ent over kesping all increm ents since 3=2 2r < r 1 sothat
the rate of convergence of by, ; although swer than n'=?; is nonethekss faster than

1=2 (@ 1)=2
n :

1=2
n

Rem ark 16. The expressions or < 0 do not converge to those with O ( )

truncation as " 0 because of the essential singularity of the incom pkte function

near in nity, given in @8): when ()= ¢ ' then (@ + r)=2; ) is evalu-
ated at ()%=Q 2 )= c? ?2=2 ?) and Br xed < 0; tem s proportional to

exp( ¢ 2 =@2 ?)) are negligbk in the Taybr series in  of v ¢ and Iy . T his is not

the case when = 0 however.

Rem ark 17. A sforthebias, kesping \toom any" butnotallincrem ents ( 1=2< <
1=@2+ 2r)) kads to a an aller bias than kesping all increm ents, since 3=2+ +r >

1 r=2;butto a hrgerbiasthan kesping just the right am ount since 3=2+ +r < 1:

8.4. Power variations with faster than '~ truncation. Fially, ifwe keep too
few Increm ents by truncating according to ¢ '™?* ;wih > 0;thenw, = forall

values of r 2 (0;2] and

2 1+ )P 3
2c(1+ 2r)

Vo =
A s forthebias,wehavel, = 1 and Iy =

R em ark 18. Truncating ata rate fasterthan =2 deteriorates the convergence rate

of the estim ator from n'™ to n'= n=2 :whil we successfiilly elim inate the im pact of
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Jum ps on the estim ator, we are at the sam e tim e reducing the e ective sam pk size

utilized to com pute the estim ator, which increases its asym ptotic variance.

R em ark 19. The expressions for v and Iy or > 0 also do not converge to those
with O ( 31:2) truncation as  # 0 because once again we cannot interchange the order

ofthelimits , ! Oand ! O.

8.5. Com parison with the general case. Let us com pare, in the sam Jparam etric
case, the speci c resuls jist obtained w ith the general results obtained in T heoram s
[ and [H. In the present situation we have G 2 Eg . So these general resuls assert

that if
(99) n 21 0;

then the estin ators b, converge at a rate pﬁ, and the lin i of the nom alized

error is G aussian w thout bias; when [@9) failsbut , ! 0 yet, then the sequence
_V

(& n D, ) istight.

22 i3 bounded

n

The estin ators [@3) converge at rate pﬁ when v; = 0 and n

(then there is a bias) or n flbl ! 0 (there is no bias). O themw ise, the sequence

P \%
(n o 22 o ) is tight. Then:

Power variation w ifthout truncation: we have a ratepﬁ only when r 2 (0;1]

2

& * isbounded. O therw ise the rate is alvays worse than In our general

and n

resuls: this was expected, of course.
Power variation with ™ truncation: Ifn 2 ! 0 we have rate pﬁ w ith

asym ptotically unbiased error. Ifn 2 ! a 2 (0;1 ) we have ratepﬁ w ith

n

asym ptotically biased error. If n r21 ! 1, then nlbn ) converges In

probabiliy to the constant Iy : this is a bit better than what we get by applying

the general resuls recalled above. T his holds irrespectively of r 2 (0;2] (@and
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also or r > 2 here, as a m atter of fact), but of course the asym ptotic variance

dependson r, and also on c.

P ower varation w ith slower than 172 truncation: Theratejspﬁjf 1=2+

2r) < 0Oand n 2 isbounded, or if 32+ 4r) < 1=@2+ 2r) and

n

3+2 +2r
n

n isbounded. T his is worse than the previous case.

_ p
Power variation w ith fasterthan ' truncation: Therate isatmost  n

n’

and always worst than in the '~ truncation case.

9. Exam ple: Sum oftwo stable processes. In this last section we consider
the case where Y is also a symm etric stable process, wih index 2 (0; ). Then

G2G.

9.1. The empirical characteristic function. First, we can consider estin ators
based on the em pirical characteristic function, that is we consider k (x) = cos (W x)
orsomew > 0.W e have the param etric estim ate b, = b, G; ;k) of Theoram [3
(here k isbounded, so is indeed irrelevant). T he sequenoep n (o, ) converges
inlaw toN ©; ? ?k)),where 2 (k) isgiven by [B4).0n the other hand we have

the sam jparam etric estim ators by, k), which by T heorem [H behaves as such:under

2( )

(100) n n 0P

pn by k) ) converges n Jaw to N (0; 2 2(1<:)).Z-\r1<:1 in general the sequence
_Vv —
(pn n ) o ) is tight.

In fact, sihce we are In Case 2 the prelin inary estinmator S, = S, (G) is the
sam e in both cases, and b, and b, k) are the solution ofU, (u) = 0 and Ur? )= 0
respectively, which are closest to S, , and the di erence betw een these tw o estim ating

functions is

u 1 u
Up) U2 =® @ = ¢, ., x —i—i0 x —0
Sn Sp Sn
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(recall [73) and [B)). Ifwe use the explicit orm s [BA) and [B3), we get

@n (L'l) = e w u :ZS[E’ ew n =2Sp 1 ;
whidljsequjya]enttozw— n_ew 2 asn! 1 andu! (recall that S, !
in probability). Sihoe E(l;O) = e wP=2 & 0, we deduce that the di erence
b, k) b, isequivalent (n probability) to  @w=2 ) » .Therefre, in addition
to the fact thatpﬁ (on &) ) converges in law to N (0; 2 2 (k)) under [00), we
get
- 2 p— .
Ifn, ! a® 2 (0;1), then n (o, k) ) converges In law to

N ( aw?®=2 ; 2 2()),

Ifn r ' 1 ,then 4 b k) ) converges In probability to the con-
stant w@=2

W e conclude that the resuls of T heoram [H are sharp, forthe particular estim ation

functions k (x) = cosw x) at Jeast.

9.2. Truncated power fiinctions. W e can do a sin ilar analysis for the estin ators
[@0), based on the truncated power variation V, ( ) of Bd) with B, = 0 (pecause
Y is symm etrical here). T hat is, we consider the truncated pow er variations at the

- 2——
Tevel }1 .Namely whenn , ! 1 ,onecan show that, at rastwhen issmnall

enough (ut it is probably true for all > 0), then the sequence , o (on )
is tight and its lim iting distrbutions include som e D irac m asses at non vanishing
constants. So here again the results of T heorem [ are sharp .But of course, as already
said before, this does not com pletely rule out the existence of estin ators constructed

n a di erent way and behaving better.
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10. Conclusions. W e exhibited a class of estin ators for the volatility param —
eter in amodelwhere the driving process W ¢ is perturbed by another process Y :
T hese estim ators can be designed in such a way that they are In m une to the pres—-
ence of the perturbation Y : they are asym ptotically e cient, In the strong sense
that they behave asym ptotically like the e cient estim ators forthem odelX (= W

w ith no perturbing term Y.
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