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Parameter estimation for fractional stochastic heat

equations : Berry-Esséen bounds in CLTs
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Abstract: The aim of this work is to estimate the drift coefficient of a fractional heat equation driven by
an additive space-time noise using the Maximum likelihood estimator (MLE). In the first part of the paper,
the first N Fourier modes of the solution are observed continuously over a finite time interval [0, T ]. The
explicit upper bounds for the Wasserstein distance for the central limit theorem of the MLE is provided
when N → ∞ and/or T → ∞. While in the second part of the paper, the N Fourier modes are observed at
uniform time grid : ti = i TM , i = 0, ..,M, where M is the number of time grid points. The consistency and
asymptotic normality are studied when T,M,N → +∞ in addition to the rate of convergence in law in the
CLT.
Mathematics Subject Classification 2020: 62F12; 60F05; 60G15; 60H15; 60H07.
Keywords: Fractional stochastic partial differential equations; Parameter estimation; Rate of normal con-
vergence of the MLE, Malliavin calculus, Wasserstein distance.

1 Introduction

The aim of this study is to solve the drift parameter estimation problem θ > 0 of the following fractional
stochastic heat equation :





dYθ(t, x) = −θ (−∆)
α
Yθ(t, x)dt +

∑
n∈N

δ−γn en(x)dwn(t), 0 6 t 6 T, x ∈ G.

Yθ(0, x) = Y0 x ∈ G,

(1)

where T > 0, θ > 0, α > 0, γ > 0, G is a bounded and smooth domain in R
d, d > 1. ∆ is the Laplace operator

on G with zero boundary conditions and Hr(G) for r ∈ R, denotes the corresponding Sobolev spaces. The
initial condition of (1) is such that Y0 ∈ Hr(G) for some r ∈ R. The process {Yθ(t, x), x ∈ G, t ∈ [0, T ]}
is defined on a filtered probability space

(
Ω,F , {Ft}t>0 ,P

)
on which we consider a family {wj , j > 1} of

independent standard Brownian motions.
The set {en, n ∈ N} are the eigenfunctions of ∆ that form a complete orthonormal system in L2(G), the
corresponding eigenvalues hn, n ∈ N can be sorted such that 0 < −h1 6 −h2 6 . . . .
Let us introduce the notation δn := (−hn)1/2, n ∈ N, so, there exists a positive constant σ̄ such that, see [1]

lim
n→+∞

|δn|2n−2/d = σ̄. (2)
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Assuming that 2(γ − r) > d, then (see for instance [2, 3, 4]) equation (1) has a unique solution Yθ weak in
the PDE sense and strong in the probability sense.
In the following, it is assumed that r > 0 and 2γ > d. Let yn, n > 1 be the Fourier coefficient of the solution
Yθ of (1) with respect to en, n > 1, i.e. yn(t) = (Yθ(t), en)0, n ∈ N. Let HN be the finite dimensional
subspace of L2(G) generated by {en, n = 1, ..., N} and denote PN the projection operator of L2(G) into HN

and put Yθ
N = PNYθ. Each Fourier mode yn, n > 1 follows the dynamics of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

given by
dyn(t) = −θδ2αn yn(t)dt + δ−γn dwn(t), yn(0) = (Y0, en), t > 0. (3)

In the following, we will denote by P
θ
T,N the probability measure on C([0, T ];HN) generated by Yθ

N . We

will also fix in the rest of the paper, a parameter value θ0 > 0. Then since the measures
{
P
θ
T,N , θ > 0

}
are

equivalent, hence applying Girsanov’s theorem we obtain the following Likelihood Ratio or Radon-Nikodym
derivative:

dPθT,N

dPθ0T,N
(Yθ

N ) = exp

(
−(θ − θ0)

N∑

n=1

δ2α+γn

∫ T

0

yn(t)dyn(t)−
(θ2 − θ20)

2

N∑

n=1

δ4α+2γ
n

∫ T

0

y2n(t)dt

)
.

Maximizing the log-likelihood ratio with respect to θ gives the Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE) for θ

θ̂T,N := −

N∑
n=1

δ2α+2γ
n

∫ T
0
yn(t)dyn(t)

N∑
n=1

δ4α+2γ
n

∫ T
0 y2n(t)dt

, N ∈ N, T > 0. (4)

Moreover, using (3), we get : θ − θ̂T,N =

N
∑

n=1

δ2α+γ
n

∫

T
0
yn(t)dwn(t)

N
∑

n=1

δ4α+2γ
n

∫

T
0
y2n(t)dt

, N ∈ N, T > 0.

The consistency and asymptotic normality of the MLE θ̂T,N have been studied in several papers when
N → ∞ and/or T → ∞, see for instance [5, 6] and [7]. However, to utilize the asymptotic distribution of an
estimator it is essential that the rate of convergence is known. For the best of our knowledge, no result of
the Berry-Esséen type is known for the distribution of the MLE θ̂T,N of the drift parameter θ of the SPDE
(1).
The aim of this work is to study the rate of convergence for the central limit theorem of the MLE of θ in
its continuous and discrete versions. The article is presented as follows: Section 2 consist of some of the
essential tools needed from the analysis on Wiener space and Malliavin calculus.
In Section 3, we provide explicit bounds of the convergence of the MLE to a Gaussian random variable
for the Wasserstein distance, considering three different scenarios: when N → +∞ and T is fixed, when
T → +∞ and N is fixed and when both N, T → +∞, see Theorem 2 and Corollary 5. The key of the proof
is the fact that the numerator of θ0 − θ̂T,N is a second chaos random sequence that depends on both N and
T . A rigorous study of the third and fourth cumulant of the numerator along with the application of the
Optimal fourth moment theorem [8] lead to a CLT with the rates of its convergence in law. It is also worth
noting that the proof of the consistency part relies mainly on the properties of multiple Wiener integrals in
conjunction with Borelli-Catelli Lemma.
In Section 4, we study the asymptotic properties of an approximate version of the MLE θ̂T,N , which we denote

by θ̃T,N,M , defined by θ̃T,N,M := −
∑N

n=1
δ2α+2γ
n

∑M
i=1

yn(ti−1)[yn(ti)−yn(ti−1)]

∆M
∑N

n=1
δ4α+2γ
n

∑M
i=1

y2n(ti−1)
, where we simply discretized the

numerator and denominator of θ̂N,T , considering that the first N Fourier modes are now observed at discrete
time instant ti = i TM , i = 0, ..,M where M denotes the number of time grid points. We proved that

2



when T
MN2α/d → 0 as T,M,N → +∞, the estimator θ̃T,N,M is consistent and when T 3/2N

3α
d

+1
2

M → 0 as

T,M,N → +∞, then θ̃T,N,M is asymptotically Gaussian. We also derive the rate of the convergence in law

of θ̃T,N,M for the Wasserstein distance, see Theorem 13 for more details.

