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Abstract

In this paper the asymptotic behavior of conditional least squares estimators of the
autoregressive parameter for nonprimitive unstable integer-valued autoregressive models
of order 2 (INAR(2)) is described.

1 Introduction and main results

Recently, there has been remarkable interest in integer-valued time series models (especially
from statistical point of views) and a number of results are now available in specialized mono-
graphs and review papers (e.g., Steutel and van Harn [23] and Weif} [26]). Reasons to introduce
discrete data models come from the need to account for the discrete nature of certain data sets,
often counts of events, objects or individuals.

Among the most successful integer-valued time series models proposed in the literature we
mention the INteger-valued AutoRegressive model of order p (INAR(p)). This model was
first introduced by McKenzie [20] and Al-Osh and Alzaid [I] for the case p = 1. The INAR(1)
model has been investigated by several authors. The more general INAR(p) processes were first
introduced by Al-Osh and Alzaid [2]. In their setup the autocorrelation structure of the process
corresponds to that of an ARMA(p,p — 1) process. Another definition of an INAR(p) process
was proposed independently by Du and Li [10] and by Gauthier and Latour [13] and Latour [19],
and is different from that of Alzaid and Al-Osh [2]. In Du and Li’s setup the autocorrelation
structure of an INAR(p) process is the same as that of an AR(p) process. The setup of Du
and Li [10] has been followed by most of the authors, and our approach will also be the same.
In Barczy et al. [3] we investigated the asymptotic behavior of unstable INAR(p) processes,
i.e., when the characteristic polynomial has a unit root. Under some natural assumptions we
proved that the sequence of appropriately scaled random step functions formed from an unstable
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INAR(p) process converges weakly towards a squared Bessel process. This limit process is a
continuous branching process also known as square-root process or Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process.

Parameter estimation for INAR models has a long history. Franke and Seligmann [12]
analyzed conditional maximum likelihood estimator of some parameters (including the au-
toregressive parameter) for stable INAR(1) models with Poisson innovations. Du and Li [10],
Theorem 4.2] proved asymptotic normality of the conditional least squares (CLS) estimator of
the autoregressive parameter for stable INAR(p) models, Brannés and Hellstrom [7] considered
generalized method of moment estimation. Silva and Oliveira [22] proposed a frequency domain
based estimator of the autoregressive parameter for stable INAR(p) models with Poisson in-
novations. Ispany et al. [15] derived asymptotic inference for nearly unstable INAR(1) models
which has been refined by Drost et al. [9] later. Drost et al. [8] studied asymptotically efficient
estimation of the parameters for stable INAR(p) models.

In this paper the asymptotic behavior of CLS estimators of the autoregressive parameter
for so called nonprimitive unstable INAR(2) models is described, see our main results Theorem
[L.1] and Theorem [I.2] later on. In a forthcoming paper we will study asymptotic behavior of
CLS estimators of the autoregressive parameter for primitive unstable INAR/(2) models.

Concerning relevance and practical applications of unstable INAR models we note that em-
pirical studies show importance of these kind of models. Brénnés and Hellstrém [7] reported an
INAR(0.98) model for the number of private schools, Rudholm [21] considered INAR(0.98) and
INAR(0.99) models for the number of Swedish generic-pharmaceutical market. Hellstrém [14]
focused on the testing of unit root in INAR(1) models and provided small sample distributions
for the Dickey-Fuller test statistic under the null hypothesis of unit root in an INAR(1) model
with Poisson distributed innovations. To our knowledge a unit root test for general INAR(p)
models is not known, and from this point of view studying unstable INAR(p) models is an
important preliminary task.

First we recall INAR(2) models. Let Z,, N, R and R, denote the set of non-negative
integers, positive integers, real numbers and non-negative real numbers, respectively. Every
random variable will be defined on a fixed probability space (£2,.A,P).

1.1 Definition. Let (c)ren be an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) sequence of
non-negative integer-valued random variables, and let («, 3) € [0,1]?. An INAR(2) time series
model with autoregressive parameter («, ) € [0,1]> and innovations (e)ren is a stochastic
process (Xp)k=—1 given by

Xk—1 Xk—2

(1.1) Xy = Z Ekj + Z Mk + Eks k€N,
=1 =1

where for all k € N, (§;)jen and (ng;)jen are sequences of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables
with mean « and B, respectively such that these sequences are mutually independent and
independent of the sequence (eg)ren, and Xo, X_1 are non-negative integer-valued random
variables independent of the sequences (i j)jen, (Mkj)jen, k €N, and (ek)ken.

The INAR(2) model (1)) can be written in another way using the binomial thinning oper-
ator ao (due to Steutel and van Harn [23]) which we recall now. Let X be a non-negative
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integer-valued random variable. Let (&;);en be a sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables
with mean o € [0,1]. We assume that the sequence (§;)jen is independent of X. The
non-negative integer-valued random variable « o X is defined by

X
;S it X >0,

ao X = jglgj
0, it X =0.

The sequence (&;)jen is called a counting sequence. The INAR(2) model (L)) takes the form
XkIOéOXk_l—FﬁOXk_Q—Fé‘k, k € N.

Note that the above form of the INAR(2) model is quite analogous with a usual AR(2) process
(another slight link between them is the similarity of some conditional expectations, see (2.1])).
This definition of the INAR(2) process was proposed independently by Du and Li [10] and by
Gauthier and Latour [13] and Latour [19], and is different from that of Alzaid and Al-Osh [2],
which assumes that the conditional distribution of the vector (o Xy, foX;) given X; = x; is
multinomial with parameters (o, 3,2;) and is independent of the past history of the process.
The two different formulations imply different second-order structure for the processes: under
the first approach, the INAR(2) has the same second-order structure as an AR(2) process,
whereas under the second one, it has the same one as an ARMA(2, 1) process.

Based on the asymptotic behavior of E(Xj) as k — oo described in Proposition 2.2 in
Barczy et al. [3], we distinguish three types of INAR(2) models. The asymptotic behavior of
E(X%) as k — oo is determined by the spectral radius o(A) of the matrix

=)
10
i.e., by the maximum of the modulus of the eigenvalues of A. The case p(A) < 1, when
E(Xy) converges to a finite limit as k& — oo, is called stable or asymptotically stationary,
whereas the cases 0(A) =1, when E(X}) tends linearly to oo, and o(A) > 1, when E(X})
converges to oo with an exponential rate, are called unstable and explosive, respectively.

Clearly, o(A) <1, o(A)=1 and p(A)>1 are equivalent with a+ 5 <1, a+ =1 and
a+ [ > 1, respectively, see Barczy et al. [3, Proposition 2.1].

An INAR(2) process with autoregressive parameter (c«, ) such that a >0 and g >0
is called primitive, otherwise, i.e., if a« =0 or f =0, it is called nonprimitive (see Barczy
et al. [3| Definition 2.2]). If @ >0 and § =0, then (X,)n,>—1 is an INAR(1) process with
autoregressive parameter «. If o =0 and (>0, then (X,),>_1 takes the form

XTLIBOXTL—2+6TL7 HEN,
and hence the subsequences (Xo,—;)n>0, 7 = 0,1, form independent primitive INAR(1) pro-

cesses with autoregressive parameter S such that X_; = 0.

For the sake of simplicity we consider a zero start INAR(2) process, that is we suppose
Xo = X_1 =0. The general case of nonzero initial values may be handled in a similar way,
but we renounce to consider it.



In the sequel we always assume that E(e?) < oo. Let us denote the mean and variance

of €1 by p. and o2, respectively. In all what follows we suppose that pu. > 0, otherwise
X, =0 forall £eN.

Next we formulate our main results considering the two nonprimitive unstable cases sepa-
rately. Forall n € N, a CLS estimator (a,, Bn) of the autoregressive parameter (o, ) € [0, 1>
based on a sample Xi,..., X, will be denoted by (a,(Xy), 3,(X,)). In Section [ we present
a result about the existence and uniqueness of (@,(X,), 3,(Xx)), see Proposition 211

1.1 Theorem. Let (Xy)k=—1 be a nonprimitive INAR(2) process with autoregressive param-
eter (1,0) (hence it is unstable). Suppose that Xo = X_1 =0, E(e}) < oo and p. > 0.

Then
[man(xn)—l)] o 2., [—1] o5 n s o0

VBa(X) Vi +4oz |1

where Z is a standard normally distributed random variable and £, denotes convergence
in distribution. Hence the limit distribution is a centered normal distribution with covariance

1 -1
1 1|

The proof of Theorem [[.T] can be found in Section [l

matrix

2
407

p2 + 4o?

