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and large in norm. Not all stable vectors admit such a representation and (X;) will have to be
«anticipative enough» for X; to admit one. The conditional distribution of future paths can then
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1 Introduction

Stochastic processes depending on the future values of an i.i.d. sequence, often referred to as antic-
ipative, have witnessed a recent surge of attention from the statistical and econometric literatures.
This gain of interest is driven in particular by their convenience for modelling exotic patterns in
time series, such as explosive bubbles in financial prices [6], 10, 13}, 14} 17, 19 20] 21}, 22} 23] (see
also [T, [4, Bl [7, 15, 16) 26l 27, B1]). The attractive flexibility of anticipative processes cannot yet
be fully leveraged however, as their dynamics, and especially the conditional distribution of future
paths given the observed past trajectory, remains largely mysterious. A remarkable exception is
that of the anticipative a-stable AR(1) for which partial results were obtained in [19] and further
completed in [I4]. Even in this simplest case within the family of anticipative processes however,
future realisations feature a complex dependence on the observed past, which is reflected in the
functional forms of the conditional moments obtained in [I4]. Interestingly, the dynamics simplifies
when the anticipative stable AR(1) is far from its central values, where it appears to follow an
explosive exponential path with a determined killing probability. This naturally raises the question
of whether and under which form such a behaviour could be found in more general anticipative
linear processes.

For X; = > ez dieryr a two-sided moving average with (;) an independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) a-stable sequence, this paper analyses the conditional distribution of future
paths given the observed trajectory, say (Xit1,..., X¢+n) given (Xi—m,..., X¢), m > 0, h > 1,
when the process is far from its central values. Under this framework, any vector of the form X; =
(X¢—my .-, X¢qn) is multivariate a-stable and its distribution is characterised by a unique finite
measure I' on the Euclidean unit sphere S,,; 511 = {s € R™*+1 . |5, = 1}, where || - ||c denotes
the Euclidean norm (Theorem 2.3.1 in [32]). The measure I" in particular completely describes the
conditional distribution of the normalised paths X;/|| X¢||e, the «shape» of the trajectory, when
X, is large according to the Euclidean norm and given some information about the observed first
m + 1 components. A straightforward application of Theorem 4.4.8 by Samorodnitsky and Taqqu
(1994) [32] indeed shows that

I(ANB
P(X./|IXille € A | [Xille > @ and X/| Xl € B) — (r@)’

(1.1)
for any appropriately chosen Borel sets A, B C S,,+r+1. As such however, (1.1 is of little value
for prediction purposes where only X;_,,,..., X; are assumed to be observed, given that the con-

ditioning generally depends on the future realisations Xyy1,..., X¢+p. The idea developed here is



to obtain a version of (|1.1)) where the Euclidean norm is replaced by a semi-norm || - || satisfying

H@—my ey mo, @1,y xp)| = [[(@—my - -+, 20,0,...,0)l, (1.2)
for any (z_y,,...,x;) € R™T P+ In this view, a new representation of stable random vectors on
the «unit cylinder» Crllr;!rhﬂ = {s € R+l . ||s|| = 1} is thus explored, where || - || is such a

semi-norm. Contrary to representations involving norms (see Theorem 2.3.8 in [32]), not all stable
random vectors admit representations on unit cylinders and a characterisation is provided. It is
shown that only if (X}) is «anticipative enough» will X; admit a representation by a measure il

on C’Lll'ﬂ_h 41 Property (1.1) is then shown to hold with an adequate semi-norm and with T" (resp.
Il

+htl
Borels B in (|1.1)) reflecting that only the past «shape» (Xi—m, ..., X¢)/||X¢|| is observed.

The use of ([L.1)) to infer about the future paths of (X;) has connections with the so-called spec-

Spini1) replaced by T (resp. C’Tll; ). The problem finally boils down to choosing appropriate

tral process introduced by Basrak and Segers (2009) [3] which has opened a fruitful line of research
(see for instance [2], [12], [24], 25] 28] 29]). This spectral process is defined as the limit in distribution
of a vector of observations of a multivariate regularly varying time series conditionnally on the
first observation being large. The approach followed here differs in that it operates at the repre-
sentation level of a-stable vectors, establishing a link between the spectral representation and the
tail conditional distribution of stable linear processes and shedding light on the (un)predictability
of their extremes. A natural interpretation of path prediction in terms of pattern identification
emerges from Property applied to stable linear processes, similar to what Janssen (2017) [24]
pointed out in a framework close to that of Basrak and Segers [3]. The results are extended to
encompass processes resulting from the linear combination of a-stable moving averages, coined sta-
ble aggregates, and illustrated on several examples. Contrary to non-aggregated moving averages,
which trajectories recurrently feature the same pattern from one extreme episode to another, stable
aggregates appear flexible enough to accomodate trajectories exhibiting various patterns through
time.

Section [2] characterises the representation of general a-stable vectors on semi-norm unit cylin-
ders and shows that Property can be restated under this new representation. Focusing first
on a-stable moving averages and then on linear combination thereof, Section [3|studies under which

condition on the process (X;) the vector (X¢—m,...,X¢+n) admits a representation on the unit

I
+hl:

a representation to exist. Section |4| then exploits Property (|1.1)) to analyse the tail conditional

cylinder Cﬂ; The anticipativeness of (X;) surprisingly arises as a necessary condition for such



distribution of general stable aggregates and of some particular processes: the aggregation of antic-
ipative AR(1), the anticipative AR(2) and the anticipative fractionally integrated process. Section
finally considers a simple bivariate process to illustrate an extension to vector moving averages.
New properties emerge in higher dimensions where, in particular, the presence of a non-anticipative
component does not rule out the existence of adequate semi-norm representations. Section [6] con-

cludes and provides perspectives for future work. Proofs are collected in Section [7}

2 Stable random vectors representation on unit cylinders

This section starts by recalling the characterisation of stable random vectors on the Euclidean unit
sphere before exploring the case of unit cylinders relative to semi-norms and reformulating the

regularly varying tails property.

Definition 2.1 A random vector X = (X1,...,Xq) is said to be a stable random vector in R?
if and only if for any positive numbers A and B there is a positive number C' and a non-random
vector D € R? such that

AXD 1 px®@ L ox 1 p,

where XM and X@ are independent copies of X. Moreover, if X is stable, then there exists a

constant a € (0,2] such that the above holds with C = (A* 4+ B*)Y/*, and X is then called a-stable.

The Gaussian case (« = 2) is henceforth excluded. For 0 < a < 2, the vector X = (Xy,...,Xy) is
an a-stable random vector if and only if there exists a unique pair (I', u%), I' a finite measure on
Sy and p a non-random vector in R%, such that,

E[e““’xq = exp{ —/S

d

(s, 5[ (1 — i sign((u, 8))w(a, (u, s>))F(ds) tilu, u0>}, Vu € RY,
(2.1)

where (-, -) denotes the canonical scalar product, w(c, s) = tg (%), if @ # 1, and w(1,s) = — 2 In |s|
otherwise, for s € R. The pair (T, u%) is called the spectral representation of the stable vector X,
T is its spectral measure and p® its shift vector. In particular, X is symmetric if and only if u® = 0

and I'(A) = I'(—A) for any Borel set A in Sy (Theorem 2.4.3 in [32]), and in that case

E[ei®)] = exp{ —/S \(u, s>\ar(ds)}, Vu € RY. (2.2)



In the univariate case, (2.1)) boils down to
E[eiuX} = exp { — o|ul® (1 — i3 sign(u)w(a,u)> + iuu}, Vu € R,

for some o > 0, § € [-1,1] and u € R. The representations and of a stable random
vector involves integration over all directions of Rdﬂ here parameterised by the unit sphere relative
to the Euclidean norm. Proposition 2.3.8 in [32] shows that the unit sphere relative to any norm
can be used instead, provided a change of spectral measure and shift vector. We study alternative
representations where integration is performed over a unit cylinder relative to a semi-norm. For a

given semi-norm, not all stable vectors admit such a representation, which motivates the following

definition.
Definition 2.2 Let || - || be a seminorm on RY, Cﬂ'” :={scR9: |s|| =1} be the corresponding
unit cylinder, and let X = (Xy,...,Xy) be an a-stable random vector.

Asymmetric case) In the case where X is not symmetric, we say that X is representable on C Il
d
if there exists a non-random vector uﬁ.” € R% and a Borel measure I'l'l on C’Jl"H satisfying for all
u € R?
[y )T ds) < s, (2.3)
c,

ifa#1,andif a =1,

|<u,s>|‘ In |(u, 8)| ‘F“'”(ds) < +o0, (2.4)

/.

such that the joint characteristic function of X can be written as in (2.1)) with (Sg, T, u°) replaced
by (Cl}"',r\\'||,uﬁ“‘)_

II-1
d

(Symmetric case) In the case where X is symmetric a-stable (SaS), 0 < a < 2, we say that X
is representable on CQ’H if there exists a symmetric Borel measure T'lI'l on CE’H satisfying
such that the joint characteristic function of X can be written as in with (Sg,I') replaced by
(Cl}"',l“”'”).

Remark 2.1 As unit cylinders are unbounded sets, the integrability conditions ({2.3])-(2.4) ensure

the sanity of the above definition.

1
By direction of R?, it is meant the equivalence classes of the relation «=» defined by: u = v if and only if there

exists A > 0 such that u = Mo, for u,v € R%.



We start by characterising stable random vectors that are representable on a given semi-norm unit

cylinder.
Proposition 2.1 Let || - | be a seminorm on RY and CCU'” be the corresponding unit cylinder.
Denote KI'l = {z € Sy : ||lz|| = 0}. Let also X be an a-stable random vector on R with spectral

representation (I, u°) on the Euclidean unit sphere (with u° = 0 if X is SaS). If a # 1 or if X is
S1S, then
X is representable on C’J}H — F(K”'”) =0.

If o =1 and X is not symmetric, then

X is representable on C’tg'” = /
Sq

In||s]| [T(ds) < +oc.

Moreover, if X is representable on C’U|I|'H, its spectral representation is then given by (FH'”,uﬁ.H)
where

rll(ds) = s 2T o T} (ds)

with Ty = Sa\ K — OV defined by Ty (s) = s/||s|, and

0 u, if a#1 or if X is S1S,
By =
H pl+ i, if a=1 and X is not symmetric,
= (i) ¢ = [ slsiTs), =1,
= (f15), an = —— siln||s s), =1,...,d.
o= H T Jsaxi 7 J

Remark 2.2 The representability condition in the case [ = 1 and X not symmetric| is slightly

stronger than that in the other cases. Indeed, [ ‘ln||s||‘f‘(ds) < Js,

In [|s]| ]r(ds) < 400
necessarily implies that T'(K ') = 0 since ‘ln HS”‘ = +oo for s € KII'll,

Remark 2.3 The case d = 2 is insightful. In view of , the spectral measure of the a-stable
vector (X1, X2) describes its likelihood of being in any particular direction of R? when it is large
in norm. As unit spheres relative to norms span all the directions of R?, spectral measures on such
spheres can describe any potential tail dependence of (X7, X2). Unit cylinders however do not span
all directions of R? and spectral measures thereon necessarily encode less information. Consider for
instance the unit cylinder Cg'H = {(s1,82) € R?: |s1| = 1} associated to the semi-norm such that
(21, 2z2)|| = |21] for all (w1, 79) € R2. It is easy to see that C’g'” spans all directions of R? but the
ones of (0,—1) and (0,+1). A stable vector (X1, X2) will admit a representation on CQ'H provided

these directions are irrelevant to characterise its distribution, that is, if F({(O, —-1), (0, —|—1)}) =0.

6



In terms of tail dependence, the latter condition intuitively means that realisations (X7, Xo) where

Xo is extreme and X7 is not almost never occur (i.e., occur with probability zero)ﬂ

Provided the adequate representation exists, Property (1.1)) then holds with semi-norms instead of

norms, providing the cornerstone for studying the tail conditional distribution of stable processes.

Proposition 2.2 Let X = (X1,...,Xy) be an a-stable random vector and let || - || be a seminorm
on R, If X is representable on C’('i"H, then for every Borel sets A, B C Cc‘l"” with Tl (8(AHB)) =
rlH@B) =0, and TI(B) > 0,

rll(an By

PN AIB) o i)

(2.5)
where OB (resp. 0(AN B)) denotes the boundary of B (resp. AN B), and

. X X
Pll(X, A|B) ::P(IIXH EA‘HXH >:c,m eB).

3 Unit cylinder representation for paths of stable linear processes

Given a semi-norm, Proposition is only applicable to stable vectors that are representable on
the corresponding unit cylinder. This section investigates under which condition on an stable mov-
ing average (X;) vectors of the form (X;_,, ..., X¢, X¢41,..., X¢4+n) admit such representations. A
characterisation is proposed and is then extended to linear combination of stable moving averages.
Any semi-norm satisfying could be relevant for the prediction framework mentioned in intro-
duction. However to fix ideas and avoid numerous cases with respect to all the possible kernels, we

restrict to semi-norms such that
|(Z—m, .. 20, 21,...,2p)|| =0 <= z_p=... =29 =0, (3.1)
for any (_,,,...,z,) € R™T"*1 which in particular satisfy (1.2).

Example 3.1 Semi-norms on R+ satisfying (3.1)) can be naturally obtained from norms on

the m~+1 first components of vectors. For any p € [1, 40|, one can consider for instance semi-norms

*The conditions F({(O,—l),(O,—i—l)}) = 0 and sz ‘lanH ’F(ds) < 400 can also be related to the stronger
condition ensuring the existence of conditional moments of X5 given X obtained in [8} [9] (see also Theorem 5.1.3 in
[32]) and which requires I" not to be too concentrated around the points (0, £1). Namely, assuming f52 [s1]7¥T'(ds) <
+oo for some v > 0, then E[| X2|7|X1] < +oo for v < min(a + v, 2a + 1), despite the fact that E[|X2|*] = +o0. If the

previous holds for some v > 0, then necessarily both of the aforementioned conditions are satisfied.



|| - || defined by
0 1/p
[ R O D 21

i=—m
for any (2_om, ..., 0,21, ..., o) € R with by convention (20, |xi]p)1/p = sup |z for
—m<1<0
p = +o0.
3.1 The case of moving averages
Consider (X¢) the a-stable moving average defined by
X = Z dreiik, €4 - S(a, B,0,0) (3.2)

kEZ

with (dy) a real deterministic sequence such that

if a#1 or (a,8)=(1,0), 0< Z |di|® < 400, for some s € (0,a)N[0,1], (3.3)

kEZ
and
if a=1 and B0, 0< > ldi||In |di| | < +oo. (3.4)
keZ
Letting for m >0, h > 1,
Xy = (Xioms ooy Xes Xei 1y Xeon), (3.5)

it follows from Proposition 13.3.1 in Brockwell and Davis (1991) that the infinite series converge
almost surely and both (X;) and X are well defined. The random vector X; is multivariate a-
stable: denoting dy := (dg+m, -, dk,dg—1,...,dk_p) for k € Z, the spectral representation of X;

on the Euclidean sphere reads (T, u”) with

r=o"Y Zwﬁudknga{ 9d, } (3.6)

veS1 kEZ
e d. e
2
FLO = _]l{azl}*ﬁo' Z di In HdkHe)
T
keZ
where wy = (1 +93)/2, S1 = {—1,+1}, J is the dirac mass and by convention, if for some k € Z,
di, = 0, ie. ||di|le = 0, then the kth term vanishes from the sums. Notice in particular that for
B =0, it holds that w_; = wy1 = 1/2, u® = 0, and both the measure I' and the random vector
X ; are symmetric. The next result characterises the representability of X on a unit cylinder for

fixed m and h.



Lemma 3.1 Let X; satisfy (3.2)-(3.5) and let || - || be a semi-norm on R™M1 satisfying (3.1)).

For aa# 1 and (o, B) = (1,0), the vector Xy is representable on Cﬂihﬂ if and only if

Wk €Z, [(dipmr-ondi) =0 = VE<k-1, d=0] (3.7)

For a =1 and g # 0, the vector Xy is representable on CTL‘";l-li-h-‘rl if and only if in addition to (3.7)),
it holds that

< +00. (3.8)

> ldille

keZ

o (il il )

In the cases a # 1 and («, ) = (1,0), the representability of X; on a semi-norm unit cylinder
depends on the number of observation m + 1 but not on the prediction horizon h. Moreover, it is
easy to see that if is true for some m > 0, it then holds for any m’ > m. The case a = 1,
B # 0 is more intricate, the roles of m and h in the validity of the additional requirement not
being as clear-cut.

