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Abstract

A Markov-switching observation-driven model is a stochastic process ((St, Yt))t∈Z where

(i) (St)t∈Z is an unobserved Markov process taking values in a finite set and (ii) (Yt)t∈Z

is an observed process such that the conditional distribution of Yt given all past Y ’s and

the current and all past S’s depends only on all past Y ’s and St. 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 ((Xt, Yt))t∈Z where (i) (Xt)t∈Z is an unobserved

Markov process taking values in X and (ii) (Yt)t∈Z is an observed process taking values in Y

such that the conditional distribution of Yt given Yt−1
−∞ where Yj

i := (Yi, ..., Yj) and Xt
−∞ where

X
j
i := (Xi, ...,Xj) depends only on Xt. State space models and hidden Markov models, which

are special cases of state space models in which Xt = St where (St)t∈Z 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 Bräuning 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

∗I would like to thank Leopoldo Catania, Morten Ørregaard Nielsen, Christian Francq, Jean-Michel Zaköıan,

and Christian Gourieroux for useful discussions. This research is supported by the Danish National Research

Foundation (DNRF Chair grant number DNRF154).
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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 ∈ N in which the conditional distribution of Yt givenYt−1
−∞ andXt

−∞ depends on bothYt−1
t−p and

Xt. 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 Yt given Yt−1
−∞

and Xt
−∞ now depends on both Yt−1

−∞ and Xt. 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.1 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-

1Note that there exist two types of MS-GARCHmodels namely the one by Gray (1996) in which the conditional

distribution of Yt given Y
t−1
−∞ and X

t
−∞ depends on both Y

t−1
−∞ and X

t
−∞ so ML estimation is infeasible and the

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

more details.
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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 GARCHmodel 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 ??. Section 7 concludes. All proofs are collected in the appendix.

First, a word on notation: ||x||p := (
∑n

i=1 |xi|p)1/p,x ∈ R
n denotes the p-norm of x and

||X||p,p := (
∑n

i=1

∑m
j=1 |xij |p)1/p,X ∈ R

n×m denotes the p-norm of X. Moreover, for a function

x 7→ f(x) : Rn → R
k, ∇x′f(x) :=

(

∂f(x)
∂x1

, ...,
∂f(x)
∂xn

)

denotes the first order derivative of f with

respect to x, ∇xf(x) := (∇x′f(x))′, and if k = 1, then ∇xxf(x) := ∇x′∇xf(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 ((St, Yt))t∈Z where (i)

(St)t∈Z is an unobserved first-order homogenous Markov chain taking values in {1, ..., J} with

transition probabilities

pij := P(St+1 = j | St = i), i, j ∈ {1, ..., J},

and transition probability matrix

P :=









p11 · · · p1J
...

. . .
...

pJ1 · · · pJJ









,

and (ii) (Yt)t∈Z is an observed stochastic process taking values in Y ⊆ R such that the conditional

distribution of Yt given Yt−1
−∞ and St

−∞ depends only on Yt−1
−∞ and St as follows

Yt | (Yt−1
−∞, St) ∼ DSt(XSt,t,υSt),

where Xj,t, j ∈ {1, ..., J} is a time-varying parameter taking values in a complete set Xj ⊆ R

given by

Xj,t+1 = φj(Yt, ..., Yt−p+1,Xj,t, ...,Xj,t−q+1;υj),

and υj , j ∈ {1, ..., J} is a vector of constant parameters taking values in a set Υj ⊆ R
dj .

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

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

p1j = · · · = pJj

3



for all j ∈ {1, ..., J}.
The unobserved Markov chain (St)t∈Z is estimated via the conditional distribution

πj,t|s := P(St = j | Ys
−∞), j ∈ {1, ..., J},

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

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

πj,t+1|t =

J
∑

i=1

pijπi,t|t,

and the filter is given by

πj,t|t =
πj,t|t−1fj(Yt;Xj,t,υj)

f(Yt)
,

where f(y), y ∈ Y is the conditional probability density function (pdf) of Yt given Yt−1
−∞ given

by

f(y) =

J
∑

k=1

πk,t|t−1fk(y;Xk,t,υk),

and fj(y;Xj,t,υj), y ∈ Y is the conditional pdf of Yt given Yt−1
−∞ and St = j, see Hamilton (1994)

for details.2 Define πt|s := (π1,t|s, ..., πJ,t|s)
′. Then, the one-step-ahead prediction is given by

πt+1|t = P′πt|t,

and the filter is given by

πt|t = Ft(πt|t−1)πt|t−1,

where Ft(πt|t−1) is a diagonal matrix with generic element

[Ft(πt|t−1)]ii =
fi(Yt;Xi,t,υi)

∑J
k=1 πk,t|t−1fk(Yt;Xk,t,υk)

, i ∈ {1, ..., J}.

Moreover, the smoother is given by

πj,t|T = πj,t|t

J
∑

i=1

pji
πi,t+1|T

πi,t+1|t
, t < T,

see Hamilton (1994) for details once again. We also refer to Hamilton (1994) for details on

prediction of the observed stochastic process (Yt)t∈Z.

Finally, note that the Markov-switching observation-driven model reduces to the Markov-

switching autoregressive model of order p ∈ N if φj(Yt, ..., Yt−p+1,Xj,t, ...,Xj,t−q+1;υj) =

φj(Yt, ..., Yt−p+1;υj) for all j ∈ {1, ..., J} and to the hidden Markov model if Xj,t ≡ Xj for

all j ∈ {1, ..., J}.
In the following, we restrict our attention to Markov-switching observation-driven models

where p = 1 and q = 1. All results can straightforward be generalised by using the same

techniques.

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

πj,t+h|t =
J∑

i=1

p
(h)
ij πi,t|t,

where p
(h)
ij := P(St+h = j | St = i) is the (i, j)’th element of Ph :=

∏h

i=1 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

Yt = XSt,t + σStεt, (1)

where (εt)t∈Z is a sequence of independent standard normal distributed random variables inde-

pendent of (St)t∈Z and, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

Xj,t+1 = ωj + αjYt + βjXj,t,

where ωj ∈ R, αj ∈ R, βj ∈ R, and σ2
j > 0. Here, Y = R, DSt is the normal distribution

with mean XSt,t and variance σ2
St
, Xj = R, φj(y, xj ;υj) = [υj ]1 + [υj ]2y + [υj ]3xj, υj =

(ωj, αj , βj , σ
2
j )

′, and Υj = R× R× R× (0,∞).

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

(1989). This model is given by

Yt = aSt +

p
∑

i=1

b
(i)
St
Yt−i + σStεt,

where (εt)t∈Z is a sequence of independent standard normal distributed random variables inde-

pendent of (St)t∈Z as above.

It can be shown that if (Yt)t∈Z is stationary and ergodic with E[log+ |Yt|] < ∞ where log+ x =

max(log x, 0) for all x > 0 and |βj | < 1 for all j ∈ {1, ..., J}, then

Xj,t =
ωj

1− βj
+

∞
∑

i=1

αjβ
i−1
j Yt−i a.s.

for all 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

Yt = aSt +

∞
∑

i=1

b
(i)
St
Yt−i + σStεt,

where

aSt =
ωSt

1− βSt

and b
(i)
St

= αStβ
i−1
St

.

Example 2. The Markov-switching GARCH model by Haas et al. (2004b) is given by

Yt =
√

XSt,tεt,

where (εt)t∈Z is a sequence of independent standard normal distributed random variables inde-

pendent of (St)t∈Z and, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

Xj,t+1 = ωj + αjY
2
t + βjXj,t,

where ωj ≥ 0, αj ≥ 0, and βj ≥ 0. This is also an example of a Markov-switching observation-

driven model where Y = R, DSt is the normal distribution with mean zero and variance XSt,t,

5



Xj = [0,∞), φj(y, xj ;υj) = [υj ]1 + [υj ]2y
2 + [υj ]3xj, υj = (ωj, αj , βj)

′, and Υj = [0,∞) ×
[0,∞)× [0,∞).

Note that the Markov-switching GARCH model reduces to the mixture GARCH model by

Haas et al. (2004a) if (St)t∈Z is an i.i.d. chain.

Example 3. Let y 7→ F (y;x, υ̃) be a cumulative distribution function (cdf) with support N ⊆
[0,∞) indexed by the mean x and a vector of parameters υ̃ such that, for all u ∈ (0, 1),

x ≤ x∗ ⇒ F−(u;x, υ̃) ≤ F−(u;x∗, υ̃),

where F−(u;x, υ̃) = inf{y ∈ N : F (y;x, υ̃) ≥ u}.
The (present-regime dependent) Markov-switching positive linear conditional mean model by

Aknouche and Francq (2022) is given by

Yt = F−
St
(Ut;XSt,t, υ̃St),

where (Ut)t∈Z is a sequence of independent uniform distributed random variables on [0, 1] inde-

pendent of (St)t∈Z and, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

Xj,t+1 = ωj + αjYt + βjXj,t,

where ωj ≥ 0, αj ≥ 0, βj ≥ 0, and υ̃j ∈ Υ̃j. This is another example of a Markov-switching

observation-driven model where Y = N , FSt is the cdf of DSt , Xj = [0,∞), φj(y, xj ;υj) =

[υj ]1 + [υj ]2y + [υj ]3xj, υj = (ωj, αj , βj , υ̃j)
′, and Υj = [0,∞)× [0,∞) × [0,∞)× Υ̃j .

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

Yt = 1Stg(εt;Xt,υ), (2)

with 1St := (1{St=1}, ..., 1{St=J}) where (St)t∈Z is stationary, irreducible, and aperiodic (thus

ergodic), and g(εt;Xt,υ) := (g1(ε1,t;X1,t,υ1), ..., gJ (εJ,t;XJ,t,υJ ))
′ where εt := (ε1,t, ..., εJ,t)

′,

(εj,t)t∈Z is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables taking values in Ej with distribution Dε
j (υj)

for all j ∈ {1, ..., J}, and (εi,t)t∈Z and (εj,t)t∈Z are independent for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., J} such that

i 6= j. Moreover, Xt := (X1,t, ...,XJ,t)
′ is given by

Xt+1 = φ(St, εt,Xt;υ)

with

[φ(St, εt,Xt;υ)]j = φj(1Stg(εt;Xt,υ),Xj,t;υj), j ∈ {1, ..., J},

where x 7→ φ(St, εt,x;υ) is stationary, ergodic, and Lipschitz, and υ := (υ1, ...,υJ )
′. Finally,

(εj,t)t∈Z and (St)t∈Z are independent for all j ∈ {1, ..., J}.3

3All examples in Section 3 can be written like this because if εi,t
d
= εj,t for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}, then let εj,t = εt

for all j ∈ {1, ..., J} where (εt)t∈Z is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables taking values in E with distribution

Dε(υ).
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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

Λ(φt) := sup
x,y∈X1×···×XJ

x6=y

||φt(x)− φt(y)||2
||x− y||2

,

where φt(x) := φ(St, εt,x;υ).

Theorem 1. Assume that

(i) there exists an x ∈ X1 × · · · × XJ such that E[log+ ||φt(x)− x||2] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ Λ(φt)] < ∞, and

(iii) there exists an r ∈ N such that

E

[

log Λ
(

φ
(r)
t

)]

< 0,

where φ
(r)
t (x) := φt ◦ · · · ◦ φt−r+1(x).

Then, (Yt)t∈Z 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

θ := (pij, i = 1, ..., J, j = 1, ..., J − 1,υj , j = 1, ..., J)′

and takes values in

Θ ⊂







θ : pij > 0, i = 1, ..., J, j = 1, ..., J − 1,

J
∑

j=1

pij = 1, i = 1, ..., J,υj ∈ Υj , j = 1, ..., J







⊂ R
d,

where d := J(J − 1) +
∑J

j=1 dj . Assume that a realisation, (yt)
T
t=1, of the Markov-switching

observation-driven model, (Yt)t∈Z, satisfying Equation (2) for θ = θ0 is observed. Then, the

average log-likelihood function is given by

L̂T (θ) =
1

T

T
∑

t=1

log f̂(yt;θ),

where

f̂(yt;θ) =

J
∑

j=1

π̂j,t|t−1(θ)fj(yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj).

