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Abstract

In many applied fields it is desired to make predictions with the aim of assess-
ing the plausibility of more severe events than those already recorded to safeguard
against calamities that have not yet occurred. This problem can be analysed us-
ing extreme value theory. We consider the popular peaks over a threshold method
and show that the generalised Pareto approximation of the true predictive densities
of both a future unobservable excess or peak random variable can be very accu-
rate. We propose both a frequentist and a Bayesian approach for the estimation
of such predictive densities. We show the asymptotic accuracy of the correspond-
ing estimators and, more importantly, prove that the resulting predictive inference
is asymptotically reliable. We show the utility of the proposed predictive tools
analysing extreme temperatures in Milan in Italy.

Keywords: Contraction rate, Exceedances, Extreme index, Generalised Pareto, Pre-
dictive density, Probabilistic forecasting.

1 Introduction

The prediction of a value that a random variable can plausibly assume in the future is
one of the most important statistical problems. In many applied fields as in finance,
economy, climate science, physics, etc., it is desired to make predictions with the aim of
assessing the plausibility of more severe events than those already recorded, in order to
safeguard against calamities that have not yet occurred, as for instance a global financial
crisis, heavy monetary losses due to catastrophic weather, etc. This is an extreme value
problem and can be analysed using Extreme Value Theory (e.g. Beirlant et al., 2004;
de Haan and Ferreira, 2006; Resnick, 2007; Falk et al., 2010).

The Extreme Value Theory (EVT) provides probabilistic models and, based on them,
statistical methods to assess the risk related to future extreme episodes. However, the
majority of the discussed methods focus on estimation of a distribution parameter,
as for instance the quantile corresponding to an infinitesimal exceeding probability or
the right end-point of the true data distribution. These quantities are representative
of future extreme, yet unobserved values for the phenomenon under study and, to
a certain extent, can be regarded as point forecasts. The probabilitstic forecasting
method is unarguably a richer approach to prediction, as it allows to recover the entire
distribution or density of an unobserved random variable and accordingly better assess
the uncertainty of future events. A widely used tool for probabilistic based predictions
are the predictive densities (e.g., Gneiting and Raftery, 2007) or density forecasts (e.g.,
Gneiting and Katzfuss, 2014).
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In this paper we focus on the Peaks Over a Threshold (POT) method, which is one
of the most popular approaches for modelling univariate extremes (e.g. Balkema and
de Haan, 1974; Davison and Smith, 1990). We begin specifying sufficient conditions
under which we can show that a Generalised Pareto (GP) density provides a good
approximation of the density of a suitably normalised excess variableX−t|X > t, for the
threshold t that goes to the right end-point of the distribution ofX, in Hellinger distance
(see, e.g., van der Vaart, 2000, for the notion of Hellinger distance). Then, given a sample
of independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables X1, . . . , Xn whose
common distribution F satisfies the above conditions, we consider both the prediction
of a future unobservable excess random variable (Xn+1−Q(p))|Xn+1 > Q(p) and a peak
random variable Xn+1|Xn+1 > Q(p), for different probability levels p and corresponding
(1− p)-quantiles Q(p). We allow that Q(p) is an increasingly high threshold by setting
the exceeding probability as p = pn, with p → 0 as n → ∞. In particular, we consider
both the so-called intermediate case where p = k/n, with k = kn, k → ∞ as n → ∞
and k = o(n), and the so-called extreme case where p ≪ k/n, with np → a > 0 as
n → ∞. Exploiting EVT and in particular the threshold stability property (e.g. Falk
et al., 2010, Ch 1, 5) we consider a class of GP approximations of the true unknown
predictive density functions, and show they are very accurate in Hellinger distance. We
propose a frequentist and a Bayesian method for estimating the predictive densities of
both future unobservable excess and peak variables and we prove that the estimated
densities are close to the true densities in Helliger distance, with probability tending to
one. More importantly, when an extreme region is defined as a subset of the support
of the estimated peaks’ predictive densities with a corresponding predictive probability
level 1 − α, then we prove its coverage probability (under the true peaks-generating
distribution) reaches the nominal level 1− α asymptotically.

Finally, we analyse the extreme temperatures over the last thirty years in Milan
(Italy), where in 2003 the record temperature of 38.3°C has been recorded, due to a vast
heatwave. We explain how to derive a predictive density of a future peak temperature
for different values of a high threshold and in particular how to suitably derive very
high thresholds. We specify what are the thresholds beyond which a future peak can
plausibly reach the record temperature in 2003 or being even hotter. We can then
understand how much a peak temperature can plausibly rise beyond the temperatures
observed so far.

The online supplementary materials contains technical results and proofs. Section 2
of the article provides a short EVT background and our first result on the GP density
approximation. In Section 3 we consider the GP approximation of the true predictive
densities and discuss their accuracy, on their basis we propose probabilistic forecasting
tools and show the reliability of the corresponding inference. We illustrate the use of
these procedures analysing a real temperature dataset in Section 4. The article ends
with a brief discussion on future research prospects in Section 5.

