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Volatility change point detection for linear
parabolic SPDEs

Yozo Tonaki*! Yusuke Kaino! Masayuki Uchida*!$

Abstract

We consider change point detection for the volatility in second order linear parabolic
stochastic partial differential equations based on high frequency spatio-temporal data.
We give a test statistic to detect changes in the volatility based on change point analysis
for diffusion processes and derive the asymptotic null distribution of the test statistic.
We also show that the test is consistent. Moreover, we provide some examples and
then perform numerical simulations of the proposed test statistic.
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1 Introduction

The change point problem was originally formulated by Page [37, 38] for quality control.
Today, it has applications in various fields such as economics [28, 41|, environmental science
[8, 14], and medicine [36, 54] and is becoming increasingly important. Recently, stochastic
partial differential equations (SPDEs) have become popular in many fields as a modeling
tool for spatio-temporal phenomena (see Jones and Zhang [21], Piterbarg and Ostrovskii
[39], Mohapl [31], North et al.[35], Tuckwell [53] and Altmeter et al.[1]), and change point
analysis is also essential for spatio-temporal phenomena.
We study change point analysis for the linear parabolic SPDE

dXi(y) = —AeXi(y)dt + o(t)dWS(y), (t,y) €1[0,1] x D (1.1)

with an initial value X and the Dirichlet boundary condition X;(y) =0, (¢,y) € [0,1]xdD,
where D = (0,1)¢, d € N,
—Ag =602+ 61 -V + b,

0o € R, 0; € RY, 65 € (0, 00) are unknown parameters, [0,1] > ¢ + o(t) € (0,00) is possibly
a time-dependent volatility function, {WtQ}tzo is a Q-Wiener process in a Sobolev space
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on D (see (2.2) below), and the initial value Xg is an L?(D)-valued random variable and
independent of {W.2};5o.

Change point analysis consists of change point detection, change point estimation and
change point model selection, and has been studied in various models by many researchers.
See, for instance, Bai [2], Cs6rgé and Horvath [11], Bai and Perron [3], Koul et al.[25], Lee et
al.[26], Ninomiya [33, 34], Zou el al.[55], and Horvath and Rice [18]. De Gregorio and Iacus
[13] and Iacus and Yoshida [19] studied the volatility change point estimation in stochastic
differential equations with a fixed time interval based on high frequency data. Song and
Lee [42], Lee [27], Negri and Nishiyama [32], Tonaki et al.[44, 45] and Tonaki and Uchida
[52] considered the change point problem for the diffusion or drift parameter in ergodic
diffusion processes based on high frequency data. In particular, for the SPDE model, Reiss
et al.[40] and Tiepner and Trottner [43] considered the stochastic heat equation with a
space-dependent diffusivity, and estimated the change hypersurface of the diffusivity based
on local measurement observations.

We consider change detection for the volatility function o(¢) in SPDE (1.1) based on
high frequency spatio-temporal data. The coordinate process defined by the inner prod-
uct of the random field X; and the eigenfunction e; given in (2.1) below is an Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process, and an approximate coordinate process can be constructed through
statistics for SPDEs based on high frequency spatio-temporal data. For parametric esti-
mation for parabolic SPDESs based on discrete observations, see Markussen [29], Chong [9],
Bibinger and Trabs [5], Cialenco and Huang [10], Kaino and Uchida [22, 23], Hildebrandt
and Trabs [17], Bibinger and Bossert [4], Gamain and Tudor [15], Tonaki et al.[46]-[51] and
Bossert [7]. In this paper, we thus propose a change point test for the volatility function in
liner parabolic SPDEs based on the change point analysis for diffusion processes. The aim
of this paper is to show that the asymptotic null distribution of the proposed test statistic
for the volatility change is the distribution of the supremum of a Brownian bridge, and
that the test statistic has consistency of test.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state main results. We propose a
test statistic to detect changes of the volatility function, and derive the asymptotic null
distribution of the test statistic. We then show that the test statistic has consistency of
test. Section 3 gives examples of the procedure to perform volatility change point detection
for SPDE (1.1) with d = 1,2. In Section 4, we provide simulation results of change point
detection for the volatility function in SPDE (1.1) with d = 1. Section 5 is devoted to the
proofs of the results in Section 2. In Appendices A and B, we treat parametric estimation
for linear parabolic SPDEs with a time-dependent volatility for d = 1, 2.

2 Main results

The eigenpairs {\;, €;};cne of the operator Ag are given by

d
1 .
es) = eas ) = 2% exp 1Ty ) T sntria®) (2.)
k=1
2z 4 0l
A = Oo?ll]5 + 10,



for I = (I1,...,l3) € N¥and y = (y,...,y“NT € D, where k = 6,/6;, € R?, |- |o
denotes the Euclidean norm, and T denotes the transpose. The eigenfunctions {e;};cna are
orthonormal with respect to the weighted L2-inner product

(u,0) = /D w()o(y) exp(sTy)dy, Il = v/ww)

for u,v € L*(D). We assume A1, > 0 so that Ay is a positive definite and self-adjoint
operator, where 15 = (1,...,1)T € RY,
The @-Wiener process in SPDE (1.1) is given by

WtQ = Z fyl_a/le(t)el, t>0, (2.2)
leNd
where {w; };cna are independent R-valued standard Brownian motions, {7;};cna is a (0, 00)-
valued sequence such that c1|l|3 < v, < ¢2|l]3 for some universal constants ¢y, ca € (0,00)
and all I € N, and a € [0,00)N(d/2—1,00). 7; and o may be unknown parameters. Note
that the Q-Wiener process {WtQ}tZO given in (2.2) is well-defined in a Hilbert space larger
than L?(D) and we have SUPye[0,1] E[||X¢||%] < oo. For details, see [12], [46] and [7].
There exists a unique mild solution of SPDE (1.1), which is given by

t
X, =e X, —i—/o o(s)e =9 4qw e  as.

for any t > 0, where e 4oy = 3", s e M (u, ¢;)e; for u € L?(D). The random field X;(y)
is then decomposed as follows.

Xi(y) =Y wely), t>0,yeD
leNd
with .
2i(t) = (X, er) = e M Xg, &) +7, / o (s)e M=) duyy (s). (2.3)
0

The coordinate process x;(t) satisfies the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck dynamics

{dxz(t) = =N\ (t)dt + a(t)'yl_a/del(t), (2.4)

z1(0) = (Xo, €)-
Let N € Nand M = (My,...,M;) € N%. We suppose that a mild solution of SPDE
(1.1) is discretely observed on the grid (t;,y;) = (ti,yj(.ll), ce J(»j)) €[0,1] x [0,1]¢ with
i (k) _ Jk
N Y T

forie {0,1,...,N}, jr € {0,1,..., My} and k € {1,...,d}.
For n € {1,2,..., N}, we define

N
t?:iA":iiN{nJ’ i€{0,...,n}
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and for a process {Z; }e(o,1], we set AlZ = Zym — Zyn .
For h € (0,1), a,b,c € (0,00) and d € R, we define

h®, a < b,
RN = & —hblog(h), a=b,
hb, a>b,

and hadte(@rb) — pd . (pe)aib  Fyrthermore, for L € (1,00), we write

) Le, a < b,
alb __ — b —
LY = (/L) L°/log(L), a =0,

Lb, a > b.

2.1 Volatility change point detection

In this subsection, we consider the following hypothesis testing problem in order to inves-
tigate whether the volatility function o(¢) in SPDE (1.1) changes over time.

H : there exists 0™ € (0,00) such that o(t) = o™ over t € [0, 1]
vs.

Hy :thereexist re Nand 0 =79 <71 <712 < -+ < Tp < Tr41 = 1 such that (2.5)
r—+1

U(t) = Z O-;[]-[Tj,l,rj) (t)a
j=1

where 14 stands for the indicator function of A, UI, - ,UIH € (0,00) and a;f # a;_H
for j € {1,...,7}. For convenience, we write [7,7r4+1) = [7y,1]. Note that r, 71,..., 7,
O'L ...,0,,1 and o are unknown. We suppose that there is no change in the parameters

except for the volatility o(t) over t € [0, 1].
Let My = min{Mj,..., My}. We assume that the true value x* of x belongs to the
interior of a compact convex subset of R% and the following conditions hold.

[A1] The initial value X of SPDE (1.1) satisfies the following (i)—(iii).

(i) For a € [0,00) N (d/2 — 1, 00), either of the following conditions holds.
a) E[(Xo,e)] = 0 for all I € N and sup;ena A\ T E[(Xo, €)?] < o0.
b) E[ 4§ Xo)|?) < 0.
(ii) {(Xo,er)}ene are independent.
(iii) There exists £ € N such that E[(Xy, e¢)*] < oo.

[A2] There exist a positive sequence { Ry} and an estimator & such that R = Ry, n —
oo and

R(R — &) = 0,(1)

as N — oo and M(;) — oo.



[A3] For a positive sequence R = Ry v obtained from [A2],

ngA(1+a—d/2)7\1

R2

-0, —————— =0
@O+ —d)A2

(1

as n — 00, M(;) — oo and R — oo.

Let 8; € (0,00) be the true value of f,(t) = a(t)fyza/z under Hy. We additionally
assume the following condition.

[B] For ¢ € N obtained from [A1]-(iii), there exists an estimator Bg such that Bz? it (Br)?
under Hy.

Remark 1. (i) [A1] is a standard regular condition in the statistical inference for linear
parabolic SPDEs based on high frequency spatio-temporal data. See [5], [46] and [7].

(ii) Although it is not stated explicitly in [A2], we need an estimator of the damping
parameter o in order to estimate Kk if a is unknown. Furthermore, it is possible to
construct the estimator K which satisfies [A2] under either Hy or Hy. See [4], [17],
[7], [50], Appendices A and B for the construction of the estimator k under Hy or
Hy.

(11i) [AS3]is a sufficient condition for the balance of n, N and M to control the approximate
coordinate process (2.6) below. See Proposition 5.3 below for details.

(iv) We suppose that [A1]-[A3] hold, and define Bzz =>"" [(A"Zy)? for Ty given by (2.6)
below. Since it follows that under Hy,

n

> (Afz)? 5 (87,

i=1

we see from Proposition 5.3 below that B\g 2 (ﬁ;)z under Hy. Hence, we can construct
the estimator 32 which satisfies [B].

(v) Since we assume no change in the parameters except for the volatility o(t), a change
in Bi(t) implies a corresponding change in the volatility o(t).

The CUSUM test statistic

1 n
= — max
/3{2 2 1<k<n

is useful as a test statistic to detect changes for the volatility Sy(t) = J(t)vza/z in the
discretely observed Ornstein-Uhlenbeck dynamics x(t) given in (2.4). However, we cannot
directly use this test statistic since the coordinate process x;(t) is represented as

k

(At S (g
1

i= i=1

£(t) = (Xp,e1) = /D X, (y)ex(y; k) exp(sTy)dy,
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k is unknown, and continuous spatio-temporal data are not observable. We therefore
construct an approximate process of the coordinate process x;(t) using the estimator & in
the assumption [A2] and discrete spatio-temporal data.
1 d
Let My ={1,..., M1} x---x{1,..., Mg} and D; [yj(l)l,yj(l)] [yj(d)l,y](d)] for
§=(j1,...,74) € My. For t € [0,1] and I € N, we define

7(t) = / X (yy)enys 7) exp(RTy)dy
JEMd
d
- Z e Z Xt(y_gll)a ... 7y](d))5( )gl1 ("/V'l) 6(j)gld (k\d)’ (26)
Ji=1  jg=1
where & = (R1,...,Rq) ",

\/Qear/Z <a

w20 = e e 2
k k k
53('k)9p(a) = gp(y](‘k) ta) — gp(y](-k)_1 a)

fora,reR,peN, jre{l,...,My} and k € {1,...,d}.
We define the test statistic for the change of the volatility function o(t) as follows.

sin(mpx) — mp cos(wpx)) , (2.7)

k

n
1 /n
Tn = =74/ 7 Mmax
52 2 1<k<n|4
l =1

So(ara)? - Y (ara)?

