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Abstract

Suppose that particles are randomly distributed in R?, and they are subject to identical stochas-
tic motion independently of each other. The Smoluchowski process describes fluctuations of the
number of particles in an observation region over time. This paper studies properties of the Smolu-
chowski processes and considers related statistical problems. In the first part of the paper we revisit
probabilistic properties of the Smoluchowski process in a unified and principled way: explicit for-
mulas for generating functionals and moments are derived, conditions for stationarity and Gaussian
approximation are discussed, and relations to other stochastic models are highlighted. The second
part deals with statistics of the Smoluchowki processes. We consider two different models of the
particle displacement process: the undeviated uniform motion (when a particle moves with random
constant velocity along a straight line) and the Brownian motion displacement. In the setting of the
undeviated uniform motion we study the problems of estimating the mean speed and the speed distri-
bution, while for the Brownian displacement model the problem of estimating the diffusion coefficient
is considered. In all these settings we develop estimators with provable accuracy guarantees.

Keywords: Smoluchowski processes, generating functionals, stationary processes, covariance function,
nonparametric estimation, kernel estimators.

2000 AMS Subject Classification: 60K35, 62M09.

1 Introduction

Suppose that we have an infinite number of particles that are randomly distributed in R?. The particles
are subject to the same stochastic movement independently of each other. We are interested in char-
acteristics of the stochastic process that governs the particle movement, e.g., in diffusion coefficients.
The natural assumption is that the particles are indistinguishable, and the trajectory of a single particle
cannot be tracked over time. In this setting Smoluchowski (1906,1914) assumed that particles perform
Brownian motion, and suggested to measure the number of particles (concentration) in a fixed region over
time in order to determine unknown movement characteristics. The classical works of Smoluchowski on
concentration fluctuations are of fundamental importance in statistical physics: they are the part of the
celebrated Einstein—Smoluchowski theory that provided a molecular—kinetic explanation of the Brownian
movement. The exposition of probabilistic aspects of Smoluchowski’s theory is given in classical surveys
by Chandrasekhar (1943) and Kac (1959, Chapter III, Sections 21-28), and, more recently, in Bingham
& Dunham (1997); we refer also to Mazo (2002) for historical background and additional information.
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The model. Consider the following model of moving particles in R%. Let = := > g¢; be a homo-

JEL
geneous Poisson process on (RY, B(R?)) with rate A € (0,00); here ¢, is the Dirac measure at z € R?.
The location of j-th particle at time ¢ is determined by the equation

X =6 +YY, jez, t>0, (1.1)

where {Yt(j),t > 0}, j € Z are independent copies of random process {Y;,t > 0} in R? with Yy = 0.
In what follows process {Y;, ¢t > 0} is referred to as the displacement process. We assume that Poisson

process = describing the initial positions of particles and displacement processes {Y(J )t >0}, j € Z are

independent. We also denote {X;,t > 0} to be a generic location process with {X; @ ,t >0}, j € Z being
the independent copies of {X;,t > 0}.
Let B be a compact set with non—empty interior in R? representing the observation region, and define

=Y 15(x?) =Y "1{xP e B}, t>0. (1.2)

JEL JEZ

By definition, process {N(t),t > 0} counts the number of particles in the observation region B over time.
In all what follows we refer to random process {N(t),t > 0} as the Smoluchowski process.

Different particle displacement processes {Y;, t > 0} give rise to different versions of the Smoluchowski
process. The following two models of displacement are of particular interest.

(a) Undeviated uniform motion. Let (vj);ez be a sequence of iid random vectors in R? with common
distribution function G, independent of =. Assume that

v =uit, jeZ, t>0. (1.3)

In this model particles move along straight lines with constant velocity which varies from particle
to particle according to probability distribution G. We refer to v; € R? as the j-th particle velocity,
while the Euclidean norm ||v;|| of v; is the corresponding particle speed.

(b) Brownian displacement model. Assume that
v =ewl, jez t>o0, (1.4)

where {Wt(j ), t > 0}, j € Z are independent standard d-dimensional Brownian motions in R?, and
o > 0 is the diffusion coefficient. Under this setting particles perform Brownian motion.

The Smoluchowski process {N(¢),¢ > 0} associated with Brownian displacement () was originally
considered by Smoluchowski (1906,1914) in the context of his studies on colloidal suspensions. The model
of undeviated uniform motion (I3 goes back to the work of Fiirth who applied Smoluchowski’s methods
to estimate the average speed of pedestrians from counts of the number of pedestrians in a fixed section
of a road [see, Kac (1959, Chapter III, Section 26)]. The term undeviated uniform motion was coined by
Lindley (1954).

Related literature. Chandrasekhar (1943, Chapter IIT) discusses probabilistic properties of the Smolu-
chowski process. The presentation there does not explicitly state the probabilistic model, and it is tacitly
assumed that {N(¢),t > 0} is Markovian even though this is not in general true. The review of probabilis-
tic properties of {N(¢),¢ > 0} that is most relevant to our work is Kac (1959). In this work expressions
for the moment generating functional and finite dimensional distributions of the Smoluchowski process
are derived. Kac (1959) also discusses the issue of Markovianity of the Smoluchowski process, considers
the undeviated uniform motion model, and explains significance of the probabilistic results for problems
of estimating physical entities from count data. Motivated by the Fiirth traffic problem and by the
work of Rothschild (1953) on measuring motility of spermatozoa, Lindley (1954) considers the problem
of estimating expected velocity of the undeviated uniform motion on the real line. This paper relates
the expected velocity to the one-sided derivative at zero of the covariance function of the Smoluchowski
process, and uses this relation for constructing an estimator. Ruben (1964) suggests a generalization
of the Smolluchowski process assuming that the number of particles can be counted in several disjoint



observation regions. Properties of the multivariate Smoluchowski process constructed in this way are
studied in the aforementioned work, and it is argued that the use of such multivariate data improves
accuracy of estimation procedures. Parameter estimation problems for the multivariate Smoluchowski
processes are considered in McDunnough (1979a, 1979b). These papers promote the idea of using stan-
dard asymptotic results for estimating covariance functions of discrete time series in conjunction with
the delta method in order to derive asymptotic distributions of parameter estimators.

Another strand of research deals with stochastic models that are closely related to the Smoluchowski
processes: the M /G /oo queueing model and the branching processes with immigration. We postpone the
detailed discussion of the connection between these models and the Smoluchowski processes to Section 2.6}
here we restrict ourselves with brief description and related references.

Bingham & Dunham (1997) discuss the use of the M/G /oo queueing model in some problems of
statistical estimation for Smoluchowski processes. Because the Smoluchowski process is not in general
Markovian, Bingham & Dunham (1997) suggest that there are two ways to handle the mathematical
difficulties: (a) to assume that the service time distribution G is exponential which leads to the Markovian
M /M /oo model; (b) to work with reduced data when the observations of the busy and idle periods are
available, i.e., the process {1(N(t) > 0),¢t > 0} is observed. In this paper we demonstrate that problems
of statistical estimation for Smoluchowski processes can be solved in the original setting without resorting
to restrictive assumptions like (a) or (b).

A Markovian model that can be used as an approximation for the Smoluchowski process is the branch-
ing process with immigration. In this context the model has been studied in Ruben (1962) and Ruben
(1964). The relationship between branching processes with immigration and Smoluchowski processes is
discussed in detail in McDunnough (1978) where necessary and sufficient conditions for Markovianity of
the Smoluchowski processes are derived. Some statistical estimation problems for branching processes
with immigration are considered in Heyde & Seneta (1972) and Heyde & Seneta (1974); we also refer to
Wei & Winnicki (1989, 1990) and Winnicki (1991) for related results.

We note that there exists a considerable body of work dealing with statistical inference for diffusion
processes and infinite particle systems under assumption that trajectories of particles are directly ob-
servable. The problems of parametric and nonparametric estimation of drift and diffusion coefficients in
these models were intensively studied; we refer, e.g., to Genon-Catalot & Jacod (1993), Jacod (2000),
Hoffmann (2001), Gobet et al. (2004) and Kutoyants (2004) where further references can be found. How-
ever, as it is shown in the present paper, estimation settings based on the count data lead to statistical
inverse problems that require completely different techniques and tools. One of the goals of this paper
is to develop such techniques.

Finally, it is also worth mentioning that although Smoluchowski’s theory originated in statisti-
cal physics, it found numerous applications in diverse areas, e.g., in biology (Rothschild 1953), spec-
troscopy (Brenner et al. 1978), medicine (Aebersold et al. 1993) and geology (Culling 1985).

The paper contribution. Our goal in this paper is two—fold. First, we introduce a general model of
moving particles in R? and revisit probability properties of the Smoluchowski processes using original
proof techniques. In the existing literature these properties are discussed or mentioned in passing in
different sources under disparate and sometimes not fully specified assumptions on the probabilistic
model. In contrast, the framework taken in this paper enables us to investigate probability properties of
Smoluchowski processes associated with arbitrary displacement models in a unified and principled way.

Second, we are interested in estimation of some functionals of the particle displacement distributions
from continuous time observation A7 := {N(t),0 < ¢t < T} of the Smoluchowski process. These
estimation problems are reduced to estimating functionals of the correlation function of the Smoluchowski
process from indirect observations. The resulting statistical ill-posed inverse problems depend on the
geometry of the observation region and require the use of special transform methods for constructing the
estimators. Although the developed methods are applicable for observation regions of arbitrary shape, in
all what follows we focus on the case when B is a Euclidean ball in R?. In the setting of the undeviated
uniform motion we consider problems of estimating the mean speed and the speed distribution, while
in the setting of the Brownian displacement our focus is on estimating the diffusion coefficient. In all
aforementioned settings we develop estimators with provable accuracy guarantees.



Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section [2 discusses prob-
abilistic properties of the Smoluchowski process. In particular, we derive explicit expressions for the
moment generating functional and mixed moments, present conditions for stationarity of the Smolu-
chowski processes, establish a Gaussian approximation and discuss connections to the M/G /oo queue
and branching processes with immigration. In Section [3] we present results on estimation of the co-
variance function of the Smoluchowski process; these results play an important role in all subsequent
developments. Section M deals with estimation of the expected speed and speed distribution for the
Smoluchowski process driven by the undeviated uniform motion. Section [ considers the Brownian dis-
placement model, and studies estimation of the diffusion coefficient. Proofs of results of Sections Bl M
and [l are given in Sections [6 [[ and [ respectively.

Notation. The following notation is used throughout the paper. The d-dimensional volume (the
Lebesgue content) of a set in R? is denoted vol{-}. For a set C' C R? and point z € R? we denote

Clx):={yeR:y=z2—z,2€C}.
The covariogram of a compact set C' C R? is the function g¢ : R — R defined by
go(z) == vol{CNC(z)}, =R (1.5)

see, e.g., Matheron (1975, Section 4.3). The Euclidean norm on R? is denoted || - ||.

2 Properties of the Smoluchowski process

In this section we discuss probabilistic properties of Smoluchowski processes. Some of the presented
results appeared in different forms and for different settings, e.g., in Lindley (1954), Kac (1959), and
Ruben (1964). Our approach to derivation of these results is purely analytic, and our proofs differ from
those in the existing literature. It is also worth to emphasize that the results of this section hold for any
Smoluchowski’s process, independently of the displacement model.

2.1 Moment generating functional

Let II,, denote the set of all non—empty subsets of {1,2,...,n}, and for 7 € II,, write 7¢ := {1,2,...,n}\7.
The following theorem establishes the moment generating functional of process {N(t),t > 0} defined

in (T2).
Theorem 2.1 For any 0 = (01,...,0,) € R™ and t; <ty < --- <t, one has
In E exp { Z@kN(tk)} =AY [eZren 1] Qultr, . ta), (2.1)
k=1 well,

where

Qr(t1, ... ty) = Qr(x;ty, ... ty)de, (2.2)
Rd

Qr(zity, ..., tn) =P{(z+ Y, €Bkenm) N (z+Y;, ¢ B, ken®)}. (2.3)

Remark 2.1 Note that function Q(t1,...,t,) is well defined because the integral in (Z2) is bounded
from above by Evol{ Nken B(Ytk)} <vol(B) for any 7 € IL,.

Proof: For j € Z and 7 € II,, define events
AD = {xP e Bken}n{XY ¢ B ker).

Event Asrj ) states that j-th particle is inside B at time instances {tx,k € 7w} and outside B otherwise.
Obviously, for fixed j events AY, 7 € II,, are disjoint. We let AU) := UWGHHA&”, and AU the event



complimentary to AU ie., AW = {Xt(g) ¢ B,Vk € {1,...,n}}. Since

SToN(t) =D 01{x) e B},
k=1

JEZ k=1
with the introduced notation we have for any j € Z
S 0a{x e B} ¥ 1{a0} Y0
k=1 well, kerm

and therefore

n

exp{ Y 01(X € B)} = 3 1{AQ) eXuer O 4 1{A0)}

k=1 well,
= > 1{AQ }[eXrer O —1] +1. (2.4)
well,

Then in view of (Z4)
e { S} |=] = [e jezzéwxgg e 5)}|z]
- HE[exp{i@kl(Xt(i) eB)} E]

[1

JEL k=1
=11 <1 + > P{AY) |2} [eXner O — 1]> = exp{Zf(Ej)},
JEZ mell, JEZ

where

f(gj) =1In (1+ Z P{A;]) |E}[62k510k _ 1])

well,

Using Campbell’s formula we obtain

lnE[eXp{iﬁkN(tk)H =2 Z [ezkew O —1] /Rd Qr(z)dz,

k=1 well,

where function Qr(z) = Qx(z;t1,...,t,) is defined in 23]). [ |

Remark 2.2 Theorem[Z1 holds under very general assumptions on the displacement process {Yz, t > 0}:
only independence of {Y:,t > 0} and the initial position Poisson point process Z is required. In particular,
under these conditions the Smoluchowski process {N(t),t > 0} should not be stationary.

