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Abstract

We consider a multidimensional 1t6 process Y = (Y})ic[o,r) With
some unknown drift coefficient process b; and volatility coefficient
o(Xy,0) with covariate process X = (Xi)sc(o,1), the function o(z,0)
being known up to # € ©. For this model we consider a change
point problem for the parameter 6 in the volatility component. The
change is supposed to occur at some point t* € (0,7). Given dis-
crete time observations from the process (X,Y’), we propose quasi-
maximum likelihood estimation of the change point. We present the
rate of convergence of the change point estimator and the limit there-
oms of aymptotically mixed type.
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1 Introduction

The problem of change point has been considered initially in the framework
of independent and identically distributed data by many authors, see e.g.
Hinkley (1971), Csérg6é and Horvath (1997), Inclan and Tiao (1994). Re-
cently, it naturally moved to context of time series analysis, see for example,
Kim et al. (2000), Lee et al. (2003), Chen et al. (2005) and the papers cited
therein.

In fact, change point problems have originally arisen in the context of
quality control, but the problem of abrupt changes in general arises in many
contexts like epidemiology, rhythm analysis in electrocardiograms, seismic
signal processing, study of archeological sites and financial markets. In par-
ticular; in the analysis of financial time series, the knowledge of the change
in the volatility structure of the process under consideration is of a certain
interest.

In this paper we deal with a change-point problem for the volatility of a
process solution to a stochastic differential equation, when observations are
collected at discrete times. The instant of the change in volatility regime
is identified retrospectively by maximum likelihood method on the approx-
imated likelihood. For continuous time observations of diffusion processes
Lee et al. (2006) considered the change point estimation problem for the
drift. In the present work we only assume regularity conditions on the drift
process. De Gregorio and lacus (2008) considered a least squares approach
following the lines of Bai (1994, 1997) of a simplified model also under dis-
crete sampling while Song and Lee (2009) considered a CUSUM approach.
Finally it should be noted that the problems of the change-point of drift for
ergodic diffusion processes have been treated by Kutoyants (1994, 2004), but
the asymptotics and the sampling schemes are different from this paper.

The paper is organized as follows. Section Pl introduces the model of
observation, the regularity conditions and some notation. Section [3] studies
consistency and the rate of convergence of estimator of the change while
asymptotic distributions are considered in Section [4. A mixture of certain
Wiener functionals appears as the limit of the likelihood ratio random field,
and it characterizes the limit distribution of the change-point estimator.
Those sections assume that consistent estimators of the volatility parameters
are available. Section Bl presents some practical considerations and a proposal
to obtain first stage estimators of the volatility parameters which allow to
obtain all asymptotic properties stated in the previous sections. Finally,



Section [6] presents some numerical analysis to asses the performance of the
estimators. Tables are collected at the end of the paper.

2 Estimator for the change-point of the volatil-
ity

Consider a d-dimensional It6 process described by the stochastic differential
equation
dY; = bydt + o(Xy,0)dW,, te€[0,T], (1)

where W, is an r-dimensional standard Wiener process, on a stochastic basis,
b, and X, are vector valued progressively measurable processes, and o(x, )
is a matrix valued function.

We assume that there is the time t* across which the diffusion coefficient
changes from o(z,6y) to o(x,60;). The change point t* € (0,7) is unknown
and we want to estimate t* based on the observations sampled from the
path of (X,Y). The coefficient o(z,0) is assumed to be known up to the
parameter ¢, while b; is completely unknown and unobservable, therefore
possibly depending on # and t*.

The sample consists of (X;,,Y;.), ¢ = 0,1,...,n, where t; = ih for h =
h, = T/n. The parameter space © of # is a bounded domain in R%, dy > 1,
and the parameter  is a nuisance in estimation of ¢*. Denote by 6 the true
value of 6; for « =0, 1.

Let 9,, = |67 —65|. We will consider the following two different situations.

(A) 6} and 07 are fixed and do not depend on n.

(B) 6 and 67 depend on n, and as n — oo, 65 — 0 € ©, ¥, — 0 and
nY? — oo.

In Case (A), 9, is a constant vy independent of n.

We shall formulate the problem more precisely. It will be assumed that
the process Y generating the data is an Ito process realized on a stochas-
tic basis B = (2, F,F, P) with filtration F = (F)ico,r), and satisfies the
stochastic integral equation

. { Yo+ [obods + [ o(X,, 05)dW,  for t € [0,t%)
L =

Yo + ftt bsds + ftt o(Xs,07)dW,  for t € [t*,T)].
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Here W, is an r-dimensional F-Wiener process on B, and b;, X; and o(x,6)
satisfy the conditions below. Let X be a closed set in R% (possibly X = R%)
and denote the modulus of continuity of a function f : I — R% by

wi(0,f) = sup  [f(s) = f(D)].

sitel, |s—t|<d
For matrices A = (a;;) and B = (b;;) of the same size, we write A®? =
AtA, A[B] = 2,; aijbij = Tr(A'B), and the Euclidean norm of A by [A[ =

(A[A])Y2. Set S(z,0) = o(x,0)%2. A\ (A) denotes the minimum eigenvalue
of a symmetric matrix A.

[H]; (i) o(z,t) is a measurable function defined on X x [0, T satisfying

(a) inf(x,e)eXx@ A (S(z,0)) >0,

(b) derivatives dpo (0 < € < j+][dy/2]) exist and those functions are
continuous on X x O,

(c) there exists a locally bounded function L : X x X x © — R, such
that

lo(z,0) —o(2',0)| < L(x,2",0)|x — 2'|* (2,2 € X, 6 € O)
for some constant o > 0.