=1

Let {B°(t)}e[o,1) be a Brownian bridge on [0, 1]. We then obtain the following result.
Theorem 2.1. Assume that [A1]-[AS3] and [B] hold. Then, it holds that under Hy,

T, % sup |B°(t)].
tel0,1]
Remark 2. The distribution of sup,c(o 1) |B°(t)| is known as the Kolmogorov distribution,

and in the hypothesis testing problem (2.5), the critical value can be calculated from the
following equation (see e.g., (9.40) in [6]).

P< sup |B°(t)| < x> 1-2 Z Lexp(—2n22?)

t€[0,1] (2.8)

82

_ VI exp<(2”_1)2”2>, z € (0,00).

n=1

2.2 The power of test statistic

In this subsection, we consider the hypothesis testing problem (2.5) and address the power
of the test statistic 7,.
We assume the following condition.

[C] For the estimator Bl? given in [B], there exists Bg € (0, 00) such that Be (@) under
;.



Remark 3. (i) Since an estimator of k can be constructed regardless of the time depen-
dence of the volatility function o(t), we can construct the estimator k which satisfies
[A2] even under Hy. For details, see Appendices A and B.
(ii)) We suppose that [A1]-[A3] hold, and define Bg =31 (A?Z)? and By = a;[’y;a/Q.
We see from Remark 1-(iv) that the estimator ng satisfies [B]. On the other hand,
we see from Proposition 5.3 below and

n r+1

1
Z}Mwﬁiu%%znﬂAcwfw=§j@An—nawwaw>
j=1

=1

that Eg TN (ﬁg)2 under Hy (see, for example, Subsection 5.6.1 in [20]). Therefore,
the estimator 32 also satisfies [C].

We obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that [A1]-[A3] and [C] hold. Then, it follows that under Hy, for
any € > 0,
lim P(T}, > ¢) = 1.

n—oo

3 Examples

In this section, we consider the hypothesis testing problem (2.5) for the volatility function
in SPDE (1.1) with d = 1,2 and give procedures of the change detection for the volatility.

3.1 Linear parabolic SPDEs with d =1
We consider the linear parabolic SPDE

0? 0

) = (B + 01+ 00) Xt + o (OABG), (9) € 011 01) @1
with an initial value X and the Dirichlet boundary condition X;(0) = X;(1) =0, ¢t € [0, 1],
where 63 € (0,00), 61,00 € R and [0,1] 3 ¢ — o(t) € (0,00) is a time-dependent volatility
function. Note that o(t) = ¢* under Hy and o(t) = E;g U]T-l[T]._hT].)(t) under H; in the
hypothesis testing problem (2.5). {B;}+>¢ is the cylindrical Brownian motion and is given
by

B, = Z wi(t)e;

leN
with e;(y) = v2exp(—ry/2)sin(nly), k = 61/, and independent real valued standard
Brownian motions {w;};en. Note that 5(t) = o(t) with £ =1 in this example.

SUSIVL,U ) >

iA =i/N and y; = j/M. For b € (0,1/2), m € {1,...,M} and n € {1,..., N}, we will
write the thinned data obtained from XM,N as Xg;?n = {thl (gj)}ogigmogjgm with
. 1| N ~ . 1-=2b

7



where ¥; € {y0,...,ym}
We construct the test statistic T, based on the following two methodologies.

A. Methodology based on Bibnger and Trabs [5].
B. Methodology based on Hildebrandt and Trabs [17].

3.1.1 Methodology A

Suppose that we have thinned data XgZ)N with b € (0,1/2) and m = O(NP) for some
p€(0,1/2). We set

N
ZiN ZAXyJ

Let Z be a compact convex subset of R x (0,00). We define the estimator (%, V) of the
parameter (k, Vy) by

m

SN 1 Vi 1\’
(R, Vo) = argmin— Z(Zj,N - \/—% exp(—/@yj)>

(H,Vo)EEm j=1

obtained from (20) in [5]. It then holds from Theorem A.2 below that under either Hy or
Hl)
V(R - i) = 0y(1),

where vVmN = O(N1+)/2) for some p € (0,1/2). Using the estimator &, we construct the
approximate process of the coordinate process x1 as follows.

71(t) = ZXt(yj)(gl(yj tR) = g1(yj—1:R)), t>0, (3.2)

where ¢ is given in (2.7). We then define

k
(T1)hn = D _(A}E)?
i=1
and E% =52 = (Z1)n,n, and thus we have
1 (0°)2 = (87)? under H,
~ r+1
B\ZIO'QAV*:/O'tht: +
1 o T S 6 o) = (8 under
j=1
n3/2 n3/2
if [A3] holds true, i.e., ) NiFp 0 and Y8 — 0.
The test statistic to detect the change in the volatility is given by
1 /n b k —
T, = — nx2_ 2 nz )2
=5 2AAIE)T =) (AT




1 n
= ———4/— max
(Z1)nn V 2 1<k<n

\/H (Z)kn K
= — Imax
2 1<k<n

which converges to the supremum of a Brownian bridge on [0, 1] when [A3] holds.

(T1) ko — E<§1>n,n

)

<~/15\1>n,n n

3.1.2 Methodology B

Suppose that we have thinned data XS)L),N with b € (0,1/2), m = O(v/N) and N = O(m?).
We set B
DX = ANX () = AV X(Gj-1), DijX = DijX + Diy1;X

and g; = (¥j-1+¥;)/2. Let = be a compact convex subset of R x (0, o0)? and V= Bf We
define the estimator (R, 52, 17) by

(k02 V)ex | M NVA =

j:]_ 1=

PPN ' 1 m 1 N ) B 9
(R,02,V) = argmin Z( (D;; X) —Vexp(—myj)wT(02)>

Lo L N1 ) )
+mZ<N\/ﬂ (Di;X) —VeXp(—Hyj)wr/\/ﬁ(ez)) },

=1

where
2

r2 r o0 2
- 0 = — ]._ T N - d
v (82) \/Tez< e 492> i \/%/r/me x>

obtained from (17) in [17]. It then holds from Theorem A.4 below that under either Hy or
H17
VmN (R — k%) = 0,(1), vVmN(V —V"*)=0,(1),

where vmN = O(N 3/ 4). By using the estimator k, we construct the approximate process
of the coordinate process z; given in (3.2). We then define the test statistic of the change

for the volatility by
\/> max
1<k<n

which converges to the supremum of a Brownian bridge on [0, 1] when [A3] holds. Note
3/2 n3/2

that, in this case, the condition [A3] is given by N2 — 0 and SYa — 0.

n

~ k ne
A?fﬁl)z - > (ArE)?,
i=1

3.2 Linear parabolic SPDEs with d = 2
We consider the linear parabolic SPDE

0? 82 0 d 0
dX;(y,z) = 4 62 a7 8 5 —}—011a +9128 + 6y ¢ Xi(y, 2)dt + o (t)dW,*(y, 2) (3.3)

for (t,y,2) € [0,1] x (0,1)? with an initial value Xy and the Dirichlet boundary condition
Xi(y,2) =0, (t,y,2) € [0,1] x 9(0,1)%, where 05 € (0,00), 1 = (011,612)T € R%, 0y € R



and [0,1] > ¢t — o(t) € (0,00) is a time-dependent volatility function. Note that o(t) = o*
under Hp and o(t) = Z;ﬂ jl[TJ ,,7)(t) under Hy in the hypothesis testing problem (2.5).
The @Q-Wiener process Wt is defined by

—a/2
W2 =3 3 Pu(te
leN2

with an unknown damping parameter « € (0, 2), independent real valued standard Brown-
ian motions {w; };enz, and ¢(y, z) = el(ll)(y)elg)( ) for I = (I1,12) € N?, where x = (k1,42)7,

kj = 61;/62 and el(j)(x) = V2exp(—kjz/2)sin(mlz). We here set v = N = 07|13 +
2

% — 6 or y; = 7|l|2 + po with an unknown parameter g € (—272,00). Note that

Be(t) = U(t)’ye_a/2 with ¢ = (1,1) in this example. See [46]-[51] for parametric estimation

of the coefficient parameters in SPDE (3.3).

We provide the methodology based on Tonaki et al.[50]. Suppose that we have discrete

ObSGI‘V&tiOHS XMl,MQ,N = {thv (y](l)’y]2 )}0<Z<N 0<j1<M71,0<j2< Mo Wlth

) i (k) J
LENY Ty
Forb e (0,1/2), my € {1,..., My}, k€ {1,2} andn € {1,..., N}, we will write the thinned

. b ~(1) ~(2 .
data obtained from Xup ap N a8 Xinymon = {Xip (y§1)7yj2 ) }o<i<n,0<j1<m1,0<j2<m, With

ke {1,2}.

mi1 = ma,
LN . 1-2b
=i — | =b+j - ——
P =t NLLJ7 & +j my
h "’(
where y: "~ € {yo,--',yMk}

Suppose that we have two thinned data X7(n)1 ma.N and XS? ml N obtained from Xz, ar,, N,
2 11bgy

where m) = my/2, m' = mimb, N' = N/4, m := mymy = O(N) and N = O(m). For the
thinned data X%

myma N> W Set the triple increments

T X = AVX (" 57) - AV X @D 50 - AN X @V, 50 + AN x @ 52,
= Y (onalt) =z (i) ey G5) — e, G0 @) — e @20)).

l1,l2€N
Let TZ-: j. X be the triple increments obtained from x® 217 LN We then define the estimator
of a by
my my N’
’N’ Z Z Z 1], kX
a =log i /log(4)

mo mi1 N

T D) ) WCTE X

kljlzl

obtained from (3.1) in [50]. We write 5% = (7% + 7%")/2 for p € {1,2}. Let Jy be the
Bessel function of the first kind of order 0:
- (5)"

e
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For r, o > 0, we define

2 | _ o=@’ V2orz T
a0 —— | Jo —== ) — 2/ —== 1)dz.
Vra(02) = 9271'/ xlt2a (O<\/%> 0(@)—’— ) o
Let ’1~}7j7kX =T; j kX + Tit1,;,X. We define

(7,02, V)
- W _ @\ a ’
= (aggmln { ZZ(NAa Z ,j,kX)Q — Vexp(—m@j — K2y, ) 3%,&(6’2))
K,02,V k=1 j=1 =

mo Mmi N—-1 2
s L ZZ( = 3 (Fa)? - Vesp(-narl — ka0, a0 }
=1

where = is defined in Appendix B below and ¢, = limy;|, W;—I’”z Note that ¢, = 05 for
2

7 = A, and ¢, = 1 for v, = 7r2|l|% + po- It then follows from Theorem B.3 below that
under either Hy or Hy,
vmN

log) " ")

where vVmN = O(N). Using the estimator ¥ = (k1,k2), we construct the approximate
process of the coordinate process x1,1 as follows.

