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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.

Keywords: Weak AR models, Regime-switching models, Markov-switching models, Times series with
changes in regime; Moment’s method, Asymptotic normality, Asymptotic variance matrix.

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 Zakoïan (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 Zakoïan (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 Zakoïan (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 Zakoïan (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 Maïnassara 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 Maïnassara 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
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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 (∆t)t∈Z be an unobserved homogeneous Markov chain with a stationary distribution π taking
values in a discrete set S := {1, . . . ,K} and transition matrix P = (pij)i,j=1,...,K . We consider a
stationary weak ARHMC(1) process (Xt)t∈Z defined as:

Xt = a(∆t)Xt−1 + f(∆t)ηt, ∀t ∈ Z, (2.1)

where the process (ηt)t∈Z is a weak white noise satisfying E(ηt) = 0, E(ηtηt′) = σ21[t=t′] with σ2 > 0,
f : S → R \ {0}, and a : S → R. Without loss of generality, we will assume that σ2 = 1. An example
of weak white noise is the GARCH model (see Francq and Zakoïan (2010)). It is customary to say
that (Xt)t∈Z is a strong ARHMC(1) representation and we will do this henceforth if in (2.1) (ηt)t∈Z 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 θ0 := (a(s), (pij), (f(s)), 1 ≤ i ≤ K, 1 ≤ j ≤ K − 1, s ∈ S)′ and belongs to the
parameter space

Θ :=

{
θ = (θ11, . . . , θKK , θ11, θ12, . . . , θ1K−1, θ21, θ22, . . . , θ2K−1, . . . , θK1, · · · , θKK−1,

θ̃11, . . . , θ̃KK)
′ ∈ RK × (0, 1)K(K−1) × RK \ {0RK};Pθ := (θij)1≤i,j≤K is an irreducible

transition matrix, θj,K = 1−
K−1∑
i=1

θj,i ∈ (0, 1), j = 1, . . . ,K;Aθ := diag(θ11, . . . , θKK)

and the spectral radius of A2
θP

′
θ is less than 1

}
.
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In order to measure the temporal dependence of the processes (ηt)t∈Z and (∆t)t∈Z, we define the strong
mixing coefficients (αZ(h))h∈N⋆ , which are independent of t ∈ Z, for a stationary process (Zt)t∈Z as
follows:

αZ(h) := sup
A∈Ft

−∞,B∈F∞
t+h

∣∣P(A ∩B)− P(A)P(B)
∣∣, (2.2)

where F t
−∞ and F∞

t+h denote the σ-fields generated by {Zu : u ≤ t} and {Zu : u ≥ t+ h}, respectively.
Our main results are proven under the following assumptions:

(A1) The processes (ηt)t∈Z and (∆t)t∈Z are stationary and (ηt)t∈Z is ergodic.

Note also that the process (∆t)t∈Z is ergodic since the matrix P = Pθ0 is irreducible. In the sequel we
suppose that there exists some constant ν > 0 such that:

(A2) The spectral radii of Aβθ0P
′
θ0

are each strictly less than 1, for β ≤ max{8, 4 + 2ν} where Aθ0 =
diag(a(s), s ∈ S).

(A3) The processes (∆t)t∈Z and (ηt)t∈Z are independent.

(A4)
∞∑
h=0

αη(h)
ν

2+ν <∞,
∞∑
h=0

α∆(h)
ν

2+ν <∞ and E(|ηt|4+2ν) <∞.

(A5) We have θ0 ∈ Θ̊, where Θ̊ denotes the interior of Θ.

Under Assumptions (A1) and (A3), the process (∆t, ηt)t∈Z is ergodic. Consequently, the sequence
(a(∆t), ϵt)t∈Z is also strictly stationary and ergodic. Furthermore E log+ |a(∆0)| and E log+ |ϵ0| are
finite (where log+(x) = max{log(x), 0}, x > 0). Additionally we assume that:

(A6) The Lyapunov exponent defined by γ := inf
t∈N⋆

{
E
1

t
log |a(∆t)a(∆t−1) . . . a(∆1)|

}
is negative.

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

Xt =
∞∑
k=0

k−1∏
j=0

a(∆t−j)

 f(∆t−k)ηt−k, ∀t ∈ Z, (2.3)

converges almost surely and is the unique strictly stationary solution of (2.1) with the usual convention
that

∏ℓ′

j=ℓ = 1 for ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ Z and ℓ′ < ℓ.

Remark 1. Under the assumptions of ergodicity for the processes (∆t)t∈Z and (ηt)t∈Z and the inde-
pendence between (∆t)t∈Z and (ηt)t∈Z, the key to ensuring the strict stationarity of the model (2.1) lies
in the hypothesis that γ < 0. It is worth noting that γ < 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 Zakoïan (2001) is that∑

i∈S
π(i) log |a(i)| < 0, (2.4)

where π(i) is the i-th component of the stationary distribution π.
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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 (Xt)t∈Z.

Theorem 1. Under Assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3) and (A6), the joint moments of the process (Xt)t∈Z
defined in (2.1) satisfy for all k ∈ N:

ck,0(θ0) := E(XkX0) = 1′(Aθ0P
′
θ0)

k(IK −A2
θ0P

′
θ0)

−1πf2 , (3.1)

where IK denotes the identity matrix of size K, 1′ := (1, . . . , 1) is a row vector of dimension K and
πf2 := {f2(1)π(1), . . . , f2(K)π(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 πθ the stationary distribution associated to the
Markov chain with transition matrix Pθ, parametrized by some θ ∈ Θ. Since πθ is the unique solution
to πθPθ = πθ and πθ1 = 1, there exists an invertible matrix Bθ ∈ R(K2+K)×(K2+K) and a vector
v ∈ RK2+K such that πθ = v′B′

θ
−1. For instance we can take

Bθ :=


θ11 − 1 θ21 · · · θK1

θ12 θ22 − 1 · · · θK2
...

. . .
...

...
θ1K−1 · · · θK−1K−1 − 1 θKK−1

1 · · · 1 1

 and v :=
(
0, . . . , 0, 1

)′
. (3.2)

We recall that 1′ represents a row vector of dimension K with all elements equal to 1 and IK denotes
the identity matrix of size K. Consider an integer N ≥ K2 +K fixed in the following and let θ ∈ Θ.
We then define the diagonal matrix Vθ by

Vθ := diag(θ̃211, . . . , θ̃
2
KK)

and introduce the functions ψk(θ) for each index 1 ≤ k ≤ N , defined by

ψk(θ) := ck,0(θ) = 1′(AθP
′
θ)
k(IK −A2

θP
′
θ)

−1Vθπ
′
θ.

We then define the function ΨN which maps each element θ from Θ̊ to a vector in RN as follows

ΨN :

{
Θ̊ → RN

θ 7→(ψ1(θ), . . . , ψN (θ))
′.

(3.3)

The function ΨN defined in this way is differentiable for all θ ∈ Θ̊ because each ψk 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 ΨN , denoted by JΨN (θ) ∈ RN×(K2+K),
in explicit form at any point θ ∈ Θ̊. For 1 ≤ i ≤ K and 1 ≤ j ≤ K − 1, the entries of JΨN (θ) are given
by
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

∂ψk(θ)
∂θii

= 1′

(
k−1∑
r=0

(AθPθ
′)r{∂Aθ/∂θii}Pθ ′(AθPθ ′)k−1−r(IK −A2

θPθ
′)−1

+ (AθPθ
′)k(IK −A2

θPθ
′)−1

(
1∑
r=0

Aθ
r{∂Aθ/∂θii}Aθ1−r

)
Pθ

′(IK −A2
θPθ

′)−1Vθπ
′
θ

)
∂ψk(θ)

∂θij
= 1′

((
k−1∑
r=0

(AθPθ
′)rAθ{∂Pθ/∂θij}′(AθPθ ′)k−1−r(IK −A2

θPθ
′)−1

+ (AθPθ
′)k(IK −A2

θPθ
′)−1(A2

θ{∂Pθ/∂θij}′)(IK −A2
θPθ

′)−1

)
(Vθπ

′
θ)

+ (AθPθ
′)k(IK −A2

θPθ
′)−1Vθ(−B−1

θ {∂Bθ/∂θij}B−1
θ )v

)
∂ψk(θ)

∂θ̃ii
= 1′ (AθP

′
θ)
k (IK −A2

θP
′
θ

)−1 {∂Vθ/∂θ̃ii}π′θ,
(3.4)

where ∂Aθ/∂θii, ∂Bθ/∂θij , ∂Pθ/∂θij and ∂Vθ/∂θ̃ii are then explicit, which allows us to represent the
coefficients of the matrix JΨN (θ) 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 θ0 we thus have at our disposal the observations (X1, . . . , Xn).
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,n

defined as

FN,n(θ) := JΨN (θ)′FN,n(θ) ∈ RK
2+K for all θ ∈ Θ, (3.5)

with
FN,n(θ) := (ĉ1,0 − c1,0(θ), . . . , ĉN,0 − cN,0(θ))

′ ∈ RN ,

where the random scalar ĉk,0 is an estimator of the theoretical moment ck,0(θ0) and is defined as

ĉk,0 := (n− k)−1
n−k∑
t=1

Xt+kXt, ∀ 1 ≤ k ≤ N < n. (3.6)

Note that ĉk,0 converges a.s. to ck,0(θ0) as n → ∞ for all 1 ≤ k ≤ N by the ergodic theorem and
the fact that the process (Xt)t∈Z is stationary. Let θ̂n be the estimator of θ0 obtained by the Newton
method through the estimation function FN,n. Formally, for large n, we define the random variable θ̂n
as the solution to:

FN,n(θ̂n) = 0 and det(∇FN,n(θ̂n)) ̸= 0 a.s. (3.7)

The existence of this solution and the consistency are proved in the following Theorem 2.
We denote by JFN,n the Jacobian matrix of the random function FN,n defined in Equation (3.5). The

construction of the estimator θ̂n via the Newton-Raphson method subject to the constraints imposed
by the parameters of model (2.1) is described as follows:
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Data: An initial parameter θ0 ∈ RK2+K , tolerance ε > 0
Result: A value of θ ∈ Θ such that ∥FN,n(θ)∥ < ε

1 Initialization : θ0 ∈ RK2+K ;
2 for k ≥ 0 do
3 Compute JFN,n(θ(k));
4 Update θ(k+1) using the equation

JFN,n(θ(k))(θ(k+1) − θ(k)) = −FN,n(θ(k))

if ∥FN,n(θ(k+1))∥ < ε then
5 break ;
6 end
7 end

Algorithm 1: Newton’s method for finding a root of FN,n with specified tolerance.

At each iteration k ∈ N, it is necessary to compute JFN,n(θ(k)) and to solve a linear system.
However, even if we start from an initial point θ0 where JFN,n(θ0) is invertible, there is no guarantee
that JFN,n remains invertible for θ(1) and subsequent iterations. Consequently, solving the system
JFN,n(θk)

(
θ(k+1) − θ(k)

)
= −FN,n(θ(k)) can quickly become very costly in terms of time, not to mention

the need to project θ(k) onto the parameter space Θ. To optimize computation time, one approach is
to replace FN,n(θ(k)) with a linear approximation, through a (K2 +K)× (K2 +K) matrix B(k) close
to JFN,n(θ(k)) and easily invertible at each iteration. Hence, we aim to construct a matrix B(k) such
that when θ(k) and θ(k−1) are known, it satisfies the following condition

B(k)(θ(k) − θ(k−1)) = FN,n(θ(k))−FN,n(θ(k−1)). (3.8)

One way to choose B(k) is to use Broyden’s method, as detailed in Gomes-Ruggiero and Martínez
(1992, page 312). This involves selecting Bk that meets condition (3.8) and such that for every vector
ζ ∈ RK2+K orthogonal to δ(k) := θ(k) − θ(k−1), we have B(k)ζ = B(k−1)ζ. Consequently, the Broyden
algorithm for estimating θ̂n is formulated as follows

Data: Initial parameters θ(0), θ(1) ∈ RK2+K , initial matrix B0 ∈ R(K2+K)×(K2+K)

Result: A value of θ ∈ Θ such that ∥FN,n(θ)∥ < ε
1 Initialization : θ(0), θ(1) ∈ RK2+K , B0 ∈ R(K2+K)×(K2+K);
2 for k ≥ 1 do
3 Compute δ(k) = θ(k) − θ(k−1);
4 Update B(k) using the equation :

B(k) = B(k−1) +
FN,n(θ(k))−FN,n(θ(k−1))−B(k−1)δ(k)

∥δ(k)∥2
δ(k)

′

Update θ(k) using the equation

B(k)(θ(k) − θ(k−1)) = FN,n(θ(k))−FN,n(θ(k−1))

if ∥δ(k)∥ < ε then
5 break ;
6 end
7 end

Algorithm 2: Broyden’s algorithm for finding a root of FN,n with specified tolerance.
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Remark 2. One of the primary advantages of the Broyden algorithm is that it eliminates the need to
recalculate the Jacobian matrix JFN,n 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 θ̂n. Moreover, the constructed matrix B(k) can be considered
as an approximation of JFN,n(θ(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 θ0. By denoting rN (θ) as the rank of JΨN (θ)
for all θ ∈ Θ, we observe that the sequence (rN (θ))N∈N is increasing. Since this sequence takes values
in N, it converges to a limit which we denote by r(θ) 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 θ̂n obtained via the Newton algorithm 1 are stated in

the following two theorems.

Theorem 2. Let us assume that the limiting rank of JΨN (θ0) as N → ∞ satisfies r(θ0) = K2 + K,
and let N ∈ N such that rN (θ0) = r(θ0). There exists a neighborhood Vθ0 of θ0 in Θ and a unique
sequence (θ̂n)n∈N taking values in Vθ0 such that

0 = JΨN (θ̂n)
′FN,n(θ̂n) = FN,n(θ̂n).

Furthermore, we have

θ̂n
a.s−−−→

n→∞
θ0.

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

Theorem 3. Assuming that conditions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4), (A5) and (A6) are satisfied, that the
r(θ0) = K2 + K. Let N ∈ N such that rN (θ0) = r(θ0) and let (θ̂n)n∈N be a sequence of moments
estimator defined in Equation (3.7), of which existence is justified in Theorem 2. We have

√
n(θ̂n − θ0)

D−−−→
n→∞

N (0,Ω :=M−1J ′IJ ′M−1),

where the matrices M , I and J are defined as follows

J := JΨN (θ0) = (∇ψ1(θ0), . . . ,∇ψN (θ0))′ ,

I := IN (θ0) =

∞∑
k=−∞

Cov (Yt(θ0), Yt−k(θ0)) ,

M :=MN (θ0) = JΨN (θ0)
′JΨN (θ0) (4.1)

with

Yt := Yt(θ0) = Xt(Xt+1, . . . , Xt+N )
′. (4.2)

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 9.3.

Remark 4. It is essential to highlight that the hypothesis r(θ0) = K2+K, which implies the invertibility
of JΨN (θ0)

′JΨN (θ0), remains crucial for establishing the asymptotic properties of our moment estimator.
Although the choice of N is necessary to ensure that r(θ0) = K2 +K, the selection of the parameter θ0
is equally significant. Indeed, for certain choices of θ0, we may have r(θ0) < K2 +K regardless of the
choice of N . An example is provided in the following Section 4.2.
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4.2. An example where r(θ0) < K2 +K

Assume here that the matrix Aθ0 and the transition matrix Pθ0 have the particular following forms:

Aθ0 := a0IK and Pθ0 := K−111′,

where a0 is a non zero scalar and such that |a0| < 1, so that the stability condition (A6) is satisfied.
Since Pθ0 is symmetric, we have (

Aθ0P
′
θ0

)ℓ
= aℓ0Pθ0 ∀ℓ ∈ N.

