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Abstract

We address the problem of parameter estimation for degenerate diffusion processes defined via the
solution of Stochastic Differential Equations (SDEs) with diffusion matrix that is not full-rank. For this
class of hypo-elliptic diffusions recent works have proposed contrast estimators that are asymptotically
normal, provided that the step-size in-between observations A = A, and their total number n satisfy
n — 00, nA, — 00, A, — 0, and additionally A, = o(n~/?). This latter restriction places a require-
ment for a so-called rapidly increasing experimental design. In this paper, we overcome this limitation and
develop a general contrast estimator satisfying asymptotic normality under the weaker design condition
A, = o(n_l/ P) for general p > 2. Such a result has been obtained for elliptic SDEs in the literature, but
its derivation in a hypo-elliptic setting is highly non-trivial. We provide numerical results to illustrate the
advantages of the developed theory.

Keywords: Stochastic Differential Equation; hypo-elliptic diffusion; high-frequency observations; experi-
mental design of observations.

1 Introduction

We consider the problem of parameter inference for multivariate Stochastic Differential Equations (SDEs)
determined via a degenerate diffusion matrix. Let (2, F,{F;}+>0,P) be a filtered probability space and let
W = (th, ceey Wtd), t > 0, be the d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, d > 1, defined on such a space.
We introduce N-dimensional SDE models, N > 1, of the following general form:

d
dX; = p(Xy,0)dt + Y A;(X,0)dW!,  Xo=z RV, (1.1)
j=1

with p, A;(-,0) : RY — R¥, 1 < j < d, for parameter §. This work focuses on the case where the diffusion
matrix A = [A1, ..., Ag] is not of full-rank, i.e. the matrix a = AAT is not positive definite. Also, the law of
the solution to (1.1) is assumed to be absolutely continuous with respect to (w.r.t.) the Lebesgue measure.
Such models are referred to as hypo-elliptic diffusions and constitute an important class of continuous-time
Markovian processes, used in a wide range of applications. E.g., this model class includes the (underdamped)
Langevin equation, the Synaptic-Conductance model (Ditlevsen and Samson, 2019), the NLCAR(p) model
(Tsai and Chan, 2000; Stramer and Roberts, 2007), the Jansen-Rit neural mass model (Buckwar et al., 2020),
the Susceptible-Infected-Recovered (SIR) epidemiological model (Dureau et al., 2013; Spannaus et al., 2022)
and the quasi-Markovian generalised Langevin equations (¢-GLE) (Vroylandt et al., 2022). We investigate two
(sub-)classes of hypo-elliptic SDEs which cover a wide range of models, including the ones mentioned in the
above examples. The first model class is specified via the following SDE:

dxX, = ldXs,t] _ [us(Xt,ﬁs)
dXR,t MR(XmBR)

d
dt+>

Jj=1

Ong

Aw?, Xo== [:CS}ERN. Hypo-I
AR,j(Xtyo')‘| t 0 TR ( Yp )



The involved drift functions and diffusion coefficients are specified as follows:
ps :RY x 05, = RYs | pup :RY x @4, — RVR, Ap; RV x 0, = RVr 1< j<d,
for positive integers Ng, Ng such that N = Ng + Ng. Here, the unknown parameter vector is
0 = (Bs, Br,0) € © = Oy x Op,, x O, CRVss x RVor x RN,

for positive integers Ngg, Ng,, Ny satisfying Ngg + Ng,, + N, = Ny. The parameter space © is assumed to be
a compact subset of R™V?. We will later on place a condition on (Hypo-I), related to the so-called Hérmander’s
condition, so that indeed such an SDE gives rise to a hypo-elliptic process, i.e. finite-time transition distri-
butions of the SDE admit a Lebesgue density. In brief, the condition will guarantee that randomness from
the rough component X propagates into the smooth component Xg ¢ via the drift function ps. The second
hypo-elliptic model class we treat in this work is specified via the following SDE:

dXsl,t NSl(XS,hBSl) d ONsl zg
dX; = |dXs,¢| = | ps,(Xi,Bs,) [dt+> | Ong, | dWi, Xo=z= |z, | €RY,  (Hypo-l)
i=1
dXR pr(Xe, Br) = AR, (Xy,0) TR

T
where we have set Xg; = [Xght, Xgmt} . Also, we now have the parameter vector
0 = (Bs,.,Bs,, R, 0) €O = O, x O, x O, x Oy CRYs1 x RYs: 5 RNon x RN,
with integers Ngg , Ngg, such that Ng, = Ngg + Ngg , and the drift functions are now specified as:
ns, - RYVs « eNﬁsl — RNsl’ 1S, ‘RN x @Nﬂsz — Rst7

with integers 1 < Ng,, Ng, < Ng satisfying Ng, + Ng, = Ng. Again, © is assumed to be compact. Notice that
the drift function pg, depends on the smooth component Xg; and not on the rough component Xp;, thus
randomness from Xp ; does not directly propagate onto Xg, ;. We refer to an SDE of the form (Hypo-II) as a
highly degenerate diffusion. Throughout the paper, the second model class (Hypo-II) is treated separately from
class (Hypo-I). Later in the paper we will introduce a Héormander-type condition guaranteeing that (Hypo-II)
gives rise to hypo-elliptic SDEs.

We consider parameter estimation for the two hypo-elliptic classes (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-1I), given discrete-
time observations of the full vector X; at the instances t; = iA,,, for a step-size A, > 0. We will develop
contrast estimators for models in (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II), and study their asymptotic properties under a high-
frequency complete observation scenario. In particular, we assume the setting n — oo, A,, — 0, nA,, — oo.
Over the last two-three decades, numerous works have studied parametric inference for diffusion processes in
a high-frequency setting. These works were initially focused on elliptic diffusions, i.e. SDEs in (1.1) with the
matrix a = AA" being positive definite. Kessler (1997) proposed a contrast estimator for one-dimensional
elliptic diffusions and proved asymptotic normality (via a CLT) under the design condition A, = o(n_l/ P,
p > 2, equivalently nAP — 0. Uchida and Yoshida (2012) extended such a result in the setting of multivariate
elliptic diffusions and proposed an adaptive-type contrast estimator achieving a CLT under the same design
condition as in Kessler (1997). In contrast, hypo-elliptic diffusions have been relatively under-explored until
recently, even though an interesting empirical study, without analytical results, was provided by Pokern et al.
(2009).

Extensions of asymptotic results obtained in the elliptic setting to the hypo-elliptic one must deal with
a number of challenging issues. A standard Euler-Maruyama discretisation leads to a Dirac measure due
to the involved degenerate diffusion matrix. This matter can be resolved by considering a higher-order It6-
Taylor expansion for Xg; that propagates additional Gaussian variates onto the smooth coordinates. For
class (Hypo-I) such a direction leads to a time-discretisation scheme with Gaussian increments of size O(Af’/ %)
(resp. O(AL/?)) for the smooth component (resp. rough component). However, recent works (Ditlevsen and
Samson, 2019; Gloter and Yoshida, 2021; Iguchi et al., 2023) have highlighted that introduction of higher-
order Gaussian variates in the smooth components must be accompanied by an appropriate higher-order
mean approximation of the rough components. If such a balance is not achieved, parameter estimation of



Br becomes asymptotically biased. Within class (Hypo-I), Ditlevsen and Samson (2019) developed a non-
degenerate discretisation scheme in the setting of Ng = 1 and of the diffusion matrix A essentially being
diagonal. They proposed contrast estimators separately for 8¢ and (Sg, o) by exploiting the marginal Gaussian
density of smooth and rough components respectively and then proved a CLT under the condition that A, =
o(n~Y?), i.e. for a ‘rapidly increasing experimental design’ (Prakasa-Rao, 1988). Gloter and Yoshida (2020,
2021), always within (Hypo-I), addressed the issue of disjoint estimation by working with an approximate
Gaussian density for the full vector Xy, and then providing a joint contrast estimator the for full parameter
vector (Bg, Bs,0). They showed that the estimator is asymptotically normal under the same design condition
A, = o(nfl/ 2). Also, for bivariate hypo-elliptic models in class (Hypo-I), Melnykova (2020) exploited a local
linearisation (Biscay et al., 1996) of the drift function to obtain a non-degenerate (conditionally) Gaussian
time-discretisation scheme and construct a contrast estimator attaining a CLT under A,, = o(n_l/ %). For the
highly degenerate diffusion class (Hypo-II), Iguchi et al. (2023) recently worked under general multivariate
model settings and established a joint contrast estimator achieving the CLT under A,, = o(nfl/ %). However,
the design condition A, = o(nfl/ 2) assumed in the above works can be very restrictive in practice. For
instance, if a user tries to design a dataset with a large time interval T,, = nA, and a large number of samples
n to obtain an accurate estimation result, then the step-size A,, should be set to a quite small value so that
the condition nAi =T,A, — 0 is satisfied, e.g. for T;, = 1000, A,, should be much less than 0.001. Datasets
with an extremely small step-size are not always available in applications.

An apparent open question in the hypo-elliptic setting is the weakening of the design condition A, =
o(n~%/2). Indicatively, Melnykova (2020) and Gloter and Yoshida (2020) required the condition A,, = o(n~/?)
to control terms of size O(A, %), ¢ > 1/2, when proving consistency for their contrast estimators. Thus, to
arrive to a CLT under a weaker design condition, one needs to develop a different approach compared to
previous works to prove consistency without requiring that A, = o(n_l/ 2). Furthermore, the construction
of a general contrast function for degenerate SDEs is not straightforward due to the degenerate structure of
the diffusion matrix. For class (Hypo-I), Iguchi et al. (2022) developed a contrast estimator achieving the
CLT under the weaker condition A,, = o(n~!/?) via a novel closed-form transition density expansion for SDEs
within (Hypo-I). However, a general asymptotic theory under the condition A,, = o(n_l/ P), p > 2, has yet to
be established for degenerate SDEs.

The contribution of our work is to close the above described gap in the research of hypo-elliptic SDEs. We
propose a general contrast estimator for a wide class of hypo-elliptic models and show its asymptotic normality
under the weaker design condition A,, = o(nil/ Py, p > 2. Specifically, our contributions include the following:

(a) We develop two contrast estimators for the two model classes (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II), for the purposes
of joint estimation of the unknown parameter vector (8g,8r, o). The contrast functions are based on
approximate log-likelihood terms which we construct by making use of Gaussian approximations with
high-order mean and variance expansions, while at the same time dealing with the degenerate structure
of the involved SDEs.

(b) We show that under the high-frequency, complete observation regime, a CLT is obtained provided that
the design condition A,, = o(nil/p), for p > 2, is satisfied. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
work to define a contrast estimator achieving a CLT under the weak design condition that nAP — 0,
for arbitrarily large p > 2, in the hypo-elliptic setting. For reference, Table 1 summarises existing works
with corresponding design condition, including our contribution in this work.

(¢) We provide numerical experiments to demonstrate that the proposed contrast estimator is asymptotically
unbiased under the high-frequency complete observation regime with the weaker design condition A, =
o(nfl/p), p > 3. The numerical results highlight that the estimators requiring A,, = 0(n71/2) proposed
in the literature can indeed suffer from bias when nA? is not sufficiently small.

(d) The developed methodology is relevant beyond the setting of high-frequency and/or complete observa-
tions. Indeed, the developed Gaussian approximation of the true transition density can be used as part of
a broader data augmentation algorithm (e.g., Expectation-Maximisation or MCMC) given low-frequency
and/or partial observations. Analytical results for such a setting are beyond the scope of this paper,
but we provide a numerical result showcasing the advantage of the use of the developed approximate
log-likelihood associated with the weaker design condition A,, = o(nfl/ Py, p > 3, under the setting of
high-frequency partial observations.



Table 1: Contrast estimators for Hypo-elliptic SDEs (high-frequency, complete observation regime)

Model Class Doer?iinn C‘fj(())rn (éiltj’;n est;]r(ilizicion
Ditlevsen and Samson (2019) Difgfs}i]gr?_rlr)la‘;vrizl i:]svii:giﬁal. A, =o(n~1?) X
Melnykova, (2020) (Hypo-I) with Ng = Ny = 1. A, = o(n"1/?) o
Gloter and Yoshida (2020, 2021) (Hypo-I) A, =o(n~?) o
Iguchi et al. (2022) (Hypo-I) A, = o(n~1/3) o
Iguchi et al. (2023) (Hypo-II) A, =o(n~?) o
This work (Hypo-I) & (Hypo-1I) A, =o(n Py, p>2 o

To add to point (d) above, we stress that our analytical results are obtained for the complete observation
regime. Many times in practical applications only smooth components are observed. However, Ditlevsen and
Samson (2019) and Iguchi et al. (2023) have shown empirically that filtering procedures incorporating the
developed approximate likelihood of the full state vector (within a data augmentation approach) can lead to
asymptotically unbiased parameter estimation (and improved estimates in a practical non-asymptotic setting)
also under a partial observation regime.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2 prepares some conditions related to the hypo-
ellipticity of the models (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II). Section 3 develops the new contrast estimators and states
their asymptotic properties, thus providing the main results of this work. Simulation studies (codes are
available at https://github.com/Yugalgu/Parameter-estimation-hypo-SDEs) are shown in Section 4 and
the proofs for the main results are collected in Section 5. Section 6 concludes the paper.

