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Abstract

Event-driven systems in fields such as neuroscience, social networks, and fi-
nance often exhibit dynamics influenced by continuously evolving external
covariates. Motivated by these applications, we introduce a new class of
multivariate Hawkes processes, in which the spontaneous rate of events is
modulated by a diffusion process. This framework allows the point process
to adapt dynamically to continuously evolving covariates, capturing both in-
trinsic self-excitation and external influences. In this article, we establish
the probabilistic properties of the coupled process, proving stability and er-
godicity under moderate assumptions. Classical functional results, including
law of large numbers and mixing properties, are extended to this diffusion-
driven setting. Building on these results, we study parametric inference for
the Hawkes component: we derive consistency and asymptotic normality
of the maximum likelihood estimator in the long-time regime, and derive
stronger convergence results under additional assumptions on the covariate
process. We further propose hypothesis testing procedures to assess the sta-
tistical relevance of the covariate. Simulation studies illustrate the validity of
the asymptotic results and the effectiveness of the proposed inference meth-
ods. Overall, this work provides theoretical and practical foundations for
diffusion-driven Hawkes models.
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1. Introduction

Many systems exhibit event-driven dynamics, where the intensity of oc-
currences evolves through self-excitation and external time-varying covari-
ates. For instance, in biology, mutation events in a cell population may
depend on past mutations and stochastic environmental factors, while in
social networks, the propagation of information depends on prior activity
and evolving contextual signals. In these frameworks, the probability of new
events occurring is a functional of both the system’s history and continuously
evolving stochastic covariates.

To describe this type of dependence, we consider a Hawkes process with
stochastic baseline intensity, in which the spontaneous rate of activity is
driven by a diffusion process. The covariate process X (t) € R™ is modeled
as the solution of the stochastic differential equation (SDE)

dX () = b(X (1)) dt + o(X(£)dW (1),  X(0) ~ 7o, (1)

where W (t) is a standard [-dimensional Brownian motion with [ < m, b :
R™ — R™ is the drift function, o : R™ — R™*! is the diffusion coefficient,
and X (0) is distributed according to mg. The point process N = (Ny, ..., Ny)

describing event arrival has an intensity A = (A;,...,,), which takes the
form of
d
A (t) = gi(X(t_))—FZ/(Ot )hij(t—s)de(s), i=1,...,d, (2
Jj=1 ’

where g; : R™ — R is a state-dependent baseline intensity. The kernel h;;
quantifies the influence of past events of component j on the current intensity
of component ¢ and characterizes how the occurrence of an event increases
the probability of future events, and how this excitation decays over time.
The coupled system (X (¢), N(t)) thus forms a diffusion—point process
pair, in which the diffusion X (¢) modulates the spontaneous emission event
rate of N(¢). The application that motivates this work is from neuroscience,
where N(t) represents the spike train of a neural network, and X (¢) encodes
external or latent inputs such as sensory stimuli, the animal’s spatial po-
sition, or environmental conditions like light intensity or temperature. By



explicitly incorporating X (¢) into the intensity function, the model captures
how neuronal firing is dynamically modulated in real time by continuously
evolving external signals. Such a representation allows to quantify, for in-
stance, how a neuron’s behavior changes in response to variations in sensory
input or behavioral state, and to untangle the contributions of intrinsic self-
excitation from stimulus-driven effects. In this work, we focus on the case
where the excitation kernel takes an exponential form, that is

h”(t) = Oéijeiﬂijt, Qs 51'3' > 0. (3)
This specification is common as it allows for a Markovian representation of
the process intensity [1l 2]. It is also justified by the application considered
in neuroscience as many studies focusing on neuronal activity (studies not
necessarily based on Hawkes processes) rely on an exponential decay of the
impact of past spikes on the current neuronal activity [3], 4], [5].
The goal of this paper is to study this new diffusion-driven Hawkes pro-
cess, both from a probabilistic and inferential points of view.

State of the Art

Introduced by [6] in 1971, linear Hawkes processes are reference models
for self-exciting point phenomena. In their classical formulation, each com-
ponent N; of the process has a predictable intensity depending on a constant
baseline y; > 0 (i.e., g,,(z) = p; in Equation (2)) and a kernel h;; describing
the influence of past events. For a general kernel h;; : Ry — R, existence,
uniqueness, stability, and stationarity of the multivariate Hawkes process
have been established [0, [7, 8], and functional limit theorems have been de-
rived for the asymptotic distribution of event counts [9]. Many works deal
with inference for these processes. In general, approaches can be divided into
nonparametric methods, such as kernel smoothing, projection, or moment-
based techniques [4, 10], and parametric methods, including Bayesian infer-
ence [I1], Maximum Likelihood Estimation [12] [I] and penalized estimation
such as Lasso for high-dimensional or sparse interaction structures [13], [14].

A simplification occurs for exponential kernels, where the intensity ()
admits a Markovian representation [I]. This structure facilitates probabilistic
analysis and recursive likelihood computation, leading to stronger results
both on the process’s probabilistic behavior—such as exponential ergodicity
with explicit control of regeneration times [I5]—and on statistical inference,
notably with central limit theorems for the maximum likelihood estimator,
and moment convergence [12] [1].



However, the models studied in those paper remain autonomous: their dy-
namics depend solely on past events. To account for external influences, sev-
eral generalizations have been proposed. Marked Hawkes processes include
event-specific covariates or marks |16} 17, 18, 19], although the covariates are
typically observed only at event times [20]. Spatio-temporal extensions have
also been considered [21], but do not handle continuously evolving covariates.

Other models build on a framework similar to that defined by Equations
(1)@, allowing for time-varying coefficients in the intensity. These ap-
proaches, however, have been explored from a rather different perspective,
focusing primarily on the high-frequency regime, where the observation win-
dow T is fixed and the number of events N goes to infinity [1, 22], 14, 23]. This
includes univariate exponential Hawkes processes with stochastic coefficients
[T, 22], as well as non-exponential kernels with deterministic, time-dependent
baselines [14]. Although these works provide consistent and asymptotically
normal estimators, they do not investigate other probabilistic properties of
the model—such as stability, ergodicity, or mixing behavior—which are cen-
tral to the present study.

The low-frequency (long-duration) regime has received less attention,
with some contributions addressing nonparametric inference for indicator-
type kernels [23]. Recent works integrate covariates directly into the Hawkes
process, but typically no explicit model is specified for the covariate, and
the effect of its dynamics is not analyzed. Moreover, covariates are often
not continuous in time or treated as deterministic. For instance, [24] models
the baseline intensity as a constant and expressed as a log-linear function of
covariate matrix X and a parameter to estimate. A similar model is used
in [25], which focuses on parametric estimation with penalization to improve
inference and stability of the estimated parameters. In [26], the authors con-
sider marked Hawkes processes for cyber-attack frequency modeling, where
part of the baseline intensity is driven by unobserved homogeneous Poisson
components. However, these models rely on latent baselines, which differs
from our framework where the external covariate X (¢) is continuous, fully
observed, and modulates the intensity of the Hawkes process.

Given the variety of existing Hawkes models and the additional complex-
ity introduced by the covariate in the baseline, we are interested in testing the
relevance of the covariate. However, even for the standard Hawkes process,
existing statistical testing procedures are scarce. Classical goodness-of-fit
methods, such as those based on the time-change theorem [27], require re-
peated events [28] and have no straightforward extension to the long-duration
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regime. The only theoretically grounded procedure in this setting is the test
proposed by [29], which accounts for the asymptotic fluctuations of the esti-
mated compensator. In practice, however, implementing this test is complex
and computationally demanding, so practical tools for assessing covariate
relevance in such models remain limited.

Contribution and paper organization
Our main contributions are as follows:

e We establish the probabilistic properties of the process (X (), N()),
showing that under moderate assumptions, it admits stable and ergodic
dynamics. We also extend classical functional results, as the law of large
numbers of the functional limit theorem, for the point process N.

e We extend to our framework the classical mixing theorem known for
standard Hawkes processes. Beyond a direct extension, we propose
several results depending on the strength of the assumptions made on
the covariate process and on how it impacts the intensity.

e We study statistical inference for the model parameters in the long-time
(low-frequency) regime, proving consistency and central limit theorems
for the Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE) under general ergod-
icity conditions on X (t). As for the mixing theorem, we develop a
complementary version of this result: when stronger conditions on X
hold, we obtain a stronger version with convergence of moments for the
estimator.

e We develop hypothesis testing procedures to assess the relevance of
the covariate, enabling formal evaluation of whether including X(t)
significantly enhances data description.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we
introduce the Hawkes process with stochastic baseline intensity, define the
coupled process (X (t), N(t)), and establish basic existence results. Section
presents the theoretical properties, including ergodicity, functional limit
theorems, and mixing results under different assumptions on X (¢). Section
focuses on statistical inference, studying the MLE in the long-time regime
with consistency and CLTs results. Section [5] introduces hypothesis testing
for the relevance of the covariate. Finally, Section [6]illustrates our theoretical
conclusions using simulations, presenting the behavior of the process, the
performance of the MLE, and the testing procedures.



2. Hawkes process with stochastic time-dependent baseline

Before introducing the model, let us first define some notation.

2.1. Notation

Throughout the paper, we work on a probability space (€2, F,P) with
canonical filtration

Fy = a(X(O), W (s), N(s), s < t),

where X is the covariate process, driven by a noise process W, and N =
(N1,...,Ng) is the d-dimensional counting process. For any stochastic pro-
cess Z, FZ denotes its canonical filtration, for instance FV or FV. Let
(T5)n>1 denote the jump times of N, with Ty := 0. The true Hawkes inten-
sity of component N; at time t is denoted by Af (), and the full intensity
vector is X*(t) := (Mf(¢), ..., \y(t))" € R%. The associated compensator

AN(T) = /OT M) dt

is the unique predictable increasing process such that N(T) — A*(T) is a
martingale with respect to (F;)¢>o, see e.g. [7, 30].

For a differentiable function f : R™ x RP — R depending on a state
variable = and a parameter 1), we denote by V., f, () the gradient with respect
to x, and by V, f,,(z) the gradient with respect to 7. Higher-order derivatives
with respect to 7 are denoted V7 f,(x). Finally, we denote D(E,R) the set
of functions ¢ € C'(E,R) such that (u,v,w) — Vi (u,v, w) has polynomial
growth, and Cp(E, R) the set of continuous bounded functions on E.

Finally, we denote by ||.|| the Euclidean norm.

2.2. Model description

We consider a model in which a multivariate Hawkes process is influ-
enced by an external covariate that evolves continuously over time. The
joint process (X(t), N(t)) combines a diffusion for the covariate with a self-
exciting point process whose dynamics depend both on the current state of
the covariate and on the history of past events. The covariate X (¢) € R™ is
modeled as the solution of a SDE driven by a standard /-dimensional Brow-
nian motion given in Equation . To ensure that this diffusion component
is well-defined, we impose the following regularity condition on its drift and
diffusion coefficients.



Assumption 1  The coefficient functions b : R™ — R™ and o : R™ — R™*!
are continuous and globally Lipschitz.

Under Assumption , the SDE defined in Equation admits a unique
global strong solution. Conditionally on X (¢), the multivariate Hawkes pro-
cess N is then defined through its intensity for each component i:

d

doi®)i= g (XEN+ D [ apeBOaN ). @)

]:1 (O,ti)

We denote the main parameter § € O, composed of three types of param-
eters u, o, and 3, where p parametrises the baseline functions while o and
[ parametrise the interaction functions:

0 = ((Mi)?:p (O‘ij)gjzla (57;]')?7]‘:1)-

Furthermore, the parameter space © is assumed to be a Cartesian product
O = O; x Oy, with ©; a compact representing all admissible values for
= (i)iey, and (o, B) = ((@ij)i s (Bij)iy) € O2 with

0, == [a, @ x [3, A"

for some positive constants a, @, [, B. Finally, we assume the existence of a
true parameter 6* € © such that

N () = Age (1)

denotes the true intensity vector, with associated compensator denoted A. ().
For the Hawkes component, we further require a stability condition en-
suring that self and cross-exciting effects remain bounded.
Assumption 2 The kernel matriz K := (oj;/B5;) satisfies p(K) < 1, where
p(K) denotes its spectral radius.
Assumptions|l|and [2{ guarantee that the joint process (X (t), N(t)) is well-
posed, ensuring existence and uniqueness of X (¢) and stability /non-explosion
of N(t). These conditions are always assumed throughout this work.

2.3. Existence result

In order to prove the existence of the process, let us exhibit a thinning
representation that applies to the Hawkes component of the process defined

by Equations f.



Assumption 3 (Boundedness of the random baseline) It is assumed that
there exists g, > 0 such that one of the following two statements is true.

e FEither, for all x € R™, 0 < maX;ec[1...q) gpr () < G-

e Or, there exist x1,xy such that for any initial condition x € [z1,xs],
X(t) € [v1,25] Py — a.5 and gy (71, 22]) C (0, g4].

Each condition of Assumption [3]implies the existence of an upper bound
for the process g, (X (t)) which ensures the existence of a thinning procedure.

Theorem 1 (Existence). Suppose that Assumption@ holds. Then, the pro-
cess (Ag«(t)) admits a Thinning procedure representation given by

dX(t) =b(X(t))dt + (X (t)) dW (1),
d
NTV(E) = g (X () + 3 / o i5(t — 5) AN (s),
(0,t)

J=1

ANV (1) = Nf([o, A (1] dt),

with \© = 0, N©O = ¢, NJP a homogeneous unitary Poisson random mea-
sure on R with intensity measure equal to the Lebesque measure and where

(n+1) : : (n+1)
Nf([O, Aj()] < dt) denotes the number of points of N} in [0, A" (t)] x
[t,t + dt].

Proof. Assumption [I| ensures the existence of a unique strong solution on
[0, T for the SDE, for any 7" > 0. We can therefore work conditionally to the
Brownian filtration. We then fall back to the case of a Hawkes process with
a deterministic baseline function which is bounded, thanks to Assumption [3]
and thus apply Theorem 1 of [23] which studies a similar set-up. ]

3. Asymptotic behavior of the process

In this section, we study the asymptotic properties of the point process
N(t) and its intensity A,.(t). We focus on three aspects: ergodicity, limit
theorems (law of large numbers and central limit theorem), and mixing prop-
erties. These results characterize the long-term behavior of the process and
extend classical results obtained for Hawkes processes with constant baselines
[12, 8, 1, B1].