= Op(l)v

M; M

- Z ZXt(yJ('l)7yl(c2))(gl(yj('l) tR1) — g1(yj(»1_)1 : K1)

j=1 k=1

< (g1 Ra) — 1 (W) : Ra)).

We set i
(EF1)km = D (ATF11)% BYy = (@11)nn
i=1
n3/2
In this case, the condition [A3] is given by ———————— — 0 since the convergence
(Ml A M2)2a/\2
nQA%/\l ) n2AoAl 5 )
N2 (log(N))* = W (log(N))* =0
always holds true. Hence, we have
1 (5?,1)2 under Hy,
_ 1
B2 h 0‘/ c)?dt=¢ _ &
b f = e S 2y — 7y) = (812 under Hy
j=1
n3/2
when ——————— — 0 holds. We then define the test statistic of the change for the
(My A My)20R2
volatility by
1 n k k<
_ na )2 o \2
T = 5 i [ (AFF1)° = 03 (A7)

1,1 ="="l= i=1

11



n
= — Imax
2 1<k<n

<5/U\1,1>k,n k

<§7\1,1>n,n n

4 Simulations

In this section, we consider the hypothesis testing problem (2.5) for linear parabolic SPDE
(3.1) in order to verify the asymptotic behavior of our test statistic 7),.
A numerical solution of SPDE (3.1) is generated by

L
Xe(y) =Y mtdely;), ief{l,....N},je{l,...,M}
=1
with
z1(0) = (Xo, er),

1 _ e72)\1A

xl(ti) = e_)‘ZAajl(ti,l) + O'(tl',l) 3y

Zi;, t1€{l,...,N},

where {Z;,} are independent standard normal random variables. We set N = 104, M =
10%, L = 10%, X = 0 and the true values of the parameters (6, 05,65) = (0,0.2,0.2) in
SPDE (3.1).

(a) 7 = 1 (No change points). (b) 7 =0.5, ag = 1.5. (¢c) 7=0.5, U; =17

2

- MT”H ':‘"a . ﬁu‘* \:, { . ﬁ“»f'{w
- e I L g L A
‘ i | ( {i

(d) 7=0.1, 0} = 1.8. (e) 7=10.3, b = 1.8. (f) 7=0.5, o) = 1.8.
Figure 1: Sample paths of X;(y) given in SPDE (3.1) with o(t) = 1., (t) + agl[ﬂ] (1).

In order to verify the asymptotic behavior of the test statistic T;,, we perform numerical
simulations with the following situations.

Situation 1: o(t) = o* over t € [0,1] with o* = 1.

12



Situation 2: o(t) = 011[077)( )+ 02 (-1 (t) with 7 = 0.5, UI =1, 0% €{14,1.5,...,1.8}.

Situation 3: o(t) = 0]1g(t) + 031 (t) with 7 € {0.1,0.2,...,0.5}, o] =1, o} = 1.8.

Figure 1 illustrates sample paths of X;(y) given in SPDE (3.1). We consider Situations
1-3 and examine whether the volatility o(t) changes based on the discrete spatio-temporal
data obtained from these sample paths.

We construct the test statistic 7, using the method presented in Subsubsection 3.1.2,
and examine the performance of T,,. We compute the estimators (%, 17) in T;, based on

the thinned data X( ) with m = 100, N = 10* and b = 0.0297. In all situations, the
number of Monte Carlo simulations is 1000. All situations are conducted at significant
level 0.05 and the Correspondlng critical value is 1.3581, which is calculated from (2.8).
Note that we have 2+ = 0.001,0.003, 0.005, 0.008 and Q ~ 0.100, 0.283, 0.520, 0.800 for
n = 100, 200, 300, 4()0 respectlvely

Figure 2 gives the histogram of T,, with n = 400 in Situation 1 versus the probability
density function (red line) of the theoretical asymptotic distribution and the empirical
distribution function versus the cumulative distribution function (red line). The empirical
results are broadly consistent with the theoretical results.

S Histogram of T, | 3
—— Theoretical PDF

@ 4
S

15

0.6

10

0.4

05
02

—— EDFof T,
L — —— Theoretical CDF

0.0
0.0

T T T T T T T
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 20 0.0 0.5 1.0 15 20

Figure 2: Histogram and empirical distribution function of 7,, with n = 400 in Situation
1.

Tables 1 and 2 show the empirical powers of T,, with n € {100,200, 300,400} in Situ-
ations 2 and 3, respectively. These values represent the percentages obtained from 1000
Monte Carlo iterations which exceed the critical value 1.3581. In all situations, the empir-
ical powers of T;, approach 1 as n increases.

5 Proofs

We set the following notation.

1. For families {ay},{br} C R, we write ay < by if |ay| < Cby| for some universal
constant C' > 0 and any A, and we write ay ~ by if ay < by and by < ay.

2. For z = (x1,...,24) € R? and f : R? — R, we write 0, f(z) = %f(w) and

13



Table 1: Empirical powers of T}, in Situation 2.

=l @
ol =14 ol=15 ob=16 ob=17 o}=18
n=100| 0466 0593 0941 0963  0.983
n=200| 0769 0918 0999  1.000  1.000
n=300| 0929 0978  1.000  1.000  1.000

n =400 | 0.977 0.999 1.000 1.000 1.000

Table 2: Empirical powers of T}, in Situation 3.

oj=1 — oh=18
7=01 7=02 7=03 7=04 71=05
n =100 | 0.460 0.813 0.957 0.973 0.983
n =200 | 0.635 0.989 1.000 0.999 1.000
n =300 | 0.819 0.999 1.000 1.000 1.000

n =400 | 0.937 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

3. Let 4 = 94" = o[{wi(s) }s<er]-

4. Xo(-) % X(-) in D[0,1] denotes X,(-) weakly converges to X(-) in the Skorohod
space on [0, 1].

5.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

For ¢ € N¢ obtained from [A1], we consider the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck dynamics
dze(t) = —Aewe(t)dt + Be(t)dwe(t),
20(0) = (Xo, eq).

We define i

(AT - 3 (arm)?)
1

= =1

1
T,;: = *2\/% max
(B;)?2V 2 1<k<n

We then prove the following two propositions in order to show Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 5.1. Under Hy, it holds that

T % sup [B°(t)).
te(0,1]

14



Proposition 5.2. Assume that [A1]-[A3] and [B] hold. Under Hy, it holds that
T, -T2 0.
Proof of Proposition 5.1. For the coordinate process (2.3), we set

tn

Git = Giam = mi(t]) — e MPrgy () = Bi(8)e  ME ) dwy(s), G = G

e,

i = Mign = (€8 = Dmy(871),  mi = mig
Since we have A?x; = (;; + 1;;, we obtain the following decomposition.

k

Sz - By a2 zcl s
=1 =1 i:l
kj n
+ ; G1A,i T Z GlA,i
k
+>§E:(;§i 2{:(;2w
i=1

where GlAZ = 2(;ni, G§ = = n2. Since it follows that

.1
T~ G \[KIMZ( - ZG ZGH

we show the following two assertions in order to show Proposition 5.1.

1<k<n

2
< Z Vv/n max
j=1

(i) Under Hy, it holds that

k
1 n 9
SR S G
(ii) For j = 1,2, it holds that under Hy,

ke A
ZG —n;G

5 sup [B°(1)].
t€[0,1]

v/n max

1<k<n

Proof of (5.1). Since E[¢?|%;_1] is independent of i under Hy, that is,

E[¢} 1% 1] = EI¢] = (B))

we have

1 \/7
(ﬁ* 1<k<n

Zcz Zc?
i:l

15
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k

5 D006 G — S - Bl

1 \/%
B2V 2 1Sk —

LntJ
2 2 _ Lnt] \/> 2 2
G \fZC ElCE1-1) ~ = e ;c B¢ 1))

under Hy. Let {B(t)}+>0 be a one-dimensional Brownian motion. We then show

LntJ

= sup
0<t<1

E[¢7%;-1]) = B(t) in D0, 1]

under Hy, which can be obtained by showing that under Hy,

[nt]
B* 4 Z E Cz Cz |g ‘gi—l] £> t

|t ]
22E (¢ — ElG1%-1])"|%i-1] >0

for t € [0,1] (see Corollary 3.8 in [30]).

Since
E[(¢? — E[C21%-1))?|%—1] = E[¢}1%-1] — E[GF1Gi—1)?
and

4%, _E4—3 *\4 1_e72)\2An 2
Elct 1] = €61 =305 (* 5 )

we obtain
Lnt] nt] 1 — o—2MAn

HZE (¢ — E[¢1%i1 - —”22 ) <e>

A 1— e—QAgAn
=2(6;)" - Aplnt] - nl, - (M)
2(87)"
We also find from
E[(¢ — E[C1%-1])"|-1] S EIG|%-1] = E[¢]] = O(AR)

that ]
nt
n® Y E[(G — E[GF1%i-1])"|-1] = O(n°A%) = o(1).
i=1
This concludes the proof of (5.1).

Proof of (5.2). First, we consider j = 1. Note that ngl zo(t? 1)? = O,(ky) for a

positive integer sequence {k,}. Since

LEiA=32¢cp19 1= 1 L Ele]—
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1 =302,2 1 oo
TTZ Cini|gi1]:ngA%;niE

_ 1 . e—MAn -1 21 B e—2)\£An . l ixe(tn )2
n A, 2\, n = =1

D,
— 0,

we see from Lemma 5.1 below that

max
3/ 2 1<k<n

Z Gini

_Op

which yields

n k n
LN k
Vo, ZG ~ o 2 G| = VR D G =0 D G = op(1)
We next consider j = 2. Since 1 —e™* < z for = € [0, 00), we obtain
Vv/n max Z G _k i G5
1<k<n n 4 "

— =2 An

= V(1 —e 1131?2%2“ ) ——sz 1)

< Vn(\AR)? x 22:@ m )

0,(:2A%) — ap(1).
This completes the proof of (5.2).
Proof of Proposition 5.2. Let

n r ko
* e 2 v n 2
7= 5 [ @0t - TSt
n r ko
U= |5 s S S s
Since it follows from [B] that
= = s = op(1)
RGN

and from Proposition 5.1 that U = O,(1), we have

U, U Up—UZ |1 1 |, |U,—U*

-T2l = |5 - | < | 50 |+ |2 - [ = | 5 o)

17



Hence, we show U, — U}y = o,(1) in order to prove Proposition 5.2. We obtain

k n

U - UW<JﬁﬁgZ}@%@L%Mwﬂ—zZ;M%N—UQWW
k
< Vi s (3 ((AF) - (M)
k
= V/n max. ;(Am — Alwg) (AT — Awg + 2A7)
n k
S ﬁ;(&”@ — Alze)? +Vn [max z;(A?i“\z — Af'we) Ay
Let hi(y; k) = ei(y; k) exp(ky) and hy(y) = hi(y; £*). Since we have
SEED Y S L
J€Mq
Atwg= ) / AP X () he(y)dy
J€Mq

and

ATy — Afzg= > APX(y; / (he(y; K) = he(y; £7))dy
JEMy

+ 3 [ (0XG) — AX @
JEMy
=: 51, + S2,i,

we estimate

n n

VY (AT — Alz)? S Vi) (ST + 53,).