Formula (Z21]) implies that for every ¢ > 0 random variable N(¢) has Possion distribution with
parameter

p:=EN(t) = )\/ P{z 4+ Y; € B}dx = NEvol{ B(Y;)} = Avol{ B}.

Rd
Thus the expectation of N(t) does not depend on properties of displacement process {Yz, ¢ > 0}. This fact
is consistent with the well known result on random displacement of Poisson point process which implies

that ZjeZ €y is homogeneous Poisson process of intensity A for any ¢ > 0 [see, e.g., Doob (1953,
t

Section 5, Chapter VIII)]. Since the expectation of N(t) does not bring any information on the particle

displacement process, statistical inference for the displacement process should be based on moments of

higher order.



It is instructive to specialize formula (Z1]) for the case n = 2:

1
X InEexp{61N(t1) + 62N (t2)}

= (661 — 1)@{1} (tl, tz) + (662 — 1)@{2}(t1,t2) + (601+62 — 1)@{1,2}@1, tg),

where
Quiy(t,t2) = E/ 1{95 e B(Y;,)N BC(SQQ)}dx = vol{ B} — Evol{ B(Y;,) N B(Y;,)},
]Rd
Qa3 (t1,12) = vol{ B} — Evol{ B(Y;,) N B(V3,)}, Q123 (t1, ) = Evol{ B(Y;,) N B(Yy,)}.
Thus

ilnEexp {91N(t1) + 92N(t2)}
=vol{B}[(e" — 1) + (¢” — 1)] + Evol{ B(Ys,) N B(Yz,)} (e” — 1) (e — 1).

This formula should be compared with (II1.22.14) in Kac (1959) which was derived using different
considerations.
Another interesting consequence of Theorem 211 is stated in the next corollary. Denote

Nti,....ta) =Y 1{x e B,.... x" e B}.
JEZ

In words, N(t1,...,t,) is the number of particles that were in B at all time instances t1,...,t,.

Corollary 2.1 For any 8 € R, n, and ty,...,t, one has

INEexp{ON(t1,...,tn)} = A’ — 1)/ P{x+Y: €B,...,2+Y;, € B}dz
Rd

Proof: The proof is basically coincides with the one of Theorem Il For j € 7Z define the event
Al = {Xt(i) € B,k=1,...,n}, and let AU) be the complementary event. We have

ON(t1,....tn) =0 1{X;, € Bik=1,...,n} = 01{AV}.

JEL JEZ
Therefore
E{ exp{ON(ti,... ,tn)}‘ E} = E{exp {GZ 1(A(j))}‘ E} = H E[eel(“‘m)‘ E}
JEL JEL
-1I [(ef’ —1)P{AD|=} + 1]
JEL

Then application of Campbell’s formula completes the proof. [ |
Corollary 2Tl shows that number of particles that are in B at n time instances t1,...,t, is a Poisson

random variable with expectation )\Q{L...,n}(tl, contn) = XN paP{z+ Y, € Bk =1,...,n}dz. In
particular, for any tq,ts

N(ty,ts) ~ Poisson(/\Evol{B(Ytl) N B(Ytz)}), EN (t1,t5) = AEvol{ B(Y;,) N B(Y,)}.

2.2 Stationarity
It follows from Theorem [21] that Smoluchowski process {N(t),t > 0} is strictly stationary if and only if

for all n, t1,...,t,, and 7 € II,, one has

Qﬂ'(tlv"'atn) = Qﬂ'(x;tla"'vtn)dz:Qﬂ'(tl +7_7"'atn+7_)7 VTv (25)
Rd



i.e., function Q(t1,...,t,) is invariant with respect to the shift in its arguments: for all n, t1,...,t,
and 7

/ P{Y;, € B(z),...,Y;, € B(z)}dz = / P{Y;,+- € B(z),..., Y4, ++ € B(z) }da.
R4 Rd

An equivalent condition of stationarity is given in McDunnough (1978).
Condition (2H) holds for a wide class of particle displacement processes {Y:, ¢ > 0}. The following
two examples are particularly important.

(i) Let {Y,t > 0} be a strictly stationary process; then Q(z;t1,...,tn) = Qr(x;t1 +7,.. . tn +7)
for all 7 € R, € R4, 7 € 11,,, and (23] holds trivially. Thus {N(t),t > 0} is strictly stationary.

(ii) Let {Y;,t > 0} be a time homogeneous Markov process with transition function P;(z, A) on [0, 0o) X
R? x B(R?); then

Qﬂ(z;tl,...,tn):/B [/ / HPt —t; 1 (Yj—1,dy;) | P, (2, dys),
1 n] 2

where By, stands for B if k € 7 and for R?\ B for k € 7¢. If the integral
/ Pi(x, A)dz =: P(A), A e B(R%) (2.6)
Rd

defines measure P independent of ¢ then

:c)/Bl{/BQ / HPtft“y] 1, dy;) | P(dyy),

71.‘7 2

and process {N(t),t > 0} is strictly stationary. For instance, if P;(z,A) = [, ¢:(x — y)dy for
some transition probability density ¢ then (2:6) holds with P being the Lebesgue measure. An
important specific case of the discussed setting is when {Y;,¢ > 0} is a process with independent
and stationary increments.

2.3 Moments and covariance function

Theorem 2] allows us to calculate the covariance function and the moments of the finite dimensional
distributions of {N(¢),t > 0}. These formulas are repeatedly used in the sequel.
For every fixed 7 € I1,, let II,,(7) := {7r' €I, : @ D m} be the set of all supersets of 7 in II,,. Define

Ur(ty,. .. tn) == VOI > Qultr,..itn), weTL, (2.7)

7/ €I, ()

where Q. (t1,...,t,) is given in (Z2)-@3). We obviously have

Ur(ty,. .. tp) = Vol{B} Z QF Tty ... te)da
1 , . )
= Vol{B} Rd W/E%;(W)P{(x‘f'y;j € B,je 71") n (x—l—Y}j ¢ B, je (ﬂ_/) )}dl‘
1
= VBT o P{x € NjerB (Yt])}dx vol{B}EVOl{ jen B(Y;j)}, (2.8)

where the third equality follows because for every w € II,, events
{z+Y, eBjen \n}n{z+Y;, B, jec(x)}, = €ll(n)

are disjoint and constitute a partition of the sample space.
Although Uy (t1, ..., t,) is formally defined as a function of n variables t1, ..., t,, it follows from (Z3)
that in fact Ux(¢1,...,%¢,) is a function of {t;,j € 7} only; here 7 indicates the subset of variables on



which function Ug(t1, ..., t,) actually depends. Therefore with slight abuse of notation when appropriate
we will drop subscript 7 and indicate the corresponding variables explicitly, e.g.,

U(tzvtjvtk) = U{l,],k} (tla R 7tn)7 ivja ke {15 ) TL}

Several remarks on the properties of function Uy (t1,...,t,) defined in ([Z7) are in order.
Remark 2.3
(a) If m is a singleton, ™ = {k}, then it follows from (Z8) that Ugy(ty,. .. tn) = U(ty) = 1 for all
ke{l,....n}.
(b) Ux(t1,...,tn) is monotone non—increasing in the following sense: for all ti,...,t, one has

Ur(ti, ... tn) SUp(ts, ... ty), Ve 27, w7 €ll,.

(c) If {N(t),t > 0} is strictly stationary then for all n,ty,...,t,, and w € 11,

Uﬂ—(tl,...,tn):Uﬂ—(t1+7’,...,tn+7'), V.

Proposition 2.1 For any t; <ty <---<t, one has

n n k
E[HN(tj)} =Y []Ux (b, ), (2.9)

j=1 k=1 P(nk) j=1
where P(n, k) is the set of all partitions 7 = (m1,...,7k) of {1,...,n} in k subsets. In particular, for
n =2
E[N()N(t2)] = 0% + pU (1 2), cov{N(t), N(ta)} = pU(tr, ). (2.10)

Proof: The proof follows from Theorem 2Tl and a multivariate version of the Fad di Bruno formula [see,
e.g., Hardy (2006)]. Letting

y(ela' o aen) =A Z [eZkEW/ o — I]Qﬂ"(tlv" atn)

W’enn

we have (61, ...,0,) = EeXk=10:N{tx) = ¢u(01.-.0n)  Therefore by the Fad di Bruno formula

0" (01, .., 0n) _ OS] oIy ( 91,... )

901 -~ 90, — A T e 00

where the sum is over all partitions P of set {1,...,n}, the product is over all blocks 7 of partition P,
and |7| stands for the cardinality of block 7. We obviously have

17l (0 ...0, A
Iy, 0n) _ 3 e Qb t),

HlGﬂ" ael 7 €Ml Dm
and therefore
n 9"p(01,...,0n)
EH N(t]‘) e A N2 I i LA = Z pUx(t1, ytn)
e 001---00n |5 _. _g. —o P neP
n k
=3 U=t tn),
k=1 P(nk)j=1
as claimed. '



Remark 2.4 Note that process {N(t),t > 0} is weakly stationary if and only if U(t1,t2) depends on t;
and ty via difference to — t1. Because vol{ B(Y,) N B(Y;,)} = vol{ BN B(Y;, — Yy,)}, in view of (2.8),
{N(t),t > 0} is weakly stationary if process {Yz,t > 0} has stationary increments, i.e., Y, — Yz, L Yi,—t,
for all 0 <t < to.

Remark 2.5 If {N(t),t > 0} is weakly stationary then by definition

1 1
U(ti,t2) = ——=Evol{B(Y:,) N B(Y, = ——Evo{BNB(Y; - = H(t; —t
(1’ 2) VOl(B) VO{ ( tl) ( tZ)} VOl(B) VO{ ( t1 t2)} (1 2)5
and it follows from (ZI0) that H(t) is the correlation function of {N(t),t > 0}, while R(t) = pH(t) =
cov{N(s), N(t + s)} is the covariance function. It is also worth noting that

R(t) = pH(t) = cov{N(s),N(t+ s)} = AEgp(Yz), t>0

)

where gp is the covariogram of set B [cf. L)/
For weakly stationary {N(t),t > 0} we have
E|N(s+t) — N(s)|* = 2p[1 — H(t)].

This equation was derived by Smoluchowski (1914); in his terminology function 1 — H(t) is called the
probability after—effect (Wahrscheinlichkeitnachwirkung) [see Chandrasekhar (1943) and Kac (1959)]. In
addition to relationship to the correlation function of the Smoluchowski process, the probability after—
effect 1 — H(t) has another interpretation. It is loosely referred in Chandrasekhar (1943) as a probability
that a particle somewhere inside B will have emerged from it during time t. In fact

JpaP{z+Y, € Bja+ Y,y € Bfdz EN(s,s +1)

Jpa P{z +Y, € B}dzx ol B}

H{(t)
where N (s, s+ t) is the number of particles that are in B at both time instances s and s + ¢.

2.4 Probability generating functional
Theorem [ZT] gives the probability generating functional of {N(¢),t > 0}:
IEH Z;V(tj) = exp {)\ Z [ H 25 — I}Qﬂ(tl, . ,tn)}.
j=1 well, ken

This expression allows us to calculate finite dimensional distributions of the Smoluchowski process. In
particular, for strictly stationary Smoluchowski process {N(t),t > 0}

(e, 22) = B[22 ] = exp {pl(21 = 1) + (22 = )] + pH() (21 — 1) (22 — 1)},

and routine differentiation yields: for m > 0 and £ > 0

m m+k
POVG) = m N+ ) =t = — o (Tt
eI Y e O (1 H())]mH
=S (o - ) LA ZFO =, ey

and for m>0and 0 <k <m

m m—k
P{N(s) = m, N(s +) = m — k} = —— {‘9 0

ml(m — k)! L9z az;”—’cw(zl’ 22)}

e P N m . e PIL—H(1)] _ i—k
L2y <.)[H(t)]J[1H(t)]mJ (1 = HEDI (2.12)
Jj=k J

z1=22=0

- om! (j— k)



Since N(t) is a Poisson random variable with parameter p for every ¢ we have
P{N(s+t) =m+ k|N(s) = m}

e e~ PI=HW®I[p(1 — H(t))|mHk—I
_Z( ) Pl — H(t)] (ngpikj()! " ks

and
P{N(s+1t)=m —Ek|N(s) =m}

mije*p[lfH(t)] 1— H())I—*
Z< ) Ji[1 — H(t)] (J[,pik)! O o<k <m.

(2.13)

(2.14)

Formulas (ZI70]) and (ZI2]) have been derived in Smoluchowski (1914) using combinatorial arguments;
see also Chandrasekhar (1943) and Kac (1959). It is worth noting that the expressions on the right hand

sides of (ZI3) and (2I4) are discrete convolutions of binomial and Poisson distributions.

