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Abstract

A Markov-switching observation-driven model is a stochastic process ((St, Y:))tcz where
(i) (St)tez is an unobserved Markov process taking values in a finite set and (ii) (Y)iez
is an observed process such that the conditional distribution of Y; given all past Y’s and
the current and all past S’s depends only on all past Y’s and S;. In this paper, we prove
the consistency and asymptotic normality of the maximum likelihood estimator for such
model. As a special case hereof, we give conditions under which the maximum likelihood
estimator for the widely applied Markov-switching generalised autoregressive conditional
heteroscedasticity model introduced by Haas et al. (2004b) is consistent and asymptotic

normal.

1 Introduction

A state space model is a stochastic process ((X¢,Y:))iez where (i) (Xi)iez is an unobserved
Markov process taking values in X and (ii) (Y})ez is an observed process taking values in Y
such that the conditional distribution of Y; given Y*.! where Yg = (Y;,...,Y;) and X" _ where
Xg = (Xj, ..., X;) depends only on X;. State space models and hidden Markov models, which
are special cases of state space models in which X; = S; where (S;)iez is a Markov chain
on a finite set have been applied in numerous areas. Applications of the former are found in
economics (Stock and Watson (1989), Harvey and Chung (2000), and Brauning and Koopman
(2020)), finance (Harvey and Shephard (1996), Jacquier et al. (2004), Yu (2005), and Catania
(2022)), and climatology (Bennedsen et al. (2023)) whereas applications of the latter are found
in finance (Rydén et al. (1998)), biology (Churchill (1989)), ecology (Langrock et al. (2012)),
meteorology (Zucchini and Guttorp (1991) and Bulla et al. (2012)), and quantum mechanics
(Gammelmark et al. (2014)).

Statistical inference for state space models is therefore of significant practical impor-
tance. Leroux (1992) and Bickel et al. (1998) proved consistency and asymptotic normality
of the maximum likelihood (ML) estimator for hidden Markov models, respectively. Later,

Jensen and Petersen (1999) proved (local) consistency and asymptotic normality for state space
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models where X is compact, and Douc et al. (2011) proved (global) consistency for general state
space models.

Several extensions of state space models have been proposed especially in economics and
finance. The arguably most famous extension is the autoregressive state space model of order
p € Nin which the conditional distribution of Y; given Yt__oé and X! __ depends on both YE:;) and
X¢. One such example is the Markov-switching autoregressive model introduced by Hamilton
(1989) to model economic growth in which X is finite. Another one in which X is also finite is
the Markov-switching autoregressive conditional heteroscedasticity (ARCH) model introduced
by Cai (1994) and Hamilton and Susmel (1994) to model financial returns which is a generali-
sation of the ARCH model introduced by Engle (1982). See, for instance, Hamilton (2010) and
Ang and Timmermann (2012) for more examples in economics and finance, respectively.

Statistical inference for autoregressive state space models has also attracted much attention in
the literature. Consistency of the ML estimator for autoregressive state space models where X is
finite was proved by Francq and Roussignol (1998) and Krishnamurthy and Ryden (1998). This
was later generalised by Douc et al. (2004) who proved consistency and asymptotic normality for
autoregressive state space models where X is compact and not necessarily finite. More recently,
Kasahara and Shimotsu (2019) relax some of the assumptions in Douc et al. (2004).

Another extension which has attracted much attention in the literature in more recent years
is the observation-driven state space model in which the conditional distribution of Y; given Yt__oi
and X' _ now depends on both Yt:ol> and X;. Two such examples are the Markov-switching
generalised ARCH (GARCH) model introduced by Haas et al. (2004b) in which X is finite, which
is a generalisation of the GARCH model introduced by Bollerslev (1986), and the score-driven
state space model introduced by Monache et al. (2021) in which X is not finite.! Other applica-
tions of such models are found in finance (Haas et al. (2004a), Broda et al. (2013), Ardia et al.
(2018), and Bernardi and Catania (2019)) and meteorology (Harvey and Palumbo (2023)) in
which X is finite as well as in economics (Monache et al. (2016) and Angelini and Gorgi (2018))
and finance (Buccheri et al. (2021) and Buccheri and Corsi (2021)) in which X is not finite.
In contrast to state space models and autoregressive state space models, statistical inference
for observation-driven state space models is to a large extent undiscovered land to the best of
our knowledge. Only recently, Kandji and Misko (2024) gave conditions under which the ML
estimator for the Markov-switching GARCH model by Haas et al. (2004b) is consistent.

In this paper, we prove consistency (Theorem 2) and asymptotic normality (Theorem 3)
of the ML estimator for an observation-driven state space model where X is finite which we
call a Markov-switching observation-driven model. The fact that the filter forgets its initial-
isation asymptotically (Lemma 2) is crucial in the proofs as in Douc et al. (2004) (Corollary
1) and Kasahara and Shimotsu (2019) (Lemma 1). However, in contrast to Douc et al. (2004)
and Kasahara and Shimotsu (2019) who use theory for Markov chains, we prove this using the-

ory for stochastic difference equations which is most commonly used for standard observation-

!Note that there exist two types of MS-GARCH models namely the one by Gray (1996) in which the conditional
distribution of Y; given Y’i_o}J and X% . depends on both Y’i_o}J and X’ . so ML estimation is infeasible and the

one by Haas et al. (2004b) just discussed in which ML estimation is feasible. See Francq and Zakowan (2019) for

more details.



driven models, see, for instance, Straumann and Mikosch (2006), Blasques et al. (2018), and
Blasques et al. (2022). As a special case of the general theory, we give conditions under which
the ML estimator for the widely applied Markov-switching GARCH model by Haas et al. (2004b)
is both consistent (Theorem 5) and asymptotic normal (Theorem 7) thus extending the work
by Kandji and Misko (2024).

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2 introduces the Markov-switching
observation-driven model, and Section 3 gives some examples of Markov-switching observation-
driven models. In Section 4, stationarity and ergodicity of the model is considered. Consistency
and asymptotic normality of the ML estimator is then considered in Section 5. Section 6
gives conditions under which the ML estimator for the Markov-switching GARCH model by
Haas et al. (2004b) is consistent and asymptotic normal. An application to real data is presented
in Section ?7?. Section 7 concludes. All proofs are collected in the appendix.

First, a word on notation: ||x||, := (31, |z;[?)}/?,x € R" denotes the p-norm of x and
X lpp = (O2iy D070 w4 [P)1/P, X € R™™ denotes the p-norm of X. Moreover, for a function
x = f(x) : R? = RF, Vo f(x) := (aafT(T), s aafT(:)) denotes the first order derivative of f with
respect to x, Vyif(x) := (Vi f(x)), and if & = 1, then Vi, f(X) := VoV f(x) denotes the

second order derivative of f with respect to x.

2 The Markov-switching Observation-driven Model

A Markov-switching observation-driven model is a stochastic process ((Si, Y:))iez where (i)
(St)tez is an unobserved first-order homogenous Markov chain taking values in {1,...,J} with

transition probabilities
Pij 1= P(St+1 :] | St = i), i,j € {1, ...,J},

and transition probability matrix

and (ii) (Y7)tez is an observed stochastic process taking values in ) C R such that the conditional

distribution of Y; given Y'! and S! __ depends only on Yl and S; as follows

Vi | (Y.L, St) ~ Ds, (Xs,0,08,),

Zoos
where X;4,j € {1,...,J} is a time-varying parameter taking values in a complete set X; C R
given by

Xjtr1 =05 (Yes s Yipi1, Xty ooy Xj—g1305),
and vj,j € {1,...,J} is a vector of constant parameters taking values in a set X; C R% .

The Markov-switching observation-driven model is called a mixture observation-driven model if

(St)tez is an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) chain, that is, if

P1j = =DJj



for all j € {1,...,J}.

The unobserved Markov chain (S;):cz is estimated via the conditional distribution
Tigs =Py =7 1Y), je{l,...J},

which is called the filtering distribution when ¢ = s, the smoothing distribution when ¢ < s, and

the predictive distribution when t > s. The one-step-ahead prediction is given by

J
Tit+1|t = E PijTit|t

i=1
and the filter is given by
o Tl 50 X v))
Jitlt F(Yy) )
where f(y),y € ) is the conditional probability density function (pdf) of Y; given Yt__oé given
by

J

f(y) = Z 7Tk,t|t—1fk(y§ Xt Uk),

k=1
and f;(y; X, vj),y € Y is the conditional pdf of Y; given Y and S; = 4, see Hamilton (1994)

for details.? Define s := (M1 45y - Tgys)’- Then, the one-step-ahead prediction is given by
1)t = P,ﬂ-t|t=
and the filter is given by
Tt = Ft(ﬂ-t|t71)7‘-t|t71,
where Ft(ﬂ't\t_ﬂ is a diagonal matrix with generic element

_ [i(Ye; Xig, vi)
ZZ:1 7Tk,t|t71fk(Y;€; Xk,t, ’Uk)

Moreover, the smoother is given by

J
T t+1|T
Ti4T = Tt E Dji , t<T,
im1 T t+1|t

, ied{l,..,J}

[Ft(ﬂ-ﬂt—l)]ii

see Hamilton (1994) for details once again. We also refer to Hamilton (1994) for details on
prediction of the observed stochastic process (Y;)icz.

Finally, note that the Markov-switching observation-driven model reduces to the Markov-
switching autoregressive model of order p € N if ¢;(Yy, ..., Yipi1, Xjt, ooy Xji—gt15v5) =
¢;j(Ys, ... Yi_py1;v5) for all j € {1,...,J} and to the hidden Markov model if X;; = X; for
all j € {1,...,J}.

In the following, we restrict our attention to Markov-switching observation-driven models
where p = 1 and ¢ = 1. All results can straightforward be generalised by using the same

techniques.

2More generally, the h-step-ahead prediction is given by

J
- _ (h),_.
j,t+h|t = Pij Tit|ts

i=1

where pg.b) :=P(Se4n = 7 | St = i) is the (i,4)’th element of P" := H?:l P.
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3 Examples of Markov-switching Observation-driven Models

In this section, we give some examples of Markov-switching observation-driven models.

Example 1. An example of a Markov-switching observation-driven model is
}/;f = XSt,t + 08:Et, (1)

where (g¢)tez s a sequence of independent standard normal distributed random variables inde-
pendent of (St)iez and, for each j € {1,...,J},

Xjtt1 = wj + ;Y + B X4,

where w; € R, a; € R, B; € R, and 0]2» > 0. Here, Y = R, Dg, is the normal distribution
with mean Xg,; and variance og, X; = R, ¢;j(y,x55v;5) = [vjl1 + [vj]ay + [vj]32;5, v; =
(wj» aj, Bj,03), and Xj =R x R x R x (0,00).

A related model is the Markov-switching autoregressive model of order p € N by Hamilton

(1989). This model is given by
p .
}/;f = as; + Z b‘(s%t)}/;ffl + 05:Et,
i=1

where (g¢)tez s a sequence of independent standard normal distributed random variables inde-
pendent of (St)iez as above.

It can be shown that if (Y} )icz is stationary and ergodic with Eflog™ |Y;|] < oo where log’ z =
max(log x,0) for all x > 0 and |B;]| < 1 for all j € {1,...,J}, then

Wi
Xjp=—2

o
i—1
—|—E oz]ﬂ; Y,_; a.s.
i=1

forall j € {1,...,J}. The Markov-switching observation-driven model in Equation (1) can thus

be thought of as a Markov-switching autoregressive model of order infinity given by
© .
Y;f = as, + Z b,(S%t)Y;ffl + 0S¢y
=1

where
wg,

- 1-— /85,5
Example 2. The Markov-switching GARCH model by Haas et al. (2004b) is given by

}/;f =V XSt,tgh

where (¢)iez is a sequence of independent standard normal distributed random variables inde-
pendent of (St)icz, and, for each j € {1,...,J},

i) i—1
as, and bfgt = ag,fBg, -

Xji1 = wj + oYy + B X4,

where wj > 0, a; > 0, and B; > 0. This is also an example of a Markov-switching observation-

driven model where Y = R, Dg, is the normal distribution with mean zero and variance Xg, ¢,



Xy = [0,00), ¢j(y,255v5) = [vjh + [vj]2y® + [Vj]325, v; = (wj,05,8;), and X; = [0,00) x
[0,00) X [0, 00).

Note that the Markov-switching GARCH model reduces to the mixture GARCH model by
Haas et al. (2004a) if (St)iez is an i.i.d. chain.

Example 3. Let y — F(y;x,0) be a cumulative distribution function (cdf) with support N° C

[0,00) indezed by the mean x and a vector of parameters © such that, for all u € (0,1),
r<z* = F (uz,0)<F (u;z*,0),

where F~(u;z,0) = inf{y € N : F(y;x,0) > u}.
The (present-regime dependent) Markov-switching positive linear conditional mean model by
Aknouche and Francq (2022) is given by

Vi = Fg, (Uy; Xs,.t,Us,),

where (Up)iez, is a sequence of independent uniform distributed random variables on [0,1] inde-
pendent of (St)icz, and, for each j € {1,...,J},

Xjtr1 = wj + ;Y + B X4,

where w; > 0, a;j > 0, B; > 0, and v; € 'i‘j. This is another example of a Markov-switching
observation-driven model where Y = N, Fs, is the cdf of Dg,, X; = [0,00), ¢;(y,zj;v;) =

[l + [v;]2y + [V5]sz;, v; = (wj,a5,8;,8;), and X; = [0,00) x [0,00) x [0,00) x ;.

4 Probabilistic Properties of the Model

First, we study the probabilistic properties of the Markov-switching observation-driven model.
We restrict our attention to the Markov-switching observation-driven models that can be written
as

Y = 1g,8(et; X4, v), (2)
with 1g, = (145,21}, 1{5,=s}) Where (Si)icz is stationary, irreducible, and aperiodic (thus
ergodic), and g(ey; Xy, v) = (g1(e1,6 X1,6,01), -, 97 (043 X e, vg)) where g4 == (e14,...,e54),
(€j,t)tez 1s a sequence of i.i.d. random variables taking values in &; with distribution D5(v;)
for all j € {1,...,J}, and (€;+)tez and (g;,+)tcz are independent for all 4,5 € {1,..., J} such that
i # j. Moreover, X; := (X14,..., X ) is given by

X1 = (St e, X4 v)
with
[¢(St,5t’Xt;v)]j = ¢j(15tg(€t;xt’v)’XJ7t; Uj)’ JE€ {1’ ey J}a

where x — @(Sy, €4, X;v) is stationary, ergodic, and Lipschitz, and v := (vy,...,v;)". Finally,

(gj.t)tez and (Si)iez are independent for all j € {1,..., J}.3

3A1 examples in Section 3 can be written like this because if €; + 4 g forallé,j € {1,..., J}, then let g5 = &
for all j € {1,...,J} where (&:)tcz is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables taking values in £ with distribution
D (v).



