arXiv:1001.3084v3 [math.ST] 30 Apr 2012

Asymptotically Optimum Estimation of a
Probability in Inverse Binomial Sampling
under General Loss Functions

Luis Mendo*

June 8, 2018

Abstract

The optimum quality that can be asymptotically achievechmdstimation of a
probability p using inverse binomial sampling is addressed. A generatitiefi of
quality is used in terms of the risk associated with a losstion that satisfies certain
assumptions. It is shown that the limit superior of the riek # asymptotically
small has a minimum over all (possibly randomized) estimsatdrhis minimum
is achieved by certain non-randomized estimators. The hindeides commonly
used quality criteria as particular cases. Applicationth&éonon-asymptotic regime
are discussed considering specific loss functions, for viiimimax estimators are
derived.

Keywords: Sequential estimation, Asymptotic properties, Minimatinaators,
Inverse binomial sampling.

1 Introduction

The problem of sequentially estimating the probability ofsessp, in a sequence of
Bernoulli trials arises in many fields of science and enginge A stopping rule of
notable interest, first discussed|by Haldane (1945hvisrse binomial samplingvhich
consists in observing the random sequence until a given aurmiif successes are ob-
tained. The resulting number of trialy, is a sufficient statistic (Lehmann and Casella,
1998, p. 101), from whiclp can be estimated. The appeal of this rule lies in the useful
properties of estimators obtained from it. Namely, presiawwrks have shown that the
uniformly minimum variance unbiased estimator, given/balftdne, 1945)

p= @

N-1’
satisfies the following properties. Its normalized mearesgerroE[(p — p)?]/p? has
an asymptotic value for > 3, namely1l/(r — 2); andE[(p — p)?]/p? is guaranteed
to be smaller than this value for apyc (0, 1) (Mikulski and Smith| 1976). Similarly,
the normalized mean absolute eridip — p|]/p is smaller than its asymptotic value,
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given by2(r — 1)"2exp(—r + 1)/(r — 2)!, foranyp € (0,1) andr > 2 (Mendo,
2009). In addition, givem, u2 > 1 andr > 3, under certain conditions this estimator,
as well as the modified versigh= (r — 1)/N, can guarantee that, ferarbitrary, the
random intervalp/ i1, puo] contains the true valyewith a confidence level greater than
a prescribed value (Mendo and Hernando, 2006, 2008).

The results mentioned apply to specific estimators, defisddrections of the suffi-
cient statisticV. A natural extension is to investigate whether the qualitthe estima-
tion can be improved using other estimators. The most gedass is that formed by
randomized estimators defined in terms\af This includes non-randomized estimators
as a particular case. This problem is addressed by Mendo enthHdo((2010), using
the confidence associated with a relative interval as atguakasure. It is shown that
the confidence that can be guaranteedpfasymptotically small has a maximum over
all estimators. Moreover, non-randomized estimators a@nghat can guarantee this
maximum confidence not only asymptotically, but alsofer (0, 1) arbitrary.

A further generalization is to consider arbitrary estimatwith an arbitrary defini-
tion of quality. The present paper pursues this directiosu$ing on the asymptotic
regime. Namely, quality is defined as the risk associatet wiit arbitrary loss func-
tion. The allowed loss functions are restricted only by a@ierregularity conditions,
which are easily satisfied in practice (and which, in patgigihold for all the previously
mentioned examples of quality measures). Using this gédefaition of quality, the
asymptotic performance as— 0 of arbitrary estimators in inverse binomial sampling
is analyzed. As will be seen, the quality that can be asyngatibt achieved has a maxi-
mum over all estimators. Furthermore, this maximum can beraplished using certain
non-randomized estimators, whose form is explicitly given

Section 2 contains preliminary definitions and observatimquired for the main
results, which are presented in Secfibn 3. Sefion 4 dissuksse results, and considers
applications in the non-asymptotic regime. Proofs of alliits are given il A.

2 Preliminaries
The following notation will be used. Lét*) denotek(k —1)--- (k —i+ 1), fork € Z,
i € N; andk(®) = 1. Givenr € N, the probability function ofV, f(n) = Pr[N = n), is

_(n— 1)r=1
f(n) = W

The upper and lower (not normalized) incomplete gamma fanstare respectively
denoted as

prd—p)"", nzr. (2)

[(s,u) = /:O 75 Y exp(—7) dr, (3)
s, = [ 7 exp(or) dr = T(s) ~ Tls.), @)
In addition, the functions(v) and(z, Q) are defined as
o) = LB e, ®
Y(x,Q) = %, z,QeRT. (6)



Given a functionh, the one-sided limit$im,,_,,- h(z) andlim,_,,+ h(z) are re-
spectively denoted dg(a—) andh(a+). Given two functiong, ho : Rt — RTU{0},
hi(z) is O(ha(z)) asz — oo (respectively asc — 0) if and only if there exist
a, M € RT such thath;(z) < Mhy(z) for all z > a (respectively for allz < a).
Similarly, k1 (z) is ©(he(z)) asx — oo (respectively as: — 0) if and only if there
exista, m, M € RT such thatnhs(z) < hy(xz) < Mho(z) for all z > a (respectively
forall z < a).

The quality of an estimatqy is measured by thesk (expected loss) = E[L(p/p)]
associated with a non-negatiless functionZ : RT — Rt U {0}, provided that this
expectation exists. The functiah is defined in terms of/p, rather tharp. This is
motivated by the fact that a given error value is most mednlnghen compared with
p, and therefore commonly used quality measures are mostmdtenalizedones.

The loss function is assumed to satisfy the following.

Assumption 1. For any z;, o € RT with o > z, L is of bounded variation on
[xl,xg].

Assumption 2. For anyz,, 2 € R* with 25 > 21, L has a finite number of disconti-
nuities in[xz1, 2.

Assumption 3. The loss function has the following asymptotic behaviour:
1. There exist¥ € R such thatlL(z) is O(z¥) asz — 0.
2. There existd’ < r such thatl(z) is O(2*") asz — oc.

These restrictions are very mild. Note that the loss fumcifias not required to be
convex, or continuous; however, being of bounded varidtigplies that its discontinu-
ities can only be jumps or removable discontinuities, L.éas left-hand and right-hand
limits at every point of its domain, and these limits are &riCarter and van Brunt, 2000,
corollary 2.7.3). All gquality measures mentioned in Setfflocan be expressed in terms
of functions ofr = p/p for which Assumptionsl133 hold. Namely(x) = (z—1)? cor-
responds to normalized mean square etfd#;) = |« — 1| to normalized mean absolute
error; and givenuy, o > 1,

(7)

L(x): {O if x € [1/:“27M1]’
1 otherwise

corresponds té minus the confidence associated with a relative intdpsals, pp].

SinceN is a sufficient statistic, for any estimator defined in teriiithe observed se-
guence of Bernoulli variables for whidi{ L (5/p)] exists, there is a possibly randomized
estimator expressed only in terms &fthat has the same risk (Lehmann and Casella,
1998, p. 33). Therefore, attention can be restricted tonedtirs that depend on the ob-
servations throughv only; however, randomized estimators need to be considared
addition to non-randomized ones.

The set of all functions frodr,» + 1,7 + 2,...} to RT is denoted as”. A non-
randomized estimatas is defined ag = g(NV), with g € F. A randomized estimator
is a positive random variablg whose distribution depends on the valueféf The
distribution function of conditioned onV = n will be denoted a$l,,. The randomized
estimator is completely specified by the functidihs, n > r. Denoting by Fz the
class of all functions from{r,r + 1,r 4+ 2,...} to the set of distribution functions, a



randomized estimator is defined by a functi@he Fx that to eachn assignsll,.
Clearly, non-randomized estimators form a subset of thesa&randomized estimators.
Throughout the paper, when referring to an arbitrary egstmaithout specifying its
type, the general class of randomized estimators (incgudon-randomized ones) will
be meant.

The risk will be explicitly denoted in the sequel as a funetid p, that is,n(p). For
a non-randomized estimator defineddy F, the riskn(p) is given by

=Y f(n)L(g(n)/p)- (8)

Depending orl., g andp, this series may be convergent or not; however, boundedness
of g is sufficient to ensure that the series converges fat ahitisfying Assumptiorig [3-3
and for allp. In general, for possibly randomized estimators,

Zf / L(y/p) dIL,(y), ©)

where the integral is defined in the Lebesgue-StieltjeseseAssumptionEl113 assure
that this integral always exists; however, it may be finitinéinite. Besides, even if it is
finite for a givenp and for alln, the series in[{9) does not necessarily converge for that
p. According to this, for an arbitrary estimator and fogiven, n(p) may be finite or
infinite; however, there exist estimators that have a fingle for all p.

An arbitrary estimator may not have an asymptotic risk,lixe,, o n(p) need not
exist in general. Therefore, the asymptotic behaviour afstimator should be charac-
terized bylim sup,,_,, 7(p). The significance of the limit superior lies in the fact tHat i
is the smallest value such that any greater number is asyicgdtp an upper bound of
n(p). Thatis, given anyy, > limsup,,_,,7(p), there exist$ > 0 such that)(p) < no
forall p < ¢; and no suctd can be found for < limsup,_,, n(p)B

According to the preceding discussion, a desirable asyiegimperty of an estima-
tor is that it achieves a low value @ifn sup,,_,, 7(p). In order to characterize how low
this value can be, the infimum &fn sup,,_,, n(p) over all estimators should be deter-
mined. A related question is whether there is an estimagdrdan attain this infimum.
As will be seen, the answer to this question is affirmativat ik, the infimum is also a
minimum. This implies that there exist optimum estimataof the point of view of
asymptotic behaviour; moreover, they can be found withindlass of non-randomized
estimators, as will also be shown. To obtain these restisfdllowing approach will
be used. It will be first established that for a certain sudxlaf non-randomized esti-
mators lim,_,¢ n(p) exists and can be easily computed. Secondly, it will be pidkat
lim,,,o n(p) has a minimum value over the referred subclass. Thirdlg, thinimum
will be shown to coincide with the unrestricted minimumlofisup,,_,, 7(p) over the
class of arbitrary estimators.

