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Abstract

We consider a univariate semimartingale model for (the logarithm of) an asset price, containing jumps
having possibly infinite activity (IA). The nonparametric threshold estimator IV, of the integrated variance
1V = fOT o2ds proposed in [17] is constructed using observations on a discrete time grid, and precisely it sums
up the squared increments of the process when they are below a threshold, a deterministic function of the
observation step and possibly of the coefficients of X. All the threshold functions satisfying given conditions
allow asymptotically consistent estimates of IV, however the finite sample properties of I Vo, can depend on
the specific choice of the threshold. We aim here at optimally selecting the threshold by minimizing either the
estimation mean square error (MSE) or the conditional mean square error (cMSE). The last criterion allows to
reach a threshold which is optimal not in mean but for the specific volatility and jumps paths at hand.

A parsimonious characterization of the optimum is established, which turns out to be asymptotically pro-
portional to the Lévy’s modulus of continuity of the underlying Brownian motion. Moreover, minimizing the
cMSE enables us to propose a novel implementation scheme for approximating the optimal threshold. Monte

Carlo simulations illustrate the superior performance of the proposed method.

Keywords: Threshold estimator, integrated variance, Lévy jumps, mean square error, conditional mean square

error, modulus of continuity of the Brownian motion paths, numerical scheme
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1 Introduction

The importance of including jump components in assets prices models has been extensively highlighted. For
instance Huang and Tauchen (in [12]) documented empirically that jumps account for 7% of the S&P500 market
price variance, and many different tests for the presence of jumps in asset prices have been proposed and applied
in the literature (see [18], Sec. 17.3, for a review of the most used tests). From an economic point of view, jumps
may reflect, for instance, reactions of the market to important announcements or events. Thus semimartingale
models with jumps are broadly used in a variety of financial applications, for example for derivative pricing, and
also infinite activity jump components have been considered (see e.g. [§], ch.15).

Separately identifying the contribution of the Brownian part (through the Integrated Variance IV) and the one
of the jumps to the asset price variations when we can observe prices discretely is crucial in many respects, for
instance, for model assessing and for improving volatility forecasting: e.g. in [5] the proposed test for the presence
of jumps is obtained after having filtered out the jump component; in [I], the separation allows to construct two
tests for recognizing whether the jumps have finite or infinite variation; in [2] it is shown that including a separate

factor accounting for the jumps in an econometric model for the realized variance substantially improves the out
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of sample volatility forecasts. The correct identification of a model has a significant impact on option pricing and
on risk management and thus on assets allocation: for instance Carr and Wu (in [7]) show that the asymptotic
behavior of the price of an option as the time-to-maturity approaches zero is substantially different depending on
whether the model for the underlying contains jumps or not, and whether the jumps have finite or infinite variation;
Liu, Longstaff, and Pan (in [I6]) find that incorporating jumps events in the model dramatically affects the optimal
investment strategy.

With discrete (non-noisy) observations, non parametrically disentangling the jumps from integrated variance
(IV) has mainly been done by using Multipower Variations (MPVs) and Truncated (or Threshold) Realized Variance
(TRV) (see [18], Sec. 17.2, for a review of also other methods). MPV relies on the observation that, when the jumps
have finite activity, the probability of having jumps among subsequent sampling intervals is very small, however
with infinite activity jumps, this probability is much larger. Hence, MPV may not work well in the general case.
In contrast, TRV has been shown to be consistent also in the presence of any infinite activity jumps component
(7). Further, it is efficient as soon as the jumps have finite variation.

However the choice of the truncation level (threshold) has an impact on the estimation performance of IV on
finite samples. The estimation error is large when either the threshold is too small or when it is too large. In
the first case too many increments are discarded, included the increments bearing relevant information about the
Brownian part, and TRV underestimates IV. In the second case too many increments are kept within TRV, included
many increments containing jumps, leading to an overestimation of IV. Many different data driven choices of the
threshold have been proposed in the literature, for instance Ait-Sahalia and Jacod [I] (Sec. 4 therein) chose a
truncation level of the form ah®2, where h is the observation step and « is a multiplier of the standard deviations
of the continuous martingale part of the process (other choices are described in [I8], p.418). However it is important
to control for the estimation error for a given time resolution h, and here we look for an endogenous, theoretically
supported, optimal choice.

We consider the model

dXy = o ldWy + dJy, (1)

where W is a standard Brownian motion, o is a cddldg process, and J is a pure jump semimartingale (SM) process.
We assume that we have at our disposal a record {xg, Xt,,.., X¢, } of discrete observations of X spanned on the
fixed time interval [0, T]. We also define A;Z, or A" Z, the increment Z;, — Z;,_, for any process Z, and a threshold
function r(o,h) any deterministic non-negative function of the observation step h, and possibly of a summary
measure o of the realized volatility path of (o¢);>0, such that for any value ¢ € R the following conditions are
satisfied

lim r(o,h) =0, lim r(o, hl) = +o0.
h—0 h—0 hlog 5
We know that then TRV, given by
IV, .= Z (A X)*T{(ax)2<r(on,_, hi)}s (2)

where h; :=t; —t;_1, is a consistent estimator of IV := fOT afds, as sup; h; — 0, as soon as (04)¢>0 is a.s. bounded
away from zero on [0,7]. In the case where the jump process J has finite variation (FV) and the observations are
evenly spaced, the estimator is also asymptotically Gaussian and efficient.

For the choice of the threshold (TH) in finite samples, we consider the following two optimality criteria: min-
imization of MSE, the expected quadratic error in the estimation of IV; and minimization of cMSE, the expected
quadratic error conditional on the realized paths of the jump process J and of the volatility process (0s)s>0. Even
though, as mentioned above, many different TH selection procedures have been proposed, the literature for optimal
TH selection is rather scarce. In [I0] the TH that minimizes the expected number of jump misclassifications is
considered for a class of additive processes with finite activity (FA) jumps and absolutely continuous characteristics.

Even though it is shown therein that the proposed criterion is asymptotically equivalent to the minimization of the



MSE in the case of Lévy processes with FA jumps, the latter optimality criterion was not directly analyzed in [I0].
Here we go beyond and not only investigate the MSE criterion in the presence of FA jumps but also consider infinite
activity jumps and further introduce the novel cMSE criterion. The last criterion allows to reach a threshold which
is optimal not in mean but for the specific volatility and jumps paths at hand, so it is particularly appealing in
the cases of non-stationary processes, for which, even if the MSE was feasible, the deviation of each realization
from the unconditional mean value could be quite large, yielding a poor performance of the unconditional criterion.
Moreover, minimizing the cMSE is important from a practical point of view, as will be seen in Section [5] where we
propose a new TH selection method in the presence of FA jump processes.

Assuming evenly spaced observations, it turns out that for any semimartingale X, for which the volatility and
the jump processes are independent of the underlying Brownian motion, the two quantities MSE and cMSE are
explicit functions of the TH and under each criterion an optimal TH exists, and is a solution of an explicitly given
equation, the equation being different under the two criteria. Under certain specific assumptions we also show
uniqueness of the optimal TH: for Lévy processes X, under the first criterion; for constant volatility processes with
general FA jumps, under the second criterion.

The equation characterizing the optimal threshold depends on the observations’ time step h and so does its
solution. The optimal TH has to tend to 0 as h tends to zero and, under each criterion, an asymptotic expansion
with respect to h is possible for some terms within the equation, which in turn implies an asymptotic expansion of
the optimal TH. Under the MSE criterion, when X is Lévy and J has either finite activity jumps or the activity
is infinite but J is symmetric strictly stable, the leading term of the expansion is explicit in k, and in both cases
is proportional to the modulus of continuity of the Brownian motion paths and to the spot volatility of X, the
proportionality constant being v/2 — Y, where Y is the jump activity index of X. Thus the higher the jump activity
is, the lower the optimal threshold has to be if we want to discard the higher noise represented by the jumps and
to catch information about I'V.

The leading term of the optimal TH does not satisfy the classical assumptions under which the truncation
method has been shown in [I7] to consistently estimate IV, however, at least in the finite activity jumps case, we
show herein that the threshold estimator of IV constructed with the optimal TH is still consistent.

The assumptions needed for the asymptotic characterization for the cMSE criterion are less restrictive, and also
allow for a drift. We find that, for constant o and general FA jumps, the leading term of the optimal TH still
has to be proportional to the modulus of continuity of the Brownian motion paths and to . One of the main
motivations for considering the cMSE arises from a novel application of this to tuneup the threshold parameter.
The idea consists in iteratively updating the optimal TH and estimates of the increments of the continuous and
jump components X7 = fot 0sdW and {J;}i>0 of X. We illustrate this method on simulated data. Minimization
of cMSE in the presence of infinite activity jumps in X is a further topic of ongoing research.

The constant volatility assumption of some of our results is obviously restrictive. It is possible to allow for
stochastic volatility and leverage but, since the proofs are still ongoing, we only discuss here some ideas and
present some simulations experiments that show that also in such contexts our methods outperform other popular
estimators appearing in the literature.

An outline of the paper is as follows. Section 2 deals with the MSE: the existence of an optimal threshold e*(h)
is established for a SM X having volatility and jumps independent on the underlying Brownian motion W; for
a Lévy process X, uniqueness is also established (Subsection 2.1) and the asymptotic expansion for the optimal
TH is found in Section 2.3, in both the cases of a finite jump activity Lévy X and of an infinite activity sym-
metric strictly stable X. In Section 3, for any finite jump activity SM X, consistency of I V}, is verified even when
the threshold function consists of the leading term of the optimal threshold, which does not satisfy the classical
hypothesis. Section 4 deals with the cMSE in the case where X is a SM with constant volatility and FA jumps:
existence of an optimal TH &(h) is established, its asymptotic expansion is found, then uniqueness is obtained. In
Section 5 the results of Section 4 are used to construct a new method for iteratively determine the optimal threshold

value in finite samples, and a reliability check is executed on simulated data. Section 6 presents a Monte Carlo



study that shows the superior performance of the new methods over other methods available in the literature un-
der stochastic volatility and leverage. Section 7 concludes and Section 8 contains the proofs of the presented results.
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2 MEAN SQUARE ERROR

We compute and optimize the mean square error (MSE) of I v, passing through the conditional expectation with
respect to the paths of o and J:

MSE := E[(IV, — IV)?| = E [E [(IV; — IV)o, JH .

Conditioning on o, as well as assuming no drift in X, is standard in papers where MSE-optimality is looked for,
in the absence of jumps (see e.g. [4]). We also assume evenly spaced observation over a fixed time horizon [0, 77,
so that t; = t;,, = ihy, for any ¢ = 1...n, with h = h,, = T'//n. Denoted by ¢ the square root m of a given
threshold function, in this work we focus on the performance of the threshold estimator:

n

IV, (2) = > (AiX)T(ja,x|<e}- (3)
i=1
We indicate the corresponding MSE by MSE(e). Note that for e=0 we have IV, = 0, so MSE(e) = E[IV?]; as
¢ increases some squared increments (A;X)? are included within I V,, so IV, becomes closer to IV and M SE(e)
decreases. However, if J # 0, for € — 400 the quantity M SE(e) increases again, since I V, includes all the squared
increments (A;X)? and thus I V, estimates the global quadratic variation IV + ngT AX?2 of X at time T, and
MSE(g) becomes close to E[(>", .7 AX2)?]. We look for a threshold £* giving
MSE(e*) = n[%)in [MSE(E).
e€|0,00
In this section we analyze the first derivative M.SE’(¢) and we find that an optimal threshold exists, in the general
framework where X is a semimartingale satisfying A1 below, and we furnish an equation to which €* is a solution,
while in Section [2.1] we find that £* is even unique. The equation has no explicit solution, but * is a function of h
and we can explicitly characterize the first order term of its asymptotic expansion in h, for h — 0. Clearly we can
always find an approximation of the optimal threshold with arbitrary precision making use of numerical methods.
Let us denote

t;
AiX* = AiXI{(AiX)2§52}7 0'2»2 = / O'EdS7 m; = Az']
ti—1
We assume the following
Al. As. 02 >0 forall s; J #0; and o, J are independent on W.

The independence condition is needed to guarantee that W remains a Brownian motion conditionally to ¢ and
J. We analyze the leverage case in our simulation study of Sec. 6. With the next theorem we compute the first
derivative M SE’ of the mean square error. The proof is deferred to the Appendix.



