arXiv:1302.5202v2 [math.ST] 6 May 2013

Estimation of integrated covariances in the simultaneous presence of
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Abstract

We propose a new estimator for the integrated covariance of two Itd semimartingales observed at a high-
frequency. This new estimator, which we call the pre-averaged truncated Hayashi-Yoshida estimator, enables
us to separate the sum of the co-jumps from the total quadratic covariation even in the case that the sampling
schemes of two processes are nonsynchronous and the observation data is polluted by some noise. It is the
first estimator which can simultaneously handle these three issues, which are fundamental to empirical studies
of high-frequency financial data. We also show the asymptotic mixed normality of this estimator under some
mild conditions allowing infinite activity jump processes with finite variations, some dependency between the
sampling times and the observed processes as well as a kind of endogenous observation errors. We examine the
finite sample performance of this estimator using a Monte Carlo study.

Keywords: Hayashi-Yoshida estimator; Integrated covariance; Jumps; Market microstructure noise; Nonsyn-
chronous observations; Pre-averaging; Threshold estimator.

1 Introduction

In the past years there has been a considerable development in statistical inferences for the quadratic covaria-
tions of semimartingales observed at a high frequency. This was mainly motivated by financial application because
price processes need to follow a semimartingale under the no-arbitrage assumption (see [17] for instance) and tech-
nological developments made high frequency data commonly available. In general the quadratic covariation of two
semimartingales consists of two sources; the continuous martingale parts and the co-jumps of the semimartingales.
Recently many authors have indicated that separating these two sources benefits various areas of finance such
as volatility forecasting (Andersen et al. [2]), credit risk management (Cont and Kan [16]), the construction of a
hedging portfolio (Todorov and Bollerslev [42]) and so on. Motivated by these reasons, in this paper we focus on
disentangling these two components of the quadratic covariations of two semimartingales by using high-frequency
observation data.

Let Z' and Z? be two It6 semimartingales and let (S%);cz, be a sequence of stopping times that is increasing
a.s., S 1 00, and S® = 0. Then it is well-known in the classic stochastic calculus that

S (Zh - 2 )23 - Z3) o7 (24, 2%, (1.1)
i:51 <t

for any ¢ > 0, provided sup;cy(S* At — S™1 At) —P 0. Therefore, if we observe Z! and Z? at the time S° for
every 4, we can use the statistic in the left hand of the equation (1.1) (which is called the realized covariance) as a
consistent estimator of the quadratic covariation [Z1, Z?%]; of Z and Z2. Since

(24, 2%, = (2", 2% + Y AZIAZZ (1.2)
0<s<t

our aim will be achieved by constructing an estimator for the quantity (Z%:¢, Z2:€), which we call the integrated
covariance of Z' and Z2. In the present situation we have the observation data (Zg, + 22, )icz, and (2%, —Z2,)icz, ,
so that the problem results in the univariate case due to the polarization identity (Z1:¢, Z%¢) = ((Z1¢ + Z%¢) —
(Z1¢ — Z%¢)) /4. As a consequence, we can benefit from a vast numbers of studies on detecting jumps in a single
financial high-frequency data. For example, Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard [6] used such a method based on the
bipower technique introduced in [7] and proposed an estimator called the realized bipower covariation. On the other
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hand, there are several approaches which directly treat the multivariate data; see Mancini and Gobbi [33] and Boudt
et al. [12] for example.

In real financial markets, however, some difficulties caused by the so-called market microstructure confront us.
In the present context there are two major topics related to them: One is the nonsynchronicity of observation times
and the other is a kind of observation errors called microstructure noise. In recent years the simultaneous treatment
of these two problems, which is based on the combination of methods for dealing with each individual one, has been
established by many authors in the case that jumps are absent. See Barndorff-Nielsen et al. [5], Bibinger [10] and
Christensen et al. [13] for example. Furthermore, in the presence of one of the above issues the methodologies of
detecting jumps have been also studied in the literature. In the case that observation times are nonsynchronous,
Mancini and Gobbi [33] combined the Hayashi- Yoshida method proposed in Hayashi and Yoshida [22] to deal with
the nonsynchronoicity with the thresholding technique proposed independently in Mancini [32] and Shimizu [40] to
detect jumps and constructed a consistent estimator for the integrated covariance. That estimator, which we call
the truncated Hayashi- Yoshida estimator, was also studied in [30]. On the other hand, in Podolskij and Vetter [38]
they proposed a new method for dealing with microstructure noise and introduced a class of bipower-type statistics
which goes well in the presence of microstructure noise. Their method is now called the pre-averaging method
and has been further investigated in [25] and [37] for example. Fan and Wang [19] proposed another approach for
detecting jumps in the presence of microstructure noise, where wavelet methods were applied to detect jumps. Their
approach has further been developed by [8]. In contrast, we remark that relatively few papers are so far available
in a parametric setting with respect to these topics; we refer to Ogihara and Yoshida [35] for interested readers.

In the present article we investigate the methodology accommodated to the situation that all of the above
problems are present simultaneously. That is, we consider two It0 semimartingales which are observed at stopping
times in a nonsynchronous manner and contaminated by noise. Then we develop a method for estimating their
integrated covariance separately from the sum of their co-jumps. For this purpose, we combine the Hayashi-
Yoshida method (to deal with the nonsynchronicity of the observation times) and the pre-averaging method (to
remove the noise) with the threshold technique (to separate the jumps) and consider a class of statistics called the
pre-averaged truncated Hayashi- Yoshida estimator. We prove the consistency and the asymptotic mixed normality
of the pre-averaged truncated Hayashi-Yoshida estimator under a very general situation allowing the presence of
infinite activity jumps, some dependency between the observation times and the observed processes as well as a
kind of endogenous noise.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we briefly review on the results about the asymptotic properties
of the pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator in the continuous Itd semimartingale setting. In Section 3 we present
the construction of our estimator and the main results in this paper. We discuss some topics for the statistical
application to finance of our estimator in Section 4, while Section 5 provides some numerical experiments to illustrate
the finite sample properties of our estimator. Most of the proofs are postponed to the Appendix.

2 A brief review of the continuous case

We start by introducing an appropriate stochastic basis on which our observation data is defined. Let B(®) =
QO FO) 7O = (ft(o))teR+,P(0)) be a stochastic basis. For any ¢ € R, we have a transition probability
Qi(w®,dz) from (2O, F{”) into R2, which satisfies

/th(w(O),dz) = 0.

We endow the space Q) = (R?)[0:°°) with the product Borel o-field ) and with the probability Q(w®), dw®)
which is the product ®¢er, Qi(w®, ). We also call (¢;)iecr, the “canonical process” on (1), F() and the filta-

ration ]-"t(l) = 0((s;s < t). Then we consider the stochastic basis B = (Q, F,F = (F})cr, , P) defined as follows:
Q=00 %00,  F=rOgFV,  F=n.FOeFD,
P(dw(o),dw(l)) - P(O)(dw(o))Q(w(O),dw(l)).
Any variable or process which is defined on either (% or Q1) can be considered in the usual way as a variable or
a process on 2.

Next we introduce our observation data. There are two continuous semimartingales X' = (X});cr, and
X% = (X?)ier, on B with canonical decompositions

Xt= A+ M, [=1,2, (2.1)



where A' and A? are continuous F(®)-adapted processes with locally finite variations, while M' and M? are

continuous F(®)-local martingales. We have two sequences of F(9)-stopping times (5%)iez . and (T7) ez . that are

increasing a.s., _ )
S* 1 oo and T7 1 0. (2.2)

As a matter of convenience we set S™! = T~! = 0. These stopping times implicitly depend on a parameter n € N,
which represents the frequency of the observations. Denote by (b,,) a sequence of positive numbers tending to 0 as
n — oo (typically b, = n=1). Let & be a constant satisfying 0 < £ < 1. In this paper, we will always assume that

rn(t) i= sup (S At — STV ALV sup (T9 At —TI~1 At) = 0, (b5)) (2.3)
1€ZL4 JEL

as n — oo for any t € R
The processes X' and X? are observed at the sampling times (S%) and (77) with observation errors (US,)iez,
and (U%j )jez.. respectively. In this paper, we assume that the observation errors have the following representations:

U = b A~ X+ Chy UR = bR - X3i) + G (24)

Here, ¢; = (¢}, ¢?) for each t, while X' and X2 are two continuous semimartingales on B(). After all, we have the
observation data X' = (X%, )iez, and X? = (X3,,) ez, of the form

Our aim is to estimate the integrated covariance [X*, X2, of X! and X? at any time ¢t € R, from the observation
data (X%, )i.gi<¢ and (XZ.,;) .77 <4 It is necessary to deal with both of the observation noise and the nonsynchronicity
of the observation times simultaneously. As is mentioned in the introduction, we use the pre-averaging technique to
remove the noise, while use the Hayashi-Yoshida method to deal with the nonsynchronicity. For the pre-averaging
technique we introduce some notation. We choose a sequence k,, of integers and a number 0 € (0, 00) satisfying

ky = 0012 4 o(b; V%) (2.5)

(for example k, = [0b, 1/ *1). We also choose a continuous function g : [0,1] — R which is piccewise C* with a
piecewise Lipschitz derivative ¢’ and satisfies

1
0(0) = g(1) =0,y = / g(2)dz £ 0 (2.6)

(for example g(x) = x A (1 — x)). We associate the random intervals I* = [S*~1,S%) and J7/ = [T771,T7) with the
sampling scheme (S?) and (77) and refer to Z = (I');eny and J = (J7)jen as the sampling designs for X! and X2
We introduce the pre-averaging observation data of X' and X? based on the sampling designs Z and 7 respectively
as follows:

k-1 k-1
—1 . —92 .
X (I)Z = 1;1 g (%) (Xlsiw - xlsi+p—1) ) XA(T) = Z g (%) (X2Tj+q - X2Tj+q—1) )
ij=0,1,....
The following quantity was introduced in Christensen et al. [13] :

Definition 2.1 (Pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator). The pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator, or pre-
averaged HY estimator of X! and X? associated with sampling designs Z and J is the process

" 1 = ol o2 ;
PHY (X', X%, 7)} = Oy En)? > X (D) XA(T )V Lyst,si+kn)nrs Tivkin) 20y, 0 E Ry
n i,j=0

githnyithn <4

For a technical reason explained in [31], we modify the above estimator as follows. The following notion was
introduced to this area in Barndorff-Nielsen et al. [5]:
Definition 2.2 (Refresh time). The first refresh time of sampling designs Z and 7 is defined as R® = S° v T, and
then subsequent refresh times as

R* := min{S"|S* > R* 1} vmin{T/|T7 > R*1},  k=1,2,....



We introduce new sampling schemes by a kind of the next-tick interpolations to the refresh times. That is, we
define S0 := S9, 79 := 79 and

Sk .= min{$"|S" > R*"'}, T*:= min{TV|T7 > RF1}, E=1,2,....

Then, we create new sampling designs as follows:

~ ~

" =[SR1 5k, JP= TN TR), o= ()ien, T = (F)jen.

For the sampling designs 7 and J obtained in such a manner, we will consider the pre-averaged HY estimator
PHY (X!, X2)" .= PHY (X', X%, T, 7).

Now we review the results related to the consistency and the asymptotic mixed normality of the estimator
PHY (X1, X2?)". We write the canonical decompositions of X' and X? as follows:

X' = A+ M, 1=1,2. (2.7)

Here, A' and A% are continuous F(®)-adapted processes with locally finite variations, while M' and M? are con-
tinuous F(»-local martingales. Next, let Nj* = 3277 1 pr<yy for each t € Ry, and we introduce the following
regularity conditions:

[C1] b,N;* = O,(1) as n — oo for every t.
[(C2] A, A% A, A% and [V,W] for V,W = X! X2 X' X? are absolutely continuous with locally bounded

derivatives.
Furthermore, for every r € [2,00) we introduce the following regularity condition for noise:
IN°] ([ ]2]"Q¢(d2))ter, is a locally bounded process.

A sequence (X™) of stochastic processes is said to converge to a process X wniformly on compacts in probability
ucp

(abbreviated ucp) if, for each ¢ > 0, supg< <, | X — Xs| =P 0 as n — co. We then write X™ — X. We have the
following result about the consistency of the pre-averaged HY estimator:

Theorem 2.1 ([31], Theorem 5.1). Suppose (2.3), [C1]-[C2] and [N}] are satisfied. Then
PHY (X', X2)» “2, [x1 X2
as n — oo, provided that & > 1/2.

The consistency of the pre-averaged HY estimator was first shown in Christensen et al. [13] in a simpler situation.
Next we review the results related to the asymptotic mixed normality of the pre-averaged HY estimator, which
was first proven in [15] when the sampling times are deterministic transformation of equidistant ones. In this paper
we treat general sampling times, so that we review the result given in [31].
1 2
Let Ny = 3707 Ligueyy and Ny™" =377, 1 qu,y for each t € Ry and

rk = [RF1 RF),  IF.=[8k 5%,  JF.=[TFTH

for each k € N. Here, for each t € Ry we write S* = supg, _g. S* and Th = sup,, _7+ T7. Note that Sk and T*
may not be stopping times.

Let & be a positive constant satisfying % < & < 1. Furthermore, let H" = (H}");er, be a sequence of filtrations
of F to which N", N™! and N™?2 are adapted, and for each n and each p > 0 we define the processes x", G(p)",
(o)™, F(p)™2 and F(1)™1*2 by

Xo= P =TH ), Gt =B [0 104) [ M ]
Floyt = B[0P [Hae | Fon? = B[074174) M ]
F(l)n’l*Q _ b;lE [|jk N jk| + |fk+1 N jk| + |jk n jk+1|’H%k—1]

S

when s € T*. Here, |- | denotes the Lebesgue measure.
The following condition is necessary to compute the asymptotic variance of the estimation error of our estimator

explicitly. For a sequence (X™) of cadlag processes and a cadlag process X, we write X" Skb x i (X™) converges
to X in probability for the Skorokhod topology.



[A1’] (i) For each n, we have a cadlag H"-adapted process G and a random subset N0 of N such that (#N2),en

is tight, G(1)}.—1 = Gy for any k € N — NP, and there exists a cadlag F(®)-adapted process G satisfying

that G and G_ do not vanish and that G 2% G as n — oc.
(ii) There exists a constant p > 1/&’ such that (supg<,<; G(p)?)neN is tight for all £ > 0.
(iii) For each n, we have a cadlag H"-adapted process x'" and a random subset N, of N such that (#N )nen

is tight, xpe1 = XI;{H for any k € N — N/ and there exists a cadlag F(_adapted process y such that

x™ —)Sk'p' X as n — oo.
(iv) For each n and [ = 1,2, 1 % 2, we have a cadlag H"-adapted process F™! and a random subset N} of N

such that (#MN!)nen is tight, F(l)%’,ﬁ,l = F;,;l,l for any k € N — N, and there exists a cadlag F(®-adapted

processes F! satisfying F™! SEPy Bl as n = 0.
(v) There exists a constant p’ > 1/’ such that (supy< <, F(p’)”’l)neN is tight for all¢ > 0 and [ = 1,2.

