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Abstract

Let X = {X,, : n € N} be a long memory linear process with innovations in the domain of
attraction of an a-stable law (0 < o < 2). Assume that the linear process X has a bounded
probability density function f(z). Then, under certain conditions, we consider the estimation
of the quadratic functional [, f?(x)dz by using the kernel estimator

) =, 2 K ()

" 1<j<i<n

The simulation study for long memory linear processes with symmetric a-stable innovations is
also given.
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1 Introduction

Let X = {X,, : n € N} be a linear process defined by

X, = iaisn_i, (1.1)
i=0

where the innovations ¢; are i.i.d. real-valued random variables belonging to the domain of at-
traction of an a-stable law (0 < o < 2), the coefficients ag = 1, a; ~ coi™?, i = 1,2, - -,
and ¢ is a positive constant. Here a; ~ a} means that a;/a; — 1 as i — oo. By Kolmogorov
three-series theorem, the linear process X in (1.1) converges almost surely if a3 > 1. Assume
that the linear process X has a bounded probability density function f(x). Then the study of
quadratic functional fR f?(x) dz will help us to get more information on entropies related to the
linear process X, say, quadratic Rényi entropy R(f) = — In( fR f?(x)dz) and Shannon entropy

:_fR z)In f(z

Entropy is widely applied in the fields of information theory, statistical classification, pattern
recognition and so on since it is a measure of uncertainty in a probability distribution. In the liter-
ature, different estimators for the quadratic functional and entropies with independent data have
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been well studied. However, there are very few works on estimations of the quadratic functional
and the corresponding entropies for dependent case. In [6], Kéllberg, Leonenko and Seleznjev
extended the U-statistics method to m-dependence sequence. They showed the rate optimality
and asymptotic normality of the U-statistics estimator for multivariate sequence. In [1], Ahmad
obtained the strong consistency of the quadratic functional by orthogonal series method for sta-
tionary time series with strong mixing condition. In [9], kernel entropy estimation for quadratic
functional and related entropies of regular time series data under certain mild conditions were
studied. Although the linear processes in [9] can have infinite variance, it can only deal with the
short memory case, see Definition 2.1 and Example 3.2 in [9] for more details. To the best of
our knowledge, general results for quadratic functional estimations and related entropies of long
memory linear processes with infinite variance are still unknown.

In this paper, for the linear process X = {X,, : n € N} defined in (1.1), we only focus on
the case 1 < aff < 2. According to Definition 2.1 in [9], this corresponds to the long memory
case. When innovations are symmetric a-stable random variables, one can also refer to [3] for the
definition of such long memory linear processes. To estimate the quadratic functional fR f(x)dx
of the linear process X = {X,, : n € N} defined in (1.1), we shall apply the kernel method

Tn(hn) = w(n— 1)y 1<]Z<;<HK <th;nX]> 7 (1.2)

where the kernel K is a symmetric and bounded function with [, K (u) du = 1 and [, v* K (u)| du <
oo. The bandwidth sequence h,, satisfies 0 < h,, — 0 as n — oo.

Throughout this paper, if not mentioned otherwise, the letter ¢ with or without a subscript,
denotes a generic positive finite constant whose exact value is independent of n and may change
from line to line. We use ¢ to denote the imaginary unit v/—1. For a complex number z, we use
Z and |z| to denote its conjugate and modulus, respectively. For any integrable function g(x), its
Fourier transform is defined as g(u) = [ e"*"g(x) dx. Moreover, we let ¢(\) be the characteristic
function of linear process X = {X,, : n € N}, and ¢.()) the characteristic function of innovations.
That is, ¢(\) = E[e**»] and ¢.(\) = E[e***1]. For simplicity of notation, we always assume that
the coefficients a; in the definition of the linear process X are nonzero.

The paper has the following structure. The main results are given in Section 2. A simulation
study is given in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 based on
the Fourier transform and the projection method.

2 Main Results

It is well known that the characteristic function of an a-stable law S, (0,7, 1) has the form

eL)\,u—cro‘ [IA|¥(1—en sign(N)w(A,@))
)

where 0 < @ < 2,0 >0,-1<n<1,ueR, and

(. a) tan (%) for a # 1
w\, o) =
2r tlog |\ for a = 1.

