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Abstract

In this paper, we present the asymptotic properties of the moment estimator for autoregressive (AR
for short) models subject to Markovian changes in regime under the assumption that the errors are
uncorrelated but not necessarily independent. We relax the standard independence assumption on
the innovation process to extend considerably the range of application of the Markov-switching AR
models. We provide necessary conditions to prove the consistency and asymptotic normality of the
moment estimator in a specific case. Particular attention is paid to the estimation of the asymptotic
covariance matrix. Finally, some simulation studies and an application to the hourly meteorological
data are presented to corroborate theoretical work.
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1. Introduction

Nonlinear models are becoming more and more employed because numerous real time series exhibit
nonlinear dynamics. For example, consider a time series that experiences regime changes at unknown
times with a finite number of possible regimes. These models are commonly applied in financial time
series, where regimes correspond to significant events that cause high volatility, followed by calmer
periods. For instance, as illustrated in Francq and Zakoian (2010, Fig 1.2, p. 7), high-volatility periods
are often associated with notable events such as September 11, 2001, or the 2008 financial crisis.

In this paper, we investigate an autoregressive model with random coefficients, where the associated
noise exhibits a multiplicative structure that depends on both a Markov chain and an exogenous
noise. These models can be viewed as Markovian mixtures of dynamic systems, belonging to the
class of Markov regime-switching models. More precisely, a Markov-switching model is a non-linear
specification in which different states of the world affect the evolution of a time series (see, for examples,
Francq and Roussignol (1997); Hamilton (1990); Hamilton and Susmel (1994)). Such models have
attracted significant interest in the literature, with foundational contributions by Hamilton (1988),
Hamilton (1989), McCulloch and Tsay (1994) and Chib (1996). Their statistical properties have been
extensively studied, for instance, by Billio et al. (1999). Recent research has further enriched this field.
For instance, Francq and Roussignol (1997) examined a time series model where the variance of the
underlying process depends on the state of an unobserved Markov chain, considering only multiplicative
noise. They proposed a maximum likelihood estimator and studied its asymptotic properties. This
work was later extended by Francq and Roussignol (1998) to encompass AR processes with random
coefficients. The authors established conditions for the existence of a stationary and ergodic solution
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and proved the consistency of the maximum likelihood estimator. Another contribution is in Xie
et al. (2008) who studied a general AR model with Markov regime-switching, allowing for AR with
infinite order. Under some regular assumptions they demonstrated the consistency of the maximum
likelihood estimators. We can also cite Douc et al. (2004) who studied the asymptotic properties
of the maximum likelihood estimator for an AR process with Markov regime switching, potentially
nonstationary, where the hidden state space is compact but not necessarily finite. They demonstrated
consistency and asymptotic normality under the assumption of uniform exponential forgetting of the
initial distribution of the hidden Markov chain given the observations. Additionally, Francq and Gautier
(2004b) investigated the estimation of time-varying Autoregressive Moving Average (ARMA for short)
models with Markovian regime changes, where they gave general conditions ensuring the consistency
and asymptotic normality of least squares and quasi-generalized least squares estimators. Francq and
Gautier (2004a) provided explicit conditions ensuring the consistency and asymptotic normality of
least squares and quasi-generalized least squares estimators and gave the asymptotic covariance matrix
of the estimators when the changes between states are governed by the outcome of a Markov chain.
Note also that in Francq and Gautier (2004b) and Francq and Gautier (2004a) the realization of the
Markov chain is assumed to be observed. This body of work underscores the growing interest and
ongoing advancements in Markov regime-switching models, as researchers continue to refine estimation
techniques and broaden the applicability of these models. All the works cited above have been conducted
under the assumption that the noise is independent and identically distributed (i.i.d. for short).

As above-mentioned, the works on the statistical inference of AR processes with Markov regime
switching are generally performed under the assumption that the errors are independent. This in-
dependence assumption is often considered too restrictive by practitioners. It precludes conditional
heteroscedasticity and/or other forms of nonlinearity (see Francq and Zakoian (2005) for a review on
ARMA models under the assumption that the errors are uncorrelated but not necessarily independent)
which can not be generated by Markov regime switching models with i.i.d. noises. Relaxing this inde-
pendence assumption allows to extend the range of application of the class of Markov regime switching
models.

In this paper we focus on an AR(1) process modulated by a hidden Markov chain with multiplicative
noise, under the assumption that the errors are uncorrelated but not necessarily independent. For
brevity, we refer to this as a weak AutoRegressive Hidden Markov Chain (ARHMC for short) model.
Conversely, when the noise is assumed to be i.i.d., we call it the strong ARHMC model. The term
hidden reflects the fact that the states of the Markov chain are not directly observable, yet they play a
significant role in shaping the behavior of the time series. By relaxing the independence assumption, we
extend the applicability of ARHMC models to encompass more complex nonlinear processes, including
those with multiplicative noise structures akin to generalized autoregressive conditional heteroscedastic
(GARCH for short) models introduced by Engle (1982) and extended by Bollerslev (1986) (see also
Francq and Zakoian (2010), for a reference book on GARCH models). These distinctions are critical
for understanding the specific challenges and nuances of the methodology developed in this study.
It is worth noting that very few studies have considered time series models with Markovian regime
changes involving such noise. A notable exception Francq and Zakoian (2001) who investigated the
stationarity conditions of such models in a multivariate framework. The authors demonstrated that
local stationarity of these processes is neither sufficient nor necessary to ensure global stationarity.
And finally Boubacar Mainassara and Rabehasaina (2020) who examined the asymptotic properties
of the least squares estimator for a weak ARMA model with regime switching under the assumptions
that the realization of the Markov chain is observed. However, it is important to note also that in the
model considered by Boubacar Mainassara and Rabehasaina (2020) the structure of the noise is not
multiplicative. Instead, they assumed that the volatility was uniform within each segment of the time
series.

To our knowledge, it does not exist any estimation methodology for weak ARHMC models when
the (possibly dependent) error is subject to known or unknown conditional heteroscedasticity. This



paper is devoted to the problem of the estimation of weak ARHMC processes. We propose the moment
estimation procedure to estimate the parameters of a weak ARHMC model. We show that a strongly
mixing property and the existence of moments are sufficient to obtain a consistent and asymptotically
normally distributed of the proposed estimator.

In our opinion there are two major contributions in this work. The first one is to show that the
moment estimation procedure can be extended to weak ARHMC models. This goal is achieved thanks
to Theorems 2 and 3 in which the consistency and the asymptotic normality are stated. The second
one is to provide a weakly consistent estimator of the asymptotic variance matrix (see Theorem 4).
Thanks to this estimation of the asymptotic variance matrix, we can construct a confidence region for
the estimation of the parameters. Finally we extend the existing results on the statistical analysis of
ARHMC models by addressing the estimation problem under more general error structures.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Section 2 introduces the weak ARHMC model that we
consider here and outlines the underlying assumptions. Our methodology based on moments method
is given in Section 3 and the main results are given in Section 4. We provide a consistency analysis,
showing that the moments estimator converges almost surely to the true parameter, along with the
asymptotic normality of the moment estimator under certain mixing conditions for the linear innovation
process. Notably, the asymptotic covariance of the moments estimator differs significantly between the
weak and strong cases. Section 5 is devoted to the estimation of this covariance matrix. The simulation
studies and illustrative applications on real data are presented and discussed in In Section 6. The proofs
of the main results are collected in Section 9.

2. Model and assumptions

Let (A¢)iez be an unobserved homogeneous Markov chain with a stationary distribution 7 taking
values in a discrete set S := {1,..., K} and transition matrix P = (p;j)ij=1,.. k. We consider a
stationary weak ARHMC(1) process (X;)ez defined as:

Xy = a(At)Xt_1 + f(At)T]t, vVt € Z, (21)

where the process (1;)icz is a weak white noise satisfying E(n;) = 0, E(mny) = 0211[t:t/} with o2 > 0,
f:8 =R\ {0}, and a : S — R. Without loss of generality, we will assume that 02 = 1. An example
of weak white noise is the GARCH model (see Francq and Zakoian (2010)). It is customary to say
that (X¢)ez is a strong ARHMC(1) representation and we will do this henceforth if in (2.1) (74)¢ez is
a strong white noise, namely an i.i.d. sequence of random variables with mean 0 and common variance
1. A strong white noise is obviously a weak white noise because independence entails uncorrelatedness.
Of course, the converse is not true. It is clear from these definitions that the following inclusion hold:

{Strong ARHMC(1)} € {Weak ARHMC(1)}.

In the rest of the paper, we will denote by M’ the transpose of the matrix M. The unknown parameter
of interest is denoted 0y := (a(s), (pij), (f(5)),1 <i < K,1 <j <K —1,s € S) and belongs to the
parameter space

O := {9 = (011, 0KkK,011,012,...,01k 1,021,000, ... ,00 1,...,0k1, - ,0kK_1,

éllv . ,éKK)/ S RK X (O, 1)K(K71) X RK \ {ORK}; Pg = (gij)lgi,ng is an irreducible
K-1
transition matrix, 0;x =1— Z 0;:€(0,1),5=1,...,K; Ag := diag(611,...,0kk)

i=1

and the spectral radius of A2P} is less than 1}.
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In order to measure the temporal dependence of the processes (1;)icz and (Ay)ez, we define the strong
mixing coefficients (az(h))pen+, which are independent of ¢ € Z, for a stationary process (Z;)icz as
follows:

az(h) = sup IP(AN B) — P(A)P(B)], (2.2)

AeFt ,BEFZR,

where F'  and ¥, denote the o-fields generated by {Z, : u <t} and {Z, : u > t 4 h}, respectively.
Our main results are proven under the following assumptions:

(A1) The processes (n)iez and (Ay)iez are stationary and (n;)ez is ergodic.

Note also that the process (A¢)ez is ergodic since the matrix P = Py, is irreducible. In the sequel we
suppose that there exists some constant v > 0 such that:

(A3) The spectral radii of AgOPe’0 are each strictly less than 1, for < max{8,4 + 2v} where Ay, =
diag(a(s),s € S).

(Ag) The processes (Ay)iez and (1;)iez are independent.
(Ay) Zan(h)%% < 00, ZaA(h)ﬂLv < 0o and E(|n[**%) < oo.
h=0 h=0

(As) We have 6y € ©, where © denotes the interior of ©.
Under Assumptions (A1) and (Ag), the process (A¢,mt)iez is ergodic. Consequently, the sequence

(a(Ay), € )iez is also strictly stationary and ergodic. Furthermore Elog™ |a(Ag)| and Elog™ |eg| are
finite (where log™* (z) = max{log(x),0},z > 0). Additionally we assume that:

1
(Ag) The Lyapunov exponent defined by ~ := tian {Et log |a(A¢)a(A¢—1) ... a(A1)|} is negative.
E *

Then using Bougerol and Picard (1992, Theorem 1.1, page 1715) (see also Brandt (1986, Theorem 1,
page 212)), the series

[e'e) k—1
Xi=Y a(A—j) | f(A—i)ni—r, VT € Z, (2.3)
k=0 \j=0

converges almost surely and is the unique strictly stationary solution of (2.1) with the usual convention
that l_[;:[ =1for ¢ € Zand V' < (.

Remark 1. Under the assumptions of ergodicity for the processes (At)icz, and (n)iez and the inde-
pendence between (A¢)iez and (y)iez, the key to ensuring the strict stationarity of the model (2.1) lies
in the hypothesis that v < 0. It is worth noting that v < 0 for strict stationarity is a more general
condition, applicable to AR(p) and ARMA(p,q) models. However in the specific context of our study,
a sufficient condition for strict stationarity as stated in Francq and Zakoian (2001) is that

> (i) logla(i)] <0, (2.4)

1€S

where (i) is the i-th component of the stationary distribution .



3. Estimation of the ARHMC(1) model parameters

We state by the following theorem which provides an explicit expression of the autocovariance
function of order k of the centered process (Xi)iez.

Theorem 1. Under Assumptions (A1), (Az2), (As) and (Ag), the joint moments of the process (Xt )iez
defined in (2.1) satisfy for all k € N:

Ck70(90) = E(XkXo) = II(AQOPéO)k(IK — Agopéo)ilﬂ'f% (3.1)

where I denotes the identity matriz of size K, 1/ := (1,...,1) is a row vector of dimension K and
w2 = {f2(V)7(1),..., f2(K)7(K)} is a column vector of dimension K.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 9.1.

Thanks to Theorem 1 and in order to state our asymptotic normality result, we will explain our
estimation procedure. In the following we denote by my the stationary distribution associated to the
Markov chain with transition matrix Py, parametrized by some 6 € ©. Since 7y is the unique solution
to myPy = my and mgl = 1, there exists an invertible matrix By € REHE)X(E*+K) and a vector
v € RE*+K guch that 7y = U/Bé_l. For instance we can take

911— L 021 e ?Kl
012 b2 —1 e OKo
By = : : : and v := (0, ... 0, 1)/. (3.2)
01k -1 e Ok-1k-1—1 O
1 .. 1 1

We recall that 1’ represents a row vector of dimension K with all elements equal to 1 and Ix denotes
the identity matrix of size K. Consider an integer N > K? 4+ K fixed in the following and let € ©.
We then define the diagonal matrix Vy by

Vp == diag(6?,, . ..,0% )
and introduce the functions ¢y (6) for each index 1 < k < N, defined by
U(0) := cro(0) = V'(AgPy)* (I — AGPg)~ ' Vymp.
We then define the function ¥V which maps each element 6 from O to a vector in RY as follows

oV {é - BY , (3.3)
0 —=(W1(0),...,¢¥n(0))-

The function ¥V defined in this way is differentiable for all § € O because each 11 involves products
and compositions of differentiable functions. Using matrix differentiation formulas (see Petersen et al.
(2008, section 2)), it is possible to obtain the Jacobian matrix of UV denoted by Jyn (6) € RNX(K2+K),
in explicit form at any point € ©. For 1 <i < K and 1 < j < K — 1, the entries of Jyn (0) are given
by



,_.

( k—
agzz(le) 1 ( AQPQ {8149/891'2'}Pgl(Agpgl)k_l_T (IK — Agpgl)_l

r=0
1

+ (AQPQ ) (IK A2P9 (Z Agr{aAg/aau}Agl T> Pg (IK A2P9 ) 1V97T€>
r=0

k—1
%(f): 1/((20 (AgPy')" Ag{OPy/00:;} (AgPy' )"~ (I — AGPy') ™
+ (Ao Py") (IK—Ang’)l(Ag{aPQ/aeij}’)(IK—Ang’)1) (Vorrg)
+ (AgPy')F (I — AgPa')_lVe(—Bo1{330/39ia‘}391)v>

o ! )
WOy (Ag B (1 — AZPY) Va0,

(3.4)
where 0Ay/00,;;, 0By/ 85”-, 0P/ 8515 and 0Vy/ 00;; are then explicit, which allows us to represent the
coefficients of the matrix Jyn~(6) in a closed form. An alternative and straightforward method to
compute this matrix is by using a symbolic computation software such as the SymPy library in Python.
We will adopt this second approach for our upcoming simulations.

In order to estimate the parameter 6y we thus have at our disposal the observations (X7i,...,X,).
We employ the Newton-Raphson method which is widely-used for finding roots of real-valued functions

and even for vector-valued functions. To implement this, we introduce our estimation function FN:»
defined as

FNMB) = Jyn (0) FN™(6) e RE“TE forall €O, (3.5)

with
FN’n(H) = (6170 — 6170(9), ey éN70 — CN,Q(H))/ € RN,

where the random scalar ¢ is an estimator of the theoretical moment ¢y, ¢(fy) and is defined as

n—k
éro = (n—k)~ ZXt-l-kXta VI<k<N<n. (3.6)
t=1

Note that ¢; o converges a.s. to c;(fp) as n — oo for all 1 < k < N by the ergodic theorem and
the fact that the process (Xi)icz is stationary. Let 0,, be the estimator of 6y obtained by the Newton
method through the estimation function F¥'". Formally, for large n, we define the random variable O,
as the solution to:

FN™(0,) =0 and det(VFV"(0,)) # 0 as. (3.7)

The existence of this solution and the consistency are proved in the following Theorem 2.

We denote by Jzn.» the Jacobian matrix of the random function 7" defined in Equation (3.5). The
construction of the estimator 6, via the Newton-Raphson method subject to the constraints imposed
by the parameters of model (2.1) is described as follows:



Data: An initial parameter 9 € ]RK2+K, tolerance € > 0
Result: A value of § € © such that || FN" ()| < e
Initialization : 00 ¢ RE*+K,

for £k > 0 do

Compute Jzn.n (0*));

Update #%+1) using the equation

B W N =

Jrnn (R (D) — gk)y = — FNm(g(k))

if |FN7(0F+D)|| < & then
‘ break ;

end

7 end

Algorithm 1: Newton’s method for finding a root of FV™ with specified tolerance.

At each iteration £ € N, it is necessary to compute Jzrn» (H(k)) and to solve a linear system.
However, even if we start from an initial point 6y where Jznn(6p) is invertible, there is no guarantee
that Jz~,» remains invertible for 0™ and subsequent iterations. Consequently, solving the system
Jrna(0F) (H(kﬂ) — G(k)) = —FN2(9(R)) can quickly become very costly in terms of time, not to mention
the need to project 8%) onto the parameter space ©. To optimize computation time, one approach is
to replace FV () with a linear approximation, through a (K2 + K) x (K2 + K) matrix B*) close
to Jznn (0%)) and easily invertible at each iteration. Hence, we aim to construct a matrix B®) such
that when #%) and #(*~1) are known, it satisfies the following condition

B(k)<6(k) - H(kfl)) _ fN’n(Q(k)) - ]:N,n(e(kfl))_ (3.8)

One way to choose B%¥) is to use Broyden’s method, as detailed in Gomes-Ruggiero and Martinez
(1992, page 312). This involves selecting B* that meets condition (3.8) and such that for every vector
s RE*HE orthogonal to 6*) := %) — 9(k=1) e have B®)¢ = B*=1)¢. Consequently, the Broyden
algorithm for estimating 0,, is formulated as follows

Data: Initial parameters 60, 01 € RE*+K | initial matrix B € RUK*+EK)x(K*+K)
Result: A value of § € © such that H}"N"(H)\L <e€
1 Initialization : (0 () ¢ RE*+K RO ¢ RIK*+K)x(K*+K)
2 for k> 1do
3 Compute %) = (k) — g(k=1).
4 Update B®) using the equation :

)

fN,n(e(k:)) _ ]:’N,TL(Q(’?*U) — B(kfl)é(k) '
B — gk-1) 5(k)
! 16072
Update %) using the equation

B(k)(G(k) o e(k—l)) _ ]_-N,n(e(k)) o fN,n(e(k:—l))

if ||6%)]| < & then

5 ‘ break ;
6 end
7 end

Algorithm 2: Broyden’s algorithm for finding a root of FN:" with specified tolerance.



