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Abstract

We consider two continuous [t6 semimartingales observed with noise and sampled at stopping times
in a nonsynchronous manner. In this article we establish a central limit theorem for the pre-averaged
Hayashi-Yoshida estimator of their integrated covariance in a general endogenous time setting. In particu-
lar, we show that the time endogeneity has no impact on the asymptotic distribution of the pre-averaged
Hayashi-Yoshida estimator, which contrasts the case for the realized volatility in a pure diffusion set-
ting. We also establish a central limit theorem for the modulated realized covariance, which is another
pre-averaging based integrated covariance estimator, and demonstrate the above property seems to be a
special feature of the pre-averaging technique.

Keywords: Central limit theorem; Hitting times; Market microstructure noise; Nonsynchronous observa-
tions; Pre-averaging; Time endogeneity.

1 Introduction

Let X = (X{)ter, be a continuous semimartingale on a stochastic basis (€2, F, (F;), P). Suppose that for
each n we have a sequence (t')iez, of (F;)-stopping times such that tj = 0 and ¢} T oo as i — oco. Then, as is
well known, for any ¢t € R4 the quantity RV} := Ei;tyq(Xt? - Xt?71)2 converges to the quadratic variation
[X]: of X in probability as n — oo, provided that A, (¢) := sup; (¢t} At —t* ; At) =P 0 (see Theorem 1-4.47
in [29] for instance). Here, the notation —? means convergence in probability. In recent years this classic
result has been highlighted in the context of a high-frequency data analysis. In the econometric literature,
the quantities RV} and [X]; are called the realized volatility (RV) and integrated volatility (IV) (up to the
time ¢) respectively. Then, the above result is equivalent to say that the RV is a consistent estimator for
the TV if A, (t) =P 0 as n — co. Because the importance of the IV as an index of the volatility of assets
has been recognized since a series of studies by Andersen and Bollerslev [1, 2] and the increasing availability
of high-frequency data in finance makes the assumption A, (t) —P 0 reliable, the statistical theory for the
estimation of the IV has been developed by many authors recently.

One of the interesting topics after the consistency is the asymptotic distribution theory. In the context
of the statistical estimation of diffusion parameters, such a theory has already appeared in Dohnal [12] and
Genon-Catalot and Jacod [19, 20]. See also the recent works of Uchida and Yoshida [48] and Ogihara and
Yoshida [40]. Also, the early limit theory for the RV was developed in Jacod [26], Jacod and Protter [28] and
Zhang [51] in different contexts. In the present situation, under some regularity conditions Barndorff-Nielsen
and Shephard [5] developed a “feasible” central limit theorem

RV — [X],
\/ 3RQY

with the regular sampling case ¢! = i/n. Here, the notation 4, means convergence in distribution and the
quantity RQ}" defined by RQ;" = >, - (Xi» — Xyn )" is sometimes called the realized quarticity. In this
case, even the second-order asymptotic expansion of the statistic in the left-hand side of (1.1) was developed
in Yoshida [50].
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It is natural to ask what happens when we consider more general stopping times as the sampling times
(t). In fact, Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard [6] and Mykland and Zhang [38] showed that the convergence
(1.1) is also valid with more general deterministic sampling times. Moreover, even in the case that the
sampling times could be random and endogenous (i.e., path-dependent) (1.1) is still valid as long as (t7)
satisfies a kind of strong predictability condition, as shown in Hayashi et al. [23], Hayashi and Yoshida [25]
and Phillips and Yu [42]. Here, the strong predictability condition intuitively means that the future sampling
times are determined with delay. See [23] and [25] for more precise definitions. Such a kind of condition
has already appeared in [20] and [26]. Dropping the strong predictability condition is much difficult. For
some special hitting-time-based sampling schemes, (1.1) was verified by Fukasawa [16] and Fukasawa and
Rosenbaum [18]. However, the convergence (1.1) could fail for general endogenous sampling times. In
fact, Fukasawa [15, 17] showed that the asymptotic distribution of the RV is determined by the asymptotic
skewness and kurtosis of observed returns. More precisely, suppose that X is a continuous local martingale
with E[(X)§] < oo for simplicity. Then, set GF, = E[(Xen, | —Xt;l)k|]:t?] for every j,n and each k =2,...,12
and suppose also that there exist (F;)-adapted locally bounded left continuous processes v and v such that
G n/Gin = vpn™ % +0p(n71%), G}, /GF = uin ! + op(n7") and GF/GF, = 0,(n7*/?) (k = 3,4,6)
uniformly in j with t7 <t as n — co. Suppose further that Ej;tjgt gfm = O,(1) as n — oco. Then, the
asymptotic distribution of the (scaled) estimation error \/n(RVy — [X];) of the RV is given by

2 [t 2 [t 2
5/0 vstS—l—\/;/o ug—gvgdW[X]s, (1.2)

where W is a standard Wiener process independent of F. See Theorem 3.10 of [17] for details. This type of
result was also obtained by Li et al. [34]. We call the first integral in (1.2) limiting bias, following [18].

Though the limit theory viewed in the above provides us a beautiful framework for estimating the IV from
high-frequency financial data, we encounter another problem called market microstructure noise when we
focus on ultra high-frequencies. For this reason, recently many authors have proposed alternative estimators
for the IV in consideration of microstructure noise e.g., the two-time scale realized volatility of [53], realized
kernel of [3], pre-averaging estimator of [43, 27] and realized quasi-mazimum likelihood estimator of [49]. The
aim of this article is to answer a natural question that what happens in the asymptotic distribution of such
a kind of estimator when sampling times are random and endogenous. This type of problem has been well
studied in recent years when sampling times are deterministic or random but independent of observations
in connection with the problem of nonsynchronous observations, which is another important problem for
analyzing high-frequency data of multiple assets. See [4, 8, 11, 46] for example. The case that both of the
microstructure noise and the time endogeneity are present was considered in Li et al. [35], and in that article
they constructed a new estimator and developed an asymptotic distribution theory of it.

In this article we will focus on the pre-averaging estimators, especially the pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida
estimator (PHY) proposed in Christensen et al. [10], which is a pre-averaging version of the Hayashi- Yoshida
estimator proposed in Hayashi and Yoshida [24]. For the case with deterministic sampling times, the asymp-
totic distribution of this estimator was derived in [11]. The case that a kind of strong predictability condition
holds true was also developed in [32]. In both cases no limiting bias appears, which is of course naturally pre-
dicted from the RV case. Interestingly, in this article we will show that nothing happens even if we drop the
strong predictability condition in the above (more precisely, we can replace the strong predictability condition
in [32] by a kind of continuity for the conditionally expected durations). That is, the asymptotic distribution
of the PHY does not change even in the presence of the time endogeneity, in particular any limiting bias does
not appear. This is quite different from the RV. Furthermore, we will show our result in the bivariate setting
with nonsynchronous observations because it causes no difficulty compared with the univariate setting. This
is completely different from the no-noise case and reflects the fact that the nonsynchronicity of observation
times is less important in the presence of noise, as shown in [9].

Compared with the estimator proposed in [35], the PHY has three advantages, except we can apply it to
nonsynchronous data. First, it attains the optimal convergence rate. Second, it is robust to a certain kind of
autocorrelated noise (see Section 5.2). Third, we do not need to correct the limiting bias of the estimator,
so that it is easier for implementation.

The plan of this article is as follows. Section 2 presents the mathematical model and the construction of
the pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator. Section 3 is devoted to the main result of this article. Section
4 provides some concrete examples of sampling times which are possibly endogenous. Section 5 discusses
Studentization, autocorrelated noise and a comparison between some existing approaches, and Section 6 uses



Monte Carlo simulations to verify the conclusions obtained from the previous sections. Most of the proofs
are given in the Appendix.

Notation

We denote by D(R4) the space of cadlag functions on R4 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[Yg(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™ —9 X. A sequence (X™) of stochastic processes is said to converge to a process X uniformly
on compacts in probability (abbreviated ucp) if, for each ¢t > 0, supg< < | X — X5| =P 0 as n — 0.

If a process V is (pathwise) absolutely continuous, we denote its density process by V’. |- | denotes the
Lebesgue measure. For a (random) interval I and a time ¢ € Ry, we write I(t) = I N[0,¢).

2 The setting

2.1 Model

Let B0 = (Q©) F0) FO) = (f,f(o))teRMP(O)) be a stochastic basis. For any ¢ € Ry we have a transition
probability Q;(w®,dz) from (Q(O),]-"t(o)) into R?, which satisfies szt(w(O),dz) = 0. We endow the space
QW) = (R?)[%) with the product Borel o-field F(*) and with the probability Q(w(®), dw()) which is the
product ®ser, Q¢(w®,-). We also call (et)ier, the “canonical process” on (21, F(1)) and the filtaration
]-"t(l) = 0(€s;5 < t). Then we consider the stochastic basis B = (2, F,F = (F;)ier,, P) defined as follows:

Q=00 xb  F=rOgrO  F=nFOeFY,
P(dw®, dw®) = PO (dw@)Q(w®, dw™).

Any variable or process which is defined on either Q% or Q) can be considered in the usual way as a variable
or a process on ).

Now we introduce our observation data. Let X and Y be two continuous semimartingales on B(®). Also,
we have two sequences of F(©)-stopping times (S%);ez, and (17);ez, that are increasing a.s.,

S oo and T7 4 . (2.1)

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

() == sup (S"At—STEAL)V sup (TIAt =TIV AL) = op(bfl/) (2.2)
1€ZLy JELy

asn — oo for any t € R.
The processes X and Y are observed at the sampling times (S*) and (77) with observation errors (U )iz,
and (U}/J )jez, respectively. We assume that the observation errors have the following representations:

U =b, "3 (Xgi — Xgin) + €, Uys = b, 2 (Yo = Yopsa) + €3y

Here, ¢; = (&, ¢)) for each ¢, while X and Y are two continuous semimartingales on B, We can take
X =¢¥X and Y = ¢¥Y for some constants »X and ¢, so that the observation errors can be correlated
with the returns of the latent processes X and Y. Moreover, X and Y could also depend on the sampling

times. For these reasons we will refer to (b;1/2(lsi — Xgi-1))iez, and (b;1/2(XTj —Yrj-1))jez, as the

endogenous noise. The factor b;l/ % s necessary for the endogenous noise not to degenerate asymptotically.
Such a kind of noise appears in e.g., [4] and [31]. After all, we have the observation data X = (Xgi)icz, and
Y = (Yri)jez, of the forms Xgi = Xgi + U and Y, =Yg + U%/j.



2.2 Construction of the estimator

In this subsection we explain the construction of the pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator. First we
introduce a concept called the pre-averaging, which was originally proposed by [43] and generalized by [27].
We choose a sequence k,, of positive integers and a number 6§ € (0, 00) satlsfymg kn/bn = 0 + o(bl/4) as
n — oo (for example k,, = [6/+/b,]). We associate the random intervals I* = [S*~! S%) and JJ = [T7V~1, T7)
with the sampling scheme (S%) and (77) and refer to Z = (I*);en and J = (J7) en as the sampling designs
for X and Y. For a function o on R, we introduce the pre-averaging observation data of X and Y with the
weight function « and based on the sampling designs Z and 7 respectively as follows:

kn—1 kn—1
XQ(I)i = Z (&% (k£> (Xsiﬂl - XSprl) 5 Va(j)j = Z « (ki> (YTj+q - YTj+q71) 5 i,j = O, 1, e
p=1 n q=1 n

In the following we fix a continuous function g : [0,1] — R which is piecewise C! with a piecewise Lipschitz
derivative ¢’ and satisfies g(0) = ¢(1) = 0 and ¥y = fo x)dx # 0 (for example g(z) = 2 A (1 — x)).
The following quantity was introduced in Christensen et al [10] :

Definition 2.1 (Pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator). The pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator
(PHY) of X and Y associated with sampling designs Z and 7 is the process

oo

PHY (X,Y;I,J)" = T ST X@) V(T A5t sitraynimi riven oy, € Ry
n 7,7=0

gitkn vTJ+kn <t

For a technical reason explained in [32], we modify the above estimator as follows. The following notion
was introduced to this area in Barndorff-Nielsen et al. [4]:

Definition 2.2 (Refresh time). The first refresh time of sampling designs Z and J is defined as R® = SV TY,
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 SY := 89, 79 := 79 and

Sk .= min{$"|S’ > R*=1}, T*:= min{TV|T7 > R* 1}, E=1,2,....
Note that S* is an F(©)_stopping time because

S _%gjf\‘ls{sl kal}. (23)

Here, for a stopping time T" with respect to filtration (F;) and a set A € Fr, we define T4 by Ta(w) = T(w)
if w e A; Ta(w) = 0o otherwise (see I-1.15 of [29]). Similarly T is also an F(®)-stopping time, hence so is
RE.

Then, we create new sampling designs as follows:

~ ~ ~

% = [SF1 5k, JE=[TF1 TR, T:=1T)ien, T = (7)jen.

For the sampling designs 7 and J obtained in such a manner, we consider the pre-averaging observation data
X(I) and Y(J )j of X and Y based on the sampling designs 7 and J respectively i.e.,

En—1 Fn—1
Xq(z)i = Z ) (%) (X§i+p - x§z‘+p—1) , Ye(T) = Z ) (%) (Y:Fj+q _Y:Fj+q—1) ) 6,j=0,1,....

p=1 g=1
We refer to these quantities as the pre-averaging data in refresh time. Finally, our objective estimator is
given by PHY (X,Y)" := PHY (X,Y;Z,J)"™. More precisely, we have

oo

— " 1 T AT v
PHY N = Gk Yo XDV g geraroids Frerypay ERE
n i,j=0

Gitkn\yTitkn <y



3 Main results

3.1 Conditions

We start with introducing some notation and conditions in order to state our main result. First, for any
continuous semimartingale Z on B(?), we write its canonical decomposition as Z = A% + MZ, where A% is a
continuous F(©)-adapted process with a locally finite variation and MZ is a continuous F(?-local martingale.

Next, let NJ* =37 1igr<yy, NP =3 1igreyy and N2 =30 1iu<yy for each t € Ry and

Ik = [RF1 RN, IR=[8F S8, JR = TR T

for each k € N. Here, for each t € R, we write Sk = SUPg: _ g St and TF = SUPp; 7k T7. Note that S¥ and
T* may not be stopping times.

Let H" = (H});er, be a sequence of filtrations of F(*) to which N™, N™! and N™?2 are adapted. For
each n, we also assume that A% and M# are adapted to H" for every Z € {X,Y,X,Y}. Then, for each n
and each p > 0 we define the processes X", G(p)", F(p)™!, F(p)™? and F(1)™1*2 by

Gyt = B[ 10" (s | Flo)et = B[ 1) 2] Plo)e2 = B (01 15) Mk ]
X2 = P(S* =T |1 ) F)»Y2 = b LB [|1F 5 J5||Hips ]

S

when s € T*. Here, I* x J* = (I*n J*)U (fk+1 NJFYU (IF N Je.
The following condition is necessary to compute the asymptotic variance of the estimation error of our
estimator explicitly.