4.1 Stationarity and Ergodicity

Theorem 1, which follows from an application of Theorem 3.1 in Bougerol (1993) (see also
Theorem 2.8 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006)), gives conditions under which the model is

stationary and ergodic. Let

A(¢r) == sup e (x) — ¢t(}’)||2,

x,y€X1><---><XJ ||X_y||2
x#£y

where ¢¢(x) := @(St, &1, x5 V).

Theorem 1. Assume that
(i) there exists an x € X1 x --- x X such that Ellog™ ||¢(x) — x||2] < o0,
(ii) Efllog™ A(¢;)] < oo, and

(7ii) there exists an r € N such that

E [logA (¢§”)] <0,

where ") (x) 1= ¢y 0 -+ 0 dy_ys1(x).

Then, (Yi)iez is stationary and ergodic.

5 Asymptotic Properties of the Maximum Likelihood Estimator

We now study the asymptotic properties of the maximum likelihood estimator for the Markov-
switching observation-driven model discussed in the previous section.

First, the parameter vector is given by
0:=(piy,i=1,...J,7=1,..,J—1Lv;,j=1,..,J)

and takes values in

J
®@CO:p;>0i=1,...Jj=1..,J-1Y pj=1i=1.,Jv€X;j=1..,Jp CR%,

where d := J(J — 1) + ijl d;j. Assume that a realisation, (y¢)I_, of the Markov-switching
observation-driven model, (Y;)icz, satisfying Equation (2) for @ = 6y is observed. Then, the

average log-likelihood function is given by

1
= Tz;logf(yt;e
t—

where

<

yta Z J,tjt— 1 f] yt; X (U]) UJ)



In the average log-likelihood function, for each j € {1,...,J}, X;(v;) is given by

Xjr1(vj) = @5 (ye, Xji(vj); vj)
for some initialisation X'j,l(vj) € X}, and 7y, _1(0) is given by
Ty 111(0) = Py (6)
with
frt|t(9) = Ft(ﬁt\t—l(G% e)ﬁt\t—l(a)

for some initialisation 7o(6) € S with S :={x e R :2; > 0,5 =1,..., J, 23‘]:1 xj = 1} where

& Filys; Xio(vi), ;)
Fy(7ty1-1(0);0)]i; = ’ =
[ ( | 1( ) )] Ziﬂ 7ATl~c,1t|t—1(e)fk(yt;X/!m(’vk),’Uk)

The maximum likelihood estimator is then given by

, ie{l,..,J}

67 = argmax Lp(0).
6coO

5.1 Consistency
We assume the following.
Assumption 1. The conditions in Theorem 1 hold for 8 = 6.
Assumption 2. © is compact.
Assumption 3. For each j € {1,...,J},
(1) (xj,v;) — fi(y;xj,v;) is continuous for all y € Y and
(it) x; — fi(y;xj,v;5) is differentiable for ally € Y and v; € X ;.
Assumption 4. For each j € {1,...,J},
(1) z; — ¢;(y,xj;v;) is Lipschitz for ally € Y and vj € Y,
(it) (xj,v;) — ¢;(y,xj;v;) is continuous for ally € Y, and
(iit) x; — ¢;(y,xj;v;) is differentiable for ally € Y and v; € X ;.

First, the behaviour of the initialised sequences must be studied in order to ensure an ap-
propriate form of convergence of the log-likelihood function because the initialised sequences are
non-stationary by construction.

The following lemma, which follows from an application of Theorem 3.1 in Bougerol (1993),
gives conditions under which, for each j € {1, ..., J}, the non-stationary sequence (X, +(v;))ien
converges uniformly exponentially fast almost surely (e.a.s.) to a unique stationary and ergodic
sequence (X, ¢(v;))iez.* For each j € {1,...,J}, let

Aji(v)) = sup |V, ¢;(V, 5305)] -

T EX;

4A sequence (Z¢)tez of random matrices is said to converge to zero e.a.s. if there exists a v > 1 such that

'yt||Zt||p7pa%S‘O as t— oo.



Lemma 1. Assume that Assumption 1, 2, and 4 hold. Moreover, assume that, for each j €
{1,...,J},
(i) there exists an x; € X; such that E[log™ Supy, e, 195(Ye, 253 v5) — @] < oo,
(ii) Eflog™ SUPy, e, Ajt(vj)] < oo, and
(i) Ellogsupy, cr, Aja(v;)] < 0.
Then, for each j € {1,...,J}, the sequence (X;(vj))icz given by
Xjr1(vj) = ¢ (Yo, Xj.1(vj); v5)

is stationary and ergodic for all v; € X; and

sup | Xji(vj) — Xji(vj)| “B70 as t— oo
'UjETj

for any initialisation X 1(v;) € X;.

Theorem 3.1 in Bougerol (1993) cannot be used for (7,1 (0))ien because (7,1 (0))ien de-
pends on (X1 ¢(v1))ten, - (X74(V.))ten which are non-stationary. The next lemma, which gives
conditions under which the non-stationary sequence (7r;;(0)):en converges uniformly e.a.s. to a
unique stationary and ergodic sequence (7rt|t(9))tel7 follows instead by using similar arguments
as in the proof of Theorem 2.10 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006).

Lemma 2. Assume that Assumption 1-4 and the conditions in Lemma 1 hold. Moreover, assume

that for each j € {1, ..., J}, there exists an mj > 0 such that

E | sup sup ‘Vm]. logfj(Yt;:Uj,vj){mj < 0.
'UjETj {L']'GXJ'

Then, the sequence (my,(0))iez. given by

Wt\t(a) = Ft(Plﬂtfl\tfl(G% G)P/ﬂ'tfﬂtfl(e)

1s stationary and ergodic for all 8 € © and

sup Hﬁ'ﬂt(e) — wt‘t(0)| ‘2 L0 as t— o0
0cO

for any initialisation 7)(0) € S.
The next corollary is a direct consequence hereof.
Corollary 1. Under the assumptions in Lemma 2, the sequence (1y,_1(0))icz given by
Wt+1\t(9) = Plﬂ't|t(‘9)

1s stationary and ergodic for all 8 € © and

sup Hﬁ'ﬂt,l(e) — Wt\t—l(e)HQ L0 as t— oo
0cO

for any initialisation 7)((0) € S.



Remark 1. Note that my,_1(0) € Sg for all t € Z where Sp = {x € R ¢ oz >
mingey 7y Pij.J =1, .., J; Z}']:1 z; =1}

The result in Lemma 2 is not surprising: the Markov chain itself forgets its initialisation
asymptotically (in case it is initialised) as p;; > 0 for all 4, j € {1, ..., J}, so it is not surprising that
the filter also forgets its initialisation asymptotically provided that the time-varying parameters
do the same.

Moreover, we assume the following.

Assumption 5. For each j € {1,...,J},

E | sup |log fj(Ys; Xje(vj),vj)|| < oo.
UJETJ'

Finally, we assume the following as in Francq and Roussignol (1998) where f(™(y;0),y €
Y™ denotes the conditional pdf of Y_, ., given Y 7.

Assumption 6. There exists an m € N such that
(Yo, Yiemi130) = f (Y, oo, Yimg1560)  acs.
implies that

6 =20,.
Theorem 2 gives conditions under which the ML estimator is consistent.

Theorem 2. Assume that Assumption 1-6 and the conditions in Lemma 1 and 2 hold. Then,

N a.s.

O0r 50y as T — oo.

5.2 Asymptotic Normality

For a function v — f(X(v),v) : ¥ — R where v — X(v) : ¥ — R is another function, let
V. f(X(v),v) and V4, f(X(v),v) be given by

vxf(X(’U),’U) = vff(jaﬁ)‘f:X(v),@:v and ?Uf(X(U)/U) = V{;f(-f', _)’f:X(U),f):qﬂ
let Ve f(X(v),v) be given by
Vo f(X(v),v) := me(a?,ﬁﬂj:)((v)’ﬁ:v,
and let V. f(X (v),v) and Ve f(X (v),v) be given by
?Jmf(X(’U), U) = fof(.f’, ﬁ)’i:X(U),'B:’U and v'm.ff(‘X(lv)? U) = V{,@f(i’, ﬁ)‘i‘:X(’v),’D:U :
In addition to Assumption 1-6, we assume the following.

Assumption 7. 6y € int(O).

10



Assumption 8. For each j € {1,...,J},
(1) (xj,v;) — fi(y;xj,v;5) is twice continuously differentiable for all y € Y and
(i1) xj — V(xj,vj)(xj,vj)fj(%xﬁUj) is differentiable for ally € Y and v; € Y.
Assumption 9. For each j € {1,...,J},
(1) (xj,v5) = ¢;(y,xj;v;) is twice continuously differentiable for all y € Y.

In the same vein as above, the behaviour of the initialised derivative sequences must first
be studied in order to ensure an appropriate form of convergence of the score function and the

observed information.
The next two lemmata give conditions under which, for each j € {1, ..., J}, the non-stationary
sequences (Vy, in(vj))teN and (Vy,u; Xj,t(vj))teN converge uniformly e.a.s. to the unique

stationary and ergodic sequences (Vi Xj¢(v)))iez and (Vi v, Xj+(V5))iez, respectively.

Lemma 3. Assume that Assumption 1, 2, 4, 9, and the conditions in Lemma 1 hold. Moreover,

assume that, for each j € {1,...,J},
(i) Ellog™ supy, e, [V, 6 (Ye, Xjt(v)); v;)||2] < oo

Then, for each j € {1, ..., J}, (Vu,; X (V)))tez is stationary and ergodic for all v; € X ;. Finally,
assume that, for each j € {1,...,J},

(i) there exists a kj > 1 such that E[sup,, cv, ||ijXj7t(vj)||§kj] < 00,

(ii) $upy, e, ||V, 65(Vi, X5 (0);05) = Vi, 05 (Ye, Xjo(07); )| |2 57 0 as t — oo, and
(iii) supy, e, [Va; 65(Ye, Xjt(07); ) = Va; 6(Ye, Xjio(v5); )] “57 0 as ¢ — oo
Then, for each j € {1,...,J},

sup vaij,t(vj) — vvaj’t(vj)H “U“0 as t— oo
’UJ'ETJ' 2

for any initialisation ij)z'jvl(vj) € R%.

Lemma 4. Assume that Assumption 1, 2, 4, 9, and the conditions in Lemma 1 and 3 hold.

Moreover, assume that, for each j € {1,..., J},

(i) Ellog™ supy, e, [Va,a,05(Ye, Xji(v5);v5)]] < oo,

(i1) Ellog™ supy, ey, [|Vo,a,05(Ye, Xt (v5);v5)][2] < 00, and
(iii) Ellog" supy e, [Vo,v, 85 (Ye, Xjt(v); v5)ll2,2] < o0.

Then, for each j € {1,....J}, (Vuu;Xj1(vj))ez is stationary and ergodic for all v; € X;.
Finally, assume that, for each j € {1,...,J},

(i) Elsupy, e, ||ijvaj,t(vj)||]2§72] < oo where kj is given in Lemma 3,
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(’”) SUPUje‘rj ‘?xJ@;(ﬁj(}/taX]J(Uj)vU]) - vxjxj(ﬁ](naX]J(U])’ Uj)’ eif' 0ast— o0,
(iti) SUPy;e; vajﬂﬁj(ﬁj(y%?)zj,t(vj);vj)
(iv) SUPy,eY; H?'L’jvj(ﬁj(n")%jvt(vj); v;)

Then, for each j € {1,...,J},

— Vo, 05 (Y, Xji(05);0))]]2 “5 0 as t — oo, and
— V0,05 (Ye, X5 (0));05) |22 “5 0 as t — oo.

sup vajvj)%j7t(vj) — ijUij,t(Uj)H 0 as t— oo
v; €Y 2,2

for any initialisation V. ., Xj1(v;) € R xd; |
Moreover, we assume the following where k; is given in Lemma 3.

Assumption 10. For each j € {1,...,J},

_ 2Ry _
E | sup ‘VI]. logfj(Yt;ijt(vj),vj)"“f1] <oo and E| sup ||V, logfj(Yt;ijt(vj),vj)Hg < 00.
v; €Y v;€Y;

Moreover, for each j € {1,...,J},

kj

- o
E | sup [[Vu,a; log f;(Ye; Xje(v)), vj)lly" | < oo.

v €Y

Finally, for each j € {1,...,J},

kj
E| sup |szm].logfj(Yt;ijt(vj),vjﬂW] <o and E
v; €Y

sup ||V, log f5(Ye; Xj4(v)), v5)]|2,2| < oc.
v;EY;

In the next two and only the next two lemmata, let, for a function x +— f(x) : R® — R,
V«f(x) be given by

[vxf(x)](jfl)nJri = v%f](x)? (Zaj) € {17 7n} x {17 7k}
and Vxxf(x) be given by
[vxxf(x)](jfl)n2+(i71)n+l = V:vixlfj(x)’ (i,ja l) € {L ,n} X {L ,k} x {1’ ,’I’L}

With this notation, the following two lemmata give conditions under which the non-stationary
sequences (Vory;(6))ien and (Va1 (6))ten converge uniformly e.a.s. to the unique stationary

and ergodic sequences (Vo7r1(0))icz and (Voo :(6))icz, respectively.

Lemma 5. Assume that Assumption 1-4, 8-10, and the conditions in Lemma 1-3 hold. More-

over, assume that for each j € {1,...,J}, there exists an m; > 0 such that
(i) E |SUDy, e, SUPg; e, vaj log fj(}/};xj,vj)H;nj} < 00,

(it) E |supy, ey, Subyscx; ‘?xjxj log fj(Y};xj,vj)‘mj} < 00, and

(iii) E |SUPv;ex; SUPz;ex; ||V, log fj(n;xj’vj)ugbj} <o

12



Then, (Vo (0))icz is stationary and ergodic for all @ € © with E[supgeg ||Vomy:(0)|[5] < oo
and

sup || Vo (0) — Vo, (0)| ‘2 ‘U0 as t— oo
0cO

for any initialisation Ve‘fl'o‘o(e) c RU-Dd.

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions in Lemma 5, (Vg’rrt‘t_l(e)) is stationary and ergodic

Jor all @ € © with Elsupgeg ||Vomy—1(0)[[3] < 0o and

teZ

sup [|Vorye1(6) = Vomyu1(6)[], 570 as 00
(S

for any initialisation Vergo(0) € R(J-1)d

Lemma 6. Assume that Assumption 1-4, 8-10, and the conditions in Lemma 1-5 hold. More-

over, assume that for each j € {1,...,J}, there exists an m; > 0 such that
(i) E |SUPy, e, SUPy e, H?vjvj 1ogfj(5€;xjavj)\|gf§] < 00
(ii) E |5UPy; e, SUP e, ‘vxjxjmj logfj(yt;l“ja’vj)‘mj] < 00,

(i1i) E |SUPy, e, SUPg, e, H?vjxjxj log fj(Y};xj,vj)Hgbj} < o0, and

(iv) E |SUPv;ex; SUPz;ex; ||V, log fj(n;xj’vj)ugg] <o

Then, (Veay1(0))icz is stationary and ergodic for all @ € © with E[supgeg ||Voam:(0)|]2] <

oo and
e.a.s.

sup || Voorry:(8) — Voorys(0)|], 50 as t— 0
0cO

for any initialisation Vgg7ro|o(0) € R(J-1)d*

Corollary 3. Under the assumptions in Lemma 6, (Veamy—1(0))icz is stationary and ergodic

for all 8 € © with E[supgce ||Voormi—1(0)|[2] < co and

.a.s.

sup |[Voo7ii—1(0) — Veom—1(0)|], 0 as t— oo
S

for any initialisation Vggfrmo(e) e RU-1d*

Theorem 3 gives conditions under which the ML estimator is also asymptotic normal. In the

theorem,
1(6) := —E Voo log /(¥;:0)].

is the Fisher information.

