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Abstract

We consider uniform moment convergence of lag-window spectral density esti-
mates for univariate and multivariate stationary processes. Optimal rates of conver-
gence are obtained under mild and easily verifiable conditions. Our theory comple-

ments earlier results which primarily concern weak or in-probability convergence.

1 Introduction
Consider the n-dimensional stochastic process:
Zt = (th, ey Zita ceey Znt)/ = R( R I Et), (1)

where the b x 1 vectors ¢ are iid and R/(.) is a measurable function such that Z, exists (see
Tong (1990)). Under the above conditions Z; is strictly stationary and ergodic although
existence of moments is not warranted. Note that we need not impose n > b. In fact,
we are interested in nonparametric estimation, and thus issues of invertibility and related
conditions are irrelevant, unlike when considering parametric estimation methods such as

maximum likelihood. As a consequence of ()
Zu=Ri(...; 6 1,6), i=1,....n,

for a measurable scalar function R;(.). In the sequel let F, = (..., €1, €).
In this paper we are interested in studying uniform convergence, in terms of distribution
as well as in terms of moments, of the kernel estimator of the spectral density matrix:

T-1

> K(—)e ™ \C(u), —m < A<, (2)
Br
u=—T+1
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where 2 denotes the complex unit and

1 *
C(u) = 7 Z 2,7, ., where the sum )" is for all ¢,¢ + u between 1 and 7,
Br is the lag-window size and the kernel function satisfies

K(0) =1, continuous and even, x = / K*(u)du < oo.

The (i, j)-entry of the spectral matrix estimator is denoted by fTij(A) forevery 1 <i,7 <mn.
Here fT()\) is an estimator of the true spectral density matrix which, when exists, has the

form
o

Z e " T(u), —7 <A<,

U=—00

1
f(\) = —
) 27
where I'(u) = E(Z¢Z),), u € Z is the autocovariance matrix satisfying I'(—u) = I'(u).
Hereafter we assume EZ; = 0 with, at minimum, bounded second moment.
To study asymptotic properties of fT, we will introduce the concept of functional de-
pendence measure. Set

Zt,{O} = R( ..€1, 68, €1... ,Et),

for another iid sequence of b x 1 vector ¢;, mutually independent from the ¢,. Define Z;; 1o,

accordingly. Define the m-dependent approximating sequence
Zi = E(Zilerom, ... &) = E(Zy|Fi—my), m >0,

with Fi e = 0(€t—m, - - ., &) and Zy accordingly. Set the pth norm, for p > 0, equal to:
1 Z = _E| Ziy )7, (| Zo =] Ze |l2 -
i=1

For all i =1, ..., n define the functional dependence measure
O =N Zit = Zivgoy |1

and )

i ' i) .
t=m

t=m



d[’] Z min( m o 5[21 b)-

Finally, set

i
Sip = MaT1<icndpn, Omp = Mazi<i<, O
‘I’m,p = maxlgign\llgn},padmp ma$1<z<nd£n},p-

Then 9;, quantifies of dependence of Z, on €. Our main results in the paper need condi-

tions on the decay of ;.

2 Univariate case

Throughout this section assume that Z;,t € Z, is a scalar stochastic process, hence n = 1.

We also assume that miny f(A) > 0. Let fr(-) be the lag-window estimate (2) and define

QW) =T(fr(N) —Efr(N)]. (3)
Under suitable conditions on By and the process (Z;), we have the central limit theorem

QM)
TBr

= N(0,5f%(\)), where x = /Kz(u)du. (4)

&

For example, Anderson (1971) and Bentkus and Rudzkis (1982) dealt with linear processes
and Gaussian processes, respectively and Rosenblatt (1984) considered strong mixing pro-
cesses that satisfy 8th order cumulant summability conditions. Here we should consider
the normalized maximum deviation

max [Q(A)]. (5)

— <AL

The following are needed on conditions on the kernel K and the lag By.
Assumption 1 (Condition 3 of Liu and Wu (2010)). K is an even, bounded function
with bounded support in [—1,1], lim, 0 K(u) = K(0) = 1, k = f K?*(u)du < 1 and
31 S0Py [ () — K (sw)] = O(1) as w — 0.
Assumption 2 (Condition 4 of Liu and Wu (2010)) There exist0 < b < b < 1 andcy,co >0
such that, for all large T, c;T < By < ¢oT® holds.



