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Abstract

The Pickands estimator for the extreme value index is beneficial due to its universal
consistency, location, and scale invariance, which sets it apart from other types of esti-
mators. However, similar to many extreme value index estimators, it is marked by poor
asymptotic efficiency. Chen (2021) introduces a Conditional Value-at-Risk (CVaR)-based
Pickands estimator, establishes its consistency, and demonstrates through simulations that
this estimator significantly reduces mean squared error while preserving its location and
scale invariance. The initial focus of this paper is on demonstrating the weak convergence
of the empirical CVaR in functional space. Subsequently, based on the established weak
convergence, the paper presents the asymptotic normality of the CVaR-based Pickands
estimator. It further supports these theoretical findings with empirical evidence obtained
through simulation studies.

Keywords: Pickands estimator; Extreme value index; Conditional Value-at-Risk; Asymptotic nor-
mality; Second-order regular variation

1 Introduction

Suppose X is a random variable (r.v.) with a distribution function (d.f.) F , and X1, X2, . . . , Xn

is a sequence of independent samples of X. The extreme value d.f. with shape parameter γ ∈ R (shift
parameter 0 and scale parameter 1) is defined by

Gγ(x) =

{
exp

{
−(1 + γx)−1/γ

}
, for γ ̸= 0, 1 + γx > 0,

exp {−e−x} , for γ = 0, x ∈ R.

The d.f. F belongs to the domain of attraction of Gγ for some γ ∈ R, noted as F ∈ D(Gγ), if there
exists a sequence of constants an > 0 and bn ∈ R such that

lim
n→∞

P {max (X1, . . . , Xn) ⩽ anx+ bn} = lim
n→∞

Fn (anx+ bn) = Gγ(x). (1.1)

This γ is called the extreme value index of F .
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An alternative characterization of γ in extreme value theory can be provided using the generalized
Pareto distribution (GPD), which has d.f.

Hγ(x) =

{
1− (1 + γx)−1/γ , for γ ̸= 0, x ≥ 0, 1 + γx > 0,

1− e−x, for γ = 0, x ≥ 0.

Note that Hγ with γ > 0 yields a Pareto distribution; H0 coincides with the exponential distribution.
Additionally, Hγ with γ < 0 exhibits a finite right endpoint, particularly with γ = −1 resulting in a
uniform distribution on the interval (0, 1).

Understanding the extreme value index γ is crucial for modeling maxima and estimating extreme
quantiles. The estimation of γ, besides high quantile estimation, is one of the most crucial problems
in univariate extreme value theory.

Let X
(n)
1 , X

(n)
2 , · · · , X(n)

n denote the descending order statistics of X1, . . . , Xn. Pickands (1975)
proposed a simple estimator for γ, constructed in terms of log-spacings of order statistics:

γ̂Pn (m) :=
1

log 2
log

(
X

(n)
m −X

(n)
2m

X
(n)
2m −X

(n)
4m

)
, for m = 1, . . . , ⌊n/4⌋,

where ⌊x⌋ is the floor of a real number x. Compared with the Hill (1975) estimator and the probability
weighted moment estimator proposed by Hosking et al. (1985), the primary benefits of the Pickands
estimator include the invariant property under location and scale shift, and the consistency for any
γ ∈ R under intermediate sequence such that mn → ∞, mn/n → 0 as n → ∞.

However, the Pickands estimator exhibits relatively poor asymptotic variance. To address the
drawback, Yun (2002) first generalized the Pickands estimator by

γ̂Yn,m(u, v) :=
1

log v
log

X
(n)
m −X

(n)
[um]

X
(n)
[vm] −X

(n)
[uvm]

, u, v > 0, u, v ̸= 1, (1.2)

where 1 ⩽ m, [um], [vm], [uvm] ⩽ n and [x] denotes the integer part of x ∈ R. The estimator is
constructed by the linear combinations of the logarithm of the spacing between intermediate order
statistics. The spacings are generalized and determined by u and v. The optimal (u∗, v∗) with
0 < v ≤ u < 1 along γ which minimizes the asymptotic variance is approximated numerically. Then,
the estimation is conducted in an adaptive manner.