7



In the average log-likelihood function, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, X̂j,t(υj) is given by

X̂j,t+1(υj) = φj(yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)

for some initialisation X̂j,1(υj) ∈ Xj, and π̂t|t−1(θ) is given by

π̂t+1|t(θ) = P′π̂t|t(θ)

with

π̂t|t(θ) = F̂t(π̂t|t−1(θ);θ)π̂t|t−1(θ)

for some initialisation π̂0|0(θ) ∈ S with S := {x ∈ R
J : xj ≥ 0, j = 1, ..., J,

∑J
j=1 xj = 1} where

[F̂t(π̂t|t−1(θ);θ)]ii =
fi(yt; X̂i,t(υi),υi)

∑J
k=1 π̂k,t|t−1(θ)fk(yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)

, i ∈ {1, ..., J}.

The maximum likelihood estimator is then given by

θ̂T = argmax
θ∈Θ

L̂T (θ).

5.1 Consistency

We assume the following.

Assumption 1. The conditions in Theorem 1 hold for θ = θ0.

Assumption 2. Θ is compact.

Assumption 3. For each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

(i) (xj ,υj) 7→ fj(y;xj ,υj) is continuous for all y ∈ Y and

(ii) xj 7→ fj(y;xj ,υj) is differentiable for all y ∈ Y and υj ∈ Υj.

Assumption 4. For each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

(i) xj 7→ φj(y, xj ;υj) is Lipschitz for all y ∈ Y and υj ∈ Υj ,

(ii) (xj ,υj) 7→ φj(y, xj ;υj) is continuous for all y ∈ Y, and

(iii) xj 7→ φj(y, xj ;υj) is differentiable for all y ∈ Y and υj ∈ Υj .

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 (X̂j,t(υj))t∈N

converges uniformly exponentially fast almost surely (e.a.s.) to a unique stationary and ergodic

sequence (Xj,t(υj))t∈Z.
4 For each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, let

Λj,t(υj) := sup
xj∈Xj

∣

∣∇xj
φj(Yt, xj ;υj)

∣

∣ .

4A sequence (Zt)t∈Z of random matrices is said to converge to zero e.a.s. if there exists a γ > 1 such that

γ
t||Zt||p,p

a.s.
→ 0 as t → ∞.
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Lemma 1. Assume that Assumption 1, 2, and 4 hold. Moreover, assume that, for each j ∈
{1, ..., J},

(i) there exists an xj ∈ Xj such that E[log+ supυj∈Υj
|φj(Yt, xj ;υj)− xj|] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
Λj,t(υj)] < ∞, and

(iii) E[log supυj∈Υj
Λj,t(υj)] < 0.

Then, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, the sequence (Xj,t(υj))t∈Z given by

Xj,t+1(υj) = φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)

is stationary and ergodic for all υj ∈ Υj and

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣X̂j,t(υj)−Xj,t(υj)
∣

∣

∣

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation X̂j,1(υj) ∈ Xj.

Theorem 3.1 in Bougerol (1993) cannot be used for (π̂t|t−1(θ))t∈N because (π̂t|t−1(θ))t∈N de-

pends on (X̂1,t(υ1))t∈N, ..., (X̂J,t(υJ ))t∈N which are non-stationary. The next lemma, which gives

conditions under which the non-stationary sequence (π̂t|t(θ))t∈N converges uniformly e.a.s. to a

unique stationary and ergodic sequence (πt|t(θ))t∈Z, 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
υj∈Υj

sup
xj∈Xj

∣

∣∇xj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞.

Then, the sequence (πt|t(θ))t∈Z given by

πt|t(θ) = Ft(P
′πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)P

′πt−1|t−1(θ)

is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣π̂t|t(θ)− πt|t(θ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation π̂0|0(θ) ∈ S.

The next corollary is a direct consequence hereof.

Corollary 1. Under the assumptions in Lemma 2, the sequence (πt|t−1(θ))t∈Z given by

πt+1|t(θ) = P′πt|t(θ)

is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣π̂t|t−1(θ)− πt|t−1(θ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation π̂0|0(θ) ∈ S.
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Remark 1. Note that πt|t−1(θ) ∈ Sθ for all t ∈ Z where Sθ := {x ∈ R
J : xj ≥

mini∈{1,...,J} pij, j = 1, ..., J,
∑J

j=1 xj = 1}.

The result in Lemma 2 is not surprising: the Markov chain itself forgets its initialisation

asymptotically (in case it is initialised) as pij > 0 for all i, 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
υj∈Υj

| log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|
]

< ∞.

Finally, we assume the following as in Francq and Roussignol (1998) where f (m)(y;θ),y ∈
Ym denotes the conditional pdf of Yt

t−m+1 given Yt−m
−∞ .

Assumption 6. There exists an m ∈ N such that

f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ) = f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ0) a.s.

implies that

θ = θ0.

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,

θ̂T
a.s.→ θ0 as T → ∞.

5.2 Asymptotic Normality

For a function υ 7→ f(X(υ),υ) : Υ → R where υ 7→ X(υ) : Υ → R is another function, let

∇̄xf(X(υ),υ) and ∇̄υf(X(υ),υ) be given by

∇̄xf(X(υ),υ) := ∇x̄f(x̄, ῡ)|x̄=X(υ),ῡ=υ
and ∇̄υf(X(υ),υ) := ∇ῡf(x̄, ῡ)|x̄=X(υ),ῡ=υ

,

let ∇̄υxf(X(υ),υ) be given by

∇̄υxf(X(υ),υ) := ∇ῡx̄f(x̄, ῡ)|x̄=X(υ),ῡ=υ
,

and let ∇̄xxf(X(υ),υ) and ∇̄υυf(X(υ),υ) be given by

∇̄xxf(X(υ),υ) := ∇x̄x̄f(x̄, ῡ)|x̄=X(υ),ῡ=υ
and ∇̄υυf(X(υ),υ) := ∇ῡῡf(x̄, ῡ)|x̄=X(υ),ῡ=υ

.

In addition to Assumption 1-6, we assume the following.

Assumption 7. θ0 ∈ int(Θ).
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Assumption 8. For each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

(i) (xj ,υj) 7→ fj(y;xj ,υj) is twice continuously differentiable for all y ∈ Y and

(ii) xj 7→ ∇(xj ,υj)(xj ,υj)fj(y;xj ,υj) is differentiable for all y ∈ Y and υj ∈ Υj.

Assumption 9. For each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

(i) (xj ,υj) 7→ φj(y, xj ;υj) 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 (∇υj

X̂j,t(υj))t∈N and (∇υjυj
X̂j,t(υj))t∈N converge uniformly e.a.s. to the unique

stationary and ergodic sequences (∇υj
Xj,t(υj))t∈Z and (∇υjυj

Xj,t(υj))t∈Z, 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) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2] < ∞.

Then, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (∇υj
Xj,t(υj))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all υj ∈ Υj . Finally,

assume that, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

(i) there exists a kj > 1 such that E[supυj∈Υj
||∇υj

Xj,t(υj)||2kj2 ] < ∞,

(ii) supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄υj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

(iii) supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄xj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

Then, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υj
X̂j,t(υj)−∇υj

Xj,t(υj)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation ∇υj
X̂j,1(υj) ∈ R

dj .

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) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xjxj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjxj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2] < ∞, and

(iii) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjυj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2,2] < ∞.

Then, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (∇υjυj
Xj,t(υj))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all υj ∈ Υj .

Finally, assume that, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

(i) E[supυj∈Υj
||∇υjυj

Xj,t(υj)||kj2,2] < ∞ where kj is given in Lemma 3,
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(ii) supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xjxj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄xjxj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞,

(iii) supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjxj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄υjxj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

(iv) supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjυj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄υjυj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2,2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

Then, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υjυj
X̂j,t(υj)−∇υjυj

Xj,t(υj)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation ∇υjυj
X̂j,1(υj) ∈ R

dj×dj .

Moreover, we assume the following where kj is given in Lemma 3.

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

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

∣

∣

2kj

kj−1

]

< ∞ and E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

||∇̄υj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||22

]

< ∞.

Moreover, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

||∇̄υjxj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||

kj

kj−1

2

]

< ∞.

Finally, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

|∇̄xjxj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|

kj

kj−1

]

< ∞ and E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

||∇̄υjυj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||2,2

]

< ∞.

In the next two and only the next two lemmata, let, for a function x 7→ f(x) : Rn → R
k,

∇xf(x) be given by

[∇xf(x)](j−1)n+i = ∇xi
fj(x), (i, j) ∈ {1, ..., n} × {1, ..., k}

and ∇xxf(x) be given by

[∇xxf(x)](j−1)n2+(i−1)n+l = ∇xixl
fj(x), (i, j, l) ∈ {1, ..., n} × {1, ..., k} × {1, ..., n}.

With this notation, the following two lemmata give conditions under which the non-stationary

sequences (∇θπ̂t|t(θ))t∈N and (∇θθπ̂t|t(θ))t∈N converge uniformly e.a.s. to the unique stationary

and ergodic sequences (∇θπt|t(θ))t∈Z and (∇θθπt|t(θ))t∈Z, 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 mj > 0 such that

(i) E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υj
log fj(Yt;xj,υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2

]

< ∞,

(ii) E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣∇̄xjxj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞, and

(iii) E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υjxj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2

]

< ∞.
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Then, (∇θπt|t(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ with E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θπt|t(θ)||22] < ∞
and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπ̂t|t(θ)−∇θπt|t(θ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation ∇θπ̂0|0(θ) ∈ R
(J−1)d.

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions in Lemma 5,
(

∇θπt|t−1(θ)
)

t∈Z
is stationary and ergodic

for all θ ∈ Θ with E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θπt|t−1(θ)||22] < ∞ and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπ̂t|t−1(θ)−∇θπt|t−1(θ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation ∇θπ̂0|0(θ) ∈ 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 mj > 0 such that

(i) E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υjυj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2,2

]

< ∞,

(ii) E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣∇̄xjxjxj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞,

(iii) E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υjxjxj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2

]

< ∞, and

(iv) E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υjυjxj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2,2

]

< ∞.

Then, (∇θθπt|t(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ with E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπt|t(θ)||2] <
∞ and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣∇θθπ̂t|t(θ)−∇θθπt|t(θ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation ∇θθπ̂0|0(θ) ∈ R
(J−1)d2 .

Corollary 3. Under the assumptions in Lemma 6, (∇θθπt|t−1(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic

for all θ ∈ Θ with E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπt|t−1(θ)||2] < ∞ and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣∇θθπ̂t|t−1(θ)−∇θθπt|t−1(θ)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for any initialisation ∇θθπ̂0|0(θ) ∈ R
(J−1)d2 .

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

theorem,

I(θ) := −E [∇θθ log f(Yt;θ)] .

is the Fisher information.

Theorem 3. Assume that Assumption 1-10 and the conditions in Lemma 1-6 hold and that

I(θ0) is invertible. Then,

√
T (θ̂T − θ0)

d→ N (0, I(θ0)
−1) as T → ∞.
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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).5

Recall that the Markov-switching GARCH model by Haas et al. (2004b) is given by

Yt =
√

XSt,tεt,

where (St)t∈Z is a stationary, irreducible, and aperiodic (thus ergodic) Markov chain with tran-

sition probabilities pij,0 ∈ (0, 1), i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},

Xj,t+1 = ωj,0 + αj,0Y
2
t + βj,0Xj,t,

where ωj,0 > 0, αj,0 ≥ 0, and βj,0 ≥ 0, and (εt)t∈Z is a sequence of independent normal

distributed random variables with zero mean and unit variance independent of (St)t∈Z.

Liu (2006) gave conditions under which the model is stationary and ergodic. In the following,

M0 is a J2 × J2 matrix given by

[M0]ij = pji,0
(

α0e
′
i + β0

)

, i, j ∈ {1, ..., J},

where α0 = (α1,0, ..., αJ,0)
′, β0 = diag(β1,0, ..., βJ,0), and ei is the i’th unit vector in R

J .

Theorem 4 (Liu (2006)). (Yt)t∈Z is stationary and ergodic with E[Y 2
t ] < ∞ if and only if

ρ(M0) < 1 where ρ(M0) is the spectral radius of M0.

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. θ0 ∈ Θ.

Assumption 12. ρ(M0) < 1.

Assumption 13. Θ is compact.