2 Background

Let X be a random variable with an unknown distribution F , whose right end-point is
denoted by x∗. Extreme value methods rely on the elementary assumption that F is in
the domain of attraction of an extreme value distribution (de Haan and Ferreira, 2006,
Ch. 1.2). This feature can be simply formulated as follows. Consider the distribution
of the excess variable X − t|X > t,

Ft(x) = P(X − t ≤ x|X > t) =
F (x+ t)− F (t)

1− F (t)
, t < x∗, x > 0. (2.1)
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If there is a scaling function s(t) > 0, with t < x∗, such that

lim
t→x∗

Ft(s(t)x) = Hγ(x) :=

{
1− (1 + γx)−1/γ , x ∈ Sγ ,

0, otherwise,
(2.2)

for all continuity points x of Hγ(x), then we say that F is in the domain of attraction of
Hγ , see, e.g., Balkema and de Haan (1974); de Haan and Ferreira (2006, Theorem 1.2.5).
Specifically, Hγ(x) is named standard Generalised Pareto (GP) distribution (e.g., Falk
et al., 2010, Ch. 2.2), where γ ∈ R is the so-called extreme value index, which describes
the right-tail heaviness of F , and Sγ = (0,∞) if γ ≥ 0 and Sγ = (0,−1/γ) otherwise.
Its density function is

hγ(x) = (1 + γx)−(1/γ+1) , x ∈ Sγ .

The GP family of distributions is in general a two-parameters class of the form Hθ(x) :=
Hγ(x/σ), with θ = (σ, γ) and where σ > 0 is a scale parameter. Its density is hθ(x) :=
hγ(x/σ)/σ with x ∈ Sθ, with Sθ = (0,∞) if γ ≥ 0 and Sθ = (0,−σ/γ) otherwise.

The practical utility of the asymptotic result in (2.2) is that although F is unknown,
as soon as t and y are large enough values (e.g. y ≡ yt = s(t)x), then the distribution
Ft(y) of the excess X−t|X > t can be approximated by the GP distribution Hγ(y/s(t)).
The threshold stability is a key property of the GP family. Precisely, GP distributions
are threshold stable, which means that if Y follows a GP distribution Hθ and if for
u ≥ 0 we have Hθ(u) < 1 and σ+γu > 0, then Y −u|Y > u follows the GP distribution
Hθ′ , with θ′ = (σ + γu, γ). In other words, the thresholding operation does not change
the original distribution apart from a scaling factor. Thus, if another threshold t′ > t is
selected, then the distribution of the excess X − t′|X > t′ can still be approximated by
the GP distribution Hγ(y/s(t

′)), where only the scale parameter s(t′) = s(t) + γ(t′ − t)
is changed. This is practically relevant in applications as one can progressively increase
the threshold and still use the same GP distribution, but with the suitable scaling
parameter, in order to extrapolate extreme events further and further into the tail of
the distribution.

In the sequel, we assume that F allows for a density function and we denote by ft
the density of the conditional distribution Ft. In real applications working with the peak
variable X|X > t allows for a more intuitive interpretation of what an extreme event
is. We then also consider for y = x+ t the distribution of the peak

Gt(y) = P(X ≤ y|X > t) =

{
F (y)−F (t)
1−F (t) , y > t,

0, otherwise

and its density gt(y) = ft(y − t). In this case, the distribution Gt(y) is approximated
by Hγ((y − t)/s(t)).

For 0 ≤ p ≤ 1, let Q(p) := F←(1 − p), where F← is the left-continuous inverse
function of F . The domain of attraction condition in in formula (2.2) can be equivalently
stated in terms of the following convergence result

lim
v→∞

Q(1/(vx))−Q(1/v)

a(v)
=

xγ − 1

γ
, (2.3)

for v ≥ 1 and all x > 0, where a(v) > 0 is a suitable scaling function. In particular, we
have that s(t) = a(1/(1 − F (t))), see de Haan and Ferreira (2006, Ch. 1) for suitable
selections of the function a.

Stronger convergence forms than that in formula (2.2) have been established under
further conditions at the density level (see e.g. Raoult and Worms, 2003; Padoan and
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Rizzelli, 2024b). In particular, the convergence result in Hellinger distance of Padoan
and Rizzelli (2024b) is especially useful for statistical purposes when performing proba-
bilistic forecasting. It has been derived under the following second order von Mises-type
condition (see de Haan and Resnick, 1996; Raoult and Worms, 2003, Condtion 4)

Condition 2.1. The distribution function F is twice differentiable. The function

A(v) :=
vQ′′(1/v)

Q′(1/v)
+ 1− γ

is such that is of constant sign near infinity and its absolute value |A(v)| is regularly
varying as v → ∞ with index of variation ρ ≤ 0.

Let lt( · ) = ft(s(t) · )s(t) denote the density function of (X − t)/s(t)|X > t, with
s(t) = (1 − F (t))/F ′(t). Under Condition 2.1, with v = 1/(1 − F (t)), Padoan and
Rizzelli (2024b) established that for a generic γ ≥ 0 the density lt converges to the
density hγ in Hellinger distance and the speed of convergence is |A(v)|.