Theorem 1. Under A1l and the finiteness of the expectations of the terms below, for fized h and € > 0, we have
that MSE'(e) = £2G(e), where

Gle) == zn: E {ai(s) (52 42 zn: bi(e) — 21v)} : (4)
=
with a;(g) and b;(e) defined as

(af'm,i)2 (5+7”i>2
- 2 - 2
e 20_i + e 2(7i

ai(e) :== P ,

, _(emmy? _(etmy? o, mi4o? [TET L
bi(e) := E[(Ai X, )?|o, J :—(e 227 (e4+my)+e 2 (e—my )71-1-# e~z dx.
(©) 1= Bl(AX. o, ] (c+m) emi) ot T [

k3

It clearly follows that MSE’(¢) > 0 if and only if G(¢) > 0 and, thus, to our aim of finding an optimal threshold,

it suffices to study the sign of G(e) as e varies.

Notation. For brevity we sometimes omit to precise the dependence on € of a,(¢) and b;(¢).

For a function f(e) we sometimes use f(+o0) for lim._, . f(€).

For two functions f(z),g(x) of a non-negative variable & which tends to 0 (respectively to +o0), by f < g, we
mean that f = o(g) as © — 0 (respectively © — +00), by f < ¢ we mean that both f = O(g) and g = O(f) as
x — 0 (respectively z ? +00), while by f ~ g we mean that f(x)/g(x) — 1 as  — 0 (respectively x — +00).

We denote ¢(x) = %, O(x) = fjoo o(s)ds.

h.o.t means higher order terms

Remark 1. Under A1l and the finiteness of the expectation of the terms in MSE we have
MSE(0) = E[IV? >0 and, for small h, lim MSE(g) > 0.
E—r1T00

The next Corollary states the existence of an optimal threshold (see the proof in the Appendix).

Corollary 1. Under the same assumptions of Theorem[]] an optimal threshold exists and is solution of the equation

G(e)=0.

To find an optimal threshold e* to estimate ¢ we need to find the zeroes of G, which in turn depends on o. Also,
G depends on the jump process increments m = (myq, ..., my;), which we don’t know. An analogous problem arises
when dealing with the minimization of the conditional MSE introduced in Section [4] where the optimal threshold
€ has to satisfy the equation F(g) = 0, with F(e) := a;(e)(e® + 2 Z;;Z bj(e) — 2IV). However, when we apply our
theory to the case of constant o and finite activity jumps, as precisely explained in Section [5] we can proceed by
estimating o, m and & iteratively. Another method yet to implement £* is to study the infill asymptotic behavior
of €* in a stationary or deterministic state of o. In some situations, the leading order terms of €* will only depend
on a few summary measures of the stationary distribution or path of ¢, which could be estimated separately or
jointly with I'V.

Remark 2. In principle M SE(e) could even have many points € where the absolute minimum value M SE of MSE
on [0, 400) is reached; also, MSE could have an infinite number of local not absolute minima.

To determine the number of solutions to G(g) = 0, we need to study the sign of G'(¢) (corresponding to the
convexity properties of MSFE(e)), but this is not easy. Define

gi(e) =e>+2> b —2IV,
i



so that

G(e) = > Blai()gi()]

We can easily study the functions g;, since we know that ¢;(0) = —2IV < 0, lim._, 1o gi(¢) = 400 and gi(e) =
2¢(1+¢€32;,;a;) > 0 for all € > 0. However within the joint function G(e) the presence of the terms a;(c) makes
it difficult even to know whether (a;g;)" is positive.

2.1 When X is Lévy

Let us assume
A2. X is a Lévy process.

We now have that ¢ > 0 is constant and A;X, are i.i.d., so the equation characterizing M SE’(¢) = 0 is much
simpler to analyze. Indeed, from , since within a; > i b;, the term m; of a; is independent on the terms m; of
bj, we have

MSE'(¢) = £2G(e) = 2nE[a; ()] (52 +2(n — DE[by(e)] — ZIV).

The next result establishes uniqueness of the optimal threshold under A2. The proof is in the Appendix.

Theorem 2. If X is Lévy, equation
g2 +2(n—1)E[b1(e)] —2IV =0 (5)

has a unique solution €* and, thus, there exists a unique optimal threshold, which is €*.
The equation in has no explicit solution, however we can give some important indications to approximate €*.

2.2 Asymptotic behavior of E (b;(¢))

For the rest of Section [2 in order to emphasize the dependence of €* on h, we write € := e(h) = ¢;,. We still are
under A2, so recall that
E[b:(2)] = E [|oAMW + AL L amw s arsf<ey] -
is constant in i. Note that E[b;(¢)] is finite for any Lévy process J, regardless of whether J has bounded first
moment or not. We consider two cases: the case where J is a finite jump activity process and the one where it is
a symmetric strictly stable process. The asymptotic characterization of E [b;(¢)] will be used in Subsection [2.3] to
deduce the asymptotic behavior in h of the optimal threshold £*.
We anticipate that in Subsection we will also see that an optimal threshold €* has to tend to 0 as h — 0

e*

and in such a way that N ~+00.

2.2.1 Finite Jump Activity Lévy process

The asymptotic characterization of E [b;(¢)] in the case where J has finite activity jumps is given in the following
Theorem. Its proof is in the Appendix.

Theorem 3. Let X be a finite jump activity Lévy process with jump size density f and with jump intensity
. Suppose also that the restrictions of f on (0,00) and (—00,0) admit Cy extensions on [0,00) and (—o0,0],
respectively. Then, for any e = e(h) such that e — 0 and € > Vh, as h — 0, we have

2
V2T
where above C(f) := f(0T) + f(07).

2 3 2
E[b1(e)] = o%h — oevVhe 77 + )\h%C(f) +0(h*) +o (eﬂe_ﬁ> + 0 (he®),



2.2.2 Strictly stable symmetric Lévy Jump process

Let us start by noting that
Elby (€] = E |(0Wh + J1)° L(ow, s 1<)

= 0 [Wilgow, 1<e] + 20E [Wadhlgow, 1 1<ey] + E [Tl {ow, +.1<e}]
=: Ch(é) + Dh(E) + Eh(i:‘).

The first term above can be written as
Ch(E) = 0’2h — UZE [W}%l{‘o—wh+Jh‘>€}:| = O'2h — 0’2h (C;(E) + C}:(E)) s
where

CZ_({:‘) =K [le1{W1+a—1h—1/2Jh>a—1h—1/25}] y C; (8) =E [WE1{W1+O'_1h_1/2J}L<—0'_1h_1/28}:| .

By conditioning on J and using the fact that E[WZ1 iy, >.] = xé(z) + ®(z), for all z € R, we have

!

The following Lemmas state the asymptotic behavior of the above quantities under the assumption that e > v/h.

Their proofs are in the Appendix.

Lemma 1. Suppose that {J;};>0 is a symmetric Y-stable process with ¥ € (0,2). Then, there exist constants
K7 <0 and K5 such that:

e Jh . 1 ,#zh B —1-v ;3
E {¢ (0\/E U\/E>:| = me K¢ h2? +h.o.t. (6)
E {thﬁ <\jﬁ - j"ﬁ)] = Kohe'™Y 4 hout.. (7)

Lemma 2. Suppose that {J;};>0 is a symmetric strictly stable process with Lévy measure C|z|~Y ~1dz. Then,

the following asymptotics hold:

(-2 GL (&)
E [Tl ow,+.1<ey] = 22_OY he? Y + 0 (h?%*2) + 0 (h4_2y) +0 (h%> : 9)

As a consequence, the following Theorem states explicitly the asymptotic behavior of E [b1(€)]. It’s proof is in the

Appendix.

Theorem 4. Let Xy = oWy + Ji, where W is a Wiener process and J is a symmetric strictly stable Lévy process
with Lévy measure C|z|~Y 1. Then, for any e = £(h) such that € — 0 and € > v'h, as h — 0, we have

20' e2 20
E[by(¢)] = 02h — —+Vhee " 37F + ———he2"Y + h.ot..
) = 0%~ 2 .

2.3 Asymptotic behavior of ¢*
We now assume

A3. The support of any jump size AJ; is R.

We firstly see that an optimal threshold e* = *(h) has to tend to 0 as h — 0 and in such a way that f/—% — +00.

Then we will show the asymptotic behavior of €* in more detail.



Remark 3. Note that under A3, if £*(h) minimizes MSE, then necessarily ¢*(h) — 0 as h — 0. Indeed, if
li}rln iélf e*(h) = ¢ > 0, then on a sequence £*(h) converging to ¢ we would have IV, — IV — Yecr AT A < in
- < <

probability, rather than IV,, — IV — 0; since P{ngT AJSQI‘AJsléc > 0} > 0, the MSE could not be minimized.

Lemma 3. Suppose X; = cW;+ J;, where W is a Brownian motion and J is a pure-jump Lévy process of bounded
variation or, more generally, such that, for some Y € (0,2), h, Y YJhn 27 , for a real-valued random variable J.
Then, € /v/hy, — 00, as n — 0.

Remark. If J has FA jumps, drift d and J; = dt + ZkN;l Yk, then we have h=1J}, LI and, thus, the assumption
in Lemma [3] is satisfied with Y = 1. If J is a Lévy process with Blumenthal-Getoor index Y, then Y € (0,2) and
for any n € (Y,2) we have hy, Y " T, “3°0, and again the assumption is satisfied.

We are now ready to show more precisely the asymptotic behavior of £*. Proposition [I| covers the FA jumps case,
while Proposition [2] tackles the case of symmetric strictly stable jumps. Their proofs are deferred to the Appendix.

Proposition 1. Let J have FA jumps and satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 3, let ¢* = £*(h) be the optimal

threshold. Then,
1
e ~ \/202hlnﬁ, as h—0.

Proposition 2. Under the conditions of Theorem 4] the optimal threshold e* = ¢*(h) is such that
1
e ~1/(2=Y)o2hIn 7 s h — 0.

As explained in the introduction, the proportionality constant +/2 — Y of the previous result says that the higher
the jump activity is, the lower the optimal threshold has to be if we want to discard the higher noise represented

by the jumps and to catch information about I'V.

3 CONSISTENCY WHEN ¢, =+/2Mh log%

Under the framework described in [I7], in the case of equally spaced observations, the threshold criterion allows

convergence of
n

5 2
IV, = Z(AiX) I ax)2<r(on,_, )}
i=1
to IVp = fOT o2ds when, for all i = 1,...,n, we have r(oy,_,,h) = r(h) and 7(h) is a deterministic function of h
s.t. r(h) — 0, hqiz)i — 00, as h — 0. Here we show that, under finite activity jumps, the same estimator is also
h
consistent in the case where on any ]t;_1,t;] we consider a different truncation level r;(o,h) = 2M;hlog +, with

suitably chosen random variables M;. Concretely, assume the following

A4. Let
dXt = atdt + O'tth + th (10)

N, . . . N N
where J, = """, v; for a non-explosive counting process N and real-valued random variables v;, a, o are cadlag

2

and a.s. ¢ := inf o, o2 > 0.

Recall that a.s. the paths of a and of o are bounded on [0,T]. Define 3% := SUP,¢o,7] o2, then, the following
Proposition and Corollary hold true. Their proofs are in the Appendix.
Proposition 3. Under A4, if we choose r;(h) = 2M;hlog 1, with any M;(w) such that M;(w) € [infse, , 4] 02 (w), 5],

we have:

a.s. Vn > 0, for sufficiently small h: Vi=1,... n, ]{(AiX)QS(lJrn)Ti(h)} = I{AiN:O}-

Corollary 2. For all n > 0, we have >, (AZ-X)2I{(AiX)2S(1+n)m(h)} LS IV, as h — 0.



4 CONDITIONAL MEAN SQUARE ERROR: FA jumps case

We now put ourselves under A1. The quantity of our interest here, cMSE(e) = E[(IV — IV)?|a, J], is such that
Vw, eMSE(0) = IV? and ¢MSE(+00) > 0, because IV %% QV. Further, from the proof of Theorem we have

cMSE'(e) = £°F(e), with F(e) = > aigi, gi=e>+2) b;—2IV. (11)

i=1 J#i
We analyze the sign of F(e): for n, h fixed, 07 and m; also are fixed, and we have F(0) = —2IV """ | a; < 0, since
b;(0) = 0. Further we have F'(+00) = 0T: to see this, first note that, from the expression of b;(¢), b;(+00) = mZ+02,
then g;(¢) ~ &+ 237, ,,m} — 207 ~ €%, as ¢ — +oo. Moreover, each a; ~ 2(2m) 20 L exp (f% , thus, for
sufficiently large e, F = > | a;g; is a finite sum of n positive terms a;g; < K(27r)*1/20i_152 exp (f%) for some
constant K and fixed o;, so Fi(¢) — 0%, as € — +o0. Since F is continuous, it follows that an optimal threshold

exists and solves F'(¢) = 0.