Remark 2. One of the primary advantages of the Broyden algorithm is that it eliminates the need to
recalculate the Jacobian matriz Jrnn at every iteration, a process that proves to be extremely costly in
the context of our problem. However, this method introduces a significant drawback, the loss of quadratic
convergence. Nevertheless, it is important to emphasize that, although quadratic convergence is lost, this
does not significantly affect the accuracy of 6,,. Moreover, the constructed matriz B*) can be considered
as an approrimation of J;N,n(ﬁ(k)). This observation will be useful in Section 6, where this algorithm
will be put into use.

Remark 3. In the following, the choice of the parameter N will also play a crucial role. Indeed, N is
chosen large enough to be able to estimate the parameter 6y. By denoting rn(0) as the rank of Jgn(0)
for all 8 € ©, we observe that the sequence (rn(0))Nen is increasing. Since this sequence takes values
in N, it converges to a limit which we denote by r(6) and is stationary from a certain rank onward.

4. Asymptotic properties

4.1. Consistency and asymptotic normality of the moments estimator
The asymptotic properties of the estimator 6,, obtained via the Newton algorithm 1 are stated in
the following two theorems.

Theorem 2. Let us assume that the limiting rank of Jyn(0g) as N — oo satisfies r(6p) = K> + K,
and let N € N such that rn(0p) = r(0y). There exists a neighborhood Vg, of 0y in © and a unique

sequence (On)nen taking values in Vg, such that
0 = Jyn (0,) FN™(0,) = FV"(8,,).
Furthermore, we have

0, —= 9.

n—oo

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 9.2.
The following theorem establishes the asymptotic normality of 6,,.

Theorem 3. Assuming that conditions (A1), (Az2), (As), (Aa), (As) and (Ag) are satisfied, that the
r(6p) = K2+ K. Let N € N such that rn(0p) = r(0y) and let (0,)nen be a sequence of moments
estimator defined in Equation (3.7), of which existence is justified in Theorem 2. We have

(6, — o) % N(O,Q:=M I ITM™Y,
where the matrices M, I and J are defined as follows

J = Jgn (00) = (V1 (60), - .., Vb (60))

I:=1Y(6) = Y Cov(Yy(6o),Yir(60)),

k=—oc0
M := M™N(8y) = Jyn (00) Ty (60) (4.1)
with
Y =Y (0) = Xe( X1, ..., Xogn)'. (4.2)

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 9.3.

Remark 4. [t is essential to highlight that the hypothesis r(0g) = K2+K, which implies the invertibility
of Jyn (00) Jgn (6p), remains crucial for establishing the asymptotic properties of our moment estimator.
Although the choice of N is necessary to ensure that r(8y) = K2 + K, the selection of the parameter 6y
is equally significant. Indeed, for certain choices of 8y, we may have r(6y) < K? + K regardless of the
choice of N. An example is provided in the following Section 4.2.



4.2. An example where r(0y) < K2 + K

Assume here that the matrix Ay, and the transition matrix Py, have the particular following forms:

Agy = aplg and Py, := K111/,

0

where ag is a non zero scalar and such that |ag| < 1, so that the stability condition (Ag) is satisfied.
Since Py, is symmetric, we have

(AgPh) = abPy, VEEN.

Moreover, one easily computes that J% := 9 Ay/00;; is the diagonal K x K matrix of which entries

‘9:00

are 0 save for the i-th diagonal entry which is equal to 1 for ¢ = 1,..., K, from which we can observe
that
/
0 e PQOI,i - 0 0 0 0 0 0
Jiipéo — (PHOJii)’ ... ... PGOM .0l = PGOM PGOM PQOZ‘,K
0 Py, -+ 0 0 0 0 0 0

Since the vector (1/K,...,1/K) € R¥ is the unique invariant distribution for this chain, it follows by
direct computation that

Py J'Py = K 'Py, for i=1,...,K.

k—1
Therefore, the term Z(A(;Pg’)r{8A9/86’u-}Pg’(Ang’)kil*" involved in the derivative 0v(0)/00;; in

r=0
Equation (3.4) can be simplified as

k—1 k—1
i k—1—
(AHOPG/())T J“Péo (AHOPGI()) ' = a’]g (Pe()) J“PHO (Peo)k o
r=0 r=0
— -1 (J“PHO )PGIO J’L’LPH/O)
=a5 ' (J'P, — POOJ”PQO) (k — 1)ag ' Pj, J" Py,

The terms J”Pe’,0 + Py, JiiPQ’O and Py, J“APQ’O are independent of & > 1, from which we deduce that
OYi(00)/00;; in Equation (3.4) can be rewritten in the form

or(0o)
00;;

= af 1OV + kaf 1O} + af QY (4.3)

where for i = 1,..., K the constants (Q%);<s<3 are independent of k > 1 and are defined by
QY ::1’{ (J P}, — By JPy ) A% Py (Ix — A Ph) ™ }V{gow’eo,
i ::1’{1950 TPy A2 Py (I — A3 Ph) }Vgoﬂ'/eo,
i ::1’{2%139’0 TPy (I — A3 Py) ™" + 2a0 Py, A% Py, (I — A3 Py) ™ JiRy, (I — A3 Ph) ™ }Vgoﬂ'éo.
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Following a similar line of reasoning to (4.3), for i, j = 1,..., K there exist matrix coefficients (R¥ )< <3
and (W%);<4<3 independent of & > 1 such that

O (0 y y g Oy (6 g . y
%’“9(‘ '0) = af 'RV 4 ket 'RY + afRY and ?;( ) _ ak W + kb IWE + afWE. (4.4)
% %

In view of Equations (4.3) and (4.4), let us demonstrate that Jyn~(6y) has a rank of at most 2 for all
N > 3, it suffices to identify constants (As)i1<s<3, not all zero, such that the following system holds

Aag + )\2(1(2) + )\3&% =0
A1+ 200 + 3X3a3 = 0 (4.5)
A1+ Aoag + )\3&% = 0.

By closely examining the system described by Equation (4.5), we observe that this is equivalent to
showing that ag is a double root of the polynomial P3 defined by Ps :  — Az + Aox? + A323. Thanks
to this point of view, one can check that such a non-zero solution to the system (4.5) may for example
be given by

(A1, Az, Ag) = (1, —2ap, ap).

This proves that the matrix Jyn~(6p) has a rank of at most 2. Therefore, the matrix Jyn (6y) Jgn (6)
is non-invertible for this particular choice of the parameter 8, since the first three rows of the matrix
are linearly dependent. We may go even further by showing that, in the particular case when

1
ap € | —,1 4.6
o< () o)
then for any N > 3, Jyn~(0g) has a rank ezactly equal to 2 for this choice of the parameter 6. Indeed,
for all m > 3, let us show that 9v,(6p)/00;; (respectively 9, (6o)/00:5, Ot (00)/00si) is a linear
combination of 9i1(09)/080;; (respectively dvn(6o)/00s5, 01(00)/00:i) and dva(0o)/00;; (respectively
02(00) /005, 012(0y)/06;;) under Condition (4.6).
For this and similarly to Equation (4.5), it suffices to show that there exist constants (\;)i1<i<3 such
that Az # 0 and
Alag + )\ga% + )\3&81 =0
A1+ 2X9a0 + n)\gag%l =0 (47)
A1+ Asag + )\3&6”71 = 0.
As in Equation (4.5), this amounts to finding A1, A2, A3 such that ag is a double root of the polynomial
of degree m, defined as P, :  — A& + Aox? + A3z™. Therefore, we seek ()\;)1<i<3 and (Vj)o<j<m—2,
such that

m—2
(x — a0)2 (Z Vil‘i> = Mz 4+ Mz? + \3z™, Vz € R. (4.8)

Expanding (4.8) and identifying the coefficients of the polynomials yields

advy = 0, (4.9)

—2apvp + a3y = A, (4.10)

—2apv1 + a3y = g, (4.11)

Vg_9 — 2a0Vk—1 + a%uk =0, k=3,...,m—2, (4.12)
Vm—3 — 2a0Vm—2 = 0, (4.13)

Um—2 = A3. (4.14)
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(4.9) and (4.10) respectively imply vy = 0 and A\ = a?v1. Now, vg, k = 3,...,m — 2, satisfies the
second order recurrence relation (4.12) of which general expression can be verified to be

Vk:Clalg—l—C’Qk:alg, k=1,....,m—2, (4.15)
for some constants C; and Cy that verify 2apgAs = C’lag”_g + Cy(m — 3)ag‘_3 and \3 = Clagl_Q +

Cy(m — 2)af"? thanks to (4.13) and (4.14), from which one easily checks that, setting C; = 1 and
1/2—a?

Cy = = —(m=3)]2 yields, after a bit of computation, the expressions of the coefficients
—3)(a3 —1/2) +1/2 1/2 — a3
)\:3(m 0 L =2 |24 a2 22 -1 0
LS T2 —m— )2 2 0|2 2 - D T
1/2
A3 = a6”_2 /

(m—2)a3 — (m—3)/2

Note that it is not difficult to check that (m — 2)a3 — (m — 3)/2 in the expression above is indeed
different from 0 for all m > 3 when Condition (4.6) is satisfied, so that A3 is well defined and different
from 0.

4.3. Expression of the matriz I when (n:)iez is assumed i.i.d.

The aim of this subsection is to show that the covariance matrix I = IV (6) given in Theorem 3 has
an explicit, albeit not simple, expression in the particular case when the noise sequence is i.i.d. This
will be important in comparing the performance of the constant estimator 0,, defined in Theorem 2 in
the upcoming numerical Section 6, as opposed to the case where the noise (1;)¢cz is non correlated but
exhibits a dependence structure.

Let my,me € {1,..., N}. Starting from the expression for I given in (4.1) and by stationarity of the
process (X¢)iez, we have

I(ml,mg Z COV X()Xml,X kX k+m2) (4.16)
k=—oc0

In view of Equation (2.3), for any ¢ in Z, we may then write
oo
i=0

where dt = (TT,Zb a(Ar-) ) (A0 = (T2 alA-))) F(Ar).
By substituting Xo, Xpm,, Xk, and X_gi, into Cov(XoXm,, X £ X _kim,), it follows from Assump-
tion (Ag) that

[e.e]

Cov (XOXmNX—kX—k—i-mz = Z E( i1 szdM1dm2 k) E (n*hn—k—i2nm1*i3nm2—k—i4)
.,8a=0
00
B Z (d?1 d:;bl) (n—il My —is) X
11,83=0
00
Z £ (d;kd;k+m2> E (nfkfiz nmsz*u) : (418>
12,14=0

Furthermore, since (7;)icz is assumed to be i.i.d., it is possible to distinguish the cases where
the different moments mentioned above namely E (9_i,%—k—i, M, —isMmo—k—is)s B (N—i;Mm,—iz) and
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E (n—k—iyMmy—k—i,) are not zero.
More precisely, we can easily observe that,

E (7771'1 n—k—i2nm1*isnm2—k—i4) = E(ﬁf‘i) ]l[(il,ig,ig,u,k)eAﬂ
2

+ (EOR)” (1161 o e tal + Wininsis in res] + Lininisa ke da )

and
2
E (777i177m1—z’3) E (U—k—izan—k—m) = (]E(n(%)) ﬂ[(il,i;;)e.As]]1[(i2,i4,k)6./46]7
where the sets A;, 1 =1,...,6, are defined as follows:
Aq = {(il,iz,ig,i4,k) €N4 XZ:—11=—k—19=m1— 13 =mo —/{—i4},
./42 = {(il,ig,ig,i4,k) S N4 X 7 —il = —k‘—ig, mq —i3 =mo — /{J—i4, il 7& i3 —ml},
Az = {(i1,i2,13,i4,k) EN* X Z: —iy =my — i3, —k —io =mg — k — iy, iy # k + 1},
./44 = {(il,ig,ig,i4,k) €N4 X T —il :mg—k—i4, —k—ig =mi —i3, il 7é k+i2},
As = {(i1,i3) € N? : —iy = myq — i3},
Ag := {(in,iq, k) EN X Z: —k — iy = my — k — iy}

Thus, we obtain

9]
Z E (d?l d;kdzzl dzT'T_k) E (n—i1 N—k+io nml—ignmszfu)

i1, yia=0

o oo
4 0 ;—k —k 0 ;—k —k
= E(T]O) Z E (dll dfk‘+i1d?11}|>m1 dzsz%l»il) + Z E (dildhfkd?;l dzz*m1*k+i3>

i1=0 11,i3=0
i17£i3—m1

o o)
0 ;—k —k 0 1—k —k
+ Z E <d11 diQ dzi‘ﬂjdmz-}z@) + Z E (di1di2 dzi-i-k-i-izd%;—k—s—il) (419)
11,i2=0 i1,i2=0
11 7£k~+12 117#k+i2

and

Z E (d(z)l d?;l) ]E (T,—il 77m1 _i3) Z E <dz_2kd;k+m2) E (n—k—ig nmg—k—i4)

11,43=0 12,14=0
- (Z E (diol dziﬂl)) (E E (d;kdmii’g?)) : (4.20)
11=0 12=0
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Denoting ¢ 1 f,_; == d! = (H;_tftl a(A_ )) f(A¢—;), and combining Equations (4.18), (4.19), and

(4.20), the expression for I(mq,m2) simplifies as follows

oo oo
1 1 1 1
I(m17 m?) = Z []E(’I’]é) Z E <661 C;fl Cljml C,ilm2+k £11>

k=—o00 31=0
[e.e]
i1—1 ’Ll 1,2 o—mi1—1 i2a—mi—1 2
+ E: ( —i1C-my € matk m1—i2)
i1,i2=0
i1¢i2—m1
i1—1 21 1,2 ’Lz-i-k) 1 do+k—1
+ Z ( —mlf i€ € matk —22—k>
i1,i2=0
i17£k+i2
i1—1 z1 1 2 zg—‘rk 1 12+k 1,2
+ Z E( _m2+kf 7,1 —m1 f ig—k)
11,12=0
11#k+i2
[o.¢] oo
i1—1 7,1 1,2 i1+k—1 i1+k—1 2
X E(g ) ) [ R (@ e ) ) | (2
11=0 11=0

To conclude, we will express I(m1, mg) in terms of the parameters of the model (2.1). To do this, we will
consider two different cases to express the various terms in (4.21) as functions of the parameters of the
model (2.1) using Lemma 1. The two following cases explain how to obtain closed form exprebbions for

the generic quantities respectively of the form E (Hl 1 G f,Ll,l) and E ( i1 G [ H cyl szl)
=3
s=2,4,1 € N, i€ {1,2,3,4}, that appear in (4.21).

o Case 1: Expression for E ([T7_; ¢4 f—,,—1)-

Let s € {2,4} be fixed. Define the set
Py = {(Kisti)ie1,..s € (Z°)° | ti = tiy1,5=1,...,8 — 1}.
We then define P, as follows
Ps = {ki,ti,i =1,...,s and (K;, ti)iz1,.. s € Ps}

representing all distinct individual elements extracted from each pair in P,. This construction ensures
that P, contains only unique values from both components of the pairs.
Let L£(Ps) be the set of sorted elements of Ps on the real line. We then define the set of intervals Z(P;)
as follows

I(Ps) = {[Ti, TH_ﬂ,Z' = 1, ey 8, T < Ti+1 and Tir Tit1 € ﬁ(PS) N PS}

which represents a set of intervals consisting of which endpoints are the consecutive elements of £(Ps).
An illustrative example for s = 4 of the sets Ps, L(Ps), and Z(Ps) is presented below (see Fig. 1).
Each point represents an element of P placed on the number line £(P;), and the intervals between
consecutive points illustrate the elements of Z(Ps).
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Kz Lh=kz=l3=la
[T1, T2] [T?:kh] [T3, Ta]
Ps)

ci{ps)
[Ts, Ts]

demonstrating their sequential relationships and distribution

Figure 1: An illustration example of the sets Ps, £(Ps), and Z(Ps) for s = 4. This shows how each element of P;
is positioned on the number line £(P,) and the intervals between consecutive points represent the elements of Z(Ps)

Thus, in view of this modeling and utilizing Lemma 1, we have

(H el f—LZ—]_) =1 (H QT ) s
i=1

a?mismipa]

length(¢
:1/ H Q()}Pi) 7Tf5

CEI(PS

where Qqn = APy, Qs
(fM)m(1),..., fHE)m(K

(4.22)
diag (f*(1),..., f*(K)) Py,
))" for some v; > 0 and where

and the column vector s
o([ri, Tig1]) =

Z [k5,t51D[mi,Tit1] I1<i<s ‘P(C)
j=1

Z]I[KMDC, ¢ € Z('Ps) and length (¢)
j=1
denotes the length of an element ¢ € Z(Ps)
o Case 2: Expression for E (HZ 16 f—i1 Hcmf—bz—1>
=3
Let H be defined as

H = {(/ﬁ;i, Li)iila---#l S (Z2>4 ‘ L1 =12, L3 =4 and L2 7é L3}
As previously, we define H as

H = {kitiyi=1,...,4 and (ki t;)i=1,..4 € H},
representing all distinct individual elements extracted from each pair in ‘H

Let £L(#H) be the set of sorted elements of H on the real line. Next, we form
JH) = A{lri,mia] i =1

4, 7 < Tig1, Ti, Tip1 € L(H) N},
a set of intervals consisting of consecutive points on this line, where each interval is formed between
consecutive entries in the representation L£(H)
also follows that

With this consideration and in view of Lemma 1

2 4
E (H C,Lgif_”_l HC,Lgif_Li_1> = ]_/
i=1 =3 ceJ

H Qlength(C)

length(¢yx)
a(©) Qr2Queicor T2
(HO\{¢«}

(4.23)
where (, represents the interval with the highest index of J(H)

and length () denotes the length of an element ¢ € J(H)

Q) = iy Do € € T(H)
14



Finally, the computations carried out in the above Cases 1 and 2 yield the existence of a family of sets
(Zi)1<i<3: (Jj)1<j<s such that I(mq,mz) in (4.16) can be expressed, in view of Equations (4.22) and
(4.23), as o

o0
length
I(my,mgy) = Z E(np) Z 1 H Qo) © s
k=—o0 11=0 CeTh
> length(¢ length(¢y)
’ ength( ength(Cx
+ oy 1 I1 Qawc) Qf Qo) Ty
11,i2=0 cen\{¢}
i1;£i2—m1
= length(¢ length((y) - length(¢) length(¢x)
/ ength( ength(Cx / engt ength(¢s)
- Z 1 H Qa‘P © Qf Qa«)(c* 2+ Z 1 H Qacp © Qf Qawc* T f2
i 7‘ :0 * i 7‘ :O *
ffﬁﬂz CeT\{¢+} ;11;2]3“2 CeTs\{¢x}
oo ) (o]
/ length(¢ / length(¢
| VI @™ | me ) < | 2oV T @™ | 7y
11=0 =I5 11=0 CeTs

where the sets are more precisely defined as

T, :=Z({(0,iy — 1), (kyix — 1), (—=mq,i1 — 1), (—ma + k,i; — 1)}),

Ji =T {(0,i1 — 1), (k,iy — 1), (=ma,ia —mq — 1), (—=ma + k,ia — my — 1)}),
Jo =T ({(0,i1 — 1), (k,ia + k — 1), (—=mq,i1 — 1), (—mg + k,is — 1)}),
Js:=J({(0,i1 = 1), (k,is + k — 1), (—=mq,ia + k — 1), (—ma + k,i1 — 1)}),

Ty :=Z({(0,i1 — 1), (—ma, i1 — 1)}),

Iy :=Z({(kyir +k—1),(—ma+ k,i1 + k—1)}).