The interest in this article is to extend such result to the case that γ > −1/2,
which is typically considered when using important inferential tools as the maximum
likelihood method and Bayesian approach to analyse block maxima (Bücher and Segers,
2017; Dombry and Ferreira, 2019; Padoan and Rizzelli, 2024a) and peaks over threshold
(Drees et al., 2004; de Haan and Ferreira, 2006; Dombry et al., 2023). In particular,
in this case the GP family satisfies some regularity conditions useful for the likelihood
based inference, see Dombry et al. (2023). Therefore, we provide here the following
approximation result.

Proposition 2.2. Assume Condition 2.1 is satisfied with γ > −1/2. Then, there exist
constants 0 < c < C < ∞ and t∗ < x∗ such that, for all t ≥ t∗,

c|A(v)| ≤ H (lt, hγ) ≤ C|A(v)|. (2.4)

As shown in the sequel, the key statistical benefit of the above probabilistic result is
to allow to control the bias amount in density estimation for the peaks over threshold
method and assess the accuracy of the corresponding probabilistic forecasting method
for future extremes.

3 Probabilistic forecasting

In the statistical field, predicting a future value not yet observed, on the basis of an
available data sample, is one of the most practically relevant tasks in applications. This
is an ambitious mission within the extreme values context, as the target is studying
the occurrence of a future event that is even more extreme than those that have been
observed in the past and that can have a strong impact in society real life. A powerful
prediction approach in statistics is the so-called probabilistic forecasting, that aims to
derive the entire predictive distribution or density function of a future unobservable
variable. For instance, the predictive density can be used for the construction of reli-
able predictive regions. Probabilistic forecasting for extreme events is not an ordinary
statistical task, as it must be based on asymptotic results (e.g., that in (2.2) or other
forms of convergence). The goal of this section is to show that the GP densities provide
accurate approximations of the true densities of excesses and peak variables and that
probabilistic forecasting techniques based on them are thus reliable.

Assume that a sampleX1, . . . , Xn of i.i.d. random variables with a common unknown
specific distribution F0 is available. In the sequel, to simplify the notation we do not
report the subscript “0” in true distributions, densities, parameters, etc., when its is
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clear from the context that we refer to the true quantities, while we report it when
strictly necessary. In the EVT, a typical approach to select a high threshold is to consider
an intermediate sequence k = kn, satisfying k → ∞ as n → ∞ and k = o(n), and then
use the tail quantile function to define the threshold t = Q(k/n). Let (Xn+1−t)|Xn+1 >
t be a future unobservable excess variable, which we assume independent from the
excesses arising from the original sample X1, . . . , Xn. Then, under Condition 2.1, its
true predictive density f∗t can be approximated by hγ(·/s(t)), provided that t is large
enough. Similarly, let Xn+1|Xn+1 > t be a future unobservable peak variable. Then,
its true predictive density g∗t can be approximated by hγ((· − t)/s(t)). Let t′ = Q(p)
be a further threshold even larger than t, with p ≡ pn satisfying p → 0 as n → ∞ and
p ≤ k/n. In the sequel we allow for different speeds and in particular for the case when
np → a > 0 as n → ∞, i.e. when the expected number of exceedances approaches a
positive constant, then we recall that in this case Q(p) is called an extreme quantile
(see, e.g., de Haan and Ferreira, 2006, Ch. 4) and p is the so-called extreme level
(e.g., Padoan and Stupfler, 2022, Section 2.2). By the threshold stability property, the
predictive density of a future unobservable excess variable f∗t′ can be approximated by

f∗p (x) :=
hγ
(
x/((np/k)−γ s(t))

)
(np/k)−γ s(t)

and that of a future unobservable peak variable g∗t′ by

g∗p(x) := f∗p

(
x− t− s(t)

(np/k)−γ − 1

γ

)
.

Leveraging on the results of Proposition 2.2, next corollary rigorously establishes that
the densities f∗p and g∗p provide accurate approximations of the true densities f∗t′ and
g∗t′ , over a range of possible small exceedance probability levels p ≤ k/n.

Corollary 3.1. Assume that Condition 2.1 is satisfied with γ > −1/2. Let t = Q(k/n)
and t′ = Q(p).

(i) If k/(np) → ν ∈ [1,∞) as n → ∞, we have

H (f∗t′ , f
∗
p ) = O (|A(n/k)|) , and H (g∗t′ , g

∗
p) = O

(√
|A(n/k)|

)
.

(ii) If k/(np) → ∞ and −A(n/k) log(np/k) → 0 as n → ∞, we have

H (f∗t′ , f
∗
p ) = O (−|A(n/k)| log(np/k)) .

(iii) If k/(np) → ∞ and A(n/k)wγ (k/(np)) → 0 as n → ∞, with

wγ(x) :=


log(x), γ > 0,

log2(x), γ = 0,

x−γ , γ < 0,

where x > 0, we have H (g∗t′ , g
∗
p) = O

(√
A(n/k)wγ (k/(np))

)
.

