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Nonparametric density estimation for the small jumps of Lévy
Processes

Céline Duval * Taher Jalal fand Ester Mariucci *

Abstract

We consider the problem of estimating the density of the process associated with the
small jumps of a pure jump Lévy process, possibly of infinite variation, from discrete
observations of one trajectory. The interest of such a question relies on the observation
that even when the Lévy measure is known, the density of the increments of the small
jumps of the process cannot be computed. We discuss results both from low and high
frequency observations. In a low frequency setting, assuming the Lévy density associated
the jumps larger than 1 in absolute value is known, a spectral estimator relying on the
deconvolution structure of the problem achieves minimax parametric rates of convergence
with respect to the integrated L, loss. In a high frequency setting it is possible to remove
the assumption that the Lévy measure of the large jumps is known. In that case the rate
of convergence depends on the sampling scheme and on the behaviour of the Lévy measure
in a neighborhood of zero. An adaptive penalized procedure is also proposed to select the
cutoff parameter. The procedure is illustrated numerically for a-stable Lévy processes.

Keywords. Deconvolution; Density estimation; Lévy processes; Small jumps; Infinitely divisible
distributions.

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivations

Jump processes have been extensively studied and widely used in the mathematical modeling
of phenomena that may exhibit abrupt changes, and therefore are matters of interest in various
fields such as mathematical finance, seismology, climatology, neuroscience, and so on. Among
the most mathematically tractable examples of jump processes are Lévy processes (see e.g.
[1, 4, 6, 11, 26] for reviews and other applications). These are stochastic processes that have a
rather rigid structure (their increments are stationary and independent) but have often been
used as proxies to establish results for jump processes with a more flexible structure, e.g.,
[t0’s semi martingales.
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From a probabilistic point of view, the dynamics of the trajectories of a Lévy process X
is well understood. The law of X is uniquely determined by the so-called Lévy triplet that
contains a drift term, a diffusion coefficient and a Lévy measure (see e.g. [3, 30]). For any
pure jump Lévy process X, the distribution of its increments is the convolution between a
martingale X° describing its small jumps and a compound Poisson process X ? gathering the
large jumps (large than 1) of the process. For most Lévy processes whose Lévy measure is
infinite, a closed form expression for the law of its increments is not known and the core of the
problem lies in computing the distribution of the small jumps which is never known in closed
form. We stress that even in very well known situations, for instance when X is an a-stable
Lévy process, there are already a lot of results for controlling the law of X but nothing can
be said for X which is not and a-stable Lévy process.

This renders these processes difficult to handle and simulate (see [18, 22]), the small
jumps are therefore sometimes replaced with Gaussian distributions (see [13]), which can be
theoretically justified in some cases (see [10]). However this approximation is valid only in
specific regimes (see the lower bound result in [10]) and untrue in general.

The behaviour of the Lévy measure in a neighborhood of the origin is a key element in
understanding the jump activity. It is essentially related to the law of the so-called small jump
process of X®. So far there are no results in the literature that estimate the density of X*
from discrete observations of X contrary to X” which has been extensively studied (see e.g.
2, 19, 20]). Using the convolution structure of the Lévy process and that X7 is a compound
Poisson process with intensity and jump law depending on the Lévy measure of X in an ex-
plicit way we can derive an estimation procedure for X*. We can rely on the vast literature
for deconvolution results to conduct our study (see e.g. [7-9, 12, 17, 21, 27, 31] for the study of
the quadratic risk, other results for the multivariate anisotropic densities[16, 25, 29] also exist).

In this paper we consider pure jumps Lévy processes X with a Lévy measure absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and we focus on the estimation of the density
of X% at time A, denoted by ga, from n equidistant observations of X with a sampling
rate A. We propose several estimators based on a spectral approach to take into account
both low frequency observations (A > 0 fixed) and high frequency (A — 0). It appears
that in the low frequency regime, if the Lévy measure of X? is known, it appears that the
inverse deconvolution problem is well posed and as the density ga very regular (see [28]) our
estimator attains parametric rates of convergence that are optimal. In the high frequency
setting, without any knowledge on the distribution of X? another estimator can be proposed
and its rate of convergence depend on the behaviour of the Lévy density in a neighborhood of
the origin. Adaptation is achieved adapting a penalized procedure presented in [14] Theorem
4.1. Finally, a short numerical study is conducted on a-stable Lévy processes.

