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Abstract

In this paper, we consider parameter estimation for stochastic differential equations

driven by Wiener processes and compound Poisson processes. We assume unknown

parameters corresponding to coefficients of the drift term, diffusion term, and jump

term, as well as the Poisson intensity and the probability density function of the un-

derlying jump. We propose estimators based on adaptive Bayesian estimation from

discrete observations. We demonstrate the consistency and asymptotic normality of

the estimators within the framework of small noise asymptotics.
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1 Introduction

Consider a stochasitc process (Xθ,ε
t )t∈[0,1] following a one-dimensional stochastic differential

equation under the usual conditions for a stochastic basis (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈[0,1],P):
{
dXθ,ε

t = a(Xθ,ε
t , µ0)dt+ εb(Xθ,ε

t , σ0)dWt + εc(Xθ,ε
t− , α0)dJ

λ
t

Xθ,ε
0 = x

, (1.1)
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where ε > 0, and Θi, (i = 1, 2, 3) are smooth convex open sets on R
di , with di(i = 1, 2, 3) being

natural numbers. Additionally, let θ0 = (σ0, µ0, α0) belong to Θ0 = Θ1 × Θ2 × Θ3 ⊂ R
d,

where d = d1 + d2 + d3 is given, and the parameter space Θ is defined as Θ = Θ0. The
domains of the functions a, b, c are each R × Θi, (i = 1, 2, 3). where ε > 0 is a known
constant, a : R× Θ1 → R, b : R× Θ2 → R and c : R × Θ3 → R with Θi ⊂ R

di (i = 1, 2, 3)
are open convex subsets, respectively. We denote by d = d1 + d2 + d3 and Θ := Θ0 with
Θ0 = Θ1 × Θ2 × Θ3, and assume that the true value of the parameters θ = (σ, µ, α), say
θ0 = (σ0, µ0, α0), belongs to Θ0 : θ0 ∈ Θ0.

The process Jλ = (Jλ
t )t∈[0,1] is a compound Poisson process given by

Jλ
t :=

Nλ
t∑

k=1

Vk,

where Nλ = (Nλ
t )t∈[0,1] is a Poisson process with intensity λ > 0. The random variables V ′

ks
are independent random variables with a common probability density function fα0

, and they
are independent of (Nλ

t )t∈[0,1] and the standard Brownian motion W = (Wt)t∈[0,1].
We consider the estimation of θ0 using adaptive Bayesian method and examine the asymp-

totic properties of the estimator under the conditions that ε → 0, and λ → ∞, as well as
hn → 0 as n → ∞. These assumptions form a similar asymptotic scheme to that used in
Kobayashi and Shimizu [9].

In Bayesian estimation research for stochastic differential equations, simultaneous Bayes
estimators and adaptive Bayes estimators for ergodic diffusion processes were proposed by
Yoshida [17]. Various studies have been conducted by Nomura and Uchida [10], Kaino and
Uchida [4], Uchida and Yoshida [16], and others. Adaptive estimators for ergodic diffusion
processes were proposed by

Uchida and Yoshida [15], leading to hybrid estimators such as those proposed by Kessler
[7], Kamatani and Uchida [5], Kaino and Uchida [4], Nomura and Uchida [10], and others. In
parameter estimation for ergodic jump-diffusion processes, threshold estimation methods for
Poissonian jump-diffusion processes were proposed by Shimizu and Yoshida [12], while simul-
taneous Bayes estimators and adaptive Bayes estimators for the same model as in Shimizu
and Yoshida [12] were proposed by Ogihara and Yoshida [11]. Additionally, various previous
studies such as Amorino and Gloter [1], Gloter et al [3] Shimizu [14], and Amorino and Gloter
et al [2] exist.

We focused on Bayes estimator because, unlike the maximum likelihood method, it does
not require optimization to compute the estimator. The reason for proposing adaptive Bayes
estimator is to reduce the dimension of the integral variable needed to compute the estimator.
By proposing a method that computes the parameters sequentially, we aim to reduce the
dimension of the integral variable of the Bayes estimator and to make the computation of
the estimate numerically easier.

The asymptotic behavior of Bayes estimators is shown by applying precise moment eval-
uation to the quasi-log-likelihood function as demonstrated in Yoshida [17]. In this study,
moment evaluation is applied to the quasi-log-likelihood proposed by Kobayashi and Shimizu
[9]. based on the inequalities that Kobayashi and Shimizu [14] used to prove the asymptotic
property of the maximum likelihood estimator.
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The structure of this paper is as follows: In Chapter 2, we discuss the definitions of nec-
essary symbols and assumptions required. Chapter 3 elaborates on the asymptotic normality
of adaptive Bayes estimators and considers specific examples of jump distributions that meet
the assumptions necessary for achieving asymptotic normality. Chapter 4 conducts a numeri-
cal verification of the asymptotic behavior of Bayes estimators. Specifically, we generate 1000
independent discrete observations following equation (1.1), compute 1000 estimators based
on each observation, and then calculate their biases and variances. The discussion on deter-
mining the optimal threshold, which is essential in threshold estimation methods, is based
on Kobayashi and Shimizu [9] and Shimizu [13]. Chapter 5 lists the lemmas necessary for
proving the asymptotic normality of Bayes estimators, while Chapter 6 presents the proofs
of the lemmas mentioned in Chapter 5 and the proof of asymptotic normality for adaptive
Bayes estimators.

2 Assumptions and notations

2.1 Notations

In this section, we prepare notations and make assumptions.

• We define the set Ix as image of the mapping t 7→ xt on [0, 1] and define the set Iγx as
follows:

Iγx :=

{
y ∈ R | dist(y, Ix) = inf

x∈Ix
|x− y| < γ

}
.

Additionally, we define the set Ĩγx as:

Ĩγx :=

{
Xθ,ε

t ∈ Iγx for all t ∈ [0, 1]

}
.

• Let p be any integer. For any random variable X and Y defined on (Ω,F) to (R,B),
we denote Eθ0 [|X|p] . Eθ0 [|Y |p] by

Eθ0 [|X|p] ≤ CpEθ0 [|Y |p],

where Cp > 0 is a constant depending only on p.

• Let f be a function from the set A(⊂ R
p) to R. For symbols k = 1, 2, 3, 4, we define

∂kxf as follows:

∂xf := (∂xi
f)1≤i≤p,

∂2xf := (∂xi
∂xj

f)1≤i,j≤p,

∂3xf := (∂xi
∂xj

∂xk
f)1≤i,j,k≤p,

∂4xf := (∂xi
∂xj

∂xk
∂xl
f)1≤i,j,k,l≤p.
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• Let R : R× (0, 1] → R, be a function satisfying that there exist a constant value C > 0
such that for any sequence {un}∞n=1 ,

|R(x, un)| . un(1 + |x|)C.

• Let n = (n1, . . . , nd) be a multi-index with |n| as |n| = n1 + · · ·+ nd, and denote

∂n
θ
:= ∂n1

θ1
· · ·∂nd

θd
.

• Let Ck,l(R × A;R) be the family of functuion f : R × A → R such that f(x, a) is k, l
times continuously differentiable with respect to x and a respectively.

• Let Ck,l
↑ (R× A;R) be a family of function f ∈ Ck,l(R× A;R) such that

sup
θ∈Θ

|∂mx ∂nθ f(x, θ)| = R(x, 1).

• Let Ck,l,m(R×Y ×A;R) be a family of function f : R×Y ×A → R such that f(x, y, α)
is k, l times continuously differentiable with respect to x, y and α.

• Let p be any nutural number and v be a R
p-valued vector. Set A := (ai)1≤i≤p, B :=

(bi,j)1≤i,j≤p and C := (ci,j,k)1≤i,j,k≤p as a 1, 2 and 3 - dimensional tensors, respectively.
The symbols A[v], B[v⊗2] and C[v⊗3] define

A[v] :=

p∑

i=1

aivi,

B[v⊗2] :=
∑

1≤i,j≤p

bijvivj,

C[v⊗3] :=
∑

1≤i,j,k≤p

cijkvivjvk,

respectively.

2.2 Assumption

We make the following assumptions:

A 1. For k = 0, 1, ..., 4, ∂kµa(x, µ0), ∂
k
σb(x, σ0), and ∂

k
αc(x, α0) are Lipschitz continuous in x.

A 2.

a(x, µ) ∈ C6,4
↑ (R×Θ1,R), b(x, σ) ∈ C6,4

↑ (R×Θ2,R), c(x, α) ∈ C4,1
↑ (R×Θ3,R).

A 3.

inf
(x,σ)∈R×Θ1

b(x, σ) > 0, inf
(x,α)∈R×Θ3

|c(x, α)| > 0.
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Remark 2.1. Under (A1) and (A3), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|c(x, α0)
−1 − c(y, α0)

−1| ≤ C|x− y|,

and

sup
α∈Θ3

|log c(x, α)| = R(x, 1).

A 4. For any p ≥ 0, fα0
: R → R satisfies

∫

R

|z|pfα0
(z)dz <∞.

To describe (A5), we add some symbols. Set E := R or E := R
+ and denote ψ : R×E×Θ3 →

R by

ψ(x, y, α) :=

{
log|
(
1/c(x, α)

)
fα
(
x, y/c(x, α)

)
| if |

(
1/c(x, α)

)
fα
(
x, y/c(x, α)

)
| 6= 0,

0 otherwise.

In addition, let (xt)t∈[0,1] be a solution of the following ODE with the initial value x ∈ R :

dxt
dt

= a(xt, µ0), x0 = x. (2.1)

A 5. There exist positive constants χ0, χ1, χ2, χ3 such that for all µ ∈ Θ1, σ ∈ Θ2, α ∈ Θ3,

∫ 1

0

−|a(xt, µ)− a(xt, µ0)|2
2

dt ≤ −χ0||µ− µ0||,

−1

2

∫ 1

0

[
b2(xt, σ0)

b2(xt, σ)
+ log b2(xt, σ)

]
dt ≤ −χ1||σ − σ0||,

−1

2

∫ 1

0

[ |a(xt, µ)− a(xt, µ0)|2
b2(xt, σ0)

]
dt ≤ −χ2||µ− µ0||,

and

∫ 1

0

∫

E

ψ(xt, y, α)p(xt, y, α0)dydt ≤ −χ3||α− α0||.

A 6. For each α ∈ Θ3, fα is positibe and continuous on R. Moreover, there exist constants
C > 0, q > 0 and δ > 0 such that

sup
(x,α)∈Iγx×Θ3

∣∣∣∣
∂ψ

∂y
(x, y, α)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(1 + |y|q), y ∈ R.

A 7. For each α ∈ Θ3, fα is positibe and continuous on R
+. Moreover, let (fα)α∈Θ3

satify
the following conditions:
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(1) For constants q ≥ 0 and δ > 0 such that,

sup
(x,α)∈Iγx×Θ3

∣∣∣∣
∂ψ

∂y
(x, y, α)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ O

(
1

|y|q
)

as q → 0.

(2) There exists a positive constant δ > 0 such that for any C1 > 0 and C2 ≥ 0, the
mapping from R to Iγx given by

x 7→
∫

E

sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
∂ψ

∂y
(x, C1y + C2, α)

∣∣∣∣fα0
(y)dy,

is continuous.