S

The following condition is a sufficient one for the condition [A1']:

[A1] (i) For every p € [0,1/¢'] there exists a cadlag F(®)-adapted process G(p) such that G(p)" Skp., G(p) as
n — oo. Furthermore, G and G_ do not vanish, where G = G(1).

(ii) There exists a cadlag F(9_adapted process x such that x” Sk, X as n — o0.
(iii) For every I = 1,2 and every p’ € [0,1/€'], there exists a cadlag F(®)-adapted process F(p)' such that

F(p)™! Skp, F(p)! as n — oo.
(iv) There exists a cadlag F(9-adapted process F(1)™*?2 such that F(1)™'*2 Skp, F(1)% as n — oo.

Remark 2.1. An [A1”%] type condition appears in [5] and [21], for example. The reason why we introduce a kind
of exceptional sets V! (I =0,1,2,1%2,) is that the condition [A1’] without them is too local. To explain this, we
focus on the univariate case. Note that in this case we have R¥ = Sk (k=0,1,2,...). Let 7 be a positive number
and suppose that (S?) be a sequence of Poisson arrival times whose intensity is A before the time 7 and \ after 7.

Then the structure of the process G(1)" becomes very complex around the time 7 (of course if A # \), so that it

will be difficult to verify the convergence G(1)™ SEPy 3 because it requires a kind of uniformity. See Section 5.2 of

[31] for more precise discussion.

Next, we introduce the following strong predictability condition for the sampling designs, which is an analog to
the condition [A2] in [23].
[A2] For every n,i € N, S* and T" are G(™-stopping times, where G = (gt(”))tenh is the filtration given by

() _ f((fzb$;l/2)+ for t € Ry.

The following conditions are analogs to the conditions [A3] and [A4] in [23]:

[A3] For each V,W = X' X2 X' X2 [V,W]is absolutely continuous with a cadlag derivative, and for the density
process f = [V, W] there is a sequence (0},) of F(®)-stopping times such that o}, 1 0o as k — oo and for every
k and any A > 0 we have a positive constant Cy, » satisfying

E [|f7l-71,c - fggk|2“/f7'1/\72] < Oky)\E [|7—1 - 7'2|1_)\|‘/T7'1/\7'2] (28)
for any bounded F(9-stopping times 71 and 7o, and f is adapted to H™.
[Ad] ¢V & < ¢ and (2.3) holds for every ¢ € Ry

The following conditions, which are analogs to the conditions [A5] and [A6] in [23], are necessary to deal with
the drift parts. For a (random) interval I and a time ¢ € Ry, we write I(¢t) = I N[0, ¢).
[A5] A', A% A' and A? are absolutely continuous with cadlag derivatives, and there is a sequence (o) of F(0)-
stopping times such that o1 1 0o as k — oo and for every k we have a positive constant Cy and A\, € (0,3/4)
satisfying
E(|f7* = [25P| Frae) < CkE ([t — 7" | Frad] (2.9)

for every ¢ and any bounded F(®)-stopping time 7, for the density processes f = (A')’, (A%), (A")" and (A?).
[A6] For each t € Ry, b, H,(t) = O,(1) as n — oo, where H,(t) =Y, |[TF(t)[%

Let r € [2,00). The following condition is a regularity condition for the noise process:

IN:] ([ |2]"Q¢(d2))ser, is a locally bounded process, and the covariance matrix process

Uy (w®) = / 22*Qy(w ¥, dz). (2.10)



is cadlag and quasi-left continuous. Furthermore, there is a sequence (o*) of F(©)_stopping times such that
0% 1 00 as k — oo and for every k and any A > 0 we have a positive constant Cy  satisfying

['qjak/\t \I]ijk/\(t—h)+|2|f(t*h)+} < C’f;/\hl_)\ (2.11)

for every i,j € {1,2} and every ¢, h > 0.

Remark 2.2. The inequalities (2.8), (2.9) and (2.11) are satisfied when w(f;h,t) = O,(hz*) as h — oo for
every t, A € (0,00), for example. Here, for a real-valued function z on Ry, the modulus of continuity on [0,T] is
denoted by w(x;d,T) = sup{|z(t) — z(s)|;s,t € [0,T],|s —t| < ¢} for T, § > 0. This is the original condition in [23].
Another such example is the case that there exist an F(®)-adapted process B with a locally integrable variation
and a locally square-integrable martingale L such that f = B 4+ L and both of the predictable compensator of the
variation process of B and the predictable quadratic variation of L are absolutely continuous with locally bounded
derivatives. This type of condition is familiar in the context of the estimation of volatility-type quantities; see [21]
and [26] for example. Furthermore, in both of the cases f is cadlag and quasi-left continuous.

We extend the functions g and ¢’ to the whole real line by setting g(z) = ¢’(z) = 0 for = ¢ [0,1]. Then we put

2 2 2
K= /_2 wg7g(:v)2dx, R = /_2 wg/7g/(x)2dx, K= /_2 .9 (x)°d

Here, for each fi, f2 € {g,¢’'} we define the function ¢y, r, on R by ¢y, ,(z fo fzj:il f1(u) f2(v)dodu.

x

We denote by D(R.) the space of cadlag functions on R, equipped with the Skorokhod topology. A sequence of
random elements X" defined on a probability space (2, F, P) is said to converge stably in law to a random element
X defined on an appropriate extension (Q, F, P) of (Q, F, P) if E[Y g(X™)] — E[Y g(X)] for any F-measurable and
bounded random variable Y and any bounded and continuous function g. We then write X™ —% X

Now we are ready to state the result related to the asymptotic mixed normality of the pre-averaged HY estimator.

Theorem 2.2 ([31], Theorem 3.1). (a) Suppose [A1'](i)-(iii), [A2]-[A6] and [Ng] are satisfied. Suppose also X' =
X2=0. Then

by HPHY (X" = (X1 X7) 0 [ wdiW, i D(R)
0

as n — 0o, where W is a one-dimensional standard Wiener process (defined on an extension of B) independent of
F and w is given by

w? = Yy OR{X XL + (X5 XH)HGL + 0 R{U02 4+ (012y,) "} 6L
TR+ (X 42X XX (2.12)

(b) Suppose [A1], [A2]-[A6] and [Ns] are satisfied. Then
b YA PHY (X!, X2)" — (X1, X2]} —% /'wsdﬁf“s in D(R,)
0
as n — oo, where W is as in the above and w is given by
w? =yt [eﬁ {IXLIXY, + (XY X2)2) Gy + 0°F {xy [t (\1112) }G;l

+ 07 R { XTI+ (X 20X X - (X X R - (XL X)L (2a3)

where Tt = W 4+ X' F! (1=1,2) and T = W12y, + [X*, X7, F1*2,

3 Main results

In this section we investigate the case that the latent processes possibly have jumps. Let Z' = (Z})icr , and
Z% = (Z})er, be two stochastic processes on (Q©, F(©) PO We have the observation data Z! = (Z%,);ez, and
7% = (Z2,)jez, of Z' and Z* contaminated by noise:



Here, the observation noise (U2, )iez, and (UZ;) ez, are given by (2.4).

The idea for the construction of our estimator as follows. The pre-averaging procedure smooths the noise and
thus we can expect the pre-averaged data Z*(Z)? and Z2(J)’ are small enough if they contain no jumps. This idea
has already appeared in Ait-Sahalia et al. [1] and Podolskij and Ziggel [39] in the univariate case and Jing et al.
[28] in the synchronous case. Following this idea, we introduce the following quantity:

Definition 3.1 (Pre-averaged truncated Hayashi-Yoshida estimator). The pre-averaged truncated Hayashi-Yoshida
estimator, or PTHY estimator of two observation data Z' and Z2 is the process
PTHY (Z},7%)"
1

1 (7\i72( 7\ fij
" (Wrvkn)? >, OPIENggpep e zgrpsady Ry
" i,j:Gitkn y Titkn <t

where
. kp—1 » ) kn—1 ’
FL TN 1 1 allzay 2 2
z (I) - Z g </€_> (Z§i+p - Z§'L+p—1) ) yA (j)J = Z ) (k_> (ij+q - ij+q—1) )
p=1 " q=1 n
ij=0,1,...,
Kl = 1{[§i Gitkn ) [T T+ ) £0) and (0!, (t))nen, | = 1,2, are two sequences of positive-valued stochastic processes.
We will write ol [i] := ! (S7) and 02[j] := 02(T7) for short. The above statistic was originally considered in
[30] without the refresh sampling modification. Recently Wang et al. [45] also introduced such a statistic. In the

present article we include this modification in order to obtain the central limit theorem for the estimator with a
broad class of sampling schemes by using Theorem 2.2.

3.1 Finite activity jump case

First we consider the case that the observed processes have at most finite jumps. We assume the following
structural assumption:

L
[F] For each [ = 1,2 we have Z! = X!+ EkNél 7L, where X' is a continuous semimartingale on B() given by (2.1),
N'is a (simple) point process adopted to F(9) and (v} )ken is a sequence of non-zero random variables.
Moreover, we impose the following condition on the threshold processes:
[T] & > 1/2, and for each | = 1,2 we have o, () = ol,(t)p,, where
(1) (pn)nen is a sequence of (deterministic) positive numbers satisfying p, — 0 and
b logbal

o (3.1)

as n — o0o.
(ii) (ol (t))nen is a sequence of (not necessarily adapted) positive-valued stochastic processes. Moreover,
there exists a sequence (RY) of stopping times (with respect to F) such that R} 1 co and both of the

sequences (SUPO§t<R§C afl(t))neN and (SUPOSKR; [l/ozfl(t)]>n€N are tight for all k.
Then we obtain the following theorem.
Theorem 3.1. Suppose [F], [T], [C1]-[C2] and [N’] hold for some r € (2,00). Then we have
s [PTY(2),2%); = PV 011 = o0+ 0, ((147,7) )
asn%ooforanyt;(;.

Proof of this theorem is given in Appendix A. Combining this result with Theorem 2.1 or Theorem 2.2, we
obtain the following results:

Theorem 3.2 (Consistency of the PTHY estimator in finite activity case). Suppose [F], [T], [C1]-[C2] and [N]
hold for some r € (2,00). Then we have

PTHY(Z!,7%)" 2 (X', X? (3.2)

as n — o0.



Theorem 3.3 (Asymptotic mixed normality of the PTHY estimator in finite activity case).

(a) Suppose [A1'](i)-(iii), [A2]-[A6] and [F] are satisfied. Suppose also X' = X? =0, [N,] holds for some r € [8,00)
and [T] holds with by "I 5 00 as m— 00. Then

b;1/4{P/TFY(Zl, Z2)n _ [X17X2]} _>d5 / wsdﬁ//s in D(RJr) (33)
0

as n — 0o, where W is the same one in Theorem 2.2 and w is given by (2.12).
(b) Suppose [Al'], [A2]-[A6] and [F] are satisfied. Suppose also [N,] holds for some r € [8,00) and [T] holds with
b;(T_B)/2(T_2)pn — 00 as n — 0o. Then (3.3) holds with that W is as in the above and w is given by (2.13).

3.2 Infinite activity jump case

Next we consider the case that the observed processes are two general semimartingales contaminated by noise.
We need the following structural assumption. Let 8 € [0, 2].

[Kg] For each [ = 1,2, we have
Zt = X4 k(0% % (uh = vh) + K () * i,

where
(i) X'is a continuous semimartingale given by (2.1).
(ii) p! is a Poisson random measure on Ry x E! with intensity measure v/!(dt,dz) = dtF'(dz), where (E', &)
is a Polish space and F' is a o-finite measure on (E', ).
(iii) x(z) = 21fjz/<1y and &'(2) = 2 — k(z) for each z € R.
(iv) o% is a predictable map from Q(® x R, x E! into R. Moreover, there are a sequence (RL) of stopping
times increasing to oo and a sequence (z/JfC) of non-negative measurable functions on E! such that

sup 16" (w, t,2)| < YL (x) and / 1AL ()P Fl(dz) < oo
Bl

w®eQO) t< Rl (w(®))

(v) If B < 1, for the process f; = [, (6'(t,2))F'(dz), there is a sequence (oy,) of F(*)-stopping times such
that for every k we have a positive constant Cj and A\, € (0,3/4) satisfying (2.9) for every ¢ > 0 and
any bounded F(9-stopping time 7.

Here and below x denotes the integral (either stochastic or ordinary) with respect to a some (integer-valued)
random measure; see Chapter II of [27] for details. The above type of assumption appears in a lot of literature, for
example [24]. [Kp] implies that for each [ = 1,2 the generalized Blumenthal-Getoor index of Z! is less than j3.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose [Kg| and [N°] hold for some B € [0,2] and r € (2,00). Suppose also [C1]-[C2], [A4], [A6]
and |T] are satisfied. Then we have

r—2
sup [PTHY (22 = PHY (X X2 = 0,0") + 0, ( (/%) ™) + optol )
0<s<t

as n — oo for any t > 0.

Proof of this theorem is given in Appendix B. Combining this result with Theorem 2.1 or Theorem 2.2, we
obtain the following results:

Theorem 3.5 (Consistency of the PTHY estimator in infinite activity case). Suppose [Ka] and [N2] hold for some
€ (2,00). Suppose also [C1]-[C2], [A4], [A6] and [T] are satisfied. Then we have (3.2) as n — oo.

Theorem 3.6 (Asymptotic mixed normality of the PTHY estimator in infinite activity case).

(a) Suppose [A1'](i)-(iii) and [A2]-[A6] are satisfied. Suppose also [N,] holds for some r € [8,00), [Kg] holds for
some € (0,2 — ﬁ) and [T] holds with by, "TIRD s 00 and pp = O(b}/2(275)) as n — co. Moreover,
suppose X' = X* = 0. Then (3.3) holds true as n — oo with that W s the same one in Theorem 2.2 and w is
given by (2.12).

(b) Suppose [Al’] and [A2]-[A6] are satisfied. Suppose also [N,] holds for some r € [8,00), [Kg| holds for some

€ 1 an olds with by, "~ " p, = 00 and p, = " ) as no— oo, en (3. olds
B € 10,2~ 5g) and [T] holds with b, "~/2" =% d pn = O(by/**P) Then (3.3) hold
true as n — oo with that W is as in the above and w is given by (2.13).

Note that the assumptions of Theorem 3.6 require at least § < 1.