2 Elements of analysis on Wiener space.

In this section, we give a concise overview of some elements from Malliavin calculus and elements of Gaussian
analysis. For additional details about this topic, the interested reader is referred to the following references
[9], and [10].
Consider W a Brownian motion defined on a probability space (Ω,F ,P). The Wiener integral of a determin-

istic function g ∈ L2([0, T ]),
∫ T
0
g(s)dW (s) can also be denoted by W (g). The Hilbert space H := L2([0, T ])

is endowed with the inner product

E[W (f)W (g)] =

∫ T

0

f(s)g(s)ds = 〈f, g〉L2([0,T ])

In the following, we will consider that F is generated by W and L2(Ω) := L2(Ω,F ,P).
For all p > 1, HW

p denotes the p-th Wiener chaos of W is the closed linear subspace of L2(Ω) generated by{
Hp(W (g)), g ∈ L2([0, T ]), ‖g‖L2([0,T ]) = 1

}
, where Hp is the p-th Hermite polynomial defined by :

Hp(x) = (−1)pe
x2

2
dp

dxp
e−

x2

2 , p > 1,

and H0(x) = 1.
In the rest of this section, the notations H⊗p and H⊙p for any integer p > 1, mean the p-th tensor product
and the p-th symmetric tensor product of H respectively.
The linear mapping defined by IWp (g⊗p) := p!Hp(W (g)) is an isometry between H⊙p = L2

s([0, T ]
p) equipped

with the norm
√
p!‖.‖H⊙p and the Wiener chaos of order p under L2 (Ω)’s norm. For h ∈ H⊗p, IWp (h) is a

multiple Wiener-Itô integral of order p with respect to W and we can write

IWp (h) =

∫

[0,T ]p
h(x1, ...., xp)dW (x1)...dW (xp).

Multiple Wiener integrals have many properties, we recall the main ones that we will need in our analysis.
We start with the isometry property, which states that if h1 ∈ H⊙p and h2 ∈ H⊙q, for p, q > 1. Then the
following holds :

E
[
IWp (h1)I

W
q (h2)

]
=

{
p!×

〈
h1, h2

〉
L2(Rp)

if p = q

0 if p 6= q.
(5)

The second property we will be using is the so-called product formula : Let p, q > 1. If h1 ∈ H⊙p and
h2 ∈ H⊙q then

Ip(h1)Iq(h2) =

p∧q∑

l=0

l!

(
p

l

)(
q

l

)
Ip+q−2l(h1⊗̃lh2). (6)

where h1 ⊗l h2 is the contraction of h1 and h2 of order l which is an element of H⊗(p+q−2l) defined by

(h1 ⊗l h2)(r1, . . . , rp−l, s1, . . . , sq−l)

:=

∫

[0,T ]p+q−2l

h1(r1, . . . , rp−l, v1, . . . , vl)h2(s1, . . . , sq−l, v1, . . . , vl) dv1 · · · dvl.
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The notation h1⊗̃lh2 in (6) means the symmetrization of h1 ⊗l h2 which is defined for a function h by

h̃(y1, . . . , yq) =
1

q!

∑

σ

h(yσ(1), ..., yσ(q))

where all permutations σ of {1, ..., q} are included in the sum. The special case p = q = 1 in (6) is useful in
practice can be written as follows:

I1(h1)I1(h2) = 2−1I2 (h1 ⊗ h2 + h2 ⊗ h1) + 〈h1, h2〉H. (7)

Another important property in Wiener chaos is the hypercontractivity : If q > 1, then for any p > 2,
there exists C(p, q) depending only on p and q such that, for every X ∈ ⊕ql=1Hl,

(
E
[
|X |p

])1/p
6 C(p, q)

(
E
[
|X |2

])1/2
. (8)

The constants C(p, q) above are known with some precision when F ∈ Hq; C(p, q) = (p− 1)
q/2

, see [9].
We also recall the Optimal fourth moment theorem which will be used in order to derive rates of
convergences in CLTs.
Let N denote the standard normal random variable. Consider a random sequence Xn ∈ Hq, q > 1 such that
V ar [Xn] = 1 and (Xn)n converges in distribution to N . The Fourth moment theorem proved in [?] claims
that this convergence is equivalent to limnE

[
X4
n

]
= 3. The following optimal estimate for dTV (Xn,N ),

known as the Optimal fourth moment theorem, was proved in [8]: with the sequence Xn as above, assuming
convergence, there exist two constants c, C > 0 independent of n, such that

cmax
{
E
[
X4
n

]
− 3,

∣∣E
[
X3
n

]∣∣} 6 dTV (Xn,N ) 6 Cmax
{
E
[
X4
n

]
− 3,

∣∣E
[
X3
n

]∣∣} . (9)

Notice that optimal bound (9) holds with dTV replaced by dW , see ([11], Remark 2.2). We recall that, for
two random variables F and G, the former metrics are respectively given by

dTV (F,G) := sup
A∈B(R)

|P [F ∈ A]−P [G ∈ A]| , dW (F,G) := sup
h∈Lip(1)

|E[h(F )]−E[h(G)]| , (10)

where Lip(1) is the set of all Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constant 6 1. We also recall, the definition
of the cumulant of order p > 2, kp(F ) of a random variable F = I2(h),

kp(F ) = 2p−1(p− 1)!〈 h⊗1 . . .⊗1h︸ ︷︷ ︸
p−1 copies of h

, h〉H⊗2 .

In particular for p = 3, 4, we obtain estimates of the third and fourth cumulant respectively as follows :

k3(F ) = E[F 3] = 8〈h, h⊗1 h〉H⊗2 and k4(F ) = E[F 4]− 3E[F 2]2 (11)

= 16
(
‖h⊗1 h‖2H⊗2 + 2‖h⊗̃1h‖2H⊗2

)

6 48‖h⊗1 h‖2H⊗2 . (12)

3 Berry-Esséen bounds for the MLE when N and T are large: Con-

tinuous time observations

For simplicity, we set Y0 = 0 hence yn(0) = 0 for all n > 1. Because equation (3) is linear, it is immediate
to see that its solution can be expressed explicitly as follows :

yn(t) = δ−γn

∫ t

0

e−θ0δ
2α
n (t−u)dwn(u), n = 1, ..., N.

4



Define:

ET,N :=

N∑

n=1

δ2α+γn

∫ T

0

yn(t)dwn(t), ψθT,N :=
T

2θ0

N∑

n=1

δ2αn ∼ σ̄dTN
2α
d +1

(4α+ 2d)θ0
as N, T → +∞. (13)

Indeed, by (2), we have δn ∼ σ̄1/2n1/d as n→ +∞, thus
N∑
n=1

δ2αn ∼ σ̄α N
2α
d

+1

2α
d +1

, as N → +∞.

By (13), we can write

θ0 − θ̂T,N =

N∑
n=1

δ2α+γn

∫ T
0 yn(t)dwn(t)

N∑
n=1

δ4α +2γ
n

∫ T
0
y2n(t)dt

=
ET,N

< ET,N >
. (14)

The numerator term of (14) is a second chaos random variable, indeed for every n > 1,

∫ T

0

yn(t)dwn(t) = δ−γn

∫ T

0

∫ t

0

e−θ0δ
2α
n (t−u)dwn(u)dwn(t) = Iwn

2 (gn),

where gn(s, t) := δ2αn e−θ0δ
2α
n |t−s|

1[0,T ]2(t, s), n = 1, ..., N. Therefore, using the linear property of multiple
integrals, we can express ET,N as follows

ET,N = I2

(gT,N
2

)
=

1

2

N∑

n=1

Iwn
2 (gn) (15)

where gT,N = (g1, ..., gN ). For the denominator term, using the product formula (7), we get for every
n = 1, ..., N

y2n(t) = δ−2γ
n e−2θ0δ

2α
n tIwn

2

(
eθ0δ

2α
n (u+v)

1(u, v)[0,t]2
)
+

δ−2γ
n

2θ0δ2αn

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n t
)
.