3.1. Exponential ergodicity of the intensity process

To establish the ergodicity of the intensity, we study the joint dynamics
of the covariate X and the excitation component of the Hawkes process.
Specifically, we introduce a Markovian representation of the system to use
classical results from the ergodic theory of Markov processes.

3.1.1. Markovian representation
We consider the joint process Z(t) := (X(t),Y(t)) € R™ x R¥ with V
defined by

Y;j(t) = /(0 )Ozﬁje_ﬂff(t_s) de(S), Y(t) = (YU (t)>1§i,j§d> (5)
it
so that .
Ageit) = g (X (1) + D Yy(0).
j=1

Our goal is to analyze the asymptotic behavior of Z by applying the ergodic
theory for Markov processes developed in [32]. The dynamics of Z is given
by the coupled system of equations:

dX(t) =b(X(t))dt + o(X(t)) dW (t), (6)

Equation @ shows that the joint process Z is Markovian w.r.t the filtration
(F:) defined in Section [2.1]

3.1.2. Ergodicity property

To ensure the ergodicity of the diffusion-driven baseline process, we im-
pose structural assumptions on the diffusion X (t). We begin with classical
conditions, which guarantee that the SDE admits smooth transition densities
and suitable Lyapunov functions.

Assumption 4 Consider the following conditions.

e Hormander’s condition. Let oq,...,0,, denote the columns of the
diffusion matrix o and set og := b for the drift vector field. We say
that the Hérmander condition holds if the Lie Algebra generated by
{o0,...,0m} span R™



e Dissipative drift and elliptic diffusion. Suppose that the function
b satisfies
(b(x), ) < =yllz[?  for all [[z]| =R,

for some constants R > 0, v > 0, and ¢ > 1, and the diffusion matriz
a(x) == o(x)o(z)’
is either semi positive definite or bounded on R™.

Assumption [4] has two classical consequences for the diffusion X. First,
Hoérmander’s condition ensures that the transition kernel P/X(z,dy) admits
a smooth density p;(z,y) which is C* in ¢, z and y, with respect to the
Lebesgue measure (see [33]). Second, the dissipativity and ellipticity assump-
tions guarantee the existence of norm-like Lyapunov functions. In particular,
it is possible to construct a function of the form

Vi(x) = exp(&]lz]|7), (7)
with € > 0, which satisfies the drift condition
AXV; < —c Wi+ dilg, (8)

for suitable constants ¢;,d; > 0, a compact set K; C R™ and where AX
denotes the infinitesimal generator of X.

These two properties — smooth transition densities and the existence of a
Lyapunov function — are the usual conditions required to apply the ergodic
theory of [32] to SDE as they assure the diffusion X is ergodic and therefore
admits a unique invariant probability measure, denoted 7.

In particular, these assumptions are relatively easy to verify and have
already been established for a variety of SDE models [34] 35]. Nevertheless,
one could work under more general Markovian stability conditions, relying
for instance on the broader framework of [32]. For completeness, we state in
the following remark a set of more general conditions under which our results
remain valid.

Remark 2 (General Markovian conditions for X). The general framework
of [32] only requires X (t) is a left-continuous Markov process satisfying the
following properties.
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1. Lyapunov drift condition. There exists a norm-like Lyapunov func-
tion V1 such that
AX‘/l < —¢ Vvl + d11K17

where A% denotes the infinitesimal generator, ¢y, d; > 0 are constant
and Ky 1s a compact set of R™.

2. T-chain condition. There exists a transition kernel ()1 such that for
all x € R™, for all Borel set A,

P (z,A) > Qir(z, A)

with Q1,7 verifying

e for every Borel set A, the map v — Qir(x,A) is lower semi-
continuous

o Qir(x,R™) >0 for all x.

3. Accessible point. There exists xqg € R™ such that every neighborhood
U of xq satisfies

P (xo,U) >0 for some T > 0.

It should be noted that these general conditions are automatically satisfied
under Assumption . Indeed, existence of a density for PX(x, -) leads to

Quile, A) = /A pi(,y)dy

which s lower semi-continuous by Fatou’s lemma. Furthermore it ensures
that every point is accessible. Similarly, the dissipativity and ellipticity con-
ditions guarantees the existence of a Lyapunov function of the form Vi(x) =
exp(&||x||?) satisfying the required drift inequality.

Throughout the paper, our main results are stated under Assumption [{]
for clarity and simplicity. However, each of these results remains valid if one
replaces Assumption [4] with the more general Markovian conditions listed in
this remark.

In addition to the ergodicity condition on X discussed above, we also
need to strengthen Assumption [3| to ensure the ergodicity of the process \.
We now require that the functions g,, are not only upper bounded but also
bounded away from zero.
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Assumption 5 (Boundedness of the random baseline)  We assume that one
of the following two conditions holds:

o Fither, for every p € ©q, there exist constants g, and g,, such that,
for all x € R™,

0 < gu < max g, () < gu,-

o Or, for every i € ©y, there ewist constants g,_ and g,, and vectors
x1, T2 € R™ such that, for any initial condition x € [x1, x5, the process
remains almost surely within this interval: X (t) € [x1, z3] Py-a.s., and
for alli € [1,d] and all p € ©4, we have

0<9gy <gu(x)<gu., foralxe g,

We now establish the exponential ergodicity of the process Z. Let us
define the transition kernel PZ((z,v),):

PZ((x,y), (A, B)) :=P(X(t) € A, Y(t) € B| X(0) =, Y(0) = y).

Theorem 3. Under Assumptions[JHJHI, the process Z is exponentially er-
godic. In particular, there exist an invariant measure ™ and constants B <
+oo and p < 1 such that for all x € R™ and all y > 0,

HPtZ((x’y)7 ) - W()Hf < Bf(l’,y)pt, (9)

where ||ul| ; == supjg < | [ 9(s) u(ds)| denotes the f-norm (a weighted exten-

sion of the total variation norm), and function f : (z,y) € R™ x R” —
Vi(x) + ™Y with Vi defined in Assumption .

This theorem guarantees that the process Z is exponentially ergodic. In
particular, Z(t) converges geometrically fast to its invariant measure 7 in
the f-norm. Furthermore, it satisfies Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem: for any
function ¢ dominated by f, we have

T—o00

T
%/ Y(Z(s))ds — m(¢)) almost surely and in £'(P).
0

This result ensures that the intensity vector . (t) is itself ergodic. In-
deed, to establish ergodicity it is sufficient to apply Birkhoff’s theorem to
all functions in £, which guarantees convergence of time averages. For any
polynomial function v, we can write (. (t)) = ¥ o v(Z(t)), where v maps
Z(t) to Ag.(t). Since v is built from bounded functions g, and sums func-
tion, we have ¢ o v(z) < f(z) for every z € R™ x R¥ 50 (A (t)) is in L.
It follows that A,.(t) inherits the ergodicity property from Z(t).
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3.2. Asymptotic functional central limit theorem

In this section, we present asymptotic results for the counting process
and its associated intensity. These results, stated as a Proposition and a
Theorem, establish the stability of \,;(t), a Law of Large Numbers (LLN),
and a Central Limit Theorem (CLT) for N(t).

Proposition 1. Suppose Assumptions[]) and[J hold, and define the stationary
version of the intensity as

Kol = KN+ [ e N, (0)

—00,t)

where X = (X (t))ser is distributed according to the stationary law 7x of the

SDE ans where Nj = (N,(t))ier denote the stationary Hawkes process.

Then, we have convergence in distribution,

()‘9*,i(t>7 )‘H,i(t)a v9)‘9,i(t>) L> (XH*,iﬂ X@,iv VGXe,i)-

t—o00

Moreover, there exist constants ¢ > 0 (independent of 6) and Cy > 0 (de-
pending on 0) such that,

E|[Agut) = Xa(1)]] < Coe™.

The proof is given in [Appendix A.2 The first part follows from the
stability results in [§], extending classical Hawkes process stability to the
covariate-dependent setting. The second part quantifies the exponential rate
of convergence to the stationary intensity, a consequence of the exponential
kernel and the exponential ergodicity of X.

We now generalize classical functional limit theorems for Hawkes pro-
cesses with a constant baseline, proven in [3I]. The key difference is that
the limiting behavior now involves the stationary mean of the covariate-
dependent baseline:

p::/gw(x) mx(dx). (11)

The structure of the LLN and CLT remains unchanged, with the baseline
replaced by its stationary average.

To formalize this result, we introduce the Skorokhod space together with
its canonical topology. For general definitions and standard properties, we
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refer to [36, Chapter 3]. Let D([0,1],R?) denote the space of Révalued
cadlag functions on [0, 1], that is, functions that are right-continuous with
left limits. We equip D([0, 1], R?) with the Skorokhod .J; topology, under
which convergence corresponds to the existence of time deformations making
the trajectories close in the uniform metric.

Theorem 4. Suppose that Assumptions[JH3 hold. Let fi be defined by Equa-
tion (L1)) where mx denotes the stationary distribution of the process (X (t))i>o0,
and define the diagonal covariance matrix

Si=(I-K)'g), 1<i<d

*
ay;

with K = (ﬁ* > . Then, the following yields.
i/ 1<i,j<d

(i) (Law of large numbers)

LN (T 0 (1-K) &

sup
vel[0,1]

‘ P 0, almost surely and in L*(P).
—00

(i) (Functional Central Limit Theorem)

1 —1- L —1y1/2
(\/T<?N(Tv) v(I-K) M))yem L (=)' o
where W = (Wy)vepoa s a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion.

The convergence in law holds in D([0,1],R?) endowed with the Sko-
rokhod Jy topology.

As announced, we find the same structure as in the classical Hawkes
process with a constant baseline, as proven by [31] for Hawkes processes with
a general kernel and a constant baseline. The proof of this theorem, which
can be found in [Appendix A.4] is largely inspired by this work.

As in [31], the arguments used do not rely on the exponential form of the
kernel, and the result should therefore remain valid without this assumption.
Furthermore, it should be noted that these asymptotic results only require
the ergodicity of X and the boundedness of g,, so that Birkhoff’s ergodic
theorem applies.
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3.3. Muxing property of the intensity process

Consider the vector composed of the intensity and its gradient with re-
spect to the parameter 6, denoted Uy;(t). For the i-th component, it is
defined, for t > 0, as

Up,i(t) == (/\em‘(t)» )‘H,i(t)v VO)‘e,z‘(t))- (12)

In this section, we study the mixing properties of the process Up,(t).
These properties are useful for the theoretical analysis of the model and are
required to establish the asymptotic normality of the maximum likelihood
estimator (see Section . In particular, mixing implies ergodicity, which is
necessary to ensure consistency of the MLE. Studying the mixing behavior
of Uy,;(t) therefore extends Theorem {| which establishes ergodicity only for
the true intensity Ap. ().

Formally, a process (U(t)),», taking values in a space E is said to be
C-mixing, for a set of functions C' : E — R, if for any ¢, € C,

pu :=sup Cov [¢(U(t)), p(U(t + u))] — 0.

t>0 U—00

Depending on assumptions about the baseline functions and the covariant
process X (t), two distinct mixing regimes can be identified. Under moderate
boundedness conditions, the process satisfies a weak mixing property with
respect to continuous and bounded functions. When stricter boundedness
assumptions are imposed on g, (X(¢)), a strong mixing property applies.
The corresponding assumptions are presented below.

Assumption 6 (Boundedness of the random baseline) We assume that
there exist two strictly positive constants g_ and g, such that one of the
following conditions holds.

e Fither, for all x € R™

_ < sup max g,.(r) < .
g _Megllgigdgm() g+

e Or, there exist x1,19 € R™ such that for any initial condition x €
(1, x3], the process remains in this interval almost surely: X(t) €
(1, x9) Py-a.s., and:

g— < sup max g,,(r) < g+ forall x € [x1,xs].
pe, 1<i<d ™
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We now introduce an assumption that ensures the existence of moments
for the process g,,(X(¢)). This condition involves two parameters, (p, j),
where p specifies the moment order and j the derivative order. Later, different
combinations of (p, j) are required, depending on the specific results we aim
to prove.

Assumption 7 (p,j) (Moment existence) We assume that for alli € [1,d]
we have the following

P

) < +00.

supE(
>0

Remark 5. Assumption[] ensures that X admits moments of all orders, as
the Lyapunov function @ dominates any polynomial function x — |z|P. As a
result, Assumption@ is satisfied whenever g, (x) is a polynomial function of

x with coefficients uniformly bounded in . For example, g,,(x) = pnx’ +p19
satisfies Assumption [

sup vig#z (X (t))
HEO,

Under these strengthened assumptions, we can now state the theorem
that guarantees the mixing property.

Theorem 6 (Mixing Properties of the Intensit;;). Let the state space be
E = ]Ri X ]R‘j’r x R® x R” x R” where s = > i di is the dimension of
the parameter (p1;). The augmented intensity process Uy ;(t), given in Equa-
tion (12)), satisfies the following mixing properties:

o Weak Mixing: If Assumptions[JH3 hold then for all functions v, ¢ €
Co(E,R) and for all § € ©, we have for all i:

po.i(u) = sup Cov((Upi(t)), p(Upi(t +u))) —— 0

t>0 U—00

e Strong Mixing: If Assumptions @ and @(p, 1) are wverified for all
p > 1, then and for ¢, ¢ € D(E,R), there exists r < 1 such that for all

pi(u) := supsup Cov(¢(Uy,i(t)), (Upi(t +u))) = o(r")

0eO t>0

The proof of this theorem, presented in [Appendix A.5| follows the ap-
proach of [I] and [22], who establish mixing properties for Hawkes models
with constant baseline. The method is based on truncating the memory
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of the process to neglect the influence of the distant past, which becomes
negligible due to the exponential decay of the memory kernel.

We obtain two types of asymptotic behavior, depending on the assump-
tions made on the covariate process X and the baseline functions p;. In all
cases, the ergodicity of X is required to ensure the stability of the process
and to derive asymptotic results. The strong exponential mixing property
holds under Assumptions [6] and [7|(p,1), which require uniform boundedness
of 11;(X(t)) and its derivative V,pu;(X(t)) in LP for all p > 1. In the strong
case, the mixing property is uniform in 6, contrary to the weak case. Un-
der the weaker Assumption [5 the process remains mixing, but the result is
not uniform in #; however, this setting relies on weaker assumptions on the
baseline functions and still ensures mixing for bounded test functions.

These two types of mixing properties are important because they lead
to different levels of convergence for the MLE, as we will see in Theorem [7]
Indeed, the weak mixing property is sufficient to establish the classical version
of the asymptotic normality of the MLE. The strong mixing property allows
for the control of the expectations of test functions in D(E,R), leading to
moment convergence at all order.