Theorem 3. Assume that Assumption 1-10 and the conditions in Lemma 1-6 hold and that
1(6y) is invertible. Then,

VT(Or — 60) % N(0,1(80)") as T — .

13



6 The Markov-switching GARCH Model

In this section, we prove the consistency and asymptotic normality of the ML estimator for the
Markov-switching GARCH model by Haas et al. (2004b).°
Recall that the Markov-switching GARCH model by Haas et al. (2004b) is given by

}/;f =V XSt,tgh

where (S¢)ez is a stationary, irreducible, and aperiodic (thus ergodic) Markov chain with tran-

sition probabilities p;j0 € (0,1),4,5 € {1,...,J}, for each j € {1,..., J},
Xje1 = wjo + a0Y” + B0 X,

where w;jo > 0, a9 > 0, and B9 > 0, and (&t)tcz is a sequence of independent normal
distributed random variables with zero mean and unit variance independent of (S;)iez.
Liu (2006) gave conditions under which the model is stationary and ergodic. In the following,

M, is a J? x J? matrix given by
[MO]U :pji,o (aOe;‘i‘IBO) ) Zaj S {17"'7J}7
where ag = (@10, .-, y0), Bo = diag(B1.0, -, B10), and e; is the i’th unit vector in R”.

Theorem 4 (Liu (2006)). (Yi)iez is stationary and ergodic with E[Y?] < oo if and only if
p(My) < 1 where p(My) is the spectral radius of My.

We now give conditions under which the ML estimator is consistent and asymptotic normal.

The ML estimator is consistent under the following assumptions.
Assumption 11. 6, € O.

Assumption 12. p(M) < 1.

Assumption 13. © is compact.

Assumption 14. For all@ € ©, 5; <1 for all j € {1,..., J}.

Assumption 15. There exists an m € N such that f(m)(Y},...,Y;_mH;G) =
F(Y;, ., Yieme1;600) a.s. implies that 6 = 6y.

Theorem 5. If Assumption 11-15 hold, then

OATG;‘S;OO as T — oo.
Proof. In the following, 8 = infgce @ and 6 = supgcg 0. Note that (Y};)cz is stationary and
ergodic by Theorem 4. We thus only need to verify Assumption 2-6 and the conditions in Lemma
1 and 2.

®Recall that the Markov-switching GARCH model reduces to the mixture GARCH model by Haas et al.
(2004a) if (S¢)iez is an i.i.d. chain.

14



Let j € {1,...,J} be given. First, Assumption 2 is true by assumption and Assumption 3
and 4 are trivially satisfied.

We now verify the conditions in Lemma 1 and 2. First, by Lemma 2.2 in
Straumann and Mikosch (2006),

E |log™ sup |¢;(Vs, zj50;) — x]|] =E llogﬂL sup |wj + ;Y2 + Bz — xj| < Cj+2E [log™ [V3]]

v;€Y; v;€Y;

for all x; € &; where C; = 6log2 + log™ w; + log™ a; + log™ Bj +2log™ x; < 00, so Condition
(i) in Lemma 1 is satisfied since E[Y,?] < oo implies that E[log™ |Y;|]] < oo by Lemma 2.2 in

Straumann and Mikosch (2006) once again. Moreover,

E

log sup Aj,t(’vj)] =E [log sup /Bj] = log 3,

v;€Y; v;€Y;

so Condition (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 1 are also satisfied. Finally,

11 1Y? 1
E | sup sup ‘ij log fj(Y};mj,vjﬂ =FE| sup sup |——— + ——tQ <s;—+:5E [Yﬂ )
v €Y z;EX] vEY; zek; | 2% 2 2z;  2z;
where z; = % > 0, so the condition in Lemma 2 is also satisfied since E[Y}?] < co.
Moreover, note that
E llog f;(Yi: X, 4(v;),0))|| = E Uyog2m — Log X, (vy) — Y0
sup |log f;(Ys; X1 (vj5),v5)|| = sup |—zlog2m — —log X (vj) — z——
v; €Y ’ ! ’ ! v;€Y; 2 2 ’ ’ 2 vat(fvj)
< Liogor+ ik llog X 4( )y+1E[Y2]
> Glogam — o Sup |10g A ;¢ (U; o )
2 2 v; €Y ! ! 22_7 !

so Assumption 5 is also satisfied since E [Yf] < oo. Indeed, E [Yf] < oo implies that
E |supy, e, [log Xj,t(vj)]} < 0o which we now show. Note that logz = logt 2 — log™ z for
all z > 0 where log™ z = max(log z,0) and log~ z = — min(log z,0). Thus,

E

+log™ z;.

sup \long,t(Uj)]] <E [logJr sup Xj(vj)
vje‘rj Uje‘rj

Now, by Lemma 1,

[e.e]
W .
Xjalwj) = 7= 5+ o Y BIVE L, as.
J =0

i=

for all v; € X;. Thus,

E

W Qs
sup Xj(v)| < —=+ —LFE[V2,].
v; €Y ! ]] 1_/Bj 1_/83 [ ' ]

Therefore, E[Y?] < oo implies that E{supvje-rj |long7t(’vj)|] < oo since

E [supy, ey, Xj7t(vj)] < oo implies that E [log+ SUPy, e, Xj7t(vj)} < oo by Lemma 2.2
in Straumann and Mikosch (2006). Finally, Assumption 6 is true by assumption. O
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To give conditions under which the ML estimator is also asymptotic normal, we need the

)

following result where, for all s € N, E((]®s is a JT1 x J*t1 matrix given by

[Eg®8>Lj = 0B [AGY], e {10}
with
Airo = efage] + Bo,
where ® denotes the Kronecker product.

Theorem 6 (Liu (2006)). If p(Mp) < 1 and p <zg®s>> <1, then E[Y¥] < o

In addition to the assumptions above, the ML estimator is asymptotic normal under the

following assumptions.

Assumption 16. 6 € int(0).

Assumption 17. p (E((]®4)) < 1.

Theorem 7. If Assumption 11-17 hold and I(68y) is invertible, then
VT (07 — 60) % N(0,1(60)7Y) as T — oo.

Proof. We need to verify Assumption 7-10 and the conditions in Lemma 3-6.

Let, as in the proof of Theorem 5, j € {1,...,J} be given. First, Assumption 7 is true by
assumption and Assumption 8 and 9 are trivially satisfied.

We now verify the conditions in Lemma 3. First, by Lemma 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch

(2006),

E |log" sup |[|Vu,¢;(Ve, Xji(v));v5) H2] <E[10g sup (1—|—Y;2+Xj,t(vj))]

v EY; vjeY;

<4log2+2E [log" |V;|] +E

log™ sup in(vj)],

viely

so Condition (i) is satisfied since E [Y?] < oo implies that E [log™ |¥;|] < oo by Lemma 2.2 in
Straumann and Mikosch (2006) once again and that E |log™ SUPy, e, in(vj)] < 00, see the

proof of Theorem 5. We now show that E {supvje-r], HVU].XM(UJ-)HZ;} < oo. First,

X +(v;) g ﬁv]t 1—i(v;)  a.s.

for all v; € X; where v;(v;) = (1,Y?, X;+(v;))’, so, by Minkowskis inequality,

i o a1
E su_II)_ HVUJX]t v;) H2] <E (ZB; sup ||vj7t1i(vj)||2>
=0 ]

vicly vj J

[e.e]
<) BiE
=0

7
4
sup ||Vj,t1(vj)||2]

’UJ'ETJ'

16



1
1

vj GT]'

1
— 4+ 16E [Y2,] + 16E
1—@‘( e

where the last inequality follows from the inequality |z + y[P < 2P|z[P 4 2P|y|P for all z,y € R
and p € (0,00). Moreover, by Lemma 1,

o0
Wi -
Xjr(v)) = =7 _Jﬁj oY B2 as.
=0

for all v; € X, so

E | sup X;{t(v])
’UJ'ETJ' i—=0
— o
w _ - 1
=7 —ta@ )y BE[VE]
o ﬁj i=0
wj aj ] 1
S R I ahE
1-— ﬁj 1—5, [ ]

by Minkowskis inequality once again. Therefore, E [SUijeTj HVUJ.Xj,t(Uj)H;l] < oo since
E [V#] < co. Finally,

sup H?vj%(Yt?Xj,t(vj);vj)—?vﬁj(}@anvt(Uj);vj)H = sup ‘vat(vj)—Xj,t(Uj)(a
UJETJ' 2 UJGTj

and

sup Ve, 65 (Y, Xja(vj);05) — %%(Ytath(Uj);vj)‘ =0,
vieX;

Xji(v)) — Xj4(vy)

€.a.s.

=" 0ast— oo.

so Condition (ii) and (iii) are also satisfied since sup,, ¢,
The conditions in Lemma 4 can be verified similarly.

Moving on to Assumption 10,

_ 4 1 1 Y?
E | sup |V, log f;(Yy; Xje(vj),vj)| | =E | sup |—= + -
Lerj‘ = 108 1Y Xja(v), v3) o 2% TRy
1 1
< —+=E[Y]
= .4 8 t
Z; Z;
and
1 vy [
E | sup |Va,o, log fj(Ye; Xji(vj),v5)| | = sup |=
LJ‘GTJ" o ’ Y ]‘ v; Y QXJZ,t('UJ) Xit(vj)
255

so Assumption 10 is also satisfied since E [YtS] < 00.
Finally, we verify the condition in Lemma 5. Note that

11 Y2

5.2 3
23:j x

E [ sup  sup |V, log f;(Ys; x5, v))|
'UjETj {L']'GXJ'

=FE [ sup sup

’UjETj {L']'GXJ' j
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AR

so that condition is also satisfied since E [Y;S] < 00. The condition in Lemma 6 can be verified

similarly. O

Note that Assumption 17 is a strong assumption that might be relaxed. We leave this for future

research.

7 Conclusion

State space models, autoregressive state space models, and observation-driven state space models
have been applied in numerous areas so statistical inference for these models is of significant
practical importance. While it has attracted much attention in the literature for both state
space models and autoregressive state space models, it is to a large extent undiscovered land for
observation-driven state space models.

In this paper, we proved consistency and asymptotic normality of the ML estimator for an
observation-driven state space model where X is finite. As a special case of the general theory, we
gave conditions under which the ML estimator for the widely applied Markov-switching GARCH
model by Haas et al. (2004b) is both consistent and asymptotic normal thus extending the work
by Kandji and Misko (2024).

An interesting extension of the paper could be to extend the theory to observation-driven
state space models where X is not necessarily finite to cover more of the examples in the intro-

duction. We leave this for future research.
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Appendix

In the following, C' € R is an arbitrary constant that can change from line to line.

A  Main Proofs

A.1 Proof of Lemma 1

For each j € {1,..., J}, (X (vj))tez is a stochastic process taking values in (X}, |- |) given by
Xjar1(vg) = 05 (Xj(v5);v5),
where (¢;¢+(-;v;))ez is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by
Gjit(xj;v5) = b (Ye, 255 v5)

with Lipschitz coefficient

D)4 (x5505) — @4(yj505)]
Ajvj) = sup PP i BRI < sup |V dga(g;05)| = Age(vy).
mj,ijXj ’wj - y]’ $j€Xj
T;#Y

The conclusion follows from Theorem 3.1 in Bougerol (1993), see also Lemma C.1, since, for
each j € {1,...,J},

(i) there exists an x; € X; such that E[log™ SUPy, e, |954(75 ;) — 2] < o0,
(i) E[log™ SUPy, ey, Ajt(vj)] < oo, and
(ili) E[logsup,,ex; Aji(v;)] <0

by assumption.

A.2 Proof of Lemma 2

The proof consists of two parts. The first part considers the stochastic process (m(0)):ez, and
the second part considers the stochastic process (7y,(8))ten-

First, (7,;(6))iez is a stochastic process taking values in (S, || - ||2) given by
my¢(0) = Pe(mi—1)1-1(0); 0),
where (¢¢(+;0))ez is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by
¢i(s;0) = Fi(P's; 0)P’s

with Lipschitz coefficient

Algy;0) = sup || (x;0) — d)t(Y?a)HQ.
’ x,);ES HX_YHQ

The fact that (m(0))iez is stationary and ergodic for all 8 € © follows from Theorem 3.1
in Bougerol (1993) if
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(i) there exists an s € S such that E[log™ supgeg ||¢:(s; 0) — s||2] < oo,
(ii) E[log™ supgee A(pr;0)] < 0o, and
(ili) there exists an r € N such that E[log supgce A((bgr); 0)] <0.

Condition (i) is trivial.
Note that

J
Po(Si =5 1Y )= Po(Sy=j|Si1=0Y" )Po(Si—1=i|Y",)
=1

for all t,u € Z such that t < u where
_ Pe(Y{edy!,Si=j|Si1= i, YL
Sl Po(Yp € dyt, Sy =k | S1 =4, YD)
Po(Y} € dy | YU, 80 = j, Sim1 = i)Pg(Se = j | Sim1 =i, YE)

Po(St =7 |Si—1=1Y")

P Pe(YPedyy | YL, S =k, Sim1 =i)Po(Si =k | Sy =i, YL
_ Pe(Yi edyt | YL, S = )Pe(Si =7 | Si1=14)
S Pe(Yy edyp | YL, 8 = k)Pg(S, = k | Sp—y = i)

Hence, 4, (0) := Pg(S; = j | Y ),j € {1,...,J} is given by
o (8) = i Po(Y} € dyp | Y., 50 = j)pi
it = -
m i1 Po(Y} € dy} | YL, Sy = K)pin

—00)

7Ti,t—1|u(0)
i=1

for all ¢,u € Z such that ¢t < u, and 7y, (0) := (71 44 (0), ..., T 74, (0))" is given by
7"t|u(0) = M:ﬁ\u(e)ﬂt—l\u(a)

for all t,u € Z such that ¢ < u where My, () is a stochastic matrix, that is, a matrix with

non-negative elements where each row sum to one, with generic element

Po(Y} € dy}' | Y, St = j)pij

My, (0)]i; = — . odjed{l,..,J}
T S Pe(Yy € dyp | YL, S = Bpu
Thus, we have that
w0 (6) = M;|t(9) T M:f—r+1|t(9)7rt—r|t(9) (3)

for all » € N where
_ PQ(YLTJA € dygfrJrl | Yt—iog’ Stfr = j)[ﬂ-tfr\tfr(e)]j
St Po(Yi oy €dyl oy | YL, Sy = k) [myjer (O]

This observation leads to Lemma A.2 proved using the following lemma.