Integrating over [0, T ],

∫ T

0

y2n(t)dt = δ−2γ
n Iwn

2

(
eθ0δ

2α
n (u+v)

∫ T

u∨v
e−2θ0δ

2α
n sds

)
+

δ−2γ
n

2θ0δ2αn

(
T +

e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1

2θ0δ2αn

)

= δ−2γ
n Iwn

2

(
e−θ0δ

2α
n |u−v|

2θ0δ2αn
1(u, v)[0,T ]2

)
− δ−2γ

n Iwn
2

(
e−2θ0δ

2α
n T eθ0δ

2α
n (u+v)

2θ0δ2αn
1(u, v)[0,T ]2

)

+
δ−2γ
n

2θ0δ2αn

(
T +

e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1

2θ0δ2αn

)

Thus

〈ET,N 〉 =
N∑

n=1

δ4α+2γ
n

∫ T

0

y2n(t)dt =

N∑

n=1

δ2αn Iwn
2

(
e−θ0|u−v|

2θ0
1(u, v)[0,T ]2

)
−

N∑

n=1

δ2αn Iwn
2

(
e−2θ0δ

2α
n T eθ0δ

2α
n (u+v)

2θ0
1(u, v)[0,T ]2

)

+

N∑

n=1

δ2αn
2θ0

(
T +

e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1

2θ0δ2αn

)

= I2(
gT,N
2θ0

)− I2(lT,N ) + λT,N =
ET,N
θ0

− I2(lT,N ) + λT,N (16)

5



with lT,N := (l1, ..., lN ) where ln(u, v) :=
δ2αn
2θ0

e−2θ0δ
2α
n T eθ0δ

2α
n (u+v)

1(u, v)[0,T ]2 and

λT,N =
1

2θ0

N∑

n=1

δ2αn

(
T +

e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1

2θ0δ2αn

)
=

T

2θ0

N∑

n=1

δ2αn +
1

4θ0

N∑

n=1

(e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1)

= ψθ0T,N +
1

4θ0

N∑

n=1

(e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1).

By (14), (13) and (16), we can write, for every N > 1, T > 0,

θ0 − θ̂T,N :=
1
2I2(gT,N )

1
2θ0
I2(gT,N )− I2(lT,N ) + λT,N

. (17)

Note that the strong consistency of θ̂T,N when N → ∞ and T fixed or T → ∞ and N fixed, and when both
N, T → ∞ has been already proved in [5, 6] and [7], respectively; here we propose a different approach based
on the Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma and the properties of multiple Wiener integrals recalled in the preliminaries.

Theorem 1 Suppose that α > 0, θ0 > 0, γ > 0, d > 1 in equation (1). Let θ̂T,N be the MLE given in (4)
and ψθT,N given in (13). Then, for every T > 0 fixed (resp. N > 1 fixed), we have

θ̂T,N −→ θ0, almost surely as N → +∞ (resp. T → +∞).

Proof. Assume that T > 0 is fixed, we can write from (17),

θ0 − θ̂T,N :=
1
2I2(gT,N )/ψθ0T,N(

1
2θ0
I2(gT,N )− I2(lT,N ) + λT,N

)
/ψθ0T,N

. (18)

We have

E

[(
1

2
I2(gT,N )

)2
]
=

1

2
‖gT,N‖2 =

1

2

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

e−2θ0δ
2α
n |u−v|dudv =

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

∫ T

0

∫ u

0

e−2θ0δ
2α
n (u−v)dudv

=

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

∫ T

0

∫ u

0

e−2θ0δ
2α
n wdwdu =

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

∫ T

0

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n u

2θ0δ2αn
du

)

= ψθ0T,N +
1

2θ0

N∑

n=1

(e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1) = λT,N . (19)

Thus, there exists a constant C(α, d, θ0, T ) such that

E



(

1
2I2(gT,N )

ψθ0T,N

)2

 =

1

ψθ0T,N
+

1

(ψθ0T,N )2
1

2θ0

N∑

n=1

(e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1) 6

1

ψθ0T,N
+

N

2θ0(ψ
θ0
T,N )2

6
C(α, θ0, d, T )

N
2α
d +1

.

It follows that for every ε > 0, we have by Markov’s inequality

+∞∑

N=1

P

(∣∣∣∣∣
1
2I2(gT,N )

ψθ0T,N

∣∣∣∣∣ > ε

)
6

1

ε2

+∞∑

N=1

E



(

1
2I2(gT,N )

ψθ0T,N

)2

 6

C(α, θ0, d, T )

ε2

+∞∑

N=1

1

N
2α
d +1

< +∞.

6



Hence, from Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, for every T > 0, we have
1
2
I2(gT,N )

ψ
θ0
N,T

−→ 0 a.s as N → +∞. On the

other hand,

‖lT,N‖2 = 1

4θ20

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

e2θ0δ
2α
n (u+v)dudv =

1

16θ40

N∑

n=1

(1− e−2θ0δ
2α
n T )2 6

N

16θ40
.

We obtain therefore

E



(
I2(lT,N )

ψθ0T,N

)2

 =

2‖lT,N‖2
(ψθ0T,N )2

6 C(α, d, θ0, T )
1

N
4α
d +1

Hence, for every ε > 0, we have

+∞∑

N=1

P

(∣∣∣∣∣
I2(lT,N )

ψθ0T,N

∣∣∣∣∣ > ε

)
6

1

ε2

+∞∑

N=1

E



(
I2(lT,N )

ψθ0T,N

)2

 6

C(α, θ0, d, T )

ε2

+∞∑

N=1

1

N
4α
d +1

< +∞.

Hence, from Borel-Cantelli’s Lemma, for every T > 0, we have
I2(lT,N )

ψ
θ0
T,N

−→ 0 a.s as N → +∞. For the

last deterministic term of the denominator, we have

λT,N

ψθ0T,N
= 1 +

1

4θ20ψ
θ0
T,N

N∑

n=1

(
e−2θ0δ

2α
n T − 1

)
−→ 1 as N → +∞.

Therefore the desired result follows.
Assume now that N > 1 is fixed, we can write

θ0 − θ̂T,N =

N∑
n=1

δ2α+γn

∫ T
0 yn(t)dwn(t)

T
× T

N∑
n=1

δ4α+2γ
n

∫ T
0
y2n(t)dt

We have for any fixed N > 1,

• 1
T

N∑
n=1

δ2α+γn

∫ T
0
yn(t)dwn(t) → 0 a.s. as T → +∞.

• 1
T

N∑
n=1

δ4α+2γ
n

∫ T
0 y2n(t)dt → 1

2θ0

N∑
n=1

δ
2(α+γ)
n a.s. as T → +∞.

In fact, using Ito’s formula gives for all n > 1,

y2n(T ) = −2θ0δ
2α
n

∫ T

0

y2n(t)dt+ 2δ−γn

∫ T

0

yn(t)dwn(t) + T

Thus,
δ−γn
T

∫ T

0

yn(t)dwn(t) =
y2n(T )

2T
+
θ0δ

2α
n

T

∫ T

0

y2n(t)dt−
1

2
.