All the previously mentioned estimators are constructed using order statistics as empirical quantiles
of the distribution function (d.f.). Alternatively, a different quantity called Conditional Value at Risk
(CVaR) order statistic, also known as the empirical super-quantile, can be introduced in extreme value

index estimators. Chen (2021) defined the empirical descending CVaR order statistics Y
(n)
1 ⩾ Y

(n)
2 ⩾

· · · ⩾ Y
(n)
n by

Y
(n)
k :=

1

k

k∑
i=1

X
(n)
i , k = 1, . . . , n, (1.3)

where X
(n)
i are the descending order statistics. The {Y (n)

k }nk=1 are named CVaR order statistics, and
its equivalence to the empirical CVaR, i.e.,

Y
(n)
k = ĈVaR1− k

n
k = 1, . . . , n.

was also explained. For further relation to the CVaR and CVaR estimation we refer to Rockafellar
and Uryasev (2002), Acerbi and Tasche (2002), John Manistre and Hancock (2005), Brazauskas et al.
(2008), Gao and Wang (2011), etc. Compared to VaR, CVaR captures more information about a
distribution’s tail. In the field of extreme value theory, CVaR is often referred to as ‘conditional tail
expectation’ (CTE). When X has a continuous distribution, CTE is a coherent risk measure and
is equivalent to CVaR. Asymptotic studies of CTE in univariate or multivariate cases under related
extreme-value-type conditions can be found in Hua and Joe (2011), Asimit et al. (2011), Joe and
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Li (2011), and Zhu and Li (2012). Instead of estimating CTE or CVaR through sample averaging,
alternative estimators based on extreme value theory have been proposed for both univariate and
multivariate cases. These estimators involve an intermediate step to estimate the extreme value index
using methods such as the Hill estimator or the maximum likelihood approach to approximate the
upper right tail of the distribution. Troop et al. (2022) introduced an estimator of CVaR in the
univariate case. Cai et al. (2015) established an estimator of marginal expected shortfall (MES)
of a random variable X in a multivariate setup without imposing any parametric structure on the
variables (X,Y ). The estimator by Martins-Filho et al. (2018) admits a nonparametric location-scale
representation between two random variables. One can take advantage of extreme value theory in
CVaR estimation. Conversely, one can also benefit from the CVaR quantity in extreme value index
estimation. Therefore, Chen (2021) incorporated CVaR order statistics into the framework by Yun
(2002) to introduce the CVaR-based Pickands estimator by

γ̂n,m(u, v) :=
1

log v
log

Y
(n)
m − Y

(n)
[um]

Y
(n)
[vm] − Y

(n)
[uvm]

, u, v > 0, u, v ̸= 1, (1.4)

where 1 ⩽ m, [um], [vm], [uvm] ⩽ n and [x] denotes the integer part of x ∈ R. He showed the
consistency of the estimator within γ < 1. The CVaR can be viewed as an equal-weighted average
of Value-at-Risk (VaR) (Rockafellar and Uryasev, 2002). Therefore, with γ not too large, i.e., the
distribution tail is not too heavy, the idea of equal-weighted averaging can reduce the variance of the
estimator for the extreme value index (see Sections 4 and 5).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the CVaR-based regular
variation condition in extreme value theory. Section 3 focuses on the weak convergence of empirical
CVaR in functional space. Section 4 exhibits the asymptotic normality result of the CVaR-based
Pickands estimator. Section 5 provides simulation studies supporting the asymptotic normality result,
while Section 6 presents the conclusions.

2 The CVaR-based Regular Variation Conditions

2.1 First-order Conditions

A sequence of positive integers m = m(n) is called an intermediate sequence if m → ∞ and
m/n → 0 as n → ∞. Define U(x) := F−1(1 − 1/x), where F−1 denotes the quantile function of F .
Then the condition F ∈ D(Gγ) is equivalent to the existence of a positive, measurable function a(t)
defined on a neighborhood of infinity such that

lim
t→∞

U( ty )− U(t)

a(t)
=

y−γ − 1

γ
:= hγ(y), y > 0 (2.1)

where hγ(y) has to be read as log 1
y in case γ = 0. Moreover, (1.1) holds with bn := U(n) and

an := a(n). See Lemma 1, De Haan (1984) and Theorem 1.1.6, De Haan and Ferreira (2006). The
auxiliary function a in (2.1) is regularly varying with index γ, denoted as a ∈ RVγ , in other words,

lim
t→∞

a( ty )

a(t)
= y−γ , y > 0. (2.2)

