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Abstract. We study sufficient conditions for local asymptotic mixed normality. We weaken the sufficient
conditions in Theorem 1 of Jeganathan (Sankhya Ser. A 1982) so that they can be applied to a wider
class of statistical models including a jump-diffusion model. Moreover, we show that local asymptotic
mixed normality of a statistical model generated by approximated transition density functions is implied
for the original model. Together with density approximation by means of thresholding techniques, we
show local asymptotic normality for a statistical model of discretely observed jump-diffusion processes
where the drift coefficient, diffusion coefficient, and jump structure are parametrized. As a consequence,
the quasi-maximum-likelihood and Bayes-type estimators proposed in Shimizu and Yoshida (Stat. Infer-
ence Stoch. Process. 2006) and Ogihara and Yoshida (Stat. Inference Stoch. Process. 2011) are shown
to be asymptotically efficient in this model. Moreover, we can construct asymptotically uniformly most
powerful tests for the parameters.

Keywords. asymptotically efficient estimator; asymptotically uniformly most powerful test; jump-
diffusion processes; local asymptotic mixed normality; L? regularity condition; Malliavin calculus; thresh-
olding techniques

1 Introduction

Local asymptotic normality (LAN) is an important property in asymptotic statistical theory because
it enables us to discuss asymptotic efficiency of parameter estimators for parametric models. Héjek
[15] [16] showed the convolution theorem and the minimax theorem for statistical models that satisfy the
LAN property. Both theorems give different concepts of asymptotic efficiency. The LAN property has
mainly been studied for statistical models of independent observations. Thereafter, this property has been
extended to local asymptotic mixed normality (LAMN) so that we can address a wider class of statistical
models. Jeganathan [19] showed the convolution theorem and the minimax theorem under the LAMN
property. LAN and LAMN enable several studies of statistical methods, in addition to the efficiency
of estimators. Several works have studied the construction of asymptotically uniformly most powerful
tests under LAN or LAMN (see i.g. Choi, Hall, and Schick [5] and Basawa and Scott [3]). Moreover,
Eguchi and Masuda [9] studied the model selection problem via Schwartz-type Bayesian information
criteria (BIC), and showed model selection consistency of the BIC when the statistical model is locally
asymptotically quadratic (which includes the case of LAMN).

For statistical models of discrete observations of semimartingales, Gobet [13| 14] showed the LAN
and the LAMN properties for diffusion processes in the high-frequency limit of observations on a fixed
interval and on a growing observation window, respectively. Related to processes with jumps, Ait-
Sahalia and Jacod [I] showed the LAN property for some classes of Lévy processes, including symmetric
stable processes, Kawai and Masuda [20] showed the LAN property for normal inverse Gaussian Lévy
processes, and Clément and Gloter [7] proved the LAMN property for a stochastic differential equation
driven by a pure jump Lévy process whose Lévy measure is an a-stable Levy measure near the origin.
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Statistical models of jump-diffusion processes were also studied in several papers; Kohatsu, Nualart, and
Tran [21] showed the LAN property for ergodic jump-diffusion processes whose drift coefficient depends
on an unknown parameter, and Clément, Delattre, and Gloter [6] studied the LAMN property for the
stochastic differential equations with jumps when the unknown parameter determines the jump structure
and the jump times are deterministic and given. Jump-diffusion processes are used for modeling various
stochastic phenomena in many areas, such as econometrics, physics, and neuroscience. Among the vast
literature, we refer the reader to Rao [30] and Cont and Tankov [8] and references therein. To our
knowledge, there are no studies that show the LAN property for jump-diffusion processes with the drift
coefficient, the diffusion coefficient, and the jump structure all parametrized, and in this paper, we focus
on such a situation.

In the proofs of the LAN properties for diffusion processes of Gobet [I3| [14], it is crucial that tran-
sition density functions satisfy estimates from above and below by Gaussian density functions up to
constants: so-called Aronson-type estimates. Unlike diffusion processes, jump-diffusion processes do not
satisfy Aronson-type estimates in general, and hence we cannot apply Gobet’s approach. In this paper,
to show the LAN property for jump-diffusion processes, we instead employ the idea of Theorem 1 in
Jeganathan [19], which uses the L? regularity condition. This approach is convenient in the sense that
it does not require Aronson-type estimates for transition density functions. Though the original results
in [T9] cannot be applied to triangular array observations, Theorem 2.1 in Fukasawa and Ogihara [10]
extends this result to triangular array observations, including high-frequency observations of stochastic
processes. Fukasawa and Ogihara [10] showed the LAMN property for degenerate diffusion processes by
using this result without Aronson-type estimates. However, since the L? regularity conditions in [19} [10]
are conditions for expectation, it is difficult to apply them to jump-diffusion processes whose tail is
heavier than diffusion processes. To solve this problem, we weaken the L? regularity conditions to con-
ditions for conditional expectation that could be applied to heavy-tailed models such as jump-diffusion
processes, and show that the LAMN property still holds under this new scheme (Theorem [ZT]).

However, there still remains another serious problem to show the LAN property of jump-diffusion
processes: the transition density functions of jump-diffusion processes are given by a mixture of differ-
ent density functions depending on the jump numbers. In particular, the asymptotic behavior of the
density for no jump is quite different to that for the presence of jumps, as indicated in Kohatsu-Higa,
Nualart, and Tran [21I]. Kohatsu-Higa, Nualart, and Tran [21] solved this problem by utilizing Malliavin
calculous for Wiener-Poisson space and stochastic flows, and obtained the expression of the transition
density functions. The expression contains the derivative of jump diffusion processes with respect to drift
parameters. However, when the jump structure is additionally parametrized as in our case, not only the
jump coefficient but also the associated Poisson random measure may possibly be parametrized in some
way. This makes it difficult to obtain the derivative of jump diffusion processes with respect to jump
parameters which will appear in the formal expression of the transition density functions. For such a
reason, it is tough to evaluate the transition density function, which is important to check Theorem 2.1}
in the same way as Kohatsu-Higa, Nualart, and Tran [21]. To deal with this problem, we consider the ap-
proximation of transition density functions by thresholding techniques used in Shimizu and Yoshida [32]
and Ogihara and Yoshida [29] in order to construct quasi-maximum-likelihood estimators and Bayes-type
estimators. The thresholding techniques are also used for detecting jumps in processes with jumps (see
also [4, 12| 23, 24]) and improving the estimation accuracy of continuous components. However, it is
not clear that the LAN property for the statistical model generated by approximated density functions
implies the LAN property for the original model. We also provide general sufficient conditions for the
property (Theorem 2.3]).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section ] gives main results. An extended result of
Theorem 1 in [I9] is stated in SectionZIl Section 22 studies sufficient conditions for the LAMN property
using transition density approximation. The LAN property for discrete observations of jump-diffusion
processes is given in Section Section [ contains the proof of the results in Section [Z] following a
similar procedure to the proof of Theorem 1 in [I9]. In Section [l we apply the results in Section B to
construct a new scheme for the LAMN property via transition density approximation. In Section Bl we
apply the new scheme for the LAMN property via transition density approximation to jump-diffusion
processes.



2 Main results

2.1 The LAMN property via a new regularity condition

In this subsection, we provide sufficient conditions for the LAMN property that is more useful than
Theorem 1 in Jeganathan [I9] and Theorem 2.1 in Fukasawa and Ogihara [10] to deal with jump-diffusion
processes. Some of the assumptions in Theorem 1 of [19] and Theorem 2.1 of [10] are written with respect
to expectations. On the other hand, our new conditions are based on conditional expectations, which is
convenient for heavy-tailed noise.

Let N be the set of all positive integers. Let ag € © and {P, n}aco be a family of probability
measures defined on a measurable space (X, .A,) for n € N, where © is an open subset of R%. We
first consider the following slightly weaker condition than the LAMN property. We denote by ||-||op the
operator norm, by I; the unit matrix of size [ € N, and by T the transpose operator for a matrix or a
vector.

Condition (L). The following two conditions are satisfied for { Py »}aco nen-

1. There exist a sequence {e,}nen of nondegenerate matrices, a sequence {V,(ag)} of A,-
measurable d-dimensional vectors, and a sequence {7, (a)} of A,-measurable d x d symmetric
matrices such that ||e,||op — 0 as n — oo,

Py (Tn(ap) is nonnegative definite) = 1 (2.1)
for any n € N, and
APuyte hin 1
log ——otenhn Vi) + =h " Tr(ao)h — 0 (2.2)
dPoy.n 2

as n — oo in P,, ,-probability for any h € R%.

2. There exists an almost surely symmetric, nonnegative definite d x d random matrix T ()
such that
L(Vi(0): Ta(@0) [ Pag.n) = L(T?(c0)W, T (a0)),

where W is a d-dimensional standard normal random variable independent of T (cv).
The following definition of the LAMN property is Definition 1 in [19].

Definition 2.1. The sequence of the families { Py n}aco nen Satisfies the LAMN condition at o« = g € ©
if Condition (L) is satisfied, €, is a symmetric, positive definite matriz and Py, »(Tn(cp) is positive definite) =
1 for any n € N, and T (ag) is positive definite almost surely.

We say that { P, n}aco nen satisfies LAN if the LAMN condition is satisfied with a nonrandom matrix
T(Oéo).

For proving the LAMN property for diffusion processes by using a localization technique such as
Lemma 4.1 in Gobet [I3], Condition (L) is useful because (L) for the localized model often implies (L)
for the original model. See, for example, the proofs of Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 in [10].

Let (m,)5%; be a sequence of positive integers. For any n, let {X,, ; };”:"1 be a sequence of complete,
separable metric spaces. Let X, = X1 X« -+ XXy m,, and A, = B(A,,), where B(X,,) denotes the Borel o-
algebra of X,,. We consider statistical experiments (X, B(X,), {Pa,n}taco). Let X; =X, ; : X, = X,
be the natural projection, X; = X, ; = (X1, -+, X;), Xnj = X1 X+ X Xy j, Ao = {0, X, }, and A;
is the minimal sub o-algebra of A,, that X ; is A; p-measurable for 1 < j < m,,. Suppose that there exists
a o-finite measure p, ; on X, ; such that Py (X1 € ) < pn1 and Pon(X; € | Xj1 = Tj_1) < pnj
for2<j<m,andZ;,_; € ?Enﬁj,l.

