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Summary Asymptotic expansion of the distribution of a perturbation Z, of a Skorohod integral jointly with
a reference variable X, is derived. We introduce a second-order interpolation formula in frequency domain to
expand a characteristic functional and combine it with the scheme developed in the martingale expansion. The
second-order interpolation and Fourier inversion give asymptotic expansion of the expectation E[f(Z,,X,)]
for differentiable functions f and also measurable functions f. In the latter case, the interpolation method
connects the two non-degeneracies of variables for finite n and co. Random symbols are used for expressing the
asymptotic expansion formula. Quasi tangent, quasi torsion and modified quasi torsion are introduced in this
paper. We identify these random symbols for a certain quadratic form of a fractional Brownian motion and for
a quadratic from of a fractional Brownian motion with random weights. For a quadratic form of a Brownian
motion with random weights, we observe that our formula reproduces the formula originally obtained by the
martingale expansion.
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1 Introduction

Asymptotic expansion of distributions is one of the fundamentals of theoretical statistics. Its applications
spread over higher order approximation of probability distributions, theory of higher order asymptotic efficiency
of estimators, prediction, information criteria for model selection, saddle point approximation, bootstrap and
resampling methods, information geometry and so on. Bhattacharya and Rao [I] give an excellent exposition
of the probabilistic aspects of asymptotic expansion for independent variables, while we omit a huge amount of
literature on statistical applications of asymptotic expansion methods. Asymptotic expansion has a long history
even for dependent models. A celebrated paper Gotze and Hipp [4] is a compilation of the studies of asymptotic
expansion for Markovian or nearly Markovian chains with mixing property. It was followed by G&tze and Hipp
[5], that applied their result to time series models more explicitly.

For functionals in stochastic analysis, there are two ways: martingale approach and mixing approach.
Yoshida [26], 27] gave asymptotic expansions for martingales with the Malliavin calculus on Wiener/Wiener-
Poisson space and applied them to an ergodic diffusion, a volatility estimation over a finite time interval in
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central limit case, and a stochastic regression model with an explanatory process having long memory. Regu-
larity of the distribution is critical to validate an asymptotic expansion. Thus, naturally the Malliavin calculus
was used there to ensure a decay rate of characteristic type functionals. In connection, though the regularity
problem does not occur there, Mykland [TT] is a pioneering work on expansion of moments for a smooth function
of a martingale. The mixing approach is more efficient if a sufficiently fast mixing property is available. Kusuoka
and Yoshida [9] and Yoshida [28] developed asymptotic expansions for e-Markov processes possessing a mixing
property. The Malliavin calculus was used to estimate certain conditional characteristic functionals defined
locally in time with the assistance of support theorems. See e.g. Yoshida [31] for an overview and references
therein.

In the last three decades, along with the developments in statistics for high frequency data, stable limit
theorems have attracted a lot of attention. Estimation of volatility from high frequency data under finite time
horizon typically becomes non-ergodic statistics. Then, the asymptotic expansion of functionals of increments of
stochastic processes is once again an issue after recent tremendous progresses in limit theorems in this area. Even
though big data is available, the problem of microstructure noise motivates the use of asymptotic expansion.
For example, Yoshida [30] extended [26] to martingales with mixed Gaussian limitﬁ, Podolskij and Yoshida [24]
derived a distributional asymptotic expansion of the p-variation of a diffusion process and Podolskij, Veliyev
and Yoshida [23] gave an Edgeworth expansion for the pre-averaging estimator for a diffusion process sampled
under microstructure noise.

Beyond semimartingales theory, special attention has been focused in recent years on limit theorems for
objects in the Malliavin calculus. Nualart and Peccati [I9] established the fourth moment theorem and charac-
terized the central limit theorem for a sequence of multiple stochastic integrals of a fixed order. Nualart and
Oriz-Latorre [I8] extended the result in Nualart and Peccati [19]. Peccati and Tudor [2I] presented necessary
and sufficient conditions for the central limit theorem for vectors of multiple stochastic integrals and showed
that componentwise convergence implies joint convergence. Nourdin, Nualart and Peccati [13] introduced an
interpolation technique and proved quantitative stable limit theorems where the limit distribution is a mixture
of Gaussian distributions. Power variation, stable convergence and Berry-Esseen type inequality are also in the
scope of this trend.

Nourdin and Peccati [I5] showed the asymptotic behavior of a weighted power variation processes associated
with the so-called iterated Brownian motion. Corcuera, Nualart and Woerner [2] gave a mixture type central
limit theorem for the power variation of a stochastic integral with respect to a fractional Brownian motion.
Nourdin, Nualart and Tudor [I4] derived central and non-central limit theorems for certain weighted power
variations of the fractional Brownian motion. Nourdin [I2] showed various asymptotic behavior of weighted
quadratic and cubic variations of a fractional Brownian motion having a small Hurst index.

By connecting a martingale approach and deforming a nesting condition, Peccati and Taqqu [20] showed
stable convergence of multiple Wiener-Itd integrals. Nourdin and Nualart [I4] proved a central limit theorem
for a sequence of multiple Skorohod integrals and applied it to renormalized weighted Hermite variations of the
fractional Brownian motion. Related to stable convergence are Harnett and Nualart [6] [7] on weak convergence
of the Stratonovich integral with respect to a class of Gaussian processes.

Based on Stein’s method, among many others, Nourdin and Peccati [16] presented a Berry-Esseen bound for
multiple Wiener-Ito integrals, and Edan and Viquez [3] obtained central limit theorems with Wiener-Poisson
space. Kusuoka and Tudor [I0] proposed Stein’s method for invariant measures of diffusions. An advantage
of Stein’s method is that it provides fairly explicit error bounds of approximation. The interpolation method
recently introduced by Nourdin, Nualart and Peccati [13] keeps this merit.

After observing these developments, the aim of this paper is to derive asymptotic expansions for Skorohod
integrals by means of the Malliavin calculus. It is worth recalling the terminology in the martingale expansion
of [30] though our discussion will be apart from the martingale theory. For a sequence of continuous martingales
M"™ = {M},t € [0,1]}, denote by C™ = (M™) the quadratic variation of M"™. When C, = C7 =P Cx as
n — oo, stable convergence of M, := M7* to a mixed normal limit M., ~ N(0,C) usually takes place even if
C+ is random. More precise an evaluation of the gap (), — C'y is necessary to go up to an asymptotic expansion.

The variable C,= r,;1(C,, — Cx) is called tangent, where 1, is a positive number tending to zero as n — oo.

The effect of (', appears in the first order asymptotic expansion, and it gives everything in the classical case of
constant Coy. On the other hand, if C', is random, as it is the case of non-ergodic statistics, then the exponential
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local martingale e} (z) = exp (1zM" +27'z2C}") is no longer a local martingale under the transformed measure
exp (—27'2°Ci)dP/Elexp (— 27'2°C)]. This effect remains in the asymptotic expansion, called the torsion
the exponential martingale suffers from. Two random symbols ¢ and & are defined for tangent and torsion,
respectively, and the asymptotic expansion formula is given in terms of the Gaussian density ¢(z;0, Cs) with
variance Cy, and the adjoint operation of ¢ and . In this article, we will make an expansion formula for the
Skorohod integral M,, = d(u,) of u, in a similar way through certain random symbols. However, since we do
not have any self-evident martingale structure, we introduce new random symbols called quasi tangent, quasi
torsion and modified quasi torsion defined only by Malliavin derivatives of functionals.

We will take a Fourier analytic approach. It is because the formula is a perturbation of a Gaussian density
and the actions of random symbols are simply expressed, as it was the case in classical theory. Moreover, if
we extend such a result, the limit is possibly related to infinitely divisible distributions even if their mixture
appears, and then formulation by random symbols seems natural from an operational point of view. We use an
interpolation method in the frequency domain and expand a characteristic function of the interpolation. The
second-order interpolation is provided to relate the distribution of M,, with the random symbols that determine
the expansion formula.

In this paper, we combine the interpolation method and the scheme originating from martingale expansion.
Non-degeneracy of distributions plays an essential role to validate the asymptotic expansion of the expectation
E[f(M,,)] for measurable functions f. For that, it is necessary to connect the two non-degeneracies of M,
and M. The interpolation method serves as a homotopy between the two random functions, just as the
interpolation along the real time ¢ was used in the martingale expansion [30]. We require only a local non-
degeneracy of M,,, not the full non-degeneracy. There is a big difference between them. For the latter, we need
large deviation estimates and that plot often fails in practice. In parametric estimation, we quite often meet a
situation where the estimator is not defined on the whole €2 but defined locally as a smooth functional. Then
localization is inevitable.

Finally, related to this article, we mention a recent work by Tudor and Yoshida [25] on asymptotic expansion
of multiple stochastic integrals.

The organization of this paper is as follows. We will work with the variable Z,, defined in Section [Z as a
perturbation of a Skorohod integral M, = d(u,) since such a stochastic expansion appears when statistical
estimators are considered. A reference variable X,, is also considered. This formulation is natural because
Studentization is common in non-ergodic statistics, and also because the principal part of the normalized
estimator is often expressed as the ratio of a Skorohod integral and Fisher information. Section [2] introduces
the interpolation method and an expansion of a characteristic type functional along the interpolation, as well
as notion of quasi tangent, quasi tosion and modified quasi torsion. Section [ gives asymptotic expansion of
E[f(Z,,Xy)] for differentiable functions f. We compute the random symbols for a functional of a fractional
Brownian motion in Section Ml Since the Skorohod integral generalizes the Itd integral, our formula should
reproduce the same formula as that of [30] if applied to the quadratic form of a Brownian motion with random
weights. We will see this in Section B but the derivation is more complicated than the direct use of the martingale
expansion for the double Itd integrals. In Section [l the random symbols are computed for a quadratic form
of a fractional Brownian motion with random weights. Finally, Section [7 validates asymptotic expansions of
E[f(Z,X,)] for measurable functions f. As mentioned above, we carry out this task by using two non-
degeneracies of the Malliavin covariances, with the help of the interpolation.

2 Second-order interpolation formula in frequency domain

2.1 Perturbation of a Skorohod integral

Given a probability space (€, F, P), we consider an isonormal Gaussian process W = {W(h),h € $H} on a
real separable Hilbert space $. For any Hilbert space E, any real number p > 1 and any integer k > 1, we
denote by D¥P(E) the Sobolev space of E-valued random variables which are k times differentiable in the sense
of Malliavin calculus and the derivatives up to order k have finite moments of order p. We denote by D the
derivative operator in the framework of Malliavin calculus. Its adjoint, denoted by 4, is called the divergence or
the Skorokod integral. We refer to Nualart [17] for a detailed account on Malliavin calculus. We simply write
D*? for D*P(R). Moreover we write D*>°(E) = N> D%P(E).



For n € N, suppose that u, € D'?($ @ RY) for some p > 2, ie., u, = (ul){_; with each uf, € D"P(%),
i=1,...,d. Let M,, = 6(uy), where §(u,) = (6(u?,))%_,. Consider random vectors W,, (n € N=NU{co}) and
N, : Q2 — RY (n € N). For a sequence of positive numbers (r,,),en tending to 0 as n — oo, we will consider a

perturbation Z,, of M, given by
Ly = M,+W,+r,N,.

Let Goo : © — RY ®, RY be a random matrix, where RY ®, RY is the set of d x d nonnegative symmetric
matrices. The random matrix G, will be the asymptotic random variance matrix of Z,,. A reference variable
is denoted by X,, : @ — R, n € N. We are interested in a higher-order approximation of the joint distribution
of (Zn, Xn).

For a tensor T'= (Ti;,...i\. )iy,....in» WE Write

T[Ulg---;uk] = T[U1®®Uk] = Z E17...,iku§1 qu
D1 yeenylke

for ug = (u}')iy, ..., ur = (u});,. Brackets [ | stand for multilinear mappings. We simply denote u®" =
u® - @u (r times).

2.2 Interpolation and expansion

Define W,,(0) and X,,(0) by W,(0) = 6W,, + (1 — )W and X, (0) = 0X,, + (1 — 0) X, respectively, for
6 € [0,1]. Moreover, the tangent variables are defined by W= r L (W, — Wx) and Xn= o (X — Xeo)
We will construct an interpolation like that of Nourdin, Nualart and Peccati [I3] but in the frequency domain.
Define A, (0;z,x) by

M (0;52,x) = OM,[iz] + 271 (1 — 0*)Goo[(i2)®?] + Wy (0)[iz] + 07, N, [iz] + X, (0)[1X] (2.1)

for § € 0,1], z € RY and x € R%. In particular,

A (052,x) = 2*1Goo[(iz)®2] + Wooliz] + Xoo[ix] =: Ao(0;2,x),
Mn(l;2,x) = Zpliz) + Xn[ix]
and
|e)\n,(9;z,><)‘ < 1.
Let d =d +d;.

Remark 2.1. More generally, for v; € C*([0, 1]; [0, 1]) such that v;(0) = 0 and ~;(1) =1 (i = 0,1,2,3), we can
consider an interpolation

Ml032,%) = 70(0)Ma[iz] + 271 (1 = 70(0)*)Goo(12)%%] + Wi (11(0))[i2] + 72(0) rn Nu[iz] + X (73(6))[1X]

for 0 € [0, 1]. However, it turns out that the derived formula does not depend on a choice of 7;. So we will take
the identity function for ~;, i.e., @) as A, (0;z,x).

Remark 2.2. We could start with the decomposition

of Z,, by taking N,, :VC[)/n +N,,. This decomposition would be expected to slightly simplify the presentation

but the complexity would be the same because, as a matter of fact, I/?/n and N, will always be treated as a set
like in G4 and G defined below.



Consider a sequence 1, € D'P1(R), and for a while we suppose that u,, € D*?(HRRY), G, € D'P(RI®, RY),
Wiy, Weo, N, € DMP(RY) and X, Xoo € DVP(RY1) with 2p~! —|—p1_1 < 1. In the special case v, = 1, we let
p1 = Q.

We write

on(O0n) = on(0,2,x %) = EleM @y, ].
The random matrix G,, (d x d) is defined by
Gu[(i2)®% = (DM,[iz], u,[iz])s.
Remark 2.3. The variable G,, is different from C,, = (M™)7 in the martingale expansion since, in general,

<DMna Un>YJ # <un, un>YJ-

That is, (o;n: T 1(Gn — () 18 not necessarily the tangent variable 8’n, and the sequences Coln and 8’n have
different limits, in general. However, the limit G, of G,, may coincide with the limit C, of C),. In short, we

[e] [e] [e]
may have G, = Cy, however, in general, Goo#Cso- In particular, G, may converge to 0.

The random tensor
arenl(12)% = (DM fazl i), — Gl

on (iz)®? € RY @ RY, is called the quasi tangent (q-tangent), and the random tensor
atorl(i2)”] = i (D(DM, iz unlia) i)
9

on (iz)®3 € (RY)®3 when u,, € D3?($ ® RY), is called the quasi torsion (g-torsion). Moreover, we call the
random tensor

mqTor((iz)®®] = 1, (DGs[(i2)®?],un [iz]>ﬁ

on (iz)®? € (RY)®3, the modified quasi torsion (modified q-torsion). Then

(D qTan[(i2)®%],ualiz]); = qTor[(iz)®°] —mqTor[(i2)*°].
Let
U(z,x) = exp <2_1Goo[(iz)®2] + Wao[izZ] +Xoo[ix]) = (029 (2.2)
Then
BElexp (Zuliz] + Xn[iX])n] — E[¥(2,)¢n] = @n(li¢n) — 0n(0;¢n) = /01 Ay pn (051 )dob.

The derivative of ¢, (0;1,) is computed as follows

B pn (03 1) E {anwm {5(un[iz]) —0Gso[(12)2] + 7 Wa [12) + 1Ny [iz] + 70 X [iX] }wn}
= ] 5, aa]) - 06 (12 + 61D 20 b |

where

GD(x) = 1o Wa [12) + raNaliz] + o X [iX].



Applying the duality relationship between the Skorohod integral § and the derivative operator D (we also call
this duality relationship integration by parts (IBP) formula), yields

Doon(0:60) — E[ekn“’m{9<DMn[iz1,un[iz1>ﬁ L2 (1~ 02)(DCs[(32)?), uni2])

+(DW(0)[32), unli2)y + Bl DN [i2], unliz])s + <DXn<e>[ix],un[iz]>ﬁ}wn]
+FE [e/\"(e*z’x) (D, un[iz])ﬁ}
+FE [6)‘”(9;”) {—HGOO[(iz)Q] +GW(z, x)} wn} .
This expression can be written as
Opon(0590n) = B[O (D, upliz])s]
+0E {eA"W*Z’X’ <<DMn[iz], upliz]) g — Gm[(iz)2]>¢n}
+27(1-60*)E [e)‘"(e;z’x) (DG[(i2)%], un[iz]) ,-an}

+E[e* 02960 (0;2,x)1,,]
= ¥n (95 (D, un[iz]>ﬁ)

O <o; (DM, [i2), unlizl)s — Goouiz)ﬂ)wn)
L2 (1 ), (9; (DGol(32)?), un[izbﬁwn)

+0n (0; GV (02, ),,).

where
G (0;2,x) = GV (0;:z,x) + GV (z,x) (2.3)
with
GD(0;2,x) = (DWioliz), unliz])s + (DXoo[ixX], un[iz])s
FOrn (D W [iz], tn]iz])s + Orn(DNn[iz), un[iz])s + 0 (D X [ix], un[iz])s,.
Let
GP(z) = (DM,[iz], un[iz])s — Guo(i2)®?] = ry qTan|(iz)®?] (2.4)
and
G®)(z2) (DGoo[(12)®?], up[iz]) s = 7, mqTor[(iz)®?]. (2.5)

Thus, we obtained the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that u, € D*P(H @ RY), G € DVP(RY @, RY), W, Wa, N,, € DVP(RY), X, X €
DYP(RY) and 1, € DVPL(R), 2p~ ' +p;t < 1. Then

895071 (9a 1/171) = ¥n (9a <D"/)n7 un[iZDYJ) + O, (9, G’E‘LQ) (Z)wn)
+27 11 = 0%)0n (6; G (@)0n) + 00 (6; GLD (02, )n). (2.6)

In order to establish a second-order interpolation formula we need to further expand the last three summands
in the right-hand side of (Z8). To do this, we will denote by G,, any one of the terms Gg)(O; z,X), el (z) and



G®)(z). Suppose, in addition, that G%l)(H;z,x)wn, Gg) (2)1hn, GO (2)ahy, (D(GS)(H;z,x)wn),un[izDﬁ,

(D(Gg) (0;2)Yn), uniz])» and (D(G%B) (0;2)1,), unliz]) s are in DYP2(R) with py = (3p~' + p; ') =" with p such
that 5p~' 4 p; ! < 1. Then, by Lemma 24, we have

0
o0 (0:Guthn) — on (0:Guttn) = / Oy on (602 Gt ) db
0

6
/O {‘Pn (91; <D(gnwn)a un[iz]>ﬁ) + 0105 (91; Gg) (Z’ X)gn"/Jn)

+27H1 = 03) 0 (01 G (2,)Gnthn ) + @ (015 G (015 2,%)Gn ) }del

0
/ ©n (015 (D(Gnthn), unliz])s ) dO1 + RV (0;2,x,Gy),
0

where

0
RV (0;2,x,G) / {emn (01; GP(2)Gnthn ) + 271 (1 = 07) 00 (015 G (2) Gnthn)
0

+on (01: G (6152, %)Gntn) }d@l.

