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Abstract. We consider a system of N Hawkes processes and observe the actions of a subpop-

ulation of size K ≤ N up to time t, where K is large. The influence relationships between

each pair of individuals are modeled by i.i.d.Bernoulli(p) random variables, where p ∈ [0, 1] is
an unknown parameter. Each individual acts at a baseline rate µ > 0 and, additionally, at an

excitation rate of the form N−1
∑N

j=1 θij
∫ t
0 ϕ(t − s) dZj,N

s , which depends on the past actions

of all individuals that influence it, scaled by N−1 (i.e. the mean-field type), with the influence

of older actions discounted through a memory kernel ϕ : R+ → R+. Here, µ and ϕ are treated
as nuisance parameters. The aim of this paper is to establish a central limit theorem for the

estimator of p proposed in [21], under the subcritical condition Λp < 1.
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1. Introduction

Hawkes processes, originally introduced by Hawkes [17] in 1971, have been widely applied across
various fields such as neuroscience, finance, social network interactions, and criminology, among
others (see, e.g., [1, 4, 5, 15, 23, 24, 30, 32, 33, 35] for a non-exhaustive list). From a mathematical
perspective, a substantial body of theoretical literature has been devoted to Hawkes processes and
their generalizations (see, e.g., [2, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 18, 20, 22, 27, 34] for a non-exhaustive list).

Regarding statistical inference for Hawkes processes, most studies have focused on the fixed
finite-dimensional case (i.e., fixed N) with the asymptotics t → ∞. For parametric models, Ogata
[26] investigated the maximum likelihood estimator for stationary point processes. In Bacry-Muzzy
[3], Delattre et al. [14], Hansen et al. [16], Reynaud-Bouret et al. [29, 30, 31], the non-parametric
estimation are considered for the following system: for fixed N ≥ 1, and i, j = 1, ..., N , the counting
process (Zi,N

s )i=1...N,0≤s≤t is governed by its intensity process (λi,N
s )i=1...N,0≤s≤t, defined by

λi,N
t := µi +

N∑
j=1

∫ t−

0

ϕij(t− s)dZj,N
s ,(1)

for µi > 0 and ϕij : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is measurable and locally integrable. They provided estimators
for the µi and the functions ϕij . In [28], Rasmussen considered the Bayesian inference of one
dimensional system: the counting process (Zs)0≤s≤t is determined by its intensity process (λs)0≤s≤t

of the form

λt := µt +

∫ t−

0

ϕ(t− s)dZs,(2)

where the rate µt depends on time t.
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In real-world applications, however, it is often necessary to investigate interactions among a
large number of measured components within a system. For example, in neuroscience, the number
of neurons involved is typically enormous. Therefore, it is natural to consider a double asymptotic
case where both t → ∞ and N → ∞. Research in this setting remains scarce. In [13], Delattre and
Fournier examined a graphical model comprising N Hawkes point processes with pairwise interac-
tions occurring with probability p. They proposed an estimator for p based on observing the entire
system (Zi,N

s )i=1...N,0≤s≤t and gave the explicit rate N−1/2 + N1/2m−1
t (up to some arbitrarily

small loss), where mt denotes the mean number of events per point process. Subsequently, Liu [21]
studied the same problem of estimating p in the same setting as [13] but using only partial informa-
tion, specifically, the information obtained from K Hawkes processes where K ≤ N . The author
established that under (H(q)) for some q > 3, the estimator p̂N,K,t for p with a rate of convergence

K−1/2 + N/(K1/2mt) + N/(Km
1/2
t ). More recently, Chevallier, Löcherbach and Ost [9] investi-

gated a system of N interacting {0, 1}-valued chains (rather than Hawkes point processes) with
binary interactions occurring with unknown probability p on an underlying Erdös-Rényi random
graph. By analyzing coalescing random walks that define a backward regeneration representation
of the system, they demonstrated that the unknown connection probability p can be estimated
by an computationally efficient estimator with a convergence rate N−1/2 +N1/2t + (log(t)/t)1/2.
Meanwhile, Chevallier and Ost [10] considered the problem of estimating the sets P+ and P−
without prior knowledge of the remaining model parameters, in the same setting as [9].

1.1. Setting. We consider some unknown parameters p ∈ [0, 1], µ > 0 and a measurable, locally
integrable function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞). For N ≥ 1, let (Πi(dt, dz))i=1,...,N be an i.i.d. family of
Poisson random measures on [0,∞) × [0,∞) with intensity dtdz. Independent of this family, let
(θij)i,j=1,...,N be an i.i.d. family of Bernoulli(p) random variables. We study the following system:
for each i ∈ {1, ..., N} and all t ≥ 0,

Zi,N
t =

∫ t

0

∫ ∞

0

1{z≤λi,N
s }Π

i(ds, dz), where λi,N
t = µ+

1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t−

0

ϕ(t− s)dZj,N
s .(3)

The solution ((Zi,N
t )t≥0)i=1,...,N is a family of counting processes. By [13, Proposition 1], system

(3) admits a unique càdlàg solution that is (Ft)t≥0-measurable, provided that ϕ is locally integrable.
Here,

Ft = σ(Πi(A) : A ∈ B([0, t]× [0,∞)), i = 1, ..., N) ∨ σ(θij , i, j = 1, ..., N),

where B([0, t]× [0,∞)) denotes the Borel σ-algebra on the corresponding product space.

Intuitively, the process Zi,N
t counts the actions of individual i in [0, t]. We say that individual j

influences individual i if and only if θij = 1 (allowing for the possibility that i = j). At any time t,

the i-th individual acts according to the intensity λi,N
t . This intensity consists of two components:

a constant autonomous rate µ > 0, and an interaction-driven component of the form

N−1
N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s) dZj,N
s ,

which models imitation. The interaction term depends on the past actions of all individuals that
influence i, weighted by N−1, and discounts the influence of older actions through the memory
kernel ϕ : R+ → R+.



4 CHENGUANG LIU, LIPING XU, AN ZHANG

1.2. Assumptions. Define Λ :=
∫∞
0

ϕ(t)dt ∈ (0,∞]. For some q ≥ 1,

µ ∈ (0,∞), Λ ∈ (0,∞), Λp ∈ [0, 1),

∫ ∞

0

sqϕ(s)ds < ∞,

∫ ∞

0

(ϕ(s))2ds < ∞.(H(q))

1.3. Model. Consider a system of N individuals. For each individual j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, denote by
Sj = {i ∈ {1, . . . , N} : θij = 1}, the set of individuals connected to j. The only action available to

individual i is to send a message to every member of Si. Here Zi,N
t stands for the total number

of messages sent by individual i during [0, t]. The counting process (Zi,N
s )i=1...N,0≤s≤t is governed

by its intensity processes (λi,N
s )i=1...N,0≤s≤t. Informally, the intensity is defined by

P
(
Zi,N
t has a jump in [t, t+ dt]

∣∣∣Ft

)
= λi,N

t dt, i = 1, ..., N,

where Ft denotes the sigma-field generated by (Zi,N
s )i=1...N,0≤s≤t and (θij)i,j=1,...,N . The rate λi,N

t

at which i sends messages can be decomposed into the sum of two components:
• New messages: new messages generated at rate µ;
• Forwarded messages: messages that i has received and forwards after some delay (possibly

infinite) depending on the age of the message, which contributes a sending rate of the form

1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t−

0

ϕ(t− s)dZj,N
s .

If for example ϕ = 1[0,K], then N−1
∑N

j=1 θij
∫ t−
0

ϕ(t − s)dZj,N
s is precisely the number of

messages that the i-th individual received between the time t−K and t, divided by N .

Remark 1.1. In [25], we see that the Erdös-Rényi graph can be applied to model a social network.
And [5] tells us that Hawkes process can model the number of the messages.

1.4. Main Goal. In the present work, we follow the same setting as [21]. Specially, we consider
a system of N i.i.d. Hawkes point processes (Zi,N

s )i=1...N,0≤s≤t and a family of i.i.d. Bernoulli(p)
random variables (θij)i,j=1,...,N , where p ∈ [0, 1] is an unknown parameter. The interactions among
the Hawkes processes are binary and encoded by a directed Erdös-Rényi random graph with p.
The objective of this paper is to establish the estimation of p through the limit distribution of the
corresponding estimator based on partial observations from N Hawkes processes, that is, knowing
only the first 1 ≪ K ≤ N processes of (Zi,N )i=1,...,N with t large.

Remark 1.2. Since the family of (Zi,N )i=1,...,N is exchangeable, the observation given by the first
K processes is not a restriction.

1.5. Notations. Throughout this paper, the conditional expectation given (θij)i,j=1,...N is denoted
by Eθ. The corresponding conditional variance and covariance are denoted by Varθ and Covθ ,
respectively. For f, g : [0,∞) → R, we define their convolution by

f ∗ g(t) =
∫ t

0

f(t− s)g(s)ds, t > 0,

and φ∗n denotes the n-fold convolution of φ. We adopt the conventions ϕ∗0(s)ds = δ0(ds) and

ϕ∗0(t − s)ds = δt(ds), so that in particular,
∫ t

0
sϕ∗0(t − s)ds = t.

d−→ and
P−→ refer to the

convergence in distribution and convergence in probability, respectively.

We use C to denote a positive constant whose value might change from line to line.
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2. Main result

2.1. Main result. We assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1. The supercritical case (Λp > 1) is not
addressed in this work. Its treatment would involve different techniques and significantly more
technical arguments, and is therefore deferred to a separate, completed paper for independent

investigation. We first remind the estimator built in [21]. For N ≥ 1 and for ((Zi,N
t )t≥0)i=1,...,N

the solution of system (3), we set Z̄N
t := N−1

∑N
i=1 Z

i,N
t , and Z̄N,K

t := K−1
∑K

i=1 Z
i,N
t . Next, we

introduce

εN,K
t :=

1

t
(Z̄N,K

2t − Z̄N,K
t ), VN,K

t :=
N

K

K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− εN,K

t

]2
− N

t
εN,K
t .

And for ∆ > 0 such that t/(2∆) ∈ N∗.

XN,K
∆,t := WN,K

∆,t − N −K

K
εN,K
t ,

where

WN,K
∆,t = 2ZN,K

2∆,t −ZN,K
∆,t , ZN,K

∆,t =
N

t

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ −∆εN,K
t )2.

We then introduce the function Ψ(3) defined by

Ψ(3)(u, v, w) =
u2(1−

√
u
w )2

v + u2(1−
√

u
w )2

if u > 0, v > 0, w > 0 and Ψ(3)(u, v, w) = 0 otherwise.

We set

p̂N,K,t := Ψ(3)(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

),

with

(4) ∆t = (2⌊t1−4/(q+1)⌋)−1t.

The main result of this paper, which is proved in Section 7, is stated below.

Theorem 2.1. We assume that p > 0 and that (H(q)) holds for some q > 3. Define ∆t by (4).
We set cp,Λ := (1 − Λp)2/(2Λ2). We always work in the asymptotic (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) and
1√
K

+ N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K

+Ne−cp,λK → 0.

(i) The dominant term is 1√
K
, i.e. when [ 1√

K
]/[NK

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K
] → ∞, it holds that

√
K
(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
d−→ N

(
0, p2(1− p)2

)
.

(ii) The dominant term is N
t
√
K
, i.e. when [ N

t
√
K
]/[ 1√

K
+ N

K

√
∆t

t ] → ∞, we have

t
√
K

N

(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
d−→ N

(
0,

2(1− Λp)2

µ2Λ4

)
.

(iii) The dominant term is N
K

√
∆t

t , i.e. when [NK

√
∆t

t ]/[ 1√
K

+ N
t
√
K
] → ∞, imposing moreover

that limN,K→∞
K
N = γ ∈ [0, 1],

K

N

√
t

∆t

(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
d−→ N

(
0,

6(1− p)2

Λ2

(
(1− γ)(1− Λp)3 + γ(1− Λp)

)2)
.
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We will not examine the cases involving two or three dominant terms, as we believe this is not
very restrictive in practice. Furthermore, such a study would be much more tedious due to the
difficulty of analyzing the correlations between the different terms. An alternative formulation of
Theorem 2.1 can also be provided.

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 2.1. We also assume limN,K→∞
K
N = γ ∈ [0, 1]

and

limmax{ 1√
K

,
N

K

√
∆t

t
,

N

t
√
K

}
/( 1√

K
+

N

K

√
∆t

t
+

N

t
√
K

−max{ 1√
K

,
N

K

√
∆t

t
,

N

t
√
K

}
)
= ∞.

Then we have[
max

{p(1− p)√
K

,

√
2(1− Λp)

µΛ2

N

t
√
K

,

(1− p)

Λ

[
(1− γ)(1− Λp)3 + γ(1− Λp)

]N
K

√
6∆t

t

}]−1(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
d−→ N (0, 1).

Remark 2.3. This result allows us to construct an asymptotic confidence interval for p in the
subcritical case. We define

µ̂N,K,t := Ψ(1)(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

), Λ̂N,K,t := Ψ(2)(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

)

where

Ψ(1)(u, v, w) := u

√
u

w
, Ψ(2)(u, v, w) :=

v + [u−Ψ(1)(u, v, w)]2

u[u−Ψ(1)(u, v, w)]
,

if u > 0, v > 0, w > u and Ψ(1)(u, v, w) = Ψ(2)(u, v, w) = 0 otherwise. By [21, Theorem 2.3], we

have, when 1√
K

+ N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K

+Ne−cp,ΛK → 0,(
µ̂N,K,t, Λ̂N,K,t, p̂N,K,t

)
P−→ (µ,Λ, p).

Hence by Theorem 2.1, in the cases (i), (ii) or (iii), for 0 < α < 1,

limP
(
|p̂N,K,t − p| ≤ IN,K,t,α

)
= 1− α,

where

IN,K,t,α = Φ−1(1− α

2
)
( 1√

K
p̂N,K,t(1− p̂N,K,t) +

N

t
√
K

√
2(1− Λ̂N,K,t p̂N,K,t)

µ̂N,K,t(Λ̂N,K,t)2

+
N

K

√
6∆t

t

(1− p̂N,K,t)

Λ̂N,K,t

[
(1− γ)(1− Λ̂N,K,t p̂N,K,t)

3 + γ(1− Λ̂N,K,t p̂N,K,t)
])

,

and Φ(x) = 1√
2π

∫ x

−∞ e−
s2

2 ds.

Concerning the case p = 0, the following result shows that p̂N,K,t is not always consistent.

Proposition 2.4. We assume p = 0 and that (H(q)) holds for some q > 3. We set cp,Λ :=
(1 − Λp)2/(2Λ2). We always work in the asymptotic (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) and in the regime
N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K

+Ne−cp,ΛK → 0.

(i) If [ N
t
√
K
]/[NK

√
∆t

t ]2 → ∞, we have

p̂N,K,t
P−→ 0.
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(ii) If [NK

√
∆t

t ]2/[ N
t
√
K
] → ∞, we have

p̂N,K,t
d−→ X

where P(X = 1) = P(X = 0) = 1
2 .

2.2. Heuristics for the three estimators. The three estimators were initially proposed in [13]
and later extended to partially observed settings in [21]. They can essentially be viewed as ana-
logues of the sample mean, the sample variance, and a time–shifted (temporal) empirical variance
for stochastic processes. Since our objective is to establish central limit theorem, we focus on the
leading term of each estimator. For intuition on their construction, we refer to [13, Section 2.1].
The adaptation to partial observation follows analogously, see [21, Section 3.1]. For the reader’s
convenience, we also provide a brief explanation below, and for more details, see [13, Section 2.1]
or [21, Section 3.1].

Consider the matrix AN defined by AN (i, j) = θij/N and set QN = (I − ΛAN )−1. Under the
subcritical condition Λp < 1, QN exists with high probability and admits the series expansion∑

n≥0 Λ
nAn

N . Let ℓN (i) =
∑N

j=1 QN (i, j), cN (i) =
∑N

j=1 QN (j, i) and ℓ̄KN = 1
K

∑K
i=1 ℓN (i).

By [13, Section 2.1], it can be informally shown that ℓ̄KN ≃ 1
1−Λp for sufficiently large N .

Conditional on (θij)i,j=1,...,N , and for t,N,K large enough, the law of large numbers suggests

that
∑K

i=1 Z
i,N
t ≃

∑K
i=1 Eθ[Z

i,N
t ] (i.e. (

∑K
i=1 Z

i,N
t )/(

∑K
i=1 Eθ[Z

i,N
t ]) → 1). Assume the limit

γN (i) := limt→∞ Eθ[Z
i,N
t ]/t exists. Then Definition (3) implies γN = µ1N + ΛANγN , so that

γN = µQN1N . Consequently, t−1Z̄N,K
t ≃ (tK)−1

∑K
i=1 Eθ[Z

i,N
t ] ≃ µK−1

∑K
i=1 ℓN (i) ≃ µ

1−Λp .

Next, we explain why we use Z̄N,K
2t − Z̄N,K

t rather than Z̄N,K
t itself. Under Assumption (H(q))

(see the proof of Lemma 16 in [13]), we have Eθ[Z
i,N
t ] = µℓN (i)t+ χN

i +±t1−q, where χN
i is some

finite random variable. Consequently, t−1Eθ[Z
i,N
2t − Zi,N

t ] converges to ℓN (i) at rate t−q, which is

faster than the rate t−1 obtained from t−1Eθ[Z
i,N
t ] alone.

Based on [13, Section 2.1] and proceeding from a similar argument, we have VN,K
t ≃ µ2Λ2p(1−p)

(1−Λp)2

and XN,K
∆t,t

≃ µ
(1−Λp)3 . Then we can construct the partial observed estimator for parameters (µ,Λ, p)

by arranging (εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

).

2.3. Plan of the paper. After some preliminaries stated in Section 3, we study some random
matrix in Section 4, some limit theorems for the first and second estimator are established in
Section 5, and the limit theorem for the third one is established in Section 6. Finally, we conclude
the proof of the main results in Section 7. Moreover, the proofs for some technical Lemmas are
presented in Appendix.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Some notations. For r ∈ [1,∞) and x ∈ RN , we set ∥x∥r = (
∑N

i=1 |xi|r)
1
r , and ∥x∥∞ =

maxi=1...N |xi|. For a N × N matrix M , we denote by |||M |||r the operator norm associated to
∥ · ∥r, that is |||M |||r = supx∈RN ∥Mx∥r/∥x∥r. We have the special cases

|||M |||1 = sup
j=1,...,N

N∑
i=1

|Mij |, |||M |||∞ = sup
i=1,...,N

N∑
j=1

|Mij |.
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We also have the inequality

|||M |||r ≤ |||M |||
1
r
1 |||M |||1−

1
r∞ for any r ∈ [1,∞).

We define the N ×N random matrix AN with AN (i, j) := N−1θij for i, j = 1, . . . , N , and the
matrix QN := (I − ΛAN )−1 on the event on which I − ΛAN is invertible.

For 1 ≤ K ≤ N , we introduce the N -dimensional vector 1K with i-th coordinate 1K(i) =
1{1≤i≤K} for i = 1, . . . , N , and the N ×N matrix IK defined by IK(i, j) = 1{i=j≤K}.

Next, we define ℓN := QN1N , i.e. ℓN (i) :=
∑N

j=1 QN (i, j), and ℓKN := IKℓN , i.e. ℓKN (i) :=

ℓN (i)1{i≤K}. We also set ℓ̄N := 1
N

∑N
i=1 ℓN (i), ℓ̄KN := 1

K

∑K
i=1 ℓN (i), and define the differ-

ence vector xK
N := (xK

N (i))i=1,...,N = ℓKN − ℓ̄KN1K with xK
N (i) := (ℓN (i) − ℓ̄KN )1{i≤K} and xN :=

(xN (i))i=1,...,N , with xN (i) := ℓN (i)− ℓ̄N .

