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Functional central limit theorems for epidemic models
with varying infectivity and waning immunity

ARSENE-BRICE ZOTSA-NGOUFACK

ABSTRACT. We study an individual-based stochastic epidemic model in which infected individuals
become susceptible again following each infection (generalized SIS model). Specifically, after each
infection, the infectivity is a random function of the time elapsed since the infection, and each
recovered individual loses immunity gradually (equivalently, becomes gradually susceptible) after
some time according to a random susceptibility function. The epidemic dynamics is described by
the average infectivity and susceptibility processes in the population together with the numbers of
infected and susceptible/uninfected individuals. In [12], a functional law of large numbers (FLLN)
is proved as the population size goes to infinity, and asymptotic endemic behaviors are also studied.
In this paper, we prove a functional central limit theorem (FCLT) for the stochastic fluctuations of
the epidemic dynamics around the FLLN limit. The FCLT limit for the aggregate infectivity and
susceptibility processes is given by a system of stochastic non-linear integral equation driven by a
two-dimensional Gaussian process.

1. INTRODUCTION

Many infectious diseases become endemic over a long time horizon, for which waning of immunity
plays a critical role in addition to the infection process. The classical compartment model, SIRS
(susceptible-infectious-recovered-susceptible), assumes that immunity at the individual level is binary,
that is, each individual is either fully immune or fully susceptible. However, that is largely unrealistic
since it does not allow for partial immunity or gradual waning of immunity. Various models have
been developed to study the effects of the waning of immunity and the associated vaccination
policies [15, 16, 30, 1, 9, 4, 28, 7, 27, 21, 13, 10]. All the models except [4, 13] start from an ODE
model with the additional waning immunity characteristic. In particular, El Khalifi and Britton [21]
recently studied an extension of the ODE for the classical SIRS model with a linear or exponential
waning function. They started with an approximations using a fixed number of immunity levels and
then discussed the corresponding ODE-PDE limiting model (similar to [30]) associated with the
age of immunity as the number of immunity level goes to infinity. See also [10] for a perturbation
analysis of a model with an arbitrarily large number of discrete compartments with varying levels of
disease immunity. Carlsson et al. [4] study an age-structured PDE model that takes into account
waning immunity. Despite the interesting findings, there has been lack of individual-based stochastic
epidemic models that take into account waning immunity.

In [12] the authors Forien, Pang, Pardoux and Zotsa first introduced an individual-based stochastic
epidemic model that captures waning immunity as well as varying infectivity [11]. More precisely,
they proposed a general stochastic epidemic model which takes into account a random infectivity
and a random and gradual loss of immunity (also referred to as waning immunity or varying
susceptibility). See Figure 1 for a realization of the infectivity and susceptibility of an individual
after an infection. Individuals experience the susceptible-infected-immune-susceptible cycle. When
an individual becomes infected, the infected period may include a latent exposed period and then
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FicURE 1. Ilustration of a typical realization of the random infectivity and suscep-
tibility functions of an individual from the time of infection to the time of recovery,
and then to the time of losing immunity and becoming fully susceptible (or in general,
partially susceptible).

an infectious period. Once an individual recovers from the infection, after some potential immune
period (whose duration can be zero), the immunity is gradually lost, and the individual progressively
becomes susceptible again. Then the individual may be infected again, and repeat the process at
each new infection with a different realization of the random infectivity and susceptibility functions.
This model can be regarded as a generalized SIS model. When “I” is interpreted as “infected”
including exposed and infectious periods, and “S” is interpreted as including immune and susceptible
periods. It can of course also be regarded as a generalized SEIRS model. We also mention the
recent work [13], where a similar stochastic model of varying infectivity and waning immunity with
vaccination is studied, where the focus is on the effect of vaccination policies to prevent endemicity.
We notice the difference from our modeling approach besides the vaccination aspect: the random
susceptibility function and varying infectivity function are taken independently in each infection.
However, we do not impose the independence between the random infectivity and susceptibility
functions in each infection.

In [12], the authors have proved a functional law of large numbers (FLLN) in which both the
average susceptibility and the force of infection converge, when the size of the population goes to
infinity, to a deterministic limiting model given by a system of integral equations depending on the
law of the susceptibility and on the mean of the infectivity function (see Theorem 2.2 below). Under
a particular set of random infectivity and susceptibility functions and initial conditions, they also
show that a PDE model with infection-age can be derived from the limiting model, which reduces
to the model introduced by Kermack and McKendrick in [20, 19] (see the reformulation in [17]).
They also characterize the threshold of endemicity which depends on the law of susceptibility and
not only on the mean, and prove the global asymptotical stability of the disease-free steady state
when the basic reproduction number is lower than the above-mentioned threshold. When the basic
reproduction number is larger than this threshold, they authors prove existence and uniqueness of
the endemic equilibrium and under additional assumptions, they prove that the disease-free-steady
state is unstable.

The goal of this work is to study the stochastic fluctuations of the dynamics around the deter-
ministic limits for the stochastic epidemic models with random varying infectivity and a random
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and gradual loss of immunity, see the result in Theorem 2.10. More precisely we study jointly the
fluctuation of the average total force of infection and average of susceptibility and then deduce the
fluctuations of the proportions of the compartment counting processes. The fluctuation limit of
the average total force of infection and average susceptibility is given by a system of stochastic
non-linear integral equation driven by a two-dimensional Gaussian process. Given these, the limits of
the compartment counting processes are expressed in terms of the solutions of the above non-linear
stochastic integral equation driven by another two-dimensional Gaussian process. This result
extend the functional central limit theorem (FCLT) results of Pang-Pardoux in [23, 24] for the
non-Markovian models without gradual loss of immunity and in [3, 22] for the Markovian case.

To prove the FCLT (Theorem 2.10), we first obtain a decomposition for the scaled infectivity and
susceptibility processes, each of which has two component processes. We employ the central limit
theorems for D-valued random variables [14] to prove the convergence of one component since it can
be regarded as a sum of i.i.d. D-valued random variables. The convergence of the other component
is much more challenging, and we must develop novel methods to prove tightness and convergence.
We need more assumptions on the pair of random function (A,~) than the ones used to establish
the FLLN, and these assumptions are crucial to establish tightness. For that purpose, we need to
establish moment estimates and maximal inequalities for the increments of the processes. This is
extremely difficult because of the complicated interactions among the individuals, as well as the
randomness in the infectivity and susceptibility. Some of the expressions involve stochastic integrals
with respect to Poisson random measures, with integrands which are not predictable but depend on
the future. The classical result for moment calculations of stochastic integrals cannot be used in our
setting, for example, [8, Theorem 6.2]. Thus, we establish a new theorem to calculate the moments
for such stochastic integrals (see Theorem 4.3).

In addition, we develop an approximation technique by introducing a quarantine model, in which
one infected individual is quarantined so that the number of infected descendants of that individual
can be bounded conveniently (this scheme can be extended to more than one quarantined individual).
Using this approximation, we compare the processes counting the number of infections of each
individual for the original process to the number of infections of each individual for the quarantine
model, and as a consequence, we obtain the moment estimates and maximal inequalities to prove
tightness (see Lemmas 7.6 and 7.7).

Finally it is worth noting that our individual-based stochastic model resembles the recent studies
of models with interactions, for instance, interacting age-dependent Hawkes process in [6, 5], age-
structured population model in [31] and stochastic excitable membrane models in [26]. In the
proof of the FLLN in [12], the authors adapted the tools to the theory of propagation of chaos
(see Sznitman [29]) by constructing a family of i.i.d. processes with a well-chosen coupling. A
similar approach was taken in [6, 31]. However, for the FCLT, we derive from the approach of
studying fluctuations from the mean limit that were taken in [6, 31], since it is more challenging
for our non-Markovian model. In that approach one has to work with processes taking values in a
Hilbert space (dual of some Sobolev space of test functions) and the limit is characterized by an
SDE in infinite dimension driven by a Gaussian noise. On the contrast, we work directly with the
real-valued processes and prove their convergence with the conventional tightness criteria, which
leads to a finite-dimensional stochastic integral equation driven by Gaussian processes.

Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
describe the model and recall the FLLN results from [12]. Next, we state the assumptions and the
FCLT result. The proof for the FCLT is presented in Section 3. In Section 4, we present some
preliminary results that will be used in the proofs. In Section 5 we characterize the limit of the
convergent subsequences. In Section 6 we approximate the limit, and finally we prove tightness in
Section 7.
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Notation. Throughout the paper, all the random variables and processes are defined on a common

complete probability space (2, F,P). We use ﬁ to denote convergence in probability as the

parameter N — oo. Let N denote the set of natural numbers and Rk(Ri) the space of k-dimensional
vectors with real (nonnegative) coordinates, with R(Ry) for £ = 1. We use 1{-} for the indicator
function. Let D = D(Ry;R) be the space of R-valued cadlag functions defined on Ry, with
convergence in D meaning convergence in the Skorohod J; topology (see, e.g., [2, Chapter 3]). Also,
we use D* to denote the k-fold product with the product .J; topology. Let C be the subset of D
consisting of continuous functions and D the subset of D of cadlag functions with values in R;..
We use = to denote the weak convergence in D.

2. MODEL AND RESULTS

2.1. Model description. We start with a population with a fixed finite size N, and enumerate
the individuals of the population with the parameter k£, 1 < k < N.

Let (AkisVki)k>1,>1 be a collection of i.i.d. random functions and also, (Ag0,7k0)k>1 be a
collection of i.i.d. random functions taking values in the same space, independent from the previous
one. Let (Qr)r>1 be a family of independent standard Poisson random measures on Ri, independent
from the two previously defined families. Aj; represents the infectivity of the k-th individual after
its i-th infection and ~; ; represents the susceptibility of the k-th individual after its i-th infection.
Similarly, Ao (resp. vx0) represents the infectivity (resp. susceptibility) of the k-th individual in
the beginning of the epidemic.

We assume that each infected individual has infectious contacts at a rate equal to its current
infectivity. At each infectious contact, an individual is chosen uniformly in the population and this
individual becomes infected with probability given by its susceptibility. Thus if we let AkN (t) be the
number of times that the k-th individual has been infected between time 0 and ¢, then the infectivity
of the k-th individual at time ¢ is given by A, AN (1) (sV(t)) and its susceptibility is Vi, AN (t)(g,iv (t))

where

G (t) =t — (sup{s € [0,1] : AN(s) = AV (s7) +1} v 0) (2.1)
is the time elapsed since the last time when it was infected or since the start of the epidemic if it
has not been infected yet (we use the convention sup ) = —o0).

Hence, let {AY(t),t >0, 1<k < N} be the solution of

AN (1) = / 1, ooy Qu(dr, du)
[0,t] xR+

where N
N N\ =
Ty (1) = e, ay oy (sk ()T (2)
is the instantaneous infectivity rate function at time ¢ with

N
F0 = 5 S My () (2.2)
k=1

The total force of infection FV(¢) at time ¢ is the sum of the infectivities of all the infected individuals
at time ¢.
We also define the average susceptibility of the population by

N
8V(1) = + S ey (0). (23)
k=1
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Let

N

N
V) =Y TN (6) = NS (1)F (¢)
k=1

be the total instantaneous infection rate function in the population at time ¢.

Define

Mki = sup{t > 0, Ap;(t) > 0}
foreachi € Ngpand k = 1,..., N, representing the duration of the i-th infection of the k-th individual.
By the i.i.d. assumption on (Ag;)g>1:>1, the variables (ny;)k>1,i>1 are i.i.d., similarly for (7,0)k>1-
Also, the two families of random variables are independent. We denote their cumulative distribution
functions by
Fo(t) =P(mo<t), F{t)=P(ma<t), t=0.

Let F§ =1 — Fy(t) and F°(t) =1 — F(t) for t > 0.

We define the number of infectious individuals at time ¢ by

N
N _
I (t) - Z ]lgliv(t)<77k7A£7(t) ) (24)
k=1

and the number of uninfected individuals at time ¢ by
N
Ny _ _ N
U™ (t) = ,}_1 ]l<ziv(t)277k,AkN(t) =N-I"(t). (2.5)

2.2. Already known results. From [12, Lemma 6.1], there exists a unique § € D(R) such that

() =E M ay ()] and S(t) = E [vy 4,05 (s1(1))] ,
where for k > 1 the process A; is defined as:

Ag(t) = / Ly<r, () Qr(dr, du),
[0,t]XR+

with
Ti(t) = Vi, ap 1) (1 ()T (),
and ¢ is defined in the same manner as ¢ with A, instead of AY, see (2.1). In this definition we
use the same (A, Vk,i, Qk) as in the definition of the model in subsection 2.1. Moreover, note that,
as the ((Aki)i, (Vr,i)i> Qk)y>q are id.d, the (Ag)y are also i.i.d.
We make the following assumption.

