0909.0835v1 [math.ST] 4 Sep 2009

arxXiv

Bernoulli 15(3), 2009, 687-720
DOI: 10.3150/08-BEJ170

Integrated volatility and round-off error

MATHIEU ROSENBAUM

CREST and CMAP-Ecole Polytechnique Paris, UMR CNRS 7641, 91128 Palaiseau Cedexz,
France. E-mail: mathieu.rosenbaum@polytechnique. edu

We consider a microstructure model for a financial asset, allowing for price discreteness and
for a diffusive behavior at large sampling scale. This model, introduced by Delattre and Jacod,
consists in the observation at the high frequency n, with round-off error a.,, of a diffusion
on a finite interval. We give from this sample estimators for different forms of the integrated
volatility of the asset. Our method is based on variational properties of the process associated
with wavelet techniques. We prove that the accuracy of our estimation procedures is a,, V n~ Y2,
Using compensated estimators, limit theorems are obtained.
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1. Introduction

Nowadays, a massive amount of high frequency financial data is available. This large
quantity of data has paradoxically complicated some problems in statistical finance.
Among them, one of the most relevant is the estimation of the integrated volatility of an
asset. To fix ideas, let us consider an asset whose theoretical, efficient price (Xt)te[o,l]
follows an It6 process of the form

dXt = Mt dt+ gt th,

where W; is a Brownian motion, ; the drift process and o7 the instantaneous volatility.
From market price observations, we wish to estimate the quantity

1
/ g(X:)?o?dt,
0

where ¢ is a known deterministic function. The case g(x) =1 corresponds to the abso-
lute integrated volatility of the asset and the case g(z) =1/x to its relative integrated
volatility, that is, the integral of the squared diffusion coefficient of the logarithmic price.!

This is an electronic reprint of the original article published by the ISI/BS in Bernoulli,
2009, Vol. 15, No. 3, 687-720. This reprint differs from the original in pagination and
typographic detail.

TNote that the usual notion of integrated volatility refers to the relative integrated volatility.
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688 M. Rosenbaum

Assume first that we observe the efficient price data with frequency n, that is, the sample
(Xz/nuz: 0, .. .,TL).

In this setting, a common convergent estimator of the integrated volatility, with rate
n~1/2 and feasible asymptotic theory, is given by the realized volatility, that is, for the
absolute integrated volatility

n

2
Z(Xi/n — X(i—1)/n)

i=1
and for the relative integrated volatility

n

> " (log(Xi/n) —log(X(i-1)/n))*,
=1

see Jacod and Protter [16], Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard [7], Meddahi [22] and
Gongalves and Meddahi [12].

However, it is a well-known fact that high frequency financial data do not behave like
an Ito process. In the literature, this gap is often considered to be a “contamination”
of the theoretical, efficient price and is called microstructure noise. This microstructure
noise increases with the sampling frequency and is due to several reasons, one of the most
obvious being price discreteness.

To get rid of this noise, the first solution is to sample our data over a longer period.
But, if we imagine we collect one unit of data per second and consider five minutes as the
finest period we can tolerate to make the noise insignificant, we throw away a lot of data,
which is hardly acceptable. Consequently, dealing with these high frequency noisy data
has become a challenging issue. Many recent papers treat this problem, especially for the
purpose of estimating the integrated volatility; see in particular Barndorff-Nielsen et al.
[6]; Bandi and Russell [4]; Jacod et al. [15]; Zhang [30]; Zhang, Mykland and Ait-Sahalia
[31]; Hansen and Lunde [13]; Ait-Sahalia, Mykland and Zhang [1]; and Gloter and Jacod
[11]. For a comparison between several estimators, see Andersen, Bollerslev and Meddahi
[3]; Bandi, Russel and Yang [5]; and Gatheral and Oomen [23].

In most of these works, one observes at some deterministic times ¢, 1 =0,...,n, a
log-price f’t? composed of a theoretical, efficient log-price )N(t;z, coming from the classical
continuous-time mathematical finance theory, contaminated by an additive microstruc-
ture noise a??, that is,

Yip = Xip + €,

where X, is, for example, an Ito process. In these additive microstructure noise models,
the developed technologies often aim at reducing the impact of the noise.

Nevertheless, although price discreteness is largely accepted as one of the main reasons
for microstructure noise, these models rarely allow for it; see Large [19] and Robert and
Rosenbaum [25, 26] for models considering discrete prices. In this paper, we study the
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problem of estimating the integrated volatility of an asset when assuming that the efficient
price data are observed with round-off error.

2. Model and results

2.1. Description of the model

We consider the model of a diffusion observed with round-off error. Let «, be a pos-
itive decreasing sequence tending to zero as n goes to infinity and S, = a,+/n. On
a filtered probability space (£2, (ft)te[o,uap), we consider a one-dimensional Brownian
semi-martingale (X¢);c[o,1), taking values in an open interval (v, i), —oo <v < p < +00,
of the form

t t
X =1 —i—/ o(Xs)dWy —i—/ asds, (1)
0 0

where (W})iejo,1) is a (F¢)-standard Brownian motion, (a¢)¢cjo,1) is a progressively mea-
surable process with respect to (F):cjo,1), © — o(x) is a real deterministic function that
is not known and x is a real constant. We observe the sample

(x) i=0,... n), (2)

i/m 0" T
where

Xi(;‘:) = | Xi/n/an].

Thus, XZ.(;JZ‘) is the observation of X/, with round-off error a,. This model has already

been studied by Delattre and Jacod [9] when £, tends to a constant finite value and
by Delattre [8] in the other cases. Based on the sample (2), our goal is to estimate the
random parameter

1
6= /0 9(X,)?%0(X,)?ds,

where ¢ is a known deterministic function on (v, u).
Note that for the Black—Scholes specification of the model

o(x) =oux,

the problem of the estimation of the constant parameter ¢ has been partially treated by
Li and Mykland [20] in the case where 3, tends to zero.

We denote by C¥(I) the set of k times continuously differentiable functions on I C R.
We write Cff(I) if all the derivatives are bounded. We will consider the following assump-
tions:
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Assumption A.

sup a, (logn)? < oo.
n>0

Assumption A1. There exists p > 0 such that sup,,> al=r(logn)? < co.

Assumption B.
(i) For all z € (v,p), o(x) >0,
(i) = —o(x) €C?((v, 1)),
(iii) fol a?ds < 400, almost surely.
Assumption C.

z— g(z) € C*((v, 1)) and for all z € (v,p), g(x) > 0.

Assumption C1.

(i) * — g(x) €C*((v,p)) and for all x € (v, ), g(z) >0,
(ii) = — ¢'(z) is of constant sign on (v, ) and x — |¢'(z)|'/? € C*((v, ).