Therefore, once again by Lemma 2.4, we obtain

Pn (9§ grﬂ/}n) — ¥n (0§ gnwn) = bpn (0; (D(Gnibn), Un[iz]>ﬁ) + R7(z2)(9; 2,%,Gn), (2.7)

where

0 01
R (0;2,x,G,) / 99, 0n (02; (D(Gnthn), unliz]) ) dB2dby + RV (0;2,%,Gy)
0

0
[ oo i s

0200 (02; G (2)(D(Gnbn), un[i2]) 5 )
+271(1 = 03)n (02; G (2)(D(Gntbn), unlizl)s)

+0n (02; GV (0252, %) (D(Grtn) un[iz]) s ) }d92d01 +RW(0;2,%,G,).
By (Z8) and 1), we can write
Dopn(0:0n) = (05 (Dn, unliz))g)
+e{%(o; G (2)tn) + 00u (0: (D(GY (2)tn), unliz))s) + RP (0;2,%, G (z))}
+271(1 — 92){% (0; G (2)pn) + 00 (0; (D(GSD (2)1pn), un[iz])sy) + RP(0;2,x, G (z))}

+{son (0; GO (032, %)10n) + 09 (05 (D(GV(0; 2, )00, unliz])sy) + R (052, %, GP (6 z,x>>}-

1
RP(z,x) = / {%(49; (D, unliz))g) + ORP (0;2,x, P (2)) + 271 (1 — 0*)RP(0;2,x, G (2))
0
+RP(0;2,%, G (0;2,x))

+271(1 = 6%)0, (0: (D(GY (2)1hn) unliz]) ) + O (0 (D(GLD (02, x)thn), un[12]) ) }d9-



Then, integrating dpp, (0;1,) and using the expression for R,(lg)(z, x) and the decomposition (23], yields
1
1
/ Onion(B:0)d0 = 5o (0:62 (@) + 50 (0: (DGD @), unlizl) ) + 300 (05 GO (@)yn)
0
/ (0; GV (052, )00 ) dO + R (z,x)

/ DG 2, x) ) unliz]) )6
= —on(0;GQ(2)n) + 390n(0 (D(DM,[iz], un[iz])s, un[i2]) 1n)
/ (05 G852, X)) B+ (05 (DG 2:0050), 2] 5)
+RD(z,%).
Consequently,
pu(15n) ~ on(0:0n) = gin(0: (DM, [32] unlizl)s — Gacl(32)°]) )
+%gﬁn (0; (D(D M [iz], up[iz]) g, unliz]) o vn)
vion (01 [ G @200, ) + 30 01 (DCED e ), waliz) )
+R3) (z,x).

Using the definition of ¥(z,x) given in ([22)) and the decomposition of el given in ([23)), we obtain
‘pn(l; wn) - Spn((); 1%) = %E |:\I/(Z7 X)<D<DMn[iZ]a un[iz]>ij Un[iz]> wn:|
9
+%E {\I/(z, X) (<DMn[iz], un[iz]>55 — Goo[(iz)Q]) 1/14
+E [\I/(z, x){<DWoo[iz], un[iz]>55 + (DX o [ix], un[iz]>ﬁ
7 W [i2] + 70 Na[i2) + 7o X [iX]
D W [i2], un[iz])g + (D Nn[iz], un]iz])s
47 (D X [iX], un[iz]) s }zpn]
+R®(z,x) + R (z,x),
where
RPOG@x) = 2on(0:G0@x) (Dt unliz])s).

Suppose that there are random symbols &@-0) 682’0), 620 gty g0 g1 6?’0) and Ggl’l), ie.,
they are polynomials in (iz, ix) with coefficients in L'(Q). Let

RP)(z,x) = rnE[\I/(z,x) 3_1qTor[(iz)®3]1/1n] — 1 B[¥(z,x)&3 0 (iz, ix)],
R%ﬁ)(z,x) = rnE[\I/(z,x) 2_1qTan[(iZ)®2]1Pn} —TnE[\I/(z,X)GBQ’O)(iz, ix)]7



RM(z,x) = E |:\I/(Z,X)<DWOO [iz], un[iz]>ﬁ1/)n] - TnE[\I’(Z,X)G(Q"O)(iZ, ix)],
R®)(z,x) = E[\Il(z,x)<DXoo[ix],un[iz]>ﬁ¢n} — 1, B [¥(z,x)&1 Y (1z, ix)],

RO (z,x) = rnE{\IJ(z,x){ W [iz] + Nn[iz]}wn} — 1, B [¥(2,x)61 0 (1z, ix)],

RSO) (Z, X) = ’f‘nE |:\I](Z; X) )%n [1X]wn:| - rnE [\Ij (27 X)6(071) (iZ, iX)],
R Ex) = B |¥a({D W [+ DN, fil) unlial) | = o B0 06 1 12,39,
B) — ru WD Ko 00, fs5) ] — B[00 08152 50
and
R,(z,x) = ZR(” (z,%)
i=3

Remark 2.5. We expect
E[¥(z,x) 37 'qTor[(1z)®°|¢hn] — E[¥(z, x)&30) (iz, ix)] — 0.
However this does not mean that
EH?)_quor[(iz)®3]1/)n - 6(370)(12, ix)|] — 0.
In fact, 9 is not necessarily of third order in z, as we will see in this paper.

Define the random symbol &(iz, ix) by

S(iz,ix) = &G0 (iz,ix) + 6" (iz,ix) + 639 (iz, ix)
+6W Y (iz,ix) + 619 (iz, ix) + 6OV (iz, ix)
+6§2’0)(iz, ix) + 69’1)(12, ix).

We will assume the following hyporthesis:

Al u, € D*P(§RRY), Gy € D3P(RE@, RY), W,,, Was, N,, € D3P(RY), X, Xo € D3P(R%) and o, € D>P1 (R
+
for some p and p; satisfying 5p~ +p;* < 1.

From the above argument, we obtain the following second-order interpolation formula.

Proposition 2.6. Under Condition [A],

(L) = on(059,) + TnE[\I/(z, x)S(iz, ix)] + R, (z,x). (2.8)



3 Asymptotic expansion for differentiable functions

3.1 Expansion formula for F[f(Z,, X,)]

Let f € S(RY), the set of rapidly decreasing smooth functions. Let ¢(iz, ix) = > km Chom[(12)%F @ (1)@
(finite sum) be a random symbol with L' coefficients c,,. The factor v, if exists, can be included in ¢. Let
¢ ~ N4(0, I4) be a random vector independent of F, defined in an extended the probability space, if necesssary.
We denote by f the Fourier transform of f:

fz,x) = f(z,x)e 2 X dy.
Rd
Then, we can write

(27‘1‘)_Ej f(z,¥)on(0;5(iz, ix))dzdx

R&
= E {g(az, 81)f<9Mn +V1—02GY2¢ + W, (0) + QTnNn,Xn(G))} . (3.1)
In particular, for § = 0, we obtain
PO = @m) Y| )R (z,x)dzdx
Rd
= E[pn(DXeo[0n], un[0:]) o F (GHPC + Weo, Xoo)]
—r, B[GN1(D,,0,) f (G2 + Weo, Xoo) | (3.2)
and similar formulas for
) = @m | fEXR (2. x)dzdx (3.3)

for i =5,6,7,9, 10, 11 and 12. For i = 3,4, we define p!i’ by @3). Then

S = @n) [ Fe xRz e (3.4
=3
Let
and let
A = Do), (3.6)

Applying the second-order interpolation formula (Z), we can write
Bl (Zas X)) = B (Zo X)(0 = )] + B (Z, X))
= Bl X)0 =)+ ) [ fexon(1sn)duds
= Bl (Za Xn)(1 — )
+(2m) /R ) [en(0:0) + B [0S 52, 10)] + Rz, dei.
Then, using &) and BF) leads to
Bl (Z0, X)) = B (Za X)L~ )] + B (G2 + Wi, X )il

12
+rn B[S0z, 00) f (GEC + Wao, Xoo )| + > pD(f).
=3

10



Finally, taking into account the definitions of pg)( f) and p53>( f) given in (B3] and (B.6]), respectively, we get
Elf(Zn, X)) = Blf(GPC+ Wao, Xoo )| + 70 B[6(0:,00) F (GRL2C + Woo, Xoo) + 010 (f)  (3.7)

for f € S(RY).

Let ¢, (0) = (0M,, + VT — 2GEL>¢ + Wiy (0) + 01, Ny, X,,(0)). In particular, ¢,(0) = (GS*¢ + Wao, Xoo) =
(s(0). Let §. = i719. and §, = i~19,. Among the summands in @&8), pi” (f) is given by @F). A precise
expression of pi (f) is as follows

1
pIf) = /0 {E[<Dwn,un[az]w(cn(@))] +0pD (f;0) + 271 (1 = 0%)p 2 (£:6)
+p0 D (£:6) + 271 (1 = 6°)0E[(D(GLY (8:)¢n), unld:])s f (G (0))]

FOR[(D(CD(0; 82, 80)n), wnl0:]) 5 £ (Coo (0))] }de,

A3 (5 / /9{ (D((DE@10). z1>ﬁ),un[az1>ﬁf<<n(92»}

+02 E[GD (8:) (DG (8:)n)s un[d:]) o f (G (62))]
+271(1 = 03) E[GIY(8:)(D(GP (8:)9n ), unl0:]) £ (G (62))]

+E[G) (02 8z, 82)(D(GY (8:)thn ), un[0:]) 5./ (o (62))] }d92

where

0
4 /0 {elE[wnG?(@)G?(&z)f(cn(el))]
+271(1 = 07)E [ G (82) G2 (8:) £ (Ca(61))]
+E [ G (0182, 82) G (82) £ (G (61)))] }del,

o8 (£16) / /9{ (D((DE@10). z1>5),un[az1>ﬁf<<n(92»}

+02E[GE) (8:)(D(G (8:)t0n), unl0:]) £ (Ca(62))]
+271(1 = 83) B [GY (:)(D(GY (8:)vn ), unl0:]) £ (G 62))]

+E [G,(@l) (02; 8-, &z)<D(G7(13) (82)%n), un[0:]) 6 f(Cn (92))] }d92

0
4 /0 {elE[wnaw(&Z>G;3><&z>f<<n<el>>]
+27H(1 = D) E[nGP (8:)GP (8:) £ (¢a(61))]
+E [Un G (013 8-, 82) G (82) £ (G (01))] }d91,
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and

w0 - [ 9 / . {E[<D(<D<G5}><e;&z,azwn),un[azwﬁ),un[az1>ﬁf<<n<92>>]

+0:F [G%Q) (§Z)<D(G$zl) (9§ &z; &1)7/171)7 Un, [aZ]>ny(<n (92))}
+271(1 = 05)E[G(8:)(D(GS) (6 8z, 8 )n) unld:]) £ (Ga (62))]

+E[G(0; 82, 8:)(D(GL) (623 82, 82 )on), un[0:1) 5 f (G (62))] }d92

0
+ /O {elenG@(@z)GsMa;&z,@mf@n(ol))]
+27(1 - ) B [0, GP (8:)G (0: 8., 8:) F(Ca(61))]
+E[YnGP (08, 82) G (01582, 8:) £ (Ca(61))] }dt%-

Fori=4,..., 12, a precise expression for pg )( f) is given below

J0(f) = rn{E[w W [az1<Dwn,un[azngf(coo(om}
+E[21Nn[az]<Dwn,un[aznﬁf(cm(o»]}

FE[2 X [00) (Dt 4021} (G (0))] }

JO(f) = Tn{E{swnrnl@w n[az],un[az]>,~j,un[az]>ﬁf<cm<0))}

M,
—E[6%(9.,0,) f (C(0))] }

pO(f) = m{EP1wnrn1(<DMn[az],un[az]>,.)—Goo[<az>2])f<coo<0>>}

B[ 0- )16 0)]

P = m{E[wnrﬂDWoo[iz],un[iz]>ﬁf(<oo<0>>}—E[6<2’0><6z,az)f(<oo<0>>}},
p$(f) = m{E[wnr;%DXoo[az],un[az]>ﬁf(<oo<0>>]—E[6<1’1><az,az)f<<oo(0>>]},
p0) = o Bl 07 0+ N[0 (6 0)] = B[8¢9(0.,0.)1(6 0)] |
PO = rn{Ewn X» [ax]f(coo(t)))]E[Gw*”(az,am)f(coo(o»]},

pSV() = rn{E[¢n<D W [02] + DN (0], un[0:) (Coo (0))] = E[650(02,02) £ (oo (0))] }
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and

AD(f) = rn{Emw X 0], un[0:1) £ (Coc (0))] —E[G?’”(fﬂz,@z)f@oo(o))]}-

Let = max{7, 8o}, where Sy is the degree in (z,x) of the random symbol &.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that Condition [A] is satisfied. Then
Elf(Zn. X)) = EIf(GPC+ Woo, Xoo)] + 1 B[S0z, 00) f (G + Woo, Xoo) + 0P (f)
for f € Cbﬂ(Ra).

Proof. Since S(RY) 3 f — E[f(Zn, Xn)], ELf (G +Wao, Xo0)], E[S(0-,0,) f(GH? ¢+ Wao, Xoo)] and pi (f)
are expressed as a sum of bounded signed measures applied to the derivatives of f, Equation (7)) holds for all
fe C’f (RY) with the same expression for pgll)(f). i} 0

In order to prove pg)( f) = o(r,), we can apply either stable convergence A, —% A, L'-convergence

|[Ar, — Aso|l1 — 0, or the integration-by-parts formula to evaluate the error terms of the form E[A,, f({.(0))] —
E[As f(Cn(0))] whether Ao, = 0 or not. We will present an estimate for pgll)(f) in Section

3.2 Estimate of pg)(f)

Define the following random symbols

63V(iz) = &BY(izix) = %rn1<D<DMn[iz],un[iz]>ﬁ,un[iz]> = %qTor[(iz)‘gg],
9
1 1 _ . . . 1 .
& (i2) = &) (1z,1x) = 51, 'GP (@) = grn1(<DMn[u],un[1z1>,., —Gw[ozﬂ) = SaTan[(i2)*],
(‘5,(12’0)(12) = 653’0)(iz,ix) = r;1<DWm[iz],un[iz]>ﬁ,
SV (iz,ix) = (DXoo[ix] unliz]),
G10(iz) = &1V (iz,ix) =W, [iz + Ny[iz],
(‘5,(10’1)(1x) = 6511’0)(iz, ix) :)%n [ix],
60 (iz) = Gf;zo)(iz,ix):<D Wa [iz]+DNn[iz],un[iz]> ,
H
Ggl,’z)(iz,ix) = <D )%n [ix],un[iz]> .
H

Remark 3.2. As mentioned in Remark 2.5 the order of the random symbol 6(370)(iz, ix) appearing as the
limit of the corresponding sequence 6513’0)(iz, ix) does not necessarily coincide with that of the latter because
&30 (iz,ix) is determined by the action of (‘5%3’0)(iz, ix) to ¥(z,x) under expectation. It is also the case for
other symbols.

For $)-valued tensors S = (S;) and T = (T;), (S, T)s denotes the tensor with components ((Si, T;)¢ )i, ;-

[B] (i) un € D*($ @ RY), Gow € D¥?(RY @, RY), Wiy, Wao, Ny € D3P(RE), X1, Xow € D3P(RY) and o, €
D271 (R) for some p and p; satisfying 5p~ +p;* < 1.

TOn each bounded ball, take a sequence fj, € S(Ra) that converges to f in C’{f. The differentiability condition can usually be
relaxed since not all orders of monomials appear in &.
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(ii) The following estimates hold:

[unll, = O()

Z ||G£zk)||p/2 = O(Tn)

k=23
H <DG512)5 un>y) ||p/3 = O(Tn)

(DG, un) s = olra)

(P06 ) 0n),

> H(DA,un>5Hp = O(rp)

A=W 2], X oo [X]

>

k=23

= o(rn)
p/4

> DDA ) s unld) g lls = olrn)

A=Woo , X oo

> H<D(<D<DA,un>ﬁ,un>ﬁ),un> = o(ry)
A=Woo, X oo Hllp/4
| Wn ||3,p + ||Nn||3,p + | X» ||3,p = 0(1)
> H<D<DB,un>5~),un>ﬁ = o(1)
o o p/3
B=Wn,Nn,Xn
> ’<D<D<DB,un>5,un>ﬁ,un> = o(1)
o o Hllp/a
B=Wn,Nn,Xn
1= %nll2p, = olrn)
(iii) For every z € RY and x € R%, it holds that
lim E[\I/(z,x)‘ln(iz, ix)wn} = E[\P(Z,X)T(iz, ix)]

n—oo

for ($,,%) = (677,669, (&8

n

(657}071),6(071))7 (6(270) 652,0)) a,nd (651,1)’ 51,1)).

1n > N
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We say that a family of random symbols {¢*(iz,ix) = > km rml(i2)®F @ (1x)®™]; A € A} is uniformly
integrable (u.i.) if the degrees of polynomials are bounded and the family {c} , ; A € A} of tensor-valued random
variables is uniformly integrable for every (k,m). Recall that = max{7, BO}, where fy is the degree in (z,x)
of the random symbol &.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Condition [B] is fulfilled. Then pgll)(f) = o(ry,) for every f € Cf (Ra). Moreover,

sup [p (f)l = ofrn)
reB

for every bounded set B in Cf“(]Ra).

Proof. The sequence {GS”O);TL € N}, is ui. from FI0) and B3) for k£ = 3. {6(()?7’10);71 € N} is ud. from (&9)
for k = 2. {G%Q’O)W € N} and {6%1’1);n € N} are ui. from (3I3). {GS’O);n € N} and {6%0’1);n € N} are u.i.
from (BI6). {6%10);71 € N} and {69,’11);n € N} are u.i. from [B.8)) and BI6]).

