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WASSERSTEIN BOUNDS IN CLT OF APPROXIMATIVE MCE AND
MLE OF THE DRIFT PARAMETER FOR ORNSTEIN-UHLENBECK
PROCESSES OBSERVED AT HIGH FREQUENCY

KHALIFA ES-SEBATY, FARES ALAZEMI, AND MISHARI AL-FORAIH

ABSTRACT. This paper deals with the rate of convergence for the central limit the-
orem of estimators of the drift coefficient, denoted 6, for a Ornstein-Uhlenbeck pro-
cess X = {X;,t > 0} observed at high frequency. We provide an Approximate mini-
mum contrast estimator and an approximate maximum likelihood estimator of 6, namely

0, = /(23" X?), and 0, = =" Xi, (X¢, — Xti,l)/(An S X%—l)’ respec-
tively, where t; = iNAn, 1=0,1,...,n, A, = 0. We provide Wasserstein bounds in central
limit theorem for 6,, and 6,,.
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Keywords: Parameter estimation, Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, rate of normal conver-
gence of the estimators, high frequency data.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X := {X;,t > 0} be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU) process driven by a Brownian
motion {W;,t > 0}. More precisely, X is the solution of the following linear stochastic
differential equation

Xo=0; dX,=—0X,dt+dW, t>0, (1.1)

where ¢ > 0 is an unknown parameter.
The drift parametric estimation for the OU process (ILI]) has been widely studied in the
literature. There are several methods that can estimate the parameter 6 in (ILI]) such as
maximum likelihood estimation, least squares estimation and minimum contrast estima-
tion, we refer to monographs [14], [I5]. While for the study of the asymptotic distribution of
the estimators of 6 based on discrete observations of X, there is extensive literature, only
several works have been dedicated to the rates of weak convergence of the distributions of
the estimators to the standard normal distribution.

From a practical point of view, in parametric inference, it is more realistic and interesting
to consider asymptotic estimation for (L)) based on discrete observations. Thus, let us
assume that the process X given in (ILT), is observed equidistantly in time with the step size
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A, t;=1A,,1=0,---,n,and T = nA,, denotes the length of the ”observation window”.
Here we are concerned with the approximate minimum contrast estimator (AMCE)

~ 1
O = =3
2 X
and the approximate maximum likelihood estimator (AMLE)
é\ L _Z?:l Xti—l (th - Xtifl)
" ATL Z?:l Xt2z'71 ’

which are discrete versions of the minimum contrast estimator (MCE) and the maximum
likelihood estimator (MLE) defined, respectively, as follows:

T
_ i X, dX,
HT = T;, T - 9/611177 Z O‘
2 [T X2 ds S X2 ds

Recall that, for two random variables X and Y, the Wasserstein metric is given by

dw (X,Y) = sup |E[f(X)] - E[f(Y)][,

feLip(1)

where Lip(1) is the set of all Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constant < 1.

Rates of convergence in the central limit theorem of the MCE 67 and MLE 07 under the
Kolmogorov and Wasserstein distances have been studied as follows: There exist ¢, C' > 0
depending only on 6 such that

P(@(éT—9)<x>—P(N< )| <

dW< 2 (5 —6), N) s

sup
zeR

see [4, Theorem 2.5],

T
ee [8, Theorem 5.4,

, see [12] Theorems 1 and 2],

3o

dw ( L (éT —0) ,/\/) < i, see [Il, Theorem 1] for fixed N =1,
VT
where A ~ N (0, 1) denotes a standard normal random variable.

The purpose of this manuscript is to derive upper bounds of the WassersteinAdistance
for the rates of convergence of the distribution of the AMCE 6, and the AMLE 6,,. These
estimators are unbiased and we show that they are consistent and admit a central limit
theorem as A, — 0 and T — oo. Moreover, we bound the rate of convergence to the
normal distribution in terms of Wasserstein distance.