Let B, = E, n denote the expectation with respect to P, ,, and let p; = p; , be conditional density
functions defined by

dP, n(Xl € ) dPan(Xj S |Xj,1 = :Z'jfl) .
Q)= ————= (o) = : 2< ) <my).
pi(a) di pj(a) T (2<y )
Then, we can see that
/pj(a)g(fj—lawj)dun,j = Bal9(Xj-1, X)) Xj-1 = 7j-1] (2.3)



almost surely for any bounded Borel function g : ?Enﬁj — R.
Next, we describe our assumptions for the LAMN property. Let €, be a d x d nondegenerate matrix,
and let o, = ag + e, h for h € R4,

Assumption (A1). There are random vectors &,;(a) : Xn; — R such that for every h € R?,

Mn 2
Z/ [Snj(oéo, h) — %hTEIénj(O‘O) dpin,j — 0 (2.4)
j=1

as n — 00 in Py, »-probability, where &,;(ao, k) = \/p;(an) — /p;(ao).

To show the LAMN property, we need to identify the limit distribution of log(dPyu . /dP,,,) under
P, . This involves the log-likelihood ratio of different probability measures, which is difficult to deal with
for stochastic processes in general. Gobet [I3] dealt with this problem for discretely observed diffusion
processes by using estimates from below and above by Gaussian density functions (Aronson estimates) to
show the LAMN property. Condition (A1) also involves transition density functions with different values
of the parameter. However, if p; is a positive-valued C?(0) function, an estimate similar to (2.6) in [I0],
we can replace the left-hand side of ([24]) with a quantity in which the probability measure of expectation
and p; in the integrand have the same parameter value agp, (s € [0,1]), and therefore, we do not need
Aronson-type estimates for transition density ratios. Thus, a scheme with the L? regularity condition
does not require Aronson-type estimates, which is one of the advantage of this scheme. Furthermore,
Condition (A1) is the estimate for conditional expectation unlike (A1) in [TI0]. Therefore, it is much easier
to show (A1) compared with (A1) in [I0] under the heavy-tailed behavior of jump-diffusion processes.

Define . .
@y ={ VB Do 20

We use abbreviation n; both for the random variable n;(X,_1,X;) and for the function 7;(Z;_1, ;)
when there is no confusion. The same is true for other functions of (Z,_1,z;).

Mn Mn

To =€ > Baolnn [Aj-inlen, and V=Y ;. (2.5)

J=1 Jj=1

Assumption (A2). There exists ng € N such that E,,[|n;[?|Aj—1..] < 0o and Euq[n;lAj—1..] = 0,
Py, n-almost surely for every 1 < j <'m,, and n > ng.

Assumption (A3). For every e > 0 and h € R?,

Mn

Z EoolBT euni P Lgnrern;>epAj—1.n] = 0

j=1
as n — oo in P, »-probability.

Assumption (A4). There exists a random dxd symmetric matrix 7 such that P(7 is nonnegative definite) =
1 and
LV, Ta)| Pag,n) = LT W, T),

where W ~ N(0, I;) independent of T.

Conditions (A2)—(A4) are similar to Conditions (A2)—(A5) in [I0]. However, (A3) and (A4) in [I0] are
replaced by estimates for conditional expectations and a tightness property that is trivially satisfied
under (A4).

Theorem 2.1. Assume (A1)—~(A4). Then the family {Pan}a.n satisfies Condition (L) with T, and V,,
in (22). If further T in (A4) is positive definite almost surely and €, is a symmetric, positive definite
matriz for any n € N, then {Pyn}a,n satisfies the LAMN property at 6 = 6.

Remark 2.1. As in Remark 2.1 of [10], if Condition (L) is satisfied, €, is symmetric and positive
definite for any n € N, and T is positive definite almost surely, then we can easily show the LAMN
property by replacing T, with

T = 7;11{7; is positive definite} + Idl{Tn is not positive definite}-



2.2 The LAMN property via transition density approximation

Theorem 2.1 is an important tool when we show the LAN property for discrete observations of jump-
diffusion processes because this result requires neither Aronson-type estimates nor an expectation-type L?
regularity condition. The another important issue to show the LAN property is to handle the mixture of
density functions that behave quite differently depending on the jump numbers. We use the thresholding
techniques developed in Shimizu and Yoshida [32] and Ogihara and Yoshida [29] to deal with this issue.
We approximate the transition density functions of jump-diffusion processes with thresholding density
functions whose asymptotic behaviors are much easier to deal with. We will show that the LAN property
of the original model is proved under some conditions on the approximating density functions.

Let p1(a) = pi(a, z1) and pj(e) = pj(e, xj, Zj—1) be nonnegative-valued functions such that pi(«,-)
is measurable and the mapping (z;—1,A4) — [, p;j(co, x;,Tj—1)pn,;(dz;) is a transition kernel for 2 <
j < m,. We emphasize that pi(c,-) and p;(«,-,Z;j—1) are not supposed to be probability measures.
This is important in the sense that we can consider normalized probability measures on sets that do
not, contaln original rare events. We introduce associated normalizing constants dq (a) = [ p1(a)dzq and
dj(Zj—1,a) = [pjla)dz; for 2 < j < m,. Assume d (z] 1, @) is nonzero and ﬁmte for any (z],l, a),
and 1(%’5 Pa n be a probability measure defined by Py, = [[; (5j()/d;(@)(Q] fin,j(d;)), where
SCO =

Let Kn)j € Aj,n for 1 S j S my — 1. Let Djﬁh(fjfl,t) = dj(ij,l,ath) for t € [0, 1] and h € Rd such
that (ath)te[oﬁl] C 0. Let
(4)'Pi ()

IND)
¢hh = S
It pj(ath)

L5, ()0}
for I € N and h € R4,

Assumption (B1). For any ¢ > 0 there exists NV € N such that

sup P (U KS ) < (2.6)
ac®

and
sup Py, (U m”flKC 5) < (2.7)
ac®

for n > N. Moreover,

m, max sup / Ipj(a ()|ptn,j(dzj) =0 (2.8)
1SiSmn a0z, 1€X;-1(Kn j-1)

as n — oQ.

Here and in the following, we ignore Zo € Xo(K, ) in the range of the supremum. (B1) implies
that Paﬁn approximates P, , well except on a rare event. A typical example of a rare event is that
T1,...,Tp,... have large magnitude. On such an event, it is often difficult to evaluate a difference of
mass measured by Paﬁn and P, ,. As for an application to jump-diffusion processes, we set

max |x;] < n‘s}
0<i<y

for small enough ¢ > 0, and this makes it possible to obtain (238). For more details, see Section
Since the approximation probability measure P, , contains normalizing constants di,...,dn,, , to
check (27)) may seem cumbersome. Then the following lemma is helpful.

Lemma 2.1. Assume (2.8), that pj(co, xj,Zj—1) < pj(0, T, Zj-1) pn1 @ -+ ® [ j-almost everywhere
in &; for any a, and that for any € > 0, there exists N € N such that (2.8) for n > N. Then, for any
€ > 0, there exists N' € N such that {27) for n > N'.

The following theorem ensures that the LAMN property of (Pa,n)a,n implies the LAMN property of
(Pan)a,n under (B1).

Theorem 2.2. Assume (B1). Then, sup,cel|Pan — Panll — 0 as n — co. If further, for any e > 0
and h € R?, there exists § > 0 such that

- dP,
lim sup Pao,n(—h’ < 5) (2.9)

n—00 0,



then ~
dP, dP,
1 ] s )
o8 APy o8

d @Q,n
as n — 00 i Py, n- and Pao,n-probability for any h € RY,

_ I _ a' k
For a vector = (x1,- - ,xx), we denote 9, = (Bmil---azi, Vi oo =1

Assumption (B2). For any h € R?, there exists N € N such that (£)'p;(au), (3)'5;(cun) and
olD; p exist and is continuous for n > N, ¢t € [0,1], and I € {0,1,2}, almost everywhere in
Zj_1 € Xj_1(Ky j—1). Moreover, there exists § > 0 such that

Lh~
s I () < oo (2.10)
[t[<6,2j—1€X,-1(Kn,j-1)

and
YV max sup |0iDj 1 (Zj-1,t)] =0 as n— oo (2.11)

1<j<mn te[o,l],fj71€Xj71(Kn,jfl)

for 1 € {1,2} and n > N.

m

Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields (2.I1)) if

mi/! max sup [ 10kps(aun) - Bk amlin(dz) 0 (212)
1Sismn te(0,1),2;-1€X; -1 (Kn,j—1)

for h € R% [ € {1,2,3},and n > N (see ([&X) and ([@J) for the details). For the setting in Section 23| it
is not easy to check ([2I2)) because of the heavy-tailed behavior. So we directly check (21I1]) in Section Bl

Let (e;)%_, be the standard unit vectors in R%, and let 7j;(Z;_1, 7;) = (C;,’Oel, R ;,’oed)l)’(j,l(Kn,j,l)(fj—l)-
Let E, denote the expectation with respect to Pam. Let
M, M
To = Baoliljil] [Aj-1.n] and Vi, = i (2.13)
J=1 Jj=1

We further assume the following conditions.

Assumption (B3). EN’%[|§;’}}I|2|AJ»_1,”] < 00 and the zero points of j; do not depend on a € © Py, .-
almost surely for 1 < j < m,,, and

Mn

= h Jh
> sup Bo, 172 + ¢ A1) = 0
j=1 t€l0,1]

asn — oo in Pao,n-probabﬂity.

Assumption (B4). There exists a random dxd symmetric matrix 7 such that P[7 is nonnegative definite] =
1 and o
L((Vi, To) [ Pag.n) = L(T2W, T,

where W ~ N(0, I;) independent of T.