4. Inference via likelihood maximization

In this section, we investigate the inferential properties of the Maximum
Likelihood Estimator (MLE). We work in a parametric setting for the SDE
driving the covariate process X, introducing a parameter £* such that the
drift takes the form b(-) := b(-,£*). Our objective is to estimate the joint
parameter (6*,£*), where 6* specifies the Hawkes component (see Section
and £ € = governs the dynamics of X. The set = denotes the parameter
space associated with the diffusion, typically a compact subset.

The asymptotic theory for estimating diffusion coefficients is well-developed
in the literature (see, e.g., [37]); hence, our main focus is on the estimation
of 6%, while the treatment of £* is included primarily for completeness.

4.1. Likelihood
Let us briefly recall that for a multivariate point process with intensity
Ay, the log-likelihood associated with a trajectory observed over [0,7] in
continuous time, is given by (see [7]):
d

MOESY ( /0 ' log (Ag,(t)) dN(t) — /0 ' Xgi(t) dt).

i=1
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In parallel, for a diffusion process X with a drift depending on a parameter
€, the log-likelihood of an observed trajectory in continuous time over [0, T
is given by Girsanov’s theorem (see [37] for example):

() = / b(X (5),6)Ta(X () dX (s)

1

- / B(X(5), &) Ta(X(s))(X (5), ) ds,

where a(z) = (007)(x). Hence, for a joint observation of the process
(X(t), N(t))ieo,r) defined by Equations (I))-(), the full log-likelihood func-

tion is:
(N9, €) = €(0) + €X(¢).

Note that the parameter 6 is only involved in ¢2(#) which is the part of
the log-likelihood linked to the Hawkes process. Similarly, ¢ only appears in
£ (€), the diffusion part of the log-likelihood. The MLE computation then
relies on the separate maximization of those two terms:

Or € arg max ((0) & earg max (7€)

In this article, we focus only on 0}. As the interaction between the two
components is unidirectional —namely, the intensity A depends on X, while
A does not impact X - the computations of @\T and fAT are independent.
Furthermore, the estimation of &* for ergodic diffusions is well known, and
our framework does not introduce new contributions in this direction [37].

Nevertheless, it is worth noting that a joint estimation of (9 13 ) could in
principle be performed. In that case, the resulting estimators (HT, fT) would
jointly inherit the asymptotic properties associated with both £T and QT, as
detailed in later sections.

4.2. MLE behavior

We now investigate the properties of é\T, focusing in particular on its
consistency and asymptotic normality. Although these properties rely heavily
on the mixing condition established in the previous section, they also require
two additional assumptions.
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The first requirement is a regularity condition with respect to the param-
eter p, which ensures the differentiability and continuity of the likelihood
function with respect to the estimated parameters.

The second is an identifiability condition, necessary to guarantee that the
parameter # can be uniquely recovered from the intensity trajectories. It also
ensures that the Fisher information matrix is non-degenerate.

Assumption 8 (k) (Regularity of g) Assume that for all i € [1,...,d] and
all 1, x + g, () is continuous, and that pu + g,,(z) is C* for all z.

Assumption 9 (Identifiability) Assume that for all i € [1,...,d]

1. The application p > g,, is one-to-one.

2. Forallpu # p*, mx ((gm - gu;)fl(Rdi\{O})) >0 and wx((Vy g,) " (RY)) >
0.

3. alo(.) is semi definite positive and for any u, u*,

Voc(gui - g#f)(7> =0= Vl"(gm - g#f) =0

with X ~ 7y, the invariant measure associated with X .

Assumption [4] already imposes Hormander’s condition together with a
dissipative drift, while allowing the diffusion matrix a(z) = o(z)o(x)" to be
either uniformly elliptic or merely bounded. However, for the identifiability
analysis developed below, the boundedness of a(x) is no longer sufficient. In
particular, to ensure identifiability of the parameter u, we require that oo
is semi-definite positive, as stated in Assumption [0.3] To further clarify the
need for this specific item, we invite the reader to consult Section [£.3] where
it is discussed in more detail.

Theorem 7 (Asymptotic normality of the MLE). Suppose Assumptions
andB hold. Let T’ denote the Fisher information matriz and & ~ N(0,Id).

Let 01 be the MLE of 0*. Then,
E[¢(VT @ - 07)] —— E[p(r"2¢)],

where the class of functions ¢ depends on the Assumptions:

e Convergence in distribution: ¢ € Cy(E,R), provided Assump-
tion[3, Assumption[§(2) and Assumption[1(2,5) for all j € {1,2}.
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e Convergence in moment: ) € D(E,R), provided Assumption [6,
Assumption @(4}, and Assumption @(p,j) holds for all p > 1 and j €
{1,2,3,4}, together with [ Vi(x)mo(dz) < oo, where my is the law of
X (0) and V1 is defined in Assumption [}

The proof of this theorem, given in [Appendix A.6| relies on the general
result of [I] and [38], which provides general conditions under which the maxi-
mum likelihood estimator for a point process is consistent and asymptotically
normal.

The two cases follow the distinction between weak and strong mixing
regimes. In the weak mixing set-up (with additional assumptions), the clas-
sical CLT holds, providing convergence in distribution for bounded functions.
In the set-up of the strong mixing, the result is stronger: it applies to poly-
nomial functions and ensures convergence of moments of all orders. It is
worth noting that the convergence of all moments implies convergence in
distribution via Prokhorov’s theorem. Indeed, moment convergence guar-
antees tightness of the sequence of measures. Moreover, any subsequence
that converges in distribution must converge to the normal law, because the
Gaussian distribution is uniquely determined by its moments. Thus, the con-
vergence in moment is a stronger version of the classical CLT which provides
additional information.

Remark 8. In the specific setting of one-dimensional SDEs, i.e., when
X(t) € R, the existence of a density further guarantees that Assumptz'on
and the second point of Assumption[9.5 hold. Indeed, the stationary distribu-
tion of this SDE is explicitly known in this case and admits a strictly positive
density on R (see [J7]). The stationary measure then assigns a positive mass
to every region of the state space, including those required to distinguish be-
tween the different basis functions g,, .

4.8. Discussion and relaxation of assumptions

So far, we have made numerous assumptions, particularly in the context
of Theorem [l We therefore devote this subsection to discuss some of these
assumptions.

Boundedness condition

All the stated theorems assume that the process g, (X (¢)) is, in one way
or another, bounded (see Assumptions , @ This condition generalizes
a classical assumption of standard Hawkes processes, in which the constant
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representing the baseline belongs to a compact set of R, bounded both from
above and from below.

The main advantage of this assumption is that it facilitates the dissoci-
ation of the behavior of the Hawkes component from the SDE component
of the model. This allows us to frame the behavior of the Hawkes compo-
nent between two Hawkes processes with a constant baseline, the behavior
of which has already been studied [39] [1] [22].

From an application point of view, the relevance of this assumption de-
pends on the context, but in practice many stochastic processes are naturally
bounded by constraints. For example, in classical applications of Hawkes
models: in finance, buying and selling prices are bounded both from below
and from above due to money stocks; in ecology, SDE models describing
animal movements are subject to physical constraints.

Identifiability conditions

We aim to clarify here some points raised in Hypothesis [9] Accurate
parameter identification from observed intensity trajectories requires distin-
guishing between two sources of variation: the contribution of the variable
X (t) through the term g,,(X(t)), and that of the memory of past events
(Vs (0)s-

The objective of the third point of Assumption [0.3] is therefore to en-
sure that these two intensity components do not somehow merge. For that,
we exploit their structural difference: g,,(X(t)) evolves according to a SDE
(thanks to the regularity of g), while Y;; are jump processes, piecewise deter-
ministic and very regular between jumps (even C*°). If the two contributions
became indistinguishable, this would mean that the diffusive part g,, (X (¢))
no longer varies randomly, i.e., its quadratic variation would be zero. Now,
this quadratic variation is expressed by:

Vg (X ()00 (X (1) Vg, (X (1)

Hypothesis then ensures that this expression can only be canceled if the
function g,, no longer depends on X (¢), which places us back in the usual
framework of a Hawkes process with a constant baseline, a known and studied
framework.

This remark underlines that what truly matters is not the non-degeneracy
of oo, but rather the impossibility of confusing a stochastic diffusion with
a deterministic jump process, suggesting that Hypothesis can in fact be
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relaxed. A more general but less intuitive way to formulate this idea is: if
P —a.s the diffusion process g, (X (¢7)) is equal to the jump process > _; Yj;(t)
then both the diffusion and jump process are identically null.

This shows that the class of admissible SDEs is actually wider than ini-
tially considered, and can include some types of hypoelliptic diffusions i.e

with a degenerate diffusion matrix o7 0.

5. Model validation and statistical testing

In this section, we present the statistical tests that follow from the asymp-
totic convergence of the likelihood estimator, established by Theorem [7], as
well as certain properties of the intensity of the model (such as the ergodic

property).

5.1. Testing the baseline parameters

We first introduce tests designed to assess the value of the model coeffi-
cients. These tests rely both on the asymptotic normality of the estimators
and on the existence of a consistent estimator of the Fisher information ma-
trix. Both aspects are detailed in the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let I be an consistent estimator of I' that is defined by either:

_vgfi(eﬂ —Z/ 2v9AA R )Vg)\é\T’i(t)TdNi(t). (13)

Then, under Hypothesis of Theorem@ Ir is asymptotically non-degenerate,
and its inverse It provides a consistent estimator of the Fisher information
matriz =Y. As a consequence, we have the asymptotic distribution:

VT I 0r — 00) 55 N(0,1).

T—+o00
Both expressions in Equation are in fact very similar as for all 6,

E( w) zd: (/T 2V AL (1) V4 f;*(t)TdNi(t)).

However, the second expression is often preferred in practice, as it only re-
quires access to the first-order derivatives of the intensity.
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The convergence established in Corollary [1{allows us to develop statistical
tests on various parameters of the model. Although this type of procedure
is not new (see, for example, [16]), the interest here lies in their application
in a novel framework, in order to test the effect of a baseline dependence on
the covariates.

For example, suppose there exists one value g of the parameters for
which the baseline function is constant and equal to pf. Testing the null
hypothesis Hy : p* = uf then allows verifying whether the covariate X (¢) has
a significant effect on the intensity. If the null is not rejected, the intensity is
effectively constant in space, meaning that we retrieve a Hawkes process with
constant baseline. Otherwise, the covariate introduces a spatial modulation
of the event rate.

As an example, we present a test that follows from the asymptotic normal-
ity result of Corollary [l This corresponds to testing the value of a parameter
in a normal distribution with unknown variance. For the sake of conciseness,
we only describe this single test here; however, other tests, such as those

assessing the equality of two coefficients, are provided in

Algorithm 1 Test for one coefficient: Hy : 07 = 6% vs Hy : 07 # 0§

Require: Sample § := {(t, X(t)) : t € T}, with T such that (T3)icp,n(r) C
T

1. Compute the MLE éT;
2. Compute I as in Equation (113);
3. Compute

T(0r,; — 65 :

0

4. Reject Hy if |Z;| > qi1—a/2, Where q1_q/2 is the 1 — /2 quantile of the
standard Gaussian distribution.

5.2. Test on the model

We now introduce a test aimed at assessing the adequacy of the proposed
model. A classical approach for evaluating the fit of a point process model
relies on the time-change theorem [27], which states that the increments of
the true compensator follow an i.i.d. exponential distribution with unit mean.
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Let (T;) denote the jump times of the process N. The theorem ensures that
the random variables F; defined as

E; == N+ (T;) — Mo (T-1), i €N,

are i.i.d. from exponential distribution with rate 1, that we denote £(1).

This motivates a goodness-of-fit procedure based on a plug-in version of
this property. If the estimated intensity Az (t) is close to the true one, then
the transformed increments

A~

By = A3, (T) - Ay, (Tiy)

should be approximately exponentially distributed with parameter 1. Yet
there was no theoretical guarantee for this test, and empirical evidence sug-
gests that it does not perform well: the resulting p-values tend to be too
large, leading to overestimation of model adequacy (see, e.g., [16]).

A first theoretical justification of this phenomenon was proposed in [29]

which proved that the process (\/LT (Aé} (uT) — Ay (uT))) converges to

u€[0,1]

the process (uE(VoA,)[~/2N(0, ]d))uE[O e Building on this result, [29] also
proposed a test for model adequacy. Altﬁough this test is theoretically valid
in our context, its practical use remains limited. Indeed, the mentioned test
statistics involve computing the compensator between two points, 7;_; and 7;,
which are not jump points. In our case, the compensator itself must already
be approximated, due to the term [ g;, (X (t))dt, which introduces numerical
errors and can be computationally demanding. Therefore, computing the
integral of the compensator adds yet another source of error and can be
quite long. As a result, making the test operational would require both a
large amount of data and a long observation window, which is not feasible in
practice.

We now turn to the following theorem, which extends the previous frame-
work by introducing a correction to the compensator increments. Unlike ear-
lier results, it establishes that these corrected increments converge to i.i.d.
exponential random variables. In particular, the theorem provides a theoret-
ical guarantee ensuring the convergence of an associated estimator under the
null hypothesis Hy.

Theorem 9. Suppose Assumptions[{}, [0, [§(4), and[q hold, together with As-
sumption@(p,j) forallp >1andj € {1,2,3,4}, and assume [ Vi (x) mo(dx) <
00, where o is the law of X (0) and Vi is defined in Assumption [}
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Let N and N be two independent stationary multivariate Hawkes pro-
cesses with stationary law N, and denote by (T;) and (T}) their associated
gump times. Define for alli € [1,...,d] the stationary intensities

Noalt) = g (K1) + 3 / age B9 AN (s),
j=17=

d t—
Malt) = g (X(H) + Y / agge B9 AN (s),
j=17-%

where X, X ~ mx_are distributed according to the stationary law of the SDE.
Define the MLE Or computed using only the process N. The corrected incre-
ments are defined as follows

~ 1 -
Ei(T) = Ay (T3) — Ay (Tie1) + ﬁ(Tz‘ —Tia) pr v X, (14)
with
d T _ N
— _/ VoA (t)dt, Ir:= Z/ N2 (Vg (6)Ved; () dN,(2).
i—1 70 ’ ’ ’
Then,

(BT 7 @ €)

that is, the sequence of compensated increments converges in law to i.i.d.
standard exponential random variables.

