2601.01189v1 [math.PR] 3 Jan 2026

arXiv

CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR A PARTIALLY OBSERVED
INTERACTING SYSTEM OF HAWKES PROCESSES I: SUBCRITICAL CASE

CHENGUANG LIU, LIPING XU, AN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We consider a system of N Hawkes processes and observe the actions of a subpop-
ulation of size K < N up to time ¢, 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 y > 0 and, additionally, at an
excitation rate of the form N—1 Zé‘\[:1 0;; fot ot —s) dZ?N | 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 ¢: R+ — R+. Here, u and ¢ 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 Ap < 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., [1I, ] [B] [15], 23] 24 30] 32} B3] B5] 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] [IT], 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 ¢ — co. 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, B1], the non-parametric
estimation are considered for the following system: for fixed N > 1, and ¢,j = 1, ..., IV, the counting
process (ZoN),21. no<s<t is governed by its intensity process (A2Y);—1  n o<s<:, defined by

N t—
(1) A;’N = u; + Z/ (ﬁ,j(?f — S)ng’N7
j=1"9

for p1; > 0 and ¢;; : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is measurable and locally integrable. They provided estimators
for the p; and the functions ¢;;. In [28], Rasmussen considered the Bayesian inference of one
dimensional system: the counting process (Z5)o<s<: is determined by its intensity process (As)o<s<t
of the form

) A= e+ /0 ot - 8)dZ.,

where the rate p; depends on time ¢.
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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 ¢ — co and N — co. Research in this setting remains scarce. In [I3], 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 (Zg’N)i:lmN,ogsgt and gave the explicit rate N~/2 + Nl/zmt_1 (up to some arbitrarily
small loss), where m; denotes the mean number of events per point process. Subsequently, Liu [2T]
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 for some ¢ > 3, the estimator py ¢ for p with a rate of convergence

K=Y2 4 N/(KY?my) + N/(Km%/Q). More recently, Chevallier, Locherbach 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 Erdds-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~%/2 + N/2¢ 4 (log(t)/t)'/?.
Meanwhile, Chevallier and Ost [I0] 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], u > 0 and a measurable, locally
integrable function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00). For N > 1, let (II'(d¢,dz));=1,.. .~ be an i.i.d. family of
Poisson random measures on [0, 00) X [0,00) with intensity dtdz. Independent of this family, let
(0i5)i,j=1,...~ be an ii.d. family of Bernoulli(p) random variables. We study the following system:
for each i € {1,..., N} and all ¢t > 0,

t—

t o) N
) ) ) 1 )
3) zN= / / 1oy T (ds, dz), where XN = p+ ¥ > 6 ot — s)dzIN .
o Jo = 5 0
j=1

The solution ((ZZ’N)tZO)i:I,.H,N is a family of counting processes. By [I3] Proposition 1], system
admits a unique cadlag solution that is (F;);>o-measurable, provided that ¢ is locally integrable.
Here,

Fr=o(Il'(A) : A€ B([0,#] x [0,00)),i =1,.... N)Va(iji,j =1,...,N),

where B([0,¢] x [0,00)) denotes the Borel o-algebra on the corresponding product space.

Intuitively, the process Zf N counts the actions of individual i in [0,¢]. We say that individual j
influences individual ¢ if and only if 6;; = 1 (allowing for the possibility that ¢ = j). At any time ¢,
the i-th individual acts according to the intensity )\i’N. This intensity consists of two components:
a constant autonomous rate p > 0, and an interaction-driven component of the form

N t
NSy [ ot s az,
j=1 0

which models imitation. The interaction term depends on the past actions of all individuals that
influence i, weighted by N~!, and discounts the influence of older actions through the memory
kernel ¢: Ry — R,
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1.2. Assumptions. Define A := fooo @(t)dt € (0,00]. For some ¢ > 1,
(H(q)) pe€(0,00), A€(0,00), Ape€l0,1), / s1¢(s)ds < oo, / (¢(s))%ds < co.
0 0

1.3. Model. Counsider a system of N individuals. For each individual j € {1,..., N}, denote by
S;={ite{l,...,N}:6;; =1}, the set of individuals connected to j. The only action available to
individual 7 is to send a message to every member of S;. Here ZZ’N stands for the total number
of messages sent by individual ¢ during [0,¢]. The counting process (Z;:’N)i:I.HN,Ogsgt is governed

by its intensity processes (AYN);—; N,0<s<t. Informally, the intensity is defined by

P(ZZ’Nhas a jump in [t,t + dt]‘]-‘t) = XoNdt, i=1,..,N,
where F; denotes the sigma-field generated by (Z4V);_1. n.o<s<¢ and (0i5)ij=1,..,~. The rate /\i’N
at which 7 sends messages can be decomposed into the sum of two components:

e New messages: new messages generated at rate y;
e Forwarded messages: messages that ¢ 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 b= .
-~ E 92‘]‘ </)(t—s)ng’ .
N J=1 0

If for example ¢ = 1y ), then N~! Zjvzl 0 fot_ o(t — 8)dZ3N 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 Erdos-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 [21I]. Specially, we consider
a system of N i.i.d. Hawkes point processes (Z5V);—1. no<s<: and a family of i.i.d. Bernoulli(p)
random variables (6;;) j=1,... n, where p € [0, 1] is an unknown parameter. The interactions among
the Hawkes processes are binary and encoded by a directed Erdos-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 (ZV),_; _ y with ¢ large.

Remark 1.2. Since the family of (Zi’N)i:L,_,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 (6;;); j=1,...n is denoted
by Egy. The corresponding conditional variance and covariance are denoted by Varg and Covy,
respectively. For f,g:[0,00) — R, we define their convolution by

frglt) = / f(t— $)g(s)ds, 10,

and ¢*" denotes the n-fold convolution of ¢. We adopt the conventions ¢*9(s)ds = dop(ds) and

¢*0(t — s)ds = (ds), so that in particular, [) s¢**(t — s)ds = t. % and - 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 for some g > 1. The supercritical case (Ap > 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 [2I]. For N > 1 and for ((ZZ’N)tzo)i:L...,N
the solution of system (3, we set Z¥ := N-' SN Z0N and ZN" = K1 K | Z0N. Next, we
introduce

1 N ZuN _ giN 2 N
N.K N.K N,K N,K N.K N.K
= Ly o, v Ny [ A o] .

And for A > 0 such that t/(2A) € N*.

where

N & . _
N,K N,K N,K N,K N,K N,K\2
Wale = 2Z2A PPN N T Z (Z.A" — Z(a—l)A —Agy )%
a:%Jrl
We then introduce the function U3 defined by

2 1— u\2
TG (0, v,w) = 1= V)

T ) if u>0v>0w>0 and U® (u,v,w)=0 otherwise.
v4u(l— /2

w
We set

DN.K,t = ‘I’(S)(EiV’KthNK thlf)
with
(4) Ay = (2t @D )1,

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 ¢ > 3. Define A; by .
We set ¢, p = (1 — Ap)?/(2A?). We always work in the asymptotic (N, K,t) — (00,00,00) and

1 N A N —cp A K
\/T“r‘? 7+7+N€ AR — 0.

(i) The dominant term is f’ i.e. when [%]/[f £t 4 t\f] — 00, it holds that

\/E@N,K,t - P) L /\/(07172(1 - P)Q)-

(i) The dominant term is L\ﬁ, i.e. when [%}/[# + X At] — 00, we have
VK a 2(1 — Ap)?
o (e —2) 5 N (0,25,

(iii) The dominant term is %1/ 5S¢, i.e. when [%W/%V[ﬁ + %] — 00, imposing moreover
that imy k00 5 = € [0,1],

% Ait (ﬁN,K,t —p) LN N<0, 6(1/\%]@2 ((1 —7)(1 = Ap)® +~(1 — Ap))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 can also be provided.

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumption of Theorem . We also assume limy k00 % =~ €[0,1]
and
N JA; At N 1 Ay N
lim mazx max , ——1 ) =
{\/> KVt t\/>}/ \/> K t\/> {\/> K t t\/R}>
Then we have
[ {p(l—p) V2(1—Ap) N
max , )
VK pA? VK
(1-p) 6A, . d
21 ) 40— M) T/ 2] (e —p) 5 N0,

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

. () .N,K \,N,K 1N,K A (2 (.N,K \,NK 1,N,K
MN,K,t-—‘I’()(Et WV 7XAt,t)a AN,K,t-—\I’()(Et WV 7XAt,t)

—_ g 2
T (u,v,w) = u\/?, T3 (u, v, w) == v (u, v, w)] 7
w U[U - \Il(l)(ua v, U))]

ifu>0,v>0 w>uand ¥W(u,v,w) =¥ (u,v,w) =0 otherwise. By [2I, Theorem 2.3], we

have, when ﬁ + % % + % + Ne—»aK 5,

where

X A . P
(HN,K,t7AN,K,tapN,K,t> — (A, p).
Hence by Theorem in the cases (i), (ii) or (iii), for 0 < a < 1,

hmPOﬁN,K,t —-pl < IN,K,t,a) =1-aq

where
- a1 N V2(1 — An k.t Dnk.t)
Ingta=2"11- *)(715N,K,t(1 —PN.K1)+
2°\VK tVEK v gi(An rr)?
N [6A; (1—p o -
+ = 64 (1~ pn.x) = Py.Kt) [(1 A= Axrepnre)® +7(1 - Ax ks pN,K,t)D,
KV t AN Kk
and ®(x) = \/% ffoo efgds.

Concerning the case p = 0, the following result shows that px k¢ is not always consistent.

Proposition 2.4. We assume p = 0 and that (H(q)) holds for some ¢ > 3. We set ¢, 5 =
(1 — Ap)?/(2A2). We always work in the asymptotic (N, K,t) — (c0,00,00) and in the regime

T\ G e+ Nemora K — 0.
(i) If [%]/[%\/%]2 — 00, we have

. P
ot — 0.
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(ii) If [%\/@}2/[%} — 00, we have
DN, Kt 4 x
where P(X =1)=P(X =0) = =

2.2. Heuristics for the three estimators. The three estimators were initially proposed in [I3]
and later extended to partially observed settings in [2I]. 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 [I3, 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 [2I], Section 3.1].

Consider the matrix Ay defined by An(i,7) = 6;;/N and set Qn = (I — AAx)~!. Under the
subcritical condition Ap < 1, @Qn exists with high probability and admits the series expansion

Ym0 AAR. Let fy(i) = Y0, Qn(iyg), en(i) = X0, Qn(j i) and 78 = £ 3005 4 (i)

By [13, Section 2.1], it can be informally shown that EN >~ = A for sufficiently large N.
Conditional on (6;;); =1 and for ¢, N, K large enough, the law of large numbers suggests
that S5, 70N ~ K 11@9[21 M oGe. (2K, 20N )(E Be[Z7N]) — 1). Assume the limit
v (3) = lime oo EQ[ZZ’ ]/t exists. Then Definition implies vy = ply + AAN~vy, so that
vy = pQn1y. Consequently, t=2ZN5 ~ (tK)~1 Zfil Eo[ZPN] ~ pK 1 Zfil On (i) = 155

Next, we explain why we use Z,, NE _ Z, MK rather than ZtN & jtself. Under Assumption
(see the proof of Lemma 16 in [13]) we have Eg[ZN] = bl (i)t + XN 4 +t179, where xV is some
finite random variable. Consequently, t~'Eq [Z;tN ZZ N] converges to £ (i) at rate t~9, which is
faster than the rate ¢~ obtained from ¢ 'E¢[Z""] alone.

2472
Based on [I3], Section 2.1] and proceeding from a similar argument, we have VtN K "(ll\_pijg);p)

N,K _, o
and XAM =~ Gape

: N,K ,N,K NK
by arranging (g, ", V7, Xy ).

Then we can construct the partial observed estimator for parameters (u, A, p)

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 []} Moreover, the proofs for some technical Lemmas are
presented in Appendix.

3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Some notations. For r € [1,00) and € RY, we set ||z|, = (vazl |zi|7) 7, and [|z]|s =

max;—1. N |z;]. For a N x N matrix M, we denote by |||M]||| the operator norm associated to
I - |l, that is ||| M]||; = supgern | M|, /||x|l,. We have the special cases

N N
1Ml = sup > IMyl, M|l = sup D |Myl.
N =

j=1,...,.N i—1 i=1,
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We also have the inequality

M|} <

for any r € [1,00).

