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Abstract

We consider parameter estimation of the reaction term for a second order linear parabolic
stochastic partial differential equation in two space dimensions driven by a Q-Wiener process
under small diffusivity. We first construct an estimator of the reaction parameter based on
continuous spatio-temporal data, and then derive an estimator of the reaction parameter based
on high frequency spatio-temporal data by discretizing the estimator based on the continuous
data. We show that the estimators have consistency and asymptotic normality. Furthermore,
we give simulation results of the estimator based on high frequency data.
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1 Introduction

Stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) combine partial differential equations with spatio-
temporal noise to enable mathematical modeling of spatio-temporal phenomena and are used widely
in natural sciences, medicine and economics. Second order parabolic SPDEs, which cover stochastic
heat equations and stochastic reaction-diffusion equations, are important models and are applied in
many fields such as geophysical fluid dynamics, mathematical finance, neurobiology and population
genetics, see Piterbarg and Ostrovskii [29], Kusuoka [22], Tuckwell [36], Altmeyer et al. [1], and
Dawson [10]. Since SPDEs are thus used in various fields and can describe complex phenomena,
statistical inference for SPDEs has recently been studied as well as theories of SPDEs. Refer to
Cialenco [7] for existing theories of statistical inference for SPDE models.

Let T = [0, 1] and D = (0, 1)2. We treat the following linear parabolic SPDE in two space
dimensions

dXt(y, z) =

{
θ2

(
∂2

∂y2
+

∂2

∂z2

)
+ θ1

∂

∂y
+ η1

∂

∂z
+ θ0

}
Xt(y, z)dt

+ σdWQ
t (y, z), (t, y, z) ∈ T×D (1.1)

with an initial value X0 and the Dirichlet boundary condition Xt(y, z) = 0, (t, y, z) ∈ T × ∂D,

where WQ
t is a Q-Wiener process in a Sobolev space on D, X0 is an L2(D)-valued random variable

and independent of WQ
t and (θ0, θ1, η1, θ2, σ) ∈ R3 × (0,∞)2. We consider parametric estimation
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of θ0 in SPDE (1.1) under small diffusivity, which means that θ2 → 0, θ1 → 0 and η1 → 0. Thus,
we reparameterize the coefficients of SPDE (1.1) as follows.

ν = θ2, κ = θ1/θ2, η = η1/θ2.

Let ν ∈ (0, 1) and (κ, η) ∈ R2 be known parameters, and assume that ν → 0 and (κ, η) is fixed. We
then study estimation of the reaction parameter θ0 in the parabolic SPDE

dXt(y, z) = (−νA+ θ0)Xt(y, z)dt+ σdWQ
t (y, z), (t, y, z) ∈ T×D (1.2)

under ν → 0, where the differential operator A is given by

−A =
∂2

∂y2
+

∂2

∂z2
+ κ

∂

∂y
+ η

∂

∂z
,

(θ0, σ) ∈ R× (0,∞) is an unknown parameter whose parameter space is a compact convex subset of
R×(0,∞), and (θ∗0 , σ

∗) denotes the true value of (θ0, σ) and belongs to the interior of the parameter
space.

Statistical inference for SPDEs has been studied by many researchers, see for example, Hübner
et al. [17], Hübner and Rozovskii [18], Lototsky [23] and Cialenco and Glatt-Holtz [9]. As for discrete
observations, see Markussen [24], Bibinger and Trabs [4], Cialenco et al. [8], Chong [6], Hildebrandt
and Trabs [15, 16], Tonaki et al. [33, 34], Bibinger and Bossert [3], Bossert [5] and references therein.
In the case of SPDE (1.1), which has a linear reaction term, the Fourier coefficients with respect to
the eigenfunctions of its differential operator are Ornstein-Uhlenbeck dynamics. Using statistical
inference for diffusion processes based on discrete observations, Tonaki et al. [33, 34] proposed an

estimator of θ0 of SPDE (1.1) when WQ
t is a driving process with θ0. Tonaki et al. [35] proposed

an estimator of θ0 of SPDE (1.1) with small noise, which means that σ is known and σ → 0.
For parametric estimation for the linear reaction term of the second order parabolic SPDE with
one space dimension driven by a cylindrical Brownian motion, see Kaino and Uchida [19, 20]. For
statistical inference for diffusion processes based on discrete observations, see Kessler [21], Yoshida
[41], Uchida and Yoshida [37], Sørensen and Uchida [32] and Gloter and Sørensen [13].

Recently, Gaudlitz and Reiss [12] treated estimation for the reaction term of SPDEs with d-space
dimensions under small diffusivity in the case that the driving process is a cylindrical Brownian
motion and the reaction term is nonlinear. However, their model does not encompass SPDE (1.2).
Note that the L2-estimate of the second order parabolic SPDE with two space dimensions whose
driving process is a cylindrical Brownian motion is divergent, see Walsh [38]. For this reason, we
study parametric estimation for the reaction term of SPDE (1.2) driven by a Q-Wiener process

WQ
t in line with the approach of [12]. The main purpose of this paper is to show that the estimator

of θ0 with the weight parameter β based on high frequency spatio-temporal data is bounded in
probability or asymptotically normal with the rate R−1

β,ν given in (2.5) below under ν → 0. We also
show that the function β 7→ Rβ,ν is decreasing.

This paper is organized as follows. We state main results in Section 2. We first propose an
estimator of θ0 with the weight parameter β using continuous spatio-temporal data. We then derive
an estimator of θ0 based on high frequency spatio-temporal data by discretizing the estimator based
on continuous spatio-temporal data. We discuss the optimal choice of the weight parameter β, and
also address the estimation of the volatility parameter σ2. Section 3 gives the simulation results of
the estimator based on high frequency spatio-temporal data. Section 4 provides the proofs of our
results.

2 Main results

2.1 Setting and notation

Let (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P) be a stochastic basis with usual conditions, and let {wl1,l2}l1,l2∈N be inde-
pendent R-valued standard Brownian motions on this basis.
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Let {λl1,l2 , el1,l2}l1,l2∈N be the eigenpairs of the differential operator A, where the eigenfunctions
el1,l2 and the corresponding eigenvalues λl1,l2 are given by

λl1,l2 = π2(l21 + l22) +
κ2 + η2

4
, el1,l2(y, z) = 2 sin(πl1y) sin(πl2z)e

−(κy+ηz)/2

for l1, l2 ∈ N and (y, z) ∈ D. Let H = L2(D) with the inner product

⟨u, v⟩ = ⟨u, v⟩H =

∫∫
D

u(x, y)v(x, y)eκx+ηydxdy, ∥u∥ = ∥u∥H =
√

⟨u, u⟩H.

Note that {el1,l2}l1,l2∈N is the complete orthonormal system of H with the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩.
Fix α > 0, and define a trace class linear operator Q on a Hilbert space U ⊃ H with a

norm ∥ · ∥U and the complete orthonormal system {vl1,l2}l1,l2∈N, vl1,l2 = ∥el1,l2∥−1
U el1,l2 such that

Qvl1,l2 = µ−α
l1,l2

∥el1,l2∥2Uvl1,l2 , where µl1,l2 = π2(l21 + l22). We consider the Q-Wiener process given
by

WQ
t =

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ
−α/2
l1,l2

∥el1,l2∥Uwl1,l2(t)vl1,l2 =
∑

l1,l2≥1

µ
−α/2
l1,l2

wl1,l2(t)el1,l2 .

In this paper, we assume that α > 0 is known. See [5] for the estimation of α. Let {St}t≥0 be the
semigroup generated by the differential operator −A, that is, St = e−tA, where

e−tAu =
∑

l1,l2≥1

e−λl1,l2
t⟨u, el1,l2⟩el1,l2 , u ∈ H.

Notice that
Gt(x,y) =

∑
l1,l2≥1

e−λl1,l2
tel1,l2(x)el1,l2(y), x,y ∈ D

is the kernel of the semigroup St and Stu(x) = ⟨Gt(x, ·), u⟩, u ∈ H. Let Q̃ be a linear operator

such that Q̃el1,l2 = µ−α
l1,l2

el1,l2 , and consider the fractional powers Q̃δ for δ ∈ R:

Q̃δu =
∑

l1,l2≥1

µ−αδ
l1,l2

ul1,l2el1,l2 (2.1)

for u =
∑
l1,l2≥1 ul1,l2el1,l2 , ul1,l2 ∈ R such that Q̃δu ∈ H. Note that Q̃δu ∈ H for u ∈ H if δ ≥ 0.

Define U0 = {Q̃1/2v|v ∈ H} with the induced norm ∥Q̃−1/2u∥, u ∈ U0. For a separable Hilbert
space K, HS(K) denotes the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from K to H. Since it holds

from Proposition 4.1 that St ∈ HS(U0) for t > 0 and
∫ 1

0
∥Sνt∥2HS(U0)

dt < ∞ for ν > 0, there exists

a unique mild solution {Xt}t∈T of SPDE (1.2) such that the variation of constants formula

Xt = SνtX0 + θ0

∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)Xsds+ σ

∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s , t ∈ T (2.2)

on L2(Ω;H), and it follows from (4.19) that t 7→ Xt is continuous P-a.s., see Theorem 7.5 in [30].
Pθ0,σ denotes the law of the solution {Xt}t∈T of SPDE (1.2) on C(T;H).

For β ∈ R, let L2
β = {u =

∑
l1,l2≥1 ul1,l2el1,l2 |∥u∥L2

β
<∞} with the weighted inner product

⟨u, v⟩L2
β
= ⟨Q̃β/2u, Q̃β/2v⟩, ∥u∥L2

β
=
√
⟨u, u⟩L2

β
.

Note that L2
β1

⊂ L2
β2

for β1 ≤ β2 and L2
β−

⊂ H ⊂ L2
β+

for β− ≤ 0 ≤ β+.

For families {aλ}λ, {bλ}λ ⊂ R, we write aλ ≲ bλ if |aλ| ≤ C|bλ| for some universal constant
C > 0 and any λ, and we write aλ ∼ bλ if aλ ≲ bλ and bλ ≲ aλ. For a family {aλ}λ ⊂ R and a ∈ R,
we write aλ ≡ a if aλ = a for all λ.
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2.2 Estimation of θ0 based on continuous observations

Gaudlitz and Reiss [12] proposed the minimum likelihood estimator of the reaction term under small
diffusive level. Since supt∈T E[∥Xt∥2L2

−1
] ≳

∑
l1,l2≥1(l

2
1+ l

2
2)

−1 = ∞ and the Novikov condition (2.3)

in Moleriu [25] for f(t) = Q̃−1Xt is not satisfied in our model, we cannot construct a maximum
likelihood estimator of θ0 using the Girsanov theorem (Theorem 2.3 in [25]). Therefore, we propose
the minimum contrast function based on the likelihood of [12] and provide the minimum contrast
estimator of θ0. Let X(cont) = {Xt(y, z)}t∈T,(y,z)∈D be continuous observations. Because it holds

from Lemma 8 below that supt∈T E[∥Xt∥2L2
β
] <∞ for β > −1, we set the contrast function

Uβ(θ0 : X(cont)) = θ0

∫ 1

0

⟨Xt,dXt + νAXtdt⟩L2
β
+
θ20
2

∫ 1

0

∥Xt∥2L2
β
dt, (2.3)

where β > −1 can be chosen arbitrarily. Define the estimator θ̂
(cont)
0,β as θ0 which minimizes (2.3).

That is,

θ̂
(cont)
0,β = θ̂

(cont)
0,β,ν =

∫ 1

0

⟨Xt,dXt + νAXtdt⟩L2
β∫ 1

0

∥Xt∥2L2
β
dt

. (2.4)

The numerator of (2.4) is decomposed as follows:∫ 1

0

⟨Xt,dXt + νAXtdt⟩L2
β

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

{∫ 1

0

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨Xt, el1,l2⟩d⟨Xt, el1,l2⟩+ ν

∫ 1

0

λl1,l2µ
−αβ
l1,l2

⟨Xt, el1,l2⟩2dt
}
.

Remark 1. The estimator of θ0 proposed by Gaudlitz and Reiss [12] in the SPDE driven by a
cylindrical Brownian motion corresponds to our proposed estimator (2.4) for β = 0 in the SPDE
driven by the Q-Wiener process. If we choose β independent of the value of the damping parameter
α and spatio-temporal observation data, it may not be possible to construct a consistent estimator of
θ0 (see Theorem 2.1, 2.2 or Corollary 2.4 below). In fact, we observe that in our setting of Section
3, the consistent estimator of θ0 based on discrete observations cannot be constructed unless β > 0.2.
In order to get a consistent estimator of θ0, we choose a suitable β depending on the value of α and
spatio-temporal observation data and propose the estimator with the parameter β.

For β ≥ −1, we make the following initial condition.

[A1]β,2 E[∥X0∥2L2
β
] <∞.

For β > −1, define

Rβ,ν =

∫ 1

0

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
dt√∫ 1

0

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

2β+1

]
dt

. (2.5)

We then obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let α > 0 and β > −1. Assume that [A1]β,2 holds.
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(1) It follows that as ν → 0,

Rβ,ν ∼



ν−1/2, −1 < β < 1
2α − 1,

(−ν log ν)−1/2, β = 1
2α − 1,

να(β+1)−1, 1
2α − 1 < β < 1

α − 1,

− log ν, β = 1
α − 1,

1, 1
α − 1 < β.

(2.6)

(2) If −1 < β ≤ 1
2α − 1, then as ν → 0,

Rβ,ν(θ̂
(cont)
0,β − θ∗0)

d→ N(0, (σ∗)2).

(3) If 1
2α − 1 < β ≤ 1

α − 1, then as ν → 0,

Rβ,ν(θ̂
(cont)
0,β − θ∗0) = OP(1).

Remark 2. When one estimates θ0 based on continuous observations under a regular initial con-
dition, it is sufficient to use the result of Theorem 2.1-(2) since one can choose β < 1

2α − 1. As
mentioned in Remark 1, when one constructs the estimator of θ0 based on discrete observations,
one needs the result of Theorem 2.1-(3) since one chooses β depending on α and the number of
spatio-temporal observations, see Theorem 2.2-(3), Corollary 2.4 or Section 3.

The properties of Rβ,ν and the optimal choice of the weight parameter β will be addressed in
Subsection 2.4.

2.3 Estimation of θ0 based on discrete observations

Our main aim is to estimate θ0 based on high frequency spatio-temporal data. To this end, we use
discrete data and construct an estimator of θ0 by discretizing the estimator given in (2.4).

Let XN,M = {Xti(yj , zk)}0≤i≤N,,0≤j≤M1,0≤k≤M2
be discrete observations, where ti = i/N , yj =

j/M1 and zk = k/M2. We define the estimator of θ0 based on XN,M by

θ̂0,β = θ̂0,β,ν,N,M,L =

N∑
i=1

L∑
l1=1

L∑
l2=1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

[Xti−1
]M,l1,l2

(
[Xti ]M,l1,l2 − e−νλl1,l2

/N [Xti−1
]M,l1,l2

)

×

{
1

N

N∑
i=1

L∑
l1=1

L∑
l2=1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

[Xti−1
]2M,l1,l2

}−1

, (2.7)

where

hl(x : a) =

√
2eax/2

(a/2)2 + (πl)2

(
a

2
sin(πlx)− πl cos(πlx)

)
, a, x ∈ R, l ∈ N,

δ
[y]
j hl(a) = hl(yj : a)− hl(yj−1 : a), δ

[z]
k hl(a) = hl(zk : a)− hl(zk−1 : a),

[Xt]M,l1,l2 =

M1∑
j=1

M2∑
k=1

Xt(yj−1, zk−1)δ
[y]
j hl1(κ)δ

[z]
k hl2(η), t ∈ T.