We consider first the case of p%g)( f), given by

P (F) = o { E[6nS (02, 0.) 1 (e (0)] — E[61D(02,00) f(Coo(0))] }
By [B] (iii) and the formula ([B2]), we obtain

lim B¢y &1 (0:,0:)f(Ce(0))] = E[&11(0:,0:) (¢ (0))] (3.20)

n—o0

for f € S(Ra). Let y : RY — [0,1] be a smooth function with a compact support. Since for f € C’f (Ra), the
function xf is uniformly approximated in Cf (RY) by some function in S(RY), we have

lim ‘E[%GS’”(@,am><xf><coo(0>>]E[Gm(az,az)(xfxcoo(o»]‘ =0 (3.21)

n—oo

for f € Cbﬁ (RY). Let B* be a bounded set in CF (RY). Let e > 0. Due to the uniformly integrability of the family

{(‘5511’1); n € N}, we can write

sup
feBB neN

B[S 0-,0((1 = 1) N)(Gol0)]| + s

E[G“’”@,az)((l—x>f><<oo<om\ <
(3.22)

if we choose x satisfying x = 1 on a sufficiently large compact set. Combining [B2I) and ([B:22)), we obtain

lim }E[%GS*”(@,az>f(<oo(0>>]E[G“*”(az,az)f(coo(o»]} =0 (3.23)

n—oo

for f € Cf (RY). Moreover, we have

S sup E[n& 1 (9, 00) () (¢ (0)] — E[G“*”(az,aa(xf)(coo(om‘ = 0, (3.24)
= 1
since the functionals in | | are equi-continuous in f in C#(RY) and BP*! is relatively compact in B? if the

domain is restricted to supp(x). Therefore we showed that p518)( f) = o(ry,) for every f € Cf (RY), and that

SUP pe ot |p§lg)(f)| = o(ry). Similarly, we obtain the same estimate for pg)(f) fori=5,...,12.

Moreover, we have sup ¢ o |p£12)(f)| = o(ry) from B.I9), and sup;epe |p£14)(f)| = o(ry,) from &8, BI6)
and (319).
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The tensor G%l)(G, -,+) is denoted by G%l)(G). The estimate ||(A}'511)(9)||p/2 = O(ry,) follows from FI3), (BI6)
and ([B.8), and the estimate ||G511)||p/2 = O(ry,) follows from ([BI6). Therefore

IGDO)p2 = Olrn). (3.25)
We obtain
H<DG53)(9),%>5HM3 = o(ry) (3.26)

from BI4) and BIT) for every 0 (or § =0,1), and

IDED wn) |, O(ry) (3.27)
from ([BI6). Moreover, we have
(D60 ) | = o)
Hllp/3
by BI5) and (3I]), and
H<D<DG£}),un>ﬁ,un> = o(rn)
Hlip/3
by BI), so that
H<D<DG$})(9),un>ﬁ,un> = o(ry) (3.28)
Hllp/3

Let us investigate the order of pS’) (f). Denote by p[i] (i =1,...,24) the 24 linear functionals of f appearing

in the expression of pS’)( f). Though not explicitly mentioned in what follows, Condition [I9)) is used every
time in estimation of p[i] to ensure either |1, ||,, = O(1), [[D¥n|lp, = o(ry) or | D*¢y, ||, = o(ry,). The estimate

p[1] = o(ry,) follows from B.8) (and BI9)). The term p[2] corresponds to the first term in the expression

of p{>Y); then p[2] = o(ry,) from BI2), B9), BI0) and (B.8) with the aid of the Leibniz rule; p[3] = O(r2)
from (B3, @I0) and @F); pl4] = O¢2) from BI), @I and @) pl5) = 0(2)) from B2, EI0)
and @3); pl6] = O(2) from BI); pl7] = O(r2) from EI; pls] — O(2) from B2 and @I; pl9] —
() + 0(7n)0(rn) + O(ra)o(ra) = o(ra) from (EI2), @IT), @) and @I; p10] = o(r2) + o(r) = o(r2) from
BI0), B.9) and B8); p[11] = o(r7;) + o(ry) = o(r7) from BII), B.9) and B.8); p[12] = o(r}}) +o(ry) = o(r7)
from [3.25), G.I0), BI) and BI); p[13] = O(r2) from BA); p[14] = O(r2) from BI); p[15] = O(r2) from
B.23) and B3); p[16] = o(rn) + O(rn)o(rn) + O(rn)o(rs) = o(ry) from B.28), B.26), B.27), (B.25) and B.3);
ol17] = 0(2) + o(r3) = O(2) from T, G20, B2, G2 and B p[18] = 0G2) + o(r3) = O2)
from B3, B20), G20, B2 and @) p[19] = O(2) + o(rl) = O(2) from B, B2, B2D) and
B3); p[20] = O(r}) from BI) and B.25); p[21] = O(ry) from BY) and B2E); p[22] = O(r7,) from B20);
p[23] = o(rn) + o(r?) = o(ry,) from BII), BI) and B.); p[24] = o(rn) + o(r2) = o(r,,) from B26) and B.5).
We remark that some p[i]’s involve a product of five LP variables besides v, or its derivative, and that the
seventh derivative of f appears in p[11]. These estimates give sup ez | pg)( )] = o(ry). This completes the
proof. O

4 A functional of a fractional Brownian motion
In this section, we shall consider a functional of a fractional Brownian motion (fBm) with Hurst parameter

H € (0,1) on the time interval [0,1]. The fBm is a centered Gaussian process B = { B, t € [0,1]} defined on a
probability space (2, F, P) with covariance function

1
Ru(t,s) = E[BsBy] = 3 (2 — |t — 52
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The process B is a standard Brownian motion for H = . Denote by £ the set of step functions on [0, 1]. Then

it is possible to introduce an inner product in £ such that
(Ljo.1>L0,6)) 5, = E[BsBi]-

Let || |ls = ()¢ /2 Hilbert space $ is defined as the closure of £ with respect to I 1ls-

It is known that the mapping 19 ;) — B; can be extended to a linear isometry between $) and the Gaussian
space spanned by B in L? = L?(, F, P). We denote this isometry by ¢ +— B(¢). The process {B(¢), ¢ € H}
is an isonormal Gaussian process. We refer to [I7] for a detailed account on the basic properties of the fBm.
Assume again that F is the o-field generated by B.

In the case H > 1, the space $) contains the linear space [§)| of all measurable functions ¢ : [0,1] — R
satisfying

1 1
[ [ 1elietolie s -2asit < .
0 0

In this case, the inner product (yp, ¢) is represented by

(p,d)y = H2H — 1) // — 5?72 dsdt (4.1)

for ¢, ¢ € |9|. Furthermore, L ([0,1]) is continuously embedded into $). The following lemma provides useful
formulas for the inner product in the Hilbert space $.

Lemma 4.1. (i) Let H # % For any piecewise continuous function ¢ on [0,1], the inner product (p,1j0.4) s
s given by

! OR
(@ 1p)n = / o) 2R 1, )
0

/0 e H{t?" 1 — |t — s|*" ~'sign(t — s) }dt. (4.2)

(i) Let H # 5. For any piecewise continuous function ¢ on [0,1] and ¢ € C}([0,1]),

[ e St e o)~ [ O syt sy

0

(@, )5

[ eom{emts0) 4 0= ot
+/0 |t — s|*H ~tsign(t — s)z//(s)ds}dt. (4.3)

(iii) Let 0 < H < 1/2, 0 < a < b< 1. Then for any piecewise continuous function ¢ on [0, 1],
o 1aa)n] < ll@lloc (b —a)*.

Proof. Approximating ¢ by step functions we can derive (i). For (ii), using (i) we can write

(ovmon = [ r0aworas)
- 1/;(1)/01 ()aRHtldt // aRH t, $)0' (s)dsdt.

Simple calculus with (i) gives (iii). O

In what follows, we shall write
=+/HI'(2H), H € (0,1). (4.4)

<507 1/)>5')
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Notice that ¢; = \% and for H > 1/2, cy = \/H(2H — 1)I'(2H — 1).

We will consider the sequence of random variables Z,, = 6(uy,), n > 1, where

Unp, (t) = nthBt]-[O,l] (t)

The following provides the convergence in law of the sequence Z,,. For the Brownian motion case, this result goes
back to Peccati and Yor [22]. For H > 3, it was proved by Peccati and Tudor [20] and a rate of convergence in
the total variation distance was established in [I3]. For H < %, the convergence in law of Z,, it is a consequence

of our asymptotic expansion proved below.

Proposition 4.2. The sequence Z,, converges stably in law to (/G , where Goo = ¢34 B? and ¢ is a N(0,1)

random variable, independent of {By,t € [0, 1]}.

In the setting of Section 2] the variables are now Z,, = M,,, W,, = W =0, X,, = Xoc =0, ¢, = 1 and
Goo = ¢4 B?. We are interested in investigating the asymptotic behavior of the three basic terms: modified
quasi torsion, quasi tangent and quasi torsion. We denote by Cy a generic constant depending on H, that may

vary in different lines.
Consider first the case of the modified quasi torsion.
(i) Case H = 5. We have G = 3B} and D;Goo = B11g 1)(t). Therefore,

1
GP®) = (DGu,un)s = V/nBy / " Bydt.
0
As a consequence, taking r, = n~!/2, we obtain
_ (3) LY p2
mqTor = +/nG{» = B7,

for all p > 2.

(4.5)

(it) Case H # &. We have Gos = 3, B}, where cy is the constant defined in (@) and DyGo = 2¢%, B11g 1(t).

Applying (£2) yields
<DGOO,’U,n>_ﬁ = QC%nHBﬂt”Btl[O,l] (t), 1[0,1] (t)>y)

1
= QC%HHBl/ BJ”H{tQH*l + (1 _ t)2H71}dt.
0
Using the decomposition By B; = B? + B1(B; — By), we can write
1
<DG007un>YJ = 20%{7”LHB%/ th{t2H71 + (1 _ t)?Hfl}dt
0

1
+2c§1nHBl/ t"(By — By)H{?" ' + (1 —t)*" " }dt
0

T'(n+ 1)F(2H)} .

_ 2232H H-1 H
i {n o T(n+1+2H)

where || R, ||, = O(n™!) + O(n=2H) for all p > 2. As a consequence, we obtain the following results:

If H > % we take r,, = nT~1 and
maTor = r;'G® 55 2H2T(2H)B2.
If H < % we take r,, = n~ and
mqTor = 'G® 55 2 12T (2H)2 B2.

Notice that the limit is discontinuous at H = %

the asymptotic expansion for E[f(Z,)] without classification for H.
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4.1 Brownian motion case

We will analyze the asymptotic behavior of the quasi tangent and the quasi torsion, which are the main ingre-
dients in the asymptotic expansions.

4.1.1 Quasi tangent
Let us now establish the asymptotic behavior of the quasi tangent, defined by

qTan = VnG? = /n((DZ, un) g — Goo) .
We have, for s € [0, 1],

1
D,Z, = /ns"B, + \/ﬁ/ t"dB;.

1 1 1
(DZy,un) g = n/ SQntdS Jrn/ s" By </ t"dBt) ds.
0 0 s
(2) 1o
Gy’ = (DZp,un)s — §Bl

1 1
1
= n/ s*"(B? — B?)ds + B? (/ ns?"ds — —>
0 0 2
1 1 1 1
+n/ s"(Bs — By) (/ t"dBt> ds + nBl/ s" (/ t"dBt> ds.
0 s 0 s

Using the decomposition (B2 — Bf) = (Bs; — B1)? — 2B1(B; — By), yields

Therefore,

Then,

2

1 1
B
G2 = / (B, — By)%d —23/ (B — By)ds — —t
. nos( 1)%ds n105(1 )ds yroSE)

1 1 1
n
—n | s"(B; — B, t"dBy | ds + B / " aB
/0 (B )</s t) "n+1 '

= Zn,l + Zn,2 + Zn,3a

where
1 1 1 1 _ gntt
Zp1 = n/ s*"[(By — Bs)* — (1 — s)]ds—n/ s" [(Bl — By) (/ t"dBt) - 7] ds,
0 0 s n+1
2 B%

n
Zn = - - )
2 2n+1)22n+1) 4n+2
1
n
Zng = —— B [ 4B,
3 (n+1D(2n+1) 1/0 !

The term Z,, ; belongs to the second Wiener chaos and it can be written as a double stochastic integral:
1 1
Zn1 = / 202" </ dBTdBu> dsf/ ns" (/ (r'" + u")dBTdBu> ds = Iy (fn),
0 [s,1]2 0 [s,1]?

falr,u) = an_ . min(r, u)*" T — ﬁ min(r, u)" (" + u™).

where

It is not difficult to check that n?|| f, |3 . converges to a constant as n tends to infinity. Therefore, ||Z, 1]z =
O(n=1). Clearly, we also have [|Z, ]2 = O(n=1Y). Finally, |Z, 52 = O(n~#/2). Consequently, ||vnGY |, =
O(n_1/2), and hence the effect of the quasi tangent disappears in the limit, that is, 682’0) =0.

19



4.1.2 Quasi torsion

Let us first recall the definition of the quasi torsion
qTor = V(D(DZy, un) s, tn) g = V(DG ) 5 4+ V(DGoo, ) 5.

Since G\ is in the second chaos, it follows that v/n||[|DG2 ||glla = O(n=1/2) from /n||G\P ||, = O(n=1/?) in
Section LTl Therefore, from ([@3) we deduce

VA(D(DZy un) sy )y 2> B2

for all p > 2. Thus we obtain 30 = 37152,

4.1.3 Asymptotic expansion

From the computations in Sections LTI and EET.2] we deduce that conditions B.8), (39), B.I0), (II) and
BI2) are satisfied for all p > 2. Thus, taking ¢, = 1, assumption [B] holds and we can apply Theorems BTl
and In this way, we obtain

BU(Z2)] =BG+ —=E& @) HCLO1+ i)
= BB} + = EB O GIBIO) + A (1) “8)

for f € C3(R), where ¢ ~ N(0,1) is independent of By, and pgll)(f) =o(n"2).

4.2 Fractional Brownian motion. Case H > %

Recall that in that case r, = nf— 1.

4.2.1 Quasi tangent

We are going to establish the convergence in law of the tangent and show that it does not contribute to the
asymptotic expansion. We have, for s € [0, 1],

1
D.Z, =n"s"B, + nH/ t"dB,.

S

Therefore,

1
(DZp,un)s = |unl3 +nH<un,/ t"dBt> =t ||un||3 + ®n, (4.9)

k3l

and the quasi tangent qTan is given by

qTan =n'"H7G@ = ' (|Jun |3 — 4B +@,,) .

Let
012%1 = 2H*(2H — 1)2/[ . |logy1 — log 1| ~2|log ya — log o172
0,1
x([logy1[*" + |logy2|*" — |logyy — log y2|*"" ) day dwodyr dys. (4.10)
and

ot = H*(2H — 1)3/

|1 — 81|2H_2|1 — 52|2H_2d51d52/
[0,1]

o |logz1 —logzo|*" ~?da1dzs.  (4.11)
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Proposition 4.3. For the term ||luy||3, we have
L
2 ([lunl[§ — ¢ BY) = omiBiC (4.12)
where ¢ is a N(0,1)-random variable independent of B. On the other hand,
1o, 5 oy ,Bi, (4.13)

where ¢ is a N(0,1)-random variable independent of B. As a consequence, taking into account that H > %, we
obtain

qTan =n'"HG? 5 54, By C. (4.14)

Proof: We first show [I2). We can write
1 1
lunlly — ;B = H(2H —1) <n2H/ / t"s" By B,|t — s|*1"2dsdt — T'(2H — 1)B§>
0 0
1 1
= H(2H - 1)n2H/ / t"s"[B; By — B2||t — 5|~ 2dsdt
0 0
1 1
+H(2H — 1) (nQH/ / t"s"|t — s|*H ~2dsdt — T'(2H — 1)) B}
0 0

= An,l +An7QB%

The term A, 5 is a deterministic term bounded by Cn~!, therefore it does not contribute to the limit. In order
to handle the term A,, ; we make the decomposition

BBy — B% = B1(B — B1) + (Bs — B1)(By — B1) + B1(Bs — By).

We claim that the product (Bs — By)(B; — B1) does not contribute to the limit of nfl A,, ;. In fact,

1 1
H(2H — 1)n2H/ / "By — By| By — Bullt — 5" ~?dsdt = > |s"| B, — B ||I%
0 0

1 2H
< Cun®™||s"|Bs = Bil|[31/n = Cun®" (/ sT| B, — Bllﬁds)
0
By Minkowski’s inequality, the expectation of this quantity is estimated as follows
1 2H 1 2H
Cpn?H ‘ / s#|B, — By|7ds < Cyn*f (/ ST ‘|Bs —Bl|%‘ ds)
0 L2H (Q) 0 L2H(Q)

1 2H
< Cyn?f (/ sH (1 — s)ds) < Cyn—21,
0
Therefore, it suffices to consider the term

1 1
A, =2BH(2H — 1)n2H/ / t"s"(Bs — By)|t — s|*" 2dsdt =: B1 A, 3,
0 0

and to show that n'f A, 3 converges in law to a Gaussian random variable with mean zero and variance 01%171
independent of {By,t € [0,1]}. This a consequence of the following two facts:

(i) Bm*MA7 5) = ofp ;.

(ii) E(n" A, 3Bt) — 0, for any t € [0, 1].
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The proof of (i) is based on the computation of the limit of the following quantity

AH*(2H — 1)2n6H/ s sTN B[(By, — B1)(Be, — B1)|t1 — 5127 2 |ta — so|*H ~2ds dsodty dty
[0,1)4

=2H?(2H — 1)*n" / STty shty
[0,1]*
X(|1 — t1|2H + |1 — t2|2H — |t1 — t2|2H)|t1 — 81|2H_2|t2 — 82|2H_2d81d82dt1dt2.

This limit can be evaluated using the change of variables s’f“ =2, SZH = I9, t’f"’l =y and t’;“ = 19, which
leads to the representation I0) of o7 ;. The proof of (i) can be done in a similar way. This concludes the

proof of [@I2).