Theorem 1. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Assume EZy =0, || Zy ||,< co,p > 4 and
Omp = O(p™) for some 0 < p < 1. (6)
Let v* be such that 1 <v* < p/4 —¢, some e > 0. Let \; = 7l/Br. Then

T |fr(N) = Elfr ()]
0=1<Br Br R P20

— 2log Br + log(mlog Br)|| — ||G

o (7)

v*

where G denotes a Gumbel distributed random variable with cdf e,

Remark. Condition ({6 can be weakened to

dpp = O(m™"), ay > max[1/2 = (p —4)/(20p), 26/p],

Omp =0(Mm™ ), as >maz[l — (p—4)/(20p),0] (8)
where By = O(T?) for some b < 1 by Assumption 2. Thus, when the assumptions of Theo-

rem [ hold together with (§) and assuming K (.) continuous with K (z) = [ e MK (N)dA
satisfying [*° |K ()|dz < oo, then () holds.

Proof. By Theorem 4 and 5 of Liu and Wu (2010)

T |fr(X;) = E[fz(\)]]
g <0512§T Br lf-zf2(>\z‘) |

_e—T/2

2
— 2log By + log(mlog Br) < x) —e

under the conditions above. Uniform convergence of the moments of the maximum de-
viations of the spectral density estimates follows once uniform integrability of the v*th
power of the maximum deviation is established. We now need to prove that for all v with
1<v<p/2:

= O((Brlog By/T)"?). (9

v

max |fr(\) — E[fr(\)]]

0<A LT

~—

However, this is a special case of the (multivariate) Lemma 10 reported below. QED

3 Multivariate case

Consider now the case of multidimensional Z;, with n > 1. We first need to derive the
asymptotic distribution of the maximum deviations of the spectral density matrix estimator
for £(A). Throughout this section assume that there exists a ¢y > 0 such that f(\) — ¢,

is positive definite for all A.



Theorem 2. (Theorem 5 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Assume
EZy =0, Zo ||,< co,p >4 and

Smp = O(p™) for some 0 < p < 1. (10)
Let \j = 7|l|/Br. Then for all x € R

_efm/Z

— 2log By + log(mlog Br) < a:) —e ,

T | Fris(\)) — Elfri (A)]]2
v (OQQET Br K fii(N) i3 (A))

for everyi,j=1,...n.

Proof. We generalize the proof of Theorem 5 of Liu and Wu (2010). This requires to
extent a number of preliminary lemmas, presented in the Appendix. The proof then easily
follows. QED

Remark. Theorem 2 holds also under the weaker condition ().

Remark. Theorem ] permits to evaluate simultaneous confidence intervals for any subset

of elements of maxo<;<p, f(\) via the Bonferroni method.

Remark. Without additional difficulties, Theorems 1 and 2 of Liu and Wu (2010) can be

generalized as follows:

Theorem 3. (Theorem 1 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Let Condition 1 of Liu and Wu (2010)
hold. Assume EZg = 0, Zo ||,< co,p > 2 and Oy, < co. Let 1/Br + Br/T — 0. Then
for everyi,j=1,...n

sup | (3 = 5N 72> 0.

Theorem 4. (Theorem 2 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Let Condition 2 of Liu and Wu (2010)
hold. Assume Zo =0, || Zo ||4a< 00 and ©g4 < co. Let 1/Br + Br/T — 0. Then for every

,7=1..n

\/BZT (sz'j(A) - E[fnj(k)]) —a N0, w(N)rfi(N) fi;(N),

for any fired 0 < A < 7, where w(u) = 2 if u/m € Z and w(u) = 1 otherwise. The

asymptotic distribution is complex normal for i # j.



Remark. Theorem Pl implies

mase e () — Elfra O] = O, (

0<I<Br

M max fu(>\7)fgy(>\7)>

T 0<I<Br
Remark. If the elements of Z; are mutually independent, the above results hold for p

replaced by p/2.