Recall that 1N denotes theN -dimensional vector with all coordinates equal 1. LetLN := AN1N ,

so that LN (i) :=
∑N

j=1 AN (i, j). We also define L̄N := 1
N

∑N
i=1 LN (i), L̄K

N := 1
K

∑K
i=1 LN (i) and

denote the difference vector by XK
N = (XK

N (i))i=1,...,N , where XK
N (i) = (LN (i)− L̄K

N )1{i≤K}, For

convenience, we set XN := XN
N . Let CN := AT

N1N (AT
N is the transpose of AN ), so that CN (j) :=∑N

i=1 AN (i, j). We also define C̄N := 1
N

∑N
j=1 CN (j), C̄K

N := 1
K

∑K
j=1 CN (i) and consider the event

AN := {∥LN − p1N∥2 + ∥CN − p1N∥2 ≤ N
1
4 }.(5)

We assume here that Λp ∈ (0, 1) and set a = 1+Λp
2 ∈ ( 12 , 1). We introduce the events

Ω1
N :=

{
Λ|||AN |||r ≤ a, for all r ∈ [1,∞]

}
,

FK,1
N :=

{
Λ|||IKAN |||r ≤

(
K
N

) 1
r

a, for all r ∈ [1,∞)
}
,

FK,2
N :=

{
Λ|||ANIK |||r ≤

(
K
N

) 1
r

a, for all r ∈ [1,∞)
}
,

Ω1
N,K := Ω1

N ∩ FK,1
N , Ω2

N,K := Ω1
N ∩ FK,2

N , ΩN,K = Ω1
N,K ∩ Ω2

N,K .

We now review the following lemma established in [21] with cp,Λ = (1− Λp)2/(2Λ2).

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 5.7, [21]). Assume that Λp < 1. It holds that

P(ΩN,K) ≥ 1− CNe−cp,ΛK

for some constants C > 0.

Next, we also remind some important result in [13].

Lemma 3.2. We assume that Λp < 1 and recall (5). Then ΩN,K ⊂ Ω1
N ⊂ {|||QN |||r ≤ C, for

all r ∈ [1,∞]} ⊂ {supi=1,··· ,N ℓN (i) ≤ C}, where C = (1 − a)−1. For any α > 0, there exists a
constant Cα such that

P(AN ) ≥ 1− CαN
−α.

Proof. See [13, Notation 12 and Proposition 14, Step 1]. □
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3.2. Some auxilliary processes. Based on (3), we first introduce a family of martingales: for
i = 1, . . . , N ,

M i,N
t =

∫ t

0

∫ ∞

0

1{z≤λi,N
s }π̃

i(ds, dz),

where π̃i(ds, dz) = πi(ds, dz) − dsdz. We further define a family of centered processes U i,N
t =

Zi,N
t − Eθ[Z

i,N
t ].

Let ZN
t (resp. UN

t , MN
t ) denote the N -dimensional vector with coordinates Zi,N

t (resp. U i,N
t ,

M i,N
t ). Define the vectors

ZN,K
t = IKZN

t , UN,K
t = IKUN

t ,

and the corresponding averages

Z̄N,K
t = K−1

K∑
i=1

Zi,N
t , ŪN,K

t = K−1
K∑
i=1

U i,N
t , M̄N,K

t = K−1
K∑
i=1

M i,N
t .

From [13, Remark 10 and Lemma 11], we recall the following identities:

Eθ[Z
N,K
t ] = µ

∑
n≥0

[ ∫ t

0

sϕ∗n(t− s)ds
]
IKAn

N1N ,(6)

UN,K
t =

∑
n≥0

∫ t

0

ϕ∗n(t− s)IKAn
NMN

s ds,(7)

[M i,N ,M j,N ]t = 1{i=j}Z
i,N
t .(8)

In particular, for i = 1, · · · , N ,

U i,N
t =

∑
n≥0

∫ t

0

ϕ∗n(t− s)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

s ds.(9)

Adopting the convention that ϕ∗0(s)ds = δ0(ds) and
∫ t

0
sϕ∗0(t− s)ds = t, we establish some prior

estimates for the intensity process λi,N
t defined by (3) and the processes introduced in Section 3.2.

We first review the following results established in [21, Lemma 6.1].

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 6.1,[21]). Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1.

(i) For all r in [1,∞], all t ≥ 0, a.s.,

1ΩN,K
∥Eθ[Z

N,K
t ]∥r ≤ CtK

1
r .

(ii) For any r ∈ [1,∞], for all t ≥ s ≥ 0,

1ΩN,K
∥Eθ[Z

N,K
t −ZN,K

s − µ(t− s)ℓKN ]∥r ≤ C(min{1, s1−q})K 1
r .

Lemma 3.4. Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1. Then the following inequalities holds a.s. on ΩN,K ,

(i) supt∈R+
maxi=1,...,N Eθ[λ

i,N
t ] ≤ µ

1−a and supt∈R+
maxi=1,...,N Eθ[(λ

i,N
t )2]

1
2 ≤ C.

(ii) For all t ≥ 1,

1

K

K∑
i=1

Eθ

[(
λi,N
t − µℓN (i)

)2] 1
2 ≤ C

tq
+

C√
N

.
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(iii) For all t ≥ s+ 1 ≥ 1,

max
i=1,...,N

Eθ[(U
i,N
t − U i,N

s )4] ≤ C(t− s)2 and max
i=1,...,N

Eθ[(Z
i,N
t − Zi,N

s )4] ≤ C(t− s)4.

(iv) For all t ≥ s+ 1 ≥ 1,

Eθ[(Ū
N,K
t − ŪN,K

s )4] ≤ C(t− s)2

K2
and Eθ[(Z̄

N,K
t − Z̄N,K

s )4] ≤ C(t− s)4.

The proof of Lemma 3.4 is tedious which is deferred to Appendix A.

4. Some limit theorems for the random matrix

In this section, we prove the asymptotic behavior of the quantities associated with the random

matrix QN , which determines the asymptotic behavior of the estimators εN,K
t ,VN,K

t and XN,K
∆,t ,

defined in Section 2.1.

4.1. First estimator. Recall from Section 3.1 that the event ΩN,K and the quantities ℓN (i) =∑N
j=1 QN (i, j) and ℓ̄KN = 1

K

∑K
i=1 ℓN (i). As established in Lemma 5.1, the estimator εN,K

t =

(Z̄N,K
2t − Z̄N,K

t )/t is closely related to ℓ̄KN . To establish the limit of εN,K
t , we therefore require the

following inequality for ℓ̄KN which proved in [21, Lemma 5.9].

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 5.9, [21]). If Λp < 1, there is C > 0 such that for all 1 ≤ K ≤ N ,

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣ℓ̄KN − 1

1− Λp

∣∣∣2] ≤ C

NK
.

4.2. Second estimator. Recall the estimator

VN,K
t =

N

K

K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− εN,K

t

]2
− N

t
εN,K
t ,

with εN,K
t = (Z̄N,K

2t − Z̄N,K
t )/t, and the definitions from Section 3.1 of the matrices AN , QN , the

event ΩN,K , the quantities ℓN (i) =
∑N

j=1 QN (i, j) and ℓ̄KN = 1
K

∑K
i=1 ℓN (i). Furthermore, there is

a close connection between the second estimator VN,K
t and VN,K

∞ = Nµ2

K ∥xK
N∥22 (see Theorem 5.2),

where xK
N = (xK

N (i))i=1,...,N = ℓKN − ℓ̄KN1K with xK
N (i) = (ℓN (i) − ℓ̄KN )1{i≤K} defined in Section

3.1. Hence, determining the limit of VN,K
t is equivalent to finding the limit of VN,K

∞ .

Theorem 4.2. Assume Λp < 1. Then, as (N,K) → (∞,∞), and Ne−cp,ΛK → 0 with cp,Λ =
(1− Λp)2/(2Λ2),

1ΩN,K

√
K
(
VN,K
∞ − µ2Λ2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)
d−→ N

(
0,
(
µ2Λ2 p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)2)
.

We first write the following decomposition

√
K
(
VN,K
∞ −µ2Λ2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)
=

Nµ2

√
K

(
∥xK

N∥22 − (Λℓ̄N )2∥XK
N∥22

)
+

N(µΛℓ̄N )2√
K

∥XK
N∥22 −

µ2Λ2p(1− p)
√
K

(1− Λp)2
,

where XK
N = (XK

N (i))i=1,...,N = LK
N − L̄K

N1K with XK
N (i) = (LN (i) − L̄K

N )1{i≤K}, LN (i) =∑N
j=1 AN (i, j), and L̄K

N = 1
K

∑K
i=1 LN (i) defined in Section 3.1. The proof of Theorem 4.2 then
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proceeds by analyzing these terms separately. The term N(µΛℓ̄N )2√
K

∥XK
N∥22 −

µ2Λ2p(1−p)
√
K

(1−Λp)2 consti-

tutes the principal term (see Lemma 4.3-(iv)), whereas the term Nµ2

√
K
(∥xK

N∥22 − (Λℓ̄N )2∥XK
N∥22) is

shown to be negligible (see Lemma 4.3-(iii)).

We now turn to Lemma 4.3, whose proof is deferred to Appendix B.

Lemma 4.3. Assume Λp < 1 and recall AN in (5), there is C > 0 such that for all 1 ≤ K ≤ N ,

(i) E[||(IKAN )TXK
N )||22] ≤ CK2

N3 .

(ii) E
[∣∣∣(IKANXN ,XK

N

)∣∣∣] ≤ CK
N2 , here (·, ·) is the inner product between two vectors.

(iii) N
KE
[
1ΩN,K∩AN

∣∣∣(∥xK
N∥22 − (Λℓ̄N )2∥XK

N∥22
)
− ∥xK

N − ℓ̄NΛXK
N∥22

∣∣∣] ≤ C
N .

(iv) as (N,K) → (∞,∞) and Ne−cp,ΛK → 0, where cp,Λ = (1− Λp)2/(2Λ2),

1ΩN,K

√
K
[N
K

(ℓ̄N∥XK
N∥2)2 −

p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

]
d−→ N

(
0,
( p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)2)
.

Now, we give the proof of Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Recalling that VN,K
∞ = Nµ2

K ∥xK
N∥22, we write

√
K
(
VN,K
∞ −µ2Λ2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)
=

Nµ2

√
K

(
∥xK

N∥22 − (Λℓ̄N )2∥XK
N∥22

)
+

Nµ2(Λℓ̄N )2√
K

∥XK
N∥22 −

µ2Λ2p(1− p)
√
K

(1− Λp)2
.

By Lemma 4.3-(iv), it suffices to check that

ζN,K := 1ΩN,K

N√
K

(
∥xK

N∥22 − (Λℓ̄N )2∥XK
N∥22

)
converges to 0 in probability. Since 1AN

→ 1 a.s. by Lemma 3.2, it is enough to verify that
1AN

ζN,K → 0 in probability. To this end, we write

E[1AN
ζN,K ] ≤ N√

K
E[1ΩN,K∩AN

∥xK
N − Λℓ̄NXK

N∥22]

+
N√
K

E
[
1ΩN,K∩AN

∣∣∣(∥xK
N∥22 − (Λℓ̄N )2∥XK

N∥22
)
− ∥xK

N − ℓ̄NΛXK
N∥22

∣∣∣].
By [21, Lemma 5.11], the first term is bounded by C/

√
K. By Lemma 4.3-(iii), the second term is

bounded by C
√
K/N ≤ C/

√
N , which completes the proof. □

4.3. Third estimator. For ∆ > 1 satisfying t/(2∆) ∈ N∗, we recall the definition XN,K
∆,t =

WN,K
∆,t −N−K

K εN,K
t , whereWN,K

∆,t = 2ZN,K
2∆,t−ZN,K

∆,t ,ZN,K
∆,t = N

t

∑ 2t
∆

a= t
∆+1

(Z̄N,K
a∆ −Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆−∆εN,K
t )2

and εN,K
t = (Z̄N,K

2t − Z̄N,K
t )/t. Further recall the matrices AN and QN , the event ΩN,K defined in

Section 3.1 , as well as ℓN (i) =
∑N

j=1 QN (i, j) and ℓ̄KN = 1
K

∑K
i=1 ℓN (i). Now, taking ∆ specifically

as ∆t = (2⌊t1−4/(q+1)⌋)−1t defined in (4), we will see (Theorem 6.1) that the third estimator XN,K
∆t,t

is closely related to

XN,K
∞,∞ = WN,K

∞,∞ − (N −K)µ

K
ℓ̄KN ,
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where WN,K
∞,∞ = µ N

K2A
N,K
∞,∞, AN,K

∞,∞ =
∑N

j=1

(∑K
i=1 QN (i, j)

)2
ℓN (j). Therefore, establishing the

convergence of XN,K
∆t,t

reduces to establishing the convergence of XN,K
∞,∞. The latter relies on the

following two key estimates.

Lemma 4.4 (Lemma 5.19, [21]). If Λp < 1, there is C > 0 such that for all 1 ≤ K ≤ N ,

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣XN,K
∞,∞ − µ

(1− Λp)3

∣∣∣] ≤ C

K
.

The objective of the following lemma is to establish that
(AN,K

∞,∞)2

2K2 is close to 1
2 (

N−K
N(1−Λp) +

K
N(1−Λp)3 )

2.

Lemma 4.5. When (N,K) tends to (∞,∞), with K ≤ N and in the regime where limN,K→∞
K
N =

γ ∈ [0, 1], we have

1ΩN,K

AN,K
∞,∞

K
−→ 1− γ

(1− Λp)
+

γ

(1− Λp)3
,

in probability.

Proof. Recalling that XN,K
∞,∞ = WN,K

∞,∞ − (N−K)µ
K ℓ̄KN and WN,K

∞,∞ = (µN/K2)AN,K
∞,∞, we obtain

AN,K
∞,∞

K
=

K

µN
XN,K

∞,∞ +
N −K

N
ℓ̄KN .

The result then follows immediately by combining the convergence ℓ̄KN → 1
1−Λp in probability from

Lemma 4.1 with XN,K
∞,∞ → µ

(1−Λp)3 in probability from Lemma 4.4. □

5. The limit theorems for the first and second estimators

This section is devoted to establishing the asymptotic behavior of the estimators εN,K
t and

VN,K
t , defined in Section 2.1.

• For εN,K
t , its limit follows directly from [21, Lemma 7.3], as stated in Lemma 5.1.

• For VN,K
t , however, a more delicate analysis is required. We begin by decomposing

t
√
K

N (VN,K
t − VN,K

∞ ) into several terms, namely, JN,K,1
t , JN,K,211

t , JN,K,212
t , JN,K,213

t ,

JN,K,22
t , JN,K,23

t , JN,K,3
t . We observe that on ΩN,K , the dominant contribution is coming

from the term JN,K,211
t (see Lemma 5.3). Further decomposition of this term reveals that

the leading-order asymptotic behavior is determined by

2

t
√
K

K∑
i=1

∫ 2t

t

(M i,N
s− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
s ,

as shown in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 5.2. This expression converges in distribution
to a Gaussian random variable with variance 2µ2/(1−Λp)2, as established in Lemma 5.4.

Let us remind that VN,K
t = N

K

∑K
i=1

[
Zi,N

2t −Zi,N
t

t − εN,K
t

]2
− N

t ε
N,K
t defined in Section 2.1 and

that VN,K
∞ = N

Kµ2∥xK
N∥22, where εN,K

t = (Z̄N,K
2t − Z̄N,K

t )/t, xK
N (i) = (ℓN (i) − ℓ̄KN )1{i≤K} and

xK
N = (xK

N (i))i=1,...,N . The definition of (ℓN (i))i=1,...,N and ℓ̄KN are introduced in Section 3.1.
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Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 7.3, [21]). Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1, in the regime K
t2q → 0, we have

lim
(N,K,t)→(∞,∞,∞)

1ΩN,K

√
KEθ

[∣∣∣εN,K
t − µℓ̄KN

∣∣∣] = 0,

almost surely.

The main result of this section is the following limit theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 1. When (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) and t
√
K

N (Ntq +√
N
Kt ) +Ne−cp,ΛK → 0 with cp,Λ = (1− Λp)2/(2Λ2), we have

1ΩN,K

t
√
K

N
(VN,K

t − VN,K
∞ )

d−→ N
(
0,

2µ2

(1− Λp)2

)
.

Prior to the proof, we decompose the difference VN,K
t − VN,K

∞ := JN,K,1
t + JN,K,2

t + JN,K,3
t ,

where

JN,K,1
t =

N

K

{ K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− εN,K

t

]2
−

K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− µℓ̄KN

]2}
,

JN,K,2
t =

N

K

{ K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− µℓN (i)

]2
− K

t
εN,K
t

}
,

JN,K,3
t = 2

N

K

K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− µℓN (i)

][
µℓN (i)− µℓ̄KN

]
.

We further decompose JN,K,2
t = JN,K,21

t + JN,K,22
t + JN,K,23

t , where

JN,K,21
t =

N

K

{ K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− Eθ[Z

i,N
2t − Zi,N

t ]

t

]2
− K

t
εN,K
t

}
,

JN,K,22
t =

N

K

K∑
i=1

{Eθ[Z
i,N
2t − Zi,N

t ]

t
− µℓN (i)

}2

,

JN,K,23
t = 2

N

K

K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− Eθ(Z

i,N
2t − Zi,N

t )

t

][Eθ(Z
i,N
2t − Zi,N

t )

t
− µℓN (i)

]
.

Recalling that U i,N
t = Zi,N

t −Eθ[Z
i,N
t ], we further write JN,K,21

t = JN,K,211
t +JN,K,212

t +JN,K,213
t ,

where

JN,K,211
t =

N

K

K∑
i=1

{ (U i,N
2t − U i,N

t )2

t2
− Eθ[(U

i,N
2t − U i,N

t )2]

t2

}
,

JN,K,212
t =

N

K

{ K∑
i=1

Eθ[(U
i,N
2t − U i,N

t )2]

t2
− K

t
Eθ[ε

N,K
t ]

}
,

JN,K,213
t =

N

K

{K
t
Eθ[ε

N,K
t ]− K

t
εN,K
t

}
.
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Finally, we also write JN,K,3
t := JN,K,31

t + JN,K,32
t , where

JN,K,31
t = 2

N

K

K∑
i=1

[Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t

t
− Eθ[Z

i,N
2t − Zi,N

t ]

t

][
µℓN (i)− µℓ̄KN

]
,

JN,K,32
t = 2

N

K

K∑
i=1

[Eθ[Z
i,N
2t − Zi,N

t ]

t
− µℓN (i)

][
µℓN (i)− µℓ̄KN

]
.

Although the decomposition above is somewhat involved, the principal term is JN,K,211
t , which

converges to a Gaussian distribution after normalization. The remaining terms, namely, JN,K,1
t ,

JN,K,22
t , JN,K,23

t , JN,K,213
t , JN,K,32

t , JN,K,212
t , JN,K,31

t are all suitably bounded as a consequence
of Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.3. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 1. When (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) and t
√
K

N (Ntq +√
N
Kt ) → 0,

t
√
K

N
E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣JN,K,1
t + JN,K,212

t + JN,K,213
t + JN,K,22

t + JN,K,23
t + JN,K,3

t

∣∣∣] −→ 0.

Proof. Bounds for JN,K,1
t , JN,K,22

t , JN,K,23
t , JN,K,213

t , JN,K,32
t are provided in [21, Lemma 8.2].

While JN,K,212
t is bounded by [21, Lemma 8.3]. It remains to handle JN,K,3

t = JN,K,31
t + JN,K,32

t .

For JN,K,31
t , [21, Lemma 8.5] implies that

1ΩN,K∩AN
Eθ[|JN,K,31

t |] ≤ C
N

K
√
t

[ K∑
i=1

(ℓN (i)− ℓ̄KN )2
]1/2

= C
N

K
√
t
||xK

N ||2.

Taking expectation and applying the estimate E[1ΩN,K∩AN
||xK

N ||2] ≤ CK1/2N−1/2 from [21, Lem-

mas 5.14], we obtain E
[
1ΩN,K

|JN,K,31
t |

]
≤ C

√
N
Kt . The desired result follows by aggregating the

individual bounds for all terms. □

The following tedious lemma will allow us to treat the contribution term JN,K,211
t .

Lemma 5.4. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 1. For u ∈ [0, 1], define the process

N t,i,N
u :=

∫ t+
√
ut

t

(M i,N
s− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
s ,

where M i,N defined in Section 3.2. When (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) ,

(10)
( 1

t
√
K

K∑
i=1

N t,i,N
u

)
u∈[0,1]

d−→
( µ√

2(1− Λp)
Bu

)
u∈[0,1]

,

where (Bu)u∈[0,1] is a Brownian motion.

