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Abstract

We show that the full-sample bootstrap is asymptotically valid for constructing confidence
intervals for high-quantiles, tail probabilities, and other tail parameters of a univariate distri-
bution. This resolves the doubts that have been raised about the validity of such bootstrap
methods. In our extensive simulation study, the overall performance of the bootstrap method
was better than that of the standard asymptotic method, indicating that the bootstrap method
is at least as good, if not better than, the asymptotic method for inference. This paper also
lays the foundation for developing bootstrap methods for inference about tail events in multi-
variate statistics; this is particularly important because some of the non-bootstrap methods are
complex.
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1 Introduction

In risk management, the quantities of interest are often related to rare and costly extreme events.
Some examples of statistical inference questions that arise in such context are: (1) What is the
probability that an insurance claim would exceed a given large threshold? (2) What is the level of
financial loss that an investment portfolio exceeds with only a very small probability, say, 0.0017 The
main statistical method used for answering such questions is confidence intervals for tail parameters.
For example, it may be desired to construct a confidence interval for the tail probability p(x) =
1 — F(z), where F' is the unknown population distribution function and z is a given large value;
here large x means that it may be larger than the largest order statistic in the sample and hence the
sample proportion of observations that exceeds x, which is zero, is not a useful estimator of p(x).
Doubts have been raised about the validity of full-sample bootstrap for constructing confidence
intervals for such tail parameters. The objective of this paper is to show that the full-sample
bootstrap is valid.

There is a large literature on estimation of confidence intervals for high-quantiles and tail
probabilities. For excellent accounts of the topic, see Chapter 4 in Beirlant et all (2004), section 4.3
in lde Haan and Ferreira (2006), and sections 6.3 and 6.4 in [Embrechts et all (1997). |Coled (2001)
provides an excellent introductory account to the topic. A topic that frequently arises in this area
is construction of confidence intervals for tail parameters (for eg., Tajvidil2003). Although m out of
n and subsample bootstrap are in general asymptotically valid in these cases they do not appear to
perform well in finite samples (for eg., |(Cornea-Madeira and Davidson 2015). |Geluk and de Haan
(2002) examined the validity of the bootstrap method for intermediate order statistics; see also
Gomes et all (2016). The validity of bootstrap for inference in heavy-tailed distributions is a
delicate issue (Davidson 2012). The question of whether or not full-sample nonparametric bootstrap
in the iid setting is consistent for inference on high quantiles and tail probabilities in univariate
distributions, has been an open question for sometime. This paper provides a rigorous answer to
this question.

The main contribution of this paper is that it is shown that the full-sample bootstrap methods
for constructing confidence intervals for the tail parameters, high quantiles, tail probabilities, and
the extreme value tail index are valid. In our simulation study, the overall performance of the
proposed bootstrap method was better than that of the asymptotic method, but none of them

performed uniformly the best. This corroborates the validity of the main result of this paper,



namely that the bootstrap is valid. The results in this paper also provide the foundation for
developing full-sample bootstrap methods for tails of multivariate distributions and for time series.
This is particularly important since methods based on the asymptotic distribution of estimators of
tail parameters in the multivariate setting are typically rather complex.

The method of estimation is based on tail empirical process (Einmahl [1990). Our technique
for establishing bootstrap validity draws from the probability theory literature on bootstrapping
tail empirical processes (Csorgé and Mason [1989). Therefore, in this short paper we state the
main results as five theorems, and relegate the mathematical details to the Supplementary Materi-
als. The validity of bootstrap for inference on some parameters of a heavy-tailed distribution has
been established using different machinery, namely wild bootstrap and permutation bootstrap (see,
Cavaliere et al. 2016, [2013); it would be interest to know whether or not their machinery could be
applied to the setting of this paper. [Lahiri (2003) provides a chapter on bootstrapping heavy-tailed
data and extremes for time-series and stationary processes.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2] introduces some notation, assumptions, and
preliminaries. Section [3] provides a statement of the main results. The proofs of these main results
are provided in the Supplementary Materials. Numerical studies are provided in the next two

Sections.

2 Notation, assumptions, and preliminaries

A discussion of the results in this section may be found in Beirlant et al! (2004), de Haan and Ferreira
(2006), [Embrechts et all (1997), and |Coles (2001), among others. Let Xi, Xs,..., X, be indepen-

dent and identically distributed with common distribution function F', and let X7 , < X5, <... <

Xp,n denote the corresponding order statistics. If there exists a sequence of constants a, > 0 and

b, € R such that P((X,, — bn)/a, < z) — G(z) as n — oo, and G is nondegenerate, then (a)

G is called an extreme value distribution function, (b) F' is said to be in the mazimum domain of
attraction of G, denoted by F' € D(G), and (c) the class of extreme value distributions is G (az+b),

where G, (z) = exp{—(1+~z)"'/7} (x > —y~1,b € R,a > 0). The parameter 7, called the extreme

value index or the tail index, characterizes the tail behaviour of F'; in what follows, the term ’tail’

refers to 'right tail’. If v < 0, v =0, or v > 0 then F has a finite end point, light tail, or heavy tail,

respectively. In what follows, we assume that F' € D(G.,) for some v € R.

Let U(y) = F<(1 —y~!), where F*~ denotes the inverse function of F. There is a one-to-one



correspondence between I and U. Often, regularity conditions on the tails of F' are expressed in
terms of U. The distribution function F' € D(G.) if and only if there exists a positive function a(t)
(t € R) such that (for example, Theorem 1.1.6, lde Haan and Ferreira 2006).

Jim {U(tz) —U@)}/alt) = {«7 = 1}/7, (x> 0). (2.1)

If (20) holds, then U is said to satisfy the first-order condition of regular variation. In what follows,
we assume that this is satisfied.

The asymptotic methods of statistical inference on the tail parameters are based on the asymp-
totic normality of estimators of such parameters. In order to establish the asymptotic normality
of such estimators, a second-order refinement of (2.1 is also assumed. The function U is said to
satisfy the second-order condition of regqular variation if there exists a positive or negative function

A(-) with lim;_, o A(t) = 0, such that

Jim [{U(tz) =U@)}/a(t) — {27 = 1}//A(t) = Hyp(x) (2 > 0), (2.2)

where H, ,(z) = flx s771 fls uP~tduds, p < 0 is called the second order parameter of regular varia-
tion, and A(t) is regularly varying with index p. Let v = min{0,~} and v = max{0,~}. In what
follows we assume that (2.2) is satisfied, v # p, and that p < 0 if v > 0. Under the additional

assumption (2.2]), we have [page 103 and Lemma B.3.16 in|de Haan and Ferreira 2000 |

Jlim [{log U(tx) —log U(t)}/q(t) — (a7 = 1)/7-]/Q(t) = Hy_p(x) (2 >0),  (23)

and Q(-) does not change sign eventually with Q(¢) — 0 as n — oco. When v > 0 and p = 0 the
limit (2.3]) vanishes.

Let k(n) denote a sequence of positive integers satisfying k(n) — oo and {k(n)/n} — 0 as
n — o0o; in what follows we write k for k(n). Then X,,_j , is called an intermediate order statistic,
and the sequence {k} is called an intermediate order sequence. The estimators of tail quantities
presented in this paper are all based on the largest (k + 1) order statistics {X,_g pn,..., Xnn}. For
asymptotic normality to hold, k& must satisfy some conditions. These are stated below in which
(A.4) implies (A.3).
Condition A: (A.1). k — oo and (k/n) — 0 as n — co. (A.2). The function U satisfies (2.1]) and
@2). (A.3). kY2A(n/k) — 0 as n — oco. (A4). kY2Q(n/k) — 0 as n — oo. (A.5). If vy < —1/2
then k"Qo(n/k) = O(1).



Next we introduce a condition on the distribution function F', and assume that this holds in
what follows.
Condition B. The function U corresponding to F' satisfies the first and second order conditions
of regular variation, (2.I)) and (2:2)) respectively. Further, F' and its probability density function f
satisfy the following conditions ( these are the same as those in Lemma 6.1.1 of |(Csérgé and Horvath
1993 on page 369, and also in Proposition 2.4.9 oflde Haan and Ferreira2006): (i) F is differentiable
on (zy,x*) where z, = sup{z : F(x) = 0}, 2* = inf{x : F(z) = 1}, and —o0 < z, < 2* < oco. (ii)
f(z) >0, (a <z <b). (iii) supgerer t(1—1) F{Q®)}/f*{Q(t)} < C for some C > 0, where Q is the
quantile function of F' defined by Q(t) = F* (t) = inf{x : F(x) > t},(0 <t < 1),Q(0) = Q(0+).

