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Abstract

This paper considers two Brownian motions in a situation where one is correlated to the other with a slight
delay. We study the problem of estimating the time lag parameter between these Brownian motions from their
high-frequency observations, which are possibly subject to measurement errors. The measurement errors are
assumed to be i.i.d., centered Gaussian and independent of the latent processes. We investigate the asymptotic
structure of the likelihood ratio process for this model when the lag parameter is asymptotically infinitesimal.
We show that the structure of the limit experiment depends on the level of the measurement errors: If the mea-
surement errors locally dominate the latent Brownian motions, the model enjoys the LAN property. Otherwise,
the limit experiment does not result in typical ones appearing in the literature. We also discuss the efficient

estimation of the lag parameter to highlight the statistical implications.

Keywords and phrases: Asymptotic efficiency; Endogenous noise; Lead-lag effect; Local asymptotic normality;
Microstructure noise.

1 Introduction

Let B, = (B}, B?) (t € R) be a bivariate two-sided Brownian motion such that By = 0, E[(B{)?] =
E[(B})%] = 1and E[B{ B] = p for some p € (—1,0)U(0,1). Also, lete; = (e}, €?) (i = 1,2,...) be a sequence
of i.i.d. bivariate standard normal variables independent of B. For each n € N, we denote by IP,, y the law of the

vector Z,, = (X1,...,X,,Y1,...,Y,) " generated by the following model:

X, = BY, 4 June,  Yi=B2 4 June ifd >0,
{ if/n G i/n—0 K = fori=1,....n, (1.1)

Xi =B}, g+ e}, Yi=B} +ope i <0

where v,, is a non-negative number. ¥} € R denotes the unknown time-lag parameter which we are interested in.
Especially, the sign of 9 is unknown. The aim of this paper is to study the asymptotic structure of the sequence
of experiments (R?", B2", (Pp.9)9er), n = 1,2,..., a8 n — oo when the time lag parameter ¥ is asymptotically
infinitesimal, i.e. ¢ tends to 0 as n — oo (here and below B"* denotes the Borel o-field of R for m € N). More

precisely, we study the limit experiment of (P, .., )ucr as n — oo for the proper convergence rate 7,.
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If v,, = 0, model (1.1) is a special case of the Hoffmann-Rosenbaum-Yoshida (HRY) model introduced in
Hoffmann er al. (2013) to describe lead-lag effects in high-frequency financial data. A similar model has also
been studied in Robert and Rosenbaum (2010) with an asymptotic regime different from the current setting. Here,
the lead-lag effect refers to a situation where one time series is correlated to another time series at a later time,
which has especially drawn attention in analysis of economic time series data for a long time, and associated
econometric methods have been developed by many authors; see Section 1 of Hoffmann et al. (2013), Section 3 of
Robert and Rosenbaum (2010) and references therein. The practicality of the HRY model in empirical work has
recently been established by several authors such as Alsayed and McGroarty (2014), Huth and Abergel (2014) and
Bollen et al. (2017) for financial data and Iacus et al. (2015) for social media data. These empirical studies show
that time lag parameters are typically comparable to the observation frequencies in their scales. This motivates us
to study the HRY model when ¢ is small. In such a situation, one would especially be interested in how small lag
parameters can be identified in principle. To the author’s knowledge, however, there is few theoretical study for the
HRY model and, in particular, nothing has been known about the optimality of statistical inferences for the HRY
model. The purpose of this paper is trying to fill in this gap.

In this paper, as well as (a special case of) the HRY model, we also consider a situation where the model contains
measurement errors. This is motivated by the recent studies for the volatility estimation from ultra high frequency
financial data, which is typically modeled as a discretely observed semimartingale with market microstructure
noise. We refer to Chapter 7 of Ait-Sahalia and Jacod (2014) for a brief description of this subject. In particular,
the asymptotic structure and the asymptotic efficiency bound have been established in the work of Gloter and Jacod
(2001a,b) (see also Cai et al. (2010)) for a statistical model of estimating the scale parameter ¢ > 0 from the

discrete observations

oWi/n + v/Undi, i=1,...,n, (1.2)
where W = (W¢);(0,1) is a one-dimensional standard Wiener process and (d;)j_, is a sequence of centered

i.i.d. standard normal variables independent of W. They proved the LAN property for the above model and con-
structed asymptotically efficient estimators for o (they indeed considered a more general setting). Extensions of
their LAN result to a multivariate setting have also been studied by several authors. The correlation estimation in a
bivariate setting is studied in Bibinger (2011), while a more general setting containing non-synchronous sampling
case is studied in Ogihara (2014). On the other hand, Reifl (2011) has studied the asymptotic structure of model
(1.2) when ¢ is a function of time rather than a constant and established the asymptotic equivalence between such a
model and a Gaussian white noise model. The result has been extended to the bivariate case by Bibinger and Reif3
(2014) and a multivariate setting containing non-synchronous case by Bibinger et al. (2014). Another type of exten-
sion, replacing the Wiener process W by a different continuous-time process, has also been studied. For example,
Sabel and Schmidt-Hieber (2014) consider the efficient estimation of ¢ in a situation where W is a more general
Gaussian process, especially a fractional Brownian motion.

The main contribution of this paper is (i) to determine the proper convergence rate 7,, and (ii) to derive a
stochastic expansion for the likelihood ratio process for (P, r,..)ucr. Analogously to Gloter and Jacod (2001a),
the proper convergence rate 7, depends on the behavior of the sequence nv,,. This is intuitively natural because
Var|[B; m—Bi-1) /n] = n~! and thus the behavior of nv,, determines how strongly the measurement errors (locally)

. . _3. .
dominate the nature of the observed returns. In particular, we find that r,, = n™ 2 if v,, = 0, or more generally if



3. . 1 _
~2 is much faster than the usual parametric rate n~ 2 and even faster than the rate n =",

1

nu,, is bounded.! The rate n
Since the time resolution of our model is n~ ", our result suggests that we could estimate lag parameters smaller
than the time resolution of observation data. This implication is at least true for our restrictive situation, as shown in
Section 3. Since the convergence rate of the estimator for the lag parameter 1) proposed in Hoffmann et al. (2013)
cannot be faster than n~" (see Proposition 2 of Hoffmann et al. (2013) and the discussion after this proposition),
our result shows that their estimator is suboptimal in the setting considered in this paper (although their estimator
works in a more general setting).

Given the proper convergence rate, we have the following stochastic expansion for the likelihood ratio process:
There are random variables T,, and S,, defined on (R*", 32") and non-negative numbers I, and .J., such that

dPr e, { u?

log Un T + [un|Sn — == (Iy + J5) 20 under P, asn — oo (1.3)
Py 2

for any bounded sequence u,, of real numbers and
(Th,Sn) 4, N(0,1,) ® N(0, J) under P, o asn — oo. (1.4)

Therefore, by a contiguity argument we deduce that the experiments (R*?, B2, (PP, ., . )ucr) converge weakly to
the experiment (R?, B2, (Qy)yuecr) in the Le Cam sense, where Q, = N (ul,, I,) ® N(|u|J,, J,) (see Corol-
lary 2.3). The numbers I, and J, are determined by the asymptotic behavior of nv,, and precisely defined by
(2.1)~2.2). In particular, I, is always positive, while .J, is positive if nv,, is bounded and J, = 0 otherwise.
The case J, = 0 corresponds to the situation where the measurement errors locally dominate the signal, and in
this case our model enjoys the LAN property which commonly appears in regular experiments. This result is of
interest because model (1.1) exhibits irregularity in the sense that its likelihood function is not smooth in 1, and
the limit experiment of such a model typically deviates from the LAN structure as illustrated in Chapters V-VII of
Ibragimov and Has minskii (1981). Our result means that the measurement errors have a kind of regularizing effect
on the asymptotic structure of model (1.1). On the other hand, if J,, > 0, which corresponds to the cases where the
signal dominates or is balanced with the measurement errors, in addition to an observation from a usual Gaussian
shift experiment N (u, I, - 1), the limit experiment contains an extra observation from the experiment A/ (|u/, Jy b,
Although this experiment looks simple, to the author’s knowledge it does not result in well-studied cases (such
as in Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981)), so the definition of asymptotically efficient estimators in this case is not
obvious. To obtain the asymptotic efficiency bound for estimating the lag parameter in this case, in Section 3
we apply Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981)’s theory to our problem, which is a common approach to establish
asymptotic efficiency bounds for experiments generated by diffusion type processes (see Kutoyants (2004) for de-
tails). As a result, we find that Bayesian estimators are asymptotically efficient, while the maximum likelihood
estimator is not always asymptotically efficient. This is a common phenomenon in irregular models; see Chap-
ters V=VII of Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981), Kiichler and Kutoyants (2000), Chapter 3 of Kutoyants (2004),
Rubin and Song (1995) and Chapter 9 of van der Vaart (1998) for example.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the main result of the paper. In Section 3 we discuss the
efficient estimation of the lag parameter in our setting. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of an auxiliary technical

result.