2.5 (Gaussian approximation

The next statement establishes a Gaussian approximation for the finite dimensional distributions of
process {N(t),t > 0}. This result is an easy consequence of Theorem 211 To state the result we
need the following notation. We consider a family of processes {N,(t),t > 0} indexed by parameter

p = Avol(B) > 0, and for fixed (t1,...,t,) € R™ let
N} = (Np(t1), ..., No(tn)), en=(1,...,1) €R™

Proposition 2.2 For any n > 1 and (t1,...,t,) € R™ one has

p

NG

where Y g s the n X n matrix with elements

N™ — pe,
7pe i Nn(O;ZH)a p —r 0,

[EH]i,j = U{i,j}(th N ,tn) = U(ti,t]‘), i,j = 1, oo, n

Proof: The proof is standard; it is based on application of Theorem Il It follows from this theorem

that for any 6 = (64, ...,0,) € R" one has
" ON,(tk) —p - - O
InEexp g, -~ —\/p 0r + InEexp N,(ty)—
I IRAALS

:7\/_29164»)\2 Zkewer‘afl]Qﬂ.(tl,...,t)

well,

= 'wen kem

In the second sum on the right hand side of (ZI0) the term corresponding to I =1 is

A Z Z Qw t1,..oyln AVOl Z k 0( ) Z Qrltr, ... tn)

rell, e VP rETL, ({k})

ZokU tr) Zek,

10

l
_\/_Zek+)\z Z (Z%) Qﬂ-(tl,...,ﬁn).

(2.15)

(2.16)



where, we remind, II,, () = {7’ € II,, : 7’ D x}, and we took into account the definition of Uy (t1,...,t,)
[cf. Z8)]. For Il = 2 we have

A Z Z Z 9k19kz tl,---a n :2i Z Z@klekZ Z Qw(fla---atn)

TK‘GH ki€mkoET k1:1 ko=1 Hn({kl,kQ})

1 & «—
=3 S 0k 0k, Uty thy), (2.17)

ki1=1ko=1

and similarly for [ > 2

1) z/z Z Z Zokl"'eleﬂ'(tla-'-vtn)

well, ki€m kiem

11l n Z Zekl Ok, U t/ﬁ)'-')tkl)-

]
lp k=1 k=1

Taking into account that the terms with [ > 2 tend to zero as p — oo and combining (2.17), [2I6) and

([ZTI5) we obtain

Np(ti) —p 19T
lim Eexp O0p————— > =expi50° Xyl
P {;; VP & )

for all t1,...,t,. The statement of the proposition follows. [ |

Remark 2.6 Proposition [Z23 demonstrates that convergence of the finite dimensional distributions of
Smoluchowski process {N(t),t > 0} to the multivariate normal distribution takes place not only if the
rate parameter \ tends to infinity, but also if the volume of the observation region vol(B) increases
without bound.

2.6 Related stochastic models

In this section we discuss some stochastic models that are intimately connected with the Smoluchowski
processes.

M/G/xo queue. The M/G/oo queue is one of the most well studied and well understood models in
Queueing Theory [see, e.g., Takacs (1962)]. In this model there is an infinite number of servers, customers
arrive at time epochs (7;)jez of the homogeneous Poisson process of intensity A, obtain service upon
arrival and leave the system after the service completion. The service times (s;) ez are independent
identically distributed random variables with common distribution function S; they are assumed to be
independent of the arrival process.

If we assume that the system operates infinite time (it is in a stationary regime) then the number of
busy servers in the system at time ¢ is given by the formula

N(t)=> 1{r <t,mj+s;>t}, t>0.
JEZ

It has been shown in Goldenshluger (2016) that

%hlEeXp{Z@kN(tk)} = Z(eek 1)+ z_: H(ty) - Om—kt1 _ 1)ei=m- k2 9 ‘(e Ort1 _ 1),
k=1 k=1 k=1 m:k
where foo[l s
A — S(x)]|dz
= 7 H(t) =L
P L - S(@)da ) I = S())da

11



This formula can be rewritten as

1nEexp{Zt9kN t) }:ii 0 1)y, (2.18)

k=1 k=1 1=k

where
Hyp o= H(jti — te]) + H(Jtic1 — ter|) — H({t—1 — te]) = H(Jtr — tea]), 1 <Lk <m,

and the term H(|t; — tx|) is interpreted as zero if | ¢ {1,...,n} or k ¢ {1,...,n}. It follows from (ZIg)
that structure of the moment generating function coincides with that in (ZII). Therefore the process of
the number of busy servers in the M/G /oo queue is a Smoluchowski process. In fact, it is a version of
the Smoluchowski process with displacement determined by the undeviated uniform motion (this process
is studied in detail in Section [)).

A particular case of the M/G/oo model is the M/M /oo queue when the service time distribution
is exponential. The M /M /oo model is Markovian; it provides an example of the Smoluchowski process
with Markov property. We refer to Bingham & Dunham (1997) for further details on the connection
between M /G /oo queue and the Smoluchowski process.

Bernoulli—-Poisson branching process with immigration. Branching process with immigration
is a model for the size of a population evolving over time. It is a sequence {N:,t = 0,1,2,...} of
non-negative integer random variables defined by equation

Ny
Ner =328 4 I, t=0,1,... (2.19)
j=1
where Ny stands for the size of the population at time ¢, Z;Hl) is the number of offsprings of the
jth individual existing in the population at time ¢, and I;1; is the number of immigrants joining the
population at time ¢ 4+ 1. The non—negative integer random variables {Z;t),j >1}and {L},t=1,2,...
are independent of each other; they are assumed to be sequences of independent identically distributed
random variables.

The following special case of the branching process with immigration is closely related to the Smolu-
chowski process. If the offspring distribution is Bernoulli with parameter 1 — p (each individual replaces
itself with probability 1 — p or “dies” with probability p), and if the immigration distribution is Poisson
with parameter A then ([ZI9) implies that conditionally on N; = 4, random variable Ny;1 is a sum of
two independent random variables: binomial random variable with parameters ¢ and 1 — p and Poisson
random variable with parameter A. Therefore

min{s,5} j - lei/\>\jil
P{Niy1 = jINe = i} = Z <l>(1p) P G-
1=0 '

which coincides with (213) and 2.I4]) for a particular choice of parameters A and p. This fact shows the
relationship between the Bernoulli-Poisson branching processes with immigration and the Smoluchowski
processes.

The Bernoulli-Poisson branching process with immigration is Markovian while the Smoluchowski
process is in general not. We refer to McDunnough (1978) where, using connections between these two
models, conditions for Markovianity of the Smoluchowski processes are established.

3 Covariance function estimation
In this section and from now on we assume that process {N(t),t > 0} is strictly stationary. We consider

the problem of estimating the covariance function of the Smoluchowski process from continuous time
observations {N(¢),0 < ¢ < T}. The results established in this section are repeatedly used in the sequel.

12



Recall that covariance and correlation functions of {N(t),t > 0} are given by

R(t) = cov{N(s), N(t+ s)} = pH(t), (3.1)
Egp(Y)

H(t)y=U(t+s,s) = Vol{B}

1{B}Evol{BmB NE

and for any k,t1,..., g

U(tl,...,tk)* EVOI{ ﬁj 1B(Yt )}

1
vol(B)

The covariance and correlation functions are extended to the entire real line by symmetry: R(—t) = R(t),
and H(—t) = H(t) for every t € R.
The standard unbiased estimators of R(t) and H(t) are

1 T—t R

Rt = g [ (NG) = )N+ 9) = phds, (1) = (D) p. (3.3)

The next statement establishes an upper bound on the estimation accuracy of R(t)

Theorem 3.1 For any 0 <t <T and 0 < s <T one has

(T — $)(T —t) E[R(t) = R(t)][R(s) — R(s)]

T—s T— t
p2/ / 7'177’2)H(T177'2+t78)+H(7'17T275)H(T1772+t)}d7‘1d7—2
0 0

T—s T—t
+ p/ / U(ri,m +t, 72,72 + s)dr1dre. (3.4)
0 0

In particular,

E|R(t) — R(t)|* < H(y)dy, (3.5)

where C is an absolute constant.

Remark 3.1 Theorem [31] is valid for any Smoluchowski process, independently of the displacement
model.

It is instructive to compare Theorem B.1] with results on estimation of covariance functions of sta-
tionary Gaussian processes. It is well known that for a stationary Gaussian process with correlation
function H(t) the standard estimator of H(t) is consistent in the mean square sense if and only if

-1 fo H?(t)dt — 0 as T — oo, and the mean squared estimation error admits an upper bound which is
propormonal toT—1 fo H?(t)dt; see, e.g., Yaglom (1987, Section 17). As Theorem BIshows, this is not

the case for the Smoluchowski process: here the mean squared error is proportional to 7! fOT H(t)dt.
The difference is due to the presence of the last term on the right hand side of (3.4]) which, in general,
cannot be bounded in terms of the Lo—norm of the correlation function.

4 Undeviated uniform motion

In this section we consider estimation problems for the Smoluchowski process (LI)-(2]) associated with
the undeviated uniform motion; see (L3). In this setting function Qx(t1,...,t,) in Z3) is non-zero
only for the subsets 7 consisting of consecutive numbers from {1,...,n}, i.e., for the subsets such that
m={l,l+1,...,m} for some 1 <1 <m < n. Under these circumstances
Qr(z) =P{(z+vtyeBke{l,....m}H)N(x+vty ¢ B, k¢ {l,...,m}}
=P{x € B(vt;) N B(vty),x ¢ B(vti_1),x ¢ B(vtymi1)}
=P{x € B(vti_1) N B(vtymi1)} + P{z € B(vt;) N B(vty,)}
—P{:c € B(vtj—1) N B(vty, } ]P’{z € B(vt;) ﬂB(vtm+1)}

13



where B(vty) is interpreted as the empty set if k& ¢ {1,...,n}. The resulting Smoluchowski process is
strictly stationary. Indeed, since

vol{ B(vt) N B(vr)} = vol{ BN B(v(t — 7))} = gp(v(t — 7)), Vt, 7,
we have for m = {l,1 4+ 1,...,m} that
Qr(ti, ... tn)
= E[gn(0(tns 1) + 050l — ) ~ 95 (0t — 1)) — g5(0ltns ~ 1)), (4)

where gp(v(t; —t;)) = 0 whenever i ¢ {1,...,n} or j € {1,...,n}. It follows that

1 ) Egp (v(maxje7r t; —minjeq, t]—))
Un(ti,... tn) = ——Evol{ B )N B £)) = ,
(t )= W) vol{ B(vmaxt;) 0 B(vmint;) } vol(B)
and the covariance function of {N(t),t > 0} is
1 1
R(t)=pH(t), H(t)= Evo{B N B(vt)} = t)dG 4.2
(0= pH(O), H) = i Evol{B0 B0} = s [ an(e)aGo). (42)

where, we recall, G is the velocity distribution function.

The covariance function in (2] depends on the geometry of the observation region via covari-
ogram ¢gp. In this section and from now on we will assume that B is the closed Euclidean ball of
radius r > 0 centered at the origin,

B={xz:|z||<r}, r>0.

Then the covariogram is

gp(z) = vol{ BN B(z)} = vo1{B}1(%, 1og — Loy g )| < 20}, (4.3)
where I(x;a,b) is the regularized incomplete beta function
1 €T
I(a,b;z) = —— [ t* Y1 —¢)" tdt 0,b>0, 0<z<1
(@.bia) = s [ #7007 0> 0b> 0 0222

and B(a,b) is the beta function. Formula (£3) is a consequence of the well known expression for the
volume of the spherical cap; see, e.g., Li (2011).

The particular form of covariogam g in ([£3]) has immediate implications on identifiability of certain
functionals of G from the Smoluchowski process data. In view of ([@3]), gp(x) depends on z via the
Euclidean norm ||z|| only, i.e., gp(z) is a ridge function, gg(z) = gu(||z|). Therefore formula @I
together with Theorem 2] imply that all finite dimensional distributions of the corresponding Smolu-
chowski process {N(t),¢ > 0} depend on v via |[v|| only. Thus, if B is a Euclidean ball then only speed
distribution (the distribution of ||v]|) is identifiable from the count data.

Therefore we deal with the following two estimation problems: given continuous time observations
AN ={N(t),0 <t < T} of the Smoluchowski process we want to estimate: (a) the mean speed p :=
Ellv|| = [~ «dF(z); and (b) the value F(z) of the speed distribution function F' at given point xo. The
problem of estimating the mean speed pu from discrete time observations was discussed by Lindley (1954)
in the setting of undeviated uniform motion on the real line. This paper established the relationship
between the one-sided derivative of the correlation function at zero and the mean speed, and discussed
construction of an estimator based on discrete time data, but did not present rigorous analysis of its
accuracy. To the best of our knowledge, the problem of estimating the speed distribution has not been
studied in the literature.

We adopt the minimax framework for measuring estimation accuracy. Let 1) = ¢(F') be a functional of
the speed distribution F such as p = E||v|| or F(zo). By an estimator v of 1)(F) we mean any measurable
function of observation .47, and accuracy of 7,/; is measured by the maximal root mean squared error

“ N /
Rl 7] = sup {Bl —w(F)P}
FeZ

on a natural class .# of speed distribution functions F. The minimax risk is defined by R5[Z#] :=
inf 3 Rt [t); 7], where inf is taken over all possible estimators of ¢(F). The goal is to develop a rate—

optimal estimator v, of {(F) such that Ry [i.; . F] < Ri[F] as T — co.