The estimators of tail parameters studied in this paper are based on the method of moments,
which is a widely used general method of inference in this area (Einmahl et all2008, Dekkers et al.
1989). Derivations of these estimators may be found in section 3.5 of l[de Haan and Ferreira (2006);
see (3.2.2), (3.5.2), and (3.5.9) inlde Haan and Ferreira (2006). Let us introduce the following statis-
tics and estimators: H,, = k1 Zf:_ol log Xp—in—log Xy—n], My =Fk! zi;:—(]l (log Xp—in — log Xn_k’n)2 )
o = Hoy 4= = 1= 2741 = (HZ/M)Y™, 4 = 4 + 4=, a(n/k) = Xp_gnHa(l —4-), and
b(n/k) = Xp_pn-

3 Asymptotic validity of bootstrap

Let X7,..., X} denote a simple random sample from the empirical distribution function F), of
{X1,...,Xn}, and let X7,,..., X7, denote the corresponding order statistics. Let {Z)*(n/k:),&*,
a*(n/k), 4%, p5} denote the bootstrap statistics corresponding to {b(n/k),4,a(n/k), #n,pn}. Let
P* denote the bootstrap probability conditional on the sample {Xi,...,X,,}. The following re-
sults establish the consistency of the full-sample bootstrap to estimate asymptotic distributions
of b(n/k),%,a(n/k), in, and p,. In each of these theorems, the convergence in distribution of the
non-bootstrap statistic is already known; references to the corresponding non-bootstrap result is

provided in the Supplementary materials at the beginning of the proof of each theorem:.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that (A.1), (A.2), (A.3), and (22) are satisfied for some v € R, p <0,
and p # . Then, P*IY <y | Xy,...,X,] — P[Y, < y] — 0, in probability, as n — oo, where
Y = EYAHb (n/k) = b(n/k)} a(n/k) and Y, = kY*{b(n/k) = U(n/k)}/a(n/k), (y € R).

Since b(n/k) = X,_g, it follows from the above theorem that bootstrap method consistently

estimates the asymptotic distribution of the intermediate order statistic X,,_.



Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (A.1), (A.2), (A.4), and (2.2) are satisfied for some v € R, p <0,
and p # . Then, P*[Y¥ <y | X1,...,X,] — P[Y,, <y] = 0, in probability, asn — oo (y € R),
where V¥ = kV2(3* — %) and Y,, = k'/2(3 — 7).

It follows from the foregoing theorem that asymptotically valid confidence intervals for the tail

index v may be constructed by bootstrap.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that (A.1), (A.2), (A.4), and (22) are satisfied for some v € R, p <0,
and p # . Then, P*IY <y | Xy,...,X,] — P[Y, < y] = 0, in probability, asn — oo (y € R),
where Y* = k2 [a*(n/k)/a(n/k)) — 1] and Yy, = k'/? [a(n/k)/a(n/k)) —1].

Next, we consider estimation of a high quantile. Let p, be a given small number in the range
0 < p, < 1; exactly what is meant by ’small’ is made more precise later. For now, we may think
of p,, being close to or even smaller than (1/n). Let z(p,) = F* (1 — p,) denote the upper p,th
quantile of F. We refer to z(p,) as a high-quantile since p,, is small. Let d,, = k/(np,). An
estimator of z(py) is #(pp) = b (n/k) + & (n/k) {d}) — 1} /4; see (4.3.3 in lde Haan and Ferreira 2006
for arguments leading to this estimator. If 4 = 0 then (d% — 1)/4 is interpreted as logd,. Let
gy (t) = flt 57 tlogs ds, (t > 0). The asymptotic distribution of Z(p,) is provided in the next

theorem; it can be used for constructing a confidence interval for the quantile z,,.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that (i) (A.1), (A.2), and (A.4}) are satisfied, (ii) (2.2) is satisfied for
somey € R and p < 0 or p = 0 with v < 0, and (iii) np, = o(k) and log(np,) = o(k'/?). Let
Ty = x(pp), Tn = T(ppn), and &} = *(p,) Then, as n — oo, P*[YF <y | X1,...,X,] — P[Y,, <
yl — 0, in probability, as n — oo (y € R), where Y = kY2(&} — 2,)/{(a(n/k)g5(d,)} and
Yo = kY22 — x4) /{a(n/k)qs(dn) }-

Next, we consider estimation of tail probability. Let x,, be a given large number, and consider
estimation of the tail probability p(x,) =1 — F(x,). Let

15

Blan) = (k/n) (max {o, 14 4{zn — b(n/k)}/a (n/k)}) : (3.1)

see section 4.4 in de Haan and Ferreira (2006) for some details leading to this estimator. Let
wy(t) =t flt s7 llogs ds, (t>0). The asymptotic distribution of the estimator p(z,,) is given

in the next result; it can be used for constructing a confidence interval for p(x,,).

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that (i) (A.1), (A.2), and (A.4) are satisfied, (ii) (2.2) is satisfied for
some v > —(1/2), (iii) p < 0, or p = 0 with v < 0, and (iv) d, — oo and w,(d,) = o(k'/?).
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Let pp = p(x0),Pn = p(xn), p5 = p*(2n), and dy = k/(npp). Then, P*[Y <y | X1,...,Xn] —
P[Y, < y] — 0, in probability, as n — oo (y € R), where Y;¥ = kY2 [(p/pn) — 1] Jwss (d*) and
Yo = kY2 [(pn/pn) = 1] /w“/(czn)

Based on TheoremsB.11-B.5] asymptotically valid confidence interval for b(n/k), v, a(n/k), x(pn)
for a given small p,, and p(x,) for a given large x,, can be constructed by full-sample bootstrap.
In this paper we study performance of the percentile, basic, and t-bootstrap methods for p, by a
simulation study.

To construct a confidence interval for the tail probability p(z,), where xz, is large number,
suppose that the conditions of Theorem are satisfied. Let p;, , denote the a-quantile of
the distribution P*{p} < z|Xi,...,X,}. Then, the Efron’s percentile (1 — «)-confidence inter-
val for p(xy) is Igy(a) = <ﬁ;’a/2,]3;71_a/2). Let (.o denote the a-quantile of the distribution
pP* (k‘l/2 log(p}: /Pn) /w4 (dy) < x|X1,...,X,), then the percentile (1 — a)-confidence interval for p,
is

Ip(@) = (Buexp { ~Gu1-apws(dn)k 2} o exp {—Guappws (@)k™2}) . (3:2)

To define the t-bootstrap confidence interval, first note that the limiting distribution in Theorem

is in fact normal with mean zero and variance

(1 —79)%(1 =3y +49?)
(1=27)(1 =3y)(1 —4v)

where I(-) denotes the indicator function ( page 141, lde Haan and Ferreira 2006). Let 62 = o%(%),

o*(7) = (v + DIy >0) +

I(y<0)

and let &, , denote the a-quantile of the distribution P* (k¥/2log(p}; /pn)/ (w5 (dn)5) < 2| X1,. .., X,).

Then a (1 — «)-level t-confidence interval for p,, is
1(@) = (Bnexp {~€u1appws(@d)ok ™2}y exp { €, 0 pps (d)ok 2 ) . (3.3)
4 Application to Danish Fire Insurance Data

To illustrate the bootstrap method for constructing confidence intervals for a tail probability we
use Danish fire insurance data. The data consists of insurance claims exceeding one million Danish
Krone (DKK); each claim corresponds to total losses due to damages to buildings and contents,
and loss of profits. There are n = 2156 observations in the data set. The data set is well known
and studied, see McNeil (1997), Resnick (1997), and [Lee and Qi (2019), for example.

For illustrative purposes, suppose that we wish to construct a 95% confidence interval for the

probability of a loss over 300 million DKK. There are no observations exceeding this level and



Figure 1: The 95% confidence interval for p,, = P(X > 300). The confidence intervals obtained by the per-
centile bootstrap and by the normal approximation methods are given as functions of k (k = 20, 25, ..., 300).
The dotted line is the estimate of the tail probability p,. The solid lines are upper and lower bounds of the
percentile bootstrap confidence interval. The dashed lines are upper and lower bounds of the asymptotic
confidence intervals.
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hence a method based on extreme value theory is essential; we have also performed the calcu-
lations for other thresholds. Figure [Il provides pointwise confidence intervals obtained by the
percentile bootstrap and asymptotic methods. The asymptotic confidence interval is based on
{K'/? /wg,(dn)}(pnﬁ; L' — 1) being asymptotically normal. The tail probability estimates for the
asymptotic method are stable for k ranging from 45 to 105. Confidence intervals obtained by the
bootstrap and the asymptotic methods are close. The bootstrap confidence intervals are slightly
more stable across different values of k. The asymptotic confidence intervals are slightly shorter on
average; but this does not mean that they are better since one needs to take coverage probability
into account. Since, in the simulation study, the bootstrap method provided better coverage than
the asymptotic method, the indications are that the former is more reliable than the latter. We
also carried out the calculations for pr(X > 100). Out of the 2156 observations, there are only 3
that exceed this level; therefore, again methods based on extreme value theory are essential. For

this case also, the relative performance of the two methods is essentially the same.