For simplicity, we assume that there exist bM > 1/2 and bL > (α−1)/4 such thatM1∧M2 = N bM ,
L = N bL . The derivation of this estimator can be found in Subsection 4.2.
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For β ∈ R and q > 2, define Lqβ = {u ∈ L2
β |∥u∥Lq

β
<∞} with

∥u∥Lq
β
=

(∫∫
D

|Q̃β/2u(x, y)|qeκx+ηydxdy
)1/q

.

For β ∈ R and q ≥ 2, let Lq = Lq0 and L∞
β =

⋂
q≥2 L

q
β . For α > 0, x ∈ (0, 1] and p > 4/x, we set

ρ(time)
x =


2x, x ∈ (0, 1/2],

1
2(1−x) , x ∈ (1/2, 1),

∞, x = 1,

τ
(space)
1,x,p = 1− 2

px− 2
, τ

(space)
2,x,p =

{
1− 1

px−1 , x ∈ (0, 1/2],

1− 2
p , x ∈ (1/2, 1],

ρ
(space)
1,x,p = 1− p+ 4

2px+ p− 4
, ρ

(space)
2,x,p =

{
1− p+2

2px+p−2 , x ∈ (0, 1/2],
1
2 − 1

p , x ∈ (1/2, 1],

τ (trunc)x,p = 2

(
1− 2

px− 2

)
, ρ(trunc)x,p = 2

(
1− p+ 2

2px+ p− 4

)
,

ϕ
(space)
1,x,p =

p− 1

px− 2
, ϕ

(space)
2,x,p =

{
p

px−1 , x ∈ (0, 1/2],

3− 2x+ 2
p , x ∈ (1/2, 1],

ψ
(space)
1,x,p =

2(p− 1)

2px+ p− 4
, ψ

(space)
2,x,p =

{
2p

2px+p−2 , x ∈ (0, 1/2],
3
2 − x+ 1

p , x ∈ (1/2, 1],

ϕ(trunc)x,α,p =
(α− 1)px+ 2(1− 2α+ p)

2(px− 2)
, ψ(trunc)

x,α,p =
(α− 1)px+ 2(1− 2α+ p)

2px+ p− 4
,

and introduce the following conditions.

[A1]β,p E[∥X0∥2Lp
β
] <∞.

[B1]β,p ν(M1∧M2)
2r1N

−ϕ(space)

1,α(β+1),p → ∞ and ν(M1∧M2)
2r2N

−ϕ(space)

2,α(β+1),p → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞
and M1 ∧M2 → ∞ for some r1 < τ

(space)
1,α(β+1),p and r2 < τ

(space)
2,α(β+1),p.

[B2]β,p νLsN
−ϕ(trunc)

α(β+1),α,p → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞ and L→ ∞ for some s < τ
(trunc)
α(β+1),p.

[C1]β νNq → ∞ as ν → 0 and N → ∞ for some q < ρ
(time)
α(β+1).

[C2]β,p ν(M1∧M2)
2r1N

−ψ(space)

1,α(β+1),p → ∞ and ν(M1∧M2)
2r2N

−ψ(space)

2,α(β+1),p → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞
and M1 ∧M2 → ∞ for some r1 < ρ

(space)
1,α(β+1),p and r2 < ρ

(space)
2,α(β+1),p.

[C3]β,p νLsN
−ψ(trunc)

α(β+1),α,p → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞ and L→ ∞ for some s < ρ
(trunc)
α(β+1),p.

Remark 3. (1) For β ≥ −1 and p > 2, [A1]−1,p is a stricter condition than [A1]β,2.

(2) Since ∥u∥Lp
−1

∼ ∥Aα/2u∥Lp and A is the second order elliptic operator, for example, if X0 is

non-random and belongs to C⌈α⌉(D), then [A1]−1,p and especially [A1]−1,∞ are satisfied.

(3) For β > −1 and p > 4, [C2]β,p and [C3]β,p are stricter conditions than [B1]β,p and [B2]β,p,
respectively.
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Propositions 4.1-4.3 below show that the estimators θ̂
(cont)
0,β and θ̂0,β are asymptotically equiva-

lent as ν → 0, N → ∞, M1 ∧M2 → ∞ and L→ ∞. We obtain the following main theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let α > 0, −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1 and p > 4

α(β+1) . Assume that [A1]−1,p holds.

(1) Under [B1]β,p and [B2]β,p, it holds that as ν → 0, N → ∞, M1 ∧M2 → ∞ and L→ ∞,

θ̂0,β
P→ θ∗0 .

(2) If −1 < β ≤ 1
2α − 1, then it holds that under [C1]β, [C2]β,p and [C3]β,p,

Rβ,ν(θ̂0,β − θ∗0)
d→ N(0, (σ∗)2) (2.8)

as ν → 0, N → ∞, M1 ∧M2 → ∞ and L→ ∞.

(3) If 1
2α − 1 < β ≤ 1

α − 1, then it holds that under [C1]β, [C2]β,p and [C3]β,p,

Rβ,ν(θ̂0,β − θ∗0) = OP(1) (2.9)

as ν → 0, N → ∞, M1 ∧M2 → ∞ and L→ ∞.

See Subsection 2.4 for sufficient conditions for consistency and the asymptotic properties (2.8),

(2.9) of the estimator θ̂0,β under the given discrete data XN,M .
Finally, we give the sufficient conditions when p = ∞. Notice that

ρ
(space)
2,x,p ≤ ρ

(space)
1,x,p , ϕ

(space)
1,x,p ≤ ϕ

(space)
2,x,p , ψ

(space)
2,x,p ≤ ψ

(space)
1,x,p

for sufficiently large p. For α > 0 and x ∈ (0, 1], define

ρ(space)x = 1− 1

2x+ 1
, ρ(trunc)x = 2

(
1− 1

2x+ 1

)
,

ϕ(space)x =
1

x
∨ (3− 2x), ψ

(space)
1,x =

2

2x+ 1
, ψ

(space)
2,x =

3

2
− x,

ϕ(trunc)x,α =
(α− 1)x+ 2

2x
, ψ(trunc)

x,α =
(α− 1)x+ 2

2x+ 1
.

If p = ∞, the conditions [B1]β,p, [B2]β,p, [C2]β,p and [C3]β,p are respectively replaced by

[B1]β,∞ ν(M1 ∧M2)
2rN

−ϕ(space)

α(β+1) → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞ and M1 ∧M2 → ∞ for some r < 1,

[B2]β,∞ νLsN
−ϕ(trunc)

α(β+1),α → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞ and L→ ∞ for some s < 2,

[C2]β,∞ ν(M1 ∧M2)
2r1N

−ψ(space)

1,α(β+1) → ∞ and ν(M1 ∧M2)
2r2N

−ψ(space)

2,α(β+1) → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞
and M1 ∧M2 → ∞ for some r1 < ρ

(space)
α(β+1) and r2 < 1/2,

[C3]β,∞ νLsN
−ψ(trunc)

α(β+1),α → ∞ as ν → 0, N → ∞ and L→ ∞ for some s < ρ
(trunc)
α(β+1).

We now obtain the sufficient conditions required for consistency or the asymptotic properties (2.8),

(2.9) of the estimator θ̂0,β when [A1]−1,∞ is satisfied.
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2.4 Optimal choice of β

In this subsection, we discuss the optimal choice of β for α. More precisely, we fix α > 0 and
investigate the superiority of the estimators θ̂0,β1 and θ̂0,β2 for −1 < β1 < β2 ≤ 1

α − 1.
For fixed α > 0, let 1

2α − 1 < β′ < 1
α − 1. Because of (2.6) and the relation

1 ≲ − log ν ≲ να(β
′+1)−1 ≲ (−ν log ν)−1/2 ≲ ν−1/2, ν → 0,

the convergence rate R−1
β,ν of the estimator θ̂

(cont)
0,β is faster as β gets smaller. However, the conver-

gence rates of the estimators θ̂
(cont)
0,β1

and θ̂
(cont)
0,β2

are both ν1/2 for −1 < β1 < β2 <
1
2α − 1, and we

cannot determine the superiority of the estimators by only using (2.6). For this reason, we need to
examine the properties of Rβ,ν in more detail.

The following proposition shows the superiority of the estimators θ̂
(cont)
0,β1

and θ̂
(cont)
0,β2

for −1 <

β1 < β2 <
1
2α − 1.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that [A1]−1,2 holds. Then, for α > 0 and ν ∈ (0, 1),

Rβ,ν =

∑
l1,l2≥1

fl1,l2(2(νλl1,l2 − θ0) : α, σ
2, X0)µ

−α(β+1)
l1,l2√ ∑

l1,l2≥1

fl1,l2(2(νλl1,l2 − θ0) : α, σ
2, X0)µ

−2α(β+1)
l1,l2

,

where fl1,l2(x : α, σ2, X0) = µαl1,l2E[⟨X0, el1,l2⟩2]f1(x) + σ2f2(x),

f1(x) =

{
1−e−x

x , x ̸= 0,

1, x = 0,
f2(x) =

{
x−1+e−x

x2 , x ̸= 0,
1
2 , x = 0

and the function β 7→ Rβ,ν is decreasing on (−1, 1
α − 1].

Proposition 2.3 shows that for −1 < β1 < β2 <
1
2α − 1, θ̂

(cont)
0,β1

is superior to θ̂
(cont)
0,β2

in the

sense that the asymptotic variance is smaller. Indeed, by setting Iβ = limν→0(σ
∗)−2νR2

β,ν for

−1 < β < 1
2α−1, we see from Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.3 that ν−1/2(θ̂

(cont)
0,β −θ∗0)

d→ N(0, I−1
β )

and I−1
β1

< I−1
β2

.

Theorem 2.2 indicates that the choice of β in the estimator θ̂0,β depends on the high frequency
spatio-temporal data XN,M . We thus consider how to choose β from the given data XN,M .

Because x 7→ ρ
(time)
x , x 7→ τ

(space)
j,x,p and x 7→ ρ

(space)
j,x,p are increasing and x 7→ ϕ

(space)
j,x,p and

x 7→ ψ
(space)
j,x,p are decreasing for p ≥ 2 and j = 1, 2, we see that the conditions required for

consistency or the asymptotic properties (2.8), (2.9) of the estimator θ̂0,β get more relaxed as β
increases under a fixed α. Therefore, we show the lower bound of β for the given data XN,M . For
simplicity, let p = ∞. For α,n,m > 0, define

β(cons)
α,n,m =

{
n

α(m−1) − 1, m ≥ 2n + 1,
1
2α (3−

m−1
n )− 1, m < 2n + 1,

and β
(asym)
α,n,m = β

(as-t)
α,n ∨ β(as-sp)

α,n,m , where

β(as-t)
α,n =

{
1

2αn − 1, n ≥ 1,
1
α (1−

n
2 )− 1, n < 1,

β(as-sp)
α,n,m =

1

2α

(
1 + 2n

m− 1
∨ 3n−m+ 2

n

)
− 1, m > 1.

We then have the following corollary of Theorem 2.2 with p = ∞. Note that as mentioned in
Remark 3-(2), the condition [A1]−1,∞ is satisfied if the initial value X0 is deterministic and smooth.
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Corollary 2.4. Let α > 0 and −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1. Assume that [A1]−1,∞ holds. For m > n > 0 and

ℓ > n(α−1)
4 ∨ 0, let N = ν−n, (M1 ∧M2)

2 = ν−m and L = ν−ℓ.

(1) The estimator θ̂0,β is consistent as ν → 0 if ℓ >
1+nϕ

(trunc)

α(β+1),α

2 and β > β
(cons)
α,n,m for m > n + 1.

(2) The estimator θ̂0,β has the asymptotic property (2.8) or (2.9) as ν → 0 if ℓ >
1+nψ

(trunc)

α(β+1),α

ρ
(trunc)

α(β+1)

and β > β
(asym)
α,n,m for m > n + 2.

Remark 4. (1) We find from Corollary 2.4 that the lower bounds of β required for consistency

and the asymptotic properties (2.8), (2.9) are given by β
(cons)
α,n,m and β

(asym)
α,n,m , respectively, and

from Proposition 2.3 that β close to the lower bound gives a better estimator if ν is sufficiently
small.

(2) Corollary 2.4 shows that we need to increase the number of spatial observations relatively

more than the number of temporal observations in order to obtain the estimator θ̂0,β with
consistency or the asymptotic properties (2.8), (2.9) as well as Tonaki et al. [35] does.

(3) The lower bounds β
(cons)
α,n,m and β

(asym)
α,n,m are both decreasing for m. This fact means that the

lower bounds get small as the number of spatial observations increases, and we can obtain a
better estimator.

2.5 Estimation of σ2

In this subsection, we give an estimator of the volatility parameter σ2 under ν → 0 based on high
frequency spatio-temporal data. We consider parametric estimation of σ2 in line with the approach
of Tonaki et al. [34].

For a fixed b ∈ (0, 1/2), let X(space)
N,m = {Xti(ỹj , z̃k)}0≤i≤N,0≤j≤m1,0≤k≤m2

be spatially thinned
data of XN,M such that ỹ0, z̃0 ≥ b, ỹm1

, z̃m2
≤ 1 − b, ỹj = ỹ0 + jδ and z̃k = z̃0 + kδ, where

δ =
ỹm1

−ỹ0
m1

=
z̃m2

−z̃0
m2

, m1m2 = O(ν−1N) and N = O(νm1m2). For the thinned data X(space)
N,m ,

define the triple increment

Ti,j,kX = Xti(ỹj , z̃k)−Xti(ỹj−1, z̃k)−Xti(ỹj , z̃k−1) +Xti(ỹj−1, z̃k−1)

−Xti−1
(ỹj , z̃k) +Xti−1

(ỹj−1, z̃k) +Xti−1
(ỹj , z̃k−1)−Xti−1

(ỹj−1, z̃k−1).

We denote the Bessel function of the first kind of order 0 by

J0(x) = 1 +
∑
k≥1

(−1)k

(k!)2

(x
2

)2k
.

We assume θ0 ≤ 0 so that the operator Aθ0,ν = νA − θ0 is positive definite and self-adjoint. For
simplicity, we assume the following initial condition as in [34].

[A2] The initial value X0 is non-random and ∥A(1+α)/2X0∥ <∞.

Note that we can consider the general initial condition as in [33].
Let ∆ = 1/N . For α ∈ (0, 2) and δ/

√
ν∆ ≡ r ∈ (0,∞), define

ψr,α =
2

π

∫ ∞

0

1− e−x
2

x1+2α

(
J0(

√
2rx)− 2J0(rx) + 1

)
dx.

In the same way as Proposition 2.1 in [34], we obtain the following result.
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Proposition 2.5. Let α ∈ (0, 2) and δ/
√
ν∆ ≡ r ∈ (0,∞). Under [A2], it follows that

E[(Ti,j,kX)2] = να−1∆ασ2e−κ(ỹj−1+ỹj)/2e−η(z̃k−1+z̃k)/2ψr,α +Ri,j,k +O(να−1∆1+α),

where
∑N
i=1Ri,j,k = O(να−1∆α) uniformly in j, k.

The estimator of σ2 is defined as

σ̂2 = σ̂2
ν,N,m =

1

Nνα−1∆α

m2∑
k=1

m1∑
j=1

N∑
i=1

(Ti,j,kX)2e(−κ(ỹj−1+ỹj)−η(z̃k−1+z̃k))/2

×

(
ψr,α

m2∑
k=1

m1∑
j=1

e−κ(ỹj−1+ỹj)−η(z̃k−1+z̃k)

)−1

.

Then, we have the following asymptotic property of the estimator σ̂2.

Proposition 2.6. Under [A2], as N → ∞, m1 ∧m2 → ∞ and ν → 0,

N(σ̂2 − (σ∗)2) = OP(1).