A key distinction appears between moving averages according to whether finite length paths
admit semi-norm representations. This distinction especially matters for the applicability of Propo-
sition [2.5] when studying the conditional dynamics of a given process. The following definition thus

introduces the notion of past-representability of a stable moving average.

Definition 3.1 Let (X;) be an a-stable moving average satisfying (3.2)-(3.4). We say that the
stable process (X:) is past-representable if there exists at least one pair (m,h), m > 0, h > 1,
such that Xy = (X¢—m, ..., X¢, X¢41,..., Xyn) is representable on CH’LL_H for some semi-norm

m

satisfying (3.1). For any such pair (m, h), we will say that (X;) is (m, h)-past-representable.

Remark 3.1 It can be noticed that if Xy = (Xi—m,..., X¢, Xit1,..., X¢4n) iS representable on

CJL'M_h 4 for some semi-norm satisfying (3.1)), then it is representable on unit cylinders relative to

any other semi-norms satisfying (3.1)). This holds because (3.1)) ensures that all these semi-norms
have the same kernel. The notion of past-representability can thus be defined independently of the

particular choice of a semi—normﬁ
The following proposition provides a characterisation of past-representability.

3
This will not be true in general under the weaker assumption (1.2]) and different notions of representability of a

process could emerge depending on the kernels of the semi-norms.



Proposition 3.1 Let (X;) be an a-stable moving average satisfying (3.2)-(3.4)).
(¢) With the set M={m >1: 3k E€Z, dyym=...=dps1 =0, di # 0}, define

o — sup M, if M #10, (3.9)

0, if M=0.

(a) For a # 1 and (o, B) = (1,0), the process (Xi) is past-representable if and only if
mo < +00. (3.10)

Moreover, letting m > 0, h > 1, the process (X;) is (m,h)-past-representable if and only if

(3.10) holds and m > my.

(b) For « = 1 and B # 0, the process (X;) is past-representable if and only if in addition to
(3.10), there exist an m > mg and an h > 1 such that (3.8)) holds. If such a pair (m,h) exists,

(X3t) is then (m, h)-past-representable.

(ee) Let || - || a seminorm satisfying (3.1) and assume that (X;) is (m,h)-past-representable
for some m > 0, h > 1. The spectral representation (FH'”,MH'H) of the wvector X; =
(Xi—my ooy Xty Xig1y oo, Xegn) on C’L'I'u_hﬂ is then given by (3.6) with the Euclidean norm || - ||e

replaced by the semi-norm || - ||.

Remark 3.2 Note in particular that mg = 0 if and only if for some ko € Z U {—o0}, d, # 0 for all
k > ko and di = 0 for all k& < k.

Remark 3.3 Proposition shows that for an a-stable moving average to be past-representable,
sequences of consecutive zero values in the coefficients (di) have to be either of finite lengths, or
infinite to the left. This surprisingly places the anticipativeness of a stable moving average as a
necessary —and sufficient for o # 1 and («, ) = (1,0)— condition for its past-representability.
The less anticipative a moving average is, in the sense of the larger the gaps of zeros in its
forward-looking side, then the higher m has to be chosen so as to have the representability of
(Xt—my oy Xey Xit1, -« -, Xern) on the appropriate unit cylinder. Purely non-anticipative moving

averages are in particular immediately ruled out.

Corollary 3.1 Let (X;) an a-stable moving average satisfying (3.2)-(3.4). If (X;) is purely non-

anticipative, i.e., dy = 0 for all k£ > 1, then (X}) is not past-representable.

10



Remark 3.4 This fault line between anticipativeness and non-anticipativeness sheds light on the
predictability of extreme events in linear processes. Consider for illustration the two following

a-stable AR(1) processes defined as the stationary solutions of

Xt = pXig1 + €4, vVt € Z, (311)

Y = pYioq1 + e, vVt € Z, (3.12)

where 0 < |p| < 1, and (&), (1:) are independent i.i.d. stable sequences. While (X};) generates
bubble-like trajectories —explosive exponential paths eventually followed by sharp returns to central
values—, the trajectories of (Y;) feature sudden jumps followed by exponential decays. In both
processes, an extreme event stems from a large realisation of an underlying error €, or 7., at some
time 7. On the one hand for the non-anticipative AR(1) , a jump does not manifest any
early visible sign before its date of occurrence as it is independent of the past trajectory. Jumps
in the trajectory of (Y;) are unpredictable and one only has information about their unconditional
likelihood of occurrence. On the other hand for the anticipative AR(1) (3.11]), extremes do manifest
early visible signs and are gradually reached as their occurrence dates approach. The past trajectory
is informative about future extreme events, and in particular more informative than their plain
unconditional likelihood of occurrence. Building on the «information encoding» interpretation of
spectral measures given in Remark the fact that (X;) (resp. (Y;)) is past-representable (resp.
not past-representable) can be seen as a consequence of the dependence (resp. independence) of

future extreme events on past ones.

The condition for past-representability simplifies for ARMA processes and is equivalent to the

autoregressive polynomial having at least one root located inside the unit circle.

Corollary 3.2 Let (X;) be the strictly stationary solution of

W(F)O(B)X, = O(F)H(B)e, & '~ S(a,8,0,0),
where 9, ¢, ©, H are polynomials of arbitrary finite degrees with roots located outside the unit
disk and F' (resp. B) is the forward (resp. backward) operator: FX; := Xy (resp. BX; := X;4_1).
We suppose furthermore that ¢ and © (resp. ¢ and H) have no common roots. Then, for any
a € (0,2) and 3 € [—1, 1], the following statements are equivalent:

(¢) (Xy) is past-representable,
(ev) deg(y) > 1,

11



(eer) Mo < o0,
with mg as in (3.9). Moreover, letting m > 0, h > 1, the process (X;) is (m, h)-past-representable

if and only if m > mg with mg < 4o00.

Remark 3.5 For ARMA processes, we can notice in particular that the discrepancy between the
cases [@ # 1 or (a,8) = (1,0)] and [« = 1, f # 0] vanishes. Also, only the roots of the AR

polynomial matter for past-representability, the MA part having no role.

3.2 Aggregation of moving averages

As will be seen in the next section, stable moving averages of the form generate trajectories
bound to feature the same pattern ¢ — cd,_; (up to a scaling ¢ and a time shift 7) recurrently
through time. This can be seen as a strong limitation when it comes to time series modelling as
argued by Gouriéroux and Zakoian (2017) [19] in the context of explosive bubbles. They suggest to
alleviate this restriction by considering processes resulting from the linear combination of different
models. These aggregations feature richer dynamics but little results are available to describe them
(see for instance [I4] for the aggregation of stable anticipative AR(1)). Linear combinations of

stable moving averages will fit naturally into our framework and the results will extend.

Definition 3.2 Let (Xi¢),...,(X ) be J > 1 stable moving averages, each satisfying (3.2)-

. . j.id.
(3.4), for some coefficients sequences (d;x)r and mutually independent error sequences €, "R

S(w, B4,1,0), j=1,...,J. Let also () ;=1,..s be positive numbers and define (X;) as
J
Xe =Y miXj4, for t € Z.
j=1
We will call such process (X;) a stable aggregated moving average, an aggregated process, or simply,
a stable aggregate, and call (Xj;), j =1,...,J the latent moving averages of (X;).

We provide the spectral representation of paths of the aggregated process (X;) on the Euclidean

unit sphere in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.2 Let (X;) an a-stable aggregate with latent moving averages (Xi4),...,(X ) as in

Deﬁm’tion and let X as in (3.5) for any m >0, h > 1. Then, X is a-stable and its spectral

12



representation (', u®) on the Euclidean unit sphere Sy, p11 writes

F=> > > wiorflldelcs { 9d, } (3.13)

j=19€S51 k€Z
J 1 ”dyk;

le
9 J
pl =Ny = > > miBidixn|midjklle,
T -
j=1keZ
where dj i = (djgtm,-- > i, djp—1,-- -, djk—n), Wi = (L +95;)/2, foranyk € Z, j =1,...,J,

¥ € 51, and if dj = 0, the term vanishes by convention from the sums.

Remark 3.6 Notice that I' = Z}']:1 77 T'j, where I'; denotes the spectral measure of the path X;,
from the moving average (Xj;), j =1,...,J, which is of the form (3.6).

If all the X ;;’s are symmetric (8; = 0 for all j), then X; and I' are symmetric as well, but

the reciprocal however does not hold true. The measure I' will be symmetric if and only if

3]:1 s (I‘j(A) — I‘j(—A)) = 0 for any Borel set A C S),,+nh+1. The latter condition is necessary
and sufficient for X; to be symmetric in the case where o # 1, whereas for a = 1, it guarantees
that X; will be symmetric up to an additive shifting, as u° may be non-zero. The symmetry of

paths intervenes in the representability conditions provided in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3 Let (X;) an a-stable aggregate with latent moving averages (Xi4),...,(X ) as in
Definition . Letm >0, h>1, X; as in (35), and || - || be a semi-norm on R™"*1 satisfying
B1).

When either o #£ 1 or X S1S, the vector X, is representable on C’l‘rﬂrhﬂ if and only if holds
with m for all sequences (dji)k, j=1,...,J.

For a =1 and X asymmetric, the vector X, is representable on ¢l if and only if and

m+h+1
(3.8) hold with m and h for all sequences (dj )i, j=1,...,J.

The notion of past-representability in Definition [3.1]|straightforwardly encompasses the case of stable
aggregated processes and the next proposition provides a characterisation. In view of Lemma ({2.1]),
the condition for the representability of a path X; on a unit cylinder changes according to whether

it is symmetric or not in the case @ = 1.

Proposition 3.2 Let (X;) an a-stable aggregate with latent moving averages (X14),...,(X¢) as
in Definition [3.3
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(v) Define for j=1,...,J the sets My ={m>1: 3k €Z, djpsm =...=djp+1 =0, dj # 0},

and
sup M, if M, #£0,
mog =4 FoMiE (3.14)
0, if M;= 0.
(a) For o # 1, the aggregated process (X;) is past-representable if and only if (X;.) is past-

representable for all j =1,...,J, i.e.,

sup my,j < +00. (3.15)
J=1yesd

Moreover, letting m > 0, h > 1, (X;) is (m, h)-past-representable if and only if (3.15|) holds
> i

and m > jirll?.}.{,J mo,j

(b) For a = 1, the process (Xt) is past-representable if and only if (3.15) holds and there exists

a pair (m,h), m > max_mo,;, h > 1 such that either
J=10

X; is S18, or, X asymmetric and (3.8) holds for all sequences (d; i),

where X, generically denotes a vector as in (3.5)). If such a pair exists, then the process (Xi)

is (m, h)-past-representable.

(e) Let || - || a semi-norm satisfying (3.1) and assume that (X;) is (m,h)-past-representable
for some m > 0, h > 1. The spectral representation (FH‘”,u”'H) of the wvector X; =
(Xe—my ooy Xy Xy, ooy Xen) on CTIL.,l‘thJrl is then given by (3.13)) with the Euclidean norm || - ||,

replaced by the semi-norm || - ||.

Remark 3.7 The necessary condition (3.15) extends what was noticed in the case of non-
aggregated moving averages, namely, that anticipativeness is a minimal requirement for past-
representability. A single non-anticipative latent moving average is enough to render the aggregated

process not past-representable, regardless of the other latent components.

Remark 3.8 For a # 1, the past-representability of an aggregated process is equivalent to that
of its latent moving averages, but this does not seem to hold in general for « = 1. In the latter
case however, if all the latent moving averages are symmetric, that is, 81 = ... = ;5 = 0, then the

paths X are S1S for any m >0, h > 1 and (¢)(b) collapses to (¢)(a).

The representability condition also simplifies in the case of aggregated ARMA processes and requires

each latent ARMA process to be anticipative.
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Corollary 3.3 For any j = 1,...,J, let (X;;) be the ARMA strictly stationary solution of
Vi(F)o;j(B)X;+ = ©;(F)H;(B)ej, as in Corollary with mutually independent sequences
€)1t i S(w,Bj,1,0). Define X; = 23-7:1 ;X for any positive scalings (m;);. Then, for any
€ (0,2), (B1,...,B85) € [~1,1]7, the following statements are equivalent:

(¢) (Xy)is past-representable,

() infdeg(yy) > 1,

(eer) Sjl}p mo,; < +00,

with tlrfe mo;’s as in . Moreover, letting m > 0, h > 1, the aggregated process (X;) is

(m, h)-past-representable if and only if for any j =1,...,J, mg; < 400, and m > mjax mo,j-

4 Conditional tail distribution of stable aggregates

In this section, we will derive the tail conditional distribution of linear stable processes for which
Proposition [2.2] will be applicable. The case of a general past-representable stable aggregate is
considered as well as particular examples.

To be relevant for the prediction framework, the Borel set B appearing in Proposition has
to be chosen such that the conditioning event {||X¢|| > x} N {X;/||X¢|| € B} is independent of
the future realisations Xy1,..., Xy4p. For || - || a semi-norm on R™"*1 satisfying (3.1, denote
Sﬂ,ﬂq ={(s_m,---,80) € R™ + |(s_pm,...,50,0,...,0)]| = 1}E| Then, for any Borel set V' C
Sﬂil, define the Borel set B(V) C CrHr;!th as

B(V) =V xR

Notice in particular that for V' = Srlmrl, we have B(V) = an”rl In the following, we will use

Borel sets of the above form to condition the distribution of the complete vector X;/|| X¢|| on the
observed «shape» of the past trajectory. The latter information is contained in the Borel set V,
which we will typically assume to be some small neighbourhood on Sllrﬂrl. It will be useful in the

following to notice that

V x Rh = {s € C”'!rhﬂ . f(s) € V},

where f the function defined by

Rm-l—h-‘rl N Rm—l—l
f: . (4.1)

(Tomy ey Xy Ty e oy Xp) — (Tomy-.v, T0)

4 .
The set Sl‘n”rl corresponds to the unit sphere of R™*! relative to the restriction of ||-|| to the first m+1 dimensions.
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4.1 Stable aggregates: general case

Let (X¢) an a-stable aggregate as in Definition (possibly a moving average if J = 1). Assume
(X;) is (m, h)-past-representable, for some m >0, h > 1 and let X as in (3.5). Denoting Tll'l the
spectral measure of X, on the unit cylinder Cﬂlh 1

by Proposition (¢0), that Tl is of the form

for some semi-norm satisfying (3.1)), we know

J
-l = Z Z ijvgﬂfndj,k”ad{ ﬁdj,k } (4.2)

j=19€S, keZ
e 1k

Proposition 4.1 Under the above assumptions, we have

p~||<{ Ui . Vfdin) V})

;x| k|
P (X0 AlBOV)) : : , (4.3)
e ({Mﬂf coll . Pf(die) V})
”d],kH m+h+1 Hd],k”
: : 9d; , 9f(d.
g,k ik

rll(a(an B(V))) = TH(@B(V)) =0, where B(V) =V x R" and f is as in [&1).

Remark 4.1 (v) Setting V = ST‘L'L, and A an arbitrarily small closed neighbourhood of all the
points (¥d; i/||d; k||)9,jk, We can see that xgrme(Xt/”XtH € A’HXtH > x) = 1. In other terms,
when far from central values, the trajectory of process (X;) necessarily features patterns of the same
shape as some 9d; 1/||d; x|/, which is a finite piece of a moving average’s coeflicient sequence. The
index j indicates from which of the J underlying moving averages the pattern stems from, the index
k points to which piece (d; kym;---,djk, djk—1,-..,d;j,—p) of this moving average it corresponds,
and ¥ € {—1,+1} indicates whether the pattern is flipped upside down (in case the extreme event
is driven by a negative value of an error (g )). The likelihood of a pattern ¥d;/|/d; x| can be
evaluated by setting A to be a small neighbourhood of that point. In particular, only one pattern
di/||dk|| can appear through time for J = 1 (up to a time shift and sign flipping). This is no longer
the case in general for J > 2, where the shape of each extreme event appears as if being drawn
from a collection of patterns.

(¢) In view of point (¢), the observed path (Xi—p,..., X¢—1,X¢)/[| X¢|| will a fortiori be of the
same shape as some V(d; k+m, - - - djk+1,dj k) /| dj k|| when an extreme event will approach in time.

Observing the initial part of the pattern can give information about the remaining unobserved piece:
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the conditional likelihood of the latter can be assessed by setting V' to be a small neighbourhood

of the observed pattern.

