density

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.0

Log—concave density estimation from i.i.d. data
Dashed vertical lines indicate knots of the log—density

—— Kernel
—— Estimated
— T
rue -1.0
-15
2
‘0
[
(]
T
o —2.0 7
e)
-25 —
: : : -3.0 - : : :
| | |l T A |l T A
| | | | | | | |
-2 -1 0 1 2 -2 -1 0 1 2



Distribution functions

process H(t)
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