Conditions (B3) and (B4) are conditions for the asymptotic behavior of functions of 9;p; (not 9p;).
This fact is important when we discuss the LAN property of jump-diffusion procesess in the following
section. While the asymptotic behavior of the transition density functions of jump-diffusion processes is
difficult to deal with, that of thresholding density functions is much easier to handle. The next theorem
ensures that we need to consider only the latter when we show the LAMN property of the original model.

Theorem 2.3. Assume (B1)-(B4). Then, the family {Pyn}an of probability measures satisfies Con-
dition (L) with T, and V,, in (ZI3). If further T in (B4) is positive definite almost surely and €, is
symmetric and positive definite for any n € N, then { Py n}a.n satisfies the LAMN property at oo = a.

If 7 is nonrandom (which corresponds to the case of LAN), we can simplify Condition (B4).



Assumption (B4'). There exists a nonrandom d x d symmetric, nonnegative definite matrix 7~ such
that 7,, — T in P,, ,-probability.

Corollary 2.1. Assume (B1), (B2), (B3), and (B4'). Then {Py n}a.n satisfies Condition (L). If further
T in (B4') is positive definite and e, is symmetric and positive definite for anyn € N, { Py n }a.n satisfies
the LAN property at o = .

Remark 2.2. FEven when T is random, Sweeting [33] is useful to omit checking the convergence of Vi,

in (B4).

Remark 2.3. We expect that such techniques of transition density approximation can be applied to
models other than the jump-diffusion model. If we can find an approzimation of the transition density
function of a statistical model such that the asymptotic behavior of the approximation can be specified,
these techniques enable us to show the LAMN property of the statistical model. One such an example
is the statistical model of nonsynchronously observed diffusion processes in Ogihara [28]. The likelihood
function is given by the integral of the likelihood function for synchronized observations with respect to
unobserved variables. The LAMN property for this model is shown by introducing the likelihood approxi-
mation obtained by cutting off the domain of integration, and identifying the asymptotic behavior of the
approximated likelihood function (see Lemma 4.3 and subsequent discussions in [28]). So the techniques
in this section enable us to simplify the proof of LAMN for this model.

2.3 The LAN property for jump-diffusion processes

In this section, we show the LAN property of jump-diffusion processes. Let (2, F, (Ft)i>0, P) be a
stochastic basis. Let ©; C R% be an open set for i € {1,2}, and © = ©;x0y. Weset a = (0,6) € ©1 x5
and its true value is denoted by ag = (09, 0p). For any a € ©, let X = (X{*);>0 be an m-dimensional
cadlag F-adapted process satisfying a stochastic differential equation:

AX? = a(XE,0)dt + b(XE, 0)dW; + / ANy(dt, d2), (2.14)

E
where F = (F)i>0, E = R™\{0}, W = (W})i>0 is an m-dimensional standard F-Wiener process, and
Ny is a Poisson random measure on Ry x E relative to F, whose mean measure is fy(z)dzdt with
fE fo(2)dz < oo. The coefficients a : R™ X Qg +— R™ and b : R™ x 01 — R™ @ R™ are measurable
functions and satisfy Assumption (C1) below. We assume that the distribution of X§ does not depend on
a € 0. We denote X; = X" and N(dt,dz) = Ny, (dt,dz). We suppose that we observe high-frequency
data {Xgn, }}_o from the solution process X = (X¢)i>0. {hn}nen is a positive sequence with h, — 0

and nh,, — oo. For matrices (M;)._,, let
My O O
diag(Mi)iz)=| o . o
O O M

Assumption (C1). The derivatives 9.9}a(z,0) and 929ib(z, o) exist and are continuous on R™ x 0,
and R™ x ©1, respectively, for i,j € {0,1,2,3,4} such that i+ j < 4. Moreover, there exist positive
constants C7 and s such that

la(z,0)| < C1(1+ |z]), |0za(z,0)]+ [b(z,0)| +[0:b(z,0)| < Ch,
0,05z, 0)| + 10,02 b(x, 0)] < C1(1+ |])"
for all ¢,j € {0,1,2, 3,4} satisfying i + j < 4, and (0,60, 0,0, x).

Assumption (C2). b(z, o) is symmetric, positive definite, and there exists a positive constant Cy such
that
Cy I, < b(x,0) < Col,,

for any x and o.

Assumption (C3). X is ergodic; that is, there exists a stationary distribution 7 such that

T
%/0 g(Xt)dtg/g(ac)dﬂ'(:v) (2.15)



as T — oo for any m-integrable function g. Moreover,

sup FE[| X/ < o (2.16)
a€O,t>0

for ¢ > 0.

Let Fy be a density function satisfying fy = AFp with some positive constant A\ = A(6). Hereafter we
write the support of any function ¢ and its boundary in E as supp(g) and dsupp(g), respectively. Let
d(z,A) =infyea |z — y| for z € R™ and A C R™ (d(z,0) = oo by convention).

Assumption (C4). 1. The zero points of Fy do not depend on 6.
2. The derivative )\ exists and bounded for [ € {0,1,2, 3}.
3. There exist constants € > 0, p € (0,1/2), and Ny € N fulfilling that

/ Fy(z)dz < hs, (2.17)
{z:d(z,0supp(Fy))<hi}

for all n > Nj.

4. The derivative 0}, fo(z) exists and is continuous with respect to § € O, for any [ € {0,1,2, 3}
and z € E. Moreover, there exist constants v > 0, C5 > 0, and ¢’ > 0 such that

|Fy(2)|1q21<ey < Cslz],  10h1og fo(2)|11r,(s)20p < Cs(1+]2]), (2.18)

|95 log fo(z1) — 9 log fo(22)|1{ky (a1 Fo (za)20y < Cslz1 — 22l(1+ |2a] + [22]) (2.19)
for any z,21,20 € E, 6 € O9, and [ € {1,2,3}.
5. supy [ 2|7 fo(2)dz < oo for any p > 1, and there exists 7 > 0 such that

n1+nh,};’_((m+w/2)Al =0 (2.20)
as n — oQ.

Let I' = diag((I'1,'2)), where S(z,0) = b*(z,0),

4] = %/tr(@aiSS’_langS_l)(ac,Uo)dﬂ'(x),
_ 0 1f 0a jf 0
ol = [ (@)™ @0, e, c0)ina) + [ I )y

Assumption (C5). T is positive definite.

Regarding our technical assumptions, we make some comments below.

e Under (C1), the existence and uniqueness of the solution is ensured (for details, see Applebaum [2]).
(C1) is also important in considering the derivatives of the flow and Malliavin calculus on the
continuous part of (ZI4]).

e For sufficient conditions of ergodicity (ZIH]), we refer the reader to Masuda [26]. We need the
moment condition (ZI6) of X uniformly in «. This condition is a bit stronger than the one
usually assumed in the studies of statistical estimation for jump-diffusion processes (estimate for
only oo = «vp) since evaluation of transition densities around « is essential for the LAN property.

However, this condition can be shown similarly to a standard procedure. See Theorem 2.2 in
Masuda [25] for the details.

e Since we cannot observe fluctuation of jumps directly, we replace it by the increments of X exceeding
a threshold on the estimation of #. However, these increments may not belong to the support of
Fy typically for one-sided jumps or bounded jumps. (ZIT) is useful for controlling such a (F,_,-
conditional) probability, for more details, see Lemma [53



e Suppose that sup, fE F}(z)dz < oo for some p > 1 and dsupp(Fy) = {z1,--- , 2} for some k € N,
and z; € E (1 < j < k). Then the set {z;d(z, Osupp(Fp)) < h?} is included in union of closed k
balls centered at z1,--- , 2, of radius h#, and hence Holder’s inequality yields

1/p 1/q
/ Fy(z)dz < ( / F;’(z)dz) ( / dz) < CkYapem/a,
{#1d(2,05upp(Fy))<hf} E {#:d(2,05upp(Fy))<hf}

where ¢ = p/(p — 1). Then [ZI7) is satisfied for sufficiently large n.

e When m > 2, (220) becomes n'*"h2 — 0 for some n > 0, which is almost the same as the one
usually required in the study of statistical estimation for jump-diffusion processes. We can say the
same thing when m = 1 and v > 1. This condition is weaker than the corresponding condition
in Shimizu and Yoshida [32] (y > 3 is required). We can also consider the case m = 1 and
v €]0,1). In this case, the convergence rate of h,, becomes restrictive (n>*h3 — 0 for some > 0
in the worst case). These things happen because we need to detect jumps by using the increment
| Xkh, — X(k—1)h, |- Roughly speaking, for p € (0,1/2), we have | Xy, — X(x—1)n, | < h% with high
probability if no jumps in ((k — 1)hy, kh,]. Then we judge jumps occur when |Xyp, — X (p—1)n, | >
h?. If the dimension of X, is large or v is large, then the probability that the absolute jump size is
equal to or less than h? becomes very small, and consequently, jump detection and approximation
by thresholding densities work well. Otherwise, we need to set h,, small to detect jumps.

Example 2.1. Condition (C4) is a bit complicated, so we will see some examples of Fy which satisfies
(C4). Let X is a smooth function of 0 satisfying supg |O4A| < oo for 1 € {0,1,2,3} and infg X > 0.
1. Let
1
——————ex
(2rdetz)m/z P
where p and X are smooth R™- and R™ ® R™-valued functions of 6, respectively, such that

supg (|0 | V |03 lop) < 0o for 1 € {0,1,2,3} and supy||S~1op < 00. Then we can easily check
(Z17)-(Z13). Therefore, (C4) is satisfied if there exists n > 0 such that

1

Fo(z) = - 5(2: — ) ez - u)), (normal distribution)

n*tpd =0 (m=1)
{ ntth2 =0 (m>2) (2.21)

2. Letm=1 and )

(@)
where a and B are smooth R-valued functions of 0 such that supy(|0hal Vv |948]) < oo for | €

{0,1,2,3}, infy 8 > 0, and infga > 1. Then Osupp(Fy) = 0, that implies ([2.17). Moreover, we
have

Fo(z) = () zo‘flefz/ﬂl{oo}, (Gamma distribution)

log fo(2)1{.50y = {(a —1)logz — % —alogf —logT'(a) + log )\}1{2>0}.

