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NON-GAUSSIAN QUASI-LIKELITHOOD ESTIMATION OF SDE DRIVEN BY
LOCALLY STABLE LEVY PROCESS

HIROKI MASUDA

ABSTRACT. We address estimation of parametric coefficients of a pure-jump Lévy driven univariate
stochastic differential equation (SDE) model, which is observed at high frequency over a fixed time
period. It is known from the previous study [34] that adopting the conventional Gaussian quasi-maximum
likelihood estimator then leads to an inconsistent estimator. In this paper, under the assumption that
the driving Lévy process is locally stable, we extend the Gaussian framework into a non-Gaussian
counterpart, by introducing a novel quasi-likelihood function formally based on the small-time stable
approximation of the unknown transition density. The resulting estimator turns out to be asymptotically
mixed normally distributed without ergodicity and finite moments for a wide range of the driving pure-
jump Lévy processes, showing much better theoretical performance compared with the Gaussian quasi-
maximum likelihood estimator. Extensive simulations are carried out to show good estimation accuracy.
The case of large-time asymptotics under ergodicity is briefly mentioned as well, where we can deduce
an analogous asymptotic normality result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Stochastic differential equation (SDE) driven by a Lévy process is one of basic models to describe
time-varying physical and natural phenomena. There do exist many situations where non-Gaussianity
of distributions of data increments, or of a residual sequence whenever available, is significant in small-
time, making diffusion type models observed at high frequency somewhat inappropriate to reflect reality;
see [3] as well as the enormous references therein, and also [I6]. This non-Gaussianity may not be well
modeled even by a diffusion with compound-Poisson jumps as well since jump-time points are then rather
sparse compared with sampling frequency, so that most increments are approximately Gaussian except
for intervals containing jumps. SDE driven by a pure-jump Lévy process may then serve as a good natural
candidate model. For those models, however, a tailor-made estimation procedure seems to be far from
being well developed, which motivated our present study.

In this paper, we consider a solution to the univariate Markovian SDE

(11) dXt = a(Xt7Oé)dt+C(Xt7,’}/)th
defined on an underlying complete filtered probability space (2, F, (Ft)icr, ,P) with
(1.2) Fi=0(Xo)Voa(Js;s <t),

where:

e The initial random variable X is Fo-measurable;

e The driving noise J is a symmetric pure-jump (cadlag) Lévy process independent of Xo;

e The trend coefficient a : R x ©, — R and scale coefficient ¢ : R x ©, — R are assumed to be
known except for the p-dimensional parameter

0:=(0r,y) €Oy x O, =0 C R,

with ©, € RP~ and ©, € RP* being bounded convex domains.

Our objective here is estimation of 6, when the true value 6y = («p,70) € © does exist and the process
X is observed only at discrete but high-frequency time instants ¢ = jh, j =0,1,...,n, with nonrandom
sampling step size

h=h,—0

Date: October 24, 2021.
Key words and phrases. Asymptotic mixed normality, high-frequency sampling, locally stable Lévy process, stable quasi-
likelihood function, stochastic differential equations.



2 HIROKI MASUDA

We will mostly work under the bounded-domain asymptotics IE

T
(1.3) T,=T, ie h=—
n

for a fixed terminal sampling time T' € (0, 00), that is, we observe not a complete path (X;),<r but the
time-discretized step process

(1.4) X" = Xy

over the period [0, T; see Section for the large-time asymptotics where T,, — oo under the ergodicity.

Due to the lack of a closed-form formula for the transition distribution, a feasible approach based
on the genuine likelihood function is rarely available. In this paper, we will introduce a non-Gaussian
quasi-likelihood function EL which extends the prototype mentioned in [32] and [35], under the locally
(symmetric) 3-stable property of J in the sense that

(1.5) LYBT,) = S5, h—0,

where Sg stands for the standard symmetric S-stable distribution corresponding to the characteristic
function

¢o(u) == exp(—ul®);
among others, we refer to [23], [43], [44] and [49]) for comprehensive accounts of general stable distri-
butions. It is known from [6, Proposition 1] that, as long as the linear scaling e, J, for some €, — 0
is concerned, the strictly stable distribution is the only possible asymptotic distribution. Many locally
stable Lévy processes with finite variance can exhibit large-time Gaussianity (i.e. central limit effect)
in addition to the small-time non-Gaussianity. In the main results, we will assume the locally stable
property with a stronger mode (see Lemmas and and that the stability index 8 is known
with
B €[L,2).
It should be noted that the value § is also known as the Blumenthal-Getoor activity index defined by

B = inf {bZO:/ |2|°v(dz) <oo},
|z[<1

which measures degree of J’s jump activity.
The proposed maximum quasi-likelihood estimator 6,, = (&,,%») has the property that

(1.6) (\/ﬁhl_l/ﬁ(dn - 040)7 \/ﬁ(fyn - 'YO))

is asymptotically mixed normally distributed under some conditions, which extends the previous works
[31] and [34] that adopting the Gaussian quasi-maximum likelihood estimator; we refer to [37, Section
2] for some formal comparisons. In particular, the convergence clarifies that the activity index
determines the rate of convergence of estimating the trend parameter «; note that

\/ﬁhlfl/,@ — Tlfl/ﬁn(27ﬂ)/(2ﬁ) — 0

as n — oo. It should be emphasized that this estimator can be much more efficient compared with
the Gaussian maximum quasi-likelihood estimator studied in [34]. Most notably, unlike the case of
diffusions, we can estimate not only the scale parameter v but also the trend parameter «, with the
explicit asymptotic distribution in hand; see [15] for the related local asymptotic normality result. To
prove the asymptotic mixed normality, we will take a doubly approximate procedure based on the FEuler-
Maruyama scheme combined with the stable approximation of £(h~'/#.J},) for h — 0. Our result provides
us with the first systematic methodology for estimating the possibly non-linear pure-jump Lévy driven
SDE based on a non-Gaussian quasi-likelihood.

Here are a couple of further remarks on our model.

IThe equidistance assumption on the sampling times could be removed as soon as the ratios of min;<, (t; —t;_1) and
max;<y(t; —t;—1) are bounded in an appropriate order. This may be shown by the same line as in [34, pp.1604-1605].
Non-Gaussian quasi-likelihoods have not received much attention compared with the popular Gaussian one. Among
others, we refer to the recent paper [12] for a certain non-Gaussian quasi-likelihood estimation of a possibly heavy-tailed
GARCH model, and also to [48] for self-weighted Laplace quasi-likelihood in a time series context.
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(1) The model is semiparametric in the sense that we do not completely specify the Lévy measure
of L£(J), while supposing the parametric coefficients; of course, the Lévy measure is an infinite-
dimensional parameter, so that 3 alone never determines the distribution £(J) in general. In
estimation of £(X), it would be desirable (whenever possible) to estimate the parameter 6 with
leaving the remaining parameters contained in Lévy measure as much as unknown. The proposed
quasi-likelihood, termed as (non-Gaussian) stable quasi-likelihood, will provide us with a widely
applicable tool for this purpose.

(2) It is assumed from the very beginning that S < 2 so that J contains no Gaussian component.
Normally, the simultaneous presence of a non-degenerate diffusion part and a non-null jump part
makes the parametric-estimation problem much more complicated. The recent papers [24] and
[27] discussed usefulness of pure-jump models. Although they are especially concerned with finan-
cial context, pure-jump processes should be useful for model building in many other application
fields where non-Gaussianity of time-varying data is of primary importance. For example, econo-
metrics, signal processing, population dynamics, hydrology, radiophysics, turbulence, biological
molecule movement, noise-contaminated biosignals, and so on; we refer to [3], [9], and [I1] for
some recent related works.

(3) Finally, our model may be formally seen as a continuous-time analogue to the discrete-time
model

Xj = a’(Xjflva) +C(Xj*1a’y)€j7 .7 = 11 s 1y

where ¢; are i.i.d. random variables. By making use of the locally stable property , our
model setup enables us to formulate a flexible and unified estimation procedure, which cannot
be shared with the discrete-time counterpart. The bounded-domain asymptotics makes it
possible to “localize” the event, sidestepping both stability (such as the ergodicity) and moment
condition on £(J1). Instead, in order to deduce the asymptotic mixed normality we need much
more than the (martingale) central limit theorem with Gaussian limit. Fortunately, we have
the very general tool to handle this, that is, Jacod’s characterization of conditionally Gaussian
martingales (see [13] and [19], and also Section [6.1)), which in particular can deal with the SDE
(1.1) when J is a pure-jump Lévy process.

The following conventions and basic notations are used throughout this paper. We will largely suppress
the dependence on n from the notations ¢ and h. For any process Y,

AY =AY =Y, -V,
denotes the jth increments, and we write

gi—1(v) = g(X¢,_,,v)

for a function g having two components, such as a;_1(a) = a(Xy,_,, ). For a variable x = {x;}, we write
9, = {a%i}i’ 92 = { %{%}M, and so forth, with omitting the subscript z when‘ there _is no confusion;
given a function f = f(s1,...,s,): Sy x--- xS, — R™ with S; C R% | we write 0% ... 0%k f for the array
of partial derivatives of dimension m x (Hf=1 diji). The characteristic function of a random variable &

is denoted by ¢¢. For any matrix M we let M®2 := MM " (T denotes the transpose). We use C for
< b,, when a,, < Cb,, for

~

a generic positive constant which may vary at each appearance, and write a,,

every n large enough. Finally, the symbols P, and £ denote the convergences in P-probability and in
distribution, respectively; all the asymptoics below will be taken for n — oo unless otherwise mentioned.

The paper is organized as follows. We first describe the basic model setup in Section The main
results are presented in Section [3] followed by numerical experiments in Section [l Section [f] presents the
proofs of the criteria for the key assumptions given in Section[2] Finally, Section [6]is devoted to proving
the main results.

2. BASIC SETUP AND ASSUMPTIONS

2.1. Locally stable Lévy process.
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2.1.1. Definition and criteria. We denote by
e
gO,B(y) . | |1+57 z 7é 07

the Lévy density of Sg, where

2.1) oy im ;{;F(l _ B)cos (@) }_1

with ¢; = limg_1 g = 7! (44, Lemma 14.11]).

Assumption 2.1 (Driving noise structure). (1) The Lévy process J has no drift, no Gaussian com-
ponent, and a symmetric Lévy measure v, so that

(2.2) g, (u) = exp (t/(cos(uz) - 1)1/(d2')>, u € R.
The Lévy measure v admits a Lebesgue density g of the form

9(z) = gop(x) {1 +p(z)},  2#0,
where p : R\ {0} — [—1,00) is a measurable symmetric function such that for some constants
0>0,c, >0, and €, > 0,

p(2) S cplzl’, 2l <€, z#£0.

(2) In addition to (1), p is continuously differentiable in R\ {0} and the triplet (c,,[3,0) satisfies
either
(a) ¢, =0 (that is, p(z) =0 for |z| <€,), or
(b) ¢, >0 and 6 > 3 with

p(2)] +120p(2)| < |2’ z#0.

The function p controls the degree of “Sg-likeness” around the origin. Also, if in particular p is
bounded, then E(|.J1]9) < oo for ¢ € (—1,8); see [44, Theorem 25.3].

Lemma below, which will play an essential role in the proof of the main results, shows that
Assumption ensures not only the locally stable property but also an L'-local limit theorem with
specific convergence rate.

Lemma 2.2. (1) Let Assumption[2.1(1) hold with the function p being bounded. Then, the distribu-
tion L(h=YP.Jy) for h € (0,1] admits a positive smooth Lebesque density fy, such that

(2.3) / 1" 1£2(9) — dp ()| dy — 0

for each k € (0, B).
(2) Let Assumption hold, and assume that there exists a constant K > 0 such that g(z) = 0
(equivalently, p(z) = —1) for every |z| > K. Then, for any € > 0 we have

(24) /|fh )|dy < hl €

The additional assumptions on p in Lemma will not be real restrictions, because in the proof of
our main result we will truncate the support of v in order to deal with possibly heavy-tailed J. The
localization argument is allowed under the bounded-domain asymptotics ; see Section It follows
from that under we can pick a sufficiently small € > 0 to ensure that

(2.5) v / () — ds()| dy = 0.