Probabilistic forecasting based on the predictive densities can be achieved by es-
timating the densities f∗p and g∗p for a range of different extreme levels p ≤ k/n. A
possible way to do it is as follows. First of all, we specify a high threshold t = Q(k/n)
setting an exceeding probability equal to k/n, the so-called effective sample fraction,
whose value falls (on average) within the sample and can be easily estimated by the
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(n−k)th order statistic Xn−k,n. Secondly, we observe that, for different values of p, the
densities f∗p and g∗p can be inferred through the parametric GP densities

f∗θ,p(x) :=
hγ
(
x/((np/k)−γ σ)

)
(np/k)−γ σ

,

g∗θ,p(x) := f∗θ,p

(
x−Xn−k,n − σ

(np
k

)−γ − 1

γ

)
, (3.1)

where θ = (σ, γ), with σ > 0 that represents the scaling function s(t) for a given fixed
high threshold t and γ > −1/2. Then, the kth larger order statistics Xn−k+1,n, . . . , Xn,n

can be used to carry out inference on the parameter θ, which allows in turn the esti-
mation of such two predictive densities, simultaneously for all the desired values of p.
In the next subsections we describe a frequentist and a Bayesian approach to the es-
timation of f∗θ,p(x) and g∗θ,p(x), we establish the consistency and contraction rates of
the proposed estimation methods and finally discuss the implications that these results
have in probabilistic forecasting terms.

3.1 Frequentist approach

A simple frequentist approach for the estimation of the densities f∗t′ and g∗t′ of excess
and peak variables corresponding to exceeding probability p ≤ k/n, is as follows. Let
Tn,i, i = 1, 2 be suitable measurable functions. Let

γ̂n = Tn,1(Xn−k,n, ..., Xn,n)

be a generic sample estimator of the tail index γ > −1/2 and

σ̂n = Tn,2(Xn−k,n, ..., Xn,n)

be a generic sample estimator of the scaling parameter σ > 0. Exploiting the GP density
approximations of f∗t′ and g∗t′ , plug-in estimators of them are simply obtained by

f̂ (F)
p (x) := f∗

θ̂n,p
(x), ĝ(F)p (x) := g∗

θ̂n,p
(x),

where the superscript “(F)” stands for “frequentist” and θ̂n = (σ̂n, γ̂n). By means
of Corollary 3.1 the accuracy of the above estimators can be assessed by quantifying
their rates of contraction to the true densities f∗t′ and g∗t′ in Hellinger distance. This is
formally stated by the next result.

Proposition 3.2. Assume that the conditions of Corollary 3.1 are satisfied. Assume
also that the following conditions are satisfied as n → ∞:

(a) k → ∞ as n → ∞ and k = o(n),

(b)
√
k|A(n/k)| → λ ∈ (0,∞),

(c) |γ̂n − γ| = OP(1/
√
k) and |σ̂n/s(t)− 1| = OP(1/

√
k).

Finally, let zγ(x) = wγ(x), if γ ≥ 0, and zγ(x) = log(x)wγ(x), if γ < 0. Then, for any
sequence ϵn → 0 and such that kϵ2n → ∞ as n → ∞ we have:

(i) If k/(np) → ν ∈ [1,∞) as n → ∞,

H (f∗t′ , f̂
(F)
p ) = OP (ϵn) , H (g∗t′ , ĝ

(F)
p ) = OP (

√
ϵn) .
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(ii) If instead k/(np) → ∞ and −ϵn log(np/k) → 0 as n → ∞,

H (f∗t′ , f̂
(F)
p ) = OP (−ϵn log(np/k)) .

(iii) Moreover, if k/(np) → ∞ and ϵnzγ (k/(np)) → 0 as n → ∞,

H (g∗t′ , ĝ
(F)
p ) = OP

(√
ϵnzγ0

(
k

np

))
.

Assumptions (a)–(b) of Proposition 3.2 have been widely used in the literature to
show that standard estimators γ̂n and σ̂n of the true values γ and σ, proposed within
the POT approach (see e.g. de Haan and Ferreira, 2006, Ch. 3–5), satisfy under the
second order condition the asymptotic normality of the sequence

√
k

(
γ̂n − γ,

σ̂n
s(U(n/k))

− 1

)
.

Therefore, such estimators also comply with the assumption (c) of Proposition 3.2,

whose statement allows to readily obtain the rate of contraction of f̂
(F)
p and ĝ

(F)
p to

f∗t′ and g∗t′ in Hellinger distance. We provide two examples of classical estimators that
satisfy the conditions of Proposition 3.2 and comply with its results.

Example 3.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.2 and conditions (a)–(b) of
Proposition 3.2, with probability tending to 1 there exists a unique sequence of ML
estimators of γ and σ given by

(σ̂n, γ̂n) = argmax
θ∈Θ

k∏
i=1

hθ (Xn−k+i,n −Xn−k,n)

where Θ = (0,∞) × (−1/2,∞), satisfying condition (c) of Proposition 3.2, see Drees
et al. (2004); Zhou (2009) and Dombry et al. (2023, Corollary 2.3).