If Opax = 0 (for example, the case of exponential distributions o = 1), then log fy satisfies (Z18)
and (ZI19), and (C4) holds if there exists n > 0 such that niHTRETODNM 0 a5 n = co.
If Ogcx # 0 for some 0, then (218) is not satisfied because lim.~ o |0p log for(2)| — oo, and hence
(C4) does not hold.
3. Letm =1 and
1

1
F _ ar—1,-2/B1q
9(2) F(Oél) t111 Z e {z>0} + F(OQ)ﬂgu

where ay, as, B1, and Ba are smooth R-valued functions of 6 such that supgy(|0he;| V |856;]) < oo,
infg B; > 0, and infga; > 1 for 1 € {0,1,2,3} and j € {1,2}.

Similarly to the above example, (C4) holds if Ogor; = 0 for j € {1,2} and there exists n > 0 such
that nttnpLt(erne2n2/2 (C4) does not satisfied if dga; # 0 for some j € {1,2} and 6.

(—z)‘“_lez/ﬁzl{z@}, (two-sided Gamma distribution)

Let {Pa,n}a,n be the family of probability measures generated by (Xp, )7_-



Theorem 2.4. Assume (C1)-(C5). Then, {Pontan satisfies LAN at o = ag with T (o) = T and
en = diag(n=214,, (nhy) "' /?14,)).

Remark 2.4. Theorem 9.1 in Chapter II of Ibragimov and Has’minskii [18] yields the convolution
theorem for this model. We can see that T~ coincides with the asymptotic variances of the quasi-
mazimum-likelihood estimator é,, = (6, én) and the Bayes-type estimator &, = (Gp, én) in Shimizu and
Yoshida [32] and Ogihara and Yoshida [29], respectively. Then we can show that these estimators are

asymptotically efficient in the sense of the convolution theorem.

Remark 2.5. Because &, is asymptotically efficient and the asymptotic covariance of &, and 0,, is equal
to zero, Theorem allows us to construct Wald-type tests testing H : 0 = oo (resp. 0 = 0y) against
K : 0 # o9 (resp. 0 # 0y). These tests are asymptotically uniformly most powerful in the sense of
Sections 4 and 5 in Choi, Hall, and Schick [3] (see Section 7 and Theorems 2 and 3 in [3]) (though the

scaling matriz €, is assumed to be Iz/+/n in [3], their proofs remain valid for our setting).

Remark 2.6. We can generalize Theorem[Z) when the jump part in (213) is given by [, c¢(X{, z,0)Ng(dt, dz)
under similar conditions to [H6], [H7], and [G1] in Ogihara and Yoshida [29] by introducing the function
Uo(y, ) in Shimizu and Yoshida [32] and Ogihara and Yoshida [29]. However, we adopt ¢(x,z,0) = z

in our setting to avoid excessive complexity.

3 The LAMN property via a conditional L? regularity condition

In this section, we show Theorem [ZIl Though we follow the idea of the proof of Theorem 1 in Je-
ganathan [I9], some results for expectation and probability are replaced with those for conditional
expectation and conditional probability.

We first prepare several lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let (.Fn,j)jyg‘o be a filtration on some probability space (Qy,, Fn, Py) for n € N. Let X, ; be

a nonnegative-valued, F, j-measurable random variable for 1 < j < N, and n € N. Then,

1. Z;i"l EnXn jlFnj—1] P80 asn— o implies that ij"'l Xn,j 0 asn— 00,

2. P,-tightness of {E;V:"l En[Xn j|Fn,j—1]}nen implies P, -tightness of {E;V:"l Xo.j tnen,
where E,, denotes the expectation with respect to P,.

Proof. 1. For any 6 > 0, let A, j 5 = {Zj:,:l E, [ X, /| Fnjr—1] < d}. Since A, js € Fpn j—1 and A, ;5 is
monotonically decreasing on j, we have

N, Np, Ny,
E, [an,jum,é] < E, [an,jum] <E, [ZEH[Xn,Afn,jl]lAn,j,é :
j=1 j=1 j=1
If we Ay 1,5, we have
Ny, J
> EnXoj|Fujalla,,s =Y EnlXn | Fuja] <6, (3.1)
j=1 j=1

where J = max{1 < j < Np;w € A, js}. Hence we obtain

N, Ny
E, {ZXn,len,Nn,a} <E, [(ZEH[XM|]-""J_1]) A 5} — 0. (3.2)

j=1 j=1
Therefore, it follows from Markov’s inequality that

N, Ny,
Pn(zxn,j > 6) < Pu(A7 n,.5) + Pn(ZXn,len,Nn,a = 5)
j=1

j=1

N,
< P(AS N, 5) + 07 E, {ZijlAn,Nmé} - 0.

Jj=1

10



2. For any € > 0, there exists M > 0 such that P, (A5, y /) < € by the assumptions. Then, (] and

the monotonicity of A, j ar on j yield

NTL Nn
P"(ZXHJ Z M/> S Pn<zXn7j]‘An,Nn,1vI Z M/> + Pn(Afz,NmM)

j=1 j=1

=

n

1
S MEn[ Xn,lenwij:| +e

n

1

:_En[

M
M/ E"[X"aj|]:n1j_1]1f4n,j,1\4:| + € < — + € S 26

=M
1

<.
Il

for sufficiently large M.

Lemma 3.2. Assume (A3) and that (Ty)nen @S Pagy n-tight. Then

Z hTeInjn;enh —h"Thh =0

j=1

as n — 00 i Py, n-probability.

Proof. For any € > 0, (A3) and Chebyshev’s inequality imply that 37" Poyn(IhT € nj| > €| Aj_1,) =0

in P,, n-probability. Then, together with Lemma [31] we have

Mn

Umas e, (BT elmy 56} S D L{ATeTny>e) — 0
=1

in P,, n-probability. Therefore, we obtain Py, ,(maxi<j<m, |h' €, n;| >¢€) — 0.

(3.3)

Then, we have the conclusion similarly to (A.1) in [I0] by using (A3), Lemma Bl and the P, -

tightness of {37 EoollhT €M ni1?|A;j—1.n]}n shown by the assumptions.

Let G = 1y (ag)=0}, and let 1, (a0, h) = (1 - G;)(p(an)?pj(ap) ™% —1).
Lemma 3.3. Under (A1),

Z/Gjpj(ozh)dunyj — 0 and Z/Gj|h—r€;énj|2dﬂn,j — 0
j=1 j=1

as n — 00 in Py, n-probability for any h € R?.
Proof. We can show the results in the same manner as Lemma 3 in [19].

Lemma 3.4. Under (A1) and (A4),
Moy, 1 .
3 [ et a0ty = {07 el duns 0
j=1

and

my, . 1
Z an |: T’?’Lj(ao? h) - Z|h—r€r—[nj|2
j=1

Ajl,n:| —0

as n — 00 in Py, n-probability for any h € R?.

Proof. Similarly to (2.12) in [19], we have
j—l/
<a+0). [

j=1

1 .
2iloo,h) — Z|hT€I§nj|2 dfin,j

1 .
€nj (O‘Oa h) - §hT67—lr€nj

2 My,
1 .
dpin j + 15 > / 1T €y Ensl P dpin;
=1

11
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for any 8 > 0.
Moreover, we have

S [0 Py = 3 Bu I TPl ) + 3 [ Gl TPl (30
j=1 j=1 j=1

Together with (A1), the tightness of {37 Eq, [[hT et nil?|Aj—1.n]}n by (A4), and Lemma 3] we have
B4). Next, we show [B3). For any 8 > 0, (2.9) in [19] yields

S |
j=1

§(1+/3)§an[

j=1

. 1
i (a0, 1) — 5| el

Ajl,n:|

2

. 1
Mnj (o, h) — §hT€IUj

1 =
Aj—l’"} T 15 Y Eaollh"eqniPlAj—1,n):
j=1
We also have
> o
j=1

in P,, n-probability by (Al).
Then, by letting 3 — oo, the tightness of {3°7"" EaollhT et nil?|Aj—1.0]}n vields B5).

2

, 1
Mnj (o, h) — 5}1%,]7]»

Aj-ra| £ 3 [luiton ) = g7 eTns 0P >0 61
j=1

(I
Lemma 3.5. Under (A1)-(A4),
2 0 LT
> 2o, h) — 1 Tah| =0
j=1
as n — 00 i Py, n-probability.
Proof. Lemmas 3.2 B and 3.4] yield the desired result. O

Lemma 3.6. Under (A1)-(A4),

208 o (a0, h)] > 0 and Zl [ (0, B)* = 0
‘7:

in Py, n-probability.

Proof. We can show >0 Py n(|7nj (@0, h)| > €[Aj—1,n) — 0 in Py, n-probability for any e > 0 by (A3)
and (&1 similarly to Lemma 6 in [19]. Together with Lemma [31] we have

masts <y, [ng (@0 m) >} < D Ll (o) e} = 0
j=1

in P, n-probability, which implies the first convergence.
The second convergence follows by Lemma [3.5] the first convergence, the P, ,-tightness of {7, }52,
and the inequality Y27 |15 (0, h)[* < maxi<j<m, [nj(ao, B)| x 27 [0 (a0, ).
O

Lemma 3.7. Under (A1)-(A4),

— 0

Moy, ' Mo, 1
22”71]’(0407 h) — h,TE,—Lr ZU] + Zh—r%h
j=1 j=1

in Py, n-probability.

12



Proof. (3.8]) and Lemmas 34 and yield

Mn

. 1
22 Eoq [nnj(QOa h)|"4jfl,n] + ZhT%h —0

j=1

in P,, n-probability similarly to Lemma 7 in [I9].

Then by (A2), it is sufficient to show 7" [Y; — Eq,[Yj|Aj—1,n]] = 0 in Py, ,-probability, where
Yj = 2[in; (a0, h) — bl eqn;/2].