Remark 5. (1) The estimator σ̂2 is defined as σ2 which minimizes the contrast function

Kν,N,m(σ2) =

m2∑
k=1

m1∑
j=1

{
1

Nνα−1∆α

N∑
i=1

(Ti,j,kX)2 − σ2ψr,αe
(−κ(ỹj−1+ỹj)−η(z̃k−1+z̃k))/2

}2

.

This is because σ2 can be identified without using two rates r = δ/
√
ν∆ and r′ = δ/

√
2ν∆ if

the diffusive parameter ν is known, see [34].

(2) The estimator σ̂2 has the same rate as that in [34], even under ν → 0. This is due to the fact
that the main term of E[(Ti,j,kX)2] is independent of θ0, see the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [34].

3 Simulations

The numerical solution of SPDE (1.2) is generated by

X̃ti(yj , zk) =

K1∑
l1=1

K2∑
l2=1

xl1,l2(ti)el1,l2(yj , zk), i = 1, . . . , N, j = 1, . . . ,M1, k = 1, . . . ,M2

with
dxl1,l2(t) = −λ(θ0)l1,l2

xl1,l2(t)dt+ σµ
−α/2
l1,l2

dwl1,l2(t), xl1,l2(0) = ⟨X0, el1,l2⟩,

where λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

= νλl1,l2 − θ0. In this simulation, the true values of parameters (θ∗0 , κ, η, σ
∗) =

(0, 1, 1, 1). We set N = 102, M1 = M2 = 200, K1 = K2 = 104, X0 = 0, α = 0.5, ν = 0.1.
We used R language to compute the estimators of Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 2.6. The number
of iterations is 200.

First, we estimated θ0. Table 1 is the simulation results of the mean and the standard deviation
(s.d.) of θ̂0,β . We set that (N,M1,M2, α, ν, β, L) = (102, 200, 200, 0.5, 0.1, 0.6, 32). In this case,

n = 2, m ≈ 4.6 and ℓ ≈ 1.505 in Corollary 2.4, thus ℓ >
1+nϕ

(trunc)

α(β+1),α

2 = 1.5 and β > β
(cons)
α,n,m ≈ 0.20.

It seems from Table 1 that the bias of θ̂0,β is very small and θ̂0,β has a good performance.
Next, we estimated σ2. Table 2 is the simulation results of the mean and the standard deviation

(s.d.) of σ̂2 with (N,m1,m2, α, ν) = (102, 30, 30, 0.5, 0.1). We see from Table 2 that the bias of σ̂2

is very small.
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Table 1: Simulation results of θ̂0,β

θ̂0,β
true value 0

mean -0.029
s.d. (0.274)

Table 2: Simulation results of σ̂2

σ̂2

true value 1
mean 0.987
s.d. (0.008)

4 Proofs

We set the following notation.

1. ∥ · ∥∞ denotes the uniform norm on D.

2. For a continuous square integrable martingale {Mt}t≥0 with M0 = 0, ⟨⟨M⟩⟩t stands for the
quadratic variation of {Mt}t≥0.

3. For γ ∈ [−1,∞), define Uγ = {Q̃(γ+1)/2v|v ∈ H} with the induced norm ∥Q̃−(γ+1)/2u∥,
u ∈ Uγ .

4. Hilbert-Schmidt space. For separable Hilbert spaces K1 and K2, let HS(K1;K2) = {L : K1 →
K2|L is bounded linear, ∥L∥HS(K1;K2) <∞}, where

∥L∥HS(K1;K2) =

√∑
j≥1

∥Lϕj∥2K2

and {ϕj}j∈N is a complete orthonormal system of K1. We write HS(K1;K2) as HS(K1) if
K2 = H.

5. Hölder space. For γ ∈ (0, 1], define Cγ = {u : D → R|∥u∥Cγ <∞}, where

∥u∥Cγ = ∥u∥∞ + sup
x ̸=y∈D

|u(x)− u(y)|
|x− y|γ

.

6. Sobolev space. For γ ∈ (0, 1) and q ≥ 2, let Wγ,q = {u ∈ Lq|∥u∥Wγ,q <∞}, where

∥u∥Wγ,q =

(
∥u∥qLq +

∫
D

∫
D

|u(x)− u(y)|q

|x− y|2+γq
dxdy

)1/q

.

7. Let v̄(y, z) = eκy+ηz and v(y, z) = 1/v̄(y, z). Note that v̄ is the weight function in the inner
product ⟨·, ·⟩.
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4.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

For β > −1 and t > 0, define

Jβ,ν =

∫ 1

0

∥Xt∥2L2
β
dt, Kβ,ν =

∫ 1

0

⟨Xt,dXt + νAXtdt⟩L2
β
,

Mβ,ν,t =

∫ t

0

⟨Xs,dW
Q
s ⟩L2

β
, Mβ,ν,t =

Mβ,ν,t√
E[⟨⟨Mβ,ν⟩⟩t]

.

From Rβ,ν = E[Jβ,ν ]/
√
E[J2β+1,ν ] and Proposition 4.1 below, one can easily show the first claim

of Theorem 2.1.
We next show (2) of Theorem 2.1. Note that {Mβ,ν,t}t∈T is continuous square integrable mar-

tingale, θ̂
(cont)
0,β = Kβ,ν/Jβ,ν and

Kβ,ν =

∫ 1

0

⟨Xt, θ
∗
0Xtdt+ σ∗dWQ

t ⟩L2
β
= θ∗0Jβ,ν + σ∗Mβ,ν,1

under Pθ∗0 ,σ
∗ . Since ⟨⟨Mβ,ν⟩⟩1 = J2β+1,ν and

θ̂
(cont)
0,β − θ∗0 =

σ∗Mβ,ν,1

Jβ,ν
= σ∗ × E[Jβ,ν ]

Jβ,ν
×
√
E[⟨⟨Mβ,ν⟩⟩1]
E[Jβ,ν ]

×Mβ,ν,1,

it holds that

Rβ,ν(θ̂
(cont)
0,β − θ∗0) = σ∗ × E[Jβ,ν ]

Jβ,ν
×Mβ,ν,1. (4.1)

Since it follows from Proposition 4.2 below that for −1 < 2β + 1 ≤ 1
α − 1,

⟨⟨Mβ,ν⟩⟩1 =
⟨⟨Mβ,ν⟩⟩1

E[⟨⟨Mβ,ν⟩⟩1]
=

J2β+1,ν

E[J2β+1,ν ]

P→ 1

as ν → 0, we find from Theorem A.1 in [2] that Mβ,ν,1
d→ N(0, 1) as ν → 0 for −1 < β ≤ 1

2α − 1.
With Slutsky’s theorem and Proposition 4.2, we complete the proof of (2).

Finally, we verify (3) of Theorem 2.1. Using Proposition 4.1, we have E[M2
β,ν,1] = E[⟨⟨Mβ,ν⟩⟩1] =

E[J2β+1,ν ] < ∞ for any ν > 0 and −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1, and we obtain E[M2

β,ν,1] = 1 for ν > 0 and

−1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1. For any ϵ > 0, we can choose a constant C > ϵ−1/2 such that

sup
ν>0

P(|Mβ,ν,1| > C) ≤ C−2 sup
ν>0

E[M2
β,ν,1] = C−2 < ϵ,

which implies Mβ,ν,1 = OP(1) for −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1. By (4.1) and Proposition 4.2, we get the

desired result.
For β > −1 and 0 ≤ u ≤ t ≤ 1, let

Xt,u = σ∗
∫ t

u

Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s , Xt = Xt,0, X̃t = Xt −Xt,

Iβ,ν,t =

∫ t

0

∥Xs∥2L2
β
ds, Iβ,ν = Iβ,ν,1,

φβ(ν, t) =

∫ t

0

∥Sνs∥2HS(Uβ)
ds, φβ(ν) = φβ(ν, 1).
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Proposition 4.1. Let α > 0 and β > −1. Then, St ∈ HS(Uβ) for t > 0 and

φβ(ν) ∼


να(β+1)−1, α(β + 1) < 1,

− log ν, α(β + 1) = 1,

1, α(β + 1) > 1

(4.2)

as ν → 0. Furthermore, if −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1, then under [A1]β,2,

E[Jβ,ν ] ∼ E[Iβ,ν ] ∼ φβ(ν)

as ν → 0.

Proposition 4.2. Let α > 0. If −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1, then under [A1]β,2,

E[Jβ,ν ]
Jβ,ν

P→ 1

as ν → 0.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proofs of these two propositions.

4.1.1 Proof of Proposition 4.1

The proof consists of four steps. Specifically, we will show St ∈ HS(Uβ) and (4.2) in Step 1, prove
E[Iβ,ν ] ∼ φβ(ν) in Step 2, verify E[Jβ,ν ] ≲ φβ(ν) in Step 3 and show E[Jβ,ν ] ≳ E[Iβ,ν ] under ν → 0
in Step 4.

Step 1. We can check immediately that St ∈ HS(Uβ) for t > 0 since ∥St∥HS(Uβ) = ∥StQ̃(β+1)/2∥HS(H)

and

∥StQ̃γ∥2HS(H) =
∑

l1,l2≥1

e−2tλl1,l2µ−2αγ
l1,l2

≤
∑

l1,l2≥1

1

2tλl1,l2µ
2αγ
l1,l2

<∞

for γ > 0 and t > 0. We next show (4.2). Note that ν ∈ (0, 1). It follows from 1−e−ax

x ∼ 1
x ∧ a

(a > 0) that for t ∈ (0, 1] and γ > 0,∫ t

0

∥SνsQ̃γ∥2HS(H)ds =

∫ t

0

∑
l1,l2≥1

e−2νsλl1,l2µ−2αγ
l1,l2

ds

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

1− e−2νtλl1,l2

2νλl1,l2
µ−2αγ
l1,l2

∼
∑

l1,l2≥1

(
1

ν(l21 + l22)
∧ t
)

1

(l21 + l22)
2αγ

=
∑

l21+l
2
2>1/νt

1

ν(l21 + l22)
1+2αγ

+
∑

1<l21+l
2
2≤1/νt

t

(l21 + l22)
2αγ

∼ ν2αγ−1t2αγ +


ν2αγ−1t2αγ , 2αγ < 1,

−t log(νt), 2αγ = 1,

t, 2αγ > 1

∼


ν2αγ−1t2αγ , 2αγ < 1,

−t log(νt), 2αγ = 1,

t, 2αγ > 1.
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We therefore get the desired result.
Step 2. We verify that

E[Iβ,ν ] ∼ φβ(ν), (4.3)

and that for τ ∈ (0, 1],

E[Iβ,ν ] ≲
∫ τ

0

φβ(ν, s)ds. (4.4)

It is shown that

φβ(ν, t1) ≤ φβ(ν, t2) ≤
t2
t1
φβ(ν, t1), 0 < t1 ≤ t2 ≤ 1 (4.5)

by using the facts that (i) for γ > 0, the function t 7→ ∥StQ̃γ∥HS(H) is decreasing in t ≥ 0, and (ii)
for a non-negative decreasing function f : [0,∞) → R,

1

t2

∫ t2

0

f(s)ds ≤ 1

t1

∫ t1

0

f(s)ds, 0 < t1 ≤ t2.

Since it follows from the Itô isometry (4.18) that

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
= (σ∗)2

∫ t

0

∥Sν(t−s)∥2HS(Uβ)
ds = (σ∗)2φβ(ν, t), (4.6)

and from (4.5) that for τ ∈ (0, 1],

τφβ(ν, τ)

2
≤
∫ τ

0

φβ(ν, s)ds ≤ τφβ(ν, τ),

we find from (4.5) again that

E[Iβ,ν,τ ] =
∫ τ

0

E
[
∥Xs∥2L2

β

]
ds ∼ τφβ(ν, τ),

∫ τ

0

φβ(ν, s)ds ≥
τ2φβ(ν, 1)

2
∼ τ2E[Iβ,ν ],

which imply that (4.3) and (4.4) hold.
Step 3. We show that E[Jβ,ν ] ≲ φβ(ν). Since

X̃t = SνtX0 + θ∗0

∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)(X̃s +Xs)ds,

it holds that for t ∈ T,

E
[
∥X̃t∥2L2

β

]
≤ 3

{
E
[
∥SνtX0∥2L2

β

]
+ (θ∗0)

2

(∫ t

0

E
[
∥Sν(t−s)X̃s∥2L2

β

]
ds+

∫ t

0

E
[
∥Sν(t−s)Xs∥2L2

β

]
ds

)}

≤ 3

{
E
[
∥X0∥2L2

β

]
+ (θ∗0)

2

(∫ t

0

E
[
∥X̃s∥2L2

β

]
ds+

∫ t

0

E
[
∥Xs∥2L2

β

]
ds

)}
.

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we see from [A1]β,2, (4.5) and (4.6) that

E
[
∥X̃t∥2L2

β

]
≤ 3e3(θ

∗
0 )

2t

(
E
[
∥X0∥2L2

β

]
+ (θ∗0)

2

∫ t

0

E
[
∥Xs∥2L2

β

]
ds

)
≲ 1 + φβ(ν, t) ≲ φβ(ν, t). (4.7)

Therefore, we find from (4.5)-(4.7) that

E[Jβ,ν ] =
∫ 1

0

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
dt ≲

∫ 1

0

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
dt+

∫ 1

0

E
[
∥X̃t∥2L2

β

]
dt
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≲
∫ 1

0

φβ(ν, t)dt ≤ φβ(ν).

Step 4. We prove that E[Jβ,ν ] ≳ E[Iβ,ν ]. For any t ∈ T, it follows from (4.5)-(4.7) that

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
≥

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
2

− E
[
∥X̃t∥2L2

β

]
≥

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
2

− 3e3(θ
∗
0 )

2t

(
E
[
∥X0∥2L2

β

]
+ (θ∗0)

2

∫ t

0

E
[
∥Xs∥2L2

β

]
ds

)
=

(σ∗)2φβ(ν, t)

2
− 3e3(θ

∗
0 )

2t

(
E
[
∥X0∥2L2

β

]
+ (θ∗0σ

∗)2
∫ t

0

φβ(ν, s)ds

)
≥ φβ(ν, t)

(
(σ∗)2

2
− 3e3(θ

∗
0 )

2t(θ∗0σ
∗)2t

)
− 3e3(θ

∗
0 )

2tE
[
∥X0∥2L2

β

]
=: φβ(ν, t)C1(t)− C2(t).

Fix τ ∈ (0, 1] such that C1(τ) > 0. Thanks to (4.2), we can choose a sufficiently small ν to fulfill

C1(τ)

2

∫ τ

0

φβ(ν, t)dt ≥ τC2(τ)

for −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1. Since C1(t) (resp. C2(t)) is positive decreasing (resp. increasing) on [0, τ ], we

find from (4.4) that

E[Jβ,ν ] ≥
∫ τ

0

E
[
∥Xt∥2L2

β

]
dt ≥

∫ τ

0

(
φβ(ν, t)C1(t)− C2(t)

)
dt

≥ C1(τ)

∫ τ

0

φβ(ν, t)dt− τC2(τ)

≥ C1(τ)

2

∫ τ

0

φβ(ν, t)dt ≳ E[Iβ,ν ].

This completes the proof.

4.1.2 Proof of Proposition 4.2

We use basic properties of the Malliavin calculus to obtain Proposition 4.2. To this end, we shall
first give some properties of the Malliavin calculus.