IForno = limsup,_, o n(p) the result may hold or not depending on the estimator andflmeion; for
example, it holds for[ﬁl) and normallzed mean square ersomentioned in Sectidd 1, whereas it obviously
does not hold for a constant loss function.



3 Main results

For a given loss functiot, the set of all functiong € F such thatim,_,, n(p) exists
for p = g(n) is denoted asF,. The set of functiong € F for which lim,,_, ng(n)
exists, is finite and non-zero is denotedfs Observe that the definition &f, general-
izes that given by Mendo and Hernahdo (2010), which assurapsdfic loss function,
namely [7). The result in Theordm 1 to follow establishes fiaC 7, and explicitly
giveslim,_.q n(p). Foranyg € F, with lim,,_, ., ng(n) = Q, let

i= [ s/ . (10)

Equivalently;; can be expressed as

ﬁ—/o Y(x, Q)L(z) dx (11)

by means of the change of variable= Q2 /x (both expressions are used in the proofs of
the results to be presented). By Assumptidns 1[dnd 3, thesgrahs exist as improper
Riemann integrals, and have a finite value. It should be obsgdiand is exploited in the
proofs) that they can also be interpreted as Lebesgue aisegkpostol| 1974, theorem
10.33).

Theorem 1. Considerr € N. For any loss function satisfying Assumptiéhg]1-3, and
for any non-randomized estimator defined by a functian 7, the limitlim,_,o n(p)

exists and equalsg given by(10Q) (or (11)).

According to this, the asymptotic risk of an estimator defibg any functiory € F,
depends on this function only throu@hi.e. only the asymptotic behaviour gfatters.
Furthermore, under an additional assumption, it can be shioat the asymptotic risk is
aC' function of .

Assumption 2’. L has a finite number of discontinuitiesi".

It is evident that AssumptidnR’ implies Assumptioh 2. Whitere restrictive, As-
sumptior 2 is satisfied by a large class of loss functionsluiding the mentioned ex-
amples.

Proposition 1. Givenr € N, a loss function satisfying Assumptidd$ 1, 2’ ahd 3, and
an estimator defined by a functigne F,, the asymptotic riskj is a C* function of
Q € R, with
dnp [ 0Y(x, Q)
aQ  J, o0
Denoting byr|,. the asymptotic risk corresponding $bandr given, this derivative can
be expressed as

L(x) d. (12)

d77|r — T(n|r n|r+1). (13)
dQ Q
Within the restricted class of non-randomized estimatefsed by.F,, it is natural
to search for values d that yield low values of the asymptotic rigk Depending on
the loss function, there may be or not an optimum valu®of R, in the sense of
minimizing 7. TheorenfiR to follow establishes that, under certain aiuti hypotheses

(represented by Assumptibh 4)indeed has a minimum with respect(to




Assumption 4. The loss function satisfies the following properties:

1. There exist§ € R* such thatZ is non-increasing o0, ¢£) and

/wwdfwo. (14)
3

xr-i—l
2. There exist§’ € R™ such thatZ is non-decreasing of¢’, co) and one of these

conditions holds:

(@) L(&'—) < L(E'+).

(b) There ist € N such thatl is of classC* on an interval containing’ and

d'L

- = ory=1,2,...,t—1,
0 fori=1,2 1 (15)
dat |, _¢
_, d'L
(=)t Tt » > 0. (16)

The next proposition gives a sufficient condition that malp lve assessing whether
a given loss function satisfies propdrty 1 in Assumpfion 4.

Proposition 2. If there existA € R and B, s such that

lim L(z) -

x—0 xs

A_B withBs<0, s<r (17)

inequality(I4) holds for some& € R+.

Theorem 2. Givenr € N and a loss function satisfying Assumptiéh§1,2’, 3 @nhd 4,
consider the class of non-randomized estimators definedrxfibnsg € F,,. Denoting

Q = lim,_,+ ng(n), there exists a value &2 which minimizes the asymptotic rigk
among all2 € R+.

This theorem indicates that in the stated conditions, astticéed to the class defined
by F,, there is an optimum value 6f from the point of view of asymptotic risk. This
optimum is not necessarily unique. In the seqyélwill denote the minimum of; over
the class of estimators defined By, andQ* will denote any value of2 which attains
this minimum, that is,

m—A B L(" /) . (18)

Assumptior# holds for a wide range of loss functions, andartigular for those
corresponding to normalized mean square error, normafizeah absolute error, and
confidence associated with a relative interval. It is ndidift, however, to find a loss
function for which the assumption does not hold, and for Wwiticdloes not have a mini-
mum over the class defined By,. For example, given;, A3 > 0, let

0 ifae[l/ps,ml,
L(z) =< Ay ifz < 1/ps, (29)
Ay ifx> 1,



which is a generalized version & (7). Substitutind (199 i(4), it is seen that propeify 1
in Assumptiori ¥ is satisfied if and only if

< (pap2)", (20)

while property[2 holds irrespective of; and A;. On the other hand, foR2 € R,
substituting[(IP) into[(10) and computidg/dS) gives

dip Q! (Aupg mexp(=Q/ ) — Aapl exp(—Qpuz))

aQ (r—1)! ' (21)
This implies that; has a single minimum ovél € R, located at
0_ rlog(pipz) — 10g(A1/A2). 22)

p2 —1/p

This value is positive if and only if (20), or equivalentlygmerty[1 in Assumptiohl4, is
satisfied. Thus, if this property does not hofds monotonically increasing fa2 € R,
which implies that there is not an optimumwithin R,

Under the hypotheses of Theoréin 2, the optimum valu@ dr the considered,
i.e. Q*, satisfies, by Propositidd 1,
dn
0 = 0 (23)
(or equivalently, using the notation in the referred prépas, 7|, = 7|,4+1). Thus if
(23) has only one solution, it must be equaltb. If there are several solutions, at least
one corresponds to the absolute minimungodlthough not necessarily all of them do.

According to Theoreril2, if the loss function satisfies Asstioms[1,[2]1,[3 and#,
any non-randomized estimator defined by a funcyoa 7, with lim,,_,, ng(n) =
Q* minimizeslimsup,,_,, 7(p) within the restricted class of estimators represented by
Fu; but not necessarily within the class of all non-randomiestimators, or within
the general class of possibly randomized estimators. Hewmvewmder slightly stronger
conditions this turns out to be true, as established by tketheorem.

Assumption 3’. The loss function has the following asymptotic behaviour:
1. There existd( < r such thatL(z) is ©(z%) asz — 0.

2. There existd’ < r such thatL(z) is ©(z*) asz — co.

Assumptior 3’ replaces Assumptibh 3, in the sense that efttitedwo properties
in Assumptior 3’ implies the corresponding one in AssummBo The new conditions
are only slightly more restrictive, and are still satisfigdablarge set of loss functions,
in particular by those previously mentioned as examples.

Theorem 3. Givenr € N and any loss function satisfying Assumptibhs 1[2’, 3' and
[, lim sup,,_,, 7(p) has a minimum over the general class of estimators defing€iyy
and this minimum equaig*.

Corollary 1. Under the hypotheses of TheorEn 3, any non-randomizedagstihe-
fined by a functiory € F, with lim,, .o ng(n) = Q* minimizeslimsup,,_,, 7(p)
among all (possibly randomized) estimators based on ieveirsomial sampling.

Theoreni B and Corollafy 1 show that, under the stated assumspan estimator can
be found within the class defined By, that is asymptotically optimum over the general
class represented 5.



4 Discussion and applications

Sincep is unknown, it is desirable to have an estimator tharanteeghat the risk is
not larger than a given, for p arbitrary, or at least for app within a certain interval; that
is, such thag(p) < no for p in some interva(p1, p2), with0 < p; < ps < 1.1f p; =0,
the estimator is said tasymptotically guarantetiat the risk is not larger thai; if, in
addition,p; = 1, it globally guaranteeghat the risk is not larger tham.

The results presented in Sectidn 3 generalize the asyrmoptwlysis by Mendo and Hernando
(2010), which considers the specific loss functioh (7), tuiteary functions satisfying
the indicated assumptions. The importance of these asyimpésults lies not only in
the fact that in many applicationsis small, but also in the observation that asymp-
totic behaviour sets a restriction on the risk that can beantaed. This restriction is
represented by the following proposition (which is a stinéligrward generalization of
Mendo and Hernando (2010, proposition 1)) and its corallary

Proposition 3. If an estimator has a risk(p) not larger than a givem, for all p €
(p1,p2), then necessariliim sup,,_, , 7(p) < no foranypo € [p1, pa).

Corollary 2. Givenr € N and a loss function that satisfies Assumptldisi1, 2’, 31and 4,
for anyny < n* andps > 0, no estimator can guarantee thafp) < o for all p < po.

According to the results in Sectibh 3, if Assumptibhs1[Zasd[4 are satisfied, any
estimator defined by € F, with lim,,_,., ng(n) = Q* can asymptotically guarantee
that the risk is not larger thayt + ¢ for anye > 0, whereas Corollarfyl2 states that no es-
timator exists with this property far < 0. It remains to be seen if there exist estimators
that asymptotically guarantee thgp) < n*; and, particularly, if this guarantee can be
global. The answer to these questions depends on the logsiunnder consideration.
Since a general analysis seems impracticable, a sepaudiersteds to be carried out
for each loss function. Several important cases are disdussxt, including the loss
functions already mentioned as examples.