Notice that, under Assumption (As), the respective spectral radii of the matrices @), for ¢ €
U?:1 Z; U J;, are strictly less than 1.
Note also that, in practice the infinite sums involved in I(my,mg) are truncated. O

5. Estimation of the asymptotic covariance matrix

This section aims to propose a consistent estimator for the variance-covariance matrix {2 obtained
in Theorem 3. It is about proposing a consistent estimator of the matrix I as well as the matrix J. For
the matrix J, a simple estimator in the context of our study is given by

Jp = Jrnn (), (5.1)

where 6, represents an estimator of 6y. However, estimating the matrix I turns out to be more
complex than estimating the matrix J. Various approaches can be considered for estimating I: a non-
parametric kernel estimation (see Andrews (1991) and Newey and West (1987) for general references)
as well as a spectral density-based estimation (see Berk (1974) and den Haan and Levin (1997) for
general references). In this paper, we focus on an estimator based on spectral density by interpreting
(2m) 71T as the spectral density of the stationary process (V; := Yi(6y) — E[Y;(0o)])iez evaluated at
frequency zero (see Brockwell and Davis (1991, p. 459)). A similar approach to estimate the matrix I
can be found in Boubacar Mainassara and Rabehasaina (2020, Theorem 3.10, p. 10). This technique
involves writing the matrix I as:

=)' Tue' ()7,
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when ()4)iez exhibits an AR(oc0) structure

( )yt =V — Zsozyt i = ug, with ‘10 =IN— Z‘Ple (52)

=1

where (u)iez € RY is a weak white noise with variance-covariance matrix ¥,,, L stands for the back-
shift operator, and Iy is the identity operator. Even though the sequence (X¢);=1,.. , is observable, );
is not observable because E[Y;(6p)] is unknown. An estimator )}, of ) is thus obtained by replacing
E[Y:(6p)] by its empirical estimator (¢, ...,¢n0) in the expression of ), so that

< ~ ~ /
yt:}/t_(cl,07-"7cN,0)7 tzla"‘7n'

We also define ¢, 1,..., ¢, as the coefficients of the regression of 3715 on {j}t,l, ey j}t,r}, Uyt as the
residual from this regression and X, as the covariance matrix of the residuals 1, ..., 4. Formally,
Y, obeys to the equation

PLYV =V = ridii = iy (5.3)

i=1

The asymptotic study of the estimator of I using the spectral density method is given in the following
theorem.

Theorem 4. Let the conditions of Theorem 3 be satisfied. Additionally, we assume that E|n;[8t% < oo
for some v > 0 and the process (Vi)icz, has an AR(c0) representation as specified in Equation (5.2).
Moreover, suppose that ||p;| = o(i™2) asi — oo, the roots of det(yp(z)) = 0, z € C, are outside the unit
disk and the matriz 3, is non-singular. Under these conditions, the spectral estimator of the matrixz 1

holds:

P = (1)1, ¢/ (1)
converges in probability to I = (1)1 8¢’ (1)~! when r = r(n) — oo and r = o(n'/3) as n — occ.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 9.4.
Consequently a weakly consistent estimator of € is

Q= M, LI ISP T MY
where M, := J'.J, with J, defined in Equation (5.1).
Let Qun = A”1 Pg’ Qfs = diag (fs(l), ce fS(K)) Pé and the column vector @ =
A~ /
(fs( yw(1), ..., f5(K)# (K)) for some v; > 0 and s € {2, 4} In the standard strong ARHMC case i.e

when the noise (7;)ez is independent (particularly when n; = BN (0,1)), in view of Section 4.3, we have
Qg = 1J ' g J,, ! M 1 where Ig is a consistent estimator of the matrix I¢ defined for a fixed integers
rry > O as:
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1

f5<m1, mQ Z 3 Z 1/ H Qf;(ggth(o ﬁ']@4

k=—ry | 41=0 CETy
T2
length(¢ length(¢,) | »
+ Z 1I H Q;;lgg) QfQQ;;(g(*) C TI'fQ
i1,12=0 CeTI\{C}
i1742—my
[ o
length(¢ length(¢y) | - length(¢ length(Cx) | -
2 v I QESOeeent ™ |wps 3 v I QEepeil | wp
i, NS =0 \CeR\¢}
ikt i1-h+ia
/ length(() N , length (¢ .
N Zl HQa}P(C) T | X Zl HQawo T p2
11=0 (el i1=0 (€T,

with for my,mo € {1,..., N} and where the sets Z;,7Z5,Z3, J1, J2 and J3 are defined in Section 4.3

6. Numerical illustrations

In this section, we investigate the finite sample properties of the asymptotic results that we intro-
duced in this work. For that sake we use Monte Carlo experiments. The numerical illustrations of this
section are made with the Python software.

We examine a specific case of the model presented in Equation (2.1) by choosing the number of regimes
K = 2, which significantly reduces the number of parameters of the model (2.1). In this two-regime
configuration, the total number of parameters K2 + K is then 6. Fig. 2 below illustrates the evolution
of the process (X;)iez under the influence of different types of noises (;)icz, particularly in the cases
of strong and weak white noises. To compare our results, we used the same initial parameter values
0o as the one used by Xie et al. (2008) who studied a generalized version of the model (2.1) under the
strong noise assumption. The linear innovation (m)tez is a function of a process (ut)iez, simulated

according to a standard normal distribution (u; = 2 N (0,1)). Table 1 summarizes the different noise
cases used in the study, detailing their mathematical expressions and providing brief descriptions of
their characteristics.
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Noise type Expression for 7 Description

Strong N = Uy Basic noise model, considering indepen-
dent and identically distributed random
variables.

Weak 1 N = Uplhp—1 Weak noise with a dependence on the pre-

vious observation u;_1.

Weak 2 N = u?ut,l Quadratic dependence on the current
value u; and linear dependence on the pre-
vious value u;_1.

Weak 3 me = ug (Jug_1] + 1) Another weak noise case with inverse scal-
ing by us—1 to reduce the impact of previ-
ous values.

GARCH = ht1 / 2ut, hy := wo + a077t2_1 + Boht—1 GARCH model incorporating volatility
dynamics with conditional heteroscedas-
ticity.

Table 1: Different cases of noise experimented in the study.

Also note that the noises defined by Weak 1, Weak 2 and Weak 3 are direct generalizations of the
weak white noises defined by Romano and Thombs (1996, Example 2.1 and 2.2). Consequently, it is
straightforward to verify that they meet the criteria for weak white noises. Contrary to Weak 1, Weak
3 and GARCH, the Weak 2 noise is not a martingale difference sequence for which the limit theory is
more classical.

We conducted simulations by generating R = 1,000 independent trajectories, for each of two series
of length n = {300; 2,000}, based on the model described in Equation (2.1). The simulations are carried
out to highlight the different types of noise defined in Table 1 in order to illustrate a range of scenarios.
For each experiment, R independent realizations were generated and we estimated the coefficient vector
0o := (11, 22, B11, P21, 711, ¥22) = (—0.4,0.3,0.3,0.2,1.0,0.5)". The parameter space © associated is
chosen to satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 3. The simulation procedure was as follows: starting with
0o, we simulated R trajectories based on a noise type given in Table 1. For each simulated trajectory,
we use the estimation function F¥'"(-) to generate an estimate of 6.

Tables 2 through 6 presented below summarize the statistical characteristics of the simulations
conducted using model (2.1) with the various noises types defined in the Table 1, thereby providing an
overview of the distribution of the estimator 6,. More precisely, for each element of 0,, they detail: the
mean, representing the average value observed throughout the simulations; the standard deviation (Std),
the minimum (Min) and maximum (Maz) values, highlighting the dataset’s range. Additionally, the
tables include the first (Q1) and third (Q3) quartiles, offering a deeper insight into the data distribution
by showing the values below which a certain percentage of the data falls. As expected, Tables 2 through
6 show that the bias and the RMSE decrease when the size of the sample increases.

Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 compare the distribution of the moments estimator in the strong and weak noises
cases. The distributions of ,811 and 522 are similar in three cases (Strong ARHMC, Weak 2 ARHMC and
GARCH ARHMC) and they are more accurate than in Weak 1 ARHMC case. Whereas the moments
estimator of &1, Ga2, 11 and 499 are more accurate in the strong case than in the Weak 1, Weak 2
and GARCH cases. This is in accordance with the results of Romano and Thombs (1996) who showed
that, with similar noises, the asymptotic covariance of the sample autocorrelations can be greater (for
Weak 1 or Weak 2 noises) or less (for Weak 3 noise) than 1 as well (1 is the asymptotic covariance for
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a strong noise).

Fig. 5 below compares the standard sandwich estimator (g = M; 1j,'1f5j,'LM; 1 and our general
estimator Q = M 1J/ ISP J! M- introduced in Section 5. For the calculation of 15 we used the
statsmodels function from the Python package VAR. The order r of the AR model is automatically
selected by AIC (Akaike Information Criterion).

In the strong case we know that the two estimators are consistent. As shown in the two top panels
of Fig. 5, the standard sandwich estimator Qg is more precise than Q in the strong case, where it
exhibits less bias and better accuracy. Whereas when examining the weak cases (Weak 1 and Weak 2),
Qg performs poorly. In contrast, the sandwich estimator 0 proves to be much more robust across in all
scenarios, although it may be slightly less precise in the strong case than QS, it remains consistent and
performs well in both weak cases (see the middle and bottom subfigures of Fig. 5). More precisely, it is
clear that in the weak cases n(f, — 6p)? is better estimated by diag({) (see the box-plots (a)-(f) of the
right center-bottom and the right-bottom panel of Fig. 5) than by diag(Qs) (see the box-plots (a)-(f)
of the left center-bottom and the left-bottom panel of Fig. 5). The failure of the standard estimator
of 2 in the weak ARHMC setting may have important consequences in terms of hypothesis testing for

instance.

Simulation of [X:) when f: = -1 Simulation of (X,) when 1, = L(|U,— ;| + 1)77
4
10
2
0.5
0 0o
05
-2
-1.0
-4 —_— X
-1.5 A
[i] 50 100 150 200 250 300 360 400 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 60 400
Time t Time t
Simulation of (X;) when Ny = izl and hy =105+ 2007, + Bofle—y Simulation of (X:) when s = 1
8
—x 3
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6
2
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1
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0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
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Figure 2: Simulation of length 400 of model (2.1) with 6y := (i1, 22, B11, B21,Y11,722)" = (—0.4,0.3,0.3,0.2,1.0,0.5)"
and (wo, ag, Bo) = (0.2,0.1,0.5).
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Qg1 Q22 B11 Ba1 Y11 Y22

0o -04 0.3 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.5
Min -1.4109 -0.28563 0.01091 0.01936 -0.53100 -0.08625
Q1 -0.48516 0.25538 0.25817 0.15796 0.95890 0.45766
Mean -0.39240 0.30055 0.30457 0.19217 0.98579 0.48383
Rmse 0.22969 0.09666 0.100314 0.05927 0.10078 0.06969
n = 300 Bias 0.00759 0.00055 0.00457 -0.00782 -0.01420 -0.01616
Q2 -0.39768 0.30294 0.29809 0.19146 0.99388 0.49004
Std 0.22968 0.09670 0.10026 0.05878 0.09982 0.06782
Q3 -0.30108 0.35261 0.33874 0.21860 1.02265 0.51514
Max 1.14141 0.60950 0.81411 0.49516 1.33618 1.10513
Min -1.48591 -0.00907 0.04130 0.00701 0.24168 0.12564
Q1 -0.43255 0.28103 0.28366 0.18570 0.98196 0.48412
Mean -0.39784 0.29772 0.29956 0.20298 0.99339 0.49566
Rmse 0.15457 0.05665 0.06168 0.04542 0.06052 0.04564
n = 2,000 Bias 0.00215 -0.00227 -0.00043 0.00298 -0.00660 -0.00433
Q2 -0.40017 0.29947 0.29912 0.19997 0.99916 0.49750
Std 0.15463 0.05663 0.06171 0.04535 0.06018 0.04546
Q3 -0.36289 0.31741 0.31488 0.21367 1.01299 0.51153
Max 0.69552 0.61279 0.73094 0.63367 1.39112 0.69572

Table 2: Summary statistics of parameters for model (2.1) with noise 7

sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.

u¢, based on 1000 replications for sequence

a1 Q22 B11 B21 Y11 Y22

0o -0.4 0.3 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.5
Min -1.62424 -0.28668 0.00115 0.00456 0.26374 -0.22960
Q1 -0.52372 0.20381 0.22390 0.12777 0.92073 0.42161
Mean -0.38442 0.27706 0.28836 0.18181 0.97581 0.45942
Rmse 0.29932 0.13104 0.11636 0.08371 0.11454 0.09859
n = 300 Bias 0.01558 -0.02293 -0.01163 -0.01818 -0.02418 -0.04057
Q2 -0.39040 0.28515 0.28478 0.18034 0.98602 0.47409
Std 0.29907 0.12908 0.11584 0.08176 0.11201 0.08990
Q3 -0.23993 0.35569 0.34196 0.22443 1.03396 0.51061
Max 1.07378 0.70402 0.89723 0.85197 1.60616 0.81016
Min -1.20361 -0.30287 0.00536 0.02943 0.55062 0.06970
Q1 -0.45436 0.26146 0.26839 0.17190 0.97583 0.47427
Mean -0.38610 0.29112 0.29021 0.19766 0.99631 0.49304
Rmse 0.15457 0.05665 0.06168 0.04542 0.06052 0.04564
n = 2,000 Bias 0.00215 -0.00227 -0.00043 0.00298 -0.00660 -0.00433
Q2 -0.40012 0.2968 0.29639 0.19558 0.9980 0.49692
Std 0.19234 0.07453 0.07750 0.05539 0.06850 0.05259
Q3 -0.33254 0.32352 0.31871 0.21692 1.01961 0.51592
Max 1.12381 0.59356 0.87746 0.83714 1.42285 0.66952

Table 3: Summary statistics of parameters for model (2.1) with noise 1: = utu:—1, based on 1000 replications for sequence

sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.



Qg1 Q22 B11 Bo1 Y11 Y22

0o -04 0.3 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.5
Min -1.9678 -0.43683 0.00045 0.00039 -0.06681 -0.22733
Q1 -0.54833 0.14011 0.15916 0.05114 0.722264 0.24915
Mean -0.27079 0.20452 0.27219 0.13215 0.85198 0.29883
Rmse 0.42777 0.15546 0.16409 0.14106 0.24889 0.22494
n = 300 Bias 0.12920 -0.09547 -0.02780 -0.06785 -0.14801 -0.20116
Q2 -0.25576 0.20369 0.25490 0.09102 0.87387 0.31681
Std 0.40800 0.12275 0.16180 0.12373 0.20019 0.10070
Q3 -0.03088 0.27088 0.35315 0.16551 0.98917 0.36757
Max 1.76732 0.68227 0.89650 0.91458 2.05482 0.61907
Min -2.45929 -0.29875 0.00417 0.00185 -0.12604 -0.33428
Q1 -0.52847 0.15590 0.15208 0.05051 0.75660 0.25282
Mean -0.30056 0.20639 0.25876 0.12658 0.87164 0.30351
Rmse 0.40494 0.13894 0.15527 0.14347 0.24629 0.22152
n = 2,000 Bias 0.09943 -0.09360 -0.04123 -0.07341 -0.12835 -0.19648
Q2 -0.26905 0.20141 0.24084 0.09055 0.88985 0.32210
Std 0.39274 0.10273 0.14977 0.12332 0.21031 0.10236
Q3 -0.06193 0.25227 0.34025 0.15130 1.00659 0.37440
Max 1.14336 0.80772 0.84607 0.89439 1.65371 0.60730

Table 4: Summary statistics of parameters for model (2.1) with noise 7; = us (jus_1| +1)™" , based on 1000 replications

for sequence sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.