4 Some related topics for statistical application to finance

4.1  Estimation of the quadratic covariation of jump parts

As stated in the introduction, we are interested in the estimation of the quadratic covariation of jump parts of
two semimartingales Z! and Z2. This is achieved by estimating the quadratic variation [Z!, Z2] due to the formula
(1.2) because we can estimate the integrated covariance (Z¢, Z%¢), by the PTHY estimator as investigated in
the previous section. In the literature such estimators are usually given by consistent estimators for the integrate
covariance in the absence of jumps. See [33] and [37] for example. Following this approach, we consider the
pre-averaged HY estimator and we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose [C1]-[C2], [A2], [A4], [A6], [Ka] and [N3] are satisfied. Then
PHY (2", 2%)} = (2}, 2%, + O, (b/*)

as n — oo for any t € R,.

See Appendix C for a proof. Consequently, we obtain the following result on the issue of the estimation of the
quadratic covariation of jump parts:

Corollary 4.1. Suppose [C1]-[C2], [A2], [A4], [A6], [Ka] and [N] for some r € (2,00) are satisfied. Suppose also
that [T] holds. Then

PHY(Z!,2%)} — PTHY (2,22} —* Y AZ!AZ?

0<s<t

(r—3)/2(r—2) }1/2(2*5))

as n — oo for any t € Ry. Furthermore, if by, pn — 00 and p, = O(b as n — 0o, then
PHY(Z',2%)} - PTHY (2", 2%} = Y AZIAZ?+ 0,04

0<s<t

as n — oo for any t € R,.

4.2 Autocorrelated noise

We have so far assumed that the observation noise is not autocorrelated, conditionally on F(®). In empirical
studies of financial high-frequency data, however, there is a lot of evidence that microstructure noise is autocor-
related (see [20] and [43] for instance). In this subsection we briefly discuss the case that the observation noise is
autocorrelated conditionally on F(©) as [15] did in the continuous case.

__ We focus on the synchronous case. That is, we assume that S* = T for all i. Note that in this case it holds that
Sk =Tk = RF = S* for all k. Let (\)uez, and (i})uez, (I =1,2) be four sequences of real numbers such that

ZU|/\51| < oo and Zu|ufl| < 0. (4.1)
u=1 u=1

We assume that the observation data (Zg,) and (Z7,) are of the form

i

Zi = Zsi + Y AiChi-u 0,7 (X — Ximuma),

u:iO u:iO (4'2)
Z3i = 23 + Y AeCima + 0.2 pn (X = XFoua).
u=0 u=0

In other words, the observation noise follows a kind of linear processes. Under such a situation the consistency of
our estimators is still valid:

Proposition 4.2. Suppose (4.1) and (4.2) are satisfied. Suppose also [C1]-[C2], [A2], [A4], [A6], [Ks] and [N5]

are satisfied. Then PHY (Z',Z2)? —? [Z',Z%]; as n — oo for any t € Ry. Furthermore, if [T] and [N°] for some
€ (2,00) hold, then PTHY (Z',Z%)} —P [X', X?]; as n — oo for any t € R,.

We give a proof of Proposition 4.2 in Appendix D. The proof is based on a Beveridge-Nelson type decomposition

for the noise. It might be possible to prove the asymptotic mixed normality of the PTHY estimator under the
above model by refining on the proof of the above proposition given in the present article. On the other hand, in



the nonsynchronous case we will need to model the autocorrelation structure of the noise on the time dependence
in calender time (as [43] did) rather than tick time (as in the above). This is because we have two axes of tick
time, (S%) and (77), in the nonsynchronous case and this fact complicates the analysis of our estimator. With an
appropriate modeling of the autocorrelation structure of the noise, we can probably obtain a Beveridge-Nelson type
decomposition for the noise even in the nonsynchronous case. As a result, we might be able to prove the consistency
and the asymptotic normality of our estimator. However, these topics are beyond the scope of this paper, so that
we postpone them to further research.

4.8 Estimation of asymptotic variance

In this subsection we shall briefly discuss the estimation of the asymptotic variance of the PTHY estimator.
This is necessary to construct feasible confidence intervals of this estimator, for example. We focus on the simple
case that the endogenous terms of the microstructure noise are absent, i.e. X ' — X2 = 0. In this case our aim can
be achieved by a kernel-based approach as in [23] and [30].

More precisely, let (hy,) be a sequence of positive numbers tending to 0 as n — co. For any s € Ry, put

—_—

(XL, xV) = ht (PTHY(ZI, VA N PTHY(zl, VA )Z-mm) , (X1, = [XL, XY, LU=1,2

and

—= 1
\I/lls = _h kz Z (leZ — ZAlS"Lfl)(ZlSiJrl - lez),

iis—h, <Sitl1<ls

=5 1
2y = =5 > (Z%5 = 2351 )(Zins — Z2),

™ jis—h,<TIit1<s

—_— 1
\1112)(5 = “op k2 Z {(Z}g\k - Z%k—l)(z%k+l - Zka) + (Z}g\kJrl - Z}g\k)(z%k - Z%k—l)} 1{§k:'fk}

" kis—hy, <RF+1<s

Then we set

w2 ge = kntyy {“ {[Xl]/Rk [X2] g + ([X17X2]/Rk) } TR {‘I’lle‘I’22Rk + (‘I’IQXRk) }

7 X e 022 e + X7 0T e+ 2[XT, X7 W2 | D404 (4.3)
12 w? g f teR
k:RE<g W7 Rk TOT €VEry 1 € IRy

Proposition 4.3. Suppose [Al'](i)-(iii) and [A2]-[A6] are satisfied. Suppose also [N,] holds for some r € [8,00),
[Kjs] holds for some B € [0,2 — o) and [T] holds with b;<r73)/2(r72)pn — o0 and p, = O(b}/ﬂzfﬁ)) as n — oo.

261
P .
ucp
/w?ds—)/ w2ds
0 0

Moreover, suppose X' = X% =0. Then
— 0 and supg<;<7 hy, '0n (N} — N(Z—hnp) is tight as n — oo for any T > 0.

for every k € N and fot wds = by,

as n — 0o, provided that h;lb}lﬂl

Proof. Since fo w2ds is a continuous non-decreasing process, it is sufficient to prove the pointwise convergence.

By Lemma 10.2(a) of [31], we have b;lﬂfot w2ds — by/? Y okRE<t {zﬁRk as n — oo for every t, where {zﬁRk is defined
by (4.3) with replacing [T***| by G%,.. Then, we obtain the desired result by the assumptions and the dominated
convergence theorem. O

The above approach has the disadvantage that it depends strongly on the particular form of the asymptotic
variance due to the noise. In fact, it is not adapted to the case that the endogenous terms of the noise is present
because we have so far known no estimator for the statistic fot (X' X4 R~ [)(1,52];F82)2 G, 'ds which is the
asymptotic variance due to the presence of the endogenous noise. We will also need to modify it if the noise is
autocorrelated since we will need to replace the covariance matrix ¥ of the noise in the asymptotic variance with
the long-run covariance matrix of the noise (see the proof of Proposition 4.2 in Appendix D). To avoid this problem,
we might rely on the approach used in Section 4 of Christensen et al. [15] or the subsampling approach developed
by Kalnina [29] recently though it remains for further research to verify the theoretical validity of them.
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5 Simulation study

In this section, we examine the finite sample performance of our estimators by using Monte Carlo experiments.

5.1 Choice of the threshold processes

As is well known, the thresholding method is often sensitive to the selection of thresholds in finite samples; see
[41] or the Web Appendix of [33] for instance. Therefore, it is important to determine a reasonable rule of selecting
thresholds. Here we present an easy but effective way to determine thresholds. Formal study of methods for optimal
threshold selection in a given model is an important issue for the future.

We will determine the thresholds for individual processes so that we focus on the univariate case. First we
compute an auxiliary estimator X7 for the spot variance process X; = 0o X 1]} + %1/)1 Uit for each sampling time ¢,

where ¢ = fol g'(s)?ds and vy = fol g(s)?ds. In this paper we will use a numerical derivative of the pre-averaged
bipower variation, i.e.

) i—2kny,

= Uy 51205l 2tk _

Yo = —7—— Z (TP||Z (Z)PTFn =K, K+1,...,N

St K_2kn+1 K| ()” () |5 ? ) + 1, 3
p=i—

and ig = igk if i < K. Here, up is the absolute moment of the standard normal distribution, /N is the number

of the available pre-averaging data (71 (Z)") and K is a bandwidth parameter such that K = O(b,, ™) as n — oo for
some a € (0.5,1). We will set K = [N3/4] below. Such a kind of spot variance estimator was studied in Bos et al.
[11]. Then we choose

oL(5%) = 2log(N)**S¢,,  i=0,1,...,N (5.1)

for some ¢ > 0. We will set ¢ = 0.2 below.
The heuristic idea behind the above choice of thresholds is as follows. First we recall the following classic result:

Theorem 5.1 (Pickands [36], Theorem 3.4). Let (X;)ien be a stationary Gaussian process such that E[X;] = 0,
E[X?] =1 and E[X; Xi1] = (k). Iflimy_o v(k) = 0, then maxi<;<, X;/v/2logn — 1, almost surely, as n — oo.

The most important point of the above theorem is that the random variables X;, i = 1,2, ..., in the theorem can
have a kind of dependence structure. This fact is crucial for the present situation because the pre-averaging data
(71 (f)l) is k,-dependent. As a result, Theorem 5.1 has the following implication: Suppose that the observation
data is given by a scaled Brownian motion with i.i.d. Gaussian noise. That is, suppose that Zgi = cWgqi + uy,
1 =20,1,..., where ¢ > 0, W; is a standard Wiener process and (u;) is an i.i.d. random variables independent of
W with u; ~ N(0,w?). Suppose also that (S?) is an equidistant sampling scheme. Then the pre-averaging data

71 7)%) is a centered stationary Gaussian process with the autocovariance function vanishing at infinity, so that
( y p g N

Theorem 5.1 yields
=1,y
ogrz%%\)/(—lz (Z) /\/E 2log N — 1 a.s.

as n — 00, where ¥ = fig0° + %w2 is the variance of 71 (f)Z This result suggests that we may use X - 2log N
as thresholds. This idea has already been introduced as the universal threshold by [18] in the context of wavelet
shrinkage. [18] estimated the unknown parameter 3 by the square of the median absolute deviation (MAD) of

(71 (Z)") divided by 0.6745, the 0.75-quantile of the standard normal distribution. In the present situation (71 @)
is heteroscedastic in general, hence we need to replace ¥ with the spot variance process X; and estimate ¥; by
Y. Consequently, we have arrived at the threshold process given by (5.1), where we multiply the usual universal
threshold by (log N )¢ to ensure the condition (3.1).

Since the threshold process (5.1) can be regarded as a pre-averaging version of the local universal threshold
proposed in [30], so we call (5.1) the pre-averaged local universal threshold (abbreviated PLUT). The author conjec-
tures that the PLUT satisfies the condition [T] under some mild regularity conditions though we do not investigate
this topic in this paper and postpone it in the future. Instead, we will numerically show that the PLUT gives a
reasonable choice of the threshold processes below.

5.2 Simulation design

We simulate over the interval ¢ € [0,1]. We normalize one second to be 1/23400, so that the interval [0, 1]
contains 6.5 hours. In generating the observation data, we discretize [0, 1] into a number n = 23400 of intervals.

In order to extract irregular, nonsynchronous observation times from n equi-spaced division points, we generate
random observation times (S%) and (77) using two independent Poisson processes with intensity n/A; and n/As.

11



Here \; denotes the average waiting time for new data from process Z', so that a typical simulation will have n/\;
observations of Z!, | = 1,2. Following [5], we vary X := (A1, A2) through the following configurations (3,6), (10,20)
and (30,60). Note that because we are simulating in discrete time, it is possible to see common points to the
observation times (S%) and (77).

We consider three types of bivariate Lévy processes J; with no Brownian components to introduce jumps to
models. The specifics of the jump processes are as follows:

NO J =0, i.e. there are no jumps.

SCP1 Let L be a stratified normal inverse Gaussian compound Poisson process with a single jump per unit time
(i.e., the jump time is uniformly distributed over [0, 1] and the jump size follows a normal inverse Gaussian
distribution). The jump size is drawn from £v/S, where £ 1L S, ¢ ~ N(0,1) and S ~ IG(c,c*/7), so that
Var[ev/S] = E[S] = ¢ and Var[S] = ¢3/(c?/v) = ¢y. Then, we set J' = J? = L.

VG Let L' and L? be mutually independent variance Gamma processes such that L} ~ /S, where e 1. S, ¢ ~
N(0,1), and S ~ T'(¢/~,1/7), so that Var[e}/S] = E[S] = ¢ for each | = 1,2 and Var[S] = (¢/~)/(1/7)? = ¢.
Then, we set J! = L! and J? = RL' 4+ /1 — R2L2.

In the simulation we set ¢ = 0.1 and v = 0.25. The value of R is given for each model below. Note that each
component of the above models coincides with the model simulated in Veraart [44].

The observation data (Z%,) and (Z%,) are generated from the models below.

Model 1 (Barndorff-Nielsen et al. [5]) — the case of stochastic volatility & additive noise. The following
bivariate factor stochastic volatility model is used to generate the continuous semimartingales X! and X?2:

dX! = pldt + plo! BF + /1 — (p)20lW, ol = exp(B) + Blol), do! = algldt 4 dBY, 1=1,2,

where (B!, B2,W) is a 3-dimensional standard Wiener processes. The initial values for the o/ processes at each
simulation run are drawn randomly from their stationary distribution, which is ¢! ~ N (0, (—2a!)~1). We carry out
our numerical experiments by using the following parametrization, assumed to be identical across the two volatility
factors: (u!, B4, 8L, al, pl) = (0.03,-5/16,1/8,—1/40,—0.3), so that B} = ( ) 2/2al. This choice of parameters
implies that integrated volatility has been normalized, in the sense that E| fo 1)2ds] = 1. At each simulation run
we add noise (Uk/n)k:0 simulated as

i.4.d. 1 " R ift:S,
Uk/n|{a X, J} "R N(0,w?), w? EZ( z/n) , and  Corr(U},U?) :{ 0 ift#s
i=1 ’

where R = /1 — (p')21/1 — (p?)? and the noise-to-signal ratio, n? takes the value 0.001. Finally, Z{, and Z%, are
given by 7L, = Zéi + UL, and Z%j = Z%j + U%j, where Z! = X! + Jl7 l=1,2.
Model 2 (Jacod et al. [25]) — the case of constant volatility & rounding plus error.

zZl=Xxl+odl, XxXl=Xl+oW,

exp(Z /)
Zl _ IOg Oél eXp(lef/’ﬂ + ui/n) ul — l IOg al|— - alk/ ‘|
k/n o ) k/mn = "k/n (lec/n) ’

where W and W? are correlated standard Winer processes independent of J with d[W?!, W2}, = Rdt and (n}, /n)
is a sequence of independent Bernoulli variables (probabilities péﬂ /n and 1 — pfg /n of taking values 1 and 0), with

exp(zL )

exp(ZL ) alf r/nq

péc/n = log <W> /1og <sz§lk/n)J . We assume that the sequences (ni/n) and (ni/n) are mutually
@ 7

o

independent as well as independent of W and J. Parameters used: o! = 0.2/1/252, X} = log(8), o! = 0.01 and
R =0.5.