A 8. The function ψ(x, y, α) : R×E×Θ3 → R belong to C0,1,4(R, E,Θ3), where E = R+ or
E = R. For each k = 0, 1, ..., 4, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any multi-index
k := (k1, · · · , kd3) with |k| ≤ 4,

sup
α∈Θ3

∫

E

∣∣∣∣∂
k

α
ψ(x, y, α)

∣∣∣∣
p

fα0
(y)dy = R(x, 1),

and for k = 0, 1, 2, the mapping

x 7→
∫

E

∂kαψ(x, c(x, y), α)fα0
(y)dy,

is continuous on R×Θ3.

A 9.

1/nε2 = O(1), ε → 0, n→ ∞,

and for some δ ∈ (0, 1),

λ2/n1−δ = o(1), λ→ ∞, n→ ∞,

ελ1+δ = o(1), λ→ ∞, ε → 0.

Remark 2.2. In the following, if there is no declaration for the variable taking the limit, it
is assumed that the situation with n→ ∞, ε ↓ 0, λ→ ∞ is considered.

To desciribe (A10), we add some symbols. For µ ∈ Θ2 and θ ∈ Θ, let d2×d2 matrix I0(µ)
and the d× d matrix I(θ) be respectively given by

I0(µ) :=

(∫ 1

0

∂µi
a(xt, µ)∂µj

a(xt, µ)dt

)

1≤i,j≤d1

,

I(θ) :=



I1(θ) 0 0
0 I2(θ) 0
0 0 I3(θ)


 ,
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with

I1(θ) =

(∫ 1

0

∂µi
a(xt, µ0)∂µj

a(xt, µ0)

b2(xt, σ0)
dt

)

1≤i,j≤d1

,

I2(θ) =

(
2

∫ 1

0

∂σi
b(xt, σ0)∂σj

b(xt, µ0)

b2(xt, σ0)
dt

)

1≤i,j≤d2

,

I3(θ) =

(∫ 1

0

∫
∂ψ

∂αi

∂ψ

∂αj
(xt, c(xt, α0)z, α)fα0

(z)dzdt

)

1≤i,j≤d3

.

A 10. If µ0 ∈ Θ2 and θ0 ∈ Θ0, then I(µ0) and I(θ0) are positive definite.

3 Main results

3.1 Main theorem

First, we introduce how to construct adaptive Bayes estimator. Denote Xn := {Xtnk
}nk=0 and

pθ(xn),xn ∈ R
n as joint probability density function of Xn. Also, the parameter θ = (σ, µ, α)

is assumed to follow a prior distribution π(θ). In this case, the simultaneous Bayes estimator

θ̂Sn,ε,λ obtained by minimizing the least squares loss has log likelihood log pθ(Xn) is given
below:

θ̂Sn,ε,λ :=

∫
Θ
θ exp{log pθ(Xn)}π(θ)dθ∫

Θ
exp{log pθ(Xn)}π(θ)dθ

.

As in Yoshida [17] and Ogiwara and Yoshida [11], an estimator in which the log likelihood
is replaced by a contrast function is expected to show the same asymptotic behavior as the
maximum likelihood estimator based on the quasi-log likelihood. However, in this paper, we
propose an initial Bayes estimator and an adaptive Bayes estimator that adaptively estimate
each parameter in order to reduce the cost of the integral calculations as in Uchida and
Yoshida [16].

Second, we define the contrast functions Ψ
(0)
n,ε(µ), Ψ

(1)
n,ε(µ, σ), and Ψ

(2)
λ (α) proposed by

Kobayashi and Shimizu [9] and Shimizu [17] for estimating the parameters (σ, µ, α):

Ψ(0)
n,ε(µ) := −1

2

n∑

k=1

{∣∣∣∣∆
n
kX

θ,ε − 1

n
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ)

∣∣∣∣
2/(

1

n
ε2
)}

1Cn
k
, (3.1)

Ψ(1)
n,ε(µ, σ) := −1

2

n∑

k=1

{ |∆n
kX

θ,ε − 1
n
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ)|2
1
n
ε2b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)
+ log b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)

}
1Cn

k
, (3.2)

Ψ
(2)
λ (α) :=

n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,∆n
kX

θ,ε/ε, α)1Dn
k
, (3.3)
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where n ∈ N and k = 1, 2, ..., n, and ∆n
kX

θ,ε is given by

∆n
kX

θ,ε := Xθ,ε
tnk

−Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,

and

Cn
k :=

{
{|∆n

kX
θ,ε| < εvnk/n

ρ} under (A6)
{∆n

kX
θ,ε < εvnk/n

ρ} under (A7)
,

Dn
k :=

{
{|∆n

kX
θ,ε| ≥ εvnk/n

ρ} under (A6)
{∆n

kX
θ,ε ≥ εvnk/n

ρ} under (A7)
,

where ρ ∈ (0, 1
2
) and vn1, · · · , vnn are such that vnk is Ftnk−1

-measurable for each n ∈ N and
k = 1, 2, ..., n, with positive constants v1 and v2 satisfying 0 < v1 ≤ vnk ≤ v2.

Using the above contrast functions, we now define initial Bayes estimator µ̂
(0)
n,ε for the drift

term parameter µ and adaptive Bayes estimator θ̂n,ε,λ := (σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε, α̂λ) for the parameter

θ = (σ, µ, α). At first, initial Bayes estimator µ̂
(0)
n,ε is defined as follows:

µ̂(0)
n,ε =

(∫

Θ2

µ exp{Ψ(0)
n,ε(µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)
·
(∫

Θ2

exp{Ψ(0)
n,ε(µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)−1

,

and using this, adaptive Bayes estimator θ̂n,ε,λ := (σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε, α̂λ) is given by

σ̂n,ε =

(∫

Θ1

σ exp{Ψ(1)
n,ε(σ, µ̂

(0)
n,ε)}π1(σ)dσ

)
·
(∫

Θ1

exp{Ψ(1)
n,ε(σ, µ̂

(0)
n,ε}π1(σ)dσ

)−1

,

µ̂n,ε =

(∫

Θ2

µ exp{Ψ(1)
n,ε(σ̂n,ε, µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)
·
(∫

Θ2

exp{Ψ(1)
n,ε(σ̂n,ε, µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)−1

,

α̂λ =

(∫

Θ3

α exp{Ψ(2)
λ (α)}π3(α)dα

)
·
(∫

Θ3

exp{Ψ(2)
λ (α)}π3(α)dα

)−1

,

where π1, π2, π3 are the prior density functions of σ, µ, α.

Remark 3.1. The adaptive Bayes estimator is essentially defined by using the simultaneous
likelihood Hn,ε,λ(θ) := Ψn,ε(σ, µ) + Ψλ(α) as follows :

σn,ε =

(∫

Θ1

σ exp{Hn,ε,λ(σ, µ
⋆, α⋆)}π1(σ)dσ

)
·
(∫

Θ1

exp{Hn,ε,λ(σ, µ
⋆, α⋆)}π1(σ)dσ

)−1

,

µn,ε =

(∫

Θ2

µ exp{Hn,ε,λ(σ̂n,ε, µ, α
⋆)}π2(µ)dµ

)
·
(∫

Θ2

exp{Hn,ε,λ(σ̂n,ε, µ, α
⋆)}π2(µ)dµ

)−1

,

αλ =

(∫

Θ3

α exp{Hn,ε,λ(σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε, α)}π3(α)dα
)
·
(∫

Θ3

exp{Hn,ε,λ(σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε, α)}π3(α)dα
)−1

,

where µ⋆, α⋆ is any dummy of µ ∈ Θ2, σ ∈ Θ3. However, for technical reasons, when consider-
ing the small noise framework, it is necessary to assign an estimator of moment convergence
to µ0 to H(σ, µ, α) for the part of µ when computing σn,ε at the beginning. Therefore, it is

8



necessary to propose an initial Bayes estimator µ̂n,ε to estimate µ separately. For this pur-

pose, we constructed an initial Bayes estimator µ̂
(0)
n,ε based on the least-squares error function

Ψ
(0)
n,ε proposed by Shimizu [14].

In this paper, we aim to demonstrate the asymptotic normality of θ̂n,ε,λ.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose (A1) - (A5), (A8) - (A10), and either (A6) or (A7). Take ρ as
follows:

(i) Under (A6), ρ ∈ (0, 1
2
).

(ii) Under (A7), ρ ∈ (0, 1
4q
) where q is the constant in (A7) (2).

Then,

ε−1(µ̂(0)
n,ε − µ0)

d−→ N (0, I0(µ0)
−1),



√
n(σ̂n,ε − σ0)

ε−1(µ̂n,ε − µ0)√
λ(α̂λ − α0)


 d−→ N

(
0, I(θ0)

−1
)
,

as n→ ∞, ε→ 0, λ→ ∞, and λ
∫
|z|≤4v2/cnρ fα0

(z)dz → 0, where c = supt∈[0,1]|c(xt, α0)|.

Remark 3.2. Unlike Kobayashi and Shimizu [9], we imposed a condition that there exists
δ ∈ (0, 1) such that λ2/n1−δ = o(1) under (A8) and (A9), which affects the conditions on
the threshold ρ. However, as is stated in Section 3 of Kobayashi and Shimizu [9], the value
of the threshold is essentially dependent on the value of q. Therefore, the constraints on the
threshold essentially depends on the same as those in Kobayashi and Shimizu [9].

3.2 Examples

In this section, we shall give examples of jump distributions that satisfy (A6) - (A8) under
(A1) - (A5). We omit the discussion of (A7) and (A8) as it is addressed in Chapter 5 of
Kobayashi and Shimizu [9]. We make the simplifying assumption that c(x, α) > 0, (x, α) ∈
R × Θ3 and that the derivatives with respect to x and α are uniformly continuous. Note
that the set E is defined as E = R or E = R

+ and represents the domain of {fα}α∈Θ3
.

From (A5), it follows that for any (x, α) ∈ R × Θ3, y ∈ E if and only if y/c(x, α) ∈ E. We
treat the normal, gamma, and inverse Gaussian distributions as concrete examples of jump
distributions, which are discussed in Examples 3.2.1, 3.2.2, and 3.2.3, respectively. Similarly,
it can be confirmed that Weibull distribution and log-normal distribution also satisfies (A8).

3.2.1 Normal Distribution

Let Θ3 be a subset of R × R+ × R
d2−2, which is open and convex with a smooth boundary

and let fα(y) be as follows:

fα(y) = − 1√
2πα2

exp

{
−(y/c(x, α)− α1)

2

2α2

}
, α ∈ Θ3.

9



Then,

ψ(x, y, α) = − log c(x, α)− 1

2
log(2πα2)−

|y/c(x, α)− α1|2
2α2

, (x, y, α) ∈ R× R×Θ3.