For β > −1, we define Xβ,t = Q̃β/2Xt. By operating Q̃β/2 to the both sides of (2.2), it holds
from Lemmas 4, 5 and 8 that under [A1]β,2,

Xβ,t = SνtXβ,0 + θ0

∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)Xβ,sds+ σ

∫ t

0

Q̃β/2Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s , t ∈ T (4.8)

on L2(Ω;H). Let Q̂β = QQ̃β . Since Q̂β is a trace class operator on a Hilbert space and the

Q̂β-Wiener process W
Q̂β

t has the representation

W
Q̂β

t =
∑

l1,l2≥1

µ
−α(β+1)/2
l1,l2

wl1,l2(t)el1,l2 ,

we can interpret (4.8) as

Xβ,t = SνtXβ,0 + θ0

∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)Xβ,sds+ σ

∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)dW
Q̂β
s , t ∈ T (4.9)
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by (4.21). For any (t,y) ∈ T × D, the Malliavin derivative DβXβ,t(y) of Xβ,t(y) given in (4.9)

based on W
Q̂β

t belongs to L2(Ω;L2(T;L2
β+1)) and satisfies

Dβ,τXβ,t(y) = σGν(t−τ)(y, ·) + θ0

∫ t

0

∫
D

Gν(t−s)(y, z)Dβ,τXβ,s(z)dzds (4.10)

for τ ∈ [0, t) and Dβ,τXβ,t(y) = 0 for τ ∈ [t, 1] (see Theorem 7.1 in [31]). Then, we get

sup
(t,y)∈T×D

E

[(∫ 1

0

∥Dβ,τXβ,t(y)∥2L2
β+1

dτ

)2
]
<∞. (4.11)

The proof of Proposition 4.2 is complete if we can show that for −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1,

E

[(∫ 1

0

∥Dβ,τJβ,ν∥2L2
β+1

dτ

)2
]
≲
√
E[J2

β,ν ]. (4.12)

Indeed, it follows from the Poincaré inequality (Proposition 3.1 in [27]) that

Var[Jβ,ν ] ≤ E

[(∫ 1

0

∥Dβ,τJβ,ν∥2L2
β+1

dτ

)2
]
,

which together with (4.12) and
√
E[J2

β,ν ] ≤
√
Var[Jβ,ν ] + E[Jβ,ν ] yields

Var[Jβ,ν ] ≲
√

Var[Jβ,ν ] + E[Jβ,ν ].

Solving this quadratic inequality, one has

Var[Jβ,ν ] ≲ 1 + E[Jβ,ν ] ≲ E[Jβ,ν ].

Therefore, we see from the Chebyshev inequality and Proposition 4.1 that for any ϵ > 0,

lim
ν→0

P

(∣∣∣∣ Jβ,ν
E[Jβ,ν ]

− 1

∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

)
≤ ϵ−2 lim

ν→0
Var

[
Jβ,ν

E[Jβ,ν ]

]
≲ ϵ−2 lim

ν→0

1

E[Jβ,ν ]
= 0

if α > 0 and −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1.

We prove (4.12). Note that the chain rule of Malliavin calculus (Proposition 1.2.3 in [28]) yields

Dβ,τJβ,ν = 2

∫ 1

0

∫
D

Xβ,t(y)Dβ,τXβ,t(y)v̄(y)dydt.

By setting

ξ1(Xβ,t) = ∥Xβ,tv̄∥ (> 0), ξ2(Xβ,t, τ) =

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
D

Xβ,t(y)v̄(y)

∥Xβ,tv̄∥
Dβ,τXβ,t(y)dy

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

,

it holds from the Schwarz inequality and (4.16) that

E

[(∫ 1

0

∥Dβ,τJβ,ν∥2L2
β+1

dτ

)2
]

≤ 4E

[∫ 1

0

(∫ 1

τ

∥∥∥∥∫
D

Xβ,t(y)Dβ,τXβ,t(y)v̄(y)dy

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

dt

)2

dτ

]
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≤ 4E

[(∫ 1

0

ξ1(Xβ,t)
2dt

)2
]1/2

E

[(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

τ

ξ2(Xβ,t, τ)
2dtdτ

)2
]1/2

≤ 4∥v̄∥2∞E[J2
β,ν ]

1/2 sup
t∈T

E

[(∫ 1

0

ξ2(Xβ,t, τ)
2dτ

)2
]1/2

.

If φ(y) =
Xβ,t(y)v̄(y)

∥Xβ,tv̄∥ , then it follows from Lemma 1 below that

sup
t∈T

E

[(∫ 1

0

ξ2(Xβ,t, τ)
2dτ

)2
]
≤ sup
t∈T,∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)Dβ,τXβ,t(y)dy

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1

dτ

)2
]

≲ (σ∗e|κ|+|η| ∨ 1)4 exp
(
4|θ∗0 |e|κ|+|η|(σ∗e|κ|+|η| ∨ 1)

)
,

which yields the desired result.

4.1.3 Auxiliary results on Malliavin derivative

Here, we provide auxiliary results on Malliavin derivative Dβ,τXβ,t in order to show Proposition
4.2.

Lemma 1. For any φ ∈ H with ∥φ∥ = 1 and t, τ ∈ T, it holds that

E

[(∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)Dβ,τXβ,t(y)dy

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1

dτ

)2
]
≲ (σ∗e|κ|+|η| ∨ 1)4 exp

(
4|θ∗0 |e|κ|+|η|(σ∗e|κ|+|η| ∨ 1)

)
.

We approximate the Malliavin derivative Dβ,τXβ,t(y) by using the Picard iteration and show
Lemma 1. Let τ ∈ T. For t ∈ (τ, 1] and y ∈ D, we defineu

(0)
t,τ (y) = σ∗Gν(t−τ)(y, ·),

u
(n)
t,τ (y) = u

(0)
t,τ (y) + θ∗0

∫ t

τ

∫
D

Gν(t−s)(y, z)u
(n−1)
s,τ (z)dzds, n ∈ N.

(4.13)

Let u
(n)
t,τ (y) ≡ 0 for t ∈ [0, τ ], y ∈ D and n ∈ N ∪ {0}.

It is easily shown that Lemma 1 holds from the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2. For φ ∈ H with ∥φ∥ = 1, τ ∈ T, t ∈ (τ, 1], β > −1 and {u(n)t,τ }n∈N given in (4.13), it
follows that∥∥∥∥∫

D

φ(y)u
(n)
t,τ (y)dy

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

≤ σ∗∥v∥∞ +

n∑
k=1

(|θ∗0 |∥v∥∞(σ∗∥v∥∞ ∨ 1))k

k!
(t− τ)k. (4.14)

In particular,

sup
t,τ∈T,

∥φ∥=1,n∈N

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)u
(n)
t,τ (y)dy

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

≤ (σ∗e|κ|+|η| ∨ 1) exp
(
|θ∗0 |e|κ|+|η|(σ∗e|κ|+|η| ∨ 1)

)
.

Lemma 3. For any t ∈ T, it holds that

lim
n→∞

sup
∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)Dβ,τXβ,t(y)dy −
∫
D

φ(y)u
(n)
t,τ (y)dy

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1

dτ

)2
]
= 0.
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Proof of Lemma 2. Let

Fn(t, τ, φ) =

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)u
(n)
t,τ (y)dy

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

.

We prove (4.14) by induction.
(i) For n = 0, we have

F0(t, τ, φ) = σ∗
∥∥∥∥∫

D

φ(y)Gν(t−τ)(y, ·)dy
∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

= σ∗∥Sν(t−τ)φv∥L2
β+1

≤ σ∗∥v∥∞.

(ii) Let (4.14) be true for n. Then, we see from (4.16) that

Fn+1(t, τ, φ) ≤
∥∥∥∥∫

D

φ(y)u
(0)
t,τ (y)dy

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

+ |θ∗0 |
∥∥∥∥∫

D

φ(y)

∫ t

τ

∫
D

Gν(t−s)(y, z)u
(n)
s,τ (z)dzdsdy

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

≤ σ∗∥v∥∞ + |θ∗0 |
∫ t

τ

∥∥∥∥∫
D

u(n)s,τ (z)

∫
D

Gν(t−s)(y, z)φ(y)dydz

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

ds

= σ∗∥v∥∞ + |θ∗0 |
∫ t

τ

∥∥∥∥∫
D

u(n)s,τ (z)φ̃s,t(z)dz

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

ds

= σ∗∥v∥∞ + |θ∗0 |
∫ t

τ

∥φ̃s,t∥
∥∥∥∥∫

D

u(n)s,τ (z)φ̂s,t(z)dz

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

ds,

where

φ̃s,t(·) =
∫
D

Gν(t−s)(y, ·)φ(y)dy = Sν(t−s)φv(·), φ̂s,t =

{
φ̃s,t/∥φ̃s,t∥, ∥φ̃s,t∥ ≠ 0,

0, ∥φ̃s,t∥ = 0.

Since ∥φ̃s,t∥ ≤ ∥v∥∞ and ∥φ̂s,t∥ = 1 if ∥φ̃s,t∥ ≠ 0, it follows from the induction hypothesis that

Fn+1(t, τ, φ) ≤ σ∗∥v∥∞ + |θ∗0 |∥v∥∞
∫ t

τ

{
σ∗∥v∥∞ +

n∑
k=1

(|θ0|∥v∥∞(σ∗∥v∥∞ ∨ 1))k

k!
(s− τ)k

}
ds

≤ σ∗∥v∥∞ + |θ∗0 |∥v∥∞(σ∗∥v∥∞ ∨ 1)(t− τ) +

n∑
k=1

(|θ∗0 |∥v∥∞(σ∗∥v∥∞ ∨ 1))k+1

(k + 1)!
(t− τ)k+1

= σ∗∥v∥∞ +

n+1∑
k=1

(|θ∗0 |∥v∥∞(σ∗∥v∥∞ ∨ 1))k

k!
(t− τ)k.

Therefore, (4.14) is true for n+ 1.
The last claim follows immediately from (4.14) and ∥v∥∞ ≤ e|κ|+|η|.

Proof of Lemma 3. For φ ∈ H with ∥φ∥ = 1, let

F̃n(t, τ, φ) =

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)Dβ,τXβ,t(y)dy −
∫
D

φ(y)u
(n)
t,τ (y)dy

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1

.

It follows from (4.10), (4.13) and (4.16) that

F̃n(t, τ, φ) = (θ∗0)
2

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)

∫ t

τ

∫
D

Gν(t−s)(y, z)(Dβ,τXβ,s(z)− u(n−1)
s,τ (z))dzdsdy

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1
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≤ (θ∗0)
2

(∫ t

τ

∥∥∥∥∫
D

(Dβ,τXβ,s(z)− u(n−1)
s,τ (z))φ̃s,t(z)dz

∥∥∥∥
L2

β+1

ds

)2

≤ (θ∗0)
2∥v∥2∞(t− τ)

∫ t

τ

∥∥∥∥∫
D

(Dβ,τXβ,s(z)− u(n−1)
s,τ (z))φ̂s,t(z)dz

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1

ds

≤ (θ∗0)
2∥v∥2∞

∫ t

τ

F̃n−1(s, τ, φ̂s,t)ds.

When ∥φ̃s,t∥ = 0, it is obvious that Lemma 3 holds because F̃n(s, τ, φ̂s,t) = 0. Hereafter, let
∥φ̃s,t∥ ≠ 0, that is, ∥φ̂s,t∥ = 1. Let

F̂n(t) = sup
∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ 1

0

F̃n(t, τ, φ)dτ

)2
]
.

In order to get the desired result, we prove that for any t ∈ T, F̂n(t) → 0 as n→ ∞. Since

F̂n(t) = sup
∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ t

0

F̃n(t, τ, φ)dτ

)2
]

≤ (θ∗0)
2∥v∥2∞ sup

∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ t

0

∫ t

τ

F̃n−1(s, τ, φ)dsdτ

)2
]

= (θ∗0)
2∥v∥2∞ sup

∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ t

0

∫ s

0

F̃n−1(s, τ, φ)dτds

)2
]

≤ (θ∗0)
2∥v∥2∞

∫ t

0

sup
∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ s

0

F̃n−1(s, τ, φ)dτ

)2
]
ds

= (θ∗0)
2∥v∥2∞

∫ t

0

F̂n−1(s)ds,

it follows from Gronwall’s lemma (Lemma 6.2 in [31]) that there exists a non-negative sequence

{an}n∈N such that an → 0 and F̂n(t) ≤ an supt∈T F̂0(t). Noting that

F̂0(t) ≲ sup
∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)Dβ,τXβ,t(y)dy

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1

dτ

)2
]

+ sup
∥φ∥=1

(∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥∫
D

φ(y)Gν(t−τ)(y, ·)dy
∥∥∥∥2
L2

β+1

dτ

)2

≤ sup
∥φ∥=1

E

[(∫ t

0

(∫
D

|φ(y)|∥Dβ,τXβ,t(y)∥L2
β+1

dy

)2

dτ

)2
]
+ (σ∗∥v∥∞)4

≤ sup
∥φ∥=1

(∫
D

φ(y)2dy

)2

E

[(∫ t

0

∫
D

∥Dβ,τXβ,t(y)∥2L2
β+1

dydτ

)2
]
+ (σ∗∥v∥∞)4

≤ ∥v∥2∞
∫
D

E

[(∫ t

0

∥Dβ,τXβ,t(y)∥2L2
β+1

dτ

)2
]
dy + (σ∗∥v∥∞)4

≤ ∥v∥2∞ sup
y∈D

E

[(∫ t

0

∥Dβ,τXβ,t(y)∥2L2
β+1

dτ

)2
]
+ (σ∗∥v∥∞)4,
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we find from (4.11) that

sup
t∈T

F̂0(t) ≲ ∥v∥2∞ sup
(t,y)∈T×D

E

[(∫ 1

0

∥Dβ,τXβ,t(y)∥2L2
β+1

dτ

)2
]
+ (σ∗∥v∥∞)4 <∞,

which yields F̂n(t) → 0 as n→ ∞. This concludes the proof.

4.1.4 Basic properties of closed linear operators

Here, we present some useful properties of closed operators. Note that the operator Q̃δ, δ ∈ R
given in (2.1) is a closed linear operator.

Let (X ,A , µ) be a measure space, and B1, B2 be Banach spaces. For a linear operator L, D(L)
denotes the domain of L.

Lemma 4. Let u : X → B1 be a B1-valued Bochner µ-integrable function.

(1) If L : B1 → B2 is a bounded linear operator, then Lu is B2-valued Bochner µ-integrable
function on X , and

L

∫
X
u(x)dµ(x) =

∫
X
Lu(x)dµ(x). (4.15)

(2) If L : B1 ⊃ D(L) → B2 is a closed linear operator and Lu is B2-valued Bochner µ-integrable
function on X , then

∫
X u(x)dµ(x) ∈ D(L) and (4.15) holds.

For the proof of this lemma, see Corollary V.5.2 in [40] and Theorem 3.10.16 in [11].
Let (X ,A , µ) be a finite measure space and p ≥ 1. If u : X → B1 is a B1-valued Bochner

µ-integrable function and L is the linear operator of Lemma 4 such that ∥Lu(·)∥pB2
is Lebesgue

µ-integrable, then ∥∥∥∥L∫
X
u(x)dµ(x)

∥∥∥∥p
B2

≲
∫
X
∥Lu(x)∥pB2

dµ(x). (4.16)

Indeed, one can find from (4.15), Corollary V.5.1 in [40] and the Hölder inequality that∥∥∥∥L∫
X
u(x)dµ(x)

∥∥∥∥p
B2

=

∥∥∥∥∫
X
Lu(x)dµ(x)

∥∥∥∥p
B2

≤
(∫

X
∥Lu(x)∥B2dµ(x)

)p
≤ µ(X )p−1

∫
X
∥Lu(x)∥pB2

dµ(x).

The interchange of an integral and a closed operator such as (4.15) also holds for a stochastic
integral and a closed operator (see Proposition 4.30 in [30]), but we here consider the interchange

of the stochastic integral
∫ t
0
(t− s)−δSν(t−s)dW

Q
s and the operator Q̃β/2.