Remark. (Remark 5 of Liu and Wu (2010)) If K(z) =1 = O(z) asz — 0 and ) ;- kdy 2 <
oo then Efri;j(\) — fi;(A) = O(Bz') and we can replace Efpi;(A) by fi;(A) for a suffi-
ciently smooth model spectra, in particular whenever T'log T = o(B3). More in general,
if > 51 k%2 < oo, implying that the model spectra is g-differentiable, then EfTij()\) —
fij(A) = O(Bz"). Note that under (@), it trivially holds that ., k%2 < oo for every
¢ > 1. In this case we can replace E fr;;(\) by fi;(\) for a sufficiently smooth model spec-
tra, in particular whenever T logT = 0(B§?+1)). Note, however, that ¢ will also depend on
the choice of the kernel K(.), see Theorem 10, Chapter V, Section 4 in Hannan (1970):
lim 1-Kiw) K(z)

= K, < o0.
z—0 |:L'|q

As an example, ¢ = oo for the truncated estimator but ¢ = 2 for the Bartlett estimator.

Remark. We wish to have Br as small as possible in order to achieve a quasi parametric

rate but ¢ (smoothness of the spectra) as large as possible, such that
TlogT = o(T%4Y),
which is satisfied if
blg+1)>1.
We now present the multivariate generalization of Theorem [Il

Theorem 5. Under the assumptions of Theorem[2, for all v* such that 1 < v* < p/4 —e,
some € > 0:

T 00 ~ ElfrsD)P
0<i<Br Br K [fu(A) f5;(A))

—2log Br + log(mlog Br)|| — ||G

o (1)

for every i,7 = 1,..,n, where G denotes a Gumbel distributed random variable with cdf

_e—x/2



Proof. Convergence of the moments follows by convergence in distribution (Theorem [2)
and uniform integrability of the v-th power of maxo<i<p, | fri;(Af) — E[fri;(AF)][2. This is
implied by uniform boundedness of the vth moments, with v* = 2v — €, which follows by
Lemma QED

4 Appendix

We establish here the lemmas required to proof Theorem [l

Lemma 1. (Lemma 1 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Assume || Z; ||,< oo forp > 1 and EZ; = 0.
Then Lemma 1 holds for every Zy, i =1,...,n.

Proof. Trivial since each component of Z, satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 1 of Liu and
Wu (2010). QED

Lemma 2. (Proposition 1 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Assume || Zy ||2,< oo forp > 2, EZ, =0
and O, < 00. Let

A[w = Z a— l’Zleyl’ AT] = Z (67 l’Zleyl’
1<Ii<l'<T 1<i<l'<T
where the oy are complex numbers. Then
| A7 — EAP) - (AP — EAP) |
T2 D70y,

< Cypdyop for everyi,j=1,..,n,

setting
T-1
1
Dr= () laf*)2.
s=1

Proof. Let Ej_q = Zf;i 1 Zit, By = Zf;i a7y and

Z]]* Z o l’Zle i = Z Z]tht 1-

1<I<l’<T

Then
| Po(AF — AT < L+ 1,
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setting

I —||Z oty | (Bt = Bacr) = (Bisy = B

][l Z H ]t {l})(Eit—l - Eit—l) H;D .

Since || E; — E, l|2p< C2PDT@£77;1+1,2]) by Lemma 1, and || Zy — Zit,{l} l|2p< 5£i_]l72p with
T i i
Zt=2 5t[ll,2p S 9([),]2])

T
Z ]Il2 §C2 DT 937],4-121) Z @02}0 25 l2p <CQ DTT(@m-l-lQp) (@0217) :

l:—oo l——OO l/ 1

T-1 T-1
H Z zt - zt - zt A1} + Zzt {l} Z Qg t is,{l} ||pS 2 Z mzn 5#@[ 2p? \Ilm—i-l 2p)C2PDT®0 2p»
t=1 t=1

s=1+t

then
Z [1 < 02 D2 9512;;)2 Z @([)Z}Zp min(ég}—tﬂp’ \I’£n}+1 2p) < 02 D2 (@([)jzp)2@7§+1 2pd£g %
l=— t=—00 s=1
Since @m+1p < d[#]bp

| AP~ EAF — (AP —EAF™) < Z | PuAT = AT 1

l=—00
< 202 D2T(OF),)2(d,)? < 202, DATO2, d2, ..