Let us confirm (A8). For k = 0, 1, ..., 4 and p ∈ N, we have

∂kαψ(x, y, α) =− ∂kα log c(x, α)−
1

2α2

{
y2 · ∂kα

(
c(x, α)−2

)
− 2α1y∂

k
α(c(x, α)

−1) + ∂kα(α
2
2)
}
,

∂kα2
ψ(x, y, α) = − 1

2
∂kα2

(logα2) + ∂kα2
(α−1

2 )

{
−1

2

(
y

c(x, α)
− α1

)2
}
,

and

∂α1
ψ(x, y, α) =

1

α2

(
α1 −

y

c(x, α)

)
, ∂2α1

ψ(x, y, α) =
1

α2
, ∂3α1

ψ(x, y, α) = ∂4α1
ψ(x, y, α) = 0.

(A8) is satisfied, by Remark 2.1 and (A2).

3.2.2 Gamma Distribution

Let Θ3 be a subset of R+×(1,∞)×R
d3−2, which is open and convex with a smooth boundary

and let fα(y) be as follows:

fα(z) =
1

Γ(α2)α
α2

1

zα2−1 exp{−z/α1}, (z ≥ 0),

for α ∈ Θ3. Then,

ψ(x, y, α) = − log c(x, α)− log Γ(α2)− α2 logα1 + (α2 − 1) log y − y

α1

,

for (x, y, α) ∈ R × R+ × Θ3. Let us confirm (A8). The derivatives of ψ(x, y, α) on the
parameters α, α1 are given by

∂kαψ(x, y, α) =α2∂
k
α log c(x, α)−

y

α1
∂kα
(
c−1(x, α)

)
,

∂kα1
ψ(x, y, α) = − ∂kα1

(Γ(α1))− α2∂
k
α1

(logα1)−
y

c(x, α)
∂kα1

(α−1
1 ),

for k = 1, 2, ..., 4. Therefore, we have that, for k = 1, 2, ..., 4 and any p ∈ N,

∫

R

∣∣∂kα (ψ(x, y, α))
∣∣p fα0

(y)dy = R(x, 1),
∫

R

∣∣∂kα1
(ψ(x, y, α))

∣∣p fα0
(y)dy = R(x, 1).
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The derivatives of ψ(x, y, α) on the parameters α2 are also given by

∂α2
ψ(x, y, α) = log c(x, α)− log Γ(α1) + log y,

∂2α2
ψ(x, y, α) = ∂3α2

ψ(x, y, α) = ∂4α2
ψ(x, y, α) = 0.

For any p ∈ N and α ∈ Θ3, we obtain
∫ ∞

1

|log y|p fα(y)dy ≤
∫ ∞

1

|y − 1|p fα(y)dy ≤ 2p−1

∫ ∞

1

(1 + |y|p)fα(y)dy <∞. (3.2.1)

Moreover, since |log y|p fα0
(y) → 0 as y ↓ 0, |log y|p fα0

(y) is bounded on [0, 1] for any
α ∈ Θ3. Thus, for any p ∈ N, it is easy to get that

∫ 1

0

|log y|p fα(y)dy <∞. (3.2.2)

Combining (3.2.1) and (3.2.2), we have that
∫

R

∣∣∂kα2
ψ(x, y, α)

∣∣p fα0
(y)dy = R(x, 1).

Thus, (A8) is satisfied.

3.2.3 Inverse Gaussian Distribution

Let Θ3 be a subset of R+×(1,∞)×R
d3−2, which is open and convex with a smooth boundary

and let fα(y) be as follows:

fα(y) =

{ √
α2

2πy3
exp

{
−α2(y−α1)2

2α2

1
y

}
(y > 0),

0 (y ≤ 0).

for α ∈ Θ3. Then,

ψ(x, y, α) =
1

2c(x, α)
{logα2 − log(2π)− 3 log y + 3 log c(x, α)} −

α2

∣∣∣ y
c(x,α)

− α1

∣∣∣
2

2α2
1y

,

for (x, y, α) ∈ R×R+ ×Θ3. Let us confirm (A8). For any p ∈ N and (α1, α2) ∈ R+ × (1,∞),
(
1

y

)p

exp

{
−α2α

2
1

y

}
→ 0,

|log y|p exp
{
−α2α

2
1

y

}
→ 0,

as y ↓ 0 and thus 1
zp
fα0

(z) and |log z|pfα0
(z) are bounded on [0, 1], which implies

∫ ∞

0

1

zp
fα0

(z)dz <∞, (3.2.3)

∫ ∞

0

|log z|p fα0
(z)dz <∞. (3.2.4)

By applying inequalities (3.2.3) and (3.2.4) and discussing them in the same way as in example
3.2.2, it is confirmed that (A8) is satisfied.
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4 Numerical result

In this section, we undertake a numerical verification of the asymptotic normality for the
initial Bayes estimator µ̂

(0)
n,ε and the adaptive Bayes estimators σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε and α̂λ in Theorem

3.1 of Section 3. Firstly, I will describe the setting of the simulation, including the algorithms
for initial and adaptive Bayes estimators, as well as the execution environment. Additionally,
I will address the crucial aspect of determining the threshold for jump estimation. Finally, I
will conduct a discussion based on numerical result.

We consider Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU) process:

dXt = −µXtdt + εσdWt + εdJλ
t , Xθ,ε

0 = 1.0, (4.1)

where Jλ
t =

∑Nλ
t

k=1 Vτk represents a compound Poisson process with an intensity of λ = 100.
Let {Vτk}k=1,2,3,... be a sequence of random variables with the inverse Gaussian distribution
as in Example 3.2.3:

fα(y) =

{ √
α2

2πy3
exp

{
−α2(y−α1)2

2α2

1
y

}
(y > 0),

0 (y ≤ 0).

Let us denote the jump parameter α := (α1, α2). The parameter θ = (σ, µ, α1, α2) remains
unknown, with the true parameter set as θ0 = (1.0, 2.0, 1.2, 0.5). Our parameter space is
Θ = [0.01, 50.0]4. Under combinations of n = 1000, 2000, 5000 and ε = 0.1, 0.01, we generated
1000 sample paths {Xθ,ε

tnk
}nk=0 each following Equation (4.1). Subsequently, we calculated the

initial Bayes estimator µ̂
(0)
n,ε and the adaptive Bayes estimator θ̂n,ε,λ = (σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε, α̂1,λ, α̂2,λ).

The means and standard deviations of the initial Bayes estimator µ̂
(0)
n,ε and the adaptive Bayes

estimator θ̂n,ε,λ are summarized in Table 1.
We computed the estimator using the MpCN method proposed by Kamatani [6]. The

algorithm for the MpCN method is given as follows:

• Choose z ∈ R
di for i = 0, 1, 2, 3 with di0 = di2 .

• Generate z0 := ρ1/2z + (1 − ρ)1/2
(
||x||2/||w1||2

)
w2, where w1, w2 ∼ N (0, Idi), (i =

0, 1, 2, 3).

• Accept z0 as z with probability min{1,
(
pi(z0)||z||2

)
/
(
pi(z)||z0||2

)
} for i = 0, 1, 2, 3.

Otherwise, discard z0.

Here, the target density pi is given by

ρ0(µ) :=

(
exp{Ψ(0)

n,ε(µ)}π2(µ)
)
·
(∫

Θ2

exp{Ψ(0)
n,ε(µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)−1

,

ρ1(σ) :=

(
exp{Ψ(1)

n,ε(σ, µ̂
(0)
n,ε)}π1(σ)

)
·
(∫

Θ1

exp{Ψ(1)
n,ε(σ, µ̂n,ε)}π1(σ)dσ

)−1

,

ρ2(µ) :=

(
exp{Ψ(1)

n,ε(σ̂n,ε, µ}π2(µ)
)
·
(∫

Θ2

exp{Ψ(1)
n,ε(σ̂n,ε, µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)−1

,
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and

ρ3(α) :=

(
exp{Ψ(2)

λ (α)}π3(α)
)
·
(∫

Θ3

exp{Ψ(2)
λ (α)}π3(α)dα

)−1

,

where Ψ
(0)
n,ε,Ψ

(1)
n,ε,Ψ

(2)
n,ε are defined in (3.1),(3.2) and (3.3) in Section 3.1 and π1, π2, π3 are

uniform distribution on [0.01, 50]. We set ρ = 0.8 and used 104 Markov chains and 525
burn-in iterations.

Next, we are going to mention the environment used to perform numerical validation.
Since the order of target density ρi for i = 0, 1, 2, 3 is 10−3000 , which is ignored in Python or
R language and thus the estimators µ̂0

n,ε, σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε, α̂1,λ and α̂2,λ are not accurately approxi-
mated, we used a programming language called Julia.

Table 1: Sample means (with standard deviations in parentheses) of adaptive Bayes estima-

tor θ̂n,ε,λ’s based on 1000 sample paths from the OU processes (4.1) with Inverse Gaussian
distribution with (µ0, σ0, α1,0, α2,0) = (1.0, 2.0, 1.2, 0, 5) and with ND = λ(= 100).

ε \n 1000 2000 5000 true

µ̂
(0)
n,ε 0.1 1.00436 1.00141 0.99933 1.0

(0.03582) (0.03754) (0.03337)
0.01 1.00884 1.00358 1.00047

(0.01889) (0.01786) (0.01689)
σ̂n,ε 0.1 1.93419 1.99398 2.03236 2.0

(0.14514) (0.13461) (0.13005)
0.01 1.90790 1.98385 2.02131

(0.13450) (0.11648) (0.10481)
µ̂n,ε 0.1 1.00423 1.00121 0.99913 1.0

(0.03586) (0.03767) (0.03327)
0.01 1.00870 1.00349 1.00042

(0.01882) (0.01790) (0.01689)
α1 0.1 1.36909 1.37308 1.36279 1.2

(0.44260) (0.74012) (0.60665)
0.01 3.33982 1.74292 1.49780

(4.04837) (2.20131) (1.15035)
α2 0.1 0.37298 0.44819 0.48990 0.5

(0.14194) (0.18721) (0.22850)
0.01 0.15692 0.34289 0.44299

(0.12892) (0.17483) (0.21777)

We are going to discuss the way to determine the optimal threshold rate. As in Shimizu
[13], to estimate diffusion parameter σ ∈ Θ1 and jump parameter α ∈ Θ3 accurately, it is
necessary to choose ρ such that

n∑

k=1

1Dn
k
= λ. (4.2)
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Denote ρopt as the threshold ρ which satisfies the above equality. Since we consider OU
process, we can apply the method proposed in Shimizu [13] to obtain ρopt. Thus, it is still
possible to define a filter that satisfies (4.2) assuming λ is known. In the following, we will

define filters {ĈND
k }nk=1 and {D̂ND

k }nk=1 using a method different from the one proposed in
Chapter 3:

ĈND
k :=

{
∆n

kX
ε is not contained in the ⌈ND⌉ largest positive numbers of {∆n

jX}j=1,...,n

}
,

D̂ND
k :=

{
∆n

kX
ε is one of the ⌈ND⌉ largest positive numbers of {∆n

jX}j=1,...,n

}
,

where ND is any interger which the observer determines for himself. In this case, we set
ND = λ = 100.

