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Abstract

Nonparametric estimation of integrated diffusion processes has been thoroughly studied, primarily focusing

on point-wise convergence. This paper firstly obtains the uniform convergence rates of the Nadaraya-Watson

estimators for the coefficients of the integrated diffusion processes. We derive the uniform convergence rates

over unbounded support under the shrinking observation interval and long time span assumption. While

existing literature suggests that the convergence rate for the diffusion coefficient estimator in continuous-time

diffusion processes can reach (log n/n)2/5, which corresponds to the minimax lower bound in sup-norm risk

for nonparametric estimation with i.i.d. data. However, we find that the diffusion coefficient estimator of

integrated diffusion processes can not attain this rate. Our results are necessary tools for specification testing

and semiparametric estimation of certain types of diffusion processes and time series, based on nonparametric

estimators, with applications in fields such as finance, geology, and physics.

Keywords: Uniform Convergence Rate, Integrated Diffusion Process, Kernel Smoothing, Exponential

Concentration Inequality
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1. Introduction

Statistical inference of diffusion process has become a hot topic in finance, economics, geology, and

physics, including parameter and nonparametric estimation of the process based on discrete observations

and other type of observations, for example, [1], [2], [3], [4], [5], [6], [7]. In several cases, the stochastic

process can be seen as an integrated diffusion process, representing the cumulation of all past perturbations.

For example, the integrated diffusion process can be applied to model ice-core data on oxygen isotopes,

which is used to investigate paleo-temperatures, see [8]. Additionally, it can also be seen as a generalization

of the unit root process in the continuous case, see [9], and play an important role in the so-called realized

volatility in finance, see [10], [11].

Parameter estimation of the integrated diffusion process has been studied in [12], [13], [14]. In terms

of nonparametric estimation, the N-W estimators, local linear estimators, and re-weighted N-W estimators

for the infinitesimal coefficients of the process have been established in [9], [15], [16], among others. These

articles investigated the point-wise convergence, such as consistency and asymptotic normality of these

∗Corresponding author
Email addresses: jsl@sdu.edu.cn (Shaolin Ji), 201611343@mail.sdu.edu.cn (Linlin Zhu)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier October 10, 2024

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

05
82

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

ST
] 

 8
 O

ct
 2

02
4



nonparametric estimators. However, the uniform convergence rates of these estimators have yet to be

established.

Uniform convergence rates of nonparametric estimators of the related functionals for the diffusion process

are crucial for specification testing of the process, see [17], [18], [19], [20]. Additionally, in the context of

semiparametric estimation, where either the drift or the diffusion term is known up to a parameter while the

other remains unspecified, the uniform convergence rate of the nonparametric estimator of the unspecified

term can be applied to get the asymptotic properties of the semiparametric estimator of the unknown

parameter, see [21]. In the discrete-time setting, uniform consistency results of nonparametric kernel-based

estimators have been studied by several researchers, including [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28]. However,

results on the uniform consistency rates of estimators for diffusion processes are relatively sparse. [29]

presents results on the uniform convergence of their nonparametric drift and diffusion estimators for a locally

semiparametric stationary diffusion process. [30] derived the uniform convergence rate of the modified N-

W estimators of the drift and diffusion coefficients for the continuous time stationary diffusion process by

applying a damping function. [21] obtained uniform and Lp convergence rates of kernel-type nonparametric

estimators for the instantaneous conditional mean and variance functions for a continuous time recurrent

diffusion process. This paper aims to study the uniform convergence rate of the N-W estimators for the

coefficients of integrated diffusion processes.

Consider an integrated diffusion process Yt =
∫ t
0
Xsds, where X is a diffusion process satisfying the

following stochastic differential equation,

dXt = µ(Xt)dt+ σ(Xt)dWt, (1)

where µ and σ are the drift and diffusion coefficients. W is a standard Brownian motion. Suppose the

process {Yt} is observed at ti = i∆, i = 0, 1, · · · , n over the time interval [0, T ], where T > 0, and ∆ = T/n

is the time distance between adjacent observations. Without loss of generality, we assume the observations

are equispaced. Estimating the coefficients of {Xt} directly from the observations {Yti} is difficult due to

the unknown conditional distribution of {Yt}. Instead, we use X̃i∆ =
Yi∆−Y(i−1)∆

∆ as an estimate of Xi∆.

Based on the sample {X̃i∆; i = 1, 2, · · · , n}, the following relationships hold:

E


(
X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆

)2
∆

∣∣∣∣∣F(i−1)∆

 =
2

3
σ2(X(i−1)∆) +Op(∆), (2)

E

[
X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆

∆

∣∣∣∣∣F(i−1)∆

]
= µ(X(i−1)∆) +Op(∆), (3)

where Ft = σ{Xs, s ≤ t}. Based on these relationships, the N-W estimators of σ2(x) and µ(x) can be defined

as follows,

σ̂2(x) =
1
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x) 32 (X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)

2

∆
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)

, (4)
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µ̂(x) =
1
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)(X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)

∆
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)

, (5)

where K is the kernel function, h is the bandwidth, Kh (· − x) = K ((· − x)/h) /h.

In comparison, the N-W estimators of σ2(x) and µ(x) based on direct observations {Xi∆; i = 0, 1, · · · , n}
are given by,

σ̃2(x) =
1
T

∑n
i=1Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)(Xi∆ −X(i−1)∆)

2

∆
T

∑n
i=1Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

, µ̃(x) =
1
T

∑n
i=1Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)(Xi∆ −X(i−1)∆)

∆
T

∑n
i=1Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

.

To establish point-wise properties, such as the consistency of σ̃2(x) (or µ̃(x)), it is sufficient to verify that

σ̂2(x)− σ̃2(x) = op(1) (or µ̂
2(x)− µ̃2(x) = op(1)). This can be obtained using the following relationships,

E

 3
2

(
X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆

)2
∆

−
(Xi∆ −X(i−1)∆)

2

∆

 = O(∆),

E

[
X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆

∆
−
Xi∆ −X(i−1)∆

∆

]
= O(∆).

These relations are also used to establish the asymptotic normality of the estimators. However, the uniform

convergence rate cannot be derived directly from these expressions. To obtain the uniform rate, the global

modulus of continuity of the process under the long time span (T → ∞) assumption is required to control

the discretization error. The covering-number technique is employed to derive the rate over unbounded

support. Moreover, compared to the proof of the uniform convergence rates for σ̃2(x), there is a time

inconsistency in σ̂2(x). Specifically, the terms (X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)
2 and Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x) in σ̂2(x) involve

different observations, whereas in σ̃2(x), the same observations are used. This makes it difficult to decompose

the estimator into a structure that ensures σ̂2(x) achieves an optimal convergence rate applying Itô formula.

Furthermore, since the process {Xt} is unobservable, we need to deal with terms like (Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)
2

rather than (X(i+1)∆ −Xi∆)
2, as required for σ̃2(x). It is worth noting [30] suggested that the convergence

rate of the diffusion estimator σ̃2(x) can reach (log n/n)2/5, which aligns with the minimax lower bound in

sup-norm risk for nonparametric estimation with i.i.d. data. However, we find that there is a gap in their

proof. Specifically, the convergence rate for the martingale term is overstated. While [30] suggests a rate of√
log n/nh for the martingale term, implying (log n/n)2/5 when h = (log n/n)1/5, their approach actually

results in an achievable rate
√

(log n)3/nh. See Remark 2.5 for details.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some assumptions on the process {Xt} and our

main results. Section 3 gives some auxiliary lemmas. In Section 4, we prove our results. The finite-sample

performance of the estimators is investigated through Monte-Carlo simulations in Section 5.