Assumption 2.1. There exists a deterministic constant A, < oo such that 0 < )\k,i(t) < A\« almost
surely, and 0 < vy, ;(t) <1 for allt >0, for alli >0 and 1 < k < N, almost surely. Moreover,
sup{t > 0, Ar;(t) > 0} <inf{t >0, y(t) > 0}, (2.6)
almost surely for all 1 < k < N andi > 0.
Let us define B B
Xo(t) =E[Ao(®)|mo > 0], and X(t)=E[A1(2)]
and let p be the law of v1,1, which is in P(D).

For simplicity, we write v and vy as random functions with the same law as 71 and v
respectively.

Then we recall the following FLLN result from [12]. Let (UN,TN) = N-LUN, V).
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Theorem 2.2. Under Assumption 2.1,

(G ——— . ©®F i D (2.7)

where (&,F) satisfies the following system of equations,

S(t) =E [wt)exp (-] 70(7“)3(7“):”)]
+ /0 E[v(t—s)exp - / 7(r—s)3(r)dr>]G(S)S(s)ds, (2.8)
() = 100 + [ Rt - 5)8(5)3(s)ds (2.9)
Given the solution (8,3),
(UN,TN)ﬁ(Uj) in D2

where (U, 1) is given by
70 =& [t e (- [ 0Fe)|
4 /O B {nt_@ exp <— / - s)&(r)dr)] S(5)3(s)ds, (2.10)
10 = TR0 + [ Flt— 98T 6)ds. (211)

Remark 2.3. Note that for eacht >0, &(t) <1, F(t) < Ay and U(t) + I(t) = 1.

2.3. Main Results. The purpose of this section is to establish an FCLT for the fluctuations of the
stochastic sequence around its deterministic limit. More precisely, we define the following fluctuation
process: for all t > 0,

F) = VNE (1) = 5(1), and V(1) := VN (&" () — (1)), (2.12)
and we want to find the limiting law of the pair (G%N, @N)

2.3.1. Assumptions. We introduce the following Assumptions.

Assumption 2.4. The random functions (X,7), of which (g, Vki)k>1,>1 are i.i.d. copies, satisfy

the following properties: There exist a number £ € N*, a two random sequences 0 = 0 < ¢l < ... <
=400 and 0=C" <t < <P =400 and mndom functions N € C, 77 € C, 1 < j < such
that
‘
= Z N (t)l[gjfl,gj)(t) and '7 Z'Y CJ 1.¢d) ) (2'13)
j=1

In addition, for any T > 0, there exists deterministic nondecreasmg function pp € C with o7(0) =0
such that [N (t) — N (s)| < or(t—s) and |7 (t) —~7 (s)| < or(t—s) almost surely, for all0 < t,s < T,
1<j<k.
Assumption 2.5. There exists a > 1/2 such that for all 0 < t < T, the function e from
Assumption 2.4 satisfy

or(t) < Ct?, (2.14)
for some constant C > 0. Also, if Fj denotes the c.d.f. of the r.v. &, and G; denotes the c.d.f. of
the r.v. (7, there exist C' > 0, and p > 1/2 such that, for any 1 <j <0 —1,0<s<t<T,

Fj(t)— Fj(s) <C'(t—s)” and G;(t)—Gj(s) <C'(t—s)". (2.15)
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Assumption 2.6. There exist non-decreasing continuous functions ¢1, ¢o, W1, e and constants
a1>%, a2>%,51>1,ﬁ2>1 such that for all0 < s <u <t,

i) E[(A®) = )] < (61(8) = 6n(5)™
i) E |(7(8) = 7(5)%] < (6a(t) — 62(5))
i) E (M) = Mw)® (Mw) = A5)?| < (1(8) = ()™
iv) E |(4(8) = 7(w))” () = 2())°| < Wa(t) — a(s))™

We note that, Assumptions 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6 are not required to establish the FLLN in [12].
These additional Assumptions are used to establish the tightness, of FV and &V , see the proof of
Lemma 3.7. There are many examples of the pair (A, ) that satisfy them. A typical example of
pair (\,7) can be given by:

A(t) = Mo<i<p, and y(t) = Ly>y or y(t) = (1 - e_(t_")> 1>y, (2.16)
For more examples and discussions on A(-) we refer to Section 2.3 in [23], and on () in [21].
2.3.2. Statement of the main theorem.

Definition 2.7. Let (j,iﬁ?) be a two-dimensional centered continuous Gaussian process, with
covariance functions: for t,t' >0,
COV(ﬁ(t)vﬁ(t/)) = Cov (’Yl,Al(t) (s1(1)sm Al(t/)(gl(t ))) )
Cov (M (1), M(t')) = Cov (A4, (1(1)), Aa, oy (1(2)))

Cov(fﬁ?(t),ﬁ(t )) Cov ()\1 Ay (t ( 1(t)):m AL(E) (§1(t )))

Note that, thanks to Assumption 2.6, the process (‘j im) is continuous by applying Kolmogorov’s
continuity theorem for Gaussian processes.

Remark 2.8. In subsection 3.4 Lemma 3.11 we give another expression for (3,951)

We consider the following system of stochastic integral equations for which we have (z,y) € C%:

()= [ & [ e (= [ a0 )] s

= [ [ e[ snt = e (= [0 95w | seFes s

* /0 [’V (8= s)exp ( / (- S)S(r)drﬂ (#(5)3(5) = 3()(5) + S(s)y(s) ) ds

+3(t), (2.17)

y(t) = /0 At = 5) (2(5)F(5) = I()F(s) + B(s)y(s) ) ds + M(2). (2.18)

Lemma 2.9. The set of equations (2.17)-(2.18) has a unique solution (z,y) € C2.

We denote its solution by (S,5) € C2.
Proof. If we denote by (z',y') and (22, y?) two solutions of (2.17)-(2.18), as & < 1 and § < A, we
obtain by easy computations that there exists C such that for all ¢ € [0, T}

(1) — ()] + [y (8) — y* ()] < CT/O [t (s) = 22(s)] + |y' (s) — y*(s)ds. (2.19)
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Uniqueness then follows from Gronwall’s Lemma.

Now local existence follows by an approximation procedure, which exploits the estimate (2.19).
Global existence then follows from the estimates (2.19), which forbid explosion. Lemma 2.9 is
established. O

The following is our main result.
Theorem 2.10. Under Assumptions 2.1-2.6,
(6",5V) = (6,5) in D2 (2.20)

where (é,@) is the unique continuous solution of the system of stochastic integral equations (2.17)-
(2.18), that is,

&) = / E [m Yi0(s) exp (— [ 70(7“)3(7“)03?“)] §(5)ds

+3(t), (2.21)

- /0 Nt — s) (é(s)§(s) —3(s)F(s) + @(s)sf(s)) ds + M(t), (2.22)

where we recall that (j,i)ﬁ) is specified by Definition 2.7.

We define
Nty =VN(TV(t)=T(t)) and UN@)=VN@" () -T(t), t=>0.

Replacing Mg (t) by 1i<y,, and using the fact that TN(t) —I—UN(t) =1land I(t)+U(t) =1, We
obtain the following Corollary from Theorem 2.10 and the system of equations (2.21)-(2.22).
Corollary 2.11. Under Assumptions 2.1-2.6,
(N, V)= (U,I) in D? (2.23)
where (U, f) is the unique continuous solution of the system of equations:
t t A
00 =~ [ & [tpnen (- [ a0)50r )] seas
/ / [nt o1 — ) exp( / 7 — )3 )duﬂ 30 ()8 (s)drds
+ / E []ltszn exp( / y(r - S)S(r)dr>] (8()5(5) = 31(5)F(5) + B(5)5(s) ) ds
0 s
+31(8), (2.24)
t
) = [ F—9) (S()5(5) = 3(:)35) + S(s)306)) s + 30 (1), (2.25)
0

where (jl, 9511) is a centered continuous Gaussian process as given in Definition 2.7 where we replace
AL, () and Y1 4,(1) by ]lt<771,A1(t) and 11,527717/41(75> in the expressions of J and 9N, respectively.
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2.4. Relaxing Assumption 2.1. From [12] without condition (2.6) of Assumption 2.1, this means
that an infected individual can be reinfected, the limit obtained in the FLLN satisfies a different set
of equations. More precisely, equation (2.9) is replaced by (2.26) and (2.11) by (2.27), where (2.26)

and (2.27) are given below:
§(t) = { ) exp )]

-/
/0 E [)\ (t — s)exp < /:7 (r—s)% 7‘)} S(s)F(s)ds, (2.26)
08 - i)

+ /0 E[]ln>t—sexp< / ’V(T—S)s(r)drﬂG(S)g(s)ds. (2.27)

In the same way without condition (2.6) of Assumption 2.1, the limit obtained in the FCLT
(Theorem 2.10 and Corollary 2.11) satisfies a different set of equations. More precisely, equation
(2.22) is replaced by (2.28) and (2.25) by (2.29), where (2.28) and (2.29) are given below. In that
case, the convergence of § (t) follows an analogous argument as that used for & (¢) in Theorem 2.10.
More precisely, without condition (2.6) of Assumption 2.1, equation (3.4) is replaced by a similar
equation in (3.5). In fact, for each fixed k, we replace Vi, AN (1) and 7y ; by AkVAkN(t) and A ; in the
expressions in (3.5). Consequently instead of the expression in (3.9), one gets a different expression,
which resembles the expression in (3.10), so that the proof follows from a similar argument.

3=~ [ & rattrats) exp (= [ au(r)50ar )] $(61ds

/ / [ (¢ = s)y(r — s)exp <— / tv(u—s)S(u)du)]é(r)S( )& (s)drds

+/0 E [A(t — 5)exp < /:7(7“ — s)%(r)dr)] <é(s)&(s) —3(s)F(s) + 6(8)5(5)> ds

+9M(t), (2.28)

() = - / E [n%m( oo (- [/ vo<r>s<r>dr)] §(s)ds

~

+ My (t). (2.29)

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.10
We recall the definitions of §¥ and &V, from (2.12) below:

() = VN <§N(t) - §(t)) , and &V (1) == VN (@N(t) - 6@)) .
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Let us write,

=

N
V() —W( > (Meapo e >>—Ak,Ak(t><<k<t>>))

k=1

N
+ VN (]17 Z Mo, A (1) ( -E [)\1,A1(t)(§1(t)>}>
k=1
V) +EV @) (3.1)

and

2| =

N
&N(t)=VN ( Z (’Vk AN (#) (s (1) — ’Yk,Ak(t)(S“k(t))))

1

é

k
+ (1 Vi, A (1) (S (t))—E[’Yl,Al(t)(gl(t)ﬂ)

k=1
2 (8). (3.2)

Since (Vg a, () (S ()5 Ak, 4, (- )(gk( )))k are i.i.d D%-valued random variables with each component
satisfying Assumption 2.6, by applying the central limit theorem in D, each component (see
Theorem 2 in [14]) it follows that &) = J and §) = M in D as N — oo respectively. Then,
as D is separable from [25, Lemma 5.2] the pair ( ,3’2) is C—tight in D? and using the
uniqueness of the limit of &Y and F', the convergence in D? of the pair (éév ,@év ) follows.
Moreover, given the convergence of (éév , {%V ), by the continuous mapping theorem éév @é\f converges
in D. It follows that for each t,# > 0, the covariance of &Y (') and §) (¢), which is given by
Cov (71,4, (s1(#), A1 4, 1y (s1(¢)))) , converges to the covariance of the limit process of SY (') and
@é\[ (t). Hence we have the following Lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Under Assumption 2.6, as N — +00,
(6Y.,85) = (§.9) in D2
where (j,fm) s a centered continuous 2-dimensional Gaussian process given in Definition 2.7.

proving the convergence of the pair (é{v ,@{V ) is highly nontrivial. We start by the following
decomposition of the pair in the next subsection.

3.1. Decomposition of the fluctuations (é{v , fsfjlv ) In [12] we had made a coupling between AN
and A;, and if instead we give ourselves a coupling on R, x D? x R, we can define a new coupling.
However if we look at the law of the first time for which A{CV % Ak, then the law of this time is the
same for both couplings.
We then introduce a Poisson random measure Q) on Ry x D? x R, so that the mean measure
of the PRM is
ds x P(d\, dvy) x du.