If a ∈ RV0, a is called a slowly varying function.
Suppose F has a finite mean and define

V (x) :=
1

x

∫ x

0
F−1(1− s)ds =

1

x

∫ x

0
U(

1

s
)ds. (2.3)

Chen (2021) showed that if F ∈ D(Gγ), there exists a positive, measurable function a(t) defined on a
neighborhood of infinity such that

lim
t→∞

V (yt )− V (1t )

a(t)
=

1

y

∫ y

0
hγ(w)dw −

∫ 1

0
hγ(w)dw := h̃γ(y) for y > 0, (2.4)
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alternatively, for y > 0,

V (yt )− V (1t )

a(t)
= h̃γ(y) +R(t, y), R(t, y) = o(1) as t → ∞, (2.4’)

where h̃γ(y) =
y−γ−1
γ(1−γ) for γ < 1 and h̃γ(y) = −log(y) in case γ = 0.

Standing on (2.4), Chen (2021) proved the weak and strong consistency of the CVaR-based
Pickands estimator, γ̂n,m(u, v), under the condition F ∈ D (Gγ) of (2.1) for the intermediate sequences
m = m(n) as n → ∞ and even m(n)/ log(log n) → ∞.

2.2 Second-order Conditions

To derive the asymptotic bias of the CVaR-based estimator, one needs to consider the second-order
behavior of V defined in (2.3). The following condition first presents the second-order requirement for
U .

Condition 2.1. There are γ ∈ R, ρ ≤ 0, and A ∈ RVρ with limt→∞A(t) = 0 such that

lim
t→∞

U( t
y
)−U(t)

a(t) − hγ(y)

A(t)
= Hγ,ρ(y), (2.5)

where the function a appears in (2.1) and there exist constants c1, c2 ∈ R such that

Hγ,ρ(y) = c1

∫ 1

y
s−γ−1

∫ 1

s
w−ρ−1dwds+ c2

∫ 1

y
s−(ρ+γ)−1ds, y > 0. (2.6)

The function A appearing in (2.5) can be used to further restrict the sequence m = m(n) and it
leads to Condition 2.

Condition 2.2. Let A be as in condition 2.1. The intermediate sequence m = m(n) satisfies

√
mA(

n

m
) → 0.

The second-order regular variation limit function for V is similar and demonstrated in the following
corollary.

Corollary 2.1. If Condition 2.1 holds with γ < 1,

lim
t→∞

V ( y
t
)−V ( 1

t
)

a(t) − h̃γ(y)

A(t)
= H̃γ,ρ(y), y > 0, (2.7)

where

H̃γ,ρ(y) :=
1

y

∫ y

0
Hγ,ρ(x)dx−

∫ 1

0
Hγ,ρ(x)dx. (2.8)

3 The Empirical CVaR Process

Remark 3.1. Let X be a random variable with d.f. F where F ∈ D(Gγ), and let k be an integer with
0 < k < 1/γ+, where γ+ := max(0, γ). Then, E(|X|k) is finite. In particular, if γ < 1, E|X| is finite;
if γ < 1

2 , E(X2) is finite and thus, the variance of random variable X exists (De Haan and Ferreira,
2006, Theorem 5.3.1).

This implies that the CVaR-based estimators are valid for γ < 1
2 , contingent upon the finite

variance of the random variable with distribution function F , where F ∈ D(Gγ), and, of course, the
existence of CVaR (γ < 1).
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The stochastic process with the empirical VaR process is defined by

Bn(t) :=
√
m
X

(n)
[mt] − U( n

mt)

a( n
m)

, 0 < t ≤ n

m
.

Assume that Condition 2.1 and 2.2 hold, from Proposition 1 of Resnick and Staăricaă (1999), the
stochastic process

Bn(t) :=
√
m
X

(n)
[mt] − U( n

mt)

a( n
m)

⇒ B(t) (3.1)

in D(0,∞) as n → ∞,m → ∞ and m/n → 0, where B(t) = t−γ−1W (t) and W is a standard Brownian
motion.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose F ∈ D(Gγ) with γ < 1
2 , and Conditions 2.1 and 2.2 hold, and define the

stochastic process with empirical CVaR process by

B̃n(t) :=
√
m
Y

(n)
[mt] − V (

mt

n
)

a(
n

m
)

, 0 < t ≤ n

m
.