As will be seen later, it is the convergences (2.3) and (2.5) that are essential for the proofs of the main
results. Assumption (also Assumption given below) serves as a set of sufficient conditions.

Assumption [2.1]is designed to give conditions only in terms of the Lévy density g. However, Assumption
2) excludes cases where p € C}(R\ {0}) with [0p(0+)| > 0 (hence § = 1) and 3 < 1; note that we do

not explicitly impose that 8 € [1,2) in Lemma [2.2] (and also in Lemma [2.4] below). It is possible to give
another set of conditions.
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Denote by ¢s the density of Sg, and let
Yn(u) := log pn(u),
where @y, denotes the characteristic function of h=YB J,:
on(u) == {goJl(hfl/Bu)}h, h>0, ueR.

Assumption 2.3 (Driving noise structure). Assumption (1) holds with the function p being bounded,
¢y, € CHR\{0}), and there exist constants cy, > 0 and r € [0,1] and a function e, (h) such that e, (h) — 0
as h — 0 and that

(2.6) Oun() S -V, w0,
(2.7) / u"po(u) |Duthn (u) + Buﬁ_1’ du < ey (h).
(0,00)

Lemma 2.4. Under Assumption[2.3, we have

/|fh (W) dy < (ep(h) v RO/ON) 72

In particular, [2.5) holds if \/n(ey(h) v hO/AAL) > 0.

Lemmas 2) and have no inclusion relation with different domains of the applicability.

2.1.2. Examples.

Example 2.5. Trivially, Assumption is satisfied by the S-stable driven case (L£(J1) = Sg) and the
whole class of the driving Lévy process considered in [7] and [§], where ¢, = 0 (equivalently p = 0). See
also Remark [3.41 O

In the next two concrete examples, Assumption is helpful for verification of (2.5)) while Assumption

2-1)2) may not.

Example 2.6 (Symmetric tempered S-stable Lévy process with 8 € [1,2)). The symmetric exponentially
tempered [-stable Lévy process, which we denote by T'Sg(\) for A > 0, is defined through the Lévy density

2 go,5(2) exp(=Alz]);
we refer to [25] and the references therein for details of general tempered stable distributions. When
L(J1) = TSs(N), then L(h=Y/8.J,) = TSs(A\h) = Sz as h — 0. Assumption 1) is satisfied with
p(z) = exp(—A|z]) — 1, hence § = 1 for any § < 2. However, Assumption 2) then requires 8 < 1,
which conflicts with the case § € [1,2) of our interest here. We will instead verify Assumption for
B € [1,2); the function v, is explicitly given by

L nog (14 =) — o _1
ﬂ{ og( +)\2h2> uarctan(}\h)} B=1)

n(u) =
2¢s(—p) [()\th/ﬁ + u?)P/% cos {[3 arctan <)\hu1/6> } - /\Bh] (B € (1,2))
First we consider 8 = 1, where 0,9, (u) = —2 arctan(s% ). Using the estimate
arctany — (7/2) ‘
2.8 sup | LMY 7 T2 ) o,
2 =)

we have [0, ¢ (u) + 1| < |arctan(5%) — 2| < L. This gives

/ u"po(u)|Oythn(u) + 1|du S h/ u e du < h
(0,00)

(0,00)

Lemma [2.4] ensures that v/n [ |fi(y) — ¢s(y)|dy S (nhﬁzr)l/2 — 0, with > 0 being small enough; even
when T, — oo, it suffices for the last convergence to suppose that nh?~¢ — 0 some ¢; > 0.
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Next we consider § € (1,2) with » = 0; we may control » > 0 independently of the case 8 = 1.
Substituting the expression (2.1)) we see that 9,y (u) + fu~! equals the sum of three terms Ay x(u)
(k=1,2,3), where

~1
8 u u
Ap(u) == 5<c0527r> [cos;—cos{ﬁarctan<)\hl/ﬁ>H (Ch278 1 2y 872

1-5/2
App(u) = gqu’~t - L
2 N2h2/B o2 ’

and Ay, 3(u) satisfies that |Ap 3(u)| < AYP(N2R2/B 4 42)8/2=1 < p1/ByB=2. By the mean-value theorem
together with (2.8), we derive |Ap 1 (u)] S —satsrm - (h=1/By)=t = h1/ByP=2. Hence, for B > 1,

/ (w)| Ap1(w) + Aps( )|dU§hl/ﬂ/ e uP2du < K/
(0 oo) (0,00)

Further, we have

/ 20(w)| A 2 (w)]du < / Ap 2 (u)du
(0,00) (0,00)

51 u2 1-8/2
Jo 7= (o) fo

—_— {(UQ + AZR/BYB/2 (u2)ﬂ/2ro

0+
A2p2/8
A [

1 oo
/ (u? + 3)\2h2/'8)’8/2_1ds]
0 0+

1
= }ABh/ /27 ds < h.
2 O ~
Combining these estimates yields that

/ 00 (1) [0uthn (u) + Bul~ du < BNA/B) = p1/B,
0,00)

Again Lemma concludes that v/n [ |fn(y) — ¢s(y)|dy < (nh?*/P)1/2 — 0 if nh?/# — 0, which is
automatic under (|1.3)). O

Example 2.7 (Symmetric generalized hyperbolic Lévy process). The symmetric generalized hyperbolic
distribution [4], denoted by GH (A, n, (), is infinitely divisible with the characteristic function

R ( N )A/2K>\(<\/772+u2)
n* + u? Kx(n¢) 7
where K, denotes the modified Bessel function of the third kind with index A € R. In this example,
we will make extensive use of several exact and/or asymptotic properties of Ky, without notice in most
places; we refer to [I, Chapter 9] for details. If £(J1) = GH(A,n,(), then for each u € R

E(e ) = ( (nh)* )W (KA(«/h) (nh)? + u?))h
(nh)? + u? Ka(nc)
showing that J is locally Cauchy (for ¢ = 1). In the sequel we set L(J;) = GH(\,n,1). By [42] we know
that the Lévy measure of GH (A, 7, 1) admits the density such that

1 7r 1
z»—>7T|Z|2{1-i-2()\+2>z|+0(|z|)}7 |z] — 0.

Hence Assumption 2) fails to hold since 8 = § = 1 here (except for the case of A = —1/2, correspond-
ing to a symmetric normal inverse Gaussian Lévy process [5]). We will observe that J instead meets
Assumption [2.3] for any (X, 7) € R x (0,00). In this case, E(].J;|?) < oo for any ¢ > 0.

Direct computations give

(2.9) Outp(u)+1=1- \/m K};il (1 (nh)2 + u2).

The right-hand side is essentially bounded, hence in particular (2.6 holds.

— exp(—Clu|), h—0,
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We will verify (2.7) with » = 0. Given (2.9)), we see that f(o 00) wo(u) |Outn(u) + 1| du < I} + 1}/, where

I ::/ u (1— u)du,
h o) wo(u) UL

Ky (1
SR w2 1
7 (Vo)

u
I = / wo(u)
" (0,00) (nh)? + u?
For I;, we divide the domain of integration into (0, 1] and (1, 00) and then derive the following estimates.

e The (0, 1]-part can be bounded by

du.

2nh

U 1
l————)du=1- h)? +u?| = S
/(0,1] ( (nh)2 +u2> [ (k) }0+ L+nh++/(nh)? +1

e The (1, 00)-part equals

u (1) du < h? u) < h2.
/u,oo) #olt) (u+/(h)? +u2)\/(nh)? + w2~ /<1,oo> pol) 3

Hence we obtain I} < h. As for I}/, we first make the change of variables:

K (Vn?+v?) =1

dv.

h
17— / gpo(vh)vi
(0,00) Vn? +v?

Just like the case of I;, we look at the (0, 1]-part and the (1, co)-part separately.

e Since we are supposing that 5 > 0, the (0, 1]-part trivially equals O(h).
e The (1, 00)-part is somewhat more delicate. It can be written as

dv

)

1, = / po(vh)——d <)\+1) 0
M (1,00) Vn? 402 2) \/n? +0?

where

K 1 1

which satisfies the property sup,>; |(772 +v?)o(v)| < co. We then observe that

1 v
Iy <h()\—|—/ wo(vh dv+/ 7 UhO"U)|d’U>
h,1 9 (1,00) 0( ) 24y (1,00) 0( )\/W‘ (
1
,Sh()\—i— / vh dv—i—/ U_Qd’l))
2 (1,00) ( )77 +v? 1,00)

1
§h(/\—|—/ po(vh)—5— dv—l—l)
2| S 0

Further, using the integration by parts and the change of variables we derive

1 h
/ cpo(vh)%dv =——eMog(® + 1)+ = / e " log(n? + v?)dv
L,oc) 2 2 Ja00)

n? + v?
2
<1 +/( )e*“’ log {772 + (2) }dm <1+ log(1/h).
h,00

Summarizing the above computations we conclude that

Blog(1/h) (A # —1/2)
wo(u) |0utn(u) + 1] du S
/(Om) o ()0t (w) + 11 du 5§ ol 1)
verifying with » = 0. By Lemma we obtain
[1500) = 6wl dy < hog(1/1) < b

for any ' € (0,1). O
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2.2. Locally stable stochastic differential equation. Now let us recall the underlying SDE model
(1.1). Denote by © the closure of © = O, x ..

Assumption 2.8 (Regularity of the coefficients). (1) The functions a(-, ap) and c(-, 7o) are globally
Lipschitz and of class C2(R), and c(x,7) > 0 for every (x,7).
(2) a(x,-) € C*(O,) and c(z,-) € C3(O.,) for each x € R.

(3) sup Jnax max (‘ﬁial a(z,a)| + ’8’“61 )‘) —|—c_1(x,7)} <1+ 2|,
geg | Usk=30si=

The standard theory (for example [22] I §2c.]) ensures that the SDE admits a unique strong solution

as a functional of Xy and the Poisson random measure driving J; in particular, each X; is F;-measurable.

Assumption 2.9 (Identifiability). The random functionst — (a(X¢, ), ¢(X¢, 7)) andt — (a(Xt, ap), ¢(Xt,Y0))
on [0,T) a.s. coincide if and only if 0 = 0y.
3. STABLE QUASI-LIKELIHOOD ESTIMATION

3.1. Heuristic for construction. To motivate our quasi-likelihood, we here present an informal heuris-
tic argument. In what follows we abbreviate ft as f For a moment, we write Py for the image

measures of X given by (1.1 . In view of the Euler approxnnatlon under Py,

Xy, =Xy, , —|—/a(Xs,a)ds+ /C(XS,,'y)dJs
J J
~ th_l + ajfl(a)h + Cj*l(’Y)Ajjv

from which we may expect that
AjX — haj_l(a) -

€ (0) = €n;(0) == hi/Be; 1(v)

in an appropriate sense. It follows from the locally stable property (1.5) that for each n the random
variables €1 (6), ..., €,(0) will be approximately i.i.d. with common distribution Sg.

VBT

Now assume that the process X admits a (time-homogeneous) transition Lebesgue density under
Py, say pn(x,y;0)dy = Pe(X}, € dy|Xo = ), and let Eg_l denote the expectation operator under Py
conditional on F;,_,. Then, we may consider the following twofold approximation of the conditional
distribution £(X;,| X, ):

1 . Uy
Pr( Xt 1, Xe,50) = Py exp(—thj)/e Ypn(Xt,_,,y;0)dy

Q

1 - .
%/exp(—iuth)Eje ! lexp {iu(Xy,_, + aj_1(a)h + cj—1(7)A;J)}] du

(Euler approximation)

= o [ e {-iu(A,X — a1 (@)} on (e 1 () Pu) du
- W;ﬂ [ expl-ve; @)entelde

= oy )

R~ Cj—l(’lY)hl/Bd)ﬁ (&(9)) (Locally stable approximation).