We now assume also A3.

Remark 4. Under A3, as in Remark [3] if £ = £(h) minimizes cMSE, then it has to be true that £ — 0, as h — 0.

In Proposition |4 below we again also find that under the following A4’ then necessarily E_\(/%) — +o00.

A4’. We assume A4 with a = 0, constant ¢ > 0 and nh = 1.

Under FA jumps, when considering h — 0, we assume to have a sufficiently small h so that a.s. the number of
jumps occurring during |¢;_1,¢;] is at most 1; note that for any ¢ we have m; — AJ;, when selecting ¢ = i(¢) such
that ¢;_1 < t <t;. Thus, when considering a jump time ¢, we assume that h is sufficiently small so that the sign of

My is the same as the one of AJy, in particular if AJ; # 0 then the increments m; approaching it are non-zero.

4.1 Asymptotic behavior of b;(¢),a;(¢), and F

The following result ensures that, as previously announced, an optimal threshold has to tend to 0, as h — 0, but

at a slower rate than v/h. Its proof is in the Appendix.

Proposition 4. Under A1, A3, A4’ if £ =&(h) solves F(¢) =0 and & = &(h) — 0, then é\(/%) — +o00.

We now pass to consider the asymptotic behavior of F(ep) for sequences € = €(h) = ¢}, satisfying the conditions of

Proposition [
Proposition 5. Under A4’, if ¢, — 0 as h — 0 in such a way that E\(/}%) — 400 then F(ey) = Fy(en) + h.o.t.,
where )
Folen) 25;1,572( 62627140') 1
£ = € 20<h .
oRh hvh " Vh 21/ oV2rm
7,

With the notation vy, := % and s, := X/%e_ﬁ, we can write Fy(ep) = %Eh% (vh — 4ashn). Note that v, < n,

but s, — 0, so which is the leading term between v, and nsj; depends on the choice of v,. We also remark that a
solution € of F' = 0 not necessarily is such that Fy(€) = 0, however if a sequence ¢, is such that Fy(ep) — 0 then
the whole F'(g5,) — 0, so it has to be true that e is close (in a way that will become explicit later) to one of the
solutions € of F' = 0.

Remark 5. The asymptotic behavior of F(g) stated in Proposition [5| also holds under the presence of a nonzero
drift process {a;}+>0 that has almost surely locally bounded paths (recall that any cddldg process a satisfies such

a requirement) and that is independent on W. This is shown in the Appendix.



4.2 Asymptotic behavior of &£

We show here that any cMSE optimal threshold & has the same asymptotic behavior as the MSE optimal threshold
e*. The proof of the following result is given in the Appendix.

Corollary 3. Under A1, A3, A4’ we have that

g~ \/20211111%7 as h— 0.

The previous result suggests an approximation for the optimal £ := &, of the form e, = ocwpV2h, with w; =
VIn(1/h). It is natural to wonder about other choices for wy,. Intuitively, we should aim at making F(e},) to
converge to 0 as quickly as possible: in view of within the proof of Corollary |3| the only possible way is

rendering vy, and nsy, within Fy(e) of the same order, so we choose wy, such that

1) wp, — 400,

) ’Ll}h\f h — O (12)

8) b VT,
as h — 0. For example a function of type wj, = \/ln +— 3 ln ln + — Inyp, with any continuous function yj, tending

to @ as h — 0, satisfies the three above condition However the quickest convergence speed of F' to 0 would be

reached by choosing a function wy, which satisfies the following three more restrictive conditions, as h — 0,

1) wp, = 400
)whf—>0 (13)
3) e = VT

whh

where condition 3’) means that Fy(ep,) = 0. In fact such a wy, exists, since the following holds trueﬂ

Theorem 5. There ezists a unique deterministic function wy, : (0,1] — (0, 400) such that the three conditions 1),
2) and 3’) above are satisfied. Such a wy, turns out to be differentiable and to satisfy also the ODE wj = 1_"‘_”#22,

h
which entails that wy, < wy + ﬁ log % O

We finally reach the uniqueness of the optimal threshold & as a consequence of the following result, whose proof is
in the Appendix. We remark that the asymptotic behavior of £ described in Corollary [3]is obtained after having
proved just before that it has to satisfy &, ~ 402, as h — 0.

f?

Proposition 6. The first derivative iF (€) of F is such that, when evaluated at a function e of h satisfying
en — 0, 5—\/%—>—|—oo, and€h=4o\5}—|—h0t then, as h — 0,

2
F'(en) = Fi(ep) + hoot., ash — 0, where Fi(ep) = ﬁe_ o2h

Remark 6. Uniqueness of &. Since Fj(e) > 0 for any ¢;, we reach that for sufficiently small h we have d%F(sh) >0

on any sequence €y as in the above Proposition. That entails that for any sufficiently small A the cMSE optimal

. (i)
€ is unique. Indeed, if there existed two optimal &, _(1) < Eg ), we would necessarily have that 5_;:) — 0, E\’f — +o00,

and 52) = 40'f + h.o.t., but then, for small h, on such sequences F’(& 5 )) > 0, which is a contradiction, because

in order to be optimal both sequences have to satisfy F'(£ (1)) =0.

1We thank Andrey Sarychev for having provided such nice examples.
2We thank Salvatore Federico for having provided such a nice result. The proof is available upon request.
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Remark 7. The fact that the asymptotic behavior of the cMSE optimal threshold & = £(h) is the same as the one of
the MSE optimal threshold €* under FA jumps is due to the fact that & solves F' = 0, ¢* solves G = 0, F' = Fy+h.o.t.,
G = Gg+ h.o.t., and the leading terms in F' are the ones with m; = 0, which do not depend on w, thus they are the

same as for G. Tt follows that, in the case of Lévy FA jumps, we have F' = Fy + h.o.t. = E[Fy] + h.o.t. = G+ h.o.t..
> aigi

Also, an alternative heuristic justification is that we expect that F'(e) = -n ~ nE[a;g;], thus the asymptotic

behavior of the e* satisfying G = nFJ[a;g;] = 0 is the same as any & satisfying F'(¢) = 0.

Remark 8. Comparison with the results in [10]. In [10], a process X with FA jumps is considered, either of Lévy
type, with jumps sizes having distribution density satisfying given conditions, or of Itd6 SM type, with deterministic

absolutely continuous local characteristics (additive process). The estimators

Jn = Z AiX (A X[>en}s N, = Z Iin, x|>en)
i=1 i=1
are considered, and, as h — 0, firstly it is shown that the condition \E/}H — 400 is necessary and sufficient for the
convergence to 0 of both MSE(IV, — IV) (stronger condition implying consistency of IV;,) and MSE(.J, — Jr).

Secondly, the authors show that

2

e 2o9n
Vhep,

meaning that in order to have L?(§, P) convergence to 0 of the estimation error N, — Nr a stronger condition on

MSE(N, — Np) = 0 < -0,

E€h

Vh

€p, is needed, implying — 00. Thirdly, existence and uniqueness of an optimal threshold &(h) minimizing

E[|IV, —IV|> +|N, — Nr|?]

for fixed h is obtained, and the asymptotic expansion in h of £(h) has leading term 4/302hlog % The factor 3 is

higher than the factor 2 of the leading terms of £ and €*: that is due to the fact that the minimization criterion for

g(h) includes also the error on N7, which requires that é\(/%) is higher than \%, and thus &(h) > &(h) is necessary.

5 A NEW METHOD

In this section, we propose a new method for tuning the threshold parameter € := /7 (o, h) of the TRV introduced
in . This is based on the conditional mean square error cMSE(e) = E[(IV —IV)?|, J] studied in Section We
illustrate the method for a driftless FA process with constant volatility o. As proved therein, the optimal threshold
€ is such that .
F(e) =Y ai(®)g(6) =0, g:(e) = +2) b;(e) — 2nho®,
i=1 i

where a;(€) and b;(¢) are rewritten here for easy reference:

_(emmp? n _fedm)?
e 204h e 20<h
a;(e) = ale,m;,0) :== o2k ’
m;+e
h ( _(c=mp? _(etmy)? P+o’h [
bi(e) :==ble,my,0) == —i D (e+mi)+e B (e —ma) | + = e e
\/ﬂ \/ﬂ 77L1"7£

oVh

It is convenient to set m = (myq,...,m,) and

n
F(g;o,m) := Za(e,mi,a) g2 —I—ZZb(s,mj,a) — 2nho?
i=1 i

The main issue with the optimal threshold £ lies on the fact that this depends on ¢ and the increments m =

(mq,...,my) of the jump process, which we don’t know. Note also that, for A small enough, each m,; will be either

11



0 or one of the jumps of the process and a good proxy of m; is actually (A?X)1{|A?X|>5—}. The idea is then to
iteratively estimating £, o, and m as follows:

1. Start with some initial ‘guesses’ of ¢ and m, which we call 63 and mg. There are different possibilities for
these initial values, for instance gy (defined in item 1 of Section [5.1) or 6y (defined in item 2 of Section

or a truncated érgy (defined in item 12 of Section with threshold \/26%, hlog(1/h), for o, and

my = (0,...,0) (no jumps) for m.

2. Using 6 and my, by solving F(g; 69, mg) = 0, we find an initial estimate for the optimum & that we denote

engw. For instance with the choice of my = (0,...,0), eypw solves the equation:
260vVh ——= 52h  [eovE 2
2 0 52 0 0 —z2/2 A2
e+2(n—-1) | — ce %" e dx | —2nhog = 0. 14
(n=1) [ -2 o : (1)
RV

It is easy to see that, in that case, exygpw is of the form vnoVh, where v, is the unique solution of the

R S B
v +4(n—1) (—vn\/ﬂe_2 + E/o e_xz/gdq:) —2n=0. (15)

Figure [1| shows that v, ranges from about 3 to 4 when n ranges from 100 to 10000.

equation:

v(n)

I T T T T I
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

n, number of observations

Figure 1: The solution v,, of equation as a function of n.

3. Once we have an initial estimate of &, we can update our estimates of o and m using;:
1 n
6?\/EW = f Z(AiX)21{\AiX|§ENEW}7 m; = ((A?X)]‘{lA{lX|>5NEW}7 RS (AZX)]'{\AZX\>ENEW}) (16)
i=1

4. We continue this procedure iteratively: exgw,0 := eNgw, ONEW,1 = ONEW, and for k> 1

Find exvpwpr st. F(engwkr ONEWE, M) =0, (17)
. RS

set U]2VEW,k+1 = TZ(Az'X)Ql{miX\SaNEW,k}v (18)
=1

My = ((A?X)l{\A?szNEW,k}v R (AZX)1{|A2X|>€NEW,1€})' (19)

The algorithm is stopped when the sequence of estimates 6y gw i stabilizes (e.g., when

|6NEWk+1 — ONEW.E|]/ ONEWK < tol, for some desired small tolerance tol).

12



The previous procedure resembles the one introduced in [I0], which is based on choosing the threshold € so to
minimize the expected number of jumps miss-classifications:

Loss(e) = E | »  (1qarx|>e.apn=o0} T 1{arxi<e.arnsoy) | (20)

n
i=1
It was proved therein that, for a Lévy process with FA jumps, the optimal threshold, hereafter denoted ez, is

asymptotically equivalent to y/302h1In(1/h), as h — 0’} Using this information, an iterative method was proposed,
in which, given an initial estimate 63,0 of o, we set, for k > 1,

. 1 1 —
E3me,k—1 = 3O—§mc,k—1hln E? ngc,k = T Z(AiX)zl{\AiX|§€3mc,k—1}' (21)

=1

Since, as proved in Section |4} the optimal threshold £ that minimizes cMSE for given h has the asymptotic
behavior \/202h1n(1/h), as h — 0, it is natural to consider the following iterative method to estimate &: given an
initial guess om0 for o, we set

. . 1 &
€2me,k—1 = 20§mc,k—lhlnﬁ7 U%mc,k = fZ(Az‘X)Ql{miX\gszm,k,l}7 k>1. (22)

i=1
We can go one step further and consider, as suggested below Corollary |3 a threshold of the form ¢, = ocw,V2h,
with wy, given as in ﬁ This leads us to consider the iterative method:

n

- . 1
Emen ko1 7= WhA[26% 0 1 Ry G, = TZ(AiX)Ql{miX\gsmz,k,l}7 k>1. (23)

i=1
It can be proved that if we take G3mc,0, G2me,0, a0d Ome, 0 equal Gy in , , and 7 then the obtained
sequences of estimates {Gome k k>0, {F3mek } k>0, {Fmes,k JL>0 are nonincreasing and, thus, eventually they reach
a constant limiting value. So, for these two estimators we can (and will) set the tolerance tol to 0. Even though
asymptotically wy, ~ \/m , there are some differences in finite samples. For instance, for the span of 5 minutes
used in our simulations (h = 5=5—4=—), we have w;, = 2.98, while \/m = 3.14, which means that the €,,c, &

252x6.5%12
will be smaller than eope k-

5.1 Simulation performance: finite actvity jumps and constant volatility

We now proceed to assess the methods introduced in this paper and compare them against other popular alterna-

tives. We take a Merton’s log-normal model of the form:

Ny
X =0W, + Z’yj, (24)

j=1

where N is a Poisson process with intensity A and {v;};>1 is an independent sequence of independent normally
distributed random variables with mean and standard deviation p’™P and ¢?™P, respectively. We consider the

following estimators:
1. The Realized quadratic Variation estimator: 6% :=7 > " | (A’X)?