Proof. Note that for fixed t ≥ 0, the process (N t,i,N
u )u∈[0,1] is a martingale w.r.t the filtration

FN
t+

√
ut
. To prove (10), we apply Jacod-Shiryaev [19, Theorem VIII-3-8], which requires verifying

that as (t,N,K) → (∞,∞,∞),

(a) [ 1
t
√
K

∑K
i=1 N

t,i,N
. , 1

t
√
K

∑K
i=1 N

t,i,N
. ]u → µ2

2(1−Λp)2u in probability, for all u ∈ [0, 1] fixed.

(b) supu∈[0,1]
1

t
√
K

∑K
i=1 |N t,i,N

u −N t,i,N
u− | → 0 in probability.
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The verification of point (b) is relatively straightforward. Using the independence of the Poisson
measures in (3) and the fact that the jumps of M i,N are always of size 1, we obtain

1

t
√
K

E
[
1ΩN,K

sup
u∈[0,1]

K∑
i=1

∣∣∣N t,i,N
u −N t,i,N

u−

∣∣∣] ≤ C

t
√
K

E
[
1ΩN,K

sup
u∈[0,1]

max
i=1,...,K

∣∣∣M i,N
t+t

√
u
−M i,N

t

∣∣∣]
≤ C

t
√
K

E
[
1ΩN,K

sup
u∈[0,1]

∣∣∣ K∑
i=1

(M i,N
t+t

√
u
−M i,N

t )2
∣∣∣ 12 ].

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using (8) yields

1

t
√
K

E
[
1ΩN,K

sup
u∈[0,1]

K∑
i=1

∣∣∣N t,i,N
u −N t,i,N

u−

∣∣∣] ≤ C

t
√
K

E
[
1ΩN,K

sup
u∈[0,1]

K∑
i=1

(M i,N
t+t

√
u
−M i,N

t )2
] 1

2

≤ C

t
√
K

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣ K∑
i=1

(Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t )
∣∣∣] 1

2 ≤ C√
t
.

The last inequality follows from Lemma 3.3-(ii) with K = N and r = ∞, which gives us that

maxi=1,...,N Eθ[Z
i,N
t − Zi,N

s ] ≤ C(t− s) on ΩN,K ⊂ ΩN,N .

Regarding point (a), recall that Zi,N
t = M i,N

t +
∫ t

0
λi,N
s ds. For fixed u, we write[ 1

t
√
K

K∑
i=1

N t,i,N
. ,

1

t
√
K

K∑
i=1

N t,i,N
.

]
u
=

1

t2K

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

(M i,N
s− −M i,N

t )2dZi,N
s

:= Υ 1
t,N,K,u + Υ 2

t,N,K,u + Υ 3
t,N,K,u,

where,

Υ 1
t,N,K,u :=

1

t2K

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

(M i,N
s− −M i,N

t )2dM i,N
s ,

Υ 2
t,N,K,u :=

1

t2K

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

(M i,N
s −M i,N

t )2(λi,N
s − µℓN (i))ds,

Υ 3
t,N,K,u :=

1

t2K

K∑
i=1

µℓN (i)

∫ t+
√
ut

t

(M i,N
s −M i,N

t )2ds.

Each term will be handled in a separate step.

Step 1. In this step, we verify that E[1ΩN,K
Υ 1
t,N,K,u] → 0 as (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞). Using

(8), we obtain

Eθ[(Υ
1
t,N,K,u)

2] =
1

K2t4

K∑
i=1

Eθ

[ ∫ t+
√
ut

t

(M i,N
s− −M i,N

t )4dZi,N
s

]
=

1

K2t4

K∑
i=1

Eθ

[ ∫ t+
√
ut

t

(M i,N
s −M i,N

t )4λi,N
s ds

]
≤ 1

K2t4

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

{
Eθ[(M

i,N
s −M i,N

t )4|λi,N
s − µℓN (i)|] + µEθ[(M

i,N
s −M i,N

t )4]|ℓN (i)|
}
ds.
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Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz and Burkholder inequalities, we further obtain

Eθ[(Υ
1
t,N,K,u)

2]

≤ 1

K2t4

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

{
Eθ[(M

i,N
s −M i,N

t )8]
1
2Eθ[|λi,N

s − µℓN (i)|2] 12 + CµEθ[(Z
i,N
s − Zi,N

t )2]|ℓN (i)|
}
ds

≤ C

K2t4

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

{
Eθ[(Z

i,N
s − Zi,N

t )4]
1
2Eθ[|λi,N

s − µℓN (i)|2] 12 + µEθ[(Z
i,N
s − Zi,N

t )4]
1
2 |ℓN (i)|

}
ds.

By Lemma 3.4-(iii), on ΩN,K , we have maxi=1,...,N Eθ[(Z
i,N
s − Zi,N

t )4] ≤ C(t − s)4 for all s ≥ t.
Moreover, ℓN is bounded on ΩN,K . Therefore,

Eθ[(Υ
1
t,N,K,u)

2] ≤ C

K2t2

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

(
1 + Eθ[|λi,N

s − µℓN (i)|2] 12
)
ds ≤ C

Kt

(
1 +

1

tq
+

1√
N

)
,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 3.4-(ii). This completes the step.

Step 2. Similarly, it holds that, on ΩN,K ,

Eθ[|Υ 2
t,N,K,u|] ≤

1

Kt2

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

Eθ[(M
i,N
s −M i,N

t )4]
1
2Eθ[|λi,N

s − µℓN (i)|2] 12

≤ C

Kt

K∑
i=1

∫ 2t

t

Eθ[|λi,N
s − µℓN (i)|2] 12 ds ≤ C

tq
+

C√
N

.

Step 3. Finally, we prove that Υ 3
t,N,K,u → µ2u/[2(1 − Λp)2] in probability as (N,K, t) →

(∞,∞,∞). Applying Itô’s formula and (8), we write

(M i,N
s −M i,N

t )2

=2

∫ s

t

(M i,N
r− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
r + Zi,N

s − Zi,N
t

=2

∫ s

t

(M i,N
r− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
r + U i,N

s − U i,N
t + Eθ[Z

i,N
s − Zi,N

t − µ(s− t)ℓN (i)] + µ(s− t)ℓN (i).

Consequently, we decompose Υ 3
t,N,K,u := Υ 3,1

t,N,K,u + Υ 3,2
t,N,K,u + Υ 3,3

t,N,K,u + Υ 3,4
t,N,K,u, where

Υ 3,1
t,N,K,u :=

2

t2K

K∑
i=1

µℓN (i)

∫ t+
√
ut

t

∫ s

t

(M i,N
r− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
r ds,

Υ 3,2
t,N,K,u :=

1

t2K

K∑
i=1

µℓN (i)

∫ t+
√
ut

t

(U i,N
s − U i,N

t )ds,

Υ 3,3
t,N,K,u :=

1

t2K

K∑
i=1

µℓN (i)

∫ t+
√
ut

t

Eθ[Z
i,N
s − Zi,N

t − µ(s− t)ℓN (i)]ds,

Υ 3,4
t,N,K,u :=

1

t2K

K∑
i=1

µ2(ℓN (i))2 × ut2

2
=

µ2u

2K

K∑
i=1

(ℓN (i))2.
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First, noting that VN,K
∞ = N

Kµ2∥xK
N∥22, we have

2Υ 3,4
t,N,K,u = µ2u(ℓ̄KN )2 +

µ2u

K

K∑
i=1

(ℓN (i)− ℓ̄KN )2 = µ2u(ℓ̄KN )2 +
µ2u

K
||xK

N ||22 = µ2u(ℓ̄KN )2 +
u

N
VN,K
∞ .

Then, Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 implies immediately that Υ 3,4
t,N,K,u converges to µ2u/[2(1−Λp)2]

in probability.

For the second term, we recall (9) and write for s ≥ t,

U i,N
s − U i,N

t =
∑
n≥0

∫ s

0

(ϕ∗n(s− u)− ϕ∗n(t− u))

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

u du,

so that, by Minkowski’s inequality and separating as usual the terms n = 0 and n ≥ 1,

Eθ[|Υ 3,2
t,N,K,u|

2]
1
2 ≤ C

t2K

∫ t+
√
ut

t

Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

ℓN (i)(U i,N
s − U i,N

t )
)2] 1

2

ds

≤ C

t2K

∫ t+
√
ut

t

{
Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

ℓN (i)(M i,N
s −M i,N

t )
)2] 1

2

+
∑
n≥1

∫ s

0

(ϕ∗n(s− r)− ϕ∗n(t− r))Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

ℓN (i)An
N (i, j)M j,N

r

)2] 1
2

dr
}
ds.

By (8), we see that on ΩN,K , for all t ≤ s ≤ 2t,

Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

ℓN (i)(M i,N
s −M i,N

t )
)2] 1

2

=Eθ

[ K∑
i=1

(ℓN (i))2(Zi,N
s − Zi,N

t )
] 1

2

=
{ K∑

i=1

(ℓN (i))2Eθ

[
Zi,N
s − Zi,N

t

]} 1
2

≤C
√
Kt,

by Lemma 3.3-(i) with r = ∞, together with the boundedness of ℓN (i) on ΩN,K . Next, for n ≥ 1,

Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

ℓN (i)An
N (i, j)M j,N

r

)2]
=

N∑
j=1

( K∑
i=1

ℓN (i)An
N (i, j)

)2
Eθ[Z

j,N
r ]

≤C

N∑
j=1

( K∑
i=1

An
N (i, j)

)2
Eθ[Z

j,N
r ]

≤C

N∑
j=1

|||IKAn
N |||21Eθ[Z

j,N
r ]

≤CK2

N
|||AN |||2n−2

1 r.
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The last line follows from |||IKAN |||1 ≤ CK/N on ΩN,K and by another application of Lemma
3.3-(i). Therefore, for any u ∈ [0, 1] (recalling that

∫∞
0

ϕ∗n(u)du = Λn),

Eθ[|Υ 3,2
t,N,K,u|

2]
1
2 ≤ C

t2K

∫ t+
√
ut

t

{√
Kt+

∑
n≥1

∫ s

0

(ϕ∗n(s− r)− ϕ∗n(t− r))
K√
N

|||AN |||n−1
1

√
rdr
}
ds

≤ C

t2K

∫ t+
√
ut

t

{√
Kt+

∑
n≥1

√
s

K√
N

Λn|||AN |||n−1
1

}
ds ≤ C√

Kt
.

The last inequality uses the fact that on ΩN,K , we have Λ|||AN |||1 ≤ a < 1.

For the third term, since ℓN (i) is uniformly bounded on ΩN,K , and by Lemma 3.3-(ii) with
r = 1, we obtain, on ΩN,K ,

Eθ[|Υ 3,3
t,N,K,u|] ≤

1

Kt2

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

|ℓN (i)|
∣∣∣Eθ[Z

i,N
s − Zi,N

t − µ(s− t)ℓN (i)]
∣∣∣ds

≤ C

Kt2

K∑
i=1

∫ t+
√
ut

t

∣∣∣Eθ[Z
i,N
s − Zi,N

t − µ(s− t)ℓN (i)]
∣∣∣ds ≤ C

tq
.

Finally, we set Nt,i,N
u := M i,N

t+ut−M i,N
t . Then Nt,i,N

u is a martingale for the filtration FN
t+ut with

parameter 0 ≤ u ≤ 1. Therefore, by (8),

[Nt,i,N
. ,Nt,j,N

. ]u = 1{i=j}(Z
i,N
t+ut − Zi,N

t ).

On ΩN,K , using the change of variables s = t+ at, we obtain

Eθ[(Υ
3,1
t,N,K,u)

2]=
2

K2t2
Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

µℓN (i)

∫ √
u

0

∫ t+at

t

(M i,N
r− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
r da

)2]
=

1

K2t2
Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

µℓN (i)

∫ √
u

0

∫ a

0

Nt,i,N
b− dNt,i,N

b da
)2]

=
µ2

K2t2

K∑
i=1

K∑
i′=1

ℓN (i)ℓN (i′)

∫ √
u

0

∫ √
u

0

Eθ

[ ∫ a

0

Nt.i,N
b− dNt,i,N

b

∫ a′

0

Nt,i′,N
b′− dNt,i′,N

b′

]
dada′

≤ C

K2t2

K∑
i=1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Eθ

[( ∫ a∧a′

0

Nt.i,N
b− dNt,i,N

b

)2]
dada′.

Using the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, the above term is bounded by

C

K2t2

K∑
i=1

Eθ

[ ∫ 1

0

(Nt.i,N
b− )2dZi,N

t+bt

]
≤ C

K2t2

K∑
i=1

Eθ

[(
sup

0≤b≤1
(Nt.i,N

b )2
)
Zi,N
2t

]
.

Hence, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality,

Eθ[(Υ
3,1
t,N,K,u)

2] ≤ C

K2t2

K∑
i=1

Eθ

[
sup

0≤b≤1
(Nt.i,N

b )4
] 1

2Eθ[(Z
i,N
2t )2]

1
2 ≤ C

K2t2

K∑
i=1

Eθ[(Z
i,N
2t )2] ≤ C

K
,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 3.4-(iii). This completes the proof.
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□

We are now fully equipped to prove the limit for the second estimator.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Recall that we operate with (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) such that t
√
K

N (Ntq +√
N
Kt ) +Ne−cp,ΛK → 0. At the beginning of the section, we decomposed the difference as

VN,K
t − VN,K

∞ = JN,K,1
t + JN,K,211

t + JN,K,212
t + JN,K,213

t + JN,K,22
t + JN,K,23

t + JN,K,3
t .

As shown in Lemma 5.3, all terms except JN,K,211
t , when multiplied by t

√
K/N , converge to 0. To

complete the proof, it remains to show that under (t,N,K) → (∞,∞,∞) and Ne−cp,ΛK → 0,

1ΩN,K

t
√
K

N
JN,K,211
t =1ΩN,K

1

t
√
K

K∑
i=1

{
(U i,N

2t −U i,N
t )2−Eθ[(U

i,N
2t −U i,N

t )2]
}

d−→ N
(
0,

2µ2

(1− Λp)2

)
,

which will establish the desired result.

We now work on ΩN,K . Recalling (9), we write

(U i,N
2t − U i,N

t )2 = (M i,N
2t −M i,N

t )2 + 2T i,N
t (M i,N

2t −M i,N
t ) + (T i,N

t )2,

where

T i,N
t :=

∑
n≥1

N∑
j=1

∫ 2t

0

ϕ∗n(2t− s)An
N (i, j)M j,N

s ds−
∑
n≥1

N∑
j=1

∫ t

0

ϕ∗n(t− s)An
N (i, j)M j,N

s ds.

These terms will be treated individually in what follows. Here, as usual, we set ϕ(s) = 0 for s ≤ 0.

Step 1. In this step, we verify that

lim
(N,K,t)→(∞,∞,∞)

1ΩN,K

1

t
√
K

Eθ

[ K∑
i=1

∣∣∣(T i,N
t )2 − Eθ[(T

i,N
t )2]

∣∣∣] = 0.

By the triangle inequality, it suffices to show that for all i = 1, . . . ,K, Eθ[(T
i,N
t )2] ≤ Ct/N .

Setting βn(s, t, r) = ϕ∗n(t− r)− ϕ∗n(s− r), we rewrite

(11) T i,N
t =

∑
n≥1

∫ 2t

0

βn(t, 2t, u)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

u du.

Hence,

Eθ[(T
i,N
t )2] =

∑
m,n≥1

∫ 2t

0

∫ 2t

0

βm(t, 2t, u)βn(t, 2t, v)

N∑
j,k=1

Am
N (i, j)An

N (i, k)Eθ[M
j,N
u Mk,N

v ]dvdu.
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Note that
∫ 2t

0
βn(t, 2t, u) ≤ 2Λn for any n ≥ 0. Using (8) and Lemma 3.3-(i) with r = ∞ on ΩN,K ,

we obtain Eθ[M
j,N
u Mk,N

v ] = 1{j=k}Eθ[Z
j,N
u∧v] ≤ C(u ∧ v). Therefore,

Eθ[(T
i,N
t )2] =

∑
m,n≥1

∫ 2t

0

∫ 2t

0

βm(t, 2t, u)βn(t, 2t, v)

N∑
j,k=1

Am
N (i, j)An

N (i, k)Eθ[M
j,N
u Mk,N

v ]dvdu

≤Ct
∑

m,n≥1

∫ 2t

0

∫ 2t

0

βm(t, 2t, u)βn(t, 2t, v)dvdu

N∑
j=1

Am
N (i, j)An

N (i, j)

≤Ct
∑

m,n≥1

Λm+n
N∑
j=1

Am
N (i, j)An

N (i, j)

≤Ct

N∑
j=1

(QN (i, j)− 1{i=j})
2 ≤ Ct

N
.

The last step follows from [13, (8)], which ststes that on ΩN,K ⊂ Ω1
N , 1{i=j} ≤ QN (i, j) ≤

1{i=j} + ΛCN−1.

Step 2. In this step, we verify that

lim
(N,K,t)→(∞,∞,∞)

1ΩN,K

1

t
√
K

Eθ

[∣∣∣ K∑
i=1

(
T i,N
t (M i,N

2t −M i,N
t )− Eθ[T

i,N
t (M i,N

2t −M i,N
t )]

)∣∣∣] = 0.

Actually, this follows from the variance estimate on ΩN,K :

x := Varθ
[ K∑

i=1

(T i,N
t (M i,N

2t −M i,N
t ))

]
≤ C

Kt2

N
.

We begin with

x =Eθ

[ K∑
i,j=1

(
T i,N
t (M i,N

2t −M i,N
t )− Eθ[T

i,N
t (M i,N

2t −M i,N
t )]

)
(
T j,N
t (M j,N

2t −M j,N
t )− Eθ[T

j,N
t (M j,N

2t −M j,N
t )]

)]
.

Recalling (11) and setting αN (u, t, i, j) :=
∑

n≥1 βn(t, 2t, u)A
n
N (i, j), we obtain

x ≤
K∑

i,j=1

∫ 2t

0

∫ 2t

0

N∑
k,m=1

|αN (s, t, i, k)αN (u, t, j,m)|

|Covθ[(M i,N
2t −M i,N

t )Mk,N
s , (M j,N

2t −M j,N
t )Mm,N

u ]|dsdu.

Moreover, since
∫ 2t

0
βn(t, 2t, u) ≤ 2Λn for any n ≥ 0, we have∫ 2t

0

|αN (s, t, i, k)|ds ≤
∑
n≥1

An
N (i, k)

∫ 2t

0

|βn(t, 2t, s)|ds ≤ 2
∑
n≥1

An
N (i, k)Λn ≤ 2(QN (i, k)− 1{i=k}),

which, as noted at the end of Step 1, is bounded by C/N according to [13, (8)]. In addition, by
[13, Lemma 22], we have on ΩN,K that for s, u ∈ [0, 2t],

|Covθ[(M i,N
2t −M i,N

t )Mk,N
s , (M j,N

2t −M j,N
t )Mm,N

u ]| ≤ C(1#{k,i,j,m}=3N
−2t+ 1#{k,i,j,m}≤2t

2).
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Therefore, we conclude that

x ≤ C

N2

K∑
i,j=1

N∑
k,m=1

(1#{k,i,j,m}=3N
−2t+ 1#{k,i,j,m}≤2t

2) ≤ C

N2

(
N2K ×N−2t+NK × t2

)
,

which is bounded by CKt2/N as desired.

Step 3. It remains to show that

1ΩN,K

1

t
√
K

[ K∑
i=1

(M i,N
2t −M i,N

t )2 −
K∑
i=1

Eθ[(M
i,N
2t −M i,N

t )2]
]

(12)

converges to a Gaussian random variable with variance 2µ2/(1−Λp)2. Applying Itô’s formula, we
obtain

(M i,N
2t −M i,N

t )2 = 2

∫ 2t

t

(M i,N
s− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
s + Zi,N

2t − Zi,N
t .