Remark 4.2 The tail conditional distribution given in highlights three types of uncer-
tainty /approximation for predictionﬂ

() In practice, events of the type {(Xi—m, ..., Xi—1, Xs) /| X¢l| = H(djksms - - - djrr1.djk)/ || djrll}
have  probability zero of occurring, and only noisy observations such as
(Xiemy o Xe1, X)) |1 Xl = Hdjgtms - djp+1,d55)/||djx]| are available on a realised
trajectory. The choice of an adequate conditioning neighbourhood V' in given a piece of
trajectory will thus have to rely on a statistical approach. One could envision tests of hypotheses
to determine whether a piece of realised (noisy) trajectory «is more similar» to a certain pattern
1 or to an other pattern 2, or whether it «is more similar» to a certain pattern 1 rather than any
patterns in a certain collection.

(1) Even for an arbitrarily small neighbourhood V' —that is, even if the observed path can
be confidently identified with a particular pattern— uncertainty regarding the future trajectory
may remain. It could indeed be that several patterns ¥d; /| d; x| coincide on their first m 4 1
components, but differ by the last h. The stable anticipative AR(1) and its aggregated version are
typical examples of this phenomenon that will be studied in the next section.

(cee) The tail conditional distribution is an asymptotic behaviour as the (semi-)norm of X
grows infinitely large. It is thus only an approximation of the true dynamics during extreme events.
It would be interesting to obtain a finer asymptotic development in z of the above convergence to
gauge the approximation error of the true conditional distribution. It would be especially useful

to quantify how far from/how variable around the predicted patterns the future path can be.

4.2 Aggregation of AR(1)

We now consider (X;) the aggregation of stable anticipative AR(1) processes introduced in [19]
defined by

J
X => mXje, Xjp=piXje1+ei, 0<lpl<l, j=1,....J (4.4)
j=1

5
The considerations developed in this remark focus solely on the probabilistic uncertainty of the prediction as-
suming that the process (X¢) is entirely known, that is, no parameter nor any sequence (d; 1) has to be inferred from

data.
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where 7; > 0 for any j, and (gj)sez S S(a, B4,1,0) are mutually independent i.i.d. sequences.

We assume without loss of generality that the p;’s are distinct. For each anticipative AR(1) with
parameter p;, the moving average coefficients are of the form (,0?]1{1@20}) %, and thus, mg ; = 0 for
all j, where the mg ;’s are given in . By Corollary , we know for any m > 0, h > 1, the
aggregated process (Xy) is (m, h)-past-representable. The spectral measures of paths X; simplify

and charge finitely many points. Their forms are given in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.1 Let (X;) be an aggregation of a-stable anticipative AR (1) processes as in (4.4). Letting
X as in (3.5) for m >0, h > 1, its spectral measure on Crwrhﬂ for a seminorm satisfying (3.1))

s given by

J h—1 7
. N a Wy 9 o
=) = b= T e ol
]7 ]7

(4.5)

where for all ¥ € S1, j€{1,...,J} and —m+1 <k <h,

dj = (P?er]l{szm}v P sy, Pf_lll{kzuv e 7P§_h]l{k2h})a

wig = (1+955)/2,
J
Wy = Zﬂjofwjﬂ,
j=1

wjy = (1+955)/2,

A Rl
TP e

and if h =1 and m = 0, the sum ZZ;imH vanishes by convention.

The next proposition provides the tail conditional distribution of future paths in the case where

the p;’s are positive. Let us first introduce useful neighbourhoods of the distinct charged points of
m-+h+1

———
Tl Denote do,—, = (1,0,...,0) so that the charged points of T'I'll are all of the form 9d; 4 /||d; 1||
with indexes (9, j, k) in the set Z := S} x ({1, oo JEx{=m,h}U{(0, —m)}) With f as in (4.1)),
define for any (U0, jo, ko) € Z, the set Vj as any closed neighbourhood of ¥g f(d;, k,)/ || djo.ke |l such

that
V' f(dj )
|l

In other terms, Vp x R? is a subset of Clﬂh n

first (m + 1) coinciding with 9o f(dj, ky)/||djo.ko |- Define also Ay jx for any (9, 4, k) as any closed

V'f(djw) _ Dof(djoko)
e g 1o kol

; in which the only points charged by LIl all have the

v, j k) €T, eV

(4.6)
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neighbourhood of ¥d; x/||d; 1| which does not contain any other charged point of Tl that is,

ﬂd/k/

V(i K) €T,
1 k]

€ Ay Yk T (19/7j/7 k/) = (197j7 k) (47)

Proposition 4.2 Let (X;) be an aggregation of a-stable anticipative AR(1) processes as in
with p;j € (0,1) for all j’s. Let Xy, the dj’s and the spectral measure of Xz be as given in Lemma
for any m >0, h > 1. Let Vi be any small closed neighbourhood of 9o f(djy k,)/||djo kol in the
sense of for some (Y, jo, ko) € T and let B(Vy) = Vo x R". Then, with Ay j i an arbitrarily
small neighbourhood of some 9d;;/||d; k| as in [.7)), the following hold.
(t) Case m > 1.

(@) If 0 < ko < h:

‘pjola’%l - ‘pjo‘ )5190 )5j0(j)7 0<k<h-1,
PV (X0, Ay s B(Vo)) —>

T—00

|pj0|ah6190 (79)5]'0 (])7 k=h.

(b) If —m < ko < —
BU (X, Ao | BOV)) 2 80 (9)35 ()05 (K).

(1) Case m = 0.

J 0y,

M%}W k=0
Zz 1pl’l90

. p719 a «a
B (X0 Ag s BOK)) = > J 019 128 (1 = 1pj|*) 000y (9), 1<k <h—1,

1= 1 ,V0
pjﬂo | ah —

7p'| dg9o1(9), k=h,

Zz 1 i 0 ’ {0}

with pj.9, = W?wj,ﬂo/(l = |pil*)-

Remark 4.3 For m > 1, that is, if the observed path is assumed to be of length at least 2, there is
a significant difference between whether kg € {0,...,h} or kg € {—m, ..., —1}. For the latter, the
asymptotic probability of the whole path X;/||X¢|| being in an arbitrarily small neighbourhood of
vdj/||d;k| is 1 if and only if ¥ = ¥y, j = jo, k = ko: given the observed path, the shape of the
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future trajectory is fully determined. For the former, this probability is strictly positive if and only
if 9 = Y9 and j = jg, but the observed pattern is compatible with several distinct future paths.
One can see why this is the case from the form of the sequences d; 1. /||d; x| and of their restrictions
to the first m 4+ 1 components f(d;)/||d;jx||. On the one hand (omitting ¥),

m~+1 h

(p‘l;‘;—‘rm?"'7p§7p?_17'"7pj71707"'70)
k k—1
‘|(p]+m77p_’;7p] 7"'7pj7]-707"'70)H

, for ke{0,...,h},

djk _
1k |
j (P, .. pi,1,0,...,0,0,...,0)
j j
ftm ; for ke{-m,...,—1}.
||(p] 7"'apjalvov"'30707"'70)H
~——
m+1 h

We can notice that all the above sequences are pieces of explosive exponentials, terminated at some
coordinate. For k € {0,...,h}, the first zero component —the «crash of the bubble»—, is situated
at or after the (m 4 2)™ component, whereas for k € {—m, ..., —1}, it is situated at or before the

(m + 1), Using the homogeneity of the semi-norm and (T.2)), we have on the other hand that

m+1

(" 1)
pj?"'?/ojv
— , for ke {0,...,h},
1] p, 1,0,...,0,0,...,0)
————

m—+1 h
fldjr)
il mil

(P5™, ... ps,1,0,...,0)

10y 1,0,...,0,0,..,0)]
m+1 h

for ke{-m,...,—1}.

Thus, conditioning the trajectory on the event {f(Xy)/|| X¢|| = f(dj ko)/ |l djo.koll} for some kg €
{—m,...,—1} amounts to condition on the burst of a bubble being observed in the past trajectory
with no new bubble forming yet, which allows to identify exactly the position of the pattern on the
7" moving average’s coefficient sequence.

When conditioning with kg € {0,...,h} however, the crash date is not observed and can happen
either in the next h — 1 periods, or after the h*". However, the shape of the observed path is
that of a piece of exponential with growth rate pj_1 regardless of the remaining time before the
burst, which leaves several future paths possible. One can quantify the likelihood of each potential
scenario: the quantity |p;|**(1 — |p;|%) corresponds to the probability that the bubble will peak in
exactly k periods (0 < k < h), and |p;|*" corresponds to the probability that the bubble will last

at least h more periods.
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Remark 4.4 (1) The previous remark confirms the interpretation of the conditional moments
proposed in [I4] for the stable anticipative AR(1) case (J = 1). It also extends it in two ways: (¢)
by accounting for paths rather than point prediction, (t¢) by showing that the aggregation of AR(1)
processes also features killed exponential explosive episodes but with various growth rates and crash
probabilities. Proposition furthermore shows that asymptotically, as few as two observations
are sufficient to identify the growth rate pj_1 of an ongoing extreme episodeﬁ and the conditional
dynamics within this given event will be similar to that of a simple AR(1) with corresponding
parameter. An identification of the growth rate in the early developments of the bubble appears
possible, allowing to infer in advance the odds of crashes.

(et) Notice that for m = 0 (only the present value is assumed to be observed), no pattern can
be observed but only the sign of the shock. Hence, the growth rate ,0]701 of the ongoing event is

unidentifiable, which is reflected in the fact that the asymptotic probabilities of paths with growth

rates pj_l, J # jo, are positive (case («t) of Proposition .

4.3 Two examples: the anticipative AR(2) and fractionally integrated AR

We focus here on two processes which both share the peculiar property of having a 0-1 tail condi-
tional distribution whenever the observed path is of length at least 2 (i.e., m > 1): the anticipative
AR(2) and the anticipative fractionally integrated AR. For an adequate choice of the parameters,
the former can generate bubble-like trajectories with accelerating or decelerating growth rate and
the latter can accommodate hyperbolic bubbles. In contrast with the anticipative AR(1), these
bubbles do not display an exponential profile but still feature an inflation-peak-collapse behaviour.
The two processes are defined as follows.

Anticipative AR(2)

The anticipative AR(2) is the strictly stationary solution of

1-MF)(1-XF)X =, &~ S(a,b0,0), (4.8)
where \; € C and 0 < |\;| < 1 for i=1,2. In case \; € C\ R, i = 1,2, we impose that A\; = Ao

to ensure (X) is real-valued. We further assume that A\; + A2 # 0, to exclude the cases where

6 This holds asymptotically in the (semi-)norm of the observed path, but in practice it can be expected that the
noise surrounding the trajectory will make this identification difficult with only two observations. Longer path lengths
(higher m) may provide robustness to the identification, but could also incorporate some bias by taking into account
past extreme events, such as now-collapsed bubbles. One can suspect a bias-variance trade-off when searching for an

optimal choice of m.
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(X9¢) and (Xg441) are independent anticipative AR(1) processes. The solution of (4.8)) admits the
moving average representation X; = > ;7 dperyr with

AEHL A+l
d = ﬁ Lik>03, if A # A,

(k‘ + 1)/\k ]l{kZO}v if A =X= A\

(4.9)

Anticipative fractionally integrated AR

The anticipative fractionally integrated AR process can be defined as the stationary solution of

(1 - F)X, = &, e "5 S(a, B.0,0), (4.10)
with a(d — 1) < —1. The solution of (4.10) admits the moving average representation X; =
22;:08 dk5t+k with

T'(k+ d)

do =1 d A= —— T8 4
0= a T T(@T(k+ 1) F=0p

for k#0, (4.11)

where I'(-) denotes —here only— the Gamma function.

It can be shown that both process are necessarily (m, h)-past-representable for m > 1 and h > 1.
The 0-1 tail conditional distribution property when the observed path is of length at least 2 is

exhibited in the next proposition.

Proposition 4.3 Let (X;) be the a-stable anticipative AR(2) (resp. fractionally integrated AR)

as in - (resp. —). For any m > 1 and h > 1, let X¢ as in and dj, =
(dgamy -+ dg, dg—1,...,dx_p) where (dy) is as in (resp. ) Let Vi a small neighbourhood
of Yody,/||d, || as in —~where we drop the indexes j— for some ¥g € Si, kg > —m, and let
B(Vy) = Vo x R". Then,

1 . ﬁodko
b Zf )
Pl (X0, A|B(K)) — I, |

0, otherwise,

for any closed neighbourhood A C ¢l

g1 Such that OAN{Idy/|di|l - ¥ € Sy, k > —m} = 0.

Remark 4.5 Contrary to the anticipative AR(1), the trajectories of the anticipative AR(2) and
fractionally integrated processes do not leave room for undeterminancy of the future path. Asymp-
totically, given any observed path of length at least 2, the shape of the future trajectory can be

deduced deterministically. This holds even if the peak/collapse of a bubble is not yet present in
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the observed piece of trajectory. Therefore, provided the current pattern is properly identiﬁedﬂ it
appears possible in the framework of these models to infer in advance the peak and crash dates of

bubbles with very high confidence —in principle, with certainty.

5 A step towards multivariate processes

A simple bi-dimensional process is considered in this section to highlight that the approach devel-
oped in this paper can be brought to the multivariate framework and that new properties can also
emerge. In essence, the process considered is a vector where each univariate component consists
respectively of a stable anticipative AR(1) and a stable non-anticipative AR(1), and dependence
between both is allowed. Surprisingly, the presence of a non-anticipative component will not be
pathological here contrary to the univariate case studied above, and Proposition [2.2] will be appli-

cable. Formally, define (X;) for all t € Z as

X = (X14, Xoy),
X1t = p1 X141 + €14,
Xoy = p2Xoi 1+ €2y,

et = (e14,69,) 1.i.d. SaS with spectral measure I's on Sy and zero shift vector,

where 0 < |p;| < 1,i=1, ZE| We again have in mind applying Propositionto a vector composed
of past and future realisations of (X;). Limiting ourselves to the simplest m = 0 and h = 1 case,
we will consider a vector of the form X, := (X7, X}, )/, where X is the present observation and
X¢+1 the one-step ahead realisation to predict. The next result shows that X, is a-stable, in

fact Sa.S, and it provides a necessary and sufficient condition on I's for its representability on an

appropriate unit cylinderﬂ

Proposition 5.1 Let (X;) as in (5.1), the semi-norm || - || on R* such that ||(z1,22, 3, 24)| =

22 + 23 for any (v1, 79, 73,24) € R*, and denote C’J” its corresponding unit cylinder. The vector

X, is then SasS, and it is representable on C’Jll'H if and only if

r5({(0,~1),(0,+1)}) = 0. (5.2)
7See point (¢) of Remark

The SaS assumption on the i.i.d. sequence (e:) is made for the sake of simplicity and implies that I's is itself
symmetric.
9
For expository purposes, the form of the spectral representations on the Euclidean unit sphere and on the unit

cylinder are relegated in the proofs in Appendix.
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The representability condition appears in sharp contrast with Remark and is also remi-
niscent of Remark [2.3] It intuitively means that the joint vector X, will admit a representation
on the unit cylinder provided realisations (£1+,2+) where e5; is extreme and €14 is not occur with
probability zero. If this holds, then, intuitively, every jump in the trajectory of (X3;) necessarily
coincides with a bubble peak in the trajectory of (Xi), and each incoming jump in the former
is thus betrayed by the early build-up of a bubble in the latterH When considered univariately,
(X2,) features sudden, unpredictable bursts —and is thus not-past-representable—, but this unpre-
dictability appears to fade away when (X5 ;) is considered jointly with the «informative» process
(X14). The next proposition provides the tail conditional distribution of X1 given (a large in
norm) observation X, and shows that these heuristics are essentially correct. The anticipative
component does inform about incoming jumps in the other component, and, quite surprisingly,
the non-anticipative component also brings information about the anticipative one. For exposi-
tory purposes, we distinguish several cases according to the conditioning event. The proposition is

followed by a detailed interpretation of each case.
Proposition 5.2 Let (X;) as in (5.1) and assume that (5.2)) holds. For ng > 0 and 6y €] — 7, 7],

define Vo = {(cosu,sinu) € Sy : u € [0y — 10,00 + n0]} and let B(Vy) = Vo x R2. Define also, for
0 €] —m 7|, n>0, and P any closed set ofRQE
Apyp = {(cosu, sinu, 0, pasinu) 4+ (0,0, z,y) € CLL"H s uweld—n,0+n and (z,y) € P} ,
and Vo, = {(cosu,sinu) € So: u € [0 —n,0 +nl}.
(1) Assume that Vo N {(£1,0),(0,£1)} = 0. Then,
Ts(Vo,, N V0)
Pl (Xu Ae,n,P‘B(Vb)) — ————00,0(P).