14



4.1 Correlation function and its properties

In view of ([2)) and ([3)), covariance function of the Smoluchwski process associated with the undeviated
uniform motion is given by

R(t) = pH(t) =

\w

s [ / T D 1 < 2y dF ()
5

m/o F(QTQ/_)( 1 —y)2@=Dy=1/2qy, (4.4)

+| = N

w‘

The next statement establishes some useful properties of the correlation function.

2rB 1 >
/ H(t)dt = ! 5 — ) / z 'dF (x).
B(*F,5) Jo
Moreover, if F is absolutely continuous with density f, and f(x) < Mx® for somea > —1 and 0 <z < ¢
then

Lemma 4.1 One has

M 2r\1+a
H(t) < (—) .Vt > 2r/6, 45
0 < (3 > 20/ (15)
and for any T > 2r/d
T T, —1<a<0,
/ H(t)dt < co(r + MTlV(Ha)nT), nr:=< InT, a=0, (4.6)

1, a >0,
where constant ¢y depends on o and § only.

Lemma [T demonstrates that the Smoluchowski process associated with the undeviated uniform
motion exhibits short range dependence if and only if fooo 27 1dF(z) < co. By short range dependence
(or short memory) we mean the property of integrability of the covariance function, while absence of this
property corresponds to the long range dependence (or long memory) [see, e.g., Samorodnitsky (2016,
Chapter 6)]. The Smoluchowski process has long memory when fooo x~1dF(x) = oo; this is the case,
e.g., if F' is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure with density f, and f(0) > 0.
In particular, if f is bounded and f(0) > 0 then fo t)dt = O(InT) as T — oo. In general, the rate of
decay of the correlation function H(t) as t — oo is determmed by the local behavior of F' near zero.

4.2 Mean speed estimation

Now we are in a position to define an estimator of the mean speed p = Eljv||. As mentioned above, the
covariogram gp(z) depends on z via ||z| only, gp(z) = gu(||z||), where

3p(y) = vol{ BY (%55 i1 — 45 )1{y < 2r):

see ([@3)). Function gp(y) is continuous for all y > 0, monotone decreasing and has continuous derivative
in interval (0, 2r) which is

. vol{ B} y? \z(d-1)
Iply) = ———F77(1- = . ye(0,2r)
rB(4EL, %)( 47’2)

In view of {2) and [@3) we have R(t) = (p/vol{B}) [~ g(at)dF(x), t > 0, so that

2r/t 2.2 Lid—1
P t“x 2( )
R'(t :*7/ (17_) dF(z), 4.7
0=~ 5T | or) wdE@) (4.7)
and
R(0+) = lim R/ (¢ :—#E
(04) =l B () =~ ey Bl
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The last equation can be used as a basis for constructing an estimator of the mean speed p = Elv]|.
The main idea is to estimate the one-sided derivative of the covariance function at zero R’(0+) using
available data; then the estimator of = E|v]| is easily obtained from (7). For one—dimensional case
and discrete observations this idea has been discussed in Lindley (1954); see also Bingham & Dunham
(1997).

Let K : [0,1] — R be a kernel satisfying the following conditions

1 1 1
/ K(z)dx =0, / zK(z)dz =1, / 2?|K (z)|dr =: Cx < oo. (4.8)
0 0 0
Fix real number h > 0, and consider the following estimator of ju:

i = % /;K(%)R(t)dt, (4.9)

where R(t) is defined in (33). The bandwidth & is a design parameter of the estimator; it will be specified
in the sequel.

Definition 4.1 Let L > 0; we say that distribution function F on [0, 00) belongs to the class & (L) if it
is absolutely continuous with differentiable density f, and

sup { (1+2+2) 1O (@)} < I, / 2| fO(e)|dz < L, 1=0,1.
>0 0

Theorem 4.1 Let fi,, be the estimator of p = E||v|| defined in ({{.9) and associated with bandwidth h.
satisfying (InT)? /T < h, <1/(\/TInT); then

Tim sup {\/TRT[ﬂh*;gé‘(L)]} < 0(1 + %)I/Q[Lu + D)yr)V2,

T—o0

where C' is a constant depending on d only.

Remark 4.1 Theorem [[.1] demonstrates that the mean speed p = E|v|| can be estimated from count
data with the parametric rate: the maximal root mean squared error of the proposed estimator over class
F (L) converges to zero at the rate 1/\/T as T — oo. Therefore fip,, is a rate—optimal estimator. The
definition of F (L) requires existence and boundedness of the first derivative of f (second derivative of F')
along with mild tail conditions. The condition F' € F (L) implies boundedness of the first and second
derivatives of the correlation function H and integrability of the first derivative of H; these properties
are essential in the theorem proof.

4.3 Estimation of the speed distribution

In this section we deal with the problem of estimating the value F'(z() of the speed distribution F at
given point 2o > 0. Our construction uses formula ([@4); it will be convenient to rewrite it in the following
form:

H(t) = /O " w(tn)dF (), (4.10)
w(t) = {(i ;]; o y%<d*1>(1fy)*%dy, £>0. (4.11)

The correlation function on the left hand side can be estimated from the data 47 = {N(¢),0 <t <T'}.
The distribution function F is related to the correlation function via integral operator in ([EI0) that
should be inverted. To construct the estimator we use a method based on the Laplace and Mellin
transforms.
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Preliminaries. First we introduce notation and recall some standard facts about the Laplace and
Mellin transforms; for details we refer to Widder (1941).
For generic function g on R the bilateral Laplace transform of ¢ is defined by

9(z) = Llg; 2] = /OO g(t)e*'dt,

— 00

and g(z) is an analytic function in the region where the integral converges. In general, the convergence

region is a vertical strip in the complex plane, say, ¥, := {z € C : 5, < Re(z) < &, } for some
—00 <0, < a;‘ < 00. The inverse Laplace transform is glven by
1 s+100 1 oo ( ) )
t) = — G(2)e*tdz = — (s +iw)est@idw, 5. < s <],
o) = 5= [ et = o [ Gtsriv) ; <s<5;

where the integration is performed over any vertical line in the convergence region. The Mellin transform
of a function g on [0, c0) is defined by the integral

m@:W@%AWF%@&

with convergence region f]g :={2€C:0, <Re(z) <o/} Then the inversion formula for the Mellin
transform is

1 s+1i00 ~ 1 [ee] ~ . _ _
g(t) = 2_/ t7*g(2)dz = Py [m 9(s +iw)t™ " dw, o, <s< 0';.

T J)s—ico

The following standard facts about the Mellin transform are repeatedly used in the sequel. If g; and
g2 are two functions such that the integral fooo g1(2)g2(d)dz exists, and if the Mellin transforms g1 (1 — z)
and g2(z) have a common strip of analyticity then for any line {z : Re(z) = ¢} in this strip

[e’s) 1 c+i100
A G@p@d == [ G- 2)gE)de.

2mi c—1i00

In addition, the Parseval identity for the Mellin transform reads as
/ 2(x)z* tde = —/ 9(s 4 iw)[Pdw. (4.12)
0

Estimator construction. Now we proceed with construction of the estimator. Let K be a kernel
satisfying the following condition.

(K) Function K : R — R be an infinitely differentiable bounded function on R such that

supp(K) = [0,1], AK@@:

and for given positive integer m
1 .
/ K(yy'dy=0, j=1,....m
0

Condition (K) is standard in nonparametric estimation with kernel methods.
For 0 < h < 1/2 and x¢ > 2h define function

Pron(t) = /Ot [%K(%) - %K(%)}dx £>0. (4.13)

The next statement demonstrates that for small h function ¢, is a smooth approximation to the
indicator function 1o ().
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Lemma 4.2 Let K be a kernel satisfying condition (K); then gz, n possesses the following properties:

Supp(Pao.n) = [0,20€"], @ue(t) =1, h <t < 0.

In addition, @, is an entire function, and
- 1 = ~
Puon(2) = = [2§K(—zh) — WK (2 +1)], Vz € C.
z

The next step in our construction is to define

1 s+ioco ~ 1 _
Yo n(t) = 5— 7%3’}1( 2)2q.
Tl Joioo W(l—z

Q

1 s+i00 tsz( 1

b 2
2w J e (27‘)1_ZB(%

’ ?_ 5 72 A((Z —1)h) —h'FK(2 - z)} dz, s<1. (4.14)

The special form of the integrand in the second line on the right hand side of (£I4]) is a consequence of
the following formula for the Mellin transform of function w defined in (£IT)):

(2r)° B(%H 5
z  B(%HL %)

w(z) =

This formula is stated in Lemma [[.2]in Section and proved there. Note that the integrand in (£I4)
is an analytic function in {z : Re(z) < 1} so that the integration can be performed over any vertical line
in this region. It is also seen that 1., is a function on [0, c0) defined by the inversion formula for the
Mellin transform.

Our construction of estimator of F(x¢) utilizes special properties of function 1)y, ,(t) established in
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3 Under assumption (K) one has

oS ~m 1_s5—4
/ ‘tp ﬁ’h( s - w) ‘dw < oo, Vs<l1. (4.15)
w(l —s—iw)

— 00

Moreover, if [ [tzg,n(t)|H(t)dt < oo then

/O " e n (O H(B)dE = /O " peon(@)dF (), (4.16)

where @4, 1 is given by (4.13).

The property ([£I6) is of crucial importance for our purposes. In view of Lemma 2] the integral on
the right hand side of ([@TI6]) approximates the value F'(x¢) to be estimated. Therefore the main idea is to
estimate the left hand side of ([@I6]) by plugging in the estimator of the correlation function. Specifically,

define
T/2 R

Ey(xo) := i Vo (O H (t)d, (4.17)

where H(t) is an estimator of H(t) defined in (Z3).

Upper bound on the risk. Our current goal is to study the risk of the constructed estimator F, (z0)-
For this purpose we first define the functional class of speed distribution functions on which the risk of
Fp,(z0) is assessed.

Definition 4.2 Let A > 0, 5 > 0 be fized real numbers. We say that distribution function F on [0, 00)
belongs to the functional class 75(A) if F is £ := |8] = min{k € NU {0} : k < B8} times continuously
differentiable and

max IF® ()| < A, |FO(z) - FO@)| < Az —2'|P~¢, Va2’ € ]0,00).

.....
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In words, #3(A) is the class of all distribution functions on [0, co) satisfying Hélder’s condition of order £.

Definition 4.3 Let « > —1, M > 0 and 6 > 0. We say that distribution function F on [0,00) belongs
to the functional class o (M) if F is absolutely continuous with density f and

flz) < Mz®, Y0 <az<é.

The functional class .7, (M) imposes restrictions of the local behavior of the speed density f near
the origin. According to Lemma [1], this behavior is responsible for the long/short range dependence of
the Smoluchowski process associated with the undeviated uniform motion. Note that the definition of
the functional class .7, (M) also involves parameter ¢, but we do not indicate it in the notation.

Define also

Fa (A M) = H5(A) N SW(M).

Theorem 4.2 Let F), (20) be the estimator defined in ({F17) and associated with kernel K that satisfies
assumption (K) with m > 8+ 1, and with bandwidth h that is set to be

1\ g In T/ G HH2)
he = [A-Q(z§+1)—2(1+;) = ] . i = (r 4+ MrVaF), (4.18)
where nr is defined in {{.0). Let
B+(d+1)/2 . 8
T I\ i In T 25+arz2
R e (T R

then
lim sup {¢;1 R [Fr. (20); Fap(A, Mﬂ} <,

T—o0

where C' may depend on d, 3, and o only.

Remark 4.2 Theorem [[.Z shows that the rates at which the risk of Fh*(zo) converges to zero are the
following: (InT/T)P/2B+d+2) if o > 0; (In> T/T)P/2B+d+2) if oy = 0; and (InT /T +)B/(2B+d+2) yf
—1 < a < 0. The existence of these three regimes in the rate of convergence is explained by the short/long
range dependence of the Smoluchowski process: o > 0 corresponds to the short memory, while —1 < a <0
results in the long memory with o = 0 being the boundary case.

We do not have a formal proof that Fh* (x0) is nearly rate—optimal up to a logarithmic factor;
however we conjecture that this is so. Our conjecture is based on the connection to the results obtained
recently in a closely related statistical inverse problem. Belomestny & Goldenshluger (2020) considered
the problem of density estimation from observations with multiplicative measurement errors. This is a
statistical inverse problem with integral operator of type (£I0). It was shown there that the achievable
estimation accuracy in such problems is determined by smoothness of the function to be estimated and
by the ill-posedness index v characterizing the rate of decay of the Mellin transform of function w
along vertical lines in the convergence region. In particular, if the function to be estimated satisfies
the Holder condition with index §, and the rate of decay of the Mellin transform is |w|™7 as |w| — oo
then the minimax pointwise risk converges to zero at rate n=?/(26+27+1) wwhere n is the sample size
in the setting of Belomestny & Goldenshluger (2020). As it is shown in the proof of Theorem F.2] the
ill-posedness index of the inverse problem in (@I0)-@II) is v = (d + 1)/2. With this definition of ~,
the rate of convergence established in Theorem B2 (InT/T)?/(2+27+1) ‘matches the one in Belomestny
& Goldenshluger (2020) up to a logarithmic factor. That is why we conjecture that Fj, () is nearly
rate—optimal for F'(z).