2. The realized Bipower Variation (BV) estimator of [5]:

n—1

. 0
UZBV = T Z |AX A1 X [;
i=1

3¢mc’ in the notation €3, refers to ‘modulus of continuity’ of the Brownian motion.

4In order to obtain wy,, we change variable, as x), = wfb, in 3’) and then we use a fixed-point algorithm to find the solution zj,
starting with x;,(0) = —log(h). The algorithm converges very quickly.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

The MinRV estimator of [3)]:

n—1
N U n .
TMinRY = Tr—2)n—1 ; min{|A; X |, A1 X[}
. The MedRV estimator of [3]:
n—1

n .
—5 > median{|A; 1 X, |A; X[, |Ai1 X[}
=2

~92 ™
ag =
MedRV T(7T+6—4\/§)n

The TRV given in using a threshold of the form e = 4h¥6py with w = 0.49. This was used in the recent
work of Jacod and Todorov [14] and is denoted 675y, ;

The estimator 63,,. as in with k& = 1, using the initial threshold e3,,0,0 := \/30% hlog(1/h);

The estimator 6§mc,k defined by with k > 1 such that G3me s = G3me -1, for all £ > k;

The estimator 63,,. as in with k = 1, using the initial threshold e2,,c,0 := \/26%, hlog(1/h);

The estimator 6§mc, i defined by the iterative formulas and with & > 1 such that Gamc ¢ = Gome,e—1 for
all ¢ > k;

The estimator &fmz as in with k& = 1, using the initial threshold €, o := wh+/26%h;

The estimator &31027 . defined by the iterative formulas and with £ > 1 such that Gy,c,,0 = Grmc,,e—1 for
all £ > k;

The estimator 512VEW as defined in where ey gw is such that F(enygw;do, mg) = 0, with initial guesses
l’i’lo = (0, . ,0) and &%RV = T_l Z?:I(A?X)Ql{\A?X\SEas}? with Eas ‘= €2mec,0 = V/ Q&Zthlog(l/h);

onEw,k found with the new method described by the iterative formulas —, with initial guesses given

as in the previous item and k determined by the stopping rule |6xpwr —ONEW.E—1|/FNEWE—1 < tol = 1075;

An Oracle type estimator of the form

n

&%rc = Z(AiX)21{|AiX|SEOrc}’
i=1
where €0, is such that F(egye; 0, m) = 0, using the true values of the volatility ¢ and of the jump vector
m= (my,...,my) = (A1J,..., A, J);

The following estimator based on the Threshold Bipower Variation (TBV):

n—1
m

&%’BV = ﬁ Z |AiX||Ai+1X|1{\AiX|§€TBV}1{|Ai+1X\SETBV}7
=1

using a threshold of the form erpgy := 4h*“6py with w = 0.49:

The iterated TBV estimator given by: érpy,1 := drpv,

n—1
N ~92 7T
ETBVk = 4hwUTBV,k7 OTBV,k+1 *— 2T Z ‘AiX|‘Ai+1X|1{|AiX‘SETBV,IC}1{‘Ai+1X|S5TBV,k}’ k=1,

i=1

using w = 0.49 and 6%, as defined in the previous itemﬂ We stop when |6rpvx — drBvk—1/0rBV k-1 <
tol = 1075.

5The estimators in items 15 and 16 were suggested by an anonymous referee.
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Remark 9. Different variations of the above estimators, that are not shown here for sake of brevity, were also
analyzed in our simulations. For instance, the 3 alternative thresholds ¢ = h“ and € = 2h%, with w = 0.495, were
implemented; each one of the estimators in items 15 and 16 was also implemented with thresholds 3h“6 5y and
5h“& gy . The results of these variations were suboptimal to those shown here. We also implemented the estimators
in the items 6 to 11 starting with an initial threshold of the form \/26%, hlog(1/h) (i.e., using 6y rather than
Gry as an initial guess for o), and the same stopping condition as therein: in these cases we obtained the same

performances for the liming estimators.

The adopted time unit of measure is 1 year (252 days) and we consider 5 minute observations over a 1 month
time horizon with a 6.5 hours per day open market. For our first simulation experiment, we use the following

parameters:
1

—04 Jmp _ Jmp _ =1 T IV T AVETE
=04, o 3Vh, u 0, A=100, h= "o

(25)

The dependence of 0/ on v/h was done for an easier comparison with the standard deviation of the increments
of the continuous component, which is 0.4v/h. So, the standard deviation of the jumps is about 7.5 times the
standard deviation of the continuous component increment. The parameter values in yield an expected
annualized volatility of 0.45, which is reasonable. Table [l| below shows the sample biases, standard deviations, and
MSE’s based on 5000 simulations. We also show the sample version of Loss, i.e., the expected number of jump
misclassifications as defined by , with its standard deviation; the sample average of N, i.e. the number of
iterations needed to find the estimator’s value, with its standard deviation; and, for the methods using truncation,
the average threshold of the last step of the iteration used to obtain the estimate of o.

As expected, the unfeasible oracle estimator, which is shown as a benchmark for the other estimators, performs
the best, followed by the estimators 6nvpw and éngw,i based on finding the root of F(e;0,m). The iterative
estimators Gome i and G, i, based on the thresholds \/m and mwh, also have a good performance
and significantly improve on the estimator dsp,. , (number 7 above) proposed in [I0] and based on \/m .
The estimator 6rry,, proposed by Jacod and Todorov [I4] also performs quite well in terms of MSE, but the
estimation relative error is comparatively large. The estimators based on TBV (namely, the estimators érpy and
drpy,k of items 15 and 16 above) as well as the MinRV and MedRV are suboptimal for the considered parameters
choice.

We now double the intensity of jumps and consider the following parameter setting:

1

—04 Jmp: h Jmp: —9 h— —
o=04, o 3Vh, p 0, A=200, 252 % 6.5 x 12

(26)

which yields an expected annualized volatility of 0.5. The results are shown in Table [2} We again notice that the
Oracle estimator performs the best followed by the new estimators based on finding the root of F(e;0,m). As
before, the estimators based on the MinRV, the MedRV, and 61 py underperform compared to 6 xgw and o nEw,k;

6rpv,k has a small relative estimation error, but a comparatively high MSE.

6 Extensions

In this section we assess our results on models with stochastic volatility and leverage and on models with infinite
activity jumps. We now mention the main ideas that we are pursuing in the theoretical ongoing analysis in the
presence of stochastic volatility and then we show on simulated data that the performance of our new methods is
promising also in such extended contexts.

In the presence of stochastic volatility without leverage we can deal with cMSE as described in the subsequent
paragraph. If also leverage is present, then we can use a similar approach under MSE or, alternatively, we can

work at minimizing cMSE by assuming that do; = v;dB;, with B a Brownian motion correlated with W, and by
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mean std MSE(6) mean std  mean std(e) mean std
~2

Estimator &20_2”2 g 0_2"2 x10° Loss Loss € x10®> N N

1 ORV 0.28625 0.17562 288.7300

2 0BV 0.06664 0.05517  19.1650

3 OMinRV 0.01563 0.05117 7.3287

4 OMedRV 0.01799  0.04593 6.2292

5 OTRV,r 0.00992 0.03712 3.7799 3.825 1.948 0.0130 0.34 1 0

6 O3me 0.02971 0.04262 6.9121 4905 2.257 0.0176 1.20 1 0

7 O3me,k 0.02033 0.03978 5.1097 4.488 2.154 0.0157 0.30 2.30 0.52
8 Gome 0.01500 0.03822 4.3174 4.161 2.060 0.0144 098 1 0

9 Tome,k 0.00908 0.03698 3.7127 3.776 1.929 0.0127 0.23  2.30 0.52
10 Omey 0.01190 0.03712 3.8920 3.981 1.974 0.0136 093 1 0

11 Omes k 0.00654 0.03646 3.5133 3.622 1.886 0.0120 0.21 231 0.49
12 ONEW -0.00046 0.03623 3.3605 3.532 1.812 0.0105 0.46 1 0

13 6newr  -0.00048  0.03622 3.3593 3.552 1.819 0.0106 0.54 1.70 0.56
14 0Ore -0.00373 0.03463 3.1072 3.647 2.012 0.0102 058 1 0

15 OBV 0.00185 0.04130 4.3759 3.825 1948 0.0130 034 1 0

16 OTBV k 0.00110 0.04124 4.3586 3.722 1908 0.1260 0.25  2.08 0.32

Table 1: Estimation of the volatility ¢ = 0.4 for a log-normal Merton model, based on simulated 5-minutes

observations of 5000 paths over a 1 month time horizon. The jump parameters are A = 100, 0/™" = 3v/h and
Jmp _ 0

I .

splitting W into a term completely dependent on ¢ and an independent ondﬂ Conditioning then on ¢ and J, the
term independent of o can be dealt exactly as in this paper.

A popular approach to deal with the case of stochastic volatility is “localization”. Assuming continuity of the
paths of o, the idea is that the volatility is approximately constant in a small time interval. So we can divide the
time horizon into k intervals ]¢;_1,¢;] and apply our methods (that assume constant volatility) to each interval.

More specifically, we want to consider an estimator of the form

Uz

V() := Z (8 X )T A, X | <4} (27)
i=1 (=1
where € := [e1,...,¢] and, for s = 1,...,k, each |t;_1,t;] is divided into n; subintervals |¢; o—1,%; (], ¢ = 1,..,n,,

with ¢ 1 =t 0 <ti1 < <tin, =t DX =Xy, , — Xy
the case that n; = 1 for all i, we have the extreme case of one different threshold for each subinterval. When o
is independent on W, we can consider the ¢cMSE of IV, (¢), denoted by ¢MSE(e), and use this to determine the
optimal thresholding levels ¢; for the different intervals. We define

.o_1> and the threshold &; is uniform on Jt;_1,%;]. In

cMSE;(g;) := E[(IV; — IV;)?|J, 0],

where IV; = 7;h, with &; a random number depending on the path of o over the interval J¢;_1,t;] (e.g., h~* ftt,i_l olds),
and IV; := i1 (A X)?Iga,  x|<e,3- Then it turns out that minimizing cMSE(e), as € varies while k and

ny,..,n are fixed, is asymptotically equivalent to solve the k problems

mincMSE;(g;), i=1.k,

€

which can be treated at once and justify why we tackled the minimization of cMSE by assuming constant volatility.

6We thank Alexei Kolokolov for having suggested to consider such an approach
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mean std MSE(6) mean std mean std(e) mean std
~2

Estimator &20_2”2 g 0_2"2 x10° Loss Loss € x102 N N
1 ORV 0.57126  0.24671 991.2600
2 By 0.13690 0.06899  60.1700
3 OMinRV 0.03533 0.05833 11.9000
4 OMedRV 0.04192  0.05592 12.5000
5 OTRV,r 0.02341 0.03962 5.4235 7.78 280 0.0134 040 1 0
6 O3me 0.08219 0.05847  26.0480 10.58 3.39 0.0194 150 1 0
7 O3me,k 0.04364 0.04500 10.0620 9.01 3.05 0.0158 0.34 2.85 0.62
8 Oome 0.04353 0.04507  10.0500 8.97 3.08 0.0158 1.20 1 0
9 Oome,k 0.01941  0.03893 4.8453 749 2.75 0.0128 0.24 2.80 0.57
10 Omes 0.03561 0.04278 7.9338 853 3.06 0.0150 1.15 1 0
11 Omes k 0.01471  0.03806 4.2643 7.14 274 0.0121 0.22 2.78 0.55
12 ONEW 0.00389 0.03762 3.6632 6.70 259 0.0106 0.50 1 0
13 oNEWE 0.00500 0.03766 3.6955 6.73 2.59 0.0109 0.76 197 0.53
14 00rc -0.00347  0.03509 3.1832 6.80 2.77 0.0100 0.60 1 0
15 orBY 0.00647 0.04181 4.5837 7.78 280 0.0134 040 1 0
16 OTBV k 0.00348 0.04165 4.4726 7.37 272 0.0126 0.26 2.32 0.48

Table 2: Estimation of the volatility ¢ = 0.4 for a log-normal Merton model based on simulations of 5-minutes

observations of 5000 paths over a 1 month time horizon. The jump parameters are A = 200, 0/™ = 3v/h and
Jmp _ 0

I .

