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Abstract

Elliptical distributions are a simple and flexible class of distributions that depend on a one-dimensional
function, called the density generator. In this article, we study the non-parametric estimator of this
generator that was introduced by Liebscher [9]. This estimator depends on two tuning parameters: a
bandwidth A — as usual in kernel smoothing — and an additional parameter a that control the behavior
near the center of the distribution. We give an explicit expression for the asymptotic MSE at a point z,
and derive explicit expressions for the optimal tuning parameters h and a. Estimation of the derivatives

of the generator is also discussed. A simulation study shows the performance of the new methods.
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1 Introduction

Elliptical distributions are a well-known family of distributions, generalizing spherically symmetric distribu-
tions (which are invariant by rotations). In many situations, elliptical distributions allow easy computations
such as the Value-at-Risk in finance, see e.g. [11]. They also facilitate the inference and, in some sense,
avoid the curse of dimensionality. Indeed, a continuous d-dimensional elliptical distribution is parametrized
by its mean ;1 € R?, its matrix ¥ assumed to be positive definite of dimension d x d and its density generator

g: Ry — R;. We say that a random vector X follows the elliptical distribution £(u, 3, g) if its density is

fx(x) =272 (x —p)T =71 (x — ), for any x € R%.

This construction reduces the complexity of the problem by reducing the estimation of a d-dimensional

density function fx to the estimation of the generator g, a 1-dimensional function.

Estimation of the generator g has already been studied, first by [12] who proposed a kernel-based estimator.
This estimator was then improved by [9]. An alternative estimator based on sieves was proposed by [1].
Estimators of g based on nonparametric maximum likelihood estimation via isotonic regression or splines

were proposed by [2] under the assumption that g is monotone. On a related area, elliptical distributions
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are the cornerstone of elliptical copula models, which also relies on a generator that needs to be estimated.
Several properties of this model, including identifiability conditions, and an estimation algorithm have been
studied in [4]. In a Bayesian framework, [8] proposes to estimate the generator of an elliptical copula using

B-splines.

In this article, we are interested by the nonparametric estimation of g in a general context, assuming only
some smoothness conditions on g. For this, we will rely on Liebscher’s kernel-based estimator [9] defined for
§£€Ry by

d+2

%M@w—f2&?9§1K<%@%f“®)+K(%@memﬂ’ W

where
e Xi,...,X, is an i.i.d. sample from the law £(u, 3, g),
o & =X —p)' (X, — p),

e h = h(n) > 0 is the bandwidth and K is a one-dimensional kernel such that K (0) = 1, K is symmetric
and [ K =1.

e a > 0 is a second tuning parameter and 1, (€) := —a + (a¥/? + £4/2)2/4,

54 := %2 /T(d/2), where T is the Gamma function.

The density fx can then be estimated by fop.0(X) == |2 *Gnn.a ((x—p)" X7 (x — p)). The estima-
tor defined in (1) depends on two tuning parameters: the bandwidth h, which is a classical tuning parameter
for kernel smoothing, and the “extra” tuning parameter a, which helps to reduce the bias at 0. In the case

a =0, ie. Y,(&) =&, this estimator reduces to the estimator introduced in [12].

In order to use the estimator g, j o, both tuning parameters h and a need to be chosen. [9] shows that
the estimator gy nq is uniformly convergent and asymptotically normal for any choice of a. However, the
finite-distance behavior strongly depends on the choice of a, and also on the choice of h, as usual in kernel

smoothing.

Therefore, in this article, we study the impact of the choice of h and a on the performance of gy, 1. In
Section 2, we compute the MSE and discuss the optimal choice of h. Section 3 present a new method for
the estimation of the derivatives of the generator. New methods for choosing a are presented in Section 4.
Finite distance properties of the estimator are presented in a simulation study in Section 5. The proposed
methodology has been implemented in the package E1liptCopulas [5]: functions E11DistrEst.adapt for

the adaptive choice of a and h, and E11DistrDerivEst for the estimation of the derivatives.

Notations. For a given generator g, and a given a > 0, we define the functions g, z,, pa by

G(&) =& 2g(8), 2a(€) = (&) /Y (€), and pa =24 01, ", (2)

for any € > 0. These functions will be useful because the factor £(4=2)/2 arises naturally when doing the

change of variable to spherical coordinates (see Lemma D.2 and the discussion therein).



2 MSE and optimal choice of h

We start by giving a first-order expansion for the both the bias and the variance of the estimator gy, p,o. This

theorem is proved in Section A.

Theorem 2.1. Let h,a > 0. Assume that p, is three times continuously differentiable in a neighborhood of
Ya (&) for some £ > 0. Then

Biasy o (€) = E [Guna(€)] — 9(€) = h? x W /R K (w)w? dw + O(h?),

and
A1

nhage@z t o((nh)™") +O0(n™1),

Var [/g\n,h,a(g)]
as h — 0 and n — oo.

We remark that the rates involved in the latter theorem do not depend on the dimension d. This confirms
that such an elliptical assumption allows to avoid the curse of dimensionality. This theorem is similar to
classical results on univariate kernel smoothing, featuring ||K||3 and [, K(w)w?dw, as well as the rates h?

for the bias and 1/(nh) for the variance, see e.g. [13, Section 1.2].

The mean-square error is then
MSEpp.a(€) i= B [(Gnna() = 9(9)°] = AMSEwna +o(h?) + o((nh) ™) + O(n"),

where the asymptotic MSE is defined by

Ch h*

AMSE, = 104(0) + Co™ [€) - ot wal€)) ]

for two positive constants C, Cy defined by

o = IEIE 96
LT Ty glde 2

(s

This asymptotic mean square error depends on the two tuning parameters h and a. Since this expression has

1
£d72

a simpler dependence on h, we start by computing the optimal h that minimizes the AMSE for any given a.

Proposition 2.2. Letn > 0, g be a generator and a > 0. Let A := a®2. Then h — AMSE,, p, o is minimized
for the choice hopy defined by

hopy(n, ) :=n~/? (?)1/5 % (3)
2/ |AMSE,|
and
AMSE,, .o =n /> ((0102)4/5 + ool 5) ‘A/M\/SEA’Q/5 : (4)
where



and the constants are given by

Cai= Tz (3d =250 ~ 667(€)),  Cs = T (G~ 1) — 6T Q)
Cri= i 76,

This proposition is proved in Section B. Note that, for the optimal choice of h, the AMSE decouples
the role of n and a. Indeed, Equation (4) decomposes the AMSE with the bandwidth hop as a product of

three terms: the classical rate of convergence n~4/%

, a constant term that only depends on ¢(&), and the
term m 4 that only depends on a and on the generator g. This means that any asymptotically optimal
opt only depends on the normalized generator g(§), and not on the sample size n, unlike the asymptotically
optimal bandwidth hep¢. Furthermore, note that the asymptotically optimal bandwidth h,p, can also be

decomposed into three terms, in the same way as the AMSE itself.

