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Abstract

When estimating integrated covariation between two assets based on high-frequency data,
simple assumptions are usually imposed on the relationship between the price processes and the
observation times. In this paper, we introduce an endogenous 2-dimensional model and show that
it is more general than the existing endogenous models of the literature. In addition, we establish
a central limit theorem for the Hayashi-Yoshida estimator in this general endogenous model in the

case where prices follow pure-diffusion processes.

1 Introduction

Covariation between two assets is a crucial quantity in finance. Fundamental examples include optimal
asset allocation and risk management. In the past few years, using the increasing amount of high-
frequency data available, many papers have been published about estimating this covariance. Suppose
that the latent log-price of 2 assets X = (Xt(l), Xt(z)) follows an It6 process

axM = pMdt+oMawV

dx® = pPdt+oPaw
where ugl), u§2), ogl),at(z) are random processes, and Wt(l) and Wt(2) are standard Brownian motions,
with (random) correlation corr(Wt(l), t(2)) = p;. Econometrics usually seeks to infer the integrated

covariation (X (M, X)),

t
<X<1),X(2)>t:/ PtUt(l)Ut(2)dt
0

Earlier results were focused on estimating the integrated variance between two assets, such as in
probability theory (Genon-Catalot and Jacod (1993), Jacod (1994)). Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard
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(2001, 2002) introduced the problem in econometrics. Adapted to multiple dimensions, if each process
is observed simultaneously at (possibly random) times 0 = 79, < 71,5 < ... < TN, = T, the realized

covariation [X (), X (@], is defined as the sum of cross log returns

XM, X = 3" AxD Ax®) (1)

Ti,n <t

where AXT% = Xﬁf 21 ch)l . for i > 1. As the observation intervals Ar;, get closer (and the
observation frequency N goes to infinity), [X1), X ®)], 5 (XM, X@), (see e.g. Theorem 1.4.47 in
Jacod and Shiryaev (2003)). Furthermore, when the observation times (7;);-, are independent of
X, its estimation error follows a mixed normal distribution (Jacod and Protter_(1998), Zhang (2001),
Mykland and Zhang (2006)). This gives us insight on how to estimate the integrated covariation.

However, in practice, two assumptions are usually not satisfied
1. the observation times of the 2 assets are rarely synchronous
2. there is endogeneity in the price sampling times

The first issue has been studied for a long time. The lack of synchronicity often creates undesirable
effects in inference. If we sample at very high frequencies, we observe the Epps effect (Epps (1979)), i.e
the correlation estimates are drastically decreased compared to an estimate with sparse observations.
We can see the same effect for exchange rates (Guillaume et al. (1997), Muthuswamy et al. (2001)).
Additionnally, asynchronicity can cause difficulties in daily data (Scholes and Williams (1977)). At
first, the literature on estimating the covariance mostly relied on a forced synchronization of the data
(see Lundin et al. (2001), Brandt and Diebold (2003) among others.), for instance choosing beforehand
a window h, and interpolating the values of the two processes at times (ih);>o. Hayashi and Yoshida
(2005) introduced the so-called Hayashi-Yoshida estimator

T v 1)
<X(1)7X(2)>t = Z AX((I)AX (2) {[ o,
RO

177, JTL

(1))0[ (2) (2));&@} (2)

nwn jln]n

where ( l( n)> o are the sampling times of asset k. Note that if the observations of both processes are
synchronous,z(ﬁ]) and (2)) are equal. The consistency of this estimator was originally achieved in a non-
random volatility and independence between observation times and prices setting (Hayashi and Yoshida
(2005)) before being extended to a general Itd-process price model, with unique assumption that the
observation times are stopping times (Hayashi and Kusuoka (2008)). The corresponding central limit
theorems were investigated in Hayashi and Yoshida (2008, 2011) under strong predictability of stopping
times, which is a more restrictive assumption than only assuming they are stopping times but still
allows some dependence between prices and observation times. Note that the second order asymptotic
expansion was completed in Dalalyan and Yoshida (2011). Since then, most of the literature has
been interested in suitable modifications of this estimator, or the use of a different estimator, that is

robust to noisy observations (Zhang (2011), Barndorff-Nielsen et al. (2011), Ait-Sahalia et al. (2010),



Christensen et al. (2010), Christensen et al. (2011) among others), with assumption of independence
between the sampling times and the prices of the assets. Recently, Koike (2014, 2015) extended
the pre-averaged Hayashi-Yoshida estimator first under predictibality of stopping times, and then
under a more general endogenous setting of stopping times. Interestingly, we can read in Remark
3.5(i) of Koike (2015) that under the assumptions chosen, the observation times affect the asymptotic
distribution of the realized covariance estimator only through the asymptotic variance, but not through
the asymptotic bias. This contrasts with the case of the realized volatility in a pure diffusion setting
(Fukusawa (2010Db)).

In a general endogenous model, the asymptotic behaviour of () in 1-dimension (i.e. a = 1 asset)
has been investigated in the case of sampling times given by hitting times on a regular grid (Fukasawa
(2010a)). The model with uncertainty zones, a more intricate model based on hitting times of random
and time-dependent grid, was introduced and studied in Robert and Rosenbaum (2011, 2012). Also,
a central limit theorem under hitting times of a non-random, non-time dependent but irregular grid
was established in Fukasawa and Rosenbaum (2012). Note that due to the regularity of those three
models (see the discussion in the latter paper), we don’t observe any bias in the limit distribution.
Also, the case of strongly predictable stopping times is treated in Hayashi et al. (2011). Two general
results (Fukasawa (2010b), Li and al. (2014)) showed that we can identify and estimate the bias in the
limit distribution. As a consequence, we can slightly modify the Hayashi-Yoshida estimator to obtain
a better estimator.

As far as the authors know, no investigation of a possible bias in an endogenous model has been
carried in the two-dimensional case. This work can be considered as one of the last building blocks
of the wall of the limit theory of the Hayashi-Yoshida estimator in a pure-diffusion setting, because
we choose to work under the weakest assumptions (adapted to our proofs) regarding the observation
times. We describe the asymptotic theory under a general model. It is clear from the work done in
1-dimension that we will obtain (at least in some cases) an asymptotic bias and a different asymptotic
variance that we would have exepected if we considered independence between sampling times and asset
prices. Nevertheless, because of the asynchronicity in the observation times, estimating it is much more
challenging. In particular, in the model we introduce, we haven’t found any simple conditions such
that the convergence of the tricity and the quarticity (Li and al. (2014)), involving only observable
variables, to estimate the asymptotic quantities. Estimators in 2-dimension would involve underlying
quantities (that we can estimate), such that the volatility of both assets, and we are very doubtful of

the existence of other estimators that would only use observable quantities.

Because the authors want to take no position on the joint distribution of the log-return and the
waiting time before the next trade of an asset when we have just observed a change of price, we
introduce the 1-dimensional hitting times of a random time dependent grid model, which under some
conditions will be more general than the models in the existing literature, for instance the model with

uncertainty zones or the structural autoregressive conditional duration model (Renault et al. (2012)).



Even though the mixing variables (to keep the notations of the paper) fi;, = pt, (M;) and &, = ¢, (M;)
introduced in (1), (4) and (5) of the dynamic mixed hitting-time model (Renault et al. (2012)) can
generate all kinds of autoregressive or log-autoregressive dynamics, it only partly accomodates for
what Russell (1999) notes “The problem is that it is difficult to model the distribution of a duration
when new information can arrive within a duration”. Indeed, even in 1-dimension the model doesn’t
capture new information arriving between two trades, because p, (.) and ¢, (.) must be known with
information at time ¢;. One natural way to accomodate for new information to arrive between two
trades is to allow i, (.) and ¢, (.) to be time dependent and thus we would need all of the information
up to t to know them. Needless to say that if we consider the information I; of only the observed price
process, then the information we have for ¢ € [¢;,t;11] I; and the information up to the i-th trade Iy,
will be the same. But in the case where I; is defined as the information of the observed price together
with any information on the underlying (unobserved) price-process or (unobserved) volatility (such
that for instance new arrivals in the limit order book), relaxing the assumption on the two mixing
mappings will be relevant. One other advantage of our model is that there is a straightforward and

natural extension to the multidimensional case.

The paper is organized as follows. We introduce the hitting times of a random time dependent grid
model in Section 2. Examples covered by this model are given in Section 3. The main theorem on
the limit distribution of the Hayashi-Yoshida estimator is developed in Section 4. Proof of the main

theorem is in Section 5.

