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Abstract

We research adaptive maximum likelihood-type estimation for an ergodic diffusion process
where the observation is contaminated by noise. This methodology leads to the asymptotic
independence of the estimators for the variance of observation noise, the diffusion parameter
and the drift one of the latent diffusion process. Moreover, it can lessen the computational
burden compared to simultaneous maximum likelihood-type estimation. In addition to ad-
aptive estimation, we propose a test to see if noise exists or not, and analyse real data as the
example such that data contains observation noise with statistical significance.

1 Introduction

We consider a d-dimensional ergodic diffusion process defined by the following stochastic differential
equation

dXt = b(XtaB)dt + a(Xta a)dwta XO = Zo, (1)

where (wy);>0 is a r-dimensional standard Wiener process, xg is a R¢-valued random variable
independent of (w;), « € ©1 C R™, 8 € Oy C R™2 with ©; and ©5 being compact and convex.
Moreover, b: R4 x 03 - R%, a: R x 0; - R?®@R". We denote 0 := (a, 3) € ©1 x O =: © and
0* = (a*, B*) as the true value of § which belongs to Int(©).

We deal with the problem of parametric inference for 6 with (Yip, )i=1.. n defined by the
following model

}/ihn = Xihr,, + Al/zgihna 1= 07 e, N, (2)

where h,, > 0 is the discretised step, A € R? ® R? is a positive semi-definite matrix and
(€ih, )i=1.- n is a sequence of R%valued i.i.d. random variables with E[e;p,,] = 0 and Vare;p,, ] =
I1.. Let ©,. € RU4+1)/2 he the convex and compact parameter space such that 6, := vech(A) € O,
and A, be the true value of A such that 6% := vech(A,) € Int(©.). We denote 9 := (6,0.) and
= := O x O.. With respect to the sampling scheme, we assume that h,, — 0 and nh,, — co as
n — 0o.

Our main concern with these settings is the adaptive maximum likelihood (ML)-type estimation
scheme in the form of

n—1
A 1 ®2
An = % (Yv(i—i-l)hn - Y—ihn) ) (3)
=0
H41,n(OAén|An) = sup Ll,n(a|[\n)a (4)
a€B®;
LQ,n(Bn‘Anadfn) = Ssup L2,n(5|[\nadn)7 (5)
BEO,

where A%? = AAT for any matrix A, AT indicates the transpose of A, L, and Ly, are quasi-
likelihood functions, which are defined in Section 3.



The composition of the model above is quite analogous to that of discrete-time state space
models (e.g., see [16]) in terms of expression of endogenous perturbation in the system of interest
and exogenous noise attributed to observation separately. As seen in the assumption h, — 0,
this model that we consider is for the situation where high-frequency observation holds, and this
requirement enhances the flexibility of modelling since our setting includes the models with non-
linearity, dependency of the innovation on state space itself. In addition, adaptive estimation which
also becomes possible through the high-frequency setting has the advantage in easing computa-
tional burden in comparison to simultaneous one. Fortunately, the number of situations where
requirements are satisfied has been grown gradually, and will continue to soar because of increase
in the amount of real-time data and progress of observation technology these days.

The idea of modelling with diffusion process concerning observational noise is no new phe-
nomenon. For instance, in the context of high-frequency financial data analysis, the researchers
have addressed the existence of "microstructure noise” with large variance with respect to time
increment jeopardising the premise that what we observe are purely diffusions. The energetic re-
search of the modelling with ”diffusion + noise” has been conducted in the decade: some research
have examined the asymptotics of this model in the framework of fixed time interval such that
nh, =T =1 (e.g., [8], [9], [11], [17] and [15]); and [2] and [3] research the parametric inference of
this model with ergodicity and the asymptotic framework 7" — oco. For parametric estimation for
discrete observed diffusion processes without measurement errors, see [4], [20], [21], [1], [13] and
references therein.

Our research is focused on the statistical inference for an ergodic diffusion plus noise. We give
the estimation methodology with adaptive estimation that relaxes computational burden and that
has been researched for ergodic diffusions so far (see [20], [21], [12], [18], [19]) in comparison to
the simultaneous estimation of [2] and [3]. In previous researches the simultaneous asymptotic
normality of An, &, and Bn has not been shown, but our method allows us to see asymptotic
normality and asymptotic independence of them with the different convergence rates.

As the real data analysis, we analyse the 2-dimensional wind data [14] and try to model the
dynamics with 2-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. We utilise the fitting of our diffusion-
plus-noise modelling and that of diffusion modelling with estimation methodology called local
Gaussian approximation method (LGA method) which has been investigated for these decades
(for instance, see [20], [12] and [13]). The results of fitting are as follows: diffusion-plus-noise

fitting gives
Xy (|-3.77 =032 | X; 3.60 13.41 -0.29
d [Yt] - ([0.40 5.01} {Yt] * [2.54}) i+ [0.29 12.62} dus, (©)
with (Xo, Yy) = (—2.53,0.36) and the estimation of the noise variance

; (7)

A [667x 1073 3.75 x 107°
" 375 x 1070 6.79 x 1073

and the diffusion fitting with LGA method which is asymptotic efficient if A = O gives
X —67.53 —9.29 | [ X, 63.27 43.82  0.13
d [YJ = ({—10.37 —104.45} {Yt] * [—50.24}) i+ {0.13 44.22] dr ®
with the same initial value. It seems that there is considerable difference between these estimates:
however, we cannot evaluate which is the more trustworthy fitting only with these results. It
results from the fact that we cannot distinguish a diffusion from a diffusion-plus-noise; if A, = O,
then the observation is not contaminated by noise and the estimation of LGA should be adopted
for its asymptotic efficiency; but if A, # O, what we observe is no more a diffusion process and
the LGA method loses its theoretical validity. Therefore, it is necessary to compose the statistical
hypothesis test with Hy : A = O and H; : A # O. In addition to estimation methodology, we also
research this problem of hypothesis test and propose a test which has the consistency property.
In Section 2, we check the assumption and notation across the paper. Section 3 gives the main
results of this paper. Section 4 examines the result of Section 3 with simulation. In Section 5

we analyse the real data analysis for wind data named MetData with our estimators and LGA as
discussed above and test whether noise does exist.



2 Local means, notations and assumptions

2.1 Local means

We partition the observation into k, blocks containing p,, samples and examine the property of
the following local means such that

B 1 pn—1 .
Zj:p—szAn+mn,y:0,--~,kn—1, 9)
" i=0

where {Z;,, }, is an arbitrary sequence of random variables on the mesh {ih,, }; as {Yin,, };» {Xin, };
and {e;n, },; and A, = pphy,. Note that k,p, = n and k,A,, = nh,.

In the same way as [2] and [3], our estimation method is based on these local means with respect
to the observation {Y;s, };,_; .. . The idea is so straightforward; taking means of the data {Y;, }
in each partition should reduce the influence of the noise term {€in, } because of LLN and then we
will obtain the information of the latent process { X, }.

2.2 Notations and assumptions

We set the following notations.

1. For a matrix A, AT denotes the transpose of A and A®? := AAT. For same size matrices A
and B, A[B] := tr (ABT).

2. For any vector v, v’ denotes the i-th component of v. Similarly, M*J, M%" and M de-
note the (¢,j)-th component, the i-th row vector and j-th column vector of a matrix M
respectively.

3. o(z, ) = (a(z,0))®>.

4. C is a positive generic constant independent of all other variables. If it depends on fixed
other variables, e.g. an integer k, we will express as C(k).

5. a(z) := a(z,a*) and b(z) := b(x, 5%).
6. A R-valued function f on R? is a polynomial growth function if for all 2 € R,
c
[f(@)] < CA+=l)".
g:R? x © — R is a polynomial growth function uniformly in 6 € © if for all z € RY,
sup |g(z,6)| < C (1+ ).
0cO
Similarly we say h : R? x 2 — R is a polynomial growth function uniformly in 9 € = if for
all » € RY,

sup |h(, d)| < C (1 + [EZD
e=

7. For any R-valued sequence u,, R: © x R x R? = R denotes a function with a constant C
such that

|R(0, ttn, )| < Cup (14 ||2])°
for all € R% and 6 € ©.
8. Let us define ¥ := (0,0.) € E.
9. Let us denote for any p-integrable function f on R, u(f(+)) := [ f(z)u(dz).



10. We set

i) = —gon (1 () el0%) — ) + log 0D

) =~ (1 (€, 0) 0 A = 1) o STl )
Yo(B) = —%uo ((c(.,a*))fl 5 8) - b(,,ﬂ*)@n]]) ’

Ta(8) = —gvo (e (0%, A0) 7 [ol,8) ~ b, 5927 ).

where ¢! (-, @, A) := ¢(-, ) + 3A.

11. Let

{A,{(SC) |"€ =1 ,m, Ag = (Ail’jz)jl,jz }7
{f,\($> ‘)‘: Lo ma, fA= (f)\la 7f§)}

be sequences of R? ® R%valued functions and R%valued ones respectively such that the
components of themselves and their derivative with respect to x are polynomial growth
functions for all k and A. Then we define the following matrix

(l1,02),(I3,la) . d 1/2 bk 1/2 l2,k 1/2 L3,k 1/2 lak
e S5 () (022) () (1) (] )

3
+ 5 (Ail,lgAiz,M + Ail,l4Ai2,13)

)

and matrix-valued functionals

v (tr{(flmcfl@c) ()})
g ) if 7€ (1,2),
(m7dan) =1, (0 { (A, Ay + 400 A, Ay + 1240, A A, AL) ()
if 7 =2,

Ws(UA ™ = w0 (Fre(h)”) 0)
where A, := % (AN + AZ)

12. & and & indicate convergence in probability and convergence in law respectively.

13 For f(2), g(z,0) and h(z, ), f'(x) = L1), (@) = & f(a), Deglr0) = Lo(a,0),
9og(x,0) == Zg(x,0), Oph(z,9) == Zh (x 19) and Ogh(z,9) == Zh(z,9).

We make the following assumptions.

(Al) b and a are continuously differentiable for 4 times, and the components of themselves as well
as their derivatives are polynomial growth functions uniformly in 8 € ©. Furthermore, there
exists C' > 0 such that for all =z € R?,

o)+ 118" (@) | + 16" ()| < C(1 + [[z]),
la@)Il + lla’ (@] + lla" ()| < C(1 + [|z]).

(A2) X is ergodic and the invariant measure v has k-th moment for all & > 0.
(A3) For all k > 0, sup;>o E {HXtHk} < 0o

(A4) For any k > 0, &;;,, has k-th moment and the component of €;;,, are independent of the other
components for all 7. In addition, the marginal distribution of each component is symmetric.

(A5) inf, o det c(z, a) > 0.



(A6) There exist %)ositive constants x ar;d X such that Yi(a) < gx||a704*||2, Yi(alA,) <
=X [l = o*[|7, Yo (8) < =X || — B*[I” and Y2(B) < —x |8 — B*[".
(A7) The components of b, a, 9.b, 9gb, dra, dna, O2b, 8Z,b, 0:08b, 02a, d2a and 9,0,a are

polynomial growth functions uniformly in 6 € ©.

(AH) h, =p,7, 7 € (1,2] and h,, — 0, p,, = o0, ky,, = 00, A, = prhy, — 0, nh, — 0o as n — oo.

(T1) If the index set J := {z e{l,---,d}: AV > O} is not null, then the submatrix of A, such

that Ay gup := [Ail ’jz} is positive definite.
il,i2ej

3 Main results

3.1 Adaptive ML-type estimation

Firstly, we construct an estimator for A such that A,, := ;- :.:01

2n

(Y, = Yin,

)

Lemma 3.1.1. Under (A1)-(A4), hy, — 0 and nh, — oo asn — oo, A, is consistent.

We propose the following quasi-likelihood functions such that

3

Lin(alA) | a2 ((ZAHC;(?;l,a,A))l [[(Y”l - ?})@2]] + log det (cg(ffjl,a,/\))> . (10)

,5.
j=1

kn—2

Lo (BIA, @) := —% > (Anch(Timr, M) [(Vir = Y5 = Anb(Vi-1,8) ]
j=1

2-71 5
where ¢} (z,a, A) := ¢(z, @) + 3A; " A. We define the estimators &, and 3, where

Ly n(én|Ay) = sup Ly, (a|Ay),

a€O,

L27n(3n|Anadn) = Sup L?,n(ﬁ|An7@n)

BEO2

The consistency of these estimators is given by the next theorem.

Theorem 3.1.2. Under (A1)-(A7) and (AH), Gy, and B, are consistent.

Let us denote

8 0 0 I o 0
I"(9%):= | O IZ27(9) O , JT(0*) = |0 J@2DT(9%) O
o) O ](3,3),7—(19*) o) o) J(3,3),r(19*)
where for i1,40 € {1,--- ,m1}, j1,j42 € {1,--- ,ma},
W ({307 o @ (v}, ) itre )
TG (%) = k1
T —1 —1 * .
WQ( ) {% (CT) (8ak1 C) (CT) (a'ﬂ )}k ) if 7 = 2a

1(3,3),7'(19*) —

k2

J(2,2),T(19*) — {

J1,J2

J(3,3),T(19*) —

In addition, let us denote 6., := vechA,, and 67 := vechA,.

v (b {(0)7" (00 0) ()" (0uz )} (0"))]
Vo (tr{(CT)_l (Opir ) (CT)_l (Opiz c)} (-, 19*))}

J1,J2

W ({@m) @7 o0}, ) itre )

{
W ({@wat)” ()7 (00}, ) itr =2

o if 7€ (1,2),
11,12
o if 7 =2,
11,12
if 7 € (1,2),
if 7=2.

)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

(17)

(18)



Theorem 3.1.3. Under (A1)-(A7), (AH) and k,A2 — 0, the following convergence in distribution
holds:

\/H (és,n - 0;)
VEn (@ —a%) | 5N (0. (7)) W) (77 @) ).
VIS (Bo - 57)

Remark. This theorem shows the difference of the convergence rates with respect to és’n, &, and
By, which is essentially significant to construct adaptive estimation approach.

3.2 Test for noise detection

We formulate the statistical hypothesis test such that Hy : A, = O and Hy : A, # O. We
define S; = Zle X! and S, = Zld:l Vi and [X},---, X, 9] is also an ergodic diffusion.
Furthermore,

2 N n—1
b 1 (Z (St )hn — fihn)Z - Z (Fit2n, — y?ihn)z) ;o (19)

BT S T
Zj:l ( Jj+1 J) i=0 0<2i<n—2

where (?3 = i f;al ZjA, +ih,, and consider the hypothesis test with rejection region Z,, > z,
where z, is the upper « point of N(0,1).

Theorem 3.2.1. Under Hy, (A1)-(A5), (AH) and nh? — 0,
Z, 5 N(0,1).

Theorem 3.2.2. Under Hy, (A1)-(A5), (AH), (T1) and nh2 — 0, the test is consistent, i.e., for
all o € (0,1),

P(Z, > z4) = L

4 Example and simulation results

4.1 Case of small noise

First of all, we consider the following 2-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

X (B Bs] [X} Bs ap X3 1

IR ( o 1 ) R e R | S
where the true values of the diffusion parameters (af,a3,a3) = (1,0.1,1) and the drift one
(67, 85, 8%, Bx, 8%, BE) = (—1,-0.1,-0.1,—1,1, 1), and the multivariate normal noise and the sev-
eral levels of A such that A, oo = O,A, _; = 107I for all i = {4,5,6,7,8}. We check the
performance of our estimator and the test constructed in Section 3, and compare our estimator
(local mean method, LMM) with the estimator by LGA. We show the setting and result of simula-
tion in the following tables. With respect to the estimator for the noise variance, let us check the
case of A, _4. The empirical mean and standard deviation of ALY with APt = 1074 are 1.32x 1074
and 3.21 x 1077; those of AL2 with AL = 0 are 6.29 x 107 and 6.31 x 10~%; and those of A2
with AL? = 10~* are 1.33 x 10~* and 3.25 x 10~°.

In the first place, we examine the performance of the diffusion estimators. It can be seen that
neither estimator with our method nor LGA dominates the other in terms of standard deviation
where A, o, A, _g and A, _7. Note that the powers of the test statistics are not large in these
settings. It reflects that it is indifferent to choose either our estimators which are consistent even if
there is no noise or the estimators with LGA by counting on the result of noise detection test which
are asymptotically efficient if observation is not contaminated by noise. In contrast to these sizes of
variance of noise, the results of simulation with the setting A, _s, A«,—5 and A, _4 shows that our
estimators dominate the estimators with LGA in terms of standard deviation, and simultaneously
the test for noise detection performs high power.