Although the theoretical analysis of cMSE under stochastic volatility and leverage and under infinite activity
jumps are still ongoing, in the rest of this section, we illustrate on simulated data the behavior of our newly proposed
methods. We find in fact that again they outperform the methods currently used in the literature, at least in the

realistic scenarios that we considered here.

6.1 Simulation performance: stochastic volatility models with leverage

Even though the new method presented in Section [5| was originally designed for a model with constant volatility
(and thus no leverage), it can still be applied for the more general stochastic volatility model . In this part,
we examine by simulations the performance of the same estimators introduced in Section [5.1] in the presence of
stochastic volatility and leverage. For the continuous part of the process, we take the popular Heston model [13]

and consider:
dXt Zutdt + v/ ‘/YtdBt + th XO = 1,

(28)
AV =k (0 — Vi)dt + &/ VedWy, Vo =0,

where B and W are correlated Wiener processes such that E(dB; - dW;) = pdt while, in accordance with our
Assumption A1, we take the jump component J independent of (W,B). For J we adopt the Merton’s log-
normal model studied in Section We consider the following settings, where h will be set to 5 minutes (i.e.,
h=1/(252 x 6.5 x 12)):

Continuous Component Parameters Jump Component
pe k&0 p Vo |o plmrN
0 5 05 016 0or—05 0.16 | 3vh 0 200

Jmp

The values of k and £, which are standard in the literature, are the same as those used in [21], where they also
propose p = —0.5 and # = 0.04. We adopt here the value of § = 0.16 for easier comparison with the constant
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volatility case of Section where o is taken to be 0.4. We remark however that we checked the performance
of all the estimators in the case § = 0.04, and there are no significant changes, except that it is easier to identify
jumps because the variance of the jump part is bigger compared to that of the continuous component, so the MSEs
are smaller.
Since the volatility changes from simulation to simulation, to assess the accuracy of the different methods, we
compute the relative error, R

v, — IV
T
for each simulated path, where IV is given as below Eq. and IV, is an estimator of the integrated variance.

E:

The sample mean and standard deviation of the error over 5000 simulations for each of the estimators considered in
Section are reported in Table [3] We also show the sample mean of (I V, -1 V)2. As in Section the “Oracle”

is obtained by the formula

Gore = Y (A X)* 1A, X|<c0 )
=1

where €0y is such that F'(€orc; 0avg, m) = 0, using the true increments of the jump component, m = (m4,...,my,) =
(A1d,...,A,J), and the true average volatility value Jivg =71 fOT olds.
The results are consistent with those obtained in Section The new estimators 6ygpw and 6y gw, based

on finding the root of F(e;0,m) perform the best. Also, the iterative estimators Gomcr and Gme, , based on

the threshold \/ 202h1n(1/h) and v202hw;, perform quite well and significantly improve on the estimator F3me.k
proposed in [I0] and based on \/m . In particular, the leverage factor seems to have a minor effect on the
performance of all the estimators, while stochastic volatility seems not to have any adverse effects, compared to the
constant volatility case. Thus, for instance, for A = 200 and a long-run average volatility level of v/# = v/0.16 = 0.4,
the sample mean and standard deviation of £(6ygw) are 0.00186 and 0.03720, respectively, which are smaller that
those attained by £(6nypw) in the constant volatility case of o = 0.4 (namely, 0.00389 and 0.03762 as seeing in
Table .

6.2 Simulation performance: infinite jump activity

It is natural to wonder about the robustness of the estimators introduced in this article against jumps of infinite
activity (IA). To this end, in this section, we consider one of the most popular models of this kind: the Variance

Gamma model (VG) of [6]. Concretely, we assume the model
X; =at +oW; + J; := at + oW, + 0/™Bg, + 0,

where W and B are independent Wiener processes and {S;};>o is an independent Lévy subordinator such that
S; is Gamma distributed with scale parameter 8 := x and shape parameter « := t/k. Note that, in that case,

E[S;] =t and Var(S;) = xt. For the parameter values, we take the following (the time unit is one day):

o= 02 _ 0.0126, o/™ =0.01, k=0.7; a=6=0.
V252
The values of /™7 and k are consistent with the empirical results of [9].

The results are shown in Table |4l Basically, the estimators that use truncation (63me.k, G2me.ks Fmess ONEW k>
GTBV,k, DUt nOt 67RY,, ) perform better than those without it (6rv, 0Bv, Gmedry, and dainryv). As expected,
the Oracle estimator performs the best, followed by the estimators Gome r and y,c, 1, Which are based on the re-
spective asymptotic thresholds \/m and v202hwy,. Indeed, their MSEs are less or equal to a quarter of
any other feasible threshold estimators. The iterative estimators 6y gw,r (based on finding the root of F'(e; o, m))

and drpv, (based on truncated bipower variation) have similar performances.
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p=0 p=—05

mean std MSE(IV) mean std MSE(IV)

Estimator | VoIV VIV x107 | LIV VoIV x 107

1 ORV 0.58420 0.28119 680.590 0.59211 0.28610 693.970
2 0BV 0.13736  0.07135 41.478 | 0.13910 0.07373 42.394
3 O MinRV 0.03471  0.05910 8.562 | 0.03478 0.05981 8.527
4 OMedRV 0.04091  0.05637 8.734 | 0.04114 0.05745 8.823
) OTRV,r 0.02198 0.03951 3.850 0.02275 0.04032 4.000
6 O3me 0.08083 0.05834 17.715 0.08215 0.06073 18.556
7 O3me,k 0.04174  0.04555 7.301 0.04266  0.04528 7.364
8 G2me 0.04239  0.04586 7.061 0.04388  0.04637 7.277
9 0ome,k 0.01815 0.03888 3.477 | 0.01850 0.03984 3.624
10 Omey 0.03616  0.04280 5.644 | 0.036717 0.04360 5.800
11 Omes,k 0.01376 0.03784 2.997 | 0.01423 0.03849 3.108
12 ONEW 0.00186 0.03720 2.527 0.00228 0.03771 2.629
13 onEWE 0.00295 0.03719 2.536 | 0.00342 0.03765 2.633
14 G0rc -0.00584  0.03459 2.293 | -0.00582 0.03506 2.324
15 orBV 0.00525 0.04218 3.373 0.00574  0.04296 3.466
16 OTBV,k 0.00225 0.04199 3.297 | 0.00254 0.04274 3.381

Table 3: For each estimator we report: sample mean and standard deviation of the estimation percentage error
£ := (IV, —=1IV)/IV, and MSE, i.e. the sample mean of (IV,, — IV)2. The means and standard deviations are based
on simulations of 5-minutes observations of 5000 paths from a jump-diffusion model for X obtained by adding

log-normal jumps to the Heston model. The time horizon of the paths is 1 month.

7 Conclusions

We consider the problem of estimating the integrated variance I'V of a semimartingale model X with jumps for
the log price of a financial asset. In view of adopting the truncated realized variance of X, we look for a theoretical
and practical way to select an optimal threshold in finite samples. We consider the following two optimality
criteria: minimization of MSE, the expected quadratic error in the estimation of IV; and minimization of cMSE,
the expected quadratic error conditional to the realized paths of the jump process J and of the volatility process
(0s)s>0- Under given assumptions, we find that for each criterion an optimal TH exists, is unique and is a solution
of an explicitly given equation, the equation being different under the two criteria. Also, under each criterion,
an asymptotic expansion with respect to the step h between the observations is possible for the optimal TH. The
leading terms of both the two expansions turn out to be proportional to the modulus of continuity of the Brownian
motion paths and to the spot volatility of X, with proportionality constant v/2 — Y, Y being the jump activity
index of X. Further, we show that the threshold estimator of IV constructed with the leading term of the optimal
TH is consistent, at least in the finite activity jumps case, even if it does not satisfy the classical assumptions.

The results obtained for the cMSE criterion allow for a novel numerical way to tuneup the threshold parameter
in finite samples. Based on simulated data, we illustrate the superiority of the new method on other broadly used
estimators in the literature. Minimization of cMSE in the presence of infinite activity jumps in X and in the
presence of stochastic volatility and leverage are object of ongoing research, but the newly proposed estimators are

implemented on simulated data under such frameworks, and again are superior.
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mean std MSE(6) mean  std(e) mean  std
Estimator &20_2"2 [725_202 %1010 € x10% N N
1 ORV 0.6318 0.21300 112.000
2 0BV 0.2523 0.07308  17.390
3 OMinRV 0.1258 0.06276 4.978
4 OMedRV 0.1404 0.05940 5.859
5 OTRV,r 0.1582 0.05347 7.032 0.00661 1.911 1 0
6 03me 0.1547 0.05444 6.777 0.00657 4.244 1 0
7 O3me,k 0.0987 0.04764 3.030 0.00540 1.171  3.50 0.69
8 Oome 0.0955 0.04748 2.870 0.00536  3.465 1 0
9 Gome,k 0.0171 0.04518 0.588 0.00424 0.942 426 0.88
10 Omey 0.0760 0.04652 2.004 0.00502 3.244 1 0
11 Omes,k -0.0260 0.04614  0.707  0.00388 0.921 487 1.04
12 ONEW 0.0957 0.04860 2.903 0.00537  2.599 1 0
13 ONEW,k 0.0953 0.04870 2.887 0.00537 2.773  2.01 2.20
14 00rc -0.00015 0.04461  0.501  0.00412 2.394 1 0
15 orBYV 0.1038 0.05151 3.387 0.00666 1.911 1 0
16 OTBV k 0.0927 0.05172 2.839 0.00622 1.473 279 0.61

Table 4: Estimation of the volatility o = 0.2/v/252 = 0.0126 for a Gauss-VG model, based on simulations of
5-minutes observations of 5000 paths for each model, over a 1 month time horizon. The jump parameters are

o/™P = 0.01 and 6 = 0.

8 Appendix: proofs

Proof of Theorem I Under A1l we have that conditionally to (o, J) the increment A; X = f: osdWs + AyJ

is a Gaussian r.v. with law N(m;,0?), which allows to compute the conditional expectation E[IV |O’ J]. We have

(577ni)2 _(5+m,i)2

E[IV,|o,J] = Zb ; ( 27 (e4+my)+e 20 (6—mi)>

g

Var

and
E[(IVy(2))*|o,J] = ZE (A X, T +2) 0 T E[(AiX,)*(AX,)% 0, J]
i J>i

(s m )2

= Z [ '(63 +me® + m2e +md + 5mo? + 30?5)
_ (5+"L2i)
—e %7 gy (53 — me® + mie —md — bmo? + 30?5)
it Teak
20,
+(/ dt+/ e t'd 2(m;*+6m§af+3a;*)}—+222b b,

0 i J>i
having used that conditionally to o and J, A; X, and A; X, are independent. It follows that
(e—m;)?

Z [ —e 2% g (53 +me? +mie +md 4 5mo? + 30?5)

i

MSE(e) = E

20

(29)



_ (e+my)?

e .
—e 7 oy (63 —mue? + m2e —mi — 5mo? + 30?5)

e—my

E+m1

V2o, V2o, 1

/ e dt + / et dt (m;L + 6mZo? + 30?)] Wor
T

(e mn"’ (e+my)?
_leam? o
+23° 3 bi(e)by(e —QIVZ{ (7 = etmyte T e—m))
i j>i

e+m;
+7m ol /“l gt + /f‘” “ar)| +1v2|.