'Indeed, an intuition for this fact has already been appeared in Hoffmann et al. (2013) (see Remark 2.2).



General notation

E,, denotes the m x m-identity matrix. For a matrix A, we denote by ||A||sp and || A||r its spectral norm and
the Frobenius norm, respectively. That is, ||Alls, = sup{||Az|| : |lz|| < 1} and ||A]|%2 = tr(ATA). Also, we
denote by A% the (i, j)-th entry of A.

2 Main result

We start with completing the definitions of the quantities 7,, I, and J, appearing in the Introduction. First,

following Gloter and Jacod (2001a) we assume that the sequence nv,, converges in [0, co| and set

v := lim nv,.
n—oo

We also assume lim sup,, v, < oo as in Gloter and Jacod (2001a). Then we set

N _{ /v, ify = oo,

n otherwise.

N,, can be considered as an “effective” sample size in the sense that the proper convergence rate for estimating o
from model (1.1) is given by N,, %, which is seen as the regular parametric rate if we regard IV, as the sample size.
Using this effective sample size N,,, we define our proper convergence rate as r,, = N, % The constants I, and
J- appearing in (1.3)—(1.4) are defined by

2

) ify=0,
_ 1 (VO 0ot ) - /(=0 0=p+10)-2p)
Iy = 57 if 0 < < oo, 2.1
02 . o
TP VT 7) if 7 = oo
and
: {ﬁ(l-i-lp) + 1o } ify =0,
1 1 3 3
- 1 1+ 2 1— 2 1+ 2 1— 2 .
Jy = 1672 [4 -3 { <1+pf4~,) + (1—p+p4»y> } + {<1+p—|f)47) + (1—p+p4_»y> H if0<y<oo, (22)
0 if v = oc.

Remark 2.1. I, is always positive for any v € [0, cc]. This is evident when v = 0 or v = co. When 0 < 7y < o0,

this is proven as follows. First suppose that 0 < p < 1. Then we have

L+ o)1+ p+47) = {1 = p)(1 = p+47) +2p}?
=dp+8yp —4p\/(1 = p)? + 4y(1 — p) — 4p°
=4p01—m+2w—¢ﬂ—pﬁ+4ﬂl—M)

—4p (VO = pP + 71— ) + 4% = V(AT = pPP + 471 - p)) > 0.

Hence we have I, > 0. On the other hand, if —1 < p < 0, applying the above inequality with replacing p by —p,
we obtain /(1 — p)(1 — p+47) > /(1 + p)(1 + p + 4v) — 2p. Hence we have I, > 0.

The following statement is our main result.



Theorem 2.1. There are two sequences T, and S,, of random variables satisfying (1.3)—(1.4) for any bounded

sequence uy, of real numbers.

We can explicitly give the variables T,, and S,, in Theorem 2.1 by (2.8) below. Theorem 2.1 has some immediate

consequences. The first one is the direct consequence of the definition of the LAN property.

Corollary 2.1. If v = oo, (P, 9)ger has the LAN property at 9 = 0 with rate r,, and asymptotic Fisher information
L,.

The second one follows from Le Cam’s first lemma (see e.g. Lemma 6.4 of van der Vaart (1998)).
Corollary 2.2. P, y, and P, o are mutually contiguous if the sequence ¥y, of real numbers satisfies ¥, = O(ry,).

The third one is derived from Corollary 2.2 and Theorem 61.6 of Strasser (1985) (we refer to Drost et al.
(2009), Le Cam (1986), Chapter 10 of Strasser (1985) and Chapters 8-9 of van der Vaart (1998) for the definition

and applications of the weak convergence of experiments).

Corollary 2.3. The sequence (R?", B, (Pp.r,h ) her) Of experiments converges weakly to the experiment (R%, B2,
(Qu)uer) as n — oo, where Q,, = N (ul,y, I,) @ N (|ul|Jy, Jy).

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 2.1. Although (P, y)scr consists of Gaussian distributions, the prob-
lem is not simple because the covariance matrix Cy, () of P, y is a complicated function of the lag parameter
9. In particular, C),(9) and C,,(¢¥) are not simultaneously diagonalizable in general (even asymptotically) if
¥ # 1. This could be troublesome because in analysis of Gaussian experiments the (asymptotically) simulta-
neous diagonalizability of the covariance matrices of the statistical model for different parameters typically plays
an important role (cf. Section 3 of Davies (1973), Lemma 8.1 of Gloter and Jacod (2001a) and Lemma C.4 of
Sabel and Schmidt-Hieber (2014)). For this reason we first transfer from the model P, y to a more tractable
model defined as follows: For each n € N, set ©, = {¢ € R : v, —nd? + |9 > 0} = {J € R :
|9 < (1 4+ /1+4nv,)/(2n)}. Then, for each ¥ € ©,, we denote by ﬁnﬂg the law of the vector Z, =
()Z'l, e X Y, ,?H)T defined by

where
{ Gn=c  @,=—nd(B}, —B: ) )+ Vo, —nd?+0¢ 0 >0, o
Gin = —n|19|(BZ.1/n — B(li—1)/n) + v/vn — n0? + Ve, e, = ifv<0
fori = 1,...,n. We denote by C,,(¥) the covariance matrix of ]?Dnﬂg.

In the following we will show that P, y is well-approximated by ﬁnﬂg. To be precise, the Hellinger distance
between P, y and ﬁnﬂg tends to 0 as n — oo, provided that ¢ tends to O sufficiently fast. Here, the Hellinger
distance H (P, Q) between two probability measures P and () on a measurable space (X, .A) is defined by

2 1/2
P [dQ

where p is a o-finite measure dominating both P and @ (1 = P + @ for example). It can easily be checked that
H (P, Q) does not depend on the choice of u. See Appendix A.1 of Reif (2011), Section 2 of Strasser (1985) and
Section 2.4 of Tsybakov (2009) for more information about the Hellinger distance.



Throughout the paper, we denote by E,, y (resp. [E,, ) expectation with respect to [P, y (resp. P, ).

Proposition 2.1. (a) If [¥| < 1/n, then P, y = P, ».
(b) If vy, > 0, H*(P,,.9, ﬁnﬂg) < 4v;2(4 + 3p*)n2 9|3 for any n € N and any ¥ € O,,.
_4
(¢c) If a sequence V,, of positive numbers satisfies ¥, = o(n~'V Ny, ?) as n — oo, then Sup|y|<y,, H(Py9,Pp09) —
0.

Proof. Claim (c) immediately follows from (a) and (b), so we focus on (a) and (b). By symmetry we may assume

¥ > 0. Let x1,...,%n, Y1, ., Yn be the canonical variables on R?". Then we have E,, y[z;z;] = E, y[z;z;] for

all 7, j. Moreover, a simple computation shows that
(L — ) +vplpmyy  ifiAG >0,

En olyiy;] = { "

(0 — Dy, + vplg—j; otherwise

n

and

~ (AW (AW
Enolyiy;] = < nj — 01z — 191{i§j}> + (vn + ) jizjy = <Tj - 19) +onlpizj

and

pi/n ifi < j—nd, ~ pi/n if ¢ < 7,
Enolziy;] = . . Eno[ziy;] = : .
p(j/n—139)+ otherwise, p(j/n —19) otherwise.