The proof of this Theorem can be found in [Appendix A.7l The assump-
tions required in Theorem [J] coincide with those used to establish moment
convergence. They are needed here to control the expectations of the esti-
mators of the Fisher information matrix and of pp. In addition, ergodicity
of the process guarantees the convergence of time averages toward their ex-
pectations, which is essential for the asymptotic validity of the test.

It is worth noting that Theorem [J] assumes two independent samples
(N, N ) for technical reasons. This assumption simplifies the theoretical proof,
since it avoids dealing with the joint law of the estimator QT (which depends
on N) and the jump times (7;) themselves.
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In practice, we are mainly interested in situations with few observa-
tions—sometimes as few as one, as is common in neuroscience or biology.
When many independent repetitions are available, as in some financial ap-
plications, the existing test of [28] can be applied. Here, we use the same
observed realization of N for both estimation and testing, and we show that
the correction remains numerically valid even in this single-observation set-
ting.

The corresponding testing procedure presented in Algorithm [2]

Algorithm 2 Corrected GOF procedure for testing Hy : N £ N,. for some

0*c O

Require: Sample S := {(t, X(t)) : t € T}, with T such that (7;);c1,n(r)) C
T

1. Compute @\T MLE estimator of 6*.

2. Compute
e = [ Y (1) at
PT ‘= — 7 9
T T Jor 00,
~ 1 -
In= /m) Vodg, (H)Vedg (1) (£) 72 dN(2).

3. Compute the compensated increments AiAg?T = [ e )\9} (t)dt.

-1,13)
4. Draw z ~ N(0, 1) and form the corrected variables E;(T)) := AiAg +
(T = Tim) prIy o,

5. Compare (EZ(T)

rameter 1.

) to an exponential distribution of pa-
i€1,...,N(T)—1]

This goodness-of-fit test is illustrated in the following section.

6. Numerical illustration

The aim of this section is to illustrate the behavior of the considered
point process, as well as its asymptotic convergence, while highlighting some
observations related to the relaxation of assumptions on the SDE. With this
in mind, we present three simulation frameworks.
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6.1. Benchmark Simulation: Well-Specified OU-Driven Hawkes Process

We first focus on a two-dimensional Hawkes process driven by a bivariate
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process X (¢). This example satisfies all the conditions
required by the theorems presented above, and its main purpose is to illus-
trate the properties previously demonstrated.

Simulation set-up. We consider a two-dimensional Ornstein—Uhlenbeck pro-

cess for the covariate X (¢). Namely, we take dX (t) = —£X () dt-++/2|€| AW (),

with £* = 0.05 and initial condition Xy = (0,0) € R?. The kernel parameters
0.3 04

are o = 05 04 and 0* = (0.8,1.5). Baseline functions for the Hawkes

process are g,: () = piy + (11 — pi2) exp(—5llz — 21|*) and g5 (x) = 13,
with z; = (0.1,0.1), puj; = 0.5, ujy = 0.8 and p3, = 0.7.
Estimation set-up. For the estimation, we consider the following class of
baseline functions: g,,(x) = pio + (i1 — pi2) exp(=5||z — z1]|*) where z; =
(0.1,0.1). Hence, the estimation procedure allows for the possibility that the
second component of the Hawkes process also depends on the covariate X
(as the estimation phase can lead to a non-constant g;,). Let us recall that
we do not seek to compute the parameter defining the diffusion, but only 5T.
After estimation, we test the null hypothesis Ho : 17, = py, for i € {1,2}
using Test [3) in order to evaluate the dependence of each process on the

covariate.
20
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(a) Example of trajectory of X (b) Intensity process A(t) (c) Test statistic distribution

g

Figure 1: Trajectory of the covariate process X, with colored dots indicating event times
—vellow for Ny, green for No— along the path (Figure , together with the associated
intensity functions (Figure . Figure |1¢| shows the distribution of the test statistic for
Ho @ pf 1 = pjo with i € {1,2}. For Figure T = 10 whereas for Figure|lc|T" = 3000
and n = 300 repetitions were used.

Figure 1b| shows both the trajectory of the covariate process X and
the intensity functions of the bivariate Hawkes process. This figure illustrates
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the influence of X: the intensity of process Ny exhibits larger irregularity due
to its dependency on the covariate, while the intensity of Ny, whose baseline
function is constant, corresponds to the classical behavior of a Hawkes process
without covariates.

Figure [1] also displays the distribution of the test statistic under the null
hypothesis Ho : pf; = pif5, with i € {1,2}, illustrating the asymptotic nor-
mality established in Theorem[7} As shown in Figure[Id, both estimators are
asymptotically normal but not centered at the same value. The statistic Z,
which corresponds to the test for s, is centered at zero, which is consistent
with the fact that the simulations were performed without any dependence
between the process and the covariate. In contrast, Z; is not centered at
zero, reflecting the dependence of the baseline of process N; on X.

6.2. Stress-Test Simulation: Hypoelliptic Diffusion via the Kramers Oscilla-
tor
In this example, we are interested in hypoelliptic diffusion, i.e., diffusion
with a degenerate diffusion matrix. This case aims at illustrating remark
and shows that estimation and testing can be performed in this setting.

Simulation set-up. The covariate is a two-dimensional process (X(t),V (t))
evolving according to the Kramers oscillator dynamics (see [40]):

dX(t) = V(t)dt
AV (t) = (= V(1) + a, X (£) — b, X (£)?) dt + /o2 dW (1),

with parameters n, = 0.65, a, = 1, b* = 0.6, af = 0.1, and initial condition
Xo = (1.0,0.0). The Hawkes process is a one-dimensionnal Hawkes process

with baseline function being form g, (z,v) = pi + MQ(I’Q‘E)Q, with g = 0.2

and p5 = 0.5. The kernel parameters are a* = 0.6 and * = 2.0.

Estimation set-up. For the estimation phase, we consider the following class
of baseline functions: g,(z,v) = pu + m@.

On the left graph of Figure 2| we observe the first component of the
process (X, V), as well as the event times of the point process N, represented
by green dots. It is clear that events tend to occur when X (t) moves away
from the level * = 1, which is consistent with the shape of the baseline
function. On the right graph, the histograms of the estimators associated

with the coefficients p; and pse exhibit a Gaussian shape, despite the fact
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Figure 2: Left: trajectory of the process X over time, with green dots indicating the
event times for N; along the path. Right: histograms of the estimators under the null
hypotheses Hg : uf = 0.2 (top) and Hp : p5 = 0.5 (bottom). For this simulation 7" = 2000
and n = 300 repetitions were used.

that the underlying SDE process does not satisfy all the conditions stated in
the assumptions of Theorem [7]

To better understand this behavior, note that although the diffusion sys-
tem has a degenerate diffusion matrix, it is still ergodic (see, e.g., [34] [40]).
This degeneracy, however, prevents the identifiability conditions (e.g As-
sumption from being met. As explained in Section this does not af-
fect the asymptotic behavior of the estimators, and the normal-approximation
distribution remains reasonable in this setting, as illustrated in Figure

6.3. Benchmark simulation: Goodness-of-Fit Test for Model Adequacy

In this section, we illustrate the behavior of the goodness-of-fit procedure
in the context of Algorithm [2] We focus here on the impact of the estimation

step on the empirical distribution of the corrected inter-event times (E;(7)).

Stmulation set-up. We consider a one-dimensional Ornstein—Uhlenbeck pro-
cess for the covariate X (¢). Namely we take dX (t) = —£X (t) dt++/2|&| dW (),
with &* = 0.05 and initial condition X, = (0,0) € R?. The jump compo-
nent is one-dimensional with kernel parameters a* = 0.8 and * = 0.9.
The baseline function for the Hawkes process is g.:(v) = puj, + (ui; —
W) exp(—||z — z1]|?) with z; = (0.1,0.1), pt, = 0.5, pfy = 1.0, and 3, =
0.2.
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Estimation set-up. For the estimation, we consider the following class of
baseline functions: g,,(x) = w2 + (fi1 — fi2) exp(—Hx — .7:1H2) where z; =
(0.1,0.1).

0.519

Empirical quantiles

0.09

T T T
0.0 0.5 1.0
Theoretical quantiles

Figure 3: Tllustration of Algorithm [2} Green points show the distribution of p-values when
the corrected increments (F;(T)), defined in Equation , are tested directly against a
unit exponential distribution using a KS test. Red points correspond to p-values obtained
after randomly subsampling a subset of size N(T)?/3 from (E;(T)) and applying the KS
test to this subset. The p-values are compared to a standard uniform distribution using a
QQ plot: the theoretical quantiles of the uniform distribution are shown as a black line,
with 95% confidence intervals represented as the blue region.

In Figure 3, we present the distribution of the p-values obtained from the
test described in Algorithm [2] and examine whether they follow a uniform
distribution, as expected under correct model specification. The test results,
represented by the green dots, show that we reject the hypothesis of a uni-
form law for the p-values. This suggests that the test statistic converges
at a slower rate than the expected y/N(T). The issue therefore lies in a
mismatch between the convergence rate of the test statistic and that of the
Kolmogorov—Smirnov test. Addressing this properly would require the de-
velopment or the study of nonparametric tests, which is beyond the scope of
the present work. For this reason, we instead focus on a simple and practical
adjustment that restores a test with an appropriate rejection rate.

One way to correct this problem is to subsample the (E;(T")) before ap-
plying the nonparametric test. This approach relaxes the critical limits of
the test and restores the uniformity of the p-values under Hy. This idea is not
new and has already been used in the literature on goodness-of-fit testing.
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For instance, [29] introduced a clustering procedure in which a hyperparam-
eter ¢ controls the aggregation of points before applying the KS test to the
resulting clustered increments. Our approach can be viewed as a simplified
variant of this method, where random subsampling replaces explicit clus-
tering. Another related example is Test 4 in [28], which evaluates model
adequacy for point processes observed over multiple independent repetitions.
In their setting, subsampling is performed across repetitions, and the authors
show that when the ratio between the subsample size and the total number
of repetitions tends to zero, the p-values recover uniformity under Hy.

Figure |3| illustrates the impact of our subsampling procedure on the dis-
tribution of p-values. In particular, the red dots represent the distribution of
p-values obtained when a random subsample of size N (7')%/? is drawn from
(E;(T)), and the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is applied to this reduced sam-
ple. It should be noted that the size of the subsample is chosen arbitrarily,
as there is no clear theoretical argument for this particular exponent. Nev-
ertheless, this choice was made in light of the recommendations in [28], since
our subsampling procedure is based on the same principle.

7. Conclusion and discussion

In this work, we have introduced a generalization of the Hawkes process
where the baseline is driven by a covariate process, modeled as the solution
of a SDE. We extended several results known for standard Hawkes processes
to this setting, including ergodicity, mixing properties, and functional limit
theorems. We also developed the asymptotic theory for statistical inference
in the long-time regime, establishing consistency and asymptotic normality
of the maximum likelihood estimator, as well as moment convergence under
stronger conditions on the covariate process. Finally, we proposed hypothesis
testing procedures to evaluate the relevance of the covariate and supported
our theoretical findings through simulation studies.

The assumptions made open several perspectives of generalization for
this work. A central element of our framework is the use of an exponential
kernel, which ensures that the joint process Z is Markovian and allows us to
rely on the ergodicity theory of strong Markov processes developed in [32].
However, several results do not rely directly on the Markov property, but
only on the ergodicity of X. For instance, both the Central Limit Theorem
and weak mixing results depend on the existence of a stationary invariant
measure to which X converges in distribution, as well as on the validity of
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Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem. This indicates that our results could potentially
be extended to Hawkes processes with non-exponential kernels, provided the
covariate process X remains ergodic. Similarly, the theorem establishing the
asymptotic distribution of the MLE does not rely on the Markovian structure.
Instead, it is based on the convergence in distribution and on the fact that
the process forgets its past sufficiently fast (in our case, at an exponential
rate). These ideas are also used in [22] (Lemma 13), where it is shown that a
Hawkes process with a general kernel h is mixing. Similar reasoning appears
in Lemma 6.6 of [I], which focuses specifically on the exponential kernel. This
indicates that the mixing and asymptotic normality results could potentially
be extended to a broader class of kernels beyond the exponential case.

A similar line of reasoning applies to the modeling of the covariate pro-
cess. In our framework, X (¢) is defined here as the solution of a SDE, see
Equation , with state-dependent but time-independent drift and diffusion
coefficients. Let us highlight that this choice is mainly motivated by the
application in neuroscience described in the introduction. Indeed, in this
case, the intensity process describes the spiking activity of the mouse during
the learning phase of the experiment, and the continuous covariate X de-
scribes its move in the arena. But this choice also facilitates the theoretical
analysis. In particular, it fits within the framework of Markov processes,
which is central when establishing ergodicity. However, as in the proof of
the ergodicity of Z (see Section , most arguments employed in this paper
do not rely directly on the specific SDE model assumed for X, but rather
on the properties it induces. For example, in the proofs of the functional
CLT, [Appendix A.4l we only use that X admits a stationary distribution
toward which it converges—and that X satisfies Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem.
Although such properties hold for certain SDEs, it is not necessary for X
itself to be defined as an SDE for these assumptions to be valid. Therefore,
results such as the functional CLT, weak mixing, and the convergence in
distribution of MLEs could be extended to the case where X is a general
process that is left-continuous, exponentially ergodic and satisfies Birkhoft’s
ergodic theorem.

Another important perspective raised by our study concerns the use of
goodness-of-fit tests for corrected increments. One perspective would there-
fore be to characterize the convergence rate of the test statistic, which would
allow the KS test to be adjusted or develop new nonparametric procedures
that are adapted to the test of an asymptotic distribution (in contrast to the
KS-test which is non-asymptotic).
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Appendix A. Proofs

This section is dedicated to the proofs of the theoretical results set out in this article.

Appendix A.1. Technical results

We begin the proofs by introducing some additional notation and a few preliminary results that
will be used throughout the proofs.

Additional notation. Recall that (T),),>1 denotes the sequence of event times corresponding to the
jumps of the multivariate counting process N = (Ny,...,Ny) and that the inter-arrival times are
defined by AT, :=1T, —T,_1, and K,, € {1,...,d} indicates the component in which the n-th jump
occurs, that is, Nk, jumps at time 7},.

We first collect two propositions that will be used throughout the subsequent proofs.