We set zn(t) :=
∫ t
−∞ e−θ0δ

2α
n (t−u)dwn(t) which is Gaussian, stationary and ergodic, thus by the ergodic

theorem
1

T

∫ T

0

z2n(t)dt → E[z2n(0)] =
1

2θ0δ2αn

7



a.s. as T → +∞. Since zn(t) = yn(t) + e−θ0δ
2α
n tεn(0) where εn(0) :=

∫ 0

−∞ eθ0δ
2α
n udwn(u). It follows that for

all n > 1,
1

T

∫ T

0

y2n(t)dt→
1

2θ0δ2αn

a.s. as T → +∞. Moreover, it was proved in [12] in Lemma 6.7 that for any n > 1, we have for any α > 0,
zn(T )
Tα → 0 a.s. as T → +∞. It follows that

y2n(T )
T → 0 a.s. as T → +∞ for any n > 1. Therefore, we get for

any n > 1

• 1
T

∫ T
0 yn(t)dwn(t) → 0 a.s. as T → +∞.

• 1
T

∫ T
0
y2n(t)dt→ 1

2θ0δ2αn
a.s. as T → +∞.

Then the desired result follows.

Theorem 2 Suppose that α > 0, θ0 > 0, γ > 0, d > 1 in equation (1). Let θ̂T,N be the MLE given in (4)

and ψθ0T,N given in (13). Then there exists a positive constant C(α, d, θ0) depending on α the power of the
Laplacian, d is the space dimension and θ0 such that for any N > 1 and any T > 0,

dW

(√
ψθ0T,N (θ0 − θ̂T,N ), Z

)
6 C(α, d, θ0)×





1√
T

1

N
2α
d

if 2α < d

1√
T

1
N if 2α = d

1√
T

1

N
α
d

+1
2

if 2α > d,

(20)

where Z ∼ N (0, 1). Consequently as T → +∞, N → +∞
√
TN

α
d + 1

2

(
θ0 − θ̂T,N

)
law−→ N

(
0,

(4α/d+ 2)θ0
σ̄α

)
.

Proof. We recall that from (14) and (17), we have θ0 − θ̂T,N =
ET,N

<ET,N>
=

1
2
I2(gT,N )

1
2θ0

I2(gT,N )−I2(lT,N )+λT,N
.

On the other hand using the calculus (19), the following estimate holds

E





 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N




2

 =

λN,T

ψθ0T,N
= 1 +

1

4θ20ψ
θ0
T,N

N∑

n=1

(e−2θ0δ
2α
n T − 1).

Therefore, ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
E





 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N




2

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= |λN,T

ψθ0T,N
− 1| 6 C(α, d, θ0)

TN
2α
d

, (21)

where C(α, d, θ) is a constant depending on α, d and θ. Moreover, since
ET,N

√

ψ
θ0
T,N

∈ H2 and E



(

ET,N
√

ψ
θ0
T,N

)2

 6

1, then by the hypercontractivity property, we have ‖ ET,N
√

ψ
θ0
T,N

‖L4 6 3‖ ET,N
√

ψ
θ0
T,N

‖L2 6 3.

8



Lemma 3 Consider 〈ET,N 〉 defined in (16) and ψθ0T,N defined in (13). Then, there exists a constant depend-
ing on α, d and θ0, C(α, d, θ0) such that for any N > 1 and T > 0, we have

‖< ET,N >

ψθ0T,N
− 1‖L2 6 C(α, d, θ0)× bN,T , where bN,T :=





1√
T

1

N
2α
d

if 2α < d

1√
T

1
N if 2α = d

1√
T

1

N
α
d

+1
2

if 2α > d.

(22)

Proof. Indeed, using (16), (21) and Minkowski’s inequality, we can write

‖< ET,N >

ψθ0T,N
− 1‖L2 6 ‖ ET,N

θ0ψ
θ0
T,N

‖L2 + ‖I2(hN,T )
ψθ0T,N

‖L2 + |λN,T
ψθ0T,N

− 1| 6 1

θ0

1√
ψθ0T,N

+
C(α, d, θ0)

TN
2α
d + 1

2

+
C(α, d, θ0)

TN
2α
d

.

where we used for the estimate of ‖ I2(lT,N )

ψ
θ0
T,N

‖L2, the fact that

‖lT,N‖2 = 1

4θ20

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

e2θ0δ
2α
n (u+v)dudv =

1

16θ40

N∑

n=1

(1− e−2θ0δ
2α
n T )2 6

N

16θ40
.

We obtain therefore

E



(
I2(lT,N )

ψθ0T,N

)2

 =

2‖lT,N‖2
(ψθ0T,N )2

6 C(α, d, θ0)
1

T 2

1

N
4α
d +1

.

Lemma 4 Consider ET,N , ψθ0T,N defined respectively in (13), then the following estimates hold

κ3


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N


 6

3

θ0

√
ψθ0T,N

, and

∣∣∣∣∣∣
κ4


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N



∣∣∣∣∣∣
6

18

θ20ψ
θ0
T,N

Proof. we have by (11)

κ3


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N


 = κ3


I2(gT,N )

2
√
ψθ0T,N


 = E





I2(gT,N )

2
√
ψθ0T,N




3

 =

N∑

n=1

E





 I2(g

n)

2
√
ψθ0T,N




3



=
1

(ψθ0T,N )3/2

N∑

n=1

< gn, gn ⊗1 g
n >H⊗2 .

9



Moreover, we have for every n = 1, ..., N

< gn, gn ⊗1 g
n >H⊗2 =

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

gn(x, y)gn(x, t)gn(y, t)dtdxdy

= δ6αn

∫

[0,T ]3
e−θ0δ

2α
n |x−y|e−θ0δ

2α
n |x−t|e−θ0δ

2α
n |y−t|dtdxdy

= 3!δ6αn

∫ T

0

∫ y

0

∫ t

0

e−θ0δ
2α
n (y−x)e−θ0δ

2α
n (t−x)e−θ0δ

2α
n (t−y)dtdxdy

= 3!δ6αn

∫ T

0

∫ y

0

∫ t

0

e−θ0δ
2α
n (2t−2x)dtdxdy

=
3δ4αn
θ0

∫ T

0

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n t

2θ0δ2αn
− te−2θ0δ

2α
n t

)
dt.

Thus,

κ3


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N


 6

3T

2θ0(ψ
θ0
T,N )3/2

N∑

n=1

δ2αn =
3

θ0

√
ψθ0T,N

.

We also have by (12)

|κ4


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N


 | = |κ4


I2(gT,N )

2
√
ψθ0T,N


 |

6
3

(ψθ0T,N )2

N∑

n=1

‖gn ⊗1 g
n‖2H⊗2

=
3

(ψθ0T,N )2

N∑

n=1

∫

[0,T ]4
gn(x1, x2)g

n(x2, x3)g
n(x3, x4)g

n(x4, x1)dx1dx2dx3dx4

=
3

(ψθ0T,N )2

N∑

n=1

4!δ8αn

∫ T

0

∫ x4

0

∫ x3

0

∫ x2

0

e−θ0δ
2α
n (2x4−2x1)dx1dx2dx3dx4

6
18

θ20ψ
θ0
T,N

.

Consequently, there exists a positive constant C(θ0) depending only on θ0 such that for every N > 1,
T > 0, we have

dW


 ET,N√

ψθ0N,T

, Z


 6

C(θ0)√
ψθ0N,T

,

where Z ∼ N (0, 1). On the other hand,

√
ψθ0T,N (θ0 − θ̂T,N ) =

ET,N/
√
ψθ0T,N

< ET,N > /ψθ0T,N
.
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Thus,

dW

(√
ψθ0T,N (θ0 − θ̂T,N ), Z

)
= dW




ET,N/
√
ψθ0T,N

< ET,N > /ψθ0T,N
, Z




6 dW


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+ dW




ET,N/
√
ψθ0T,N

< ET,N > /ψθ0T,N
,
ET,N√
ψθ0T,N




6 dW


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+E



∣∣∣∣∣∣
(
ET,N/

√
ψθ0T,N

< ET,N > /ψθ0T,N
− ET,N√

ψθ0T,N

∣∣∣∣∣∣




6 dW


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+ ‖

ET,N/
√
ψθ0T,N

< ET,N > /ψθ0T,N
‖L2 × ‖1− < ET,N >

ψθ0T,N
‖L2

6 dW


 ET,N√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+ ‖ ET,N√

ψθ0T,N

‖L4 × ‖
ψθ0T,N

< ET,N >
‖L4 × ‖1− < ET,N >

ψθ0T,N
‖L2 .

