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Abstract

In this paper, we consider isotropic and stationary real Gaussian random fields defined on
S? x R and we investigate the asymptotic behavior, as T — 400, of the empirical measure
(excursion area) in S x [0, 7] at any threshold, covering both cases when the field exhibits
short and long memory, i.e. integrable and non-integrable temporal covariance. It turns out
that the limiting distribution is not universal, depending both on the memory parameters
and the threshold. In particular, in the long memory case a form of Berry’s cancellation
phenomenon occurs at zero-level, inducing phase transitions for both variance rates and
limiting laws.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background and motivations

In recent years, special interest has been devoted to the study of random fields Z = {Z (z), z € SQ}
defined on the two-dimensional unit sphere S?, finding applications in several areas such as medical
imaging, atmospheric sciences, geophysics, solar physics and cosmology (see e.g. [10, 11, 20, 26]).
In particular, considerable attention has been drawn by the investigation of geometric functionals
of Gaussian excursion sets on manifolds (see e.g. [1, 2]). Indeed, aiming to study the geometry of
a random field Z, it is natural to introduce the family of excursion sets

{z€S*: Z(z) > u}

indexed by the threshold v € R; under Gaussianity and isotropy, the expected value of their
Lipschitz-Killing curvatures (i.e. area, boundary length and Euler-Poincaré characteristic), is
easily obtained as a special case of the celebrated Gaussian Kinematic Formula, see e.g. [1, Ch. 13].
However, what is more challenging is to investigate fluctuations around these expected values and
for this purpose, asymptotic methods must be exploited, considering sequences of random fields.
In particular, a number of recent papers has focussed on the asymptotic behavior of sequences of
Gaussian Laplace eigenfunctions (random spherical harmonics), in the high-energy limit, i.e. as
the eigenvalues diverge. Several results have been given concerning the asymptotic variance,
the limiting distribution and the correlation for different values of the thresholding parameter
u € R of Lipschitz-Killing curvatures of their excursion sets, see e.g. [9, 8, 22, 23, 25, 36, 34] and
the references therein; see also [7, 15, 21, 28, 30] for related results on the standard flat torus
and on the Euclidean plane. Some of these results entail rather surprising issues, for instance
the cancellation of the leading variance terms for specific threshold values and the possibility to
express wide classes of functionals as simple polynomial integrals on S? of the underlying fields,
up to lower order terms.



The purpose of this paper is to begin the investigation of these same issues for a different
class of fields, i.e., isotropic and stationary Gaussian fields on S? x R, which can be immediately
interpreted as spherical random fields evolving over time (see e.g. [3, 6, 19] and the references
therein). Although the present manuscript is mainly of theoretical nature, it is very easy to figure
out several areas of applications where such random fields emerge most naturally, including the
scientific research streams mentioned above. In the next subsection, we introduce our setting in
more detail.

1.2 Sphere-cross-time random fields

Let us fix a probability space (Q,J,P). We denote by S? the two-dimensional unit sphere with
the round metric. A space-time real-valued spherical random field

Z ={Z(z,t), z € S*, t € R} (1)
is a collection, indexed by S? x R, of real random variables such that the map
Z:OxS*xR—=R

is § ® B(S? x R)-measurable, where B(S? x R) stands for the Borel o-field of S x R. We
say that Z is Gaussian if for every n > 1, z1,...,2, € S?, t1,...t, € R, the random vector
(Z(z1,t1), ..., Z(Tn,tn)) is Gaussian.

Condition 1. The space-time real-valued spherical real random field Z in (1) is Gaussian and
e zero-mean, i.e. E[Z(x,t)] = 0 for every x € S?, t € R;
e stationary and isotropic, i.e.
E[Z(2,t)Z(y, 5)] = D({z,y),t — 5) (2)

for every x,y € S%, t,5 € R, where I' : [-1,1] x R — R is a positive semidefinite function
and (-,-) denotes the standard inner product in R3;

e mean square continuous, t.e. I' is continuous.

The assumption of zero-mean is of course just a convenient normalization with no mathematical
impact. The assumption of Gaussianity ensures that we need to make no distinction between
so-called weak and strong stationarity, see e.g. [20, Definition 5.9], and it simplifies some of
our proofs to follow; moreover, it is the common background with basically all the previous
literature on the geometry of excursion sets (starting from [1]), likewise the assumption of mean
square-continuity, see e.g. [3, 17| and the references therein.

From now on we assume that Z in (1) satisfies Condition 1.

1.2.1 Karhunen-Loéve expansions

It is well known (see e.g. [3, Theorem 3.3] or [19, Theorem 3]) that the following expansion for
the covariance function I' in (2) holds:

“+o0o
ro,n) =Y %47:105(7)&(9) . (6,7 €[-1,1] xR, (3)
=0

where {Cy, ¢ > 0} is a sequence of continuous positive semidefinite functions on R, P; denotes the
¢-th Legendre polynomial [32, §4.7] and the series is uniformly convergent, which is equivalent to

+o0

20+ 1
> i Cy(0) < +00. (4)
e 47




Obviously Cy(0) > 0 for every £ =0,1,2,.... Let T > 0, it is straightforward (see e.g. [6]) to
prove that the following Karhunen-Loéve expansion for Z holds in L?(€2 x S? x [0,T]):

+oo /L
Z(xt) =Y Y agm(t)Yem(2), (5)

=0 m=—¢

where {Yy ,, ¢ > 0,m = —/¢, ..., ¢} is the standard real orthonormal basis of spherical harmonics
20, §3.4] for L?(S?), and

) = [ 2@ O¥i(a) do. (6)

so that {agm,¢ > 0,m = —£,..., ¢} is a family of independent, stationary, centered, Gaussian
processes on R such that for every ¢,s € R

Elagm(t)aem(s)] = Ce(t — s).
Now let _
N:={¢>0:C0) # 0}.
From now on, we will consider only ¢ € N unless otherwise specified. Let us define

¢
Zy(x,t) = Y arm(t)Yem(z), (2,t) €S? xR. (7)

m=—/

By construction, {Z;, ¢ € N} is a sequence of independent random fields and each Zy(-,t) almost
surely solves the Helmholtz equation

Asng(-,t) + g(ﬁ + 1)Ze(-,t> =0,
where Ag2 denotes the spherical Laplacian. For notational convenience and without loss of
generality we also assume that

20+ 1
E [Z%(z,t)] = ZO’% =1, o7 :=E[Z}(z,1)] = g

2eN

Ce(0) . (8)

1.2.2 Long and short range dependence
For ¢ € N, Bochner Theorem ensures that there exists a probability measure 1y on (R, B(R))

such that ()
T IAT
= [ e dug(A), TeR.
0) /R fre(A)

If pp is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, then we may introduce the
normalized spectral density as the function f; : R — R™ such that
Co(7)
Ce(0)

— [errna, rer; (9)
R
we have of course
/ FO)dA=1.
R

If Cy is integrable on R, then clearly f; exists.
Let us now define the family of symmetric real-valued functions {gg, 5 € (0, 1]} as follows:

@+ if Be(0,1)
98(7) = {(1—1—\7’])_‘" it =1 (10

for some a € [2,+00).



Condition 2. There ezists a sequence {3y € (0,1],¢ € N} such that

Co(1) = Gy(1) - gg,(7), L €N,

where gg, is as in (10) and

—1‘ =o(l), asT— +o0.

Moreover 0 € N (that is, Co(0) # 0) and if o = 1 then
/ Co(T)dr > 0.
R

From now on we assume that Condition 2 holds for the sequence {Cy,? € N} Note that
G¢(0) = Cy(0) for every £ € N.

Remark 1.1 (Abelian/Tauberian type results). Let £ € N. The coefficient B¢ in Condition 2 can
be interpreted as a “memory” parameter; in particular, for Sy =1 (resp. B¢ € (0,1)) the covariance
function Cy is integrable on R (resp. [ |Cy(7)|dr = +00) and the corresponding process has
so-called short (resp. long) memory behavior. Under some regularity assumptions, an equivalent
characterization could be given in terms of the behavior at the origin of the spectral density fp in
(9): long-memory entailing divergence to infinity, whereas in the short-memory/integrable case
fe is immediately seen to be bounded in 0.

Some conventions. From now on, ¢ € (0, 4+00) will stand for a universal constant which may
change from line to line. Let {a,,n > 0}, {b,,n > 0} be two sequences of positive numbers:
we will write a,, ~ b, if a,/b, — 1 as n — +o00, a, =~ b, whenever a, /b, — ¢, a, = o(by) if
an /by, — 0, and finally a, = O(b,,) if eventually a, /b, < c.
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2 Main results

Let u € R. We consider the random process A, on R defined as
Ay (t) := area (Z(, )~ ([u,00))) = / 17(z4)>u d, teR. (11)
2 -

In words, A, (t) represents the empirical measure (i.e., the excursion area) of Z(-,t) corresponding
to the level u; its expected value is immediately seen to be given by E [A,(t)] = 47(1 — ®(u)),

where
+oo 1

D(u) == ) dt,  B(t) = Ee—tz/%

® (resp. ¢) denoting the tail distribution (resp. probability density) function of a standard
Gaussian random variable.



We are interested in the fluctuations of A, (t) around its expected value, and we hence
introduce the following statistics: for 7" > 0

Mo(u) = /[0 § (Ault) ~ BLAL0)]) at (12)

and its normalized version
—~ My (u)

Mo (u) = Ny ok

Condition 3. Let {8y, ¢ € N} be the sequence defined in Condition 2.

(13)

e The sequence {By¢, L € N,Z > 1} admits minimum. Let us set

Bp i=min{Bp,l €N, 0 >1},  Tr:={leN:p=pu} (14)

o [fT* # Igl, then the sequence {f3¢,f € &\I*,E > 1} admits minimum. Let us set

Bes+ :=min{By, £ € N\Z*,¢ > 1}. (15)

Note that Bp«, Beer € (0,1] and for ¢ € Z*, obviously Cy(0) > 0. In words, [+ represents
the smallest exponent corresponding to the largest memory, Z* the set of multipoles where this
minimum is achieved, and [y« the second smallest exponent £, governing the time decay of the
autocovariance Cy at some given multipole £. Note that we are excluding the multipole £ = 0 by
the definition of By« and S« in (14) and (15), on the other hand ¢ = 0 may belong to Z*. We
assume that Condition 3 holds from now on.