Assumption 14. For all θ ∈ Θ, βj < 1 for all j ∈ {1, ..., J}.

Assumption 15. There exists an m ∈ N such that f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ) =

f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ0) a.s. implies that θ = θ0.

Theorem 5. If Assumption 11-15 hold, then

θ̂T
a.s.→ θ0 as T → ∞.

Proof. In the following, θ = infθ∈Θ θ and θ = supθ∈Θ θ. Note that (Yt)t∈Z is stationary and

ergodic by Theorem 4. We thus only need to verify Assumption 2-6 and the conditions in Lemma

1 and 2.

5Recall that the Markov-switching GARCH model reduces to the mixture GARCH model by Haas et al.

(2004a) if (St)t∈Z is an i.i.d. chain.
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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
υj∈Υj

|φj(Yt, xj ;υj)− xj|
]

= E

[

log+ sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣ωj + αjY
2
t + βjxj − xj

∣

∣

]

≤ Cj+2E
[

log+ |Yt|
]

for all xj ∈ Xj where Cj = 6 log 2 + log+ ωj + log+ αj + log+ βj + 2 log+ xj < ∞, so Condition

(i) in Lemma 1 is satisfied since E[Y 2
t ] < ∞ implies that E[log+ |Yt|] < ∞ by Lemma 2.2 in

Straumann and Mikosch (2006) once again. Moreover,

E

[

log sup
υj∈Υj

Λj,t(υj)

]

= E

[

log sup
υj∈Υj

βj

]

= log βj ,

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

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

sup
xj∈Xj

∣

∣∇xj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

]

= E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

sup
xj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−1

2

1

xj
+

1

2

Y 2
t

x2j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 1

2xj
+

1

2x2j
E
[

Y 2
t

]

,

where xj =
ωj

1−β
j

> 0, so the condition in Lemma 2 is also satisfied since E[Y 2
t ] < ∞.

Moreover, note that

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

|log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|
]

= E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣

−1

2
log 2π − 1

2
logXj,t(υj)−

1

2

Y 2
t

Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 1

2
log 2π +

1

2
E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

|logXj,t(υj)|
]

+
1

2xj

E
[

Y 2
t

]

,

so Assumption 5 is also satisfied since E
[

Y 2
t

]

< ∞. Indeed, E
[

Y 2
t

]

< ∞ implies that

E

[

supυj∈Υj
|logXj,t(υj)|

]

< ∞ which we now show. Note that log x = log+ x − log− x for

all x > 0 where log+ x = max(log x, 0) and log− x = −min(log x, 0). Thus,

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

|logXj,t(υj)|
]

≤ E

[

log+ sup
υj∈Υj

Xj,t(υj)

]

+ log− xj .

Now, by Lemma 1,

Xj,t(υj) =
ωj

1− βj
+ αj

∞
∑

i=0

βi
jY

2
t−1−i a.s.

for all υj ∈ Υj . Thus,

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

Xj,t(υj)

]

≤ ωj

1− βj

+
αj

1− βj

E
[

Y 2
t−1

]

.

Therefore, E
[

Y 2
t

]

< ∞ implies that E

[

supυj∈Υj
|logXj,t(υj)|

]

< ∞ since

E

[

supυj∈Υj
Xj,t(υj)

]

< ∞ implies that E

[

log+ supυj∈Υj
Xj,t(υj)

]

< ∞ by Lemma 2.2

in Straumann and Mikosch (2006). Finally, Assumption 6 is true by assumption.
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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, Σ
(⊗s)
0 is a Js+1 × Js+1 matrix given by

[

Σ
(⊗s)
0

]

ij
= pji,0E

[

A
(⊗s)
it,0

]

, i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}

with

Ait,0 = ε2tα0e
′
i + β0,

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product.

Theorem 6 (Liu (2006)). If ρ(M0) < 1 and ρ
(

Σ
(⊗s)
0

)

< 1, then E[Y 2s
t ] < ∞.

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

following assumptions.

Assumption 16. θ0 ∈ int(Θ).

Assumption 17. ρ
(

Σ
(⊗4)
0

)

< 1.

Theorem 7. If Assumption 11-17 hold and I(θ0) is invertible, then

√
T (θ̂T − θ0)

d→ N (0, I(θ0)
−1) as T → ∞.

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
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

]

≤ E

[

log+ sup
υj∈Υj

(

1 + Y 2
t +Xj,t(υj)

)

]

≤ 4 log 2 + 2E
[

log+ |Yt|
]

+ E

[

log+ sup
υj∈Υj

Xj,t(υj)

]

,

so Condition (i) is satisfied since E
[

Y 8
t

]

< ∞ implies that E
[

log+ |Yt|
]

< ∞ by Lemma 2.2 in

Straumann and Mikosch (2006) once again and that E

[

log+ supυj∈Υj
Xj,t(υj)

]

< ∞, see the

proof of Theorem 5. We now show that E
[

supυj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υj
Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

4

2

]

< ∞. First,

∇υj
Xj,t(υj) =

∞
∑

i=0

βi
jvj,t−1−i(υj) a.s.

for all υj ∈ Υj where vj,t(υj) = (1, Y 2
t ,Xj,t(υj))

′, so, by Minkowskis inequality,

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υj
Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

4

2

] 1
4

≤ E





(

∞
∑

i=0

β
i
j sup
υj∈Υj

||vj,t−1−i(υj)||2

)4




1
4

≤
∞
∑

i=0

β
i
jE

[

sup
υj∈Υj

||vj,t−1(υj)||42

] 1
4
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≤ 1

1− βj

(

4 + 16E
[

Y 8
t−1

]

+ 16E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

X4
j,t−1(υj)

]) 1
4

,

where the last inequality follows from the inequality |x + y|p ≤ 2p|x|p + 2p|y|p for all x, y ∈ R

and p ∈ (0,∞). Moreover, by Lemma 1,

Xj,t(υj) =
ωj

1− βj
+ αj

∞
∑

i=0

βi
jY

2
t−1−i a.s.

for all υj ∈ Υj , so

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

X4
j,t(υj)

] 1
4

≤ E





(

ωj

1− βj

+ αj

∞
∑

i=0

β
i
jY

2
t−1−i

)4




1
4

≤ ωj

1− βj

+ αj

∞
∑

i=0

β
i
jE
[

Y 8
t−1

]
1
4

=
ωj

1− βj

+
αj

1− βj

E
[

Y 8
t−1

]
1
4

by Minkowskis inequality once again. Therefore, E

[

supυj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υj
Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

4

2

]

< ∞ since

E
[

Y 8
t

]

< ∞. Finally,

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∇̄υj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄υj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
= sup

υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣
X̂j,t(υj)−Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣
,

and

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣
∇̄xj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄xj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)

∣

∣

∣
= 0,

so Condition (ii) and (iii) are also satisfied since supυj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣
X̂j,t(υj)−Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

The conditions in Lemma 4 can be verified similarly.

Moving on to Assumption 10,

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

∣

∣

4

]

= E



 sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−1

2

1

Xj,t(υj)
+

1

2

Y 2
t

X2
j,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4




≤ 1

x4j
+

1

x8j
E
[

Y 8
t

]

and

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣∇̄xjxj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

∣

∣

2

]

= E



 sup
υj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

1

X2
j,t(υj)

− Y 2
t

X3
j,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




≤ 2

x4j
+

4

x6j
E
[

Y 4
t

]

,

so Assumption 10 is also satisfied since E
[

Y 8
t

]

< ∞.

Finally, we verify the condition in Lemma 5. Note that

E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

sup
xj∈Xj

∣

∣∇̄xjxj
log fj(Yt;xj,υj)

∣

∣

]

= E

[

sup
υj∈Υj

sup
xj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

1

x2j
− Y 2

t

x3j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]
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≤ 1

2x2j
+

1

x3j
E
[

Y 2
t

]

,

so that condition is also satisfied since E
[

Y 8
t

]

< ∞. The condition in Lemma 6 can be verified

similarly.

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}, (Xj,t(υj))t∈Z is a stochastic process taking values in (Xj, | · |) given by

Xj,t+1(υj) = φj,t(Xj,t(υj);υj),

where (φj,t(·;υj))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

φj,t(xj ;υj) = φj(Yt, xj;υj)

with Lipschitz coefficient

Λ(φj,t;υj) = sup
xj ,yj∈Xj

xj 6=yj

|φj,t(xj;υj)− φj,t(yj;υj)|
|xj − yj|

≤ sup
xj∈Xj

∣

∣∇xj
φj,t(xj ;υj)

∣

∣ = Λj,t(υj).

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 xj ∈ Xj such that E[log+ supυj∈Υj
|φj,t(xj ;υj)− xj|] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
Λj,t(υj)] < ∞, and

(iii) E[log supυj∈Υj
Λj,t(υj)] < 0

by assumption.

A.2 Proof of Lemma 2

The proof consists of two parts. The first part considers the stochastic process (πt|t(θ))t∈Z, and

the second part considers the stochastic process (π̂t|t(θ))t∈N.

First, (πt|t(θ))t∈Z is a stochastic process taking values in (S, || · ||2) given by

πt|t(θ) = φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ),

where (φt(·;θ))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

φt(s;θ) = Ft(P
′s;θ)P′s

with Lipschitz coefficient

Λ(φt;θ) = sup
x,y∈S
x6=y

||φt(x;θ)− φt(y;θ)||2
||x− y||2

.

The fact that (πt|t(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ follows from Theorem 3.1

in Bougerol (1993) if
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(i) there exists an s ∈ S such that E[log+ supθ∈Θ ||φt(s;θ) − s||2] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supθ∈Θ Λ(φt;θ)] < ∞, and

(iii) there exists an r ∈ N such that E[log supθ∈Θ Λ(φ
(r)
t ;θ)] < 0.

Condition (i) is trivial.

Note that

Pθ(St = j | Yu
−∞) =

J
∑

i=1

Pθ(St = j | St−1 = i,Yu
−∞)Pθ(St−1 = i | Yu

−∞)

for all t, u ∈ Z such that t ≤ u where

Pθ(St = j | St−1 = i,Yu
−∞) =

Pθ(Y
u
t ∈ dyu

t , St = j | St−1 = i,Yt−1
−∞)

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Y

u
t ∈ dyu

t , St = k | St−1 = i,Yt−1
−∞)

=
Pθ(Y

u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = j, St−1 = i)Pθ(St = j | St−1 = i,Yt−1

−∞)
∑J

k=1 Pθ(Y
u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = k, St−1 = i)Pθ(St = k | St−1 = i,Yt−1

−∞)

=
Pθ(Y

u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = j)Pθ(St = j | St−1 = i)

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Y

u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = k)Pθ(St = k | St−1 = i)

.

Hence, πj,t|u(θ) := Pθ(St = j | Yu
−∞), j ∈ {1, ..., J} is given by

πj,t|u(θ) =
J
∑

i=1

Pθ(Y
u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = j)pij

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Y

u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = k)pik

πi,t−1|u(θ)

for all t, u ∈ Z such that t ≤ u, and πt|u(θ) := (π1,t|u(θ), ..., πJ,t|u(θ))
′ is given by

πt|u(θ) = M′
t|u(θ)πt−1|u(θ)

for all t, u ∈ Z such that t ≤ u where Mt|u(θ) is a stochastic matrix, that is, a matrix with

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

[Mt|u(θ)]ij =
Pθ(Y

u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = j)pij

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Y

u
t ∈ dyu

t | Yt−1
−∞, St = k)pik

, i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}.

Thus, we have that

πt|t(θ) = M′
t|t(θ) · · ·M′

t−r+1|t(θ)πt−r|t(θ) (3)

for all r ∈ N where

[πt−r|t(θ)]j =
Pθ(Y

t
t−r+1 ∈ dyt

t−r+1 | Yt−r
−∞, St−r = j)[πt−r|t−r(θ)]j

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Y

t
t−r+1 ∈ dyt

t−r+1 | Yt−r
−∞, St−r = k)[πt−r|t−r(θ)]k

, j ∈ {1, ..., J}.