The desired result follows from the previous calculus along with Lemma 14 which implies the existence of a

constant C(θ0) such that ‖ ψ
θ0
T,N

<ET,N>
‖L4 < C(θ0). The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem

2.

Corollary 5 Suppose that α > 0, θ0 > 0, γ > 0, d > 1 in equation (1). Let θ̂T,N be the MLE given in (4).
Then, we have

• If N → +∞ and T is fixed, then there exists a constant C(α, d, θ0, T ) such that

dW

(
N

α
d + 1

2 (θ0 − θ̂T,N ),N
(
(4α/d+ 2)θ0

σ̄αT

))
6 C(α, d, θ0, T )×





1

N
2α
d

if 2α < d

1
N if 2α = d

1

N
α
d

+1
2

if 2α > d.

(23)

• If T → +∞ and N is fixed, then there exists a constant C(α, d, θ0, N) such that

dW



√
T (θ0 − θ̂T,N ),N


0,

2θ0
N∑
n=1

δ2αn





 6

C(α, d, θ0, N)√
T

. (24)

11



• If T → +∞ and N → +∞, then there exists a constant C(α, d, θ0) such that

dW

(√
TN

α
d + 1

2 (θ0 − θ̂T,N ),N
(
(4α/d+ 2)θ0

σ̄α

))
6 C(α, d, θ0)×





1√
T

1

N
2α
d

if 2α < d

1√
T

1
N if 2α = d

1√
T

1

N
α
d

+1
2

if 2α > d.

(25)

Example 6 If the power of the Laplacian in equation (1) equals 1: α = 1, then equation (1) becomes the
classical stochastic heat equation with an additive space-time white noise as follows :





dYθ(t, x)− θ∆Yθ(t, x)dt =
∑
n∈N

δ−γn en(x)dwn(t), x ∈ G

Yθ(0, x) = 0, x ∈ G.

Then, in this case, if G ⊂ R, namely d = 1, there exists a constant C(θ0) depending only on θ0 such that

the following bound of convergence in dW holds for the MLE θ̂T,N :

dW

(√
TN3/2(θ0 − θ̂T,N ),N

(
0,

6θ0
σ̄

))
6

C(θ0)√
TN3/2

.

4 Approximate maximum likelihood estimator

In this section, we study the approximative MLE of the parameter θ, defined by :

θ̃T,N,M := −
∑N
n=1 δ

2α+2γ
n

∑M
i=1 yn (ti−1) [yn (ti)− yn (ti−1)]

∆M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α+2γ
n

∑M
i=1 y

2
n (ti−1)

(26)

= −
∑N
n=1 δ

2α
n

∑M
i=1 vn (ti−1) [vn (ti)− vn (ti−1)]

∆M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n

∑M
i=1 v

2
n (ti−1)

, (27)

which is a discretized version of the MLE given by (4), where

yn(t) = δ−γn

∫ t

0

e−θ0δ
2α
n (t−s)dwn(s), vn(t) =

∫ t

0

e−θ0δ
2α
n (t−s)dwn(s), n = 1, ..., N.

In what follows, we assume that the Fourier modes yn(t), n > 1, are observed at a uniform time grid:

0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tM = T, with ∆M := ti − ti−1 =
T

M
, i = 1, . . . ,M.

We are interested in studying the consistency and the rate of convergence of the distribution of θ̃T,N,M as
N,M, T → ∞. For this aim, let us introduce the following sequences

SN,M := ∆M

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

M∑

i=1

v2n (ti−1) , and ΛN,M :=

N∑

n=1

δ2αn

M∑

i=1

e−θ0δ
2α
n tivn (ti−1) [ηn (ti)− ηn (ti−1)]

=

N∑

n=1

δ2αn

M∑

i=1

e−θ0δ
2α
n (ti+ti−1)ηn (ti−1) [ηn (ti)− ηn (ti−1)]

=:
N∑

n=1

Bn,M , (28)

12



where ηn(t) =
∫ t
0
eθ0δ

2α
n sdwn(s). Thus,

−θ̃T,N,M =

∑N
n=1 δ

2α
n

(
e−δ

2α
n θ0∆M − 1

)∑M
i=1 v

2
n (ti−1)

∆M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n

∑M
i=1 v

2
n (ti−1)

+
ΛN,M
SN,M

. (29)

Hence

θ0 − θ̃T,N,M =

∑N
n=1 δ

2α
n

(
e−δ

2α
n θ0∆M − 1 + δ2αn θ0∆M

)∑M
i=1 v

2
n (ti−1)

∆M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n

∑M
i=1 v

2
n (ti−1)

+
ΛN,M
SN,M

(30)

=:
RN,M
SN,M

+
ΛN,M
SN,M

. (31)

4.1 Consistency of the estimator θ̃T,N,M

Proposition 7 Assume that
∆MN

2α
d → 0, as N,M, T → +∞. (32)

Then the estimator θ̃T,N,M is weakly consistent, namely the following convergence holds in probability

θ̃T,N,M → θ0, as N,M, T → +∞.

Proof. Following the decomposition (31), we have for any ε > 0

P

(
|θ̃T,N,M − θ0| > ε

)
6 P

(∣∣∣∣
RN,M
SN,M

∣∣∣∣ > ε/2

)
+P

(∣∣∣∣
ΛN,M
SN,M

∣∣∣∣ > ε/2

)
(33)

Moreover, for any arbitrary fixed δ ∈ (0, ε/2), we have

P

(
|θ̃T,N,M − θ0| > ε

)
6 P

(∣∣∣∣∣
RN,M

ψθ0T,N

∣∣∣∣∣ > δ

)
+P

(∣∣∣∣∣
ΛN,M

ψθ0T,N

∣∣∣∣∣ > δ

)
+ 2P

(∣∣∣∣∣
SN,M

ψθ0T,N
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ >
ε− 2δ

ε

)
(34)

We recall that

ψθ0T,N =
T

2θ0

N∑

n=1

δ2αn ∼ σ̄dTN
2α
d +1

(4α+ 2d)θ0
as N, T → +∞.

For each term included in the inequality (34), the second moment need to be estimated by Markov’s inequality.

Lemma 8 Consider the sequence RN,M defined in (31) and assume that the assumption (32) holds, then
there exists a constant C(θ0, α, d, σ̄) such that for any N, T,M large, we have

E



(
RN,M

ψθ0T,N

)2

 6 C(θ0, α, d, σ̄)∆

2
MN

4α/d.

Proof. Recall that the sequence RN,M defined in (31) can be written as follows

RN,M :=
N∑

n=1

sn

M∑

i=1

v2n(ti−1),
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where
sn := δ2αn

(
e−δ

2α
n θ0∆M − 1 + δ2αn θ0∆M

)
, n = 1, ..., N.