(ii) (X¢)iepo,r) is a progressively measurable process taking values in X
such that

1
Wo,T) <E> X) = Op(ﬁ;lz/a)

as n — o0.

(iii) (by)sepo,r) is a progressively measurable process taking values in R?
such that (b; — bg)scpo,7] is locally bounded.

Remark 1. The term “locally bounded” in [H]; (i) (c) means, as usual,
being bounded on every compact set. The case where the drift b; changes its
structure at time t*, or any time in force, is included in our context because
b; admits jumps. The case of time dependent ¢ is included by making X,
have argument ¢. Needless to say, if we set X or a part of X as Y, then our
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model can express a system with feedback, in particular, a diffusion process.
By [H]; (ii), t — X is continuous a.s. Also, [H]; (ii) imposes a restriction
on the rate 9,,. For example, when o = 1, for a Brownian motion X, it
suffices that nv?/logn — oo, due to Lévy property. The additional [dy/2]
time differentiability to j is used only in Step (iii) of the proof of Theorem
Il Therefore, it is possible to replace the range of ¢ to “0 < ¢ < j” under a
condition that ensures the the Hajek-Renyi type estimate just before going
to Inequality (@) below.

Write A;Y =Y, — Y, | and let

[nt/T)

O(t:00,601) = > Gilb)+ > Gi(b),
i=1 i=[nt/T]+1
where
Gi(f) = logdet S(X,,_,,0) +h 1S(X,,_,,0)H[(AY)%2).

Suppose that there exists an estimator 0, for each Or, k = 0,1. Each
estimator is based on (X, Y}, )i—01..» and so depends on n. To make our
discussion complete, in case 0} are known, we define ék just as ék = ¢;. This
article proposes

~

tn, = argminte[O,T](I)n(t; 90,é1)

~

for the estimation of t*. More precisely, ¢, is any measurable function of
(Xti)i:0,17___7n satisfying

D, (ty; 00,0,) = té?gr%}q)n(t;é0>él)-

3 Rate of convergence

We introduce identifiability conditions in order to ensure consistent estima-
tion. In Case (A) we assume

[A] P[S(Xe;605) # S(Xe; 07)] = 1;

In Case (B) we assume



[B] =(X;+,0%) is positive-definite a.s., where

do

=(x,0) = (Tr((ae(mS)S‘l(ae(Q)S)S_l)(x,9)) , 0= (6D).

i1,d0=1

Remark 2. Since Z(x, 0*) is the Hessian matrix of the nonnegative function

Q(z,07,0) .= Tr (S(:c, 0*)"1S(x,0) — Id) — log det (S(:c, 0*)~15(x, e))

of 6 at 0%, =(x, ") is nonnegative-definite.

The following property will be necessary to validate our estimating pro-
cedure.

[C] |6k — 07| = 0,(0,,) as n — oo for k =0, 1.

In case the parameters are known, 6, should read 67, and then Condition [C]
requires nothing. Section [ presents an example of estimator for 6, which
satisfies Condition [C].

Here we state the result on the rate of convergence of our change-point
estimator.

Theorem 1. The family {nV?(t, — t*)}nen is tight under any one of the
following conditions.

(a) [H]i, [A] and [C] hold in Case (A).
(b) [H]s, [B] and [C] hold in Case (B).

In Case (B), this result gives consistency of #, since n?2 — oo by as-
sumption.

The rest of this section will be devoted to the proof of Theorem [Il Define
a stopping time 7 = 7(K) by

T(K) = inf{t; |Xt|—|—|bt|>K}/\T

for K > 0. X7 denotes the process X stopped at 7. Write S;(¢) = S(X[,0),
and AYT =Y - Y7 . Let

[nt/T) n
i—1 i=[nt/T)+1



where

g,(@) = 1{7—>0}{ lOg det 52—1(9) + h_lsi_l(e)_l[(AiYT)@Q]}
= sy logdet S;_q(0) + h_lSi_l(H)_l[(A,-YT)@].

Then supgei |g:(0)| € L for any compact set I in © under [H];. Denote

by Efil the conditional expectation with respect to F;, , under the true
distribution for t;_; > t*.

Lemma 1. Fort > t*,
\I]n(tu 907 91) - \I]n(t*7 907 91) == Mn(ta 907 91) + An(t7 907 91) + pn(t7 907 91)7

where

[nt/T]
Ma(ti00.00) = Y {loi(60) = 9:(00)] — B [g:(00) — 9u(6)] }
i=[nt* /T)+1
[nt/T]
An(t;00,01) = liso Z {Tr<5i—l(90)_15i—1(91)_[d)
i=[nt* /T)+1

— log det <5,-_1(90)—1Si_1(91)) }

[nt/T)

Pu(t;00,01) = >0y Z Tl"{ (Siz1(61)™! = Si—a(60)7")

i=[nt*/T]+1
. (&'—1(91) - h_lEﬁl[(Ain)@]) }

The proof of Lemma [ is straight forward and omitted.

Remark 3. Later we will consider substitution of estimators ék to 0, k =
0,1. Then the expectation Efil[gi(ﬁo) — gi(01)] is taken before the substitu-

tion, and so
90=90,91=91} .

In particular, the second term in the braces is not necessarily F;, ,-measurable.

[nt/T]

Mo(t:00,00) = > {[gxéo)—gi(él)]—Efi[gxeo)—gi(el)]

i=[nt*/T]+1
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We will need a uniform Hajek-Rényi inequality. Let D be a bounded open
set in R?. The Sobolev norm is denoted by

s ' 1/p
T {Z!Iﬁéfllip(m}
7=0

for f € W#*P(D), the Sobolev space with indices (s, p). Suppose that p > 1
and s > d/p. The embedding inequality is the following

sup £(0)] < Cllflcp (f € WH(D)) @

where C' is a constant depending only on s,p and D. We will apply this
inequality for f € C*(D), and the validity of such an inequality depends on
the regularity of the boundary of D; see e.g. Yoshida (2005) for the relation
to the GRR inequality.