This informal observation suggests to estimate 6y by a maximizer of the random function

(3.1) Zlog(c S0 00 ),

which we call the stable quasi-likelihood. We then define the stable quasi-mazimum likelihood estimator
(SQMLE) as any element 0,, = (&, %) such that

(3.2) 0,, € argmax H,, (0) = argmaxz < logcj—1(7y) +log ¢ (q(@))).
0€0 0€6  j—1
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Since we are assuming that © is compact, there always exists at least one such 0,,. The heuristic argument
for the SQMLE will be verified in Section [3.:2] The SQMLE is the non-Gaussian-stable counterpart to
the Gaussian quasi-likelihood previously studied by [26] and [34] for diffusion and Lévy driven SDE,
respectively.

Remark 3.1. It may happen, though very rarely, that the density fj of E(hil/ B.J4) is explicit for each
h > 0. The normal-inverse Gaussian J [5], which we will use for simulations in Section is such an
example. In that case, the approximation

1

Pr( Xt th (ej(ﬁ))

th;e) ~

j—17

may result in a better quasi-likelihood since it precisely incorporates information of the driving noise.
Nevertheless and obviously, such an “exact £(h~/8.J;,)” consideration much diminishes the target class
of J, and going in this direction entails individual case studies. (]

3.2. Main result: Asymptotic mixed normality of SQMLE. For F-measurable random variables
u = p(w) € RP and a.s. nonnegative definite ¥ = X(w) € R? ® RP, we denote by MN,(u,X) the
p-dimensional mixed normal distribution corresponding to the characteristic function

1
v»—)E{exp(iu~v—2v~Ev>}.

That is to say, when ¥ ~ MN,(u,%), Y is defined on an extension of the original probability space
(Q, F,P), and is equivalent in F-conditional distribution to a random variable j+%1/2Z for Z ~ N,(0, I,,)
independent of F, where I, denotes the p-dimensional identity matrix. Such an (orthogonal) extension
of the underlying probability space is always possible.

We introduce the two bounded smooth continuous functions:

95(y) = 0, log da(y) = j:f(w, Bs(y) == 1+ ygs(y).

We see that [ gs(y)és(y)dy = [ ks(y)ds(y)dy = 0, and that [ gs(y)fr(y)dy = 0assoon as [ |gs(y)|fr(y)dy <
oo because fj is symmetric. We also write

Cal(B) = / BWss)dy,  Cy(B) = / k‘%(y)%(y)d%

{a CL XtaQO)}®2 {a C(XtafYO)}®2
c2(X+t,7%) T 0 (X, 70)

The asymptotic behavior of the SQMLE defined through (3.1]) and (3.2]) is given in the next theorem,
which is the main result of this paper.

ET@ 00 dt, ET fy(’yO) dt.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Assumptions with B € [1,2), (2.5 and hold. Then we have

(53) (VAR — a0). Vi3 —0)) S MN, (0. Tr(60:8) ).
where
o (Co®rat) 0
o) = (T 18 om):

In Section we will deduce the large-time counterpart to Theorem [3.2] under the ergodicity. In that
case the asymptotic distribution is not mixed normal but normal, with the asymptotic covariance matrix
taking a completely analogous form.

Below we list some immediate consequences of Theorem and some related remarks worth being
mentioned.
O~c(x,v0) and = — Oaa(z,a0)

are non-
c(=,70) c(z,70)

(1) The asymptotic distribution of 6,, is normal if both z
random; this is the case if X is a Lévy process.
(2) The estimators &, and 4, are asymptotically orthogonal, whereas not necessarily independent

due to possible non-Gaussianity in the limit.



10 HIROKI MASUDA

(3) For g8 € (1,2), we can rewrite (3.3) as (recall (1.3))
(nl/ﬁil/z(@n - OZO), \/ﬁ(;yn - 70))

£ MN, (0, diag(T 20" {Co(B)1,0(00)} 1, {C () Tr(20)} 1)) -

If fluctuation of X is virtually stable in the sense that both of the random time averages X 4 (6o)
and X7 (70) do not vary so much with the terminal sampling time 7', then, due to the factor
«p—2(1=1/8)” ' the asymptotic covariance matrix of &, would tend to get smaller (resp. larger) in
magnitude for a larger (resp. smaller) 7T'. This feature with respect to T' is non-asymptotic.
(4) Of special interest is the locally Cauchy case (8 = 1), where H, is fully explicit:
H,(0) = — Z { log(mh) + log ¢;—1(7) +log (1 + 63(9)) }
Jj=1
In this case,

(V(én — a0), V(i =)

o ] 3 [ %) (i [ 225 )

This formally extends the i.i.d. model from the location-scale Cauchy population, where we have
\/n-asymptotic normality for the maximum-likelihood estimator. The Cauchy quasi-likelihood
has been also investigated in the robust-regression literature; see [39] and [40] for a breakdown-
point result in some relevant models. It would be interesting to study their SDE-model counter-
parts.

Remark 3.3. As indicated by one of the anonymous reviewers, it would be possible to follow the proof
of Theorem for time-inhomogeneous coefficients, say

dXt = a(t, Xt, O[)dt + C(t, Xt,7 ’}/)th,

under appropriate regularity conditions on (¢, x, 0) — (a(t,z, &), c(¢, z,7)); see [I3] for the case of diffusion.
Further, based on the general criterion for the stable convergence, we could deduce a slightly more general
statement where the SQMLE has non-trivial asymptotic bias. In general, it is however impossible to
make an explicit bias correction in a unified manner without specific information of f;, (hence of the Lévy
measure V). Even when we have a full parametric form of v, it may contain a parameter which cannot
be consistently estimated unless T;,, — oo; see [36] for specific examples. O

Remark 3.4. The asymptotic efficiency in the sense of Hajék-Le Cam-Jeganathan is of primary theoreti-
cal importance (see [47]). Compared with the diffusion case studied in [14] and [15], asymptotic-efficiency
phenomena for the Lévy driven SDE (|1.1)) when observing have been less well-known. Nevertheless,
for the classical local asymptotic normality property results when X is a Lévy process, one can consult
[36] for several explicit case studies, and to [I7] for a general locally stable Lévy processes. Moreover,
[7] and the recent preprint [8] proved the local asymptotic mixed normality property about the unknown
parameters especially when c¢(z,7) is a constant and the Lévy measure v has a bounded support with
a stable-like behavior near the origin. Importantly, the model settings of [7] and [§] can be covered by
ours (Example , so that the asymptotic efficiency of our SQMLE is assured. In view of their result
and just like the fact that the Gaussian QMLE is asymptotically efficient for diffusions, it seems quite
promising that the proposed SQMLE is asymptotically efficient for the general class of SDE driven
by a locally [-stable Lévy process. O

Here is a variant of Theorem [3.2]
Theorem 3.5. Suppose that Assumptions holds with 8 € [1,2) and
Vi(ey(h) v /AN s 5,
Suppose also that Assumptions[2.8 and[2.9 hold, and that

/ |2|%v(dz) < oo
|z|>1
for every g > 0. Then we have (3.3)).
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To state a corollary to Theorems and [3.5] we introduce the following statistics:

S = - Z {Batj 1 (@)} =g, ZM

] 1 'Yn) ’ T ] 1(777«)

It turns out in the proof that the quantity ((\/ﬁh1*1/5)480111-1171(90)7 n~1/20,H,(6y)), the normalized
quasi-score, F-stably converges in distribution (Section , from which the Studentization via the
continuous-mapping theorem is straightforward:

Corollary 3.6. Under the assumptions of either Theorem[3.3 or Theorem [3.5, we have
- 1/2 —1/8/ - 1/2 . c
(34) ((Ca(B)ZT,a,n) / \/ﬁhl 1/ﬁ(MTL - MO); (C’Y(ﬁ)ET,’y,n) / \/ﬁ(gn - UO)) — Np(ov Ip)'

Table 1| summarizes the rates of convergence of the S-stable maximum quasi-likelihood estimators with
B < 2, when the target SDE model is

(35) dXt = G(Xt7 O[)dt + C(th,’)/)dZt

for a driving Lévy process Z with the correctly specified coefficient (a, ¢); again, note that the Gaussian
QMLE requires T;, — 0o, which is not necessary for the SQMLE. We refer to [33] for a handy statistic
for testing the case (i) against the case (ii) based on the Gaussian QMLE.

Quasi-likelihood Driving Lévy process Z Rates of convergence Ref.
é‘n ’Ayn

(i) Gauss Wiener process vnh Vn [26]

(i) Gauss Lévy process with jumps vnh vnh 1311, [34]

(iii) Non-Gaussian stable ~ Locally S-stable Lévy process — /nh'~'/# vn

TABLE 1. Comparison of the Gaussian (8 = 2) and non-Gaussian stable (8 € [1,2))
QMLE for the SDE (3.5), where the coefficient (a,c) is correctly specified: Case (iii) is
the contribution of this paper.

Remark 3.7. We have been focusing on 5 > 1. For 8 € (0,1), direct use of the Euler scheme would
spoil the proofs in Section [6] because small-time variation of X by the noise term is dominated by that of
the trend coefficient a(x, ). In this case, direct use of the present stable quasi-likelihood based on the
mere Euler scheme would be inadequate. It would be necessary to take the drift structure into account
more precisely, as in the trajectory-fitting estimator studied in [29]. (I

3.3. Ergodic case under long-time asymptotics. In this section, instead of the bounded-domain
asymptotics (1.3)) we consider the sampling design

(3.6) T, — oo and +nh> /% =0,

which still implies that /nh'~1/# — oo when § € [1,2); for example, it suffices to have T}, — oo and
nh? — 0. Theorem below shows that under the ergodicity of X the asymptotic normality of the
SQMLE (3.2)) holds. The logic of construction of the stable quasi-likelihood is completely the same as in
Section B.11

We will adopt Assumption [2.3]for the structural assumptions on J, and impose Assumption without
any change.

Assumption 3.8 (Stability). (1) There exists a unique invariant measure 7y such that

(3.7) —/ (Xy)dt —>/ x)mo(dx), T — oo,

for every measurable function g of at most polynomial growth.

(2) sup E(|X¢|7) < oo for every g > 0.
teRy
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The property follows from the convergence || Pi(z,-) — mo(:)||lrvy — 0 as t — oo for each x € R,
where P;(z, dy) denotes the transition function of X under the true measure and ||u||7y the total variation
norm of a signed measure y. The next lemma, which directly follows from [34], Proposition 5.4], provides
a set of sufficient conditions for Assumption

Lemma 3.9. Let X be given by and suppose that v({z # 0; |z| < €}) > 0 for every e > 0. Further,
assume the following conditions.

(1) Both a(-,ap) and c(-,0) are of class CL(R) and globally Lipschitz, and c is bounded.

(2) c(x,v0) # 0 for every x.

(3) E(J1) = 0 and either one of the following conditions holds:
o E(]X0|?) < 00 and f\z\>1 |z]9v(dz) < oo for every ¢ > 0, and

a(x, ap) <0

lim sup
|| =00 x

o E(e?Xol) < 00 and ||

|51 ed?ly(dz) < oo for some ¢ > 0, and

lim sup sgn(z)a(z, ag) < 0.

|z] =00
Then Assumption[3-8 holds.
We also need a variant of Assumption [2.9]

Assumption 3.10 (Model identifiability). The functions x — (a(z, ), c(z,7)) and z — (a(z, ap), c(x,70))
coincide mg-a.e. if and only if 0 = 6.