3 Estimation of the derivatives of the generator

Followed by Proposition 2.2, it appears that the AMSE depends on the derivatives of p. This means that
we need to know the derivatives of the generator, since p depends on g. In practice, we will not know the

function g, and so its derivatives as well. Therefore, we decided to estimate the derivatives of g.

The construction of the estimators for the derivatives follow a similar method as [7], but adjusted for
elliptical distributions. First, we fix two integers k and m such that m > k + 2 and m — k is even. We

introduce the estimator

Foma(©) = — {Kk (Wf)—fﬂf)> LK, (Wf)“ﬂ(f)ﬂ 7

= nhRtis, — h h
where K, is a kernel function of order (k,m), i.e. K} is assumed to satisfy
0 i£5=0,1,... . k—1k+1,....m—1,
/Kk(x)xj dr = ¢ (—1)Fk! if j =k,
() £0 i j = m

As noted by [7], we can construct kernel K}, of order (k,m) by differentiating k times a kernel function K of

order m — k.

Surprisingly, for k > 0 the estimator 7 n p,q(§) does not converge to a function of g™ (). Instead, it
consistently estimates the unknown quantity pt(lk) (¥a(§)). This claim is stated in the following proposition

and it is proved in Section E.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that the kernel Ky has a compact support and p, is k-times continuously differ-

entiable in a neighborhood of 1, (&) for some & > 0. Then we have

m—k
E [ﬁk,n,h,a(f)] = Pt(lk) (%(5)) + ,um(Kk)hm! ,ng) (7/111(5)) + O(hm,kJrl)' (6)
2
Var [1k,n,h,a(§)] ~ %. )



However, it is possible to consistently estimate ¢*) using To.n,h,ar-- s Mkn,h,a- Lhis is a consequence of

the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For every k > 0, there exists k + 1 functions ag ,(§), ..., agk(€) such that

Nk,a (6) = k) '(/)a Z (7% k

and the functions a; i do not depend on g, but only on a and d. Furthermore, oy (§) # 0.

This lemma is proved in Section D.2.1, where a general formula for « is given in Equation (32). By
Lemma 3.2, we know that [1o.a,- .., Mkal | = [ jli<ij<k X [g,- .. 91T, where a; ;=0 for ¢ > j. In this
sense, estimating the derivatives of ¢ can be seen as a linear inverse problem with a triangular matrix. This

allows for a straightforward estimation of ¢(*) by inverting the matrix [@;,;]. Indeed, one can write:

k—1

1 Ok (4
g(k) = —TNk,a — Z ig(zx
QL k o Yk
from which a consistent estimator can be derived as
— 1 k—1 o —_—
B ik
g = — TNk nha — Z —2E g,
Qg k = Ok

As a particular case, for k = 0, P(O) (¥a(€)) = &9D72g(€) /1, (€), hence ago(§) = 97272 /4 (€). We
can recognize that the estimator g(o) is exactly Liebscher’s estimator, which was indeed introduced for the

estimation of g = ¢(?). For k = 1, we obtain

/ _ = Y 1L (d—=2)WD2y0 (&) — 2612291 (¢) gz
Pa (Ya(§)) = (9(8) /¥4 ()" X G 20 () x g(&) + GE xg'(§).
This means that a consistent estimator of ¢’(£) can be computed using the following estimator
~ N d — 2)eW@=D/2y (€) — 26(d=2)/2y R /
T ral©) = <m,n,h,a<§> T gn,h,a@)) e KO

For k = 2, we can use the formula above, or equivalently, Lemma D.5, which suggests to define the following

consistent estimator of ¢ (£) as

7€) = MnnalOWa(©F V() X [€Gn,n.a(8) + 269" n.0.0(E) + (d = 2)FnnalE)] + Gnha ()W (€)
P onald) = T2 @y UL
iz 2/ d—2Gnha A/n a d— d—4) Gn.ha
+ (Zj(/l Eg;) (g/n,h,a(f) - 2§n,h,a(§) + ) 29 ,hé- (£)> - (d - 2)9 Jg (f) - ( 21( 4) 4 ,}22 (E)

4 Data-driven choice of the tuning parameters

4.1 Estimation of AMSE

By Proposition 2.2, we know that AMSEA = pl(¢a(8)) /9, (&). Note that ¢/,(€) is a known function, and
that pl/ (14 (§)) can be consistently estimated by 7 n.n.o(€). This suggests to introduce an estimator of AMSE



defined by

3 i () g (4l )]

i=1

where K> is a kernel of order (2,2). As a consequence of Proposition 3.1, we obtain the asymptotic expansions

L

for the bias and the variance of A/I\ZS/EM;L,G.

Corollary 4.1. Asn — oo, we have

e o~ h2 pgél) (¢ (5))
[ S } SEA + fim(K2) T 0© +O(n®),
and - 2
Vor | . —_SOIIE
nh? s (94,(€))”
Remember that our goal is to find the value of a (or equivalently, of A) that minimizes A/I\\/I_S/E Since

-

we have a consistent estimator AMSE of AMSE, we can use it as a proxy for the true quantity AMSE.

Therefore, a value of a that minimizes the approximated criteria AMSE will be close to the true minimizer

aopy Of AMSE. From this approximate minimizer, we can then compute the (approximate) optimal bandwidth
using Equation (3). This equation requires the knowledge of AMSE (that we already estimated) and of Cj.
C can be estimated replacing g(§) by the kernel-based estimator g, 5, a(§) for another first-step bandwidth
ho. Note that we could use the same first-step bandwidth as for the estimation of m, i.e. hy = hs.
Nevertheless, this may not be a good idea in practice because estimation of AM/_\S/E depends on the properties
of 72.n,h,q. On the contrary, estimation of ¢g(¢) depends on the properties of 7o n,n, Whose convergence rates

(and therefore, optimal bandwidth) are different (see Proposition 3.1). From an estimator

= _ K3 Gnhoa
Cre=" ¢d-2)/2 ®
of C and /ﬁﬁﬁan,hha, we can compute an approximate optimal bandwidth by
a\” we
D ) — =1/ [ 2L a
h(n,a) :==n <02> — 75 (9)
’AMSEn,hha

Finally, we can compute Liebscher’s estimator (1) of g(£) using h and @. To sum up, we propose the following

procedure detailed in Algorithm 1.

4.2 Direct optimization of A/l\\/I_S/E

Since dA/da = (d/2)a’?~ > 0, we only need to investigate the critical point of A/M\_S/EA to obtain a critical
point of AMSE(Gn,n,,..a(x)). Note that it can also be minimized at AMSE4 = 0. The following result is

proved in Section C.