2 Definition of the model

We first introduce the model in 1-dimension. Suppose that X is the log-price of the security of interest.
The sampling times of the asset are given by (7;),-,. In practice, we can only observe the time of a
trade, and the price at which the transaction was done. If we suppose no observation error both in
the price of the transaction (i.e. the well-known microstructure noise, which can be explained among
other things by the discreteness of prices, or the bid-ask mechanism) and in the time of the trade
(one reason for this noise could be that there is a lag between the time when a market actor puts an
order and the time when this order is executed), it means that we observe the 2-dimensional random
variables

(AXT“ An)

where A7; = 7, — 7;,—1. In all generality, the space £ of all possible joint-distributions (AX,,, A7;) is
very large, but it is only natural to make assumptions to consider only a subspace of £. After all, this
is what we do when we restrict ourselves to the case where X follows an Ité-process, for instance. With
this goal in mind, we define the auxiliary process (that we will call the sampling process) X7 that will
drive the observation times, together with the random time dependent grid functions g; = (d¢,u),

with g; functions from R* to (R™,RT), and where “d” stands for “price will go down” and “u” stands



for “price will go up” in the following way. We define 79 = 0 and for ¢ > 0
T; = inf {t > Ti—1 A'X[‘I‘—ri—lyt] ¢ dt (t - Ti—l) , Ut (t — Ti—l)} }

where Y[, 3 = ¥, — Y,. In addition, we suppose that the 2-dimensional process (X,X7) is an Ito-
process. To give an insight on what the sampling process and the random time dependent grid functions
can look like, the lector can read Section 3.

The generalization to 2-dimensional process is straightforward. If we set (; = o0, then the
(matrix) integrated covariance process is given as (X, X); = fot Csds. This process is also known as the
quadratic covariation of X. We also let p the associated correlation process of X, i.e. Vi, j, piJ = E—J

(k

Finally, we define the 4-dimensional vector X := (a(k)) with o) := (%% we can express Y as

k=1,2,3,4
d}/t = [Ltdt + EtdBt

where B := (BM, B BG) B®) with each B being a Brownian motion, which is typically depen-
dent with the other ones.

3 Examples covered by the model

In this section, we pick some examples of the literature (in 1-dimension) and show that our model is

more general.

Example 1. (times generated by hitting a constant barrier) The usual definition of the model is 79 = 0
and fori>1

7; = inf {t > Tiq AX[Tth] =a or AX[Tth] = —b}
With our new model, we have X™ = X and for any non-negative t and s, di(s) = —b and u(s) = a

Example 2. (model with uncertainty zones) We follow the notations of Robert and Rosenbaum (2012)
and introduce a sequence (L;),~, of Fr,-measurable discrete variables which represent the absolute in
number of ticks of the price ijp between the i-th and the (i + 1)-th transaction leading to a price
change, with L; > 1. Let 0 < n < 1 a parameter that quantifies the aversion to price changes (with
respect to the tick size) of the market participants. Define also Xt(a) the value of X; rounded to the

nearest multiple of a. Then, define recursively 19 = 0 and for i > 1
1 1
7; = inf {t > Xy = X7(_i)1 — a(Li — 5 +77) or Xy = X‘I('17)1 + a(Li — 5 +’I7)}

In our model, we have that for all t € (1,1, 7], for all s >0

X = X
dt(s) = _Li—lal{XTi71<XTi72} — (277 + L1 — 1) al{XTz‘—1>XTz‘—2}
ut(s) = Li—lal{XTFl>X”,2} + (277 + L, — 1) al{X”,1<XTFQ}

where 14 is the indicator function of A



Example 3. (times generated by hitting an irreqular grid) We follow the notations of Fukasawa and
Rosenbaum (2012) and consider the irregular grid G = {pi }rez, with pr, < pr+1. We set 7o = 0 and
fori>1

Ti = inf{t >Ti1: X €G— {X‘ril}}

where G — {X,,_, } means that we removed {X,, |} of G. We can rewrite it for all t € (1,-1, 7], for
all s >0

X" = X
di(s) = pr-1—Dk
Ut(S) = Pk+1 — Pk

where k is the (random) index such that py, = X-, .

Example 4. (structural autoregressive conditional duration model) There has been several drafts for
this model. We follow here a former version (Renault, van der Heijden and Werker (2009)), because
we can directly adapt our model. Setting our model as a first hitting-time of a unique barrier instead of
the exiting-time zone of a zone (or first hitting time of one of two barriers) as in Renault et al. (2014)
wouldn’t change much the proofs of this paper, but we choose the exiting-time zone setting because
it seems more natural as a generalization of Example 1. In the structural autoregressive conditional

duration model, the time T; when the next event occurs is given by 79 = 0 and for i >0
T; = inf {t >Ti1cAv— A = CL.FI or Ay — A, = énl}

where A is a standard Brownian motion (not necessarily independent of X ). Embedded in our model,

we have for all t € (1,-1, 7], for all positive s

X" = A
dt(s) = J‘ri—l
ut(s) = &Ti—l

We can see that by allowing the function g; = (dy, us) to depend on s, but also on ¢t when ¢t € (7;_1, 7]

and X7 to be more general than a standard Brownian motion, our model captures a larger subsample
of £.

4 Main result

Without loss of generality, we fix the horizon time T' = 1, and we consider [0, 1] to represent the course
of an economic event, such that an economic day. We first introduce the well-known definition of
stable convergence, which is a little bit stronger than convergence in distribution and needed for the

statistical purpose of any construction of confidence intervals for instance.



Definition 1. We suppose that the random processes Y;, pu; and oy are adapted to a filtration (F3).
We let Z,, be a sequence of Fj-measurable random variables. We say that Z,, converges stably in
distribution to Z as n — oo if Z is measurable with respect to an extension of F; so that for all
A € F; and for all bounded continuous function f, E[1af (Z,)] = E[1laf (Z)] as n — oo.

Note that continuous function f refers to continuity with respect to the Skorokhod topology of
D[0,1]. Nevertheless, we can also use the continuity given by the sup-norm, because all our limits
are in C[0,1]. One can consult Chapter VI of Jacod ans Shiryaev (2003) as a reference. For further
discussion of stable convergence, one can look at Rényi (1963), Aldous and Eagleson (1978), Chapter
3 (p. 56) of Hall and Heyde (1980), Rootzén (1980), and Section 2 (pp. 169-170) of Jacod and Protter
(1998).

In this setting, the target of inference - the integrated covariation - can be written Vt € [0,1] as :

t t
<X(1),X(2)>t :/ Csl’2ds :/ agl)ag2)p;’2ds
0 0

We are going to consider that the grid functions tend uniformally to 0 to obtain a central limit
theorem. This is a classical type of asymptotic to make the number of observations go to infinity. For
this purpose, we define for « > 0 T, := (T(k) such that Téfco)é =0 and forv>1:

[N

)izo,k:u

i—1,«

Ti(fl) = inf {t > 78 AXt(kH) ¢ [adgk) (t— Ti(f)l,a)v augk) (t— Ti(f)lya)} }
In the following we will drop the « index when « = 1. Finally, we define the usual HY estimator :

RCOVie= Y. axtax@n (3)

@ { O C)) @ @
Tja T T, |~ ST #0
O<Ti(ylo)t T(2)<t |:1 1, z,a) {J 1, ],oc)

v Tha
Assumptions. o (Al) p,0 and W are adapted to a filtration (F;). Also, p is integrable and
locally bounded. Finally, o is continuous, and if N™™ is the smallest eigen-value of oy, then

inf A" >0 a.s.
te(0,1]

e (A2) vVt e 0,1]
et e o2t o} (4)
where max (—p3_’4, piA) <1

o (A3) g:= (g(k))k:L2 = (d(k),u(k))k:L2 where

(k)

g®: Rt — (R - R~ xRY)
t = g

is adapted to (F). Moreover, there exists two non-random constants 0 < g~ < g+ such that
vVt e [0,1], Vs > 0:

g~ < min (= (), u? () < max (~df"(s), u (5)) < g* (5)



Furthermore, there exists non-random constants K > 0 and d > 1/2 such that

Vs > K g (s) = g¢ (K) (6)
I I
dik) and ugk) derivable with Vs > 0 max (‘ (dﬁ’“)) (s) ,‘ (ugk)) (S)D <K (7)
d
V (u,v) €[0,12 s.t. 0 <u<w Hgl(,k)—gfﬁ)H §Kv—u’ (8)

where [|fllo = sup max (|fy (w) |, [f2 (w) |} for f = (f1, f2)-

o (A4) The filtration (Fy) is generated by finitely many Brownian motions

Remark 1. If we define G := G (g~, g", K, d) to be the functional subspace of Rt — (RT — R~ x RF)?
where Vg € G, g verifies (@), (@), (@) and (&), (A3) is equivalent to

(g7, 9" K,d) st. Vte[0,1] , 90 €G (9,97, K,d)
We can now state the main theorem.

Theorem 1. Assume (A1) — (A4). Then, there exists AB(), AB?) and AV processes adapted to
(Fi) such that stably in law as o — 0,

t t t
a~l (RCVW—RCVt) = / ABWIx M 4 / AB@dx® 4 / (AV,)Y2 aw, 9)
0 0 0

where Wy is a Brownian motion independent of the underlying o—field. Moreover, ABY), AB?) AV
are defined in the following.

Remark 2. Because we can identify and estimate the asymptotic bias terms fot ABgl)dXs(l) and
fot AB§2)dXS(2), we can follow the construction in Li et al. (2014, p. 587) to compute a “bias-corrected”

estimator.