[7i—r1:(0)]; , jed{l,.,J}
Lemma A.1. If there exists an € € (0,1) such that
Dij = €
foralli,j € {1,...,J}, then, for all 7,t € Z such that T < t, there exists a v.|;(0) € S such that
[M-.(0)]ij = e[vr1(0)];

foralli,j €{1,...,J}.

24



Proof. Let v,;(0) be a stochastic vector, that is, a vector with non-negative elements that sum

to one, with generic element

Po(Y: € dyt | YI5, S5, =)

v.:(0)];, = , J€EAL, ..., J}
O S vt e ay [yl s =
Then,
Po(YL € dy! | Y_OO,S = J)pij
[M-.(0)]i5 = — ’
Zk 1 Po(YL € dyl | YT 0, 57 = k)pik
PB(Yt € dy ‘Y—ooas _j)
= Wi 1 €[VT|t(0)]j
Y1 Po(YLedyt | YT O,S: =k)
for all 4,7 € {1,..., J}. O

Lemma A.2. Assume that there exists an € € (0,1) such that
Dij = €
foralli,5 € {1,...,J}. Then, there exists an « € (0,1) such that
161" (x:0) = &} (v:0) l2 < &' Cllx ~ y1|2
forallr € N and x,y € S.

Proof. Let r € N be given. First, ||z||2 < ||z||1 for all z € R’ implies that

167 (x;8) — ¢ (v )|l < [lp" (x;0) — & (y; 0)] 11 (4)

for all x,y € S. To ease the notation, let p;; = Po(Y]_. ., € dyi_,,; | YS! S, = j).
Equation (3) shows that
¢/ (2:0) = My, (8) M, ,,(0)2

for all z € S where
= — p]vtzj

Z; .
J J
§ :k:1 Pk t=Zk

An application of Lemma D.1 together with Lemma A.1 thus shows that there exists an « € (0,1)
such that

16" (x:0) — 6\ (y;0)|l1 < o"||% — Fh
for all x,y € S where

J

< <7 pj7txj p.]vty.]
%=l =>_ |7 - :
=1 Zk:1 Pk tTk zk:1 Pk tYk
Note that
Pjtly _ DjtY; DjtZ; _ PjtY; DjtY; B DjtY;
J J - J J J J
Zkzl PitTk Zk:l Pk tYk Zk:1 PEtTk Zk=1 PitTk Zk=1 Pkt Tk Zk:l Pk tYk

Pjtri  _ _ PjtYj Djt¥yi Pjtyj

<

Zizl Pk,tTk Ziﬂ Ptk Ziﬂ Ptk Zgﬂ Pk.,tYk
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J

> prl@e — yr)

k=1

___JEL__|._y¢+ PjtYj 1
= J j
Zi_l Pkt Tk Ziﬂ Pk,tYk Zi_l Pkt Tk

Dyt
Zk 1Pk, txk

1 1<
g’xj—yj’Jrg;\xk—yk\

y]’+zzk PE, ’xk_yk’
1

tTk

IN

since
Dix = ZPO(Yg—r—I—l S dyi—r—i—l \ YE‘O’;, St—rt1 = j)pij-
Jj=1

Hence,

r T TJ+1
oy (x:0) — ¢y (v;0)|x < 1% =yl (5)

for all x,y € S. Finally, ||z||; < v/J||z||2 for all z € R’ implies that

LT+ ST+ 1
0" x =yl < a” =Vl = vl (6)

for all x,y € S. Altogether, Equation (4)-(6) show that

r . LJ 1
1t (x;6) — " (y; 0)|]2 < Vi|lx =yl

for all x,y € & which concludes the proof. O

Condition (ii) and (iii) follow straightforwardly from Lemma A.2.

Moreover, (7r;;(0)):en is a stochastic process taking values in (S, || - [|2) given by

frt\t(e) = @t(ﬁt—l\t—l (6);0),

where (¢¢(+;80))ten is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by
bi(s;0) = Fy(P's; 0)P's
The fact that also supgeg || (6) — 74¢(0)]]2 %0 as t — oo follows if

(i) Eflog" supgee ||+ (0)|l2] < o0

(i) there exists an s € S such that supgeg ||P:(s;0) — ¢i(s; 0)[|2 %™ 0 as t — oo, and

€.a.s

(ili) supgee A(Pr — @13 0) “57 0 as t — oo

by using similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.10 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006).
As above, Condition (i) is trivial.

We have that

|[¢§t(s; 0) — du(s; 9)] 1

_ Zz 1 S (Vs ]t('UJ) V;)PijSi B Zz 1S (Ve X5 (0)), vj)pijsi
S S Ve Xis(or), v )pest Sny Sy fe(YVes Xt (Uk), vp ) pisesi
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for all j € {1,...,J}. Let m‘it : X x - x Xy — R be given by
S fiYs gy
Sty Sy Fe(Ye ke, vr)puesi

An application of the mean value theorem and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality shows that there
exists an X;(v) € {¢X;(v) 4 (1 — )Xy (v) : ¢ € [0,1]} such that

m?,t(x)

m? (X (v)) = mf 1 (Xe(v))] < [|Vamf (e (0)][2][Xe(v) = Xe(v)]]2,
where, if m # j,

[V (Xe(0)) )]

< 2L £V X (05), 03)Pi50) (21 | Vi Son (Ve Kot (Vm) U Pt 51)
B (i S (Ve Ko (k) vr)pigsi)?

< £V X54(05), 05) [V fon (Vi Xt (Um), U )|

T T ol AV X (k) vk ) piesi)?

< o105 X56(05), V)V S (V55 X, (Vm ), V)|

a (imy f1(Ye X (), vp))?

< CIVa,, 108 fin (Vs Kot (W), 0m)

and, if m = j,

|[Vaern (Xe ()]
< Zgzl [V frn (V5 Xm,t(vm)’vmﬂpimsi
S S0y (Ve X (0r), vr)pies:
(S Fon (Y5 Xt (Vm), 0m)Pim50) (it | Vit S (Yes Xt (Um), V) [Pims1)
(7 Sy (Ve X (0r), v ) pusesi)2
‘mefm(Y%%Xm,t(Um)avm)‘
TS o e (Yes Xiu (k) v ) puest
S (Ye; Xt (Um), Um)| Vi, fn (Vs Xint (Um), Um)|
(Chey 2oy fu (Ve X (vr), vk )pissi)?
C’v$mfm(}/t; Xm,t('um%'UM)‘
S fi(Yes Xa (o), vk)
Jm(Ye; Xm,t(vm)’vm”vmmfm(y;&; Xm,t('vm)’vm”
(S fu (Ve Xpep(0p), vp))?
< C|Va,, 108 fin (Y Xt (Um), U

+

+C

SO
J

||me?,t(xt(’v))||2 <C Z |v1'm 10g fm(Y;f;Xm,t(Um),vm”'

m=1

Hence, we have that

sup |[bi(s; 0) — ¢i(s; 0)];]

0cO
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A~

<C Z sup sup |vmm 10gfm(Y;€;xma'Um)| sup |Xn,t(vn)_Xn,t(vn)|

m,n=1 V€Y m TmEXm vn€YXn

for all j e {1,..J}. Condition (ii) then follows from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in
Straumann and Mikosch (2006) since (Y;)iez is stationary by Assumption 1, for each j €
{1,...,J}, there exists an m; > 0 such that E |sup,, ey, Sup,,ecx, |Vm]. log f;(Y%; xj,fvj)‘mf] < 00
by assumption, and, for each j € {1,...,J}, sup, e, |)A(j7t('vj) — X;(vj)] 57 0 as t — oo by
Lemma 1.

Moreover, we have that

sup |[(P¢(x;0) — P1(x;0)) — (¢:(y; 0) — ¢u(y; 0))];| < C'sup HVS[(J,’A)t(S;a)]j — Vs[u(s;0)];1]2

X,y€S |[x — yl|2 seS
XAy

for all j € {1,..., J} where

Hvs[(ﬁt(& 0)]j - vs[d)t(S? 0)]j]r’

A~

[i(Ye; X4 (v;), v5)prj B Ji(Ye; X5, (v;), v5)prj
T S A Y X (on), vRpimst oy oy Fi(Yas X (0r), v )piesi
Lo i £i (Y Xj,tA(Uj% vi)pijsi Ly £ (Vs X4()), v3)pissi
S S Fe (Ve X (or), v)pmst ooy Sy f1(Yes Xio o (0r), vi ) piesi
LC Sty eV Xa (o) oo Sy Fe(Ves Xea(0n), vk)pr
S S Fe (Ve X (on), v)pist ooy Sy fu(Yes Xio o (0r), vi ) piesi

for all 7 € {1,...,J} since @b —ab = (a — a)(b — b) 4+ (& — a)b + a(b — b).5 First, let mgt :
X; X -+ x Xy — R be given by

] (X) _ fj(n;xjavj)prj .
Soier Sy Su(Yis @, vr)piksy
Then, there exists an X;(v) € {¢X;(v) 4 (1 — )Xy (v) : ¢ € [0,1]} (not necessarily equal to the

one above) such that
[m3,(Xe(v)) —m$ (X (v))] < [|[Vxm$ (X (v))]|2]Xi(v) = Xe(0)]]2,
where, if m # j,

[Vxm$ o (Xe(0))]m|
< fj(Y;f; Xj,t(vj)’ Uj )prj(Zi]:1 |vminfm(na Xm,t ('Um)a Um)|plm5l)
B i (T o (Y )_(k,t(vk), Uk )Pikst)?

< £ X5 (05), V) [V frn (Ve Xo, (V) V)|
B (o Sl £V X s (vn), vr) piesi)2

®Note that for a function f : S — R where s; = 1—2;:_11 sj, [VEf(s)]; = Vs, f(s)=Va, f(s),j €{1,...J—1}

satisfies

IVEf(s)ll2 < CIIVE F(s)]2,
where [VY f(s)]; := Vs, f(s),5 €{1,...., J}.
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< 0

f(Y;vaJt(,UJ) V)|V, fm (Y2 Vi; Xom (Um), Um)|
(o (Ve X (o), vp))?
SC‘melogfm(Y;ﬂ m,t(’vm)7vm)’

and, if m = j,

(VxS (X (©))]m]
’vmmfm(y;ﬁXm,t(vm)7vm)’prm
TS S e (Yes Xu (k) v piesi
Im(Ys; Xm,t('UM)a Um)prm(Zi]:l Ve, frn(Ye5 th(vm)7 V) [Pim 51)
o oy (Ve Xe (), vk piksi)?
Ve frn(Ye; Xont (V) 0|
T S e (Yes Xu (k) v piesi
4 fm(Y;HXm,t('um)aUm)‘vxmfm(}/;t;)?m,t(vm)a’Um)‘
(T S0y (Yo X (0r), v ) pasesi)2
C|mefm(Yt;Xm,t(Um),Um)|
St Fe (Ve Xt (0r), 1)
Cfm(Y;t;Xm,t('vm)a'Um)|vmmfm(Y;€;Xm,t('vm)a'vm)|
(7 fu(Yes X o (vr), o))
< C|Va,, 108 fin (Vs Xt (Umn), Um)|

S0 p
Hvxmgt(xt(’v))HQ <C Z IV, 108 frn(Yes Xt (V) U |-
m=1
Second, let mgt t X x - x Xy = R be given by

J
Y.
m (x) Y i1 Je(Yes 2, vp) D

7 S S (Ve s o) piest

Again, there exists an X;(v) € {¢X¢(v) + (1 — &)Xy (v) : ¢ € [0,1]} (not necessarily equal to the
ones above) such that

[mg ¢ (Xe(v)) = m§;(Xe(v)] < [[Vxmg f(Xe())][2][Xe(v) = Xe(0)]l2,

where

[V (X (©))]m]
Ve frn (Vs Xt (V) O [Drm

T S Fe (Y X (), vk )pesi

(et Fe(Yes Xt (00), U)Poe) (27 [V, i (Vs Xt (V) U P s1)
o oy (Ve Ko (vr), vr)pigsi)2

Vo frn (Yes Xt (Um), U |
T S A (Ve X (on), vn)pisi
(e Fe(Yes Xt (V1) )V, (Va5 Xt (Um), 0|
(T S0y (Yo X (0r), v ) pusesi)2

_l’_

_l’_
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C|V:vmfm(Y;€;Xm,t(Um)a’Um)|
7 —
Zk 1fk(Y%§th(Uk)7Uk)
(Zk 1fk(Y;fant(’vk)avk)ﬂvxmfm(y;f;Xm,t('vm),vm)|
(Zk 1 Ji(Yes X (vr), vp))?
< C|Va,, 10g fin(Ye; Xt (Vm), Um)|

_l’_

SO
J

Hvxmg,t(xt(v))‘b <C Z Vs, log fm(Y;f§Xm,t(Um)7UM)’-

m=1

Hence, we have that

sup sup |[Vs[@e(s: 0)]; — Vs[ae(s: 0)]1|

0cO seS
J
<C Z sup sup |vmm 10g fm(n;xmavmﬂ sup |Xn,t(vn) - Xn,t(vn)|
m,n=1 V€Y m zmE€EXm €Y,

forall j € {1,...,J} and r € {1,..., J}. Condition (iii) then follows by using the same arguments
as above.
A.3 Proof of Theorem 2

First, recall that Lr(8) is given by Lr(0) = L3 T log f(Yi;0) where f(V;;8)
23‘]:1 7 ee—1(0) f5 (Ye; ]t(v]) v;). Moreover, let Lp(0) be given by Lp(@) =
%thzl log f(Y:;0) where f(Yy;60) = ijl Ti1t—1(0)f;(Ye; Xje(v5),v5) and let L(0) be given
by L(6) = E[log f(Yz; 0)].

The conclusion follows from Lemma 3.1 and 4.1 in Pétscher and Prucha (1997) if

(i) © is compact,
(i) suppce |Er(8) — L(0)] 5 0 as T — oo,
(i) @ — L(0) is continuous, and
(iv) L(0) < L(By) for all @ € © with equality if and only if 8 = 6.
Condition (i) follows from Assumption 2. Condition (ii) follows from Lemma A.3 and A.4 since

sup |L7(6) — L(6)| < sup |L7(0) — Lr(0)| + sup |Lr(6) — L(6)],
0cO 0cO 0cO

and Condition (iii) is a by-product of the law of large numbers used in the proof of Lemma A .4.

Lemma A.3. Under the assumptions in Theorem 2,

sup |L7(0) — L7(0)| 30 as T — .