5 Simulation Study

We carried out a simulation study to evaluate the reliability of the bootstrap method. First, we

outline the design of the study and then present a summary of the results; detailed results of the



Figure 2: Coverage rates of the asymptotic and bootstrap 95% confidence intervals for the tail

probability 1 — F(x,), where x,, was chosen such that p,, :=
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CI coverage rates for p,, for the t(4) distribution, 1 — p, = 0.0005, n = 1000

1

0.95

0.9

0.85

0.8

°
3
a

0.7

0.6

Percentile bootstrap
Asymptotic

CI coverage rates for p, for the Frechet(2)

1

0.95

0.9

0.85

0.8

coverage rate

0.75

0.7

0.65

0.6

CI coverage rates for p,, for the exponential(5)

L
50 100 150

k

.
200

250

300

distribution, 1 — p, = 0.0005, n = 1000
T

Percentile bootstrap
r Asymptotic

. .
50 100 150

.
200

distribution, 1 — p,,
T

.
250 300

=0.0005, n = 1000

1 T T T T
0.95 <z
- = /R/\
4
-——

0.9 1

» 085 1
g
@

2 o8 4
5]
>
8

075, 1

0.7 1

Percentile bootstrap
0,65 — — — Asymptotic |
0.6 . . . . .
50 100 150 200 250 300
k

coverage rate

coverage rate

coverage rate

1

0.95

0.9

0.85

0.8

0.75

0.7

0.65

0.6

CI c

0.95

0.9

0.85

0.8

0.75

0.7

0.65

0.6

1

0.95

0.9

o
©
@

4
©

=}
~
a

0.7

0.65

0.6

1 — F(zy) = 0.0005 and n = 1000.

CI coverage rates for p,, for the t(8) distribution, 1 — p,, = 0.0005, n = 1000
T T T T T
N
~ - 1
~
~ -
N
A
\
L R 1
N
Percentile bootstrap \
[ Asymptotic \\ ]
\
. . . . .
50 100 150 200 250 300
k
overage rates for p,, for the normal(0,1) distribution, 1 — p,, = 0.0005, n = 1000
T T T T T
L P N N 1
. 4 - a
’
L N 1
\
Percentile bootstrap \
L . VN 1
Asymptotic N
. . . . .
50 100 150 200 250 300

CI coverage rates for p,, for the beta(2,10)
T

distribution, 1 — p, = 0.0005, n. = 1000
T

50 100

.
200

.
250 300



study, mostly in the form of graphs, are presented in the Supplementary Materials.
Design

For the population distribution function F', we considered the following cases. (I) Heavy tail
(v > 0): t(2),t(4),t(8), Frechet(1), and Frechet(2). [For t(a) and Frechet(a), the tail index v =
a~'] (II) Light tail (y = 0): exp(5) and N(0,1). (III) Bounded support (v < 0): beta(2, 10),
beta(1, 2).

For each distribution, we considered sample sizes n = 200,1000. First, we choose a small
tail probability, denoted p,, and compute x,, = F~1(1 — p,). The unknown tail quantity to be
estimated is p,, that corresponds to the known high-quantile, z,,. We considered np,, = 1,0.5,0.25
when n = 1000, and np, = 5,1,0.5 when n = 200. To this end, we apply Theorem The
main simulation steps are: (1) Choose a population distribution function F', sample size n, and
a small tail probability, p,. (2) Generate a simple random sample Xi,...,X,, from F. For each
given k in a range of values, estimate p,, corresponding to x,, and a confidence interval based on
the asymptotic normality of the estimator. (3) Draw a simple random sample {X7,..., X} from
{X1,...,X,}. (4) For each k, compute the estimate p}. (5) Repeat the previous two steps 1000

times and compute the percentile, basic, and ¢t bootstrap confidence intervals, for each k.

Results

The coverage rates for n = 1000 and 1 — p = 0.0005 are presented in Figure 2 the results
for 1 — p = 0.0001,0.00025 and n = 200 are presented in a working paper of the authors. Here,
we present a summary of the main observations. We use the Efron’s percentile bootstrap method
for comparison; the other ones mentioned in Section [J] did not perform as well. The two main
observations of the simulation study:

(1) For every model considered, the bootstrap method performed reasonably well in terms of cov-
erage rate. More specifically, the observed coverage rate was reasonably close to the nominal level
compared to other simulation results published in this area.

(2) The bootstrap method performed better than the asymptotic method in most cases, and in the
remaining small number of cases the difference was small. More specifically, the bootstrap method
had better coverage rates than the asymptotic method for all the distributions, except for some
cases of Frechet(1) and Frechet(2) for which the two coverage rates were close. In these cases, the
bootstrap method was slightly better than the asymptotic method for smaller tail probabilities, and

the asymptotic method was slightly better for less extreme tail probabilities. In general, the lighter

10



the tail of the population distribution, the more advantage the bootstrap method had over the
asymptotic method in terms of coverage rate. In terms of length of the confidence interval, the two
methods were comparable. Overall, the bootstrap method performed better than the asymptotic

method.
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Abstract
The proofs of the results in the main paper are provided in this Supplement. Initially, some
known results are stated. Then, several lemmas are established, and then the proofs for the
main results are provided.
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1 Some known results on tail quantile processes.

Let V1,...,V, be independent and identically distributed random variables with the Uniform(0,1)
distribution. Let Vi, < ...,V,, denote the order statistics of Vi,...,V,,. Let [z] denote the
smallest integer larger than or equal to z. Let Vi, (s) = Vi, (0 < s < 1) with V,,(0) = V4, denote
the empirical quantile function. Define the empirical quantile process of {Vi,...,V,} by B,(s) =
n'/?{s — V,(s)} (0 < s <1). A result on £, that we use is the following: |Csorgé et al. 1986,
Theorem 2.1] There exists a probability space (2, .4, P) which carries a sequence of independent
uniform (0,1) random variables {V;};en and a sequence of Brownian bridges {B;}icn, where N
denotes the set of positive integers, such that

sup  |Bu(s) — Bu(s)|/{s(1 —s)}/>V =0p(n7"), (0 <A <o0;0<v<1/2). (1.1

A/n<s<1-\/n

Csorgé and Mason (1989) established the following result similar to (L)) for the bootstrap version
of the uniform empirical quantile process: There exists a probability space, denoted (', A’, P’) that

carries the aforementioned sequences {V; }ien and {B; }ien, together with a sequence of independent
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uniform (0,1) random variables {V/};en and a sequence of Brownian bridges { B, }ien such that the
two sets of random elements {V; }ienU{B;(s) : 0 <s < 1}ieny and {V/}ienU{Bi(s): 0 < s < 1}ien
are independent. Let {V/,,3,(s), V,,(s)} be defined in the same way as {V; n, Bn(s), Va(s)} except
that {V;}ien is replaced by {V/}ieny (i =1,...,n;0 < s <1).

Let V* = Vo (V/) and Vi (s) = Vo {Vii(s)} (i = 1,...,n; 0 < s < 1). Then, {V{,...,V '} isa
simple random sample from {Vi,...,V,}; in what follows, we treat {V}*,...,V*} as a bootstrap
sample from {Vi,...,V,}, and V,*(s) as the corresponding bootstrap empirical quantile function.
Let {V{",,,... V;y,,} denote the order statistics of {V}",...V,}. Then, we have Viksin = Vn(v[;cs},n) =
VaVia ) = Vi (Vi /m)} = Vi (ks/m).

Define the bootstrap uniform quantile process as f:(s) = n'/?{V,(s) — V*(s)} (0 < s < 1).

n

Csorgé and Mason (1989) (see Theorem 2.1) showed that

A/n;g_m 185(s) — Bh(s)|/{s(1 = )} =0p(n™") (0<A<o0;0<v<1/4) (1.2)
where the P' in Op/(n~") refers to the probability in the space that carries both {V;, B;(-) }ien and
{Vi, Bi(-) }ien-

Let k denote an intermediate order sequence; therefore k — oo and k/n — 0 as n — oo. Define
the uniform tail quantile process as Prn(s) = (n/k)Y/?B,(ks/n) and the uniform tail quantile
bootstrap processes as B ,,(s) = (n/k)/2B%(ks/n) (0 < s <1). Then, by simple substitution, we
obtain fn(s) = KY/2{s — (n/k)Viga} and 57,(5) = KY/2{ (/) Vigg o — (n/R)ViEy 0} (0 < s < 1),

Let Bipn(s) = (n/k)Y/?B,(ks/n) and By a(s) = (n/k)\2B!(ks/n) (0 < s < 1) where the
Brownian bridges B, and B/, are the ones introduced earlier to approximate the quantile processes
Bn and B, (n =1,2,...) respectively. Then, we have (Theorem 2.3 in [Peng and Qi 2017)

1§ssku§%—1 sV |Prn(s) — Ben(s)| =op(1) (0<v<1/2). (1.3)