1) For each n, we have a cadla -adapted process and a random subset e} such that
H1] (i) F h h adlag F(©)-adapted G™ and d bset N of N such th
(#ND)nen is tight, G(1)%. 1 = Gy for any k € N — N7, and there exist a cadlag F(©-adapted
process G and a constant § > 1—¢’ satisfying that G and G_ do not vanish and that b,,°(G™ —G) N
as n — oo.
1 ere exists a constant p > such that (sup 18 tight for all ¢ > 0.
ii) Th i p > 1/¢ such th 0<s<t G(P)s nen | ight for all 0
11) For each n, we have a cadla -adapted process and a random subset e} such that
iii) F h h adlag F(O-adapted X" and d bset A7 of N such th
(#N])nen is tight, Xy = X, for any k € N — N, and there exist a cadlag F(®)-adapted process
x and a constant &' > 1 — ¢ satisfying b;% (X" — x) —% 0 as n — co.
(iv) For each n and | = 1,2,1 % 2, we have a cz‘xdlég F(O) adapted process ™! and a random subset
N! of N such that (#N}),en is tight, F(l);;’ Rk , for any k € N— N, and there exist a cadlag
F(©)_adapted processes F! and a constant 6' > 1 — 5’ satisfying bn‘S (Fl — FY 2250 as n — oo.
v ere exists a constant p’ > such that (sup ' is tight for allt > 0 and | =1, 2.
Th i p/ > 1/& such th OSSStFp/nlneN. ght for all Oandl=1,2

The following condition is a sufficient one for the condition [H1]:

[H1f] (i) There exists a number p > 1/£’ such that for every p € [0, p] we have a cadlag F(®)-adapted process
G(p) such that G(p)" = G(p) as n — oco. Furthermore, G and G do not vanish and there exists a
constant § > 1 — & satisfying b;°(G(1)" — G) =% 0 as n — oo with G = G(1).

(ii) There exist a cadlag F(9-adapted process y and a constant § > 1 — &’ such that b, (x" — x) — 0
as n — 00.

(iii) There exists a number p > 1/¢&" such that for every I = 1,2 and every p’ € [0,p] we have a
cadlag F(©-adapted process F(p)! such that F(p )"l =Ly F(p)! as n — co. Furthermore, there exists
a constant 0 > 1 — & satisfying b °(F(1)™! — F') 2% 0 as n — oo with F! = F(1)! for each [ = 1, 2.
(iv) There exist a cadlag F(®)-adapted process F*? and a constant § > 1 —¢’ such that b, (F(1)™*2 —
F12) X2 0 as n — oo.

Remark 3.1. An [H1¥] type condition appears in Hayashi et al. [23] (see assumptions E(q) and E'(q) of
[23]). The reason why we introduce a kind of exceptional sets N} (I = 0,1,2,1%2/) is that the condition [H1]
without them is too local. To explain this, we focus on the univariate case. Note that in this case we have
RF = 8% (k=0,1,2,...). Let 7 be a positive number and suppose that (5?) be a sequence of Poisson arrival
times whose intensity is A before the time 7 and A 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)" =2 @ because it requires a kind of uniformity. See also Example 4.4.



Next we introduce a kind of continuity of a stochastic process which we mentioned in the introduction.
Definition 3.1. Let A € [0,1] and let V be a cadlag F(®)-adapted process.

(i) V is of class (Ay) if there is a positive constant C' satisfying
E [|V7'1 - VT2|2’-FT1/\T2:| S CE [|Tl - 7_2|1_>\’]:‘r1/\7'2]
for any bounded F(©)-stopping times 7, and 7.

(ii) V is of class (ALy) if there is a sequence (o}) of F(®)-stopping times such that oy 1 0o as k — oo and
the stopped process V7 is of class (Ay) for every k.

If both of processes V and W are of class (ALy) for some A € [0, 1], then the process V + W is obviously
of class (ALy). Moreover, the class (AL)) is non-increasing in A. That is, if 0 < Ay < Ay <1 and a process
V is of class (ALy, ), then V is also of class (ALy,). In fact, if 7 is an F(9-stopping time such that V7 is of
class (Ay, ), then V7K is of class (A,,) for any K > 0. This implies V is of class (ALy,).

Remark 3.2. If a cadlag F(©-adapted process V is of class (ALy) for some A € [0,1), then evidently V
satisfies the Aldous tightness criterion condition (this is why we use the letter “A” for the definition). More
precisely, for all K >0 and 1 > 0 we have limg o sup, , c7y.o<r <010 P(|Vr = Vo| > 1) = 0, where T denotes
the set of all F(9)-stopping times bounded by K. This also implies that V is quasi-left continuous (see Remark
VI-4.7 of [29]).

In the following processes of class (ALy) for any A € (0,1] play an important role. Here we give some
examples of such ones.

Example 3.1. If B is an F(©-adapted process with a locally integrable variation and the predictable com-
pensator of the variation process of B is absolutely continuous with a locally bounded derivative, then B is
of class (ALg).

Example 3.2. If L is a locally square-integrable martingale on B(®) and its predictable quadratic variation
process is absolutely continuous with a locally bounded derivative, then L is of class (ALy).

Example 3.3. For a real-valued function = on R, the modulus of continuity on [0,7T] is denoted by
w(x;0,T) = sup{|z(t) — z(s)|;s,t € [0,T],|s —t| < &} for T,6 > 0. Then, if an F(®)-adapted process V
satisfies w(V; h,t) = O, (hz~*) as h — oo for every t, A € (0,00), then V is of class (ALy) for any A € (0, 1].
An interesting example of such ones which does not belong to the above examples is a class of fractional
Brownian motions with Hurst indices greater than 1/2.

Instead of a kind of strong predictability, we impose the following condition on the sampling times:

[H2] (i) S* and T? are F(®)-predictable times for every i.
G
(ii) The process G in the condition [H1] is of the form Gy = V. + E]kvél 7S, where V¢ is of class (ALy)
for any A € (0,1], N¢ is an adapted point process and (”yg) is a sequence of random variables.
(iii) The process x in the condition [H1] is of the form x; = VX + Zﬁfl 7x, where VX is of class (ALy)
for any A € (0,1], NX is an adapted point process and (7)) is a sequence of random variables.

Fl
(iv) For each I = 1,2,1 % 2, the process F' in the condition [H1] is of the form Ftl = VtFl + Zg;l ”y,fl,
where VF' is of class (AL)) for any A € (0, 1], NF'is an adapted point process and (”y,fl) is a sequence
of random variables.

Remark 3.3. (i) We will explain why we need the condition [H2](i) in Remark 3.4. This condition is not
restricted in the framework of continuous processes because hitting times of continuous adapted processes
are predictable. Note that S*, T* and R* are also F(?)-predictable times under [H2](i) by Eq. (2.3).

(ii) The conditions [H2](ii)-(iv) are also not restricted at least in the univariate case (in the univariate case
we have G = F! = F? = F*2 and x = 1, so that it is sufficient that [H2](ii) holds). For example, renewal
sampling schemes satisfy these conditions because the conditionally expected durations of such schemes are
constant. Other examples satisfying [H2] are given in Section 4. In particular, sampling times generated by
hitting barriers satisfy [H2] (see Example 4.1) and in this case the asymptotic skewness of returns do not

G
vanish. We involve terms with finite activity jumps such as ij;l & in [H2] to treat sampling schemes as
stated in Remark 3.1 (see also Example 4.4).



(iii) We also remark that in the econometric literature conditionally expected durations are often modeled
by GARCH-type models (such as the ACD model of [13]) or SV-type models (such as the SCD model of [7]).
Since such models can be approximated by It6 semimartingales (see [36] and references therein), [H2] is also
not restricted from the econometric point of view in the light of Example 3.1-3.2.

The volatility processes should also have a kind of continuity:

[H3] For each V,W = XY, XY, [V, W] is absolutely continuous with a cadlag derivative, and the density
process [V, W]’ is of class (ALy) for any A € (0, 1].

In consideration of Example 3.1-3.3, [H3] is standard in the literature; see e.g., [23] and [25].
The maximum of the durations need to have a fairly fast convergence speed.

[H4] 2 < ¢ <1 and (2.2) holds for every ¢ € R.

An [H4]-type condition often appears in the literature (e.g., [8, 25, 34]). As naturally expected, this condition
have a connection with the condition [H1]. To explain this, we introduce an auxiliary condition. Let p be a
positive number.

[K,] The sequence of the processes (supy<,<, G(p)%) y is tight as n — oo for all ¢ > 0.

ne
Lemma 3.1. Suppose that [H1](i) and [K,] hold for some p > 1. Then supg<,<r TN+ | = Op(b}l_l/p) as
n — oo for any T > 0.

Proof. By an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 10.4 of [32], we can show that NZ = O,(b,?).

Therefore, the Lenglart inequality and [K,] yield Zivj;rl IT*[P = Op(bf~t). Since {supyc;<r |l"Ntn+1|}p
< Ziviﬂ IT*|P, we complete the proof of the lemma. O
Since 7, (t) < 2supy, [T*(t)] < 2supy< <, TN+ we obtain the following result:
Corollary 3.1. [H4] holds true if [K,] holds for some p > 6.
We impose the following regularity conditions on the drift processes and the noise process:

[H5] For each V = AX, AY AX AY 'V is absolutely continuous with a cadlag derivative, and the density
process V' is of class (ALy) for some A € (0, 1).

[H6] ([ |2]°Q+(d2))ter, is alocally bounded process and the covariance matrix process Wy (-) = [ 22*Qq(-,d2)
is cadlag. Moreover, for every i,j = 1,2 the process U" is of class (AL)) for any A € (0, 1].

Remark 3.4. The condition [H2](i) is necessary by the following technical reason. In the proof we will regard

the noise process (eg) as the (martingale) differences of the purely discontinuous locally square-integrable

martingale 220:1 egpl (Gr<ty O1 B. Then we need to consider the predictable quadratic variation process

(with respect to the filtration F) of this process. Since ¥ is quasi-left continuous under [H6] (see Remark

3.2), [H2](i) ensures it is given by 772, \Ifglpl{gpgt}. We refer to Chapter I of [29] for more details on the

concepts appearing here.

Finally, we introduce constants appearing in the representation of the asymptotic variance of our esti-
mator. For any real-valued bounded measurable functions o, 8 on R, we define the function t,,3 on R by

Ya.p(z) = fol fz;r:jll a(u)B(v)dvdu for every x € R. Then, we extend the functions g and ¢’ to the whole

x

real line by setting g(z) = ¢'(x) = 0 for = ¢ [0, 1] and put
2 2 2
wim [ bos@ide. T [ b me [ ks
—2 -2 —2

3.2 Results
Now we are ready to state the main theorem of this article.

Theorem 3.1. (a) Suppose [H1](i)-(iil), [H2](i)-(iii) and [H3]-[H6] are satisfied. Suppose also that X =
Y =0. Then

b PHY GY)" = (X Y]} =% [ w.di o DRy (3.1)
0



asn — 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? = b R (XYY, + (X, Y102} + 03R (W02 4 (W12y,) )65
+OTR{X 0P 4 (YU 4 2(X, YU (3.2)

(b) Suppose [H1]-[H6] are satisfied. Then (3.1) holds as n — oo, where W is as in the above and w is given
by

v = vy [9“ (XL, + (X, Y))?} Gy + 0°R {Wilﬁiz + (WiZ)Z} c;!

+ 0 R { XL + VI, + 20X VI, - (X YLF - (X YLF)° 6 | (383)

with ' = WA 4 [X]LFY, 02 = W2 4 [YV).F? and U," = W2y, + [X, Y], F}2.
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Proof of this theorem is given in Appendix A. As was announced in the introduction, the time endogeneity
has no impact on the asymptotic distribution of the pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator, compared with
Theorem 3.1 of [32]. Tt is also worth noting that the endogeneity of the noise pushes down the asymptotic
variance.

In the univariate case, we have S¥ = T* = RF for all k, so that

_ 1 o ,
PHY (X, X)} = —— X (D)X, ,(2)
Z)J-IZ_]‘<kn
for each t € Ry. Moreover, [H1](i)—(ii) and [H2|(ii) implies that [H1](iv)—(v) and [H2](iv) respectively, and
[H1](iii) and [H2|(iii) are automatically satisfied because xy™ = 1. Consequently, we obtain the following
result:

Corollary 3.2. Suppose [H1](i)-(ii), [H2](i)-(ii) and [H3]-[H6] are satisfied with taking S* = R* for every
k. Then )
b VY PHY (X, X)" — [X]} —% / wedW,  in D(R,)
0

as n — 0o, where W is as in the above and w is given by

2 g (=11
w? = —— |0k([X],)2G, + 0°F (xp )
Yy
Interestingly, both of the endogeneity of the sampling times and the noise have no impact on the asymp-
totic distribution.

2 —
Gi + 207 'R[X]\ T,

S S
S

Remark 3.5. (i) A brief explanation of the reason why the asymptotic skewness of returns has no impact on
the asymptotic variance of the PHY can be given in the following way. For simplicity we focus on the univari-
ate case without the noise and drift. Then, the predictable quadratic covariation of the estimation error of
the PHY and the martingale X is given by the sum of terms like Zl;lgl g(ﬁ)[X](I”p) Z];igl g(%)X(Ij*‘q)
with |i — j| < kp. In such a term, variables corresponding to the third power of returns (i.e., terms involving
variables like [X](I*)X (I*)) have no impact in the first order. By a similar reason the asymptotic kurtosis
of returns also has no impact on the asymptotic variance of the PHY.

(i) Due to Lemma 3.1 of [32], in the estimation error of the PHY we can replace the (pre-averaging version of)
Hayashi-Yoshida type sampling design kernel 1 (81, §i+hn)A [T Fitin )20} by a certain deterministic function.
This enables us to handle the nonsynchronous case with no difficulty. This is quite different from the case
for the Hayashi-Yoshida estimator in a pure diffusion setting, in which the Hayashi-Yoshida sampling design
kernel plays a central role in the first order calculus.

4 Examples

4.1  Univariate case

Example 4.1 (Times generated by hitting barriers). This example was treated in Section 4.4 of [17] and
Example 4 of [34].



Suppose that [H3] is satisfied and both [X]" and [X]"_ do not vanish. Define
S0=0, S =inf {t > SHMY — ME = —u\/by or M¥ — ME = m/bn} (4.1)

for positive constants u,v. Then, using a representation of a continuous local martingale with Brownian
motion, we have

P (Mégﬂ - M¥ = —u\/a) =v/(u+v), P (Mgf»“ - M¥ = v\/a) =u/(u+v).