Lemma 2. Let (0, F,F = (Fj)jez., P) be a stochastic basis. Let D be a
bounded domain in RY admitting Sobolev’s inequality @) for some p € (1, 2]
and s € N such that s > d/p. Let (cj)jez, be a nondecreasing sequence of
positive numbers. Let X = (Xj);ez, be a sequence of random fields on D for
J € Z, satisfying the following conditions:

(i) For each (w,j) € A x Z,, X; € C°(D);

(ii) For each (0,i) € D x {0,1,...,s}, (94X;(0))jez, is a zero-mean LP-
martingale with respect to F.

Then there exists a constant C' depending only on s,p and D, not depending
on X, such that

1
P[max— sup | X;(0)] > a

Jj<n Cj D

} C' <~ 1
<

< 5 58|16 - X,
=0 i

foralla>0 andn € Z,.

Proof. Let B = LP(D), then B is p-uniformly smooth; see Example 2.2 of
Woyczynski (1975), p. 247. We apply Theorem in Shixin (1997) to conclude

1 i & ~ 1 i i P
Pl ooz o] < 3 g1~ )
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for i € {0,1, ..., s} for some constant C;. Therefore (2] yeilds the result. O

Proof of Theorem[d. For the proof, we may assume 7" = 1 for notational
simplicity without loss of generality.
(i) Let € be an arbitrary positive number. Set

H(z) = 4Q(z,05,07)9;°

in Case (A), and set H(z) = A\ (E(z,0%)) in Case (B). We denote o(t;0) =
o(X7,0) and h(t) = H(X]) in what follows. Those processes depend on K
by definition while it is suppressed from the symbols. Set Bx = {7 = 1} and
fix a sufficiently large K so that P[Bf| < €/4.

We notice that h(s) > 0 and that A(t*) > 0 a.s. on Bk from the identi-
fiability condition [A]/[B] since X]. = X« on Br. We will show that there
exists a positive constant ¢, such that

t
P [ inf ! / h(s)ds <bec.| < e

te[t*,l] t - t* t*

Define the event As; by

Ay = {te[inf h(s) > %h(t*)}

t* 1 +6]
for 0 € (0,1 —¢*). On Ay, it holds that

! / h(s) dsz;mzﬁm

in
te[tr t*+0] T — t* J 4

and also that, for ¢ € [t* + 4, 1],

1 ¢ 1 ¢
> d
t_t*/t*h(s)ds > 1—t*/t*h(8) s
1 t*+0
/ h(s) ds

]_ - t* t*
h(t*).

v

b}
2(1 — )

v



Choose a ¢ so that P[As] > 1 — ¢/2 by the continuity of h, and next
choose a positive number ¢, = ¢(e,d) such that

J J
- * > - *
P{2(1_t*)h(t)>506 > PH2(1_t*>h(t)>5CE}ﬂBK]
€
> 1-— 3"
Then
t 1 t
. < < C 3 -~ <
P Lel[gf’” — /t h(s)ds < 506} < P[A§|+ P {Ag, tel[?*f,l} el h(s)ds < 505}

< €.

(ii) With Lemma [, we decompose W, (; 0, 6;) — W,,(t*; 0y, 0;) as follows:
U,,(t: 00, 01) — (500, 01) = My(t;00,01) + An(t; 00, 01) + pu(t; 0o, 01).
Let M > 1. We have

Pndi(t, —t")>M] < P inf @, (t:00,601) < ,(t*; 00,0
(=) > ) £ P[0 < 00,60

< P{ , inf \Ifn(t;éo,él)gxpn(t*;éo,él)] + P[BS/]
t:n2

(t—t*)>M
< Pl,n+P2,n+P3’n—|—€7 (3)
where
[ 1 . 92
Pn = P Sup 7Mnt,0,¢9 Zen
) |t (t—t*)>M [nt] — [nt*] (t; 00, 61) 3 ]
- ' o
’ e e (60 ) < 2]
[ 1 . c92
P,n:P Sup 7Pnt,9,9‘2 en'
’ |t (t—t)> M [nt] — [nt*] (t; 6o, 61) 3
Here we read inf ) = co and sup ) = —oo. We will estimate these terms.

(iii) Estimate of P, ,,. In Case (B), let

[nt]

Mu(t:0) =S {0ugu(0) - Bl [0ngu(0)]}

1=[nt*]+1
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Let © be an open ball such that 6* € © and 6 C O. Since

sup |M,(t;60,601)] |00 — 01171 < sup
00,01 €0 0ecd

M, (t; 9)),

one has

SR

P, < P[ sup M, (t; 90791)‘ \éo —(§1|_1 >

End2 (t—t*)>M [nt] — [nt*]
+P[|6y — 0,] > 20,,] + Pl & ©] + P[6, & O]

1 ceﬁn]

<P sup sup | M., (t;0)| >

tnd2 (t—t*)>M [nt] — [nt*] 06 6

+P[|6y — 61| > 20,,] + Plf, & ©] + P[f; & ©).

By the uniform version of the Hdjek-Renyi inequality in Lemma 2 applied
to the case p =2, s =2+ [dy/2] and D = ©, we see under [H], that

Pl oz 5 < G —nan
therefore
T Pra < (M) W
thanks to
P[lfo — 61| > 20,] < P[l6o — 65| > %ﬁn] + P[|6, — 07| > %19”]
for large n.

In Case (A), Let Oy, be an open ball such that @_k C © and 65 € 0, for
each k =0, 1.

c?