We are defining now the quantities needed to express the asymptotic bias and the variance of our

estimator. We first need to rewrite @) in a different way. Consider the i-th sampling time of the first

: 1)
process, l.e. 7,7 .

We define two times, that we will call 7; and 7.7

1o 1 o> Which are functions of

Ti(i)lﬁa and (TJ@)PO, and which correspond respectively to the closest sampling time of the process
o (1)

2 that is strictly smaller than 7;

i—1,a0

1)

and the closest sampling time of the process 2 that is (not

necessarily strictly) bigger than Tilale€:
Tt = maX{T;zZ : Tj(iz < Ti(i)lﬁa} (10)
Titl)a = min{T]()Qoz ZTJ()QOZ > Ti(i)l)a} (11)

Note that 7,~; , is not a (Ft)-stopping time. We also define the i-th increment for the 2nd process

with this special setting, i.e.

AXP = AX[@ y (12)
Ti,a Ti—1,00Ti,a



Reordering the terms in (@) and associating them differently give us except for a few terms at the edge

(XM, X @), Z AX 13) AX(2 (13)
ro<T

'ch

The representation in (I3) is very useful in the sense that it gives a natural order between the terms
in the sum. Nevertheless, any term of this sum is a priori correlated with any other term. We're aiming
at reordering once again the terms in ([I3]), so one term is only correlated with (obviously) itself and the
previous and next term (i.e. they are 1-correlated). For this purpose, we need a few definitions. Let T,

the vector-sampling times, of dimension 2, where for each k£ = 1,2, the k-th component T((f)

is equal
to the sequence of sampling times associated to the process k. Our aim is to construct a subsequence
of T(l) that depends of T(l) and T(2) that we call TL® where 1C stands for “1-correlated”. The grid

of TLC is obtained with the following algorithm. We define 74¢ = Tél), and recursively for i > 0,

zl-i-cl a — mln{T(l 3] such that Tlc < 7'(2) < 7-(1)} (14)

In words, once we are at the observation time Tlc (which is a random sampling time of the 1st
process), we wait first to hit an observation of the 2nd process, and we then choose the next strictly

bigger observation of the 1st process. Similarly to ([I0)), (II) and ([I2]), we define the following times

Tilg; = maX{T; : ;202 <7} (15)
Til—cfj; = min{ ( : ](63 2 7'1'71,04 (16)
AX_I(_?)07+ = AX[(ic; 710+ (17)

First, observe that, except for maybe a few terms at the edge, we can rewrite ([I3)) as

(XD X0, 0= 3 AXQCAX@C,+ (18)

1C+<T

Also, we define the following compensated increments of the HY estimator.

ric

Nia=AXULAXE. | - /C 1245 (19)
Z « 'L 1,

Note that they are compensated in the sense that they are centered (by breaking AXg)c into a left

(=), a central and a right (+) part and then conditioning the expectation it is straightforward to
show). Similarly, we can show that they are 1-correlated (i.e. for j > i+ 1, E[N, oN; o] = 0).

Basically, considering our time-dependent variables volatility matrix o; and the grid functions as
constant through time, we can compute quantities using results in limit theory of Markov chains
(Meyn and Tweedie (2009)) that will allow us to get a mixing bias and asymptotic variance, using
limit theory techniques developed in Mykland and Zhang (2012). Let W := (W(l), W@ we), W(4))



be a 4-dimensional Brownian motion and let & be a volatility matrix . If we set X = 61 and we also
let g := (gl, gg) = ((dl, 111) , (CZQ, 112)) , we define the associated observation times

T (W,&,g,:zr,u) =T := (T(l),T(Q)) = (%i(k)) = (%i(k) (W,&,g,:c,u))
k=1,2;i>0 k=1,2;i>0

with %él) =0and fori>1:

71 = inf {t >0 ax® ¢ [dit - 70, (e - 7)) }

Let 752 =0,
7 = inf {t >0:2+AXW ¢ [JQ(H w), i (t + u)”

and for i > 2 :

i—

72 — inf {t > 70 ax® ¢ |da(t - 72), an(t - 7)) }

These stopping times can (and will) be seen as approximations of the observation times when we
hold volatility matrix and grid functions constant. We will always start our approximation at an
observation time of the process 1. Thus, no other quantities is necessary to get an approximation
of future observation times of the first asset. On the contrary, as the times of observations of the
second process are not synchronized with the first process, we need two more quantities - x and u - to
approximate efficiently the observation times of the second asset. They correspond respectively to the
increment of the second sampling process X (4 since the last observation of the second process and
the time elapsed since this last observation. Also, technically T doesn’t depend on (X (k)) in the

P

sense that they could be defined without knowing any value of the approximate log-price processes,
ie. we could note T := T ((X(k)) ) (5”) , 9, T, u) Nevertheless, we will be interested in
k=3,4 3<i,j<4

the joint distribution between the observation times and the log-price processes in the following. We
generalize the definitions (I0), (II), (I2), (I4), @3), @8), [IT), (1T to the approximated observation
times, that we will call respectively 7, ,, 7;" ,, AX;)M %ilf'lx—’ %ilf‘i+, AXE_?)C’*’* and N;, by putting
tild on the symbol of the definitions. '

i T

We can now define the “instantaneous” variance of an increment. It depends on the volatility
matrix and the grid functions. Similarly, we define the “instantaneous” normalized covariance between
an increment and the log-price process of the first asset, and also the one between the increment and
the price of the second asset. Finally, we define the average of the approximation of the conditional
expectation of E 1c [A7!C], where if T is a (F;)-stopping time, E, [Y] is defined as the conditional

distribution of Y given F, that we will call instantaneous length of observation.
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WAV (5, G, u) = E[N%HNQNB} (20)
VA5, G, ) = E[NQAX%)C} (21)
WA, g, mu) = E[NQAX%?L,J (22)
V(5. g,mu) = E[AFRC] (23)

For a function g € G, define the subspace of R? S, := {(y,v) € R x RT s.t. d(v) <y < wu(v)}. Let
II(6,§,z,u) = (7; (5., u))izo where 7 is a Dirac measure in (z,u) and for ¢ > 1, 7; (5, g, x,u) is
the distribution of

Zi=(ax 7O 7O) (24)

~1C,— ~ ;
o

As mentioned previously, this quantity is crucial in approximating the next observation time for the
second process. Thus, it is crucial in computing the “instantaneous” variance and covariances. Setting
Zy = (x,u), by strong Markov propriety of Brownian motions, we can show that (Zi)z‘>0 is a Markov
chain on the state space S;. In the following lemma, we show that for any volatility matrix and grid
function, there exists a stationary distribution of (7; (7, g, x,u)),~, which does not depend on x and u.
That gives us a deeper instinct on how we are going to prove the theorem. First, we will approximate
our log-price process and its observation times in small windows by holding volatility matrix and
grid functions constant. Then, we will use this stationary distribution to compute asymptotically the

“instantaneous” variation, correlations and length of observation.

Lemma 2. There exists stationary distributions 7 (&, §) such that for any initial condition (x,u) € S;

|

The next definition is the average (regarding the previously defined stationary distributions) of the

we have in total variation

72 (6.9, 0,u) =7 (5.9) | =0

“instantaneous” variance, covariances and length of observation. For 6 € {AV, AC1, AC2, 7},
" (@,9)= | v (5.5,2u)d7 (5,9) (z,u)
R
We define ¢? := ¢? (0, gs) and let the following quantities :
O O I S o
oy —1 -2 -1 .
(1= 02)7) " (o) 0207 = (o00) ™ ph0t) 67)

1,1
kS

11



We define now the asymptotic variance and bias :

AV, = (¢?V+2(k§” (ag”)_lagmpiv%;“cl—(k;+k;4)¢;‘02)>(¢§>1
(A7) (1) () (1= 027
ABgl) _ kgl) _ ki’lpi’zag) (agl))_l
ABP = g

Remark 3. Looking at the expression of ABgl) and AB§2), we might be tempted to think that because
-1
of the (1 — (p;*2)2) term in k1L, the bias will increase drastically when both assets are highly

correlated. In this case, the lector should keep in mind that the second term of ABgl), when integrated

5(2), will be roughly of the same

with respect to Xs(l), and AB§2), when integrated with respect to X
magnitude, with an opposite sign, and thus there is no explosion of asymptotic bias. We chose in the
above expressions to express the asymptotic bias as a function of increments of observable quantities
(i.e. the increments of the price process) and also non-observable quantities. To fix ideas, we can

express the asymptotic bias differently. We can rewrite the log-price process as
axX® — GWap®

o\ 1/2
ix® = pePaB® 4 (1 - (o1?) ) oD aBit

where B and BY! are independent. Let
o\ 1/2
dXt = (1 - (p,}f") ) @ apht (25)

the part of Xt(z) that is not correlated to Xt(l). Now, we can express the asymptotic bias as fot A~Bil)dXs(1)+

fot A~B§2)dBSLL. In this case, A~Bil) = k" and A~Bi2) = lim (M™, BYt) where M" is defined in the
n—oo

proofs, and we can show that this limit exists, and does not tend to co when both assets are highly

correlated.