As we shall see below, the asymptotic behavior of Mp(u) in (12), as T' — +o00, is governed
by a subtle interplay between the value of the parameters Gy«, By« and the threshold level u.

2.1 Long memory behavior
We start investigating the case of long-range dependence.

Theorem 1. If either u # 0 and Sy < min(28p+,1) or u =0 and fy < min(3[+, 1), then

Var(Mrp(u)) 2¢%(u) Co(0)

li =
Tooo 2o (1—50)(2 - o)’
and . 4
MT(U) — Z,
T—+4o00

where Z ~ N(0,1) is a standard Gaussian random variable and —% denotes convergence in
distribution.

Recall that by assumption Cp(0) > 0 (see Condition 2), hence the limiting variance constant
in Theorem 1 is strictly positive.

Remark 2.1. In words, Theorem 1 holds when the zero-th order multipole component {ago(t),t € R}
is long memory (By < 1) and all the other multipoles have asymptotically smaller variance (a
consequence of either By < 28px, when u # 0, or By < 3L, when u =0, as we will show below).
It should be recalled that, by (6),

aoo(t) = /S 2 )¥io(a) dr = J}ﬂ /S 2ty de,

that is, ago(t) corresponds to the sample mean of the random field Z(-,t) at the instant t € R.



The limiting distribution in Theorem 1 is universal; this is not the case for the theorems to
follow. We need first to recall one more definition.

Definition 2.1. The random variable Xz has the standard' Rosenblatt distribution (see e.g. [12])
with parameter 8 € (0, %) if it can be written as

eMtA2) 1 W (dA )W (dA2)
(R2)’ ’i()\l + /\2) |)\1)\2|(1—5)/2 ’

Xp = a(f) (16)

where W is a white noise Gaussian measure on R, the stochastic integral is defined in the Ito’s
sense (excluding the diagonals®), and

B o(8)
“B) = STy sm (L~ By /2) 17)

with

o(3) = | 21 -29)1 - 5).

We say the random vector V satisfies a composite Rosenblatt distribution of degree N € N with
parameters ci,...,cy € R, if

N

V = V(e .,en; B) 2 > ok Xng (18)
k=1

where {Xp.p},_, N 15 a collection of i.i.d. standard Rosenblatt random variables of parameter

S.
Remark 2.2. The characteristic function Zy of V.= Vin(c1,...,en; B8) in (18) is given by (see

e.g. [35])

N +oo A
Ey () = H Es(ckb), £3(0) = exp %Z (2i60(8))’ %] 7
k=1 o

where &g is the characteristic function of X in (16), the series is only convergent near the origin
and

aj = / ) ’1'1 — {L‘2|_B|ZL‘2 — IL‘3|_B e |l‘j71 — IL‘j|_ﬁ’£L'j — $1|_6dl’1d$2 s dl’j.
J

Note that when 8 — 0T then g approaches the characteristic function of %(Z2 — 1), where

Z ~ N(0,1) is a standard Gaussian random variable. As 3 — %_ the limit is the characteristic
function of Z.

Theorem 2. Assume that uw # 0. If 28y < min(fBy, 1) we have

. Var (Mrp(u)) u?p(u)? )
A e T (1= 28 (1= ) g;(zu 1)Cy(0)2.
If Bo =1 and 23~ = 1 we have
Var (M
Jim W = u?p(u)? Y (20+1) Cy(0)2.

LeT*

Tndeed E[X 5] = 0 and Var(X;s) = 1
2(R?)’ stands for the set {(A1,A2) € R? : A1 # o}



Assume in addition that #I* is finite, then as T — +oo

943

where {Vogy1(1,...,1; Bpx), € € I*} is a family of independent composite Rosenblatt random
variables as in (18) and

V2z+1 s 15 Ber), (19)

(B2 2 (20 +1)Cy(0)?
v el gﬂ(l—ﬁe*)(l—%e*)’

where a(Be+) is as in (17).

Recall that for ¢ € Z* we have Cy(0) > 0 (see (14)) hence the limiting variance constants in
Theorem 2 are strictly positive. For the limiting random variable in (19), note that

>

o V2£+1
e+

where N* := ", 7.(2(+ 1) and

d
. 'a]-;Bf*):VN*(Cla"' 7CN*;B£*)7

(Ce, (0),. 031(0)a'"aCEk(O)w"aoﬂk(O))v
(2£1+1) times (2€k+;)rtimes

(Cl,...,CN*)—\/i

with 7 = {£1,..., 0, ).

Remark 2.3 (Normal approximation of Rosenblatt distributions). The distribution of the random
variable in (18) is, of course, non-Gaussian. However, in some circumstances it can be closely
approzimated by a Normal law. Indeed, consider for simplicity the case where the minimum for
{B¢, L € N} is attained in a single multipole that we call £*, i.e., T" = {{*}. Then the limiting
distribution in (19) is

Cpr (0) 1
Vagrar (1, 1: Bpe) = ——
2 +1( Be+) ST

and by an immediate application of the classical Berry-Esseen Theorem (see e.g. [14]) one has

that “ |3]
1 E || X3,
dicot | ———Vopr i1 (1,001, B ), Z | < ¢ —Bexl ]
Kol< TS 20 41( Bex) >_ T
where Z ~ N(0,1) and di o denotes Kolmogorov distance, see e.qg. [27, §C.2]. The value of £* for
a given random field is fixed, so no Central Limit Theorem occurs; however for £* large enough

the resulting composite Rosenblatt distribution can become arbitrary close to a standard Gaussian
variable.

V2ﬁ*+1(17 ey 1) Bf*)

Theorem 3. Assume that v = 0 and that there exists an even® multipole £ € T*. If 3B <
min(1, By), then

. Var (Mrp(u))
P T

= 2 000
31(1 — 308+ )(2 — 36p+) 515253 H CK

41 62 A3€L*

3The motivation for this assumption is described just after the statement of Theorem 3.



where
6%, 1= [, Yiua(o)Vigo(a)Yip (o) do (20)

is a so-called Gaunt integral (cf. (22). If fo =1 and 354 = 1 then

- Var (Myp(u) _ 87 Hy o (u)?p(u)? 0o T L
Tlggo TlogT - q! Z g&,b,éa H C&' (0)
4y,82,03€T* =1
Moreover we have, as T — +00,
—~ Var(MT(u))_l/z/
Mrp(u) = — Hs3(Z(z,t)) dedt + op(1), 21
(w) A o, 20 1 2)

where Hs(t) :=t3 — 3t, t € R is the third Hermite polynomial (cf. (24)) and op(1) is a family of
random variables converging to zero in probability.

Recall that for ¢ € Z* we have Cy(0) > 0 (see (14)) and note that ggogg in (20) is nonnegative
(see e.g. [20, Remark 3.45]); moreover if ¢ is even, then QEOO > 0 [20, Proposition 3.43, (3.61)].
Hence under the assumptions of Theorem 3 the limiting variance constants are strictly positive.

Remark 2.4. Using the same steps as in the classical papers [12, 33], it seems possible to prove
that the right hand side of (21) (and hence MVT(u)), under the setting of Theorem 3, converges
in distribution to a weighted sum of higher order Rosenblatt random variables (more precisely, of
order 8). However, because for the probability laws of the latter very little is known, and even
less so for their linear combinations, we refrain from rigorously investigating this issue here.

Remark 2.5. For simplicity of presentation, we are ruling out some boundary cases (such as
Bo = 2B+ ), which could be dealt with the same techniques as we shall exploit below: the limit
distributions would just correspond to linear combinations of the asymptotic random variables
that we obtained above.

2.2 Short memory behavior

Theorems 1, 2 and 3 have all considered cases where some form of long-memory behavior is
present on the temporal side, meaning that 5, < 1 for at least one instance of the multipole £. In
this section we investigate the case where on all scales no form of long-range dependence occurs.

We first need to introduce some more notation: for ¢ > 3, let ¢1,...,¢, > 0 and m; €
{=4;,...,¢;} for i = 1,...,q. The generalized Gaunt integral [20, p. 82] of parameters
¢, l1,...,lg,m1,...,mg is defined as (cf. (20))

Zl quq . / Y€1 m1 qu,mq( )dx, (22)

where {Yy,,,, £ > 0,m = —{,... [} still denotes the family of spherical harmonics introduced in
§1.2.1.

Theorem 4. Assume Bg = 1. If either u # 0 and 28« > 1 or u =0 and 38y > 1, we have

lim —Vaf (Mr(u qu,

T—o00

2 = ) /R Co(r) dr,

where



u?p(u)? =

s = 22(2e+1)/ch(7)2d7, (23)

=0
4 Hy_q(u)?p(u)? = T 20, +1
s2 = a 1(|) ) gl /H ——Cy(1)dr, ¢ > 3.
& 01y l=0 Trig ¥ dm

Moreover, as T — +o00,
M (u) A Z,

Z ~ N(0,1) being a standard Gaussian random variable.

Recall that for y = 1 we have [, Co(7)dr € (0,400) (see Condition 2) so that s§ > 0
yielding 3 4 sg > 0 (the limiting variance constant is strictly positive). Moreover from (14) we
have that Cy(0) > 0 for £ € Z*, and we will see ((54) and (55) that ggl--_f’gq >0 and s2 > 0.

Remark 2.6 (On Berry’s cancellation). It is interesting to note that a phase transition occurs
at uw = 0. Indeed, for 28y < 1 one observes a form of Berry’s cancellation phenomenon (see
e.g. [4, 36]), in the sense that the variance diverges with a smaller order rate. More precisely,
there are two possibilities:

o for 3B, < 1 (resp. 3B = 1), the rate of the variance changes from T?>~2Pe to T?=38ex
(resp. T'logT') and the limiting distribution is nonGaussian (Theorem 3 and Remark 2.4);

o for3pBe > 1, the rate of the variance changes from T?~2Pe to T, and the limiting distribution
is Gaussian (Theorem 4).