The same bound applies to || AW — EAW — (Al _ g Al 2. QED

Lemma 3. (Proposition 2 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Assume EZg = 0, || Zo ||4< 00,004 <
o0o. Let ay = Bie"™ for N € R,B € RL1—-T <1 <T—1,m € N. Define for every

i=1,...,n

DI = AT BAPIFL, A = S B Fe

t=0
and
B T L t—1
M’I[f]] = DF Zal—tDl }7 1] = 17 y T,
t=1 =1



where” denotes complex conjugate. Then

| AF - EAY - M |
m3T3 | Zio |4l Zjo |4

1
2

< CVRE(B) for everyi,j=1,...,n.

setting
-T—-1

Vin(B) = ma%-TglgT-lﬁf +m Z |6y — ﬁz/—1\2-

r=—1
Proof. Note that A" = S E(Zin | F)e™ and that D is a m-dependent, martingale
difference sequence. Then, setting Ulm = ez(l_t)AE(Al[i]LFl_l), by summation by parts:

t—8m t—8m

13" e Za = DY) < Om || Zio |13 maz | B[+ (1> (Bt = Bree—) UL |
=1

=1

< C’V,E(ﬁ)m | Zio |2 -

Likewise
t—8m

~ — 1 1
1Y oue(Za— D)) I< CViZ(BYm || Zio | -
For Wi = Z, S BN (7, — Dlm) then

| W< eviz(B)ym || Zio llall Zio 2

yielding
am—1  (T—s)/4m
[ waﬂ I< Z [ Z Wil 1< CA,
setting A = maz<; j<, Al Al = Vﬁ(ﬁ)m%T% | Zio ll2ll Zjo ||2- Except for replacing
| Zio 2]l Zio |l2 with || Zio [|l4]l Zjo |4, the same bound apphes to || S8, (Wi —Ew T |

and || YL, (Wi — EWEY || setting Wi = Z, S0 o BN (Z — DFU and
Wg[? _ (Zit _Di}) }f:} 5l (l tAD[J QED

Lemma 4. (Lemma 2 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Assume || Z; ||,< oo forp > 2 and EZ, = 0.
Then Lemma 2 holds for every Zy, i =1,...,n.

Proof. Trivial since each component of Z; satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2 of Liu and
Wu (2010). QED



Lemma 5. (Proposition 3 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Let Z; be m- dependent with EZ; =
0,|Zy| < M as., m <T and M > 1. Let S}fﬂ = f;r;“ thzs Lar4—sZ;s, where
[>0,l4+r <T and assume maxi<i<r|ar;| < Ko, maxi<i<rmazi<i<,EZ5 < Ky for some

Ko > 0. Then for any x,y > 1 and @ > 0,

. Q
P(|Sr[fj S[” | > z) < 27V + C\ T M? <:c y*m?(M? +T)Za¢2pvs)

s=1

C
+C T M mazi<i<n P | Zi| > I
o ym?(

or every i,5 =1,.
M—l—rz)) d Y

Proof. Trivial since each component of Z; satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 3 of Liu
and Wu (2010). QED

Lemma 6. (Theorem 6 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Let ap; = bre®*, where A € R by, € R

with bTJ = bT,—l and

ToT
i = Z ari-vZuZiy and o7 = w( )ZZth .

1<,'<T r=1 t=1

where w(u) =2 if u/m € Z and w(u) =1 otherwise. Assume EZ, =0, || Zg ||1< 00,04 <

oo and

max th = o(CF), ¢F = Zthu

0<t<T

TCT = (U%)a

T r—1
E E E Qr 1A 1
I=14r

r=1 t=1
T
S bre = broaal? = o(G3).

r=1

2

= o(07),

Then for 0 < X\ < 2w

[i] [ij]
(L IEL )
or

—a N(0,47% f1:(N) f1;(N)).

10



Proof. Note that

T
L = A A gy 3 2,2,
t=1

where by Lemma 1

T
1 j i
1" ZuZ — Tyi(0) |< CT2(|| Zio la O84+ || Zio lla 5
t=1
74;(0) denoting the (ij) entry of I'(0). It suffices to show that for any m
or

—a N(0, N (0,47 f;;(\) f1;(\).

and then use Bernstein’s lemma, where
fi(A) = o
Since || S0, DUY" ||< CT% maxycucr [bral, setting U™ = S512 41y aui D), we

need to show that

T
S (DPUPE 4 DY) g N (0,47 Fa(N) f5(V),
t=14+4m
t—4m

setting U = S 74" a,_, DY Since S | DIUP* i< T ¢ = o(oh) the Linde-
berg condition conditions applies and Hall and Heyde (1980) holds if