5 Proofs

5.1 Preliminary lemmas

Because we shall prove stable convergence, and because of the local boundedness of o (because by
(A1) o is continuous), and that inf,¢ (g 1 A > () we can without loss of generarality assume that for

all t € [0,1] there exists some nonrandom constants o~ and ot such that for any eigen value \; of oy

0<o <M<o" (26)
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by using a standard localization argument such that the one used in section 2.4.5 of Mykland and
Zhang (2012). One can further supress p as in Section 2.2 (pp. 1407-1409) of Mykland and Zhang
(2009), and act as if X is a martingale.

We define the subspace M of matrices of dimension 4 x 4 such that VM € M, for any eigen value
Ay of M, we have

oT <Ay <ot (27)
(MpmT)>* 34 3.4 . . .
and Gy € 027, p7"]. By @) of (A2) and (26), we will assume in the following that V¢ € [0,1],
Ot S M
We define o? the process (of dimension 4 x 4) on RT such that

of = o Vtel0,1]
of = o1 Vte]l,0)

Define now XP the process such that for all t > 0

dXP = oPdw,
X = X

Because X? and X have the same initial value and follow the same stochastic diffetential equation on
[0, 1], they are equalt for all ¢ € [0, 1]. For simplicity, we keep from now the notation X for X?.

In the following, C' will be defining a constant which does not depend on ¢ or n, but that can vary

0

from a line to another. Also, we are going to use the notation 7;,, as a subtitute of 7., where 6 can

1,000

take various names, such that (1), (2) and so on. Let h: N — N a (not strictly) increasing non-random

sequence such that

h(n) — +o0 (28)

h(n)a, — 0 (29)
To keep notations as simple as possible, we define Ti}?n = Tilh?n) o TZ-}?;; = Tilhc(;:)n, TZ-}?;:F = l_th(‘;;)rn_
We also let A, := {i > 1s.t. 7/, <t}, where t € [0,1]. Finally, for 6 € {(1),(2),1C, h}, we define
s = sup ATﬁn. We show that these quantities tend to 0 almost surely in the following lemma.

T£n<T

a.s.

Lemma 3. We have s¥ “3 0.

Proof. We can follow the proof of Lemma 4.5 in Robert and Rosenbaum (2012) to prove that for

ke {1,2}, s “% (0. Then, we can notice that a.s. siC < s + 52 to deduce that s1C 1% 0. To

show that s — 0, define the process Z such that Z; = 0 and Vi > 0 :

2 1C,
Z AXPo g+ Zac, Wt TG TG
t = " ’
AAX(ll)c,Jr =+ Z‘rlc’+ vt € [Tilgl)jr_wnl,g]

[T,

i1 ot] i—1,n

13



Substituting X in Lemma 4.5 of Robert and Rosenbaum’s proof by our Z, we can follow the same

reasoning. The only main change will be that in their notation M,, < Ch(n)a,, but this tends to 0 by

@9). O

Let f be a random process, s a random number, we define :

S(f,s):= sup

0<u,v<1,Ju—v|<s

fu_f'u

Lemma 4. Let f be a bounded random process such that for all non-random sequence (qn),~q, if

qn — 0, then S (f,qn) 5 0. Let also a random sequence (8n)n>o such that s, 5 0. Then we have
vi>1
Ll
S(fisn) =0
Proof. As f is bounded, convergence in P implies convergence in L for any [ > 1. Hence it is sufficient
to show that S (f, sp) £0. Let n >0 and € > 0, we want to show that 3N > 0 such that Vn > N,

P(S(f,sn)>n) <e

3 non-random x > 0 such that P (S (f,x) >n) < §. Also, 3N > 0 such that Vn > N, P (s, > x) <
Thus

(N1

P (S (f,sn) >n) =P (S (f,80) > 1,80 > X)FP (s (f,80) > 1,80 < x) S P (s > x)+HP(S(f,x) >n) <

O

We aim to define the approximations of observation times on blocks (Ki)n = [Ti}?n, 7'1-}11171])1_> o We

need some definitions first. Let (C’t(i)) a sequence of independent 4-dimensional Brownian motions
i>0

(i.e. for each i, C't(i) is a 4-dimensional Brownian motion), independent of everything we have defined
so far. We define Vi,n > 0,

AW[T{],MTI}LH_,_.] vVt [07 ATih-i-l,n]
AWy o +C0 vt > Al

i Tirl,n —A‘ri’ll,n i+1,n

ino,_
Sim =

and
~k T i,m (4 h h,—
(Tivjvn)jZO;k:l,Q - T (S ’ O-Ti}fn ’ ang‘ri}fn ’ AX[Th"7 Th ]’ Tivn - T’L}’n« )

imn 1 Tin

To keep symmetry in notations, we define for all integers ¢ and n positive integers, (7'1-( E)n) consisting
I >0

1 _ M

of the observation times of the process 1 after 7/ , substracting the value of 7/, i.e. 7; Jn = Tisyjn —
Ti(*l)n where i* is the (random) index on the original grid of process 1 corresponding to Ti’fn (Ti(*l)n = Tlhn)

2 _
For process 2, we define 7,7, =

0 and for integers j > 1, Tl-(i-?n = T;fljflyn - TZ—(}%,

index on the original grid of process 2 corresponding to the smallest observation time of process 2

where j* is the

14



bigger (not necessarily strictly) than Tzhn We also define 7., 7. 710 0= 10+ o o

t,g,m0 ti,gmy thgnt tigm 0 tgin 0 thgind T gno
~10  =1C,— ~1C+ : :
TiSns Tigm + Tijm following the construction we used to define (I0), (II), (I4), (I5) and (IG). We
also set
~ _ in (4) h h,—
(Tiin) joo = 11 (S o e s AX - 2 Tin T Tin

Lemma 5. For § € {(1),(2),1C}, any real | > 0, any positive integer i and n, any non-negative
integer j, we have 0 < C] < C'IJr such that :

Cra¥ <E[(a7,,)] < e (30)
where A%f’jyn = %ijn — ﬁ-eyjfl’n and
1
Cro? <E [(AT;’:}) ] < Cffa?! (31)

Proof. For 6 € {(1),(2)}, because of (@) and (26), we can deduce [B0) using well-known result on exit
zone of a Brownian motion (see for instance Borodin and Salminen (2002)). (3I)) can be deduced using
Dubins-Schwarz theorem for continuous local martingale (see, e.g. th. V.1.6 in Revuz and Yor (1999)).
If 0 = 1C writing A%f’jyn = (%9’+ -7 ) + (7’0"" — 70 ) and working those two terms, we

B,j—=1,n B,j—=1,n 4,4;n B,j—=1,n

can obtain (B0) and (3TI). O

Now, we define for 0 € {(1), (2),1C, h} the number of observation times before t.
Nf)n = sup{i : Tf)n <t}
We have the following lemma :

Lemma 6. For 6 € {(1),(2),1C}, we have that the sequence (a%Nt‘?n)n>1 is tight

Proof. Here for 6 € {(1),(2)} we can follow the proof of Lemma 4.6 in Robert and Rosenbaum (2012)
together with Lemma Bl Also, by definition we have Nt{g < N, (1) 56 we also deduce the tightness of

t,n
C
(Q%Ntlxn)nzl' O
Lemma 7. Let (U;y),; ,,~, an array of positive random variables and 6 € {(1),(2),1C}. If
Luag % P
Vu>0, S UL S0 (32)

[ -2 -1 h
then Zfit’l" Uin 50. Also, if Vu > 0, S A4 Uin %0, then va:tl" Uin 50

15



Proof. Let € > 0 and u > 0.

Nzn \_ua;24 Ntem Luay,
Z Ui,n > € = P Z Ui,n + Z Ui,nl{Lua;2J<N£n} - Z Ui’nl{LUO‘;2J>Nﬁn} - €
i=1 i=1 i=Luan 2o+l =Ny,
Luc, Ntem
< P Z Uz n+ Z Ui7n1{Lua;2J<N£n} > €
i=Luagn 2 a4+1
\_ua;24 Nfe’"
€ €
< P Z Uin>5 | +P Y. Uinljwaruent,) > 5
i=1 i=Luay, ? o+l
Lua,
€ —2 (%
< P Z U1n>5 + P (Lue,?s < NY,)

We take the limsup and uses (32)). We obtain :

n—oo
N9
lim supP Z Uin>e] <limsup P (I_'LLO[ 1< Nf )

n—oo n—oo
=1

We now tend u — oo and conclude using Lemma The second statement is proved in the same

way. O

Lemma 8. For any o> 0,0 € M,g€ G, (z,u) €Sy, we have that

(0’ g,x,u) = a~ AV (a, ag,om:,azu)
ol (0,g9,z,u) = 04731/1‘401 (U, ag,a:v,a2u)
wAC2 (0,9, 2,u) = a 3AC? (0, ag,az, a2u)

Proof. For any Brownian motion (Wt)tZO’ by the scale property we have that (Wt)tzo £ (a‘lWazt)t>0.
Thus, if we define 7 = inf{t > 0 s.t. W; ¢ [d(t),u(t)]} and 7, = inf{t > 0 s.t. W, ¢ [ad(t), au(t)]}, we
have that

7 Einf{t > 0 s.t. Wz, ¢ [ad(t), au(t)]} £ a 21,
We deduce that :
L —2 L —2
(r,W,) = (a Ta,Wa—z.,-a) = (a Ta,OéWTQ) (33)

We can prove the lemma based on the way we proved ([B3), at the cost of 2-dimension definitions
that would be more involved and straightforward applications of Strong Markov propriety of Brownian

motions that I won’t write, so that we don’t lose ourselves in the technicality of this proof. O
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We introduce the number of points in the i-th block in the k-process as the following

Ni(7)_max{j>0st —|—7'(k) <7'+1n}

i,j,m —

We also introduce the total number of points in the i-th block N;,, = NZ-(;) + Ni(,i)‘ We show now that

we can control uniformally the error of the approximations of the observation times.