Lemma 5. Let t ∈ (0, 1], ν ∈ (0, 1), α > 0 and β > −1. If δ < α(β + 1)/2, then
∫ t
0
(t −

u)−δSν(t−u)dW
Q
u ∈ L2(Ω;L2

β),
∫ t
0
(t− u)−δQ̃β/2Sν(t−u)dW

Q
u ∈ L2(Ω;H) and

Q̃β/2
∫ t

0

(t− u)−δSν(t−u)dW
Q
u =

∫ t

0

(t− u)−δQ̃β/2Sν(t−u)dW
Q
u on L2(Ω;H). (4.17)

In particular, we obtain the Itô isometry

E

[∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β

]
=

∫ t

0

∥Sνs∥2HS(Uβ)
ds. (4.18)
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Proof. In the same way as the proof of Proposition 4.1, it follows that for β > −1 and δ < α(β+1)/2,∫ 1

0

∥u−δSu∥2HS(Uβ)
du =

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ
−α(β+1)
l1,l2

∫ 1

0

u−2δe−2uλl1,l2du

≤
∑

l1,l2≥1

µ
−α(β+1)
l1,l2

∫ ∞

0

u−2δe−2uλl1,l2du

=
Γ(1− 2δ)

21−2δ

∑
l1,l2≥1

1

λ1−2δ
l1,l2

µ
α(β+1)
l1,l2

<∞. (4.19)

Since it follows that for β > −1 and δ < α(β + 1)/2,

∥u−δSu∥2HS(U0;L2
β)

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

∥u−δSuQ̃1/2el1,l2∥2L2
β

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

∥Q̃β/2u−δSuQ̃1/2el1,l2∥2 (= ∥Q̃β/2u−δSu∥2HS(U0)
)

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

∥u−δSuQ̃(β+1)/2el1,l2∥2

= ∥u−δSu∥2HS(Uβ)
, (4.20)

the stochastic integrals in (4.17) can be defined and∫ t

0

(t− u)−δSν(t−u)dW
Q
u ∈ L2(Ω;L2

β),

∫ t

0

(t− u)−δQ̃β/2Sν(t−u)dW
Q
u ∈ L2(Ω;H).

Therefore, we have the following representations∫ t

0

(t− u)−δSν(t−u)dW
Q
u =

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ
−α/2
l1,l2

el1,l2

∫ t

0

(t− u)−δe−ν(t−u)λl1,l2dwl1,l2(u),

∫ t

0

(t− u)−δQ̃β/2Sν(t−u)dW
Q
u =

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ
−α(β+1)/2
l1,l2

el1,l2

∫ t

0

(t− u)−δe−ν(t−u)λl1,l2dwl1,l2(u) (4.21)

for t ∈ T and obtain

Q̃β/2
∫ t

0

(t− u)−δSν(t−u)dW
Q
u =

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ
−α(β+1)/2
l1,l2

el1,l2

∫ t

0

(t− u)−δe−ν(t−u)λl1,l2dwl1,l2(u)

=

∫ t

0

(t− u)−δQ̃β/2Sν(t−u)dW
Q
u

on L2(Ω;H). By using (4.17), the Itô isometry (4.30) in [30] and (4.20),

E

[∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s

∥∥∥∥2
L2

β

]
= E

[∥∥∥∥Q̃β/2 ∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s

∥∥∥∥2
]

= E

[∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

Q̃β/2Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s

∥∥∥∥2
]

=

∫ t

0

∥Q̃β/2Sνs∥2HS(U0)
ds.

=

∫ t

0

∥Sνs∥2HS(Uβ)
ds.
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4.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this subsection, we show in three steps that the estimators θ̂0,β and θ̂
(cont)
0,β are asymptotically

equivalent as ν → 0, N → ∞, M1 ∧M2 → ∞ and L → ∞. Auxiliary results on the discretization
error can be found in the end of this subsection.

4.2.1 Control of temporal discretization error

Consider a temporal discretization of the estimator θ̂
(cont)
0,β given in (2.4). That is, we construct

an estimator of θ0 using discrete temporal data X(disc-cont)
N = {Xti(y, z)}0≤i≤N,(y,z)∈D. We use the

property

−Au = lim
h↓0

Shu− u

h
, u ∈ D(A)

and discretize the terms dXt and νAXtdt in the numerator of the estimator θ̂
(cont)
0,β with Xti −Xti−1

and Xti−1
−Sν(ti−ti−1)Xti−1

for t ∈ [ti−1, ti), respectively. We then define the estimator of θ0 based

on X(disc-cont)
N by

θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β = θ̂

(disc-cont)
0,β,ν,N =

N∑
i=1

⟨Xti−1 , Xti − Sν(ti−ti−1)Xti−1⟩L2
β

1

N

N∑
i=1

∥Xti−1∥2L2
β

. (4.22)

Let Yt,s = Xt − Sν(t−s)Xs, s ≤ t and Yi = Yti,ti−1 , i = 1, . . . , N . For β > −1, define

Ĵβ,ν = Ĵβ,ν,N =
1

N

N∑
i=1

∥Xti−1∥2L2
β
, K̂β,ν = K̂β,ν,N =

N∑
i=1

⟨Xti−1 , Yi⟩L2
β
,

M̂β,ν = M̂β,ν,N =
θ∗0
σ∗

N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

⟨Xti−1 , Sν(ti−s)Xs −Xti−1⟩L2
β
ds+

N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

⟨Xti−1 , Sν(ti−s)dW
Q
s ⟩L2

β
.

The difference between the estimators θ̂
(cont)
0,β and θ̂

(disc-cont)
0,β is controlled as follows.

Proposition 4.3. Let α > 0 and −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1. Assume that [A1]−1,2 holds.

(1) It holds that θ̂
(cont)
0,β − θ̂

(disc-cont)
0,β = OP(1) as ν → 0 and N → ∞.

(2) Under [C1]β, it holds that Rβ,ν(θ̂
(cont)
0,β − θ̂

(disc-cont)
0,β ) = OP(1) as ν → 0 and N → ∞.

Proof. Since it follows that under Pθ∗0 ,σ
∗ ,

Xt = Sν(t−ti−1)Xti−1
+ θ∗0

∫ t

ti−1

Sν(t−s)Xsds+ σ∗
∫ t

ti−1

Sν(t−s)dW
Q
s , (4.23)

we have

Yi = θ∗0Xti−1
(ti − ti−1) + θ∗0

∫ ti

ti−1

(Sν(ti−s)Xs −Xti−1
)ds+ σ∗

∫ ti

ti−1

Sν(ti−s)dW
Q
s .

Therefore, we find that K̂β,ν = θ∗0 Ĵβ,ν+σ
∗M̂β,ν , which together with θ̂

(disc-cont)
0,β = K̂β,ν/Ĵβ,ν yields

θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β − θ∗0 = σ∗ M̂β,ν

Ĵβ,ν
.
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Let ∆̂
(1)
β,ν = |Ĵβ,ν − Jβ,ν | and ∆̂

(2)
β,ν = |M̂β,ν −Mβ,ν |. Notice that

|θ̂(cont)0,β − θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β | = σ∗

∣∣∣∣Mβ,ν

Jβ,ν
− M̂β,ν

Ĵβ,ν

∣∣∣∣ ≤ σ∗

(∣∣∣∣Mβ,ν

Jβ,ν

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣1− Jβ,ν

Ĵβ,ν

∣∣∣∣+ ∆̂
(2)
β,ν

Ĵβ,ν

)

≤
|θ̂(cont)0,β − θ∗0 |∆̂

(1)
β,ν + σ∗∆̂

(2)
β,ν

Jβ,ν − ∆̂
(1)
β,ν

.

Since Theorem 2.1, Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 show

θ̂
(cont)
0,β − θ∗0 = OP(R−1

β,ν),
φβ(ν)

Jβ,ν
= OP(1),

it is sufficient to verify

∆̂
(1)
β,ν = OP(φβ(ν)), (4.24)

and show
∆̂

(2)
β,ν = OP(φβ(ν)) (4.25)

for the proof of (1) and

∆̂
(2)
β,ν = OP(φ2β+1(ν)

1/2) (4.26)

for (2), respectively. Indeed, we can deduce from (4.24) that

1

Jβ,ν − ∆̂
(1)
β,ν

=
φβ(ν)

−1

Jβ,ν/φβ(ν)− ∆̂
(1)
β,ν/φβ(ν)

= OP(φβ(ν)
−1),

from (4.24) and (4.25) that

|θ̂(cont)0,β − θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β | = OP(φβ(ν)

−1)
(
OP(R−1

β,ν)OP(φβ(ν)) + OP(φβ(ν))
)
= OP(1),

and from (4.24), (4.26) and Rβ,νφβ(ν)
−1 ∼ φ2β+1(ν)

−1/2 that

Rβ,ν |θ̂(cont)0,β − θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β | = Rβ,νOP(φβ(ν)

−1)
(
OP(R−1

β,ν)OP(φβ(ν)) + OP(φ2β+1(ν)
1/2)

)
= OP(1).

Step 1: We first show (4.24). For 0 < γβ <
α(β+1)

2 , it follows from Lemmas 8 and 9 that

E
[
∆̂

(1)
β,ν

]
≤

N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[∣∣∥Xti−1

∥2L2
β
− ∥Xs∥2L2

β

∣∣]ds
≤

N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[(
∥Xti−1

∥L2
β
+ ∥Xs∥L2

β

)
∥Xti−1

−Xs∥L2
β

]
ds

≲
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[
∥Xti−1

∥2L2
β
+ ∥Xs∥2L2

β

]1/2
E
[
∥Xti−1

−Xs∥2L2
β

]1/2
ds

≲ ν(α(β+1)−1)/2

(
να(β+1)−1

N2γβ∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γβ
+

1

N

)1/2

≲ ν(α(β+1)−1)/2

(
ν(α(β+1)−1)/2

Nγβ∧1/2
+

1√
N

)
.
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Since Proposition 4.1 implies that for 0 < α(β + 1) ≤ 1,

φβ(ν)
−1ν(α(β+1)−1)/2

(
ν(α(β+1)−1)/2

Nγβ∧1/2
+

1√
N

)
≲

1

Nγβ∧1/2
+
ν(1−α(β+1))/2

√
N

→ 0,

we get E[∆̂(1)
β,ν ] = O(φβ(ν)).

Step 2: We next estimate ∆̂
(2)
β,ν . We have

∆̂
(2)
β,ν ≲

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

⟨Xti−1
, Sν(ti−s)Xs −Xti−1

⟩L2
β
ds

∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

⟨Sν(ti−s)Xti−1
−Xs,dW

Q
s ⟩L2

β

∣∣∣∣∣
=: ∆̂

(2,1)
β,ν + ∆̂

(2,2)
β,ν .

Note that the weighted Schwarz inequality:

|⟨u, v⟩L2
β
| ≤ ∥u∥L2

β+δ′
∥v∥L2

β−δ′
, u ∈ L2

β+δ′ ∩ L2
β , v ∈ L2

β−δ′ ∩ L2
β (δ′ ∈ R).

For any 0 ≤ δ < β + 1 and 0 < γδ <
α(β+δ+1)

2 , it holds from (4.36), Lemmas 8 and 9 that

E
[(
∆̂

(2,1)
β,ν

)2] ≤ ( N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[
∥Xti−1

∥L2
β−δ

∥Sν(ti−s)Xs −Xti−1
∥L2

β+δ

]
ds

)2

≲
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[
∥Xti−1

∥2L2
β−δ

]
ds

×
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

(
E
[
∥Sν(ti−s)Xs − Sν(ti−s)Xti−1

∥2L2
β+δ

]
+ E

[
∥Sν(ti−s)Xti−1

−Xti−1
∥2L2

β+δ

])
ds

≲
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[
∥Xti−1∥2L2

β−δ

]
ds

×
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

(
E
[
∥Xs −Xti−1∥2L2

β+δ

]
+
( ν
N

)2γδ
E
[
∥Xti−1∥2L2

β+δ−2γδ/α

])
ds

≲ να(β−δ+1)−1

(
να(β+δ+1)−1

N2γδ∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γδ
+

1

N
+
( ν
N

)2γδ
(1 + να(β+δ+1)−2γδ−1)

)
≲ να(β−δ+1)−1

(
να(β+δ+1)−1

N2γδ∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γδ
+

1

N

)
=: Sβ,δ,γδ(ν,N).

Similarly, it follows that for any 0 < γ1 <
α(β+2)

2 ,

E
[(
∆̂

(2,2)
β,ν

)2]
=

N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[
∥Sν(ti−s)Xti−1 −Xs∥2L2

β+1

]
ds

≲
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

(
E
[
∥Sν(ti−s)Xti−1 − Sν(ti−s)Xs∥2L2

β+1

]
+ E

[
∥Sν(ti−s)Xs −Xs∥2L2

β+1

])
ds
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≲
N∑
i=1

∫ ti

ti−1

(
E
[
∥Xti−1

−Xs∥2L2
β+1

]
+
( ν
N

)2γ1
E
[
∥Xs∥2L2

β+1−2γ1/α

])
ds

≲

(
να(β+2)−1

N2γ1∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γ1
+

1

N

)
+
( ν
N

)2γ1
(1 + να(β+2)−2γ1−1)

≲
να(β+2)−1

N2γ1∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γ1
+

1

N
=: Tβ,γ1(ν,N).

Therefore, we see that for any 0 ≤ δ < β + 1, 0 < γδ <
α(β+δ+1)

2 and 0 < γ1 <
α(β+2)

2 ,

E
[(
∆̂

(2)
β,ν

)2]
≲ Sβ,δ,γδ(ν,N) + Tβ,γ1(ν,N).

Step 3: In order to show (4.25), we prove that there exist (δ, γδ, γ1) such that

φβ(ν)
−2(Sβ,δ,γδ(ν,N) + Tβ,γ1(ν,N)) → 0.

By choosing δ = 0, γδ > 0 and γ1 > 0, it follows from Proposition 4.1, 1 − α(β + 1) ≥ 0 and
1− αβ > 0 that

φβ(ν)
−2Sβ,δ,γδ(ν,N) ≲

1

N2γδ∧1
+
ν1−α(β+1)+2γδ

N2γδ
+
ν1−α(β+1)

N
→ 0,

φβ(ν)
−2Tβ,γ1(ν,N) ≲

ν1−αβ

N2γ1∧1
+
ν2(1−α(β+1)+γ1)

N2γ1
+
ν2(1−α(β+1))

N
→ 0.

Step 4: To complete the proof of (4.26), we verify that under [C1]β ,

φ2β+1(ν)
−1(Sβ,δ,γδ(ν,N) + Tβ,γ1(ν,N)) → 0

for some (δ, γδ, γ1).
(i) Consider the case that α(β + 1) ≤ 1/2. By noting that 2γδ < α(β + δ + 1) < 1 and

γ1 > 0 ≥ α(β + 1)− 1/2, it follows from Proposition 4.1 that

φ2β+1(ν)
−1Sβ,δ,γδ(ν,N) ≲ ν−α(β+δ+1)

(
να(β+δ+1)−1

N2γδ∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γδ
+

1

N

)
≲

1

νN2γδ
+

1

να(β+δ+1)N
,

φ2β+1(ν)
−1Tβ,γ1(ν,N) ≲

ν−αβ

N2γ1∧1
+
ν1−2α(β+1)+2γ1

N2γ1
+
ν1−2α(β+1)

N

=

O(1), β ≤ 0,
1

ναβN2γ1∧1
+ O(1), β > 0.