1.1 Remark. We note that a fourth order moment condition on the innovation distribution
in Theorem [IT] is supposed (i.e., we suppose E(e}) < oco), which is used for checking the so
called conditional Lindeberg condition of a martingale central limit theorem (see the proof of
Theorem [LL1]). However it is important to remark that this condition is a technical one, we
suspect that Theorem [[.I] remains true under second order moment condition on the innovation
distribution, but we renounce to consider it. O

1.2 Theorem. Let (Xg)k=—1 be a nonprimitive INAR(2) process with autoregressive param-
eter (0,1) (hence it is unstable). Suppose that Xo = X_; =0, E(e?) < oo and p. > 0.
Then

[ nan (X,) ]A [5 Wedw, [—1
n(Bn(Xn) — 1) Jyovzde | 1

where Wh)ier, is a standard Wiener process.

] as n — oo,

The proof of Theorem can be found in Section [l

1.2 Remark. We recall that the distribution of fol W, dw,/ fol(Wt)2 dt is the same as the
limit distribution of the Dickey-Fuller statistics, see, e.g., the Ph.D. Thesis of Bobkoski [6], or
(7.14) and Theorem 9.5.1 in Tanaka [24]. O

1.3 Remark. We note that in both nonprimitive unstable cases the limit distributions are
concentrated on the same line {(z,y) € R* : z +y = 0}. However, these limit distributions
are different. In the unstable case (1,0) we have a centred normal limit distribution and the
difference of the CLS estimator (@,,(X,),3,(X,)) and (1,0) has to be normalized by /7.
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In the unstable case (0,1) we have a different limit distribution (described in Theorem [[.2))
and we have to normalize by n instead of /n. O

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we study the CLS estimator
of the autoregressive parameter (a, ) of nonprimitive unstable INAR(2) models. Section
and Section [ are devoted to the proofs considering the two nonprimitive unstable cases

(o, 5) = (1,0) and («, ) = (0,1) separately.

2 CLS estimators

For all k € Z,, let us denote by JF, the o-algebra generated by the random variables
Xo, X1,..., Xk (Note that Fy = {Q,0}, since X, =0.) By (L)),

(2.1) E(Xk | Fro1) = aXp1 + 6Xk—2 + pe, k € N.
Let us introduce the sequence
(22) M, = X, — E(Xk | fk—l) =X, —aXp_1 — ﬁXk_g — e, ke N,

of martingale differences with respect to the filtration (Fy)rez,. The process (Xj)rs>—1
satisfies the recursion

(2.3) Xy =aXk_1 + BXk_—o + My + pe, k € N.

For all n € N, a CLS estimator (an,Bn) of the autoregressive parameter (a,3) € [0,1]?
based on a sample Xj,...,X, can be obtained by minimizing the sum of squares

n n

(2.4) ST (X = B Fie)” = Y (Xk — aXpor — B2 — pie)?

k=1 k=1

with respect to (a,3) over R2 For all n € N and xy,...,7, € R, let us put x, :=
(71,...,2,). Motivated by (24), for all n € N, we define the function Q,, : R® x R* - R by

n

Qn(n; 0, ) = (wx — owpy — flag—s — pic)’

k=1

for all o/, € R and x, € R" with x_; := xg := 0. By definition, for all n € N,

a CLS estimator of the autoregressive parameter (a, ) € [0,1]* is a measurable function
(Qn, ) : R™ — R? such that

~

Qn(xn; an(xn)a 5n(xn)) = inf Qn(xn; Oé/, ﬁ/) v X, € R"™.

(a,8")ER?

For all n e N and w €, let us put

Xo(w) = (X1 (@), X)), X o= (X1,. .. X).

Next we give the explicit form of the CLS estimators (&, Bn), n € N.

bt



2.1 Lemma. Any measurable function (@n,gn) :R" — R?  for which
-1
an<xn>] _ [ Sha v i Tt lz< - u€>xk_1]
Bn(Xn) ZZ:1 Lk—1Tk—2 ZZ:1 T o Zzzl(l'k — e )Tg 2

if Yo 7t >0, and

25) [

~ Tp — Me
an\Xp) = )
(%n) —
if Yo i =0 and x,-1 # 0, is a CLS estimator of the autoregressive parameter

(a, B) € [0,1]2.

We note that (@, Bn) is not defined uniquely on the set {x, e R": > 7" i , =0}.
Proof of Lemma 2T First we note that for all (x,;a’,3') € R" x R?

a;j; (xp;0/, ") = =2 kzi; (21 — &'mpy — Baps — o) Tp,
%(xn; of,f') = -2 kzi; (24 — @/ Tpo1 — B'Tpz — 1) Th—2,

88(23)”2 (xp;0', ') =2 kz: Ty, 88(25;2 (xp;0/,8") =2 kz: i,
aijgg, (xn; 0, ') =2 kZ: Tp_12p_o.

Now let us suppose that »;_, z7_, > 0. It is enough to show that the function
R? 3 (o, ') = Qn(xn; 0, )
is strictly convex and that (Z3]) is the unique solution of the system of equations

Q. 0Qn

W(Xn;a/aﬁl) = 07 a—ﬁ,(xn;alvﬁ/> :O

In proving strict convexity of the function in question, it is enough to check that the (2 x 2)
Hessian matrix

0?Qn  0°Qn n n

a2 9B (x ‘o 5/) _ 2 Zk:l 5”2—1 2 Zkzl Tp—1Tk—2
2 2 n) ) - n n
oy o 23 i Tho1Thoz 23 TRy

is (strictly) positive definite, see, e.g., Berkovitz [4, Theorem 3.3, Chapter III]. Since

Soh_ Ti_y > 0, there exists some i € {1,...,n —2} such that z; # 0 and hence
there does not exist a constant ¢ € R such that (zg,z1,...,Zp-1) = c¢(x_1,T0,...,Tp_2).

(2.6)

20'05"  D(B')?

Then (xg,21,...,7p-1) and (x_1,%0,...,T,_o) are linearly independent, and, by Cauchy and
Schwarz’s inequality, we get

n n n 2
2 2
Zxk—l Z$k—2 > Zxk—lxk—2 .
k=1 k=1 k=1
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Hence the above (2 x 2) Hessian matrix has positive leading principal minors and then it is
positive definite. An easy calculation shows that (2.5]) satisfies (2.6]).

Now let us suppose that > ,_,2z7i_, =0 and z,_1 #0. Then
(27)  Qu(xnid, ) = (20 — @@y — p1e)* + (@1 — ) + (= 2)pz V¥ (o, 8) €R?,

and for all (o/, ') € R?,

oQy,
83/ (xn; 0/, B") = =2(2p — a'Tp1 — pe)Tp1,
oQn
8—5/()(7“ O/, 5,) =0.
An easy calculation shows that for any function B\n :R" = R,
Tn—He
Ba(x,)

is a solution of (2.6). By (1), @, as a function of o' is a polynomial of order 2, and hence
(x, — pe)/xn—1 is a global minimum of @, (as function of /).

Finally, let us suppose that » ,_, 27 _, =0 and x,_; =0. Then

Qn(Xp; ', B) = (2p — pe)* + (n — 1), v (o, 8) € R?,
which yields the statement. O

In the sequel by the expression ‘a property holds asymptotically as n — oo with probability
one’ we mean that there exists an event S € A such that P(S) =1 and for all w € S there
exists an n(w) € N such that the property in question holds for all n > n(w). Next we
present a result about the existence and uniqueness of (a,(X,), Bn(Xn))

2.1 Proposition. Let (Xp)g=—1 be a nonprimitive INAR(2) process with autoregressive pa-
rameter (1,0) or (0,1). Suppose that Xo = X_; =0, E(e?) < oo and p. > 0. Then
the following statements hold asymptotically as n — oo with probability one: > ,_, X7 o >0
and hence there exists a unique CLS estimator (a,(X,), Bn(Xn)) having the form

ATL XTL
(2.8) [ﬁ ( )] =A'b,,
Bn(Xn)
where
AN X XX o N | Kk = ) X
! k=1 Xp—1Xp—2 XI?—2 ’ ! k=1 (Xk_,us)Xk—2

Proof. First we consider the case of (1,0). In this case equation (L)) has the form X =
Xyp-1+er, k€N, and hence X,, = > e, n € N. By the strong law of large numbers we
have

(2.9) n X, =n""! Z £k -2 e,
k=1



and hence

2
£

n2X2 2

where > denotes almost sure convergence. Then X, /n* %% 0 and X?/n® %% 0, and
hence, by Toeplitz theorem, we conclude

- 1
2.10 n=3Y X2 25 22

Since p. >0, by 2I0), we get >, X7 , > 0 holds asymptotically as n — oo with prob-
ability one and Lemma 2] yields that there exists a unique CLS estimator (&, (X,), 3.(Xy))
having the form (2.8) asymptotically as n — oo with probability one.