(1e) Assume (0,9) € Vp, for some ¥ € {—1,+1}, and Vo N {£(1,0), (0, =)} = 0. Then,

oy |p2|®
N ?QW‘S{((),&)}(V@W) + 1 (I/'9,77 N VO)
P (Xt,Ae,n,P‘B(VO)) x~>_+>oo o3 |p2]® 3¢ (0.0 (P)-
21— |, + T (Vo)

10No‘ce that extreme realisations of €1+ may nevertheless occur alongside non-extreme realisations of €2+, as
I ({(—1,0)7 (+1,0)}) can a priori be positive. Thus, intuitively, a bubble peak may be reached in (Xi,) with
no jump occurring in (Xa ).
1 This ensures that Ag,,p = {(0,0)} x P + {(cosu,sinw,0,pasinu): u € [# —n,0+n]} defines a proper

Borel set, which could fail if P was a general Borel set [11]. One could assume more generally that P is an F, set,

but a closed set will be enough for our purpose here.
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(eee) Assume (9,0) € Vo, for some ¥ € {—1,+1}, and Vo N {£(0,1),(—=0,0)} = 0. Then,

IP"JC'“ (Xta A97n7p‘3(%))

of |pif* l®
(211_|p1|a5{0}<1°2)+ 5010, )50 (Vo) g1y (P1) + T2 (Vo 01 V0 ) 80,03 (P)
T—+00 oy lp1]* ’
21— || + I'2(Vo)

1/a
where Py = {z : (z,y) € P}, P, = {y: (z,y) € P} and O1|p, = (/ P)|81|°T2(ds)> with
2

S(
-1
S(Pz) = {w €Sy: y€ Pg}.

Py ty?

Interpretation of Proposition

In the spirit of this proposition, Vj is typically a small neighbourhood on the unit sphere So
accounting for the observed realisation of (X7 ¢, Xo+)/1/X ft + X%yt, that is, the relative magnitudes
of X1 and Xg’tﬁ The smaller the neighoubourhood V{, the more «accurately» we assume to
observe these relative magnitudes. The proposition considers three main scenarii: case (1) X1
and Xo; are of comparable magnitudes, case (1) X2 is much larger -possibly infinitely larger-
than X4, and case (w¢) Xi4 is much larger -possibly infinitely larger- than Xo,;. Each of these

three conditioning leads to different odds regarding the potential outcomes at ¢ + 1.

Case (¢) To fix ideas, let us assume that X;; and Xy, are observed to be of same signs and
approximately of equal magnitudes, that is, Vj is a small neighbourhood of ¢(1,1) € S3, with
c=2/v2 (ie., 6y = 7/4 and 19 > 0 small). Now, evaluating the tail conditional probability at
Agy o, p for P an arbitrarily small closed neighbourhood of (0, 0), for instance P = [—€1, €1] x[—€2, €]

for €1, €5 > 0 small, we obtain that

Pﬂ:.“(xtaAGO,no,P‘B(%)) — 1.

T—+400

Intuitively during an extreme event, if X;; and Xo; are observed to be of approximately equal
magnitudes, then the vector (Xi ¢, Xot, X141, X24+1)/ /X127t + X22,t will belong with certainty to
a small neighbourhood of ¢(1, 1,0, pg)ﬂ This straightforwardly extends to the case when X ; and

12Recall that the results are always conditional on Xit + X%qt being large: either X, ; is extreme, either X ; is

extreme, or both are.

13
The size of this neighbourhood will be commensurate to the accuracy of the observed relative magnitudes: for
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Xa are of comparable magnitudes but not necessarily equal ones, i.e., when Vj is instead a small
neighbourhood of (cosfp,sin ). Then, (XLt,Xg,t,Xl,tH,XQ,tH)/,/Xit + X%}t will belong with
certainty to a small neighbourhood of (cos 6y, sin 0, 0, p2 sin 6y).

This reveals that if at any date in time both series are simultaneously extreme, then, with
certainty, the anticipative component will collapse at the immediately following date, and the

non-anticipative component will decay by po.

Case (tt) Let us assume here that Vp is an arbitrarily small neighbourhood of (0, 1), i.e., Xo; is
observed positive and much larger in magnitude than X ;. Evaluating the conditional probability

at Agyno,p With P = [—e1, €1] X [—€2, €2] an arbitrarily small neighbourhoods of (0,0), we have that

PUV(X,, Agyo.p| B(V0)) — 1.

r—r-+00

Thus, if during an extreme event, X ; is observed to be much larger than X1, then the vector
X, /|| X;|| will belong with certainty to a small neighbourhood of (0, 1,0, p2). Observing at date
t an extreme in the non-anticipative component alongside a much smaller, possibly non-extreme
value on the anticipative series indicates that at ¢ 4+ 1, with certainty, the non-anticipative

component will decay by po whereas the anticipative component will remain small.

Case (tee) Again to fix ideas, assume that Vj is an arbitrarily small neighbourhood of (1,0), i.e.,
X1, is observed positive and much larger in magnitude than X, ;. Contrary to (¢) and (c2) where,
practically, a single outcome captures all the probability mass, several clearly distinct potential
outcomes share the likelihood in this case.

Letting Ag, n,,p with P = ([pfl — el,pfl +e1|U[—e€q, 61]) x R for €; > 0 arbitrary small, we obtain

after elementary computations that
PL (X, 0| BOD)) 1

Thus, the probability mass appears to be localised in a main region, which is a neighbourhood of
the points (1,0,0,2), (1,0,p7",2), z € R. Within this main region, the probability mass can be

smaller Vy (higher observation accuracy), smaller neighbourhoods around ¢(1, 1,0, p2) will provide the same level of
certainty. For a fixed Vj, one can also evaluate the conditional probability over smaller neighbourhoods within Vj
by considering sets Ag ., p with [0 — 1,0 + 1] C [0o — 1o, 6o + no] for instance, which leads to the ratio in terms of I'
as in the proposition. Note that P can be taken arbitrarily small regardless of Vi without affecting the conditional

probability, provided it contains (0, 0).
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further localised into two distinct areas:

T2 (W
- ’pl‘z( 0) , for P =[—e1,€] x [—€2,€],
1
LWl L (W
5 1—]p1]a+ 2(Vo)
P (XA B00) 2 { o
21— |p* n !
of _|pm|” | r(v)a for P=[p;" —e1,pi’ +e] xR,
5T ]pﬂa + La(Vo

for €1,€e2 > 0 small. Given that the two areas have complementary probability masses, it appears
that with certainty: X, /|| X,|| will either (1) belong to a small neighbourhood of (1,0, 0,0), or (2)
belong to a small neighbourhood of the points (1,0, p; ", 2), 2 € R. The area corresponding to (1)
yields a straightforward interpretation:

(1) The outcome {Xt/HXtH belongs to a small neighbourhood of (1,0,0,0)} corresponds to
an event in which the anticipative component is extreme at date ¢t and collapses at ¢ + 1 while the
non-anticipative series is small both at ¢ and ¢ 4+ 1. The conditional likelihood of this outcome can
be arbitrarily large or small according to how much weight I'y charges on the neighbourhood Vg of
(1,0).

(2) Contrary to the previous case, the probability mass on the area (1,O,pf1, z), z € R does
not appear to be localised in an arbitrarily small neighbourhood but can in general be dispersed
over all z on the real line. This family of events describes outcomes for which, from date ¢ to date
t+1, the anticipative component increases by a factor pfl while the non-anticipative series remains
either non-extreme or jumps to some extreme value.

One can evaluate the probability mass of events corresponding to specific jumps sizes of the non-

anticipative components. For any closed set P» C R, one has

a 200 [’
of _Im[® (03(P2) + ] o1
2 1—|p|* 2 e —1 -1
Plglc'H(Xt,Ae,n,P’B(%)) = o |pie , for P=py” —er,py + el x P
1
————— +T9(V
21— | + T2 (Vo)
» Taking for instance Py = [M, +o0[ (resp. P> =| — 0o, —M|] U [M, +o0[), for some M > 0, one

1

gets the conditional likelihood of events (1,0,p™ ", z), for |z| > M, i.e., outcomes for which

the anticipative component increases by a factor pl_1 and the non-anticipative jumps above
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the positive threshold M (resp. outside the interval | — M, M]):

«
‘p;‘/s B |s1|*T2(ds)
PIV(X,, Ao p[BK)) — - \pil‘i) L for P=[p ! —e,p te] x P,
1
9Py
2 1—|[p|® T12(V)
-1
with S(Py) := {(plzy) €S8y ye PQ}.
P +y?
o For P, = [—e€y, €] with e > 0 small, one can gauge the conditional likelihood of the an-

ticipative component increasing by a factor pl_l from ¢ to t + 1 while the non-anticipative

component remains close to non-extreme.

ﬁ |p1’2a + ’plla/ |81|aF2(d8)
: 2 1—|pi|* 2 Js(py)
PIV(X,, Ao p|BOG)) — LI )
TP 4 1y((1,0))
2 1—|pi|® ’

for P=[p7! —e1,p7t + e1] X [—e2, €2).

Remark 5.1 Further insights can be drawn from case (wt) if T'o((£1,0)) = 0, i.e., if realisations
(€14, €2,¢) where 1 is extreme and e3¢ is not almost never occur. Then, I'3(V) becomes arbitrarily
close to 0 for V) an arbitrarily small neighbourhood of (¥, O)E In that case, neglecting the difference
and assuming I'2(Vp) = I'2((9,0)) = 0, we have

0, for P =[—e€1,€1] X [—€2,e€a],
P, Ao 0) 2

1, for P=[p;' —e,p;' +e1] xR,
which indicates that a bubble in (X7 ;) necessarily reaches its peak at a jump date in (X3;). The
bubble peak is always «signaled». Observing X ; extreme and X5 ; non-extreme thus implies that
the bubble will last at least one more period.
Taking now P, =] — oo, MU [M, 4oo[ for M > 0 (resp. P» = [—€2, €3] for €2 > 0) arbitrarily small,
notice that the integral fS(Pg) |o1|*T'2(ds) can be made arbitrarily close to o — I'2((£1,0)) (resp.
I'2((£1,0)) ). Again, assuming that I's((£1,0)) = 0 and neglecting the difference, this yields that

1—|p1]® for P=[pi' —e1,pi" + e x (] — oo, M]U [M,+o0]),
PLI(X,, Ag | B(VK)) —

T—00

Ip1]®, for P=[p;' —e1,pr 4 e1] X [—e2, €],

14
This holds because I's is a finite measure.
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for M > 0 and €5 > 0 arbitrarily small. One recognises the probability of a bubble surviving one

or more period, and its complementary, in the univariate anticipative AR(1) modelm

Table [I] summarises the potential outcomes of each specific conditioning event and illustrates the

typical profile of the trajectory of (X;) in each case.

15
Here, it would be more accurate to speak about the probability of a bubble in (X ;) surviving at least two more

periods, given that it will survive at least one more.
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Ob . (X1.0,X2.0) Potential outcomes Conditional
servation

(neighbourhood of) probability

»—KGO +no

B0 —mo

(cosu, sinu, 0, pa sinu)
1
j u € [0y — 10, 0o + 0]

X1, and Xo; both extreme

Xt

*+770 ——770

(0.1.0. p2) I \

Xo¢
_\—“‘\M’\/\"’M[\/~

AT -
NP,

| X714 << [Xo4l

Table 1: For each case considered in Proposition (first column), the potential outcomes for
X, /|| X]| is provided (second column), alongside the asymptotic conditional probability mass over
the corresponding outcomes (third column). Each case can be related to specific events in the
trajectory of (X;), which are illustrated and labeled in the last column. The solid lines represent
past trajectories and the present dates are symbolised by points. In the outcome (1,O,pf1,z),
z € R, the bubble survives at least one more period, but could survive more. Also, when the peak
will be reached, a jump of a priori any size (including zero) may occur and then decay. Multiple
potential paths are thus represented in dashed lines oriented by arrows, and the grey shaded area

symbolises the jump size distribution. Here: w; = I'y(Vp) and wy = aff|p1]a/<2(1 - |p1|"‘)).
30

\/)W €W Trajectorial interpretation

Bubble peak signaled by jump

Post crash, jump decaying



. (X1.0,X2.0) Potential outcomes Conditional
Observation W €W Trajectorial interpretation
LeT2 (neighbourhood of) probability
w1
Xot
o Bubble peak, no jump signal
‘/(] .
o 7‘
/)
A
i
A
21 | :
| X1t >> [Xa4l X1 .
[
| | I LI B
it
bl
o
l__L_)J.__) _______
(1,0,p;1,Z) w2 {\i‘
- |
for z € R w1 + w2 M.
A
>
| [
it
| [
| y!
v
L3
o

Pre-peak bubble inflation,
potential peak/jump at ¢t + 1
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6 Concluding remarks and perspectives

6.1 Conclusion

For a-stable infinite moving averages and processes resulting from the linear combination thereof,
the conditional distribution of future paths given the observed past trajectory during extreme
events is obtained on the basis of a new spectral representation of stable random vectors on unit
cylinders relative to semi-norms. Contrary to the case of norms, such representations yield a
multivariate regularly varying tails property that is appropriate for prediction purposes, however
not all stable random vectors can be represented on semi-norm unit cylinders. A characterisation is
provided and finite length paths of a-stable moving averages and aggregates, which are themselves
multivariate a-stable, are embedded into this framework. It is shown that paths of such a process
admit semi-norm representations that are appropriate for prediction purposes if and only if the
process is «anticipative enough.

In this framework, our approach reveals that instead of their attractive «causal» interpretation,
non-anticipative processes appear to rather presume, by construction, the unpredictability of
extreme events. Anticipative processes however, instead of «depending on the futurey, rather
assume that future events feature early visible signs betraying their incoming occurrences. These
early signs take the form of emerging trends and patterns that an observer can identify and
use to infer about future potential outcomes. Whether extreme events in some time series data
feature early visible signs or not is arguably an intrinsic property of the natural phenomenon
being measured rather than one of the modelling. One can nevertheless see that enforcing a
non-anticipative process on any given time series data mechanically leads to a model which assumes
that extremes are not inferrable beyond their unconditional likelihood of occurrence. It appears
in addition that modelling a time series by a single, say, AR recursive equation, entails assuming
that the considered series is determined by a single pattern appearing recurrently through timeH

In the univariate framework, processes resulting from linearly aggregating anticipative processes
thus circumvent two implicitly «built-in» limitations of classical time series modelling, at least
from a probabilistic standpoint. It is furthermore often argued that linear processes suffer intrinsic
limitations with regards to their dynamics and the type of patterns they can capture or reproduce.
Proposition and its subsequent remarks however show that not only are linear processes

16
At least in the heavy-tailed framework. In lighter-tailed frameworks, patterns are more weakly observed, if at

all, and the dynamics is dominated by the persistence of the past trajectory [30].
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actually able to generate trajectories featuring any number of any kind of patterns through time,
by the tuning of J and of the sequences (d; ) upon which only very mild assumptions are imposed,
but that their conditional dynamics is moreover tractable. Future developments could even extend
the notion of stable aggregates from the linear combination of a finite number of moving averages
to a countable or a continuum of moving averages, and to moving averages which coefficients are
themselves stochastic. If the linearity assumption surely entails certain dynamical restrictions, the
pattern-complexity of trajectories cannot be counted among these weaknesses. Before outlining
the perspectives for future work, we provide as an illustration of this flexibility a linear process

exhibiting strophoidal, looping-like patterns.

Consider for a, b positive real numbers the horizontal strophoid S = {(z(t),y(t)) € R? : t € R},
where for any t € R,

b—t? _a(b+1)

t) = —at——> t) = .
o(t) = —at; . ut) =

Figure (1] provides an illustration of the horizontal strophoid for a = 100, b = 5. Letting for any
(z,y) € R?

I (y) =y — a(b+3)y* + (2® + a*(2b + 3))y — a®(b + 1),

a Cartesian equation of the locus of the strophoid is given by II,(y) = 0. Construct now a non-
random sequence (dj) in the following way: for a given k € Z, draw an element uniformly at
random in the set {y € R : IlIx(y) = 0} —which may contain either one, two or three elements—
and assign it to di. Define then the process Xy = 3 ;o7 dreryy for (e;) an ii.d. a-stable sequence,
12<a< 2H It can be checked that the process (X;) is (m, h)-past-representable for any m > 0,
h > 1. Proposition applied to Xy = (Xy—m, ..., Xptn) with V' = Sp,41 shows that X /|| Xl
is asymptotically of the form +dy,/||dk,||, for some ky € Z. Given the construction of (di), we
deduce that the linear process (X;) features looping-like patterns in its trajectories, as depicted on
Figure [2] for the choice of parameters a = 100 and b = 5. Its thorough analysis is left for further
research.