Hence, we prove that under νNq → ∞ for some q < ρ
(time)
α(β+1) = 2α(β+1), there exist 0 ≤ δ < β+1

and 0 < γδ <
α(β+δ+1)

2 such that

νN2γδ∧ 1
α(β+δ+1) → ∞ (4.27)

and additionally show that there exists 0 < γ1 <
α(β+2)

2 such that

νN
2γ1∧1

αβ → ∞ (4.28)

if β > 0.
Note that for a function f : Rd → R and a domain E ⊂ Rd, if supx∈E f(x) exists and νNq → ∞

for some q < supx∈E f(x), then νN
f(x) → ∞ for some x ∈ E.
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Because 2γδ < α(β + δ + 1) < 1, x ∧ 1
x = x (0 < x < 1) and δ < β + 1, we find that

sup
δ

sup
γδ

(
2γδ ∧

1

α(β + δ + 1)

)
= sup

δ

(
α(β + δ + 1) ∧ 1

α(β + δ + 1)

)
= sup

δ
α(β + δ + 1) = 2α(β + 1),

sup
γ1

2γ1 ∧ 1

αβ
=

(
1 +

2

β

)
∧ 1

αβ
> 1 ≥ 2α(β + 1),

which imply that there exist (δ, γδ, γ1) such that (4.27) and (4.28) under νNq → ∞ for some
q < 2α(β + 1).

(ii) Consider the case that 1/2 < α(β+1) ≤ 1. By choosing δ > 1
α − (β+1) and γδ <

α(β+δ+1)
2 ,

it follows from Proposition 4.1 and 2γδ > 1 that

φ2β+1(ν)
−1Sβ,δ,γδ(ν,N) ≲ να(β−δ+1)−1

(
να(β+δ+1)−1

N2γδ∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γδ
+

1

N

)
≲

1

ν1−α(β−δ+1)N
.

Furthermore, it holds that for γ1 > 1/2,

φ2β+1(ν)
−1Tβ,γ1(ν,N) ≲

να(β+2)−1

N2γ1∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γ1
+

1

N
=

1

ν1−α(β+2)N
+ O(1).

Therefore, we see from

sup
δ

1

1− α(β − δ + 1)
=

1

2(1− α(β + 1))
,

1

1− α(β + 2)
− 1

2(1− α(β + 1))
=

1− αβ

2(1− α(β + 1))(1− α(β + 2))
> 0

that there exists δ > 1
α − (β + 1) such that

νN
1

1−α(β−δ+1)
∧ 1

1−α(β+2) → ∞

under νNq → ∞ for some q < ρ
(time)
α(β+1) =

1
2(1−α(β+1)) .

4.2.2 Control of spatial discretization error

Consider a spatial discretization of the estimator θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β given in (4.22). We set the estimator

of θ0 based on the discrete spatio-temporal data XN,M as follows.

θ̂
(disc)
0,β = θ̂

(disc)
0,β,ν,N,M =

N∑
i=1

⟨ΨMXti−1 ,ΨMXti − Sν(ti−ti−1)ΨMXti−1⟩L2
β

1

N

N∑
i=1

∥ΨMXti−1
∥2L2

β

, (4.29)

where ΨM is the operator such that

ΨMf(y, z) = f(yj−1, zk−1), (y, z) ∈ [yj−1, yj)× [zk−1, zk)

for j = 1, . . . ,M1, k = 1, . . . ,M2 and a continuous function f on D.
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For β > −1, define Y ΨM
i = ΨMXti − Sν(ti−ti−1)ΨMXti−1

,

J̃β,ν = J̃β,ν,N,M =
1

N

N∑
i=1

∥ΨMXti−1
∥2L2

β
, K̃β,ν = K̃β,ν,N,M =

N∑
i=1

⟨ΨMXti−1
, Y ΨM
i ⟩L2

β
.

Let M = (M1 ∧ M2)
2. The following proposition provides the asymptotic equivalences of the

estimators θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β and θ̂

(disc)
0,β .

Proposition 4.4. Let α > 0, −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1 and p > 4

α(β+1) . Assume that [A1]−1,p holds.

(1) Under [B1]β,p, it holds that θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β − θ̂

(disc)
0,β = OP(1) as ν → 0, N → ∞ and M → ∞.

(2) Under [C2]β,p, it holds that Rβ,ν(θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β − θ̂

(disc)
0,β ) = OP(1) as ν → 0, N → ∞ and

M → ∞.

Proof. Recall θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β = K̂β,ν/Ĵβ,ν . Setting ∆̃

(1)
β,ν = |J̃β,ν − Ĵβ,ν | and ∆̃

(2)
β,ν = |K̃β,ν − K̂β,ν |, we

have

|θ̂(disc-cont)0,β − θ̂
(disc)
0,β | =

∣∣∣∣θ̂(disc-cont)0,β − K̂β,ν

J̃β,ν
− K̃β,ν − K̂β,ν

J̃β,ν

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |θ̂(disc-cont)0,β |
∣∣∣∣1− Ĵβ,ν

J̃β,ν

∣∣∣∣+ ∆̃
(2)
β,ν

J̃β,ν

≤
|θ̂(disc-cont)0,β |∆̃(1)

β,ν + ∆̃
(2)
β,ν

Ĵβ,ν − ∆̃
(1)
β,ν

.

Because it follows from Proposition 4.3 and (4.24) that

θ̂
(disc-cont)
0,β = OP(1),

φβ(ν)

Ĵβ,ν
= OP(1), (4.30)

we show that
∆̃

(1)
β,ν , ∆̃

(2)
β,ν = OP(φβ(ν)) (4.31)

under [B1]β,p for the proof of (1), and

∆̃
(1)
β,ν , ∆̃

(2)
β,ν = OP(φ2β+1(ν)

1/2)

under [C2]β,p for the proof of (2).

Step 1: We estimate ∆̃
(1)
β,ν and ∆̃

(2)
β,ν . Note that for any δ1, δ2, δ3 ∈ R,

|⟨ΨMf,ΨMg⟩L2
β
− ⟨f, g⟩L2

β
| ≤ ∥ΨMf − f∥L2

β−δ1
∥ΨMg − g∥L2

β+δ1
+ ∥f∥L2

β−δ2
∥ΨMg − g∥L2

β+δ2

+ ∥ΨMf − f∥L2
β−δ3

∥g∥L2
β+δ3

.

It holds from Lemmas 8, 10 and 11 that for any 0 ≤ δ1 < β + 1 − 4
αp , 0 ≤ δ2, δ3 < β + 1,

1
p < γδj < (

α(β+δj+1)
2 − 1

p ) ∧
1
2 and 1

p < γ−δ1 <
α(β−δ1+1)

2 − 1
p ,

E
[∣∣∥Xti−1

∥2L2
β
− ∥ΨMXti−1

∥2L2
β

∣∣]
≤ E

[
∥ΨMXti−1

−Xti−1
∥2L2

β−δ1

]1/2
E
[
∥ΨMXti−1

−Xti−1
∥2L2

β+δ1

]1/2
+ 2E

[
∥Xti−1

∥2L2
β−δ2

]1/2
E
[
∥ΨMXti−1

−Xti−1
∥2L2

β+δ2

]1/2
≲
φβ−δ1−2γ−δ1

/α(ν)
1/2φβ+δ1−2γδ1/α

(ν)1/2

Mγδ1+γ−δ1
−2/p
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+
ν(α(β−δ2+1)−1)/2φβ+δ2−2γδ2/α

(ν)1/2

Mγδ2−1/p

=
ν(α(β−δ1+1)−2γ−δ1

−1)/2φβ+δ1−2γδ1/α
(ν)1/2

Mγδ1+γ−δ1
−2/p

+
ν(α(β−δ2+1)−1)/2φβ+δ2−2γδ2/α

(ν)1/2

Mγδ2−1/p
,

E
[∣∣⟨ΨMXti−1 , Y

ΨM
i ⟩L2

β
− ⟨Xti−1 , Yi⟩L2

β

∣∣]
≤ E

[
∥ΨMXti−1

−Xti−1
∥2L2

β−δ1

]1/2
E
[
∥Y ΨM

i − Yi∥2L2
β+δ1

]1/2
+ E

[
∥Xti−1∥2L2

β−δ2

]1/2
E
[
∥Y ΨM

i − Yi∥2L2
β+δ2

]1/2
+ E

[
∥ΨMXti−1

−Xti−1
∥2L2

β+δ3

]1/2
E
[
∥Yi∥2L2

β−δ3

]1/2
≲
ν(α(β−δ1+1)−2γ−δ1

−1)/2φβ+δ1−2γδ1/α
(ν)1/2

Mγδ1+γ−δ1
−2/pNα(β+δ1+1)/2−γδ1

+
ν(α(β−δ2+1)−1)/2φβ+δ2−2γδ2/α

(ν)1/2

Mγδ2−1/pNα(β+δ2+1)/2−γδ2

+
φβ+δ3−2γδ3/α

(ν)1/2ν(α(β−δ3+1)−1)/2

Mγδ3−1/pNα(β−δ3+1)/2
.

Therefore, for i = 1, 2, we have

E
[
∆̃

(i)
β,ν

]
≲
ν(α(β−δ1+1)−2γ−δ1

−1)/2φβ+δ1−2γδ1/α
(ν)1/2

Mγδ1+γ−δ1
−2/pNα(β+δ1+1)/2−γδ1−1

+
ν(α(β−δ2+1)−1)/2φβ+δ2−2γδ2/α

(ν)1/2

Mγδ2−1/pNα(β+δ2+1)/2−γδ2−1

+
φβ+δ3−2γδ3/α

(ν)1/2ν(α(β−δ3+1)−1)/2

Mγδ3−1/pNα(β−δ3+1)/2−1

=: Uβ,δ1,δ2,δ3,γδ1 ,γ−δ1
,γδ2 ,γδ3

(ν,N,M).

Step 2: In order to conclude this proof, we show that for some δj , γδj (j = 1, 2, 3) and γ−δ1 ,

φβ(ν)
−1Uβ,δ1,δ2,δ3,γδ1 ,γ−δ1

,γδ2 ,γδ3
(ν,N,M) → 0

under [B1]β,p and

φ2β+1(ν)
−1/2Uβ,δ1,δ2,δ3,γδ1 ,γ−δ1

,γδ2 ,γδ3
(ν,N,M) → 0

under [C2]β,p, respectively.
Recall

0 ≤ δ1 < β + 1− 4

αp
, 0 ≤ δ2, δ3 < β + 1,

1

p
< γ−δ1 <

α(β − δ1 + 1)

2
− 1

p
,

1

p
< γδj <

(
α(β + δj + 1)

2
− 1

p

)
∧ 1

2
(j = 1, 2, 3).

(i) Consider the case that α(β + 1) ≤ 1/2. Since φβ+δj−2γδj /α
(ν) ∼ να(β+δj+1)−2γδj−1 (j =

1, 2, 3) and

Uβ,δ1,δ2,δ3,γδ1 ,γ−δ1
,γδ2 ,γδ3

(ν,N,M)
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∼ να(β+1)−1

(
1

νγδ1+γ−δ1Mγδ1+γ−δ1
−2/pNα(β+δ1+1)/2−γδ1−1

+
1

νγδ2Mγδ2−1/pNα(β+δ2+1)/2−γδ2−1
+

1

νγδ3Mγδ3−1/pNα(β−δ3+1)/2−1

)
,

it suffices to verify that for c = 0, 1/2, there exist δj , γδj (j = 1, 2, 3) and γ−δ1 such that
νγδ1+γ−δ1

+cMγδ1+γ−δ1
−2/pNα(β+δ1+1)/2−γδ1−1 → ∞,

νγδ2+cMγδ2−1/pNα(β+δ2+1)/2−γδ2−1 → ∞,

νγδ3+cMγδ3−1/pNα(β−δ3+1)/2−1 → ∞
(4.32)

under [B1]β,p and [C2]β,p, respectively.

Let M = N b, b ≥ 1. Notice that 1
p < γδj <

α(β+δj+1)
2 − 1

p (j = 1, 2, 3). Since

sup
δ1

sup
γδ1

sup
γ−δ1

b(γδ1 + γ−δ1 − 2/p) + α(β + δ1 + 1)/2− γδ1 − 1

γδ1 + γ−δ1 + c

= sup
δ1

sup
γδ1

(
b+

−b(c+ 2/p) + α(β + δ1 + 1)/2− γδ1 − 1

γδ1 + α(β − δ1 + 1)/2− 1/p+ c

)
= b

(
1− c+ 2/p

α(β + 1)− 2/p+ c

)
− 1− 1/p

α(β + 1)− 2/p+ c
=: Γ

(1)
α(β+1),p,c,

sup
δ2

sup
γδ2

b(γδ2 − 1/p) + α(β + δ2 + 1)/2− γδ2 − 1

γδ2 + c

= sup
δ2

(
b− 1 +

−b(c+ 1/p) + c+ α(β + δ2 + 1)/2− 1

α(β + δ2 + 1)/2− 1/p+ c

)
= b

(
1− c+ 1/p

α(β + 1)− 1/p+ c

)
− 1− 1/p

α(β + 1)− 1/p+ c
=: Γ̃

(2)
α(β+1),p,c,

and

sup
δ3

sup
γδ3

b(γδ3 − 1/p) + α(β − δ3 + 1)/2− 1

γδ3 + c

= sup
δ3

(
b+

−b(c+ 1/p) + α(β − δ3 + 1)/2− 1

α(β + δ3 + 1)/2− 1/p+ c

)
= b

(
1− c+ 1/p

α(β + 1)− 1/p+ c

)
− 1

α(β + 1)− 1/p+ c
=: Γ

(2)
α(β+1),p,c ≤ Γ̃

(2)
α(β+1),p,c,

we have (4.32) under νNu → ∞ for some

u < Γ(1)
x,p,c ∧ Γ(2)

x,p,c =

{
(bτ

(space)
1,x,p − ϕ

(space)
1,x,p ) ∧ (bτ

(space)
2,x,p − ϕ

(space)
2,x,p ), c = 0,

(bρ
(space)
1,x,p − ψ

(space)
1,x,p ) ∧ (bρ

(space)
2,x,p − ψ

(space)
2,x,p ), c = 1/2,

where x = α(β + 1) ∈ (0, 1/2].

(ii) Consider the case that 1/2 < α(β + 1) ≤ 1. By choosing γδj >
α(β+δj+1)−1

2 (j = 1, 2, 3), we

have φβ+δj−2γδj /α
(ν) ∼ να(β+δj+1)−2γδj−1. Hence, it is enough to show that for c = 0, 1/2, there

exist δj , γδj (j = 1, 2, 3) and γ−δ1 such that (4.32) under [B1]β,p and [C2]β,p, respectively.
Let M = N b, b ≥ 1 and E = {δ|δ > 1

α (1 +
2
p )− (β + 1)}. Note that

1

p
< γδ <

{
α(β+δ+1)

2 − 1
p , δ ∈ Ec,

1
2 , δ ∈ E.
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It then follows from δ < 2γδ+1
α − (β + 1) (δ ∈ E) that

sup
δ1

sup
γδ1

sup
γ−δ1

b(γδ1 + γ−δ1 − 2/p) + α(β + δ1 + 1)/2− γδ1 − 1

γδ1 + γ−δ1 + c

= Γ
(1)
α(β+1),p,c ∨ sup

δ1∈E

(
b− 1 +

−b(c+ 2/p) + α(β + 1)− 1/p+ c− 1

1/2 + α(β − δ1 + 1)/2− 1/p+ c

)
= Γ

(1)
α(β+1),p,c,

sup
δ2

sup
γδ2

b(γδ2 − 1/p) + α(β + δ2 + 1)/2− γδ2 − 1

γδ2 + c

= sup
δ2∈Ec

(
b− 1 +

−b(c+ 1/p) + c+ α(β + δ2 + 1)/2− 1

α(β + δ2 + 1)/2− 1/p+ c

)
∨ sup
γδ2∈(1/p,1/2)

(
b+

−b(c+ 1/p)− 1/2

γδ2 + c

)
= b

(
1− c+ 1/p

1/2 + c

)
− (1− 1/p) ∧ 1/2

1/2 + c

= b

(
1− c+ 1/p

1/2 + c

)
− 1/2

1/2 + c
=: Γ̃

(3)
α(β+1),p,c,

and

sup
δ3

sup
γδ3

b(γδ3 − 1/p) + α(β − δ3 + 1)/2− 1

γδ3 + c

= sup
δ3∈Ec

(
b+

−b(c+ 1/p) + α(β − δ3 + 1)/2− 1

α(β + δ3 + 1)/2− 1/p+ c

)
∨ sup
δ3∈E

(
b+

−b(c+ 1/p) + α(β − δ3 + 1)/2− 1

1/2 + c

)
= b

(
1− c+ 1/p

1/2 + c

)
− 3/2− α(β + 1) + 1/p

1/2 + c
=: Γ

(3)
α(β+1),p,c ≤ Γ̃

(3)
α(β+1),p,c.