i=1 i=1

We also see from the Schwarz inequality that

k
n max Z Az, — Az Az
\/>1§k§nA ( a4 i Z) a4
=1
k k
< max ZS A'zp| + /1 max ZS Ay
\/>1<k< - 1,48 44 \/>1§k§n i 2,48 Lg

252 lA Zy|.

ans EW e,
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Note that Z(A?mg)Q = Op(1). Therefore, it suffices to show
i=1

nYy S, 5o,
i=1
V) 83,50,
i=1
\/EZ‘E[SZ,ZA?‘TA%AH Rt 0,
i=1

n Y E[(S2,iAlwe)?|%i 1] 5 0

i=1
in order to obtain the desired result by Lemma 5.1 below.
Step 1: We show (5.3). By the Taylor expansion, we have

2, < 37 (ArX(y))? / (he(y: R) — hely; )y
JEMy Dj
2

< Z (A7 X (y5))°

/ Oxhe(y; K* 4+ u(R — k*))du

For some €; > 0, we obtain

VS 8, < KRG - &P K Mézz AX()? [ ay

i=1 =1 jeMy D;j

on Q1 = {|k — k*| < e1}. Therefore, we have by Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4 below,

E(ATX () = > E[Afay, Alay,ler (y)er, (y)
l1,l2€N

2
< 3 El(ataat) + (3 Eiatat))

leNd

_ O(A7(11+a_d/2)7\1>

uniformly in y € D, and see from [A2] and [A3] that for any es > 0,

P(IKy| > e2) < P({| K, | > ez} N () + P(Q)

n C
NEQRQZZ (ATX (y5)) ]/D dy + P(Q5)

=1 ]EMd J

19
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n3/2A$l1+a—d/2)K1
O( I ) +0o(1)

which together with [A2] yields (5.3).

Step 2: We show (5.4). By Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4 below, we find that for o € [0, 00) N
(d/2 - 17 OO)?

1
_0o ()
@(1+a)-d)Az
M

uniformly in y = (yU,...,9@D), z = M0, 2@D) with [y®) — 20| < 1/My, k €
{1,...,d}. Hence, we obtain by [A3],

Ay sisviys 3 [ (ArX () - ATX )Py
i=1 i

i=1 jeMy

n3/2
=Op <M(2(1+a)d)x2>

(1)
= o,(1).

Step 3: We show (5.5). Since
Satio = 30 [ (A1X () — ALK () hely)dyaia,
i

JEMy

=D /D > (Afz) (AT (en(y;) — er(y)he(y)dy,

JEMy ¥ I jeNd
E[A}2|% 1] = niy and E[(Afx;, ) (APa,)|9i1] = E[CE), 1 =10} + 7137, 1t holds that

|E[S2,i AL | %]

=2 /D S EN(AT @) (AT %1 (e1(ys) — () hely)dy

JEMg ¥ I |eNd

=Y /D. (E[CZZ](%(Z/J') —eo))ecy) + mie > miale(y;) — el(y))hg(y)>dy

JEM4 leNd

S80S [ leati) - el

JEMY

20



> / e > mialey;) — ei(y)he(y)dy

jeMg? i end

A,
. O i
<M(1)) +

It follows from [A3] that

A vn
vn LA — 0.
; My Mgy,

Since it also follows from the Schwarz inequality that

n 2 n
E [(ﬁZ@-) ] <n?) EQ]],
i=1 i=1
it suffices to show .
n? Y E[Q]] — 0
i=1

Since it holds that

[(Z/ e Y miale(yy) — ery)hely )dy) ]

JEMy leNd
<E n; nii(er(y;) — el(y)) he(y) dy]
LEZMd/ £<l§i I\CI\Yj \y \Y )

— 2/ Z nzéni,hni,lz]

JEMy D; l1,loeNd
X (er, () — €1, () (€1, () — €1, (1) he(y)*dy

and
E[nié] h=1l={¢
E[7 JE[?, ], =1y # 1,
E[m'z,mi,zmz,zz] = E[nie]E[m, .0, I =0+ Ly,
E1r] JE[mi.0 ] by =L # 1y,
E[n? JE[ni1,JE[mis,],  otherwise,

)

we obtain by Lemmas 5.2 and 5.4 below, and [A3],

<y / > EWZminmi)

jeMy ¥ Pi I1,lo€Nd
x (eq, (y7) — e, (1)) (er () — €1, (y))he(y)*dy

el > / er(y;) — enly))*he(y)*dy

JEMy

+’Eme\2/ |(ee(y;) — ee(y))he(y)|

JEMy
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X

S Efnid(erly;) - el<y>>hg<y>\dy

leNd

E[n? ] Z/ > Emd(eny;) — ery))*he(y) dy

jeMy ? Pi jend

+ E[n7] Z/ <ZE7M ely;) — ey ))he(y)>2dy

JEMy Dj \jend

<A4Z/ eo(yj) — er(y))*dy

JEMy

e ) _ e 2\ 1/2
N Z/ ) )3 L
l

JEMy leNd

+ A2 Z/ 3 (e yy)\;jl y))’ dy

jeMy ” Pi jend

A, A} A2
=0 <M(21)> +0 <M1+(1+a—d/z)x1> +0 <Z\W)

(1) (1)

uniformly in .

Step 4: We show (5.6). We have

E[(Sa,;Alay)? Z/ [(

JEMy

2
(Afze)(Af i) (ery;) — 6z(y))he(y)> ]dy

leNd

Z/ Z [(Afze) A} LA

JEMy Dj ly,loeNd
X (er, (y5) — e1, () (er, () — €1, (y)) he(y)*dy

and
(E[(Afae)], h=l=¢
E[(A72)?[E[(Af,)?], h=1#¢,
E[(Afz)?Afwy, Afay,] = § E[(ATz,)*|E[Ar,), h=LF#1,
E[(A7z)JE[A} 2], lo =0 # 11,
E[(A?x)?|E[A%z), |E[Alz,], otherwise.
]

By Lammas 5.3 and 5.4 below, and [A3], we obtain

[(SQZA .’L‘g Z Z E Anl’g A"J;llA”xlz]

jeMy P l1,l€N
X (er, () — en () (er, (1) — €1, (y))ee(y)*dy

E[(A7z)"] Z/ ee(y;) — eo(y))*he(y)*dy

JEMy
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+EALY] Y [ Nerwy) = extm)hto)]

JEMy

X

S ElATa](en(yy) — el<y>>hz<y>'dy

leNd

E(ATa) S0 [ 5 A enln) — i) Py

JEMg ¥ I |eNd

2
e Y [ (X Eaalatn) - atn)) dy

JEMy leNd

S8 3 [ (erlu) - ety

JEMg

erlu:) — e 2\ 1/2
#83 3° [teat) e (3 ) Ty

JEM4 leNd

A, Y /D Z (ez(yjz\l;rjl(y)) dy

JEMy ¥ I |eNd

A2 A2 A
=o(iz) + o)+ o)
M2, M (@+-d7)2 @72

= o(A7)
uniformly in 4, which yields (5.6). O

We find from the above proof that if the conditions [A1]-[A3] hold true, then it also
follows that U,, — U;; = op,(1) under H;. From the proof of Proposition 5.2, we obtain the
following result.

Proposition 5.3. It follows that under [A1]-[A3],
vi(So(ar? - 3o(atan?) = o0
i=1 i=1

We find that [A3] is a balance condition of n, N and M for asymptotic normality of
the estimators of the coefficient parameters based on the approximate coordinate processes
suggested by [22] or [46].

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

For any € > 0, we have
P(Ty, > €) = P(B; 2U, > €) > P(B;2U; > 2¢) — P(B;2|U,, — Uf| > e).
Since 342 t (Bg)2 under Hy and U, — U} = o,(1), we obtain

lim P(3;2|U, — Ui| > €) =0,

n—oo
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n—00 n—oo

fm PUEN-20* > 46) = 1 < 27 { <5*>—2}>
lim P((8])72U} > 4e) = lim P( {(8])72U}; > 4e} >

< lim P(3,%U; > 2e)
Hence, we show

lim P(U} >¢) =1 (5.7)

n—oo

for any € > 0 under H; in order to show Theorem 2.2.

Proof of (5.7). Let B, = o}’yzam for j € {1,...,7+ 1}. Since it holds that under Hy,

[n7;]
S (AP BB - i), je{L..r+1}
i:LnTj,1J+1
we have
(7] n
k= Z (Alz,)? Mg)?
i=1 i=1
k r+1
&Z@%é( — Tl _T’fzﬁjf —7j-1)
k r+1
(1—7p Z —Tj_1) — Tk Z B?,Z(Tj —T7j—1) =1¢x €R (5.8)
=1 j=k+1
for k € {1,...,7}. It can then be expressed as follows.
. T1(1—1) —71(10 — 1) e —71 (T — Tr—1) —7(1—7) 52
1
| n(l—m) (1—m)(rn—") —7o(Tr — Tr—1) —79(1 —7) %’e
Cr ' ' ‘ Bire
nl—-7n) A=7n)m2—7) -+ A=—7)7—7-1) —7(1—17) ’
By elementary row operations, we have
(1 —71) —71(10 — 71) —71(Tr — Tr—1) —m(l1—1)
(l—7) (1—m)(r—m1) —7o(T — Tr—1) —79(1 —7,)
nl—-7) A=7m)r2e—7) -~ A=—7)7—7-1) —7(1—7)
1—-7 —(19 — 1) —(m — Tr21) —(1-m)
71(1 — 72) (1 —m72)(m0 —71) —79(Tp — Tr—1) —19(1 —7)
_ . ) )
n(l—7_-1) (1—=7—1)(72 —71) —Tr— (T — Tpm1) —Tr—1(1—7)
T1 T2 —T1 T Tr — Tr—1 —Tr
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TL To — T 0 —Ty
_)
m T2—T1 -~ Tp —Tp—1 —Tr
1 0 0 -1
0 m—m 0 —(7'2_7'1)
% . . .
0 n—m - m—71 —(%n—T1)
1 0 0 0 -1
0 m—m7 0 0 —(m2 —71)
=10 0 T3 — T2 0 —(13 — T2)
0 0 TS — T2 Tr — Tp—1  —(7r — T2)
% .
1 0 0 -1
0 m—7 0 *(7_2*7—1)
%
0 0 Tr — Tre1 — (79 — Tro1)
— (IT —h) ,
where I, is the r-dimensional identity matrix. Since (c1,...,¢,)T = 0 if and only if B%e =

= 7“+1 0> there exists ¢ € {1,...,r} such that ¢; # 0 under a;. # O'JT»_H forj e {1,...,r}.
Therefore we obtain by (5.8),

P(UF <€) < P(\/E]D;';q\ < e)

({312 <f o {ipia -l < ) wp(102 -2 )
({5 <fo{ <1mma}) +e (ot -ai= 1)
P(\ﬁcq\«)w(m cq\22q>

for any € > 0, and this concludes the proof.

| /\

IN

IN
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5.3 Auxiliary results

Lemma 5.1. Let {Xin};cy be Fi-measurable random variables. For a positive integer

sequence {mpy tnen such that m, — oo, if

Mn Mn
> Elinl Fiall 50, > EDGFia] 20,
=1 =1
then
k
D
im| — 0
 Jnax ;xm

Proof. The essence of the proof is same as Lemma 9 in [16]. Let

gi,n = Xi;n — [Xz n|yz l Bk n Zgz n

k
Ck,n Z [52n|yl 1 Dkn ZEin‘fz 1]-
i=1
It follows from the Lenglart inequality (see e.g., (4.15)" in [24]) that for any a,b > 0,

b b
P< max Bkn > a> < " +P(Crpn > b) < ’ + P(Dm,,m > b).