Combining the above formula with Proposition 2.1 of [39] (again using a representation of a continuous local
martingale with Brownian motion), we obtain the following result: for each r > 1 there exists a positive
constant C, such that E [|[X]gi+1 — [X]g:|"] < C,bl, for every n,i. In particular, this inequality yields [K,]
holds for any p > 1 because info<s<¢[X], > 0 for any ¢ > 0. Therefore, (2.2) holds for any & € (0,1)
by Lemma 3.1. Noting that these results and the condition [H3], we can also show that [H1] holds with
H" = F® and G, = uv/[X]s. This result also implies that [H2](ii) holds true. Finally, [H2](i) is also
satisfied because M~ is continuous.
Note that in this example the asymptotic skewness of the returns does not vanish if u # v.

Remark 4.1. In Example 4.1, the stable convergence results of Theorem 3.1 still hold when we replace M~X
in (4.1) by X. This can be shown by the following way: first, by a localization argument it is sufficient to

consider processes stopped at some positive number 7. Let Z; = exp (fOt(AX)’S/[X]SdM;X - %A;X) As is

well known, Z; is a positive continuous local martingale. Therefore, again by a localization argument we
may assume that both Z and 1/Z are bounded. In partrcular Z is a martingale, so that we can define a
probability measure Py on (Q, Fr) by Pp(E) = P(1gZr). Pr is obviously equivalent to the probability
measure P restricted to (Q, Fr). Then, by Girsanov’s theorem X is a continuous F(?)-local martingale under
Pr, hence [H1], [H2] and [H4] hold true under Pr. Moreover, [H3] and [H5]-[H6] are also satisfied under
ﬁT due to the Bayes rule. Therefore, (3.1) holds true under ﬁT. Since the stable convergence is stable by
equivalent changes of probability measures, (3.1) also holds true under the original probability measure P.
Further, in this case we do not need (AX)’ is of class (ALy) for some A € (0, §).

Example 4.2 (General return distribution). This example was considered in Section 4.3 of [15] and Example
5 of [34], and can be regarded as a generalization of Example 4.1.

Let W be a one-dimensional standard Wiener process on a stochastic basis (€', F’, (F;), P’). Suppose
that U is adapted to the filtration (F}). Let p be a probability measure on R with mean 0, and suppose
that p is not a Dirac measure i.e., ;1({0}) < 1. Then, by Lemma 108 in Chapter 1 of [14] we can construct
an i.i.d. random vectors (Up, Vp), (U1, V1),... on a probability space (2", F”, P") satisfying the following
conditions for every :

(i) Ui, Vi > 0 as.,

(ii) For any x € R pu((—o0,z]) = [ Gui(w),vi(

wy (@) P (dw"), where for u,v > 0 Gy, is the distribution
function of the randorn varrable ¢ such that P(¢ =

—u)=1—P((=v) =v/(u+v).

Now construct the stochastic basis B(®) by
00— %", FO-—Fer, FUP=Fer, PO=pPxPp. (4.2)
Then, we define (S*) sequentially by S° = 0 and

gitt :inf{t > SUWy — Wei = —Uin/bp, or Wy, — Wgi = Vi\/E} i=0,1,....

By construction S is an F(9)-predictable time for every i and (Wgi1 —Wgi)iez, is a sequence of independent

random variables. Furthermore Lemma 115 in Chapter 1 of [14] implies that (2.1), b_1/2(WS¢+1 —Wsi) ~ 1
and E[S"T1 -5 =, fR o dx). This is known as the Skorohod representation, which is closely related to the
so-called Skomhod stopping problem (see [39] for details). In the present situation we need the predictability
of S%, so that we give the precise construction of S°.

Now we verify the conditions [H1]-[H2] and [H4]. For this purpose we need to assume that [}, [#|*(dz) <
oo for some k > 12. Then, Proposition 2.1 of [39] yields [K} /2], so that [H1](ii) holds. Moreover, [H4] is also
satisfied by Lemma 3.1. On the other hand, letting H™ being the filtration generated by the processes Wy, Uy
and the process Y, 1si<¢y, [H1] holds true with Gy = [ *p(dz). Thus [H2] is also satisfied.



Example 4.3 (Dynamic Mixed Hitting-Time Model). This model was introduced in Renault et al. [44] and
also discussed in Example 6 of [34].

First we construct the stochastic basis B(®) which is appropriate for the present situation. Let (Q', F", (F}),
P’) be a stochastic basis, and suppose that the semimartingales X and X are defined on this basis. Suppose
also that U is (F;)-adapted. Moreover, suppose that there exist a one-dimensional standard Wiener process
W and two positive cadlag adapted processes p and ¢ on (', F', (F/), P’). On the other hand, let ((;)icz,
be positive i.i.d. random variables with mean 1 on an auxiliary probability space (Q”, F”, P"”). Then we
define the stochastic basis B by (4.2).

We define the sampling scheme (S?) sequentially by S° = 0 and

S+l — inf {t > SUW, — Wi + b2 2 pgi (t — S7) = b}/%sigi} i=0,1,....

By construction S? is an F(9-predictable time for every i. Moreover, the conditional distribution of ! — §*
given F ) is the inverse Gaussian distribution IG (b}/ %cgiCisbn 1 % si), where the probability density function
of the inverse Gaussian distribution IG(6,) is given by

5er 1 (62
p(z;0,7) = ﬁz 3/2exp{—§ (? —l—v%)}, z>0.

In order to verify the conditions [H1]-[H2] and [H4], we additionally make the following assumptions: both
c— and p_ do not vanish, ¢ := ¢/pu is of class (ALy) for any A > 0 and EJ|(;|?] < oo for some p > 6. Then,
letting H;' being the o-field generated by F; and the random variable ), 1;gi<4 for each ¢ € Ry, we have

K, _1/2(csipsiCi)
G ni — B P
()5 { K_1)5(csipgiC)

by Eq. (2.16) of [30], where K is the modified Bessel function of the third kind and with index A. Now
we notice that the following properties of the function K. First, Theorem 1.2 of [33] implies that for any
A > 0 there exist a positive constant Cy such that Ky(z)/Kx—1(z) < Cx(1 +2~!) for any « > 0. Second,
for any « > 0, K (z) is strictly increasing in A for A > 0. This follows form Eq. (2.12) of [33]. These facts
yields the condition [K,|, hence Lemma 3.1 implies that [H4] holds true. Moreover, by construction H%, is
independent of ¢;, hence we have [H1] with G = . From this we also obtain [H2]. From this model we can
obtain endogenous sampling times by giving a correlation between X and W.

gicﬂ”ﬂ"i} . i=0,1,...

4.2 Nonsynchronous case

Example 4.4 (Poisson sampling with a random change point). This example is a version of the model
discussed in Section 8.3 of Hayashi and Yoshida [25].

As in the preceding example, we first construct an appropriate stochastic basis B(®). Let (', F', (F/),
P’) be a stochastic basis, and suppose that the semimartingales X, Y, X and Y are defined on this basis.
Suppose also that ¥ is (F/)-adapted. Furthermore, on an auxiliary probability space (Q”, F”, P"”), there are
mutually independent standard Poisson processes (NF), (Wf ) (k =1,2). Then we construct B by (4.2).

Next we construct our sampling schemes. For each k = 1,2, let ]3’“,]3]“ € (0,00) and let 7% be an (F))-

stopping time. Define (S°) and (?l) each as the arrival times of the point processes N™! = (M:lplt) and

N = (N:lﬁlt) respectively. Then, we define (S?) sequentially by S = 0 and
i ! 5m .
S = . ir?éN {§{5i71<51<71}, (7’1 + S ){Si71<71+§m}} 5 1= 1, 2, e
T9) is defined in the same way using N™? = (N2 ,,), N™ = (N>..,) and 72 instead of N™Y N™ and 71
y g np=t np-t
respectively. -

Let H" be the filtration generated by the o-field 7' and the processes N™!, N™2 Then, in a similar
manner to Section 5.2 of [32] we can show that [H1] and [H4] are satisfied with b, =n~!, x =0 and

1 1 1 1 1 1
G\t ) e Gt T ) e

1 1 1 1 1 1
T ) e gt T i) s
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and

1 1 1 1
1 _ 2 _
FS - E1{5<71} + —_11{7'1§5}’ Fs - _1{S<T2} + __21{7'2§s}7
- 2
1x2
Fs p +p 1{s<7'1/\7'2} + 1 + 21{71<s<7'2} + 1 + 21{72<s<7’1} + 1 +2_?21{7'1\/7'2§s}'

From these formulae [H2](ii)(iv) also holds true. Finally, [H2](i) is also satisfied because S', ?l, T and T
are F(O_predictable times for all [.

Example 4.5 (Continuous-time analog of the Lo-MacKinlay model). In Lo and MacKinlay [37] they regarded
the nonsynchronicity of observations as a kind of missing observations. That is, they first considered a series
r1,T2,... of completely synchronous latent returns. Here, the random vector r; = (77,...,7{) represents the
vector constituted of the latent returns of d assets for the ¢-th period. In each period t there is some chance
that the transaction of the k-th asset does not occur with certain probability p¥. If it does not occur, the
observed return (rF)° of the k-the asset for the t-th period is simply 0. On the other hand, if its transaction
occurs in the t-th period, (rf)° becomes the sum of its latent returns for all past conservative periods in
which its transaction has not occurred. Mathematically speaking, we have (rf)° = Y720 XF(i)rf_;, where

XF@) = (1= ) TTji 0F
1 — p* of taking values 1 and 0, which are independent of the latent returns. In the following we consider a
continuous-time analog of this model.

Let (Q,F',(F]), P’) be a stochastic basis as in the preceding example. Suppose that there exists a
sequence (Tp,)mez, of (F;)-predictable times (which will depend on n) such that 70 = 0 and 7, T o0 as
m — oo. On the other hand, suppose that we have two sequences (&}, Jmez, and (62, )mez, of ii.d. random
variables on a probability space (2", ", P""). Suppose also that they are mutually independent and P (5%, =
1) =1- P(6% =0) =p* €0,1) for each k = 1,2 and m € Z. Then we define the stochastic basis B() by
(4.2).

Let M(i)* = min{M|>M_ (1 — %) = i}. Then we define (S?) and (T79) by S% = 7y and T9 =
Tar(jy2- By construction S and 77 are F(©)-predictable times and satisfy (2.1). For example, if we take
Tm = mby, then (S*) and (77) becomes mutually independent Bernoulli sampling schemes (i.e. discretized
Poisson sampling schemes). In this case it can be easily shown that [H1]-[H2] and [H4] holds with G, =
A=p) '+ Q=)' =1 =p) " xs = A =pYA =p?), F} = (1 -p")", F} = (1-p*)"" and
F?=02-(0-pHA-p*))A-p'p*)~"

By including endogeneity in (7,,), we can also obtain endogenous sampling times. For example, let W
be a one-dimensional Wiener process on (', F’, (F;), P') and let (¢ )mez, be a sequence of i.i.d. positive
random variables on (0, ", P”). We assume they are independent of ((8},,62))mez, and have mean 1.

m? m

Further, suppose that E[|(;|?] < oo for some p > 6. Then we define (7,,) sequentially by 7 = 0 and
Tmt1 = inf{t > 7,|[W; — W, bL/?

and (0;) is an i.i.d. sequence of Bernoulli variables with probabilities p* and

T b 1/2 p(t = 7m) = bi/“cCn} (m = 0,1,...). Here, u and ¢ are some
positive constants. This is a simple mixed hitting-time model considered in Example 4.3. Then, by a simple
computation similar to that of Example 4.3 we can show that [H1]-[H2] and [H4] holds with

1 1 1
G = - s=1-pH1 -p?
<1_p1+1_p2 1_p1p2>¢7 X ( p)( p)7
Fslz 1/} , FSQZ 1/} , FVS19¢<2:2_(1_p1)(1_p2),¢)7
1—p! 1—p? 1— plp2

where ¢ = ¢/p.

5 Application and discussion

5.1  Asymptotic variance estimation

The central limit theorem derived in Section 3 is infeasible in the sense that the asymptotic variance of
the estimation error is unobservable. In order to derive a feasible central limit theorem, we therefore need
an estimator for the asymptotic variance. In this subsection we implement this with a kernel-based approach
as in Section 8.2 of [25] and the second estimator in Section 4 of [11].
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For this purpose we need to construct global estimators for (i) the integrated (co-)volatility processes [X],
[Y] and [X,Y], (ii) the covariance matrix process ¥ of the noise process and (iii) the asymptotic variance
process [, ([X, Y], F} — [X, X]’SFSQ)2 G;1ds due to the presence of the endogenous noise. We have already
established a class of estimators for the case (i) i.e., the PHY, so that in the following we construct estimators
for the cases (ii) and (iii).

For the case (ii) we know several consistent estimators when the noise process is i.i.d. One of the most fa-
miliar estimators in such ones is the re-scaled realized covariance: >y pi ) (Xge —Xge 1) (Y7, =Yz 1)/ (2N").
In the present situation, however, this estimator is not appropriate because Xg, and Yz,_, are possibly cor-
related due to the endogenous noise, for instance. Instead, we use the (scaled) symmetric first-order realized
autocovariance estimator proposed by Oomen [41]:

" 1
Vi (1)12 = _ﬁ Z {(x§k - x§k71)(wa+1 - Yfk) + (x§k+1 - ng)(Y;Fk - Y'fkfl)} ; te R-i-'

" g RRHI<t
Similarly we define

Vi (1)11 = _k_g Z (ng - xgk—l)(x§k+1 - xgk)a Ve (1)22 = _k_g Z (Y:T“k - Y’fk—l)(Y’fk+1 - Y;Fk)

" g Set1<y " g Tht1<y

for each t € Ry. For the case (iii), we use a pre-averaging based estimator. First, for measurable bounded
functions «a, 5 on R we introduce the following quantity:

- a1 o o P
EasX V)P == > Xa@)Vs(J), teR,.

k
" iRi<t

Next, fix a C? function f on [0, 1] satisfying f(0) = f(1) = f(0) = f'(1) = 0 (e.g., f(z) = 2*(1 — x)?
for € [0,1]) and extend it to the whole real line by setting f(z) = 0 for ¢ [0,1]. Then define Z[f]" =
- n o= n 1
{Ep s XY™ = Ep (X Y)"}/ 21 f113), where [[f]13 = [y f'(x)*da.
Now we construct local estimators for the quantities appearing in the asymptotic variance (3.3) from the

global ones introduced in the above. Let (hy,)nen be a sequence of positive numbers tending to 0 as n — oo,
and define

(XT, =kt (PHY (X, X)2 = PHY (X0, )0 DT =t (PHY (Y, Y)2 = PHY (YY), )
X VT, = ht (PHY(XY)? = PHY (XY, ) 090 = m {ar ) =, (01,

o) = b {ar ()% =i, 2, 0r )2 = a2 ), ()12
OZIf1E = hyt (EUA1E = Z (M, )
for each s € Ry. Then, we obtain the following result:

Lemma 5.1. Suppose [H1]-[H6] and [Ky,3] are satisfied. Suppose also that h;lbgﬂ — 0 asn — co. Then

L —

(a) [3(\]’5 =P [X]._, [/Y\]’S —P /[li]'s_ and [ X,Y]' ﬁ(, Y. as n — oo for any s € Ry. Furthermore,

SUPg< <t |[3(\]’S|, SUPg< <t I[Y),| and SUPg<s<t [[X,Y]| are tight for any t > 0.