Note that the papers [3] and [5] provided explicit upper bounds for the Kolmogorov
distance for the rates of convergence of the distribution of 6, and Gn, respectively. On
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the other hand, [§] provided Wasserstein bounds in central limit theorem for 5n Let us
describe what is proved in this direction:

e Theorem 2.1 in [3] shows that there exists C' > 0 depending on ¢ such that

T logT T%
P(\/%(Qn—e) <$> - PN <) SCIHaX(\/ T ’n2logT)' (1.2)

e Theorem 2.3 in [5] proves that there exists C' > 0 depending on 6 such that

T /~ logT T?
P(\/%(@n—é)gx>—P(N<x) SOmax<\/ T ,nlogT>. (1.3)

e Theorem 5.4 in [§] establishes that there exists C' > 0 depending on ¢ such that

dW< %(5,1—9),./\[) < C'max (\/, T2> (1.4)

Remark 1.1. Note that in [3, Theorem 2.1], [5, Theorem 2.3] and ﬂSI Theorem 5.4], the
asymptotic normality of the distribution of 9 and 9 need nA2 =L — 0 and T — .
However, Theorem [3.6] and Theorem 1] which are stated and proved below, show that,
respectlvely, the asymptotic normality of the distribution of 9 and 9 only need A,

- L 5 0and T — oo.

sup
rzeR

sup
zeR

The aim of the present paper is to provide new explicit bounds for the rate of convergence
in the CLT of the estimators 6,, and 6, under the Wasserstein metric as follows: There
exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all n > 1, T > 0,

dW< 2—7;@—9),/\/) <C’max<\/, Z;) (1.5)

see Theorem [3.6] and

T /~ 1 T3

— _ < = )
see Theorem A11

Remark 1.2. The estimates (I5]) and (L) show that we have improved the bounds on the
error of normal approximation for 6,, and 6,,. In other words, it is clear that the obtained

bounds in ([LH) and ([6]) are sharper than the bounds in (L2)), (L3)) and (L4).

To finish this introduction, we note the general structure of this paper. Section 2 contains
some preliminaries presenting the tools needed from the analysis on Wiener space, including
Wiener chaos calculus and Malliavin calculus. Upper bounds for the rates of convergence
of the distribution of the AMCE 6, and the AMLE 9 are provided in Section 3 and Section
4, respectively.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

This section gives a brief overview of some useful facts from the Malliavin calculus on
Wiener space. Some of the results presented here are essential for the proofs in the present
paper. For our purposes we focus on special cases that are relevant for our setting and omit
the general high-level theory. We direct the interested reader to [I8, Chapter 1Jand [16]
Chapter 2].

Fix (Q,F, P) for the Wiener space of a standard Wiener process W = (W,;);>9. The
first step is to identify the general centered Gaussian process (Z;)so with an isonormal
Gaussian process X = {X(h),h € H} for some Hilbert space H. Recall that for such
processes X, for every hy, hy € H, one has E[X (h1)X (h2)] = (h1, ho)x.

One can define H as the closure of real-valued step functions on [0, co) with respect to the
inner product (1y 4, Ljo.¢)n = £[Z:Z;]. Then the isonormal process X is given by Wiener
integral X (h) := [, h(s)dW;. Note, that, in particular X (1) L7,

The next step involves the multiple Wiener-Ito integrals. The formal definition involves
the concepts of Malliavin derivative and divergence. We refer the reader to [I8, Chapter
1]Jand [I6, Chapter 2|. For our purposes we define the multiple Wiener-It6 integral I, via
the Hermite polynomials H,. In particular, for h € H with ||h[[,, = 1, and any p > 1,

Hy(X (h)) = I,(f*").
For p =1 and p = 2 we have the following:

Hi(X(1pq)) =X (1p4) = Li(1pg) = Zi

Hy(X (1)) =X (1py)* — E[X (L)) = (15"

[O,t]) = Zt2 - E[Zt]Z- (2.2)

Note also that I, can be taken to be the identity operator.

e Some notation for Hilbert spaces. Let H be a Hilbert space. Given an integer ¢ > 2
the Hilbert spaces H®? and H®? correspond to the gth tensor product and qth symmetric
tensor product of H. If f € H®? is given by [ = Zjh-..,jq a(ji,---,Jq)€j, @ -+ -ej,, where