We also see the same behaviour in estimation for drift parameters. In this case, our estimators
are dominant in all the setting of noise variance, but the performance of LGA estimators are close

to them where A, _o, As,_s and A, _7. With the larger variance of noise, the estimators with

Table 1: Setting in Section 4

quantity | approximation
n 108
hn, 6.309573 x 107>
T, 63.09573
nh? 0.003981072
T 2
Pn 125
kn, 8000
A, 0.007886967
kn A2 0.497634
iteration 1000

local means method are far fine compared to the others.

Remark. With these results, we can see that the test works well as a criterion to select the
estimation methods with local means and LGA: when adopting H
free to adopt either estimation; if rejecting Hy, we are strongly motivated to select our estimator.

Table 2: test statistics performance with small noise (section 4.1)

ratio of Z,, > 29.05

ratio of Z,, > zg.01

ratio of Z,, > 20.001

A,=0 0.050 0.008 0.002
A, =10781 0.065 0.010 0.002
A, =101, 0.257 0.088 0.016
A, =10761, 1.000 1.000 1.000
A, =107°1, 1.000 1.000 1.000
A, =101, 1.000 1.000 1.000

: A, = O, we are essentially



Table 3: comparison of diffusion estimators with small noise (section 4.1)

a1 v (1) a1,raa (1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)

A=0 0.99824985  ( 0.00886499 ) | 1.00386452 ( 0.00655552 )
A, = 107815 | 0.99824991 ( 0.00886493 ) | 1.00402408 ( 0.00664984 )
A, = 10771y | 0.99825004  ( 0.0088648 ) | 1.00545845 ( 0.00759832 )
A, =107C%I | 0.9982504  ( 0.00886444 ) | 1.01968251 ( 0.02036034 )
A, =107y | 0.99825186 ( 0.00886329 ) | 1.15201362 ( 0.15208385 )
A, =107%1 | 0.9982576  ( 0.00886065 ) | 2.04583439 ( 1.04583867 )

Go,ammr (0.1) Ga,raa (0.1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)

A,=0 0.09724903  ( 0.00662529 ) | 0.09886816 ( 0.00655923 )
A, =107815 | 0.09724902  ( 0.0066253 ) | 0.09885307  ( 0.0065606 )
A, = 10771y | 0.09724899 ( 0.00662534 ) | 0.09871406 ( 0.00657648 )
A, =107y | 0.09724893 ( 0.00662545 ) | 0.09734969 ( 0.00688858 )
A, =107y | 0.09724854 ( 0.00662592 ) | 0.08624082 ( 0.01486974 )
A, =107%1y | 0.09724738 ( 0.00662794 ) | 0.04868686 ( 0.05142515 )

G, pvm (1) Gs.rga (1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)

A =0 0.99852799  ( 0.00884562 ) | 1.01075847 ( 0.01572314 )
A, = 107815 | 0.99852801 ( 0.00884561 ) | 1.01091749 ( 0.01583072 )
A, =107y | 0.99852807 ( 0.00884559 ) | 1.01234286 ( 0.01683396 )
A, =107 | 0.9985282  ( 0.00884551 ) | 1.02647333 ( 0.02877967 )
A, =1075I5 | 0.99852891 ( 0.00884529 ) | 1.15802723 ( 0.15834474 )
A, =107*1y | 0.99853216 ( 0.00884527 ) | 2.04915044 ( 1.04916696 )

Table 4: comparison of drift estimators with small noise (section 4.1) (1)

Br,ovm (—1) Bi,rca (—1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)

A, =0 -1.07745389 (1 0.20541201 ) | -1.09906229 ( 0.21557911 )
A, =10781, | -1.07745439 (10.20541243 ) | -1.09939945 ( 0.21575873 )
A, =10771, | -1.07745489 (10.20541362 ) | -1.10251229 ( 0.21772954 )
A, =10761, | -1.07745561 ( 0.20541561 ) | -1.13381666 ( 0.23865148 )
A, =10751, | -1.07745453 (10.20541629 ) | -1.44795936  ( 0.51414853 )
A, =107*I, | -1.07745019 (10.20541843 ) | -4.5950918 (13.6829753 )

Bo,omnm (—0.1) B2.rca (—0.1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)

A, =0 -0.09696664 ( 0.19396176 ) | -0.10388415 ( 0.19861024 )
A, =10781, | -0.0969669 (10.19396159 ) | -0.10383271  ( 0.1986811 )
A, =10""I, | -0.09696699 (10.19396148 ) | -0.10351819  ( 0.19892269 )
A, =107%7, | -0.09696965 (10.19396442 ) | -0.10023654 ( 0.20165131 )
A, =107, | -0.09697097  ( 0.1939614 ) | -0.06696848 ( 0.23358494 )
A, = 10741, | -0.09697883 (10.19395681 ) | 0.25865695 ( 0.6942442 )

B3,Lnmm (—0.1) B3,L64 (—0.1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)

A, =0 -0.09690757  ( 0.19419626 ) | -0.10499729 ( 0.19540939 )
A, =10781, | -0.09690763 (10.19419608 ) | -0.10496151 ( 0.19544103 )
A, =10""I, | -0.09690675 (10.1941972 ) | -0.10464195 ( 0.19574205 )
A, =107%1, | -0.09690773 (10.19419702 ) | -0.1012991  ( 0.19850394 )
A, =1075I; | -0.09690361 (10.19419826 ) | -0.06856264 ( 0.23062938 )
A, = 10741, | -0.09689737 (10.19419747 ) | 0.25619939  ( 0.69297105 )



Table 5: comparison of drift estimators with small noise (section 4.1) (2)

Ba,Lrvnr (—1) Ba,Lca (—1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)
A, =0 -1.07104327 ( 0.20327131 ) | -1.09418662 ( 0.21647653 )
A, = 10781, | -1.07104339  ( 0.20327139 ) | -1.09452347 ( 0.21671314 )
Ay =107y | -1.07104315 ( 0.20327116 ) | -1.09769575 ( 0.21858651 )
A, =107%1, | -1.07104262 ( 0.20327284 ) | -1.12882247 ( 0.23877234 )
A, =10751y | -1.07104344  ( 0.20327336 ) | -1.4409219  ( 0.50979684 )
A, =107%1y | -1.07104396  ( 0.20327515 ) | -4.56995034  ( 3.66041359 )
Bs,Lavrn (1) Bs,rca (1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)
A=0 1.06540697 ( 0.28270108 ) | 1.09393868 ( 0.29249589 )
A, = 10781y | 1.06540771 ( 0.28270021 ) | 1.09421427 ( 0.29263493 )
A, = 10771y | 1.06540748 ( 0.28270061 ) | 1.09676246 ( 0.29409259 )
A, =10751, | 1.06541101 (10.28270294 ) | 1.12218182 ( 0.309151 )
A, =107y | 1.06540409 ( 0.28270572 ) | 1.37801129 ( 0.51477587 )
Ay =107%15 | 1.06539429 ( 0.28270944 ) | 3.94023887 ( 3.11535507 )
Be,Lanr (1) Be,raa (1)
mean (SD) mean (SD)
Ay = 1.05919339  ( 0.27975853 ) | 1.07133789 ( 0.28745577 )
Ay, =10781 | 1.0591935 (1 0.27975834 ) | 1.07158363 ( 0.28763788 )
A, =10771y | 1.05919364 ( 0.27975865 ) | 1.07419761 ( 0.28889439 )
A, =107y | 1.05919376 ( 0.27975905 ) | 1.0993641  ( 0.30222648 )
A, =107°I, | 1.0591954  (0.279757 ) | 1.35275129 ( 0.49735104 )
A, = 1074, | 1.05920135 ( 0.27974785 ) | 3.89597877  ( 3.0734647 )
Table 6: Estimators with large noise (section 4.2)
LMM LGA
true value mean (SD) mean (SD)
ALt 1 1.000106 (0.001678) - -
A2 0 1.796561 x 1075 (0.001226) - -
A22 1 1.000030 (0.001826) - -
o1 1 1.017632 (0.03965) 178.068993 (177.0733)
ao 0.1 0.09688719 (0.02594) | 0.31344261  (9.9737)
as 1 1.018471 (0.03846) | 177.962836  (176.9738)
By -1 —1.052772 (0.1915) | 3.51x 107  (1.11 x 109)
Bs —0.1 —0.1096751 (0.2008) | 1.37 x 108 (4.34 x 10°)
Bs -0.1 —0.08940294 (0.1916) 1.27 x 108 (4.03 x 10?)
B4 -1 —1.051771 (0.1975) | —4.57 x 107 (1.44 x 10?)
Bs 1.037821 (0.2786) | 3.89 x 10°  (1.23 x 108)
Bs 1.049327 (0.2770) | 1.57 x 107  (4.96 x 108)




4.2 Case of large noise

Secondly we consider the problem with the identical setting as the previous one except for the
variance of noise. We set the variance as A, = I3 which is much larger than those in the previous
subsection. In simulation, the empirical power of the test for noise detection is 1. We compare the
estimation with our method (local mean method, LMM) and that with local Gaussian approxim-
ation (LGA) again.

Obviously all the estimators with LMM dominate the others. Moreover, the standard deviations
of our estimators are close to those with settings of small noise in the subsection above. It shows
that our estimator is robust even if the variance of noise is so large that we cannot imagine the
undermined diffusion process seemingly.

5 Real data analysis: Met Data of NWTC

We analyse the wind data called Met Data provided by National Wind Technology Center in United
States. Met Data is the dataset recording several quantities related to wind such as velocity, speed,
and temperature at the towers named M2, M4 and M5 with recording facilities in some altitudes.
We especially focus the 2-dimensional data with 0.05-second resolution representing wind velocity
labelled Sonic x and Sonic y (119M) at the M5 tower, from 00:00:00 on 1st July, 2017 to 20:00:00
on 5th July, 2017. For detail, see [14]. We fit the 2-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process such

that
R (a1 R S S e
d = + dt + dwy, , 21
|:Y;£] <[52 Ba| | Y Bs ar az| T | Y 0.36 1)
where [X, YO]T equals to the initial value of the data. We summarise some relevant quantities as
follows. We have taken 2 hours as the time unit and fixed 7 = 2.

Table 7: Relevant Quantities in Section 5

quantity | approximation

n 8352000
B 6.944444 x 1076
T, 58

nh2 | 4.027778 x 1074
T 2
Pn 379
kn 22036

A, 2.631944 x 1073

k,A2 0.1526463

Our test for noise detection results in Z = 441.7846 and p < 107 '6; therefore, for any o > 10716,
the alternative hypothesis A # O is adopted. Our estimator gives the fitting such that

Xe| _ (|-377 —0.32] [X; 3.60 (1341  —0.29
‘ [Yt] B ([—040 —5-01} {Y;] * {—2.54}) A+ 020 12,62 e (22)

with (Xo,Yy) = (—2.53,0.36) and the estimation of the noise variance

—~
DO
w

=

A [667x107% 3.75x107%)
T35 x 1075 6.79 x 1073

and the diffusion fitting with LGA method which is asymptotic efficient if A = O gives
Xi|  [(|-6753 =929 | | X, 63.27 43.82  0.13
d [YJ = ({—10.37 —104.45} {Yt] * [—50.24}) di+ {0.13 44.22] duy (24)
with the same initial value. What we see here is that these estimators give obviously different
values with the data. If A = O, then we should have the reasonably similar values to each other.

Since we have already obtained the result A # O, there is no reason to regard the latter estimate
should be adopted.

10



6 Conclusion

Our contribution is composed of three parts: proofs of the asymptotic properties for adaptive
estimation of diffusion-plus-noise models and noise detection test, the simulation study of the
asymptotic results developed above, and the real data analysis showing that there exists situation
where the proposed method should be adopted. The adaptive ML-type estimators introduced in
Section 3.1 are so simple that it is only necessary for us to optimise the quasi-likelihood functions
quite similar to the Gaussian likelihood after we compute the much simpler estimator for the
variance of noise. The test for noise detection is nonparametric; therefore, there is no need to set
any model structure or quantities other than 7 and time unit. We could check our methodology
works well in simulation section regardless of the size of variance of noise : the estimators could
perform better than or at least as well as LGA method. The real data analysis shows that our
methodology is certainly necessary to analyse some high-frequency data.

As mentioned in the introduction, high-frequency setting of observation can relax some com-
plexness and difficulty of state-space modelling. It results in a simple and unified methodology
for both linear and nonlinear models since we can write the quasi-likelihood functions whether the
model is linear or not. The innovation in state-space model can be dependent on the latent process
itself; therefore, we can let the processes be with fat-tail which has been regarded as a stylised fact
in financial econometrics these decades. The increase in amount of real-time data seen today will
continue at so brisk a pace that diffusion-plus-noise modelling with these desirable properties will
gain more usefulness in wide range of situations.

Plot of x-axis wind data

velocity in x-axis

time

Figure 1: plot of x-axis, Met Data

Plot of y-axis wind data

velocity in y-axis

time

Figure 2: plot of y-axis, Met Data
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7 Proofs

We set some notations which only appear in the proof section.

1. Let us denote some o-fields such that G; := o(ws;s < t,20), G := Gja,,, A} = 0o(cin,;i <

2. We define the following R"-valued random variables which appear in the expansion:

1 pn—1 (j+1)An
CjJrl,n = ZT Z / dw57

n =0 jAn"l‘ihn
1 P2l DAL +iR,
CJ+2 n— E / d’LUS7
Pn —0 (G+1)A,
G+1A
Ein = / (s — jA,)dws,
JjA
J+2
£J+1 n — / )An - S)dwm
(G+1)A,

JAR+(i+2)hp
fz—&-ljn = 3/2 / ]An+(Z+2)hn —s)dws.
Ap+(i+1)h

3. Likn =Lk = [jAn + khn, jAn + (k+ 1)), =0, kp =1, k=0,--- ,pp — 1.

4. We set the following empirical functionals:

~ 1 Pl

_ 1 k22 _

Dy (f(,9)) = AL FY51,9) (Yigr = Y; — Anb(Yj-1))
=1

QuAC D) = 15 2 AT 9) [ (G = 7) 7]
j=1

2pn 1=0
4Dtz = L SR DI and D, = [DYY, D21, DR, DdA] = vech (A, — A, ).

5. Let us define D; ,, := L osped ((YjAn+(z‘+1)hn - YjAthn)m - A*), andfor1 <y <[; <

6. We denote
{Aclr=1,- ,mqy, A= (A7) 5},
{HA=1ma, =l DY,

which are sequences of R? @ R?valued functions and R%valued ones such that the compon-
ents of themselves and their derivatives with respect to x are polynomial growth functions
for all k¥ and A.

7. Let us define
{An,n(m> |ff =1,---,m, Amn = (A]h]z)jhjz } )

{fk,n(m) |)‘: 1, ma, f)\,n = (f)\,n"" 7f/(\i,n)}>

which are sequences of the functions such that the components of the functions and their
derivatives with respect to x are polynomial growth functions and there exist a R-valued
sequence {v,}, s.t. v, — 0 and C > 0 such that for all 2 € R? and for the sequences {4,}
and {f\} discussed above,

> (@) =A@+ 3 1) = Sa@)) < o (14 211)
k=1 A=1

12



8. Denote

Wy @ @
WO At Ahh) =0 Wi({Ad) O .
o 0 Ws ({12}

7.1 Conditional expectation of supremum
The following two propositions are multidimensional extensions of those in [6].

Proposition 7.1.1. Under (A1), for all k > 1, there exists a constant C(k) such that for allt > 0,

E| swp [ X,)"G| < CR)L+ X))

s€lt,t+1]

G

Proof. Tt is enough to see the case k > 2 because of Holder’s inequality. For s € [t,t + 1],
X, :XtJr/ b(Xu)dqu/ a( Xy, )dw,,.
t t

Therefore, for Holder’s inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (A1), the following
evaluation holds:

E| sup | X.|"

u€lt,s]

6| < (1+1x07) + o) [ B[1x.1] 6] du

By putting ¢(s) = E [supue[t’s] HXqu‘ Qt}, we obtain

o(s) < Ck) (1+1X*) + C(k) / B [IxF| 6] au < cw) (14 1x0F) + Ck) / o(s)du
and Gronwall’s inequality leads to
B(s) < C(R)(1+ || Xe[")eC @
and this verifies the statement. O

Proposition 7.1.2. Under (A1) and for a function f whose components are in C*(R?), assume
that there exist C' > 0 such that

I @) < O+ ||l=])¢.

Then for any k € N,

E sup  |IF(Xe) = F(Xa)]"| GF

C(RAL (1+ | X;a,
SE[FAR,(J+1)AR]

c<k>) .