Algorithm 1: Choice of optimal tuning parameters and estimation of g(¢&)

Input: Dataset, first-step bandwidths A1, ho

For every value of a do

——
—~—

Compute the approximate criteria AMSE,, p, 4 ;

end

Compute a := arg min, ’mn,hha| ;
Compute o py2(€) ;

Compute C; from Gn.hya(§) by Equation (8) ;
Compute ﬁ(n,a) by Equation (9) ;

Output: An estimator g, ; ~(§) using the (approximate) optimal tuning parameters

Proposition 4.2. Let A(§) := §(£)/ 9 (§) and

. 2(d+2)A - A(d - 4)g4=2/2 4 6¢d
T 6£4/2(d — 2)A — A(d — 4) — 6€(d+2)/2°

(10)

There exists a computable value Aqpi(g) € {0,400, A*} depending only on g(§), ¢'(§) and d such that A —
AMSE 4 is minimized for A tending to Aqp(9).

Interestingly, the computation of the optimal tuning parameter apt, (or equivalently, Ap¢) only requires
the knowledge of ¢(§) and ¢’(£), while the computation of the optimal value hqp of the bandwidth also

requires the knowledge of the second derivative g”(£).
When we have chosen our value a, there remains to choose the tuning parameter h. For this, we can rely
on the optimal h given by Equation (3) which is

2/5

a1 )1/ A
AMSE,

hopt (n, a) := e (02
However, this still does depend on the knowledge of Cj, which will not be available in practice. Since
C = %é‘dw)mg(f)ﬂlfﬂg, it can be estimated by using ¢ with a first-step bandwidth in order to get

an estimate of g(£). This problem does not exist for Co which only depends on the choice of the kernel K.

5 Simulation study

In the previous sections, we have studied asymptotic properties of the estimators. As a complement to these
theoretical results, we now empirically study the properties of the estimators for a finite sample size. For
this, we use a Monte-Carlo approach with 200 replications. As a default family, we choose the Gaussian

generator. These simulations were run on a few nodes on the DelftBlue supercomputer [3].

In the first simulation, we use a sample size n = 5000. On this sample, we apply Liebscher’s estimator (1)
with different values of the tuning parameters a and h. We study how these tuning parameters affect the

mean integrated square error (MISE) defined by

DSE = B | [(6(e) - g(0))d]



for a given estimator g of g. We approximate the integral by a discrete sum over the points {i/10,i =
1,...,50}. The corresponding results are displayed in Figure 1. There seems to be an optimal combination
of a and h that minimizes the MISE.

As expected, there exist values of h and a that minimizes the MISE. Note that, for each h there is a best
value aop of @ that minimizes the MISE. This optimal value of a depends on h and also on the sample size
n (in general). To see the effect of the sample size n, we display the MISE as a function of n and h, where
a is chosen as the optimal parameter. Figure 2 shows that the optimal tuning parameter h decreases as a

function of n; as expected the best MISE is also a decreasing function of the sample size.

To find more about the behavior of apt, we have displayed its value as a function of & and n in Figure 3.
We overlay the curve of (n, hopt(n)) to give insight about which values of h are relevant. Coherently with
our theoretical findings, the value of aop; (7, hopt()) seems roughly constant. This means that there is a

“universal” values of the tuning parameter a which allows to reach the best MISE.

The optimal value of h is given by the balance between the bias term and the variance term (Figure 4).

This is the classical bias-variance trade-off in nonparametric statistics [6].

Similar phenomena can be observed for higher dimensions. We did the same simulations, but using
dimensions d € {4,5,8,10}. The MISE as a function of the tuning parameters a and h is displayed for all

four dimensions in Figure 5. For all of them, a value of the parameter a around 1 is close to optimal.

In general, the optimal values of the tuning parameters hopt and aope depend on the true function g.
In Algorithm 1, we propose a procedure to determine the best tuning parameters. However, this procedure
necessitates two first-step bandwidths h; and hs. In our simulation study and for simplicity, we choose these
first-step bandwidths to be equal. We compare the MSE of the first-step estimator and the MSE of the final

estimator for different choices of h, and for different points x.

These results are displayed in Figure 6. We can see that the performance of the final estimator is quite
insensitive to the choice of h, and allows to reach near-optimal performance without having to fine-tune the

choice of h.
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A Proof of Theorem 2.1

A.1 Expression for the bias

Step 1: Rewriting the bias in a simpler form. Because the random vectors Xy, ..., X,, are identically

distributed, the expectation of g, 5., can be written as

B G (6)] = LD () <E [ (VG g [ (O val))) )

First, note that for A small enough,

e[ (L))

by Lemma D.1. Now, to compute the expectation of the other term, we apply Lemma D.2, so that

Yal€) = %al&)\] _ 7%h [ (0 (Wal©) + wh) 6" (a(€) +wh)
: [K< h ﬂ - I(d/2) /—wa@)/h K (w) Ol (Vat (Va(€) + wh))

By defining now the function

dw,

6) = IE) a2y
() : %(@5 ; (11)

12
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we get that

Biasyo(€) = €494 6) [ j o KO ) ) g6

= IRy (O — g(©),

where

L= / K(w)z(1hy* ($a(€) + wh) ) dw
—Ya(&)/h
—a(&)/h

- / K (w) - 205 (0a(€) + wh)) duw — / K(w)- (07 ($al6) +wh) dw  (12)

oo
We have —1),(£)/h — —o0 as n — +o00. Since we assume that K has compact support, we deduce that the

second term in (12) is zero for n large enough by Lemma D.1. Note that

(€
9(6) = g((d) 22 5<d 2)/2 / K(w

where the last equality comes from the assumption that fR (w) dw = 1. Therefore, we can rewrite the bias

using the first term of (12) and replacing g(§) as above,
Bins, o (6) = €20 (6) [ Kw) (0" (0a(9) + wh) = 5(6)] du.

Remark that z(¢; ! (¥a(€) +wh)) = (z 09, 1) (¥a(€) +wh) and 2(&) = (209, 1) (¥a(€)) . Therefore, since
pa = 201, by Equation (2), we obtain

Biasy,q (€) = £712/29 (¢) /_OO K(w) [pa ($a(§) + wh) = pa ($a(§))] dw. (13)

Step 2: Application of Taylor expansion. By applying Taylor-Lagrange formula to the function p,
at the point 1, (&), we get

o (Val€) +wh) — pu () = o ((€)) wh + oLl gy g O]

where cr lies between 9, (£) + wh and 1,(§). So, (13) becomes

Biaso(€) = €2u(6) [ K [pawa(g))wm P L0l (e 4 2 ler) ’(wh)?'] du

/ l//
fﬁ’ﬁ‘i(i)p( : /K wdw+h2p“ % /K w dw+h3/K 3dw>

Note that [, K(w)w dw = 0 since K (w) is even and w is odd; their product is odd and therefore the integral

///
h3/ K(w Pa \°T) w3dw,

the integral tends to a finite constant by Bochner’s lemma. Indeed, using the assumption that p!/ is contin-

on R is zero. As for

uous, we obtain that p/’ is bounded on a nelghborhood of 1, (||x]|?). We have now shown that

Ya(§)pa (

: _ 72
Biasp, (&) = h”° x 25((1—2/2

/K w)w? dw + O(h?).