We define the N x N random matrix Ay with Ay(i,j) := N716;; for i, =1,..., N, and the
matrix Qn = (I — AAx)~! on the event on which I — AAy is invertible.

For 1 < K < N, we introduce the N-dimensional vector 1x with i-th coordinate 1k (i) =
1{195}(} for ¢ = 1, ey N, and the N x N matrix IK defined by IK(’L,]) = 1{7,:_7<K}

Next, we define £y = Qnly, i.e. y(i) = Zj 1QN( i,7), and KN = Ixly, ie. (K N(t) =
In(i)1<iy. We also set Iy = % valéjv(') = %E In (i), and define the differ-
ence vector &k = (#%5(i))iz1. N = €8 — K1k Wlth k(i) = (EN( ) — 8)1<ry and @y =

(2N (1))i=1,...n, With 2y (i) :== (n (i) — In.

Recall that 1 denotes the N-dimensional vector with all coordinates equal 1. Let L N =An1lp,
so that Ly (i) := Z;\Ll An(i,5). We also define Ly = + Zz In(), LY = & ZZ 1 Ly (i) and
denote the difference vector by X5 = (X&(i))i=1....n, where X (i) = (Ly (i) — LE) 1<Ky, For
convenience, we set X y := X . Let CN = AL1y (AL is the transpose of An), so that Cn(j) :=
Zi.vzl An(i, ). We also define Cy = & ZJ LCN(), CF =+ Z] 1 Cn (i) and consider the event

(5) Ay = {||Ly —pLxl2 + |Cx —ply2 < N7},
We assume here that Ap € (0,1) and set a = # € (3,1). We introduce the events

QL = {A|||AN|\|T <a, forall re [1,00]},

FEL .= {A|||IKAN|||T < (%)%a,for all 7 € [1,00)},
1

F? = { A AN Tkl < (5) e, forall 7€ [1,00)
O =04 NFY', Q3 =0 NFL? Qni = Q4 x NOR k-
We now review the following lemma established in [21] with ¢, » = (1 — Ap)?/(2A2).
Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 5.7, [2I]). Assume that Ap < 1. It holds that
P(Qn ) >1— CNe wak

for some constants C > 0.

Next, we also remind some important result in [I3].

Lemma 3.2. We assume that Ap < 1 and recall (5). Then Qn x C QU C {|||Qn]|l; < C, for
all v € [1,00]} C {sup;—; .. yIn(i) < C}, where C = (1 —a)~"'. For any a > 0, there exists a
constant C,, such that

P(.AN) >1-C,N~“.

Proof. See [13] Notation 12 and Proposition 14, Step 1]. O
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3.2. Some auxilliary processes. Based on , we first introduce a family of martingales: for

i=1,...,N,
) t [e%e] )
MZ’N:/ / 1, yiny 7 (ds, d2),
o Jo =

where %i(ds,‘dz) = 7i(ds,dz) — dsdz. We further define a family of centered processes U;"" =
2y —Eol 27

Let ZY (resp. UY, MY) denote the N-dimensional vector with coordinates Z;" (resp. U™
M™Y. Define the vectors
z)" =1z, UMN =10y

and the corresponding averages

K K K
~N,K — i,N 77N,K — o ,N 7N, K — i, IN
ZNE = KDY zpN UM = KDY U, M = Ky T Mt

i=1 i=1 3

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

(6) Eq[ZN K] = MZ [/ " (t — S)ds}IKANlN,

n>0
(7) uMr Z/ ¢ (t — 8) I AR MY ds,
n>0
(8) [MON MINY = 12y 20

In particular, for i =1,--- , N,
N
(9) Ut = Z/¢*” )Y AR (i, 5) M N ds.
n>0 Jj=1

Adopting the convention that ¢*°(s)ds = do(ds) and fot 5¢*0(t — s)ds = t, we establish some prior
estimates for the intensity process )\i’N defined by and the processes introduced in Section
We first review the following results established in [21I, Lemma 6.1].

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 6.1,[21]). Assume (H(q)) for some ¢ > 1.
(i) For all r in [1,00], allt > 0, a.s.,
191\7 K||E0[ z" K]”T < CtKT'
(i) For any r € [1,00], for allt > s >0,
]-QN,K HEG[Zi{V’K - ZiV7K - :U’(t - S)EI]\<7”|T < C(min{la Sl_q})K%'
Lemma 3.4. Assume (H(q)|) for some ¢ > 1. Then the following inequalities holds a.s. on Qn i,
(i) supiep, maxi=1,. N ]Eg[/\i’N] <& and sup,p, max;—1,.N Eg[()\i’N)z]% <C.

l1—a
(ii) For allt > 1,

%0
Ee

1 & N RE:
ngeKAi’ _,U'EN(Z))} <
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(#i1) For allt > s+1>1,
max Eo[(UPN — UMM < C(t — ) and  max Eg[(Z/ — Z0N) < C(t — ).

i=1,..., i=1,..,N

(iv) Forallt >s+1>1,

C(t—s)?
K2

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

Eo[(U" — UNF)Y) < and  Eq(Z,"" - Z05) < Ot - o).

4. SOME LIMIT THEOREMS FOR THE RANDOM MATRIX

In this section, we prove the asymptotic behavior of the quantities associated with the random
matrix @u, which determines the asymptotic behavior of the estimators sév ’K, VtN K and X g ’tK,
defined in Section Rl

4.1. First estimator. Recall from Section that the event Qn x and the quantities {y (i) =
Z;.V:l Qn(i,j) and K = %Zfil ln(i). As established in Lemma the estimator e)"" =
(Zé\t]’K - ZtN’K)/t is closely related to (5. To establish the limit of 5;7\7’ *, we therefore require the
following inequality for 5 which proved in [21, Lemma 5.9].
Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 5.9, [21]). If Ap < 1, there is C > 0 such that for all1 < K < N,
1 2 C

alle

1—Ap NK

4.2. Second estimator. Recall the estimator

E[ Loy | 2K

— — iet R

K iN N
YNE _ ﬁz Zy) —Zp K 2 N Nk
K& t ¢ t

with e = (ZN5 — ZN") /t, and the definitions from Section of the matrices Ay, Qn, the
event (dy i, the quantities {x (i) = Z;V=1 Qn(i,j) and (X = L Zil ¢ (i). Furthermore, there is
a close connection between the second estimator V"'* and VYK = NT’F l2X]13 (see Theorem,
where 8 = (2%(i))i=1, .~ = Eﬁ — (K1 with 25(i) = (In(i) — gﬁ)l{igK} defined in Section
Hence, determining the limit of V"'* is equivalent to finding the limit of VN

Theorem 4.2. Assume Ap < 1. Then, as (N,K) — (00,00), and Ne=»A% — 0 with ¢, » =
(1—Ap)?/(242),

We first write the following decomposition

\/f{(vof\é,K,m>

(1—Ap)?
Nﬂz K2 7 \211w K (12 (NAZN)2 K2 u2A2p(1—p)
= ——|||=x — (AL X + ———|IX - ,
K (118 — (atn I15) + 22 g - S B S

where X% = (XX(i))iz1,..v = Lk — L¥1x with X¥(@i) = (Ln(i) — LE)1 <k, La(i) =
N .. TK 1 K . . . —
> i=1 An(i, ), and L = % >, Ly (i) defined in Section The proof of Theorem then
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MHXII\H@ _ BN VE (ot

proceeds by analyzing these terms separately. The term TR G—Ap)?

tutes the principal term (see Lemm(iv)), whereas the term %(H:{:]I\{,H% — (AN)?IXEN3) is
4.3

shown to be negligible (see Lemma 4.3} (iii)).
We now turn to Lemma whose proof is deferred to Appendix

Lemma 4.3. Assume Ap <1 and recall Ay in (@, there is C' > 0 such that for all 1 < K < N,
. 2
(@) E[ll(Ix An)"XF)I3] < S

(i) EH (IKANXN,X]I\(,) H < N2 , here (+,-) is the inner product between two vectors.

(id1) ¥ [Loy cnax| (12513 - (AT0)IXE3) - 2k - EvaXE 3] < §
(iv) as (N, K) — (00,00) and Ne~ 2K — 0, where ¢, » = (1 — Ap)?/(2A2),

Lo oV [ O X5 2 = ZEZB] - w0, (BESE)Y).

Now, we give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[[.3 Recalling that VXK = NT”ZHwJI\,(H%, we write

x_ WAp(1—p)
\/E(VQK_ (1— Ap)? )
Np?

_ K2 _ (A7.\21K |12
= = (1213 - (AZw)?1K12) +
By Lemma (iv), it suffices to check that
o N K2 0
e = Lo (12813 = (A ?IXK1B)

converges to 0 in probability. Since 14, — 1 a.s. by Lemma it is enough to verify that
14,¢~ k — 0 in probability. To this end, we write

Ny?(Aly)?

2A%p(1 - p)VK
e .

(1-Ap)?

XX ~

N
[]‘ANCN K] <7E[1QN KﬁAN”mN AKN}( ” }

VK
N _ _
+ B 1w | (12813 — AT )PIXEIR) — okl — EnAXEIB]].
By [21, Lemma 5.11], the first term is bounded by C/vK. By Lemma(iii), the second term is
bounded by CvK /N < C/+/N, which completes the proof. O

4.3. Third estimator. For A > 1 satisfying ¢/(2A) € N*, we recall the definition Xg%K =

N,K N-K _N,K NK _ 52NK SNK ZNK _ Nx% N,K ZN,K N,K\2
WAL =& & WhereWA,t =220 =2A »ZAk = Za—f+1(Z _Z(a—l)A_Aat )

and 5?[ K (Zé\t[ K _ ZtN’K)/t. Further recall the matrices AN and @Qn, the event Qy x defined in
Sectlon, as well as {y (i) = Z 1 QN(Z j) and (X = + ZZ 1 In (7). Now, taking A specifically
as A, = (2[#17/(@+D )=t defined in (), we will see (Theorem that the third estimator XAM

is closely related to

R |
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2
where WK = N%AN’K ANE = Z;vzl (Zfil QN(i,j)) ¢n (7). Therefore, establishing the

00,007
convergence of Xg’f reduces to establishing the convergence of Xég:fo. The latter relies on the
following two key estimates.

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

I

C
E NK <Y
|:]‘QN,K ’Xoo,oo (1 “p)3 H =K

(A 5)?

The objective of the following lemma is to establish that —53%~ is close to %(% +
K 2
N A7)

Lemma 4.5. When (N, K) tends to (00,00), with K < N and in the regime where imy, k00 % =
v € 10,1], we have
ALK 11—~ v

1 k)
TR T 1—Ap) | (- ApP’

in probability.
Proof. Recalling that X% = WIK — W@ﬁ and WK = (uN/K?) ALK | we obtain

ADE K vk N-K

== Ix.
K /JJN O0,00+ N

The result then follows immediately by combining the convergence /5 — 1_1Ap in probability from

Lemma 4.1| with XX — {i—apy® in probability from Lemma O

5. THE LIMIT THEOREMS FOR THE FIRST AND SECOND ESTIMATORS

This section is devoted to establishing the asymptotic behavior of the estimators sév’K and

VK defined in Section
NK o s+ . .
e For ¢, ", its limit follows directly from [21, Lemma 7.3], as stated in Lemma

e For VtN ’K, however, a more delicate analysis is required. We begin by decomposing

VE (N, K : NK,1 gN,K211 N,K212 NK21
K (YR — PIEY into several terms, namely, J; T, Jp 0T Jo J AR
N,K22 N,K23 N
AR A A

K3 We observe that on N,k , the dominant contribution is coming
from the term JtN G2 (gee Lemma [5.3). Further decomposition of this term reveals that

the leading-order asymptotic behavior is determined by

2 zK:/Qt(Mi,N _Mi,N)dMi7N
t\/f P . S— t s )

as shown in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem This expression converges in distribution
to a Gaussian random variable with variance 2u?/(1 — Ap)?, as established in Lemma

. . 5
. N,K K [zhN-zp~N N,K N,K : .
Let us remind that V" = &3>, ['”% —& } — &¥e,"" defined in Section and

that VX = 22|23, where )™ = (Zoy™ = Z5)/t, 2(i) = (En(i) — €§) 1<) and
& = (25(7))i=1,.. n. The definition of ({x(i))i=1, . n and I are introduced in Section

,,,,,
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Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 7.3, [21]). Assume (H(q)) for some q > 1, in the regime 55 — 0, we have

].QN’K\/E]EQ[ €NK

- Mﬁﬂ =0,

im
(N, K,t)—(00,00,00)
almost surely.