Next we consider the case of (0,1). In this case equation (L) has the form Xj = X _o+¢y,
k €N, and hence Xp, = > 7 e, n € Zy, and Xop_y = Y 4 €ok—1, N € Z;. By the
strong law of large numbers, we have

— a.s. — a.s.
n X, =3 le, AS M — 00, and n Xy, 1 = le as n — 00,

which yield that

_ s 1
n 1Xni>§,u6 as n — oo.

Using Toeplitz theorem, as in the case of (1,0), we get
s\~ 2 as oo
n ZXk—2 — THe
k=1

One can finish the proof as in the case of (1,0). 0
In Section B and Section H we will usually write (@, 3,) instead of (@, (Xn), Bn(Xn)).

3 Proofs for the nonprimitive unstable case (1,0)

In the case of (a, ) = (1,0), equation (LI has the form X = X;_1 + ¢, k € N, hence
in fact, we have a random walk X = ¢+ --- 4+ ¢, k € N, with positive drift p., since
E(Xy) = uck, ke N.

Next we present an auxiliary lemma which will be used in the proof of Theorem [I.1I

3.1 Lemma. Let &, n,, n € N and & be random variables such that &, i)f as n — oo
and lim, o P(&, =n,) =1. Then n, i>§ as n — o0o.

Proof. We give three proofs. Let x € R be a continuity point of the distribution function of
&. Then for all n € N,

P(nn < I) = P(nn < Iagn = nn) + P(nn < l’,£n 7£ nn)
= P(& < 2,60 = ) + P < 2,60 # ).



Since P(n, < z,&, # nn) < P(&, # nn), we have lim, o P(n, < z,&, #n,) =0 and

n—o0

= lim P(¢, <z) =P(¢ < x).

n— oo
Hence lim, .. P(n, <z) =P < x).
Our second proof sounds as follows. For all ¢ > 0, we have
P(|nn —&nl =2 €) = P(Inn —&ul = €,m0 = &) + Pl — &l = €, # &0)
= P(‘nn - gn‘ Z €,y F gn)

Since lim,, o P(&, =n,) = 1, we have
7111_>H010P(|77n - £n| Z &, F gn) =0,

and hence lim, o P(|n, — &, =2¢)=0 Ve >0, ie, n,—§, converges in probability to 0
as n — 0o. Then Slutsky’s lemma yields the assertion.

Our third proof sounds as follows. For all ¢ > 0, we have P(|n, —&,| = ¢) < P(n, # &),
n € N, which yields that 7, —&, converges in probability to 0 as n — oo. Then Slutksky’s
lemma yields the assertion. O

Proof of Theorem [1.1l By Proposition 2.1],

F" a a] = A 'd,
Bn - ﬁ

holds asymptotically as n — oo with probability one, where

" |\ M X,
(3.1) d, = R neN
k=1 Mka—2
We can write 1
Ald, = ——_A.d,
" det(A,)

asymptotically as n — oo with probability one, where A, denotes the adjoint of A, given
by
A i Xi — X1 X2
k=1 — X1 Xp—2 Xl?—l

Next we study the asymptotic behavior of the sequence (det(A,))nen. Namely, we show
that

a.s. ]'
(3.2) n~tdet(A,) =2 E,ug (402 + 12) as n — 00.



We note that for deriving (3.2]) we need only second order moment condition on the innovation
distribution (i.e., E(e?) < 0o), the fourth order moment condition E(e]) < oo will be used
in the description of the asymptotic behavior of the sequence (Andn)neN. We have

" 2
det(A Zxk 1ZXk , — (ZXk—le—2>
k=1

(3.3) =) (Xp_o+ep_1)? Z X2, — (Z(Xk_2 + Ek—l)Xk—2>

k=1 k=1 k=1

3
3

2
X,?_ Ek 1 (ZXk 2Ek— 1) )

k=1 =1

where £g:= 0. By the strong law of large numbers we have

(3.4) n‘lzce*k | = E(e]) = 02 + il

Moreover,

n n k—2 1 n 2 n

2
E Xk—25k—1:E Ek_1§ € = E gifj =5 E €k-1 —E €h-1 |
k=1 k=1 =1 k=1 k=1

1<i<jsn—1

and hence, by (2.9) and (3.4)),

1
2.

(35) n_2 ZXk_Q Ek—1 ﬁ) 5

By B.3), .10), 3.4) and (B.3), we deduce (3.2).

Now we study the asymptotic behavior of the sequence (Andn)neN. First note that
My =Xy — Xp1 — phe =€ — ey, k€N, since a=1 and f=0. We have

> Xi = > (Xpa ten1)Xpa| | 2 (ek — pte)(Xp—2 + 1)
A.d, = k= o =
— > (Xg—o + 1) Xp—2 Y (Xp—2+ €k—1)2 > (ek — pe) Xj—o
k=1 k=1 k=1
= eg) ! + 6512) 0 )
-1 —1
where
6511) = Z le_g Z(é?k - ,ue)c":‘k—l - Z Ep—1Xp—2 Z(é‘k - Ms)Xk—Qu n €N,
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

V= e Xio Y (ek— pe)eno1— O erq O (ex — pe)Xp—a, nEN.
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
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The aim of the following discussion is to apply multidimensional martingale central limit
theorem (see, e.g., Jacod and Shiryaev [17, Chapter VIII, Theorem 3.33]) for the sequences
(Y i, Fr)ren, n €N, of square-integrable martingale differences, where

v, ln-g%k — 1) Xz

" , n,k €N,
nY2(ey, — p1e)er—1

where £9 = 0. Using that the o-algebra generated by e1,...,ex equals F; for all k€ N,
we get E (Yn,k | ]-"k_l) =0 € R? and

-3 Y2 -2
n Xk—z n Xk_QEk_l

Y ]rT ya 2
) _2X —-1.2
n k—2E&k—1 n "gp_q

], n,k € N.

Hence by (2.10), (3.4) and (3.5]) we have the asymptotic covariance matrices

[nt] ﬁu2 ﬁu2
STE (YY), Fio) 25 02 [ e =30, teRr,
k=1 E:U’s t(ae + :ue)

where |z| denotes the integer part of a real number x € R. The conditional Lindeberg

condition
[nt]

P
Z E (IY wsllP Ly, pi=03 | Feo1) — 0
k=1
is satisfied for all t € R, and 6 > 0, where L5 denotes convergence in probability. Indeed,
using that E(e}) < oo,

[nt] |nt]
1
S B arl?Lyy,s0 | Fic1) < 25 > B (1Y 0l | Fioi)

92
k=1 k=1
5 Lntl
< ﬁ Z E (n_ﬁ(gk - M5)4X]3_2 + n_z(gk - /*’66)45\%_1 ‘ .Fk_l)
k=1
[nt]
2FE (81 — ,Ua)4 _ _ P
- [ 52 } (n 6XI§—2 +n 25i—1) — 0,

k=1

where the last step follows by E(X}') < k*E(e}), k € N. Indeed, by power mean inequality

and hence

Thus we obtain

Zn: Y, = Xn: [”_3/2(5k - Ms)Xk—2] # 1% (

n V2 (e — pe)er—1
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By [210), (8.5) and Slutsky’s lemma, we obtain

.
n . _2X n —3/2 . X
~7/2,1) _ L n= (e — pe) Xp-a| ¢ )

n 1/2(5k — [e)Ek—1

k=1 k=1
where
1,2 T llu2 1
__M R—
§,ue §:ua

In a similar way, by ([B.4), (3.5) and Slutsky’s lemma,

.
n 1.2 n —-3/2 —
RCED o B S I ot T !

2 —1/2
N Xy _2€k—1 n= (e, — p)er—

k=1 k=1
where -
~ |2+ o) —(p2+ao2)| _ 1
G = [ Lo | BT T = e (ul 4 o) (2 + 4o?).
5:“5 5:“’&
Then, by Slutsky’s lemma, n~7/2® 50 as n — 0o, which also yields that n~7/2¢{? -2 0

as n — o0o. Consequently, again by Slutsky’s lemma,

1
-1

n A d, s o7

Y

where Z is a standard normally distributed random variable. Using part (v) of Theorem 2.7
in van der Vaart [25], (B:2)) yields that

1 )

. as m — oo.