(€, )ic[1,q form an orthonormal basis of H®?, then the symmetrization f is given by
= 1 4 4
P LSS i e
O J1s--9]q

where the first sum runs over all permutations o of {1,...,¢}. Then f is an element of
H®. We also make use of the concept of contraction. The rth contraction of two tensor
products ej, ® --- ® ¢;, and ef, ® - - - ey, is an element of H®P+1=2) given by

(ej, @ - ®ej,) Ry (€r, @ D ey,)

B [H<6J'z> 6k‘>] Cjrp1 Q@ @ €5, D €hpyy @+ Q€ (2.3)
/=1
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e Isometry property of integrals [16, Proposition 2.7.5] Fix integers p,q > 1 as well as
f € H and g € H®9.

Bl = { B0 g sa (2.4

e Product formula [I6, Proposition 2.7.10] Let p,q > 1. If f € H®? and g € H®? then

L =S () () ra-atrBn (25)

T T
r=0

e Hypercontractivity in Wiener Chaos. For every ¢ > 1, H, denotes the gth Wiener
chaos of W, defined as the closed linear subspace of L?({) generated by the random
variables {H,(W(h)),h € H,||h|lyx = 1} where H, is the gth Hermite polynomial. For any
F e ®]_H, (i.e. in a fixed sum of Wiener chaoses), we have

1 1/2
(E[IFIP])Y" < epg (E[IFIP])'* for any p > 2. (2.6)
It should be noted that the constants ¢, , above are known with some precision when F is

a single chaos term: indeed, by [16, Corollary 2.8.14], ¢, , = (p — 1)4/2,

e Optimal fourth moment theorem. Let N denote the standard normal law. Let
a sequence X : X, € H,, such that FX, = 0 and Var[X,] = 1, and assume X,
converges to a normal law in distribution, which is equivalent to lim,, £ [X}]] = 3. Then we
have the optimal estimate for total variation distance dry (X, ), known as the optimal
4th moment theorem, proved in [17]. This optimal estimate also holds with Wasserstein
distance dy (X, ), see [8, Remark 2.2], as follows: there exist two constants ¢,C' > 0
depending only on the sequence X but not on n, such that

cmax {E [X;] =3, |E [X}]|} <dw (X, N) < Cmax {E [X;] -3, |E [X]]|}. (2.7)
Moreover, we recall that the third and fourth cumulants are respectively
k3(X) = E [X?] - 3E [X?] E[X] + 2E[X]?
ka(X) = E [X'] —4E[X]E [X*] - 3B [X?]” + 12E[X]*E [X?] — 6 E[X]".
In particular, when E[X]| = 0, we have that
ks(X) = E[X°] and ri(X) = E [X'] - 3B [x?]°.

If g € H®?, then the third and fourth cumulants for I5(g) satisfy the following (see (6.2)
and (6.6) in [2], respectively),

ks(12(9)) = E[(12(9))°] = 8(9,9 @1 g)ye2 (2.8)
and

ka(12(9))] = 16 (/lg @1 gll302 + 2[9@19[[3e2)
< 48[lg @1 gl[3gee- (2.9)
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Lemma 2.1 ([19]). Fiz an integer M > 2. We have

M
M
S lpk- I Ip DI <O D Iplk)[Fm
|kj|gn Jj=1 |k|<n
1<5<M
where k = (ky, ..., ky) and v € R™ s a fived vector whose components are 1 or -1.

Throughout the paper N denotes a standard normal random variable. Also, C' denotes
a generic positive constant (perhaps depending on €, but not on anything else), which may
change from line to line.