Model 3 — the case of stochastic volatility & endogenous noise. The model of the continuous semimartingales
X1 and X? is the same one as in Model 1, but the noise processes UZ, and U2, are given by

Uk =6"n/M (X4 — X§ioh), Uz, =8 n/ (X3, — X3,00).

Here we set ' = §2 = —0.01, so that the microstructure noise is negatively correlated with the returns of the latent
continuous semimartingale processes X! and X?2. This choice reflects the empirical findings reported in Hansen
and Lunde [20]. Note that the magnitude of the noise processes in this model is smaller than the one in Model 1.
Finally, as in Model 1 we set Z§, = Z&, + Ul and 72, = Z2, + UZ,, where Z' = X' + J', 1 =1,2.
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1000 iterations were run for each model. The simulation of the model paths of X! and X2 has been made using
the Euler-Maruyama scheme with n equi-spaced division points.

The estimators are calculated componentwise. That is, we use all of the observations for the variance estimators
and the refresh time sampling of the observations for the covariance estimator. The tuning parameters for pre-
averaging are selected as follows. We use § = 0.15 and g(x) = x A (1 — z) following Christensen et al. [15], and
set k, = [0y/m]. Here, m represents the number of the observed returns when calculating the variance estimators
while the number of refresh times minus 1 when calculating the covariance estimators.

5.8 Simulation results

In Table 1-3, we present the bias and the root mean squared error of our PTHY estimator in Model 1-3
respectively. As a comparison, we also computed the subsampled realized bipower (co)variations (BPVs) based on
5-minutes returns. More precisely, we computed a total of 300 realized bipower (co)variations by shifting the time
of the first observation in 1-second increments. Then, we took the average of these estimators. Such an operation is
commonly used in empirical work in this area; see [4] and [34] for example. Note that we divide the reported numbers
in Table 2 by (0.2/1/252)? for normalization. We can see that our estimator performs well even in finite samples
especially when the frequency of the observations are relatively large. When the frequency of the observations is
small, it is downward biased due to the loss of summands induced by pre-averaging and the nonsynchronisty of
the observation times. It is not surprising, because reducing the effects induced by microstructure noise forces the
estimation to be less efficient. In contrast, the variance estimation by the BPV statistic is significantly upward
biased across all scenarios for Model 1-2, while downward biased across almost all scenarios for Model 3. Although
for Model 1-2 the covariance estimator of the BPV is surprisingly more precise than the variance estimator, our
PTHY estimator is superior to it in most of the scenarios.

In Table 4-6, we present the bias and the root mean squared error of estimators for the quadratic (co)variations
JVEL .= [Zk 7!, — [X*, X!y (k,1 = 1,2) of the jump processes (JV) in Model 1-3 respectively. We also report
the results for the estimators based on the differences between the subsampled realized (co)variances (RV) based
on 5-minutes returns and the BPVs for a comparison. The reported numbers in Table 2 are divided by (0.2/1/252)2
for normalization as above. As the tables reveal, our estimator is downward biased in the presence of jumps when
the frequency of the observations is large and such a downward bias tends to be large in the VG case. It is not
surprising because the thresholding technique cannot detect too small jumps whose sizes have the same magnitude
as those of Brownian increments (note that in finite samples we cannot identify very small jumps in principle;
see Zhang [46] for details). Although the bias is modest compared with that of the BPV based statistic (when
the sampling frequency is sufficiently large), we might need to investigate the possibilities of making finite sample
adjustments. We also find that both of the estimators are upward biased in the absence of jumps. It is theoretically
natural because these estimators should be non-negative asymptotically (note that in the simulation we always have
JV12 >0). In particular, our estimator is far more precise than the BPV based statistic if the sampling frequency
is large. However, our estimator does not perform well when the frequency of the observations is very small. In
this case our estimator is inferior to the BPV based statistic in some situations. It is also worth mentioning that in
terms of the bias our estimator has slightly worth performance in Model 3 than Model 1, despite the fact that the
magnitude of the noise in Model 3 is smaller than that in Model 1.

Finally, we briefly compare our simulation results with some existing empirical studies in this area. Recently
Christensen et al. [14] indicated low-frequency based measures of jump variations such as the above BPV based
statistic tend to be upward biased. In our simulation, the BPV based estimators for the quadratic variations of
the jump processes are upward biased in the absence of jumps. They are also upward biased across all scenarios in
Model 2. These findings have the following implication. First, in real markets jumps might not often occur (or they
might be too active to be disentangled from diffusive components as indicated in [1]) and perhaps their magnitude
is not so large. Second, the round-off effects could be significantly important for measuring jump variations. This is
of course quite natural intuitively. On the other hand, in Table 3 of [14] we can find that the reported values of their
low-frequency based bipower variations are smaller than those of their tick frequency based estimators for almost all
assets, so that we expect the low-frequency based bipower variations will be downward biased. We can observe such
phenomenons (only) across all of the scenarios in Model 3. This is not surprising because the downward bias of the
BPYV based estimators for integrated variances presumably appears only in the presence of the negative correlation
between the noise and the efficient returns.
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Table 1: Simulation results of the estimation of integrated (co)variances in Model 1

PTHY BPV

Target X1 X' X2, (X2, X1 X! X2 (X2,
NO

A=(3,6)  —.003(.136) —.002 (.104) —.004 (241)  .132(.291) —.020 (.136) .131 (.379)
A= (10,20) —.005(.196) —.011 (.135) —.022 (.300)  .131 (.291) —.058 (.165) .122 (.399)
A=(30,60) —.028 (.256) —.037 (.200) —.054 (.425) 120 (.291) —.142 (.246) .092 (.412)
SCP1

A= (3,6) 004 (.137) 003 (.104) 002 (.237) 164 (.318) 012 (.148)  .164 (.399)
A=(10,20) .005 (.198)  —.006 (.137) —.014 (.298)  .163 (.315) —.028 (.166) .155 (.418)
A=(30,60) —.018 (.259) —.033 (.203) —.044 (.421) 151 (.315) —.116 (.236) .123 (.428)
VG

A= (3,6) 005 (.136)  .005 (.103) 011 (.239) 171 (.328) 017 (.150)  .177 (.412)
A=(10,20) .006 (.200) —.003 (.137) —.002 (.303)  .170 (.326) —.022 (.165) .168 (.430)
A=(30,60) —.014 (.256) —.030 (.200) —.033 (.427)  .158 (.322) —.111 (.235) .136 (.438)

reported in parenthesis is rmse.

Note. We report the bias and rmse of the estimators for the integrated (co)variances included in the simulation study. The number

Table 2: Simulation results of the estimation of integrated (co)variances in Model 2

PTHY BPV
Target (X1 (X1, X?); [(X?] (X1 (X1, X2, [(X?]
NO
A=(3,6)  —.000(.090) .003 (.084)  .002 (.010) 111 (.176)  —.021 (.109)  .110 (.177)
A=(10,20) .001 (.118) —.007 (.114) —.011 (.142)  .109 (.115) —.043 (.119) .106 (.181)
A=(30,60) —.021(.159) —.036 (.161) —.057 (.186)  .101 (.180) —.105 (.156) .073 (.181)
SCP1
A= (3,6) 008 (.089) 011 (.085)  .010 (.103) 150 (214) 013 (.122)  .149 (.213)
A= (10,20) .014 (.118)  .005 (.115)  .001 (.144) 148 (215)  —.011 (.124) .145 (.218)
A= (30,60) —.006(.160) —.025(.161) —.045(.188)  .140 (.218) —.076 (.145) .107 (.205)
VG
A= (3,6) 010 (.090)  .002 (.086)  .016 (.109) 154 (:222) 000 (.118)  .158 (.220)
A=(10,20) .004 (.118) —.003 (.118)  .008 (.118) 152 (:224)  —.019 (121) .153 (.222)
A=(30,60) —.010 (.159) —.038 (.159) —.036 (.192)  .143 (.226) —.086 (.152) .119 (.212)

Note. We report the bias and rmse of the estimators for the integrated (co)variances included in the simulation study. The number
reported in parenthesis is rmse. All of the reported numbers are divided by (0.2/1/252)2.
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Table 3: Simulation results of the estimation of integrated (co)variances in Model 3

PTHY BPV
Target X1, X1 X2, [X?) X1, X1 X2, (X2
NO
A=(3,6)  —.004(.128) —.002 (.100) —.007 (.218)  —.027 (.229) —.034 (.147) —.045 (.370)
A=(10,20) —.008 (.186) —.017 (.138) —.033 (.305)  —.042 (.236) —.066 (.171) —.073 (.401)
A=(30,60) —.039(.248) —.055(.198) —.079 (433)  —.073 (.254) —.155 (.259) —.144 (.460)
SCP1
A=(3,6)  .—.000(.127) .000 (.101) —.004 (.215)  —.010 (.229) —.016 (.149) —.026 (.370)
A=(10,20) —.003 (.186) —.014 (.138) —.028 (.300)  —.012 (.237) —.037 (.170) —.042 (.399)
A= (30,60) —.035(.246) —.053(.199) —.074 (428)  —.056 (.251) —.141 (.253) —.127 (.455)
VG
A= (3,6) 002 (.127) 002 (.100)  .003 (.215) 010 (.243) 003 (.156)  .000 (.375)
A=(10,20) —.001 (.186) —.013 (.139) —.018 (.303)  —.005 (.246) —.031 (.171) —.028 (.399)
A= (30,60) —.028(.246) —.051 (.196) —.062 (.435)  —.037 (.255) —.013 (.247) —.102 (.452)

Note. We report the bias and rmse of the estimators for the integrated (co)variances included in the simulation study. The number

reported in parenthesis is rmse.

Table 4: Simulation results of the estimation of jump (co)variations in Model 1

PTHY BPV
Target JVL JV12 JV22 JVLI JV12 JV22
NO

A= (3,6) .000 (.005)  .001 (.003)  .001 (.005) 011 (.075) 016 (.049)  .011 (.093)
A=(10,20) .003 (.018)  .006 (.020)  .009 (.047) 013 (.074) 014 (.055)  .016 (.107)
A=(30,60) 018 (.071)  .025 (.066)  .030 (.113) 020 (.097) 023 (.063)  .044 (.132)
SCP1

A=(3,6)  —.006(.032) —.003(.037) —.004(.041)  —.021 (.098) —.022 (.077) —.021 (.111)
A=(10,20) —.006 (.050) .002 (.055)  .002 (.071) —.018 (.098) —.020 (.084) —.016 (.122)
A=(30,60) .008(.097)  .021 (.089)  .021 (.125) —.012 (.113) —.016 (.096)  .013 (.135)
VG

A=(3,6)  —.008(.039) —.007 (.041) —.017(.046)  —.029 (.116) —.030 (.097) —.038 (.129)
A=(10,20) —.007 (.053) —.003 (.053) —.013 (.070)  —.026 (.112) —.028 (.100) —.034 (.138)
A=(30,60) .003(.098)  .014 (.092)  .004 (.125) —.020 (.124) —.026 (.121) —.005 (.140)

Note. We report the bias and rmse of the estimators for the jump (co)variations included in the simulation study. The number
reported in parenthesis is rmse.
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Table 5: Simulation results of the estimation of jump (co)variations in Model 2

PTHY BPV

Target JVL1 Jvi2 JV22 JVI JVL2 JV22
NO

A= (3,6) 000 (.002)  .001 (.003)  .001 (.005) 134 (141)  .010 (.038)  .137 (.145)
A=(10,20) .003 (.011)  .006 (.015)  .009 (.023) 136 (.144) 013 (.040)  .141 (.152)
A=(30,60) .017 (.039)  .035 (.059)  .052 (.087) 143 (.155) 018 (.049)  .169 (.186)
SCP1

A=(3,6)  —.007(.032) —.009 (.037) —.008 (.040)  .095 (.127) —.025 (.082) .099 (.136)
A=(10,20) —.009 (.047) —.005 (.054) —.001 (.060)  .098 (.130) —.024 (.087) .103 (.141)
A=(30,60) .004 (.065)  .023 (.086)  .038 (.107) 104 (.139)  —.022 (.104) .133 (.173)
VG

A=(3,6)  —.012(.036) —.009 (.034) —.019 (.045)  .082 (.135) —.021 (.071) .083 (.122)
A=(10,20) —.012(.052) —.004 (.046) —.015(.061)  .084 (.137) —.021 (.072) .085 (.127)
A=(30,60) —.002(.078) .024 (.085)  .025 (.108) 089 (.146) —.013 (.084) .118 (.163)

Note. We report the bias and rmse of the estimators for the jump (co)variations included in the simulation study. The number
reported in parenthesis is rmse. All of the reported numbers are divided by (0.2/1/252)2.

Table 6: Simulation results of the estimation of jump (co)variations in Model 3

PTHY BPV

Target JVL1 JV12 JV22 JVL JVL2 JV22
NO

A= (3,6) 001 (.007)  .002 (.006)  .003 (.016) 013 (.087)  .009 (.051)  .012 (.107)
A=(10,20) .007 (.032)  .011(.032)  .017 (.060) 014 (.091)  .009 (.052)  .017 (.108)
A= (30,60) .030 (.089)  .039 (.081)  .055 (.153) 022 (.094) 015 (.054)  .053 (.138)
SCP1

A=(3,6)  —.003(.022) —.001 (.027) .000 (.035) —.004 (.093) —.010 (.065) —.006 (.112)
A=(10,20) .001 (.052)  .009 (.059)  .013 (.078) —.016 (.110) —.024 (.083) —.014 (.120)
A=(30,60) .025(.098)  .038 (.093)  .051 (.157) 006 (.099)  —.005 (.069) 037 (.135)
VG

A=(3,6)  —.005(.038) —.004 (.041) —.010(.045)  —.026 (.123) —.032 (.098) —.037 (.138)
A= (10,20) —.000 (.055) .005 (.058)  .001 (.073) —.025 (.124) —.033 (.100) —.031 (.136)
A=(30,60) 018 (.109)  .003 (.103)  .034 (.151) —.015 (.122) —.033 (.118)  .006 (.137)

Note. We report the bias and rmse of the estimators for the jump (co)variations included in the simulation study. The number

reported in parenthesis is rmse.
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Appendix
A Proof of Theorem 3.1
First note that for the proof we can use a localization procedure, and which allows us to systematically replace

the conditions [C1], [C2], [N’] and [F] by the following strengthened version:

[SC1] There is a positive constant K such that b, N;* < K for all n and t¢.
[SC2] [C2] holds, and (A)’, (A%), (A')', (4%) and [V, W] for each V,W = X', X2, X', X? are bounded.
[SN?] ([ |2]"Qs(dz))ser, is a bounded process.