~ 1
(n_4 det(An),n_7/2Andn> £y (12u€(40 +p2),0Z

Let us introduce the function ¢ : R x R? — R2

y/x] , if x #0,
(3.6) g (SL’, [y]) = :Z/z
: O] , if x=0.
L [0

Since ¢ is continuous on (R\ {0}) x R? and

P ((112%(40 +12),0Z 11 ) e (R\ {0}) xR?) —1,

the continuous mapping theorem (see, e.g., Theorem 2.3 in van der Vaart [25]) yields that

4 —7/2 % c 120 L 20, 1
n “det(A,),n Andn) e — =7
g (! der(4,) A || T et |

as n — o0o. By Proposition 2.1l we have

p <\/ﬁ [g\n B ;] =g (n_4 det(An),n_7/2Andn)> >P (Z X7, > 0) —1 as n — 00.

n k=1

Then Lemma [B1] yields the assertion. O

12



4 Proofs for the nonprimitive unstable case (0, 1)

The structure of the proof is the same as the proof of Theorem [I. 1] (nonprimitive unstable case
(1,0)). Namely, based on the decomposition

a, — « 1 ~

which holds asymptotically as n — oo with probability one (see Proposition 2.1]), first we will
study the asymptotic behavior of the sequence (det(A,)),eny and then the asymptotic behavior
of the sequence (Andn)neN. The main differences from the proof of Theorem [[.T] are that the
reference to the strong law of large numbers and Toeplitz theorem in the case of (det(A,))qen,
and reference to the multidimensional martingale central limit theorem in the case (Andn)neN
should be replaced and completed here by, for example, (asymptotic) expansions separating the
expectations ('leading terms’) of the entries of A, and the coordinates of Andn, respectively.
In the case of (1,0) it was proved that n~*det(A,) converges almost surely to a positive
non-random limit (see (3.2))) and hence, by the decomposition (4.1]), to prove convergence in
distribution of the appropriately normalized sequence

\/ﬁ(an - 1)

Vb
it was enough to prove convergence in distribution of the appropriately normalized sequence
n~?(A,d,)nen. In contrast to the case (1,0) it will turn out that n=%det(A,) converges

almost surely to 0 (see (£I0)) in the case of (0,1), and hence the method used for the case
(1,0) can not be carried out in the case of (0,1). However, we can prove that n=>det(A,)

], n €N,

converges in distribution to a positive random limit (see Lemma [£.6]) and nA,d, converges
also in distribution (see the proof of Theorem [[T]). To be able to use the decomposition (@),
we need to establish joint convergence in distribution of n~°det(A,) and n“bindn. For
this reason we will derive (asymptotic) expansions for det(A,,), A, and d,, respectively,
such that these expansions will consist of the same ’building blocks’. These ’building blocks’
are listed in Lemma and their joint convergence in distribution is also proved which yields
that n=5det(A,) and n—A,d, also converge jointly in distribution. To prove Lemma [4.5]

using multidimensional martingale central theorem, we will verify that
nY2( Xy, — E(X2,))
(X1 — E(X2,21))

converges in distribution as n — oo (see Lemma [A.3]) and then an appropriate version of the
continuous mapping theorem will be used.

First we recall two versions of the continuous mapping theorem for R¢%valued stochastic
processes with cadlag paths.

A function f : R, — R? is called cadlag if it is right continuous with left limits. Let
D(R,,RY) and C(R,,R?) denote the space of all R%valued cadlag and continuous functions on
R, , respectively. Let B(D(R,,R%)) denote the Borel o-field in D(R,,R%) for the metric de-
fined in Jacod and Shiryaev [17, Chapter VI, (1.26)] (with this metric D(R,,R%) is a complete

13



and separable metric space and the topology induced by this metric is the so-called Skorokhod
topology). For R?-valued stochastic processes (V;)icr, and (V/')wer,, n € N, with cadlag
paths we write Y™ —= Y if the distribution of Y™ on the space (D(R,RY), B(D(R,,R%)))
converges weakly to the distribution of ) on the space (D(R,,R%), B(D(R,,R%))) as n — oo.
Concerning the notation £, we note that if &, m €N, and ¢ are random elements with
values in a metric space (F,d), then we also denote by ¢, N ¢ the weak convergence of
the distributions of &, on the space (E,B(E)) towards the distribution of ¢ on the space
(E,B(F)) as n — oo, where B(FE) denotes the Borel o-algebra on E induced by the given
metric d.

The following version of continuous mapping theorem can be found for example in Kallen-
berg [18, Theorem 3.27].

4.1 Lemma. Let (S,ds) and (T,dr) be metric spaces and (£,)nen, € be random elements

with values in S such that §ni>§ as n—>oo. Let f:S—T and f,:S—>T,neN, be
measurable mappings and C € B(S) such that P(§ € C) =1 and lim, o dr(fn(sn), f(s)) =0
if limy, oo ds(Sn,s) =0 and s € C. Then f,(&,) £, f(&) as n— .

For the case S := D(R,,R?%) and T :=RY where d, ¢ € N we formulate a consequence
of Lemma [4.11

For a function f € D(R,,R%) and for a sequence (f,)nen in D(R,,R%), we write f, LN f

if (fa)nen converges to f locally uniformly, i.e., if supyp [|fo(t) — ()] =0 as n— oo
for all T > 0. For measurable mappings ® : D(R,,R?) - RY and &, : D(R;,RY) — R,
n € N, we will denote by Cg (4,),., the set of all functions f € C(Ry,R?) such that

O, (fn) — ®(f) whenever f, LN f with f, € D(R,,R%), n e N.

4.2 Lemma. Let (U)er, and (U')er,, n € N, be Re-valued stochastic processes with

cadlag paths such that U™ =5 U as n — oo. Let & : D(R.,RY) — R? and &, :
DRy, RY) — RY, n € N, be measurable mappings such that there exists C C Co (o) with

C € B(D(R:,RY)) and PU € C)=1. Then &,U") = dU) as n — oco.

neN

Proof. First we recall that for all g € C(R_,R%), g, € D(R_,R%), n € N, the sequence
(gn)nen converges to g in the Skorokhod topology of D(R,,R%) if and only if it converges
to ¢ locally uniformly (see, e.g., Jacod and Shiryaev [I7, Chapter VI., Proposition 1.17. (b)]),

i.e., with the notation 4 for convergence in the Skorokhod topology of D(R,,R%), g, oy g
if and only if g, LN g. Hence

Co e = { £ € CRLRY : 8(f) — (F), ¥ fo = f, fu € DR+, RY),n €N}

= {f € CRARY : @u(f2) — ©(F), ¥ fu 2 f, fo € DR, R n €N}

Then Lemma ET] with the special choices S := D(Ry,R?Y), T := RY, &, = (U)er,,
§:=Uer,, fon=Pnp,neN, and f:= & yields the assertion. O

We also remark that a slightly different proof of Lemma can be found in Ispany and
Pap [16, Lemma 3.1].

14



In the case of (o, 5) = (0,1), equation (1)) has the form X = Xy _o+¢er, k€N, hence
in fact, now we have two independent random walks

k
U, = X2k2282j, k‘EZ_,_,

i=1

k
Vi = Xop1 = 252]‘—17 keZy,

J=1

with positive drifts p., since E(Uy) = pck, k € Z,, and E(Vy) = pck, k € Z,, respectively.
Let us introduce the random step functions

u' = Ulnt) V= Vins teR,, n € N.

In what follows we present several lemmas which will be used later on.

4.3 Lemma. Let (Xi)g=—1 be a nonprimitive INAR(2) process with autoregressive parameter
(0,1) (hence it is unstable). Suppose that Xo=X_1 =0, E(}) < oo and p.>0. Then

P J€W(1)
H s
0€W(2)

where (]/Vt(l))telR+ and (Wt(2))teR+ are independent standard Wiener processes. Further, for
all §>1/2,

[

n~2(yr —E(V))

n n

(4.3)

Proof. We show that the multidimensional martingale central limit theorem (see, e.g., Jacod
and Shiryaev [I7, Chapter VIII, Theorem 3.33]) implies (£2)). Indeed, with the notation

N2 (g0 — 1.
Yo e [ (€2 — p1c)

o , n,k €N,
n~t (Eok—1 — fte)

we have (Y, 5, For)ren, n € N, are sequences of square-integrable martingale differences such
that E (Y, x| Fow-1)) =0 € R? and
E (Yka;Lr’k | fg(k_l)) = 0'5271_1]2, n, k€ N,

where I, denotes the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Then the asymptotic covariance matrices

[nt]
Y E(Y Y | Foger) =5 02th,  teR,.
k=1

The conditional Lindeberg condition

[nt]
P

(4.4) S E (Y url® Ly, si501 | Fon1y) — 0
k=1
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is satisfied for all t € R, and 6 > 0. Indeed, we have

|nt)
S E (1Y nillPLyy, . 501)

k=1
1 |nt]
- E Z E [ ((62k - Ms)2 + (€2k—1 - Me)z) Il{(5%_u5)2+(€2k71_“5)2>n92}}
k=1
[nt]
= ” E |: ((52 - ,UE)2 + (51 - :ue)2) ]]'{(62—u5)2+(€1—ﬂs)2>"92}i| — 0,

by dominated convergence theorem. This yields that the convergence in (4.4]) holds in fact in
Lq-sense. Thus we obtain (4.2]). O

4.4 Lemma. Let d,p e N andlet K :[0,1]xR? — RP be a function such that for all R > 0
there exists Cr > 0 such that

(4.5) IK(E 2) — K(s,y)[| < Cr ([t = sl + [z —yl])

forall s,t€[0,1] and z,y € R? with ||z| < R and |ly|| < R. Moreover, let us define the
mappings ®,®, : D(R;,RY) — R™? neN, by

2.(f) = (f(l),%glf (5.1 (g))) ,
o) = (0. 1 Kt 7o) dt)

for all f € D(R.,R%). Then the mappings ®,, n € N, and ® are measurable, and
Co (@n)en = C(Ry, RY) € B(D(Ry, RY)).