4.1 Confidence

For the loss function given b{fl(7)(p) equalsl — ¢(p), wherec(p) = Pr[p/p2 < p <
pu1] = Pr[p/p1 < p < pus] is theconfidencassociated with a relative interval defined
by p1, p2 > 1. Lete* = 1 — n*, which represents the maximum confidence that could
be guaranteed to be exceeded. The analysis by Mendo andrtder(i2010) shows that
assuming- > 3, the inequalityc(p) > ¢* can indeed be asymptotically guaranteed for
any 1, te2, and globally guaranteed f; , 1o satisfy certain conditions.

4.2 Mean absolute error

For L(z) = |z —1|, risk corresponds tnormalized mean absolute errdConsidering an
estimatorp = g(N) with lim,,_,, ng(n) = Q, and forr > 2, (10) gives the asymptotic
risk

9—1’du=

1= [ w3

and it is straightforward to show th&t(23) reduce§'fo — 1,Q) = (r — 2)!/2. This
equation has only one solution, which thus correspondsg*toInterestingly, forp =

2(T(r,Q) —Ql'(r—1,9Q)) Q
(r—1)! +T—1

~1,  (24)




Q*/(n — 1) with r > 2, numerically evaluating(p) suggests that this estimator may
globally guarantee(p) < n*. However, proving this conjecture remains an open prob-
lem.

4.3 Mean square error

The functionL(x) = (z — 1)? corresponds tmormalized mean square errorThis
loss function lends itself easily to non-asymptotic anigly<Considering an estimator
p = g(N) with lim,,_,, ng(n) = Q, and assuming > 3, (10) gives

I Q 2 0?2 20)
77—/0 ¢(l/)(;—1) dy_(r—l)(r—2)_r—1+1’ (25)

and thus[(2B) has the single solutith= r — 2, which is the optimum value fof,
i.e. Q*. From [25) the resulting* is 1/(r — 1). As established by the next proposition,
an estimator can be found that globally guarantees thatiskds not larger tham*,
namely

LT 2
b=5—7 (26)
Proposition 4. Givenr > 3, and for anyp € (0, 1), the estimato286) satisfies
El(p — 2
[(p 2p) 1 27)
p r—1

The following corollary is obtained from Theorémh 3 and Prsition[4.

Corollary 3. Forr > 3, the estimato(26) minimizessup,,c 1) E[(§ — p)?]/p* among
all (possibly randomized) estimators based on inverserhiabsampling.

Thus the estimator given bz (26) not only minimizés sup,, ., E[(p — p)?]/p?,
but alsosup,¢ o 1) E[(p — p)*]/p?, i.€. it is minimax with respect to normalized mean
square error. Therefore, from the point of view of guarainigthat the normalized mean
square error does not exceed a given valué, (26) is optimuom@uall estimators based
on inverse binomial sampling.

Comparing the estimatoiis (1) ahd](26), the former can ordyayteds|(p—p)?]/p? <
1/(r — 2), whereas the latter guarantdei$p — p)?]/p* < 1/(r — 1). This better (in
fact, optimum) performance is obtained at the expense oéduas; namely, it is easily

seen thaf(26) giveB[p|/p=1—1/(r — 1).

4.4 A generalization of confidence

According toa Mendo and Hernando (2010, proposition 3),lierloss functior{7), given
2 € RT and assuming that > 3, 1 > Q/(r — /r) andus > (r + /r + 1)/Q, the
estimator Q

PNt (28)

globally guarantees tha{p) is smaller than its asymptotic valige Taking into account
that, in this casey(p) = Pr[p < p/us] + Pr[p > pu1] and that the proof given in the
cited reference considers the teringp < p/u2] andPr[p > puq] separately, it can
be seen that the same result holds for the loss fundtidn (itB) 4« = 0 or A, = 0.



Furthermore, the result can be generalized to any lossibmittat can be approximated
as a (possibly infinite) sum of functions of this form. Thistlie content of the next
proposition.

Proposition 5. Givenr > 3 andQ) € R*, consider a loss function for which Assump-
tions[2],[31 and4 hold and that satisfies the following:
1. Lis constant on an intervab, v’], with

Q , Q
v <

- >
ST Vs (29)

2. Lis non-increasing o0, v].

3. L is non-decreasing opy’, 0o).
In these conditions, for any € (0, 1) the riskn(p) of the estimato28) satisfies;(p) <
7, with 77 given by(@0) (or (11)).

It is noted that conditior{s [1-3 of Propositioh 5 imply thasAmptior 1 necessarily
holds, and also imply that(v—) > L(v+) andL(v'—) < L(v'+).
The following result, analogous to Corolldrly 3, is obtairiedthe estimator

Q*
N+1
Corollary 4. Givenr > 3 and a loss function that satisfies AssumptidisI{.2’, 3[@nd 4,

let Q* be as determined by Theor&in 2. If conditiois 1-3 in Propog8ihold for some
v, v with

p= (30)

S A S S
Tr+r+1’ T =’

the estimator30) minimizessup,¢ 1) 7(p) among all (possibly randomized) estima-
tors based on inverse binomial sampling.

(31)

This establishes that, under the stated hypotheses, tineagst [30) is minimax,
i.e. minimizes the risk that can be globally guaranteed mbetexceeded.

A Proofs

The following definitions are necessary:

(1-p)"/*" ¥r

o) = =i pe@1), ver, (32)
o=l
¢ = TU¢(1/)L(Q/V)dV, Q,0eRT. (33)
r/o

Lemma 1 (Mendo and Hernando (2010, lemma.1fpranyr € R*,0 < ¢(v) < 1.

Lemma 2. Givenvy, v, € RT with v > vy, for v € [, 2] the function®(p, v)
converges uniformly te¢(v) asp — 0.

10



Proof. The lemma is equivalent to the result thiafp;,, ) converges uniformly o €
[11, 5] for any sequencép;) such thatp, € (0,1), pr — 0, which is proved by
Mendo and Hernando (2010, lemma 3). O

Proof of Theorerl1 The riskn(p) tends tofj for p — 0 if and only if n(px) converges
to 77 for every sequencépy) such thatp, € (0,1), pr — 0 (Apostol,1974, theorem
4.12). Consider an arbitrary sequence of this type.l‘et= n(p.), and letf; denote
the probability functionf for p = py. Definingg¢i(v) = ®(pk,v), it is seen from[(R)
and [32) thatfx(n) = pror(npr).

From property1l in Assumptidd 3, there existe R and My, z1, € R such that
L(z) < Mpz®  forz < ar. (34)

Without loss of generality, it will be assumed thgt< 0. On the other hand, propefty 2
implies that there exisk” < r andM] , 2, € R such that

L(z) < Miz%" forz > x|, (35)

The riskn® is expressed froni [8) as

> n
=3 (1)), (36)
—r Pk
Givena, 8 € RT with 8 > «, let the setl;, be defined as
Ik:{LO‘/pkijO‘/ka+1""7|_5/p/€~|}' (37)
Under the assumption
[

r
which implies thainin I, = |«/px| > r, the following definition can be made:

= 3 s (22)). (39)

nely Pk

The proof will proceed as follows. With a suitable choicecofind 3, and fork suf-
ficiently large, the termy} can be made arbitrarily close tp as will be seen. On the
other hand, the differeneg — 7% will be decomposed as the sum of three terms, each
of which can be made arbitrarily small for sufficiently largeAdequate bounds will be
derived for each of these four terms, and then the bound$eiluitably combined to
show that)* tends ton ask — oc.

In the following,np, will be denoted ag,, ;. Assuming

«Q

= 40
r4+1’ (40)

P <
(which obviously implies[(38)), it is easily seen that foE I, v, i is contained in the
interval I given as
[0

r+1]° (41)

ra
I: _—
r+1’ﬂ+
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Lemmd2 implies that the sequence of functifis) converges uniformly tg for v € T;
that is, givene,nis > 0, there existdk,nir such thatdy (v) — ¢(v)| < eunit for v € 1,
k > kunif- Thusfk(n) = pk¢(7/n,k) +pk9unif,n with |9unif,n| < Eunif forn € Ikv
k > kunit. In these conditions, sinegv,, ;) > 0 (Lemmadl),[(3P) can be expressed as

= 3 mot) (14 i) o (200)), 2)

nely Pk

On the other hand, sinegy(n) — Q asn — oo, givenees; > 0 there existSies; > r
such thatng(n) — Q| < €egt for all n > negy, i.€.g(n) = (4 Oest,n) /1 With |Gegy | <
€est- Therefore, assuming

(6%
Pr < ) (43)
Test
which implies thaimin I}, > neg, (42) can be written as
O uni Q + O
k _ Un (1 + unif,n ) L ( est,n) ' 44
= ot (11 gt (). e

nely

Denotingm, = min,cs ¢(v), which is non-zero because of Lemima 1, it stems from

@) that
), 6uni Q 6est n
g = <1 “+ m—¢f> Z pk¢(Vn-,k)L <7’> ( )

v,
nely .k

for somef ynis With |0unit| < €unit-
Assuminge.st < /2, and taking into account{#0), it follows frori {37) that for
n € Iy, bothQ /v, 1, and(Q + Oest n) /v, i @re contained in the interval

;. Q 3(r+1)Q
r= [2(ﬁ+a/(r+1))’ 2ra ]

According to Assumptiohl2, has a finite number of discontinuitiesifi Letd denote
this number. Each of these discontinuities, locatedhat. . , 24, may be either a jump
or a removable discontinuity. Let

) . 47)

=3

ThusJ represents the contribution of all discontinuities to thltvariation ofL onI'.