1.2 Setting and notations

Consider a pure jump Lévy process X characterized by its Lévy triplet (b,,0,v) where v is a
Borel measure on R such that

v({0}))=0; v(R)=+o00 and /]R(y2 A1 (dy) < oo



and

— f|5'3|§1 zv(dr) if f\x|§1 |z|v(dz) < oo,
0 if [y« [2lv(d) = oo.

Tanks to the Lévy-Itd6 decomposition (see [3]) , X can be written as
X; = th, + X7 + XP,

where X ¥ is a centered martingale accounting for the jumps of X of size smaller than 1 and
is independent of X & which is a compound Poisson process independent of X* with intensity
A =v(R\ [~1,1]) and jump density f = pli_;1jc/\ where p(z) = V(d‘?).

In the following we write X = Z Y; where N is a Poisson process of intensity A inde-
pendent of the sequence of i.i.d. (mdependent and identically distributed) random variables
Y; with common density f. We will denote by ff the density of X AB given by

AA)

1 (@), (2)

where f** is the k-th convolution of the density f and f*0 = §; is the Dirac measure at point
0.

Consider the i.i.d. observations X = (X;an — X(;_1)a)ie; with Xo = 0. Our aim is to
estimate the density ga of Za := X g + Ab, from X both under the assumption A > 0 fixed
and A — 0, and compute the L? integrated risk. For that we need to assume that X is a
Lévy process with with a Lévy density p = satlsfymg

M
P@) 2 s Vel <1 (Arr.a)

for some 0 < o < 2.

The estimation strategy that we analyse is based on a spectral approach, and we use the
following notations. Given a random variable Z, ¢z (u) = E[e™#] denotes the characteristic
function of Z. For g € L*(R), F = [ e™?g(z)dz is understood to be the Fourier transform.
Moreover, we denote by || - || the L2 -norm of functlons, lgl> == [lg(x)|*dz. Given some
function g € LY(R) N L?(R), we denote by g, the uniquely defined function with Fourier
transform Fgm = (Fg) L[ m]-

2 Main results

2.1 Estimation in the low frequency regime

Let A > 0 and suppose that v is known on R\ [—1,1] such that in the decomposition:
X; = bt + XS + XB = Zi + XB the density of XB is entirely known. Thanks to the
convolution structure of the law of Xa, it holds ¢x, = $z5Pxp- In particular, for a fixed
A>0,¢ X5 is known and never vanishes as

|dx5(w)] = [exp(=AA(¢y; (u) = 1)] = e > 0, (3)



where Y7 ~ f. Hence, the quantity

Pxa(u)
¢XAB (u)

is well defined for all 4 € R and can be estimated by

$ZA (u) = l

b2z (u) =

" et(Xja=Xg-na)

¢X1A3 (u)

From (4) we derive an estimator of ga, using a spectral cut-off as the latter quantity may not
be in L!(R):

(4)

Jj=1

gam(z) = / bza (u)e M2 du. (5)

The following result gives an upper bound for the integrated L2-risk of IAm-

Theorem 1. Let X be a Lévy process whose Lévy measure v satisfies (Anrq), for some
M >0 and o €]0,2]. Let A > 0 and ga be the density of Ab, + Xﬁ and ga,m the estimator
defined in (5). Then, for all m > 1 it holds that

4)\A m

Ell[gam — 9all’] < llgam — 9al® + ———
T n’
and ||ga.m — gall? < KAV A for constants ¢ > 0 and K > 0 (that may depend on o).

Proof. To control the integrated L2-risk we write the decomposition
E(l[Ga,m = 9al*) = llgam — 9all? + Ell[Ga,m — gam?]
1 m ~
~loam = gal*+ 5 [ Elldza (0) - o ().

™ —m
The first term is the standard bias term for which we can write using Plancherel equality,
(12), the fact that m > 1 and (A7), that for some constant ¢ > 0:

1

1 o0 _ el ~ @
loam = 95P =5 [ JozPdus L [T acw (o
m,m]°¢ m

where ¢ = 1 [ e A dy = A;a Joo e du < 00 as a > 0.
In particular we have that

—1/a poo  _—cv
c< = / ¢ —dv =: ATVK.
0

T avl~a

Also observe that ga € L?(R) as ga € L'(R) N L>®(R) by means of Lemma 2 in the Appendix.
For the variance term, using that

E($2s (1) — bz, (W) = |¢X31( Bl (1) — ox, (0P
1 ioaxoam | 1= éxa @1
\¢XB Tlae ) oxswP



we easily get

64/\A

SE

E[[gam — gam|?] < -

Gathering (6) and (7) we derive:

N ) 64)\A
Ellgam — gall’] <

m + KA—l/oze—cAm"‘
n )

which concludes the proof. O

Am®

Remark 1. Making a bias variance compromise to select m we get to solve me® =n, for

that we use the properties of the Lambert W function and solve

*

acA

1
= (cA)~VagmeAlm)® — m'= (W(Om )> "
n

Using asymptotic expansion of the Lambert W function, we derive that the optimal cutoff

W)é _ <10g(n)

1
should be selected as follows m* =< ( A = T) “. In that case, the rate implied by

Theorem 1 is

1
= (logn)a
E[HQA,m - gAH2] S 1
n o

an almost (up to a log-loss) parametric rate (recall that A > 0 is fized), which is consistant
with the fact that: i) we are in a well posed deconvolution problem (see (3)), ii) under the
assumptions of Lemma 2, the Lévy density is C*°, morally ga has a regularity oo.

The problem of finding a data driven way to select m is studied in Section 2.3. The
optimal cutoff m* depends on the unknown quantity a appearing in Assumption (Apsq).
Interestingly the adaptation problem of selecting m consists in estimating a possible « for
condition (Aps,). This is simpler than estimating the true Blumenthal-Getoor index of X,
all we need is a minorant of it.

2.2 Estimation in a high frequency regime

In this Section we consider the case where A — 0. Then, it remains possible to estimate the
density of Za using the estimator ga ,, as defined in (5) and with similar arguments as those
illustrated in the previous paragraph, one can show that it is consistent as soon as nAs — 0o
and that its L? rate of convergence is n~'A"a.

However, in the high frequency setting, it is possible to omit the assumption that ¢ X5 is
known since in this asymptotic ¢ x5 is close to 1. We therefore propose to consider a second
estimator of ga, defined as follows

Gamle) =5 [ Gxalwe " du, Q

whose Ls risk is controlled in the following result. Note that if A is fixed (5) is an estimator
of the density of Xa (see Section 4 of [23]).



Theorem 2. Let X be a Lévy process whose Lévy measure v satisfies (Anra), for some
M > 0 and « €]0,2]. Let A € (0,1) be such that A\A < 1, where A = v(R\ [-1,1]). Then,
there exist ¢ > 0 and K > 0 (that may depend on «) such that for all m > 1 it holds:

~ m
Ell[gam = 9al’) < K (HQA,m —gal?+— + A2 a> ,
and ||gam — gal? < KT (L, 2¢Am®) A% for constants ¢ > 0 and K > 0 (that may depend

on ) and where I'(s, ) denotes the incomplete Gamma function T'(s,x) = [7°t*te ™ dLt.

Proof. To control the integrated L2-risk we write the decomposition ( fa,m denotes the pro-
jection on Sy, of the density fa of Xa)

El|gam — 9al’] = [l fam — 9al?* + E[lgam — famll*]

=0l + 5o [ Bl () = oxy )Pld

The second variance term is easily bounded by —*. The first term is a bias term for which we
can write

HfA,m - gA”2 < 2HfA,m - gA,mHQ + 2H9A,m - 9A||2-

An upper bound for ||gam — ga|* has already been provided in (6). Under the assumption
AA < 1, by means of Plancherel equality and (3), it holds:

2

1 1
I = gaml? = 5= [ JoxalP|L- du
2m [—m,m)] 2 ¢XE (u)
< ! 2 17 a
< o ) oxa 0P o) 1] du
where for some positive constant C'
1= AA D) - 123 QA " <A+ OA2
Bxgp) — 1= exp (= AAGy; ()~ 1) = 1= 30 “05 (1 - gy ()" < 24+ 0A2
k>1

It follows that

e*(2A 4+ CA?)?
lam = sl < SEEEEEE [ o, )P
R

Regarding the term ||y, ||3, using (12) in Lemma 2 we obtain

o
w&ﬁg/ e*ﬂwm+/ WQWWmsg/e*man
lu|>1 lu|<1 1

—1/a poo
_ 2A / e—QCUUé—ldv_i_Q < KA—l/Ot’
@ A



for some positive constant K, which may depend on «. Gathering both terms we derive that

1
1 fam = gaml® < KA®=. (9)
Gathering all terms we derive
El|gam — 9al®] = [l fam — 9al* + E[Igam — famll’]
m _1
< O (lgam - gal + 2+ 2773),

for some positive constant C'. Moreover, one can write using (6)