3 Outline of the paper

The results in Theorems 1, 2, 3 and 4 fully characterize the behavior of the empirical measure
for sphere-cross-time random fields. The resulting scheme is, in the end, rather simple and can
be summarized as follows.

e Short Memory Behavior: this setting corresponds to integrable covariance functions and
occurs either when Sy = 1 and 28y« > 1, for u # 0, or when Sy = 1 and 38y« > 1, for u = 0.
In such circumstances, the limiting distribution is always Gaussian and the variance, as
T — 400, is asymptotic to T, for all values of the threshold parameter u. Hence, no form
of Berry’s cancellation, as in Remark 2.6, can occur.

e Long Memory Behavior: this setting corresponds to non-integrable temporal autocovariance
and in this case the picture is more complicated:

— for By < min(28,1), the variance grows as 7250 and the limiting distribution is
Gaussian, for all values of u;

— for 26y« < min(fp, 1), the variance grows as 7?28 and the limiting distribution is
nonGaussian (we denote it as composite Rosenblatt), for u # 0; however, for u = 0, a
form of Berry’s cancellation occurs, the variance is of order T™x(2=38¢:1) the limiting
distribution being nonGaussian for 2 — 38y« > 1 and Gaussian for 2 — 38 < 1.

3.1 Overview of the proofs

The rationale behind these results can be more easily understood if we review the main ideas
behind the proof.



3.1.1 Chaotic expansions

The main technical tool that we are going to exploit is the possibility to expand our area
functional My (u) in (12) into so-called Wiener chaoses, by means of the Stroock-Varadhan
decomposition, see [27, §2.2] as well as our §4. Briefly, the latter is based on the fact that the
sequence of (normalized) Hermite polynomials {H,//q!}4>0

1 47

(), g > 1 (24)

Ho=1,  Hy(u):=(=1)7¢(u)”

(where ¢ still denotes the probability density function of a standard Gaussian random variable)
is a complete orthonormal basis of the space of square integrable functions on the real line
with respect to the Gaussian measure. The first three polynomials are Ho(u) = 1, Hy(u) = u,
Hy(u) = u? — 1, H3(u) = u® — 3u.

From (12) we have the following orthogonal expansion

=3 M), (25)
q=0

the series converging in L?(Q), where (see Lemma 4.1)

qu

Mr(u)lg] = /[OT [ H(Z(a.t)) daai (26)

is the orthogonal projection of My (u) onto the so-called g-th Wiener chaos. Note that if u = 0,
then Mr(u)[q] = 0 whenever ¢ is even.
In particular, the zeroth projection is

Mz (u)[0] = E [Mr(u)] = 0; (27)

for the first one we have, recalling (5) and (7),

Mo (u)[1] = ¢(u) /[Oﬂ /Sz Z(x,t) dedt = nggo/[ocr] /SQZZZ x,t) dadt,

where the limit is in the L?(Q)-sense. Hence

ago(t)
Mr(u)[l] = ¢(u / dt, 28
il =o(w | T (28)
the spherical harmonics of degree £ > 1 having zero mean on the sphere. Furthermore
Mr()2] = ug(u) / / (Z%(x,t) — 1) dadt,
2 Jpmn/Js2
u?

Mr(w)[3] = (7 /[O ) /S (Z%(a,1) — 32(, 1)) dudt

3.1.2 Sharp asymptotics

The crucial step behind our arguments is to investigate the sharp asymptotic behavior, as
T — 400, of the variances for these chaotic projections. In order to simplify this discussion we
assume here that Sy« < g, see the next sections for a complete analysis. For every u € R,

Var(Mp(u)[1]) = ¢ - T®¥C=FoD(1 4 o(1)). (29)

10



For ¢ > 2 and either u # 0 or w = 0 and ¢ odd (recall that for u = 0 the projections onto even
order chaoses vanish), we have

Var (M (u)g]) = ¢g - T D(1 4+ 145, 1 - log T)(1 + o(1)). (30)

Here, for ¢ > 1, ¢y = cq(u, Be+,Z*) is a finite and positive constant depending in particular on g,
the level u and the coefficient 3y+. Thanks to (25) and (27),

Var (Mr(u)) =Y _ Var (Mg (u)[q))

and hence, up to controlling the sequence {cq,q¢ > 1}, from (29) and (30) we have that, as
T — oo,

M. = Mr(w)[l] r min - U
MT(U) = \/Va,r (MT(u)[l]) + Op(l), fo 50 < (25@ ,1) R 75 O,
M. = Mr(w)[l] r min * U =
Mr(u) = Nar (Mo (w)[1]) +op(1), for fp < min(33,1), 0,
M. = MT(U [2] or « < min U
Mr(u) = Nar M (W] +op(1), for 28« <min(By,1) , u # 0,
/T/l/T(u) M (w)}3] +op(1), for 38p < min(By,1) , u =0,

v/ Var (M (u)[3])

where op(1) denotes a sequence of random variables converging to zero in probability. The
asymptotic distribution of (13) can then be derived in the cases considered just above by a
careful analysis of these single components: the first chaotic term is Gaussian for every T > 0,
the second one asymptotically follows a composite Rosenblatt distribution. On the other hand,
in the remaining cases, (e.g. u # 0, fop = 1 and 25> > 1L or u =0, Sy = 1 and 35+ > 1) it
is not possible to identify a single dominating component; indeed, all the chaotic projections
contribute with a variance of the same rate T, and the Gaussian limiting behaviour will follow
from a Breuer-Major type argument [27, §5.3, §7].

3.2 Discussion

We can further summarize our results as follows:

u#0 u=20 asymptotic
distribution
first chaos Bo < min(208p+,1) | fo < min(3Fp+,1) | Gaussian

(Var ~ T2~ 50)
280 < min(ﬂo, 1)
(Var ~ T220er)

(Var ~ T%50)
never (it vanishes)

dominates if
second chaos
dominates if

non-Gaussian
(composite
Rosenblatt 2)

third chaos
dominates if

never

3B < min(ﬁ()? 1)
(Var ~ T2738e)

non-Gaussian

all chaoses

fo =1, 20k >1

Bo=1, 30+ >1

Gaussian

dominate if (Var = T) (Var =~ T)

These findings should be compared with a rapidly growing literature devoted to the investigation
of geometric functionals over spherical random fields in a different regime; in particular, a number
of papers (see e.g. [9, 22, 23, 25, 36, 34]) have considered the high-frequency behaviour (e.g.,
when the eigenvalues diverge) for spherical random eigenfunctions with no form of temporal
dependence. The results we exhibited here have some analogies, but also important differences,
with this stream of literature. In particular
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e for the excursion area of random spherical harmonics at u # 0 [25, 22| it is indeed the case
that the high-energy behaviour is dominated by the second-order chaotic projection, whose
asymptotic distribution is, however, Gaussian. The same asymptotic behaviour occurs
for other geometric functionals, such as the boundary length of excursion sets and their
Euler-Poincaré characteristic, see [31, 9];

e for u = 0, the limiting variance is always of smaller-order, and asymptotic Gaussianity
holds [25, 23].

These differences can be explained as follows. Because in the case of high-frequency asymptotics
one deals with sequences of eigenspaces of growing dimensions, the second chaotic components
correspond to a sum of a growing number of i.i.d. coefficients, whence a standard Central Limit
Theorem holds. In our case here, the dimension of the sum of the eigenspaces which correspond
to the strongest memory does not diverge in general, and hence asymptotic Gaussianity need not
to hold. Moreover, in the case of high-frequency asymptotics the linear projection term agq is
dropped by construction: on the contrary, for the random fields we investigate here this term
can be dominant for instance when £y < min(28y, 1), in which case Gaussianity follows trivially.

As far as Berry’s cancellation is concerned, this can occur in the present circumstances only
when Ho(Z(-,+)) exhibits long memory behaviour, i.e., non-integrable temporal autocovariance:
this is indeed the case for 283+ < 1. If these condition is not met, all chaotic components have
integrable temporal autocovariance, none of them dominates and a Central Limit Theorem is
established by means of a Breuer-Major Theorem. Note that the presence of long memory
behaviour in the field Z is a necessary, but not sufficient condition for the covariance of Ha(Z(-, "))
to be non-integrable.

As a final analogy, a remarkable feature of high-frequency asymptotics for random eigen-
functions is the fact that geometric functionals turn out to be asymptotically fully correlated
over different levels, and even among themselves, see [8] and the references therein. It is then of
interest to investigate if similar features appear in the present framework. We present here a
small result that highlights this point.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that u # 0, 20+ < min(By, 1) and that there exists a unique

0% :=arg min fy,
eN,>1

then, as T — oo,
Corr (Mp(u), mpx(u)) — 1,

T Zp»
M (1) == ——p [ — // Hy (228D gy
’ 20 Opx s2 Jo O+

Remark 3.1. Note that, if we introduce the process

where

T
Mg (u) = /0 (Aue(t) — B[ Ay (8)]) dt ,

where

AUQZ(t) = / 1Zg(m,t)2u dl‘u
S2

(c¢f. (7) and (11)) then mypex(u) = Mrys(u)[2], the second order chaotic component of the
functional of the monochromatic field Zy~.
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4 Stroock-Varadhan decompositions

The first tool that is needed in order to establish our asymptotic results is the derivation of the
analytic form for the chaotic expansion (25) of the empirical measure. The result is very close
to analogous findings given by [13, 25]. For a complete discussion on Wiener chaos and related
topics see e.g. [27, §2.2].

Lemma 4.1. For every T > 0 we have that
Jg(u
M () = 3 Zot) / H, (Z(2,1)) dedt (31)
o1 q: [0,T] JS?

where Jy(u) = Hq—1(uw)p(u), ¢ still being the density function of a standard Gaussian random
variable and H, the Hermite polynomial (24) of order q. The convergence of the series in (31) is
in the L*(Q)-sense.

Proof. Let Z ~ N(0,1), then

= T, (u
1700 =Y 20 0,(2),
q=0

where the right hand side converges in the L?(2)-sense and the coefficients J,(u) are given by

+oo d4

Jg(u) = E[lz>uHy(2)] = /Rleu Hy(x)p(x) do = (—1)q/ ——¢(x) dr = Hy—1(u)g(u)

o dxd

(note that for fixed x € S?,t € R, Z(x,t) is standard Gaussian). Now consider the sequence of
random variables

. Jy(w)
Z",/ Hy(Z(x,t)) dudt, Q >1 ¢ ;
=0 q: [0,T) JS?
let us prove that
@ J.(u) Qoo
> = / Hy(Z(z,t)) dedt “=5" My (u) (32)
— T [0,1] /82

in the L2(Q)-sense. We have, thanks to Jensen inequality and Fubini-Tonelli Theorem,

0 2

u) — Jq(“) T -
B ||t =32 /m [ 1(2.0) doi

()
=E / / 1Z(x,t)2u - . ] Hq(Z(xa t)) dxdt
[0,T] JS2 7=0 q:

2

Q
Jq(u)
§47TT/ /IE 100050 L H,(Z(x,t dxdt
oo J B | | 20 Z_% o Ha(Z(@.)