For (I3)), we can write

1 1 1
o, = H(2H71)n2H/ / t" By </ 9”dB9> |t — s> ~2dsdt
0 0 s
1 1 1
— H(2H71)n2H/ / t”(BtBl)</ 9”dB9> |t — 5|7 ~2dsdt
0 0 s

1 1 1
+H(2H — 1)B1n2H/ / t" (/ 9"dB9> |t — s> ~2dsdt
0 0 s
= @n,l + (pnﬁg. (4.15)

We first show that ®,, ; does not contribute to the limit:

1
|(I)n,1| = n2H <tn(Bt - Bl),/ enng>
: H

1
[ s,
: )

1
[ was

IN

n?M[t"(By — B1)lls

IN

Cun®™|t"(Be = B)ll,

1
LH

1 ) 1 1 ) H
= COgn*f {/ t§|Bt—B1|ﬁdt/ |/ 9"dB9|Hds]
0 0 s
Then, taking expectation and using Minkowski’s inequality, we get
1 2H 1) 1 S
E[|®,1]?] < Cgn'f /t%|Bt—B1|%dt / /onng ds
0 LaH(Q) [|[Jo /s LaH (Q)
1 2H 1) 1 # 2
< Cyn*? </ t%(1t)dt> / /9"ng ds
0 0 s L4(Q)
1 . 2H
< ([ 101l as)
0
1 2H
< Cu(l"17,)
LH
< CHn_2H7

and n'~H||®,, 1||2 converges to zero as n tends to infinity. Finally, it suffices to consider the term

D, 0= DB1D,,

1 1 1
D, H(2H — 1)n2H/ / t" (/ enng) |t — s|*H ~2dsdt. (4.16)
0 0 s
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We claim that n'="®,, 5 converges in law to a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and variance 0%,72
independent of {By,t € [0,1]}. This is a consequence of the following two facts:

(i) E(”%QH&)%,Q) — ‘712L1,2~

(i) E(n'~H®, 2B;) — 0, for any t € [0,1].

We first show (i):
1 1
H2(2H71)2n2+2H/ "N E [(/ Q"ng) (/ 9”ng>}
[0,1]* s1 So

X |t1 — 81|2H_2|t2 — 82|2H_2d81dt1d82dt2

1 1
= H3(2H — 1)3n2+2H/ t’ftg/ / 0707101 — 027 2d0,d6s
[0,1]4 s1 Jsa

X |t1 — 81|2H72|t2 — 82|2H72d81dt1d82dt2.

En* e )

Using the change of variable t’f“ =y, t’2’+1 = Yo, 9]’“ = z; and 93“ = xo, we can show that this quantity
converges to 07, given in (@II). The proof of (i) can be done in a similar way. O

In spite of the preceding proposition, the quasi tangent does not contribute to the asymptotic expan-
sion derived in the last section. In fact, the convergence ([{I4), together with uniform integrability, gives
lim,, oo E[¥(z) qTan] = 0, that is, 682’0) = 0. More strongly, using the duality relationship between the
Skorohod integral and the derivative operator (IBP formula), we can show this fact directly for ®,, 5 as follows:

1ol 1
n'~H\E |:\I/(Z)TL2HB1/ / t" (/ 9”dB9> [t — s|2H2dsdt}
0 JO s
1ol 1
=n!TH|E {/ / "t — |22 <D9 (Bl exp(EZQC%IBf)) Y (9")> dsdt]
o Jo 9
< Confth

By (@I4), qTan never converges to zero in probability. Thus DqTan potentially has some effect at the rate
1—H

4.2.2 Quasi torsion
By ([@4), we have
qTor = nl*H<D<DZn,un),~j,un>de
n' (D (JJunllf — C%Bf),un% + (D®y, un) g + (DGoo, Un)s)-

Notice that
unllslls < Can™[[[[t" Bill g1 lle < Chy,

which implies that ||||un||s/, is uniformly bounded for any p > 2. On the other hand, the computations in
the previous section imply ||| D (|[un |3, — ¢}, BE) ||l = O(n~H) for any p > 2. Therefore, ||n'~# (D (|ju, |3 —
¢} BT, tn) g |l = O(n' =) and this term does not contribute to the limit.

Consider the term (D®,,, uy)s. Using the decomposition ([{I5]), we can write

<D(I)naun>f) = <D(I)n,1;un>5’) + <D(I)n,2aun>f)-

The term (D®,, 1,u,)g does not contribute to the limit since ®,, 1 is in the second chaos and ||[n!=H2®,, ;|| — 0.
As for (D®,, 2, un) s, we can write

<Dq)n,27 un>5’) = <DBla Un>5’j§)n,2 + Bl <D(i)n,2; un>5’j7
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where ®,, 5 is defined in [@I6). The term (DB, u,)5®,, 2 does not contribute to the limit at the rate n' = in
LP, p > 2 due to the computations in the previous section. On the other hand, for the second term we can write

nHB (DY, 5, un)g = n"HHQH-1)B /1 /1 £t — s2H 72 (un (€), 0™ 5.11(0)) o dsdt
= ' H202H — 1)2301 i
X / ) [t — s|PP2Bem0™|€ — 0] 1 1)(0)dEdOd sdt
0,1
= an[af ]+ H?*(2H —1)°A,,

where

C, =n'T?HH%(2H — 1)2/ |t — s|PH2Em0m (€ — 077 21 4)(0)dEdOdsdt,
(0,14

and

A, =n'tp / [t — s]P72(Be — B1)Em0"[€ — 01?7 21, 41(0)dédOdsdt.
[0,1]*

With the change of variables t"t! =z, 07+ =y, £"Hl = 2, we obtain

lim C, = H2(2H71)/ |logy — log z|*~2dydz

n—roo [071]2

= H?(2H-1)T'(2H —1) = ¢4 H.

On the other hand, it is easy to check that ||A,]|, < Cn~!, so this term does not contribute to the limit. In
conclusion, taking into account (8], the quasi torsion qTor = n'~#(D(DZ,,u,) g, u,)s converges in LP to
3c2, HB} for all p > 2. In other words, 839 = ¢2, HB? for H > 1/2, which is discontinuous at H = 1/2. In
this way, we obtain the expansion

E(f(Za)] = Elf(ca|BilQ)] +n" " ElciHB [P (cu|BiIC)] + i (f), (4.17)

for f € C3(R), where ¢ ~ N(0,1) is independent of By, Again, from the computations in Sections LZT] and

E22] we deduce that conditions [B.8), (39), BI0), (II) and FI2) are satisfied for all p > 2. Thus, taking
1, = 1, assumption [B] holds and by Theorem B3] pgll)(f) = o(nf=1).

4.3 Fractional Brownian motion. Case H < %

I(2H+1)T(n)

Let cn.v = Frrsmen -

We need the following preliminary result.

Lemma 4.4. The norm |[t"||3 is given by

e M2+ 2nH
Ht ||5‘3 = 72n+ o0 Cn,H-

Proof: We can write

2
E

1" 1%

1
< / t”dBt)
0
1
(Bl/ nt"_lBtdt)
0

n+H n Lol
= 1-2 - —c, 2 t"~1s" 1 E(B,B)dsdt.
(e~ Gona) oo [} [ e Bz

2
= b
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We have

1 1
n? / / t" 15" E(B; B, )dsdt
0

2 1 gl
n_/ / grlgn—1(2H 4 2H _ | _ g2H)gsqy
0 2 Jo Jo
n n?

nt2H 2nt2HT

Therefore
1712 n? +2nH n ['(2H + 1)I'(n)
= —Cy —_
7 ont2H ™" T 2(n+ H) T(n+2H)
O
As a consequence,
. n 1
Jim n?HE G = ST2H +1) = c,
where ¢y is the constant introduced in (£4).
4.3.1 Quasi tangent
Recall that 7, = n~ and the quasi tangent is defined by
qTan = "GP = n" ((DZp,un)s — Go) -
We know that )
(DZn,un)s, = lualll + 02 ("B, / SdB,Ys. (4.18)
t

The inner product in the Hilbert space §) is more involved than in the case H > i, and it is convenient to

2
rewrite the stochastic integral ftl s"dB using integration by parts:

1 1
/ s"dBs = By —t" By — n/ Bgs"lds. (4.19)
t t

Substituting [@I9) into [@IF) yields

1
(DZy,un)s5 [un || + n*" (" By, By — t"By — n/ Bys""tds) g
t

1
n?"(t"B,, B, — n/ Bss"lds) g
t
1
= n* B ("B, 1)5 — n””l/ (t" By, 10,5 (t)) 58" ' Bsds.
0
Putting Bt = (Bt — Bl) + Bl and BtBS = (Bt — Bl)(BS — Bl) + Bl(Bt — Bl) + Bl(BS — Bl) + B%, we obtain

1
(DZnun)s = 02 B? (<t”,1>g n [0, <t>>gs"1ds>
0
+n22 B (t"(B; — B1),1)4

1
7712H+1Bl / <tn(Bt — Bl), 1[0,8] (t)>55n71d5
0
1
—p2H+ip, / (t",10,4(t)) 55" " (Bs — Bi1)ds
0

1
—p2H+1 /O (t"(By — B1), 10, (t)) 55" (Bs — B1)ds.
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Actually, we can combine the second and third terms and last two terms as follows:
1
(DZnun)s = w25 (15— [ 0100055 as)
0
+TL2HB1<tn(Bt — Bl), tn>y)

1
—nQHJrl/ (t" By, 10,5 (15)>5~35"71(BS — Bq)ds
0

3

The dominant term in the limit will be A; ,, which can be expressed as

1
Ay = 0?2 (<t”, s —n [ 0" 10 <t>>ﬁs"—1ds) — 27 B2 2,

and converges to Go, = HI'(2H)B? as n tends to infinity by Lemma 4l It is not difficult to check, using
formulas (@2) and [{3)), that the other two terms converge to zero in L? as n tends to infinity.

We are going to show that the quasi tangent does not contribute to the asymptotic expansion. From the
preceding computations, we deduce

qTan = n" BY 7|17 3 — c3] + > n Ain.

We examine each term of this expression as follows:

(i) For the first term, by Lemma 4] we have

Ay, = 0" B 2H 003 — &) = B2l irem + 1) [ T g
2 (n+ H)T(n+2H)
which converges to zero.
(ii) For the second term, by Lemma [Tl (ii), we have
nf Ay, = n3B({t"(B; — By),t")
= n*?HB, /1 t"(By — By)(1 —t)*1 1t
’ 1 1
+n*H I B, /O t"(By — Bl)/0 |t — s|*7~Lsign(t — s)ns" " dsdL. (4.20)

We claim that

lim nf B[¥(2)A,.,] = 0. (4.21)

n—r oo

In fact, integrating by parts, the factor B; — By produces a term of the form [t — 1|2 due to Lemma H.T] (iii),
and then we have

1
/ tn(l o t)4H71dt 5 n74H,
0

hence the first term on the right-hand side of ([@20) converges to 0. For two sequences numbers a,, and b,
a, S b, means that there exists a positive constant C independent of n such that a,, < Cb,, for all n € N. For
the second term we apply the integration-by-parts formula to B; — By as well as Lemma F] (iii) and Lemma
below to obtain the bound

1 1
/ t"(1—t)*H / [t —s|* " Ins""tdsdt = O(n~*H).
0 0

Therefore the second term on the right-hand side of (£20)) converges to 0, which proves ([Z2]).
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Lemma 4.5. Let o, 8, € (—1,00) and v € [0,00). Let

B(a, B, u,v) = B(u—l—u—l—ﬁ—l—Q,a—l—l)B(ﬁ—i—l,u—i—1)—1—%3@4—1,(1—1—5—1—2).

Then
11

(1) / / tH(1 — )|t — s|°s"dsdt < B(a, B, p, v).
o Jo

(i) For fized v and B3, it holds that

M+ 1(B+1)  T(a+B+2)

B(e, B, i, v) (i + v)ot1BrL (B4 D)potht2

as [, v — 00.

Proof. First,
1 t
/ tH(1 — t)a/ (t — 5)Ps"dsdt
0 0

1 1
/ peHHBEL (g ey / (1 v)Po*do
0 0
= B(u+v+pB+2,a+1)BB+1,v+1).

Next,
1 1 1 1 1 1
1— )8+ (s — )P+ -
t“l—ta/ s—t)sVdsdt = /t“l—t”‘{( —/ vs'~!ds pdt
|ea=ne -0 R e Ay B
1 1
< —— | (1 -ttt
< 57 ra-o
1
= —B 1 2).
11 (p+l,a+B8+2)
Property (i) follows from these inequalities and (ii) is obvious. O

(iii) The third term also does not produce contribution. By LemmalT] (i) and LemmalLT] (iii) after integration-
by-parts in Bs — By, we estimate nfl E[U(2)As ,,] by

1 r1
CnBHJrl/ / tn(t2H71 4 |t _ S|2H71)Sn71(1 o S)2Hd8dt
0 Jo

)

< WSTHUBQRH, 00— 1,n+2H —1) + B2H,2H — 1,n — 1,n)}
< onfTt g,

In this way, we have proved that qTan has no contribution in the limit, that is, (‘582’0) =0.

4.3.2 Quasi torsion

The quasi torsion can be written as
qTor = n ' (D(DZ,,, un) s, un) e = nT((DGP u,) g + (DGoo, tin)s).
Let us show that nf (DG%Q), Un) e does not contribute to the asymptotic expansion. First,
DA uns, = (DB, uns|, x o) = o(1)

for p > 2. We have
[(DBs, un) = O(nfI71). (4.22)

1
nH/ HByt"{t*#=1 — |t — s|*"~Lsign(t — s)}dt
0 P

5‘3”1) -
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Therefore by (20, H(nHDAgm,un%Hp = O(n*=2) = o(1). For the term Aj, we can write for any p > 2,
using Lemma (1] (i), (£22)) and Lemma 5]

IN

04D Ay 105

11
C sup |[(DBs,un)s|| n3H+1/ / (2 |t — 8|25 M dsdt
s€[0,4] P o Jo

)

= O(n*™2)+om* 1) =o(1).
Thus we have proved that HnH<DG£12), Un) 6 Hp =o(1).
Therefore, taking into account (), the quasi torsion qTor converges in LP to 2HT(2H )¢, B3 for all p > 2.

In other words, &3 = 2HT(2H)c% B} for H < 1/2.

4.3.3 Asymptotic expansion

In this way, we obtain the expansion
_ 2
Elf(Z)] = E[f(culBlQ] +n~"B| SHETQH) B (cn|BilQ) | + o (1), (4.23)
for f € C3(R), where ¢ ~ N(0,1) is independent of By, Again, from the computations in Sections ELZT] and

[£22] we deduce that conditions [B.8), (39), BI0), (BII) and BI2) are satisfied for all p > 2. Thus, taking
¥, = 1, assumption [B] holds and by Theorem B3] pgll)(f) =o(n=H).

5 Quadratic form of a Brownian motion with predictable weights

In this section, we consider a quadratic form of a Brownian motion with predictable weights and show that the
asymptotic expansion formula for the Skorohod integral reproduces the results obtained in [30, [29].

5.1 Quadratic form with random weights and $-derivatives

For a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion B = {By,t € [0, 1]}, let

n t; t n
Zn = x/ﬁZatH/ / BudB, = Vny_ 2 'ay, {(By, — By, ,)* —n7'},
=1 tji—1 Jtj—1 =1

where t; = j/n, a; = a(B;) and a is an infinitely differentiable function with derivatives of moderate growth (g
has moderate growth if |g(z)| < cexp(a|z|) for some constants ¢ > 0 and 0 < o < 2). That is, Z,, = §(u,) with

un(t) = ﬁzatj,l(Bt—Btjfl)llj(t)a

where I; = [tj_1,t;). In this situation Z,, = M, and we have W,, = W, =0, N, =0, X,, = Xoc = 0 and

¥ =1.
Let
t; t
g = (B, —By, ) —-n'= 2/ / dB,dB;.
tj71 t]'71
We have

1 n n
<DZn, un>.ﬁ = / {\/ﬁ E 2_1Dtat].71 qj + \/ﬁ E atjfl(Bt]. - Btj—l)]‘lj (t)}
0 - .
J=1 Jj=1

X\/ﬁzatk—l(Bt 7Btk—1)11k(t)dt (51)
k=1
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and

It is known that in this example, G, =

DS<DZn7un>5')

1 n n
/ {\/ﬁ E 2_1D5Dtatj,1 q; =+ \/ﬁ E Dta,tj71 (Btj — Btjfl)lfj (S)}
0 : :
Jj=1 j=1

+\/ﬁzDsa’tj—1(Btj - Btj—l)llj (ﬁ) + \/ﬁza’t];;l[j (S)]‘Ij (t)}

J=1

j=1

X\/ﬁ Z Aty_y (Bt - Btk—l )1Ik (ﬁ)dt
k=1

1 n n
+/ {\/ﬁ E 271Dtatj71 q; + \/ﬁ E Aty (Bt]. — Btjfl)lfj (t)}
0 ; :
Jj=1 j=1

X{\/ﬁz DSa’tk71 (Bt - Btk—l)]'lk (t) + \/ﬁz a’tk711[tk71,t)(5)11k (t)}dt (52)
k=1 k=1

5.2 Quasi torsion

1

2

fol aZdt and r, = n~'/2. Then,

1
DSGOO == / (Dsat)atdt.
0

We shall study the asymptotic behavior of the eight terms appearing in the expression of ((DZ,,,un)s,un)s

corresponding to (5.2).

(i) The first term is

x\/ﬁz at,_,(Bs — B, ,)15,(s)ds.

{=1

1 1 n n
Il = / / \/ﬁzDsDtatj71qj X \/ﬁz atk71 (Bt — Btk—l)]‘lk (ﬁ)dt
0 0 :
7j=1 k=1

We investigate the rate of E[¥(z,x)Z;]. The factor n'® comes from three \/n. It suffices to consider the terms for
which kV /¢ < j; otherwise the term vanishes due to DgDyay,;_, . The number of terms in the sum Zj is of order
n'. The number of terms in the sum 3, , for k = £ and k V¢ < j is O(n'), and each B, — By, , (= Bs— By, ,)
or its f-derivative contributes O(n=%%) in LP-norm. By the IBP formula for ¢; we get a factor n=2. So that
the partial sum in E[¥(z,x)Z;] for k = £ is O(n~'?) since both ds and dt-integrals give O(n™!). For the partial
sum in E[¥(z,x)Z;] for k # { is also O(n=1%), since the consecutive IBP formulas (i.e., duality) for B, — By, _,
and B — By, , gives the rate O(n™2). Thus, we obtain E[¥(z,x)Z;] = O(n~1%), or \/nE[¥(z,x)Z;] = O(n~1).
This means /nE[¥(z,x)Z;] is negligible in the expansion. Table [Il summarizes how the orders of the partial
sums were obtained.

Table 1: E[W(z,x)7Z4]

n Zy(kz VEe<j) | Ypk=4L)| ds | dt | IBP by g; B; — By, _, Bs—By,_, order
1.5 1 1 -1 ] -1 —2 —0.5 —0.5 —1.5
Yopelk#L) | ds | dt | IBP by q; | IBP by By — By, , | IBP by B; — By, , || order

2 -1 -1 —2 -1 -1 —1.5
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(i) The second term can be written as

I / / \/_ZDtat] 1 Bt] Btj 1 1[ \/_Zatk 1 Btk,l)llk(t)dt
x\/ﬁZat“l (Bs — Bt,_,)11,(s)ds.
{=1

Only terms with k& < j = £ remain due to the product 1y, (t)Dias, ,1r1;(s)1z,(s). Table Bl shows E[¥(z,x)Zy] =
O(n=99), as explained more precisely below.