We denote by @, its compensated measure.
For0<s<t,and vy €D, ¢ € D we set

Py(s,t,7y, ) :/ Lycry(r—s)o(r) Qi (dr, dXN,dy', du).
[5,t] x D2 xRy
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So we define A{CV , as follows

Aév(t) - / ]lu<T{€V(r*)Qk(d7da dA, dv, du)
[0,4]xD2xRy  —

where
TN (s N
Nom _
and
=N 1Y
§ ()= N ; {)\k O(t)ﬂpk(o’t77k 05 / /]:)2 / ]lPk(s,t,'y,§N):0Qk(ds’ dA, dv, du)} )
(3.3)
Under the conditions on Ay ; in Assumption 2.1, ) becomes

M0 :% {)\ko / /]32/ At — 8)Qu(ds, d\ d'y,du)} (3.4)

On the other hand, we have

—N 1 N t Tllgv(sf)
S (t) = N; fYk’O(t)]lPk(O,mk,o%NFO+/O /]32/0 ’y(t—s)]lpk(s’mgw):oQk(ds,d)\,d’y,du) .

(3.5)
Similarly,
Ag(t) :/ Ly<y, () Qi (dr, dA, dv, du)
[0,{]xD2 xRy
with
Tr(s o
Ti(t) = ’W‘:O( )1 Pp(0,t,7k,0,8) 0+/ /132/ Pk(st'yg OQk(d’S?d)"d%du) 5(t)

where § is given by (2.9).
Consequently we have

N N Tr(s
;)\hAk(t)(gk(t)) =3 {)\ko / /D/ Mt — $)Qu(ds, d\ dfy,du)} (3.6)

k=1
and
N N Ti(s
ZPkaAk(t)( Z {"}/ko Pk 0,t,7k,0,8)=0 + / /132 / Pk(st'yg 0Qk(ds7d/\7d’7>du)} .
k=1 k=1
(3.7)
Using the fact that
7N J—
TR (5) = Th(s) = eay () (% )T (8) = Y, 0) (S ()T (s),
from expression (3.2), it follows that,
N
1 A — A ~ ~
T2 (T () = Tls) = SV(5)5" (5) = &Y ()8 () + & ()57 (5), (3.8)

k=1
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where

1 N
= N Z’Yk,Ak(t) (%(t))
k=1

and from expressions (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Under the condition (2.6) in Assumption 2.1, for every t > 0,

. N oot —IVTN (s-) o
=52 [ L, / ey MO (Y (67) = T Bl )

TN

/ Xt — )& (s ds—/ Ni— )G N(s)ds+/0t)\(t—s)éN(s)fs’N(s)ds,

=2

A 1
Nipy _
Sy (1) = /N kz Tk0(t) (]lPk(O,t,'yk 0.5 =0 ]lPk(O v, 0,5):0)

'rN
T 2 / /D2 / t -8 <1Pk (S 105 ):O — ]lPk(s,t,'y,S):0> Qr(ds, d\, dv, du)

=

N Tr(s)VYY (s
T > / /D / vy T Ut 08T (57) = Yels)Qu(ds, )
=: 610 (t) + 6 (1) + 67, (t). (3.10)

Remark 3.3. Note that, in the rest Qi (dr,du) can be seen as the projection of Qi (dr,d\,dy, du)
on R+ X R+.

3.2. Two continuous integral mappings. Let ¢; : Ri — Ry and ¢3 : R%r — R, be bounded
functions and Borel measurable and let ¥ : D7 — D, be given by

5 (F)(t) = falt) — fa(t) — falt) / / b1t 5,7) 1 (1) f3(3) fos)drds

—/ ¢2(t,s)f5(s)f2(s)ds+/ ¢2(t,s)f5(s)f4(s)ds—/ oda(t, s)f1(s) fr(s)ds, (3.11)
0 0 0

for all t, where f = (f17f27f37f47f57f6>f7) € D’—Yl—

Lemma 3.4. If f* — f in D%, asn — oo and f is continuous on Ry, then W1 (f™) — ¥1(f) in D
as n — oo.

Proof. Since f* — fin D7, as n — oo and f is continuous, ||f"— f|lz — 0 as n — co. Consequently
(Ilf/™|7)n is bounded and it follows easily that there exists Cr > 0,

A (") = (Hlir < Crllf* = fllr
Where for f,g € D’ , we define,

If = gllr = sup [f(t) —g(t)],
0<t<T

with | - | the Euclidian norm with respect to the dimension of the space. O
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On the other hand, let s : Dﬁ — D, be given for all ¢ by

t t
N(t=5) () fa()dst | Nt ) ()i,
" (3.12)

t
o(f)() = f1(t)— falt)— /0 N(t—3) fs(5) fa(s)ds— /0

for any f = (f1, f2, f3, fa. f5. f6) € DS.

Lemma 3.5. If f" — f in D%, asn — oo and f is continuous on Ry, then Yo (f™) — Wa(f) in D
asn — oo.

The proof is similar to Lemma 3.4.

Remark 3.6. If ¥, (@,(‘%,(‘%1,0,3,@@,@) =0 and Wg(@,é,ﬂﬁ,fj,@,@,@) = 0, then we have a
solution of (2.21)-(2.22).

3.3. Proof of Theorem 2.10. We refer to Section 7.2 for the proof of the following tightness
result.

Lemma 3.7. The sequence (éN,ﬁN,éév,@éV, é{\fo, éjl\fl)NN is tight in DS.

We have the following characterisation for the limit of any converging subsequence, of éjl\,]o in D
and we refer to Section 5 for the proof.

Lemma 3.8. Let (@,ém) be a limit of a converging subsequence of (@'N,éffo). Then, almost
surely,

S10(t) =~ [ & [iermts)exp (- [ riFrrer) | s1as.
Taking .
1(t,57) = ot = sl = yexp (- [ 2= 5],
and . )
ba(t.5) =E (e s)esp (= [ ou— 95|
in (3.11) we can establish the following Lemma: )
Lemma 3.9. Under Assumptions 2.1-2.6, as N — 00,
o 3V, 6N, 60, 6).5,8",6V) =0 in D,
and
(3, 6N, 3,65 .6".6Y)=0 in D.
We refer to Section 6 for the proof.
Hence the following characterisation follows:
Lemma 3.10. Let (é,@,ém) be a limit of a converging subsequence, of (éN,ﬁN,éJl\’TO) in D3,

Then almost surely,

{ ¥ (3,6,610,3,8,6,6) =0, (3.13)

LDZ (é{y é? EITTt?\%7§7€7g) = O)
where we recall that the pair (3795?) is given by Definition 2.7.
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Proof. As the space D is separable, and §N @N, and &V are tight in D, from Lemma 3.7.
CRARCRNCAMCARANCANCL)
is tight in D7. We can extract a subsequence denoted again (SN GN 61 0> év ,§N,@N, SN ) that

converges to (S, 6, 61,0,15,3, <} 6) in law in D7. By Lemma 3.9, and the continuous mapping
theorem, (3.13) follows. O

Note that

%(seelo,ﬁ 8,6)(t) = 6(t) — G10(t) — (1)

3
[t—s r=se (- /:v<u—s>s<u>du)}§<r>s< )& (s)drds

. A o A i (3.14)
- / E[»y(t—s)exp( [ 2t = 50r) | (509309 - 56)S(6) - 5(98(0)) s
and
Wy (5, 6,9M,3,3,6,6)(t)
= §(0) = 90) [ Xe= 9865 (s)s — [ Xt =935 s + [ A(t—s)@(s)&(s)dig .

Combining Lemma 3.10 with Lemma 3.8, it follows that the pair (@, @) satisfies the set of equations
(2.17)-(2.18) and from Lemma 2.9 we conclude the proof of Theorem 2.10.

3.4. Alternative expressions of (éév ,@év ) and their limits. Note that the following expression
follows from (3.6) and (3.5)

where
1 Y t _
S e sy G
N Tr(s—)
1 k
—_— ~y(t —s)1 =
m;/ /132/ )L, (5,47, 5)=0

- /D it =) (= [ 30— 950)ir) u(an) Qutas. .. ),
St = gj L] e [at-sen (- [ - 30 ) n(a3)Qulds, N . ).

Similarly, we have

5 () = 8o(0) + 3(0) /At—s &Y (s)ds,
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where

N
8000 = —= > (kal) ~EDuo(0)
k=1

A2,1t = \/%Z/ /DQ/Tk At — 8)Qp(ds,d\, dv, du) .

et
t Ti(s—)
) - /0 \/]:)2 \/O [fY(t - S)]lpl(svtv’%@):o

[ At-ses (- [ tfy(r—s)g(r)dr> )] Qu(ds. i, ).

&1 / /D 2 /Tl / t—sexp< / v(r—s)&(r)dv)u(dw@l(ds,dx,d%dum
S (t ///Tl At — 5)Q;(ds, d), du).

Recall that (v, 4,()(sk(+)), Ak,Ak(J(gk(')))k are i.i.d. D?-valued random variables and that each
component satisfies Assumption 2.6 and (Q,)x are also i.i.d. (Note that the processes P, depends
only on @ and T}, depends only on < 4,.) As a result, the processes éé\fo(t), éévl (1), é%(t),
N, (t) and F,(t) can all be regarded as sums of i.i.d. random processes in D. Thus, applying
the central limit theorem in D to each term (see Theorem 2 in [14]), we obtain the convergence
of these processes: (62 0 62 15 2 2 32 04 32 1) = (jo,l, Wi, Wy, 93?0,1, W)‘) in D®, where the limits

are Gaussian processes as defined below: J0,1 has covariance function, for ¢, > 0,
Cov(Jo,1(t),Jo1(t')) = Cov (’71,0(t)]lPl(O,t,'yl,o,@:m'71,0(t/)]lP1(O,t/,yl,oﬁ):o) :
and 95?071 has covariance function, for ¢, > 0,

Cov(Mo,1(t), Mo (') = Cov (Aro(t), Aro(t)) ,

and the covariances between any two processes can be obtained,
Cov(Jo.1 (1), W] (1) = Cov (11,001 py 0,11, 100 S21())

and so on. Then by the continuous mapping theorem, we obtain the convergence of éév , and then
given its convergence and the convergence of (%Q{O, Sév 1), we obtain the convergence of &'év . This
leads to the following lemma.

Lemma 3.11. Under Assumption 2.6, as N — 400,

(6Y,85) = (§,9) in D2
where (j , ?th) is a centered continuous 2-dimensional Gaussian process given in Definition 2.7. More
precisely, (j,ﬂj?) satisfies the following system of equations:

(= 30a)+ W70+ W30+ [ B ruste— e (— [ s 950 )| F6)30s)ds,

<>

M(t) = Mo.1 (1) + WA(t) + /O t At — $)F(s)3(s)ds.



16 ARSENE-BRICE ZOTSA-NGOUFACK

where (Jovl,WlA’, Wy, Mo 1, WA) is a centered continuous 5-dimensional Gaussian process whose
covariance functions as described above.

4. SOME PRELIMINARY RESULTS

To establish the tightness of FV, &V we need a C-tightness criterion, a new result on stochastic
integrals with respect to Poisson random measures, the moment estimates, an approximation of the
original model by a quarantine model, and and an estimate on the pair (A,~), which are given in
the next five subsections.

4.1. Tightness criterion. We recall the following theorem used to prove of C-tightness in D (see
Theorem 3.21 in [18, page 350]).

Theorem 4.1. Let (X™V)y be a sequence of r.v. taking values in D. It is C-tight in D, if
(i) for any T > 0, € > 0 there exist Ng € N and C > 0 such that

N2N0:>]P’<sup |X§V\>c>ge. (4.1)
0<s<T
(ii) for any T >0, € > 0, 0 > 0 there exist Ng € N and § > 0 such that
N >Ny = P(wr(XV,6)>0) <e. (4.2)
where
wr(a,d) = sup la(t) — a(s)].

0<s<t<T,|t—s|<0

Since we work with processes in D, we will simply write C-tightness below for brevity. In fact,
C-tightness means that the limit of subsequences are continuous. We also recall the following result
from [23, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 4.2. Let {X™}y>1 be a sequence of random elements in D such that XN (0) = 0. If for
allT>0,¢>0,asd —0,

1

limsup sup IP’< sup | XN(t+u) — XN (t)] > e> — 0,
N—voo 0<t<T 0\ 0<u<s

then the sequence X~ is C-tight.

4.2. A property of stochastic integrals with respect to Poisson random measures.

Theorem 4.3. Let (E,B(F),v) be a o—finite measured space and let Q) be a Poisson random
measure on Ry x E of intensity dsv(du) and (F)¢ a filtration which such that for allt > 0, Q| 4«
is Fi—measurable, and for 0 < s <t, Fs and Q|jsqx g are independent. Let h : Ry x E =R, be a
predictable process such that for all t € Ry,

E [/Ot/E\h(s,uﬂy(du)ds} < .