5 Brownian displacement model

In this section we consider the Smoluchowski process associated with the displacement governed by the
Brownian motion, see (4]). Recall that in this setting Xt(j) =&+ Yt(]), Y;(j) = UWt(j), forjeZ,t>0,

where Wt(j ) is the standard Brownian motion in R? and o > 0 is the diffusion coefficient.
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With this displacement process Theorem 2] holds with
T) = / / : / et @, y1)e(ta = tr;y1,¥2) - oty — tp—15Yp—1, Yp)dyadyz - - - dyp,
B1 /B, By

where 7 € IL,,, p(t;z,y) := (V2ro2t) "L exp{—|z — y||?/(202t)} is the Gaussian kernel, and

B, kem,
Bk.{BC:Rd\B7 kET{'c, kE{l,,p}

Therefore function @, in 2 is given by

Qr(t1,. .- tp // / (t2 —t1391,92) - @ty — tp—15Yp—1,Yp)dy1dya - - - dy,.
By J Bs

This formula shows that the Smoluchowski process associated with the Brownian displacement is strictly
stationary. As before, in this section we assume that the observation region is the Euclidean ball of
radius 7 centered in the origin.

5.1 Correlation function and its properties

The correlation function of the Smoluchowski process governed by Brownian displacement is easily cal-

culated using (3.1), 32)) and (&3):

H@%=VHBﬁMd{BﬂB@M@} EI( [ Lg Wy

1 ' o [Wi|?
= 71[3/ l{yg 1—- 7}y(d_1)/2(17y)_1/2dy
BEL L) o 42

1 2
4dray _ _
/ P{nﬁ - }(1—9)(d N/2y=12qy,
0 o4t

where 7 is a random variable distributed y? with d degrees of freedom. If I'(s; ) := [ t*"te~!dt is the
upper incomplete Gamma function [see (Abramowitz & Stegun 1965, Chapter 6)] then

B(4%,3)

N =

P{n>uz}= L / /21 t2qt = L(3:5)
24/21°(d/2) rg) "

and we obtain

1 Lo 7d 2ry
Hit)=1- —/ r(_; )(1 — ) (d=D/2y =172,
B(&E Or(g) Jo  \27 0%t

1 Lord 2ry
- - = 1 —y)@=D/2y=1/2qy, 5.1
s i, (5o oy

1
2

where y(s;z) :=T'(x) — I'(s; ) is the lower incomplete Gamma function.
In the next statement we summarize some properties of the correlation function that are useful for
our purposes.

Lemma 5.1 (a) The following asymptotic relationships hold:

oVt 1, d=1,
ZF’CM”:{dmdn,dzz

r(4) v2r\?
2@ ~ F(d+1>r<%>(m)’ e

1-H(t) ~ C(d) t—0;

where a ~ b means that lim(a/b) = 1.
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(b) For everyt >0

2d/2r d+1 2\ d/2
ne ) (1) (5.2
T(d+ D) \ ot
In addition, for T >0
. ma d>2,
/ H)dt < 14 ZInT, d=2, (5.3)
0
220 \T, d=1.

Remark 5.1 Lemma [5 1l demonstrates that the one-sided first derivative of correlation function H at

zero is infinite, i.e., H'(0+) = oco. Also, the rate of decay of H at infinity depends on dimension d:

we have H(t) = O(t~%?) as t — oo. This implies that for d = 1,2 the Smoluchowski process has long
. o0

memory: in these cases [, H(t)dt = oc.

5.2 Estimation of the diffusion coefficient

In this section we consider the problem of estimating diffusion coefficient o from the data A7 =
{N(t),0 < t < T}. Although the problem of estimating the diffusion coefficient from observations
of the Smoluchowski process was discussed in the literature [see, e.g., in Kac (1959) and Bingham &
Dunham (1997)], we are not aware of specific estimators with provable accuracy guarantees. The goal of
this section is to develop such an estimator.

The proposed estimator is based on the following simple idea. Define

1

1 2
d 2r<y d—1)/2,,—1/2
J(t)r=—/ v(5: (1 —y)=D2y=12qy, ¢ > 0.

B(EL,IT(D) Jo (5

Note that J is a fixed known function; it is completely determined by known parameters r and d and
can be computed at any point. Observe that H(t) = J(o?t), i.e., the problem of estimating o2 is the
problem of estimating the scale parameter of function J.

Let o € (0, %) be a parameter to be specified, and consider the following functional of the correlation
function

> H()

.

Uy =V, (H) =
0

It follows from (5.2) that the integral on the right hand side is finite for all d € N. Note also that

e e} 2
v, :/ JO™) 4y — y2ay,.
0

tl—a

where

==

Jo =

> J(t 2r2)°T(§ — ) B(5 + o, 4
%(J);:/ 1Eldt: @) (2d O‘)di ik ) |
o t aF(i)B(T,g)
With the introduced notation o2 :A[Ja/\lla]l/o‘, and if \i/a is an estimator of ¥,, then a natural estimator
of 02 can be defined as 62 := [J,/¥,]"/*.
We consider the following estimator of ¥,. Recall that p = Avol(B), and let

R R 1 T—t

) = HARWYs, B = gy | ING) = plINGs 1) = plds,

where {-}; = max{-,0}. For parameter b > 0 to be specified define

)

A Ht

oy i= tlfidt, (5.4)
0
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and the corresponding estimator of o2 is

o < Ja )l/a
O—Otb = = .
1 lI/a,b

The proposed estimator &iyb depends on two design parameters o and b that are specified in the sequel.
Now we are in a position to present a result on accuracy of the proposed estimator of ¢2. For z,y > 0

we let A(z,y) := | — y|/(z + y) and note that A(-,-) defines a distance on {x € R : z > 0}. We use

A(+,+) as a loss function in the problem of estimating o?; it measures the relative estimation accuracy.

Theorem 5.1 Let 62 = [Jo, /Ua, .1/ be the estimator of o2, where W, 4, is the estimator in >4)
associated with
) (T/In®>T)Ve, d>2,
Q1= be:={ (T/In*T)Y/? d=2,
VT/In?T, d=1,

s {[(41)(2)+ (2)"] o mlsioton)?) <

T—oo 02:02<r2T P g

where C' is a constant depending on d only, and

Then

n?7T/T, d>2,
ér =< W*T/T, d=2,
n*7T/VT, d=1.

Remark 5.2 Theorem[Z1l establishes an upper bound on the relative risk of 62. The main advantage in
using the loss function A is that the derived upper bound holds for a broad range of possible values of o,
and the estimator does not require any prior information on o.

Theorem [B.1] demonstrates that the rate of convergence of the squared relative risk coincides with
the best achievable rate in estimation of the correlation function H up to a logarithmic factor. In the
case d > 2 the risk converges at the rate that is within logarithmic factors of the parametric rate; thus
the estimator is nearly rate-optimal. The slower rate of convergence for d = 1 is a consequence of the
long range dependence. In fact, the correlation function is non—integrable in the case d = 2 too; here,
however, this leads to an extra logarithmic factor in the upper bound. We conjecture that logarithmic
factors in T" appearing in the upper bounds in the cases d # 2 can be eliminated, and in the case d = 2
the degree of the logarithmic factor can be improved.

In the specific case of d = 1 we are able to develop another estimator whose squared risk converges to
zero at the rate InT/ VT, but this estimator requires prior information on o2. The estimator construction
is based on the first order approximation of the correlation function H(t) near zero that is established
in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2 Let d =1 then for any t < o?/(2r?) one has

2

1—H(t) = \j%ir [1 —eXp{ — iL;tH +0(t), [6(t)] < eXp{ — %}

Lemma suggests the following construction of an estimator of 2. Let 7 > 0 be a parameter to
be specified and define
. \V2mr N

Gr = 7[1 — H(7)], (5.5)

where H is the standard estimator of the correlations function.

Theorem 5.2 Let 6., be the estimator (5.3) associated with 7 = 7. = 4r?/(6%InT), where & is a
constant. Then for every o < & and sufficiently large T one has

1 72InT
or — ol < c(l + —) (1)—0 I (5.6)
p

E ;
o/ T

where ¢ is an absolute constant.
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Remark 5.3

(i) If the upper bound G on parameter o is known then the squared risk of estimator 6., converges to
zero at the rate InT/ VT as T — co. This can be compared with the result of Theorem [51l which
establishes the rate (InT)?/\/T. The derived upper bound [I8) depends on &, and the accuracy
may be poor under conservative choice of &. In contrast, the estimator 62 does not require any

prior information on o2.

(ii) In the case d > 2 the first order approximation of 1 — H(t) near zero is much less accurate, and

the risk of the corresponding estimator is much worse than the one established in Theorem [5]l

6 Proofs for Section

6.1 Proof of Theorem B.1]

Recall that
T—t

R(t) = #(t) - = | INO NG Eolar et B =1(t) - 0" = pH(D)

where we denoted r(t) := E[N(s)N (s + t)], and 7(t) := (1/(T —t)) fOT_t N(s)N(t+ s)ds. We have

- /OT_S[N(TQ) + N(rs + )]dry — pﬂ

|
_Ei(s) [L /OTt[N(ﬁ) + N(m + t)]dr — pQ]

+ ]E{ P /OTS[N(TQ) + N(7s + 5)]drs — pﬂ {TL_t /OTt[N(ﬁ) + N+ 0)]dn —

::J1*J2*J3+J4.

Our current goal is to calculate the terms on the right hand side of the previous formula.
First we compute J;. Using [29) with n = 4 we have

T = BR O 0) = Gy // N(ry + ON(m)N (72 + 5)]dradrs
=p' +p°[H(t) + H(s )]+02H(
ik Hm—7m)+H(m—1—s)+ Hm —ma+t)+ H(ri — 72 + t — 5)|dridr:
v UGN LR 17 L7 1
—p2 T1,T1 T2 T1,T1 T2 S T1,72,7T2 S
+(T_S)(T_t)//[U( L1+ 6R)+U(m, 1+t +s) +U(m, 72,72 + 5)
+U(7’1+t,7’2,7’2+8)+H(7’17T2)H(7'1772+t78)+H(T177’278)H(7’17T2+t):|d7'1d7'2
# T1,7T1 T2,T2 S)AdT1ATy
iy [ Ve i sanan,

where in the above expression the integrals over 71 are taken from 0 to 7" — ¢ and integrals over 7o are

taken from 0 to T — s.
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Now we compute Jo and J3. Using ([Z9) with n = 3 we obtain

. 1 T—t
E[f(t)N(m2)] = T3 E[N(71)N (11 + t)N(12)]dm
1 Tt
=3+ pPH(t) + ﬁ {p2H(7‘1 — 7o)+ pPH(Ty +t — 1) + pU(my, 71 + t,Tz)}dﬁ,
1 T—t
E[f(t)N(m2 + s)] = T3 E[N(71)N (71 + t)N (72 + s)]dn
—tJo
1 Tt
=ﬁ+fHU+T—— {me—m—@+ﬁHﬁﬁ%—m—@+Nﬂmn+tm+$%ﬁ
—tJo
and similarly
1 T—s
E[f(s)N(m)] = T / E[N(72)N (12 + s)N(71)]d72
—sJo
T—s
:p3+p2H(s)+T s/ {p2H(T2—Tl)+p2H(TQ+S—T1)+pU(T2,T2+S,7'1)}d7'2,
—sJo
1 T—s
E[f(s)N(m1 +1)] = T / E[N(72)N (72 + s)N(11 + t)]d72
—SJo
1 T—s
=pd+ p2H( )+ T {pQH(Tg -7 —t)+ p2H(72 +s—7 —t)+pU(r2, 72+ 8,71 + t)}dTg.
—sJo

Therefore
Jo=p*+p’H(t)

3
m// [H(ﬁ—T2)+H(7‘1—7‘2—S)+H(T1—Tg—i—t)—l—H(Tl—7-2_|_t_s)}d7.1d7.2

P
T
P
(Tt)——s// (T, 71+ ¢, 72) + U(m, 11 + 8, Tz+s)}}dﬁd72,

+

+

and
Js = p' 4+ p’H(s)

3
+@ff—j;// (m—m)+H(m—mn+s)+H(p—71 —t)+ H(a — 11 + s — t)|dridm

r
+%// T2,7'2+S T1)+U(7'2,7'2+S T1+t)]}d7‘1d7‘2

(T —t)(T

Now we compute Jy:

Ja= (T =) (T —t) // N(72) + N(72 + 5))(N(11) + N(11 + t))]drdr, — 30

:p4+—(T_t) =5 // 7'1*T2)+H(7'1*T2+t)+H(7'1*T2*S)+H(T1772+t*8):|d7'1d7'2

Now we combine expressions for Jy, Js, J3 and J; to get

ER()R(s) = Jy — Jo — J3 + Jy

:PQH(t)H(S)‘Fm//U(ﬁ,ﬁ +t,7‘2,7'2+8)d7'1d7‘2
+(T—spﬁ// [H(ri —2)H(11i — 72+t — s) + H(ry — 72 — $)H (11 — T2 + t)]d71d72,
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and finally taking into account that R(t)R(s) = p*H(t)H(s) we obtain

E[R(t) — R(t)][R(s) — R(s)]

T—t T—s
p
[ M t drid
(T—t)(T—s)/ / U(ri, 11 +t, 72,72 + s)dTidme
p2 T—t T—s
+m/ / [H(Tl_TQ)H(Tl_TQ+t_S)+H(Tl_TQ_S)H(Tl_TQ‘i‘t)}dTldTQ.
This completes the proof. [ |

7 Proofs for Section [
7.1 Proof of Lemma [4.1]

We have
1 ol _ /Ty
H(t) = — / /1 VLT UL b0 (1 )t 2ayd ), (7.1)
B(%553) Jo Jo
1 VoI —y _
BELT / r(2Y )y2<d D(1 - )2y, (7.2)

It follows from () that

> 1 < rlop 2rB(HL 1) [ dF(z
/ H(t)dtZT/ / —y? T dydF(z) = — / )
0 B(Ta§) o Jo % B(— 3) Jo T

If f(z) < Ma® for 0 <z < § then for ¢t > 2r/

1 2r/t 1 M 2r\ 1+a
HO < gy [ 1@ [ 00200 Pyt < - (F)
B(£L Ly Jy 0 l+al\t
Inequality (£0) is obtained by integration of the above upper bound on H(t). ]

7.2 Proof of Theorem M.1]

We begin with a lemma that establishes bounds on the derivatives of the correlation function.