Example 3.4. The GPWM estimators of γ and σ are defined as

γ̂n = 1−
(

Pn

2Qn
− 1

)−1
, σ̂n = Pn

(
Pn

2Qn
− 1

)−1
,

where

Pn =
1

k

k∑
i=1

(Xn−i+1,n −Xn−k,n) , Qn =
1

k

k∑
i=1

i

k
(Xn−i+1,n −Xn−k,n) .

Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.2 and conditions (a)–(b) of Proposition 3.2,
and assuming further that γ < 1/2, such estimators satisfy condition (c) of Proposition
3.2, see e.g. Theorem 3.6.1 in de Haan and Ferreira (2006).

Exploiting the results of Proposition 3.2, next corollary establishes the accuracy of
predictive regions for future peaks variables above the threshold t′ = Q(p).

Corollary 3.5. Assume that conditions of Proposition 3.2 are satisfied. Let Pp be a
measurable set depending on sequence of excesses Xn−k+i,n −Xn−k,n, i = 1, . . . , k, and
satisfying for α ∈ (0, 1), ∫

Pp

ĝ(F)p (x)dx = 1− α.

For any sequence ϵn → 0 and such that nϵ2n → ∞ as n → ∞ we have:
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(i) P (X ∈ Pp|X > t′) = 1− α+OP(
√
ϵn), if k/(np) → ν ∈ [1,∞) as n → ∞.

(ii) P (X ∈ Pp|X > t′) = 1−α+OP(
√
ϵnzγ (k/(np))), if k/(np) → ∞ and ϵnzγ0 (k/(np))

→ 0, as n → ∞.

A concrete example of how to select k, p and ϵn so that the results in Corollary 3.5
hold is reported next.

Example 3.6. Set k = nδ logη(n), with δ ∈ (0, 1), η ∈ R, and p = kζ/n, with ζ ∈ (0, 1).
Set ϵn = Cn/

√
k, with Cn being a sequence going to infinity arbitrarily slowly. Then,

Corollary 3.5(ii) guarantees that the prediction of peaks over the true extreme quantile

Q(p) by means of the extreme regions Pp, deduced from the predictive density ĝ
(F)
p ,

implies a probability error that is not larger than n−δζ/4, up to a logarithmic term
proportional to

√
Cn(log n)

1/2−(ηζ)/4.

3.2 Bayesian approach

A Bayesian procedure for inference with the POT method that includes classical prior
formulation and also empirical Bayes ones is synthesized as follows (see Dombry et al.,
2023, for a complete description). The considered procedure relies on a flexible definition
of a prior distribution for the GP distribution parameter θ, with its density function of
the form

π(θ) = πsh(γ)π
(n)
sc (σ) , θ ∈ Θ, (3.2)

where πsh is a prior density on γ and for each n = 1, 2, . . ., π
(n)
sc is a prior density on σ,

whose expression may or may not depend on n, and where Θ is as in Example 3.3. In
order for the corresponding posterior distribution to fulfil some desirable features, the
following properties are assumed.

Condition 3.7. The densities πsh and π
(n)
sc are such that:

(a) For each n = 1, 2, . . ., π
(n)
sc : R+ → R+ and given t = Q(k/n)

(a.1) there is δ > 0 such that π
(n)
sc (s(t))s(t) > δ and for any η > 0 there is ϵ > 0

such that for all σ ∈ (1± ϵ)

π(n)
sc (s(t)σ) ∈ (1± η)π(n)

sc (s(t));

(a.2) there is C > 0 such that π
(n)
sc (s(t)σ) ≤ C/(σs(t)).

If π
(n)
sc is data-dependent then (a.1) and (a.2) hold with probability tending to 1.

(b) πsh is a positive and continuous function at the true value of γ satisfying
∫ 0
−1/2 πsh(γ) dγ <

∞ and supγ>0 πsh(γ) < ∞.

For a prior density π as in (3.2), the posterior distribution of the GP distribution
parameter θ is given by Bayes rule

Πn(B) =

∫
B

∏k
i=1 hθ(Xn−i+1,n −Xn−k,n)π(θ)dθ∫

Θ

∏k
i=1 hθ(Xn−i+1,n −Xn−k,n)π(θ)dθ

, (3.3)

for all measurable sets B ⊂ Θ. According to Dombry et al. (2023, Theorem 2.10),
as n increases, the posterior distribution Πn concentrates on the values (γ, σ) ∈ Θ
such that |γ − γ0| and |σ/s0(t) − 1| are close to 0. However, the interesting issue of
assessing the accuracy of Bayesian density estimation within the POT method has been
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left untouched so far. Such a gap is filled by the following result which guarantees that
the posterior distribution Πn asymptotically concentrates on values θ ∈ Θ such that
the corresponding GP densities f∗θ,p and g∗θ,p are close to the true predictive densities f∗t′
and g∗t′ of the excess variable and the peak variable, respectively, in Hellinger distance.