2. Assumptions and Main Theorems

Denote D as the domain of the process {Xt}, and the left and right boundaries of D are l and r,

respectively (−∞ ≤ l < r ≤ ∞). In order to establish the uniform convergence rates of the estimators, we

need the following assumptions on the process {Xt}, and the kernel function.
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Assumption 2.1. (1) µ(·)(: (l, r) → R), σ(·)(: (l, r) → (0,∞)) are twice continuously differentiable on

(l, r). They satisfy global Lipschitz and linear growth conditions.

(2) The process {Xt}t≥0 is strictly stationary with the invariant probability density π(·) and α-mixing. The

mixing coefficient of the process α(s) satisfies α(s) ≤ As−β for some β > 0 and A > 0.

(3) There exists a constant q > 0 such that E[|Xt|2+q] <∞.

Remark 2.2. Condition (1) is sufficient for the existence of a unique strong solution to the model (1) up

to an explosion time. The results regarding the mixing property of the process can refer to [31], [32]. A

sufficient condition for ensuring that the process {Xt} is positive recurrent, with a stationary distribution

and time-invariant density, is that
∫ r
l
m(x)dx < ∞, where m(x) = 1

σ2(x) exp
{
2
∫ x
c

µ(u)
σ2(u)du

}
, for c ∈ (l, r).

A positive recurrent process initiated at its stationary distribution is strictly stationary.

Given the linear growth condition of µ and σ, along with condition (3), we have E[|µ(Xt)|2+q̄] < ∞,

and E[|σ(Xt)|2+q̄] < ∞ for some constant q̄ > 0. Consequently, E[|Xt −Xs|2+q̄] < C|t − s|
2+q̄
2 . Therefore,

according to Lemma A.1 in [33], as ∆ → 0, the modulus of continuity of Xt satisfies,

sup
|s−t|∈[0,∆],s,t∈[0,∞)

|Xs −Xt| = Oa.s.(∆
r), for any r ∈ [0, 1/2− 1/(2 + q̄)) . (6)

Assumption 2.3. (1) The kernel function K (·) : (R → R) is of bounded variation and
∫
RK(x)dx = 1,∫

R xK(x)dx = 0. Also, there exists some K̄ > 0 such that supx∈R |K(x)| ≤ K̄, and
∫
R x

2|K(x)|dx ≤ K̄.

(2) The kernel function K (·) is Lipschitz continuous whose support is [−c̄K , c̄K ] for some constant c̄K > 0.

Our main results are stated as follows.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that

(1) Assumption 2.1 and 2.3 hold. σ is uniformly bounded. |∂2f̃(x)| = O(|x|) as |x| → ∞, where f̃ = µ, σ.

(2) supx |∂kπ(x)| <∞, k = 0, 1, 2. supx,y |πt,t+s(x, y)| <∞, where s, t ≥ 0. πt,t+s is the joint density of Xt

and Xt+s.

(3) ∆−1 = O(nκ), (log n) /nθh → 0, and ∆r/h → 0 as n → ∞ and ∆, h → 0, for some constants κ ∈
(0, 1− ᾱ/2) and θ ∈ (0, 1). where ᾱ = 1− (1− 2r)κ− (2 + 2θ)/(2 + q) ∈ (0, 1].

Let an,T = ∆h−1/(1+q) +
√
(log n)/nᾱh+ h2. If

β > max

{
2 + 3θ

1− θ − κ
,

2 + 1/(2 + q)

1− 2(ᾱ− 1 + κ)/ᾱ

}
,

and an,T /δn,T → 0, ∆r/hδn,T → 0, where δn,T := inf |x|≤bn,T
π(x) > 0, bn,T is any sequence tending to

infinity (as n, T → ∞). It holds that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
|x|≤bn,T

∣∣σ̂2(x)− σ2(x)
∣∣ = Op (an,T /δn,T ) . (7)

Remark 2.5. It is worth noting that [30] suggests that the convergence rate of the diffusion term estimator

with direct observations {Xi∆}ni=1 is ∆ log(1/∆)+
√

(log n)/nh+h2, implying the rate of ((log n)/n)2/5 when

h = ((log n)/n)1/5, which matches the minimax lower bound in sup-norm risk for nonparametric estimation

with i.i.d. data. However, the convergence rate for V2 is overstated (see Supplementary Material, Page S-6
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of [30]). Specifically, to obtain the rate V̄212 for
√

(log n)/nh, it is necessary to ensure that the probability

P[|M̃T | ≥ aTh
√

(log n)/nh] approaches zero as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0, where M̃T represents the martingale

part as follows,
n−1∑
j=1

K((Xj∆ − xk)/h)

∫ (j+1)∆

j∆

ϱ̄s,j∆I{ϱ̄s,j∆≤
√
∆ log(1/∆)}dWs,

where ϱ̄s,j∆ is an adapted process. The boundedness of ϱ̄s,j∆ benefits from the application of the damping

function. It is easy to obtain that,

P[|M̃T | ≥ aTh
√

(log n)/nh]

≤ P[|M̃T | ≥ aTh
√
(log n)/nh, Jn,T (xk, h) ≤ 2aTh∆]

+ P[|Jn,T (xk, h)− E[Jn,T (xk, h)]| > aTh∆] + P[E[Jn,T (xk, h)] > aTh∆],

where a > 0, and Jn,T (xk, h) is the quadratic variation of M̃T . The bounds for the first and second terms

can be derived using the exponential inequality for continuous martingale and the Bernstein inequality for

zero-mean mixing arrays. For the third part, it is essential that the following relationship holds,

P[E[Jn,T (Xk, h)] ≥ aTh∆] = 0. (8)

However, in [30], it is stated that E[Jn,T (Xk, h)] ≤ CJTh∆ log(1/∆)2 (or equivalently, CJTh∆(log n)2 with

∆ = O(n−κ)), where CJ > 0. This makes it infeasible to find a common a that satisfies (8). Instead, we

find that P[E[Jn,T (Xk, h)] ≥ aTh∆(log n)2] = 0 for sufficiently large a, which leads to a revised convergence

rate for M̃T of
√
(log n)3/nh, rather than

√
(log n)/nh.

In this paper, we also address the martingale part, specifically, MT in Lemma 3.2. We employ the

truncation technique alongside the moment condition to bound ρt,i within MT , Consequently, the mean of

the quadratic variation of MT is bounded by C3Th∆
2r(log n)2/q

2−3/qn(1+θ)/(2+q), where C3 > 0. This results

in a convergence rate of
√
(log n)/nᾱh for MT . In fact, if we set q = ∞, the convergence rate of MT could

be
√
(log n)3/nh.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that

(1) Assumption 2.1 and 2.3 hold. q > 2θ̄ + 2κ̄. µ(·) is uniformly bounded.

(2) supx |∂kπ(x)| <∞, k = 0, 1, 2. supx,y |πt,t+s(x, y)| <∞.

(3) ∆−1 = O(T κ̄), (log T ) /T θ̄h → 0, and ∆r/h → 0 as T → ∞ and ∆, h → 0, for some constants κ̄ > 0

and θ̄ ∈ (0, 1).