MSE(e) is a differentiable function of €, therefore to find the minimum on [0, +o00[ of MSE(g) we can study the
sign of its first derivative MSE’(e). Since MSE’(¢)

f = %E[(I%(s))ﬂ - 2IVd%E[IVL(E)], we begin to compute
L E[IV,(e)|o, J]. Note that

e—m;, 2 ed-m; 2
ib(&.) — (ei( 2012‘) + ei( ga?z) ) (5 + ml)(&‘ — mz)
de ™ Uim

5 9 _ (5777”-)2 _ (5+'rrzi)2
™ m; —m,; m; o2 o2
_ (e 2@) 7(54? 21,) o; m2 + 0.2 _ (e 21) _(e+ 20 e 207 +e 207
202 202 7 7 202 202 2 _ 2
—le i He i ——t (e i oHe i) =¢ = c“a,(e),
V2T oV 2T oV 2T
so that

LGOI EED M0

is strictly greater than zero for all values of ¢ > 0. As for %E[(I%(E))ﬂa, J], note that the term 237, >*._; b;b; in
(29) can be written as 35, 3", bibj, so its derivative coincides with >, Z#l(galb + b;e%a;), however

Zbizaj = (;bi;aj—zi:biai)

i j#i

= (;aizj:b]‘ —zi:aibz) :Zaiij

i gt
so that Y, 35, (€%aibj + bica;) = 2371, >, €% aiby,
d 4
ZEIV()]o. ) =< Zal +2(§;Zb ) (31)
4 71>
—Z [5 a; + 2¢ a,Zb}
J#i
and p
—MSE(e) = sQZE[e a; +2a1§b ~20Va;).
_ ey E[a,(g +25 b QIV)]
(32)
= £2G(e).

Proof of Corollary [1} Note that a;(¢) and b;(¢) are continuously differentiable functions of €, and, with fixed
h=1L

2
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ai(+00) =0,  bi(+00) = E[(AiX.)?|o, J] = mf + o7,

1 _(e=mp? _(etmp?
&)= —=le T (emm)te T (e+mi)|, He) = <aie),
o\ 2m
m?
so we find that G(0) = —ZiE[IV . Uvjﬁe 2”1‘2} < 0, and lim._, ;o G(e) = 0T, so there exists e, > 0 :

MSE'(¢) > 0 on [e4,+00). On the compact set [0,£4] the continuous function MSE has necessarily absolute
minimum value MSE, and since on [e4,+00) MSE is increasing we have that on [0, +00) the absolute minimum
is MSE.

MSE'(¢) is continuous and assumes both negative and positive values, thus equation G(g) = 0 has a solution. Any

minimum point of MSE on [0,+00) has to be a stationary point, so it has to solve the equation. O]

Proof of Theorem |2| For € > 0 we have M SE’(¢) > 0 if and only if G(¢) > 0, which in turn is true if and only if
g(e) :==e*+2(n —1)E[b] —2IV >0
where, setting m :=m; = A;J, we recall that we have

(e=m)2 (c+m)? oVvh
Elb :E{—<ef 2020 (e4+m) +e  202n 5—m)—

] (e +m) (e -m) T
e+m

+ m? 4+ o?h (/\/Ea\/ﬁ eftht n /ﬁm/ﬁ 67t2dt>:|.
VT 0 0

The sign of g(¢) is studied as follows:
g(0) = —20°T < 0,

i ofe) = ox.

g'(e) =2e(1+ (n — 1)eE[a1])

so that ¢’(¢) > 0 for all € > 0, n > 1. That implies that g(e) starts at ¢ = 0 from a negative value and strictly in-
creases towards +o0o, as € increases, so that there exists a unique £* such that g(e) < 0 for € € [0,&*[, g(¢*) = 0 and
g(e) > 0 for e €]e*, +oo[. That implies in turn that M SFE(e) has a unique minimum point in £*, which is then the op-
timal threshold we were looking for: £* is the unique solution of equation , corresponding to g(e) = G(e) =0. O

Proof of Theorem [3] By definition,
E[b1(e)] = E [(ATX)*1{jar x|<e,arn=o}] + B [(ATX)*1an x|<c,apn0y] =2 G + L. (33)

By Lemma S.2 and Lemma S.5 with k£ = 2 in [I], provided that ¢ — 0, we have

3
)
L:=E[(ATX)*1{jar x|<c,arN20}] ~ )\hgc(f), (h —0), (34)

G:=0’h— %Ueﬁe*% +0(h*) +o (5\/%@’%) 7
7

which shows the result. O
Proof of Lemma Throughout, p; denotes the density of J; and recall that the characteristic function of J;

is of the form E [ei“"t] = e~ctlul” | Let us also recall that the Fourier transform and its inverse are defined by
Fg(z) = \/% Je 9(z)e**dz and F~'G(z) = \/% Jz G(2)e**dz. In what follows, we set

o= (o)) 0 o ()
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Let us start by noting that

E [qs (m - Uf/ﬁ)] = [o <035 - m) pr(e)ds = [(F0) @) pu(a)de = [ () (Fp) )

where, since J is a symmetric stable process, (Fpp)(u) = (27r)’1/2e*5h|“‘y. Therefore, we obtain the representation

IS Jn Jh1/2 _chlulY —22hu?
E - 4 _ chlu| Jr’LEUd )
[¢ <U\/ﬁ ox/ﬁﬂ 21 /e 2 ! (35)

In order to prove @, let us make the change of variables w = oh!/?u and, then, expand in a Taylor’s expansion

exp(—coY R*Y/2|w|Y) as follows:

1 7co-_yh1—Y/2‘w‘yiw72+iLw 1 _wlii e °
— | e 2 o2 dw = — [ e % onl/? dw+§ I,
2 21

k=1
where

1
Ik7n = y

1 _ _ 2 o _w? €
:H(*C)ka Y e Y/z)ﬁ/o w™ e T cos (Ww) dw.

The first term of @ is then clear. For the subsequent terms, let us apply the formula for the cosine integral

w? ; £
(7C)ka,kahk(17Y/2) 127r/|w|kyefT+lmwdw

transformation of w*Y e=%"/2 as well as the asymptotics for the generalized hypergeometric series or Kummer’s
function M(a,b, 2):
1 2 1.1 1 kY 1 kY 1 g2
I n=—(— k 71€th(lfY/2) 727(1+kY)1'\ - VM= L.
b = (=)o NAPE SR 2 T 2 T30,
1 2 1 1 kY
_ j(ic)ko,kahk(lfY/Q) Zoz(+RY)p (2 4 2D
k! Vor \ 2 2 2
r
1
2

() (2 \ PRI
" (F(—’“{) (20%) Trar )t T (2U2h> +hot..

In the asymptotic formula for the Kummer’s function above, the first term (respectively, second term) vanishes
if I'(—kY/2) (respectively, I'(1/2 + kY/2)) are infinity. This happens when —kY/2 or 1/2 +kY /2 are nonpositive
integers. It is now evident that there exist nonzero constants aj and by such that

b 2
Ten = T (akk“/)(f’l*’“yh’”% + e 3R RRATY) L hot
7

Note that
eTITRY phts oy mI-(RADY phtldy oy oy pUY o o pl/2)
LY Pl E s o 1RY PRt ) 5 BY (1Y)

Therefore, e~ =Y h1*+2 > I, for all k > 1.
We now show . Note that

E [Jhas (0 - ;]ﬁ)] = [o ((735 - M) son(a)de = [ () Flap (@) (w)du

where

F(xpp(z))(u) = i%(]—"ph)(u) — \/%T%efchlu\y _ \;72%

e*Ch‘ulyYsign(u)ch|u|Y*1.
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Therefore, we have the following representation:

Jh —i1Ye 2 . Y—1 —ch Y _ o2hu?
Jh¢( )] = h3/ /s1gn(u)\u| e~chlul 2Tty
a\f ovh \/2
Furthermore,
€ Ih Ye 3 Y1 —chuY —e2hu? .
Jh(,z5< =20 —h%/ ut e > sin (eu) du
i) T
= 20_(Y_1)j—2ih¥ - wy_le_wfyhlfy/wa_sz sin (0_15h_1/2w) dw.
a 0
Next, we expand in a Taylor’s expansion exp(fca’yhl’y/ 2wY) as follows:
k,ns
V2T /

where

1 1 o
VRS H(—C)kff*Ykhk(l*Y/z)E/o wk+DY =1 *T sin <5h*1/2w) dw.

Then, we again apply the following formula for the sine integral transformation of wkHDY —1g—w?/2,

1 _ _ 1 (1.1 1 (k+1)Y [&? 1 (k+1)Y 3 g2
I = Loy Yhpk(-y/2) L i otasgeryyyp (2 W DY A fE7y AL (B DY o e |
kn = gy(=0)e NZACHE R h 5T T 3T

Finally, we use the relationship

_1_ (k+1)Y
Ly BEDY 8 2N TG )T
2 2 27 2h _ (k+1)Y 2h
r(1- &=
3 4 DY
+L6_#§h (62 ’ +h0t
202h T

1 k+1)Y
F(ff%)

which, in turn shows that,
Iim < Iy < he'™Y

We then conclude the result of the Lemma.

Proof of Lemma [2l Let

=]

n

Ii;E[

(577 7)) )]

For I}, let us note that for a constant K, ®(z) < K¢(z) for all z > 0 and, thus,

1= xe o (7= 00) Mot = (o (G- 0) )
For the other term, we decompose it as follows:
/ ou [ € Jp, € I, }
o\f O'\f h ovh
Loebeca m of ol g
fIP[J1>h YE / o(u J1>h Ye— guh?™ Y}du.
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The first term above is well-known to be P [J; > h’l/ys] =Y IC (h’l/ye)_y + O (¢72¥'h?). For the second

term, let us first recall that there exists a constant K such that for all > 0,

|E(x)] = < Kz=2Y. (36)

Pl > ] — %x_y

Therefore,

[ otwr[nznte—ount=an= [ o (e ount+)

— 00

1

0 1 1
+/ o(u)€ (h*75 - UuhE*V) du.
For the first term above, note that
1 0 1 1 1 -Y 0 111 -Y
N B S _ 112
=g [m o(u) (h Ye — ouh? Y) du /700 o(u) (1 oue”h ) du,

which, by the dominated convergence theorem, converges to 1/2, because e 'h'/?2 = 0, as n — oo. Similarly, using

(136), we have
0 1 1 1
’/ d(u)€ (h775 — auiﬁ*?) du

Therefore, we finally conclude that I, = Y "1Che™ + O (5_2yh2), which implies .
We now show @D To this end, let us first consider

0 1 o1\ —2Y
< K/ o (u) <h77€ - Uuhf’?) du=0 (572Yh2) )

Ein(e) = E [J3 1 0<ow, + Ju<e.0n 20w, 20}

1

co~lp~3 Y e—oh3~Va
= hQ/Y/ qb(;v)/ u?py (v)dudz
0 0
1
1 h™Ye(l-w)
<51> / (;5( 51w> / u2p1(u)dudx.
ohz 0 ohz 0

Let £(u) := p1(u) — Cu~Y ! and let us recall that, for a constant K, |€(u)| < K (u™Y P Au™2Y"1) < Ku=2Y 1

for all v > 0. Next,
1
1 h™Ye(l—w)
( 61)/ (b( 81’11})/ ul_Ydudx
ohz 0 ohz 0

hf%s(lfw)
) / u?E (u)dudw
0

<

=h

<

ELh(E) =Ch

+h

<
/N
S
O
[N
N~
o\
—
<
7N
™

w
oh?
For the first term above, note that

2-Y

1 ! € 1 2-Y 35 e 1 c oy
5 v -1 h77 1— - 1—
2-Y Jo ¢<oh%w>< e w)) dw 2-Y /0 ¢<ahéw>( w) dw

2,1h—2’y‘“ e27Y [ohz
2-Y e |
We divide the second term in two cases. If Y <1, then

1 < A 2 1 ! £ . 2-2Y
< — “ve(l —
/o ’ (oh5 w> /0 wéuydude) < K355 /0 ¢ <ahé w> (h e(l w)) dw

2-2Y
Y

h— £2-2Y 1 c 9 oy
<gt e 1— d
= 292y /O ¢<ghéw>( w) v

g h e <o—h%>

2-2Y €
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Note that the last limit is valid provided that fo

2-2Y
—w)
let us first observe that

dw < oo, which holds true when ¥ <1. For Y > 1
C o Ly —2Y -1 1
/ U (u AU ) du <
0 2

— »2(1-Y) 1
Therefore, for a constant K

1
1 <
ey Ty Sy

SV = 1) (37)
1 € hf%a(lfw)
/ d)( T w)/ u?E(u)dudz| < K
0 ohz 0

1 B
< ¢<€1w)dw~K<U2 .
0 oh2
We conclude that

2-Y 2 22V 2
et + 0 (W) 10 (n)
Next, we consider

B2 (€) :=E [ {0<o W+ <e,7n>0,W, <0} )

_1 - L_;
0 h™Ye—och2 Yz
=2 [ otw) |
—o0

L u?py (v)dudz
ch? Y
0 hf%sfohéf%z
= Ch?Y / o(x) / L u 7Y dudx
00 —och2 Yz
0 hf%efo'héf%m
+ hz/y/ QS(:L’)/ L u?E (u)dudz.
—00 —ch2 Y
The first term on the right-hand side above can be written as
2 v 1o\ 2-Y 1o\ 2-Y
¢ h2/Y v / o(x 1—%.’)’} — —th:r de ~ 271 ¢ he?~ Y,
2-Y € €

where the last asymptotic relationship follows from dominated convergence theorem and the facts that h'/2 /e =0
and LOOO( :

1 — )2 Y¢(x)dz < co. For the second term of Es j(¢), we have two cases. For Y < 1, we have

R 0 hf%sfahéf%z ) 0 hf%sfahéf%z
hY / ¢(x)/ L. u?E (u)dudz SKh?/ qzﬁ(x)/
—00 —och2 Yz

. w2 dudx
—00 —oh2 Yz

Lo\ 201-Y)
oh? x) dr ~ Kh%e27%Y
€

where again we used dominated convergence and use the fact that [~ __¢(z)(
just use to deduce that

)20=Y)dy < 00. For Y > 1, we

2

0 h_%a—ah%_%m
wt [ ot [

1
— 00

0
RSN u2|5(u)|dudm§K’h%/ &(
—och2 Yz -

for a constant K’. Finally, we conclude that

E27h:2*1%h52 Y40 (nPe 2Y)+0(h%>
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Finally, let us consider

B3 n(€) := E [J71{0<oW), +, <e,0, <0.W;, 20} ]

ailhf%a 0
:hQ/Y/ gb(x)/ ) u?py (v)dudz
0

00 h™Ye—och2 Yz
+h2/Y/ i ¢(:v)/ , u?py (u)dudz.