1<k<mg

Since P(Dyy, n > b) — 0, we get

P( max Bkn>a) — 0,

1<k<mn

which together with

ma, < _
1<k S, ZX” = 1<k, : I
=1 =1
yields the desired result. O

Noting that 7;; = (e_AZA” - 1)$l(t?—1) and

x(t) = / Bi(s)e M=) duy(s),

we have the following result.
Lemma 5.2. Let {g;};cne be measurable functions on D.

(1) For a fized 1 € N® and k € {1,...,4}, it follows that
E[mk,z] S Afz

uniformly in i under E[z;(0)}] < occ.
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(2) Under [A1]-(i), it follows that
1— e*/\lAn 2 1/2
S Elndaty) < <Z <>\1+a)gl(y)2> |
leNd leNd !
(3) Under [A1]-(i), it follows that

~ o AAn)2
S e’ £ Y P R aw)”
l

leNd leNd

Proof. Let Zy(t) = [ Bi(s)e (=*)dw;(s). One has x;(t) = e May(0) + Zi(t).
(1) Since it holds that

Efai(t)] = e E[zi(0)],
Efan(t)?] = e *"E[2:(0)%] + E[Zi(1)?),
Efay(t)’] = e *M"E[2;(0)%] + 3¢ M'E[z,(0)|E[Z1(t)?],
Efan(t)*] = e " E[2:(0)*] + 6 *M"E[2,(0)*|E[Zi(t)?] + E[Zi(1)"]

and

t t 1 _ e—2)\lt
Zi(t) ~ N<0,/ ﬁl(s)ze_z)\l(t_s)dt?)a / Bi(s)2e M=) ds < T IFa
0 0 .

we have sup,¢(q 1) E[z; (t)*] < 1 under E[x;(0)*] < oo, which together with 1—e~4n <
N A, yields the desired result.

(2) It is obvious that the inequality is valid since E[n; ;] = 0 under [A1]-(i)-a). It follows
from the Schwartz inequality that under [A1]-(i)- b),
2 “NAL ] ' 2
1+a)/2 € = (i— n
<Z E[Th‘,l]gl(y)> = E[Z )‘l( e/ 7(0) x We MDA 91(y)
leNd leNd l
1+ 2 (1 —e Nan)? 2
< E[Z A (0) ] Z ——ra oY)
leNd leNd A

o)/2 1— e—)xlAn 2
= el x ) 3
leNd !

(1 o e—)\lAn)Q
S Z Wﬂl(y)z
leN? !

(3) Since E[1;(0)?] < )\l_(Ha) under [A1]-(i), it holds that

S ERAlam)? < (1 — e MA)2 (E[zy(0)%] + E[Z(8]1)*]) gi(y)*

leNd leNd
% Y e )
leNd
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Lemma 5.3. Let {g;};cne be measurable functions on D.

(1) For a fized | € N4, it follows that

Ay, ke{l,2},

no\k
E[(A7z)"] S {A?N ke {3,4}

uniformly in i under E[z;(0)*] < .
(2) Under [A1]-(i), it follows that
. 1 — e~ NAn)2 1/2
Z E[AYz]gi(y) S (Z ()\H_a)gl(y)z) .
leNd leNd l

(8) Under [A1]-(i), it follows that

n

Z E[(A}x;) gl Z 1_)\(;_0; g1 y)

leNd leNd

Proof. Note that Al'z; = (;; +n;; and (;; = fé{l ﬁl(s)e—/\l(t?—s)dwl(g),

(1) Since it holds that

E[Af 2] = E[ni ],
E[(A}21)*] = E[n?)] + E[C2),
E[(A}21)*] = E[n?)] + 3E[n: )E[CE)],
E[(A}2)"] = E[U?,z] + 6E[n; z]EKz?,l] + E[ fl,ﬂ
and
n t? n 1 _ e*QAlAn
Gl ~ N<07 Bi(s)?e M _S)d5>> Bi(s)?e M=) ds < —ita
i i )\l
we obtain the desire results under E[z;(0)?] < oo from Lemma 5.2 and % S Ay
(2) It can be seen from E[ATx;] = E[n;;] and Lemma 5.2.
(3) By E[¢? S 1)'3\1_73" and Lemma 5.2, we have the result.

For aw € [0,00) N (d/2 — 1,00) and ¢ € [0,00), we define

(er(y) — 65(2))2.

Sl = 3 CE S
1,n\&, q) = T ita 2,M (&) = 1Nax sSup
! ZENd )\1+OL ]GMd Y, z2€D; )\l1+04

J leNd

28



Lemma 5.4. For o € [0,00) N (d/2 —1,00) and q € [0,00), we have

— o A 1
&Mmmzomw2m”m%‘%mwzo<<mwhm9'
M

Proof. Note that for L € (1, 00),

. O(L¥P), p<d, .

>, —5=10(og(L), B=d, Y S =0@f), B>
115
2

B
lEN:|l|o<L 0(1), B >d, leN4:|l|s>L ‘”2

In particular, we have

1 1 O(Ld_2(1+a_q)), a<d/2—1+4gq,
— _ 72 .

w2 s = L) Ollog(D)) a=d2—1+4q

leN:|l|o<L 1712 0(1)7 o> d/2 g ¢

1
=0 < L(d—2<1+a>>mq> ‘

Using the relation 1 — e~ %n ~ 1 A |I|3A,,, we have

1 1
Sinla, q) ~ > W + A% > m?(lT—q)
lEN:|l|;>A;, /2 1112 leN|l|a<A, /2 1712
_ O(A%d_Q(H‘“))/?) + O(Agl(d—2(1+a))/2)M)

_ O(Agd/27(1+a))xq).

Since it follows that 2
(MM—@@VSlAL%
1

uniformly in y,z € Dj, j € My, we have

1 1 1
Spm(@)~ o Y et > e
(1) 1eN2:|ija< My 1EN:|I[2> My, 1*2

1 1
~0( s ) + O <)
(2(14a)—d)A2 2(14a)—d
M(l) M(l)

1
0 ()
(2(1+a)—d)A2
M(1)
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A Appendix: Estimation for linear parabolic SPDEs in one
space dimension with volatility changes

We consider parametric estimation for the linear parabolic SPDE

dX;(y) = <92§22 +91§ +90>Xt( Ydt + o (t)dBy(y), (t,y) € [0,1] x (0,1)

with an initial value X and the Dirichlet boundary condition X;(0) = X;(1) =0, ¢t € [0, 1],
where 6p,0; € R and 02 € (0,00) are unknown parameters, the volatility function o(t) is

characterized by
r+1

o(t) = Zap%_w)(t) (A1)
p=1

withre N, 0=m9<m<mn<- <7 <741 =1,and 0, € (0,00) forpe {1,...,r+1}.
For convenience, we write [7,, 7p41) = [Ty, 1]. {Bt}>0 is the cylindrical Brownian motion
in a Sobolev space on (0, 1) and is given by

= Zwl(t)el

leN

with e;(y) = v2exp(—ry/2)sin(nly), k = 61/ and independent real valued standard
Brownian motions {w; };en.

Suppose that we have discrete observations Xy v = {X,~ (Z/j)}ogigN,ogng with t¥ =

= i/N and y; = j/M. For b € (0,1/2), m € {1 M]Z» and n € {1 N, we il

SexTLU ) >

n . L[N ~ . 1-2b
tizz'ﬁ;a yj:b‘i‘J'T,

where y; € {0, ... ,QyM}.
Let —Ay = 02(%2 + 918% + 0p. While we can consider more general initial conditions

such as [A1], for simplicity, we make the following condition.

1/2

[D1] The initial value Xo € L%((0,1)) is deterministic and || 4, " Xo|| < oo.

A.1 Estimators proposed by Bibinger and Trabs [5]

Suppose that we have thinned data XS)L)’N with b € (0,1/2) and m = O(N’) for some
p € (0,1/2). We define

- _
ZjN = NVA ;(AﬁvX(yj))z

and
r—+1

Vo = \/>/ t)dt = \/@pz_:lai(Tp—Tp_l).

Bibinger and Trabs [5] considered linear parabolic SPDEs with a Hélder continuous
volatility function. For linear parabolic SPDEs with a volatility function expressed by the
step function (A.1), we obtain the following result analogous to Proposition 6.8 in [5].
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Proposition A.1. Assume that [D1] holds. Then, it holds that for y € [b,1 — ],

(ANx )] = 2" o),

Nfz v

We define the contrast function

m

Upnn (R, Vo) = 1Z<N\FZANX )2 VO\‘}:%Y

Let = be a compact convex subset of R x (0, 00) and we assume that the true value (s*, V)
of (k, V) belongs to the interior of =. We define the minimum contrast estimator of (x, Vp)
as

(R, 170) = argmin U, y(k, Vb).
(H,Vo)EE

We then obtain the following result.

Theorem A.2. Assume that [D1] holds. Then, it holds that under m = O(NP) for some
p€(0,1/2),

VmN (f - ) = 0,(1).
Vo— Vg

This result holds under both Hy and H; of (2.5).

A.2 Estimators proposed by Hildebrandt and Trabs [17]

For a sequence {a,}, we write a,, = a if a,, = a for some a € R and all n.
Suppose that we have thinned data XS;?N with b € (0,1/2), m = O(v/N) and N =

O(m?). We define
DX = AYX(55) = AY X (Fj-1),

Y; = (Yj—1 +9y;)/2 and

r+1

V:/1 ZO‘ — Tp—1)-

Let 0 = (1 — 2b)/m. For 6/vVA =r € (0,00), we set

?/)(9)_2<1—ex (_r2>+r/°0 e_Ide>
TV 48] By S |

We obtain the same result as Proposition 3.5 in [17] for linear parabolic SPDEs with a
volatility function expressed by the step function (A.1).

Proposition A.3. Assume that [D1] holds. Then, it holds that for §/v/A =r € (0,00),

N
N\l/g D_E[(DisX)*] = V exp(=r;)ur(02) + O(A).
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Let EMX =D;;X 4+ Di11,;X and v = (k,02,V). For §/VA =1 € (0,00), we define
the contrast function

Ky () =+ Z(l S (DX - 3 u>)2
' m st NVA — ’ I

Z N\/ﬂz r/\f(yjy )) )

where f,.(y;v) = V exp(—ry),(02). Let = be a compact convex subset of R x (0, 00)? and
we assume that the true value v* of v belongs to the interior of Z. We define the minimum
contrast estimator of v as

v = argmin K,,, y(v).
ve=

We then get the following theorem.
Theorem A.4. Assume that [D1] holds. Then, it holds that
VmN(@ —v*) = 0,(1).
This result holds under both Hy and H; of (2.5).