Qg1 Q22 P11 Bo1 Y11 Y22

Oy -04 0.3 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.5
Min -1.51651 -0.52734 0.02252 0.01694 -0.67843 -0.18852
Q1 -0.62838 0.26199 0.22981 0.19064 0.95115 0.47577
Mean -0.39454 0.36688 0.33641 0.27990 1.03722 0.57338
Rmse 0.37315 0.22583 0.15232 0.14947 0.17451 0.17459
n = 300 Bias 0.00545 0.06688 0.03641 0.07990 0.03722 0.07338
Q2 -0.42387 0.38325 0.32349 0.26263 1.03171 0.56237
Std 0.37330 0.21581 0.14798 0.12638 0.17058 0.15850
Q3 -0.22073 0.50270 0.42388 0.35306 1.12341 0.66141
Max 1.31006 1.38173 0.94588 0.90364 1.94964 1.27796
Min -1.96784 -0.43683 0.00045 0.0003 -0.06681 -0.22733
Q1 -0.67414 0.25572 0.28388 0.27025 1.02601 0.58111
Mean -0.33839 0.40620 0.38929 0.36814 1.14900 0.73178
Rmse 0.45897 0.29333 0.18361 0.22587 0.27650 0.32975
n = 2,000 Bias 0.06160 0.10620 0.08929 0.16814 0.14900 0.23178
Q2 -0.44907 0.46629 0.37886 0.35567 1.14965 0.73647
Std 0.45504 0.27357 0.16052 0.15089 0.23304 0.23467
Q3 -0.05628 0.58892 0.48749 0.44952 1.28062 0.88501
Max 1.34049 1.14302 0.91743 0.98627 2.03401 1.54148

Table 5: Summary statistics of parameters for model (2.1) with noise 7, = ufu;—1, based on 1000 replications for sequence

sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.



n = 300

n = 2,000

to
Min
Q1
Mean
Rmse
Bias
Q2
Std

Q3
Max

Min
Q1
Mean
Rmse
Bias
Q2
Std

Q3
Max

Qg1 Q22 B11 B21 Y11 Y22
-0.4 0.3 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.5
-2.4364 -0.49696 0.00052 0.00149 -0.15889 -0.38022
-0.55356 0.16637 0.17976 0.06301 0.83500 0.32146

-0.35396 0.24289 0.27857 0.13906 0.92532

0.36926 0.14894 0.14436 0.12194 0.18385 0.17384
0.04603 -0.05710 -0.0214 -0.06093 -0.07467 -0.13079
-0.35941 0.24907 0.27072 0.11641 0.93218 0.38476
0.36656 0.13762 0.14283 0.10567 0.16809 0.11456
-0.16511 0.32332 0.36559 0.18516 1.02073 0.44270
1.27712 0.92749 0.78052 0.88233 2.17583 0.67173
-2.00079 -0.16932 0.00187 0.00112 0.23911 -0.12263
-0.51990 0.18937 0.19211 0.09294 0.87228 0.36941
-0.37027 0.24453 0.27217 0.14891 0.94797 0.41751
0.31198 0.10950 0.12014 0.09890 0.14060 0.12109
0.02972 -0.05546 -0.02782 -0.05108 -0.05203 -0.08248
-0.37526 0.24178 0.26365 0.13646 0.95252 0.42640
0.31071 0.09446 0.11694 0.08474 0.13068 0.08869
-0.21407 0.29864 0.33859 0.19526 1.03054 0.47740
1.77742 0.69406 0.88300 0.63743 1.51641 0.75889

Table 6: Summary statistics of parameters for model (2.1) with noise 7,

replications for sequence sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.
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Figure 3: Boxplots and distribution of errors 6,,(i) — 0o(7) for ¢ = 1,...,6, where the noise 7; is defined as u, usui—1,

u%utfl, and (wo + aon?_1 + Bohi—1 ut)l/z, respectively. The kernel density estimate is displayed in full line and the
centered Gaussian density with the same variance is plotted in dotted line.
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Figure 4: QQ-plots of errors 6, (i) — 0o(i) for i = 1,...,6, where the noise 7; is defined as wu, wus_1, uZu;_1, and

(wo + aoni_q + Bohi—1 ut)l/z, respectively.
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Figure 5: Comparison of standard and modified estimates of the asymptotic covariance matrix €2 of the moment estimator
on the simulated model presented in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 . Strong ARHMC corresponds to the model (2.1) with the noise
Strong, Weak 1 ARHMC corresponds to the model (2.1) with the noise Weak 1, and Weak 2 ARHMC corresponds to
the model (2.1) with the noise Weak 2. The red diamond symbols represent the mean over R = 1,000 replications of
standardized squared errors: n{a1 + 0.4}2 for (a), n{das — 0.3} for (b), n{B11 — 0.3}2 for (c), n{B22 — 0.3}2 for (d),
n{%11 — 1.0}* for (e), and n{H22 — 0.5} for (f).

7. Application to real data

In this section, we consider the hourly meteorological data from the Los Angeles region from Jan-
uary 1st to January 31, 2022, denoted by (H;)i=1,. 744. The data were obtained from the website
Open-Meteo.com. In this dataset, we are specifically interested in the variable wind-speed-100m, which
represents the wind speed at 100 meters above the ground, measured in km/h. Fig. 6 plots the hourly
wind speed at 100 meters and the differenced hourly wind speed between consecutive hours { Hy+1 — H; }
from January 1 to January 7, 2022. An initial analysis of the data shows a high variability in wind
speed, with periods of strong winds towards the end of the month and calmer winds at the begin-
ning. The maximum wind speed observed was 70.1 km/h, recorded on January 29, 2022, at 19:00,
while the minimum wind speed of 3.8 km/h was observed on January 10, 2022, at 04:00. We consider
(X¢)t=1,..743, the mean corrected series of the differenced series: H;y1 — H; to investigate the temporal
variations in wind speed.

To illustrate the process of identifying the number of regimes K in model (2.1), we estimated the
model parameters for K = 2, K = 3 and K = 4. The results of these estimations are presented in
Tables 7, 8 and 9, respectively. The objective of these simulations is to determine the most appropriate
number of regimes for accurately fitting the data.

By analyzing the results of Tables 7, 8 and 9, we observe that K = 3 is the most relevant num-
ber of regimes to fit the data (X;)i=1, 743. Indeed, for K = 2, K = 3 and K = 4, we respec-
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tively obtain (5117 ,822) = (0.816, 0.321), (511, Boa, ﬁgg) = (0.528, 0.427, 0.369), and (ﬁll, Bo9, B33, ﬁ44) =
(0.503,0.307,0.324,0.092). These results show that the fourth regime is less persistent than the first
three, suggesting that a four-regime model includes an unnecessary regime. Noting also that the fact
that, in certain regimes, the autoregressive parameters are in absolute value greater than 1 (i.e explosive)
such as the parameters doo = 1.534 for K = 2 and a33 = 1.013 for K = 3 does not contradict the station-
arity of the process {X;}1=1,. . 744. Indeed, the stationarity condition given in Equation (2.4) is satisfied
since, for K = 2, 711 log |&11| + T2 log |Gaa| = 0.787 x log | — 0.342| 4 0.212 x log |1.534| ~ —0.752 < 0
and for K = 3, 71 log |C3(11‘ + 7o log |d22| + 73 log |d33| = —0.275 x log | — 0.893| 4+ 0.325 x log | — 0.287| +
0.400 x log|1.013] = —0.4312 < 0. In other words, the presence of explosive regimes does not preclude
the strict stationarity of the process unlike standard autoregressive processes. The process remains
globally stationary as noted by Francq and Zakoian (2001, page 343).

To evaluate the significance of the autoregressive and those of the volatility parameters, their
p—values and their standard errors are presented in Table 11. In view of Table 11, it seems that
only the autoregressive coefficient of the second regime doo is statistically insignificant at the 5% sig-
nificance level. The other coefficients, namely &11, &3, Y11, Y22, and J33 are all significant at 5% level.
Then, in a second step, the reduced ARHMC(1) model was estimated with constraints on the autore-
gressive parameters with non-significant p—values in Table 11, namely, the coefficient of the regime 2
(g2 is setting to be zero). The moments estimator of the final model are presented in Table 12.

As above-mentioned, the process (X¢)¢=1,. 743 is globally stationary, although we observe an ex-
plosive regime 1 with autoregressive parameter d;. At the 5% significance level, the autoregressive
parameters &1 and dss, as well as the volatility parameters 411, Y22 and 433 are all significant (see Table
12). The fact that in regime 2, the autoregressive parameter ags is not significant can be explained
by the nature of the process in this regime: (X;);=1, .. 743 behaves like multiplicative noise without any
dependence on its past values. However, there is still some variability in this regime, as the absolute
value of 499 is 1.275. In contrast, the regimes 1 and 3 model calm and tumultuous periods of the
process, respectively. In these regimes, the process is explained by its historical values, unlike in regime
2. It is also noted that the estimated coefficient ng = 0.188 indicates that the process remains in
regime 2 for a short period, which can be seen as a brief phase where the wind blows relatively strongly,
before transitioning either to regime 1 with a probability Bo1 = 0.641 or to regime 3 with a probability
Bas = 0.170.

Wind Speed (X_t) from 01/01/2022 02:00 to 07/01/2022 24:00 Wind Speed Difference (X_{t+1} - X_t) from 01/01/2022 02:00 to 07/01/2022 24:00
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Figure 6: The figure presents two graphs representing wind data from January 1st to January 7, 2022. The left graph
shows the hourly wind speed at 100 meters above ground level {H;}, where higher values indicate stronger winds. The
right graph illustrates the difference in wind speed between consecutive hours {H;1 — H:}, displaying a succession of
tumultuous and calm periods. Large variations in this graph indicate periods of rapid wind speed changes (tumultuous),
while small variations represent stable, calm conditions.
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Parameter: a1l [e5)) P11 Ba1 B12 B22 Y11 Y22

Estimate: -0.342 1534 0.816 0.678 0.183 0.321 1.505 0.151

Table 7: Estimation of the parameters of model (2.1) based on (X¢)¢=1,...,743 with K = 2.

Parameter: 11 92 Q33 Bi1 Ba1 B31 B2 B2

Estimate: -0.893 -0.287 1.013 0.528 0.111 0.181  0.140 0.427

Parameter: (33 B3 Bas B33 i1 Y22 V33

Estimate: 0.449 0.331 0460 0.369 0.569 -1.911 -1.636

Table 8: Estimation of the parameters of model (2.1) based on (X¢)i=1,...,743 with K = 3.

-----

Parameter: a1 a2  aszs ous Pun P P Ba Pz P2 P32 Paz

Estimate: 0.775 -0.115 0.639 0.768 0.503 0.232 0.326 0.180 0.090 0.307 0.307 0.570

Parameter: (313 23 B33 Baz Bia Boa Bza Baa i1 Y22 33 Ym

Estimate: 0.133 0.336 0.324 0.157 0.180 0.570 0.157 0.092 -0.150 0.630 0.820 -1.464

Table 9: Estimation of the parameters of model (2.1) based on (X¢)¢=1,...,743 with K = 4.

,,,,,

Regimes K=2 K=3 K=4

Estimated stationary distributions T 0.787 0.275 0.277
7o 0.212 0.325 0.306
3 - 0.400 0.295
Ty — 0.122

Table 10: Stationary distributions for regimes K =2, K = 3 and K = 4.

Estimate: a1t G2 (33 Y1 o2 Y33
Standard error: 0.234 0.331 0.361 0.263 0.255 0.276
p-value: 0.0001 0.3851 0.0051 0.0307 0.0000 0.0000

Table 11: Summary of p-values and standard errors for the estimated autoregressive parameters &11, &a2, Gss and the
volatility parameters 911, J22, J33 given in Table 8. The p—values less than 5% are in bold.
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Parameter: 11 Q33 Bi1 Ba1 Ba1 Bi2 B22

Estimate: -1.337 0.800 0.474 0.641 0.066 0.438 0.188

Standard error: 0.2341 0.361 - - - - -

p-value: 0.000  0.026 - - - - -
Parameter: B32 Pis B3 B33 711 22 733
Estimate: 0.263 0.086 0.170 0.670 0.637 -1.275 -0.988
Standard error: - - - - 0.263 0.255  0.276
p-value: - - - - 0.015 0.004  0.000

Table 12: Re-estimation of the parameters of model (2.1) based on (X)i=1,...,7a3 with K = 3.

,,,,,

8. Conclusion

In this paper, we studied a first-order autoregressive model where the parameters depend on a
hidden Markov chain under the assumption that the noise is uncorrelated but not necessarily inde-
pendent. First, we estimate the model parameters using the method of moments and establish its
asymptotic properties which presented a significant challenge, given the limited literature on applying
this method to such models, in contrast to the more extensive work on maximum likelihood or least
squares approaches. We demonstrated the consistency and asymptotic normality of the moments esti-
mator, followed by the estimation of the asymptotic variance-covariance matrix under certain mixing
conditions applied to both the noise and the hidden Markov chain.

In comparison to the work of Boubacar Mainassara and Rabehasaina (2020), where the Markov
chain is observed, we obtain similar sandwich expression for the asymptotic variance-covariance matrix.
Furthermore, we conducted numerical simulations that perfectly illustrated our theoretical results,
particularly the asymptotic normality established in Theorem 3. We also applied our findings to real-
world data following an approach similar to that of Francq and Roussignol (1997) to determine the
optimal number of regimes, represented by the parameter K, in order to efficiently fit the data. Looking
forward, our next challenge will be to validate this type of model by developing a portmanteau statistical
test.

9. Proofs

9.1. Proof of Theorem 1

In order to proof Theorem 1, one needs the following lemma.

Lemma 1 (Francq and Gautier (2004a)). Let (A¢)iez be an irreducible, aperiodic, and stationary
Markov chain with state space in {1,--- | K}, transition probability (pi;)i j=1,.. K, and stationary distri-
bution 1 = {n(1),--- ,7(K)}. Then, for any k > 1 and functions f1,--- , fxr1 defined on {1,--- | K},
we have

k
E(f1(Ap-1) - fre(Atp) frr1(Dp—g—1)) = 1/ (H Qfe) T frin (9.1)
=1

where for 1 < <k, fi(i)pji is the (i,j)—th element of a square matriz Qy, of order K and 7y, =
{1 (Dm(L), ..., fopr (E)m (K} DO
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Using Assumption (As), Equation (2.3) and the fact that E(n;) = 0 for all ¢, we have for all k > 0,

ck0 = E(XpXo) = ({Z (H a(Ap—; ) Akn)nkn] i (hla(ﬁj)) f(Am)Um])

n=0 m=0 \ j=0
00 i—1 n—i—1
= ZE [Ta@r—f@r-im—i J] a(Ap)f(Anii)n-nti
n=0 =0 §=0
o0 n 1—1 n—i—1
= Zﬂ{i:HTn}E [Ta(aeprae) T] a(a (A n)
n=0 \ i=0 j=0 J=0
0o An_g n—ttn_1
ZE:O E l_[o (D) f(Ap_tgn) l_IO (A=) f(A_, ken) | Likineany
n= = J=

To obtain an explicit expression of cj o, we need to distinguish between the case when k is even and
the case when k is odd.

o Case 1 : k is even.

For even k (k = 2k, k1 € N), we have

00 nit+ki—1 ni—ki—1
ko= Y (E< T a(Bo—)f(A-n) ] G(Aj)f(An1+k1))>-

ni1=k1 7=0 7=0

Making the change of variable j := j — 2k1, we then obtain

00 ni—k1—1 ni—ki1—1
Cok0= Y (E( I e@pfde—n) J[ aa- ])f(An1+k1)))

ni1=ki j:—2k21 j:()
[e'e] —1 ni—k1—1
= Z E H a(A*J’) H a2(A J)f (A—nﬁ-lﬂ)
n1=k; j=—2k1 §=0

In view of Lemma 1 we get for even k that:

00 2ky ni—k;
Coty 0 = Z 1 (HQG H Qﬁ) =1 Z <Q2k1Qn1 k1)ﬂ_f2_

ni1=k1 =1 ni1=k1

¢ Case 2 : k is odd.

For odd k (k = 2k1 + 1, k1 € N), we have

[e'e) ni+k1 ni—ki1—1
C2k14+1,0 = Z E H a(A2k1+1—j)f(Ak1—n1) H Q(A ])f(A—’ru—Hﬂ)

n1=k1 7=0 7=0
00 ni—k1—1 ny—ki1—1

= > (E|l II a@-pr@n-m) I a@-p)fa-nm)
ni=ki j=—2k1—1 j=0
00 -1 ni—k1—1

- Z E H G(A_j) H a2<A—j)f2(Afn1+k1)
ni1=ki1 j=—2k1—1 7=0
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Using Lemma 1, we obtain for odd k that:

[e'e) 2k1+1 ni1—k1 [e'e)
onets= 3 (1@ T 00) e ) -7 3 (02102 #) e
=1 =1

ni=k1 n1=k1

For any k € N we draw the conclusion that:

Cko = 1/Q’;<IK — Qaz)_lﬂ'f2. (92)
The proof of Theorem 1 is then complete. O

9.2. Proof of Theorem 2

The proof of this theorem is a direct consequence of the implicit function theorem.
Consider the following differentiable function

O xRN - REHK
P .
{ (0,2) = Jgn(0) (z—TN(9)).

Differentiation with respect to 6 yields

ﬁ@(e, z) = %Jw(e)’ (2 = TN (9)) — Jyn (0) Ty (0),

which implies that

0

%‘I‘(GO&(])V) = —Jyn (60)' Jyn (00),

where ¢} = (E(XoXg))s—; n- Since by hypothesis: 7(6p) = K? + K, it follows that the matrix
Jyn (00)Jyn (o) is invertible. Thus by the implicit function theorem, there exists a neighborhood Vg,
of 6y in ©, a neighborhood VC(])V of cév in RN and a continuous function ¥ from Vcé\’ to Vp, such that

Ty (0(2)) (2 = ¥N(0)) =0 0 =109(2) V(6,2) € Vg, X Ve (9.3)
Next, we set 0, 1= 9(e)) where ¢ = (Ck,0)k=1,..N- By the ergodic theorem, ¢)’ converges a.s. to ¢l
as n — o0o. Thus by the continuity of the function ¥(-), we obtain

o = 9(e) 2 (c}) = by,

which proves the consistency of the estimator 6,,. Furthermore, the uniqueness of the solutions to (9.3)
in Vg, x VcéV implies the uniqueness of the existence of 6,,.

9.8. Proof of Theorem 3

In this subsection, we shall give the proof of the asymptotic distribution of 6,, based on the following
series of Lemmas. Lemma 2 provides Davydov’s inequality, a crucial result for analyzing strongly mixing
processes. Lemma 3 establishes the conditions under which the process (X¢)ez defined in (2.1) is not
only strictly stationary but also admits moments of sufficiently high order necessary for the proof of
asymptotic normality. Lemmas 4, 5 and 6 respectively confirm the finiteness of the moments of the
process (X¢)tez, the existence of the asymptotic variance matrix and the asymptotic distribution of the
random vector /nF"™(fp).
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Let us suppose that the conditions of Theorem 3 are satisfied. Since the functions ¢, 1 < k < N
are smooth functions over all 6 in O, it follows that

82]:N n( )
90(i)90(j)

sup sup
n €O

’<oo, for 1<i4,j<K?’+K.