0c®
Proof. We have that
sup |L7(0) — L1(6)| < —Z sup |log f(Y;0) —log f(Yy;6).
0cO — 6cO
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The conclusion thus follows from Lemma 2.1 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) if

supgeo | log f(Y;8) — log f(Y3;0)| “5™ 0 as t — oco.
We have that

|log f(Y4;0) — log f(Yy; 0)| < |log f(Yi;0) — log f(V;0)]
+ |log f(Y3; ) — log f(Y3; 0)],

where f(Y;;0) = ijl j1t—1(0) (Ve X;:(vj),v;). First, let mlt (0,00)7 — R be given by

J
mf 1(s) =1log > _ 5 i(Ye; X;4(vy),v;).
7j=1

An application of the mean value theorem and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that there
exists a my;_1(0) € {cfy—1(0) + (1 — c)my—1(0) : ¢ € [0,1]} such that

[m3 o (7e-1(8)) — m (11 (8))] < |IVsmd y(70y-1(0))|2]|7y-1(8) — 71 (B)] ]2,

where

F1(Ye; Xt (vr), vp)
23'121 ﬁj,t\tfl( )f](y;f7 ]J(U ), v )
1 Tri—1(0) f1 (Vs Xy (V1) vr)
ﬁk,t|t71(9) Z}] 175t~ 1(0) f5(Ys; ]t(vj) vj)

<C

|[vsm?,t(ﬁ't\t—1(0))]k| =

by Remark 1 so
IVsm? o(Fr-1(0))[]2 < C.

Moreover, let mgt X1 X - x Xy — R be given by

mZt logZth|t 1 fj Y;fax]"u])

Another application of the mean value theorem and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that

there exists an X, (v) € {¢X;(v) + (1 — ¢)X;(v) : ¢ € [0,1]} such that

[m8 (Xe(v)) —m3,(Xe(v))| < [|Vxm$,(Xe(v))]]2][Xe(v) = Xe(0)]2,

where
V.omd (X _ Tet)t—1(0)| Vay, fr(Yes _I_c t(vg), v
[ 2,t( £(V)) k| Z}']:ﬂTmt (0);(Ye: X4 (v;), )
_ 7Tk7t\t—1( )fk(Y;vak( k)> Uk) v 1 Vi ¥
ST s OV Kooy 8 P Fael0 o)
< |V, log fi(Ye; Xt (vr), vk)|
S0 ;
1Vem$ ,(Xe(0))[[2 <D |Vay, log fo(Ve; X (0r), v2)| -
k=1
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Hence, we have that

| log ft|t—1(Yt§ 6) — log ft\t—l(YZ;eﬂ < CHﬁ't\t—l(e) - 7"t|t—1(9)||2
J
+ > |V, log fi(Ye; Xt (vr), vi) || X (1) — Xi4(vr)]-

k=1
It thus follows from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) that
supgee |10g f(Yi;0) — log f(Yi;0)] “%" 0 as t — oo since (Yi)ez is stationary
by Assumption 1, for each j € {I,..,J}, there exists an m; > 0 such that
E |sup,, ey, supgcx, |Vm]. logfj(Yt;xj,vj)‘mj] < oo by assumption, for each j € {1,...,J},
SUPy, e, |)A(j7t('vj) — Xj(vj)] 5 0 as t — oo by Lemma 1, and Supgee ||7yi—1(0) —
je—1(0)] |2 “% 0 as t — oo by Corollary 1. O

Lemma A.4. Under the assumptions in Theorem 2,

sup |L7(0) — L(8)| 30 as T — oc.
0c®
Proof. The conclusion follows from the uniform law of large numbers by Rao (1962) if
(log f(Y%;0))icz is stationary and ergodic for all 8 € ® and E [supgcg | log f(Y;0)]] < .
First, (log f(Y%;0))iez is stationary and ergodic for all @ € © since (Y}).ez is stationary and
ergodic by Assumption 1, for each j € {1, ..., J}, (X, (v;))tez is stationary and ergodic for all
v; € Y; by Lemma 1, and (7r;;_1(0));ez is stationary and ergodic for all 8 € © by Corollary 1.

Note that ;

|log f(Yi;0)] < |log f;(Ve; X;.1(v;),v;)]
j=1
since
log f(Y% 6) > log . foin }fj(Yt;Xj,t(vj),vj)
j AR
= min log f;(Y:; X, ¢(v;), v,
el 8 fi(Ye; Xji(v5),v5)
J
> jeginJ}—\IOg £i (Y Xja(0),05)] = = [log f(Ye; Xj.e(v;), ;)
st
and
log f(Y3;0) <log max f;(Vy; X;(v)), vj)
je{l,...J}
= max log f;(Yy; Xis(v;),v;
P 8 fi(Ye; Xj.1(vj), vj)
J
< je?llaXJ}|10gfj(Yt;Xj,t(Uj)an)| < [log f(Ye; Xj.4(v;), ).
ot
Hence, E [supgcg |log f(Y;0)]] < oo since, for each j € {1,...,J},
E [SUijeTj |log f;(Y; Xj,t(vj),vj)]} < 00 by Assumption 5. O

Finally, Condition (iv) follows from Lemma A.5.
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Lemma A.5. Under the assumptions in Theorem 2,

L(6) < L(6y)
for all 8 € © with equality if and only if @ = 6.
Proof. We have that

L(0) — L(6p) =E [log %] .

Observe that
E lOg f(m)(}/;fa .. }/;f m+17 — ﬁ }/;f Z+17
f(m) (Y;f, Y;f m+17 00 1 }/2 l+17 00

-y M] ol J0E6)
_;E [log V)] " [ a0 |

SO

/(Y 0) } 1 S (Vi ooy Yeemi136) |
E|log-——=| = —E |lo
[ ® 7Y 00) ® T (Yo Vi3 00) |

Note that logx < x — 1 for all x > 0 with equality if and only if x = 1. Thus,

E |log
FO(Yy, ., Yieme1;600)

(m) .
f (}/;57 ---7Y;f—m+170) ] S 0

for all @ € © with equality if and only if f0™ (Y}, ...,Yi_mi1:0) = f (Y, ..., Yiemi1:60) ass.
Hence, we have that

L(6) — L(6) < 0

for all 8 € ® with equality if and only if 8§ = 8y by Assumption 6. U

A.4 Proof of Theorem 3

The conclusion follows from Lemma 8.1 in Potscher and Prucha (1997) if
(i) 6y € int(O®),
(i) O 5 0y as T — o0,

(iii) @ — L7(8) is twice continuously differentiable a.s.,

(iv) VTVoLr(By) % N(0,1(8p)) as T — oo,
(v) supgee || Voo Lr(0) — (—1(6))|]22 — 0 as T — oo, and

(vi) I(8p) is invertible.

First, Condition (i) follows from Assumption 7, Condition (ii) from Theorem 2, and Condition
(iii) follows from Assumption 8 and 9. Moreover, Condition (iv) follows from Lemma A.6, A.7,

and A.8.
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Lemma A.6. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,

sup [[VIVoLr(0) — VIVeLr(0)|]»“30 as T — .
0cO®

Proof. We have that

Voft Vel
fi

sup ||VTVgLr(8) = VTVoLr(6)|l2 < Z

6cO

)

2

where f; denotes f (Yy;0) and fy denotes f(Y;;60) and that

. 5 R .
sup Vofi VOft Z VoTjui—1fit  Veomjui—1fj

0cO ft t — @ ft ft 9
N Z sup Tisi—1Velie  Tini—1Velii

~ M

j= 196@ ft ft 9

where 7; 4,1 denotes 7;;,—1(0), f]t denotes f;(Y3; ]t,vj) Aj,t denotes Xm(vj), Tjle—1 de-
notes 7;,¢—1(6), fj: denotes f;(Ys; X1, v5), and X denotes X :(vj).

As in the proof of Lemma A.3, the conclusion thus follows from Lemma 2.1 in

Straumann and Mikosch (2006) if supeee‘ ijft - v%tft ‘% 0 as t — oo. This follows
¢ 2
if, for each j € {1,...,J}, supgece Veﬁj”}t_lfj’t —veﬂj’tf‘:_lfj’t ‘% 0 ast — oo and
t
2
SUPgeo ﬁj,t\t—}tvefj,t _ Wj,t\t—;tvefj,t OB 0 0t o0,
2
First,
Vo7t tflfj,t Vor;i—1fjt . f fit
o - <|[Vorju-1 = Vomjapally | == — =
ft ft 9 f ft
+C|Vorjgi1 = Vomjyiall,
fi S
+11Vom;tjt—1 |
H J | HQ f ft
We have that . . . .
LAV 3 L EAN Y B T E1
Ji Je Je e Je fi

where f; denotes f(Y;;0) = Z}»Izl 5 41t—1(0) (Ve X;:(vj),v;). By using the same arguments

as in the proof of Lemma A.3, we have that

fie _ Jit

J
; 7, < CH’frt\tfl - Wt\tlez +C Z ka 10gfk7t| |Xl,t - Xitl,
t

k=1

where  f;+ denotes  f;(Yy; Xji(v)),v;). It thus follows from Lemma 2.1
and 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch  (2006) that, for each j € {1,..,J},

Vorjue—1fit  Vermjii-1fjt

ft fe
2
in the proof of Lemma A.3, for each j € {1,..., J}, supgece ||Vo7; i1 — Vo, y—1ll2 “40 as

6&8

SUPgco 0 as t — oo since, in addition to the arguments used
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t — 0o where (Vo 1_1)tez is stationary for all @ € © and E [supgeg || Vo 4i—1[3] < 0o by
Corollary 2.

Moreover,

Tite—1Velit 3 Tite—1Veljt Vofjt Vel

j7t|t71|

ft Je 9 ft ft :
Vofii
J}t|t—1| 2 )
Vol ~ Volfjt
ft ft 9 ’

where

Vol Vol
ft ft

vmjfj,tve)zj,t B vmjfj,tVOXj,t
ft fe
Vofit Vel
ft fi

|

2

First, we have that

Ve, fitVeXi Vi, [V X

< vacj-fj,t xjfjt

[

fi fe 9 f
Va, Fit vx'fjt
4|t T g X
‘ft 7, Vo Xl
RLS AR

where

?xjfjﬂf _ vl‘jfj,t < vl‘jfj,t _ vl‘jfj,t vl‘jfj,t _ ?@jfjﬂf
Ji fi B [t i i Tt
By using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma A.3 again, we have that

v:lij'f_]‘,t v:vjfj,t

<C Wg:j log fj,t‘ || 7y—1 — Wt\tleQ

ft [t
J — — A
+ CZ |vm]~m]~ lOg fj,t| |Xl,t - Xl,t|
1=1
J — — — — A
+C Z |V, 10g it |Va, 10g fre| | Xie — Xual-
k=1

Second, we have that

Vofit Vel
ft ft

Vofit Vel Vofit Vel
i i Tt ft

By using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma A.3 once again, we have that

2 2 2

Vol _ Vafj
ft ft

d;
< CZ ‘v[vﬂh log fjvt‘ |1 — 7rt|t71H2
h=1

2
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dj J
+ CZ Z ‘v["-’j}hxj log fj,t‘ | X1 — Xi4
h=11=1

dj J
+ O30 D7 | Vit 108 Fie| [ Vi Jog fea| 1K — Xl
h=1k,I=1
It thus follows from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) that, for each

ﬁj,t\t—lvefj,t _ Tiae—1Velit
ft ft 9
addition to the arguments used in the proof of Lemma A.3, for each j; € {1,...,J},

e.a.s. . .
— 0 as t — oo since, in

j € {1,..,J}, also supgcg

SUPy, e, ||VU].X]¢ — Vo, Xjill2 “4 0 as t = oo where (Vo X t)tez is stationary for all
v; € Y; and E[supvje-rj ||VUij,t||;kj] < oo by Lemma 3. Moreover, for each j €
{1,...,J}, there exists an m; > 0 such that E {supvje-r], SUP ;e x, ||V, logfj7t|‘;”J} < 00,

E Sup’l}jETj Supl’jEXj |vfl'j1'j log fj,t‘mji| < 0, and E |:Sup’l)j€‘rj Sup:ijXj Hv’l)jfl'j log fj,t‘ ‘;nj:| <
oo by assumption. O

Lemma A.7. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,
VTV oL1(80) % N (0,E [Velog f(Vi;00)Ve log f(Vi;00)]) as T — cc.

Proof. The conclusion follows from the central limit theorem by Billingsley (1961) together
with the Cramér—Wold theorem if (Vg log f(Y%;0p))iez is a stationary and ergodic martingale
difference sequence and E [||Vglog f(Yz; 60)|3] < oo.

First, (Vglog f(Y;60))icz is a stationary and ergodic martingale difference sequence since,
in addition to the arguments used in the proof of Lemma A.4, for each j € {1,...,J},
(Vu,; Xj1(vj))iez is stationary and ergodic for all v; € Y; by Lemma 3, for each j € {1, ..., J},
(Vo 11—1(0))iez is stationary and ergodic for all @ € © by Corollary 2, and

=0.
6=00

E [Velog f(Yi;00) | Y] = /y Vo f(y;0)lg—g, dy = Ve/yf(y;H)dy

We have that

|V log £(Yi;00)]13 = IV f(Yi;00)|[3

J2(Yy;00)
where

Vo f(Yz;60)l|5

J
<> IVemi-1(00)2£i(Ye; Xia(vi0), vio)l[Vor;se—1(80)|l2;(Yi; Xj.4(v50), vj0)

ij=1
J
+2>  IVomige—1(00)|]2.£i(Ye: Xit (0i0), 0i.0)7j 411 (00) Vo £5 (Ve Xt (v50), vj0) |2
ij=1
J
+ 3 mig-1(00)11 Ve fi(Ye; Xit(vi0), 0i0)l|27j41-1(80)| Vo f5(Ye; Xje(v5.0), v5.0) 2,
=1

SO
E [||Velog f(Yz; 60)|13]
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2
J
<C Z (E [||V07Tj7t\t—1(90)||%])1/2

j=1
J
+C S (B [[IVomi1(00)13]) " (E [IIVolog £(Yi: Xju(vio) vi0)l3])
i,j=1
J 2
+ [ D (B[l[Velog £;(Vs: Xj,t(vj,o),vj,o)||§])l/2
j=1

Moreover, we have that

1

Vo fi(Ye; Xjt(v50), vs0)l13
X or0) o0y Vel Xia(wi0), vs0)llz

Volog f;(Ye; X;4(vj0),v0)|3 =
H j( t Jt( J ) J )HQ fJQ(K7

where
Ve f;(Ye; Xj4(vj0), 0503
— 2
<V, £5(Y5 X.4(050),05.0) | [ Vo Xju(vj0)13
+ 2|V, £5(Ye X50(050), v50) | Vo Xt (050l |21V f5(Yes Xt (vj.0), 0502
+ Ve f;(Ye; Xja(v50),050) 13
SO

E [[|Volog f;(Ys; X ¢(vj0), vj0)ll3]

< <E va] log f;(Ye; Xj(v50), vj0) ‘ij/(kj_l)} ) o/ (E [| Ve X 1(vj0)l |§k1} ) v

2 <E [Wm log fj(Yt;Xj,t(vj,o),vj,o)\%j/(krl)})(krl)/%j (E [vavat(uij)H;kj})1/%3'

= 1/2
- (E [V log £;(Ye: Xj4(vj0). v0)|3])
+E[||Velog f;(Ye; Xje(v50), vj0)[3] -

Hence, E [||[Vglog f(Yz;60)|[3] < oo since, for each j € {1,...