P, < P sup sup |M,(t;00,01)] >
tnO2(t—t*)>M [nt] — [nt*] 00€&g
61€0q

+P[0 & O] + Pl0; ¢ ©].
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We apply the Héjek-Renyi inequality for M,(t; 6, ¢:), which is a difference
of two random fields on O to be done with one by one, in order to obtain
(@) under [H];.

(iv) Estimation of P,,. First we consider Case (B). There is a positive
constant ¢y independent of n such that

TI' (Si_l(éo)_lsi_l(él> — [d) — lOg det (Si_l(éo)_lsi_l(él))
E(XT 001 — 00)®] + 71|01 — 0o
> {MEXT,,07) + i1 o — 6ol

v

for all i, where max; |, ;—1] < ¢20,, on the event

BK,n - BK N {é(bél € 97 |ék - 9*| S 1971 (k = Oa 1)}

Thus
1 AoA A A
Pn<P f 714”'[:79’9 9_9_2<46,Bn
S [t:nﬁ%(ltl}t*bM [nt] — [nt*] (t:00,01) 01 — 6| < dee, By,
S 1
+r {\91 —0p| < 5194 + P[B5,,,]
1 [nt]
< P ' f Tl _ (%] )\ E XT 9* n,i— <4 €
< P Tl T ;{ WE(X]_,67)) + a1} S de

+e€

for large n. The scaled summation converges to the corresponding scaled
integral uniformly in ¢ a.s., hence from Step (i) we have

T, Pry < P { inf

- teftr 1] T — 1% Juu

/t h(s)ds < 54 +e

< 2e

for large n.
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We will consider Case (A). There is a positive constant ¢o independent
of n such that

Tr <Si_1(é0)_15i_1(91) - Id) - lOg det (Si_l(éo)_lsi_l(é1>)

Z Tr <Si—1(‘98)_15i—1(‘9i> - [d) - lOg det <Sz—1(‘98)_152—1(‘9;))
—cs(|61 — 071 + |00 — 651

for all i on the event By, = Bg N {0, € Oy, 0; € O©1} because there exists a
continuous derivative dyo by [H];. In this way,

1 A
Pon < P inf s A (500, 61) < e, By
> B |:t:n(t£1;,l*)>M [nt] — [nt*] ( 0 1) = Cely K,n:|
+P[B.,]
Therefore,

' teftr, 1] t — t*

< 2e

/th(s) ds §5ce} e

t*

by Step (i).

(v) Estimation of P;,,. We have

Sup} ‘S(Xtv ék) - S(Xtv ‘9;;) 1{|ék—9;;\<219n}ﬂBK < Cd, (k =0, 1)7

telt*,1

<C¥, (k=0,1)

{16, —07]<29,}NBx

sup |S(X0, )7t = S(X,0) 7| 1

tet*,1]

and

. 1
sup {81 (6) = T EL[(AY) ]| Lsy < Cupor (X, )"

i:>[nt*]+2

In the last estimate, the local a-Holder continuity of o was used. Then on
B 0 {|0, — 6] <20, (k=0,1)},

sup _—
tmd2 (t—t*)>M [nt] — [nt*]

pn(t; éo,él)‘ 0,2 = o,(1) (5)
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because of [H]; (ii). Consequently, we see lim,, . Ps,, < € due to [C] and the
localization by Bp.

(vi) From the estimates in Steps (ii)-(iv) and making K sufficiently large, we
have

lim,, oo P[n92(t, — t*) > M] < p(M) + 5¢
for any M > 1 and € > 0. Therefore,
1im oo limy, oo P[n92 (1, — t7) > M] < bBe,

which shows the tightness of {n9? (£, —t*); },,. In a quite similar way, we can
show that {nv2(t, — t*)_}, is tight, and hence the family {nd? (£, —t*)},, is
tight. O

4 Asymptotic distribution of the change point
estimator

This section discusses limit theorems for the distributions of the estimators.
First we consider Case (B).
Let

1 1
H(v) = —2 (Ff; W(v) — §Fn|v\)
for T, = (27)'E(X4,0%)[n®?). Here W is a two-sided standard Wiener

process independent of X;-«.

Theorem 2. Suppose that the limit n = lim,, . 9, (07 —63) exists. Suppose
that [H]s, [C] and [B] are fulfilled in Case (B). Then n? (t,—t*)—%argmin, .z H(v)

as n — 0.

We will prove Theorem [2] and assume for a while that 7" =1 to simplify
the notation. Introduce a new parameter v as t = t{ = t* + v(n9¥?)~1. Let

Do(v) = {‘Ifn(ﬂ-éo,él)— (t*: 90,91} (W05, 07) — W, (705, 07))
= {My(t}:00.01) — M (t1:65,07)} + {An(t]; 00, 01) — An(t]; 65.67)}
+{pn(tv790791> - n(t;f” 98,9;)}

14



Lemma 3. For every L > 0,

sup |Dp(v)] =0
vE[—L,L]

asn — oo.
Proof. We assume that v > 0. We have
M(th; 0, 01) — Ma(t}; 65, 07)
= /01 0009 My, (11505 + u(By — 05), 05 + u(By — 07)) du [0, (8o — 05,01 — 67)).

For k=0,1and j =1,2,

E sup |05, Mo (t:60,00)]*| < 8E[|0), Mu(t* + L(nd;) ™" 6p,61)*] +O(1)

teft* t*+L(n92)—1]

IN

8LV, sup E [9;, g:(6x)[*] +O(1)
i>1

< CLY,*.