Note that we can replace p!/ by its expression using z and we get

2 (&) - ¥4 (&) — ¥ (§) -

Biasna(€) = ¥ X = g (O

/K w? dw + O(h®).
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A.2 Expression for the variance
We know study the variance term. By definition,
Var (Gn.n,a(€) = E [Gnna(€)’] —EGunal©)]

The term E [/g\n,h,a(f)]2 is already known, so we focus on E [’g\n,hﬂ(x)Q]. Let

—d/24+1,/

#| (S () e (55 )

We have

2
E [/g\n,h,a(g)z] 5

Expanding the sum, we find that:

. (& .
E [Gn.na(€)?] = () (Z (T + Ty +2T3,5) + Z (Tyyij +Tsi5 + T + Tr.ij) ) ;
i—1

e 1<iz#j<n
where
T,; =E [ 2 <¢a wa &) >] .
Ty, :=E :K2 (wa +¢a ) ) .
< >< >]
i >

Therefore, because the random variables are identically distributed, we get

E [Gn,n,a(€)?] = s (T +Ton + 2750+ (n— D)Tya2+ (n—D)T512+ (n— D)Ts12 + (n— 1)Tr 1 2),

Step 1. Removing terms that disappear. We start by applying Lemma D.1. This means that for
all n large enough,

c*(€)
nh(n)?

E [Gn,n,a(€)?] = (Tra+ (n—1)Tuy2).

Step 2. Computation of an equivalent of T} ;. We appply Lemma D.2, with K2 instead of K, and

obtain

V(&) +wh) "

— (Ya
Tl,l = wh(n))) dw

7 2h(n) [ 2 g (Vg ! (Va(€) +wh(n))) - "
wa | om 0 () £

14



and so,

T(d/2)&~24,(¢)°

7Td/z

2
A g 1

nh(n)

$a(€) +wh(n)) ¥ (€ +wh) D

></ K2

1 (d/2)€ —a42)/2y (¢

~ nh(n) w2

by Bochner’s lemma.

Step 3. Computation of 7T} ;5. Since the X;,7=1,...,

we have

Tois=E [« (%(5)

h(n)

—_c

h(n)

e

h(n)?
- 3"

for n large enough by Lemma D.1.

h(n)
[gn h,a(f)]2 )

Step 4. Combining all previous results.

Var (Gn,na(€)) = E [Gnna(€)?]

= (Tig+ (n—1)Ty12) —

Since Biasy, 4 (€) = o(1), we get

c*(¢)
nh(n)?
1 T(d/2)

Var (./g\n,h,a(é-)) =

—%(&))
—¢a(§1)>—2

¢a(§1)>:2

— Biash,a(f)) +

T1+0(1/n)

(A (7/%1 (Ya(€ )""‘Uh(n)))

/ K2 ) dw,

| =l (5]

—-E [/g\n,}ua (5)]2

3 (T171 + (Tl — 1)T47172)

—E [gn,h,a(g)]Q

(9(€) — Biasya(€))

(&)
nh(n)?
(¢

nh(n)? T

———=T1 1 — (9(§) — Bias,q(£))?

= ECIRYLEGONK IS + o(1/(nh(n))) + O(1/n)

nh(n) md/2

since h(n) — 0 as n — oo.

B Proof of Proposition 2.2

We start from the expression of the asymptotic mean square error

Ci
AMSE?L,h,a = ni;/v[}a(g) + 02

h4

T VO 0 (1a(9)).

15
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The partial derivative of AMSE,, . with respect to h is

9 AMSE,, 5 4 G

2 — — () + Cah U ()Pl ($a(©))

Solving & AMSE,, 5., = 0 for h gives the optimal bandwidth

hopt (n) = @a(f)n_l/s)’ (21)
where

1/5 /
@ S N / S— (22)
Cot, (§)pi? (Ya(E)) ? (2l — 0y
and C3 := (C1/C2)"/®. The second equality in Equation (22) is a consequence of Lemma D.3, where the

function z, is defined by z,(§) := j/(—f&))f(d’m/? Substituting hope by its expression (21) in the AMSE gives

va() ==

C
AMSE,,, UL (©) + Capa(©) L) P (a(8)

e T o (En
i e

By Equation (22), we get that ¢! /o, = C5 (24, — 1" 2/)?/°. By Lemma D.3, we also obtain

¢/4 2 — ! 2
@3,(/}/ ( "2 Ol%) _ ( //1/}/ - a ”z/)8/5¢(/12 a aw/3 a“a _ 03( //w w// /)2/5
Therefore,

Pl (a(€))°
v (6)*°

+CQC3> ( //1)0 1[}// /)2/5

AMSEn Jopt,a = TL74/5 (? + CQCél)

— 4/ ((C o )4/5 +C4/5 1/5) (2 //w w// /)2/5

~ 0 = ~ N\ 2/5
_ . —4/5 4/5 4/5 ~1/5 — C3A%? + C4A + Cs
" ((0102) + GG ) ( (€) + (€42 1 A)2 ;

by Lemma D.6. The expression of hep; is obtained by combining Equations (21), (22) and Lemma D.6.

C Proof of Proposition 4.2

In Proposition 2.2, we show that the asymptotic MSE with optimal bandwidth A has the following expression

AMSE, ,

opt @

N _ ~ \ 2/5
) B C3A? + C4A+ C
=0 (i)' 4 0P eyl?) (9N(HXH2H RGLEY 5) |

a/2

where A = a®/%. Therefore, we can minimize the function a — AMSE,, ;. « by finding

. C3 A% + C4A + Cs
Aopt (= argmin 4,9 (Ed/Q +A)2 ;

16



and so aopt 1= Aoptz/ 4 minimizes a — AMSE,, . In this section, we analyze in which cases the minimum

opt,a*
exists.

Followed from the definition of Ay, we define the following function.