Moreover, one easily computes that J ii := ∂Aθ/∂θii
∣∣
θ=θ0

is the diagonal K×K matrix of which entries
are 0 save for the i-th diagonal entry which is equal to 1 for i = 1, . . . ,K, from which we can observe
that

J iiP ′
θ0 = (Pθ0J

ii)′ =



0 · · · Pθ01,i · · · 0
...

...
...

...
...

· · · · · · Pθ0i,i · · · 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 · · · Pθ0K,i
· · · 0



′

=



0 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

Pθ0i,1 · · · Pθ0i,i · · · Pθ0i,K
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 0 0

 .

Since the vector (1/K, . . . , 1/K)′ ∈ RK is the unique invariant distribution for this chain, it follows by
direct computation that

P ′
θ0J

iiP ′
θ0 = K−1Pθ0 , for i = 1, . . . ,K.

Therefore, the term
k−1∑
r=0

(AθPθ
′)r{∂Aθ/∂θii}Pθ ′(AθPθ ′)k−1−r involved in the derivative ∂ψk(θ)/∂θii in

Equation (3.4) can be simplified as

k−1∑
r=0

(
Aθ0P

′
θ0

)r
J iiP ′

θ0

(
Aθ0P

′
θ0

)k−1−r
= ak−1

0

k−1∑
r=0

(P ′
θ0)

rJ iiP ′
θ0(P

′
θ0)

k−1−r

= ak−1
0

(
J iiP ′

θ0 + (k − 2)P ′
θ0J

iiP ′
θ0

)
= ak−1

0

(
J iiP ′

θ0 − P ′
θ0J

iiP ′
θ0

)
+ (k − 1)ak−1

0 P ′
θ0J

iiP ′
θ0 .

The terms J iiP ′
θ0

+ P ′
θ0
J iiP ′

θ0
and P ′

θ0
J iiP ′

θ0
are independent of k ≥ 1, from which we deduce that

∂ψk(θ0)/∂θii in Equation (3.4) can be rewritten in the form

∂ψk(θ0)

∂θii
= ak−1

0 Qii
1 + kak−1

0 Qii
2 + ak0Qii

3 , (4.3)

where for i = 1, . . . ,K the constants (Qii
s )1≤s≤3 are independent of k ≥ 1 and are defined by

Qii
1 :=1′

{(
J iiP ′

θ0 − P ′
θ0J

iiP ′
θ0

)
A2
θ0P

′
θ0

(
IK −A2

θ0P
′
θ0

)−1

}
Vθ0π

′
θ0 ,

Qii
2 :=1′

{
P ′
θ0J

iiP ′
θ0A

2
θ0P

′
θ0

(
IK −A2

θ0P
′
θ0

)−1

}
Vθ0π

′
θ0 ,

Qii
3 :=1′

{
2a0P

′
θ0J

iiP ′
θ0

(
IK −A2

θ0P
′
θ0

)−1
+ 2a0P

′
θ0A

2
θ0P

′
θ0

(
IK −A2

θ0P
′
θ0

)−1
J iiP ′

θ0

(
IK −A2

θ0P
′
θ0

)−1

}
Vθ0π

′
θ0 .
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Following a similar line of reasoning to (4.3), for i, j = 1, . . . ,K there exist matrix coefficients (Rij
s )1≤s≤3

and (W ii
s )1≤s≤3 independent of k ≥ 1 such that

∂ψk(θ0)

∂θij
= ak−1

0 Rij
1 + kak−1

0 Rij
2 + ak0R

ij
3 and

∂ψk(θ)

∂θ̃ii
= ak−1

0 W ii
1 + kak−1

0 W ii
2 + ak0W ii

3 . (4.4)

In view of Equations (4.3) and (4.4), let us demonstrate that JΨN (θ0) has a rank of at most 2 for all
N ≥ 3, it suffices to identify constants (λs)1≤s≤3, not all zero, such that the following system holds

λ1a0 + λ2a
2
0 + λ3a

3
0 = 0

λ1 + 2λ2a0 + 3λ3a
2
0 = 0

λ1 + λ2a0 + λ3a
2
0 = 0.

(4.5)

By closely examining the system described by Equation (4.5), we observe that this is equivalent to
showing that a0 is a double root of the polynomial P3 defined by P3 : x 7→ λ1x+ λ2x

2 + λ3x
3. 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

(λ1, λ2, λ3) = (1,−2a0, a
2
0).

This proves that the matrix JΨN (θ0) has a rank of at most 2. Therefore, the matrix JΨN (θ0)
′JΨN (θ0)

is non-invertible for this particular choice of the parameter θ0, since the first three rows of the matrix
are linearly dependent. We may go even further by showing that, in the particular case when

a0 ∈
(

1√
2
, 1

)
(4.6)

then for any N ≥ 3, JΨN (θ0) has a rank exactly equal to 2 for this choice of the parameter θ0. Indeed,
for all m ≥ 3, let us show that ∂ψm(θ0)/∂θii (respectively ∂ψm(θ0)/∂θij , ∂ψm(θ0)/∂θ̃ii) is a linear
combination of ∂ψ1(θ0)/∂θii (respectively ∂ψ1(θ0)/∂θij , ∂ψ1(θ0)/∂θ̃ii) and ∂ψ2(θ0)/∂θii (respectively
∂ψ2(θ0)/∂θij , ∂ψ2(θ0)/∂θ̃ii) under Condition (4.6).
For this and similarly to Equation (4.5), it suffices to show that there exist constants (λi)1≤i≤3 such
that λ3 ̸= 0 and 

λ1a0 + λ2a
2
0 + λ3a

m
0 = 0

λ1 + 2λ2a0 + nλ3a
m−1
0 = 0

λ1 + λ2a0 + λ3a
m−1
0 = 0.

(4.7)

As in Equation (4.5), this amounts to finding λ1, λ2, λ3 such that a0 is a double root of the polynomial
of degree m, defined as Pm : x 7→ λ1x + λ2x

2 + λ3x
m. Therefore, we seek (λi)1≤i≤3 and (νj)0≤j≤m−2,

such that

(x− a0)
2

(
m−2∑
i=0

νix
i

)
= λ1x+ λ2x

2 + λ3x
m, ∀x ∈ R. (4.8)

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

a20ν0 = 0, (4.9)
−2a0ν0 + a20ν1 = λ1, (4.10)
−2a0ν1 + a20ν2 = λ2, (4.11)

νk−2 − 2a0νk−1 + a20νk = 0, k = 3, . . . ,m− 2, (4.12)
νm−3 − 2a0νm−2 = 0, (4.13)

νm−2 = λ3. (4.14)
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(4.9) and (4.10) respectively imply ν0 = 0 and λ1 = a20ν1. Now, νk, k = 3, . . . ,m − 2, satisfies the
second order recurrence relation (4.12) of which general expression can be verified to be

νk = C1a
k
0 + C2ka

k
0, k = 1, . . . ,m− 2, (4.15)

for some constants C1 and C2 that verify 2a0λ3 = C1a
m−3
0 + C2(m − 3)am−3

0 and λ3 = C1a
m−2
0 +

C2(m − 2)am−2
0 thanks to (4.13) and (4.14), from which one easily checks that, setting C1 = 1 and

C2 =
1/2−a20

(m−2)a20−(m−3)/2
yields, after a bit of computation, the expressions of the coefficients

λ1 = a30
(m− 3)(a20 − 1/2) + 1/2

(m− 2)a20 − (m− 3)/2
, λ2 = a20

[
−2 + a20 + 2(a20 − 1)

1/2− a20
(m− 2)a20 − (m− 3)/2

]
,

λ3 = am−2
0

1/2

(m− 2)a20 − (m− 3)/2
.

Note that it is not difficult to check that (m − 2)a20 − (m − 3)/2 in the expression above is indeed
different from 0 for all m ≥ 3 when Condition (4.6) is satisfied, so that λ3 is well defined and different
from 0.

4.3. Expression of the matrix I when (ηt)t∈Z is assumed i.i.d.
The aim of this subsection is to show that the covariance matrix I = IN (θ0) 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 θ̂n defined in Theorem 2 in
the upcoming numerical Section 6, as opposed to the case where the noise (ηt)t∈Z is non correlated but
exhibits a dependence structure.
Let m1,m2 ∈ {1, . . . , N}. Starting from the expression for I given in (4.1) and by stationarity of the
process (Xt)t∈Z, we have

I(m1,m2) =

∞∑
k=−∞

Cov (X0Xm1 , X−kX−k+m2) . (4.16)

In view of Equation (2.3), for any t in Z, we may then write

Xt =
∞∑
i=0

dtiηt−i, (4.17)

where dti :=
(∏i−1

j=0 a(∆t−j)
)
f(∆t−i) =

(∏i−t−1
j=−t a(∆−j)

)
f(∆t−i).

By substituting X0, Xm1 , X−k, and X−k+m2 into Cov(X0Xm1 , X−kX−k+m2), it follows from Assump-
tion (A3) that

Cov (X0Xm1 , X−kX−k+m2) =

∞∑
i1,...,i4=0

E
(
d0i1d

−k
i2
dm1
i3
dm2−k
i4

)
E (η−i1η−k−i2ηm1−i3ηm2−k−i4)

−

 ∞∑
i1,i3=0

E
(
d0i1d

m1
i3

)
E (η−i1ηm1−i3)

×

 ∞∑
i2,i4=0

E
(
d−ki2 d

−k+m2
i4

)
E (η−k−i2ηm2−k−i4)

 . (4.18)

Furthermore, since (ηt)t∈Z is assumed to be i.i.d., it is possible to distinguish the cases where
the different moments mentioned above namely E (η−i1η−k−i2ηm1−i3ηm2−k−i4), E (η−i1ηm1−i3) and
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E (η−k−i2ηm2−k−i4) are not zero.
More precisely, we can easily observe that,

E (η−i1η−k−i2ηm1−i3ηm2−k−i4) = E(η40)1[(i1,i2,i3,i4,k)∈A1]

+
(
E(η20)

)2 (
1[(i1,i2,i3,i4,k)∈A2] + 1[(i1,i2,i3,i4,k)∈A3] + 1[(i1,i2,i3,i4,k)∈A4]

)
and

E (η−i1ηm1−i3)E (η−k−i2ηm2−k−i4) =
(
E(η20)

)2
1[(i1,i3)∈A5]1[(i2,i4,k)∈A6],

where the sets Ai, i = 1, . . . , 6, are defined as follows:

A1 := {(i1, i2, i3, i4, k) ∈ N4 × Z : −i1 = −k − i2 = m1 − i3 = m2 − k − i4},
A2 := {(i1, i2, i3, i4, k) ∈ N4 × Z : −i1 = −k − i2, m1 − i3 = m2 − k − i4, i1 ̸= i3 −m1},
A3 := {(i1, i2, i3, i4, k) ∈ N4 × Z : −i1 = m1 − i3, −k − i2 = m2 − k − i4, i1 ̸= k + i2},
A4 := {(i1, i2, i3, i4, k) ∈ N4 × Z : −i1 = m2 − k − i4, −k − i2 = m1 − i3, i1 ̸= k + i2},
A5 := {(i1, i3) ∈ N2 : −i1 = m1 − i3},
A6 := {(i2, i4, k) ∈ N2 × Z : −k − i2 = m2 − k − i4}.

Thus, we obtain

∞∑
i1,...,i4=0

E
(
d0i1d

−k
i2
dm1
i3
dm2−k
i4

)
E (η−i1η−k+i2ηm1−i3ηm2−k−i4)

= E(η40)
∞∑
i1=0

E
(
d0i1d

−k
−k+i1d

m1
i1+m1

dm2−k
m2−k+i1

)
+

∞∑
i1,i3=0

i1 ̸=i3−m1

E
(
d0i1d

−k
i1−kd

m1
i3
dm2−k
m2−m1−k+i3

)

+

∞∑
i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

E
(
d0i1d

−k
i2
dm1
m1+i1

dm2−k
m2+i2

)
+

∞∑
i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

E
(
d0i1d

−k
i2
dm1
m1+k+i2

dm2−k
m2−k+i1

)
(4.19)

and  ∞∑
i1,i3=0

E
(
d0i1d

m1
i3

)
E (η−i1ηm1−i3)

 ∞∑
i2,i4=0

E
(
d−ki2 d

−k+m2
i4

)
E (η−k−i2ηm2−k−i4)


=

( ∞∑
i1=0

E
(
d0i1d

m1
m1+i1

))( ∞∑
i2=0

E
(
d−ki2 d

−k+m2
m2+i2

))
. (4.20)
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Denoting ci−t−1
−t ft−i := dti =

(∏i−t−1
j=−t a(∆−j)

)
f(∆t−i), and combining Equations (4.18), (4.19), and

(4.20), the expression for I(m1,m2) simplifies as follows

I(m1,m2) =
∞∑

k=−∞

[
E(η40)

∞∑
i1=0

E
(
ci1−1
0 ci1−1

k ci1−1
−m1

ci1−1
−m2+k

f4−i1

)
+

∞∑
i1,i2=0

i1 ̸=i2−m1

E
(
ci1−1
0 ci1−1

k f2−i1c
i2−m1−1
−m1

ci2−m1−1
−m2+k

f2m1−i2

)

+
∞∑

i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

E
(
ci1−1
0 ci1−1

−m1
f2−i1c

i2+k−1
k ci2+k−1

−m2+k
f2−i2−k

)

+

∞∑
i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

E
(
ci1−1
0 ci1−1

−m2+k
f2−i1c

i2+k−1
k ci2+k−1

−m1
f2−i2−k

)

−

( ∞∑
i1=0

E
(
ci1−1
0 ci1−1

−m1
f2−i1

))( ∞∑
i1=0

E
(
ci1+k−1
k ci1+k−1

−m2+k
f2−i1−k

))]
. (4.21)

To conclude, we will express I(m1,m2) 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 expressions for

the generic quantities respectively of the form E
(∏s

i=1 c
ιi
κif−ιi−1

)
and E

(∏2
i=1 c

ιi
κif−ιi−1

4∏
i=3

cιiκif−ιi−1

)
,

s = 2, 4, ιi ∈ N, i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, that appear in (4.21).

⋄ Case 1: Expression for E
(∏s

i=1 c
ιi
κif−ιi−1

)
.

Let s ∈ {2, 4} be fixed. Define the set

Ps := {(κi, ιi)i=1,...,s ∈ (Z2)s | ιi = ιi+1, i = 1, . . . , s− 1}.

We then define Ps as follows

Ps := {κi, ιi, i = 1, . . . , s and (κi, ιi)i=1,··· ,s ∈ Ps}

representing all distinct individual elements extracted from each pair in Ps. This construction ensures
that Ps 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 I(Ps)
as follows

I(Ps) := {[τi, τi+1], i = 1, . . . , s, τi ≤ τi+1 and τi, τi+1 ∈ L(Ps) ∩ Ps}.

which represents a set of intervals consisting of which endpoints are the consecutive elements of L(Ps).
An illustrative example for s = 4 of the sets Ps, L(Ps), and I(Ps) is presented below (see Fig. 1).
Each point represents an element of Ps placed on the number line L(Ps), and the intervals between
consecutive points illustrate the elements of I(Ps).
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Figure 1: An illustration example of the sets Ps, L(Ps), and I(Ps) for s = 4. This shows how each element of Ps

is positioned on the number line L(Ps) and the intervals between consecutive points represent the elements of I(Ps),
demonstrating their sequential relationships and distribution.