Therefore, we have C), (1) = 5n(19) if ¥ < 1/n. This yields claim (a) because both P, 5 and Iﬁ’nﬂg are centered

Gaussian. On the other hand, from the above identities we also have

1Ca (9) = Cu(D) [ -
- 5[5,

ij=1
n
+2 Z

IAj<nd
i=1 |\ ju<j<i+nd
n

(=22, (529

3

(]

ij=1
IAj<nd

n Z~2 ]—Z 2 ] 2
X Z v 2 b 2 bG0)

i=1 | ju<j<nd Jrvni<j<i+nd 7:7<iAnY

A 9 no\> 2N 243
<2n-nd- - +6n-p°-nd- o = (8 4 6p°)n-v°.

_1

Now if v, > 0, C, (1) is positive semidefinite and satisfies ||C,, (75‘)_% llsp < vn ? by the monotonicity theorem
for eigenvalues (Corollary 4.3.3 of Horn and Johnson (1985)) because C,, (1)) — v, Es,, is positive semidefinite.
Therefore, by Egs.(A.4) and (A.6) from Reif3 (2011) we obtain

H2 (B9, Pry9) < 2/|Ca(9)72 (Ca(9) — Cu()Cu(9) 72 |3 < 40 2(4 + 3% 0?0,

hence claim (b) holds true. [



In the following we will frequently use the fact that the Hellinger distance dominates the total variation distance:
V(P,Q) < H(P,Q), (2.5)

where V(P, Q) = supyc.4 |P(A) — Q(A)]|. See e.g. Lemma 2.3 of Tsybakov (2009) for the proof. The following
properties of the total variation distance are immediate consequences of the definition and important for our pur-
pose. For each n € N, let P, and Q,, be two sequences of probability measures on a measurable space (X},,.A;,),
and let (,, be a random variable on (X, .4,) taking its value in a metric space D. Then, for any a € D and any

probability measure i on D, the following statements hold true:

V(Pn,Qn) — 0, ¢y 2 4 under P, = &n 2y @ under Q,, } 2.6)

V(P,,Qn) — 0, ¢ N u under P, = &, LN p under Q.

Next we express the covariance matrix én(vﬂ) of ﬁnﬂg as a tractable form. For this purpose we introduce some

notation. The n x n matrix V,, denotes the backward difference operator, i.e.

-1 1

We set in = (V, & vn)in = ()Z'l,jfg — )A(:l, o X, - )Z'n_l,?l,?g — 371, . ,37” — ?n_l)T and denote by
V,,(9) the covariance matrix of Z,,, i.e. V;,(9) = (V,, & V,,)Co (9) (Vo & V) T. Viu (9) can explicitly be expressed
as V,(¥) = G,, — pz??,sqignw), where

G, LE,

LR, Gy

p 'R, V,
v)oo0

9 n

with G,, = 1 E, + v, F,, F,, = V,,V,} and

)

It is more convenient to rewrite the expression ?ffgnw as follows. Let S;, and T}, be the symmetric and skew-

symmetric parts of 2V !, respectively. That is, S, = V.| + V,, and T}, = V! — V,,. Then we set

p 'R, S,
Sh, p_an

_p_an Tn
T, p_an

1 1
n:§ 9 TL:§

We can easily check V¥ = T;, 4 S,,, so we obtain V,, () = G, — p(IT;, + [9]S,,). This is a simple function of ¥,
so V;, (1) is more tractable than C,,(¢): Although V,,(¢)’s are not simultaneously diagonalizable for different )’s,
it is sufficient to consider a relationship between the matrices Gy, T,, and S,,. In fact, it turns out that the following

result is sufficient for our purpose.



S _ -1
Proposition 2.2. For any o, 5 € R, we have |G, > (1, + 5S,)Gr ?||sp = O(Ny,) as n — oo and
S _o_1
lim p*r2||Gy 2 (T, + BS,)Gr 2 |3 = 201, + B2T,). (2.7)
The proof of Proposition 2.2 consists of elementary but complicated calculations, so we postpone it to the Ap-
pendix (Section 4). We remark that the proof requires a calculation essentially different from that of the Fisher infor-
mation for the scale parameter estimation from observations of the form (1.2) such as in Gloter and Jacod (2001a)

and Sabel and Schmidt-Hieber (2014) (see Remark 4.1). Also, note that Proposition 2.2 yields the invertibility of
1 1 1 1

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Define the function z,, : R?" — R?" by setting z,,(¢) = (V,, @ V,,)( for ¢ € R?". Then

we set
T, = —grn {z; GAT,Go5, — tr(@;lfn)} . Sp= —grn {z; G18,071%, — tr@;lgn)} . 28)

By virtue of Proposition 2.1 and (2.5)—(2.6), it suffices to prove the following statements:

AP, up P 3
log ——=——"—" — ¢up Ty, + |un|Sn — =+ (Iy + J5) p — 0 under Py, (2.9)
dPy, 0 2 ’
(T, Sn) % N(0,1,) ® N(0,.J,) under P,p. (2.10)

(2.10) follows from Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 2 of Dalalyan and Yoshida (2011). On the other hand, setting
__1 _ 1

Ap = proGy ? (un Ty + |un|Sy)Gr 2, we have ||A,|% — 2u2(I, + J,) — 0 by Proposition 2.2. Therefore, by

Proposition 2.1, (2.5) and Proposition 2 from Chapter 4 of Le Cam (1986) we obtain (2.9) once we show that

1Al
1

dﬁinr U
&y = log —=" — {unTn + |un|Sn

} 250 under P, 0. (2.11)
dP,, o

The strategy of the proof of (2.11) is the same as that of Theorem 4.2 from Davies (1973). First, by Eq.(4.3) of

Davies (1973), for sufficiently large n we have

~ 2
En,O[gn] = _% {lOg det Vn("'nun) - log det Vn(o) + tr(Vn(O)(Vn (Tnun)_l - Vn(o)_l))} + %

1 1
=73 [{10g det(Ban — An) + tr(4y) + 5 tr(Ai>} + (B — An) ™' = B — An — Ai)] ‘

Note that it holds that (Fs, — A,)"! = > oo A, for sufficiently large n because ||A,|ls, — 0asn — oo by
Proposition 2.2. Combining this fact with inequality (v) from Appendix II of Davies (1973), we obtain

~ 1 1 1 1
En,o gn <- An s An 7 {_ + }
‘ [ ” 2” H p” ”F 3 (1 . HAn”sp)3 1— HAanp

for sufficiently large n. Hence Proposition 2.2 yields IAEEn70[£n] — 0.
Next, noting that &,, can be rewritten as
1 ~ ~
gn = _5 (271—Bn2n - En,O[E;LI—BnEn]> + En,()[gnL

1 __1
where B, = V,,(ru,) " — V,(0)™! — G, ? A,G, 2, we obtain from Eq.(4.4) of Davies (1973)

=

2
2V&rﬁ>n,0[£n] = ‘ Vn(o)%(vn(rnun)_l - Vn(o)_l)Vn(O) - Ay F = H(E2n - An)_l — Eop, — AnHiﬂ .




Therefore, using the identity (Ea, — A,)"! = PR Al again we obtain 2Var@n,0 [&a] < AnlZlAnlZ(1 —
| Ap|sp) 2 for sufficiently large n. Hence Proposition 2.2 again yields Varz  [¢,] — 0, and we obtain (2.11). O

0
‘We finish this section with some remarks.