Let W denote a standard Wiener process on [0,1]. The following result about the order of
magnitude of W near the origin, is important (see Remark 1 in [Csorgé and Mason [1989): for
0 <6 <1/2, we have

a™ sup sTV2O|B,(s)| = sup sV W (s)] (1.4)
0<s<a 0<s<1

in distribution, as a J 0. In addition, we make use of the following results on the empirical quantile



function: For 0 < p < oo, we have (Csorgé and Mason [1989, Theorem 2.3 and page 1454 )

sup s/Vi(s), sup V,(s)/s, sup s/V,(s), sup V) (s)/s =O0p(1), (1.5)
0<s<1 p/n<s<1 0<s<1 p/n<s<1

ks n‘/[ks] n ks Tl‘/[zs} n
Sup ————~, Sup ———, SUp ————~, Sup — =0pi(1). 1.6
0<s<t (WViksjn)  1/k<s<t ks o<s<t (Vg )" 1k<s<t ks P (16)

2 Preliminary lemmas to prove the theorems in the paper

Lemma 2.1. For 0 <v < 1/2 and € > 0, we have

sup s Y|Bgn(s) = Op(1), limliminf P’ ¢ sup s ”|Bgn(s)| <ep =1. (2.1)
0<s<1 60 n—o0 0<s<6

Proof. Let 6 > 0, p = (1/2) — v, and a = (kd/n). Then using the definition of By ,,, we obtain,

SUPg<s<s S | Brn(s)| = 0"a™F supp<i<, t~(1/2+1 B, (t)|. Now, the proof follows from (L.Z). O
Lemma 2.2, Let 0<v <1/2, u=(1/2) —v,0< A <1, and 0 < 6 < min{y,1/4}. Then

sup ‘5k n B]/g7n(8)‘/811 = Opl(k‘_6) =op/(1). (2.2)
N k<s<1

Proof. For any 0 < t < k/n, we have (n/k)*t#~1/2 < (n/k)t9=1/2. Then,

sup  |Bin(s) — Ba(s)|/s" = sup  (n/k)"|B(t) — By (t)|/t*H

A k<s<1 A/n<t<k/n
< sup WOIBL() — BL®)|/{t( — YR sup (1— Y27 = Op(k0) = op(1).
A/ n<t<k/n 1/n<t<k/n
where the ineqequality uses (I.2]). O

Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ > 0 be given. Then,

sup 31/2+e

e kl/Q[log{nk Viks)n} — log{nk_l‘/[zs]m}] — s_lBl’mn(s) =op(1). (2.3)

Proof. We consider the supremum over [1/k, 1] and that over (0, 1/k| separately. First, we consider
the former; therefore, let s € [1/k,1]. Let &(s) and £,(s) denote the minimum and maximum of

{(n/k:)V[,’;s] s (N/k)Vigs) n - By the mean value theorem we have
kl/z[log{nk_l‘/[ks],n}_log{nk_l‘/[ZS],n}] = _Sn_1k1/2 (nk_l‘/[ks} n nk~ lvks n> = gn ( )Bz,n(s)a

where fn(S) € [fl(s),fu(s)] Then,

sup 31/2+e

1/k<s<1

kY2 [log{nk™ Vijg) n} — log{nk™ Vs . }] — s‘lB,;,n<s>( < Ay + A,



A o sup S sup ﬁz,n(s) - B]/%n(s) A . sup Bl/c,n(s) lfn(s) — 3‘
! 1/k<s<1 &n(8) 1/k<s<1 sl/2= ’ ? Vk<s<1 SY27¢ &a(s)

It may be verified using (4], (I5), (L6, and Lemmas 2.I] and 22 that Ay = opr(1) and Ay =

(2.4)

opr(1). Next consider the proof for the supremum over 0 < s < k~!. First, substituting s = 1/k in

the foregoing result for the supremum over k= < s < 1 we have

(1/kﬂ1/2+5

K2 [log {nk™ Wi} — log{nk™ Vi, Y] — kBf, (1 /k:)( —op(1).  (2.5)
Then, the proof of the Lemma for the interval 0 < s < 1/k follows by (2.2]). O

Lemma 2.4. Let € > 0 be given. Then, we have supy p<s<i s1H(1/2)Fe

La(s) = B, (3)/s71| =

opr(1), forv € R and 0 < XA < 1, where
Ln(s) = kY2471 { (nk‘_lVU’ZSLO = 1} _ /241 {(nk—lv[ks]m)‘” — 1}
and the function v~ (5™ — 1) is interpreted to be equal to —log s when v = 0.

Proof. For v = 0 the result is established in Lemma 23] For v # 0, we consider the suprema over
Mk <s<1/kand 1/k <s <1 separately. First, let us consider 1/k < s <1 with v # 0. Let §(s)
and &,(s) denote the minimum and maximum of {(n/k)V[Zs]n, (n/E)Vikgnt (1/k < s < 1). Let
@(t) =y~ 1(t~7 — 1). Applying the mean value theorem to ¢(t) and noting that p(t) = —t~771, we

obtain Ly(s) = {}77_1(3)5;;”(3), where &,(s) € [&(s),&u(s)]. Then,

sup sV (1/2)+e ‘Ln(s) - B,;’n(s)/s“”l‘ < A+ A,

1/k<s<1
A < S )'H‘l ‘5Z,n(3) - Bl/c,n(s)‘
= sup sup ,
' 1/k<s<1 \én(8) 1/k<s<1 sl/2—e
B (s
Ay = sup 7’ ]1”;( ) |1 - {s/{n(s)}“ﬂrl‘ )
1/k<s<1 $ /2—e

By (L6) and Z2), A; = opr(1). Next, let § € (0,1). Choose k > §~'. Then,

By, (5)] | B (5)]
Ap < 0256 s1/2—¢ s1/2—¢

S

&n(s)

}-y—i-l }"H‘l

S
sup |1 —{——=
1/k<s<1 {fn(s)

< Bl(nakaé)BQ(n7 k) +B3(n7k)B4(n7k76)7 say.

+ sup 1—{

0<s<1

sup
0<s<1

By using arguments similar to those for Lemma[2.3] it may be verified that B;(n, k, ) can be made

arbitrarily small for large {n,k} and small 6. Further, Ba(n, k) = Op(1), and By(n, k,d) = op/(1).
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Therefore, Ay = op/(1) and hence the proof follows for the range k! < s < 1. The proof for the
supremum over s € [\/k,1/k] follows as in the proof of the previous Lemma. This completes the

proof of the Lemma. O

3 Proofs of Theorems

Let V4,...,V, be independent and identically distributed as Uniform(0,1) random variables, and
Wi=1-V;, (i=1,...n). Let X; = F~'(W;), (i =1,...n). Then, X1,..., X, are independent
and identically distributed random variables from the distribution function F, and X; = F~1(1-V;)
(t=1,...n). Let {V/}* , and {V;*}" | be defined as at the beginning of Section [I] more specifically
as in |Csorgé and Mason (1989). Let X* = F<(1 —V*) (i = 1,...n). Since {V{*,...,Vr} C
{Vi,..., Va}, it follows that {X7,..., X;} € {Xy,..., Xp}. Let {X1, <--- < X, ) and {X7, <

-+ < X, .} denote order statistics of {Xi,..., X} and {X7,..., X'}, respectively. Then, since
U(x) = F(_(l - x_l)a we have Xn—[ks}-i—l,n = F(_(l - V[ks],n) = U(l/v[ks},n) and X:L_[ks]+17n =
F(1- V[ZSLH) = U(l/VU’;sLn) (0 < ks <n). Let Vs = k/(nV|pg,) and Vi = k:/(nV[};sLn); Vs and

V' also depend on (k,n) but not shown explicitly.
3.1 Proofs of main results in terms of joint probability P’

Let 0 < 7 < 1 be given, and let 7 denote the interval 7/k < s < 14 (7/k). Throughout this section,
suprema of functions of the real variable s over the interval T (k,T) arises frequently. To simplify
notation we write sup,e G(s) for sup, 14 (r/k) G(8) for any function G(s). Typically, the main
results are proved for 7/k < s < 1; in general, the proof could be extended to 7/k < s <1+ (7/k)
without much difficulty. The next result is a bootstrap version of a result from [Drees (1998) (see

also lde Haan and Ferreira 2006, Theorem 2.4.2).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 77 are satisfied. Let v denote the tail index

of F (y€R). Let e >0 and 0 < 7 < 1 be given. Then, for suitably chosen function ay(-), we have

sup s’y+(1/2)+5
seT

k1/2 { :L—[ks]—i-l,n - Xn—[ks}-‘rl,n} /QO(n/k) - S_Fy_lBllc,n(s)‘ = OP’(l)' (3-1)

Proof. Let A, (s;7,p,0) = max {V:(7+p+5),l}:(7+p_5)} + maX{V;ﬁpM,V;HP_&y Let € > 0 and
J
d > 0 be given. We apply inequality (2.3.17) in Theorem 2.3.6 of |de Haan and Ferreira (2006)

with ¢ :=t, = n/k and x 1= 2,(s) = k/(nVjgg,) (s € T). Since supy Viggn < Vir1,n = opr(1),



we have that tx > infrt,x,(s) — oo, in probability[P’]. Hence, for any fixed tg, t,z,(s) > to
with probability approaching 1, uniformly on s € 7. For the rest of the proof of this theorem, the
inequalities are implicitly assumed to hold uniformly over s € T, with probability approaching 1
as n — oo, without further comment.