1 oo a 1 1
loam —gal? <5 [T - —— ot <,2cAma)
T Jm m(2cal)a  \&

which completes the proof. O

As discussed in Remark 1, in order to establish the rate of convergence of ga , in L2
norm one needs to choose a threshold m which realiﬁes a bias-variance tradeoff. Under the
asymptotic mA® — oo, it holds that I'(1,2cAm®)A~a ~ A~tm!=%e=2¢Am%  To find a trade-

1
a

off between bias and variance we look for m solution of A~lm!=®e=2¢Am® — p /n which leads
1o . . . . .
to my = % , using the properties of the function Lambert W. This choice of m.

allows to derive a rate of convergence of order of

max{ ! T ,Az_i}
nA«

which is of order of (nAY®)~! if @ > 1/2. Furthermore notice that, for a < 1/2, the
consistency of ga ,, is not ensured. Finally, we observe that it is always possible to estimate
ga with a rate of order in L? norm for any « € (0,2) by means of the estimator ga ,, defined
in (5). However, such an estimator requires the knowledge the law of X%, whereas this
assumption is not needed to define ga .

2.3 Adaptation procedure

We propose an adaptive procedure to select m for the estimator ga ,, defined in (5) and that
enables to attain the bound of Theorem 1. This procedure is a penalization procedure inspired
by the one proposed in [14]. Note that it can be straightforwardly adapted to select m for
the estimator ga ,, defined in (8).

Consider the space S,,, = {t € L*(R), supp(F(t)) C [-m,m]}. This space is generated by
an orthonormal basis defined by
sin(x)

wm,j(x) = mwmiﬁ - ])a JE€E 7 ¢($) =

(10)

T™r

Indeed Fiby, j(u) = /7 ei%m 1[_pm,m](u) and it holds using Plancherel
! L™ 26
<wm,j7wm,k> = %<I¢m7jaf¢m,k> = % - em du = 5jk-

7



Therefore, we have the following decomposition of
. . . . NZ I AN _iuj
IGA,m = Zam,j¢m,ja am,j = <gA,m77;Z)m,j> = 5 = d)ZA (’LL)@ m du.
JEZ 2Vm Jom
Using either Plancherel or this series representation, we get
~ 2 L [m - 2 ~ 12
lgamll® =5 | |¢z5(uw)["du = D faml.
TS —m JEZ

The adaptive procedure is build using penalization techniques, define the contrast for
te S,

1ult) = 417 = 2@ t) = 2 =+ [ Gl Ft(-u)du

for which we easily check that ga ,, = argminses,, ¥ (t) and v,(Ga.m) = —||ga,m|*>. Consid-
ering a collection (S,,,m = 1,...,n) we select adaptively m satisfying

m =arg min (v,(ga,m) +pen(m)), with pen(m) = e (11)
meq{l,...,n ’ n

Theorem 3. The adaptive estimator ga m defined in (5) with md defined in (11) for k >
32/(3) satisfies for a positive constant C

~ . . C
Ellan—gal’) <3 _inf  (E[Jgam ~gal’] + pen(m)) + -

Proof of Theorem 3. By definition we get for ga ., the orthogonal projection of ga on Sy,
that

’Yn(/g\A,fﬁ) + pen(ﬁL) < 'Yn(/g\A,m) + pen(m).
Using that
1 ~
Y (t) = (s) = [t = gall* = s — gall* = 2(ga,t — ) — —{bz4, F(t = 5))
= It = gall® = lIs = gall® = 2va(t — 5),

where using Plancherel

1 n (eiu(XjA_X(j—l)A) E[eiuXA]

1 ~
vn(t) = 5 (024 — bza F(D) = 5— > / oxo(w)  dyp(u)

2mn 4
Jj=1

) Ft(—u)du.