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

Theorem 5.2. Assume (H(q)) for some ¢ > 1. When (N, K, t) — (0c0,00,00) and %(tﬂq +
,/%) + Ne=»a K — 0 with ¢, A = (1 — Ap)?/(2A?), we have
VK Nk N,Ky _d 2p
1 =V oT) — (O, )
QN K N (Vt Voo ) N (1 _ Ap)2
Prior to the proof, we decompose the difference V"% — YN.K .— pNFL GNE2 LGNS
where
K _ giN ZiN _ ZiN 2
s~ RS A e S (B ET ],
i=1 i=1
K i, N i, N
Zy —Zp A2 K
NK2 {Z[ 2t *MN(Z)} —75?7’1(},
i=1
K i,N i N
N Zo ' — 7y . . 7
Y [% — ()] [t ) - e ].
i=1
We further decompose JtN K2 _ JtN’K’Ql + JtN K22 JtN K28 Where
JNA2L N{ [ZétN zN EG[Z;;EN - ZZ’N]T K N,K}
¢ == TG ’
K p t t t
K i, N N
N Ey[Z. Z, 2
i N s
i=1
K _i,N iN i, N i, N i, N N
N &E 1 ziN —zi N EBe(ZiN — Z0N) 1 (Be(ZEN — ZPV) ,
gNK23 _ otV [ 2t ¢ Loyt ¢ H . }
f % ; ; 7 7 pen (i)
Recalling that UY = Z0N —Eg[Z8Y], we further write JN 02 = NGy GNK 212 4 GN K218

where

2

K %,
JNK211 72{(U2’tN—UZ N) Ee[(UQtN_UtZ N) ]}
K t2 t2 '

N, K212 N
Jt

N,K,213 __
Jt77
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N,K.3

Finally, we also write J, = Jgst

N,K,32
+ J 2 where

K i,N i,N i,N i,N
N AVE/AY EylZ5" — Z, =
JNEKBL 2?2 { 2t i EglZy t }] [MKN(i) 7u£ﬂ7
i=1

t t
K N _ i,N _
JNES2 2% Z {M - /lfN(i)} [/MN(i) - ;M[Aﬂ.
i=1

Although the decomposition above is somewhat involved, the principal term is JtN ’K’QH, which

. . . - N,K,1

converges to a Gaussian distribution after normalization. The remaining terms, namely, J, """,
N,K,22 N,K,23 7N,K213 1N,K,32 ;N,K212 ;N,K31 .

JUTE T T TR T J 77 are all suitably bounded as a consequence

of Lemma [5.31

Lemma 5.3. Assume (H(q))) for some ¢ > 1. When (N, K,t) — (00,00,00) and %(tﬁq +

Vi) =0,

tvVK
%E{ JtN,K,l gNK212 | gNK213 | NK22

+J, +J, +J, + g

N,K,3
J

]‘QN,K’ + t H —>0

Proof. Bounds for J\10t VK22 pN K28 N2 - GNEGS2 e provided in [21, Lemma 8.2).
While J2'% is bounded by [2I, Lemma 8.3]. It remains to handle J;"%% = jN531 4 pN K32
For JN*3 [21] Lemma 8.5] implies that

K
N . - 1/2 N
Loy cnanEoll /7] < € — [Z(EN(Z) - f%)ﬂ = 7t\|w§|\2.

Taking expectation and applying the estimate E[1oy , nay||[@%[|2] < CKY2N~1/2 from [21] Lem-

mas 5.14], we obtain E[]_QN,KL]t]V’K’Bl” < C4/ 7. The desired result follows by aggregating the

individual bounds for all terms. O

The following tedious lemma will allow us to treat the contribution term JN"%-2!1,

Lemma 5.4. Assume (H(q))) for some ¢ > 1. For u € [0,1], define the process
A thVut ‘ 4
N [ QY - g a,
t
where M*N defined in Section|3.4 When (N, K,t) — (o0, 00,00) ,

d

K
1 .

10 (7 § NiﬂvN N

(10) t\/Ki:1 )ue[o,l]

where (By)uelo,1] s a Brownian motion.

(ﬁ(lu_ Ap) B“)ue[o,u’

Proof. Note that for fixed ¢ > 0, the process (Ni’i’N)ue[m] is a martingale w.r.t the filtration

fﬁ_ Jat' To prove , we apply Jacod-Shiryaev [19, Theorem VIII-3-8], which requires verifying

that as (¢, N, K) — (00, 00, 00),
(a) [ﬁ S NN ﬁ S NBEN], ﬁu in probability, for all u € [0, 1] fixed.

(b) sup,epo,1] ﬁ Zf{zl |NLEN — NBEN) 0 in probability.
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The verification of point (b) is relatively straightforward. Using the independence of the Poisson
measures in and the fact that the jumps of M%Y are always of size 1, we obtain

1 ; c ;
—E|1 su ‘N”N NEEN } <7]E[1 sup max ‘M”V M”NH
tvVK [ e u€] Opl] Z tvVK v ue[0p1] ' v !

al

C N i, N
g—]E[l sup ‘ (M" — M})?
tVE LN o Z kv~ M)

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using (8 yields

. C - 3
—E[1a,, su § [N = NN | <[y su EjM“V - MY
tvVK [QNKue op1] “tVK QNKue[opl v )

1
i, N i, N 2 C
< —.
—\/> |:1QNK)§ :ZZt —Zy )} —\/z

The last inequality follows from Lemma B-3H(ii) with K = N and r = oo, which gives us that
max;—1,... N ]EQ[Z;’N — Z;’N] < C(t — S) on QN,K C QNN

Regarding point (a), recall that Z"" = M"Y + fg AN ds. For fixed u, we write

1 tiN L = t,i,N 1 L [V N N i\N
NtiN. Nt } - / MY — MY Az
23 PV s DM A '
= Tt,N,K,u + TtQ,N,K,u + Tt%N,K,uv
where,
K t+/ut
1 i N iN i
Ttl,N,K,u :?Z/ (Ms’— 7Mt )2dMs’N7
t?K i
2 1 [V i\N i ,N\2/\i,N
Tivscw =g 3 [ LY = MEVPOGY — pt(i)ds
=171

K u
3 . 1 . bVt i,N i,N\2
TiN K ':WE il (@) ) (M — My ) ds.
i=1

Each term will be handled in a separate step.

Step 1. In this step, we verify that E[].QNVKT&N)K)“] — 0 as (N,K,t) = (00,00,00). Using
, we obtain

t++/ut N N ,
Bol(T v i) = 7o ZEG[ | e - gy

t++/ut ) N ‘
K2t4 ZEQ [ / (MEN — MIN NN d

1 K

t+ft 1, N i, N \4 i, N i, N 1, N \4
Sgamds [ (B MY @)l ol
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Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz and Burkholder inequalities, we further obtain

Eol(T v k)]

K rt+yut 1 - i
<o Z/t {Bol(MEY = MENPPEG NN — o () 2]F + CpBol(Z2N = 2)N))len(0) s
C ZI_(l

t++/ut ‘ ) ) A )
<mT D / {Bal(Z2N = ZPN P PEG Y — e () 21F + nBa[(ZEY = 23N} Jen (3) s,
i=17t

By Lemma (iii)7 on Oy i, we have max;—;_ n Ep[(Z0V — ZN4 < Ot — s)4 for all s > t.
Moreover, ¢ is bounded on 2y . Therefore,

K t+/ut
C , 1 C 1 1
1 2 LN _ N2z - _ _
Eol(Tyn,i00)") < 5ea2 Z;/t (1+E9[|)\S 1l (9] ]2)ds <= (1+ ot \/N)
where the last inequality follows from Lemma (ii). This completes the step.
Step 2. Similarly, it holds that, on Qu g,

K t+/ut

1 i i, i 1

Bl cacall S 0 [ BolOLEN = MR — )

i=1

2 N tgs< € C
Eg ALY — ue 2ds < — 4+ —.
—mZ/ oY i) P3ds < 5+

Step 3. Finally, we prove that 17y -, — p?*u/[2(1 — Ap)?] in probability as (N, K,t) —
(00, 00,00). Applying Itd’s formula and (8]), we write

(M — M)
:2/ (MY — MPNYAMPN + 20N — 7PN
t

=2 / (MY = Mp™MyadpN + U = UPN + B [Z0N = 20N — s — 00w (8)] + p(s — ) (D).
t

3 31 3,2 3,3 3,4
Consequently, we decompose 13’y e, = Vi N g + Vingw T Vincw + i N 5 ur Where

t++/ut N N )
T 0 = ZMN )/ / (MY — MY )abg N ds,
1 L[V N
Ttgz}\Zf,K,u ::W Z /J’EN(Z)/t (US,N - thZ7 )d87
=1
3,3 1 X tVut ] i, N
Tk =g S H () / B[22~ 27 — uls — )t (D)]ds,

134 . Z g LtQ LK
N Ku = th 12 (n(1))% X KZ
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First, noting that VXK = & 2|2k |3, we have
u = pPu u
3,4 _ ~
2T = WU+ T D) — IR = PR + TR = () + VR

Then, Lemma and Theoremimplies immediately that Ttsjf,_’ . COnverges to pru/[2(1—Ap)?)
in probability.

For the second term, we recall @ and write for s > t,

N
URY = U =3 [0 =) = 07— ) D AR )0,

n>0

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

EOHTE}\QLK,JZ]% <t26[*(/tt+ft KZEN NUN — Uti,N>>2}%d8
il {Eekz«w-w;w-M:W
K N
*Z/ 55— ) — 6t — 1) ]E‘QKZZ () A% (i, 5) M) |

n>1

[

dr}ds.

By , we see that on Qpy g, for all ¢t <s < 2t,

N

[(Zm (M — M;,N>)2]%_E9[§EN (2% — 7]

i=1

(S -a)

i=1

<CVKt,

by Lemma (1) with r = 0o, together with the boundedness of ¢y (i) on Qn k. Next, for n > 1,

Nl=

Ee[(fifwwm,ﬁwﬂ)z} = (ZzN )A43(i.7)) Egl 23]

i=1 j=1 j=1

CZ(ZANz])EQZJ’ ]

N
<CY |k AR ||[FEg [ 23]

j=1

C’K2

N AN
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The last line follows from |||IxAn||l1 < CK/N on Qu x and by another application of Lemma
(i). Therefore, for any u € [0,1] (recalling that [;° ¢*™(u)du = A™),

32 1213 vt K 1
Bl i [ (VEEES [0 =)= 07— ) T llAx Vs s

n>1
C /t+ﬁt K _ 9
<—— VKt + ) Vs—=A"[|Ax]|[7 " pds < ——.
2K J, { ; VN ! } VKt

The last inequality uses the fact that on Qu x, we have Al||An]||li <a < 1.

For the third term, since /x (i) is uniformly bounded on Qy k, and by Lemma [3.3}(ii) with
r =1, we obtain, on Qy g,

K
1
3,3
BTl <7z 2 [
=1

Kty ut
S (jZZE:j/
Kt? 4 ¢

Finally, we set N;&N .= M2, — M}™N. Then N4V is a martingale for the filtration FY , with
parameter 0 < u < 1. Therefore by (8] .

i 1 i, N i, N
[N ’N»N?’]’N]u = 1{i:j}(Zt+ut — 7).

On Qp i, using the change of variables s =t + at, we obtain

K Vu  pttat ) ) ‘
Eol(033 k)| = oo [(Swewty [ [ an - anava) |
K
K2t2 (;/MN / / Nth N“Nda) }
;2 v Z Z On(i)en (i / / Eg / NLAN gNEEN / NG ’Nngf'“N] dadd’

a
1=11'=1 0

t++/ut _ N
ex @I[Eal 22 = 28N = (s = Hen ()] ds

; i . C
(22N = 20N = (s = in ()] ds < o

S N (T

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

— Z]Ee[ / (NN 2azh,|

i, N i, N
<imm ZEeKoggl (o N)2) 3]

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

K
3,1 2 t.4,N i,N\211 C i, N \2 C
Eo[(T7 c.0)" KthZEe[ sup. (N1 B (232 < om LI < &

0<b<1

where the last inequality follows from Lemma (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[5.4 Recall that we operate with (N, K,t) — (00,00,00) such that %(tﬂq +
\/%) + Ne~¢aK 5 0. At the beginning of the section, we decomposed the difference as

VtN7K—VOJX’K:JtJV’Kl+JtNK211+J,5NK212“V‘JtNK213+JNK22+JtNK23+JNK3

As shown in Lemma all terms except J; N.K211 , when multiplied by ¢t K /N, converge to 0. To
complete the proof, 1t remains to show that under (t,N,K) — (00,00,00) and Ne~¢»aE — (),

K
IvK gNK211 _ 1 N 77i,N\2 iN 7r,N\27) d 2u°
loy e — N Ji =loy x t\/l?; {(UQt -U; ) _EG[(UQt -U; ) ]} —>~N’(0, 7(1 _ Ap)2)7

which will establish the desired result.