Let f : Ry x Ex Mp(Ry x E) = R, be a bounded and measurable deterministic function. Then

E :E[ /0 t /E h(s,w)F(s,u,t)v(du)ds| |

/ (s, 1) f (5,15, Qlps g ) Q(ds, )
[0,t]xE

where

f(S,U,t) :E[f(S,U,Q

Js.d]xE)] -
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Proof. Let (si,u;); be an arbitrary ordering be the atoms of the measure ). We note that

/[0 ] Eh’(suu)f(suua Q’]S,t}xE dS du Zh SZ7UZ S’Lvu’i’QhSi,ﬂXE)]]-SiSt .
t|x

i>1

E [/Ot/E|h(s,u)|u(du)ds} < 0,

/[0 ] Eh(svu)f(saanhs,t]XE dS du ] Z]E Slvul (Sivuithsi,t}XE)’FSi] ]lsigt} )
t|x

i>1

As

by Fubini’s theorem

E

and as thme and F, are independent,

E [f(siauia thi,t]XE)‘fsl] 7(317@627 )7
it follows that,

E [/ h(S,U)f(zS,U,th,t]xE dS du ] = Z 317“1 Suuut)]lsigt]
[0,t]xE

= [/ h(s,u)f(s,u,t)Q(ds,du)] .
[0,t]xE

Consequently, as h is a progressive process, by a classical result on Poisson random measures [8,
Theorem 6.2]

E / h(s,u)f(s,u, Qlisyxp)Q(ds,du)| = [/ / s,u)f(s u,t)v(du)ds] .
[0t]xE
(]
4.3. Moment Inequalities. We recall the following Lemma from [12].
Lemma 4.4. Forke N and T > 0,
T
E | sup |AR (t) — Ax(t)]] < / E[\T{y(t) - Tk(t)”dt =: 6M(T) (4.3)
t€[0,T] 0
and
P((()reo) # (h(EDrciomy ) < TON(T),
Moreover,
oN(T) < (2X1.T). (4.4)
From Lemma 4.4 or [12, Lemma 6.3], we deduce the following Corollary.
Corollary 4.5. For ke N and T > 0,
A
Esu’ N — gt’_* 20T, 4.5
tG[OPT] ’Yk,A{c\’(t)( i (1)) %,Ak(t)( k() JN ( ) (4.5)
)\2
E | sup Nay o6t (6) = M (o8| | < Z=Texp201), (4.6)

Vi

t€[0,T)]
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and

E [ sup ] < A (2\*T). (4.7)

t€[0,7

1<;1€V(t)<77k7%v(t) - ]l%(t)<77k,Ak(t)

From [12, Remark 6.2] we deduce the following Corollary.
Corollary 4.6. For k€ N andt > 0,

_ _ <
E Hg (1) g(t)H < = (U Mte(20),  E H@ (1) 6(t)H < o (L4 dtop(2n)
and E[|TY () - Te(@®)|] < \jﬁ (14 2\t exp(2X4t)) .
By exchangeability we have the following Corollary.
Corollary 4.7. Fort >0,
~~N AN A
E HT ) - T (t)H < (L 2t exp(2Aet)), (4.8)
where
| N
=N Z Ti(t)
k=1

Now we establish similar inequalities as in Corollary 4.6 for higher moments. Let
k
W (1) = P(( () scton # (S ())sepoars K =1, k).
We establish the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.8. For all N > k, and t € [0,T], there are positives constants Cyr and C}. 1
depending on k and T', such that

x%“) (t) < C'k,TN*lc/2, and 5 ) “S S(t)‘k] - C,'C’T(t)N*k/z,

Proof. We adapt the proof of [5, Proposition 3.1]. Let

TIVY k(s
/ /  Qu(ds.du).
N(s™)ATk(s™)

Observe that for all &/, (¢} (8))sefo,g = (k' (8))sefo,y if and only if AN(t) = 0. As ALY takes integer
values,

k
IT2av®|.
k'=1
Let us set, for all k,p € N such that N > k,
k
ety =E |[] (a¥ (t))p] .
k=1
We next show by induction on k that
eBP) () < Cpp ,N7F/2, (4.9)
From Lemma 4.4,
Sy < opNT12, (4.10)

Note that for all p < g,
k, k,
SV (1) <50 )

)
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because the counting process A{CV takes values in N.
As in [5, Proposition 3.1] we have for all p € N,

elP(t) = [(A{V (t))p} < Crp,N12. (4.11)

Indeed, noting that, as the process (AN (¢
process ((AY(t))P); jumps from (AN( )

p—1 ,
ANE) £ — AN =3 <§) (AY ()",

p'=0

)¢ jumps at each time from AN (¢7) to AN (t7) + 1, the
P to (AN(t7) + 1)P. Consequently, from the fact that

it follows that

p t
p . /
=3 (1) [ @) st
p'=0 0
Moreover, as (A{V(s_))p/ < (A{V(s_))p for p’ < p, we deduce that

40w =e@¥o)] <e [ [ st 2e [ [ @Yy are)

0
¢
1,1
=0+ [E[AF @) i) -1 )] s
" a
< CrpNY2 4205, / P (s)ds,
0
where the last inequality comes from (4.10) and the fact that |Y1(s) — T (s)| < A*. The conclu-

sion (4.11) follows by Gronwall’s Lemma.
When k£ > 2 and p > 1, as above, noting that

HeXer-x5 () [ ( I (A£V<s>>p) (A () A ().

i=1 j=1p'=0 i#j,i=1

almost surely, and using exchangeability of the processes (A- ); and the fact that the integrand is
predictable, it follows that

(ﬁ) /JE
<E

k

(ay <s>)”/ TT (A¥ ()" [T1(s) — T (s)]

=2

ds

p—1
=k
p'=0
t
o f
0

+ 2p)\*6§\};’p) (s)) ds.

k
[T (aN) 1ri(s) — 1 (s)]
1=2

However, as

T1(s) = TN () < I8 (5) = F5)| + Melryan (o) (S (5)) = Yy () (61.(5)]
< ‘;?N(S) - §<3>‘ + )‘*]lgfv(s)yéq(s) or AN (s)#A1(s)
<3 () = F(s) + AAN(s),
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it follows that,
t
ebr iy < o / (MN(S) + 2p+u*5§57p><5>) ds,
0

with MV (s) = E [Hf:g (Afv(s))p |§N(s) - §(s)q Using exchangeability we can replace each term
(AZN (s))p in the expression of M™ by the following sum
il
(A ()
J=(=1) [ +1

without changing the value of MY, since the sums are taken on disjoint indices. Then,

—
=z =
| —

k il

1 —N _
MN(s)=E ] ] AY )| [F () =F(s)l
=2 \ Pk =-1) [ X 41
kqy\ V/F
k 1 il &) . B 2k
I2 || (AN () (B[ (5) -F)1]) "
= B2 =i+
Consequently, using Young’s inequality, it follows that
Prk—1 1
W) < /0 <kEN7k7p(s)+kfg\lfc)(s)—i—eg\’;’p)(s))ds, (4.12)
where
Y *
Engp(s) =E TN (A;V(S))p
L?J j=1
k—1 ,
g@(ZN“%WWWMW%O,
k=1
and

Vo £ [[7 0 -50]]

SQk_1<E|:<]ifé)\i’,qlf,\/(t)(gijv(t))_/\i,Ai(t)(gi()>2:| [( é W))QD
<o (o] (a0 5] (3 S )QD

k—1
< Z Nk/_keg\’;/’k)(t) ( ,P)( £) 4+ CuN~ k/2
k=1
We refer to [5, Proposition 3.1] for more details. The conclusion of the proof of this Proposition
follows by induction and Gronwall’s Lemma. O

The proof of the following Corollary is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.8 replacing \; ; by
7747.] :
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Corollary 4.9. For all ¢, k, T > 0, There exists Cry > 0, such that for allt € [0,T], YN > k,

E UGN(t) - G(t)ﬂ < CraN~%2 and E U'rév(t) - Tg(t)ﬂ < CppN7F2. (4.13)

Let us recall the following result, which is a case of the Borel-Cantelli Lemma.
Proposition 4.10. Let (XV)y be a family of reals random variables and X be a random variable.
If for each € > 0,
D P(XY - X| =€) < oo,
N>1
then (XN) N converges almost surely to X.

As a consequence of Proposition 4.10 and the Corollary 4.9, the following result follows.

Corollary 4.11. For eacht > 0, §N(t) and @N(t) converge almost surely respectively to F(t) and
S(t).
4.4. Quarantine model. Fix k € N, let us consider the model above where the k-th individual is

quarantined. Then we define
N N

=N 1 1
g(k)(t) = N Z A&AN (t)(gé?[(k)(t))a and 6 N Z Ve, (k §£ k)( ))s

€,(k)
0=1,04k 0=1,04k

o [ [0,

and we recall that Q) is a standard Poisson random measure on Ri. In the original model, the
number of individuals infected by the k-th individual can be described by

+oo
Z / / A Nea oo (D4 (o 68 (57) )>uQe(ds, du).

=104k

where

) (k) (s )(gf (k)(S ))S(k)(s Qe(ds dU) 14 ;é k,

Since )\k AN (s _)(ck (s™ ) AN (s _)(gév(s_)) < \s, we have

+°O t A
/ / ~ kAN(s )(Ck (s~ ))'YgAN<S )(cz (s~ )>uQ€(dS du) _/0 ; Q%(ds,du),

where Q). is a standard Poisson random measure on Ri independent of Q.

So we can bound the number of infected descendants of the individual k, by a pure birth process
with birth rate A, denoted by Y (¢ — Tévl) (where Tévl denotes the first time of infection of the
individual k in the full model). Note that Y'(t — 7;’ N)) <Y (t), and that Y (¢) follows a geometric
distribution with parameter exp(—A\.t) and is 1ndependent of Qi.. As the random variable Y bounds
the number of individuals who do not have the same state between the two models, as a result, we
have

(=1,0+£k

T30 <Xy wd [§V0-hm< Y.

Similarly we can define a quarantine model (§é,\;@, @él\il)) where the k-th and ¢-th individuals are
quarantined such that

Y (t)
N
where Y (t) follows a geometric distribution with parameter exp(—2\.t) and is independent of Qy,

and Q.

A N ‘ < (4.14)

550 S < V@) and 8 (1) - Sp0)
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4.5. Useful inequalities for A and . We establish the following Lemma where A and  are given
in Assumption 2.4-2.5.

Lemma 4.12. Fort > s > 0, with o > 1/2 as in Assumption 2.4-2.5,
-1

@) = A(s)| < (E=9)" + MY Laceics
j=1

/-1

() = ()] < (E=9)" + > Lo
j=1

and
-1

A@) = M) < (E =)™ + XY _(Fj(t) = Fy(s)).

j=1
Proof. We have
¢

/—1
M) = A(s) =D (M) = N (9)Lgs-1<5 cer + (A1) = M) D Lycgiy -
j=1

j=1
Thus the statement follows from Assumption 2.5. O

5. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE LIMIT OF CONVERGING SUBSEQUENCES OF (FV, &)

The aim of this section is to prove Lemma 3.8. We recall that

N
N 1
N _ § _ _
61’0(” B VN k=1 rYk’O(t) (]]-Pk(ovt7’7’k,07§N):0 ]lPk(Oﬁt’WO’S):O) ’
Let

N
> o (@), (5.1)

where

N _ _ _
Xk (t) - ’)/k’o(t) <]].Pk(0,t,’7k70,;§N)0 ]]-Pk(ovt/Yk,OvS):O

~eo (- | t wal) (ar ) +exp (- | t a0 )

Lemma 5.1. Under Assumption 2.6, for all t > 0,
. =N 2} _
Jim B[(2@)°] =o. (5.2)
Proof. By exchangeability, we have

E[EN®)] =E[(®)°] + (v - DE [’ 03 @)] (5.3)

From Theorem 2.2, as N — oo, @N = T, in D, consequently as N — oo, x7(t) — 0 in probability
and as |\ (t)| < 2, it follows that, as N — oo,

E [(X{V (t))Q] 0. (5.4)
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To obtain (5.2) it remains to show that

B [ o 0] =o (3 ). 5.5

We consider a quarantine model where the first and second individuals are in quarantine (see

subsection 4.4). We denote by §f\1[’2) (t) the force of infection in the population at time ¢ in this
model. As in (4.14), for any T' > 0, there exists a geometric random variable Y independent from
@1 and Q3 such that almost surely for all ¢ € [0, 7],

=N Y N —N Y
S1,2)(t) = N <F () <Fa)+ N
Therefore,
=N Y =N =N Y
Pi(0,2, 7,0, (1,2) — N) < Pe(0,t,9,0, 5 ) < Pr(0,t, 9,0, S(1.2) + N)'
Let