Combining these results implies that
G2, — 9al* < [gam — 9al* + 2v(Gam — Ga,m) + pen(m) — pen(in)
N N N AR — 9A, N
~8.m 98l + 210 = Gamln (222225 o pon(m) — penm)
192, — Gaml

< gam — 9al* + 2l[gam — Gamll sup vn(t) + pen(m) — pen(imn)
tESm+Sm, ||t]=1

. L. . .
< [gam — gall* + 119am — gaml?+4  sup  w(t)® + pen(m) — pen(i)
1€Sm -+ [t =1

N W

1. R
< ||gam — gal* + S8 — gal? +4 sup  vp(t)® — p(m,m)
t€Sm+ S |t]|=1 .

+4p(m,m) + pen(m) — pen(m),

where p(m,m’) = 4 e A (m v m')/n is fixed by applying the Talagrand inequality to v, (see

the following Lemma 1). Note that Sy, + Sy = Sy -

Lemma 1. There exists a positive constant C' such that

Vi C
E ( sup v ())? — 464)‘Amm> < —.
n

+

€Sy, lItlI=1 n

Plugging this result in above inequalities implies that

3 4C - - 1
*E[llga m = 9al"] < 3 (Ell|gam — 9a]*] + pen(m)) + — +Eldp(m,m) — pen(m)] — S pen(m),
using that for k > 32/(3m)
_ 1 A 716 _ 1 _
4p(m,m) — pen(m) — —pen(m) = ¢ —(mvm)—r|{-m+m]| | <O0.
2 n s 2
Taking the infimum over m complete the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 1. We apply the Talagrand inequality Lemma 3. Note that we can write

)= 537 (A(Xja — X(jona) — E[fi(Xa)])
=1

3

where for t € S,vm/,
f ( ) 1 /m\/m’ el ft( )d
Xr) = — —_— —Uu)au.
' 2T ) v ¢XE (u)

For that we compute the three positive constants M, H and v introduced in Lemma 3. First
note that as ||t]| = 1 we get using Cauchy-Schwarz and (3) that

sup [ filleo <
lel=1

1 mvm/ / /
— \/ (mvm/ \// | Ft(u)]2du < AV YTy
d)Xf mvm/ VT

tes

mvm/»



Using similar arguments we get

2 mvm/ - 2
E ( sup |Vn(t)\> <E [ sup un(t)2] < 1/ T E[loxa () — ¢xa ()] ]du
tes 1¢]=1 tes llt=1

T 27 —mVvm/ |¢XAB (U)|2

mvm/» mvm/»

PV
< —(mvm') = H?

™
Finally for the last term, following [15] we use the basis representation of the estimator to
compute v2. Indeed, using the basis (10) it holds ¢ = > jez biimym With bj = (¢, ¥ mvm)

such that Y. _, b? = 1, and we can write

JEL 7

V(fi(Xa)) < 4 2 //m " 2N Chul) Ft(—u)Ft(v)dudv

mvm/ ¢XA ¢XB( U)

mvm’ u _ ’U)
= Z b bk // fwj,me’(_u)f¢k,me/ (U)dUdU
JkeZ mvm/ ¢XB ¢XB( )
1 mvm/ ¢ ) 2
< — b2.b2 // Xa(u—v Fs vt (=) Fp v (v) dudv
dm? j,%ejz ! J.kEZ mvm Ox g (U)oxz (=v) o "

2

Oxa(u=0) dudv

1 mvm/
" 4n? //—m\/m’ ¢XB (U)¢XAB(_U)
40A mvm/ 4>\A
‘ ¢// 634 (= ) dudv < V2o £ |

- 2
4 mvm/

where we used at the third line the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the index A = (j, k) and at
the penultimate equality that for a bi-variate function ¢(u,v) its norm can be computed as

||¢||2 = Zj,keZ<¢a¢j,me’ b2y 7/%,me’>2' Therefore,

ANA
up ZVﬁJAng»_féx/ sl = 0.

tesS, ymsltl=1 1

’IYL\/’IYL

It follows from the Talagrand inequality (see Lemma 3, 6 = 1/2) that there exist positive
constants C7, Cy and C3 such that

2 amamV m’ vmvm/ —Covmvm/ | mvm' —Csy/n
E sup lun ()] — 4™ —— | < 4 (Te VMY 4 e s ") .
HES et [[HI=1 ™meJ,

mvVm

To complete the proof, we write

\/ m \/ /
E sup () — 4P < N E sup (B — deramY ™
1 tes,, ™

tesm\/'ﬁu Ht”:1 ™ m/=1 vm/>s Ht”:1 +
n
< g /m, —CovVmvm/ 4= m vV m' ngf g
Ton £ | n n
m' =
which completes the proof. O

10



3 Numerical example

We briefly illustrate our adaptive estimator ga s defined in (5) with m defined in (11)on the
symmetric a—stable Lévy process whose Lévy density is given by

vidz) 1 1
de — |z|tte e

Note that (Ax ) is met for (M, a) = (1, «). In that case realizations of XA can be obtained
using that X; ~ S, ((2F(1 —a)cos (%)) . ,0, 0) and that Xa < AY2X,. The calibration of
the constant x in the penalty is done by preliminary simulation experiments. This constant
is selected as Kk = 4 > 32/(3m).