We now work on Qp x. Recalling @D, we write
(U3 = UP™)? = (M = My ™)? 4 2T ™ (M = M) + (1),
where
zN ZZ/ ¢*n An(ZjM]NdS ZZ/ ¢*n An(lj)MdeS
n>1j=1 n>1j=1
These terms will be treated individually in what follows. Here, as usual, we set ¢(s) =0 for s < 0.

Step 1. In this step, we verify that

1

K
lim 1o, —F [ ‘ THNY2 _ Ry (TN H —0.
(N, £) = (50,00,00) QN t\/? 0 Z ( t ) 9[( :) ]

i=1

By the triangle inequality, it suffices to show that for all i = 1,..., K, Eg[(T}""V)%] < Ct/N.
Setting B, (s, t,r) = ¢*™*(t — 1) — ¢*™(s — 1), we rewrite

2t N

(11) T Z/ Bt 2t,u) > AR (i, j) M du.
n>1 j=1

Hence,

2t p2t N
Eq| = > / B (t, 26, 0) B (t,26,0) > AR (i, §) AR (i, k)Eg[MJN MFN]dvdu.

m,n>1 7,k=1
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Note that fozt Br(t,2t,u) < 2A™ for any n > 0. Using (8) and Lemma(i) with 7 = oo on Qn k,
we obtain Eg[MINMEN] = 1,3 Eg [ZIN] < C(u Av). Therefore,

2t 2t N
Eo[(TN)*) = /0 | Bua(t, 26, u)Ba(t, 21, 0) AR (i, §) AR (i, k)Eg[M)N M dvdu

m,n>1 7,k=1

2t 2t N
<Ct Y /O i B (£, 28, w) B (£, 2t, v)dvdu Y~ AR (i, ) AR (i, 7)
j=1

m,n>1
N
<Ct Y AT AR ) AR (G, 5)
m,n>1 Jj=1
Ct

N
SCtZ(QN(iJ) —1p—jy)* < N

j=1

The last step follows from [I3, (8)], which ststes that on Qn x C QF, 14—y < Qn(i,J) <
l{izj} + ACN—L

Step 2. In this step, we verify that
1 K , , . . . .
lim 1 _~ F [‘ (jﬂJV AILN’__AiuAf i o) {TLN’AiuN’__A{%N' )H - 0.
(N K )= (00,00,00) N K LI 0 ; e (M o) T BT (M )

Actually, this follows from the variance estimate on Qpn g:

K

N - Kt?
i, N i, N i, N
= Varg[E_I(Tt (MEN — M ))] <C—.
We begin with
K . . . . . .
x :Ee[ ) (T;vN(M;;N — MY B[N (MEN — MZ’N)D
ij—1

e e
(TN (g — 2Ny — B[ (Mg — M) .

Recalling and setting an (u,t,4,7) 1= >, <, Bn(t,2t,u) A% (4, 7), we obtain

K 2t p2t N
z S :E: ]g jC jg: |CUV(S7ui,k)qu(U”t7j,n1”

3,j=1 k,m=1
|Covg (Mg — My ™)MEN, (MY — M) MM dsdu.

Moreover, since fOQt Bn(t,2t,u) < 2A™ for any n > 0, we have

2t

2t
|ttt blds < 37 A% G0 [ 18a(020,5)lds <237 AR GDA" < 2(Qu(i ) ~ L),
0 0

n>1 n>1

which, as noted at the end of Step 1, is bounded by C/N according to [I3} (8)]. In addition, by
[13} Lemma 22], we have on Qy i that for s,u € [0, 2],

|Covp[(My;" — MPM)MEN (MY — MPY)MIN]| < C(Apqhijimy—sN 2t + Liqrijimy<at’)-
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Therefore, we conclude that

K N
C _ c ~
r< s Z Z (Lrijmy=aN "2t + Lygh i jmy<at®) < m(N2K X N2+ NK x t2),
i,j=1k,m=1

which is bounded by CKt?/N as desired.
Step 3. It remains to show that

K

K
1 iN i, N\2 iN i, N\2

12 1 —_— My — My — Eq|(M5;" — M,”
(12) o | Y M- S MY

converges to a Gaussian random variable with variance 2u?/(1 — Ap)2. Applying Itd’s formula, we
obtain

(MY = MNP =2 [ MM + 24 - 7.

Therefore, becomes
1 & N i\N ; N N i\N i\N
= 2 |2 [ 0L <M (25 - 2 - molzsY - 201}
t i=1 t

From [2I, Lemma 7.2-(ii)], we know that 1QNYKE9HU;V7K|2} < €. This immediately implies

VK

K
1 i N i N iN iN “NK  #NK
1QN,K t\/]? Z.:Zl{<Z2t - Zt ) - Ee[Z% - Zt }} = 1QN,K t [U2t/ - Ut ] — 0.

Recalling NN = tt—h/at(M;fv — M}™MYdM5N defined in Lemma Since is established
in Lemma and ﬁ “E, tgt(M;fV — MMYMYAMEN = ﬁ SE U NFEN e thus complete the
proof.

O

6. LIMIT THEOREM FOR THE THIRD ESTIMATOR

In this section, our goal is to establish the asymptotic behavior of the third estimator Xg’tK,

introduced in Section (see Theorem [6.1). First, recall that for A > 1 such that ¢/(2A) € N*,

NKE _yoNE N—-—K Nk NK _ o0oNK N.K
Xny =Wak — K € Way =220 —2x >
2t
NE N < N.K NK N.K NK N.K NK
K ZN, ZN, K2 K _ (N, 7N,
N E (Zoa™ =2 pa —Be )7 e =4y — 240/,
a:ﬁJrl

where ZN = N~1 Zf\,: Z:N and ZNE = K1 Zfil tZPN . Moreover, Qn, (¢x(i))iz1.... n and €5
are defined in Section We also introduce c& (j) := Zfil Qn(,j),j=1,---,N.

It was shown in [21] that Xg’tK converges to XK = WK — WK gk where WK =

2
ANK  AN.K _ Zj\’zl (Zf{:l QN(i,j)) In(j). To establish the central limit theorem stated

N
HEz Aod00r “od,00
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in Theorem we decompose Xiv’tK — XN.E into

00,00

N,K N.K
X — XOO’OO

At
N.K N,K N-K/ nk K
=W~ W) = == () — i)
— _pNELl_ 9pNEKl_ pNEK2 opNK2_ pNE3  opNK3  pNKA4 N-K/ Nk 7K
== DAy 20580 —Dp 7+ oA — DA T+ ans DAL — K &t — HEN
small error principle small error
where
2t 2t
NEk1 N = SNK  5N,K N2 - SNK  5N,K a1\ 2
Dpy = t{ Z (ZaA — 2y —Aep ) - Z (ZaA _Z(a’_1)A_AN€N) },
a:i#»l a:%{»l
2t
NE2 N S 5N, K N,K 2
At = { Z (ZaA’ Za“1)a AN£N)
a=%+1

t a:%—i—l
2¢
= NK 5NK NK SNE 1)\2
_EG[ Z (ZaA’ 2y —BelZ 80 — 2, 1)A]> }}’
a:ijtl
and finally
NK4 _[2N > SNK  5N,K SNK  5N,K 2
DA,t :{TEO[ Z (Z2aA _Z2(a—1)A _EO[ZmA _Z2(a—1)A]) }
a:iA%»l

N = SN, K _ 5N,K SN, K _ ZN,K 2 N,K
— SB[ Y (2N -2 A B2 - 2 ) | - )
The principle term in this decomposition arises from DX:tI( -3 (see Lemma , which is approxi-
mated by the martingale difference combination thK , defined in (see Proposition . We

then prove in Proposition that XXtK , satisfies a central limit theorem, thereby establishing
Theorem [6.1]

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

vergence of each component in the decomposition of ngtK S %ngi ’ The proof of Proposition

on the other hand, proceeds in two steps: we first establish Lemma and then Proposition

which itself follows from Lemmas [6.10] and We now state Theorem [6.1] which is proved
in Section
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1
t/(2[t 4/ @) |y ~ 4/ (@) /2 (for t large). If (N, K,t) — (00, 00,00) and \/% + R e+ Iy
Ne—cerak 0,

1”NK§ A, (thK XNK) _>N(076M2((11—_13p) T _WAp)B)Z)’

6.1. Some small terms of the estimator. First, we are going to prove the terms Dg’tK’l,

Dng DNK4 ?|Eiv — pl%| are small.

Lemma 6.2. Assume (H(q)) for some q > 3. If we choose Ay = /( |t1=4/ @+ 1) |) ~ g4/ (D) /2
(for t large), then, If (N, K,t) — (00,00,00) and f +&/5 ey t\/i + Ne=»2K 0, we have
the convergence in probability that

K
Lo ) 2 { DA+ DRSS 4 DX + T = 1} —
Proof. Tt is a directly corollary of |21, Lemmas 7.3, 9.2, 9.3 and 9.5]. O
Next, for A > 1, we consider the term Dg;f 3 and prove that it is close to ng{ »- Recall

k() = Zfil Qn(i,7), and for 0 < v < 1, define

(2]
(13) Xg tKv = Z {(y(jzfim,mf - E9[(y(JZLK1)A,aA)2}}v
a=[%]+1
where
N,K . N i, N
(14) y(afl)A,aA : ZCN MgA M(Jafl)A)'

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

K /
IQNK‘DNKS ,K

Before presenting the proof, we require some preparatory steps. Recall U»" defined in @ For
a€{t/(2A)+1,...,2t/A}, we write for i =1,--- | K

}<C'K+C\/E+Ct§i\/f?
- NA  JNA AR

i\ N i, N _ ni,N
Uan — U(afl)A - 11(a Daan T X(a DA,aA?
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where

N
(15) anNl)AaA / ¢ (aA —s) ZA (i, ))[MIN — M7V ds
n>1 j=1
(a—1)A N N
—/O (e — 1A — s ;A MY — MY 1)A]ds},
N J
(16) XZGNI)A N ZZ / " (al — s)ds A% (i, )M
n>07=1

(a—1)A )
- / 6" ((a— 1)A s>dsA%<zpj)Mgg£1)A}.

1 K N N,K N
Accordingly, we define F 1)A oA =K Diet an 1A, 0l X(a DAA Zi 1 XZa aea Ve
decompose the dlfference 1nto three terms:

N3 Nenr| N > SNK  5N,K SNK  5N,K 2
D™ = XAH‘:*H Z (ZaA —Z —Eo[Z,4" —Z )A])

n n (a—1)A (a—1
a=%+1
2
2
N,K N,K ~N,K ~N,K
—E9|: Z (ZaA _Z( )A_EG[ZaA _Z(a—l)A]) }}
a=%+1
(2]
N,K N,K
SED DR (C/ RTINS A (IR L 11
a=[x]+1

which is bounded by

2t

S (DR AN AWNG)

a:%Jrl
N,K N,K
‘ Z F(a 1A aAX(a 1)A,aA Z F (a— 1 A aAX(a 1A, aA]‘
a—A+1 a_A+1
2t 2t
= N,K S N,K N,K 2
+ Z ‘y(a 1 AaAHya Daaa ~ XA, aA‘ + ‘y(alnA,aA Xala, aA’ )]
a:%-{-l a:%-{-l
% Y
N TNK 2
+7E9 |: ‘y(a 1A, aAHy(a 1A,aA X(a 1A, aA‘ ‘y(a 1)A,aA (a 1)A,aA‘ :|
a_AJrl *Z

We now prove that all the terms above are negligible. The first term is treated in Lemma and
the rest are handled in Lemma

We begin by recalling F(’ )A aA, i =1,---, K defined in 7 which allows us to rewrite their

N,K =N, K _ ANK N,K N,K N,K
average F( “1)A,aA T Kzz 1 (a Daea 3 U0 = Cak T B = Clna = Blna
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where
K N .
(17) oNE L ZZZ / 6" (5) A%y i, )MEY_ — MIN yds,
i=1j=1n>1
K N
(18) K;Z_jg/ & () AR (6, ) (MLX_,) — MR )ds.