3
2

Remark 2.2. It is worth mentioning that we can infer from Hoffmann et al. (2013) why the rate n™ 2 is the proper

convergence rate of our model in the case of v, = 0 as follows. Let us set

n—1

U(0) = D (Xipr = Xi) (Vian = Vi) Ly sanyoqs g 51 g2

e n’ n
,j=1

for ¥ € R. The principle used in Hoffmann er al. (2013) is that 4" (1) is close to the true correlation p if and
only if ¥ is close to the true time-lag parameter. Since the accuracy of estimating the correlation parameter is of
order 1/y/n, we naturally consider the quantity |\/n(U"(¢) — p)| to measure the distance between U™ (¢) and
p: |v/n(U™(9) — p)| would take a large value if 9 is not sufficiently close to the true time-lag parameter. In fact,
Proposition 1 from Hoffmann ez al. (2013) implies that |\/n(U™(¢) — p)| does not diverge if and only if the distance
between ¥ and the true time-lag parameter is at most of order n~. This information allows us to estimate the true

. . _3
time-lag parameter with the accuracy of order n™ 2.

Remark 2.3. From an econometric point of view, Proposition 2.1 is of independent interest because the model
given by (2.3)—(2.4) has an economic interpretation different from model (1.1). This model contains measurement
errors correlated to the latent returns B;/,, — B(;_1)/,- The integrated volatility estimation in the presence of this
type of measurement error has been studied by Kalnina and Linton (2008) for example. In the market microstruc-
ture theory, such a correlation is often explained as an effect of asymmetric information (e.g. Glosten (1987)). Inter-
estingly, some economic arguments suggest that such an information asymmetry would cause a lead-lag effect; see
Chan (1993) and Chordia et al. (2011) for instance. It would also be worth emphasizing that de Jong and Schotman
(2010) connect this type of model with the investigation of price discovery, for price discovery processes are closely

related to lead-lag effects, as seen in de Jong ef al. (1998) and Hasbrouck (1995).

Remark 2.4. Our proof of the main result heavily depends on the Gaussianity of the model, and especially we
require the Gaussianity of the measurement errors. It is obvious that we need some restriction on the distribution
of the measurement errors to derive a specific limit experiment. In fact, if v,, = 1 and ¢;’s take their values only
in integers, then we can completely recover the signal for sufficiently large n. Apart from such a trivial example,
the recent study of Bibinger et al. (2016) has shown that another (non-trivial) specification for the distribution of
the measurement errors 9;’s in (1.2) can improve the convergence rate for estimating the scale parameter o. In the
light of the connection between the convergence rates for models (1.1)—(1.2), we naturally conjecture that a similar
specification for the measurement errors would affect the convergence rate for our model. This issue is beyond the

scope of this paper and left to future research.

3 Efficient estimation of the lag parameter

As an application of the results from the previous section, we construct efficient estimators for the lag parameter
¥ in the models (P, y)ger at ¥ = 0. Here we consider a slightly extended setup as follows: letting 7, be a sequence
of positive numbers tending to 0 and C be a bounded open interval in R, we construct efficient estimators for the

parameter ¢ in the models (IP,, ¢, )cec at every ¢ € C. To make use of the results from the previous section, we



impose the following condition on 7,,:
_4
N = 0 (n_l V Ny 3) and o, — oo as n — oo. (3.1)

Under (3.1) there is a positive integer ng such that c¢n,, € ©,, and V,,(cn,,) is invertible for any ¢ € C and n > nyg

due to Proposition 2.2. Throughout this section, we always assume that n is larger than such an ny.

Remark 3.1. In a practical point of view, the dependence of the time-lag parameter ¢} on the sampling frequency
n is just a theoretical device to control the relative size of 1 compared with n (which corresponds to 7),,) in the
asymptotic theory and it is only important whether the asymptotic order condition (corresponding to (3.1) in our
case) is acceptable as an approximation. Namely, our asymptotic theory concerns whether the time-lag parameter
¥ is comparable to n~* for some ¢ > 0 given a fixed sampling frequency n (the possible values of + change in
accordance with the noise level v,,) and it does not require that the time-lag parameter varies in proportion to the
sampling frequency. This type of asymptotic theory is standard in econometrics: For example, when one considers
the volatility estimation of a financial asset with taking account of rounding, one usually lets the rounding level
shrink as the sampling frequency increases; see Rosenbaum (2009), Li and Mykland (2015), Li ef al. (2015) and

Sato and Kunitomo (2015) for example.
We start with generalizing Proposition 2.2 by a matrix perturbation argument.

Lemma 3.1. For any o, 5 € R we have

sup [Via(enn) =2 (T + BSn) Vi (en1n) "2 lsp = O(Ny),
ce

1 — — 1
U | Va(em) (@ + S Valem) ™2 [f = 2(a° T + 527;)| = 0
ce

as n — oQ.

_1
Proof. Setting H,(c) = Vn(cnn)_%Gﬁ, we have

D=

Vi(en) 2 (0T + BSn)Vi(cnm) ™% = H(c)Gin 2 (aT + BS0) G 2 Hy(c)T

for any ¢ € C. Therefore, Ostrowski’s theorem (Theorem 4.5.9 of Horn and Johnson (1985)) implies that

1

Vi (entn) ™2 (T + BS0) Vi (e110) "2 llsp < I Hn () Ho () T [lspl| G 2 (T, + B50) G % [lsp
and
1 _ _ __1 _ _ __1
’|’Vn(0nn)_§(aTn + BSn)Vn(Cnn)_% ”%“ - ”Gn ? (aTn + BSn)Gn ’ ”%«“‘

__1 _ _ __1
< |’(Hn(C)Hn(C)T)2 - E2nHSpHGn 2(aTy + BSy)Gn? ”%«“

o=

< ”Hn(C)Hn(C)T - E2nHSp(”Hn(C)Hn(C)T”Sp + 1)”(_;;%(afn + ﬁgn)(;:t H%

Hence, Proposition 2.2 implies that the proof is completed once we show that supcc || Hn(c)Hp(c) " ||sp = O(1)
and sup,ce | Hy(c)Hy(e)T — Eaullsp = o(1) as n — oo. Since H,(c)H,(c)" and H,(c)" H,(c) share the
same eigenvalues (Theorem 1.3.20 of Horn and Johnson (1985)) and H,,(c) " H,(c) = (Fa, — pnnG;%(lclgn +
cTn)G; %)_1, the desired results follow from Proposition 2.2, (3.1) and the Neumann series representation of
H,(c)"H,(c). O

10



Using the above result, we can prove a uniform version of Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 3.1. Let T,, and S,, be defined by (2.8). Then
dP 2
log —Cntratin o Tt un|Sp — (L, + J,) b 20
d]P)nvcnn 2

. . d
under Py, o, as n — oo uniformly in ¢ € C for any bounded sequence w, of real numbers. Moreover, (T,,,S,) —

N(0,1,) ® N(0, J.,) under Py, o, as n — oo uniformly in ¢ € C.

Proof. We can prove the first claim in a similar manner to the proof of Theorem 2.1 using Lemma 3.1 instead
of Proposition 2.2. To prove the second claim, it suffices to show that (T,,S,) 4N (0,1y) ® N(0, J,) under
Py ¢.n, as n — oo for any sequence c¢,, of numbers in C, which follows from Lemma 3.1 and inequality (13) from
Dalalyan and Yoshida (2011). O

Proposition 3.1 implies that the experiments (P, ., )ccc enjoy the LAN property if v = oo and do not oth-
erwise. When the LAN property holds true, there is a well-established theory to define the asymptotic efficiency
of estimators (cf. Section II-11 of Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981)): A sequence c,, of estimators in the ex-
periments (P, ¢, )cec is said to be asymptotically efficient at ¢ € C if the variables 7;, 19, (¢, — ¢) converge in
law to A/ (0, Iv_ 1) under P, ., as n — oo (see Definition II-11.1 of Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981)). Under
the LAN property, this definition of the asymptotic efficiency is supported by several theorems such as the con-
volution theorem (e.g. Theorem I1-9.1 of Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981)) and the local asymptotic minimax
theorem (e.g. Theorem II-12.1 of Ibragimov and Has minskii (1981)). Moreover, it is well-known that both max-
imum likelihood and Bayesian estimators are asymptotically efficient under very general settings (cf. Chapter 111
of Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981)). On the other hand, if the LAN property fails, it is generally not obvious
how to define the asymptotic efficiency of estimators. Here, we adopt the approach from Kiichler and Kutoyants
(2000) to define the asymptotic efficiency, which is based on Theorem 1-9.1 of Ibragimov and Has’minskii (1981)
that derives an asymptotically minimax lower bound from the asymptotic properties of the Bayesian estimators. As
a consequence, the Bayesian estimators are turned out to be asymptotically efficient.