Lemma 9. Let [ > 1, we have that

!
sup DA 1ljcn - Aﬁljcn } =0, (a2) (34)
i>0 , 2<j<h(n
and
1
s B |anf - an5 | <o, (02) (35)
>0, 2<j<h(n

Proof. We introduce the notation og where U stands for “uniformally in 7 > 0”, meaning that the sup
of the rests is of the given order

First step : We define 37 = sup T h(n) - We show in this step that
€A,

zh

Lo (36)

We define the accumulated time of approximated durations, i.e.

ZTZ h(n),n

Using Lemma [§] together with Lemma [6] M > 0 such that
P (7, < M) 1
We define Z' = 0 and V¢t € [, ., 7],

Ti— 1,n» 'in

Zr=2Z%  +8 5"

i—1,n zln

A slight modification of the proof of Lemma [B] will conclude.

Second step : We show that we can do a localization in the number of observations in the i-th
block, i.e. there exists a non-random M, such that

1,m?

P (max (N(l) N<2)) > Mn) (37)

converges uniformally (in i) towards 0 and M,, increasing at most linearly with h(n), i.e. we have
M,, < Bh(n) where 8 > 0.

17



To prove (1), we need some definitions. Define for 7 > 0 the order of observation times O; i , and

the order of the approximated observation times O;  ,, in the following way. Let Tgn = (T%7n)j> 0
the sorted set of all observation times (corresponding to process 1 and 2) strictly greater than Ti}il
Then for j > 1, we will set O; ; , = 1 if the j-th observation time in Tgn corresponds to an observation

of the first process and O; ; ,, = 2 if it corresponds to an observation of the second process. Similarly,
~ (k)
T

,7,m

we set T gn the sorted set of all approximated times ( . O; jn are defined in the same

)jZO,k:l,Q
way. There exists a p > 0 such that for all integers 7, j,n :

P (Oz‘,j+1,n = 1‘Oi,j7n = 2) > pand P (Om‘+1,n = 2‘Oi,j,n = 1) Zp (38)
Indeed, let ! the (random) index such that Tl-(i)n = Ti?j)n. Conditioned on {me = 1}, we know that
Oijt1n =21f AX[(;? 4ol CTOSSES gt or —g* before AX[(T?’,)L 4rO ] CTOSSES g7 Or —g~. Using (@)

of (A2) and (26), we can easily bound away from 0 this probability, thus we deduce (B8]). Now, using
(@) together with [B])) and strong Markov propriety of Brownian motions, we deduce (&1)).

Third step : let g = (d,u) such that (g,9) € G, 0 € [07,0%] and € < &-. We define 7 (g,0,¢) =
inf{t > 0: oW, = u(t) + € or oW, = d(t) — €}, where W, is a standard Brownian motion. We show
that

l

E|[r(.0.0 -7 (000 | <90 @ (39)

e—0

where v (€) ‘=7 0.

In order to show B9), let 7! (g,0,¢) = inf{t > 0 : oW,y r(g,50) = min (u(7(g,0,0)) + Kt +¢€,97)
or oWiyr(g00) = max(d(7(g,0,0)) — Kt —e},g7). By @) and @) of (A3), we have 7(g,0,¢) —
7(g,0,0) < 71 (g,0,¢). Conditioned on {T (g,0,€) } and using strong Markov propriety of Brownian

l
=220 using Theorem 2 in Potzelberger and Wang

motions, we can show that E, (g ;) Url (g,0,¢€)

(2001) for instance.

Fourth step : let k € {1,2}. We show here

l
k) =(k) _ U (2
> E [ Tigm = Tijm } =0y (o) (40)
J<My,
l
The idea is to show that by recurrence in j, E Ti(ﬁ))n — %i()];?n can be arbitrarily small when n grows.

It is then a straightforward analysis exercise to use the localization in second step and choose a different
sequence h if necessary, that will still be non-random increasing and following ([28)) and (29), so that
the sum in ([@0) will be also arbitrarily small. Let’s start with j =1 and k& = 1.

l l
E{A’“) ) }_E[

iln ~ Tiln

(k) ~(k)
Titm ~ Tiln

k) _ ()

Tiln i,1,n

l
1Ei,n:| +E |:

1gc ]

18



where E;,, = E.) 0 E{) with

1 1 S(1
B { wp |AXU AR < n}
Se[‘ri’fn’T'L}?n+Ti(,ll),nV7:i(,11),n] o o
2 1
R L Ly R
s ["'z”fn vTi}fn +T7L(,11),n V%i(,ll),n] o
with 71, = gnon, ¢n = max (ai_lm, 2711/2) and

By B3) and B9,
(k) _ (k)

~—Tiln

Tilm

e
Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma [5]

l C c 1/2
E [ A 1E?n} < ca?p (EC)"* < Ca? (IP’ ((E(ln)) ) +P ((E@n)) ))

On the one hand,

P ((Ei(}n))c>

l
15, | < a2 (40 20,) 490 (20,))

AN
S
5

|

&=

)

o
o}
S

sk

Se

|

>
=
==

A
Q

s

s
=
"
S

h (1) =1 1/2
1 Ti,n+Ti,1,nVTi(,l),n w 2
(J;“’ -0 ) ds
1<u,v<4 +h Tin

-1 1 (1 w ) 1/2
< C(nin) 1SH11%1XS4E |:((Ti(,1),n Vv 7-1.()1)7") S (U Vst v SZ) ) ]
1/2
< Clmn) " (B[R, VD)) 2
< Cz,ll/2

where we used Markov inequality in the first inequality, conditional Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
in the second inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the fourth inequality, Lemma [l in the last
inequality. On the other hand,

C
P((ED)) < Bl o ow Ll
Se[T’i}?n’Ti}fn+T'L(,11),71V7:'L(,11),n] o
d
S C (771,71)_1 E |:(Tz(,11),n \ %z(,ll),n) :|
< Ca‘fl_l/2
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where we used Markov inequality in the first inequality, (§) of (A3) in the second inequality, Lemma

in the last inequality. In summary, we have

d

which we can make arbitrarily small, because z, — 0 by first step together with Lemma Ml and the

(k) ~ (k)
Tijn — Tign

] < Ca2 (v (2q0) + 7V (<2a0) + 24/ + a71/2)

continuity of o (Al). The case with k¥ = 2 is very similar. Finally, for 5 > 1, the same kind of

computation techniques, using in addition (@) of (A3), will work.
Fifth step : Prove that uniformally (in 4)
P (V) < My, Osjn = Oijin) = 1 (41)

To show (ET)), let j < M,,. We define the (random) index v such that 7°, ,, = ) Modifying suitably

z]n

h if needed, there exists (using fourth step) a sequence (e,) such that

(|, 70 | <a2en) - 1 (42)
P ( Ti v+1,n Tz,v,n S a3167l> - 0 (43)

Using [@2) and [{3)), we can verify (Il by recurrence.

Sixth step : We prove here [B4) and 35). Using Lemma Bl and (1))

21

ite ite U
E UATid} — A7 l{ijMn7O'L,j,n_o~i,j,n}:| + % (a")

©,7,Mn

1
] =E UAT}JC — A7C

©,7,Mn

The first term on the right part of the inequality can be bounded by

(o]

Both terms can be treated with the same trick. Using the second step and Lemma 5] the first term is

> &

v<M,,

1C
z]n_szn

l l
ite; =1C :
1{VJ<M ,0i.5.n=0i;, n}:| +E { Tij—1n = Tij—1,n 1{Vj<MmOi,j,n—Oi,j,n}} )

equal to

_zlC
7/.777/ ;]7

0iin=0; jn} {7-10 (1) }] +O ( 21)

The sum is obviously bounded by

!
1C _ ~1C
> E [ Tign = Tign ]
v<M,
and using {Q), we prove [B4)). We can deduce ([B5) with the same kind of computations. O

Let M™ the interpolated normalized error, i.e.

t
n_ -1 E: (1) (2) _ (1) (2) 1,2
M= oy AX[Til—cl,n/\t»Til,S/\t]AX[Tilfi;LAt T AL /0 05 05y ds

i>1
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M} corresponds exactly to the normalized error of the Hayashi-Yoshida estimator if we observe the
price of both assets at time ¢. We remind to the lector the definition of N;,, in (I9)

1c

Niw = AXGAXE = [ 7 ooplids
Lemma 10.