_ C542 + C4A + Cs

w(A) = =y e (23)

Note that x is a non-constant ratio of polynomials, and therefore it is an analytic function. Therefore, there

exists a non-zero higher-order derivative of x. The first derivative of x we have

(203A + Cy) (€42 + A)2 — (2672 4 24)(C5 A2 + C4A + Cs)
(§9/2 + A)*
(2C5A + Cy) (€42 + A) — 2(C5A2 + C1A + Cs)
(€42 4 A)3
 Caf? 4 Oy A+ 20562 A — 204 A — 2C5
a (€42 + A)3
. A(253€d/2 — 54) + 54£d/2 — 255
a (€472 + A)? '

K'(A) =

We again differentiate k w.r.t A to get

(205642 — Cy) (/2 + A)? — 3(¢%/2 + A)?(A(2C56%% — Cy) + Ca&%? — 2C5)

H//(A) = (é-d/g + A)6
(205642 — Cy)(6Y2 + A) — 3(A2C36Y? — Cy) + C16Y? — 2C5)
- @+ Ay
_ —2A(263§d/2 — 54) + 263§d — 4645(1/2 + 665

(7 + )i
From &', we determine which for which A is x has maximum or minimum. We have the following cases:
Case 1. If 263{‘1/2 —Cy= 0, then we consider the following three sub-cases.
Sub-case 1la. If C~’4§d/2 — 255 < 0, then " < 0. The function x decreases and its minimum is attained
when A — +o0.
Sub-case 1b. If 54§d/2 — 25'5 =0, then " = 0. This means that  is a constant function.
Sub-case 1c. If 6'4§d/2 — 255 > 0, then k > 0. Hence k reaches its minimum as A | 0, since « is an
increasing function in this sub-case.
Case 2. Suppose 2C56%2 — Cy # 0. Let A* = (2C5 — C4£%/2) /(205642 — Cy), then k/(A*) = 0. Therefore,
—2(2C5 — Cu€¥/?) 4 2056% — 4C4€Y2 + 6C5
(06 + A*)4

2Cs + 20567 — 6C4£/2
(€472  Ax)4

K'///(A*) —

Now we determine whether the (local) extrema of x is attained at A*, we also have three sub-cases to

consider.

Sub-case 2a. If 2C5 + 2C~’3§d - 65481/2 > 0, then k”(A*) > 0. There is only one extremum so the

function k has a global minimum at A*.

17



Sub-case 2b. If 255+253§d7654§d/2 < 0, then x”(A*) > 0. This means that A* is a local maximum.
However, there is only one extremum and so A* is a global maximum. The minimum is attained
at either as A | 0 or A — oc.

Sub-case 2c. If 2Cs + 253§d - 6545‘”2 = 0, then the minimum could be attained at 0,400 or A*.

The expressions for 25’3£d/2 — 5’4, 6’45‘”2 — 265 and 26’5 + 2C~'3§d — 65’45‘”2 are in Lemma D.7.
From these cases, we conclude that a — AMSE,, j,

sltopt s

The only case where we can compute aqpt explicitly is in the sub-case 2a. Recall that

« 1s minimized when a | 0, a — oo or at a = (A*)Q/d.

4 2Cs — Cy&4/2
2C5¢4/2 — Cy

Using the definitions of the constants given in Proposition 2.2, we have

2[4 (d+2)5(0)| - 4R [3(O)(d — 4) - 67 ()]
2 [‘1222 (3(d—2)4(&) - 65’(5)&)} €12 — 221 G(€)(d — 4) — 67 (§)§4+2)/2]

_ [(d + 2) 9] = [9(&)(d —4) — 67/ (g H+2)/2]¢a?
- 2[(3(d —67(£)€)] €42 — [G(€)(d — 4) — 67/ (£)ed+2)/2]
2(d + (d 4)E72] (&) + 6671 g (€)
[6(d — )gd/z d+4] g(&) — 662 /2g/(¢)"
);

Let A(¢) == g(£)/ g'(€

A* =

then

A(§) [2d +4—(d- 4)§d/2] + g+l
A(€) [66%/2(d — 2) — d + 4] — 6£(@+2)/2,

*

which finishes the proof of Proposition 4.2.

D Technical results

D.1 Computation of integrals

Lemma D.1. Let ¢ be a measurable function from RY to R* and & > 0 such that ¥(¢) > 0. Assume that

the kernel K has compact support and h(n) — 0 as n — oo. Let Z be a bounded random variable. Let I, be
defined by

I, =E

2K (Wé) SICE IR m))

Then there exists N € N such that I, =0 for alln > N.

Proof: Let [a,b] be the support of K, and remember &; := (X; — u)" 271 (X; — p). We have

I,:=E ZK<M>] :/z-K(M>dP(£i,z).

For any &; > 0,




Therefore, for all n large enough, we have

Y(&) + (&)

for all & > 0, h)

> b,

and therefore

for all & >0, K (M) =0.

h(n)
Finally, we get I,, = 0 for n large enough, as claimed. [J

In many computations involving elliptical distributions, one can use a well-chosen change of variable to
transform an expectation over the elliptically distributed variable X; (i.e. a d-dimensional integral) into a
one-dimensional integral. This is formalized in the following Lemma, which is a consequence of the results
given in [12]. They show that by using d-dimensional spherical coordinates, we can simplify these integrals
(see pages 174-175 and Lemma 4.3 of [12]).

Lemma D.2. For any £ > 0, for any a,h > 0, for any function K : R — R, we have

M — n2h [ N9 (¢;1 (lﬁa(HXHQ) + wh)) 7 (e (€) + wh)(d_2)/2
" [K ( h ﬂ - I(d/2) /wa(g)/hK W, (Ve ($a(|X]2) + wh)) dw.

Proof. We begin by doing the change of variables z; := 371/2(x; — ) and then we apply Stute and Werner’s

[12] change of variable using the d-dimensional spherical coordinates, so that

e i (40 ul6))] g K<%<f>—wa<<xi—w21<Xi—u>>>

h h
- Xi — Tyt Xi — —1/2 _
- /Rd K (%(5) Yolbus =) 2771 M))) =7 20 ((xi — )T B (30 — ) dx;

h
_ 12
:/ K (1%(5) ia(HZlH )> |2|_1/29(||Zi“2) |E|1/2dzi
Rd
A e Ya(§) = Ya (V1) (d—2)/2
A G e O
We now do a third change of variables
w = w(vy) = 1) 2_ Yalv1) = v1(w) =¥, " (Ya(§) +wh),

which gives

Ya(§) —Ya(€)\] _ 7¥%h (% 9 (et (a(§) +wh)) v (w) D2
E[K< h ﬂ - T(d/2) /w(O)K( : ¥, (Yat (1ha(€) +wh)) dw.