Lemma 7.1 Let L > 0 be a real number, and assume that speed distribution F is absolutely continuous
with density f.

(i) If sup, f(x) < L and [;° xf(x)dz < L then for any t >0

, L 472
|H'(t)] < m{l A (7)9} (7.3)

and
H'(t)|dt < ————
/0 H®)] B

(4
(i) If f is differentiable and sup, |f'(x)| V sup, f(x) < L then
d

[H" ()] < 4LT<
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(iil) If f is differentiable and

supz®|f'(z)| < L, / 23| f'(x)|dz < L, / 2 f(x)de < L (7.5)
x 0 0
then
3dL
H' ()] < —5 s, (7.6)
r2B(4 1)
and - I 24
|H" (t)|dt < — (7 +2(2d + 3)) .
/ sy

Proof: (i). Differentiating (4.4]) we obtain

H(t) = - d+1
2r/t 1222\ 3(d-1)
7)/0 zf(x)(lfél—ﬂ) dz.

If sup,, f(z) < L then the first equality yields for every d = 1,2, ...

2rL ! g1
|H/(t)|§w/o(1y)z( )dy:B(T,%)t?’ vt > 0.

On the other hand, it follows from the second equality that

1 e L
H O — g [ 2/ € — o W0
BELD PBEL )
Combining these two inequalities we come to (Z3). Moreover,
> L 2rLB(4H 1) dt L 2B(4FL 1)
|[H' ()|t < + / < [1 L 2B(% ]
/ BELD T BELD L P S BEL DL T BELD

(ii). The second derivative of H is

H) - —B(ff ) /0 [f (ZVT) 2Ty (20 ts}u y)4a-ngy

2

[

1

'3
SULI 222\ 3(d-1)

m/o 7@+ 2@ (1-37) T de

\

IS8
o

pol=

From the first equality we have

() < 4r2L B(4EL Ly @B(d—;,n - uLr (d+2)r+i
FOB(ELY) TP B(ELY) - )

provided that sup, f(x) Vsup, |f'(z)| < L.
(iii). By the third inequality in (ZF), limy— o0 2% f(2) = 0 and [;°[22f(2) 4+ 22 f'(x)]dz = 0; therefore

701 | [ B (- G0

+ ] /:t 22 f(x) +x2f'(z)]d:c‘}

ﬁ{’/jr/t 22 @) +200@)] [(1- 25) T 1] + ii;f(%)} (7.7)
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If d =1 then

H”t < - -
Ol g 1 e

1 472 (2r)
: v) = sy

where we have used the first inequality in (ZH). If d = 2 then by the elementary inequality 1—(1—a)'/? <
a for a € [0, 1] and by (1)

0% gt [ e s 2 (X))

2

1 2r/t ,
= 230‘—711%2/0 23|/ (2)] + 227 f(x)] do +
2 72

L - 2L
2B B

Finally, if d > 3 then expanding in Taylor’s series in (Z.7]) we obtain

[H"(1)] < ﬁ { // T (%)}

1
2 02
d—1 /2“ b , L 3dL
S T T 2If (@) + 227 ()] de + - <
B Dl | [t S T < PBE D)
where we took into account (). This completes the proof. [ |

Now we proceed to the proof of the theorem.

Proof of Theorem 4.1l In the subsequent proof ¢y, cs,. .. stand for positive constants that may depend
on d and characteristics of kernel K only. These constants may be different on different occasions.
We have the following bias—variance decomposition of the mean squared error of ¢,:

@ {Emh B ulﬂm < {E}% /OhK(%) [R(t) — R(t)}dtr}l/2
+‘% /Oh K(%)R(t)dt - R’(O+)‘. (7.8)

Our current goal is to bound from above the two terms on the right hand side of the above formula.
The bound on the bias is immediate. Expanding R(t) is Taylor’s series and using Lemma [Z.1] we
obtain

1 [t 3dCx pLh
— K- tydt — R’ <ip i — e — ¢ pLhr?
5 ) K ()R — 00| < i s 1170)| < SRR =

We continue with bounding the variance.

Bound on the variance. We have

2

v E‘hQ/hK(E)[R(t) R(t)]dt

// )E[R() R(t)][R(s) — R(s)]dtds. (7.9)

In our derivation of the upper bound on the variance we substitute formula [B.4) given in Theorem 3]
in (C9) and bound the resulting terms. The proof proceeds in the following steps.
19, Denote for brevity

Ay —m,8,t)i=H(n —m)H(mi — T2+t —8)+ H(mp — 12— $)H (11 — T2 + 1)
Ag(my — 1o, 8,t) :=U(r, 71 +t, 72,70+ 5) =U(11 — T2, 71 — T2 + 1,0, 5),
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and remind that A; and As are non—negative functions. Then using Theorem [B1] we can write
(T = 1)(T = $)E[R(t) — R(®)] [R(s) - R(s)]

T—s T— t
/ / p A1 — 7o, 8,t) + pAa(T1 — T2, S,t)}dTldTQ

= / / p2A1(T1 — T2, 8,t) + pAa(T1 — T2, s,t)}dﬁdrg + E(t, s),
o Jo

where

T—t T
E(t,s) = /o /T {p2A1(71 — To,t,8) + pAa(T1 — 7o, s,t)}dﬁdrg

T
+/ / {p2A1(7'1 — To,t,8)dm + pAs(T1 — T2, S,t)}dTldTQ.
77—t Jo

Note that for i = 1,2 and for ¢, s € [0, h] one has

T—t T T—t T T
/ / Ai(11 — 72, 8)dmdre < 2/ H(ry — 1o)drdr < 4h/ H(y)dy,
0 T—s 0 T—s 0

and similarly,

T T T T T
/ / Ai(r — 72, t,8)dmdr < 2/ / H(m — m2)dndr < 4h/ H(y)dy.
77—t Jo 77—t Jo 0

Therefore |E(t, s)| < 8h(p* + p) fOT H(y)dy, and
h ok < s
%/0 /0 K(%)dﬁ) T —ES(;(T)— pydtds

< e’ +p) S) c3(p® +p)
<
< e // - ‘dtds/ H(y)dy < == /H

Thus

)

c3(p® +p)
<V
V<V Tz / H(y)dy,

where we denoted

Ve R e
X /OT /OT {pQAl(Tl — To,t,8) + pAa(T1 — Ta, t, S)}dTldT2:| dt ds.

Denote

- 1 [hoqh s i1 [T T ,
\%4 ﬁ/o /0 K(E)K(E)ﬁ/o /0 {p Al(Tl77’2,15,8)4’[)142(7’177’2,15,8)}(17’1(17’2(”(15.

Because for t, s € [0, h]

1

T T
S — 2 — —
‘ T—sT -1 17 /0 /0 {p A1(11 — 12,t,8) + pAa(T1 — 7o, t, s)}dﬁdngtds

C4hp +P / H(y
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we have

__csh(p®+p) [T
V-V|< H(y)d
Combining this inequality with (ZI0) we obtain
V <V +c6(p*+p) L+L /TH(t)dt (7.12)
=T TP e T T —ny) ‘ '

Our current goal is to bound V' from above [see (ZI)]. Write
V = p*Vi + pVa (7.13)

1 [hh s ty 1Tt
Vii= ﬁ/o /0 K(E)K(E)ﬁ/o /0 Aq1(11 — 79, t, 8)dmdredtds
1 o[ s tn 1T
V;:—/ / K(- K|~ —/ / As(11 — 72, t, 8)dT1dTodtds.
CR T A (h) (h)T2 o Jo VPR .

20 Consider first V. Because
Ai(r — 12, t,8) = H2(7'1 — 7o)+ H(ri— 12— s)H(11 — T2 + 1)
we have Vi = Vi1 + Vi 2 where

1 h rh s t 1 T T
Via ::ﬁ/ / K(E)K<E)ﬁ/ / H(my — 10 — 8$)H (11 — 72 + t)dT1dodtds,
o Jo o Jo
A L N1t
Vig = F/o /0 K(E)K(E)ﬁ/o /0 H? (11 — 12)dmdradtds.

By (&3), Vi = 0; therefore we need to bound V;; only. To this end, let us introduce the following
subsets of R?

and

81 = {(Tl,TQ):OSTl_TQSh}m[O,T]Q, (714)
Sy = {(7‘1,7’2) t—h <1 —1 < 0} N [O,T]Q, S:= [0,T]2 \ (81 USs), (715)

and divide the double integral over 7 and 7o in three integrals corresponding to these subsets. For the
set §; we obtain

t 1
‘/11 81 h4/ / ﬁ/ H(Tl—TQ—S)H(Tl—T2+t)d7‘1d7’2dtds

h2 T2 / H(r — 72— S){h2 / K(%)H(ﬁ — T2+ t)dt}dﬁdrgds.

For (1y,m2) € & we have 7y — 7o +¢ > 0 for all ¢ € [0, h] so that H(m — 72 + t) is smooth and can be
expanded in Taylor’s series around 7 — 7o:

1 [t ho[!
— K(—)H(ﬁ )t = H (1 — 1)+~ | 2K (y)H (r — 0+ 9yh)dy, 9 € [0,1].
n2 J, “\n 2 J,
We have

h 1
< i | PIKOIE" (=~ 72t dyh)ldy < colbr?,
+JO

1ot
’ﬁ/o K(E)H(Tl—Tg—l—t)dt—Hl(Tl—TQ)

where in the last inequality we have used (7.8 of Lemma [[Il Therefore

1 h
|V171(81)| < ﬁ/ ‘ ( ‘T2/ H T1 —T9 — S {lH T1 —T2)| + ceLhr™ }dTldTQdS
csLh  c9L _
< hTQ/ |H' (11 — 72)|dT1dTs + 82T < TQ—T(lJrhr b,
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where we again use Lemma [ZI] Similarly,
t 1
V1,1(S2) : h4 ﬁ H(T1 — 19 — 8)H (11 — 72 + t)dT1d7odtds

h2/ T2/ H(m *T2+t){h2/ K(%)H(ﬁ *TQ*S)dS}dTldTth.

and by the same reasoning as above we obtain the same bound

L
Cl; 1+ hrb).

V1,1(S2)| <

Now we consider
t 1
V1.1(S) : h4 )ﬁ H(ry — 10— 8)H(11 — 120 + t)d7T1d7odtds
S

_ ﬁ//s ﬁ/o K E)H(Tl—TQ—S)dS}{%/OhK(%)H(Tl—Tg—l—t)dﬁ}dTldTQ.

On the set S functions H(m — 72 — -) and H(7; — 72 + ) can be expanded to Taylor’s series up to the
second order; therefore for (71,72) € S one has

1" '
— K(E)H(ﬁ — 79 —s)ds — H'(11 —T2)| = 3h YK (y)H" (11 — 72 — V1yh)dy
n? J, h 1 Jo

3dCk Lh
< 5Crkh H" (1 — 75 — —— 1 =culLlhr™?
< 3Cich e [H"(r = —y)| < 22 B(EL 1) ~

1Mot ,
7 ; K(E)H(Tl—Tg+t)ds—H(Tl—Tg)

= %h‘/ VK@) H" (11 — 12 + ﬁgyh)dy‘
0

3dCx Lh
Ckh max ‘H T —To 4y ‘ < 5 K = ¢y Lhr™2
r

velon) 2p(4T 1) ’

1
<3

where 91,92 € [0,1] and we have used Lemma [ZTl This yields
1
V1) € 7 // [ H (71 = 72)| + vy Lhr 2] drydr,
S
i/ |H' (11 — 72)|2dmdme +ecph®L?r™* < ¢ {L—2 +L2h2r_4}
7 /s 1= T2 1d7e 4 c12 S s ;

where in the last line we have used (Z3) and (74]). Combining the obtained inequalities for |V3 1(S1)|, [V1,1(S2)|
and |7 1(S)| we obtain

Vi| < 013{ LT[l + L+ hr ] 4 L2h2r *4} (7.16)

4% Now we consider

1 [hoqh " s 1 (T [T
Vs ﬁ/o /0 K(E)K(E)ﬁ/o /0 As(11 — 72, 8, t)dT1dTodsdt.