Now we explain the strategy to obtain asymptotically efficient estimators in our setting. As in the previous
section, we would like to work with the tractable model ]?’mg rather than the original model IP,, y. For this reason

we consider the quasi-likelihood function based on the former as follows:

dP 1 1
L,(c) = — 2 — ex (——QZVH cnn, _12n> , cel.
= = ayrvaien oP T2 Velem)

Then we consider the quasi maximum likelihood and Bayesian estimators based on IL,, (¢) as our estimators and give

their asymptotic behavior in the experiments (@n,cnn)cec using the general scheme of Ibragimov and Has’minskii
(1981) (see Proposition 3.2). Next we consider the case v = oo where the LAN property holds true and thus

convergence in law in (Pn,cnn)cec can be transferred to that in (Pn,cnn)cec by Proposition 2.1(c). Finally, we
consider the case v < oo where we have (ﬁnmn)cec = (Pn,cnn)cec for sufficiently large n due to (3.1) and
Proposition 2.1(a), hence we can apply the Ibragimov-Has minskii method to define and obtain asymptotically
efficient estimators.

The quasi maximum likelihood estimator (QMLE) ¢,, is defined as a solution of the equation

L,(¢,) =supLy(c).
ceC
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Note that the above equation always has at least one solution belonging to the closure of C because ¢ — L, (c)
is continuous. Moreover, we can choose ¢, so that it is measurable by the measurable selection theorem (see
e.g. Theorem 6.7.22 of Pfanzagl (1994)). Also, the quasi Bayesian estimator (QBE) ¢,, for a prior density g : C —
(0, 00) with respect to the quadratic loss is defined by

Cn = /Cc]Ln(c)q(c)dc//C L, (¢)q(c)de,

where the prior density ¢ is assumed to be continuous and satisfy 0 < inf.cc g(c) < sup.ccq(c) < oo. The

corresponding QMLE and QBE in the experiments (I, y)gcr are given by Oy = CnMp, and Oy = Cnn, Tespectively.

Remark 3.2. Since the quantity 7,, seems the exact order of the true time-lag parameter, one may consider that
in a practical setting it is difficult to know 7),, beforehand and thus it is difficult to use the estimators Uy, and U,,.
However, when we construct the estimator 7§‘n, 7, can be considered as the maximum order of the true time-lag
parameter as follows. Let us set L) (¥) = dIF’mg J/dz and C, = {en, : ¢ € C}. Then the estimator 9, can be
considered as a solution of the equation

L;L('Lgn) = Ssup Ln(ﬁ)
9eln

Therefore, in a practical situation (sup.cc ¢)n, (resp. (inf.cc ¢)n,) can be interpreted as an upper bound (resp. a
lower bound) of possible time-lag parameters ¢. It is often not so difficult to find such bounds in a practical setting
(and they are typically “small” as pointed out in the Introduction). For example, we can find them by computing
the cross-correlations via Hoffmann ef al. (2013)’s method as in Huth and Abergel (2014). The same remark can

be applied to the estimator U,, because it can be rewritten as
b= [ @@ /[ L,
Cn Cn

where ¢, (9) = 1, 1q(9/n,) for ¥ € C,, (so0 gy, is a prior density on C,,).

To describe the limit distribution of these estimators, we introduce the likelihood ratio process for the limit

experiment
2

2() = exp (61 -+ ulcz — -

where ¢; and (s are two mutually independent variables such that ; ~ N(0, I,) and {3 ~ N(0, J,,). Then we set

IV—FJV)), u € R,

(G +Q)/(Iy+Jy) iG> (=) VO,

@ = argmax,cg Z(u) = ¢ (G —C)/(I, +J,) if & <GAO,
0 otherwise
and
o ffooo uZ(u)du
v= ffooo Z(u)du

We first give the asymptotic behavior of the estimators ¢, and ¢, in the experiments (P, ¢, )cec using the
general scheme of Ibragimov and Has minskii (1981). Note that in this situation ¢,, and ¢, are true maximum

likelihood and Bayesian estimators, respectively.
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Proposition 3.2. For any compact subset K of C, uniformly in ¢ € K it holds that r;;'n,, (¢, — c) converges in law
to U under ﬁn,cnn and En,cn7l[\rglnn(én — o)|P] — E[|a|P] for any p > 0 as n — oc. Also, uniformly in ¢ € K
it holds that r;,'1,, (¢, — c) converges in law to @ under Iﬁnmn and Emcnn[h‘glnn(én — ¢)|P] — El[|al?] for any

p>0asn — oo

Proof. Forevery ¢ € C, weset Uy(c) = {u € R : ¢+ r,m,, 'u € C} and define Z,, .(u) = dﬁ’mcnnwnu/dﬁ’mcnn
for each u € U, (c). According to Theorems I-10.1 and I-10.2 from Ibragimov and Has minskii (1981), it suffices

to prove the following statements:

(a) limsup,, . SUPcek SUPy, vew, (¢) [1 = VI Enen, |/ Zne(u) = \/Zn,(0)]?] < o0,
(b) there is a constant £ > 0 such that lim sup,,_, ., SUpP.cx SUPyeu,, (¢) e““zEn,cnn[ Znc(u)] < oo,
(c) the marginal distributions of Z,, . converge in law to the marginal distributions of Z uniformly in ¢ € K as

n — Q.

(c) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.1. On the other hand, by Eq.(A.4) from Reil} (2011) we

obtain

2
~ 9~
En,cnn ] =H (]P)mcnn-i-rnwPn,cnn-i-rnv)

VZul) =\ 200

1 — 1 1 — 1
< 4922w — )2 (I1Va (e + 1) 3T Valemn + 1) 2 + [Va (et + 1) 3 Sy Vaa(ema + ) 33

hence Lemma 3.1 yields claim (a).

Now we consider (b). By Corollary 3.2a.1 from Mathai and Provost (1992) we have

~ 1 1 1
log By e, [ Zn,c(u)] =-2 log det[Ea, — Ap o(u)] — 5 log det <E2n + 5 ((Egn — Amc(u))_1 — Egn)> ,

where A,, .(u) = Eay, — Vn(cnn)_% Vi (enn + rpu)Vy, (cnn)_%. Then we consider the following decomposition:
log IEmC% [ ch(u)}
1 1 )
=7 log det[Eay, — Ap c(u)] + tr[Ay, o(uw)] + §|]Anc(u)HF
1 1 1 1 ,
— = qlogdet | Eap + =By c(u) | — s tr(Bpe(u)) + <||Bn.c(w)|| 7
2 2 2 8
1 2 1 g 1 2
+t1 {tr[An,c(uw)] + [ Anc(u)[[f — tr (Bp,e(u)) } — 3V Ane(@lE = 5[1Bnc(wllz
=: I, c(u) + I, o (w) + 10, o(u) + IV, o(u),
where By, o(u) = (B, — Ap (1))~ — Fa,. Let us set

Tn,c - pvn(cnn)_%TnVn(CT/n)_%a Sn,c - an(cnn)_%gnVn(cnn)_ .