Therefore,

E
[
R2
N,M

]
=

N∑

n,l=1

snsl

M∑

i,j=1

E
[
v2n(ti−1)v

2
l (tj−1)

]

=

N∑

n,l=1
n6=l

snsl

M∑

i,j=1

E
[
v2n(ti−1)

]
E
[
v2l (tj−1)

]
+

N∑

n=1

s2nE



(

M∑

i=1

v2n(ti−1)

)2

 .

Besides, using Isserlis’ theorem, we obtain for any n = 1, .., N ,

E



(

M∑

i=1

v2n(ti−1)

)2

 =

(
M∑

i=1

E[v2n(ti−1)]

)2

+ 2

M∑

i=1

(
E[v2n(ti−1)]

)2
+ 2

M∑

i,j=1
i6=j

(E [vn(ti−1)vn(tj−1)])
2
.

Therefore,

E
[
R2
N,M

]
=



(

N∑

n=1

sn

M∑

i=1

E[v2n(ti−1)]

)2

+ 2

N∑

n=1

s2n

M∑

i,j=1

(E[vn(ti−1)vn(tj−1)])
2




:= AN,M,T +BN,M,T . (35)

Since |1− e−x − x| /x2 6 1 for all x > 0, by applying Mean Value Theorem twice, we have for any n = 1, ..., N

sn := δ2αn

[
e−δ

2α
n θ0∆M − 1 + δ2αn θ0∆M

]
6 θ20δ

6α
n ∆2

M .

Besides, we also have the following estimate, for any n = 1, ..., N , we have

E[v2n(t)] =

∫ t

0

e−2θ0δ
2α
n (t−s)ds =

1

2θ0δ2αn
(1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n t) 6

1

2θ0δ2αn
.

Therefore, we can write

4θ20AN,M,T

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2 6
4θ20

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2

(
N∑

n=1

θ20δ
6α
n ∆2

M

M∑

i=1

1

2θ0δ2αn

)2

6
M2∆4

Mθ
4
0

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2

(
N∑

n=1

δ4αn

)2

.

Using the fact that δn ∼ w̄1/2n1/d as n→ +∞, the following estimate holds for AN,M,T for N,M, T large

4θ20AN,M,T

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2 6 θ40

(
2α+ d

α+ d

)2

σ̄2α∆2
MN

4α/d.

For the sequence BN,M,T , we have using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the estimates above,
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4θ20BN,M,T

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2 6
2

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2

N∑

n=1

s2n

M∑

i,j=1

1

δ4αn
6

2M2∆4
Mθ

4
0

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2

N∑

n=1

δ8αn

as previsouly, using the fact that δn ∼ σ̄1/2n1/d as n → +∞, the following estimate holds for BN,M,T for
N,M, T large

4θ20BN,M,T

T 2

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)2 6

(
2α+ d

8α+ d

)2

σ̄2α2θ40∆
2
MN

4α
d −1.

The desired result follows.

Lemma 9 Consider the sequence SN,M defined in (31) and assume that assumption (32) holds true. Then,
there exists a constant C(θ0, α, σ̄, d) such that for N,M, T large we have

E



∣∣∣∣∣
SN,M

ψθ0T,N
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣

2

 6 C(θ0, α, σ̄, d)max

(
1

TN
2α
d +1

,
1

T 2N
4α
d

)
.

Proof. Recall that SN,M = ∆M

N∑
n=1

δ4αn
M∑
i=1

v2n(ti−1). Then, by the product formula (6), we obtain

SN,M = ∆M

[
N∑

n=1

δ4αn

M∑

i=1

Iwn
2

(
e−2θ0δ

2α
n ti−1eθ0δ

2α
n (u+v)

1(u, v)[0,ti−1]2

)
+

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

M∑

i=1

1

2θ0δ2αn
(1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ti−1)

]
.

Therefore, we can write
SN,M

ψθ0T,N
− 1 := CN,M,T + (DN,M,T − 1) . (36)

Thus, using the inequality (a+ b)2 6 2a2 + 2b2, we obtain

E



∣∣∣∣∣
SN,M

ψθ0T,N
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣

2

 6 2E[C2

N,M,T ] + 2|DN,M,T − 1|2.

For the seek of simplicity, let us denote ϕθ0n (t) := e−2θ0δ
2α
n teθ0δ

2α
n (u+v)

1(u, v)[0,t]2 , we have

E
[
C2
N,M,T

]

=
4θ20∆

2
M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2




N∑

n=1

δ8αn

M∑

i=1

E
[
Iwn
2 (ϕθ0n (ti−1))

2
]
+

N∑

n=1

δ8αn

M∑

i,j=1

E
[
Iwn
2 (ϕθ0n (ti−1))I

wn
2 (ϕθ0n (tj−1))

]



:= CN,M,T,1 + CN,M,T,2.

For the sequence CN,M,T,1, using the isometry property (5) the following estimate holds

15



CN,M,T,1 =
2∆2

M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ8αn

M∑

i=1

1

δ4αn
(1 − e−2θ0δ

2αti−1
n )2 6

2M∆2
M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

6 c(θ0, α, d, σ̄)
M∆2

M

T 2

N
4α
d +1

N
4α
d +2

∼ c(θ0, α, d, σ̄)
1

MN
.

For the term CN,M,T,2, we have

CN,M,T,2 =
4θ20∆

2
M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ8αn

M∑

i,j=1

< ϕθ0n (ti−1), ϕ
θ0
n (tj−1) >L2([0,T ]2)

=
8θ20∆

2
M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ8αn

M−1∑

i=1

M∑

j=i+1

e−2θ0δ
2α
n (tj−1−ti−1)

(∫ ti−1

0

e−2θ0δ
2α
n udu

)2

=
2∆2

M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

M−1∑

i=1

M∑

j=i+1

e−2θ0δ
2α
n ∆M(j−i)(1− e−2θ0δ

2θ0
n ti−1)2

6
2∆2

M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

M−1∑

i=1

M−i∑

r=1

e−2θ0δ
2α
n ∆Mr

6
2M∆2

M

T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n T

1− e−2θ0δ2αn ∆M

)

6
M∆M

θ0T 2(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn )2

N∑

n=1

δ2αn
∆Mδ

2α
n 2θ0

(1 − e−2θ0δ2αn ∆M )
∼ c(θ0, α, d, w̄)

1

TN
2α
d +1

,

where we used the fact that under the assumption ∆MN
2α
d → 0, as N,M → +∞, we have

δ2αn
∆Mδ

2α
n 2θ0

(1− e−2θ0δ2αn ∆M )
∼ δ2αn , as n,M → +∞.

Moreover, under the assumption ∆MN
2α
d → 0, as N,M, T → +∞, we get 1

MN = o
(

1

TN
2α
d

+1

)
.
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For the left hand term DN,M,T in (36), using similar arguments as previously, we have

DN,M,T − 1 =
∆M

T
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

N∑

n=1

δ2αn

M∑

i=1

(1− e−2θ0δ
2α
n ti−1)− 1

=
1

T
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

[
∆M

N∑

n=1

δ2αn

M∑

n=1

((1 − e−2θ0δ
2α
n ti−1)− 1)

]

= − ∆M

T
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

N∑

n=1

δ2αn

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n T

1− e−2θ0δ2αn ∆M

)
.

Hence

|DN,M,T − 1|2 6 c(θ0, α, d, σ̄)
1

T 2N4α/d
.