By convention, if = ¢ (v, 1), we set g(z) =g'(x) =0.
Note that on (0,400), the functions defined by @ — 1 and = — 1/z satisfy Assumption

C1. These functions are those respectively associated to the absolute integrated volatility
and to the relative integrated volatility.

2.2. First estimator

Our estimation method is based on the theory of wavelet methods for quadratic func-
tionals estimation; see, for example, Gayraud and Tribouley [10]. Throughout the paper,
for ke N and j € N, we set

Lk () = Lky2i k+1/(29))(5), Y(s) = —1,1/2(8) + L(1/2,11(8),

bik(s) = 2972(2s — k).

We define the coefficients cjk, jo € N, k € [0,270 — 1] and dji, j €N, k€ [0,27 — 1] by

=2 [Lu(g(Xa(X)ds, din= [ win(9)g(Xo)o(X.) ds.

Hence, the cj,, and dj, are the coefficients of s — ¢g(Xs)o(Xs) in the Haar basis. Conse-
quently, we have

270 1 +o0 29 -1

0= Z c?ok—i-z Zd?k.
k=0

j=jo k=0
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We set

~ 7[2j0/2 & . Qp Qn Qn
Ciok =\ 2w Lok (i/m)g(X () )X ) = x (o) L.
=1

i/n (i—1)/n
Thus, in the case g(z) =1, ¢, can be seen as a rescaled local average of the increments

of the rounded diffusion over a window of size 277°. We define our first estimator gn of
0 by

with jo,, = |logy(a; 1 A /).

2.3. Convergence in probability

—1/2

We set r, =, Vn . We have the following theorem:

Theorem 1 (Convergence in probability). In model (1)-(2), under Assumptions A,
B and C, the sequence

r (0 — 0)
is tight.

2.4. Compensated estimators

It seems difficult to obtain a central limit theorem for the previous estimator (see the
proofs for details). Consequently, we introduce compensated estimators. We set

271

Qj= Z d?k
k=0

and define

n

7. 1 . (an) (an) (an)
djr = 5%;1/’jk(l/”)g(X(¢,1)/n)|Xi/n _X(ifl)/n|'

We denote by S the set of all triples (a, (j1,n), (j2,n)), where a is a real number with
0<a<1and (ji.n), (Jo.n) are two sequences of integers such that

supa;~*(logn)? < oo, 1 2202m I (), o t291n/2 (02 logn +1/n) — 0,
n

Tn2j1’" =0, r;12_3j1,n/2_>07 9Jz,n=J1,n -0, T‘;12_(j1,n+j2,n/2)_>0'



692 M. Rosenbaum

Under Assumption Al, the set S is not empty. For example, if one takes j;, =
[logy (rn /")) and ja, = [logy(rn */*)], then (p, (j1,n), (2.n)) € S. For S = (a, (j1,n), (j2.n)) €

S, we set
sz n Z j2,nk

and consider

[(1+a)logy 7|

Ry (S) = oo 2T,

J=J1i,n

For S = (a, (ji,n), (j2.n)) €S, our final estimator of 6 is

2J1,n 1 2J0,n _1
0u(S)= D & k+Ru(S)+an(lgso—Tg<0) > &
k=0 k=0
where
~ 2J0"/2 - n an 1/2 Qn Qn
Cjo,nk = Z]]‘]()n Z/?’L |g X(z 1)/n) (X((z—l))/n)| / |Xz(/n) X((z 1))/n|

and 1,>¢ indicates whether x — ¢’(x) is non-negative or not.

2.5. Convergence in law

We state in this section some limit theorems. In this context, it is convenient to use the
notion of stable convergence in law; see Rényi [24], Aldous and Eagleson [2], Jacod and
Shiryaev [17] and Jacod [14].

Definition 1 (Stable convergence in law). A sequence of variable (X,,),ecn converges
stably in law to a variable X (X, =25 X) if X is defined on an appropriate extension
(Q, F,P) of (2, F,P) and if for any F-measurable bounded variable Y and any bounded
continuous function g, E[Y ¢(X,,)] — E[Y g(X)].

For 8> 0, we define the function Ag by

Ag(z) =lmE

n 2
n—1/2 (Z Zz) ,

i=1

with

Z; =B(m/2)' 2| {U + B~ o(a)Wii } + B o (2)(W; = Wis) || — o(x),
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where W is a Brownian motion and U a uniform random variable on [0, 1], independent of
W. From Delattre [8], we get that the function Ag is well defined. We have the following
theorem:

Theorem 2 (Convergence in law). In model (1)-(2), under Assumptions Al, B and
C1, for S €S8, we have the following stable convergences in law, where B is a standard
Brownian motion, independent of F:

i B =0, /A(Ba(S) = 0) = s V2 — 2)1/2 / (X)X, 4B,
0
1
B B850, (0n(S) —0) —>cs 2/0 (X020 (X)) [Da(X0)] 2B,

1
i B +00, o (Ba(S) —0) m% / 9(X,)%0(X,)dB,.

3. Discussion

3.1. Comments on the results

e Our microstructure model with round-off error is obviously built to face the problem of
price discreteness. Indeed, market price increments have to be multiples of the tick size.
Moreover, it is striking to see how high frequency financial data do look like diffusions
with round-off error; see, for example, [28]. In particular, the well-known bid-ask bounce is
reproduced in this model. Furthermore, if the sampling period becomes large, the round-
off error becomes insignificant. According to the theory and the empirical studies, this is
also the case on the markets where it is often admitted that low frequency financial data
can be modeled as data coming from a diffusion process. Hence, this model is relevant
because it is clearly linked with market observations and financial theory.

e Our point of view is different from those of an additive microstructure noise. We do not
make assumptions on the difference between the observed log-price and the theoretical
log-price but on the observed price itself. Hence, our method is not a denoising method.
We directly use the properties of the noisy data. Moreover, Li and Mykland [21] have
proved that estimators built for additive noise, like the two scales estimator of Zhang,
Mykland and Ait-Sahalia [31], are not robust in the case of a “quite big” rounding error.
e The estimation rates are the same as those obtained by Delattre [8] for other procedures
on this model. In particular, if the order of magnitude of the round-off error is smaller
than n~1/2, we find the classical parametric rate.

e More general forms of stochastic volatility seem difficult to treat with our wavelet
technique. Indeed, our proof of the central limit theorem relies on the fact that under an
equivalent measure, the process can be written as a function of a Brownian motion, which
is not the case for general stochastic volatility models. Nevertheless, Theorem 1 remains
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true in the case where the instantaneous volatility is of the form o(z,t) = g1(x)g2(t),
with g1 and g as two positive functions such that g; € C*(R) and g € C*([0,1]); see [28].
e The integrated volatility cannot be recovered in a pure rounding framework where the
sequence «, is supposed to be constant as n goes to infinity. Nevertheless, it can be done
for some particular rounding procedures; see Jacod et al. [15].