(b) Oy (1)t —P H’QWS_/GS_, oy (1)%2 —p 9’253/6'5_, and Oy (1)1 —P 9*263_/6'5_ as n — oo for
any s € Ry. Furthermore, supg< <, |07 (1)M |, supg< < [072 (1)??] and supg< <, |02 (1)'?| are tight for
any t > 0.

(c) OZ[f]7 =P (X, Y], F} —[X,Y],_F? )/0Gs_ asn — oo for any s € Ry. Furthermore, supy< <, |0Z[f]7|

S§—7 §—

is tight for any t > 0.

We give a proof of Lemma 5.1 in Appendix B. According to the above proposition, we can construct a
kernel-based estimator for the asymptotic variance as follows. Set

WP = b [/@ {@Rkif?m + ([Z?]'ka} + 7 {0 (1)1 073 (12 + (097 (1)'2) "}
7 { (X7 07 (1 + VT e 07 (DM + 20X, YT 0y (1)'2 = (021 10)” }| [P
(5.1)
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for each k € N, and define m: = L.Rrk<t 1/1-)5Rk for every t € R;. Then we obtain the following result:
Theorem 5.1. Suppose [H1]-[H6] and [Ky,3] are satisfied. Suppose also that h;lbi/zl — 0 asn — oco. Then
we have b;lmmn =2, Jo wids as n — oo, where wy is defined by (3.3).

Proof. Since fo w?2ds is a continuous non-decreasing process, it is sufficient to prove the pointwise conver-
gence. By Lemma A.6 in Appendix A (or Lemma 10.2(a) of [32]), we have b;l/2m{: —b/? Y o kRk<t W2 RE

as n — oo for every ¢, where 1;5Rk is defined by (5.1) with replacing [T**1| by G’.. Then, we obtain the
desired result by Lemma 5.1 and the dominated convergence theorem. O

Combining Theorem 5.1 with Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following feasible central limit theorem:

Corollary 5.1. Under the same assumptions as those of Proposition 5.1, we have

PHY (X,Y)? — [X,Y],
JAVAR]

as n — oo for any t € Ry whenever fg w2ds > 0 a.s.

—% N(0,1)

5.2 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 are a lot of evidence that microstructure
noise is autocorrelated (see [22] and [47] for instance). In this subsection we shall briefly discuss the case
that the observation noise is autocorrelated conditionally on F(©).

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

Zu|)\z| < oo and Zumm < 0. (5.2)
u=1 u=1

We assume that the observation data (Xg:) and (Yg:) are of the form

Xoi = X§i+ > Megiou +0,"2D  pi(Xgiou = Xgimumn),
u=0

: u=0 (5.3)
Ysi = Yoi+ Y Aiehiou + 0,2 pa(Ygicw = Ygicuoa).
u=0 u=0

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

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that S* = T for everyi. Suppose also [H1](i)-(ii), [H2](i)~(ii), [H3]-[H6], (5.2) and

(5.3) are satisfied. Then (3.1) holds true as n — oo with that W is the same one in Theorem 3.1 and w is
given by

= v o (LY + YRRy 6. o sm {2 4 (82) L 6

+ 07 R { (X102 4 [VILL + 20X, Y02 — (X, Y, - i[X, Y1) G, )

- N2 ~ SN2 - I
with W' = () W+ ()" [X)LGe, 22 = (33) W2+ (73)” [Y]1Co and W12 = NRRW 124+ 73X, YL,
where Ny = S o AL and il =307 wl, for each 1 =1,2.

We give a proof of Theorem 5.2 in Appendix C. The proof is based on a Beveridge-Nelson type decompo-
sition for the noise. In the nonsynchronous case, we will need to model the autocorrelation structure of the
noise on the time dependence in calender time (as [47] did) rather than tick time (as in the above). This is

13



because we have two axes of tick time, (S%) and (77), in the nonsynchronous case and this fact complicates
the analysis of our estimator. However, this topic is beyond the scope of this paper, so that we postpone it
to further research.

5.8  Comparison to other approaches

In this subsection we shall briefly discuss the behaviors of other noise-robust volatility estimators in the
presence of time endogeneity.

First we focus on the modulated realized covariance (MRC) proposed in Christensen et al. [10], which is
another pre-averaging based covariance estimator. It can be basically considered as a pre-averaging version
of the realized covariance i.e., Z4 4(X,Y)" (with an appropriate scaling). This quantity, however, has a bias
which is given by the covariance of the noise multiplied by some constant, so that we need to involve a bias
correction term. For the reason presented in Section 5.1, we use the estimator 4;*(1)!? for estimating the
covariance of the noise. More precisely, we define the process MRC(X,Y)" by

1
MROOGY)] = 22,00 V)F = ap ()12, e,
V2 2
where 9 = fol g'(s)?ds and g = fol g(s)?ds.
For any «, 8 € T, we define the function ¢, g on R by ¢q. s(s) = fsl a(u — s)B(u)du. After that, we set
Py = fol By g (5)%ds, Pag = fol bg.g(s)?ds and P19 = fol $g.9(8)Pg g (s)ds. Then we obtain the following
result:

Theorem 5.3. Suppose [H1]-[H6] are satisfied. Then
b YHMRC(X,Y)" — [X, Y]} = / wedW,  in D(R,)
0
as n — oo, where W is the same one in Theorem 3.1 and w is given by
2 _ g2 1y 1\2 _3 —11=22  (=12\2] 4
ws - 2¢2 9(1)22 {['X]S[Y]S + ([Xu Y]s) }GS + 9 (I)ll \I]s \Ijs + \Ijs Gs

+ 07 00 (XL + VLT, + 20X, YT — (X YILF! - (X YLF) G | (54)

The proof is in Appendix D. The above result tells us that the time endogeneity also has no impact on the
first order asymptotic property of the MRC. In this sense the MRC is better than the PHY because the former
has usually smaller asymptotic variance than the later. However, the MRC is not robust to autocorrelated
noise, so that in this article we mainly focus on the PHY for practical application.

On the other hand, in general the time endogeneity seems to have some impacts on the asymptotic distri-
bution of noise-robust volatility estimators. That is, the “robustness to the time endogeneity” is presumably
a special feature of the pre-averaging technique. One of the evidences for this conjecture is the analysis in
[35]. We give another heuristic evidence in the following.

For simplicity we focus on the univariate case and suppose that UF = 0. We also assume that [H1](i)
holds and S°, S!,... are independent of X. We further assume that there exists a constant p > 2 such
that for each p € [0, p] the processes G(p)™ converges to a cadlag process G(p) uniformly on compacts in
probability as n — co. We shall consider the multiscale realized volatility (MSRV) proposed in Zhang [52].
The MSRYV is given by the following formula:

ai)M'Vl
[X7 X]l = Z i Z(ij - XSj*i)27 (55)
i—1 =i

. M, N
_——— multi

where N = #{i € N|S* < 1}, M,, = (cmum-\/]vw with a positive constant ¢,,,;; and
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This specification follows from Bibinger [8]. Then, by Lemma 2.2 of [23] and Theorem 2 of [8] the asymptotic
—— multi
distribution of the (scaled) estimation error N'/4([X, X], — [X, X]1) of the MSRV is given by

c\/cmulti% /0 ([X];)2gg§:ds

under some regularity conditions, where ( is a standard normal random variable independent of F. The
term G(2)s/G(1)s appearing in the above seems to reflect the asymptotic kurtosis of returns, so that time
endogeneity seems to have an impact on the asymptotic distribution of the MSRV. Although the verification
of this conjecture is left to future research, we will examine it numerically by a Monte Carlo study in the
next section.

Remark 5.1. (i) The term G(2)s/G(1)s also appears in the asymptotic variance of the realized kernel; see
[4] for details. On the other hand, it is known that the asymptotic distribution of the realized quasi-maximum
likelihood estimator is not affected by the irregularity of sampling times at least for renewal sampling schemes
independent of observed processes, which is similar to our approach; see Section 4.3.2 of [49] and Corollary
1 of [46].

(ii) The “robustness to the time endogeneity” property in the above has a good aspect and bad aspect. The
good aspect is that we do not need to pay attention to the structure of sampling times precisely for statistical
application of the estimator. The bad aspect is that we miss a chance to seek more efficient sampling schemes,
as manifested in Section 5 of [17] for the RV case. This can be seen as a common trade-off between efficiency
and robustness.

(iii) It would be interesting to compare our approach with the model with uncertainty zones of [45], which is
another approach allowing us to deal with endogenous noise, endogenous times and nonsynchronous obser-
vations simultaneously.

6 Simulation study

In this section we conduct a simulation analysis to illustrate the finite sample accuracy of some of the
asymptotic results developed above. We focus on the univariate PHY.

0.1 Simulation design

We simulate data for one day (¢t € [0, 1]). Following [34, 35], we consider sampling times generated by
hitting barriers illustrated in Example 4.1. Specifically, we define the sampling times (S?) by Eq. (4.1) with
setting u = 0.01, v = 0.04, b, =n~! = 3600~ and MX = oW;, where o = 0.02 and W, is a one-dimensional
Wiener process. This specification follows from Section 5 of [34]. For a comparison we also consider an
equidistant sampling scheme i.e., S* = i/n. We will refer to the former as the hitting sampling and the later
as the equidistant sampling, respectively.

One of the novel findings of this article is that the PHY has no limiting bias even if the asymptotic
skewness of the latent returns does not vanish, which contrasts the realized volatility. Therefore, it will be
a good illustration to consider a situation that the limiting bias of the realized volatility significantly affects
its asymptotic distribution. For this reason we adopt the bridge setting for the latent process, following [35].
Specifically, X is generated by a Brownian bridge with between 0 and ;. An SDE specification for X can
be written as

ax, = LK g o aw,
1—t
While the limiting bias of the realized volatility is proportionate to the value of x; in the light of (1.2), an
overlarge value will cause a significant bias due to the drift term. In consideration of this trade-off, we set
T = 0'/2.
To generate the microstructure noise process (U gi), we consider the following three scenarios:

Scenario 1: U é{ = 0 i.e., the microstructure noise is absent.
Scenario 2: Ug‘; it N(0,v0?), where we set v = 0.001.
Scenario 3: UZ = 6y/n(Xgi — Xgi-1), where we set § = —/0.001.
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The choices of the parameters in the above reflect the empirical findings reported in Hansen and Lunde [22].
That is, the variance of the noise is at most 0.1% of the integrated volatility and the noise is negatively
correlated with the latent returns. Simulation results are based on 5000 Monte Carlo iterations for each
model.

The implementation of the PHY is as follows. Following [11], we use ¢ = 0.15 and ¢g(z) = 2 A (1 — x)
and set k, = W\/N | for pre-averaging. Here, N represents the number of the observed returns. We also
computed the Studentized statistic

Seuy 1= (PY (%07 - o) /\/AVAR]

where the estimator m{;l of the asymptotic variance is constructed as in Section 5.1 with using h, =
N~=92_ Note that we do not need to specify the function f for computing it because the process 9Z[f]" is
identical to 0 in the univariate case.

For a comparison purpose we also computed the RV and the MSRV defined by (5.5) as well as their
Studentization. The Studentization Sgy of the RV was computed by the left-hand side of Eq. (1.1) (with
t =1). The tuning parameter ¢,,,;; and the estimator mmum for the asymptotic variance of the MSRV
were computed on the basis of Algorithm 2 of [8]. Then the Studentization of the MSRV is given by

_——— multi _—
Snisry = N# ([X, X, —02) / \/ AVAR it -

6.2 Simulation results

Table 1 reports the relative bias and the root mean squared error (rmse) of each estimator. That is,
we report the sample mean and root mean squared error divided by o of each estimator in Table 1. Since
the RV is inconsistent in the presence of noise, it does not perform at all in Scenario 2 and 3. As expected
from the discussions until the preceding sections, the PHY has the smallest bias in the presence of the time
endogeneity. Interestingly, even in the absence of noise the PHY has the smaller bias than the RV when the
sampling times are endogenous. On the other hand, in each scenario the difference between the rmse values
of two sampling schemes for each estimator (of course except for the RV in the noisy settings) is small, at
least compared with those of the bias values. This is also implied by the theory developed above and the
formula (1.2).

Next we turn to the accuracy of the asymptotic approximation, which is the main theme of this article.
In Figure 1 we plot the kernel densities of the Studentized statistics Spyuy, Srv and Sysry for Scenario
1 with the equidistant sampling (on the left panel) and the hitting sampling (on the right panel). In the
equidistant sampling case, all of the standard normal approximations perform fairly well. As expected
from the asymptotic theory, Sgry offers the best approximation. On the other hand, the standard normal
approximations of Sgy and Syisry completely fail in the hitting sampling case. In fact, their densities shift
to the right and become long and narrow to the lengthwise direction. This is exactly as expected from the
asymptotic distribution (1.2) for the RV, while it is conjectured from the discussion in Section 5.3 for the
MSRYV. In contrast, the approximation of Spgy still perform fairly well. This is in line with the theory
developed in this article.

To test the normality of the Studentized statistics quantitatively, we compare their quantiles with those
of the standard normal distribution for each scenario. The results are reported in Table 2-4. We also report
the sample mean and standard deviation as well as the 95% coverage. Note that for Scenario 2 and 3 we do
not report the results for the RV because of the lack of the consistency. As the tables reveal, we can again
observe that the distributions of Sgy and Sysry shift to the right in the hitting sampling cases. Also, the
quantiles of Sppy (and Sysgy for the equidistant sampling case) don’t look good enough, but this is not
surprising because they have rather slower convergence speeds than Sry. In fact, such an observation has
already achieved in the literature (e.g., [3] and [27]). It is worth mentioning that the 95% coverage of Spuy
seems to be fairly good in practice. It is also interesting to observe that the performance of Sppy in the
hitting sampling case is superior to that in the equidistant sampling case.