In view of Theorem 2, we have almost surely that 0,, converges to 0y € o. By employing a standard
Taylor expansion around y and noting that FV"(6,,) = 0, we obtain

0= VnFN"(60) + VAV FN™(0%) (én - 90) , (9.4)

where the parameter 6 lies on the segment in RE*HE with endpoint 6, and 6. Proceeding with
another Taylor expansion, we also have
IVFNY™Or) = VFY"(Go)|| = [VEFN"(6) (6, — bo) |
< supsup |[VZFN"(0)]| 1|67 — 6] =2 0. (9.5)
n 0cO n—o0

Using the ergodic theorem once again, we easily observe that

0
VFY(bo) = 597uv(0) FN™(00) + Jyn (o) Jyn (o)
0=069
+> Jon (00) Ty (6g) := MY (6p). (9.6)
Along with Equations (9.4), (9.5) and (9.6), we obtain

),
0= VnFN"(60) + (VFN™(63) — VFN™(60) + VFN"™(60))v/n(6n — 60)
= VnFN"™(00) + VFN"(60)v/n(0n — b0) + op(1)
= VnFN"™(00) + (VFN™(60) — MM (60) + M (60))v/n(6n — 60) + 0p(1)
= VnFN"(00) + MY (00)v/n(6n — b0) + op(1). (9.7)

Consequently, under the hypothesis r(6g) = K2+ K, so that the matrix M™ () is invertible, it follows
from Equation (9.7) that:

Vvn (én - 90) = (MN(%))_1 VFN" (o)

The proof of Theorem 3 then directly follows from Lemma 5 and Lemma 6 below and by using Slutsky’s

Theorem, we obtain that \/n (én — 90) has a limiting normal distribution with mean 0 and covariance

matrix M~ YJ' TJML. m|

Lemma 2 (Davydov (1968)). Let X and Y be two random variables, and let o(X) and o(Y") be the
o-fields generated by X and Y respectively. Consider three strictly positive numbers p, q, and r such
that p~t +q¢ ' +r~1 = 1. Then,

| Cov(X,Y)| < Coll XY [lg {o (o(X), o(¥))}7,

where ||.||, denotes the LP-norm, Cy is a universal constant and o (0(X),0(Y)) denotes the strong
mixing coefficient between the o-fields o(X) and o(Y') generated by X and Y.

Lemma 3. Under Assumptions (A4) and (As), for v > 0 we have
8+4v

(|| rac <oy, (9.8)
where C is a positive universal constant and p is a constant in (0,1).
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Proof.
In view of Lemma 1 we obtain

i—1 i
i) H a8+4u(At_j) f8+4”(At—i> =1’ (H Qa8+4u> T f8+av,
j=0 =1
where Qgs+a = ASM"PG’0 and the column vector mps+an = (f5T4(1)m(1),.. ., f8+4V(K)7T(K)>/.

Let € > 0. Then on R¥ there exists an induced norm || - || such that HAg:‘lV Py lle < o+¢ where o
is the spectral radius of the matrix A§:4V Pe’o. Using this induced norm, we have

%
]_/ (H Qa8+4y> 7Tf8+4u
=1

Finally, under Assumptions (Agz) and (Ay4), taking e small enough, we can find a positive constant C'
and p € (0, 1) such that

<Nl AG Po llelimpssavle < (e + €)'l g

H a8+41/ f8+4V(At—i) < Cpi.

The conclusion follows from these arguments. O

Notation 1. In the remainder of this paper, to simplify the notation, we define for all (t,7) € Z x N.
(00, At D) = | ] alAiy) | F(A-). (9.9)

Lemma 4. Under the assumptions (Ag) and (A4), for v > 0 we have
1 Xoll 412, < 00 (9.10)

Proof.
Using the independence between the chain (A;)icz and the noise (1;)iez, there exists a positive
constant C' and p € (0,1) such that

oo o o0

||XOH4+21/ = Z (60, Ao, ..., A_i)m < Z (6o, Ao, - .- 7A—i)”4+21/ HTh‘”4+2u < (Z CPZ> H770H4+2u
i=0 4420 =0 =0

Hence, the proof is concluded based on Assumption (Ay). O

Lemma 5. Let Assumptions of the Theorem 3 be satisfied. Then the following convergence holds

V(6) := lim Var (\/EFN»"(QO)) e RVXN,

n—oo
Proof.
By the stationarity of the process (X;)ez, we have
N . Ign, 1 1 A
I (Bo) := Var (VAIFN"(85)) = n Cov (n S ;y) I LA !
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Next, we introduce the notation
cx(lyr) = Cov(Yi (1), Yi—k(r)) = Cov(Xe Xear, Xe—k Xt—kar),

where Y;(l) denotes the I-th element of Y; defined in (4.2) with I, =1,..., N.
In view of Equation (2.3), the coefficients (cx(l,7))rez can be rewritten as:

[coluNNe o BNe SN o]

cx(lir) = Z Z Z Z Cil,iQ,iS,M,k(l?r)

11=0122=013=0144=0

where the terms (, j,.is.4,,k(l,7) are defined as lengthy covariances and expectations involving the co-
efficients ¢(0y, Ay, ..., Ay—;) and the noise terms 7;,_;. More formally by using (Ag), we obtain

Girjinsigia k(L 7) = COV<C(90, Ay ooy Apmig )iy )00, Aty 5 Apgt—in)Miti—in )
(00, Ar—ks s Dpmg—ig)t—k—is (00, At—jor, -+, Atfk+r7i4)77tfk+r7i4>
= E[C(HD, Agy ooy Ay )e(Oo, Aggrs -+ Dygi—iy)
c(bo, Ap—g, - - - aAt—k—ig)c(90>At—k+r> s aAt—k+r—i4)]
X E (nt—il77t+l—i277t—k—i377t—k+r—i4) - E[C(QO, Ag, - 7At—i1)c(607 AVERISRE 7At+l—i2)}
X E[C(QO,At—k, oy Dygig) (0o, Apmgprs ,At—k+r—i4)}

X B (Me——igMe—ktr—iq) X B =iy Mti—i5)
:E [0(607 At7 Ty At—i1)c(907 At+la Ty At+l7i2)

C(GOa At—ka T, At—k—i3)6(907 At—k‘-}—’r‘a T, At—k+7’—i4):|

X CoV(Nt—iy Mei—in» Me—k—isMt—ktr—is)
+ Cov(c(bo, Aty -+, Ap—iy)e(Oo, Ay -+ Digi—iy),

(0o, Ap—ky, s Ayk—ig) (00, At—pgry s Dtppr—iy))
X B (M—iyMevi—in) E (Mt—k—isMe—krr—is) -

Then applying Lemma 3 and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
B(c(B0 Ars-++ A )elB0 Avity -+ A s,)

(00, Aptey o s Dppmiy) (005 gy - ,At—k—l—r—u))‘

< (E [e(00, Aty -+ Ar—iy )] E [e(00, Avgas -, Aryii)*])

X (E [0(90, JAVIEF I ,At_k_ig)ﬂ E [6(90, Ap gy 7At—k+r—i4)4])
< Cpi1+i2+i3+i4

[N

N

where C' is a positive constant and p € (0,1).

o Assuming k > 0.
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Applying the dominated convergence theorem, we can control |cg(l,7)| as follows

ek (1, )] = |Cov(Yi(D), Yi—p(r)]

=D > YD Grissiak(ls7)

11=0122=0123=0174=0
(o) (o) o0 o0

YYD Girimsimiak (L 7)]

11=012=0123=014=0

< up +us +us+ ug +us + vy +v2 + vs

where
[e.o] [e.o] [e.o]
uy : Z Z Z Z pr | Cov (i M1 i e k—igMe—krr—ia) |
1>k i2=03=0i4=0
o0 [e.e] o0
— +iztiz+i
Ug 1= Z Z Z Z A |COV(T—is Mttt —in s ki Mt —otr—ia) | 5
=0, > i3=01i4=0
o0 o0 [e.9]
ug = Z Z Z Zcp11+l2+23+l4 ‘COV(?]t i1 t+1—ios t—k—iz Tt —k+r— z4)|

11=012=0 3>k 14=0

o0
_ E E E +ig+i3+i
Ug ‘= Z CP“ s ‘COV Nt—iy Mt+1—io> Mt—k—is Mt—k+r— 14)‘7

11=01i2=01i3= Oz4>§

us 1= Z Z Z Z C 2t | Cov (i M1 i Me—kis Me—krr—ia) |

i1<Eip<Eiz<bis<t

= Z Z |COV HQ,At, : ,At—il)c(e(]aAt—la T 7At*’i1)’

Z1>§ i3=0

(907 At—k’, Ty At—k—ig)c(e()a At—k-‘rT‘a T At—k—i;a))’ )

Vg = Z Z |COV 607At7 : 7At—i1)c(607At717 e 7At—’i1>7

1=045> %
0(907 Atfk, R} Atfkf’ig)c(007 Atfk%*ra T At*k*i?,))’ )
U3 Z Z |COV HOaAta' )At—il)C(QOaAt—l)"' 7At—i1)a

i<kis<t
6(907 At—k, e 7At—k—i3)c(00a At—k-‘r?“a T >At—k:—i3))’ .

Moreover, employing the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again and using Assumption (A4), we obtain
|Cov(Nt—iy Met1—in s M—k—isM—ktr—ia) | < E|Nt—iy Mepi—inM—k—iaMe—ktr—ia| + ElMt—iy Mt 1—in [0 —k—is Mt r—ig
1 1 1 1
< (Elne—in]*)* (Blmei—inl*)* (Blme—t—is|*) * (Blne—rsr—isl®)*
1 1 1 1
+ Blne—in [*)2 (Blne11-i*) 2 + Eln—t—ig|*)2 (Blm—br—is]?)?
< Elm|* + (Elmel*)? < o0.

Hence, there exists a set of positive constants (C;)1<i<4 satisfying

k
2

u < Cip2, V1<i<d
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Under Assumption (Ay4) and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have E|nm.|?T¥ < oo for some
v > 0. Given that (2+v) '+ 2+ v) ' +v@2+v)" 1 =1, 0<iy,ig,43,i4 <k/2and 1 <I,7r < N,
by applying Lemma 2, we can find two positive constants Cf, Cs such that

Us = Z Z Z Z Cphriitisti |COV(Mt—iy Miti—ig, Me—k—ig M—btr—is) |

11<5 12<5 13<5 14<3

< Z Z Z Z Ctprtratistia (E|77t7i177t+l—i2|2+y) v (E|77t—k—z’377t—k:—l+r—i4|2+V) v

21§§ 12§§ Z3§§ 14§§
v

x (an(min{kz—i—u—él—r,k+i4—i2—r+l,/~c+i3—i1,k+i3—i2+l}))2+7"

< Cg,(an(Lk:/QJ —r))ﬁ”.

Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, there exists two positive constants C] and CY such that

vy = Z Z ‘COV (6(007 Atu e 7At—i1>c(007 At,l’ T 7At—i1)7

iy >k i3=0

6(007 Atfka Ty At7k7i3)0<007 At7k+7'7 Ty At7k7i3))|

< Z Z E|C(907 At7 Ty At_il)C(GQ, At—‘rlu o )At—k)—il)

i1>4 i3=0
6(905 At—k‘v Ty At,i:.))C(e(], At—k‘-}—’r‘a Tty At—k—’i3)|
+ E|C(907 At7 T 7At—i1)c(907 At-i—la T 7At—k—i1)|
X E|C(907 At—lm Ty At_i3)6(00, At—k+r> Ty At—k—i3)|
[e.e]
IR
ir1>% i3=0
< Clps. (9.11)
Similarly, following the reasoning for v; there exists a positive constant C% such that
V2 S C’épg
Notice that given the assumptions made on the Markov chain (Ay)sez, it follows from Bradley (2005,
Theorem 3.1 or Theorem 3.2) that the process (Ay)¢cz is strongly mixing and satisfies Y -, aa(h)Z <

00, for a certain v > 0 and where ap is defined as in Equation (2.2). Hence, using once again Lemma 2
and the fact that 0 <iy,i3 < k/2 and 1 <[,r < N, we also have

vsi= Y > |Cov (e(fo, A, Apiy)e(Bo, Ay, Ariy),
1<% i3<5

6(907 Atflﬁ T 7At7k7i3)c(007 At7k+7~, e 7At7k7i3))’

1
< <E lc(Oo, Ay -+ Ay—iy)e(Boy Ap—yg, - -+ 7At7i1)|2+y ) 2+v

1
(E |C(907 At—k7 T, At—k—ig)c(GO) At—k—‘rT) T At—k—i3)|2+ll ) o
( 2

aA(mhﬂk+%3—ihk+ﬁg—l—1D>2“

< Céaz*%” (min {k —1-1, Lk/ﬂ}) )
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where Cf% is a strictly positive constant.
In conclusion, considering all the preceding upper bounds, it follows that for k& > 0 there exists
three positive constants M7y, My, M3 such that

Sl )l < MY pf 4 Mp Y ad (/2] — 1)+ My S ad7 (min {k —1-1,[k/2]}) < oo.
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0

¢ The same bounds then clearly holds for k£ < 0:

0

Z lek(l,r)| < oo.

k=—00

Therefore we have
oo
Z lek(l,7)] < 0.
k=—o00

Then by applying the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

1 n—1 00
IN(69) = - > (n—[k]) Cov(¥, Vi) — > ler(lr)l.
k=—n+1 k=—o00
The proof is complete. g

Lemma 6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, the random vector /nFN"™(0y) has a limiting normal
dustribution with mean 0 and covariance matriz I.

Proof.

Using the definition of FV" given in Equation (3.5), the fact that Eg,(¢k0) = cko forall 1 <k < N
entails that Eg, (/nFN"(6y)) = 0. In other words, the statistic \/nF"(6p) is centered.
Let 1 < p < N. Applying the Cauchy’s product formula to two convergent series, we have

0 71—1 00 io—1
XXy = [ D0 | TT e@ei)fQei) L i | | D0 | TT @(Arspia) F(Dtipia) | Mepis
11=0 \J1=0 i2=0 \ j2=0
7 k—1 i—k—1
= a(Apyp—i) f(Dtip—k) I (2 f(Avirmi) | Mep—rnisn—i
k=0 \j=0 =0

i

M LM

~
Il
o

b

C(9O> Atera T At+p—k)c(007 Ay At—i+k)77t+p—k77t+k—i-

o

Let s be a positive integer. We introduce the following convenient notation

di, :=di(00) = (00, Ay, -+, AN¢_x), k>0 (9.12)
and
s i ,
Yis = (d?_ldiknt—kl—kntﬂ-k—i» e ad?_ngfknt—i-N—k"?t-i-k—i) ;
=0 k=0
o] 7 ,
Zrs= ) ) <d§f+1(eo)dg—knt+1fk77t+k7ia"' ad?rN(eo)dgfk(90)77t+N7k77t+k7i> ;
i=s+1 k=0
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so that Y; s + Z; s = Y; and where we recall that c(fp, A¢,...,Ar_g) is defined in Notation 1 (See
Equation (9.9)). We then have

n

VnFN"™(6o) = Z (Yi(6o) — B, (Yi(60)) Z (YVis — Egy (Yis)) Z (Zts — By (Z1s)) -

\/ﬁ f
The process (Y:,s)iez depends on 7, and Ay for k in finite set. Furthermore, as the processes (A¢)iez
and (1n)ez are strongly mixing, according to the assumption (Ay4), in view of Davidson (1994, Theorem
14.1 p. 210) it follows that the process (Y;,) is strongly mixing. In addition, it can be deduced from
Bradley (2005, Theorem 5.1) that the mixing coefficients (ay,s(h))nez of the process (Yis) satisfy
ay,s(h) < aay(max{0,h — s}) < aa(max{0,h — s+ 1}) + a,(max{0,h — s}). Applying the limit
central theorem for the process strongly mixing (see Ibragimov (1962, see Theorem 1.7, p. 367)), it
follows that

jﬁ S (Vs — Egy (Y1)
t=1

has a limiting normal N (0, I,) distribution with Iy := 3 72 Cov(YyY;_ps) — 1.

5§—00

To complete the proof, it will suffice to show that

1< Ly |
E ((ﬁ ;(Zt,s - Eeo(Zt,s)> (\/ﬁ ;(Zt,s - E90(Zt78)> )

converges uniformly to zero as outlined in Francq and ZakoTan (1998, Lemma 3) or in Boubacar Mai-
nassara and Rabehasaina (2020, Lemma A.3) and we will conclude thanks to a result given by Anderson
(1971, Corollary 7.7.1, p. 426).