Let a∗n,T = ∆r +
√
(log T ) /T α̃h+ h2, where α̃ = 1− (2 + 2θ̄ + 2κ̄)/(2 + q). If

β > max

{
2 + 3θ̄ + 2κ̄+ (6θ̄ + 4κ̄+ 4)/q

1− θ̄ + (2− 2θ̄)/q
,
(2 + 1/(2 + q))(α̃+ θ̄)

2− α̃− θ̄

}
,

and a∗n,T /δn,T → 0, ∆r/hδn,T → 0. It holds that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
|x|≤bn,T

|µ̂(x)− µ(x)| = Op
(
a∗n,T /δn,T

)
. (9)
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3. Auxiliary Lemmas

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma A.3 in [30]). Suppose that a function K(·) (: R → R) is of bounded variation and

there exists some constant K̄ ∈ (0,∞) such that supx∈R |K(x)| ≤ K̄. Denote Lr̄(Q) as the set of functions

g (: R → R) such that
[∫

|g|r̄dQ
]1/r̄

< ∞, where r̄ ≥ 1 and Q is a probability measure on R. Let K be a set

of all rescaled translates of K, i.e.,

K := {K ((· − x) /h) |x ∈ R and h > 0} .

Then, the covering numbers of K satisfy

sup
Q
N
(
ε8K̄,K,Lr̄ (Q)

)
≤ Λε−4r̄ for ε ∈ (0, 1) ,

where the supremum is over all probability measures on R; and Λ is some positive constant independent of

measure Q. The covering number N
(
ε8K̄,K,Lr̄ (Q)

)
is the minimum number of ε8K̄-balls in Lr̄(Q) need to

cover K, where an ε8K̄-ball in Lr̄(Q) around a function g ∈ Lr̄(Q) is the set
{
f̌ ∈ Lr̄(Q)

∣∣ [∫ |f̌ − g|r̄dQ
] 1

r̄ <

ε8K̄
}
.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose Assumption 2.1, and (1) in Assumption 2.3 hold. supx |π(x)| < ∞. ∆−1 = O(nκ),

(log n) /nθh→ 0, as n→ ∞ and ∆, h→ 0, for some constants κ > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1) with 1− θ − κ > 0. If

β > (2 + 3θ)/(1− θ − κ),

it holds that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1

T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

(
σ(Xt)(Yt − Yi∆)− σ(Xi∆)

∫ t

i∆

Xi∆ds

)
dWt

∣∣∣∣ = Op(
√
log n/nᾱh),

where ᾱ = 1− (1− 2r)κ− (2 + 2θ)/(2 + q) ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. Using triangle inequality, we have,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1

T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

(
σ(Xt)(Yt − Yi∆)− σ(Xi∆)

∫ t

i∆

Xi∆ds

)
dWt

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρt,idWt

∣∣∣∣+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρ̃t,idWt

∣∣∣∣
:= V1 + V2,

where

ρt,i :=
1

∆

[
σ(Xt)

∫ t

i∆

Xsds− σ(Xi∆)

∫ t

i∆

Xi∆ds

]
e∆,i,

ρ̃t,i :=
1

∆

[
σ(Xt)

∫ t

i∆

Xsds− σ(Xi∆)

∫ t

i∆

Xi∆ds

]
(1− e∆,i), t ∈ [i∆, (i+ 1)∆].
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e∆,i := I{sups∈[i∆,(i+1)∆] |Xs−Xi∆|≤∆r(log(1/∆))1/2q}.

According to (6), V2 = 0 almost surely for sufficiently small ∆. To find the rate of V1, define a class of

functions as K(h) = {K((· − x)/h)|x ∈ R} for each h > 0. By Lemma 3.1, we can construct a finite covering

{Kk(h)}v(h)k=1 of K(h), which satisfies the following conditions: K(h) ⊂
⋃v(h)
k=1 Kk(h); every Kk(h) has the

center gk (·) = K ((· − xk)/h); for any probability measure Q,

∀ε ∈ (0, 1), ∀g ∈ Kk(h),
∫

|g − gk|dQ ≤ ε8K̄, and v(h) ≤ Λε−4. (10)

Then, V1 can be bounded by,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρt,iI{|Xi∆|>ψ̄n}dWt

∣∣∣∣
+ max
k∈{1,··· ,v(h)}

sup
g∈Kk(h)

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

Th

n−1∑
i=1

[gk(Xi∆)− g(Xi∆)]

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρt,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dWt

∣∣∣∣∣
+ max
k∈{1,··· ,v(h)}

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

Th

n−1∑
i=1

gk(Xi∆)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρt,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dWt

∣∣∣∣∣
=: V1 + V2 + V3,

where ψ̄n is a sequence of positive real numbers. Using Hölder and BDG inequalities, we have,

E [V1] ≤
K̄(n− 1)

Th

 1

n− 1

n−1∑
i=1

E

(∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρt,iI{|Xi∆|>ψ̄n}dWt

)2
1/2

≤ K̄(n− 1)

Th

[
E

[∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρ2t,iI{|Xi∆|>ψ̄n}dt

]]1/2

≤ K̄∆1/2∆r(log(1/∆))1/2q

∆h

(
E[|Xi∆|2+q]

ψ̄qn

)1/2

= O

(
∆r−1/2(log(1/∆))1/2q

hψ̄
q/2
n

)
.

Note that log(1/∆) = O(log n) and h−1 = O(nθ(log n)−1), let ψ̄n = (log n)
1
q2

− 2
q n(θ+κ−2rκ+α)/q, then,

V1 = Op(
√
log n/(nᾱh)). For V2, we have,

V2 ≤ n− 1

Th

{
max

k∈{1,··· ,v(h)}
sup

g∈Kk(h)

1

n− 1

n−1∑
i=1

|gk(Xi∆)− g(Xi∆)|2
}1/2

×

 1

n− 1

n−1∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρt,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dWt

∣∣∣∣∣
2


1/2

≤ n− 1

Th
ε8K̄ ×Op(∆

1/2+rψ̄n(log(1/∆))1/2q)

7



= Op

(
∆r−1/2ψ̄n(log(1/∆))1/2qε

h

)
,

where the first and second inequalities follow from the Hölder inequality and the BDG inequality, respectively.

Let

ε = ψ̄
−(1+ q

2 )
n = (log n)

1+ 3
2q−

1
q2 n−((θ+κ−2rκ+α)/q)(1+q/2),

we have V2 is of the order of Op(
√

log n/nᾱh). For V3, define

MT :=

n−1∑
i=1

gk(Xi∆)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρt,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dWt,

which can be represented as a continuous martingale with quadratic variation

⟨M⟩T =

n−1∑
i=1

g2k(Xi∆)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρ2t,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dt.

Denote

Zn,i(xk, h) := g2k(Xi∆)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρ2t,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dt− E

[
g2k(Xi∆)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρ2t,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dt

]
.