Now we make some efforts to improve the finite sample performance of the asymptotic approximation for
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Table 1: Relative bias and root mean squared error

PHY RV MSRV

Equidistant sampling

Scenario 1 | -0.008 (0.089) 0.000 (0.023) -0.001 (0.044)
Scenario 2 | -0.005 (0.094) 7.204 (7.208) -0.006 (0.074)
Scenario 3 | -0.005 (0.091) 3.407 (3.409) -0.002 (0.063)
Hitting sampling

Scenario 1 | 0.006 (0.092) 0.013 (0.023) 0.012 (0.040)
Scenario 2 | 0.007 (0.097) 6.971 (6.976) 0.009 (0.075)
Scenario 3 | 0.006 (0.094) 3.460 (3.461) 0.012 (0.065)

Note. We report the relative bias and rmse of the estimators included in the simulation

study. The number reported in parenthesis is rmse.

the estimation error of the PHY. For this purpose we consider the log-transform
log {P/ﬁ/(x, X)?} —log(o?)

AT PRV (%)

By the delta method we have Siog 4N (0,1) as n — oo. It is well-known that this type of transformation
often improves the finite sample performance of asymptotic approximations for volatility estimators based on
high-frequency data (see [21] and [3] for instance). In fact, this phenomenon can be explained theoretically
by higher-order asymptotic properties in some cases; see [21] for details. Furthermore, [21] pointed out that
there exist alternative transforms outperforming the log-transform. Motivated by this study, we also consider
the inverse transform

2 1/PHY (X, X)? — 1/02

JAVAR!

following the suggestion of [21] for the RV. We show the results for these statistics in Table 5-7. We can see
that the accuracy of asymptotic approximation is surprisingly improved across all the scenarios, compared
with the raw statistic case. Further, in the equidistant sampling case Sin, seems to work better than Siog
as predicted from the study of [21], while this observation looks reverse in the hitting sampling case. To
understand these findings theoretically, we are likely to need a higher-order asymptotic theory for the PHY.
This is more involved and of course beyond the scope of this article.

Finally, in Figure 2 we present the QQ plots of the statistics Spuy, Siog and Si,, for Scenario 1 to
complement these results visually.

S = — (PHY (X, X)7)
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Figure 1: Kernel densities of the Studentized statistics for Scenario 1
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Note. We plot the kernel densities of the Studentized statistics for Scenario 1. The left panel is for the
equidistant sampling case and the right panel is for the hitting sampling case. The blue dashed line refers
to Spuy, the red doted line refers to Srv, the green solid line refers to Smsryv and the black solid line refers
to N(0,1).

Table 2: Comparisons of quantiles of Studentized statistics with N(0,1) (Scenario 1)

Mean SD  05% 2.5% 5% 95% 97.5%  99.5%  Cove. (95%)
Equidistant sampling
Spuy -0.19  1.03 1.82% 4.88% 8.90% 97.38% 99.18% 99.94% 94.30%
Srv -0.02 099 0.78% 2.80% 5.32% 95.74% 98.14% 99.68% 95.34%
Smsrvy  -0.07  1.15 1.88% 5.54% 8.90% 93.82% 96.54% 99.12% 91.00%

Hitting sampling
Spuy -0.03  1.01 1.08% 3.48% 6.68% 96.42% 98.46% 99.88% 94.98%
Shv 0.50 0.73 0.00% 0.00% 0.16% 94.42% 97.92% 99.86% 97.92%
Smsrvy 020 0.71  0.00% 0.22% 0.66% 97.94% 99.44% 99.94% 99.22%

Table 3: Comparisons of quantiles of Studentized statistics with N(0,1) (Scenario 2)

Mean SD  0.5%  2.5% 5% 95% 97.5%  99.5%  Cove. (95%)
Equidistant sampling
Spuy -0.15  1.03 1.82% 4.98% 8.36% 97.58% 98.94% 99.90% 93.96%
Smsrv -0.13 118 2.30% 6.32% 9.66% 93.66% 96.56% 99.12% 90.24%

Hitting sampling
Spuy -0.02  1.02 1.24% 4.00% 6.46% 96.34% 98.66%  99.86% 94.66%
Smsry 0.08 085 0.12% 1.04% 2.48% 96.80% 98.92%  99.84% 97.88%
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Table 4: Comparisons of quantiles of Studentized statistics with N(0,1) (Scenario 3)

Mean SD  0.5%  2.5% 5% 95% 97.5%  99.5%  Cove. (95%)
Equidistant sampling
Spry -0.15  1.03 1.60% 5.18% 8.26% 97.24% 99.06% 99.96% 93.88%
Smsrv  -0.07  1.14  1.70% 5.28% 8.50% 94.06% 96.68%  99.16% 91.40%
Hitting sampling
Spry -0.03  1.02 1.10% 3.52% 6.74% 96.20% 98.42% 99.88% 94.90%
Smsry 013 0.82 0.14% 0.74% 1.68% 96.82% 98.72%  99.96% 97.98%

Table 5: Comparisons of quantiles of transformed statistics with N (0, 1) (Scenario 1)

Mean SD  0.5%  2.5% 5% 95% 97.5%  99.5%  Cove. (95%)
Equidistant sampling
Siog  -0.14  1.01 0.94% 3.62% 7.14% 96.32% 98.52%  99.80% 94.90%
Sy -0.09  1.00 0.42% 2.40% 5.36% 95.10% 97.56% 99.48% 95.16%
Hitting sampling
Sioe  0.03  1.01 0.70% 3.00% 5.30% 94.54% 97.72% 99.56% 94.72%
Sy 0.08  1.02 0.26% 1.90% 4.04% 93.06% 96.40% 99.10% 94.50%

Table 6: Comparisons of quantiles of transformed statistics with N (0, 1)

(Scenario 2)

Mean SD  0.5%  2.5% 5% 95% 97.5%  99.5%  Cove. (95%)
Equidistant sampling
Siog  -0.10  1.01 1.22% 3.60% 6.74% 96.52% 98.44%  99.78% 94.84%
Sinv -0.05  1.00 0.40% 2.42% 5.00% 95.46% 97.68% 99.38% 95.26%
Hitting sampling
Siog  0.03  1.01 0.70% 3.00% 5.30% 94.54% 97.72% 99.56% 94.72%
Sy 0.08  1.02 0.26% 1.90% 4.04% 93.06% 96.40% 99.10% 94.50%

Table 7: Comparisons of quantiles of transformed statistics with N(0,1) (Scenario 3)

Mean SD  0.5% 2.5% 5% 95% 97.5%  99.5%  Cove. (95%)
Equidistant sampling
Siog  -0.11  1.01 0.80% 3.60% 6.90% 96.26% 98.12% 99.74% 94.52%
Sinv -0.06  1.00 0.26% 2.24% 5.32% 95.24% 97.48%  99.38% 95.24%
Hitting sampling
Siog  0.02  1.01 0.64% 2.36% 5.34% 95.02% 97.52% 99.70% 95.16%
Sy 0.07  1.01 0.24% 1.50% 3.72% 93.28% 96.34%  99.12% 94.84%
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Figure 2: Normal QQ plots of the transformed statistics for Scenario 1
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Note. We plot the QQ plots of the Studentized statistics for Scenario 1. The upper panels are for the
equidistant sampling case and the lower panels are for the hitting sampling. The left panels refer to Spuy,
the middle panels refer to Siog and the right panels refer to Siny.

Appendix
A  Proof of Theorem 3.1

We start by introducing some notation. Firstly we explain some generic notation. For processes V and
W, VeIV denotes the integral (either stochastic or ordinary) of V' with respect to WW. For any semimartingale
V and any (random) interval I, we define the processes V(I); and I; by V(I); = fot 17(s=)dVs and I; = 17(t)
respectively. We denote by YT the set of all real-valued piecewise Lipschitz functions o on R satisfying
a(x) = 0 for any x ¢ [0, 1]. For a function o on R we write a; = a(p/ky) for each n € N and p € Z. For any
semimartingale V', any sampling design D = (D");en and any o € T, we define the process V(D) for each
i € N by V,(D)! = Z];;El aZV(Di‘“’)t. Then, for any semimartingales V, W and any «, 5 € T, set

Lag(V,W)7 = Va(T') - @ Wa(T?) + Ws(J7) - o Va(T')
for each 4,7 € N. Furthermore, for any locally square-integrable martingales M, N, M’ N’ and any
a,B,a/, 5 €Y, set

VT, (M N; MY N,
—=(Mo(2)', My (D) )e(N(T)V, Ny (T )i + (Mo (D), Ni (T )M (D), Np(T ) )
Secondly we introduce some notation related to the noise processes. Let
@X*—iiezlA QEY*—LOOEXIA
t T Spo{sr<t} t T L Ta {Ti<t}
n p—1 n a=1

¢X and ¢ are obviously purely discontinuous locally square-integrable martingales on B if [H6] holds (note
that both (5%) and (T7) are F(*)-stopping times). Furthermore, if ¥ is cadlag, quasi-left continuous and both
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(8%) and (T7) are F(9-predictable times, then we have

22 X @Yy, =
e = iz Z\I]SP (Sr<ty )t = 2 Z‘I’ Ltacy  (€,E )= 2 Z Ve L Go—tocy-
" pg=1
On the other hand, though S* and 7% may not be stopping times, we have the following result:

(0)

Lemma A.1. The random variables IF and JF are F;"’ -measurable for every k,t.

Proof. Since {IF = 1} = {S* <t < 5¥} = N,[{5" <t < Sk} U {t < §* < Si}], we obtain {IF = 1} ¢ F”
and thus IF is }'t(o)—measurable. Similarly we can show that JF is }'t(o)—measurable. O

Due to the above lemma, both of the processes J; := Z;ozl I? and J; := 2211 J? are F(®-adapted.
Therefore, we can define the following processes:

X =0 X, 9,=-3 Y, M=-0_ M, My =-J eM,
=Tl e A, AW =-J_e A

Thenwesetﬂx—éx (knv/bn) 72X, U = €Y + (kovby) ™'Y, $X = X 4 (kyv/bn) T PMX and UY =
+ (kn /)~ 10X o
Finally, for every i,j we define the process K;” by K% = L{(§i Gitrn )T Fi+kn)n[0,)20} Lhen define
processes My and M? by

M?:Mq q(X Y) +Mq .9’ (”'X uy) +qu (X uy) +Mq q(ux )n
M?:MQQ(MX MY) +Mg g(ux uy) +Mgg (MX uy) +Mg g(u My)tv

where we set

1

M, g(V.W)} = 7(1/}1{}/]{ 3

> K Las(V.W)

5,J=1

for any semimartingales V, W and any a, 5 € T. Note that the process M? is a locally square-integrable
martingale with respect to the filtration F under the condition [H6] due to Lemma 4.3 of [32].

In the next step we will strengthen some assumptions by a localization argument. First of all, we remark
the following lemma:

Lemma A.2. Suppose that V is a cadlag F(O)-adapted process and of class (ALy) for some A € [0,1]. Then
the process V. — Vi is locally bounded.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume Vy = 0. Define the process H = (H;);er, by H; =
SUPg<s<y E [|VS| |}'éo)} . Evidently H is an F(9)-predictable increasing process and satisfies E[|Vr|] < E[|Hr|]

for every bounded F(®)-stopping time 7. The fact that V is of class (ALy) for some A € [0,1] implies the
locally boundedness of H, so that V is locally bounded because of the Lenglart inequality. O

Note that for any ]-"éo)—measurable random variable Vp and any positive number K, 1;y,<x}X and
1{vy|<k}Y are also continuous semimartingales on B©) and satisfy [H3] and [H5] as far as X and Y do so.
Moreover, P(X # lgv,<xyX or Y # lgy<x1Y) < P(|Vo| > K) — 0 as K — co. As a consequence, a
standard localization argument allows us to systematically replace the conditions [H2]-[H3] and [H5]-[H6] by
the following strengthened versions:

[SH2] (i) S* and T" are F()-predictable times for every i.
(ii) [H2](ii) holds and the processes G, V¢ and N¢ are bounded. Moreover, V¢ is of class (A, ) for any

A€ (0,1].
(iii) [H2](iii) holds and the processes x, VX and NX are bounded. Moreover, VX is of class (A,) for
any A € (0,1].

(iv) [H2](iv) holds and the processes F', VF' and NF' are bounded for every [ = 1,2, 1 x 2. Moreover,
V' is of class (Ay) for any A € (0,1] and every [ = 1,2,1%2.
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[SH3] [H3] holds true. Moreover, for each V,W = X, Y, XY the density process f = [V, W] is bounded and
of class (A)) for any A € (0, 1].

[SH5] [H5] holds true. Moreover, for each V = A% AY AX AY the density process f = V' is bounded and
of class (Ay) for some X € (0, 3).

[SH6] [H6] holds and ([ |2[*Q.(d2))icr, is a bounded process. Moreover, for every i,j = 1,2 the process ¥%
is of class (A)) for any A € (0,1].

Our proof is based on the following lemma:

Lemma A.3. (a) Suppose that [H1](i)—(iii), [SH3] and [SH5]-[SH6] hold. Suppose also that X =Y = 0.
Then we have (3.1) with that W is the same one in Theorem 3.1 and w is given by (3.2), provided that the
following three conditions are satisfied:

(I) b71/4(M" M") 20 as n — oo,
(IT) by, 1/4<M" N) =P 0 as n — oo for every t and any N € {MX, MY K/ MX MY},
(III) For any M, M’ € {X,&X MX}, any N, N’ € {Y, &Y MY} and any a, B,0/,5' € T,

172 Z KR ) o (L 5 (M N), L 5 (M, N')),
,5,4" 5"

bt 3 (RYRD) @ Vil s (M N M N+ op (k) (A1)
,5,4" 5"

as n — oo for every t € Ry.

(b) Suppose that [H1], [SH3] and [SH5]-[SH6] hold. Then we have (3.1) with that W is as in the above
and w is given by (3.3), provided that the above three conditions (I)—(111) are satisfied.

Proof. First, it can be easily shown that we can replace the condition [A4] in the assumptions of Proposition
4.3 and Lemma 4.6 of [32] by the condition [H4] (in fact, & > 1/2 is sufficient). Therefore, it is sufficient to
show that b;1/4(P/HT/(X, Y)" — M") 2%, 0 as n — oo by the assumptions of the lemma and the conditions
(IT)-(T1T), and this convergence follows from Lemma 4.2 of [32] and the condition (I). O

According to the above lemma, it is sufficient to show that the conditions (I)—(III).
In addition to the above localization procedure, we introduce two other ones. The first one is based on
the following lemma:

Lemma A.4. Suppose that [H3] holds true. Then a.s. we have

MZ _ Z
limsup sup M, |< sup |[Z]]

§—+0 s,u€0,t 1 0<s<t
\sfu[\gg \/201og 5
for anyt € Ry and every Z € {X,Y, X, Y }.