3. APPROXIMATE MINIMUM CONTRAST ESTIMATOR

In this section we prove the consistency and provide upper bounds in the Wasserstein
distance for the rate of normal convergence of an approximate minimum contrast estima-
tor of the drift parameter 6 of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process X = {X;,t > 0} driven
by a Brownian motion {W;, ¢ > 0}, defined as solution of the following linear stochastic
differential equation

where 6 > 0 is an unknown parameter. Since (B.]]) is linear, it is immediate to see that its
solution can be expressed explicitly as

t
X, = / e V=) gy, (3.2)
0
Moreover,
t
Z, = / e~ =9 qmy, (3.3)

is a stationary Gaussian process, see [6], [9].
Furthermore,
X, =27, —e "7, (3.4)

Since Z = {Z;,t > 0} is a continuous centered stationary Gaussian process, then it can
be represented as a Wiener-Ito (multiple) integral Z, = I;(1}94) for every t > 0, as in (2.1]).
Let p(r) = E(Z,Zy) denote the covariance of Z for every r > 0. It is easy to show that

—0)t|
20 7
In particular, p(0) = 55. Moreover, notice that p(r) = p(—r) for all r < 0.
Our goal is to estimate 6 based the discrete observations of X, using the approximative
minimum contrast estimator:
~ 1 1
0, = T—n N =
2 (E Zi:l Xti) 2fn (X)

p(t) = BE(Z,Zy) = teR.

=g(fn (X)), n>1, (3.5)
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where g(z) == o, t; = iA,,i =0,...,n,A, = 0 and T' = nA,,, whereas f, (X), n > 1,
are given by

1n—1
==y X2 :
ng;n (3.6)

In order to analyze the estimator 0, of 0 based on discrete high-frequency data in time
of X, we first estimate the limiting variance p(0) = g5 by the estimator f, (X), given by

B34).

Let us introduce

F(Z) =T (fn(Z) — 2—19) , where f,(Z) = %sz

According to (22), F,,(Z) can be written as

Ann Z[Q 1®2 =1 (\/7 1®2 ) =: 12(571)' (3'7)

By (B.4), straightforward calculation leads to the following technical lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let X and Z be the processes given in (B.2) and [B3]) respectively. Then
there exists C' > 0 depending only on 0 such that for every p > 1 and for alln € N,

C
Fo(X) = Fo( D) ooy < . .
IFu(X) = Fol D)oy < 7 (39
Lemma 3.2. There exists C' > 0 depending only on 0 such that for large n
1 1
2 —— < 2 . .
E(F.(2)) 5g _C<A"+nAn) (3.9)
Consequently, using [B.8), for large n
1 1
2 - — < 2 . :
‘E (F2()) - o] < <An N nAn) (3.10)

Proof. Using the well-known Wick formula, we have
E(Z272%) = E(Z2) E (Z2) + 2(E(Z,Z5))" = p*(0) + 2p%(t — 5). (3.11)
This implies

B (F(2)) =T |[ERAZ) = 255, + 7 0) (3.12)
T [Bf2(2) - 2(0)]
_7 % 5 E(ZfiZfJ_) —,02(0)]
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n—1
2
=T 2 sz(tj—ti)]
i,j=0
A, n—1 , IN, n—1 e—201i—ilAn
2 (DA == ) 207
i,j=0 4,7=0
A, A, —20(j—i)An
=3 T 2 ¢
0<i<j<n—1
An An — —2kAn0
=207 T g 2 e
-A, A, — —2kAn0 A, — —2kA,0
= 25 +§Ze —%Zke : (3.13)
k=0 k=1
Further,
Ay AR ks _ A Ayl e
292 ‘l‘ﬁ;e - 292 W 1_6—29An
_Bn 1 A 1 An o,
262 G021 — e—20An 021 — e—20An
A, . 1 1 1 JAVS —%0nA,
T 202 T 220(1—0A, +o(A,)  PT— e A"
—-A, 1 2 A2 2 1 An —20nA,
=5 T g (LT 08+ AL+ 0(A) = i e
= 5 (L+ A7 +0(A})) — o5 : (3.14)
Moreover,
A n—1 1 n—1
ﬁ Z fe—2kAn0 _ T Z(kAn)e—2kAn9Am (3.15)
k=1 " k=1
and as n — 0o
n—1
0 1
Z(l{;An)e_zkAneAn — / $€_29wd$ = ﬁ < 0.
k=1 0