Then,
B̃n(t) ⇒ B̃(t) (3.2)

in D(0,∞), where

B̃(t) =
1

t

∫ t

0
s−γ−1W (s)ds, t > 0.

Observe that when γ < 1
2 , the stochastic process B̃(t), t > 0 is mean-zero normally distributed

with the finite variance

V ar(B̃(t)) =

{
2

(1−γ)(1−2γ) t
−2γ−1, γ ̸= 0 & γ < 1

2 ,
2
t , γ = 0.

(3.3)

Note that the weak convergence of the empirical CVaR holds in (3.2) requires a finite variance of B̃(t),
implying γ < 1

2 . This aligns with the consistency that the CVaR-based estimators are valid when
γ < 1

2 as indicated in Remark 3.1. Besides, with t1, t2 > 0,

Cov(B̃(t1), B̃(t2)) := σ(t1, t2)

=


(t1t2)

−1
[
h1(γ)(t1 ∧ t2)

1−2γ − h2(γ)(t1 ∧ t2)
1−γ(t1 ∨ t2)

−γ
]
, γ ̸= 0 & γ < 1

2

(t1 ∨ t2)
−1 [2− log (t1 ∧ t2) + log (t1 ∨ t2)] , γ = 0,

where h1(γ) =
1

γ(1−γ)(1−2γ) and h2(γ) =
1

γ(1−γ) .

4 Asymptotic Normality of the CVaR-based Pickands

Estimator

Standing on Theorem 3.1 in Section 3, we can derive the following theorem on the asymptotic
normality of the CVaR-based Pickands estimator.

Theorem 4.1 (Asymptotic Normality). Suppose F ∈ D(Gγ) with γ < 1
2 , and Conditions 2.1 and 2.2

hold. Let u, v > 0 with u, v ̸= 1 and define the function

g(v, uv) =

{
v−γ−(uv)−γ

γ(1−γ) , γ ̸= 0

log u, γ = 0.
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Then,

√
m(γ̂n,m(u, v)− γ)

d−→ N

(
0,

σ2
γ(u, v)

v2γ log2 v
× 1

g2(v, uv)

)
as n → ∞,

where

σ2
γ(u, v) =

{
2

(1−γ)(1−2γ)(1 + v−1)(1 + u−2γ−1) + G (u, v), γ ̸= 0,

(1 + u−1)(1 + v−1) + G (u, v), γ = 0,

and

G (u, v) = 2
(
−σ(1, u)− vγσ(1, v) + vγσ(1, uv) + vγσ(u, v)− vγσ(u, uv) + v2γσ(v, uv)

)
.

5 Simulations

In the simulation study, two estimators are included: the estimator γ̂Yn,m(u, v) in (1.2) by Yun
(2002) and the CVaR-based Pickands estimator γ̂n,m(u, v) in (1.4). The parameters u and v are
set to u = v = 2, rendering the first estimator equivalent to the Pickands estimator introduced by
Pickands (1975). The distributions involved in the experiment include Generalized Extreme Value
and Generalized Pareto distributions, as they are applicable for γ ∈ R. We compare two ratios for the
two estimators. The first is the ratio of asymptotic variances, and the second is the ratio of estimated
variances through simulation. For details on the asymptotic variance of the estimator γ̂Yn,m(u, v),
please refer to Yun (2002).

1.0 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4
extreme value index

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.40

ra
tio

ratio of estimator variance (CVaR-based over VaR-based)
asymptotic variance
variance by simulation

Figure 1: Generalized Extreme Value distribution.
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ratio of estimator variance (CVaR-based over VaR-based)
asymptotic variance
variance by simulation

Figure 2: Generalized Pareto distribution.

The results presented in Figures 1 and 2 are obtained from 104 samples with intermediate order
statistics size m = 102 and sample size n = 104. Each distribution is sampled from the same set
of random seeds. The two figures depict the ratio of asymptotic variance and the ratio of estimated
variance by simulation across the range −1 ≤ γ < 0.5. It can be observed that the two ratios coincide
within the range of γ = −1 to around 0.2. Their discrepancies emerge and increase as γ approaches
0.5. This is because as γ approaches 0.5, the CVaR-based Pickands estimator eventually exhibits an
infinite asymptotic variance. On the other hand, the estimated variance by simulation continues to
increase but never reaches infinity. When focusing on the ratio of asymptotic variance, we can also
observe that the CVaR-based Pickands estimator substantially reduces the asymptotic variance to
approximately 0.15 to 0.45 times that of the original Pickands estimator.