It is easy to obtain that,

|Zn,i(xk, h)| ≤ C1∆
2r+1(log(1/∆))1/qψ̄2

n,

E

( m∑
i=1

Zn,i(xk, h)

)2
 ≤ C2m

2∆4r+2(log(1/∆))2/qψ̄4
nh, 0 < m ≤ (n− 1),

for some constants C1, C2. Note that

⟨M⟩T =

n−1∑
i=1

Zn,i(xk, h) +

n−1∑
i=1

E

[
g2k(Xi∆)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

ρ2t,iI{|Xi∆|≤ψ̄n}dt

]

≤
n−1∑
i=1

Zn,i(xk, h) + C3Thψ̄
2
n∆

2r(log(1/∆))1/q,

where C3 > 0. If ᾱ = 1 − (1 − 2r)κ − (2 + 2θ)/(2 + q), we have, Thψ̄2
n∆

2r(log(1/∆))1/q ≤ aT 2hn−ᾱ for

sufficiently large a. Moreover, for any sufficiently large a > 0, we have,

P
[
V3 ≥ a

√
log n/nᾱh

]
≤ Λε−4

{
P
[
MT ≥ aTh

√
log n/nᾱh, ⟨M⟩T ≤ 2aT 2hn−ᾱ

]
+ P

[
n−1∑
i=1

|Zn,i(xk, h)| > aT 2hn−ᾱ

]}
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≤ Λε−4

[
exp

(
−a log n

4

)
+ 4Anm−1−β∆−β

+4 exp

(
− a2T 4h2n−2ᾱ

64n
(
C2m∆4r+2(log(1/∆))2/qψ̄4

nh
)
+ 8

3C1∆2r+1(log(1/∆))1/qψ̄2
naT

2hn−ᾱm

)]

≤ Λε−4

[
n−

a
4 + 4An−2+2ᾱ−3β+2ᾱβh−1−β(log n)1+β∆−β b̄1+βn + 4 exp

(
− a log n

64C2/a+ (8/3)C1

)]
= O

(
(log n)

−4− 6
q+

4
q2 n(2+

4
q )(ᾱ+θ)+

4κ
q − 8rκ

q +2κ−4rκ(n−
a
4 + 4n−C4a)

+(log n)
−4− 12

q − 6β
q + 8+4β

q2 n2ᾱ−2+(2+ 8
q )(ᾱ+θ)+

8κ
q − 16rκ

q +4κ−8rκ+θ+β(2κ−4rκ)+βθ−(3−2ᾱ)β+κβ+ 4κ−8rκ
q β+

4(ᾱ+θ)
q β

)
,

where C4 = 1/(64C2/a + (8/3)C1). The second inequality follows from the exponential inequality for

continuous martingales, the Bernstein inequality for strong mixing arrays. The third inequality holds with

m =
n3−2ᾱh

(log n)b̄n
,

(
m ≤ min

{
n− 1,

aTh∆

4C1∆2r+1(log(1/∆))1/qψ̄2
n

}
for large a, n, and small h,∆

)
,

where b̄n = ∆4r−2(log n)
2
q ψ̄4

n. If

2ᾱ− 2 + (2 + 8/q)(ᾱ+ θ + κ) + θ + 2κ(1− 4r − 8r/q)

< β(4rκ− 2κ)− βθ + (3− 2ᾱ)β − κβ − (4κ− 8rκ+ 4ᾱ+ 4θ)β/q,

which implies β > (2 + 3θ)/(1− θ − κ), we could get V3 = Op(
√
log n/nᾱh).

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that

(1) Assumption 2.1 and (1) in Assumption 2.3 hold. supx |π(x)| <∞. q > 2θ + 2κ.

(2) ∆−1 = O(T κ̄), (log T ) /T θ̄h→ 0 as T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0, for some constants κ̄ > 0 and θ̄ ∈ (0, 1).

If

β >
2 + 3θ̄ + 2κ̄+ (6θ̄ + 4κ̄+ 4)/q

1− θ̄ + (2− 2θ̄)/q
,

it holds that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh

(
X(i−1)∆ − x

) ∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

σ(Xt)dWt

∣∣∣∣ = Op(
√
log T/T α̃h),

where α̃ = 1− (2 + 2θ̄ + 2κ̄)/(2 + q).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that

(1) Assumption 2.1 and 2.3 hold. σ is uniformly bounded. supx |π(x)| <∞. supx,y |πt,t+s(x, y)| <∞.

(2) ∆−1 = O(nκ), (log n)/nθh → 0 as n → ∞ and ∆, h → 0, for some constants θ ∈ (0, 1), and κ ∈
(0, 1− ᾱ/2), where ᾱ ≤ 1.

If β > 2+1/(2+q)
1−2(ᾱ−1+κ)/ᾱ , it holds that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
n−1∑
i=1

[
Kh (Xi∆ − x)

(
σ2(Xi∆)− σ2(x)

)
− E

[
Kh (Xi∆ − x)

(
σ2(Xi∆)− σ2(x)

)]]∣∣∣∣∣ = Op(
√
log n/nᾱh).
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Proof. Denote

Hi(x) = K ((Xi∆ − x)/h)
(
σ2(Xi∆)− σ2(x)

)
.

Consider a compact set [−bn, bn] ⊂ R with bn → ∞, whose growing rate is specified below, and its finite

covering {Ik}v̄(n)k=1 such that [−bn, bn] ⊂ ∪v̄(n)k=1 Ik, each Ik is a closed ball in R with its center xk and radius

rn, and v̄(n) = bn/rn. Then, we have,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1nh
n−1∑
i=1

[Hi(x)− E[Hi(x)]]

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

|x|>bn

1

nh

n−1∑
i=1

|Hi(x)− E[Hi(x)]|

+ max
k∈{1,··· ,v̄(n)}

sup
x∈Ik

1

nh

n−1∑
i=1

[|Hi(x)−Hi(xk)|+ |E[Hi(x)]− E[Hi(xk)]|]

+ max
k∈{1,··· ,v̄(n)}

∣∣∣∣∣ 1nh
n−1∑
i=1

[Hi(xk)− E[Hi(xk)]]

∣∣∣∣∣
:= R1 +R2 +R3.

For R1, we have,

R1 ≤ sup
|x|>bn

1

nh

n−1∑
i=1

∣∣∣Hi(x)I{|Xi∆|> bn
2 } − E

[
Hi(x)I{|Xi∆|> bn

2 }

]∣∣∣
+ sup

|x|>bn

1

nh

n−1∑
i=1

∣∣∣Hi(x)I{|Xi∆|≤ bn
2 } − E

[
Hi(x)I{|Xi∆|≤ bn

2 }

]∣∣∣
:= R11 +R12.

Note that (Xi∆−x)/h ≥ bn/(2h), if |x| > bn and |Xi∆| ≤ bn/2. Then, K ((Xi∆ − x)/h) = 0, if bn/(2h) ≥ c̄K

with sufficiently large n. Therefore, the convergence rate of R1 is denominated by R11. Applying the mean-

value theorem, we have,

sup
|x|>bn

1

nh

n−1∑
i=1

∣∣∣Hi(x)I{|Xi∆|> bn
2 }

∣∣∣
≤ K̄

nh

n−1∑
i=1

I{|y−x|≤c̄Kh}|σ
2(y)− σ2(x)|I{|Xi∆|> bn

2 }

≤ K̄

nh

n−1∑
i=1

sup
|y−x|≤c̄Kh

∣∣(σ2)′
(
y + λ̄(x− y)

)
(y − x)

∣∣ |Xi∆|2+q

(bn/2)2+q

= Op
(
1/(b2+qn )

)
,

where λ̄ ∈ [0, 1]. The last equality follows from the boundedness of (σ2)′ and the moment condition of Xt.
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Similarly, we could get

sup
|x|>bn

1

nh

n−1∑
i=1

∣∣∣E [Hi(x)I{|Xi∆|> bn
2 }

]∣∣∣ = O
(
1/(b2+qn )

)
.