Q

Jq(u
= (47T)2T2E 1Z2u — Z qq(' )Hq(Z) —Q—4o00 0,

q

q=0

hence (32) holds and the proof is concluded. O
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Thanks to orthogonality of the chaotic components, from Lemma 4.1 we get

Var (Mr(u ZVar (Mr(w)a)
- q:Zl q! ~/[0,T]2 /S2><S2 I'((z,y),t — s)? dedydtds, (33)

where I' is the covariance function in (2).

4.1 First order chaotic projections

In this subsection we investigate the variance behavior of the first chaotic component (28).

Lemma 4.2. We have, as T — +o0,

Var(Mr(w)[1]) _  2¢(u)*Co(0)

e T2 o (1= P50)(2—Bo)’ o< (01)
and Var(M
Jim. ar( jf( / Co(r)dr, if Bo=1.

Recall that Condition 2 ensures that Cy(0) > 0 and that for 5y = 1

/ Co(1)dr € (0,+00),
R

hence Lemma 4.2 gives the exact rate for the variance, the limiting constants being strictly
positive. From (28) we can write

Var(Mrp(u)[1]) = ¢(u)? /[0 - Co(t — s) dtds. (34)

Remark 4.1. We will often make use of the following standard computation, that we report
in this remark and that are taken for granted in the rest of the article. Making the change of
variable T =t — s for the double integral on the right hand side of (34), one has

T T—s
/ C’g(ts)dtds:/ ds/
0,772
T
/ dS/ 1[ s,T— C()( dT_/ CO dT/ 1[ 77— .,.]( )ds
0
T T
_ / Colr) dr / 1, 7y(s)ds + / Co(r) dr / Lo,z (s)ds
=T 0 0 0

0 T
:/ (T + 1) Cy(7) d7'+/ (T —7)Co(r)dr
-T 0

:2T/OT(1—T) Colr )dT:T/i( ’;') Co(r) dr

It is now easy to investigate the asymptotic behavior, as T' — 400, of the variance of the
first order chaotic component.
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Proof of Lemma 4.2. From Remark 4.1 and (34) we can write

T
wmwwmmn-mwmfA (1- 1) coiryar. (35)

If By = 1, recalling from Condition 2 that in this case the covariance Cj is integrable on R, we
immediately have (thanks to Dominated convergence Theorem) the exact asymptotic behavior of

the variance

1 +o0

lim —Var(MT(u)[ ) = 2gZ>(u)2 Co(7)dr = /Cg
T—o00 T 0

Now assume Sy < 1. Let € > 0, thanks to Condition 2, there exists M > 0 such that, for 7 > M,

Gy(7)

sup
¢eN Ce(0)

- 1‘ <e, (36)
and we can write (from (35))

Var(Mr(w)[l]) = 2T¢(u)? /0 " (1 - f) Co(7) dr + 2Té(w)? / ! (1 - %) Co(r) dr

M

T
— O(1) + 2T(u)’ /0 Co(7) dr + 2T (u)? /M (1-7) coryar. (37)

Consider the last integral on the right hand side of (37) and write

s [, (=g e = 9 (- Do
T
0 [ 0-7) (G ) o

We have
. Co(0) [T T —Bo g Co(0)
Jim 75 /M (1)@m= = 50(;(2 ~Bo) (58)
and
T
i 735 [, (-9 (&g 1) armrar=o, )

The proof of (38) is straightforward; recall that by assumption Cy(0) > 0. It remains to prove
(39). For T > M

], (1 ;>\

150 M 41\ Co(0) 1\~
1—/30< (T) >S61—50<1+T> |

T T T
40 [ -5 (85 -1) 0o <-2

and the result follows, ¢ being arbitrary. Plugging (38) and (39) into (37) we find

o VarMr(l1l) _  26(°Co(0)
B a2

that concludes the proof. ]

1' (1+7)Pdr < 51611?(0) /T(l + 1) Podr

Hence

lim sup
T—+o0
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4.2 Second order chaotic projections

Our next step is a careful analysis for the variance of the second order chaotic component
Mp(u)[2] ((25) and (31), which will play a dominating role in most long memory scenarios (see
§2.1). For ¢ = 2 we have

u?ep

u)2
Var (M7 (u)[2]) = 2( ) /[0 - /S2xg2 T((z,y),t — 5)? dedydtds .

Now, thanks to (3) and (4),

/ / T((z,y),t — 5)? dz dy dt ds
(0,772 Js2xs2

00 2
[0,T)2 JS%xS?2 —0 ™

. s s (201 +1)(20,+ 1)
- Z /[O,TP Ce, (t ) Co, (1 ) (471')2

£1,62=0
% Py, ({2, y)) Pr,((z,y)) dx dy dt ds
S2xS2
> (201 +1)(20 + 1) (4m)?
- - - 1, _
; EZ 0/[0T]2 061 (t 5) sz (t 5) (47T)2 261 +1 l1=4o dtds
17 2: b
— Z(Qfl —+ 1)/ Cél(t _ 8)2 dt ds.
£1=0 [0,72

Hence

_ u?p(u)? = _5)2 s
Var(Mr(w)(2) = 4 geu 1)/[”]2 Colt — 5)2dtds.

The next result is of fundamental importance for the study of the asymptotic behavior of
Var (Mr(u)[2]), its proof will be given in §4.2.1.

Lemma 4.3. Fiz ( € N. If 28, < 1, then

, 1 Cy(0)?
lim / C?(t — s)dtds = .
P 7T f 4, OO S = o

If 28, = 1, then

. 20 _ 2
Thm og /[Oﬂ2 Cy(t — s)dtds = 2Cy(0)*.
If 28, > 1, then

1
lim T/ C2(t — s)dtds = / Co(m)?dr .
(0,772 R
Let us write

_ w?p(u)? — $\2dt ds w?(u)? = — )2dt ds
Var (Mop(u)[2]) = /{W Colt — s)2dt ds + g(geﬂ) /MP Colt — 5)2dtds.

2
=1

(40)

Now recall the definition of fy« in (14).
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Proposition 4.1. Assume u # 0. For 2B, < 1 and By~ < By, we have that

. Var (Mg (u)[2]) _ u?¢(u)? 2.
Th—rgo T2~ 2B - 2(1 — 2B )(1 — fBge) ZEZI*(QE +1) Ce(0)%; (41)
for 2Bp < 1 and By < B+,
. Var(Mr(u)[2]) u?¢(u)? 9.
P PR 2(1 — 260)(1 — 50)00(0) ’
Jor 2Bp =1 and By < Po,
. Var(Mp(u)2]) .
Jim = u2<z>(u>2;1*<2£+ 1) Cy(0)? (42)
for Be- = & and By < Bes,
_ Var (Mp(u)[2]) _ u?p(u)? 2.
I A
for 2Bp > 1 and 28y > 1,
. Var (Mr(u)[2))  wPe(u)® O
Jim o TT W) _ o 2“ %(2“ 1)/RCZ(T)2dT; (43)

for 2Bps > 1 and 258y =1,

Var (Mr(u)[2]) _

. 2 2 2.
Th_r)r;o TlogT = ug(u) /RCO(T) ’

finally, for 2Bp > 1 and 25y < 1,

V. 2 2¢(u)?
o VTR e
TSoo  T27260 2(1 —280)(1 = po)
Recall that by assumption Cy(0) > 0, and for £ € Z* we have Cy(0) > 0 (see (14)); as a
consequence, Proposition 4.1 gives the exact rate for the variance, the limiting constants being
strictly positive.

Remark 4.2. In words, for B < Py, when 2Bp < 1 (resp. 2Bp = 1), we have a form of
long-range dependence and the second order chaotic component of the functional My (u) is
dominated by a subset of the multipoles; the variance scales as order T>=28e (resp. TlogT).
On the contrary, when 2By > 1, a form of short-range dependence holds and all frequencies
contribute with variance terms of order T .

In order to prove Proposition 4.1 we will also need the following technical results. The proofs
of Lemma 4.4 and 4.5 are given in the Appendix §A, the proofs of Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7
are indeed similar and we omit the details for brevity.

Lemma 4.4. Let ¢, M > 0 be as in (36). For { such that By =1 and T > max(1, M)

2
% o Co(t — s)* dtds < 2C,(0)? (M + 2(5a+_11) ) : (44)

where o > 2 comes from the definition in (10).
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Lemma 4.5. Let ¢, M > 0 be as in (36) and 20 < 1.
o Fort eI By<1 andT > max(1l, M)

1 ) > (e +1)? 1\
— t—s) dtds <2 M4+ —— 1+ — . 4
T35 /[OT]2 Cy(t —s) s < 2C(0) < + e + 1 + U (45)
o Let m(Be) := maxy~g 1;%512;? and T, the corresponding argmax. For £ ¢ T*, ¢ > 1,

Be <1 and T > max(1, M, T,,) we have

1

T2 90 /[0 - Co(t — s)* dtds < 2C(0) <M +2m(Be ) (€ + 1)* 123,01

1 —2Bpxx+1
2 11 <1 + M) Lag,. <1

, 1 1 2B px —1
1 105, ) 46
per ot (1og7)  lanest): @0

+ (e +1)

Lemma 4.6. Let ¢, M > 0 be as in (36) and 20 = 1.
o fort eI Bp<1andT > max(l,M,e)

1
TlogT

/ Cy(t — 5)? dtds < 2C(0)* (M +log(e + 1)).
[0,7]2

o Fort ¢TI*,£>1, By <1 and T > max(1, M)

1
TlogT

/ Cy(t — 5)* dtds < 2C;(0)? <M - /(1 + |7|)"2Pe) dT> :
[0,7]? R

Lemma 4.7. Let e, M > 0 be as in (36). If 2Bp > 1, for £ > 1 and B, < 1 we have
1

T Cy(t — s)? dtds < 2C4(0) (M +(e+ 1)2/
0,71 R

(14 |7])~ 2P dT)
whenever T > max(1, M).
We are now in the position to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Assume first that 28, < 1 and 8y« < fy. For the asymptotic behavior
of the first term on the right hand side of (40)) we refer to Lemma 4.3:

lim Jio.rp2 Co(t = s)*dtds (o ) if Bexr < Bo, (47)
T—o0 T2—2Bx —(175538)725[*) if B = By .
Now, since from (4) we have
+oo
D (20 +1)Ce(0)* < +o0, (48)
=0

thanks to Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 we can apply Dominate Convergence Theorem and then
Lemma 4.3 to get