Then Sobolev’s inequality implies

Un sup |00 M., (t; 00, 01)| = Op(1).
te[t*,t*+ L(nvg) 1],
00,01 €0

As a result,

ve(0,L]
asn — 00. A
Set 7, = |6y — 05| + |61 — 07]. Simple calculus yields
H{Try —logdet(Iy+y)} — {Trz —logdet(Iy+x)} < csly —z|(|z| + |y — x|)

for d x d-symmetric matrices z and y whenever |z|, |y| < ¢, where ¢} and
c3 are some positive constants independent of z,y. Indeed, the formula
[exp(—271 (14 + ex)[2®?])dz = (2m)¥? det(I; + ex)~Y/? is convenient for ex-
plicite computation.
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Applying this inequality to y = S;_1(69)~Y2S;_1(6,)S;_1(8y) /2 — I, and
T = Si_l(93)_1/2Si_1(9{)5’1'_1(95)_1/{— I,;, we see that there exists a constant
¢4 such that for large n, on By N{|0 — 0| < I, (k=0,1)},

[nt)
|An(t:00,00) — An(£:65,07)] < ca Y (o +14).

i=[nt*]+1

Thereofore, for any € > 0, if we take sufficiently large K, then

fmeP|  sup |An<t;éo,é1>—An<t;e;,e;>|Ze]sﬁ

te[t* t*+L(n92)~1]
This implies

ve(0,L]
as n — oco. The convergence

sup |pa(th; 00, 01) — pu(th; 05, 07)] =7 0
ve(0,L]

can be shown in the same way as ().
A similar proof of the uniform convergence on [—L, 0] is possible. After
all, we obtained the desired result. O

Remark 4. When 6; (k= 0, 1) are known, we do not need Lemma [3l

Thus we can focus only on W, (t: 05, 07) — U, (t*;65,0;). For simplicity,
we write W () for U, (¢;605,07). By assumption, there exists a limit n =
limy, o0 U, 1 (07 — ;). D denotes the D-space on an interval of ¢. Let

H,(v) =¥} (t* + U(nﬁi)_l) — U (t").
and

1 1
H™ (v) = —2 (Fﬁ; W(v) — —F,WM)

2
for I, = 1{T>0}(2T)_IE(X;, 0*)[n®?].
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Lemma 4. Let n = lim, o9, (0] — 6;). Suppose that [H]s, [C] and [B]
are fulfilled in Case (B). Then H, —%) H™ in D([—L, L]) as n — oo for
every L > 0.

Proof. We will only consider positive v since the argument is essentially
the same for negative v. Let T'= 1 as before. It follows from Lemma [I] that

H,(v) = M2 (v)+ Ay (v) + py (v),
where

M2 (v) = M,(t" +o(nd}) " 65,67),
AZ(v) = At +o(ndl) 165, 65),
pR(v) = pu(t*+v(nd}) 65, 67).

The evaluation of these terms will be done in the following. As repeated
previously, we may proceed discussion on the event By hereafter. First

[nt* 49, 2v]

MP(v) = lgsop Y Tr[(si—l(eé)_l—Si—l(ef)_l)

i=[nt*]+1
.h—l((/ti o(X7,67)dW,) —Efil[/ti S(X[,G{)dt})}
ti—1 ti—1
+0p(1) (6)
where U,(v) = 0,(1) means that sup,ep 1) |Un(v)| =¥ 0, and we used the
hypothesis n? — oo and the fact that |S;_1(65)~! — S;_1(67)7!] < C9,, with

the localization. To obtain 0,(1), L'-estimate helps. It follows from [H],
(i)(c) and (ii) that

ti N t;
'h*(/t S(X;,ef)dt—Efil[/ S(X;,@;)dt])'
i—1 li—1

_ )h—l(/ti [S(X],07) — S(X]_,07)]dt

ti—1

t;
B [ [ isexen - s, emdt]) \
tz 1

A

< Cuwpp(n™, X)"
= 0p(Uh).
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Moreover, with the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the first terms on
the right-hand side of () equals M2 (v)+6,(1) with M2 (v) = S+ ) Eniy

i=[nt*]+1
where

Sni = 1{T>0}TT{UZ 1(07) (Si-1(65)~ —Si—l(ef)_l)gi—l(ef)

(RN (AW)P2 — Ir)] (7)
and ai_1(9) = O'(XT

t 176)

Now we introduce the backward approximation
o = Lo [ (XE 1) (SIXE oy 05) = SOXE 6 )oXE 60

(AW — L«)}

to &, for €, = 2Ln~19; 2. After all, by M2 (v) = ZEM %] €5, we have

[nt*]+1
M2 (v) = M)+ 0,(1), (8)
Since

]‘{T>0}2197:2,U’t0’(X;—en?9;)(5( t*—en 70*) S( t*—en 70*) ) ( t*—en 39*)
= L0)20,0E(XL ., 0)[(07 — 05)%%] + 0,(1)
=P 10 22(X0, 0°) %2 v,

- 1
the central limit theorem ensures the convergence M2 —94 —2I'2 W in
D([0,L]). Indeed, the joint convergence of X._, , 9, o (X].

S(X7_.,07) )o(XL_. ,0;) and the process ¥, Zlntﬁﬁlf (R (A W)=2 —

IT) implies the joint convergence of (X7, M2). In the same fashion, we can

show M2 — —QF%,TW’(-jLL) in D([—L,0]) if M2 is defined in a natural way
over negative v, where (W' (u))ucp,r) is a standard Wiener process indepen-
dent of W(v))vep,) and F. Since Z(X[, 6%)[n®?] is independent of W', we
can replace the stochastic integral with respect to W’ in the representation
of the limit distribution of MnA by the one with respect to the negative-time
part of the two sided Wiener process W reversible in time. Kasy calcula-
tions yield sup,¢;_y, |AZ (v) — Ty-v| =P 0 and SUDye(- 1,1 |2 (v)] =P 0 for

—€n?