2k;
E |supy, e, [[Vo,; Xt (v))]27

E __supge@ IVom;:—1(0)]3] < oo by Corollary 2, and, for each j
v 2k /(kj—1
{1,... 7}, E [Supvjerj |Va, log fi(Ye; Xj4(v5),v5)| ki )} < 00

E SUPy e ||vvj log fj(n;Xj,t(Uj),vj)H%] < o0 by Assumption 10.
Lemma A.8. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,
I(69) = E[Vglog f(Y:;60) Ve log f(Yy;60)] -

Proof. We have that

1
f2(Y3;60)

+/yveef(y; 0)lg—g, dy

= —E [Vglog f(Y3;00)Ve log f(Yi;00) | Y }]

E [Voelog f(Yi;00) | Y] = —E [ Vof(Yi;00)Ve f(Vi;00) | YL
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-aJ}a

S
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+ Vee/yf(y; 0)dy

0=0y
= —E [Vglog f(Vi;80)Ve log f(Yi;60) | Y L]

and thus that

E [Vog log f(Yi; 60)] = —E [V log f(Yi; 00)Ver log f(Yi; 09)]

Condition (v) follows from Lemma A.9 and A.10 since
sup || Voo Lr(6)—(—1(8))[l2,2 < sup |[VooL1(8)— Voo L1(0)|]2,2+sup [ Voo L1(0)—(=1(8))[[2,2.
6cO 6c® 6c®
Lemma A.9. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,
sup Voo L1(0) — Voo L7 ()22 50 as T — oo.
€

Proof. We have that

Vo/iVeofi Vol Vel

T
. 1
sup [[VogL1(0) — Voo L1(0)ll22 < > sup

0c® 1—1 0€© ft ft Tt It 9.9
T ~
1 \Y% Vv
L3 sup 00/t _ Vool 7
T 1—1 0€© ft It 9.9
where f; denotes f(V;;0) and f; denotes f(V; ), that
. . . 2
VoftVoft VefiVofi|l _  ||Vefe Vefi
0cO ft ft ft ft 9.9 ) ft It 9
‘ Vot Veft Vo fi
+ 2 sup sup —— —
oco || ft |lrecol| f fe |,
and that
. g . .
Voof: Veof: VooTji-1fit  VeoTji—1[it
sup — — < Z sup z -
oco || fi fe ||, ‘S oco fe It 0o
J A .
Vomii+—1Ve fi Vormi+—1Ve fi
19 Z sup 07 t|t Al o fj,t _ 07 ;tt—1Ve fj,t
=1 0co ft ft 2.2
J X .
Titli—1 Voo fi Tii—1Veo S
—|—Zsup i1 00fit  Titp—1Vealii 7
=1 0cO ft ft 2.9

)

where 7,1 denotes 7;,_1(0), fjﬂg denotes fj(}/};Xj7t,vj), Xj,t denotes Xjﬂg(’l}j), Tjte—1 de-
notes 7;¢—1(0), fj denotes f;(Yy; X4, v;), and X denotes X (v;).

The conclusion thus follows from Lemma 2.1 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) if

Voft Vo fi _ Voft Vo ft Veolft _ Vealft
SPoce H fo fe fooJeoflog fe fe o2 -

as t — o0o. The former follows from the arguments used in the proof of Lemma A.6 and

€.a.S.

— 0 as t — oo and supgece H 40
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€.a.S.

Vootjtje—1f5t  Veomje—1f5t A

ft ft

the latter follows if, for each j € {1,...,J}, supgece

2,2

€.a.s.

=" 0 as t — o0, and

Veﬁ'j,t\t—lvelfj,t . Veﬂ'j,t\t—lvelfj,t

0 as t — 00, supgece 7 T,

2,2

e.a.s.

Tili—1Veolit  Tisi—1Veealit
Stt=17 8875t _ Tt J =0 as t — o0.

ft fe

SUPgco

First,

2,2

)

fir _ fit

Hveeﬁj,tt—lfj,t _ VeoTji-1fit

< ||Veott;—1— Veeﬂj,tuqHz,Q

ft fe 2,2 Je fi
+C Hveeﬁj,ﬂtfl - VBBWj,t\t*IHQ,z
fie 1,
+ Hveeﬂji‘t—lHlQ }tt - f :

It thus follows from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) that, for each

Voot tjt—1fit  Veomjji—1fjt

ft Tt

“4 0 as t — oo since, in addi-

J € {1,....J}, supgeo

2,2
tion to the arguments used in the proofs of Lemma A.3 and A.6, for each j € {1,...,J},

supgeo ||VooTi—1 — Voo i—1ll2:2 “%4% 0 as t — oo where (VeooTjsi—1)tez is stationary for
all @ € © and E [suppeg || Voo yi—1ll2,2] < oo by Corollary 3.

Moreover,
V@ﬁ'ji‘t_lvBlfj’t _ V07Tj7t|t_1ve/fj,t < HVQﬁ"t‘t - VQﬂ"t‘t 1H v@fj,t . vﬂfjﬂf
ft J 2,2 - ) g : J fi 2
X Volfjt
+ vaﬂj7t‘t—1 - VO”jvt\t—luz ftj
ng‘t Vofit
+ || Veor - - =
‘ ‘ Jvt‘t 1 | |2 ft ft 9

It thus follows from the arguments used in the proof of Lemma A.6 that, for each j € {1,..., J},
veﬁj,t\ttlva’fj,t _ Vomji-1Ver fit

7 T, “4F 0 as t — oo.
t

2,2

also supgce

Finally,

Tite—1Veafit  Tiy—1Veeljt

Veofit Veofit
It fi 2

It fi

'Veefj,t
ft

< |Rjage—1 — Tigge—1|
2,2

2,2

+ ‘ﬁ-jﬂt't*l B 7Tj7t|t71|

2,2
Voofit Vealjt

" fi Tt

2,2
where

Vool ~ Vool

Vo, fi4V6 X4 Ve Xt B Vaja; [14V0 XV X
ft ft 3

It ft
Vo, [ Voo Xt B Ve, [5.tVeo X1
ft ft

l

2,2

2,2

)
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+2 vemjfj{ve/)zj,t B verjfjvtve/Xj’t
. Je 22
N Voofit _ Veofis
ft fi 2,2
First, we have that
vxjxjfj,tver,tve/in _ vmjmjfjvtver’tvelXj’t
7 It 2,2
v ft \Y f t
< 3&’;’ J WCJ . Hvethve' Xjt— VoXj, tv"’XJtHQQ
t b
?m-m'fjt ?W”'fjt 2
X j AJ v IS VOXAt
> 7 Ve X4l
Vi, fit
- '% HVOX] VeoXji—VoX;iVe X; t‘ ‘2 2’

where

‘V:Bjxjfj,t o v:l?jll?jfj,t < v:l?j:lijfj,t _ v:l?j:lijfj,t + v:l?j:lijfj,t o V:vj:vjfj,t‘

ft fi ft ft ft Je
where f; denotes f(Y;;0) = ijl Ti1t—1(0) f5(Ye; Jt(’vj) v;) and

~ ~ 2 ~
[V0X50V0 X5 = VoX; Vo X <||VoXsa = VoXia|| +21170Xl,|[Vo X — Vo

By using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma A.3, we have that

vmm'f',t vx'x'f',t P ~
2 It SRR < ¢ ‘Va:ja:j Ingj,t‘ || 74je—1 — 7rt|t71H2
ft ft

_ .2
+C‘ij 10gfj,t‘ Hfrt\t—l —Wt\t—l“Q

J
+ CZ |?xﬂm log JFJt‘ ’Xl,t — Xy
=1

J
+C Z Wﬂﬁﬂﬁj log JEN‘ Wﬂ% log fkt‘ ’Xl,t — X4l
k=1

J
+ C Z Wm] log fj,t|2 ka 10g f_k;ﬂf‘ |Xl,t — Xl,t|a
k=1

where f;; denotes f;(Yz; Xj+(vj),v;). Second, we have that
vxjfj,tVQer,t B Ve, [i.tVeo Xt < vm{fj,t B Ve, fit
2,2 - Je fi

ft ft )
Vo fit Ve fit
| S |G X
7, £, H ]7tH2,2
\Y
+ $’f]t HVBOX]t VeethH ,
2,2
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where

?xjfj,t . ?xjfj,t ?@jfjﬂf o vl‘jfj,t
ft fi ft ft
as in the proof of Lemma A.6. Third, we have that

IN

?x{fj,t _ ?@j fjﬂf
ft ft

Vou; [itVe Xt Veu; [itVe Xt Vou; [it  Veu; [t

< [ Vo%50 - Vo |
' ft ft 2o ‘ 7, 1 ; gt it
?9 'f‘ﬂf ?9 'f‘,t
2 = 2| (190Xl
fi L,
Vou, [i .
933] f]7t HVOXJ’t — VOX_],tH s
Tt ) 2
where
v@xj fj’t _ vexjfj,t < vexjijt . v@a:j fj,t vOa:jfj,t B ?ngfj,t
fi I 2 - fe fi 2 e fe )
By using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma A.3 again, we have that
Vou fit Vew f 4
Or; ',t O ‘,t B R )
w - || < CZ Viv,luz; 108 fj,t‘ |1 — e
It It ) —
dj
+C Z ‘V[Uj]h log fjvt‘ ‘ij log fj,t‘ Hfrt\t—l = Tjt—1 | ‘2
h=1
dj J .
+C Z Z ‘v[vj]h$j$j log fj,t‘ ‘Xl,t - Xl,t’
h=1I=1
dj J ) i
+ CZ Z ‘v[vﬂh%‘ log fj,t‘ ‘ka log fk,t‘ | X1 — Xi4]
h=1k,l=1
i J ) ) i
+ CZ Z |V 10g fit] ‘V[vj]h log fj,t‘ | X1 — X4
h=11=1
4 7 o - i
+C Z ‘v[vﬂh log fJEt‘ ‘Vl“j log fj,t‘ |V:vk log flc,t| | X1 — X4l
h=1k,I=1
Finally, we have that
Vool _ Veofit - Vool B Vool Voo s Vool
e fi e ft foo s ft fe 2o

By using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma A.3 once again, we have that

Vool B Veolfjt
ft fi

d;
=C Z ‘v[vj]h[vj]i log fj,t‘ H’frt\tfl - Wt\tqHQ
2,2 hi=1

d;
+C Y W[vﬂh log fj,t‘ W[vm log fa‘,t‘ [T |
hyi=1
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U
<

+
Q
M~

‘v[vj}h[vj]il‘j log fj,t‘ |Xl7t — Xy

h,i=1[=1
dj J
+C > W[vj]h[vj}i log fgt‘ |V, 1og fre| 1 X1 — Xl
hyi=1 k=1
d; J R
+C 33 Vo, 108 Fia| [V, o8 Fia| 100 = Xul
hi=1 =1
dj J R
+C > W[Uj}ixj log fj,t‘ W[uj]h log fj,t‘ | X1 — Xl
hyi=1 1=1

dj J
+C Z Z ‘v["-’j]h log fjvt‘ ‘v["-’j}i log fj,t‘ {vmk log fk,t{ | X1e — Xi4l.
hi=1k,l=1

It thus follows from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) that, for each

€.a.s.

7 it t—1veef',t it t—1veef',t . .
tle=l 08750 2l 2 =" 0 as t — oo since, in ad-

ft fe
2,2
dition to the arguments used in the proofs of Lemma A.3 and A.6, for each j € {1,...,J},

Jj € {1,...,J}, also supgee

SUDPy, e, HVUJ.UJ.)Qt — ijvaj,tHg,g “% 0 as t — oo where (ijvaj,t)teZ is stationary

for all v; € Y; and E [supvje-rj ||VU].U].Xj,t||]2€,j2} < oo by Lemma 4. Moreover, for each

Jj € {1,...,J}, there exists an m; > 0 such that E {supvje-r], SUp, ey, vajvj log fj,t‘ g;] < 00,
_ m. — my

E |:Sup’uj'€'rj Supl’jEXj |v1']‘1']’1']’ log fj,t‘ Ji| < 0, E |:Sup’l)j€'rj Supl’jGXj HV’UJ':BJ':BJ' lOg fj,t‘ |2 J:| <

oo, and E [supvje-rj SUPy, e x; vaﬂ,ﬂj log fj7t| ‘;n;} < 0o by assumption. O
Lemma A.10. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,

Sug [|IVeo L7 (6) — (—1(0))||2,2 20 as T — oo.
€

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma A.4, the conclusion follows from the uniform law of large
numbers by Rao (1962) if (Vgglog f(Y};0))iez is stationary and ergodic for all & € © and
E [suppee | Voo log £(¥i:0)]l52] < oc.

First, (Veg log f(Y:;0)):cz is stationary and ergodic for all @ € © since, in addition to the
arguments used in the proofs of Lemma A.4 and A.7, for each j € {1,..., J}, (Vu,0; X;t(V)))tez
is stationary and ergodic for all v; € Y; by Lemma 4, and, for each j € {1,..,J},
(Voo i—1(0))iez is stationary and ergodic for all @ € ® by Corollary 3.