Especially for f(z) =z,

Bl s X - X, Y67 | < WAL (1+1X5a, ")
SE[jAnv(j""l)An]

Proof. In the first place, we consider the case f(x) = z and define the following random variable
such that

Ojn 1= sup 1Xs = Xjanll-
SE[iAR(+1)An]

Then by Proposition 7.1.1, we obtain the following evaluation of the conditional expectation such
that

E[8},]G5] < CAY? (1+1X5a,1")

13



because of BDG inequality, Holder inequality and (Al). Therefore, we could have obtained the
case f(z) = z. Next, we examine f satisfying the conditions and set the functional

jn(f) = sup 1f(Xs) = F(Xja )l

s€[jAR,(G+1)AR]

Then for Taylor’s theorem and the condition for f/, we obtain

Sa< s CO+ XS
s€[J AR, (F+1)AR]

Because of Proposition 7.1.1, Holder inequality and Taylor’s theorem, we have the following eval-
uation

E[0},(£)]67] < CR)AY> (1+1X;5,1P)
and we obtain the result. O

Proposition 7.1.3. Under (A1), for all t3 > t3 > t1 > 0 where there exists a constant C such
that t3 —t1 < C and l > 2, we have

0 sup [BH(X,) —b(X.,) Gull < Clta — 1) (141X, ]1),

51,52 €[t1,t2]
(i) s [E[a(X) ~ a(Xe)| Gull < Clta —t2) (141 X0, )°),

51,52 €[t1,t2]
gt1:|

(ii) ‘E { /t t (b(Xs) — b(Xy,))ds

<l - (148 1307 60])

B [ o0 - voxas || < st (148 10020,
we|| [ ; ([ @) - e du, ) as | gh] <o) (ta =10 (141X 7).

Proof. (i), (ii): Let L be the infinitesimal generator of the diffusion process. Since Ito-Taylor
expansion, for all s € [tq, ta],

B(HX)] ] = b0X0) + | "B (LH(X,)| 6] du

and the second term has the evaluation

/s E[Lb(X.)| ] du

sup
SE[t1,t2]

<CA, (1 + ||Xt1||3) .

Therefore, we have

sup B [B(X,,) = b(Xe) |Gl < Ot — 1) (14 1 X1

$1,82€[t1,t2]

and identically

sup  [IBla(X,,) — a(Xe) | Gu ]Il < Clt2 = 1) (141X, 11°) -

s1,82€[t1,t2]

(iii): Using (i) and Holder’s inequality, we have the result.
(iv): Because of Proposition 7.1.2 and Holder’s inequality, We obtain the proof.
(v): For convexity, we have

gn]

‘ /tt </t (a(Xu) — a(Xy,)) dwu> ds

<ol ZZE (/t (a™(X,) — a™ (Xy,)) dwi) ds | gtl] .

1=15=1
Holder’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, BDG theorem and Proposition 7.1.2 give the result. O

l
E
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7.2 Propositions for ergodicity and evaluations of expectation

Lemma 7.2.1. Assume (A1)-(A3) hold. Let f be a function in C*(R® x Z) and assume that f,
the components of O, f and Vyf are polynomial growth functions uniformly in 9 € Z. Then the
following convergence holds:

=

= Z f(Xja,,?9) RN (f(-,9)) uniformly in 9.

§j=0
Proof. (A2) verifies the pointwise convergence in probability such that for all ¢ € =,
1 k:'n,An

knAn 0

F(Xo,9)ds 5 v(f(-,9)).

Let D,,(9) be a random variable such that

kpn—1 (J+1)A,L

DaO)i= i O [ FK0) - (X, ) ds.

jAn

(A3) and Proposition 7.1.2 lead to for all ¥ € =,

sup |f(Xsa79) - f(XjAnaﬁ” < CA’:VLL/Q'
Se[jAnv(j+1)An]

sup E
j=0,kn—1

It results in for all 49,

1 Rzl pGHDA
BID.O=E || > [ (X0~ f(a, 0 ds|| < CAY2 50
n/En oo JARn
and hence for all 99,
1 k”'_l 1 knAn P
2 M8 =i [ X 0)ds = D) B (. 0).
n =0 n=n J0O

With respect to the uniform convergence, the discussion is identical to that in Lemma 8 [13].
O

7.3 Characteristics of local means

The following propositions, lemmas and corollary are multidimensional extensions of those in [6]
and [2].

Lemma 7.3.1. ;,, and £§'+1,n are independent of each other and Gaussian. ;. is G\ 1-measurable
and independent of G, and E§+17” is G7' o-measurable and independent of G7'\,. Furthermore, the
evaluation of following conditional expectations holds:

B [l 6] = B [&]11.] 6] =
B [$06f0] 9] = B [&110 (10) | 67] =
E [ (6.)"] 9] = 51

Proof. Measurability and independence are obvious. Note that the following integral evaluation
holds:

GH+DA, Md O [UERA (G4 2)A, — 5)2d 1
. A3 5= A3 Ty
A, n G+1)A, n

15



Therefore, &;, has the following distribution because of Wiener integral and the independence
between the components of the Wiener process (wy);:

1
0,-1,
G (0,31,
, 1
Eig1n ~ Nr 0,§IT .

In addition, the following equality holds:

/U“)An (s =GB (G +DAn —5) ;1
S
ian A3

Therefore the independence of the components of the Wiener processes leads to the evaluation. [

Lemma 7.3.2. (ji1,n and (j,q, are GI'\-measurable, independent of G and Gaussian. These
random variables have the following decomposztwn

pn—1

<j+1,n:72 K, +1/ dw,

1 71,
C;'+1,n = Z (pn -1 k)/ dwt.
Pn .

I,

In addition, the evaluation of the following conditional expectations holds:

E[Gnl 671 = B[GhialG7] =0,
E Gt (Grrn) | G7] = mada,
E{CJ-&-l,n (Gvin) ‘gn} my, An Iy,
E {Cj#lm (C}H,n)T‘ Q"} = XnOAnlr,

where mn = (§+ 53+ 537 ) = (5= 3 + ) ondon = § (1= ).

Proof. Measurability and independence are trivial. The decomposition is also obvious if we consider
the overlapping parts of sum of integral. Note the following integral:

2
GHDAL (Pl g 11 1
1y, ds=A, (s +—+— ).
R S e N .

k=0
2
(G+1)A, [Pn—1
pn—1—Fk, 1 1 1
—1; ds=A, - ——+— ).
/mn (kz_o P I’*’“(S)> ’ (3 2pn+6p%>

For the independence of the components of the Wiener process and Wiener integral, we have

1 1 1
i+1,n ~ N {0, An a o — | L],
e ( (3 T 6p%> )

11 1
roo~nNfoa, (2o —+ 21,
Gt ( (3 2pn+6p%) )

and hence the first, second and third equalities hold. With respect to the fourth equality, the
independence among the components and the independent increments of the Wiener processes
lead to the evaluation. O

Proposition 7.3.3. Under (A1),

(G+1)A,
A / X ds — X =+/h

Pn—
1)
n

s

)

1
a(Xja,+ih, )5:gn> +€§-
pn

=0
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where

iC >0,

[651% j}

l
ol ) < coms (14 1,

| < Cha1+ X4, 1)

YI>2, 2C() > 0, E“

2l)
Proof. It is enough to consider the conditional expectation with respect to Gi*. Since A, = pphn,
as [2],

1 (j+1)An _
R, ::An/jAn Xsds — X
NS 17%& 1 s
= Vhn | — ) a(Xja, khn)i/ (/ dw )ds
" (pn l;) o h?/z Ik JA,+khy, “

+ np” 7/ ) (/A . (a(Xy) — G(XjAwkhn))dwu) ds

J

pn
+ — 7/ (/ b(Xu)du> ds.
k=0 Ik Aptkhy

The fact tw; = fot weds+ fg sdws easily derived from Ito’s formula leads to the next transformation

as follows:
/ (/ dwu) ds = himg’/@,jm'
Ik jAn+khy

s

Therefore, we have

1 pn—1
Rj,n =V hn ( Z a(XjAnJrkhn)g;mj n)

Pn

pn 1
T b / (/ (a(Xu) — a(X;a,+kh,)) dwu> ds
P k k An+tkhy,

0 I,

- pn: B /J K (/A Akhn, b(Xu)du> @

Hence it is necessary to evaluate the second term and the third one of this right hand side. Let us
denote the second term as eglj)- » and the third one as e(QIJ)n

Fubini’s theorem verifies the following evaluation

1
E[egj)n

g;] -0

Furthermore, for [ > 2, because of convexity of ||Hl, Proposition 7.1.2 and Proposition 7.1.3, we

have
l
B[,

With respect to 6(2377” we obtain

\9’?] < Cl (1+1X5a,0%)

(1)

62771

<ch (14 s X))
SG[jAna(j+1)An]

Hence for [ > 1 and Proposition 7.1.1, we have

l:HEQJn

Therefore we obtain the result. O

]9?] < Cl, (1+1X5a,01) -
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Proposition 7.3.4. Under (A1),

T+ An )
7/ XSdS*XjAn = ]A é.jn+e] n’
where
2
C>0, B[l H]| < AN+ 1X5aDD,
VI>2, 3C() >0, E { H"} <Ccna;, (1 + IIXjAnllzl) :
Proof. The proof is essentially identical to the previous one. O

Proposition 7.3.5. Under (A1) and (AH), for all j <k, —1,

Y.

J

- Xja, =a(Xja,) \/7@” +e, +A1/2§J,
where
C >0, [[E[e,] 7] < CAw (1 +[1X5a,11),
122, 2c(), E[|le). ]| 9;] < coal (14 1X58, ") -

Furthermore, for all 1 > 2,

B[]y - X

Proof. 1t is enough to see conditional expectation with respect to G7'. Note the following decom-
position

'|ry] < coal® (14 1%8,07) -

_ _ 1 (G+1)An 1 (G+1)An 1o
Yj—XjAn:Xj—f/ Xs+—/ X, — Xja, + A%
An Jia, An Jia,

pw_l
= _\/ ( Z X]A +ihn )fz]n) +€§7)L+a ]An \% f]n"'e(z) +A1/2_j'

’I’L

1=0

We define

1 pn_l

Tjm = Z (XA, tinn )i jn-

™ =0
Obviously the following evaluation holds:

1 pn_l

E [rj,n|g]n] = — Z Cl(XjAn-i-ihn)g i,5,n gn] =
™ =0

In addition, we check for any [ > 2

E [lrial'|G7] < c) (141X5a,01')

We have

pn_

B[ lla(Xa,in )1 E [ |16 0| Gianina] |
=0

Ll ~n
E [lral| 6] <

1
Dn

Because of Wiener integral and the evaluation

/J'An+<i+1>hn (GA, + (i +1)h, —5)° 1
JAp+ihy, h% 37
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&i.j,n is distributed as

1
gi,j,n ~N <O7 3Ir> .

This result and Proposition 7.1.1 lead to

E [lIral'|g7] < c) (1+1X5a,

l).

Therefore we have

1 pn—1
E thn (p > a(XjAnJrz'hn)fz'-,j,n)

i=0

l

g; | = B[A2 Irsall| 9]

< P (141 X5a, 1)

Here we define

1= 1 2
4= (pn > a<xﬂm>gg,jm) )4l
i=0
and see e;’n satisfies the statement. The evaluation above and Proposition 7.3.3, Proposition 7.3.4
verify
L o) @
B [ G511 = | |~V (p > a<XjAn+mn>£;,j,n) 6;| +B[0|g] + B[] g]
™ i=0
_ M| gn )| on
- [s[<tler) o 2]

< Chn (141 Xja, 1) + CAL (1 + [1X;4,1D) -
Note that (AH) leads to

LN N O(1) = h, =O0(A2).
With this fact, for all [ > 2,
B[l ]| 9] < comt (1+1%a,0™).

In addition, since the sequence of &;5,, is i.i.d., E [HEJHZ’ ?—lﬂ =E [Héjﬂl] and

BIF - Xia.|76] < COE | a0 VA

[] + cm el ]

+C(E “

1/2 - ! n
N[ |2

e (Ai/ P (1 1%, )+

A2 B lEl]).
Finally Lemma 7.3.9 leads to
E (|9 - Xa. || 15] < cOAL? (14 158,017 -
It completes the proof. O

Corollary 7.3.6. Under (A1), (AH), assume the component of the function f on R? x =, 0, f
and 02 f are polynomial growth functions uniformly in ¥ € Z. Then there exists C > 0 such that
forall j <k,—1and? €z,

B [£(F5,9) = £ (Xjan )| H]| < Can (14 1X58,1)
Moreover, for alll > 2,
C(l)) )

E [ £(%5,9) ~ f(Xia )| 7] < cOAY (14 1X5a,
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Proof. Tt is enough to assume ¢ = 1. Taylor’s theorem verifies the expansion such that

D; = f(Y;,9) = f(X;a,,9)
= 0. f(Xja,,0) (Y; — Xja,)

(- X0,)" (/O (1 W3 f (Xpa, +ul¥; — X;a,),0) du) (¥, X;a,).

Note the following inequality:

> > 1/2 -
1% < 1% + 3%
< swp XA e
SE[FAn, (I+1)An]
IXa, < s X
Se[jAn’(j+1)An]
< s [ A2 )

SE€[F AR, (J+1)AR]
Then for all ¥ € =, Proposition 7.1.1, Proposition 7.3.5 and Lemma 7.3.9 lead
n C
B [D17]] < 0w (1+11X5a,1)

For any [ > 2, Taylor’s theorem gives the following evaluation:

1 l
Dt = | ([ 00 (i, (0= X0 0) ) (35 = X

cwy _ .
<o 1+ s X0+ AT 110 ) 1 - Xa,
SE[I AR, (J+1)An]
It leads to
E[10;/'| 1] < cOA? (14 11%,1°0)
and here we have the proof. O

Proposition 7.3.7. Under (A1) and (AH),

< ¥, Y. 1/2 ,— _
Yier = ¥ = Ab(Y)) = a(X;a,) (Grrm + Cron) + €jn + A% (Ei1 —85)

where e; n, is a M} 5-measurable random variable such that there exists C >0 and C(l) > 0 for all
l > 2 satisfying the inequalities

[ el 3] < €A% (141X,
E [llesall| 7] < cAL (14 1X58, 1),

B esn o 25|+ 8 [esn (&2 5]

| <oal (14 1X,,0°).

Proof. First of all, note the decomposition

Visr =Y = X = X+ M2 (5501 - ).
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We denote C; := X1 — X; and have

1 pn—1

Cj = — Z (X(j+1)An+khn - XjA7z+kh"L)
Pr 120

pn—1
— Z (XG4 An+khn = XG+1) At b=k + XG4 A+ (=1 = — XjAn+khy)

s —~
1 Pt

:Z(/ dXs+~--+/ dXS>
VL — Ijk—14pp Ik

pn—1pn—1
1

Yy [

p" k=0 i=0 “lik+l
1 Pn—1 1 pn—1

= — (k+1)/ dXer—Z(pnfl—k)/ dX,,
Dn Ik LN Tjt1k

and

/ X, = hab(X;a, 1kn,) + / (B(X.) = b(X;ja, +kn,)) ds
Ij,lc

ijk

+a(X;a,4km,) / dw, + / (a(X,) = a(X;a, +xn,)) duws.

Ij,k Ij.k
Using A, = (k+ 1)hp, + (pn — 1 — k)hy, for all k, we have the decomposition
Vier =Y — Anb(Y;)
= 5 = Ab(Y) + A (541 — &)

Pn— 1 pn—1
— k—l—l/ dX, + — pn—l—k/ dX,
Z L )

p" " k=0 Tit1k

772 ((k+ Dhp + (pn — 1 — B)hn) b(V;) + A2 (541 — &)

1/2 ,_ _
= a(Xja,) (Cj+1,n +jron) +eja, + AP (Ej - &),

4 l l l l
where €in = 2121 65‘,;7 65‘,31 = T§,2l + 52“

1Pn

) _
5,) = (Xja,+kh,) — b(Y))
Pn k:O
(2) 1 Pn—1
Tim = | - + Da(Xja,swn,) [ dwy | = a(X5a,)G 10,
Pn k=0 Lk
O )
r® = = (k + )/ (b(Xs) = b(XA, +kh,)) ds,
Pn 1 Ljk

1 pn_l
=S [ (@) - a(Xa, ) du,
n I

k=0 gk
1 pn—1
) _
s = = N (pn = 1= k) (DX aryansin,) = b(Y5))
Pn 320

1pw,_1
2
s\ = ( (pn — 1 — K)a(X(41)a, +4n,) / dws> — a(X;8,)C 12

Pn k—0 Tit1k
—1

(o —1— k) / (B(Xs) — b(X;a, 1n,)) ds,
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1
st = — Z —1- / (a(Xs) = a(X(i11)a, 1kh,)) dws.
Ijt1,k
(Step 1): We evaluate ||E [ejml H]] |- It is trivial that E[

Pn
) =Bl
J,n
1 =24.