Write for brevity Tmax := max{0,71 — 72,71 — 72 + 8, t} and Tyin := min{0, 7 — 72,71 — 72 + s,t}, and
recall that

Ao(11 — T2, 8,t) = Evol{ BN B(v(11 — 12)) N B(v(my — 172 +t)) N B(vs)}

1
vol(B)

1
= VOI(B)Evol{B(U(TmaX — Tmin)) }-
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Note that for ¢, s € [0, h] we have Tpax = max{T; — 72 + s,t} and Tyin = min{0, 71 — 72} so that
A2(7_1 — 72,5, t) = H(Tmax - 7—min)-

Now we proceed by partitioning [0,77]? in subsets S1, Sz and S as defined in (ZI4)—(ZI5). On the set
S1 we have Tiax = (11 — 72 + 8) V¢ and Typin = 0 so that

Va(S1) = % /Oh K(%)% //S {% /OhK<%)H((T1 Tt s)V t)dt}dﬁdrgds, (7.17)

and
ot

! /hK<t)H(t)1{t> + s}dt + ! /hK(t)H( +5)1{t < + s}dt
=175 - T1 — T S — - T — T S T — T S
A h ZT1 2 A n 1 2 1 2

< ‘% /OhK<%)H(t)dt‘ + ’% /OhK(%) [H(r — 2+ 5) — H®)|1{t <7 — 7 + s}dt‘

< |H'(04)| + et Lhr™2 + oL < csLr™ ' (1 4 hr™h),

where in the last line we have used bounds on |H'(t)| established in Lemma [T} and the fact that
|71 — 72 + s — t| < 2h on the set S;. Substituting this bound in (ZI7) we obtain

1 h S 1 1 1 cq L 1
V < — — — - - < — ).
| 2(81)| <78 /O ‘K(h)‘dSTQ //S1 cigLr (1 + hr )dTldTg ST (1 + hr )

On the set S, Tmax = (11 — 72 + 8) V t and Tyin = 71 — To; therefore

Va(Ss) = %/OhK(%)%//S {%/OhK<%)H((ﬁ72+s)\/t(71Tg))ds}dﬁdngt, (7.18)

and similarly to bounding V5(S1) we have

%/OhK(%)H((ﬁ —T2+s)Vt—(n *72))(15

1 h s 1 h s
= | — — — — > — J— — —
h2/0 K(h)H(t (7‘1 Tg))l{t_ﬁ T2+S}ds+ w2 K(h)H(s)l{t<T1 T2+S}dt’
S

< ‘%/jK(%)H(s)ds +‘%/OhK(E)[H(t(ﬁ72))H(s)}1{t<7172+s}ds

< |H'(04)| + e Lhr™2 + oLt < egLr Y (1 + hr ™),

so that we also have I
c
[Va(S2)| < :—T(l +hr ).

On the set S\ 1 we have Tipax = 71 — 72 + s and Tiin = 0 so that

1 hrh s t
Vo(S\ &) = ﬁ/o /0 K<E)K(E)/s\sl H(my — 10 + s)dridredtds = 0.

On the set S\ So we have Tiax = ¢, Tmin = 71 — T2 so that

Va(S\S2) = % /Oh /OhK<%)K(%) //5\32 H(t —(n — TQ))dTldTthdS =0.

Finally, combining all these bounds we obtain

L
Va| < i5—T(1+hr*1). (7.19)
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4% Now we are in a position to complete the theorem proof. Combining (ZI6), (ZI9), (ZI3) with
([TI12)) we obtain

2
v < al’+p)l

1 h T
1+L+hr ! 2L%r4h? 2 —— / H(t)dt.
=TT HL+ T P LR e + ) i @ one) ), 0

Combining this inequality with (T.8]) we obtain

1\ L
B, — pf? §C4(1 + —) % {1 YL+ hr—l} + s L2212
P

)i ) [

The result of the theorem follows from the above inequality by selecting h, as stated in the premise of
the theorem. Under this choice as T" — oo the first term on the right hand side dominates the other
two terms and leads to the announced result. We also took into account that for bounded densities
[T H(t)dt < O(InT) as T — oo. N

7.3 Proof of Lemma

By condition (K), K (z/h) is supported on [0, k] and K (In(z/z¢)/h) is supported on [xg, zge"]. Therefore
we have for h <t < xg

gomo,h(t):%/tK(%)dx:%/lK(%)dx:L for h <t < x,
0 0

and for ¢ > zoe”

b In(z/x0) In(t/zo)/h
Pao.h(t) —1—/0 EK(T)dx_l_/o K (u)du = 0.

This proves the first statement. N _
Since K is compactly supported, K is an entire function. Also, K is entire because K is infinitely
differentiable at zero and compactly supported. Now we compute the Mellin transform of ¢, »:

Bron(2) = /Oxoeh oy, (t)dt = /Oxoeh /Ozoeh (< t){%K(%) - x—lhK(@)}dxdt
S e AR G) - g (e

L[ ) - e (D as=L -ifn)

where in the last equality we took into account that zoe” > h. The lemma is proved. [ |

7.4 Proof of Lemma

We begin with the proof of (ZIH). This condition ensures that the integral in the definition of function
Uao.h 18 absolutely convergent so that 1, 5 is well defined.
19, We note that |1, n(t)| < I1(t) + I2(t), where

t=spk =5 0 K ((s — 1+ iw)h
L(t) = Ty / ‘ ((s + iw) )’[(1—5)2+w2]_1/2dw, s <1,

2m w(l —s—iw)

t—shl—s oS}
L) = /

2m oo

K(2-s—iw)

w(l —s—iw)

’[(1 — )2 4w Ve, s<1,
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It suffices to show that the integrals appearing in definitions of I1(¢) and I5(t) are finite for s < 1.
First consider the integral in the definition of Iy (¢). Since

-~

1
K(o +iw) = / elTHI (1) dt, (7.20)
0
in view of condition (K) we have for any positive integer ¢
|K (0 + iw)| < min {c16|”|, ca(0)ell (o + MQ)J/Q}, Vo, w, (7.21)

where the second inequality follows from the repeated integration by parts in (Z20). Therefore using
Lemma [T.2] with 0 = 1 — s we obtain for any —d < s < 1

K((s —1+iw)h)
w(l —s—iw)

< 031_8{/ |I?((sfl)h+iwh)|dw+/ |f(((s1)h+iwh>||w|<d+1>/2dw}
(2r) wl<2 |w|>2

}[(1 —5)2 + w1 2%dw

< 031_8 {4e|sl|h + h*(d+3)/2/ |IA(((5 —1)h +i€)| |§|(d+1)/2d§}
(2r) €|>2h

- M{Hh—(mm (1+/ |§|<d+1>/2—ed€)} ﬁh (@+3)/2,
- (2r)ts [€]>1 (2r)!

where in order to get the penultimate inequality we split the integral into the sets 2h < |¢] < 1 and
|€] > 1, and on the first set we use the first inequality in (Z21]), while on the second set, the second
inequality in (Z2I)) is used with ¢ > (d + 3)/2.

Now consider the integral appearing in the definition of I3(¢). Similarly to (ZZI)) it follows from
K(o +iw) = [} 17" K (t)dt that for o > 0

|K (0 + iw)| < ¢6(¢) min{1, (02 + w?)~¢/?}. (7.22)

Therefore by Lemma [[.2] with 0 = 1 — s and (L.22]) we have for —d < s < 1
cr ~ . 7 . d+1)/2 cs

< — K(2—-s5—iw dw+/ K(2—s—iw)||w| dw}g .

= LR s [ IR [ o

Combining these inequalities with definitions of I;(¢) and I3(t) we finally obtain for any —d < s <1

~(Qfsfziu)
w(l —s—iw)

0= 92 )20

o ()] < c9(2r) 71475 (W17 g —o el = (@49/2) g > (7.23)

20. Now we prove ([I0). In view of ([@II)

/Ooowzo,h(f)H(t)dﬁ:/0001/110,}1(73)/0 w(tz)dF (x / [/ ) tm)dt]dF()

Therefore in order to prove ([@I0) it suffices to show that

/ Yoo n(Ow(tz)dt = pgo n(z), Y > 0. (7.24)

Talking the Mellin transform of the left hand side we obtain

/ ! / Yo, (t)w(tz)dtde = w(z) /000 £ 10 n (1)t = B(2) g n (1 — 2).
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Note that the convergence region of w(z) is {z : Re(z) > 0}. By definition of 1)y, in [@I4) the Mellin
transform of ¥y, 1S Vg n(2) = Puy (1 — 2)/W(1 — z), and its convergence region is {z : Re(z) < 1}.
Therefore the function w(2)y, n(1 — 2) is analytic in {z : Re(z) > 0}, and in this region

ﬁ;(z)/l;zo,h(l - Z) = @mo,h(z)a Vz: RG(Z) >0

Therefore, by uniqueness of the Mellin transform, (.24]) is fulfilled for all > 0 which complete the
proof of the lemma. |

7.5 Proof of Theorem

First we state a result on the rate of decay of the Mellin transform of w on vertical lines in the convergence
region.

Lemma 7.2 The Mellin transform of function w defined in (4.11)) is given by

Moreover, for 0 >0 and w € R one has

Cl (27‘)6 F(GTH)

w(o +iw > ,  VYw| <2,
| ( )l \/ml“(d*g“) | |

2 o
|0(o +iw)| > C2(2r) |w|~@+D2 0 y|w] > 2,

Vo2 4+ w?
where constants C; and Cy depend on d only.

Proof: We have

1
w(z) = BELT) / 7~ 1/ 1{t < 2ry/1— yly? @1 (1 — )~ V2dydt
2

1 z+1)

1 1 2T) B(—dJr
1— z/2 E(d_l) 1— —1/2d :( 2 0 2
/( Y7y (1-y) Y SBELL)

where the second equality holds only if Re(z) > 0 and the last equality holds for Re(z) > —1; thus the
equality holds for all z such that Re(z) > 0. Furthermore, for z = 0 + iw, 0 > 0, w € R we have

_ @
2B(4

NJI»—A
(SIS

|w(o +iw)| =

(217 T(E+D) | r(et + %)
Vortw? T(h)  T(EgZ

We use the following well known properties of the Gamma function. [see, e.g., Carlson (1977) and
Andrews et al. (1999)]:

(i) function I'(z) does not have zeros on C, and it is analytic in C := C\ {0, —1,-2,...};
(ii) |T(z +iy)| < T(x) for all x + iy € C, and |T(z + iy)| > T'(x)e "¥/2 Vo > 1/2, Vy € R;
(iii) for all 21 < x < @9 and |y| > 2 there exist constants ¢; < ¢2 depending on 27 and a2 such that

cl|y|ac71/2€77r|y|/2 < T(z+iy)| < c2|y|mfl/2€77r|y|/2

By property (ii) since (o +1)/2 > 1/2,

‘F(U +1 i_‘“)‘ > p("_“)efﬂwv{ Voo,

2 2 2
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which yields

(2r)7  T(4+1)r(2) 2

w(o +w)| > V|w| < 2.
| ( )| \/m F(%>F(d+g+2) | |
If |w| > 2 then we use property (iii):
~ . (27")0 C1| 1w| (oc+1)/2 03(27")0 —(d+1)/2
w(o +iw)| > w , YVw|>2.
[ )= Vo2 + @2 ool Lw|(@Ho /2 = m' | Jwl
where c3 depends on d only. This completes the proof. [ |

Now we proceed with the proof of the theorem.

Proof of Theorem Throughout the proof ¢y, co, . . . stand for positive constants that may depend
on d, f and « only.
It follows from ([ZZ3) and the bound on H(t) in () that [ |tg, s (t)|H(t)dt < co. Next, we have

T/2 T/2

(o) — F (o)) =] [ ottt — s [ @ - P

0

T/2 .

g‘ wmo,h(t)[H(t)—H(t)]dt’—i-‘ Vg i ‘ ‘/ Vao,n () H (1)t — F(z0)

0 T/2

:‘/()T/meo,h(t)[l:[(t)—H(t)]dt’+‘/Tzwz0,h(t) ‘ ‘/ Pao,n(@)dF (x) — F(x0)),

where in the last line we have used ([@IG]). Our goal is to derive bounds on the expectation of the squared
terms on the right hand side of the above formula.

Let € > 0 be a small number to be specified. Throughout the proof in the definition of 15, 5 in (ZI4)
we put s =1 —e€.

1°. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(7.25)

T/2 2

E\ o n (OE(t) — H(D))dt

0
In view of Theorem [B.1]

T/2 R
/0 Bl - HPdr < o / H(t (7.26)

which provides an upper bound on the second integral in previous dlsplay formula. Moreover, by ([£12),

T/2 /2
/ |wmo,h(t)|2t_26+1dt = / |¢z0,h(t)|2t2(1_6)_1dt
0 0

T/2

< (/OT/2 |1pz07h(t)|2t1726dt) (/0 e 2€E|H( ) — (t)|2dt).