We have that

1

IVor (Vi 0)II5 + 5575

1
Voo log f(Y2;0)|]2,2 < 7 Voo f(Yt;0)]l2,2

(Y4 0)

where
|Vaa f(Ys:0)|]2,2

J
< 1IVeome-1(0) 2,25 (Ye; X5 (05), ;)
j=1
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J
+2) " |IVom;e—1(0)12] Vo f5 (Ya; Xj.0(v;), v7)ll2
j=1

J
+ ) T 1(0)|Voa £ (Ve Xju(v)), 0)) 2.2,
j=1
SO
E [sup || Voo log f (Y 9)"2,2}
0cO

<E [sup [[Veglog f(Yi; 9)||§]
0cO

J
+ CZE [328 ||V097Tj,tt1(0)||2,2:|

j=1
J 1/2 1/2
+03 (2 |5 9om001 @8] ) (B [sup 101085355 X3000). ) B
= 0cO 0cO

J

+ ZE [sup [|Ve logfj(ﬁ;Xj,t(Uj%Uj)H%}
o leco
J

+ 2B [sup [ Vao o (155 X30(0), 03 2]
j=1 €

Moreover, we have that

1 2
[Veg log fj(Ye; X 1(vj),v))]|2,2 < ij(Y;t;Xj,t(Uj),Uj) Ve fi(Ye; Xj(v)),v5)]]5

1

+ Voo fi(Ye; Xjt(v5),v5)|2,2
73V Xyaloy), o) | 00 il
where
IVeo f;(Yes X (0;),05)l2.2 < [Va,a, £5(Yes X (05), 0))|[[ Vo X0 (v))|[3
+ Ve, 15 (Ve X e(v5), )| Voo Xt (v;)]2,2
+2[|Vou, f5(Ye; Xj1(v), v5)[2]| Vo X (v)]]2
+ Voo fi(Ye; Xj(v;),v5)]2,2,
SO

E [SUP ||V log fj(Yt;Xj,t(Uj),Uj)||2,2}
0cO
<E [sup Vg log (Vi Xj,twj),vj)u%]
0cO

r - S (kj—1)/k; A
+<E sup Vg, log f;(Ye; X4 (v;), vj) |2/ ki~ >]> <E [sup||ver,t(vj)||21]>
10cO 0cO

r ~ P (kj=1)/k; o 1\ /¥
N (E sup [V, 1o (Vs X (), w7)| 5/~ >D (E [sup V6 X;0(07)|2 D
NJSC) 0cO
1/k;

r (kj—1)/k;
— ) L k.
+ (IE sup |V, log f;(Ye; Xje(v;), v;)| /%5 l)D (E [Sup ||V99Xj,t(vj)||2f2]>
10O 0cO
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kj—1)/2k;

€ 1

) 1/2 oo T\ /285
- (E [p Vlog fj(Yt;Xj,t(vj),vj)H%D (E [p V6 X, (0|1 ])
0cO 0cO

_ s /(s —1) (kj—1)/k;j LT\ Wk
2 (E [p Vs, log 5 (Yis X;0(07) 07| [/ D (E [sup ||v9Xj,t<vj>||;]>
0cO 0cO

I E [sup [V log fj(Yt;Xj,t(vj),vj)lli]
6cO®
+E [Sug |[Veg log fj(K;vat(Uj)avj)Hm} :
c

Hence, E [supgee ||Voolog f(Ys;0)||22] < oo since, in addition to the arguments used in
the proof of Lemma A.7, for each j € {1,...,J}, E {supvje-r], ||ijvaj,t(vj)||]2€7j2} < o0
by Lemma 4, for each j € {1,..,J}, E[supgce |[Voomjsi—1(0)ll22] < oo by Corol-
lary 3, and, for each j € {1,...,J}, E[supvje-rj Vaa; 10gfj(Y;f;Xj7t(vj),vj)|kj/(kj—1)] <

<, E[supy, e, [[Vaya, 10g (Ve Xa(vy), vp)ll5 7| < o,  and

E {Supvje-rj V0, log f;(Yy; Xj,t(’vj),vj)||2,2:| < 00 by Assumption 10. O

Finally, Condition (vi) is true by assumption.

B Other Proofs

B.1 Proof of Lemma 3
For cach j € {1,...,J}, (Vu,X;+(v;))tez is a stochastic process taking values in (R%, || - ||2)
given by
Va, Xji11(v5) = 85 (Vo X (V)5 05),
where (qﬁf’t(-; v;))tez is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by
$5.4(%5305) = Va, 05V, Xj.0(07);05)%) + Vi, 65 (Ve Xt (05); ;)
with Lipschitz coefficient
A@F 5 05) = [V 05 (Ye, Xja(v));05)]-
The first conclusion follows from Lemma C.2 since, for each j € {1, ..., J},
(i) Eflog™ supy, e, ||V, @5(Ye, Xje(v))iv5)l2] < oo,
(i) Ellog™ sup,, e, [V, 05(Ve, Xjt(v)); v5)]] < oo, and
(iif) E[logsupy, ey, [Va,;0;(Ye, Xje(v;);v5)]] <0

by assumption.”

"Condition (ii) and (iii) follow from Condition (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 1.
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Moreover, for each j € {1,...,J}, (Vu, X} :(vj))ien is a stochastic process taking values in
(R%, ]| - ||2) given by
Va, Xji11(v5) = 65 (Vo X (V)5 05),

where (qﬁit(-; v;))ten is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by
054 (3 07) = Vi 65 (Y, Xj,0(07); )% + Vi, (Y, X (v)):05).
The second conclusion follows from Lemma C.2 as well since, for each j € {1, ..., J},
(i) Elsupy, e, Vo, Xje(v))][57] < oo,
(i1) supy, e, [V, 05 (Ye, Xjit (07);05) = Va8 (Ve, Xj(v;);05)[[2 “57 0 as ¢ — oo, and
(i) supy,ex, [V, 85 (Ve Xj1(v); v5) = Vi, 65 (Ve Xjo(v;); 7)) “57 0 as ¢ — oo

by assumption.

B.2 Proof of Lemma 4
For each j € {1,..., J}, (Vu,;0; Xj1(vj))iez is a stochastic process taking values in (RG> ||-||2,2)
given by
V0; Xj14+1(0)) = 671 (Va0 Xjt(v);05),
where (qﬁﬁ’(, v;))tez is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by
$71 (X5 v5) = Vo, 05 (Ye, X5 (05);05) X5 + Voo, 85 (Ve Xt (05)05) Ve, Xj o (05) Vay Xt (v5)
+ Vo, Xj.1(0)) Vay0,05 (Y, X5t (07);07) + Vi, 65V, Xj1(05):05) Vi Xt (v5)
+ ?'L’jvj 05 (Ye, Xje(v)); v5)
with Lipschitz coefficient

A@35505) = [Va, 65 (Vi Xj0(v));05)]

as above.

The first conclusion follows from Lemma C.2 since, for each j € {1,..., J},

(i) Eflog™ SUPy e ; ’?$j$j ¢;(Ye, Xje(v5); v5)|] < o0, Eflog™* SUPy e, vajmj ¢;(Ye, Xje(v5); vj)ll2] <

oo and Eflog™ supy, e, ||V, 5 (Y2, Xjt(v)); v5)]2,2] < o0,
(i) Ellog™ sup,, e, [V, 05(Ve, Xjt(v)); v5)]] < oo, and
(iif) E[logsupy, ey, [Va,;0;(Ye, Xje(v);v5)]] <0

by assumption.
Moreover, for each j € {1, ..., J}, (ijvaj,t(Uj))teN is a stochastic process taking values in
(RE*% || - [[2,2) given by

ijvaj,t—f—l('Uj) = ¢§§(vv]"vaj,t(/vj); Uj)?
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A~

where (977 (+ v;))teN Is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

G (X5 05) = Vi, 05 (Ve Xj4(0);0)X; + Vi, 65 (Ve Xja (05); Uj)ijXj,t(Uj)Vv; ;.t(v;)
+ Vo, Xt (0)) Vi, 85 (Ve X5:(07);07) + Voo, 85 (Ve Xj(0);05) Vo X (05)

+ ?vjvj(éj(}/h Xj,t(’uj)7 U])

The second conclusion follows from Lemma C.2 as well since, for each j € {1,..., J},

. k
() Elsupy,ex; [V, Xj.6(05)ll2)] < 00,

(i1) supy e, [Vaja; 65 (Ve Xje(03);05) — Vaya; 65 (Ve, Xju(vj); o)l “5" 0 as t — oo,
SUPy, e, "?ijj(bj(}/%’vat(Uj);vj) - ?Uﬂﬁj(ﬁj(n?Xj,t(vj);vj)HQ “%" 0as t — oo and
Supvje'rj ||vvjvj¢j(n’Xj,t(vj); vj) - vijjQSj(Y;,Xj,t(vj);vj) |2,2 o 0 as t — oo, and

(1) supy,ex, [Va; 5 (Ve Xj.1(v); v5) = Vi, 5 (Ve Xjo(v;); )] “57 0 as ¢ — oo

by assumption.®

B.3 Proof of Lemma 5
First, (Vomy1(0))icz is a stochastic process taking values in (R=D4 || . ||3) given by

V07"t|t(9) = ¢?(V07"t—1\t—1(9)§ 0),

where (@7 (+;0))ez is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

J-1
(&7 (x30)] (1) d-m Z (?[ﬂj [e(1_114-1(0);0)] . — Vin], [@e(i_1)-1(0); 9)]n) %] - 1)dtm
j=1
(nym) € {1, J — 1} x {1, ....d},

+ v[g]m [¢t(7"t—1|t—1(9); 0)] n’

see Appendix E for details, with Lipschitz coefficient
T(x:0) — AT (v: 0
A(¢Zr,0) — sup ||¢t (Xa ) ¢t (Ya )||2

x,y €R(J-1)d l[x — ¥l|2
XAy
©® with

The fact that (Ve (0))cz is stationary and ergodic for all 6 €

Elsupgee ||[Vomy:(0)|[3] < oo follows from Lemma C.2 if

(i) Ellog™ supgee ||¢F (0;0)]]2] < oo,
(ii) Eflog" supgee A(¢; 0)] < oo, and

(iii) there exists an 7 € N such that E[logsupgeg A((¢F));0)] < 0;

the former is a direct consequence of Lemma C.2, and the latter is a bi-product of Lemma C.2,

see later.
8Condition (iii) follows from Condition (iii) in Lemma 3.
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Condition (i) follows if, for each (n,m) € {l,..J — 1} x {1,..,d},
E[log™ supgce \?[g]m [(bt(ﬂ't,”t,l(G); 0)]n || < co. This is true if, for each j € {1,...,J — 1},

7Ta,t71|t71(0)fb(yz; Xb,t('Ub)7 ’Ub)

E [log* sup i 5 ] < 00
0€0 | > i1 D imr Pl —1)t—1(0) fr (Vs X e (vr), vr)
and
(Z;jzl PijTit—11t—1(0)f; (Ye; Xj ¢ (vy), Uj)) Ta,t—11t—1(0) fo(Ye; Xo.t(vp), vp)
E |log™ sup < 00

2
fc® (2}521 Zijzl plkﬁz,t—1\t—1(0)fk(yt;Xk,t(vk),Uk))
for all a,b € {1,...,J} and

2;121 pijﬂ-i.,tfl\tfl(e)v[va]bfa(y;f; Xa,t(va)a Ua)

E [log* sup i i ] < 00
0€0 | > i1 D imy Pkl i—1)t—1(0) fr (Vs X,e(vr), vr)
and
(S pismse a1 (0) 15 (Ve X(03),03) ) (S pramve1ie-1(8) Vi), fa (Vi Xy (00), va) )
E |log™ sup < 00

6co ( J J ) 2

Dokt 2ot PkT L —11—1(0) fu (Ye; Xt (0r), 'Uk:))
for all @ € {1,...,J} and b € {1,...,d,}, see Appendix E for details. Condition (i) thus
follows since, for each j € {1,...,J}, E{supvje-rj SUp,; cx; Wm]. logfj(Yt;xj’vj)‘mj] < 00,

2%; - :
E {supvjerj vaij,t(Uj)Hz ’} < oo, and E {supvje-rj SUP, e, ||V, log fj(Yt;xj,vj)H;nj] <
oo by assumption.
Let r € N be given. For each (n,m) € {1,...,J — 1} x {1,...,d}, we have that

T
D)

I
(]

(@0 =3 (Vim, (87 i (00:0)] Vi, 87 (i (00:0)] ) K- tyaim
1

<1| -

{(:bt (ﬂ-tfr\tfr(a); 9)}

n

for all x € R=D4 Note that

16, (x;0) — ¢t (v; O)ll2 < Ay 0)|Ix — ]l

for all x,y € S so, for each j,n € {1,...,J — 1},

‘vmj {(bz(tr)(ﬂ-tfr\tfr(o);e)}n ~ Vi, {¢§ (74— rjt—r(0) } ‘ < A(g(";0),

see Straumann and Mikosch (2006) for a similar argument. Hence, for each (n,m) € {1,...,J —
1} x {1,...,d}, we have that

— (™)) (v
(n—1)d+m [(¢t ) (y’ 9)} (n—1)d+m

[ o)

J
< A( ¢t ) Z ‘ (G—1)d+m — [Y](j—1)d+m
7j=1

for all x,y € R(/=D4 Thus,
A(@F) ;) < CA(8{";0)
for all r € N. Condition (ii) and (iii) thus follow by using the same arguments as in the proof of

Lemma 2.
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To show that E[supgeg ||Vommy(0)3] < 0o, we have that

[e.9]

Vomy(0) = 3 (¢7) M (Vi_1(0):0) — (¢7) ) (0:0)) a.s.,

k=0

see Lemma C.2, where, by convention, (¢F)©®(v;0) = v and

Vir(0)(n—1)asm = Vio) [Gt—r(m—k—1jt—k—1(8);0)] , (n,m) e {1,...J =1} x {1,...,d}.

Thus,

Vo (0)I15 < D D I1(@F) ™ (Vi1 (6):0)—(67) " (0; 0)|[a]|(&7) (Vi-1(8); 0)—(¢7)V(0;0) ]2 a.s.

k=0 1=0
Note that there exists an a € (0,1) such that

wp LBF)O0) — (7))l _

x,y€R(I-1)d |[x = yll2
x#y

for all k£ € Ny. Thus,

Vo, (6) !\2<szakHVt k()12 [[Vi(O)]]2 a.s.
k=0 1=0

Hence, we have that
E [p ||vem|t<e>||§} < CE [sup ||vt<e>||%] ,
0cO 6cO®

so  Elsupgee |[Vormy:(0)|[3] < oo since, for each j € {1,...,J},
= 2k;/(k;—1 2k

E [supy, e, |V, 1og (¥ Xpa(vy), v) /% 7] < 00, E [supy, e, || Vo, Xpa(0)] 3] < oo,

and E [Supwerj IV, log f;(Ys; Xj,t(“j)a”j)”%} < 00 by assumption.

T |l2) given by

Moreover, (Vo7ry:(0))ien is a stochastic process taking values in (R(

Vot (0) = &7 (Vort,_1)—1(0); 6),

where (qgf(, 0)):cn is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

dreco) -5 (Vi [$1(F101(00:0)] = Vi, [S1(710-1(00:0)] ) (s 1y
j=1
+V). [&t(frt,m,l(e); a)]n, (nym) € {1, J — 1} x {1, ..., d}.