The functionLZ on the intervall’ can be decomposed as the sum of a continuous
function L. and a piecewise constant functidg, the latter of which has discontinuities
atxy,...,xq. By the Heine-Cantor theorem (Apostal, 1974, theorem 4.47)s uni-
formly continuous onl’. Since|fes;,n| < €est. it foOllows that for anyecon, > 0 there
existSdcont SUCh that Le (24 Ocst n) /Vn.k) — Le(2/Vn k)| < €cont TOF €est < Ocont, FOr
all n € Iy, and for allk. RegardingLq, let

O+ Oest Q
Vn.k Vn.k
Forn € I, \ U,
‘L (79 + ee“’") ~L (ﬂ) ’ < €cont- (49)
Un,k Vn,k

12

(46)

lim L(x)— L(x;)

T—T;

+ | lim L(x)— L(x;)

T—x; T




For eachn € Uy, |La((2 + Oest.n)/Vn.k) — La(2/vy )| can be at at most, and thus
‘L (%> -L (ﬂﬂ < Ccont + 7. (50)
Un,k Vn,k

Let xx denote the number of elementsi®f divided by that off;.. Taking into account
that the latter is less thai® — «) /pr. + 3 < (8 — « + 3)/px, and that the functiom is
upper-bounded by (Lemmd1), from[(4B) and(%0) it follows that, fegs; < dcont,

> ot (822 5 pisnr ()

1%
ne]k 9 ’ﬂelk n,k

< (B—a+3)(econt + Jxk). (51)

It is easily seen thdtmy_, o, x, can be made arbitrarily small by takiag, sufficiently
small. Thus, givertyis, there existgisc, kdise SUCh thatyr < €gisc fOr €est < ddisc,
k > kaisc. Consequently, fogest < min{dcont, ddisc } @ndk > kdisc,

Zpk¢Vnk <Q+9€Stn) ZPW%k <Q>|

nely nely Yn.k
< (ﬁ —a+ 3) (Econt + deisc)' (52)
From [45) and[(52),
um Q
= ( f) [Z pk¢ Vn, k ( ) + (ﬁ —a+ 3)(90010‘5 + Jedisc) (53)
nely
With [fcont| < €conts [fdisc| < €disc- The sum oven in (53) tends tofB VL(QY/v) dv
ask — oo. Thus for any;,; > 0 there existg:;,,; such that for alk > kmt
Z pk(b(yn,k)L ( ) / ¢ ( ) dv < €int, (54)
nely

and therefore(33) can be expressedifor max{kadisc, kint } @S

) B
nk = (1 + %) M o(v)L (%) dv + ine + (8 — a + 3)(Ocont + Jedisc)]

(55)
With |6int| < €int. IN addition given any.ii, there existygail, Biail With Biail > qgail
such that7 fﬂ L(Q/v)dv| < etan fOr 0 < @ < auaily 8 > Prail- Thus, in these
condmons
k eumf _
n=(1+— e [ + Orail + Oine + (B — @ + 3)(Ocont + Jbaisc)] - (56)

With |0¢ai| < €tail-
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The difference)* — 1% can be expressed a§ + n5 + 7%, where

=S e (422). &)
n§=w§ ey 2 (2), (58)

N=MNest

- Y Al (;,f)- (59)

[B/pr]1+1

Regarding the term¥, from (2) it is seen that

r—1,r
i) < (60)

and therefore

0<nf < nesil T:j_l ( (n)) < (:Silf;? neiflL <M> : (61)

Pk —r Pk

The fact thatlim,,_, o, ng(n) exists and is finite implies that the functignis upper-
bounded by some constanf,. For g(n)/px > w1, (35) implies thatZ(g(n)/px) <
M| (M, /p)X’. Onthe other handy(n)/py. in (€1) is greater tham, = min{g(r), g(r+
1),...,9(ness—1)}; and forg(n)/py € (mg, 2], AssumptiofL implies that(g(n)/p)
is lower than some valul&zf[é, where bothn, andMé depend om.s. Thus, for the range
of values ofn in (&1),

L(M) <max{MLMK M’} maX{MLMK My} (62)

Pk pk pk

The sum in the right-most part ¢f (61) is either empty or el@®ntainSes; — 7 < Nest
terms. Therefore, using (62),

iy max{ M MX' M.}
0<nf < —= (r—l)!g pp (63)

Regarding;}, the sum in[(BB) is empty fat/pj, < nes; + 1. Ifitis non-empty, since
n > Negt, the termg(n)/p, can be written agQ + Gest,n)/Vn,k With |Oesy n| < €est-
Therefore, taking into account (60),

la/pr] -1

o< < 2 VML(LH““")- (64)

Vn,k

N=MNest

Sinceceqy < /2, it holds that2/2 < Q + fes,n, < 392/2, and thus for the range of
values ofn in (58)

3Q Q + eest,n Q Q
> > —.
2Un k Un.k 2k 2

(65)
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Therefore, assumin@/(2«) > 1, for n within the indicated range it stems from{35)

that o -
Q ecs n Q ocs n Q
L <¥) <M <¥> <M (3_> . (66)
Un.k Vnk 2Vn,k
Substituting[(66) intd{64),
’ la/pr -1 ’
M, (32/2)% py, k1 MLQ/2)K
0< k L r—K'—1 L r—K ) 67
=S T ) n; T R T (67)
Considere,;, > 0 arbitrary. Sincek” < r, defining
_ 1) 1/(r=K’)
O[toul (T/ ) Etall/ (68)
M (3Q/2)K

it follows from (67) that for anyy < o,
0 <nb < - (69)

As for 1%, taking into account thatl — py)'/7= < 1/e, from (2) and[(b) it is seen
that fi.(n) < prd(vnk)/(1 — pr)". In addition, [48) implies that > nes for anyn
within the range in[(59). Thus

O<n§

Z $(Vn )L (Q+9°S‘”>. (70)

fﬁ/PﬂJrl

(T=p)

Sinceeqs, < /2,

Q QA leen 30 30
< < —.
2Vn,k Un,k 2Vn,k 2ﬁ

Thus, assumingQ/(28) < x1,, and taking into account th& < 0, it stems that forn
within the indicated range

K K
L (Q + eest,n) < ML (Q + eest,n) < ML ( Q ) i (72)
Un,k Un,k 2Vn,k

If it is additionally assumed that, < 1/2, the factorl /(1 — p)" in (ZQ) cannot exceed
2". Therefore

(71)

or— KM QK °
T L Z PkVy, i K=l oxp(—vn k). (73)

[8/pr]+1

The sum in[(7B) tends B(r — K, 3) ask — oo. Thus, giver]
such that fork > k!

int

0<nf <

> 0, there existg;,

int

0< Z pkur K-l exp(—vn k) <T(r — K, B) + €. (74)
[8/pk]+1

In addition, sincd’(r — K, 3) is positive and tends td as — oo, for anyef,;; > 0
there existg3]; suchthad < I'(r — K, 8) < €[, for 8 > ' .,. Therefore[(7B) can be
written as

2T7KMLQK

W(eé’ml + €int)- (75)

0<n<
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To establish thay* — 7, it suffices to show that for any, > 0, there existd, such
that|n* — 7| < eo for all k > k. With the foregoing results, and taking into account the
dependencies between the involved parameters, this ismdishied as follows. Given
€ > 0, let

€
€tail = 50 (76)
This determines the values.; andj.;. Likewise, taking
/ €0
g= — 77
€tail 9 ( )

determinesy,; , and taking:/,;; such that

2T_KMLQK 1 €0

= 78
(T — 1)| €tail 9 ( )
determinegl ;. The valuesy and/ are selected as
Q
o = min {ataila il —,} ; (79)
L
3Q
f = max {ﬂtaih il 2—} . (80)
Ty

(Note that, since3i.;1 > asai, (Z9) and[(8D) imply thatt > «.) Froma andf3, the
intervals/ andI’ are obtained, and the values;, d and.J can be computed. Taking

€
€int = 50 (81)

determines;,. The parametet,,;; is selected such that

_ 4deg )\ €unit €0
I 82
(77 + 9 ) m¢ 9 ’ ( )

which determines, ;r. Next, e.ont IS chosen such that
(ﬂ —a+ 3)€Cont - %a (83)
from whichd..y is obtained. Takingg;s. as

€ o1
€disc — CJ : (84)

determine9gisc andkaqisc. Choosing any.s. smaller thanmin{Q/2, dcont, daisc} de-
terminesn.s, from whichm, and Mé can be obtained. Leét.; be such that for all
k Z kcst

T
Test

max{M{ MX' M!} ..
be chosen such that (43) holds forfalb> &/, andkinter, Such that[(400) holds

est?

Let &/

est

forall k > kinterv. The parameter], is chosen as

€int = €Gails (86)
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which determines! ;. Finally, letk.o,s, be such thap, < 1/2forall k > kconst. Tak-
ing kO = max{kim, ki/nt’ kunifa kesta k‘/gsta kdisCa kinterva kconst}a the fOIIOWing inequali_

ties are obtained fdt > ko. From [56), [(76) and (81)=(84),

4e 4€0\ €uni He
E_ = =€o _ “€o unif _ €0,
Ino — 1l < 9+(n+9)—m¢ 9 (87)

from (63) and[(8b),

0< n’f < %O; (88)
from (69) and[{(7I7),

0<nf < (89)
and from [(75),[(78) and (86),

2

0<nk< % (90)
Inequalities [(817)£(20) imply thdy* — 77| < €, for all & > ko, which concludes the
proof. O

Proof of PropositiofIL.By Assumptiori.2’, letD be the number of discontinuities éf
occurring at points; < o < .-+ < xp. The asymptotic riskj can be expressed as

S22 i with

m= [ o)L dn (01)
T = /mHl Y(x, Q) L(z)dx, i=1,...,D—1, (92)
Np = /zoow(x,Q)L(:c) dzx. (93)
Giveni=1,...,D — 1, let L;(x) be defined for: € [x;, x;11] as
L(x), T < T < Tig1,
Li(z) = ¢ L(z;+), T =, (94)