Since we have

Zan[(Yj — Ea, [Yj|-’4j—1,n])2|~’4j—1,n] < Z Ea, [YleAj—l,n] —0

j=1 j=1
in P,, n-probability by 1), Lemma 9 in Genon-Catalot and Jacod [I1] yields the conclusion. O
Proof of Theorem [2.7]

We use a similar approach to Theorem 1 in [19].
For any h € R%, Lemma 3.0 and Taylor’s formula yield

dP,, . My, My, .
log === = QZlog (1+ ihnj(a0, 1) =23 (o, b an o, h) + 3 Bl (a0, b)P?
«@o,Nn ] 1 j:1 .

with probability tending to one, where |3,;| < 1.
Together with Lemma [3.6], we have

dPayn o R~ L
10g dPa ” — 2;n"j(a0’h) + ;nnj(ao,h)’ —0

in P,, n-probability. Therefore (A4) and Lemmas and B yield the conclusion.

O
4 The LAMN property via transition density approximation
In this section, we give proofs of the results in Section Let K, ; = X;(Kp. ).
Proof of Lemma 271
Let
0, = max su 1—d;(Z;—1,a)l. 4.1
19980 acoz,. 1I€)K 1| i(Zj-1, ) (4.1)
Then, by [2.8]), we obtain
op < | Inax sup /|pj (@)|ptn ;i (dz;) = o(m; 1), (4.2)
J<mn I leKn i1
and hence we have
(1 —8,) ™t = exp(—(m,, — 1)log(1 — 6,)) = exp(—(my — 1)(=d, + 0(8,))) — 1 (4.3)

as n — 0o. Then, for any € > 0, the assumptions and the decomposition

U (o

=1

13



yield

= Z @ =5, /(H}y) XNy Ko onKE ®Mw dy)

Payn(uzl;i_lKﬁ,k)

< <

=T @yt €
for any « and sufficiently large n. O
Proof of Theorem

First, (2.8) and ([@2]) imply that
Dj - - - -
s [l Plusan) < s (0G4 [ Bt ) = otmg?). ()

Tj1€K] 5y J Ti-1€KG

For any m € N and nonnegative sequences {a;} and {b;}, we can show that

m m m -1 m
[T -0 <D (ITas|la—0l | IT ) (4.5)
Jj=1 Jj=1 =1 \j=1 j=l+1

by induction. Let K, = Ny~ 'K,.; C X,. For any € > 0, it follows from (B1), [@3), and (&3] that
1Pa,n = Panll < 1Panlic, = Panlic, | + Pan(K;) + Pan(K)
My My ﬁ
< / Hpj - H d—J
Mn p
<Z/(HP3) ( H dj)lan 1®U7w dx;) + 2¢
j=l+1 j=1

mnl)xl"_il/<ﬁp])®,un] (dzj) 4 2¢ = o(1) + 2e,

for any « and sufficiently large n, which implies sup,, || Pasn — Pan|| = 0 as n — co. If futher, Z3) is
satisfied, Proposition 4.3.2 in Le Cam [22] and the discussion after that lead to the conclusion.

1xc, @) nj(ds) + 2¢
Jj=1

P

O
Proof of Theorem Let
Oa (ﬁj/dj)la:ao
j = = — Lis. [e% 1g . 5 46
1 Bi(a0)/dj (&)1, ag) Pale0#O G (4.6)
then we have @D 5D, )
eniy =iy — L Lip,(ao)20y 1Ky, (4.7)

dj (-1, OéO)
We verify (A1)-(A4) in Theorem 1] for P, ,. Fix ¢ > 0 such that {atee; Frep) € © and (I0) is
satisfied with h = e; and 0 = € for any 1 <i < d. Then (ZI0) and Fubini’s theorem yield

d
/ sup dtpj (Qvtee,) Hon,j (dxj)
te[0,1]
Y/d
/wﬁmcm@ fn () + <E)ﬁ O, )i, ;) (4.5)
t=0
_ d
< _pj (vtee,) fin,j(dzj) + sup - i (Qtee; )| fn,j(dxj) < 00
dt +=0 te 0 1] d

14



for ;1 € K}, ;_; and 1 <4 < d under (B2). Therefore, we obtain

Baalil Ay 1] = (1) / i(Dﬂ#)

L (a0)#0} i, (di) ks

Ti_1,t _
( j—1 ) t=0 (49)
en) Pildse) o] 1 ~0
n > K, i1 =
/D NN L M

because zero points of p; do not depend on . We also have E,,[|n;|?|A;-1,,] < oo by @II), @3),
#D), and (B3) for sufficiently large n, which implies (A2).

Next, we verify (Al). Fix arbitrary h € R?. We have {aus }teo,1] C © and §,, defined in (@) satisfies
dn > 1/2 for sufficiently large n. Let

o ﬁ'(ath)
Tinlt) = Dj,hj(fj—l, t)’

then similarly to (2.6) in [I0], a simple calculation yields

1 ; ?
[ [enstanm = 507 eTust0)| din i

1 = (|92 fin Ocfin)?
<= Ea Thgy - L2 ()] 1+, 1 |1k
P [ el i/l ] S
where &,;(a0) = 1j1/f;.x(0). Moreover, since
Ocfin 1 0D
i Ti1,t)1ge ,
Fon a0} = G Dm * (251,01, 20
0? 9 fin 1,0 0D 1 ( (0:Dj )2 (’)tQDjh)
h h 9 22 d — — |1y )
fin {f; n#0} = C C Djn Dgz,h Djn {f;.n#0}

(B3) and (B2) imply

Mp ~ an N 2
Z sup Ea,, H f] 1{fj,h¢0}}
Jsh

Ajl,n] In, K,

i=1 tel0,1]
< C% sup {E [|C2,h|2|A N ]+E [|§1,h|2|A L ] atD 2 atD 4 agD]7h 2}1 )
= ay i i—1,n ay 1 j—1ln]” N K, 1
st te[o,l] h 7,t J h 7, J Dj,h Dj,h Dj,h yi d
My, L 3 ma 8tD],h 45 % 5
<op(1)+C Z sup Eath“gj t | | Aj—1,n] Z Sup \ T In, x, +0P( ) = oo 0.
= 1 t€[0,1] jzlte[o,l] j,h
(4.10)
Similarly, we have
O fim|* 5
Z Sup Fay |: ﬂ Lig, n0} Aj—lv"] lny K, =0 0. (4.11)
1 t€(0,1] Jin '
Together with (B1), (A1) holds. We can similarly show (A3).
Furthermore, because
<2 (O4Djp » P = %Djn = o an P
Z (T]h) 1mJ’K%J" e 0’ Z Djjh EaO[gj*O |Aj_1’"]1ﬂj’Kn,j’ = ()
j=1 ’ j=1 )

for k € {1, 2}, together with (£17) and (B1), we have

(= Zm,ZJEaO[mnﬂAj1,n1en) — (Vo Ta) + 0p(1), (112)

j=1
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and hence (A4) holds by (B4). Therefore, Condition (L) for {P. ,}a.n holds by Theorem EZIl Together
with Theorem 2.2, we have Condition (L) for {P, n}a.n. Then Remark 2] yields the LAMN property
when 7 is positive definite almost surely and e, is symmetric and positive definite for any n.

Proof of Corollary 271 .
It is sufficient to verify (A4) for {Py ,}a.n and n; defined by @8). EIZ) and (B4') imply
e %an [7’]]‘7’];|Aj—17n]€n —Pagn T, (4.13)
j=1
Moreover, by setting ¢ = 0, (£I1]) and (B1) yield
%annez 0l Aj-1.n] =700 0. (4.14)
j=1

Therefore, ([£9), [LI4), (II3]), and a martingale central limit theorem (see Cor 3.1 and the following
remark in Hall and Hyde [I7] for example) yield

5(62 %%‘

j=1

Pao,n) — N(0,7),

which implies (A4).

5 Proof of the LAN property for jump-diffusion processes

In this section, we show the LAN property of jump-diffusion processes based on the scheme proposed
in Section We approximate the genuine likelihood by a thresholding likelihood that can roughly
distinguish whether the increments contain at least one jump or not. We introduce some conventions
used in the rest of this paper.

e For a matrix A and a vector v, we denote element (4, j) of A by [A];; and element i of v by [v];.
We often regard an r-dimensional vector v as an r X 1 matrix.

e (C and C), denote generic positive constants whose values may vary depending on context.
To deal with the continuous part of X, we briefly review the results of Nualart [27] and Gobet [13] [14]
in the following section.

5.1 Results for continuous part

We define the stochastic process (X;"“)i>0 = (X{)i>0 by the solution of the stochastic differential
equation: X" = x and
dX2 = a(X°,0)dt + b(XC, o)dW.

Then, under (C1), Theorem 39 in Chapter V of Protter [31] ensures the existence of 0%, X{"¢ for | € {1,2},
and we have

t t
Do X[ = /0 (00a(X %, 0) + 0pa(X ¢, 0)0, X ) ds +/O (0ab(XC, 0) + 0pb(X 0, 0)00 X 2C)dW,

Oy O, X

t
- / {aai ;0 + > (02, 00,020 + 0, 00,0 Z0F + 00 aZ7%) +> 8mk8mlaZ§’ng’l}(Xg’c, 0)ds
0 k

k,l

t
+ / {aai O, b+ Y (02, 00, bZI* + Or, 0o, ZLF + 00, bZDTF) +> a,kamlbzg’kzg’l}(xgﬁ, o)dWs,
0 k k,l
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where ZJ* = 0, [X)k and Z37% = 9,00, [X ]k
Let T € (0, 1]. Together with Theorem 2.2.1 and Lemma 2.2.2 in Nualart [27], (C1), and Gronwall’s
inequality, we have

B0 X7 PIVP < CpVT(1+ [a))%r, Bll9y ™ 0 XP 1P < T (1 + |a)
L o11/P 1/p
B[ sup DX < o1+ 1al)%, B[ sup D0y X7 < G (14 [al)©
rel0,t] re(0,t]

1052 X e lla—tep < Cp(L+ |27, 105X 310 < CoT (L4 [2)7, 10500 X5 1o < CpT(1 + [2)”
(5.1)

for some positive constant C, that depends on only p and for 0 < ¢t < T, 1 € {1,2}, (l1,l2) €

{(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)}, and I3 € {0,1,2}, where D is the Malliavin-Shigekawa derivative related to the

underlying Hilbert space H = L?([0,T]; R™), and |||, denotes the seminorm defined in (1.37) in [27].
We define an m x m matrix-valued process U;* by

(Sl] +Z/ azk XG‘C 9 ua k_]dS‘i‘ Z / amk ll XOLC )[u ] d[Ws]l; (52)
k=1

where 0;; is the Kronecker delta. Then, by the argument in Section 2.3.1 of Nualart [27], /" is invertible
and we have

()" Z/ ( lale(X2c,0) — Za [0kt (X2, )y, [l (X ))ds

lp=1
S / ik, (X2, 0)A[W].
k=1
Lemma 2.2.2 in Nualart [27] yields
A2 V@)™ l2p < Cp(L+ ). (5.3)

Conditions (C1) and (C2) and Theorem 2.3.1 in [27] ensure existence of the density function of X"
Let us denote this density by p%, (y). Let ¢ be the Hitsuda-Skorokhod integral (the divergence operator).