=N Y =N Y
El]gv - {Pk(07t77k,073(172) - N) = Pk(07t7’yk,078’(172) + N)} .
Then, for k € {1,2} as Qy, is independent of (Q;, Vx.0,Y, §é\11,2)) for k # i, it follows by Markov’s
inequality that

c = 2tY
P ((Eljgv) ‘7k,07$g,2)7yv Qi) =N (5.6)

Let

~N o _
X (1) = m,0(t) <1Pk(0,t,'yk,0,3ﬁ72))=0 Ly (0.t k.03)=0

Cexp <_ /Ot %,0(7“)3?{,2)(7")”) + exp <— /Ot ’Yk,o(r)S(r)dr>> :

For k € {1,2} as Qg, k0, and §ﬁ72) are independent, it follows that
~ =N
E [Xiv(t)}g(u)ﬁk,ﬂ} = 0.
Moreover, as Q1, 71,0, @2, 72,0 and §ﬁ72) are independent, it follows that

E[ 0% (0] =E [E ¥ 0502 E W 050 =0 (5.7)
We have

However,

Hence from (5.6) and (5.9),
B [% (1) O () = %' (0)]| < E

X1 ()| P ((Eév)c |’Y1,0,§é\1[,2)7Y,Q1)] + %E [[xY ()] Y]
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where we use the fact that Y and YV are independent.
From (4.6) as §N — 3, and |§N - §€\1[ ol < %, it follows that as N — oo,

] 1,07) (30.2) (r)VE()) t _ _
Bl o) <k| [ | S(;) e ) @]+ [ 2o [§20) 50| ar
:2/0 IE[MO ‘3(12 r)— §(T)H dr — 0.
Thus
[0 (0 - )]l = o (3 (5.10)
Similarly, we show that,
B () - 53 0) 0] | =o () 5.11)

Moreover, from (5.9), by the fact that 1 and @2 are independent, and exchangeability,

[E [’ () =327 (1) (' (1) = x3'0)]]

=E K“(EW * }J/\;> (NE@V)C * ?)]

—E [P ((BY) [§ha)¥) P ((50) oy ¥)] + B [vP (50 By ¥)] + 5B [V

< e[,
where we use (5.6).
Consequently,
£ [0 - ') (0 - )] =0 (3 (512
Thus from (5.12), (5.11), (5.10), (5.8) and (5.7), (5.5) holds. O

Corollary 5.2. Under Assumption 2.6, for any t > 0, as N — 400,
Ejl\jo(t) — 0 in probability.
We set,

Eo.(t) = jﬁ é'ﬂc,o(t) (exp (— /O t fyk,o(r)g’v(r)dr) — exp <— /O t 'yk70(r){§(r)dr)> .

Consequently, from (5.1) for any ¢ > 0, G 'o(t) = EYo(t) +E1 1 (t). Therefore from Corollary 5.2 as

= 0( ) — 0 in probability, to conclude the proof of Lemma 3.8, it suffices to establish the following
Lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let § be a limit of a converging subsequence of V. Then, for any t > 0, almost
surely, as N — oo,

=N

Eroa(t) — Z(1),
where

2=~ [ & [wterts)exp (- [ woFeser) | ss1as.
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Proof. By the Taylor formula we have

N
Eloa(t) =—2"(t) + %Zrév(t), (5.13)
k=1
where ,
t b, _
i (O] < 5VN /0 (5" (5) = 5(s)) ds,
and

N = t i 3 S)ex — t 7’774 T sV S)as
Z (t)—/o (N;%,o(t)%o( ) P< /071@,0( )§(r)d >>$ (s)ds.

From Proposition 4.8, it follows that,

Zm

Hence + M v_1 "N (t) — 0 in probability.
On the other hand, for any fixed ¢, as (yx,0)r are i.i.d by the classical law of large numbers it
follows that, for all s € [0,t], as N — oo,

*Z%o )Vk,0(8 6Xp< /Ot ’Yk,o(T)S(T)dT> — K { 0(t)0(s) exp (— /Ot vo(r)s(r)dr)] a.s.

and as N — 00,5V = § in D, by Slutsky’s theorem,

(;fjw,oumo(s)exp (- [ rotrFrrd ))sN() E [on(s)exp (- [ a)Frar )| 56

in law. For any fixed ¢, since the mapping f — fo s)ds is continuous from D into R, as N — oo,

2w [ e ultrats) e (- | t salr)ar) | s

This concludes the proof.

sup
0<t<T

< T\/N/OTE [(sN(s) - g(s))z] ds < 5]3\7 (5.14)

6. APPROXIMATION OF THE LIMIT

In this section we establish the proof of Lemma 3.9. We organise this section as follows: In
subsection 6.1 we give the proof of Lemma 3.9 with the proofs of the supporting lemmas in
subsection 6.2.

6.1. Proof of Lemma 3.9. We first make the following observation related to the process éév .

Lemma 6.1. Fort >0,

VE [ [ ate=s) (e (= [ 20 = 95" 0ar) —exp (= [ 2t = 9Fwar) ) T putanas

where as N — oo, N — 0 in probability in D.
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Proof. By Taylor’s formula we have

VE [ [ 29 (e (- / - 9 yir) —en (- - T ) ) T ()t
[ [ at=snt - a8 e (-] ' Rt ) T (ol drds -+ (1),

N ‘<A\ﬁ//</ (r—s) r>—g<r))dr>2u(d7)ds. (6.1)

By Holder’s inequality and Proposition 4.8 it follows that

| <DV 17 (050 e 2

where

E | sup |[r(
0<t<T
g

Hence, from (3.2), (3.10), (3.11) and Lemma 6.1, it follows that
nEY. 6V, 61,658 .6N) 1)
= &M () - &1 (t) - &Y' (t)

t

[ [ [ aw-snt-s exp( / (= 95w ) )5 ()5 ()8 (s)aras

v / =9y (= [ o= 50 ) utan) (7 (965 ()~ 5 (967 (5) ~ §()6Y(9) ds
=2 () + V() + EX (1)
where

=2 (1) = &2,(1) // =9 (e (- / (=95 (ar)
—ep (= [ 2= 5 war) ) TV utais, 62

= &, (t) / / (t— sexp< / 7(1"—5)5(7“)(17“) pd)VN (T (5) = TV(s)) ds, (6.3

and where we use the fact that,
N

VNI (s) = TV(s) = F (5)8) (s) = " ()6 (5) — §V (5)&N (s).
On the other hand, from (3.1) and (3.9),
oo (FV, 6N, 55, 65,5, 8N, &) 1)
O . /O Mt — )&V ()T (s)ds — /0 Nt — $)&Y ()T (s)ds

+f Xt - )& ()3 (s)ds

WY (r B
~ VN Z/ /D /TN AT At = s)sign(Ty (s7) = Tr(s7))Qp(ds, dX, dv, du)
= St (6.4)
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To conclude the proof of Lemma 3.9 it suffices to establish the following three lemmas, whose proofs
are given in the next subsection.
Lemma 6.2. Under Assumption 2.6, as N — 00,
§i=0 in D,
i probability.
Lemma 6.3. As N — +o00,
=¥ -0 in D,
i probability.

Lemma 6.4. As N — o0,

V-0 in D,

in probability.
6.2. Proofs of Lemmas 6.2-6.4.
6.2.1. Proof of Lemma 6.2. We recall that
TN (= )VYk(r . N o
() \FZ / /D 2 /T N A(t—s)&gn(Tk (57) — To(s~)) D (ds, d\, d, du). (6.5)

As (Qp) are i.i.d, by exchangeability and from (4.5), it follows that

E[(300) = [ [ At —71t¥ () - Ta(s)lds
()] ==[/

< ()2 /Ot}E HT{V(s) - Tl(S)H ds — 0 as N — +oo.

To conclude, it suffices to prove tightness of (@{V 1)~. By the expression in (6.5), tightness of the
sequence processes (@{Vﬂ ~ can be deduced from the tightness of the following sequence processes
since sign(Y2 (s7) — Tx(s7)) does not modify the setting:

N 1 N t TN (r=)VYy(r)
=0 () = — t — s5)Qx(ds,d), dvy, du),
Y= 252 | Lo At 5)Q( )

INYR(r—)

~~N

:m/otm_s) TN (s) = TV (s)] ds,

where we recall that
N
1
:NZT{X( ) and TN (¢) Zrk

The tightness of (2)¥)y will be established in Lemma 7.1 below. Hence it remains to prove the

tightness of () n.
From (4.8) we have

sup Eév(t)] < A /OTIE H\/ﬁ (TN(T) —TN(T)> H dr < \.Cr. (6.6)

0<t<T
From Lemma 4.12, for any 0 < s <t < T,

=N () — 2N () TN(T)‘dT+\/N/S‘)\(tr — (s ”TN ) =TV ()| dr
0

E
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=N
-1 (r) ‘ dr

0<s<t<T,|t—s|<é

28
-V (r )‘dr—i—\ﬁ(t—s / ‘TN
+ A \ﬁZ/ i(t—r) j(s—r))‘TN(r)—TN(r)’dr.
(6.7)
By Markov’s inequality,
IP’( sup T ()‘dr>0>
0<s<t<T\|t—s|<5
N b _ 2
< E sup (t — s)/ TN(r) — 'I"N(r)’ dr
02 |o<s<t<T,|t—s|<s s
_HQN/ [ TN()”dr
< W7 (6.8)
where the last line follows from applying (4.13) with k = 2
On the other hand,
_ s T - _
IP’( sup (t—s) —TN(T)‘dT29> < ex/ﬁ/ E HTN(T)—TN(T')H dr
0
< %5@, (6.9)

where the last line follows from applying (4.13) with £ =1
Applying again (4.13) with £ = 1, by Markov’s inequality and Assumption 2.5
= Fj(s =) [TV ) = T ()| dr > 9)

Z/ (t—7)

P sup
0<s<t<T,|t—s|<
g(SP —
\F/ ‘TN(T) — TN(T)H dr
EC (6.10)
T
< —=6".
0
Thus from (6.7), (6.8), (6.9)and (6.10),
lim i P (wr(ZY,6) > 0) =
Jirg lim sup (wr(22',0) > 0) =0,
=) is C-tight.

combined with (6.6), it follows from Theorem 4.1 that (
6.2.2. Proof of Lemma 6.3. We recall that
Putsty =0 @r(ds, dA dv, du).

&1 (t) \ﬁZ/ /DQ/ v(t =) (1Pk(s,tm§N)=

Define
N
Z Xn

1
3,31
VN k=1

[I]z
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where

t TkN(s’)
Ny _
xie (1) = /0 /]32 /o {7(t =) (]lPk(s,tﬁﬁN):O B ]lPk(S’t’%g):O)

~ [ 3te=5) (o0 (= [ 30 = 95" 0ar) —exp (= [ 20— 95 01ar ) ) e b Qutds. i .o,

Lemma 6.5. For anyt >0, as N — 400,
- 2
E [(Eé\f?)l(t)) ] 0.
Proof. By exchangeability we have

B | (2n0)°] =B [0 0)"] + v - DB [0 0] (6.11)

S

et
t T ()
() = (t—s)|1 N 1 _
Xk ( 0 D2 0 ’y Pk(svt/}/vg(lg)):o Pk(svta’%%’):O

_ /D H(t — s) <exp <_ / t’y(r - s)ﬁb (T)dr) — exp <— / tf*y(r - s)%(r)dr>> u(d&)} Qr(ds, dA, dv, du),

and
o= [ [ [ ey

+ /D Y(t — s) |exp <— /:’7(7’ - 3)3(1,2)(7”)d7”> —exp <— /St’v(r - S)S(T)dr> ’ u(d’y)} Qr(ds, d), dv, du).