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

E

(
s∏
i=1

cιiκif−ιi−1

)
= 1′

(
s∏
i=1

Q
τi+1−τi
aφ([τi,τi+1])

)
πfs

= 1′

 ∏
ζ∈I(Ps)

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ)

πfs (4.22)

where Qaν1 = Aν1θ0P
′
θ0

, Qfs = diag (f s(1), . . . , f s(K))P ′
θ0

and the column vector πfs =

(fs(1)π(1), . . . , f s(K)π(K))′ for some ν1 > 0 and where

φ([τi, τi+1]) :=

s∑
j=1

1[κj ,ιj ]⊃[τi,τi+1], 1 ≤ i < s, φ(ζ) :=

s∑
j=1

1[κj ,ιj ]⊃ζ , ζ ∈ I(Ps) and length (ζ)

denotes the length of an element ζ ∈ I(Ps).

⋄ Case 2: Expression for E

(∏2
i=1 c

ιi
κif−ιi−1

4∏
i=3

cιiκif−ιi−1

)
.

Let H be defined as

H := {(κi, ιi)i=1,...,4 ∈ (Z2)4 | ι1 = ι2, ι3 = ι4 and ι2 ̸= ι3}.

As previously, we define H as

H := {κi, ιi, i = 1, . . . , 4 and (κi, ιi)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

J (H) := {[τi, τi+1] | i = 1, · · · , 4, τi ≤ τi+1, τi, τi+1 ∈ L(H) ∩H},

a set of intervals consisting of consecutive points on this line, where each interval is formed between
consecutive entries in the representation L(H). With this consideration and in view of Lemma 1, it
also follows that

E

(
2∏
i=1

cιiκif−ιi−1

4∏
i=3

cιiκif−ιi−1

)
= 1′

 ∏
ζ∈J (H)\{ζ⋆}

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ)

Qf2Q
length(ζ⋆)

aφ(ζ⋆)
πf2 (4.23)

where ζ⋆ represents the interval with the highest index of J (H), φ(ζ) :=
∑4

j=1 1[κj ,ιj ]⊃ζ , ζ ∈ J (H)
and length (ζ) denotes the length of an element ζ ∈ J (H).
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Finally, the computations carried out in the above Cases 1 and 2 yield the existence of a family of sets
(Ii)1≤i≤3, (Jj)1≤j≤3 such that I(m1,m2) in (4.16) can be expressed, in view of Equations (4.22) and
(4.23), as

I(m1,m2) =
∞∑

k=−∞

E(η40) ∞∑
i1=0

1′

∏
ζ∈I1

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ)

πf4

+
∞∑

i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=i2−m1

1′

 ∏
ζ∈J1\{ζ⋆}

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ) Qf2Q
length(ζ⋆)

aφ(ζ⋆)

πf2

+
∞∑

i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

1′

 ∏
ζ∈J2\{ζ⋆}

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ) Qf2Q
length(ζ⋆)

aφ(ζ⋆)

πf2 +
∞∑

i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

1′

 ∏
ζ∈J3\{ζ⋆}

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ) Qf2Q
length(ζ⋆)

aφ(ζ⋆)

πf2

−

 ∞∑
i1=0

1′

∏
ζ∈I2

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ)

πf2

 ×

 ∞∑
i1=0

1′

∏
ζ∈I3

Q
length(ζ)

aφ(ζ)

πf2


where the sets are more precisely defined as

I1 := I({(0, i1 − 1), (k, i1 − 1), (−m1, i1 − 1), (−m2 + k, i1 − 1)}),
J1 := J ({(0, i1 − 1), (k, i1 − 1), (−m1, i2 −m1 − 1), (−m2 + k, i2 −m1 − 1)}),
J2 := J ({(0, i1 − 1), (k, i2 + k − 1), (−m1, i1 − 1), (−m2 + k, i2 − 1)}),
J3 := J ({(0, i1 − 1), (k, i2 + k − 1), (−m1, i2 + k − 1), (−m2 + k, i1 − 1)}),
I2 := I({(0, i1 − 1), (−m1, i1 − 1)}),
I3 := I({(k, i1 + k − 1), (−m2 + k, i1 + k − 1)}).

Notice that, under Assumption (A2), the respective spectral radii of the matrices Qaφ(ζ) , for ζ ∈⋃3
i=1 Ii ∪ Ji, are strictly less than 1.

Note also that, in practice the infinite sums involved in I(m1,m2) are truncated. 2

5. Estimation of the asymptotic covariance matrix

This section aims to propose a consistent estimator for the variance-covariance matrix Ω 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

Ĵn := JFN,n(θ̂n), (5.1)

where θ̂n represents an estimator of θ0. 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
(2π)−1I as the spectral density of the stationary process (Yt := Yt(θ0) − E[Yt(θ0)])t∈Z evaluated at
frequency zero (see Brockwell and Davis (1991, p. 459)). A similar approach to estimate the matrix I
can be found in Boubacar Maïnassara and Rabehasaina (2020, Theorem 3.10, p. 10). This technique
involves writing the matrix I as:

I = φ(1)−1Σuφ
′(1)−1,
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when (Yt)t∈Z exhibits an AR(∞) structure

φ(L)Yt := Yt −
∞∑
i=1

φiYt−i = ut, with φ(L) = IN −
∞∑
i=1

φiL
i (5.2)

where (ut)t∈Z ∈ RN is a weak white noise with variance-covariance matrix Σu, L stands for the back-
shift operator, and IN is the identity operator. Even though the sequence (Xt)t=1,...,n is observable, Yt
is not observable because E[Yt(θ0)] is unknown. An estimator Ŷt of Yt is thus obtained by replacing
E[Yt(θ0)] by its empirical estimator (ĉ1,0, . . . , ĉN,0)

′ in the expression of Yt, so that

Ŷt = Yt − (ĉ1,0, . . . , ĉN,0)
′, t = 1, . . . , n.

We also define φ̂r,1, . . . , φ̂r,r as the coefficients of the regression of Ŷt on {Ŷt−1, . . . , Ŷt−r}, ûr,t as the
residual from this regression and Σ̂ûr as the covariance matrix of the residuals ûr,1, . . . , ûr,n. Formally,
Ŷt obeys to the equation

φ̂(L)Ŷt := Ŷt −
r∑
i=1

φ̂r,iŶt−i = ûr,t. (5.3)

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|ηt|8+4ν <∞
for some ν > 0 and the process (Yt)t∈Z has an AR(∞) representation as specified in Equation (5.2).
Moreover, suppose that ∥φi∥ = o(i−2) as i→ ∞, the roots of det(φ(z)) = 0, z ∈ C, are outside the unit
disk and the matrix Σu is non-singular. Under these conditions, the spectral estimator of the matrix I
holds:

ÎSP := φ̂(1)−1Σ̂ûrφ̂
′(1)−1

converges in probability to I = φ(1)−1Σuφ
′(1)−1 when r = r(n) → ∞ and r = o(n1/3) as n→ ∞.

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

Ω̂ := M̂−1
n Ĵ ′

nÎ
SP Ĵ ′

nM̂
−1
n ,

where M̂n := Ĵ ′
nĴn with Ĵn defined in Equation (5.1).

Let Q̂âν1 = Aν1
θ̂n
P ′
θ̂n

, Q̂f̂s = diag
(
f̂s(1), . . . , f̂s(K)

)
P ′
θ̂n

and the column vector π̂f̂s =(
f̂s(1)π̂(1), . . . , f̂s(K)π̂(K)

)′
for some ν1 > 0 and s ∈ {2, 4}. In the standard strong ARHMC case i.e

when the noise (ηt)t∈Z is independent (particularly when ηt
D
= N (0, 1)), in view of Section 4.3, we have

Ω̂S := M̂−1
n Ĵ ′

nÎS Ĵ
′
nM̂

−1
n where ÎS is a consistent estimator of the matrix IS defined for a fixed integers

r,r2 > 0 as:
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ÎS(m1,m2) =

r1∑
k=−r1

3 r2∑
i1=0

1′

∏
ζ∈I1

Q̂
length(ζ)

âφ(ζ)

 π̂f̂4

+

r2∑
i1,i2=0

i1 ̸=i2−m1

1′

 ∏
ζ∈J1\{ζ⋆}

Q̂
length(ζ)

âφ(ζ) Q̂f̂2Q̂
length(ζ⋆)

âφ(ζ⋆)

 π̂f̂2

+

r2∑
i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

1′

 ∏
ζ∈J2\{ζ⋆}

Q̂
length(ζ)

âφ(ζ) Q̂f̂2Q̂
length(ζ⋆)

âφ(ζ⋆)

 π̂f̂2 +

r2∑
i1,i2=0
i1 ̸=k+i2

1′

 ∏
ζ∈J3\{ζ⋆}

Q̂
length(ζ)

âφ(ζ) Q̂f̂2Q̂
length(ζ⋆)

âφ(ζ⋆)

 π̂f̂2

−

 r2∑
i1=0

1′

∏
ζ∈I2

Q̂
length(ζ)

âφ(ζ)

 π̂f̂2

 ×

 r2∑
i1=0

1′

∏
ζ∈I3

Q̂
length(ζ)

âφ(ζ)

 π̂f̂2


with for m1,m2 ∈ {1, . . . , N} and where the sets I1, I2, I3,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 (Xt)t∈Z under the influence of different types of noises (ηt)t∈Z, particularly in the cases
of strong and weak white noises. To compare our results, we used the same initial parameter values
θ0 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 (ηt)t∈Z is a function of a process (ut)t∈Z, simulated
according to a standard normal distribution (ut

D
= 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 ηt Description

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

Weak 1 ηt = utut−1 Weak noise with a dependence on the pre-
vious observation ut−1.

Weak 2 ηt = u2tut−1 Quadratic dependence on the current
value ut and linear dependence on the pre-
vious value ut−1.

Weak 3 ηt = ut (|ut−1|+ 1)−1 Another weak noise case with inverse scal-
ing by ut−1 to reduce the impact of previ-
ous values.

GARCH ηt = h
1/2
t ut, ht := ω0 + a0η

2
t−1 + β0ht−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
θ0 := (α11, α22, β11, β21, γ11, γ22)

′ = (−0.4, 0.3, 0.3, 0.2, 1.0, 0.5)′. The parameter space Θ associated is
chosen to satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 3. The simulation procedure was as follows: starting with
θ0, we simulated R trajectories based on a noise type given in Table 1. For each simulated trajectory,
we use the estimation function FN,n(·) to generate an estimate of θ0.

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 θ̂n. More precisely, for each element of θ̂n they detail: the
mean, representing the average value observed throughout the simulations; the standard deviation (Std),
the minimum (Min) and maximum (Max ) 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 β̂11 and β̂22 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 α̂11, α̂22, γ̂11 and γ̂22 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 Ω̂S = M̂−1

n Ĵ ′
nÎS Ĵ

′
nM̂

−1
n and our general

estimator Ω̂ = M̂−1
n Ĵ ′

nÎ
SP Ĵ ′

nM̂
−1
n introduced in Section 5. For the calculation of ÎSP , 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 Ω̂S is more precise than Ω̂ in the strong case, where it
exhibits less bias and better accuracy. Whereas when examining the weak cases (Weak 1 and Weak 2),
Ω̂S performs poorly. In contrast, the sandwich estimator Ω̂ proves to be much more robust across in all
scenarios, although it may be slightly less precise in the strong case than Ω̂S , 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(θ̂n− θ0)

2 is better estimated by diag(Ω̂) (see the box-plots (a)-(f) of the
right center-bottom and the right-bottom panel of Fig. 5) than by diag(Ω̂S) (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 Ω in the weak ARHMC setting may have important consequences in terms of hypothesis testing for
instance.

Figure 2: Simulation of length 400 of model (2.1) with θ0 := (α11, α22, β11, β21, γ11, γ22)
′ = (−0.4, 0.3, 0.3, 0.2, 1.0, 0.5)′

and (ω0, a0, β0) = (0.2, 0.1, 0.5).
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α11 α22 β11 β21 γ11 γ22

θ0 -0.4 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 ηt = ut, based on 1000 replications for sequence
sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.

α11 α22 β11 β21 γ11 γ22

θ0 -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 ηt = utut−1, based on 1000 replications for sequence
sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.
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α11 α22 β11 β21 γ11 γ22

θ0 -0.4 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 ηt = ut (|ut−1|+ 1)−1 , based on 1000 replications
for sequence sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.

α11 α22 β11 β21 γ11 γ22

θ0 -0.4 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 ηt = u2
tut−1, based on 1000 replications for sequence

sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.
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α11 α22 β11 β21 γ11 γ22

θ0 -0.4 0.3 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.5

Min -2.4364 -0.49696 0.00052 0.00149 -0.15889 -0.38022
Q1 -0.55356 0.16637 0.17976 0.06301 0.83500 0.32146

Mean -0.35396 0.24289 0.27857 0.13906 0.92532
Rmse 0.36926 0.14894 0.14436 0.12194 0.18385 0.17384

n = 300 Bias 0.04603 -0.05710 -0.0214 -0.06093 -0.07467 -0.13079
Q2 -0.35941 0.24907 0.27072 0.11641 0.93218 0.38476
Std 0.36656 0.13762 0.14283 0.10567 0.16809 0.11456
Q3 -0.16511 0.32332 0.36559 0.18516 1.02073 0.44270

Max 1.27712 0.92749 0.78052 0.88233 2.17583 0.67173

Min -2.00079 -0.16932 0.00187 0.00112 0.23911 -0.12263
Q1 -0.51990 0.18937 0.19211 0.09294 0.87228 0.36941

Mean -0.37027 0.24453 0.27217 0.14891 0.94797 0.41751
Rmse 0.31198 0.10950 0.12014 0.09890 0.14060 0.12109

n = 2, 000 Bias 0.02972 -0.05546 -0.02782 -0.05108 -0.05203 -0.08248
Q2 -0.37526 0.24178 0.26365 0.13646 0.95252 0.42640
Std 0.31071 0.09446 0.11694 0.08474 0.13068 0.08869
Q3 -0.21407 0.29864 0.33859 0.19526 1.03054 0.47740

Max 1.77742 0.69406 0.88300 0.63743 1.51641 0.75889

Table 6: Summary statistics of parameters for model (2.1) with noise ηt = (ω0 + a0η
2
t−1 + β0ht−1)

−1/2, based on 1000
replications for sequence sizes of 300 and 2000, respectively.
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Figure 3: Boxplots and distribution of errors θ̂n(i) − θ0(i) for i = 1, . . . , 6, where the noise ηt is defined as ut, utut−1,
u2
tut−1, and (ω0 + a0η

2
t−1 + β0ht−1 ut)

1/2, 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 θ̂n(i) − θ0(i) for i = 1, . . . , 6, where the noise ηt is defined as ut, utut−1, u2
tut−1, and

(ω0 + a0η
2
t−1 + β0ht−1 ut)

1/2, respectively.
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Figure 5: Comparison of standard and modified estimates of the asymptotic covariance matrix Ω 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{α̂11 + 0.4}2 for (a), n{α̂22 − 0.3}2 for (b), n{β̂11 − 0.3}2 for (c), n{β̂22 − 0.3}2 for (d),
n{γ̂11 − 1.0}2 for (e), and n{γ̂22 − 0.5}2 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 (Ht)t=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 {Ht+1−Ht}
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
(Xt)t=1,...,743, the mean corrected series of the differenced series: Ht+1−Ht 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 (Xt)t=1,...,743. Indeed, for K = 2, K = 3 and K = 4, we respec-
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tively obtain (β̂11, β̂22) = (0.816, 0.321), (β̂11, β̂22, β̂33) = (0.528, 0.427, 0.369), and (β̂11, β̂22, β̂33, β̂44) =
(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 α̂22 = 1.534 forK = 2 and α̂33 = 1.013 forK = 3 does not contradict the station-
arity of the process {Xt}t=1,...,744. Indeed, the stationarity condition given in Equation (2.4) is satisfied
since, for K = 2, π̂1 log |α̂11| + π̂2 log |α̂22| = 0.787 × log | − 0.342| + 0.212 × log |1.534| ≈ −0.752 < 0
and for K = 3, π̂1 log |α̂11|+ π̂2 log |α̂22|+ π̂3 log |α̂33| = −0.275× log |− 0.893|+0.325× log |− 0.287|+
0.400× 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 Zakoïan (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 α̂22 is statistically insignificant at the 5% sig-
nificance level. The other coefficients, namely α̂11, α̂33, γ̂11, γ̂22, and γ̂33 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
(α22 is setting to be zero). The moments estimator of the final model are presented in Table 12.