[SF] We have [F] and there is a positive constant B such that

B™' < inf |yi| < sup|yi| < B (A1)
keN kEN

for each [ =1, 2.
Next we introduce the following strengthened version of the condition [T]:

[ST] For each | = 1,2 we have @, (t) = o, (t)pn, where (p,)nen is the same one in [T] and (, ())nen is a sequence
of (not necessarily adapted) positive-valued stochastic processes such that there exists a positive constant K
satisfying

1
— < inf aglq)t < su aglq)t < Ky, n=12,....
Ko tery ®) teﬂg ®) 0

Lemma A.1. Let (c,) be a sequence of positive numbers. If we have

ucp

T HPTHY (ZY,22)" — PHY (X', X2)"} “20 as n— oo (A.2)
under the condition [ST], then we have also (A.2) under the condition [T].

Proof. Let t > 0 and k € N. Suppose that [T] holds. Then, for an arbitrary ¢ > 0, there exists a positive number
K such that

supP | sup al(s)>K ) <e and supP | sup [1/d)(s)]>K | <e, l=1,2.
neN 0<s<R! neN 0<s<R!

Hence for any 1 > 0 we have

1
P(U"(t)>n) < P(RLAR? <t)4+4c+ P | U™t ARLAR?) >n, max | sup ol(s)V sup —— | <K |,
1€{1,2} | o<s<RL 0<s<Rl ()

where U"(t) := supg< < ¢ Y PTHY (Z},Z2)" — PHY (X!,X2)"|. Therefore, by the assumption we obtain

limsup P (0" (t) > n) < P(Ry AR} < t) +4e.

n—r00

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we can replace € in the above inequality with 0. Finally, with k£ tending to 0, we obtain the
desired result. |

We need a modification of sampling times as follows. We write 7, = b& . Next, let v, = inf{t|r,(t) > 7, }, and
define a sequence (§i)ieZ+ sequentially by Si=Siif §i < vy, otherwise Si=8-1 47, Then, (§Z) is obviously a
sequence of F(O)_stopping times satisfying (2.2) and supieN(gi — §i_1) < 7. Furthermore, for any ¢ > 0 we have
P(ﬂz{gZ At # SPAt}H) < Plu, <t) — 0asn — oo by (2.3). By replacing (S%) with (77), we can construct a
sequence (TVJ ) in a similar manner. This argument implies that we may also assume that

sup r,(t) < 7 (A.3)
teR 4

by an appropriate localization procedure.
Finally, we note that the inequality (3.2) of [31] holds true:

S KM <2k, +1 and Y K* <2, +1,  k=0,1,.... (A4)
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Now we introduce some notation and prove some lemmas which we will also use later. Set g; = g(p/ky) and
A(g);‘ = gp41 — g, for every n,p. For any semimartingale V' and any (random) interval I, we define the processes

V(I): and I by V(I); = fo 17(s—)dVs and I; = 1;(t) respectively. Moreover, set

kp—1 kp—1

Z g V(IHry, V(D) =Y gpv(Tt),
q=1

and

kn—1 kn—1
V(@) ==b,"2>" Agpv (™), V(I =-b"2 > Ag)pV (),

for each t € Ry and 4,5 € Z. The following lemma is an analog to Lemma 3.1 of [30] and was used in [31]:

Lemma A.2. Suppose Al, [X!], Al and [Xl] are absolutely continuous with locally bounded derivatives for 1 =1,2.
Suppose also (A.3) holds. Then a.s. we have

D, @)

imsupsup — T < g sup p I timsupsup —2= O <1 qup X7, (A5)
n—oo i€N /2knrnlog 71 0< n—oco €N 2]€n77n10g% 0<s<t

| 2D o »

lim sup sup <ol swp X7, timsupsp — L < sy X7 (A6)

sl
n—oo €N  [ok . 10g 1 <s<t n—oo €N  [ok . log L 0<s<t
’Vl

for any t > 0, where L is a positive constant which only depends on g.

Proof. Combining a representation of a continuous local martingale with Brownian motion and Lévy’s theorem on
the uniform modulus of continuity of Brownian motion, we obtain

. X! -X,
limsup sup X = X < sup [[XY.], limsup sup X = X < sup |[ X',
d—=+0 s,u€l0 t] /25 1og 0<s<t §=+0 su€l0,t] , /2§5]og % 0<s<t
‘5 u|< |[s—u|<d
oo ¥ kn—l n

where X! = -2, 17) e X' Since X'(Z)i = -2 Alg)p (X;l+pAt — X;IM) and |A(g)p| < éHf\g/HOO, we
obtain the first inequality in (A.5). On the other hand, since Abel’s partial summation formula yields X 1@)% =
—1/2 ko — n +1)/kn
b2 A () — Alg)y FX G0, ~ Ko ): and Alg)fy = Mgy = — [ (@41 k) — g (2) Y,
the piecewise Lipschitz continuity of ¢’ and (2.5) imply the second inequality in (A.5). By symmetry we also obtain
(A.6). O

We can strengthen Lemma A.2 by a localization if we assume that (A.3) and [SC2] hold, so that in the remainder
of this section we always assume that we have a positive constant K and a positive integer ng such that

K@i + X @) KD + XL (A7)

sup <
ieN v/ 2k, 7| log by, | jeN v/ 2k, 7| log by,

for all ¢ > 0 and w € Q if n > ng. Moreover, we only consider sufficiently large n such that n > ny.
Next, set

C@D =Y A, T =Y Agre,,,

for each i,j € Z4. Throughout the discussions, for (random) sequences (z,,) and (yn), ®n < vy, means that there
exists a (non—random) constant C' € [0,00) such that z,, < Cy, for large n. We denote by Ey a conditional
expectation given F() ie. Ey[]:= E[|F©)].

Lemma A.3. Suppose [SNL’”] hold for some r € [2,00). Then there exists a some positive constant K, independent
of n such that

Bo[[C @) < Koky™?, Eol[T(T)[N) < Kokl (A-8)
for alli,j € N.
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Proof. The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, Jensen’s inequality and the Lipschitz continuity of g yield

kep—1 /2 K —1
Eo[[C' (D) {Z IA(9)5Caits } < k2t Z Eol|A(9)pChi, "] S k"2,

p=0
hence we obtain the first inequality of (A.8). By symmetry we also obtain the second one. O
Set I' = [§,5¢Fkn), Ji = [T9, T+kn) and RV (i, j) = Stkn v Ti+kn for each i,j € Z.

Lemma A.4. Let ¢ be a positive number. Suppose [SC2] and [SF] hold. Suppose also [SN°] holds for some
€ (2,00). Then for all t > 0 we have

ZP(K )| > e, N (i)t¢o,§i+’%gt)—>o, ZP(K TV > e, N2(J9), ;é(),fj*’f"gt)—m (A.9)

as n — Q.

Proof. Lemma A.3 yields E0[|C @) Lin(riy, 201 S Jen " 1{n1(Fiy,0) uniformly in 4. Since N is a point process,
we obtain

3P (@12 0N 40,554 <HFV) £ 25 R v, ] S BN
=1

and thus we obtain the first equation of (A.9) since r > 2 and k,, — oo as n — oco. By symmetry we also obtain
the second equation of (A.9), and thus we complete the proof of lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By a localization procedure, we may replace the conditions [F], [C1]-[C2] and [N°] with
[SF], [C1]-[C2] and [SN?] respectively. Moreover, we can also replace the condition [T] with [ST] by Lemma A.1,
while (2.3) can be replaced with (A.3) due to the above argument.

We decompose the target quantity as

PTHY (Z',2%)? — PHY (X', X?)?
N - X (3)(F) K
T (Wayka)2\ Z (L)X AT) {1Z" @)i12> 0L L} U{1Z*(T)7 12> 02 4]}
i,j:RV(i,j)gt
ALAVITZ AN L LN D2 AN L DL P2 I\ g
* Z(:) {D@XF) +X @ D)} + D@D (j)i}K”{zl@)iPs@;[iJ,f(i)f2s@am}>
i,7:RY (1,7)<t

:Z]It + I[Ht + ]I]I]It + ]IVt,

L
where D! := ZkNél 4t for each | =1, 2.
First consider I. By the Schwarz inequality and (A.4), we have

i,5:RY (i,§) <t i,§:RY (i,5)<t

1/2 1/2
1 XLV 2 frid 20 7\ |2 joid

swp [l <oy > KOTPE N g @ps o > KOPE s
<s< (Yrykn)

1/2 1/2

1 L 7ig2 X2(7))2

Sk_{ Z X" (Z)"| 1{Zl(f)i2>g}l[i]}} { Z X(T)?| 1{\22(j)j\2>g%[j]} .
i:Sitkn <t G:Ti+kn <t

Consider }, giir, <, |Xl (f)i|21{|z1 @) l2> 0l [i]} We decompose it as

Sl 20002 _ 72
Y. KOPYzappsam= 2. X@ (1{&1@)1'|2>9;[i1,N1<ﬁ>t:0} +1{|21(f)i\2>£’}z[i]x]\71(ﬁ)t¢0})

i:§i+k” <t i:§i+kn <t
=: Alﬂf + A27t.
On{|X( 7)) > oL[i], 57t*» <t} we have

2k, | log by, |
Pn

@) = X @) - XD - X <>|>¢p—n<¢—_—2K
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y [ST] and (A.7). Hence by (3.1) we have

Ais Y ROPgaeu <2 (22) ¥ K <>||<<>|+2(4/fi°) > @

i:Sitkn <t i:Sitkn <t i:Sitkn <t

[N

and thus (3.1) and (A.7) imply that A, < (pn)~ "2 Y i Gitkn <t |Zl (Z)!|". Hence Lemma A.3 and [SC1] yield

EA14] S (bnkn) ™ (knpn) ~7 (A.10)

On the other hand, since |I*(t)| < k,7, — 0 and N is a point process, pathwise for sufficiently large n there exists
a some index k(i) € N for each i such that D! (I) = v, (1)N1(I?);. Hence by (A.1) we have |D'(Z (A)| > B!
{|Z (Z)'2 < oL]d], Nl(IZ) # 0,8k < ¢} for each i pathwise for sufficiently large n. Moreover, on {|Zl( )t |2
n[]a|D( )|ZB 7Sl+k St}wehave

C'@)| > D @)i| - 12" @) - |1 X @i - |X @i > B~ — Valli] - X' @)i| - | X @),

hence by (A.7) a.s. for sufficiently large n we have Ay <> aiir, o, |X1 (f)i|21{‘21@)i|>1/23 N1(T1)e0} Therefore

Lemma A .4 yields

r—2

Asy = o0, ((bnkn)’l(knpn)’T) . (A.11)

By (A.10) and (A.11) we obtain »; gy, <, |X (7)"21 (2@ Psoi ) = O, ((bnkn)’l(knpn)*%z) , and by symme-

try we also obtain 37, 7k, <, |X (T |21 (Z2Fisap) = O ((bnkn)’l(knpn)’%2) . Consequently, by (2.5) we

L
have supo<cs [I] = O, ((b}ﬂp;l> : ) .

Next consider II. Since D(Z)i =0 on {N*(I?), = 0}, we have

_ 1 ALF\iT2 (P i
e (Yrykn)? Z DIDRZ TV B @y <oy )22 Py P <2 1.8 (.o}
i,j€Z RV (1,5)<t

1/4>

and thus an argument similar to the proof of (A.11) yield supgc,<; [Ils| = o,(b Similarly we can show

Supg< < || = op(bn/ ) and supg< <, [IVs] = op(bn/ ). Consequently, we complete the proof of Theorem 3.1. O

B Proof of Theorem 3.4

Exactly as in the previous section, we can use a localization procedure for the proof, and which allows us to
systematically replace the conditions [A4], [A6] and [Kg] by the following strengthened versions:

[SA4] ¢V 5 < ¢ and (A.3) holds.
[SA6] T here exists a positive constant C' such that b, ' H, (t) C for every t.
[SKs] We have [Kg] with E' = E2 =: E and (A'), [M']', (A")" and [M']’ (I = 1,2) are bounded. Moreover, there is

a non-negative bounded measurable function 1 on F such that

sup |0 (w,t, )| < 9(x) and / Y(z)PFi(dz) < o0, 1 =1,2.
weQtER, E

Next, an argument similar to the one in the first part of Section 12 of [23] allows us to assume that 5 <é{<E <1
under [A2]. Furthermore, in the following we only consider sufficiently large n such that

kepn < b57L/2, (B.1)

Note that we can use Lemma 11.2 of [31] under [A2] and [SA4] in this situation.
Now we prove some auxiliary results. Let

Nl = 1{|51‘>1}*Ml, Ll = Ii(él)*(ul—yl).

First we need the pre-averaged versions of some lemmas in Section 6 of [30]. For processes V and W, V e W denotes
the integral (either stochastic or ordinary) of V' with respect to W.
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Lemma B.1. Suppose [ST|, [A2], [SA4] and [SKz] hold. Then for anyt > 0 we have

§jP( Iy # 0, L@ > 40k(i) >0, 3P (N £0, L2 DNP > 4627]) 0 (B2)

j=1
as n — o0.

Proof. Since N! and L' have no common jump, Ito’s formula yields

NYIH|LNT)' P = [L'Z) P T. e N' + 2N (I')_LY(T)" o LN(I)' + N (I')— o [LY(T)],
and thus we obtain E[N'(I');|LY(Z)i|?] = E[|LY(Z)!|2 ¢ e A}] + E[Nl(Iz) o (L(Z)?)] by the optional sampling
theorem, where A' is the compensator of N*. Since A' = 15151} * v! and (LYT)Y) = Z]; Ilgp (I'F7 o (1)) =

Z;ﬁ;}l gpll” TP (61 % 11, by [SKa), [A2] and the optional sampling theorem we have

kn—1

E[NY(I'),|L'(Z /E|L )i 211 ds + Z/E (I') I'*P]ds

_/O E[(LNT)"),I']ds + Z/ E[A (I, I1P]ds

and thus again [SK»] and the representations of A and <I_/1(f)i) yield

kn—1 kp—1 kp—1
EN P @i S 3 / Bl (7ROl x v s + 3 / BANT7)E s § ) B IT O]

Since [SA4] implies 32°°, |T/(1)|2 < Tnt, we have

ZP( ﬂw<n>@n).°ZE NEIL DR S

n

and thus (3.1) yields the first equation of (B.2). Similarly we can prove the second equation of (B.2). O

Let @,(e) = 212:1 f{w<a} Y (x)P Fl(dz) for each p € [3,00). The following lemma is the same one as Lemma 6.7
of [30], and will be useful to prove the lemmas below.

Lemma B.2. Suppose [SKg| for some 5 € [0,2]. Let p be a positive number and (p,) be a sequence of positive
numbers which tends to 0. Then there exists a sequence of numbers ,, € (0, 1] such that

limsup(p;, e )Pes(en) < 1 (B.3)
n—oo
and
pp(en) =0, /Pn/en =0 (B.4)
as n — 0.