Let ag(t), Ao (t), A«(t), and a.(t) be as in Corollary 2.3.5 and Theorem 2.3.6 inlde Haan and Ferreira

(2006). Invoking the latter theorem, we we obtain

<el|Ao (n/k)| An(s;,p,0). (3.2)

'U(l/V[ks],n) UMK V=1 e o)
v.p\ Vs

ap(n/k)

Similarly, for the bootstrap sample, with z,(s) = k/ (nVU’;S] ,,); we have

U/ Viggn) —Um/E) (v -1
: -3 —A v NN <elA Ao (s;7,p,0). .
oy - o (1K) Wy (V)| < 2|40 (/)| An(si7.,0). (33)
Let
B, (S) X ksl+1n — Xn—[ks]—i—l n
D _ o yt1/2+ekn D _ +1/24ep 12 n=lkslH1n )
o(s) s sY4+17 i(s) = b ap(n/k)

Dy(s) = SRRV 1)y = (V) - 1)/4}
Ds(s) = 37+1/2+Ek1/2140 (n/k) {Wq,, (V) — Wy p (Vs)}

Dy(s) = ekY? |4 (n/k)| s7HV/2HEN, (539, p,6).
Subtracting 3:2) from (B3], and multiplying by k/2s7+(1/2+¢ we obtain,
\Dl(s) — DQ(S) - Dg(s)‘ < D4(S) (S S T)

By Lemma 24 for any v € R, we have sup,cs |D2(s) — Do(s)| = op/(1). Substituting v = 1
in this inequality, we obtain sup,es s/2+k1/2 V¥ — V| = Op/(1). By the mean value theorem,
U, ,(VE) =W, ,(Vs) = U, ,(Cul(s))(VE — Vi) where (,(s) lies between V* and Vs. By (IL6]), we have

sup sGu(s) = Opr(1), - sup {su(s)}™" = Op(1),  sup log{sCa(s)} = Op:(1). (3:4)
Now, using the functional form of ¥, ,(¢) in (2.3.16) of lde Haan and Ferreira (2006) on page 46, it
may be verified that sup,cs |D3(s)| = opr(1). Choose § > 0 such that 6 < 1/2 + € — p. By (LG,
supSeT(k:s/(n‘/'[ks},n))“ﬂr”i‘s = Op/(1). Then,

81617987+1/2+5V;/+p:|:5 _ OP’(1)7 Slel7QS’y+1/2+ey;<(ﬁ/—i—p:l:é) _ Op/(l). (3.5)



By B3) and k'/2A(n/k) = o(1), we obtain sup,er |D4(s)| = op/(1). We have shown that
[D1(s) — Da(s) — D3(s)| < Da(s), supser [D2(s) — Do(s)| = opr(1), supser [Ds(s) = op/(1), and
supger |Da(s)| = opr(1). Therefore, sup,et |D1(s) — Do(s)| = opr(1). O

The proof of the next lemma follows from the previous lemma, (31)), and (2.1); therefore the

proof is omitted.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the conditions of Lemma [31 are satisfied, and let bo(n) = (X, —

Xnn)I(y < —1/2), where I denotes the indicator function. Then, for e >0 and 0 < 7 < 1 we have

X:L—[ks]—i-l,n B Xn—[ks}—l—l,n o b(](’I’L) . Bl/c,n(s)

Sup 87+(1/2)+€ k1/2 S—y—‘,—l = OP/(l) (36)

0<s<1+7/k CL()(%)

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 77 are satisfied. Then,
V20" (n/k) = b(n/k)}/a(n/k) = Bj,(1) + opr(1). (3.7)
Proof. Let ag be as in Theorem 2.3.6 inlde Haan and Ferreira (2006). By the definitions of b*(n/k)

and b(n/k) , we have

L1/ b /) = bR e Xk = Xk ag(n/R) a(n/k)

a(n/k) ao(n/k) a(n/k) a(n/k)

By Lemma B with s = 1, we have kl/Q{X;;_km — Xy—kn}/ao(n/k) = By, (1) +op/(1). By Lemma

4.7 in [de Haan and Resnick (1993), we have a(n/k)/a(n/k) = 1+ op/(1). By Theorem 2.3.6 and
Corollary 2.3.5 in lde Haan and Ferreirad (2006), we have ag(n/k)/a(n/k) = 1 + o(1). Therefore,
KY2{6" (n/k) = b(n/k)}/a(n/k) = [By ,(1) + op(D][1 + opr (D][1 + 0(1)] = By, ,(1) + 0pr(1). O

The next result assumes Condition B stated in the main paper.

Proposition 3.1. Let X1, Xo,... be a given sequence of iid random wvariables with distribution
function F, and suppose that F satisfies Condition B. Let 0 < € < 1/2. Then, for the sequence of
Brownian bridges By, in (I.1), we have
sup n (1 — 1)} 22 QMY Q(E) = Xjugn) — Bu(t)] = Op(1) (3.8)
1/(n+1)<t<n/(n+1)

as n — oo. [Note: |de Haan and Ferreira (2006) use the notation [z]| for |x].]



Proof. The fact that there exists a sequence of Brownian bridges B, that satisfy (8.8)) is the same
as Theorem 6.2.1 in |Csorgé and Horvath (1993). To show that the B, can be chosen to be the
same as the one in (L)) follows from the proof of this theorem given in|Csérgé and Horvath (1993)

on page 381. The proof therein uses Theorem 4.2.1 which is the same as (L.I)). O

Let Wi.n(s) = (n/k)"/2B,(1—ks/n), where B,, is the sequence of Brownian bridges that appear
in (LI). Also, let Cp, ={s:n/(n+1) < ks < (k+1)}. The first part of the following lemma is the

same as Lemma 2.4.10 of lde Haan and Ferreira (2006), and the second part follows from the first.

Proposition 3.2. Let € > 0 and v € R be given. Let V' be a uniform(0,1) random wvariable,
{V1,Va,...} be a given sequence of iid uniform (0,1) random variables, Y = V', and Y; = Vi_l.
Then we have the following:

E1/2 {(k/n)Yn— Lksjm)}ﬁ{ -1 AV 577 -1 B Wk,n(s) _

sup s’y+(1/2)+e

s€Cn g gl 1
k/(nVign) " —1 =1 Wi
sup §7H(1/2)Fe |1/2 L/ [ks], )} By e - ky7+(18) =op/(1). (3.10)
SECn fy fy S }

Proof. The proof of ([3.9) appears on page 53 of lde Haan and Ferreira (2006) in their initial part
of the proof of Lemma 2.4.10 therein, and it is based on (3.8). To prove (3.10), let

Akm(svfy) = k1/2 ([{k/(nvasJ-l-l,n)}ﬁ/ - 1] ’Y_l - [{k/(n‘/[ks],n)}ﬁ{ - 1] ’Y_l) (0 <s < 1) (311)

Then Ay n(s,7) =0if s € {1/k,2/k,...}. Let

€ (k/(nvks ,n) T 1 s -1 Wk,n(s)
Apn(s,y) = $1H(1/2)+ k:l/2{ [7] } _ gl - -

Now, substitute Y;,_ 1) n = {VLksJJrl,n}_l in (8.9), and add and subtract kl/z{{(k/(n‘/[ks]m)p —1}/y
to the expression within the absolute sign in ([B.3) to obtain supycc, [Arn(s,v) + Arn(s,7)| =
opr(1). Since A n(s,7) =0fori/k < s < (i+1)/k (i =1,..., k), it follows from the continuity prop-
erties of Ay, that sup; /o< (iv1)/k [Akn (8, 7)| = SUPspcsc ity /i [Arn(8:7) + Aknls,7)| = opr(1).
By a similar argument, supy, /(n11)} /k<s<1/k | Ag.n(s,7)| = opr(1). Therefore, supyee, [Akn(s, )| <

SUPsec, [Akn(s,7) + Bkn(s,7)] = opr(1), which is B.10). O

Remark: It can also be verified, using (3.10]) that, for 0 < A <1

k V s|.n 7 - 1 7 — 7 n
sup sV H(1/2)+e k1/2{( /(n [ks], )} _ /28 L ngw(f) = opr(1). (3.12)

A<ks<k+1 v Y




Let v— = min{0,~}. As in the rest of this paper, the function (s~ — 1)/ is interpreted as
—log s when v = 0.
Lemma 3.4. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 77 are satisfied. Then, for e > 0, we have

]{,‘1/2 IOg Xn—[ks]—l—l,n - IOg U(%) o k’l/2 s —1 o Wk,n(s)
q0(%) v 57+l

sup Y- +1/2+€

S ECn

‘ —op(1)  (3.13)