An elementary analysis shows that lim |x(¢)| = 400, lim y(¢) = 0 if and only if {t; = +o00 and t2 = o0, and
t—t1 t—t2

that y(t)/z?(t) — (b+1)/a for t — oo. Thus, dr, ~ const k=2 and (X;) is well defined for 1/2 < a < 2.

|k|— o0
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Figure 1: Horizontal strophoid for ¢ = 100, b = 5.

Figure 2: Sample path of a linear 1-stable process featuring strophoidal patterns (a = 100, b = 5).

6.2 Perspectives

Future lines of research could focus on several opened questions, both on probabilistic and statistical

aspects.

1. For practical use in applications, estimation/learning methods need to be developed to infer
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the structure of «a best approximating» aggregated moving average to some time series data.
This requires identifying the coefficients sequences of the moving averages involved in the
aggregation (which characterise the shape of patterns appearing during extreme events), the
number of moving averages involved (the number of different patterns) and the distribution
parameters of the i.i.d. errors driving the process. Recovering the patterns amounts in
the general case to estimating an infinite number of parameters and one is likely to seek
instead a parsimonious, low-dimensional structure in the coefficients sequence. This structure
need not assume that the coefficients of the moving averages satisfy some linear recursive
relation, as in the case of ARMA processes. Complex patterns can be achieved even with few
parameters, as illustrated by the strophoid-generating process defined in the previous section,

which coefficients sequence is characterised by only two parameters.

. The conditional distribution of aggregated moving averages holds asymptotically in the
(semi)norm of the observed trajectory being large. Could we evaluate the approximation
error made when using the asymptotic distribution in lieu of the finite distance one for pre-
diction? What could be said about the conditional distribution when the process is close to
its central values? A perhaps dual question would be: could we evaluate how variable the
future trajectory may be around the predicted deterministic paths 7 One could expect in

particular that this variability may increase with the prediction horizon.

. The conditional distribution obtained obviously requires to provide a conditioning Borel set,
which represents the information about the shape of the observed trajectory. This piece of
observed trajectory can be viewed as a single noisy realisation of a piece of pattern gener-
ated by the process, which leaves room for uncertainty in the identification of that pattern.
The choice of an adequate conditioning Borel should thus rely on a statistical method. One
could envision for instance tests of hypotheses to determine whether the observed trajectory
is «more akin» a certain pattern 1 or another pattern 2, or to any other pattern of a certain
collection. Moreover, the length of the observed trajectory does not have to remain fixed:
shorter observation windows closer to the present date may contain more «up-to-date» in-
formation, less influenced by now vanished past extreme events on the one hand, but on the
other hand could also be more subject to noise and make the pattern identification more diffi-
cult. Conversely, wider observation windows may provide more robust pattern identification

but may also incorporate biased information, being influenced by now irrelevant past events.
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One could envision looking for event-driven optimal window length based on a bias-variance

trade-off.

. A multivariate extension is illustrated on a simple bivariate process with one purely anticipa-
tive and one purely non-anticipative component. New properties already emerge, such as the
fact that while univariate non-anticipative processes never induce paths representable on unit
cylinders, their paths may nonetheless be representable in higher dimensions when consid-
ered alongside an «informative» anticipative process. Both components are more predictable
when considered jointly rather than univariately. The general multivariate framework can be
readily embedded into this framework but numerous potential interactions between univariate

components render the task challenging.
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7 Postponed proofs

7.1 Proof of Proposition

Consider first the case where either a £ 1 or X is S1S. We only provide the proof for a # 1 as it
is similar under both assumptions.

Assume that T'(KII'l) = 0 and let us show that X admits a representation of the unit cylinder
C(g'H relative to the semi-norm | - ||. The characteristic function of X writes for any u € R?, with

a= tg(ﬂ-a/Q)’

~ [ (I 8)1® = da(a, 8))<° )T (ds) +i (u, u°>}

_ uia—iaui<a> Sa S Z.uo

/ «

S
18"l

= exp{ -/ gy ()1 — il )< )1 (ds) 4 <u,u0>}

B /Tl N(Sa KT (K% )" = dal(w, Sl>)<a>> ‘ Ty [ (ds) +i (u, NO>}

= exp{ — /C"i'“ <]<u7 8)|* —ia({u, 3))<a>) IIs]|-°T o Ty L(ds) +i (u, >}

Tli-ll(ds)

where we used the change of variable s’ = T}, (s) = s/||s|| between the third and fourth lines,
which yields the representation on X Clll'H.
Reciprocally, assume that X is representable on CE'H. By definition of the representability of X

on C’C|I|'H, there exists a measure v/I'l on C’C|l|'H and a non-random vector mﬁ_” € R? such that
px(u) = exp{ = [ () = ia(u, 573 as) +z‘<u,m°.”>}.
d
With the change of variable s’ = TH_Hl(s) = s/||s]le,

Pl = exp{ - /cn-u (o 1 = s 2 e ) iy |

8/
I'[I1l,

(1w, = i, )= |

” el o Tjj(ds') + i (w, m|| >}

:exp{ 5 KM| s>|“—m<<u,s>><a>)usu-av“'oT.u<ds>+i<uvm°-u>}

(16 )] — ia((u, )< ) 7(ds) + i <u,mﬁ.”>},

d\KH I
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where (ds) := ||s|| "/l o Tj. (ds). Letting now J(A) := v(A N (Sg \ K'Y for any Borel set A

of Sy, we have

ox(u) = exp{ - /Sd (I, 8| = da((u, 8))<*> )7(ds) + i <’“7mﬁ->}

By the unicity of the spectral representation of X on Sy, we necessarily have (T, u°) = (¥, mﬁ.”).

Thus, 7 and I' have to coincide, and in particular
DKy = 5K = (K A 55\ KIH) = 4(0) = 0.
Given that T' = 7 and T'(KI'l) = 0, we can follow the initial steps of the proof to show that

A = Tkl

Consider now the case where o = 1 and X is not symmetric. Assume first that [q ‘ In ||s]] ‘F(ds) <

+o0, that is, D(K) = 0 and fg i ‘m Is| ‘F(ds) < +00. With a = 2/,

ox(u) = exp{ -/ (1o )] i, ) In (s, )] )T (d3) + o u0>}

—exp{— [ o (o et 2w, 20 ()

—l—z’(u,uo)—ia/

SA\KI

(u,s)In HsHF(ds)}.
We have Jg, v (u.5) In [8T(ds) = S0y i fo, g0 55 [ T(ds) = (u, i), and thus,
i (u, 1) — ia/ (w, s)In ||s|[T(ds) = i(u, ).
S\K Il

The condition [g\ i1 ‘ln \|s||‘F(d.s) < 400, ensures that |uﬁ.”| < 400. Again with the change of

variable 8" = T (s) = s/||s|, we get

@X(u):exp{ _/:q(sd\K-ll) <|< )|+ ialu, s') In|(u, & >

_ eXP{ —/C; (I(u, s)| + ia(u, s) In |(u, S>!> 8]l T o Ty (ds) +iu, pi ||>}

Tl-ll(ds)

FOTH  (ds) +i(u, . >}

Reciprocally, assume there exists a measure 4/l on CC‘IHI satisfying (2.4) and a non-random

vector mﬁ.“ € R? such that

ox(u) = exp{ - /CJ (|<u, s)| +ia(u, s) In |[(u, S)|)7”'”(ds) +i<u,mﬁ_>}.

38



First, we can see that

u) = ex — ui 1a{u 5 nui s 1a{u, s)In||s I (as
ox(u) p{ /od-" (Han ) e, 2 o 5 ) s + () o 1 (as)

"Islle
+ i (u, mo,”)}.
We will later show the following result:
Lemma 7.1 Let vI'l a Borel measure on CE'H satisfying . Then,

/H'H HSHE
C’d

Assuming Lemma holds, then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
S I, )| 1o [s]]e

px(u) = eXp{ - /C

In ||s]|e |y (ds) < +oc. (7.1)

fyll'H(ds) < 400, and thus

S S

o) 121 ) el

(](u, H3H6>| + ia{u

II-1
d

c

Il
d

(u,8)In ||s||ev'”<ds>},
- exp{ e (e it ) I ) )

+ 1 (u, mﬁ,”> - ia/

S\KIII

(u,s') In ||3/||7(d3/)}7

where we used the change of variable s’ = Tlml(s) = 5/||s|le, and ~(ds) := ||s|| "4/l o Tjj. (ds).
Letting then 5(A) := y(A N (Sq \ KI'l)) for any Borel set A of Sg and 7 := (;) with m; =
Jspxinsiln|[s|[y(ds), j =1,...,d, we get

ox(u) = exp{ -/ (14 531+ datew ), 5)1)7(ds) + (o, m am>},

and X admits the pair (7, mﬁ.” — am) for spectral representation on the Euclidean unit sphere.
The unicity of the spectral representation of X on Sy implies that (I', u°) = (7, mﬁ.” —am). Thus,

7 and I' have to coincide, and in particular

D(R1) = (M) = A (K1 0 80\ K1) = (0) =0,

m:/ siln||s|T(ds), i=1,...,d
SA\KII
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Last, as [o1 [Islle|In s

/H'H HSHC
C’d

ylHl(ds) < 400 (Lemma and I'(KII'l) = 0, we have by a change of

variable

in s |21 (ds) = |

SA\KI

= [ |mlislrcs)
SA\KI

- /Sd [ 5] [0 (ds)

[ ]l 1]~ o 7y (ds)

< 400,
which concludes the proof of Proposition [2.1
Proof of Lemma [7.1]

Notice that there exists a positive real number b such that for all s € C'C‘l"”, Isl]le > b because

|s|l = 1. Letting M > 0, we have for all u € R?

/M ||3||e‘ln||3||e yI(ds) = / I +/ Il =n+ 1z
Cy Cyq 'n{bo<|islle<M}  JCG N{lIslle>M}

We will show that both I; and I3 are finite. Focus first on I5. From (2.4), we know that for all

u € R?

< +o0. (7.2)

[ V)| o 8 s) = |

o).
| cllng<iisle<my — JelIng)s)e>nry

and thus, in particular

/ 1 |<“73>|’1H|<U,S>|‘7H'”(ds)
{seCy " |ls'|le>M}

S

“slle

= [, 8)]|In sl + In |(u

= Il(ds) < +o0.
{sreCy s |1s'lle>M} )

(7.3)

By the triangular inequality, for all u € R%,

S

a8} [ 0 sl -+ I o, ) 31 (ds)

/{s'ecd": l|s/||le>M}

In |(u, s/|s]c

ot )| s |1 + 1 as

B /{s’ec(|1~|; I8/ lle>M} In sl

In |{u, s/l|s]|e

- ) ny”"(ds) (7.4

[(u, 5)]| I |s]].

>
(el 151>y

In [|s]le
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Let us now partition the space R? into subsets Ry,..., Ry such that, for any i = 1,...,d and any

s =(s1,...,8q4) € Ry, sup|s;| = |SZ|ﬁ We have by (7.3)-(7.4) that for any i = 1,...,d, any u € R?,
J

In|{u, s/||s||e .
/ N a5} 1 |1 — |</””>|’ ll(ds) < +oo.
{s'eCy ! ||s'|le>MINR; In [|s||e
Denoting (e, ..., eq) the canonical orthonormal basis of R?, evaluate now the above at u = e;.
We get that
In|{e;, s/||s||e )
/ I ’<6i78>“lnH8He - |ltei s/lls]e)] ‘ AlHl(ds) < 400. (7.5)
{s'eCy " ||s/|le>M}NR; In||s||e

Let us show that s — In|(e;, s/||s]|¢)| is a bounded function for s € {s’ € C'CllH' 2 18 le > M}NR;.
Ad absurdum, if it is not bounded, then for any A > 0, there exists s € {s’ € C’ll"” 218 |le > MINR;
such that

[n [{es, /|[s]le)]| > A.

Taking the sequence A, = n for any n > 1, we get that there exists a sequence (s,), s, € {s' €

C(g'H . ||8']le > M} N R; such that
|10 [{es, 50 /Ilsulle)l] > n.
Thus, for all n > 1

0 < [{ei, sn/l[snlle)| < e

and
(€3, 8n/l[snlle)]| njoo 0.
Consider now the decomposition of s, /|sy||e in the orthonormal basis (e, ..., eq),
d
sn/llsnlle = Z<ejv sn/|Isnlle)e;.
j=1

As s, € R; for all n > 1, we also have that s,/||splle € R; for all n > 1, and thus, for any
j=1,...,d

0 < [(ej, 8n/lIsnlle)| < [{€i, 8n/ll8nlle)| — 0.

n—-+4o0o

18
Strictly speaking, (R1, ..., Ra4) is not a partition of R? as the R;’s may intersect because of ties in the components

of vectors. This will not affect the proof.
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Hence, s,/||snlle —> 0, which is impossible since H
n—-+0o

el =1 for all n > 1. The function
€

s — In|(e;, s/||s|lc)| is thus bounded on {s € CII: |s|. > M} N R;, say ’1n|<ei,s/HsHe)| <A

for some A > 0. Provided M is taken large enough (e.g., M > 2A), we will have in ((7.5)

TR AT UM
In |[s]|e In ||s]le M
which thus yields for all ¢ =1,...,d
/ I |<ei73>|‘ln s]le|7v"(ds) < 4o0.
{s’eCy " |8’ le>MINR;

As |(e;, 8)| > ||s|lce™*, we further get that

o Islle| 1 fslle [y (ds) < +oc,
{s'eC; " ||s'le>M}INR;

and because |J R; =RY,
i=1,...,d

r :/ I ||8||e‘ ln\|s||e’fyll~ll(ds>
{S/ecd :Hs/”

<Z/

sl tn sl |y

(ds) < +o0.
{srec!l: s/ |e>MINR

Let us now show that I; is finite. Assuming for a moment that
Al ({s’ ecll: p< )¢ < M}) < 400,
we get,
L =

Is]le 7"(ds)

/{s’ecd'": b<||s/ [l <M}

< (xg[ll?x}ﬂ lna:|) Al ({Sl € C’M b < |8 < M}),

because & — z|Inz| is a bounded function on [b, M], and thus I; < +oo. We now show that ~Il
is indeed finite on the set {s’ € C’g“ b < |8l £ M}

Proceeding as in the case of Is, it can be obtained that for ¢ = 1,...,d, the function s ——
In|{(e;, s/||s|le)| is bounded on the set {s’ € C['I"H b < ||§|le £ M} N R;. Say, again, that

‘ln |(ei, s/]||s]le)|| < A for some A > 0. Then, |({e;, s)| > ||s]lce”*, and for any X > 2b~e4, we have

[(Nei, s)] > 2,
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forany i =1,...,d, s € {s' € Cc‘l"” : b < |I8'|le < MY N R;. From (7.2), we have for any u € R?

| o, 81| I |, ) |3 (ds) < o0,
{s'eC; " b<||s || <M}

and thus, for any u € R,

/ (a1 1n . )] [ d3) < +00,
{srecl b<|s! e <MINR;

for any i = 1,...,d. Evaluating the above in particular at u = \e;, for any A > 2b~ e, we get

/ (e 5)]| I |{Aez. 5)] [ (ds) < +oo.
{s'eCll: b<|s' || <MINR;
Noticing that z — x|In x| is increasing on [1, +00) and that [(\e;, s)| > 2 for any s in the domain

of integration, we have |(u, s)|‘ In [(u, s>|‘ > 2In2, and

/ All(ds) < 400,
{srecl V. b<|ls! e <MINR;
for any i =1,...,d. Hence,
/ VIl (ds) < Z/ VIl (ds) < oo,
{s'eCll: b<st || <} = el b< st e <MyNR;
and Al ({s" € Y1 b < |||l < M}) is finite, 8

7.2 Proof of Proposition 2.2]

The proposition is an immediate consequence of Bayes formula and of the following result, which

is an adaptation of Theorem 4.4.8 by Samorodnitsky and Taqqu (1994) [32] to seminorms.

Proposition 7.1 Let X = (X1,...,Xy) be an a-stable random vector and let || - || be a seminorm

on R? such that X is representable on CQ'H. Then, for every Borel set A C C’(!'” with TII(9A) = 0,

X
lim z°P(||X|| >z, ——— € A) = C,I'll(4), 7.6
Jim 2 P(| X > @ o € 4) (4) (7.6)

ith C,y = 1o fa#1, and Cy =2/

Wi e = (2 — a)cos(ma/2) JaF L and b= 2

Proof.