A.3 Proofs

For simplicity, we assume that for any j € {1,...,7}, there exists N; € {1,..., N} such
that 7; = N;A.
Since it follows that

t
z(t) = e*’\lta:l(O) +/ a(s)e’Al(t*S)dwl(s),
0
we have

Agvxl —_ _e—)\l(’i—l)A(l _ e—AlA)wl((])
“NA G-Da “n((i—1)A—s)
—(1—e ) ; o(s)e dwy(s)
in ,
+ / o (s)e MBS duyy ()
(i—1)A

=1 A1+ Biyg+Cyy.

Let pe {1,...,r+ 1} and v; = (¢(iA))?. For N,_1 +1 < i < N, we have
(i—1)A A
E[B'?,l] — (1 _ e—/\ZA)Q/ 0,(8)2e—2>\,((z—1)A—s)d8
0
Np_1A
— (- e—)\ZA)2/ o ()26 2M(=DA=) g
0

i—1)A
b1 e Ny /( ) o (5)2e~2M((i=D)A=5) g
Ny A
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Np—1 kA
— (a2 Y / v e~ PDA=8) g
i Jk-1a
vi—1(1 — ef’\lA)2 (1- e—QAl(i—l—Np,l)A)
2
—NAN2 Np—1
_a _SA 18) (1 — e~2N8)e=2M(i-DA Z v e NkA
!
k=1
N vi1(1 — e~ NA)2 (1- e72/\l(i717Np,1)A)
20 ’
glc) = )
2\
Therefore, we obtain
E[BiQ,l] + E[CZl]
_ Uz’—l(l _ ef)\lA)Z Ui—l(l _ efZAlA)
2N 2N
—2)(i—1)A —\AN2 Np—1
T € 13 ) 2():\[ —e M ) (_,Ui_leQ)\le_1A 4 (1 o 672)\1A) Z Vg1 eQ/\ﬂCA)
1
k=1
Ui,1(1 — G_AZA)
= "
e—2)\l(z’—1)A(1 B e—/\ZA)Q Np—1
+ 2)\ (_vi—le2>\le_1A + (1 _ e—?)\lA) Z Uklez)\lkA)
!
k=1
(1= -\ A
IS (Gl R B (A2)
Al
and
Np Np —2\(i—1)A —NAY2
e (1 —e"M2)
sl <
Y e Y R
i=Np_1+1 IEN i=Np_141 leN
y <e2)\le1A F(1— e 2N 24 )
eQ}\[A _ 1
Np e 2N(—DA(] _ g NAY2
-y > (4 3)
i=Np_1+1 lEN Al
(1 _ e—A,A)Z Np )
= Z 7(1 + e2Ale71A) Z 6—2)\1(1—1)A
leN A i=Np_1+1
(1— e*/\lA \ A e 2N Np-1A
< Z (1 +62 1Np—1 ) x R
IeN
1-— e*)‘l
<S> ————=0(VA). (A.3)

leN
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A.3.1 Proofs of Proposition A.1 and Theorem A.2
Proof of Proposition A.1. Let p € {1,...,r+1}. For N,_1 +1 <1i < N,, we have

E[(AYX®))*] = D ElANz) (AN, )ler (v)er, ()

l1,l2€N
2
= (S Aua)) + (€82 + EO2 )l
leN leN

In the same way as [5], we obtain

Zﬁ; (Z Az’,lGl(?/)) T o(vVA),

leN

vi—1 (1 — e NA
Z(E[BZz] + E[sz])ez(y)z = Z -1 N )61(9)2 + Zsi,lel(y)

leN leN leN
= VAL e 4 O(AY2) 13 s e0(y)?,
V1o % N
NP Np
Yoo D lsla?®s Y D lsul=0(VA
i=Np_1+1 lEN i=Np_1+1 lEN

and

[(ANX (Z A ey ) + Z(E[le] + E[C‘gl])el(y)2

leN leN
=VA Ui_el e+ + O(A?’/Q),
Vv TU2

where Zf.v:prilH r; = O(vV/A) for y € [b,1 — b]. Therefore, we obtain

r+1
ZE (AN X (y 3 Z E[(AT X (y))?]
NW pr Timry
r+1 v 1 N
i—1 —KY
— e 4 —— r; + O(A
;l ]\;H\FGQ VA 2O
o—hY r+1 N N
\/719 Z = 2+O(A)
o—RY 7'+1
\/ﬁz — Tp—1)0p + O(A)
A

for y € [b,1 — b].
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We prepare the following lemma in order to show Theorem A.2.

Lemma A.1. Under [D1], it follows that

Cov[ AN X (7). AY X ()]
A Al/2 m*A
= R —— 1rosiy—m ——
O(ri—i'|+1>+ (ri—z"rﬂ( = {m}u-j'\ul))’

Z Cov|( @))%, (AfYX(gjj))Q] =0(1) wuniformly in j,

’LZ—

@)

mi N

Y 3 Cov[(ANX ()% (AY X (7)) = O(m).

3,3'=14,4'=1
Proof. The essence of the proof is same as Lemma 4.11 in [48]. It holds that

Cov[ANX (73), AV X ()] =Y Cov[AN ay, Al wi]ey(5)er (T )
leN

= Cov[(Bj; + Cit)(Biry + Cora)lei(@)eu(Ty)-
leN

For positive integers J and K, we define

J 1-— ef)‘lA ~ ~
Fl=3%" — v aay),
leEN !
. 1 _ e—)\lA 2 _ _ _
Gry=>_ (,\)e MRy (Gy)e (i),
leEN t
j (1—e 82 ) ia = INPA ) . (N~
H) e o = Z(Ae UEY vp1e?? >ez(yj)ez(yj/), J > 2K.
leN ! p=1
Since it follows that
E[BiQ,l] + E[Cz?,l]a i=1,

Cov[(B;; + C; By —|—CZ/ =
[(Bia +Ci) (Bea + Cra)] {E[BUBZ»,J]+E[Bi,,cz-,7l]+E[Bi,,,ci,l}, i,

(ind —1)A o
E[BZ'JBZ‘/J] = (1 — e—)\zA)Q/ 0_(5)26—)\1((1—4-1 —2)A—28)d8
0

iNt' —1)A
= (1 — e MA)2Ze N+ =2)A /(Z Y o(s)%e?M%ds
0

N —1

— (1 f)\lA)Q =X\ (i —2)A Z Uk 1/ 2)\lsd8

(1 e_)\ZA) z/\z -1

— — 1— —2)\1A _)‘l Z+Z Z Ve 1e2)\lk‘A
2N (
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A

E[B; Cy ] = —1{Z->Z-/}(1 — e/\lA)/ U(S)Qe*’\l((Hil*l)A*Qs)ds
(i"—1)A

—onA
“NAY N (i -1)A L—e %

= —1gsinpvr—(l—e 2N

Vppi—1(1 — e N2

(i =TV A N
:_1{’i>i'} 2\ € Ml (1+e A )7
E[Bg,l] + E[Cz?,l]
Ui,1(1 — e_’\lA)
= N
e—2)\l(i—1)A(1 _ e—)\ZA)Q Np—1
+ 2)\l <_'Ui_1e2/\le_lA + (1 _ e—ZAlA) ; Uk]_e2)\lkA>,
E[BiBir] + E[B;Cyr 1] + E[Byr 1 Cy ]
(1 _ e*/\lA)Q A M- At —1 A
— - — (14—
_T(l_e 2)e ;vk_w :
Vi1 (1 — e*)\zA)2 N _
. 1{17&/} i/ A (2Al e A (li—'| I)A(l +e )\ZA)’
we obtain

Cov[AN X (3;), AY X (y71)]
] 1 ] ] ..
_ {UHF]% + 3 (—0i1Gh iy, gt oy ) Np1 1 <=1 <Ny,

Lopd s j j o
s (H g ini—1 ”W’—l(Gufﬂ\ij' + G|zei'\,j/))’ i F

Let f(z) = l_g_x and g(z) = f(f2m%x?). Tt then follows from the equality —2sin(a) sin(b) =
cos(a + b) — cos(a — b) and Lemmas A.8 and A.9 in [17] that

F =AY fud)a(m))almy)

=A iEZN F(O2m* P N)ey(y;)er(yyr) + O(A)

A EZNga@el@j)ez@m +0(A)

N S g1/ (cos(rl(F; + ) — cos(ml(i; — 7)) + O(A)
_Jowa), h ji=Jj,

- {o(%) +0(4), j#j"

Since it follows that G{‘Lj’ = O(FJJ,/J) and HiK’j, = O(G§72K’j,), it holds that
2
j _ V2( 1, 1, A
Fy = O(A) + O<A (1{J=J’} T 125y j— 72+ 1))?
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: A Al/? m2A
j o _ e ——
GJ,j’_O<J+1> +O(J+1<1{J J}+1{J#J}|j j/’2+1>>’

; A Al/2 m2A
H ., = I — = (1. 1y —m— ) ).
J,K,j O(J—2K+1)+O<J—2K—|—l<{]_]}+ {J#J}‘j_j/|2_|_1)>

Therefore, we obtain

1 -
Uz'—lFf/‘F*(—Ui—lGé(i—l—Np 1), ’+H 2(i—1),Np 13)

2
2
1/9 m=A
=0(A)+0 <A / (1{”/} + 1{#j’}‘j_j/’2+1>>’
Hij+i’72,i/\i/fl,j’ - ”i/\i’—l(G\z i'|]—1,5 + G|z i'),5’ /)

Y (RS B (S PP e
- |i—i/|+1 |i—i/|+1 {7=3"} {3#3'} |j—j,‘2+1

Cov[AY X (), AY X ()]

A Al/2 m2A
_ o( |_|+1> ' O(|_|+1 <1{f‘=f"} ! 1{#f'}|j—f|2+1>>‘

In particular, it follows from m?A — 0 that

and

N N A
> Coula X, A X =0 ¥ ) =0

72
1—1 1
ii'=1 *+

and

Z Z Cov[A;" X (7)), A X(yy )]

7g'=144'=1

‘O<erz 'r2+1>+O<AZ|' '|2+1<m+zmﬁ2+1>>

7,4'=14,3'=1
— O(m?A%N) 4+ O(AN (m + mPA2))
= 0(m).

Since Aj N = Zfil(zleN Aiier(y;))? = O(VA), we have

N
Z Cov[(Ava@j>)27(AgyX@j))ﬂ

ii'=1

N 1/2
< (X ol @). AV X)) Ay

1,4'=1
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N
+ 3 Cov[ANX (), AY X (3))

i,i'=1

= 0O(VA) +0(1) = 0(1),

m N
>0 D7 Cov[(ANX@)) (AN X @)
7'=14,4'=1
m 1/2 m
< <Z Z Cov[AN X (), AN X (g )]2) > Ain
Jyj'=144'=1 j=1

m N
+ 373 CovANX (), AN X ()

J3,3'=114,4'=1

= O(v/m - mVA) 4+ O(m) = O(m).