1/2 log X:L—[ks]—i-l,n — log U(%) —k1/2 577 —1 B ka(s) + Bl/c,n(

s
sup 7~ F1/2+e ) )‘ =op(1) (3.14)

seCnp QO(%) Y 57+
log X* —log X, _ B . ()
_ € n—[ks]+1,n n—[ks]+1,n k,n
sup - H/2Fe|E1/2 - — ‘ =op/(1). 3.15
seCy, (%) 7= P (3.15)

Proof. Proof of (313): Let 6 > 0. Recall Vs = k/(nVjgy,) and Vi = k‘/(nVU’;SLn); Vs and V!
also depend on (k,n) but not shown explicitly. We apply inequality at the top of page 104 in
de Haan and Ferreira (2006) with t := t,, = n/k and @ := x,(s) = k/(nVjpgn) (s € Cp). Since
suPsec, Viksin < Vitin = opr(1), to > infeec, tnan(s) > {Vig1n} " — oo, in probability[P’].
Hence, for any fixed tg, t,z,(s) > to with probability approaching 1, uniformly on s € C,. For
the rest of the proof of this theorem, the inequalities are implicitly assumed to hold uniformly over
s € Oy, with probability approaching 1 as n — oo, without further comment. Let As(s) = (Vi~ —
1)/v=, As(s) = Qo (n/k) ¥,_ » (Vs), and Ay(s) = |Qq (n/k)] V;Y’erl max {vﬁ,vj} . Applying the
inequality at the top of page 104 in |de Haan and Ferreira (2006), with the foregoing choices for ¢

and z, and then multiplying the result by k/257-1(1/2)+€ e obtain,

grrizrepiy2 |08 Xncthaein Z0BUGE) o g ol < oo r2 g (36)

20(%)
Let Dy n(s,y) = [kY?{s™7 —1}/y + Wi n(s)/s7!]. Since @I0) holds or any v € R, we have
SUpyecy, 87~ /2 F kY2 Ay(s) — Dy (s, 7-)| = opr(1). Using the form of ¥, , in Corollary 2.3.5 of
de Haan and Ferreira (2006) on page 46, it may be verified that sup,cq 7~ +H1/2D+eE1/2|45(s)| =
opr(1). Using(@.5) and Assumption (A.4), it may be verified that sup e, s7-T(/2+eE2| A (s)| =
op(1). The result follows by substituting these in (BI6). The proof of the next part is similar to

that of the previous one, and hence omitted. O
For v > —(1/2), let bo(n) = b§(n) = log U(n/k); for v < —(1/2), let

bo(n) =log U(1/Vin) + 7= qo(n/k), bi(n) =logU(1/V{,) + 7= qo(n/k).



The statement of the two results in the next lemma, and their proofs are similar to those of the

previous Lemma B4l Therefore, the proof is omitted.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that conditions of Theorem 7?7 are satisfied. Then, for e > 0, we have

k’l/2 8_77 — 1 Wk7n(8)

1 Xn— s n - b
sup s~ TU/2re |1/2 28 Tnlk i o) - | =op (1), (3.17)
O<ks<h+1 (%) - s1-T
* % ~ I /
RSy e log X7; 1.0 — 05(n) sl Win(s) + Bia(s)| op(1)
0<ks<k+1 20(%) - -+

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 7?7 are satisfied. Then, for e > 0, we have

/2 log X, _[ksj+1,n — 108 Xy—kn B kl/zs—% -1 Wkn(s) W (1)
o PV k,n
QO(k) 7= 5 (3.19)

— (L + 50 H1249)0(1),

—[ks]+1,n _
20(%) V- s7-+1 (3.20)
+ Win(1) + B, (1) = (14570~ T2 0p (1),

]{;1/2 log X:; — log Xr*z—k,n B k‘l/2 s —1 Wk,n(s) + Bllf,n(s)

k‘l/2 lOg X;kz—[ks]—i-l,n - lOg Xr*z—k,n - (IOg Xn—[ks}-i—l,n - IOg Xn—k,n) B B];m(s)
(%) S (3.21)
+Bj, (1) = (1 + s~ 0=T1/2F9)0p,(1)

where opr(1) in (3.13), (3.20), and (321) do not depend on s (0 < ks < k+1).

Proof. Tt follows from (3.I7) that

37*+1/2+E k1/2 loan—k,n - b(](’I’L) _ k1/2 577 —1 B Wk,n(s) _ Opf(l), (3'22)

su
p Y- s7-+1

k<ks<k+1 20(%)
By a continuity argument similar to that for (3.2)), (3.22)) also holds with supy 4,1 replaced by

SUPj<ks<k+1 and hence at s = 1, from which we obtain
1/2 ny_ 7172 n e
k7 7bo(n)/q0(3) = k77 10g Xn—kn/a0(3) = Win(1) + 0pr(1).
Substituting this in ([BI7) leads to (8:19). By a similar argument applied to (3.18]), we have
* * n T
Y {log X5y, — bo(m)}/a0(%) = {Wien(1) + By, (1)} = 0pr (1) (3.23)

Substitution of this in ([B.I8]) leads to (3.20). The third part follows from the first two. O

10



The asymptotic distributions of various tail statistics turn out to be functionals of a Wiener
process. Let W(s), 0 < s < 1, denote a standard Wiener process, and let us define the following

random variables that are functionals of the same W:

B Lsr—1 Wi(s) B 1W(S)_
Q- 2/0 — <8H1 W(1)> ds, p= /O S w()ds, (3:24)
R=(1-7)(1-2y)(27'1-2y.)Q —2P), =y P+R (3.25)
A= W)+ (1 -7)B -4y )P =271 (1 —7-)(1 - 29-)°Q (3.26)

These random variables will appear in the limiting distributions of various statistics. In finite
samples, the following random variables that correspond these will appear: Let (P, Q. , A, ,T")
be defined in the same way except that the standard Wiener process W is replaced by B,’ﬁn.
Similarly, let (Pn,Qn,fln, Wn) be defined in the same way except that W is replaced by Wk,n,
where Wy ,(s) = (n/k)/2B,(1 — ks/n).

Since Wy, (s) and BY,(ks/n) are equal in distribution, it follows that P, < P’ but they are not
the same random variables. Similar comments apply to the other pairs of random variables of the

form (?k,na Yk”n), with different symbols for Y, that will appear in the derivations.

Lemma 3.7.

kY2 {H,/q0(n/k) — )7 = B+op(1), (3.27)
kY2 Jqo(n/k) — O = (PL+B) +op(D), (3.28)
EV2{(Hy — Hy)/qo(n/k)} = P+ opi(1). (3.29)

Proof. The proof of [B.27) follows from (3.I9); (B.28) follows by similar arguments from (B.20).

Finally, (3:29) follows from the previous two parts. O
Lemma 3.8.
BV (Hy —v4) =74 Po+op(1),  KY2(Hy = Hy) =93P+ opr(1). (3.30)

Proof. A proof of the first part of (3.30]) is given on page 109 in lde Haan and Ferreira (2006). To
prove the second part, it follows from B29) that kY/2(H* — H,) = qo(n/k)[P. + op:/(1)]. Since
{q0(t) —v+}/Q(t) = O(1) as t — oo [see lde Haan and Ferreira 2006, page 109], it follows from
kK'2Q(t) = o(1) (see Assumption (A.4)) that {go(n/k) —v+} = [{a0(n/k) —74}/Q(n/k)]Q(n/k) =
O(1)O(k~1/?) = o(1). Now, the proof follows easily. O

11



Lemma 3.9.

1/2 Hn 2_ ; ’ = 2 2 Oopr

‘ ((qo(n/k‘)> <1—7_> > 1_7_Pn+ P (1), (3.31)
1/2 (H:)? — H? _ 2 o
" ( 2 (n/k) > e p(1). (3.32)

Proof. Proof of (3:31]) follows from (B.:27]) by an application of mean value theorem; similarly, (3.29))

follows from (3.29). By similar arguments, we may also show the following, but it is not directly

required:
1/2 H;; ? _ 1 ? _ 2 D / Opr
o () - () ) - e e, o
O
Let
1 2

MTTD T a0 334

Lemma 3.10.
K2 ({a0 (n/B} 7 My = 2o ) = Qu = 0p(1), (3.35)
kY2 ({qo (n/k} > My — >\2> —(Qn + Q) = opr(1), (3.36)
kY% {qo (n/k} > (M;; — M) — Q) = opr(1). (3.37)

Proof. Let 0 < e < 1/4. By (319), for 0 < s < 1,

log Xn—[ks]—i—l,n — log Xn—k,n

qo(n/k) i
= (—V??’"ff) - m,nu)) R4 57U Yo (1)
= fin(8) + fon(s) + fan(s), say. (3.38)
Then
12 My _ L 5 5 SN2 ds
R [ E )+ Fanls) 4 Fanlo)}? . (3.39)

Note that if 2{(1/2) + e +~_} > 1 then fol f2.(s) ds is not finite. Therefore, though the integral
in (339) is finite, it is not possible to evaluate it by expanding the squared expression under the

integral sign in (3:39) and evaluating the integral of each resulting term. Therefore, we express fol

12



1/k

as + fl Ik and evaluate the two integrals separately. This is equivalent to evaluating the first

term of M, and the rest separately. Let k'/2M,,/q¢(n/k) = A1(k, s) + Az(k,n) where

Al(kan) = [ 1/4{10g Xnn log Xn—k,n}/QO(n/k)]2 (3'40)
k—1
Ag(kyn) = Z ~4og X, — log Xn_km}/qo(n/k:)]? (3.41)

It follows from (B.38) with s = 1/k that
Ai(kyn) = VY + kY o (7Y + k‘1/4f3n(k‘1)]2 = op(1).