. (20+1) / )
lim — Cy(t — s)* dtds
A0 2 T fy O
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o (20+1) / 2 Drer (20 +1)Cy(0)?
= lim ————= Cy(t — s)“dtds = . 49
vcTr T—o00 T2_2f85* [0,7]2 Z( ) (1 — ,Bg*)(l - 25[*) ( )
Let us now prove that
. (20+1) 9 B
dim Y et o Co(t —s)dtds =0, (50)
¢TI 0>1 ;

Thanks again to Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, since (48)) holds, we can apply Dominated
Convergence Theorem to obtain (50)), more precisely we have to distinguish between the possible
cases: from Lemma 4.3

. 2 41
Jm o> (sz,z)/ Gt = s)*dtds
2180 <Be< (0.7}
T2_2B£ 1

= 204 1) i Cy(t — s)?dtds = 0;
Z 1( + )Tl_{réo T2—2Bpx T2—26 /[O,TP o(t —s) § =1
ZZl:,Bg*<,Bg<§ ~——

-0 —Ce(0)2(1—B))~1 (1-28,) !
moreover
) (20+1) 9
Th_]{r;o Z T3=28,s . Cy(t — s)*dtds
(>1:5=1 [0.7]
B . TlogT 1 9 A
= Z (2€+1)Th_r>1;o 220 TlogT/[OT]z Co(t —s)dtds =0;
£>1:8,=1 —— ’
—0 —2C(0)2
and

. 20+ 1 )
Tlggo Z M/[;)’T]Q Cg(t—S) dtdS

>1:8,>1
, T 1 )
6215B€>% —— [OvT]

0 Vv
- —>fR Cy(7)2dr

Putting together (47), (49) and (50) we immediately get (41) in Proposition 4.1.

Now assume 2539 > 1 and 25y« > 1. Then obviously 25, > 1 for each £ € N and hence, using
Lemma 4.4 and 4.7 and Lemma 4.3 as before, we have

. Var (Mr(u)[2]) L wP(u)? & 1 / 2
1 = lim —*— 20+ 1)—= —
. Ty LT f, Cilt o) drds
u?p(u)? = : g T 2
- 2L ;%(26 + 1)%51302/0 (1 - T) C2(r)dr
2 2 & +oo
= S ey [ .
£=0 -
which is (43). Note that we automatically get
00 +o0
+ (7)) dT < 400,
> (20+1) / Co(1)%d
£=0 >
and the proof is concluded, the remaining cases requiring analogous proofs. ]
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4.2.1 Proof of Lemma 4.3
Proof. 1f By € (%, 1] then from Remark 4.1, thanks to Dominated Convergence Theorem,

1 T
lim / C2(t — s5) dtds = lim (1 |T’> Vdr = / Cy(r)*dr.
T—oo T [0,7]2 T—oo J_T
Now assume that 25, < 1 and recall Condition 2, then as in Remark 4.1 and the proof of Lemma
4.2 we fix € > 0 and we know there exists M > 0 such that, for 7 > M,

Go(7)
Cy(0)

sup
l

- 1‘ <e
(as in (36)), so that

/ C3(t — s)dtds 2T/T (1 T) Ci(r)d
- = - = T)dT
[0,7]2 ¢ 0 )"
M T
_ _ T\ 2 _ T\ 2
_or /0 (1- %) G3(ryar + 21 /M (1-7) c2ryar

—O(1) + 2T OM C2(7)dr + 2TCy(0)? /M (1 - 7) <gﬁ8 . 1>2 1+ 7)"2Pedr
+ 4T Cy(0)? /T (1 - 7) <Sf§8 - 1) (1+71)"%edr
]\;[1 4
+2TC(0)2 /M (1 - %) (1+7)"2Pedr . (51)

For the second and the last summands of (51) it is straightforward to check that

_ 2TC() T Y Cy(0)?
T TZ’KMZ /M (1if) (14 1)~ hdr = (1—ﬁ£§(1—25£) '

On the other hand, for the third and the fourth summands

P T L 0-5) (G5 1) e

= Th_rgo 4;:2(52;(3) /MT (1 - %) (gjég)) - 1) (1+7)"2Pdr =0. (52)

Let us prove (52): we have that

, 27C4(0) /T o\ (G 28,
mow s f, (- 1) (G —1) @407

. 2C4(0) / 9 5 4C(0)
§€2hmsup 147 ﬁ‘dTS& ,
Ttoo 117200 ( 2 1—2p

and analogously that
. AT Cy(0) /T Go(1) 2 8C4(0)
1 — 1-— -1/ (1 Begr <
Tt T226 M( 7) oy AT TS e g,

and (52) follows, € being arbitrary. When 25, = 1, then one can prove using the same arguments
that

. 1
lim
T—oo T'logT

/[0 |, G = s)dtds = 20,07

and the proof of the lemma is concluded. O
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4.3 Higher order chaotic projections

In this subsection we want to investigate the behavior of higher order chaotic components. Let
q > 3, from (31) we can write

_ (W) Hya(u)? _
Var(Mz(wfg]) = =5 /m /H (gt — ) dodydtds.  (53)

Thanks to (3) we have that
/ / I'({(z,y),t — s)?dxdydtds
(0,772 Js2xS2
00 q
— / / Z Cy(t — s) (20+1) Pi((z,y)) | dxdydtds
o, T]2 §2 % §2 4

= / / Cgl Cg2(t — S) ng(t — S)
0,72 Js2xs?

£17€27 711 =0

201 +1 205 +1 204+ 1
X Py, ({z,y)) ym Py, ((z,y)) - - e Py, ((z,y)) dx dydtds .

Recall the addition formula for spherical harmonics [20, (3.42)]

4

Z }/E,m(x)}/f,m(y) = Pg((l’,y>), T,y € SQa

m=—/

47
20+ 1

and the definition of generalized Gaunt integral in (22) to write

201 +1 205 +1 25 +1
/ 1 Pel<<m,y>> = Pu((a,y) - A= Py, () dady
82x82 m

4dr a7
Z Z ( Gi. emq) : (54)
mi=—/1 mg=—
Equivalently,
2€ +1 205 25 +1
Lo P P 22 P () - R (o) dady
S2x$2 4

=47 ( 1/ 26+ 1> gglg2 Ly (55)

In particular ge Oe > 0. In order to check (55) recall that

20+ 1
Ye0(0z, 02) = \/ng(cos 0:),

where (0, ¢,) are the angular coordinates of the point = € S?; then, letting o be the north pole
of the sphere, we have

20, + 1 20+ 1
VT Palla,y)) 4| == Pry () dady
82x82 4
/2e 1 /% 1
47r/ Lt Py, ((z,0)) i Py, ({z,0))
S2
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201 +1 20, + 1
=4n /§2 \/7&1 (cosfy)--- \/?qu (cosOy)dx = 4 g};lj_;%q )

As a consequence, from (53) we can write

dr Hy o (w)?e(w)? & T2t +1Y o
Var(Mr(u)q])) = 1q! > kg, (T) (HV e )Q%_..%qv (56)

01, £q=0

where
by (T) = / Cuy(t — 5) Cay(t — 5) -~ C, (¢ — s)dtds. (57)
0.1P?

2
kél,...,fq (T)=E |:</[0 . (lgho(t) o agmo(t) dt) ] .

In order to study the asymptotic behavior, as T' — 400, of (56) we will need the following result
whose proof is given in §4.3.1.

Note that

Lemma 4.8. Let ly,...,£; be such that B¢, + -+ B¢, <1, then

- kep0,(T) Cp,(0) -+~ Cy,(0) (58)
T=00 72— (Bey +++Bey) (1— (B, +---+ ﬁeq»(z — (B, +---+ B&)) )

and if Be; + -+ By, = 1

ey, (T)

T—oo TlogT 2C0(0)-+-Cr, (0).

On the contrary, let {1,..., Ly be such that By, + -+ By, > 1, then

ko, (T +00
lim o) Ciy (1) Coy(7) - - Cy (1) dr . (59)
T—00 T

Recall (56).
Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ > 3. If qBp < 1 and By« < By then
_ Var (Mg(u)[q]) 4 Hy_ 1 (u)?¢(u)? T2+ 1
i =g > I Ce,(0) | G85,

2— B * o | — * — *
T—o0 T4—abe q(l qﬁg )(2 q,@g )417Z2,4~~,ZQGI* paiey 47

on the other hand, If qBp < 1 and By« > By then

ey VAT (Mr(u)la) _ Hyor(wo(w)?  Co(0)f
Toee TP (412 (1-qfo)@ — afo)”

If @B = 1 and By < By then

. Var (Mp(u 8m Hy—1(u)?p(u)? L2 +1
i VM0l _ $n s (H f24: Céi(()))g?l“%q;

l1,02,...0qa€l* \i=1

if qBex = 1 and Byx > By then

fon Var(Mr()a) _ Hya(w)?6(u)®  Co(0)?
e TR0 (412 (1 - qfo)@ — afo)
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On the other hand, if qBp > 1 and qBy > 1, then

Var (Mr(u)lg]) _ o

fs T ~
where .
A Hy g (u)?p(u)? S oo 20; + 1
= S >oah, [ (1Y e ) ar
& 01,02,....L4=0 —% \i=1

moreover if qBep > 1 and qBy = 1, then

lim Var (M (u)lg]) _ Hye1(u)26(w)?
T—o0 TlogT (47_‘_)(1,2(]!

2Cy(0)%;

finally if qBp» > 1 and qBy < 1, then

i VarMr(u)lg]) _ Hya(w)?é(w)®  Co(0)
T T T2-abo (4m)72q! (1 —qBo)(2—qPo)

In order to prove Proposition 4.2 we will also need the following technical results, the proofs
of Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.10 are postponed to the Appendix §A, the proofs of the remaining
lemmas are very similar and we omit the details.