<i °°|1Z (1*€+iw)|2dw:i/OO MZdw
- 27 — 00 zo,h 2 o w(e — ’LLU)
L[| 26K ((=e +iw)h) | 1 /°° hR(L+e—iw) |2
=7 d T dw=:1 + L.
oo [oo [62 + CLJQ]’[T)(E — iw) Wt T J_ o [62 + CLJQ]’[E(e — iw) w 1+ 1o

We proceed with bounding the integrals I, Is on the right hand side.
By Lemma [[2 and (Z2I)) and using the same reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 3] we obtain

nea(s)’| /W R((—e + iw)h) o + /M R(-e-+ )Pt o]

r

< (750)26 2¢h —d-2 o N2 dtL
< o =— e~ +h | K (—eh +i&)|71€T dE
2r €1>2h

2e d+1 2¢
< 2eh @ 1 h_d_2 1 / |£| d < 2eh @ h_d_2
= ¢ ( r) + + =1 [€2h? 4 €2]* §)| = e (27’) ’
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where we have used inequality (Z21]) with 2¢ > d + 2. Similarly,

h \ 2¢ ~ h \ 2¢
I <cf,(2 ) {/ |K(1+e—iw)|2dw+/ IK(1+ e — iw)[? |w|d+1dw} <c6( ) .
r | <2 Jw|>2 2r
Thus 7
2e h \ 2¢ T 2e
()22 < 2eh(ﬂ) p—d—2 (_) < 25h(_0) p—d—2.
/0 | o,h( )l = C4€ o + c¢ o < cre or

Combining this inequality with (T26]) we obtain

T/2
E Yuon(OH(t) — H (t)]dt

2¢h
<e (‘"”0)266 0+5 H (7.27)
8\2r/) epdteri- 26 '

0

20, Now we bound the second term on the right hand side of (T25). It follows from (23] applied
with s =1 — e that

[ (8)] < e (2r)E7 4 [ + e hm(H49/2].

Therefore using a bound on H(t) in (L) for sufficiently large T we obtain

/ o (O H ()AL < e1(20)° 1+ e h™ 2] [ gyt
T/2 T/2

02M

< =

< 2 14+a+te he + $€€€hh_(d+3)/2 t—2—oz+edt
14+« 0

T/2

caMage€ 1
< I+a)(l+a—c¢) (h(d+3)/2T1+a—e>’ (7.28)

provided that 1 + a — e > 0.
3°. Now we work with the thrid term on the right hand side of (Z.25). By definition of ¢, » we have

[ h zoeh
/ oo n(@)dF(z) = / 2o n(x)AF (z) + F(zo) — F(h) + / oo (@)dF(2), (7.20)
0

Zo

/Oh Gaon / / (t < 2) (%)dtdF(x) — F(h) %/OhK(%)F(t)dt (7.30)

/ o () (2) = /
F(xo)
—K

and

h

In(t/o)

/9” ;K<—1“<ffo>>]dm>
K(+)dtdF(z)

= F(zoeh)

e

:_F($O)+/z L (hl(

Zo

Combining (Z29), (C30) and (T3] we obtain

[ en@ar - ren| < |3 [ (H)roa | [ KRG - e

Because I' € #3(A) and F(0) = 0, expanding in Taylor’s series we have for some £ € (0, h)

[ _
A
t}ixo

t)dt = / K (y)F(zoe?")dy — F (o). (7.31)

1 h t hé 1
_/ K(3)F@at| < —/ K ()| [FO(€) — FOO+)|y‘dy < c1 ARP.
h Jo h o o

To bound the second term we define function R, (t) = F(x¢e!); with this notation

F
’/OlK(y)F(:Eoeyh)dy—F(xo) = ’/OlK(y)[RZO(yh)_Rmo(o)]dy_
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Expanding function R, in Taylor’s series around 0 we have

£—1

RE©O), 1, .
Ry (yh) = By (0) + 3 =57= ()’ + RO, 0<¢<h,
21 .
and therefore
[ K ORaon - ROl < & [ EGIRQE - KOOI @32

By the Faa di Bruno formula
Y4

d*
— F(zoe’) = ZF(k) (zoe") Beg(woe', . .., zoe’),

14
RO = =
k=1

where By}, is the Bell polynomial of degree ¢ in £ — k + 1 variables given by the formula

B Vil 21\ J1 Lokt j[—k+1'
Bg7k($1,...,l‘5_k+1)—Zm(ll) (7(67]{4»1)') )

the sum is taken over all over all subsets j1, ..., je—r+1 of non—negative integers such that j1+- - -+jr—x4+1 =
kand j1+2jo+-- -+ —k+1)ji—g+1 = €. In our specific case the Fad di Bruno formula takes the form

R(é) ch L) (zoe!)(zoe! )k
k=1

where ¢y, are coefficients depending on k and [ only. Therefore

¢
|R9(f0) & - Rg(fg)(oﬂ = ’ Z Ck,zxg [F(k) (90065)@% - F® (%)H

k=1
¢
< 3" cnaal [ HIF ) (woef) = FO (ao)| + [F® (o) e —1]]
k=1
-1
< epaak [ekhA:E0|eh — 1]+ AleM — 1|} + o0 [Axg_qeh — 1Pt 4 Ale*h — 1
k=1
-1
< C2A|:£Cgh6_é + thlg‘H},
k=1

where constant co depends on [ only. To obtain the last formula we have used the elementary inequality
e’ —1 <zxe®, x >0, and the fact that h < 1/2. Combining this inequality with (7.32]) we obtain

1 -1
[ K ) R 0] < a1 S,
0 k=1
and finally
-1
‘/ Guon(@)AF (z) — F(z0)| < caARP (25 + 1) + 3 Ah“lz k+1 (7.33)
k=1

4%, Now we are in a position to complete the proof of the theorem. We combine bounds (27, (T.28)
and ([Z33) and set ¢ = 1/InT. Then for T large enough we obtain

. a(l4+4)InT
E|F(x0) = F(wo)|* < —5——

caM 2728
< hd+2T /H dt+hd+3T2+03Ah (:L' +1)?
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In view of (&0 we have
T
/ H(t)dt < caijp, iip = [r+ MrY Oy,
0

and we recall that np is 1 for « > 0; InT for o« = 0, and T~ * for —1 < a < 0 [see ([@.@])]. Then the choice
h = h, as in ([£I]) leads to the announced result. [ |

8 Proofs for Section
8.1 Proof of Lemma [5.7]

(a). Behavior at zero. If d = 1 then by straightforward algebra

10 = g e e T e
~ gy e g:>1<x§ s
T [Tarrrena(e < 2Zjan s Do (- 20y - 2
o that L H() ~ oVt _ avi 0

Var(3)r 27

If d > 2 then the asymptotic approximation of the upper incomplete Gamma function [see, e.g.,
(Abramowitz & Stegun 1965, 6.5.32)] yields:

1— H(t) ~ ;(2—7’2)%_1 /lexp ( - 27iy)a — )RRy 0. (8.1)
B(LEL, Dr(d) \o?t 0 o2t ’

The integral on the right hand side is expressed in terms of Kummer’s function [cf. (Abramowitz &
Stegun 1965, Chapter 13)] that is defined as follows: for a and b satisfying Re(b) > Re(a) > 0

- a+] _ F(b) ! zu, a—1 —a—1

With this notation letting a = (d — 1)/2 and b = d we have

! 2r2 L INEE=S N d—1 2r2
/ exp(— y)(l y)é(d 1)y2(d 3)dy* ( 2 )T 2 )M( d;f—). (8.2)
0

ot ot

By (Abramowitz & Stegun 1965, 13.1.5), M (a, b; z) = sz(f)a) (—2)7*[140(]z|™1)], Re(z) < O as |z] = oc.
Therefore combining ([82) and (8I]) we obtain

r¢+1) PNEIT(EED(SE) T(d) 2r\ -
V=10 ~ g () @ T (o)
d o2ty 1/2 d oVt
(d_1)r(2)(§t) :ﬁ(\/ﬂtr) as =0

These calculations show that H’(0+) =
Behavior at infinity. As t — oo we have

1 2 /22y d/2 @1)2 12y
H(t) ~ /Od( Qt) (1-y) y iy =
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as claimed.

(b). Tt follows from (&1 that

1 Loy, 212y
H(t) = / / z2 e "1 (2 < (1 —y)zd=Dy=12dzdy
B(H2,5)T(5) Jo Jo ( o? t)
1 12 r2r2yNd/2
< z (d-1),~1/24
s g ), (o) 0 '
) (2_7“2)d/2 ¥ >0
I(d+1)I(3) \o?t ’
We also have
1 ooy 212y 1
H(t // r2 e ™ min{ == T (1—y)2(d71)y_1/2dxdy.
/ ( a%)r(%) 0 Jo {0250 }

If d > 2 then

If d = 2 then
1 bpoeo 7I 22y
0=ga [ ] (o= ) a -y sy
272
1 1 2r2y
— 1— - 1 12124y < vVt >0
B(%,%)/o[ eXp{ % H( Y)Yy < 5o >0,

where we have used the elementary inequality 1 — e™® < x. Therefore for d = 2

T 2 T 2
r dt r
Ht)dt <1+ — — =14+ —1InT.
Jdtsitom [ 71t gmh
If d =1 then
H(t) = 1 g / / ) 1/2dycdy
5 5
2 2r2y\ 1/2 2 2\1/2
< T / ( a y) Yy 2dy = _(r_) , Vt > 0.
B(l, §)F(§) 0 02t 7T O'Qt
This completes the proof. [ |

8.2 Proof of Theorem [5.1]

In the subsequent proof ¢q, ca,... stand for positive constant that may depend on d only. The proof is
divided in two steps.

(a). First we establish an upper bound on accuracy of estimating the functional ¥,. We have

H H
ab* a — tla
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hence

B[, — 0,2 <2// — H(t)(H(s) — H(s))] |

tl asl o

< H(t) \°
+2(/ tl(o?dt) = 2[1 + 2[2
b

The bound on I5 is readily obtained from (5.2)):
 H(t) r\d [ dt 2¢1 "N 0_d/o
<e- = —) pd/
/b tl-o _c1<0) /b tl-atd/2 (d—2a)(o) ’

2¢; \2/7r\2d
T <( ) (_) b d+2a )
2=\d-2a o

Now we bound I7: by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, (33 and (E3)

b
1
Ilﬁ[/ -
Ot

so that

s (B0 - o) e afi DI H(t)dt{/ob t-(d—t—t

wT

b2oz
<CQ 1—|— / H

Using ([B.3) and combining the bounds for I; and Iy we obtain the following results.
If d =1 then

st o143 ()7 + () ()

Letting b, = (1 — 2a)~2a2V/T we obtain

- IN/r 7\ 2 a2t
s w0 DO () -
[Wap. " <ec =+ I\ + o) |0 2a)teriea

If d = 2 then
b2a

2 2c1 \2/7r\%4 _
() wrf+ (55) (5) v
aT{ + o . + 2 -2« o b

Therefore letting b, = a/T/InT we obtain for sufficiently large T

P 1 2 4 In7T1-
E[Vq b, —‘I’a|2§cs{(1+—) (1) + (1) i|a72+2a( n )
7 p/ o o T

Finally, if d > 2 then

1 2 p2e 2c1 \2/7\2d
E¥a, — Wal? < er(14-) (%) ( ) (L) e,
[Pao Feer(ls 0/ \a/) 2T + d— 2« o

E[$,, — U2 <c5(1+ )

and for b, = (a®T)"/¢ we get

7 1 2 2d 1 \1-22
E[Wap. — Pal* <cs [(1 + —) (1) + (1) } (T) .
p/ o o T

(8.5)

(b). Now we relate error in estimating 0 by 645 to the mean squared error of \i/mb. By definition

J., \la . J, \Uel .
|&§b_g2|:(ﬁ) /e e < (q, z ) (B v W) W —
' a ¥ a,b a ¥ a,b «
Jo\Ve . 1 ) Jo \e o . 1 .
= (L) (b, > U —— |, — T, (“) 10, , <0, v, — W,
(%) (Fop 2 o) o] o+ (3) T 10¥an < Wa) ] o
1 A i = A
O(\I/ - \Ila b| |: ( a,b Z \Ila) + O—i,bl(\pa,b < \Ila):| S a T \Ila,b|(02 + O—i,b)v
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where in the first line we have used the elementary inequality |a'/® — b'/*| < L(a Vv b)a~'|a — b| which
holds for all a,b > 0 and 0 < o < 1. Therefore

A2 2y12 &3719702 ? ot =2 AN =2
E[A(62,,0%)]" = E| 3 | < — Bl — Tl < cl(;) BTy — Ta,, (8.6)

where we have taken into account that

2r2)°T(4 — )B(L + o, 4L 2
CY2J02¢ - |:( %) (2d a)d+(12 h o, — ):| > et Vac (0,1/2).
L($)B(%3)
To complete the proof we combine ([86) with B3], (84) and [BH). and set o, =1/InT. [ |

8.3 Proof of Lemma

We have
H(t) = 1 /1 Oox_l/Qe_Il(:E < 2r2y)y V2 dady
B(1,3)r(3) Jo Jo T ot
3 2
_ 21“(5)/ x—1/2€—m(1 U\/E)l{ < QL}d
1’*2(%) o V2r — o2t
or(3 o0 22 t 272 t
=R [Temrenafe < han s N o { = 2} - i]
I'2(3) LJo o Vor ot V2r
1 00 t 2 2 t
=1-— 272" dx + oVi exp{—%}—i.
ﬁ 212 /(02t) \2rr ot 27r

Then for any t < 02/(27?) one has

1—H(t) = \j%%r [1 —eXp{ — iﬁH +0(t), [6(t)] < eXp{ — E}

8.4 Proof of Theorem
It follows from Lemma 5.2 that

_ j;T[lfH(T)] §exp{fTT}{o+ \/\g_;l
Therefore
5 0’|§\/j_;r|ﬁ(T)_H(T)|+eXp{_O'TTQT}[U+ \;7:7"}’
and

E|&, — of? gc{(lJr%)%/oTH(t)dtnLexp{jTrj}[aQnLr%}}
2

<{(+D)(Q) oo - 2} 5]}

where we have used (E.3). Setting for some & > 0

472

T =Tx = Z
a2InT
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we obtain

O (A AT S (g PP
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