Notation.
For the case of the model class (Hypo-II) we write:
]T

Bs = (Bs,Bs,) € Ops =Opy x Oy, ps(x, Bs) = [us, (xs,Bs,) ", ps, (2, Bs,) "

)

for = (zg,rr) € RYS x R¥® = RN, Thus, we can now use the following notation, covering both (Hypo-I)
and (Hypo-II):

w(@,0) = [us(, B) T pr(x, Br)T], Aj(2,0) = [0k, Ary(z,0)T] ", 1<j<d,  (1.2)

for z € RN and 0 = (Bs,Br,0) € ©. For a test function ¢(-,0) : RY — R, # € ©, which is bounded up to
second order derivatives, we introduce differential operators £ and £;, 1 < j < d, so that:

N d
. , 820
1 21 12 .
Lip(x,0) ZAz x,e), 1<j<d, (1.4)

for (x,0) € RY x ©. We denote by Py the probability law of process {X:}+>0 under the parameter § € ©. We

also write
Pm‘ ﬁm‘

)


https://github.com/YugaIgu/Parameter-estimation-hypo-SDEs

to denote convergence in probability and distribution under the true parameter 7. The latter is assumed to
be unique and to belong in the interior of ©. We denote by S the space of functions f : [0, 00) x RY x© - R
so that there exist constants C,q > 0 such that |f(A,z,0)| < C(1+ |z|?)A for any (A, z,0) € [0,00) x RY x ©.
We denote by C°(R™ x ©; R™), n,m € N, the set of functions f : R" x © — R such that f is infinitely
differentiable w.r.t z € R" for all § € © and f and its derivatives of any order are of at most polynomial growth
in € R™ uniformly in € ©. Cy°(R"™,R™) represents the set of smooth functions such that the function and
its derivatives of any order are bounded. For a sufficiently smooth function f : R®™ — R, we write its higher
order partial derivative as follows. For a € {1,...,n}!,1>1and 1 <i<n,

Oifu) = g (W), Duaf(u) = 52 f(u).

We also write .
Oy = [8u,7,'7 ceey au,n] s 812;, = aua;l',

for the standard differential operators acting upon maps R” — R, n > 1. Finally, for a matrix A, we write its
(4, 7)-th element as [A];;.

2 Model Assumptions and Contrast Estimators

We start by stating some basic assumptions for the classes of SDEs in (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II). In particular,
Section 2.1 provides Hérmander-type conditions that imply that the models of interest are indeed hypo-elliptic,
thus their transition distribution admits a density w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. The stated conditions also
highlight that classes (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-1I) are separate. We proceed to develop our contrast estimators in

Section 2.2. Hereafter, we will often denote by Xt(l) and Xt(H) the solution to the SDE (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II)
respectively.

2.1 Conditions for Hypo-Ellipticity

We first introduce some notation. We write the drift function of the Stratonovich-type SDE corresponding
to the Ité-type one, given in (Hypo-I) or (Hypo-II), as follows

d
Ao(x,0) == p(x,0) — 3> LrAg(x,0),  (2,0) e RV x 0.
k=1
We will often treat vector fields V : RN — R as differential operators via the relation V < Zfil Viam-. For

two vector fields V, W : RY — R their Lie bracket is defined as [V, W] = VW — WV. That is, for the SDE
vector fields Ay, A;, 0 < k,l < d, we have that

N N
[Aka Al](xa 9) = ZA%(zve)az,zAl@ca 0) - ZA;(JZ, e)azzAk(xv 0)3 (;L‘,@) € RN X ©.
1=1 1=1

For 1 <4 <j < N, we define the projection operator proj; ; : RN — RI7HL a5

T .
T = [Jcl, ... ,a:N] = proj; ;(z) = [a:i, ... ,xj}
We impose the following conditions on classes (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II).
[H1] (i). For class (Hypo-I), for any (x,6) € R x ©, it holds that:
span{AR,k(x,a)7 1<k< d} = RNz,

span{{Ak(x,a), [Ao, Ap)(z,0) }, 1 <k < d} =RV,



(i3). In the case of class (Hypo-II), for any (z,0) € RY x O, it holds that:

span{ARk(x,a), 1<k< d} = RV=,

Span{Prostl+1,N{Ak(Ia0)}a projN51+1,N{ [onAk](fﬁaa)}7 1<k < d} = RNs2+ e,

span{{ Ap(z,0), [Ao, A (x,6) , [Ao, [Ao, Axl] (,0) }, 1 <k < d} — RV,

[H2] 1, Aj € CP(RY x ©;RN), 1< j<d

Remark 2.1. We introduce condition [H1] to impose some standard structure upon the degenerate SDE models
(Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II) and so that contrast functions developed later on are well-defined. Condition [H1] is
stronger than the standard Hormander’s condition. The latter states that there exists M € N such that for any
(z,0) e RY x 9,

span{V(x,G) :V(z,0) € Vm} =RY,

1

T Cx

where we have set,
Vo={A1,..., A}, Vi={[A,A]:AeV;_1,0<1<d}, 1<k

Given 0 € O, if u(-,0), A;(-,0) € Cs°(RYN;RY) then Hormander’s condition implies the evistence of a smooth
Lebesgue density for the law of X;, t > 0, for any initial condition x € RN (see e.g. Nualart (2006)). Thus,
(Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II) belong to the class of hypo-elliptic SDEs. We stress that condition [H1] is satisfied
for most hypo-elliptic SDEs used in applications, as for instance is the case for the models cited in Section 1.
Condition [H2] allows the SDE coefficients to lie in the larger class Cp° (RN, RN rather than in C3°(RY;RY).

Example 1. We provide some examples of degenerate SDEs satisfying the above conditions in applications.

i. Underdamped (standard) Langevin equation for one-dimensional particle with a unit mass:

dg; = pdt;

2.1
dpy = (~U"(q1) + Apo)dt + od W, (2.1)

where 0 = (v, o) is the parameter vector and U : R — R is some smooth potential with polynomial growth.
The values of q; and p; represent the position and momentum of the particle, respectively. This model
belongs in the class (Hypo-1) and indeed satisfies condition [H1](%).

it. Quasi-Markovian Generalised Langevin Equation (q-GLE) for the case of an one-dimensional particle
with an one-dimensional auxiliary variable:

dq; = pedt;
dSt = (*)\Pt - O[St)dt + O'th,

where 0 = (A, «, o) is the parameter vector and U is as in (2.1). Note that component s; is now introduced
as an auziliary variable to capture the mon-Markovianity of the memory kernel. The q-GLE class has
been recently actively studied as an effective model in physics (see e.g. Leimkuhler and Matthews (2015))
and parameter estimation of the model also has been investigated in Kalliadasis et al. (2015). The drift
function of the smooth component q; is now independent of the rough component s;. Model (2.2) belongs
in the SDE class (Hypo-1I) and satisfies condition [H1](ii). Details can be found, e.g., in Iguchi et al.
(2023).



2.2 Contrast Estimators for Degenerate SDEs

Under [H1]-[H2], we define contrast functions for the hypo-elliptic SDEs (Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II), so that
the corresponding parameter estimators attain a CLT under the design condition A, = o(nfl/ Py, p>2. The
development of our contrast functions is related to the approaches of (Kessler, 1997; Uchida and Yoshida, 2012)
where, in an elliptic setting, contrast functions delivering CLTs with A, = o(n_l/ P) are obtained. However,
carrying forward such earlier approaches to the hypo-elliptic diffusion is far from straightforward, mainly due
to the degeneracy of the diffusion matrix. After a brief review of the construction of contrast functions that
deliver a CLT with A, = o(nfl/ P) in the elliptic case, we proceed to the treatment of the hypo-elliptic class
of models.

2.2.1 Review of Contrast Estimators for Elliptic SDEs

We review the construction of contrast estimators for elliptic SDEs in Kessler (1997); Uchida and Yoshida
(2012), where the diffusion matrix a(z, ) = A(z,0)A(z,0) " for the SDE in (1.1) is now assumed to be positive
definite for any (z,0) € RN x ©,.

Step 1. Via an [to-Taylor expansion, one obtains high-order approximations for the mean and variance of
X, given X, ,, that is:

Eo [ X0, | P ] =75, (A, Xy, ,,0) + O(ATHY);

Vary [X t

fti—l] =A- Ejp(A?Xti—lae) + O(Ajp+1)7

where j, = [p/2], with 7, (A, Xy, ,,0) € RN and E; (A, Xy, ,,0) € RV*N determined as follows, for K € N:

K K
TK(AvXti—ue) = th—1 + Z AF . Lkil/u‘(Xti_ue)v EK(A7Xti—179) = ZAk : Ek(th—1ag)'
k=1 k=0

In the above expression for Zx, we have ¥g = a = AA", and Xy, k > 1, are matrices available in closed-form
and which include high-order derivatives of the SDE coeflicients.

Step 2. Kessler (1997); Uchida and Yoshida (2012) make use of a Gaussian density with mean r; (A, Xy, ,,0)
and variance A, - Z; (A,, X;,_,,0) as a proxy for the intractable transition density of X;, given Xy, ,. Fur-
thermore, to ensure that the approximation is well-defined (notice that Zx is not guaranteed to be positive-
definite) and avoid cumbersome technicalities, they apply a formal Taylor expansion on Ej_pl(An, Xt,_,,0) and
logdet Z; (Ay, X¢,_,,0) around A, = 0 so that the positive definiteness of the matrix a(z,0) is exploited.
Thus, they define the estimator:
Qe _ arg min (BUP(0), > 2,
€O

for the contrast function:
o n  Jp
LEPHC(0) = "N T AR L (A, 0), (2.3)
i=1 k=0

with:
T
Lf)k)(A7 9) = %(th - ij(A’ Xti—179)) Gk(Xtifwe) (Xti - TP(AvXtifwe)) + Hk(Xt¢71a9)7

where G, : RY x© — RY*N and Hy, : RY x© — R are analytically available and correspond to the coefficients
of the AF-term in the formal Taylor expansion of Ej_pl (A, Xy, ,,0) and of logdet Z; (A, Xy, ,,0) at A = 0,
respectively.

Remark 2.2. Due to the fact that j, = [p/2], p > 2, the contrast function/estimator has the same form for
p=2k,2k+1, k € N. However, as Kessler (1997); Uchida and Yoshida (2012) remarked in their works, when



p = 2, a simpler estimator based upon the Euler-Maruyama discretisation is asymptotically normal under the
condition A, = 0(n71/2), with a contrast function given as:

AL(th - th’—l - An N(Xtifuﬁ))—ra_l(Xtifno—) (th - Xti71 - An ,U(Xti,lvﬁ))

n

-

£ (9) =

i=1

+ Z logdet a(Xy,_,,0).

i=1

The above is different from ﬁfgipticw) in the sense that term Y7 | Ay - L2 (An,0) is not required in EM ).

2.2.2 Contrast Estimator for SDE Class (Hypo-I)

We will adapt the strategy of Kessler (1997); Uchida and Yoshida (2012) to construct contrast functions for
degenerate SDEs, starting from the hypo-elliptic class (Hypo-I). However, the extension is not straightforward
because now the diffusion matrix a(z,o) is not positive definite. Another important difference between the
hypo-elliptic and the elliptic setting is that an It6-Taylor expansion for moments of the SDE can involve A
with varying orders across smooth and rough components.

Example 2. We consider the following two-dimensional underdamped Langevin SDE with potential function
U:R — R (assumed sufficiently regular):

dX} = X7dt;
dX} = (-U'(X}) — X7)dt + odW,,

where o > 0 is a diffusion parameter. For the above model, the Ito-Taylor expansion gives:

A% A2 4 3

A A ToaY) o
Var@ [XtH,l |-/—-'t1] — 0_2 32 2 + ( ) ( )

A1 A [0A%) o)a?)

Thus, the order of A is larger for the smooth component. Note that the leading term o®A3 /3 in the variance
of XA derives from the Gaussian variate O’fOA Wds arising in the It6-Taylor expansion of XX .

One must now find a positive definite matrix instead of a(z,6) to obtain a general contrast function in
the form of (2.3) in a hypo-elliptic setting while dealing with such structure of varying scales amongst the

components of degenerate SDEs. We thus begin by considering a standardisation of X A(I) (conditionally on

XO(I) = z) via subtracting high-order mean approximations from smooth/rough components and dividing with
appropriate A-terms. In particular, we introduce the R” -valued random variables as:

Y= mPa e x 0,0

I I T I I a
= [\/lAis (XS(,)A - T(S,)Kp-‘rl(A’ €T 9)) ) ﬁ (XI;,)A - Tg%,)Kp (Av €, 0)) )
where we have set K, = [p/2] and for ¢ € N,
I ,
T(S1)7q(Aa37»9) . [xs‘| Kl Ak ’Ck 1/"LS(‘T70)‘| T = [IT Z'T]T c RNS X RNR
- ) - RYy*S )

o KL (e, 0)

ri(Ax,0) | TR
with this latter quantity obtained from an Ité-Taylor expansion of Eg[X A(I) ]. Note here that different orders
(by one) of mean approximation are used for smooth and rough components in the above standarisation. We
will provide some more details on this in Remark 2.3 later in the paper. We denote the Lebesgue density of

the distribution of X A(I) given XO(I) =z and 0 € O as

(1)
y s Po(X N € dy)/dy = p*a (2,y;0).



Transformation of random variables gives that, for (z,y,0) € RN x RY x O,

X (0,430) = e p¥ra

o ,/A3NS+NRp (€:0) |€ ms (Ae,y,60)

p

m
where £ — prvA (&;0) is the Lebesgue density of the law of YZ(J)A. Following the standarisation, an Ito-Taylor
expansion now gives:

J
E, [Yp(}g (Y;}g)T} =20(2,0)+ Y A7 -2 (2,0) + RD(ATH, 2,0),
j=1
where J € N, RV € &, for some analytically available N x N matrices EJ.(I) (z,6). In particular, matrix
»®(z,6) has the following block expression:
1 1
2,0 ={)(z,0)

@ (z,0) = o o
Ype(x,0) Xpp(x,0)

)

where we have set:

E}(%II)%‘T 0 ZARk X U)ARk(JZ O')T CLR(’I,O'),
k=1

d
Eg])% (z,0) = %Zﬁkﬂs z,0)Ap i (z, O')T Eg;(x,ﬁ) = Eé%(x,ﬂ)—r,

[

d

280,0) = 13" Lips(x,0) Lops(2,0)T = Las(z, 6).
k

I
-

Matrix 3 (z, 0) plays a role similar to a(z,6) in the elliptic setting due to the following result.

Lemma 2.1. Under condition [H1](i), the matrices ar(x, o), as(x,0) and XD (x,0) are positive definite for
all (z,0) € RN x ©.