We follow the proof of Theorem 4.4.8 by Samorodnitsky and Taqqu (1994) [32]. The main hurdle
is to show that, with || - || a semi-norm, KI'l = {s € Sy : ||s|| = 0}, and TII(KIl) = 0, we have

the series representation of X, (Xi,..., Xy) 4 (Z1,...,Zq) where

Zy = (CoTI (Al )Y STy Ves™ — b ()], k=1,...,4, (7.7)

7
=1
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with S; = (SZ»(l),...,SZ-(d)), 1 > 1, are ii.d. Cclll'”—valued random vectors with common law
F"'”/F”"‘(C’ll"n) and the b; j,(o)’s are constants.

By Proposition we know that X admits a characteristic function of the form . This al-
lows to restate the integral representation Theorem 3.5.6 in [32] on the semi-norm unit cylinder as
follows: with the measurable space (E,&) = (C’g'”,Borel o-algebra on C’w), let M be an a-stable
random measure on (F, &) with control measure m = I'l'l] skewness intensity B(-) = 1 (see Def-
inition 3.3.1 in [32] for details). Letting also f; : Cc‘lHI — R defined by f; ((81,...,Sd)> = sj,
j=1,...,d, then

Xi( [ hM@s).. [ fd(s)M(ds)) )

This representation can be checked directly by comparing the characteristic functions of the left-
hand and right-hand sides. We can now apply Theorem 3.10.1 in [32] to the above integral rep-
resentation with (E, &, m) the measure space as described before, and m = F”"'/F“"'(C’Clll"‘). This
establishes . The rest of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.4.8 in [32]. We rely on the
triangle inequality property of semi-norms and the fact that any norm is finer than any semi-norm

in finite dimensionm O

7.3 Proof of Lemma [3.1]

From Proposition we know that a necessary condition for the representability of X; on C’L'll hal

is (Kl =0, where KI'll = {s € S, 111 : ||s|| = 0}. This condition is also sufficient when either

a#1ora=1,3=0. Using the fact that I only charges discrete atoms on C’lﬂrhﬂ,

DKMy =0 = {se S :T({s}H) >0 nKll =9
= V5 € Spins1,  [T{s}) > 0= |s] >0
= VkeZ, [lldille > 0= |dil|l > 0]
= VheZ, ||l =0= ||d]. = 0]

= VkeZ, [l|di] = 0= dx =0

= Yk €L, [(ditms--rd) = 0= (ditm, -, dxn) = 0],

19
We say that a norm N is finer than a semi-norm N; if there is a positive constant C' such that N,(z) < CN(z)
for any z € R%.
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by . Now assume that the following holds:
Vk € Z, [(d,ﬁm, o dy) =0 = (dpym, .. diep) = 0}. (7.8)
Then, if for some particular ky € Z, we have
(dkg+ms - - - > diy) = 0.
It implies that
(dko+ms - - -+ dig—n) = 0,
and especially, as we assume h > 1,
(d(kg—1)4ms - - s Akg—1) = 0.
Invoking , we deduce by recurrence that for any n > 0,
(d(kg—n)4m> - - - > Ako—n) = 0.
Therefore, implies
Vk € Z, [(dk+m,...,dk) —0=—=W<k—1, dy=0

The reciprocal is clearly true. This establishes that (3.7]) is a necessary and sufficient condition for

X to be representable on C’C|l|'H in the cases where either « £ 1, or a =1, § = 0.

In the case a = 1, § # 0, Proposition [2.1] states that the necessary and sufficient condition for

representability reads [q ‘ In ||s]] ’I‘(ds) < 4o00. That is
(=0  and / [ 5] |T(ds) < +oo.

Substituting I' by its expression in (3.6)), the above condition holds if and only if (3.7)) is true and

ddy,
o Z qungkHe In p < +o0,
V€S k€ e
the latter being equivalent to
dy,
> lidille| In ‘|||d |||’ < +oo.
keZ klle
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7.4 Proof of Proposition [3.1

By Definition (X}) is past-representable if and only if there exists m > 0, h > 1 such that
the vector (X¢—m, ..., Xt, Xit1, ..., Xitn) is representable on C’T”rﬂrhﬂ. Consider first point (¢)(a),

that is, the case a # 1, (o, ) = (1,0). By Lemma

(X:) is past-representable <= There exist m >0, h > 1, such that (3.7)) holds

— HmZO,VkeZ,[dk+m:...:dk:0 — W <k-1, ngO].
Thus,
(X¢) not past-representable <= Vm > 0,3k € Z,djyp =...=dp, =0 and ¢ <k —1, dy#0

<~ VmZO,HkEZ,dk+m:...:dk:0 and dk_l;éO

— Vle,HkEZ,dk+m:...:dk+1:0 and dk%o

< sup{m>1: Ik €Z, dyrm=...=dkr1 =0, di #0} =+o0,
hence (3.10)).

Regarding the last statement of point (¢)(a), assume first that mg < 400 and m > myg. Property

(3.7) necessarily holds with mg. Indeed, if it did not, there would exist k € Z such that
dkymy = -.-.=dp =0, and d; #0, forsome ¢ <k —1,

and we would have found a sequence of consecutive zero values of length at least mg + 1 preceded

by a non-zero value, contradicting the fact that
mo=sup{m >1: Ik €Z, dyryy=...=dry1 =0, and di # 0}.

As holds with mqg, it holds a fortiori for any m' > mj. Thus, X; =
(Xt—my > X, X1, .., Xpyp) is representable for any m’ > mg, h > 1 by Lemma and (X3)
is in particular (m, h)-past-representable.

Reciprocally let m > 0, h > 1 and assume that (X;) is (m, h)-past-representable. The process (X;)
is thus in particular past-representable, which as we have shown previously, implies that mg < +oc.
Ad absurdum, suppose now that 0 < m < mg < 4+o00. If mg = 0, there is nothing to do. Otherwise

if mg > 1, by definition, there exists a k € Z such that

dk+mo =...= dk+1 = 0, and dk 7& 0. (79)
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Because (X}) is (m, h)-past-representable, we have by Lemma that (3.7) holds with m. As
m < mg and dg4pm, = ... = dg4+1 = 0, we thus have that d, = 0 for all / < k + 1, and in particular

dr = 0, hence the contradiction. We conclude that m > mg.

Consider now point (¢)(b), i.e., the case a =1 and f # 0. From Lemma
(X:) is past-representable <= There exist m > 0, h > 1, such that (3.7) and (3.8 hold

From the previous proof, we moreover have that
mo < +00
Im > 0, such that holds <= mp < 40 <= vV m' > my, holds
vVm' < mo, does not hold

Hence

dm >0, h > 1, such that (3.7) and (3.8) hold
mo < +00

V'm' > mg, (3.7) holds
V' m' < myg, (3.7) does not hold

Im >0, h > 1, such that (3.7) and (3.8) hold.
The latter in particular implies my < +oo and the existence of m > mg, h > 1 such that (3.8)

holds. Reciprocally,
mo < +00

Im > mg, h > 1, such that (3.8) holds

mo < +00
= q Vm' > my, holds
dm > mg, h > 1, such that holds,
which in particular implies that there exists m > mg, h > 1 such that both and hold.

Hence the past-representability of (X).

In view of Definition point (¢) is a direct consequence of the second part of Proposition

7.5 Proof of Corollary [3.1

Letting ko be the greatest integer such that di, # 0 (such an index exists by (3.3))), then immedi-

ately, for any m > 1, diyym = ... = diy4+1 = 0 and therefore mg = +oo.
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7.6 Proof of Corollary [3.2

We first show that deg(y)) > 1 if and only if my < +oc.
Clearly, if deg(v)) = 0, then X; = Zg‘):_oo dperry for some kg in Z and mg = +o0.

Reciprocally, assume deg(1)) = p > 1. Let us first show that (3.10]) holds.
Denote ¢(F)¢(B) = >7__, ©;F" and O(F)H(B) = Y5__,0;F" for any non-negative degrees
q = deg(¢), r = deg(H), s = deg(©). From the recursive equation satisfied by (X;), we have that

p s
> eiXii= Y Okerrk

i=—q k=—r
p s
— > @i Y ditrikri = Y Ocrik
i=—q k€Z k=—r
p s
= > ( > %dk—i>€t+k =Y s (7.10)
keZ Ni=—q k=—r

Proceeding by identification using the uniqueness of representation of heavy-tailed moving averages
(see [18]), we get that for |k| > max(r, s),

p
> pidy—; = 0. (7.11)

1=—q

Ad absurdum, if (X;) is not past-representable, then by Proposition
sup{m >1: 3k €Z, dyrpm =...=dgr1 =0, di # 0} = 400.

Thus, there exists a sequence {my, : n > 0}, m,, > 1, lim,_, - = +00, satisfying: for any n > 0,

there is an index k € Z such that
dk,p 7& 0 and dkprrl = dk,p+2 =...= kormn = 0.
We can therefore construct a sequence (k) such that the above relation holds for all n > 0. This

sequence of integers in Z is either bounded or unbounded. We will show that both cases lead to a

contradiction.

First case: sup{|k,|: n > 0} = +o0

There are two subsequences such that m — +o0 and |kg(,)| — +oo. For some n large

g(n)
enough such that (7.11)) holds and m(,) > p + ¢, we have both

p
Z eidk, ., —i = 0.

i=—q
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and
gy —p #0, diyy—pt1=-.. = Akgy+g = 0-
Hence,
Py —p = 0,
which is impossible given that dkg(n) —p # 0and ¢, # 0. Indeed, denoting 1 (2) = 1+1p12+. .. +p27,
1y # 0 because deg(¢)) = p, it can be shown that ¢, = 1.

Second case: sup{|k,|:n > 0} < +o0

Given that (k,) is a bounded sequence, there exists by the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem a
convergent subsquence (kg(,)). As (ky(n)) takes only discrete values, it necessarily holds that (k)
reaches its limit at a finite integer ng > 1, that is, for all n > ny, kg(n) = limy, 400 kg(n) =keZ.
Thus, for all n > nyg

d]; 75 0, and dff-i-mg(n) = O,

and as m — +00, we deduce that

g(n)

di #0, and d;,,=0, forall £>1.

The process (X;) hence admit a moving average representation of the form

k
X = Z dk€t+k7 teZ. (712)

k=—00
However, we also have by partial fraction decomposition
O(F)H(B)
Y(F)o(B)
= O(F)H(B)

Xt = Et

BP
Br(F)p(B)

b1 (B ba(B

- @(F)H(B)Bpprlfb(;) + ;(B))let
B) | BPby(B)
F)  ¢(B)
for some polynomials b1 and by such that 0 < deg(b;) < p—1, 0 < deg(b2) < ¢—1 and ¢(B)bi(B)+
BPby(B)y(F) = 1. We can write in general

O(F)H(B)bi(B) _ =

€t

€ty

= O(F)H(B) ll:;((

w(F) = k_z_h CkEt+ky
P b
MG

k=—o0
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for some sequences of coefficients (ci), (ex), and where ¢1 is the degree of the largest order monomial
in B of ©(F)H(B)bi(B) (recall that F' = B~1) and /5 is the degree of the largest monomial in F
of BPO(F)H(B)by(B). By (7.12)), we deduce by identification that there is some ¢ € Z such that

ck:()forallkzg—l—l and

O H(Bb(B) _ <~
T P D

Necessarily, £ > £1, otherwise ©(F)H (B)by(B)y~'(F) = 0 which is impossible as all the polynomi-

als involved have non-negative degrees. Thus, we deduce that there exist two polynomials P and

Q of non-negative degrees such that

O HENGE) _ S~ ko ply s o s
W(z 1) _kz—:gl k2’ = P(270) + Q(2), eC,
which yields
Oz HH(2)bi(2) = (2 H)(P(z™) + Q(2)), z € C. (7.13)

As deg(y)) = p and ¥(z) = 0 if and only if |z| > 1, we know that there are p complex numbers
Z1,...,%p such that 0 < |z;| < 1 and 1/1(2;1) =0 fori=1,...,p. Evaluating (7.13) at the z;’s, we
get that

O(z; bi(z) = 0, for i=1,...,p,

because H has no roots inside the unit circle and P and @) are of finite degrees. From the fact that

deg(b1) < p— 1, we also know that for some z;,, b(z;,) # 0 which finally yields
Oz ) =0.

10

We therefore obtain that ¢ and © have a common root, which is ruled out by assumption, hence
the contradiction. The sequence (k) can thus be neither bounded nor unbounded, which is absurd.

We conclude that
mog=sup{m >1: Ik €Z, diyypy=...=dry1 =0, di # 0} < 4o0.

Hence the equivalence between (1) and (wet).

Let us now show that whenever my < +o0, then (3.8) holds for any m > my.
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As my < 400, we have that for any m > mg and h > 1, ||dg|| > 0 as soon as dj # 0, for all
k € Z (recall di, = (dg+my -« iy dit1, - - - di—p)). For ARMA processes, the non-zero coefficients
dy, of the moving average necessarily decay geometrically (times a monomial) as k — +oo. To fix
ideas, say dy ety akP\F, for constants a # 0, b a non-negative integer, and 0 < |A| < 1, which
may change according to whether k& — 400 or kK — —oo (if deg(¢) = 0, then d_; = 0 for £ > 0
large enough, however, since we assume deg(¢)) > 1, it always holds that |dy| et akb X\, for the

—+
non-zero terms di). Hence,

d, ~ akP\td,,

k—+oo

for some constant vector d, such that ||d.|| > 0 (which may change according to whether k& — 400

or k — —o0). We then have that

1 d | d- |
> 0,
g lle koo [|du|le

and

~  const kPAF.

d
il k—-+00

tn ([l /Il

Therefore, for any m > mg, h > 1,

> ldlle

keZ

< 400

(EAYEAS

The equivalence between (:) and () is now clear: on the one hand, if myg < 4oo,
then holds for all m > mg, h > 1, which yields the (m,h)-past-representability of
(Xi—my ooy Xty Xig1, ..., Xyqp) for any m > mg, h > 1, by Lemma In particular, (X) is
past-representable. On the other hand, assuming (X;) is past-representable, then necessarily

my < +00.

Regarding the last statement, it follows from the above proof that the condition mg < +o00 and
m > my is sufficient for (m, h)-past-representability. It is also necessary, as (3.7)) never holds with
m < myg (a fortiori, with m < mgy = +00), concluding the proof.

7.7 Proof of Lemma [3.2]

Denote X; = (Xjt—m,---» Xjt, Xji+1,--., X t+n) the paths of the moving averages (Xj;), for

j=1,...,J. The X;;’s are independent a-stable random vectors with spectral representations
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Ty, u?) of the form (3.6). We consider only the more delicate case « = 1 and 3; € [—1,1] for

j=1,...,J. Because of the independence between Xi4,..., X j;, we have with a = 2/7
. J J
E[ei(u,XQ} _ E[e“u’Z‘ } H { i(mju,X ;¢ }

= H exp{ - /S ) (|<7rju, s)| + ia(mju, s) In [(7u, s)|)Fj(ds) +i(mju, ujo)}

j=1

:exp{ —/Serh+1 (|<u s)| +ia(u,s)In|(u,s )ij
zi: ( w, mip;%) — am;In; /Sm+h+1<u, s)Fj(ds)> }

Focusing on the shift vector, we have

zJ: ((u,wjp,jf)) —am;j lnwj/s (u,s)I'; ) 2:: —alnm;f;)),

j=1 m+h+1

with f1; = (fi;¢) and fije = me+h+1 sel'j(ds), £ = —m,...,0,1,... h. Using the form of T'; in (3.6),

Le, I'j = > pes, 2kez wjﬂilde,kHe‘s{ ;i }’ we get

ld; klle

9d;
gkt _ B; Z djkre, €=-m,... h.
de,kHe keZ

ﬁMZ/ seli(ds) = Y > wisldik
Smtht1

veS| kEZ

Hence, f1; = B > 4z djk, and using the form of H? as given in (3.6)),

J

Z?T] —alnﬂ'Jp] ZTI‘ (ﬁ]Zd]kln] ik alnwjﬂjZdeg)
7j=1 keZ kEZ
=—a Z > miBidjnn|midig e
j=1kez
0

=,

Therefore,

E[e““’xﬂ :exp{ _/ (\(u 8)| +ia{u, s) In |(u, s) )Z?T] i(ds) +i(u, p >}
Sm+th+1

and the random vector X is 1-stable with spectral measure

me —Z > > wiomslldsele 6{ 9d; }

J=19€S51 keZ
' ke

by (3.6]), and shift vector as announced in the lemma.
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7.8 Proof of Lemma 3.3

With the usual notations, let the X ;;’s be the paths of the moving averages (Xj;)’s and let I';,
j =1,...,J, their spectral measures on the Euclidean unit sphere. Let I' the spectral measure of
X;. By Lemma (3.2)), ' = Z}-le 73 L'j. Thus, by Proposition in the cases where either a # 1

or X, is symmetric, the vector X is representable on Cﬂih 41 if and only if

Nllh=0 — zjjﬂ;‘épj([(l\'ll):()
j=1

— TKM=0, vi=1,...,J

Given that the I';’s are the spectral measures of paths of non-aggregated moving averages, it has
been shown in the proof of Lemma T; (KM if and only if (3-7) holds for m and the sequence

(d; )k The conclusion in that case follows. The case a # 1 and X; asymmetric is similar.