Using the fact that p1(u) < Ku~Y ! for a constant K and all u > 0, the first term above is such that

ailhfés crh%
[ et |
0 0

1
Y x

0’1h7%5 O’h%
u?py (u)dudz < KhQ/Y/ ¢(a:)/ ur =Y dudx
0 0

<+

x

Similarly, the second term can be written as

2/Y > ahi ¥ 2 K L 1\27Y [ 2-Y
h / 96/ U u)dudx < (O'hi_?) / z)x“" "t dx
pon 38D Jop e P 2-Y w30

Y

Putting together the previous results, we obtain that

En(e) = 2E [Jil{0<ow, +an<e}] = 2E1,0(€) + 2B2n(e) + 2E3 5(c)

= %hs%y +0 (1) 40 (n'7) 40 (nF). O

Proof of Theorem [l From Lemmas [I] and

o2 |77 v) r~ovr) ** (7 v

13 1 e2 3 1 C

= — e 202n — K slyh2) — —— (Kshe' ™ Y) + =he ™ +h.o.t.
av'h (\/27r ! av'h ( ? ) Y

€

- U\/E\/?]T

ewimn — B2y Ly o
o
where above we used that e =Y h < h'/2¢'=Y | Therefore, using that D}, = 0 and Lemma with K3 = %,

Elbr (&) = E [(0Wh + J1)* Liow, 41z} | = Cnle) + Di(e) + Bnle)

52 K
= o%h — 20%h ( € 2%h — 2h1/251‘y> + K3he? Y 4+ hoo.t.

€
O’\/E\/ 2T o

20 e2

2 - 2-Y

=0%h — —vhee %% + Kshe + h.o.t.,
V2 s

where above we used that he2~Y > h3/2¢1-Y O

Proof of Lemma We show the result by contradiction. Suppose that liminf,, % < oo. For simplicity

and without loss of generality, we further assume that lim,,_, % =: L < oo as all the statements below are valid
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on a subsequence {ny}r>0. Let M € (0,00) be such that sup, \/527 < M. Also, for simplicity, let us write &,, for
e, and assume that 7' = 1 so that h, = 1/n. Consider the decomposition

Elbr (€] = E |(0Wh + J1)° L(ow, s 1<)
= 0°E [Wiljow, 11, 1<e}] + 20E [Widnlow, +11<e3] +E [Til 0w, 4.7,1<2]
=: ¢cp(e) + dn(e) + en(e).
Note that dominated convergence implies that

1
—cp,, (En) = o’E |:W121{|0'W1+h;1/2n]hn|§h;1/26n}:| s PRy o) [W121{|W1‘SL/J}] <o

n

>

since h;l/ZJhn = h);, _%( I/YJh ) — 0, in probability. For dj note that

U|Wlh;1/2<]hn|1{‘gw R <hit e} < 0’2|W1|2 +O’|W1‘h;1/25n < 02|W1‘2 +CT|W1|M,

therefore, again by dominated convergence

n—oo

holdy, (en) = 20E [Wlh—1 2 I 1 =23,

n {|JW thn 2 T, | <hn /e }]

Similarly, since (hn /275 )21 (oWithsV/2 0, |<hst/2e,y S 202W3E + 2h,te2 < 2WE +2M?2,

2
h;lehn (En) =K [(h;l/ZJhn> 1{|0W1+h;1/2Jh <hn1/2€n}:| 200,
Finally, let us write the equation €2 + 2(n — 1)E[by(g,,)] — 2nh,0? = 0 as

—1 [dp, (en)  en,(en) n—1cp, (en)
2 2” hn\€n n\~"1 =9 2_2 n \~1 .
i e ha 7 n

(38)

The right-hand side of the equation converges to 202 (1 —E [lelﬂwﬂgwg}]) > 0, while the left hand side con-
verges to 0 and this leads to a contradiction and therefore lim,, % = 0. O]

Proof of Proposition For simplicity, in what follows we take T' = 1 so that h = 1/n. Again, recall that e* is
the solution of

(e*)2 + 2(n — DE[by (¢*)] — 2nho® = 0.

Throughout, we shall use that £* > v/h, as proved in the above lemma. For simplicity, we write ¢ instead of e*.
By the asymptotic behavior of E [b;(¢)] described above,

2 3 2
€2 4+2(n—1) (g he™ 257 + )\h%C(f) +0(h?) +o (gx/ﬁe*zifzh) +o0 (h53)> — 2nho? =0,

2
o€
V2T
and, thus, using that h = 1/n,

— 20?2 ——a—e 2o2h 0 i(f% o(e3) =0.
g2 —20%h NV +as C(f)+0(h)+ (\/E )+ () =0 (39)

Now, since h = o(e?) (as assumed at the beginning), we can write the previous equation as

2 2

2 -5 € - 2

e? — 0——e 22n 40 e 2%n | +o0(e”) =0.
V2m \f ( Vh > =)

Dividing by € and rearranging the terms,

(14 0(1)) = \/%0%6_% (1+0(1)). (40)
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Then, taking logarithms of both sides and since In(1 + o(1)) = o(1),

e2 1 4o
1n€ + 0(1) = 7@ — 5 lnh + ln (2’]1—) + 0(1)
which can be written as
2 g2 8
Defining @ = £2/(02h), we can write
Inw 2+ Ing  o1) - o(1)
w w w w w
Therefore, making h — 0 and using that @ — oo (since € > Vh),
w
Recalling that @ = &2 /(0?h), we conclude the result.

Proof of Proposition [2| For simplicity, we again take T'=1 so that h = 1/n and write ¢ instead of ¢*. By the

O
asymptotic behavior of E [b; ()] described in Theorem {l we can write (¢*)? + 2(n — 1)E[b; (¢*)] — 2nho? = 0 as
20 e2 C
2 2 -t
2 42(n—1)(0%h— —eVhe 27 +
=) (a2~ 22

2
2-Y
and, thus, using that h = o(¢?) and €2 = o (52_Y), we have

he?™Y 4+ h.o.t.) — 2nho? =0,
4C

4 2
2=V
2-v°

& e 13
——0——=€ 20%h 4+ 0
Vor Vh <
Dividing by € and rearranging the terms,

__es
——e 202h

N z )+0(52_Y)=0.

(42)
Y (140(1)) = 22X, 1

= o—e 707h
CV2r Vh
Then, taking logarithms of both sides and since In(1 + o(1)) = o(1),

(1+o(1)).

2

(I1-Y)lne+o(1l)=—

21 2-Y)o
2U2h—2lnh—|—ln< NG >—|—0(1)7

which can be written as

1—Y1 g2 +1—Y
S P -
2 o2h

L (o?) 4

2 1 2-Y)o
In(h l)=———-Inh+In| ——= 1).
a0+ ol1) = ~5z7 — g (Z27) on)
Equivalently, writing @ = £2/(0%h) and dividing by —w,
1 2-Y)lny K 1
oy @G K )
w w —w w
and using that @ — oo (since € > v/h), we get
(2-Y)In; o |
w
Recalling that @ = &2/(0?h), we conclude the result.

O
Proof of Proposition (3| In order to prove the proposition, we follow and modify the proof of Theorem 1 in [17],
in that we show that a.s., for all n > 0, for sufficiently small h, we have
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D Vi=1,....n,Iia,n=0) < I{(a,x)2<(14n)ri(h)}
2)Vi=1,...,n,I1a,n=0} > T{(a,X)2<(14n)ri(h)}-
Then the thesis follows.
Call A; Xy = ftt:,l asds + [, 0sdWs, a = sup,co 1) [as|, & = sup,e(o,r) 05 and y(w) = mingan, 20 [e(w)|, and
note that under our assumptions P(y # 0) = 1. To show 1) a 2) we use the following key fact:

|A; Xol avh
sup < sup

—_— < 74_
ie{l,....,n} 2Mihlog% i 2M; log%
Brv, ~Brv, | \?2AdViessly 2h1og 31

sup sup sup )
©\20iVIeg 5t P \/2Mihlog g i€1Lnd | [2hlog £

where B is a standard Brownian motion and we used the fact that o- W is a time changed Brownian motion ([20],

theorems 1.9 and 1.10), meaning that we can represent A; (o- W) = By, — By, . By the Paul Lévy law on
the modulus of continuity of the BM paths ([I5], theorem 9.25) and the monotonicity of the function xIn(1/x) on
(0,1/e), it follows that for sufficiently small h the first two factors of the last line of last display are bounded above
by 1, so that

1A, X0 log 5
sup

avh
AKXl gy VR (B
i \2Mihlogt i [aMilogk iV logy

av'h
< My, = avh +
\/202log +
which tends to 1, as h — 0.

Now, in order to show 1), we define {J} = {i € {1,2,...,n}: A;N # 0}, and it is sufficient to prove that for h
1A X| |Ai Xo| [Ai Xo|

+1

[AiX] _
small enough sup;q( WD) <1+ 7. Indeed, sup; ¢ 5y O SUP; g 7y o < SUDje(1,..n} ) <M, —1,
thus for all n > 0 for sufficiently small h, it is ensured that sup;g¢ % < 1+ 7, that is: for all 4, if A;N =0
then necessarily we have |A; X| < (14 n)+/ri(h), and 1) follows.
|Ai X]|

In order to show 2) we prove that, for sufficiently small h, inf;c ¢y CAD) > 1+ 7. In fact firstly note that for

sufficiently small A all the increments of N are either 0 or 1. It follows that if A; N # 0, then A; N =1, and A;J

coincides with the size, say 7, of a single jump A;J = 7,. Then \‘/A"‘)((h‘) > \/IWZ(L) — ‘\7)((2; and

B e N o N S

EVrih) T 5\ fonlog i€} 2Mihlogk 5y /2hlog
and this tends to +oco when h — 0, thus inf;c(py J/A% > 1+ 7, meaning that if A;N # 0 then necessarily
|A; X | > +/ri(h)(1 +1n), as we needed. O

Proof of Corollary The proof of the Corollary is straightforward, in that a.s. we fix any n > 0, and for

sufficiently small h we have

n n n n p
D (AX)PIaxe<aimrmt = 2 (AX) Tian=0y = D _(AiXo)* =D (AiXo) Iia,nz0) = IV,
= i1 i=1 i=1
since the last term tends to 0 in probability, as B[} | (A;X0)*I{a,n20] < NrO(h) — 0. O
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Proof of Proposition I Recall that ¢ is such that Y1, a;g; = 0, ie. D a; (82 + 23 2;0; —2IV) = 0. For

simplicity let us rename € by e. If lim inf,_¢ \(/E) = L € [0,+00) we can find a subsequence such that lim E\(/};il) L.