Proof. For an arbitrary Borel set B € B(R**?) we have

o (By=n7y (E;'(B), neN,

where for all n € N the mapping K, : (R))" — R i defined by

~ 1 <&
Kp(xy, ..., 2,) = (In’E;K (%,xk)> , T1,..., 2, € R

and the natural projections w4, 4 @ DRy, RY) — (RD™, ¢y, ts,...,t, € Ry, are given
by Ty ta,..., tng) = (f(tl)u f(t2)7 ceey f(tn))7 f E D(R-HRd)v t1,to,..., 1, € R-l-' Since K is
continuous, K, is also continuous, and hence K,1(B) € B((R%)"). It is known that 7, 4, 4, ,
t1,ta,...,t, € Ry, are measurable mappings (see, e.g., Billingsley [5, Theorem 16.6 (ii)] or

Ethier and Kurtz [L1, Proposition 3.7.1}]), and hence ®, = K,y om1 > is also measurable.

-----

Next we show the measurability of ®. Since the natural projection D(R,,R?) > f
f(1) =m(f) is measurable, it is enough to show that the mapping

D(R,,RY) 5 f s (/) ::/0 K(t, f(1))dt
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is measurable. Namely, we show that ® is continuous. We have to check that ®(f,) — ®(f)
in R? as n — oo whenever f, — f in D(R_,R%) as n — oo, where f, f, € D(R.,R?),
n € N. Due to Ethier and Kurtz [I1, Proposition 3.5.3], for all 7' > 0 there exists a sequence
At Ry — Ry, n €N, of strictly increasing continuous functions with A,(0) = 0 and
limy 0 A (t) = 00 such that

(4.6) lim sup |[A(t) —¢ =0,  lLim sup ||fult) — FOm(®)] = 0.

=0 (0,7 =70 ¢(0,T]
We check that lim, . f,(t) = f(t), if ¢ € R, 1is a continuity point of f. This readily
follows by

[fn(®) = FON < [fn(®) = ORI+ fQa(®)) = F@OI, neN, teRy.

Using that f has at most countably many discontinuities (see, e.g., Jacod and Shiryaev [17,
page 326]), we have lim, o fn(t) = f(t) for all ¢ € R, except a countable set having
Lebesgue measure zero. In what follows we check that

sup sup || K (¢, fu(t))] < oc.
neN t€[0,1]

Since K is continuous and hence it is bounded on a compact set, it is enough to verify that

sup sup ||fn.(t)|| < 0.
neN t€[0,1]

This follows by Jacod and Shiryaev [17, Chapter VI, Lemma 1.14 (b)], since f, — f in
D(R,,R%) yields that {f, :n € N} is a relatively compact set (with respect to the Skorokhod
topology). Then Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields the continuity of ®.

en = C(Ry,R?) we have to check that ®,(f,) — ®(f) whenever
fo U f with fe C(Ry,RY) and f, € D(R,,RY), neN. We have
1 ko [k ko [k
foutse) — ol < U0 = s+ 230 (s (1)) = (57 (7))
(D) e

= (1) = FO 4+ AD + AP

In order to show Cg (a,)

n

k/n

k—1)/n

Since f, LN f, we get

1fn(1) = S < sup [[fult) = FOI =0 as n— oo

te[0,1]

Let us also observe that

sup sup |[fu(t)[| < sup sup [|fu(t) = f(O)]| + sup [|f({@)]] =: ¢ < oo,
neN te€[0,1] neN te[0,1] te[0,1]

hence
AD < C. sup || falt) — F(E)] — 0

te[0,1]
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as n — 0o. Moreover,

Rk k
<o [ (adlr ) -ref)os )
) < ;/(M/n S| (2 L+ (fin)

wi(fe):= sup | f&) = f(s)l, >0,

t,s€[0,1], [t—s|<e

where

denotes the modulus of continuity of f on [0,1]. Since f is continuous, wi(f,n"') — 0
as n — oo (see, e.g., Jacod and Shiryaev [I7, Chapter VI, 1.6]), and we obtain A 50 as
n — 0o. Then Cg (4,),. = C(R+,R?).

Finally, C(R,,R%) € B(D(R,,R%) holds since D(R,,R%)\ C(R,,R%) is open. Indeed, if
f €D(R,,RY) \ C(R,R?) then there exists ¢ € Ry such that e:= | f(t) — limgy f(s)]| > 0,
and then the open ball in D(R,,RY) with centre f and radius &/2 does not contain any
continuous function. We note that for C(R;,R?) € B(D(R,,RR?)) one can also simply refer to
Ethier and Kurtz [11], Problem 3.11.25]. O

The next lemma is a key tool for proving joint convergence in distribution of n=°det(A,,)
and n *A,d,. We collected all the building blocks’ that will appear in the asymptotic
expansions of det(A,), A, and d,.

4.5 Lemma. Let (Xj)k=—1 be a nonprimitive INAR(2) process with autoregressive parameter
(0,1). Suppose that Xo=X_1 =0, E(e?) <oo and p.>0. Then

(4.7) (S, 5 (8D as n— oo,
where, for all n € N,

1
(1 .
S = —

(U, — B(U,)), s@ .- 1

n nl/2

(Vo = E(V2)),

IR 1
SV =5 ]; U —B(), 8= —5 ;; k(Vi — E(Vi),

1 — 1"

5) . 2 6) . 2

$Y = ;(Uk — E(U)))% S = ;(Vk — EB(Vi)%,

R 1 &

(M .— _ (8) . .

5P = QZ Uy — B(U) (Vi — B(Vi),
and
1
S(l) = J€W1(1)7 5(2) = U€W1(2)7 5(3) = O'E/ tWta) dt7
0

1 1 1
SW =g, / wPdt, 80 =g / Wwhzae, SO .= 52 / W) qe,
0 0 0

1 1
IS / WO SO =g / Wi ar. 5O — o2 [ WOW® ar.
0 0



where (Wt(l))tg[[g+ and (1/\/,52))@1@+ are independent standard Wiener processes. FEspecially,
for all § >0,

1 .
(4.8) —6(5(’))?:1 L5 0eR as n — oo.
n

Proof. The proof is based on Lemma and Lemma 44l Let us introduce the function
K :[0,1] x R* = R" defined by

K(t, (Il,l’g)) = (txl,txg,x%,xg,xl,xg,xlb), te [0,1], (l’l,xg) € Rz.

Then ([#3H) holds, since for all s,t € [0,1], R >0 and z = (x1,22) € R? y = (y1,v2) € R?
with ||z|| < R and ||y|| < R, we get

||K(t,[l§'1,l’2) - K(S7ylay2)||
= ||(tI1 — Sy1,txg — 3y27$§ - y%u']‘g - ygvxl — Y1, T2 — Y2, T1%2 — y1y2)H

< (2752(931 — 1)+ 2y (t — )2+ 267 (22 — yo)® + 205t — 8)* + (21 — v1)*(z1 + y1)°

¥ (e — 2o+ 0+ (1 — 0 (2~ )? + 2030 — 00) 4 200 — 0)?)
< max(V2,2R) (4(zx1 — y1)? + 4(z2 — y2)® + 2(t — 5)2)1/2
< 2max(vV2, 2R)(|t — | + [|lz — y])),
where the last step follows by Minkowski’s inequality. Further,
O, (n AU = BUM),n PV = EOV)) = (ST, neN,
O(e. WY, o WP = (SD)9_ |
where (®,)neny and @ are defined in Lemma L4l By Lemma @4, Cs (4,),., = C(R4,R?) €

B(D(R,,R?)) and using that a standard Wiener process has continuous trajectories with
probability one, we have P(WW W®) € Cp (3,),.) = 1. Since C(R;,R?) is a measurable
subset of D(R,,R?) (see Lemma £7)), Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 imply (7).