6 Conclusion

This paper studies the asymptotic behavior of the CVaR-based Pickands estimator proposed by
Chen (2021). The CVaR-based second-order regular variation condition is derived. Then, the weak
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convergence of empirical CVaR in functional space is established under the derived second-order
condition. Subsequently, the asymptotic normality of the estimator is presented, standing on the
result of weak convergence of empirical CVaR, and is empirically validated through simulation.

A Proofs

Proof of Corollary 2.1

Proof. When γ < 1 and γ ̸= 0, since F has a finite mean, both the left hand side and the right
hand side in (2.5) are integrable functions. By Dominated Convergence Theorem, the integration is
preserved by convergence. We can take integral from 0 to y both left and right hand sides and take
subtraction with y = 1 to get (2.7).

Proof of Theorem 3.1

Proof. First note that X
(n)
mt = F−1

n (1− mt
n ) and Y

(n)
mt = 1

t

∫ t
0 F

−1
n (1− ms

n )ds where F−1
n is the empirical

quantile function for the random variable X. Thus, B̃n(t) =
1
t

∫ t
0 Bn(s)ds.

Define πt : D(0,∞) → D(0,∞), where D(0,∞) is the space of cadlag functions on (0,∞), such
that πt(x) =

1
t

∫ t
0 x(s)ds. The idea of the proof is to utilize the continuous mapping theorem based on

the continuity of πt(x) on D(0,∞). On the space D[0, k] with a finite and positive k, the Skorohod
topology can be defined by the metric

dk(x, y) = inf
λ∈Λk

{
sup
s<t

∣∣∣∣log λ(t)− λ(s)

t− s

∣∣∣∣ ∨ sup
t

∣∣∣∣x(t)− y(λ(t))

∣∣∣∣},
where Λk denotes the class of strictly increasing, continuous mappings of [0, k] onto itself such that if
λ ∈ Λk, λ(0) = 0 and λ(k) = k. Meanwhile, the metric that defines the Skorohod topology on D[0,∞)
is given by

d∞(x, y) =

∞∑
k=1

2−k(1 ∧ dk(x
k, yk)).

From Theorem 16.1 by Billingsley (2013), the convergence d∞(xn, x) → 0 in D[0,∞) if and only if
there exists λn ∈ Λ∞ such that

sup
t<∞

|λn(t)− t| → 0

and, for each k,
sup
t≤k

|(xn ◦ λn)(t)− x(t)| = sup
t≤k

|xn(λn(t))− x(t)| → 0,

where Λ∞ is the set of continuous, increasing maps of [0,∞) onto itself. On D[0,∞), we define

π
′
t(x) =

{
πt(x), t > 0,

0, t = 0.

For each k, we have

sup
0<t≤k

∣∣∣π′
t {xn ◦ λn} − π

′
t {x}

∣∣∣ = sup
0<t≤k

∣∣∣∣1t
∫ t

0
xn(λn(s))ds−

1

t

∫ t

0
x(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ .
Since any x ∈ D[0,∞) is bounded at any finite subinterval of [0,∞), we can find that sup0<t≤k∣∣∣1t ∫ t

0 xn(λn(s))ds− 1
t

∫ t
0 x(s)ds

∣∣∣ → 0 follows by supt≤k |xn(λn(t))− x(t)| → 0. When t = 0, the

convergence between π
′
t(xn) and π

′
t(x) is straightforward. Thus, the convergence d∞(xn, x) → 0 implies

the convergence d∞(π
′
t(xn), π

′
t(x)) → 0 in D[0,∞). In other words, π

′
t(x) is continuous on D[0,∞) and

πt(x) is continuous on D(0,∞). Therefore, via the continuous mapping theorem (Theorem 9.7 in Sen
(2018)), we can take integral both at the LHS and RHS in (3.1), so we can get (3.2) and (3.3). When
γ ̸= 0, V ar(B̃(t)) = t−2

∫ t
0 (s

−γ − t−γ)2ds and the convergence of the integral requires γ < 1
2 .