Proof. Tt is immediate from condition [H1](#) that the matrix ar(z,0) is positive definite for any (x,0) €
RY x ©,. The condition also implies that

spany proj Ao, Apl(z,0)), 1 <k <d} =spand Lpus(z,0), 1 <k <dp =RNs,
Nr+1,N )

for all (z,0) € RY x ©. Thus, the matrix ag(z,#) is also positive definite for any (z,0) € RY x ©. Finally,
since it holds that

det U (z,0) = 12det ar(z,0) detag(z,0) >0, (z,0) e RN x O,
the proof is now complete. |
We form a Gaussian approximation for pYP(:I)A (£;0) to obtain a contrast function that will be well-defined
due to the positive definiteness of matrix E(I)(z, #). We introduce some notation. For h > 0,0 € 0,0 < i < n,
1<j<Kand K €N,
I I I 1 I I
m)(n,0) :=mP(h, xP X1 0), =) =s0(x,.0), ="06):=2"Xx,,0);

_ ; -1
Z(h,0) =300+ Y w200,  APO) = (=10)

1<G<K



We write the formal Taylor expansion of (E(Ipz(h, 9))_1 and of log det Eg?z(fu 0) up to the level K € N as
I I
> MGRO, Y ntHE),
0<k<K 0<k<K

respectively, where

1 — —1 1 _
GO = =0k (B, (h0) " |,y HO) = S0k (logdet ZR, (h,0) |,y 0< kK.
For instance, one has:
G (0) = AP (), H{)(0) = logdet =7 (6),
G10) = - 0) 50 0) AP 0), H(0) = T [A " (0)=000),

’ L7 z z7

G0 = (@ O=N0) + A" OzB0)a"0),  BYO) =T [1ch Oz 0) + AP 0)zH0).

Note that the terms GEI,)C (9) and H(I) +(0) involve the inverse of the matrix E(I) (0), and are well-defined following

Condition [H1](¢) and Lemma 2.1. We now construct the contrast function ézg T)L A0), 0 = (Bs,Br,0) € O, for
the hypo-elliptic class (Hypo-I) as follows:

(i) For p = 2,
0350) = > {mf) (2, 0) T AL (O mf)(A,,0) + logdet B, (9) . (2.4)
=1
(ii) For p > 3,
n Kp
(D0 =33 A0 {m (A, 07 GO O m ) (A, 0 +HD, (0)}. (2.5)
i=1 j=0

Thus, the contrast estimator éISIT)L = (Bs.pms Bropms Opm), p > 2, is defined as:

00 = argmin £V (9).
P Oge@ pn(f)

2.2.3 Contrast Estimator for SDE Class (Hypo-II)

To construct the contrast function and corresponding estimator for the highly degenerate diffusion class
defined via (Hypo-II), we proceed as above, that is we consider an appropriate standarisation that takes under
consideration the scales of the three components (Xg, a,Xs,.A,Xr,A), A > 0. Note that the first smooth
component Xg, a has a variance of size O(A®) due to the largest (as A — 0) variate in the It6-Taylor expansion
being fOA f(f Wyduds, where we have made use of the fact that the drift ug, is a function only of the smooth
components. Thus, we introduce

11 11 11
= (X5, =78 k2B, X00,,6))

AS h
11 11 11 1)
m{} (A, ) == - (X80, =5l (A XM o),

n

II II II
\/1AT (X}(%,t),- - rg%,%(p (A7 Xt(rz7)1 ? 9))

where we have set, for ¢ € N, (A, z,0) € (0,00) x RY x ©,

réﬁ q(A z, 9) Ts, AF ‘Ck Msl( 9)
rol (A, z,0)| = |z, +Z o[£ s (.0)
rglq(A x,0) TR L g, 0)

10



We will explain the choice of the truncation levels used above in the mean approximation r™ in Remark 2.3.
Via an It6-Taylor expansion, we obtain that:

Eg [m{), (A, 0) Tm), (A, 0)|F,] == (0 +ZN =0) + R(AKHL X1V ), (2.6)

for some analytically available matrices EZ(.H)(G), EEIZI) (0) e RV*N 1 <i<n,jeN, and a residual R(-), such

that [R()]k, ks, € Sy 1 < k1, k2 < N. In particular, the matrix EZ(.H)(Q) = E(H)(X,SI),F)) admits the following
block expression:

11 11 11
26k, @.0) 2G%,@.0) BGh(.0)
(11) _ (IT) (I1) (9] N
X0 (z,0) = |Zg5 (2,0) X5 (x,0) g p(x,0)], (z,0) e RY x O, (2.7)

11 11 11
09, (@,0) =Y (2,0) SHh(z.0)

where we have set:

d
S0R(@,.0) = Api(z,0)Ari(z,0)T = ar(z,0),
k=1

M=

Eélgll)%(x7 0) = Ekusz ('Tv 6‘>ARJ€(‘Z7 U)T7 E}(%I;’)Q (1‘, 9) = Eélgll’){(x7 9)T7

1
2

b
Il
—

Eéllll)%(x 9) Ek‘cﬂsl (377 H)AR,k(x7 U)T’ EI(%I;)I (:E7 9) = ESII})%(@‘, 9)T7

o=

W=
x ™
&l a B
= =

Sj;z (x,0) = Lipis, (x,0)Lops,(z,0)" = tas,(z,0),

S0 (2,0) = 1S LiLps, (2,0)Lips, (2,0)T, L (2,00 =S8 (,0)7,

0|
o

M-I

S0 (2.0) = 53 LiLus, (@,0)LiLus, (2,0)T = Lasg, (z,0).

k=1

As is the case with the matrix X1 (z,0), (2,0) € RY x O, for the matrix X (z,0), we have the following
result whose proof is provided in Appendix B in Iguchi et al. (2023).

Lemma 2.2. Under condition [H1](ii), the matrices ag(z,0), as,(x,8), as, (z,0) and W (z,0) are positive
definite for all (x,0) € RN x ©.

Forh>0,0<i<nand 0 <k <K, K €N, we write:

AZ(_II) 0) = (EEII)(H))—l’ E}({I}i)(h’g) — E(H )+ Zhg (H)

P 0) = & ok (EW(h,0) "

s

o BUV(t,0) = Lok (1ogdet:§£2< ,0)) |n=o-

We now obtain our contrast function éIS,I,IL) (0), p > 2, for the hypo-elliptic class (Hypo-II):
(i) For p = 2,

i—

4300 = > {m{P (2, 0TAN ) m{P (A, 0) + 10g der 51 (0) }.

11



(ii) For p > 3,

(0 Z Z AL {m{P(A, 0T M (0 m VA, 0) +HM (0)), (2.8)

=1 j=0
where K, = [p/2].

Thus, the contrast estimator for the class (Hypo-II) is defined as:

é;,ﬂ? (/3’ (D 3D 3D &(17?) = arg mlné(H @), p>2, 06€6.

S1,p,n? FS2,p,n’ FR,pno Y p, oco

Remark 2.3. In the definition of contrast estimator, we make use of mean approximations with different
number of terms for the various components, so that it holds that, for any 0 € ©, p>2 and 1 <k < N,

Eg[ (w).k( A n,0)|]-'ti_1} = Ry(VAZSH XM gy 1<i<n, we{LI}, (2.9)

with some Ry, € S. This is one of the key developments to obtain the CLT under the weaker design condition
A, = o(n_l/p), p > 2. Notice that we divide the smooth components by smaller quantities in terms of powers

of Ay, e.g., /A and /A3 for the components Xgll) and Xg;), respectively, thus we require more accurate
mean approximations for those components to obtain (2.9).

3 Asymptotic Properties of the Contrast Estimators

To state our main results, we introduce a set of additional conditions for the two hypo-elliptic classes
(Hypo-I) and (Hypo-II). Recall that we write the true value of the parameter as 67 = (5;, BE, O’T), under the

interpretation that Bg = (ﬂgl , 52;2) for class (Hypo-II), and that 0" is assumed to be unique and to lie in the
interior of ©.

[H3] For any = € RY and any multi-index a € {1,..., N}, 1 > 0, the functions
0 — OLp'(x,0), 06— 0LAL(x,0), 1<j<d, 1<i<N,

are three times differentiable. Additionally, for any multi-index 8 € {1,...,Np}', I € {1,2,3}, the
functions

x> 05054 (x,0), x> 0505 Al(x,0), 1<j<d, 1<i<N,
have a polynomial growth, uniformly in 6 € ©.

[H4] The diffusion process {X;}¢>0 defined via (Hypo-I) or (Hypo-II) is ergodic under 6 = 67, with invariant
distribution denoted by vyi. Furthermore, all moments of vy are finite.

[H5] It holds that for all r > 1, sup,- o Egt[|X¢|"] < 0.
[H6] If it holds
/J‘S(x7ﬂs) = NS(%BL)» :uR(xvﬁR) = /JR((E,/BL), AR(.’E,O’) = AR(an-T)v
for z in set of probability 1 under v+, then Sg = Bg, Br = BL, o=ol.

We first show that the proposed contrast estimators Gpl)n, 01(3112 are consistent in the high-frequency, complete
observation regime:

Theorem 3.1 (Consistency). Let p > 2 be an arbitrary integer. Assume that conditions [H1]-[H6] hold. If
n— 00, A, = 0 and nA, — oo, then

9 (H) ANy

12



Furthermore, the proposed estimators are asymptotically normal under the condition A,, = o(n_l/ Py p>2.

Theorem 3.2 (CLT). Let p > 2 be an arbitrary integer. Assume that conditions [H1]-[H6] hold. If n — oo,
A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, with A,, = o(n_l/p), then:

1. For the hypo-elliptic class (Hypo-I),

2 (B — BY)
VBB, .~ | ¥ (0w, O ),
Vi@l =)
where the asymptotic precision matrix F(I)(HT) s defined as:
O (g") = Diag [rg; (0", ) (07), 7O (67

with the involved block matrices specified as:

[Th 1), = 12 /R Opsins(y. B) Tag (y,0") Oss s (v BY) ver (dy), 1< 5 < Nag:
[ng)z(gjf)} ij = /]RN 85R,iMR (y76L)Talgl(yvaT) 85R,j MR (97 6};) Vgt (dy)a 1<4,5< NBR;

i 2

[r®e)],. = l/ Tr[0,,; 20 (y, 0N AD (3,00, ;2D (y, 6 AD (y,01)] vgi (dy), 1 <1i,j < N,.
]RN

II. For the hypo-elliptic class (Hypo-II),
B n (A ]
NI
n B(H) - i -
An( S2,p, Sz) of JV(ONS,F(H)(QT)_l),
A(IT
Vil (Bl — 8Y)
L (11
Vilegy . — o)

where the asymptotic precision matrix I"(H)(HT) 1s defined as:

T (g%) = Diagr|! (67), T2 (67), TG (67), T (61)

with the involved block matrices specified as:

5. (6M)],, =720 /RN s, i sy (s BL) Tag! (4, 07) Ops, 5 s, (v, 8L, ) vor (dy),  1<i,j < Npg,
[T (1], =12 / Do ansa(y, L) a5 (0,09 Dsey s s, BL,) ver (dy), 1< g < Nig,;

[T, (07)],, = /R Ot (0, 8R) 4 (4, 01) Dy pim (4, B) ver (dy), 1< 0.5 < N
IERICHIE / Tx[0,, 20 (5, 0N A (. 610, 2 (3, 6) A (3, 01)] v (dy), 145 < N,

The proofs are given in Section 5.
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Remark 3.1. The design condition A,, = o(n_l/p), p > 2, i.e. nAP — 0, appears in the CLT result (Theorem
3.2). As we explain later in the proof in Section 5.2, the condition is required so that the expectation of the
score function, specifically, the gradient of the contrast function em,,(eT), tends to 0. This is relevant for the
mean of the asymptotic Gaussian distribution to converge to 0. If the given design condition is not satisfied,
the distribution of estimators will tend to concentrate on an area that deviates from the true value, thus the
estimators will suffer from bias. We observe this issue in the numerical experiments in Section 4, where the
standard contrast estimator 0y, exhibits the described bias when nA2 is not sufficiently small, while 6,,.,, for
p > 3 avoids such a bias.

4 Numerical Applications

In the numerical examples shown below, for given choices of A,, and n, we observe gradual improvements in
the behaviour of the estimates when moving from p = 2 to p = 3 and then to p = 4. Indicatively, discrepancies
are stronger in the experiment that contrasts p = 2 with p = 4.

4.1 Quasi-Markovian Generalised Langevin Equation

We study numerically the properties of the proposed contrast estimator for the quasi-Markovian Generalised
Langevin Equation (¢-GLE) defined via (2.2) in Example 1. This is an SDE process that belongs in the class
(Hypo-II). We consider the following two choices of potential function U, leading to a linear /non-linear system
of degenerate SDEs:

Case I. Quadratic potential: R 3 ¢ — U(q) = Dg?/2 with some parameter D > 0.
Case II. Double-well potential: R > ¢ — U(q) = (¢* — D)?/4, with some parameter D > 0.

For the above two cases, we generate M = 100 independent trajectories of observations by applying the locally
Gaussian (LG) discretisation scheme defined in Iguchi et al. (2023) with a small step-size A = 10~*. We treat
these trajectories as obtained from the true model (Hypo-II) in the understanding that the discretisation bias is
negligible. We then obtain the synthetic complete observations by sub-sampling from the above LG trajectories
with coarser time increments. For the two choices of potential above, we consider the designs of high-frequency
observations given in Table 2. We specify the true values for the parameter § = (D, A, a, o) for each model as
shown in Table 3. We compute the contrast estimators 6, ,,(= G(H ) = (Dp.ns Apns Qpony Gpn) for p=2,3. To
obtain the minima of the contrast functions we used the adaptive moments (Adam) optimiser with the following
algorithmic specifications: (step-size) = 0.1, (exponential decay rate for the first moment estimates) = 0.9,
(exponential decay rate for the second moment estimates) = 0.999, (additive term for numerical stability) =
1078 and (number of iterations) = 8,000. Table 4 summarises the means and standard deviations of M = 100
realisations of épm — 6f, with p = 2,3, for model Cases I & II, and Figure 1 shows boxplots of the individual
discrepancies. Remarkably, in all four designs, when p = 2 we observe that the estimator 62, suffers from a
severe bias, as its realisations do not cover the true value o (see the boxplots at the bottom of Figure 1). In
contrast, when p = 3 the 100 realisations of &3, are concentrated around o'. We observe that the estimators
of the parameters D, A in the drift functions of the smooth components converge quickly to the true values for
both p = 2,3. This agrees with the theoretical finding that the asymptotic variances tend to 0 with the fast
convergence rate of \/A,, /n, obtained in the CLT result (Theorem 3.2).