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that Assumptions|[2.3 holds with
Vi(ep(h) v hO/OMYEE 0.
Suppose also that Assumptions and hold. Then, under we have
(\/ﬁhlfl/ﬁ(@n —a9), Vn(in — ’Yo)) % N, (0, diag (Va(60; 8) ", V4 (00; 8) 7)),

where
Ona(, ap) } 2
Va(e(h { 0 } (d.’E),
33 70
{5' c(x,7) }®2
0 dzx).
Vy(00: 5 e —mo(d)

The proof of Theorem [3.11] will be sketched in Section [6.7} Obviously, Studentization is possible just
the same as in Corollary - Agaln we remark that Assumption could be replaced with any other

one implying the convergences and .
Remark 3.12. We have C,(2 ) =1 and C,(2) = 2, hence taking § = 2 in the expressions of V,(6p)

and V,,(0y) formally results in the asymptotic Fisher information matrices for the diffusion case [26] (also
[461). O

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

For simulations, we use the nonlinear data-generating SDE
dX; = (alXt + Xz)dt + exp {’yl cos(Xy) + 2 sin(Xy) }th, Xo =0,

with 0 = (a1, @2,71,72) and J being either:

e The normal inverse Gaussian Lévy process (Example ;

e The 1.5-stable Lévy processes (Example [2.5)).
The setting is a special case of a(z,a) = aya1(z) + agas(z) and ¢(x,v) = exp{yic1(z) + y2c2(x)}, for
which the asymptotic covariances of the \/ﬁhl’l/ﬁ(dk,n — ag0) and /n(f1, — Y1,0) are given by the
inverses of

1 [T ap(Xy) 1t
Ca(ﬁ)*/o mdt and Cv(ﬂ)f/o i (Xy)dt,

respectively.
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4.1. Normal inverse Gaussian driver. Let J be an normal inverse Gaussian (NIG) Lévy process such
that

‘C(Jt) = NIG(nvoat7O)7

where 1 > 0 may be unknown. This is a special case of the generalized hyperbolic Lévy process considered
in Example with A = —1/2. The numerical results below show that the SQMLE effectively works.

We set n = 5 or 10; the bigger 1 leads to a lighter tail of A;J, hence a seemingly more “diffusion-like”
sample-path behavior. Also, we set the terminal time 7' = 1 or 5. For each pair (1,T), we proceed as
follows.

o First we apply the Euler scheme for the true model with discretization step size being A :=
T/(3000 x 50).

e Then we thin generated single path (X;a)?%0 " to pick up (Xjn)t—o with h = A x 50 x 6,
A x 50 x 3 and A x 50 for n = 500, 1000 and 3000, respectively.

Here, the number “50” of generation over each sub-periods (¢;_1, ¢;] reflects that X virtually continuously
evolves as time goes along, though not observable. We independently repeat the above procedures for
L = 1000 times to get 1000 independent estimates 6, = (Gn,y An), based on which boxplots and histograms
for Studentized versions are computed (Corollary [3.6). We used the function optim in R [41], and in each
optimization for [ = 1, ..., L we generated independent uniform random numbers Unif (o, o—10, ag,0+10)
and Unif(yo,; — 10,79, + 10) for initial values for searching aj, and +;, respectively.

The two cases are conducted:

(i) We know a priori that ago = v2,0 = 0, and the estimation target is 6y = (o1,0,71,0) = (—1, 1.5);
(ii) Estimation target is 6y = (a1,0,@2,0,71,0,72,0) = (—1,1,1.5,0.5).

From the obtained simulation results, we observed the following.

e Figures [l|and [2} case of (i).

— The boxplots show the clear tendency that estimation accuracy for each T gets better for
larger n.

— The histograms show overall good standard normal approximations; the straight line in red
is the target standard normal density. It is observed that the estimation performance of 4,
gets worse if the nuisance parameter 7 gets larger from 5 to 10. In particular, for the cases
where 7 = 10 we can see downward bias of the Studentized 4,,, although it disappears as n
increases.

Overall, we see very good finite-sample performance of &,,, while that of 4,, may be affected to
some extent by the value of (T, 7). As in the case of estimation of the diffusion coefficient for a
diffusion type processes, for better estimation of v the value T should not be so large, equivalently
h should not be so large.

e Figures [3[ and Figures case of (ii).

— General tendencies are the same as in the previous case: for each T, estimate accuracy gets
better for larger n, while the gain of estimation accuracy for larger n is somewhat smaller
compared with the previous case.

— The histograms show that, compared with the previous case, the Studentized estimators
are of heavier tails and asymptotic bias associated with 4, severely remains, especially for
(T,n) = (5,10) (Figure ||, unless n is large enough.

4.2. Genuine f-stable driver. Next we set £(J1) = Sg with 8 = 1.5. Given a realization (z,)7_, of
(Xt;)7—o we have to repeatedly evaluate

—xy,_, — a(wy,

_ - s @)h
a,7) HZ{ log[h'/P ey, 177)H10g¢5< hljﬂc(fct ) >}

The stable density ¢g is no longer explicit while we can resort to numerically integration. Here we used

the function dstable in the R package stabledist. As in the previous example, we give simulation
results for (pq,py) = (1,1) and (2,2), with using uniformly distributed initial values for optim search.
In order to observe effect of the terminal-time value 7" we conduct the cases of T'=5 and T" = 10, for
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FIGURE 1. NIG-J example. Boxplots of 1000 independent estimates ¢, (green) and 4,

(blue) for n = 500, 1000, 3000; (T',n) = (1,5) (upper left), (T,n) = (1, 10) (upper right),

(T,n) = (5,5) (lower left), and (T, n) = (5,10) (lower right).

2 0 2 . - 2 3 2 . - 2 3 2 . - 2 o 2 4 - 2 o 2 4 -

9.500-CaMLE .1000-COMLE 9.3000-COMLE 9.500-COMLE .1000-COMLE 9.3000-COMLE

2 2 2 - - -
2.500-CQMLE 2.1000-CQMLE 2.3000-COMLE 2.500-COMLE 2.1000-CQMLE 2.3000-COMLE

2 3 2 4 - 2 3 2 4 - 2 3 2 4 ~“ 2 o 2 4 - 2 o 2 4 -
9.500-COMLE .1000-COMLE 9.3000-COMLE 9.500-COMLE .1000-CQMLE 9.3000-COMLE

2 2 2 3 2 4 ~“ - -

FI1GURE 2. NIG-J example. Histograms of 1000 independent Studentized estimates of
(green) and «y (blue) for n = 500, 1000, 3000; (T,n) = (1, 5) (upper left 2 x 3 submatrix),
(T,n) = (1,10) (upper right 2 x 3 submatrix), (T,n) = (5,5) (lower left 2 x 3 submatrix),
and (T,n) = (5,10) (lower right 2 x 3 submatrix).
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FIGURE 3. NIG-J example. Boxplots of 1000 independent estimates &1, (green), da.,
(blue), 41, (pink) and 42, (red) for n = 500, 1000, 3000; (T, 7n) = (1,5) (top), (T, n)
(1,10) (second from the top), (T,n) = (5,5) (second from the bottom), and (T,n)

(5,10) (bottom).

15
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2 o 2 s “ 2 o 2 B “ 2 o 2 s 4 2 o 2 . 4 2 o 2 . -
2.500-COMLE 2.1000-COMLE 2.3000-COMLE 2.500-CMLE 22.1000-CQMLE 22.3000-CQMLE
2 o 2 s “ 2 o 2 B “ 2 o 2 s 4 2 o 2 . 4 2 o 2 . -
g1.500-CaMLE 1.1000-CaMLE 91.3000-CaMLE 41.500-CaMLE 1.1000-CMLE 1.3000-CMLE
/| i/ \
2 o 2 B “ 2 o 2 B “ 2 o 2 s 4 2 o 2 . 4 2 o 2 . -
2.500-CaMLE 92.1000-CaMLE 92.3000-CMLE 2.500-CaMLE 2.1000-CMLE 92.3000-CMLE

FIGURE 4. NIG-J example. Histograms of 1000 independent Studentized estimates of
oy (green), az (blue), v1 (cream) and 2 (red) for n = 500, 1000, 3000; (T,n) = (1,5)
(left 4 x 3 submatrix) and (7, 7n) = (1, 10) (right 4 x 3 submatrix).

n = 100, 200, and 500. For Studentization, we used the values C,(1.5) = 0.4281 and C,(1.5) = 0.9556
borrowed from [38, Table 6].

e Figures @] and [7| show the boxplots and the histograms when p, = p, =1 for T' =5 and 10. As is
expected, we observe much better estimation accuracy compared with the previous NIG-driven
case. The figures reveal that the estimation accuracy of « are overall better for larger T', while
at the same time a larger h may lead to a more biased ¢&,. Different from the NIG driven case
there is no severe bias in estimating . Somewhat surprisingly, the accuracy of Studentization
especially for the scale parameters may be good enough even for much smaller n compared with
the NIG driven case: the standard normality is well achieved even for n = 100.

e Figures |8 and E] show the results for p, = py = 2 with 7' = 5 or 10. The observed tendencies,
including those compared with the NIG driven cases, are almost analogous to the case where
Pa =Py = L.

In sum, our stable quasi-likelihood works quite well especially when J is standard 1.5-stable, although
so small T" should be avoided for good estimation accuracy of «.

5. PROOFS oF LEMMAS [2.2] AND 2.4]

This section presents the proofs of the L'-local limit theorems given in Section

5.1. Proof of Lemma We begin with the following lemma, which in particular completes the proof
of the first half of Lemma [2.21).

Lemma 5.1. Let Assumption (1) hold with the function p being bounded. Then, for every C > 0 and
s <1,

/( Vo) — pola)ldn 5
0,00
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FIGURE 5. NIG-J example. Histograms of 1000 independent Studentized estimates of
ay (green), az (blue), v1 (cream) and 2 (red) for n = 500, 1000, 3000; (7,7n) = (5,5)
(left 4 x 3 submatrix) and (7, 7n) = (5, 10) (right 4 x 3 submatrix).

o J o § 8
8 8
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a_100 2200 a 500 g.100 g.200 g.500 a_100 a 200 a 500 9100 g.200 g.500

FIGURE 6. S 5-J example. Boxplots of 1000 independent estimates &, (green) and 4,
(blue) for n = 100, 200, 500; T' =5 (left) and T = 10 (right).

where the constant a, € (0,1] is defined by

_ { 1 (Cp =0)
“TL G/ (e, >0).

In particular, the distribution E(h_l/ﬁJh) for h € (0,1] admits a positive smooth Lebesgque density, which
we denote by fy, such that

sup |fn(y) — ds(y)| S h™.

Proof. By the expression we have
on(u) = exp (/(cos(uz) - 1)h1+1/Bg(h1/6z)dz>
= o) exp ([ (oos(us) = 1020521 ) = o) ex Lxn ().
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9100-SQMLE 9.200-SQMLE 9.500-SQMLE 9100-SQMLE 9.200-SQMLE 9.500-SQMLE

FIGURE 7. S75-J example. Histograms of 1000 independent Studentized estimates of «
(green) and ~ (blue) for n = 100, 200, 500; T" = 5 (left 2 x 3 submatrix) and 7" = 10
(right 2 x 3 submatrix).

Pick a small ¢, > 0 such that SUp|y|<er lp(y)| < 1/2. We will make use of the following two different
bounds for the function x;: on the one hand, we have

xnw)] < [ (1 cosu)lo(h22) go o)z

- / (1 - cos(uz))go.s(2)|p(h/?2)|dz + / (1 — cos(uuz))go.s(2)|p(hV/?2) d=
|2|<e/h=1/8

|z|>e h=1/8

1 oo
<5/ (1= cos(u)gn sV + Aol [ gnale)d
|2l<ehm1/8 e h-1/5

IN

1 1
-3 /(cos(uz) ~V)go,s(2)d= + Ch = ful? + Oy
on the other hand,

/ (1 = cos(uz))go,s ()l p(h/?2)|dz
|z|<e,h=1/8 ’

< b8 (2 / wos(e)ll'dz+ [ <uz>2go,ﬂ<z>|z|5dz)
|2|<eph=1/8, |2]>1 |2|<eph=1/8, [2]<1

e h~1/8

1
§cph‘5/'6</ ’ z_l_ﬁ+5dz+u2/ zl_ﬁ+‘5dz>
1 0

< ¢ (W/AN 4 o 21/8),
where we used the fact sup, |¥| < oo in the second step, so that
Ixn(w)] < cp(h(‘s/ﬁ)Al + uzh‘s/ﬁ) + h.