3.2. Intuition for the results and important ideas
To give some intuition for the results, introduce important ideas used in the proofs, and
explain why methods based on the quadratic variation do not work here, we recall and

explain an inspiring result of Delattre [8] when j3,, tends to infinity.

3.2.1. The behavior of the p-variations

Let h be the density of a standard Gaussian variable and

g = ' u u g (ﬂ) p.
+(0.5) /od /Rdyh(y)l(ﬁ +oy)®)]

It is shown in Delattre [8] that if £, tends to infinity, that is, if the round-off error is
quite big, for p > 0, we have

1
" Bnnt _1Z|Xz/ar:) (zanl))/n|p ﬂl p/o ( (Xs),Bn)ds

tends to zero in probability. The stable convergence in law of this sequence normalized
by ;! has also been proved in [8].

3.2.2. Remarks and explanations

The point is to remark that if p=1,

1 1
1=p (o} s)yMn s = /2 a s S
8! /Om (X.), Ba) ds = (2/0) / (X.)d

and that if p > 0,
1 1
557 [ (o) pds - /w2 [ a(x)ds
0 0

tends to zero in probability. So, in the case (,, tends to infinity, if p is not equal to one,
contrary to what happens when considering non-noisy data, o(X;)? does not appear in
the limit of the sum of the rescaled rounded increments to the power p. Thus, estimating

1
/ 0?(X,)ds,
0
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seems more complicated than estimating

/01 o(Xs)ds.

We now give an intuition for this surprising behavior of the p-variations through a non-
rigorous argument. Introducing several important ideas, we explain why, when f,, tends
to infinity,

EU(X(ifl)/n) [le(;l:) - X((;l:l].))/n|p] ~ aflﬁgl(2/7T)1/20'(X(i71)/n)7

where EU(X(i—l)/n) denotes the expectation conditional on J(X(i,l)/n). We define the
fractional part of X; by {X;} = X; — | X]. First we have to remark that

X X)) = an {{X o1y yn o} + (Xijn = Xi-1) /) /o). (3)

Kosulajeff [18] and Tukey [29] have established that when « is small, {X/a} is almost
independent of X and approximately follows a uniform law on [0, 1]. More precisely, the
following result has been shown by Delattre and Jacod [9].

Lemma 1 (The fractional part of a variable). Let k be a function on R, C" (r > 1),
integrable with integrable derivatives. Let f be a function on R x [0,1], C" in the first

variable and such that for 0 <1 <r, M;=sup, fol |6‘9—;lf(:17, u)|du < +00. Then

l

‘/Rk(:c) [f(;v,{;v/a})—/olf(;v,u)du} dz| < (2a)" sup M, sup /R

0<i<r  0<I<r

Thus, since
Xin = Xi—1)n = 0(Xi=1) /) Wisn = Wi—1y/n)s

we have

Eo(x_a ) [IX = X)) P12 08 Box ) LU + B o (X im0y ) Y] ),

where U is a uniform variable on [0, 1], independent of X, and Y is a standard Gaussian
variable, independent of X and U. Therefore, if 5, tends to infinity,

(om) (o) ~ D=1 (on) (on)
EU(X('L—l)/n)[lXi/n _X(i—l)/nlp]Nafl EU(X(i—l)/n)HXi/n _X(i—l)/n”'

We conclude our argument using the simple but nice fact that if U is a uniform variable
on [0,1] and Z is independent of U, with a density with respect to the Lebesgue measure,

E[IlU + Z]|] = E[|Z])
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4. Proofs

In all the proofs we use the previously defined notation. For technical reasons, we suppose
without loss of generality that for given j, n277 is a positive integer. In the following, c
and ¢, denote constants not depending on n, j or k£ and that may vary from line to line.

4.1. Preliminaries for the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2

4.1.1. Localization procedure

We slightly adapt here a classical localization procedure used, for example, in Delattre
[8]. Tt will enable us to replace Assumptions B, C and C1 with much stronger assumptions
in the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2. We fix two sequences (v4)q>1 and (fq)q>1 such that
(vq) is strictly decreasing to v, () is strictly increasing to p and (ug — v4) > 0. We also
fix a sequence of functions x,:R — [0, 1] such that x, € CZ(R), (x4)/? € CZ(R) and

Xq(z)=1 on [vg, gl and x4(z)=0 on (—00, Vg41] U [pgt1,+00).

For ¢ € N, we define on R the real functions o, and g, by

x

0q(2) = 0 (2)xq (%) + (1 = Xq(2)), gq(I):g(VqH/ 9'(5)xq(s) ds.

Vq

We finally set
t
Tq_inf{tE[O,l],XtSVq—l—aq or X; > pig or / agdSZq}/\l.
0

Under Assumption B, T, tends almost surely to 1 and P(T, =1) — 1 as ¢ — +oo. Let
(W{,t>0) be defined by W =W, 1ya1 — Wr, and (Y?)¢>0 be the solution of

aY = o, (V)WY Y =Xr,.

Consider now the process (X{);e[0,1) defined by Xi =X, for t € [0,T,] and X{ =Y;? 5
for ¢t € (Ty,1]. This process satisfies

AX? =0y (X3 dW, + a? dt,

where af = a; for t €0,T,] and af =0 for t € (T,,1]. The process X? coincides with the
initial process X on [0,T}]. Let qo = inf{q, pug > v4 + a4 }. For g > qo, on [0,T,], g4(X})
coincides with g(X;) and for n > g, g4(XZ*")) coincides with g(X{*")). Finally, under
Assumption C1, (g,)’ is of constant sign on R, |(g,)'|*/? € C3(R) and on [0,T,], (g,)" (X

coincides with ¢/(X;). Furthermore, for n > ¢, (gq) (XZ*")) coincides with g'(X *").

Hence it is enough to prove Theorems 1 and 2 for the processes X, for all ¢ > qg, and
so it is enough to prove Theorem 1 under Assumptions B’ and C’ instead of Assumptions
B and C and Theorem 2 under Assumptions B’ and C1’ instead of Assumptions B and
C1, with Assumptions B’, C’ and C1’ defined the following way:
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Assumption B'.

(i) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all z € R, o(z) > ¢,
(i) = —o(x) 16 CZ(R),
(iii) sup,eq [ a2ds < +oc.

Assumption C'.

x — g(z) € CZ(R) and there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all z € R, g(z) > ¢

Assumption C1'.

(i) z— g(z) € C2(R) and there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all x € R, g(z) > ¢,
(ii) @ — ¢/(w) is of constant sign on R and = — |¢/(x)|*/? € CZ(R).