Table 2: Designs of experiment Table 3: True value of parameters
Case 1. Case 1II. D A « o
Design A (A,,T,) =(0.008,1000) (A,,T,) = (0.01,1000) Case I. 20 2.0 40 4.0
Design B (A, T),) = (0.005,500) (A, T,) = (0.005,1000) Case II. 2.0 1.0 4.0 4.0
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Figure 1: Boxplots of M = 100 independent realisations of (maximum likelihood estimate) — (true value) for
the models Case I (left panel) and Case II (right panel). The black points indicate the individual realisations.

Table 4: Mean and standard deviation (in parenthesis) of (maximum likelihood estimate) — (true value) from

. . . 0.0008
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CEh | = | % g
[ . n TiX) | 0.0002
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. . 3 p=2 -0.0004
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T 0.0006
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+ 0.0002
<
| 00000
':» —-0.0002
‘ Q
< 00004
-0.0006
-0.0008
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0.2
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|
< 00
Q
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-02
-0.3
0.01
0.00
-
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Design A

Design B

(a) Case I.

M = 100 independent sets of complete observations.

0.0010

Design A
(b) Case II.

Design B

Case L. Case II.

Design A Design B Design A Design B
0.0000 (0.0006)  0.0000 (0.0006)  0.0000 (0.0004)  0.0000 (0.0002)
0.0000 (0.0006)  0.0000 (0.0006)  0.0000 (0.0004)  0.0000 (0.0002)
0.0001 (0.0005)  0.0000 (0.0004)  0.0000 (0.0003)  0.0000 (0.0002)
-0.0001 (0.0005)  0.0000 (0.0004) -0.0002 (0.0003) -0.0001 (0.0002)
-0.0588 (0.0795) -0.0381 (0.1194) -0.0795 (0.0907) -0.0445 (0.0784)
0.0633 (0.0808)  0.0392 (0.1234)  0.0718 (0.0952)  0.0334 (0.0814)
-0.0208 (0.0043) -0.0127 (0.0049) -0.0258 (0.0053) -0.0124 (0.0034)
0.0005 (0.0043)  0.0007 (0.0049)  0.0008 (0.0055)  0.0009 (0.0034)
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4.2 FitzHugh-Nagumo Model

We consider the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) model belonging in class (Hypo-I), and specified via the following
bivariate SDE:

dX, = 1(Xy — (X0)® = Y, — s)dt;

) (4.1)
dY, = (vX; — Y, + a)dt + odW,

with 8 = (e,7v,@,0) being the parameter vector to be estimated. We consider parameter estimation of the
FHN model in both complete and partial observation regimes where only the component X; is observed in the
latter case.

4.2.1 Complete Observation Regime

We consider the estimator 6, ,,(= 9}52) = (ép,ns Yp,n> Qp .y Op.n) when p = 2, 4. Following Melnykova (2020),
we fix s = 0.01 and set the true values to 87 = (0.10,1.50,0.30,0.60). We generate M = 50 independent
observation trajectories by using the local Gaussian discretisation for the (Hypo-I) class defined in (Gloter and
Yoshida, 2020; Iguchi et al., 2022) with a step-size A = 1074, Then, we obtain M = 50 synthetic datasets of
complete observations for the FHN model by sub-sampling from the above trajectories so that the data design
uses n = 250,000, T, = 5,000 and A,, = 0.02. To obtain the minima of the contrast functions we used the
Adam optimiser with the same setting as the experiments with the ¢-GLE earlier, except for (step-size) =
0.01. Table 5 summarises the mean and standard deviation from the 50 realisations of épm — 0 for p=2,4
and Figure 2 shows boxplots of the corresponding 50 realisations of relative discrepancies (éfm —017) /013,
1 < j < 4. We observe that the means of ép,n — 0" with p = 4 are closer to 0 than those with p = 2 for all
coordinates of § while both estimators attain similar standard deviations. Importantly, when p = 2, we see in
Figure 2 that &5 ,, and 63, are severely biased since the true values are not covered by the 50 realisations. In

contrast, when p = 4, the realisations of 9A4’n are spread on areas close to the true parameter values.

Table 5: Mean and standard deviation (in parenthesis) of (contrast estimate) — (true value) from M = 50 sets
of complete observations for the FHN model, under the design n = 250,000, T;, = 5,000, A,, = 0.02.

T T

ép,n - ET ’?p,n -7 dp,n - aT &p,n — 0
p=2 0.00068(0.00002) —0.01760 (0.00858) —0.00435(0.01045) —0.01607 (0.00067)

p=4 0.00002(0.00002) —0.00838(0.00860) —0.00227(0.01051) —0.00126 (0.00068)

4.2.2 Partial Observation Regime

We exploit the proposed contrast function, and the corresponding approximate log-likelihood, under the
partial observation regime where only the smooth component {X,} is observed. In particular, we compute
maximum likelihood estimators (MLEs) based upon a closed-form marginal likelihood constructed from the
Gaussian approximation corresponding to the contrast function Eé}}l(ﬁ) for p = 2,3. To be precise, we use the
high-order expansions for the mean and the variance, but do not make use of the Taylor expansions for the
inverse of the covariance and of its log-determinant, so that we obtain quantities that correspond to proper
density functions. Here, we mention that due to the structure of the FHN model, the obtained one-step
Gaussian approximation corresponding to the developed contrast function for p = 2,3 is a linear Gaussian
model w.r.t. the hidden component Y;, given the observation X;,. Thus, one can make use of the Kalman
Filter (KF) and calculate the marginal likelihood of the partial observations. For instance, see Iguchi et al.
(2023) where a marginal likelihood is built upon KF for the ¢-GLE model belonging in the class (Hypo-II). We
provide the details of the Gaussian approximation and the marginal likelihood for the FHN model in Appendix
D. Then, the MLE for partial observation is defined as:

ép,n(: (ép,nv 'Q/p,n7 OA‘p,na 6p,n)) = ar% Hel)aX IOg fp,n({Xti}i:O,..‘,n§ 9); p= 21 37 (42)
€
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Figure 2: Boxplots of the M = 50 realisations of (ép,n — 91)/9T for the FHN model, under the design n =
250,000, T}, = 5,000, A,, = 0.02. The black points show the individual values.

where f, ,({X4, }i=0,....n;0), p = 2,3, is the marginal likelihood. As with the experiment under complete
observations, we fix s = 0.01 and set the true values to 87 = (0.10,1.50,0.30,0.60). We generate M = 50
independent observation trajectories from the LG discretisation with a step-size A = 10~%. Then, we obtain
50 synthetic datasets of partial observation {Xi,};=o,...» with n = 200,000, 7,, = 1,000 and A, = 0.005
by sub-sampling from the above trajectories and removing the rough component {Y;,}i=o, .. The Nelder-
Mead method is applied to optimise the log-marginal likelihood for p = 2,3 with the initial guess 6y =
(0.5,0.5,0.5,0.5).

Table 6: Mean and standard deviation (in parenthesis) of ép’n — 0" from M = 50 sets of partial observations
for the FHN model, under the design n = 200,000, T, = 1,000 and A,, = 0.005.

€pm — €l Apm — 1 Gpp —al A
p=2 0.00114(0.00049) 0.01509 (0.02432)  0.00194 (0.02063)  —0.00053 (0.00294)

p=3 0.00027(0.00048) 0.00221 (0.02425) —0.00073(0.02044)  0.00334 (0.00286)
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Figure 3: Boxplots of (6, — 0')/0" from M = 50 sets of partial observations for the FHN model, under the
design n = 200,000, T,, = 1,000 and A,, = 0.005. The black points show the individual values.

Table 6 summarises the mean and standard deviation from the 50 realisations of 6,,, — 61 for p = 2,3
and Figure 3 shows boxplots of the corresponding 50 realisations of relative discrepancies (égm —019) /013,
1 < j < 4. First, we observe that both estimators share almost the same standard deviations. Secondly, the
bias in &, is clear from the boxplot in the sense that the true value ¢ is not included in the interval between

the minimum and the maximum of the 50 realisations of € ,,. Finally, the square of the mean of ép’n —6f
(eq. bias) is reduced in the drift parameters (e, v and «) for p = 3.

5 Proof of Main Results

We provide the proof for our main results, i.e. Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, which demonstrate the asymptotic
normality of the proposed contrast estimators under the design condition A, = o(n_l/ P), p > 2. We show all
details of the proof for the degenerate class (Hypo-II) as the proof for the class (Hypo-I) follows from similar
arguments. Throughout this section, for simplicity of notation, we frequently omit the subscript (IT) appearing
in the estimator and the functions introduced in Section 2.2.3. A number of technical results are collected in
an Appendix. Throughout the proof, we make use of the notation op,, (+): for a sequence of random variables
{Fn} and a numerical sequence {a;, A, } depending on n or A, we write I, = op_, (o, a,,) if

Pt
Fn/an,An 4—)9 0

asn — 0o, A, — 0 and nA,, — .

5.1 Proof of Theorem 3.1 (Consistency)

We show the consistency of the contrast estimator via the following procedure:

R P
Step 1. We show that if n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then B, p.n AN ﬁgl. In particular,

BSLP," - ﬂ;l = OP,¢ (\/K%) (51)
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Step 2. Making use of the rate of convergence found in (5.1), we show that if n — oo, A,, — 0 and nA,, — oo,

~ P,
then Bs, pn — 5.22‘ In particular,

Bsapm — BL, = op,, (V). (5.2)
Step 3. Using the rates obtained in (5.1)-(5.2), we show that if n — oo, A, — 0 and nA, — oo, then
~ P ;
(BR,p,n Op,n) — (@;aUT)-
In the sequel, we express the matrix A(z,0) = (X (2,0))7!, (z,0) € RN x O as:
A5151 (.23, 9) AS15'2 (l‘, 9) AS1R(1" 9)
A(x,@) = A5251 (1’,9) ASQS2 (x’a) AS2R(‘r’0) ’
AR5’1 (m, 9) ARSg (3?,9) ARR(Z‘,@)

for block matrices A, ,, (z,0) € RNa*Ne2 4y 1 € {S1, S5, R}. In particular, from Lemma 13 in (Iguchi et al.,
2023) we have:

As s, (z,0) =720 agll(x,ﬁ), (z,0) e RN x O,

where ag, (z,6) is specified in the definition of the matrix X (z, ) in (2.7).

Remark 5.1. The strategy of the proof outlined above is technically different from proofs in Melnykova (2020)
and Gloter and Yoshida (2020), where they require the condition A, = o(n™?) to prove consistency. Our
proof of consistency proceeds without relying on the condition A,, = o(n_1/2), and such an approach then leads
to a CLT under the weaker design condition A, = o(n_l/p), p > 2. More details on this point can be found
later in Remark 5.2.

5.1.1 Step 1.

The consistency of the estimator le p,n is deduced from the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Assume [H1]-[H5] hold. If n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

sup [224,.,(6) = Y1(6)] ~ 0, (5.3)
0€©

where
Yl(e) = /(,u‘51 (‘TS) 551) — Ksy (‘TS’ 521))TA5131 (I7 0) (,uS1 (z57551) — Ks, (Z‘S7ﬂgl))ym (dx)’ 0 € o.

The proof is given in Appendix B.1. Lemma 5.1 indeed implies the consistency of le p,n Via the following
arguments. We first notice that the matrix Ag, s, (z,0) = 720ag" (z,0) is positive definite for any (z,6) €
RY x © under [H1] due to Lemma 2.2. From the identifiability condition [H6] and the positive definiteness of
Ag, s, the term Y1(0), 6 € ©, should be positive if g, # ﬂ;l. Thus, for any € > 0, there exists a constant
0 > 0 so that

P@T (|le,p,n - ﬁgl‘ > 6) S PQT (Yl(ép,n) > 6)
From the definition of the estimator and Lemma 5.1, we have:
A By (8 Be B & )8y (3 A
]PGT (Yl (gp,n) > 5) § PQ* (Tgp,n(ﬂsl ’ /852,[),77.5 ﬂR,p,na Up,n) - Tgp,n (ep,n) + Yl (ap,n) > 5)

%igp,n(ﬁgl ) BSmﬁR) U) - ATi[p’” (9) + Yl (6)‘ > 6) - 07

< Pyi (Sup
fco
as n — 0o, A, = 0 and nA,, — oo, thus fgs, pn is a consistent estimator.
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We now prove convergence (5.1). A Taylor expansion of Jgg ﬁp,n(épm) at (,6;1 , 55271,7”, BR,p,n, Gp,n) gives
Apn (BL, . By pms Brpin: 6pn) = Bpin (Opn) % g Bsipm = BL.),

where we have set, for § = (8g,,0°*%) € ©, 652 = (Bs,, fr,0) € Ops, X Opp X O,

3 3 1
Apn(8) = Y220, 1, .(6). B,.(6) =2 /0 32, Ly (B, + A(Bs, — BL,),052 )

The convergence (5.1) holds from the following result whose proof is given in Appendix B.2.

Lemma 5.2. Assume [H1]-[H6]. If n — oo, A, = 0 and nA,, — oo, then

T Pyt )
sup Ap,n (65176527613’0) —0; (54)
(Bsy:BRr,0)€O85, XxOp, X6,

3 T Pyt
Sup ‘prn(ﬁslvpvn7/852’ﬁR’a) - 2B(55’17/85230-)‘ — 0; (55)
(Bs3:BRr,0)€O85, XOp, xO,

where for (Bs,, Br,0) € Opg, X Op, X O,
B(8s,,fs,,0) = 720/(3311 1S, (ﬂﬁs,ﬁsl))Tagf(% (B Bs2,0))05,, s, (s, Bs, ) vt (dx).