Because the components of b, 9,,b and 92b are polynomial growth functions uniformly in 6 € ©,
Corollary 7.3.6 and Proposition 7.1.3 verify the evaluation

[ [55] ]

holds because of Proposition 7.1.3:

[ 15[

j] = 0 for

‘< CA2 (1+ 1X;a, I )

The next evaluation for TS )

|<oaZ (1+1Xa.0°).

Similarly, we can evaluate sg T)L such as

e [sh] 7] = ca2 (14 15,1
and 8537)1 such as

[ [sinf s ] = 0% (1 1)

In sum up, we have

[B [l G} < €A% (14 1X58, )

(Step 2): Now we evaluate E [||ej,n||l ’Hﬂ Corollary 7.3.6 and Proposition 7.1.2 lead to the

evaluations:

.71 J

E ||l | 7] < coati (14 1x58,0"),

E ||+ 2r SC(Z)A;;LW(1+||ij,||”),

B | (s |7 | < coat (14 1X.0%)
- . Z
B || 75| < cmar? (14 154, 0").

Because of Lemma 7.3.2, we have the expression

Pn—1
2= ST (1) (@, n,) — a(X58,) [ du,
i Lt
NOBE
Sin o kZ:O (pn — 1 — k) (a(X(j+1)a,4kh,) — a(Xja,)) /Ij+1,k dws,
and then when we define
1 e
fi(s) = o (k+1) (a(Xja,+kn,) — a(Xja,)) 11, (),
™ k=0
1 e
fa(s) = pin : (pn —1—k) (G(X(j+1)An+khn) —a(X;a )) 1140 (s),
—0
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(2)

iy and s; BL are the Ito integral of fi and that of fs respectively. Hence Proposition 7.1.2, BDG

inequality and Holder’s inequality give
2l)

(2
E“ r?

Jo] < coan (141,
and

E“ @

Jog] < comal (14 1xa,17).

Identically, when we define

1 P
g1(s) := o (k+1) (a(Xs) — a(Xja,+kh,)) 11, . (5),
n k:O
1 pn—1
ga(s) == o (pn — 1= k) (a(Xs) — a(X(j11)a,+kh0)) 11,004 (5),
" k=0

(4)

i and 554,2 are the Ito integrals with respect to g; and g» and

o I
=l

E [llegal'|#7] < c)al (14 1X58,0) -

then r;

;L] < cal (1+11X,1M)

and identically

21
n °

]’ﬂ

‘H”} < ()AL (1 + X,

Then we obtain

(Step 3): For rj(l (Cim) ", Holder’s inequality leads to

B[ Grvr” | 7]

| <oa (141X, 1)

T (3 T (3 T T (1 T

and the same evaluation for 7“(71 ( 2, n) , 7“;2 (C+1,n)" s TJ(T)L ( J’-+2,n) , sgr)L (Citin) s§g ( J’-+2,n) ,

j’n (CJJan) and 5(3) ( j+27n)T hold. Next, tower property of conditional expectation, independ-
ence of increments of the Wiener process and Proposition 7.1.3 give

o2 o]

‘ <OA? (1 +IX;
The same inequality holds for Sﬁz ( y +2’n)T. It is obvious that
2 n 4 T| ~n 2 T| on 4
[ ()(CJ+2n ‘g } = [ ](r)L(CJIJrzn) ‘gj:| :E[Sg"%(Cjﬂ,n) ’gj:| = [ @ (Caan) ‘g }
=0

because of independence of increments of the Wiener process. Finally with the same argument as

[ [r32 G| 5]

2[5 G265

’ < CA? (1 X An\|2)

because h,ll/2 = A,/ (h,l/2pn) = An/pffT/z < CA,,. The same evaluation for s§47)L (C§+27n)T.
Hence we obtain the result. O
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Corollary 7.3.8. Under (A1) and (AH),

Y Y 1/2 ,— _
Vig1 — Y — Anb(Xja,) = alX;a,) (Gatn + Cann) + €jn + AV (B — 55)

where e; n, is a M} 5-measurable random variable such that there exists C >0 and C(l) > 0 for all
l > 2 satisfying the inequalities
)

E [llejal| 7] < cOAL (14 1X58, 1)

[ Lean o[ ][ [ n (G0 ” | 5]

B [ejnl 5] < CAZ (14 11X5a,

|<eal (1+1Xa.0°).

Proof. 1t is enough to see A,b(Y;) — A,b(Xja, ) satisfies the evaluation for e;,. Corollary 7.3.6
and Proposition 7.3.7 give

[ [A00(Y) = Aub(Xja,)| 3] < OB (14 1X5a,)
_ Uam
B[[|a00(¥;) - A, || 73] < AL (14 1%8,1") -
With respect to the third evaluation, Holder’s inequality verifies the result. O

The following lemma summarises some useful evaluations for computation.

Lemma 7.3.9. Assume f is a function whose components are in C2(R% x Z) and the components
of f and O, f are polynomial growth functions in 9 € =. In addition, g denotes a function whose
components are in C*(R%) and that the components of g and 0,g are polynomial growth functions.
Under (A1), (A3), (A4) and (AH), the following uniform evaluation holds:

. > l
(i)l 1> € No, supE [j;up £ (G- 0" (1 + IIXjAnII)ZQ} < Clh, ),
J.m €E
.. . [ l
()71 € N, ¥ < k=2, E[[[Goin+ Ganl] < COAYL,
(i) 1 €N, ) <kp —1, B {HQ(X(J'H)ATL) - 9(Xja,)

)
)

(V)1 €N, ¥j < ka =1, E [[|g(¥;) - 9(X;a,)[|'] < COAY2,
)
)

'] < cwayz,

(VLEN, Vj <k =2 E[[[g(Vi41) - o(%)]'] < C)AY?

n

(i)'l eN, Yj <k, -2, E {||em|\l} < C)A!L,

_ il
I =
Vil eEN, sup| —+— | <
im \ A2
Proof. Simple computations and the results above lead to the proof. O

7.4 Uniform law of large numbers

The following propositions and theorems are multidimensional version of [2].

Proposition 7.4.1. Assume f is a function in C2(R% x Z) and f, the components of O, f, O%f
and Oy f are polynomial growth functions uniformly in ¥ € 2. Under (A1)-(A4), (AH),

M, (f(-,9)) 5 vo(f(-,9)) uniformly in 9.

Proof. Lemma 7.2.1 leads to

kn—1
-
sup [-— > f(Xja,.9) — mo(f(9))| 5 0.
VEE kn =0
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Hence it is enough to see L' convergence to 0 of the following random variable

kn—1
1 ¢ —
sup |— Y f(¥;,9) — f(Xja,,0)
ves kn =0
since it will lead to
1 kn—1 B 1 kn—1
sup Z f(YVJ’ﬁ) - Vo(f(,’l9>) S sup |7— (f(}/ﬁﬁ) - f(XjA7L?19))
Je= kn - VEE kn
€ = € =0
kn—1
+1S9u’E 7. Z f(XjA7L719) I/O(f(ﬂg))
€= | vn =0
50

We can use Taylor’s theorem

Aj = sup |f(Y},9) = f(Xja,,0)]

1
~ o ( / (X, +1u (Y — X;a,) ,19)du> (¥, - XjAn)’
c€E 0
c 12|12 v\ o
<o+ s IX)C A1) 15 - Xaa -
s€[An,(F+1)AL]

Therefore because of (A4), Holder’s inequality, Proposition 7.3.5 and Lemma 7.3.9, the next eval-
uation holds:
)

E [4,|#H]] < CAY? (1+1X)a,
(A3) leads to

supE [4;] < CAi/Q;
J

therefore, we obtain

1
E |sup |—
ve= kn

kn—1
N (f(V5.0) — f(Xja,.0)| | 0.

j=0

O

Theorem 7.4.2. Assume f = (fl7 e ,fd) is a function in C*(RY x Z;R?) and the components
of f, Ouf, O>f and Oy f are polynomial growth functions uniformly in 9 € Z. Under (Al1)-(A4),
(AH),

D, (f(-,9)) o uniformly in 9.
Proof. We define the following random variables:
Vi) == f(Yio1,9) (Vi1 — Y5 — Anb(Y)))

~ 1 kn—2
Du(f(9) = 15 2 V')

and then
kpn—2

Dy(f(-,9)) = Du(-,9) + P Z F(¥5-1,9) (b(Y;) = b(Y;-1)) -
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Hence it is enough to see the uniform convergences in probability of the first term and the second
one in the right hand side.

(Step 1): We can decompose the sum of V*(1J) as follows:

kn—2

Z Vi) = Z V33 (9) + Z V3i(9) + Z V352 (V).
j=1

1<35<ky, 2 1<3j+1<k,—2 1<3j+2<k, —2

To simplify notations, we only consider the first term of the right hand side and the other terms
have the identical evaluation. Let us define the following random variables:

”U:(’,;,)n(ﬁ) = f(V3j-1,9)a(X35a,) (Girtn + CGjrom) s
Vi (9) = f(Vajo1,9)A” (Egj41 — &35),
’Uéi)n(ﬂ) = f(Yaj-1,9)es5n,
and recall Proposition 7.3.7 which states
Yier =Y = Anb(Y)) = a(Xja,) (Grn + Gran) +eim + A7 (G0 = 5)).
Therefore we have

VEH(9) = o) (0) + 052, (9) + 0 (9).

First of all, the pointwise convergence to 0 for all ¥ and we abbreviate f(-,7) as f(-). Since V3} is
M3 o-measurable and hence H3; , ;-measurable, the sequence of random variables {Va}, <3j<kn—2

are {ng%}1§3j§kn,2'ad0ptedv and hence it is enough to see

1
knA

1
- > B V3| i1y ) A 2 EDEPIS0 ()
1<3j<kn—2 1<3<kpn—2
1
sxr > B[] Bo (cp.2)
TN <8<k, —2

because of Lemma 9 in [5]. With respect to the conditional first moment of véi)n and Uz(’j,)m it holds

o[,

gj] =E [ f(Y3-1)a(X3;a,) (Cj1,n + Caj1m) | HE;] =0,

2 % (e 3 3
E [vl(ij,)n ?J‘] =B {f(Y?)jfl)Ai/ (3541 = 53j)’ 7—[33} =0

As for fuz(,j’)n we have

B[

?j] <|[f(Ys5-1)|| CAZ (1 + ||X3jAn||5>
and Lemma 7.3.9 verifies

B[,

s, | H < CA2.

As a result, we can see the following L' convergence and hence (cp.1):

1
E |l > E[vg|Hg]|| —o.
N 1<85<kn—2

The conditional square moment of Ué;)n can be evaluated as

| 2

@ |*| > 2
E | |vg;,| [HE;| < CAL||f(Ya-0)||” [la(Xsa,)
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because of Lemma 7.3.9; therefore Lemma 7.3.9 again gives

1 (
k2AZ Z E Uvsgn

n1<35<k,—2

‘7—[3]] — 0.

(2) .

Lemma 7.3.9 gives the following evaluation for vy :

B o2,

5, | < 08 s

and then by Lemma 7.3.9,

1 )
k2 A2 Y3j,n

‘ ] — 0.
n 1<3J<k,ﬁ2

With respect to vg?n,

E { ‘vgi’)n

and hence by Lemma 7.3.9,

] < 0l oo (14 18, 1)

1 (
k2AZ Z E “U?,gn

‘H?,J] — 0.
n1<3j<k,—2

Therefore we obtain

e 2 B[R] s g X o[ () (o) ()]

" 1<3j<k,—2 ™ 1<3j<k,—2

Y

Here we have the pointwise convergence in probability of D, (f(-,1)) for all ¥ because of Lemma
9 in [5].
Next, we consider the uniform convergence in probability of D, (f(-,1)). Let us define

.

1
SVW) = Y. v (0), 1=1,2,3.

™ 1<3j<k,—2

We will see for all [, 5’7(11)(19) uniformly converges to 0 in probability. Firstly we examine 5’7(13):
Lemma 7.3.9 gives

E {sup Vm;(3.) (19)” < CA,.

3j,n
9eE J

Hence we obtain

sup E {sup
neN  |9e=

wsﬁ?(ﬂ)” < C < oo

Therefore it holds
S3) () £ 0 uniformly in ¥

as the discussion in [13] or Proposition Al in [7].
For Sg), I = 1,2 we see the following inequalities hold [10]: there exist C > 0 and £ > dim =
such that

(1) e =, neN, B Hs,g”(ﬂ) ”} <o,

2)"9,9 €=, "neN, E Hs,gl)(ﬁ) — 89"

Tecmw-vr
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Assume k = 2k, k € N in the following discussion.
For | = 1, Burkholder’s inequality gives that for all s, there exists C = C(k) such that

E [ Vs, (9)

57(11)(19)’K] < %kz/21 Z E[

knA
(Fn A 1<35<kp—2

Lemma 7.3.9 verifies

E Hv(l) )

3j,m

| <emway?,

and therefore

o]« g

With respect to E [ Sy(Ll)(ﬂ) - Sr(Ll)(ﬂ/)

} , identically

" C(k /9 K
Bllstw) - s ] < Sk S B [0 - ol 0] ]
nen 1<35<kn—2
and
E [[of}), ) - i, 0] ] < ctm)ay o — '),
hence

< C(k)

SO -S| | < AT

E| 9 —9'|".

This result gives uniform convergence in probability of 57(11). For S,(LZ), as same as Sr(Ll), Burkholder’s
inequality gives
]

s@w)[] < L9 e S B[, m)

B|
(kn ) 1<35<k,—2

and Lemma 7.3.9 verifies

E HU(Z) (9)

37,n

| < cwa

therefore, the identical evaluation holds. The discussion for E [ 5P (9) — 52 (9" H} is also identical
to E HS,S”(@) — 5w

Dn(9).

K
} . It leads to uniform convergences in probability of S? and as a result

(Step 2): We see the uniform convergence in probability of the following random variable,

1 _ _ _
— > fYm,9) (b(Y;) = b(Yio1)) -
" 1<3j<k,—2
By Lemma 7.3.9, it is easily shown that
1 _ _ _
Elsup o= > f(¥jo0,0) (b(Y5) — b(Y;1)) || 0.

VEENMN y <3i <k, —2

It completes the proof. O
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Theorem 7.4.3. Assume A = (Ai’j)ij is a function in C*(R? x Z;R?®@ R?) and the components

of f, Ouf, O%f and Dy f are polynomial growth functions uniformly in 9 € Z. Under (A1)-(A4),
(AH), if T € (1,2),

Qn(A(-,0)) Lt %1/0 (A, [e(-,a™)]) uniformly in 0,
and if T = 2,
Qn(A(-,9)) Lt %VO (A(~,19) [[CT(~,(X*,A*)H) uniformly in 9.

Proof. Note that Proposition 7.3.7 gives
(Vi1 —¥) % = (Vi = Y5) (Vi1 = )"
= (Anb(Yj) +a(Xa,) (Grim + Cann) + e+ AYZ (51 — 5;‘))
_ , 12, 7
X (Anb(Yj) +a(Xja,) (Girrm + o) +€jm + A7 (61 — €j))
®2 _
= (a(X;8,) (Gt + Crzn)) T + (A2 1 =)+ (Ab(Fy) +€0)
T
+ a(Xja,) (Gain + Cran) (Ai/Z (Ejt1— f%‘))
+ (Al/z (Ej+1 — 5]')) (Ciaim + C§+2,n)T a(X;a,)"
+a(Xja,) (Gt + Caon) (Dub(V5) +ejn)”
+ (A"b(y}) + ej,n) (Cj+1,n + Cj/'+2,n)T a(XjAn)T
S 1/2 “\\*
+ (Anb(}/j) + e‘j,n) (A* (€j+1 - Ej))
+ (Al/2 (Ejg1 — 5j)) (AnD(Y;) + ejm)T'
We define
a0 (0) = A1) [ (a(X8,) (Gatm + Gaan) ]
_ [ ®2
g\ (9) == A(Y;_1,9) (Aim (Ej41 — 5]‘)) ﬂ ;

4000) == ATy-1.9) [(Ba055) + e3) 7]

¢\")(9) = A(Y;_1,9) -G(XjAn) (G + o) (Ai/z (&j41 — 5_j)>T]] ;
+ A(ijlv-ﬁ) [[(Aiﬂ (Ej41 — éj)) (Cirrm + C§+2,n)Ta(XjAn)T]] ,
a200) = A1) [a(X58,) (Gt + Grzn) (Anb(Ts) +€50) "]
A1) [(Bb(V) + esn) (Gonn + o) " alX58,)7]
90) = A1) [ (305) + 1) (472 01— 2) .