Proof. The strategy of the proof is the same as the one in the proof of Lemma 7.4 of [3]. Let

ay, == sup{y € (0,00)|y"@s(yv/pn) <1},  an:=1V(a, —n").

Since @g(e) — 0 as ¢ — 0, for any C' > 0 there exists a positive number ¢y such that ¢ < g¢ implies @g(e) < CP.
Moreover, since p, — 0 as n — oo, there exists a positive integer ng such that n > ng implies p,, < ¢2/C?, hence
CPps(C\/pn) < 1. Therefore we have a;, — oo, hence a,, — oo. Furthermore, for sufficiently large n a, < a,,
hence af, ps(an+/pn) < 1. Therefore, if we put €, := ayn/pn A 1, we obtain (B.3) and /p,, /e, — 0. Moreover, since
©s(en) < @plany/pn) < a,? — 0, we complete the proof. O

We introduce some auxiliary notation. We introduce aa auxiliary sequence (e,,) of numbers in (0, 1] such that

lim sup - Pn 00, (B.5)

n—0 En

21



and we set F,, := {x € E‘z/J(x) > sn}. We will more specify the sequence (g,,) later. Furthermore, we put
D' = k(6% * i, Xt= A+ MY, vi.= x'+ D!, Nt:=1p, * 4,
= k() 1pe « (1 = V') — k() 1p, V', Eli=w(8)1ge * (1 1) O = k(d)1p, * V!
for each [ = 1,2 and
X =X +US, X3, =X2,+Uf;, Yo=Y +Usk, Y3,=Y3 +U,
for each i,j € Z.
Lemma B.3. Suppose [SKg] holds for some 8 € [0,2]. Then for any t > 0 we have

iz\?l(ﬁ)t = 0y (kne;,?), ZN2 ()t = Op(kney?). (B.6)
i=1

Proof. Since £ [221 Nl(I_i)t] =X BAYI)] S e P2 E|I(1)]] < e,%knt, we obtain the first equation
of (B.3). By symmetry we also obtain the second one. O
Lemma B.4. Suppose [SKg] holds for some 3 € [0,2]. Then for any t > 0 we have

E|YILNDiP
i=1

SenPeslen)kn, B D IEWDIP| Senoslen)kn (B.7)

Proof. Since B[EM(D);[2] = EIED @) S e2(en)B [ Lpey IT7(0)]] and EIO@)?] S e~ B IF @],

we have
oo

BN 12Y@);)

i=1

Since @a(e,) < (£0)? Ppplen), (B—1)1 < B/2 and k,, 7, = 0((,,)?) by (3.1) and (B.5), we obtain the first equation
of (B.7). By symmetry we obtain the second equation of (B.7). O

Lemma B.5. Suppose [ST] and [SKg| hold for some 8 € [0,2]. Then for any t > 0 we have

< palen)knt + 6,24k, 7, - Kt

o0 oo

—B/2 —B/2
Zl{\Ll(Z Vil2>col i} T Op(k Pn )7 Zl{|L2(J)]\2>CQ(2)[g]} (knpn ) (BS)
Proof. Combining Lemma B.3 with Lemma B.4, we obtain

Zl{m(z i>eak i) S Z |2+ZN (1) —%(En) enkn + € ki,

hence Lemma B.2 with p = 1 yields the first equation of (B.8). By symmetry we also obtain the second one. |
Lemma B.6. Suppose [ST] and [SKg| hold for some 8 € [0,2]. Then for any t > 0 we have

I

LN @1 o e <eanay = o0 (ko). Z|L2( PV gty = o (Fnok ) (B9)
1 =1

2

Proof. Since

Z|L Lyzi@yip<eon

h |

YD) N (1ye=0y + Z ILNZ L1 @)i2<col [i],N1 (IF): 0}

A

'Mg HMg

N
Il
-

1€ 1(I)§|2+Pnzl{zv1(ﬁ)t¢o}v
i=1
Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 yield Y°° [LY(Z){]21 (@) 2<cor iy = Op ({(en)?¢5(en) + pntkne,”), hence by

Lemma B.2 with p = 2 we obtain the first equation of (B.9). By symmetry we also obtain the second equation of
(B.9). O



Next we prove some lemmas which deal with the events that the noise part corrects the effect of small jumps.
Let 1y, := (knpn)~t. Set

Fp—1 kp—1
1 V2 7\i 2
= Z 93( Gitp ngp 1)7 Y (T) = Z 92( Ti+a YTJ+q 1)
p=1 q=1

for each i,j € Z.

Lemma B.7. Let ¢1 and ca be two positive numbers. Suppose [ST], [SA4] and [SKg] hold for some B € [0,2].
Suppose also that [SN°] holds for some r € (2,00). Then for any t > 0 we have

2 . r—2 —ﬂ 2
2 V' @ PL @y sy 1110 @ Eeagy iy = % (07 22™7) (B.10)
i:Sitkn <t
V2(7V21 s - - _ —p/2
AZ VIV PL @y iniiz@ipsaem = % (77”2 P ) (B-11)
jiTi+kn <t

Proof. Consider (B.10). We decompose the target quantity as

72 _ Vi Fi2
Y. VOPUe@psanmn@irsanm = 2o ¥ OFLE @ieseno 0 @isest )8 (10}

i:Sitkn <t i:Gitkn <t
3172
+ D K@D Pl @y ser g (1L D cach [l N1 T i=0}
:Sithn <t

=: Alﬂg + A27t.

By Lemma B.1 we obtain Ay ; = o, (mﬂ pn'@/2) On the other hand, on {|X (Z)'2 > c10L[i]} we have

E @ > K@) - (XD X @ |>¢p—n(\f 2K\/m>

by [SA4], [ST] and (A.7). Hence by (3.1) we have

172
A < D0 K@D U0 @yes 01116 @) 2> capm 4o}

i:Sithn <t
r r—2
2Kg\ 2 r 2Ko\ * =L =i
=2 (c ) > XK@ O @y T2 <c ) Yo @D @ s ety
Wn/  Girrn < Wn/ Gt <t

and thus (3.1) and (A.7) imply that As; < (pn)~ = > kan<t|§ @)1 UL @2 >ca0l [y By Lemma A.3 we

r—2
obtain Ey [As] < nn? k' Yo, 1{E1(f)i|2>91 Wy hence Lemma B.5 yield Ay, = o, (nn Pn B2 ) . Consequently,
we obtain (B.10). By symmetry we also obtain (B.11), and thus we complete the proof. O

Lemma B.8. Suppose [ST|, [SA4] and [SKg] hold for some 8 € [0,2]. Suppose also that [SN°] holds for some
€ (2,00). Then for any t > 0 we have

717\ _ r/4 —pB/4
>> 1P DNz @y <o iesaasiay = o0 (il o) (B.12)
#§ithn <t
2 Ny /4, —B/4
> DN 2 Gy pcani @i = (’W Pn ) (B.13)
G Ti+kn <t

Proof. Consider (B.12). We decompose the target quantity as

Ag ILY(Z ) 11 {Z"(@)712< ok [i],| LM(Z)i|2> 40} [i]}
§:Sitkn <t
B 715y R o . Yales 7\7 LY(T
= > |'@D (1{|Zl<z>i\2>g;W4,|z1<z>i\2§g;m,m<z>z|2>4g;m} +1{\41(I)i|2§9L[i]/4,\ZI(I)iIQSQL[iLILl(I)i\2>4@L[i1})

i:Gitkn <t

=: B + Ba;.
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By the Schwarz inequality we have

F1/7\1
Bie < D L@ e @ s ot fyan @i et )

i:./S'\H’ant
1/2 1/2
F1l,/7\i2
<{ > 1D 1{<l(f>i2>g,am/4}} { > 1{L1<f)§2>4em}} :
i:§itkn <t i:Sitkn <t
[ST] and Lemma A.3 yield
T17V\i|2 N 77« /2 r/2 1 /2
E Z |L (I)t| 1{\ZI(Z)i|2>Q}l[i]/4} ~ ZE |:|L | EOHC ( ] ZE |I <77n k.

i:Sithn <t

IN

Combining this with Lemma B.5, we obtain By, = op (k ! p 6/4) On the other hand, on {|71 ()2
L[], [ILY(Z)i2 > 4pL[i]} we have |Y ()Y > |LNT)| — |Z )i > \/0k[i]. Moreover, by (A.7) we have

2k, 7 | log by |
Pn 7

DM@ > V' @) - 1K@l - T @ - 1X'(@ )|>\/p_n<2\/—

on {|C @)1 < oLli]/4, |Y ()12 > ol[i], 57 < t}, and thus (3.1) yields |[DY(Z)i| > 0, hence N'(I?) # 0.
Therefore, we obtain

PN
Boo < D L@ ma@ypsaes a7, o) (B.14)

i:Sithn <t
and thus Lemma B.1 yields B2 ; = o, (knnz;/ 4 Pn Al ) . Consequently, we obtain (B.12). By symmetry we also obtain
(B.13), and thus we complete the proof. O

Lemma B.9. Suppose [ST], [SA4] and [SKy] hold. Suppose also that [SN°] for some r € (2,00). Then for any
t > 0 we have

717y 21 r/2
2 Oz @rpcoi @i = O (?) (B.15)
§:Sitkn <t
2 2 ) o r/2
D PO 2@z @ = Or (Fnn?) (B.16)
GiTi+kn <t

Proof. Consider (B.15). We decompose the target quantity as
7172
2 B @Y @y min @ps sy
7:Sitkn <t
_ 7172 R o o o _
= 2. 1K@l (L2 @ o172 @ <an 615 i achiay * LG @12 <o /4 2B < b 2 D> ey
§:Sitkn <t

=T+ T,

An argument similar to that in the proof of (B.14) yields I'sy = o, (kznnz/z) . On the other hand, Lemma A.3 yields

Bl S o7/ Y0 B |IE @5 PE(C @)1 £ ’“/QZE T < /2,

i=1
hence we obtain (B.15). By symmetry we also obtain (B.16), and thus we complete the proof. O
Let Kt” = 1{f¢(t)mjj(t)75@} for each i,] € ZJr and t € R+.

Lemma B.10. Suppose that [A2] and [SA4] are satisﬁed. Let 7 be a G™ -stopping time. Then HKY is Fgingi-

measurable for any i,j € 7, provided that H is a ng( )-measumble random variable.
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Proof. Let B = {IZ NJi(r) # (Z)}. It is sufficient to show that ANBNC € F, for any v € R, where A € Q}%"v)(i i

and C = {5 AT <u}. On B we have RY(i,j) — S' ATI < [IF| v |JI| v (Sitkn — T9) v (T9+kn — §i) < k7, hence
RY(i,j) = {RY(i,7) = S AT'} + S ATV < S'ATT +k,7,, and thus we have BNC' = BNCN{RY (i,7) < u+kn7n}.

Since A, B € lev)(m.), we have AﬁBﬁ{RV(i,j) < u+knin} € Guik,r,, however, Gy g, 7, = .7:( en bg,%) C Fu
UtknTrn—by %)y
by (B.1). This together with the fact that C' € F,, implies ANBNC € F,. O

Lemma B.11. Suppose [SC1]-[SC2], [A2], [SA4], [SAG], [SKs] and [SN5] hold. Then for any t > 0, there exists a
positive constant K independent of both n and (e,,) such that

E | sup Yoo E@DIMATNET || < Kk2 ea(en)byt, (B.17)
V== i iRy (i) <s l

E | sup S E@IMAT)NKT| | < Kk2\pa(en)bl?, (B.18)
0<s<t

i,j:RY (4,5)<s

E | sup Z El(f)iz2(j)jl_(ij < KE2\/ (e, (B.19)

0<s<t =
=504 RY (4.4)<s

Proof. First consider (B.17). since integration by parts and Lemma 4.3 of [31] yield
S DM (THRY = {RIZND) | o a3 F )+ {KYMAT) | e 21D, (B.20)
we can decompose the target quantity as

>

i,j:RY (4,5)<s

[1]1

@A F YK

=i[{K””1<I> Vedrt (G {KIPGY Ve @1+ Y S @UGIKY

i,7=0 i,5:RY (i,5)>s

= Al,s + A2,s + AS,s-

First we estimate A ,. Since 21(Z)! = Z];" L gpE! (I'*7), and M2(T) Zs"l g"MQ(JJ*‘q) s, we have

oo kp—1
A=Y N gugrKVENIHP)_ 7T o M2
4,j=0 p,q=1
oo itkn,—1j+k,—1 oo
_ n . .on  joii=lTitpy  Tit+4 2 _ =1/7p\ T4 2
=33 > gpagr JKYENITP) M e M2 =) w(p,q)-E'(IP)-J% e M,
3,j=0 p=i+1 q=j+1 P.q=1

1 a—1 ij
where v(p, q)s = Db, (p—Fon 1) 4 > (gt t1), Ip—i9q—; K. Hence we have

and thus we obtain

oo + 0o 2
s sy [ B {Zv(p,q)sﬁl(f”)s} Ji ds=z / j27eE |2 (1), 7L ]| ds

q=1

0o p—1 qg—1
SHACOD DS > E[Ktwup(t)ﬂﬂ(f)ﬂ</€4<p2(€n)/€ bn < ko (en)BY

P:q=1i=(p—kn+1)4+ j=(g—kn+1)+

by the representation of (M?) and ('), [A2], (A.4), [SA6] and (2.5). Combining this with the Schwarz and Doob

inequalities, we conclude that
E [ sup |A175|} S k2 pa(en)bi/ 2. (B.21)

0<s<t
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Similarly we can also show that E [supg<,<;[A2s|] S k2+/p2 (an)b,l/4. Now we estimate As . (B.20), the Doob
inequality, [A2] and the optional sampling theorem, (A.4) and [SA6] imply that

oi“EtZI (FEEIP| 2 oalenE | 3 BIF@IFOI| < ealenthn (B.22)
s 7,7=1

On the other hand, (A.4) also implies

Yo KIS @hn+1) | > 14+ ) 1| < (2kn + Dy (B.23)

i,5:RY (i,5)>s i:Sitkn > G:Titkn >

Therefore, the Schwarz inequality and 2.5) yield E [supg<,<; |As.s]] < /o2(en)kn - kn S ki«/wg(sn)b}lﬂl. Conse-
quently, we conclude that (B.17) holds. (B.18) can be shown in a similar manner.
Finally consider (B.19). Define the process 3? by 37 = \/_Z . Cfm (Fi<ty Then obviously 37 is a purely

dlscontlnuous locally square-integrable martingale B(®) and Q (J )J =32(J )j on {TJ‘H“" < t}. On the other hand,

I~

since Z! is quasi-left continuous by Theorem I-4.2 of [27] and for every j 77 is F(®)-predictable time by [A2], we
have AE%]. = 0 for every j. Therefore, we have [Z!, 3] = 0, and thus we can decompose the target quantity as