As above-mentioned, the process (Xt)t=1,...,743 is globally stationary, although we observe an ex-
plosive regime 1 with autoregressive parameter α̂11. At the 5% significance level, the autoregressive
parameters α̂11 and α̂33, as well as the volatility parameters γ̂11, γ̂22 and γ̂33 are all significant (see Table
12). The fact that in regime 2, the autoregressive parameter α22 is not significant can be explained
by the nature of the process in this regime: (Xt)t=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 γ̂22 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 β̂22 = 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 β̂21 = 0.641 or to regime 3 with a probability
β̂23 = 0.170.

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 {Ht}, where higher values indicate stronger winds. The
right graph illustrates the difference in wind speed between consecutive hours {Ht+1 − Ht}, 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: α11 α22 β11 β21 β12 β22 γ11 γ22

Estimate: -0.342 1.534 0.816 0.678 0.183 0.321 1.505 0.151

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

Parameter: α11 α22 α33 β11 β21 β31 β12 β22

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

Parameter: β32 β13 β23 β33 γ11 γ22 γ33

Estimate: 0.449 0.331 0.460 0.369 0.569 -1.911 -1.636

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

Parameter: α11 α22 α33 α44 β11 β21 β31 β41 β12 β22 β32 β42

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: β13 β23 β33 β43 β14 β24 β34 β44 γ11 γ22 γ33 γ44

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 (Xt)t=1,...,743 with K = 4.

Regimes K = 2 K = 3 K = 4

Estimated stationary distributions π̂1 0.787 0.275 0.277
π̂2 0.212 0.325 0.306
π̂3 – 0.400 0.295
π̂4 – – 0.122

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

Estimate: α̂11 α̂22 α̂33 γ̂11 γ̂22 γ̂33

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 α̂11, α̂22, α̂33 and the
volatility parameters γ̂11, γ̂22, γ̂33 given in Table 8. The p−values less than 5% are in bold.
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Parameter: α11 α33 β11 β21 β31 β12 β22

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: β32 β13 β23 β33 γ11 γ22 γ33

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 (Xt)t=1,...,743 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 Maïnassara 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 (∆t)t∈Z be an irreducible, aperiodic, and stationary
Markov chain with state space in {1, · · · ,K}, transition probability (pij)i,j=1,...,K , and stationary distri-
bution π = {π(1), · · · , π(K)}. Then, for any k ≥ 1 and functions f1, · · · , fk+1 defined on {1, · · · ,K},
we have

E(f1(∆t−1) · · · fk(∆t−k)fk+1(∆t−k−1)) = 1′

(
k∏
ℓ=1

Qfℓ

)
πfk+1

(9.1)

where for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, fℓ(i)pji is the (i, j)−th element of a square matrix Qfℓ of order K and πfk+1
:=

{fk+1(1)π(1), . . . , fk+1(K)π(K)}′. 2
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Using Assumption (A3), Equation (2.3) and the fact that E(ηt) = 0 for all t, we have for all k ≥ 0,

ck,0 := E(XkX0) = E

 ∞∑
n=0

n−1∏
j=0

a(∆k−j)

 f(∆k−n)ηk−n

 ∞∑
m=0

m−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)

 f(∆−m)η−m


=

∞∑
n=0

 n∑
i=0

E

i−1∏
j=0

a(∆k−j)f(∆k−i)ηk−i

n−i−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)f(∆−n+i)η−n+i


=

∞∑
n=0

 n∑
i=0

1{i= k+n
2

}E

i−1∏
j=0

a(∆k−j)f(∆k−i)

n−i−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)f(∆−n+i)


=

∞∑
n=0

E

 k+n
2

−1∏
j=0

a(∆k−j)f(∆k− k+n
2
)

n− k+n
2

−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)f(∆−n+ k+n
2
)

1{k+n∈2N}

 .

To obtain an explicit expression of ck,0, we need to distinguish between the case when k is even and
the case when k is odd.

⋄ Case 1 : k is even.

For even k (k = 2k1, k1 ∈ N), we have

c2k1,0 =

∞∑
n1=k1

E

n1+k1−1∏
j=0

a(∆2k1−j)f(∆k1−n1)

n1−k1−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)f(∆−n1+k1)

 .

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

c2k1,0 =
∞∑

n1=k1

E

n1−k1−1∏
j=−2k1

a(∆−j)f(∆k1−n1)

n1−k1−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)f(∆−n1+k1)


=

∞∑
n1=k1

E

 −1∏
j=−2k1

a(∆−j)

n1−k1−1∏
j=0

a2(∆−j)f
2(∆−n1+k1)

 .

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

c2k1,0 =
∞∑

n1=k1

1′

(
2k1∏
l=1

Qa

n1−k1∏
l=1

Qa2

)
πf2 = 1′

∞∑
n1=k1

(
Q2k1
a Qn1−k1

a2

)
πf2 .

⋄ Case 2 : k is odd.

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

c2k1+1,0 =

∞∑
n1=k1

E

n1+k1∏
j=0

a(∆2k1+1−j)f(∆k1−n1)

n1−k1−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)f(∆−n1+k1)


=

∞∑
n1=k1

E

 n1−k1−1∏
j=−2k1−1

a(∆−j)f(∆k1−n1)

n1−k1−1∏
j=0

a(∆−j)f(∆−n1+k1)


=

∞∑
n1=k1

E

 −1∏
j=−2k1−1

a(∆−j)

n1−k1−1∏
j=0

a2(∆−j)f
2(∆−n1+k1)

 .
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Using Lemma 1, we obtain for odd k that:

c2k1+1,0 =

∞∑
n1=k1

(
1′

(
2k1+1∏
l=1

Qa

n1−k1∏
l=1

Qa2

)
πf2

)
= 1′

∞∑
n1=k1

(
Q2k1+1
a Qn1−k1

a2

)
πf2 .

For any k ∈ N we draw the conclusion that:

ck,0 = 1′Qka(IK −Qa2)
−1πf2 . (9.2)

The proof of Theorem 1 is then complete. 2

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

Φ :

{
Θ̊× RN → RK

2+K

(θ, z) 7→ JΨN (θ)′
(
z −ΨN (θ)

)
.

Differentiation with respect to θ yields

∂

∂θ
Φ(θ, z) =

∂

∂θ
JΨN (θ)′

(
z −ΨN (θ)

)
− JΨN (θ)′JΨN (θ),

which implies that

∂

∂θ
Φ(θ0, c

N
0 ) = −JΨN (θ0)

′JΨN (θ0),

where cN0 := (E(X0Xk))k=1...N . Since by hypothesis: r(θ0) = K2 + K, it follows that the matrix
J ′
ΨN (θ0)JΨN (θ0) is invertible. Thus by the implicit function theorem, there exists a neighborhood Vθ0

of θ0 in Θ, a neighborhood VcN0
of cN0 in RN and a continuous function ϑ from VcN0

to Vθ0 such that

JΨN (θ(z))′
(
z −ΨN (θ)

)
= 0 ⇔ θ = ϑ(z) ∀(θ, z) ∈ Vθ0 × VcN0

. (9.3)

Next, we set θ̂n := ϑ(ĉN0 ) where ĉN0 := (ĉk,0)k=1,...,N . By the ergodic theorem, ĉN0 converges a.s. to cN0 ,
as n→ ∞. Thus by the continuity of the function ϑ(·), we obtain

θ̂n = ϑ(ĉN0 )
a.s.−−−→
n→∞

ϑ(cN0 ) = θ0,

which proves the consistency of the estimator θ̂n. Furthermore, the uniqueness of the solutions to (9.3)
in Vθ0 × VcN0 implies the uniqueness of the existence of θ̂n.

2

9.3. Proof of Theorem 3
In this subsection, we shall give the proof of the asymptotic distribution of θ̂n 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 (Xt)t∈Z 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 (Xt)t∈Z, the existence of the asymptotic variance matrix and the asymptotic distribution of the
random vector

√
nFn(θ0).
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Let us suppose that the conditions of Theorem 3 are satisfied. Since the functions ψk, 1 ≤ k ≤ N
are smooth functions over all θ in Θ, it follows that

sup
n

sup
θ∈Θ

∣∣∣∣∂2FN,n(θ)

∂θ(i)∂θ(j)

∣∣∣∣ <∞, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ K2 +K.

In view of Theorem 2, we have almost surely that θ̂n converges to θ0 ∈ Θ̊. By employing a standard
Taylor expansion around θ0 and noting that FN,n(θ̂n) = 0, we obtain

0 =
√
nFN,n(θ0) +

√
n∇FN,n(θ⋆n)

(
θ̂n − θ0

)
, (9.4)

where the parameter θ⋆n lies on the segment in RK2+K with endpoint θ̂n and θ0. Proceeding with
another Taylor expansion, we also have

∥∇FN,n(θ⋆n)−∇FN,n(θ0)∥ = ∥∇2FN,n(θ) (θ⋆n − θ0) ∥

≤ sup
n

sup
θ∈Θ

∥∇2FN,n(θ)∥ ∥θ⋆n − θ0∥
a.s−−−→

n→∞
0. (9.5)

Using the ergodic theorem once again, we easily observe that

∇FN,n(θ0) =
∂

∂θ
JΨN (θ)

∣∣∣∣
θ=θ0

FN,n(θ0) + JΨN (θ0)
′JΨN (θ0)

a.s−−−→
n→∞

JΨN (θ0)
′JΨN (θ0) :=MN (θ0). (9.6)

Along with Equations (9.4), (9.5) and (9.6), we obtain

0 =
√
nFN,n(θ0) + (∇FN,n(θ⋆n)−∇FN,n(θ0) +∇FN,n(θ0))

√
n(θ̂n − θ0)

=
√
nFN,n(θ0) +∇FN,n(θ0)

√
n(θ̂n − θ0) + oP(1)

=
√
nFN,n(θ0) + (∇FN,n(θ0)−MN (θ0) +MN (θ0))

√
n(θ̂n − θ0) + oP(1)

=
√
nFN,n(θ0) +MN (θ0)

√
n(θ̂n − θ0) + oP(1). (9.7)

Consequently, under the hypothesis r(θ0) = K2+K, so that the matrix MN (θ0) is invertible, it follows
from Equation (9.7) that:

√
n
(
θ̂n − θ0

)
=
(
MN (θ0)

)−1√
nFN,n(θ0)

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
(
θ̂n − θ0

)
has a limiting normal distribution with mean 0 and covariance

matrix M−1J ′IJM−1. 2

Lemma 2 (Davydov (1968)). Let X and Y be two random variables, and let σ(X) and σ(Y ) be the
σ-fields generated by X and Y respectively. Consider three strictly positive numbers p, q, and r such
that p−1 + q−1 + r−1 = 1. Then,

|Cov(X,Y )| ≤ C0∥X∥p∥Y ∥q {α (σ(X), σ(Y ))}
1
r ,

where ∥.∥p denotes the Lp-norm, C0 is a universal constant and α (σ(X), σ(Y )) denotes the strong
mixing coefficient between the σ-fields σ(X) and σ(Y ) generated by X and Y .

Lemma 3. Under Assumptions (A4) and (A6), for ν > 0 we have

E

i−1∏
j=0

a(∆t−j)

 f(∆t−i)

8+4ν ≤ Cρi, (9.8)

where C is a positive universal constant and ρ is a constant in (0, 1).
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Proof.
In view of Lemma 1 we obtain

E

i−1∏
j=0

a8+4ν(∆t−j)

 f8+4ν(∆t−i)

 = 1′

(
i∏
l=1

Qa8+4ν

)
πf8+4ν ,

where Qa8+4ν = A8+4ν
θ0

P ′
θ0

and the column vector πf8+4ν =
(
f8+4ν(1)π(1), . . . , f8+4ν(K)π(K)

)′.
Let ϵ > 0. Then on RK there exists an induced norm ∥ · ∥ϵ such that ∥A8+4ν

θ0
P ′
θ0
∥ϵ ≤ ϱ+ ϵ, where ϱ

is the spectral radius of the matrix A8+4ν
θ0

P ′
θ0

. Using this induced norm, we have∣∣∣∣∣1′
(

i∏
l=1

Qa8+4ν

)
πf8+4ν

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥1′∥ϵ∥A8+4ν
θ0

P ′
θ0∥

i
ϵ∥πf8+4ν∥ϵ ≤ (ϱ+ ϵ)i∥πf8+4ν∥ϵ.

Finally, under Assumptions (A2) and (A4), taking ϵ small enough, we can find a positive constant C
and ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that

E

i−1∏
j=0

a8+4ν(∆t−j)f
8+4ν(∆t−i)

 ≤ Cρi.

The conclusion follows from these arguments. 2

Notation 1. In the remainder of this paper, to simplify the notation, we define for all (t, i) ∈ Z× N.

c(θ0,∆t, . . . ,∆t−i) :=

i−1∏
j=0

a(∆t−j)

 f(∆t−i). (9.9)

Lemma 4. Under the assumptions (A3) and (A4), for ν > 0 we have

∥X0∥4+2ν <∞. (9.10)

Proof.
Using the independence between the chain (∆t)t∈Z and the noise (ηt)t∈Z, there exists a positive

constant C and ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that

∥X0∥4+2ν =

∥∥∥∥∥
∞∑
i=0

c(θ0,∆0, . . . ,∆−i)ηi

∥∥∥∥∥
4+2ν

≤
∞∑
i=0

∥c(θ0,∆0, . . . ,∆−i)∥4+2ν ∥ηi∥4+2ν ≤

( ∞∑
i=0

Cρi

)
∥η0∥4+2ν

Hence, the proof is concluded based on Assumption (A4). 2

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

IN (θ0) := lim
n→∞

Var
(√

nFN,n(θ0)
)
∈ RN×N .