18
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extended A2 and p2 to [—L, L], which completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[d We have supposed that 7' = 1 to state the lemmas,
and we start with this case. Write 0 = argmin, ., H(v). For € > 0, take large
K so that P[t =T] > 1 —e. It follows from Lemma [ that for every x € R,

lim,, oo P[n92 (£, — t*) < 2] — €
< limy,_eo P fni HT (v) < me H’ (v)] + sup P[nd2(t, —t*) € [-L, L]}
ve x vEx n

= Pl nf H'()< El[nfL]HT@)]+supP[nﬁi<fn—t*> ¢[—=L, L]}
< e+ Plo <]+ P[o & [-L, L] +sup P[nd2(t, — t*) & [-L, L]]

As L — o0, the last two terms of the right-hand side of the above inequality
tend to 0 thanks to Theorem [ (b). So we have obtained

lim,, oo P[n9? (t, —t*) < 2] < Pl <]

The estimate of P[nv?(t, — t*) < x] from below can be done in a similar
manner, which concludes the proof in case T = 1.

For general T, we introduece a stochastic basis B = (9, F F, P) with
F = (Fru)ueo,], and the processes by = bru, Xy = Xpu and Y, = Yoo,
u € [0, 1], to scale the time as t = T'u. Those stochastic processes satisfy the
stochastic integral equation

Y, = ifo+/ Brdr—i—/ (X, 0)dW,,
0 0

where ¢(z,0) = VTo(x,0) and W is an r-dimensional F-Wiener process.
The sampling times (i7'/n)!", now chage to (i/n)", in the new setting after
scaling time. For the change point estimator 4, for u* = T71t*, we know

nd? (i, —u*) —%  argming.z H(0), 9)

where H(3) = —2(T,V(0) — 27'T,|3|), T, = 27'Z(X,, 0%)[n%?] and W is a
two-sided Wiener process independent of &(X,«,0*) = VTo(X;-,0*). Since

d

T argming .z H(0) = argmin, H (;)
= argminvGR H( )
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thanks to W(-) =¢ TY2W(-/T). Thus (@) gives the desired convergence of
t, since t, = T,. O

Let us investigate the limit distribution of the estimator in Case (A). By
nature of the sampling scheme, only the set G,, = {kT'/n; k € Z} has essential
meaning for the optimization with respect to the parameter ¢t. Without loss
of generality, we modify £, so that it takes values in G,,, and set k, = nt, /T.
Let

v

Kw)= Y. {Tr [ta(Xt*, 07) (S(Xpe, 05) " = S(Xpe, 07) )0 (Xie, 0)(2

=1
— log det (S(Xt*, 05) " S( Xy, 91‘)) }

where (; are independent r-dimensional standard normal variables indepen-
dent of X;-.

Theorem 3. Suppose that [H|y, [C] and [A] are fulfilled in Case (A). Then

ke — [22] —¢ argmin, ., K(v) as n — oo.

Proof. We change the definition of ¢/ and newly set ¢{ = [%°]L 4 Lo
Lemma [3] is still valid by essentially the same proof and hence we may only
consider W, (t1: 05, 07) — U, (t*; 65, 07). Writing W* (¢) for W,,(¢; 05, 07), we will
investigate the behavior of the random field

Ku(v) = W(t)) — ¥, (t")
on v € Z. For a while, we consider nonnegative v. The argument is similar
for negative v. According to Lemma [l we have the decomposition
Kn(v) = Ma(v) + An(v) + 04(v),
where M, (v) = M, (t; 05, 07), A, (v) = A, (t; 05, 07) and 0, (v) = pn(t5; 05, 07).
Now, M, (v) admits a similar expansion as before:

[nt*/T|4v

M, (v) = Z &ni + 0p(1)

i=[nt*/T]+1

—-1/2

with &,; given by (7). Moreover, for €, = n this time, we consider the

backward approximation of &, ;, that is,
gn,i - gn,i + 517(1)
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Here v € [0, L|NZ, however this approximation is available when we consider
v € [—L,0]. let Ly be the maximum integer in [0, L]. By continuity of ¢ and
because W is an F-Wiener process, we have

(XF e (M AW ,) = (X (GP)E2,),

i=—Lo

where (; are independent r-dimensional standard normal variables indepen-
dent of X7.; we use the same symbol (; as in the statement. Consequently,

(X M(v))32 1, = (X7, Moo (v)),2

v:—Lo ?

where

[nt*/T|4v

MOO(U> = Z 500,2'

i=[nt*/T]+1

and £ ; is given by
i = LirsgyTr {tU(XZl, 07) (S(XT., 05) ™" — S(XL,00) 7)o (X[, 67)

(G~ L)] .

For A,,, we have A, (v) — A (v) with

[nt*/T|4v

ha) = o > {To( SO0 S0 0D - 1)

i=[nt* /T]+1
—log det (S(X;, 05) LS (XT, 9;)) }
On the other hand, g,(v) tends to 0 uniformly in v. Therefore,

(K, (v)) ™ =4 (K7 (v))"

v=—Log v=—Lg’

where K™(v) = My (v) + Ax(v). Removing 7 by letting K — oo, and using
Theorem [ we obtain the limit distribution of %,. O
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5 Initial estimator for 6,

In this section, we will breifly discuss the consturction of the initial esti-
mators. There are two situations according to the prior knowledge of the
parameter space T of the change point. The first one is the case where
T = [to,t;] C (0,1) for given numbers ty and t;. In the second case, we
do not assume a prior information of ty and ty, instead the precision of the
initial estimator will be lost. Let