Remark 5.2. We point here to a key fact to obtain (5.4) leading to the rate le,p,n - B;I =op,, (VA}). The
term A, ,, is given in the form of

Ap,n(ﬂgl7ﬁszaBRao-) = 1A'n, ZF(17Xti717(6;17652751370)) +R(An7(ﬁg17652aﬂR7a))7 (56)

n
i=1
where F' = [Fk]1<k<NBS with F* e S, and the second term is a residual such that
- - 1

Pyt
sup |R(An, (BL, B, Bro0))| =25 0.
(Bs3:8R,0)€O85, XOp xO0

The first term of the right hand side of (5.6) includes A;l/z, however F*(1,x,0) is identically O for any
(z,0) € RN x © following some matriz algebra (as indicated in Lemma B.1 in the Appendiz) and then (5.4)
holds. A similar argument related with matriz algebra (see, e.g., Lemmas B.2, B.3) is also used in the proofs
of other technical lemmas below to deal with terms of size O(A;l/z), and then the proof of consistency proceeds
without requiring that A, = o(n=/?).

5.1.2 Step 2

Making use of convergence (5.1), we obtain the following result whose proof is postponed to Appendix B.3.

Lemma 5.3. Assume [H1]-[H6] hold. If n — oo, Ay, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

sup
(Bsy:Br,0)EOz5, XOpp xO0

~ P
%Zp,n (/631 Py ﬂSz 5 ﬁRv U) - Y2 (552 5 BRa U)‘ i> Oa

where

Y2(ﬂ527BR,J) = 12/(;“’52 (.’E, 55’2) — KSy (.’E, 5;2))Ta§21 (.’E, (5217552’0)) (MS2 (mvﬁsz) — KSy (faﬁgz))Vm (d(E)
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Lemma 5.3 leads to the consistency of BSz,p,n following arguments similar to the ones used in Section 5.1.1 to
show the consistency of B, pr.

To obtain the rate of convergence in (5.2), we consider the Taylor expansion of 9, ﬁpyn(ép,n) at (ﬂ;, BR’p’n, Gpn):

L_(Bs — 8L
~ ~ R ~ ~ A3 1,P,n S1
Ay (8L, 8L, Brpns 6pn) = By (Bpn) | V4 @ o)

VA, \PS2.pm T P8,

B

; (5.7)

where we have set for § = (8g, fr,0) € © with 85 = (8s,,8s,) € Ogs,

— \/Ea V4 0 N 1 .
Apn(0) = s, Lo (0) . B,.(0) =M, ( / 02 Lpn (BE + MNBs — BL), Br, a)dA)M;,
— Y2255, by (6) 0

n

for the matrix M,, = Diag(v,), where

Ay JAL A
vn:[ R A A

NBSI N

A

/352
The convergence (5.2) is immediately deduced from equation (5.7) given the following result whose proof is
provided in Appendix B.4.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that [H1]-[H6] hold. If n — oo, A, = 0 and nA,, — oo, then

~ P
s |Apn (8L )| 5 0 (5.8)
(ﬁR,a')E@/gR X O,

~ ~ P
Sup ‘Bp,n(ﬁ;’7ﬁR7o—) _2B(BL7BR7J)‘ LT)OM (59)
(Br,0)EOB, X,

where we have set for § € O,
B(6) = Diag {ﬁsl (6), B (0)}
with BS1(0) € R™?s1 " Nos1 and BS2(9) € R™?s2*Nos2 defined as:
B (6) = 720 [ (97, s, (2. 6s,)) 5. 2,6) 93, s, (s, B s (o) (5.10)
BS(0) = 12 [ (9], sy (2,0s.)) a5 (0.0 3], s o B (d). (5.11)

5.1.3 Step 3

Finally, we show the consistency of estimators (BR7p7n,6p,n). Working with the rates of convergence
obtained in (5.1) and (5.2), we prove the following result leading to the consistency of &y, ,,.

Lemma 5.5. Assume [H1]-[H6] hold. If n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

~ P
Sup %gp,n (ﬁS,p,ny Br, U) -Y3 (U)) i> 0,

(ﬂR,O')E@;jRX@g

where we have set for o € O,

Ys(0) = /{Tr(A(x, (8L, 0)(x, (L, 1)) + log det 3 (z, (ﬂ;,a))}ym(dx).
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We provide the proof in Appendix B.5. We will show that Lemma 5.5 indeed leads to the consistency of 6y, ,,.
We have

Ys(o) — Y3(O’T) = /@(:C,J) vgi(dz), o €0,

where

det =(z,(8L,01))

(I)(LU,U') = TI‘(A({E, (ﬁ;,a))E(x, (5_270'1.))) -N- log detz(x,(ﬁ;,a))

=2x /w(y;wﬂ)log Md@/,
e(y;z,0t)

with y — ¢(y;z,0), (z,0) € RY x © being the density of the distribution .4 (0, X(z, (ﬂg, 0)). Thus, under
condition [H6], Y3(o) — Y3(o') should be positive if ¢ # of. Hence, for every e > 0, there exists a constant
6 > 0 so that

Poi (|6p.n — 0| > ) < Poi (Ya(6pn) — Ya(ol) > 6)
< Pyt (2tpn(Bpns 0) = 2p0Bpn) + Ys(p0) = Ya(o) > 6)

S PO* ( sup ,%gp,n(és,p,n7 BRv UT) - %Ep,n(BS,p,na ﬂRv U) + Y3(U) - Y3(GT)‘ > 6) — 07

(Br,0)€EOs, XOf

asn — 0o, A, — 0 and nA,, — .
To show the consistency of Sg, n, We consider:

K(0) := 7xtpn(0) — ﬁﬁp,n(ﬂsuﬁsg,ﬁ;{ﬂ), 0 = (Bs,,Bs,, Br,0) € O. (5.12)
The consistency of the estimator B R,p,n follows from the following result whose proof is given in Appendix B.6.

Lemma 5.6. Assume [H1]-[H6] hold. If n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

sup
BRGGBR

A 2 o Pyt
K (B pins Bsapns Brs Gpn) = Ya(Br)| 5 0,
where we have set for fr € Og,,,
T _
Y.(Br) = /(MR(xaﬁR) - MR(%ﬁsz)) ag' (z,0") (ur(z, Br) — MR(OE,ﬁJTz))Vm (dz).
Thus, the proof of consistency for the proposed estimator is now complete.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 3.2 (CLT)
We define the Ny x Ny matrix M,, as:

Mn:Diag[\/AI%,...,\/AI%, \/AIH,...,\/AIH, VA, .. \/nAn,, \/ﬁ,,\/ﬁ]

Nap, N,

Nﬂsl Nﬁsz

Noting that 8961,7"(0},7”) = Oy, , a Taylor expansion of 8981,7”(9},7") at the true parameter 67 gives:

/2 (Bsipn — B,)

1 /n (A _af
Ipn(g’r) :/ Jom (91‘ + /\(ép,n _ OT))d/\ ~ AL (ﬁéiz,p,n 552) ’ (5.13)
0 V nA, (ﬁR,p,n - 6}2)
\/{E(a—pvn - UT)

where we have set for 6 € O,
L,.(0) = —M, "' 0pl, .(6), J,n(0) =M1 076,,(0) M, 1.

To prove the asymptotic normality, we obtain the following two results.
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Lemma 5.7. Let p > 2 be an integer. Assume that [H1]-[H6] hold. If n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

sup

Ty (07 + A(Gpn — 01)) — 2r(9f)‘ )
A€[0,1]

Proposition 5.1. Assume that [H1]-[H5] hold. If n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, with the additional design
condition A,, = o(n"'/P), then
L,.0(67) Z25 4 (0w, 4T(61)).

We provide the proof of Lemma 5.7 in Appendix C.1. We show the proof of Proposition 5.1 in the next
subsection where we highlight the manner in which we make use of the condition A, = o(n_l/ Py, p>2. By
applying these two results to equation (5.13), the proof of Theorem 3.2 is complete.
5.2.1 Proof of Proposition 5.1

For simplicity of notation, we write 9 k0, (0) = > i, £8(0), 0 € ©, 1 < k < Ny, where

Ky

{f((g) = [M;l]kk Z A% X 897k{mp,i(An, Q)T Gi_l,j(Q) mp,i(An, 9) =+ Hi_17j((9)}, 1<i<n. (514)
=0

Due to Theorems 4.2 & 4.4 in Hall and Heyde (1980), Proposition 5.1 holds once we prove the following
convergences:

(i) If n — o0, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo with A, = o(n~*/?), then

Z]Em BN F, ] B0, 1<k< N, (5.15)

(ii) If n — o0, Ay — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

n P
D B [€ (0N (00 F, ] = 4[0ON)] . 1< ks ke < N; (5.16)
i=1

Z]Em (€ (0h)ek=(6M)) 1 7] 2900, 1< ki ky < Np. (5.17)

Notice that the design condition A, = o(n_l/ P) is used in the proof that the expectation of the score function
converges to 0, i.e., for convergence (5.15). We provide the proof of the two convergences (5.16) and (5.17) in
Appendix C.2 and focus on the proof of (5.15) in this section.

Proof of convergence (5.15). Let 1 < k < Ny. We write for § € © and 1 <1i <n,
89,kmp,i(An’ 9) = Up,k‘(Am Xti—l ) 9)

Note that the RY-valued function v, 1, (An, Xy, ,,0) is independent of X;,. It then follows that

ZEW P00 R, Z{F(l)]C o) Fi(f)l’k(m)},

where we have set:

FYF ot = 2M; ka Z AJ ol (A, Xo, 00 [Gic 5 (01)], Bt [m2,(An, 00)] 7, ]

7=011,l2=1

F2M 6T = M kaN{ Z [00.6Giz15(01)],,,, Bor [ (A, 01)m2, (A 00 Fr, ] 4+ G iHis (00 ).

l1,lo=1
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For the first term, it follows from (2.9) that

2K,+1
FOR (0T = RO nao X, 6, 1<k < Ny

LRWHF(\ AN 2 X, 01), N +1<k< N,

i—17?
for some RW* € S, under condition [H2]. Thus, it follows from Lemmas A.1-A.2 in the Appendix that if
n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo with A,, = o(n_l/p), then

i P
STEDHO) 0, 1<k <N,
=1

For the term Fi(f)l’k(m), we show that if n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo with A, = o(n~/P), then

iF}E}’“(@T) Do, 1<k<N, (5.18)
i=1
To prove (5.18), we introduce the following subsets in the event space :
Q. = {w € Q‘ 1>, F2k 0] > 6}, e>0;
Da,ii={we Q‘ det B, (A, 07) >0}, 0<i<n-1.
We also set Da, = ()i Da,,i—1. We then have for any € > 0,
Pyi () < Ppi (2 N D4, ) + Pyt (2 N DX). (5.19)

For the first term of the right hand side of (5.19), we have the following result whose proof is provided in the
end of this section.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that conditions [H1]-[H6] hold. For anye >0, if n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — co with
A, = o(n~YP), then

Py (QE N DAn) — 0.
We next consider the second term of the right hand side of (5.19). We have

Py (2.ND4,) <> By (Da,iy) = 3 Por ({w € Q| detEx, i 1(A,,00) = o}).
=1

=1
Since it follows that
det Eg, ;i—1(Ap, 0%) — det ;1 (0) = R(Ap, Xy, ,,07)

i—17

for R € S, and det X;_1(") > 0, 1 < i < n, under condition [H1]-(7) due to Lemma 2.2, we have that as
A, =0,

Py (2 N DX, ) — 0.

Thus, we obtain (5.18) and the proof of the convergence (5.15) is now complete.

5.2.2 Proof of Lemma 5.8

Let 1 <i<mnand p > 2. Making use of

Egi [mél,i(A"’ QT)mZi(An’QT)“Fti—J = [Evaifl(Anng)]llb + [C(A§p+lv Xti—lﬂaT)]l1l27 1<l,la <N,
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for some [C];,;, € S, we have F(2 07 = F}Ef”’“(m) + F}Ef””“(@f) with

Ky

F(2 D: k(m ek Z A%{TT[(ae,kGi—l,j(m)) EKp,i—1(9T)} + 3e,kHi—1,j(9T)}§

j=0

Fi(f,lll),k(m) _ 1R2II)k / 2K +2 X, .0 T 7

where R®M* ¢ S We will show that under the event Dp,i-1 = {w € Q] det Epri_l(An,GT) > 0},
1 <i < n, it follows that

<.

Ky
> AT (904 Gi15(6M) B, i1 (01)] + O Hio15(6T) | = RAK X, 00), (5.20)
j=0

where R € S. Due to the invertibility of the matrix Ex, ;1(A,, BT) under the event Da,, ;—1, we have

o logdet e, ;1 (A, 07) = Te[(Bx, i 1(An, 01)) " 0p 4Bk, i1 (A, 01)]
= T [0 (B, i 1(Dn,01) "B, i1 (A, 00)], 1<k < Ny, (5.21)

where in the last equality we have exploited N = Tr[(Ek, i—1(An, GT))_lEvai_l(Am 6)]. Taylor expansion
of (EKp,i,l(An, HT))_1 and log det EKp’i,l(An,GT) at A, = 0 yield:

KP

{(Evai—l(Ana GT))_1:|I1Z2 - Z Agz [Gi—Lj(gT)]lllz + RllllQ (A’fb(erl?Xti—l’oT)? 1<ly,lp <N (5.22)
Kp

logdet B, i-1(An, 07) = > AJH;_y;(07) + RZ (A, X, 07), (5.23)

7=0

where R, R* € S so that they are continuously differentiable w.r.t. 6 € © and dpxR},;,, 9o R* € S for
1 <k < Ny. Hence, (5.20) immediately follows from (5.21), (5.22) and (5.23).

Thus, (5.20) gives

%R(Qv”vk(\/m”{ "2 X, 1,01, 1<k < Ns, Ng+1<Fk<Ng;

LREDE\nA Y X, 6, Ng, +1<k< Ng,

where RZDF ¢ S, Thus, under the event Da, = ﬂ:;l Da, i-1, if n = 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo with
A, = o(n~Y/P), then

n
Z F&E (o) = ST{FED (01) + FEDE (1)) 250

i=1

and now the proof of Lemma 5.8 is complete.