It follows from these estimates for y, with the mean-value theorem that for every s < 1 and C > 0 we
have

/ (™ v u©)lon () — go(w)|du < / (= v u€)go(w) lexp{xn(u)} — 1| du
(0,00) (0,00)

< /(O)Oo)(us Vv u)po(u) ( sup exp(sxh(u))) xen ()| du

0<s<1

A

8
/ (u=s v u)e vl /2 (cp(h(‘s/ﬁ)/\l + u2h5/5) + h) du
(0,00)
< cph(5//3)A1 +h < Ao,

This prove the first half of the lemma. Since supj¢ (g 1) pn(u) S exp(—C|u|?) from the above argument,
the existence of the positive smooth density f, follows from the same argument as in the proof of [30,



ESTIMATION OF LOCALLY STABLE LEVY DRIVEN SDE 19

) t

4+
==t
il
! L

il i

e B &
1 1T

o

[ o

O OQO® Of------=---i---

o

[]

§ 0
a o

T T T T T T T T T T T T

al_100 al_200 a1.500 a2 100 a2 200 a2.500 gi_100 g1 200 g1.500 g2 100 g2 200 g2 500

© E 8
; :
~ i S
o] ‘ LJT - —_—
B e SRR
v o
11

T T T T T T T T T T T T
al_100 al_ 200 a1 500 a2 100 a2 200 a2.500 gi_100 g1 200 g1.500 g2 100 g2 200 g2 500

FIGURE 8. S;5-J example. Boxplots of 1000 independent estimates &, (green), dap
(blue), 41, (pink) and 4, (red) for n = 100, 200, 500; T' =5 (top) and 10 (bottom).

Lemma 4.4(a)]. The latter half is a direct consequence of the Fourier inversion:

sup ()~ 65(0)| =sp |51 [ (onta) ~ n(u0) | 5 [ onCa) — utwlat < 1

This completes the proof. (]

We now prove Lemma ). Because of the boundedness of p, the Lévy density of £(h~'/A.J},) is
bounded by a constant multiple of gg g(z). Invoking [44] Theorem 25.3], we see that the tail of f is
bounded by that of ¢z uniformly in h € (0, 1]: for each k < £,

(5.1) sup sup M9 [yl )y < .
he(0,1] M>0 ly|>M

Then, for any positive sequence b,, T co the quantity [ |y|*|fn(y) — ¢s(y)| dy is bounded by the sum of
the two terms

Z0On

/ Iyl fu () dy + / ylF b (y)dy < B8 5 0
|y|>brn [y
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submatrix) and T = 10 (right 4 x 3 submatrix).
and

o(h—e/(141)),

(sup Faly) ¢ﬁ<y>|) ( / |y~dy> < gl
Y ly|<bn

where we used Lemma for the latter. The convergence bLt*h% — 0 follows on taking any b, =

Turning to the proof of Lemma 2)7 again we pick a positive real sequence b,, — oco. Then

]Ifﬁ(y)—-¢B(yﬂdy:=:5;—+5g.

(5.2)

/m@—m@ms/

b,“OO)

By (b.1) with x = 0 we have

(5.3)

() ¢B(y)|dy+/

5, S by P

(O:bn

Recalling that ¢y, (u) := log ¢n(u) and that we are assuming that g = 0 on {|z| > K}, we have 0, pp(u) =

¢n(u)duthn(u) for u > 0. Using Fourier inversion, integration by parts, and the fact sup,cg

for any r € [0,1], we can bound §!! as follows:

5// <

n ~v

<

<

~

- ‘/(O:bn]

/(O,bn] 21/’ /(0700) sin(uy) (Qupn(u) — dupo(u)) du

/ e~ (o (u) — o(u)) du

dy

/ cos(uy) (n(u) — po(u)) du
(0,00)

dy

dy

< / g / o |Buion () — Buspo ()] dudy
(0,b,] (0,00)

<

~

0, /( W ) = Do)
0,00

| sin y|
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54 < /( wlen() o) D )+, / o 0o (w) Bt () + B~ |du.

0,00)

Suppose for a moment that
h
(5.5) |0 (u) + BuP 1 < o u > 0.

Then [0, (u)| < (1 +u?)/u and it follows from (5.4) and the statement (1)(a) that

< bfl/ w1+ uP)|on (u) — o(u)|du + bZh/ u" Yo (u)du
(0,00) (0,00)
(5.6) Sbr R + bR SO RMNY = bk
if » € (0,1]; under the assumptions of the present Lemma 2.2(2), one can always take 6 > 3, hence

a, = 1. By (5.3) and (5.6 we obtain

60 S by P+ 00N

Optimizing the upper bound with respect to b, results in the choice b, ~ h~Y/(#*+7) with which we
conclude since r € (0,1] was arbitrary. We note that introducing the parameter r > 0 is essential
in the above estimates.

It remains to prove (5.5). Since p(z) = —1 for |z| > K, partially differentiating with respect to u under
the integral sign we obtain

i) =20, [ (costu) ~ Van ) (1 o by

sin(uy sin(uy
= —2%/ LP(h”ﬁy)dy - 26[3/ ( )dy
(0,Kh=1/8]

y? (0,Kh—1/8] y?
=: Rh(u) + Ah(u)

It suffices to show that |Rp(u)| < h/u and |Ap(u) + BuP 1 < h/u for u > 0. Write £5(y) =y P p(y). We
have Ry, = 0 if ¢, = 0. In case where ¢, > 0, thanks to Assumption [2.1(2)(b), the change of variables
and the integration by parts yield that

R 14 [, s (s
0,K

-1/B
— pi-1/8 cos(uh )
- ‘/(0 K] O (uhl/ﬁ &p(x)da

" h
S u(l +1€5(0+)] +/ ]|ax§5(x)|dx> s

)

Turning to Ap(u), we need the following specific identity from the Lebesgue integration theory [I8]: for
r >0 and 8 € (0,2), we have

sin x B 1 e "VyP~(cosr + ysinr)
(5.7) / dx —T'(1 — ) cos () = —/ dy.
(0. @ 2 T(B) J(o,00) 1+y?

From the definition and the property of the gamma function, we have the identity % =TI(1-
B) cos( 7). Applylng 7)) together with the change of variables, we obtain

sinx

dx + puP—1

| Ap(u) + Bu’ | = ‘ - 2651/3_1/ 5
(0,uKh=1/8] T

/ Smﬂxdm —T'(1—B)cos <ﬂ7r>’
(0,uKh=1/8) T 2
—ry,B-1 —1rY,B
§uﬁ1</ %dy—i—/ € y2 dy)
(0,00) 1+Y (0,00) 1 +Y r—uKh—1/8
e~ T B—1 —x .0
T e %z
T g B / Ty )
( 000 LH @2 T fgoey T+ (/2™

—z..3
{r [3( e TP dr +/ L; m2dx>}
(0,00) (0,00) 75T

S’

r=uKh—1/8

r=uKh—1/8
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h —rh h
5(1+sup/ rs xde> < -—.
U >0 J(0,00) T +x U

Here, in the last step we used that

‘/ ———dr| = Harctan (HC)e_wa} —/ arctan( )(ﬁxﬁ U 2f)e da
0,00) T2+ T T (0,00)  (0,00) r

< / P e %dx +/ Pe%dr < oo
(0,00) (0,00)

uniformly in » > 0. Thus we have obtained (5.5)), completing the proof of the claim (2).

5.2. Proof of Lemma [2.4 -. It is enough to notice that combining Lemma [2.2f1) ., and ( .
leads to

/|fh W)l dy < b, + (eg (h) v BEIDMbL,

and that the upper bound is optimized (with respect to b,) to be (e, (h) Vv h(3/AAL) =

6. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to proving Theorems [3.2 and [3.5] Corollary [3.6] and Theorem [3.11

6.1. Localization: elimination of large jumps. Prior to the proofs, we need to introduce a localiza-
tion of the underlying probability space by eliminating possible large jumps of J. Specifically, by means
of |21, Section 4.4.1], in order to prove Theorems and and Corollary we may and do suppose
that

(6.1) JK >0, P(Vte[0,T], |AJ] < K)=1,

(The arguments in [21, Section 4.4.1] partly concerns the stable convergence in law, which we will briefly
mention in Section . The point here is that, since our main results are concerned with the weak
properties over the fixed period [0, T], we may conveniently focus on a subset Qg (€ F) C 2 on which
jumps of J are bounded by a constant K: sup,cq (<7 |AJi(w)| < K, the probability P(Q 1) being
arbitrarily close to 1 for K large enough; the simple ygt very powerful localization device is standard in
the context of limit theory for statistics based on high-frequency data [20], and has been considered for
quite general semimartingale models. Note that the symmetry assumption of v makes the parametric
form of the drift coefficient unaffected by elimination of large jumps of J.

For later use, we mention and recall some important consequences of either Assumptionwith (6.1)),
or Assumption [2.3]

e Following the argument [21, Section 2.1.5] together with Gronwall’s inequality under the global
Lipschitz condition of (a(-, ap), (-, 70)), we see that

(6.2) ]E<sup |Xt|q> <, sup E (| X: — Xs|9Fs) S h(1+ |XS|C)
t<T t€(s,s+h]N[0,T]

for any ¢ > 2 and s € [0,T7]; in particular,

sup E(|X: — X.|9) = O(h).
t€[s,s+h]N[0,T]

e There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that f‘ v(dz) < y=P for y € (0,Cp], with which [28
Theorem 2(a) and (c)] gives
(6.3) E (Sup |Jt|*”~> < he/8
t<h

for each k € (0, B).
e The convergences (12.3) and (2.5) hold when p(z) = —1 for |z| > K (hence p is bounded):

N / nly) — 65(y)ldy — 0,
/lyl’“lfh(y) — ¢p(y)ldy — 0, K € [0, ).
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6.2. Preliminary asymptotics. Let us recall the notation ¢;(0) = {h'/Pc;_1(7)} 7 (A; X — haj_1()).
Throughout this section, we look at asymptotic behavior of the auxiliary random function

Un(0) 1= m-1(0)n(e;(6)),
j=1

where 7 : Rx© — RF@R™ and 1 : R — R™ are measurable functions. This form of U,,(#) will appear in
common in the proofs of the consistency and asymptotic (mixed) normality of the SQMLE. The results
in this section will be repeatedly used in the subsequent sections.

Let E/~1(-) be a shorthand for E(-|F,_,) and write Uy, (0) = Uy, (0) + Uz,n(0), where

Urn(0) = 3 m-1(0) (n(es(0)) — B~ {n(<;(6))}).

Uz n(0) = Zﬁj—l(H)Ej_l{n(ﬁj(G))}-

Given doubly indexed random functions F,;(#) on ©, a positive sequence (ay), and a constant ¢ > 0, we
will write

Fo;(0) =01q(an) if SupsupE<sup|a;1Fnj(9)|q> < 0.
0

n j<n
6.2.1. Uniform estimate of the martingale part Uy ,,.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that:
(i) m € CY(R x ©) and sup, {|7(x,0)| + |0em(z,0)|} <1+ |2|¢;
(i) n € C'(R) and n(y)| + [yllon(y)| < 1+ log(1 + [y|).

Then, for every g > 0 we have Uy ,(0) = O3 ,(y/n), hence in particular

(6.4) sup
0

U 0) = 0 (VAR = 0,(0),

Proof. Since we are assuming that the parameter space © is a bounded convex domain, the Sobolev
inequality [2, p.415] is in force: for each ¢ > pV 2,

E (Sup |n—1/2U1,n(9)Q) SsupE (In~2U10(0)|7) + supE (In~/205U1.u(6)]7)
0 0 0

To complete the proof, it therefore suffices to show that both {n='/2U;,,(0)} and {n='/204U; ,,(0)} are
L4-bounded for each 8 and ¢ > pV 2. Fix any ¢ > pV 2 and 6 in the rest of this proof.