The mean of µ̂
(0)
n,ε, σ̂n,ε, µ̂n,ε and α̂2,λ are closed to the true value 1.0, 2.0, 1.0 and 0.5

respectively. The standard deviation of µ̂n,ε, σ̂n,ε go to 0 as ε → 0, n → ∞ respectively.
However, on the parameter α2, the standard deviation of α̂2,λ grows larger as n goes to ∞
and the mean of α̂1,λ gets far from true value and standard deviation of α̂1,λ grows larger as
n→ ∞, ε → 0. The reason why it happens is expected as follows: The order of expectation
of diffusion part and jump part is ε/

√
n and ελ/n respectively. Thus, as n→ ∞ and ε→ 0,

the jump part is too small to be distinguished from the diffusion part.

5 Lemma

Let us start to add some symbols to state Lemma 5.4 - 5.11. Denote Jn
k,0, J

n
k,1 and Jn

k,2 for
k = 1, 2, ..., n and n ∈ N,

Jn
k,0 := {∆n

kN
λ = 0}, Jn

k,1 := {∆n
kN

λ = 1}, Jn
k,2 := {∆n

kN
λ ≥ 2},

where ∆n
kN

λ := Nλ
tnk
− Nλ

tnk−1

. Based on the above symbols, we define the “ideal” contrast

functions Ψ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ), Ψ̃(σ, µ, α), Ψ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ, µ), and Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α) as follows:

Ψ̃(0)
n,ε(µ) := −1

2

n∑

k=1

{∣∣∣∣∆
n
kX

θ,ε − 1

n
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ)

∣∣∣∣
2
/(

1

n
ε2
)}

1Jn
k,0
,

Ψ̃n,ε,λ(σ, µ, α) := Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(σ, µ) + Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α),

Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(σ, µ) := −1

2

n∑

k=1





∣∣∣∆n
kX

θ,ε − 1
n
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ)
∣∣∣
2

1
n
ε2b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)
+ log b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)





1Jn
k,0
,

Ψ̃
(2)
λ (α) :=

n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, c(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α)1Jn
k,1
.

14



Based on the above contrast functions Ψ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ), Ψ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ, µ), and Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α), we define the “ideal”

estimators µ̃
(0)
n,ε, σ̃n,ε, µ̃n,ε, and α̃λ as follows:

µ̃(0)
n,ε =

(∫

Θ2

µ exp{Ψ̃(0)
n,ε(µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)
·
(∫

Θ2

exp{Ψ̃(0)
n,ε(µ)}π2(µ)dµ

)−1

,

σ̃n,ε :=

(∫

Θ1

σ exp{Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(σ, µ̃

(0)
n,ε)}π1(σ)dσ

)
·
(∫

Θ1

exp{Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(σ, µ̃

(0)
n,ε)}π1(σ)dσ

)−1

,

µ̃n,ε =

(∫

Θ2

µ exp{Ψ̃n,ε(σn,ε, µ, α̃λ)}π2(µ)dµ
)
·
(∫

Θ2

exp{Ψ̃n,ε(σn,ε, µ, α̃λ)}π2(µ)dµ
)−1

,

α̃λ =

(∫

Θ3

α exp{Ψ̃(2)
λ (α)}π3(α)dα

)
·
(∫

Θ3

exp{Ψ̃(2)
λ (α)}π3(α)dα

)−1

.

We also define the “ideal” likelihood ratios Z̃0(u2;µ0), Z̃1(u1; σ0), Z̃2(u2;µ0) and Z̃3(u3;α0)
by

Z̃
(0)
n,ε,λ[u2] := exp

{
Ψ̃(0)

n,ε(µ0 + εu2)− Ψ̃(0)
n,ε(µ0)

}
, u2 ∈ Vε(µ0),

Z̃
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1] := exp

{
Ψ̃(1)

n,ε(σ0 + u1/
√
n, µ̃n,ε)− Ψ̃(1)

n,ε(σ0, µ̃n,ε)

}
, u1 ∈ Vn(σ0),

Z̃
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2] := exp

{
Ψ̃(1)

n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ0 + εu2)− Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ0)

}
, u2 ∈ Vε(µ0),

Z̃
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3] := exp

{
Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α0 + u3/

√
λ)− Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α0)

}
, u3 ∈ Vλ(α0),

where for n ∈ N, ε > 0 and λ > 0, the sets Vn(σ0), Vε(µ0), Vλ(α0) are given by

Vn(σ0) :=

{
u1 ∈ R

d1 | u1/
√
n+ σ0 ∈ Θ1

}
,

Vε(µ0) :=

{
u2 ∈ R

d2 | εu2 + µ0 ∈ Θ2

}
,

Vλ(α0) :=

{
u3 ∈ R

d3 | u3/
√
λ+ α0 ∈ Θ3

}
.

In addition, we also define the likelihood ratios Z0(u2;µ0), Z1(u1; σ0), Z2(u2;µ0) and Z3(u3;α0)
by

Z
(0)
n,ε,λ[u2] := exp

{
Ψ(0)

n,ε(µ0 + εu2)−Ψ(0)
n,ε(µ0)

}
,

Z
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1] := exp

{
Ψ(1)

n,ε(σ0 + u1/
√
n, µ̃n,ε)−Ψ(1)

n,ε(σ0, µ̃n,ε)

}
,

Z
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2] := exp

{
Ψ(1)

n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ0 + εu2)−Ψ(1)
n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ0)

}
,
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and

Z
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3] := exp

{
Ψ

(2)
λ (α0 + u3/

√
λ)−Ψ

(2)
λ (α0)

}
,

Remark 5.1. The above contrast functions were introduced to prove the asymptotic nor-
mality of adaptive Bayes estimator θ̂n,ε,λ defined in Chapter 3, and cannot be used to actually
compute estimators. This is because we are considering a situation in which estimation is
performed using discrete observations {Xθ,ε

tnk
}nk=0, and thus the value of the set Jn

k,0 is unknown.
In Section 6, we prove Theorem 3.1 mainly based on Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose (A1), (A3), (A4), (A8), (A9) and either (A6) or (A7). Take ρ as
follows:

(i) Under (A6), ρ ∈ (0, 1
2
).

(ii) Under (A7), ρ ∈ (0, 1
4q
) where q is the constant in (A7) (2).

Then, the following stochasitc convergence holds jointly:

(∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z
(0)
n,ε,λ[u0]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2∫

Vε(µ0)
Z
(0)
n,ε,λ[u0]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

)
p−→ 0, (5.1)

and
(∫

Vn(σ0)
u1Z

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n + σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1

)
p−→ 0, (5.2)

(∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2∫

Vε(µ0)
Z
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

)
p−→ 0, (5.3)

(∫
Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3∫

Vλ(α0)
Z
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3

)
p−→ 0, (5.4)

where Z
(i)
n,ε,λ[ui] := Z

(i)
n,ε,λ[ui]− Z̃

(i)
n,ε,λ[ui] for i = 0, 1, 2, 3.

Remark 5.2. Lemma 5.1 shows that the asymptotic normality of the “ideal” Bayes estimator
µ̃
(0)
n,ε and θ̃n,ε,λ, which is shown in Lemma 5.4, is carried over to the initial Bayes estimator

µ̂n,ε and adaptive Bayes estimator θ̂n,ε,λ, respectively.
We prove Lemma 5.1 based on Lemma 5.2 and 5.3. Lemma 5.3 follows from Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 5.2. (Lemma 4.7 in Kobayashi and Shimizu [9]) Suppose (A1), (A3), (A4), and
(A9). We further assume that 0 < ε ≤ 1, λ ≤ 1, and ελ ≤ 1. Additionally, let 2 ≤ p and
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ρ ∈ (0, 1
2
). We have the following conditional probabilities:

P(Cn
k,0 | Ftnk−1

) = 1− R

(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

εpnp(1−ρ)
+

1

np(1−ρ)

)
,

P(Dn
k,0 | Ftnk−1

) = R

(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

εpnp(1−ρ)
+

1

np(1−ρ)

)
,

P(Cn
k,1 | Ftnk−1

) =
λ

n

{
R

(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

εpnp(1−ρ)
+

1

np(1−ρ)
+
λ

n

)
+

∫

|z|≤ 4

c1n
ρ

fα0
(z)dz

}
,

P(Dn
k,1 | Ftnk−1

) =
λ

n

{
R

(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

εpnp(1−ρ)
+

1

np(1−ρ)
+
λ

n

)
+ 1

}
,

P(Cn
k,2 | Ftnk−1

) ≤ λ2

n2
,

P(Dn
k,2 | Ftnk−1

) ≤ λ2

n2
,

where c1 := sup
t∈[0,1]

|c(xt, α0)| > 0, c2 := sup
t∈[0,1]

|c(xt, α0)| > 0 .

Lemma 5.3. Suppose (A1), (A3), (A4), (A6), (A8), (A9). Take ρ ∈ (0, 1
2
). Then,

sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣Ψ
(2)
λ (α)− Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α)

∣∣∣∣ = Op

(
1

εn1−1/p
+

1

n1/2−1/p

)
,

as n → ∞, ε ↓ 0, λ → ∞ and λ
∫
|z|≤4v2/c1nρ fα0

(z)dz → 0 where p ∈ N satisfies that

1/p < δ with δ > 0 in (A9). Moreover, suppose (A7) in place of (A6) and take ρ ∈ (0, 1
4q
)

where q is a constant in (A7). If, for any p ≥ 2
1−2qp

,

εn1−qρ−1/p → 0,

then,

sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣Ψ
(2)
λ (α)− Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α)

∣∣∣∣ = Op

(
1

n1−1/p1−qρ
+

1

n1/2−1/p1−qρ

)
,

as n→ ∞, ε→ 0, λ→ ∞ and λ
∫
|z|≤4v2/c1nρ fα0

(z)dz → 0.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose (A1) - (A3), (A6), (A8) and (A10). Then, we obtain that

(∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z̃
(0)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(µ0 + εu2)du2∫

Vε(µ0)
Z̃

(0)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(µ0 + εu2)du2

)
d−→
(
N (0, I0(µ0))

I0(µ0)

)
, (5.5)

and for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
|ε−1(µ̃n,ε − µ0)|p

]
<∞. (5.6)
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In addition, suppose (A1) - (A5) and (A8) - (A10). Then, the following convergence holds:

(∫
Vn(σ0)

u1Z̃
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z̃

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1

)
d−→
(
N (0, I1(σ0))

I1(σ0)

)
, (5.7)

(∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z̃
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2∫

Vε(µ0)
Z̃

(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

)
d−→
(
N (0, I2(µ0))

I2(µ0)

)
, (5.8)

and
(∫

Vλ(α0)
u3Z̃

(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3∫

Vλ(α0)
Z̃

(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3

)
d−→
(
N (0, I3(α0))

I3(α0)

)
, (5.9)

and these convergence holds jointly. Moreover, for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
|√n(σ̃n,ε − σ0)|p

]
<∞, (5.10)

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
|ε−1(µ̃n,ε − µ0)|p

]
<∞, (5.11)

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
|
√
λ(α̃λ − α0)|p

]
<∞. (5.12)

We prove Lemma 5.4 combining Theorem 10 in Yoshida [17] and Lemmas 5.5 - 5.8, which
follow from Lemmas 5.9 - 5.11. We also show the joint convergence of µ̃n,ε, σ̃n,ε and µ̃n,ε and
α̃λ using thereom 10 (c) in Yoshida [11], which is applicable when we obtain Lemmas 5.5 -
5.8.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose (A1) - (A3) and (A9). Then, there exists η0 ∈ (0, 1
2
) for any p ∈ N

such that

(1) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε∂µΨ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞,