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

Lemma A.1. If there exists an ε ∈ (0, 1) such that

pij ≥ ε

for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}, then, for all τ, t ∈ Z such that τ ≤ t, there exists a vτ |t(θ) ∈ S such that

[Mτ |t(θ)]ij ≥ ε[vτ |t(θ)]j

for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}.
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Proof. Let vτ |t(θ) be a stochastic vector, that is, a vector with non-negative elements that sum

to one, with generic element

[vτ |t(θ)]j =
Pθ(Y

t
τ ∈ dyt

τ | Yτ−1
−∞ , Sτ = j)

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Yt

τ ∈ dyt
τ | Yτ−1

−∞ , Sτ = k)
, j ∈ {1, ..., J}.

Then,

[Mτ |t(θ)]ij =
Pθ(Y

t
τ ∈ dyt

τ | Yτ−1
−∞ , Sτ = j)pij

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Yt

τ ∈ dyt
τ | Yτ−1

−∞ , Sτ = k)pik

≥ ε
Pθ(Y

t
τ ∈ dyt

τ | Yτ−1
−∞ , Sτ = j)

∑J
k=1 Pθ(Yt

τ ∈ dyt
τ | Yτ−1

−∞ , Sτ = k)
= ε[vτ |t(θ)]j

for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}.

Lemma A.2. Assume that there exists an ε ∈ (0, 1) such that

pij ≥ ε

for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}. Then, there exists an α ∈ (0, 1) such that

||φ(r)
t (x;θ)− φ

(r)
t (y;θ)||2 ≤ αrC||x− y||2

for all r ∈ N and x,y ∈ S.

Proof. Let r ∈ N be given. First, ||z||2 ≤ ||z||1 for all z ∈ R
J implies that

||φ(r)
t (x;θ) −φ

(r)
t (y;θ)||2 ≤ ||φ(r)

t (x;θ) −φ
(r)
t (y;θ)||1 (4)

for all x,y ∈ S. To ease the notation, let pj,t := Pθ(Y
t
t−r+1 ∈ dyt

t−r+1 | Yt−r
−∞, St−r = j).

Equation (3) shows that

φ
(r)
t (z;θ) = M′

t|t(θ) · · ·M′
t−r+1|t(θ)z̃

for all z ∈ S where

z̃j =
pj,tzj

∑J
k=1 pk,tzk

.

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

such that

||φ(r)
t (x;θ)− φ

(r)
t (y;θ)||1 ≤ αr||x̃− ỹ||1

for all x,y ∈ S where

||x̃− ỹ||1 =
J
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

pj,txj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
− pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,tyk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Note that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

pj,txj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
− pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,tyk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

pj,txj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
− pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
+

pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
− pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,tyk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

pj,txj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
− pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
− pj,tyj
∑J

k=1 pk,tyk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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=
pj,t

∑J
k=1 pk,txk

|xj − yj|+
pj,tyj

∑J
k=1 pk,tyk

1
∑J

k=1 pk,txk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

J
∑

k=1

pk,t(xk − yk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ pj,t
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
|xj − yj|+

J
∑

k=1

pk,t
∑J

k=1 pk,txk
|xk − yk|

≤ 1

ε
|xj − yj |+

1

ε

J
∑

k=1

|xk − yk|

since

pi,t =

J
∑

j=1

Pθ(Y
t
t−r+1 ∈ dyt

t−r+1 | Yt−r
−∞, St−r+1 = j)pij .

Hence,

||φ(r)
t (x;θ)− φ

(r)
t (y;θ)||1 ≤ αr J + 1

ε
||x− y||1 (5)

for all x,y ∈ S. Finally, ||z||1 ≤
√
J ||z||2 for all z ∈ R

J implies that

αr J + 1

ε
||x− y||1 ≤ αr J + 1

ε

√
J ||x− y||2 (6)

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

||φ(r)
t (x;θ) − φ

(r)
t (y;θ)||2 ≤ αr J + 1

ε

√
J ||x− y||2

for all x,y ∈ S which concludes the proof.

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

Moreover, (π̂t|t(θ))t∈N is a stochastic process taking values in (S, || · ||2) given by

π̂t|t(θ) = φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ),

where (φ̂t(·;θ))t∈N is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

φ̂t(s;θ) = F̂t(P
′s;θ)P′s.

The fact that also supθ∈Θ ||π̂t|t(θ)− πt|t(θ)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ follows if

(i) E[log+ supθ∈Θ ||πt|t(θ)||2] < ∞,

(ii) there exists an s ∈ S such that supθ∈Θ ||φ̂t(s;θ)− φt(s;θ)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

(iii) supθ∈Θ Λ(φ̂t − φt;θ)
e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

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

|[φ̂t(s;θ)− φt(s;θ)]j |

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑J
i=1 fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj)pijsi

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)plksl

−
∑J

i=1 fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)pijsi
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)plksl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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for all j ∈ {1, ..., J}. Let mθ
1,t : X1 × · · · × XJ → R be given by

mθ

1,t(x) =

∑J
i=1 fj(Yt;xj ,υj)pijsi

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt;xk,υk)plksl

.

An application of the mean value theorem and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality shows that there

exists an X̄t(υ) ∈ {cX̂t(υ) + (1− c)Xt(υ) : c ∈ [0, 1]} such that

|mθ

1,t(X̂t(υ)) −mθ

1,t(Xt(υ))| ≤ ||∇xm
θ

1,t(X̄t(υ))||2||X̂t(υ)−Xt(υ)||2,

where, if m 6= j,

|[∇xm
θ

1,t(X̄t(υ))]m|

≤ (
∑J

i=1 fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)pijsi)(
∑J

l=1 |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|plmsl)

(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ C
fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk))2

≤ C|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

and, if m = j,

|[∇xm
θ

1,t(X̄t(υ))]m|

≤
∑J

i=1 |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|pimsi
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl

+
(
∑J

i=1 fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)pimsi)(
∑J

l=1 |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|plmsl)

(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl

+
fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ C
|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)

+ C
fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk))2

≤ C|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

so

||∇xm
θ

1,t(X̄t(υ))||2 ≤ C

J
∑

m=1

|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|.

Hence, we have that

sup
θ∈Θ

|[φ̂t(s;θ)− φt(s;θ)]j |
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≤ C

J
∑

m,n=1

sup
υm∈Υm

sup
xm∈Xm

|∇xm log fm(Yt;xm,υm)| sup
υn∈Υn

|X̂n,t(υn)−Xn,t(υn)|

for all j ∈ {1, ..., J}. Condition (ii) then follows from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in

Straumann and Mikosch (2006) since (Yt)t∈Z is stationary by Assumption 1, for each j ∈
{1, ..., J}, there exists an mj > 0 such that E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣∇xj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞
by assumption, and, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, supυj∈Υj

|X̂j,t(υj) −Xj,t(υj)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ by

Lemma 1.

Moreover, we have that

sup
x,y∈S
x6=y

|[(φ̂t(x;θ) − φt(x;θ)) − (φ̂t(y;θ) −φt(y;θ))]j |
||x− y||2

≤ C sup
s∈S

||∇s[φ̂t(s;θ)]j −∇s[φt(s;θ)]j ||2

for all j ∈ {1, ..., J} where

|[∇s[φ̂t(s;θ)]j −∇s[φt(s;θ)]j ]r|

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj)prj
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)plksl

− fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)prj
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)plksl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑J
i=1 fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj)pijsi

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)plksl

−
∑J

i=1 fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)pijsi
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)plksl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑J
k=1 fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)prk

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)plksl

−
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)prk
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)plksl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

for all r ∈ {1, ..., J} since âb̂ − ab = (â − a)(b̂ − b) + (â − a)b + a(b̂ − b).6 First, let mθ
2,t :

X1 × · · · × XJ → R be given by

mθ

2,t(x) =
fj(Yt;xj,υj)prj

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt;xk,υk)plksl

.

Then, there exists an X̄t(υ) ∈ {cX̂t(υ) + (1− c)Xt(υ) : c ∈ [0, 1]} (not necessarily equal to the

one above) such that

|mθ

2,t(X̂t(υ)) −mθ

2,t(Xt(υ))| ≤ ||∇xm
θ

2,t(X̄t(υ))||2||X̂t(υ)−Xt(υ)||2,

where, if m 6= j,

|[∇xm
θ

2,t(X̄t(υ))]m|

≤ fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)prj(
∑J

l=1 |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|plmsl)

(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

6Note that for a function f : S → R where sJ = 1−
∑J−1

j=1 sj , [∇
R
s f(s)]j := ∇sjf(s)−∇sJ f(s), j ∈ {1, ..., J−1}

satisfies

||∇R
s f(s)||2 ≤ C||∇U

s f(s)||2,

where [∇U
s f(s)]j := ∇sjf(s), j ∈ {1, ..., J}.
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≤ C
fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk))2

≤ C|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

and, if m = j,

|[∇xm
θ

2,t(X̄t(υ))]m|

≤ |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|prm
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl

+
fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)prm(

∑J
l=1 |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|plmsl)

(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl

+
fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ C
|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)

+ C
fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk))2

≤ C|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

so

||∇xm
θ

2,t(X̄t(υ))||2 ≤ C

J
∑

m=1

|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|.

Second, let mθ
3,t : X1 × · · · × XJ → R be given by

mθ

3,t(x) =

∑J
k=1 fk(Yt;xk,υk)prk

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt;xk,υk)plksl

.

Again, there exists an X̄t(υ) ∈ {cX̂t(υ) + (1− c)Xt(υ) : c ∈ [0, 1]} (not necessarily equal to the

ones above) such that

|mθ

3,t(X̂t(υ)) −mθ

3,t(Xt(υ))| ≤ ||∇xm
θ

3,t(X̄t(υ))||2||X̂t(υ)−Xt(υ)||2,

where

|[∇xm
θ

3,t(X̄t(υ))]m|

≤ |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|prm
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl

+
(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)prk)(
∑J

l=1 |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|plmsl)

(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2

≤ |∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl

+
(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk))|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
(
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)plksl)2
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≤ C
|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)

+ C
(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk))|∇xmfm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|
(
∑J

k=1 fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk))2

≤ C|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|

so

||∇xm
θ

3,t(X̄t(υ))||2 ≤ C

J
∑

m=1

|∇xm log fm(Yt; X̄m,t(υm),υm)|.

Hence, we have that

sup
θ∈Θ

sup
s∈S

|[∇s[φ̂t(s;θ)]j −∇s[φt(s;θ)]j ]r|

≤ C

J
∑

m,n=1

sup
υm∈Υm

sup
xm∈Xm

|∇xm log fm(Yt;xm,υm)| sup
υn∈Υn

|X̂n,t(υn)−Xn,t(υn)|

for all 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 L̂T (θ) is given by L̂T (θ) = 1
T

∑T
t=1 log f̂(Yt;θ) where f̂(Yt;θ) =

∑J
j=1 π̂j,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj). Moreover, let LT (θ) be given by LT (θ) =

1
T

∑T
t=1 log f(Yt;θ) where f(Yt;θ) =

∑J
j=1 πj,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj) and let L(θ) be given

by L(θ) = E[log f(Yt;θ)].

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

(i) Θ is compact,

(ii) supθ∈Θ |L̂T (θ)− L(θ)| a.s.→ 0 as T → ∞,

(iii) θ 7→ L(θ) is continuous, and

(iv) L(θ) ≤ L(θ0) for all θ ∈ Θ with equality if and only if θ = θ0.

Condition (i) follows from Assumption 2. Condition (ii) follows from Lemma A.3 and A.4 since

sup
θ∈Θ

|L̂T (θ)− L(θ)| ≤ sup
θ∈Θ

|L̂T (θ)− LT (θ)|+ sup
θ∈Θ

|LT (θ)− L(θ)|,

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
θ∈Θ

|L̂T (θ)− LT (θ)| a.s.→ 0 as T → ∞.

Proof. We have that

sup
θ∈Θ

|L̂T (θ)− LT (θ)| ≤
1

T

T
∑

t=1

sup
θ∈Θ

| log f̂(Yt;θ)− log f(Yt;θ)|.
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The conclusion thus follows from Lemma 2.1 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) if

supθ∈Θ | log f̂(Yt;θ)− log f(Yt;θ)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

We have that

| log f̂(Yt;θ)− log f(Yt;θ)| ≤ | log f̂(Yt;θ)− log f̃(Yt;θ)|
+ | log f̃(Yt;θ)− log f(Yt;θ)|,

where f̃(Yt;θ) =
∑J

j=1 πj,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj). First, let m
θ
1,t : (0,∞)J → R be given by

mθ

1,t(s) = log
J
∑

j=1

sjfj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj).