Proof.
By the stationarity of the process (Xt)t∈Z, we have

INn (θ0) := Var
(√
nFN,n(θ0)

)
= n Cov

(
1

n

n∑
t=1

Yt,
1

n

n∑
s=1

Ys

)
=

1

n

n−1∑
k=−n+1

(n− |k|)Cov(Yt, Yt−k).
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Next, we introduce the notation

ck(l, r) := Cov(Yt(l), Yt−k(r)) = Cov(XtXt+l, Xt−kXt−k+r),

where Yt(l) denotes the l-th element of Yt defined in (4.2) with l, r = 1, . . . , N .
In view of Equation (2.3), the coefficients (ck(l, r))k∈Z can be rewritten as:

ck(l, r) =
∞∑
i1=0

∞∑
i2=0

∞∑
i3=0

∞∑
i4=0

ζi1,i2,i3,i4,k(l, r)

where the terms ζi1,i2,i3,i4,k(l, r) are defined as lengthy covariances and expectations involving the co-
efficients c(θ0,∆t, . . . ,∆t−i) and the noise terms ηt−i. More formally by using (A3), we obtain

ζi1,i2,i3,i4,k(l, r) = Cov
(
c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)ηt−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t+l−i2)ηt+l−i2),

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)ηt−k−i3c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k+r−i4)ηt−k+r−i4

)
= E

[
c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t+l−i2)

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k+r−i4)
]

× E (ηt−i1ηt+l−i2ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)− E
[
c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t+l−i2)

]
× E

[
c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k+r−i4)

]
× E (ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)× E (ηt−i1ηt+l−i2)

=E
[
c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t+l−i2)

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k+r−i4)
]

× Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)
+ Cov(c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t+l−i2),

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k+r−i4))

× E (ηt−i1ηt+l−i2)E (ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4) .

Then applying Lemma 3 and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have∣∣∣E(c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t+l−i2)

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k+r−i4))
∣∣∣

≤
(
E
[
c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)

4
]
E
[
c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t+l−i2)

4
]) 1

4

×
(
E
[
c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)

4
]
E
[
c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k+r−i4)

4
]) 1

4

≤ Cρi1+i2+i3+i4

where C is a positive constant and ρ ∈ (0, 1).

⋄ Assuming k ≥ 0.
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Applying the dominated convergence theorem, we can control |ck(l, r)| as follows

|ck(l, r)| = |Cov(Yt(l), Yt−k(r)|

=

∣∣∣∣∣
∞∑
i1=0

∞∑
i2=0

∞∑
i3=0

∞∑
i4=0

ζi1,i2,i3,i4,k(l, r)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∞∑
i1=0

∞∑
i2=0

∞∑
i3=0

∞∑
i4=0

|ζi1,i2,i3,i4,k(l, r)|

≤ u1 + u2 + u3 + u4 + u5 + v1 + v2 + v3

where

u1 :=
∑
i1>

k
2

∞∑
i2=0

∞∑
i3=0

∞∑
i4=0

Cρi1+i2+i3+i4 |Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)| ,

u2 :=
∞∑
i1=0

∑
i2>

k
2

∞∑
i3=0

∞∑
i4=0

Cρi1+i2+i3+i4 |Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)| ,

u3 :=

∞∑
i1=0

∞∑
i2=0

∑
i3>

k
2

∞∑
i4=0

Cρi1+i2+i3+i4 |Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)| ,

u4 :=
∞∑
i1=0

∞∑
i2=0

∞∑
i3=0

∑
i4>

k
2

Cρi1+i2+i3+i4 |Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)| ,

u5 :=
∑
i1≤ k

2

∑
i2≤ k

2

∑
i3≤ k

2

∑
i4≤ k

2

Cρi1+i2+i3+i4 |Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)| ,

v1 :=
∑
i1>

k
2

∞∑
i3=0

|Cov (c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t−l, · · · ,∆t−i1),

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3))| ,

v2 :=

∞∑
i1=0

∑
i3>

k
2

|Cov (c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t−l, · · · ,∆t−i1),

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3))| ,

v3 :=
∑
i1≤ k

2

∑
i3≤ k

2

|Cov (c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t−l, · · · ,∆t−i1),

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3))| .

Moreover, employing the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again and using Assumption (A4), we obtain

|Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)| ≤ E|ηt−i1ηt+l−i2ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4 |+ E|ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 |E|ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4 |

≤
(
E|ηt−i1 |4

) 1
4
(
E|ηt+l−i2 |4

) 1
4
(
E|ηt−k−i3 |4

) 1
4
(
E|ηt−k+r−i4 |4

) 1
4

+ (E|ηt−i1 |2)
1
2 (E|ηt+l−i2 |2)

1
2 + E|ηt−k−i3 |2)

1
2 (E|ηt−k+r−i4 |2)

1
2

≤ E|ηt|4 + (E|ηt|2)2 <∞.

Hence, there exists a set of positive constants (Ci)1≤i≤4 satisfying

ui ≤ Ciρ
k
2 , ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ 4.
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Under Assumption (A4) and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have E|ηtηt′ |2+ν < ∞ for some
ν > 0. Given that (2 + ν)−1 + (2 + ν)−1 + ν(2 + ν)−1 = 1, 0 ≤ i1, i2, i3, i4 ≤ k/2 and 1 ≤ l, r ≤ N ,
by applying Lemma 2, we can find two positive constants C ′

5, C5 such that

u5 :=
∑
i1≤ k

2

∑
i2≤ k

2

∑
i3≤ k

2

∑
i4≤ k

2

Cρi1+i2+i3+i4 |Cov(ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 , ηt−k−i3ηt−k+r−i4)|

≤
∑
i1≤ k

2

∑
i2≤ k

2

∑
i3≤ k

2

∑
i4≤ k

2

C ′
5ρ
i1+i2+i3+i4

(
E|ηt−i1ηt+l−i2 |2+ν

) 1
2+ν
(
E|ηt−k−i3ηt−k−l+r−i4 |2+ν

) 1
2+ν

×
(
αη (min {k + i4 − i1 − r, k + i4 − i2 − r + l, k + i3 − i1, k + i3 − i2 + l})

) ν
2+ν

≤ C5

(
αη

(
⌊k/2⌋ − r

)) ν
2+ν

.

Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, there exists two positive constants C ′
1 and C ′′

1 such that

v1 :=
∑
i1>

k
2

∞∑
i3=0

|Cov (c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t−l, · · · ,∆t−i1),

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3))|

≤
∑
i1>

k
2

∞∑
i3=0

E|c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t−k−i1)

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)|
+ E|c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t+l, · · · ,∆t−k−i1)|
× E|c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)|

≤
∑
i1>

k
2

∞∑
i3=0

C ′′
1ρ

i1+i3

≤ C ′
1ρ

k
2 . (9.11)

Similarly, following the reasoning for v1 there exists a positive constant C ′
2 such that

v2 ≤ C ′
2ρ

k
2 .

Notice that given the assumptions made on the Markov chain (∆t)t∈Z, it follows from Bradley (2005,
Theorem 3.1 or Theorem 3.2) that the process (∆t)t∈Z is strongly mixing and satisfies

∑∞
h=0 α∆(h)

ν
2+ν <

∞, for a certain ν > 0 and where α∆ is defined as in Equation (2.2). Hence, using once again Lemma 2
and the fact that 0 ≤ i1, i3 ≤ k/2 and 1 ≤ l, r ≤ N , we also have

v3 :=
∑
i1≤ k

2

∑
i3≤ k

2

|Cov (c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t−l, · · · ,∆t−i1),

c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3))|

≤
(
E |c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i1)c(θ0,∆t−l, · · · ,∆t−i1)|

2+ν
) 1

2+ν

×
(
E |c(θ0,∆t−k, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)c(θ0,∆t−k+r, · · · ,∆t−k−i3)|

2+ν
) 1

2+ν

×
(
α∆ (min{k + i3 − i1, k + i3 − l − 1})

) 2
2+ν

≤ C ′
3α

ν
2+ν

∆

(
min

{
k − l − 1, ⌊k/2⌋

})
,
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where C ′
3 is a strictly positive constant.

In conclusion, considering all the preceding upper bounds, it follows that for k ≥ 0 there exists
three positive constants M1,M2,M3 such that

∞∑
k=0

|ck(l, r)| ≤M1

∞∑
k=0

ρ
k
2 +M2

∞∑
k=0

α
ν

2+ν
η (⌊k/2⌋ − r) +M3

∞∑
k=0

α
ν

2+ν

∆

(
min

{
k − l − 1, ⌊k/2⌋

})
<∞.

⋄ The same bounds then clearly holds for k ≤ 0:

0∑
k=−∞

|ck(l, r)| <∞.

Therefore we have
∞∑

k=−∞
|ck(l, r)| <∞.

Then by applying the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

INn (θ0) =
1

n

n−1∑
k=−n+1

(n− |k|)Cov(Yt, Yt−k) −−−→
n→∞

∞∑
k=−∞

|ck(l, r)|.

The proof is complete. 2

Lemma 6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, the random vector
√
nFN,n(θ0) has a limiting normal

distribution with mean 0 and covariance matrix I.

Proof.
Using the definition of FN,n given in Equation (3.5), the fact that Eθ0(ĉk,0) = ck,0 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ N

entails that Eθ0(
√
nFN,n(θ0)) = 0. In other words, the statistic

√
nFN,n(θ0) is centered.

Let 1 ≤ p ≤ N. Applying the Cauchy’s product formula to two convergent series, we have

XtXt+p =

 ∞∑
i1=0

i1−1∏
j1=0

a(∆t−j1)f(∆t−i1)

 ηt−i1

 ∞∑
i2=0

i2−1∏
j2=0

a(∆t+p−j2)f(∆t+p−i2)

 ηt+p−i2


=

∞∑
i=0

i∑
k=0

k−1∏
j=0

a(∆t+p−j)f(∆t+p−k)

i−k−1∏
j=0

a(∆t−j)f(∆t+k−i)

 ηt+p−kηt+k−i

=
∞∑
i=0

i∑
k=0

c(θ0,∆t+p, · · · ,∆t+p−k)c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−i+k)ηt+p−kηt+k−i.

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

dtk := dtk(θ0) = c(θ0,∆t, · · · ,∆t−k), k ≥ 0 (9.12)

and

Yt,s :=
s∑
i=0

i∑
k=0

(
dt+1
k dti−kηt+1−kηt+k−i, · · · , dt+Nk dti−kηt+N−kηt+k−i

)′
,

Zt,s :=

∞∑
i=s+1

i∑
k=0

(
dt+1
k (θ0)d

t
i−kηt+1−kηt+k−i, · · · , dt+Nk (θ0)d

t
i−k(θ0)ηt+N−kηt+k−i

)′
,
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so that Yt,s + Zt,s = Yt and where we recall that c(θ0,∆t, . . . ,∆t−k) is defined in Notation 1 (See
Equation (9.9)). We then have

√
nFN,n(θ0) =

1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Yt(θ0)− Eθ0(Yt(θ0)) =
1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Yt,s − Eθ0(Yt,s)) +
1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Zt,s − Eθ0(Zt,s)) .

The process (Yt,s)t∈Z depends on ηk and ∆k for k in finite set. Furthermore, as the processes (∆t)t∈Z
and (ηt)t∈Z are strongly mixing, according to the assumption (A4), in view of Davidson (1994, Theorem
14.1 p. 210) it follows that the process (Yt,s) is strongly mixing. In addition, it can be deduced from
Bradley (2005, Theorem 5.1) that the mixing coefficients (αY,s(h))h∈Z of the process (Yt,s) satisfy
αY,s(h) ≤ α∆,η(max{0, h − s}) ≤ α∆(max{0, h − s + 1}) + αη(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

1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Yt,s − Eθ0(Yt,s))

has a limiting normal N (0, Is) distribution with Is :=
∑∞

h=−∞ Cov(Yt,sYt−h,s) −−−→
s→∞

I.

To complete the proof, it will suffice to show that

E

((
1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Zt,s − Eθ0(Zt,s)

)(
1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Zt,s − Eθ0(Zt,s)

)′)

converges uniformly to zero as outlined in Francq and Zakoïan (1998, Lemma 3) or in Boubacar Maï-
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 (Xt)t∈Z and using the fact that the process (Zt,s−Eθ0(Zt,s))t∈Z is centered, for
all 1 ≤ p ≤ N it follows that

Var

(
1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Zt,s(p)− Eθ0(Zt,s(p)))

)
=

1

n

n∑
t=1

n∑
r=1

Cov (Zt,s, Zr,s)

=
1

n

n−1∑
h=−n+1

(n− |h|) Cov (Zt,s(p), Zt−h,s(p))

≤
∞∑

h=−∞
|cZs (h)| (9.13)

where we define

cZs (h) = Cov(Zt,s, Zt−h,s).

We prove in what follows that the series in (9.13) tends to zero as n → ∞ by bounding appropriately
cZs (h).

⋄ Case 1 : suppose that h ≥ 0 and ⌊h/2⌋ > s.

Then we can write

Zt,s(p) := Zh−t,s (p) + Zh+t,s (p), p = 1, . . . , N
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where

Zh−t,s (p) =

[h/2]∑
i1=s+1

i1∑
j1=0

dt+pj1
(θ0)d

t
i1−j1(θ0)ηt+p−j1ηt+j1−i1

and

Zh+t,s (p) =

∞∑
i1=[h/2]+1

i1∑
j1=0

dt+pj1
(θ0)d

t
i1−j1(θ0)ηt+p−j1ηt+j1−i1 .

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the assumptions (A3), (A4), Lemma 3 and thanks to the sta-
tionarity of (ηt)t∈Z, for ν > 0 we get

∥dt+pj (θ0)d
t
i−j(θ0)ηt+p−jηt+j−i∥2+ν ≤∥dt−pj (θ0)∥4+2ν∥dti−j(θ0)∥4+2ν∥ηt+p−j∥4+2ν∥ηt+j−i∥4+2ν

≤ C(0)ρi∥ηt∥24+2ν (9.14)

where C(0) is a positive constant. Applying once again the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, using Lemma 2
and Equation (9.14), we have on the one hand

|Cov(Zh
−

t,s (p), Zt−h,s(p))| ≤
[h/2]∑
i1=s+1

i1∑
j1=0

∞∑
i2=s+1

i2∑
j2=0

|Cov(dt+pj1
(θ0)d

t
i1−j1(θ0)ηt+p−j1ηt+j1−i1 ,

dt−h+pj2
(θ0)d

t−h
i2−j2(θ0)ηt−h+p−j2ηt−h+j2−i2)|

≤ C(1)

[h/2]∑
i1=0

i1∑
j1=0

∞∑
i2=s+1

i2∑
j2=0

∥dt+pj1
(θ0)d

t
i1−j1(θ0)ηt+p−j1ηt+j1−i1∥2+ν

× ∥dt−h+pj2
(θ0)d

t−h
i2−j2(θ0)ηt−h+p−j2ηt−h+j2−i2∥2+ν × α

ν
2+ν

∆,η ([h/2])

≤ C(2)

[h/2]∑
i1=s+1

∞∑
i2=s+1

ρi1ρi2
(
α

ν
2+ν
η ([h/2]) + α

ν
2+ν

∆ (⌊h/2⌋)
)

≤ C(3)ρs
(
α

ν
2+ν
η ([h/2]) + α

ν
2+ν

∆ (⌊h/2⌋)
)
. (9.15)

On the other hand we have

|Cov(Zh
+

t,s (p), Zt−h,s(p))| ≤ E|Zh+t,s (p)Zt−h,s(p)|+ E|Zh+t,s (p)|E|Zt−h,s(p)|

≤
(
E|Zh+t,s (p)|2

) 1
2 (E|Zt−h,s(p)|2) 1

2 + E|Zh+t,s (p)|E|Zt−h,s(p)|

≤ C(4)ρ[h/2]ρs, (9.16)

where C(1), C(2), C(3) and C(4) represent arbitrary positive constants.