Proposition 3.8. Assume that Condition 3.7, the conditions of Corollary 3.1 and
conditions (a)–(b) of Proposition 3.2 are satisfied. Then, for any sequence ϵn → 0 such
that nϵ2n → ∞, as n → ∞, there is a R > 0 such that:

(i) If k/(np) → ν ∈ [1,∞) as n → ∞,

(i.a) Πn

({
θ ∈ Θ : H (f∗θ,p, f

∗
t′) > ϵn

})
= OP

(
e−Rkϵ2n

)
;

(i.b) Πn

({
θ ∈ Θ : H (g∗θ,p, g

∗
t′) >

√
ϵn

})
= OP

(
e−Rkϵ2n

)
.

(ii) If k/(np) → ∞ and −ϵn log(np/k) → 0 as n → ∞,

Πn

({
θ ∈ Θ : H (f∗θ,p, f

∗
t′) > −ϵn log(np/k)

})
= OP

(
e−Rkϵ2n

)
.

(iii.) Finally, if k/(np) → ∞ and ϵnzγ (k/(np)) → 0 as n → ∞,

Πn

({
θ ∈ Θ : H (g∗θ,p, g

∗
t′) >

√
ϵnzγ (k/(np))

})
= OP

(
e−Rkϵ2n

)
.

Under the Bayesian paradigm, an estimator of the true predictive density f∗t′ of a
future unobservable excess variable over the true high threshold t′ = Q(p), with p ≤ k/n,
is given by

f̂ (B)
p (x) :=

∫
Θ
f∗θ,p(x)dΠn(θ),

where the superscript “(B)” stands for “Bayesian”. Similarly, an estimator of the true
predictive density g∗t′ of a future unobservable peak variable is given by

ĝ(B)
p (x) :=

∫
Θ
g∗θ,p(x)dΠn(θ). (3.4)

Next result establishes the accuracy of such an estimator ĝ
(B)
p and that of predictive

region Pp derived from it.

Corollary 3.9. Assume that conditions of Proposition 3.8 are satisfied. Let Pp be a
measurable set depending on sequence of excesses Xn−k+i,n −Xn−k,n, i = 1, . . . , k, and
satisfying for α ∈ (0, 1) ∫

Pp

ĝ(B)
p (x)dx = 1− α.

For any sequence ϵn → 0 as n → ∞ we have:

(i) If k/(np) → ν ∈ [1,∞) as n → ∞ and log k = o(nϵ2n), then

(i.a) H (f̂
(B)
p , f∗t′) = OP (ϵn);

(i.b) H (ĝ
(B)
p , g∗t′) = OP

(√
ϵn
)
;

(i.c) P (X ∈ Pp|X > t′) = 1− α+OP(
√
ϵn).

(ii) If k/(np) → ∞, −ϵn log(np/k) → 0 as n → ∞, log(k log2(np/k)) = o(kϵ2n), then

H (f̂ (B)
p , f∗t′)= OP(−ϵn log(np/k)).
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(iii) If k/(np) → ∞, ϵnzγ (k/(np)) → 0 as n → ∞, log
(
kz2γ (k/(np))

)
= o(kϵ2n), then

H (ĝ(B)
p , g∗t′) = OP

(√
ϵnzγ (k/(np))

)
and

P(X ∈ Pp|X > t′) = 1− α+OP

(√
ϵnzγ(k/(np

)
.

Note that, similarly to the frequentist case, with e.g. the same selection of k, p
and ϵn as in Example 3.6, Corollary 3.9(iii) also guarantees that prediction based on

the extreme region Pp deduced by the posterior predictive density ĝ
(B)
p implies a small

probability error in such a forecasting task.

4 Milan extreme temperatures analysis

We analyse the summer temperatures of Milan in Italy from 1991 to 2023. We con-
sider the Daily Maximum Temperatures (DMT) recorded between June to September.
For the purpose of using an accessible forecasting technique we assume that DMT are
independent, although they are temporally dependent in practice. Since we focus only
on summer temperatures, however, there is no seasonal effect in the data. In the sum-
mer of 2003 one of the most massive heat waves of the last decades hit Europe with
temperature records broken in several European cities. In Milano on August 11th the
hottest temperature ever recorded before reached 38.3 °C . Temperatures were partic-
ularly unbearable by the high level of humidity in the air, which is a typical feature of
big urban cities as Milan. This analysis aims to predict temperature peaks over certain
thresholds and accordingly understand what is the threshold beyond which a future
peak temperature like the record one or even higher is plausible to be reached.

Once the missing values are removed, n = 3140 DMT are available. A high threshold
equal to t = 34 °C is set using the order statistic Xn−k,n, with k = 169, so that there
are only k/n ≈ 5.4% of hottest temperatures in the sample. The excess temperatures
are used to fit the GP distribution using the MLE, GPWM (e.g. de Haan and Ferreira,
2006, Ch. 3) and the Bayesian approach (Dombry et al., 2023), where a data dependent
prior distribution for σ and a data independent one for γ is used.