Proposition 2. Consider the process \(t) = m(t) + Z;l:l f(o 9 Eij(t — 8)dN,(s) with h a positive
function and m an adapted stochastic process verifying:

1. P—a.s, m(t)>0 forallt,
2. If for some ¢ € N\{0,1} and 7%-]- € L9 and sup,ep+ E(m(t)?) < o0,

then for alli € [1,...,d] and alll € [1,q], sup;eg, E(

Xi(t)‘l) < +o0

The proof of this Proposition can be found in [Appendix B] There are two main ingredients in this
proof. Firstly, the following inequality: for any

r,Y,z > Ovp > ]-7 (x‘l‘y)p < (1 +Z)p_1$p—|— (1 —I—Z_l)p_lyp,

which allows us to dissociate the dependence, at the moment of order p, of the different elements
that make up the intensity. Another key point is Lemma A.2 of [I], which is in fact an application of
Kunita’s inequality, see [41], to relate p-order moments to the product of lower-order moments.

Proposition 3. Suppose that Assumption[J{3 are verified. Then:
1. there exists ¢ > 0 such that for allt > 0:

E([Agei(t) = R (0)]) < Ce

2. iff‘/l(x)ﬂo(d:l:) < 400, with Vi defined in Equation and o the law of X(0) then, for all
1% € 61; .
E (19, (X (#)) = 90 (X®))]) < gp: o Cart,

where C1; > 0 and r1 € (0,1) are two constant that do not depend on .
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Proof. Let us start by the first point stated.

Recall that XG*,@' is given in Equation ([10). Then,
E(|Ag-i(t) = Ag s (O]) < E(lgpr (X (1)) — g0 (X())])

d
+E (Z/ ai*je_ﬁi*j(t_s)|dwj(s) - de(3)|>
] (Ovt)
j

=1

d
co(S [ e a)
j=1 7 (=0,0)

F&) =E[|[A:(t) = Xpe (1)]|] € R

Let us define

and

r(t) = (E(‘guz (X (1) — gur (X ) + Z/ S)E(XQ*J(S)) ds) € R?
1<i<n
then the previous inequality becomes (where the inequality is vectorial):
F(t) < (fxare™)(t) +r(t),

where % denotes the matrix convolution, defined for U € R%*? and V € R? by

(U % V)il /Otth—s () ds.

This yields the same type of inequality as in the classical multivariate Hawkes process setting. By
following the reasoning from the proof of Proposition 4.4 in [I], we thus obtain that there exist ¢, C' > 0
such that: _

F&) =E[|| g () = Apu (D)]|] < Ce™.

This concludes the first part of the proof.

Let us turn to the second point.

We know that

E(19.,(X(®) = 90 XED]) < 90l ILX @) = 7l = 190,
where 7 is the law of X (0 ) And thanks to Assumptlonl there exist C > 0 and 0 < r; < 1 such

that for all z, HPX x,.) — < CVi(z)rt. As a result,
. ( / %(:c)ﬂo(d:c))@r’i.

/HPX _7TX HTV (d:L’) < ngi
Denoting C := C [ Vi(x)mo(dx) < oo, the previous inequality concludes the proof. O

X
sollmo P — x|

Ollry

E (g, (X () = 90 (X®)]) < llg,
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Appendiz A.2. Proof of Proposition

The proof relies on Proposition [3] which shows the first point stated in Proposition [I] The second
point is a direct consequence of the fact that:

E [[[Ai(t) = 2 (0)]|]] < E (19 (X (1) = g (X())1)

d =
+ Z/ azje PITIE (|Mg. (s) — Nge(8)])ds +/ aijefﬁij(t’S)E(Xg*J)ds,
j=1 0 —o0
Appendiz A.3. Proof of Theorem |3

As mentioned in the main text, establishing the ergodicity of Z requires only general Markovian
properties for X. For this reason, we consider a general diffusion process satisfying the conditions
stated in Remark However, as already noted earlier, these conditions indeed imply those of As-
sumption [4]

We rely on Theorem 6.1 of [32], which establishes that, under the T-chain property and a suitable
Lyapunov function V', a Markov process is geometrically ergodic. In particular, it ensures that under
those conditions, there exist constants C' > 0 and r € (0,1) such that

I1Pf(z,) = w|lov < CV(2)rT,

where PZ(x,-) denotes the transition kernel of the process and r its unique invariant distribution.
In the following, we verify that both the Lyapunov condition and the T-chain property hold for our
process.

Appendiz A.3.1. The Lyapunov condition
The first condition is the existence of a Lyapunov function that verifies the following bound:

AzV(x,y) < —cV(z,y) + dlx with ¢, d strictly positive constants and K a compact set (A.1)

where the infinitesimal generator is defined, when the limit exists, by

_ g E[f(Z(@0)] = f(2)
Azf(z) = lim ; ,

t—0t

Infinitesimal generator computation. We begin by computing the infinitesimal generator A, before
explaining the form of the function V.

Let f:R™ x R — R be a function of class C2. Applying It6’s formula (see for example [42], 4T]
or [43, Chapter II, Theorem 5.1]), we obtain:
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X (@), Y () = f(z,y)

=3 [ Var(x) v Z A CRRTE LR AE
+Z/O Vo F(X(57), Y (s7)) dYi;(s)
+Z/O (f(X<s>,Y<s>>—f(X ZAY §) Vy, [(X(s )Ws‘)))dl\@-(s)-

Taking expectations and using the dynamics of (X(¢),Y (¢)) given in Equation (), we get:
B [f(X(2), Y () = £(X(0),Y(0))]
=E,, {/ V. f(X ( (s7))ds + %tr[(aaT)(X(s)Vif(X(s), Y(s))]ds}

re3 / A TV )

+E;, Z/ +A) f(X(S_),Y(S_)))de(S)] ,

where A; € R¥? is the matrix whose only nonzero entries are in the j-th column, given by the vector
(a;)i- Then, using the fact that E[h(s) dN;(s)] = E[h(s) Aj(s) ds], with

d
A() = 9 (X () + D Vig(s)

we obtain:
By [f(X(2),Y(2) — f(X(0),Y(0))]
=K,y {/ \Y% f ( (s7))ds + %tr[(aaT)(X(s))Vif(X(s),Y(s))]ds}

= /0 (A B (X )]

+ Eqy Z/o s) + 4 ) f(X(S_>»Y(3_))) <9u§(X(3_)) + Z)/}i(s_)>d3] :

=1
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This gives the infinitesimal generator A, of the process Z(t) = (X (t),Y (t)), by
1
Azf(@y) = Vof(2,9) b() + Str[(00") (@) V[ (2,9))]

d d
+Z z,y + Aj) = f(z,y)) <9u]*-(x) + Z%) = BV, f,y)yis.
i=1 ij=1

Lyapunov condition. Denoting

(A,B) := > ajb; for all A, B € R,

i,
we define the function V5 : R™ — R, by
Va(y) = e,

where M = (m;;) € R¥? is a matrix of real parameters to be chosen later. We then consider the
candidate Lyapunov function V : R x R* — R, defined by

Vi(x,y) = Vi(z) + Va(y),

where V} : R™ — R, is the function given by in Equation in the context of Assumption [4| or by
Remark [2| in the general Markovian context. Thus we have:

d
AzV(z,y) = AxVi(z) + Z el ( (g,@(:v) + Z ?in) — M) Z Biiyiymi
<AXV1 +26My M4s) _1 (gﬂ++zyﬂ> _eMy Zﬁzgywmw

where we used the upper bound of Assumption
The first term corresponds to the generator of the diffusion X, applied to V;. Furthermore, there
exist constants ¢; > 0 and d; > 0 such that

AxVi(z) < —aVi(z) + dil g, ().

where K is given by in Equation in the context of Assumption [4| or by Remark [2|in the general
Markovian context. The second term, namely

P@ﬂ&

AV (z,y) = AV (z,y) — AxVi(z

MA - 1) (gu + Zﬁ%z) - 6 Z zij]ij7
=1

J=1
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and corresponds to the generator acting on V; for a multidimensional Hawkes process with constant
baseline intensity g, . Following arguments from Proposition 4.5 of [1], which establishes a Lyapunov
property for a multidimensional Hawkes process with exponential kernel and constant baseline, there
exist constant co > 0, ds > 0, and a compact set Ky C R? such that

AV (z,y) < —c2Va(y) + doli, (y).
Combining both inequalities concludes the proof:
AzV(z,y) < —cV(2,y) + dlg, xr, (7, Y).

Appendixz A.3.2. T-chain property of the transition kernel

It is generally acknowledged that this type of proof is tedious and difficult to follow, particularly
due to the large number of indices to manipulate. For clarity and readability, we therefore present the
proof in the case of a Hawkes process of two components, that is, d = 2. The proof for an arbitrary
dimension d > 1 proceeds in the exact same way, and can be found in

In the following we thus consider a bidimensional Hawkes process having baseline functions g,
and g,; with an interaction matrix o* = (aj;)1<ij<2 and a decay matrix 8% = (57;)1<i j<2

We want to show that the transition kernel of Z verifies

P#((x,y), A x B) > Qr((v,y), A x B),

with Q7 a nontrivial kernel such that Qr(., A x B) is lower semi-continuous and for any subset A x B
of R™ x Rf. The main idea is to treat separately the component of the intensity that depends on the
process Y, by first conditioning on the trajectory of W (t) allowing us to consider X (t) as non-random.

Pf((2,y), A x B) = E(,)(14(X(T))15(Y(T)))

A.
= E(oy) (1a(X(T))Eay (Ls(Y (1)) Fy)) A2

where F, denoted the canonical filtration of the Brownian motion.

We thus start working on E(, . (15(Y(T))|F{,). In this setting, the deterministic part of the
intensity, given by g,:(X(t)), can be viewed as a bounded function of time. Using this boundedness,
we recover a setting similar to a standard Hawkes process with constant baseline intensity, which
allows us to apply existing results from the classical Hawkes process framework.

We employ techniques already used in [I] (proof of Lemma A.3) and [44], relying on the fact that
the intensity is piecewise deterministic. Fixing the number of jumps that occurred before T', the value
of Y/(T') becomes a deterministic function depending only on the initial condition and the jump times
(see Equation @), which simplifies the computation of the expectation.

We thus work on the event

Ap = {T1<T2<T3<T4<T<T5}Q{K1:1,K2:1,K3:2,K4:2}.
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In other words, we require that each component jumps d = 2 times before time 7', and that the
jumps of component 1 occur before those of component 2. Then, we have

By (Ls(Y(T)) | Fiy) = By (Lp(Y(T))La, | Fiy),
and
Eey) (1Y (T)1a, | Fiy)

B / FATM e BTORD (4 ooty k) D (v (T) Loy ptacr Loy g s i - . dis,

where:
o fATLEGATSES) (4 ko 4y, ky) is the joint density of the inter-arrival times AT} := Ty — Tj_;
and the marks (K;), conditional on the trajectory of W;

e 7,(T) € R* denotes the value of Y (T'), conditional on the event {Y (0) = y} N {AT, = t,, K, =
1,...,ATy = t4, K4 = 2} and conditional to W.

Computation of v,(T). Using the recursive expression of Y, we can write ,(t) on each interval [t; +
oo tiq, t1 + -+ t;] as a piecewise-deterministic function that depends on the initial condition y

and the jump times:

yue*mlt ?J12€76f2t

t<t
y21e—ﬁ;1t 9226_552t ’ =
t—t1)

3 x * 3 t < t S t +t
ypre Pt 4 o e P t—h) y22€—522t> 1 17T b2

and so on, and for Z?:l t,<t<T,

yre it 4 o (e—ﬁfl(t—tl) 4 e P (t—tl—tz)) yroe P2t + o, e Bla(t=32011 1) | o= Bha(t=31 ti)

yme Pt 4 gy (e Pt 4 e Phl-ti=t)) g oSt 4 s, (e Bl Tiat) 4 e RSl t)

In a more compact form, these equations can be written

2
Y (T) = | yze 7™ + af Z e Tty : (A.3)
i=2(j—1)+1 1<ij<2

We denote by (7,7(t))1<k,j<2 the entries of the matrix 7,(t), and define, for each k,

Yo (s) ==t (s) + 7 (s),

which represents the total contribution to component k obtained by summing over the two columns
of v,(s).
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Computation of the joint density f. We aim to make explicit the joint density f of the random vector
(ATs, K5, ..., ATy, K;). Using Bayes’ formula, we have:

4 2(k+1)
f(AT5,K5 ..... ATl,Kl) — H H f(ATivKi‘AT<izK<i)7 (A4)
k=0 i=2k+1

AT KG|AT<iK<i) corresponds to the conditional density of the pair (AT}, K;)

where the notation f!
given the previous history.

To compute the conditional terms f! ), we first consider the survival function of the
i-th inter-arrival time given the past, and then derive the corresponding density from it. Working on
the event Ar, for ¢ € [1,2], the condition AT; > t; is equivalent to Ny([7;-1,T;-1 + t;]) = 0, meaning
that between two jump times, the process behaves as an inhomogeneous Poisson process with intensity

s = gur (X(s)) + 232:1 Y,y (5) = guz (X (s)) + 7, (s). Hence, we have

AT} Ki|AT<i K<

P(AT; > t; | AT,q, ..., ATy, Ky, Fly) = P(Ni([Ti1, i1 + t]) = 0 | ATy, ..., ATy, Ky, Fy)
T;—1+t;
—oxp( = [ (X (o)) ds ).

Ti—1

Similarly, for i € {3,4}, we have

Ti—1

Ti—1+t;
P(AT; > t; | ATy, ..., ATy, Ky, Fiyy) = exp (— / [95(X () + 72 (s)] ds).

Once again for i = 5 we have

Ty+ts
]P’(ATE, > 5 | AT4, R ,ATl, Kl,Fa/) = exXp ( — / [gug(X(S)) + ’755(8)} dS)

Ty

where k5 is the component that jumps at time T5. Hence, for all i, the conditional density of AT; is
given by

> (9 (X(Toa +00) 4 75(Tica 0 exp ( - e + %’5(8)]d8>,

Ti—1

where k is the component that jump at time Ty: k= 1if i € {1,2} and k =2 if i € {3,4}. For i =5,
note that ks plays no role as we have no condition imposed on it.