It is called symmetric (or SasS) if n = p = 0, and standard if o = 1. For more details on stable

laws, we refer to [8]. Let £, denote the convergence in distribution. A random variable Y is said



to be in the domain of attraction of an a-stable law if there exist i.i.d. random variables Y,, with
the same distribution as Y, real numbers A,,, and strictly positive numbers B,, such that

n
> Vi -
=1

B £y Solo,m, )

as n — 00, see, for example, [5]. Since the innovations ¢; belong to the domain of attraction of an
a-stable law, by Theorem 2.6.5 in [5], the characteristic function ¢. of e satisfies

62(N)] = e=eal "L 1o(D)

as A — 0, where ¢, is a positive constant depending on o and L(\) is a slowly varying function as
X — 0. Since the coefficients satisfy ag = 1, a; ~ coi P, it is easy to see that

[e.e] [ee]
Z Var (etA%i€1) = oo but Z Var (e%€1) < oo
; =0

for 1 < aff < 2. So, by Definition 2.1 in [9], the linear proces X = {X,, : n € N} defined in (1.1)
has long memory. This is consistent with the definition of long memory linear processes when
innovations are symmetric a-stable random variables, see [3].

Let G(z) be the distribution function of ¢;. We introduce the following assumptions on the
innovation £1.

(A1) There exist strictly positive constants ¢; and 0 such that |¢. ()| < for all A € R;

1+|/\\5

(A2) There exists non-negative constants c¢_ and ¢ with c_ + ¢4 > 0 such that

lim |2|“G(z) =c- and lim z%(1—G(z)) = cy;
T——00

T—+00

(A3) G(xz) is twice differentiable with derivatives GU)(z)(j = 1,2) satisfying the following inequal-
ities: for any z,y € R, jz —y| < 1,j=1,2

6D (@) < O+ 2™

and

|GV () — GU)(y)| < Clz —y|(1 + |z|)

The assumption (A1) and a; ~ cpi™? imply that (i) the linear process X defined in (1.1) has
a bounded probability density function f(z); (ii) the characteristic function ¢(\) of X, decays at
any polynomial rate to 0 as |A| — +oo. Moreover, (A1) implies that there exists m € N such that
|p= (M) < 1 +\ FERpVL Following the proof of Lemma 1 of [2] we can get that f(z) is twice continuously
differentiable and all its derivatives up to the second order are uniformly bounded, see also the P1
in [4].

Assumptions (A2) and (A3) are only needed in Theorem 2.2 to obtain the desired limiting
theorems. The assumption (A2) shows that €; belongs to the domain of attraction of a-stable
law. For more details on the domain of attraction of a-stable law, we refer to [5]. If &1 is a

symmetric a-stable random variable, then its distribution function G satisfies all assumptions
(A1), (A2) and (A3).

The following are main results of our paper.



Theorem 2.1 Assume that (A1) holds. Then, for anyn € (0,a— B) there exist positive constants
c1 and co depending on n such that

‘ET /f2 dx‘<c1< (o= ")5+h2>
and

E

where Y; = 2<f(Xi) — Jp f2(2) da;).

Theorem 2.2 Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 and nh,, — oo as n — 00,

1) if (A2) and (A3) hold withc_ =cy, 1 < a < 2, 1 < B <1 and lim n(aﬁ e Q)Jﬂﬂh =0
+ —
o n—00

form € (0, %), then we have

nﬁ_é [Tn(hn) - ETn(hn)] £> 6Z7 (2'1)

where Z is a standard SaS random wvariable and

¢ = 2¢ <2C+F(2 — O{ EOZ (am/2) / / Bdtds) . /R f(z)df (x)

2 (2f=1)(2=af) 4 ns
(2) if (A2) and (A3) hold withc— =c4, 1 < a <2, 1<5<—and h_>mn 1aB Th,=0
form € (0, (aiﬁg) ), then we have
'3 [T(ha) — ETu(ha)] 5 Y/ *Pef Lt 4 /e L, (2.2)

where L™ and L™ are i.i.d. random variables with stable law Sap(1,1,0) and

=2 [ (Felib) = fu(0) 0 P

_ B ®(aB—1 1/(aB)
with foo(x) = E[f (X1 +2)] and & = {F(2—aﬁ)r0(0£7rag/2)|5“ﬂ }
(aB—1)(2—aB) | 18
(3) if (A2) holds, 0 < < 1,1 < af <2 and li_)m n e THp hy, =0 forn e (0, (“5521)2),
then we have )
0! [T () — ETo(ha)] S /et L+ 4 /P 1 (2:3)

where c? and L* are defined in (2).