In the sequel we consider cases where A is small and « > § as in that case (9) (making
m = oo which is allowed) suggests that ga should resemble the density of increments fa. It
is not possible to evaluate the associated Lo loss easily. Indeed as has already been pointed
out, even knowing the Lévy density, it is not possible to obtain an explicit formula for ga.
Sharper procedure to asses the performances of ga ., are under study.

Hereafter, we illustrate our procedure by plotting a cluster of 50 estimators in different
cases, allowing us to appreciate its variability. To provide points of comparison, we also plot
the histogram of the increments XA, which in these regimes should be close to our curves,
as well as the histogram of the increments Xa|{|Xa| < 1} which can be drawn by filtering
the increments XA that are such |Xa| < 1. The different estimators and the histograms are
computed on the same datasets.

Results and comments The results are displayed in Figures 1 and 2. All 50 density
estimates are of similar shape which confirms the stability of the procedure. We observe that
the estimates are closer to each other for & = 1.8 than for @« = 1.1 and a = 0.7 which can be
explained as the approximation error, that is of order (nAl/ @)=l decreases when « increases.
For all the three values of a the histogram of X is close to the estimated densities far from 0,
but is less precise in a neighborhood of 0. For o« = 0.7, 1.1 the histogram is less accurate since
P(Na =0) = e~ is smaller. The histogram of Xa|{|Xa| < 1} is close to the estimates for
a = 0.7,1.1 and seems to be a better fit. But it is completely off for o = 1.8 because in a
high activity framework increments XA are more likely to go above 1.

We also observe that the larger is « the larger is the support of ga and the smaller is the
estimated cutoff m in average. When A gets close to 2 the estimated curve is visually similar to
the density of a Gaussian random variable. Note also that when A gets smaller the estimated
|Ga.mllco increases. This is consistent with Lemma 2 which states that |[ga e < CATVe,
Numerically, this upper bound in O(A‘l/ @) seems to be of the correct order up to a constant.

4 Appendix

Smoothness of the Lévy density. The result below directly follows from Lemma 2.3 in
Picard [28].

11



a = 0.7, m = 33.62 (6.33) a=1.1, m =712 (0.92)
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Figure 1: Estimation of ga with A = 0.1 from n = 5000 increments of X (red lines, average estimated
and associated standard deviation given in parenthesis) with the histogram of Xa (green) and the histogram
of Xal|Xa| < 1(yellow).

Lemma 2. Let X be a Lévy process satisfying (Anr.). Then, denoting by ¢r(u) = E[e®Xt],
it holds

|pe(u)| < e ™ lu| > 1, Ve >0, (12)

for some ¢ > 0. Furthermore, Xy has a smooth density g; with all the derivates uniformly

bounded :

1
sup g/ (2)] < 5 / wlFlge(w)ldw < O, Wk 20, >0, (13)
z€R R

where C' is a positive constant only depending on k and c appearing in (12).

The Talagrand inequality. The result below follows from the Talagrand concentration
inequality given in [24] and arguments in [5] (see the proof of their Corollary 2 page 354).

Lemma 3. (Talagrand Inequality) Let Yi,...,Y, be independent random variables and let F
be a countable class of uniformly bounded measurable functions. Consider v,, the centered
empirical process defined by

valf) = = SOIF(Y) ~ B(F(V)
=1

12
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Figure 2: Estimation of ga with A = 0.01 from n = 5000 increments of X (red lines, average estimated
and associated standard deviation given in parenthesis) with the histogram of Xa (green) and the histogram
of Xal|Xa| < 1(yellow).

for f € F. Assume there exists three positive constants M, H and v such that

sup | flloo < M, E[suplun(f)| < H, sup- ZVar <2
feF feFr fefn

Then, for any § > 0 the following holds

2 _ 2 4 (22 _ e snH? 49M _ K1C(8)V26 nH
B[ sup v (N — 20+ 20)H°] < gt (5 exp (~K0RE ) + iy o (-9 ) )

with C(6) =146 —1 and K1 =1/6.

By standard density arguments, this result can be extended to the case where F is a unit
ball of a linear normed space, after checking that f +— v, (f) is continuous and F contains a
countable dense family.
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