The following proposition is Proposition 2.2 in Gobet [14] and Lemma 3.6 in Ogihara [28]. The
assumptions for the original ones are different from this proposition. However, we can verify from their
proofs that the results hold under (C1) and (C2).

Proposition 5.1. Assume (C1) and (C2) and set T € (0,1]. Let Ulcft’T = (b~ HXC, o )UX(UX) ™ i)y,
and U" = (U -+ U D)7 for t € 0,T). Then

—aapgg -1 o, T\T a,c a,c

ol (y) = E|T7'((UT) 0aX5) X3¢ =y,

82pma —1 a, T\T 2 ac 2 OLT o, T\T e ac e
— T y) = E|TT((U) Xy )+ T §:5 S((UTYT 0 X500 [ X5 ]1)) | X = y

pz,a 1=1

Proposition 5.2. Assume (C1) and (C2). Then for any p > 2, there exists a positive constant C), such

that

Oprsal’ .
| Pea(y)dy
pza

A
T S (v)dy
pza

a 301’ P T

— 7| Paly)dy

pxa

IN

CpTP2(1 + |]) 7, (5.4)

IN

Cp(1 + |z])r, (5.5)

IN

Gy (1 + |]) (5.6)

for anya € ©, x e R™, T € (0,1], and | € {1,2}.
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Proof. Point (iii) of Proposition 3.2 in Gobet [I3] yields

§(0a[XPLUNT) = 0a[ X3 N0 (UST) /Da X3 Ul du. (5.7)

Moreover, the Clark—Ocone formula (Proposition 3.3 in [13]) yields

EIS(UET)P] = H/ D S(UST)E,] - W,

T

., ; (5.8)
<Gt [ EIDu ST
Points (iv) and (v) of Proposition 3.2 in [I3] yield
DSUSTy =T 4 6(D,UNT), (5.9)

and
T T T
BI60.0 N < GE| [ DT pa] + 0| [ [N DDz Pande] < Gy + 1)
0 0 0
(5.10)
ED, 63, and E3)-EI yield
ESU2TYP) < CyTP/2(1 + fal) . (511)
Then @), (30, G and GID) yield
ElI6(@pXEURTIP) < CT2(1 +1a)%, B0, [X2LUSTYP] < CTP(1 + [

Together with Proposition Bl we have (54) and (55) with [ = 1.
For the estimates for 92p5%, we first obtain

(UM S(UT)T 00 X3 0a[X7T0))
T
:5(U“’T)5((UD"T)T3aX$’63a[X%"C]i)*/ Des((U™T)T 0o X7 0a[X 7)) - Ufy " dt
0

T
s(UeTy {Za (U ") 0a X3 k0a X5 = /0 U,jf-Dt(aa[X;»C]kaa[X%C]i)dt}
k

7/ Dis((U*T) T 0, X004 X51)) - U;j;Tdt.
0

(5.12)

The LP norm of the first term in the right-hand side is bounded by C,7°/2(1 + |x|)®* for 92 and 9y,

and by CpT?(1 + |z[)“» for 02 because of (5.1, (53], and (5II). For the second term in the right-hand
side of (5.12), we have

T
f/ Dis(UST) T 00, X300 [X5)1)) - U;f,;Tdt
0
T . T T T
—— [ o & (swmouixrhonixi el - [ Daonxiuontx ) -Upas) | usitas
0 B 0

T
== Z/O {(U?,%T +8(DeUR ")) [X 71106 X7 i + 6(U" ) De(0a X711 0alX7:)

T
- / D, (Ds(aa[X;‘*c]kaa[X;*c]i)-U,gff) ds}.U;jt*Tdt.
0

Together with Proposition B (&), (53), and (&I1]), we have (54)—(E6]) with [ = 2.
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Remark 5.1. Similarly to the proofs of Propositions [i1l and 523, we can show

alakch p
sup Tw pCT( )dy<Cpn(1+|z|)
acO Pz

forneN, p>2 Te (0,1, z € R™, and I + k < 3, where Cp,, is a positive constant depending on p
and n. This result will be used in Sections and[523.

The following estimates for transition density functions of diffusion processes are Proposition 1.2 in

Gobet [14].
Proposition 5.3. Assume (C1) and (C2). Then there exist constants ¢ > 1 and K > 1 such that
praly) < Kt™™2exp(—¢ o —y[? + etfa]?), (5.13)
Pey) = K- exp(—ct ™tz — y|? — etfzf?) (5.14)

forOo<t <1, z,y e R™, and o € O.

5.2 Verifying Conditions (B1) and (B2)

From now on, we show the LAN property of jump-diffusion processes by applying Corollary 21l In this
section, we first introduce our approximating likelihood function, and we check the conditions (B1) and
(B2) for the function.

By dividing events, p;(z;—1,%;, @), the density function of P(X € -|X?? | = z;_1) can be written
as

oo
piwiv,xj,0) = pH(zi1,a5,0) +pj(ajo1,z,0) + Y pi(wio, 2, q), (5.15)
=2

where t; = jhy,
O . — citj—tj—1
pj($g—1,=73]aa) = e pxjjl a (

t]
pj(zj—1,z5,0) = Ae Mm / / / P57 (@) Fo (y)py Yy o () dadyds,

)\l “Ahn it t . o 21 !
/ / / /pijﬁl Y (z1) Fp(22) - - pZZL IJFLZQL o ])(H de) ( H di).
j=1 k=1

Here 71, -+, 7; are the sort of 71, -+, 7; in ascending order. We can ignore the density function po(xg, a)
of P(X§ € -) when we apply Corollary 21l because the distribution of X§ does not depend on « by the
assumption. Let €, = diag(n~'/%I,,, (nh,)~/?1y,)) and T,, = nh,.

From (C4), there exist p € (1/4,1/2) and 1" > 0 such that pl 0 BN 0 We write L, =
{x e R™||z| < h£}. For p € (0,1/2), Shimizu and Yoshida [32] constructed a thresholding quasi-
likelihood function based on the jump detection rule: |X;, — Xy, ,| > h#, or not. Here we follow their
way. More specifically, we approximate the genuine density p; by the thresholding quasi-likelihood
function:

PP (i1, 25, )

pi(e) = pjlonzj,m5-1) = p)(xj-1, 35, )11, (Az;) + pj (1,25, a)l L (Azy), (5.16)

where Az; = x; — xj_1, and we apply Corollary 211 to this function. In this setting, d; = [ p;dy <1
and Proposition 5.3 ensures d; > 0 under (C1) and (C2).
First we observe (B1). For a constant ¢ € (0,1/4), we define

K,.,; = {(Il)?_o c Rm()

s [y 4 g
Onglfxng|xl| <n } and K ;= {x; € R"|[z;| <n°}.

For this set, ([2.0) follows from the following lemma.
Lemma 5.1. Assume (C3). Then for any €,0 > 0, there exists a positive integer N such that

P{max | X | >n6} <e
0<k<n

foralln > N and a € ©.
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Proof. Pick a positive constant ¢ fulfilling ¢d > 1. Then Chebyshev’s inequality gives
1
P[mgX|Xg€| > n‘s] < WE {mgx|Xt°;|q] <nlm® Stl,? El| XY —0

as n — 0o. O

Under (C1)—(C4), Proposition 5.3 implies that

/|pg pjldr; = /pglL;(Aij)dxj + P(No((tj—1,tj] x E) > 2) + /p}an(Aﬂfj)dxj
<ChZ +1—e (1 + \hy,)

+ P(Ng((tjfl,tj] X E) =1 and |Xg | < hp|Xa = ijl)

t]1

for any z;_1 € K] nj—1 and a € ©, where C does not depend on x;_1. By applying the triangular
inequality, we have

X5 — | > [ X2 = X7 | = 1XT - = X5 [ = X = X2

t] 1
where 7; denote the first jump time on (¢;_1,¢;]. Hence, by using (C4), we obtain
P(Ng((J 1,1 ]XE)—land |Xa a, |§hZ|Xg,1 :Ij_l)
< P(Ng((tj—1,t;) x E) = Land | X2 _ — X{_ | +|X2 = X2 | > hEIX = a;o1)

+ P(No((tj-1, 851 x E) = 1 and | X7 — XZ_| < 2h0IXE | = 25-1) (5.17)

< Ch2 + Ahye / Fy(z)dz
|z|<2h7,

< Ch2 + ChLHm+v)r — o(n=1)

for ;1 € K}/ ;_;, which leads to (Z8), and hence Lemma 2Tl yields (27). Thus (B1) holds.

We next check (B2). For each [ € {0,1,2,3}, we have
sup [ 1047 (cn)lda; < sup [{10088, e, (Azs) + |0lp} |11 (A s,

where pl , = pl(2;_1, 2, un). Proposition 5.2 and Remark 51l lead to

Sgp/ |04 ¢|dzzj < oo

It follows from Proposition B2l and (C4) that

/ 0pl,|da;
Sy
Ch?