Due stationarity of (X;)iez and using the fact that the process (Z; s — Eg,(Zy,s))tez is centered, for
all 1 <p < N it follows that

=~ > (n—|n]) Cov (Zes(p), Zen,s(p)

h=—n+1

> I (9.13)

h=—00

IN

where we define
csZ(h) = Cov(Zt,5, Zt—h,s)-

We prove in what follows that the series in (9.13) tends to zero as n — oo by bounding appropriately
Z
cZ(h).

o Case 1 : suppose that h >0 and |h/2]| > s

Then we can write

Zis(p) = Z(p)+ Z¥(p), p=1,....N

37



where

[R/2] iy

h t+p
Zts Z Z d; " (00)d ,1 31(00)nt+p—j177t+j1—i1
11=5+17j1=0

and

Zt (p) = Z Zdt+p 00)d;, i, (00)Mttp—ju M-ty —in -
i1=[h/2]+1 71=0

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the assumptions (Ag), (A4), Lemma 3 and thanks to the sta-
tionarity of (n¢)¢ez, for v > 0 we get

157 (60)di—; (00)nep— et s—illzw <N P (00) lavavlldi—; (00)|at2ul M p—slasawllmes—illara
< COp I3 420 (9.14)

where C'©) is a positive constant. Applying once again the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, using Lemma 2
and Equation (9.14), we have on the one hand

(h/2] i

|COV(Z1S}?;(p)7Zt—h5 NI < Z Z Z Z|COV ;" (6o)d 11 31(00)77t+p*j17]t+j1*i13

i1=s+1j1=012=s+1 jo=0

d; " (00) L, (00) 0 ttp— - ois)|
[h/Q] i1 0

Z Z Z Z Hdt—HD 11 J1(00)77t+p G1Mt+51— 21H2+u

11=0 j1=042=5+1 j2=0

x [ld5, " (B0)dl, ", (B0)M—htp—joTh—hto—in |20 X O‘Zt; ([/2])
(h/2]

ST e (aFT (/) + a7 ([h/2)))

11=5+1142=s+1
< CWp (a7 (11/2]) + X7 ([1/2))) (9.15)
On the other hand we have
|Cov(ZLS (D) Zi—ns ()| < BIZL (0) Zi—ns(p)| + EIZL (D) |EI Zi—ps(p)]

1
+ 3 1 +
< (BIZE0F) (B Zens(p))® +EIZL (0)|E1 Z s ()|
< @ /2 5. (9.16)

where CM, C®) C®) and O™ represent arbitrary positive constants.

o Case 2 : suppose that h >0 and |h/2] < s.
Then, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Lemma 3, it follows that there exists a positive
constant C®) such that

(Cov(Zs(p)s Zens@)] < (Bl Zes(®)2)? (Bl Zeono(p)|)? + E|Zos (0) B\ Zo—na(p)]
< 00O ps (9.17)
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Thus, by combining Equations (9.15), (9.16) and (9.17), we obtain

S IZ M) =D 1M Lpyg<s + D1 (W) Loy
h=0 h=0 h=0
2s+1 0o
<> mi+ Y 1)
h=0 h=2(s41)
< MO@s+2)p"+C* Y p* (af7 (10/2) + X7 ([h/2)))
h=2s+2

< MOs 420+ MOy Y (aﬁ([h/z])mquh/zj)) —— 0. (918)
h=2(s+2)

By a similar argument, one also shows that 22:

—0o0 S

|cZ(h)] — 0, so that
§—00

[e.9]

> )] —=0. (9.19)
h=—oc0

Therefore, from the combination of Equations (9.13), (9.18) and (9.19), we deduce that

S§—00

sup Var <\/15 ;(Zt,s(p) - Eeo(Zt,s(p)))> —0.

And the proof is complete using Anderson (1971, Corollary 7.7.1, p. 426). O

9.4. Proof of the convergence of the variance matriz estimator

We proceed to demonstrate the proof of Theorem 4 by employing a series of Lemmas.
We consider the regression of )y on the family {);—1,...,Y;—,} defined by

-
Vi = Z OriVe—i + Ut (9.20)
i=1
Denote
@ = (1, 0r) €RVN, @ = (r1,. - prp) € RN
V= Wiy Vi) eRY, V., =iy V) eRY,
We recall that 571& =Y — (¢10,--- ,éN70)’ and additionally, we maintain the convention J>t =Y, =0 for

t <0ort>n. We also denote Qr = (Pr1s.-., @ry). When the values of Vi,..., Y, are known, the
expressions for the least squares estimators of P, and X, := Var(u,;) are given by

i1 and % = 1 z”: (yt - QTXT,J (yt - grzmy’

t=1

where

o 1 R 1 n
Ey,zr == ﬁ Z ytz;,t and Ezr = E Z zr7tz;7t-
t=1
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Here, when the values of )1, ..., ), are unobserved, which is the case for us, the least squares estimators
for ¢ ~and X, are defined by

. o . B RN .o . ey
2, =%y B ad B =23 (%i-¢9,)(h-23,).
- t=1
where
~ 1 n A~ ~ 1 - . ~/
Ej;,ir = Zytlm and Zir = Zimlm
t=1 t=1
Let

. 1 & A 1 A~
Y.y, =EVY, Sy =ENY/, By =EY, V., Sy=—> WY andSy=—3 N
t=1 t=1

In what follows, we will adopt the multiplicative matrix norm given by

1Al = sup [|Az]| = p'/?(A'A),

[l=]I<1

where, here A := (a; ;) is a matrix of arbitrary dimensions, ||z|| denotes the Euclidean norm for vectors,
and p(-) represents the spectral radius. This particular norm is chosen because it satisfies the inequality

A2 <> a2, (9.21)
i’j

The choice of this norm is critical for proving the upcoming Lemmas.

Lemma 7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, we have

Xy

Proof.
We will initiate by demonstrating that sup, > [[Xy, || < oo. With the previous notations, we have

-1
)er

sy [ | [ 5]} <

r>1

VierViiy Ve Vg 0 Vi,

/ / /
vy, - ytf2-yt_1 ytf2-yt_2 - yt72.yt_7~ c RIVXIN
yt—ryt/_l yt—'ryt/_g e yt—ryt/_r
Hence, by stationarity we obtain
EXT = [E (yt*uyg—l))}u,v:L...,r = [E (yoy’lli—v)]u,vzl,...,r = [C(u B U)]u,v:L---ﬂ"

where C(k) = E(QpY;,) € RV*N |k € Z. Subsequently, we introduce the spectral density of the
stationary process ();)iez defined by

oo

1 .
= — C(k)e™* v weR.
2m

k=—00

fw)

Consider p(EzT) as the spectral radius of the matrix Xy, which corresponds to the eigenvector () :=

!/ /
(’YY) o ,%(T) ) € R™N. Here, each 7](-” belongs to RN for j =1,...,r, and ||,Yj(r)|‘ =1.
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We have on one hand

/ /
Y8y A =4 p(8y 19 = p(Sy )V = p(Sy,) = [y I, (9.22)

and on the other hand using the inversion formula,

T

/ /
Y8y A =" A Cim = n)y)

T

m,n=1
" /
ey
m,n=1 [—m,m]
" /
z/[ | > A Flw)e Iy ) dw

:/[ | (Z ,%gr) zwn) (Z AL zwm)

—TT \n=1

:/[ | (Z A7) "’m> flw) (Z %(,:)eiwm> dw. (9.23)
T m=1

Let w € R. Consider the bilinear mapping, F : (X,Y) € CN x CV — F(X,Y) = X'f(w)Y. Given
(C(k))kez is symmetric with respect to zero and Hermitian, it follows that f(w) is also Hermitian,
and consequently, its eigenvalues are real. Therefore, there exists a diagonal matrix D,, containing the
eigenvalues of f(w) and a unitary matrix U, such that f(w) = U,D,U., .

Moreover, since U is unitary, we also have for all X € CV,

X' f(w)X = X' (UDT0) X = (U,X) Dy (U0X) < sup | F@)1X P (9.24)
Furthermore,
! ,,,7

i 7") twm (r) Jiwn _i NO) iw(m—mn)
27 J(_pml (Z’Y ) (;% 2 )dw “or )i (n;;vm Tn '€ )dw

— Z Z ~Lr / eiw(mfn)dw

m=1n=1 [—m,m]
D IR
m=1n=1
= [y, (9.25)

By combining Equations (9.22), (9.23), (9.24), and (9.25), along with the fact that the series f(-) is
convergent, we arrive at

Xy || < 2msup || f(w)]| < cc.
weR

Knowing that the eigenvalues of X, are the inverses of the eigenvalues of ¥y, , it follows that p( )
is equal to the inverse of the smallest eigenvalue of ¥y, which is non-zero by hypothesis. Following the
same reasoning, we also show that

I :
sup ||y, ] < o0

Furthermore, by noting that |Zyy || < HELH H (see in Francq et al. (2003), p. 23, for more details),
allows us to conclude the proof. O
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Lemma 8. We assume that the condition E|n:|3™ < oo holds and that Assumption (A4) is satisfied
for some v > 0. Then, there exists a positive constant C' such that

sup Y |Cov (V1 (m1)V1ys(ma), Vern(m1)Vigern(ma))| < C,

s,l,eeN h=—o0

where my,mg € {1,..., N} and Y;(k) denotes the k-th element of the vector V.

Proof.
Consider the parameters h € Z and my,mg € {1,..., N}. We have
o0 o0 3
> [Cov (Vi(m1)Vrys(ma), Vern(m)Vigern(ma))| < > |wj(s, b, e,ma, my)
h=—00 h=—o00 j=1

where

wi (s, h, €, e,mi,ma) := + Cov(X1X14my Xi+sX1tstmas XethXothtmy X1+s+hX1tethtms)

— E(X1ternXitethtmn) Cov(Xa Xipmy X145 X14stma XernXethtmy)

- E(X€+hXe+h+m1 )COV(X1X1+m1 X145 X14s+ma> X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)7
wa(s, h,le,mi,mo) = — E(X14+5X145+my)Cov(X1 X1 4my s Xetn Xothtmy X1+s+hX1+s+htms)

+ E(X145 X14s4m2 ) E(X 1 ern Xipetntms ) Cov( X1 X pmy, Xewn X him,)

+ E(X 145 X14s4mo ) E(X e Xoghtom, ) Cov(X1 Xigmy , Xi4s4h Xitsthims);
ws (s, h, l,e,mi,ma) = — E(X1X14m,)Cov(Xi14sXitstmys XethXethtmy X1+ethX1tethtms)

+ E(X1 X140 )E(X 14 e4n X1t et hams ) COV(X 1 s X stmy y Xewn Xeghim, )

+ E(X1 X14m0 )E(Xern Xt hymy ) Cov( X145 X1 +s4+ms» X1ternXitethtms)-

In what follows, we will focus on bounding w1 (s, h, ¢, e, m1, msy). Similarly, wa(s, h, ¥, e, mi, ms) and
ws(s, h, ¢, e,mi, ma) can be bounded in the same manner. Let us put
Cs,h,@,e

2 (my, ma) = Cov(d

1 j14+m1 jl+s jl4+s+mo
i1, 418 1 dia di4

i1 Wi M—i1M+mq—ig M +s—izT+s+ma—ia>

l+h j0+h+m1 jl+e+h jl+e+h+m
dis dz‘ﬁ 1di7 dis 277€+h—i5nf-l—h-‘rm—ie771+e+h—i7n1+e+h+m2—i8)

= E(d} dbrm gltsghtstme glth githtma glteth glihtetms)
1Yo i3 14 is5 i6 i is
X COV(ML—iy Mt —in s Mot stma—ia s Merh—is N+ hobmy —i Mot h—iz T +-e4-hyma—is)
1 j14m1 jl+s jl4+s+mo  #+h #+h+m1 jl+e+h jl+e+h+mo
+ Cov(d;,d;; "™ d;.;7d;, ydi ity )

X E(nl—il M+m—ig M +s—is 771+s+m2—i4)E(77€+h*2'5 Ne+h+mq—igTN+e+h—izT1l+e+h+ma—is )7
(9.26)

where we recall that d := c¢(6p, Ay, ..., A¢_g), for all k,i € Z with (0o, Ay,...,Ar_) defined in
Notation 1 (See Equation (9.9)).

Considering Equations (2.3), (9.12) and (9.26) we have
Cs,h,é,e

Cov(X1X11m, X145 X14stmas Xeh Xethtm XitethXitethtms) = Z i i (M1, m2) (0o).

0<iy, - ,ig<oo

In the remainder of this proof, we set ef-f?t’m@ = Np—iy Netm—iy for all t, 41,92, m € Z.
Using Lemma 3 and applying Hélder’s inequality, there exists a positive constant K and p € (0, 1)
such that

1 41+ 145 jl+4s+ +h l+h+ 14+e+h jl+h+tet 8
E(d} djf™dy o d) et dl it gtethl thbetmey | < g pd i i (9.27)
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and by stationarity

max{ ‘E(e(?) €2 )

i1,1,m1,i2 “i3,14+5,m2,iq

(e (2) (2) )

15,€+h mi,ig 1,7,1+e+h ma,ig

} < Elnol*. < oo. (9.28)

In view of Equations (9.27) and (9.28), there exists a positive constant C' such that

| COV(Xl X1+m1 X1+SX1+s+m2 ) X£+hX€+h+m1 X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2 ) |

< Z szzﬂi’“ Cov (6(2) ((2) 2 ¢ )

i1,1,m1,i2 “i3,14+s,m2,i4’ “i5,l+h,m1,i¢ 27,1+e+h mo,ig
0<i1,+ ;18 <00

+ C|Covlal dimatisal =+ afthdl e abyerh gl et ms) (9.29)

We will now bound the two terms in Equation (9.29).
o Assuming h > 0, let us define mg := my V mo.
Firstly, we have

9
Y ¢ ‘Cov dj i AT g g tethgirerhtme | < 0N Py (s, b, £ e, ma, my),

0<iy,+ ,ig<oo P
where
1 gl+my gls gl4s+ O+h gl+h+my gl+e+h jl+et+h+
vl(s h, E € m17m2 Z Z ‘COV(dhdi2 m1di3+sdi4 s m27di;‘ di@ mldi:-e—I— d'ig e m2) 7
i1>|h/2] 0<ig,...,ig<oo
1 gltma glds gltstma  gl+h glthtmy glteth gltethtm
(S h E €m17m2 Z Z )Cov(dildiZ 1di3 Sdi4 z’dis di6 1di7 ‘ dis 2) )

i9>|h/2] 0<i1,i3,...,ig <00

v3(s, b, €, e,my,mg) = ) ‘cov(d}1 dimdy el et g hd e g teth gl rerhams)

)

M

i3> | h/2] 0<i1,42,i4,...,i8 <00

} : ‘Cov( dil1 dil;rml gt gitstme df+h JiHh+m d21+e+h dlrethima)

(]

U4(81h>€7 emlamQ) = )

ig>|h/2] 0<iy,i2,43,15,...,i8 <00

. 1 414+mq 41 1+s+m l+h +h+m1 31 h jl4e+h+m.
vs(s,h 6 e,my,ma) = Y 3 ‘Cov(dild. tgltsqlistme qlthglthbm glteth ] )]
i5>|h/2] 0<i1,...,04,%6,i7,i8 <00
. 1 71+ 1 145+ 0+h +h+ 1 h jl4+-e+h+
vo(s, b €, e,my,ma) = Y Y ‘Cov(dild- gl gltstma gthglthbm glbethglethims)|
i6> /2] 0<in,....i5,i7,ig <00
1 jl+m1 j14+s jl+s+mao #+h f+h+mi jl+e+h jl+et+h+ma
vr(s byl eomy,mg) == Y > |Covlal ittt ditalt i el )|,
i7>|h/2] 0<iy,...,26,i8 <00
1 jl+m1 j14+s jl+s+mao #+h #+h+m1 jl+e+h jl+et+h+ma
vs(s, b Cesmyma) = >0 T |Cov(dhdl M dL e dal e e ) ),
ig>|h/2] 0<iy,...,ir<oo
o 1 j14m1 jl+s jl4+s+m l+h +h+m1 j1+e+h jl4+e+h+m
vo(s,h, b e,ma,mg) == Y Cov(d} dj™ dired}stms dithgithtmgitethl 2)].

0<i1,.yig<| /2]

Using an argument similar to that in Equation (9.11), there exists a family of positive constants
(Ci)1<i<s such that

sup Zvi(s, h,l,e,my, mg) < Z:Ciph/2 < 00. (9.30)
s,0,eeN h—0 h—0
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To bound the term vy (s, h, £, e, m1, mg), we will apply the inequality from Davydov (1968), as presented
in Lemma 2. Additionally, we introduce the positive constants Ky and Cj, which both represent the
universal constant specified in Lemma 2, respectively.

o Let us suppose |h/2] > s+ my.
We have, using the Lemma 2,

|h/2]
1 j14+m1 jl+s jl4+s+ma #+h #+h+m1 jl+e+h jl4+e+h+mo
Z > |Covtaldimatral e afhdlm ale ) )
[h/2]=s+mg i1, ,ig=0
[h/2]
1 14+m1 j1+s jl4+s+ma l+h #+h+m1 j14+e+h jl4+e+h+mo
<O S S e e gl et

Lh/2]=s4+mg %1, ;18=0

X 04?” (min{¢,1+ e} + h —mg — s — max{is, ir} — 1)

Lh/2] o0
< Z pZi:l ik Z 2*” ([h/2] + min{l,1+e} —mog—s—1) |. (9.31)
i1, ,18=0 Lh/2J=S+mo

To deal with the terms obtained for |h/2] < s+ mg, we can write the following decomposition by
applying the equality Cov(UV,WZ) = Cov(UW,VZ)+E(UW)E(VZ)-E(UV)E(W Z) for real random
variables U, V, W and Z so that

Cov(dl d1+m1 d1+sd1+s+m2 d€+hd€+h+m1 d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2)

11 712 7 s

— — Cov (dl di+m d1+5d1+5+m2> Cov (df+hdf+h+m1 d1+€+hd1+e+h+m2)

11 Vg » Yig Yy

1 j14+m1  jl4s jl4+s+mse 0+h #+h+mq 1+e+h jl4+e+h+mso
— Cov (dhdlf ™, dir it ) B (dhdi ) E (dlf e, )

— Cov d€+hd€+h+m1 d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2) <d1 d1+m1) E (d1+sd1+s+mz)

Y 11 712
? s i

11 12 » My

+ Cov (d1+mld1+m1 d£+hd£+h+m1) Cov (d1+5d1+5+m2 dl+e+hd1+e+h+m2>

1 Cov (d gitm d1+s+hd1+s+h+m2> E (d1+sd1+s+m2> E (d¢+hdi§6+h+m1)

+ COV(dl dl-‘rml df—l—hdf-‘rh-‘rﬂn d1+sd1+s+m2 d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2) (932)

11 1 ? 73

Noting that in the previous decomposition of Equation (9.32), we also assume that e > ¢ and e > s.
The others case can be handled in a similar manner. In what follows, we will bound each term in
Equation (9.32) by applying the inequality from Davydov (1968), as stated in Lemma 2.