In conclusion, R1 = Op
(
1/(b2+qn )

)
. For R2, define an event Dn,i(x, xk) in Ω as follows for each (n, i, x, xk),

Dn,i(x, xk) := {max{|Xi∆ − x|, |Xi∆ − xk|} ≤ c̄Kh+ rn}.

Note that for any x ∈ Ik, |x− xk| ≤ rn, we can get,

{|Xi∆ − x| ≤ c̄Kh} ⊂ Dn,i(x, xk), and, {|Xi∆ − xk| ≤ c̄Kh} ⊂ Dn,i(x, xk).

For any x ∈ Ik,

|Hi(x)−Hi(xk)|

≤ σ2(Xi∆)

∣∣∣∣K (Xi∆ − x

h

)
−K

(
Xi∆ − xk

h

)∣∣∣∣+K

(
Xi∆ − x

h

)
IDn,i(x,xk)|σ

2(x)− σ2(xk)|

+ σ2(xk)IDn,i(x,xk)

∣∣∣∣K (Xi∆ − x

h

)
−K

(
Xi∆ − xk

h

)∣∣∣∣
≤ K̃|xk − x|/h+ K̄IDn,i(x,xk)|(σ

2)′(x+ λ(xk − x))||x− xk|+ K̃IDn,i(x,xk)|x− xk|/h

≤ (K̃1rn)/h,

where λ ∈ [0, 1], K̃, K̃1 > 0. The first inequality uses the triangle inequality, the second inequality holds

with the boundedness of K, σ2, and Lipschitz property of K. Therefore, R2 = Op(rn/h
2). Let bn =

(nᾱh/ log n)1/(2(2+q)) and rn =
√
h3 log n/nᾱ, we can get R1 and R2 are all of order

√
log n/nᾱh. For R3,

define

Σ2
H,m := E

∣∣∣∣∣
m∑
i=1

[Hi(xk)− E[Hi(xk)]]

∣∣∣∣∣
2
 , where m ≤ n− 1.

In the following, we will show that if β > 1, there exits some constant C̄2 such that

Σ2
H,m ≤ C̄2m∆−1h4−

2
β . (11)

Note that,

Σ2
H,m = E

[
m∑
i=1

[Hi(xk)− E[Hi(xk)]]
2

]
+ 2

∑
1≤i<j≤m

E [[Hi(xk)− E[Hi(xk)]] [Hj(xk)− E[Hj(xk)]]]

≤
m∑
i=1

E
[
H2
i (xk)

]
−

m∑
i=1

[E[Hi(xk)]]
2
+ 2

∑
1≤i<j≤m

[E [Hi(xk)Hj(xk)]− E [Hi(xk)]E [Hj(xk)]]

≤
m∑
i=1

E
[
H2
i (xk)

]
+ 2

∑
1≤i<j≤m

E [|Hi(xk)||Hj(xk)|]
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≤ C̄mh3 + 2
∑

1≤i<j≤m

E [|Hi(xk)||Hj(xk)|] (12)

where C̄ > 0. The last inequality uses change-of variable and the boundedness of (σ2)′. To find the bound

of the second term in (12), we bound E [|H1(xk)||Hj(xk)|] in two ways. At first, for j > 1,

E [|H1(xk)||Hj(xk)|]

=

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
h2K(u)|σ2(uh+ xk)− σ2(xk)|K(v)|σ2(vh+ xk)− σ2(xk)|π1,j(uh+ xk, vh+ xk)dudv

≤ C̄1h
4,

where C̄1 > 0. The last inequality holds with the boundedness of π1,j and (σ2)′. Second, it is easy to obtain

that |Hi(xk)| ≤ CHh for some positive constant CH , where i ≥ 1. Using the Billingsley inequality (Corollary

1.1 in [34]), we have,

E [|H1(xk)||Hj(xk)|] ≤ 4α(j∆)∥H1(xk)∥2∞ ≤ 4AC2
Hj

−β∆−βh2, j > 1.

Therefore,

2
∑

1≤i<j≤m

E [|Hi(xk)||Hj(xk)|]

≤ 2m

 ∑
1<j≤∆−1h−2/β

C̄1h
4 +

∑
j>∆−1h−2/β

4AC2
Hj

−β∆−βh2


≤ 2C̄1m∆−1h−2/βh4 + 8AC2

Hm∆−1h−2/βh4/(β − 1)

= C̄2m∆−1h4−2/β . (13)

where C̄2 = 2C̄1 + 8AC2
H/(β − 1). It is worth mentioning that β > 1, and ∆−1h−2/β ≥ 2 for small ∆ and

h. The second inequality holds with the application of

∑
j>∆−1h−2/β

j−β ≤
∫ ∞

∆−1h−2/β

x−βdx =
1

β − 1
∆β−1h2−2/β .

Combined (12) and (13), we could get (11). Employing the Bernstein exponential inequality for strong

mixing arrays, we have,

P[R3 ≥ a
√
log n/nᾱh]

≤
v̄(n)∑
k=1

P

[∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
i=1

[Hi(xk)− E[Hi(xk)]]

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ anh
√
log n/nᾱh

]

≤ v̄(n)

[
4 exp

(
− a2n2h2 log n/nᾱh

64C̄2n∆−1h4−2/β + (8/3)amnh
√

log n/nᾱhCHh

)
+ 4Anm−1−β∆−β

]
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≤ bn
rn

[
4 exp

(
− a2 log n

64C̄2∆−1h3−2/β/n1−ᾱ + (8/3)aCH

)
+ 4An

(
n2−ᾱ

h log n

)(−1−β)/2

∆−β

]

≤ 4bn
rn

n
− a2

64C̄2+(8/3)aCH + 4A
bn
rn

(
n2−ᾱ

h log n

)(−1−β)/2

n∆−β ,

where the third inequality holds withm = n1−ᾱ/2(h(log n))−1/2 (m ≤ max{n−1, (anh
√
log n/nᾱh)/(4CHh)}

for large a). The last inequality holds with ∆−1h3−2/β ≤ 1 as ∆, h→ 0 if β > 1. Note that,

bn
rn

= (log n)−
1

2(2+q)
− 1

2h
1

2(2+q)
− 3

2n
ᾱ

2(2+q)
+ ᾱ

2 ,

then, the second term of the last inequality is of the order

(log n)−
1

2(2+q)
+ β

2 h
1

2(2+q)
+ β

2 −1n
β(ᾱ−2+2κ)+ᾱ(2+1/(2+q))

2 .

If β(ᾱ−2+2κ)+ᾱ(2+1/(2+q)) < 0, i.e., β > 2+1/(2+q)
1−2(ᾱ−1+κ)/ᾱ with κ < 1−ᾱ/2, we have R3 = Op(

√
log n/nh).

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that Assumption 2.1 and 2.3 hold. µ is uniformly bounded. supx |π(x)| < ∞.

supx,y |πt,t+s(x, y)| < ∞. ∆−1 = O(T κ̄), (log T )/T θ̄h → 0 as T → ∞ and ∆, h → 0, for some con-

stants κ̄ > 0 and θ̄ ∈ (0, 1).