Finally, Slutsky’s lemma yields (4.8]). O

The next lemma describes the asymptotic behavior of the sequence (det(A.,,))nen-

4.6 Lemma. Let (Xj)g=—1 be a nonprimitive INAR(2) process with autoregressive parameter
(0,1). Suppose that Xg=X_; =0, E(e?) <oco and u.>0. Then

2 2
(4.9) n=5 det(A,) = “iﬁ

1
/ (W,)? dt as m — oo,
0

where W, )ier, is a standard Wiener process.

Proof. In order to investigate the asymptotic behavior of the sequence (det(A,))nen, we
derive (asymptotic) expansions for the entries of the matrices A,, n € N. First we separate
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the expectations (‘leading terms’) of entries of A,,. Namely, we get

2n n—1 n n—1 9
ZX§—1 = ZUlg + kaz = Z [k:,ua + (Ux — E(Up) ] + Z [kua (Ve — (Vk))]
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
n—1 n n—1 n
=12 DR Y R 42 | k(U= E(UD) + Y k(Vi — E(V))
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
n—1 n
+3 (U = BU) + Y (Vi — B(Vi)”
k=1 k=1
= Fop1(2n)% 4 Fop2(2n)%% 4 Fy, 5(2n)
where, by (4.1),

93/2
n—1 n
1
Fyp 3= 2n)? (Uk_ Uk +Z Vk_ Vk
=1

(W) (W)?|ds = B,

where (Wt( D)teR . and (Wt(2))t6R+ are independent standard Wiener processes. In a similar
way

-1

ZXkQ_ZUk+Z nzl[ku€+(Uk— ]+ [/% (Vi — (vk))]2

k=1

3

_2M62k2—0—2u52k Uk— (Ug) + Vi — (Vk))

-1

+3 (U = BU)) + Y (Vi — B(Vi))

k=1 1

= H2n71(2n)3 + H2n72(2n)5/2 + H2n73(2n)2,

3
3
—

B
Il
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where, by (4.7), Slutsky’s lemma and continuity theorem,

[y

20 < (n—1)@2n—1Dpz g2
Hn — € 2 _ € Pe . H = F
L (2n)s 2 24n? T T
2,&5 n—1

H2n72 = W ; k(Uk - E(Uk) + Vk - E(Vk))

1
L MHeO¢
T /0 s(W + W) ds =: Hy = B,
1 n—1 n—1
2 2
Hsp 3 E (U —EU)" + Y (Vi —E(Vi))
)" = =1

2 ol

£ UZ/ (VD) + (WD)?|ds = Hy = By,
0

Further,

2n n—1 n—1
Z X1 Xp—o = Z UpVi + Z UVt
k=1 k=1 k=1

n—1

=y [;% + (Uy — E(Uk))} [(% + Dpe + (Vi = E(Vi)) + (Viers — E(Vk+1))}

k=1

[y

n—1

= 2> kQk+ 1)+ Y (Ux = E(UL)) (Vi — E(Vi) + Vigr — E(Virn))

3

B
Il

n—1

+ 1 Y [B(Ve = B + Viga = E(Vig)) + (26 + 1) (U — E(0)]

k=1
= G2n71(2n)3 + G2n72(2n)5/2 + G2n73(2n)2,
where, by (4.71), (4.8]), Slutsky’s lemma and continuity theorem,

9 n—1 9 9
4 1 —1
Gon1 = He § :/{7(2/{5—1—1) _ (An+1)(n e N He . G, = I,
k=1

(2n)3 48n?2 12
Gana = Gyt 2 [F(Vi = B+ Vi = E(Vewn)) + (2 -+ 1) (0 — B(0R)]
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For the derivation of the convergence in distribution Gy 3 £, G3 as n — oo, we give a bit

more explanation. Slutsky’s lemma, (4.7) and (48] follow the desired convergence if we check
that

1 « P
_2ZUk— ))(g2ks1 — pte) — 0 as n — 00.
k=

In fact, we prove that the above convergence holds in L;-sense. Namely, by Cauchy-Schwarz’s
inequality, we get

n—1 n—1
1 1
Bl > Uk — B(UW)) (€2k41 — p1e)| < 3 > E|(Ur — E(Ux))(cat41 — pte)|
k=1 k=1
1 n—1 1 n—1
< = ) VEWU: —E(Uy))? E(ears1 — pe)? = — ko - o2
Lt Lt
o2 2 o?
=— \/ES—;(n—l)?’/z 0 as n— o0
k=1
Similar expansions can be derived for 2"“ UXE 27:{1 X? , and Z2n+1 X 1 X5
Namely,
2n+1
Z X,?_l = F2n+1,1(2n + 1)3 + F2n+1,2(2n + 1)5/2 + F2n+1,3(2n + 1)2, nc Z+,
k=1
2n+1
Z XI?—2 = H2n+1,1(2n + 1)3 —+ H2n+172(2n + 1)5/2 —+ H2n+173(2n + 1)2, n c Z+,
k=1
2n+1
Z Xk_le_g = G2n+1,1(2n —+ 1)3 —+ G2n+172(2n —+ 1)5/2 —+ G2n+173(2n —+ 1)2, n e Z+,
k=1
where
on \° n?p? on \* (n+1)(2n + 1)p?
Fypirn = Fon =) = S SR,
2t <2n—|—1) ( 1 ¥ (2n)3) <2n+1) 24?2 '
- (2 \7P 5 2pn(U, — E(U,))
(2 P 2 zn:k(U — EB(Uh)) +§n:k:(v ~EW))| 5 F
n+1)  (2n)p2 | &= VE T L TR g 2
on \° (U, — E(U,))?
Fn - Fn
n+1,3 <2n+1) ( .3+ (2n)?
—( 2n )2 LS - B0+ S (V- BG))?| 55 F
2n+1) () |&= " g £ \F g >
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on \° n?u? on \* (2n% + 1)
Hypyr = Ha, c ) = o,
2n+1,1 <2n+1) ( 1t (2n)3) (2n+1) oAz 1

on \*? 2u.n(V, — E(V,
Hypi10 1=< ) <H2n,2+ pn( ( )))

2n+1 (2n)>/2
:( 2n )5/2 21t nz_lk(Uk—E(Uk))Jr Y E(Vi —E(V) | = Hy
2n+1) ()R & £ ’
Honi1 = (253 1)2 (H2”3+ = ?zi)gfn)y)
om 2 1 | N r
— <2n+1) 2yt | 2= (Ux — E(Uy)) +k:1 (Vi —E(V&))"| — Hs,

and

2n n?pu? (4n — 1)(n + 1)p?
Con e = G,
2n+1) ( 2’1+(2n)) (2n—|— ) 18n? o
+
5/2

=
i1 ( 2n ) (Gm npe(Uy = B(U) E(V)))
(ot

L

G2n+1

omn (Un — E(U,))(V,, — E(V,,))
) (om0

Hence we have an (asymptotic) expansion for det(A,), namely,

det(A,) = (F,1n® + Foon®? + F,sn®)(H,1n® + H, on®? + H, 5n?)

)éGg.

— (Gmlng + Gn72n5/2 + Gn,3n2)2
(410) = (Fn,lHn,l - Gi,l)nﬁ + (Fn,lHn,2 - 2Gn,lGn,2 + Fn,2Hn,l)n11/2
+ (Fn,IHnB + Fn,2Hn,2 + Fn,3Hn,1 - 2Gn,1Gn,3 - Gi,2>n5

+ (Fman,g — 2Gn72Gn,3 + Fn73Hn,2)n9/2 + (Fman,g — Gi’g)nﬁ‘, n € N.

By Lemma [4.5] Slutsky’s lemma and the continuous mapping theorem, we have F, ;, G, ;, H,.,
i =1,2,3, converge jointly in distribution, and hence the coefficients of the expansion (10
also converge jointly in distribution. Futher, we show that the first two leading terms have no
influence by which we mean that

(411) n(Fn,lel — G?L,l) — 0,

(412) n1/2(Fn,lHn,2 - 2G!n,lG!nQ + Fn72Hn,1) i) 0,

as n — 0o. Indeed,

2 4
20(Fany Hony — G2y p) = (48’;;“3 [4(2n2 +1)(n—1)2n—1) — (4n? — 3n — 1)

~ 2pi(n—1)(15n — 3)
B (48)2n3

— 0 as n — oo.
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We note that (2n + 1)(Fapi1,1Hans1,1 — Gop11) = 0 as n — oo can be proved similarly.
Indeed,

(27’L + 1)(F2n+1,1H2n+1,1 - G%n-ﬁ-l,l)

_ (2n)° 2 2 A
T (2n+ 1)y Fanat gy ) \Homa ¥ g, Gana ¥ gy

m 6 2 2
= # <F2n,1H2n,1 - Gin,l + M—;(Fm,l + Hop 1) — Z—;Gsz)
5

4n? — 3n + 2 an? —3n —1
(F2n,1H2n,1 - G%n,l) + Ng— :

10202 Mo 192,3

2n 2 pen’
= 2n (F2n,1H2n,1 — G2n 1) + m — 0 as n — oQ.