For the conditional mark density, given AT;, ..., ATy, K, F, the probability that the event occurs
in component £ is:

(1)

M(T7) + A1)
90 (X(T77)) + 7, (1))
9y (X(T77)) + 75 (T57) 4 95 (X(T77)) + 75 (T7)

P(K; = k | AT,, ..., ATy, Ky, Fiy)
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We can then write the full conditional density as:

g (X(T7)) +5(T)
uy + 7y (1) + 9,5 (X(T7)) + 95 (T77)
< (g, (X (Tt + )+ 75 (T + 1)

Ti—1+t;
<o (= [ 4 (X0 A9,
T;

i —1

f(ATi7Ki|AT<ivK<i) (ti, ki b1, k1) =

where we recall that k; is equal to 1 if ¢ € {1,2} and to 2 if ¢ € {3,4}, and is arbitrary for i = 5.
Now, using the fact that the baseline intensities (g,: (X (t))), are bounded above and below (As-

k
sumption |5 ' we can deduce a lower bound:

Gur T '75 (T7)
Gur + 5 (T7) + gur +72(T7)
Ti—1+t;

X (gu*, + 9y (Ti1 +ti)> X exp (-/
T

i—1

f(ATi,K7;|AT<i’K<i) (ti, k;.., tq, /ﬁ)

Gy + voi(s) ds).

Using Equation , we obtain an expression that is very similar to the one derived for a Hawkes

process with constant baseline (see the third equation in the proof of Lemma A.4 in [I]). The only

difference lies in the fact that, instead of having two constants g,» and g, , the reference only involves a

single constant, namely the baseline rate of the Hawkes process (which in our setting would correspond

to the case g,» = g,» . Nevertheless, the rest of the argument is unchanged, since it relies on a change of

variables in R? associated with the mapping (1, . .., tq) — 7,(), which remains valid in our framework.
Thus, the same arguments as in Lemma A.3 of [I] apply, showing that:

Qar(y, B) == /d2 FETHnBTORD (4 ooty k) D (v (T)) dty ... dts
R

is a kernel that is non-trivial and lower semi-continuous. Combining this with Equation (A.2)) and
Assumption [3], we obtain:

Pf((z,y),Ax B) > Qr((z,y),A x B) := Qr(z,A)Q21r(y, B)

which proves that P is a T-chain.

It remains to show that the core Z = (X,Y’) admits a reachable point. We already know that the
process X admits such a point (see Assumption . Now, the Hawkes dynamics can be framed by the
one of two Hawkes processes with a constant baseline (due to the bounds on (g, )x) and we know that
in these cases 0 is reachable for the kernel. For this reason, 0 is a reachable point for Y too.

Therefore, Z is t-irreducible. Using Proposition 6.2.1 of [32], we conclude that every compact
set is a petite set. We note that the notion of a petite set is quite specific to the theory of Markov
processes, similar to that of ¢-irreducibility. For a precise definition, we refer the reader to [32].
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Appendiz A.4. Proof of Theorem [

The proof of this theorems is largely inspired by the proof of Theorems 1 and 2 in [3I], which
establish analogous results in the case of a constant baseline. The main difference here is that we also
need to handle the convergence of the baseline process. Following their approach, we define

t
M(t) := N(t) — / N (s)ds € R, V(t) := N(t) — m(t) € RY, with  m(t) ;== E[N(t)] € R%.
0
We also define for two function F, H from R to R?, the convolution

FxH(t) :/tF(t—s)H(s)ds

Then the following relations hold (where each equality are to be understood componentwise):

e The function m satisfies the following Volterra equation (see Chapter 4 of [45] for a deeper study
of this equation):

m(t):/o E[g(X (5))] ds+/0 e (£ — 5) m(s) ds.

e The centered process V' satisfies the renewal-type equation:
t
V(t) = M(t) +/ he«(t — s) V(s) ds, t>0. (A.5)
0

e Since p(K) < 1, the series

w = Z (hg*)*n

n>1

converges componentwise and belongs to L'(R,). By iterating Equation (A.5]), we obtain the
following (vectorial) representation:

V(t)= M(t) + /Otz/;(t — 8) M(s) ds. (A.6)

It is worth noting that in this proof we retain the matrix notation hg-, which is general. This
is intentional and emphasizes that the demonstration does not rely on the exponential form of the
kernel.

Appendix A.4.1. Proof of the LLN property.
The proof is divided into two parts.

1. We start by showing that —(N(Tv) — m(Tv)) =
and almost surely.

2. We then prove that +m(T) P (I — K)™'&i uniformly in v € [0, 1].
— 00

+V(Tv) —— 0 uniformly in v € [0, 1], in L?
T—o0

Let us start by the first point. Namely, we show that

1 1
?(N(Tv) —m(Tv)) = ?V(TU) P 0 uniformly in v € [0,1] in L* and a.s.
—00
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Convergence in L*. Using Equation (A.6]), we get the following upper bound,

lzven| < g s pareni(1+ [ pweas)
< g s MO0+ D)) (A7)

Using Doob’s inequality (with p = 2) for the vector martingale M, we have
, d d d
E( s || M (Tv)| ) <A4E(||M(T)|?) = 4E (Z Mi<T>2> = 4E (Z[ML-(T)) = 4E (Z M-(T))
v€e(o, i=1 i=1 i

As a result,
d T
E( sup HM(TU)H2> < 4E(Z/ A;(t)) < 4swpE(IN @) x T
ve[0,1] i—1 70 >0
where E(||A*(¢)]|]) < oo thanks to Assumption [f| and Proposition 2| Hence,

2 4 SUP;>q E(IA*(0)I)) 4 By (guf (7))
(Tv) ) = T ST - p(K) 1ow

This result, combined with Equation (A.7]) implies that (%V(UT ))v converges to 0 in L?, uniformly
in v.

Almost sure convergence. Given Equation (A.7)), it is sufficient to prove

1
— sup ||[M(uT)|| —> 0.
T ve(0,1]

According to the previous calculation, for all T > 1,

) _ 1B ([lor XO)].0)
T 1 —p(K) ‘

T2E< sup | M (0T

ve[0,1]

Therefore, by Markov’s inequality,

ve[0,1] e2T? — el 1 —p(K)

P(% sup [|M(T)| >e> < Blow, JMED)P) 1 Ery (o XO)]].)

If we choose the subsequence T,, = 2", then ) P(T,sup,cq [|M(vT,)]| > ¢) < oo, hence by
Borel-Cantelli sup,, | M (T,v)|| — 0 almost surely. For any T with 2" < T < 2"+ we have

1 1 1
= sup [|M(T0)]| = = sup [M(s)]| < 5 sup [[M(s)]| <2
s<T s§2"+1

sup || M (v2" ).
T 7 [ M (02"

2nt1 vel[0,1]
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We thus obtain the desired convergence:

sup ‘— (Tw) ‘ — 0 a.s.
v€[0,1] T—oo
We now turn to the proof of the following statement:
1 1o : :
—m(Tv) —— v ([ — K)"'i  uniformly in v € [0, 1].

T—o0

Recall that G(t) := fot E(g,+(X(s))) ds and that the function m satisfies the following equation:
m(t) = G(t) + (¢ * G)(t).
Therefore, for all v € [0, 1],

1 1— 1 —
Tm(Tv) = TG<TU) + ?(@/J x G)(Tv).

1. First term: by the ergodicity assumption (e.g Assumption {f) and the fact that g, is bounded
(see Assumption , we have:

sup
vE(0,1]

1—
—G(Tv) — vﬂH — 0.
T—o0

where the convergence is both a.s and in L2
2. Second term (convolution) We write, by changing the variable s = Tu,

L G)(T0) = /0 BT (0 — )G (Tu) du.

Let us use the uniform decomposition

T = uft + rr(u), with usel[l()l,)l] ||l (w)]| = 0.
Then
FsGNTo) =T [ 0T = W)+ re(a) du
:T/O (T — u)udu i + T/O W(T (0 — u))re(u) du.

For the first term, we perform the integration change w = T'(v — u) and obtain

T/OU¢(T(v—u))udu: v@/}(w)(v—%)dwzv ) v@[)(w)dw—%/o 7Jw;b(w)dw

0
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Since ¢ € L' and wip(w) € Li . the first quantity converges for T — oo to

o [ oty

The second term (with r7) is controlled by

|7 [ v =i < swpral - [ lwia < swlrrl [ ol

which tends uniformly in v towards 0 when 7" — oo because sup,, ||rr(u)| — 0.
Thus

;(1/1 * A)(Tv) oo Y (/ P(w dw)u uniformly in v.

Noting the sum of convolutions,

/ dw—Z/ (ho )™ (w dw—ZK”—I K)'—1,
0

n>1 n>1

we finally obtain

1 * N e
iﬂn(Tb)-;:;j'v(]7+/£ ’¢>/t—— (Id }()

Conclusion. Combining the two points above, we have for all € > 0,

1
sup H— (Tv) —v(I — K)~ ,uH <supH N(Tv) — (Tv))H+supH—m(Tv)—U(I—K)_lﬂH,
v€[0,1] T v T
Each term on the right-hand side tends uniformly to 0 as 7' — oo (the first bound read in I tends to

0 in L? and almost surely, the second in II tends to 0 uniformly and even in L? and almost surely).
This establishes the uniform convergence announced, both almost surely and in the L? norm.

Appendiz A.4.2. Proof of the CLT property.
For the rescaled family

MD(v) = LM(Tv), VD (v):= LV (Tv),

L L
VT VT

the renewal equation yields

VO (v) = MD(v) + / T (Tu) M), du,
0

with ¢ = ZnZI(hg*)*"
By the martingale FCLT, [46], it suffices to check the convergence of quadratic variations. For each
component ¢ = 1,...,d,

M M) = %N,-(Tv).
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By the law of large numbers proved previously,

1 P _

Since no simultaneous jumps occur across coordinates, cross-variations vanish. Therefore (M)
converges in law to a Gaussian martingale with independent components,

(T) 1/2
where 3; = (I'f);. It remains to show that
sup |[V@(v) — (1d — K) "M@ (@) —— 0.

ve(0,1] T—o0
The exact following decomposition

VO (@) - (Id - K)*MD(v) = / U T(Tu)(MD (v — u) — MD(v)) du

+ </OOO P — /0 T2(Tu) du) MD (v)

1. the first term vanishes by tightness and uniform continuity in probability of (A7(7),
2. the second vanishes since [ Tt(Tu) du — [;° 1 and sup, | M) (v)]| is bounded in probability.

Combining previous argument, we thus have

(VD (v)) —— ((Id— K)7' Y2 W (v))

veE[0,1] oo vel0,1]°

shows that

which concludes the proof of the first point stated. Under Assumptions {}5] the expectation satisfies
E(N(Tv)) = Tv (Id — K)™ji + o(T) uniformly in v. Hence

VT (AN(Tv) —o(ld — K) ') = VO (v) + op(1),
This concludes the proof.

Appendiz A.5. Proof of Theorem|[q
The goal is to show that distant parts of the process become asymptotically independent. To that
end, we introduce a truncated version of the process U, that is:

Upalsit) = (Ae*,i(t),gui(X(t))JrZ/( ) ho,i5(t = 5) AN;(5), Vg, (X (1)),
V@hgﬂ"j(t — S) dNJ(S)> .
j=1 (s,t)

The key step is to prove that the truncated and non-truncated processes share the same asymptotic
behavior. By stability, this implies that the effect of the initial condition vanishes as time increases.
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Appendiz A.5.1. Weak mizing property
We start by proving the weak mixing property. Let us take ¢, ¢ € Cp(E, R).

poi(w) < sup Cov(¥(Up.(t)), d(Un(t +u)) — $(Upi(t + v/u, t +u))) = Aj(u)
+sup Cov(y(Upi(t)), d(Ug.i(t + Vu,t +u))) = A(u)

Let us study the term Af(u).

Al(u) < sup V(@ (Us i)V (6(Unalt +w)) = 6(Toalt + Vit + )

t>0

< 9l e 500V (S0t + ) = S(T0ilt + Vi, )
< 9]l oo igIODE(ch(Ua,i(t +u)) — ¢(Ugilt + Vu, t + u))H2) :

The first inequality follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the second from the boundedness of
1, and the third is a consequence of V(X) < E(X?). We now prove that

supJE(Hqs(Ug,i(t ) — (Uit + Vi, b+ u))H2> = 0.

t>0

The proof is composed of two main steps.

1. Recall that SUPEH)ﬁO,i(t +Vu, t+u) = Up,(t + U)H] 0.

t>0 U—00

2. Then, for all £ > 0, supIP’(Hgb(Ug,i(t 4 u)) — (Uit + Vi, b+ u))H > 5) — 0.

t>0 U—00

We start by the first point.
Since Uy ;(t + v/u,t 4+ u) only depends on the process history up to ¢+ /u. The exponential kernel
implies
SUp | [[Ti(t + /it + ) = Up(t + w) || = O(e 2V772).
t>0
This ensures the convergence of sup;,E [||(~]9,i(t +Vu,t+u) — Upi(t + u)||} .
Let’s now turn to the second point

Let n,e > 0. Since Uy, converges to a stationary process (see Proposition, there exist a compact
K, and ty > 0 s.t. for all t > 2y, u > 0,

P(Up(t 4 u) ¢ K, or Ui(t +u,t +u) ¢ K,) <.
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So for all u, for all t > t;, we have
P([l6(Uni(t +w)) — dTo(t + Vi, t +w)| > )
< P(Ug,i(t +u) ¢ K, U Upi(t+u,t +u) ¢ Kn>
+ P(Um(t ), Uga(t + v, t+u) € Ky, |6(Uga(t + 1)) — ¢(Tpa(t + v, t +u))|| > g).

And, on K,, v is continuous and therefore absolutely continuous. Therefore, there exists ¢ such that
for all z,y in K,

|z —y|l < ¢ implies [[¢p(x) — d(y)|| < e.
So for all u > 0, for all t > t,,

P([[oWnitt +u)) = oTnatt +var,t + )| > €) <+ B([Unse + w) = Toalt + vt + )| > 6)

Since 7 is chosen arbitrarily and SUPSZO]P(HUG,i(t +u) — Upi(t + /u, t + U)H > (5) — 0. We can de-
duce that sup,- P(“¢(U97i(t +u)) — ¢(ﬁ97i(t +Vu, t + u))H > 8) — 0.

Let us now conclude the proof. Let us fix ¢ > 0. For all u,t > 0, we have,

SupE(Hw(Ug,i(u +1)) — ¢<[79z(\/ﬂ + T, u+ t)) H2>

t>0

~ 2
< 82 + SupE(H@D(Ugﬂ'(u + t)) - 77D<U97¢(\/a+ T, U+ t)) H ILH¢(U9,¢(u+t))—w(ﬁe,i(\/ﬂ+T7u+t))HZ€>

t>0

<4 ) ggﬂ?’(”zﬁ(U@i(u 1)) — zp(ﬁ@,i(\/m T u+ t)) H > 5)

- 2
As a result, supt>0]E(H¢(U9,i(u +t)) — @D(Ug,i(\/ﬂ+ T,u+ t)> H ) converge to 0. We thus have
shown that Af(u) — 0.
U—00
We can now turn to the study of A9(u).