(NI

Then we have A, .(u) = cnnfn,c + |c17n|5‘n,c — (enn, + rnu)fn,c — |enn + rnu|5’n7c, hence it holds that

sup sup || Ap.e(w)llsp < sup el sup 20a (| T.cllsp + Sncllsp)-
c€C uely(c) ceC ceC
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Here, we use the fact that c+r,,7;, Lu € C because of u € Uy, (c). In particular, we have sup,.c¢ SUPyeU,, (o) | An.e(w)[lsp <

1 for sufficiently large n by (3.1) and Lemma 3.1. For such an n we have By, .(u) = 7o Amc(u)k and thus

”An,C(U)HSp HAn,C(u)”F
1- ||An,0(u)HSp7 1- HAn,C(u)Hsr)’

where we use the inequality [|Ay, c(u)*||p < [[Apc(w)||p||Anc(u)|[5t for k > 1 to obtain the latter estimate.

”Bn,C(U)HSp <

HBn,C(u)”F <

Therefore, for sufficiently large n we have for any ¢ € C and any u € U, (c)

1 [Ane()llsp | An.c (1) I 7 1[|Bn ( Mlsp | Br.c(w) 1%

|Tn,c(u)] < ) Tpe(u)| < =
1- HATL,C(U’)ng 6 HBn c(u )”sp
by Appendix II-(v) from Davies (1973) and
[[An,c(w)]|sp
M o(w)] < 3 [tr(Ane(@))] < 1 An ()l
Z F1- [ An,c(u)lsp

by the inequality [tr(Ap,c(w)")| < [|Ap.c(u)||3 ]| An.c(w)|552 for k > 3, as well as

o) <A@l (| !
HVn,c( ) < 8 <1 2(1 - HAn,c(u)”Sp)2> ‘

Consequently, there is a constant <o > 0 such that for sufficiently large n it holds that

108 B |/ Znc)]| < —rilnc(0)
for any ¢ € C and any u € U, (c). Now we consider giving an upper bound for —|| A, -(u)||%. We have

_HAn,C(u)HF = —u’r ||Tn CHF 2rpu(|en, + rpul — |C77n|)tr(fn,c§n70) — (lenn + roul — |C77n|)2‘|gn,cu%
< —2u2L, +u < r TrzL tT(Tn,cgnvc) > :

Therefore, noting I, > 0, by Lemma 3.1 for sufficiently large n we have —|| 4, .(u)||% < —I,u? forany c € C

Al Toellf —

and any u € U, (c). Consequently, we obtain (b) by setting x = ro1,. O

If v < oo, (3.1) is equivalent to the condition that 17, = o(n~') as n — oo. Therefore, Proposition 2.1(a)

yields the following result:
Corollary 3.1. If v < o0, the statement of Proposition 3.2 still holds true while ]?)mcnn s are replaced by Py, ., ’s.

Now we return to the efficient estimation of the parameter c in the model (PP, ¢, )cec. First we consider the
case 7 = oo. In this case we know that (IP,, o, )cec enjoy the LAN property at every ¢ € C by Proposition 3.1, so

the definition of the asymptotic efficiency of an estimator sequence is well-established as explained in the above.

Theorem 3.1. If v = oo, both ¢, and ¢, are asymptotically efficient at every c € C in the experiments (P, oy, )cec-
That is, both 1}, 11, (&, — ) and 1, 1, (¢, — ¢) converge in law 1o N'(0, I7") under Py, o, for any ¢ € C asn — .

In particular, both 75‘” and V., are asymptotically efficient at ) = 0 in the experiments (P, 9)per.

Next we turn to the case v < oo. In this case the experiments (P, ., )cec no longer enjoy the LAN property, so
the definition of the asymptotic efficiency is not obvious. As explained in the above, here we follow the approach
of Kiichler and Kutoyants (2000) to define the asymptotic efficiency for our experiments. We obtain the following
result by virtue of Corollary 3.1 and Theorem 1-9.1 of Ibragimov and Has minskii (1981):

14



Theorem 3.2. If v < oo, we have

lim liminf sup  (ry, "110)*En,en, (¢}, — )%] > B[]

0=0 n—=00 o)<

for any co € C and any estimator sequence c;, in the experiments (P, . )cec. In particular, we also have

lim liminf sup 7, °E, 4[(9} —9)%] > E[a?]
6—0 n—oo 9] <67

for any estimator sequence 0}, in the experiments (P, )9cr.

Thanks to Theorem 3.2, an estimator sequence ¢, is said to be asymptotically efficient at ¢y € C in the experi-

ments (P, o, )cec if it holds that

lim liminf sup (v, ") En e, [(c;, — ¢)%] = E[@’].

0—0 m—oo lc—co| <6

Similarly, an estimator sequence 1J;, is said to be asymptotically efficient at 1} = 0 in the experiments (IP;, »)gcr if
it holds that

lim liminf sup r,%E, y[(9; —9)%] = E[@?]
6—0 n—oo 9] <67

for any sequence 7,, of positive numbers satisfying (3.1). The following result is an immediate consequence of this

definition.

Theorem 3.3. If v < oo, the sequence ¢y, is asymptotically efficient at every ¢ € C in the experiments (P, oy, )ccc-

In particular, the sequence Oy, is asymptotically efficient at ) = 0 in the experiments (P, )9cr.

In contrast, there is no guarantee of the asymptotic efficiency of the (Q)QMLE ¢, if v < oo. In fact, ¢, may

perform much better than ¢, if v = 0, as shown in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. It holds that
1 1 J L,J
E 42 = 1 — —arctan ' N ‘At Rt A 3.2
SR ( ( ) ~lL + ) o2
1

J/ / ( \I/EgjL %())>2¢R(:v,y)dwdy, (3.3)

where U (z) = fooo ¢“r=%*/2dy, and Yr(x,y) denotes the bivariate normal density with standard normal marginals
and correlation R = (J, — I,)/(Jy + I,). In particular, lim,_,; E [@%] JE [4*] =0ify=0.

E %]

Proof. Let us denote by ¢, the normal density with mean O and variance a. Then, a simple calculation yields

2 o0 o0
~92 . 2
Bl = (I, + J,)? /0 & dz/o ¢1,(x)¢s, (2 — x)d.
By formulae (3.322.2) and (6.292) from Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (2007) we have

. o L+, I,+J J LJ
2 — = b i - 1 1 _’y —
/0 z dz/0 qﬁjv(ac)(bt]w(z x)dx 5 5 arctan <\/;> + o

hence we obtain (3.2).
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Next, by a change of variable we obtain

- 1 G+& G -G
Zuwdy = —/—m—=V | —=-= | + ¥V | —= .
/_oo (v \/IV—FJV{ < IV+JV> <w/IV+J7
Moreover, formulae (3.462.5) and (3.322.2) from Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (2007) imply that
/ uZ (u)du = 1 t6 o f ate |\ -G ,f @G '
e L+ \VEhE+dh \VL+h) JVhE+4 \VL+h
Since the distribution of the vector (((1+C2)/+/Iy + Jy, (&2 —C1)/+/1y + J5) has the density ¥ (z, y), we obtain

(3.3).

Finally, we prove the latter statement. Define the functions f and g on (—1, 1) by

flr)=1- %arctan (\/ﬁ) + 12; T2, / / (mqj i ?\ﬁ’(;;)) Yr(z,y)dzdy.

Then we have E[d%] = f(R)/(I, + J,) and E[@%] = g(R)/(I, + J,). Since R — 1 as |p| — 1if v = 0 and

lim, 1 f(r) = %, it suffices to prove lim,_,; g(r) = 0. Because we have

2
— (rz 4+ V1 =729 ¥(rz + V1 — r2y)
5 ¢1(2)¢1(y)dady,
U(z)+ ¥(re+ V1 —1r2y)
the dominated convergence theorem yields lim,_,; g(r) = 0, which completes the proof. U

4 Appendix: Proof of Proposition 2.2

Before starting the proof, we introduce some notation. We set

T o1 )
Si-—fi,n-—2n+1<l—§>, 1=1,2,....