Remark 2.3 The bandwidth h, in Theorem 2.2 can be chosen independent of o and 3. Note that

for any z € (1,2), g(z) = W € (0, 3_3\/5] and 3_3\/5 < 3228 — L Choose n € (0, — %)

small enough. We only need to require n%h — 0 and nh,, — 0o as n — oco. Moreover, ET,,(h,)
in (2.1), (2. 2) and (2.3) can be replaced by [, f*(x)dx if hy satisfies hm n galhn =0in (2.1)

and lim n Gor hn =0 in (2.2) and (2.3). Clearly, if h, = O(n~ 411) and nhy — 00 as n — 0o, we

n—oo

can replace ET,,(hy) in Theorem 2.2 by [ f*(z) dx



3 Simulation

We carry out a simulation study to examine properties of the kernel entropy estimator for the linear
process X = {X,, : n € N} defined in (1.1). Here we assume that the innovation ¢; follows the
standard symmetric a-stable law S, (1,0,0). Moreover, we take the usual normal kernel function

22
K(z) = —t=e~ 7, the bandwidth h,, = n~5 and coefficients

T Vor
1, for i =0
a; = .
iB, fori>1

Since the innovations ¢; are i.i.d. S,(1,0,0) random variables with 0 < o < 2, we have ¢.(u) =
e~1UI%, Therefore, the characteristic function of linear process X = {X,, : n € N} is written as

gb(u)— L)\Xn HE L)\alan i :e_‘UI igo‘ail '

Now, by Plancherel theorem, the quadratic functional of the linear process X = {X,, : n € N} can

be obtained as
1 1

v)do = — [ p(N)[*dA = r'(~).
T = / 7Ta<2§]a,-]a)a o
i=0

R

We perform the simulation study by using the software MATLAB. Here, the sample sizes are
n = 1000, 2000, 5000 and we always simulate N = 1000 times. In the following two tables, Mean,
Var and Mse stand for the sample means, the sample variances and the sample mean squared
errors, respectively.

The true values of fR f?(x) dz and simulation results are summarized in the following two tables.
Table 1 is for a = 0.5, Whﬂe Table 2 is for a« = 1.5. From these tables, we observe that

(i) As n increases, the estimated value of [ f?(x) dz approaches the true value and the bias
steadily decreases;

(ii) The estimator performs pretty well if a3 is close to 2.

Table 1: o« =0.5

5 True value n 1000 2000 5000
hy =n~1/? 0.2513 0.2187 0.1821
Mean 0.0073 0.0070 0.0065
2.5 0.0051 Var(x1073) 0.0099 0.0074 0.0046
Mse(x1073) 0.0148 0.0111  0.0064
Mean 0.0184 0.0185 0.0182
35  0.0181 Var(x1073) 0.0147  0.0080 0.0037
Mse(x1073) 0.0148 0.0081 0.0037
Mean 0.0219 0.0221 0.0219
3.9  0.0219 Var(x1073) 0.0146  0.0068 0.0028

Mse(x1073)  0.0146 0.0068 0.0028




Table 2: aa=1.5

5 True value n 1000 2000 5000
hy,, = n~Y/5 0.2513 0.2187 0.1821
Mean 0.0738 0.0728 0.0705
0.9  0.0668 Var(x1073) 0.1110 0.0713  0.0544
Mse(x1073) 0.1601 0.1076 0.0679
Mean 0.0858 0.0857 0.0846
1.1 0.0840 Var(x1073) 0.0777 0.0420 0.0247
Mse(x1073) 0.0807 0.0447 0.0251
Mean 0.0939 0.0940 0.0935
1.3 0.0935 Var(x1073) 0.0525 0.0268 0.0124

Mse(x1073) 0.0527 0.0270 0.0124

4 Proofs

In this section, we will prove Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. To begin with, we introduce the projection
method and two lemmas. Lemma, 4.1 is on the characteristic function of innovations ¢; and Lemma,
4.2 gives the desired estimation of the covariance

E (e —o(M) (e —o(=N))| .

For each i € Z, let F; be the o-field generated by random variables {ej : kK < i}. Given an integrable
complex-valued random variable Z, we define the projection operator P; as

PiZ = E[Z|Fi] - E[Z|Fii]

for each i € Z. It is easy to see that E [P, ZP;W] =0 if i # j, E|Z]? < 0o and E|W|? < cc.