(1) If β > (2+1/(2+q))(α̃+θ̄)

2−α̃−θ̄ and α̃ ≤ 1, it holds that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
n−1∑
i=1

[Kh (Xi∆ − x)− E [Kh (Xi∆ − x)]]

∣∣∣∣∣ = Op(
√

log T/T α̃h).

(2) If β > 2(α̃+θ̄)+((α̃−θ̄)/(2+q))
2−α̃+θ̄ and α̃ ≤ 1,, it holds that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
n−1∑
i=1

[Kh (Xi∆ − x) (µ(Xi∆)− µ(x))− E [Kh (Xi∆ − x) (µ(Xi∆)− µ(x))]]

∣∣∣∣∣ = Op(
√

log T/T α̃h).

Lemma 3.6. Suppose the assumptions in Lemma 3.4 hold. |(σ2)′′(x)| = O(|x|) as |x| → ∞. Then, it holds

that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

(
σ2(Xt)− σ2(Xi∆)

)
dt

∣∣∣∣ = Op(∆h
− 1

q+1 +
√
log n/nh).

Proof. Applying Itô formula, we can get,

σ2(X(i+1)∆)− σ2(Xi∆) =

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

Aσ(Xt)dt+

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

(σ(σ2)′)(Xt)dWt,
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where Aσ = (σ2)′µ+ 1
2 (σ

2)′′σ2. Then, we have,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

(
σ2(Xt)− σ2(Xi∆)

)
dt

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

Aσ(Xs)dsdt

∣∣∣∣
+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

(σ(σ2)′)(Xs)dWsdt

∣∣∣∣
:= Q1 +Q2.

Note that

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
n−1∑
i=1

[Kh (Xi∆ − x)− E [Kh (Xi∆ − x)]]

∣∣∣∣∣+ sup
x∈R

|E [Kh (Xi∆ − x)]| (14)

= Op(1),

where the first term in (14) is op(1), as verified in Lemma 3.4. The second term is Op(1), which follows from

the boundedness of π. Then, we have,

Q1 ≤ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∆T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Aσ(Xs)|ds
∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∆T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Aσ(Xs)|I{|Xs|≤ϕ̄n}ds

∣∣∣∣
+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∆T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Aσ(Xs)|I{|Xs|>ϕ̄n}ds

∣∣∣∣
= Op(∆ϕ̄n) +Op(∆/hϕ̄

q
n),

where ϕ̄n is a sequence of positive real numbers. Let ϕ̄n = h−
1

q+1 , Q1 = Op(∆h
− 1

q+1 ). Applying the method

of proving Lemma 3.2, we can get Q2 = Op(
√

log n/nh).

Lemma 3.7. Suppose the assumptions in Lemma 3.4 hold. |µ′′(x)| = O(|x|) as |x| → ∞. Then, it holds

that as n, T → ∞ and ∆, h→ 0,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

[∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

µ(Xs)(Ys − Yi∆)ds−
∆2

2
Xi∆µ(Xi∆)

]∣∣∣∣∣ = Op(∆h
− 1

q+1 +
√

log n/nh).

Proof. Applying Itô formula, we have,

µ(Xs)(Ys − Yi∆) =

∫ s

i∆

Xuµ(Xu)du+

∫ s

i∆

(µµ′)(Xu)(Yu − Yi∆)du
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+
1

2

∫ s

i∆

(σ2µ′′)(Xu)(Yu − Yi∆)du+

∫ s

i∆

(σµ′)(Xu)(Yu − Yi∆)dWu,

then,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

[∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

µ(Xs)(Ys − Yi∆)ds−
∆2

2
Xi∆µ(Xi∆)

]∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ s

i∆

(Xuµ(Xu)−Xi∆µ(Xi∆)) duds

∣∣∣∣∣
+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ s

i∆

(µµ′)(Xu)(Yu − Yi∆)duds

∣∣∣∣∣
+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ s

i∆

(σ2µ′′)(Xu)(Yu − Yi∆)duds

∣∣∣∣∣
+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

T∆

n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ s

i∆

(σµ′)(Xu)(Yu − Yi∆)dWuds

∣∣∣∣∣
:= Q̄1 + Q̄2 + Q̄3 + Q̄4.

Employing the method in Lemma 3.6 , we have Q̄1 = Op(∆h
− 1

q+1 ) + Op(
√
log n/nh). Denote f̄ = µµ′, Q̄2

can be bounded by

Q̄2 ≤ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|f̄(Xt)|dt
∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Xt|dt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

C(1 + |Xt|)dt
∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Xt|dt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣∣ C̃T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

(∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Xt|dt

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ C̃∆T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Xt|2dt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ C̃∆T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Xt|2I{|Xt|2≤ϕ̃n}dt

∣∣∣∣∣
+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ C̃∆T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh (Xi∆ − x)

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

|Xt|2I{|Xt|2>ϕ̃n}dt

∣∣∣∣∣
= Op(∆h

− 1
q+1 ),

where ϕ̃n is a sequence of positive real numbers. C̃, C are some constants. The proof of the last equality

is similar to Q1 in Lemma 3.6, we ommit here. Moreover, it is easy to obtain that Q̄3 = Op(∆h
− 1

q+1 ), and

Q̄4 = Op(
√
log n/nh).
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4. Proof of the Main Theorems

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Denote

σ̂2(x) =
1
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x) 32 (X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)

2

∆
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)

:=
Cn(x)

Π̂(x)
. (15)

At first, we will show that

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣Cn(x)− Π̂(x)σ2(x)
∣∣∣ = Op(an,T ). (16)

Observe that,

∆2(X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)
2 = (Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)

2 + (Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)
2 − 2(Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆).

Then,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣Cn(x)− Π̂(x)σ2(x)
∣∣∣ ≤ H̄1 + H̄2 + H̄3 + H̄4,

where

H̄1 := sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣
n−1∑
i=1

(
Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)−Kh(Xi∆ − x)

)[ 3

2T∆2

[
(Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)

2 −∆2X2
i∆

+2∆Xi∆(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)− 2(Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)
]
− 1

2n
σ2(x)

]∣∣∣∣ ,
H̄2 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣
n−1∑
i=1

Kh(Xi∆ − x)

[
3

2T∆2

[
(Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)

2 −∆2X2
i∆

+2∆Xi∆(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)− 2(Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)
]
− 1

2n
σ2(x)

]∣∣∣∣ ,
H̄3 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣
n−1∑
i=1

(
Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)−Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

)[ 3

2T∆2
(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆ −∆Xi∆)

2 − 1

2n
σ2(x)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ,
H̄4 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣
n−1∑
i=1

Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

[
3

2T∆2
(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆ −∆Xi∆)

2 − 1

2n
σ2(x)

]∣∣∣∣∣ .
We analyze H̄2 at first, applying Itô formula, we have,

(Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆)
2 −∆2X2

i∆

=

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

∫ s

i∆

(
4Xuµ(Xu) + 2σ2(Xu)

)
dudsdt+

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2µ(Xs)(Ys − Yi∆)dsdt

+

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

∫ s

i∆

4Xuσ(Xu)dWudsdt+

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2σ(Xs)(Ys − Yi∆)dWsdt,

and,

2
(
Y(i+1)∆ − Yi∆

) (
Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆

)
− 2∆Xi∆

(
Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆

)
16



=

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2µ(Xs)dsdt(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆) +

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2σ(Xs)(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)dWsdt.