Put x;(0) = m;—1(0) (n(e;(0)) — BT~ {n(e;(6))}), so that Uy ,(0) = Z?:1 x;(#). Under the present
regularity conditions we may pass the differentiation with respect to 8 through the operator E7~1:

D4 (0) = orej—1(0) (n(€(0) — BV~ {n(e;(6))} )
(6.5) + 75-1(60) (9n(e5(0))00¢;(0) — B~ {0m(e; (0)) Do (0)} )
For each n, the sequences {x;(6)}, and {0yx;(#)}; form martingale difference arrays with respect to
(Ft;), hence Burkholder’s inequality gives E{|n="/205U,(0)|7} < n=' Y7 E{|9fx;(0)|?} for k = 0, 1.
The required L?-boundedness of {n~/29U; ,,()} follows on showing that sup,., E(|95x;(0)[?) < 1.
Observe that for 8 > 1 and r € (0, 8),

r

O = |h7 P (A X — haj-1(a))

S (01X, [O) {28, X+ YA (141X, |9) )
(6.6) S+ 1%, ) (I P8, X ) +1)).

Applying the estimate (6.3) together with the linear growth property of a(-, ap), the Lipschitz property
of ¢(+,70), the estimate (6.2]), and Burkholder’s inequality for the stochastic integral with respect to J,
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we derive the chain of inequalities:

r/2
i1 (|h71/ﬁAjX|’“) < hrul/ﬁ)(h/ﬂ«:ﬂ1{|a(Xs,ao)I2}dS>
J

r/2
< (1+hr(11/ﬁ))(1+|th_1C)+hT/B(/Ej 1(|X th 1| ) S>
J

n h-"/ﬁw-l( [ietXo0) = i1 20,

+ (1 X,y |DE(RTYP I

(14 B YY1 4 X, L |€) + a8 {R2(1+ |X,, |9}
(6.7)
Using and , we arrive at the estimate

E{(1+ Xy, [Des(O)"} S 1 +§351E(|thc) S1

valid for r € (0,3). By means of the condition on 7,
E(Ix;(0)|7) S E[(1+ X, [E " {|n(e;(0))|*}]
SE[(1+ X, ,|9) (1 + B [{log(1+ |e;(0)])})]
SE[+X;, ) +E 0]
S+ fggE(Ith )

concluding that sup; <, E(|x;(0)[%) < 1.
Next we note that
B (0) = WU gci(0) = -2 ),
By (6.5)), the components of dpx;(6) consists of the terms
m010) (n(es(8) B (s (0))}).
72(0)(9m(e; (9)) — B {om(e; (0))}).
7((0) (4(0)m(e; 0)) — B~ e; (0)0m(e; 9)})

for some 7 (z,0), i = 1,2, 3, all satisfying the conditions imposed on 7(z, ). Again taking the conditions
on 7 into account, we can proceed as in the previous paragraph to obtain sup,,, E(|9sx;(0)|?) S 1. The
proof is complete. U

6.2.2. Uniform estimate of the predictable (compensator) part Us . Introduce the notation:

85 (v) = ccjj_ll(gyo))h_l/ﬁAjJ, b(z,0) = c ' (z,y){a(z, ) — a(z,a)},

af 1 (s) = a(Xs,a0) — aj—1(a0), &5 q(s) = co(Xs,70) — ¢j—1(70);

h-1/8 A h—1/8
)= B (s)ds+ 2 [ A (s—)dJL.
) = g [efats ¢ 2 [ ey

Then
e (0) = 85(v) + BP0, 1 (0) + 15 ().
Expanding 1 we have
(6.8) Ua,n(0) = U3, (0) + Uy, () + Uz, (6),
where, with 7;(8;7) := [, 9n( (85(y) + R =P0;_1(0) + srj(y))ds and 7' (x,0) := w(x, 0)c ™ (2,7),

U3 .(0) = ij,1<e>Ef-l {n(56)+071%6,000)) }



ESTIMATION OF LOCALLY STABLE LEVY DRIVEN SDE 25

U nl6) = “ﬂzw B (70 [ ata(oyis).
U, (6) l/ﬂzw B (7o) [ i),

A uniform law of large numbers for (nhl’l/ﬁ)’lUgm(G) will be one of the key ingredients in the proofs.
Lemma [6.2] below reveals that the terms Uj,,(0) and Uy, (#) have no contribution in the limit; we will
deal with the remaining term U3, () in Section

Let us recall Ito’s formula, which is valid for any Cﬂ—functiorﬁ ¥ (see [2I, Theorems 3.2.1b) and
3.2.2a)]): for t > s,

P(Xe) = B(X,) + / (X,

+ / / ((Xue + e(Xur70)2) — $(Xus) — D(Xu)e( X, 0)7} p(du, dz).

Let A denote the formal infinitesimal generator of X:

Ap(z) = 9y (x)a(z, o) + / {9 (2 + c(z,70)2) — ¢ (@) — Ip(x)c(,70)2} v(dz),

the second term in the right-hand side being assumed well-defined. Then

(69) (X)) = b(X.) + / A(X,)du + / / {(Xur + e(Xum,70)2) = 9(Xoo)} ildu, dz).

Obviously, we have | Ay (z)| < 14 |2|¢ for ¢ such that the derivatives 9% for k € {0, 1,2} exist and have
polynomial majorants.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that:

(i) ™ € CH(R x ©) and supy{|n(x,0)| + |Opm(x,0)|} <1+ |2|°;

(ii) n € C1(R) with bounded first derivative.
Then we have Ul (0) = O%,(nh?>~YB) and UY, (0) = O%,(nh?>='/8) for every ¢ > 0. In particular, we
have supg |n=/2U3 ,,(0)] = 0,(1) and sup [n~Y2U% ()] = 0,(1).
Proof. In this proof, ¢ denotes any positive real greater than or equal to 2. We begin with Uj,,(0).
Applying with ¢¥(z) = a(z, ap) and then taking the conditional expectation, we get

o (faw) |

4 Rt {aﬁl (s)}ds

/ EI 1 {|Aa(Xy, ao)|} duds
tj—1

§// {1+ B X.|9)} duds

JJtj—1

(6.10) 5// (14X, ,|9)duds = O}q(h?).
JJti—a1

Write m;(0;n) = 7;(0;n) — E/~17;(0;n)} and ast ,(s) = af ,(s) — B/~ {a$ ,(s)}. Using (6.10) and
noting that 7;(6;n) is essentially bounded, we get

Up (0 WZW o)E- l(mjw » [a6 >ds) 0}, (nh211%)
J

—=p /B ng,l(e) /EH {m;(0:m)as ,(s)} ds + Opa(nh*~ /7).
1 j

By Jensen’s inequality, the claim U} ,,(6) = O}, (nh?~'/?) follows if we show

q
)51.

3In case of B € (1,2), this means that 1 is C! and the derivative 9¢ is locally Holder continuous with index 8 — [3].

1.
(6.11) supsup  sup E(sup‘thl{mj(G;n)de_l(s)}

n anSE[tjfl,tj] 0
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By (6.9) we may express aA 1(s) as

(6.12) /

FX - Xdus [ [ gl 2, do),
tj—1 tj—1
where B/~ 1{ f( X

Xu)} =0 with f(z,2') being at most of polynomial growth in (x, '), and where

j—17
9(x, 2) = a(x + z¢(x, %), a0) — a(z, ao).
Hence, for (6.11]) it suffices to prove

q
(6.13) supsup  sup E(sup’hEJ 1<mJ (0;m / / Xu—, 2)fi(du, dz) > < 00.

[ i1t ]
Let Hj:(0;n) := E{m;(0;n)| F¢} for t € [t;_1,t;]; then, H;; (6;1) = m;(6;n). Recall we are supposing
(L.2): Fi = 0(Xo) Vo(Js;s < t). By its construction, {H;:(0;n), Fi,_, Vo(Ji); t € [tj_1,t;]} is an essen-
tially bounded martingale. According to the martingale representation theorem [22, Theorem I11.4.34],
the process H; () can be represented as a stochastic integral of the form

n j<nsc

(6.14) H;.(6;n) / /fj s,z;0)fi(ds,dz), telti—,tjl,
tj—1
with a bounded predictable process s — ;(s, z;8) such that
supsup  sup supEj—l(/ff(s,z;H)u(dzO < oo.
no jS<ns€ltj—1,t;] 0

Now, we look at the quantity inside the absolute value sign |---| in the left-hand side of (6.13). By
conditioning with respect to F; inside the sign “E/~1” substituting the expression ([6.14)) with ¢t = s, and
then applying the integration-by-parts formula for martingales, it follows that the quantity equals

}1LEH< /f / fj(u,z;Q)g(Xu,z)z/(dz)du).

By the regularity conditions on a(z,ag) and ¢(z,79) we have |g(x, 2)| < |2|(1 + |z|). Tt follows from this
bound together with (6.2]) and Jensen and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities that

E{Slép flz]E“(/;l /fj(uaz;H)g(Xu,z)u(dz)du> q}
/J IE{S‘;pEj1(‘/ﬁj(u,z;ﬂ)g(Xu_,z)y(dz) >q}du
J,.® Lo ([ gwsonan) }Q/Q{E“ ([0 smtan) }m] du

J

/s E{E (1+]X,[°)} du

tj,1

/ E(1+ Xy, ,|¢) du <1
ti—1

-

N A
= e > e :\H

A

This proves (6.13), concluding that Uj ,,(0) = O7, (nh2=1/8).

Next we consider Uy, (). Using the martingale representation for m;(6;7) as before, we have

UL ”BZW o)Ei 1(m]<e 0 [ ((s-)a, )
h l/ﬂzw B 0 ([ e,

e I/BZW o)~ (AH(& n)/ (s )dJ)

=h-1/6217r;1<9>w-1( [ et zontants) [ [ esompzntis.a)
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=h- I/BZW 0)E7~ 1(//5] s,2,0)z (s)y(dz)ds>.

As in the case of a] 1, we have \Eﬂ_l{cjﬁ;l(s)ﬂ < j:_l EI =Y | Ac(Xy, v0)|}du = O34 (h). Hence

(6.15) Uéin(ﬁ) =hYe Zﬂéfl(e /E] ' (“J 5(9)@-{1(8)) ds + O74 (nhg_l/ﬁ),
j=1

where Z; ,(0) := [ &(s,2;0)zv(dz) — B~ [ &;(s,2;0)2v(d2)} for s € [t;— 1, jland & (s) := ¢t 1 (s) —
Ej_l{c 1(s )} We have Supgepy, 4,1 SUPg E—{|Z,.(0))?} < 1 and cj_ (s) admltb a similar repre-
sentation to . Now we once more apply the martingale representation theorem: for each j and
s € [tj—1,t5], the processes M7 (0) := E/={Z; (0)|F.} and M7 := EI=1{e | (s)|Fu} for u € [t;_1, 5]
are martingales with respect to the filtration {F;, , V a(Ju) : w € [tj_1,s]}, hence there correspond
predictable processes m!J(z;0) and m!7(z) such that M7 (0) = fts [ mli(z;0)ia(du,dz) and M7 =
ftj_lfmgj z)p(du,dz), and that sup, EI~1{ [(m(2;0))? (dz)} VEITY [(m)7(2))?v(dz)} S 1. Thus,
using the integration by parts formula as before we can rewrite (6.15)) as

1
Uy, (0) = nh*~ /8. 4 ( h2// - 1</m 2 0)m/ ( )V(dz))duds

+qu(nh2 1/'3).
We can apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to conclude that the first term in the right-hand side is
O34 (nh?=1/8), hence so is Uy, (6).
Since /nh?~1/8 < p3/2=1/8 5 0 for B € [1,2), the last part of the lemma is trivial. The proof is thus
complete. O

6.2.3. Uniform law of large numbers. Building on Lemmas [6.1] and [6.2] we now turn to the uniform law
of large numbers for U, (0) = Uy ,,(0) + Uz (6). First we note the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 6.3. For any measurable function f : R x © — R such that
Sl;p{lf(ﬂfﬁ)l +10:f (2, 0)[} S 1+ |2,

we have (h =T/n)

[t/h 1t
sup su X ,0)— = X,,0)ds| &0
wsup | Zf b T/o f(X5,0)

Proof. The target quantity can be bounded by
L n

sup — Z /sup|f X, 0)— fi—1(0 )\ds+—supsup|f(X,g7 )]

t<T N

1 h
Iyt [+ XX = X, ds + (1 +sup|Xt|C).
n hJ T t<T

By (6.2) the expectation of the upper bound tends to zero, hence the claim. O

Proposition 6.4. Assume that the conditions in Lemma hold and that sup, |07 (x,0)| <1+ |=|°.
(1) If B =1, we have

%Un(e) - ;/OTﬁ(Xt,G)/n<MZ+b(Xt,0)>¢>1(z)dzdt‘ = o,(1).

sup
0

(2) If B € (1,2), we have

sup ‘iUn(e) _1 /OT (X, 9)n<‘wz) gbﬁ(dz)dzdt‘ = 0,(1).