Lemma 4.9. Let ¢, M > 0 be as in (36). If there is at least one index j € {1,...,q} such that
Be; = 1 we have for T > max(1, M),

kél...ﬁq(T) 1 €+ 1 q
? < 2051 (0) c. Ceq(O) <M + qmin(ﬂo,ﬁe*) <(1 + M)min(ﬁo,ﬁp)) ) ’

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢, M > 0 be as in (36) and qfp < 1.

o Fortly,....0; €T*, By, <1 for every j and T > max(1, M) we have

ke ..0,(T) (e + 1) 1\ -2
WSZG&(O)”'C&;(O) M+1—q,84*<1+M> )

o For ({1,...,4y) ¢ (T*)9, £; > 1, By, <1 for every j and T > max(1, M, Ty,)

key..0,(T)

2 < 204,(0)...C, (0) (M

q —(Berx+(q—1)Bgx )+1
(e+1) (1 N 1>
— (B + (g —1)Bp) +1

M 1513** +(g—1)Bex <1

+2(e + 1)"m(Be+ ) 18,0n +(q—1)8ps =1

(e + 1)1 1 Berx+(q—1)Bex —1
1 B )
"B+ (=) —1 (M + 1) Jeer a1

Lemma 4.11. Let e, M > 0 be as in (36) and qfp = 1.

o Forly,....,ly €T*, By, <1 for every j and T > max(1, M,e)

< 2C,(0) - Cp, (0)(M + log(e + 1)).
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o For ({1,...,0) & (Z*), £; > 1, By; <1 for every j and T > max(1, M,e)

key..op(T)

< .. q —(Bexx+(q—1)Bex) )
TlosT = 2Cy,(0) - - Cy, (0) (M +(e+1) /R(l +|7]) dT)

Lemma 4.12. Let ¢, M > 0 be as in (36) and B¢ > 1. Then for T > max(1, M)

keyey...0,(T) UM (1o q
% < 2C,(0) -+ C, (0) (M+ 0B —1 <(1 +M6)/3f«*> )

Jor any ly,. .. Ly such that By; <1, £; > 1 for every j.

Lemma 4.13. Lete, M > 0 be as in (36), and set U :=U({1,...,4y) ={j € {1,...,q} : {; =0}.
If Bex < Bo

kﬁl"'eq—#UO---O(T) < 2TCy(0) - 'Cﬁq—#u (O)CO(O)#U
X (M + (8 + 1)(1/ (1 + |7—D—((q—1)ﬁe*+5o) dT) ’
[M,T]

otherwise if Bex > By

Kty p00..0(T) < 2TCy, (0) -+ Cy, ., (0)Co(0)#Y (M + (e + 1)‘7/ (1 + |7])~%% dr) .

[M,T]
We are now in the position to prove Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Note first that

q
1
> (H Oei<0>> Giy:4, < +00, (60)
=0 \i=1
since the following estimate (see [24, §4.2.1))
201 +1)(200 4+ 1)+ (201 + 1)

and (4) hold. Now, assume ¢fp < 1 and [y < [y and recall equation (56). Let J :=
{(1,...,4y): there is at least one index j € {1,...q} such that £; = 0}. Then, thanks to Lemma
4.13, we can apply Dominated Convergence Theorem and then Lemma 4.8 to get

) key.0 20; + 1
lim Z 52 ;B[* (H )gflﬁz £

T—o0
(€1,.-.Lq)€J

0 if B < fo,

- Cy, (0)-C : (62)
2(51, SLg)E(TF)anJ (j[—qu,Be*—QZ(i]/Bﬁ (H 2¢; +1) gfl if ﬁg* = /60 .

Now, thanks to Lemma 4.9, Lemma 4.10, Lemma 4.13 and (60) together with Lemma 4.8 we

have
> gzl 0.0,

, Ktyty...0,(T)
g > (L

(51,...,&1)6(_’1—*)
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A 2£ +1
= ) Jim =2 qéﬁ H Goyiy 1,

(zlv g ) )

¢ 1 -C, q 20; +1
- (1 _Zq(ﬁz* 2 —e Q,Bg* (H \/74_) g@152 Ly (63)

(01, 8q)E(Z*)1

Analogously

) Goia o, = 0. (64)

) gelez L

. ke, (T)
MU > T2 By T +,8gq H

(elv“'vzq)g(l-*)

Le us check (64). We have

) Koy, (
Jm Dot D) H
(61,02,...,Lg) T

Bey By <1421

, kerey..0,(T)
= lim —_
E T 72— (Bey ++Beg)
(21,627-~~7£q)¢l—*: N
6£1+"‘+f82q<17£j21 Cp(0)-Cy (0)

= =B, ¥+ B, V= (B, T Bg)

72— By ++Bey) ( q 20; + 1
=1

X

47 > gélf? Lg =0.

T2—qBex
—0
Analogously
T SN Ak H 7
T—00 S T2 . ta
(fl,fg,...,ﬁq)géz*:
Bey ++Beg=1,£;>1
and finally

Keioy..0
lim 12 q
T—o00 Z T2— fIﬁe* H
(01,82,...0q)¢T*:
Bey - +Beg>1,42>1

>g€1Z2 Lq
so that (64) is proved.
On the other hand, if we assume gfy > 1 and B¢ > 1, then obviously ¢, > 1 for all £ € N,
and B¢, + -+ B, > 1for all £y,...,¢; € N. Then, thanks to Lemma 4.8, Lemma 4.9, Lemma

4.12 and Lemma 4.13,

. Var(Mrp(u)[q > LN eq 20; + 1
i VM) e §h gy Bt (H/ )g% .

01,0,...,04=0
= +oo 20, + 1
a3 e (I ) o
01,02,...,6g=0 > i=1

which concludes the proof. In particular, we have proved that the series on the right hand side
of the previous formula converges. The remaining cases can be treated analogously. O
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4.3.1 Proof of Lemma 4.8

Proof. This proof is similar to the one of Lemma 4.3. Consider £, M > 0 as in (36). Then, using
Remark 4.1, we have

kglg2mgq (T) = /[ - Cgl (t — S) Cg2 (t — s) e ng (t — s)dtds
0T

_or /0 " (1 - %)ch (7)Coy () -+ Cy, (7)dr + 2T /MT (1 - %)c& (7)Ciy(7) - - Cy, (T)dr .

(65)

Now assume that 3, + ---+ B¢, < 1. For the first summand on the right hand side of (65) we
have

| : Moo L Cu(0)+C, (0
A e ) (1 7) 000 ue) Gt < i 27

M=0.

For the second summand on the right hand side of (65) we write

[ (- F) eutnCut) oy rar
T

= €y (0) -y, (0) /

M

q & .
G, (1) ) ' (Ge (1) ‘
DD ( 7 B BERERE (o B s
el W SRR C) Cy,(0)
k17~--,kq€{0,1}

T By + By
(1-7) @+m) Gt x

T
+Cy, (0) - - Cy, (0)/ (1 — %) (14 7—)*(5(1+---+ﬁzq)d7_ (66)
M
For the first term on the right hand side of the previous equality it holds that

. Cfl (0) e qu (O) T T —(Bey ++Be,)
Th_r,réo 1=(Bey +-+Bey) /M (1 B T) (1+7) ' v

q k k
G, (7) > ' <Ge (1) “
XZ Z < - -1 ‘ -1 dr=0. (67)
g \C0(0) C,(0)
k1,...,kqe{0,1}

Let us prove (67). Actually, for 7 > M we have

q k1 G kq q
Sy (Gl )T (Gl ) ey (1),
k=1 kit thg=k 0 (0) ¢, (0) k=1

ki, kq€{0,1}

and (67) follows, € being arbitrary. On the other hand, for the second summand on the right
hand side of (66),

. Cfl (0) e qu (O) T T —(Bey ++Be,)
Th_{rolo 1=(Bey+-+Bey) /M (1 B T) (1+7) ' vdr
Cy, (0) -+~ Cy, (0)

(L= (Bey + -+ Be )2 = (Bey, +--+ Be,))
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Analogously, if B, + -+ f, = 1

key..0,(T)

Ii Mt il AT ] .

A Tiogr — 2Ca(0)-+ 0 (0)

Otherwise, if B, + - -- 4 B¢, > 1, it immediately follows from equation (65) that, as 7" — +oo,
+oo

k‘gl__gq (T) =2T ; Cgl (T) CgQ (7’) s ng (7’) dr + O(l) .

Note that the limiting constant

/ Coy () Cly(7) - Ci () dr
R

in (59) is finite (see the proof of Proposition 4.2). O

5 Proofs of the main results

5.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. Recall (33). Assume first that v # 0 and Sy < min(28+,1). For the first chaotic
projection, since 8y < 1, from Lemma 4.2 we have

Var(Mr(w)[1]) _  2¢(u)*Co(0)

P TR (1= B2 o) ®)
Let Q € {2,3,...} be such that
QB > 1.
For g € {2,3,...,Q — 1} we have, from Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, since 5y < 28+,
S Var (M (u)l) _ S |, Var (Mor(u)lg)

Let us now prove that

i S Var (Mr(u)[g)

T T2-Bo
—00 =

~0. (70)
Recall (56); thanks to (61) we can write for any ¢1,...,4, >0

A Hy_1(u)2o(u)? [ [20; +1
T Hy 1;7) P(u) (1:{1 i >g?1.....%q

- (477)2Hq_1(u)2¢(u)2 (ﬁ 26 + 1) =:bg(l1, ..., Lg;u).

- |
q! Py 47

For ¢ > @ we have of course ¢+ > 1. Let e, M > 0 be as in (36). From Lemma 4.12 we have
for T' > max(1, M)

koy...0,(T) ko0, (T)
> bq(fl,...xq;u)ﬁg > bq(zl,...,gq;u)%
Z17£27---7€qzl Zl7£27---7£q21

Bflv"'752q<1 5217"'752q<1
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<2 Z bq(el,...,ﬁq;U)Cel(O)"'qu(O)(M+(1+M)((1iLiﬁl*>q)

l1,02,...,04>1 qﬁe* -1
5@17'~'75Zq<1
(1+ M) < l+e >q>
<2 bo(l1, ..., 0g;u)Cy (0)---Cy (0) | M +
€1,£2§q20 q( 1 ! ) Zl( ) EQ( ) ( qBe — 1 (1 + M)ﬁe*
(47r)2Hq_1(u)2¢(u)2 (1 i M) lte ‘
q! - qBex — 1 (1 + M)/Be* ’ (7 )

recalling (8). The following estimate holds (see e.g. [16, Proposition 3]): for every ¢ > 0 and

zeR )
e Hy ()] < e/alq™M12,

hence the series whose term is the right hand side of (71) is finite, i.e.,

X Hy1 (1)) QedD) [ 1ie \f
qzc;gl‘ﬂ(M+qﬁz*—1((1+M)m*> ><+Ooa (72)

as soon as M is sufficiently large. Repeating the same argument as for (71), using Lemma 4.9
and Lemma 4.13, and thanks to (72), we can apply Dominated Convergence Theorem and then
Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 to get

o 32 Ve Mr@ld) SR Var(Ma()la)

T2-5o T—o0 T2—bo
q= q=

which is (70). Putting together (68), (69) and (70))we finally find that

- Var(Mr(u)) _ 2¢(u)*Co(0)
| = =: K .
Theo  T2Po 0B fo) - Kol
Note that, if u = 0, then Mp(u)[2] = 0 and the sufficient condition in order to have (70) is
Bo < min(3[p+,1).
This implies that, if either u # 0 and Sy < min(28y«,1) or u = 0 and Sy < min(35«, 1), then
v Mo (u)[1]
Mrp(u) = +op(1).
T( ) \/mTlfﬁO/Z ]P( )

Consequently, since Mp(u)[1] is Gaussian for any 7" > 0, it is clear that the asymptotic
distribution of M7 (u) is standard Gaussian. O

=0,

T—o00

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2

We will need the following well known result.