L(wit1—), ==z,

and letT;(z, Q) be defined for € [z;,z;41], @ € RT asT;(x,Q) = ¢(z,Q)L;(x).
Clearly, the integral in[(92) does not change/ifr, Q) L(z) is replaced byT;(z, Q).
The functionT; is continuous onz;, z;11] x RT, because it is the product of contin-
uous functions. The functiodT; /0% is similarly seen to be continuous. This implies
(Fleming, 1977, corollary to theorem 5.9) thatgiven by [92) is aC" function of (2,

with
dm; /”“+1 OT;(x, Q) /”“+1 ov(x,Q)
= ————dzr =

ao - 90 —on L) de (%5)

Regardingjo, letTy(z, Q) = ¢ (z, Q) L(z) forz € (0, z,41], Q2 € R*, andT(0,Q) =
0. Itis clear thatTy is continuous or{0,z1] x R*. In addition, its continuity at any
point of the form(0, Q) can be established as follows. L&tbe any value such that
0 <A< ForQ e (Q—A,Q+ A)andz > 0, Tj is bounded as

(0 + A)"exp(—(Q20 — A)/z) L(x)
xrt(r —1)! ’

0 S T()(ZC,Q) <

(96)
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Property 1 in Assumptidnl 3 implies that the right-hand siti@®8) tends td) asz — 0.
Thus there existd > 0 such thatd) < Ty(x,Q) < efor0 < z < 4§, |2 — Q| < A.
This shows thaf, is continuous a0, ), and thus ori0, ;] x RT. Using analogous
argumentspT, /9 can also be seen to be continuous[@nr;] x R*. This implies
thatijo is aC* function of 2, and [95) holds foi = 0 if the lower integration limit is
replaced by.

As forijp, letT(x, Q) = ¢ (z, Q) L(x), and consider the functidfi(z, 2)/Q". This
function and its partial derivative with respectfare continuous ol p, ) x R™,
and satisfy the following bounds:

0< Qr < T — 1)!5 (97)
OT(r.0)/9) __ exp(-Q/n)L(x) L)
(e e ey M

The right-most parts of (97) anld (98) are integrablé:nn, oo), because of properfty 2 in
AssumptioriB. This implies (Fleming, 1977, theorem 5.9} tha/Q" is aC* function

of ), and therefore so i§p; in addition,d7jp /dS) satisfies an expression analogous to
(@5) with the integration interval replaced byp, oo).

The preceding results assure tHaydQ) = Zf;o d7; /dQ is continuous and can be
expressed as il (1.2). The equalltyl(13) readily follows fi@n (11) and[(IR). O

Lemma 3. For anya,c € R*, b € R,
d [ —Q Q1 —Q Q
= eXp( /ZC) do = exp( /a) + (b _ C)Qb7671’7 e, — . (99)
dQ J, xetl a¢ a

Proof. Applying the change of variable = Q/v, the integral in[(9B) can be expressed

as
0 b _ Q/a
/ L exPD) g, - [ gmepet exp(—v) dv = 0P (c, 9) , (200

a T 0 ¢

from which [99) follows. O
Lemma 4. For s € R,

lim V(s u) _ 17 (101)

u—0  us S

fim — LW (102)

u—rco u5~1 exp(—u)

Proof. These equalities respectively follow fram Abramowitz anddgsin (1970, equa-

tion 6.5.29) and Abramowitz and Stegun (1970, equatior8&)5. O
Lemma 5. The upper incomplete gamma functi@) satisfies fors,w € N, v € R
s—1
> (s = DETEDE exp(—), 521,
[(s,v)=¢ k=0 (103)
Z (s — )Rk exp(—v) + W(v), s<0,
k=s—w

whereW (v) is O(v*~*~! exp(—v)) asv — oc.
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Proof. The expression fog > 1 is equivalent to_ Abramowitz and Stegun (1970, equa-

tion 6.5.13).
Fors < 0, the stated result follows from recursively using the idgrfAbramowitz and Stegun,
1970, equation 6.5.21)

I'(s,v) = (s = DI'(s = 1,v) + v Lexp(—v) (104)
w times and taking into account the equality (L02) from Lerhina 4 O

Lemma6. Fort € N, u € Z,

t ) — —

J=0

Proof. The equality

t
> <t.)j<’“><—1>” = {O.’ ’ f ; (106)
o\ tl, k=t.
is easily shown to hold fok € N by applying the binomial theorem ta — 1)¢, differ-
entiatingk times and particularizing far = 1. The termj(u — j)¢~") in (I03) can be
expressed a¥_, _, a,j*) for appropriate values of the coefficients; furthermore, it
is easily seen that; equals(—1)*~!. Thus

i() 7D (= tJZZak<)' (—1)t9. (107)

Jj= k=1 j5=0

If ¢ <t — 1, the inner sum in[(107) equalsfor all k¥ within the range specified in the
outer sum, because df (106). ilf= ¢, all values of the indeX give a null inner sum
exceptk = ¢, which givesat! = (—1)!~1¢!. This establishe§{105). O

Proof of Propositio 2.Assume that(17) holds. Let= —Bs/(4r), which is positive
for the allowed values aB ands. From [17), there existssuch thatL(x)— A— Ba®| <
ex® forall x € (0,9). This implies that for anyg € (0, d), and for{ < x < 4,

L&) — L(z) > B(&° — 2°) — 2ex® = BE® — (B + 2¢)a”. (108)
Therefore
* L(§) — L(z)
/E &

* L(§) - L(x) * L) - L(x)

. [0 dx ¢ dzx > L(€) — L(x) 109
>B€/£W—(B+2e>/£ xr_s+1+/5 — (109)
B B¢ B+ 2¢ B+ 2¢ * L(&) — L(x)

o opgr—s T + (r—s)or—s B (r—s)ér—s /5 de
B B B+ 2¢ B+ 2¢ L&) — L(x)
> rEr—s ERT T + (r—s)or—s B (r—s)gr—s /5 ?dx
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Denoting byC' the sum of the terms in the right-hand side[of (109) which dadepend
on¢, i.e. the second, third and fifth, and substituting the value

> L(&) — L(z) Bs
——d - : 110

/g 7+l v 2r(r — s)Er—s +C (110)
Taking into account that Bs andr — s are positive, and that' is independent of,
from (110) it is seen that there exigts (0, d) such that[(T4) holds. O

Lemma 7. Under the hypotheses of Theoren 2, there eistsuch thatdi;/dQ) < 0
for all 2 < Q.

Proof. Let ¢ be as in propertlyl1 in Assumptidh 4. Sinfds non-increasing for alt
smaller thar, the functior? defined as

o(z) = {L(w) —L(¢) foro<z<¢

111
0 forz > ¢ (111)

is non-negative and non-increasing. Fréni (10) @&an be expressed gs+ (1 +
© with

o= [ sLEa, (112)
Q/¢

a=[ s, (113)
/e

G = / ¥, Q)L(x) da. (114)
3

Each of these terms can be interpreted as the risk assowidked certain loss function
for which Propositiofill applies.

Since/ is non-negative and non-increasing, fofixed the integrand in[(113) is a
non-negative, non-increasing function @f This implies that(; is a non-increasing
function of(2, and thusi¢; /dQ2 < 0.

Regarding the terng,

A O lexp(—Q/9)L(E)

aQ & (r—1)! ’ (115)
which implies that
. dGo/dQ L(§)
S T T Cer(r =1 (116)

As for (», from (I13) it follows that

A Q1 [ exp(—Q/x)L(x) Qr * exp(—Q/x)L(z)
d_(; (r=1)! /g- ol dr = (r—1)! /5 zrt2 dz.

(117)
Interpreting the integrals in (11.7) as Lebesgue integaad,noting thatxp(—Q/z) < 1
for Q,x € RT, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem (Apostol,, 1#héérem
10.27) assures that

o [T ORI Y L)
hm/£ d —/£ dax, (118)

Q-0 zrtl zrt+l
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and similarly for the second integral. This implies that finst term in the right-hand
side of [11Y¥) dominates the second fbasymptotically small, i.e.

. dG/dQ > L(z)
Jim = = r = 1)!/5 sl (119)
From [116) and(119),
. d(Co +¢2)/d2 L(§) r > I(z)
Ty N / T (120)
Ny g GEL P
(r—1)! ¢ 7+l ’

Combining [22D) with the inequality (14) from Assumptiohtie limit on the right-
hand side of[(120) is seen to be negative. This implies thexetlexists), such that
d(¢o + ¢2)/dQ < 0 for Q < Q. Taking into account that¢; /dQ2 < 0, it follows that
dn/d2 < 0 for Q < Q. O

Lemma 8. Under the hypotheses of Theoren 2, there exi§tsuch thatdi;/dQ2 > 0
forall Q > Qf.

Proof. If condition[(a) of property2 in Assumptidd 4 holds, [Btbe chosen such that
0 < H < L(§+) — L(¢'—). By definition of L(¢'—), there exists: such thatl(z) €
(L(¢'—)—H,L(¢—)+ H)forallz € (¢ — h,£’). If condition[(B) holds, it stems that
there existd: such tha{—1)!~1d’L/dx! is positive and continuous far € (¢ — h, ¢').
Thus, leth be selected as has been indicated.

From propert{ L in Assumptidd 3, there existe R, My, andzy, < & — h such that

L(z) < Mpz®  forz < ay. (121)
The asymptotic riskj can be expressed frol (10) addl(11)as- ¢} + ¢4 + ¢4 + ¢4 with
&-/

¢ = - P(x, Q) L(z) d, (122)

¢ —/0 " Y(x, Q) L(x) dz, (123)
¢ —h

¢ = / Y(x, Q) L(z) dz, (124)

CZ/% = . ¢(~’Cv Q)L(€/+) dz, (125)
Q¢

G= [ ew)E@) - L) . (126)

Each of these terms corresponds to the risk associated wttan loss function which
satisfies Propositidd 1.