7.9 Proof of Proposition
If a # 1, we have by Lemma and the proof of Proposition (3.1
(X¢) past-representable <= 3 m >0, (3.7) holds with m for all sequences (d; 1)k

— Vji=1,...,J, mo,; < 400

<~ Vj=1,...,J, (X;;) past-representable.

For a given series (d; k), (3.7) holds with m > mg ; and does not hold with m < mg ;. Regarding

the last statement, we know that for (X;) (m,h)-past-representable, (3.7)) holds with the same

m for all the sequences (d;x)r, j = 1,...,J. This holds if m > maxmy ; and cannot hold for if
j

m < maxmg,;.
J

In the case where @ = 1, again by Lemma [3.1] and denoting generically by X, a vector
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(thm, A ,Xt,Xt+1, e 7Xt+h) of size m + h + 1,

(X};) past-representable
X 51S and (3.7)) holds with m for all sequences (d; )
<~ dm>0,h>1, or
X ¢ asymmetric and (3.7))-(3.8) hold with m, h for all sequences (d; )

X S1S
or

— Vj=1,...,J, my; <+oo,anddm >0,h >1,
X asymmetric and (3.8]) hold

with m, h for all sequences (d; k)

We conclude again by noting that the necessary condition (3.7)) holds for m > maxmg; and is
J

violated for m < maxmy,;.
J

7.10 Proof of Corollary (3.3

The equivalence between (u) and (cee) follows from Corollary (3.2). From the proof of Corollary
(3.2), we also know that, for any j, if mg; < +oo, then (3.8]) holds for the sequence (d; 1) for any

m > myg.;. Hence
0,5 )

supmp,j < +0o = (3.8)) holds for any sequence (d; ) for any m > mq ;
J

—> (3.8) holds for any sequence (d; 1) for any m > max mg jmo,;
j

Thus, (cee) implies (¢). The reciprocal is clear.

Regarding the last statement, notice that (X;) if (m,h)-past-representable for some m <
max my ;, there would then exists some j such that m < mg ;. Hence, (3.7)) does not holds with m
J

for some particular sequence (d; )i, which is impossible by Lemma

7.11 Proof of Proposition 4.1

By Proposition [2.2]

rllianB(v))
voteo  TII(B(V))

PL(X¢, A|B)

The conclusion follows by considering the points of B(V) and AN B(V') that are charged by the
spectral measure Tl in ([£.2)).
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7.12 Proof of Lemma [4.1]

By Proposition we have

J
T =55 5" wy ol ldj i

ﬂd] k 1)
7=19€S51 keZ lld; kIl

with dj; = (p§+m]l{k+m20},...,p;?_h]l{k,hzo}) for any j = 1,...,J and k € Z. Thus, for any
jed{l,....J}

0, if k<-m-—1,
d;r = (p§+m,...,pj,1,o,...,0), if —m<k<h,

Therefore,

Jj=19€5; k=—m lld; il

J h—1 400
: k—h
ri=3%> wmﬂ?‘[ > de,klla(s{ i) Do 1o E a8 e, ]
k=h |pJ\k hudjhn
Moreover,

J
(k—h) a
W, 9T o d;n|* ,
; %;1 397 Z |51 ” ionll {sign(pj)k—h ﬁdm}

T 11

+oo
_Z Z osz]h”a [Zmﬂak h) +796]Z( <a>)k—h‘|6{ ﬁdj,h}

j= 119651 k=h T, 1
Z > 7 de nll wmfs{ vd; }
j=19€5, T, b
Finally, noticing that for Kk = —m and any j € {1,...,J}, d;;, = (1,0,...,0),
J r h—1 By
Tl = Z Z qu Wy, Z de,k||a5{ Id; } + 1T’p,|a”dﬂ'vh”a5{ ddjp, }1
Jj=19€S; L k=—m J
1 k| ldjnll

h—1 _
a o4 Wj,9 e
=2 2 |wio (5{w,o,...,0)} + 2 il 5{ b }) s L 5{ 9d; }]

k=—m+1
" Id; k|l djnll

J h—1 _
=D, [ww{(ao ..... oy + .75 <wm9 > lldsxll 5{ ﬁdjk}+j||a”djh” 5{29d })]
9€ ’ Pj

=1 k=—m+1
’ " Id;, dj 1l

7.13 Proof of Proposition

Lemma 7.2 Let Tll'l be the spectral measure given in Lemma and assume that the p;’s are all

positive.
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Letting (Yo, jo, ko) € Z, consider

Iy = {ﬁ/dj/yk' . ﬁ,f(dj'ak’) _ ﬁof(djo,ko)
s x|l djr k|l o ko |

Form >1, and 0 < kg < h, then

Iy = {ﬁodﬂ*’“’ C0<k < h} :
ol

fOT’ (19,7j/7k,) S I} :

Form > 1, and —m < kg < —1, then

{%dﬂb”“}, if —m+1<ky<-1
deo,kOH

{19odo,ko} = {(00,0,...,0)}, if ko=—m.

1o,k l

For m =0, then

Iy = {ﬁodﬂ'“’“’ C (LK) e{1,..., T} x {1,...,h}u{(0,0)}}.
i |

Proof.

Case m > 1 and k¢ € {0,...,h}

Ifk' € {~m,...,—1}, the (m+1)"" component of f(d, s) is zero, whereas the (m+1)*® component

of f(djo.k,) i p) # 0. Necessarily, o' f(dy i)/l || # Do (djo.io)/ | djo ks | and

Iy = {ﬁldj',k' U fdyw) _ Yof(digk)

: = f ¥, 5K —-1,+1 1,...,J 0,...,h} .
de/’k/H de/’le deo’kOH or ( v J )G{ , + }X{ ) ) }X{ ) ) }}

Now, with &’ € {0,...,h}, we have that

f(d]'/,k’) = (p§/+m7 B p§/+17:0§’)7
k ko+1 k
f(djo,ko) = (pj§+m, e ,Pj§+ 7pj(()))a

and by (3.1]) we also have that

h

/ ’ ) —
ool = 1G5 ™y ot Pl 0, 0)
ko+ ko+1 Kk
o kol = 150 ™™ s 505 23050, O]
h

56



Thus,

ﬂlf(dj’,k’) _ 790f<dj07k0)
djr x|l o ko l

9oy f (dyo) D005 f (o 0)
o [Flldjroll — |pjol*olldjg,0
9 b, Yt

e P PP 0 m
;0 1 djo.0

l
s o ldinoll _ <ij> 0=0,...,m
ol pjr )’ T

< Pj = Pjo and 19”[90 =1

— j/:jo and ’19,:’[90,

because the p;’s are assumed to be non-zero and distinct.

Case m > 1 and ko € {—-m,...,—1}

By comparing the place of the first zero component, it is easy to see that

ﬁlf(dj’,k”) _ ﬁOf(djo,ko)

= k' = ko.
I e | [ joko
m+1 A
B ——
fdjw) = (o5, pjr,1,0,...,0,0,...,0),
Fdjo o) = (P20F™, . pjo, 1,0,...,0,0,...,0),
N—_——
m—+1 h
and we also have that
m+1 h
, ——
Iyl = NP5 ™, pje1,0,...,0,0,...,0)],
ki
I djokoll = 105", -, jo, 1,0,...,0,0,...,0).
N——
m+1 h
As k' = ko < -1,
Vf(djw) _ dof(djoko)
I il o ko |
9 pt, Yopt
e P P ko, and K = ko
”dj’,kOH deo,kOH
4
d. .
s gl iokoll _ (L) ko, and K = ke,
e kol pj’
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Now if —m+1 < ky < —

L

d .

Vv ko <,030> , £=0,1,...,m+ko, and k' = kg
ldjroll — \ oy

— ¥ =99 and j' =jo and Kk = k.

If kg = —m, given that (Y, jo, ko) € Z = S1 X <{1, o Jypx{=m,...,—1,0,1,... A} U{(0, —m)}),
then necessarily jo = 0. Furthermore, as k' = kg = —m, we similarly have that j' = jp = 0 and

thus dj’,ko = djo,ko =do_m = (1,0,...,0). Hence

)4

d.; .

19/190 || JkaOH — (p]0> , { = 0’ and k’ — kO = —m and j/ = jO = 07
kol \ Py

— ¥ =99 and K =kg=—-m and j'=jp=0

Case m =0

If ko € {1,...,h} then f(dj, k) = pjo and by (3.1), [|dj,k [ = ‘pj0|k0' Thus, Fo.f(djoke) /|| djo kol =
Yo. If kg = —m =0, then jo = 0 and f(dj, x,) = 1 and Yo f(dj, o)/l djo.kol| = Po. The same holds
for (¢/,5', k') € Z and we obtain that

ﬂf( ’k’) 190]0( Jo,ko)

= < 79/ = 190.
de’,k’H demkoH
O
Let us now prove Proposition [4.2} By Proposition [4.1}
’lgld 4 ! ﬂ 5! !
Tl ({ gy TS diw) %})

m lldj | Nyl f,ka

PU(X0, Ay s B(V)) — (7.14)

T—00 19/d'l , ﬂlf(d/ k’) ’
Tl { Kol i, eVb}
( Iyl T d |
Focusing on the denominator, we have by (4.6))

(I 9 f(djr i) (I 9 F(di ) Pof(diyr)
ﬂn({ I N eVo} _ i { IS ) Jmo}
d mEhtl T dy | d AL de | o kol

1 g 1 g

We will now distinguish the cases arising from the application of Lemmal[7.2] Recall that we assume
6

for this proposition that the p;’s are positive. Thus, sign(p;) = 1 and ,6’] ﬂ] T L/QOL B and

Wi = wjy in (4.5)) for all j’s and ¥ € {—1,+1}.

Casem >1and 0 < kg < h
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By Lemma

Tl <{19'dfw coll . V) _ Yof (dik) })
dj ]l ~ ™ dy | o ko
_rll ({W L 0<H < h})
[ djox
h—1
[wjoﬂ?o > ol + %H djo.nll* ]
k'=0

By (1)), for ¥ € {0,1,...,h}

— K+ E+1 K
ejo el = 1(PEF™, . b 0,0
h
/_
= o [N, Pl 0, 0)])

k' —h
= ‘pjo‘ deth-

Thus,
v'dj g : Vf(dj ) _ Pof (djoko) K- 1
rlll<{ Kool i) _ osko } s ol o
g prll R d | [1joko Jo o o I 0AR Z 70 Ti- |pjl*
— %w; o |ld M
Jo ~7Jo,vo jo,h 1— |p]|oz

Similarly for the numerator in (|7.14)), by ,

9dji g 9 f(dyw)
i {meA o J’ev}
Iyl 7070 dp el

Pod, i/
(e oz <)
Jo

Yod e
Tl <{H; ]kH}>’ it j=jo and ¥ =y,
= J0

Tl (@), if j#jo or U # 4y,

Trjo'z)wjoﬁo||dj07h||a|p]'0|a(k_h)6{190}(19)5{j0}(j)7 if 0<k<h-1,

1 . .
W%wjmﬁo”djo,hua 1— [p. aé{ﬂo}(ﬁ)é{jo}(])’ if k=h.
‘pjo|

The conclusion follows.

Casem > 1and —m < kg < —1
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We have by Lemma

p|-||<{ Vdjrg ol 9 fdjg) 19Of(djo,w}) _ p||-|<{190%'m}) _

gl = 7N ldgr | o o 1o o |

If—m+1§k0§—1,

A S Podo ke
Tl ({M}) = T Wjo.00 || o ko |
J0,k0

and

p||~||<{19'dWGA - WE%}>

9.0k
lldjr ] ! lldjr x|

— i (Aﬁjk A {ﬁodjo,ko })
. ”djmkoH

Dod.;
p~||<{m}>, if j=jo and ¥ =y, and k = ko,
70,0

rlHp), if j# jo or ¥ #9Yg or k+# ko,

= 75 Wio 90 | Do ko | “ g0} (9450} ()0 ko) (k).

If kg = —m, then dj, , = do,—m = (1,0,...,0), and

ol ({Wﬂf}) = T ({30(01,0,..,0)}) =

deo,kon
and
19/d-/ ’ l?lf(d/ k;/)
p|~||<{m PR AC Vo}
lldjr ] ” lldjr x|

9od;
_ ik (Aﬁ _ {Omko})
v H djo,ko H

]__‘”H (A'L97j7k7 N {790(]_,0, .. ,0)}), if 9= ’19(), and k = ,ICQ = —m, and j = j() =0
i), if 9# 9o or k# ko, or j# jo

= W, 0(90} (9)0 1o} (7)o} (F)-
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The conclusion follows as previously.
Case m =0
By Lemma [7.2} as the p;’s are positive

r”'H({ Vdyjo ol dyw) ﬂof(djo,ko)}>

Iyl — ™ dp el okl

19 d'/ / .
_ il <{Hfi]kH e, o (K € {Lee T} X {0, B} U {(0,0)}})
j/,kl
Given that wy, = Z}']':1 miwgr g, and ||dj || = lpjr|¥, for any 1 < j/ < J, 1 <K < h,

i ({de"’“’ coll . Vfldyw) _ ﬁof(djo,ko)}>

e[l 7 ldgrgll ok

J h—1 Hd 7 e
=wg, + Y mlwjr g, [ > lldyr ] + 1_]‘,4
j=1 k=1 Py’

: S
= Z W, |1+ Z lpj |7 + 1_]|/|a}
j'=1 k'=1 P
J h ah
1—|py|® ,
:Zﬂﬁwj'aﬂoll ‘pJA’a +1’pj‘ a‘|
j/:]_ - |p]/| - |p_]/|
J
1
= 7Tq/w'/’19 —_—.
]2 P —py|e
Similarly, by (4.7),
9dy 9 f(dj )
-l {a: e Ay, Sik) Vo}
s |l 7 g |l

| Sody . |
_ i (Aﬂ,j,k n {M ccll, o (LK) el Ty x{0,....h}U {(0,0)}}>
]7

Tl ({ﬁodjv’“ }) if 9 = g,
i), if 9 # g,
Z}'szl 71';-1/’11)]'/71905{190}(79), if k= 0,
= W?wjaﬂomjlaké{ﬁo}(ﬂ)v if 1<k<h-1,
|lah
W?wj7§0|p]7a5{§o}(ﬁ), if k=nh.
1— |pjl

The conclusion follows.

61



7.14 Proof of Proposition [4.3

Lemma 7.3 Let X; be the a-stable anticipative AR(2) (resp. fractionally integrated AR) as in

(4.8) (resp. (4.10)). With f as in (4.1), and for any m > 1, h > 0,

Vk, 0> —m, V1,02 € S, {fﬁjk) = f(’ri;j@) k=¢ and 9 = 192}

Proof.
The result is clear for both processes for —m < k,¢ < —1. For k,£ > 0,
f(hdg) — f(Pa2dy) V1dyyi  Vadeyi

= {W:O,...,m,

Idill - lldel] Ikl lde]
dr  dpsa | dl
—=——=...=%N"d—. 7.15
& din | (19
d
The last statement in particular implies that =k = Tkl
de  diwa

For the anticipative AR(2), if A} # A2, we then have

k+1 k+1 k+2 k+2

dy dpsa A{H _ )\§+1 - )\§+2 _ )\§+2
= At = )bt
— k=1L

This case Ay = Ay = X is similar. For the anticipative fractionally integrated AR, given that
[(z+ 1) = 2T'(2) for any z € C, we have

di  di1 — Fk+d)P(l+1) T(k+d+ 1T +2)
dy  dpyq r¢+drk+1) Tl+d+1D)I'(k+2)

T(l+d+1)(k+2) T(k+d+1)I({+2)

Frl+drk+1)  T(k+dI({+1)
— (k—-0)(d-1)=0

— k=
Therefore, in all cases,
di _ di41 [ d||
—=—==... =% = k =/ and Y19 = 1.
de e ] o

Let us now prove Proposition [£.3] The spectral measure of X; writes

=g $° ZwﬁudkH%{wk}v
lldgl

VveS1 keZ
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where the sequences (dy) are given respectively by (4.9) and (4.11]) for the anticipative AR(2) and
fractionally integrated processes. By Proposition [2.2]

P4 n B()

PH ”(Xt A‘B VO)

On the one hand, we have by definition of B(Vp), Vy and Lemma

P BR) = T l({ D€ BG): (04) € (1,41} x z})
k
" <{ T =l ﬁ[ﬁfﬁ et (1) € (1,41 ZD
pln (94 qr . 9f(dr) _ Yof(di) B
<{|dkn Omenit T = T VM € 1’“}XZ}>

— i <{m}>'

Similarly, it is easily shown that

rllAnB(V)) =Tl (A : {%D
ko

The conclusion follows.