By Lemma 2,note that for |h/2| <14 e — ¢ —m; we have

‘Cov (de+hde+h+m1 7 dzl;i-e+hd1+e+h+m2> ’ <Gy ||d1+hd1z+h+m1 . Hdl-‘,—e—i—hdl-‘re—I—h—f—mQ [

va*”{1+e—€—i7—m1}, (9.33)
and for [h/2] > 1+e—{—my,

‘C ov ( d£+h d€+h+m1 7 dll:reJrh d1+e+h+m2>

_ 1+e+h jl+e+h+mo  0+h #+h+my
—‘Cov<d - dhdl )‘

< C HdZ-&-hd€+h+m1 HQ V”dl-&—e—&-hd1+e+h+m2 H2+V

X aZJ’” {{—1—e—i5—ma}. (9.34)
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Thus, from Equations (9.33), (9.34) and the fact that 0 <is5,i7 < |h/2], it follows

‘COV (df+hd€+h+m1 7 dll:re+hdl+e+h+m2)

0+h #+h h 31 h
< 20| AL g (AL

+o

><ozZ+U{min{€—e—1—m071+€_€_m0}_ Lh/21}-

(9.35)
Using Lemma 2, Equation (9.35) and the fact that aa(k) = 1/4 for k < 0, we obtain:

¢ First term in Equation (9.32)

stmo—1 |h/2]

Z Z ‘COV (dzll dzl;—ml ’ d11;-8d1+8+m2) Cov <d€+hdf+h+m17 dzl;i—e-&-hdl-f—e-‘rh-i-mz)
|h/2)=0 i1, ,ig=0

s+mo—1  |h/2]

<208 >0 Y {Idhal M e Al fa R s — my — g}
[h/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0

{Hdl—i-hdé—i-h—i—nu ” Hdl—i—e—l—hd1+e+h+m2” +V}a?{min{£ —e—1—mg,14+e—0— mo} _ Lh/QJ}
00 . s+mo—1 v
<202C Z k=1 Z aX {min{l —e—1—-mo,1+e—L€—mo}— [h/2]}
i1, ig=0 Lh/2]=

(9.36)

¢ Second term in Equation (9.32)

s+mo—1 [h/2]

1 jl4+ma l4s gl+s+ma +h j+h+ma 14+e+h jl+et+h+ma
S |Cov(ahdimabrdltre ) B (a ) B (detal )
|h/2]=0 i1, ig=0

stmo—1 [h/2]

1 j14+m 1+s jl4+s+m {+h+m
<03 ST (e ] ] e e, )
|h/2]=0 i1, ig=0
X aZJ”’ {s —my — i3}
o] N ‘ s+mop—1
SCC | > peer > 2*”{s—mg—Lh/2J} . (9.37)
i1, ,i8=0 |h/2]=0

¢ Third term in Equation (9.32)

stmo—1  [h/2]

Z Z ‘Cov <d€+hd€+h+m1 , dll7+e+hd1+e+h+m2) <d111 d212+m1> E (d};sdl}jermz)
|h/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0

s+mo—1 [h/2]

< 200 Z Z { ”df:hdf:h+m1 H2+V Hd};&-e-i-hdzls—&-e-i-h—i-mQ H2+V Hd111 H4 d1+m1 Hdl-‘rs H4 d%-&-s-ﬁ-mz \ }
|h/2)=0 i1, ig=0
X aZ*”{min{Z— e—1—mgp,14+e—¥¢—mo}—|h/2]}
[e'e) s ' s+mo—1 v
<2CC Z k=1 Z aX{min{f —e—1-mp,1+e—L€—mo}— |h/2]}
i1, ,i8=0 lh/2]=0

(9.38)
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¢ Fourth term in Equation (9.32)

s+mo—1 [h/2]
Z Z ‘Cov (dll1 i, df:hd€+h+m1) Cov <d1+sd1+s+m2’ dzl;i—e+hd1+e+h+m2> ’
|h/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0

s+mo—1 Lh/2]
S0k Yl A o LR (€ i — 1}
Lh/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0

{Hd1+sd1+s+m2H u‘|d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2H 9ty } 2+u{e s+h—i7—m2}

00 s+mo—1
<cie| Y 2 ik Z 2+V{Lh/2j + 4 —mgy— 1}a2+v {e — s+ |h/2] —mo}
i1, ,ig=0 Lh/2]=
00 s+mo—1 v
<cio| Yo pEean S aX{e—s+[h/2) —mo—1}]. (9.39)
i1, ,i8=0 |h/2]=0

o Fifth term in Equation (9.32)

s+mo—1 [h/2]
Z Z ‘COV <d111 dzlerl ’ d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2> E (d1+sdl+s+m2> E (dlf+hdlf+h+m1> ‘
2 7 13 14 15 16
|h/2)=0 i1, ig=0

s+mo 1 [h/2]
Z Co Z {”d}l d212—|—m1 B +VHd1+e+hd1+e+h+m2 Hd1+sH4 ‘ ) ‘ H4 ‘ ) }
|h/2]= i1, ,ig=0
X aZ*”{e+h —my —i7}
0 s+mo—1 y
<Go| Y pXian ST ax{e+h/2) —mo} | . (9.40)
ity ig=0 |h/2)=0

o To control the sixth term, we distinguish between the subcases |3h/2| < s—/{—my
and [3h/2] > s—{—m;.

o First subcase: |3h/2| <s—{—m;.

We have
s+mo—1 Lh/ZJ
Z ’COV dzll d212-|—m1 dﬁ—i—hde-f—h-‘rml’dzlg-i-sdl-‘rs-i-mgd1+6+hd1+e+h+m2)
|h/2]=0 i1, ,i8=0
0<[3h/2]<s—f—my
s+mo—1 Lh/2]
1 71+ l+h +h+ 1 145+ 1 h jl4+e+h+
<c Y S [l dlim gttt gL gLietma et gltetmay

|h/2]=0 i1, ,i8=0

0<|3h/2]<s—f—my

xai*"{s—f—h—ml—ig—}—l}

00 s—0—m1 v
<Gl Y prE > i {s—L—mo—3h/2]}|. (9.41)
i1, ,28=0 |3h/2]=0

46



o Second subcase: |3h/2| > s —{—m;.

In this second subcase, we use a decomposition similar to Equation (9.32) to interchange the terms

A and dite.

(j()\l ((igl(Z2;Fﬂ11(l€4fh(i£4fhrFTn1 ’(lggkscil4fs4fﬂ12(i14fs4fh(i14fs4fh4fn12)

11 712 ? e

— Cov (dl Jirm d1z+hd1+s Jith+m d1+s+m2 d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2>

dlll dll;_m1 dHh’ dzlf:rs) Cov <d£+h+ml , d114+8+m2 d1+€+hd1+e+h+m2>

+ Cov(
1 g1+ l+h 41 l+h+ 1+s+ 1 h jl+e+h+
+ Cov dll dZQ mld s ’dz?j—s) E (dl ml) E (di4 ’ m2di et dz ‘ mz)

<d1+s+m2 dl-i-e—i—hdl-}—e-‘rh-‘y—’n’bz7 df:—h-‘rrru) E (dzll dll;rml df—i—h) E (d;l-i-s)

dL gitm duh de+h+m1) Cov (d”s Jitstme d1+e+h d1+e+h+m2>

11 719 ? e 1y

dl—f—s7 dzl4+s+m2 d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2> E (dzll d212+m1 dﬁ—i—h) E (df:h+m1)

11 12 ? g

— Cov (d}, di ™, i) B (df) B (d et medirethal e ) (9.42)

We focus on deriving an upper bound for the first term in Equation (9.42), as the remaining terms can
be bounded similarly. To simplify the application of Lemma 2, we define the following set:

W(h) = {(ig,i4,i7) S {0,... , UL/QJ}S : L3h/2J >s—f— my,

E+h<min{1+s—|—m2—m1—i4,1+s—i3},
L+mp <1l4e—ir,

0< [h/2] Ss~|—mo—1}.

The conditions in W(h) ensure proper indices for identifying the o-algebra generated when applying
Lemma 2. Alternatively, selecting appropriate indices (choosing the largest from the past and the small-
est from the future) suffices to apply Davydov’s inequality without requiring additional decomposition.
Using Lemma 2 we therefore have

Lh/2)
Z Z ‘COV (dl drmdithalte d€+h+m1d1+5+m2d1+e+hd1+e+h+m2>’

11 12 ? 6
(i3,34,i7)EW(h) i1, ,i8=0

Lh/2]

DD U

1 jl4+mq1 j0+h j1+s l+h+my jl+s+ma jl+s+h j1+s+h+ma
dl dirm il dlrhtm ghtstma gltsth gl

11 12
(i3,14,i7)EW(h) i1, ,ig=0 24v -
X a?» { —s+|h/2] +my}
SGO| 3L et S Al (- s+mi+ k2] . (9.43)

i1, ,ig=0 (i37i47i7)EW(h)
Finally, we find that inequalities (9.31) through (9.43) are bounded by a constant independent of s and
¢ under Assumption (A4), which proves that

o
sup ng(s, h,€,e,m1,ma) < oo. (9.44)
s,l,eeN h—0
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Consequently, in light of Equations (9.30) and (9.44), we have

[e.o] o0
1 j14+mq j14s jl4+s+m {+h #+h+m1 j1+e+h jl4+e+h+m.
sup Y ‘Cov(dildiz rdptsdrtetm qithi i gltethg ) 2)| < o0, (9.45)

s,0,eeN h=0 i1, ig=0

9
E K pk=1k ; el _— € A <KEu-(sh€em ms)
P i1,1,m1,i2 ~i3,14+8,m2,i4’ “i5,0+h,m1,ic i7,14+e+h,mo,ig = G\9y by &5 €5 7701, TTL2
0<i1,... i <00 j=1

Secondly, we also have
Cov (6(2) 2 2 (2) )

where

u1(87h7 £7 67m17m2) = Z Z pzizl Zk

i1>|h/2] 0<ig, - ig<oo

u2(87h7 67 67m17m2) = Z Z pzzzl i

iy>|h/2] 0<i1 i3, is<oo

Z pZizl i

i3> h/2] 0<i1,i2,44, ,ig <00

U4(S,h,£,€,m1,m2) = Z Z pzizl ik

i4>|h/2] 0<i1,i2,i3,i5, - ig <00

)

Cov (€2, 1, (2 ) )

i1,1,m1,i2 "i3,148,ma,i4 “i5,l+h,my ig i7,1+e+h,ma,is

i1,1,m1,42 “i3,148,m2,i4 “i5,l+h,m1,ie i7,14+e+h,ma,ig | |’

Cov (€2, 1, 2 ) )

V

Cov (€2, 2 (2 @) )

t1,1,mu,i2 "i3,148,ma,i4? “is,l+h,ma,ie i7,1+e+h,mao,is

(]

U3(8, h,£7 e,my, ’I’TLQ) =

)

)

Cov (), (2 (2 )

i1,1,m1,i2 "13,14+s,m2,i4° “i5,0+h,m1,ie i7,1+e+h,mo,ig

o 2 : } : S ik (2 (2) 2 (2)
U5(3, h‘? g? €,mu, m2) T p k=1 Cov 6i1,1,m1,’ig 6i3,1+s,m2,i47 6i5,5+h,m1,i6 6i7,1+6+h,m2,’ig ’
i5>|h/2] 0<i1, i4,86,07,08 <00
= E E St ik (2) (2) (2) (2)
UG(S, h? E? €,mu, m2) T p =1 COV Eil,l,ml,ig €i3,1+s,m2,i47 6i5,Z+h,m1,i6 62‘7,1+e+h,m2,ig ?

ig>|h/2] 0<i1, ,is,i7,i8 <00

u7(87h) 67 67m17m2) = Z Z pzzzl ik

i7>|h/2] 0<iy, i6,i8 <00

)

Cov (€2, 1, 2 (@ )

i1,1,m1 02 “13,148,m2,i4 “i5 l+h,m1,i6 i7,14+e+h,ma,ig

o S8 ik (2) (2) (2) (2
ug(s, b, l,e,m1,my) := § : § : p=r=1% 1Cov €1, 1,maio Cig,145,ma,is0 Cis 0+hyma g Cin,1+e+hymais | | 2
ig>|h/2] 0<iy, ir<oo
- ¥ S50 (2) (2) (2) (@)
u9(87 h‘? g’ €, mu, m2) T p ! Cov Eil,l,ml,ig €i3,1+8,mz,i4’ 6i5,€+h,m1,i6 6i7,1+6+h,ﬂ’12,i8 :

0<iy,,ig<|h/2]

Using an argument similar to that in Equation (9.11), there also exists a family of positive constants
(Di)1<i<s such that

Dip? <oV 1<i<8. (9.46)

M8

Sup § ui(sa h7£7 €, m17m2) <
s,8,eeN h—=0

>
Il

0

We now focus on the term ug(s, h, ¢, e, mi, my). Assume |h/2| > s+ mg. By applying Lemma 2, we
have

o0 Lh/2]

>y gt

Lh/2]=s4+mqg %1, ;18=0

Cov (2 ) 2 ©) )]

. . € . ) . €. .
i1,1,m1,%2 “13,14+s,m2,i4° “i5 l+h,m1,ie i7,1+e+h,ma,ig

0 Lh/2]
8 j P . .
<Ko Y. > pEe Sy, a8 {h— s —ma — 5 + ia}
Lh/2|=s+mg i1, ,ig=0
> 8 . i _v_
<Ko Yo =i | ST Il 08 {Lh/2] — s — mo}. (9.47)
i1, ,i8=0 Lh/2]=s4+mo
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As in (9.32), to handle the case |h/2]| < s+ mg, with e > max{s, ¢}, we write

Cov (€2, 2 o) o) )

€i1,1,m1 02 €i3,14s,ma.is0 Cis f4+hma ig Cir,14-e4-h,ma,is

= Cov (2, e 2) ©) )

€: ) . € .
11,1,mu,i2 “i5,l+h,ma,ie? Ti3,148,m2,i4 i7,1+e+h,ma,ig

+E { 51?17m1,12€§52,)e+h miis } E {6(2) , 6(2) }

13,14+5,m2,i4 “i7,14+e+h,ma,ig

(2) (2) (2) (2)
—E {6i1717m11i2 6i311+5»m27i4} E {6i5,f+h,m1,i66i7,1+e+h,m2,ig} . (948)

Using Lemma 2 once again, and the fact that (1;);ez is weak white noise, we obtain

o First term in Equation (9.48)

stmo—1 /2]

> S pXieie |Cov <e(2> @ (2) (2) )\

i1,1,m1 i 61’5 L+h,mi ig? 67,’3,1-‘,-5,7712 )4 6i7,1—|—e—‘,—h,m2 ,18
[h/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0
|h/2]<s—f—m1

s+mo—1 Lh/2]

8 .
< Ko Z Z ka:”k ||77t‘|§+4y 2+V{1+S—€ h —mq —13—{—16}
[h/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0
I_h/QJ Ss—f—ml

s+mo—1

< Ko Z pimi | S S 0 {1+ s — (3h/2] — € —my)

,18=0 |h/2]=0
lh/2]<s—f—my

s—f—m1

< Ko Z P | S, |30 0l {s — [3h/2) — £~ mi}

i1, ,i8=0 Lh/2]=0

(9.49)

© Second term in Equation (9.48)

s+mo—1 [h/2]

D pz“zkE{U 2 }

€i1,1,m1 iz €is L+h,ma ig
[h/2]=0 i1, ,is=0

s+mo—1 |h/2] s
=53 o (i o) +E (o) 2 (Leanme) |

11,1,m1,i2 i5,0+h,m1 ig
[h/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0
S—I—mo 1 [h/2]

<> > pri- 12’“{K0H77t\|4+2u 7+ {€+h—mi—is+iz—1}

Lh/2j =0 i1, ig=0

+ K§lInell3, 2+V{1 +m1 —i2 + 11}0477“ {m1 +i¢ — %5}}

00 s+mi—1
8 .
<| X o { > Kollmlaof ™ {1a/2] —mi — 1)

i1, ,ig=0 Lh/2]=0

Bl 07 fma — /2] Y0 {my Lh/QJ}}- (9.50)
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¢ Third term in Equation (9.48)

s+mo—1  [h/2]

8 2) (2
Z Z ka_NkE {Eil717m1,i2€i3,1+s,m27i4}

Lh/2]=0 i1, ,ig=0

et P s ) @) ©) @
= Z Z ka:I tk {COV <€i1,1,m1,i27 €i3,1+s,m2,i4) + E <6i1,1,m1,i2> E ( ’Lg,l+s m2,14> }

|h/2]=0 i1, is=0
s+mo—1 [h/2]

8 .
<> > pzk—”k{KonniHV F (1 4 5 — max{is,my — is}}

|h/2]=0 i1, is=0

K202 iy — iy + i 12 {mg — i w}}

00 s+mop—1
8 .
<| > pxen { > Kolmlia 77 (s —mo — [h/2]}

i1, ,88=0 lh/2]=0

IRl 07 fma — (1/2]}0] " {ma — Lh/2J}}- (9.51)

Ultimately, we conclude that the inequalities (9.47), (9.50), and (9.51) are also bounded by a constant
independent of s, e, and ¢. Similarly to the sixth term of (9.32), we also bound (9.49) by a constant
independent of s, e, and ¢. Furthermore, using a decomposition similar to (9.48), we also show that

s+mo—1 Lh/2]

Z Z pZizl ik

Lh/2]=0 i1, ,i8=0
lh/2]>s—0—m1+1

Cov (€, 1,62 i) (2 )

i1,1,m1,22 “i5,0+h,m1,ig’ 3,14+5,m2,ia 17,1+e+h ma,ig

is bounded by a constant independent of s,e and ¢. Consequently, we conclude that

o0

sup Zug(s, h,l,e,mi, ma) < o0. (9.52)
s,l,eeN h—0

Thus, by combining Equations (9.46) and (9.52), we arrive at

8L (2) (2) (2) (2)
sup Z Z ka_llk Cov (6i1,1,m17i2 Ei3,1+s,m2,i4’ 6i5,£+h,m1,i6€i7,l+6+h7m27i8)‘ < oo. (9'53)
s,0,eeN h=01i ig=0
1,70 ,18=
Finally, in view of Equations (9.45) and (9.53), we reach the conclusion that

oo

EUPNZ ’COV(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m27XZ+hXE+h+m1X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2) < 00. (9-54)
s,t,ec h=0

Furthermore, by applying Holder inequality once again, it follows from Lemma 4 that

9
|E (XigernXiterntmo)| SN Xiqernlls 1 X1qetrmslls < [ Xoll5 < oo,

and

IE(XornXesnam)| < N Xernllo 1 Xeshtmy s < 1 Xol13 < oo
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By analogous arguments used to obtain Equation (9.54), we can readily demonstrate that

0
sup Z ‘COV(X1X1+m1X1+s+m27X€+hX€+h+m1) < 00,
£,seN h—=0

and

(o)
SU%Z |Cov (X1 X14my X145 X1+s4+mas XitethXitethims)| < 00. (9.55)
e,sc h=—0

Consequently we have

o
?leZ ‘E(Xl+e+th+e+h+m2)COV(XlXH-ml X1+S+m27 X€+hX€+h+m1)‘ < o0, (9'56)
s,t,ec h=0
and
o0
3upNZ |E(X e+ Xethtmy ) Cov(X1Xi4my X145 Xit+stmas XiternXitethims)| < 00 (9.57)
s,t,ec h=0

Ultimately, by combining Equations (9.54), (9.56) and (9.57), we draw the conclusion that

o0

sup Z |wi(s, h,?,e,mi,ma)| < oo. (9.58)
s,l,eeN h—0

Proceeding similarly as in Equation (9.58), we also show that

[ 00
sup Z‘w2(87h7€767m17m2)‘ < o0, and sup Z|w3(87h7€7 e,ml,m2)| < 0.
s,l,eeN h—0 s,l,eeN h=0

The same bounds clearly hold for A < 0. Thus, we have demonstrated that

sup Y [Cov (Vi(m1)Vis(ma), Vesn(mi)Vigern(ma))| < oo.

s,0,eeN he — o0
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 9. We assume that the condition E|n,|374 < oo holds and that Assumption (Ay) is satisfied
for some v > 0. Then for any integer s, there exists a positive constant C' independent of n such that

Z ‘Cov (JAJl(ml))}1+s(m2),3>1+h(m1)3>1+s+h(m2)>‘ <C,

h=—00

where my, ma € {1,...,N} and JA)t(k) denotes the k-th element of the vector Y;. We also recall that
Vi(m) =0 for allm e {1,...,N} whent >n ort <0.