Table 2: E[W¥(z,x)Zs]
n 27 E(j - f) Zk(k < E) ds dt IBP by Bt — Btk,1 (Bs — Btefl)(Btj — Btj—l) order
1.5 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 —0.5

The contribution of /nE[¥(z,x)Z,] is evaluated as follows. A, = B, means A, — B, = o(1) as n — oo.
By Itd’s formula,

(B, = By, ,)(Bs — By, ,) = (Bi, —Bs)(Bs— By, ,) + 2/ dB,dB, + (s —t;_1)  (5.3)
t] 1

ti—1

for s € I;. As already mentioned, only the terms with £ < j = ¢ contribute the result. Applying the IBP
formula for the first two terms of the right-hand side of (5.3]), we obtain

VNE[U(z,x)T,] =° E[\y(z,x)/o /0 nQZatjletatjfl(Btj—Btjfl)(Bs—Btjfl)lfj(s)

X Z ay,_(By — By, )17, (t)dtds]

k:k<j
1 1 n
=* F |:\I/(Z, X) / / 7’L2 Z atjletatjfl (S — tjfl)]_[j (S)
0 JO :
Jj=1

X Y ay (Bi— By )1y, (t)dtdS]-

k:k<j

The IBP formula for By — By, |, = 0(1p, _, 4) yields

VE[U(z,x)T,] = / / n?(s —t;— 1)E{/ D {¥(z,x)(Dyay,_,)ar,_,as, , ydr|dtds
el Jtely rE[ty_1,t]

j k:k<j

/0 5/0 §E|:Dt{qj(z’x)(Dta’S)asat}:|dtds,

Dt{\II(z, x)(DtaS)asat} = 17}%1 DT{\IJ(Z, x)(Dtas)asat}.

where

Therefore,
VnE[V(z,x)Tz] = / / { (z,x))(Dtas)asar + ¥(z,x) (D¢ Dyas)asay

+0(z, x)(Dtas)Qat] dtds. (5.4)

30



(iii) The third term is given by

/ / \/_ZD sty Bt] Bt] 1 11 \/_Za’tk 1 Btk—l)llk(t)dt

X\/ﬁ Z Aty (BS - Bt@a )112 (S)ds'

=1
By symmetry, it is easy to see \/nE[¥(z,x)Z3] = v/nE[¥(z,x)Z3], and hence the limit is the same as ([5.4]).

(iv) Consider now the fourth term given by
1 1 n n
/ / VIS a1 ()1, (1) X VS e (Be — Buy )Ly, (D)t
o Jo »
j=1 k=1

X \/ﬁz at,_,(Bs — Bt,_,)11,(s)ds.

=1
Table Bl suggests that \/nE[¥(z,x)Z,] remains. Indeed,
Table 3: E[¥(z,x)Z4]

no| > =k=40)|ds | dt | (By— DBy ,)(Bs— B ,) | order
1.5 1 -1 -1 -1 —-0.5

The contribution of this term is given by

VRE[¥(z,x)T,] =* [ zx// afj ((tAs)—tj—1)1y,(s)1y, (t)dtds
a g/0 E[U(z,x)a?]dt

1 1 n n
/ / \/ﬁz 271Dtatj71qj X \/EZDsatkfl(Bt — Btk—l)]‘lk (t)dt
0 0 .
7j=1 k=1

(v) The fifth term is

xVn Y ay,_,(Bs— By, ,)1p,(s)ds.
(=1

Notice that Zs looks like Z; but they are slightly different from each other. Only the terms satisfying £ < k < j
remain due to Diay,_, and Dgay, . According to Table ] we see \/nE[¥(z,x)Z5] = O(n™') and is negligible.

Table 4: E[W¥(z,x)Zs]
no| > <k<j)|ds | d | IBPbygq; | IBPby B — B, , | IBP by Bs — By, , || order
1.5 3 -1 -1 -2 —1 —1 —1.5

(vi) The sixth term is given by

1 1 n n
/ / ﬁZQ_lDtatjflqj ><\/ﬁzatk,ll[tk,l,t](S)IIk(t)dt
o Jo -
j=1 k=1

XV ay,_,(Bs = By, ,)11,(s)ds.

=1
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Thanks to the product 1y, , 4(s)1z, (t)11,(s)Diay;_,, only the terms satisfying k = £ < j remain. By table
below /nE[¥(z,x)Zs] = O(n~!) and this term is negligible.

Table 5: E[¥(z,x)Zs]
no| > | 2l =k<j)| ds | dt | IBP bygq; | IBP by B; — By, , | order
1.5 1 1 -1 -1 -2 -1 —1.5

(vii) Consider the seventh term given by
1 1 n n
T, = / / VY ae, (B, = By, )1p,(t) x vnY_ Dsay, (B — By, )1y, (t)dt
o Jo —
j=1 k=1
xvn»_ai,_,(Bs = By,_,)11,(s)ds.
=1

Due to the product 1y,(s)Dsas,_, 17, (t)11, (), only the terms satisfying £ < k = j contribute to the sum. Then
it turns out that Zr is the same as Z,. Therefore /nE[¥(z,x)Z7] = \/nE[¥(z,x)Z3] and the limit is given by

G.4).
(viii) Finally, the last term is

1 1 n n
Iy = / / \/ﬁza’t;j—l (Btj - Btj—l)]‘lj (t) X \/ﬁzatk‘—ll[tk—lat](s)llk (t)dt
0o Jo =

k=1

XV ay,_,(Bs = By,_,)11,(s)ds.

=1
It suffices to consider the case j = k = (. TableBlsays that /nE[V(z,x)Zs] contributes to the limit.
Table 6: E[¥(z,x)Zs]

n Z;‘.k.e(j =k=1{)| ds | dt | (Bs, — B, ,)(Bs — B;,_,) | order
1.5 1 -1 -1 -1 —0.5

More precisely, following a procedure quite similar to that of Z,, we obtain

\/EE[\I/ (z,x)Ig] =* F |:\I/ (z,x) /0 /0 n? Z a?j71 (S — tj_l) IR (S)ljj (t)dtds

1
@ l/ E[VU(z,x)a}]dt.
6 Jo

Now, from (i)-(viii) and

U(z,x) = exp (i/olafds(iz)Q),
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we obtain
E[¥(z, x)630) iz, ix)]

—  lim gE[\If(z,x)<D<DMn,un>ﬁ,un>ﬁ¢n(iz)3]

n— o0

= B E[(De) D+ Ba DD o+ 80D s
Ry -

_ %E{\II(Z,X) /0 at< /t 1(Dtas)asds)th](iz)“”

+EE |:\I/(Z,X) /01 az /t1 {(DtDtas)as + (Dtas)Q}det] (iz)?
+%E {\I/(z, %) /01 afdt] (iz)®.

It should be remarked that the three terms on the right-hand side of the above equation correspond to Ca, C3
and Cy of [30], pp. 917-918, respectively. We remark that two random symbols with the same adjoint action are
considered equivalent.

Obviously 620 = g1 = §(1.0) = &1 = ( in the present situation, and moreover we will show that

(‘582’0) = 0 in Section Consequently,

2

1 1
6(370)(127 1X) — %/ at</ (Dtas)asds> dt(12)5
0 t
1

1 1 1 1
+Z/ at/ {(DtDtas)as + (Dtas)2}d8dt(iZ)3 + 6 / a?dt(lZ)g
0 t 0

and

ot (Gn(iz,ix) —1) = GG (iz, ix).

n

This random symbol is equivalent to the full random symbol o(iz, ix) of [30], p. 918 with a replaced by a/2. For
the quadratic form of a Brownian motion, &%) provides both the adapted random symbol and the anticipative
random symbol, in other words, the quasi torsion includes the tangent as well as the torsion. In this way, we
found that the quasi torsion reproduces the asymptotic expansion of the quadratic form of a Brownian motion.

5.3 Quasi tangent

For the quasi tangent, we have
1 n n
<DZnaUn>5’J - Goo = /0 {\/ﬁz 2*1Dtatj71qj + \/ﬁz atjfl(Btj _Btjfl)]‘lj (f)}
j=1 j=1

n 1 1
xVn Y ay,_,(Be — By, )1y, (t)dt — 3 / aZdt
k=1 0

= 61 + 62 + 633
where
1 n n
61 = / TI,Z 271Dtatj71qj X Z atkfl(Bt — Btkfl)llk (t)dt,
0 i
7j=1 k=1
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1 n
Gy = / {nzafj1(Bt—Btj1)211j(t)—2—1a§}dt,
0 j:1

and
1 n
B3 = /nZafjil(Btjth)(Bthtjfl)ljj(t)dt.
(U

We shall investigate these terms.

(i) For &1, Table[[shows \/nE[¥(z,x)&1] = O(n~%) and it is negligible in the asymptotic expansion.

Table 7: E[¥(z,x)®1]
n| > | 2p(k<yj)| dt | IBP bygq; | IBP by By — By, , || order
1 1 —1 -2 —1 —1

—_

(ii) For &, applying Itd’s formula, we have &5 = &% + &4, where

n t s
&, = > / na;, / / 2dB,dB, dt
j=1 Ij tj—1 Jtj—1

and

Gy = %Z/j (afjil—af)llj(t)dt.
=171

Table B shows /nE[¥(z,x)®5] = O(n~=%?) and it is negligible in the asymptotic expansion. We should remark

that /n®} is Oy, of [30] and it has non-trivial limit distribution though the expectation v/nE[¥(z, x)&)] asymp-
totically vanishes. We see 4 of of O(n™1) in L?, and it is also negligible. Consequently, &, is negligible in the
asymptotic expansion.

Table 8: E[¥(z,x)®4)]
n| X, [ dt |BPby [} 7 dBdB; | order
11 [1 —2 1

(iii) Finally, for &3 Table @ shows /nE[¥(z,x)&3] = O(n™") and we can neglect it.

Table 9: E[¥(z,x)83]
Z] dt IBP by Bt]. — Bt IBP by Bt — Btk_71 order
1 -1 -1 -1 -1

As a consequence of these observations, 682’0) = 0, i.e., the quasi tangent has no effect in the asymptotic
expansion. However, the effect of the tangent already appeared in that of the quasi torsion.
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6 Quadratic form of a fractional Brownian motion with random weights

6.1 Weighted quadratic variation

Let B = {By,t € [0,1]} be a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (1, 2). We are interested
in the following sequence of weighted quadratic variations:

Z, = n2H-3 Z ag;_, ((ABjm)Q —n 2,

Jj=1

where t; = j/n, a; = a(B;) and a is a function such that a and all its derivatives up to some order N have
moderate growth. We use the notation ABj,, = Bj/, — B(j_1)/n- It is known (see, for instance [14} [13]) that
for this example the limit variance G, is given by

1
Goo = 20%/ a(B;)%ds,
0

where

with

(Jk + 127 = 2|k]*" + |k — 1]*7).

N~

Set Ij = [tj_l,ﬁj). Then,
at; (AJ,WB)2 = 6(at171ABj7"11g‘) + a’tj—ln_2H + ABjan<Datjfl ) 1Ij >55'
Therefore, we obtain the decomposition

Zn = 0(un) + Wy := My, + 1, Ny,

where .
_1
un(t) = n?"2 Z at;_, ABjnlp,(t)
=1
and
n
_1
raNp =072 Y "AB; . (Day,_,,11,)5.
j=1
Set

U(z) = exp <—z2c§{ /O1 aQ(Bs)ds> ) (6.2)

In this example, we take W,, = W =0, X,, = Xo = 0 and ¢ = 1. We are going to study the quasi torsion
and the quasi tangent of the Skorohod integral M,, = d(u, ). In this example there will be also a contribution
to the asymptotic expansion coming from the perturbation term N,. The scaling factor r, will be taken as
7 =n2H=3 when H € (1,2), and 1, = nz=2H when H € (%, 3). respectively. This choice of r,, is motivated
by the rate of convergence

_ (2) -1
|Blp(Zn) = Elp(CGo)ll < Crm max ¢ |loors,

obtained in [13] for ¢ € C?(R), where ¢ is N(0,1).
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6.2 Quasi torsion

We recall that
qTor = 7, (D(DMy,un)g, un)s-

Set ¢; = (ABjn)* — n=H = 12(1}8;2). We have

<DMnaun>f3 = n4H_1< Z I:((Datj—l)qj + 2atj71ABj,n1[j] ’Z atklABk,n11k> - Tn<DNnaun>55
9

j=1 k=1

= (I)n,l 7Tn<DNn,’U,n>y).

(A) We first study the contribution of the term (D®,, 1, u,)q in the asymptotic expansion. We have

n

<D(I)n,1; un)f) = n6H7% Z |:(DTDSatj71 )qJ + Q(Dsa’tj—l )ABjan]‘Ij (T)
Gk =1
+2(Dyar, ) ABj L1, () + a1, 11, (5) L1, (1) # [an, -, ABraliy ()] % [a,, ABraly, (r)]

n

+7’LGH_% Z [(Dsatjf1)Qj + 2at171ABj,nlfj (S)} * [(DTatkfl)ABkﬂllfk (8) + a’tk—l]‘lk (T)]‘Ik (S)}
Jk=1

*[a't[—l ABLTI]'IZ (T)]a

where the product A * B means that whenever we found repeated variables in A and B, we compute the
corresponding inner product in §. We have a total of eight terms, that we denote by

8
(D‘I)n71,un>55 = ZIl

i=1
We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of r; ' E[¥(z)Z;] for i = 1,...,8.
(i) The first term is

n
_3
Il = n6H 2 Z a2371atk71ateflquBk,nABe,natjf1,kat]‘71,ea
3k, e=1
where we have used the notation ayx = (104, 11, )5. We can make the decomposition
ABy, wABg, = Ix(1;, @ 14,) + Br.e,

where B¢ = (11,,11,) . Integrating by parts shows that the contribution of I5(1;, ®1y,) is of order lower than
that of S ¢. In this way, it suffices to consider the term

n

"
§ a’tj71atk—la’té—lqjﬁkvéatj—lJCatj—lvé'
gk, =1

_3
Tio=n"2

In this case, the factors of the above expressions have the following orders of convergence:

. _3
First factor: n87—2

The IPB formula for ¢; produces a factor n~2HAD " due to part (a) of Lemma (2] below.

The terms |ov,_, ko, , ¢| are bounded by Cyn=2HAD by part (a) of Lemma 6.2 below.

S kim1 1Brel < Canl721V0 due to part (c) of Lemma 6.2
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e Finally we get a factor n from the sum in j.

Therefore, the order of this term is n6H—2—4CHA)+(1-2H)V0  por H > 1 this gives nSH=% and for H < . we

15

obtain the order n2 —4H TIp both cases, when H —> 5, we obtaln n as in the Brownian motion case. We

remark that 6H — 5 < 2H — 5 1f 1 < H < —, and s —4H < 5 —2H if i < H < % Therefore, this term will
not contribute to the limit.

(ii) The second term is equal to

n
6H—2 /
Ts =2n 2 E atkflatjilat571ABj,nABk,nABé,nﬁj,eatj71,k)
gk, =1

where ;¢ = (17,,11,). As before, we can replace the product AB;,,ABy,, by 3¢, and we have to deal with
the term

n
6H—32 2 : / 2
1-2,0 =2n 2 atkflatjilatklABk,nﬁj,eat%hk.
Jik =1
We get the following contributions:

. _3
e First factor: nS7—3

e The IPB formula for ABy, ,, produces a factor n~(HAD " due to part (a) of Lemma B2 below.
® > iy lew, k| < Cr due to part (b) of Lemma 6.2 and Y77, B3, < Cun'~*" by part (d) of Lemma
0. 2)

2H—$—(2HAL) _ ,—[(3—2H)A

Therefore, the order of this term is n %], which in the Brownian case gives n 3. From
this result we deduce that this term will not contribute to the asymptotic expansion if H < % The contribution

of n3 ~2H E[W(z2)Z,] when H > 1 is evaluated as follows.
Define a measure i, on [0,1]? by

n

71+4H
(t]—lytz71)'

G0=1

Then

/ o(t, $)pn(dt,ds) — c%,/ o(t, t)dt (6.3)
[0,1]

[0,1]

as n — oo for every ¢ € C([0,1]?), where ¢% is defined in (GI]). Notice that

sup / <n lr — 8?27 2dr — |ty — s|2H_2) ds| < on'=? 0, (6.4)
7€[0,1],1<k<n [JO I
as n tends to infinity. We can write
$_2H _ 4H / 2
n2 “MEW(z) ] = 2n°7E [¥(z Z a,,ay,_ at, B35 0ABg o, k| +o(1)
k=1
_ QnZ/ pindt, dt)E[(D{Y 2)ar, ,alan}, 11,), |k + o(1)
— 1]2

1 tr
203! Z / nldt,dt')E [ / DAY (@)ar, ., djay}|r — ' 2drds’
0

te—1

X / L0.4(8)[tr—1 — s|*772ds + o(1)
[0.1]
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Using (64 and (63), we obtain

ng_QHE[\II(z)Ig] = 204%{/ o (dt, dt") / drE D {¥(2)a,a,ap|r — s | 2ds’
[0,1]2 [0,1] [0,1]

X / 1j0,4(8)|r — s|2H2ds} +o(1)
[0,1]

— QQHCH/ dt{/ dTE|: Dy {¥(z)arajarlr — s’|2H2ds’]
[0,1] [0,1] [0,1]

X / 10,4 (s)|r — s|2H2ds}
[0,1]

= CHﬁg/ E [Dy (¥(z)a(Br)Ds(a*(By)))] |r — s2H=2 | — &2 =2 dsds drdt,
[0,1]*

where oy = H(2H — 1) and

+oo
Cus = oy Y, pu(j)’
j=—00
(iii) By symmetriy, the third term is analogous to the second one and produces the same contribution.

(iv) The fourth term is given by

6H—32
T, =2n Z ai, yan, a, By kB eABrnABe .
7.k =1

We can make the decomposition
ABy2ABy,, = Ig(l]k X 1[[) + Br.e.