+ ATG1,0) (A2 (1 = ) (Bub(T) +€5) ]

and
6 .
@ (9) =D a0 (),
i=1
then we obtain
B L=
QA = 5= 3 13l0)

29



We examine the following quantities which divide the summation into three parts: for [ = 0,1, 2,

i 1 . ‘
T‘l(’rz (19) = k. A Z qéj)+l,n(19> for 1 = 17 T a6-
P <3<k, —2

Firstly we see the pointwise-convergence in probability with respect to .

(Step 1): We examine Té}yz(ﬂ) and consider to show convergence in probability with Lemma 9
in [5]. Lemma 7.3.2 gives

E [of),0)|5,] - (§+312)A A(Ya1,9) [e(Xsi,)].

Note that Lemma 7.2.1 gives

[\]

§ X Vg (A(-,ﬂ) [[C()]]) )

C«O\’—‘

1 2 1 -
AL 2 (3+3p2) Aeda Dlea )l =

" 1<3j<kn—2 n

and we can obtain

x > (2 + 1) (AX3ja,.9) = AX(gj-1)a,,9)) [e(Xaja,)] 0

3 3p3
" 1<3j<k,—2 P

1 2 1 _
. > <3 + 32> (A(Y3j-1,9) — A(X(35-1)a,,9)) [e(Xz4,)] 2 0
Pn
1<35<kp—2

because of Lemma 7.3.9; hence we have

e S B[] 5w (A9 0D

A
N 1<85<kn—2

Next we have

“qé?n ‘ ‘ ?j] SCAEL|\A(Y3j71»19)H2||a(X3jAn)H4

because of Lemma 7.3.9, and then we obtain

1 2l
g, Pl | o

N 1<35<k,—2

also because of Lemma 7.3.9. Therefore, Lemma 9 in [5] gives
p 2
Ty (9) = Gvo (AC9) [eO)D)

and identical convergences for Tl(ln) (9) and T2(1n) (9) can be given. Hence

0,

T0) + THW) + TH) 5 20 (A O]

(Step 2): For Téi?(ﬁ% we also see the pointwise convergence in probability with [5]. Firstly,

E (o2, 0)|#5] = = ATi0,0) 0]

n

and then Proposition 7.2.1 leads to

1 2) p )0 if re(1,2)
knA, 1§3§n_2 [ 33, ‘ 33] {gyo (AG,9)[A])  ifr=2
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because

- 1 ifr=2.

1 1 1 0 ifre(1,2)
= = -
Pnln p%hn p%_T

Because of Lemma 7.3.9, we also easily have the conditional second moment evaluation such that

1 2,
k2 A2 Z E “qg)n(ﬁ)‘ ’ 32} — 0,

" 1<3j<k,—2

therefore this L' convergence verifies convergence in probability and by Lemma 9 in [5],

(2) p |0 if T e (1,2)
Ty, (0) = {guo (A9 [A]) it =2

and then

0 if 7 €(1,2)

(2) 9 (2) 9 () 9 !
T +1 +1 —
O’n( ) l’n( ) 2’n( ) {21/0 (A(; 19) [[A*H) if 7=2.

(Step 3): For TO(:O’)

(1), we can obtain the following L' convergence:

1 (3)
E AL E q3j,n(19) — 0.
1<3j<k,—2

Hence it leads to
Ty (9) 50
and
Te2(9) + T8 (9) + T2 (0) 5 0.

n

(Step 4): We show pointwise convergence in probability of Téiz (9) with Lemma 9 in [5]. First
of all,

4 n
E {qéj?vz(ﬁ)’ HBj] =0
since w and ¢ are independent. Secondly, for conditional second moment, we have
E || o) | # A2 [|A(®Y ’ ?
qu,n(ﬂ) Hiy;| < CAY H (Y1, 19)” la(Xja,)I7,

because of Lemma 7.3.9; therefore,

1 4 2
mar > Bllahof|ms]|| -0
nTN 1<35<k, —2

by Lemma 7.3.9. Then Lemma 9 in [5] verifies

50 5o
and
I S R}
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(Step 5): We can evaluate L' convergence of Téiz () and Té6)(19) with Lemma 7.3.9 such that

! ()
S el DR | el
1<35<kn—2

1 <6>
1<35<kn—2

This leads to
Ty (9)
and
Too(9) + T{5(0) + T30(0) 5
Ton(0) + T{L0) + T30
Here we have pointwise convergence in probability of Q,,(A(-,¥)) for all 9.

(Step 6): Finally we see the uniform convergence. It can be obtained as

sup E |sup |VQ7L(A('719))‘ <C
neN YeE

whose computation is verified by Lemma 7.3.9. Therefore uniform convergence in probability is
obtained. O

7.5 Asymptotic normality
Theorem 7.5.1. Under (A1)-(A5), (AH) and k,A2 — 0,

VD,
VEn [Qn (An () = 2M,y (Ac() [e] Coar, ADD] | 5 N, WO AL, {AD),
vk A [ (fA( ))])\
where

cr(z,a,A) = c(z,a) + 3Aﬁ%[\.

Proof. (Step 1): As the proof for Lemma 3.1.1, we can decompose

i
L

®2

(Yisvyn, — Yin,)  — A

gl=
-
I
<

3
|
—

I
)=
™

s
Il
o

®2
(X(i+1)hn + Ai/25(i+1)h” - Xin, — Ai/25ihn> — A,

1 n—1
(X(it1)h, — Xihn)®2 + = Z AY? ((5(i+1)h,,, - Eihn)®2 - 2Id) AY?

2n
i=0

Z Xt )h, — Xiny) (E@1)h, — 5ihn)TAi/2

i
I

I
gl
™

1\3‘,_ J:I;

N

1
om Z * (th, = Einn) (Xsiyn, — Xihn)T
-0
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Hence
n—1
_ b _ Cx \®2
\/E (An - A*) = 2\/5 ; (X(H-l)hn thn)

n—1
1 1/2 ®2 1/2
+ 2\/ﬁ ; A* ((€(i+1)hn - 6ihn) - Id) A*
n—1

o= Z (X4 1)h, — Xin,) (EGt1)hn — Eihn)T AV?
0

1 n—1 T
Tavm ; A2 (esvn, — €inn) (Xsvn, — Xin,)

The first term of right hand side shows the following moment convergence:

E[ ]%O.

The conditional moment evaluation for the third term can be given as follows: for all j; and js in

2

n—1
1
SN ; (X1, — Xihn)®

{17 . ,d},
n—1 b
L . Y. J1 ) o J2 n :|
E NG ZZ:; E {(X(Hl)hn Xin, )" (E(it1)hy, — Einn) e _ -0
and
1 n—1 i i 9 . b
Eln ; E ’(X(m)hn = Xin,)" (e+1ph, — Ein,) ’ i ||| 0

Therefore Lemma 9 in [5] leads to the third and the fourth term are op(1). Then we obtain
1 n—1 82
Jn (An _ A*) -5 SAY? ((a(m)hn —ein)® - 2]d> AY? 4 op(1)
i=0
and
1 n—1 )
\/ﬁDn = ﬁ Z vech (Ai/Q ((5(i+1)hn — Eihn)® — QId) A}(/Q) + OP(].).
i=0

We can rewrite the summation as

n—1

1
m Z Ai/z ((5(i+1)hn - Eihn)®2 - 2Id) A}(/Q
=0
n—1
1 2 T
= OV ; AY? ((5(i+1)hn)® + (ein, )% + (e(i+1)hn) (en,)" + (ein,) (einyn,) — QId) A2

1 n—1
NG >oA (2 (ein) ™ + (in,) (2-vm) " + (=, ) (Eim,) " = QId) A2 +op(1).
=1

Since
1 Pn
E n ;E [2 (€inn)®? + (€in,,) (5(i71)h")T + (E(=1)hn) (ein,)" — 2Id‘ ’H(z;l)h”] ] =0
and
1 &n o - . ) .
E|-)E H2 (€in,)™" + (Ein,) (E-vyn,)” + (Ea-1n,) (Ein,) — 2IdH Hi-vn, || =0,
=1 i
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we have

n—1
! 1/2 ®2 1/2
ﬁ Z A ((%‘H)hn —€ih,) 2Id) A

n—Pn—

Z A1/2 ( Eihy, )®2 + (5ihn) (€(i_1)hn)T + (g(i—l)hn) (Eihn)T — 2Id> A1/2 +op (1)

2\F
and
kn,—2
JnD, f Z D}, +op(1),
where
, L el s . .
D, = T > vech (A* (2 (Ejan+ing)" "+ (Ejan+ing) (Ejanti-1)h,)
=0
+(gjan+i-1h) (Ejanting) | — 2Id) Aiﬂ) ;
7\l 1 e 1/2 ®2 T
(Dj,)"" = T > (A* (2 (ejan+in)” + (Ejanting) (E5an+(-1)h,)
=0

15t l2
1/2\'"
+ (5t -1ha) (Eja,+in,) | — 2Id) AY ) .
The conditional moment of u; is given as
E[D],|H}] =o0.

Note that

Il
<Ai/2 (2 (ein, )% + (ein,) (E(z‘—l)hn)T + (€(i=1)hn) (zin,)" — 2Id) Ai/Q) o

., (i (ar)" (si%;)) (i (<£.) (Ai/Q)kQ’l2>

ki1=1 ko=1
(£ 0897 6 (£ (am) 047
ki=1 e ka=1 (=Dt
d
<k121 (A1/2>l ok (s(il)hn)> <kzz_1 (gf;;‘n) (Ai/z)k 1 )
— 27l

and hence
Din,on (11, 12), (I3, 11))

=E {(Ai/z (2 (€in,)®% + (cin,) (5(i71)h,,L)T + (€(=1)hn) (zin,) " — 21d) Ai/z)

l1,l2

l3,la

X (Ai/Q (2 (Eihn)®2 + (€iny,) (f(ifl)hn)T + (E(=1)hn) (Eihn) - 2Id) AI/Q)

Edi( AV () () () (] <)

(All lSAl*Q Ja + Ail 14A127l3)

I ls ’ ko 1/2) k2ol2 d ko 12 k2ol
A Z ( Sli-1)h ) (A* ) Z ( €li- l)hn) (A* )

ko=1

H?%l)hn]

o=
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and

E

(35 G ()

ko=1

These lead to

kp—2 kn—2 pn—1
ll 12 lg,l4 n n T n
k2 E [ (DS, (D) Hj} =1z E Djn,+in,n (11, 12), (I3, 14)) Hj]
=1 i=0

5 W1(117l2),(537l4).

Then

Finally we check

— 0.

Note that {g,, } are i.i.d. and when we denote

Pn
E
i=1

They verify the result.

M; = 2(zin,) % + (cin,) (E(ifl)hn)T + (e, (Ein,) " — 214,

-

< CpZ;

then

SO (e (M, M)+ 03 0N >t (M, My, My, M)

71 12 i1 i2 i3 14

(Step 2): Corollary 7.3.8 gives

b(Xja,) + en) ¥+ (a(Xa,) (G + Cyon)) ™
®2
(12 e -2)

(Anb(Xja,) + €5) (a(X;8,) (Gt + Caon))
(a(X (CJ+1 nt Cian)) (Anb(Xja,) +ejn)"

(Bab(X;8,) +e50) (A2 (61— 2))

(A2 1 = 2)) (Aub(Xja,) + e50)"

+ (a(Xja,) (G + Ggan)) (Ai/z (Ej+1— éj))T
(

(Ej+1— & ) (a(Xja,) (G + C;'Jrz,n))T

(Vi1 — ) = (A,

+ 4+ o+ 4+ o+
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We define the random variable U, (\) such that

ACEN CRYROIEE
kn—2

2 As
j=1

kn—2
> ALY
j=1
o
Vv knAn

L (A [ a*,A*n]))

kn—2

2 A

1

-~ VEaA,

1
VEnAn

) [(h (V1,07 A)]

(im0 [T = )] = 5 f

D [@nb(X8,) + ein)®]

+

Z A (Y1)

j=1

:(a(XjAn) (Garm + C§+2,n))®2]]

:(Ai/Q (&j41 — 5]))@)2“

(Bab(Xja,) + esn) (a(X58,) (Gt + Gann) ]

_(Anb(X]An) +ein) (Ai/2 (Ej41 — €j)>Tﬂ

:(G(XjAn) (Cirrm + Cyom)) (Aim (81— fj))Tﬂ

_ _ 2-r
i—1) |[C(Yj—1,04*) + 3A51A*]] ,

(Ax + AL). Related to this decomposition, let us u(l) ) (k), 1=1,---,7 such that

where A, := %

Then we obtain

w (Y-

a(X;a,) (Al (Ggrm + C§+2,n)®2 - ;b) a(XjAn)T]] ,
—c(Y;-1)]

-
B2 _gATT Id> Ai”ﬂ

) [(,)
(Al (&j+1 —&5)
) [[( (K1) (G1n+ o)) (A 51— 29) |

+ e] ’I’L)®2:|:| )

_A1/2

*

+ €5, n) ( (XjAn) (CjJrl,n + CJI’+2,n))T]] ’

)+ €jn) (Alm (Ej1 — 5j))Tﬂ :

With respect to Uyg,l)(ﬁ), we have

k —
1
Z U (), UD (x u
=V =
kp—2 kp—2
(1) 1 M, 1 (1)
) k) +op(1),
/ 7, n /
kn Jj=2 kn j=2
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where

0209 = 4u(5-0) [0 (5 (61 =ty ) a650,)7]

_ 1 2
+ Ax(Yj_2) |[G(X(j—1mn) (A (Cgrn) ™ — m/nIT> a(X(j—l)An)T]]

+24,(Yj2) Ha(X(j—lmn) <Aln (Cj,n (<§+1,n)T>> a(Xu—l)An)Tﬂ ;

+ (250 + g ) A05-0) [0XG-0a, )]
111
mn—§+2pn+6p%7
, 111
m, g_ﬂ—*—@

Note the following L' convergence

Hence
1=
UM (k) = —— s\ (k) +op(1)
= Z; )

n =

and it is enough to examine the first term of the right hand side. Firstly, Lemma 7.3.2 leads to

Note the fact that for R"-valued random vectors x and y such that
x ouly o121
~N|{O
[Y} ( ’ [qur Uzzb]) ’
where o117 > 0, 092 > 0 and |<712\2 < 011093, it holds for any R" x R"-valued matrix M,
E [yXTMXyT} = O’%Q (M + MT) + 0'110'22tr (M) IT
and also the fact that for any square matrices A and B whose dimensions coincide,
tr (AB) + tr (ABT) = 2tr (AB),
where A = (A+ A7) /2 and B = (B + BT) /2. For all k1, ks
. 1
B 40 (Vo) [aXia,) (5 Go)® = o ) al5,)7)|

n

<050 [ (3 (G = ol ) (X0,

= mitr (Ax, (Y;-1)e(Xja,) Ar, (Y -1)e(X;a,))
+mitr (A, (Vio1) e(Xja,) A, (Vio1)e(Xja,,))

g

J

and
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and

E {2]1,@1(?}—2) |[a(X<j1>An) ( (Can (G, n)T>> a(X(jnAn)T]]
x2A,,(Yj_2) |[a(X(j1)An) ( (CJ n (G, n)T)> a(X(jl)An)T]] ’H?}

4m/, T T
= A (Gon) " a(X(onyan) T A, (Vima)e(X - 1ya, ) An, (Vj—2)a(X(-1)a,) (Gin)

and
B4 (70 [ala,) (5 @) = o, ) a5, )7)|
Aual-2) om0, (3 (Gea) ™ =il ) X)) 6]
= xntr {a(Xja,)" Ax, (V1) a(X;a,)a(X-1)a,) " Ar, (Vi2)a(X(j-1)a,) }
2 (a8 A (Vo) a(Xa, )a(X 18, Ava(F-2)a(XG-1)a,))
and
B4 (V-0 [alXa) (5 @) = o, ) (5,7
< 240 05-2) [oX6m03,) (52 (60 (Ga)") ) C¥-a)"] |24
=0
and

2

1
E [Am (Yj_2) |[a(X(j1)A") <A (C§+1,n)® - m;h) a(X(jl)An)T]]

< 22T [l 080 (2 (G (") ) 6 08,7]

g

J

Hence we obtain
| () () )
=m2tr (Ax, (Vio1)e(Xja, ) Ary (Vi1)e(X;a,))
+m tr(Am(Y D e(Xja,) Ars (Vi-1)e(Xa,,))

r(A (Yj-2) X(a DA A, (YVie2)e(X(j-1)a,))
tr (Ax, (Vj—2)"e(X(j-1)a, ) Ar, (Vi—2)e(X(-1)a,))

T (Cjn) a(X(j—1a,) A, (Vj—2)e(X(—1)a,)Ar (Vi—2)a(X—1)a,) (Gin)
+Xntr {a(X;a,)"Ar, (V- 1)a(Xja,)a(Xj-1)a,) " Ary (Vi-2)a(X(j-1)a,) }
+xatr{a(X;a,) " A, (Vim1) a(Xja,)a(X-1ya,) Ar, (Yi—2)a(X_1ya,) }
+xatr {a(X;a,)" A, (Vim1)a(Xja,)a(X-1ya,) " Ar, (Yi2)a(Xj—1)a,) }
+Xntr {a( n)TAfw( i— 1)Ta(XJAn)a(X(jfl)An)TAm(Yj—2)a(X(j71)An)}-

We have the following evaluation
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and

ng

= Op(].).