By property2 of Assumptionl4,(z) — L(£'+) is non-negative and non-decreasing
for z > ¢’. An argument analogous to that used §pin Lemma&¥ shows that the term
¢} given by [126) is non-decreasing with and thus

d¢j
— > 0.
>0 (127)
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According to Lemm&l3d¢;/dQ is given by

dg  LEH)Q " exp(—0Q/¢)

dQ &rir—1)! (128)
Computing
g /wL rQ " exp(—Q/x) /IL Q" exp(—Q/x)
=) e MW | sy e (129)
and using[(121) it stems that
dgi | _ MurQ ™™t (™" exp(—9Q/x) ML [ exp(—Q/x)
‘E - (T‘— 1)! /0 rrt1-K dz + (7‘ _ 1)!‘/0 2K dz. (130)

The integrals in[(130) can be bounded as follows. L et (z1, + & — h)/(2(¢ — h)).
Itis seen thaf and1 — \ are lower than. Let the functiorw; : RT U {0} — R U {0}
be defined as; (z) = exp(—AQ/x) for z > 0 andv; (0) = 0. Sinceexp(—AQ/z) — 0
asz — 0, vy is continuous o0, zr,]. In addition, the functiom, : RU {0} — RU {0}

such that
exp(—(1 — \)Q/x)
va() = 21K

(131)

for z > 0 andv,(0) = 0 is non-negative and integrable {inz1,|. Thus, the mean value
theorem|(Fleming, 1977, p. 190) can be applied to the firegirat in [130) to yield:

/0 ' % dx = /0 - vi(z)va(z)de = vy (Im)/o L vz (z) dw (132)

for somez,, € [0, z1]. Actually, z,,, cannot be), because that would givein the right-
hand side of[(132), whereas the left-hand side is greaterGhalhusz,, € (0,z].
Similar arguments can be applied to the last integrdlin)(1@2btain

/OJCL exp(_x(irl_i)};)ﬂ/x) dz = 2y exp(_x(,lrjrl/\,)]?/xm) (133)

with 2/ € (0, z1,]. Maximizing the right-hand side of (1B3) with respectig € R*
gives

/zL exp(=(1 - NQ/z) | . (7’ +1-— K)T*l—K exp(—(r+1—K))
i <ap [ ——— .

IrJrlfK 1— A QrJrlfK
(134)
Combining [I3R) and (134),
/CEL exp(—Q/x) rL(r+1— K) 1 Kexp(—(r+1— K+ \X2/zy))
———=dx < .
o T H1-K (1 =NQ)r+1-K
(135)

The second integral il (I1B0) is bounded analogously:

/CEL exp(—Q/x) de < oL(r+2— K) 2 Kexp(—(r +2 — K+ \Q2/z1))
y @t K = (T= Q2K
(136)

22



with 2/ € (0, z1]. From [130),[(I35) and (186),
dg; < Myzpr(r+1- K)y =K =Zexp(—(r+1— K 4+ \2/xw))
Q| — (1 =XN)rH=E(r —1)!
N Myap(r+2— K)" P2 5082 exp(—(r +2 — K + \Q/2))
(1 =N)r+2=KE(r —1)! '
Itis easily seen that,, /A, 2!/ /A < z1, < & — h. It thus follows from [13]7) that

ddi
doQ

(137)

< QAN exp(—Q/(€' ~ h)) (138)

whereQ is independent of2.

Ford¢}/dQ, by Assumptioill, led/ be an upper bound df in the interval(zy,, &' —
h). An argument based on the mean value theorem can also be@pplie; in fact, it is
slightly simpler than in the preceding paragraph becauttgdrcase the lower integration
limit is greater thar:

/ r—1 T &—h _
dé < MrQ) / " exp(—Q/x) do 4+ MQ / exp(—/x) da
dQ (r=1" /., xrtl (r—1)! xrt? (139)
B MQ =Y —h —aL) (rexp(—=Q/z) n Qexp(—Q/xl)
- (r—1)! Tl i +2

with 2/ 2" € |21, & — h]. Therefore

dch| M —h— Q\ ., ,
d—é < H (’f' + I_L) Q 1 exp(—Q/(f - h)) (140)

To compute the derivative af), it is necessary to distinguish caeg (a) (b) of
property(2 in Assumptionl4. In cage|(a), sincer) € (L(¢'—) — H, L(¢'—) + H) for
all z € (&' — h,&'), the mean value theorem assures that there is goméL (' —) —
H,L(¢'—) + H] such that

g (¢ (.9 L [F Q)
- //,h 50 L(z)dz =146 o o0 dz e
0 a ¢ ar exp(—/x)
(r=1)! @/g A grtl de.
Applying Lemmd3,
dgp _ 0 [ exp(=9/¢) | exp(—=Q/(¢' —h))
oo (e ) e

Using [127),[(12B) [{138)L(1#0) arid (142),

>( (&'+) — 0)Q ! exp(— Q/f) O (Q%exp(—=Q/(&" — h))) (143)

@ - &m(r—1)!
with ¢ = max{r, K — 2}. Sinceh > 0 andf < L(¢'—)+ H < L(¢'+), from (143) it
follows that ©/e) d L) -0
. exp 7 +)—
i b Al B [t LI .
&5&( Q1 dQ) =1 (144)
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In casé (B), sinca’L/dz" is continuous orf¢’ — h, ¢’), Taylor's theorem (Apostol,
1967, volume 1, theorem 7.6) can be applied to expfgss$ for « € (¢/ — h,¢’) as

L(:Z?) _ L(f/—) 4 9’($_§’)t _ i: Z ( > t i (145)

wheref is the value ofl’ L /dx? at some point within the interva’ —h, £’). The choice
of h assures thgt—1)!~1¢’ is positive. Substitutind (145) intb (122), differentizgiand
making use of Lemmia 3 andl (4) gives

-1 Z( ) ) [— (g)T_j exp(—9/¢’)

" (5%) " exp(-0/(€ — )

cir(reag) (i)

The identityy~}_, (%)(—1)'~7 = 0 implies that

3 (§)eram (9,>H - 12() =0, (a7)
pr AV €

and thus[(146) simplifies to

dgy _ L(g'—)o ! <_6XP(—Q/§/) n eXIO(—Q/(ﬁ/T— h)))

)T exp(~52/(¢' - )

(146)

- (r-1) & (& —h)
Qr—1y/ exp(—Q/({’ _ h)) t t (_gl)t—j
" I TR— (> @ hys
. Q . Q
e (e o (rag) 1 (gt
(148)
From Lemma&b§’ —'T'(r — j,Q/¢') for j < r — 1is given by
) Q r—1 s (T*kfl)Qk*l
QT ( ~j ?) —exp(-0/¢) Y Lm0 . a9)
k=j
whereas forj > r and for anyw € N
. 0 r—1 (,,, —j— 1)(r7k71)Qk71
Qi1 _i 22 = —Q/e -
r <r 7, 5,) exp(—Q/¢') k;w ] (150)

+ 0 (Q " 2exp(—Q/¢)) .
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Replacingt’ by ¢’ — h in (I49) and[(150) it is seen that
- <r -, 5/%) =0 (V" 2exp(—Q/(¢ — h))). (151)

Settingw = ¢ in (I50) and substituting (I#9J=(151) info (148) yields
dgy L) exp(=0/¢)

Qo &r(r—1)!
min{¢,r—1} r—1 r—k—1)0k—1
0’ exp(=Q/¢) t i (r—j -1t Q
o J:ZO j ; gk

t t\ iy r—1 (T —j— 1)(r7k71)Qk71
+ )= -
; <J> k;,t g
+ O (QTﬁt*Q exp(—Q/{’))

(152)

(the termO(Q"~'~2 exp(—Q/¢’)) could be substituted by a lower-order ternt i r,
but this is unnecessary for the proof). Sirfee- j — 1)("*~U =0 fork < j < r, the
summation range of the first sum ovein (I52) can be extended frokln= j,...,r—1t0
k = min{0,r—t},...,r—1. Onthe other hand, the second sum gvisrempty ift < r.
Thus the second sum oveeonly appears if > r, and in this casenin{0,r —t} = r —t¢.
Therefore the lower limit in the latter sum can also be exggdsas: = min{0, r — t}.
With these changed, (1152) is rewritten as

A6 _ _LE)Q T exp(=0/¢) | 710" exp(~Q/€)
dQ &m(r—1)! (r—1)le!
r—1 k—1 t
0 g o
T (?) Z ( ) ro o)k _py-i (158)
k=min{0,r—t} =0
+0 (QT_t_2 eXp(—Q/é ) -
From Lemmab, the inner sum in(153) equaferk =r —t+1,r —t+2,...,7r — 1
and(—1)"1t! fork = r — t. If t < r, the terms with index = 0,1,...,r —t — 1 are
O(Q =2 exp(—£/¢")). Therefore
dgg L&) "exp(-9/¢) n (=11’ Qm " exp(—Q/¢)
o erir —1)! (r—1)! (154)
+ 0 (Q " ?exp(—Q/¢)) .

Using [127),[(12B) [(138)[(1#0) arld (154), and considetfagL(¢'—) = L(¢'+),

d?’] (_1)t—1§/2t—r9/Qr—t—l exp( Q/é- )
dQ - (r—1)!

O (Q " 2exp(—Q/¢)). (155)

Since(—1)71¢" > 0, this implies that

 (exp(Q/€) dif) (1)
&E&(W@)ZWW' (136)
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As a consequence of (144) ahd (IL56), in either Eae (a)off (pperty2 in Assump—
tion[4, there exist§), such thatlij/dQ2 > 0 for Q > €.

Proof of Theorerhl2From Lemmag]7 anld 8, there exids, ©2f, such that, denoting by
7|, the value ofij corresponding to a giveq,

Mg > 1lg, forQ < Qo, (157)
Mg > ilg, for Q> Q. (158)

Propositior 1L implies that is a continuous function of2. Therefore, this function
restricted to the intervdly, Q] has an absolute maximum_(Apostol, 1974, theorem
4.28). Because of (157) arld (158), this is the absolute maxiwf7; overR ™. O

Lemma 9. Under the hypotheses of Theorgéim 3, given R, ¢ as defined b{33)is a
continuous function df € R™.