Now we turn to check (£I2]). We get

(2n)1/2(F2n,1H2n,2 — 2G2,1Gon2 + FonaHopn )

3 n—1
He
= oc5 2(2n% +1) ;k (U — E(Up) + Vi — E(V2))
n—1 n
+2(n—1 2n—1 ( k‘Uk— +Zk‘(Vk—E(Vk))>
k=1 k=1

3
,_.

(n+1)(n—1) (k:(Vk — B(Vi) + Vigr — E(Vir)) + (2 + 1) (U — E(Uk))>

3 nl dn+1)(n—1) ol
Ke 2 LU — E(UL) + Vi — E(VR)) — WES 0,k
k=1

B
Il

16" & 961
(4n+1)(n— Dyl (1—n)p
96n1 (Vi —E(W)) + W(Vn - E(W))
(4n + 19)6(:4_ ]')Mg Zn:(vk —E(V}) i) 0,

k=2

where we used ([E8) and that n°(Vi —E(V1)) =0 as n — oo for all § > 0. Similarly one
can prove that

P
(2n 4+ 1)Y*(Faps11Hong12 — 2Gon411Gont12 + Fony19Hons11) — 0 as m — 00.
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Indeed,

(2n + 1)1/2(F2n+1,1H2n+1,2 — 2G9p+11Gom+12 + Fong12Hong11)

(2n)"1/2 y2 Vi — E(Va)
i~ Fn —= H. n €T o N2/9
n 1y |\t T ) (e T e T gy
2
2 U, —EU,) +V,—E(,)
-2 <G2n,1 + 8_n) <G2n,2 + Le 2572732
Un — E(Ux) 2
n €T /8 N2/90 H n —=
(e ) (s
on)11/2
= ﬁ [(an,len,z — 2G2,,1Gon2 + FopoHop 1) + Rn],
where
R, —an,l,ueW + 8—nH2n,2 + S TPz 2Gan,1He 25/2,,3/2
2 3 2
He pe Un —EU,) +V, = E(V,) He Un — E(U,)
- RG%LQ T 95/2,3]2 + an,zg + MsWHm,l
n u_g’ . U, — E(U,)
8 (2n)3/2

Using that F,;, Gni, Hpi, @ = 1,2,3, converge jointly in distribution, by (4.8), we get
(2n + 1)'2R, L350 as n— oo, and hence Slutsky’s lemma yields the desired convergence.

Using again the above mentioned joint convergence of F,;, Gy, Hni, @ = 1,2,3, (@I0),
(411), (A12) and Slutsky’s lemma imply

2 2 1
(4.13) 07" det(An) < Fills + Pl + By — 261Gy — G = P27 / WD — W),
0

It is easy to check that 271/2 (Wt(l) — Wt(2)), t € Ry, is a standard Wiener process, hence the
proof of (4.9)) is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [1.2l. Using the (asymptotic) expansions derived in the proof of Lemma
d6 for >0 X2, dop_ X7, and >, Xj_1X4—2, we obtain an (asymptotic) expansion
for the adjoint A, of A,:

(4.14) A, = Emln?’ + zn,2n5/2 + An,gnz, n €N,
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where

4 [ Ha Ga] et 1) o
__Gn,l Fn,l_ 12

- Hyo —Gnol o, (1 1 -1 ~e
Ap=| " 2| Ly B / t(W§1’+W§2))dt[ ] Y
0 _

|—Gro  Fo | 23/ 1 1
- [ Hys —Gs]
An,3 = ° °
__Gn,3 Fn,3 i
! 1)\ 2 2)\ 2 ! 1 2
. / ((Wt()) + (W) )dt —2/ WIWS at e
_& 0 0 .
. = A"

1 1
_2/0 Wt(l)Wt(z) dt /0 <(Wt(1))2+( t(2))2)dt

where  (W™"),er . and W) . are independent standard Wiener processes. Next we
derive an (asymptotic) expansion for d,, (defined in ([B.])). First we examine ds,, n € N.
We have M = Xy — X9 — pe = € — 1o, k € N, hence separating the expectations we get

2n n n—1
Z My Xy = Z(Ezk — pe) Vi + Z(52k+1 — 1)Uy
k=1 k=1 k=1
n n—1
= Z(E% - ME) (kﬂs + Vi — E<Vk)) + Z<52k+1 - Ns) (k,ue + U — E(Uk))
k=1 k=1
n n—1
= He Z k(52k - ,Uls) + e Z k(52k+1 - ,ue)
k=1 k=1

3
—

+ Z(Vk —E(Vi))(e2k — pc) + ) (U — E(Ug))(E2kr1 — pe)

1

e
Il

= dy,)1 (20)° + dy,),2m,

where
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Indeed, by ([4.2), (4.7), the continuous mapping theorem (see, e.g., van der Vaart [25, Theorem
2.3]), and Ito’s formula,

n3/2ZI{Z Eok — ,ue —n3/2 ZZ €2k — /~L€ —7’L3/2 ZZ Egk—,ue

k=1 j=1 =1 k=j

M

-1
n Jj=1 \k=1 k:l

_ # > ((Un = BW) = (U1 = B(U;)

- L(Un —E(U,)) - # Z(Uj—l —E(U;-1))

nU? —
J:
r 1 1
Ly g / WO ds 2 4 / AW,
0 0

and

n—1 n—1 /n—1 j—1
1 1
372 k(eoki1 — p1e) = 032 4 ( g (Sokt1 — He) — E (Sort1 — Me))

k=1 k=1

nd/?
(4.15) =
n—1 1 &S
= —7 (Vo —E(V)) = =5 ) (Vi —E(V))

1 1
£y O’EW1(2) — 0, W ds = o, / s dW(2),
0 0

a.s

where = denotes equality almost surely. Further,
n k 1 n—1 k
1
dén)ﬂ Z Z €2j-1 — ,Ue 52k - ,Ua % Z Z €25 — 5219—1—1 — ,UE)
L S (e = 1) Y earos 1) = 2= (U, = B(U) =V, — E(V2)
=5 2 — e 2j—1 = He) = 5= - —=
2n 3 j=1 ’ 24/n \/_

2
= 2w =,

27



In a similar way,

n—1 n—1
Z M X2 = Z(E%-i-l — p)Vi + > (arsa — 1)Uk
k=1 k=1
n—1 n—1
= (eons1 — pte) (kpe + Vi —B(VR)) + ) (nsn — pte) (ke + Ux — E(U))
k=1 k=1
n—1 n—1
= pte Y K(Earsr — 1) + p1e Y k(Eakrn — ptc)
k=1 k=1
n—1 n—1
+) (Vi = E(Vi)) (e2hr1 — pe) + 3 _ (U — E(Uk)) (Ears2 — p1e)
k=1 k=1
= dj), (2n)*? + d5;) .2n,
where
[ 1 [ n—1
2 € 5
dgn),l = (2n)32 Z k(eokt1 — pe) + (2n)32 Z k(eort2 — fie)
k=1 k=1
1
RN / FAWY + W) = d® = P,
1 n—1 1 n—1
dézz)ﬂ = % (Vk - E(Vk))(EQk-‘rl - ,U@) + % (Uk — E(Uk))(52k+2 — ,ua)
k=1 k=1
e, ol 1w @ _. @

Indeed, by (£IH), we have

n—1 1
1 c
32 Z k(eakr1 — pe) — 0'5/ sdW?),
k=1 0
and using that
n—1 n—1 k n—1 n—1
1 1 1
ng_/2 Z k(52k+2 - Ma) = m €2k+2 — ,UE) — T (€2k+2 _ ,UE)
k=1 k=1 j=1 j=1 k=j
1 n—1 n—1 j—1
= 32 ( (Cont2 — pe) — ) (E2k42 — Me)>
j=1 \k=1 k=1
1 n—1 n j
= 32 (€ok — pe) — ) (Eak — pe) |
j=1 \k=2 k=2
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by (A7), the continuous mapping theorem and It6’s formula, we get

n—1

37 D Fleaks = pe) = 3/22( Un) — (2 — 1) — (U; — E(U})) + (e

[aary

n—

(4.16) = T;T_/;(Un —E(Un)) - L/ (U; - E(U)))

1

1 1
£, UEW1(1) — 0,3/ Wi ds = 0,3/ sdWw
0 0

By similar arguments, using also the strong law of large numbers, we have

<.
Il

>_A

M=

S i(vk LBV e — ) = =S
2n

5 (Ezj_1 - Ms)(52k+1 - /~L€)
k=1

1

1<j<k<n k=1

and

% (Uk — (Uk))(€2k+2 — Mg) = on 2(529' - Ns)(52k+2 - ,ue)

4n
1<j<k<n k=1

= % Z (52]' - ,ue)(g% - ,Ue) = i < (E2k - ,Ua)) - Z(Egk — ,Ue)2

- Na))

= % Z (Ezj—l - ,Ue)(€2k—1 - ug) = % <Z(52k_1 — Ma)) _ 2(5%_1 _ Me)2

By Lemma[4.5] d2n 1> Aoy o, d%l and dgﬁz also converge jointly in distribution as n — oo.