2

’ 2 () a(X(onya,) Ay (Vi—2)e(X j1yan) Ary (Vi—2)a(X G- 1a,) (Gin)

Then we have

Now let us consider the fourth conditional expectation. It can be evaluated such that

||4

4 _
E [(Sg‘}%(ﬂ)) ‘H?} < Clla(Xja,) " A (Yj-1)a(X;a,)
+C[|alX-1ya,) T Ax(Vy-2)a(X;_1ya)|

Jr’CHa(X(j—-l)An)Tf‘in(%—ﬂa()((j-&m")

4
ﬁnfg g,

and then

Therefore,

E { kiz kni?E {(352(&))4

Next we consider U,(f)(n) = op(1). Because of Corollary 7.3.6,

o S ]| o

E

and
= )

Hence Uy(Lz)( ) = op(1) because of Lemma 9 in [5].We will see the asymptotic behaviour of U (k)
in the next place. As u(l)(m), ués,)L(/-@) contains H, ;-measurable &; and H7, ,-measurable &;1.

Hence we rewrite the summation as follows:

1 R 3,
Z 3
= U
Vin =

Z (3) k) +op(1),

where

We can obtain



For all k1 and ko,
S (1)) (1)
> 5 1
— (A (Fy-) + A (550) |12 (5 (2] A2
. . 1
X (AK2 (ijf2) + Anz (ijfl» |[Aa1</2 (A (Ej)®2> Ai/2:|]

- AT () + 4T [ (5 6)%) 472 (a0 + AT T

B A% (Ay (Vj—2) + A, (V5-1)) [AL] Ara (V) |[Ai/2 <_A2 (€j-1) (sj)T> Ai/zﬂ

+ i Tima) [ (-2 o0 )7 ) 417 n
X (Ay (Vj—2) + Apy (Vj-1)) |[A1/2 <A1 gj)®2) A1/2H

(
- AT A (< 5 o )7 ) A (A (Fn) 4 Aua(To) A
o (60T A AL (A2 (5) (6)T AV (A (%) A2 (550).

n

Hence we can evaluate

E [s@(m) ®) (1 )]H”}

7, ]
1 3 % \/ —
— I%E [(Ej)T A2 (A, (Vi _2) + Ay (V1)) A2 ()%

XA1/2 (Anz (}7‘7‘*2) + Anz (}7]71)) A1/2 ( )‘ Hn:|

(A2—1> (A (Vi) + Ay (V1)) [A] (Ara (Vj—2) + Ay (V1) [A]

2-7
VAN

T (&) AP A (Vo0 As (A (Yi-2)) " A2 (50).

Note the fact that for any R% x R%valued matrix A
E|[(h)'] -3
1 1 0 y
E [(53')@214(53‘)@2} = 2 — (24) + > tr (A) Ig + [(1)3 AW

where A = (A + AT) /2. Therefore,
E [()" A% (Aes (i) + A, (1)) A2 ()
XA Ay (Vi-2) + Ay (V1) A2 ()| 75

2 _ _ _ _ _ _
= St {2 (A, (T 2) + Ay, (F50)) AL2AL2 (A, (T 2) + A (F51)) A2

n

ot { AV (A, (y0) A, (V20) AY2 e [ A2 (A, (7)0) + Ay (V20) A2 )

’fl
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Hence
=
3 3 n
T E |:S(7)L(Ii1)8§71(/£2)‘ H]}
j=2
152 9
= F pg A2 tr{(Alﬂ (}/7—2) + Alﬂ (}/7—1)) Ay (Aﬁz (}/j—?) + Aliz (}/7—1)) A }
n j=2 fn—n
| 2 ga T
+to An (5" AV A (Vo)A (A, (Vj—2)) T AP (5520)
+0p(1)
We have
1 k2 4A% T
n — T ,1/2 . Y 1/2 .~ n
o 2B &) A2 A, (V)M (A, (V5 2) T A2 (5500) | 13
5 0 if e (1,2)
dtr{ A, OAAL (DA} T =2
and

2—71 2
| Fn=2 16 <A5—1) )

_ - — T _ n
= > —xs B [((Ejl)T AP A, (Vo)A (A (Vj—2)) ' AY? (Ej—l)) ’Hj} =op(1).
j=2 "

n s

To sum up if 7 € (1,2) we obtain

and if 7 =2

5 2vp (tr { (A, () + Aiy () As (As () + Ans () ALY
+ 4wy (tl’ {Aﬁl ()A*Aﬁz()A*})
— 12 (6 { A, ()AL Ay ()AL D) .
) can be evaluated

Therefore, Uﬁg)(f{) =op(1)if 7 € (1,2). The conditional fourth expectation of s;",

as
3 4 n > > 4 C > 4= 4
E (Sjm(ﬂ)) H | < C[(A(Y_2) + Ac(Y0)) || +§||An(yj—2)|| 1€5-1ll
and hence
kp—2 5 4
Ellz Y E{(s;gm) ‘Hy] 0

41



Next, we see the asymptotic behaviour of UT(L4)(/<¢). We again rewrite the summation as follows:

kn—2

92 _ _ _
UM (k Z ?A [[ (Xjan) (Grim + Cran) Ejrr — &)’ Alpﬂ
1 o (4)
4
= s;n(K) +op(1),
Vhn =

where

s\ (k) = Alnfln( j—2) [[G(X(j—lmn) () E)T Aim]]
ATy [aX8,) Grn) (5) AV
Au(V-2) [a(Xnan) () G A

A2 [0(Xa,) (Gran) G0 A

|
‘1\33 [\

A,

Hence it is enough to examine \/% E;C:;z s (k). Tt is obvious that

B[] =0

For all k1 and ko,

(&) B[] ]
= in (G) " alX(G-1ya,) " Aw, (Vi—2) A Aw, (Vi—2)a(X(j-1)a,) (n)

B A (T ) A Ay (V)1 )e(X )}

Pn

ml

—+ An tr{Am )A Aﬁz( )C(X(j—l)An)}

Pn

Fmh A, (5-1) AP A (Vo) e(X (- 1yan) Ans (Vi—2)AY? (5521)

~ Xnly S
» St { Ay, (Vo)A Ak, (Yio)a(X_1ya,)a(Xja,) " }
~ Xnhn
D —tr {Anz Jj— 1A Am( Jj— 2)a (X(j—l)An)a(XjAn)T}
and then
=
4 n
. E [s( )(K1)8§’)(/€2)’Hj:|
kn—2 2
1 2\ 1 T e o
= H E E(CJ»”) a(X(Jfl)An> Alﬂ(ij*Q)A*Afiz(}/J*Q)a(X] DA, )(Cj n)
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17 Xnln
S () X (5, A A 5y 2K 0, )T
n —92 n 'I’L

Jj=

We examine the terms in right hand side respectively. With respect to the first term,

1= 2\ 1 o o
Y () SB[ ey A (o)A A (2)a(Xma,) G M

” {0 if 7€ (1,2)
v (tr { A, (OAALL ()e()})  if =2,

172272\ 1 o o
22 (o) 2 |G a0, A (G- A (Fr-2)aX-03,) @)

o

therefore

= o o
kZ( ) L G 10 A A A 550X 08,) )

o

if 7€ (1,2)
vo (tr {Ax, (VAA, ()e(n)}) ifr=2

colis

because of Lemma 9 in [5]. The fourth term can be evaluated as follows:

kpn—2 2
1 2 B 0 o 5 .
E X B (5] w6 AV A (2o, A (B2)AY (50) HM]
f} 0 if 7€ (1,2)
%VO (tI‘ {Aﬂl()A*ARz()C()}) ifr= 2,
and
= 9 \4 2
20, - \T x1/27% o T o 1/2 n
5] E (A) (m;An) ‘(Ej—l) A*/ Am(Yj—Q)C(X(jfl)An)Aﬁz(5/}—2)‘/\*/ (&j- 1)’ ‘ j—1‘|
n j=2 n
—P>O;

kp—2 2
1 2 _ _
. > ( ) Ml A (£5-1)" A2 A, (Vioa)e(Xonya, ) Ars (Vi—2) AV (55-1)

0 if 7 € (1,2)
3vo (tr {Au, (VAAL ()e()})  if =2

1
—N

x {o if 7 € (1,2)
%VO (tI‘ {Am()A*Ang()C()}) ifr=2,
2 2
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” {0 if 7 € (1,2)
%uo (tr {AH1(~)A*A_K2(-)C(-)}) if 7 =2,
—2

0
2u (tr {Aw, (VA AL, (e()})  ifT=2,

Koy — 2
13 2 Xnlp, - -
52 (5) Mt (A A (F-2)a(X( s, )aX5s, )T}

n 2 n
L 0 if 7€ (1,2)
2ug (tr {Aw, ()AAL, (De()})  if =2

Note the following fact that

tr {AH2 A Aﬁl( ) ( )} =tr {Aiﬂ()A*ANQ()C()} .

In summary we obtain

0 if 7 (1,2)
4o (tr {Aw, (YA AL, (De()})  ifr=2.

Hence U7(l4)(,‘€) =op(1) if 7 € (1,2). The conditional fourth moment can be evaluated as

= | 5 =[] | -

— 0.

In the next place, we can see the L' convergence of UT(LS)(KJ) such that

E{ « (KJ)H 0.

To show U,(LG)(/{) =op(1) and Um( ) = op(1), we use Lemma 9 in [5]. We have

® |k £ mlol ]|

because of Proposition 7.3.7, and

| a2 ) i
Bl E[ufg(m)‘ ‘H?] 0.

n 4

Therefore, UéG)(/ﬁ) = op(1). We also obtain
B (o) ()] #3] =0

and

— 0.

Hence U,(j)(/i) =op(1).
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Finally we see the covariance structure among Ur(bl), U,(lg) and U7(14) when 7 = 2. Because of the
independence of {w;} and {e;p, }, for all k; and ko,

E [ s (m)si0 (k)| 7] = B [0} (c0)| 77| B [ s 0) | 75] = 0

With respect to the covariance between UL and UL, the independence of {w:} and {e;p, } leads

to

n 4m/n _ _ B ) )
B {351,)1(&1)554”(52)‘ HJ} ~TA, (Cj,n)T a(X(jfl)A,,L)TAm (Yj_2)e(X(i—nya, ) Ax, (Yj—Q)Aiﬂ (€j-1)-
Hence
1 k’”._2
1 4 n
. E {S;%(Ii )557)1(/1 )”Hj}
n =2
1 522 am!
- ’ ) 1/2 ,_
= 2 &, (G a2 A (Tl Xgna,) A (T2 M 60)
We have
E 4m, T (X A, (Y, X A (V. AY2 (= 0 2o
_ An (ij) a( (]—1)An) Kl( j*Q)C( (J—I)An) Kg( j72) * (],1) 1| =
and
4m/! T B i » ,
. ‘_A ()™ (X -1 A"l(YJ*Q)C(X(J—l)An)Anz(Ygfz)A*/ (&j-1) 7'[?1]
<CE|:HG(X(11)ATL) Am(}/}72)C(X(J*1)An)ﬁm2(}sz)Ai/ZH ’ ;L1:|

They verify

and
E||l— Z E “E [sfn(m)sfn(mg)‘?%} ‘ ;‘_1} -0
Therefore,
=
4 n
o 2 B[ m) | 15| = 0p ()
=2

because of Lemma 9 in [5]. Now we examine the covariance structure between UT(LS)(m) and
U7(L4)(/€2). Again

3 4 4 _ T «1/2 _ — _

B [sin(sa)sio(s2) 15| = — 5 (650) AV A0 (T 2)A Ay (V2)al(Xga,) (Gin)
We also the conditional expectation with respect to Hj_;. We have

E[E|s)

Jin

()5 (o) 73] | 71 = 0

AP A (V- A A, (Yoa)a(X (- 1)a,)

B|[p [sﬁ-i”nw)si-j‘z(mz)\ﬂﬂﬂ | < 2 |



Hence

1 n n

L5 8 B[ oon ] ] -
and

"2
3 4) n n
Ell5 > E“E[s;n(m)s; (n2)| 7] ‘ ]_1} 0

noj=2

They lead to
Ky —2

by Lemma 9 in [5].
(Step 3): We check the following decomposition

A521) (Vi = Y = Anb(Yi1)) = (Y1) (Va1 — Y5 — Anb(Xja,))
+ A (Yi-)An (0(Xja,) —0(Y;-1)),

and because of Corollary 7.3.8 we also have

A1) (Vi =Y = 8b(Xja,)) = AYj-1)a(Xja,) (Grin + Caon)
+ AEG)AY? G — &) + A T1)ejn,

and then
AY521) (Vi =Y = Au0(Yj1)) = fa(Y; ) (Grim + Cion)
+f>\( ) (5 *5J)+f>\( i-1)€jn
+ H(Y-)A, (0(X; 1)) -

Here we can rewrite vk, A, D, (fr(-)) as

VEAuDu (f2(-) = BP ) + RP (V) + RP(A) + RO,

where

1 Ky —2

Rg)(}‘) = A Z f>\ JAn) (Cj+1,n + CJ/‘+2,n) )
1 Ky —2

Rﬁf)()\) = ﬂ Z f/\(Yjﬂ)Aim (§j+1 - 5]‘);
1 Ky —2

p(3) —

Rn ()‘) i knAn Z f>\ eg n
1 Ky —2

RDO) = —— Z I, (b(X;a,) — b(¥;_1)).

Hence it is enough to see asymptotic behaviour of R’s and firstly we examine that of R(l). We
define the H7, ,-measurable random variable

—
—
~

—_

rin(A) = HAYi-)a(Xja, )G + HA2)a(X-1a,)Ciim

1
Vkn Ay,

N

3
>2

3
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and then

kn—2
1 - _
BP0 = ——= > hi0a(Xia,) (Grin+ Gran)
n n j:1
kn—2
i) +op(1)
j=2

Obviously

E| 51,3@)‘%;%} =0.

With respect to the second moment, for all Ay, Ao € {1

B[ (o) (1n0) 2]

kAAn(§+ 6pn)fh< De(X;a,) (Fa(V-)"

- ,mao}, by Lemma 7.3.2,

n

t e (55 6pn)m e ) (o (F5-2)”
&

1
FnlA,
knLAAn ) PuVion)a(X;a,) (@(XG-1a)) " (Fa(¥i2)" -

n 6
Therefore,

n .
> B[ (rn0n) (rin0) 5] % v () @ ()" ()
Jj=2
because of Lemma 7.2.1 and Lemma 7.3.9. Lindeberg condition can be satisfied since

B[ ()| %] < G AT Dax,)

’ I<;2 HfA (X(J DA, )H

and

E[”E[(w )]

by Lemma 7.3.9. Now we show R(?) is 0p(1). Let us define the following M, -measurable random
variable

— 0

A0 = e ((F5-2) — 13550 AV,

and then we have

kn—2 kpn—2
= 1 < - 1/2 ,_ _ S 2
Rff)()\) = \/ﬁ ; fA(ijl)A*/ (Ej1— &) = Z Tg',r):,()‘) +op(1)

We prove R(?) = op(1) with Lemma 9 in [5]. It is obvious

E [+ 0[] =o.

For the second moment, with Lemma 7.3.9

B[ (20)| % < C 1602 - AG-I
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and therefore, by Lemma 7.3.9,

E k"ZQE[(rfg(A))Q’Hﬂ - 0.