The ML and GPWM estimates of (σ, γ) are (1.65,−0.34) and (1.59,−0.29), respec-
tively. Top-left and top-middle panels of Figure 1 show the empirical posterior densities
of such parameters, obtained with a sample of M = 20th values drawn from the poste-
rior (see Padoan and Rizzelli, 2024a, for details on the MCMC algorithm used), whose
means are (1.63,−0.31) and asymmetric 95% credibility intervals are [1.32, 1.94] and
[−0.42,−0.16], respectively, derived using the posterior quantiles. These results suggest
that the distribution F of summer DMT is short-tailed with a finite upper end-point
x∗, as expected. We then estimate x∗, to understand how far temperatures hotter than
those observed in the sample could plausibly rise in the future. Its ML and GPWM
estimates are 38.84 °C and 39.46 °C and the top-right panel of Figure 1 displays its
empirical posterior density, whose mean is 39.46 °C and the corresponding asymmetric
95% credibility interval is [38.43 °C, 42.54 °C].

Now, we consider the proper probabilistic forecasting of peaks over certain very high
thresholds, described by the method of Section 3. To start, we consider the predictive
density of a peak over the initial threshold t = 34 °C, which is obtained setting p = k/n
in the formula of g∗θ,p in (3.1). Frequentist estimates of it are obtained plugging-in the
ML and GPWM estimates of (σ, γ) in g∗θ,p. A Bayesian estimate is obtained instead
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Table 1: Estimation results. Asymmetric 95% Predictive Intervals (A95%PI) obtained
with t = Q(k/n) approximated byXn−k,n (4th row) and with the ML (left part), GPWM
(middle part) and Bayesian (right part) methods. A95%PI obtained with t′ = Q(p) (3rd,
6th and 9th column and from 6th to the 8th row), where p and Q(p) are approximated
by the ML (1st and 2nd column) and GPWM (4th and 5th column) estimates p̂ and
Q̂(p̂) and by a posterior sample from which A95%CI are derived (7th and 8th column).

Method

ML GPWM Bayes

k/n Xn−k,n A95%PI k/n Xn−k,n A95%PI k/n Xn−k,n A95%PI

5.382 34.0 [34.1, 37.5] 5.382 34.0 [34.1, 37.6] 5.382 34.0 [34.1, 37.6]

p̂ Q̂(p̂) A95%PI p̂ Q̂(p̂) A95%PI A95%CI-p A95%CI-Q(p) A95%PI

0.707 36.4 [36.4, 37.9] 0.497 36.7 [36.7, 38.3] [0.075, 1.027] [36.2, 38.2] [36.4, 39.1]
0.216 37.2 [37.2, 38.2] 0.123 37.6 [37.6, 38.7] [0.006, 0.390] [36.9, 39.8] [37.0, 40.2]
0.093 37.6 [37.6, 38.4] 0.046 38.1 [38.3, 38.8] [0.001, 0.196] [37.2, 40.5] [37.4, 41.6]

computing the posterior predictive density in (3.4), which we approximate according to
the Monte Carlo approximation

ĝ(B)(x) =

M∑
i=1

h∗
θ̃i,p

(
x−Xn−k,n + σ̃i

(np
k

)−γ̃i − 1

γ̃i

)
,

where θ̃i = (σ̃i, γ̃i), with i = 1, . . . ,M , is a sample from the posterior of the GP
parameters. When p = k/n the formula clearly simplifies accordingly. The fourth row
of Table 1 reports asymmetric 95% predictive intervals derived from such estimated
densities. The considered threshold is not so extreme, it is not surprising then to see
that the three methods propose the same interval, which suggests that if we know that a
temperature is above 34 °C (we expect this to happen approximately 5.4% of the time)
then it is plausible that it is between approximately 34.1 °C and 37.6 °C.

To safeguard against even severer events, the predictive density of future peaks above
even higher thresholds is estimated. The following approach explains how to select a
very high threshold according to a guideline of easy interpretation. With a short-tailed
distribution F , with γ < 0, we know that for any x > 0 we have (x∗−Q(1/(xv)))/(x∗−
Q(1/v)) → xγ as v → ∞ (de Haan and Ferreira, 2006, Theorem 1.1.13). Now, setting
v = n/k and x = k/(np), where p ≤ k/n is a small level used to compute a very
high threshold, then such a condition reads as (x∗ − Q(p)) ≈ (k/(np))γ(x∗ − Q(k/n))
as n → ∞. If you further set c = (k/(np))−γ , then the condition finally reads as
(x∗ − Q(p)) ≈ (x∗ − Q(k/n))/c, as n → ∞. This means that we can set a scaling
factor c > 0 such that the gap between the right end-point x∗ of F and the very high
threshold t′ = Q(p) is equal for instance to half (c = 2), a third (c = 3), etc., of the
gap between x∗ and the initial threshold t = Q(k/n). We specify c = 2, 3, 4 and then
estimate p = c1/γk/n and the very high threshold Q(p).