Therefore,

H̄2 ≤ H̄21 + H̄22 + H̄23 + H̄24,

where

H̄21 := sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 3

2T∆2

n−1∑
i=1

Kh(Xi∆ − x)

[(∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

∫ s

i∆

4Xuµ(Xu)dudsdt−
2∆3

3
Xi∆µ(Xi∆)

)

+

(∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2µ(Xs)(Ys − Yi∆)dsdt−
∆3

3
Xi∆µ(Xi∆)

)

−

(∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2µ(Xs)(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)dsdt−∆3Xi∆µ(Xi∆)

)

+

(∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

∫ s

i∆

2σ2(Xu)dudsdt−
∆3

3
σ2(Xi∆)

)]∣∣∣∣∣ ,
H̄22 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 3

2T∆2

n−1∑
i=1

Kh(Xi∆ − x)

[∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

∫ s

i∆

4(Xuσ(Xu)−Xi∆σ(Xi∆))dWudsdt

+

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2(σ(Xs)(Ys − Yi∆)− (s− i∆)Xi∆σ(Xi∆))dWsdt

−
∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

2(σ(Xs)(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)−∆Xi∆σ(Xi∆))dWsdt

]∣∣∣∣∣ ,
H̄23 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ ∆2T
n−1∑
i=1

[
Kh(Xi∆ − x)

(
σ2(Xi∆)− σ2(x)

)
− E

[
Kh(Xi∆ − x)

(
σ2(Xi∆)− σ2(x)

)]]∣∣∣∣∣ ,
H̄24 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ ∆2T
n−1∑
i=1

E
[
Kh(Xi∆ − x)

(
σ2(Xi∆)− σ2(x)

)]∣∣∣∣∣ .
Applying Lemma 3.6 and 3.7, we can get H̄21 = Op(∆h

− 1
q+1 ) +Op(

√
log n/nh). With Lemma 3.2, we have

H̄22 = Op(
√

log n/nh). Moreover, H̄23 = Op(
√
log n/nh), which follows from Lemma 3.4. H̄24 = O(h2) by

simple calculation. For H̄4, note that

2∆Xi∆(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆)

= 2∆2X2
(i−1)∆ +∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

(
4Xsµ(Xs) + 2σ2(Xs)

)
dsdt+∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

4Xsσ(Xs)dWsdt

+∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

2µ(Xt)(Yt − Y(i−1)∆)dt+∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

2σ(Xt)(Yt − Y(i−1)∆)dWt.

Furthermore, it is easy to obtain

(Yi∆ − Y(i−1)∆ −∆Xi∆)
2
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=

(
∆2

∫ i∆

(i−1)i∆

2Xtµ(Xt)dt− 2∆3X(i−1)∆µ(X(i−1)∆)

)

+

(∫ i∆

(i−1)i∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

∫ s

(i−1)∆

4Xuµ(Xu)dudsdt−
2∆3

3
X(i−1)∆µ(X(i−1)∆)

)

+

(∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

2µ(Xs)(Ys − Y(i−1)∆)dsdt−
∆3

3
X(i−1)∆µ(X(i−1)∆)

)

−

(
∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

4Xsµ(Xs)dsdt− 2∆3X(i−1)∆µ(X(i−1)∆)

)

−

(
∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

2µ(Xt)(Yt − Y(i−1)∆)dt−∆3X(i−1)∆µ(X(i−1)∆)

)

+

(
∆2

∫ i∆

(i−1)i∆

σ2(Xt)dt−∆3σ2(X(i−1)∆)

)
−

(
∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

2σ2(Xs)dsdt−∆3σ2(X(i−1)∆)

)

+

(∫ i∆

(i−1)i∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

∫ s

(i−1)∆

2σ2(Xu)dudsdt−
∆3

3
σ2(X(i−1)∆)

)

+∆2

∫ i∆

(i−1)i∆

2
(
Xtσ(Xt)−X(i−1)∆σ(X(i−1)∆)

)
dWt

+

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

∫ s

(i−1)∆

4
(
Xuσ(Xu)−X(i−1)∆σ(X(i−1)∆)

)
dWudsdt

+

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

2
(
σ(Xs)(Ys − Y(i−1)∆)− (s− (i− 1)∆)X(i−1)∆σ(X(i−1)∆)

)
dWsdt

−∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

4
(
Xsσ(Xs)−X(i−1)∆σ(X(i−1)∆)

)
dWsdt

−∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

2
(
σ(Xt)(Yt − Y(i−1)∆)− (t− (i− 1)∆)X(i−1)∆σ(X(i−1)∆)

)
dWt.

Similar as the proof of H̄2, we have H̄4 = Op(∆h
− 1

q+1 +
√

log n/nh+h2). For H̄1 and H̄3, using mean-value

theorem, we have,

Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)−Kh(Xi∆ − x) =
1

h2
K ′

(
Xi∆ − x

h
+
λ̄(X̃(i−1)∆ −Xi∆)

h

)(
X̃(i−1)∆ −Xi∆

)
,

where 0 ≤ λ̄ ≤ 1. According to the conditions on the kernel function, we can construct a function K∗(u) =

K1I{|u|≤c̄K+ῡ} such that sup|υ|≤ῡ |K ′(u+ υ)| ≤ K∗(u), where K1 > 0, ῡ > 0, υ are some constants. Then,∣∣∣∣∣K ′

(
Xi∆ − x

h
+
λ̄(X̃(i−1)∆ −Xi∆)

h

)∣∣∣∣∣ I{|(λ̄(X̃(i−1)∆−Xi∆))/h|≤ῡ} ≤ K∗
(
Xi∆ − x

h

)
.

Note that (X̃(i−1)∆ −Xi∆)/h = Oa.s.(∆
r/h). Following from the proof of H̄2 and H̄4, we can get H̄1 and
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H̄3 are all of the order of Op(an,T ). For the denominator Π̂(x) of σ̂2(x), it is easy to obtain,

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣Π̂(x)− π(x)
∣∣∣

≤ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
n−1∑
i=1

[
Kh

(
X(i−1)∆ − x

)
− E

[
Kh

(
X(i−1)∆ − x

)]]∣∣∣∣∣+ sup
x∈R

∣∣E [Kh

(
X(i−1)∆ − x

)]
− π(x)

∣∣
+ sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣
[
1

n

n−1∑
i=1

(
Kh

(
X̃(i−1)∆ − x

)
−Kh

(
X(i−1)∆ − x

))]∣∣∣∣∣
= Op(

√
log n/nh) +Op(h

2) +Op(∆
r/h).

Therefore,

sup
|x|≤bn,T

∣∣∣∣∣ Π̂(x)

π(x)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ = sup
|x|≤bn,T

∣∣∣∣∣ Π̂(x)− π(x)

π(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Op(an,T )

δn,T
. (17)

Combining (16) and (17), we have,

σ̂2(x)− σ2(x) =
(Cn(x)− Π̂(x)σ2(x))/π(x)

Π̂(x)/π(x)
=
Op(an,T /δn,T )

1 + op(1)
= Op

(
an,T
δn,T

)
,

uniformly over |x| ≤ bn,T .

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Denote

µ̂(x) =
1
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)(X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)

∆
T

∑n−1
i=1 Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)

:=
An

Π̂(x)
.