Then we define the n x n matrix U,, = (u;j)1<i j<n by

0 or (. 1\ (. 1\]_ 2 P
Ujj .—mCOS[2n+1<Z—§>< _§>:|_THCOS[£Z(j_ )]7

which is often referred to as the Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT) of type-VIII (see Sabel and Schmidt-Hieber
(2014) and references therein). Note that UnT = U,, and U, is real orthogonal. It is known that U,, diagonalizes F,

as follows:
U, F,U, = diag(A1,...,\n), where \; := 2[1 — cos (2£)] . 4.1)

See Lemma 1 of Kunitomo and Sato (2013) or Lemma C.2 of Sabel and Schmidt-Hieber (2014) for the proof.
For each a > 0 we define the functions f, and g, on R by

falz) = % + 20, (1 — cos(z)), ga(z) = ?n((j)) (x € R).
We also set G, (a) = = Ey, + v, F,. From (4.1) we have
UnGn(a)U, = Ay(a) := diag(fa(2£1), - - ., fa(28)). (4.2)
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Remark 4.1. It turns out that the off-diagonal components of U,, T;,U,, play a dominant role to calculate the limit of
|Gn %Tn(}; : || . This is essentially different from the case of calculating the Fisher information for the scale pa-
rameter estimation from observations of the form (1.2), where the similarity transformations of Toeplitz matrices by
U, are sufficiently approximated by diagonal matrices as manifested by Lemma C.4 of Sabel and Schmidt-Hieber

(2014). For this reason we need rather specific calculations as seen in Lemmas 4.4 and 4.7.

For a square matrix A, spr(A) denotes the spectral radius of A. We will frequently use the identity || A||sp =
spr(A) holding if A is a normal matrix.

Now we start the main body of the proof. We will frequently use the following well-known inequality for the
sine function,

2
—x <sin(x) <1 (0 <z< E) . (4.3)
T 2

Lemma 4.1. For any a > 0, we have

(@) 1 sh@)] < =
su T) = —Fm———, su )| < —.
ogzgw Ja (8)2 4 44, ogzgw Ja a
.. . . . , _ (gt2vn)cos(@)—2vn _ F(1tcos(z))
Proof. The claim immediately follows from the identity g, () = A = 2 IAOE O

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ : [0, 7] — R be continuous. Also, let m,, be a sequence of positive integers such that m,, < n

and my/n — ¢ € (0,1] as n — oo. Then, for any p > 0 we have

TLh—>Igo np+1 Z f apﬂ'/ TIZ)

provided that v = 0.

Proof. By the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

. , VnAq
Sep  Tapy gp‘“””‘”M e xwld‘"”' < R

Hence the desired result follows from the standard Riemann sum approximation. U

fa(28)P (a/n)?

Lemma 4.3. Let m,, be a sequence of positive integers such that m,, < n and m,/n — ¢ € (0,1] as n — oc.
Then

1 2 1 -2 arctan <\/ tan ’T— ) if v < o0,
lim = ey = Ve . ! (4.4)
a NG if ¥ = 00,

Lb(c_suégrwc) 1f7:07

M > b (Jbr ) arctan <\/1 + 7 tan (%))
m 12 Y ga(26)90(28) = falat i) 4.5)
e ; - ( arctan <\/1+%tan (%)) -5 o<y <o,

27r'y 4y

if v = 0.

for any a,b > 0 such that a # b.
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Proof. First, using the lower and upper Darboux sums of the integral f22§1mn fa%w) dx, we obtain

2n+1 [Fmn ] 1 o1 1 2n+1 [Fmn ]
d ———da.
%LL nwm+M%w§wam§nmn+2wllQmwm

Now, formula (2.553.3) in Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (2007) yields

vl 2 4
/ dz = n arctan 1+ n tan (E) ,
o Jfa(z) Val(a + 4nvy) a 2
hence we obtain (4.4). Next, a simple calculation yields
2

9a(2)g() = 7 - a {?ia)c a ?;(xg)c} '

Therefore, if v = 0, Lemma 4.2 implies that

m .
- 1 [T 1 sin 27c
. 2 102 :
nhm r. ;:1 9a(28)gp(28;) = —Wab/o sin® xdz = 520 <c - ) .

On the other hand, if v # 0, for sufficiently large n we have 1 — cos(x) = (fo(z) — a/n)/(2v,), hence

sin® 2 = fo(x) /vn — a/(nv) = fa(@)?/(407) + fa(w)a/(2nvy) — a® [ (2n0,)%.

Therefore, we obtain

sinz  sin’x B { b n b? } 1 { a n a® } 1 b—a
fa(l') fb(l') nup (2nvn)2 fb(l') nup (2nvn)2 fa(x) 4””% '
Hence the desired result follows from (4.4). [

Lemma 4.4. Let m,, be a sequence of positive integers such that m,, < n and m,, — oo as n — co. Then

< 4 )2 < sin(n - 2€11)
2n+1 sin?(2£11)

lim =
n—oo

i=1

Proof. Since 4n&; = m — 21, we have

in? (&) ifli
sn (1 2610) = 5 {1 eon (4n&)} = 5 {1 = (1) eos 262 } = { 2)22((21)) Flisodd,

Therefore, using the formula sin(2¢;7) = 2sin(&14) cos(€17), we can decompose the target quantity as

L) SR 260 4} S e+ 3 o) < Av, A
= an (3 CO 1 =: .
on + 1 sin?(269) 20+ 1)° | = T ! Ln T 20
i: even i: odd

First we prove lim,, Ay, = 0. Using the monotonicity of the tangent function and assumption m,, < n, we

obtain

8 %2n+1
Ay, <—" tan?(z)d
Ln = (2n+1)77/0 an” (z)dz
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T n+1l

Since formula (2.526.22) in Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (2007) yields lim,, foE 21 tan? (x)dz = 1—m7/4, we conclude
that lim,, Al,n =0.

Next we prove lim,, As ;, = 2. Our proof relies on the following inequality for the tangent function:

T T T
< e . < 1). 4.
2:E_tan<23:)_21_$2 0<zx<1) (4.6)

The lower estimate of (4.6) is well-known, and the upper estimate is known as the Becker-Stark inequality (Eq.(2)
of Becker and Stark (1978)). Now, using (4.6), we obtain

Lmn‘f’lj mn+

16 < 1 2 (26 —1)? 2
_ — <A
w2 ; {(22‘—1)2 (2n+1)2+(2n+1)4 2m = EZ: 21—1
Therefore, using formula y ;2 (2i — 1)72 %2, we conclude that lim,, Ay ,, = 2. O

Lemma 4.5. For any a,b > 0, it holds that HGn(a)_%RnGn( )_EHSp = O(N,) and |G, (a)~ 2 RnGn(b)_%H%7 =
O(N2) as n — oc.

Proof. First, by definition we have HGn(a)_%RnGn(b)_% llsp = spr(Gn(b)_%Gn(a)_%Rn), hence (4.2) and The-
orem 5.6.9 of Horn and Johnson (1985) yield

n
Z Uik Uk
o Ve

(2&k) fo(26k)

n

4 1 1
<o +1 kZ::l {fa(%k) * To(2&k) } '

Therefore, Lemma 4.3 implies that HGn(a)_%RnGn( )_5 lsp = O(N,,). Moreover, since it holds that

G (a) 2 Ry G (b) 2

e < pac

=

G (a) 2 RyGr(b) "2 | % =t
k 1

(Gn(a)_anGn(b)_an)
U U R Uy 4 &K1 4 1
< )
) Ja(260) 16(260) <2n +1 ; fa(%k)) <2n +1 ; fb(2§l)>
Lemma 4.3 again yields the desired result. O
Lemma 4.6. For any a > 0, we have
|G(a) ™2 SuGn(a) 2 |3 = OWNR),  72]Gl(a) ™2 SuGinla) 2|3 — J(a) “.7)

as n — oo, where for any a > 0 we set

a% ify=0,
1/2 3/2\
J9(a) = #(2-3(@) + (at5) >1f0<’y<oo,
0 if vy = 0.