€A,
h(n) )
=02 Y B | (Namnnmya)” + 2N +ulN-naimrust | +0p(1)
€A, u=2
Proof. We obtain this equality noting that (N; ), -, are centered and 1-correlated, and that the terms
left converge to 0 in probability. |

“ 7

We introduce the observation time at the start of a block, where stands for “start”

s h 1C
Tin = sup{Tjﬂn s.t. J n<Tin

Lemma 11.

h(n)
—92 2
a, Z Eon o Z (N—1rm)4u)” + 2N 1)) +uN = 1)h(n)+ut1
i€EA, u=2
h(n)—2
2 Z Z / ¢AV U h l,nagrih;l’nvavzlxv OZ;QU) dﬁifl,j,n (Ia 1)) + 010(1)
€A, =0

Proof. First step : approximating with holding volatility constant. Set

(1) @  [Ten
Ni,n = (O’T§ . AWT_IC) (O'T_s I AW 10,— +) _/ ’ <71—L2 ds
1—Lin i,m v z n 1 ’
Ti<1,n

where A is the i-th component of the vector A. we want to show that :

h(n)
,2 2
Z BEon Z (N—1hm)4u)” + 2N 1) hm)+uN = 1)h(n)+ut1
i€EA, u=2
hn) ,
Y B - > (N(i—l)h(n)+u) + 2N 1)h(n)+uNi— D)) +us1 | +0p (1)
i€EA, u=2

~ ~ 2 ~ ~
Noting F; ,, = (Ni,n)2 +2N; wNit1,n and F,, = (Ni,n) +2N; 5, Nij1,n, it is sufficient to show that

072 En [

i>1

1n_E,n

P
1{Tfl,n<t}} =0
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ND
i |: Fi,n - E,n

that we can rewrite as o, 2 >, 0" Eps
to show that Yu > 0 :

e, n<t}] 5o. Using Lemmal[7 it is sufficient

E,n - E,n

P
1{75711n<t}} =0

ua;z
—2
A Z ETf—l,n [
i=1

Thus, it is sufficient to show the convergence L' of this quantity, i.e. that

Fi,n - Fi,n

1{rffl,n<t}} -0

ua;2

—2

o, E IE{
i=1

We have that

and B\?) = [Ni_1,,Ni — Ni—1,0Ni|. We have that

N

where Bl-(l) ‘an — ]\712"

B < cli+ cl+.CL)
where
2 2
(1) (2)
cH = ‘(AXS)CAXﬁ)C,,+) —((anMAWT;C) (e, AW 102 ) )
e 2 71C 2
ol = ‘(/ <§>2ds> —(/ ¢ ds> }
’ e, sic Tistn
i—1,n i—1,n
Tllg
c® = o2AxUAx® ¢12ds
i,n 7] 716, -, o s
" b Tic1,n
(1) @ [Ten
_(O'T_s L AWT1C> (U-,—,sl AW 10,7,+> / o ds
i—1,n R i—1,n Tim 1o Tin
Ti 1,n

n i,n?

Let’s show that o, Z;fl’:z E {Ci(ﬁl)l{q-isi1 n<t}:| — 0. We can write it as Cz(ln) < Dl(lrz + D'® where
M O ax® Y SN
) = |(axQlax® ) - (aﬂimAWﬁ’g) AXUL L

@) ™ e\ M @\?
Di,n (O'Tisil’nAWTi12> A‘XV‘I_IC’,’Jr - (U-,—fil,nAWng) (O'Tisfl,nAWT.lc’f’Jr)

i,mn

We want to show that o, 2 Z;fl’? E [DE)QI{TiI n<t}:| — 0. We define :

B = AxGLAXUGL L
(1)
B = (aﬂlmAWTig) AxXL
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Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce :

i—1,n

9 9 1/2
(e (e« m2) ] = (22 - £2) 20 0]

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Lemma
Bl we obtain that :

E[D10r, o] = E[(BG+ER) (BQ - ER) 10, <]

IN

B[ (50 + 52)] =0 (at)

—2»

where U stands for “uniformally in 1 <i < ua,,

. Another application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
gives us :

1/2
2 4
e [(582 - 52) 10 0] < (2 (ax2)])

Using once again Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with Burholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and

4
(253

Similarly, we compute using conditional Burkholder-Davis-Gundy in first inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz

4
(AX(l) - (0 AW, 10)(1)> 1 E
e Ti1m Tin {ri <t}

Lemma [B] we obtain that :

E =0Y (ai)

in third inequality, Lemma Bl Lemma [l and Lemma [ together with the continuity of o (A1) in last
equality.

o\ *
E KAXS%; - (Ufffl,nAWrs,si) > 1{rfl,n<t}1

E

(1) M\ *
l{Tfflu"<t}ETi1§1,n A)(7'.10 - (UT'ffl,n AWT;%)

S o\
e, | ([ (v )a)”)

1c 2
Ti,n i1 ]l 2
J» s
< C sup E s, n<t}ET}91 B (05 — 07 ) ds
1<5,1<4 ' ’ T1C e

ic 2
i,n il il 2
= C sup E |1 oy (og’ — ol ) ds
1<j,1<4 o 71 e
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< C sup E{(ATiISS(Uj’l,SZ)2)2:|+OU (a2)
1<4,1<4 ’
1/2
< C(E[(Ar;ﬂ“}@ sup <s<aﬂ‘v%sz:>>8]) +o” (al)
1<j,1<4

= 0" (ay)
With the same kind of computations, we show that o, ? Zua" E [D( )l{T - <t}} — 0, and we also

,n

can show a2 Z?a" E [C-( )l{T i <t}} -0, a2 EW ‘E {C Tire | <t}} — 0 (thus we have also
that a2 "0 E {B< R VOT <t}] S 0)and ;2" E [B<2>1{T l<t}} 0.

Second step : approximating using (7; ;) instead of (7;.,) We set

i,7,n>0 iwn>0"

1c Tin
ij—1,n

: M @ e,
Nijm = (UT,L AW.ic ) (0 N cf+) —/ ¢h2 ds

we want to show that :

h(n)

2
_2 - - -
Z Eon Z (N(i—l)h(n)+u) + 2N 1) h(n)+uNG—1)h(n) +ut1
€A, u=2
hny
:a;2 Z E"—ih—ln Z (Ni—l,u,n) +2Nz lunNzu-i-ln +Op (1)
i€A, u=2

Using the same kind of computations as in the first step together with Lemma [@ we conclude.
Third step : express the result as a function of 1/4". Using Lemma [ in last equality, we deduce

for any integer u such that 2 < wu < h(n) :

E 7’h in |:(Ni11u7n) +2N’L 1'u.'n,Nz l,u+1 n:|

= wAV (0 h ) angn’il n’ x, U) dﬁ—i,u—?,n (‘Tu U)

_ 4 AV “1,. -2 ~
= an/ ) (Ufi'iln’gn’iln’a" x, o ’U) ATt u—an (,0)

Lemma 12. Vo € M,g € G, 3r (O', g) distribution such that :

h(n)—
2 AV —1 —2 ~
E E 1/) (U f i n’g"'ih,lyn’a" T, u) dTri*Ljﬂl ({E, u)
i€A, j=0

= a2 3 e (o0, Lo, ) +op()

€A,
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Proof. We define the transition functions of the Markov chains (ZZ (o, g)) N defined in ([24). For
>0
(z,u) € Sy, B € B(S,) (borelians of S;)

P(o,9) (z,u),B) =P (Zl (0,9) € B

Zo(0.9) = (a.0))

First step : We prove that Vo € M, Vg € G, the state space S, is v-small, i.e. there exists a non-
trivial measure v on B(R?) such that V(z,u) € S,;,VB € B(S,), P(0,9)((z,u),B) > v(B). Let

B = [z4, 5] X [uq,up]. We are choosing v such that v = 0 outside [—2-, £-] x [3,4]. Thus, without

loss of generality, we have that [2zq, 23] X [ue, us) C [—4-, 4] x [3,4]. We want to show that 3¢ > 0

such that uniformally
P(o,9) ((z,u), B) > ¢(xp = wa) (up — ua)
There are two useful ways to rewrite (X3, X(4)). The first one is :
x® = 0(3)£~3t(3) (44)

~ ~ 1/2 ~
X0 = e 4 (1= (7)) e B (45)

where B®) and B3 are independent, p** e [p>*, pi’4] and max (—pi‘l, pi’4) < 1 (because o € M),

5= (1 ~ max ((p?:4)2 , (pi4)2) > v (46)