Aj(w) = sup Cov((Up,(t)), (Usi(t + Vu,t + 1))

>0

= sup B [0(Un,(t) — E@ Ui ()] x [6(Taalt + v/, t +w) = E(6(Tpilt + vVt +w)))])

£>0
Thanks to Proposition [T, we know that for all ¢ > 0,
E [Cb(ﬁe,i(t +Vu,t+u)) — E(gb(ﬁ@’i(t +Vu, t + u))) |]_—t} uio 0.

As a result, Aj(u) — 0, which concludes the proof.

U— 00
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Appendiz A.5.2. Strong mizing property
The ideas and structure of the proof of the strong mixing result are essentially identical to those
in Lemma A.6 of [I]. The only difference lies in the way the baseline terms are incorporated: in our
setting, the baseline process explicitly appears in Uy, and its truncated version ﬁ@,i(S, t), whereas it
is not the case in [I]. Nevertheless, the proof in [I] can be followed line by line, replacing what we
denote Uy, and (7971'(3, t) by their analogs X'(t,0) and X'(s,t,6). The reasons are as follows:
e The covariance can be decomposed, by applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, into a “dif-
ference” term (analogous to A; in the preceding proof) and a covariance term involving the
truncated block (analogous to A, in the same proof),

e the truncated future block has the same asymptotic law as original process,
e uniform moment and control bounds hold for all relevant processes.

Under our assumptions, all these properties remain valid. We therefore refer the reader to [1] for the
detailed argument.

Appendiz A.6. Proof of Theorem|7]]
The proof is divided into two subsections, each addressing one of convergence stated in the theorem.

Appendiz A.6.1. Convergence in distribution

We begin by showing the convergence in distribution of the MLE, based on Theorem 1 of [38].
This theorem ensures that under the following conditions, the MLE is indeed asymptotically normal.
We list below the required conditions, and then prove that they are indeed verified in our set-up.
Condition A. Suppose that the following assumptions hold.

(A1) For each § € ©, the intensity process \y(t) is nonnegative, measurable in (w,t,6), and \,(t) € RE
for allt € Ry. Furthermore, for each time s € Ry, the mapping 6 — X\ (s) is twice continuously
differentiable from © to R%, with a continuous extension to ©.

(A2) The process Uy, defined by |14 is ergodic in the following sense: for any bounded measurable ¢
and any component 1 =1, ...

’d7
T
7| v a o x0w)

T—o00

where % denotes the invariant probability measure.
(A3) We have

sup E(sup H)\e(t)HQ) < 400

teR4 ISE)

(A4) The quantity Y(0), defined by

Y(0) = iE

verifies Y(0) # 0 for all 0 € ©\{0*}

0% i

L %\ -
Agsi = Ag; 1 log X7 Ags i (A.8)
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(A5) For all € © and any T > 0,

T T
JP’(/ Vohg(1)] dt < oo) _ 1 1@(/ V204(1)] dt < oo) ~1
0 0

(A6) For eachi=1,...,d,

2
V@)\ * 7’(t)

supE 1{)\9* (£)>0} Vo iy Ae*,i(t) < +00,
teR, . Aa*,i(t)
suplE Loy, >0y Vo T )\9*71-(25) < 400,
teRy ’ A@*,i (t) 1

[VaAg ;)] [[Vorgs s (1) ]]
sup - —— 1, < +o0.

For sake of clarity, let us remind Theorem 1 of [3§].

Theorem A (Theorem 1 of [38]). Under C’ondz’tz’on the MLE estimator 07 verifies

VI(0r-07) =5 N(0,T7).

—+00

We now aim to apply Theorem [A]l Condition [(A1)] is trivially satisfied. Assumptions

(A6)| follow directly from Proposition [2 together with Assumption [6] and Assumption [7)(2.j)
for j € {1,2}. Similarly, the ergodicity of the vector Uy; is ensured by the mixing property estab-

lished in Theorem [6l

We now turn to the proof of the remaining condition.

Lemma 1. Under Assumptions ﬂ the process defined by Equation verifies condition [(A4)

Proof. Recall that Y(), defined in (A.8]) as the asymptotic difference of the log-likelihood, is given

by: B
Y(@):iE Noe i — N, + log Qoi sy
— 0* i 0,1 Xg*ﬂ' 0*i | >

where Xgﬂ-(t) denotes the intensity of the stationary version of the process given in Equation ([10)). Let

us denote
Y A ()
E | Agi(t) — Age ;(t) — log (— )Ae*,z(t) Ao () f (XM( t>>]

Age (1)

=E
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with f: 2 — 1—x +log(r) a negative function, null only in 2 = 1. Therefore, Y(¢) = 0 implies that,
for all i € {1,...,d} for all t, Ay ;(t) = Ap. ;(t), P-almost certainly. Let us show that 6 = 6*. Both
processes are cadlag, implying that, for all i, we have P — a.s

d
9 (X (1) = 9 (K1) = 3 /( (a0 — e D ), (A.9)
j=1 —o00,t

The left member of this equality is a continuous process, whereas the right member is a jump
process, which jumps have size (ay; — a;);, implying that for all 4, j € R? o = ag.

Then, the right-hand side of Equation is C! with respect to time. Hence, it has a finite
variation and therefore a zero quadratic variation. Thus, the left-hand side of the equation has zero
quadratic variation. Since for all u, the function g, is of class C?, Itd’s formula implies that the
quadratic variation of the process (g, — g,r)(X(t)) is given by:

/0 Ve (g = 9u) (X(5)) " 0(X(5))o(X(5)) " Vi (g, — gur) (X (5)) ds.

Since o(x)o(z)" is positive semi-definite for all z, the integrand must vanish almost everywhere.

Therefore, for all ¢,
A\ (g/% - guf)(X(t)) = 0.
Then, by Assumption [9] we deduce that

V(g — gM;)(x) =0 forall x,

so that g,, — g,+ is a constant function. Using Equation (A.9) with this information, we have shown

that for all i € {1,...,d}

d

Z/ (Oéz‘jefﬂi*j(tfs) - az‘je_ﬂ”(t_s)>dﬁj(3)
is constant w.r.t time and therefore for all 7,7, 8;; = B
Gur (X(t)) = 0. And, if p; # pf, ’/Tx<(gm —gu;)fl(Rdi\{O}D > 0, which, thanks to the Harris

recurrence property of X, ensures that X returns an infinite number of times in R%\{0}. As a result,
p; = pf, which concludes the proof. O

Hence, we now have that g, (X(t)) —

Appendiz A.6.2. Convergence for all the moments

Now prove the second point of Theorem [ The proof relies on Theorem 3.14 of [47] which gives
four necessary conditions, ensuring the asymptotic normality of the MLE in the general framework of
a point process. First, the conditions of application are specified, then their verification in our setting
is demonstrated.
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Condition B.(M1) The mapping 0 +— \,(t) is C> on © and admits a continuous extension to ©, the

closure of ©.
p
< +00.
p

(M2) for allp > 1 and i € [0,4] we have
sup E (
teRy
(M3) There exists v € (0,1/2) such that, for all i, Uy, is D(F,R)-mizing uniformly in 0 € O, with a
rate p, satisfying

sup V()
9

2y
1—2vy

pu=o0(u"c) for somee >
Furthermore, there exists a limiting process XW such that for all ¢ € D(E,R),

— 0

t—o00

sup t”‘E[Q/J(Ue,z’(t))] —E[¢(Age i Xgi» Do g )]

00
with U given in Equation ((12)).
(M4) Y(0), defined by Equation (A.8)), verifies :
Y ()

oo o6 =
Theorem B (Theorem 3.14 of [47]). Under the Condition@ the MLE estimator 07 verifies
(44Tl -#1)) B0

for every Y with polynomial growth.

In order to apply Theorem [B] we verify that Conditions [B] hold in our setting.

Condition is straightforward given the intensity formula. Condition follows from As-
sumption [7(p, j), which holds for all p > 1 and j € {1,2,3,4}, together with Assumption [6] and
Proposition . The first part of Condition has already been established in Theorem |§|

We now proceed to prove the two final point.

Lemma 2. Under Assumption[6 and[p,1), for all p > 1, the process verifies [[M3)

The proof of this result is given in [Appendix C]
Lemma 3. Under Assumptions @ the process defined by Equation verifies condition |(M}),
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Proof. In LemmalI] we have already proven that the function Y is always negative except at 6*, where

the it value is null. To prove |(M4)] it remains to show that the Fisher matrix is semi-definite and
s
positive, using Assumption |9, The Fisher matrix is given by I' = Z?Zl E<39>\e*,%(t)69();;) i) >
0% i
Let us consider a vector v := (v;);, where for each i € {1,...,d}, the vector v; € R% has the same
dimension and structure as the parameter block 6; = (1, («;);, (8i;);). More precisely, each v; can be

written as:

Uy = (Uui’ (vaij )j> (Uﬁu )j)>
where v,, € R%, v, € R, and vg, € Rforall j=1,....d.
Suppose now that the quadratic form satisfies:
v T =0.

[|06% (1)
Do (1)

¥ ¥ T
As vTTo = E<UT39)\9*,i(t)39)\9*,i(t) Uz‘) -k

‘ Ao, (1) ), it implies that for all i, Jg)y,;(t)vT = 0
0% i 7

P — a.s, hence P — a.s, we have that for all ¢,

e PN (u) — Vg, Clij / (t —u)e P =) dN;(u) = 0. (A.10)

(7oovt)

d

Vg (XOVE + Y v, [

j=1 (—o0,t)

The function t — Vg, (7(25))@51_—2?:1 Usi3 Qi [y (t—u)e ™ (=N ;(u) is continuous, whereas

the term Z;l:l Vay; f(_ooi e A= N ;(u) is a jumping process, with discontinuities of size v,. Thus,

for the left-hand side of the equation to be continuous almost surely, it is necessary that v, = 0. As
a result, using Equation (A.10)),

d
Vg (XOVL =D un,a [ (t-uje BOVAN (@) =0 P -as
j=1 (—00,t)

which, using the derivation w.r.t the parameter «, ensures vg = 0. Finally, as 7x((V,g,,) ' (R*)) > 0,

we can conclude that v,, = 0.
O

Appendiz A.7. Proof of Theorem [

Let us recall the notations

Ei = Ago(T3) = Ao (Tiy) ~ E(1),  B(T) = Ay (T0) = Ay (Tims) + —=(Ts — Toy) jr I X.

S
E'H

We proceed in three steps:

1. First, we show that for any i, E;(T) — E(1).
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2. Next, we show that for any k, (El(T), e Ek(T)> SN ® E(1).

T—oo

3. Finally, we show that (E(T)) is tight. Specifically, we show that there exist M; such that
Z supIP’<|E )| > M, )
Step 1. We know that

1 _ 1
5y (1) = 85, (T10) = A () = Mg (T + AT 00 12 ),

and hence . .
Ag (1) = A5 (T;y) — Ei - ﬁATiPF_I/QX = +op (ﬁ) (A.11)
For any n > 0,
~ 1 _
P(|| i) - ) < P(' A5, (1) = 85, (Tiy) = A (1) = Ay (Tioy) + = ATp0 X > n/z)

—I—IP’(H—AT(;)F V2X — prlp X H >77/2)

The first term tends to 0 according to Equation (A.11)). For the second term, we have

)

= e, x [= (o= eqxi) + &[5 ) =(|X]))

(H—AT pI-12X ,oTITX>

where the equality holds since (7)) are independent of X, X, of pr, Iy (which depend only on N ), and
of p,I" (also independent of N).

~ 2
Under the assumptions of moment convergence for the MLE, ]E(HﬁTHQ) and E (H[TH ) are bounded

(see Proposition . We thus conclude that for all i, EZ(T) converges to E;, hence to an exponential
distribution with rate 1.

Step 2.. Now we show that <E1(T), o Ek(T)> = ;-1 E(1).

We proceed by induction. First, we show that for any k < I, (Ex(T), E)(T)) —=— - EM)RQE().
—00
Let .1, € R,

E<€itzEl(T)+itkEk(T)> — E(E (eitzEz(T)eitkEk(T) ’ ('f'j)’ (Tj)j<l—1>)-
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For all j < I, AT; 1L T;|(T})j<i-1, and since we also condition on (Tj) and X, E,(T) and Ek(T)
depend only on the inter- arrlval times. Therefore,

B (B HnBUD)) = g (B (WO |(F), (T,) sz, X )E (B O|(T)), (T)),01, X))

J J

— B (B OE(ED|(T), (1)), X))

Since EZ(T ) converges in probability to E;, by the mapping theorem eitiEu(T) converges in probability

to e and as || B(D) H < 1, we have convergence in £'. Similar reasoning apply for e*#+(T) which
lead to ~ ~
E (eitlEl (T)+itg Ey, (T)) ct ]E’ (e’itkEk)]E (eitlEl) )
T—o00
Thus, (Ey(T), E(T)) —=— — E(1)®E(1). By induction, for any k£ > 0, (El(T),...,Ek(T)> TL>
—00 —00
®j E(1)-
Step 3.. We show that there exist (M;) such that
Z sup]P’<|E )| > M, )
We show that supTEQE’i(T)]) < ¢; for some ¢; > 0. Indeed,
~ 1 .
E(|B(T)]) <E(an;,) + ﬁE< pT[TXH>. (A.12)

The second term tends to 0 since ]E(HﬁTTT)D is bounded and E(AT;}) < oo, so there exists ¢} such
that

1 o~ =
For the first term in (A.12]), conditioning on (YN’J), ;. 18 a process with mean fir+K(Id— K*)™"
T
Thus,

E<A~ (T3) —AgT(Tzel)> :E<AT (MT+KT (Id— K*) ' >)

T — B(ATE (ir + Kr(Id - K)7'w"),

which is bounded. Hence supTIE<A§ (T3) — A4 (Ti,l)) < +o00.
This concludes the third step, and thus the proof.
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Appendix B. Proof of Proposition

To prove this Proposition, we start by proving the result for A.(¢), the true intensity of the process
and then extend it all 0 € ©.
Appendixz B.1. First result for the true parameter
Lemma 4. For all 1> 1 and alli € {1...d}, supteR]EO)\e*’i(t)‘l) < to0.