Proof. From AssumptionEl1 ard127, is continuous except possibly at a finite number
of points, where it can only have removable discontinuitiegimps. Since removable
discontinuities do not have any effect on the integralin) (38ey can be disregarded.
Thus in the following it is assumed thatonly has jump discontinuities. L&D be the
number of discontinuity points, locatedat < z2 < --- < xp. The functionL can
be decomposed as the sumigfand L4, whereL, is continuous and.4 is piecewise
constant with jumps aty, ..., xp. Accordingly,l = (. + (4, where(. and(q are given
as in [33) withL replaced byL. and L4 respectively.

For anyQ’ # Q, let ¢’ denote the right-hand side &f (33) wifh replaced by,
and let¢, and¢}; be defined similarly. Foe > 0 arbitrary, it is necessary to finii> 0
such thai(’ — ¢| < e for | — ] < §. Consider an arbitrary, € (0,€2). SinceL. is
continuous, by the Heine-Cantor theorem (Apostol, 197dotbm 4.47) it is uniformly
continuous on the interval(Q2 — d¢)/(ro), (2 + do)o/r]. This interval contains the
valuesQ/v and Y’ /v for | — Q| < do, v € [r/o,r0]. By virtue of this, defining
ec = €¢/(2r(oc — 1/0)), leté. < oo be chosen such thalk. (' /v) — L.(2/v)| < € for
all | — Q| < ., v € [r/o,r0]. Taking into account Lemnid 1, it follows that

I —¢e| < / |L(Q/v) — LY /v)|dv < r (cr - %) €c = % for |Q' — Q| < dc.

/o
(159)
By construction, there exists an upper bouhfy on |Lq(z)|, x € RT. Since
Lq(92/v), considered as a function of has jumps af /1, . .., /2 p, associated with

each discontinuity poin2/z; there is an interval of values offor which L4 (Y /v) #
L4(Q2/v). The width of this interval i$Q)’ — Q|/xz; < | — Q|/z1, and|La (' /v) —
La(Q2/v)| < 2My4 for v within this interval. There are at mo# such intervals con-
tained in[r/o, ro], and for any value of’ not belonging to any of these intervals it
holds thatL4(€Y' /v) = Lq(Q/v). Using Lemmadll again, it is seen thaf — (4| <
2DM4|QY — Q|/x1. Thus there existd; such that

I — Cal < % for | — Q| < 84. (160)

Takingd = min{d., dq}, it follows from (I59) and[(160) that
¢ = ¢l < IC =Gl +1¢h—Gal < 5 +5 =€ for2 —Q| <5, (161)
which shows that is a continuous function dd. O
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Lemma 10. Under the hypotheses of Theorlem 3, and ittefined by(33),

. n—_¢ .. .. n
lim lim sup = lim limsup
=00 00 070 Qo0

¢ (162)

Proof. According to properti/l1 in Assumptidnl3’, there exist< r andmy,, My, z1, €
R* such thatny,z® < L(z) < Mpz® forx < zr, that is,

my(Q/v)% < L(Q/v) < Mp,(Q/v)%  forv > Q/ay. (163)

Similarly, property 2 implies that there exi&t < r; m{, M{ € R*; andz} > z1, such
that
m} (Q/v)E < L(Q/v) < ML (/)K" forv < Q). (164)

From Assumptiofil1L is of bounded variation ofxy,, 1 ], and thus there exisf& such
thatL(z) < M for z € [xy, z1], that s,
L(Q/v) <M forQ/xp, <v<Qfzp. (165)

The casé) — 0is analyzed first. Givea € R, itwill be assumed tha® < rzy, /0.
Under this assumption, amywithin the integration interval ii(33) excee@igz,. Thus,

applying [168),
¢ > mpQX /m v exp(=y) _ mQF(D(r = K, r/0) —T(r = K,ro))
r/o (

r—1)! v r—1)!

(166)
The differencen — ¢ can be expressedﬁasl + (2 + (3 + (4, where each term
is an integral as in((33) with the integration interval respely given as(0,Q/z1),
(Q/x1,Q/zL), (/zL,7/0) and(ro, 0o). In the first case[{164) implies that

MI/JQK/’}/(T‘ - K',Q/x1)
(r—1)!

G < : (167)

and thus )

G - MQE ~Ey(r — K',Q/x})

¢ mu(T(r—K,r/o)—T(r—K,ro))’
Using the equality[(101) from Lemnia 4, and taking into actdhat K, K’ < r by
Assumptiori 3, it is seen that the right-hand side[of {168pteto0 as2 — 0. Since(;
and( are both positive, this implies that

(168)

lim 2 = 0. (169)

As for the term(,, using [165),

My(r,Q@/z1) —~(r, Qfay)) _ My(r,Q/aL)

G2 < - 1! CES

(170)

and thus
<_2 MQE~y(r,Q/z1)

¢ < m(C(r — K,r/o) —T(r — K,r0))’

(171)

2Note that this decomposition, and the one to be usedors oo, are different from those used in the
proofs of LemmaE]7 arid 8 respectively, although the samédiota used for simplicity.
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Using [Z01) again, and taking into account thak r, it stems that
lim 2 = 0. (172)

Regarding the third tern{_{163) holds for allvithin the integration interval, and thus

MLQE (y(r — K,r/o) —y(r — K,Q/x1)) - MLy (r - K, T/O')'

G < =1 1) (173)
Therefore c Myr(r— K.r/o)
3 Ly\r —n,r/o
¢ < m(C(r — K,r/o) —T(r — K,r0))’ (174)
Similarly, the fourth term satisfies
K _
G < MLQAT(r — K, 1"cr)7 (175)
(r—1)
and therefore ¢ MyL(r — K.ro)
4 Ll(r—K,ro
I3 < mL(C(r — K,r/o) —T(r — K,r0))’ (176)
From [169),[(17R)[(174) an8 (1I76) it follows that
1imsupﬁ_< ML(V(T - Ka T/U) +F(T_K7 TU)) (177)

as0 ¢ ~ mpT(r—K,r/o)—T(r—K,ro))’

The right-hand side of (1T77) is seen to convergé isc — oo, and thus so does the
left-hand side. This establishes the first part of the result

The analysis fof2 — oo is similar. Giveno € R, it is assumed tha® > rzj o.
The difference; — ( is expressed ag + ¢, + (5 + (4, where each term is an integral as in
(33) with integration intervals respectively given(@sr/o), (ro, Q/x1), (/z,, Q/x1)
and(2/x1, c0). Arguments analogous to those used(for» 0 establish that

. 77]_< Mﬁ(’y(T—KCT/U)+F(T—K’7TU))
hén_?;ip ¢ ~mT(r—-K,r/o)-T(r— K' ro))’

(178)

The right-hand side of (178) is seen to convergé iso — oo, and thus so does the
left-hand side. This establishes the second part of thétresu O

Lemma 11. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3, considetirmnd 77 as functions of
Q € R*, ¢/7 — 1 uniformly onR* aso — oo.

Proof. The result is equivalent to the statement that for any 0 there existsr such
that|77/¢ —1| < eforallQ € R* and foralle > 0. Considek > 0 arbitrary. LetR(o)
andR’ (o) respectively denotém supq_, (7 — ¢)/¢ andlim supgq,_, . (7 — ¢)/¢. Since
L is a non-negative function, from (B3) it is seen thid a non-negative, non-decreasing
function of s for any 2. By Lemmd10,R(c) andR'(s) tend to0 aso — oo, and thus
there existsr; such thatR(o1), R'(01) < €/2. By definition of R(), there exist$),
such that the following inequality holds (note that the-ledind side is a function of
and()):

n—¢

T < R(Ul)-‘r% <e forQ < Qq, 0 =o0. (179)
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The non-decreasing character(ofvith o implies that[[170) also holds far > ¢4, that
is,
n—¢
—<e forQ < Qp, o>o0;. (180)

Analogously, there existg(, > €, such that

I

175 ce forQ>Q), o> o1 (181)

N ‘

According to Lemmal9, fos fixed, ¢ is a continuous function d? € [Qg, (], and
therefore it has an absolute minimum on that interval, widhbe denoted a5, (o).
The non-negative and non-decreasing character with o implies thatS, is also a
non-negative, non-decreasing function. In additiSnio) > 0 for all o greater than a
certain valuers. This can be seen as follows. By AssumpfiohB(z) is non-zero for
all z outside a bounded interval. #f is sufficiently large, i.e. greater than a certain
for anyQ € [Qo, Q] the integration interval in(33) contains a subinterval vehk is
non-zero, which giveg > 0. ThusS;(¢) > 0 for o > os.