Therefore, (12) becomes

1ΩN,K

1

t
√
K

K∑
i=1

[
2

∫ 2t

t

(M i,N
s− −M i,N

t )dM i,N
s +

{
(Zi,N

2t − Zi,N
t )− Eθ[Z

i,N
2t − Zi,N

t ]
}]

.

From [21, Lemma 7.2-(ii)], we know that 1ΩN,K
Eθ[|ŪN,K

t |2] ≤ Ct
K . This immediately implies

1ΩN,K

1

t
√
K

K∑
i=1

{(Zi,N
2t − Zi,N

t )− Eθ[Z
i,N
2t − Zi,N

t ]} = 1ΩN,K

√
K

t
[ŪN,K

2t − ŪN,K
t ] → 0.

Recalling N t,i,N
u =

∫ t+
√
ut

t
(M i,N

s− −M i,N
t )dM i,N

s defined in Lemma 5.4. Since (10) is established

in Lemma 5.4 and 1
t
√
K

∑K
i=1

∫ 2t

t
(M i,N

s− −M i,N
t )dM i,N

s = 1
t
√
K

∑K
i=1 N

t,i,N
1 , we thus complete the

proof.
□

6. Limit theorem for the third estimator

In this section, our goal is to establish the asymptotic behavior of the third estimator XN,K
∆,t ,

introduced in Section 2.1 (see Theorem 6.1). First, recall that for ∆ ≥ 1 such that t/(2∆) ∈ N∗,

XN,K
∆,t = WN,K

∆,t − N −K

K
εN,K
t , WN,K

∆,t = 2ZN,K
2∆,t −ZN,K

∆,t ,

ZN,K
∆,t =

N

t

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ −∆εN,K
t )2, εN,K

t = (Z̄N,K
2t − Z̄N,K

t )/t,

where Z̄N
t = N−1

∑N
i=1 Z

i,N
t and Z̄N,K

t = K−1
∑K

i=1 tZ
i,N
t . Moreover, QN , (ℓN (i))i=1,··· ,N and ℓ̄KN

are defined in Section 3.1. We also introduce cKN (j) :=
∑K

i=1 QN (i, j), j = 1, · · · , N .

It was shown in [21] that XN,K
∆,t converges to XN,K

∞,∞ = WN,K
∞,∞ − (N−K)µ

K ℓ̄KN , where WN,K
∞,∞ =

µ N
K2A

N,K
∞,∞, AN,K

∞,∞ =
∑N

j=1

(∑K
i=1 QN (i, j)

)2
ℓN (j). To establish the central limit theorem stated
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in Theorem 6.1, we decompose XN,K
∆,t −XN,K

∞,∞ into

XN,K
∆,t −XN,K

∞,∞

=(WN,K
∆,t −WN,K

∞,∞)− N −K

K

(
εN,K
t − µℓ̄KN

)
=−DN,K,1

∆,t + 2DN,K,1
2∆,t −DN,K,2

∆,t + 2DN,K,2
2∆,t︸ ︷︷ ︸

small error

−DN,K,3
∆,t + 2DN,K,3

2∆,t︸ ︷︷ ︸
principle

+DN,K,4
∆,t − N −K

K

(
εN,K
t − µℓ̄KN

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

small error

,

where

DN,K,1
∆,t =

N

t

{ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ −∆εN,K
t

)2
−

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ −∆µℓ̄KN

)2}
,

DN,K,2
∆,t =

N

t

{ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ −∆µℓ̄KN

)2

−
2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z̄
N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆]
)2}

,

DN,K,3
∆,t =

N

t

{ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z̄
N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆]
)2

− Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z̄
N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆]
)2]}

,

and finally

DN,K,4
∆,t =

{2N
t

Eθ

[ t
∆∑

a= t
2∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
2a∆ − Z̄N,K

2(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z̄
N,K
2a∆ − Z̄N,K

2(a−1)∆]
)2]

− N

t
Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z̄
N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆]
)2]

−WN,K
∞,∞

}
.

The principle term in this decomposition arises from DN,K,3
∆,t (see Lemma 6.2), which is approxi-

mated by the martingale difference combination XN,K
∆,t,v defined in (13) (see Proposition 6.3). We

then prove in Proposition 6.7 that XN,K
∆,t,v satisfies a central limit theorem, thereby establishing

Theorem 6.1.

The proof of Proposition 6.3 relies on Lemmas 6.4, 6.5, and 6.6, which together establish the con-

vergence of each component in the decomposition of
∣∣∣DN,K,3

∆,t − N
t X

N,K
∆,t,1

∣∣∣. The proof of Proposition
6.7, on the other hand, proceeds in two steps: we first establish Lemma 6.8) and then Proposition
6.9, which itself follows from Lemmas 6.10 and 6.11. We now state Theorem 6.1, which is proved
in Section 6.3.
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Theorem 6.1. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 3, K ≤ N and lim(N,K)→(∞,∞)
K
N = γ ≤ 1, ∆t =

t/(2⌊t1−4/(q+1)⌋) ∼ t4/(q+1)/2 (for t large). If (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) and 1√
K

+ N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K

+

Ne−cp,ΛK → 0,

1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆t

(
XN,K

∆t,t
−XN,K

∞,∞

)
−→ N

(
0, 6µ2

( 1− γ

(1− Λp)
+

γ

(1− Λp)3

)2)
.

6.1. Some small terms of the estimator. First, we are going to prove the terms DN,K,1
∆,t ,

DN,K,2
∆,t , DN,K,4

∆,t and N
K |εN,K

t − µℓ̄KN | are small.

Lemma 6.2. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 3. If we choose ∆t = t/(2⌊t1−4/(q+1)⌋) ∼ t4/(q+1)/2

(for t large), then, If (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) and 1√
K

+ N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K

+Ne−cp,ΛK → 0, we have

the convergence in probability that

1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆t

{
|DN,K,1

∆t,t
|+ |DN,K,2

∆t,t
|+ |DN,K,4

∆t,t
|+ N

K
|εN,K

t − µℓ̄KN |
}
−→ 0.

Proof. It is a directly corollary of [21, Lemmas 7.3, 9.2, 9.3 and 9.5]. □

Next, for ∆ ≥ 1, we consider the term DN,K,3
∆,t and prove that it is close to XN,K

∆,t,v. Recall

cKN (j) =
∑K

i=1 QN (i, j), and for 0 ≤ v ≤ 1, define

XN,K
∆,t,v :=

[ 2vt
∆ ]∑

a=[ vt
∆ ]+1

{
(YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2 − Eθ[(YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2]
}
,(13)

where

YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ :=

1

K

N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
a∆ −M j,N

(a−1)∆).(14)

Proposition 6.3. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 3, for ∆ ≥ 1, then we have

K

N

√
t

∆
E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣DN,K,3
∆,t − N

t
XN,K

∆,t,1

∣∣∣] ≤ CK

N∆
+

C
√
K√

N∆
+

Ct
3
4

√
K

∆1+ q
2

.

Before presenting the proof, we require some preparatory steps. Recall U i,N defined in (9). For
a ∈ {t/(2∆) + 1, ..., 2t/∆}, we write for i = 1, · · · ,K

U i,N
a∆ − U i,N

(a−1)∆ = Γi,N
(a−1)∆,a∆ +Xi,N

(a−1)∆,a∆,
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where

Γi,N
(a−1)∆,a∆ :=

∑
n≥1

{∫ a∆

0

ϕ∗n(a∆− s)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)[M j,N

s −M j,N
a∆ ]ds(15)

−
∫ (a−1)∆

0

ϕ∗n((a− 1)∆− s)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)[M j,N

s −M j,N
(a−1)∆]ds

}
,

Xi,N
(a−1)∆,a∆ :=

∑
n≥0

N∑
j=1

{∫ a∆

0

ϕ∗n(a∆− s)dsAn
N (i, j)M j,N

a∆(16)

−
∫ (a−1)∆

0

ϕ∗n((a− 1)∆− s)dsAn
N (i, j)M j,N

(a−1)∆

}
.

Accordingly, we define Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ := 1

K

∑K
i=1 Γ

i,N
(a−1)∆,a∆, X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ := 1

K

∑K
i=1 X

i,N
(a−1)∆,a∆. We

decompose the difference into three terms:

∣∣∣DN,K,3
∆,t − N

t
XN,K

∆,t,1

∣∣∣ =N

t

∣∣∣{ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z̄
N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆]
)2

− Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(
Z̄N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z̄
N,K
a∆ − Z̄N,K

(a−1)∆]
)2]}

−
[ 2vt

∆ ]∑
a=[ vt

∆ ]+1

{
(YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2 − Eθ[(YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2]
}∣∣∣,

which is bounded by

2N

t

[(∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

{
(Γ̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2 − Eθ[(Γ̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2]
}∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣ 2t

∆∑
a= t

∆+1

Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − Eθ[

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆]

∣∣∣
+

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣+ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2)]

+
2N

t
Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣+ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2].
We now prove that all the terms above are negligible. The first term is treated in Lemma 6.5, and
the rest are handled in Lemma 6.6.

We begin by recalling Γi,N
(a−1)∆,a∆, i = 1, · · · ,K defined in (15), which allows us to rewrite their

average Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ = 1

K

∑K
i=1 Γ

i,N
(a−1)∆,a∆ as Γ̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆ = CN,K
a∆ + BN,K

a∆ − CN,K
(a−1)∆ − BN,K

(a−1)∆,
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where

CN,K
a∆ :=

1

K

K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

∑
n≥1

∫ ∆

0

ϕ∗n(s)An
N (i, j)(M j,N

(a∆−s) −M j,N
a∆ )ds,(17)

BN,K
a∆ :=

1

K

K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

∑
n≥1

∫ a∆

∆

ϕ∗n(s)An
N (i, j)(M j,N

(a∆−s) −M j,N
a∆ )ds.(18)

We now establish the following bounds for CN,K
a∆ and BN,K

a∆ . The proofs are deferred to Appendix
D.

Lemma 6.4. Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1. For ∆ ≥ 1 and a, b ∈ { t
∆ + 1, ..., 2t

∆}. Then a.s. on
ΩN,K ,

(i) Eθ[(B
N,K
a∆ )2] ≤ C

N∆1−2q,

(ii) Eθ[(C
N,K
a∆ )4] ≤ C

N2 ,

(iii) Covθ[(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2, (CN,K

b∆ − CN,K
(b−1)∆)

2] ≤ C
√
t

N∆q−1 , |a− b| ≥ 4.

We are now in position to give the estimate of
∑ 2t

∆

a= t
∆+1

{
(Γ̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2 − Eθ[(Γ̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2]
}
.

Lemma 6.5. Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1, then a.s. on the set ΩN,K , for ∆ ≥ 1,

K

N

√
t

∆

N

t
Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

{
(Γ̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2 − Eθ[(Γ̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2]
}∣∣∣] ≤ CK

√
t

N∆(q+1)
+

CK

N∆
+

CKt
3
4

∆(1+ q
2 )
√
N

.

Proof. We start from

(Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2 = (CN,K
a∆ −CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2+2(BN,K

a∆ −BN,K
(a−1)∆)(C

N,K
a∆ −CN,K

(a−1)∆)+ (BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
2.

Then,

K

N

√
t

∆

N

t
Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

{
(Γ̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2 − Eθ[(Γ̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2]
}∣∣∣]

≤ K√
t∆

{
Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
2 − Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
2
]∣∣∣]

+ Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2 − Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2
]∣∣∣]

+ 2Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)(C
N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)

− Eθ

[
(BN,K

a∆ −BN,K
(a−1)∆)(C

N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
]∣∣∣]}.
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Applying Lemma 6.4-(i) gives

Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
2 − Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
2
]∣∣∣]

≤2Eθ

[ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
2
]

≤ Ct

N∆2q
.

By lemma 6.4-(ii)&(iii), we have

Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2 − Eθ[

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2]
∣∣∣2]

=Varθ
[ 2vt

∆∑
a= vt

∆ +1

(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2
]

≤
∑

t/∆+1≤a,b≤2t/∆
|a−b|≤3

Eθ

[
(CN,K

a∆ − CN,K
(a−1)∆)

4
] 1

2Eθ

[
(CN,K

b∆ − CN,K
(b−1)∆)

4
] 1

2

+
∑

t/∆+1≤a,b≤2t/∆
|a−b|≥4

Covθ
[
(CN,K

a∆ − CN,K
(a−1)∆)

2, (CN,K
b∆ − CN,K

(b−1)∆)
2
]

≤C
[ t

∆

1

N2
+

t
5
2

∆q+1N

]
.

Moreover, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemmas 6.4-(i)&(ii), we have

Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(BN,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)(C
N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)− Eθ[(B
N,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)(C
N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)]
∣∣∣]

≤4

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

{
Eθ

[∣∣∣BN,K
a∆ CN,K

a∆

∣∣∣]+ Eθ

[∣∣∣BN,K
(a−1)∆C

N,K
a∆

∣∣∣]+ Eθ

[∣∣∣BN,K
a∆ CN,K

(a−1)∆

∣∣∣]
+ Eθ

[∣∣∣BN,K
(a−1)∆C

N,K
(a−1)∆

∣∣∣]}
≤4

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

{
Eθ

[∣∣∣BN,K
a∆

∣∣∣2] 1
2

+
∣∣∣BN,K

(a−1)∆

∣∣∣2] 1
2
}{

Eθ

[∣∣∣CN,K
a∆

∣∣∣2] 1
2

+ Eθ

[∣∣∣CN,K
(a−1)∆

∣∣∣2] 1
2
}

≤ Ct

∆q+ 1
2

1

N
.
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Overall, we have

K

N

√
t

∆

N

t
Eθ

[∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

{
(Γ̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2 − Eθ[(Γ̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2]
}∣∣∣]

≤ K√
t∆

{ 1

N

Ct

∆2q
+
[ t

∆

1

N2
+

t
5
2

∆q+1N

] 1
2

+
1

N

Ct

∆q+ 1
2

}
≤C
{ K

N∆
+

Kt
3
4

∆(1+ q
2 )
√
N

+
K
√
t

N∆(q+1)

}
.

The proof is finished. □

Recall that cKN (j) =
∑K

i=1 QN (i, j) and that Xi,N
(a−1)∆,a∆ is defined in (16). Our next step is to

show that the term X̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ = 1

K

∑K
i=1 X

i,N
(a−1)∆,a∆ is close to YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆ defined in (14).

Lemma 6.6. Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 2. For ∆ ≥ 1, then we have the following inequalities,

(i) Eθ[(YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2] ≤ C

N

[
1

(a∆)2q−1 + 1
((a−1)∆)2q−1

]
.

(ii) K√
t∆

Eθ

[∑ 2t
∆

a= t
∆+1

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2] ≤ CK

N
√
t∆2q− 1

2
.

(iii) E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣4] ≤ C∆2

K2 .

(iv) K√
∆t

E
[
1ΩN,K

∑ 2t
∆

a= t
∆

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣] ≤ C
√
K

∆q− 1
2
√
Nt

.

(v) E
[
1ΩN,K

K
N

√
t
∆

N
t

∣∣∣∑ 2t
∆

a= t
∆+1

Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − Eθ[

∑ 2t
∆

a= t
∆+1

Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆]

∣∣∣]
≤ CK

N∆q
√
t
+

C
√
tK

∆q+ 1
2

√
N

+
C
√
K√

N∆
+

Ct
3
4

√
K

∆1+ q
2

.

We place the proof of Lemma 6.6 in Appendix D. Now, we can give the proof of Proposition
6.3.

Proof of Proposition 6.3. Recalling (13) and (14), as well as Lemmas 6.4, 6.5, 6.6-(i),(ii),(iv)&(v),
we have

K

N

√
t

∆
E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣DN,K,3
∆,t − N

t
XN,K

∆,t,1

∣∣∣]
≤CK

N∆
+

CKt
3
4

∆(1+ q
2 )
√
N

+
CK

√
t

N∆(q+1)
+

CK

N∆q
√
t
+

C
√
tK

∆q+ 1
2

√
N

+
C
√
K√

N∆
+

Ct
3
4

√
K

∆1+ q
2

+
C
√
K

∆q− 1
2

√
Nt

+
CK

N
√
t∆2q− 1

2

≤CK

N∆
+

CKt
3
4

∆1+ q
2

√
N

+
C
√
K√

N∆
+

Ct
3
4

√
K

∆1+ q
2

≤CK

N∆
+

C
√
K√

N∆
+

Ct
3
4

√
K

∆1+ q
2

,

which completes the proof. □
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6.2. The convergence of XN,K
∆t,t,v

. Recall the process XN,K
∆t,t,v

defined in (13). The goal of this
subsection is to prove the following proposition, which states that the normalized version of

(XN,K
∆t,t,v

)v≥0 converges to a Gaussian process.

Proposition 6.7. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 3. For t ≥ 1, set ∆t = t/(2⌊t1−4/(q+1)⌋) ∼
t4/(q+1)/2 (as t → ∞). When (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) such that K

N → γ ≤ 1 and 1√
K

+ N
K

√
∆t

t +
N

t
√
K

+Ne−cp,ΛK → 0, it holds that(
K

N

√
t

∆t

N

t
XN,K

∆t,t,v

)
v≥0

d−→
√
2µ
( 1− γ

(1− Λp)
+

γ

(1− Λp)3

)
(B2v −Bv)v≥0,

for the Skorohod topology, where B is a standard Brownian motion.

Recalling the definition of the martingale summation YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ defined in (14), we apply Itô’s

formula to obtain

(KYN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2 = Qa,N,K +

N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
Zj,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆

)
,(19)

where

Qa,N,K = 2

∫ a∆

(a−1)∆

N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s− −M j,N

(a−1)∆)

N∑
j=1

cKN (j)dM j,N
s .

We can then decompose

K√
∆t

XN,K
∆,t,v = Lt,∆

N,K(2v)− Lt,∆
N,K(v) + rest,

where

Lt,∆
N,K(u) :=

1

K
√
∆t

[ t
∆u]∑
a=1

Qa,N,K , for 0 ≤ u ≤ 2.

The proof of Proposition 6.7 proceeds in two steps: we first show that the “rest” term is negligible

(see Lemma 6.8), and then prove that Lt,∆
N,K satisfies a central limit theorem (see Proposition 6.9).

Lemma 6.8. Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1, then for 0 ≤ v ≤ 1, and ∆ ≥ 1,

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣Lt,∆
N,K(2v)− Lt,∆

N,K(v)− K√
∆t

XN,K
∆,t,v

∣∣∣] ≤ C√
∆t

.

Proof. Noting that E[Qa,N,K |F(a−1)∆] = 0, the process Lt,∆
N,K(u) is a martingale with respect to

the filtration F[ t
∆u]∆. In view of equality (19) and definition of XN,K

∆,t,v in (13), it remains to verify

that

Eθ

[∣∣∣ 1

K
√
∆t

[ 2vt
∆ ]∑

a=[ vt
∆ ]+1

N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
Zj,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆]
)∣∣∣] ≤ C√

∆t
.
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We first decompose

1

K
√
∆t

[ 2vt
∆ ]∑

a=[ vt
∆ ]+1

N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
Zj,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆]
)

=
1

K
√
∆t

{ N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
Zj,N
2vt − Zj,N

vt − µvtℓN (j)
)

+

N∑
j=1

Eθ

[(
cKN (j)

)2(
µvtℓN (j)− Zj,N

2vt + Zj,N
vt

)]}
.

From [13, (8)], on the event ΩN,K ⊂ Ω1
N , we have 1{i=j} ≤ QN (i, j) ≤ 1{i=j} + C

N for all i, j =

1, ..., N. Recalling that cKN (i) =
∑K

j=1 QN (j, i), i = 1, · · · , N , we obtain

1 ≤ cKN (i) ≤ 1 +
CK

N
when 1 ≤ i ≤ K and 0 ≤ cKN (i) ≤ CK

N
when (K + 1) ≤ i ≤ N.(20)

Moreover, by [13, Lemma 16-(ii)], we have

max
j=1,...,N

Eθ

[∣∣∣(Zj,N
2vt − Zj,N

vt − µvtℓN (j)
)∣∣∣] ≤ C.

Consequently,

Eθ

[ 1

K
√
∆t

N∑
j=1

∣∣∣(cKN (j)
)2(

Zj,N
2vt − Zj,N

vt − µvtℓN (j)
)∣∣∣]

≤ C

K
√
∆t

[ K∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
+

N∑
j=K

(
cKN (j)

)2]
≤ C√

∆t
.