We now establish the following bounds for C’iVA’K and BiVA’K. The proofs are deferred to Appendix
18]

Lemma 6.4. Assume (H(q)) for some ¢ > 1. For A>1 and a,be {£ +1,...,2}. Then a.s. on
QN K,

(i) Eol(Box")?) < GA2
(i1) Eol(Co3" )] < =,

(1) Couvg|(Co5" = O3 A% (Cox™ = Co ) a)? < RvErs la—b] = 4.

)

2 _
We are now in position to give the estimate of Zﬁzﬁ_ﬂ {(Fé\;’ﬁ)A’aAF — Eq[(T ?;Klm aA)2]}.

Lemma 6.5. Assume (H(q)) for some g > 1, then a.s. on the set Qn i, for A >1,

MV ETB ]| 30 {5 s~ Bl )] < s + o+ g

Proof. We start from
=N, K 2 _ (~NK NEK 2 N,K N,K N,K N.K N,K NK 12
(F(a—l)A,aA) =(Ca — C(a—l)A) +2(B,X — B(a—l)A)(CaA - C(a—l)A) +(Ba — B(a—l)A) :

Then,

K\/>NE9 3 {(Fé\;Kl)AaA) E‘)[(F(a%A“AF]}H

+1

27= 2t
QPRSI (D oL G
A
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Applying Lemma (1) gives

AN N
N,K N,K N,K N,K
Eq H Z (BaA B(a I)A)2 — Eq |: Z (BaA - B(a—l)A)2:| H

2t 2t
a A 2
EeH pR(eh C(ZKl)A)Q*Ee[ POR(eh' C(JZKQA)Q]H
a:%Jrl a:%«kl
20t
- N,K NK 12
_VCW“O[ Z (CoA C(a,—l)A):|
a:”KtJrl
1 1
N,K N,K 2 N,K N,K 2
< Z By |(Car™ = Cq 1)A)4} Eq [(CbA Co I)A)4]
t/A+1<a,b<2t/A
la=b|<3
+ Z Covg [(CiVAK - C(szi)A)27 (Czﬁ\&K - C(JZ’—Ii)A)Q}
t/A4+1<a,b<2t/A
ja—b|>4
ot ! t3
<Clx 3+ zew )

Moreover, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemmas (1)&(ii), we have

N
Bol| Y (BN - B MO — ) — BB — B (€ -

<4 i {IEQHBiVA’K }—HE@HB(Q 1)AC ]"HE"HB C]ZKUAH

a=%+1
#E[BsC ] )
S 1 2 1 2,1
<3 {m T+ Bl ] HE e ] sl T)
a:%+1
ct 1
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Overall, we have

BR8] 5 {05 s - BT )

a:%%»l
<K qLct {Li+if Lcty
“VtA LN A2 A N2  AdHIN N Adat+3
<o{55 * autiow * waw )
A+ /N - NAl+D
The proof is finished. O

Recall that c§(j) = ZZ 1 Qn (4, j) and that XZ& 1)A.qn 18 defined in (L6). Our next step is to

show that the term X(a DA = K Zl 1 X(laN1 Aal is close to y{j{jm’ﬂ defined in .

Lemma 6.6. Assume ( - for some q > 2. For A > 1, then we have the following inequalities,

. N,K N.K c
(Z) Ee[(y(a—l)A,aA X(a 1A, aA) ] < N I:(aA)lQ’I_1 + ((a71)1A)2‘1_1j|'

2
N,K CK
(i) rEe[Za—tH ’y(a 1)A,aA X(a—l)A,aA‘ } < NVIAZ- S
(i11) E[Loy | VS MA‘ |«
. N, K N.K CVK
(“)) \/KE[]‘QNKZA Hya 1)A,aA X(a 1)A,aA ] < Aqfé\/m'
/ N,K N,K 2 N,K N,K
( |:1QN KN a=%+1 I‘(a 1A, aAX(a 1)A,aA Q[ZCLA: I‘(a 1A, aAX(a 1A, aA] H

CK CVtK C\/E+Ct2\/F
- NA‘J\/ AI+3 \F VNA  AMFE

We place the proof of Lemma [6.6] in Appendix [D} Now, we can give the proof of Proposition
0.3l

Proof of Proposition[6.3. Recalling and (14), as well as Lemmas [6-6} (1), (ii), (iv) &(v),

we have
/ N,K,3 VK
N 1QNK’D - At1i|

CK N CKti CK\f N CK N CVtK
SNA AO+3 \F NAGHD) © NAa/t  At+s/N
CVK N CtivK CVK CK

TUNA T AT T AR NG NviAmS
_CK  CKti  CVK CtiVE
“NA AH%f \/m AlF3
CK  CVE  CtiVE
“NA  J/NA  AWE 7
which completes the proof. O




28 CHENGUANG LIU, LIPING XU, AN ZHANG

6.2. The convergence of Xgﬁv Recall the process Xgﬁv defined in . The goal of this
subsection is to prove the following proposition, which states that the normalized version of
(Xgﬁv)vzo converges to a Gaussian process.

Proposition 6.7. Assume (H(q)) for some ¢ > 3. Fort > 1, set Ay = t/(2 Lt174/(q+1)J)
t4/(@+1) /2 (as t — o0). When (N, K,t) — (00,00,00) such that —~v<1and = 7=+ K\/7+
% + Ne=»AK 50, it holds that

<JI\§ Ay ];[Xg’liv) v>0 - f (( Ap) + (1 _’YAp)3)(B2v — By)v>o0,

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

Recalling the definition of the martingale summation y(JZ ’_Kl) AaA defined in 7 we apply Ito’s
formula to obtain

N
(19) (Ky(]Z,_Kl)A@A)Q =Qanik+ Y, (Cg(j))Z (Ziiv - Z{éﬁm)’

=1
where

al\ N
Qa,N,Kzz/ SO KGN~ MEN O3 K.
( j=1

a—1)A j=1

We can then decompose

K Nk A A
EXAat»U = ’CIEV,K(QU) - C?\/Y,K(,U) + r68t7

where
[ A u]

ﬁi\’,,AK(u 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 , and then prove that E ¢ satisfies a central limit theorem (see Proposition

Lemma 6.8. Assume (H(q)|) for some ¢ > 1, then for 0 <v <1, and A > 1,

K C
E{l ‘ﬁt’A ) — LEA (v) — —XNE } < —.
QN K N,K( ) N7K( ) \/Kt At \/Kt
Proof. Noting that E[Qq,n x|F(a—1)a] = 0, the process ER’,AK( ) is a martingale with respect to

the filtration f[%u]A. In view of equality (19) and definition of XA oy D , it remains to verify
that

1 EX . JN JN JN JN C
EGHK\/E Z( ) (Za’A ~Zla—nya —EalZin — 2, 71)A})H < AL

)
i
Pl
+
—
.
-
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We first decompose

N 2 : - . .
K\j& Z Z (cﬁ(y)) (Zéiv B Z(];l]:rl)A - EG[Z;ZV o Zéﬁlm])
1

= U () (A - 7 - ien)

Eo [(cK(ﬁ)2 (woten () - 28+ Z)] ).

+
-

From [13] (8)], on the event Qx x C Qk, we have 1i—jy < Qn(iyg) < 1g—jy + % for all 4,5 =
1,..., N. Recalling that cK (i) = Z]K=1 Qn(j,7),i=1,---, N, we obtain

K K
(20) 1305(1)§1+%when1§i§f<andogc§(i)g%when (K+1)<i<N.
Moreover, by [13, Lemma 16-(ii)], we have

max IEQH(Z;}X —ziN —,wth(j))H <c.

j=1,...,.N
Consequently,
1 N 2, .
E } K() Zj;)N _ Z1J;7N -y () ‘
"[K\/Kt; (c J) ( dot ~Jut MY NJ)}
C K N2 X 2 C
< K\/E[; (cﬁ(J)) +];( (CN(j)) ] < T
Therefore,
1 (2] K o \2( i N N N o
Eeﬁm _[M]H; (cN(J)) (ZaA = 20N A — Bl 208 - Z<H>ADH <o
=l
which ends the proof. -

We now turn to prove the convergence of E?{,_AK(U) to a Brownian motion.

Proposition 6.9. Assume K < N. Fort > 1, define A, :=t/(2[t' =4/ (@D |) ~ ¢4/(a+1) /2 (for ¢
large). Let (N, K,t) — (00, 00,00) satisfy ﬁ + %,/% + % + Ne—»aK 50 and % =y <1.
Then, in the Skorokhod topology,

(550 =5 w2 + ) (Bezo.

where B is a standard Brownian motion.

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

1. The jump size of E’;\’,AK(U) is not large (Lemma .
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 ¢ > 1, and for A > 1,

1QN,K]E9|: sup ‘E?{,’AK(u) —£§(,,AK(u—)H < C(%)i.

0<u<2

Proof. First, note that Ei{,%(u) is a pure jump process. Hence, at a jump time we have
Ei\’/,AK(U) - ﬁi\’ff\}((u*) = K;@Q[ﬁuLN,K'
Next, we are going to show that
Eo[(Qunx)"] < C(KA).
For 0 < u <1, we define

[(a=1)+u]a N N

doac) = [ SN — 35, a3 M),

a—1)A j=1 j=1

Clearly qo.n k(1) = %Qa,N,K and its quadratic variation

(a—1+u)A

(90N, (); Ga, N 1 ()]u :/

N N
(S ekiaay — 2N ) S (k) az™.
(a—1)A j=1 =1

Consequently, recalling ZN = N~} Zivzl ZZ’N, ZtN’K =K! Zfil ZZ"N and using , we obtain

jﬁ; (C§(j))2dZ§’N < C(KdeVvK + %deg),

On Qn, i, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we obtain
E9[(Qa,N,K(U))4] < 4E9[([Qa,N,K(')7 Qa,N,K(')}v)Q}

=480 ( /(():)A (écm)(wﬂ MY ) d ﬁ: (56)) 2]
<teo] 2, (XN:C% M = M@Jflm)f(i (50) 2 pa — 287 00) ]
BN >

<sky| s (S AEGOEY25 OV 1 (3 () Z s - 7)) ]

L0<s<wA M =1

<
Il
—

<CE,q [(EN: (Cﬁ(j))Q(Z@JXHv)A - Zgzﬁlm))j

j=1
<CB[(K(ZNS,  — 2N )+ Ky z8 )
< 9[( ( (a—14v)A ~ (a,l)A) + W( (a—140)A — (a—l)A)) ]
<C(KvA)*.
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
Eg[ sup ‘L‘ (u) — Eﬁ\’,éK(u—)H
(X

:%mﬁg { {i:?‘l‘l‘l[)%]} |Qi,N, K |} < %@Ee {( ; |Qi,N, K |4)

Bl

)

A

& F_ (AN

_MEO{; QzNK|} (?) .

This completes the proof. O
Lemma 6.11. We assume for some q>1. For 0 <u <2, and A >1,

B[t 450 £ O~ AR < oLy L (VL 8

Proof. For s > 0, we introduce ¢, a(s) = aA, where a is the unique integer such that aA < s <
(a + 1)A. Then we have

N
2
chAK(u):i/ ZcN YN = MY e (@) dMEN.
) Pt.a(s)
KV At Jo A =1

Noting that Z"" = M} + fot NoNds for i = 1,..., N, we have

0L Ol = [ (ZcN N =2 0) Y ()

i=1

—A(AY + AL+ A,

tu N N
g [, (RO M) S (o) e

=1

u,2 1 " J,N al i,N .
A2 = sz/ (Zc )(MIN MMS)) Z( z) (A; —MEN(Z))ds

j=1 =1

N ) w N 2
At = [ 22 (00) 0] g || (L A@ORY -2 )

<.

First, we derive an upper-bound for A;L\;IK. Recalling , we obtain
wt \2 1 4 R
Ee [(AN}K) } K4(At |:/ (X;C]I\([ Mét]\;(s))) Z (Clj\g(z)) dZS’N}
J
C N , , a N 4
<grap ey 2, (S RDOR s, = MN00)) L (50)) 23]

C N . . 8 N 4 \2
Tl TaﬁA]OgggA(ZcﬁuxM{ﬁlmsfMafLm) + (X () zY)].