4.1.2. Change of probability

Under Assumption B’, by the Girsanov theorem, we can construct a probability P’ on
(Q, F), absolutely continuous with respect to P and a Brownian motion under P, (W}, ¢ >
0) such that

1
dXt = O'(Xt)th/ + 50'(X15)%0’(Xt)dt

Assumption B’ holds for this representation. We define the following supplementary
hypothesis:

Assumption D.

1 0

at = (Xt)a

5o (X0 5-0(X0)

The convergence in probability and the stable convergence in law being preserved by an
absolutely continuous change of probability, it is consequently enough to prove Theorem
1 under Assumptions A, B’, C’ and D and Theorem 2 under Assumptions Al, B’, C1’
and D. Under Assumptions B’ and D, X; = h(W;) with h:z — S~ (z + S(z0)) and

S:x—>/omm Y

For simplicity, we suppose now that xg = 0. Note that X is a homogeneous Markov
process with transition densities

pi(w,y) = o(y) = (2mt) " exp[—(2) 7 (S(y) — S(@))7].

Moreover, the following inequalities hold; see, for example, Delattre and Jacod [9].

o —G2 4
/ 8$Zaxjpt x y) dySCt J ) Z+.]§27 (4)
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o' '
/}%Qt@’y)}'y'pdy <ot i<, (5)

with ¢(z,y) = pi(x,z +y). We now give the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2.

4.2. The behavior of the sampling functions

We give in this section a key proposition for the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2. As in
Delattre [8], we consider the following assumption:

Assumption E. Let (z,u,y) — fu(x,u,y) be a sequence of real functions on R x [0, 1] x
R. The sequence f, satisfies Assumption E if the functions f,, are twice continuously
differentiable with respect to the first variable and if there exists v > 0 such that for all
n>1,

(i) 1fol@,u ) <7(1+B2) (1 + [y,

(1) Sy [ fa, )| du < A(1+[y]),
(i) |25 fu (2, u)] < (14 B2) (1 + |y[7),i = 1,2,
(iV) fol %fn(xvuuy)|du§7(l+|y|’y)7i:172'

Notation. For some sequences of real functions = — g,(z) on R and (x,u,y) —
fn(z,u,y) on R x [0,1] x R, we define

Vik 7&/2 9 1.1 (4 X,
(1.02) = 203 L) Xs-0)
i=1
and
. 2i/2 1 _
VI%(n, fn) = - Lr (/1) fr (X (= 1)y AX (i1 pn /O s VU X 1 — X1y /)
i1

Let h, be the density of a centered Gaussian variable with variance o2. For a real function
(x,u,y) = f(z,u,y) on R x [0,1] x R, we set

1
mif.w) = [ ho @i u)dn, M) = [ mfn)du
The following proposition is a general result on the behavior of the sampling functions.

Proposition 1 (Behavior of the sampling functions). Let (x,u,y) — fn(z,u,y) be a
sequence of real functions on R x [0,1] X R satisfying Assumption E. Under Assumptions
A, B’ and D,

| (v -2 | ()M fu(X) as) } <er?
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for 0<j < |logyr, '] and 0 <k <2/ —1. This holds for 0<j < |(1+ p)logyr, | under
Assumptions Al, B and D.

4.3. Proof of Proposition 1

In this proof, we widely use the methods and results developed by Delattre in [8]. We set
p to zero if only Assumptions A, B’ and D are satisfied and write Ez, for the conditional
expectation with respect to F;.

4.3.1. Fundamental decomposition

Notation. Let sj, =[277nk+1,...,27n(k + 1)]. We use the following notation:

1
i fn(,10) = / G @) falw,u gy dy, Mo fu(z) = / i fo(, 1)

We set
Ji = (X AXim/ o b Vol X (1) i — Xignl),
ni' (fu) = fi" — Mnfn(X(i—l)/n)a
nA(i+1—1)
&' (f,1) = Z (Ex,,, 2N —Ex, .. 2 ()])
and
i (fn, 1) = W Lk (/)67 (fn, ),
=1
N 94/2 - -
jk(fnvl) = n [mnfn(Xz/n) - mnfn(X(ifl)/n)]
1€S ik
27/2 N
I Z Un—iyna—1)fn(X(i—1)/n)L2< (n—i)n(—1)
€Sk
0i/2 (n—i—1)A(1-2)

1€Sjk z=1
Remark that for given n and z € s,

2i/2 Y )
My = — Lk (i/n)0;' (fn,1)
=1
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is a (Fi)-martingale in y. The following fundamental decomposition will be constantly
used.

Proposition 2 (Fundamental decomposition).
ViE(n, ) - 2]‘/2/01 15 (5) M fo(X,) ds
= M (fas D)+ V7 (n, Mo fo = M 1)
+ VIk(n, M f,) —27/2 /01 Lk (s)M fn(Xs)ds — Hj (fnr ) — K3 (fn, 1)

Proof. We have

6;1(fml) =n;(fn) — Mnfn(Xl/n) + Mnfn(X(ifl)/n) - E]:(i—l)/n[fzn] +E]:i/n [fﬁkl]

nA(i+1—1)
—Er i (P + D Br, 2 ()] = Br_yy, 02 (f2))-
z=1+2
Using that
Efi/n[fﬁfl] = /ql/n( i/nsY )fn( i/ns {Xl/n/an}u \/ﬁy) dyu
we get
6 (frs 1) = i (fn) + M0 fr(Xiyn) — Mn fr(Xim1ym) — Exi_y) 0 [EF 080 ()]
nA(i+1— 1)
+ Z Fi/n E]:(z 1)/n [ﬁz (fn)]] - ]E]:(ifl)/n [E]:(z—l)/n [n:(fn)]])
z=1+2
= n?(fn) + mnfn(Xz/n) - mnfn(X(ifl)/n) - E]—‘(i,l)/n [mnfn(Xl/n)]
nA(i+1—1)
=+ Z Fi/n mnfn( (z— 1)/n)] - E]:(ifn/n [mnfn(X(z—l)/n)])
z=1+2
Since
Ex, . [mnfa(X—1)/m)] :/p(z—l—i)/n(Xi/nvy)mnfn(y) dy,
we obtain

(n—i)A(l—1)

=1 fa(X@i—1y/m) + Z (11 fn(Xiyn) = U fu(Xim1y/n)]-

z=2
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Thus,

5171(.]071) = m”(fn) + mnfn(Xz/n) - mnfn(X(z‘—l)/n)
——iyna—1) fn(X-1)/m)l2<(n—iya-1)

(n—i—1)A(I-2)

+ [l?fn(Xz/n) - l:fn(X(z—l)/n)]
z=1
We finally get
. . 2112 o
& (na fn) -V (nuMnfn) = o 1jk(2/”)77i (fn)
1=1

4.83.2. Technical lemmas

We prove here some useful lemmas. In particular, they will enable us to control the
different terms of the decomposition. We begin with a usual Riemann approximation.