By arguments similar to those in the above paragraph, considered as a function
of 2, has an absolute maximum @, 2]; and this maximum, denoted 4s(o), tends
to 0 aso — co. Therefore, defining (o) = Sa2(0)/S1(0) for o > o2,

(m—=¢)/¢ < 8(a) forQ e [Qo, ), o> 033 (182)

andS(o) — 0 aso — oco. Thus, for the considered there existrs > o4 such that
S(o) < efor o > o3. Combined with[(18R), this gives

(n—=¢)/¢ <e forQe Qo Y, o> o (183)
From [180),[(181) and{183), choosiag = max{o1, o3} is sufficient to satisfy7j/¢{ —
1] < efor Q € R, 0 > 0. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorerhl3The result will be proved by contradiction. Assume thatéretists
a possibly randomized estimatpwith lim sup,,_,,7(p) < n*. This implies that there
existd < 1 and a probabilityy such that the estimator has

n(p) < On* forallp < py. (184)
Forn =r,r+1,..., letll, denote the distribution function gfconditioned onV = n.
By Lemmd1l, letr be selected such that
d(V)L(Q/v)dv > VO / d(V)L(Q/v)dv forallQ e RT. (185)
r/o 0

In particular, this implies that

m d(V)L(Q/v)dv > Von* forallQ e RY. (186)

r/o

Givenvy, v with 15 > 14 > 0, according to Lemm@a 2p(p, v) — ¢(v) uniformly
on vy, 2] asp — 0. By virtue of this, letp; < pg be such that

|®(p,v) — d(v)| < (1 — VO)p(v) forallp < py, v e [r/o,ra]. (187)
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Letu = [ro/p1]. Taking into account thdtm,, o (>_._, 1/n — logw) = -+, where
~ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant (Abramowitz and Steg8ini01equation 6.1.3), itis
easy to see that

r/(op)] .ol
limy > E—log— :'y—i—loga—pl—;ﬁ. (188)

n=u

This implies that there exist > 0 andp;, such that

[r/(op)] 1
> — —logZ >~ forallp < p). (189)

Let X andpj, be chosen such th&t(189) holds, andylebe defined by the equation

log 2t = A
Py 1-0

Since) > 0 andf < 1, it follows thatpy < p1.

Let po = min{py,p{}. For a givern, the measure associated with the distribution
functionIl,, is obviously finite, and thus sigma-finite. This implies (Bigisley, 1995,
theorem 18.3) that for eaghthe integral in[(9), considered as a functiorppfs measur-
able with respect to Lebesgue measure. In addition, ginee py, it stems from[(184)
that the series i {9) converges for< p;. This assures (Billingsley, 1995, theorem
13.4(ii)) thatn(p) restricted ta < p; is measurable. Therefore, the integral

B le
X_/po ) dp (191)

exists in the Lebesgue sense, and according td (184) ifisatis

(190)

P1
X< 917*/ @ =0n*log ]ﬂ. (192)
po P Po

Substituting[(P) into[(191),

P11

Zf ([ wman) . (193)

Definingv = |r/(opo)], it is clear from [I9B) that

/po (/ f(n y/p dII, (y )) dp. (194)

Since both measures in (194) are sigma-finite, and both tiex ind outer integrals are
finite, the order of integration can be reversed (BillingsfE995, theorem 18.3), which

o X > Z / ( " fi(y/p) )dHn(y). (195)

n=u
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Making the change of variable= np in the inner integral and taking into account that
f(n)/p = ®(p,np), (I98) becomes

X > g % /000 (/nnpl ®(v/n,v)L(ny/v) dl/> dIT, (y). (196)

Po

Foru < n < witholds thatnpy, < r/o andnp; > ro. Therefore

v 1 [ee) To
X> 7; 5/0 (/T/O_ ®(v/n,v)L(ny/v) du) dII, (y). (197)

Forv € [r/o,ro] andu < n < vit holds thatv/n < p;. Thus[18V) give®(v/n,v) >
V/6¢(v). Substituting into[(197),

5 v 1 o) ro
X>V0> - / < ¢(v)L(ny/v) dy) dIL, (y). (198)
n—u 0 r/o
From [I88), the inner integral il (198) exceelf8n*, and thus
1
2/3, -
X > 0%/3y ; e (199)
Sincepy < pj andpy < py < p1, (189) and[(190) give
Zl>—x+1ogﬂz1ogﬂ(1—%>:f‘@logﬂ. (200)
e Y bo bo log(p1/pg) Po
Substituting into[(199),
X > 0 log 2, (201)
Po
in contradiction with[(I9R). This establishes the result. O

Proof of Propositiof B.The proof is analogous to that lof Mendo and Hernando (2010,
proposition 1). O

Proof of Propositiol #.For the considered estimator,
E[(p—p)? _(r—2)° 1 2(r —2) 1
e =z E N1 ’ E N1 + 1 (202)
The equality

D {ﬁ] == (203)

directly stems from the fact thafl(1) is unbiased. On the rotiend, according to
Mikulski and Smith|(1976), fop € (0, 1)

r— 2(1 — 2
v {N _ﬂ T (204)
From [208) and(204),
1 1 2 1 p2
. [m] N <E [N—lD + Var [N_l] <tThr—y @™
Substituting[208) and{205) intb (202), the desired re@fl is obtained. O
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Lemma 12. Givenr > 3 and) € R*, considering the loss functiqga9) with A; = 0,
Ag > 0,if uos > (r++/r+1)/Q the risk of the estimata28) satisfies;(p) < 7 for any

€ (0, 1). Similarly, for the loss functiof9) with A; > 0, A = 0, if 3 > Q/(r—/7r)
the inequalityy(p) < 77 holds for anyp € (0,1).

Proof. The stated results follow from the arguments used in thefmfiddendo and Hernando
(2010, proposition 3). O

Proof of Propositiof b.The result will be proved by approximating the loss functisn
a sum of terms of the form (19) witll,, A, > 0 and using Lemm&12. It may be
assumed without loss of generality tHatz) = 0 for = € [v,v'], because iL(z) = C
within that interval, definind.’(z) = L(x) — C the risk corresponding tb is expressed
asC plus the risk resulting from the loss functidn, which satisfies the hypotheses of
the proposition.

Lete > 0, and suppose for the moment thats unbounded on the intervéd, v).
This implies that for any € N, the setV, ; = {z € (0,v) | L(z) > ic} is non-empty.
In fact, sinceL is non-increasing of0, v), V. ; is an interval. Let:. ; be defined as the
supremum ob ;, and let

e ifx <z,
lei(z) = - 206
i) {O otherwise (206)

If L is bounded or{0, v), the setsV; ; are empty fori greater than a certain value. In
this case, the correspondifig; functions are defined as the null function. In a similar
manner, forL, unbounded orfv’, 00), let V!, = {x € (v',00) | L(x) > ie}, which is
again non-empty interval; let, ; be its infimum, and

if 2> .
O(x) =40 "= e 207
() {O otherwise (207)

If L is bounded or{v’, o0), for i greater than a certain value the séf§ are empty,
and the correspondingf ; are defined as null. Lek. () = fc;(z) + £, ;(z) and
L(xz) =Y _;2; Les(x). By construction, for alk: € R,

0< L(z) — Le(z) < e (208)

Each functionL. ; satisfies Assumptiorid [I-3, and therefore a risk can be defined
consideringL. ; as the loss function. This risk will be denotedrag(p). The function
L. also satisfies Assumptiohs[1-3. Lgfp) denote its corresponding risk,

ne(p) = > f)Lelg(n)/p) =D > F(n)Lei(g(n)/p) (209)

n=r i=1

For eachn, the inner series in_(209) converges absolutely; namelf(t9L.(g(n)/p).

In addition, from[[20B) it is seen that.(g(n)/p) < L(g(n)/p), and this implies that the
outer series inN(209) is also absolutely convergent. Thisvalinterchanging the sums
overn and: (Apostol, 1974, theorem 8.43), which gives

ne(p) =D e (p) (210)
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Theoreni 1 assures that;(p) has an asymptotic valug ;, given by
hi= [ oL@/ (211)
Similarly, n.(p) has an asymptotic value
W= | o) S Lea(@/v) du. (212)
i=1

SinceL. ; is a nonnegative function for all the monotone convergence theorem (Athreya and | ahiri,
2006, theorem 2.3.4) implies that the sum and integral sig&12) commute, and thus

Ne = Z ﬁe,i- (213)
i=1
From Lemma&12y. ;(p) < 7..;. Combined with[[21I0) and{213), this gives
Ne(p) < e (214)
On the other hand, frori (2D8) it stems that
0<n(p) —ne(p) <e, (215)
which in turn implies
0<7—17e<e (216)
From [214)4(216),
n(p) <ne(p) +e<me+e<in+e (217)
Since [21F¥) holds for arbitrary, the desired inequalityp) < 7 follows. O
References

Abramowitz, M., Stegun, I. A. (Eds.), 1970. Handbook of Mattatical Functions, ninth
Edition. Dover.

Apostol, T. M., 1967. Calculus, 2nd Edition. Vol. 1. John ®iland Sons.
Apostol, T. M., 1974. Mathematical Analysis, 2nd Editiorddison-Wesley.

Athreya, K. B., Lahiri, S. N., 2006. Measure Theory and Pholitg Theory, 2nd Edi-
tion. Springer.

Billingsley, P., 1995. Probability and Measure, 3rd Editidohn Wiley and Sons.

Carter, M., van Brunt, B., 2000. The Lebesgue-Stieltjesdral: A Practical Introduc-
tion. Springer.

Fleming, W., 1977. Functions of Several Variables, 2ndigditSpringer-Verlag.

Haldane, J. B. S., 1945. On a method of estimating frequenBiemetrika 33 (3), 222—
225,

33



Lehmann, E. L., Casella, G., 1998. Theory of Point Estinmatind Edition. Springer.

Mendo, L., November 2009. Estimation of a probability withaganteed normalized
mean absolute error. IEEE Communications Letters 13 (1117;-819.

Mendo, L., Hernando, J. M., February 2006. A simple seqaéstipping rule for Monte
Carlo simulation. IEEE Transactions on CommunicationsZj4431-241.

Mendo, L., Hernando, J. M., November 2008. Improved sedalestopping rule for
Monte Carlo simulation. IEEE Transactions on Communicetis6 (11), 1761-1764.

Mendo, L., Hernando, J. M., May 2010. Estimation of a prolighiith optimum guar-
anteed confidence in inverse binomial sampling. Berno6li{2), 493-513.

Mikulski, P. W., Smith, P. J., 1976. A variance bound for wadgd estimation in inverse
sampling. Biometrika 63 (1), 216-217.

34



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Main results
	4 Discussion and applications
	4.1 Confidence
	4.2 Mean absolute error
	4.3 Mean square error
	4.4 A generalization of confidence

	A Proofs