⋄ 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(5) such that

|Cov(Zt,s(p), Zt−h,s(p)| ≤
(
E|Zt,s(p)|2

) 1
2
(
E|Zt−h,s(p)|2

) 1
2 + E|Zt,s(p)|E|Zt−h,s(p)|

≤ C(5)ρs (9.17)

38



Thus, by combining Equations (9.15), (9.16) and (9.17), we obtain

∞∑
h=0

|cZs (h)| =
∞∑
h=0

|cZs (h)|1[h/2]≤s +

∞∑
h=0

|cZs (h)|1[h/2]>s

≤
2s+1∑
h=0

|cZs (h)|+
∞∑

h=2(s+1)

|cZs (h)|

≤ M (1)(2s+ 2)ρs + C3
∞∑

h=2s+2

ρs
(
α

ν
2+ν
η ([h/2]) + α

ν
2+ν

∆ (⌊h/2⌋)
)

≤ M (1)(2s+ 2)ρs +M (2)ρs
∞∑

h=2(s+2)

(
α

ν
2+ν
η ([h/2]) + α

ν
2+ν

∆ (⌊h/2⌋)
)
−−−→
s→∞

0. (9.18)

By a similar argument, one also shows that
∑0

h=−∞ |cZs (h)| −−−→s→∞
0, so that

∞∑
h=−∞

|cZs (h)| −−−→s→∞
0. (9.19)

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

sup
n

Var

(
1√
n

n∑
t=1

(Zt,s(p)− Eθ0(Zt,s(p)))

)
−−−→
s→∞

0.

And the proof is complete using Anderson (1971, Corollary 7.7.1, p. 426). 2

9.4. Proof of the convergence of the variance matrix estimator
We proceed to demonstrate the proof of Theorem 4 by employing a series of Lemmas.
We consider the regression of Yt on the family {Yt−1, . . . ,Yt−r} defined by

Yt =
r∑
i=1

φr,iYt−i + ur,t. (9.20)

Denote

φ⋆
r
:= (φ1, . . . , φr) ∈ RN×rN , φ

r
:= (φr,1, . . . , φr,r) ∈ RN×rN ,

Yr,t :=
(
Y ′
t−1, . . . ,Y ′

t−r
)′ ∈ RrN , Ŷr,t := (Ŷ ′

t−1, . . . , Ŷ ′
t−r)

′ ∈ RrN .

We recall that Ŷt = Yt − (ĉ1,0, . . . , ĉN,0)
′ and additionally, we maintain the convention Ŷt = Yt = 0 for

t ≤ 0 or t > n. We also denote φ̂
r
:= (φ̂r,1, . . . , φ̂r,r). When the values of Y1, . . . ,Yn are known, the

expressions for the least squares estimators of φ
r

and Σur := Var(ur,t) are given by

φ̌
r
= Σ̂Y,Y

r
Σ̂−1
Y

r
and Σ̂ûr =

1

n

n∑
t=1

(
Yt − φ̌

r
Yr,t

)(
Yt − φ̌

r
Yr,t

)′
,

where

Σ̂Y,Y
r
=

1

n

n∑
t=1

YtY ′
r,t and Σ̂Y

r
=

1

n

n∑
t=1

Yr,tY
′
r,t.
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Here, when the values of Y1, . . . ,Yn are unobserved, which is the case for us, the least squares estimators
for φ

r
and Σur are defined by

φ̂
r
= Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ

r
Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

and Σ̂ûr =
1

n

n∑
t=1

(
Ŷt − φ̂

r
Ŷr,t

)(
Ŷt − φ̂

r
Ŷr,t

)′
,

where

Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ
r
=

1

n

n∑
t=1

ŶtŶ
′
r,t and Σ̂Ŷ

r
=

1

n

n∑
t=1

Ŷr,tŶ
′
r,t.

Let

ΣYt,Yr
= EYtY ′

r,t, ΣY = EYtYt′, ΣY
r
= EYr,tY

′
r,t, Σ̂Y =

1

n

n∑
t=1

YtY ′
t and Σ̂Ŷ =

1

n

n∑
t=1

ŶtŶ
′
t.

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

∥A∥ = sup
∥x∥≤1

∥Ax∥ = ρ1/2(A′A),

where, here A := (ai,j) is a matrix of arbitrary dimensions, ∥x∥ denotes the Euclidean norm for vectors,
and ρ(·) represents the spectral radius. This particular norm is chosen because it satisfies the inequality

∥A∥2 ≤
∑
i,j

a2i,j . (9.21)

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

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

sup
r≥1

max
{∥∥∥ΣY,Y

r

∥∥∥ , ∥∥∥ΣY
r

∥∥∥ ,∥∥∥Σ−1
Y

r

∥∥∥} <∞.

Proof.
We will initiate by demonstrating that supr≥1 ∥ΣYr∥ <∞. With the previous notations, we have

Yr,tY
′
r,t =


Yt−1Y ′

t−1 Yt−1Y ′
t−2 · · · Yt−1Y ′

t−r
Yt−2Y ′

t−1 Yt−2Y ′
t−2 · · · Yt−2Y ′

t−r
...

...
. . .

...
Yt−rY ′

t−1 Yt−rY ′
t−2 · · · Yt−rY ′

t−r

 ∈ RrN×rN .

Hence, by stationarity we obtain

ΣY
r
=
[
E
(
Yt−uY ′

t−v
)]
u,v=1,...,r

=
[
E
(
Y0Y ′

u−v
)]
u,v=1,...,r

= [C(u− v)]u,v=1,...,r

where C(k) = E(Y0Y ′
k) ∈ RN×N , k ∈ Z. Subsequently, we introduce the spectral density of the

stationary process (Yt)t∈Z defined by

f(ω) =
1

2π

∞∑
k=−∞

C(k)eiωk, ∀ ω ∈ R.

Consider ρ(ΣY
r
) as the spectral radius of the matrix ΣY

r
, which corresponds to the eigenvector γ(r) :=(

γ
(r)
1

′
, · · · , γ(r)r

′)
∈ RrN . Here, each γ(r)j belongs to RN for j = 1, . . . , r, and ∥γ(r)j ∥ = 1.
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We have on one hand

γ(r)
′
ΣY

r
γ(r) = γ(r)

′
ρ(ΣY

r
)γ(r) = ρ(ΣY

r
)∥γ(r)∥2 = ρ(ΣY

r
) = ∥ΣY

r
∥, (9.22)

and on the other hand using the inversion formula,

γ(r)
′
ΣY

r
γ(r) =

r∑
m,n=1

γ(r)m

′
C(m− n)γ(r)n

=

r∑
m,n=1

γ(r)m

′
(∫

[−π,π]
f(ω)e−iω(m−n)dω

)
γ(r)n

=

∫
[−π,π]

 r∑
m,n=1

γ(r)m

′
f(ω)eiω(n−m)γ(r)n

 dω

=

∫
[−π,π]

(
r∑

n=1

γ(r)n eiωn

)′

f(ω)

(
r∑

m=1

γ(r)m e−iωm

)
dω

=

∫
[−π,π]

(
r∑

n=1

γ(r)n eiωn

)′

f(ω)

(
r∑

m=1

γ
(r)
m eiωm

)
dω. (9.23)

Let ω ∈ R. Consider the bilinear mapping, F : (X,Y ) ∈ CN × CN 7→ F (X,Y ) = X ′f(ω)Y . Given
(C(k))k∈Z is symmetric with respect to zero and Hermitian, it follows that f(ω) is also Hermitian,
and consequently, its eigenvalues are real. Therefore, there exists a diagonal matrix Dω containing the
eigenvalues of f(ω) and a unitary matrix Uω such that f(ω) = UωDωUω

′.
Moreover, since U is unitary, we also have for all X ∈ CN ,

X ′f(ω)X = X ′
(
UωDωUω

′
)
X =

(
U

′
ωX
)′
Dω

(
U ′
ωX
)
≤ sup

ω
∥f(ω)∥∥X∥2. (9.24)

Furthermore,

1

2π

∫
[−π,π]

(
r∑

m=1

γ(r)m eiωm

)′( r∑
n=1

γ
(r)
n eiωn

)
dω =

1

2π

∫
[−π,π]

(
r∑

m=1

r∑
n=1

γ(r)m γ
(r)
n eiω(m−n)

)
dω

=
1

2π

r∑
m=1

r∑
n=1

γ(r)m γ
(r)
n

∫
[−π,π]

eiω(m−n)dω

=

r∑
m=1

r∑
n=1

γ(r)m γ
(r)
n δmn

= ∥γ(r)∥2. (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

∥ΣY
r
∥ ≤ 2π sup

ω∈R
∥f(ω)∥ <∞.

Knowing that the eigenvalues of Σ−1
Yr

are the inverses of the eigenvalues of ΣYr , it follows that ρ(Σ−1
Yr

)
is equal to the inverse of the smallest eigenvalue of ΣYr which is non-zero by hypothesis. Following the
same reasoning, we also show that

sup
r≥1

∥∥Σ−1
Yr

∥∥ <∞.

Furthermore, by noting that ∥ΣY,Y
r
∥ ≤

∥∥∥ΣY
r+1

∥∥∥ (see in Francq et al. (2003), p. 23, for more details),
allows us to conclude the proof. 2
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Lemma 8. We assume that the condition E|ηt|8+4ν < ∞ holds and that Assumption (A4) is satisfied
for some ν > 0. Then, there exists a positive constant C such that

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=−∞

|Cov (Y1(m1)Y1+s(m2),Yℓ+h(m1)Y1+e+h(m2))| < C,

where m1,m2 ∈ {1, . . . , N} and Yt(k) denotes the k-th element of the vector Yt.

Proof.
Consider the parameters h ∈ Z and m1,m2 ∈ {1, . . . , N}. We have

∞∑
h=−∞

|Cov (Y1(m1)Y1+s(m2),Yℓ+h(m1)Y1+e+h(m2))| ≤
∞∑

h=−∞

3∑
j=1

|wj(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2)|

where

w1(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) := + Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1X1+s+hX1+e+h+m2)

− E(X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)

− E(Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2),

w2(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) := − E(X1+sX1+s+m2)Cov(X1X1+m1 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

+ E(X1+sX1+s+m2)E(X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)Cov(X1X1+m1 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)

+ E(X1+sX1+s+m2)E(Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)Cov(X1X1+m1 , X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2),

w3(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) := − E(X1X1+m1)Cov(X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)

+ E(X1X1+m1)E(X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)Cov(X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)

+ E(X1X1+m1)E(Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)Cov(X1+sX1+s+m2 , X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2).

In what follows, we will focus on bounding w1(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2). Similarly, w2(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) and
w3(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) can be bounded in the same manner. Let us put

ζs,h,ℓ,ei1,··· ,i8(m1,m2) := Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

η1−i1η1+m1−i2η1+s−i3η1+s+m2−i4 ,

dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

ηℓ+h−i5ηℓ+h+m−i6η1+e+h−i7η1+e+h+m2−i8)

= E(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+h+e+m2
i8

)

× Cov(η1−i1η1+m1−i2η1+s−i3η1+s+m2−i4 , ηℓ+h−i5ηℓ+h+m1−i6η1+e+h−i7η1+e+h+m2−i8)

+ Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)

× E(η1−i1η1+m−i2η1+s−i3η1+s+m2−i4)E(ηℓ+h−i5ηℓ+h+m1−i6η1+e+h−i7η1+e+h+m2−i8),
(9.26)

where we recall that dtk := c(θ0,∆t, . . . ,∆t−k), for all k, i ∈ Z with c(θ0,∆t, . . . ,∆t−k) defined in
Notation 1 (See Equation (9.9)).

Considering Equations (2.3), (9.12) and (9.26) we have

Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2) =
∑

0≤i1,··· ,i8≤∞
ζs,h,ℓ,ei1,··· ,i8(m1,m2)(θ0).

In the remainder of this proof, we set ϵ(2)i1,t,m,i2 := ηt−i1ηt+m−i2 for all t, i1, i2,m ∈ Z.
Using Lemma 3 and applying Hölder’s inequality, there exists a positive constant K and ρ ∈ (0, 1)

such that ∣∣∣E(d1i1d1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m1
i4

dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+h+e+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣ ≤ Kρ

∑8
k=1 ik (9.27)
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and by stationarity

max
{ ∣∣∣E(ϵ(2)i1,1,m1,i2

ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

)
∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣E(ϵ(2)i5,ℓ+h,m1,i6

ϵ
(2)
i7,1+e+h,m2,i8

)
∣∣∣ } ≤ E|η0|4. <∞. (9.28)

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

|Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)|

≤
∑

0≤i1,··· ,i8≤∞

{
Kρ

∑8
k=1 ik

∣∣∣Cov
(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

, ϵ
(2)
i5,ℓ+h,m1,i6

ϵ
(2)
i7,1+e+h,m2,i8

)∣∣∣
+ C

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣}. (9.29)

We will now bound the two terms in Equation (9.29).

⋄ Assuming h ≥ 0, let us define m0 := m1 ∨m2.

Firstly, we have

∑
0≤i1,··· ,i8≤∞

C
∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d

1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m1
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

∣∣∣ ≤ C
9∑

k=1

vk(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2),

where

v1(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) :=
∑

i1>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i2,...,i8≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v2(s, h, ℓ, em1,m2) :=
∑

i2>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i1,i3,...,i8≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v3(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) :=
∑

i3>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i1,i2,i4,...,i8≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v4(s, h, ℓ, em1,m2) :=
∑

i4>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i1,i2,i3,i5,...,i8≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v5(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) :=
∑

i5>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i1,...,i4,i6,i7,i8≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v6(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) :=
∑

i6>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i1,...,i5,i7,i8≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v7(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) :=
∑

i7>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i1,...,i6,i8≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v8(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) :=
∑

i8>⌊h/2⌋

∑
0≤i1,...,i7≤∞

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣,

v9(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) :=
∑

0≤i1,...,i8≤⌊h/2⌋

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣.

Using an argument similar to that in Equation (9.11), there exists a family of positive constants
(Ci)1≤i≤8 such that

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

vi(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) ≤
∞∑
h=0

Ciρh/2 <∞. (9.30)
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To bound the term v9(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2), we will apply the inequality from Davydov (1968), as presented
in Lemma 2. Additionally, we introduce the positive constants K0 and C0, which both represent the
universal constant specified in Lemma 2, respectively.