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

exists a π̄t|t−1(θ) ∈ {cπ̂t|t−1(θ) + (1− c)πt|t−1(θ) : c ∈ [0, 1]} such that

|mθ

1,t(π̂t|t−1(θ))−mθ

1,t(πt|t−1(θ))| ≤ ||∇sm
θ

1,t(π̄t|t−1(θ))||2||π̂t|t−1(θ)− πt|t−1(θ)||2,

where

|[∇sm
θ

1,t(π̄t|t−1(θ))]k| =
fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)

∑J
j=1 π̄j,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj)

=
1

π̄k,t|t−1(θ)

π̄k,t|t−1(θ)fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)
∑J

j=1 π̄j,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj)

≤ C

by Remark 1 so

||∇sm
θ

1,t(π̄t|t−1(θ))||2 ≤ C.

Moreover, let mθ
2,t : X1 × · · · × XJ → R be given by

mθ

2,t(x) = log
J
∑

j=1

πj,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt;xj ,υj).

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

there exists an X̄t(υ) ∈ {cX̂t(υ) + (1− c)Xt(υ) : c ∈ [0, 1]} such that

|mθ

2,t(X̂t(υ)) −mθ

2,t(Xt(υ))| ≤ ||∇xm
θ

2,t(X̄t(υ))||2||X̂t(υ)−Xt(υ)||2,

where

|[∇xm
θ

2,t(X̄t(υ))]k | =
πk,t|t−1(θ)|∇xk

fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)|
∑J

j=1 πj,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)

=
πk,t|t−1(θ)fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)

∑J
j=1 πj,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj)

|∇xk
log fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)|

≤ |∇xk
log fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)|

so

||∇xm
θ

2,t(X̄t(υ))||2 ≤
J
∑

k=1

∣

∣∇xk
log fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)

∣

∣ .
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Hence, we have that

| log f̂t|t−1(Yt;θ)− log ft|t−1(Yt;θ)| ≤ C||π̂t|t−1(θ)− πt|t−1(θ)||2

+

J
∑

k,l=1

|∇xk
log fk(Yt; X̄k,t(υk),υk)||X̂l,t(υl)−Xl,t(υl)|.

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

supθ∈Θ | log f̂(Yt;θ) − log f(Yt;θ)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ since (Yt)t∈Z is stationary

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

E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣∇xj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞ by assumption, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
supυj∈Υj

|X̂j,t(υj) − Xj,t(υj)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ by Lemma 1, and supθ∈Θ ||π̂t|t−1(θ) −
πt|t−1(θ)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ by Corollary 1.

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

sup
θ∈Θ

|LT (θ)− L(θ)| a.s.→ 0 as T → ∞.

Proof. The conclusion follows from the uniform law of large numbers by Rao (1962) if

(log f(Yt;θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ and E [supθ∈Θ | log f(Yt;θ)|] < ∞.

First, (log f(Yt;θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ since (Yt)t∈Z is stationary and

ergodic by Assumption 1, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (Xj,t(υj))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all

υj ∈ Υj by Lemma 1, and (πt|t−1(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ by Corollary 1.

Note that

| log f(Yt;θ)| ≤
J
∑

j=1

| log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|

since

log f(Yt;θ) ≥ log min
j∈{1,...,J}

fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

= min
j∈{1,...,J}

log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

≥ min
j∈{1,...,J}

−| log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)| ≥ −
J
∑

j=1

| log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|

and

log f(Yt;θ) ≤ log max
j∈{1,...,J}

fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

= max
j∈{1,...,J}

log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

≤ max
j∈{1,...,J}

| log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)| ≤
J
∑

j=1

| log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|.

Hence, E [supθ∈Θ | log f(Yt;θ)|] < ∞ since, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
E

[

supυj∈Υj
| log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|

]

< ∞ by Assumption 5.

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

L(θ) ≤ L(θ0)

for all θ ∈ Θ with equality if and only if θ = θ0.

Proof. We have that

L(θ)− L(θ0) = E

[

log
f(Yt;θ)

f(Yt;θ0)

]

.

Observe that

E

[

log
f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ)

f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ0)

]

= E

[

log

m
∏

i=1

f(Yt−i+1;θ)

f(Yt−i+1;θ0)

]

=

m
∑

i=1

E

[

log
f(Yt−i+1;θ)

f(Yt−i+1;θ0)

]

= mE

[

log
f(Yt;θ)

f(Yt;θ0)

]

,

so

E

[

log
f(Yt;θ)

f(Yt;θ0)

]

=
1

m
E

[

log
f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ)

f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ0)

]

.

Note that log x ≤ x− 1 for all x > 0 with equality if and only if x = 1. Thus,

E

[

log
f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ)

f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ0)

]

≤ 0

for all θ ∈ Θ with equality if and only if f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ) = f (m)(Yt, ..., Yt−m+1;θ0) a.s.

Hence, we have that

L(θ)− L(θ0) ≤ 0

for all θ ∈ Θ with equality if and only if θ = θ0 by Assumption 6.

A.4 Proof of Theorem 3

The conclusion follows from Lemma 8.1 in Pötscher and Prucha (1997) if

(i) θ0 ∈ int(Θ),

(ii) θ̂T
P→ θ0 as T → ∞,

(iii) θ 7→ L̂T (θ) is twice continuously differentiable a.s.,

(iv)
√
T∇θL̂T (θ0)

d→ N (0, I(θ0)) as T → ∞,

(v) supθ∈Θ ||∇θθL̂T (θ)− (−I(θ))||2,2 P→ 0 as T → ∞, and

(vi) I(θ0) 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
θ∈Θ

||
√
T∇θL̂T (θ)−

√
T∇θLT (θ)||2 a.s.→ 0 as T → ∞.

Proof. We have that

sup
θ∈Θ

||
√
T∇θL̂T (θ)−

√
T∇θLT (θ)||2 ≤ 1√

T

T
∑

t=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θf̂t

f̂t
− ∇θft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

where f̂t denotes f̂(Yt;θ) and ft denotes f(Yt;θ) and that

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
J
∑

j=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θπ̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
−

∇θπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

J
∑

j=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂j,t|t−1∇θf̂j,t

f̂t
− πj,t|t−1∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

where π̂j,t|t−1 denotes π̂j,t|t−1(θ), f̂j,t denotes fj(Yt; X̂j,t,υj), X̂j,t denotes X̂j,t(υj), πj,t|t−1 de-

notes πj,t|t−1(θ), fj,t denotes fj(Yt;Xj,t,υj), and Xj,t denotes Xj,t(υj).

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

Straumann and Mikosch (2006) if supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂t
f̂t

− ∇θft
ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞. This follows

if, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θπ̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ and

supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂j,t|t−1∇θ f̂j,t

f̂t
− πj,t|t−1∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

First,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θπ̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
−

∇θπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπ̂j,t|t−1 −∇θπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̂t
− fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπ̂j,t|t−1 −∇θπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̂t
− fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

We have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̂t
− fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̂t
− f̂j,t

f̃t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̃t
− fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

where f̃t denotes f̃(Yt;θ) =
∑J

j=1 πj,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj). By using the same arguments

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̂t
− fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
∣

∣

∣

∣π̂t|t−1 − πt|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
+ C

J
∑

k,l=1

∣

∣∇̄xk
log f̄k,t

∣

∣ |X̂l,t −Xl,t|,

where f̄j,t denotes fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj). It thus follows from Lemma 2.1

and 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) that, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ π̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ since, in addition to the arguments used

in the proof of Lemma A.3, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, supθ∈Θ ||∇θπ̂j,t|t−1 − ∇θπj,t|t−1||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as
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t → ∞ where (∇θπj,t|t−1)t∈Z is stationary for all θ ∈ Θ and E
[

supθ∈Θ ||∇θπj,t|t−1||22
]

< ∞ by

Corollary 2.

Moreover,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂j,t|t−1∇θ f̂j,t

f̂t
−

πj,t|t−1∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∣

∣π̂j,t|t−1 − πj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣π̂j,t|t−1 − πj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θf̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

where
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t∇θX̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t∇θXj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄θ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

First, we have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t∇θX̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t∇θXj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∇θX̂j,t −∇θXj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

||∇θXj,t||2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣∇θX̂j,t −∇θXj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
,

where
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

f̂j,t

f̃t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t

f̃t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
∣

∣

∣
∇̄xj

log f̂j,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣π̂t|t−1 − πt|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ C

J
∑

l=1

∣

∣∇̄xjxj
log f̄j,t

∣

∣ |X̂l,t −Xl,t|

+ C

J
∑

k,l=1

∣

∣∇̄xj
log f̄j,t

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄xk
log f̄k,t

∣

∣ |X̂l,t −Xl,t|.

Second, we have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄θf̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄θ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄θf̂j,t

f̃t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄θ f̂j,t

f̃t
− ∇̄θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄θf̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ C

dj
∑

h=1

∣

∣

∣
∇̄[υj ]h log f̂j,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣π̂t|t−1 − πt|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
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+C

dj
∑

h=1

J
∑

l=1

∣

∣

∣
∇̄[υj ]hxj

log f̄j,t

∣

∣

∣
|X̂l,t −Xl,t|

+C

dj
∑

h=1

J
∑

k,l=1

∣

∣

∣
∇̄[υj ]h log f̄j,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄xk
log f̄k,t

∣

∣ |X̂l,t −Xl,t|.

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

j ∈ {1, ..., J}, also supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂j,t|t−1∇θ f̂j,t

f̂t
− πj,t|t−1∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ since, in

addition to the arguments used in the proof of Lemma A.3, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
supυj∈Υj

||∇υj
X̂j,t − ∇υj

Xj,t||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ where (∇υj
Xj,t)t∈Z is stationary for all

υj ∈ Υj and E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇υj

Xj,t||2kj2

]

< ∞ by Lemma 3. Moreover, for each j ∈
{1, ..., J}, there exists an mj > 0 such that E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υj
log fj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2

]

< ∞,

E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣∇̄xjxj
log fj,t

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞, and E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υjxj
log fj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2

]

<

∞ by assumption.

Lemma A.7. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,

√
T∇θLT (θ0)

d→ N (0,E [∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)∇θ′ log f(Yt;θ0)]) as T → ∞.

Proof. The conclusion follows from the central limit theorem by Billingsley (1961) together

with the Cramér–Wold theorem if (∇θ log f(Yt;θ0))t∈Z is a stationary and ergodic martingale

difference sequence and E
[

||∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)||22
]

< ∞.

First, (∇θ log f(Yt;θ0))t∈Z 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},
(∇υj

Xj,t(υj))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all υj ∈ Υj by Lemma 3, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
(∇θπj,t|t−1(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ by Corollary 2, and

E
[

∇θ log f(Yt;θ0) | Yt−1
−∞

]

=

∫

Y
∇θf(y;θ)|θ=θ0

dy = ∇θ

∫

Y
f(y;θ)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0

= 0.

We have that

||∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)||22 =
1

f2(Yt;θ0)
||∇θf(Yt;θ0)||22

where

||∇θf(Yt;θ0)||22

≤
J
∑

i,j=1

||∇θπi,t|t−1(θ0)||2fi(Yt;Xi,t(υi,0),υi,0)||∇θπj,t|t−1(θ0)||2fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)

+ 2

J
∑

i,j=1

||∇θπi,t|t−1(θ0)||2fi(Yt;Xi,t(υi,0),υi,0)πj,t|t−1(θ0)||∇θfj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||2

+

J
∑

i,j=1

πi,t|t−1(θ0)||∇θfi(Yt;Xi,t(υi,0),υi,0)||2πj,t|t−1(θ0)||∇θfj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||2,

so

E
[

||∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)||22
]

36



≤ C





J
∑

j=1

(

E
[

||∇θπj,t|t−1(θ0)||22
])1/2





2

+ C

J
∑

i,j=1

(

E
[

||∇θπi,t|t−1(θ0)||22
])1/2 (

E
[

||∇θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22
])1/2

+





J
∑

j=1

(

E
[

||∇θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22
])1/2





2

.