Lemma 4.1 If ¢ is in the domain of attraction of an a-stable law with o € (0,2) and ¢-(N\) is its
characteristic function, then for any n € (0, ), there exists a positive constant cq, such that

E e — ¢e(AN)|° < cam (A1)
Proof: By Theorem 2.6.5 in [5],
6. (V)2 = e~ et LO) (1o()
as A — 0, where L is a slowly varying function as A\ — 0. Therefore,
E[e? — g (\)|? =1 [¢:(V)* < cay (A7 AT),

where in the last inequality we used the fact that |1 —e™*| < z for x > 0 and )l\ir% IA|TL(X\) = 0 for
%
any 1 > 0. O

Lemma 4.2 For any 1 <i# j<mn andn € (0,a — %), there ewists a positive constant ¢, such
that




Proof: For any i > 1,

eMXi _ p()\) = Z P — p(N)

k=—00

o]

7 i—k—1 Y aggiy
Z < H e (Aay) ) (eb)\aifkak _¢€()\ai_k)) e t=i—k+1 ] (4.1)

k=—00

It suffices to consider the case ¢ > j. Using the decomposition (4.1), we can obtain that

J
E [ = o) = ¢(-2)] = Y LixLx,

k=—o00
where

i—k—1 j—k—1

= I -0 T ée(-ra),
/=0 =0
Ip = E[(e%+% — g (Aai—p)) (e~ 4% — gu(~Aaji)],

Iy = [ [ 6cM(@irse — aj-k10))

-1
with the convention [] ¢-(Aay) =1
=0

mo

By Assumption (A1), there exists mo € N such that [ |¢:(Aay)]| is less than a constant multiple

(=0
of ﬁ Hence, for the case i — j > mg or k < j — my, |I1| is less than a constant multiple of
—L . Moreover, for the case 1 <i—j < mg and j —mg < k < j, lim n®a, = ¢y implies that
14| n—oo
there exist infinitely many ¢(> 1) such that
Qi—k+0 — Aj—k+0 = Qj—j+j—k+L — Aj—k+¢ # 0.

So, by Assumption (A1), |I3| is less than a constant multiple of ﬁ; in the case 1 <i—j < my
and j —mg < k < j.

Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Lemma 4.1 with n € (0, — %),

E [ = o)) (e = o(-2)] |

inj
! Aa;— —tAaj—
STEp > ‘EW B O ) [ Ch —¢€(—>\aj_k))”
k=—00
. ing
2 _ a—n a=n
< Al NI
= 1+W6’ | _Zoo\az k2 aj—k]
S (e-mf _ (a—n)s
S Z —Jl —|—€ a—r
Z:
(a—n)B (a—n)B
< i—'l_(o‘_")ﬁ/ 1+x)” 2 2= 2 dx
€5 1—(a—n)8_
< — n
< tpp i



This gives the desired estimate. O
Now we give the proof of Theorem 2.1.
Proof of Theorem 2.1 The proof will be done in several steps.
Step 1. We give the estimation for ‘ET fR f(x dx‘. Using the Fourier inverse transform,
we can obtain that
— / (z) dx
s ¥ [ ROB)E [ = o) — (-]
1<]<Z<TL
1 N .
57 [, (KQhn) = K(0)) [6(N)[* dA
=:1II; + II,.
By Lemma 4.2 and the boundedness of K , we can obtain that
= i |1=(a=m)B 1—(a—m)p
‘Hllgnz Z li — j] WP < eam me.
1<j<i<n
Since K is a symmetric and bounded function with [p K (u)du =1 and [, v*|K (u)| du < oo,
(R (Ahy) — R(0)] = / (e _ 1)K () du| < [A2R2 / 2|K (w)] du.
R R
Then, by Assumption (A1), |II3] is less than a constant multiple of h2. Hence
(ET /f2 dx‘ <C3< (o= ">5+h2)
Step 2. We give the decomposition for T),(h,) — E T, (hy,). It is easy to see that
T.(hy) — ET,(hy) =2N, + A, —E A, + B, — E B,, (4.2)

where

N, = _ > / K (Ahy) (e — ¢(N) d(—N) dA,

ﬂ-n(n o 1) 1<j<i<n,i—j>m

1 Xi— X;
An_n(n—l)h Z K< hy )’

" 1<j<i<n,i—j<m

1
By=——— > / K (M) (e — g(N)) (e7 M5 — ¢(—N)) dA
7Tn(n B 1) 1<j<i<n,i—j>m
and the proper choice of the natural number m will be specified in Step 4.
Step 3. We estimate E|A,, — EA,|?. For 1 < j < i < n, we observe that

00
2 : 1,J

Xi —Xj == a/ei_g,
(=0

8



where

(4.3)