>, F@TIREY
i,5:RY (4,5)<s
= HK””l() } ¢ 32(7) + {Ki@?(f){}-él(f)g]+ > E@D)IFTKY
i,j=0 i,5: RV (i,5)>s

= Tl,s + T2,s + TB,S
due to integration by parts and Lemma 4.3 of [31]. First we estimate Y1 5. Since

oo kn—1k,—1

=0T DT DT G A RIEN () e 3
1,j=0 p=1 qgq=0
oo ithkn—1j+kn—1

=b, 12 NN g Ay KYENIT) T e 32 =012 N "0/ (pg) BN (IP) Y e 32,

4,j=0 p=i+1 q=j p=1¢=0

-1 n n [1j
Where ’Ul(p, q)s = Ef:(p_k71+1)+ Zg:(q_kn"l‘l)‘F gpiiA(g)quKSJ' We ha.Ve

hence we obtain

o0 o0 2
E [[Tl,']t] SZE {Zvl(p, q)”fqgl(fp)”ﬂ} 1{?‘195} ZZE{ Tq/\tE ['E (IP)T‘IM' |]:S(i') 1/\T‘1/\tH

q=0p=1

SeplE) >N Y > B[EIIPW] S ealealk S Kipa(ea)bl/

q=0 p=1i=(p—kn+1)4 j=(¢—kn+1)+

by the optional sampling theorem, the representation of (Z'), Lemma B.10, the Lipschitz continuity of g, (A.4)
and (2.5). Since (Y7.) is the predictable compensator of [Y;.], the above result and the Schwarz and Doob
inequalities yield E [supg< <, | T1,s|] < k2\/02(en)bn +/4_On the other hand, we can show that E [supg<cs | T2,s]] S

k,%\/cpg(sn)b,lz/ *in a similar manner to the proof of (B.21). Finally, since

~

r—~1 J 1712 = 72 Tt
su E K <E E | su < o(en)E E I'(t < palen)kn
0<52t1] 0| | i—0 |:0<sgt| ( ) | :| ~ 2( ) i 0| ( )| 2( )

by (A.4) and the Doob inequality, the Schwarz inequality and (B.23) yield E [supg<,<, [Ts,s|] < k2\/ 2 (En)b}/4
Consequently, we obtain (B.19). O
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Lemma B.12. Suppose [ST], [A2], [SA4] and [SKs] hold for some (3 € [0,2]. Suppose also that [SN’] holds for
some r € (2,00). Then for any t > 0 we have

k2w | OM@EMADIEY| = o, (b/1) + 0, (ph2), (B.24)
0<s<t|. . 5., .
i,5:RY (,5)<s
k2 swp [0S OUEIMATHEY| = o, (b/1) + o, (p1772), (B.25)
0<s<t —
= = |4,5:RY (i,5)<s

k2 sup | OMDIC(TYRY| = o0 (0*) + 0y (ph77). (B.26)

0<s<t =
=TS0 RY () <s

Proof. Define the process T by Ty = 37, v (; )< @1( YiM2(J)IK%. If B > 1, the Schwarz inequality, [SKp]
and [SA4] yield

B s | <5 | Y KUO @I
0<s<t ij=1
1/2 1/2
> K98l @) B> KIMAIHE| ¢ = o ((kura) /207070/2),
ij=1 i.j=1

hence we obtain supg<,<; |Ts| = 0 (p}l 6/2) If B < 1, we decompose the target quantity as

= Y {8@) 8@ GV = Tt T
i,j:RY (4,§)<s
where ©! = k(1) v and O = k(6 )1(g1yexv'. Then, by [SA6] and an argument similar to the above, we can show
subg< et (Yol = Op (K208 2abi/*) = 0, (k201/"). On the other hand, note that [6M(Z)i| S = * ™ kyr 5

VknTn|logby,|, an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 6.2 of [31] yields

sup |Yis Z 6 )JK” =0p (kib}/‘l) ,

0<s<t
3,7=1

hence Lemma 12.1 of [31] yields supg<s<; | Y1,s| = 0p (kﬁb}/zl) since we have the conditions [A2], [Kg](v) and [SAG6].
Consequently, we conclude that (B.24). Similarly we can also show (B.25) and (B.26). O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By a localization procedure, we may replace the conditions [Kg], [C1]-[C2] and [N%] with
[SF], [C1]-[C2] and [SN?] respectively. Moreover, we can also replace the condition [T] with [ST] by Lemma A.1,
while (2.3) can be replaced with (A.3) due to the above argument.

We decompose the target quantity as

PTHY (Z',Z%)} — PHY (X!, X))
1 1o~ —D A P, SN
— g J N P _ g J 9
-~ (Yrykn)? l 2 {Y @Y AT @y <agnli (P <tontily ~ X B XAT) }K

i,5:RY (i,5) <t

N Y i - L o
+ > V@)Y IVE (1{\71<I>i|2gg;m,|z2<y>f\@gaun 1{|Y1<I>i|2§49;[i1,w2<a>f\2§4gam})
4,7:RY (1,7)<t
FLAIN2 NG LN T2 N L TN T2 A\ jeid
+ 72 {L @Y (TY +Y (D) LT + L (DL (j)g}K”{zl<f>i|239a[ﬂ,|zz<f>f‘2@3@‘1}]
i,j:RV(i,j)St
(a) By Theorem 3.1, we have
r—2
sup [I| = 0,(bY4) + O, (nnT). (B.28)

0<s<t
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(b) Next consider II. We decompose it as

1 P L
— T J K o o o~ —1 .~ —o -~
= (Vrrykn)? ,Z Y DY IVE (1{\zl<z>i|2s@;[i1,|22<.7>f\ZSQam}1{\Y1<I>i\2>49;[i1}u{\vz<3>f\2>493m}
i, RY (i,5) <t

{\Z D) 12> e} LWYU{IZ(T) 2> 02 [4]} {Y (@)i2<40L[11.Y(T )j|2§49%[j]})
=: HHlyt + Hszt.

First estimate Il; ;. We decompose it as
I ¢

1 Z v (f)zv@) (G K1

" (Cmykn)? A<t (129 @) 12<elV 11,12 (F)712<e 1}

x ( (VD @25 46D 12 (D112 <4e@ 1) T 11T @yi[2 <00 11,72 ()3 125402 1]}

LIV @iz 400 [0,V ()5 2402 bl})
=) + I + ).

Consider ]I]Igt). The Schwarz inequality, (A.4), [SC1] and (2.5) yield

sup |II§")|
0<s<t
1/2 1/2
1 lFi2 2 7\7|2
S Y. VN OTPUz @ ne @iesem Y. VI Plyvesppaeu @iz
HY i:Sitkn <t §:Titkn <t

1/2
(bﬁlpn)l/2 Tl ,50)2
S > VD Pz @ <o 7 @ ach i)

i:8itkn <t

i:8itkn <t

1/2
1/2 Tl 502
NI { Y. V@) 1{21@)1’2<g;[z‘1,v1<f>i2>4gm}} :

On {|Z @)'[? < oL[i), V' @)'[? > 4oL [i]} we have [LL@)i] > [V'@)'| - [Z'@)'| > \/@[i], hence we obtain

—1 = 012 vl 5 712
Y. VOPYyzgecamne @isem S 2 1Y OP1n@)iese e @ esae

i:Gitkn <t i:Gitkn <t

and thus Lemma B.7 yield

sup || = o, (77 pL/2- 5/4) (B.29)
0<s<t

By symmetry we obtain
sup |HH |— Op (77 pL/2= '(3/4) (B.30)
0<s<t

On the other hand, the Schwarz inequality and (A.4) yield

1/2
(3) 1 ol 52
sup Iy | < { >, Y@ 1{71@)1'ZSQ;M,W@)”»@;[H}}

Ossst Viry b :§itkn <t
1/2
o2, A
X Z Y (Tl Li92(3)9125 402 151, 122()3 12 <02 1]} ’
G:Tithkn <t

hence by the same arguments as the above we obtain supy<,<; |]I]I1 S| =0, (k 177n Pn pI2 ) , and thus 5 < 2, (2.5)
and (3.1) yield

@) _ h
sup |75 = op (mn” ). (B.31)
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(B.29), (B.30) and (B.31) yield
r—2
sup |II; 5| = op (77 2 ) +op (p}fﬁ/z) . (B.32)

0<s<t

Next estimate I ;. Note that (A.4), we obtain

sup |z ¢|
0<s<t

Pn
<= =1, o1, =2, & 2~
~kn { > Yz @i F @iz <aet iy + > 1{|22<J)J2>g%[j1,v2<a)ﬂ2§4g%m}}

i:Sitkn <t GiTitkn <t
Pn
SH{ Z 1‘”? (D)1|2> 0k [i]/4} + Z 1{\52(5)j\2>@%[ﬂ/4}
i:Sithn <t i Titkn <t

+ Z Lozt @)ij25 01 1), 9 @i 12 <08 (31T D)i 12 <ob il /4} T Z 1{|z2(i)j2>g%m,v2<i>i2<4gam,<2<i>ﬂ'2<g%m/4}}'

i:8itkn <t §:Titkn <t
[SC1] and Lemma A.3 yield

/2 _ 1 r/2
o LE@psaua S Y. Le@ppsanya S b (B.33)

:8i+kn <t jiTit+kn <t
On the other hand, on {|Y 2% < 40!} [] |C (Z)'[% < 0L[i] /4, S"F» < t} we have
D@yl < [V @) + X @il + [ @) + X @)i] < 5V/eh[i]/2 + 2K \/2haal log ba] = 0,

hence a.s. for sufficiently large n we have D!(Z)¢ = 0. Moreover, on {|Z (2)1% > oL]i], |C (Z)'[% < oLi]/4, DX(Z)i =
0, Sk < ¢}, by (A.7) we have

2k, 7 | 1og by |
Pn '

ILl(f)ilzlfl(f)il—lX'()I—IC()I—IX()|>x/ﬂ_n< svie K

hence (3.1) yields |L*(Z)i| > v/pn/9Ko. Therefore we obtain

AZ Y2 @)i2> 01 0.9 @12 <01 0T @ P<eb /4y S Z )i12>pn /9K0}"
§:§itkn <¢ i=1
By symmetry we also obtain
AZ 1{\72(j)j\z>92{j]>lY (7)712<40213],1C*(T)712<e3 i)/ Z {IL2(7)}1>>pn /9K0}"
jiTitkn <t j=1
Combining these results with Lemma B.5 and (2.5), we obtain
sup [Iz¢| = (nn ) +o, ( 1- ﬁ/“‘) . (B.34)
0<s<t
y (B.32) and (B.34), we conclude
r—2
sup |II;| = O, (nf) + 0, (p}f'@m) . (B.35)
0<s<t
(¢) Next consider ITI. We decompose it as
1 F1ANIN2 [ NG i
I, = d. DO IYEN g @pepuarr<amn

(Vuykn)?

i,j:RY (i,§) <t
( (1L @) P> 40} i1 L2(F) 2> 402151} T 1{ILl( D)il>>4e} [i],|L2(7) 2 <4e3 141}

i @ip<aes i Dipsaea iy T LD @ip<aes (122 F) |2<49nm})
—: M, ; + I, ¢ + DT ¢ + I ;.
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First we estimate Il ;. The Schwarz inequality and (A.4) yield

sup |IITy |
0<s<t

1/2 1/2

1 R o

Sk { P> Ll(I)t|21{zl(f)iQSQ}L[i])Ll(f)i2>4Q}l[i]}} { DR (‘7)321{72(j)j239%[j]»L2(j){2>4e%[j]}} :
i:Sitkn <t §iTitkn <t

On {|Z°(F)I]? < 2[j]. IL2(T)I]? > 402 4]} we have [Y*(F)| = [L2(F)i| - [Z°(F)I| > /o2 [j]. hence Lemma B.7

and Lemma B.9 imply that

sup |II;.,| = o, (k 12, 5/4) = o, (n;/Qp}/?*ﬁ/‘l) . (B.36)

0<s<t
Next we estimate IIl;. On {|Z°(7)7|2 < o2 [j], IL3(T)i|? < 402[j]} we have [V (7)/| < [Z2(F)7| + |L3(T)i| <
34/ 02]7], hence by (A.4) we obtain

sup [IMy, .| < V Pn > LMD

7
S1 20, - i
0<s<t | {127 (D) 1P <oy [ELILN (D) 12> 40, [}

i:Gitkn <t

and thus Lemma B.8 yields
sup |M.q| = o, (n;/‘*p}/?—ﬂ/‘*) . (B.37)

0<s<t

Next we estimate I3 ;. By the Schwarz inequality and (A.4) we have
1/2 1/2
1 F17\i|2 2 7\d|2
o, Ml = 2 { > @ 1{L1<f>i2s4ew}} { 2 VO Pyzguecanmaipam | -
i:Sithkn <t §:Titkn <t

Note that on {|Z°(7)7[* < e3[j], [L*(D)[? > 4311} we have [Y'(T)7| > [LX(D)i] - [Z°(TV| > V/e2[j], Lemma
B.4, Lemma B.7 and k,;! = o(p,,) yield

sup |5 .| = o, (k,;
0<s<t

i ) =0y (P77 ). (B.38)

Finally we estimate I, ,. First we specify (g,). By Lemma B.2 we can choose the sequence (e,) satisfying
(B.3) for p =2 and (B.4). Next we decompose the target quantity as

_ 1 F13Vi2 (N i
s ~ (Wrykn)? Z LAY TV BN 2 @ysj2 <0102 (T 9 12 11 L B 2 <40b [ 2D P <43 1)
4,J:RY (i,5)<t
8 (1{N2<ﬁ>t¢0} + 1 N2y, =081 (Fi)e0) + 1{N2<Jf>t:zv1<mt:o})
=) + M + ).
By Lemma B.1, we obtain SuPo<sgt |]I]I]I$2| = 0, (bx/*). Moreover, on {|72(j)j|2 < 2], ILA(T)|? < 402[5]} we
have |V (T < |LA(T) | + |Z (J)| < 3v/02[j], and thus by (A.4), Lemma B.3 and (B.4) we have

sup |HM | S ko Pnz Leg(riyzoy = o (Pvlz ﬂ/2)

0<s<t
On the other hand, since
1 S T2, B i
M) = LN DIXTY E Y a0y, =1 (11,=0)
(Yrykn) oy
x 1{|71( 1)i|2<ob li),1Z°(7)7 [2< 2 [4),| L (D)i[2<dob [i),| L2(T)] [2 <402 [4]}
we can decompose it as
1 N BTG SPA _ iy
W) = e Y D@ [{ B A+ I M)+ T IV K

i,5: RV (i,5)<t
x 1{N2(Jf)t:N1(fi)t:0,I71(f)iPSeMi],\Z (7)< 2 [5),|ILM (D)} |2 <40} [i],1 L2 ()] |2 <402 5]}

= +To +T3: + T4y
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First consider I'y ;. By the Schwarz inequality and (A.4), we have
1/2 1/2