Moreover, we have that

||∇θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22 =
1

f2
j (Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)

||∇θfj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22

where

||∇θfj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22
≤
∣

∣∇̄xj
fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)

∣

∣

2 ||∇θXj,t(υj,0)||22
+ 2

∣

∣∇̄xj
fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)

∣

∣ ||∇θXj,t(υj,0)||2||∇̄θfj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||2
+ ||∇̄θfj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22

so

E
[

||∇θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22
]

≤
(

E

[

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)

∣

∣

2kj/(kj−1)
])(kj−1)/kj (

E

[

||∇θXj,t(υj,0)||2kj2

])1/kj

+ 2
(

E

[

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)

∣

∣

2kj/(kj−1)
])(kj−1)/2kj (

E

[

||∇θXj,t(υj,0)||2kj2

])1/2kj

·
(

E
[

||∇̄θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22
])1/2

+ E
[

||∇̄θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj,0),υj,0)||22
]

.

Hence, E
[

||∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)||22
]

< ∞ since, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇υj

Xj,t(υj)||2kj2

]

< ∞ by Lemma 3, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
E
[

supθ∈Θ ||∇θπj,t|t−1(θ)||22
]

< ∞ by Corollary 2, and, for each j ∈
{1, ..., J}, E

[

supυj∈Υj

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

∣

∣

2kj/(kj−1)
]

< ∞ and

E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υj

log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||22
]

< ∞ by Assumption 10.

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

I(θ0) = E [∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)∇θ′ log f(Yt;θ0)] .

Proof. We have that

E
[

∇θθ log f(Yt;θ0) | Yt−1
−∞

]

= −E

[

1

f2(Yt;θ0)
∇θf(Yt;θ0)∇θ′f(Yt;θ0) | Yt−1

−∞

]

+

∫

Y
∇θθf(y;θ)|θ=θ0

dy

= −E
[

∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)∇θ′ log f(Yt;θ0) | Yt−1
−∞

]
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+ ∇θθ

∫

Y
f(y;θ)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=θ0

= −E
[

∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)∇θ′ log f(Yt;θ0) | Yt−1
−∞

]

and thus that

E [∇θθ log f(Yt;θ0)] = −E [∇θ log f(Yt;θ0)∇θ′ log f(Yt;θ0)] .

Condition (v) follows from Lemma A.9 and A.10 since

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θθL̂T (θ)−(−I(θ))||2,2 ≤ sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θθL̂T (θ)−∇θθLT (θ)||2,2+sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θθLT (θ)−(−I(θ))||2,2.

Lemma A.9. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θθL̂T (θ)−∇θθLT (θ)||2,2 a.s.→ 0 as T → ∞.

Proof. We have that

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θθL̂T (θ)−∇θθLT (θ)||2,2 ≤
1

T

T
∑

t=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂t

f̂t

∇θ′ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θft

ft

∇θ′ft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+
1

T

T
∑

t=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θθft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

,

where f̂t denotes f̂(Yt;θ) and ft denotes f(Yt;θ), that

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂t

f̂t

∇θ′ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θft

ft

∇θ′ft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

≤ sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

2

+ 2 sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

and that

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θθft

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

≤
J
∑

j=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθπ̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θθπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+ 2

J
∑

j=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θπ̂j,t|t−1∇θ′ f̂j,t

f̂t
−

∇θπj,t|t−1∇θ′fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+
J
∑

j=1

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂j,t|t−1∇θθ f̂j,t

f̂t
− πj,t|t−1∇θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

,

where π̂j,t|t−1 denotes π̂j,t|t−1(θ), f̂j,t denotes fj(Yt; X̂j,t,υj), X̂j,t denotes X̂j,t(υj), πj,t|t−1 de-

notes πj,t|t−1(θ), fj,t denotes fj(Yt;Xj,t,υj), and Xj,t denotes Xj,t(υj).

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

supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂t
f̂t

∇
θ′ f̂t

f̂t
− ∇θft

ft

∇
θ′ft
ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ and supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθ f̂t
f̂t

− ∇θθft
ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→ 0

as t → ∞. The former follows from the arguments used in the proof of Lemma A.6 and
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the latter follows if, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθπ̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θθπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→

0 as t → ∞, supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θπ̂j,t|t−1∇θ′ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θπj,t|t−1∇θ′fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂j,t|t−1∇θθ f̂j,t

f̂t
− πj,t|t−1∇θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

First,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθπ̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
−

∇θθπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θθπ̂j,t|t−1 −∇θθπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̂t
− fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ C
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θθπ̂j,t|t−1 −∇θθπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θθπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̂j,t

f̂t
− fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

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

j ∈ {1, ..., J}, supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθπ̂j,t|t−1f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θθπj,t|t−1fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ since, in addi-

tion to the arguments used in the proofs of Lemma A.3 and A.6, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπ̂j,t|t−1 − ∇θθπj,t|t−1||2,2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ where (∇θθπj,t|t−1)t∈Z is stationary for

all θ ∈ Θ and E
[

supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπj,t|t−1||2,2
]

< ∞ by Corollary 3.

Moreover,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θπ̂j,t|t−1∇θ′ f̂j,t

f̂t
−

∇θπj,t|t−1∇θ′fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπ̂j,t|t−1 −∇θπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπ̂j,t|t−1 −∇θπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣

∣∇θπj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θf̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

It thus follows from the arguments used in the proof of Lemma A.6 that, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
also supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θπ̂j,t|t−1∇θ′ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θπj,t|t−1∇θ′fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

Finally,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂j,t|t−1∇θθ f̂j,t

f̂t
−

πj,t|t−1∇θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

≤
∣

∣π̂j,t|t−1 − πj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+
∣

∣π̂j,t|t−1 − πj,t|t−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

,

where
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θθ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t∇θX̂j,t∇θ′X̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xjxj

fj,t∇θXj,t∇θ′Xj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xj
f̂j,t∇θθX̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xj

fj,t∇θθXj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2
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+ 2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄θxj
f̂j,t∇θ′X̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄θxj

fj,t∇θ′Xj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄θθ f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄θθfj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

.

First, we have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t∇θX̂j,t∇θ′X̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xjxj

fj,t∇θXj,t∇θ′Xj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xjxj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣∇θX̂j,t∇θ′X̂j,t −∇θXj,t∇θ′Xj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xjxj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

||∇θXj,t||22

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣∇θX̂j,t∇θ′X̂j,t −∇θXj,t∇θ′Xj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2
,

where
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xjxj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t

f̂t
− ∇̄xjxj

f̂j,t

f̃t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t

f̃t
− ∇̄xjxj

fj,t

ft

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

where f̃t denotes f̃(Yt;θ) =
∑J

j=1 πj,t|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj) and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∇θX̂j,t∇θ′X̂j,t −∇θXj,t∇θ′Xj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2,2
≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∇θX̂j,t −∇θXj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

2
+2 ||∇θXj,t||2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
∇θX̂j,t −∇θXj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
.

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇̄xjxj
f̂j,t
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∣
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∣∇̄xjxjxj
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∣ |X̂l,t −Xl,t|
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∣∇̄xj
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∣

∣

2 ∣
∣∇̄xk
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∣

∣ |X̂l,t −Xl,t|,

where f̄j,t denotes fj(Yt; X̄j,t(υj),υj). Second, we have that
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∣

∣
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∣
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where
∣

∣
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∣
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as in the proof of Lemma A.6. Third, we have that
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∣

∣

∣
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∣
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2
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,

where
∣

∣

∣

∣
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∣

∣
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∣
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∣

∣
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∣
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∣
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∣

∣
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∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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.

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

∣
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Finally, we have that
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.

By using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma A.3 once again, we have that
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∣
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It thus follows from Lemma 2.1 and 2.2 in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) that, for each

j ∈ {1, ..., J}, also supθ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣
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∣
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∣
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e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ since, in ad-

dition to the arguments used in the proofs of Lemma A.3 and A.6, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
supυj∈Υj

||∇υjυj
X̂j,t − ∇υjυj

Xj,t||2,2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ where (∇υjυj
Xj,t)t∈Z is stationary

for all υj ∈ Υj and E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇υjυj

Xj,t||kj2,2
]

< ∞ by Lemma 4. Moreover, for each

j ∈ {1, ..., J}, there exists an mj > 0 such that E
[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇̄υjυj
log fj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2,2

]

< ∞,

E
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supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣
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log fj,t

∣

∣
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∣
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log fj,t
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∣
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∣

∣
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log fj,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

mj

2,2

]

< ∞ by assumption.

Lemma A.10. Under the assumptions in Theorem 3,

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θθLT (θ)− (−I(θ))||2,2 a.s.→ 0 as T → ∞.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma A.4, the conclusion follows from the uniform law of large

numbers by Rao (1962) if (∇θθ log f(Yt;θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ and

E [supθ∈Θ ||∇θθ log f(Yt;θ)||2,2] < ∞.

First, (∇θθ log f(Yt;θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ since, in addition to the

arguments used in the proofs of Lemma A.4 and A.7, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (∇υjυj
Xj,t(υj))t∈Z

is stationary and ergodic for all υj ∈ Υj by Lemma 4, and, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
(∇θθπj,t|t−1(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ by Corollary 3.

We have that

||∇θθ log f(Yt;θ)||2,2 ≤ 1

f2(Yt;θ)
||∇θf(Yt;θ)||22 +

1

f(Yt;θ)
||∇θθf(Yt;θ)||2,2

where

||∇θθf(Yt;θ)||2,2

≤
J
∑

j=1

||∇θθπj,t|t−1(θ)||2,2fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)
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+ 2

J
∑

j=1
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+
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∑
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so

E
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sup
θ∈Θ
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]

≤ E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θ log f(Yt;θ)||22
]

+ C

J
∑

j=1

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θθπj,t|t−1(θ)||2,2
]

+ C

J
∑

j=1

(

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ
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])1/2(

E

[
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+

J
∑
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E
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J
∑
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E
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]

.

Moreover, we have that

||∇θθ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||2,2 ≤ 1

f2
j (Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

||∇θfj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||22

+
1
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where
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E
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]

+

(

E
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sup
θ∈Θ

|∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|2kj/(kj−1)

])(kj−1)/kj (

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ
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])1/kj

+

(

E
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sup
θ∈Θ

|∇̄xjxj
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E
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(

E
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E
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+ 2

(

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

|∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|2kj/(kj−1)

])(kj−1)/2kj

·
(

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇̄θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||22
])1/2(

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θXj,t(υj)||2kj2

])1/2kj

+ 2

(

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇̄θxj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||kj/(kj−1)

2

])(kj−1)/kj (

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θXj,t(υj)||kj2
])1/kj

+ E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇̄θ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||22
]

+ E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇̄θθ log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||2,2
]

.

Hence, E [supθ∈Θ ||∇θθ log f(Yt;θ)||2,2] < ∞ since, in addition to the arguments used in

the proof of Lemma A.7, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇υjυj

Xj,t(υj)||kj2,2
]

< ∞
by Lemma 4, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, E

[

supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπj,t|t−1(θ)||2,2
]

< ∞ by Corol-

lary 3, and, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, E

[

supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xjxj

log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)|kj/(kj−1)
]

<

∞, E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjxj

log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||kj/(kj−1)
2

]

< ∞, and

E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjυj

log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||2,2
]

< ∞ by Assumption 10.

Finally, Condition (vi) is true by assumption.

B Other Proofs

B.1 Proof of Lemma 3

For each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (∇υj
Xj,t(υj))t∈Z is a stochastic process taking values in (Rdj , || · ||2)

given by

∇υj
Xj,t+1(υj) = φx

j,t(∇υj
Xj,t(υj);υj),

where (φx
j,t(·;υj))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

φx
j,t(xj ;υj) = ∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)xj + ∇̄υj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)

with Lipschitz coefficient

Λ(φx
j,t;υj) = |∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|.

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

(i) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|] < ∞, and

(iii) E[log supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|] < 0

by assumption.7

7Condition (ii) and (iii) follow from Condition (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 1.
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Moreover, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (∇υj
X̂j,t(υj))t∈N is a stochastic process taking values in

(Rdj , || · ||2) given by

∇υj
X̂j,t+1(υj) = φ̂x

j,t(∇υj
X̂j,t(υj);υj),

where (φ̂x
j,t(·;υj))t∈N is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

φ̂x
j,t(xj ;υj) = ∇̄xj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)xj + ∇̄υj
φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj).

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

(i) E[supυj∈Υj
||∇υj

Xj,t(υj)||2kj2 ] < ∞,

(ii) supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄υj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

(iii) supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄xj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

by assumption.