Proof. Since S,, — R, = F},, by Lemma 4.5 it suffices to prove (4.7) in the case where 5,, is replaced by F,.
(4.1)—(4.2) imply that

|Ga(a) 3 FuGin(@)H[sp = max ——

=1
X o8 < min{v,, *,4n/a} (4.8)
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and
7‘% Gpla %FnGn 2 r? . 4.9)
H ( ) HF E Fa 2&

The first equation in (4.7) immediately follows from (4.8). In order to prove the second equation in (4.7), we will

prove the right side of (4.9) converges to Jg(a) as n — oQ.
First, if v = 0, the desired result follows from Lemma 4.2.
Next, if 0 < v < oo, noting that f,(2§;) = a/n + v, \;, we have
A2 1 1 2 1
712:_2{1_227+<3> 72}
fa(2£2‘) Up, n fa(2£i) n fa(2£z‘)

hence by Lemma 4.3 we obtain the desired equation once we prove

1 a
lim 1+ 7) .
n—+00 nnga (26:)? 2a\/a2+4a7 < a+4dy

The monotonicity of the cosine function yields

2n—|—1 1 2n—|—1
/ fa Z fa 25@ 2 a fa(2£1 / fa

Since formula (3.661.4) in Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (2007) implies that

/oﬂ fa(lw)zdx - 2(a/n)\/(a/2)2 v <1 * szw) ’

we obtain the desired result.
Finally, if v = oo, using the inequality f,(2¢;) > v, A\; we obtain

n 1

2 7 < —
T"; fa(26)? = N3v2  /nu,’

hence we deduce the desired result.

Lemma 4.7. If a and b are positive numbers such that a # b, we have

% ify=0,
. 1 1 b(b+47)—/a(a+4 .
nh_)rrgo r2|Gnla) 2 T,Gn(b) "2 ||% = A ;é)(b_\é)( v _ 712 if 0 < v < oo,
2 Y
N if v = 0.

Proof. Since ug; = uq;, we have
n

(UnTnUn)U + (UanUn)U - (Un(Tn + Rn)Un)U = Z(ui,k—l - ui,k-i—l)ukj'
k=1

%) sin(%5Y) and 2sin(z) cos(y) = sin(z +y) —

Using the trigonometric identities cos(x) — cos(y) = —2sin(

sin(z — y), we obtain

sin(26;) Y {sin ((2k — 1) (& + &) +sin ((2k — 1) (& — )} -

k=1

y y 4
ij ij
(UnT,Un)"Y + (Up R, Uy) Gy
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Then, using summation formula (1.342.3) of Gradshteyn and Ryzhik (2007), we have
4 sin?(n(& + &, sin?(n(& — &;
izt { (6 &) | sin’(n(s &) 1{2_#}} |
2n+1 sin(& + &) sin(& — &)
Now, since (U, T,,U,)" = —U,T,,U,, and (U, R,U,)" = U, R, Uy, by (4.2), (4.10) and the unitary invariance of

the Frobenius norm, we obtain

(UnT,Un)Y + (U, R, U, )Y =

(4.10)

_1 _1 _1 _1
[Gn(a)”2T,Gr(b) 2”%_HGn(a) 2R, Gr(b) 2”%

4 S sin' (n(& + ¢ sin?(n(& — ¢ sin*(n(&;
=~ () X meemen) { “prer - Sorsm S - SrrE S, |

ij=1
= Bl,n + B2,n + B3,n-

First we consider B ,,. Using inequalities (4.3) and (x + y) > 4xy (z,y € R), we have

n

1
<
Pl <4 (g0 (009) 3. ey

ij=1

2
n
1
<
_4<1132a<xnga 25’)(%2 2&)(2222._1) :
1=

and thus Lemma 4.1 yields By ,, = O((N,, logn)?) = o(r,,?).

Next we consider By ,,. First we prove By ,, = B}, nT o(r;7%), where

/ 4 sin ( (& — &)
B2,n <2TL T 1) jz:lga 26, gb(2£z) o (& — fj]) 1{i<j}'

Lemma 4.1 and (4.3) yield

n 4 6n sin*(n(& — &),
|B2v" 2,TL| < <2TL+ 1> ;lga 2& ‘gl SJ’ in (62 _érj) 1{Z<]}

4 67r n
—_— (28)——1
> (2n+ 1) Z ga fz ‘ f ’ {i<j}
4 6mn
TR Zg“ 2:) Z j
If v = oo, by the property of g, we have
2¢; 2 2
T 2 (26) < 5 g2 e (26 + [ (e
2 1 Ja(26n)
< 2 2 —1
S Sn 120, 9a(26) + & Ta(26)
hence Lemma 4.1 yields > | g4(2¢;) = O(NZ2logn). This also holds true in the case that v < oo due to

Lemma 4.3 because g,(7) < f,(x)~!. Consequently, |B2n B, O((Nylogn)?) = o(r,;2). Now, since

& — & =28 (i — j), forany ¢ € (0, ) we have

2 [nc] —Inc n
4 (n- 2]51) / sin*(n - 2]51
<B < E E .
<2n + 1) Zga 2:)90(251) Z sin?(25&) 2" 2n +1 9a(28:)95(26:)

— ot sin?(2j&)

al =
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Therefore, Lemma 4.4 implies that

Lnc)
211m 1nfr Zga 28)9p(2¢;) < hm mfr 2B5,, <limsup 2B n < 2limsup r2 Zga 26)9u(2€;).

n—00 n—00
=1 =1

Then, letting ¢ 1 1, by Lemma 4.3 we obtain limy, oo 72B2 , = lim;, 00 T%Blz’n = 2limy, 00 72 Y1 9a(26:)9(26;).
By symmetry we have lim,, T’%Bg’n = lim, oo T‘%Bgm, hence we complete the proof due to (4.5) and
Lemma 4.5. [l

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Set

Then we have

LoUn(Sn + p~ 'R U, L, 0

Ghn
0 _LnUn(Sn - p_an)UNLn

and

L, Un(Ty — p~'Ro)U T 0

1 1 _
G, T,Gn* = U,

1
2
where L, = A, (1 + p)_% and L, = Ap(1 — p)_%. Hence we obtain
1 _
4Gy * (T + BS,)Cn I3
= 20%|Gu(1 + p) 2 (T + o Ra)Cu(1 — )2 [}

+ B2(|Gn(1 4 p) "2 (S + p ' R)Gr(1+ p) "2 |3 + |G (1 — p)"2(Sh — p~ ' Ry)Gn(1 — p) "2 [|%).

>—%_<s

SyGr

11
Therefore, Lemmas 4.5-4.7 yield (2.7). On the other hand, since 2||G, > 5,Grn?|lsp < [|Gn(1 +
p‘an)Gn(l—Fp)_%Hsp—i-HGn(l—p)_%(Sn—p_an)Gn(l— )~ 2Hsp,LemmaS45—46alsoyleldH
O(N,,).

+

MI»—'@

MI)—- 3

1 1

Ml’—‘

Hence the proof is cornpleted once we prove |Gn 2T,,G % ||sp = O(NV,,). Note that G, Vn(ﬁ)ég 2 is positive
__1 _ 11
semidefinite and pIG,, T Gn 2 + Gy 2V (9)Gp? = — p|9|Gy, 25,Gp ? for any ¥ € ©,,. Note also that
T
both 7T}, and S,, are symmetric. Therefore, if A is an elgenvalue of G, ?T,,Gy, %, by the rnonotonlclty theorern

for eigenvalues (Corollary 4.3.3 of Horn and Johnson (1985)) we have pi\ < || Es, — p[ﬂ\G 25 Gn 3 ||lsp for
any U € (9 Since we can take U = iN ! thlS inequality implies that |p|N,; (|G} 2T Gn QHSp | E2n —
pN G, 2S Gn 2Hsp <1+ |pIN;Y G 25 Gn ||sp, which yields the desired result. O
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