In the last 3 lines of Table 1 are reported p̂ = c1/γ̂k/n in percentage and Q̂(p̂) =
Xn−k,n+ σ̂((np̂/k)−γ̂ −1)/γ̂ in °C, where the estimates (σ̂, γ̂) are obtained with the ML
(1st and 2nd column) and GPWM (4th and 5th column) methods and asymmetric 95%
credibility intervals for p and Q(p) (7th and 8th column), obtained with the posterior
quantiles of p̃i = c1/γ̃ik/n and Q̃i(p̃i) = Xn−k,n + σ̃i((np̃i/k)

−γ̃i − 1)/γ̃i, where again
(σ̃i, γ̃i), with i = 1, . . . ,M , is a posterior sample of the GP parameters. The thresholds
estimated with the GPWM method are higher than those obtained with the ML one,
and their gap increase with the increasing of c. A more extended range of plausible
values is instead suggested by the Bayesian approach. The bottom panels of Figure 1
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Figure 1: Estimation results. Posterior (black solid line) and prior (red dotted line)
densities of the scale parameter (top-left panel) and extreme index (top-middle panel).
The green squares and red circles are the posterior mean and lower and upper bounds
of the Asymmetric 95% Credibility Interval (A95%CI). Vertical blue dashed and violet
dot-dashed lines ate the ML and GPWM estimates of such parameters. Posterior density
of the right end-point (top-right panel) and its ML and GPWM estimates. Estimated
predictive densities (bottom panels) of peaks over extreme thresholds obtained with
c = 2, 3, 4 (from left to right) and the ML (violet dashed line), GPWM (orange dotted
line) and Bayesian methods (green solid line).

display the corresponding estimated predictive densities, obtained with the ML (yellow
dotted lines) and GPWM (violet dashed lines) methods and the Bayesian approach
(green solid lines). Consistently with the previous findings, the dissimilarity between
the predictive densities increases with the increasing of c, with those estimated with
GPWM method that place gradually more mass on hotter temperatures than those
obtained with ML method. The Bayesian approach seems to be much better balanced
suggesting wider predictive densities, allowing for both lower and hotter temperatures.
Table 1 also reports along the last 3 rows the corresponding asymmetric 95% predictive
intervals obtained with the ML (3rd column), GPWM (6th column) and Bayesian (9th
column) methods. The latter approach suggests that if we know that a temperature is
above a threshold between 36.2 °C (36.9 °C or 37.2 °C) and 38.2 °C (39.8 °C or 40.5 °C),
we expect this to happen between 0.075% (0.006% or 0.001%) and 1.027% (0.390% or
0.196%) of the time, then it is plausible that the temperature ranges between 36.4 °C
(37.0 °C or 37.4 °C) and 39.1 °C (40.2 °C or 41.6 °C). Such a range indeed includes a
hot temperature as the record one or even hotter. The results obtained with the other
two estimation methods can be interpreted in a similar way.

5 Conclusion

Probabilistic forecasting of future excesses or peaks over a high threshold, for several
threshold levels corresponding to different degrees of extrapolation beyond the range
of observed data, has been accurately investigated in this paper. Our frequentist and
Bayesian proposed tools for performing probabilistic forecasting of future excesses or
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peaks, are mathematical grounded, simple to implement and easy to interpret for prac-
tical applications. To guarantee that the proposed forecasting tools, based on predictive
densities, are easily interpretable in the real applications and a rigorous study of their
asymptotic behaviour is feasible, we relied on the assumption of independent data and
independence between also the later and events to be predicted.

Since in many relevant applications the data are time dependent is then particularly
important to extend our results in the case that one works with a stationary sequence
of serially dependent observations, in order to improve the prediction further. However,
this is a very ambitious objective, since it requires a full comprehension of several still
open problems. These include, e.g., establishing local and global asymptotic behaviour
of the GP likelihood function, and understanding how to integrate the information
on the serial dependence in order to perform prediction at successive time lags in an
interpretable way, etc. These are challenges for future research.
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Bücher, A. and J. Segers (2017). On the maximum likelihood estimator for the Gener-
alized Extreme-Value distribution. Extremes 20, 839–872.

Davison, A. C. and R. L. Smith (1990). Models for exceedances over high thresholds.
J. R. Stat. Soc. Ser. B. Stat. Methodol. 52 (3), 393–425.

de Haan, L. and A. Ferreira (2006). Extreme Value Theory: An Introduction. Springer.

de Haan, L. and S. Resnick (1996). Second-order regular variation and rates of conver-
gence in extreme-value theory. Ann. Probab. 24, 97–124.

Dombry, C. and A. Ferreira (2019). Maximum likelihood estimators based on the block
maxima method. Bernoulli 25, 1690–1723.

Dombry, C., S. A. Padoan, and S. Rizzelli (2023). Asymptotic theory for bayesian
inference and prediction: from the ordinary to a conditional peaks-over-threshold
method.

Drees, H., A. Ferreira, and L. de Haan (2004). On maximum likelihood estimation of
the extreme value index. Ann. Appl. Probab. 14, 1179–1201.
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