T
= S E(IDMUTE 4 DIOIPIFL) =, 45 F ) 5 (). (12)

Rewriting E(-|F—1) = >, (B(:|Fier) — E(:|Fi—r—1)) + E(-|Ft—m—1), note that for —m <
r<m-—1,

T
I > (0D UPP + DPO PRI F, ) ~ BIDI U + DPORIF ) P

t=14+4m

T
<4 3" | DI UPP i< T = o(ob).

t=14+4m

11



Since the DF} are F;_,, -measurable whilst the Utm<> are F;_ym,-measurable, E((Dy])z(Utmo)ﬂ]: t-m,t) =
(Ut[j}o)zE((Dii})z) and (I2) is equivalent to

T
1 oo
- > (U}]OUP}OE(DED?])+U}]°U}’}°E(D£}DF])
t=1+4m

+UPPE(DIR) + (0P PE(DPR) ) =, I1DIIIDY 2,
since || DIY[[? = 27 fu(A). Since | Sy, (UUF) = E(WUUF) = op(03) and
ZtT:le IE(U™UP)| = o(02), the result follows noticing that

t—4m

E(UP) = Y braee | DI
=1

QED
Set
.. . . T
g = L —ELP — N (ZuZy — BZuZy),
=1
and
. ~ [ ~ T ~ ~ ~ ~
gc[zz“]r]n(A) = LY —EL - Z(Zitzjt —EZyZj),
=1

noticing that unless ¢ = j then ggfﬂ()\) # g&fﬂ(A) = g&fﬂ(—k). Set

T = \/TBT/ 10g BT.

Lemma 7. (Lemma 3 and Remark 7 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Let Assumptions 1 and
2 hold and EZy = 0. Zo ||,< oo,p > 4 hold. Further assume 65, = O(p®) for some
0 < p<1. Then for any 0 < C < 1, there exists v € (0,C) such that, for m = [T7], for

everyi,7 =1,....n

max |7 (A) — 972 (\)| = 0,(v/TBr/log Br),

1<I<Brp

Proof. This follows precisely Liu and Wu (2010), by setting

—_

t_
YQEZL]()\) = Zit aT,t—sts~
s=1

12



and Yt[Z]()\) accordingly, where s; = [?'], 1 <[ <r, r € N such that 0 < p" < C. Also, we
replace their definition of ,(\) with

VD S (AP ER AUNCY BN AN COVER AUNCONIR

teH,

QED
Remark. Lemma 4.,5,6 of Liu and Wu (2010) extend without any additional difficulty.

Lemma 8. (Lemma 7 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Suppose EZy = 0, || Z¢ ||4< 0o and dr4 =
O((logT)™2). For everyi,j=1,...,n we have

[Elgr” (M) —Egr (\)][a7” (h2) — Bgy (Ao)]| = O(T Br/(log Br)*)
uniformly on {(A1,\2) : 0 < N < 7 — Br'(log Br)?, 1 = 1,2 and |\, — \2| > Br(log Br)?*}.
(ii)

[Elgs" (M) = Egr A)la7” (he) — Egy” (Ma)l| = OlarT Brefu(M) f5(02)).
uniformly on {(M\, \2) : Br'(log Br)? < N\ < m — B3 (log Br)%, 1 = 1,2 and |\ — \o| >
B3} for ar satisfying limsupy_,. ar < 1.

(iii)
Elgz" () = Bgz” (V) = 47°T Brfu(A) f3;(\)| = O(T Br(log Br)™®),

uniformly on { B3 (log Br)? < A < m — B;'(log Br)?}.

Proof. (i) and (ii). Since || MI7(\) — NI\ |= O(v/nm), where

T
y T ' t—1—m
NO) =3 DY ar— D),

t=1 =1

and Migfﬂ(k) = Mj[fﬂ, DP;\ = DY as defined in Lemma B, we need to show that
P = [EOEO) + NP O0) N 00) + NP 00))| = O(T Br(log Br) ™)
since

E(M7 () + M) (M (ha) + Mj[fﬂw))) < Ty + O(TN/mBr + VTmBr).