Noting that w(0) = —1,(€)/h finishes the proof. O

D.2 Technical computations

We remind that z, is the function defined by z,(§) := 5/(2)5(‘{2)/2.
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Lemma D.3. For any integer d > 0, and any £,a > 0, we have

ACRACREAGIEAGY

Pa ($a(§)) = CASIK

Proof. Let ¥,(t) be the inverse function of v¢,, and let ¥/ be the derivative of ¥, w.r.t. ¢. Recall that

Pa = 2q © ¥,. By differentiating this expression, we obtain p), = (2}, o ¥,) - ¥/, and

Pl = (2 0W,) W+ (2 0 W,) - Wl = (21 0 W) - (W) + (2 0 Wy) - W

So,
P ($a(€)) = 2/(€) - (W)* (a(€)) + 24,(8) - U (1a(€)). (24)
Since,
L (W)
R 0 N AT AT 2
we get ©
12 _ 1 an 7 _ %’f
(\Ija) (wa(g)) - [Z[Ja(é-)]Q d \Ila (¢a(£)) W}(,z(f)}g (25>
Therefore, combining Equations (24) and (25), we get
" _z2a(8)  vi(8) -2 (8) _ za () - v (§) — ¥a(§) - za(€)
T A TAGE TGk 7
as claimed.
O
Lemma D.4. For any integer d > 0, and any £,a > 0, we have
o1 FOVLE + T ”
) AB)S ’ )
(€)= 2[4 (912 9(6) — va(©va’(€) 9(6) — 29" (va(©va(§) + §" (¥ (@] (27)

AGE

where P
9 =€) and  F() =TI + €TV (),
(d—2)(d-4)

Besides, we have that §"(£) := (d — 2)g'(€)£(4=H/2 1 ¢ (£)e(d=2/2 4 1

g2

Proof. By Equation (11), z,(&) := g(€)£W@=2/2 /! (&) = §(€) /4, (€) for & > 0. Differentiating this equality
gives

26 = TE¥LO) — 3(Ovi(©)
¢ [, ()]

20



We differentiate this expression a second time to obtain

(7'(©)¢a(&) = GOV [a(E)]” — 204 (v ()(T (E)va(€) — G(E)YL(E)

=)= Q)
_ (F©v) — JOVLE) V4 (©) — 24T (©wa(&) — §©¥a(€)
UAGK
_ (T + T ©va(€) — FEWIE) — FEW€)¥a(€) — 204(€) (T ()¥a (&) — §(E)¥u(€))
CAGK
_ (F1(©va(&) — FEW(©))¥a() — 2049 (T (€)v4(€) — FE)WL ()
CAGK
_ OO — GOV (©)va(€) — 25 () (©)va(€) + 25(E) (&)
UAGK ’
as claimed.

Lemma D.5. We have

"e) = P (Va (&) [0, ()] L Va9 x [€9(8) + 269'(§) + (d = 2)g(E)] + 9(E)¥a"(€)
g\ = £(d-2)/2

§v,(8)
Yg () ey d—2g(§) o9& (d—=2)(d—4)g(§)
! (wg@)) (10 -2t + 57 ) - -0 e
Proof. From Lemma D.3 and Lemma D.4, we have
(10 (€)) = 29(8) e (9))* — 9(E)¢va(€ )w”’(% o 9 (©)va (v (&) + 9" (€)[va(8)]

[
AGICAGIE L Ya(&Ya(©)
CASIE

which yields
Pa(a(€)[Wa () + F'() W5 ()1 + G(&)¥a()vr (€) + G(E)va(E)va’(§) +27 (§)va(§)va (€)

ATk CAGE
Y GIUAGE
AGE
o, , FOULOE | FOWE  FOWE  2FEOWE  2OMIO?
= AW + e T e T e G
-, , FOVLE) + GOV + 27U | FOWLOP — 25 W©OF
= Pa (%(5))[%(5)} o (f) + [w/ ({)]

Using the definition of §”(§) given in Lemma D.4, we express the above expression in terms of ¢’(§). It
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yields that

9" (&) = pa(Wa(&)) e (O
EW22g()yy () + 9722 g()wy (€) + 2614229/ (€)yy (€) + (d — 2)E1 Vg (€)yg (€)

i TG
| [6979720/(€) + 526G Iu O — 26 (@) [ )
TAGIE
- o7 (pz;wa(s))w;(g)]g
L E2u106) x [6g(€) + 20+ (4 200) + £4-2/29(€)(€)

n (%’(f))2 <§(d_2)/2[g/(§) —29()] + d;2§(d—4)/2g(5)>

G
L (d- g (e @ZDEZY Z{fd ~ y(e)g@-or )
P, () x [E9(&) + 269/ (€) + (d = 2)g(6)] +g(©YY'(€)

2AG)
e d—29©)\ ,, .9 (d—2)(d—4)g(§
) (9(5) 29(§)+2€> (d 2)5 1 &

ACAGITAG
@-2)2

()

* <w;<§>

Lemma D.6. For any & > 0, we have
) _ C3A% + CyA + Cs
(2a¥a — ¥a2a)(§) = §"(6) +
(/2 +4)°

where A = A(a) == a%/? and

Gy = %(sw —2)3(6) - 67 (£)¢),

Gy = %(ﬁ(f)(d — 1) - 67 () D2,

Proof. We can express z//u! — !z in terms of derivatives of ¢,, by using (26) and (27). We have

syt — g — 2O FE) = va(©v (€ 56 — 27 (v (Ve (&) + T (OO
ata a”a 3 a
AG)
I AOUACEESIAG)
‘ AR
3G — GOV = 3T (vl + ' (€)[WL]?
- W]Q . (31)

We now compute explicit expressions for the derivatives of ¥,. Remember that ¢,(§) = —a+ (A+¢ d/ 2)

2/d

22



9= (31 )6t (6t o)™ () et (e ) e

This can be recognized as

vi© =vie) x S a (e 1 a)

Differentiating again, we obtain

d— d 4 4 a2 d— d d 3-3d a
Yy (€) = (22) (2 - 2) §27%4 (55 +A> + (22> (Z — > 2724 (€2 +A) 55571

_ (d72)4(d74)£%73A & +A)%—2+ (d 2)2(1 d)gd,dA(f% +A)%—s
=2t (¢ )" ((@- ) (F 4 4) 20— et

= %Aﬁ* GE A>%,3 (dg# +da—ag¥ — a4+ 2% — 2¢?)

- %Agi—3 GE A)%f3 (—de? —2¢% + a4 - 44)

SUSLYIES. (6% +4) i ((d— 94~ (@+2)t)

This can also be recognized as

we) = w6 x T2 a (e 1 4) 7 (- 9A- (@ +2)ed)

We have therefore shown that

vi(©) = vh(e) x 2 a (e 1 4)

ve) = w6 x T2 A (e 1 4) T (-9 A- @+ 2)e?).