Lemma 2 (Riemann approximation). Let f € C} and

A= 2 S i) (i)~ 2 / ()X ds.
i=1
Then,
E[AZ] <c277n~ 1.
Proof. Let
¢ =i/ /( ::/n[njk<s>f<xs> — 1,1(i/m) f (Xis0)] ds.
We have

<2 [T IR - FCty)] ds.
(i—1)/n

Since f € C}, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we get E[(£})?] < ¢2/n=3.

Now, A, =Y | &, with n277 terms in the sum. Thus,

E[42] <3 3 (BI(E)AEIE)M)? < c27in L, .
1=14=1

The following lemma is a consequence of Assumption E together with Lemma 1 and
inequalities (4) and (5). Details can be found in Delattre [8].
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Lemma 3.
[ (2, u)| < e(1+ 57, (6)
/1 a—i,mnfn(x,u) du—|—‘a—i.Mnfn(a:) <e,  0<i<?2, (7)
o |0z oxt
| My fu(@) = M fu(@)] < en” /2, (8)
|17 fn()] < coi (1 +n/1). (9)

We end this section with the following bounds for H7j and K7.

Lemma 4.
[H 5 (far D) < 2707+ e27Pad[1 40277 (1= 1) 7" + (log n) Lg—gi 1],
| K (fns D] < C2j/2a721 logn.

Proof. From inequalities (6) and (9), we get

| H (fu, ) < c22/2(14 82) + 27202 > n[(1= 1)+ (n— i) acnoy)-

i€S Kk
We also have

I K (Fn DI =223 " i noimtyna—2) (12 Fn(Xign) = 12 Fn(X(i=1)/n)]

z=11i€s;
<2202 Z(l +n/z) <2202 nlogn.
z=1

4.8.8. End of the proof of Proposition 1

Until the end of Section 4.4, we take [ =n and omit this index in the notation. We
now bound the different terms of the fundamental decomposition. By Lemma 4, since
0<j<[(1+p)logyry, ], we get

[Hi(fa) + K (fa)l < 272 (n71 + ) logn) < ery.

Inequality (7) together with Lemma 2 on Riemann approximation give

?

Inequality (8) gives

1 2
ij(n,an)—Qj/Q/ Lk (s)M fn(Xs) ]§62jn1.
0

(VIR (n, M, fr — M f)] < 279/2071/2,
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We now turn to the approximation term M7, (f,). We have

BLME ()] = 25 O BT ()7,
i€sji
From the results of Delattre [8], Chapters 7 and 8, we can show that
E[67(f)?] < e(na? + (14 £2)(1 + an(n/i)'/?)).
Since S i71/2 < 2y/n, we have
E[M7(fn)?] < ca? +c(1+ 82)(n ™t + 27 2a,n ™)
<c(a? +n"t 42 2a,n " +27/203). (10)

Putting all the inequalities together, we obtain Proposition 1.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 1

Using the remark on the change of probability in Section 4.1.2, the following proposition
implies Theorem 1.

Proposition 3 (L! convergence, absolute integrated volatility). Let (3n be the
estimator defined in Section 2.2. Under Assumptions A, B’, C' and D,

E[|6,, — 6]] < crn,
with ¢ a constant not depending on n.

For expository purposes, we first treat the case g(z) = 1.

4.4.1. Proof of Proposition 3 in the case g(x)=1

We assume here that g(x) =1 and set

Fal@,usy) = (m/2)2B, | [u+ B y) -
This specification implies
M fn(Xs) = o0(X5s).

We begin with a lemma on the behavior of the wavelet coefficients. Let cj,k, djr and é;
be as defined in Section 2.2. Thanks to the vanishing moment of ¢, we easily get the
following result:
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Lemma 5.

G <277, E[d3,] < c27%
Let
2i 1 201
Zi=Y Mu(fa)ein,  Zj= > Kx(fa)cjk.
k=0 k=0

We have the following lemma:
Lemma 6. Let 0<j <|[(1+ p)log,r,'], then
E(|Z;] +1Z;]] < ern.

Proof. We have Z; = 7,1 + Z; » with

-1 (k+1)/20
Zj,l = Z 2j/2 (/ [U(Xs)_U(Xk2j>]dS>M?ka
k=0 k

/23
1 271
Zj)g = E Z O'(ng—j)ds Z 51
k=0 i€S K

We easily get E[|Z;1]] < ery,. For Z; o, we have

291271

E[|Z;2)?] = Z Z Z Z Elo(Xk2-3)0(Xpra-3)0:07).
k=

0i€s;k i €5 3
For i #4', conditioning by Finax (i,i)—1/n, We get

Elo(Xpa—i)o(Xpo-3)8:0:] =0
Therefore,

st Bl o[£

k=0 1€S ik
21
=277 Z Elo(Xpo-i )QE]:M JIMIER < erl
k=0

For ZJ—, recall that

J/2 ~
() =2 3 1/

1€S ik
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with
~ n—i—1
8 = [l fn( z/n) - l?fn(X(i—l)/n)]
z=1
and that
l?fn(Xi/n) E]'- i/n [mnfn(X(z-i-z)/n)]
The same method gives the result. 0

We now end the proof of Proposition 3. From Proposition 1 and equation (3), we can
write

c]Onk_CJO nk—i_M (fn)_i_V]U,nk(n’Mnfn_an)

Jo,nk

1
+ Vjo’nk(na an) - 2j0’n/2/o ]ljo,nk(5>an(XS) ds — Hﬁ)nk(fn) Jo nk (fn)

and
EHéjO,nk - Cj0,7lk|2:| S cr?l'
We have
E[|6, — 0] < cE Z > 3+ cjo,nm;; + (1, + 20012
J=Jjon+t1l k

where R} is equal to

1
Vjo’"k(na My, fr — an) + Vjo’nk(”v an) - 2j0’"/2/0 ]ljo,nk(S)an(XS) ds— Hﬁ)nk(fn)

By Lemma 5, we have

[Z ngk] < o,
J

Jo,n

Moreover, using the preceding computations, it is easy to see that

E |: Z Cjo,nkRZ

k
The result follows.