Note that >
n 2 9% b
0= a, (2 y 2 _za2n> Zal B PURES nzaz,
i=1 =1 VE)
ie. "
L ggtn - 2l [ 2ot 2] (43)
h h Yl a Y b
2 i1 ai Yy i 0i
Now we show that = — Znia tends to a strictly positive constant, which in turn means that equality (43|
=1

is impossible, since on any sequence €(h) such that E\(/h) — L the left term tends to L2, while the right one tends

to +o0.
Let us then check that o2 — % tends to a strictly positive constant. Since J has FA, a.s. we only

have finitely many AJ; # 0, and, for small h, Np coincides with Y " | I,,,20. Recalling the explicit expression of

b; (also reported below), we have

Zb-: Z b + Z —(n— Nr) \/5266 22h+(an) oh *%d:c
’ B v vy

j#i j#i,m;=0 J#i, mﬁéo
2 2 m; i+e
(e—Im; ]2 (e+Im; 2 (e—|m ;D2 (e+Im; 2 m% + o“h v 22
— g ( 202 4+ e 202h ) -+ |mj|(67 202h —e  202hn ) + E _J e 2 dx.
/ / mg—¢
Jj#i,m;#0 2 j#i,m;#0 2 ovh
k2 _ (e=lmyD? _ (eFImyD? _ (e=ImyD)? _ (eFImyD? /B )
Now, the factors ee” 2-%» and 5(6 202n 4 e 20%n ) + |mj|(e 202n — e 20%n ) of Z e are strictly

positive, so

m; +5
2n m$ 24+ 0%h 22
SORTIRELAY (s P D e e
Ve J#i,m;#0 ajix/ﬁ

L 2
where if 6\(}) — L as h — 0 then the first term of the rhs above tends to d := "2: J 7. e~ T dx < o2, while each

term of the latter finite sum tends to 0, since ‘:r/%‘ — 00, so the finite sum tends to 0. It follows that, for all 7,

> jzibj < d+o(l), where d < o2, s0 % < d+o(1), and 027% >o%2—d+o(l) = o?—d >0,

i=1 a; I3 10‘1
as we wanted. O

Proof of Proposition 5} Let us start by checking the asymptotic behavior of b;(¢) and a;(g) when & = £(h) tends
to 0 as h — 0 in such a way that \F — +o00. To this end, for fixed o, we define

ovh [ _(c=m)? _ (etm)? m2 +o2h (o
ble,m,h) = ———=— (e 220 (e4+m)+e 222n (e—m) | + ——— e 24y 44
o) = = D2 (5 e m) mm) R [ (a4
_ <s—g@>2 n _<s+5n>2
e 202n e 202n
ale,m,h) = , 45
(&) o ()
and note that b;(e) = b(e,m;, h) and a;(¢) = a(e,m;, h). Let us also remark that
62
o’h — %E\/E67 202% + h.o.t., if m=0,
b(e,m,h) = (46)
m|—eg 2
\mﬁ/ﬁéj\/ﬁe_% —+ h.O.t., if m # 0.
52
o\?ﬁﬁei%zh if m =0,
ale,m,h) = (47)
Um|=2)?
gjgﬁe_ 207n +h.ot., if m#0.
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The asymptotic behavior for a(e, m, h) is direct, while that for b(e, m, h) is shown below. For simplicity, in what
follows, we omit the dependence on h in the functions a(e,m,h) and b(e,m,h) defined above. Let us recall
that, under Assumption A4’, N; is the number of jumps by time ¢, {y¢},>1 are the consecutive jumps of J and
{J} ={J}m) = {i: A} N # 0}. It follows that, for h is small enough, F(e,) = .7 ; a(e,m;)gi(e) can be written
as

Flen)= > ale;mi) | 242 Y ble,m)+2 Y ble,my) —2IV
ig{J} j#ige(T} J#iig T}

+ > alemy) (242 Y blemy)+2 Y ble,my) —2IV

ie{J} jAije{J} J#i:j¢{J}
Nt
= (n — NT)CL({-:, 0) |‘t’:‘2 — thz(NT + 1) + 2 (Z b(e,'yk) + (n — Np — 1)([)(6, 0) — O’Qh)) +
k=1
Nt
+Y ale,w) |e = 2h0*Np +2 [ > " b(e, 1) + (n — Nr)(b(e,0) — 0°h)
=1 k0
2 e2 UE\/E
=(n—Np)———e 27 |2 — 2ha?(Np +1) —4(n — Np — 1 e 202n
( T) 0’\/5\/% [ ( T ) ( T ) \/ﬂ
NT 2 5 .
+22 g ¢ f (‘zka‘ h) +
= |l v27r
Nt
1 _Uwl=o? |, oevh _
+ — = e 20%n |2 —2ho® Ny —4(n— N e 20%
ez:; ovVh2m l T ( 7) Vo
o ng Ugl-)2
) 222n | + h.o.t..
g;z el v ©
In what follows we use the following notation:
~ 2
en 1 (k) 1 i (1)
Vh = —F=, Weh = (& 20 , Sp = e 202, :eUL
h \/E Lh \/% h \/ﬂ Pen
Now, since ugp, = Sppen and pgp, — 0, as h — 0,
2 [ Jroq
F(€h) = (n — NT);\/ESh ’U}% — 20‘2(NT + 1) + 20vp8h <€Z mpkh — 2(71 — Nt — 1)) +
— Yk
1 T
+ =Vhsp, Zpgh v,% — 202Ny + 200,51 Z pkh —2(n— Np) + h.o.t.
g = k;éé
2 [ Jr
=(n-— NT)—\/ﬁSh —dovpspn| + — \fsh Zpgh lvh 4ovpspn| + h.o.t.
o
L =1
1 & 2
= (n — Np + B ;peh> ;\/ﬁsh [vfb — 4ovpspn| + h.o.t.
2
- hspvp [vh —4ospn| + h.o.t.
o
7
2, _ <k ( e 2%n 4o ) 1
——e 202h (ep — + h.o.t.. O 48
hh h vVh 21/ ov2rm (48)
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Proof of (46]). Let

and recall that, for z > 0,

a3
Then, for fixed m > 0 and h small enough such that ¢, < m, we have

ool (557) (2 o) o5 (257) (2
_U\[d)(a\f)g_m/ﬁd)(t\—;;)g
o)) ) ) o)
= oo (g ) Tvhe (T ) <
*tn=aVm (o ) wra o (g )¢
maj —h*% (t;;) - m"j W2 (";;;) + (m? + 0%h)R (”;F/;h)

It is now clear that holds true. We can similarly deal with the case m < 0.

+

O

Proof of the statement in Remark For nonzero drift, by conditioning also on the drift process a, we have

that
Nt
F(en) = Y ale,hai) |€® = 2ho®(Np + 1)+ 2 [ > ble, v + has,) +  »_  (b(e,ha,;) —o®h) | | +
i¢{J} k=1 ¢}

Nt
+ Y ale, e+ hai,) |2 = 2o Ny +2 [ > ble, v+ has,)+ > (b(e, hay) —o’h) | |,
=1 Kt J#ieig{J}

asds/h and the indices i1 < i9 < --- < iy, are defined such that A;, J # 0, while A;J = 0 for

where @; = ftt_il
ing }- Next, we follow the same arguments as those used in the proof of Proposition but,

any other i ¢ {i1,1i2,...,
instead of (46)-(47)), we exploit the following asymptotics:

€ _ 1 _ |vi| — e\ _ k%
—— ) +hot., ale,y+ha,)=—h""? ( > 2 4+ h.o.t..
\/E) ( Yk k) p ¢ Uf

o
>—|—h.o.t., b(s,’yk+haik)—|2f¢(|%|\f )e k? +h.o.t.. O

a(e, ha;) = gh*/% (

ble,ha;) = o h—2aa\f¢><

ovh
Proof of Corollary |3l In fact, from Proposition 4 and , we have that
2
F(&,) = —ngh@hx/ﬁ(@h — ns, - 40) +h.o.t. =0,
o

2

where vy, := Eh/\/ﬁ and 35, = ei;? . Thus,

Up — nSp - 40 +h.ot. =0, (49)

or, equivalently,
e 2ne2 4
Ep — 7 + h.o.t. =0,

Vi Ve

33



which is exactly the condition in (40)), entailing that as h — 0

En ~ y/20%hIn ¢ O

Proof of Proposition |§| We use the same notation as in . Let us fix h, and nh = 1, then d%F(e) =
>oicalatgi + aig]]

2 2
- _ (e+ImD? _ (e=Im4D) _ (e+lmyD

1 { _(e=Im;D? g " e 202n  + e 202h 5
= — ————— e 222 (e—|my|)+e 293 e+ |m; }iJr [25+2 5a-]
> v (c — mal) (e lma]or+ 30— S <,

We now evaluate F’(¢) at e such that €, — 0 with e, > Vh, as h — 0. Since again when m; # 0 we have
(e=1m;D)? _ (e+ImyD?
e 202n > e 202n  and € < my, then

/ 1 _e=imi? |my| 2¢ _ <2
F'(e)V2r = Z ——=e " 207n g,-+25(1+62aj)} + Z € 207n | —

‘ —|—2(1—|—6 E al)} + h.o.t.
2 J
ie{J}U\/ﬁ o%h o

g
2
iz OV o*h A

(Jmj|—e)?

Note that within g; = €2 + 2Ej# b; — 21V, we have that the finite sum \/%Ej#:je{‘,} ‘77‘1’75@_ 202h =

Zj;éi:je{J} ﬁgujh .
= spe Zj#:je{(,} Im;'j‘pjh is negligible wrt s;, < \/% Ej#:jg{.]} e 2o%h = [(n—=Nr) ey +—Nr—1)15g001 ]88,

Pjh @.§-

since € ;. ic 1y - = 0. Therefore

4o
gi = e? — E\/ﬁash[(n - NT>I{ie{J}} + (n — Np — 1)I{z€{J}}] - 20’2h[NTI{i€{J}} + (NT + 1)I{z€{J}}] + h.o.t..

Further, Ny < n and h < €2, then for all 4

o 4o esy

i = =
g Vor vVh

Moreover from (27) we reach that 32, a; =3 . ;o0 ny 205—\% + 2 e ) :%/hﬁ + h.o.t., and again the second
sum is negligible wrt the first one, thus, for all 7,

+ h.o.t..

She€ 2 spe
€ a; =2——=|(n— Np)I,,. +(n—Np—1lp,—0r] +hot. = — + h.o.t..
; i a\/ﬁ[( )L {201 + ( 7 — Dm0y s

Now, using (28), from

Die(sy @igi = LVhsy, Eé\fl Den [U,QL — 202Ny + 200,81, (e’:‘ py Wlk‘pkh —2(n — NT)) +hot =

%\/ﬁsh Zéval pen |vE — dovpspn| + hoo.t.

we reach that

i | N-
Z:Z'G{J} a; galg;l L= %\/ﬁsh ZZ:T1 Pen |"W% — dovpspn
and from

gy @igi = (n— Nr)2Vhsy, [vE — 202 (Nr + 1) + 200455, (5 Zfev:Tl ﬁpkh —2(n — Np — 1)) ] =

l%‘l + h.o.t.

o

(n— NT)gx/Esh v,% — 4ovpspn| + h.o.t.

we reach that

Zig{.]} a; 25 = (n — NT)%ﬂsh v7 — dovpspn =55 + h.ot.
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Thus

Nt
1 2
F'\2m = vy, {Uh - 40'5hn} lg\/ﬁ E Ufh% —(n— NT)U\/EShth]
=1

2 spe Uih 2sp,
+25<1+ Uh\/ﬁ)(;o\/ﬁ—i_;m/ﬁ) +hot.

.S.

If now our sequence e is such that v, = 4ons, + h.o.t., and noting that also Zjerjh|7j| 232 0 and that
ne = nvhuy, = ”—’;l — 400 then

o

Nt
Sh 2€Sh 2 ShE
F'(ep)V27 = vy - _Sh —2 (142222 ) 20— Nr) + hoo.
(en)V2m = vy O(nSh)O_S\/E Lz_;pmw ne| + Th + = w5 (n— Nr)+ h.o
Sh 4dnesy, 2 spe
= —2nevy, - o(nsp) ——= + ( + - ) + h.o.t.
R N A
82 52
now vy, = 4onsy, + o(vy) means also s, = e4,v'h + o(epV/'h), and thus Z’% = = +o(5*) — +oo, therefore
dnesy 2 spe
Fl(en)V2r = —26—— - o(ns Sh_ 4 - +hot. =
(e) 7 U S Th Y vk o
€ Spe 8 8 /spenR\2
— ——=nsp—(1+0(1)) + h.ot. = —( ) + h.o.t.. O
Vh /b hoz ) o \hv/h
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