6 Conclusions

We have proposed general contrast estimators for a wide class of hypo-elliptic diffusions specified in (Hypo-
I) and (Hypo-II), and showed that the estimators achieve consistency and asymptotic normality in a high-
frequency complete-observation regime under the weakened design condition of A, = o(n_l/ Py, p>2 We
have thus closed a gap between elliptic and hypo-elliptic diffusion classes over availability of analytic results in
such a context, as general contrast estimators for elliptic diffusions under similarly weak design conditions have
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been investigated in early works, see e.g. Kessler (1997); Uchida and Yoshida (2012). Before the present work,
established results for hypo-elliptic diffusions typically relied on a condition of ‘rapidly increasing experimental
design’, i.e. the requirement that A, = o(nfl/ 2). The numerical experiments in Section 4 illustrated cases
where for a given step-size A,, in-between observations and given n, estimators requiring the condition A,, =
o(n_l/ 2) can induce unreliable biased parametric inference procedures. In contrast, the bias was removed upon
consideration of estimators which required the weaker design condition A,, = o(n_l/ P), p > 3. We stress here
that computations w.r.t. the contrast function that delivers estimators under the weakened design condition
can be fully automated via use of symbolic programming and automatic differentiation, so that that users need
only specify the drift and diffusion coefficients of the given SDE model.

One of the potential future directions of research is the development and analytical study of estimators
under alternative observation designs, such as partially observed coordinates and/or low-frequency observation
settings. Such designs are important from a practical perspective but have yet to be investigated analytically
even for elliptic diffusions. The results in this paper are already relevant for such different observation designs
as they can be regarded as providing a minimum requirement on the step-size A, (for given n) that needs
to be used when considering smaller amounts of data compared to the complete observation regime treated
in this work. E.g., in a low-frequency setting where data augmentation procedures (within an Expectation-
Maximisation or MCMC setting) will introduce latent SDE values, the user-specified step-size A,, will need
to satisfy the weakened design conditions obtained in our work (i.e. if the likelihood-based method is not
supported in the case where imputed variables were indeed observations, there is absolutely no basis for the
method that uses imputed values to provide reliable estimates). In general, it is of interest to explore the type
of convergence rates and step-size conditions obtained and required, respectively, in CLT's under such different
observation designs.
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A Auxiliary Results

We introduce two auxiliary lemmas used in the proof of technical results required by the main statements,
Theorems 3.1 & 3.2.

Lemma A.1. Let f: RY x © — R be differentiable w.r.t. x € RN and 6 € O, with derivatives of polynomial
growth in x € RN uniformly in 6 € ©. Under conditions [H1]-[H5], if n — oo, A, — 0 and nA, — oo, then

1 — P
sup |5~ F(Xi,_,.0) = [ o 0)war(de)| 1 0
beo |1
Proof. This is a multivariate version of Lemma 8 in Kessler (1997), and we omit the proof. ]

Lemma A.2. Let p > 2, 1 < ji1,jo < N, and let f : RN x © — R satisfy the same assumption as in the
statement of Lemma A.1. Under conditions [H1]-[H5], if n — oo, A,, = 0 and nA,, — oo, then

n ) ) P
%Zf(Xt,H,9)mﬁi(Am97)m£i(An,9T)—/f(x,O) [E(x,m)]jmum(dx)‘ — 0;

i=1

sup
6co

" . P
sup|—t— X, ., 0)m’t An,GT‘LKO.
Geg nm;f( ti—1:0) p,l( )

Proof. We define

FW0) = LF(Xe,,, 0)m) (A, 00 m?, (A, 01), 7P (0) = ——f(Xe,_,,0)m)} (A, 07).

n nvAn,

26



Due to Lemma A.1, for any 0 € O, if n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, = oo, then

n
_ 1 1
E Em |]:t1 1 _E§ ti— 17 i 1 jljz EE An7Xt1 1) )

Lot f(z,0) [z(x,ef)]j

RN

Vot (d);

1J2

ZEQT |]:t1 1] = nilz Zé(l,XtFl,G) Pi} 0,

i=1

where R, RES. Similarly, we have, if n — oo, A,, — 0 and nA,, — oo,

ZEm [72(0)|F, ]~ o;

P
ZEm VIF ] = L5 R(1L X, ,0) =50,

where R € S. Thus, due to Lemma 9 in Genon-Catalot and Jacod (1993), we have for any 6 € ©,

SM—‘

> X O (8, 0 (B8 5 [ 1 O[2(,00)],,, v (d)

o > F(Xe o, 0)m) (A, 6) )
1=1

as n — 0o, A, — 0 and nA,, — co. Uniform convergence w.r.t. 6 is shown by the same arguments as in the
proofs of Lemmas 9, 10 in Kessler (1997) and now the proof is complete. |

B Proof of Technical Results for Theorem 3.1

This section is devoted in the proof of Lemmas 5.1-5.6 stated in Section 5.1, i.e. in the context of the proof
of consistency of the proposed contrast estimators (Theorem 3.1). We note that the proof below proceeds with
the second class of hypo-elliptic SDEs (Hypo-II) and makes use of the notations of the contrast function (2.8)
with the subscript (II) being dropped. Throughout the proofs, we assume p > 3 and use often the following
notation:

d51 (335'755’1) Hsy (I'Svﬁ&) — HKSy (xSvﬁj‘;l)
d(x,@) = dS2($7ﬂSQ) = MSQ(%BSZ) - MSz(xaBLQ) s (a:,&) € RY x O.
dr(, Br) pr(z, BR) — pr(@, BY)

B.1 Proof of Lemma 5.1
It holds that
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with
51(91 (0) = d51 (X51,t1—1 ) 551)TAS1S1 (Xti—l ) G)dsl (Xslyti,—l ) 551);

5(2) Z RJl]2 th‘,—l ’ 9) mi)fz(An7 QT) mﬁz (Anv GT);
J1,J2=1
SIS ZR (VAZ, X, 0)md (A,61), &2(0) = R(A,, X, 0),

for some functions R;, ;,, Rj, R € S. From Lemmas A.1 and A.2, we immediately have that if n — oo, A, = 0
and nA,, — oo, then

P
sup 13" £%40) - | 51 (5. 35) Ao (0. 0)ds, (o, B, o )| 2 0

=1

k) Pe‘r
sup & ‘ 0, 2<k<4.
Z !

Thus, we obtain the limit (5.3) and the proof is now complete.

B.2 Proof of Lemma 5.2
B.2.1 Proof of limit (5.4)
It holds that for (8s,, Br,0) € Ops, X Op, x Oy and 1 <k < Ng, ,

A';m(ﬂj;l ,Bsy,Br,0) =1 Z{

i=1

)(t7 17 + \/ Rk 1 )(t7 17 +ZRI€ 1 th 17 )m;,z(AnvoT)

J=1

/A jl t J2 T
+ Z ]1]2 A, Xy 1,0 p,i(A”’e )mp,i(A"’e )}9=(B§1al3527ﬁmo)’

J1,d2=1

where Rk Rk RF . €8 and

J1j2
T
F¥(x,0) = —(0ps, & 15, (x, Bs,))  M(x,0)ds,(x,Bs,),  (z,0) e RY x 6,
with the RVs1 XNz _valued function M being defined as:
M(SL‘, 9) = ASISI (Q?, 9)8;;2 s, (.Ts, 62;1) + 2A5152 (‘r’ 9) (Bl)

In the derivation of F |(#), we used:

Lpys, (z, 91) — Lys, (z, 0)|9=(/3;1 \BS-BRs0)

= (045, s (s, 85, sy (ws, B5,) + (91, ms. (s, 85, ) s, (x, BE,)
— (9, usl(xs,ﬁsl))usl(xsaﬂsl) (3;;2#31(555,ﬂl«l))usz(%ﬁsz)

= —(3;52 ps, (s, BL.))ds, (z, Bs,).- (B.2)
Indeed, it holds that F*(X;, ,,0) = 0 due to the following result (Lemma 6 in Iguchi et al. (2023)).
Lemma B.1. For any (z,0) € RY x ©, M(2,0) = ONg, xNs, -
Thus, Lemmas A.1 and A.2 yield

AF T Pyt
sup p,n(ﬁslaﬁszaﬁRaa) — O,
(Bsy:BRr,0)€O5, XOpp X6

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — co. The proof of convergence (5.4) is now complete.
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B.2.2 Proof of limit (5.5)
We define

Then, it holds that

where we have set, for 1 < ji, j2 < Npgg ,
A~ 0 T
[B’E—)l (9)]j1j2 =2 (aﬁsl,jl sy (Xsyti—l ) 551 )) AS151 (Xti—l ) 0) aﬁsl J2 Sy (Xs’ti—l ) 651 )5

[B’El—)l (9)]j1j2 =2 d5'1 (Xsﬂfi—l ) 551 )Taﬁsl ,J1 aﬂsl \J2 {A515'1 (Xti—l ) a)dsl (ngtifl ) @91 ) };

B2Ol = D RERAL Xe ) my (A, 0) my7(A,, 67)
1<k, ka<N
+ Z Riljz( \% Ay, Xti—17 9) m’;,i(Anv GT) + Rj1j2 ( \% Ap, Xti—l? 9),
1<k<N

where R;'7° , Ri7?, R7'72 € S. Due to the consistency of s, ., we have

n
1 P f
sup sup %ZBE )1 551 +)‘(6517p7 6:31)7B52’5R70))‘ =0,
A€[0,1] (Bs,:BRr:0)€O 5, XOpp xOs ! [T

and also obtain from Lemma A.2 that

P
sup sup LS B, (6L, + A — BL,), s, B, 0))| > 0.
AE[0,1] (Bs, BR,0)EOpg, XOp, xO5 1 1T

Thus, Lemmas A.1 and A.2 yield

sup ’Bp,n (BSl,p,n755276R>U) - 2B(B;1,532,U) ‘

(Bs3:8r,0)€EOp5, XxOpp xO0

< sup By (B, pins Bsa B ) —fZB (8L, + A(Bsv.pn — BL,), Bsa B, )|

(Bs2:BRr:0)€EOpg, XOpp XO0

- sup LS BOL (8L, + ABs, ~ BL,), 5., Br. @) ~ 2B (8L, . Bs..0)|

(BsyBR,0)EOg, XOp, xO0 ! {7

Pe?
— 0,

where we used
Ag, s, (z,0) =720 agll (z,0), (z,0) € RN x O.

The proof of limit (5.5) is now complete.

B.3 Proof of Lemma 5.3
It holds that

5
%ép,n(a) = % 2556)1(9)7 b €0,



where we have set:

Ns, . )
(1) _ (1) dg (Xs,;_yBsy)  d (Xs,t;_,.Bsy)
Sim@) = D Ry (B Xuioy,0) - s S

J1,J2=1

N51

2) N % (Xs,e; 4 .Bs;)
S’L( 1 ZR AnaXti—laa)'L\/F{Sl;

J1 ) mjz. +
sH@= Y RP,0.X,,.0) D) mu G t),
1<j1<Ns, " !

1<j2<N
Sl(i)l (9) = %(‘Clusl (Xti—l ) HT) - ‘CMS1 (Xti—179))TASISI (Xtifme) (‘Clu’sl (XtifneT) - ‘C/jfsl (Xti7179))
- %([,/Jsl (Xti—NeT) - ‘C/’('Sl (th‘—1 ) 9))TAS152 (Xti—l ) 9)d52 (XtifuﬁSz)
- %dSQ (Xti717ﬁsz)TAS251 (Xti71 ) 0) (L,LLSl (Xti—l?aT) - ‘C:usl (Xti—l ’ 6))
+ dSz (Xti—MBSz)TASmgz (Xt,',fuo)dSz (Xti,l,ﬂsg)
= dS2 (Xti—l ’ BSZ)T S;z(f)l (:C’ 6) dSQ (Xti,—l ’ 552)’

2

N
SPO) = > RY (An, Xi,,0)m) (A, 0 mP (A, 00) + > RP (VAL X, 0)m) (A, 60)
Ji,j2=1 j=1

+ R(An7 Xti71 ) 9),

for some functions R( ) R;l)n, R e S and

SW(2,0) = (0, ps, (25,Bs,)) " Asys,(@,6) Oy, 115, (5, Bs,) + 5 (0s, 1sy (€5, 85,)) " As,s,(@,6)
+ %ASQS1 (x, e)a:;rsz ,Llfsl (‘xS) ﬂ51) + AS2S2 (x7 9)
= 3As,5,(,0)0; ps, (x5, Bs,) + As,s, (,0)
=12ag] (z,0). (B.3)

In the above, we made use of the equation (B.2) in the first equation, Lemma B.1 in the second equation and
the following result (Lemma 13 in Iguchi et al. (2023)) in the last equation.

Lemma B.2. For any (z,0) € RN x ©, it holds that
As,s,(2,0) = 12ag,; (,0) — $As,s, (179)3;2 s, (s, Bs,)-
Notice that for any zg € RYs

djsl (ws, Bsy,p,n)

VAL
NﬁS
1 ,- A041 Ngs 1/5 1 Nog (WYY
_y s L (ws (B 8L BE B! ;n)) il (25 (BE B ™ BS pinrBsy i) | B =BE o
2 AL =P%, VAL

where we interpret

Ngg BSl,p,m £ =0;
(53;’17~-~76 5g’+1 7"',65 1): .
1 1,p:m 1,P1 5;1’ /= N551
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Thus, due to condition [H3] and the convergence rate S, pn — B:r% = op,, (\VA}) , it follows from Lemmas
A.1 and A.2 that

k) IP’
Sup ‘ ZS( \(Bs1,pms Bsy: Br, 0 )‘ 0, k=1,2,3,5,
(Bsy,BRr,0)€EOpg XOpp, xO0

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oco. Finally, for the fourth term, we apply Lemma A.1 to obtain

1251 ) (Bss s B Bry 0) — / ds, (x,Bs,) " S (2, (8L, Bsy, Br, @) ds, (x, Bs, Vet (dz),

i=1

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo uniformly in (Bs,, Br,0) € Ops, X O, X O,. The proof of Lemma 5.3 is
now complete.