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

¢ [%] S j, N iN 8 C
_ ¢ P o o
K4(At)2E0[a_1 0zeea <;CN(J)(M(“”A+S M<a71>A)) i TRz

(%] N
¢ K/ \\2 3N i N 4 C

< a2 (N1 @ - 2200) |+ g

CA C
< -, T 0 A0
= T reas

For the second term, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy
inequality and yields that on Qp g,

m g
1 tu N , 4 471 N 2, 2,1
< / B [( Do) (2 = M3 ))) ] B[ X2 (K@) (047 — @) [ ]
A . : 24
s | B (50) (227 - 700 ] el 3 (0 (0 o)

C e 7N, K ~N,K K2 ~N 7N 2 %
<o | (e (ar - 2, )+ 5 (2 - )

Now, applying Lemma (ii), which states that on Qn g

maXNEg[ZZ’N — 7N <Ot - ),

i=1,

together with and Lemma (ii), we further obtain

Bl axi]] <5 [ i (k@) B[ = e (in)]] s

C tu K ; ) 2 % C tu NV
Sﬁ/o ;EH{)\S’NMN(Z)H d5+m/0 ;Ee[

.C ., ¢C
<+l

_ 273
NN — b ()] | ds
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For the third term, we first recall AJ5 = Zfil (cfl\g( )) Oy (i) with ¢ (i) = ZJ 1 Qn(j,7). Then
we rewrite
Varg(Ay'y)

ANK )2 ut N
- (K*)[ [ (Sekwany -2 ) e

j=1
ut N K v N )
= K4A2t2 / (COUQ ZCN ]\4Z M;t A(s) ) (ZCN MJx Mg; Y ))) }dsds/

ut
- K4A2t2 / / Coup [ ()eff () MY — M, ()(MEN = ME ).

be,.a(s)”?
1<4,2/ ]]’<N

NORGV MG = M )M = M) dss!

- K4A2t2 / / Lfjs—sj>3a1 + 1qjs— s’\<3A}) Z
1<i,i’ 5,5/ <N
; 7 i,N i i’ \N
cove[cﬁ(z) KN — N N MY ),
K

N DR G MEN = MZN )N = g N ) dsas

But on Qn g, we have

i i, N i i N
/ / 11e—<aa Covp [ e (e ()M = MEN, )(MEN — MY ),
i,1,7,7'=1

. N N N N
Cﬁ(])cﬁ j,)(MJ - Mit A(S/))(Mj MJ (9,)):| deS/

ut ut N 3
g/ / 1{|s—s/\§3A}Ee[(ZC§( (M — M;t]\;( )))4} 2
i=1

XEQ{(ZCN M;NA(Q/))) } dsds’

/Ut/ 1gs— s'\<3A}E9[(Z( N2 ZPN - Z;:VA(S))Y}

xnse{@«:ﬁ( DAZ - 2 ) | dsas

[SIE

NI

Nl

2

ut ut K )
NK _ ZNK N
SC/O /O 1{|sfsf|§3A}E9{ K(Z zZK, )) + (Z -7 ))) ]
2

x B (K (20" - Z)05,) +KW(ZS Z;{’A(S,)))Q} dsds’

[N

Nl

<CtA3K>.
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By [13| Step 6 of the proof of Lemma 30], we already have, when |s — s’| > 3A, that

Covg[(MPN = M, () (MIN = M ), (Y = M )Y = g )
SC(l{Z:Z/} + 1{]:J’})t /2A1 q.

Hence,

Yoy i Z //1{\5 w1zayCovg [eR (DR () (MY = g™, ) (MY = My ),

¢tA(S)
i,1,7,7'=1

KGR ) (MY —wz ) (2N N )] dsds'

N N

<1QN,KCt5/2A1_q(Z(cf\?(i))2> (Zcﬁ(i))z < CK35/2 A1 -1,

i=1 i=1
Overall, we have, on Qx, x

K3t5/2 K+t
NK 372
Varg(.A ) < K4A2t2 NAoooo) (A +tAK)<C’(AqH+f>,
due to the fact that on QN K, [En(i)] < C for all 1 <i < N, and (20).
Noting that ALK = ( K ) /) and that fo s — dra(s))ds = “2L | we have on
QN K,
ws oy upARE)?
]Ee AR — — |
' 2K

utN

AtK2 ‘“

b e ““V{
AtK2M 00,00 0

1

b1 A(S) 2

S {(h0) o[z - 27 Jos - R
(

K0)) B[ 2N - 25N )~ ls — duals))in ()] Jds|

=
By and [13, Lemma 16-(ii)], we obtain

u(pALK
2K 2 - A(I
Gathering all the previous computations, we obtain

[EolA3%] -

B Lo [£350: £55 ()], - MH

K
<4E|:]-QNK{'~A1]<]K‘ + ’AX]K‘ + Varg(Ay 7+ ‘EG[AX;?K] - %‘H
k5t OV7 ttat (fq£+7)% &

t
<0(x g+ (w) 1)
The proof is finished.

Next, we prove Proposition [6.7}
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Proof of Proposition[6.7 A direct application of Lemmal[6.8] Proposition[6.9]together with Lemma

[4.5] gives

K Nk d 1—y 8
g KX a0 = 2+ g ) (B~ B

as desired. 0]

6.3. Proof of Theore We recall that Xgﬁv is defined in and note that XQVA’I;J =

N,K "
X", 1. By Proposition we have
tyts 5

% A%g( — XAt 2X§;§,%) - N(O’ 6“2<(11__/;yp) T —VAp)?’)Q).

By Proposition [6.3] we conclude that

K |t N,K.,3 NE3 o NNK N N K CK COVK CtivK
N EE |:1QN,K‘ - DAt’t + 2D2At,t - 2?X2At,t,1 + ?XAt,t,l :| S NAt + \/m + A2+%

Consequently, by Lemma we obtain the following convergence in probability: as (N, K,t) —
(00,00, 00) such that £ — v <1 and \/% + Mo/ 5E+ % + Ne=¢»aK 5 0, the limit of

K t
1QN,K N Kt (Xi\/;,f - X£:§o>

equals the limit of

K |t N,K,3 N,K,3
1QN,KN E{_DAt,t +2D2At,t }7

which in turn equals the limit of

K |t N NK N,K
v a7 (X ).

2
This finally converges in distribution to N (0, 62 ((11_—7/:/17) + m) )

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

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

the estimators )™, V¥ and ngf defined in Section [2| as well as the function

ifu>0,v>0,w>0 and W(B)(u,v,w) = 0 otherwise,

and
P = OO (P VN ) with Ay = (270D )Tl

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem [2:1]

= p. By the

Proof of Theorem[2.1. Tt can be directly verified that ¥() (17"Ap, (ué\l)izg(;);p) , (17’1‘\17)3)

mean value theorem, there exist some vectors C]i\,’ Kt for i = 1,2, 3, lying on the segment between
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A)2p(1—
(eN K pNE Xg’f) and C := (1 L (“(1)_11’\(171)2”), (1_’;\1))3), such that

R N,K 1,N,K 1N,K
PNKt — D =p® (e, W s XAt )—Dp

L 3), NK yNE N K sy o (uA)*p(1—p) 1
=Y, ’XA"t)_\IJ()(l—Ap’ (1— Ap)? ’(1—Ap)3)

0w NK M ov® NK (uA)?p(1 — p)
- au (CN,K t) (Et 1— Ap) + av (CNKt) (V (1 7 Ap)2 )
v 3 N,K u
T o) (W = )

From the first paragraph of [2I, Section 10], it is established that, when (N, K,t)

— (00, 00, 00)
and e+ /44 2+ NeenaK 0, (1K

) VtN K s XA, It() converges in probability to C. Con-

sequently, the three vectors C?V,K,t» i =1,2,3, all converge to C := (17"/\1), (“é\l)fj\(pl);p), (ljj\p)g)
in probability.

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

1 u ) v (u—TW)?
\IJ( )('Z,L,'U,w)—u E, \Ij( )(U,U,'UJ)—W.

Then, on D', we have ¥®) (u, v, w) = 1—utw®

e
A series of tedious but straightforward calculations yields
ov) ov™ —(1—=Ap)3? 0@ (1 —Ap)?
v €) =0, ow (€)= 2 ’ v (€)= u2Ap
o (2) _28‘1’7(1) \11(2)3‘1’7(1) 1—Ap 4 o2p—1
C { ow S(ul)) }(C) _ ( ) ( ),
ow U (u— o) 2up
p(2) aw (M 1 2
w@c_;——+a‘?%ﬁm_1bmv
v (V)2 (pA)? 7
(2) or®) 1 2
0V ) I (- EBE ) G- M)y
ow N (U(2))2 N uA '

Case 1. The dominant term is %, i.e. when [\/%]/[K &+ tf] — 00, we write

\/E(ﬁN,K,t—P) :\Faqj )(Cll\th)(sNK_ a )

ou 1—Ap
v N (pb)*p(1—p)
+ \/E av (CN,K t)<vt - (1 _ Ap)2 )
v 3 N,K M
+ VK= —(CR k) (XAht - m)

Based on Lemmas and and Theorem we obtain

ov® U ov® w d
VRS = (Chore) (85— 7255 ) + VE G Choed (W01 - ) 5o

1—Ap
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Next, we observe that as (IV, K, t) — (00, 00, 00),
ove
oo Ond) T TRy
Therefore, by Theorems [£.2] and [5.2] we conclude that
aw ) 2 vk (eA)Pp(1—p)y\ d 2 2
VR G Chacd (VI = 525 ) o N (0t -02),

which in turn implies that

in probability.

\/E<I3N,K,t - P) SN /\/(07172(1 - P)Q)-

N

Case 2. The dominant term is Lf’ i.e. when [W]/[f + K At]

— 00, We write

O (e =2) =25 B e (2 - 255

+ £3m<3> (Chrre) (V77 - W)

N Ov 1— Ap)?
(1-Ap
tVK ou® N.K 1%
+ N  ow ( NKt)( Ayt _(1—Ap)3).

Similarly, according to Lemmas and and Theorem we obtain

tvVK 90 tvVK 00

e (Ch) (5 - ) + (Corcd) (AN = 7 5) = 0.
N Ou B 1—-Ap N ow e e (1—Ap)3

Finally, using Theorems [4.2 and [5.2] we find that

R (s =) 4o (0, 2200,
+

N 2 A4

Case 3. The dominant term is ¥4/4 2t je. when [%1/%]/[% ] 2 ooand £ — 4 <

Using Lemmas [£.1] [5.1] and Theorems [4.2] - and [5.2] we have

T

37

1.

K ov® N.K 0 0w vk (uA)?p(1—p) d
N Kt{ ou (CN’K’J(Q _1—Ap)+ o (CNKt)<V (1 —Ap)? >}_>O'

Applying Lemma [£.4] gives
K [t ou® 3 I3 d
— XNE 7) — 0.
N At ow ( N,K,t)( 00,00 (1 _ Ap)3
Consequently, it suffices to analyze

K t ou® N, K N,K
At ow (CN’K )(XAf ~ A )

Since ) A
ov (1 - Ap)*(1 —p)
0w (Czs\r,K,t) — A

and by Theorem [6.1] we finally conclude that

o o (s =) iwv(o, S (1= (1 = Ap)* (1 - Ap>)2>.

i probability,
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Next, we move to prove Proposition [2.4]

Proof of Proposition[2.]} We note that for the case p = 0, the conclusion of Theorem [6.1] remains

valid (and the limit of J[\g is no longer required). One can verify directly that /& = 1, VK =0
and Xg;g = p. Define
flu,v,w) = m when u >0, w >0 and f = 0 otherwise.
By [21, Lemma 7.3],
Loy x N At N K ) — 0 in probability.

Hence, applying Theorem we obtain

1QNKN\/7 Nl = ey < (0,262).

From [21] Lemma 7.3, Corollary 9.9], when (N, K, t) — (00, 00, 00) and % %—‘y—%—FNQ_CP,AK —
0, both Eiv K and X gt It{ converge to p in probability. Consequently,

K 2

NK N,K
IQNKN Atf( X )—)N(

By Theorem we obtain
1QNKt\NﬁVtNK d N(o 2u )
Therefore, if [%]/[% \/g]2 — 00, then
Ve

KV t

1{y>0}, it follows that

V{V’K’ — 0o in probability.