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 the desired result. O

We can strengthen Lemma A.4 by a localization in the following way. Suppose there exists a positive
constant K such that maxzec x y,x v} [[Z]'|¢ < K for all t > 0. For each k € N — {1}, set

inf ¢ ¢t € (0,00) ma su 7|MSZ — M| >K+1
Ty = X
" 7 Ze{X, Y, XY} s,ue[%,t] v/ 2k~ logk

ls—u| <k~

Then 73, is a stopping time since M is continuous and adapted, and 7% 1 0o a.s. by Lemma A.4. This implies
that if we have [SH3| then we can always assume that there exist positive constants K and § such that

| M7 (w) = M (w)|

max su = = <K A2
Ze{X,Y,X,Y} s,ue[lg,t] \/26|log ¢ - (A.2)

|s—ul <

for all w € Q localized by (7x). In the remainder of this section, we always assume that we have postive
constants K and § satisfying (A.2), if we have [SH3]. Moreover, whenever we assume & > 1/2, we only
consider sufficiently large n such that 4k, 7, < §, where we write 7, = bfl .
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On the other hand, the second one is as follows. Fix a positive number v, and define v,, by
vy, = inf{t|r, (t) > 7, } Ainf{t|N/ > b 177},
By construction each v,, is an F(®)-stopping time. Moreover, since [H1](i)-(ii) imply that

N = 0,(b,Y) for any t € Ry (A.3)

n

due to Lemma 10.4 of [32], we have P(v,, <T) — 0 as n — oo under the assumptions of the theorem. In the
following we will only consider processes stopped at time v,,, so that we always assume that

ro(t) <7p for any t € R} and any n € N (A4)
and
NP < b, for any ¢t € Ry and any n € N. (A.5)

Moreover, v is taken from the interval (0,3 (¢ — 3) A 5;). This is always possible under the condition [H4].
Now we proceed to derive some consequences of these assumptions. In the following we fix M, M’ €
{(MX)on (@X)om (MX)on} and N, N’ € {(MY)o», (&)U (9)“n}. Then we set

M7= M(IP)M'(I") = (M(I?), M'(I%)), ~ LP" = M(I")N'(J*) = (M(I), N'(J%))

for each p, q.
Note that (A.2), (A.4) and [SH6] implies that for any r € [0, 8] and ¢ € R there exists a positive constant
C such that

E, { sup |M(fp)5|r]+E0 { sup |M/(fp)s|’“} +E, { sup |N(fp)5|r]+E0 [ sup |N/(fp)s|r] < C(7n|log by|)™?
0<s<t 0<s<t 0<s<t 0<s<t
(A.6)

for every p € Z,, where we denote by Ej the conditional expectation given (), i.e., Eo[-] := E[-|F©)].
For any «, 8 € T and p,q € N, set

p q

1
Ca,8(Pyq) = 2 Z Z CYZ,Z- g,jl{[§i7§¢+kn)ﬂ[fj7fj+kn)¢®}.
" i=(p—kn+1)V1 j=(q—kn+1)V1

The following lemma is useful for obtaining various estimates in the proof. Throughout the discussions,
for (random) sequences (x,,) and (yn), zn < yn means that there exists a (non-random) constant C' € [0, o0)
such that x,, < Cy, for large n.

Lemma A.5. Suppose that [SH3|, [H4] and [SH6] are satisfied. Let a, 3,0/, 8" € T, w € [1,8] and t > 0.
Then

(a) There exists a positive constant Cy such that

Eo| sup | > (Wap)i—pM(I")s| | +Eo| sup | D caplp, ) M(I")s| | < C1 (knFnllogba)™/*, (A7)
0<s<t 0<s<t
="="|p:p<r =" |p:p<r

Eo | sup | Y (Wap)i—pN(TP)s| | +Eo | sup | D casp,@)N(IP)s| | < C1(knnllogba)™*  (A.8)
0Ss<t | par 0Ss<t | par

for any q,r € Z.
(b) There exists a positive constant Cy such that

Eo | sup | Y (Yap)g—pMEP? +Eo | sup | > cap(p,q)MEP ] <Oy (vknfnllogbnl)
0<s<t | = 0<s<t | =
="="|p:p<r —="="|p:p<r
Eo | sup | > (Ya,8)q—pLE? +Eo | sup [ > caplp,q)LL” < (x/k:nfnllogbnl)
0Ss<t | par 0Ss<t |y par

for any p',q,r € Z., provided that @ < 4.
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Proof. (a) Note that

(g+2kn,—1)Ar

Z (d’ozﬁ)g—pM(fp)s = Z (1/}0175)2—1)M(fp)5

p:p<r p=(q—2kn+1)4Ar

because ¥4, is equal to 0 outside of the interval (—2,2).
First suppose that M € {(MX)v» (MMX)v»}. Then, Abel’s partial summation formula yields

(q+2kn—1)Ar

Z (wa,ﬁ)gpr(fp)s = Z {Wa,@):;,p - (Q/Ja,,é’)g,pfl} (Mgp/\s - Mg(q72kn+l)+/\r—l/\s)

p:p<q p=(q—2kn+1) AT
n
+ (wa;B)qf(quanfl)/\r (M§(q+2kn—1>MAS - M/S\(q72kn+l)+/\r—1/\s) ,

hence by (A.2) and (A.4) we have

Eq > Wap)y, M),

p:p<r

sup
0<s<t

] < (V2 houralTog(@hnra)]) S (ki logbal)™2.

Next suppose that M = (¢X)Y». Then, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality yields

w

Eo > Wap)yp, M),

p:p<r

sup
0<s<t

w /2
1 n X
5 Ey {k_2 E |(¢a7ﬂ)q—p|2|6§p|21{§PS1‘;}}

" opip<r

Suppose that w < 2. Then, the Lyapunov inequality implies that

w w /2
1 3 n
] 5 {EO k_g |(¢Q75)q—p|2|egp|21{§P<t}] } ’

 opip<r
hence, by [SH6] and the fact that ¢, s is equal to 0 outside of (—2,2) we obtain

Ey Z (¢a,5)2—pM(fp)s

0<s<t p:p<r

Ey Z (¢a75)gpr(fp)s

p:p<r

sup
0<s<t

] < k2 (A.9)

On the other hand, if @ > 2, then the Jensen inequality and the fact that ¢, g is equal to 0 outside of (—2,2)
imply that

Ey Z (d’a,ﬂ)g—pM(fp)s

p:p<r

sup
0<s<t

1 n w w
H Z ’Wa,ﬁ)qu‘ |6?§{p 1{§P§t} ’

p:p<r

] 5 k;w/QEO

hence, again by [SH6] and the fact that 1, g is equal to 0 outside of (—2,2) we obtain (A.9). Consequently,
Zp:p<7‘ (1/}0175)2’7[)]\4(]1))5

Zp:p<r Ca,B (pv Q)M(Ip)s
shown in a similar manner.

(b) The claim immediately follows from (a), [SH3], [SH6], (A.6) and the Schwarz inequality. O

we conclude that Ey [SUPogsgt

] < (knn|log bp|) /%, Similarly we can also show

that Ey [SUPogsgt w} < (knn|logbn])®/2, and thus we obtain (A.7). (A.8) can be

The following lemma is a generalization of Lemma 2.3 of Fukasawa [17].
Lemma A.6. Consider a sequence F = (?}l)jez+ of filtrations and random variables (C}')jen adapted to

the filtration F' for each n. Let N™(\) be an Fn—stopping time for each n € N and A which is an element of
a set A. If it holds that there exists an element Ao € A such that N™(A\) < N™(Xo) a.s. for all X € A. Let
w € (1,2]. Then

(a) if Zj-\:l()‘o) E UCJ"|W ‘??71} —P 0 as n — 00, then supyep ‘Z;V;(A) {CJ" - F {Cﬂ??fl} H PO as 1 —
0.
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(b) i S0 E (16717 [F-a] = 0p(1) as n— o0, then supsen [0 {8 = B [ F-] }| = 0,(1) as

n — O0.

Proof. Note that

N™(A) k
sup {’-’—E{”?’L]} < sup ™,
€A ; < G 1<E<N™ (o) ;%

where 1 = ¢ — B [ F),

Let T be a bounded stopping time with respect the filtration F". Then the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality and the C), inequality yield

w

k
B\ | <cB | {Igm+|E|gF]] "}
Jj=1 j=1
for some positive constant C' independent of n. Since E [Zle |CJ"|W] =F [Zle E [|§]”|w‘7-";ll” by the

optional stopping theorem and ’E {Cﬂf?_J ’ <FE [|C}l|w|7?_l} by the Holder inequality, we obtain

T T
B | <208 | B[IG1°[F )
j=1 k=1
Therefore, we obtain the desired result due to the Lenglart inequality. O

Now we cope with the main body of the proof. The following lemma is a version of Lemma 12.1 of [32].

Lemma A.7. Suppose that [H1](i)—(ii), [SH3], [H4], [SH5] and [SH6] are satisfied. Let A € {(AX)v~, (AX)vn}
and define

L= K7e{A,D)" e Mp(T)}e, 1= > K7e{My(J) oAs()}.
i,j=1 1,5=1

for each t € Ry. Then

(a) by '/* supgc i<t |Is| = 0p(k2) for every T > 0.

(b) If A= (AX)v» and [SH2](ii) holds, we have byt supo< i<t || = 0p(k2) for every T > 0.

c) Suppose that wv)—(v) an 1v) are satisfied. Suppose also that = (R=). en we have
S hat |H1|(i d [SH2]( isfied. S l hat A AX)v Th h

by M/ supg<i<r 1| = 0p(k7) for every T > 0.

Proof. (a) By an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 12.1(a) of [32] we can prove byt supg<;<r |It]
= 0,(k2). Note that for the proof we do not need the strong predictability condition [A2] of [32] and it is
sufficient to hold that ¢ > 3/4.
(b) By an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 4.3 of [32], we can show that
KV o {Ms(T) o Aa()'}e = KV Mp(T) o Au(T);.

Therefore, we obtain

= Y K7Mg(J) ¢ Aa(D)i =k} Y caplp, ) M(JT)_I" o A,
i,j=1 p,q=1

hence it is sufficient to show that supy<,<r || = op(b}l/4), where I, = > =1 Ca,B (s QM (J)_IP o A,.

First, since M(J%), = 0 if s < 797!, we have II, = > op >oga<pr1 Cab(P; Q)M (J?)_I* e A,. Moreover,
(A.6) yields -

Bo|sup 3 > capp M-I o A|| < \/Fullogbal,

<
0st<T |7 q:p—1<g<p+1
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hence we obtain I, = > p 2 gig<p—1 Ca,8(D; QM(J)_T" o A, + op(b,l/“) uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7.
Next we show that

sup | — > Y (Yap)p ,M(JT)_I" o A| = 0,(b)/%). (A.10)

0<t<T il
Since ca,5(p,q) = (Va,5)y—p = 0 if |¢ — p| > 2k, We have

Eo | sip 13 3 {caspa) = (Wap)i,} M(JY)_T” o 4

0<t<T
P q:q<(p—1)Akn

3(eg/ 1
nn nTn|10g Op n ogobn| = o0
<k Tnrnl 1oz bn] < b2 ™) Tlogba] = o, (b1/4

by Lemma A.5(a), (A.4) and [SH5]. In addition, we also have

By | sw (3 Y {can(pa) = Was)i_,} M(T)_T" 0 4,

0<t<T P qikn<q<p—1

< sup Jeas(id) = (Wap)iy| D / Eo }M (J9), }IP|A’|dt

>k
pa= p,q:lp—q|<kn

=0,(bY? - ky, - \/Tn|logby|) = 0,(bL/%)

by (A.6), [SH5] and Lemma 3.1 of [32]. Consequently, we conclude that (A.10) holds true. Therefore, by
integration by parts we obtain I, = > Zq;qq)_l(waﬁﬁ)gpr(fq)tA(IAp)t + op(b}/4) uniformly in ¢ € [0, T1.
Moreover, since Abel’s partial summation formula yields

DD Wali, MU {AT) - ATY)

P qq<p—1
_Z Z {(¥a8)g—p — (Va8)gp- 1}M )t (Agon, — Arvne) ,
P q:q<p—1
we have
sup | =" 3" (Yas)is, M(TAT),| = 0,(b}/*) (A1)
0<t<T pralieil
due to (A.6) and the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ 3.
Now we show that
sup (M, =Y D" (ap)iy M(T) A [T (8)]| = 0, (b1/4). (A12)
0<t<T il

Lemma A.5(a) and the Schwarz inequality yield

sup
0<t<T

SV knTn|logh,|E

S Y Wl <fq>t{A<rP>t—A'Rp1|rp<t>|}H

P q:qg<p—1

RP(T)
Z ~/Rp1(T) s = Ao dsl

RP(T) 1/2
Z/ |A’S—A’Rp1|2ds]} :

P=H(T)

<\knin|logby T1/2{

Further, (A.4), [SH5] and (A.5) imply that

RP(T)
Z/ AL — AL, ds

»-1(T)

<F

RP— 1 T)+27, )
Z/ [|A;—A;%p,1| \]—'Rpfl} ds] < PRAp- 1

»-1(T)
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for some A € (0, %), hence we obtain

S7 (Wap)y pM(J1) {A(TP), — Ay [TP( >|}H <7 VT B4 Moghy.

P qq<p—1

E | sup

0<t<T

Since %/ (3—A) > 2 by [H4] and v <
Lemma A.5(a) and [SH5] we have

&, we conclude that (A.12) holds true. On the other hand, since by

Yo D W)y MIN AR {ITP(0)] = [T pr1<iy )

P q:q<p—1

sup
0<t<T

1 < VVknTn|logby,| sup |I‘N?+1|,
0<t<T

Lemma 3.1 implies

&3 1
sup |3 ST Wap)i y M(TYA oy, A7) = T Ligm-1<iy | = Op(bis * 7 [log b))
0St<T |57 a i
Since p(¢' + 1) > 2, we conclude that
NP1
sup |II; — 0 )’ M(J), AL TP = 0, (bL/4). A13
oSup (M ZZ (Ya,8)g—pM (J) 1 ARy [TP[| = 0p(b;/") (A.13)
p=1 qq<p-—1
Furthermore, with taking @ = p A 2 and H, = H} V ]-"t(l) for each t € R4, we have
_ N w
Ey | sup by, Z E|l > (Wap)p ,M(J?) ARy [T7] \H’}{pll
0<t<T
q:q<p—1
Sbgw (knPn|logb,) T (N} 4+1) sup G(wm)} < b “llogby,| % (NE 4 1) sup G(w)P
0<t<T 0<i<T
by Lemma A.5(a) and [SH5]. Since ({ + 1)ww/2 > 1, [H1](ii) and (A.3) imply that
N”Jrl w
sup by 1 Z E Z (ta,8)g—pM(JT) Agp—1|TP| ]H%pfl —P 0,
0st=T q:q<p—1

hence, note that M(J?), = M,

7 — Mg, if ¢ <p < N{" +1, by Lemma A.6 we obtain

N”+1

sup (M~ by > N (Pap)p, M(T9)e Ay G()s | = 0, (B1/4).