If further n is odd, then
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Proof. By Lemmas and|[6.2]it suffices to only look at US ,, (0) (recall (6.8)); the assumptions in Lemma
[6-2 are implied by those in Lemma [6.1} Let

770 o 1 1 1-1/8
U2,n(9) = WUQTL Z’]T] 1 hl 1/B]EJ {77 (5;(7)+h / bj,l(e))}

(1) For 8 =1, we can write Ug’n(G) as the sum of n=' 37| f 1 (0) and n=" 3°7 | f7_(6), where

P, 0) = n(x, 0) / 0 (Cc(é’;‘))) 4 b(x, 9)) é1(2)dz

2(x,0) := W(x,@)/n(MZ + b(m,@)) {fn(z) = ¢1(2) }dz.
Pick a x € (0, 8) = (0,1). Since |n(y)| <1+ [y|~,

( ’YO) C K
n(c(x,'y) z+ b(z, 9))‘ S (14 |2|%) (A + |2]7).

sup
0
Hence we have the bounds:
(6.16) sup (2, 0) S (1+ |2() /(1 + |21 (y)dy S 1+ ||
and |f2(z,0)] S (1 + |2) [(1+ |2[")|fn(y) — 61(y)|dy = (1 + |2[)o(1); in particular,
fo i ] (1)-
Under the conditions on 7, simple mampulatlons lead to
c(z,70) ) { (C(%Vo)) }
0 z+b(x,0)) -4, z 4+ 0,b(x,0
77( c(z,7) (@) c(z,7) (@)
C(xaf}/@) > (C(%’YO) >‘}
z+b(x,0) |0 z+b(x,0
( c(x,7) (r.0) Jon c(x,7) (@)

<+ |x0>(1 + fa+ |z|ﬂ>¢1<y>dy) <14 [2fC.

(6.17) sup

sup
0

<+ |:cC>{||an||oo +ow

Consequently,

(6.18) sup |9, f1(z,0)] S 1+ |2[.
6

The claim follows on applying Lemma with (6.16)), (6.17), and (6.18).

(2) For 8 € (1,2), we have
_1/870
hl 1/BU2,n(0)

% zn: 7 OB {0 (8(3) + B 7651(0)) }
;im_w) / n(m ) et

1
(6.19) +pi-wel Zﬁ] (0)b;_1 )/ Ej’l{(’?n (6}@)+sh1*1/ﬁbj_1(9))}ds.

0
As with the case 8 = 1, the first term in the rightmost side of (6.19) turns out to be equal to
T fo (X, 0) C((X)(tﬂ?) )¢ (dz)dzdt + 0,(1) uniformly in 6. Moreover, by the boundedness of On and the

estimate |7r] 1(9)[] 1(0)] £ 14Xy, |, the second term is O, (h'~1/#) = 0,(1) uniformly in 6. Hence
Lemma [6.3] ends the proof of the ﬁrst half.
Under the conditions in Lemma it follows from and Lemma that

1 —0
WUn(a) - U2,n(9) = Op(h)~

If n is odd, the symmetry of the density f; implies that the first term in the rightmost side of (6.19) a.s.
equals 0 for each . Then sup, |U(2)7n(0)| = Op(1), hence the latter claim. O

sup
0
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We will also need the next corollary.

Corollary 6.5. Assume that the conditions in Lemma hold, let 8 € (1,2), and let n : R — R be an
odd function. Then, for every g > 0 we have

s S OB (n(es (00,7)) = O (),

and also

nhl nhl1=1/8 Z% 1 (@0,7)) = Of4 ((\/ﬁhl—l/ﬂ)—l)_

Proof. We have U3, (0) = 0 from the first identity in (6.19) and the fact b;_1(co,7) = 0. This combined
with and Lemmas and ends the proof. O
6.3. Proof of Theorem consistency. For convenience we state the following lemma.

Lemma 6.6 (Consistency under possible multi-scaling). Let K; C RP* and Ky C RP2 be compact sets,
and let H, : K1 X Ko = R be a random function of the form
H, (u1,u2) = ki nHipn(u1) + ko Ho (w1, ug)

for some positive non-random sequences (k1 ,) and (k2,,) and some continuous random functions H ., :
Ky — R and Hyp, : K1 x Ko — R. Let (u1,0,u20) € K x K3 be a non-random vector. Assume the
following conditions:

hd ka” = O(kL”);
o sup,, |Hi,(u1) — Hio(u1)l 2.0 and SUD (4, us) [Ha (w1, u2) — Hao(u1,usz)| ) for some contin-
wous random functions Hy o and Hso;
o {ujo} =argmax Hy o and {us} = argmax Hs o(u10,") a.s.
Then, for any (l1 n, Go,n) € K1 X Ko such that Hy, (U1, G2,n) > sup Hy, —op(ke.n), we have (t1,p, U2.5) LN
(Ul,o,uz,o)'
Lemma easily follows on applying the argmax theorem (for example [47]) twice for the random
functions
uy = Ky Hy (u,fan) = Hy o (u1) + Kok Ho (U1, o.0),
g > Ky g {Hp (i1, t2) = Hp (G110, U2,0)} = Ho (1,0, u2) — Ho (i1, u2,0),
in this order.
Returning to our model, we make a few remarks on Assumption Recall the notation b(x,0) =

c Nz, v){a(z,a0) — a(z, @)} and gs(y) = 9ylogds(y). For B > 1, we define the random functions
Yﬁ,l(-) = Y@jl(-' ) : @ — R and YB 2() = YB 2(-;00) :0 =R by

(6200 Vaulr / [ 1o { 25800, (AT 105 93] 2,

1 2 tv 70
Ys2(0) = 5T / b7 (X, 0)/8 ( %) > 5(2)dzdt.
We also define Y/ () (;60) : © = R by

/ / [ { ))(ift’,%))qﬁl(CC(();(t;,?))z—Fb(Xt’H))}_10g¢1(2)}¢1(z)dzdt.

These three functions are continuous in 6. Since the function z — c1¢(c12 + ¢2) defines a probability
density for every constants ¢; > 0 and ¢y € R, Jensen’s inequality (applied w-wise) imply that the d¢-
integrand in is non-positive. The equality Yg 1(v) = 0 holds only when the dt-integrand is zero for
t € [0,7] a.s., hence {7} = argmax Y ; a.s. Similarly, {6y} = argmax Y/ a.s. Moreover,

T
Yg2(,v0) = %/ bZ(Xt,(a,'yo))/8gﬂ(z)¢5(z)dzdt

-1 M f/ 2(X;, 70){a(Xe, a0) — a(Xe, )2t <0,

where the maximum 0 is attained 1f and only if & = .
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6.3.1. Case of 5 =1. Let

L (6) = 1 (E0) ~ 5,(60)) = = 3 (108 L2100 g 0 (56) om0 ).

n

Since {0y} = argmax Y} a.s., by means of Lemma the consistency of 0, (€ argmax Y} ,,) is ensured
by the uniform convergence supy |Y ,,(6) — Y;(6)] 2, 0. This follows from Lemma and Proposition

[6.4)1) with 7(z,0) =1 and n = log ¢1.
6.3.2. Case of B € (1,2). We have

H,, (0) — Hn(00) = knYp51.0(7) + 1Y .2, (0, 7),
where k,, :=n, l,, :== nh2(=1/5) and

Yo1.0(7) 1= = {Hn(ct0,7) ~ (a0, 70)}:

1
Ygon(a,y) = M{Hn(aﬁ) — Hp (a0, 7)}-

By Lemma it suffices to prove the uniform convergences:

(6.21) sup [Yg,1.(7) = Y.1(7)] 20,
¥
(6.22) Sl;p [Y52,(0) —Ys2(0)] 0.

The proof of (6.21)) is much the same as in the case of 5 = 1, hence we only prove (6.22]). Observe that

1

Yanl®) = e O (1o80s(6s0) ~ 0 09(6s 0. )

- h1 nhl—1/8 ij 1(0)g5(€; (o, v +*ij 1(8)0g5(€j(a0,7))

+ o Z b3_1(0) {995 (&;(0)) — 0gs(ej(0,7))}

= 572»71(0) + Yﬁ 2, n(o) + B,Q,n(g)a
Where €;(0) is a random point on the segment connecting €;(#) and €;(ag, ). Since gg is odd, by means of

and Corollaryﬂwe have supy [Y7; 5 ,(0)] = 0p(1). We also get supy |Y7 5, (0)] = 0p(1), by noting
o supy £5(6) — €5 (@0 7| < supy |e;(6) — ¢ (0, 7)| S (1 + |Xe, , [ORI1F = (14 Xy, [9) - 0(1). It
remains to look at Y%&n. The function gg is bounded and smooth, and satisfies that

(6.23) sup [y|* 0% g5(y)| < o0

for each non-negative mteger k. The convergence supy [Y}, ,(6) — Ys2(0)] = 0,(1) now follows on
applying Proposition [6.4(2) for 7 (z,§) = ébz(ac, #) and n = dgz with the trivial modification that inside
the function n we have “e;(cy,7y)” instead of “¢;(9)”.

6.4. Proof of Theorem asymptotic mixed normality. We introduce the rate matrix
D, = diag(Du1, ..., D) := diag (\/ﬁhl—l/ﬂfpa, \/ﬁfpw) cRPQRP.,
and then denote the normalized SQMLE by
in = (Vh! =8 (é — ao), vVi(in —0)) = Da(f — 60).

The consistency allows us to focus on the event {f,, € ©}, on which we have 8yH,(f,) = 0 so that the
two-term Taylor expansion gives

(6.24) (=D, ' 95 H,,(60) Dy, + #4) G, = Dy, OpHL, (60),

where 7, = {#k!}, | is a bilinear form such that
p

|72n| < Z (Dn}ch,% S‘;p |69k80l 60mHn(9)| ) |én,m - 90,m‘-
k,l,m=1



ESTIMATION OF LOCALLY STABLE LEVY DRIVEN SDE 31

Here we wrote 6 = (6;)?_,, and similarly for 6, and 0, Let

A, = D, 0, (6)), T, :=—D, 02H,(0) D, .

If we have
(6.25) (Anr, T'nr) LN (A, I'r(60;8)) where Ag ~ MN, (0, I'r(6o;3)),
(6.26) D, D, sup |06, 06,06, H.(0)| = O,(1), k,l,me{l,...,p},

then 7, = 0,(1) and

-1
i = (Crl6n )+ 0,)) A
=T7"(00; B)An1 + 0p(1)
L e _
7! (60 8)Ar ~ MN, (0, 7} (63 8)) ,
completing the proof. Since I'r(fy; 8) may be random, the appropriate mode of convergence to deduce

(6.25) is the stable convergence in law: recall we say that A, ; convergences stably in law to Ap if

(An,1,Gr) £ (Ar,G) for every F-measurable random variables G,, and G such that G, LN G; we refer
o [13], [19], [20], [21], [22, Chapters VIIL.5c and IX.7] for detailed accounts of the stable convergence in
law which can handle statistics for high-frequency data. It therefore suffices to prove (6.26) and

(6.27) Apz £5 Ag ~ MN,(0, Tz (60; 8)),
(6.28) Loz & Tr(00; B).