(2) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−η0 ·

{
ε2∂2µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0) + I0(µ0)

}∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞,

(3) sup
n,ε,λ

sup
µ∈Θ2

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
2∂3µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose (A1) - (A3), (A9) and (5.6) holds for any p ∈ N. Then, there exists
η1 ∈ (0, 1

2
) for any p ∈ N such that

(1) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1√
n
∂σΨ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ0, µ̃

(0)
n,ε)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞,

(2) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣n
η1 ·
{
1

n
∂2σΨ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ0, µ̃

(0)
n,ε) + I1(σ0)

}∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞,

18



(3) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
sup
σ∈Θ2

∣∣∣∣
1

n
∂3σΨ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ, µ̃

(0)
n,ε)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose (A1) - (A3), (A9) and (5.10) holds for any p ∈ N. There exists
η2 ∈ (0, 1

2
) for any p ∈ N such that

(1) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε∂µΨ̃
(1)
n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞,

(2) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−η2 ·

{
ε2∂2µΨ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ0) + I2(µ0)

}∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞,

(3) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ sup
µ∈Θ2

ε2∂3µΨ̃
(1)
n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose (A3), (A4), (A8) and (A9). There exists η3 ∈ (0, 1
2
) for any p ∈ N

such that

(1) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1√
λ
∂αΨ̃

(2)
λ (α0)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

(2) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣λ
η3 ·
{
1

λ
∂2αΨ̃

(2)
λ (α0) + I3(α0)

}∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

(3) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
sup
α

∣∣∣∣
1

λ
∂3αΨ

(2)
λ (α)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞.

Let us add the symbol needed to state Lemma 5.9 - 5.11. Denote η̃nk (µ) by

η̃nk (µ) :=

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε − 1

n
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ)

)
1Jn

k,0
,

for k = 1, 2, ..., n, n ∈ N.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose (A1) - (A3) and (A9). Then, the following holds:

(1) Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

]
= R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

n
).

(2) Eθ0

[
η̃nk (µ0) | Ftnk−1

]
= R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

n2
).

(3) Eθ0

[
η̃nk (µ0)

2 − ε2

n
b2(Xtnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

| Ftnk−1

]
= R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
ε2

n3/2
∨ ε2

n2
).

(4) Eθ0

[
sup

u∈[tnk−1
,tnk ]

|Xu − xu|p | Ftnk−1

]
= R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

np
+

εp

np/2
).
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(5) Eθ0

[
supt∈[tnk−1

,tnk ]
|Xθ,ε

t −Xθ,ε
tnk−1

|p1Jn
k,0

| Ftnk−1

]
= R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, 1
np +

εp

np/2 ).

Lemma 5.10. Let f be a function R×Θ → R. Suppose 1 - 3, 9 and f ∈ C1,1
↑ (R×Θ;R).

Then, we have that for any p ∈ N,

(1) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞.

(2) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ
ε−1

∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)1Jn
k,0

−
∫ 1

0

f(xt, θ)dt

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞.

(3) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ
ε−1

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)η̃nk (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞.

(4) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)η̃nk (µ)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞ .

(5) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

√
n

∣∣∣∣ε
−2

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)
(
µ̃n
k(µ0)

2 − ε2

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)
)∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞.

(6) sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣ε
−2

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)µ̃n
k(µ0)

∣∣∣∣
]
<∞.

Lemma 5.11. Suppose (A3), (A4), (A8) and (A9) and let g be a function: R× E ×Θ3 to
R such that for any p ∈ N there exists C > 0,

sup
α∈R×Θ3

∫

R

∣∣g(x, y, α)
∣∣pfα0

(y)dy = R(x, 1),

and denote

gk−1

(
c(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α
)
:= g

(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, c(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α
)
,

where E = R or E = R+. Then, we obtain

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

λ

n∑

k=1

gk−1

(
c(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α

)∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞. (5.13)

6 Proof

6.1 Notation for Proof

Before the proof of Theorem 3.1 and Lemmas 5.1 - 5.4, let us add some symbols. At the
begining, for any t ≥ 0, ∆Xθ,ε

t is defined as follows:

∆Xθ,ε
t := Xθ,ε

t −Xθ,ε
t− .
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In addition, for any n ∈ N and k = 1, 2, ..., n, ∆n
kW and τk are defined as follows:

∆n
kW :=Wtnk

−Wtnk−1
,

τk := inf{t ∈ [tnk−1, t
n
k ] | ∆Xθ,ε

t 6= 0 or t = tnk}.

and we also restate the symbol ∆n
kN

λ by

∆n
kN

λ := Nλ
tnk
−Nλ

tnk−1

,

and the sets Jn
k,i for i = 0, 1, 2 by

Jn
k,0 := {∆n

kN
λ = 0}, Jn

k,1 := {∆n
kN

λ = 1}, Jn
k,2 := {∆n

kN
λ ≥ 2}.

Based on the above symbols, denote

Cn
k,i := Cn

k ∩ Jn
k,i, Dn

k,i := Dn
k ∩ Jn

k,i,

and for any γ > 0,

C̃n,γ
k,i := Cn

k,i ∩ Ĩγx , D̃n,δ
k,i := Dn

k,i ∩ Ĩδx.

6.2 Proof of Main Theorem

Proof of Theorem 3.1. From Lemma 5.1 and 5.4, the following stochasitc convergence holds
jointly :

(∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z̃
(0)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(µ0 + εu2)du2∫

Vε(µ0)
Z̃

(0)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(µ0 + εu2)du2

)
d−→
(
N (0, I0(µ0))

I0(µ0)

)
,

and
(∫

Vn(σ0)
u1Z̃

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n + σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z̃

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1

)
d−→
(
N (0, I1(σ0))

I1(σ0)

)
,

(∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2∫

Vε(µ0)
Z

(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

)
d−→
(
N (0, I2(µ0))

I2(µ0)

)
,

(∫
Vλ(α0)

u3Z̃
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3∫

Vλ(α0)
Z̃

(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3

)
d−→
(
N (0, I3(α0))

I3(α0)

)
.

On the otherhand, it is easy to obtain that

ε−1(µ̂(0)
n,ε − µ0) =

∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z
(0)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

∫
Vε(µ0)

Z
(0)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

,

21



and

√
n(σ̂n,ε − σ0) =

∫
Vn(σ0)

u1Z
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1

∫
Vn(σ0)

Z
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1

,

ε−1(µ̂n,ε − µ0) =

∫
Vε(µ0)

u2Z
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

∫
Vε(µ0)

Z
(2)
n,ε,λ[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

,

√
λ(α̂λ − α0) =

∫
Vε(α0)

u3Z
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π3(u3/

√
λ + α0)du3

∫
Vλ(α0)

Z
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π3(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3

.

Using continuous mapping theorem, we obtain the desired result.

proof of Lemma 5.1. First of all, we show (5.1). We easily obtain that

(∫
Vn(σ0)

u1Z
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n + σ0)du1

)
−
(∫

Vn(σ0)
u1Z̃

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n + σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z̃

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1

)

=

(∫
Vn(σ0)

u1Z
(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n + σ0)du1

)
−
(∫

Vn(σ0)
u1Z

(1)

n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/
√
n+ σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z

(1)

n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/
√
n+ σ0)du1

)

+

(∫
Vn(σ0)

u1Z
(1)

n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/
√
n+ σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z

(1)

n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/
√
n + σ0)du1

)
−
(∫

Vn(σ0)
u1Z̃

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1∫

Vn(σ0)
Z̃

(1)
n,ε,λ[u1]π1(u1/

√
n+ σ0)du1

)

=:An,1 + An,2,

where

Z
(1)

n,ε,λ[u1] = exp{Ψn,ε,λ(σ0 + u1/
√
n, µ̃n,ε, α)−Ψn,ε,λ(σ0, µ̃n,ε, α)}.

On the other hand, for any n ∈ N, ε > 0, λ > 0, we have that

{ n∑

k=1

1Cn
i,0
< 1/2

}
∩
{ n∑

k=1

1Cn
i,2
< 1/2

}
⊂
{
Ψ(0)

n,ε(µ) = Ψ̃(0)
n,ε(µ), (µ ∈ Θ2)

}
,

{
Ψ(0)

n,ε(µ) = Ψ̃(0)
n,ε(µ), (µ ∈ Θ2)

}
⊂
{
|µ̂n,ε − µ̃n,ε| = 0

}
⊂
{
An,1 = 0

}
,

and

{ n∑

k=1

1Cn
i,0
< 1/2

}
∩
{ n∑

k=1

1Cn
i,2
< 1/2

}
⊂
{
Ψ(1)

n,ε(σ, µ) = Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(σ, µ), (σ, µ) ∈ Θ1 ×Θ2

}
,

{
Ψ(1)

n,ε(σ, µ) = Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(σ, µ), (σ, µ) ∈ Θ1 ×Θ2

}
⊂
{
An,2 = 0

}
.
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Thus, under (A9), as n → ∞, ε → 0, λ → ∞, λ
∫
|z|≤4v2/c1nρ fα0

(z)dz → 0, we obtain An,1 =

An,2 = op(1), which leads to (5.2). In the same way, we have (5.1) and (5.4). Now, we prove
(5.4). Let us start considering that

∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3 = op(1),

as n→ ∞, ε→ 0, λ→ ∞, λ
∫
|z|≤4v2/c1nρ fα0

(z)dz → 0. We observe that

∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3

=

∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du31{|χ[u3]|≤1} +

∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du31{|χ[u3]|>1},

where

χn,ε,λ[u3] :=

(
Ψ

(2)
λ (u3/

√
λ+ α0)−Ψ

(2)
λ (α0)

)
−
(
Ψ̃

(2)
λ (u3/

√
λ+ α0)− Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α0)

)
.

From Lemma 5.3, the second term goes to zero. Let us consider the first term. We easily get
that
∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3)du3 =

∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z̃
(3)
λ [u3]

(
exp{χn,ε,λ[u3]} − 1

)
π3(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3,

Since u3/
√
λ+ α0 ∈ Θ3, we have that

sup
u3∈Vλ(α0)

|χn,ε,λ[u3]| ≤ 2 sup
α∈Θ3

|Ψ(2)
λ (α)− Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α)|,

for any u3 ∈ Vλ(α0), then we obtain
∣∣∣∣
∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du31{|χn,ε,λ[u3]|<1}

∣∣∣∣

≤
∫

Θ3

u3Z̃
(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]

(∣∣∣∣ exp
{
χn,ε,λ[u3]

}
− 1

∣∣∣∣
)
π(α0 + u3/

√
λ)du31{|χn,ε,λ[u3]|<1}

≤ 2

(
sup
α∈Θ3

|Ψ(2)
λ (α)− Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α)|

)
·
(∫

Vλ(α0)

|u3|Z(3)
n,ε,λ[u3]π(u3)du3

)
.