(4.4)

i ag, for0<l<i—j—1,
a,’) =
¢ ag — ap_(;—y), forl>i—j.
For 1 <j <i<nwithi—j <m, it is easy to see that there exists m; € N such that m; > m
and
mi C
i 4
[T 16=(a;" V)] < 1
P 1L+ |
Let
I K(Xi_Xj)—EK(L_Xj) .
" n(n—1)h, o, hn
Then
E|A, — EA,|?
— Z E[Agleif’jQ] + Z E[Aillvleifvjz]'
1<j1<i1<n, 1<j2<ia<n; 1<j1<i1<n, 1<j2<ia<n;
i1—j1<m, ig—jo<m, |izg—i1|<2my i1—j1<m, ig—jo<m, |ia—i1|>2m;
Boundedness of the kernel function K implies that
7 7.] 7 7-]
> (Bl A ]| <
1<j1<i1<n, 1<j2<i2 <n; n
i1—j1<m, ia—j2<m, [ia—i1|<2ma
To estimate
Z EI:A;}JIAZ:LQJQ:I’

1<j1<i1<n, 1<j2<iz<n;
i1—j1<m, ig—ja<m, [ia—i1|>2ma

it suffices to consider the case iy — i; > 2mq.

Applying the projection operator P on the terms AL , we see that

11

E[A AR = 3 B[P AR P AR

k=—o00
i1 i1—mi1—1
= Y E[PADIPRARE+ Y BIPL AP AR].
k=i1—m1 k=—o0

By Fourier inverse transform and the boundedness of K ,

B[Py A7 Py A2 72|
_‘ 1
C4r2n2(n — 1)2 Jpe

~ E[zpk(eb)q(Xil —le) o EeL)\l(Xil —le))f])k(el,)\z(xz‘z —ij) o Eel)\z(xiz —ij))] d)\ld)\g‘

C
<
n R2

K(Ahp) K (Aahy)

In the case i1 — my < k < iy, recall the choice of m; in (4.4) and i — i1 > 2m;, we see that

‘E [Pk(eL)\l(Xil “X5)  Eeth (Xa = X))y (e (Xip=X5) Eeb,\g(xig—xh))} ‘

9

E[Pk(eb)\l(Xil -Xj) _ Eeb)\l(Xil —le))’])k(eL)Q(Xiz —Xjy) _ ]Eeb)\z(Xig _ij))] ‘ d)\ld)\Q (47)



in (4.7) is less than a constant multiple of

o0

IT 1o-tap? 2t apa)l.

l=mi+1

1

L)\la
E -
[t L+ [t

12,72
b g (aa 7)) (e R —

02 (Aaai21 )] '

According to Assumption ( Al) and 1 <ig — jp < m for 0 = 1,2, it is easy to see that

[

where M a finite positive number independent of As, i1, j1, 92, jo.

217)1)\1 —|—a22’32)\2)|d)\1 S M,
(= m1+1

In the case k <i; —mj — 1, recall the choice of my in (4.4) and iy — i1 > 2mq, we see that
‘E [r]) (eL)\l(Xil —le) _ ]EeL)\l(Xil —le))r])k(eL)\z(Xiz—ij) . Eeb)\z(Xiz—ij))] ‘
in (4.7) is less than a constant multiple of

Lla Ek 1 1
‘E[H (M

T4 A1) 1+ At

217j1

21 k))( L)\Qa kek

e (a2 )] \

Therefore, by using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Lemma 4.1 and the definition of az’j in
can obtain that

(4.3), we

i1

11 e’}
. . cr a—n 1
S (Epar Rz < TS0 [ ezl T e T e s andy
k=i11—m1 k=i1—m1 2 l=m1+1
c d 1
8 i a—n
<= Z /’az,Jz)\ %2 d)s
n4 k=i1—m1 R vt 1+ ’)\ ‘4
C al
9 o | 221
<= > a2
k=i1—m1
C10 . (a—n)B
< — |79 — 1 2
< Wiy — ]
and
i1—mi1—1 c i1—mi—1 1 1
B[P, AP, Al2d2)| < AL Z / Iy 22’”)\ = dA1dA
k_z_oo ‘ [ k4n k4n H — n4 7,1 —k | |a7,2 k | 1+|)\1|41+|)\2|4 1 2
c i1—mi—1
12 . 5 ) a-n
ST > ai! ST a2
k=—o00
c i1—mi—1
13 a—n a—n
SF Z ‘ah—k‘ 2 ’aiz—k‘ 2
k=—o00
< My, gy |i-lemmB,
Hence
Z ‘E[Aizhleizz’sz
1<71<i1<n, 1<j2<ia<n;
i1—j1<m, i2—j2<m, ia—i1|>2m
C15 _ )
S Z (|22—21| + Jig — iy [' (@7
1<j1<i1<n, 1<j2<i2 <n;
i1—j1<m, ia—ja<m, |iz—i1|>2my
C16
S T emB (4.8)

10



Combining (4.5), (4.6) and (4.8) gives

1 1
2
E ‘An — EAn’ <ci7 <n3h% + n1+(a—?7)5> . (4.9)

Step 4. We estimate E |B,, — EB,,|. For each i € N and A\ € R, define

H(X;)(\) = i — ().