13



Easy calculations yield
T;,)\l,)\g =
E(DS, DA E(DE DAY ST K3((t = 1)/Br)cos((t — 1)(A — A2))
+E(D, DAEMDHA DS Y K2 ((t—1)/Br)cos((t = (M + Aa)).

Then follows the proof of Liu and Wu (2010).
(iii) From (i)

T},A,A:
T t—m—1
E(IDAPE(DA DY Y KX((t—1)/Br)
t= =1
t—m—1
HEDADIEY S Y K2((t—1)/Br)cos((t — 1)(2X))
t=1 I=1

Br
= O(TBr(log Br) ™)+ || Doy I DN P T > K*(s/Br)

= Br

= O(TBr(log By)™%) + 47r2/~€ﬁi()\)ﬂ-j()\),
where recall that E|D|? = 27 f;(\). QED

Lemma 9. (Lemma 8 of Liu and Wu (2010)) Set Er = Br — (log Br)?. Under the

conditions of Theorem[2 for everyi,j =1,...,n

kT A[’J *\ |2
N b Y L]
(IOgBT)ZSTSET 47T2/€TBTfm( T)fjj( 7‘)

—x/2

— 2log(Br) + log(mlog Br) < :):) —e ¢,

with

a0\ = uf ) H{u? (V)] < v/TBr/(1og Br)*}—E (uf () H{|u (V)] < VTBr/(log Br)'}) ,0.
and

a (3 = DV = EVSIO0) + Y (V=0 — BV (-0),

teH,; teH;

14



with

148

H, = [(1-1)(pr+qr)+1, pr+(1—1)gr], pr = [B;""] some small 8 > 0,qr = Br+m, kr = T/(pr+qr),

and

ZW = 0 gyl gl

s,m S, s,m 1 “sm

Z0 {121, < (TBr)*}, a < 1/4.
Proof. This follows the proof of Lemma 8 in Liu and Wu (2010). QED
Lemma 10. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Assume EZy =0, ||Z]|, < co,p > 4 and
5,@3@ < Ap™ for some 0 < p <1, A>D0. (13)
Then for every 1 <i,j <n and every 0 < v < p/2, setting
07 = (TBrlog Br)?,
one obtains, for a constant C, .4, that depends only on v,p,b, p,
||maa70§A§nT|fTij(>\) - E[sz]()‘)”HV < Cupppbr.

Proof. Set Qi;(\) = T|frij(\) — E[frij(\)]| for simplicity. Obviously (I3) implies
@ﬂp < Am~™ for any sufficiently large o« > 0. Therefore we can assume without loss of

generality that o satisfies
b<ap/2and (1 —2a)b<1—4/p. (14)

In fact, set @ = max(By, B2) + 1 where By = 2b/p, Bo =1 — (1 —4/p)/(2b). In turn, ([I4)
implies that there exists a § € (0,1) such that

b<apfp/2 and (p/4 — afp/2)b < p/4 — 1. (15)

In fact, 5 can be obtained as = max(B;, Bs)/a + 1/2 where By /a = 2b/(pa), By/o =
1/a— (1 —4/p)/(2ba). Therefore a and (5 only depend on p, b.

We then follow the arguments of Theorem 10 in Xiao and Wu (2012) where, in particu-
lar, their Lemma 9 is replaced by our Lemma 2 (see Remark S.2 in Xiao and Wu (2012b))

15



and their Lemma 11 and 12 are generalized using our Lemmas 2, 5 and Corollary 1.6 and
1.7 of Nagaev (1979). It remains to show that their result (41) is replaced by

T
1Y car(ZinZjs = 7ig(t = 5)) [lpj2<

t,s=1

CpysDr (VIOC,VTOS, 04, + 2-27(Ol, [ Zpll, + O Zall,))
< CyaDr(VIOCVTA/(1 = p)? + 222G, A/ (1 - p)), (16)

where 7;;(u) denotes the (ij)th entry of I'(u) and
T T
Dr = mas( max, ) oo 1055 D o)

Inequality (I6]) is a consequence of Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, as follows. First, notice that

one can rewrite

T t—1
cht zt js 7@9 chst zt js 7@)(t )) (17>
t=2 s=1
T s—1
+ Z cht zt Js 72] t - S + tht Zthjt 72] (0))
s=2 t=1

(18)