Jj=2

Hence Rg)()\) = op(1). With respect to Ry (A), we again use Lemma 9 in [5] to show convergence
to zero in probability. To ease notation, we separate the summation into three parts as same as
Theorem 7.4.2 and Theorem 7.4.3 such that

RO () = RY) (0 + R (0 + RE) (),

where for [ = 0,1, 2,

_ 1 ~
Rz(iz(A) = Z I(Ysjri-1)esjtin,
™ <3<k, —2

&
>

(3)

and it is enough to examine if R(B) »(A) =op(1). Let r3; () be a random variable defined as

ré‘??ﬂ(A) = Sa(Ysj_1)es;n

knAn

(3)

and then 3> () is HZ.  o-measurable and HY ., ,,-measurable. Furthermore,
3j7,n 3542 3(5+41)

RON =Y 0.
1<3j<kn—2

Therefore, the conditional expectation with respect to H3; can be evaluated as

1 _
E [réi)n( )‘ ng} = \/ﬁfA(ngq)E [esjn| H3;]

and hence with Proposition 7.3.7 and Lemma 7.3.9,
Ell > B[] o
1S3jgkn_2
With respect to the second moment,
d

and hence Lemma 7.3.9 leads to

2 1 _
|5 < i I oA (14 X )

o5 sl o

1<37<kn—2

As a result we obtained R;S)()\) = op(1). We can evaluated L' norm of R%)()\) such that
E[[ROW)]] =0
and it verifies R£L4)()\) =op(1).

(Step 4): We check the covariance structures among /nD,, U,(zl), U7(,3), U7g4) RS) which have
not been shown. It is easy to see

B[ (D) 5] 5] =0

E[(D},)"" | #] =0

]'IL
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We also have
& Yotz o3
/ 1,02 (3 n
i Z (D)™ 00| 77

1 = 5 > 2 1 Lide (- \®2
- S A2 (AT o0) + A(V;) AY LRE[(D;W) A (Chi )!H?H]

j=1
1= 172 . o 1/2 2 ;N2 2 \T| am
% > APAL(Y 2) A |[<A(5j—1)>E[(Dj,n) (&) ‘H]”]-
VPnln n

Because

s[5, (1)
= 5 ZE [( 1/2( EjAn-‘rilhn)@Q) Ai/Q)MZ (€jAn+z‘zhn)®2}

11 i2

1/2 T 172\l T
+2p32E{(A*/ ((ngn+i1hn)(SjAn+(i1—1)hn) )A*/) (€jan+ihn) (Ejan+G1—1)hn) ]
n il

1 1/2 T\ y1/2\ 0t T
tos > E {(A*/ ((%Anﬂn—l)hn) (Ejantirhn,) ) A ) (5antirhn) (€80 +G-1)h,)
nog,

- pi (A" 1y
and
E[ (D))" )| Hy] =0,
we obtain
Ky —2 B _ [ 1 Iy,
k: Z A (AulTo2) + ATy AV? | B [ (D],)" (@ﬂ@)\”ﬂﬂ -0
and

124 (V,_5) AL/ 2 ;o \sle o N\T _
pnk Z Ay 2)As ﬂ(—An (5J1)> E [(Dm) (&) "H?H‘ =0.
Hence U,(l?’) and y/nD,, are asymptotically independent. Furthermore, using the evaluation
E [ (D))" )| 1] =0
we have
lilz (4) n| _
E [ (D))" sinm)|#5] =0

Next we evaluate the asymptotics of

\/% > E [0 0| 75
We have
B[ (r )|
- \/ZLA(Cj,n)TG(X(j—l)An)TAK(Zfz)a(X(j—l)An)“(XJ’An)Tf*(E’*l)T
+ \/sz (Gn)" alXGonya) T Ax(YVj2)e(XG-1ya,) AA(Yi-2)",
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and then

k,—2
I a a
S E | si (k)i ()| 1Y
S o))
2X kp—2
= = (Gon) " a(X(onyan) T A(Vima)a(X(-nya,)a(X;a,) T (Y-
Fuv/B, &
om!  Fn? =S % T
+—F= (G alXoyan) T An(Yj—2)e(X -nya,) (V)"

“na) ALY
— 0.
Hence we obtain
\/% g st
n i

We are also able to evaluate

. [ 2 (o ) 62

knv/ By > B[(Ga)" alXga,) " Ax

j=1
=0
and
g || m)’ R
—ea, Bypa[en
j=1
— 0.
Hence Lemma 9 in [5] leads to
1
Vkn =
Obviously we obtain
E [s

a(X(-1)a,)" A(Y;

50

2)a(X-1a,)a(X;a,) A

—2)e(X—1ya, ) (Y2

)7

So)a(X(j-na,)a(Xg-na,) H(Y—2)"




We have

(
Jm

Do) #y]

W - i}
= - \/kXT (E-1)" AP A (Y0)a(X - nya,)a(Xa,) T Fa(Y-1)T
2my, T 125 o T
—m(fj—l) AT ALY —2)e(X(j-nya, ) a(Yj-2)
and the L' convergence
2X kn—2 y
E ()" AP ALY 0)a(X na,)alXa,) T Yo"
kB,
2X kn,—2
n _ T A1/2 % Y ¥
T A (E-1)" AP ALY _2)a(X(_1ya,)a(X-na,) A (Tj—2)T
—0
Hence
L @ oy ] m
\/EE [Sj,n("i) ]TL( )‘Hjj|
kpn—2
Q(Xn+m)"z _ O \TAL/2F 5 5T
(Ej-1)" ATA(Y—2)e(X(j-1ya, ) [a(Y—2)
koA o

+ OP(].).

Again we can evaluate

E [ WEQE [(@—OT A1/2AH(%—2)C(X(J'—1)A71)f)x(Yj—Q)T‘ 7—[}’_1} =0
and
E[kaE[\<ej1>TA1/2AH<YJ-2>< s T || o
M =
Therefore,
\/%E s m] S o

Then we obtain the proof.

Corollary 7.5.2. With the same assumption as Theorem 7.5.1, we have

vnDy
[\/E [Qn (Amn( )) M (A ( ) [[CZ (~,Oz*,A*)]])] H] £> N(O’ W({Am} ) {f/\}>)
\/kT[ w (Frn()]

Proof. Tt is enough to check

{m (@ (A - A6
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We prepare the following notation such that

WD) 80 = (A = 40 (Fyo1) [, (Al (G Gran) ™ = 31 ) al5a, )T
W) (5o 8) = 2 (A = A) (1) [eXga,) = (T )]
3 5 e 1 _\®2 2= 1/2
W (.m). 1) 1= (Ag e — Ag) (Fo0) |2V (A (E7+1 — )% — 24, %) A ﬂ :
W) = T (R = A2 (Fro) [ (@058,) (G + o)) (A (500 - 29) |
W) 1= - (e = A2) (-0 [(Bubl(Xa,) + €300

u (s, ), k) = Ai (A = A) (Fi-1) [(Bnb(X8,) + €in) (a(X58,) (Grrin + Czn)) ]
W) ) = e (R = A2) (Fyo) [ (B30, + 5 (A 301 - 29) ]

S0 1= (A = A (50 [aX8) (- G0 =l ) a(X50,)7)

= 40 7522 |aXg-na) (3 (Gran) ™ =i ) o0, )7]

#2 (Ao = ) F-2) [oXoa) (52 (60 Gra)”) ) a0, )7
S0 = (A = 40) () A2 (5 0% - AT 1) 422

(Ao — A (V1) :Al/2 (Al ()% - AE‘—?Id) A1/2ﬂ

(= 4 (B52) AV (- o0 )7 222

n

(5,0, ) 1= o (A= A0) (%-2) [a(Xmpa,) (Gin) (67 AY7]

- (e = Ae) 05-0) [aX8,) @) ()7 2]
i Aln (A = A) (Vi2) [alXGona,) (Gra) (6)7 A7)
- (e = 4 (o) [olXG18,) (G 1.) (G-0" A7)
HO ) =~ (= ) (T 00X, )Gy 41
+ \/k:,T'n (Fam = ) Yim2)a(X-1ya, )i 1ms
and
UD((k,n), k) == L ki u ((k,n), k)
n \/E = 7\m ’ v
-
RO ((An), A) = kl — (fx =) Vi-1)aX5a,) (Gram + Gazn)
ne=n g
1 kj -2 B
RP(An), ) = == D~ (hn = ) (G-)A? (640 = 65),
ne=n le
kp—
RO ) =~ Z (an = £ (Vi 1)esm:
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k., —2

R£L4)(()\,n) =

knAn j=1 (fxn Yi—)An (b(Xja,) = b(Yj-1)) -
We can obtain
UM ((k,n), k) = op(1) I = 2,5,6,7,
RUI2((\,n),\) = op(1), o =2,3,4

with the same way as proof of Theorem 7.5.1. Thus it is sufficient to check the asymptotics of

M ((k,n), k), UP((k,n), k), UM ((k,n), k), R ((1,n),K). Using the evaluation of the condi-
tional first moments for sg-fn)((n,n), k) for iy =1,3,4 and T](<717)L(()\, n), A), it is enough to check the
conditional second moments of them. We obtain

kn—2

E ki 3 E“ 517)1((/@71),&)‘2‘7{?] ~o.

Jj=1

Hence U,Sl)((n,n), k) = op(1) by Lemma 9 in [5]. Similarly,

kep—2
17z 5 2|
B |- Y B { si-),i((n,n),n)’ Hj] o0,
L ]:1 -
" :
17z @ 2|
L ]:1 -
Finally,
lop—2 )
E Z E “7‘52((/@,71),&)‘ ’H?] —0
j=1
Here we obtain the proof. O
7.6 Proofs of results in Section 3.1
Proof of 3.1.1. We obtain
n—1
A 1 1/2
An = Ay =5 ; (Xt 1)h, — Xino to, ZA ( E(i+ )b, — Eity) - — 21d> A
1 n—1 . /
1/2
t3, ; (X(i4Dh, = Xinn) (EG+1)n, — ina) A
1 n—1 T
1/2
t3, ; A2 (eGriynn — €inn) (Xapiyn, — Xin, ) -

Note the following evaluation: the first term in the right hand side can be evaluated with Lemma

7.3.9,
] — 0.

1 n—1
TZ Xisnn, = Xin,)
i=0

For the second term, we obtain

Z A1/2 ( E(it1)hn )®2 + (ean,)®? — QId) A2

1
LS 02 (egnn) () + () (o)) AL

1=0
0 (LS ) ) 25 ) () A+ onl)
S\ gn 2 Conom) )"+ 503 i) (Esna) | A
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because of law of large number and

2

1
n Z eir1yhn) (Ein) | | =0
=0
hence the second term is op(1). For the third term,
1 n—1 -
1/2
o Z Xiisnh, — Xiny) (EG41)hn — Einn) AY —0
=0

because of Lemma 7.3.9; and the fourth term can be evaluated as same as the third term. Hence
we obtain the consistency of A,,. O

Let us define the following quasi-likelihood functions such that

() == _% ki_b_2 ((;A (¥ 1,0 )>1 |[(}_/j+1 B 373‘)@2]] + log det (c(}_/jl,a))> ,

Jj=1

) 1kn—2 -1

U (alA) == ~3 (( Anct (Y1, a, A)) [[(Y]H Y) ]]—i—logdet( (le,a,A))>,
j=1
k ,—2

fon(Bla) = =3 Z Anel¥yo1,0)) " [(Tian = ¥ = AV, ) 7]
k -2

lon(BIA, @) == =3 Z Anct(F1,0,0)) 7 [ (Vi = V5 = Aub(¥-1,8)) %7

and corresponding adaptive ML-type estimators é,,, &, B, and Qn, where

El,n(dn) = sup él,n(a)v
a€BO,
gl,N(ann) = Sup gl,n(O‘|An)7
a€B,

g2,n(6n|dn) = Bsup 62,n(5|dn)v

O3

lon (B, én) = sup Lo (BAy, dy).
BEO2

Lemma 7.6.1. Under (A1)-(A7) and (AH), &y and B, are consistent when T € (1,2), and éy,
and B, are consistent when T = 2.

Proof. First of all, we consider the case 7 € (1,2). Then we can evaluate ¢ ,, as

iﬁlm (@) £ —%1/0 ((c(~, @) e, o) + log det c(~,a)> uniformly in 6,

K
and 43 ,, as
1 1 _
AL (ban(Blar) — Lon (%)) £ —§V0 ((C(~,a)) ! [b(-, 8) — b(-,ﬁ*)]]) uniformly in 6.
We define

¥a(Bla) == — g0 (el @)™ B, ) ~ b, 6)])
and obviously Ya(8|a*) = Ya(8).

Note that convergence in probability is equivalent to the existence of the subsequence {n,(cl)} C
{nx} converging almost surely for any subsequence {n;} C N. Using this fact, for any subsequence
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ng} C N, there exists a subsequence nYY such that
k
.P(AlrLBl)ZZL

sup

where A; :(=<w e
a€®;

(kjlmglv”i”(a) —d —vp(logdet c(:, 0‘*))> = Yi(a)| (w) = 0} ;

(w)—>0}.

We take w € A; N By and then for compactness of ©1, we have a subsequence n,(f) C ng)

element oo, € ©1 such that & (w) = @so. The continuity of Y («) leads to
k

(€0 (Bla) = b 0 (B%])) = Ya(Bla)

sup

By = {UJ €
0co

k";(cl)A”J(cl)

and an

1
( {0 (6,0 (@) = d = wlogdete, a*>>> — Vi ().

k,
k
The definition of ¢&,, also leads to

1 1
— (d ) W) > ——
k (2 L”l(cz) ”f) ( ) ~—k
Ny Ny

f (2) (Oé*) (w) .

1,ny

Then we obtain
Y1 (oeo) > Yi(a™),

and the assumption (A6) leads to as = «*. Hence &, L a*. With respect to 3, for the

compactness of O3, we have a subsequence n,(:’) C ngf) and S € O3 such that Bn<3) (w) = Boo-
k

The continuity of Ya(8|a) and the convergence of & ) (w) leads to
k

sup <£2,n§f) (ﬁ\@ng)) - 52’,123) (ﬂ*|@n§€3>)) —Y3(8)| (w) =0

0€©

b B

and

(zmlau (o (Bugp 1) = g0 (ﬁ*dnp))) () = Ya(Beo).

The definition of 3, leads to

<1€<3>1A<3> (£2=”5€3) (Bni‘q')lan) e (ﬁ*ldn5€3>)>> (w) =0
ML

and then the assumption (AG6) verifies So, = 8*. Here we obtain the result.

Secondly, for 7 = 2, we evaluate gl,n as

1 - 1 -
1?61’” (a]A) £ —5%0 ((CT(-, o, A)) ' (-, a*, A*) 4+ logdet ¢ (-, a,A)) uniformly in o,
and €~27,L as
1 7 0 *
i (Bn(Bl8,0) ~ (5714, )

£ —%Vo ((CT(.’ a, A))_1 Ib(-, 8) — b(-,ﬁ*)]]) uniformly in 9.

As above we define

Yi(alp) = —%Vo (tr ((CT(-,Oz,A))_1 ' a, M) — Id) + log detcf(-, a, A) >

det ct (-, a*, Ay)
Ta(BIA,0) i= — w0 (0, A) I 8) — b, 84)])
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The way of proof is almost identical to the previous one. For any subsequence {n;} C N, there
exists a subsequence {ng)} such that

P(SQ n A2 n Bg) = 1, where

Sy = {w IS ‘An(1)(w) — A},
k
1 - -
Ay = {w €N zlelg <k(1)€17n<1>(a|A) —d — vy(logdet CT(-,a*,A*))> =Y (a|A)| (w) — 0} ,
=\ Fnl
By = {w € 92sup m (62 (B8, @) =T o (8 |A,a)) — Ya(BIA, @) (W) — o} .