Proof.
The proof of this lemma will closely follow the approach of Lemma 8.
Let h € Z and 1 < mqy,my < N. We have

n—s—1

> ’COV (?1(m1))71+s(m2),3>1+h(m1)3>1+s+h(m2))‘ <
h

h=—0o0

4
Z 95(8, hym1,m2)Ljg<s<pn_1]
=0 j=1
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with

91(s, hyma,ma) :=Cov(X1 X1 4my X145 X1+s+mas X14hX11htmy X14s+h X14s+htms)
— Cov(X1X14m; X145 X14s+mas Cmy 0X1+5+hX1+s+h+ms)
— Cov(X1 X1 4m X145 X14s4mas Cmg,0 X140 X1 1htmy)
+ COV(X1X1+m1 X1+SX1+S+WL27 Cmy, OCm2 0)
92(s, b, m1,ma) := — Cov(Cmy,0 X1 X14m1 s X14h X1 thtms X1thtms X14s+h X1 sthtms)
+ Cov(Cmy,0X1 X 14m1 > Em1 0K 14+54+h X1 4s+h+ms)
+ COV( 0X1X1+m1 ) Cm2,0X1+hX1+h+m1)
— COV( 0X1X1+m1 y éml,Oémg,O),
93(8, h,m1,ma) 1= — Cov(Cmy 0X1+5X14s+mas X1+hX1+htmy X1+s+hX14s+h+ms)
+ Cov(ép,
(¢

+ Cov Cmyq, 0X1+5X14s4my, € Cma, 0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

10X 145X 1+ s4mas Cmo,0X1+hX1+htm, )

— Cov(Cmy 0 X 145X 14+54+ma> Cmi1,0Cms,0)5

9a(8, b, m1,ma) :==Cov(Cmy,06ms,0, X148 X1+htmy X1+s5+hX14s+htms)
- COV(éml,Oémz,Oa ém1,OAle—i—s—i—h)(l—i—s—l—h—‘,—mg)
— Cov(Emy,06ms,0, Cmo, 0 X140 X 14+htmy )

+ COV(émhoémQ,o, éml,Uém%O),

where we recall that é&,.0 = (n — k)1 S22F X, X, 4, for all k € N*.
Based on Equation (9.56) of Lemma 8, there exists a positive constant C' independent of ¢ and s
such that

(e e

D 1COV(X Xy X5 X1 g tmas Xeph Xephym X145t X1 s thm,)| < C. (9.59)

h=—o0
Thanks to Equation (9.59), we easily obtain that

n—s—1

E | Cov (Xl X14my X145 X1+s+ma» Cmy ,0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2 ) |
h=0
[e.@]

‘COV (X1X1+m1 X1+5X1+s+m2 ) ém170X1+S+hX1+S+h+m2)‘

0 n—mi
< {(n - ml)il Z ’COV (X1X1+m1 X145 X1+s+mas Xt+hXt+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)‘ }
t=1

n—mai o
= (n—my)~" {Z |Cov (X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+mzaXt+hXt+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)\} <C,
=1 Uh=0

(9.60)

Similarly, there exist positive constants, each denoted by C and independent of n, such that

n—s—1

D |Cov(X1 X gy X1 X1 s tmas €m0 X108 X1 4ham, )| < C.
h=0

Let us now focus on the fourth term of g4(s, h,m1,m2), namely Cov(ém, 0€ms.0, Emy,06mse.0), Which
represents the most challenging term to bound.
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By the stationarity of (X;)cz, we have

| COV(éml ,Oém2 ,09 éml ,UémQ 70) ’

n n
< n74 Z Z Cov (Xi1Xi1+m1Xi2Xi2+m27Xi3Xi3+M1Xi4Xi4+MQ)

i1,02=113,i4=1
n—1 n—hiAhs

—4
=n Z |Cov (Xi2+h1Xi2+h1+m1Xi2Xi2+m2vXi4+h2Xi4+h2+m1 Xy Xigtms)|
hi,ha=1 i9,i4=1

n—1 n—hiAho—1

_ n—nhi Ahy— |k
<t Y > L0 2 M o (12 () Vi (). Vi) Vi (o))
hi,ho=1 k=—n+hiAho+1

n—1 00
Sn_g Z {Z |Cov(Y1+h1(m1)Y1(m2),Y1+h2_k(m1)Y1_k(m2))|}, (9‘61)

hihe=1 k=—oo

where we recall that for all ¢t € Z, Y;(m) := Xy X4, for a given m € {1,...,N}.
Using Lemma 8, we deduce that there exists a positive constant K, independent of n, h; and hg
such that

> 1Cov (Yign, (m1)Yi(ma), Yipn,—k(m1)Yi-r(ma))| < K. (9.62)

k=—o00
Thus, from Equations (9.61) and (9.62), it follows that

n—s—1

D 1CoV(Emy 06ms,0 Emy 06msa0)| < (n— 5)(n —1)*n72K = O(1). (9.63)
h=0

By reasoning similarly to Equation (9.60) or Equation (9.63), the remaining terms involving g and g3
can easily be bounded by a constant independent of n and s. Consequently, we arrive at

o
Z ’gi(37h7m17m2)’<0, V1§Z§4,

h=—o0

where C is an arbitrary constant independent of n.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 10. We assume that the condition E|n|3T < oo holds and that Assumption (Ay) is satisfied
for some v > 0. Then for any integer s, there exists a positive constant C' such that

Z ‘Cov (yl(ml)y1+s(m2),3>1+h(m1)3>1+s+h(m2))’ <C,
h=—o00

where my,my € {1,..., N} and Y;(k) denotes the k-th element of the vector Y, with Y,(m) = 0 for all
m € {1,..., N} whenevert >mn ort <0.

Proof.
This proof follows a similar approach to that of Lemmas 8 and 9. It involves expanding the
covariance and appropriately bounding each term, as previously established and it is omitted. O

Lemma 11. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, the terms \/?HZA)L -3y |, VrIEy = 2y and
VTl[Eyy —Xyy | tend towards 0 in probability as n — oo when r = o(n'/?).
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Proof.

To demonstrate this lemma, we will focus solely on the proof of one term, while the other terms
can be demonstrated similarly.
Using Markov inequality, we have

~ 1 ~
Ve>0, P (\/77||er ~ Sy || > 6) < 5E (ruz% - zwﬁ) . (9.64)

Let 1 < my,mge < N and 1 < ri,79 < r. The element of the {riN + m1} th-row and {raN + m;}
th-column of (ilr - EZJ is of the form n~! Yoy Vier (M) Viery (m2) — E (Vieyy (M) Viery (M2)).

Define X;(r1,72, m1,ma) := YVi—p, (m1)Vi—ry(m2). Using Equation (9.21), Lemma 8 and the sta-
tionarity of (V;)iez, it follows that

. N r . 2
E (r||ZXT - EXTHZ) <Y Y E <r ((er - Ezr) (r N +mq,raN + mg)) >

mi,mo=171,r9=1

N r n 2
> > %E r<z (Very (M1)Vipy (o) — <ym(m1)ym(m2>>>
m1,ma=171,r9=1 t=1

N T

Z Z r Var (

mi,mg=1ry,ro=1

IN

IN

Z (Vieri (m1) Vi rz(mQ))>

t=1

S|

IN

N r n—1
T
>y o > (n = [k))Cov(Xy(r1,ra,m1,ma), Xk (r1, 72, M1, M)

ml,mg—l r1,72=1 k=—n+1

Z Z Z Cov (X (71,12, M1, m2), Xi—j (11,72, M1, M2))

mi,mo=171,r9=1 k—foo

< C12N2T3 r = o(nl/3) 0

IN

n n—oo
(9.65)
where Cq2 is here a positive constant independent of r1, 79, m1, me, 7, and n.
Consequently using Equations (9.64) and (9.65), when r = o(nl/ 3), we finally obtain that
1y, — Ey || = op(1). (9.66)
Similarly, when r = o(n'/3), we also prove that
Vrl[Sy = Syl = op(1) and Vrl|Sy 5 — By || = op(1).
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 12. Let f]y be the matriz obtained by replacing Vi with Y, in 23}. Under the assumptions
of Theorem 4, the terms \/FHfly =2y |, \/ﬂ]ﬁ)y — Xyl and \/ﬂ\f)yy — Xy || tend towards 0 in

probability as n — co when r = o(n'/3).

Proof.
Let = r(n) be such that 7 = o(n'/3). Applying the Markov inequality once again, we have

Ve 0, B(VilSy ~Syll>e) < E%IE (rIE5 — Sy, 17).
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Let 1 <mj,mo < N and 1 < rq,ry < r. The component of ZA])} — XA]IT located in the {ri N + mq}-th

row and {roN + mg}-th column is of the form n =" 7 Vi yy (m1)Viery (M2) = Viery (1) Viery (2).
Letting 2, = Z(r1,r2, m1,ma,n) := Vip, (Mm1)Viery(ma) — Viep, (m1)Vi—r, (m2) and using once
again the norm defined in Equation (9.21), we have

N

T n 2
E(llig—iyﬁ)s > > E(n? (Za)
t=1

m1,ma=17ry,ro=1
N T n
< > <(E(ZI))2 +n"2Var (Z zt)) : (9.67)
mi,mo=1r1,r2=1 t=1

Let us consider 1 < m < N and t € Z. In view of Lemma 4, using the Minkowski inequality and the
stationarity of the process (X;)icz, we have

n—m

(n — m)fl Z XtXt+m
t=1

< 2[|Xo2 < 0. (9.68)
2

1Ve(m)ll2 = 1 XeXem — Emolly < 1 XeXesmlly +

Furthermore, due to stationarity, we also have

1Y(m) |3 = Var(Xi Xim) = Cov(Xy Xem, Xi Xitm) < | Xellf+ 1X2]5 = [ Xoll§ + | Xoll3 < oo
(9.69)

Note also that the sequence (émo — Cm,o0)nen belongs to L2 Moreover, by noting that
lim,, 0o Var(y/nEFN") is an element of RV*Y (see Lemma 5), it follows that the m-th diagonal element
E(n|émo — cmo|?) converges as n tends to infinity. In other words, there exists a positive constant
C(m) depending on m such that

C(m)

||ém70 - cm70H2 n:’oo \/ﬁ .

(9.70)

In view of Equations (9.68), (9.69) and (9.70), using the Cauchy Schwarz’s inequality we obtain that

E(Z)| = [B (Do (m1)Prra(m2) = Vi, (1) Vi (m2) )|
= [B{ (Pers(m1) = Vi (m1) ) Dicrama) + (Pira(ma) = Vi (ma) ) Vi (mn) §|
< [Penm) = Vs (ma) | [Prcrama) || + [ Drerama) = Vicra(mo)|| 1V ()l

= femi0 = emolly [Vimra(ma) | + Iema0 = emaolly [Ver, (m1)1l,

C
(m1, ms) 7 (9.71)
vn
where C'(m1,m2) is a positive constant depending only on m; and ms.
Additionally, owing to the stationarity property of the sequence (X;)icz, we obtain that
n n—1
Var (Z Zt> = Y (n—|k))Cov(Zy, Zi_). (9.72)
t=1 k=—n+1
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Using Equations (9.67), (9.71) and (9.72), Lemmas 8, 9 and 10 we ultimately arrive at

N T n—1
E(rniir_iﬂ?)g > % r((E(Zl))2+n_2 3 (n—|k|)Cov(Zt,Zt_k)>

mi1,mo=17r1,ro=1 k=—n+1

N T ) n—1 ’I’L—|k’|
< > N rlEE))+ D ——Cov(Z1, Z1k)

mi,mo=17r1,ro=1 k=—n+1

N T 00
< Z Z r((E(Zl))Z—i—n_l Z COV(Zt,Ztk))

mi1,mo=17r1,ro=1 k=—0o0

r = o(nt/3
< N%3 ((E (21))2 + n—lclg) r=oy,

n—oo

where Ci3 is a strictly positive constant and independent of r1,r2, m1, ma,r, and n.
When 7 = o(n'/3) we thus have

VrlSy =By [l = op(1). (9.73)

Finally, noting that

2&— Eyr = <XA]2T — XAJXT> + (XAJZT — Eyr) ,
it follows from Equations (9.66) and (9.73) that when r = o(n'/3)
VAISy, — Ty Il = o (D).

The remaining results are similarly obtained, there by concluding the proof. O

Lemma 13. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, we have

\/;

25! - 25 =)
as n — oo when r = o(n'/3) and r — occ.

Proof.

The proof is analogous to that given in Francq et al. (2003, Lemma A.6, p. 27) (see also
Boubacar Mainassara et al. (2012, Lemma 6 of the supplementary material)) and it is omitted.
O

Lemma 14. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, we have

r = o(nl/s)

n—oo

Vrller ¢l

Proof.
Recall that, in view of Equations (5.2) and (9.20), for ¢ € Z we have

Y T ==Y, +ur, (9.74)

(o)
where uy, 1= g ©iVi—i + uy.
i=r+1
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Considering the orthogonality between w,; and ), it follows from Equation (9.74) that
or—p, = —E@,Y, )5y =55 55! (9.75)

where 23, =E(u Tt)/ .)
Furthermore thanks to Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain on the one hand

(5 )
i=r+1

< i sl HE(MJI;,OH

1=r+1

<3 vl [EG--r2)|. (9.76)
=1

*
=3,

o0

> Gl (V)

i=r+1

Using Equation (9.21) we obtain on the other hand

HE(yt—i—rz;,t)Hz <Y E{Dmien Ve < Y Y Vi (m) 13 1Ve—i(ma) |3 < Crar N,
k=1

1<mi,m2<N k=1

(9.77)
In view of Equations (9.76), (9.77) and using the fact that ||¢;|| = o(i2) we arrive at
-2 o (sl ==
Vrles—¢ |l Z o(i+7)7%)Ciy TN <il>1113 2y, —0
where C14 is a positive constant that is independent of n and r.
Hence, the proof is concluded. O

Lemma 15. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, we have

= op(1)

as n — oo when r = o(n'/3).

Proof.

Taking into account the orthogonality condition between u,.; and ), , in the regression of ); on the
family (Vi—i)1<i<r (see Equation (9.20)), it follows that

E(ytyr,t) = ETE(Xntyr,t)'
In other words, we consider the previously introduced notations

Er = Zy’zrzii and @ Eyy Eyl.

o7



Consequently, by employing on the one hand the triangle inequality, and on the other hand Lemmas 7,
12 and 13, when n — oo and r = o(n'/?) we have

A _ - S—1 —1 -1 -1
Vr Hf,n —¢ || =Vr <2y,zr Yyy + 2)&%) Eir Yyy (Eyr EZ + 23}) H
:\/; (Zj)vir — ZyQT) Zij + Zy,zr <Z§j — Z§i> '
<[5y, - 2w | (sup [£51]) + (sup [ ) v 57 - 552 | = oet
vr VoY, — 7’211) Y, 7’211) — vr Y, Y, p(1)
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 4.

Given the expressions for I and 197, proving Theorem 4 essentially involves demonstrating that
(1) converges in probability to ¢(1) and ;. converges in probability to ¥,. By denoting Iy« n as
the identity matrix of order NV, it can be observed that

N

Ori — Pri = <Qr — fr) Ki and ¢; —@r; = (g: — £r> K Vi<i<r
with

ONxN
Ki=| Inxy |eRMN

Onxn

where Iy n corresponds to the i-th block of IC;.
Moreover, Equations (5.2) and (5.3) allow us to recall

' o0
(L) = ¢pl'  and (L) =) @il
=1 i=1

Using Lemmas 14, 15 and Equation (9.21), we obtain

I6(1) - p(1)] < g@w—w) + Zz;(sor,i—m + ;f;go
. (%“PJZ’CZ’ N (cp;—«pr)gzci +iiluwn
< |Sx{le el sl -2 )} + X e
<Vivirfle, —e |+ (e - )

F4 Sl = on()
i=r+1

We also have
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and

S = B(uu;) = E (utyg) =E { <yt - SOiyti) yt/}
i=1

0o 0o
= Ey — Z o (yt—zyt,) = Ey — 9:2377ZT — Z o E (yt_zyg) .
i=1 1=r+1

Therefore, it follows that

~

Ya

A/

o
By =By (8- ¢0) Sy - (g, T )+ X 0B (9-)
1=r+1
<[5 -]+ e - ) (%55, -2

|+ [[(2. - ) =ha,
tller (S5~ )+ | 3 v (3e2%)
1

+ e, 2] (sur =5y

— %,

T

|+

A/

/
Xpy T Iy,

1)

<[5 -m ]+, -

e, ==+ 3 e e (1))
1=r+1

By Lemma 11, we established that ﬁ)y — Yy = op(r~1/2). Following Lemmas 14 and 15, it is observed
= op(r~1/?). Additionally,

that H @, — x| =op(l). Lemma 13 further indicates that

231‘35WJ
according to Lemma 7, we have sup,>; HES,J, H = O(1). Finally, using (9.21), we also derive that

o0 / 1/2 /
Hf: = <Z¢:1Tr(80i%)> < o0 and HE (ytfiyt)
complete the proof. O

‘ = O(1). Together, these results permit us to
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