To get the result, we need to show that

sup
x∈R

|An − Π̂(x)µ(x)| = Op(∆
r + h2 +

√
log T/Th).

It is easy to obtain

sup
x∈R

|An − Π̂(x)µ(x)| ≤ Ã1 + Ã2,

where

Ã1 := sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)
(
(X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)−∆µ(x)

)∣∣∣∣∣ ,
Ã2 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

(
Kh(X̃(i−1)∆ − x)−Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

)(
(X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆)−∆µ(x)

)∣∣∣∣∣ .
We analyze Ã1 in the first step. Using Itô formula, we have,

X̃(i+1)∆ − X̃i∆
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=
1

∆

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

(Xt −Xi∆)dt−
1

∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

(Xt −X(i−1)∆)dt+ (Xi∆ −X(i−1)∆)

=

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

µ(Xt)dt+
1

∆

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

µ(Xs)dsdt−
1

∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

µ(Xs)dsdt

+

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

σ(Xt)dWt +
1

∆

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

σ(Xs)dWsdt−
1

∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

σ(Xs)dWsdt.

Then, we can get,

Ã1 ≤ Ã11 + Ã12 + Ã13 + Ã14,

where

Ã11 := sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

(∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

µ(Xt)dt−∆µ(X(i−1)∆)

)

+

(
1

∆

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

µ(Xs)dsdt−
∆

2
µ(Xi∆)

)
−

(
1

∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

µ(Xs)dsdt−
∆

2
µ(Xi∆)

)∣∣∣∣∣ ,
Ã12 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣ 1T
n−1∑
i=1

Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

σ(Xt)dWt

+
1

∆

∫ (i+1)∆

i∆

∫ t

i∆

σ(Xs)dWsdt−
1

∆

∫ i∆

(i−1)∆

∫ t

(i−1)∆

σ(Xs)dWsdt

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
Ã13 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣∆T
n−1∑
i=1

[
Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)(µ(X(i−1)∆)− µ(x))− E[Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)(µ(X(i−1)∆)− µ(x))]

]∣∣∣∣∣ ,
Ã14 := sup

x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣∆T
n−1∑
i=1

E
[
Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

(
µ(X(i−1)∆)− µ(x)

)]∣∣∣∣∣ .
Following from the lipschitz condition of µ, Ã11 can be bounded by,

C̃µ
n

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣∣
n−1∑
i=1

Kh(X(i−1)∆ − x)

∣∣∣∣∣× sup
|s−t|∈[0,∆],s,t∈[0,∞)

|Xs −Xt| = Op(∆
r),

where C̃µ > 0. Applying Lemma 3.3 and 3.5, we could get Ã12 = Op(log T/Th), and Ã13 = Op(log T/Th).

Ã14 = O(h2) by simple calculation. Similar to the proof of H̄1 in Theorem 2.4, we could get Ā2 = Op(a
∗
n,T ).

(9) can be obtained as (7), we omit it here for simplicity.

5. Simulation

In this section, we investigate the finite-sample performance of the N-W estimator for the drift and

diffusion coefficients in two types of integrated diffusion process. The models are defined as follows.

Model 1 (O-U process).

dYt = Xtdt,
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dXt = µ1Xtdt+ σ1dWt,

where µ1 = −1, σ1 = 1.

Model 2 (CIR process).

dYt = Xtdt,

dXt = µ2(µ̃−Xt)dt+ σ2
√
XtdWt,

where µ2 = 0.85837, µ̃ = 0.085711, σ2 = 0.1566.

For the nonparametric estimation, we employ the Epanechnikov kernel K(u) = 3
4 (1 − u2)I(|u| ≤ 1). To

assess the performance of the estimators, we use three measures: mean square error (MSE), mean absolute

error (MEAE), maximum absolute error (MAAE) which are defined as follows,

MSE =
1

L

L∑
k=1

1

N

N∑
i=1

(ĝ(xki )− g(xki ))
2,

MEAE =
1

L

L∑
k=1

1

N

N∑
i=1

|ĝ(xki )− g(xki )|,

MAAE =
1

L

L∑
k=1

max
i

{|ĝ(xki )− g(xki )|},

where xi are equidistant points within the range of Xt, which is [−0.1, 0.1] for the O-U process and [0.08, 0.09]

for the CIR process. g represents either the drift or diffusion function of the two models. L denotes the

number of Monte Carlo simulations, and N represents the number of grid points. To verify the result of the

theorem, we set h = ((log n)3/n)1/5, ∆ = n−0.41 for the diffusion function estimator, and h = (log T/T )0.21,

∆ = T−0.9 for the drift function estimator. These choices ensure that the uniform convergence rates of

estimators for the drift and diffusion function are (log T/T )0.42 and ((log n)3/n)2/5, respectively.

Tables 1 and 3 summarize the MSE, MEAE, and MAAE of the estimators for the drift function in

both models, while Tables 2 and 4 summarize the MSE, MEAE, and MAAE of the estimators for the

diffusion function. For the drift function estimators, the MSE, MEAE, and MAAE decrease with increasing

T . Increasing the number of observations n for the diffusion function estimators leads to a notable error

reduction. Figure 1 presents an analysis of the maximum absolute error across 1000 trajectories for the

drift and diffusion estimators of two models. The mean, maximum, and minimum values of the maximum

absolute errors are plotted against ((log n)3/n)2/5 for the diffusion function estimators and (log T/T )0.42

for the drift function estimators. Notably, the linear trend of the MAAE confirms our theoretical results,

demonstrating that the uniform convergence rates of the estimators match the predicted rates.
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Table 1: MSE, MEAE, and MAAE of the drift function estimator for O-U process

T 80 120 200 300 400
MSE(×10) 0.254 0.235 0.209 0.200 0.181
MEAE 0.127 0.124 0.115 0.113 0.108
MAAE 0.158 0.154 0.144 0.141 0.134

Table 2: MSE, MEAE, and MAAE of the diffusion function estimator for O-U process

n 1490 2568 5180 13926 75518
MSE 0.269 0.265 0.257 0.252 0.251
MEAE 0.510 0.508 0.504 0.501 0.500
MAAE 0.542 0.537 0.528 0.519 0.512

Table 3: MSE, MEAE, and MAAE of the drift function estimator for CIR process

T 80 120 200 300 400
MSE(×106) 7.083 6.944 6.862 6.805 6.774
MEAE(×103) 2.284 2.267 2.257 2.250 2.246
MAAE(×103) 4.809 4.726 4.689 4.658 4.643

Table 4: MSE, MEAE, and MAAE of the diffusion function estimator for CIR process

n 1490 2568 5180 13926 75518
MSE(×106) 1.338 1.271 1.235 1.156 1.074
MEAE(×103) 1.125 1.106 1.096 1.067 1.033
MAAE(×103) 1.244 1.224 1.213 1.181 1.139

(a) µ̂, O-U process (b) σ̂2, O-U process
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(c) µ̂, CIR process (d) σ̂2, CIR process

Figure 1: MAAE, AEmax and AEmax versus (log T/T )0.42 and ((logn)3/n)2/5 for the drift and diffusion estimators of the two
models, respectively. AEmean represents the MAAE defined as above. AEmax := max1≤k≤L maxi |ĝ(xk

i ) − g(xk
i )|. AEmin :=

min1≤k≤L maxi |ĝ(xk
i )− g(xk

i )|.
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