B.2 Proof of Lemma 4

For each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (∇υjυj
Xj,t(υj))t∈Z is a stochastic process taking values in (Rdj×dj , ||·||2,2)

given by

∇υjυj
Xj,t+1(υj) = φxx

j,t(∇υjυj
Xj,t(υj);υj),

where (φxx
j,t(·;υj))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

φxx
j,t(Xj ;υj) = ∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)Xj + ∇̄xjxj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)∇υj

Xj,t(υj)∇υ′
j
Xj,t(υj)

+∇υj
Xj,t(υj)∇̄xjυj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj) + ∇̄υjxj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)∇υ′

j
Xj,t(υj)

+ ∇̄υjυj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)

with Lipschitz coefficient

Λ(φxx
j,t ;υj) = |∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|

as above.

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

(i) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xjxj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|] < ∞, E[log+ supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjxj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2] <
∞ and E[log+ supυj∈Υj

||∇̄υjυj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2,2] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|] < ∞, and

(iii) E[log supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xj

φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)|] < 0

by assumption.

Moreover, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, (∇υjυj
X̂j,t(υj))t∈N is a stochastic process taking values in

(Rdj×dj , || · ||2,2) given by

∇υjυj
X̂j,t+1(υj) = φ̂xx

j,t(∇υjυj
X̂j,t(υj);υj),
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where (φ̂xx
j,t(·;υj))t∈N is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

φ̂xx
j,t(Xj ;υj) = ∇̄xj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)Xj + ∇̄xjxj
φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)∇υj

X̂j,t(υj)∇υ′
j
X̂j,t(υj)

+∇υj
X̂j,t(υj)∇̄xjυj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj) + ∇̄υjxj
φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)∇υ′

j
X̂j,t(υj)

+ ∇̄υjυj
φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj).

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

(i) E[supυj∈Υj
||∇υjυj

Xj,t(υj)||kj2,2] < ∞,

(ii) supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xjxj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj) − ∇̄xjxj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞,

supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjxj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj) − ∇̄υjxj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ and

supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υjυj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄υjυj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)||2,2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

(iii) supυj∈Υj
|∇̄xj

φj(Yt, X̂j,t(υj);υj)− ∇̄xj
φj(Yt,Xj,t(υj);υj)| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

by assumption.8

B.3 Proof of Lemma 5

First, (∇θπt|t(θ))t∈Z is a stochastic process taking values in (R(J−1)d, || · ||2) given by

∇θπt|t(θ) = φπ

t (∇θπt−1|t−1(θ);θ),

where (φπ
t (·;θ))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

[φπ

t (x;θ)](n−1)d+m =
J−1
∑

j=1

(

∇̄[π]j

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

[x](j−1)d+m

+ ∇̄[θ]m

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
, (n,m) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d},

see Appendix E for details, with Lipschitz coefficient

Λ(φπ

t ;θ) = sup
x,y∈R(J−1)d

x6=y

||φπ
t (x;θ) −φπ

t (y;θ)||2
||x− y||2

.

The fact that (∇θπt|t(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ with

E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θπt|t(θ)||22] < ∞ follows from Lemma C.2 if

(i) E[log+ supθ∈Θ ||φπ
t (0;θ)||2] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supθ∈Θ Λ(φπ
t ;θ)] < ∞, and

(iii) there exists an r ∈ N such that E[log supθ∈Θ Λ((φπ
t )

(r);θ)] < 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) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d},
E[log+ supθ∈Θ |∇̄[θ]m

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
|] < ∞. This is true if, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J − 1},

E

[

log+ sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

πa,t−1|t−1(θ)fb(Yt;Xb,t(υb),υb)
∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

< ∞

and

E






log+ sup

θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∑J

i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1(θ)fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)
)

πa,t−1|t−1(θ)fb(Yt;Xb,t(υb),υb)
(

∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)
)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣






< ∞

for all a, b ∈ {1, ..., J} and

E

[

log+ sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑J

i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1(θ)∇[υa]bfa(Yt;Xa,t(υa),υa)
∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

< ∞

and

E






log+ sup

θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∑J

i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1(θ)fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)
)(

∑J

l=1 plaπl,t−1|t−1(θ)∇[υa]bfa(Yt;Xa,t(υa),υa)
)

(

∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)
)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣






< ∞

for all a ∈ {1, ..., J} and b ∈ {1, ..., da}, see Appendix E for details. Condition (i) thus

follows since, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞,

E

[

supυj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υj
Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2kj
2

]

< ∞, and E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

||∇̄υj
log fj(Yt;xj,υj)||mj

2

]

<

∞ by assumption.

Let r ∈ N be given. For each (n,m) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d}, we have that

[

(φπ

t )
(r)(x;θ)

]

(n−1)d+m
=

J−1
∑

j=1

(

∇̄[π]j

[

φ
(r)
t (πt−r|t−r(θ);θ)

]

n
− ∇̄[π]J

[

φ
(r)
t (πt−r|t−r(θ);θ)

]

n

)

[x](j−1)d+m

+ ∇̄[θ]m

[

φ
(r)
t (πt−r|t−r(θ);θ)

]

n

for all x ∈ R
(J−1)d. Note that

||φ(r)
t (x;θ)− φ

(r)
t (y;θ)||2 ≤ Λ(φ

(r)
t ;θ)||x− y||2

for all x,y ∈ S so, for each j, n ∈ {1, ..., J − 1},
∣

∣

∣∇̄[π]j

[

φ
(r)
t (πt−r|t−r(θ);θ)

]

n
− ∇̄[π]J

[

φ
(r)
t (πt−r|t−r(θ);θ)

]

n

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Λ(φ
(r)
t ;θ),

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

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

(φπ

t )
(r)(x;θ)

]

(n−1)d+m
−
[

(φπ

t )
(r)(y;θ)

]

(n−1)d+m

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Λ(φ
(r)
t ;θ)

J
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣
[x](j−1)d+m − [y](j−1)d+m

∣

∣

∣

for all x,y ∈ R
(J−1)d. Thus,

Λ((φπ

t )
(r);θ) ≤ CΛ(φ

(r)
t ;θ)

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[supθ∈Θ ||∇θπt|t(θ)||22] < ∞, we have that

∇θπt|t(θ) =

∞
∑

k=0

((φπ

t )
(k)(Vt−k(θ);θ)− (φπ

t )
(k)(0;θ)) a.s.,

see Lemma C.2, where, by convention, (φπ
t )

(0)(v;θ) = v and

[Vt−k(θ)](n−1)d+m = ∇̄[θ]m

[

φt−k(πt−k−1|t−k−1(θ);θ)
]

n
, (n,m) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d}.

Thus,

||∇θπt|t(θ)||22 ≤
∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0

||(φπ

t )
(k)(Vt−k(θ);θ)−(φπ

t )
(k)(0;θ)||2||(φπ

t )
(l)(Vt−l(θ);θ)−(φπ

t )
(l)(0;θ)||2 a.s.

Note that there exists an α ∈ (0, 1) such that

sup
x,y∈R(J−1)d

x6=y

||(φπ
t )

(k)(x;θ) − (φπ
t )

(k)(y;θ)||2
||x− y||2

≤ Cαk

for all k ∈ N0. Thus,

||∇θπt|t(θ)||22 ≤ C

∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

l=0

αk||Vt−k(θ)||2αl||Vt−l(θ)||2 a.s.

Hence, we have that

E

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||∇θπt|t(θ)||22
]

≤ CE

[

sup
θ∈Θ

||Vt(θ)||22
]

,

so E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θπt|t(θ)||22] < ∞ since, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J},
E

[

supυj∈Υj

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)

∣

∣

2kj/(kj−1)
]

< ∞, E
[

supυj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υj
Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2kj
2

]

< ∞,

and E

[

supυj∈Υj
||∇̄υj

log fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)||22
]

< ∞ by assumption.

Moreover, (∇θπ̂t|t(θ))t∈N is a stochastic process taking values in (R(J−1)d, || · ||2) given by

∇θπ̂t|t(θ) = φ̂π

t (∇θπ̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ),

where (φ̂π
t (·;θ))t∈N is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

[

φ̂π

t (x;θ)
]

(n−1)d+m
=

J−1
∑

j=1

(

∇̄[π]j

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

[x](j−1)d+m

+ ∇̄[θ]m

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
, (n,m) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d}.

The fact that also supθ∈Θ ||∇θπ̂t|t(θ) − ∇θπt|t(θ)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ follows also from

Lemma C.2 if

(i) E[log+ supθ∈Θ ||∇θπt|t(θ)||2] < ∞,

(ii) supθ∈Θ ||φ̂π
t (0;θ)− φπ

t (0;θ)||2
e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

(iii) supθ∈Θ Λ(φ̂π
t − φπ

t ;θ)
e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.
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Condition (i) follows since E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θπt|t(θ)||22] < ∞.

Condition (ii) follows if, for each (n,m) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d},
supθ∈Θ |∇̄[θ]m

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[θ]m

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
| e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞. This

is true if, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J − 1},

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

π̂a,t−1|t−1(θ)fb(Yt; X̂b,t(υb),υb)
∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπ̂l,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)

− πa,t−1|t−1(θ)fb(Yt;Xb,t(υb),υb)
∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∑J

i=1 pij π̂i,t−1|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj)
)

π̂a,t−1|t−1(θ)fb(Yt; X̂b,t(υb),υb)
(

∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπ̂l,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)
)2

−

(

∑J

i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1(θ)fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)
)

πa,t−1|t−1(θ)fb(Yt;Xb,t(υb),υb)
(

∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)
)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

for all a, b ∈ {1, ..., J} and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑J

i=1 pij π̂i,t−1|t−1(θ)∇[υa]bfa(Yt; X̂a,t(υa),υa)
∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπ̂l,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)

−
∑J

i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1(θ)∇[υa]bfa(Yt;Xa,t(υa),υa)
∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

and

sup
θ∈Θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

∑J

i=1 pij π̂i,t−1|t−1(θ)fj(Yt; X̂j,t(υj),υj)
)(

∑J

l=1 plaπ̂l,t−1|t−1(θ)∇[υa]bfa(Yt; X̂a,t(υa),υa)
)

(

∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπ̂l,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt; X̂k,t(υk),υk)
)2

−

(

∑J

i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1(θ)fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj)
)(

∑J

l=1 plaπl,t−1|t−1(θ)∇[υa]bfa(Yt;Xa,t(υa),υa)
)

(

∑J

k=1

∑J

l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1(θ)fk(Yt;Xk,t(υk),υk)
)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞

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

thus follows by using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2 since (Yt)t∈Z is stationary

by Assumption 1. Moreover, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, supυj∈Υj
|X̂j,t(υj) − Xj,t(υj)| e.a.s.→ 0

as t → ∞ by Lemma 1, supθ∈Θ ||π̂t|t(θ) − πt|t(θ)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ by Lemma 2, and,

for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, supυj∈Υj
||∇υj

X̂j,t(υj) − ∇υj
Xj,t(υj)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ by Lemma

3. Finally, for each j ∈ {1, ..., J}, E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

∣

∣∇̄xj
log fj(Yt;xj,υj)

∣

∣

mj

]

< ∞,

E

[

supυj∈Υj

∣

∣

∣

∣∇υj
Xj,t(υj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2kj
2

]

< ∞, E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

||∇̄υj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)||mj

2

]

<

∞, E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

|∇̄xjxj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)|mj

]

< ∞, and

E

[

supυj∈Υj
supxj∈Xj

||∇̄υjxj
log fj(Yt;xj ,υj)||mj

2

]

< ∞ by assumption.

By using the same arguments as above,

Λ(φ̂π

t − φπ

t ;θ) ≤ CΛ(φ̂t −φt;θ).