Combining (313), BI4) and BI3) and —2%x — -, there exists C' > 0 depending only
on # such that for large n
1

E(FX(2)) - T




WASSERSTEIN BOUNDS IN CLT OF AMCE AND AMLE OF THE DRIFT PARAMETER FOR OU 9

Therefore the desired result is obtained. O
Lemma 3.3. There exists C' > 0 depending only on 6 such that for alln > 1,
AL/2
ks(Fn(2)] = O, (3.16)
1
< . 1
ka(Fn(2))] < CnAn (3.17)
Consequently,
1
max (|k3(F(2))], [ks(Fa(2))]) < WA (3.18)

Proof. Using 1®2} ®1 1®2 = (1,9, Lpo, t]>H 10,9 ® Ljog = p(t — 5)1p5 ® 1oy, We can write

€n®1€n:—z 1[0t]®1[0ta]

i,7=0
Combining this with (2.8)) and [B.7]), we get
k3(Fn(Z>> = k3(]2(5n>> = 8 <5m En &1 5n>7.[®2

A3/2 n—1
= > plty —t)p(t: — te)p(te — ;)
,7,k=0
= a2 > (G =)A= k) A)p((k = 5)A)
i,j, k=0
A3/2
< > ok An)p(kaAn)p(ksAy)
kil <n,i=1,2,3
A3/2 3
< —R > ok, | (3.19)
|k|<n

On the other hand,

Zp(kﬁn) _ 9 Z —0|k|Arn

|k|<n |k|<n

1 n—1

E —0kAy,
- (&
0 k=0

IN

IN

IN

(3.20)
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Combining ([B.19) and ([B.20) yields
CAY?
ks(Fu(Z)) < o

which implies ([3.16).
Using (29) and ([B.7), we get

ka(Fu(2))] < 48len @1 enll3en

Ai n—1
= 48 oo @1 152 @ 155, e

n2 0.t ] [0,ty]7 [0t ]
k1,k2,k3,ka=0

Ai n—1
= 48 > ElZ, Z,,)E|Z,, %, )El %, 24, )El 2, 2,
k1,k2,k3,ka=0

AEL n—1
= 48? Z p(tkl - tkz)p(tk3 - tk4)p(tk1 - tk3)p(tk2 - tk4)a
k1 k2 ks, ka=0
where we used
2 2
Loy ®1 Yoy =(Lo,s), Lo ndios) ® Liog
:E[ZsZt]l[QS] X 1[0,t}- (321)

Furthermore,

A% n—1
48? Z p(tlﬁ - tkz)p(tka - tk4)p(tk1 - tk3)p(tk2 - tk4)
k1,ko,k3,ka=0

= 48%; 2_: p((ky = k2)Ap)p((ks — ka) An)p((ky — k3)) An) p((k2 — k1)) An)

k1,k2,k3,ka=0
A2 . : : L
= 48—* > 10 (AR p (j22n) p (j3n) p (1 + J2 — J3) An))|
SIsh
3
A? 1
< %[ o)
|k|<n
3
1 1
< 3
el DML
|k|<n
1
< C— (3.22)

nA,’
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where we used the the change of variables ki — ko = j1, ko — ky = jo and k3 — kg = 73,
and then applying Brascamp-Lieb inequality given by Lemma 2.l Therefore the proof of

([B.I7) is complete. O
Theorem 3.4. There exists C' > 0 depending only on 6 such that for alln > 1,

1
3/2 2
dyy (\/59 Fn(X),/\/> < C(AnJrnAn).

Proof. Using (B.8) and (3.9]), we obtain
dyy <\/§93/2Fn(X),N>

< dw (VIPE(2),N) +IF(X) = Ful2) 200y
< do | ptp ) + 5 % (i~ VERDD)| + 15
< dw ;’(nggZ)),N +‘E(F3(Z))—% Hin
< dw %,N +C<Ai+nin)
< C <A$L + nin) :
where the latter inequality comes from 1) and (BIS). 0

Theorem 3.5. Suppose A, — 0 and T — oo. Then, the estimator 5n of 0 1s weakly
consistent, that is, 0,, — 6 in probability, as A, — 0 and T — oc.