[nt/T) n
D0 (t:6y) = ZG (6o) and @L(t:0) = > Gi(6h).
i=[nt/T]+1

Suppose that ty and t; are known. Let 0y and 6, satisfy
(I)]:L(tk; ék) = H@llIl (I)]:L(tk; Hk)
k

for k = 0,1. To validate asymptotic properties of the estimators, it is suffi-
cient that these relations are satisfied asymptotically. Under suitable regu-
larity conditions as well as the identifiability conditions that

to T
/ Q(X,0%,0)dt >0 a.s. and / Q(X,07,0)dt >0 a.s. (10)
0 t1

for every 6 # 6, it is possible to show that ,—6; = O,(n~/2), therefore Con-
dition [C] is satlsﬁed in both cases (A) and (B). Based on 6y, the estimator 7,
are defined. According to the previous sections, f,, possesses n1)2-consistency
and the asymptotic distribution in each case is already known.

We can also construct the second stage estimators. Let b, be a sequence
of positive numbers such that b, = (n°)~!, where § € (2,00) is a constant
satisfying ni® — co as n — oo. Construct Qk so that

Ok (£, + (=1 1b,: 0,) = ngin Ok (L, + (=110, 0,)
k

for k = 0,1. The new estimators 6, are expected to improve 0, since they
utilize up to the data near ¢*. Further, it is possible to construct a new
change-point estimator with those estimators. Based on 6}, we define £,, for
t* as

t, = argminte[O’T@n(t;éo,él).
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Since it is usually easy to verify Condition [C] for 6, we will then obtain the
same asympotic results for £, as t,.

Next, let us consider the second situation. The knowledge of t; is not
available and it means that any data set sampled over a fixed time interval
0, a] is usuless for estimating 6, since t* may be less than a and then the data
over (t*,a| causes bias in general. A similar notice is also for the estimation
of #;. This consideration suggests the use of estimators 6), based on the
data over time interval [0, a,] for k& = 0 and the one over [T' — a,, T for
k = 1, respectively, for some sequence a,, tending to zero. We assume that
there exitst a constant 8 € (0,1/2) such that a, > 1/(m9$/5) and that
10, — 07| = 0,((nay)™?) for k = 0,1. When lim,_,9, > 0, we also assume
na, — oo. In particular, the first condition implies n> — oo. The second
condition is natural because the number of data is proportional to na,. To
obtain 6y, we may need the identifiability condition that (0, x) = o(¢', x)
implies 0 = ¢'; it is a strong condition like monotonicity of o (€, z) in 6. Under
the assumptions, [C] holds and after that it is possible to construct £,, 0,
and 7, in turn as mentioned above. The asymptotic properties of £, are the
same as 1, because 0’s satisfy Condition [C]. It is expected that the new
estimator 7, posseses equal or better precision than f,, as numerical studies
in Section [@] suggest.

6 Numerical studies

In this section we run some simulation experiments to asses the quality of
the estimator of the change point and of the volatilities, under two different
models. We first consider the following diffusion model without drift

{ Xo+ [3(1+X2)%dW,  for t € [0,t%) "
- 11
Xp + [L(1+ X2)%dW,  for t € [t*,T).

where t* is the true change point assumed to be t* = 0.6. The true value of
the parameters are ) = 0.2 and 6] = 65 +n~7, with v = 1, n is the sample
size and T" = nh = 1. The initial value is Xj assumed to be constant, in
particular we take Xy, = 5. The sequences a,, = b, 95 with 6 = 3 so that
they satisfy the properties required in Section The first stage estimator
of 65 (resp. 67) is obtained using the first na, observations from the left
(resp. na, from the right). We denote the first stage estimators with 0,
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1 = 0,1. Once the first stage estimators of ¢ and 07 are available, the first
stage estimator of t*, i.e. t, is obtained via

@n(fn;éo,él) = min @n(t;éo,él).
te[0,T]
Then, with the first stage estimator of t* in hands, we calculate the second
stage estimator of 6} using observations in the interval [0, %, — b,] for 6% and
observations in the interval [f, + by, T] for 7. We denote the second stage
estimators of 6 by 0;. Finally, the second stage estimator of t*, i.e. f,, is
obtained as

D, (1;00,0,) = tg[l()ifjlﬂ}q)n(t;éo,éﬁ-

For comparison, we also report the value of the estimator %, obtained
plugging the true parameter values in the contrast function, i.e. when the
volatilities are supposed to be known

Dy, (tn; 0o, 91‘) = tg[loig} D, (t; 0o, 91‘),
and this can be considered as a benchmark. For the Monte Carlo setup,
we consider different sample sizes n = 1000, 2000, 5000 and for each sample
size n, we run M = 10000 Monte Carlo replications. Under this choice of
n the value of 67 = 0.3778, 0.3495, and 0.3189 respectively. The values of
the sequences a,, and b,, are reported in Table [Il Observations are supposed
to be sampled at sample rate h = 1/n. Table [1 also reports Monte Carlo
estimates (i.e. average over the M replications) of the volatility parameters
0y and 01 and the change point t*. In parenthesis are the standard deviations

of the Monte Carlo estimates. In the second experiment we consider a Cox-
Ingersoll-Ross (1985) model

{ Xo+ [y /O X AW, for t € [0,17)
Xt -

(12)
Xp + [ /O X AW, for t € [t*,T).

with change point ¢t* = 0.7 and all remaining experimental conditions are the
same as in previous experiment. The results are reported in Table The
difference in the two experiments is only in the regularity of the diffusion
coefficient term. Comparing the two simulation results, it is possible to see
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that the second stage estimators in the second experiment performs slightly
better in term of the standard deviation.