O
Proof of Theorem A.2. The essence of the proof is same as Theorem 2.2 in [48]. Let
v = (k,Vp) and f(y;v) = Voe " /y/m. Using the mean value theorem, we have
—VmNO,Uy, N(v / O2Um NV +u(@ — v*))duvmN (D — v*).
* * _b
Let h(y;v) = f(y;v) — fy;v*), Uv,v*) = 125 i~ h(y;v)dy and
N ~
1 ANX (@) L~ )
Z;=— ! I f(yv") ).
Note that the function = 3 v +— U(v,v*) takes its unique minimum in v = v*. Since we
find from Proposition A.1 that

Zj = Nf Z (A X (55))? —E[(AN X (7;))%]) + 0(4),
it follows from Lemma A.1 and the Schwarz inequality that

E[Z]] = Z Cov[(ANX(7;))%, (AY X (5;))?] +O(A?) = O(4),

i,4'=1
sup|—
VEE

Therefore, we obtain

ZZhy,

m 2
] (;;EZQ 1/2> o).

sup |Up, n(v) — U(v,v")|

VEE
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1~ o 1 & ~ I & .
< oD v 2supl S Zih( )|+ supl S A )~ UG )
j=1 Jj=1 j=1
20
Since it follows from Lemma A.1 that
1 m N
\ AN X ()20, f (v T}
{m;i:f i (yj)) f(y] )
1 m N
= TWNA D Cov[(ANX (@)% (AF X (§5)?] 00 f (55 v*) O f (55 1)
7.4'=14,4'=1

=0(1)
and from Proposition A.1 that for y € [b,1 — ],

N
S (EIAN X)) - VA7) = O(/A),

=1

we obtain by m = O(N?) for some p € (0,1/2),

m N
VmNOUp,n (v¥)" = 77;]2\7A S5 (AN XY - ELANX @)
j=11i=1
m N
_ mQNA ;;(E[(Af\[}(@y})ﬂ — \/Ef@j7 y*))ayf(@'j; )T
—0,(1) + O(\/Z)
= 0p(1)

For b € (0,1/2), we define

1-b
L(v*) = 2/b O, f(y:v*) 0, f(y; v*)dy.
Note that L(v*) is positive definite (see [5]). Since there exist continuous functions [b, 1 —
b x 23 (y,v) = g;(y;v) (j =1,2) such that

m

O (1) = ;Z{m@m ¥ <N\1/Z é(AfVX@mQ)ga@j;u)}

j=1

and it holds from Proposition A.1 that




it follows that for €, n | 0,

sup ‘85Um,N(u) — L(V*)‘

lv—v*|<em,N

< sup ‘8§Um,N( V) — 02Um N (V* )| + ‘3 Upn,n (V") — L(v")]

|V*V* ‘SEHL,N

< sup  |gi(yiv) —gi(y;vY)|
y€[b,1-b],
|V*V*‘§5m,N

m N

1

- AN X (g 2) sup  |ga(y;v) — go(y; vY)|

(o Z;; @) s
lv—v*|<em, N

" ‘Za Py o) 0 f (y5:0) — L)

as m, N — oo.
Therefore, we get the desire result. O

A.3.2 Proofs of Proposition A.3 and Theorem A.4

Proof of Proposition A.3. For j € {1,...,m} and ! € N, we set d;e; = e;(y;) —e;(yj—1)-
Since it follows that
Di’jX = Z Afvéﬁléjq,
leN
we have

E[(Di’jX)Q] = (Z Ai,15j€l> + Z ])((5 61)

leN leN
=: 51+ 55.

It follows from the Schwarz inequality that

“NAY2
1/2 1—e™ _o(i— 1/2

S1 < 144 XOHQZ(A)G 2A=DNA (56))% =: || Ay Xo| PG,
leN !
N —\NA

1—e™ 9

ZGi,j <Fi=) T(‘sj@l)
=1 leN

and from (A.2) and (A.3) that for N1 +1 <i < N,

Sy =vi 1 Fj+ Y siu(dje)” = vi 1 Fy + Hij, Z Hi; S Fj.
leN i=Np_1+1

Since it holds from the proof of Proposition 3.5 in [17] that
Fj = VAe ith,(02) + O(A%/?),
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we obtain

E [(Di’jX)z] = \/Kvi_lef'@j wr(ag) + Ri,j + O(A3/2),
where
NP
Z R;j = O(VA)
iZNp_1-‘rl
uniformly in j. Hence, we obtain

1 N 1 r+1 Np
SN E[D; i X)?] = —— E[(D;;X)?
A &P =R, 2 ElDuX)]
r+1 Np

:%Z > vicie i (0)

p=1 i:Np,1+1
1 r+1 Np
+——=> > Ri;+0(4)
N\/Z p=1 ’L'=Np,1+1
r+1

T Np — Np_1
= Vi, (62) ) %Uz% +0(4)
p=1
B r+1
= e With.(02) Y (7p — Tp-1)o + O(A)
p=1

= Ve Wit (02) + O(A).

We give the following lemma in order to show Theorem A.4.

Lemma A.2. Under [D1], it follows that

CoviDis X, Doy X) =0 27 (ay L
ovDijX, Dy X] = <|ii’|+1< +jj’|2+1>>’

N
Z Cov[(D;;X)% (D ;X)? = O(1) uniformly in j,

ii'=1
m N
> > Cov[(Di;X)?, (Diy X)?] = O(m).
Jj'=144'=1

Proof. For positive integers J and K, we set

1—e N4

F’]?/ = Z)\iéjelé‘j/q,
leN !

. (1 _ e*)\ZA)2 B
e
’ l
leN
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j (L—e M2 A = 2ApA
HJ,K,j':Z Te ! va_w P2 5e05e,  J > 2K,
leN p=1

By a simple calculation similar to that in the proof of Lemma 4.10 in [48], we have
F/,=0 Al/Q(A—F;)
) i—i+1/)

: Al/2 1
i O<J+1( +\j—j'y2+1>)

. A1/ 1
Hiky =0\ 7ot At e )
TK.j O<J—2K+1< - !j—j’\“rl))

In the same way as the proof of Lemma A.1, we have

Cov|D; i X, Dy i1 X 07A1/2 Ail
ovIDig, Drg X1 = (Ii—i'l+1( +j—j’l2+1>>'

and

Since it holds from m2?A = O(1) that

N
Y Cov[Di;X, Dy ;X])* = o(
1

0=

N
A
> i) =oW

i,4'=1

and
m N
> > Cov[Di;X, Dy y X)?
Ji'=lii'=1
al 1 u 1
=0(A — [ m2A? _
(o2 (s 3 i)
i,1/=1 7,4'=1
= O(AN(m2A2 +m))
=0(m),
we obtain the desired results in the same manner as in the proof of Lemma A.1. O

Proof of Theorem A.4. In the same manner as the proof of Theorem A.2, it can be
shown by Proposition A.3 and Lemma A.2. O

B Appendix: Estimation for linear parabolic SPDEs in two
space dimensions with volatility changes

We consider parametric estimation for the linear parabolic SPDE

9 o 9 B o
dXt(y, Z) = {92 <ay2 + 822) —+ 9171% —+ 01’2& -+ Go}Xt(y, Z)dt —+ O'(t)th (y, Z)
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for (t,y,2) € [0,1] x (0,1)? with an initial value Xy and the Dirichlet boundary condition
Xi(y,2) =0, (t,y,2) € [0,1]x0(0,1)2, where 6y € R, 6 = (01,1,012)T € R? and 6 € (0, 0)

are unknown parameters, the volatility function o(t) is characterized by

r+1

o(t) = Zap%fw)(t) (B.1)
p=1

withreN, 0=m9<m<m<- <7 <741 =1,and 0, € (0,00) forp e {1,...,r+1}.
For convenience, we write [7,,741) = [T, 1]. {WtQ}tz[) is the @Q-Wiener process in a
Sobolev space on (0,1)? and is given by

=37 uy(t)e

leN2

with an unknown damping parameter a € (0, 2), independent real valued standard Brown-
(2
l

ian motions {w; };cnz, and ¢(y, z) = el(l)(y) )( ) for I = (I1,12) € N%, where k = (k1,%2)7,
. 2
kj = 61;/62 and el(])(x) = V2exp(—r;x/2) sin(rlz). We here set v, = \; = G2 |13+ |319|22 —
0o or v; = 72|l|3 + po with an unknown parameter ug € (—272,00). Let [a, @] C (0,2) be
the parameter space of  and we assume that the true value a* belongs to (a, @).
Suppose that we have discrete observations Xz, v, v = { X, (yj(ll) , y]('j))}OSiSN,0§j1§M1,0§j2§M2
with '

. i K _ ]
e O A AL A S

Force (0,1/2), my € {1,..., Mg}, k € {1,2} andn € {1,..., N}, we will write the thinned

. 1 2 .
data obtained from Xg, ar, v a8 Xio) mgn = {Xem (@§1),37§2))}ogign,ogjlgml,OSjQsz with

mi =me, 0 = (1 —2b)/my
1| N
W= { J g =ctj-o,

k
where 3. yj ) € {yo ,...,y](\/[})c}

Let —Ay = 92(8y2 + a22) + 91,18% + 91,2% + 6p. While we can consider more general
initial conditions such as [A1], for simplicity, we make the following condition.

[D2] The initial value Xo € L?((0,1)?) is deterministic and HAéHa)/QXoH < 0.

Let b € (0,1/2). Suppose that we have two thinned data X )1 mp,n and an)pmzvN’
obtained from Xz, ar,, N, Where m) = my /2, m' = mimb, N' = N/4, m := mymy = O(N)

and N = O(m). For the thinned data x we set the triple increments

mi,ma,N’
X = AN XG5 - aNXx @D D) - aNx @D, 5 ) + aNx @ DL 52

= 3 (@) — 2 ) e @) — eV @D @) — o2 G2).
l17l26N
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We define gg p) _ (A{P) + 4?))/27 Uik = (yg )7y§€2)) and

1 r—+1
V= / ZO‘ — Tp—1)
Let Jy be the Bessel function of the first kind of order 0:

S

For r,a > 0, we set

2 % g V2rx re
; L (2 o (25 1 a
wTOé( 2) 927{/ x1+2a < 0 \/9*2 0 \/9—2 + €T
For the SPDE with the time-dependent volatility function (B.1), we then get the following
proposition analogous to [48], who considered the SPDE with a constant volatility.

Proposition B.1. Let o € (0,2) and §/v/A =r € (0,00). Assume that [D2] holds. Then,
it holds that
1O T
e 2 ELTuX)?] = Ve TarcSia(62) + O(A),
i=1

where ¢y = limy), o0

Let T . (b )

i xX be the triple increments obtained from X~

m! N’ In the same manner as
17 27

[50], we define the estimator of the damping parameter « as follows.

my my N’

’N’ ZZZ TI,JkX

kl]lzl

a = log /log(4).

ma mi

ZZZ T, X)’

kl]lzl

For the SPDE with the volatility function (B.1), we obtain the following result analo-
gous to [50], who provided an estimator for the damping parameter a for the SPDE with
a constant volatility.

Theorem B.2. Assume that [D2] holds. Then, it holds that
vmN(a —a*) = 0p(1).