The other way to rewrite it is :
Xt(4) = 0(4)3154) (47)
~ ~ 1/2 ~
X0 = OB 4 (1= () e B (48)

where B® and B%' are independent. For (Bt);~( a standard Brownian motion, a < z < b, we

denote the exiting-zone time of the Brownian motion
78Y = inf{t > 0s.t. 2+ By =aor x + By = b}

and p;(z, a, b, t) the density of 7¢-*. We also define ps(z, a, b, 5, y) the distribution of B, +z conditioned
on {7%% > s}. Finally, let p3(x,a,b,t) the distribution of 7% conditioned on {B,av» = b}. All the
formulas can be found in Borodin and Salminen (2002). Consider the spaces C; = C3 = {(z,a,b,t) €
RYst. a<a<bt>0} Cy={(v,a,bt,y) ERst. a<z<b,a<y<b,t>0} The functions
p; are continuous on C; and positive. Thus, for all compact set K; C C;, we have

klenlf(lpz(k) >0 (49)

We can bound below

P(0,9) ((w,u),B) > P(EoﬂElﬂEzﬂEgﬂ& Zy = (x,u>>
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where

E, = { ¢ 3)’ P min(f‘vl) LA < K}
0<s Sﬂ( 150
_ oo
B = { su ‘XS(S)‘ <2 , su ‘AB3J‘ < }
' P < SKJrl 100+ %{2)3551(“ 17,51 4(U+)2
By = { sw |XO]<L AP elk+2.K+3])
K4+1<s<7? 5
By = {vs € [P, K +4] X® ¢ [dy(K),uy(K)] , X&), e [ul(K)—2e,u1(K)—e]}
ﬂ{ sup ‘A)N((fl) g }
D <s<K+4 (7278 12
Ey = {7’1(1) [ua—l-T( ) up +7’(2)] , inf AX[(;)+4 q> —2¢ , sup Af((fl()m ’ < g’}
K+4<s<7{" K+4<s<#{V N

N{AX D 0, € lewm]}

_ g9 o : : .
where € = 275, Using extensively Bayes formula, we can rewrite

P(EoﬂElﬂEgﬂEgﬂE4ﬂ{Zl € B}

{Zy = (x, u)}), II="P (El EoN{Zo = (x,u)}>, III="r (Eg Er N EoN{Z0 = (x, u)}),

IV =P (E3 ExNEiNEoN{Zo = (x,u)}) and V =P (E4‘E3 NE2NENEoN{Zo = (x, u)})
We prove that I is uniformally bounded away from 0. Using 7)), (), (5] and (46), we deduce
that EY N E? € Ey where

ZO_(x,u)>_I><II><III><IV><V

where I =P (EO

E(()l) _ { sup ‘E§3)‘ < €0 min(o;, 1) }
0<s<K 15 (o)
E® = { sup a —l—f?;o”L’ > _gt & mnlo 1) min(o;, 1)}
do 15 (ot)

1/2
0<s<K! (1) (1 _ (p3’4)2)
Conditionally on {Zy = (z,u)}, Eél) and E( ) are independent. Thus, we deduce

{Zo = (a, u)}) P <Eé2)

Using Markov propriety of Brownian motions, we obtain that the right part of the inequality is equal
K . _ — s — K
eoc” min(oc~,1) eoc” min(o—,1) / (1) 2 (2
1—/ p1|0,— ; U | dt p (y —Yo > Y ,t)dt
< o O < 15 (0+) 15 (0+)2 o O 0
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I>P <E§”

(Zo = (@0 )

to




(1) x 2) i + eo” min(o,1)
T e () N0 T e T

away from 0 using ([27) and (9).
We prove that IT is uniformally bounded away from 0. Conditionally on Eo ({Zo = (z,u)}, the

where y, , which is uniformally (in z, o and ¢g) bounded

two quantities of E; are independent. Thus, we bound below IT (the same way we did for I) by :

K+1 - — K+1 - _
_ 5(3) €0 €0 _ g0 g o
(1 /%fm m (Bff”’ 100+0® " 100+ ®) ’t) dt) <1 /%f” " (0’ dota®’ 40+0(4)7t> dt)

which is uniformally bounded away from 0 using ([27)) together with (9.
We prove that II7 is uniformally bounded away from 0. Using (1), (), {@3) and ({@6]), we deduce
that Eél) ﬂEém C E5 where

B {25}
2 K+1<5<K+3 S50t
- +
EP = { su ‘AB3J‘ < 9 , su ‘AB3J‘ 9 + c }
2 K+1§sI§)K+2 #2,s] 20t K+2§52K+3 #2511l = 66— Hoté

Conditionally on Ey () Eo ﬂ{ZO = (z,u)}, Eél) and E£2) are independent. Thus, we deduce

B (VB0 V(2o = (.0} ) P (£ (V0 (V120 = (0.0} )
Using Markov propriety of Brownian motions, we obtain that the right part of the inequality condi-

tioned on {BKJrl , AB[3 (J;) K }El N EoN{Zo = (z,u)}} is equal to

2 1 + +
_ 3 € € 2 (U A
(1 /0 P (BK‘H’ 50+’ 5ot t) dt) ( / (A 7P K+1) 20t 20+ t) dt)
€ 9"
/_7/ 1 (y ( +5U+5) o +5 5 )dtdq(y)

where ¢ is the (conditional) distribution of AB3 t) K] + B; conditioned on {TA 3‘51’ 2F > 1}.

IIT>P <E§”

(72 k)

Using the definition of E; together with ([217) and (@9), we have IIT which is uniformally bounded
away from 0.

We prove that IV is uniformally bounded away from 0. Using [@7) and {8]), we deduce that
ESY N ES ¢ By where

I Y
’ '7—2(2)<?£K+4 (7% boto®)
B = {vse @ K +4] ABl el ) ABLG e ", 15”1}
5] (72, K +4]
(1) di(K)+2€¢/5 (2) uy (K)—2¢/5 3) _ w1 (K)—8¢/5 (4) w1 (K)=Te/5
with y3 —W,% —W,ys —W,ys —W-

Conditionally on Ey () Ey () Eo ({Z0 = (z,u)}, Eél) and E§2) are independent. Thus, we deduce
E; ﬂ Ey ﬂ Ey ﬂ{Zo = (z, U)}> P (Ep(,2) Es ﬂ Ey ﬂ Eqo ﬂ{Zo = (z, U)})
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Using Markov propriety of Brownian motions, we obtain that the right part of the inequality condi-

Es(NE1NEoN{Zo = (x,u)}} is equal to

K+4—78 o o K47 "
<1 _/0 n (O’_5a+a<4>’ e ’t) dt) (1 _/0 pr (0057 047.1) dt)

Y3
></ D2 (O,yél),yf),KJrﬁl—%z@),y) dy
Y.

which is uniformally bounded away from 0 using (21), (0) and (9.
We prove that V' > c(zp — 24)(up — ug). Using @) and (@R, we deduce that Eil) ﬂEf) C Ey

where

tioned on {%2(2)

EY = {Felua+# u+ 7], X = (K)}
@ 53,1 59~ 73,1 1L (2
E = { sup ~‘AB[KM,S] < 1/2 ’AB[L+4,%] € lya’ va ]}
K+4<s<7 604 (1 _ (p3v4)2)
aiAX[(;;gz),K+4] —p>ta® (0'(3))71 (ul(K)*XSLL)

1/2 )

- O _ S _ m_ "
T=1inf{t > K+4: X;” =uy(K) or AXay = —2¢},yy = o (1=(p*)?)
Ib—AX(4)

3.4 _(4)( (3))~1 ¢ (3)
— o o up (K)—X
(2) 2 xva ” () ( 10 K“)

Yu 0(4)(1_(’)3’4)2)1/2

V=P (X —u(K))P (Ei” NE?

. We have

B (VBB Vo 2o = ()} (VX = (50}

The first term on the right part of the equation is uniformally bounded away from 0 (Borodin and
Salminen (2002)). Because 7 is a function of X and B> is independent with X 7 and B> are

independent. Thus the second term on the right conditioned on

(w0 X210 | B VB2 (VB () o (12 = (2 0)}}

can be expressed as :

(2) _

up+7, (K+4) yf) X(3) X(3) — 9% K 50~ 50~
/ / D3 I((2;§45 K+213) ) U1((3))7t P2 Oa_%v %atvy dtdy
wa 72 —(K+4) Sy g g g Ya' Ya

1/

2\ /2 . ,
where yff’) = 60 (1 — (p3’4) ) . We have that yfll) and yf) are dominated by MTQ)W-

Using this together with (27), (@8) and [9]), we deduce that V' > c(xp — x4)(up — ug)-

Second step : We prove that Hq/)AVH = sup ’1/)‘4‘/ (0,9,2,u) ’ < 00. To show this :
0 ceEM,geG,(z,u)ES,

~ ~ ~ 2 ~ ~ 2 - 2
E {(AXS)CAXE?)C,,+ - {2aRC) ] < 9E {(AXSLAXE?L,,J +(¢12a7) ]
2 To 2 To
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The second term in the right part of the inequality is uniformally bounded using ([Z7) and Lemma
Using successively Cauchy-Schwarz and Burholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, ([27) and Lemma B we can
also bound uniformally the first term. The other term of ([20) can be bounded in the same way.