7.15 Proof of Proposition

We start with a lemma showing that X, is indeed SaS and providing the form of its spectral
measure on the Euclidean unit sphere. The representability condition on the unit cylinder Cj 1 it

follow.

Lemma 7.4 Let (X;) as in (5.1). Then, the vector X; = (X1, Xot, X141, Xo44+1)" is SaS with

zero shift vector and spectral measure given by
Fy=A+T41+4+T40.
Here,
= Z 7 Pi) “/QM(fS{xi/uxie} +0-ai/llil}):
i — |pil*
with off := [g, |si|*T'2(ds), points &1 = (1,O,p1_1,0), x2 = (0,1,0, p2),
T'y1(ds) = ||Bs||; Ty 0 Tg(ds),

F472(d8) = ||CS”gaf472 o Tc(ds),
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with Ty : Sy — Sy is defined by T'a(s) = As/||As||e, for any invertible matriz A of dimension 4,

1 0 00 1 0 —p1 O
0 1 00 01 0 0
B = , and C= )
0 0 10 00 1 0
0 —p2 0 1 00 0 1

and Ty;(-) = Ta0hi(SsiN -), i = 1,2, where Sy = {(s51,52,0,0) € Sy : (s1,52) € Sa},
Si2 = {(0,0,s3,54) € Sa : (s3,514) € Sa}, and hi,hy : S4 — So are the functions defined by
hi((s1,s2,53,54)) = (s1,52) and ha((s1, s2,83,54)) = (S3,54).

Proof.

Let u = (u), u})" € R* with w; = (u14,u2;)’, i = 0, 1. The characteristic function of X, reads

1 1
p(u) = Elexp{i(u, X,)}] = Elexp{i ) (u;, Xi1;)}] = Elexp{i > (u;, Aperri)}]

j=0 keZ j=0
1
= H E[GXP{Z<Z A;g—]u_]? €t+k>}]7
keZ Jj=0
where for all k € Z
AL (k>0) 0
A = L
0 P2 Lik<oy

Thus,

o) = 3 [ [(Avuo + Ax-rur, ) °Ta(ds)
kez 52

= 3 [ Ipr (o + pouz)sal°Ta(ds) + Y [ 1ok (prung + wr)si|Ta(ds)
k<—17952 k>2752

+ /S \u1,031 + (uZO + pguZl)Sg‘aPQ(dS) + /S |(p1U170 + u1,1)81 + ZLQ7182|O‘F2(d8)
2 2

|p1]*
ug,0 + poug1|® + oy ———
’ p ’ 1 1— |p1|a

+ /S |u1,081 + (u2,0 + pauz.1)s2|“I'a(ds) + /s |(prut,o + ui1)s1 + ug152|“I'2(ds),
2 2

e ‘p2‘a
21— |po|®

\pwl,o + u1,1|(l

(7.16)

where off = [g [si|*T'2(ds), i = 1,2. We notice that the characteristic function of X, is real.
Hence, X, being a-stable is equivalent to X, being symmetric a-stable, and therefore, by Theorem
2.4.3 in [32], X, will be a-stable if and only if there exists a unique symmetric finite measure I'y

on the Euclidean unit sphere such that

~Inp(w) = | aw )[Ta(ds). (7.17)

64



We will thus rewrite (7.16]) to exhibit such a symmetric measure. The two first terms are easily

rewritten with charged atoms on Sy: for all w € R,

|p1]*

(0% ‘l 2| (63 (0}
O—]

g
21— |pal

[uz,0 + p2usa;1 lpruto +ur1|® = /S |(u, 8)|“A(ds), (7.18)
4
a |pil®
where A = Zi:l,? 71(1 + p?)a/21_zw
in (7.16]) can also be rewritten as integral over Sy. Starting with the third term, notice that the

(O¢z:/|lslle} T Of—ai/||z:)l.})- The third and fourth terms
integral over S can be seen as an integral over S; with a spectral measure f471 coinciding with I'y
on Sy = {(s1,52,0,0) € Sy : (s1,52) € S2} and having zero mass outside:

/S |u1,081 + (u2,0 + pauz1)s2|“T'a(ds) = /S lu1 081 + (ug,0 + pauz.1)se + u1183 + uz154|°Ta1(ds),
2 4

with f4,1( -)=Tg20hi(S41 N ), where hy : Sy — S5 is the function defined by hi((s1, 52, 53,54)) =
(81, 82). Thus,

/s lu1,081 + (ug2,0 + paug)s2|Ta(ds) = / |(bu, 8)[*T'4,1(ds)
2

4

= [ I ) Taa(ds), (719
Sa
with
100 O
s |01 0
001 0
000 1

As the matrix b’ is invertible and B = b'~!, where B is as stated in the lemma, we notice that

T,' = Ty-1» = Tp, where Ty : Sy — Sy is the transformation such that Ty (s) = b's/||b's|..

Performing a change of variable in ([7.19)) using T}/, we get
[ Turgss+ (a0 + paua)sol°Ta(ds) = [ |, 8)|7[6" sl Fas 0 Ty (ds)
2 4
= / [(w, 5)[*T4,1(ds). (7.20)
Sa
Similarly for the fourth term in (7.16[), we have

/S |(pruto + ui1)s1 + ug 152/ T2 (ds) = /S lu1,081 + w2082 + (pruto + ui1)ss + uz154|Ta2(ds)
2 4

= | |{cu,s)|*T42(ds)
Sa

— / \(u, ¢'8)|°T12(ds),
Sa
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with f‘4,2( -) =T20ho(S42N ), where hy : Sy — Sy is the function defined by ha((s1, S2, 53,54)) =
(83,84), 5472 = {(0,0, 53,84) S 54 : (83,84) € SQ}, and

1000

0 1 .00
C =

pr 01 0

0 001

With a change of variable using 7, and since ¢/~! = C,

[(w, 8)[*]|e'~ 5] 7T 2 © T2 (ds)
4

/s |(prut,o + ui1)s1 + ug1s2|*T'a(ds) =
2

o o

(u, 8)["Ta,2(ds). (7.21)

4

Finally, by (7.16), (7.18)), (7.20) and (7.21)), we have that (7.17) holds with I'y = A + Ty 1 + I's2.

One can check that 'y is indeed symmetric: for any transformation g among {1z, Tc, h1,ha}, we

have g(—s) = —g(s) for any s € Sy, and as I'y is symmetric by assumption, it is easy to check that

the measures I'y 1 and I'y 2 are also symmetric. The case of A is obvious. O

Return to the proof of Proposition [5.1
By Lemma and Proposition we know that X, will be representable on C’Jll'” if and only if

ry(KH) =0,
where KlI'l = {s € §*: ||s]| =0} = {s € 5*: 5, =5, = 0} = Sy2. We have
Ly(KIy = Ak + p471(KII-H) + F4’2(KH~II)’

with A, I'y; and I'y 2 are as in Lemma Given the points charged by A, it is easily seen that
A(KIy = 0. Turning to Ty 1 (KM, we have

Ty (K = /KH-II IBs||; T4 0 Ti(ds) = Tuy o Tp(KI).

Given that TB(K”'H) = KI'l and Sa1 N K=, we have f471 =T20h1(Se1N K”'”) = 0. Last, we

have

Tyo(KI = / el a0 Te(ds) = Dy o To(KIM),
ol
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with

_ - 0, s3,S4)
Te (K :{( L3, 5 550 %0) . (s, 54) € R, 32+32=1}
D=V g ey e

_ {(—P18370>83,$4)
(1+p7)s3 + 53

=K' U{(0,0,0,-1),(0,0,0,+1)}

: V(s3,81) €R?, 52+ 52 =1 and s3 # O} U {(0,0,0,+1)}

Given that K’ N Sy2 = 0, we have by the o-additivity of Ty,
P (Te(KI)) = Pas(K') + Tas ({(0,0,0,-1), (0,0,0,+1)})
=Ty 0 ho(Suz N K’) + T 0 ha({(0,0,0,1),(0,0,0,+1)})
= La({(0, =1), (0, +1)})

Hence, T4(K ') =Ty ({(0, —-1), (0, +1)}> and the representability condition for X; follows.

7.16 Proof of Proposition

To prove Proposition will make use of Proposition[2.2] We first provide the form of the spectral

representation of X, on CJ” in the next lemma.

Lemma 7.5 Under the assumptions of Proposition (5.1)) and assuming in addition that (5.2)) holds,

then the characteristic function of the random vector X, can be written as

E[¢/®X0)] — exp {— / ol s>|arﬂ'”(ds)} : for all weRY,
cy
where
oyl = Al o+ i (7.22)
Here,
a 2c « «
Al = af ™ 5 5 9% _lpl* 5 5 7.93
2 1_ ‘p1|a< {z1} + {fan}) + 2 1_ ‘pQ‘a( {z2} + {wa})7 ( )
with points x1,x2 as in Lemma and
Th{(ds) = | Bs|| ;T4 0 T o T (ds), (7.24)
Ti(ds) = ||Cs|7°Tuz 0 T o T | (ds). (7.25)
Moreover, for any Borel set A C C’JJ'H,
T4{(4) =Ty 0hu (T o Ty (AN CLY)), (7.26)
P =lpu [ lsalT o ha(ds). (7.27)
TooT—H(ANCY )
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where

CH | = {(51,52,0,p289) € CL: (s1,50) € S}, (7.28)
ClY = {0'(1,0,p7,s0) € OV sy e R, 0 € {~1,+1}) (7.29)

Proof.
Starting from I'y as given in Lemma and applying a change of variable using 7). yields (7.22)-

(7.25). To show (|7.26), consider
rila) = [ IBsl-Fus 0 T o Ty (ds)
and perform the first change of variable s’ = TH_HI(S) = s/||sl||e and get

il = [ 18810817 o Ta(ds).
II-11
With the second change of variable s = T(s") = Bs'/||Bs’||., we obtain

FM(A) :/ . | B~ 's|| T4 (ds).
TpoT) (4)
Given that f‘471( )=Tg0hi(-N 5471),
ril - | 1B s]~T41(ds),
ToT) ) (A)NSa

and noticing that for any s € Sy1, B~!'s = s and ||s|| = 1, we get

Tl (A) =Ty o hy (T o T (A N S

4,1( ) 20hh\{4LB©° H'll( )N Sa1),

and using the fact that T o Tanl is bijective, we have

Tgol, (A) N 5471 =TgoT, 1<Aﬁ CTH” OT§1(5471)) =TgolT, (AﬂC’” ”)

I I I
and ([7.26)) follows. We proceed similarly for (7.27) wusing in addition the fact that

T5({(0,~1),(0,+1)}) = 0. O

Return to the proof of Proposition
t) As holds, we know by Proposition that X, is representable on C[IJ'H. By Lemma
we further know that its spectral measure I‘li'” satisfies — and -. Thus, by
Proposition [2.2]

£ (4o, 50)
oo I (BW))

Pl (Xt, Ae,n,P‘B(Vt)))
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and
rl! (AM’P A B(VO)) ) [AH-II 4 rM + rm (Ae,,%p N B(VO))
tiisow)  [al i+ o] (Bow)

(7.30)

From (|7.23)), (7.26)-(7.27)), we can see that for any Borel set A C CJ;"H,

AllA) = Al AN (£, +25)),

where CJM', CM' are given in (7.28) and ([7.29). We thus proceed in three steps: (1) we derive

the form of sets in the right-hand side of the above equations in the case A = B(Vp), (2) we then
consider A = Ay, p N B(Vp), (3) we finally evaluate the mass over the obtained sets to derive the
numerator and denominator in .
Let us consider the denominator. Because we assume Vy N {(%1,0),(0,£1)} = ), it is easy to see
that
B(Vp) N{xx1, tas} = 0,
B(Vh) N CJ;{' = {(cosu,sinu, 0, pgsinu) : wu € [0y — Mo, 0o + Mol },

B(Vo) N CYyY =10.
Thus, by (7.26),

£ (509) = Pl (B0 )
=Ty 0h (T o Ty (B(Vo) N CL]))
=Ty0h ({(cosu, sinw,0,0) : € [6o — o, 60 + no]})

= Iy (Vo).

For the numerator, we have

The conclusion follows.
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(¢t) We proceed as in point (¢). Given the assumptions on Vj, we have

B(Vo) N {:l:il}l, :EZBQ} = {192132},
B(Vh) N le‘jl = {(cosu,sinu, 0, pgsinu) : wu € [#g — Mo, o + Mol },

B(Vo)nChY =1
Thus,

_ o5 |p2|®

———— 4+ Ty (V).
2 1—|pa|® 2(V0)

Turning to FL"” (AQW’]D N B(Vo)), consider

= {¥(0,1,0, p2)} N {(cosu,sinu, 0, pgsinu) 4+ (0,0,z,y) : w € [ —n,0+n] and (z,y) € P}.
Noticing that for any u such that (coswu,sinu) # (0,1), necessarily
9(0,1,0, p2) # (cosu,sinu, 0, pasinu) + (0,0,z,y), forall (z,y) € P,

we have

if (coswu,sinu) = (0,7),

{Px2} N {2 + (0,0,2,9) : (x,y) € P}, [ |
for some u € [0 — 1,0 + 7],
{ﬁwg} N Ag,n’p =

0, otherwise.
Hence

{9xo}, if (0,9) € Vp,, and (0,0) € P
Apyp N B(Vo) N {£a1, 10} = !
0, otherwise.

Similarly, we have

Agm’p N B(Vo) N

I Vo, NVo, if (0,0) € P,
Ciq
0,
Agy N B(Vo) N CJ;'}' = 0.
The result follows by evaluating FL\.H on the above sots.
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(wet) Proceeding as above, we first have that

B(Vo) N {+z1, £12} = {Vx1},
B(Vy) N CH Il _ = {(cosu,sinu, 0, pasinu) : u € [6p — no, 0o + 10] }

B(Vo) NCYY = {9(1,0,p;",s4) : 54 € R}

Hence,
I af |pi I 1
Iy (B(W)) = 21— |po +T2(Vo) + Dy o({9(1,0,p1 ", s4) © s4 €R}).
Given that
(07 0, p;17 54) .

TCOTH_'Hl (B(VQ)QCH H) {19 S4 € R} = {(0,0,81, 82) : (51, 82) € Sy, s1Up1 > 0},

the third term in Fl'” can be rewritten using ([7.27)) as

Fl;g(w(l’o’pl_l=34) : s1€R}) = |Pl|a/ |s1|“T'2(ds).
{(s1,82)€52: s19p1>0}

Since, by assumption, I's is symmetric and does not charge masses at (0, £1),

1
/ 151|°Ta(ds) = ~ / [51/°Ta(ds) = 09 /2,
{(s1,52)€S2: s19p1>0} 2 So

and thus

. e’ 2a ¥
rilBe) = 2 ) + o O

21—1|m|*
of |pa|®
=To(Vp) + = ———.
T S T

We last turn to I'y (A97777p N B(VO)). We have

= {19(1’07/)1_1»0)} N {(cosu,sinu,0, pasinu) + (0,0,z,y) : w € [0 —n,0+n]and (x,y) € P}

{921} N {¥(1,0,0,0) + (0,0,z,y) : (z,y) € P}, if (9,0) € Vp,

(
0, otherwise.

{Vz1}, if (0,0) € Vy,y and (9p;',0) € P,

0, otherwise.
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As previously, we also have that

. VonNVo, if (0,0) € P,
Agp N B(Vo) N CY] "

Finally,

Ag’mp N B(Vb) N CJ’Q = Agm’p N {19(1, 0, pl_l, 84) 84 € R}
{9(1,0,p7,54) : 84 € RYN{9(1,0,0,0) + (0,0,2,y) : (z,y) € P}, if (9,0) € Vp,
0, otherwise.
{9(1,0,p7",y) = y€ P}, if (9,0) € Vy, and Up;" € Py,

0, otherwise,

and

_ _ 0,0,p7 ",
Te o Tj ({19(1,0,07 1) : ye Po}) = {79(/)111): yePz}.
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