If, moreover, nAl — 0 for some 1 < n < 2 or nAl — oo for some n > 1, then 0, is
strongly consistent, that is, gn — 0 almost surely.

Proof. Using (B.0), it is sufficient to prove that the results of the theorem are satisfied for
the estimator f,(X) of 55 .

The weak consistency of f,,(X) is an immediate consequence from (BI0).

If nA? — 0 for some 1 < n < 2, the strong consistency of f,(X) has been proved by [10]
Theorem 11].

Now, suppose that nA — oo for some n > 1. It follows from (B.I0) that

(100 - %)2

Combining this with the hypercontractivity property (2.6]) and [I3, Lemma 2.1], which is a
well-known direct consequence of the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we obtain f,(X) — 55 almost
surely. 0

C C C
<

B — nl, T pl-1/n (nAZ)l/" — pl-1t/n’
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Theorem 3.6. There exists C' > 0 depending only on 6 such that for alln > 1,

T /1~ 1
— (6, — <O A2 : 2
dW< 29(9n 9),/\/)_0( "+\/n—An) (3.23)
Proof. Recall that by definition 6 = ¢ (%) We have

(0 —0) = (9(%(&)—9(%)) =4 (%) <fn(X)_%)+%g,,(Cn) (fn(X)_%)z

for some random point ¢, between f, (X) and %.
Thus, we can write,

1

L5 o\ = _/ag3 2
Therefore,
T (5 1 1 )

where we have used that dy (1 + 22,y) < E[|22|] + dw (21, y) for any random variables
£T1,22,Y.

The second term in the inequality above is bounded in Theorem [3.4l By Hoélder’s inequality,
and the hypercontractivity property ([2.6), for p,q > 1 with 1/p+ 1/¢ =1

1 ) p\ 1/p 2an1/d
E E(Fn(X)) < (E 5] ) (B|F. (X)]™)
N\ 1/p
< Cpg (E C_ﬁ ) E‘Fn(X”z’
p\ 1/p
<c(elg)

for some constant C' > 0 depending on p.

Consequently, for every p > 1
1 p\ 1/p 1
C | A? :
) re(dem)

dW< 2—?@—6),N)§C<E o

To establish (323) it is left to show that E|(,|™ < oo for some p > 1. Using the
monotonocity of 7% and the fact that ¢, € [|fn (X),%H, it is enough to show that
E|f. (X)|™ < oo for some p > 1. This follows as an application of the technical [8]
Proposition 6.3]. O
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4. APPROXIMATE MAXIMUM LIKELIHOOD ESTIMATOR

The maximum likelihood estimator for 6 based on continuous observations of the process
X given by ([B1), is defined by

- JTX,dX,
eT — T77
Jy X2ds
Here we want to study the asymptotic distribution of a discrete version of (4.1]). Then,
we assume that the process X given in (B is observed equidistantly in time with the

step size A, 1 t; =1A,,i=0,---,n, and T' = nA,, denotes the length of the "observation
window”. Let us consider the following discrete version of 0p:

é\ _ _Z?:l Xtifl (th‘ - Xtifl)
! A" Z?:l Xl‘iﬂ ’

T >0. (4.1)

n > 1.
Note that [7] and [I1], respectively, proved the weak and strong consistency of the

estimator #,, as T'— oo and A,, — 0.
Let X be the process given by ([B1]), and let us introduce the following sequences

S, = A, z": Xt2¢71>
i=1

and
An = Z e_etiXtifl (Ctz - Ctifl) = Ze_e(ti+ti71)<-t7;71 (Ctl - Ctifl) )
i=1 i=1
where
t
G = / e dW,.
0
Thus,
~ e A 1 A,
R VR
Therefore
R —0An _q LA,
VT (0-6,) = ﬁ(e +9)+ﬁ
(0-) A s,
E_GA" —1 %An
ﬁ( A, “’) AvS
92 LAn
= \FT(—An+oAn ) L VT
y St olB) )
0 77ln
- \/nAg(—+01)+ﬁ : 4.2
2 TV 2
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where f,,(X) is given by (B.6]).
Next, since (;, , and (;, — (;,_, are independent, we have