Theorem 5 ([12, 33]). Let £(t), t € R, be a real measurable mean-square continuous stationary
Gaussian process with mean E [£(t)] and covariance function p(t—s) = p(|t—s|) = Cov(£(t),&(s)).
Moreover, assume that

L(|t —

where L is a slowly varying function. Let F': R — R be a Borel function such that E [F(N)Q} <
400, where N is a standard Gaussian random variable. Then it is a well known fact that can be
expanded as follows

PO = 30 H©), uhere b= [ FQHLO0()dE.

N k!
k=0
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Assume there exists an integer r, the so-called Hermitian rank, such thatbg =by =---=b._1 =0
and b, # 0. Then , if B € (0,1/r), we have that the finite-dimensional distributions of the random
process

1

= Tl—ﬂr/zL

Ts
X (s) (T)T/Z/o [F(E()) —bo) dt, 0<s<1,

converge weakly, as T — 00, to the ones of the Rosenblatt process of order r, that is

dt, 0<s<1,

b, !t tAn)s LW (dA) - W (dA,

rry T(AL A A A (18)/2
where W is a complex Gaussian white noise.

Proof of Theorem 2. Recall that u # 0 and 25+ < min(fp, 1). From Lemma 4.2 we have

o VM (1)

Too T2 2Bex =0
Moreover, thanks to Proposition 4.2, as for the proof of Theorem 1 (in particular (70)), we have,

as T' — 400,
I ZqZS Var(Mr(u)[q]) _0
7500 T2-26 -
so that, recalling also Proposition 4.1,
Mrp(u) _ Mrp(u)[2]
Tlfﬁg* - Tlfﬁg*

+op(1). (74)

Moreover, since in L?(£2) we have the following equality

W) & L T
My (u)[2] = J2§ )gm;gfo Halagm(t))dt, (75)
it holds that
u ¢ w) [T
A;lﬂTli(Bz*m = Tliﬁe* Z Z Jz; )/ Hy(apm(t))dt + op(1). (76)
CET* m=—1 0

Indeed, reasoning exactly as in the Proposition 4.1, we have that

u D) [T 2
Jim E (A/:lp:q(ﬁz*m - Tiﬂg* > 2 J2§ : /0 H2(a£’m(t))dt>

eT* m=—4
L Jz(u)2 T T 5 B
_ﬁgﬁozzﬂ%%*(%“)/o /0 Colt — 5)2dtds = 0.

From (74) and (76), in order to understand the asymptotic distribution of Mrz(u), it suffices to
investigate the leading term on the right hand side of (76). Recall Condition 2, for ¢ € Z* we

have that ()
_ T
Cy(1) = 1+ |7_’)54* )

where in particular Gy is a slowly varying function. Hence, setting £(t) = ag,(t), we automatically
have that p = p, = Cy, L = Ly = Gy and, as a consequence, that

JQ(U)
2a(Be+)

1 .
X5 = / 2(u) Hy(agm(t)) dt —4 mipp s as T — 00,
0

Co(0) T1—Per 2
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for all m = —¢,...,¢, where for each m X,,.,, is a standard Rosenblatt random variable (16) of
parameter Sy«. Moreover, since the Xfp’m are all independent for each T" we have that

_ T1—er LT By (ag (1) di
Mr(w) = \/ Var (MT(u)[Q})Z; Cel0) mzzg GoyriAe Tor(t)
4 (B0 5~ @GO NS S B
2 A (-Be)(1-28m) ) ST L 2a(Be)
04 ‘
= Z Z Xm iBex s
eI m=—/{
where 2 (20 + 1) Cy(0)?
— (B2 +1)C
=Bl 2 g0 28
and the proof is concluded. ]

5.3 Proof of Theorem 3

First of all assume that 35+ < min(1, ). Since we are in the case where u = 0, we have that
all even chaotic projections vanish and hence that

Var (Mr) = Var (M[1]) + Var (M7[3]) + > Var (Mr[2g +1]) .
>2

where we used the notation Mp(0) =: Mp. As a consequence, as in the proof of Theorem 1, we
have

Var (M) Var (Mr[1])

o . Var (Mr[3] Var (Mr[2q + 1])
M e = A e A e +§M T
9>
Now,
1
lim Var (Mr[1]) 0.

T—00 T2-3Bex

while from Proposition 4.2 we know that

i YA M) 2 - \/m 000 _.
A 23, T 31(1 — 386 )(2 — 3B > (H 1 Cu(0) ) Gy, = K.

01,02 ,03€T* \i=1

Moreover

I Dog>o Var (Mr2g +1]) 0
Tsoo T2-3Be -

which of course implies that

() — M7 (@)3]

1
Vi or e

as claimed.
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5.4 Proof of Theorem 4

The result below is just [27, Theorem 6.3.1] restated for our framework as a lemma. Recall the
definition of cumulants for a random variable [20, §4.3].

Lemma 5.1. Assume that the functional MT(U) in (13) satisfies the following conditions:

(a) For each q > 1, Var(MvT(u)[q]) — 02, as T — oo and for some o > 0;

(b) 0? = ZO’? < 4005
q=1
(¢) For each q > 2, Cumy(Mrp(u)lg]) = 0, as T — oo;

(@) Jim sup qZQ;Vaer(u) [a]) = 0.

Then M (u) LN Z, as T — oo, where Z ~ N(0,c?).
We will use Lemma 5.1 to prove Theorem 4. Let us first focus on Condition (c).

Proposition 5.1. Assume By = 1. If either u # 0 and 28« > 1 or u =0 and 3B > 1 we have
MT(U)[q] LS Z, as T — oo,

where Z ~ N (0, ag) is a standard Gaussian random variable whose variance is given by

2
Sq

7= =T 3 €10, +00),

k=1 5k

[\

g

where the sequence {s2,k > 1} is defined in Theorem 4.

Remark 5.1. Note that some of the chaoses might converge to a degenerate Gaussian (that is,
with zero expected value and variance).

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Tt suffices to check [27, Theorem 5.2.7] that the fourth cumulant goes
to zero as T — +o0, i.e.

lim Cumy (MT(U) [q]) =0.

T—o00

Recall (26). For any 1 < o < ¢ — 1, we have (see e.g. [20, §4.3], in particular §4.3.1)

T
Cumy (/ Hq(Z(x,t))dazdt) = / / dx1dxodrsdrsdtidtadtsdta
0 Js2 [0,71% J(s2)4
x Cum (Hq(Z(iﬂhtl))’ Hq(Z(ﬂﬁmtz))Hq(Z(iC?nts))Hq(Z(%M)))
<c [ [ B2 ) 2 )] B 2 ) 2, )
(0,774 J(S2)4
X ’E [Z(:L’3, t3)Z($4, t4)] |q_a ‘E [Z(334, t4)Z(.ﬁL‘1, tl)] ‘a d$1d$2dx3d$4dt1dt2dt3dt4.
For x,y positive numbers, it holds that

xayﬁ < wa—&-,@ + yoz—&-,B,
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as a consequence,

T
Cumy </ Hq(Z(:E,t))da:dt>
0 S2
<e / / E[Z (21, 41)Z (2, £2)]|7° |E [Z (w2, t2) Z (3, £3)]|°
[0,T]4 J(S2)4
X ‘E [Z(ajg, t3>Z(l’4, t4)”q d$1d$2dx3dx4dt1 . dt4
—c / / (1, w2) st — £2)]1 T ({2, 73) , 5 — t2)]°
[0,774 J(S2)4

X ‘F(<:L’3, 1,‘4> ,t4 — tg)‘q dmldxgdx3d$4dt1 e dt4

<eT / / T((ar, ), 51)|7 dsy / ID((wg, 23) , 52)]* s
(82)4 [_TvT] [_TvT]

X / |F(<J}3, .1‘4) s 83)|q d83 d$1d$2dl'3dl‘4
[_TvT]

+o00 —« +o00 «
(20+1) ’Cg(sl) 1 / (20+1) ’C’g(Sg)
< CT/ Cy(0 ds Cy(0 ds
—T.T] % am «0) C(0) ' ~T.7] % 4m «0) C(0) ?
—+00
(20+1) Co(s3)|?
X Cy(0 dss
/{_m > S Gy |
where for the last inequality we used Jensen inequality, recalling (8). For k =1,...,q — 1 we

have that, as T' — 400,

“+oo
Z (20 + I)CZ(O) ‘Cg(T)

k
dr =0 (TY %P (1 4 145, -1 log T)
[-T.,1] —0 47 C[(O) ( Pe )

whereas for k = ¢ (since ¢ > 1)

da:O(l).

+o0
(20+1) Cy(7)
[TT] ; w ‘ C(0)

Hence, as T" — 400,

T
Cumy ( /0 . Hy(Z(z, t))dwdt> =0 (TB*‘W* (1+ 60, a)p,. 108 T)(1+ 6}5,, log T)) :

From Proposition 4.2 we know that Var (Mg (u)) ~ T Y72 s2 thus as T — 400

Mo (u)[q] -
C =0 (TP (14 11y_pyg,,—1log T)(1 + 1ag,,—1 log T
so that
lim Cumy Mer(v)ld] =0
T—o0 Var (M, (T))
and the proof is concluded. O

We are now in the position to prove Theorem 4.
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Proof of Theorem 4. Here we have 5y = 1. From Lemma 4.2 and Condition 2 we know that

VarMr(w)[i]) _ p(u)? - Co(r)dr > 0.