6.4.1. Proof of (6.26). We may and do suppose that p, = p, = 1. Write R(z, #) for generic matrix-valued
function on R x © such that sup, |R(z,0)| < 1+ |z|¢. By straightforward computations,

1 Sy 1 -
nh2(=1/8) O Hn(0) = nhl-1/8 ZR]‘_1(9)95(€]'(9))
=1

o RO (0) = Z( 0)gs ej(e»+Rj_1<e>ej<9>agﬁ(ej<9>>)
1 n
+ EZ ( 0)0%g5(¢;(9)) +Rj—1(9)3gﬂ(€j(9))>,
L35, 0) = 1 3 (Ria(0) + Rima (00 0)aacs0)
+ R (O30005(60) + B 03 0P (6,0)) ).
T 0) = 3 (R 0)as(es(0) + g1 (6)656)0s(e,(0)

—

LR (0)E(0) gm(e)))

By (6.23)), all the terms having the factor “1/n” in front of the summation sign in the above right-hand
sides are O, (1) uniformly in 0. Since the functions y — ¢g(y) and y — ydgs(y) are odd, it follows from
Proposition 2) that both

s Y Ry 0)as(e(0) = 0,1,
j=1

s Y Ry (0)65(6)095(ci(9) = O (1),

Py

hold uniformly in 6. These observations are enough to conclude (6.26)).



32 HIROKI MASUDA

6.4.2. Proof of (6.27)). Let ¢; := €;(fy) and observe that

Bnir = (a7 Oata t0). =0, 00 )
( . Za 295-1(%) 0 (e)), }Za r%=10) {1+6j95(€j)})-

Cj 170 CJ 1"}/0

To apply Jacod’s stable central limit theorem, we introduce the partial sum process in D([0, T]; R?), where
D([0, T]; R?) denote the space of cadlag processes over [0, 7] taking values in R?:

lt/h] 8 aj 1 Oéo 1 l£/n] 15) CJ 1 ’}/0
Apyp = IZ 98(€5), IZ {1+¢€gs(e)} ), t<[0,T].

Cj—1 ’Yo Cj—-1 ’Yo
Let
R — diae( — daa;—1(ao) _57%71(70) p 2
(629) Tj—1 = J,l(ﬂo) =d g( Cj_l(’yo) R Cj_l(’yo) ) € RP ® R,
(6.30) n(y) == (95(y), 1 +ygs(y)) = (95(v), ks(y)) € R* (bounded),

so that A, ; = n~1/2 Zj 1mi—1n(€;).  Write T'¢(0g; 8) for I'r(0o; 8) with the integral signs “fT” in
their definitions replaced by “fo 7. Then, by means of [I9, Theorem 3-2] (or [22] Theorem IX.7.28]), the
stable convergence is implied by the following conditions: for each ¢ € [0,7] and for any bounded
(Fi)-martingale M,

[t/h] 1 4

(631) >e (| Gzmmmen] ) 2o
| e/ ‘ 92
(6.32) fzwj BT (n(e) = B ne)})  fmie1 B Te(60; B),
[t/h]

(6.33) | Zm B ()] 2o

I
(6.34) ;Ej_l (\/ﬁﬂjm(ej)AjM> 2 0.

The Lyapunov condition (6.31)) trivially holds since 7 is bounded and |m; 1| < 1+|X¢, |€. For (6.32),
arguing as in the proof of Lemma with [7(z)¢s(2)dz = 0 and noting that

[ 906) = a ] < il [ 151(2) = oz = o),
[ sswatoatiy = [{oat) + vt )}oatuidy =

we obtain for each ¢ > 0

635 B () = [ () + g ()

= /ﬁ(2)¢3(2)dz + 0%, (nY?) = 03, (n"Y?),
Ei-1 {77®2(€j)} = /77®2(Z)fh(2)d2 4 qu(hQ_l/B)

Then the left-hand side of (6.32) equals
| [/

L Z it (/ n®2(z)¢5(z)dz> mi1+ Op(n™/?)
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[t/h]
1 C. 0 _
T LT ( O(ﬁ) C’y(ﬁ)) mj=1 + Op(n™'1%).

By Lemma [6.3[ the first term in the right-hand side converges in probability to I';(6o; 8), hence (6.32)) is
verified.

The convergence (6.33) follows on applying (6.35]) and Lemma
1 [t/h] [t/h}
Z i N {77 e] Z T 1(\f/ 2)fn(z dz) + 0, (th 1/5)

= Op( )+ Op(h3/2 Py = op(1),
all the order symbols above being uniformly valid in ¢ € [0, T.

Finally we turn to . By means of the decomposition theorem for local martingales (see [22]
Theorem 1.4.18]), we may write M = M¢ + M? for the continuous part M¢ and the associated purely
discontinuous part M?. Our underlying probability space supports no Wiener process, so that in view of
the martingale representation theorem [22, Theorem II1.4.34] for M, we may set M ¢ = 0; recall . To
show we will follow an analogous way to [45] with successive use of general theory of martingales
convergence.

It suffices to prove the claim when both 7 and n are real-valued. The jumps of M over [0,T] are
bounded, and we have My := Y/ Ay M =5 M, = M in D([0,T); R). Let

[t/h]
= 3 =mile).
j=1

with 7j(e;) := n(e;) — E71{n(e;)}. For each n, N™ is a local martingale with respect to (F;), and ([6.34)
equals that (M™ N™); — 0 for each t < T. The angle-bracket process

1 /nl

Z i BT HR ()}

is C-tight, that is, it is tight in D([0,T]; R) and any weak limit process has a.s. continuous sample paths;
this can be deduced as in the proof of (6.32). Hence, by [22, Theorem V1.4.13] the sequence (N™) is tight
in D([0, T]; R). Further, for every € > 0, as in the case of (6.31)) we have

P( sup |AN{'| > €| =P max |A;N"| > € P(A;N">¢) <> E(JA;N™*) — 0.
(suplanyi>c) (j§n|]|)jzl| | ;| 1) -
We conclude from [22, Theorem VI1.3.26] that (N™) is C-tight.

Fix any {n'} C N. By [22] Theorem VI.3.33] the process H" := (M™, N™) is tight in D([0,7T];R).
Hence, by Prokhorov’s theorem we can pick a subsequence {n”"} C {n'} for which there exists a process
H = (M% N) with N being continuous, such that H™" 5 H along {n”} in D([0,T};R). By (6.2) we
have

1
supE| max |A;N"| | <sup —=E| 1+ sup|X C> < 0,
W (ysff ’ > SO VR ( up
hence it follows from [22 Corollary VI.6.30] that the sequence (H "”) is predictably uniformly tight. In
particular, (H™" [H™"]) £ (H,[H]) with the off-diagonal component of the limit quadratic-variation
process being 0 a.s.: [M,N] = (M N¢) + 3 o (AM)(ANs) = 0 a.s. identically (see [22 Theorem
1.4.52]) Therefore given any {n'} C N we can find a further subsequence {n”} C {n'} for which
(M~ N £, 0. This concludes that
Wl
n n ~ p
(6.36) [M"™,N"), = ; ﬁwj,m(ej)AjM 5o
in D([0, T]; R).
Since [M™, N"] — (M™, N™) is a martingale, we may write

G} = [M",N"])y — (M" N"t—// (s,2)u(ds, dz)
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for some predictable process x™(s,z). Using the isometry property and the martingale property of
the stochastic integral, we have E{(G})?} = ]E{fotfxn(s,z)stu(dz)} = E{fgfxn(s,z)2u(ds,dz)} =
E{ZO<SSt(AG’;)2} = E{ZOQQ(AM?AN;?F}. Since
1
(AN?)? < max(A;N™)? < — (1 + sup Xt|C>
n

Jj<n t<T
and Zo<ng(AMsn)2 is essentially bounded (for M is bounded), we obtain
1

sup E{(G1)?} < ]E<1 + sup |Xt|C> =0,
t<T n t<T

which combined with (6.36) yields (6.34): (M™, N™); £ 0. The proof of (6.27) is complete.

Remark 6.7. The setting (|1.2)) of the underlying filtration is not essential. Even when the underlying
probability space carries a Wiener process, we may still follow the martingale-representation argument

as in [45]. O
6.4.3. Proof of . The components of FmT consist of

1 34 1 ao 1~ {0a0j-1(00)}

j=1 i=1
7& 2 . 7} ’Y Cj— 1(’70)
(638) na»YHn( CJ 1(,)/0) {1+€J95(6])}
O~¢;j
Z{ PO 444 26ga(e) + S0gate).
1 {0aa; a)}®{3c (10)}
i 1/[36 Oy HL, ( Z =1 Oj () e {95(€j) +€;095(€5)} -

By (6.4 ., w1th Corollary- When B € (1,2), the first term in the rlght hand side of (6.37) is 0,(1). Since

B f agﬁ ( dZ - fg,B ( )dZ = C (ﬂ) by PI‘OpOSlthH 4] we derive
1
— 175 0aHn (00) = Ca(B)S7.0(600) + 0p(1).

By Proposition and fkg z)¢pa(z)dz = 0, the first term in the right-hand side of (| is 0p(1). As
for the second term, noting that the function ig(z) := 1+ 2zg5(2) + 22395( ) satlsﬁes f l,B 2)és(2)dz
— [ K2(2)pp(2)dz = —C.,(B), we obtain

- 22 Z—{a AN (21021 + o)

= C’Y(ﬂ)ET,W('YO) + op(1).
Finally, since [{gs(z) + 2098(z)}¢s(z)dz = 0, Proposition [6.4] concludes that

1

— =175 0a0yHi (00) = 0p(1),

completing the proof of (6.28).

6.5. Proof of Theorem Under the condition [__, [2|»(dz) < oo for every ¢ > 0, the moment
estimates ([6.2)) and ( . are in force without truncating the support of v (see Section . Further, it
follows from Lemmas [2.2(1) and - that we have both (| and .

6.6. Proof of Corollary The random mapping 6 — (X7 ,4(60), X7 (7)) is a.s. continuous, hence
applying the uniform law of large numbers presented in Lemma [6.3] we can deduce the convergences

ZA]T,OW LN Yr.a(6p) and ZA]T,%,L LN Y7.~(70). Then it is straightforward to derive (3.4]) from (6.24)), (6.25),

and ((6.26)).
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6.7. Proof of Theorem Most parts are essentially the same as in the proof of Theorern (hence
as in Theorem [3.2). We only sketch a brief outline.

The convergences and are valid under the present assumptions. As in Theorem
the localization introduced in Section is not necessary here, since, under the moment bounded-
ness sup,; E(|X:|?) < oo for any ¢ > 0 and the global Lipschitz property of (a,c), we can deduce the
large-time version of the latter inequality in by the standard argument: for any ¢ > 2 we have
E(|Xi1n — Xe|1F:) < h(1+]X¢|9), hence in particular

sup B(|Xern — Xi|?) S h sup E(1 + [ X,|9) S h

teR teR L
Obviously, (6.3) remains the same and Lemmas and stay valid as well.

As for the uniform low of large numbers under 7, — 0o, we have the following ergodic counterpart to
Lemma

Lemma 6.8. For any measurable function f : R x © — R such that
sup {[f (2, 0)] +10:f(z,0)[} S 1+ 2|,
we have

sup

Zf] 1 —/f(a:,&)ﬂo(da:) LN

Proof. Write Af(0) =n~" Y7, fj-1(0)— [ f(x,0)mo(dz). By (3.7) we have A/ (6) 2, 0 for each 0, hence
it suffices to show the tightness of {supy |0pAf ()|}, in R, which implies the tightness of {Af ()}, in
C(©). But this is obvious since

n

sup |9 (6) Zsupml )= T/ O S % D1+ 1K, ),

j=1

O

Having Lemma[6.8]in hand, we can follow the contents of Sections and The proof of the
central limit theorem is much easier than the mixed normal case, for we now have no need for looking
at the step processes introduced in Section and also for taking care of the asymptotic orthogonality
condition . By means of the classical central limit theorem for martingale difference arrays [10], it
suffices to show with the same notation as in and (6.30) -,

n 4
ZEj_l(’\/»wj 11(€5) ) ﬂ>O,
j=1

LS B (a5 e)) s 2 ing (Va0 ),V 60 ).

1 n . ,
—= > B ()} 0,
Vi

all of which can be deduced from the same arguments as in Section [6.4.2}
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