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, (∇θθπt|t(θ))t∈Z is a stochastic process taking values in (R(J−1)d2 , || · ||2) given by

∇θθπt|t(θ) = φππ

t (∇θθπt−1|t−1(θ);θ),

where (φππ
t (·;θ))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions given by

[φππ

t (x;θ)](n−1)d2+(m1−1)d+m2

=
J−1
∑

j=1

(

∇̄[π]j

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

[x](j−1)d2+(m1−1)d+m2

+

J−1
∑

j=1

(

∇̄[π]j [θ]m2

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J [θ]m2

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

∇[θ]m1

[

πt−1|t−1(θ)
]

j

+

J−1
∑

j=1

J−1
∑

i=1

[(

∇̄[π]j [π]i

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]j [π]J

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

−
(

∇̄[π]J [π]i

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J [π]J

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)]

· ∇[θ]m1

[

πt−1|t−1(θ)
]

j
∇[θ]m2

[

πt−1|t−1(θ)
]

i

+
J−1
∑

i=1

(

∇̄[θ]m1
[π]i

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[θ]m1

[π]J

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

∇[θ]m2

[

πt−1|t−1(θ)
]

i

+ ∇̄[θ]m1
[θ]m2

[

φt(πt−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
, (n,m1,m2) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d} × {1, ..., d},

with Lipschitz coefficient

Λ(φππ

t ;θ) = sup
x,y∈R(J−1)d2

x6=y

||φππ
t (x;θ)− φππ

t (y;θ)||2
||x− y||2

.

The fact that (∇θθπt|t(θ))t∈Z is stationary and ergodic for all θ ∈ Θ with

E[supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπt|t(θ)||2] < ∞ follows from Lemma C.2 if

(i) E[log+ supθ∈Θ ||φππ
t (0;θ)||2] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supθ∈Θ Λ(φππ
t ;θ)] < ∞, and

(iii) there exists an r ∈ N such that E[log supθ∈Θ Λ((φππ
t )(r);θ)] < 0.

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

Moreover, (∇θθπ̂t|t(θ))t∈N is a stochastic process taking values in (R(J−1)d2 , || · ||2) given by

∇θθπ̂t|t(θ) = φ̂ππ

t (∇θθπ̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ),

where (φ̂ππ
t (·;θ))t∈N is a sequence of non-stationary Lipschitz functions given by

[

φ̂ππ

t (x;θ)
]

(n−1)d2+(m1−1)d+m2

=

J−1
∑

j=1

(

∇̄[π]j

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

[x](j−1)d2+(m1−1)d+m2
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+

J−1
∑

j=1

(

∇̄[π]j [θ]m2

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J [θ]m2

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

∇[θ]m1

[

π̂t−1|t−1(θ)
]

j

+

J−1
∑

j=1

J−1
∑

i=1

[(

∇̄[π]j [π]i

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]j [π]J

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

−
(

∇̄[π]J [π]i

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[π]J [π]J

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)]

· ∇[θ]m1

[

π̂t−1|t−1(θ)
]

j
∇[θ]m2

[

π̂t−1|t−1(θ)
]

i

+

J−1
∑

i=1

(

∇̄[θ]m1
[π]i

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
− ∇̄[θ]m1

[π]J

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n

)

∇[θ]m2

[

π̂t−1|t−1(θ)
]

i

+ ∇̄[θ]m1
[θ]m2

[

φ̂t(π̂t−1|t−1(θ);θ)
]

n
, (n,m1,m2) ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} × {1, ..., d} × {1, ..., d},

The fact that also supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπ̂t|t(θ) − ∇θθπt|t(θ)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ follows also from

Lemma C.2 if

(i) E[log+ supθ∈Θ ||∇θθπt|t(θ)||2] < ∞,

(ii) supθ∈Θ ||φ̂ππ
t (0;θ)− φππ

t (0;θ)||2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞, and

(iii) supθ∈Θ Λ(φ̂ππ
t − φππ

t ;θ)
e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

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

C Technical Lemmata

Let c ∈ C where C ⊂ R
d is a compact set be given. Let (Yt(c))t∈Z be a stochastic process taking

values in (Y, || · ||2,2) where Y ⊆ R
d
′

1×d
′

2 is a complete set and ||y||2,2 = (
∑d

′

1
i=1

∑d
′

2
j=1 |yij|2)1/2

given by

Yt(c) = φt(Yt−1(c); c),

where (φt(·; c))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz

coefficient

Λ(φt; c) = sup
x,y∈Y
x 6=y

||φt(x; c)− φt(y; c)||2,2
||x− y||2,2

.

Assume that (y, c) 7→ φt(y; c) is continuous. Then, (Yt)t∈Z is a stochastic process taking values

in (C(C,Y), || · ||C) where C(C,Y) is the set of continuous functions from C to Y and ||Y ||C =

supc∈C ||Y (c)||2,2 given by

Yt = Φt(Yt−1)

with

Φt(Y ) = φt(Y (·); ·),

where (Φt(·))t∈Z is a sequence of stationary and ergodic Lipschitz maps with Lipschitz coefficient

Λ(Φt) = sup
X,Y ∈C(C,Y)

X 6=Y

||Φt(X)− Φt(Y )||C
||X − Y ||C

.

First, we have the following result.
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Lemma C.1. Assume that

(i) there exists a y ∈ Y such that E[log+ supc∈C ||φt(y; c) − y||2,2] < ∞,

(ii) E[log+ supc∈C Λ(φt; c)] < ∞, and

(iii) there exists an r ∈ N such that E[log supc∈C Λ(φ
(r)
t ; c)] < 0.

Then, the stochastic process (Yt)t∈Z is stationary and ergodic and

Yt = lim
m→∞

Φt ◦ · · · ◦ Φt−m(Y ) a.s.

for all Y ∈ C(C,Y).

If (Xt)t∈N is another stochastic process given by

Xt = Φt(Xt−1)

with

Φt(X) = φt(X(·); ·),

then

||Xt − Yt||C e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

Proof. The conclusions follow from Theorem 3.1 in Bougerol (1993) if

(I) there exists a Y ∈ C(C,Y) such that E[log+ ||Φt(Y )− Y ||C] < ∞,

(II) E[log+ Λ(Φt)] < ∞, and

(III) there exists an r ∈ N such that E[log Λ(Φ
(r)
t )] < 0.

Let Y ∈ C(C,Y) be given by Y (c) = y. Condition (I) then follows since E[log+ ||Φt(Y )−Y ||C] =
E[log+ supc∈C ||φt(y; c) − y||2,2] < ∞ by Condition (i). We have that

Λ(Φt) = sup
X,Y ∈C(C,Y)

X 6=Y

||Φt(X) −Φt(Y )||C
||X − Y ||C

= sup
X,Y ∈C(C,Y)

X 6=Y

sup
c∈C

||φt(X(c); c) − φt(Y (c); c)||2,2
||X(c) − Y (c)||2,2

||X(c) − Y (c)||2,2
supc∈C ||X(c) − Y (c)||2,2

≤ sup
c∈C

sup
x,y∈Y
x 6=y

||φt(x; c) − φt(y; c)||2,2
||x− y||2,2

= sup
c∈C

Λ(φt; c).

Condition (II) and (III) then follow since E[log+ Λ(Φt)] ≤ E[log+ supc∈CΛ(φt; c)] < ∞ and there

exists an r ∈ N such that E[log Λ(Φ
(r)
t )] ≤ E[log supc∈C Λ(φ

(r)
t ; c)] < 0 by Condition (ii) and (iii),

respectively.

Moreover, we have the following result when Y = R
d
′

1×d
′

2 .

Lemma C.2. Assume that

(i) E[log+ supc∈C ||φt(0; c)||2,2] < ∞,
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(ii) E[log+ supc∈C Λ(φt; c)] < ∞, and

(iii) there exists an r ∈ N such that E[log supc∈C Λ(φ
(r)
t ; c)] < 0.

Then, the stochastic process (Yt)t∈Z is stationary and ergodic and

Yt = lim
m→∞

Φt ◦ · · · ◦ Φt−m(Y ) a.s.

for all Y ∈ C(C,Rd
′

1×d
′

2).

Assume that E[log+ ||Yt||C] < ∞. Let (Xt)t∈N be another stochastic process given by

Xt = Φ̂t(Xt−1)

with

Φ̂t(X) = φ̂t(X(·); ·),

where (Φ̂t(·))t∈N is a sequence of Lipschitz maps. Assume that

(iv) supc∈C ||φ̂t(0; c) − φt(0; c)||2,2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ and

(v) supc∈C Λ(φ̂t − φt; c)
e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

Then,

||Xt − Yt||C e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

Proof. The first conclusion follows from Lemma C.1. The second one follows from Theorem 2.10

in Straumann and Mikosch (2006) if

(IV) ||Φ̂t(0)− Φt(0)||C e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ and

(V) Λ(Φ̂t − Φt)
e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞.

Condition (IV) follows since ||Φ̂t(0) − Φt(0)||C = supc∈C ||φ̂t(0; c) − φt(0; c)||2,2 e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞
by Condition (iv). As in the proof of Lemma C.1, we have that

Λ(Φ̂t − Φt) = sup

X,Y∈C(C,R
d
′
1
×d

′
2 )

X 6=Y

||(Φ̂t(X)− Φt(X))− (Φ̂t(Y )−Φt(Y ))||C
||X − Y ||C

= sup

X,Y∈C(C,R
d
′
1
×d

′
2 )

X 6=Y

sup
c∈C

||(φ̂t(X(c); c)− φt(X(c); c))− (φ̂t(Y (c); c)− φt(Y (c); c))||2,2
||X(c) − Y (c)||2,2

||X(c) − Y (c)||2,2
supc∈C ||X(c) − Y (c)||2,2

≤ sup
c∈C

sup

x,y∈R
d
′
1
×d

′
2

x 6=y

||(φ̂t(x; c)− φt(x; c))− (φ̂t(y; c)− φt(y; c))||2,2
||x− y||2,2

= sup
c∈C

Λ(φ̂t − φt; c).

Condition (V) then follows since Λ(Φ̂t−Φt) ≤ supc∈CΛ(φ̂t−φt; c)
e.a.s.→ 0 as t → ∞ by Condition

(v).

53



D Other Lemmata

We have the following result.

Lemma D.1. Let P be a J×J-dimensional stochastic matrix with generic element pij. Assume

that there exist an ε ∈ (0, 1) and a ρ ∈ S such that

pij ≥ ερj

for all i, j ∈ {1, ..., J}. Then, there exists an α ∈ (0, 1) such that

||P′x−P′y||1 ≤ α||x − y||1

for all x,y ∈ S.

Proof. Let P̃ be a J × J-dimensional matrix with generic element p̃ij = (1 − ε)−1(pij − ερj).

Note that P̃ is a stochastic matrix. Thus,

||P′x−P′y||1 =
J
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

J
∑

i=1

pij(xi − yi)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= (1− ε)

J
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

J
∑

i=1

p̃ij(xi − yi)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ (1− ε)

J
∑

j=1

J
∑

i=1

p̃ij|xi − yi|

= (1− ε)
J
∑

i=1

|xi − yi| = (1− ε)||x − y||1

for all x,y ∈ S.

E Supplementary Material

In the following, πj,t|t denotes πj,t|t(θ) and fj,t denotes fj(Yt;Xj,t(υj),υj).

For each j ∈ {1, ..., J − 1},

∇pabπj,t|t = 1{j=b}

πa,t−1|t−1fj,t
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

+

∑J−1
i=1 (pij − pJj)∇pabπi,t−1|t−1fj,t
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

−

(

∑J
i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1fj,t

)

πa,t−1|t−1(fb,t − fJ,t)
(

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

)2

−

(

∑J
i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1fj,t

)(

∑J−1
k=1

∑J−1
l=1 (plk − pJk)∇pabπl,t−1|t−1(fk,t − fJ,t)

)

(

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

)2
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for all a ∈ {1, ..., J} and b ∈ {1, ..., J − 1} and

∇[υa]bπj,t|t =

∑J−1
i=1 (pij − pJj)∇[υa]bπi,t−1|t−1fj,t
∑J

k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

+ 1{j=a}1{a∈{1,...,J−1}}

∑J
i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1∇[υa]bfj,t

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

−

(

∑J
i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1fj,t

)(

∑J−1
k=1

∑J−1
l=1 (plk − pJk)∇[υa]bπl,t−1|t−1(fk,t − fJ,t)

)

(

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

)2

−

(

∑J
i=1 pijπi,t−1|t−1fj,t

)(

∑J
l=1 plaπl,t−1|t−1∇[υa]bfa,t

)

(

∑J
k=1

∑J
l=1 plkπl,t−1|t−1fk,t

)2

for all a ∈ {1, ..., J} and b ∈ {1, ..., da}.
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