Combining Lemma 5.3, 5.8 and continuous mapping theorem,
∫

Vλ(α0)

u3Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du31{|χn,ε,λ[u3]|<1}

p−→ 0.

as n→ ∞, ε→ 0, λ→ ∞, λ
∫
|z|≤4v2/c1nρ fα0

(z)dz → 0. In the same way, we obtain that

∫

Vλ(α0)

Z
(3)
λ [u3]π(u3/

√
λ+ α0)du3

p−→ 0,

as n→ ∞, ε→ 0, λ→ ∞, λ
∫
|z|≤4v2/c1nρ fα0

(z)dz → 0. Thus, we obtain (5.4).
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Proof of Lemma 5.3. We prove Lemma 5.3 imitating the proof of Lemma 4.12 in Kobayashi
and Shimizu [9]. Suppose 1, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9. We easily have that

sup
α∈Θ3

|Ψ(2)
λ (α)− Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α)|

≤ sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,∆n
kX

θ,ε/ε, α)1Dn
k
−

n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,∆n
kX

θ,ε/ε, α)1D̃n,γ
k,1

∣∣∣∣

+ sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,∆n
kX

θ,ε/ε, α)1D̃n,γ
k,1

−
n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, c(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α)1D̃n,γ
k,1

∣∣∣∣

+ sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, c(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α)1D̃n,γ
k,1

−
n∑

k=1

ψ(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, c(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α)1Jn
k,1

∣∣∣∣

=:Bn,1 +Bn,2 +Bn,3,

where γ > 0 is a constant in (A6) By Remark 4.1 and Lemma 4.12 in Kobayashi and Shimizu
[9], we obtain that

Bn,1 = Bn,3 = op(1),

as n → ∞, ε → 0, λ → ∞ under (A1), (A3), (A4), (A9). It remains to prove that Bn,2 =

Op(rn,ε) where rn,ε :=
1

εpnp
+

1

np/2
for any p ∈ N. We have that for any M > 0,

P

(
sup
α

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

{
gk

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε

ε
, α

)
− gk

(
∆Xτk

ε
, α

)}
1D̃n,γ

k,1

∣∣∣∣ > Mrn,ε

)

≤ P

(
sup

1≤k≤n
|Y ε

k λ| > 1

)
+ P

(
sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∫ 1

0

∂gk
∂y

(
∆Xτk

ε
+ ηY ε

k , α

)
dηY ε

k 1{|Y ε
k |λ≤1}∩D̃n,γ

k,1 }

∣∣∣∣ > Mrn,ε

)
.

From Lemma 4.6 in Kobayashi and Shimizu [9] and (A9), the first term converges to zero.
On the second term, we have that

sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∫ 1

0

∂gk
∂y

(
∆Xτk

ε
+ ηY ε

k , α

)
dη1{{|Y ε

k |λ≤1}∩D̃n,γ
k,1 }

Y ε
k

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
1

λ

n∑

k=1

∫ 1

0

∂gk
∂y

(
∆Xτk

ε
+ ηY ε

k , α

)
dη1{{|Y ε

k |λ≤1}∩D̃n,γ
k,1 }

λY ε
k

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
1

λ

∫ 1

0

∂gk
∂y

(
∆Xτk

ε
+ tY ε

k , θ

)
dη1{{|Y ε

k |λ≤1}∩D̃n,γ
k,1 }

∣∣∣∣.

Suppose (A6) and put rn,ε :=
1

εpnp +
1

np/2 where p ∈ N satisfies that 1
p
< δ with δ in (A9). As

in the proof of Lemma 4.12 in Kobayashi and Shimizu [9], we have that

sup
α∈Θ3

∣∣∣∣
1

λ

∫ 1

0

∂gk
∂y

(
∆Xτk

ε
+ tY ε

k , θ

)
dη1{{|Y ε

k |λ≤1}∩D̃n,γ
k,1 }

∣∣∣∣ = Op(rn,ε), (6.1)
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which implies the desired result. If you suppose (A7) in place of (A6), put r
′

n,ε :=
1

n1−1/p−qρ +
1

n1/2−1/p−1/ρ where p ∈ N satisfies 1/p < δ with δ > 0 in (A9) and q > 0 in (A7) and ρ ∈ (0, 1
4q
).

Then, we obtain the result by substituting r
′

n,ε for rn,ε in (6.1).

Proof of Lemma 5.4. Let us begin with showing that the convergence of each of (5.5), (5.7)
- (5.9), and (5.6) and (5.10) - (5.12). For (5.5), in view of Theorem 10 (a) in Yoshida [17], it
is sufficient to show the following:

• For any R > 0 and for any u ∈ R
d2 with |u| ≤ R,

log Z̃0
n,ε,λ[u0]

d−→ ∆0[u0] +
1

2
I0[u

⊗2
0 ], ∆0 ∼ N (0, I0(µ0)). (6.2)

• For any L > 0 there exists a constant CL > 0 and for any r > 0,

sup
n,ε,λ

P

(
sup

u2∈Vε(µ0)

Z̃
(0)
n,ε,λ(µ0) ≥ exp{−r/2}

)
≤ CL

rL
. (6.3)

For (6.2), by applying Taylor expansion and Lemma 5.5, we obtain that

log Z̃0
n,ε,λ[u2] = ε∂µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0)[u] +

1

2
ε2∂2µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0)[(u2)

⊗2]

+

∫ t=1

t=0

(1− t)2

2
∂3µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0 + εt)

[(
εu2

)⊗3]

= ε∂µΨ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ0)[u]−

1

2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
2 ] + op(1).

Thus, we obtain (6.2) applying Martingale central limit theorem. Now, we show (6.3). In
the view of theorem 3 in Yoshida [17], we obtain it combining (A5) and the result of Lemma
(5.5), which follow from (A1) - (A3). Thus, we obtain (5.5). For (5.6), in view of Theorem
10 (b) in [17] Yoshida, it suffices to show that for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
( ∫

Vε(µ0)

Z(0)
n,ε[u2]π2(εu2 + µ0)du2

)−1∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

The above inequality is obtained by combining the complement (5.5) and the Lemma 2 in
Yoshida [17]. We show (5.7) and (5.10). For (5.7), as in the proof of (5.5), it suffices to show
the following:

• For any R > 0 and for any u1 ∈ R
d1 with |u1| ≤ R,

log Z̃0
n,ε,λ[u1]

d−→ ∆1[u1] +
1

2
I1[u

⊗2
1 ], ∆1 ∼ N (0, I(σ0)). (6.4)

• For any L > 0, there exists a constant CL > 0 such that for any r > 0,

sup
n,ε,λ

P

(
sup

u1∈Vn(σ0)

Z̃
(1)
n,ε,λ(σ0) ≥ exp{−r/2}

)
≤ CL

rL
. (6.5)
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We obtain (6.4) as in the proof (6.2). As for (6.5),it follows from (A1) - (A3), (A9), and
(5.6), which imply the result of Lemma (5.5). As for (6.4), we obtain it as in the proof of
(6.2). Consequently, (5.7) and (5.10) are established.

We show (5.8), (5.11) and (5.9), (5.12). As in the proof of (6.2) - (6.5), we obtain that
for any R > 0 and for any u2 ∈ R

d2 with |u2| ≤ R:

log Z̃0
n,ε,λ[u2] = ε∂µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0)[u] +

1

2
ε2∂2µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0)[(u2)

⊗2]

+

∫ t=1

t=0

(1− t)2

2
∂3µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0 + εt)

[(
εu2

)⊗3]

= ε∂µΨ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ0)[u]−

1

2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
2 ] + op(1)

d−→N (0, I0(µ0))[u2]−
1

2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
2 ], ∆2 ∼ N (0, I2(σ0)), (6.6)

and

log Z̃0
n,ε,λ[u2] = ε∂µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0)[u] +

1

2
ε2∂2µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0)[(u2)

⊗2]

+

∫ t=1

t=0

(1− t)2

2
∂3µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0 + εt)

[(
εu2

)⊗3]

= ε∂µΨ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ0)[u]−

1

2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
2 ] + op(1)

d−→N (0, I0(µ0))[u2]−
1

2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
2 ], ∆3 ∼ N (0, I3(α0)). (6.7)

In addition, for any L > 0, there exists a constant CL > 0 such that for any r > 0,

sup
n,ε,λ

P

(
sup

u2∈Vε(µ0)

Z̃
(0)
n,ε,λ(µ0) ≥ exp{−r/2}

)
≤ CL

rL
, (6.8)

sup
n,ε,λ

P

(
sup

u3∈Vε(µ0)

Z̃
(0)
n,ε,λ(µ0) ≥ exp{−r/2}

)
≤ CL

rL
. (6.9)

Combining (6.6),(6.8) and (6.7),(6.9), we obtain (5.8) and (5.9). We also get (5.10) and
(5.12). Now, we show the joint convergence of (5.7) - (5.9). To apply Theorem 10 (b) in
Yoshida [17], we define the function H̃(µ1, σ, µ2, α) : Θ2 ×Θ1 ×Θ2 ×Θ3 → R by

H̃(µ1, σ, µ2, α) := Ψ̃(0)
n,ε(µ1) + Ψ̃(1)

n,ε(µ1, σ) + Ψ̃(1)
n,ε(µ2, σ) + Ψ̃

(2)
λ (α),

where (µ1, σ, µ2, α) ∈ Θ2 ×Θ1 ×Θ2 ×Θ3. In addition, based on the above symbol,

Z̃n,ε,λ[u1, u2, u3, u4] := H̃(εu1 + µ0, u2/
√
n+ σ0, εu3 + µ0, u4/

√
λ+ α0)− H̃(µ0, σ0, µ0, α0),

where (u1, u2, u3, u4) ∈ Vε(µ0)× Vn(σ0)× Vε(µ0)× Vλ(α0). In the view of theorem 10 (c) in
Yoshdia [17], it suffices to prove the following:
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• For any R > 0 and u0, u1, u2, u3 with |u0|2 + |u1|2 + |u2|2 + |u3|2 ≤ R2 ,




log Z̃
(0)
n,ε[u0]

log Z̃
(1)
n,ε[u1]

log Z̃
(2)
n,ε[u2]

log Z̃
(3)
n,λ[u3]




d−→




ξ0[u0]− 1
2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
0 ]

ξ1[u1]− 1
2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
1 ]

ξ2[u2]− 1
2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
2 ]

ξ3[u3]− 1
2
I0(µ0)[u

⊗2
3 ]


 . (6.10)

• For any L > 0, there exists a constant CL > 0 such that for any r > 0,

P

(
sup

(u0,u1,u2,u3)
∈Vε(µ0)×Vε(σ0)×Vε(µ0)×Vλ(α0)

Z̃
(0)
n,ε,λ(u0, u1, u2, u3) ≥ exp{−r/2}

)
≤ CL

rL
. (6.11)

For (6.10), it can be proven similarly to Ogihara and Yoshida [11] from (6.2), (6.4), (6.6),
and (6.7). (6.11) follows from (6.3), (6.5), (6.8), and (6.9). Consequently, we have obtained
the desired conclusion as the joint convergence of (5.5) and (5.7) - (5.9) follows.