Then
Bn = Bn,l + Bn,2 + Bn,3a (4'10)
where
) ~ j
Boi=— 1t [ ROR) ST PHE)OWPH () (- i)
mn(n — 1) 1§j<i§§n,:i—j>m R k;oo '
1 .
Bra = m Z / K(Ahy) Z PiH (X;)(\)PeH (X;)(—A) dA
1<j<i<n,i—j>m R k<i, 0<j, k£l
i—k<mo, j—¢<mo
1 .
Bpg=——— K(Ahy) PkH(X,-)()\)PgH(Xj)(—)\) dA.
m(n — 1)
1<j<i<n,i—j>m R k<i, 0<j, k£l

i—k>mgor j—{>mg

Using similar arguments as in Step 1., we can show that

E|Bp1| < cign'~ @8, (4.11)
Note that
E|B,, 2|?
< %fj 3 /RQ | K (Aihn) || K (A2hn)|

1<jg<ig<n,ig—jo>m, ko#Lly
0<ig—ko<mo, 0<jo—Lo<mo,0=1,2

X B [Py, H(Xi, ) (M) Pey H(X ) (=) Pry H (X, ) A2) P, H (X, ) (< A2)] | dhadda. (4.12)

In the sequel, we will estimate the expectation
E[Pry H (X, ) (M) Pey H(Xjy ) (= A1) Pry H(X5,) (A2) Pey H (X, ) (= Do) (4.13)

and specify the choice of m. Assume that m is larger than 4mq. Then there are four possibilities
for the orderings of iy, j1, i2, jo:

(1) iy > i > j1 > jo, (2) i1 > > jo > j1, (3)i2>141 > 1> j2, (4)i2>141 > 2 > Ji1.

By symmetry, it suffices to consider the first two cases. In the first case iy > is > j1 > jo, the
expectation (4.13) is equal to zero if k; # ka. When k; = ko, 0 < i3 —k1 < mg and 0 < ig—ko < my
imply 0 <141 — iy < mg. If m > mg + mso, then there is a factor

ig—mo—1

H Ge(iy—gA1 + @iy —gA2)

q=1i2—mo—m2

11



in the expectation (4.13). By Assumption (A1), we can choose my € N independent of is such
that

ig—mo—1 mo+ma c
20
[ etan-hiransls [ 2500
q=i2—mo—ma2 p=mo+1 11 —i2+p/\1 pN2
mo—+m2 Co1
<
= y 4
p:%o:ﬁ—l 1+ |as, —ip+pA1 + apz
mo mo
where in the last inequality we used [] x3 < > 2" for any 21 >0, , 2y, > 0.

k=1 k=1
Moreover, if [¢1 — l3| > 2mqg + m3 + my, then there is another factor

Ji—mo—ms3 mo+m3+ma
G (aiy—gA1 + Qiy—gA2 — aj—gA1) = H G=((@iy—jy+p — ap) A1 + Qiy—jy +pA2)
g=Jj1—mo—m3—m4 p=mo+m3

in the expectation (4.13).

By Assumption (A1), lim n’a, = co, |1 — fo| > 2mg + m3 +my and 0 < jp — £y < mg for
n—oo

0 = 1,2, we can choose ms3, m4 € N independent of i1, 42, j1 such that

Jji—mo—ms3 mo+m3z+maq

€22
11 |6c (@i —gM + aip—gho —aj M) < Y

F . _ . . 4°
g=j1—mo—m3z—my g=mo+ms 1+ ’(a“ —i2ti2=J1tg aq))\l T al2_]1+q)\2’
Note that

iy — j1 =11 — j1 — (i1 — i2) > m — my.

So we can choose m € N large enough such that

1
|ai1—i2+i2—j1+q - a4| > §|QQ| (4'14)
and
.y 1
det << ir—iztp o >>' > —|apaq| >0 (4.15)
iy —igtios—jr1+q — Qg Gig—ji+q 4

for all 0 < i1 —io <mg, mog+1<p<mgy+mo, mg+m3<qg<my+ms3—+ my.