⋄ Let us suppose ⌊h/2⌋ ≥ s+m0.
We have, using the Lemma 2,

∞∑
⌊h/2⌋=s+m0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

∣∣∣Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
∣∣∣

≤ C0

∞∑
⌊h/2⌋=s+m0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

∥d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

∥2+ν∥dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

∥2+ν

× α
ν

2+ν

∆ (min{ℓ, 1 + e}+ h−m2 − s−max{i5, i7} − 1)

≤

 ⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

 ∞∑
⌊h/2⌋=s+m0

α
ν

2+ν

∆ (⌊h/2⌋+min{ℓ, 1 + e} −m0 − s− 1)

 . (9.31)

To deal with the terms obtained for ⌊h/2⌋ < s + m0, we can write the following decomposition by
applying the equality Cov(UV,WZ) = Cov(UW,V Z)+E(UW )E(V Z)−E(UV )E(WZ) for real random
variables U , V , W and Z so that

Cov(d1i1d
1+m1
i2

d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)

=− Cov
(
d1i1d

1+m1
i2

, d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

)
Cov

(
dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

, d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
− Cov

(
d1i1d

1+m1
i2

, d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

)
E
(
dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

)
E
(
d1+e+hi7

d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
− Cov

(
dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

, d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
E
(
d1i1d

1+m1
i2

)
E
(
d1+si3

d1+s+m2
i4

)
+ Cov

(
d1+m1
i1

d1+m1
i2

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

)
Cov

(
d1+si3

d1+s+m2
i4

, d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)
+ Cov

(
d1i1d

1+m1
i2

, d1+s+hi7
d1+s+h+m2
i8

)
E
(
d1+si3

d1+s+m2
i4

)
E
(
dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

)
+ Cov(d1i1d

1+m1
i2

dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

, d1+si3
d1+s+m2
i4

d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

). (9.32)

Noting that in the previous decomposition of Equation (9.32), we also assume that e > ℓ 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⌋ < 1 + e− ℓ−m1 we have∣∣∣Cov
(
dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

, d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)∣∣∣ ≤ C0∥d1+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

∥2+ν∥d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

∥2+ν

× α
ν

2+ν

∆ {1 + e− ℓ− i7 −m1}, (9.33)

and for ⌊h/2⌋ ≥ 1 + e− ℓ−m1„∣∣∣Cov
(
dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

, d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣Cov
(
d1+e+hi7

d1+e+h+m2
i8

, dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

)∣∣∣
≤ C0∥dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

∥2+ν∥d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

∥2+ν

× α
ν

2+ν

∆ {ℓ− 1− e− i5 −m2}. (9.34)
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Thus, from Equations (9.33), (9.34) and the fact that 0 ≤ i5, i7 ≤ ⌊h/2⌋, it follows∣∣∣Cov
(
dℓ+hi5

dℓ+h+m1
i6

, d1+e+hi7
d1+e+h+m2
i8

)∣∣∣ ≤ 2C0∥dℓ+hi5
dℓ+h+m1
i6

∥2+ν∥d1+s+hi7
d1+s+h+m2
i8

∥2+ν

× α
ν

2+ν

∆ {min{ℓ− e− 1−m0, 1 + e− ℓ−m0} − ⌊h/2⌋}.
(9.35)

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

⋄ First term in Equation (9.32)

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0
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(9.36)

⋄ Second term in Equation (9.32)
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 . (9.37)

⋄ Third term in Equation (9.32)
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⋄ Fourth term in Equation (9.32)
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⋄ Fifth term in Equation (9.32)
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⋄ To control the sixth term, we distinguish between the subcases ⌊3h/2⌋ ≤ s − ℓ −m1

and ⌊3h/2⌋ > s− ℓ−m1.

◦ First subcase: ⌊3h/2⌋ ≤ s− ℓ−m1.

We have
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◦ Second subcase: ⌊3h/2⌋ > s− ℓ−m1.

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

{
(i3, i4, i7) ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊h/2⌋}3 : ⌊3h/2⌋ > s− ℓ−m1,
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}
.

The conditions in W(h) ensure proper indices for identifying the σ-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
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Finally, we find that inequalities (9.31) through (9.43) are bounded by a constant independent of s and
ℓ under Assumption (A4), which proves that

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

v9(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) <∞. (9.44)
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Consequently, in light of Equations (9.30) and (9.44), we have
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Using an argument similar to that in Equation (9.11), there also exists a family of positive constants
(Di)1≤i≤8 such that
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We now focus on the term u9(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2). Assume ⌊h/2⌋ ≥ s +m0. By applying Lemma 2, we
have
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As in (9.32), to handle the case ⌊h/2⌋ < s+m0, with e > max{s, ℓ}, we write
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. (9.48)

Using Lemma 2 once again, and the fact that (ηt)t∈Z is weak white noise, we obtain :

⋄ First term in Equation (9.48)

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋≤s−ℓ−m1

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik
∣∣∣Cov

(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

ϵ
(2)
i5,ℓ+h,m1,i6

, ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

ϵ
(2)
i7,1+e+h,m2,i8

)∣∣∣

≤ K0

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋≤s−ℓ−m1

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik ∥ηt∥88+4ν α
ν

2+ν
η {1 + s− ℓ− h−m1 − i3 + i6}

≤ K0

 ∞∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

 s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋≤s−ℓ−m1

∥ηt∥88+4ν α
ν

2+ν
η {1 + s− ⌊3h/2⌋ − ℓ−m1}

≤ K0

 ∞∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

 ∥ηt∥88+4ν

s−ℓ−m1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

α
ν

2+ν
η {s− ⌊3h/2⌋ − ℓ−m1}

 . (9.49)

⋄ Second term in Equation (9.48)

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ikE
{
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

ϵ
(2)
i5,ℓ+h,m1,i6

}

=

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

{
Cov

(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

, ϵ
(2)
i5,ℓ+h,m1,i2

)
+ E

(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

)
E
(
ϵ
(2)
i5,ℓ+h,m1,i6

)}

≤
s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

{
K0∥ηt∥44+2να

ν
2+ν
η {ℓ+ h−m1 − i5 + i2 − 1}

+K2
0∥ηt∥42+να

ν
2+ν
η {1 +m1 − i2 + i1}α

ν
2+ν
η {m1 + i6 − i5}

}

≤

 ∞∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

{ s+m1−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

K0∥ηt|44+2να
ν

2+ν
η {⌊h/2⌋ −m1 − 1}

+K2
0∥ηt∥42+να

ν
2+ν
η {m1 − ⌊h/2⌋}α

ν
2+ν
η {m1 − ⌊h/2⌋}

}
. (9.50)
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⋄ Third term in Equation (9.48)

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ikE
{
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

}

=

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

{
Cov

(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

, ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

)
+ E

(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

)
E
(
ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

)}

≤
s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

{
K0∥ηt∥44+2να

ν
2+ν
η {1 + s−max{i3,m2 − i4}}

+K2
0∥ηt∥42+να

ν
2+ν
η {m1 − i2 + i1}α

ν
2+ν
η {m2 − i4 + i3}

}

≤

 ∞∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik

{ s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

K0∥ηt|44+2να
ν

2+ν
η {s−m0 − ⌊h/2⌋}

+K2
0∥ηt∥42+να

ν
2+ν
η {m1 − ⌊h/2⌋}α

ν
2+ν
η {m2 − ⌊h/2⌋}

}
. (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 ℓ. Similarly to the sixth term of (9.32), we also bound (9.49) by a constant
independent of s, e, and ℓ. Furthermore, using a decomposition similar to (9.48), we also show that

s+m0−1∑
⌊h/2⌋=0

⌊h/2⌋≥s−ℓ−m1+1

⌊h/2⌋∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik
∣∣∣Cov

(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

ϵ
(2)
i5,ℓ+h,m1,i6

, ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

ϵ
(2)
i7,1+e+h,m2,i8

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

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

u9(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2) <∞. (9.52)

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

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

∞∑
i1,··· ,i8=0

ρ
∑8

k=1 ik
∣∣∣Cov

(
ϵ
(2)
i1,1,m1,i2

ϵ
(2)
i3,1+s,m2,i4

, ϵ
(2)
i5,ℓ+h,m1,i6

ϵ
(2)
i7,1+e+h,m2,i8

)∣∣∣ <∞. (9.53)

Finally, in view of Equations (9.45) and (9.53), we reach the conclusion that

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

∣∣∣Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)
∣∣∣ <∞. (9.54)

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

|E (X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)| ≤ ∥X1+e+h∥2 ∥X1+e+h+m2∥2 ≤ ∥X0∥22 <∞,

and

|E(Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)| ≤ ∥Xℓ+h∥2 ∥Xℓ+h+m1∥2 ≤ ∥X0∥22 <∞.
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By analogous arguments used to obtain Equation (9.54), we can readily demonstrate that

sup
ℓ,s∈N

∞∑
h=0

∣∣∣Cov(X1X1+m1X1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)
∣∣∣ <∞,

and

sup
e,s∈N

∞∑
h=0

|Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)| <∞. (9.55)

Consequently we have

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

|E(X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)Cov(X1X1+m1X1+s+m2 , Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)| <∞, (9.56)

and

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

|E(Xℓ+hXℓ+h+m1)Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , X1+e+hX1+e+h+m2)| <∞. (9.57)

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

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

|w1(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2)| <∞. (9.58)

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

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

|w2(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2)| <∞, and sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=0

|w3(s, h, ℓ, e,m1,m2)| <∞.

The same bounds clearly hold for h ≤ 0. Thus, we have demonstrated that

sup
s,ℓ,e∈N

∞∑
h=−∞

|Cov (Y1(m1)Y1+s(m2),Yℓ+h(m1)Y1+e+h(m2))| <∞.

This completes the proof. 2

Lemma 9. We assume that the condition E|ηt|8+4ν < ∞ holds and that Assumption (A4) is satisfied
for some ν > 0. Then for any integer s, there exists a positive constant C independent of n such that

∞∑
h=−∞

∣∣∣Cov (Ŷ1(m1)Ŷ1+s(m2), Ŷ1+h(m1)Ŷ1+s+h(m2)
)∣∣∣ < C,

where m1,m2 ∈ {1, . . . , N} and Ŷt(k) denotes the k-th element of the vector Ŷt. We also recall that
Ŷt(m) = 0 for all m ∈ {1, . . . , N} when t > n or t ≤ 0.

Proof.
The proof of this lemma will closely follow the approach of Lemma 8.
Let h ∈ Z and 1 ≤ m1,m2 ≤ N. We have

∞∑
h=−∞

∣∣∣Cov
(
Ŷ1(m1)Ŷ1+s(m2), Ŷ1+h(m1)Ŷ1+s+h(m2)

)∣∣∣ ≤ n−s−1∑
h=0

4∑
j=1

gj(s, h,m1,m2)1[0≤s≤n−1]
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with

g1(s, h,m1,m2) :=Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , X1+hX1+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

− Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm1,0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

− Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm2,0X1+hX1+h+m1)

+ Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm1,0ĉm2,0),

g2(s, h,m1,m2) :=− Cov(ĉm2,0X1X1+m1 , X1+hX1+h+m1X1+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

+ Cov(ĉm2,0X1X1+m1 , ĉm1,0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

+ Cov(ĉm2,0X1X1+m1 , ĉm2,0X1+hX1+h+m1)

− Cov(ĉm2,0X1X1+m1 , ĉm1,0ĉm2,0),

g3(s, h,m1,m2) :=− Cov(ĉm1,0X1+sX1+s+m2 , X1+hX1+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

+ Cov(ĉm1,0X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm2,0X1+hX1+h+m1)

+ Cov(ĉm1,0X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm2,0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

− Cov(ĉm1,0X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm1,0ĉm2,0),

g4(s, h,m1,m2) :=Cov(ĉm1,0ĉm2,0, X1+hX1+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

− Cov(ĉm1,0ĉm2,0, ĉm1,0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)

− Cov(ĉm1,0ĉm2,0, ĉm2,0X1+hX1+h+m1)

+ Cov(ĉm1,0ĉm2,0, ĉm1,0ĉm2,0),

where we recall that ĉk,0 = (n− k)−1
∑n−k

t=1 XtXt+k for all k ∈ N⋆.
Based on Equation (9.56) of Lemma 8, there exists a positive constant C independent of t and s

such that
∞∑

h=−∞
|Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xt+hXt+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)| < C. (9.59)

Thanks to Equation (9.59), we easily obtain that

n−s−1∑
h=0

|Cov (X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm1,0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)|

≤
∞∑
h=0

|Cov (X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm1,0X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)|

≤
∞∑
h=0

{
(n−m1)

−1
n−m1∑
t=1

|Cov (X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xt+hXt+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)|

}

= (n−m1)
−1

n−m1∑
t=1

{ ∞∑
h=0

|Cov (X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , Xt+hXt+h+m1X1+s+hX1+s+h+m2)|

}
< C,

(9.60)

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

n−s−1∑
h=0

|Cov(X1X1+m1X1+sX1+s+m2 , ĉm2,0X1+hX1+h+m1)| < C.

Let us now focus on the fourth term of g4(s, h,m1,m2), namely Cov(ĉm1,0ĉm2,0, ĉm1,0ĉm2,0), which
represents the most challenging term to bound.
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By the stationarity of (Xt)t∈Z, we have

|Cov(ĉm1,0ĉm2,0, ĉm1,0ĉm2,0)|

≤ n−4


∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
i1,i2=1

n∑
i3,i4=1

Cov (Xi1Xi1+m1Xi2Xi2+m2 , Xi3Xi3+m1Xi4Xi4+m2)

∣∣∣∣∣∣


≤ n−4
n−1∑

h1,h2=1


n−h1∧h2∑
i2,i4=1

|Cov (Xi2+h1Xi2+h1+m1Xi2Xi2+m2 , Xi4+h2Xi4+h2+m1Xi4Xi4+m2)|


≤ n−3

n−1∑
h1,h2=1


n−h1∧h2−1∑

k=−n+h1∧h2+1

n− h1 ∧ h2 − |k|
n

|Cov (Y1+h1(m1)Y1(m2), Y1+h2−k(m1)Y1−k(m2))|


≤ n−3

n−1∑
h1,h2=1

{ ∞∑
k=−∞

|Cov (Y1+h1(m1)Y1(m2), Y1+h2−k(m1)Y1−k(m2))|

}
, (9.61)

where we recall that for all t ∈ Z, Yt(m) := XtXt+m for a given m ∈ {1, . . . , N}.
Using Lemma 8, we deduce that there exists a positive constant K, independent of n, h1 and h2

such that
∞∑

k=−∞
|Cov (Y1+h1(m1)Y1(m2), Y1+h2−k(m1)Y1−k(m2))| < K. (9.62)

Thus, from Equations (9.61) and (9.62), it follows that

n−s−1∑
h=0

|Cov(ĉm1,0ĉm2,0, ĉm1,0ĉm2,0)| ≤ (n− s)(n− 1)2n−3K = O(1). (9.63)

By reasoning similarly to Equation (9.60) or Equation (9.63), the remaining terms involving g2 and g3
can easily be bounded by a constant independent of n and s. Consequently, we arrive at

∞∑
h=−∞

|gi(s, h,m1,m2)| < C, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ 4,

where C is an arbitrary constant independent of n.
This completes the proof. 2

Lemma 10. We assume that the condition E|ηt|8+4ν <∞ holds and that Assumption (A4) is satisfied
for some ν > 0. Then for any integer s, there exists a positive constant C such that

∞∑
h=−∞

∣∣∣Cov
(
Y1(m1)Y1+s(m2), Ŷ1+h(m1)Ŷ1+s+h(m2)

)∣∣∣ < C,

where m1,m2 ∈ {1, . . . , N} and Ŷt(k) denotes the k-th element of the vector Ŷt with Ŷt(m) = 0 for all
m ∈ {1, . . . , N} whenever t > n or t ≤ 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. 2

Lemma 11. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4, the terms
√
r∥Σ̂Y

r
− ΣY

r
∥,

√
r∥Σ̂Y − ΣY∥ and

√
r∥Σ̂Y,Y

r
− ΣY,Y

r
∥ tend towards 0 in probability as n→ ∞ when r = o(n1/3).
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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

∀ ϵ > 0, P
(√

r∥Σ̂Y
r
− ΣY

r
∥ > ϵ

)
≤ 1

ϵ2
E
(
r∥Σ̂Y

r
− ΣY

r
∥2
)
. (9.64)

Let 1 ≤ m1,m2 ≤ N and 1 ≤ r1, r2 ≤ r. The element of the {r1N + m1} th-row and {r2N + m1}
th-column of

(
Σ̂Y

r
− ΣY

r

)
is of the form n−1

∑n
t=1 Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2)− E (Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2)).