Therefore,

Eθ

[∣∣∣ 1

K
√
∆t

[ 2vt
∆ ]∑

a=[ vt
∆ ]+1

N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
Zj,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆ − Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆]
)∣∣∣] ≤ C√

∆t
,

which ends the proof. □

We now turn to prove the convergence of Lt,∆
N,K(u) to a Brownian motion.

Proposition 6.9. Assume K ≤ N . For t ≥ 1, define ∆t := t/(2⌊t1−4/(q+1)⌋) ∼ t4/(q+1)/2 (for t

large). Let (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) satisfy 1√
K

+ N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K

+Ne−cp,ΛK → 0 and K
N → γ ≤ 1.

Then, in the Skorokhod topology,

(Lt,∆t

N,K(u))u≥0
d−→ µ

√
2
( 1− γ

(1− Λp)
+

γ

(1− Λp)3

)
(Bu)u≥0,

where B is a standard Brownian motion.

According to Lemma 4.5, to prove Proposition 6.9, it suffices, by [19, Theorem VIII.3.8], to
verify the following two conditions:

1. The jump size of Lt,∆
N,K(u) is not large (Lemma 6.10).

2. Its quadratic variation increases linearly in time (Lemma 6.11).
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The first condition is addressed by the following lemma.

Lemma 6.10. Assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1, and for ∆ ≥ 1,

1ΩN,K
Eθ

[
sup

0≤u≤2

∣∣∣Lt,∆
N,K(u)− Lt,∆

N,K(u−)
∣∣∣] ≤ C

(∆
t

) 1
4

.

Proof. First, note that Lt,∆
N,K(u) is a pure jump process. Hence, at a jump time we have

Lt,∆
N,K(u)− Lt,∆

N,K(u−) =
1

K
√
∆t

Q[ t
∆u],N,K .

Next, we are going to show that

Eθ[(Qa,N,K)4] ≤ C(K∆)4.

For 0 ≤ u ≤ 1, we define

qa,N,K(u) :=

∫ [(a−1)+u]∆

(a−1)∆

N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)d
( N∑

j=1

cKN (j)M j,N
s

)
.

Clearly qa,N,K(1) = 1
2Qa,N,K and its quadratic variation

[qa,N,K(.), qa,N,K(.)]u =

∫ (a−1+u)∆

(a−1)∆

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)
)2 N∑

j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
dZj,N

s .

Consequently, recalling Z̄N
t = N−1

∑N
i=1 Z

i,N
t , Z̄N,K

t = K−1
∑K

i=1 Z
i,N
t and using (20), we obtain

N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
dZj,N

s ≤ C
(
KdZ̄N,K

s +
K2

N
dZ̄N

s

)
.

On ΩN,K , using the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, we obtain

Eθ[(qa,N,K(v))4] ≤ 4Eθ[([qa,N,K(.), qa,N,K(.)]v)
2]

=4Eθ

[( ∫ (a−1+v)∆

(a−1)∆

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)
)2

d

N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
Zj,N
s

)2]

≤4Eθ

[
sup

0≤s≤v∆

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
(a−1)∆+s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)
)4( N∑

j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
(Zj,N

(a−1+v)∆ − Zj,N
(a−1)∆)

)2]

≤8Eθ

[
sup

0≤s≤v∆

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
(a−1)∆+s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)
)8

+
( N∑

j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
(Zj,N

(a−1+v)∆ − Zj,N
(a−1)∆)

)4]

≤CEθ

[( N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
(Zj,N

(a−1+v)∆ − Zj,N
(a−1)∆)

)4]
≤CEθ

[(
K(Z̄N,K

(a−1+v)∆ − Z̄N,K
(a−1)∆) +

K2

N
(Z̄N

(a−1+v)∆ − Z̄N
(a−1)∆)

)4]
≤C(Kv∆)4.

Here the fourth step uses the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality, while the last bound follows
from Lemma 3.4-(iv).
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Finally, applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality at the third step, we obtain

Eθ

[
sup

0≤u≤2

∣∣∣Lt,∆
N,K(u)− Lt,∆

N,K(u−)
∣∣∣]

=
1

K
√
∆t

Eθ

[
sup

{i=1...[ 2t∆ ]}
|Qi,N,K |

]
≤ 1

K
√
∆t

Eθ

[( [ 2t∆ ]∑
i=1

|Qi,N,K |4
) 1

4
]

≤ 1

K
√
∆t

Eθ

[ [ 2t∆ ]∑
i=1

|Qi,N,K |4
] 1

4 ≤ C
(∆
t

) 1
4

.

This completes the proof. □

Lemma 6.11. We assume (H(q)) for some q ≥ 1. For 0 ≤ u ≤ 2, and ∆ ≥ 1,

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣[Lt,∆
N,K(.),Lt,∆

N,K(.)]u −
2u(µAN,K

∞,∞)2

K2

∣∣∣] ≤ C
( 1

K∆
+

1√
N

+
(K√

t

∆q+1

) 1
2

+

√
∆

t

)
.

Proof. For s ≥ 0, we introduce ϕt,∆(s) = a∆, where a is the unique integer such that a∆ ≤ s <
(a+ 1)∆. Then we have

Lt,∆
N,K(u) =

2

K
√
∆t

∫ tu

0

N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s))

N∑
i=1

cKN (i)dM i,N
s .

Noting that Zi,N
t = M i,N

t +
∫ t

0
λi,N
s ds for i = 1, . . . , N , we have

[Lt,∆
N,K(.),Lt,∆

N,K(.)]u =
4

K2∆t

∫ tu

0

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)2 N∑

i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2
dZi,N

s

=4(Au,1
N,K +Au,2

N,K +Au,3
N,K),

where

Au,1
N,K :=

1

K2∆t

∫ tu

0

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)2 N∑

i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2
dM i,N

s ,

Au,2
N,K :=

1

K2∆t

∫ tu

0

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)2 N∑

i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2(
λi,N
s − µℓN (i)

)
ds,

Au,3
N,K :=

[
µ

N∑
i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2
ℓN (i)

] 1

K2∆t

∫ tu

0

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)2

ds.

First, we derive an upper-bound for Au,1
N,K . Recalling (8), we obtain

Eθ

[(
Au,1

N,K

)2]
=

1

K4(∆t)2
Eθ

[ ∫ tu

0

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)4 N∑

i=1

(
cKN (i)

)4
dZi,N

s

]

≤ C

K4(∆t)2
Eθ

[
max

a=1,...,[ 2t∆ ]
sup

0≤s≤∆

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
(a−1)∆+s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)
)4 N∑

j=1

(
cKN (j)

)4
Zj,N
2t

]

≤ C

K4(∆t)2
Eθ

[
max

a=1,...,[ 2t∆ ]
sup

0≤s≤∆

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
(a−1)∆+s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)
)8

+
( N∑

j=1

(
cKN (j)

)4
Zj,N
2t

)2]
.



32 CHENGUANG LIU, LIPING XU, AN ZHANG

Using Doob’s inequality, Lemma 3.4-(iii) together with (20), the last expression is bounded by

C

K4(∆t)2
Eθ

[ [ 2t∆ ]∑
a=1

sup
0≤s≤∆

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
(a−1)∆+s −M j,N

(a−1)∆)
)8]

+
C

K2∆2

≤ C

K4(∆t)2
Eθ

[ [ 2t∆ ]∑
a=1

( N∑
j=1

(cKN (j))2(Zj,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆)
)4]

+
C

K2∆2

≤ C∆

t
+

C

K2∆2
.

For the second term, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy
inequality and (20) yields that on ΩN,K ,

Eθ

[∣∣∣Au,2
N,K

∣∣∣]
≤ 1

K2∆t

∫ tu

0

Eθ

[( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)
(
M j,N

s −M j,N
ϕt,∆(s)

))4] 1
2Eθ

[∣∣∣ N∑
i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2(
λi,N
s − µℓN (i)

)∣∣∣2] 1
2

ds

≤ 1

K2∆t

∫ tu

0

Eθ

[( N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
Zj,N
s − Zj,N

ϕt,∆(s)

))2] 1
2Eθ

[∣∣∣ N∑
i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2(
λi,N
s − µℓN (i)

)∣∣∣2] 1
2

ds

≤ C

K2∆t

∫ tu

0

Eθ

[(
K
(
Z̄N,K
s − Z̄N,K

ϕt,∆(s)

)
+

K2

N

(
Z̄N
s − Z̄N

ϕt,∆(s)

))2] 1
2

× Eθ

[∣∣∣ N∑
i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2(
λi,N
s − µℓN (i)

)∣∣∣2] 1
2

ds.

Now, applying Lemma 3.3-(ii), which states that on ΩN,K

max
i=1,...,N

Eθ[Z
i,N
t − Zi,N

s ] ≤ C(t− s),

together with (20) and Lemma 3.4-(ii), we further obtain

Eθ

[∣∣∣Au,2
N,K

∣∣∣] ≤ C

Kt

∫ tu

0

N∑
i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2
Eθ

[∣∣∣(λi,N
s − µℓN (i))

∣∣∣2] 1
2

ds

≤ C

Kt

∫ tu

0

K∑
i=1

Eθ

[∣∣∣λi,N
s − µℓN (i)

∣∣∣2] 1
2

ds+
C

Nt

∫ tu

0

N∑
i=1

Eθ

[∣∣∣λi,N
s − µℓN (i)

∣∣∣2] 1
2

ds

≤ C√
N

+
C

tq
.
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For the third term, we first recall AN,K
∞,∞ =

∑N
i=1

(
cKN (i)

)2
ℓN (i) with cKN (i) =

∑K
j=1 QN (j, i). Then

we rewrite

Varθ(Au,3
N,K)

=
(µAN,K

∞,∞)2

K4∆2t2
Varθ

[ ∫ ut

0

( N∑
j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)2

ds
]

=
(µAN,K

∞,∞)2

K4∆2t2

∫ ut

0

∫ ut

0

Covθ
[( N∑

i=1

cKN (i)(M i,N
s −M i,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)2

,
( N∑

j=1

cKN (j)(M j,N
s′ −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s′))
)2]

dsds′

=
(µAN,K

∞,∞)2

K4∆2t2

∫ ut

0

∫ ut

0

∑
1≤i,i′,j,j′≤N

Covθ
[
cKN (i)cKN (i′)(M i,N

s −M i,N
ϕt,∆(s))(M

i′,N
s −M i′,N

ϕt,∆(s)),

cKN (j)cKN (j′)(M j,N
s′ −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s′))(M
j′,N
s′ −M j′,N

ϕt,∆(s′))
]
dsds′

=
(µAN,K

∞,∞)2

K4∆2t2

∫ ut

0

∫ ut

0

(
1{|s−s′|>3∆} + 1{|s−s′|≤3∆}

) ∑
1≤i,i′,j,j′≤N

Covθ
[
cKN (i)cKN (i′)(M i,N

s −M i,N
ϕt,∆(s))(M

i′,N
s −M i′,N

ϕt,∆(s)),

cKN (j)cKN (j′)(M j,N
s′ −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s′))(M
j′,N
s′ −M j′,N

ϕt,∆(s′))
]
dsds′.

But on ΩN,K , we have

N∑
i,i′,j,j′=1

∫ ut

0

∫ ut

0

1{|s−s′|≤3∆}Covθ
[
cKN (i)cKN (i′)(M i,N

s −M i,N
ϕt,∆(s))(M

i′,N
s −M i′,N

ϕt,∆(s)),

cKN (j)cKN (j′)(M j,N
s′ −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s′))(M
j′,N
s′ −M j′,N

ϕt,∆(s′))
]
dsds′

≤
∫ ut

0

∫ ut

0

1{|s−s′|≤3∆}Eθ

[( N∑
i=1

cKN (i)(M i,N
s −M i,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)4] 1

2

× Eθ

[( N∑
i=1

cKN (i)(M i,N
s′ −M i,N

ϕt,∆(s′))
)4] 1

2

dsds′

≤
∫ ut

0

∫ ut

0

1{|s−s′|≤3∆}Eθ

[( N∑
i=1

(cKN (i))2(Zi,N
s − Zi,N

ϕt,∆(s))
)2] 1

2

× Eθ

[( N∑
i=1

(cKN (i))2(Zi,N
s′ − Zi,N

ϕt,∆(s′))
)2] 1

2

dsds′

≤C

∫ ut

0

∫ ut

0

1{|s−s′|≤3∆}Eθ

[(
K
(
Z̄N,K
s − Z̄N,K

ϕt,∆(s)

)
+

K2

N

(
Z̄N
s − Z̄N

ϕt,∆(s)

))2] 1
2

× Eθ

[(
K
(
Z̄N,K
s′ − Z̄N,K

ϕt,∆(s′)

)
+

K2

N

(
Z̄N
s′ − Z̄N

ϕt,∆(s′)

))2] 1
2

dsds′

≤Ct∆3K2.
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By [13, Step 6 of the proof of Lemma 30], we already have, when |s− s′| ≥ 3∆, that

Covθ[(M i,N
s −M i,N

ϕt,∆(s))(M
i′,N
s −M i′,N

ϕt,∆(s)), (M
j,N
s′ −M j,N

ϕt,∆(s′))(M
j′,N
s′ −M j′,N

ϕt,∆(s′))]

≤C(1{i=i′} + 1{j=j′})t
1/2∆1−q.

Hence,

1ΩN,K

N∑
i,i′,j,j′=1

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

1{|s−s′|≥3∆}Covθ
[
cKN (i)cKN (i′)

(
M i,N

s −M i,N
ϕt,∆(s)

)(
M i′,N

s −M i′,N
ϕt,∆(s)

)
,

cKN (j)cKN (j′)
(
M j,N

s′ −M j,N
ϕt,∆(s′)

)(
M j′,N

s′ −M j′,N
ϕt,∆(s′)

)]
dsds′

≤1ΩN,K
Ct5/2∆1−q

( N∑
i=1

(cKN (i))2
)( N∑

i=1

cKN (i)
)2

≤ CK3t5/2∆1−q.

Overall, we have, on ΩN,K

Varθ(Au,3
N,K) ≤ 1

K4∆2t2

(
µAN,K

∞,∞

)2(K3t5/2

∆q−1
+ t∆3K2

)
≤ C

(K√
t

∆q+1
+

∆

t

)
,

due to the fact that on ΩN,K , |ℓN (i)| ≤ C for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N, and (20).

Noting that AN,K
∞,∞ =

∑N
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
ℓN (j) and that

∫ ut

0
(s − ϕt,∆(s))ds = u∆t

2 , we have on

ΩN,K , ∣∣∣Eθ[Au,3
N,K ]−

u(µAN,K
∞,∞)2

2K2

∣∣∣
=

1

∆tK2

∣∣∣µAN,K
∞,∞

∫ ut

0

N∑
j=1

{(
cKN (j)

)2
Eθ

[
Zj,N
s − Zj,N

ϕt,∆(s)

]}
ds−

u∆t(µAN,K
∞,∞)2

2

∣∣∣
=

1

∆tK2

∣∣∣µAN,K
∞,∞

∫ ut

0

N∑
j=1

{(
cKN (j)

)2
Eθ

[
Zj,N
s − Zj,N

ϕt,∆(s) − µ(s− ϕt,∆(s))ℓN (j)
]}

ds
∣∣∣.

By (20) and [13, Lemma 16-(ii)], we obtain∣∣∣Eθ[Au,3
N,K ]−

u(µAN,K
∞,∞)2

2K2

∣∣∣ ≤ C

∆q
.

Gathering all the previous computations, we obtain

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣[Lt,∆
N,K(.),Lt,∆

N,K(.)
]
u
−

2u(µAN,K
∞,∞)2

K2

∣∣∣]
≤4E

[
1ΩN,K

{∣∣∣Au,1
N,K

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣Au,2
N,K

∣∣∣+ Varθ(Au,3
N,K)

1
2 +

∣∣∣Eθ[Au,3
N,K ]−

u(µAN,K
∞,∞)2

2K2

∣∣∣}]
≤ C

K∆
+ C

√
∆

t
+

C√
N

+
C

tq
+ C

(K√
t

∆q+1
+

∆

t

) 1
2

+
C

∆q

≤C
( 1

K∆
+

1√
N

+
(K√

t

∆q+1

) 1
2

+

√
∆

t

)
.

The proof is finished. □

Next, we prove Proposition 6.7.
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Proof of Proposition 6.7. A direct application of Lemma 6.8, Proposition 6.9 together with Lemma
4.5 gives

K√
t∆t

(XN,K
∆t,t,v

)v≥0
d−→ µ

√
2
( 1− γ

(1− Λp)
+

γ

(1− Λp)3

)
(B2v −Bv)v≥0,

as desired. □

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.1. We recall that XN,K
∆t,t,v

is defined in (13) and note that XN,K
2∆t,t,1

=

XN,K

∆t,t,
1
2

. By Proposition 6.7, we have

K

N

√
t

∆t

N

t

(
− XN,K

∆t,t,1
+ 2XN,K

∆t,t,
1
2

)
d−→ N

(
0, 6µ2

( 1− γ

(1− Λp)
+

γ

(1− Λp)3

)2)
.

By Proposition 6.3, we conclude that

K

N

√
t

∆t
E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣−DN,K,3
∆t,t

+ 2DN,K,3
2∆t,t

− 2
N

t
XN,K

2∆t,t,1
+

N

t
XN,K

∆t,t,1

∣∣∣] ≤ CK

N∆t
+

C
√
K√

N∆t

+
Ct

3
4

√
K

∆
1+ q

2
t

.

Consequently, by Lemma 6.2, we obtain the following convergence in probability: as (N,K, t) →
(∞,∞,∞) such that K

N → γ ≤ 1 and 1√
K

+ N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K

+Ne−cp,ΛK → 0, the limit of

1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆t

(
XN,K

∆t,t
−XN,K

∞,∞

)
equals the limit of

1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆t

{
−DN,K,3

∆t,t
+ 2DN,K,3

2∆t,t

}
,

which in turn equals the limit of

K

N

√
t

∆t

N

t

(
− XN,K

∆t,t,1
+ 2XN,K

∆t,t,
1
2

)
.

This finally converges in distribution to N
(
0, 6µ2

(
1−γ

(1−Λp) +
γ

(1−Λp)3

)2)
.

7. Proof of the main result

In this section, we present the proofs of the main results stated in Section 2. First, we recall

the estimators εN,K
t , VN,K

t , and XN,K
∆t,t

defined in Section 2, as well as the function

Ψ(3)(u, v, w) =
u2(1−

√
u
w )2

v + u2(1−
√

u
w )2

if u > 0, v > 0, w > 0 and Ψ(3)(u, v, w) = 0 otherwise,

and

p̂N,K,t := Ψ(3)(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

), with ∆t = (2⌊t1−4/(q+1)⌋)−1t.

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. It can be directly verified that Ψ(3)
(

µ
1−Λp ,

(µΛ)2p(1−p)
(1−Λp)2 , µ

(1−Λp)3

)
= p. By the

mean value theorem, there exist some vectors Ci
N,K,t for i = 1, 2, 3, lying on the segment between
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(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

) and C :=
(

µ
1−Λp ,

(µΛ)2p(1−p)
(1−Λp)2 , µ

(1−Λp)3

)
, such that

p̂N,K,t − p =Ψ(3)(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

)− p

=Ψ(3)(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

)−Ψ(3)
( µ

1− Λp
,
(µΛ)2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2
,

µ

(1− Λp)3

)
=
∂Ψ(3)

∂u
(C1

N,K,t)
(
εN,K
t − µ

1− Λp

)
+

∂Ψ(3)

∂v
(C2

N,K,t)
(
VN,K
t − (µΛ)2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)
+

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)
(
XN,K

∆t,t
− µ

(1− Λp)3

)
.

From the first paragraph of [21, Section 10], it is established that, when (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞)

and 1√
K
+ N

K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K
+Ne−cp,ΛK → 0, (εN,K

t ,VN,K
t ,XN,K

∆t,t
) converges in probability to C. Con-

sequently, the three vectors Ci
N,K,t, i = 1, 2, 3, all converge to C :=

(
µ

1−Λp ,
(µΛ)2p(1−p)

(1−Λp)2 , µ
(1−Λp)3

)
in probability.