} < e(20mn Tt 427002 402 4 a2 logn).
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4.4.2. Proof of Proposition 3 in the general case
Let
a T2/ - () _ ylem)
Conk =\ 2 ; Lo,k (1/1)9(X(i—1) )1 X = X570 0l
We easily get the result in the same way as in the previous proof, remarking that

. » 2]0 n/2 (an)
|Cjo.nk — Cjo, kel Scan Z]ljo Wk(i/n) |X1 /n (1 1)/n|

Consequently, using Proposition 1, we obtain
Ell&jo,0k = Cionl*] < CBllEjo ke — &y 1l*] + CEIEG, 1 = Ciourl’] < e

and
~ Ak
§ ch,nk(CjO,nk - CjO,nk) = § cj(),nk?(cj(),nk - CjO,nk) + Z7
k k

with E[|Z]] < cau,. The result follows.

4.5. Proof of Theorem 2

In this proof, Assumptions A1, B’ and D are in force for a,, and X. We also assume until
the end of Section 4.5.2 that g(z) =1.

4.5.1. Compensator
We have

]Ok / ds = Z(éjgk - Cjok)2 +2 chok(éjok Cjok) Z Z

k k Jjzjo k

The central limit theorems will be derived from the double product term. If, as previously,
we choose jo such that 270 is of order r; !, re-normalized by 7, !, the two other terms
do not tend to zero. Hence, we can either choose 27 > 7,1 and compensate the first
term or choose 2/ < ;! and compensate the last term. The first method is classical in
quadratic functionals estimation. However, it seems difficult here. Indeed, a compensator
of Y, (éjr — cjx)? requires an accurate enough estimation of the function z — o(x).
Consequently, we compensate the last term. This is unusual, but possible in our specific
setting. Of course, a one-by-one estimation of the coefficients d;i is probably not suitable
for building the compensator. This is simply because the error between the coefﬁcient
d2k and its estimation is of the same order as the error between the coefficient c? ik
and its estimate. That is why we use here the following scaling property of the Wavelet
coefficients.
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Lemma 7. Let

Qj:;dﬂ“ G(u)z/o Y(u)du and c(z/J):/O G*(u) du.

£
Proof. We briefly give the main steps of the proof. Details can be found in Rosenbaum
[27]. First we define

We have

1
21Q; — 0(1/))/ B (W,)* du

0

} §c27j/2.

i :/1/ijWtdt.

We easily get that the d;-k are independent centered Gaussian variables such that
9 .
Eld?%,] = ()2~

Let £:]0,1] = R be a deterministic bounded function, vanishing outside the interval
(k2790 k/2790] C [0,1] and define

(27 —-1)

Si(6) =2 > (2d5, — c(1)27)as.

k=0
One can show that

E[Z;(6)%] < esup(§)|K' — k|27,

Using a decomposition of the function R'* in a wavelet basis, these results enable us to
prove that
E [

Since 1 has a vanishing moment,

29N (27d% — ()27 )W (Wia—)?

} <29/, (11)
k

/wjk (t)h(Wt) dt ~ h/(Wkg—j) / 1/)jk(t)Wt dt
and so
2, ~ b (Wia—s )2d'5),.

We conclude using equation (11) together with a Riemann-type approximation. O

The following lemma shows that our method enables us to estimate the remaining
coeflicients accurately enough.
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Lemma 8. Let S =[a, (j1,n), (Jo,n)] €S. Then,
TR ICIETIED D) 3 A A0 B
k jZjin k
Proof. We want to compensate
[(1+a)log, 7, "]
>, @
J=Jji,n

We know that for big enough j and j2,, < j, Q; is close to 2j21“_ij21n. Therefore, we
estimate the preceding quantity by

[(14a)logy )]
E 2J2’niij2,nv
J=Jin
with
o _ 72
Q.72,77v - dj2,nk
k

for appropriate ji ,, and ja . Let

L(1+a)logy ry, '] [(14a)logy ry, ']
Un - Z Qj - Z 2J2’n7JQj2,n
J=J1i,n J=J1,n

and Y = c(¢) fol R (Wy)? du. We have

L(1+a)logy ry ] ‘ ‘ ‘ o R
Un = Z (Q] - 2_]Y) + 2_] (Y - 2]21an2,n) + 2]2171_] (QjZ,n - QjQ,n)'

J=Jji,n
Using the same arguments as for Proposition 1, for ji , <j < |[(1+a)logyr, '], we get
El|dj. — dji[*] < erj.
Hence, we also obtain
E[|djn||djx — djnl] < 2777
Consequently, we have

]EHU’IZH S 0(2_3j1,71/2 + 2_(j1,n+j2,n/2) + 22j2,n_j1,n T?], + 2j2,n_j1,n T’ﬂ)'
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As a >0, it is clear that

7‘;1 Z Qj—>0.

7>1(1+a)logy ]
4.5.2. Limit theorems

We prove in this section Theorem 2 in the case g(z) =1. Let
Falz,u,y) = (/2)'28, [ [u+ B, ],

" 1
q; = ﬁfn(X(i—l)/nv {X—vym/oan} s VnlX,m — Xi—1y/nl)

and 2' =¢q}' — f(zz/ "1 M f,(Xs). We begin with some intermediary lemmas.

Lemma 9. Let

1(jnsm Z[W / LS (X,) = o(Xyoin)] ds} [2”/2 > ]

k iESjnk
If 279n 4 p7120n/2(n =1 + a2 logn) + 29nr,, — 0, then 7, T1 (jin,n) 5o.

Proof. We write M (l,,) for M;i(fn,ln), T1 for Ti(jn,n) and j for j,. We use the
decomposition T} =T11 + Tho with

T11 == Z |:2j/2 /]ljk(s)[a(XS) - O'(ngfj )] ds Mjk(ln)
k
We easily get
E[|Ti2|] < 279/ %5, +c21/2(n~  + a2 logn + a?n277 /1,).

We take I, = |n/logn] and therefore 7, 'E[|T12]] tends to zero. We set F(z) = o[h(z)].
The term 731 can be written as

Ty = Z Z {2]/ YWy — Wi J)F/(szfj)éign) ds} +2j/2;Rijk(ln)a

k i€sjk

with E[|Ry|?] < 2% . Following Delattre [8], Chapters 7 and 8, there exists d;(l,,) such
that for l,, = |n/logn|

E[léi(ln) - Si(ln)m < cm‘i/ logn,
E[0;(1,)%] < ¢(14 B2)(1 + an[n/i]'/?).
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Hence,
E[M l 2= —2J E E[é; (1 2 < 2

€Sk

Consequently, we obtain that the expectation of the second term of 737 is less than
279/2p, . The first term can be written as A + Ay + As + Ay + A5 with

/ 51 ln
Al Z Z 2J/ WS - Wkgfj )F (Wk27j) Fn )dS,

k ZGS];C k2=7
A ZZT (Wy — Wigs )P (Wig) 22 g
2= s k2-i k27 ) 8,
k ZGS];C 7‘ 1)/7l
(k+1)2 0;(1
= Z Z 2j/ Ws - Wz/n)F/(WkQ*J) Z( n) dS,
k ZGS k g "
. ¢ / ) 51(171)
= Z Z 2[(k+1)2 —z/n](Wi/n = Wicy/n) F' (Wia-i) " ds,
k ZGS];C
’ 6i(ln
= Z Z 2[(k+1)277 —i/n](Wii—1y/m — Wia— ) F' (Wia-1) ds.
k i€s;k

We easily get that E[A? + A2] < 27972, For Ay, we have
2i/2 1/2 )
E[lAs]) < e (sup(E[6: (1,)%])) < e2//2(1/n + o).