The compactness of ©; leads to the existence of a subsequence
! - The continuity of Y;(«a|A)

We take w € So N As N Bs.
€ O such that & o) (w) = al
k

{nff)} C {n,(gl)} and an element ol
verifies
1 - A -
<k€1 @ (& @A @) —d—vo(logdet CT(‘,(X*7A*))> (w) = Yy (al ]Ay)
(@) k
Ty

and the definition &,, leads to
L A oA >
T @ (G A,@)(w) 2 ¢
i
Furthermore, the compactness of ©3 leads to the existence of a sub-
€ Oy such that Bn@ (w) — B.. The continuity of
k

1 -
Y4 (2)( *|An§92))

1,n
(2) k
L

and (A6) gives al, = a*.

sequence n,(c?’) C n,(f) and an element [

T2(IA, ) gives

1 - - . ~ - . R -
(0 B @A, 8,0) = £, 0 (818, 0.,6,0) ) (@) = Va(BL[Ar,a”)

— (/£
kn(s) An(g) 2,ny, A
k k
= Y2(8)

and the definition Bn verifies
1 . . L . TS
— (52 @ (B, WA, ¢,0, @) =L, o (B o, <s>)) (w) >0;
k oA o n N e T M L T
T e

therefore, 5. = B* for (A6). Hence we obtain the result.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.2. Tt is enough to consider the case 7 € (1,2) and show

]jk"z—f(( oA ))_1 [[(YJH Y) ]]—Hogdet( (Y, 1,0¢,[Xn)>>
klki_f << 1,O¢)>_1 [[(}7j+1 —57) ]] + log det (c(Y; 1,04)))

5o uniformly in 6
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and

Z ( Vi )>_1 H(YJH Y; — Anb(Y; 5))®2ﬂ

kn—2 1

Z <A"C (¥j-1,00 A )> [[(YJ-H Y; — Anb(Y;— 1,5*))‘32]]

kn,—2
1 Z(Anc@z_l,a))‘l [V ¥~ Ab7,21.8) ]

j*l

nc -1, & - H:(y}_;'_l - }7] - Anb(i/j—la ﬁ*))®2]]

HM

o uniformly in 6

because of Lemma 7.6.1. We have
kn—2 N

2 (Ad@ona i) [(Go % - 800550.) 7]

kn An

(AnciWmnadn) [ = 5 = 20T, 5%) ]

> (Bue¥r,0) 7 [T = T = Anb(T; 1, 8) %]

L B2 g -1 ) . i B ) o
. (SAH) ((c;(Yj_l,a,An)) — (e(Yj1, @) ) [0 - 79)7]
— 0 uniformly in 6
e —2
1 ¢ _
. Z (1ogdet( T(Yj—1,a, A )) log det (c(Yj_1, )))

=1
P . .
— 0 uniformly in 6,
En

(( Vionahn)) = (eliona) ) [T - 1) (otvio.0) ]

uniformly in 6

Lad, )‘1 - (c(yjl,a))1> [[(b(i’fjflyﬁ))@z]]

71
o
3
|
3]
— ©
Q
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Zo uniformly in 6.

Note that

(creah) - (c(z,a))_lH <o (14 ]])
and

Zlelg log det (c;(x,oz,[&n)) —log det (c(m,a))‘ < C’AEL%I (1 + Hx||C) .

Hence with respect to Ly 5,

Ky — —1 1
: lszg é (580) ((amrad) ™ = (i) ) [ -5)7]
—0
and
E [Sgg ]ilk:__l <logdet( T(Yj_1,a,A )) — log det (C(le,a))>u — 0.

Next we consider Lo ,,. Let

Gjn = (b()_/j—laﬂ))T <<C;(Yj_1,o¢,[\n))

We have

—0

E |sup E [ T,H"
[eee knAs, ; Cinl

and

— 0.

n—mn j=1

=
E Squ2A2 ZE“GNL\ 7-["}

Hence we obtain

kp—2 . ) - ) ) )
— (( Vina ) = (c(¥jo10) 1) [(Fis1 = 73) (-b(%5-1,8)"]
Zo uniformly in 6
because of Lemma 9 in [5]. Finally
kn—2

SO M (CLARES)

j=1

E [sup
0co

Hence we obtain the result.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1.3. Firstly we prepare the notation

JaD g, / Faeamnmnw + 0z, — 02))du
1

JCD,) = kia Ly, (" + u(bn — o*)]62)du
0

PR
" ( ) 0 V nknAn

1

~ ~ 1 ~

JRI () = — / kiaaaﬂmg,n(,@nw;, ot + u(dn — a*))du,
1

0. 0Lz (Bn|0% + w(Be,n — 02), 61))du,

JB33(@,) = _/0 kn\, ——— 3 Lo (B* + u(Bn — 7)10%, a*)du

Taylor’s theorem gives

1
a L n\“%n 98 n) T 5—
1n(@nlen) = ==
09, 0Lt (07 + u(0.r — 9;))du> Vi (e - 62)

N
-
3

T
0oLy n(a* 9;))

L |
( 0 Vnkn
1
(/ kiagLLn(a* +u(an — a*)|9;)du> Vo (én — )
0 Fn

and the definition of &,, leads to

+

(\/%aaml,n(a*wg))T = —JD(@,)vn (am - e;) T2 (0,)V Fon (G — @*) .

Similarly we have

1

PN T
(86L2,n(ﬂn|os,na dn) - 8BL2,7L(5*|0;7 O‘*))

i
>
S

1 A * A *\ A 2 *
= ( . ma&aﬂ]}-‘ln(ﬁn‘ag + U(ee,n - 05)7 an))du) \/ﬁ (ee,n - 95)

</01 . \/78 0 051a.n (8|02, @ + ulén, oz*))du) VFon (G — %)

+

1
*(/ a Oen (8" +u(Bn - *>|o;,a*>du) Rl (B — )
and hence
1 T ) -
(- OiLan(10200%) ) = ~JE9 G (o 02) = TGV G - )

T )kl (B = B7)

Here we obtain

—fDn \/’E (ée,n - 9;)
[ F [aa 1L1 ’ﬂ( *|9;)]i1:17-~ ,mi ] = _jn(/lgn) \/H(dn - a*)
— 7 (002 Lo (B*102,0%)], _y o, Tnlin Bn—ﬁ*)

and we check the asymptotics of the left hand side and the right one.
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(Step 1): Fori=1,---,my, we can evaluate

Onilly n(a]0F)
-1
n ((g) (CZL('7 Oé*, A*))71 6aic('7 a*) (C:L('7 O‘*7 A*))1>

; My <<(C;(’ a”, A*))71 Doic(:, a”) (c;(~,a*7A*))71> [[C;(~,a*,A*)]]) )

Fori=1,---,ms, we have

1
VEa
VR

1
\/k A,
knAnDn ((aﬁlb(wB*))T (C;('va*vA*))_1> .

As shown in the proof of Theorem 3.1.2, if 7 € (1,2)

8[1‘11[42 n(ﬁ |957a )

|(ente o, 40) ™ = (e, a) 7! < €A (14 al)
and if 7 =2,
c(z,a*, M) = c(x,*) + 3A, = ¢ (z,a%, ).
Therefore, by Theorem 7.5.1 and Corollary 7.5.2, we obtain

—\/nD,
flﬁ [Oain L (@*102)]5, 1 .., 5 N(0,I7(9%)).
~VEAL [8,37?2 Lo, (8*]0, 0‘*)] da=1, ,ma

(Step 2): We can compute

[l

89 (9 ILdl n(anw + u(9€ n 9;))du

}%0,

and

1 P . .
———0p.08L2 1, (8|0c, &) = 0 uniformly in o,
Vnk, A, ° ’

1
kn VA,

We also have for i1,i9 € {1,--- ,;m1}

00082 1 (8]0, @) 20 uniformly in 9.

1
780(1‘1 aai2 ]Llﬂl (a|9;)
kn

7 [%Vo (tr {(c(-, 04))71 Opir (-, ) (c(y a))fl 8aizc(~,a)})Lhi2 if 7€ (1,2)
BVO (tr{(cT(~,a,A*))71 Oyir (-, @) (CT(-,a,A*))il Oyiz c(',a)})} ifr=2

1,12

uniformly in « because of Proposition 7.4.1, Theorem 7.4.3 and
P
H (z,0%, M) (c(m*))‘lH <CAG! (1 + ||xHC)
for 7 € (1,2). Similarly, for jq,j2 € {1,--- ,ma}

k? A aﬁnaﬁnﬂQn(ﬂ‘asaa)

[vo (el a) ™ [ (@30 9p02bC, B)) (6, 8) = b, B)T + (991) (950)" (. 8)] )]
P if 7 € (1,2)
[0 (e (0%, ) " [ (5 032, B)) (6, B) = (-, BN + (950) (9520) " (8] )]
ifr=2.

J1,Jd2
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Hence

1
1
—/0 k—@iLLn(a* + u(dn, — a™)|0)du 5 J@2:7 (9%,

1
1
_/o A 8lan (8" + u(Bn = 67102, a%)du 5 TEIT (@),

and J, (9,) 5 J7(9%) O

7.7 Proofs of results in Section 3.2

First of all, we define

d d
_ E E 051 123
l1=145=1

Proposition 7.7.1. Under (A1)-(A4) and nh2 — 0

n—1

1 2 1 2| ¢
Vn ol Z (Sit1)h, — Sinn) ™ — Y Z (S@it2)h, — S2in,)” | = N (0,219 (c3(1)).
=0 0<2i<n—2
Proof. We have
1 = 1
Vil == (Sarun, — i) — = > (Semon, - Sonn)’ | = Y A3 +op(D),
Mhn 55 Witn 0<2i<n—2 0<2i<n—2
where

-2
9 = \(/?Lh) (S@it2)h, — S@it+)n,) (S@it1)h, — S2ih,) -

With Ito-Taylor expansion and ¢} (z,y) = z! — 3! for all x and y in R,

d
E [S@ito)n, — S@iti)h.| Geiti)h,] Z HX @isyn,) + RO, 1%, Xiv1)n,)

and
E [ (Seit2)h, — Seit)n,) (S@it1)h, — S2in, )| G2in, | = R(0, b2, Xon,,)-
We obtain
E > E[A43]65,,. ]| — o0
0<2i<n—2

In next, we check
2 20 om
E {(S(Qi—&-Z)hn = Seitn,) (S@it1)h, — S2in,) ‘ggihn}

= Z E [(gfl '9f2> (X(2i42)hn> X(2i+1)h0) (9{3 ~gf4) (X (2i41)h > X2in, )
£1,€2,03,04

For each 51,62763,547

G, | -

E [(gfl ‘ng) (X@i+2)h0 s X (2i+1)h,) g(n21+1)hn} = hn€% (X (2ip1)n,) + R0, B2, X2i41)n,)

and
[( ) (X2i+2)h> X(2i41)hy) (91 )(X(Zz—&-l)hanth ) gzhn}
= (“2~ ) (Xain, ) + RO, 05, Xoin,, ).
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Therefore,
2 2|
E {<5(2i+2)hn — S@it1yn,) (S@iti)n, — S2in,) ‘Qgih”} = hpcs(Xain, ) + R(0, by, Xain, )

and

> E[(45)%] %, | S 2w ().
0<2i<n—2
] — 0.

|

4 4l
E |:(S(2i+2)hn — S@it1n,) (S@it+1)h, — S2ih,) ’ggihﬂ} = R(0, hyy, Xain,)

Also we have

S E[A565,]

0<2i<n—2

Finally we can see

and hence

1 e 4
kA2 (‘Sﬂj-i-l - ‘yﬂ)
" o
v (4(4) if T €(1,2)
B L 40 (0)) + 2o (es () (Xhoy oy A7)
+ (24 + 10d) (Zi:l PO Af&”'g)2 ifT=2.

Proof. We prove with the identical way as Theorem 7.4.3. Note the evaluation

~ 4
(L1 — )

d - 4
- (Z (aL‘(XjAn) (Ggn + C§+27n) + (Ai 2) (Ej41 — Ej)>>

=1

+4(
i=1

E
N\
IS)

s
—~
ks
>
3
N—
—
Ly
+
=
3
_|_
Sy
+
~
3
SN—

—|— ~
=
* =
~
N
~—
-
—
™
<
+
—
™
<
S~—
N———
N——
w

+
N
VR

[]=
/N
IS
2

b
—
a
x
3
+
I
+
»
3
SN—
+
=
* =
~
[V}
~—
o
o
x
|
™
S
N——
~—
POUER
[]=
)
[ S
3
~—
w
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and

d - 4
(Z (a ) (Gin + Cyan) + (Aiﬂ) C(Ejar - €j)>>
=1 ) y
Za’ ) (Ggim + o, n)>
=1

)
-

zd: ( f 2) (Ej+1— 51))

_ 2

(Ai/Q)Z’. (&1 — Ej)>

- 3
(Ai/z)z’ (Ej+1 — 5]‘))

d
Za’ (Xjan) (CGrin + Ciyam )

POUER < ~
-M&

@,
Il
—

d 2

+6 (Z aiw(XjAn) (Cj+1,n + Cj/.+27n)>
d .

(Z a (Xja,) (G + C§+27n)> (

4

+ (i: (Aim)i’. (€1 — Ej)) :

—

=1

i=1
and
d 4
i, ) ) ’ n| _ IN2 A2 2 )
E Z a" (Xja,) (CJ+1,n + <j+2,n) Hj =3 (mn +my,)" ALcs(Xja,)-
i=1
It leads to
1 d ! 4
T A2 >, E (Z " (Xzja,) (Gj+1n + Céj+z,n)> Hzj | = gvo (¢5()

" 1<85<k,—2 i=1

It is obvious that
3 /.4
[ (Za <j+1 n+ Cg+2 n > (Z ( 1/2) (&j41 — 5]')) H? =0
=1
and
d _ 3
[(Za ) (Gia1n + Ciran ) <Z (Aiﬂ) (Ej+1— 5j)> Hi| =
i=1
We can evaluate
2,y . 2
[ (Z a” <]+1 n T <]+2 n > <Z (A1/2) l (éj-i-l - éj)) H;L
i=1
= (mn +m,) Anes(Xja, p (Z ZAh zz)
11=11i=1
and hence
1 d 2 /4 - 2
T A2 Z E <Z a’ (Xs5a,) (Caje1m + C§j+2,n)> (Z (Aim) (E3j+1 — 53;‘)) 5
N 1<35<k,—2 i=1 =1
I 0 if e (1,2)
2up(es() Sl 00 AR ifr =2
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We also have

tr {E [(5j+1 — )% (Ej1 — 5_j)®2‘ H?]} SE AL (iE [(56)4] a 3d>

2 P\ &
and
d . 4
E <Z (Aim) (En —Ej)> Hj
i=1
d d d 2
A, 2 (ZE ()] - 3d> (Z > A) ~
pn bn \;4 i1=14=1
It leads to

4

d -
ﬁ Z E (Z (A}(/Q) ’ (§3j+1 — Egj)) ,ng

TN <3<k, —2 i=1
0 if 7€ (1,2)

P
(24 + 100) (SF_, 6 Ail’iZ)Q if 7= 2.

Since the following evaluation
AL (14 1%a,1)

E [llesal|77] < €A,
CAl?

E [IGj+1n + Gazall | 7] <
E [llg4 - &Il 7] < cal?

for all [ € N, we have

1 _ = 4| 4 m
A2 E [(«73.7'+1 L) )ng]
TN <3<k, —2
510 (¢4(4) if 7€ (1,2)
J 4 »
2] (A0)) + 2w (es() (S oy AR
2d%+10d d d s\ 2 .
RN (Zilzl Dip=1 As ) ifr =2
Finally we obtain
1 ~ > \8| am
E k2 A4 Z E[(‘%ﬁﬂ_y?’j) ’H3j]
1< <k, —2
C
< —
=
— 0.
and the proof is obtained because of the Lemma 9 in [5]. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2.1. Under Hy, the result of Lemma 7.7.2 is equivalent to
3 ' = ~\4 P 9
T AT (L1 = 75) = vo(es()) -

for any 7 € (1,2]. Therefore, Proposition 7.7.1, Lemma 7.7.2 and Slutsky’s theorem verify the
proof. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.2.2. Assumption (T1) verifies

> Ao

1y lo
We firstly show

n—1

1 2
5 > (Frnn, = Fin, B3 S AL
=0 4
under H; and (T1). We can decompose

n—1

1
2n Z (Flit1)hn — Z ZAzl A

15 lo

Lol
1/ 4d d e
(Z (X(li—&-l)hn - Xém)) <Z (A*/ ) (€(i+1)hn - 5ihn)> .
i=0 \I=1

The first and fourth term of the right hand side is op(1) since

21§<Z( (4 1) fhn)>2 0.

=0 \l=1

The fourth term is also op(1) since

() (S0 )

E

=1

We also can evaluate the second and third term of the right hand side as

”f(_i< Y ) S

= = I 2

s Z Z Z ( 1/2>ll7 5(i+1)hn) (5ihn)T (/\1/2)'712 +op(1)

=0 [;=112=1

because of law of large numbers. The first term can be evaluated as

2

711221 zd: Z ( 1/2) (i) )" (Ai/Z)',l2
i=0 l;=1lo=

With identical computation, we obtain

— 0.

1

Z (A 2it2)hn — «721‘}1”)2 = Z ALt

0<2i<n—2

1,02
There exists a constant C; such that

sz 2 (Fm=g) o
n J

These convergences in probability and some computations verifies the result
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