Since UG (u, v, w) =

+f2
I T Ll CARR VAR YA I}
On the other hand, when [— %] /[t\f] — 00, we have
At -2 . .y
[? 7} VtN’K‘ — 0 wn probability.

Thus,
N,K \,N,K oN,K
e ’XAt,t )
N.K N,K \,N, K NK
Vt +f2(€t th 7XA,,7t )

— 1in probability,

which holds whenever
1
N,K 1
]P’(Vt > O) — 5"

R d
Hence, pn rt — X. O
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [B4]

A.1. Proof of Lemma [3.4] (i). Observing from Eg[Z/"] = f Eg[A.N]ds, a direct computation
yields that

N
‘InaxNIEg[)\i’N] p max Z (4,7 / ot — s)Eg[X ]ds}

i=1,...,

Define an (t) := sup0<s<t max;—1,. N Eg[ALN]. On the event Qn x, we have Amaxile,N{Z;y:l An(i,5)} <
a < 1. Since A = fo s)ds, it follows that

N(t) < p+an(t)a,
which immediately implies the desired result.

For the second part, recalling the definition of M;" in Section we have MN = zPN —
fot NoNds. We express the intensity process )\i’N defined in as

PN — NZ%/ ot — s)dMIN + — ZGU/ ot — s)NNds.

An application of Minkowski’s inequality then yields

23 1n, [ N\213
(21) B[] <ot B (5 30 [ ot - syane)]

+Eq [(% g 0, /Ot ot — s))\;'des) 2} %_

Using and 0 < 60;; <1, we obtain

Ze”/ ot = )in") F _]];[Ee[ﬁ:l/ot (Gijaﬁ(t—s))QngvNF
1 Nt 1
Sl [ s

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

(22) [( Zew ¢t—s)dMﬂN)2f SJC;V'

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

Zem/¢ )\JNds)]égNEU/qStsIEg[()\ )Fds.
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Therefore,

'maxNEg[()\i’N)QF <M+\/CN+ max 29”/ ot —s Eg (\) fds}

i=1,...,

Define by (t) := supg<,<, max;—1,... n Eg [(A:V)?] 2, then we have

C 1 &
< R . ..
by(t) < p+ i + Ai:nﬂ%?fN{ JEZI 0;; o ().

Recalling that Ay (i,5) = 0”, and that on Qn g, Amax;—; N{Z;V:l An(3,5)} < a < 1, we
conclude that

bN(t) < n+ C+ abN(t),

which completes the proof.

A.2. Proof of Lemma (ii). Starting from the definition £y = Qn1ly = (I AAN) "y, we
obtain £y = 1y + AAn£x. Recalling and writing A = fot (t — s)ds + ft s)ds, we obtain

)\t’ —pln(3) NZGZ] /¢t—s dZJN—,uEN /¢t—3 ds ——ZGUZN / o(s

Applying Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

EgKAi’Nf;MN(i)) ] <E9 Zem / 3t — $)dZIN — il (i / &( tfs)d‘s))QF
+ME9[(% ZeijgN(j) /too ¢(3)45)2F-

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

inequality via the process M,"" defined in Section In addition, since ¢y (j) is uniformly
bounded on Qy g, it follows that

. 2 % 1 N » 9 %
E /\%N_ Oar(1 <E — 91/ _ dMSJ,N
9|:(t MN(’L))} 9{(]\[2 j 0¢( s) )]
1 ' i\N ) 213 o0
—HEG[(N;GW/O ot — s)| X —MN(J)WS) } +C/t P(s)ds
Define FNV™ := LS Eo[(A™ — uln(i))%)2. Using(22) and Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

FVE < NZZ%/ qSt—sIEg
1i=1

J=

RN

tN o] C
< | =lllkA t—s)FNd +c/ ds + —=.
< [ FAnllot = FVas w0 [ otsis+ T

)\J’ ~uln (G )‘ }éd8+0/too¢(s)ds+\/cﬁ
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Using N||[IxAn|||1 = max;=1 _n Zfil 0;; and the bound %\HIKANHh < a/A on Oy, we
obtain

t o)
C
FN’K</g t—sFN’NderC/ s)ds + —.
t — 0 A¢( ) S ’ ¢() \/N
Defining gn (¢ C’ft s)ds + \/», we have on Qn g, forall K =1,..., N,
(23) FtN’Kg/ %¢(t—s)FSN’NdS+gN(t).
0

From assumption (H(q)), namely [;°(1 + s7)¢(s)ds < oo , it follows that gn(t) < C(7% A1) +
CN~1/2. Moreover, due to Lemma () and the uniform boundness of ¢x(j) on Qn k,, we
deduce that suptZOF N <0, so that fo )ho*(t — s)FNNds < Ca™ — 0 as n — oo. Hence,
iterating (23) (using it once with some ﬁxed K € {1,...,N} and then always with K = N), one
concludes that on Qy g,

FNN<Z/ "t~ s)gn (s)ds + g (1)
n>1
< ; /05 (%)nqﬁ*”(t — $)gn(s)ds + Z /f (%)ngb*”(t — $)gn(s)ds + gn ()

gC%/; (%)nqﬁ "(s ds+gzv Z/ "(s)ds+ gn(t),

because gy is non-increasing and bounded. Recalling that fo @*"(s)ds = A™ and, as shown in
[13} Proof of Lemma 15-(ii)], that

/ ¢ (u)du < CniA"r™9,

we conclude that (since a € (0,1))

Q

FNN<O( ) ana —I—gN( )7+9N(t) — Q

1 A
n>1

2

This completes the proof.

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

N
Uy = Z/(b*” ZA (i,5) M N ds.
n>0 Jj=1

We set ¢(s) = 0 for s < 0. Separating the cases n = 0 and n > 1, using A% (i,j) = 14— and
Minkowski’s inequality implies that on Qx g,

Eo[(UPN — USN YT <Ep[(M]N — MIN )47

+Z/ —¢*”<8—u>)Ee[(iA7v<i,j>Mng)4} du.

n>1

NG
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For the first term (n = 0), an application of and Burkholder’s inequality gives
Eo[(M}" — MIN)Y] <CEo (21" - 22V)2].

By [13, Lemma 16-(iii)], on Qy x, we have, max;—1__n Eo[(Z0'" — ZiN)?] < C(t — s)2, and
therefore

(24) Eo[(M;Y — MIN)'] < C(t — 5)%.

For the second term (n > 1), another application of and Burkholder’s inequality yields
N 4 N N 9
Bo[( ARG, M) | <Oy ([ AR (i j)M?™, > A% G, M), ) ]
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1
N 2
<CEo| (Y (A% (5,32 ) ]
j=1

N
O3 (ARG )R ) Bl 25 2,

)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Eq[Z7N Z1' V] < \/Eg[(Zﬂ’N)Q]]Eg[(Zﬂl’N)Q], and from [13]

Lemma 16-(iii)], we have max;—1,__n Eg[(Z5V)?] < Cu?. Therefore,

.....

j=

N N N
B[ (Y A%G.)MEY) | < (D (AG.0)7) o < (30 AN() ' < Cllanl iz,
j=1 j=1
This implies that

- K N 4
Z/O (qﬁ*”(tfu) fqb*"(sfU))Ee{(ZZA?/(@j)Mi’N) ] du
i=1 j=1

n>1

<C). |||AN|||&/0tﬁ(¢*”<t—u> — ¢ (s =) )du

n>1

I

<O(t—)'2 Y Al An[% < Ot —5)'2

n>1

To justify the second inequality, we use the following estimate, which holds for all n > 1:
[ Vi) = s~ uniu = [ VI [ VA
< /0 VET = 5Tl (u)du + / N =
s
<2iTs /0 T () du < 20" VE 5,

Moreover, on 2y g, we have A|||An|||cc < a < 1. This completes the proof of of the first part of

(ii).
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For the second part, we recall from Lemma (ii) with K = N and r = oo that we have
max;—1, N ]EQ[ZZ’N — ZWN]1 < Ot - s) on Qn.n D Qn .k, it follows that

max Eol(Z;V - 2Ny < 8f max E[z0N - ZEN' 4 max E[(U;N - UMY} < C(t-s)°

=1, =1, 1=1,...

as desired.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA 3]

Recall that X% = (X]]V((i))i:I,A..,N with Xﬁ(z) = (LN(’L) — EI]\?)]-{%’SK}a where LN(’L) =
N AN i j =1 N_ 6;; and that LE .= L K_ Ly(t) and Xy := XN defined in Section
N j=1"4 N K i=1 N
Here 0ij)ij=1...~ is a family of i.i.d. Bernoulli(p) random variables, & = (2§ (i))i=1

W1th oK (i ) (En (1 ) — 8)1<ky, and @y are defined in Section

N

yeeny

B.1. Proof of Lemma (i). Since (#;j)i j=1,.. n~ are ii.d. Bernoulli(p) random variables. By
symmetry, we have

E[|| (T An)TX 2] [(i{:eﬂ Ln(j Eﬁ)ﬂ
e[S )| e (o 20) T

On the one hand, since LY = Nl—KZZKZI Zjvzl 0;; with (6;5); j=1,...~ being ii.d. Bernoulli(p)
random variables and since 6;; < 1, it directly follows that

J@E[(Zeﬂ(p—ig))j < I]%EKP—EW] _ CJ@QO

{\Ll Gji = % ( ZZI\LQ Gji + 9]‘1)7 we obtain

Nﬂ[(i 0j1(Ln(j) — p))Q}



44 CHENGUANG LIU, LIPING XU, AN ZHANG

Applying the family {(8;, —p),i =2,...,N,j =1,...,K} is independent and centered, it yields
that

Jj=1 =2
K N
Guj'=14,i'=2
K N
= E{Z > (61 —p)*(0;; — p)*| < CNK.
j=1i=2
Similarly, we have ]E[(Zjl(:l Zﬁiz(@ﬁ —p))?] < CNK. Furthermore, since 6;; <1 and |8;;1 — p| <

IN

2
1, we obtain E[(ZJK:l 0;1(0;1 — p))?] < CK?. Consequently, %E[(Efﬂ 0i1(Ln(j) — p)) }
CK?/N3, as desired.

B.2. Proof of Lemma (ii). By the definition of Xy and X in Section we have

K
(I ANXN, XN) = > An(i, ) Xn () XK ()-

ij=1

Since Ay (i,j) = +0;; and Eszl X)) = Zfil(LN(i) — LK) =0, we have

K
(TcAx X, XE) = D (05 = )X ()XKG)
1 m;{ B K
=N [ Z (6:; —p)(Ln () —p) XN (i) + (p— L) Z (0:j — p)Xﬁ(i)}
LK ok
:N[ > (0 — ) (L) =)L) —p) + (p— LN) D (055 — p)(Ln(5) —p)
i,j=1 ij=1
K K
+ (0= Ln) Y- (0 = p)(Ln() ~p) + (0~ Ln)p — LK) 3 (6~ )],

We start by analyzing the first term. Recalling that Ly (i) := Zjvzl An(i,j) = % Z;V:l 0ij, we
obtain

B[( 3 6~ n ()~ D) En () - )]

1 = i
:WE[(Z 2 (eij_p)(ej —p)(am—p)>}

— B[ Y 6y D 0) O~ D)6~ D)y~ D)o )] < T

47,4 ,7/=1m,n,m’ n'=1

since the family {(6;; — p),4,7 =1,..., N} is i.i.d., centered, and bounded.
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For the second term, applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields
K

E[|(o-I5) Y (6 -

3 0= nEnG) — )| < FEl - L) B[( % 3605 - 0o )"

i,j=1k=1

This quantity is bounded by %, since on the one hand, we have

(25) El(p - L)) = s ZZ y-ny)= P O

and on the other hand,

E[( i ZN:(‘%‘ - )k —p))j

ij=1k=1

> D (85 =)0y — )05k — p)(0j —p)| < ONEK>.

i,5,8",5' =1 k,k'=1

For the third term, by (25)), we have E[(p — Ly)?]

=E[(p— LY)? < <%. Applying the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain
K
E[|(0—Ln) 2 05 = »)(En (i) ~ )|
i,j=1
1 . al 213
<LB(p- Lw?E [( S 30— 90 —1) ]
i,j=1 k=1

[N

N
<% \/7 > (035 — p)(Oik — p)(Oirj — ) (Oirir — p)}

zyl’j’_lkk’ 1

/ K? K
1/ 2 4 —
< K?N + K C— 3/2 C’NQSC'N.