Define Xt(r1, r2,m1,m2) := Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2). Using Equation (9.21), Lemma 8 and the sta-
tionarity of (Yt)t∈Z, it follows that

E
(
r∥Σ̂Y

r
− ΣY

r
∥2
)
≤

N∑
m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

E
(
r
((

Σ̂Y
r
− ΣY

r

)
(r1N +m1, r2N +m2)

)2)

≤
N∑

m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

 1

n2
E

r( n∑
t=1

(Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2)− E(Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2))

)2


≤
N∑

m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

r Var

(
1

n

n∑
t=1

(Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2))

)

≤
N∑

m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

r

n2

n−1∑
k=−n+1

(n− |k|)Cov(Xt(r1, r2,m1,m2),Xt−k(r1, r2,m1,m2))

≤
N∑

m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

r

n

∞∑
k=−∞

Cov(Xt(r1, r2,m1,m2),Xt−k(r1, r2,m1,m2))

≤ C12N2r3

n

r = o(n1/3)−−−−−−−→
n→∞

0,

(9.65)

where C12 is here a positive constant independent of r1, r2,m1,m2, r, and n.
Consequently using Equations (9.64) and (9.65), when r = o(n1/3), we finally obtain that

∥Σ̂Y
r
− ΣY

r
∥ = oP(1). (9.66)

Similarly, when r = o(n1/3), we also prove that
√
r∥Σ̂Y − ΣY∥ = oP(1) and

√
r∥Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ

r
− ΣY,Y

r
∥ = oP(1).

This completes the proof. 2

Lemma 12. Let Σ̂Y be the matrix obtained by replacing Ŷt with Yt in Σ̂Ŷ . Under the assumptions
of Theorem 4, the terms

√
r∥Σ̂Ŷ

r
− ΣY

r
∥,

√
r∥Σ̂Ŷ − ΣY∥ and

√
r∥Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ

r
− ΣY,Y

r
∥ tend towards 0 in

probability as n→ ∞ when r = o(n1/3).

Proof.
Let r = r(n) be such that r = o(n1/3). Applying the Markov inequality once again, we have

∀ ε > 0, P
(√

r∥Σ̂Ŷ
r
− Σ̂Y

r
∥ > ε

)
≤ 1

ε2
E
(
r∥Σ̂Ŷ

r
− Σ̂Y

r
∥2
)
.

54



Let 1 ≤ m1,m2 ≤ N and 1 ≤ r1, r2 ≤ r. The component of Σ̂Ŷ
r
− Σ̂Y

r
located in the {r1N +m1}-th

row and {r2N +m2}-th column is of the form n−1
∑n

t=1 Ŷt−r1(m1)Ŷt−r2(m2)− Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2).
Letting Zt = Zt(r1, r2,m1,m2, n) := Ŷt−r1(m1)Ŷt−r2(m2) − Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2) and using once

again the norm defined in Equation (9.21), we have

E
(
∥Σ̂Ŷ

r
− Σ̂Y

r
∥2
)
≤

N∑
m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

E

n−2

(
n∑
t=1

Zt

)2


≤
N∑

m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

(
(E(Z1))

2 + n−2Var

(
n∑
t=1

Zt

))
. (9.67)

Let us consider 1 ≤ m ≤ N and t ∈ Z. In view of Lemma 4, using the Minkowski inequality and the
stationarity of the process (Xt)t∈Z, we have

∥Ŷt(m)∥2 = ∥XtXt+m − ĉm,0∥2 ≤ ∥XtXt+m∥2 +

∥∥∥∥∥(n−m)−1
n−m∑
t=1

XtXt+m

∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ 2 ∥X0∥24 <∞. (9.68)

Furthermore, due to stationarity, we also have

∥Yt(m)∥22 = Var(XtXt+m) = Cov(XtXt+m, XtXt+m) ≤ ∥Xt∥44 + ∥Xt∥42 = ∥X0∥44 + ∥X0∥42 <∞.
(9.69)

Note also that the sequence (ĉm,0 − cm,0)n∈N belongs to L2. Moreover, by noting that
limn→∞Var(

√
nFN,n) is an element of RN×N (see Lemma 5), it follows that the m-th diagonal element

E(n|ĉm,0 − cm,0|2) converges as n tends to infinity. In other words, there exists a positive constant
C(m) depending on m such that

∥ĉm,0 − cm,0∥2 ∼
n→∞

C(m)√
n
. (9.70)

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

|E(Zt)| =
∣∣∣E(Ŷt−r1(m1)Ŷt−r2(m2)− Yt−r1(m1)Yt−r2(m2)

)∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣E{(Ŷt−r1(m1)− Yt−r1(m1)

)
Ŷt−r2(m2) +

(
Ŷt−r2(m2)− Yt−r2(m2)

)
Yt−r1(m1)

}∣∣∣
≤
∥∥∥Ŷt−r1(m1)− Yt−r1(m1)

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥Ŷt−r2(m2)
∥∥∥
2
+
∥∥∥Ŷt−r2(m2)− Yt−r2(m2)

∥∥∥
2
∥Yt−r1(m1)∥2

= ∥ĉm1,0 − cm1,0∥2
∥∥∥Ŷt−r2(m2)

∥∥∥
2
+ ∥ĉm2,0 − cm2,0∥2 ∥Yt−r1(m1)∥2

≤ C(m1,m2)√
n

, (9.71)

where C(m1,m2) is a positive constant depending only on m1 and m2.
Additionally, owing to the stationarity property of the sequence (Xt)t∈Z, we obtain that

Var

(
n∑
t=1

Zt

)
=

n−1∑
k=−n+1

(n− |k|)Cov(Zt,Zt−k). (9.72)
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Using Equations (9.67), (9.71) and (9.72), Lemmas 8, 9 and 10 we ultimately arrive at

E
(
r∥Σ̂Ŷ

r
− Σ̂Y

r
∥2
)
≤

N∑
m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

r

(
(E (Z1))

2 + n−2
n−1∑

k=−n+1

(n− |k|)Cov(Zt,Zt−k)

)

≤
N∑

m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

r

(
(E (Z1))

2 +
n−1∑

k=−n+1

n− |k|
n2

Cov(Zt,Zt−k)

)

≤
N∑

m1,m2=1

r∑
r1,r2=1

r

(
(E (Z1))

2 + n−1
∞∑

k=−∞
Cov(Zt,Zt−k)

)

≤ N2r3
(
(E (Z1))

2 + n−1C13
)

r = o(n1/3)−−−−−−−→
n→∞

0,

where C13 is a strictly positive constant and independent of r1, r2,m1,m2, r, and n.
When r = o(n1/3) we thus have

√
r∥Σ̂Ŷ

r
− ΣY

r
∥ = oP(1). (9.73)

Finally, noting that

Σ̂Ŷr
− ΣYr =

(
Σ̂Ŷ

r
− Σ̂Y

r

)
+
(
Σ̂Y

r
− ΣYr

)
,

it follows from Equations (9.66) and (9.73) that when r = o(n1/3)

√
r∥Σ̂Ŷ

r
− ΣY

r
∥ = oP(1).

The remaining results are similarly obtained, there by concluding the proof. 2

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

√
r
∥∥∥Σ̂−1

Y
r
− Σ−1

Y
r

∥∥∥ = oP(1)

as n→ ∞ when r = o(n1/3) and r → ∞.

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.
2

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

√
r∥φ⋆

r
− φ

r
∥ r = o(n1/3)−−−−−−−→

n→∞
0.

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

φ
r
Yr,t + ur,t = Yt = φ⋆

r
Yr,t + u⋆r,t, (9.74)

where u⋆r,t :=
∞∑

i=r+1

φiYt−i + ut.
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Considering the orthogonality between ur,t and Yt, it follows from Equation (9.74) that

φ⋆
r
− φ

r
= −E(u⋆r,tY

′

r,t)Σ
−1
Y

r
:= Σ⋆Y

r
Σ−1
Y

r
(9.75)

where Σ⋆Y
r
= E(u⋆r,tY

′

r,t).
Furthermore, thanks to Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain on the one hand

∥∥∥Σ⋆Y
r

∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥E
{( ∞∑

i=r+1

φiYt−i + ut

)
Y ′

r,t

}∥∥∥∥∥
=

∥∥∥∥∥
∞∑

i=r+1

φiE
(
Yt−iY

′

r,t

)∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∞∑
i=r+1

∥φi∥
∥∥∥E(Yt−iY ′

r,t)
∥∥∥

≤
∞∑
i=1

∥φr+i∥
∥∥∥E(Yt−i−rY ′

r,t)
∥∥∥ . (9.76)

Using Equation (9.21) we obtain on the other hand∥∥∥E(Yt−i−rY ′

r,t)
∥∥∥2 ≤ r∑

k=1

E{(Yt−i−r,Y
′
t−k)}2 ≤ r

∑
1≤m1,m2≤N

r∑
k=1

∥Yt−i−r(m1)∥22 ∥Yt−k(m2)∥22 ≤ C14rN2.

(9.77)

In view of Equations (9.76), (9.77) and using the fact that ∥φi∥ = o(i−2) we arrive at

√
r∥φ⋆

r
− φ

r
∥ ≤

∞∑
i=1

(
o(i+ r)−2

)
C1/2
14 rN

(
sup
s≥1

∥∥∥Σ−1
Y

s

∥∥∥) −−−→
r→∞

0

where C14 is a positive constant that is independent of n and r.
Hence, the proof is concluded. 2

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

√
r
∥∥∥φ̂

r
−φ

r

∥∥∥ = oP(1)

as n→ ∞ when r = o(n1/3).

Proof.
Taking into account the orthogonality condition between ur,t and Yr,t in the regression of Yt on the

family (Yt−i)1≤i≤r (see Equation (9.20)), it follows that

E(YtY
′
r,t) = φ

r
E(Yr,tY

′
r,t).

In other words, we consider the previously introduced notations

φ
r
= ΣY,Y

r
Σ−1
Y

r
and φ̂

r
= Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ

r
Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

.
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Consequently, by employing on the one hand the triangle inequality, and on the other hand Lemmas 7,
12 and 13, when n→ ∞ and r = o(n1/3) we have

√
r
∥∥∥φ̂

r
−φ

r

∥∥∥ =
√
r

∥∥∥∥(Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ
r
− ΣY,Y

r
+ΣY,Y

r

)
Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

− ΣY,Y
r

(
Σ−1
Y

r
− Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

+ Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

)∥∥∥∥
=
√
r

∥∥∥∥(Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ
r
− ΣY,Y

r

)
Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

+ΣY,Y
r

(
Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

− Σ−1
Y

r

)∥∥∥∥
≤
√
r
∥∥∥Σ̂Ŷ,Ŷ

r
− ΣY,Y

r

∥∥∥(sup
r≥1

∥∥∥∥Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

∥∥∥∥)+

(
sup
r≥1

∥∥∥ΣY,Y
r

∥∥∥)√
r

∥∥∥∥Σ̂−1

Ŷ
r

− Σ−1
Y

r

∥∥∥∥ = oP(1).

This completes the proof. 2

Proof of Theorem 4.
Given the expressions for I and ÎSP , proving Theorem 4 essentially involves demonstrating that

φ̂(1) converges in probability to φ(1) and Σ̂ûr converges in probability to Σu. By denoting IN×N as
the identity matrix of order N , it can be observed that

φ̂r,i − φr,i =
(
φ̂
r
−φ

r

)
Ki and φi − φr,i =

(
φ⋆
r
−φ

r

)
Ki ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ r

with

Ki =


ON×N

...
IN×N

...
ON×N

 ∈ RrN×N ,

where IN×N corresponds to the i-th block of Ki.
Moreover, Equations (5.2) and (5.3) allow us to recall

φ̂(L) =
r∑
i=1

φ̂r,iL
i and φ(L) =

∞∑
i=1

φiL
i.

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

∥φ̂(1)−φ(1)∥ ≤

∥∥∥∥∥
r∑
i=1

(φ̂i,r − φr,i)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

r∑
i=1

(φr,i − φi)

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑
i=r+1

φi

∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∥∥∥∥∥(φ̂r −φ
r

) r∑
i=1

Ki

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥(φ⋆r −φ

r

) r∑
i=1

Ki

∥∥∥∥∥+
∞∑

i=r+1

∥φi∥

≤

∥∥∥∥∥
r∑
i=1

Ki

∥∥∥∥∥{∥∥∥φ̂r −φ
r

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥(φ⋆
r
−φ

r

)∥∥∥}+
∞∑

i=r+1

∥φi∥

≤
√
N
√
r
{∥∥∥φ̂

r
−φ

r

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥(φ⋆
r
−φ

r

)∥∥∥}+

∞∑
i=r+1

∥φi∥ = oP(1).

We also have

Σ̂ûr = Σ̂Ŷ − φ̂
r
Σ̂

′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

,

58



and

Σu = E(utu
′
t) = E

(
utY

′
t

)
= E

{(
Yt −

∞∑
i=1

φiYt−i

)
Y ′
t

}

= ΣY −
∞∑
i=1

φiE
(
Yt−iY

′
t

)
= ΣY −φ⋆

r
Σ

′
Y,Y

r
−

∞∑
i=r+1

φiE
(
Yt−iY

′
t

)
.

Therefore, it follows that∥∥∥Σ̂ûr − Σu

∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥Σ̂Ŷ − ΣY −
(
φ̂
r
−φ⋆

r

)
Σ̂

′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

−φ⋆
r

(
Σ̂

′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

− Σ
′
Y,Y

r

)
+

∞∑
i=r+1

φiE
(
Yt−iY

′
t
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≤
∥∥∥Σ̂Ŷ − ΣY

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥(φ̂
r
−φ⋆

r

)(
Σ̂

′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

− Σ
′
Y,Y

r

)∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥(φ̂
r
−φ⋆

r

)
Σ

′
Y,Y

r

∥∥∥
+
∥∥∥φ⋆

r

(
Σ̂

′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

− Σ
′
Y,Y

r

)∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥∥∥
∞∑

i=r+1

φiE
(
Yt−iY

′
t
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≤
∥∥∥Σ̂Ŷ − ΣY

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥φ̂
r
−φ⋆

r

∥∥∥∥∥∥Σ̂′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

− Σ
′
Y,Y

r

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥φ̂
r
−φ⋆

r

∥∥∥(sup
s≥1

∥∥∥Σ′
Y,Y

s

∥∥∥)
+
∥∥∥φ⋆

r

∥∥∥∥∥∥Σ̂′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

− Σ
′
Y,Y

r

∥∥∥+ ∞∑
i=r+1

∥φi∥
∥∥∥E(Yt−iY ′

t

)∥∥∥ .
By Lemma 11, we established that Σ̂Ŷ −ΣY = oP(r

−1/2). Following Lemmas 14 and 15, it is observed

that
∥∥∥φ̂

r
− φ⋆

r

∥∥∥ = oP(1). Lemma 13 further indicates that
∥∥∥∥Σ̂′

Ŷ,Ŷ
r

− Σ
′
Y,Y

r

∥∥∥∥ = oP(r
−1/2). Additionally,

according to Lemma 7, we have supr≥1

∥∥∥Σ′
Y,Y

r

∥∥∥ = O(1). Finally, using (9.21), we also derive that∥∥∥φ⋆
r

∥∥∥ ≤
(∑∞

i=1 Tr(φiφ
′
i)
)1/2

< ∞ and
∥∥∥E(Yt−iY ′

t

)∥∥∥ = O(1). Together, these results permit us to
complete the proof. 2
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