Hence we conclude

dyn = don1(2n)*? + dop 220, n €N,
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with
4 [d%l] n Soniy k(e — pte) + Xopmy k(Eaker — pre)
2n,1 +— =

19,:,)3/2 .
(2n) Zk 1 (52k+1 - Me) + Zk:i k(52k+2 — Me)

o |[dV] g M @y | 1)
==° td =:d
— I 93/2 /0 W7 +w,”) 1

L [dg}gg] 1| SR e B ek — ) + i (U~ U)o — )
' 2n i 121 (Vi = E(Vi))(eansr — 1) + Sop=1 (U — E(Ur)) (Saps2 — pe)

. [d;”] o2 [l v+ [ ant?
2 Ly dWF + W? dw®

= d?,

Similar expansion can be derived for ds, 1, n € Z,. Namely,

d2n+1 = d2n+171(2n -+ 1)3/2 + d2n+172(2n —+ 1), n e Z+,

with
1
R I B (2n)¥2dS,), + mpte(E2n41 — prc) e [d]
bl ) C (2n +1)3/2 3/2 7(2) av|
2n+1,1 (2n)>2dy,, | + npic(an1 — fe) 1
and
1
A [dgym]_ 1 [@n)dl)y + (U = E(U)) (e2n11 — i) s dgl)] e
n+ (2) - @2
pis) 2L 20)dY, + (Vi — E(V,)) (eanin — o) d,

Indeed, (e9,11 — pe)/\/n 50 as n — oo, and, by the independence of U, — E(U,) and
Ean+1 — Me, We have

E ((Un — B(U)) (E2ns1 — ug)? _ B(Us = B(Un))* Bleansn — ) __ no!

— 0
on + 1 (2n + 1)2 @nt 172

as n — oo, which yields that (U, —E(U,))(e2nt1—pe)/(2n+1) 12,0 as n — oo, where i
denotes convergence in Lo-sense. Similarly, one can derive (V,,—E(V,,))(e2n+1—pe)/ (2n+1)
0 as n— oo.

Hence we have an (asymptotic) expansion for d,, namely,

(4.17) d, = dn71n3/2 +d, o, n €N,

where d,, ; £5dY and d, 2 L5 d? as n— .
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By (414)) and ([@.I7), we have the (asymptotic) expansion
Andn = (Awln?’ + Amns/z + An,3n2)(dn,1n3/2 +d,, 2n)
(418) = An,ldn,ln9/2 + (An,ldnﬂ + 4:171,2dn,1)n4

+ (Zn72dn,2 + An,Sdn,l)n7/2 + ;in,?)dn,Qnga n e N.

By Lemma [£7] Slutsky’s lemma and the continuous mapping theorem, AM-, 1 =1,2,3 and
d,;, i =1,2 converge jointly in distribution, and hence the coefficients of the above expansion
also converge jointly in distribution. Further, we show that the first leading term has no
influence by which we mean that n'/ Zﬁmdn,l L0 as n— oo Indeed, we have

1 -1 On=) Omn
(4.19) Ay, = te (n™) O(n™) , n €N,
1211 1 O(n™') O(n™)
— 1 T 1
(420)  dop1 = (2 3/2 Z k(€art1 — fe + E2b42 — He) + (2n)3/2 Z(€2k+2 — =) [O] )
k=1 k=0
and hence
-1
~ 1
(2n)1/2A2n,1d2n,1 = [ ]
U —1
+ i K 4 [0
E2k+1 — Me T E2k42 — He
k=1 O(n=?)
n—1 _
O(n=2)
+ ) (cokt2 — o) ; n € N.
; O(n=?)

The above formulas with O(n™') and O(n~2) are meant to be entrywise and coordinatewise,
respectively. Further, for sequences ((,)nen, (Mn)nen of real-valued random variables and a
sequence (0,)neny of real numbers such that 6, # 0, n € N, the notation ¢, = 1,0(0,),
n € N, means that there exists a sequence (k,)neny of real numbers such that (, = 9k,

En

n €N, and sup,cy |52| < oco. By the strong law of large numbers,

3
,_.

(52k+2 — 1) == B(eg — pe) = 0,
0

1
n

B
Il

and by (AI5), (£10) and Slutsky’s lemma,

n—1
1 P
3 g k(eogr1 — pe + Eopro — pte) — 0 as n — 00.
k=1

Hence (2n)1/222n71d2n71 . 0eRr2 Similarly one can prove that A%H,ld%ﬂ,l P50 as
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n — oo. Indeed, for all n € Z,,

(1)
> H2n+1,1 _G2n+1,1 d2n+1,1
A2n+1,1d2n+1,1 =

—Gont11 Fonyin

2
Ao

2 2

@ | o+ = (Gona + )] [@n)¥20), + (s — i)
2 2

(2n + 1)9/2 - <G2n,1 + g—;) Fong + g—; (2n)3/2d§3371 + npie(Eong1 — fe)

= " | Agyy o+ = on)*2d,, (emet — 11 |
(2n + 1)9/2 2n,1 Snl_1 1 (2n) on,1 + Npte(Eant1 — fe) .
and hence
~ 2n 9/2 _ 8n4 N 1
Aznet 1t = (2n + 1) Aan1dzn + Wﬂe(€2n+l — 1) Aop 1 .

on \"?pu2l1 -1
+ i don1,
2n+1 8n -1 1
where, by (4.19) and (4.20),

2%,1 E] =0(n™) [1] as n — 0o,

1)

Using Lemma 5], Slutsky’s lemma and that (2n)"/ 222n71d2n71 PL0eR? (which was proved
earlier), we get (2n + 1)1/2A2n+1,1d2n+1,1 i) 0¢c R2. Then

1 -1 . n—1 ] 6
[—1 1 ] don1 = (27/;)3/2 Z(ezmz — He) [_1] = (25)3/2(% — E(Uy))

~ 0
nl/zAmldn’l LN [O] as n — 00.

Hence using also that the coefficients of the expansion of A,d, converge jointly in distribution
we obtain

nA,d, £ 24?4+ 2940
Here Amd(l) =0ecR? and

~() o 1 —1
AVa = 2 [ on - wan w1

In fact, by Lemma 4.5, Slutsky’s lemma and the continuous mapping theorem, we have joint
convergence of n~°det(A,) and n~*A,d,, and hence, using also ([EI3)), we get
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(n_S det(A,), n‘ﬂindn)

2 2 ol 2.2 ol
L HzO; 2 Hio; —1
< 24 /o (Wt(l) a 52)) dt, 24 /0 ( t(l) N 52))d(Wt(1) - 52)) [ 1 ])

2 2 1
L [ K0 2 :ue € 1
(55 [ owra 5 [ 1))

where £ means equality in distribution and the last step follows by that 271/2 (Wt(l) — Wt(z)),
t € R,, is a standard Wiener process.

Let us consider the function ¢ defined in (3.6). Since ¢ is continuous on (R \ {0}) x R?

and
P<<%/Ol (W), “’f / W, dW, [ 11]) G(R\{O})XRZ) =1,

the continuous mapping theorem yields that

. 2.2 1 -1
g (n77 det(A,), 0 And, ) g | F50 / (W) at, “E - / WidW,
12 Jo 1
£ Jo W, |1
fol (Wt)zdt
where the last step follows by P ( fol (Wt)zdt > 0) = 1. By Proposition 2.1l we have

P (n [gn B a] =g (n_s det(An),n_‘lAndn)) > P (Z X2, > 0) —1 as n — 00.

n k=1

Then Lemma B.T] concludes the proof. O
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