—00

I
Tl—Igo T

Assume first that u # 0 and 28« > 1, then, using Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 we have that

. Var (Mr(u)[2))  uPe(u)® &
M T 2R
and for g > 3, since of course g8 > 1,
o Var (Mr()ld) _
T—o00 T q

where we recall that

A Hy—1(u)?p(u)? > T [20,4+1 [+
33 = a1 (1)"¢(v) Z Q?l‘jj.%q H pp Cp (1) Cpyp (1) -+ Cy () dr .
0 i=1 >

|
& £17€27---7£q:

As in the proof of (70), thanks to Dominated Convergence Theorem, we can write

Var (Mr(u)) Var (Mr(u)[1]) - Var (Mr(u)[2])

lim = lim + 1
T—o0 T T—o0 T T—o0 T

. Var (Mr(u)[q])

T
q>3
+o00 2 2
= ¢(u)? Co(r)dr + “ ¢>2(u) Z(%—i— 1) Fg—i-ZSZ.
o0 =0 >3

Now assume that © = 0 and 38y~ > 1, then analogously

lim VU\;T(W ~ lim. Var <MTT<u>[1D 43 tim Var (Mﬂ;) [2 +1])
q>1
+oo
= ¢(u)? / Co(r)dr+ 3,11
e g>1

In order to prove Convergence in distribution to a Gaussian random variable, we are going to
check the four conditions of Lemma 5.1. Conditions (a) and (b) are verified thanks to Theorem
4 and Proposition 4.2. Condition (¢) of Lemma 5.1 is immediately verified by Proposition 5.1,
thanks to the Fourth Moment Theorem [29, Theorem 1]. Let us now check Condition (d). Recall
that

b(u)? / Co(r)dr > 0.
R
Fix € > 0 such that
qb(u)?/ Co(T)dr —e > 0.
R

Then we have for some T, > 0

Var (Mp(u)[1]

) > pu)? /R Co(r)dr — <,

T
for every T" > T.. Hence
9] oo Var(Mr(u
up S Var(Mr()lg) _ swpror, Sitq T
T>T. =5 Var (Mr(u)) =  ¢(u)? [ Co(r)dr —e ’
as Q — oo. As a consequence, Condition (d) of Lemma 5.1 is satisfied and the proof is
concluded. O
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5.5 Proof of Proposition 3.1

Proof. From Theorem 2 we have

po Var(Mr(w) _ w?(w)?
Tooo  T2728+ 2(1—2Bp)(1 — Byr)

(20 +1)Cy+(0)2. (77)
Let us study the variance of mp.«(u).

up(u/op)? / Ce(t — s)? 2
Var(mp.p«(v)) = ———L—2 ——— 7 Pp({x, dxdydtds
(mye- (u)) 207, srpxor Co(02 ¢ ((x,y)) dzdy
2 2 2 a2
_u qﬁ(zu/;g*) / (ZiTr) Co(t ? dids
O-Z* [0,T]2 2£ + 1 Cg* (0)

= WZT/[ } (47T>2 (1_1> C£*<T)2d
0,7

202, 20-+ 1\ T) Cp(0)2”

From Proposition 4.3

2T T ™\ o B Cy+(0)2
A oo, / (1 - T) Cr(r)dr = (1— Be)(1 — 2B0)

so that
lim Var(m:p;g* (w)) = UQ¢(U/20£*)2 (4m)* ! . (78)
Tooo  T2-28er 202, 20+ 1(1— Bp)(1 — 26
Let us now compute the covariance between My (u) and myp.+(u): by orthogonality of Wiener
chaoses

Cov (M (u), mr-(u)) = Cov (M (u)[2], mry- (u))

L EORE) [f ay (20)] arayra

JQ(U) J2 ou* T 2
_ —< ‘ )/ / E[Z(m,t) f(y’s)] dz dy dt ds
2 0,72 Js2xs? e,

Jo(u) J2 55 \ 2
- <£>/ / E{Zg*(x,t)ze (y’s)] dz dy dt ds
(0,772 Js2xS2

a x 20+ 1
= —— ~F7 / / Co(t — < + ) Py ((x,y))? da dy dt ds
QUp 0,772 Js2xs?

J ( )J2 Tp*x
(0,772

= (20 +1
)= g

As before

Cov (M (u), mrys (u)) Jo(u) J2 (%) Cy(0)2

li = (20" +1 .
T30 T2~ (26 +1) 207, (1= Be)(1—26) ()
Plugging (77) and (78) into (79) we get
C o
lim Corr (M (u), mr (u)) = lim ov (Mr(u), mrye (w) 1,
T—o00 T—oc \/Var(Mr(u)) Var(mr,e (u))
that concludes the proof. ]
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A Proofs of technical Lemmas

From Remark 4.1

/ Cy(t — s)2dtds = QT/ (1 - %) Co(r)? dr
[0, [0,7]

2T < Cg(T)Q dr + / C’g(T)2 d7'>
[0,M] [M,T)

< 2TCy(0)2 (M + (e +1)? /[M . 95,(1)? d7> : (80)

IN

Proof of Lemma 4.4. For By = 1 from (80) we have, for T' > max(1, M),

1 Co(t — s5)* dtds
T [0,T]2

< 204(0)* <M + (e 4+ 1)? /[MT} g1(7)? d7'> < 2C4(0)? (M +(e+1)? /Rgl(rﬁ dr)
(e + 1)2>

a—1

< 204(0)? <M + (e + 1)2/ g1(7)] d7'> = 2C(0)? <M +2
R
where we used the fact that |g;(7)| <1 for every 7 € R, see (10). O
Proof of Lemma 4.5. Let us start with (45). For ¢ € 7*, B, < 1 we have

1 2 2C€(O>2 2/ —28
T - < M 1 1 o
T2—28¢+ /[O,T]z Co(t — 5)” dtds < T1-2B+ +(+1) [Mﬂ( +7) dr

_2C(0)? (M N (e+1)2 <(1 b7y 2t (14 M)—Z,Be*-&-l))

- T1-2Be —26p + 1

2C(0)? (e +1)? )
< M+ ——T"7 (117 28+1
< Fre —255*4-1( +7)

1 2 1 —2Bpx+1
< 20{0) (M Cmenita) )

where for the last inequality we recall that 7" > max(1, M).
Let us now prove (46). From (80), for £ ¢ Z*, £ > 1 and §; < 1,

1

2C4(0)?
TQ_W/[OT]Q Colt —s)"dtds < 55— <M+(5+1) /

(1+ T)_Qﬁf** dT> .
[M,T)]

Now for 28+ = 1 we have

— 1+7 e dr < 2m(Bx ),
Frm [, ) (6e)

while for 28+ < 1 we have
1 1 1 —Qﬁg**—l—l
- 1 2 g < = (14—
T1—2ﬁé* /[\M,T]( + T) T= —2,85** + 1 < + M) ’

35



otherwise
1

1 1 2Bpux —1
—_— 14 7) 2P dr < < > ,
T1—2BZ* /[M,T]( ) 26@** — 1 1 + M

which concludes the proof. O

Let us write

key..0y(T) = QT/

(0,7]

— 9T (/[O’M] (1 - %) Co(7) -+ Cy, (7) dr + /{Mﬂ (1 - %) Coy (1) -+ Cy, (7) dT) . (81)

Proof of Lemma 4.9. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.4. Assume that there is at least
one index j € {1,...,q} such that 8y, = 1. Let U :=U(f1,...,4y) ={j € {1,...,q} : By, = 1}.
We have, from (81), for 7' > max(1, M),

(1 - %) Coy(7) - Cy (7) dr

k T
ka0, (T) < 2C,,(0)...Cy, (0) M+(6+1)q/ (14 7)~#Ua—(Bey 4By —#0) g
T ! [M,T]
< 2CZ1 CZq ( €_|_1 (1+T)#UQ(Q#U)min(BO,ﬂe*)(h—)
[MT}
(e+1)¢
< 2C .Cy (0
= 2000 O )< (¢~ #0) min(Bo, B) + #Ua — 1
1 (q—#U) min(Bo,Bex )+#U a—1
8 <1 n M)
< 2Cp,(0)...C (0)[ M + !
= ST qmin(Bo, Be-) + #U (a — min(Bo, By )) — 1
e+ 1 q 1 #U (a—min(Bo,Bpx))—1
(s ()
1 e+1 4
< 2Cp(0)...Cp (0) [ M -
=~ 51( ) Eq( )< + qmin(ﬁo,ﬁe*) ((1+M)m1n(ﬂo,ﬂg*)> ) 5
which concludes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 4.10. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5. For ¢y,...,¢, € I*,
Be; <1 for every j and T' > max(1, M), from (81), we have

ke, (T) 2C4,(0) ... Cy,(0) B
Toegpe S ek (M +(e+ 1)1 /[M,T](l +7) 7P dT)
4+ 1) 1 1—qBex
< 2C,(0)...Cy, (0) (M + f_ qﬁ)é* (1 + M) )

Finally for (¢1,...,44) ¢ Z*, £; > 1, By, < 1 for every j and T' > max(1, M), from (81) (note
that /8[1 + ... 5&1 > ﬁg** + (q — 1)5@* > qﬂg*), we have

key..0,(T) - 2C0,(0)...Cy,(0)
T2=48x  — T1—qBe

(M + (e + 1)Q/ (1 + 1)~ Berrtla=Dbe) dT)
[M,T]
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< 2C4,(0)...Cp, (0) (M + (e + ”qu—lqﬁe*/

(1+ T)—(ﬁe**'i'(q—l)ﬁe*) d7—>'
[M,T]

Now if SBpex + (¢ — 1)Bp+ < 1 then

)—(/34**4‘(‘1—1)5@*)'*‘1

Tl—qﬁl* [M7T] — —(BZ** + (q _ 1)ﬁ€*) + 1

lf /Bé** + (q - 1)6[* = 17 then

1 1
—_— 1 Ldr< —— 1 1 gr <9 N
T1—qBex /[M,T]( - T) 7= T1-2B¢x ~/[M,T]( + T) T > m(ﬂf )7

where m(fy+) is a constant defined in Lemma 4.4. Finally if Sp+« 4+ (¢ — 1)B¢« > 1 then

1/ (1 n 7—)_(6@**+(q—1)68*) dr < (M + 1)7(,34**4»((1*1)512*71)

Th=aBes Jiag Bee + (¢ —1)Bp — 1

and the proof is concluded. O
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