We define the following functions from D′ := {(u, v, w) ∈ R3 : w > u > 0 and v > 0} to R3 by

Ψ(1)(u, v, w) = u

√
u

w
, Ψ(2)(u, v, w) =

v + (u−Ψ(1))2

u(u−Ψ(1))
.

Then, on D′, we have Ψ(3)(u, v, w) = 1−u−1Ψ(1)

Ψ(2) .

A series of tedious but straightforward calculations yields

∂Ψ(1)

∂v
(C) = 0,

∂Ψ(1)

∂w
(C) =

−(1− Λp)3

2
,

∂Ψ(2)

∂v
(C) =

(1− Λp)2

µ2Λp
,

∂Ψ(2)

∂w
(C) =

{−2∂Ψ(1)

∂w

u
+

Ψ(2) ∂Ψ(1)

∂w

(u−Ψ(1))

}
(C) =

(1− Λp)4(2p− 1)

2µp
,

∂Ψ(3)

∂v
(C) = −

Ψ(2) ∂Ψ(1)

∂v

u + (1− Ψ(1)

u )∂Ψ
(2)

∂v

(Ψ(2))2
(C) = − (1− Λp)2

(µΛ)2
,

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C) = −

Ψ(2) ∂Ψ(1)

∂w

u + (1− Ψ(1)

u )∂Ψ
(2)

∂w

(Ψ(2))2
(C) =

(1− Λp)4(1− p)

µΛ
.

Case 1. The dominant term is 1√
K
, i.e. when [ 1√

K
]/[NK

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K
] → ∞, we write

√
K
(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
=
√
K

∂Ψ(3)

∂u
(C1

N,K,t)
(
εN,K
t − µ

1− Λp

)
+
√
K

∂Ψ(3)

∂v
(C2

N,K,t)
(
VN,K
t − (µΛ)2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)
+
√
K

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)
(
XN,K

∆t,t
− µ

(1− Λp)3

)
.

Based on Lemmas 4.1, 5.1 and 4.4 and Theorem 6.1, we obtain

√
K

∂Ψ(3)

∂u
(C1

N,K,t)
(
εN,K
t − µ

1− Λp

)
+

√
K

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)
(
XN,K

∆t,t
− µ

(1− Λp)3

)
d−→ 0.
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Next, we observe that as (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞),

∂Ψ(3)

∂v
(C2

N,K,t)−→− (1− Λp)2

(µΛ)2
in probability.

Therefore, by Theorems 4.2 and 5.2, we conclude that

√
K

∂Ψ(3)

∂v
(C2

N,K,t)
(
VN,K
t − (µΛ)2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)
d−→ N

(
0, p2(1− p)2

)
,

which in turn implies that
√
K
(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
d−→ N

(
0, p2(1− p)2

)
.

Case 2. The dominant term is N
t
√
K
, i.e. when [ N

t
√
K
]/[ 1√

K
+ N

K

√
∆t

t ] → ∞, we write

t
√
K

N

(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
=
t
√
K

N

∂Ψ(3)

∂u
(C1

N,K,t)
(
εN,K
t − µ

1− Λp

)
+

t
√
K

N

∂Ψ(3)

∂v
(C2

N,K,t)
(
VN,K
t − (µΛ)2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)
+

t
√
K

N

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)
(
XN,K

∆t,t
− µ

(1− Λp)3

)
.

Similarly, according to Lemmas 4.1, 5.1 and 4.4 and Theorem 6.1, we obtain

t
√
K

N

∂Ψ(3)

∂u
(C1

N,K,t)
(
εN,K
t − µ

1− Λp

)
+

t
√
K

N

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)
(
XN,K

∆t,t
− µ

(1− Λp)3

)
d−→ 0.

Finally, using Theorems 4.2 and 5.2, we find that

t
√
K

N

(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
d−→ N

(
0,

2(1− Λp)2

µ2Λ4

)
.

Case 3. The dominant term is N
K

√
∆t

t , i.e. when [NK

√
∆t

t ]/[ 1√
K

+ N
t
√
K
] → ∞ and K

N → γ ≤ 1.

Using Lemmas 4.1, 5.1 and Theorems 4.2 and 5.2, we have

K

N

√
t

∆t

{∂Ψ(3)

∂u
(C1

N,K,t)
(
εN,K
t − µ

1− Λp

)
+

∂Ψ(3)

∂v
(C2

N,K,t)
(
VN,K
t − (µΛ)2p(1− p)

(1− Λp)2

)}
d−→ 0.

Applying Lemma 4.4 gives

K

N

√
t

∆t

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)
(
XN,K

∞,∞ − µ

(1− Λp)3

)
d−→ 0.

Consequently, it suffices to analyze

K

N

√
t

∆t

∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)
(
XN,K

∆t,t
−XN,K

∞,∞

)
.

Since
∂Ψ(3)

∂w
(C3

N,K,t)−→
(1− Λp)4(1− p)

µΛ
in probability,

and by Theorem 6.1, we finally conclude that

K

N

√
t

∆t

(
p̂N,K,t − p

)
d−→ N

(
0,

6(1− p)2

Λ2

(
(1− γ)(1− Λp)3 + γ(1− Λp)

)2)
.
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□

Next, we move to prove Proposition 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. We note that for the case p = 0, the conclusion of Theorem 6.1 remains
valid (and the limit of K

N is no longer required). One can verify directly that ℓ̄KN = 1, VN,K
∞ = 0

and XN,K
∞,∞ = µ. Define

f(u, v, w) :=
u(w − u)

w +
√
wu

when u > 0, w > 0 and f = 0 otherwise.

By [21, Lemma 7.3],

1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆t
(εN,K

t − µ) −→ 0 in probability.

Hence, applying Theorem 6.1, we obtain

1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆t
(XN,K

∆t,t
− εN,K

t )
d−→ N

(
0, 2µ2

)
.

From [21, Lemma 7.3, Corollary 9.9], when (N,K, t) → (∞,∞,∞) and N
K

√
∆t

t + N
t
√
K
+Ne−cp,ΛK →

0, both εN,K
t and XN,K

∆t,t
converge to µ in probability. Consequently,

1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆t
f(εN,K

t ,VN,K
t ,XN,K

∆t,t
)

d−→ N
(
0,

µ2

2

)
.

By Theorem 5.2, we obtain

1ΩN,K

t
√
K

N
VN,K
t

d−→ N
(
0, 2µ2

)
.

Therefore, if [ N
t
√
K
]/[NK

√
∆t

t ]2 → ∞, then[N
K

√
∆t

t

]−2∣∣∣VN,K
t

∣∣∣ −→ ∞ in probability.

Since Ψ(3)(u, v, w) = f2

v+f2 1{v>0}, it follows that

p̂N,K,t = Ψ(3)(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

)
d−→ 0.

On the other hand, when
[
N
K

√
∆t

t

]2
/[ N

t
√
K
] → ∞, we have

[N
K

√
∆t

t

]−2∣∣∣VN,K
t

∣∣∣ −→ 0 in probability.

Thus,

f2(εN,K
t ,VN,K

t ,XN,K
∆t,t

)

VN,K
t + f2(εN,K

t ,VN,K
t ,XN,K

∆t,t
)
−→ 1 in probability,

which holds whenever

P
(
VN,K
t > 0

)
−→ 1

2
.

Hence, p̂N,K,t
d−→ X. □
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3.4

A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.4 (i). Observing from Eθ[Z
i,N
t ] =

∫ t

0
Eθ[λ

i,N
s ]ds, a direct computation

yields that

max
i=1,...,N

Eθ[λ
i,N
t ] = µ+ max

i=1,...,N

{ N∑
j=1

AN (i, j)

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)Eθ[λ
j,N
s ]ds

}
.

Define aN (t) := sup0≤s≤t maxi=1,...,N Eθ[λ
i,N
s ].On the event ΩN,K , we have Λmaxi=1,...,N{

∑N
j=1 AN (i, j)} ≤

a < 1. Since Λ =
∫∞
0

ϕ(s)ds, it follows that

aN (t) ≤ µ+ aN (t)a,

which immediately implies the desired result.

For the second part, recalling the definition of M i,N
t in Section 3.2, we have M i,N

t = Zi,N
t −∫ t

0
λi,N
s ds. We express the intensity process λi,N

t defined in (3) as

λi,N
t = µ+

1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)dM j,N
s +

1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)λj,N
s ds.

An application of Minkowski’s inequality then yields

Eθ

[
(λi,N

t )2
] 1

2 ≤ µ+ Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)dM j,N
s

)2] 1
2

(21)

+ Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)λj,N
s ds

)2] 1
2

.

Using (8) and 0 ≤ θij ≤ 1, we obtain

Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)dM j,N
s

)2] 1
2

=
1

N
Eθ

[ N∑
j=1

∫ t

0

(
θijϕ(t− s)

)2
dZj,N

s

] 1
2

=
1

N
Eθ

[ N∑
j=1

∫ t

0

(
θijϕ(t− s)

)2
λj,N
s ds

] 1
2

≤ 1√
N

[ ∫ t

0

(
ϕ(t− s)

)2
max

j=1,...,N
Eθ[λ

j,N
s ]ds

] 1
2

.

From the first part of Lemma 3.4-(i) and assumption (H(q)), it follows that

Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)dM j,N
s

)2] 1
2 ≤ C√

N
.(22)

Now, applying Minkowski’s inequality to the third term of (21) yields

Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)λj,N
s ds

)2] 1
2 ≤ 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)Eθ

[
(λj,N

s )2
] 1

2

ds.
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Therefore,

max
i=1,...,N

Eθ

[
(λi,N

t )2
] 1

2 ≤ µ+
C√
N

+ max
i=1,...,N

{ 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)Eθ

[
(λj,N

s )2
] 1

2

ds
}
.

Define bN (t) := sup0≤s≤t maxi=1,...,N Eθ

[
(λi,N

s )2
] 1

2 , then we have

bN (t) ≤ µ+
C√
N

+ Λ max
i=1,...,N

{ 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij}bN (t).

Recalling that AN (i, j) = 1
N θij , and that on ΩN,K , Λmaxi=1,...,N{

∑N
j=1 AN (i, j)} ≤ a < 1, we

conclude that

bN (t) ≤ µ+ C + abN (t),

which completes the proof.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 3.4 (ii). Starting from the definition ℓN = QN1N = (I−ΛAN )−11N , we

obtain ℓN = 1N + ΛANℓN . Recalling (3) and writing Λ =
∫ t

0
ϕ(t− s)ds+

∫∞
t

ϕ(s)ds, we obtain

λi,N
t −µℓN (i) =

1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

(∫ t

0

ϕ(t−s)dZj,N
s −µℓN (j)

∫ t

0

ϕ(t−s)ds
)
− µ

N

N∑
j=1

θijℓN (j)

∫ ∞

t

ϕ(s)ds.

Applying Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

Eθ

[(
λi,N
t − µℓN (i)

)2] 1
2 ≤Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

(∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)dZj,N
s − µℓN (j)

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)ds
))2] 1

2

+ µEθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θijℓN (j)

∫ ∞

t

ϕ(s)ds
)2] 1

2

.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.4-(i), we reformulate the first right hand side term of the above

inequality via the process M i,N
t defined in Section 3.2. In addition, since ℓN (j) is uniformly

bounded on ΩN,K , it follows that

Eθ

[(
λi,N
t − µℓN (i)

)2] 1
2 ≤Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)dM j,N
s

)2] 1
2

+ Eθ

[( 1

N

N∑
j=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)|λj,N
s − µℓN (j)|ds

)2] 1
2

+ C

∫ ∞

t

ϕ(s)ds.

Define FN,K
t := 1

K

∑K
i=1 Eθ[(λ

i,N
t − µℓN (i))2]

1
2 . Using(22) and Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

FN,K
t ≤ 1

KN

N∑
j=1

K∑
i=1

θij

∫ t

0

ϕ(t− s)Eθ

[∣∣∣λj,N
s − µℓN (j)

∣∣∣2] 1
2

ds+ C

∫ ∞

t

ϕ(s)ds+
C√
N

≤
∫ t

0

N

K
|||IKAN |||1ϕ(t− s)FN,N

s ds+ C

∫ ∞

t

ϕ(s)ds+
C√
N

.
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Using N |||IKAN |||1 = maxj=1,...,N

∑K
i=1 θij and the bound N

K |||IKAN |||1 ≤ a/Λ on ΩN,K , we
obtain

FN,K
t ≤

∫ t

0

a

Λ
ϕ(t− s)FN,N

s ds+ C

∫ ∞

t

ϕ(s)ds+
C√
N

.

Defining gN (t) := C
∫∞
t

ϕ(s)ds+ C√
N
, we have on ΩN,K , for all K = 1, . . . , N ,

(23) FN,K
t ≤

∫ t

0

a

Λ
ϕ(t− s)FN,N

s ds+ gN (t).

From assumption (H(q)), namely
∫∞
0

(1 + sq)ϕ(s)ds < ∞ , it follows that gN (t) ≤ C( 1
tq ∧ 1) +

CN−1/2. Moreover, due to Lemma 3.4-(i) and the uniform boundness of ℓN (j) on ΩN,K ,, we

deduce that supt≥0 F
N,N
t ≤ C, so that

∫ t

0
( a
Λ )

nϕ∗n(t − s)FN,N
s ds ≤ Can → 0 as n → ∞. Hence,

iterating (23) (using it once with some fixed K ∈ {1, . . . , N} and then always with K = N), one
concludes that on ΩN,K ,

FN,N
t ≤

∑
n≥1

∫ t

0

( a
Λ

)n
ϕ∗n(t− s)gN (s)ds+ gN (t)

≤
∑
n≥1

∫ t
2

0

( a
Λ

)n
ϕ∗n(t− s)gN (s)ds+

∑
n≥1

∫ t

t
2

( a
Λ

)n
ϕ∗n(t− s)gN (s)ds+ gN (t)

≤C
∑
n≥1

∫ t

t
2

( a
Λ

)n
ϕ∗n(s)ds+ gN

( t
2

)∑
n≥1

∫ ∞

0

( a
Λ

)n
ϕ∗n(s)ds+ gN (t),

because gN is non-increasing and bounded. Recalling that
∫∞
0

ϕ∗n(s)ds = Λn and, as shown in
[13, Proof of Lemma 15-(ii)], that ∫ ∞

r

ϕ∗n(u)du ≤ CnqΛnr−q,

we conclude that (since a ∈ (0, 1))

FN,N
t ≤C

( t
2

)−q∑
n≥1

nqan + gN

( t
2

) a

1− a
+ gN (t) ≤ C

tq
+

C√
N

.

This completes the proof.

A.3. Proof of Lemma 3.4 (iii)&(iv). We restrict our proof to part (iii), since the argument for
part (iv) is virtually identical. Recall from (7) that

U i,N
t =

∑
n≥0

∫ t

0

ϕ∗n(t− s)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

s ds.

We set ϕ(s) = 0 for s ≤ 0. Separating the cases n = 0 and n ≥ 1, using A0
N (i, j) = 1{i=j} and

Minkowski’s inequality implies that on ΩN,K ,

Eθ[(U
i,N
t − U i,N

s )4]
1
4 ≤Eθ[(M

i,N
t −M i,N

s )4]
1
4

+
∑
n≥1

∫ t

0

(
ϕ∗n(t− u)− ϕ∗n(s− u)

)
Eθ

[( N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

u

)4] 1
4

du.
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For the first term (n = 0), an application of (8) and Burkholder’s inequality gives

Eθ[(M
i,N
t −M i,N

s )4] ≤CEθ

[
(Zi,N

t − Zi,N
s )2

]
.

By [13, Lemma 16-(iii)], on ΩN,K , we have, maxi=1,...,N Eθ[(Z
i,N
t − Zi,N

s )2] ≤ C(t − s)2, and
therefore

Eθ[(M
i,N
t −M i,N

s )4] ≤ C(t− s)2.(24)

For the second term (n ≥ 1), another application of (8) and Burkholder’s inequality yields

Eθ

[( N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

u

)4]
≤CEθ

[([ N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N ,

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

]
u

)2]

≤CEθ

[( N∑
j=1

(An
N (i, j))2Zj,N

u

)2]

=C

N∑
j,j′=1

(An
N (i, j))2(An

N (i, j′))2Eθ[Z
j,N
u Zj′,N

u ].

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Eθ[Z
j,N
u Zj′,N

u ] ≤
√

Eθ[(Z
j,N
u )2]Eθ[(Z

j′,N
u )2], and from [13,

Lemma 16-(iii)], we have maxi=1,...,N Eθ[(Z
i,N
u )2] ≤ Cu2. Therefore,

Eθ

[( N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

u

)4]
≤ C

( N∑
j=1

(An
N (i, j))2

)2
u2 ≤ C

( N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)

)4
u2 ≤ C|||AN |||4n∞u2.

This implies that

∑
n≥1

∫ ∞

0

(
ϕ∗n(t− u)− ϕ∗n(s− u)

)
Eθ

[( K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

u

)4] 1
4

du

≤C
∑
n≥1

|||AN |||n∞
∫ t

0

√
u
(
ϕ∗n(t− u)− ϕ∗n(s− u)

)
du

≤C(t− s)1/2
∑
n≥1

Λn|||AN |||n∞ ≤ C(t− s)1/2.

To justify the second inequality, we use the following estimate, which holds for all n ≥ 1:∫ t

0

√
u(ϕ∗n(t− u)− ϕ∗n(s− u))du =

∫ t

0

√
t− uϕ∗n(u)du−

∫ s

0

√
s− uϕ∗n(u)du

≤
∫ s

0

[
√
t− u−

√
s− u]ϕ∗n(u)du+

∫ t

s

√
t− uϕ∗n(u)du

≤2
√
t− s

∫ ∞

0

ϕ∗n(u)du ≤ 2Λn
√
t− s.

Moreover, on ΩN,K , we have Λ|||AN |||∞ ≤ a < 1. This completes the proof of of the first part of
(iii).
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For the second part, we recall from Lemma 3.3-(ii) with K = N and r = ∞ that we have

maxi=1,...,N Eθ[Z
i,N
t − Zi,N

s ] ≤ C(t− s) on ΩN,N ⊃ ΩN,K , it follows that

max
i=1,...,N

Eθ[(Z
i,N
t −Zi,N

s )4] ≤ 8
{

max
i=1,...,N

Eθ[Z
i,N
t −Zi,N

s ]4+ max
i=1,...,N

Eθ[(U
i,N
t −U i,N

s )4]
}
≤ C(t−s)4

as desired.

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 4.3

Recall that XK
N = (XK

N (i))i=1,...,N with XK
N (i) = (LN (i) − L̄K

N )1{i≤K}, where LN (i) :=∑N
j=1 AN (i, j) = 1

N

∑N
j=1 θij and that L̄K

N := 1
K

∑K
i=1 LN (i) and XN := XN

N defined in Section

3.1. Here, (θij)i,j=1,...,N is a family of i.i.d. Bernoulli(p) random variables, xK
N = (xK

N (i))i=1,...,N

with xK
N (i) = (ℓN (i)− ℓ̄KN )1{i≤K}, and xN are defined in Section 3.1.

B.1. Proof of Lemma 4.3 (i). Since (θij)i,j=1,...,N are i.i.d. Bernoulli(p) random variables. By
symmetry, we have

E[∥(IKAN )TXK
N∥22] =

K

N2
E
[( K∑

j=1

θj1(LN (j)− L̄K
N )
)2]

≤2K

N2

{
E
[( K∑

j=1

θj1(LN (j)− p)
)2]

+ E
[( K∑

j=1

θj1(p− L̄K
N )
)2]}

.

On the one hand, since L̄K
N = 1

NK

∑K
i=1

∑N
j=1 θij with (θij)i,j=1,...,N being i.i.d. Bernoulli(p)

random variables and since θj1 ≤ 1, it directly follows that

K

N2
E
[( K∑

j=1

θj1(p− L̄K
N )
)2]

≤ K3

N2
E[(p− L̄K

N )2] ≤ CK2

N3
.