So for m large enough, in the first case iy > iy > j1 > jo, the right hand side of (4.12) is less
than a constant multiple of
111y + 111y,

where

1M1, = % > /R2 |K (\hn)|| K (A2ha)|

1<jg<ig<n,ig—jo>m, ko#Ly
0<ip—ko<mo, 0<jo—Lo<mo, 0=1,2

mo-+m2 1

X 1{k1=k27\51—32\S2m0+m3+m4} 2 :
p=mp+1

dM\1d)\
1+ @i —igiph1 + aplalt e

12



and

1 mo-+ma2 1
Il = — > / Tip —
4 {k1=ka, [t1—L2[>2mo+ms+ma} 1
n 14 |a, —ioap apA
1<jg<io<n,ig—jo>m, ko#ly K p=mo+1 +ai—izpA1 + aphal
0<ig—kg<myg, 0<jg—Lo<mo, 0=1,2
mo+ms3—+mag
1
X
A, . . . 4
g=mo+ms I+ |(a11—12+12—j1+q - aq))\l + alg—]1+q)\2|
a—n a—n
X <1{£1<Zz}|)‘1ai1—52 + )‘2ai2—52| 2 |)‘1ai1—41 + A2y gy — )‘2aj2—41| 2
a—n
+ 1{gl>g2}’)\1ai1_gl + )\gai2_51] 2 ‘)\1(1@'1_[2 + )\20@2_@2 )\Qaﬁ_g2’ 2 )d)\l d)\g.
Clearly,
1, < = Kb + | K ehy)|?)1
b= Z ) [ K (Athn)|” + [ K (Aahn) | {k1=k2, |61 —Lz|<2mo+m3+ma}
1<jg<ig<n,ig—jo>m, ko#ly N
0<ig—kg<myg, 0<jg—Lo<mo, 0=1,2
mo-+m2 1
> dhidAs
. . 4
p=mo+1 1+ |a11—12+p)\1 + ap)\2|
C23 = 2 = 2
= F(/ [ K ()| d>‘1+/ K (Ao CD\?) > Uiy =k, |02~ £a] <2mo-+mi-+ma )
R R 1<jg<ig<n, ig—jo>m, kol
0<ig—kg<mo, 0<jg—Lg<mo,0=1,2
C24
~ n2h,’

where we used Plancherel theorem for the kernel function K in the last inequality.

Moreover,
2 _ _
IIIQ S F Z 1{k1:k2,‘31—52‘>2m0+m3+m4} /2(|)\1|a n + |)\2|a 77)
1<jg<ig<n,ig—jo>m, ko#Ly R
0<ig—kg<mo, 0<jg—fg<mo, 6=1,2

mo+m2 1 mo+m3+ma 1

x> >
g Ut —ipipht Faphalt _C L [(Gh —iptiz—ji+g — Gg) M F Gip—jipg e

a-—n a—n a=n

X <1{Z1<€2}(‘ai1—52‘ + ’alz 52’ )(‘ah—h’ 2+ ‘aiQ—Zl‘ 2+ ’aj2—51’ 2 )

a—n a—n a—n
T L (a6 "7 + an—n] T )] T + lan—ea] T + lajs_e] " >>dA1dA2

< 2 1
- F Z {k1=ka, |61 —C2]|>2mo+m3+m4}
1<jg<ig<n,ig—jo>m, ke#ly
0<ig—kg<mo,0<jg—l9<mo, =1,2

a—n a=n a—n
<1{f1<€2}(‘a21—52‘ +’a12 52’ )(‘ah—h’ 2 +‘ai2—51‘ 2 +’aj2—51’ 2 )

a—n
+1{€1>€2}(|a11—€1| + |a22 f1| )(|al1—42| + |a12 €2| + |a]1—52| 2 )>

C26
< -
= pltla-—mp’

where in the second inequality we used (4.14) and (4.15) to make proper change of variables to get
the finiteness of the integral with respect to A\ and \s.

13



Therefore, for m large enough, in the first case i; > is > j; > jo, the right hand side of (4.12)
is less than a constant multiple of nzlhn + +(i7n) 5. Similarly, for m large enough, in the second
case i1 > ig > jo > j1, we can also show that the right hand side of (4.12) is less than a constant
multiple of nzlhn + = Hi,n) 5. Hence,

1 1
2
E|Bna|” < cor <n2hn + n1+(a—n)6> : (4.16)

Now we estimate E|B,, 3|*>. Note that
E’Bnﬁ‘z

< %f > + > K (A\iha) || K (2t

2
R 1<jg<tg<n,ig—jo>m, ko>Ly 1<jp<ig<n,ig—jo>m, ko<ly
ig—kg>mg or jg—Le>mo, 0=1,2 ig—kg>mo or jg—Lg>mo, 0=1,2

X(E[Pkl (X)) (AL)Poy H(X,) (= A1) Py H (X5,) (A2) Py H (X3, ) (— A2))] ‘d)\ldAg (4.17)