For 0 < s <t, and v € D, let EX¥(s,v) denote the event
=N Y =N Y
EI]CV(ijy) - {Pk (S,t77’3(172) B N) - Pk <S7t7’77g(172) + N) } )

where Y is a geometric random variable independent from @7 and Q2 chosen as in (4.14), such that
almost surely for all ¢ € [0, T],

Soo)(t) - 7 < 3 (1) <Fhot) + =

1Pk(8,t,77§é\{72)):0 - lpk(svt)7)§)20
N

‘We denote

FtN = U{(/\k,i(glév(')))lgng,igAkN(t)7 (Vk,i(gljcv(')))1§k§N,i§AkN(t)a (Qk’[o,t]xE)kSN}'
As
Pk(svtary’gN)]lE}y(s,'y) = Py (5’t77’§é\1[,2)) LN (5.9
and T{X(s*) < A4, it follows that

B t )\* Yt
IXr () — Xh ()] < g (5.))- Qi (ds, dX, dy, du) + == By (t), (6.12)
0 /b2 Jo BT N
where
t Ae
By(t) :/ / Qr(ds, dX, dvy, du).
0o /D2 Jo
Moreover, as Qs is independent of (FN, §é\1[,2)7 Y, Q), for £ # k and k € {1,2},

P (B (s,7)" =

<5 (6.13)

=N
FN, B Y,Qe)
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We have
E [x) ()x3 (6) — XY ()% ()] =E [xY @) (') — 3 @®)] +E [(x1' (¢) = X1 (1)) X3’ (1))
]

+E[(d' () =X (1) (@' (1) — ' ()]
Note that
i | <X and ] < X3
As Q2 is independent of (§é\1772), Y, @Q1), from (6.12), (6.13) and Theorem 4.3,

B0 (') - B 0)] < 1B |51 // (BN (s.9))°

=N
FY B2, Y, Ql) u(dv)dS]

t .
+ E [ (Y Ba(t)]
32\ X
< EVR 0]
where as N — oo, E [Y)Adv(t)] — 0, because x¥'(t) — 0 in probability as N — co and ¢} is
bounded.
Thus it follows that

B[40 (30 - F0)] [ =0 (5 )

Similarly we show that

E [ (1) - ) (0] = o (;) |
From (6.12),

E [|xi' (1) = ¥ ()] @' () — %' ()]

t A* t A*
= [ /0 /D2 /0 1 (5,7 Q1 (ds, dX, dy, du) /O /D 2 /0 L3 oy Q2(ds. dA, dy, du)
t t A
i NE [YBQ(t)/O /132/0 L (s, Q1(ds; dA, dv, du)}

t t Ax t2
+ NE |:YBl(t)/0 A2 /0 ]I(Eév(s,'y))CQQ(ds7 d)\,d’)’, du)} + WE [YQBl(t)BQ(t)] .

Conditionally on ?\1[ (1,2) and Y, the terms inside the first expectation above are independent because
@1 and Q3 are independent, and from (6.13) and Theorem 4.3, it follows that

[/ /D2 //\*]I(EN (s7))c@1(ds, dA, d, du) / /132 //\* Ly (s.))c Q2(ds, dA d%du)]
= NE [/ /DP (E{V(SaV))C‘§(1,2)v Y M(dv)dS/O /D]P’ (Eév(s,v))c‘@m), Y) u(dv)ds}

4>\2t4
<

E[V?].

Hence using again (6.12) and the fact that @y is independent of (S( , Y, Qp), with k # ¢ and
k.0 € {1,2}, we deduce that

E [[x1'(8) = 2 (0)] @' (1) = 33 (0]
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4/\2754 A te o|l=N

e[+ 3 [y [ [ B (B e R ) u(dv)d%
g [m(t) [ Lo (5 e (5 vu) wtanas] + 8 [0 Ba0)

A Y Ba(t)) + B VB (0)] + E (V2B (0Ba(0).

4/\2754
<

E[Y?] +

Hence,
L0 0 - 80) 680 - SO =0 (%)
In conclusion, coming back to (6.14)
[ 0 0 - 0 0] =o ). (6.15)
On the other hand, since ()1, @2 and @82) are independent,

- - =N
E [0 0% (05012 = 0.
Hence from (6.11) and (6.15), it follows that

E|(2300) ] <B [ 0)°] + v - 0 B [ 00 - ¥ 033 0)
. [(;g{v(t))ﬂ +o(l).

However, as (1 and §é\1772) are independent, from Theorem 4.3

B[ O] =2 [ [ -9 ] ntaas

Iy /0 t /D ?(t—s)E[exp <— / ta(r—s)gﬁm(r)dr) ~exp (- / ti(r—s)%(r)dr)

Hence since §é\1/72) — 3§, as N — oo, and ¥ is bounded, it follows that as N — oo, E [)Z{V(t)] -0
and E [(¢]'(¢))?] — 0. O

Now, let

P (s,t,‘y,@é\{g))zo o ]lpl (39t777§):0

51| utaiyas.

where

= /Ot /OTk (s )/Dﬁ(t ) (exp <— /:7(7“ — S)%'N(T)dr> — exp <— /:ﬁ(r — s)%(r)dr)) (u(dA)
Qy(ds, d), dv, du).
Lemma 6.6. For any t >0, as N — oo,
E [[wg5(t)]] — 0.
Proof. Let

_ /Ot /OTkN(s‘) /D:Y(t — ) (exp <_ /St’Y(T _ s)&é\{;)(r)dr> — exp (— /:’y(r - s)&(r)dr)> w(dy)

@k(ds7 d)‘a d77 dU)
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As in Lemma 6.5 we have

Y ()~ 5N 0] < S (B + 1)

On the other hand, since @)1, @2 and §é\1[ 9) are independent, it follows that

E[Xl |S(12]—O

The Lemma follows by exchangeability and the fact that as N — oo, )ZkN (t) — 0, proceeding as in
(6.11) and (6.14) O

We recall that

Eév(t)—@{\fl(t)—\/ﬁ/ot/])fy(t—s) (exp (—/ v — 5§ (r)d )
—e (= [ ot =50 ) ) Tt

From Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, for each ¢ > 0, as N — oo, Z{(¢) — 0 in probability. As a consequence,
foralln e N, tg <t; < -+ < tp,

(Eév(to)7EZ]’>V(tl)a Eij%v(t )) - (0707"' aO) :

To conclude it remains to show the tightness of (£))y, but from Lemma 3.7 (&))y is C-tight,
hence using Lemma 6.1, it remains to show the tightness of the following sequence of processes:

=Nt / / / (t— 8)y r—s)SN(T)exp<— /St'y(u—s)%'(u)du>TN(s)u(d*y)drds. (6.16)

Since the pair (SN , T ) is tight in D2, the result follows using the continuous mapping theorem.
This concludes the proof of Lemma 6.3.

6.2.3. Proof of Lemma 6.4. We recall that

Yp(sT)VYIN(s7)
Salt) = fz L[ v oo T (7)) Qe iy, )

IANTN (s

/ / i Q) (6.17)

N

i>1

We define for any k € N,

and let (ﬁk ;)k,i be such that

We note that, for some i.i.d (v, ¢ > 1),

S1a(1) \f Z > alt—91) Py(9 j t70,0.8)= _osien(T7 (07) — Tk(ﬁ]k\{i))]lﬂkf\”igt - (6.18)

k=1:>1

We recall that

N
TV () =8"(1F (t) and TV (1) Z Y 1) (S5 (D) (D):
k:

We set
gtNZO'{()\k,z‘)lgng,z’<A,lj() (Yrid1<henicad @) (QrlpgxE)e<n}, (6.19)
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and from (6.3) we recall

=N () = / / (t—s) exp( / 7(r—s)§(r)dr> u(nVN (TV() = TV(s)) ds.

(6.20)
Note that from Lermma 3.7 ZJ is tight.
We want to show that, as N tends to oo, Eiv — 0 in D in probability. To do this, we define

2N \ﬁ ZZxk (6.21)

k=1 1:1>1
with

t
XkN,i(t) = <7k,i(t - ﬂjk\{i)]lpk(ﬁk ot Vi58)=0 /D Y(t - ﬁ]kvz) exp <— /191\7

Y(r— ﬁ;’f,i)%(r)dr> u(dv)>

X Sign(T]kV(ﬁkN,i) - Tk(ﬁ]k\{i))]lﬁkf\figt . (6.22)
We establish the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.7. For anyt >0, as N — oo,

Proof. For all k,i € N, E [XkNi(t)‘QéVN ] = 0. Moreover, for any k # £,
’ k,i

E [X]k\{z(t)Xév,j(t)] =E []lﬁ]k\”i<z9é\jj]E [sz t XZ] ‘gﬁN >Qk}] +E []lﬂN <19N E [Xk:z XZJ ‘gﬁN vQZ}}
= E [0y, <op, B x5 01030 Ou | + B [0y, cop B [Wi015) . ]
—0 (6.23)

because Xévj and @ are independent and similarly for X{X ; and Q. Hence, as ‘ X{X z(t)‘ < ﬂﬁivét,

from (6.23) and exchangeability,
2

P N N-1
E[ER®] =52 B[] | +=5— X X ERGOx)]
k=1

i>1 1<k<(<Ni,j>1
_ s AN (1)
- Nzl [( F )}
A{V(t))z].

:E[_

where AY is given by (6.17).
However from Corollary 4.6,

E[( </ [ TN (s) = T1(s)]] ds + E (/Ot\“r{v(s)—“h(s)}ds)?])

(/ ’T{V(S)—YH(S)H d8+t/OtE[\T{V(S)—T1(S)}2} ds)
T

—

| /\

IN
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Consequently

Note that from (6.20),

Eiv(t) - ~31(

/ /T (s~ )VTh(s )/Dy(t—s) exp (— /Stv(r - s)%(r)dr) p(dy)sign( YR (s7)=Tr(57))Qp(ds, du) .

(T )ATR(s7)

Hence, as (Qg)y are i.i.d.,

(\}i [ /T i :) [ at=s)e (= [ 20 - 950 ) i

2
xsign(T (s7) = Tuls™)Qu(ds. du>)

JifiE [( /0 t /T 2(_;2:(_;) /D Y(t — s)exp (— / t V(r— S)S(T)dr> p(dy)

k=1

2
xsign(TY (s7) = Thls™))Qu(ds. du))

= [([at=sew (= [ 2= o5war) u(dw>>2EHrN<s>—TN<s>H ds.

From Corollary 4.9 and Lemma 6.7 it follows that, as IV tends to oo, Eiv (t) — 0 in probability for

any t > 0. This implies the finite dimensional convergence and as (Z})y is tight in D, it follows

that as N — 00, =) — 0 in law in D and hence in probability.

7. PROOF OF TIGHTNESS

In this section we prove the tightness properties stated in Lemma 3.7. We summarize the proof
strategy in subsection 7.1 and then prove the supporting lemmas in subsection 7.2.

7.1. Proof of Lemma 3.7. To prove Lemma 3.7, since D is separable, it suffices to establish
that each component of (GN, N, &Y, Sév, 611\770) is tight in D. Moreover, from Lemma 3.1 the pair

(éév ,%év ) is C-tight in D2, since it converges in D? to a continuous limit. The tightness of the rest
follows from the following Lemmas, which will be proved in the next subsection.

Lemma 7.1. 3V is C-tight.
Lemma 7.2. @5{\72 is C-tight.
Lemma 7.3. é{vl is C-tight.
Lemma 7.4. é{\,fo 1s C-tight.

7.2. Proofs of Lemmas 7.1-7.4.



FCLT for epidemic models with varying infectivity and waning immunity 35

7.2.1. Proof of Lemma 7.1. Since (@év)]v is C—tight in D, it suffices to prove that (@{V)N is C—tight
in D. By the expression in (3.9), that claim can be deduced from the tightness of the following
sequence of processes

2 (1) \ﬁZ/ /DQ /ms M) A(t — )Qu(ds, dX, dv, du).