Therefore, we get (4.32) under νNu → ∞ for some

u < Γ(1)
x,p,c ∧ Γ(3)

x,p,c =

{
(bτ

(space)
1,x,p − ϕ

(space)
1,x,p ) ∧ (bτ

(space)
2,x,p − ϕ

(space)
2,x,p ), c = 0,

(bρ
(space)
1,x,p − ψ

(space)
1,x,p ) ∧ (bρ

(space)
2,x,p − ψ

(space)
2,x,p ), c = 1/2,

where x = α(β + 1) ∈ (1/2, 1].

4.2.3 Control of truncation error and derivation of θ̂0,β

Because
⟨u, v⟩L2

β
=

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨u, el1,l2⟩⟨v, el1,l2⟩, u, v ∈ L2
β ,

the estimator θ̂
(disc)
0,β given in (4.29) can be represented as

θ̂
(disc)
0,β =

N∑
i=1

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨ΨMXti−1
, el1,l2⟩⟨Y

ΨM
i , el1,l2⟩

1

N

N∑
i=1

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨ΨMXti−1 , el1,l2⟩2
.

30



In practice, we need to truncate the infinite sums in the estimator θ̂
(disc)
0,β . We thus consider the

estimator

θ̂0,β = θ̂0,β,ν,N,M,L =

N∑
i=1

L∑
l1=1

L∑
l2=1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨ΨMXti−1
, el1,l2⟩⟨Y

ΨM
i , el1,l2⟩

1

N

N∑
i=1

L∑
l1=1

L∑
l2=1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨ΨMXti−1
, el1,l2⟩2

. (4.33)

For β > −1, define

Jβ,ν = Jβ,ν,N,M,L =
1

N

N∑
i=1

L∑
l1=1

L∑
l2=1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨ΨMXti−1
, el1,l2⟩2,

Kβ,ν = Kβ,ν,N,M,L =

N∑
i=1

L∑
l1=1

L∑
l2=1

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨ΨMXti−1 , el1,l2⟩⟨Y
ΨM
i , el1,l2⟩.

The following proposition shows the sufficient conditions for the asymptotic equivalence of the

estimators θ̂
(disc)
0,β and θ̂0,β .

Proposition 4.5. Let α > 0, −1 < β ≤ 1
α − 1 and p > 4

α(β+1) . Assume that [A1]−1,p and [B1]β,p
hold.

(1) Under [B2]β,p, it holds that θ̂
(disc)
0,β − θ̂0,β = OP(1) as ν → 0, N → ∞, M → ∞ and L→ ∞.

(2) Under [C3]β,p, it holds that Rβ,ν(θ̂
(disc)
0,β − θ̂0,β) = OP(1) as ν → 0, N → ∞, M → ∞ and

L→ ∞.

Proof. Recall θ̂
(disc)
0,β = K̃β,ν/J̃β,ν . Let ∆

(1)

β,ν = |Jβ,ν − J̃β,ν | and ∆
(2)

β,ν = |Kβ,ν − K̃β,ν |. Note that

|θ̂(disc)0,β − θ̂0,β | ≤
|θ̂(disc)0,β |∆(1)

β,ν +∆
(2)

β,ν

J̃β,ν −∆
(1)

β,ν

.

Let i = 1, 2. Since it follows from Proposition 4.4, (4.30) and (4.31) that θ̂
(disc)
0,β = OP(1) and

φβ(ν)/J̃β,ν = OP(1) under [B1]β,p, it is enough to show that

∆
(i)

β,ν = OP(φβ(ν)) (4.34)

under [B2]β,p, and

∆
(i)

β,ν = OP(φ2β+1(ν)
1/2) (4.35)

under [C3]β,p.

Step 1: We estimate ∆
(1)

β,ν and ∆
(2)

β,ν . It holds that for 0 < δ < α(β + 1)− 4
p ,

∑
l21+l

2
2>L

2

µ−αβ
l1,l2

⟨ΨMXt, el1,l2⟩2 ≲
1

L2δ

∑
l1,l2≥1

µδ−αβl1,l2
⟨ΨMXt, el1,l2⟩2 =

∥ΨMXt∥2L2
β−δ/α

L2δ
,

∑
l21+l

2
2>L

2

µ−αβ
l1,l2

|⟨ΨMXt, el1,l2⟩||⟨Y
ΨM
i , el1,l2⟩| ≲

∥ΨMXt∥L2
β−δ/α

∥Y ΨM
i ∥L2

β−δ/α

L2δ
.
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Using Lemmas 8, 10 and 11, we see that for 1
p < γ−δ <

α(β−δ+1)
2 − 1

p ,

E
[
∥ΨMXt∥2L2

β−δ/α

]
≲ E

[
∥ΨMXt −Xt∥2L2

β−δ/α

]
+ E

[
∥Xt∥2L2

β−δ/α

]
≲
φβ−δ−2γ−δ/α(ν)

M2(γ−δ−1/p)
+ να(β+1)−δ−1

≲ να(β+1)−δ−2γδ−1,

E
[
∥Y ΨM

i ∥2L2
β−δ/α

]
≲
να(β+1)−δ−2γ−δ−1

Nα(β+1)−δ−2γ−δ

and thus for i = 1, 2,

E
[
∆

(i)

β,ν

]
≲

να(β+1)−δ−2γ−δ−1

L2δN (α(β+1)−δ−2γ−δ)/2−1
=: Vβ,δ,γ−δ

(ν,N,L).

Step 2: In order to show (4.34) and (4.35), we verify that there exist δ and γ−δ such that

(ν1−c−α(β+1)Vβ,δ,γ−δ
(ν,N,L))−1 = νδ+2γ−δ+cL2δNα(β−δ+1)/2−γ−δ−1 → ∞

for c = 0, 1/2, respectively. Let L = N b, b > α−1
4 . Recall 0 < δ < α(β + 1) − 4

p and 1
p < γ−δ <

α(β−δ+1)
2 − 1

p . Since

sup
δ

sup
γ−δ

2bδ + α(β − δ + 1)/2− γ−δ − 1

δ + 2γ−δ + c

= sup
δ

(
−1

2
+

(2b+ (1− α)/2)δ + α(β + 1)/2 + c/2− 1

δ + 2/p+ c

)
= 2b

(
1− 2/p+ c

α(β + 1)− 2/p+ c

)
− (α− 1)α(β + 1)/2 + (1− 2α)/p+ 1

α(β + 1)− 2/p+ c

=

{
bτ

(trunc)
x,p − ϕ

(trunc)
x,α,p , c = 0,

bρ
(trunc)
x,p − ψ

(trunc)
x,α,p , c = 1/2,

we find that (4.34) and (4.35) hold under [B2]β,p and [C3]β,p, respectively.

From Propositions 4.3-4.5, we can prove that θ̂0,β in (4.33) and θ̂
(cont)
0,β are asymptotically equiv-

alent. Finally, we conclude the proof of Theorem 2.2 by showing that θ̂0,β in (4.33) equals that in
(2.7). Since ∫ c

b

√
2 sin(πlx)eax/2dx = hl(c : a)− hl(b : a),

we have

⟨ΨMXt, el1,l2⟩ =
M1∑
j=1

M2∑
k=1

∫ zk

zk−1

∫ yj

yj−1

2Xt(yj−1, zk−1) sin(πl1y) sin(πl2z)e
(κy+ηz)/2dydz

=

M1∑
j=1

M2∑
k=1

Xt(yj−1, zk−1)δ
[y]
j hl1(κ)δ

[z]
k hl2(η)

= [Xt]M,l1,l2

and

⟨Y ΨM
i , el1,l2⟩ = ⟨ΨMXti , el1,l2⟩ − eνλl1,l2

/N ⟨ΨMXti−1 , el1,l2⟩
= [Xti ]M,l1,l2 − eνλl1,l2

/N [Xti−1
]M,l1,l2 .

Therefore, θ̂0,β in (4.33) can be expressed in the form of (2.7).
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4.2.4 Auxiliary results for control of discretization errors

Here, we provide some lemmas which are useful in the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Lemma 6. Let α > 0, q > 2 and β > 2
αq − 1. Then, for any 0 ≤ u ≤ t ≤ 1,

E
[
∥Xt,u∥2Lq

β

]
≲ (t− u)α(β+1)∧1φβ(ν).

Proof. Choose 1
q < γ < α(β+1)∧1

2 and define

Zν,γ(t, u, ·) = σ

∫ t

u

(t− s)−γSν(t−s)dW
Q
s (·).

Since

∥Gu(x, ·)∥2L2
β+1

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

e−2λl1,l2
uµ

−α(β+1)
l1,l2

e2l1,l2(x)

≲
∑

l1,l2≥1

e−u(l
2
1+l

2
2)

(l21 + l22)
α(β+1)

∼
∫∫

x2+y2≥1

e−u(x
2+y2)

(x2 + y2)α(β+1)
dxdy

≲


uα(β+1)−1, α(β + 1) < 1,

− log u, α(β + 1) = 1,

1, α(β + 1) > 1

for u ∈ (0, 1], we find from (4.17) that

E
[(
Q̃β/2Zν,γ(t, u,x)

)2]
= σ2

∫ t

u

(t− s)−2γ∥Gν(t−s)(x, ·)∥2L2
β+1

ds

≲



να(β+1)−1

∫ t

u

(t− s)α(β+1)−1−2γds, α(β + 1) < 1,

−
∫ t

u

(t− s)−2γ log(ν(t− s))ds, α(β + 1) = 1,∫ t

u

(t− s)−2γds, α(β + 1) > 1

∼ (t− u)α(β+1)∧1−2γ ×


να(β+1)−1, α(β + 1) < 1,

− log(ν(t− u)), α(β + 1) = 1,

1, α(β + 1) > 1,

where the last estimation follows from

−
∫ t

u

(t− s)−2γ log(t− s)ds =
(t− u)1−2γ

(1− 2γ)2
(−(1− 2γ) log(t− u) + 1).

Therefore, the Gaussianity of Q̃β/2Zν,γ(t, u,x) implies that

E
[
∥Zν,γ(t, u)∥qLq

β

]
≲
∫
D

E
[∣∣Q̃β/2Zν,γ(t, u,x)∣∣q]dx

∼
∫
D

E
[(
Q̃β/2Zν,γ(t, u,x)

)2]q/2
dx

≲ (t− u)(α(β+1)∧1−2γ)q/2 ×


ν(α(β+1)−1)q/2, α(β + 1) < 1,

(− log(ν(t− u)))q/2, α(β + 1) = 1,

1, α(β + 1) > 1.
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Since it follows from Theorem 5.10 in [30] that

Xt,u =
σ sin(γπ)

π

∫ t

u

(t− s)γ−1Sν(t−s)Zν,γ(s, u)ds,

we see from (4.16), the Hölder inequality and∫ t

0

(−sa log(νs))bds ≲ t1+ab(− log(νt))b

that for 1/q + 1/q∗ = 1,

E
[
∥Xt,u∥2Lq

β

]
∼ E

[∥∥∥∥∫ t

u

(t− s)γ−1Sν(t−s)Zν,γ(s, u)ds

∥∥∥∥2
Lq

β

]

≤ E

[(∫ t

u

(t− s)γ−1∥Zν,γ(s, u)∥Lq
β
ds

)2
]

≤ (t− u)2(q
∗(γ−1)+1)/q∗E

[∫ t

u

∥Zν,γ(s, u)∥qLq
β
ds

]2/q
≲ (t− u)2(γ−1/q)(t− u)α(β+1)∧1−2γ+2/q

×


να(β+1)−1, α(β + 1) < 1,

− log(ν(t− u)), α(β + 1) = 1,

1, α(β + 1) > 1

∼ (t− u)α(β+1)∧1φβ(ν).

Lemma 7. Let α > 0 and β > −1. Then, for any 0 ≤ u ≤ t ≤ 1,

E
[
∥Xt,u∥2L2

β

]
∼ να(β+1)−1(t− u)α(β+1).

Proof. The desired result follows from

E
[
∥Xt,u∥2L2

β

]
= σ2

∫ t

u

∥Sν(t−s)∥2HS(Uβ)
ds

= σ2
∑

l1,l2≥1

µ
−α(β+1)
l1,l2

× 1− e−2λl1,l2
ν(t−u)

2λl1,l2ν

∼
∑

l1,l2≥1

(l21 + l22)
−α(β+1)

{
1

(l21 + l22)ν
∧ (t− u)

}
= ν−1

∑
l21+l

2
2>(ν(t−u))−1

1

(l21 + l22)
1+α(β+1)

+ (t− u)
∑

l21+l
2
2≤(ν(t−u))−1

(l21 + l22)
−α(β+1)

∼ ν−1

∫∫
x2+y2>(ν(t−u))−1

dxdy

(x2 + y2)1+α(β+1)

+ (t− u)

∫∫
1≤x2+y2≤(ν(t−u))−1

(x2 + y2)−α(β+1)dxdy
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∼ να(β+1)−1(t− u)α(β+1).

For α > 0, β > −1, define

φ̃β,q(ν) =

{
να(β+1)∧1−1, q = 2,

φβ(ν), q > 2.

Lemma 8. Let α > 0. Assume that β and q satisfy any one of the following (i) and (ii).

(i) q = 2, β > −1,

(ii) q > 2, β > 2
αq − 1.

If [A1]β,q holds, then

E
[
∥Xt∥2Lq

β

]
≲ 1 + φ̃β,q(ν), t ∈ T.

Proof. It follows from (2.2), (4.16), [A1]β,q and Lemmas 6 and 7 that

E
[
∥Xt∥2Lq

β

]
≲ E

[
∥SνtX0∥2Lq

β

]
+ E

[∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

Sν(t−s)Xsds

∥∥∥∥2
Lq

β

]
+ E

[
∥Xt∥2Lq

β

]
≲ E

[
∥X0∥2Lq

β

]
+ E

[∫ t

0

∥Sν(t−s)Xs∥2Lq
β
ds

]
+ φ̃β,q(ν)

≲ 1 + φ̃β,q(ν) +

∫ t

0

E
[
∥Xs∥2Lq

β

]
ds.

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have E[∥Xt∥2Lq
β
] ≲ 1 + φ̃β,q(ν).

Lemma 9. Let α > 0 and β > −1. Assume that [A1]β,2 holds. It holds that for 0 ≤ γ < α(β+1)
2

and t ∈ [ti−1, ti], i = 1, . . . , N ,

E
[
∥Xt −Xti−1∥2L2

β

]
≲
να(β+1)−1

N2γ∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γ
+

1

N
.