Recall the choice of mg in the proof of Lemma 4.2. Then, by using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
and Lemma 4.1, we can show that the absolute value of the expectation in (4.17) is less than a
constant multiple of

Liky >t ko> to k1 =2}
(1 + [A1[O) (1 + [Ag[0

a—n a—n a—n a—n
+ Lo oo A2y 0y 2 [Ny —0y + A2aiy—g,| 2 [ N1ag, 0| 2 [ Maiy gy + A2aiy gy — Aoaj, g | 2

a-n a=n a—n a—n
)|>\1ai1—m| 2 [A2aiy—,| 2 (1{€1=€2}|)‘1a]'1—€1| 2 [ Aoaj,—g,| 2

a—n a—n a—n a—n
+1{Z1>€2}|)‘1aj1—€1| 2 |)‘1ai1—€1+>‘2ai2—€1| 2 |)‘2aj2—42| 2 |)‘1ai1—52+)‘2ai2—€2_)‘2aj1—52| 2 )

1{€1>kl lo>ko l1=L2}
Lo>ha, Aai, A 2 (1 A A 2
+ (1 + ‘)\1’6)(1 + ’)\2’6) ’ 1@y 51‘ ’ 20— 52‘ {k1= kz}’ 105, — kl’ ‘ 20y — k2’

a=n a—n a—n a—n

+ 1{k1<k2}‘)‘2aj2—k2‘ 2 ’Alail—kQ + )‘2ai2—k2‘ 2 ‘Alajl—kll 2 ‘Alail—kl + )‘2ai2—k1 - )‘2aj2—k1’ 2
a—n a—n a—n a—n

+ 1{k1>k2}|)‘1aj1—k1| 2 |)‘1ai1—k1 + )‘2ai2—k1| 2 |)‘2aj2—k2| 2 |>‘1ai1—k2 + )‘2ai2—k2 - )‘2aj1—k2| 2 >

1{k1>£1,k2>f27k1:k2} | ) |%| ) |— 1 | |
T A M)A+ A |2) ik Gig—ks {t1=t2} 11— 0y

a— 71 a—n

|a]2 €2|T

+1{€1;£€2}|a]2 52| 2 (|a11 €2| T +|a22 52| 2 )|a]1 €1| 2 (|al1 f1| T +|a12 €1| T +|a]2 f1| 2 )

1{[1>k1,£2>k2,51252} |a.
1+ M)A+ o |2> aenl”

o a-n a-n a=n
+1{k1#k2}‘a]2 k2’ 2 (‘all kz‘ T +’a12 kz’ 2 )’aﬁ kl‘ 2 (‘ah—/ﬂ’ 2 +’ai2—k1‘ 2 +‘aj2—k1’ 2 ))

a—n

t | z <1{k1 k2}|a]1 k1| z |a]2 k| 2

Therefore, after simple calculations, we have

E|By, 32 < cogn? 28, (4.18)

Combining (4.10), (4.11), (4.16) and (4.18) gives

1
E|B,, —EB,| < c3 [ nt~ (@8 1 > . 4.19
| < ( — (4.19)

Step 4. We estimate E [[N,, — N,|*| where
N =5 [ RO - 600)o(-2) dx

14



Let
N,

3= | ROR)(6,0) = 6(A) (=) i

Recall the definition of N, in (4.2). |N,, — Nn] is less than a constant multiple of % Moreover, by
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Lemma 4.2,

E[|R, — Naf2] <E “% /R (R () — K(0)) (dn(N) — 9(N)S(—N) d/\ﬂ
< ( [IROR) = ROPIoOaA) ( [ Blon) - o161 d2)
< o3 b (8.
Hence

1
E [Ny — Nof?] < 3 (ﬁ +hd nl—@“—”)ﬁ) : (4.20)

n

o= (s -

i=1 R

() dw> .

Finally, combining (4.2), (4.9), (4.19) and (4.20) gives

1 n
E Tn(hn) - ETn(hn) - E Z}/z
1=1

1 1 1—(a=—n)B
< ex <”1_(a_n)ﬁ " * + hi”fn> |

\/n3h2 n2h,,

This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 According to Theorem 2.1, we only need to consider the asymptotic behavior
of N,,. In the region 1 < o < 2, (2.1) and (2.2) follow from Corollary 2.3 in [7] and Theorem 2.2 in
[10], respectively. In the region 0 < a < 1, (2.3) follows from Theorem 2.1 in [4] and the paragraph
after it. .
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