Proof. Even though we consider the particular set up of a process with an exponential kernel, this
property can be proven in much more general set-up where the kernel function is an integrable
functions. We thus keep for this specific proof the general notation, i.e we consider >‘9*,i(t) =

Gur (X (1)) + ijl f(o p ho+i,(t — s)dN;(s) and suppose that this function verifies:
1. p(K) <1 where K = (Hhe*’ij“[:l)z‘j
2. Foralli,j € [1,...,d], hg-;; € L7 for a ¢ € N\{0, 1}.

Under this hypothesis, we will show that for all [ € [1,¢], supteRE(P\@* (t)\l> < +o00. As the expo-

nential kernel is in £? for all p > 1, proving this more general lemma will demonstrate the expected
result.

The proof is done using recurrence on [ € [1,p]. Let us recall that the thinning procedure to
obtain A,. ;(t) is given by the following set of equations.

/\Z(n+1)<t) =g (X(t7)) + Z/ hg- ij(t — s)dN(s)
AN V() =N ([O, Ag"+1><t>] x dt) ,

(2

with A(® =0 and N© = (). Using an induction, we show the following property:

k
H(k) : 3C) such that for all n € N for all t, for alli E (’)\En)(t)’ ) < Ck.

We start by proving H(1): The first step consists in proving that E<|)\Z(-") (t) — )\En_l)(t)|> < gy K",
to finally deduce that

E(Ag”) (t)) <g. Xd: K11,

k=1

where 1, denotes the vector in RP with all entries equal to 1. Let us start by studying E <])\§n) () — )\En_l) (1) \)
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E (") - A" ) D

< Z / o (1 = 52) B (N0 (52) = A2 s)

kn=1

> ds,
d
< Z / h@* Jikn Sn) Z hG*,knkn71(Sn — Sn—l)E </\}(€Z_2)(Sn 1)) dSn_l dSn

kn=1 kp—1=1

— Z/ he* Jikn, Z / hH*k kn_ 1 Sn—l) <)\(TL 2)(Sn 1)) dsn—ldsn

kn=1 kn—1=1

kn=1

d d
<gs Z Z Z KianknknA .. Kkgkg

kn=1kp_1=1 ki=1

ki1=1

= (Kn_l]lp)
As a result,
E(N7)0) < i (W00 - X 0]) + B 0) <00+ 30 (011,), < 000 - K7,

This shows the initialisation step.

We now suppose that H(l — 1) is verified for some [ — 1 > 1.

We use the following inequality: for all z,y,2 > 0,p > 1: (z+y)? < (1+2)P 7 aP + (14 z7H)P~1yP,

which implies (as [ — 1 > 1),

(t)‘k) < (14 2) ™ (g (X)) + (1271 (Z/ e glt = AN >>

Jj=1

< (14 2) 7 (g (X)) + (L4 27 12(/ g 35t — 5)AN" ())l

Jj=1
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Denoting N;n)( t) = N(n f(Ot /\ ") s)ds we have:

l
( / vy (1 — s)dN;’”(s))
(0.,t)
) l
=E ((/ hgs ;5(t — s)den (s) —|—/ hgs ;5 (t — S)/\§-n)(8)d8> )
(0,t) (0,t)
o l l
<(1+2)"'E </ hgs ;5(t — s)dN§n)(s)> +(1+2HE (/ hgs ;5 (t — s))\§n)(s)d3> :
(0,t) (0,t)
And using the Kunita inequality ensures that there exists K; such that
o l
( / hos i3 (t — s)ng.”)(s)) < KiE ( / how i3 (t — s)lAgn)(s)ds)
(0,t) (0,t)
1/2
+ K[]E ((/ h’@*,ij (t - 5)2>\‘§n) (S)d3> )
(0,t)

As a result, we have shown the following inequality:.

“(

E

E

l
o)) < '

d
+ 1+ )V KRS E / Bl it — s))\g.")(s)ds}
j=1 (0,t)

d 12
G E (/ hew<t_s»;”><s>ds) |
= Voo

Furthermore, E[f(m hge 55(t — 5) A (s)ds] < |he- UHlsupteRE[)\ ()} < g0 ]|(1 = K) 7 ge 511

And, taking f = hé* f]/l, = h;{fij X )\g.”) ,p=1/2and ¢ = (1 —2/1)"" Holder’s inequality ensures:

1/2 /2 1/2
( / h9*7ij(t—s))\§-")ds> g( / h2. . (t—s)d) E( / hg*ij(t—s)<)\§-")> ds)
(0,t) (0,t) ot

. 12
< sl sup B (1))
teR

< ||h9*7ij\|l2+2 max(1,Cy_1)

E
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where the second and third inequalities are due to the recursive hypothesis and the fact that h € £P
for p > 2. Using once again Hélder inequality with p = and ¢ = (1 — 1/1)"" we have,

! I
(/ h@*,ij (t — S))\gn) (3>d8) ] S ||h/9*,ij||1 / h@*,ij (t — S)E( )dS
(0,t) (0,t)
Combined with the previous inequality, this gives:
('
E ( Aj (s)‘ )ds,

where K is a constant independent of t.
As a result E < (n+1)( )’ ) <K+ (14274t Z] L heeis || sup,er E (

(n)
A; 7 (s)

E

h@*,ij (t — S)E (

J

l
@] ) £ K @ e

(0,t)

!
(n) N
Aj (t)) ) implying that

Al >(z)‘l>.

sup E ("H) <K+ (1+z1 l ! hox ij sup]E
J
teR

!
As E ‘/\g.l)(t)‘ > < g+ < 400 we thus deduce that for all n > 1, E (

(=
(1+ z_l)l_1\|h90H27< 1. As a result (v,) is bounded. In addition, the bounding constant depends
only on the parameter defining the arithmetico-geometric sequence, implying that the bound does not

depend on either n or t.
The dominated convergence theorem ensures the desired result: sup,- E(()\l(t))l> < +o0.

l
A (t)‘ > < +00 and that

!
)\5-") (t)’ )) is bounded above by an arithmetico-geometric sequence (v,) with having ratio
n>1

Appendiz B.2. Proof of the state Lemma
Let us take [ > 1 with [ € [1,p]. Using that for all 2,9,z > 0 and all p > 1, (z + )} <
(1+ 2) 2l + (1 + 27H 1yl we have

d
Jj=

]E(X(t)‘l>§(1+z)“| O+ <Z/O hjtst()>l

1

<A+ m@))+Q+z7" “Z( th,t—sdzv())

Jj=1

\

(o,
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Furthermore, denoting N;(t) = N.(t) — [ 0.0 A;(s)ds we obtain the following inequality.

(/(O,t) hy(t — S)Nj(ds))l
) ((/(O’t) hj(t — s)dN;(s) + /(O’t) hy(t — S)Aj(s)ds)l)
<(1+2)"'E <(/(O’t) Ryt — s)de(s))l> +(1+2zHE ((/M hy(t — s)Aj(s)ds>l>

And the Kunita inequality ensures that there exists K; such that

( /(OJ) Tt — s)dﬁj@))l] < KE ( /m,t) it — s)l)\j(s)ds) +KE (( /W) iyt — s)2>\j(3)d5>l/2> |

As a result we have shown the following inequality.

]E(‘X(t)’l> < (1+2) ()

E

E

(1+2H7 1+ ) K, zi:IE U(O’t) RL(t — S)Aj(s)ds]
+(1+2H) T 1+ 2) TR, zi:E (/(O,t) }l/j(t - S)Aj(s)ds) 1/2]
([ - i)

d

+ (14 z7H! ZE

j=1

Using Holder inequality we thus have,

teR

sopE([M0)] ) < (14 2 sup )+ K1+ 77414 2 LY sup (A, (9]

h;

E(mor)

d
+ 1+ H 1+ ) Z sup
‘o] teR

h;

+(1+zl)lli‘ 1§3£E(|Aj(t)}l)

< 400,

where the last inequality is due to Lemma 4| and the fact that %j € £9D L' forall 1 <1 < q. This
concludes the proof.
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Appendix C. Proof of Lemma

We first note that under Assumption [6] the constant Cy defined in Propostion [I} is independant
of 6. As a result,
E(||Ag.:(t) = Agl]) < Ce.

Then, for all ¢ € D(E,R),
OE[||6(T0:(6)) - 6T (0))]|] < PE[IVHE®). (Unit) ~ Toa())]
< C’t”]E[HUgji(t) - Ue,i(t)” ] < 00
for some £9(t) € [Up(t),Up,(t)], and C > 0 a constant which does not depend on 6 and ¢ and where
the inequality is due to sup, E [sup, Vo (£%(t))] < +oc.

Thanks to Proposition |3 and the fact that each term in Upi(t) — Upi(t) can be » written as a sum
of integrals with respect to the measure dN — dN, and a term E(||g,,, (X (t)) — g, (X (t)||) we deduce

that E [HUM(IS) — Ug(t) HZ} decreases exponentially uniformly in 6.

Appendix D. T-chain property for a general d

We resume the proof of |[Appendix A.3.2| from Equation (A.2]). As in the case d = 2, we begin by
bounding E, ) (15(Y (T)) | F}) from below. We thus work on the event

AT = {T1<T2<...<Td2 <T<Td2+1}ﬂ{K1:].,...Kd:1,Kd+1:2......,K2d:2,...Kd2:d}.

In other words, we require that each component jumps d times before time 7', and that the jumps of
N; occur before those of component Ny which occur before those of N3 and so on. Then, we have

E(y (15(Y(T)) | Fiy)
E(oy) (Lp(Y (1)) 14, | Fiy)

where:

o fATLEGATSKS) (4 ko 4y, k) is the joint density of the inter-arrival times (AT;) and the
marks (Kj;), conditional on the trajectory of W;

o (1) € ]Rd2 denotes the value of Y (¢), for t € [0, T, conditional on the event {Y (0) = y}N{AT; =
t, K = ., ATy = t4, K4 = 2} and conditional to .
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Computation of v,(T).. Using the recurrence property of Y we have:

(j+1)d

1) = (e 7 o T e ) o

i=jd+1 i

We denote by (7,7(t))1<k j<2 the entries of the matrix ~,(t), and define, for each k,

Computation of the joint density f.. We aim to make explicit the joint density f of the random vector
(ATpi1, Kgiq, ..., ATy, Ky). Using Bayes’ formula, we have:

d—1 (k+1)d

f(ATd27Kd2 ..... ATy K1) H H fAT K| AT<i K i)

k=0 i=dk+1

where the notation f(A7»ilAT<i:K<i) corresponds to the conditional density of the pair (AT}, K;)
given the previous history.

To compute the conditional terms , we first consider the survival function of the
i-the inter-arrival time, given the past. For all ¢ € [dk + 1,d(k + 1)], we have:

f(ATi7K¢|AT<¢7K<¢)

P(AT; >t | ATy, ..., ATy Ky, F) = P(NW([Ti1, Ty + 1) =0 | ATy, ..., ATy, Ky, Fiy)
T 1+t;
o (= [ gaxen +akeas),

Ti—1

where (77(s));, the coordinates of 7, (s) defined in Equation (A.3)), represents the value of the
Hawkes process Y (s) conditionally on the Brownian motion, the initial condition y, and the jump
times before time s.

Hence, for all i, the conditional density of AT; is given by

T 1+t
tH(w&Wﬂ4+wHﬂﬁﬂ4+ﬂ>ﬁp<—/ bﬂX@D+ﬁ@ﬂ%>
Ti1
Note that for i = d? + 1, kg1 plays no role as we have no condition imposed on it.
For the conditional mark density, given AT;, ..., ATy, K, Fi, the probability that the event occurs
in component k is:

P(K; =k | AT, ..., ATy, K, Fb) = M) dguz(X(ﬂ))_Jrvﬁ(Ti) -
zz AT (gul*(X(Ti ) +5(T; )
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f(ATi,Ki|AT<i7K<i)

We can then write the full conditional density as:
FOTRAIAT RO (4, et g, iyt k)
g (K@) (T
= — — —
>t (9 (X(T7) +94(T7))
Ti1+t;

X (g“;i(X(Ti_l + ) + vy (T + t,-)) X exp (—/T

i—1

gp;i(X(s)) + ’Y:i(S) ds) )

Now, using the fact that the baseline intensities (g, (X (t)))k are bounded above and below ( see
Assumption ' we can deduce a lower bound:

G + ’75 (T7)
d i —
Sy (g +4(T))
Ti—1+t;

X <9ui + ’y?ljl (T;_l —+ tz)) X exp (—/
T;

i—1

f(ATi’Ki‘AT<i’K<i)(ti, kiytia, kica ...t ky) >

s+ (5)ds)

We are thus once again in the setting of a multidimensional Hawkes process with constant baseline.
The same arguments as in Lemma A.3 of [I] apply, showing that:

Q2r(y, B /f(A 241 d2+1""’ATI’K1)(td2+17 kg1, .-, t1, k)
Ly (D) Lttt p<r Loyt >T Al dbgz g

is a kernel that is non-trivial and lower semi-continuous.
Combining this with Equation (A.2]) and using Assumption |5, we obtain:

PTZ((:U,y),A x B) > Qr((z,y),Ax B) := Q11r(z, A)Q27(y, B)

which proves that P is a T-chain.

It remains to show that the core Z admits a reachable point. We already know that the process
Xadmits such a point. Now, the Hawkes dynamics can be framed by the one of two Hawkes processes
with a constant baseline (due to the bounds on (g,:)x ), and we know from the theory of classical
Hawkes processes that 0 is reachable for those process.

Therefore, Z is i-irreducible. By Proposition 6.2.1 of [32], we conclude that every compact set is
a petite set.
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Algorithm 3 Test for equality between coefficients Ho: 67 = 67 vs Hy:
0r # 05
Require: Sample S := {(t, X (t)) : t € T}, with T containing at least all
(Ty)ien....N(D)]
1. Compute the MLE éT;
2. Compute I asin Equation (13));
3. Compute

VT (6: - ;)
\/(f_l)u‘ —2(5 )+ (7Y

4. Reject Hy if | Z;;| > q1—a/2 where ¢1_q /2 is the 1 — a/2 quantile of the
standard Gaussian distribution.

Zij =

Appendix E. Other test

We present here another available test which allow to compare the coefficient values of the model.

Moreover, both Algorithm [I] and [3] can be easily adapted to test one-sided alternatives, such as
inequality constraints. For example, testing Ho : p1 < po versus Hyp @ g1 > po simply amounts to
computing the same test statistic but comparing it against the one-sided Gaussian quantile.
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