Let ,fi,j,kX = Ti,j,kX +Ti+1,j,kX7 v = ("ia 027 V) and fr,oz(y; V) = Ve_KTycgwr,a(GZ)’ For
a € (0,2) and 6/v/A =1 € (0,00), we define

1 mz mi 1 N 2
SR CEEF M DICHETEFNCIT)
k=1 j=1 i=1
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1 mz mi 1 N-1 2
- ) -
T > (N(QA)a (TijX)” = fopvm.a Wik V)) :
k=1 j=1 i=1

Note that the target parameters are (k, 63, fol o(t)?dt), rather than (k,60s,02) as in [50],

which considered SPDEs with the constant volatility o. Let = be the parameter space of v

2

and a compact convex subset of R? x (—m, o0) X (0,00). We assume that the true

value v* = (k*, 65, V™) belongs to Int(Z). For the estimator &, we define the estimator of
v by

v = argmin K,,, n(v; Q).
VEE

We then get the following result.
Theorem B.3. Assume that [D2] holds. Then, it holds that

vmN
IOg(N)(V_V )_Op(l)

This result holds under both Hy and H; of (2.5).

B.1 Proofs

For simplicity, we assume that for any j € {1,...,r}, there exists N; € {1,..., N} such
that T = NjA.
Since it holds that

¢
z(t) = e Mlay(0) + j/2/ o (s)e M) duy (s),
" 0

we have
ANz = —e_)‘l(i_l)A(l — e M) 1(0)

o NA 1A 4
_127/2 /0 o (s)e~ MDA gy (5)
M

1 A ]
T /( A o(s)e MU duwy (s)
" 1=

=: Ay + B+ Cyy.

Let p€ {1,...,7 +1} and v; = (c(iA))2. For Np—1+1<i< N, we have

5, (1—e NA)? oAy —20(i—1)A w 2\ kA
E[B;)| = B WY (I —e "M %)e ™ Z V1€
M k=1
vi—1(1 — e’/\lA)2 (1- e—2,\l(z‘—1—Np,1)A)
2)\[’)/1()‘ ’
elc) = M= T
i =
’ 2)\1’}/104
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We thus obtain

-NA
2 9, Vi—1(1—e M%)
E[B; ] + E[C;)] = Y + Sil,
where
“2N(DA(] L oM Np—1
e € 20 N,_1 A —2\A 20 kA
S; 1 = —v;_1€ P 1 —e “M V1€
il n ( i1 + ( ) > vk )
k=1
and
Np “NA
1—e™
Do D sl
i=Np_1+11eN? leve

Proof of Proposition B.1. For (j,k) € {1,...,m1} x {1,...,ma} and I = (I1,12) € N?
we set
ket = (e, @) = e @D G = ) G2):
Since we have
TijuX =Y ANwd;per,
leN2

we see from the proof of (4.3) in [48] that for N,—1 +1 <i < N,

2
E[(T;;£X)%] = (Z Ai,z5j,k€l) + ) (E[BF)] + E[CH)) (ker)?

1EN2 leN2
=: 51+ 55,
where
(140)/2 y 112 = 1—e N8 9
S1 < [|Ay Xol?Gijur Y Gijk < Fjp:= Y oo Giker)
i=1 lEN2 M
and

Np
Sy = v 1 Fjp + H; j, Z H; S Fj k.
i=Np_1+1

Since it follows from (4.5) and Lemma 4.2 in [48] that
Fjp = A% " Uik, o (62) + O(AF®),

we have _
E[(Tiyjka)Q] = A%;_1e " ijkc,(;‘wna(HQ) + Ri,j,k + O(A1+a),

where

Np
> Rijr=0(A%
i:Np_1+1
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uniformly in 7, k. Therefore, we obtain

r+1

NAO‘ Z E ,J kX NAO‘ Z Z E[(ﬂ’j’kX)2]

p=11i= Np 1+1
r+1

72 Z U;—1€ - y]kcawroc(HQ)

p=11i= Np 1+1

r+1

NAO‘Z Z R,jk+O(A)

p=1i= Np 1+1

r+1
Np—Np_1 o

= e_m'@j,kcgwr,a(ez) Z TO’ + O(A)
p=1
T r+1

= e " ik a(02) Y (Tp — Tp-1)os + O(A)
p=1

= Ve_”T?J,kcﬁi/)r,a(@z) +0(4).
OJ

For linear parabolic SPDEs with the volatility function (B.1), we obtain the same result
as Lemma 4.11 in [48].

Lemma B.1. Let a € (0,2) and § = rv/A. Under [D2], it holds that

A® 1
T i1 X, Ty i 1. X| = —— (A
Conli a3 T34 = O (5 (3+ =)

o A1/2+o¢ L 1 L 1
* <|z—z’|+1( AN =TT {’“#’}|k—k/|+1>>’

N
Z Cov[(Ti,j,kX)a (Cr’ilyjka)Q] = O(NA2%Y)  uniformly in j, k,

i,i'=1

mo m1 N
DD Covl(ThjnX)?, (Ti jr o X)?) = O(mMNA>).

Ek'=174,j'=144'=1
Proof. For positive integers J and K, we define

1— e—)xlA

"
Fy e = Z Aia‘sj,kelf;j’,k’@lv
lEN2 !
(1—eM2)2
: —NJA
Gl = 2 e ¢ kel e,
leN2 M
ik (1—eM2)? 9N Ay~ NJA = 22pA
HJ:K,j’,k/ = Z T(l —e€ ¢ )e ! va_le ! 5j,kel(5j/7klel, J > 2K.
leN2 =

o1



Since
COV[(BN + Ci,l)(Bi’,l + Ci',l)] = [ lyl] [ z,l] ' i
E[Bi,lBiIJ] + E[Bi,lCZ‘/J] -+ E[B’i’,lci,l}7 2 ;é 7,
E[Bi%l] + E[CiQ,l]

_ Ui_l(l — e_)‘ZA)

Ay
e—2)\l(i—1)A(1 _ e—)\ZA)Q Np—1
+ - <—'Ui_1e2/\le_lA + (1 _ e—ZAlA) Z ,UkleQ)\lk?A)’
2)\1’}11 el

E[Bi Bir;] + E[B;Cy | + E[By ,Ci ]

_ (e e—2AzA)e—Az(z’+i'—2>AWilvk SN
— _
2)\[’71 —1
vini—1 (L= e N2 ) im—na ~NA
— 1{17@/} e e (1 +e M ),
2)\[’)/1()‘
we obtain
Cov[Ti,j kX, Tir j 1 X]
= Z Cov[(Bi; + Ci1)(Birg + Cir1)|6; keidjr wrer
leN?

. ]’k l oy J:k ]’k - sl
_ {Ulle’vk/ + 301Gy, e T iy, ) Npm1 H LS =TSN,

l ]’k _ L. ])k ],k - -/
2 (H g inir—gr e = Vinat =1 (G gy + Gl o))y 070

Since we find from Lemma 4.10 in [48] and H§:§(7j,7k, = O(G(J}Zk,j',k/) that

. 1
FiE — ol A*(A
ok O( ( +<|j—j'\+1><rk—k'|+1>>>

Gl = O<JA:1 (2 Grrom—r 1>>>
+0 (Ajl/:a (1{j¢jf}lj—j1/!+1 " l{k’é’“’}%—kl’lJrl))’
H = O<J_2A;+1(A GO 1>>>

o Al/2 e L 1 L 1
+ <J—2K+1( AN 41 T {k¢’“’}yk—k/y+1>>’

we obtain

. 1 . .
. gk Lo gk g,k
vietF 2( Vi1 G5 1N,k T a1y, e)
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o 1
:°<A (A + = nm e >)>

1 1
1/24«
#0514y o+ L ) )

5k o 3.k
Herz —2,iN' =15 K’ Ul/\l’—l(Gh i'|—1,5' k' + G|z i],5, k’)

A 1
—of ——= (A
(z’—ml( +<rj—jf\+1><k—k'r+1>)>
A1/2+a 1 1
+O<|¢—z‘/|+1<1{#9”}1j—j/|+1+1{’“¢’“/}\k—k'\+1)>
and

A 1
CovlTin X, TojuX] = O(u e R oy 1>)>

o Al/2ta L 1 X 1
+ <|iz‘/\+1< VAN 1 {’“¢’“'}kk’+1>>'

In the same way as the proof of Lemma 4.11 in [48], this result yields the rest of two
results. O

Proof of Theorem B.2. We define

m2 mi m2 m1 N
mNAO‘* ZZZ b WX)' 2= m/N'( A’ ZZZ T/,J 5 X)?
k=1 j=1 i=1 k=1 j=1 1=1

and

Ve, (0
Ira(v) = W’b(z)/ e—HTydy.
[b,1—b]

(1 —2b)?
By Proposition B.1 and a simple calculation similar to that in the proof of (6.2) in [50],
we have
mo M1 ms my
mNAaZZZ ijX =V 1,/}7«& 92 X—Zze_ﬁ y]k+o )
k=1 j=1 i=1 Pt

= gra(v) + O(A).
Since Lemma B.1 yields

[(mzmzz T X)? [(n,j,kX>2]))2]

k=1 j=11i=1

mo m1 N
- Z Z Z Cov[(T; 1 X)?, (Tyr jr i X)?

kk'=13j,j/=14,i'=1
= O(mNAZO‘),
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we obtain

v N(Z_gra*( ))

mg mi

\/7AO‘ Z Z Z .9, k:X [(,I%,j}kX)Q])

k=1 j=1i=1

mo mi1 N

+ m( NAo ZZZ T, ch gr,@z*(”))

k=1 j=1 i=1
0,(1) + O(VmNA)
Op(1).

In the same way as the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [50], we have
VN (2" = gra-(v)) = Op(1)

and VmN (2'/Z — 1) = Op(1), which yields

m(a—a*):mlog(g> =\/"TN(Z—1+0 ( ! )) —0,(1).

log(4) Z log(4) \ 2 mN

This concludes the proof.

Proof of Theorem B.3. By the mean value theorem, we have

vmN T vy vmN
- VKm *;A = me * v— *;A v—v").
log(N)a N a) /0 0 N+ u@—-v) a)dulog(N) (v —v")

It follows that

sup| K, v (v; @) — K (v,v")| < sup| K v (v58) — Ko (v 0%)|

VEE VEE
+ sup|Km,n (v; o) — K (v, %)
VEE
=: G+ Hy,
vmN vmN
m O Kpm NV a) = m ((%Km,N(V*;a) - 8,,Km7N(V*;a*))

log(N)

+101) VmNO, Ky, N (V)

=: Gy + Hy,

log(N)

and that for €, n | 0,
sup ‘BgKmvN(u; a)— L(v™; a*)‘ < sup‘ﬁgKmvN(u; a) — agKva(l/; oz*)‘
|V_V*‘§€m,N veER

+ sup |83Km7N(1/;a*) — L(l/*;a*)‘

lv—v*|<em,n

=:G3+ Hs,

o4



where the function Z > v — K (v, v*) takes its unique minimum in v = v* and L(v*; ") is
a positive definite 4-dimensional matrix (see the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [48]).

We find from Lemma B.1 and the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [48] that H; = o,(1) as
m, N — oo for j = 1,2,3. We also find from Theorem B.2 and the proof of Theorem 4.1
in [50] that

G1 = Op<1), GQ = Op(l), G3 = Op(l).

Hence, we obtain

1
/ P Ky N +u®—v*);a)du B Lv*;a¥)
0

and this concludes the proof. O
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