6.3 Proof of Lemma 5.5 - 5.8

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Let us start to prove Lemma 5.5 (1). By Lemma 5.10 (1) , we obtain
that for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε∂µΨ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

= sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∂µa(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)η̃
n
k (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

Concerning 5.5 (2), we have that, from Lemma 5.10 (2) and (3), that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
2∂2αΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ0) + I0(µ;µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

.Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∂2µa(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)η̃
n
k (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

+Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

k=1

(
∂µa(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)2
1Jn

k,0
− I0(µ;µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

=O(εp).

Thus, we find that for any η0 ∈ (0, 1/2) and for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
εη
∣∣∣∣ε

2∂2αΨ̃
(0)
n,ε(µ0) + I0(µ;µ0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

≤ sup
n,ε,λ

(ε(1−η)p) <∞.
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Now, we show 5.5 (3). We have that for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
sup
θ∈Θ

∣∣∣∣ε
2∂3µΨ̃

(0)
n,ε(µ)

∣∣∣∣
p]

.Eθ0

[
sup
θ∈Θ

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∂3µa(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ)η̃nk (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

+Eθ0

[
sup
θ∈Θ

∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

k=1

(
∂2µa(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ)∂µa(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ) + ∂3µa
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ)

)∣∣∣∣
p]

<∞.

Proof of Lemma 5.6. At first, we are going to show 5.6 (1). From Lemma 5.10 (1), 5.10 (4)
and 5.10 (5), we obtain that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1√
n
∂σΨ̃n,ε(σ0, µ̃n,ε)

∣∣∣∣
p]

. Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
√
n

ε2

n∑

k=1

1

2

(
η̃nk (µ0)

2 − ε2

n
b2(Xtnk−1

, σ0)

)
∂σb

2(Xtnk−1
, σ0)

−1

∣∣∣∣
p]

+ Eθ0

[(
1

ε
√
n

∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

η̃nk (µ0)
(
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ̃n,ε)− a(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)
∂σb

2(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, σ0)
−1

∣∣∣∣
)p]

+ Eθ0

[(
1√
n

∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

k=1

∂σb
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)−1

(∫ 1

0

∂µa
(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ0 + s(µ̃n,ε − µ0)
)
ds
)
· ε−1(µ̃n,ε − µ0)

)2∣∣∣∣
)p]

= O(1) +O(1/(
√
nε)p) +O(1/np/2),

which implies Lemma 5.6 (1).
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Secondary, we show Lemma 5.6 (2). It is easy to obtain that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[(
nη2

∣∣∣∣
1

n
∂2σΨ

(1)
n,ε(σ0, µ̃n,ε) + I1(σ0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

.Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

2

n∑

k=1

η̃nk (µ0)
2 − ε2 1

n
b2(Xtnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

1
n
ε2

∂2σb
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)b
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)
−2

∣∣∣∣
p]

+ Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

η̃nk (µ0)
2 − ε2 1

n
b2(Xtnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

1
n
ε2

∂σb
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)
2b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)
−3

∣∣∣∣
p]

+ Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣I1(σ0)−
1

2

n∑

k=1

∂σb
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)
2b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)
−21Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]

+ Eθ0

[(
ε

n

∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

η̃nk (µ0)
(
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ̃n,ε)− a(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)
∂σb

2(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, σ0)
−1

∣∣∣∣
)p]

+ Eθ0

[(
1

n

∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

k=1

∂σb
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)−1

(∫ 1

0

∂µa
(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ0 + s(µ̃n,ε − µ0)
)
dsε−1(µ̃n,ε − µ0)

)2∣∣∣∣
)p]

=O(n−p/2) +O(εp/np) +O(1/np).

Thus, we obtain Lemma 5.6 (2) from (A9).
Now, we show Lemma 5.6 (3). Applying Lemma 5.10 (5),(6) and Lemma 5.10 (1) and

Lemma 5.9 (2), we have that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

n
∂3σΨ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ, µ̃n,ε)

∣∣∣∣
p]

.Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣−
1

2ε2

n∑

k=1

∂3σb
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)

{
η̃nk (σ0)

2 − ε2
1

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)

}∣∣∣∣
p]

+Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

2n

n∑

k=1

{
∂3σb

2(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, σ)b2(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, σ0) + ∂3σ log b
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)

}
1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]

+Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣−
1

nε2

n∑

k=1

(
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ)− a(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)
∂3σ
(
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)−1
)
η̃nk (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

+Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣−
1

2nε2
1

n

n∑

k=1

(
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ̃n,ε)− a(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)2
∂3σ
(
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ)−1
)
1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]

= O(1/np/2) +O(1) +O(1/(nε2)p).

Thus, we obtain Lemma 5.6 (3).

Proof of Lemma 5.7. As in the proof of Lemma 5.5 (1) and (3), we obtain Lemma 5.7 (1)
and (3). Thus, we only show Lemma 5.7 (2). From Lemma 5.10 (1), (2) and (3) and (5.10),
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we have that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[(
ε−η2

∣∣∣∣ε
2∂µΨ̃

(1)
n,ε(σ̃n,ε, µ0) + I2(µ0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

. Eθ0

[(
ε−η2

∣∣∣∣−
n∑

k=1

η̃nk (µ0)∂
2
µa(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)b
2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)
−1

∣∣∣∣
)p]

+ Eθ0

[(
ε−η2

∣∣∣∣
1

n3/2

n∑

k=1

(
∂µa(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)2
∫ 1

0

∂σ
(
b2
(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0 + s(σ̃n,ε − σ0)
)−1)

ds
(√

n(σ̃n,ε − σ0)
)
1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
)p]

+ Eθ0

[(
ε−η2

∣∣∣∣−
1

n

n∑

k=1

(
∂µa(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)2
b2
(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0
)−1

1Jn
k,0

+ I2(µ0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

= O(1/(εη2
√
n)p) +O(ε(1−η2)p/(

√
nε)p) +O(ε(1−η2)p).

From (A9), we obtain the proof of Lemma 5.7 (2).

Proof of Lemma 5.8. Set for any n ∈ N and k = 1, ..., n,

ψk−1(c(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α) := ψ
(
Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, c(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α
)
.

Let us start to show Lemma 5.8 (1). As in Lemma 4.17 in Kobayashi and Shimizu [9], we
have that

1√
λ

n∑

k=1

Eθ0

[
∂αψk−1(c(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α) | Ftnk−1

]
= 0,

and as in the proof of Lemma 5.11, we have that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

1√
λ
ψk−1(c(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

. Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

λ

n∑

k=1

ψ2
k−1(c(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α0)

∣∣∣∣
p/2]

<∞,

which completes the proof of Lemma 5.7 (1).
Concerning Lemma 5.7 (2), as in the proof of Lemma 5.11, we obtain that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

(1/λ)∂2αψk−1(c(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α0) + I3(α0)
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p]

. Eθ0
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{
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− Eθ0
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θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α0) | Ftnk−1

]}2∣∣∣∣
p/2]

+ Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑
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∫

R

∂2αψk−1(c(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)y, α0)fα0
(y)dy + I3(α0)

∣∣∣∣
p]
.
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From Lemma 5.11, we have that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

{
(1/λ)∂2αψk−1(c(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α0)

− Eθ0
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(1/λ)∂2αψk−1(c(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α0) | Ftnk−1

]}2∣∣∣∣
p/2]

= O(1/λp/2).

From (A2) and 2.1, and Lemma 5.9 (4), we also get that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

n

n∑

k=1

∫

R

∂2αψk−1(c(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)y, α0)fα0
(y)dy + I3(α0)

∣∣∣∣
p]

.

2∑

i=0

Eθ0

[( n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

∣∣∣∣∂
i
αc(xs, α0)− ∂iαc(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)

∣∣∣∣ds
)p]

. Eθ0

[
sup

t,s∈[0,1],|t−s|<1/n

∣∣∣∣xs −Xθ,ε
t

∣∣∣∣
p]

= O
(
1/np + (ελ)p

)
.

From (A9), we also find that for η3 ∈ (0, p2),

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
λη3 | 1

n

n∑

k=1

∫

R

∂2αψk−1(c(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, α0)y, α0)fα0
(y)dy + I3(α0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞.

Thus, we obtain 5.8 (2). Concerning Lemma 5.8 (3), applying Lemma 5.11, we find that for
any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

sup
α∈Θ3

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

λ
∂3αΨ̃

(2)
λ (α)

∣∣∣∣
p]
, sup

n,ε,λ
sup
α∈Θ3

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

λ
∂4αΨ̃

(2)
λ (α)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.

Then, by Burkholder and Davis inequality, we obtain the desired result.

6.4 proof of Lemma 5.9 - 5.11

Proof of Lemma 5.9. We show Lemma 5.9 (1). As in Lemma 6 [8], we have that for any
p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∆n
kX

θ,ε1Jn
k,0

∣∣ | Ftnk−1

]

≤
(
1

n
+

ε√
n

)∫ tnk

tnk−1

Eθ0

[
|Xθ,ε

s −Xθ,ε
tnk−1

|1Jn
k,0

∣∣∣∣Ftnk−1

]
+

1

n
|a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ0)|+
ε√
n
|b(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)|,

and by Grownwall’s inequality, we obtain Lemma 5.9 (1).
We show Lemma 5.9 (2). It is easy to obtain that

Eθ0

[
η̃nk (µ0) | Ftnk−1

]
= Eθ0

[ ∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
a(Xθ,ε

s , µ0)− a(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)

)
1Jn

k,0
ds | Ftnk−1

]
.
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By Lemma 5.9 (1), we obtain

Eθ0

[ ∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
a(Xθ,ε

s , µ0)− a(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)

)
1Jn

k,0
ds | Ftnk−1

]
= R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

n2
),

which immediately implies the result of Lemma 5.9 (2).
We prove Lemma 5.9 (3) imitating the proof of Kaino and Uchida [4] and we have that

∣∣∣∣Eθ0

[(
η̃nk (µ0)

2 − ε2

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)

)
1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

]∣∣∣∣

. Eθ0

[{∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
a(Xθ,ε

s , µ0)− a(Xtnk−1
, µ0)

)
1Jn

k,0
ds

}2

| Ftnk−1

]

+ ε2Eθ0

[{∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
b(Xθ,ε

s , σ0)− b(Xtnk−1
, σ0)

)
1Jn

k,0
dWs

}2

| Ftnk−1

]

+ 2ε|b(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, σ0)|Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣∆
n
kW

{∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
a(Xθ,ε

s , µ0)− a(Xtnk−1
, µ0)

)
1Jn

k,0
ds

}∣∣∣∣ | Ftnk−1

]

+ 2ε2|b(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, σ0)|Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣∆
n
kW

{∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
b(Xθ,ε

s , µ0)− b(Xtnk−1
, µ0)

)
1Jn

k,0
dWs

}∣∣∣∣ | Ftnk−1

]

=R(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,
1

n3
) +R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, ε2
1

n3
) +R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, ε
1

n5/2
) +R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, ε2
1

n2
). (6.12)

We obtain Lemma 5.9 (3).
We obtain Lemma 5.10 (4) and (5) respectively as in the proof of Lemma 4.2 and 4.1 in

Kobayashi and Shimizu [9].

Proof of Lemma 5.10. At first, we show Lemma 5.10 (1). As in the proof of Lemma 2 (1) in
Kaino and Uchida [4], we obtain 5.10 (1).