+

0 e Ot fo oy, t—
c 'r] tlJ Ih ) + f@ = 1{f9th750} (y) ci —yfrath ( ) pzj ltét;fGthp(;Jr]y,;—thdzdydexj
th

pl] 1,&th m+y,ath

VTn
-1/2 Oh c
<O 2hy (14 [25-1))¢ T (L+yD)™ fo.. (v)dy

_ Ch,
+Cn 1/2/t // (I+|xz+y)) Cpm] lt]m;fethdxdydT + T,
j—1 n

< 00,

(5.18)

where (o, 0tn) = ogp. In a similar manner, we can obtain sup, [ |8§p}’t|dxj < oo for 1 €{0,1,2,3} by
Remark Bl and (C4), and thus (210) holds. D, j can be decomposed as

w1 — e (1 Aph] + / (5 (onn) — 92, — pL,)da;, (5.19)
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where Ay, = A\(0y). Since

|0f (e (14 Aenh])| =

6#1 ()\thhie—kthhn 69)‘(9;?) '_h) ’ = O(hi)

for I € {1,2}, Holder’s inequality gives

0,0

11
8tpj,t
0

8tpj,t
1

1
pjytandxj
Jst

|0:Dj,n] < |0 (e™ " [1+ Aenhn)| + / 10, (Bj(asn) = 1, — pj ) lde
<CR2 +/ Pyeligda; +/
ot
1/p 5.20)
alpg p 1/q (
< Ch? + (/ toj’t p) da; (/ 1L;p?7tdxj)
.t
" </ atp]t

1/p . 1/q
pJ, dz]> </ 1an;7tdajj>
for ;1 € K/

n.j—1, where p,q > 1 with 1/p+1/q=1.
Proposition 5.2 Jensen’s inequality, and a similar argument to (5.I8) yield

jt

aépft P 1/p o 1
dx; <Cp(1+ |x;_ P
(/ 5, Pj J) p(1+ [zj-1]) i

for k € {0,1}. Then as in (.I7), we have
|3§Dj,h| < O(n—l) 4+ CnSCr (nhn)—1/2h;1+<m+v>ﬂ>/q < 0(n—1) + Cnﬁ(nhn)_l/Qh}f(m”)p = o(n—l)

for x;_1 € K] ., and ¢ satisfying (14 (m+)p)/q > 1+ (m +v)p — €/2, where € is a positive constant
satisfying n€+1+(m+7)p =0(1) (8 in K, ; should be reset to satisfy 6C, < €/2 for C, and €). Therefore,
we have ([ZI1), and hence (B2) holds true.

5.3 Verifying Conditions (B3) and (B4')

In this subsection, we look at Conditions (B3) and (B4’). Let fi(y) = hne~ " fy (y). Then we have

t]
7tv_
pJ . =hy / //pfcf ltgét; (y)p;_ﬁy,;h (x;)dzdydr.

By Proposition 5.3, we can see that pj, > 0 and hence pj(ayn) > 0 for any ;_1,2z; € R™ and ¢ € [0,1].
Therefore we have

o 95 O} ¢
P (am) = gL, (Aay) + oyt

pj .t j,t

1Lc (AZL‘J)

For notational simplicity, we write

t
Wl m) = bt [ [ [ e @ F L (o) dedydr
tj 1

for an integrable function ¢. Then we can write

t
aepjl'vt _ 89ft 8927;: 1751”1 (‘T) aeszry ain (‘TJ) 591
1 _T (y)+ c,T—tj_1 c,tj—T ) ( )
pj,t pj,t ft pwj 1,0tk (l‘) pm+y Qyp (‘rL‘J)
and
t t ¢ -
89th _ L <89ft W) + Oppiy 1t (@) | OiPeyan () | o 06w i (%) Do )
- t t t r3
pjvt pJ t ft p;;— 17(]1”1 (‘T) p;‘f’]y ;—th (‘rL‘J) p;;— 17(]1”1 (‘T) t (5 22)
ti— t Tt :
289p;4r]y7;—th(xj) 39ft( ) 230pi+fy7ath (%) op, e (55))
ctj—T ctj—T c,T—tj—1 :
Pz iy, aen (zJ) fe Poty,aum (IJ) pl; 1,00n (x)

We consider the limit of each term in the right-hand side. The following lemma implies that terms
related to the derivatives of continuous part are asymptotically negligible.
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Lemma 5.2. Assume (C1)-(C4). Then there exists ng € N such that

| c,T—t
/ Lq)z_(aepz, ha;(x))h%

1 c,T—tj—1
Pt Pz, 1on ()

1 Citi—T
1 (i,
for any xzj_1 € R™, n>np, t€10,1], 1 <j<n, andl € {1,2}.

4/1
Pjlown)da; < Chy ™' (1 + |2;-1))C,

4/
Pilon)da; < Chy ™' (1 + |- )¢

1 t
pjat p;Jr]y ;—,h (xj)

Proof. Jensen’s inequality and Proposition [5.2] yield that

1 alp;'r ta I(ZE) 4/1
_q>t_<79 o1 )1Lc B () da;
1 t n J\Hth )AL
/ Dj¢ ’ p;]‘l—l,Jati(‘r)
alpcr tj— 1(1') 4/1
t OFTj—1,0th
S/(I)J< (‘rjtjlt dzj
pI] 1041h(:r)
t; 4/1
AP,k (@) [

= A\ne~ Athhn / /

< ChAH A+ |z |)C

c,T—tj—1
C,T— t] 1 pI; 1704th( )dl’dT
pCEJ 1, Oéth )

for any xz;_; € R™.
Similarly, Proposition B2l and (C4) yield

L (050 @)\ M
/T‘p;<# lre|  pjlaen)dz;
p]-,t p:ner ayp (xj)

I-Hl,ath
pc =T (xj )

4/1
(e
T+Y,0th

= l/ [ [0 e+ @i ) dsdyar
i
< ORH 1 4 |z )C
for any x;_; € R™. We also used the fact

O o (@)

/(1 + ) Pt (@) de = BI(L+ X7 L )] < O+ Jzmal)©
by a similar argument to Proposition 3.1 in Shimizu and Yoshida [32]. O

Let AjNg = N@(( 1,1 ] X E)

Lemma 5.3. Assume (C1)-(C4). Then, there exist positive constants v and C such that for all j €

{1,...;n} and x4 € K} ;_y4,

sup P (Xg —wj_1 € {z: Fo(z) =0} U {0}‘AJ—N9 —1,Xp = xj,l) < Cht. (5.23)
a€®

Proof. Let p be the one in (C4). For the jump time 7; on (¢;—1,t;] and large enough n, (C4) and a
similar argument to (5.I7) yield

P (X,;-; —ajo1 € {2|Fp(z) = 0} U {0} A;Ng = 1L, X7, = xj_l)
<p ({Xta —zj_1 € {2|Fy(z) = 0} U {o}} N {‘Xg; ~ X XS - xj_l} < hg}‘AjNg —1LXp = xj_l)

+P(’X§; — X2 4 XO_ ij,l‘ > e

= 1,Xto;71 = 1'j71>
=1 Xt] h l‘j_l)

= 1,X%71 = ZL‘j_1> + Chi

<P (d(X — X2 _ Osupp(Fy)) < h?

Tj—)

P (|ng — X2 _|<ht

< hS, + ChimP 4 Ch2.
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We interpret 85 f:/fi(2) = 0if fi(z) =0 or z =0 for [ € {1,2}.

Proposition 5.4. Assume (C1)-(C4). Then there exist a positive constant C, ng € N, and € € (0,1)
such that

‘%pyt 0 [+ A Ite c
- (Az;)|  lpepjlawn)drilir — (zj-1) < Chy, (1 +|zj-1])", (5.24)
p],t ft 7
al 4/
pyt ~ ) ) ) C
- 1L;p;(ath)d$;1K;;,j,1(fE;fl) < Chy(1+|zj-1])7, (5.25)
7,t
aaaepl' 2 -
o 2o Lngpylam)daslpy  (w5-1) < Cho(1+ oy )¢ (5.26)
7.t

forte[0,1], zj—1 e R™, 1€ {1,2}, 1 <j<n, andn > no.

4
Lre pj(an)drlier

(Az;)

;J—1
4
1Qj (xj) +

1 4
aepj,t

1
Pyt

(Az;)

1Q§- (x])}lLCp] (oun)dx; 1K” -

—1

4

/ aGpJ ¢ Ohf
Lo, (xj)lL%ﬁj(ath)dwleg ]
p]a J
0o f: o f;
_q)t( o t( ) — 0t (A:Ej)) 1o, (:Tj)p},tdwjl](g’j71 +CRE(1+ |1 )

:/{ Pia ft
<C/ Py fi fi

Proof. Let Q; = Q;(xj_1) = {x; € E|f:(Az;) # 0} U{0}. From Assumption (C4), Q; does not depend
p],t ft
B21)), Jensen’s inequality, 2.19), and Lemma [£.2] yield
< C/(I)t( a@ft %ft
fe

on t. First we set [ = 1. We decompose as
aOp},t 89ft
9op; 4 aeft !
15 - )
<O [ B4lly - Ay (0 + Iyl + |Aa,))daylacy, |, + CHA(L+ [y )

, (5.27)
)1@ (25)dajlgcy |+ Chy(1+ |aj-1])©

(Az;)

Obviously, |y — Az;|* < Cla; — 2z — y|* + Clz — zj_1|*, and we can easily see that
[ 10—l @)y = B |X205 = — ] < Olty = P21+ Lo+ o)
/|90 — 2y [PpST S (@) de = By, [|X70 — o P] < O(r — )P (1 + g )P,
Hence it follows that
[ ity = Ayt bl + 180,
<ot [7 [ [ =200k e i) @R W a4y = 5y oy
vongt [7 [ [ @l a0 D00 ey = 2 s
i1

<c / (t; — 1) / P @) (1 + O (1 + o — 251 |)Cddr

t]
+ C’/ /p;; lt{lt; |l — xj,1|4(1 + | — zj,1|)cdzd7'

t
<CORE(1+ |xj_1|)C +C (7 —tj_1)2dr(1 + |z;_1|)¢

tj71
< Chy (1 + |zj-1])°.
(5.28)
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From the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, (C4), Lemma and a similar estimate to (0.21), we obtain

depl, |* .
/ 1]1t 1Q;(Ij)1L;pjd£L']1K;/J71
Pj+ ’
Do, ~
\// o it -)tdxj \/P ({th — w1 € {z € E|fy(2) =0} U {o}} N{A;Ny =1} |X;, , = xj_1)1Kg’jfl
J»t
< CRIF2(1 + |24,
(5.29)
so that