0<t<T
p=1 q:q<p—1

Therefore, [H1](i), Lemma A.5(a), [SH5] and the fact that N2 = O, (b, ') yield

N +1
sup [T —bn Y S (Yap) M (T Ay Gromi | = 0,(BY/). (A.14)

<t<
Ost<T p=1 qq<p—1

Moreover, note that M(fq)t —0ift < T71, RF < TH! and the fact that Ya,p is equal to 0 out side of
(—2,2), Lemma A.5(a), [SH2](ii) and [SH5] imply that

Z Z (Ya,8)q ( NeAgo-1prGrRr-1 AT (RP-151)

P q:g<p—1

<\ knTn|logby, | sup by, Zl{Rp 2k —1cpcpr-1} S L4 /in | log by,

sup
0<t<T
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hence we obtain

sup [~ b, Y > (Cas)p p M(T)eArysppGro-inr| = 0p(b/4). (A.15)
0<t<T > a1

Here we show that
sup bnz Z (1/)a,ﬁ)q —p (Jq) (FRp—l/\T—FR(pfxc;zu) :Op(b}z/4)a (A.lﬁ)
0se<T P qq<p—1

where kI, = 2k, +1 and F = A'G. Let 7, = inf{s € Ry |NE =k} (k =1,2,...) and set T = {r]k =
1,...,NS}. Then, by Lemma A.5, [SH2](ii), [SH5], (A.4) and (A.5) we have

bn Z Z (Ya,8)q— M(J%); (Fro-1nr — Fro-rs)

P q:q<p—1

Z |F‘Rp AT — R(P kL) } 1{R(P*k4l)+ ST}‘|
<\/Fnn ] 108 by {(knfn)l/z”\b;V Y b.E [#H”]}

for some X € (0, 1), where I" = {¢g € N]T N [RU4=F)+ AT, RT=Y AT) # ()}. Since for sufficiently large n we
have #I" < 4an$, we obtain

sup
0<t<T

<\ knTn|logb,|E

sup |bn Z Z (ta,8)q— M(J?), (Fro-1ar = Fpo-1s )
0<t<T o dacm1
=0, ({(kar) 0,7 + bnkf/wa} VITogbal) = 0, (b1/*)
because v < 3¢ — 2, and thus (A.16) holds. After all, it is sufficient to show that supg,<7|A¢| =7 0 as

n — 0o, where A, = b S S aaep1 Was) i M (T Fppi,

Let HT =3 . 11(%a,8)y_pFro-r, for each g. Then, by construction H? is f%g)fl-measurable and we
have A; = bg > q HIM (:f 7);. This implies that the process A; is a locally square-integrable martingale with
respect to the filtration F and its predictable quadratic variation is given by (A); = b,% > |H2(M)(J9),.

Since |HY| < ky, we have (A)p = Op(b}/ %) = op(1). Consequently, the Lenglart inequality completes the

proof of the lemma.

(¢) By using [H1](iv)-(v) and [SH2](iv) instead of [H1](i)-(ii) and [SH2](ii) respectively, we can adopt an
argument similar to the above for the proof. Note that I} is H" ,-adapted and J] is ’H" ,-adapted. This can
be shown in a similar manner to the proof of Lemma A.1. O

The last lemma is a version of Proposition 4.4 of [32], which deals with the condition (III):

Lemma A.8. Suppose that [H1](i)-(iii), [SH3], [H4], [SH5] and [SH6] are satisfied. Then we have (A.1) as
n — oo for every t € Ry if

(a) M, M' € {X,&X}, N,N’ € {Y, €Y} and [SH2](i)—(iii) hold true,
or
(b) [H1](iv)—~(v) and [SH2| hold true.
Proof. (a) We decompose the target quantity as
S (KTKY) o (LY ;(M,N), Ll (M Ny — Y (K9K' ) e VLT, (M, N; M',N),
i1j7i/7j/ i7j1i/7j/

=Dy + Doy 4+ Az + Ay,
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where

= > (RZEY) o (Ma(@)', Ml (D)) - @ (Na( TV, Nt (T D)
Aoa= 37 (KUKD) e (Ns(D)LNp(T) } o (Ma(@)', Mor(Z))),
= 2 (RYRY) e (Na(FY, Ny (D))~ o (Ma(Z)', Mar (Z)1)).

and

~_ ! _ -~

A= > (KYE™) o ({Ma(D)- N ()} 0 (Na(T), Ml (D))

- Z (K9K") ((Ma(f)ﬂ]\?é,(f)j/), o (No(FV, B0 (D)),
Dag= 3 (KUK o (Ns()2 Mo (D)} & (Ma(@)', Nyr (T )0
-2 (KYR"T) o (Ns(T), ML (D)) o (Ma(T)', Ny (5)7)):

Consider A; , first. By the use of associativity and linearity of integration, we can rewrite A; ; as
Ari= Y (KPR ) e (M 0 (N4(T), Ny (D))
i1j7i/7j/
where M = Mq(Z)'M!,(I)" — (M (Z)!,M’,(Z)"). Moreover, by an argument similar to the proof of
Lemma 4.3 of [32], we can show that
(KYR™) o {M" o (N5(T ). Ny (T)')}e = KVE{M" o (N5(T ), Nor(T)") }e-
Therefore, we obtain
Are= 3 KYKT{MY o (Ny(T), Ny (TV e

ANy
IV
o0

= kfl Z Ca,ﬁ(paq)ca’,ﬁ’(p17Q)M37p 1 {j\g 1 <Na N/>}t7

p,q,p'=1

hence it is sufficient to show that A;, := D=1 Cap (P Q) car pr (P, q)Mf’pl o {J% e (N,N')}, = op(b}/Q).

Since Mf’p/ =0if s < §pv1’/_1, we have
Au=303 S casp o s (0 )M o (T7 0 (N, NV} = Op(VEnTnl logbal) = 0, (BY?)
q p:p<g—1pp'<qg-—1

by Lemma A.5(b), (A.3) and [H4]. Moreover, by an argument similar to the proof of (A.10), we can show

that
=3 Y Y W)y W )iy MPP 0 {1 e (N, N') ), + 0p(BY2). (A.17)

q p:p<qg—lpp'<q—1

Therefore, integration by parts yields

A= 5" > (as)iyWar )iy MPY (NN (), + 0, (1),

q p:p<qg—lp':p’<q—1

Now we separately consider the following two cases:
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Case 1: N = N’ = (MY)"». First, by an argument similar to the proof of (A.11) (using Lemma A.5(b)
instead of (A.6)) we can show that

Z Z Z wa,B q—p dja B) ’M <N7 NI>(Fq)t+OP(b7lz/2)'
q p:p<g—lp-p'<q—1
Next we show that
=S N Y ey (e )iy MPP NN Yo [D()] + 0, (/). (A.18)
q p:p<qg—lp'p'<qg—1

Since (A.4) and [SH3]| yield
E[[{N,N")(T9); = (N, N") o [T7()]]

Swolw

<K

RI7 () 427,
/ E|:|<N,N/>;— <N7N/>/Rq71|“‘FRq71:| du Sb
Ra=1(t)

for any A > 0, we have

EIN. S S Was)ip(ars)ipy MPP LN, N") (), — (N, N") ot [T9(0)]}

q p:p<qg—lp'p'<q—1

<k,7n|logb,|F

S5¢/ 33—
Z|<N,N’><rq>t—<N,N’>;@1|rq<t>l|] Sbi" T 7 log,|
q

by Lemma A.5(a) and (A.5). Since 3¢/ —2 > - by [H4] and v <
above and thus (A.18) holds true. On the other hand, since

-, we can take A € (0,2¢ —2— ) in the

o1 Y D (et (ars gy MPP (N, N s {I09(8)] = T a1 <y}

q pp<g—1lp:p'<q—1
ShnTn| 10g b [P 1] = Op (12 log bn]) = 0,(8;/)
by Lemma A.5(c) and [H1](i), we obtain

N +1

=3 Y Y Wad)i )y MPY AN, N [T+ 0 (b),

q=1 p:p<g—1p':p'<q—1
Moreover, by an argument similar to the proof of (A.14) we can conclude

N”+1

Arp=0b0 Y > > (Wap)i,(ars)y ,MP? (N, NYro s Gt + 0,(bY/2).

g=1 pp<qg—1lp':p'<q—1
Further, an argument similar to the proof of (A.15) yields
A= S S Wad)ly@Wars iy M AN, N s 0 G- e = Op (Pl log bul) = 0, (B1/).
q pp<g—1lp/:p'<q-1

Now we show that

Ae=0.)" > Y ap)y (o g)a_y MP? 'F w0y +0p(DL/?), (A.19)

q p:p<qg—lpp’<q—1

where kI, = 2k, + 1 and F' = (N, N')'G. By an argument similar to the proof of (A.16), we can prove

bn Z Z Z 1/}0‘5 q—p 1/)04' ') —p'Mtp’p/ (FRQ*lAt —FR<q—k;)+)

q p:p<g—1lp':p'<q—1

—0, (ol o)
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for any A > 0. Since v < % ({’ — %), we can take )\ such that ({’ — %) (% — )\) - > % in the above. Thus
we conclude that (A.19) holds true. Now we have

Ay =0, > HL M (I7) +by > HE@PM(IP), + 2b, > H(3)PMPP + 0,(bY/?),
P’ P P

where

HOY = " (o)l (Yos)g—p M (TP)e | Froas)

q:q>p’+1 p:p<p’

H(2)p = Z (1% B) Z "/Ja B /(Ip/)t ‘FR(LI*ML)Jr
ip’ <

q:q>p+1

and H(3)P =3 ., (Va,8)q—p(Yar g )g—pF -y, - Since H(1)? is Fg,—1-measurable, we have

ZEUW?H( 17 M(I7) ‘ ‘}'Sp/l}—b Z‘H ‘ [M>(fp’)tyf§p,,l}.

Moreover, Lemma A.5(a), [SH2](i), [SH3] and the fact that 1, g is equal to 0 outside of (—2,2) yield
Eo[[H(1)?' 2] < k2 - kyTn|log by, hence we obtain

Ey ZEUblﬂH( ' M (I ‘ ’]—'Sp/l] = Op(ky 7| logby,|) = 0,(1)

by (A.3) and the fact that E [<M>(fp/)t‘f§p/,l} is F(©)-measurable. Therefore, Lemma A.6 implies that
bi/* Y2, H(1)P M(I¥'); = 0,(1). Similarly we can show by/* 3> H(2)PM(I7), = 0,(1) and b/ S H(3)P MP*

= 0,(1). Consequently, we conclude that Al ;= Op(bl/Q)'
Case 2: N = N’ = (€Y)V=. In this case we have (N, N'); = é Zgo . \1122 21 (7uyy due to [SH2](i), hence we
have

Ay = k2 Z Z Z (Yo,8)g—p (Yo 87 )g—p M ‘1’22 1{Tq<t}+0p(b71/2)-

g pip<gpp'<q

Therefore, an argument similar to the latter half of Case 1 yields Ay ; = o, (bn " 2).
Consequently, we conclude that Ay ¢ = o, (k- ba/? ). Similarly we can also show that Ag; = o, (k2 - by %).
Next we consider A3z ;. By the use of associativity and linearity of integration, we have
Nyy= D2 (KUK o (L7 o (ML @) No(T V).
i1j7i/7j/
where LY = M, (f)']%,(j)j, — (M, (2)?, Né,(j)jl) Therefore, by an argument similar to the above we
obtain Az = kit > oma g =1 Cans (D D)ear, g (D5 )Lp’q o {Ip J% e (M’ N)};. Since IP' NJ7 = Q if [p/ — g > 1,

we obtain Az, = ky > Y il —ql<1 Ca8(Py @)car (P g )L’iql o {fﬁ'fi e (M’ N)};. Hence, Lemma A.5,
the Lipschitz continuity of o/ and the fact that ¢, g(p,q) = 0 if |p — q| > 2k, yield

By [|Asi—Kp > > capda)ca p(a, )L o {IV T o (M',N)},

P.q’ p',q:|p'—q|<1

Sk ko EnTollogby| -kt =0, (k2 - bL/?),

and thus we obtain k- %Asz; = Y0 . cas(p,q)car 5 (q,q in’q/ o {J% e M, NY}; + o b,l/2 . Then, an
n » P,q,q'=1 B B p

argument similar to the above yields k,, *A3 ; = op(b}l/2). Similarly we can also show that k,*Ay, = op(b}l/2),
hence we complete the proof of (a). } B
(b) Similar to the proof of (a) (note that I} is H%,-adapted and Ji is HZ,-adapted.). O
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. First, the condition (III) immediately follows from Lemma A.8. Next, Lemma
A.7 and integration by parts imply that the condition (I) is satisfied. Finally, since for any locally squared-
integrable martingales L, M, N and any «, 3 € T we have

<Mo¢,ﬂ(M, N)”,L>t
T | X K DT IV IL@ i+ YK e AN LI (@)

i,7=1 i,7=1

due to Lemma 4.3 of [32], Lemma A.7 yields the condition (IT). Consequently, we obtain the desired result
by Lemma A.3. O

B Proof of Lemma 5.1

Exactly as in the previous section, we can use a localization procedure for the proof, and which allows us
to assume the conditions [SH3|, [SH5]-[SH6], (A.2) and (A.4).
First we prove two lemmas about the point process generated by the refresh times.

Lemma B.1. Suppose that [H1](i) and [K,] for some p € (1,2] hold true. Let (H™) be a sequence of stochastic
processes, and suppose that H" is H"-adapted for each n and supg< <, |H}'| is tight as n — oo for any t > 0.
Then we have

NI'+1 NI+l .
TTREL k| 1-1/p
sup |by E Hpoy — an ¥ = Op(by /)
0<s<t 1 1 Rk-1

as n — oo for any t > 0.
Proof. Since the assumptions yield

NP +1 NP +1

%_1 H}?’kfl k ? n RE-1 n
> E|bi "] |Hpor | = b GG = 0p(1),
k=1 Rk—l k=1 Rk 1

. £-1 N7 +1 k N +1 " n
by Lemma A.6 we obtain supy<.<; b# |Z Hpy TP/ Gy = b D2y Hpo i G() e /Gl | =

Op(1). Evidently we have supg<,<;bs |b EN A HE G e /Gl — b EN A Hpooi| = op(1),
hence we obtain the desired result. O

Lemma B.2. Suppose that [H1](i) and [Ky/3] hold true. Suppose also that h;lbgﬂ

SUPp<s<t hy 1o (N? — N(thnﬂ) is tight as n — oo for any t > 0.