B.4 Proof of Lemma 5.4

B.4.1 Proof of limit (5.8)

We have shown in Section B.2.1 that if n — oo, A,, — 0 and nA, — oo, then

VA3 Pyt
sup = s, Lo (B, Bro o) | =25 0.

(,@R,U)EegR X0,

Thus, we here focus on the term

A%,n(B;’BRvU) = 3" aBSQ,jgp’n(B;’ﬁRva)ﬂ Nﬁsl +1<j < Ng,.
Noticing that for any = € RY, (8r,0) € O, x O,
r 1. Kp (110T)7T ;Kp (xv(BT#B ,,G’))
SRl \le%+2 st :R(\/ ny L (BS7BR7 ))a
TSo, D (I’HT)_T » Kp (I7(ﬁ]\75 7‘7)) D
So,Kp+1 \S/ZA%H sPR :R( /An;x;(ﬁ;»ﬁRaU)),

for some R, Re S, we have

n

Ag),’n,(/B:“_;,'?/81%) = % { Z Rk]kz V An,th_lvg)m];}l(Anng)mf;i(An;OT)
i=1 “ki,ko=1
N

+ZR£(1,X@1,1, ) kl (A”’GT +RJ \/77Xt1 v }|9 (ﬂs’ﬂ}%)

k=1

where Ril kZ,Ri, R’ € S. From Lemmas A.1 and A.2, we immediately obtain that

~ . P +
swp |A&7,(8L Br,0)| =50,
(Br,0)€Osy, XOf

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, and the proof of the limit (5.8) is now complete.
B.4.2 Proof of limit (5.9)
We define

[U5151 (0) USlS2 (0)

, 0€0,
Usg,s,(0) Ug,s,(0)
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where we have set:

Us,s,(0) = 2203, 6,0(0). Us,s,(0) = 2205, 0], tpn(0);
USzS’1 (9) = USlSz (9)T7 USQSZ (9) = nn 863261;’71(9)7

From the proof of Lemma 5.2 in Appendix B.2 and the consistency of the estimator Bg,pm, we have that if
n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

3 ~ IP
sup sup ‘Uslsl (B + M Bs,pn — BE), Br,0)) — 2B ((ﬁg,BR,a))‘ —9t 0
A€[0,1] (Br,0)EOs, XO,

where B! (6;, Br, o) is defined in (5.10). We will next show in detail that

~ P
sp s [Uss, (8L + A(Bspn — B5), B, )| =5 0 (B.4)
)\G[O,l] (ﬁR,a)GGﬁRx@g
~ ~ P
sup sup ‘US2S2 ((5; + )‘(BS,p,n - B;)v ﬁRv 0)) - 2B52 ((ﬁ;v ﬁRv J))‘ i) Oa (B5)

A€[0,1] (Br,0)€EOs, XO,

where B2 (ﬂ;,ﬂR,a) is defined in (5.11). It holds that

= aﬁsl g1 Sy (Xsyti—l »Bs, )TM(Xti—l ) 0)6552 ,J2 HSs (Xti—l > BS2);

N
(2) D ks ey de? (Xs,t;_;.Bs)
[Qifl(e)}jljz - Z R]1]2 1 Xtifwo)dsl (Xs,tifl’/le)A—n)
k‘l kQ 1

3
QOO = % R0 sy s) K )
1<k1<Ns,
1<k2<Ns,

N
Q@) = 3 (/A X, OmEy (A, 0hmi (4, 0)

k1,ka=1

Z .71.72 v An’ Xt'ifl ) e)m];,l(An’ HT) + R_h]z( V An? Xti71 9 9)7
for some functions Rff]k;, Rff]k;, Rff]k;, R;Cuzv Ry, € Sand M : RN xA@ — RNs1X%Ns2 being defined as
(B.1). From Lemmas A.1, A.2, B.1 and the consistency of the estimator s, with the rate of convergence
Bsy.pn — ﬁgl = op,, (\/A}), we have that if n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

sup sup % Z lej)l ((ﬁ:rq + )\(BS@ IBS Br,o ‘ l<k<4,
X€[0,1] (Br,0)€O X0

and now the proof of (B.4) is complete.
We next consider the term Ug,g,(#). It holds that

n 4
Usg,s,(0) = + Z Z 7"(0)

.
-
ES
Il

—



where we have set, for 1 < ji,jo < N,

Ns, . .
1 det (Xs,t;,_1:8s,) dg® (Xs,e;_1:8s;)
[Ti( ) J1]2 Z R‘]]C1Jk22 1 Xti—lve) — \/AT,,1 = \/Tnl -
kl,kz 1
RN d% (X
+ 3 RPP(LX,,,,0) - S,
k=1
2
[E(*)l(e)]jljz = 2085, 1 12 (Xti71’652)TA5252 (Xti7179)6ﬂ52 Jattss (X, Bs,)
+aﬂs2’j1£'usl (Xtifl’ﬂS)TAslsz(Xtiflve)aﬁSQ’jzlu’Sz(XtifNBSz)
+aﬁswjl‘uS?(Xti—l’652)TAS251 (Xti_lvg)aﬁszan‘CMSH (Xti—1765)
+ %aﬁszvjl‘cusl (Xtifﬂﬁs)TASlSl (Xti7150)8/3527j2£ll51 (Xt'i—17/85);
Ng,
3
[T‘l(_)l(e ]1]2 ZRJ1]2 1 Xtt l’e)d (Xt-;flvﬁsz)
k=1
. dkl(Xs,ti, Bs1)
+ Z Rﬁj’;(l, th,—ue) : Sl—\/Tnll . m];?l(A"’ QT)
1<kk<Nﬁ1

N
[T26)],,, Z RV (A, X,y 0yt (A, 0 )mi% (A, 01) + 3 BRI (VA Xo,,0)my, (A, 07);
kl,kz 1 k=1

+ R(V/An, Xt _,,0)

where Rﬁﬁ (R, Eﬁjk?z ’ ]N?iljz ' Rﬁjki ,R]'2 R € S. From Lemmas A.1, A.2, B.1 and the consistency of fs,,.»
with the convergence rate Bg, pn — 6; = op,, (v/A3), we obtain that if n — 0o, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

n . P
sup sup (23T (B + A(Bspn — BL), Br, o—))\ ~50, k=134
)\6[0,1] (ﬂR,O')EegRX@U i=1

Similarly to the computation of gi(i)l in (B.3), we obtain from Lemmas B.1 and B.2 that

2
[7‘;(7)1 (9)]j1j2 = 28,352 ,J1 S (Xti—l ) ﬂsz)TAszsz (Xti—l ) e)aﬁsz g2 HSa (Xti—l ’ /652)
+ 8532 J1HSs (Xti—l ’ BS)TA5231 (Xti—l ) 0)8ﬁ52 \J2 Lus, (Xti—l ’ 532)

=24 8552 1S (Xti—l s Bs, )T a§21 (Xti—l ) 0) 8[352 G2 HS2 (th,—1 ’ 552)'
Thus, Lemma A.1 yields

n

=~ P
sup  sup[ESTE (8L + ABspn — BL), Bry) — 2B% (8L, B, o) = 0,
AE[0,1] (Br.o) €05, X O,

=1

and the proof of convergence (B.5) is now complete.

B.5 Proof of Lemma 5.5

We make use of the following notation:

ds, (Xs.t. 1, T ods, (X.. ., T
"y 1(A ﬁS):[Sl( s,t,A_;ﬁsl) 7 55 ( tz\/_zlﬂsﬁ} :

L X By—L X B
Jsvim1(A, fs) = oK P Lusn Ko B9 - A5 g gy = (Bs,, sy,
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for 1 < i < n. It holds that

n 4
1617’ %szzki 67

i=1 k=1
with
Z Rﬁ;z 1 Xti—l’a) Vél,i—1(Anyﬂs)Vg%i—1(Anvﬁs)
J1,J2=1
NS1
+ Z Rﬁ;z 1 Xt,y,p0)djslhz'_l(AnaBS)d{g?hi_l(ATHBS)
J1,J2=1
+ Y RDLAX O (A Be) v (A Bs);
1<j1<Ns,
1<j2<Ns
2 4 j 1
VA® = Y R (LXe 0 vk (A Be)mP (A, 00+ > RW(VAL X 000k, (A, Bs)
1<j1<Ng 1<j<Ng
1<jo<N

5 i1 i 2
+ 3 R X, 0)dE, (A, Bs)m? (A, 00+ YT RP(VAL X, 0)dh, (A, Bs);

1<j1<Ns, 1<j<Ns,;
1<j2 <N

VA (6) =m,;(An,07)TAi_1(0)m,, (A, 01) + log det 551 (6);

viae) > RY (AL X, 0m) (A, 0Nm? (A, 00 + ST RPVAL X, L, 0

1<g1,j2<N 1<j<SN

+ R(Ana Xt,i71 ) 9)7

where Rg )j ,R§-'), R € §. Due to condition [H3] and the rates of convergence 551 P — Bgl

BSz,p,n 552 = OP,; (\/E), we have:

Pot Py
sup ‘VSZ I(Anaﬁs,p, )‘ ? 07 sup ’dSz 1 AYL,BS,]J, )’ 7 07
1<i<n 1<i<n

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — co. Thus, Lemmas A.1 and A.2 yield:

~ P
V%) ((Bs.pms Br, a))’ D00, k=1,24:

sup %

(53,0)€@BRX®0

? P
sup Vi) ((Bs,poms Bry o)) — Yg(g)’ Foty g,

(53,0’)6@5RX@U

3=

M- i
— —

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — co. The proof is now complete.

B.6 Proof of Lemma 5.6

] T
;i;,i (Am ¢ )

= op,; (v/A}) and

We first emphasise that ¥,_; and A;_; indeed depend on parameters 8s = (8s,,8s,) € Opy and o € O,

but not on fg € Op,. Then, the term K(0), 6 € O, defined in (5.12) is expressed as:
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where we have set:

>

ZM () = 2 (myi(An, 0) — My (A, (Bs, Bl 0))) T Aic1((Bs,0)) (mpi(An, 0) — my i (A, (Bs, B, 0))):
ZP,(0) = 2 (my(An, (Bs, B, 0)) = my (A, 01) " Ai_1((Bs,0)) (01D, 0) — my (A, (Bs, B 0)));

Zz(i)l (0) = 2 mp,i(Ana GT)TAi—l((ﬂSa g))(mp,i(Ana 9) - mp,i(Ana (/BSa /8;% O-)))v

Mz ¥

ZM0) =% At {mM(An,e)T Gio1,;(0) my (A, 0) —my (A, 0) T Gisy ;(0) my, (A, 0)

j=1
+Hi,;(0) - Hi—Lj(@)}\a:(ﬂs,g;,U)-
We will study the terms Zi(f)l(ﬁ), 1 < k < 4. Noticing that
mpai(AWM 0) - mP,i(Anv (557 5};7 U))

%8;32/1‘51 (Xsyti717ﬂsl)a;rRuSZ (Xti—l’BSZ)
= A” %8;;{/1’52 (Xti717ﬁ52) dR(Xt'i—l ) /BR) + R( vV A?l’ Xt'i—l ) 0)
INRXNR

with the residual R = [R7];<;<y such that R/ € S, we have

Z0(0) = dp(Xe,_,. Br) T ag! (X, 0)dn(Xe,_y Br) + R(An, X, 6)
with R € S, where we exploited the following result whose proof is postponed to the end of this subsection.

Lemma B.3. For any 0 = (8s,8r,0) € O and 1 < i < n, it follows under condition [H1] that
%6;52 sy (XS,tvi—1 ) ﬂSl )aZR/LSQ (Xti—l ’ /BSQ) ()NS1 % Np

Ai—1(Bs,0) 20, ps,(Xe,_,. Bsy) = | Ons,xNg

-1
IN,xNg R (th'fna)

Thus, we apply Lemma A.1 to obtain:

n R p
sup 13028 (B Brs Gyn) = Ya(Br)| —55 0,
BrREOsL i—1

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo. For the terms Zi(f)l, k = 2,3, we again make use of Lemmas A.1, A.2,

B.3 with the rates of convergence BS1,p,n - Bgl = op,; (v/A},) and BSM,,T,, - BgQ = op,; (V/Ay) to obtain that
if n — oo, A, = 0 and nA,, — oo, then

n

k A ~
sup % 2 :Zi(—)l(ﬁs,p,nvﬁR70—p,n)
BrREOsL i—1

P
0, k=2,3.

Finally, we consider the term Zi(f)l. We have

70,(0) = 2,(0) - 20, (85 By, 0)), 0 = (s, 6r,0) €6,
where we have set:
K:D
Z00) =Y Ai {mm(An, 0)" Gio1;(0) my (A, 0) + Hi—l,j(e)}-

Jj=1
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From the same argument as used in the proof of Lemma 5.5 in Section B.5 and Lemma A.1, we get:

- 7 A P
sup %Zzyj(i)l(ﬁs,p,nvﬂR,U) _Z(ﬁRao)‘ i} 0’
(Br,0)€EOB, X0, 1

as n — 0o, A, = 0 and nA,, — oo, where we have set for (8r,0) € O, X O,

Z(fn.0) = / {~1(Gu(a. (8L Br. o)) S(e, (8. 01)] + B (. (85, B 0) i (d),
with
Gl(xvo) :A(]J, (ﬁSvU))zl(l‘7e)A(xa (6570))7 Hl(‘rae) ZTI‘[A(JZ, (ﬂSao'))El(‘rae)L (1‘79) GRN x ©.

In the above definition of G (x,6) and H;(z,0), = (z,0) € RV*¥ is determined by the Ito-Taylor expansion

(2.6) with X;, , replaced by 2 € RY. In particular, we notice from the consistency of Op,n that

N Pyt
sup Z(BRaUp,n) = 0,
BrEOL
thus,
LN (@) NENE
sup (23" ZY (Bs.pins Bry Gpin)| = 0

BrEOsR'

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — co. The proof of Lemma 5.6 is now complete.