(s )/\TN(S )
From Assumption 2.4 and Lemma 4.12, for any 0 < s <t < T,

N A N WTN ()
=V (s)] < == Q dr,d\, dv, du
) W,;/ /D/ ey )

0t — ) L [
+§:// / Q dr, d), dv, du
\/N 1 0 D2 k('r‘ /\YN k( )

-1
)\*

k=
N s Ti(r— )\/TN(T )
\/N = ;/ /])2 / TN G ﬂs—r<fj§t—er(drv dA, d, du) (71)

=N
=0 () -

By Markov’s inequality,

&;a VYN (r7)
/ / / Qi dr ) 2 0
\/>k 1 D2 (r AT (r

(ffik 1/ /Dz/w A::VN Qk(dT,d)\,dfy,du)>2]'

However, by exchangeability and Holder’s inequality, it follows that

05 Tp(r VYN (r 2
Z / / / Qk(dr,d)\,dfy,du)
D2 IATN (r
2
(o Yr(r~)
<9E (” > / / / @Adr,dA,dmdu))
D2 JYg(r—) TN(T

+2E {(W Z/ T (r) Tk(r)}dr>2

T T
<2 [CR(Y ) - Tl ar+ 205820 |2 (0¥ ) = Ta()ar

T
< 24252a/ E[|TY(r) — T1(r)|] dr + 2C7£26°*
0

where the second term in the last line follows from applying (4.13) with k = 2. Note that from (4.5)
the first term in the last line tends to 0 as N — oo, while the second term is independent of N.
Then, thanks to a > ; (Assumption 2.5),

1 VYN(T'
%un limsup sup = (Sup Z/ / / Qr(dr,dX\,dvy,du) > 0| =0. (7.2)
D2 (r=)A

=0 Nooo 0<t<T 0 \o0<v<s VN TN (r-)
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On the other hand, for all 0 < t < T, since (Qy) are i.i.d, by Holder’s inequality and exchangeability,
we obtain

A N t+6
P - / / / Q dr,d\,dvy,du) > 0
VN Z: t D2 JY,(r)ATN (r kl )
N s Te(r) 2
< Z / / / Qk(dr, d\, dry, du)
k: D2 (r AT (r—)

2)\3 1 N t+4 Tr(r VYN (r) 2
< 02 { |:Nkz </t /]32/ /\TN Qk(drv d)‘ad’% du)) ]
2
1 N t4-0
+E (\/N;/t ‘T,f(r)—’fdr)}dr)
<

2;23 {E [/:M T (r) = Y1 (r)| dr] + NE </:+5 TN (r) = Y1 (r)| dr>2] }

2)\2 T+0 N )
<2 {/ E (|1 (r) = Y1(r)|] dr + Cro }
0

where the last line follows from Holder’s inequality and applying (4.13) with & = 2. Note that the
second term is independent of N and from (4.5) the first term tends to 0 as N — oco. Consequently,

1 t+v Yp(r VYN (r
lim limsup sup =P | su / / / dr,d\,dy,du) >€¢] =0. (7.3
1 p sup s \ﬁz . Qk( Y, du) (7.3)

-0 Nooo 0<t<T5

Moreover, by Markov’s inequality,

]ltfr< i<tas—rQr(dr,dX, dy, du) > 6
\ﬁ;;/ ‘/DQ/k(T JATY (r o=
1 1 N (-1 24
< gt / / / ]1 —r<gi Qi (dr,dX, dy, du)
o Nggzl D? ANy <¢<t+o
2 i 1 N (-1 \/TN B 24
S gt VN ]l —r<éd —r dr,d\, dv, du
IS \/Nk;zljl/ /[)2/ iy TS Qr( v, du)
2 1 {—1 N t 2
Tt |\ VN Z/O (Fj(s+0 =) = Fj(t =) |5 (r) = Ti(r)| dr
j=1k=1

Consequently, since (Qg)g are i.i.d., from (2.15) and Hélder’s inequality and from exchangeability,
we obtain

N (-1

Yr(r™)
]1 —r . _r d?“, d)\7 d , du Z 0
\ﬁ Z Z/ /Dz /k(r VAT (r t—reei<t+o—rQk( v, du)

k=1 j=1
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2
N

-1
2 _
< Ne2 I;E ];/0 /132/ — ]ltfr<§f§t+6erk(d7av dA, d, du)

%2‘252’) i[@ [(/Ot TN () — Ta(r)] dr>2]

252 ¢
= 92 Z/ js+0—1)— Fj(t*r))EHT{V(T) —Y1(r)|] dr + %ﬁg pN/O E UT{V(T)*Tﬂr)’ﬂ 0

206° 2070%6%
0

where the last line follows from Holder’s inequality and applying (4.13) with k£ = 2. Note that the

second term is independent of N and from (4.5) the first term tend to 0 as N — oo.

Therefore, as p > % (Assumption 2.5),

1 {—1 N T (r—)
lim limsup sup —P | sup // / 11_ <o rQr(dr,d\, dy,du) > 6 | =0.
00 N—oo 0<t<T5 o<v<s VIN ;k 1 D2 JT, (r)ATY () t—r<&I <t+v—r ( )
(7.4)

Thus, from (7.1), (7.2), (7.3) and (7.4), we deduce that
1
l1m limsup sup <P | sup [EN(t+0v)—EN(@)>6]| =0,
=0 N = o<i<T 0<v<s
and thanks to Lemme 4.2, (Z)y is C—tight in D.
7.2.2. Proof of Lemma 7.2. We recall that

N t Ti(s™)
1 k . _ —
SN, (t) == \/NZ/O /132/ e (t 5)]lpk(s,t,yj):o”g”(’r]kv(s )—Yk(s7))Qr(ds, d\, dv, du).
k=1
(7.5)
Lemma 7.5. é% is C—tight in D.

Proof. By the expression in (7.5), tightness of the processes (é%) ~ can be deduced from the
tightness of the following processes

(sT)ATN (s

_ 1 N t \/T (S
=V (t) = \/Nkzl /0 /D ] / V(= 5)Lp, (410,5) 0@k (ds, N, dy, du). — (7.6)

Forall 0 <s<t<T,

N Tr(r VYN (r
< = Z / / /  Qutdr.dndo,du)
k_ D?

— /\TNT)

g t— 3 Tk(T‘ VTN
L =9 N Z/ /DQ/ e Qk(dr,d/\,dfy,du)
\% /\
VYN (r7)

{—1 N
1
’E g 1 j dr,d\, dvy,d
+ /N / /];)2/ Y 877'<<3§t77'Qk'( T, , a7, ”U,)

j=1 k=1 Y (r
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N
1 S
TUN Z/o /D/ TN ¢ (ﬂwsmzo—“wm):o) Qw(dr, dX, dy, du),
k=1 e

where we use Lemme 4.12.
From (7.2), (7.3) and (7.4) it remains to prove that, as § — 0,

VTN (r)
I - - - >
s s 12 (o3 [ (e Sngessnyen) Qi >

— 0. (7.7)
We recall that for 0 <¢ < T,

FN=0¢ {()\k,z‘,%,i) 1<k<N (Qk|[0,t])1§k§N}-

1<i<AN (1)

t Ty(v™) \/TN(U
= / / / Qk(dv, dA, dv, du),
0 JD2 JY(v™) /\TN

=N . . .
and D; 1is given by the same expression as D,]CV but where we replace Qi by its compensated
measure.

Since

We set

t+0 A«
0= dp(wend)=0 = Lr(virsn®)=0 = /t | Qul(dur, dug) = Cr(t, £+ 9),

by exchangeability and the fact that (Qg)r are independent and Cy(t,t + 0) and Qk\[o,t} are
independent, it follows that

A 2
(fZ / /m /M A::V (11Pk(v,t,~,,§):0 ~1p, o +<m,§):o) Qk(dv,dA,d%du)> ]

(\FZthH—(SDk())]

Ci(t,t+0) (DY (1)) } (N —DE [C1(t, t + 8)Ca(t,t +6)DY () DY (¢)]

| /\

E

—

E [C2(t,t + )] (D{V 2] + (N = DE[Cy(t,t + 0) E[Ca(t, t + 6)] E [DY (1) DY (¢)]

( / T (0) 1<v>|dv)2

(0.6 + A262) (/OtIE (12(0) — T )] dv+T/ 1N (0) = T3 (0)P] dv)

0

2(\0 + A26?) (E[( +IE

) + M\262NE [DyY (t) DY (t)]

+ A\26°NE [Dy (t)D ,
(7.8)

where we use Holder’s inequality in the last inequality.
At this stage, we admit the following inequality holds (and we will show this immediately below):

NE [DYY (¢t)D} ()] < C, (7.9)

for some C' > 0 independent of N.
Consequently from Corollary 4.9, from (7.9) and (7.8), (7.7) follows. O
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Now we establish the inequality (7.9). To do this, we define the following process for each k € N,

/ /@N k(dr, du),

=N
O (1) = Vo5 1y (IR (1) T (1.2) (1)
and 9% is defined in the same manner as ¢f¥ with B instead of A} in (2.1).

Lemma 7.6. For ke N and T > 0,

where

T
E| sup |AN() — BN ()] </ E[\Tﬁ(t)—@ﬁ(t)”dt:; 5N (T) (7.10)
te[0,T) 0
and
E | sup ‘gk — 9N (¢t )| < T5N(T).
t€[0,T]
Moreover,
oN(T) < E][VY]T exp(2\*T). (7.11)

Proof. Since

t +o00
N N _
‘Ak (t) - Bk (t)‘ - /0 A ]lmin(TJkV(r*),@{c\’(r*))<u§max(TkN(r*),@ﬁ(r*))Qk(du? d'l"),
we have

E | sup ’AN B,]Cv(t)‘

t€[0,T]

< /OTE[\Tﬁ(t) —@,Qv(t)”dtzaN(T).

We recall that
=N =N
() = Vi, AN (1) (s’ (£)F (t) and  OF (t) = Yk, BN (1) (O (1) (1,2 (1)
However, since vy ; <1 and 0 < §N(t), §€\1],2) (t) < A*, we obtain
E[[1¥(t) - 0F )| <E[|TN®) - ) (0] Ly -y oy )] +

NP (AF (8) # By (1) or o () # 95 (1)) - (7.12)
On the other hand, as v;,; < 1, from (4.14), we have

IN

50 - 3020

E[Y]. (7.13)

E ['TkN(t) — O (t)] ﬂAg(t):B,gV(t),c,gV(t)zﬁ;y(t)]

IN

E
1
N

Moreover, since

{AY (1) # BY(t) or Y (t) £ 9% (1)} C { 21[10pﬂ |AY (r) = B ()] = 1},
we have

sup |AY (r) — BYY (r)]
rel0,t]

B (AN (t) £ BY(t) or o (t) £ 9) (1)) <E < sN(0).

Thus, from (7.12) and (7.13), we have

E[{TkN(t) - @k(t)” < S XV (R).
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Hence, from (7.10), we deduce that

N w * TN
oN(T) < = T+)\/O 5N (t)dt

and by Gronwall’s lemma, it follows that

sN(T) < E][VY]TeXp()\*T)
Moreover,
E | sup [ (¢ N Sup [si (t) — 9p (¢
te[(m’k() ] [ (30,761 ()0 ()}te[OT]\k() r (1)
TP (3t € [0, 7], (t) # 95 (1))
— 78 ( sup [47() - BY (5] #0
t€[0,T7
<TE | sup [A)(1) - BY(1)
t€[0,T]
< T5N(T).
This concludes the proof of the lemma. .

The same proof of Proposition 4.8 gives the following Lemma, where we replace Aj by B,]CV and
Ty by @,]CV and using Lemma 7.11 instead of Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 7.7. For allp € N, t € [0,T],

C
P (s (5))sefo) 7# (I (5))sefog, VK =1,-++ ,p) < Niz;’
and o
E [}T,@V(t) - e,fj(t)\p] =

We can now establish the following lemma for the inequality (7.9).
Lemma 7.8. There exists C > 0 such that the inequality (7.9) holds for all N.
Proof. By exchangeability and the fact that ()1 and @2 are independent,

E[DY(1)DY (1) = E Dy 0)Dy (1)) +2 /0 B[ (v) = 11(0) Dy (8)] o
+ [ [EIY @ =TI ) = Yao)l) dvar
=2 [ & [ 0) - i) ()] o
+ [ [EIY @ =TIt 0) = Yao)l] dvar, (7.14)

where the first term in the last equality follows from the fact that
R

t N2 NG N
=E / / / Qo (dr,d\, dry, du)
v JD?2 (r)AYY (r

71 (v) = T1(v)] < 1T (v) = OF (v)| + 67 (v) = T1(v)],

E @;V (t) — Dy
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by Holder’s inequality, it follows that

E [T () = 11(0)IID2 ()] < B[t (0) = 6 (0)IIDy (0)l] + E 16} (v) = 11(0) D5 (v)]
< E[TY ) - 6F W) (B[@Yw)?) " +E [ @) - Ti@IDY 0]

Moreover, as

25 ) < 10§01+ | Y () — Yo ldr
< DY (v) — DY ()| + DY (v) + /O Y () - Yol ar,

~ t “IWVON (v
- [ [ / Qu(dv, X, dy, du),
0 JD2 IO (v

1/2

where

it follows that,
E |73 () = T1(0)1D5 )] < & [T () - o7 ) (E[(D2 (0)?])
+E[10) () = 11 () [ D5 (0)[F71 2, @1
+ [TE[6Y @) - 11T () - Yal)]) dr

where we use the fact that OV (v) — T1(v)| < A,
Consequently from Lemma 7.7 and the fact that Q2 and (Ql, a 2)) are independent, it follows

that
Vel (r
/ / / Qg(dr, d\, dvy, du)
D2 JYY (r=)neY (r-)

+/” 16 (0) — T1(0)[|03 (1) — La(r)] dr+/0 (16 (0) — 11 (0)|[ T3 () — Ya(r)[] dr
N5/4 + A / |@2 (1")|] dr—i—/OU]E[|@{V(v)—T1(v)||@éV(r)—TQ(T)H dr

+ / (16N (0) — 11 (0)[[ T3 () — Ya(r)[] dr
0

2CT Cr(A+1)
<
S N/ + N )
where the last line follows from Lemma 7.7 and Corollary 4.9.
Hence, from (7.14) and Corollary 4.9 it follows that the inequality (7.9) holds. O