4

Ve Bj(am)da;lpen — (wj-1) < CRITYDMN(1 4 |a4])¢

af)p},t 69ft (Az;)
J

/ p;,t ft

Next, we show (B24) for [ = 2. A similar argument to Lemma [5.2] yields

<I> <89Pjt 89ft( ))

Pis Lpepj(aen)dajlpy
V /5

JEE
c,T—tj—1

where Pj,t - pﬂcj 1,00th (x) or pery Qyp (‘TJ)
Together with Jensen’s inequality, (522, Lemma 52 (C4), and a similar argument to (5.25), we

have

597’ 59ft

)dl‘leZ,jl < Ch%(l + |$j_1|)c,

3 2
3 J
pjt

Ofe, Ol )
<c/p% (ft ) - 2lar)

<€ [ @1y = Aoy P(1+ ol + |Aay)))da; + CHE (1 + [ay1])°

Lo, (xj)lL%]}j (oun)dzx; 1K§Z,j71

2
L, (@))pj edjlecy  + Chi(1+ |zj1))¢

< ChL(1+ |zj—1])€

Together with a similar argument to (5.29), we obtain (5.24) for [ = 2.
For the estimate for a,l,p;t, we first have

iti— t
aop},t 1 Pt (aﬁp;-‘r]y ;—th () aapij— Lo (2) )

1 1T t t
Pjt  Pje Do () o )
t t i t
%pje _ 1 ;(6§p§ﬁy,;th(xj> 02pe) i (3) | 0opi) it (3) Doy o <:cj))
1 T ~j T,— T 7 7 ‘
Pt Dju p;-l-y,z;h (.Z‘]) p;;— 1 é‘t; (x) pOCCJT 1 glr; (l‘) p;-l-]y,z;h (.Z‘])

Thanks to Jensen’s inequality and Proposition [5.2] we obtain
/ o) ¢

1 1Lcﬁj(ath)d$j1](g’j71

c,tj—T c,T—t; 1 4
t Upz-i—ya (ZL']) adpm 104h($)
< C/(I) ( c,lj—T - c‘r] t; 1t dleKg,j—l
m—‘,—y,ath(zj) pI] 1ath($)
< Chp(1 4 |zj1])¢
and
92p) ? -
/ ;1j 1chﬂ(o‘th)dzj1K${,jf1
t t Tt t 2
o [ ot (| @) | B @) |0 @) Oop (),
c,tj—T c,T—tj_1 c,T—tj_1 c,tj—T Ly Ki{]1
szry a,h(‘rj) pz] 110¢th($) pw] 1,C¥th($) prry ath(xj)

< Chy(1+|zj-1])°
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Similarly, we have

/ ao'aepjl‘ﬂ: 2

p},t
Proposition 5.5. Assume (C1)-(C4). Then (B3) holds true.
Proof. ([&2]), Propositions 5.2l and B4 yield

Lpepjlaun)dajlpcy < Chn(l+ |lz;-1])¢.

2,h |2 1,h 4
Z SUP D]h/ |C3t| +|C]t | )pj(ath)dleK” .

j=1t€l
i 2P, 1 9% 1 090.p; 7 1 10,5 " oep; |
<C supD ( LA ‘ (el 7 — | = — | = )ﬁ‘athdx‘lm,.
Zte[o y n pj Tn pj vnT, pj n?| p; T3 b slem)deslic, .
n 62"’ 2 69"' 4 .
< = T3 Z sup Djh ( 6~ft n ~ft )(ij)lL%pj(ath)dleKg,j1 + 0,(1).
13 —1 t€[0,1] i i

Then [@2), (B1), (C4) and a similar argument to (5.28) yield the conclusion because 93 f; / f:

= 692 log ft-i-
(Og log ft)Q-

O
We turn to observe (B4’). Let pj o = p;(ao). (B1), Z), Proposition 5.4, and the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality yield
n
> Djg / 1111} Bj0dz;
j=1

n aap?,()(aopjogo)-r 1 aapj 0(6917] o) 1
-y b3} n@f )2 e nha ()2 En
- J,0

991 (95p9.0) " 1 9o foOs fo (A:L' _)1 69171 0(@ap9.0) " pj’odzj * Op(l)'
i (0902 En Tnhg g2 3L

nhn(pf )? 1z,

Hence, (B4') follows if we show

Z 4.0 / dpjo Uij) Ly, Bjoda; —Ton Ty, (5.30)
1y [ [Oefodafy o150 @ap50) " - :
nh ZDJG&/{ ef(};f_o (Azj)1Le + %1% }Pj,odwj =0 Ty, (5.31)
n z 5.0
Z / "pw 597’% 11, py0dz; —T0m 0. (5.32)
n\/_ 7,0 pjo nt’J, J

Lemma 5.4. Assume (C1) and (C2). Then there exist a positive constant C' and a sequence (Xpn )22
such that x, — 0 as n — co and

9o1) 0 ’
/ p 250 + = A TG h~ 1A$J tI‘(GJ‘SJ‘) 1Lnﬁj,0d$j < an(l + |$j_1|)c,
7,0
(991)] T -1 ? ~ c
/ p 0 — Oga (xj_l,GO)Sj Al‘j 1p,pj.0dx; < Chnxn(l + |.Z'j_1|)
J;0

for any x;_1 € R™, where &; = 0,5 (x;_1,00) and S; = S(x;_1,00).
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Proof. (3.23) and (3.29) in Gobet [I4] yield
B((U") T 90X,) = ha(Gpale,0) 57 @, 0) (X[, — @) + Hir,

1 1
5((Ua,hn)TaaXZ:’ﬁl) = 75()(;:;; —2)' 0,8z, o) (X, — o) + §hntr(a‘7$71(1‘, 0)S(z,0)) + Ha g

in the setting of Section .1l where E[|H .|P]'/? < Ch?/QXn(l + |2|)¢ and E[|Hz.|P]*? < Chpxn(1 +
|z)€ for any p > 2. Hence Proposition 5] implies that

aa 2
/ p;o + = A T, Az — tr(Gij) 11, 5;.0dz;
pjo
«@p,C 2 -
7h /‘E HQI] 1|X T :xjiH 1anj.,0d1'j

<h%E [|Hag, ] < O+ oy )

for any x;_; € R™.
The other formula can be shown in the same way.

[l
Lemma 5.5. Assume (C1)-(C4). Let R be a differentiable function on R™ satisfying
|04 R(x)] < C(1+ |z])© (5.33)
for any x € R™ and 1 € {0,1} with some positive constant C'. Then
1< :
o> D1 OBl P [ Rl (5.34)

j=1

Proof. (£33), (C3), (£2), and a suitable choice of § in K, ; yield

1 n
= (1= Dig)R(w;-1)ln,x, | < 0 —Z|ij 1)l

j=1 j=1

6C

=o0,(n" 1) n —Faon .

Together with (IZZI) we have n’lz (1— Dijl)R(xj,l) —Pagn 0. Moreover, (C3) and (E33) yield
n~' 3 R(zj_1) =" o [ R(z)m(dx). Then, Theorem Z2yields the desired result. O

Let AXfS = Xy —wxj_q. Since

/ijhnﬁj,odzj = e M (E[AXS] — E[AX§11: (AXS)]) = o(\/hn),

/ AzjAx]1p, pjode; = e M (B [(AXS)(AXS)T] — E [(AX)(AXS) "1 (AXD)]) = hnS; + o(hn),
and
1801 (A0 (8wl (Al 1, Frode,
= eikhnE [[AXJC]h [AX;]D [AX;]B [AX;]M]

e M E [[AXJC]n[AXJC]lz [AX;]H [AX;]MlL%(AX;)]
= B2 ([S))iria [Silisis + [Sj)ivis [Silinia + [S)iria[Silinis) + 0(h)

for ;-1 € K/ n,j—1 with suitable choice of ¢ in Ky ;j_1, the following lemma completes the proof of
Theorem 24
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Lemma 5.6. Assume (C1)-(C4). Then

Z S5 05.9;8; 00, S ))1<kl<d —Feon Ty, (5.35)
| _ 0o, f00s, fo . p
nhy, >_Dio (ij,ij R ihn + / %(A%)lij,od% —Teom Ty, (5.36)
n i f) 1<k,I<d>
1 - -1 1 T _yPagn
nhi? ZD]‘,O k/S Az;Az; 0y, Sy Yaj_1,00)Az;j1p, pjodr; —To0m 0 (5.37)

for 1 <k <dy and 1 <l < dy, where U; 1 = Oy, a(z;—1,60).

Proof. Since

< B[N Ja X0 Ju[X0S Jiln, (AXD) < CR2(1+ |21 |)°

"171] 1

\ J180,00 180,10 80,1 L1 o

for ;1 € K}/ ;_;, (@37) holds true by (@.2) and (B1).
Moreover, thanks to Lemma B35 we have (.35]) and

1 & 5
> DSy 0 [ 00,078 g el ao)dn(a)
=1
for 1 < k,l < ds. Then it is sufficient to show that

1 Ky [ Doy foOe, f . g 0o, f0,00, fo
2D / %(Azm%mdzj —Faom / T T Loy 20) () (5.38)
j=1

Similar arguments to (5:27), (5.28), (517), and (520) yield

1 A fo\” .
— [ (L0 (A1 p;ode;
Do ( fo ) () LisPsode;
1 aefo)Q 1
= — Ax:)p:alpedx;
Djo ( fo (Bes)pjol s d;

il (32 e o (42 - (52 )
+/<%> (Azj)p},oundzj}

1 dofo\” =
-5 ( 3 ) Foly)dy + o(hn)
15)
= hn/i( HJZZO) Ly o, 201 ()dy + o(hn)

forz;_1 € K _, with suitable choice of 6 in K, j_1. Here we used [@2) and that Bf}fo — —hndeA(00) +
6?% if fo, # 0. Therefore, we have (5.38).
0
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