We show Lemma 5.10 (2). It is easy to obtain that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣ε
−1

(
1

n

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)−
∫ 1

0

f(xt, θ)dt

)∣∣∣∣
p]

. Eθ0

[
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, θ)− f(Xθ,ε
t , θ)

)
dt1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]

+ Eθ0

[
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

t , θ)− f(xt, θ)

)
ds1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]

+ sup
θ∈Θ

sup
t∈[0,1]

|f(xt, θ)|pEθ0

[(
ε−1 1

n

n∑

k=1

1Jn
k,1∪J

n
k,2

)p]
.

At first, we show that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, θ)− f(Xθ,ε
t , θ)

)
dt1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞.
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By Burkholder and Davis Inequality, it suffices to show that for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

sup
θ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, θ)− f(Xθ,ε
t , θ)

)
dt1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞, (6.13)

sup
n,ε,λ

sup
θ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
∂θf(X

θ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)− ∂θf(xt, θ)
)
dt1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞. (6.14)

For (6.13), from Taylor expansion, Lemma 5.10 (3) and Assumption f ∈ C1,1
↑ (R × Θ), we

have that

sup
θ
Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, θ)− f(Xθ,ε
s , θ)

)
1Jn

k,0
ds

∣∣∣∣
p]

. (ε/
√
n)pnp 1

n

n∑

k=1

1

np−1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

Eθ0

[(
(ε

1

n1/2
)−1 sup

t∈[tnk−1
,tnk ]

|Xθ,ε
t −Xθ,ε

tnk−1

|
)2p]1/2

dt

. (ε/
√
n)pnp 1

n

n∑

k=1

1

np
Eθ0

[(
(ε

1

n1/2
)−1 sup

t∈[tnk−1
,tnk ]

|Xθ,ε
t −Xθ,ε

tnk−1

|
)2p]1/2

= O((ε/
√
n)p),

which implies (6.13). In the same way, we obtain (6.14).
Second, let us show

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

t , θ)− f(xt, θ)

)
ds1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞,

which follows from that

sup
n,ε,λ

sup
θ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

t , θ)− f(xt, θ)

)
ds1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞, (6.15)

sup
n,ε,λ

sup
θ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
∂xf(X

θ,ε
t , θ)− ∂xf(xt, θ)

)
ds1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞. (6.16)

From Taylor expansion, Lemma 5.9 (2) and Assumption f ∈ C1,1
↑ (R×Θ;R) , we obtain that

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

(
f(Xθ,ε

t , θ)− f(xt, θ)

)
ds1Jn

k,0

∣∣∣∣
p]

. Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

∫ η=1

η=0

∂xf
(
Xθ,ε

s + η(Xθ,ε
s −Xθ,ε

tnk−1

), θ
)
(Xθ,ε

s −Xθ,ε
tnk−1

)1Jn
k,0
dηds

∣∣∣∣
]

. (ε
1

n1/2
)pnp 1

n

n∑

k=1

1

np
Eθ0

[(
(ε

1

n1/2
)−1 sup

u∈[tnk−1
,tnk ]

∣∣Xu − xu
∣∣
)p]

= op((ε/
√
n)p).
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In the same way, we have that (6.15). Finally, we have to show that for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
ε−1 1

n

n∑

k=1

1Jc
k,0

)p]
<∞.

By (A9), our problem reduces to prove that for any integer p with p ≥ 2,

Eθ0

[(
1

λ

n∑

k=1

1Jc
k,0

)p]
<∞. (6.17)

We show (6.17) applying Mathematical induction. For p = 2, we have

Eθ0

[(
1

λ

n∑

k=1

1Jc
k,0

)2]
. Eθ0

[ n∑

k=1

{
1

λ
1Jc

k,0
− P(Jc

k,0 | Ftnk−1
)

}2]
+O(1) <∞.

For p ≥ 3, suppose that

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

λ

n∑

k=1

1Jn
k,0

∣∣∣∣
p−1]

<∞.

By Burkholder and Davis inequality and since p ≥ 3, we obtain that

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
1

λ

n∑

k=1

1Jc
k,0

)p]

. sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
1

λ2

n∑

k=1

1Jc
k,0

)p/2]
+ sup

n,ε,λ

(
1

λ

n∑

k=1

Pθ0(J
n
k,0 | Ftnk−1

)

)p

+ sup
n,ε,λ

(
1

λ

n∑

k=1

(1− exp{λ/n})
)p

. sup
n,ε,λ

1

λp
Eθ0

[( n∑

k=1

1Jc
k,0

)p−1]
+O(1) +O(1) <∞.

Thus, we obtain (6.17).
We show Lemma 5.10 (3). As in Lemma 5.9 (1) and (2), it suffices to show that for any

p ∈ N,

sup
(µ,σ)

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)η̃nk (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞, (6.18)

sup
(µ,σ)

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣ε
−1

n∑

k=1

∂θf(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)η̃nk (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
p]
<∞. (6.19)
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We have that for any p ∈ N,

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣∆
n
kX

θ,ε1Jn
k,0

− Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

]∣∣∣∣
p]

.
1

np−1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

Eθ0

[∣∣a(Xθ,ε
s , µ0)− Eθ0

[
a(Xθ,ε

s , µ0) | Ftnk−1

∣∣p]]ds

+
εp

np/2−1

∫ tnk

tnk−1

Eθ0

[
|b(Xθ,ε

s , σ0)|p
]
ds

=O(1/np) +O((ε/
√
n)p). (6.20)

Since

η̃nk (µ0) =∆n
kX

θ,ε1Jn
k,0

− Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

]

+Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

]
− 1

n
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ0)1Jn
k,0

=:Nn
k +R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

n2
),

and from Lemma 5.9 (1) and (A9), we find that for any p ∈ N,

sup
θ

Eθ0

[(
ε−1

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)Nn
k

∣∣∣∣
)p]

. εp sup
θ

Eθ0

[( n∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣f(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)Nn
k

∣∣∣∣
2)p/2]

. ε−p sup
θ
np/2 1

n

n∑

k=1

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣f(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)

∣∣∣∣
p∣∣∣∣N

n
k

∣∣∣∣
p]

. ε−pnp/2 1

n

n∑

k=1

sup
θ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣f(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)

∣∣∣∣
2p]1/2

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣N
n
k

∣∣∣∣
2p]1/2

= ε−pnp/2O(εp/np/2) = O(1).

Similarly we obtain that

Eθ0

[(
ε−1

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

∂θf(X
θ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)Nn
k

∣∣∣∣
)p]

= ε−pnp/2O(εp/np/2) = O(1).

On the otherhand, from Lemma 5.9 (1) and (A9), we have that for any p ∈ N,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
ε−1

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)Nn
k

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞.
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and

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ
ε−1

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)R(Xttn
k−1

,
1

n2
)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞,

which implies (6.18). As in the proof of Lemma (6.18), we can prove (6.19).
Concerning Lemma 5.10, we easily obtain that

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ
ε−2

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)η̃nk (µ)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

≤Eθ0

[(
sup
θ
ε−2

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)η̃nk (µ0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

+Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

1

n
f(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, θ)b2(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, σ0)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

+Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

1

n

(
a(Xtnk−1

, µ)− a(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, µ0)
)
1J̃n

k,0
|
)p]

From Lemma 5.9 (1)-(3) and By (A9) and f ∈ C1,1
↑ (R×Θ;R), we obtain Lemma 5.10 (4).

We show Lemma 5.10 (5). As in the proof of Lemma 3 in Kaino and Uchida [4], we have
that

η̃nk (µ0)
2 − ε2

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

=

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
− Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

])2

−Var

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

)

+Var

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

)
− ε2

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

+2R(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,
1

n2
)

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
− Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

])

+R(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,
1

n4
),
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and we find that

Var(∆n
kX

θ,ε1Jn
k,0

| Ftnk−1
)− ε2

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

=Eθ0

[
η̃nk (µ0)

2 | Ftnk−1

]
− ε2

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

− Eθ0

[
η̃nk (µ0) | Ftnk−1

]2

− 2
1

n
a(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ0)× Eθ0

[(
η̃nk (µ0)− Eθ0

[
η̃nk (µ0) | Ftnk−1

])(
1Jn

k,0
− P(Jn

k,0 | Ftnk−1
)
)
| Ftnk−1

]

+
1

n2
a2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, µ0)Var
(
1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

)
,

=Eθ0

[
η̃nk (µ0)

2 − ε2

n
b2(Xtnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

| Ftnk−1

]

+
ε2

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)

(
1Jn

k,0
− P(Jn

k,0 | Ftnk−1
)

)
+R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
ε2

n3/2
+

1

n5/2
).

Therefore, we obtain

η̃nk (µ0)
2 − ε2

1

n
b2(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, σ0)1Jn
k,0

=M
(1)
k +M

(2)
k +R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
ε2

n3/2
∨ 1

n5/2
),

where

M
(1)
k =

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
− Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

])2

−Var

(
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

)
,

M
(2)
k = 2R(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

,
1

n2
)

{
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
− Eθ0

[
∆n

kX
θ,ε1Jn

k,0
| Ftnk−1

]}
.

Imitating the proof of Lemma 3 (1) in Kaino and Uchida [4], we obtain for any p ∈ N

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

√
n

∣∣∣∣ε
−2

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)Mn
1,k(θ)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞,

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

√
n

∣∣∣∣ε
−2

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)Mn
2,k(θ)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞,

Eθ0

[(
sup
θ

√
n

∣∣∣∣ε
−2

n∑

k=1

f(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

, θ)R(Xθ,ε
tnk−1

,
ε2

n3/2
∨ 1

n5/2
)

∣∣∣∣
)p]

<∞,

which implies Lemma 5.10 (5).
Concerning Lemma 5.10 (6), we obtain it as in the proof of Lemma 5.10 (4).

Proof of Lemma 5.11. Let S = {Sk}1≤k≤n be a Martingale and Sk be Ftnk−1
measurable for

any n ∈ N and k = 1, 2, . . . , n. Define the martingale {ψ1
k(S)}1≤k≤n as follows:

ψ1
k(S) := Sk.
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For l ∈ N with l ≥ 2, suppose that {ψl−1
k (S)}nk=1 is defined and set {ψl

k(S)}nk=1 by

ψl
k(S) :=

(
ψl
k(S)− Eθ0 [ψ

l
k(S) | Ftnk−1

]

)2

.

To show Lemma 5.11, it suffices to show that for any integer l with l ≥ 0,

sup
n,ε,λ

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
1

λ

n∑

k=1

gk−1

(
c(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α

)
1Jn

k,1

∣∣∣∣
2l]

<∞. (6.21)

As in the proof of proposition 3 in Ogihara and Yoshida [11], we obtain for any l ∈ N

∣∣∣∣Eθ0

[(
1

λ

n∑

k=1

gk−1

(
c(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α

)
1Jn

k,1

)2l]∣∣∣∣

.Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

ψl+1
k

(
1

λ
gk−1

(
c(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α
))∣∣∣∣
]
+

l∑

i=1

Eθ0

[∣∣∣∣
n∑

k=1

ψi
k

(
1

λ
gk−1

(
c(Xθ,ε

tnk−1

, α0)Vτk , α
))∣∣∣∣
]

and as in the proof of Lemma 6 and 7 in Ogihara and Yoshida [11], we have (6.21), which
immediately implies Lemma 5.11.
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