I 1 ¢
E ( _An) = — e Mttt p [Ctiq (Ctz - Cti—l) Ctjfl (Ctj o <tjfl)}
1 n
_ - Ze—2e(ti+ti71)E [CEFI (Ctl - Cti,l)ﬂ
i=1

_ %ie—29(ti+til)E [CEH] E [(Qi — CtH)z]

1=

_ l ie_ze(ti—l—til) 629ti71 _ 1 629ti _ 6201%,1
T 260 20

i=1
L—e)1¢ 20t
@024, a,Z(l—““ )

(20)2A,  (20)2A,  \n(l— e 20A0)

Moreover, since

G-y 1 A,
ooen, a5 T OB

there exists C' > 0 depending only on € such that for large n

<%An)2 <C (An + nin) | (4.3)

Using F[A,] = 0 and the fact that ¢;, , and , — (;,_, are independent, we get
1 I
k3| —=A, | = E || —=A\,

n
_ i E e—e(ti+ti71+tj+tj71+tk+tk71+tl+tl71)
T2

1

E
20

= 0. (4.4)

On the other hand,

o[l

k=1

=
[ ( Ctl 1) Ctg 1 (Ctj - Ctjfl) Ctkfl (Ctk N Ctkil) CtFl (Ctl - Ctlil)]

Z

k:

Dj

X

1

2
7

3 "y
+ﬁ Z e 20(titti—1+ttti—1) p [Ctifl (Cti _ <t¢71)2 Ct2k—1 (Ctk _ Ctk71)2:|

i=j#k=1

M:

1
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_ % i6—49(ti+ti1) (E [<21D2 (E [(Cti — Cti1)2])2
=1

n

+3

1=1

= e (e[an)) (el e ) e
1=1

()

This implies

o gmt) = B

6
12 4

1=

3~

6 —40(ti+ti_1) [ €
= ﬁZe '
i=1

(1- 6_29A")2 1

-3

E

20t; 1

2
%Z o~ Wtitti) [CEFI (Ctl - Cti1)2i|]

E

n

. 2
()
o~ 40(ti+ti-1) <E [Cil])2 <E [(Ctz - Cti1)2])2
N2 /26t _ 2681\ 2
) ()
B 6_29@,1)2

(20)1A2  n2

. (1_6—2%”)21

- (20)*A2  n
C
S D)
n

> (

i=

1

—20A,

where the latter inequality comes from the fact that

— 20 as n — 00.

n

Theorem 4.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that, for alln > 1,

/T R
Ay L(en
E(G2)

Moreover,

—9),/\/)

<

dw( 2%@-9),/\/) < C(

Proof. Define G,, := %An. Using (2.7), (£4) and (£5]), we have

v) <

N

G

VE(G?)

1
vnA,

C

n

1
Vnl\,

+ nA;”L) :

+ C\/nAfl) :

(4.5)
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Combining ([A.8) with (4.2), (43) and B.I0), we obtain

LT -
dw L(g_gn)”/\[
E(G?)
< d 1 G C'/nA3
G 1
7" / 3
< d G /\/) +H Gn ! fn(X) ! + C/nAd
> w | —V/—, _ Y _ 3
VE@) VEG) || sy 12D e 20| 20
1 1
< CO|(~- C\/nA3
< <n+ rAn)—i- nAy
1
C A3
= (m* " )

where we used the fact that E|f, (X)|™* < oo, which is a direct application of the technical
[8, Proposition 6.3]. Therefore, (Z0]) is obtained.

Similarly,

dw

IN

IN

dw

IN

dw

IA

IN

C(—
“(

( 2%@-9),]\/)

<\1Ff§) )*CW

(%’N) +H¢%Ga> %o “7 o F
i+\/n1_An)+C\/n7A;’;

\/ann+ nAg),

which proves ({1).
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