On the other hand, writing LN (j) = 1
N

∑N
i=1 θji =

1
N

(∑N
i=2 θji + θj1

)
, we obtain

K

N2
E
[( K∑

j=1

θj1(LN (j)− p)
)2]

≤2K

N4

{
E
[( K∑

j=1

N∑
i=2

θj1(θji − p)
)2]

+ E
[( K∑

j=1

θj1(θj1 − p)
)2]}

≤4K

N4

{
E
[( K∑

j=1

N∑
i=2

(θj1 − p)(θji − p)
)2]

+ p2E
[( K∑

j=1

N∑
i=2

(θji − p)
)2]

+ E
[( K∑

j=1

θj1(θj1 − p)
)2]}

.



44 CHENGUANG LIU, LIPING XU, AN ZHANG

Applying the family {(θji − p), i = 2, . . . , N, j = 1, . . . ,K} is independent and centered, it yields
that

E
[( K∑

j=1

N∑
i=2

(θj1 − p)(θji − p)
)2]

= E
[ K∑
j,j′=1

N∑
i,i′=2

(θj1 − p)(θj′1 − p)(θji − p)(θji′ − p)
]

= E
[ K∑
j=1

N∑
i=2

(θj1 − p)2(θji − p)2
]
≤ CNK.

Similarly, we have E[(
∑K

j=1

∑N
i=2(θji − p))2] ≤ CNK. Furthermore, since θj1 ≤ 1 and |θj1 − p| ≤

1, we obtain E[(
∑K

j=1 θj1(θj1 − p))2] ≤ CK2. Consequently, K
N2E

[(∑K
j=1 θj1(LN (j) − p)

)2]
≤

CK2/N3, as desired.

B.2. Proof of Lemma 4.3 (ii). By the definition of XN and XK
N in Section 3.1, we have

(IKANXN ,XK
N ) =

K∑
i,j=1

AN (i, j)XN (j)XK
N (i).

Since AN (i, j) = 1
N θij and

∑K
i=1 X

K
N (i) =

∑K
i=1(LN (i)− L̄K

N ) = 0, we have

(IKANXN ,XK
N ) =

1

N

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)XN (j)XK
N (i)

=
1

N

[ K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)(LN (j)− p)XK
N (i) + (p− L̄N )

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)XK
N (i)

]

=
1

N

[ K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)(LN (j)− p)(LN (i)− p) + (p− L̄K
N )

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)(LN (j)− p)

+ (p− L̄N )

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)(LN (i)− p) + (p− L̄N )(p− L̄K
N )

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)
]
.

We start by analyzing the first term. Recalling that LN (i) :=
∑N

j=1 AN (i, j) = 1
N

∑N
j=1 θij , we

obtain

E
[( K∑

i,j=1

(θij − p)(LN (j)− p)(LN (i)− p)
)2]

=
1

N4
E
[( K∑

i,j=1

N∑
m,n=1

(θij − p)(θjm − p)(θin − p)
)2]

=
1

N4
E
[ K∑
i,j,i′,j′=1

N∑
m,n,m′,n′=1

(θij − p)(θjm − p)(θin − p)(θi′j′ − p)(θj′m′ − p)(θi′n′ − p)
]
≤ CK2

N2
,

since the family {(θij − p), i, j = 1, . . . , N} is i.i.d., centered, and bounded.



CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR HAWKES PROCESSES 45

For the second term, applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality yields

E
[∣∣∣(p− L̄K

N )

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)(LN (j)− p)
∣∣∣] ≤ 1

N
E[(p− L̄K

N )2]
1
2E
[( K∑

i,j=1

N∑
k=1

(θij − p)(θjk − p)
)2] 1

2

.

This quantity is bounded by
√
K
N , since on the one hand, we have

E[(p− L̄K
N )2] =

1

N2K2
E[(

K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

(θij − p))2] =
E[(θ11 − p)2]

NK
≤ C

NK
,(25)

and on the other hand,

E
[( K∑

i,j=1

N∑
k=1

(θij − p)(θjk − p)
)2]

=E
[ K∑
i,j,i′,j′=1

N∑
k,k′=1

(θij − p)(θi′j′ − p)(θjk − p)(θj′k′ − p)
]
≤ CNK2.

For the third term, by (25), we have E[(p− L̄N )2] = E[(p− L̄N
N )2] ≤ C

N2 . Applying the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain

E
[∣∣∣(p− L̄N )

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)(LN (i)− p)
∣∣∣]

≤ 1

N
E[(p− L̄N )2]

1
2E
[( K∑

i,j=1

N∑
k=1

(θij − p)(θik − p)
)2] 1

2

≤ 1

N

√
C

N2
E
[ K∑
i,j,i′,j′=1

N∑
k,k′=1

(θij − p)(θik − p)(θi′j′ − p)(θi′k′ − p)
] 1

2

≤ 1

N

√
C

N2

√
K2N +K4 = C

K

N3/2
+ C

K2

N2
≤ C

K

N
.

Finally, we analyze the last term. Note that E[(
∑K

i,j=1(θij − p))2] = E[
∑K

i,j=1(θij − p)2] =

CK2 and E[(p − L̄K
N )4] = 1

N4K4E[(
∑K

i=1

∑N
j=1(θij − p))4] ≤ C

N2K2 . Therefore, applying the
Cauchy–Schwarz inequality again, we obtain

E
[∣∣∣(p− L̄N )(p− L̄K

N )

K∑
i,j=1

(θij − p)
∣∣∣]

≤E[(p− L̄N )4]
1
4E[(p− L̄K

N )4]
1
4E
[( K∑

i,j=1

(θij − p)
)2] 1

2

≤C
( 1

N4

)1/4( 1

N2K2

)1/4√
K2 =

√
K

N
√
N

≤ C
K

N
.

Together, the preceding arguments complete the proof.
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B.3. Proof of Lemma 4.3 (iii). Recall that xK
N = (xK

N (i))i=1,...,N , where xK
N (i) = (ℓN (i) −

ℓ̄KN )1{i≤K}, and that XK
N , ℓN (i), ℓ̄KN and ℓ̄N are defined in Section 3.1. Here, AN is defined in (5).

For any x,y ∈ RN , a > 0, it’s not hard to verify the following elementary equality∣∣∥x∥22 − a2∥y∥22 − ∥x− ay∥22
∣∣ = 2

∣∣a(x− ay,y
)∣∣.

Then, putting x = xK
N , y = XK

N and a = Λℓ̄N , we have

E
[
1ΩN,K∩AN

∣∣∣(∥xK
N∥22 − (Λℓ̄N )2∥XK

N∥22
)
− ∥xK

N − Λℓ̄NXK
N∥22

∣∣∣]
= 2E

[
1ΩN,K∩AN

∣∣∣Λℓ̄N(xK
N − Λℓ̄NXK

N ,XK
N

)∣∣∣].
By [21, Lemma 5.11], it holds that

xK
N − Λℓ̄NXK

N = ΛIKAN (xN − Λℓ̄NXN )− Λ

K
(IKANxN ,1K)1K + ℓ̄NΛ2IKANXN .

Since XK
N (i) = (LN (i)− L̄K

N )1{i≤K} and 1K is a vector with entries 1K(i) = 1{1≤i≤K}, it follows

that (1K ,XK
N ) =

∑K
i=1 X

K
N (i) = 0. Consequently,

(xK
N − Λℓ̄NXK

N ,XK
N ) =Λ(IKAN (xN − Λℓ̄NXN ),XK

N ) + Λ2ℓ̄N (IKANXN ,XK
N ) := eN,K,1 + eN,K,2.

An application of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality gives

E[1ΩN,K∩AN
eN,K,1] =E

[
1ΩN,K∩AN

Λ
(
(xN − Λℓ̄NXN ), (IKAN )TXK

N

)]
≤ΛE

[
1ΩN,K∩AN

∥xN − Λℓ̄NXN∥22
] 1

2E
[
∥(IKAN )TXK

N∥22
] 1

2

.

From [21, Lemma 5.11], the first term E
[
1ΩN,K∩AN

∥xN − Λℓ̄NXN∥22
]
is bounded by CN−1, and

Lemma 4.3-(i) bounds the second, yielding

E[1ΩN,K∩AN
eN,K,1] ≤

CK

N2
.

Furthermore, ℓ̄N is bounded on ΩN,K by Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 4.3-(ii) implies

E[1ΩN,K
eN,K,2] ≤

CK

N2
,

which completes the proof.

B.4. Proof of Lemma 4.3 (iv). Recall from [13, Proposition 14] that E[1Ω1
N
|ℓ̄N − 1

1−Λp |
2] ≤ C

N2 .

Furthermore, Lemma 3.2 guarantees that ℓ̄N is bounded by a constant C on ΩN,K . In addition, one

can verify (see, e.g., [21, Equation (9)]) that E[N
2

K2 ∥XK
N∥42] ≤ C. Together with the Cauchy–Schwarz

inequality, these results imply

√
K

N

K
E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣(ℓ̄N )2 −
( 1

1− Λp

)2∣∣∣∥XK
N∥22

]
≤C

√
KE

[N2

K2
∥XK

N∥42
] 1

2E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣ℓ̄N − 1

1− Λp

∣∣∣2] 1
2 ≤ C

√
K

N
≤ C√

N
.

To complete the proof, it suffices to show that 1ΩN,K

√
K[NK ∥XK

N∥22−p(1−p)]
d−→ N (0, p2(1−p)2).

Since 1ΩN,K
tends to 1 in probability, it is enough to verify that

√
K[NK ∥XK

N∥22 − p(1 − p)]
d−→
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N (0, p2(1− p)2). Now observe that

∥XK
N∥22 =

K∑
i=1

(LN (i)− L̄K
N )2 =

K∑
i=1

(LN (i)− p)2 −K(p− L̄K
N )2.

As shown in the proof of Lemma 4.3-(ii), we have E[(p − L̄K
N )2] ≤ C

NK , so that
√
K N

KE[K(p −
L̄K
N )2] ≤ C√

K
. Therefore, it remains to show that

ξN,K :=
√
K
[N
K

K∑
i=1

(LN (i)− p)2 − p(1− p)
]

d−→ N (0, p2(1− p)2).

Recalling that LN (i) = N−1
∑N

j=1 θij , a direct computation shows that

ξN,K =
1

N
√
K

K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

[(θij − p)2 − p(1− p)] +
1

N
√
K

K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

N∑
j′=1,j′ ̸=j

(θij − p)(θij′ − p).

Since the variables (θij − p)2 − p(1− p) are i.i.d. with mean zero and finite variance, the central

limit theorem implies the convergence in distribution of 1√
NK

∑K
i=1

∑N
j=1[(θij − p)2 − p(1 − p)].

Therefore, the first term tends to 0 in probability. For the second term, applying the the central
limit theorem again, we obtain

1

N
√
K

K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

N∑
j′=1,j′ ̸=j

(θij − p)(θij′ − p)
d−→ N (0, p2(1− p)2),

which completes the proof.

Appendix C. convolution of ϕ

We first present two lemmas concerning the convolution of the function ϕ introduced in Section
1.5. These will be useful in proving Lemmas 6.4 and 6.6.

Lemma C.1. We consider ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that Λ =
∫∞
0

ϕ(s)ds < ∞ and, for some

q ≥ 1,
∫∞
0

sqϕ(s)ds < ∞. Then, for all n ≥ 1 and r ≥ 1,∫ ∞

r

√
sϕ∗n(s)ds ≤ CΛnnqr

1
2−q and

∫ ∞

0

√
sϕ∗n(s)ds ≤ C

√
nΛn.

Proof. We introduce some i.i.d. random variables X1, X2, . . . with density Λ−1ϕ and set S0 = 0
as well as Sn = X1 + · · · + Xn for all n ≥ 1. By the Minkowski inequality and since E[Xq

1 ] =
Λ−1

∫∞
0

sqϕ(s)ds < ∞ by assumption, we obtain E[Sq
n] ≤ nqE[Xq

1 ] ≤ Cnq. Consequently,∫ ∞

r

√
sϕ∗n(s)ds = ΛnE[

√
Sn1{Sn≥r}] ≤ Λnr

1
2−qE[Sq

n] ≤ Λnnqr
1
2−qE[Xq

1 ] ≤ CΛnnqr
1
2−q.

For the second part, we write∫ ∞

0

√
sϕ∗n(s)ds = ΛnE[

√
Sn] ≤

√
nΛn

√
E[X1] ≤ C

√
nΛn

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. □

Lemma C.2. Under the same conditions as in Lemma C.1, we have, for n ∈ N+ and r ≥ 1,∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

ϕ∗n(s)ds− Λn
∣∣∣ ≤ nΛn−1

∫ ∞

t
n

ϕ(s)ds.
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Proof. Consider n i.i.d random variables {Xi}i=1,...,n with density ϕ(s)/Λ and write∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

ϕ∗n(s)ds− Λn
∣∣∣ = ΛnP

( n∑
i=1

Xi ≥ t
)
≤ ΛnP

(
max

i=1,...,n
Xi ≥ t/n

)
≤ nΛnP(X1 ≥ t/n),

which completes the proof. □

Appendix D. Proof of Lemmas 6.4 & 6.6

D.1. Proof of Lemma 6.4 (i). We work on the set ΩN,K . Recall (8). By [13, Lemma 16-(iii)]
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

Eθ[(M
j,N
(a∆−s) −M j,N

a∆ )(M j′,N
(a∆−s′) −M j′,N

a∆ )] ≤ 1{j=j′}Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a∆−s)]
1
2Eθ[Z

j,N
a∆ − Zj,N

(a∆−s′)]
1
2

≤ 1{j=j′}
√
ss′.

From Lemma C.1, we already have
∫∞
r

√
uϕ∗n(u)du ≤ CΛnnqr

1
2−q. Recalling (18), we obtain

Eθ[(B
N,K
a∆ )2] =

1

K2

K∑
i,i′=1

N∑
j,j′=1

∑
n,m≥1

∫ a∆

∆

∫ a∆

∆

ϕ∗n(s)ϕ∗m(s′)An
N (i, j)Am

N (i′, j′)

× Eθ[(M
j,N
(a∆−s) −M j,N

a∆ )(M j′,N
(a∆−s′) −M j′,N

a∆ )]dsds′

≤ CN

K2

( ∑
n,m≥1

|||IKAN |||21|||AN |||n+m−2
1

∫ ∞

∆

∫ ∞

∆

√
ss′ϕ∗n(s)ϕ∗m(s′)dsds′

)
≤ C

N

(∑
n≥1

nqΛn|||AN |||n−1
1

)2
∆1−2q ≤ C

N
∆1−2q,

where the last inequality follows because on ΩN,K , Λ|||AN |||1 ≤ a < 1 and
∑

n≥1 n
qan−1 < ∞.

D.2. Proof of Lemma 6.4 (ii). Recalling (17), we write

CN,K
a∆ =

∑
n≥1

∫ ∆

0

ϕ∗n(s)ON,K,n
s,s,a∆,

where for r ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ s ≤ a∆,

ON,K,n
r,s,a∆ :=

1

K

K∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)(M j,N

(a∆−s) −M j,N
a∆−s+r).

For fixed s, {ON,K,n
r,s,a∆}r≥0 is a family of martingale w.r.t the filtration (Fa∆−s+r)r≥0. By (8), we

have [M i,N ,M j,N ]t = 1{i=j}Z
i,N
t . Hence, for n ≥ 1, on ΩN,K ,

[ON,K,n
.,s,a∆ , ON,K,n

.,s,a∆ ]r =
1

K2

N∑
j=1

( K∑
i=1

An
N (i, j)

)2
(Zj,N

a∆−s+r − Zj,N
a∆−s)

≤ N

K2
|||IKAn

N |||21(Z̄N
a∆−s+r − Z̄N

a∆−s)

≤ N

K2
|||IKAN |||21|||AN |||2n−2

1 (Z̄N
a∆−s+r − Z̄N

a∆−s).
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Since |||IKAN |||21 ≤ 1
Λ2

K2

N2 on ΩN,K , we obtain

[ON,K,n
.,s,a∆ , ON,K,n

.,s,a∆ ]r ≤ C

N
|||AN |||2n−2

1 (Z̄N
a∆−s+r − Z̄N

a∆−s).

Applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality yields, on ΩN,K ,

Eθ[(O
N,K,n
r,s,a∆)4] ≤ 4Eθ

[(
[ON,K,n

,s,a∆ , ON,K,n
,s.a∆ ]r

)2]
≤ C|||AN |||4n−4

1

N2
Eθ[(Z̄

N
a∆−s+r − Z̄N

a∆−s)
2].

From [13, lemma 16-(iii)], we already have supi=1,...,N Eθ[(Z
i,N
t − Zi,N

s )2] ≤ C(t − s)2. Using the
second part of Lemma C.1 together with the Minkowski inequality, we obtain

Eθ[(C
N,K
a∆ )4]

1
4 ≤

∑
n≥1

∫ ∆

0

ϕ∗n(s)Eθ[(O
N,K,n
s,s,a∆)4]

1
4 ds

≤ 1√
N

∑
n≥0

|||AN |||n1
∫ ∆

0

√
sϕ∗(n+1)(s)ds

≤ 1√
N

∑
n≥0

√
n+ 1Λn+1|||AN |||n1 ≤ C√

N
.

This completes the proof.

D.3. Proof of Lemma 6.4 (iii). Because

Covθ[(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2, (CN,K

b∆ − CN,K
(b−1)∆)

2]

=
1

K4

K∑
i,k,i′,k′=1

N∑
j,l,j′,l′=1

∑
m,n,m′,n′≥1

∫ ∆

0

∫ ∆

0

∫ ∆

0

∫ ∆

0

ϕ∗n(s)ϕ∗m(s)ϕ∗n′
(s′)ϕ∗m′

(s′)

×An
N (i, j)Am

N (k, l)An′

N (i′, j′)Am′

N (k′, l′)

× Covθ[(M j,N
(a∆−s) −M j,N

a∆ −M j,N
((a−1)∆−s) +M j,N

(a−1)∆)

× (M j′,N
(a∆−s′) −M j′,N

a∆ −M j′,N
((a−1)∆−s′) +M j′,N

(a−1)∆),

(M l,N
(b∆−r) −M l,N

b∆ −M l,N
((b−1)∆−r) +M l,N

(b−1)∆)

× (M l′,N
(b∆−r′) −M l′,N

b∆ + (M l′,N
((b−1)∆−r′) −M l′,N

(b−1)∆)]dsdrds
′dr′.

Define ζj,Na∆,s := M j,N
(a∆−s) −M j,N

a∆ for 0 ≤ s ≤ ∆. Then we rewrite

Covθ[(M j,N
(a∆−s) −M j,N

a∆ −M j,N
((a−1)∆−s) +M j,N

(a−1)∆)

× (M j′,N
(a∆−s′) −M j′,N

a∆ −M j′,N
((a−1)∆−s′) +M j′,N

(a−1)∆),

(M l,N
(b∆−r) −M l,N

b∆ −M l,N
((b−1)∆−r) +M l,N

(b−1)∆)

× (M l′,N
(b∆−r′) −M l′,N

b∆ + (M l′,N
((b−1)∆−r′) −M l′,N

(b−1)∆)]

=Covθ[(ζj,Na∆,s − ζj,N(a−1)∆,s)(ζ
j′,N
a∆,s′ − ζj

′,N
(a−1)∆,s′), (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)].

Since 0 ≤ s, s′, r, r′ ≤ ∆, we have

Eθ[ζ
j,N
(a−1)∆,sζ

j′,N
a∆,s′ ] = Eθ[ζ

j,N
a∆,sζ

j′,N
(a−1)∆,s′ ] = Eθ[ζ

l,N
(b−1)∆,rζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ ] = Eθ[ζ

l,N
b∆,rζ

l′,N
(b−1)∆,r′ ] = 0.
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Without loss of generality, assume a− b ≥ 4 and s ≤ s′. First, note that

Covθ[ζj,Na∆,sζ
j′,N
(a−1)∆,s′ , (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)]

=Eθ

[
Eθ

[
ζj,Na∆,s|F(a−1)∆

]
ζj

′,N
(a−1)∆,s′

×
(
(ζl,Nb∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)− Eθ

[
(ζl,Nb∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)

])]
= 0.

For the same reason, we also obtain

Covθ[ζj,N(a−1)∆,sζ
j′,N
a∆,s′ , (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)] = 0.