Next, note that As(k,n) = fol/k EY2{ f1(8)+ fon(8)+ fan(5)}2 ds = op/(1). Expanding the integrand
and evaluating each resulting integral, it may be verified that
M 2k1/2 Vs =1 (Win(s)
k'/? n = —1—2/ o — Wi n(1) | ds+op:(1).
By~ 020 2 fy T e Wil .
This completes the proof of (3.35]). The proof of ([B:36) is similar, and hence omitted. The proof of

B31) follows by subtracting (3.35]) from (3.30]). O
Lemma 3.11.
H: N 5 (-2~
El/2 <M )\2> =(1—-2v_)P, — %Qn +op/(1). (3.42)
H* 2 H? 1—2~_ 2
172 <(M*) ﬁn) = (1-2y_)P — %Q; +op/(1). (3.43)

Proof. Consider the left hand side of (3.42]):

1/2 H2 )‘2 1%(”/1") 1/2 . My, qg(n/k‘) 1/2 H2 2
0 (52~ 3) = SR (e ) + B (e o

The first part follows from ([B.35]) and ([B.31]). The proof of the second part is similar. O

Lemma 3.12.
B3 —y) = Ratop (1), KP(GE-40) = Rytop(1),  K'2(37=3) =T, +opi(1). (345)
Proof. Tt follows from (B34 that v_ = 1 — 2711 — A\?/\2}. Then, by the definition of 4_,

-1

Y252 — o) = 272 (WA — H2/M,) (1 - /AQ) (1— H2/M,) (3.46)

Now, the first part of the lemma may be verified using ([8.42]). The proof of the second part is

similar and hence omitted. Using the definitions of 4* and 4, and Lemmas and 3.8, we obtain
FPGE =3) = kP00 =40) + K230 —44) = Ry 4+ 90 Py +op(1) = T, + opr(1).0

13



Lemma 3.13.

V2 {a*(n/k) /a(n/k) — 1} = A' 4+ opr(1). (3.47)

Proof. Using the definitions, we have

a*(n/k) B Xokn Hpy (1-4%)
K ( aln/k) 1) = (Xn_k,n Hy (1-5-) 1>' (349

To prove the lemma, we substitute asymptotic representations for the three terms X* , /X, _j n,

H!/H,, and (1 —4*)/(1 —4-) in (348]). By (315) and an application of mean value theorem, we
obtain k'/2{qo(n/k)} " log{ X, n/Xn—kn} = By, (1) +op/(1). Since go(n/k) = 74 + o(1), it may
be verified that X ; /Xp pn =1+ k:_l/2{7+B,’€’n(1) + op/(1)}. Hence,

*

XTL— n —
T = LR B, (1) + op (D) (3.49)

We adopt a similar procedure for (H}/H,). First, we write

e (Ha 0\ _ 12 Hy — Hn  qo(n/k)
) <H 1) U= R ) (=) Ha (3.50)

Then, it may be verified, using Lemma B2, that (H/H,) = 1+k~Y2{(1—~_)P! +o0p/(1)}. Using

Lemma 312, we may verify that (1 —4*)/(1 —4_) = 1+ k= Y2(—=R/ (1 —~_)"'+o0p:(1)). Now the

lemma follows by substituting the foregoing asymptotic representations in (3.48)). O
3.2 Estimation of high quantile

In this subsection we establish the main results for constructing a confidence interval for a high
quantile. Let p, be a given small number in the range 0 < p, < 1, and let z(p,) = F<(1 — py)
denote the unknown upper p,th quantile of F'. Recall that d,, = k/(npy). An estimator of z(p,) is
(see, lde Haan and Ferreira 2006, Theorem 4.3.1 )

(pn) = b(n/k) +a(n/k) {d) — 1}/%;

the bootstrap counterpart of #(py) is #*(pn) = b* (n/k) + a* (n/k){d), — 1}/3*. Let qy(t) =
flt s7 1 ogs ds, (t > 0). The asymptotic distribution of the bootstrap quantity #*(p,) is pro-

vided in the next lemma; it can be used for constructing a confidence interval for the high-quantile

z(pp).

14



Lemma 3.14. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 7?7 are satisfied. Then,

) o ) /
¢ (dn) a(n/k) = I+ (=)’ Bia(1) = (=) AL +opi(1). (3.51)
k12 j*(pn) - j(pn) o / / /

Proof. To simplify notation, we write Z,, and z} for 2*(p,) and Z(p,) respectively; this simplified

notation is applicable only to this proof. Starting from the definitions of these quantities, we have

E1/2 Ty —In _ kl/2b (n/k) — ("/k) 4 E1/2 <d* (n/k) _ 1> dy — 1
q5(dn)a (n/k) ¢5(dn)a (n/k) a(n/k) Ya5(dn)
kY2 a* (nJk) [, 4 .
+ A d) —1)/4" —(d) —1)/7¢ = Al + A2 + A3(3.53
) a R L DA = -1/ (3.53)
say. The technical details when v_ = 0 and when ~v_ < 0 are different, as mentioned earlier. For

example, (7 — 1)/~ needs to be interpreted as log z at v = 0. In this proof, we provide the details
for the case y_ = 0.
It follows from Remark 4.3.3 and (4.3.5) in lde Haan and Ferreira (2006), that

17 log t v 1 Y - (logt)™'  ~v>0
g(t) ~ 1 (logt)?/2, ~ < 2logt, ~ 1< 2(ogt)™t, =0 (3.54)

9 Y 1 Y4y (t) _ 0

T T Y5 7 <

as t — oo, Then,

dy —1 1

i ~ A = —y_ +op(1), ~(3-)? = (v-)? + opr(1).

745(dn) ¢3(dn)

Substituting these into Al and A2 in [B.53]), we obtain Al = (7—)2312,71(1) +op/(1) by Lemma [3.3]
and A2 = —(y_)A], + opr(1) by Lemma [3.13]
To evaluate A3, first notice that (dj — 1)y~! = [ s7"!ds. Since k¥/2a*(n/k)/a(n/k) = 1 +
Op/(1) by Lemma [B13] we have
o R & (2) <dvA_ 1 d?ﬂ_ 1) R /dn 15 s + o ().
a5(dn) a (%) o ¥ a5(dn) J1

Let us ignore the ops/(1) for now and consider the other term. By the mean value theorem,

log sV ™7 —log1 = v(s)~'{s7 =7 — 1}, where v(s) = 31 ¥ for some s; € [1, s]. Therefore,
dn L
B/ ) [T - ds = KU ) + B
1
where By = k'/2{q4(d,)} " fld” s1 1 og sV (s] 7 — 1)ds.
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Since k~1/2 log np, = o(1) by assumption, we have
[log ) 7| = |(5* —4)log du| = (5" — A)[log k — log npn] = opr(1). (3.55)

Choose ng large enough such that d,, > 1 for n > ng. Let n > ng. Then

Ak A k1/2 dn 2 NE S Lk A
Bl < 1 =1l [ g s = (a7 < 10p(1)
4 \Un
llogd) 7| = |(§" —4)logdn| = (¥* = 4)log k — log np,] = opr(1)

since k~'/21lognp, = o(1) by assumption. Therefore, By = opr(1). Then, A3 = EY/2(5* — 4) +
op/(1) =Ty + op/ (1) by (B45).

Since g5+ (dn)/q5(dn) = 14 op/(1) (see, lde Haan and Ferreira 2006, Corollary 4.3.2, pagel35),
and a* (n/k){a(n/k)}~' =1+ op/(1) by Lemma B.I3] using (3.53)), we have

Ty — T
4\n

3.3 Estimation of tail probability

In this subsection, we prove the main results for constructing confidence intervals for an unknown
tail probability. Let x, be a given sequence of real numbers. The results in this subsection are for
constructing a bootstrap confidence interval for the unknown tail probability p, := pr(X > z,). In

the proof of Lemma [B.14] we used the two quantities

&y, = b(n/k) +a(n/k){d} —1}/7. &), = b (n/k) +a" (n/k){d) —1}/7"

In the technical arguments provided below, we use these two quantities and results about their
properties obtained in the proof of Lemma [3.J4l One difference worthy of noting is that, in the
context of this subsection, &, is an estimator of the known quantity z,. Therefore, while we use
in the following technical details, it is used only to facilitate using the previously obtained

Tp

n

results in the current proofs, not as an empirically useful statistic.