We now turn to As. We write here §; for §;(1,,). We easily obtain that E[A2] is equal to

2 (el / 2 0; Oy
232 Z / / |:F (Wkg—j) (WS_Wl/n)(Ws’_W//n)E—}d ds’.

k i€sjk
zesjk

We consider the quantity
/ 2 ;i 0y
u =Ex,, [F'(Wia-i)"(Ws = Wisn)(We — Wi’/n)%? :

Suppose that ¢ >4’ and s’ > i/n. Then

90 0y
= FI(WkQ*J) E_E]: /n[(W Wz/n)(WS’ - Wi’/n)]

= ' (Wiaos ) S RI(W, — Wey) (W — W)
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Suppose that ¢ >4’ and s’ <i/n. Then
5 0; 0ir

u; = F' (Wi )? __E]:/n[(W Wim) Ws — Wi )] =0.
Finally,
E[A2] < 2 (k+1)277 p(k+1)27 ]IE o L[5 2 e
X [ e (G) Jee
Hence,

E[A%] < 27772,
For Ay, consider the function ¢ defined on [0,1] by ¢(¢) = 1 —t and (i (t) = 27/2¢(27x — k).
We have
3i(1n) = 04(1n)

Ar=>" 3" 29[k +1)277 — i /0] F' (Wig—3 ) (Wijn — Wiim1)/n) -

k i€sjk

+ZF' Wia-5) Z 2792 (i /) (Xim — X(i—1)/n)0 (X (i—1)/n)

i€S ik
with E[|R|] < c¢(1/n+ 04;0’1/2). Using that the function f,, verifies in our case

[fn (s u,y)] < (14 Ba)(1+ [yl),

following Delattre [8], Chapter 6, we can show that the quantity

V(X — X(i—1)/n)U(X(i—1)/n)715i(ln)(l + Bn) !

can be written as g, (X1 /n,{X (i—1)/nn }, VN[ Xi/n — X(i—1)/n]). The function g, sat-
isfies Assumption E. Therefore since M gn(x) =0, using the same arguments as in the
proof of Proposition 1, we can prove that

2

] < cri.

1 .
EHE > Grli/n)gn (X (i-1) /s { X (1=1) 0}, VX j0 = X(i—1) /)

€Sk

Consequently,

?

For the first term, we use that

S
<7

(In) ds } < c2j/27°,21.
n

ZF Wk2J 22 ]/Ck /TL( 1/n_X(i71)/n)

zEs k

n

D El60) — 8.7 < 2 logn

i=1
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|

< cerp(logn) ™42, O

and finally

?

Lemma 10. Let

3i(1n) = 6i(1n) d

n

Z Z 2[(k+1)277 —i/n](Wijn — Wity n) F' (W)

k i€sjk

S

"= ; /(i—l)/n[U(Xs) = 0(X(i—1y/n) M fn(Xs) ds

We have r,;'Ts(n) £o.

Proof. We write T for Ty(n) and set ¢, = (2/m)'/2. We have

i/n
- C”Z/u_l)/n[a(XS) (Xm0 (Xs) ds.

We can write

T = CnZ/ U(X(i—l)/n)]zds

rorY /( ) =Xyl (K ) s

It6’s formula gives

TQ_CUZ/

(i—1)/n

s 1 1
+Cn2/ dso (X 1)/71)/(_ o) <§U/(Xt>2U(Xt>+§U(Xt>2(7”(Xt)> dt + R,

S

dso(Xnm) [ o' (X0)a(xX) W,
(i—1)/n

with E[|R|] < ¢/n. Finally, we obtain

Ty = R—l—an/

Z

S

dso (X W)/ o (X))o (X;) AW, + R,
1)/n (i—1)/n

with E[|R'|] < ¢/n. Let

i/n 8
;i :/ dSU(X(lfl)/n)/ U/(Xt)U(Xt)th.
(i—1)/n (i=1)/n
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For ' < i, Efw/n [n:] = 0. Hence, for given n, M = Z;;l n; is a martingale. Conse-
quently,

n

E[(M])?] =) Eln).

i=1
Since
2 1 ifm ° / ?
<l / ds( (X)) / o (X))o (X)) dW, )
n (i—1)/n (i—1)/n
we get

E[(M[)?] < ¢/n?. .

Lemma 11. Let

30nn) =D Y [0(Xkgsn) =0 (Xoym)]2t-

k i€sj,k
If 279 4 971200 /2(n=1 4 a2 logn) + 29nr, — 0, then v Ts(jn,n) — 0.
Proof. We write T3 for T3(j,,n) and j for j,. We have
15 = Z Z o(X(i—1)/m) — 0(Xpo-5)] (@ + 7 +Ri),
k i€sjn

with

1
Ty = ﬁ[mnfn(Xz/n) - mnfn(X(z—l)/n)]

nll

T Z l fn Z/" -1 fn( (i— 1/71)] n zfn( (i— l/n) i<n—2

and |R;| < en~3/2. We easily get

|| X otXmyn) — oK) 20

2
n ]
k 1€sjk

5[ E T Koo ()

= X—1y/m) =0 (Xpo-a)]"{ ==
k i€s;k

The second term of the decomposition can be written as

Z Z o(X(i—1)/n) — 0(Xp2-3)]rs

k i€sjk

} < 02”'7“,21.
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=B1+ By + B3
with

Z Z 1/n - X(’L 1)/n)]rla

k i€sjk
By = Z[ o(X(t1)2-1) — 0(Xj2-5)] Z T4
€S8,k
Z Z o(X(kt1)2-1) — o (Xi)]rs.
k 1€sjk

Using Lemma 4, we obtain

E[|By]] < 23/2< +a; logn)
For B; we consider the decomposition By = B1; — B1s with

B = Z[U(Xi/n> —o(X(i—1y/m)lzis

%

Bia = o) — (X (2 4 1),

Using the same method as for Ay, we get E[|Bia|] < ¢, (logn) /2. We have for the other
term