If j ̸= j′, the covariance vanishes because

Eθ[(ζ
j,N
a∆,s − ζj,N(a−1)∆,s)(ζ

j′,N
a∆,s′ − ζj

′,N
(a−1)∆,s′)|Fb∆] = 0.

Now assume j = j′, then

K :=Covθ[(ζj,Na∆,s − ζj,N(a−1)∆,s)(ζ
j′,N
a∆,s′ − ζj

′,N
(a−1)∆,s′), (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)]

=Covθ[(ζj,Na∆,sζ
j′,N
a∆,s′ + ζj,N(a−1)∆,sζ

j′,N
(a−1)∆,s′), (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)].

Since Eθ[ζ
j,N
a∆,sζ

j,N
a∆,s′ |Fa∆−s′ ] = Eθ[(M

j,N
a∆ )2−(M j,N

a∆−s)
2|Fa∆−s′ ], and as usual (M j,N

a∆ )2−(M j,N
a∆−s)

2 =

2
∫ a∆

a∆−s
M j,N

τ− dM j,N
τ + Zj,N

a∆ − Zj,N
a∆−s.We note that Eθ

[ ∫ a∆

a∆−s
M j,N

τ− dM j,N
τ |Fa∆−s

]
= 0. Moreover,

because a− b ≥ 4, we obtain

Covθ[(M j,N
a∆ )2 − (M j,N

a∆−s)
2, (ζl,Nb∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)]

= Covθ[Zj,N
a∆ − Zj,N

a∆−s, (ζ
l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)].

Consequently,

K =Covθ[Zj,N
a∆ − Zj,N

a∆−s + Zj,N
(a−1)∆ − Zj,N

(a−1)∆−s, (ζ
l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)]

=Covθ[U j,N
a∆ − U j,N

a∆−s + U j,N
(a−1)∆ − U j,N

(a−1)∆−s, (ζ
l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)].

Recall that βn(x, z, r) = ϕ⋆n(z − r)− ϕ⋆n(x− r). We can write

U i,N
a∆ − U i,N

a∆−s =
∑
n≥0

∫ a∆

0

βn(a∆− s, a∆, r)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

r dr = Ri,N
a∆,a∆−s + T i,N

a∆,a∆−s,

where

Ri,N
a∆,a∆−s =

∑
n≥0

∫ a∆

(a−1)∆−s

βn(x, z, r)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)(M j,N

r −M j,N
(a−1)∆−s)dr,

T i,N
a∆,a∆−s =

∑
n≥0

(∫ a∆

(a−1)∆−s

βn(x, z, r)dr
) N∑

j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

(a−1)∆−s

+
∑
n≥0

∫ (a−1)∆−s

0

βn(x, z, r)

N∑
j=1

An
N (i, j)M j,N

r dr.
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The conditional expectation of Ri,N
a∆,a∆−s given Fb∆ is zero. Therefore,

K = Covθ[T i,N
a∆,a∆−s + T i,N

(a−1)∆,(a−1)∆−s, (ζ
l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)].

Referring to the proof of Lemma 30, Step 1 in [13] (noting that T i,N
a∆,a∆−s coincides with Xi,N

a∆−s,a∆

in [13]), we have supi=1,...,N Eθ[(T
i,N
a∆,a∆−s)

4] ≤ Ct2∆−4q. Since r ≤ ∆ and by [13, Lemma 16-(iii)],
we obtain

Eθ[(ζ
l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)

4]
1
4 ≤ Eθ[(M

l,N
(b∆−r) −M l,N

b∆ )4]
1
4 + Eθ[(M

l,N
((b−1)∆−r) −M l,N

(b−1)∆)
4]

1
4

≤ C
√
∆,

Hence, applying [13, Lemma 16-(iii)] once more,

|K| ≤{Eθ[(T
i,N
a∆,a∆−s)

2]
1
2 + Eθ[(T

i,N
(a−1)∆,(a−1)∆−s)

2]
1
2 }

× Eθ[(ζ
l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)

4]
1
4Eθ[(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)

4]
1
4

≤Ct1/2∆−q∆.

Moreover, by symmetry, we conclude that for |a− b| ≥ 4,

Covθ[(ζj,Na∆,s − ζj,N(a−1)∆,s)(ζ
j′,N
a∆,s′ − ζj

′,N
(a−1)∆,s′), (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)(ζ

l′,N
b∆,r′ − ζl

′,N
(b−1)∆,r′)]

≤C
(
1{l=l′} + 1{j=j′}

)√
t∆1−q.

Recalling the definition of ΩN,K , we have

|||IKAn
N |||1 ≤ |||IKAN |||1|||AN |||n−1

1 ≤ CK

N
|||AN |||n−1

1 ,

which implies

Covθ[(CN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
2, (CN,K

b∆ − CN,K
(b−1)∆)

2]

≤C
√
t∆1−q

K4

K∑
i,k,i′,k′=1

N∑
j,l,j′,l′=1

∑
m,n,m′,n′≥1

Λn+m+n′+m′
An

N (i, j)Am
N (k, l)An′

N (i′, j′)Am′

N (k′, l′)

×
(
1{l=l′} + 1{j=j′}

)
≤C

√
t∆1−q

K4
N3

∑
m,n,m′,n′≥1

Λn+m+n′+m′
|||IKAn

N |||1|||IKAm
N |||1|||IKAn′

N |||1|||IKAm′

N |||1

≤
∑

n,m,n′,m′≥1

1

K4
N3
(K
N

)4
Λ4(Λ|||AN |||1)n+m+n′+m′−4 C

√
t

∆q−1
≤ C

√
t

N∆q−1
.

This completes the proof.

D.4. Proof of Lemma 6.6 (i)&(ii). Recall cKN (j) =
∑K

i=1 QN (i, j) with QN =
∑

n≥0 Λ
nAn

N .

Remind X̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ = 1

K

∑K
i=1 X

i,N
(a−1)∆,a∆, Y

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ and Xi,N

(a−1)∆,a∆ defined in (14) and (16),

respectively. We first rewrite

YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ =

1

K

N∑
j=1

K∑
i=1

∑
n≥0

ΛnAn
N (i, j)(M j,N

a∆ −M j,N
(a−1)∆).
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Then, using (8) and Lemma C.2, we have, on ΩN,K

1ΩN,K
Eθ[(YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2]

≤ 2

K2
Eθ

[∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥0

K∑
i=1

(∫ a∆

0

ϕ∗n(a∆− s)ds− Λn
)
An

N (i, j)
}
M j,N

a∆

∣∣∣2]

+
2

K2
Eθ

[∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥0

K∑
i=1

(∫ (a−1)∆

0

ϕ∗n((a− 1)∆− s)ds− Λn
)
An

N (i, j)
}
M j,N

(a−1)∆

∣∣∣2]

=
2

K2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥0

K∑
i=1

(∫ a∆

0

ϕ∗n(a∆− s)ds− Λn
)
An

N (i, j)
}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ ]

+
2

K2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥0

K∑
i=1

(∫ (a−1)∆

0

ϕ∗n((a− 1)∆− s)ds− Λn
)
An

N (i, j)
}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
(a−1)∆]

≤ 2

K2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥1

n

∫ ∞

(a∆)/n

ϕ(s)dsΛn−1|||IKAn
N |||1

)}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ ]

+
2

K2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥1

n

∫ ∞

(a−1)∆/n

ϕ(s)dsΛn−1|||IKAn
N |||1

}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
(a−1)∆].

Noting that on ΩN,K , |||IKAn
N |||1 ≤ |||IKAN |||1|||AN |||n−1

1 ≤ CK
N |||AN |||n−1

1 , we have

1ΩN,K
Eθ[(YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆)

2]

≤ C

N2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥1

n

∫ ∞

(a∆)/n

ϕ(s)dsΛn−1|||AN |||n−1
1

)}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ ]

+
C

N2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥1

n

∫ ∞

(a−1)∆/n

ϕ(s)dsΛn−1|||AN |||n−1
1

}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
(a−1)∆]

≤ C

N2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥1

n1+q(a∆)−q

∫ ∞

0

sqϕ(s)dsΛn−1|||AN |||n−1
1

)}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
a∆ ]

+
C

N2

N∑
j=1

{∑
n≥1

n1+q[(a− 1)∆]−q

∫ ∞

0

sqϕ(s)dsΛn−1|||AN |||n−1
1

}2

Eθ[Z
j,N
(a−1)∆]

≤ C

N2(a∆)2q
Eθ

[ N∑
j=1

Zj,N
a∆

]
+

C

N2((a− 1)∆)2q
Eθ

[ N∑
j=1

Zj,N
(a−1)∆

]
≤C

N

[ 1

(a∆)2q−1
+

1

((a− 1)∆)2q−1

]
.

The last inequality uses maxj=1,...,N Eθ[Z
j,N
t ] ≤ Ct, proved in Lemma 3.3-(i) with r = ∞, which

yields exactly (i). For q ≥ 2, the series
∑∞

a=1 a
1−2q < +∞, which concludes (ii).
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D.5. Proof of Lemma 6.6 (iii)&(iv). Recalling the definition of YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ in (14) and (8),

and applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we have on ΩN,K

E
[∣∣∣YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣4]
≤ 4

K4
E

[
Eθ

[ N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
(Zj,N

a∆ − Zj,N
(a−1)∆)

]2]

=
4

K4
E

[
N∑

j,j′=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
cKN (j′)

)2
Eθ

[
(Zj,N

a∆ − Zj,N
(a−1)∆)(Z

j′,N
a∆ − Zj′,N

(a−1)∆)
]]

≤ 4

K4
E

[
N∑

j,j′=1

(
cKN (j)

)2(
cKN (j′)

)2
Eθ

[
(Zj,N

a∆ − Zj,N
(a−1)∆)

2
]1/2

Eθ

[
(Zj′,N

a∆ − Zj′,N
(a−1)∆)

2
]1/2]

.

From [13, lemma 16-(iii)], we already have on ΩN,K , supi=1,...,N Eθ[(Z
i,N
t − Zi,N

s )2] ≤ C(t − s)2.
Moreover, from (20), we have, on ΩN,K ,

N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
=
( K∑

j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2
+

N∑
j=K

(
cKN (j)

)2) ≤ CK.

Consequently,

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣4] ≤ C∆2

K2
,

which completes the proof of (iii). From Lemma 6.6-(i)&(iii) and using the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, we obtain

K√
∆t

E
[
1ΩN,K

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣]

≤ K√
∆t

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣4] 1
4E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2] 1
2

≤ C
√
K

∆q− 1
2

√
Nt

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆

a
1
2−q ≤ C

√
K

∆q− 1
2

√
Nt

.

In the last step, we used that for q ≥ 2, the series
∑∞

a=1 a
1
2−q converges.

D.6. Proof of Lemma 6.6 (v). Recalling that Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ = CN,K

a∆ +BN,K
a∆ −CN,K

(a−1)∆−BN,K
(a−1)∆,

where CN,K
a∆ and BN,K

a∆ are defined in (17) and (18), respectively. We write

Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

=Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆) + YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆Γ̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

=Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆) + YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ +BN,K

a∆ − CN,K
(a−1)∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆).
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Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality together with Lemmas 6.6-(i) and 6.4-(i)&(ii), we obtain

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

(
X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆ − YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

)∣∣∣]2
≤E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2]E[1ΩN,K
(Γ̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
2
]

=E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2]E[1ΩN,K

(
CN,K

a∆ +BN,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆ −BN,K
(a−1)∆

)2]
≤4E

[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − X̄N,K

(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2]
× E

[
1ΩN,K

{(
CN,K

a∆

)2
+
(
BN,K

a∆

)2
+
(
CN,K

(a−1)∆

)2
+
(
BN,K

(a−1)∆

)2}]
≤C

N

[
(a∆)1−2q +

(
(a− 1)∆

)1−2q]( 1

N
+

1

N
∆1−2q

)
≤
[
(a∆)1−2q +

(
(a− 1)∆

)1−2q] C

N2
.

Similarly, using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality again and Lemmas 6.4-(i) and 6.6-(iii), we have

1ΩN,K
Eθ

[∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(B

N,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
∣∣∣]2

≤1ΩN,K
Eθ

[∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣2]Eθ

[(
BN,K

a∆ −BN,K
(a−1)∆

)2]
≤1ΩN,K

Eθ

[∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣4]1/2Eθ

[(
BN,K

a∆ −BN,K
(a−1)∆

)2]
≤ C

NK∆2q−2
.

Next, we consider the term YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ −CN,K

(a−1)∆). Recalling YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ defined in (14) and

CN,K
a∆ defined in (17), we write

YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆) =
1

K2

K∑
i=1

N∑
j,j′=1

∑
n≥1

∫ ∆

0

ϕ∗n(s)An
N (i, j)cKN (j′)

(M j,N
a∆−s −M j,N

a∆ −M j,N
(a−1)∆−s +M j,N

(a−1)∆)(M
j′,N
a∆ −M j′,N

(a−1)∆).

We set for 1 ≤ j, j′, l, l′ ≤ N and a, b ∈ {t/(2∆) + 1, ..., 2t/∆},

Ta,b(j, j′, l, l′) :=Covθ[(M j,N
a∆−s −M j,N

a∆ −M j,N
(a−1)∆−s +M j,N

(a−1)∆)(M
j′,N
a∆ −M j′,N

(a−1)∆),

(M l,N
b∆−s −M l,N

b∆ −M l,N
(b−1)∆−s +M l,N

(b−1)∆)(M
l′,N
b∆ −M l′,N

(b−1)∆)].

Using [13, Lemma 16-(iii)], it is obvious that without any condition on (a, b), on ΩN,K

|Ta,b(j, j′, l, l′)|

≤
{
Eθ

[(
M j,N

a∆ −M j,N
(a−1)∆

)4] 1
4

+ Eθ

[(
M j,N

a∆−s −M j,N
(a−1)∆−s

)4] 1
4
}
Eθ

[(
M j′,N

a∆ −M j′,N
(a−1)∆

)4] 1
4

{
Eθ

[(
M l,N

b∆ −M l,N
(b−1)∆

)4] 1
4

+ Eθ

[(
M l,N

b∆−s −M l,N
(b−1)∆−s

)4] 1
4
}
Eθ

[(
M l′,N

b∆ −M l′,N
(b−1)∆

)4] 1
4

≤C∆2,

and 1{#{j,j′,l,l′}=4}|Ta,b(j, j′, l, l′)| = 0.
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We now consider the case when a− b ≥ 4. Recall that ζj,Na∆,s := M j,N
(a∆−s) −M j,N

a∆ for 0 ≤ s ≤ ∆.

Then,

Ta,b(j, j′, l, l′) =Covθ[(ζj,Na∆,s − ζj,N(a−1)∆,s)ζ
j′,N
a∆,∆, (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)ζ

l′,N
b∆,∆]

=Covθ[ζj,Na∆,sζ
j′,N
a∆,∆, (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)ζ

l′,N
b∆,∆].

Using the same strategy as the proof of Lemma 6.4, we have

|Covθ[ζj,Na∆,sζ
j′,N
a∆,∆, (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)ζ

l′,N
b∆,∆]|

=|Covθ[T j,N
a∆,(a−1)∆, (ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)ζ

l′,N
b∆,∆]|

≤{Eθ[(T
j,N
a∆,(a−1)∆)

2]
1
2 }Eθ[(ζ

l,N
b∆,r − ζl,N(b−1)∆,r)

4]
1
4Eθ[(ζ

l′,N
b∆,∆)

4]
1
4

≤Ct1/2∆1−q.

Hence, by symmetry, for |a− b| ≥ 4, |Ta,b(j, j′, l, l′)| ≤ C
(
1{l=l′}+1{j=j′}

)√
t∆1−q. Consequently,

still for |a− b| ≥ 4,

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣Covθ[YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆),Y
N,K
(b−1)∆,b∆(C

N,K
b∆ − CN,K

(b−1)∆)
]∣∣∣]

=
1

K4
E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣ K∑
i,i′=1

N∑
l,l′,j,j′=1

∑
n,n′≥1

∫ ∆

0

∫ ∆

0

ϕ∗n(s)ϕ∗n′
(s′)An

N (i, j)An′

N (i′, l)

× cKN (j′)cKN (l′)Ta,b(j, j′, l, l′)dsds′
∣∣∣]

≤ t1/2

K4∆q−1
E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

(
cKN (j)− 1

)
cKN (j)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ N∑
l=1

cKN (l)
∣∣∣∑
n≥1

NΛn|||IKAN |||1|||AN |||n−1
1

]
≤ Ct1/2

K∆q−1
.

The last step follows from (20), which implies that on ΩN,K ,
∑N

j=1

(
cKN (j)

)2 ≤ CK, together with

the facts that on ΩN,K , |||IKAN |||1 ≤ K
N , |

∑N
l=1 c

K
N (l)| = K|ℓ̄KN | ≤ CK.

Next, when |a− b| ≤ 4,

E
[
1ΩN,K

∣∣∣Covθ[YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆),Y
N,K
(b−1)∆,b∆(C

N,K
b∆ − CN,K

(b−1)∆)
]∣∣∣]

≤E
[
1ΩN,K

Varθ
[
YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
]] 1

2E
[
1ΩN,K

Varθ
[
YN,K
(b−1)∆,b∆(C

N,K
b∆ − CN,K

(b−1)∆)
]] 1

2

≤E
[
1ΩN,K

Eθ

[∣∣∣YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆

∣∣∣4] 1
4Eθ

[(
CN,K

a∆ − CN,K
(a−1)∆

)4] 1
4Eθ

[∣∣∣YN,K
(b−1)∆,b∆

∣∣∣4] 1
4

× Eθ

[(
CN,K

b∆ − CN,K
(b−1)∆

)4] 1
4
]

≤ C∆

NK
.
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Finally,

E
[
1ΩN,K

Varθ
[ 2t

∆∑
a= t

∆+1

YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
]]

≤ Ct

NK
+

Ct5/2

K∆q+1
.

Overall we conclude that

E
[
1ΩN,K

K

N

√
t

∆

N

t

∣∣∣ 2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − Eθ[

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆]

∣∣∣]

≤C
K√
∆t

{
E
[
1ΩN,K

2t
∆∑

a= t
∆+1

(∣∣∣Γ̄N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(X̄

N,K
(a−1)∆,a∆ − YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆)
∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣YN,K

(a−1)∆,a∆(B
N,K
a∆ −BN,K

(a−1)∆)
∣∣∣)]+ E

[
1ΩN,K

Varθ
[ 2t

∆∑
a= t

∆+1

YN,K
(a−1)∆,a∆(C

N,K
a∆ − CN,K

(a−1)∆)
]] 1

2
}

≤ CK

N∆q
√
t
+

C
√
tK

∆q+ 1
2

√
N

+
C
√
K√

N∆
+

Ct
3
4

√
K

∆1+ q
2

.

The proof is finished.
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11. L. Coutin, B. Massat, and A. Réveillac, Normal approximation of functionals of point processes: Application
to Hawkes processes, arXiv preprint (2024), arXiv:2407.19806.

12. D. J. Daley and D. Vere-Jones, An introduction to the theory of point processes, 2 ed., vol. I, Springer-Verlag,
2003.



CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR HAWKES PROCESSES 57

13. S. Delattre and N. Fournier, Statistical inference versus mean field limit for Hawkes processes, Electronic Journal

of Statistics 10 (2016), 1223–1295.
14. Sylvain Delattre, Nicolas Fournier, and Marc Hoffmann, Hawkes processes on large networks, Ann. Appl.

Probab. 26 (2016), no. 1, 216–261. MR 3449317

15. G. Gusto and S. Schbath, FADOE: a statistical method to detect favored or avoided distances between occur-
rences of motifs using the Hawkes model, Statistical Applications in Genetics and Molecular Biology 4 (2005),

Article 24.
16. N. R. Hansen, P. Reynaud-Bouret, and V. Rivoirard, Lasso and probabilistic inequalities for multivariate point

processes, Bernoulli 21 (2015), no. 1, 83–143.

17. A. G. Hawkes, Spectra of some self-exciting and mutually exciting point processes, Biometrika 58 (1971), no. 1,
83–90.
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