( >})‘”7 @58)

. /<;< { Axn—lA)
Pn=— |maxq 0,1 +y——7—"=
n a (%)

and w,(t) =t flt 57 log s ds, t > 0.

Recall that

=3
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Lemma 3.15. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 7?7 are satisfied. Then,

1/2 A%

(B ) = G @
1/2 A%

’wi (dr) (%: - 1> = T+ (=) Bin(l) = ()4, + opr (1) (3.58)

Proof. Let

Y Tp — In * Y oan — Iy,
Yn — N 5 Y — 2% X .
<dz a (%) ) ! <dz @ (%) )
Using the definitions of p,, Z,,p;,, and 2, and simplifying the expressions, we obtain

~ k —1/4 ~x *\—1/9* 2 *\—1/47 Y
o= o () 0, = gk (Y By T ) a59)
n n

By the mean value theorem, log (1 +Y;,) —log 1 = (;;'Y,,, where ¢, lies between 1 and 1+Y,,. Using
the previously established results and assumptions about the rates of convergence of d,,, and (3.54]),
it may be verified that Y;, = op/(1). Therefore, (,, =1+ op/(1) and log (1 +Y,,) = (1 4+ op/(1))Y,,.
Similarly, by the mean value theorem, log (1 + Y,*) —log 1 = £,,1Y,,, where &, lies between 1 and
Y*. As in the previous proof for Y,, = op/(1), it may be verified that Y,;* = op/(1), & = 1+ op/(1),
and log (1+ YY) = (1+o0p/(1))Y, .
Now,

]{71/2 Ak k’l/2

) =y | ) s Y+ (3) s (14 V)
)

(
" B) 13" (1 4 opr(1)) + p1/2—En— <1— (2) d‘y—fy*) 14 op(1
w7 e et ) e @)

By B53) |d) 7 — 1| = op/(1). By @47, a*(n/k)/a(n/k) = 14 Op(k™/2) = 1+ opi(1). By
Theorem ?7?, kl/qul(dn)&_l(n/k)(xn — Zn) = Op/(1). By Lemma [3.15]

[ —

|
8
3
Q>
Q>

K2 T (12)2BY (1) — (12) AL + opr(1).
Q'\/(dn)a E) 7
Therefore,
k1/2 Ak
S log Pt = (T + (10 Ba(1) — ()4, + 0p (1) (1 0pr (1)) + 0pr(1)
= T+ (2)’Bi,(1) — () A, + opr(1). (3.60)

It follows from (B.60]) that log(p}/pn) = op/(1), and hence |p}/pn — 1| = op/(1). Therefore,

by the delta method, we have B57). Let d,, = k/(np,) and d* = k/(np*). Then (see Corollary
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4.4.4, |de Haan and Ferreira 2006) since 4* — 4 = Op/(k~'/?) and p%/pp, = 1+ op/(1), we have

{w:,(dn) Jwy(dy,)} and {wﬁ,(cz;i) /wﬁ,(czn)} converge to 1, in probability. Therefore, we also have

log =% = T, 4 (7=)’Bp (1) — (v=) A}, + op:(1). (3.61)
O

Lemma 3.16. Let V = (V1,Va,...) and V' = (V{,V3,...) be two sequences of random variables
as in (L2), S,(V,V') be a function of Vi,...,Vy and V{,... V!, and S, (V, V') = op/(1). Then

y Vo

Sp(V, V') = op«(1), in probability, where P* denotes the probability conditional on V'.

Proof. Let € > 0 and 6 > 0 be given. Suppose that S,(V,V’') = op/(1). Let Z,(V;d) =
P*[S,(V, V') > §|V], where P* denotes the conditional probability given V. Then E[Z2(V;6)] <
E[Z,(V;6)] = P'(Sp(V, V' > 0) L0 as n — oo and, by Chebyshev inequality, Py [Z,(V;d) >
¢| = op(1). Therefore, Py (Pyy [|Sn(V,V')] > 6|V] > €) = 0 as n — o0, and hence S,,(V, V') =

op+(1) in probability [P].

O

Proposition 3.3.
(P Qs Ay T1) 5 (P QUALT), (P, Qs Ay T) 5 (PLQ, AT), as = oo.
Proof. SinceBy, ,(s) = W(s) — (ks/n)W (n/k), (0 < s < 1), in distribution, we have

Bhal) 4 W)k ny o WO (E)” @”W(ﬁ)s—« (3.62)

g7-+1 sr—+1 T+l \ g n L

Since (k/n)Y2W (n/k) is bounded in probability, and s~7- is uniformly continuous on [0,1], we
have supg< <1 | (k/n)Y? (k/n)Y* W (n/k) s~7= = op/(1). Therefore, the right hand side of (F:62) is

tight and hence it converges weakly to W (s)s~(-+1) (0 < s < 1). O
3.4 Proofs of the theorems

In this subsection, we provide the proofs of the theorems in the main paper. These results are in

terms of the conditional probability P* given the observations X,..., X,.

Prof of Theorem ??7. For a statement and proof of the corresponding non-bootstrap version of

this theorem, see Lemma 4.3 in lde Haan and Resnick (1993); according to this Lemma, under
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the conditions of this theorem, kY2{b(n/k) — b(n/k)}/a(n/k) converges in distribution to B as
n — co. By Lemma B3, [kY/2/a(n/k)|{b*(n/k) — b(n/k)} = By (1) + opr(1). Then, by Lemma
BI6, (k'/2/a(n/k)){b*(n/k)—b(n/k)} = By, ,(1)+0p-(1), in probability [P]. Now, the result follows
by Proposition B.3l Since B,, is independent of V| and hence of X, it follows from Proposition 3.3
that [kY/2/a(n/k){b*(n/k) — b(n/k)} 4 B, in probability, as n — oo. [ |
Prof of Theorem ??7. For a statement and proof of the corresponding non-bootstrap version of
this theorem, see Lemma 4.6 in |de Haan and Resnick (1993); according to this Lemma, under the
conditions of this theorem, k'/2{% — ~} 4T asn — oo By B45), kY2(3* —4) =T 4 opr(1).
Then, by Lemma BI6, k'/2(3* — 4) = T, + op+(1), in probability [P]; note that the remainder
term is op«(1), not ops(1). Since I'}, is independent of V', and hence of X, the result follows by
Proposition .31 |
Proof of Theorem ?7. For this proof, p, is given and x,, is the unknown quantile corresponding to p,,.
For a statement and proof of the corresponding non-bootstrap version of this theorem, see Lemma
4.7 inlde Haan and Resnick (1993); according to this Lemma, under the conditions of this theorem,
kY2 ({a(n/k)/a(n/k)} — 1) 4 Aasn — oo By Lemma BI3, k'/2 ({a*(n/k)/a(n/k)} —1) =
Al 4+ opi(1). Then, by Lemma BI6, k'/2 ({a*(n/k)/a(n/k)} — 1) = A, + op«(1) in probability [P].
Now, the result follows by Proposition B.3l |
Proof of Theorem ??. For this proof, z,, is known, and p, = P(X > p,) is the unknown tail
probability. For a statement and proof of the corresponding non-bootstrap version of this theorem,
see Theorem 4.3.1 in [de Haan and Ferreira (2006); according to this result,

kY2 &y — x4
= ST+ (1-)?’B—(1-)A  asn — . (3.63)
Q’?(dn) a(E)

under the conditions of Theorem ??. By Lemma [3.14]

k12 /a5 (dn)][{7, — @} /a (n/k)] = T} + (72)2 By, (1) = (-) 4}, + 0pr(1).

The Lemma also shows that the result holds with the scaling factor, ¢s(d,)a (n/k) replaced by its

bootstrap counterpart q,{*(dn)d* (n/k). Then, by Lemma [3.16]
(672 g (dn) H(i, — &) /@ (n/R)} = T, + (72)2 B, (1) = (v-) A}, + 0p=(1)
in probability [P]. Therefore, by Proposition 3.3}
(672 g (dn) H(i5, = in) /a" (n/R)} ST+ (72)2B = (v-) AW
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Proof of Theorem ??. For a statement and proof of the corresponding non-bootstrap version of this

theorem, see Theorem 4.4.1 in [de Haan and Ferreira (2006); it is shown there that

1/2 A
% <@ - 1> LT+ (12)?B - (10)A. (3.64)

By Lemma 315
(kY2 w3 (dn) H, /B0 — 1} = Ty + (7-)* Bl (1) — (7-) 47, + 0pr(1).
Then, by Lemma 316,
{k'72 w3 (dn)} (B1/Bn — 1) = Ty + (3=)* By (1) — (=) AL + 0p+ (1)

in probability [P]. Therefore, {k'/2/ws(d,)} (5% /pn — 1) LTy (7-)?B — (v-)A, in probability, by
Proposition 3.3l Again, the result holds with the scaling factor w@(CZn) replaced by its bootstrap

counterpart w.. (dy,) where dj, = k/(npy,). [
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