By integration by parts the contribution of I5(1;, ® 1y,) is of lower order than that of Sk . In this way, it
suffices to consider the term

n
6H—3
Ty =2n"""2 E ag;_yaty_ 0ty Bk Bj.08k.0-

Jik,t=1

From part (f) of Lemma[62] we see that this term is bounded in LP by n?H-% if H > % and by n~2 if H < %
This clearly implies that

lim nz M7, = 0 (6.5)

n—oo

if H < %, in LP for all p > 2. On the other hand, we claim that, if H > % we also have the following convergence
is LP for all p > 2, and, as a consequence, this term produces no contribution.

lim n? 27, = 0. (6.6)
Proof of [@8): We need to show that
n
HIL)H;O n4H Z atjflatk71atzf1ﬂj,kﬂj,€ﬂk,l = 0
Jikyb=1

in LP. We can write

n
4H
n' Ny, aai,BikBeBre

Gk, e=1

n=2H Z (Bizt)a(Bis)a(Bes)pr (j — k)pr (j = £)pu (k — €)
k=1

n” N a(Bizi)a(Bisies)a(Baas ) pr (D) pr () pn (i — h)

1<j<n
1<Gtisn
1<j+h<n
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and it suffices to show that

lim n' =" N |pu(i)pu(h)pu(i—h)| = 0. (6.7)

n— o0
7,h:1<i<h<n

By the inequality sup;>, |p(i)|/i* =2 < oo, we have

nl—2H Z |pH(Z)PH(h)PH(Z o h>| 5 nl—2H Z Z-2H72h2H72(h - Z->2H72
7,h:1<i<h<n 7,h:1<i<h<n

n h—1
— pl/2H Z poH=5 Z(i/h)QH—2(1 _ i/h)2H_2/h
h=1 i=1
<  B(2H —1,2H — 1)p! " 2A+(6H-4)+

The last term is O(n*?=3) when 2/3 < H < 3/4, and O(n'=2#) when 1/2 < H < 2/3. This gives (6.1]) and
hence (6.0).
(v) The fifth term is

n

6H—3 / /
Is=n 2 E atj,1atk-,latéflqjatjfl1katk711€ABkanABean'
Jik£=1

As before, we replace ABy, ,ABy ., by (i ¢ and it suffices to study the term

n

-3 / / ) B
Ap; Qg Aty G5O kOt 0Pk -
gk, =1

1510 — TLGH

We get the following contributions:

e The first factor n6H—3.

o Integration by parts for g; produces n—22HAL)

o |at, , k| is bounded by Cyn=22HN  due to Lemma G2 (a).
e >,/ |Brel < Cyn=2H)V0 due to Lemma [62 (c).

e A factor n comes from the sum on j.

H—1-4(2HA1)4+(1-2H)VO0

All together gives the order n® , which does not produce any contribution.

(vi) The sixth term is

n
_3
To=n"""2 3" al a_a,_ g0, 1BreABrn.
Gk, t=1
We get the following contributions:
e The first factor n64-3.

e Integration by parts for ¢; and ABy,, produces n=3HAD,

e |ay, , k| is bounded by Cyn~(HM) | due to Lemma B2 (a).

D ke 1Brel < Cpn=2HV0 due to Lemma 6.2 (c).

A factor n comes from the sum on j.
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We get the same order as for the fifth term and no contribution.

(vii) The seventh term is given by

n
6H—3 /
I7 =2n 2 E atjflatk,latzf1ABjynABkﬁnABLnO‘tkf1lﬂj,k
Ji.k,e=1

Replacing AB; ,ABy », by B;1 it suffices to consider the term

n

_ o, 6H—3 Z / 2
1-7,0 =2n 2 atj71atkilatgilABg,natkihg ke
7.k, =1

We get the following contributions:

e The first factor n®#—3%.

Integration by parts for ABy ,, produces n~(HAL)
> v—1law,_, ¢] is bounded by C, by Lemma [62 (b).
o > kB2, < Cyn' =" by Lemma 621 (d).

: s
As a consequence, this term has the order n2# 32— (2HA1)

indices j, k and £ by ¢, j and k, respectively.

, and its contribution is the same as that of (ii); replace
(viii) The eighth term is given by

n
6H—3 E
IS =2n 2 atj,1a/tk,1atgflABj,nABe,nﬁj,kﬁk,e-
dik=1

Replacing AB; ,ABy ., by B;¢, is suffices to consider the reduced term

n
6H—3
Igo =2n"""2 E ag;_yaty_y atyy B5.0B5.k 8k, 0-
J,k, =1

By Lemma B2 part (), this term is of order n2#~3~(2HAL Tts contribution is the same as that of term (iv).

(B) One can show by a similar argument that

lim <D<DNn;un>f3aun>5’J =0,

n—oo
in LP, for all p > 2.
In conclusion, we obtain the following results on the random symbol &®:0)(iz):
Case H > % We have proved that
1 .
ElU(2)&%(iz)] = lim n3 "B [U(2) (D(DMy,up)s, un)g (i2)°]

n—r00

CH73(12)3/ E [Dy (¥(2)a(B,)Ds(a*(By)))] Ir — s|*" 2|r — &'|*" 2dsds’ drdt.
[0.1]*

Taking into account that oy fot r — 5|2 =2ds = 21 (¢ 1), we can write the above expression as follows:

B[¥(2)&°(iz)]

= c}(iz)® /[071]3 E [\P(Z)(a2)/(B9)a(BT)(a2)/(Bt)] ag%(@,r) 3;1{ (t,r)dtdodr
2 (iz)3 z)a a?) TQH_laRl r)dtdr
w2 [ B (8] 1

reptaz? [ F [vealm ey 0] (G2

(t, r)) " dtar

r
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Case H < 1 We have obtained, that in this case, &3(iz) = 0.

6.3 Quasi tangent

For the quasi tangent we have

n n
<DMnaun>5’J _Goo = n4H*1 <Z [(Datjfl)qj +2atj71ABj,n11J ’ZatklABk7"1]k>
=1 k=1 5
1
—20%,/ a*(Bs)ds
0
= Gn,l + Gn,2 + Gn,3a
where
n n
G”hl = n4H71 Z <(Da’tjf1)qj’a’tk—lABkanllk>f) = n4H71 Z aw/fj,latkflatjflakquBkan’
J,k=1 J,k=1
n
G =201 Z at;_y at,y [ABjnAByn — Bkl Bjx
G k=1
and

n 1
4H-1 2 2 2
Gn3=2n E at; 4 Gty By g — 2CH/ a”(Bs)ds.
k=1 0

Integrating by parts the terms ¢; and ABy ,, and using that, by Lemma (b), >k_y la,_, k| is bounded by
a constant not depending on n, we obtain:
|B[U(2) G| < CrAH-1H1-3CHAD — opdH=3(2HA)

For H > %, we get 4H — 3 which is faster than 2H — g because H < 3/4, and for H < %, we obtain —2H which

is faster than % —2H.

For the term G, 2, by using integration-by-parts to AB; ,ABy, », — ;.1 and Lemma [6.2] (c), we get
|E[\I/(Z)Gn 2” < CTL4H7172(2H/\1)+(172H)V0,

which produces the same rates as before.

Finally,
n 1
Gns = optH—1 Z atjflatkflﬁik —203{/ a*(By)ds
Gok=1 0
2 - 2 /- 2 ! 2
=25 aByalBu )i - 0) - 26 [ a(Ba)ds
jk=1 0

2 ' 1
= - Z a(Btj—l)a(Btj+i—1)p%‘I(l) - 20%{/ GQ(BS)dS'
1<j<n,1<j+i<n 0

Replacing a(By,,, ,) by a(By;_,) with integration-by-parts, we have the error

E \II(Z) - Z a’(Btj—l)(a(Bt;H»i—l) - a(Btj—l))p%‘I(i)

1<j<n,1<j+i<n

S oE [<D {wz)a(Bt“) / (B, 0By, - Bt“))d@} , 1[1>] P (i)

1<j<n,1<j+i<n

S|

n

S D (/)TN (i)
i=1
< n—2HALH(2HAL42(2H-2)+1)4
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In the case 1/2 < H < 3/4, this converges to zero at the rate n* =3 that is faster than n2H=3/2 and in the
case 1/4 < H < 1/2, at the rate n~ 2 that is faster than nz =27, Let ¢ € (0,1). Divide the sum do1<j<n

into 37,1 <jcp e and the rest. Since the convergence ¢f; = limyqz Y, ; p(i)* is monotone, the order of the
LP-norm of

. 1
S By el - S alBy )
1<j<n,1<j+i<n 1<j<n

is not greater than

C%{ _ Z pH(i)2 + n—1te 5 n(4H—3)e + n~lte

—ne<i<ne

Then, in case H € (1/2,3/4), we can find € € (1/2,1) such that n=(G=4H)c 4 p=1+e = 5(n2H=3/2)  In case
H € (1/4,1/2), it is possible to find € € (0,1/2) such that n=G=4H)e 4 p=1+e — 5(n2=2H) Once again by the
Taylor formula and integration-by-parts, we see

E |9(2) 1 Z a(Btjfl)Q—/O a*(By)ds — O(n7(2H)/\1),

1<j<n

which is o(n?#-3/2) for H > 1/2, and o(n2~2H) for H € (1/4,1/2). Therefore, G,, 3 has no contribution.
In conclusion, the quasi tangent has no effect in the asymptotic expansion, that is, 682’0) =0.

6.4 Perturbation term

In this subsection we study the contribution of the term N,, to the asymptotic expansion. More precisely we
will compute the random symbol &!(iz). The action of this symbol is defined by

E[U(2)®'(iz)] = lim E[¥(2)N,(iz)].

n—roo
(i) Case H > 1. We recall that
N, = nY AB;.(Day,_,,11,)s5
j=1
Integrating by parts yields
EU(:N.(i2)] = n> E[D{(@)Da, . 11)5,11)5(i2)
j=1
= n)Y E[U(2)a"(By,_)le , ,(iz)
j=1
nooel
Fa > [ WG (B, o, sausds(iz)
j=1
=G n+ Gop.
We know that
1 um, . .
of ;=g G = G =) )2 (6.8)
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Expanding the square (j2# — (j — 1)2# — 1)? it turns out that the terms —2(j2# — (j — 1)?#) and 1 do not
tribute to the limit. So, for G, it suffices to consider the term

Y B (B G - G- 1))
_ H2n174H i E[\I/(Z)GJN(Btj71)]]2(21—171) + 0(1)

= HQE[\II(Z) /O1 a"(Bs)s4H_2ds] + o(1).

The term G» ,, converges to zero because, by (6.8) and Lemma [6.2] (b), we can write

o
Gan S n'=21 sup E las ;] < Cyn'2H,
s€[0,1] =1

Therefore, we have proved that

E[¥(2)®!'(iz)] = H’E [\Il(z)/o a (Bs)sM=2ds| (iz).

(if) Case H < 1. In that case,
Nn = n4H71 ZAB‘7n<Datj71, 1Ij>5’J'
j=1

We proceed as before, but in that case the dominating term in O‘?j,l in G,y is the constant 1 and we obtain

J

EW(2)®'(i2) = E [\If(z) i(iz)/o a”(Bs)ds] ds.
We can also show that

lim E[U(z)(DN,,un)s] =0.

n—r oo

Remark 6.1. The functional ¥(z) should be replaced by ¥(z)i,, when we need a truncation v,,. However, the
above arguments are essentially unchanged because ||1 — 9,,||¢,, would converge to zero much faster than the
total error we found.

The following lemma is in Nourdin, Nualart and Peccati [13].

Lemma 6.2. Let 0 < H <1 and n > 1. We have, for some constant Cyy,
(a) |ogx| <n~CHAD for any t € [0,1] and k = 1,...,n.
(b) SUP¢e(o0,1] > hei lae k| < Cn.
(c) ZZJZI 1Bik| < Cpyn(1—2H)VO0
(d) If H < 2, then ZZ,J‘:1 ﬂik < Ognt~H,
() Yok =1 1BriBial < Cun™HM2) for any I =1,...,n.

(f) If H <3, then 325 iy [BraBiiBin| < Can™*H=CHN) for any 1 =1,... n.
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7 Asymptotic expansion for measurable functions

Let ¢ = d+8 and denote by 3, the maximum degree in z of &. We denote by o the Malliavin covariance matrix
of a multivariate functional F and write Ap = detop. Let do = (£ + B, — 7) V (2[(d1 + 2)/2] + 2[(B. + 1)/2]),
where [z] is the maximum integer not larger than z. We consider the following condition.

[C] () un € DFL2(H @ RY), Gy € DV92(RY @, RY), W, N, € D°(RY), W,, € DVd22(RY), X, €
]D)é’oo(Rdl), Xoo c ]D)é\/(dg—i-l),oo(Rdl).

(ii) For every p > 1, the following estimates hold:

lunller = O(1) (7.1)

IGPNe-2p = O(ra) (7.2)

IGDNe-2p = O(ra) (7.3)

||<DG513)aun>y3||€—17;D = O(Tn) (7-4)

H<D(<DG§),UH>5),UH> = o(ry) (7.5)

Hile—-3,p

> DA s, = Or) (7.6)
A=Woo, X oo

S (DDA w) s undy lezp = olra) (7.7)

A=Weo, X oo
[ Walle—1p + [1Nalle—1p + 1 Xn lle-1,, = O(1) (7.8)

= o(1) (7.9)

—2,p

> H<D<DB,un>ﬁ7un>ﬁ

o

o
B=Wn,Nn,Xn

(iii) For cach pair (T,,,T) = (61", 6@0), (6537, 6", (617", 620), (&}, 601, (&, 610)),
(S, s, (6%’10), 652’0)) and (6%’3), 651’1)), the following conditions are satisfied.
(a) T is polynomial random symbol the coefficients of which are in D4+5=+11+ — Upsi DA+A=+1p,
(b) For some p > 1, there exists a polynomial random symbol T,, that has LP coefficients and the
same degree as T,
E[¥(z,x)T,(iz,ix)] = FE[¥(z,x)T,(iz, ix)]

and ¥, — ¥ in LP.
(iv) (a) Gl e L.
(b) There exist ¢ € (—1,0) U (0,1) and x > 0 such that
P[Aerr, 4We xo) < 50 = O(r;"")
for some positive random variables s,, € D=2 satisfying sup, ey (||s; tlp + [|snll¢=2,p) < 0o for

every p > 1.
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(c) There exists £1 > 0 such that

S [0MuAs), = 06

A=DWeoo,DX oo

for every p > 1.

Remark 7.1. (i) The index £+ 1 of u,, comes from (ZH). (ii) Intuitively, [C] (iv) (c) is a kind of orthogonality
between M,, and (W, X). It is natural because M,, converges stably in most statistical problems. We will
give a slightly different formulation of the problem later. (iii) The degree of ¥,, and ¥ may be different. That
T, — Tin LP means LP convergence of all random coefficients. (iv) [C] (iv) (b) ensures non-degeneracy of X,
that is, Ayl € L7,

Remark 7.2. Condition [C] (iii) is a sufficient condition for coming results. We can replace [C] (iii) by

[C] (iii)* For pairs of polynomial random symbols (%,,%) = (6%3’0),6(370)), (68?;10),682’0)), (6%2’0),6(270)),
(6%1’1),6(1’1)), (6%1’0),6(1’0)), (6%0’1),6(0’1)), (6%’?,6&2’0)) and (6%’3),651’1)), the coefficients of ¥
are in DI+A+11+ and

lim §°E[¥(z,x)%,(iz,ix)] = §*E[¥(z,x)T(iz,ix)]

n—oo

for every (z,x) € RY and o € Zi.

Define &, by

_ 357’7, en fn
n = 25, + 12A,, + 52 + A%

(7.10)

for A = A(em, 4w, x.0)- The functionals e, and f, will be specified later. Let ¢» € C*°(RR;[0,1]) such that
P(x) =1 for |z| < 1/2 and ¥(x) = 0 for |z| > 1. Let ¢, = 9(&,). Then sup, ey ||¥n|le—2,p < 0o for every p > 1.

Denote by ¢(z;u,X) the density function of the normal distribution with mean vector p and covariance
matrix 3. We write 6,, =14 r,&. Define the function p,(z,z) by

polen) = B|,(0.,0. {06 Wi, Gl (X } .

where 0, (X ) is Watanabe’s delta function, i.e., the pull-back of the delta function ¢, by X.. See [] for the
notion of generalized Wiener functionals and Watanabe’s delta function. The operation of the adjoint ¢(9,, ,)*
for a random polynomial symbol ¢(iz,ix) =) cq(iz,ix)® is defined by

E[c(@z,az)*{qﬁ(z;WOO,GOO)&E(XOO)H = Z(—@z,—61)“E[ca¢(z;Woo,Goo)éz(Xoo)}.

[e3

The function p,(z,z) is well defined under [C].

Given positive numbers M and -+, denote by (M, ) the set of measurable functions f : RY 5 R satisfying
|f(z,2)| < M(1+|z| + |z|)" for all (z,2) € RY. We intend to approximate the joint distribution of (Z,, X,,) by
the density function p,(z, ). The error of the approximation is evaluated by the supremum of

An(f) = E[f(Zn,Xn)}— g f(z,2)pn(z, x)dzdx

in fe&(M,n).
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For Z, = (Zn, X»), we write Z3 = Z1X22 for a = (a1, a2) € Z3 x Z3 = Z‘i. Define §%(z,x) by

92(zx) = E[YnZg exp (Zu[iz] + Xp[ix])]

for z € RY and x € RY. Define g%(z,z) by

g (z,x) = (271r)a /]Ra exp (— z[iz] — z[ix]) 9% (z,x)dzdx
if the integral exists.
In the notation of Section [2.2]
inzx) = B[99, 28] = on(LzsvnZy) = en(LivnZy).
Moreover,
In(zx) = §nzx) = §%n(l;¥n)
for a € Z‘i, where §* = §01822.
Let
ho(2,8) = E[1nd(2 Woo, Goo )i (Xoo)]
+rnE[6(0:,02)" {¢(2; Woe, Goo) 0 (X0 ]
and let
h(z,x2) = (2,2)*h2(z,z)
for o € Z‘l. Let
he(z,x) = /}R'3 eArelidpe ) dzde.
Then
he(z,x) = §°E[¥(z,x)9n] + a8 E[¥(z,x)6(z,x)].

Let Ap(d) = {u € R%; Ju| < 7,9}, where g € (0,1/2). Let =1 —¢.
Lemma 7.3. Suppose that [C] is fulfilled. Then

(a) For each (z,x) € RY and o € Z9 ,
9 (zx) = hiy(z,x) = o(ra).
(b) For every a € 24,

sup  sup |(z,x)[ ¢t
n (z,x)EAn(a)

Proof. First we estimate
on(0,2,,E) = E [e/\"(G’Z’X)E]
for 2 € D° = M,5,DFP, k < d + 6. Let

M;,(0)

(M, + 07 Wi (0) + 70 N, X (0))
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for § € (0,1]. Suppose that there exists 6y € [0,1) such that

o E[Amﬁw)l{zgl |Djallﬁ®j>0}] < > (7.13)
and that
o B {Axiw)l{z;l SR >0}} < (7.14)
for every p > 1.
By definition,
on(0,2,%5) = E[eMn(9)[912,1462*1(1—92)0&[(iz)®2] =).