— 0 asn — oco. Then

Proof. Since Zk Nn 2 ITF /Gy < (hay 4 suPgey<y TN 1) supge <y Gyt for any s € [0,¢], the
—hn
desired result follows from the assumptions, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma B.1. O
Next we consider the asymptotic properties of the estimators for the noise covariance matrix.

Lemma B.3. Suppose that [H1], [SH3], [H4], [SH6|, (A.2) and (A.4) are satisfied. Then

Nn1+1

1 .

sup |[yr()M - = + b, (X ek [ 1% Y] = 0p(B2/Y), B.1

s 7 k%Z{ S+ b [XJ5 0 1T} = 0p (01 (B.1)
N2

swp (22 - S0 {WB L 6 W M| = o6, (B2)
0<s<t ki =
N”Jrl

nyz - L 1 b X Yk |7 5 TR Y| = 0, (B B.3

oiggt s (1) k2 Z Rkt (sh=1ky +0n X Y [T T8 | = 0p (B (B:3)

as n — oo for every t > 0.
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Proof. We can consider each of (B.1) and (B.2) as a special case of (B.3) by taking X = Y and ¥ = T*,
hence it is sufficient to prove (B.3). Furthermore, by symmetry it is sufficient to show that

NP+1

- 1 B . .
sup [72(1)'2 = = D7 { WL geoguy + by L Y |15 5 ¥ ] = 0, (b1/4),
0<s<t —

where 577,(1) = _é Ek Rk+1<t( Sk T X/S\kfl)(Y’j’\kJrl - Yfk)
First, by (A.3), (A.4), (A.2), [SH3], [H4] and [SH6], we have

sup
0<s<t

Fr ()2~ {— D W (IR), — X (TE) ) (@Y (T, —uW“)s)H = 0p(bY/").

k

Next, integration by parts yields
= DN IF)s = (I (T, = (7))
k

_ _ Z {L(uX,uY)l;,k+1 o L(LLX,L[Y)ISCJC o L(LLXVXLY)szl,k + L(uX,uY)lscfl,k+l}

YR €N A T+ S ) 0 7,

::Al,s + A2,5 + AB,S-

Combining martingale properties with (A.3), (A.4), (A.2) and [SH4]-[SH6|, we obtain supgc,<, [A1 ] =
o, (b 1/4) On the other hand, (A.3), [SH6] and the Doob inequality imply that Ay s = é > Ui Lign_gregyt
Op(bn/ ) uniformly in s € [0,¢]. Therefore, by arguments similar to the proofs of (A.12) and (A.13) we obtain
Ay s = k12 iv 1+1 \If}??k 1 {sk::Fk} + o,,(b,ll/4) uniformly in s € [0,¢]. By applying a similar argument to As ,,
we complete the proof of the lemma. |

Finally we consider the asymptotic property of the estimator Z[f]™ for the asymptotic variance due to

the endogenous noise. For this purpose we first analyze the more general quantity =, g(V, W)™. For any
semimartingale V, W and any «, 5 € T, we introduce an infeasible version of this quantity:

= n 1 o - NI/ T\
Bap(ViW)} = — N V@W(T)i,  teRy.
=1

Moreover, we define the processes fo }B(V, W)™ and MS%(V, W)™ by

MOV = Y (Gasli V) e W),
P,q:q—kn<p<g—1
M3 (V, W)} = S (bpa)i W) e V(IY),

P,q:q—kn <p<g—1
and set My g(V,W)" = M&l)ﬁ (V, W)™ 4+ M;)B(V, W)™, Then we have the following results:
Lemma B.4. Suppose that [H1], [SH3], [H4], [SH5]-[SH6], (A.2) and (A.4) are satisfied. Let V € {MX &X
MEAX AXY W e (MY, &Y MY AY AY} and o, B € Y. Then
bt {Eas (VW) = Mg (VW) = 60 5(O)[V. W, | %5 0
as n — o0.

Proof. Fix at > 0. Since

= n 1 p/\q n n T ET
SV =1 ) Yo BV I)WIT,,

" p,gilg—p| <kn i=(pPVg—kn+1)V1
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by integration by parts we can decompose the target quantity as

Ean@(vv W)?
1 PAq R R R R R R
-— > S anen, {V(I”)_ o W(J9), + W (J9)_ o V(I?), + [V, W](I? N Jq)s}
" p,q:|q—p|<kn i=(pVg—kn+1)V1
::Bl,s + BZS + BS,S-

First consider B; ;. Noting that V(fp)s =0if s < §p_1, we have

P

1 " ~
Os<ur<)t Bl,s - k_ Z Z Oép [ 1V(Ip) W(JQ) = Op(b1/4)
== " p.a:a—kn<p<q—1i=(q—kn+1)V1

Moreover, since

P kn—1
> Yo B VI e W= YT D el BV e WY,
P,q:q—kn<p<g—1li=(q—kn,+1)V1 p,q:q—kn<p<q—1i=q—p
q>kn q>kn

we obtain By ; = Zp,q:qfkn<p<q71(¢a;6)gfpv(fp)— o W(J9), + op(b,lz/4) uniformly in s € [0,¢] by using the
Lipschitz continuity of «, 8 and the martingale property of Wif W e {MY,&¥ MY}, Similarly we can show
that By, =32 4iq—kn <p<q— 1(B8.a)q—,W(JP)_ e V(I9), + op (by L4 ) uniformly in s € [0, ¢].

Finally, since rnJt=0if lg — p| > 1, by using the Lipschitz continuity of @ and 8 and the fact that
alzx) = B(x) =0if ¢ (0,1), we obtain

Bs, = kZ Z ap_ By [V, W(I7)s + Op (k)

P i=(p—kn+1)V1
uniformly in s € [0,¢]. Since k! Z?:(p—knﬂ)vl ol B = ¢a,p(0) + Op(k, ") uniformly in p > k,, by the

Lipschitz continuity of a and 3, we conclude that supy<g<; B3 s — ¢a,5(0)[V, W]| = op(bgﬂ). Thus, we
compete the proof. O

Lemma B.5. Suppose that [H1], [SH3], [H4], [SH5]-[SH6], (A.2) and (A.4) are satisfied. Let M € {MX, &X,

MEY, N e (MY, eY MY and a, B € Y. Then

(a) SUPo<t<T |Ma,B(AlaN)?| = Op(bvlz/4)7 SUPo<t<T |Ma,B(M7 Az)ﬂ = Op(bvlz/4) and SUPo<t<T |Ma7[3(A1, A2)?|
= op(b,lz/4) asn — oo for any At € {AX AX}, A2 € {AY AY} and any T > 0.

(b) supg<s<s [Ma,g(M,N)%| = Op(b}l/‘l) as n — oo for any t > 0.

Proof. (a) First, MS)B (AL, N)™ is obviously a locally square-integrable martingale and we can easily prove
(M(l) (A, N, = op(bl/Q). Thus we have SUPo<t<T |MS)5(A1,N)?| = 0p(br L4 ) by the Lenglart inequal-
ity. On the other hand, since the quantity M (A1 N)™ has asymptotically a structure similar to that
of the process II defined in Section A (see Eq. (A 10)), we can adapt an argument similar to that of the

proof of Lemma A.7. Hence we obtain supg<;<p [M,, 2 5(AL NP = 0p(bn o4 ), and thus we conclude that
sUPg< i<t [Ma,s(AY, N)}| = 0]0(171 ). Similarly we can show the other claims.
(b) Since

MO,0LN =Y Y S na (T2 ) ons (U0 ) M) M) e (),

q pq—kn<p<g—1p':q—kn,<p’'<g—1

(M(l) (M, N)™); has asymptotically a structure similar to that of KM defined in Section A (see Eq. (A.17)).
Consequently, we can adapt an argument similar to that of the proof of Lemma A.8, hence we obtain

<M¢(1138(M, N)" ) = Z bas <qk p) <M>(fp)t<N>(j\q>t+0p(b,}l/2).

P,q:q—kn<p<g—1
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Therefore, by an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 4.6 of [32] we can show that b 1/2<M(1) (M, N)™);

converges to a random variable in probability. In particular, (M(l) (M,N)"), = Op( +/?). Similarly we can

prove <MS)B(M SN = Op(b}/ %), and thus the Lenglart inequality yields the desired result. O
Now we can prove a lemma about the asymptotic property of the estimator Z[f]™.

Lemma B.6. Suppose that [H1], [SH3], [H4], [SH5]-[SH6], (A.2) and (A.4) are satisfied. Then

||f/H2 Nl N™241
sup ([0~ =57 0 D0 L Y]gealll = D0 X Yl " o] = Op(0i/")
O<s<t k=1 k=1

as n — oo for any t > 0.

Proof. Note that ¢y ¢ (0) = G pr (0) = 0 and oy (0) = —¢j’l7j'/( ) = —Hf”2 by integration by parts.
Since we can easily prove Zp/ (X, Y)" = Zp (X, V)" + 0 s (U5, V) 4250 0 (X, U) 0 4B por g (U5, 40)0 4
0p(bn'/*) uniformly in s € [0, ], Lemma B.4-B.5 and the fact that k,/5, = 6 + o(by/*) imply that

sup |Zp (X, Y)2 ”f”22{x Y](IP)s — [X,Y](JP)s }| = O, (b1/4).

0<s<t

Then, by arguments similar to the proofs of (A.12) and (A.13) we obtain

L N Y
OS<uI<)t Ef’,f(xv Y)? - TQ Z [Xv Y]§k—1 |Ik| - Z [Xa X]’j‘\k—l |Jk| = Op(bi/zl)- (B'4)
=55 k=1 k=1

In a similar manner we can show the equation obtained by replacing =/ (X, Y)? with —Z; (X, Y)? in (B.4).
Consequently, we obtain the desired result. O

Proof of Proposition 5.1. (a) The claim immediately follows from Theorem 3.1.
(b) First, since

Nvipr NG A Nmiyg
S > | {vh K T = IR £ 7 SRR ol ST ) S
k=1 k=1 k=1

Lemma A.6, B.1 and B.3 yield 997/(1)" = 24— N g (o y.y TSk 1+ 0p(1). Then, noting that

-1
| NZ—Np1| < 1, again using Lemma B.1, we obtain 977 (1)1 = g A {gk,1>(57hn)+}\ysk 1|Fk|/Gsk )

+0,(1). Now, [H1] and the dominated convergence theorem imply that 97 (1)1 = % f(ss_hn)+ \I/u /Grdu+
0p(1). Since b1 /k2 — 6072 and h;! f(ssfhn)+ ﬁil/GZdu — @il_/G?_ a.s., we conclude that 9y7 (1) —»

9*2621_/6’?_ as n — oo. The tightness of supg<,<; |077(1)!] follows from Lemma B.2 and B.3. Similarly
we can also show that the claims about the others respectively.

(¢) An argument similar to the proof of (b) with using Lemma B.6 instead of Lemma B.3 imply the
desired result. O

C Proof of Theorem 5.2

Lemma C.1. Suppose S = T" for every i. Suppose also that (A.3), [H3]-[H6], (5. 2) and (5.3) are satisfied.
Then b;1/4{ﬁ/(x Y)" ﬁ/(X’,Y’) } 2% 0 as n — oo, where Xy = Xgi + )\0651 +u6b_1/2 X(I*) and
Yl = Yo + A2eY, + i2b, Py (7).

Proof. By a localization procedure, we can replace [H3] and [H5]-[H6] with [SH3] and [SH5]-[SH6] respec-

tively. Furthermore, a localization argument similar to that in the first part of Section 6 of [32] allows us to
assume (A.4) and that there exists a positive number C' such that

N < Ob,* for any t € R} and any n € N. (C.1)
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Set AL = 52 Al for each u € Z,. We define the random variable éX by éX = S' _ )\1+16S1 . for

every ¢. Then we have

% % %

=X =X 31X 31X _ 1 1 _ 1
€ —&h = Z/\qulESi*u —Z)\uesi,u = Z()‘qul A Dedic + NeX g = Z)\ i +/\0651,

u=0 u=1 u=0

hence we obtain Y., Aues,—. = Ao€mi — (€5 — &%,
formula, we obtain

kn—1 it+p kp—1 kpn—1

E Alg E X ESHP w | = )‘0 E Alg Esw' E A(g 1+p 1+p 1)
p=0

kn—1 kn—1 Fn—1 Fn—1

:5\(1) Z A( 651+p + Z A2 z+p € 1 )‘O Z A ESW?’ + Z A2 p z+;D
p=0

). Combining this formula with Abel’s partial summation

for every i, where A%(g)” = A(g)i,; — A(g)y (note that Z not o A%(g)y =0). Since

. 2
Z ‘E Citp l+p+l ‘ - Z S <Z |:\11H-1|>
u=0

=0

and 3207 M| < 3002, D202, AL = 2000, lAl] < oo, we have

Z)‘u-l-l)\ -H-l-l‘IjSZ w
u=0

2

kn—1 kn—1 o knl 0
Z A g)péty| | = Z A(g)y A% (9)y o (€605 ] < j Z Z |Eo [6peipr] | S
pp'=0 Fa p=0 1=0

uniformly in ¢. Similarly, we can show that

2

kp—1 i+p kn—1
3 o (S shatar e ) <o 3 g | <
u=0 p=0

uniformly in i, where X(I*) = Xg. — Xgu1 for each k. Therefore, we have E[|X,(Z") — X',(Z%)*] <
k36§ ~1 uniformly in i. Hence the Schwarz inequality, (A.4), [SH3], [H4], [SH5] and (C.1) imply that
Elsupy<<; [PHY (X,Y)?—PHY (X', Y)"|| S b5 /% = o(by/*). Similarly we can show that b, "/ *{PHY (X', Y)"

ucp

—P/HT/(X’, Y)"} —= 0, and thus we complete the proof. O

E

Proof of Theorem 5.2. By applying Theorem 3.1 to PHY(X',Y')" in the above, we obtain the desired
result. O

D Proof of Theorem 5.3

First, we can easily show that b_1/4(Eg XY — {Eg (X, V)" + Eg WY+ Eg,g/ (X, ¥ +
Eg/ﬂg/ (WX, 471 22 0 asn — oo. Therefore, noting that integration by parts yields ¢y 4 (0) = ¢ 4(0) = 0
we have b;1/4{MRC(X, Yy —M"} 22 0 as n — oo from Lemma B.4, Lemma B.5(a) and the proof of Lemma
B.3, where M = M, , (M, MY)" + My (4%, MY)" 4+ M, o (MY, 4Y)" + M, o (4%, 4Y)". Since M™ has
a structure similar to that of M" defined in Appendix A (see also the proof of Lemma B.5), we can adopt
an argument similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1 and conclude that the claim holds true. 0
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