Proof. Noting that

∥Aγu∥2 =
∑

l1,l2≥1

λ2γl1,l2⟨u, el1,l2⟩
2 ∼

∑
l1,l2≥1

µ
−α(−2γ/α)
l1,l2

⟨u, el1,l2⟩2 = ∥Q̃−γ/αu∥2 = ∥u∥2L2
−2γ/α

,

we see from Proposition 4.41 in [14], (4.23), (4.16), Lemmas 7 and 8 that for 0 ≤ γ < α(β+1)
2 ,

∥Stu− u∥L2
β
≲ tγ∥Aγu∥L2

β
∼ tγ∥u∥L2

β−2γ/α
, t ∈ T (4.36)

and

E
[
∥Xt −Xti−1

∥2L2
β

]
≲ E

[
∥Sν(t−ti−1)Xti−1

−Xti−1
∥2L2

β

]
+

∫ t

ti−1

E
[
∥Sν(t−s)Xs∥2L2

β

]
ds+ E

[
∥Xt,ti−1∥2L2

β

]
≲
( ν
N

)2γ
E
[
∥Xti−1

∥2L2
β−2γ/α

]
+

∫ t

ti−1

E
[
∥Xs∥2L2

β

]
ds+ E

[
∥Xt,ti−1

∥2L2
β

]
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≲
να(β+1)−1 + ν2γ

N2γ
+
να(β+1)−1 + 1

N
+
να(β+1)−1

Nα(β+1)

≲
να(β+1)−1

N2γ∧1
+
( ν
N

)2γ
+

1

N
.

Let M = (M1 ∧M2)
2.

Lemma 10. Let α > 0, q > 2 and β > 4
αq − 1. Assume that [A1]β,q holds. It holds that for

1
q < γ < (α(β+1)

2 − 1
q ) ∧

1
2 ,

E
[
∥Xt −ΨMXt∥2L2

β

]
≲
φβ−2γ/α(ν)

M2(γ−1/q)
, t ∈ T.

Proof. Since ∥u∥Lq
−2γ/α

∼ ∥Aγu∥Lq and Theorem 16.15 in [39] yield Lq−2γ/α ↪→ W2γ,q, we find from

the Sobolev embedding theorem (Theorem 8.2 in [26]) that

∥u∥C2(γ−1/q) ≲ ∥Aγu∥Lq ∼ ∥u∥Lq
−2γ/α

.

Therefore, it holds from ∥Q̃β/2Xt∥C2(γ−1/q) ≲ ∥Xt∥Lq
β−2γ/α

and Lemma 8 that for t ∈ T,

∥Xt −ΨMXt∥2L2
β
=

M1∑
j=1

M2∑
k=1

∫ zk

zk−1

∫ yj

yj−1

(Q̃β/2Xt(y, z)− Q̃β/2Xt(yj−1, zk−1))
2v̄(y, z)dydz

≤
M1∑
j=1

M2∑
k=1

∫ zk

zk−1

∫ yj

yj−1

∥Q̃β/2Xt∥2C2(γ−1/q)

∣∣∣∣∣
(
y − yj−1

z − zk−1

)∣∣∣∣∣
4(γ−1/q)

v̄(y, z)dydz

≲

(
∥Xt∥Lq

β−2γ/α

Mγ−1/q

)2

and

E
[
∥Xt −ΨMXt∥2L2

β

]
≲

E
[
∥Xt∥2Lq

β−2γ/α

]
M2(γ−1/q)

≲
φβ−2γ/α(ν)

M2(γ−1/q)
.

Lemma 11. Let α > 0, Yi = Xti − Sν(ti−ti−1)Xti−1
and Y ΨM

i = ΨMXti − Sν(ti−ti−1)ΨMXti−1
.

(1) For q and β satisfying either (i) or (ii) of Lemma 8, assume that [A1]β,q holds. Then,

E
[
∥Yi∥2Lq

β

]
≲

φ̃β,q(ν)

Nα(β+1)
, i = 1, . . . , N.

(2) For q > 2 and β > 4
αq−1, assume that [A1]β,q holds. It holds that for

1
q < γ < (α(β+1)

2 − 1
q )∧

1
2 ,

E
[
∥Yi − Y ΨM

i ∥2L2
β

]
≲

φβ−2γ/α(ν)

M2(γ−1/q)Nα(β+1)−2γ
, i = 1, . . . , N.

Proof. (1) Using (4.23), (4.16) and Lemmas 6-8, we get

E
[
∥Yi∥2Lq

β

]
≲ E

[∥∥∥∥∫ ti

ti−1

Sν(ti−s)Xsds

∥∥∥∥2
Lq

β

]
+ E

[
∥Xti,ti−1∥2Lq

β

]
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≲ E
[∫ ti

ti−1

∥Sν(ti−s)Xs∥2Lq
β
ds

]
+ E

[
∥Xti,ti−1

∥2Lq
β

]
≲

1

N

∫ ti

ti−1

E
[
∥Xs∥2Lq

β

]
ds+ E

[
∥Xti,ti−1

∥2Lq
β

]
≲

1 + φ̃β,q(ν)

N2
+

φ̃β,q(ν)

Nα(β+1)

≲
φ̃β,q(ν)

Nα(β+1)
.

(2) In the same way as Lemma 10, we see from (1) that

E
[
∥Yi − Y ΨM

i ∥2L2
β

]
≲

E
[
∥Yi∥2Lq

β−2γ/α

]
M2(γ−1/q)

≲
φβ−2γ/α(ν)

M2(γ−1/q)Nα(β+1)−2γ
.

4.3 Proofs of Proposition 2.3 and Corollary 2.4

In this subsection, we provide proofs of the results in Subsection 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. Let Aθ0,ν = νA − θ0, Tν,t = e−tAθ0,ν and λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

= νλl1,l2 − θ0. Note

that Aθ0,νel1,l2 = λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

el1,l2 . Moreover, let

f1(x) =

{
1−e−x

x , x ̸= 0,

1, x = 0,
f2(x) =

{
x−1+e−x

x2 , x ̸= 0,
1
2 , x = 0.

It follows from Xt = Tν,tX0 + σ
∫ t
0
Tν,t−sdW

Q
s and the independence of X0 and WQ

t that

E[Jβ,ν ] =
∫ 1

0

E
[
∥Tν,tX0∥2L2

β

]
dt+ σ2

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

∥Tν,t−s∥2HS(Uβ)
dsdt

=

∫ 1

0

∑
l1,l2≥1

e−2tλ
(θ0)

l1,l2µ−αβ
l1,l2

E[⟨X0, el1,l2⟩2]dt

+ σ2

∫ 1

0

∫ t

0

∑
l1,l2≥1

e−2(t−s)λ(θ0)

l1,l2µ
−α(β+1)
l1,l2

dsdt

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

f1(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)µ−αβ
l1,l2

E[⟨X0, el1,l2⟩2] + σ2
∑

l1,l2≥1

f2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)µ
−α(β+1)
l1,l2

=
∑

l1,l2≥1

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)µ
−α(β+1)
l1,l2

,

where fl1,l2(x) = f1(x)µ
α
l1,l2

E[⟨X0, el1,l2⟩2] + σ2f2(x) > 0, x ∈ R. Note that fl1,l2(x) ≲ 1/x under
[A1]−1,2. Therefore, we obtain

Rβ,ν =
E[Jβ,ν ]√
E[J2β+1,ν ]

=

∑
l1,l2≥1

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)µ
−α(β+1)
l1,l2√ ∑

l1,l2≥1

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)µ
−2α(β+1)
l1,l2

.

For x > 0, let

F (x) =
∑

l1,l2≥1

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)µ−x
l1,l2

, G(x) =
F (x)2

F (2x)
.
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Since F (x) is differentiable and

F ′(x) = −
∑

l1,l2≥1

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)µ−x
l1,l2

logµl1,l2 ,

we have

F ′(x)F (2x)− F (x)F ′(2x)

=
∑

l1,...,l4≥1

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)fl3,l4(2λ
(θ0)
l3,l4

)µ−2x
l1,l2

µ−2x
l3,l4

(µxl3,l4 − µxl1,l2) logµl1,l2

=
∑

l1,...,l4≥1,
l21+l

2
2<l

2
3+l

2
4

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)fl3,l4(2λ
(θ0)
l3,l4

)µ−2x
l1,l2

µ−2x
l3,l4

(µxl3,l4 − µxl1,l2) logµl1,l2

+
∑

l1,...,l4≥1,
l21+l

2
2>l

2
3+l

2
4

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)fl3,l4(2λ
(θ0)
l3,l4

)µ−2x
l1,l2

µ−2x
l3,l4

(µxl3,l4 − µxl1,l2) logµl1,l2

=
∑

l1,...,l4≥1,
l21+l

2
2<l

2
3+l

2
4

fl1,l2(2λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

)fl3,l4(2λ
(θ0)
l3,l4

)µ−2x
l1,l2

µ−2x
l3,l4

(µxl3,l4 − µxl1,l2) log
µl1,l2
µl3,l4

< 0

and hence

G′(x) =
2F (x)

F (2x)2
(F ′(x)F (2x)− F (x)F ′(2x)) < 0,

which implies that the function β 7→ Rβ,ν is decreasing for β ∈ (−1, 1
α − 1].

Proof of Corollary 2.4. Fix m > n > 0.

(1) Since ν(M1 ∧M2)
2rN−ϕ(space)

x = ν1−mr+nϕ(space)
x , it follows from [B1]β,∞ that

m >
1 + nϕ

(space)
α(β+1)

r
> 1 + nϕ

(space)
α(β+1). (4.37)

Because ϕ
(space)
x ≥ ϕ

(space)
1 = 1, there exists β such that (4.37) if m > n+ 1. Solving the inequality

(4.37) for β, we have β > β
(cons)
α,n,m . Noting that νLsN−ϕ(trunc)

x,α = ν1−ℓs+nϕ(trunc)
x,α , we find from [B2]β,∞

that for β > β
(cons)
α,n,m ,

ℓ >
1 + nϕ

(trunc)
α(β+1),α

s
>

1 + nϕ
(trunc)
α(β+1),α

2
.

(2) Notice that νNq = ν1−nq and ν(M1 ∧M2)
2rjN−ψ(space)

j,x = ν1−mrj+nψ
(space)
j,x . Hence, we see

from [C1]β and [C2]β,∞ that

n >
1

q
>

1

ρ
(time)
α(β+1)

=

{
1

2α(β+1) , α(β + 1) ≤ 1
2 ,

2(1− α(β + 1)), α(β + 1) > 1
2 ,

m >
1 + nψ

(space)
1,α(β+1)

r1
∨

1 + nψ
(space)
2,α(β+1)

r2
>

1 + nψ
(space)
1,α(β+1)

ρ
(space)
α(β+1)

∨ 2(1 + nψ
(space)
2,α(β+1)),

which together with ψ
(space)
1,x ≥ ψ

(space)
1,1 = 2/3, ψ

(space)
2,x ≥ ψ

(space)
2,1 = 1/2 and ρ

(space)
x ≤ ρ

(space)
1 = 2/3

imply that β > β
(asym)
α,n,m for m > n + 2. Since νLsN−ψ(trunc)

x,α = ν1−ℓs+nψ(trunc)
x,α and [C3]β,∞, we find
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that for β > β
(asym)
α,n,m ,

ℓ >
1 + nψ

(trunc)
α(β+1),α

s
>

1 + nψ
(trunc)
α(β+1),α

ρ
(trunc)
α(β+1)

.

4.4 Proofs of Propositions 2.5 and 2.6

This subsection gives proofs of Propositions 2.5 and 2.6. Since the proofs are analogous to those
of Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 in [34], we shall focus on the different parts. For the detailed
proofs, refer to [34].

Let e
(1)
l (x) =

√
2 sin(πlx)e−κx/2 and e

(2)
l (x) =

√
2 sin(πlx)e−ηx/2. The second order moment of

the triple increment Ti,j,kX is given by

E[(Ti,j,kX)2] = σ2F j,kj,k +Ri,j,k,

where

F j,kj′,k′ =
∑

l1,l2≥1

1− eλ
(θ0)

l1,l2
∆

λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

µαl1,l2

(e
(1)
l1

(ỹj)− e
(1)
l1

(ỹj−1))(e
(2)
l2

(z̃k)− e
(2)
l2

(z̃k−1))

× (e
(1)
l1

(ỹj′)− e
(1)
l1

(ỹj′−1))(e
(2)
l2

(z̃k′)− e
(2)
l2

(z̃k′−1))

and Ri,j,k satisfies
∑N
i=1Ri,j,k ≲ F j,kj,k .

For a function f : R2 → R and a positive number ϵ, define D1,ϵf(x, y) = f(x + ϵ, y) − f(x, y)
and D2,ϵf(x, y) = f(x, y + ϵ)− f(x, y). For α ∈ (0, 2) and y, z ∈ [0, 2), let

Fα(y, z) =
∑

l1,l2≥1

1− e−λ
(θ0)

l1,l2
∆

λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

µαl1,l2

cos(πl1y) cos(πl2z)

= να∆1+α
∑

l1,l2≥1

1− e−λ
(θ0)

l1,l2
∆

λ
(θ0)
l1,l2

∆
· 1

(µl1,l2ν∆)α
cos(πl1y) cos(πl2z).

Under ν → 0, the following lemma holds instead of Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11 in [34].

Lemma 12. For α ∈ (0, 2) and δ = r
√
ν∆, it holds that

F j,kj′,k′ = e(−κ(ỹj−1+ỹj′ )−η(z̃k−1+z̃k′ ))/2D2
1,δD

2
2,δFα(ỹj′−1 − ỹj , z̃k′−1 − z̃k)

+O(να∆1+α) +O

(
να−1/2∆1/2+α

(
1{j ̸=j′}

|j − j′|+ 1
+

1{k ̸=k′}

|k − k′|+ 1

))
,

D2
1,δD

2
2,δFα(ỹj′−1 − ỹj , z̃k′−1 − z̃k) =

{
να−1∆αψr,α +O(να−1∆1+α), (j′, k′) = (j, k),

O
(
να−1∆α

(
ν∆+ 1

(|j−j′|+1)(|k−k′|+1)

))
, (j′, k′) ̸= (j, k).

Furthermore, it follows that under [A2],

Cov[Ti,j,kX,Ti′,j′,k′X] = O

(
να−1∆α

|i− i′|+ 1

(
ν∆+

1

(|j − j′|+ 1)(|k − k′|+ 1)

))

+O

(
να−1/2∆1/2+α

|i− i′|+ 1

(
1{j ̸=j′}

|j − j′|+ 1
+

1{k ̸=k′}

|k − k′|+ 1

))
,
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N∑
i,i′=1

Cov[Ti,j,kX,Ti′,j,kX]2 = O(ν2α−2N∆2α) uniformly in j, k,

m2∑
k,k′=1

m1∑
j,j′=1

N∑
i,i′=1

Cov[Ti,j,kX,Ti′,j′,k′X]2 = O(ν2α−2m1m2N∆2α),

N∑
i,i′=1

Cov[(Ti,j,kX)2, (Ti′,j,kX)2] = O(ν2α−2N∆2α) uniformly in j, k,

m2∑
k,k′=1

m1∑
j,j′=1

N∑
i,i′=1

Cov[(Ti,j,kX)2, (Ti′,j′,k′X)2] = O(ν2α−2m1m2

√
m1m2N∆2α).

Proposition 2.5 is immediately obtained from Lemma 12. By the Taylor expansion, we have

−NK ′
ν,N,m((σ∗)2) =

∫ 1

0

K ′′
ν,N,m((σ∗)2 + u(σ̂2 − (σ∗)2))duN(σ̂2 − (σ∗)2).

Since Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 12 imply that NK ′
ν,N,m((σ∗)2) = OP(1) and there exists V > 0

such that
∫ 1

0
K ′′
ν,N,m((σ∗)2 + u(σ̂2 − (σ∗)2))du

P→ V , we get Proposition 2.6.
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