1 120 N -
sup |1—‘1,s| SE Z |L1(I) |21{‘E1(f)i|2§4%[i]} Z |A2(~7)J +Az(j)J|2 )

0<s<t - .
== :Sithn <t §:Ta+kn <t
hence Lemma B.6, the boundedness of (A%)" and (A?)’, the Lipschitz continuity of g and [SA6] yield

sup [T1s| = op (I /2012 774) = o, (01/*). (B.39)

0<s<t

Next consider I'g ;. Since LYZ): = 84T)i = EY(I)i + O1T)i on {N2(J7); = 0}, we can decompose the target
quantity as

1 o~ . o ~ Y ..
Top=—— Y, {El(I)éMQ(J)% +®1<I>zM2<J>i}K”
(wHYkn) = . .
i,j:RY (i,5)<t
Lo N2 (J3),=R2(79), =0, @)1 <ob L 1Z2 (7)1 <2 )| L (B 12 <del (1| L2(F)i 1 <42 1]}
=T+ 1)

First estimate I‘élt) . We decompose it further as

1 o~ P
rd) = — YD) MA(T)IK"

x (1 B 1{N2(jj)t#0}U{N2(jj)t¢0}U{\71(f)i|2>93l[i]}U{\il(f)H2>49%[i]}U{|Z (712> 02 [i1}U{|L2(T)] |2>4QnU]}})
_ F(l)’+r(1)/"

By Lemma B.11 we have supg<s<; |T'3 1)'| = (b,ll/4). On the other hand, (B.22), the Schwarz inequality, (A.4),
Lemma B.3, Lemma B.5, (B.33) and (B 1) y1eld

sup 16”1 =0, (i @a(en) /2Ry 20,1 + Oy (i Moa(en) /26, 201/ )

0<s<t

Since we have

palen) < €20 en) < pRen " = 0 (07012 (B.40)
due to (B.3) for p = 2 and (B.4), note that b, = o(py), we obtain supg<,<; [T’ 1)”| = ( 1/4p711/2_6/2) +
op ( L/2-6/4 T/4> (p}I 5/2) +0p (17,7;/2> . Consequently, we conclude that
sup |I‘( | =0, (b1/4> +op ( }fﬂm) +op (nflm) . (B.41)
0<s<t
Next estimate 1"?2 We decompose it further as
1 o~ ~
P(2): ®1IZM2JJK1J
2.t (wHYkn)2 Z ( )t ( )t

0,5 RV (i,5)<t
X (1 a 1{N2(Jf)t#0}u{N2(Jj)t¢0}U{\7l(f)i|2>9L[i]}u{\i1(f)i\2>4gh[i]}u{IZ (7)712> 2 [51U{|L2(T)} |2>4gn[a]}}>

1-\(2)/ + 1_‘(2)//-

Lemma B.12 yields supg< <, |I‘ | = ( ) + o, ( v ﬁ/2>. On the other hand, since ©(Z)iM2(J)/ K =
K’i_j(:)l(f)i, ° M2(j)§ + K?M2(J); ° @1(I)t by integration by parts and Lemma 4.3 of [31], we have

kn—1 3
$ wamy]
p=1

B[O @A (TR 2] S ke, 2P0 E
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[A2], the optional sampling theorem and the inequality [©(17),|2 < en2?~V+|TP(¢)|2 and (A.7). Therefore,
4)

by
(A.4) and [SA6] yield

o I S G o T o e e
i,j:RY (i,5)<t
and thus an argument similar to the above yields

sup 12| =o, (k;1/2f711/2€;(571)+ k1/2 p;m) +0, (kgl/zf;/zsgw—m b;l/zn;/zx)
0<s<t
o, (p77/%) + 0y (m?).

Consequently, we conclude that supg<,<; |F2 S| =0p (b1/4) +op (772/2) +op ( N B2 ) . Combining this result with
(B.41), we conclude

sup [I'a s =0, (b}/‘*) +op (17:/2) +op (p,ll_Bm) . (B.42)

0<s<t

Similarly we can also show that
sup [['ss] = op (bvlz/4> +op (77:1/2) +0p (P}z_Bm) : (B.43)
0<s<t
Now we deal with T'y ;. Since L*(Z)! = £(Z)¢ on {N2(J7), = 0}, we can decompose the target quantity as

1 I
Ty=——s > DI (JTVEY

2
sy kn) i, RY (i,5)<t

8 (1 B ) AT AV (D155 I B 40 (VA P B2 Pk 1))
() 4+ 1@,

By Lemma B.11 and Lemma B.12 we have supg<.<; |1"4 s| = op(b /4) + 0p(pn " 5/2). On the other hand, by the
Lipschitz continuity of g, (A.4) and [SN}], we have

E | S ®@IPCIYPET| Y IRO@)?
=1

i,§:RY (i,5)<t
hence the Schwarz inequality, (A.4), Lemma B.3, Lemma B.5, (B.33) and (B.4) yield

sup [P0 =0, (i ek 2 (en) 2hY/20,2/4) + Oy (i el 2 (en) /20, /2011

0<s<t

Since we have (B.40) due to (B.3) for p = 2 and (B.4), note that b,, = o(p2), we obtain

sup [T7)[ =0, (b£/4pi/2’ﬁ/2) +0p (pi/z”ﬁ/“nﬁ/“) =0, (pi’ﬁ/z’) +0p (771”/2) -

0<s<t

Consequently, we obtain
sup [Fys| = o0p (b}/‘*) +op (p}fﬂm) +op (77;/2) . (B.44)

0<s<t

By (B.39), (B.42) and (B.43), we obtain sup,< m®| = bl/4 +op 1 A7) 4o 77:/2 . Consequently,
0<s<t 4s Op P

we obtain

sup |I 5| = op (b}/4) +op (p}fﬁ/z) +op (77;/2) . (B.45)
0<s<t
Note that 7, = o(1) and 8 > 0, (B.36), (B.37), (B.38) and (B.45) yield
sup [III,| = o, (b1/4) + 0, ( ”2) + 0 ( = ﬁ/Q) (B.46)
0<s<t
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(d) By symmetry, we obtain

sup [IVy| = o, (b,ll/‘l) +op (77:/2) +op (p;—6/2> . (B.47)

0<s<t

(e) Finally we consider V. We decompose it as

_ 1 TLNi T2 7\J frij
Y= (Vaykn)? ,Z LOULAT K g @y <o00.2 (39 1<e2 1)
i, RY (i,5) <t

( (LA (@)i2> 404 [ L2 (D)2 >4e2 1)) T 1{Ll( D)il>>4e}[i, L2 (7)1 <402 5]}

@it i 2 @12l T Lz @< [],E2<f>{|2s4gim})
=: Vi, + Vo, + V3 +Vy,.

By the Schwarz inequality, (A.4) and Lemma B.9 we have supg< <, |V1s| = Op (né ) . Moreover, by (A.4) and

Lemma B.8 we have supg< <, [Vas| = 0, (772/4/)}/2_6/4) (77:1/40711/2_[3/4)

and Supg<,<; V35| = o0p

the Schwarz inequality, (A.4) and Lemma B.6 yield supg<s<; [Vas| = 0p (p}l A2 ) . Consequently, we obtain

. Furthermore,

sup V| = O, (/%) + 0, (0h77/2). (B.48)
0<s<t
Note that n, = o(1), (B.27), (B.28), (B.35), (B.46), (B.47) and (B.48) yield
sup |[PTHY(Z',2%)" — PHY (X', X*)!| = o, (b}/‘*) +0, (n,f) +o, (p;l—ﬁ/z) '
0<s<t
1 1/2

Since 1, = (knpn) ™t = O(bx! “p,; '), we complete the proof of Theorem 3.4. O

C Proof of Proposition 4.1

By a localization procedure, we may assume that [SC1]-[SC2], [SA4], [SA6] and [SN3] hold. In a similar manner
we may also assume that E' = E? =: E and that there is a non-negative bounded measurable function 1 on E
such that

sup |64 (w,t,z)| < (z) and / Y(z)*Fl(dx) < oo, l=1,2.
we,teRy E

Under the above assumption we can define the process L' by L' = 6" % (u* — ') for each [ = 1,2. Then, for

each [ = 1,2 we have Z! = X" + L") where X! = X| — fo [ ' (6'(s,2))dsF(dz). Hence we can decompose the
target quantity as

PHY (Z', 7%
! > {X'@OxX*3y + X @I + 1N DiX

A NARY]
("/JHYkn) iR (4,5)<t

:S]It + HHt + ]I]I]It + ]IVt,

12

(FY + LM @RLAIN | K

</l &> kn /2 Fon —
where X'(D) = gt g (£) (X2, = X2, ) X2 = Syt () (X2, — X2, ) and X4, = X2 +
1 %2 _ yr2 2 s
USZ, X@. = ij + Ufj for every i, j.
First, we can adopt an argument similar to the proof of Lemma B.11 for the proof of I, = Op(bg/ 4) and
I, = O (bl/ *). Next, combining Lemma 4.2 of [31] with an argument similar to the proof of Lemma B.11 we can

show that I, = [X'!, X"?], + Op(b}/ 4). Finally we consider IV;. By integration by parts we can decompose it as

HVt _ # Z {Lll (I)z LI2 (._7) L/2 (j) Lll (I) [Lll (I) LI2 (._7) ] } KU

2
(1/}HYkn> i,jiRY (i,5)<t

=1V + vl + v,
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By an argument similar to the proof of Lemma B.11 we can show that ]IV,gl) = Op(b,ll/4) and HV,@ = Op(b,ll/4). On
the other hand, since

k=1 itky—1j+hkn—1

[L’l(I) L/2 e = Z A IH_pJ]Jrq) (L, L7, = Z Z 9p—i9q—; IpJq) (L, L7,
P,q=0 p=i

we obtain
p q
3 n n 1] =l
HV( = (1 k (Vry kn)? Z Z Z Ip-i9q—i K L rv i<ty (I’ J%) e [L'", L?);.
m P,q=1 \i=(p—kn+1)V1j=(g—kn+1)V1

Moreover, on {I” N J9 # ()} we have SP~1 < T4 and T%' < 5P, hence for i € {(p —kn +1)V1,...,p — 1} and
je{(lg—k,+1)V1,...,q— 1} we have §* < T7tkn=1 and T7 < S"+kn=1 5o that K% = 1. Therefore, for

2

? n — n T T
p,q > k,, we have Zl (p—Fon+1)V1 Py (q—bn+1)v1 Ip—i9g— ]Ktj = (Zi:l L ) on {IP N J% # 0} because g(0) = 0.
Since (IJ*) o [L', L)y = 1, 7u sy (I T") o [L', L) and e (Zf . gf) = 1+ 0(k; 1) by the Lipschitz
continuity of g, we obtain

2

00 kn—1
Lll,Ll2 _ Ip Jq Lll,Ll2 + O k_l
s i £ (£ ) o
o P q . N
acre DOl B S g KY | (T e [L L%+ 0, (k)

p,q=1 \i=(p—kn+1)V1 j=(q—k,+1)V1

=1V 40, (k).
Since we have

WS”) ~1v®

p q
noon gy T T 1 72 1/2
wHyk (v Fn)? Z > Yo i K Yavagsn | U220 e [L L2+ Oy (b))
p,g=1 \i=(p—kn+1)V1j=(q—k,+1)V1
kn—1
1 Tite Jit 172 1/2
" (Wryka)? Z KU riaysny D 9593 (TP IE) @ (L L2 4 0y (01/%),
2,7=0 p,q=0

we obtain ’HV,@ IV(3)’ < L Zf‘; o K 1{Rv(”)>t}(l J Ve o|[L, L"?]|,4+0,(b by/?), and thus the Kunita-Watanabe

inequality and the 1nequahty of arithmetic and geometric means yield

3 3
‘M ) _1v®] < 1?2 Z K0 g yony {1 L2} + 0, (b?),
4,j=0

Since K’ 1{pv(ijy=e) is Fg

gi ops-measurable by Lemma B.10, we obtain

Z RP 1o { (LT '2>(jj)t}} :

i,j=0

> KL av s { LM+ [L'ﬂ(ij»}‘

i,7=0

hence by [SK»], [SA4] and (B.23) we conclude that ’HV(3) 1V<3)} (k) +0,(b/?) = 0,(bY'1). Consequently,

we obtain ]IVEB) = [L'Y, L2 + op(bn/4), and thus we complete the proof of the proposition because [Z!, Z?] =
[X/I,XI2] + [LII,LI2]. O

D Proof of Proposition 4.2

By a localization procedure, we may systematically replace the conditions [C1]-[C2], [A4], [A6], [N5], [T] and
[N?] with [SC1]-[SC2], [SA4], [SA6], [SN5], [ST] and [SN”] respectively.
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Set S\L = Y22 A for each u € Zy and | = 1,2. We define the random variables 511 and 5]2 by 511 =
ZZ:O ;\}chgi,u and C? = Zi:o ;\i+1§“%j,u for every i, j. Then we have

G =G => MyiChiu— Z AiChi-u = Z( i1 = ACEiw + Aok == ) MuChiou + AoCi,
u=0 u=0

u=0

hence we obtain ‘
D AuCimw = AoCgi — ({ = Cla). (D.1)
u=0

In the time series analysis, this relation is known as the Beveridge-Nelson decomposition. See [9] for details.
Combining (D.1) with Abel’s partial summation formula, we obtain

kn—1 i+p kn—1
Z (Z /\“ Sitp— “) - /\OC Z A z+p i1+p—1)

p=0 u=0
kn -1

%@ +Z{A Dier = Alg)EHEL, — ).

for every i. Similarly we can deduce
kn—1 J+aq kp—1 _ ~
Z A (Z )‘2CTJ+LI u) = (2) + Z {A q+1 A(g)g}( 32+q - 3271)7
q=0 q=0

kn—1 i+p N kn—1
> Alg)p <Z poby X! (I““p‘“)t) = X (D)i+ 6,12 Y {A ) — Al HX(ITHP), = X (I,
p=0

p=0 u=0

kp—1 Jj+q . kp—1
> Alg)y (Z uib,:l”f(Jj*q-“)t) = i X2(T) 46,12 > {Ag) — Alg)p X2 (), — X2 (1))

q=0 u=0 q=0

for every 4,7, where fil, = S°°° ul for each u € Zy and | = 1,2. Note that Y00 M| < 320 $°% |\| =
Yoo oAl < ooand Yo7 || < S0 ST k| = 3002 w|pl| < oo for I = 1,2, by using the above formulas we
can show that

PHY(Z',7%)" — PHY(Z',72)? —? 0 and PTHY(Z',Z*)" — PTHY (Z},7%)" - 0

asn — oo for any t € Ry, where ZL, = ZL, +A§¢L: + i WXL~ XL ) and 22, = Z2,+ N3¢, 2 (X, -
X ?pj,l) for each 1, j. Consequently, we complete the proof of the proposition due to Proposition 4.1 and Corollary
3.5. O
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