2

)

As a consequence, all terms in the numerator and the denominator of Equation (31) are proportional to [¢,]

which can then be simplified, so that we obtain

"7 "/ ~ [’(/}(/}L/]Q ~ ’l/)(lzw(ll// ~/ w(lzw(/z/ ~
z — a2, =3 — -3
oV = ¥iza = 39(6) 0 9(6) w59 (€) e +9"(§)
= 70+ ey (30— 2 FOA4 = GO (4~ HA— [+ 2) — 67 (AE* + 4))

C3A% + Cy A+ Cs
(7 +4)°

R AGE

finishing the proof. O
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In the following lemma, we give an expression of 25'3§d/2 — 6’4, C~'4§d/2 — 25’5 and 2C~'5 + 25’35‘1 — 654§d/2.

These are conditions for the locations of the extrema of (23) in Section C.

Lemma D.7. Let £ >0 and d > 2. Let Cs,Cy and Cs be defined as in Proposition 2.2. Then we have

20612 — Gy = L2 (361~ 29(6) — g(€)(d — DD — 6 (€)¢")
255 - 6«4§d/2 _ ng (2(d + 2)£(d—2)/29(€) _ f(d_Z)/Qg(f)(d _ 4)§(d—2)/2 + 3§(d—2)/2 (2g’(§) + (d . 2)5_19(5))fd)
Lastly,

205 + 2056 — 6C4¢?? = % <2<d +2)8D2g(€) + 6(d — 2)¢ I 2 (¢)

—3(2¢'(&) + (d = 2) ' g()) (P7P/2(d - 4) - 4g3d/2)>

Proof. We have:

205Cs — Cy = 264/2 d4§22 (3(d 2)q(&) — 6§/(§)f) — d4g22( (&) (d—4)—67 (£)§(d+2)/2)

= d4€22 <2§d/2( (d — 2) N(g) _ 6§'(§)§) . (ﬁ(f)(d . 4) . 6§/(€)§(d+2)/2))
= d4€2 (66%2(d — 2)g(€) — G(€)(d — 4) — 67 (€)¢“2)/%)

From Lemma D.3, we get the expressions g(£) := £(472/2g(¢), and 2§/ (&) = £4=2/2(2¢/(€) +(d—2)€ 1 g(€)).

202Ca — Cs = €22 (6672(d = 21g(€) ~ 9O)(d - ) ~ 3(24'(9) + (d - 2 g(©) ")

= d4§22§(d 2)/2 (3§d/2(d _ 2)9(&) _ g(§)(d _ 4) _ 6g/(f)f(d+2)/2>
= (361 - 2)9(9) ~ g(€)(d - 027~ og'(©)e”).
Furthermore,
205 = CaCs = 25 J(@+2)9(6) - ‘14—;22 (9(8)(d = 4) = 67 (g D/)ele=2/
= d4§22 ( (d+2)g(&) — (9(6)(d —4) - 6§/(5)§<d+2>/2)§<d72>/2)
d—2

= T (2 +2)3(0) - 5 - DD 167 (©O¢).
From Lemma D.3, we get the expressions g(¢) := £(472/2g(¢), and 2§ (&) = £4=2/2(2¢/(€) +(d—2)€ 1 g(€)).

205 — C4Cs = d4£22( (d+2)¢=272g(¢) —5“—2)/29(5)@5—4>§<d—2>/2+3§<d—2>/2(2g'(5>+<d—2)£—1g(£>)§d)
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Using the fact that Cs = £4/2, we get

2C5 + 20302 — 6C,C = 205 + 20367 — 6C,£Y/?

- <2(d+ 2)3(6) + 261 (3(d — 2)(6) — 67 (6)¢) — 66/2(F(€)(d — 4) — 67 () 2>>

- d4222 (2“ +2)G(€) + 664(d — 2)G(€) — 127 ()€™ — 662 G(€)(d — 4) + 36 E’(£)£(2d+2)/2>

= d4g22 <Q(d + 2)§(d72)/2g(£) +6(d— 2)£(Bd—2)/zg(€)

— 6T D/2(2¢/(€) + (d — 2)€ 1 g(€)) €T — 3¢Y2e D2 (29 (€) + (d — 2)€ 1 g(€)) (d — 4)
+18¢\2/2 (24 (€) + (d — 2)5—19(@)5(“*2)/2)

- dT;f <2<d +2)E47D/2g(€) + 6(d — 2)6B22g(¢)
—66%2(2¢/(€) + (d — 2)€19(&)) — 3P (29/() + (d — )& 9(€)) (d — 4)
+186%4/2 24/ (€) + (d — 2)6‘19(6))>

So,

d—2
2C5 + 20502 — 6C,C = el (2(d +2)6W@=2/2g(¢) 4 6(d — 2)eB4=2/24(¢)

= 662 (29/(€) + (d = 2)6 71 9(&)) = 3P1I2(24/(6) + (d = 2 9(9)) (A~ 4)
+ 18632 (2¢/(€) + (d — 2)619(6))>

= % (2(d £ 2)6W@=2/20() 4 6(d — 2)£B=2/2(¢)

—3(20/(&) + (d = 2)¢71g(€)) (2672 + £B72/2(d — 4) — 6¢* 2))

— d4g22 (2(d +2)EW=2D/24(¢) + 6(d — 2)¢BI2/2g(¢)

= 3(20/(&) + (d — 206 9(9) (€°P/*(d — 4) — 46> 2))

D.2.1 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof. Let U = ¢! ie. ¥(z) = ((z+a)¥? - ad/2)2/d. By Faa di Bruno’s formula, we have

k
P9 = (20 W) = 37 (M 0 W) x By, (W, W, ... Wk,

m=1
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where B,, i, are the partial exponential Bell polynomials (see e.g. [10] and references therein). Therefore,

k
k) o w — Z Z('m) « Ek,n’m

m=1

where
Ek’m = Bk’m (\I//7 \Ij//a AR \P(kim+1))) o w

Remark that z(£) = g(€) x 7(€) where 7(&) := £(@=2/2 /4 (¢). Therefore, applying the general Leibniz rule,

we obtain

k k m
~ m
P00 =3 (g x )™ x B = 3 ()0 B zazkg<
m=1 m=1 =0
where
g ) = mz::lT(m)Bk’m’ and for i > 1, oy := mz::z (Z )T(mz)Bk,m. (32)

O

Applying again Faa di Bruno’s formula, it is possible to compute higher-order derivatives of ¥ and 7.
Indeed, ¥ (z) = ((m—!—a)d/Q —ad/2)2/d = fio fo, where fi(x) = 2%/¢ and fo(x) = (x+a)¥/? —a??. Therefore,

k
= Z Of2 XBkm(f27 ,...7f2(k7m+1)).

m=1

Note that for m > 1,

m—1 .

1(rn) (iL') _ Hi:O (jmi 1 X d) :L,(Q/d)—m, and
m—1 .