Lemma 10 For any N,M, T , the following estimate holds for the sequence ΛN,M ,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
E





 ΛN,M√

T
∑N
n=1 δ

2α
n




2

− 1

2θ0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
6 ∆M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

+
N

(2θ0)2T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

. (37)

Moreover, if N,M, T satisfy ∆MN
2α
d → 0, as N,M, T → +∞, then

E





 ΛN,M√

T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n




2

 −→ 1

2θ0
, (38)

as N,M, T → +∞.

Proof. Since ηn, n = 1, . . . , N are Gaussian independent processes with independent increments, we can
write

E

[(
ΛN,M√
T

)2
]
=

1

T

N∑

n=1

E
(
B2
n,M

)
.

17



Next, since ηn(ti−1) and ηn(ti)− ηn(ti−1) are independent, we have

1

T
E
(
B2
n,M

)

=
δ4αn
T

M∑

i,j=1

e−θ0δ
2α
n (ti+ti−1+tj+tj−1)E [ηn(ti−1) (ηn(ti)− ηn(ti−1)) ηn(tj−1) (ηn(tj)− ηn(tj−1))]

=
δ4αn
T

M∑

i=1

e−2θ0δ
2α
n (ti+ti−1)E

[
ηn(ti−1)

2 (ηn(ti)− ηn(ti−1))
2
]

=
δ4αn
T

M∑

i=1

e−2θ0δ
2α
n (ti+ti−1)E

[
ηn(ti−1)

2
]
E

[
(ηn(ti)− ηn(ti−1))

2
]

=
δ4αn
T

M∑

i=1

e−2θ0δ
2α
n (ti+ti−1)

(
e2θ0δ

2α
n ti−1 − 1

2θ0δ2αn

)(
e2θ0δ

2α
n ti − e2θ0δ

2α
n ti−1

2θ0δ2αn

)

=

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M

)

(2θ0)2∆M

1

M

M∑

i=1

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ti−1

)

=

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M

)

(2θ0)2∆M
−

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M

)

(2θ0)2∆M

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n T

M(1− e−2θ0δ2αn ∆M )

)

=

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M

)

(2θ0)2∆M
−

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n T
)

(2θ0)2T
.

This implies,

N∑

n=1

[
1

T
E
(
B2
n,M

)
− δ2αn

2θ0

]
=

N∑

n=1




(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M − 2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M

)

(2θ0)2∆M
−

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n T
)

(2θ0)2T




6

N∑

n=1




∣∣∣1− e−2θ0δ
2α
n ∆M − 2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M

∣∣∣
(2θ0)2∆M

+
1

(2θ0)2T




6

N∑

n=1

[
δ4αn ∆M +

1

(2θ0)2T

]
,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that |1− e−x − x| /x2 6 1 for all x > 0, by applying Mean
Value Theorem twice.
Therefore,

∣∣∣∣∣
1

T
∑N
n=1 δ

2α
n

E
(
B2
n,M

)
− 1

2θ0

∣∣∣∣∣ 6 ∆M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

+
N

(2θ0)2T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

, (39)

which proves (37). The limit (38), is a direct consequence of (37) and the fact that when N,M, T → +∞,
the following hold true

•

∆M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

∼ T

M
σ̄αN

2α
d

(
2α+ d

4α+ d

)
.
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•
N

(2θ0)2T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

∼ (2α+ d)

TN
2α
d d(2θ0)2σ̄α

.

The desired result follows.

4.2 Asymptotic normality of the estimator θ̃T,N,M

Lemma 11 We have

κ3


 ΛN,M√

T
∑N
n=1 δ

2α
n


 = 0 and κ4


 ΛN,M√

T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n


 6

1

M (2θ0)
2

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n(∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

)2 (40)

Proof. Using E[ΛN,M ] = 0 and the fact that ηn, n = 1, . . . , N are Gaussian independent processes with
independent increments, we can write

κ3


 1√

T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

ΛN,M


 = E





 1√

T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

ΛN,M




3

 =

1
(
T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

)3/2
N∑

n=1

E
(
B3
n,M

)
.

Moreover, since ηn(ti−1) and ηn(ti)− ηn(ti−1) are independent, then E
(
B3
n,M

)
= 0, which implies (40).

Since Bn,M , n = 1, . . . , N are independent and E (Bn,M ) = 0,

E
(
Λ4
N,M

)
= 3

N∑

n6=j=1

E
(
B2
n,M

)
E
(
B2
j,M

)
+

N∑

n=1

E
(
B4
n,M

)

and E
[
Λ2
N,M

]
=
∑N
n=1 E

(
B2
n,M

)
. Hence

κ4 (ΛN,M ) = E
[
Λ4
N,M

]
− 3

[
E
(
Λ2
N,M

)]2

=
N∑

k=1

E
(
B4
n,M

)
− 3

N∑

n=1

[
E
(
B2
n,M

)]2

=

N∑

n=1

(
E
(
B4
n,M

)
− 3

[
E
(
B2
n,M

)]2)
.

On the other hand, similar arguments as in [13] imply

∣∣∣E
(
B4
n,M

)
− 3

[
E
(
B2
n,M

)]2∣∣∣ 6
(
δ2αn
)4
M

(
1− e−2θ0δ

2α
n ∆M

)2

(2θ0δ2αn )
4 6

(
δ2αn
)2
M

∆2
M

(2θ0)
2 ,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that |1− e−x| /x 6 1 for all x > 0, by Mean Value Theorem.
Therefore,

κ4


 ΛN,M√

T
∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n


 6

1

M (2θ0)
2

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n(∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

)2 ,

which implies (40)
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Theorem 12 There exists a constant C(α, θ0, d) such that for N,M, T large, we have

dW


 ΛN,M√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


 6 C(α, θ0, d)×

1

MN
. (41)

where ψθ0T,N = T
2θ0

N∑
n=1

δ2αn and Z ∼ N (0, 1). Consequently, as N,M, T → +∞.

ΛN,M√
TN

α
d + 1

2

law−→ N
(
0,

σ̄αd

θ0(4α+ 2d)

)
.

Proof. Theorem (12) is a direct consequence of (9), Lemma (11) and the fact that for N,M large, we have

1

M

∑N
n=1 δ

4α
n(∑N

n=1 δ
2α
n

)2 ∼ 1

MN

1

d

(2α+ d)2

4α+ d
.

By the decomposition (31), we can write

√
ψθ0T,N

(
θ0 − θ̃T,N,M

)
=
√
ψθ0T,N

RN,M
SN,M

+
ΛN,M/

√
ψθ0T,N

SN,M/ψ
θ0
T,N

.