The fact that also supgee ||[Vori:(0) — Vo (0)]]2 “% 0 as t — oo follows also from
Lemma C.2 if

(i) Ellog™ supgee || Vo (6)|]2] < oo
(ii) supgee ||PF(0;0) — ¢ (0;0)[]> ““™ 0 as t — oo, and
(iii) suppee AT — ¢F;0) “” 0 as t — oc.
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Condition (i) follows since E[supgeg ||Vomy(0)|[3] < 0o

Condition  (ii) follows if, for each (n,m) € {1,..,J — 1} x {1,..,d},
supgeo | Vo], |:¢t(ﬁ't—1|t 1(6); )]n — Vi, [61(m1-1:-1(0);0)] || "= 0 as t — oo. This
is true if, for each j € {1,...,J — 1},

ﬁ-at 1|t— 1( )fb(Yt;Xb,t(’Ub),Ub)
S S T 1ye1(0) £ (Y X (), k)
_ 7Ta,t71|t71( )fb(Y;t;Xb,t('Ub)y'Ub)
S S P 1(0) F (Yas Xt (vr), vk)

sup
6coO

eas

0 as t— o0

and

(Z;']:lpijﬁ'i,tfﬂtfl( )fg(Y;:, ]t(vj) ’Uj)) ﬁ-a,t71|t71(0)fb(Y;f§Xb,t(vb)avb)
sup -
0c® (Zizl S w1101 (0) fi(Ves Xio(vi), 'Uk))2
(Zi‘]:1pij7ri,t71|t71( )fJ(Y;:, ]t(v]) Uj)) Wa,tfl\tfl(e)fb(y;%Xb,t(vb);vb) cas.
_ 0 as t— o0

2
(Zi:l 22]:1 kT e—11t-1(0) e (Ye; X e (Vi) 'Uk:))
for all a,b € {1,...,J} and

1 Pigfti 1101 (8) Vi, Ja (Vi Xa,t(va), va)
S S T 1e1(0) £ (Y X (), o)
_Zizlpijﬂ-i,tflﬁfl(e) [va],,fa(Yt;Xa,t(Ua),Ua)
S S P 1(0) Fi (Yas Xt (vr), vk)

sup
6coO

eas

0 as t— o0

and

(s i1 0065 (Ve X (030, 01) ) (i Prata—1ie-1(8) Vi), fu (Ve Kat(va), 0a) )
oco (Zk L P11 (O )fk(Kt?Xk,t(Uk)avk))Q

(Z;'lepijﬂ-i,tfl\tfl(e)f](y;fa Xji(v), Uj)) (22]:1 Plaﬂl,tflwtfl(G)V[va]bfa(yt;Xa,t(va)vva))
(SHos S Pt es (O) Vs X))

for all a € {1,...,J} and b € {1,...,d, }, see Appendix E for details once again. Condition (ii)

eas

thus follows by using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2 since (Y;).ez is stationary
e.a.s.

by Assumption 1. Moreover, for each j € {1,...,J}, supy e, 1X;4(v;) — Xji(v)] “% 0
as t — oo by Lemma 1, supgeg ||7:(0) — 7(0)]]2 ‘%0 as t — oo by Lemma 2, and,
for each j € {1,...,J}, sup, e, \]ij)?jvt(vj) — Va, X i(v))]2 “%" 0 as t — oo by Lemma
3. Finally, for each j € {1,...,J}, E[SUijeTj SUDg e, Wm]. logfj(l/t;xj,vj)‘mj} < 00,
E [supycr, ||Vo, Xiu()|[37] < 00, E[supy e, supg e, IV, log £5(Visaj vl <
00, E |supy, ey, Supy;cx; \?xjxj log f;(Yy; 2, v5) ™ < 0, and
E [SUijeTj SUP, cx; |V, log fj(Y};xj,vj)H;nj} < 0o by assumption.

By using the same arguments as above,

AT — ¢T;0) < CA(d; — b1; 0).

Condition (iii) thus follows by using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2.
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B.4 Proof of Lemma 6

First, (Voo ¢(6))icz is a stochastic process taking values in (RU=D || . ||5) given by
Voo (0) = &7 (Veom_1-1(0);0),

where (¢T™(+;0))icz is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

t X 0)](n71)d2+(m171)d+m2

v[n}j [De(e_1)1-1(0);0)] — Vi, [be(m1—11-1(8); 9)]n> (] (- 1)d2 + (1 —1)d+ms

+> (_ (], 61,0, [P(Te-11t-1(0):0)] = Vim) oy, [e(me—1)e—1(0); 9)]n> Ve, [m-1-1(0)],

J

2. [(v[ﬂj[ﬂi [De(m-11t-1(0):0)], = Vi, ], [¢t(ﬂt71\t71(9);9)]n)

- (v[ﬂJ[ﬂ]i [(1—11¢-1(0);0)] . — Vin] ,m], [¢t(ﬂt71\t71(9);9)]n>]
'V[a]m1 [7"t—1|t—1(9)]j v[9}m2 [7"t—1|t—1(9)]i
J-1
+> (v[e]ml ), [Pr(me—11-1(0):0)] = Vg (], [De(mmi—1)p—1(6); 9)]n> Vi, [m-11-1(0)];
i=1
+ ?[g}ml[g}mQ [¢t(7rt_1|t_1(0); 0)]11’ (n,m1,mg) € {1,...,J — 1} x {1,...,d} x {1,...,d},

with Lipschitz coefficient

TT (- 0) — AF™ (v: 0
A((bzrﬂ"e) _ sup ||¢t (Xv ) t (Ya )||2
X,y €R(J—1)d2 Ix —¥ll2
x#y
The fact that (Ve (0))icz is stationary and ergodic for all 6 € © with
E[supgece || Voo :()|]2] < oo follows from Lemma C.2 if
(i) Ellog™ supgee ||#7™(0:0)|]2] < oo,
(ii) E[log™ supgeg A(TF™;6)] < oo, and
(iii) there exists an r € N such that E[logsupgee A((¢F™));0)] < 0.

The proof follows the same lines as the proof of Lemma 5 so we omit the details.

Moreover, (Vaa7ry:(0))ien is a stochastic process taking values in (RU=D4 || . ||5) given by

~

Voo7:(0) = ¢ (Voo _1),-1(0); 0),

where (7™ (-;0))en is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

[AZ"'(X;O

)i| (n—1)d?2+(m1—1)d+m2

A~

= Jil <?[7r]j [(Z)t(frt—l\t—l(e)§ 9)]n ~ Vin, {@(ﬁ't—ut—l(a); ‘9)}7) %) 1)@+ (m1—1)drme
i=1
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+ Z <v[ﬂj[e}m2 [flst(fftfutfﬂ@);e)]n = Vix, 6., {¢t(7}t71|t71(0)5 G)L) Ve, [Fe1e-1(0)]

+ le le [(v[ﬂj[ﬂi [flgt(ﬁt—ut—ﬂ@); 9)]n = Vinl, ), [flgt(fft—ut—ﬂ@); 9)]n>
j=1i=1
- <?[7r](,[7rh {ét(ﬁ't—ut—l(a);e)}n — Via], [, {(ﬁt(*t—utq(a);e)}n)}
“Vigy,,., [Fi-1e-1(0)]; Vig), [Fi1j-1(0)],

m1 m2

<

-1

+ L[], [ét(ﬁtflﬁfl(e);e)}n) Ve [ﬁtfl\tfl(e)]i

™

<v[9]ml[ﬂi [qgt(’frtfl\tfl(e); 9)} - v[ﬂ}

m mo

1

(2

+
5] |
T

my [O]mQ [ét(ﬁ-tfﬂtfl(o); 9):|na (n’mlme) € {1’ ey = 1} X {1’ ad} X {15 ---’d},

The fact that also supgeg ||Voory:(0) — Vaam(0)]l2 ‘% 0 as t — oo follows also from
Lemma C.2 if
(i) Eflog" supgee || Voo (0)|l2] < oo,
(i) supgee ||PF™(0;0) — ¢F™(0;0)||2 “" 0 as t — oo, and

(ili) supgee A(PF™ — ¢F™;8) “5 0 as t — oo.

We omit the details once again for the same reason as above.

C Technical Lemmata

Let ¢ € C where C C R? is a compact set be given. Let (Y;(c))iez be a stochastic process taking
values in (Y, || - ||2,2) where Y C R% %2 is a complete set and ||y||22 = (Zf/;l Z;l;:l lyi;[2)/?
given by

Yi(e) = ¢¢(Yi-1(c); ),

where (¢¢(+;¢))iez is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz

coefficient
Adric) = sup 105D — ol Ilaz
x,y€Y ||z — y||2,2
T#Y

Assume that (y,c) — ¢:(y;c) is continuous. Then, (Y;)iez is a stochastic process taking values

in (C(C,Y),|| - |lc) where C(C,Y) is the set of continuous functions from C to Y and ||Y]|c =
supcec [[Y(¢)l[2.2 given by
Y, = @4(Yi1)
with
(V) = ¢ (Y(+); ),
where (®.(+)):ez is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz maps with Lipschitz coefficient

MOy~ sy 1) 2l

X,YeC(C,Y) [[X = Yllc
XAY

First, we have the following result.
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Lemma C.1. Assume that
(i) there exists a y € Y such that Ellog™ sup.cc ||¢(y; ¢) — yl|a.2] < oo,
(ii) Ellog™ sup.cc A(¢1;¢)] < oo, and
(iit) there exists an r € N such that Ellogsup.cc A( y); c)] < 0.
Then, the stochastic process (Yi)iez is stationary and ergodic and
Y, = mlgnoo $,0---0P (V) a.s.

forallY € C(C,Y).

If (Xi)ten is another stochastic process given by
X = ®4(X¢-1)

with
(X)) = ¢e(X();)s

then

e.a.s.

| X: —Yillc =0 as t— oo.
Proof. The conclusions follow from Theorem 3.1 in Bougerol (1993) if
(I) there exists a Y € C(C,Y) such that Eflog™ ||®:(Y) — Y||c] < oo,
(IT) Eflogt A(®4)] < oo, and
(ITI) there exists an r € N such that E[log A(CIDY))] < 0.

Let Y € C(C,Y) be given by Y (c) = y. Condition (I) then follows since E[log™ ||®;(Y) —Y||c]
E[log™ sup.cc ||¢t(y; ¢) — yl|2.2] < oo by Condition (i). We have that

[19:(X) — 2:(Y)llc

A(Dy) = sup
(@) X,YeC(C,Y) |1 X = Yllc
XAY
L @0 0¥ @i 0lka X - YOl
X,Y€C(C,Y) ceC [[X(c) = Y(c)||2,2 supeec |[X () = Y(c)l[2,2
XAY
< sup sup e(z;¢) — dr(ys )22 _ sup A(d: ).
ceC z,ycY ||5C - y| |2,2 ceC
TAY

Condition (IT) and (III) then follow since E[log™ A(®;)] < E[log™ sup,cc A(¢; c)] < 0o and there
exists an r € N such that E[log A(@gr))] < E[log sup_.cc A((ﬁgr); ¢)] < 0 by Condition (ii) and (iii),

respectively.
Moreover, we have the following result when Y = R xda.
Lemma C.2. Assume that
(i) Ellog™ sup cc [16:(0; ¢)|l2,2] < oo,

52

O



(ii) Ellog™ sup.cc A(¢1;¢)] < oo, and
(iit) there exists an r € N such that Ellogsup.cc A( y); c)] < 0.

Then, the stochastic process (Yi)iez is stationary and ergodic and

Y= lim ®;0---0®_,(Y) a.s.
m—ro0

for all Y € C(C,RH%d2),
Assume that Ellog™ ||Y;||c] < co. Let (X;)ien be another stochastic process given by

X = &y(Xy 1)

with

B1(X) = (X)),
where (@t(-))teN is a sequence of Lipschitz maps. Assume that
(iv) sup,ec ||01(0;¢) — ¢¢(0;¢)||2,2 “ 0 as t — oo and
(v) sup.cc A(ét — ;) B0 ast — oo.

Then,

e.a.s.

| X: —Yillc = 0 as t— oo.

Proof. The first conclusion follows from Lemma C.1. The second one follows from Theorem 2.10
in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) if

(IV) [|®¢(0) — ®4(0)||c “ 0 as t — oo and
(V) A(®; — ®;) “B* 0 as t — oo.

Condition (IV) follows since ||®(0) — ®;(0)||c = sup.ec ||0:(0; ¢) — ¢ (0;¢)|[2.2 “%™ 0 as t — oo
by Condition (iv). As in the proof of Lemma C.1, we have that

1(@(X) = 2e(X)) = (2e(Y) = @:(V))llc

Mot = XV
X,Yec(C,R%M1%42) c
X#£Y
- sup sup 1(¢e(X (c);¢) — p1(X(0);0) = (de(Y(c);0) = pe(Y(e);)ll22  [1X () = Y()[22
X,vec(c,rh1 ) °€C IX(c) = Y(0)ll2,2 sup.ec || X (c) = Y(c)||2,2
X#£Y
<oup sup OO = dul@i0) = Gulwio) = gy Nllaz _ g 54, — gui
ceC |z = yll2,2 ceC

’ ’
@,yeR% X2
TFY

Condition (V) then follows since A(®; — ®;) < sup,cc A(dr — dr; ¢) “S 0 as t — oo by Condition
(v). O
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D Other Lemmata

We have the following result.

Lemma D.1. Let P be a J x J-dimensional stochastic matriz with generic element p;;. Assume

that there exist an € € (0,1) and a p € S such that
Dij = €P;
foralli,j € {1,...,J}. Then, there exists an o € (0,1) such that
IPx — P'ylly < aflx -yl
for allx,y € S.

Proof. Let P be a J x J-dimensional matrix with generic element p;; = (1 — &)~ (pi; — £p;)-
Note that P is a stochastic matrix. Thus,

IP'x — P'ylly = Z

7=1

J
(1—¢ Z

7j=1

pr — i)
=1
J
p

=1
J

1_5 Zzpmkﬂz yz

j=11i=1

< I

J
(1-¢) Z —vil = (1 =8)lx -yl

for all x,y € S. O

E Supplementary Material

In the following, 7;,, denotes m;,,(0) and f;; denotes f;(Yi; X;:(v;),v;).
For each j € {1,...,J — 1},

ﬂ'a,t—l\t—lfj,t
7 7
D i1 2im1 Pk —1(t—1. k¢
J-1
Zi:1 (Pz‘j —PJj)VpabWz‘,t—l\t—lfj,t
7 7
D k1 D im1 DTl p—1ft—1k t
7
(Zizl pijﬂi,t71|t71fj7t> Tat—1[t—1(fo.e — fit)
p
7 7
<Zk:1 > i plkﬂ'l,t—l\t—lfk,t)
J J—1J-1
(Zizl pijﬂ'i,tfﬂtflfj,t) ( k1 2oim1 Ptk = Pak) Vuy Ti—1)t—1 (fre — fJ,t))

J J 2
D ket 21 PUkT e~ 1)1 fret

Vo Tt = 1j=b}

_l’_
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forall a € {1,...,J} and b € {1,...,J — 1} and
ST Pig — ) Vv, Tit—1je—1.fit
STl PUkT i~ 1)t—1 Kt
>l PijTit—1]t—1V [vals fit
Z}g]ﬂ Zi]:1 plkﬂ'l,t71|t71fk,t
(Zle Pijﬂi,t—1|t—1fj,t> ( T S ok — 2ak) Viway M- 16— (it — fJ,t))

Vi), Tt =

+ Lj=a} Haefa,....u-1}}

J J 2
(Zkzl >oie1 plkﬂz,t—1\t—1fk,t)
J J
(Zizl pijﬂi,t71|t71fj,t> (2121 plaﬂ'l,tfl\tflv[va]bfa,t)
B 2
J J
(zk:1 lel plkﬂl,t—l|t—1fk,t)

foralla € {1,...,J} and b € {1, ...,d, }.
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