Proof of Lemma B.3. Making use of the invertibility of the matrix ag(x,8) for any (x,0) € RN x © under
condition [H1], we get

%8;32 Hs, (Xsyti717/le)a;rRMS2 (Xtifnﬂsz) ESIR(Xti—17 (ﬁSW J))
%8;RM52 (Xti,UBSQ) = ESZR(Xti—17 (sta» al_%l(Xtiflvo-)' (B6)
INRXNR a’R(Xti—l’O-)

Thus, (B.6) leads to the assertion by noticing that

ES&R(XU,N (/857 U))
ONSIXNR
Ai—l(ﬂ5'70-) ES2R(Xti71’(BS>U)) = ONSZXNR
I
aR(Xt NRXNR

i—17 J)

C Proof of Technical Results for Theorem 3.2
C.1 Proof of Lemma 5.7

We have already shown in the proof of Lemmas 5.2 and 5.4 that if n — oo, A,, = 0 and nA,, — oo, then

sup ‘ [T, (67 + A(Opn — 01))] kiks

2[T(01)],,., | 20, (C.1)
A€[0,1]

for 1 < ki, ko < Ngg. We then check the above convergence for other cases of k1, k2. For simplicity of notation,
we introduce:

éaz;rsz :LLSI (stti—l’/gsl )8;13/"52 (th;71?/832)
‘Ilifl(e) = %GIRNSE (Xti—17ﬁs2) , I<i<n.

[NRXNR
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Since the matrix J, ,, (9), f € O is symmetric, we study the following 4 cases.

Case (i). 1 <k < Ngg, Ngg +1 < ks < Ng. Due to the rate of convergence BS,p,n — 6; and the consistency
of 8., we have

I:Jp,’n (9—‘- + )\(épvn - eT))] kiko

2 Z{ [59 g tbs (X, s Bs) !

O Ai1(0) Wi 1(0) Oy itr(Xt,_,, BR) } lo—ot12(, —at) T OB, (1)
R
= OPy; (1)a

where op , (1) is uniform w.r.t. A € [0, 1]. Notice that the first term in the right hand side of the first equation be-
comes 0 due to Lemma B.3. Thus, from Lemma A.1, the limit (C.1) holds for 1 < k; < Ngg, Ngg+1 < ko < Np.

Case (ii). 1 < ky < Ng,Ng+1 < ky < Ny. Again, making use of the rate of convergence Bs’p’n — Bg and the
consistency of 0, ,, we obtain

[Tp.n (HT + )‘(épm - m))]klkz =op,, (1),
thus the limit (C.1) holds for 1 < k; < Ng, Ng+1 < ky < Np.
Case (iii). Ngg +1 < k1, ke < Ng. Similarly to the early cases, we have that

[Tp.n (67 + AOp = )],

I

Il
A

{aetkluR(XtH BR) 1 (0) T A1 (0) i1 (0) Do o ir(Xr, s BR)}b:mH(@M_m) + op,, (1)

2
n
7

— 2
n

-

Il
—

{89,761 ILLR(Xti—l ; ﬂR)Ta}_%l (thz—1 ’ 0) 697k2MR(Xt7‘,_1 ) ﬂR) } |9:9‘r+,\(ép,n_9‘r) + OPST (1)7

?

where we used Lemma B.3 in the last equation. Thus, from Lemma A.1, the convergence (C.1) holds for
Ngg +1 < ki, ks < Npg.

Case (iv). Ng+1 < ky, ke < Ng. We have that
[0 (07 + A(Opn = 0N))] .,

= Z{mp (80, 0) " 09 ey O s Mi—1 (0)my i (A, 07) + g 1, Do 1, log det Ei—1(9)}|ezm+x(é,},n7m) +op,; (1)-

Thus, applying Lemma A.1, we have that if n — oo, A,, = 0 and nA,, — oo, then

sup [Jp,n (9T + )‘(ép’n - HT))] Ki1ko
A€[0,1]

LN / {10000, A2, 01) (2, 07)] + O 4, Do 1, Tog det B(w, 0F) frge (d) = 200N e

where we applied the following formulae in the above equation. For § € ©,
69,k1 8971€2 log det E(m, 9) =-—Tr [897;@1 8971621&(1‘, 9) E(I, 9)] —Tr [897]“2(&3, 9)897]@1&(1‘, 9)] ;
Tr [0, 2(, 0) g 1, A, 0)] = —Tr[Dp 1, B(z, 0) Az, 0)0p 1, E (2, 0) Az, 0)].

The proof of Lemma 5.7 is now complete.
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C.2 Proof of limits (5.16) & (5.17)
C.2.1 Proof of (5.16)
We write for (z,60) € RY x ©,
1, (s, Bs, ) + 5 Lus, (x, Bs) + gL s, (x,0)
r(z,0) = 118, (w, Bs,) + 3 Lus, (,0)
1r(z, BR)
From the definition of £F(A"), 1 <i <n, 1 <k < N, given in (5.14), we have:

e For 1 <k < Ng,

€£(0) = Jr{ 220 )T A 0001 (Xs, 01

+ Z RJlJQ \/ naXt, 17 T ]1 (A7L70) (AnaaT)

J1,J2=1
N . .
Y R B X 8 (800 4 RV Xi 61 (€2)
j=1

where Rf;”{ Ri, R, € S.
o FOI‘NB—FlSk‘SNg,

£(9) = \}{mpl(An,Q )" 0o,k Ni—1(0)my, ;i (An, 01) + Op1, log det 31 (67)

N
+ 3 RPP(VAn Xi 00 m (A, 01)m (A, 67)

j17j2_1

+ZRJ \/ 7L7Xt, 1’ (A'fue +Rk V YL;th 1 )}5 (03)

where R}?, Rl Ry, € S.

To simplify the notation, we write
Py, (07) = ZEm [ (0N (0N Fi )], 1<k ko < Ny,
i=1

and then check its limit in the high-frequency observation regime. We note that from a similar argument used
in the proof of Lemma A.2, it holds that

N
S RV X, 00 mI (A, 67)m, (A, 0)m (A, 07) —2 0; (C.4)
1 j1,j2,53=1
N
R2ada (1, Xy, 0N m? (A, 01 m?2, (A, 01 m??, (A, 0 )m’', (A, 0
i—1 p,z D, D,t D1
1=1 j1,j2,73,ja=1
P
oy [ B 1,6 (20,6155 B )+ (2,61 B )

J1,J2,73,Ja=1

3 -
1]

2

3

1
n

+ [E(QS, 0T)]j1j4 [E(l‘, GT)]jzjs }VGJV (dx)a
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as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, where R/192J3 Riri2isis ¢ S For 1 < ky, ko < Ng, we apply Lemmas A.1,
A.2 and the limits (C.4) and (C.5) to obtain:

Pk] ko (QT)
n N

=43 > mlL (0 [Ai1(01)],5,00.k, 77 (X, , 01)m2, (0T) A1 (07)] 1,5, 00 k77 (Xe,_,,0F) + 08, (1)

=1 j1,j2,j3,ja=1
P N . .
i> 4 Z /[A(mng)]jljgaG,hrh (mng)[A(x79T)]j3j4 [E(xaGT)]jljsaewker(x’m) Vot (dm)
J1,J2,J8,Ja=1
= 4/({99’]@17"(.%, GT)T[A(x,GT)]397k2r(m, 0") vyt (dx) = 4007k, ks

asn — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — co. In particular in the last equation above, we used Lemmas B.1, B.2 and
B.3. For Ng+ 1 < ki, ks < Ny, we have that if n — oo, A, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then

Pkl ko (GT)

n N
= % Z Z [89,/61 A (QT)]jljz [ae,szifl (GT)}JSJAmﬁi(Am HT)mf,z (Am QT)m;ﬁz(Am GT)misi (Am GT)

=1 “j1,j2,93,Ja=1

N
+ > 100k Ai1(01)];,5,00,, log det 31 (67)m?' (A, 07)m2 (A, 6)
J1,d2=1
N . .
+ > Op, logdet 3 1 (07)[00 .k, Ai—1(07)];,5,mlY (A, 0T)m%, (A, 67)

J1,J2=1
+ 0o, log det Ei,l(m)&gh log det Eil(GT)} + op,, (1)

N
Pi> Z /{ [89,161A(x7 9T)]j1j2 [897]@21\(:6, GT)}J'SJA X ([E(CC, 9T)]j1j2 [2(1‘, 9T)]j3j4

J1,J2,93,Ja=1

(B, 0152 (B, 0] + (2,005, 2 (@, 00 b (do)

N
+ Z /{[897161 A(x’ 0T)]j1j2897k2 log det Z(JZ, GT) [E(Z‘, QT)}jljz }VOT (dI)

J1,j2=1

N
+ > /{ae,m 10gdetE(%QT)[ae,sz(%9T)]m‘2[2($79T)]j1j2}1/m(d$)
J1,j2=1

+ /{89};@1 log det X(x, 91)897;@2 log det 3(x, HT)}VW (dx)

N
= Z /{[aa’lﬁA(xveT)]jljz [89’]62A(:L‘79T)]j3]‘4 ([2($79T)]j1j3 [E(xﬂeT)}jsz

J1,J2,93,Ja=1

o+ (B, 005, [2 (@, 01 ]s2s0) Jrir (d)
= 4[F(0T)}k1k2 )

where in the second and third equality, we made use of the following formulae. For z € RY,

N
0o s log det (w,0%) = — > (005 A, 01115, [, 0]
J1,j2=1
N
[697kA(x’ 9T)]j1j2 = Z [A(J?, 9T)]j1j3 [897k2(x’ 9T)]j3j4 [A(l‘, 9T)]j4j27
Ja,ja=1
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for Ng+1 < k < Ngp and 1 < ji,j52 < N. Finally, for the cases 1 < k; < Ng, Ng+1 < kg < Ny or
1 <ky < Ng, N3+ 1<k; <Ny, we have from (C.2), (C.3) Lemmas A.1-A.2 and the limit (C.4) that

P
Pk, (07) =2 0,

as n — 00, A, — 0 and nA,, — co. The proof of limit (5.16) is now complete.

C.2.2 Proof of limit (5.17)

From the similar argument in the proof of (5.16), it is shown that if n — co, A,, — 0 and nA,, — oo, then
- P
S Egr [(e (0Nl (0M) 1Rl ] =50, 1< ki ka < No,
i=1
by noticing that the left hand side contains 1/ n?. We omit the detailed proof.

D  Supporting Material for Numerical Experiments

We provide the details to construct the marginal likelihood used in the numerical experiment of parameter
estimation of FHN model (4.1) under a partial observation regime in Section 4.2.2 in the main text.

To construct the marginal likelihood used in the computation of the MLE (4.2), we introduce (locally)
Gaussian approximations associated with the contrast function éé}%(&), p = 2,3, defined in (2.4) and (2.5). We
note that when p = 2, the scheme corresponds to the local Gaussian (LG) scheme developed in Gloter and
Yoshida (2020, 2021). The one-step Gaussian approximations for p = 2,3 are written in the following form:

Xt7:+1

Ty, =
t, Y,

= a<An7 Xtiae) + b(An7 Xtﬂe)}/tL + cp(Ana Xti79)wi+17 p=2,3, (Dl)

i+1

where a,b,¢, : (0,00) x Rx © — R? are explicitly determined and {wit1}i=0,....n—1 is 1.i.d. sequence of
standard normal random variables. In particular, we have:

[ x—i—%(x—x?’—s)—i—%(l—i’)ﬁ)(m—x?’—s)—%—j(vx—i—ﬂ)
a(Az,0) = ;

(vz + B)A

A 2 A2

—A 4 {(1-32) +e}ls

T e Rl
1-A

for A >0, x € Rand 6 = (¢,v, «,0). Also, the covariance matrix ¥, = cpc;, p = 2,3, is defined as follows:

NPy
So(Az,0) = | ° 2.
47 Al
AL (x,0)Lo(x, 0 A% (LoLy(x,0) + 2Ly (x,0)Ls(x,0
Ss(A, 2, 0) = Sy(A, 2, 0) + 1 [(@0) Lo (@, 6) %”ﬂm)31@)3@))7
A3(LoLy(x,0) + $L1(x,0)Ls(x,0)) A20Ly(z,0)

where we have set:
Li(z,0) = -2, Ly(z,0) =% x {—(1-32%) +¢e}, Ls(z,0)=—0.

Thus, given the observation Xy,, the scheme (D.1) is interpreted as a linear Gaussian model w.r.t. the hidden
component Y;,. For the linear Gaussian state space model (D.1), the Kalman Filter (KF) recursion formula can
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be obtained. We recall A,, is the step-size of the observation and n is the number of data. For the simplicity
of notation, we write Z, = (X, Y%), 0 < k < n instead of Z;,, = (X,,Y:,) and Zo., = {(Xk, Ye) }k=0,...n-
Then, it holds that

Yk|XO:k ~ </V(’rnp,ka Qp,k)a 0 S k S n, p= 2,37

where the filtering mean m,, ;, and variance @),  is defined as follows (the derivation can be found in Appendix
F in Iguchi et al. (2023)):

AYX AYX AXY
_ Y p,k—1 X __AYY p,k—1""pk—1
Mpk = Hp k-1 + AXX (Xk - /J’p,kfl)’ Q,’D,k = Ap,kfl - AXX )
p,k—1 p,k—1
where
x 7
Hp k-1
v =a(An, Xk—1,0) + (A, Xp—1,0)mp —1;
lj’p,kfl_

XX XY 1
Api—1 Apk—
Xy %%
Ap,k‘—l Ap,k—l_

= 3p(An, Xi—1,0) + b(Ay, X—1,60) Qpi—1 (A, Xi—1,0) 7.

Since it holds that Xy|Xo.x—1 ~ A (1,1, A1), the marginal likelihood fp ,(Xo.n;6), p = 2,3, is obtained
as:

n

fp,n(XO:n;9> = @O(XO) X H L)0()(197 M;{kfla A;(,liil)v
k=1

where g is the density of X and ¢(-; p,v) is the density of (scalar) Gaussian random variable with the mean
 and the variance v.
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