B = Z(Xi/n — X(i—l)/n)o'/(X(i—l)/n)qzn

%

U(X i—1 n)
+ Z(Xi/n - X(ifl)/n)ol(X(ifl)/n)#

n

+R

with E[|R|] < ¢/n. Therefore, we easily get that E[|B1:|] < er,n~'/2. We now treat Bs.
The quantity

SN [o(Xesye-s) — ol i/n)]%[mnfn(Xi/n)_mnfn(X(i—l)/n)]

k 1€sjk

can be written as

Z Z k+1 2-J _U( z/n)] 1mnfn( z/n)

k i€sjk
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1
- Z Z Xht1)2-7) — U(Xi—l/n)]Emnfn(X(i—l)/n)

k i€sjk

1 _
+ Y [o(Xipn) — o(Xi- 1)/n)]nmnfn(X(i71)/n)'

k i€sjk

This is equal to

= Sl (Xrayp-s) = o (Kiams )  fuXiz2)

%
1 _
+ Z Z (Xifn — X(i—l)/n)g/(X(i—l)/n)Emnfn(X(i—l)/n)
k i€sjk
+ R

with E[|R|] < er2. Eventually this term is equal to
1 _
R + Z Z (Xz/n - X(zfl)/n)ol(X(zfl)/n)Emnfn(X(zfl)/n) + R,
k i€sjk
with E[|R'|] < ¢27/2r2. The quantity

V(X = X(i—1)n) 0 (X(i=1) fn) 0 fr (X (= 1) jn) (14 Br) 7!

can be written as gn (X (i—1)/n, {X(i—1)/nn }, vV1[Xi/n — X(i-1)/n]). This function satisfies
Assumption E. Hence, since Mg, (x) =0, we obtain

?

1
Z Z(Xi/n_X(i—l)/n) o' (X 1)/n) Mo fr(X(i-1)/n)

k i€sjk

< cri.

We now treat

(n—i—1)A(ln—2)

D2 X rres) —o(Xiw)l— Y [ fa(Xign) = 1 fa (X))

k i€sjk z=1

This can be written as

ZZZ o(Xern)2-3) = o(Xiyn)] lfn( i/n)

z lES]k

_ZZ Z X(k+l)2 ) —U(Xi—l/n)]%l?f"(x(i—l)/")

z 1E€ESjk
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+ZZ Z l/" X(l 1 /n)] l fn( (i—1 /n)

z 1E€ESjk

Hence, it is equal to

=3 Sl (K ms) — (X ) 2 (X 1370)

k z

1n
+ZZZ ifn — z1)/n)o'/(X(i—l)/n)ﬁlzfn(X(i—l)/n)+Ra

z 1E€ESjk

with E[|R|] < ca? logn. This is finally equal to

1 n
RI+ZZ Z im = X(i- 1)/n)Ul(X(ifl)/n)glzfn(X(i—l)/n)+R7

z  k i1€sjk
with E[|R'|] < ¢27/2a2 logn. The quantity

V(X — X(i—1) )0 (X(i—1) sn )2 fa(X =1y ) (@2 [1 4+ 1/ 2])

can be written as g, (X(i—1)/n, VN[ Xi/n — X(i—1)/n]). This function satisfies Assumption
E. Hence, since M g,,(z) =0,

?

Eventually,

[ ZZ Z 1/n_ (i— 1)/n)0/(X(z 1 /n) I fn( (i—1 /'n,)
z k i€sjk
It is also clear that

?

We finally have the following result:

1 n
SN (X — X(im (i=1)/n)0" (Xim1)/m) ~ U fu(X i1y /)

k i€sjk

} <enta?(1+n/z).

} <ca?(1+logn).

[U(X(k+1)2*f)_U(Xi/n)] n—ifn(X@i-1)/n)

} < ca?(1+1logn).

Lemma 12. Let
]n Z C]n c]n cjnk)'

If 2= 9n 4 -120n/2(n =1 4 a2 logn) 4 27nr, — 0, then we have the following stable conver-
gences in law, where B is a standard Brownian motion, independent of F:

1 1
if Bn =0,  /nCj, —rs 75(%_ 2)1/2/ (X,)2dB;,
0
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1
if Bp — B>0, VnCj, —rs / o(X)[As(X)]Y2dBy,
0

1 1
if B — 400, a;lc-nés—/aX dB;.
f/B J L \/g 0 ( t) t
Proof. We have

zkjcjnk(éjnk — Cj.k) =Z[2jn/2/ﬂjylk(s)g(xs)ds] {23‘"/2 3 2?]

k ’L'st'nk
=T1(jn,n) + T2+ T3(jn,n) + Tu(n),
with

T4(n):ZU(X(171)/n)Q?_/U(Xs)an(Xs)ds

3

We get the result by applying the results of Delattre [8], Chapter 2, to the term T, and
using that 7,1 (71 + Ty + T3) tends to zero in probability. a

The proof of Theorem 2 follows using Lemma 8.

4.5.83. Proof of Theorem 2 in the general case

We give a sketch of the proof of the result in the general case. We have the following
lemma:

Lemma 13. If 277 47,1207/2(n=1 + a2 logn) + 2/nr, — 0, then we have the following
convergences in stable law, where B is a standard Brownian motion, independent of F:

1
i B =0, AC e %(n _ 2)1/2/ o(X0)20(X))2dBy,
0

1
8= B>0 VG, se =g [ o) (X)o(X) s

1
4 / 9(X,)20 (X)) [As(X)] V2 dB;,
0

1
if B, — +o00, a;len —rs —%/ g(XS)g’(XS)U(XS)QdS
0

1
+%/O 9(X1)?0(X;)dBy.

Proof. In this case, we have by analogy with Section 4.5.2

Fal,u,y) = (/2)" 2 g(x — anu)Bal Lu+y/Ba]l.
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Let

Fu(@,u,y) = (11/2) 2 g(2) Bul [+ y/ B |-
We have

> iak(iuk = k) = D k(1 — k) + 7,
k k

with E[|Z]] < ca,. Hence, we easily get the result when j3,, tends to zero. We also have
> Ciak(Eiuk = k) = Y Cik (éjnk —2/n/? / 1, k(8)M fn(X5) dS)
k k

+ ;Cjnk (2jn/2/]ljnk(5)[an(Xs) — M fn(X,)] ds).

A bias is induced by the second term if 3, does not tend to zero. Indeed,
ar?l[an(XS) - an(XS)] ~ _%g/(XS)U(XS)-

Since

270,n _1 N 1
> S [ o)y (le(x) s
k=0 0
we are able to compensate this bias. We conclude the proof of Theorem 2 using that if
U, tends to U in probability on 2 and Y;, tends to Y in stable law, then (U,,Y;,) tends
to (U,Y) in stable law. O
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