Therefore, we can write using the fact that dW (X + Y, Z) 6 E[|X |] + dW (Y, Z) for all X,Y, Z random
variables such that X ∈ L1(Ω).

dW

(√
ψθ0T,N

(
θ0 − θ̃T,N,M

)
, Z

)
6

√
ψθ0T,NE

[∣∣∣∣
RN,M
SN,M

∣∣∣∣
]
+ dW



ΛN,M/

√
ψθ0T,N

SN,M/ψ
θ0
T,N

, Z


 . (42)

On the other hand, using triangular inequality for the distance dW we get

dW



ΛN,M/

√
ψθ0T,N

SN,M/ψ
θ0
T,N

, Z


 6 dW


 ΛN,M√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+ dW



ΛN,M/

√
ψθ0T,N

SN,M/ψ
θ0
T,N

,
ΛN,M√
ψθ0T,N




6 dW


 ΛN,M√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+E



∣∣∣∣∣∣

ΛN,M/
√
ψθ0T,N

SN,M/ψ
θ0
T,N

− ΛN,M√
ψθ0T,N

∣∣∣∣∣∣




6 dW


 ΛN,M√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+ ‖

ΛN,M/
√
ψθ0T,N

SN,M/ψ
θ0
T,N

‖L2 × ‖1− SN,M

ψθ0T,N
‖L2

6 dW


 ΛN,M√

ψθ0T,N

, Z


+ ‖ ΛN,M√

ψθ0T,N

‖L4 × ‖
ψθ0T,N
SN,T

‖L4 × ‖1− SN,M

ψθ0T,N
‖L2 .
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Notice that the sequence ΛN,M is a second chaos random variable, indeed by (28), we can write

ΛN,M =

N∑

n=1

δ2αn

M∑

i=1

Iwn
1

(
e−θ0δ

2α
n (ti−1−.)1(.)[0,ti−1]

)
Iwn
1

(
e−θ0δ

2α
n (ti−.)1(.)[ti−1,ti]

)

=

N∑

n=1

Iwn
2

[
δ2αn

M∑

i=1

(
e−θ0δ

2α
n (ti−1−.)1(.)[0,ti−1] ⊗ e−θ0δ

2α
n (ti−.)1(.)[ti−1,ti]

)]
.

Then, by the hypercontractivity property (8), we get ‖ ΛN,M
√

ψ
θ0
T,N

‖L4 6 3‖ ΛN,M
√

ψ
θ0
T,N

‖L2 < +∞.

On the other hand, by (47) in Lemma 14 , we have ‖ψ
θ0
T,N

SN,T
‖L4 < +∞. Finally, by Lemma 9, the following

estimates hold true

‖SN,M
ψθ0T,N

− 1‖L2 6 C(α, θ0, σ̄, d)× bN,T (43)

with bN,T is the same bound in (22). A comparison, between the bound (41) obtained in Lemma 12 and

(22), we can easily checn that under the assumption ∆MN
2α
d → 0 as N,M, T → +∞, we get

1

MN
=





o
(

1√
T

1

N
2α
d

)
if 2α < d

o
(

1√
T

1
N

)
if 2α = d

o
(

1√
T

1

N
α
d

+1
2

)
if 2α > d.

(44)

Now, by (42) it remains to control the convergence to zero of the term
√
ψθ0T,NE

[∣∣∣RN,M

SN,M

∣∣∣
]

when T,M,N →
+∞. Indeed, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

√
ψθ0T,NE

[∣∣∣∣
RN,M
SN,M

∣∣∣∣
]
6 E





 RN,M√

ψθ0T,N




2



1/2

×E



(
ψθ0T,N
SN,M

)2


1/2

.

By by (47) in Lemma 14 , we have ‖ψ
θ0
T,N

SN,T
‖L2 < +∞. On the other hand, from (35) of Lemma 8, we have

E[R2
N,M ] = AN,M,T +BN,M,T . Moreover,

AN,M,T

ψθ0T,N
6

θ40M
2∆4

M

T

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)
(

N∑

n=1

δ4αn

)2

6 c(θ0, α, σ̄, d)
T 3

M2
N

6α
d +1,

and

BN,M,T

ψθ0T,N
6

2θ40M
2∆4

M

T

(
N∑
n=1

δ2αn

)
N∑

n=1

δ8αn 6 c(θ0, α, σ̄, d)
T 3

M2
N

6α
d .

We conclude that if
T 3/2N

3α
d + 1

2

M
→ 0 as N,M, T → +∞.
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Then, there exists a constant c(θ0, α, σ̄, d) > 0 such that

√
ψθ0T,NE

[∣∣∣∣
RN,M
SN,M

∣∣∣∣
]
6 c(θ0, α, σ̄, d)

T 3/2N
3α
d + 1

2

M
→ 0 (45)

as M,N, T → +∞.

Theorem 13 Consider the estimator θ̃T,N,M defined in (26). Then, there exists a constant C(α, θ0, σ̄, d)
such that

dW

(√
ψθ0T,N

(
θ0 − θ̃T,N,M

)
, Z

)
6 C(α, θ0, σ̄, d)max

(
T 3/2N

3α
d + 1

2

M
, bN,T

)

where bN,T is defined in (22) and Z ∼ N (0, 1). In particular, if

T 3/2N
3α
d + 1

2

M
→ 0 as N,M, T → +∞.

Then, as T,M,N → +∞,

√
TN

α
d + 1

2

(
θ0 − θ̃T,N,M

)
law−→ N

(
0,

(4α/d+ 2)θ0
σ̄α

)
.

5 Appendix

Lemma 14 Let N > 1 and consider ψθ0T,N defined in (13), then for every p, T0 > 0, we have

sup
T>T0

E



(

1

ψθ0T,N

N∑

i=1

δ4αi

∫ T

0

v2i (s)ds

)−p
 <∞, (46)

Moreover, for every p > 0, there exists M0 > 1 such that

sup
M>M0

E







1

T
N∑
j=1

δ2αj

∆M

N∑

i=1

δ4αi

M−1∑

k=0

v2i (tk)




−p
 < +∞, (47)

Proof. The proof of assertion (46) relies on similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 1 in [14]. For

the discrete case (47) Let T > 0. Recall that for k = 1, ..., N , the processes vk(t) :=
∫ t
0
e−θ0δ

2α
k (t−u)dwk(u),

t ∈ [0, T ], where w1, ..., wn are N independent Brownian motions. Let w = (w1, .., wN ) and define Ftw =

σ(
⋃N
i=1 Ftwi) where Fwi

t = σ{wi(u), u 6 t} denotes the sigma-field generated by wi for i = 1, ..., N .
Fix N > 1 and p > 0 and let M0 > 1 an integer such that for every M >M0 and M > 2p, we have

∫ T
M

0

e−2θ0δ
2α
i udu >

1

4θ0δ2αi
, i = 1, ..., N. (48)

Then, consider the following processes defined for every i = 1, ..., N as

Yi,t :=
M−1∑

k=0

vi(tk)1]tk−1,tk](t),
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where for k = 0, ...,M tk = k∆M , ∆M = T
M → 0 and M∆M → +∞ as M → +∞. We can easily check that

1

T

∫ T

0

Y 2
i,tdt =

1

M

M−1∑

k=0

v2i (tk).

We can follow the same steps of the continuous case with Yi,t instead of vi(t). The only remaining part to
be proved is a lower bound for all M >M0 of the term for any k = 1, ..., N

AM,N,k := E




N∑
i=1

δ4αi

T
N∑
j=1

δ4αj

∫ kT/M

(k−1)T/M

Y 2
i,tdt | Fw

(k−1)T/M


 . (49)

Or for k = 1, ..., N , we have for any M >M0,

AM,N,k =
1

M

N∑
i=1

δ4αi

N∑
j=1

δ2αj

∫ kT/M

(k−1)T/M

E[v2i (tk) | Fwi

(k−1)T/M ] >
1

M

N∑
i=1

δ4αi

N∑
j=1

δ2αj

[∫ kT/M

(k−1)T/M

e−2θ0δ
2α
i ( kT

M −u)du

]

>
1

M

N∑
i=1

δ4αi

N∑
j=1

δ2αj

∫ T/M

0

e−2θ0δ
2α
i udu >

1

M

N∑
i=1

δ4αi

N∑
j=1

δ2αj

1

4θ0δ2αi
=

1

4θ0M
.

which yields the proof of (47).
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