7.2.3. Proof of Lemma 7.3. We recall that

t \/7 Z/ /D2 / t - T <]1Pk (r,t,’y,@N>:0 - ]lPk.(r,t,'y,S):O> Qk(d?”, d/\, d’)/, du)

(7.15)

+ME [|D§V(v) — DY (v)|

E [T (o) ~ Ta()IIDR ()] < ooy + A

We set

t py(v—s)(1V2(v—)
Hy(s,t,7, ¢1, d2) =/ / Qr(dv, dw).
s Jy(v=s)(d1A¢2(v—)
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Using the fact that for all A, B € N,
[Lazo — Lp=o| <|A—BJ.
From Assumptions 2.4 and 2.5 and Lemma 4.12, it follows that

&) ~ &1 (s)|

N
92 t As N —
< +— / / Hy(r,t,v,§ ,8)Qr(dr,d), dvy,du
\/N; .y k(7 )Qk( 7, du)
2(t—s)°‘ N s Ax N
+2Ey [ ][ 4.5 $Qutdn dx v, du
VN /o Jp2Jo

2 . v
\/7 ZZ/ /D2 /O 18—T<Cj§t—er(rvt77a3' ;S)Qk(drv aA, d, du)

j=1k=1

=

1 ° A =N = N —
\/>Z/ /];) (Hk('f',t,’%‘g 73) +Hk(7“,8,’}/’g 73)) Qk(dT’, d)\,d’y,du)
2Jo

Lemma 7.9. Asd — 0

N—oo 0<t<T 0

N
1 1 t+6 Ax N —
limsup sup =P — / / Hi(r,t+9,7,§ ,8)Qk(dr,d\, dy,du) > €| — 0. (7.16)
<\/N; t D2 Jo (

Proof. By exchangeability, we have

LS *y 5.7.3" 30w (dr. dX. dv. d 2
]E T = 7t+ s I ) ) ) )
ﬁ;/ L] e+ 60.5" 5)aur axav.du)
t+6 Ax N 2
_E [(/ / Hi(r,t+6,7,3 ,S)Ql(dr,d)\,dy,du))
t D2 J0
t+6 A N 717
+ (N - 1)E /t /1)2 0 Hl(r7t+ 57773 73)@1((17“’ d>\,d%du) ’
-+ A v
( / / Har t +6,7,5 ,@Qz(dr,dA,dv,du))]
t D2 J0
Let t+ A v
do= [ [ [ 505 5au o,
and

N t+6 Ax N -
)Zk (t) = / / ) Hk(ra t+ 5a s 3(1,2)7 %)Qk(d?", dA, d’% du)
t D2 Jo

Note that, as ?\1772) and Qy, for k € {1,2} are independent, from Theorem 4.3 we have

t+6 e N
E[Xk ‘312) / /DZ Hy(r,t+ 6,7, 3012, )Qk(dr,d)\,dfy,du)‘g(l’z)

t+9 t+9
AEU // (v =7 ‘312) )‘dvudvdr‘&lg)]
t+6 t+6 B B
< )\*/ / 8’(172) (v) — S(v)‘ dvdr
t t
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Y 5/t+6 ‘3(12 )( dv. (7.18)

Consequently, conditioning on 3(172), and using the fact that @1, Q2 and ?ﬁg) are independent, we
have

E [ 0 )] =E [E [t 035 (0[50
s e it 0ffla] = [0

([t -0 a) |

< \25%E

t+4 . 2
< A% / Usm ~Fw) ]dv
2ca (1 21, Cr
<2,\5<NE[Y] N), (7.19)

where we use Holder’s inequality and the fact that |§é\lf’2) (v)—F)| < L+ @N(v) —3()|, (a+b)?

2(a? 4+ b?) and Proposition 4.8.
In addition for k € {1, 2}, using subsection 4.4

N N t+0 Ax _N _N
‘Xk: (t) — Xk (t)‘ :/ /]:)2 Hk<7n7t + 67773(1 2) 73 )Qk(d’f', dA7d77 du)

t40 Ax t+0 (v— 7‘)(3’(1 2)(v7)+Y/N)
/ / / / / Qu(dv, dw) | Qu(dr, dN, d,du) .
D2 (0=1)F P 2 (=) —Y/N)

(7.20)
Consequently, using Theorem 4.3
- =N 2Y A0
E [0 - Y 0] 5] < = (7.21)
and from (7.20) we deduce that as N — oo, xIV(t) — 0 in probability and as
46 A 2
dos ([ [ awaw).
t 0
it follows that, as N — oo,
2
E [(X{V ) ] 0. (7.22)

‘We have
E [x1 (s (1) — X1 ()% ()] = E[x1 (1) (x5 (1) — X5 (1)) ] +E [(xd’ (1) — %7 (1) X3 (1)]
+E (' () = x1 (1) (&

As (Ql, Qg) and ( gQ),Y) are independent, from Theorem 4.3, (7.20), (7.21) and (7.18) it follows
that

E [x(t) (0 () — x5 ()]
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t+5 A* t+6 ’U T (3’(1 2)(7.1 +Y/N) N
/ / / / / Qs (dv, dw) | Qa(dr, d)\,dy,du)‘S(LQ),Y
D2 'U 7‘ S(l 2) Y/N)
=K [E {321 (t)’&m),Y]
t+6 A t+6  py(v—r) 3(1 2)(vT)+Y/N) —N
| [ / / / Qaldv, dw) | Qa(dr. Ay, du)[F7 2. Y
D2 J0 (v—r) 5(1 2) )—Y/N)
2)\262 t+0
[ / ‘3 1 2 )‘ dv]

2A§53
N

IA

IN

E[Y],
(7.24)

where the last line follows from the fact that ’§é\1[,2) (v) — §(v)‘ < A
Similarly, we show that

353
E [(x (1) — X1 (1) X (1)]] < Aﬂ}é

From (7.20), and as in the setting of (7.24), it follows that
N 4NE5%
N2

E[Y]. (7.25)

E [[xd' (1) = X2 (0] @' (1) = x3' ()] < E[Y?]. (7.26)
Consequently from (7.26),(7.25), (7.24), (7.23), and (7.19), it follows that

1
lim limsup sup ~NE [X1 (t)Xév(t)] =0.
0—0 N—ooo 0<75<T(S

Therefore, from (7.22) and (7.17), it follows that (7.16) holds. O
Applying the same method as in the previous lemma, we establish the following Lemma,

Lemma 7.10. Asd — 0,

Nooo 0<t<T 0

N
1 0¢ t Ax —N =
limsup sup =P | — E / / Hi(r,t+6,7,§ ,5)Qr(dr,d\,dv,du) >e| — 0,
<\/N f b2 Jo ( )Qx( )
N—o0 O<t<T5

N o A
1 1 * —N —
limsup sup =P [ — E / / Hy(r,t,v,§ ,8)Qk(dr,d\,dy,du) > €] — 0,
< VN =i /o /o2 Jo

and

N
1 t P N —
limsup sup =P ﬁEj// / Hy(r,t 46,75, 5)Qu(dr, dA, dy, du) > ¢ | =0,
< Nk::l 0 /D2 J0

N—=oo 0<t<T 0

To conclude the tightness of (%{V 1, it remains to establish the following Lemma.
Lemma 7.11. As § — 0,
{—1 N A N
hmsup sup — / / / 1, . LHy(rt+ 6,9, L, 3)Qu(dr, dX, dy, du) > €
g (eSS [ [ b 0.3 00000

— 0. (7.27)
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Proof. By exchangeability it follows that

1 (=1 N t Ax N — 2
ﬁz /0/132/0 L egictro—rHi(rt +6,7,8 ,8)Qx(dr, dA, dv, du)
=1 k=1

=1

2
1l A
7N J—
E[ S L tecocs i+ 54 ,le(dr,dA,dv,du)) ]
=1

-1 N o
E |:(Z/ /2/ ]lt—T<<j§t+5—rH1(T7t+6)773N,$)Q1(dr, d)\’d'y’du)) (728)
1 N o
Z/D /]32/0 Ly egictro—rHo(rt +6,7, 8, §)Q2(dr,dX, dv, du) | | .
j=1

Let
=1 A N —
- Z / / , / ]]-t77«<<j§t+5*er'(r7 t + (57 Y, 3 7S)Qk(dr7 dA? df)/a du) )
- D2 J0
and

-1 A
7N P
-y /0 /D 2 /0 Ly corsor Hilrot 4 6,7.50 00 F)Qu(dr, dX, dv, du).
j=1

Since §é\1772) and Qg for k € {1,2} are independent, from Theorem 4.3, we have

~ =N
B[RO0
-1 A
= ZE |:/ /]32/ I, r<(I<t+5— er:(r t+0, ’77 12)a )Qk(dr dA d’%du ‘3’ 12:|
7=1

- t+0

Z {/ / Lt rcci<to- r/ Y(v—r) ’3(12 )‘dvu (dy dr‘g(lz}
t+6 -

Z [Geri-n-ae-r) [ 50 - 50 a5

Ty -
< ALTE / 502y (0) — F(0)] v,
0

where we use v < 1, to get the third line.

(7.29)

\ /\
s\ u
»—- ,_.

Consequently, conditioning by §é\1[72), and using the fact that ()1, Q2 and §é\1[,2) are independent,
we have

E [ (08 (1)] = E [E [ 035 0[F0 ]|
=E [E [5(1 (@‘5?{,2)} E [XQ (t)’ﬁ\{z)ﬂ

T _n - 2
< NPT?6E [(/ ‘3(1,2)(11) - 3(”)’ d”) ]
0

2 )23 2 T =N N
<2ers [ [[§0 - 50 ] a
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< 2NZPTRS%F < ' g (V2] + CT) , (7.30)

N2 N

where we use Holder’s inequality and the fact that |§(172) (v)—F)| < L+ ]§N(v) —3()], (a+b)? <
2(a® + b?) and Proposition 4.8.
In addition for k € {1, 2}, using subsection 4.4

i (8) = X&' (1)

1 A
7N J—
= Z /0 /]32 /O ]lt—r<Cj §t+5—rHl€ (Tv t+94,7, 3'(1,2)a S)Qk(d?", dA, d, du)

A t+6  ry(v—r)(F(1,2) (07 )+Y/N)
/ T e Qu(dv, dw) | Qu(dr, d, dv, du)
D2 T Y(w=r)(S(1,2)(v7)=Y/N)

xk (7.31)

Consequently, using Theorem 4.3, it follows that,
3 2T2 )\, 45P
E [0 - 0] < T B Y], (732

and from (7.31) we deduce that as N — oo, X]lv — 0 in probability, and as it is bounded by a
square-integrable process, it follows that, as N — oo,

E [(X{V (t))2] 0. (7.33)
‘We have
E [xY (x5 (1) = XY ()% ()] =E [x1' (1) (x5 (1) — X3 ( ))] +E [(x1' (1) — %1 (1) %5 (¢)]
+E (') -3 1) (') — %' (@®)] (7.34)

As (Q1, Q2) and (§€\1[72),Y) are independent from (7.31) and (7.29),
B[ ) (&'1) - %' 0)]] <E [E[W O 0] Y]]
—E[E [ (0[50 Y] E [/ 0[50, Y]]

2T3/\2£2(52p T, -
<y [ R - ] a]

N
2T3)\20252%°
Similarly we show that
. 2T3N2025%0
E[(x (1) = X' (1) X3 (0] | < —sz Bl (7.36)
From (7.31), and as in the setting in (7.35), it follows that
. AT\ 2540
E HX{V(t) - lev(t)‘ ‘Xév( Xév( )H < TE [Yz] . (7.37)

Consequently from (7.37),(7.36), (7.35), (7. 34) and (7.30), it follows that

lim limsup sup fNE [X1 (t )Xév(t)} = 0.
6=0 Nooo 0<t<T O

Therefore, (7.27) follows from (7.33) and (7.28). O
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7.2.4. Proof of Lemma 7.4. We recall that

N
P 1
N _ —
6170(t> - /N Zf)/k’o(t) (1Pk(0,t,7k70,§N)=0 o ]lpk(oatﬁk,mg):()) ’
k=1

Using the fact that for all A, B € N,

[L1a—o — 1p—o| < |A - BJ,

from Assumption 2.4 and 2.5 and Lemma 4.12, it follows that

Hence as in the setting of (7.2), (7.3) and

[0}

— )
VN

N
R . t N —
SY(t) &%) < 0N m0.4.910.57.5)
k=1

{—1

—N —
+ 18*T<Ci§t7THk(O’t’fyk7o’g 73{)

=t (7.38)
+

5 -

b
Il

M= T1M=

(Hk(07 ta ’yk,07§Na§) + Hk‘(ov 577k,07§N7§)> .
1

—~

7.4) respectively, we establish the tightness of éffo.
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