We also consider the behaviour of the asymptotic distribution of the
change point estimator for second stage estimator in the first model, for
sample size n = 5000. In particular, due to mixed-normal limit, we studied
the distribution of the studentized limiting distribution of n6? (£, —t*) under
the true model, i.e.

Z =nb%({, — (X, 0),

with ['(X;+,0,) = (log(1 + X2))2. Then Z converges to W(v) — 1|v| with

density
=1 203) -+ ()

and distribution function

Flz) = {g(x), x>0

1—g(—x), =<0

with ®(z) the distribution function of the gaussian random variable, and

glz) =1+ \/ge—% - %(x +5)P (—\/75) + ge% (—g\/i)

(see e.g. Csorgé and Horvath, 1997). In Figure [l we report the graphical
representation of the histogram and empirical distribution function of Z (over
10000 Monte Carlo replications) against their theoretical counterparts which
looks quite reasonable.

References

[1] Bai, J. (1994) Least squares estimation of a shift in linear processes,
Journal of Times Series Analysis, 15, 453-472.

[2] Bai, J. (1997) Estimation of a change point in multiple regression mod-
els, The Review of Economics and Statistics, 79, 551-563.

[3] Chen, G., Choi, Y.K., Zhou, Y. (2005) Nonparametric estimation of
structural change points in volatility models for time series, Journal of
Econometrics, 126, 79-144.

25



histogram vs limit distribution (second stage)

Density

EDF vs limit (second stage)

08
|

02
|

Figure 1: Histogram versus theoretical density function (up) and empirical
distribution function versus theoretical distribution function (bottom) for
the second stage change point estimator. Results of 10000 Monte Carlo
replications and sample size n = 5000 for the first model.

26



[4]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

Cox, J.C., Ingersoll, J.E., Ross, S.A. (1985) A theory of the term struc-
ture of interest rates, Econometrica, 53, 385—408.

Csorgd, M., Horvath, L. (1997) Limit Theorems in Change-point Anal-
ysis. New York: Wiley.

De Gregorio, A., Tacus, S.M. (2008) Least squares volatility change point
estimation for partially observed diffusion processes, Communications in
Statistics, Theory and Methods, 37(15), 2342-2357.

Hinkley, D.V. (1971) Inference about the change-point from cumulative
sum tests, Biometrika, 58, 509-523.

Inclan, C., Tiao, G.C. (1994) Use of cumulative sums of squares for

retrospective detection of change of variance, Journal of the American
Statistical Association, 89, 913-923.

Kim, S., Cho, S., Lee, S. (2000) On the cusum test for parameter changes
in GARCH(1,1) models. Commun. Statist. Theory Methods, 29, 445-462.

Kutoyants, Y. (1994) Identification of Dynamical Systems with Small
Noise, Kluwer, Dordrecht.

Kutoyants, Y. (2004) Statistical Inference for Ergodic Diffusion Pro-
cesses, Springer-Verlag, London.

Lee, S., Ha, J., Na, O., Na, S. (2003) The Cusum test for parameter
change in time series models, Scandinavian Journal of Statistics, 30,
781-796.

Lee, S., Nishiyama, Y., Yoshida, N. (2006) Test for parameter change
in diffusion processes by cusum statistics based on one-step estimators,
Ann. Inst. Statist. Mat., 58, 211-222.

Shixin, G. (1997) The H4jek-Rényi inequality for Banach space valued
martingales and the p smoothness of Banach spaces, Statistics and Prob-
ability Letters, 32, 245-248.

Song, J., Lee, S. (2009) Test for parameter change in discretely observed
diffusion processes, forthcoming in Statistical Inference for Stochastic
Processes.

27



[16] Woyczynski, W.A. (1975) Geometry and Martingales in Banach Spaces,
in Winter School on Probability, Kapracz, Springer Lecture Notes in
Mathematics, Vol. 472, 235-275

[17] Yoshida, N.: Polynomial type large deviation inequality and its applica-
tions. reprint (2005), to appear in Annals of the Institute of Statistical
Mathematics

28



n Qp, tn éo él fn é(] él fn

5000 0.1189 | 0.601 | 0.200 0319  0.601 | 0.200 0319  0.601
(0.005) | (0.009) (0.014) (0.011) | (0.005) (0.013) (0.012)

2000 0.1495 | 0.601 | 0.200  0.349  0.601 | 0.200  0.349  0.601
(0.008) | (0.013) (0.020) (0.014) | (0.008) (0.017) (0.015)

1000 0.1778 | 0.601 | 0.199  0.377  0.601 | 0.200 0.377  0.602
(0.011) | (0.017) (0.025) (0.019) | (0.011) (0.026) (0.018)

Table 1: Monte Carlo estimates for model (II]) over 10000 replications. True
values: 05 = 0.2, 07 = 0.378, 0.350, and 0.319 for different sample sizes n = 1000,
2000 and 5000. True change point t* = 0.6.

n Qp, tn éo él fn é(] él fn

5000 0.1189 | 0.701 | 0.200 0319  0.701 | 0.200 0.319  0.701
(0.010) | (0.012) (0.018) (0.011) | (0.018) (0.012) (0.010)

2000 0.1495 | 0.702 | 0.200  0.350  0.701 | 0.200  0.350  0.701
(0.016) | (0.016) (0.029) (0.024) | (0.009) (0.030) (0.021)

1000 0.1778 | 0.703 | 0.200 0.378 0701 | 0.200 0.377  0.701
(0.025) | (0.021) (0.040) (0.038) | (0.012) (0.056) (0.040)

Table 2: Monte Carlo estimates for model (I2)) over 10000 replications. True
values: 65 = 0.2, 67 = 0.378, 0.350, and 0.319 for different sample sizes n = 1000,
2000 and 5000. True change point t* = 0.7.
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