Use My, Wi, Weo, Ny, Nog € DFFL0(RY), X, Xoo € DFHL°(RY), and det G2 € L, then with the IBP-
formula k-times with respect to M,,(6), we obtain
_ 1
[on0.26)] < [020] B |exo (- 31~ 0Gal*) x 4,00.5:2)
for 0 € (0o, 1], the functional A, (6,z;=) is linear in =, and the expectation on the right-hand side is dominated
by a polynomial in

HG;oala HGOOHk,pa HMn(e)Hk-i-l,pa |‘A]_;11(9)1{Z;:1 ||DJE|\ﬁ®j>O}||p’ ||E| k,p

for some p > 1 uniformly in 6 € (0,1], (z,x) € RY and n € N. For it, we may add an independent Gaussian
variable to M,,(0) and shrink its variance after integration-by-parts. Here we remark that

1 ; ; _
Sslp[eXp(ﬁ(l—e?)Gw[z@?J)><||<1—92>Dﬁcoo[z®2]||g®n---||<1—92>Dfmcoo[z®2]|ﬁ®jm e L™,

which is a consequence of L? integrability of G3! for sufficiently large p. [This estimate is possible only when
(z,x) appears with factor 1—62. Otherwise, even though the non-degeneracy of G is used, the factor (1—62)~!
would appear and the estimation failed for 6 near 1. | Therefore

sup ‘(pn(é’,z,x;E)‘ < ’(z,x)’_k
0€(60,1]

For 6 € (0,6), we use nondegeneracy of X,,(0). Applying ingeration-by-parts with respect to X,,(0) to
on(0,2,%2) = E [exn“)ﬂixl exp (2—1(1 — 0% Goo[(12)®?] + OM,, [iz] + W, (0)[iz] + GrnN[iz]) E] ,
we obain
(1X)*2pn(0,2,%,2) = E[eM"9B, ,.(0,2;2)]

for some function B, q,(0,z; E) for 6 € (0,6)) and as € Zil with |az| = k. For every L > 0, the L'-norm of the
functional By, o, (0,z; Z) is dominated by a polynomial of

1Xa®) o 1852 0 s, 1oz ersoler G2 [Geollin,
I Mallews 1Wa(® s [ Nallips  [Elleps (142D

uniformly in 0 € (0,6p) and n € N, if we take a sufficiently large p. Therefore we have

|90n(9,Z,X; E)} 5 |(Zax)|7k
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uniformly in 6 € (0,6p), (z,x) € RY and n € N. Consequently, we obtained

sup |on(0,2,%3)] S |@x)| (7.15)
0€(0,1]

uniformly in (z,x) € RY and n € N, under the assumptions (ZI3) and (Z.14).
For 6 > |/,

AMn(G) = A(Mnr+971W001Xoo) + Tnd:l (9)’
where {d* (6);6 € [|c|,1],n € N} is a family of functionals bounded in D9+6:°°_ Moreover,

AWM, +6-1Weae X o0)

_  p-2d (0DM,,,0DMp) g + (DWeo, DWoodsy (DXoo, DWoo)g )2
= 0 "“det [ (DWao, DX oo)s (DX oo, DXoo)g +ry, dn(9)
(¢DM,,,cDMy)s + (DWeoo, DWas)sy (D Xoo, DWeo)gy (1AR1)/2,]

> 1
- [ (DWoo, DXoo)sy (DX, DXo)sy | 77 dn (0)

= A(cMo4Wa,Xo0) T r(As)/24(6)

for 6 € [|c|, 1], where d,,(0) and d,,(#) are functionals in DA+6:% such that
sup 1z 1 Ol IOl | < o0
0€[0,1],neN
for every p > 1. Consequently,

Mooy 2 AeMyiwa xo) + 13 D2d7(0) (7.16)

for @ € [|¢[,1] and n € N. The functional d**(0) is defined by d*(6) and d, (). We define e, as the sum of
squares of the coefficient of the polynomial d;*(6) in 6 and 6~". Then |le,lz,, = O}/ ") for every p > 1.
On the other hand, we have an expansion

Ax,0) = Ax.(1+7/2A%" da(0))

with a functional d,(6) such that all coefficients of this polynomial in @ are of O(r}/ ®)in L*~. Let f, be the

sum of squares of the coefficients of d,(f). By [C] (iv) (b) and the definition of 1, considering the event
{& > 1/2} D {3y, < 1}, we have

11— wn||8+6,1+2*1n =0(rh) (7.17)

for py = (1 +k)/(1+27 k) > 1. If &, < 1, then infoe(el,1 Anr, o) = 5, /13 and infeepo1] Ax,, (9) > Ax,. /2 for
large n. Thus the conditions (T.I3) and (TI4]) are ensured and hence the estimate (ZIH) is available for various
functionals Z having a factor related to ,, as we will see below. Condition (7)) gives L*°~-boundedness of
d + 6 derivatives of oy, .

Condition (7.2) with (ZI)) implies

(DG, un) O(rn) (7.18)

55”&—1—5,;0

[This is the only place where the L? boundedness of Dé_QGg) is required. That is, we will only need that
IG2|lr—3, = O(ry) and (ZIR) in what follows. | Condition (Z4) implies

|y ) we),
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for every p > 1 under (ZI)). Condition (7)) implies

> H<D<<D<DA,un>ﬁ,un>ﬁ),un> = o(rn) (7.20)
A=Woo, X oo Hlld+5,p
under (7). Moreover, Condition (T9)) implies
> H<D<D<DB,un>5,un>ﬁ,un> = o(1) (7.21)
Hlld+5,p

o o
B=Wn,Nn,Xn

under ().
The estimate ||G511)(9)||a+5’p = O(ry) for every p > 1 follows from (T.6), (Z8) and (ZI). The estimate

||G'511)||a+5,p = O(ry,) for every p > 1 follows from (Z.8]), therefore

G O lags, = Ora) (7.22)

for every p > 1. We obtain

(DGO, un) g llgys, = olra) (7.23)
for every p > 1 from (7)) and (Z3)). Estimate
H<DG511)’UH>_¢JH&+57P O(ry) (7.24)
for every p > 1 follows from (T.g).
We have
H<D<DG5}>(9),%>§,U”> = o(ry)
Hlld+5,p
by (20) and (T2I)). Follows the estimate
H<D<Dég>,un>ﬁ,un> = o(rp)
Hlld+5,p
from (79)), so that
H<D<DG5}1)(9), Un>ﬁ, un> = o(ry) (7.25)
Hlld+5,p
Since ¢n, (0;¢y,) = E[¥(z,x)1y], Proposition [26] gives
~ 12 .
In(z,x) = hy(z,x) = §*Ru(z,x) = Z &QRS) (z,%).
i=3
We shall show
sup sup |(z,x)|a+1r;1’§?°‘RS) (z,x)’ < o0 (7.26)

n (z,x)EA(d)

fori=3,...,12.

We remind the representation of R,(f)(z,x) = pgf)(f) with f(z,x) = exp(z[iz] + z[ix]). There appear 24
terms in this expression and we name them R[i] (i = 1,...,24). We will repeatedly use the inequality (I3
based on integration-by-parts (IBP) to estimate * R[i]. It should be noted that the factors (1 — 6%)Goo[iz, -]
comes out but they are controlled by exp (2’1(1 — 92)Goo[(iz)®2]) if non-degeneracy of G is used, as already
mentioned. Estimates of R]i] are as follows.
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R[1]. The estimate sup, .4 @) (2 )99 R[1]| = o(ry) follows from d 42 times IBP, (ZI7) and (Z-1).

RI[9]. There are three components R[9, j] (j = 1,2, 3) of R[9] corresponding to the decomposition

<D<D(G(z)wn), un[iz]>ﬁ, un[iz]>yJ = <D<DG(Z), un[iz]>ﬁ, un[iz]>ﬁ1/1n
+2<DG(Z), un[iz]>56 <D’L/Jn, un[iz]%5

+G(z)<D<D¢n,un[iz]>5.j,un[iz]>56 (7.27)

for G = G, The estimate SUD (2 €A, () |(z,%)|9F1[§2R[9,1]| = o(ry,) follows from d + 6 IBP, (Z19) and
(TI7). Since ||<DG$13)(Z),un[iz]>ﬁ||a+41p < o(rn)[z* by (ZF) and |(z,x)] < r? < ry /%, we may deal
with |(z,x)|? for R[9,2]. Apply d +4 IBP , (ZI7) and (ZI)) to obtain SUP(, e, @ | (ZX)[THRYR]9, 2] =
O(rPr). Similarly, we use ||G$13)(z)||a+47p < O(rp)|z)? by @3), d + 4 IBP, (ZI7) and (ZI) to obtain
SUD(gen, @ |2 01T RR, 3]| = O(R). Thus, sup(,en, @ (21" RRI9)| = o(ra).

R[2]. We take a way similar to R[9] to show sup, ,yen, @) (2, )[4 9 R[2]| = o(r,). R[2,5] (j =1,2,3)
are defined by (ZZ7) for G = G. Apply d + 5 IBP to R[2,1] with (Z3) and (ZIT). d + 3 IBP to R[2,2]
with (TI8), (CI7) and (TI). d + 3 IBP to R[2,3] with (T.2), (TI1) and (ZI).

R[16]. In the same way as for R[2], we can show sup, e, ) |(z,%)|%F1[§*R[16]| = o(ry,). In this case,
decomposing R[16] into R[16, 3] (j = 1,2,3) by (L21) for G = GV, we apply él + 5 IBP to R[16,1] with
(25) and (ZI7). d + 3 IBP to R[16,2] with (ZZ3), (Z24), (ZI7) and (ZI). d + 3 IBP to R[16,3] with
2, (CID) and ).

R[23]. There are two terms R[23,i] (i = 1,2) for the decomposition
F(D(Gn),unliz]), = F((DG),upliz]) tn + FG(Dn,unliz]) (7.28)

for F =1 and G = GY(2). Apply d + 5 IBP, (Z4) and (ZI7) to R[23,1], and d + 3 IBP, (Z3) and (Z17)
to R[23,2]. Then we obtain sup, ,ca, @) (2, x)|4 QY R[23]| = o(ry).

R[24]. There are two terms R[24,i] (i = 1,2) according to (Z.28) for F' = 1 and G = G%l)(H;z,x). To
R[24,1], use d + 4 IBP with [T23) and (CIT). To R[24,2], d + 2 IBP with (Z.22) and (CIT). Then
SUP(; en,, @ |(2)[*THRVR[24]] = o(ry).

R[11]. By the decomposition (T28) for F' = G = Gf)(z), we have two terms R[11,i] (i = 1,2) as the
components of R[11]. Apply d + 6 IBP with (Z4)) and (ZI7) to R[11,1]. Apply d + 4 IBP with (Z3) and
(Z17) to R[11,2]. Then we have sup, e, () |(z,x) |91 Q2 R[11]| = o(7y,).

R[10]. This case is similar to R[11]. There appear two terms R[10,4] (i = 1,2) by (28] for F = G2 (z)
and G = G (z). Then we obtain SUD (2 €A, (@) (z,%)|9+|®>R[10]| = o(r,,) by applying d + 5 IBP with
[T4), [2) and (CIT) to R[10,1], and by d 4+ 3 IBP with (Z2)), (Z3) and (ZI7) to R[10,2].

R[12]. This case is similar to R[10]. There appear two terms R[10,4] (i = 1,2) by (T2]) for F' = Gg)(ﬁ; z,X)
and G = G (z). Then SUP(z e, @) | (20T @R[12]] = o(ry). For that, apply d + 5 IBP with (7).
([T22)) and (TI1) to R[12,1], and by d 4+ 3 IBP with (T.22), (3) and (CI7) to R[12,2].

R[4]. There appear two terms R[4,i] (i = 1,2) by (Z.2]) for F = GS?)(Z) and G = Gsf)(z). We obtain
SUD (, )€ (d) (z,%) |91 Q*R[4,1]| = O(r1t2%) by applying d + 5 IBP with (ZI8) and (ZI7). In this
case, the factor |(z,x)|? is evaluated by r;29. Apply d + 3 IBP with (Z2), (Z3) and (ZI7) to R[4,2]
to obtain sup(, e x. @ |2 )@ R[4,2]] = O(r8!), therefor sup, ey & |(zX)|“F R[] = O(2),
where pa = p1 A (1 + 20).
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RJ[3]. This is similar to the case R[4]. There appear two terms R[3,i] (i = 1,2) by (T2]) for FF = G =
G'?(z). We obtainv SUP(, e, @ |(Z )T R[3]| = O(rh?) by applying d 44 IBP with (ZI8) and (717)
to R[3,1], and by d + 2 IBP with (7.2)) and (ZI7) to R[3,2].

RI[5]. Similar to the case R[3]. There appear two terms R[5,7] (i = 1,2) by (Z28) for F = Ggll)(é';z,x)
and G = G\P) (z). We obtain SUP (7 €A, (@) [(z,%)|41 > R[5]| = O(r22) by applying d + 4 IBP with (ZI3),
(C22) and (Z.I7) to R[3,1], and by d + 2 IBP with (7.2)), (7.22) and (ZI7) to R[3,2].

R[18]. Similar to R[4]. There are two terms R[18,i] (i = 1,2) by (Z2]) for F = Gt (z) and G =
Gsll)(é';z,x). Then sup, e, (@) |(z,x)v|d+1|&?aR[18]| = O(rk?) follows from d + 5 IBP with (Z.23), (Z.24),
([T3) and ([TI7) to R[18,1], and also d + 3 IBP with (Z.22), (3] and (ZI7) to R[18,2].

R[17]. Similar to R[18]. There are two terms R[17,i] (i = 1,2) by @Z28) for F = G'P(z) and G =
G (0;2,x). Then SUP (, ) e (d) |(z,x)|ii+1|&aR[17]| = O(r?2) follows from d + 4 IBP with (7.23), (7.24),
([C2) and (TI7) to R[17,1], as well as d 4+ 2 IBP with (22)), (7.2) and (TI7) to R[17,2].

R[19]. Similar to R[17]. Two terms R[19,] (i = 1,2) by (Z28) for F = G\ (¢';2,x) and G = G\ (6;2,x).
Then sup, ,yea,, @) |(z,x)[9F1 Q> R[19]| = O(rP?), which follows from d + 4 IBP with (Z.23), (Z.24), (722)
and (TI7) to R[19,1], as well as d + 2 IBP with (7.22) and (ZI7) to R[19,2].

R[14]. One factor |(z,x)| is cancelled by ra/? offered by (GS?) (z))z. We apply d + 6 IBP with (Z3) and
[TIT) to obtain sup(, e, @ (%)@ R[14]| = O(/?).

R[13]. Similar to R[14]. Cancelling one factor |(z,x)| by 7“,11/2 in G,(f) (z)G§f> (z), we apply d + 5 IBP with
(72), (Z3) and (TIT) to show sup(, cx, @ |2 X)L R[13]| = O(r)?).

R[7]. It is essentially the same as R[13]. Therefore sup, e, (@) |(z,x)[4FL|§2R[7]| = O(r;q’lp).

R[15]. Similar to R[14]. Cancelling one factor |(z,x)| by re/? in G%”(G; z,x)Ggf) (z), we apply d + 5 IBP
with (Z.22), (Z3) and (TI7) to show sup, e, (a) |(z,x) |91 1R R[15]| = O(rim).

R[21]. Essentially same as R[15], therefore sup, ,)ca, |(z,x) |9+ |92 R[21]| = O(r/?).

R[6]. One factor cancellation and d + 4 IBP with (Z.2) and (ZI7) give SUP(, xyen, @) | (2 )9+ (9 R[6]| =
O(rim).

R[8]. Similarly to R[6], d + 4 IBP with (Z22), (Z2) and (ZI17) gives SUD(; )€ A, (d) (2, )[4 [§R[8]| =
O(rf’lm).

R[20]. This is essentially equivalent to R[8]. sup, e, @ (2. %)% §2RI20]| = O(r7)/?).

R[22]. Apply d + 4 IBP with (7.22) and (Z.I7) to obtain SUD(, e, (d) |(z,x) |9+ |92 R[22]| = O(r/?).

In conclusion,

sup |(z,x)|d+1’2§?o‘Rg)(z,x)’ = o(rp) (7.29)
(z,x)€A(d)

for ¢ = 3 and in particular (7.26) is valid for i = 3.
It is possible to obtain sup, e () |(z,x)|d+1’2§?o‘R$f) (z,x)| = O(r"), and hence (Z.26) for i = 4 with d+1
IBP, (Z8) and (TI7). Each R (z,x) (i = 5,...,12) is a difference of two terms. We will estimate each term
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separately. Apply d+ B, + 1 IBP with respect to Xo to ¢ and use exp (2_1Gw[(iz)®2]) with non-degeneracy
of G (without IBP) to obtain

supV|(z,x)|a+1’E[\I/(z,x)g(iz,ix)” < 0
(z,x)€Rd

for¢ = 660 g 20 g1 1.0 g0 * and &Y. Remark that we need X, € DI+As+200(Rdr),
W € DIFAatloo(RY) and Gy € DIFF+Lo(RY @, RY) in this procedure. To estimate each first term,
d +4 = ¢ — 4 IBP with respect to X, is sufficient because the degree of each ¢ is not greater than three. For
that, Conditions (ZI), (Z2), (Z3), (Z6) and (Z8) work together with the factor exp (27!'Guo[(1z)®?]) with
non-degeneracy of G,. In this way, we obtain

sup sup |(z,x)|a+1’E[\Il(z,x)gn(iz,ix)]‘ < o0
. (z,x)€Rd

for ¢, = 6%3’0),68?,’10),653’0), (‘5,(11’1), 6%1’0),6510’1),6%10) and (‘58,’11). Consequently, (7.26) was verified for i =
5,...,12.

Furthermore, [C] (iii)” and (ZI7) gives &?”‘R,(f) (z,x) = o(ry) for i = 5,...,12. Now it suffices to show that [C]
(iii) implies [C] (iii)’. For n > 0, let

FIZ.X) = E[0E )Gl + Wal + [ Xoc]))Tu(iz,iX)]  ((Z,X) € CY)
for n € NU {oo}, where T, = T. F7 are analytic functions of (z/,x’) for n > 0 and n € NU {co}. Let
Foz,x) = E[U(z,9)%n(iz,ix)]  ((z,x) € RY)
for n € NU {o0}. Then §*F7 on RY is explicitly expressed by
QOF)(z,x) = E[Q{¥(z,)Tn(iz, 1)}¢ (1(|Goo| + [Weo| + [Xox]))]

forn > 0,n € NU{oo} and (z,x) € RY. Remark that the differential operator §“ is in the real domain, so that
this equation is valid even for n = 0. On the other hand, 0% )Fo(z’,x’) is not defined. Fix (z,x) € RY and

- (z/ %'
o€ Zi. Let € > 0. Then there exists n > 0 such that

sup 3 FN ) - Qx| < e (7.30)

neNU{co} a=0,a

For n > 0, the gap F"(z',x') — F/L(z/,x') — 0 locally uniformly as n — oo because the coefficients of T,, — T
converge to zero in LP for some p > 1. Chauchy’s integral formula for multivariate analytic functions ensures
the convergence

QF(z,x) = Q“F (z,x) (n — o0) (7.31)
for every n > 0. Then (Z30) and ([Z31) give limsup,, ., |§*F% (z,x) — §*F?(z,x)| < 2¢, and hence
lim Q°FY(z,x) = §“F(zx).
n—oo

By the equality in [C] (iii) (b), we obtain

nl;ngo QE[V(z,x)Tn(iz,ix)] = §*E[¥(z,x)T(iz,ix)],

that is [C] (iii)?. This completes the proof of Lemma O

The following is a slightly different set of conditions.
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[C?] (i) [C] (i) holds.