7



Proof of Theorem 4.1

Proof. From Proposition 1, if F ∈ D(Gγ) with γ < 1
2 , we have

Y
(n)
[vm] − Y

(n)
[uvm]

a(
n

m
)

=
V (vmn )− V (uvmn )

a(
n

m
)

+
1√
m
(B̃n(v)− B̃n(uv))

= g(v, uv) + op(1)

since B̃n(v) − B̃n(uv) has asymptotically a normal distribution. Thus, as we define An,m(u, v) =
Y

(n)
m −Y

(n)
[um]

Y
(n)
[vm]

−Y
(n)
[uvm]

,

√
m(An,m(u, v)− vγ) =

√
m
Y

(n)
m − Y

(n)
[um] − vγ(Y

(n)
[vm] − Y

(n)
[uvm])

Y
(n)
[vm] − Y

(n)
[uvm]

p∼ 1

g(v, uv)

√
m
Y

(n)
m − Y

(n)
[um] − vγ(Y

(n)
[vm] − Y

(n)
[uvm])

a(
n

m
)

= Bn,m(u, v) + Cn,m(u, v) as n → ∞, (A.1)

where

Bn,m(u, v) :=
1

g(v, uv)
{B̃n(1)− B̃n(u)− vγ(B̃n(v)− B̃n(uv))},

Cn,m(u, v) :=

√
m

g(v, uv)

V (mn )− V (umn )− vγ(V (vmn )− V (uvmn ))

a( n
m)

.

When γ ̸= 0,

V ar
(
B̃n(1)− B̃n(u)− vγ(B̃n(v)− B̃n(uv))

)

=
(
1 −1 −vγ vγ

)
h(γ) σ(1, u) σ(1, v) σ(1, uv)
σ(1, u) u−2γ−1h(γ) σ(u, v) σ(u, uv)
σ(1, v) σ(u, v) v−2γ−1h(γ) σ(v, uv)
σ(1, uv) σ(u, uv) σ(v, uv) (uv)−2γ−1h(γ)




1
−1
−vγ

vγ


= h(γ)(1 + v−1)(1 + u−2γ−1) + G (u, v)

and when γ = 0,

V ar
(
B̃n(1)− B̃n(u)− vγ(B̃n(v)− B̃n(uv))

)

=
(
1 −1 −vγ vγ

)
2 σ(1, u) σ(1, v) σ(1, uv)

σ(1, u) 2
u σ(u, v) σ(u, uv)

σ(1, v) σ(u, v) 2
v σ(v, uv)

σ(1, uv) σ(u, uv) σ(v, uv) 2
uv




1
−1
−vγ

vγ


= (1 + u−1)(1 + v−1) + G (u, v)

Note here that

Bn,m(u, v)
d−→ 1

g(v, uv)
{B(1)−B(u)− vγ(B(v)−B(uv)}

∼ N (0,
σ2
γ(u, v)

g2(v, uv)
) as n → ∞.

Conditions (2.4’) and (2.7) imply that

Cn,m(u, v) = b(u, v, γ, ρ) ·
√
mA(

n

m
) +

√
mo(A(

n

m
)) as n → ∞, (A.2)
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where

b(u, v, γ, ρ) =


γ(1−γ)
1−u−γ v

2γ
[
H̃γ,ρ(uv)− H̃γ,ρ(v)− v−γH̃γ,ρ(u)

]
, γ < 1 & γ ̸= 0,

1
log u

[
H̃γ,ρ(uv)− H̃γ,ρ(v)− H̃γ,ρ(u)

]
, γ = 0.

From the Condition 2.2, we know that limn→∞
√
mA( n

m) is equal to 0. Then Cn,m(u, v) → 0 as
n → ∞, and so from (A.1)

√
m(An,m(u, v)− vγ)

d−→ N (0,
σ2
γ(u, v)

g2(v, uv)
) as n → ∞.

Define the function h(x) := 1
log v log x, Then, applying the Taylor expansion as x → vγ , we thus

have

√
m(γ̂n,m(u, v)− γ) =

√
m

vγ log v
(An,m(u, v)− vγ) +

√
mop(An,m(u, v)− vγ)

=

√
m

vγ log v
(An,m(u, v)− vγ) + op(1)

d−→ N

(
0,

σ2
γ(u, v)

v2γ log2 v
× 1

g2(v, uv)

)
as n → ∞.
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