T
= A+ A+ i ZinZi — 75(0)).

t=1

We deal with the right hand side of (7)), namely A1T= the other two terms following along

the same lines. For simplicity set E;;_y = Zts_l csiZjs and Dp = (maxi<s<r Zle cg’t)z.
Then, for P)(-) = E(:|F) — E(-|Fi-1),

| A< I+ 11,

setting

I =|| ZZzt w [(Ejor = Ejcn)] s

I, = Z | (Zit = Zi, ) Eje—1 lp -
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Since || Ejp ||2,< CngT@O 2p by Lemma 1 noticing that 2p > 2, and || Zip — Zm{l} [|2p<
5&12;0 with Zt 2 t l2p < @02])’

T-1
Z 112 < C2 D2(0§),) Z O, (O 0 1,) < C3,DIT(Of),)%(085,)?.
l=—00 |=—00 I'=1

Similarly, since

=
,L

|| zt zt {l} Z Cst js{l} ||p< 225t l2p02pDT@0 2p)

s=1+t

w
Il
—_

then

T
S 2 <acz pi(ell) Z ol 2p25s vap < 4C3,DIT(OFh,)2(6f,)%

l=—c0 t=—00

Finally, the result follows by using || A 2< o2yl P,AL] |2. The same bound

[i7] ||2

applies to || A where now Dy must be replaced by (mazi<<r >0_, cit)%. The third

term follows by a straight application of Lemma 1. Hence (@) is now established.
For any K > 1, there exists constants C), kg, Cx s and C), such that, for all > 0,

we have

Pr(|Qi;(A\)] = z) < (19)
vaK,gx‘p/Q(@g}p@gL)P/Q(LT logT) + CKﬁ(;E—pﬂ(@[oi,]p@([ﬂ))pﬂHT)K n 6—cpx2/(TBT(@{;}49{){2)2)’

setting

Ly = (TBp)iT=%% + 1B 41
Hy = TWVAG-D B,

Specifically, the second and the third terms in the right hand side of (I9) correspond to
the last two terms in inequality (44) in Xiao and Wu (2012) whereas the first term refers
to the combination of theirs (50) and (51). Hence (I9) follows from the generalization of
inequalities (43), (44), (45) in Xiao and Wu (2012).

We shall now use the large deviation inequality (I9) and conclude the proof by using
EX® = (1/a) [;° x*""Pr(X > z)dz which holds for any positive random variable X with

17



finite ath moment. By Theorem 7.28 in Zygmund (2002), let Q;; = maxo<r<r |Qi;(A)[ and
A =7l/(2B), then Q}; < 2maxo<<2p |Qi;(\i)] since Q5()) is a trigonometric polynomial
with order B. Hence by (I9), for a sufficiently large constant K > 0,

o0

/00 T Pr(Q; > 2x)de < (1+ QBT)/

Kot Kor

2! max Pr(|Qi;(N)| > z)dx

(20)
. . . . _ 2 li] olil \2
< Cyrep(1+2Br) (05772 (0 O 2L log T + (0L O 2K /2 Fy) K gurK/2 gy g o /(904047

0,p

Elementary calculations show that, under (IH), the right hand side of 20) is O(6%) if
we choose a large enough K. Hence we have [|Q};|l, = O(6r) since fOKgT ' Pr(Qy; >
2z)dr < (K0r)”/v. In particular the two inequalities in (IH]) allow to bound the terms
associated with the first and the second component of Ly. The last term of Ly does not
require any restrictions since p/4 > 1. The term involving Hy requires K large enough

such that
b

(p/4=1)(1—V/B)
and the third, last, term on the right hand side of (20) requires K large enough such that

Al = < K, (21)

@[i] @[ﬂ 2 L
(( 0,4 0,4) ) < K. (22)

Cou
Since @E}p =3 53}0 < A/(1—p) for every i = 1,...,n, it follows that (22]) is implied by

A?
Ay = —4——— < K.
Cow(1 = p)?
Then set K = max(A;, As) + 1. This implies that K only depends on v, p, b, p. Since the
same applies to a and 3, it follows that we can construct a constant C, ,; , that satisfies

our statement. QED

Remark. Lemma 10 can be extended to the case when 5&}@ = O(m~*), for some a; > 0,

by suitable modification of (I4]), (1)), @) and @2I).
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