(ii) (D), (C2), C3), () and (ZH) holds for every p > 1. Furthermore, there exists a positive constant
k such that the following estimates hold:

DG un)gle-1p = O(r ") (7.32)
H<D(<DG§),un>ﬁ),un> O(rltm) (7.33)
Hlle=3,p
Yo (DDA )5 un)glle-2p = Oy ") (7.34)
A=Woo, X oo

> H<D<DB,un>ﬁ,un>ﬁ = o) (7.35)
o o 672,11
B=Wn,Nn,Xn
(iii) [C] (iii) holds.
(iv) (a) Gtle L.
(b) There exists x > 0 such that
P[A(Mn+wooyxoo) < Sn] = O(T,}LJFK)

for some positive random variables s,, € D=2 satisfying sup,,cn (/|55 |y + [|8nlle—2,p) < oo for
every p > 1.

The functional 9, is re-defined by ,, = ¥(§,,) with

B 35n €n In
n = 25, + 12A,, + 52 + A%

(7.36)

for Ay, = A(ar, 4w, x.) this time. The functional f, is defined as before, and e,, will be specified in the proof
of the following lemma.

Lemma 7.4. Under [CY], the properties (a) and (b) of Lemma[Z3 hold true.

Proof. The plot of the proof is quite similar to that of Lemma [Z.3] however some modifications are necessary.
Let € be a positive number. We may assume that r,, < 1 for all n € N. Instead of (ZI3) and (Z.I4), we will use
the non-degeneracy of the forms

sup E{Afp i« ipigl .. 0] < o0 (7.37)
He(ﬁ,l] M, (0) {2521 |DIE|50; >0}

and

sup E[A_’;el K 1DIT| 0] < o0 (7.38)
e gy LS @ 107510,

for every p > 1 and a suitably differentiable functional =. For the same reason as before, we have
lon(@.2,xE)| S |zx)]7
uniformly in 6 € (VI —75,1], (z,x) € R? and n € N. For 0 € (0,/T—7r%], we will use d + 3, + 1 IBP below,

just like before, and this procedure gives some power of |z|. To cancel the power of |z| (including z’s come from
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random polynomials when we use it), we attach the factor (1 — 62), and then a power of (1 — 6?)~! appears.
We can replace it by 7, ', where L is a definite number. Thus what we obtained is

sup sup  sup T;L|(Z,X)|k}<pn(9,z,x;5)} < oo. (7.39)
n 0€(0,1) (z,x)eRd

We need non-degeneracy (L.37) and (.38)) to apply the estimate (39). For our purposes, when the functional
= has 1, or its derivative of certain order, it is sufficient to show non-degeneracy of M, (0) and X,,(6) under
truncation by ,, with &, of (Z30). We make e sufficiently small. Then it is easy to see

Aty = Awrswex. + 17 (0)
for some functional d’*(#) such that SUPpe (., T re 1].neN r;‘/2||dn(9)”a+6,p < oo for every p > 1. Define e, as

before with the coefficients of d;*(0). Then we see (ZI7) holds and Ay ) and Ax, () have uniform non-
degeneracy under 1,,, as before.
For proof of the lemma, it is sufficient to show (Z20) for ¢ = 3,...,12. We can take the same way as the

proof of Lemma [[.3l Indeed, estimations of RY (z,x) (i = 4,...,12) are the same. Only estimation of R7(13)(z, x)
is slightly different. We do the same way for estimation of R[i] (i = 1,...,24) with (Z39), but in this situation,
the bounds o(r,,) that appeared in the previous proof become O(r}ﬁ"l) for some positive constant ', thanks to
[D] (ii). Taking a sufficiently small € so that eL < k', we obtain (ZI2) in the present situation. O

Lemma 7.5. [ Suppose that either [C] or [C%] is fulfilled. Then, for each m € 7.,

sup ||(z,2)|" (gn (2, 2) = hp(z,2))| = o(ra)
(z,z)€RI

as n — Q.

Proof. d + 3 times IBP provides

sup supq|(z,x)|d+3|§f{(z,x)| < oo.

Therefore,
/4 19%(z,%)|dzdx = O(r2?) (7.40)
RN\A,(d)

for every a € Z3. We apply d + 3 times IBP with respect to Xo, to §*E[¥(z,x)1b,] and exp (27! Goo[(12)2?])
with non-degeneracy of G, to derive

sup sup4|(z,x)|d+3|&?”‘E[\Il(z,x)1/)nH < oo
" (z,x)eRI

We remark that the factor x does not emerge but some product of z can newly appear though cancelled by the
exponential. So

/ |Q*E[¥ (2, x)tpn]|dzdx = O(r}?)
Ré\ A, (d)

for every a € Z‘l. Let ¢ be any random symbol, like (39 that appears in the r,-order term of &,,. We apply

d + B, + 1 times IBP with respect to X to X?O‘E[\I/(z,x)g(iz, ix)], and next use the Gaussianity of ¥ in z to
show

/, ) ‘&aE[\P(Z,X)C(iZ, ix)”dzdx = 0O@r)
RI\An (d)

#The definition of v, varies, depending on [C] or [CH].
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for every a € Z‘i. Thus

/ |hS(z,x)|dzdx = O(r37) + O(rLT9). (7.41)
RI\A, (d)
This term becomes o(r,,) if we choose g € (1/3,1/2).
Now
AY = sup |(z,x)a(gg(z, x) — h%(z, :I:))|
(z,m)eRa
1

/, e~ 2liz—=[ix] (gg(z, X) — fALf{(z, x))dzdx
R

(z,x)€Rd (27T)a
1

1 ~
- G (z,%) |dzdx + - / h&(z, x)|dzdx
(27)d /Ra\An<a>| | (2m)d Ra\An<&>| |

+ I'n / rot
@2m)d Ja.@ "

By ([C40)), (Z40) and the properties (a) and (b) provided either Lemma[Z:3 or Lemmall.4 we obtain A% = o(ry,).
Here is the main theorem in this section.

IN

622, %) — he (2, )| dzdx.

Theorem 7.6. Suppose that either [C] or [C%] is fulfilled. Then, for any positive numbers M and vy,

sup An(f) = O(Tn)
FeE(M,y)

as n — o0.

Proof. The local density g2 is a continuous version of the measure (E[¢,|Z, = (z, x)]dPZ”') /dzdz, admits any
order of moments and

E[f(Zain] = [ feia)g(eo)dzda,
Rd
Let p = 14 /2, where  is the one given in [C] (iv) (b) or in [C?] (iv) (b). Then

sup |E[f(Zn)] —E[f(Zo)tn]] < sup £ (Zo)llpyo-1)llt = %nlly = o(rn).
fEE(M ) fe&(M,y)

For k1, ke € Z,, we have

|2[F 12?2 | E[(1 — ¥0)d(2; Weo, Goo) 00 (Xo0)] |
|E[X2F2(1 — ) |2]F1 623 Woo, Goo )62 (X)) |
C(k1, k2)||1 — ¥nllv,p

for all (z,x) € RY, where C(k1, k2) is a constant depending on (k1, k2), where v = 2[1+4d; /2] < dy+2. Therefore,

IN

sup f(z,2)B[X22 (1 — ) |2[* ¢(2; Wae, Goo )62 (X o) | dzd
feEM ) | JRY

= O(I1 = ¥ullvp) = olry).

This estimate makes it possible to replace p, by hY.
In this way, estimation of A, (f) is reduced to

; f(Z,.’L')gg(Z,.’L‘)dZd.’L‘ - R f(Z,.’L')h?l(Z, ,CC)dZd(E

Rd
< [0 ) e x s [0 ) () — )
Ré (z,x)€Rd
= o(rn)
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by Lemma [75]if m is chosen as m > d + 7. O

It is easy to give the joint asymptotic expansion with a reference variable in the applications of the previous
sections, while we do not give statements explicitly here. In statistics, it is important because the reference
variable will be the random Fisher information matrix, an asymptotically ancillary statistic, and so on.

On the other hand, it is also possible to give a similar asymptotic expansion of E[f(Z,)] without a reference
variable X,,. In fact, our result already applies to such a case if we take variable X,, = X, ~ N(0, 1) independent
of other variables. The expansion formula is valid in particular for functions f(z) of z. Integrating out x from
pn(z, ), we obtain a formula [ p,(z,z)dz. Formally, this formula corresponds to the case 8, = 0 and dy = 0.
As a matter of fact, some of differentiability conditions can be reduced due to lack of the reference variable
X,,. We shall give a simplified version of Theorem with [C%] but without the reference variable X,,, among
several possibilities. In what follows, we will only consider the variable

Zn = M, +ryNy.

In this situation, we need the random symbols

6B30(iz) = %rn1<D<DMn[iz],un[iz]>ﬁ,un[iz]>ﬁ = %qTor[(iz)®3],
SEV0n) = g6 = gt (DM iz uliz), - Gal(i2P]) = JaTanfs2)*?]
60(iz) = N,[iZ,
6P (iz) = <DNn[iz],un[iz]>ﬁ
Let
V() = exp(2-1Gn[(i2)%2).

We consider the following condition. Recall ¢ = d + 8 when d; = 0.
[D] (i) up € D12 (H @ RY), Goo € D2 (RY @4 RY), N,, € D4 (RY),

(ii) There exists a positive constant k such that the following estimates hold for every p > 1:

[unlle, = O(1)
G N2 = O(rn)

IGDNe-2p = O(ra)

(DGD, w1y = OGL™)
H<D<<DG%2)aun>yJ>aun> = O(T'}LJFK)
Hle=3,p
[Nnlle-1p = 0OQ)

H(D(DNn,un>55, un>jﬁ

—2,p
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(iii) For each pair (%,,%) = ((‘5,(13’0),(‘5(370)), ((‘55?,’10),(‘552’0)), ((‘5,(11’0), L0y, ((‘5%’10), (‘552’0)), the following
conditions are satisfied.
(a) T is polynomial random symbol the coefficients of which are in L'+ = U,~1 LP.

(b) For some p > 1, there exists a polynomial random symbol T,, that has L? coefficients and the
same degree as ¥,

E[V(2)T,(iz)] = E[¥(2)T.(iz)]
and T, — ¥ in LP.
(iv) (a) GleLeem.
(b) There exists x > 0 such that
P[Awy, <su] = O(ryt")

for some positive random variables s,, € D=2 satisfying sup,,cn (/|5 lp + [|nlle—2,p) < oo for
every p > 1.

In the present situation, the random symbol & is defined by
S(iz) = 6®Y(iz)+ 6% (2) + 619 (iz) + &1V (iz).
Let 6,, =1+ r,& and define p,(z) by
pz) = B[6n(0:)"¢(20,CGo0)]
with naturally defined adjoint operation &,,(9,)*. We follow the proof of Theorem but with
on(0,2,2) = E[e)‘"(e*Z)E]
for ¢, (0,z,x; Z), where
M(0;2) = OM,[iz] + 27 (1 — 0*)Goo[(i2)®?] + Or, N, [iZ].
Then, in place of (39), we obtain

sup sup supr;L|z|k‘g0n(9,z;E)’ < oo.
n 0€(0,1) zER?

For this estimate for § € (0, /1 — r¢], only non-degeneracy of G is used. In this way, we can prove the validity

of the asymptotic expansion by p,. Denote by & (M, ~) the set of measurable functions f : RY — R such that
If(2)] < M(1+ |z])” for all z € RY. Let

for f € E(M,~).
Theorem 7.7. Suppose that Condition [D] is satisfied. Then, for any positive numbers M and ~,

SAup An(f) = O(Tn)
feE(M,y)

as n — o00.

o7



References

1
2]

13

4]

1]

[6]

7]

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

Bhattacharya, R.N., Rao, R.R.: Normal approximation and asymptotic expansions, vol. 64. STAM (2010)

Corcuera, J.M., Nualart, D., Woerner, J.H.: Power variation of some integral fractional processes. Bernoulli
12(4), 713-735 (2006)

Eden, R., Viquez, J.: Nourdin—Peccati analysis on Wiener and Wiener—Poisson space for general distribu-
tions. Stochastic Processes and their Applications 125(1), 182-216 (2015)

Gotze, F., Hipp, C.: Asymptotic expansions for sums of weakly dependent random vectors. Z. Wahrsch.
Verw. Gebiete 64(2), 211-239 (1983)

Gotze, F., Hipp, C.: Asymptotic distribution of statistics in time series. Ann. Statist. 22(4), 2062—-2088
(1994)

Harnett, D., Nualart, D.: Weak convergence of the Stratonovich integral with respect to a class of Gaussian
processes. Stochastic Processes and their Applications 122(10), 3460-3505 (2012)

Harnett, D., Nualart, D., et al.: Central limit theorem for a Stratonovich integral with Malliavin calculus.
The Annals of Probability 41(4), 28202879 (2013)

Ikeda, N., Watanabe, S.: Stochastic differential equations and diffusion processes, vol. 24. North-Holland
Publishing Co. (1989)

Kusuoka, S., Yoshida, N.: Malliavin calculus, geometric mixing, and expansion of diffusion functionals.
Probab. Theory Related Fields 116(4), 457-484 (2000)

Kusuoka, Seiichiro, Tudor, C.A.: Stein’s method for invariant measures of diffusions via Malliavin calculus.
Stochastic Processes and their Applications 122(4), 1627-1651 (2012)

Mykland, P.A.: Asymptotic expansions and bootstrapping distributions for dependent variables: a martin-
gale approach. Ann. Statist. 20(2), 623-654 (1992)

Nourdin, I.: Asymptotic behavior of weighted quadratic and cubic variations of fractional Brownian motion.
The Annals of Probability 36(6), 21592175 (2008)

Nourdin, I., Nualart, D., Peccati, G.: Quantitative stable limit theorems on the Wiener space. The Annals
of Probability 44(1), 1-41 (2016)

Nourdin, I., Nualart, D., Tudor, C.A.: Central and non-central limit theorems for weighted power variations
of fractional Brownian motion. In: Annales de I'Institut Henri Poincaré, Probabilités et Statistiques, vol. 46,
pp. 1055-1079. Institut Henri Poincaré (2010)

Nourdin, I., Peccati, G.: Weighted power variations of iterated Brownian motion. Electronic Journal of
Probability 13, 1229-1256 (2008)

Nourdin, I., Peccati, G.: Stein’s method on Wiener chaos. Probability Theory and Related Fields 145(1),
75-118 (2009)

Nualart, D.: The Malliavin calculus and related topics, second edn. Probability and its Applications (New
York). Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2006)

Nualart, D., Ortiz-Latorre, S.: Central limit theorems for multiple stochastic integrals and Malliavin cal-
culus. Stochastic Processes and their Applications 118(4), 614-628 (2008)

Nualart, D., Peccati, G., et al.: Central limit theorems for sequences of multiple stochastic integrals. The
Annals of Probability 33(1), 177-193 (2005)

Peccati, G., Taqqu, M.S.: Stable convergence of multiple Wiener-Ito integrals. Journal of theoretical
probability 21(3), 527-570 (2008)

58



21]

22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

27]

28]

[29]
[30]

31]

Peccati, G., Tudor, C.A.: Gaussian limits for vector-valued multiple stochastic integrals. Séminaire de
Probabilités XXXVIII 1857, 247-262 (2005)

Peccati, G., Yor, M.: Four limit theorems for quadratic functionals of brownian motion and brownian
bridge. In: Csorgd, M and Horvath, Lajos and Szyszkowicz, Barbara (Eds.) Asymptotic Methods in
Stochastics: Festschrift for Miklos Csorgd, pp. 75-88. American Mathematical Society (2004)

Podolskij, M., Veliyev, B., Yoshida, N.: Edgeworth expansion for the pre-averaging estimator. Stochastic
Processes and their Applications (2017)

Podolskij, M., Yoshida, N., et al.: Edgeworth expansion for functionals of continuous diffusion processes.
The Annals of Applied Probability 26(6), 3415-3455 (2016)

Tudor, C., Yoshida, N.: Asymptotic expansion for vector-valued sequences of multiple integrals. preprint
(2017)

Yoshida, N.: Malliavin calculus and asymptotic expansion for martingales. Probab. Theory Related Fields
109(3), 301-342 (1997)

Yoshida, N.: Malliavin calculus and martingale expansion. Bulletin des sciences mathematiques 125(6-7),
431-456 (2001)

Yoshida, N.: Partial mixing and Edgeworth expansion. Probability Theory and Related Fields 129(4),
559-624 (2004)

Yoshida, N.: Asymptotic expansion for the quadratic form of the diffusion process. arXiv:1212.5845 (2012)

Yoshida, N.: Martingale expansion in mixed normal limit. Stochastic Processes and their Applications
123(3), 887-933 (2013)

Yoshida, N.: Asymptotic expansions for stochastic processes. In: M. Denker, E. Waymire (Eds.) Rabi N.
Bhattacharya, pp. 15-32. Springer (2016)

29



	1 Introduction
	2 Second-order interpolation formula in frequency domain
	2.1 Perturbation of a Skorohod integral
	2.2 Interpolation and expansion

	3 Asymptotic expansion for differentiable functions
	3.1 blackExpansion formula for E[f(Zn,Xn)]
	3.2 blackEstimate of (1)n(f)

	4 A functional of a fractional Brownian motion
	4.1 Brownian motion case
	4.1.1 Quasi tangent
	4.1.2 Quasi torsion
	4.1.3 Asymptotic expansion

	4.2 Fractional Brownian motion. Case H>12
	4.2.1 Quasi tangent
	4.2.2 Quasi torsion

	4.3 Fractional Brownian motion. Case H<12
	4.3.1 Quasi tangent
	4.3.2 Quasi torsion
	4.3.3 Asymptotic expansion


	5 Quadratic form of a Brownian motion with predictable weights
	5.1 Quadratic form with random weights and H-derivatives
	5.2 Quasi torsion
	5.3 Quasi tangent

	6 Quadratic form of a fractional Brownian motion with random weights
	6.1 Weighted quadratic variation
	6.2 Quasi torsion
	6.3 Quasi tangent
	6.4 Perturbation term

	7 Asymptotic expansion for measurable functions