Third step : Define ¢ = (0, g, z,u) and Q = {(0,¢9,z,u) s.t. 0 € M,g € G, (x,u) € S;}. Prove that
Vq € Q, there exists a measure 7 (o, g) such that

n—1

supl 3
qeQl = /R?

v (0, g,y,v) d7 (0,9, 2,u) (y,v) — n/R2 v (0,9,y,v) d7 (0, 9) (y,v) | = noy(1)

To show this, we use first step together with Th.16.0.2 (v) (Meyn and Tweedie (2009)). We obtain
that there exists 7 (o, g) where

HP" (0,9) (z,u),.) — 7 (0,9) HTV < 9

where 7 = 1 — v (R?). Thus, we deduce :

' [ 0" @900 a0 0.9.0.0) (00) = [ 627 (0:90,0) 85 (0,9) (.0)
R2 R2

< HwAVH Hﬁ—l (O',Q,JI,U) - 7?(07 g) HTV < 2H¢AVH rl (50)

We want to show that Ve > 0, 3N > 0 such that Vn > N :

n—1
> [ o @) b o) (o) = |
=0

R

<en (51)

] v (0,9,y,v) d7 (0, 9) (y,v)

The rest is a straghtforward analysis exercise. Let € > 0. N7 > 0 such that ™' < 5. Choosing
N > 8Nye oAV || 2}, we first use the triangular inequality, and then split the sum of the left part of
(EI) in two parts, one up to N7 and the other one up to N. We use (B0) in the second part to obtain

@D).

Fourth step : Proving the Lemma. Let w > 0. From Lemma[ll we just have to show that

Lwa, 2h(n
2
DY
i=1

tends to 0 in probability. Using third step together with standard results on regular conditional

Y'a h(n)—2

AV -1 -2 ~ . AV
‘ ‘/]R2 Q/J (O-Tihil’nugq'ihilﬂ“an y7 an U) dﬂ—l—l,],’ﬂ (y7 U) h(n)(b (O'Tih—l,w“g‘rih—l,n)

Jj=
distributions (see for instance Leo Breiman (1992)), we prove the lemma.

Lemma 13.

2
2 Y B, (o8 ) (%

A i—1,n i—1,n
i€A,

>2 h(n)¢AV (UT{’;l,n’g‘F{Zl,n) ATZ'}?’II (Eﬂh;l [ATZ'}?nDl]
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11n

E h |:¢AV (O'Tih;lmvg‘rih,l,n> Tin ((ZSTI N n>1] + Op(l)

i€A,

Proof. First step : Defining

Uip = h(n) 2 J"X T (0‘ haGeh ,x,u) dmi—1 jn (z,u)

s s _1
AO - 2 ZZGA E 7Lh in h(n)(bAV (UT{LLn’gTZl—l,n) ATZ,Ln (Eﬁil [ATZ,Ln}) :|
A = o EzeA E h ' (n)quV (UT'thl,n,gTihfl,n) ATzlfn (ui,n)71:|

we have that Ag = A1 + 0, (1). To show this, in light of Lemma [0 we have that

E » [ATZ?R} — Ujp

Ti— 1,m

< h(n)Cy
where C,, tends to 0 in probability. From this, we can easily show that Ay = A + o, (1).

Second step : We have that

-1
A= B P’AV (ot o9, ) Al (97 } o)
i€A, '
To prove it, we can mimic the proof of Lemma [I2] together with Lemma O

5.2 Computation of the limits of (M"),, (M", XM), and (M", X?),

(MM, = E;., [(AM@)? +0,(1)
i€EA,
h(n)
= 0 ) B, > (Na—vnema)” + 2N 1nen V- 1nem tut | +0p(1)
IEA, u=2
h(n)—2
=AY S [ (n, g o o) AR ) + 0, (1)
i€An,  j=0

where we used Lemma 2.2.11 of Jacod and Protter (2012) in first equality, Lemma[I0in second equality,
Lemma [IT] in third equality.
We deduce (using Lemma [[2in first equality and Lemma [[3]in third equality)
(M™), = a2 > b)Y +o,(1)

'Lln

€A,
= 2 ZA E TP |: (ZSAIVI A (ET{LI [ATz'}?n})1:| +0;D(1)
S
-1
= Yoeg, [ ad(on,) ] o
i€A, " o
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Using Lemma 2.2.11 of Jacod and Protter (2012) again, we deduce :

(M™), = Z ¢fi,}ij7'£n (qf):i»ﬁn)_l +0p(1)

€A,

Using Lemma Bl together with Prop. I.4.44 (page 51) in Jacod and Shiryaev (2003), we obtain

e [ ot 6 as (52

Using the same approximations and computations, we also compute :
o [Cee e as 53)
o x®), o [C6e e as 64)

5.3 Computation of the asymptotic bias and variance

We follow the idea in 1-dimension in pp. 155-156 of Mykland and Zhang (2012), and define an auxiliary

martingale

t t
M{‘:Mt"—/ k§1>dX§1>—/ kitdx bt
0 0

where X"" is defined in (Z5). Using (53), we deduce :

t
(M Xy, = (M, XD, — / kD d(x M),
0

t t 2
[ erction ™ as— [ K0 (a0) as
0 0

KD = (007) " 920 (67) !
By the same techniques that we used to compute (B3], we have that :

. t -1
[ oo @aBy - [ (o) o phatt (67" s (55)
0 0

Using (B4) and (B5) we compute :

1=

Hence, we choose

t
<Mn7X1,L>t _ <Mn,X1,L>t _/ k;,Ld<X1,L>S
0

. t
= <Mna X(2) - / psgg2)dB£1)>t - / k;)Ld<X17J—>s
0 0

. t
= (M”,X(2)>—<M”,/ pso§2)dB§1)>t—/ Ebtdxthy,
0 0

S G G B L A e DICURS
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Hence, we choose

gk — (1 _ (@,2)2)71 ((0g2)>2 PpAC? — (agl)af))i1 ps? ;401> Ca

By (A4), there exists S > 0 such that the S Brownian motions {DM), ..., D9} generate the filtration
(Ft)4>0- To show that (M", D)), tends to 0 in probability, we decompose D(*) = D*! 4 D*?2 where
D#1 Belongs to the space spanned by {X(l)7 X(Q)}, D*? is orthogonal to this space. By what precedes,
we have clearly (M", D>'), tends to 0 in probability. Also, D*? is a martingale that is, conditionally
on the observations times of both processes, independent of M. Thus we also deduce that (M n D2y,
converges to 0 in probability.

We can now compute :
oy = =[x - [,
0 0
= (M"), + /t (O'(l))2 (kz(l))2 ds + /t (0(2))2 (1 — (p1’2)2) (ku‘)2 ds
0 S S 0 S S S
t t

- 2/ EDa(x® pmy, — 2/ Ebtax bt My,

0 0
5 t <¢>;“V +2 <k§1> (o) o2 ph 203 — (k4 k1) ¢?C2>) (67

0

b (o) (K0) (o) (1= (04%)?) (1147 s

By letting
AV, = (¢ng +9 (kgl) (Ugl))*l 0§2)Pi’2¢f01 _ (k; + k;i) ¢§402>) (¢;)—1
() () + (o) (1= (27 ()?

we deduce using Theorem 2.28 in Mykland and Zhang (2012) that stably in law as a,, — 0, :
- t t t _
ot (ROVM - RCVt) — / kMax W +/ Ebtax bt +/ (AV,)Y2 aw,
0 0 0
Now, we can express the asymptotic bias AB; = fg kgl)dXs(l) + fg kltdX b+ differently :

AB;

t t
[ ax s [ i)y o astt
0 0

t t t t
= [ rax® - [epie@ant s [Cepio@ant v [ (1 (42)7) " oaw
0 0 0 0

t _ t
/ (kgﬂ—k;va;%g?) (o) 1) dX§1>+/ kbt dx ()
0 0

We thus deduce the expression of ABgl) and ABgz).
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6 Concluding remarks

We have introduced in this paper the random time dependent grid model, and we have shown that it
is more general than some of the endogenous models of the literature. In addition, we saw that this

model allows new information to arrive between two observation times.

Under this model, we have proved the central limit theorem of the Hayashi-Yoshida estimator. Our
main theorem states that there is an asymptotic bias, thus it suggests an improvement of the classical

Hayashi-Yoshida estimator by computing a “bias-corrected” estimator.

We chose to work under the random time dependent grid model assumption. More general condi-
tions can be found and we could state a central limit theorem under those conditions, without assuming
the existence of the processes driving the observation times. Nevertheless, those conditions wouldn’t
be straightforward to verify and proving that the existing models of the literature follow them would

involve similar proofs.

The techniques used for the proof of the main theorem can probably be applied to noisy observa-
tions. In particular, independence between the price processes and the noise is not needed. As long
as we can approximate the joint distribution of the noise and the returns by a Markov chain, ideas of

our proof can be used. This work is under consideration.
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