2(m)(x> _ HZZO (d B 21) (:L‘ + a)(d72m)/2'

2m

We have 7(€) := £@=2)/2/y/(¢). Remember that ¢/ (€) = £2-1(A + £%/2)a=1. Therefore, 7(£) = (A +
¢4/2)d=2)/d — fa 0 f, where f3(x) = A+ 2%? and fi(x) = 2(4=2/4. The computation of the derivatives of

7 can be done in the same way as for .

E Proof of Proposition 3.1: MSE for Estimating Derivatives

E.1 Computation of the bias

Proof. To simplify the notations, we write only 7 instead of 7y n n,q(€). By linearity, we have

Ei] = @(E o () e <W>D

By assumption, the kernel K} has a compact support; we can then apply Lemma D.1, and obtain

i (el
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for n large enough. Therefore, by applying Stute and Werner’s [12] change of variable
~ 1 ¢a(£) — Y (51) —-1/2
B = e [, K (P50 g =2

= sd;Z“/ Ky, <(£) hT/Ja( )>9(U1)U§d2)/2 dvy

We now do a second change of variables

—q (E) + %a (Ul)
h

= vi(w) =¥ " (Yal€) + wh),

w:=w(vy) =

which gives

! /00 9 (wt;l (%(5) + wh)) . vl(rw)(d72)/2
—Ya(§)/h Yl (wa—l ("/’a(f) n wh))

We get that

TP i —w)z(h; ! w w
Mm—M[%@mmm )2t (a(€) +wh)) d

—%a(£)/
= [ R 0 Wl ) do = [ R0 20 (€ + wm) d

We have (—1,(€))/h — —oc0 as n — +oo. Since K}, has compact support, we deduce that the second term

in the above equation is zero for n large enough by Lemma D.1. We now then have

EW=%/mmkwwaw&wadw

hk/ Ki(=w) - pa (¢a(§) +wh) dw,

We now apply Taylor-Lagrange expansion at the order m + 1 to the function p, at the point 1, ().

m::/ffKu—w)»ww;%wAs»+wm)dw

m e’} »hi (i ) 1 hm+1 (1)
_ _ PR AN () w™ m
= E /_oo Kp(—w) -w TPa dw+/ Ky (— CE 1)'pa (cr) dw,

where cr lies between 9, (£) + wh and 1, (§). All the terms in the sum are zero except for i = k and i = m.

Therefore,

= [ Kal-w) FI ) ) dut [ Ku-w) w0 (0(©) du

] m—+1
—|—/ Kk(—w)-mehip(m+1 (cr) dw
—o0 (m+ 1)1 ’

By the assumption on the kernel, we get

hm k hm k+1
E 7] = ) (a(€)) + pn(Ki) " p (11(6)) /’m ) w™ LoD (or) duw,

(m+1) .

If p(mH) is continuous, then py is bounded around z/)a(é). Therefore, the last integral will converge to a

finite constant by Bochner’s lemma. So,

m—k

E ] = " (a(€)) + um(Kk)hm' S (4 (€)) + O(Hm—HH1),

The bias of 7 is

m—k

BiaSﬁ(f)zum(Kk)h - p{™ (1ha(€)) + O(R=HF).
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E.2 Variance for estimating derivatives and the corresponding MSE
We now study the variance term. From the definition of the variance, we have

Var (7) = E [2] — E[i)°.
Since that the term E [ﬁ]2 is already known, we only need to study the term E [?]2} We have

(Z [Kk (Lol valt) g, (920 ;%(&))DZ]

=1

" I'(d/2)?
2]
E [ } - ﬂ.dn2h2(k+1)]E

Expanding the sum, we find that

” I'(d/2)? -
E [7%] = _Ld/2)" (Z (T, +To +2T5;) + Z (Tyij+Ts5+ To,i5 +Trig) >,

IS 1<i£j<n
where:
S o (L) —vete) ﬂ
o (%(E) + wa@)ﬂ
Ty, —E |K, (%@) - %(@«)) - (%(5) - %(@-))'
Ty =E -K;c (%(E) ;Lwa@)) K, (wa@) —hwa(ﬁj))
Ts.; = E |K (%(5) 2%(&)) K, (wa(@ "];"/}a(gj)):
Ty, =E :Kk (%(5) Jf;%(&)) K, (%(E) hwa(gj)):
Trj =E K, (W) K, (W)
Therefore, because the random variables X, . .., X,, are identically distributed, we get
ﬂﬂﬁ]=;%%Q;ﬂﬂﬂ+BJ+Mgrun—nnmrun_n%mrwn_nﬂmrwn_mﬂ%ﬁv

Step 1. Removing terms that disappear. We start by applying Lemma D.1. This means that for

all n large enough,

. I'(d/2)?
E [772] — %(TLI + (n — 1)T4’1’2>.

Step 2. Computation of an equivalent of 7% ;. We apply Lemma D.2, with K2 instead of K, and

obtain
xd/2p o0 g (1/{1 (1ha (&) + wh)) . ,Ul(,w)(d—Q)/z
Ti1= —— K2(— d
RENCTP) /w ©/ R ¥l (a " (Ya(€) +wh)) v
and so,
F(d/2)2 N (d/2) 1 o0 ) g (wa—l (,(/}a(g) + wh)) Sy (w)(d—Q)/Q
TR0 A T e / Ya(®) /hK’“(_w (0 (dal€) + wh)) w

r(d/2) 1
d/2 nhz+1Y Kk
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as n — 00, by Bochner’s lemma and remarking that [~ K7?(w)dw = [ K?(—w)dw.

Step 3. Computation of 7} ; 2. Since Xy, ..., X, are independent and identically distributed, we have

o (S o, (4020

. {Kk <wa<5) hwa@))r

pdp2k+1)
= — 5 B,
I'(d/2)

for n large enough by Lemma D.1.

Step 4. Combining all previous results.

Var (7)) = E [7°] - E [f]’

- %(Tl’l + (n - 1)T47172) —E [/g\n,h,a(x)]Q

2 2
(T + (1= 1)Ta12) — (o) (0a(€)) — Binsy(x))
= (0 (nl€) — Bias)) "+~ ST = (A (0(€) — Binsy )

1 . 2 I'(d/2)?
= 2 (o) (ul€) ~ Biasy ()" + b T

Since Bias;(x) = o(1), we get

_ _T(d/2)?

= 2D

_T(d2) 1

= /2 pp2krtd
T(d/2) 1

~ 71—d52 nh2k+1g(€)||KkH§a

Var (7)) Ti1+0(1/n)

(OIEL]Z +o(n™ h™ D) 4 O(n™Y)

since h(n) — 0 as n — oo. So,

m—k 2
MSE (7] = (s (530 (€ ) + L2 ot

+0 (R o (n=hm D) £ O (1)
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