Fmally7 we analyze the last term. Note that E[(Z” (05 —p))?] = E[Z” 105 — p)?] =
CK? and E[(p — LIJ\(I) ] = W [(Zi:l ijl( i —p)Y] < N2CK2

_ < . Therefore, applying the
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality again, we obtain

Bl[o-Lve-15 3 S =l
<E[(p— L) E[(p - L)} {(i_ ik
1/4 1/4 VK

<o) () V= 2 <

Together, the preceding arguments complete the proof.

1
2

45
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B.3. Proof of Lemma (iii). Recall that k¥ = (28(i))i=1..~, where 25 (i) = (In(i) —
Eﬁ)l{igk}, and that XX, ¢y (i), X and £y are defined in Section Here, Ay is defined in .
For any =,y € RV, a > 0, it’s not hard to verify the following elementary equality

llll3 — a®llyl3 — [l — ayl3| = 2[a(x - ay,y)|.
Then, putting z = =¥, y = X§ and a = Aly, we have
E[ Loy cnay| (12513 - (AT0)?IXE13) - ek — ATvXEI]
—9E {1QN7KOAN ’AZN (X — AMNXE, XK) H .
By [21l Lemma 5.11], it holds that
—MyXE =AMgAn(zy — My X y) — %(IKAN:BN, 1)l + NN Tk AN X .

Since X (i) = (Ln(i) — LN )1<ky and 1k is a vector with entries 1 (i) = 1{1<;<k}, it follows
that (1x,X%) = Zfil XX (i) = 0. Consequently,

(:BﬁfAENX XK) A(IKAN(CCNfAKNXN) XK)+A2€N(IKANXN,XN) feNK1+€NK2
An application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives

Elay xnayen k1] =E [1QN,K0ANA<(€EN — MyXy), (IKAN)TXK)}
<AE[Lay a2y — Al X 3] B[l L) P XEI]

From [2I] Lemma 5.11], the first term E[lﬂN,KmANHiEN - AZNXNH%} is bounded by CN~!, and
Lemma (1) bounds the second, yielding

CK
E[lﬂN,KﬁANeN,K,l] < W
Furthermore, ¢y is bounded on N,k by Lemma and Lemma (ii) implies
CK
Elloy cen,x2] < ek

which completes the proof.

B.4. Proof of Lemma [4.3 (iv). Recall from [13, Proposition 14] that E[1: |0n — Ap|2} <.
Furthermore, Lemma guarantees that £ is bounded by a constant C on Q. In addition, one

can verify (see, e.g., [21, Equation (9)]) that E[%z | XX 14] < C. Together with the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, these results imply

VEZE Lo (00 - (1=5) IXK18]

=

1 m%gc

N? } .
<OVEE[ 5 |1X K] B[ 1oy | fv — 7=

< <
N TN

To complete the proof, it suffices to show that 1q, K\/>[N [ XE||2 —p(1—p)] <, N(0,p?(1—p)?).
Since 1q, , tends to 1 in probability, it is enough to verify that vK[Z|XK|3 — p(1 — p)] N
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N(0,p?(1 — p)?). Now observe that
K K

IXNIE =D (La(i) = LR)? = Y (Ln(i) —p)* = K(p — LY)*.

i=1 i=1
As shown in the proof of Lemma (ii), we have E[(p — LK)?] < &, so that VKZE[K (p —

L{)?] < J=. Therefore, it remains to show that

NK

v o= VE | T 3o (Ln(i) =) = p(1 = p)| <5 N(0.p°(1 = p)*).

Recalling that Ly (i) = N~! Ejvzl 6;;, a direct computation shows that

1 K N 1 K N N
vaK = W ZZ[(GU 7p)2 7p(1 *p)] + W ZZ Z (91] *p)(eij/ 7}7).

i=1 j=1 i=1j=1j'=1,j'#j

Since the variables (6;; — p)? — p(1 — p) are i.i.d. with mean zero and finite variance, the central

limit theorem implies the convergence in distribution of \/JifiK Zfil Zévzl[(ﬁij —p)? —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

K N N
1 d
VR XD (6 —p)(8iy —p) == N(0,p*(1 = p)?),
i=1 j=1j'=1,j'#j
which completes the proof.
APPENDIX C. CONVOLUTION OF ¢

We first present two lemmas concerning the convolution of the function ¢ introduced in Section

These will be useful in proving Lemmas [6.4] and

Lemma C.1. We consider ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) such that A = [° ¢(s)ds < oo and, for some
qg>1, fooo s9¢(s)ds < co. Then, for alln>1 and r > 1,

/ V5¢™ (s)ds < CA™n9r3=9  and / Vs¢*™(s)ds < C/nA™.
" 0

Proof. We introduce some i.i.d. random variables X, X5,... with density A~'¢ and set Sy = 0
as well as S,, = X3 + -+ X,, for all n > 1. By the Minkowski inequality and since E[X]] =
A7 [ s9¢(s)ds < oo by assumption, we obtain E[S¢] < nYE[X{] < Cn?. Consequently,

/ V56" (s)ds = A"E[\/Sp1is, 5ry] < A"rEIE[SI] < A"nfr2 ~9E[XY] < CA"nirs 9,
For the second part, we write
/ V36" (s)ds = AE[\/So] < viA"E[Xn] < Cy/nA”
0

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. O

Lemma C.2. Under the same conditions as in Lemma[C-1], we have, for n € Ny and r > 1,

) /t #*"(s)ds — A™| < nA"! /00 o(s)ds.
0 W

t
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Proof. Consider n i.i.d random variables {X;};=1 ., with density ¢(s)/A and write

’ /Ot ¢ " (s)ds — A"

which completes the proof. O

=1,....,n

- A”P(;XZ- > t) < A"IP( max X; > t/n) < nA"P(X; > t/n),

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF LEMMAS [6.4] & [6.6]

D.1. Proof of Lemma (). We work on the set Qy x. Recall (§). By [13, Lemma 16-(iii)]
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

Eo[(M7N

(aA—s) Miiv)(M(JaAN s MZAN)] < 1{j:j/}E6 [ZZ,A Zga]Z )] Eq [Z Zga]Z 5’)]§

S 1{]:]'} V ss’.
From Lemma we already have foo Vug*™ (u)du < CA™nirz—4. Recalling , we obtain

alA
BB =5 Y Y > [ oo ani.n i)

i,i'=1j,j'=1nm>1

x Bo[(MPEN_ ) — MIX)Y(MEN = MIRN)dsds’

<% (X lmeastigiiayiiz= [© [ Vasenisem dsis)

n,m>1
C 2 C
< = gAm n—1 1-2q < = 1-2q
< N(§>1:n A"l Awl[ETr) A < S AL,

where the last inequality follows because on Qn i, A|||An]|[1 <a <1 and 2721 nla""1 < oo.

D.2. Proof of Lemma (ii). Recalling 7 we write

¢*n N JKon
9,€,aA7

n>1

where for » > 0 and 0 < s < aA,
L
N,K,n  _ ) )
Or,s,aA T R ZZA?V( )(M(]GA s) MgA s+r)
i=1j=1

For fixed s, {OTNéIZK r>0 is a family of martingale w.r.t the filtration (Foa—s+r)r>0- By @j we
have [M5N, MIN], = l{i:j}Zti’N. Hence, for n > 1, on Qy k,

N, K, N K, _ N i\ N
[O.,s,aAn7 ] aAn KQ Z (Z AnN i j ) ZZA s+r Z(jzAfs)
i=

Sﬁ”'[KANm (Z0s—svr — Z0ns)

KQIIIIKANIII AN (ZoA-s4r — Zan—s)-
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Since |||[Ix An|[]3 < ﬁ%ﬁ on Qy g, we obtain

C _
N,K, N, K, -
[O.,s7aAn’ O',S,aAn]T < NMANH'?” 2(szszfs+r - ZOJLVAfs)'

Applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality yields, on Qy .,
n n n 2 C'|H‘4N|||4n_4 7 ~7
Eo[(ONA)") < 4Eo [ ([071X OIX ) | < = —Eal(Z0a _ovr — Z25-0)")

r,8,aA

From [I3, lemma 16-(iii)], we already have sup;_; Eo[(ZiN — Z1N)2] < C(t — 5)2. Using the
second part of Lemma [C.]] together with the Minkowski inequality, we obtain

A
B () h <3 / 5 ()Eg[(ONK )4 ds

n>1
< > AN /A Vg "t (s)ds
VN = 0
<L S VT TAT A < =
SVN LS UN

n>0
This completes the proof.

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

Covg|(CoR" — C’(JZ;K”A)Q, (CR" - C(szim)z]

Ly Y% /OA /OA /OA /OA¢*”<s>¢*m<s>¢*”’(s’>¢*m’<s’>

ik,i’ k'=1 4,1, 1'=1m,n,m’ ,n'>1
x AR (i, §) AR (k, D) AR (7, ") AR (K1)
i, N i, N i, N N
X (Covg[(M(jaAfs) - M\ - M(J(afl)Afs) + M(jaq)A)
-/’N J,N ‘/,N ‘I’N
X (Mj s’ MiA - M(](afl)Afs’) + M(jafl)A)’

(aA—
I,N I,N LN ILN
(M(bAfr) — My - M((bfl)Afr) + M(bfl)A)
U',N U',N U',N U,N
X (Myga—ry = My + (Mo "y ya— ) — M(bfl)A)]dsdrds'dr’.
Define ngs = M(];IX—S) - Mig for 0 < s < A. Then we rewrite

PN PN N PN
Couvp[(M], - MgA - M(J(a—l)A—s) + M(]a—l)A)

(aA—s)
i’ N i’ N i’ N i’ N
X (M(JaA—s’) - ML]LA B M(](a—l)A—s’) + M(ja—l)A)’

I,N I,N IL,N LN
(M, = Myx = M_yapm + M(b—l)A)

(bA—1)
I',N N N I'.N
X (Mga_py = My + (M2 ) Ay — M7 A)]

N N i’ \N i’ \N I,N I,N U,N U,N
:COW[(C;A,S - C(Ja,—l)A,s)( 1]1A7s' o ga—1)A,sf)> (CbA,r B C(b_1)A,r)(CbA,w - C(b—l)A,r/)]'
Since 0 < 5,8, 7,7’ < A, we have
i, N i’N N -3 ,N I,N U',N LN .U',N
E9[<€a71)A,s<jA,sf} =Ko [CZ.A,SCgafl)A,S/] =Ey [C(bq)A,erA,r/] =Eg KbA,rC(b—l)A,r/] =0.

a
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Without loss of generality, assume a — b > 4 and s < s’. First, note that

iN ~j' N I,N I,N N N
COUG[CZA,SC‘Zafl)A,S” (CbA,r - C(bfl)A,r)(CbA,r’ - C(bq)A,r')]

=F, [Ee [Cg’i\{sﬁ(aqm} ZQLNDA,S'

I,N I,N U',N U,N I,N I,N U',N U,N _
X ((Cm,r = Comnyan) (GA = Cplyam) — Eo [(CbAm = Cmnan) QA — C(bfl)A»T’)} )] =0
For the same reason, we also obtain
j,N i\ N (AN I,N U,N U,N
Covg [C(ja—l)A,sCZLA,s” (CbA,T - C(b—l)A,r)(CbA,?"’ - C(b—l)A,r’)] =0.
If j # 4, the covariance vanishes because
i, N i, N i/ N i/ N
]EG[(C;A,S - C(Ja_l)Aﬁ)(CCJLA,s/ - C(Ja_l)A,s/”}-bA} =0.
Now assume j = j', then
i, N i, N i’ N i’ N I,N I,N U.N U,N
K :=Covg[(CGa.s — Cga—l)A,s)(CtjzA,s’ - C(]a—l)A,s’)7 (Gar — C(b—l)A,r)(CbA,r/ - C(b—l)Aﬂv’)]
N 5" ,N i, N i, N I,N LN U',N U N
:(COUG[( gLA,s tjzA,s’ + ga—l)A,nga—l)A,s’>’ (CbA,?” - C(b—l)A,T)(CbAvT/ a C(b_l)AW,)].

Since Ep[CIA' CIA. o [Fan—sr] = Eg[(MIR')? = (MR )?| Faa—w), and as usual (MR')* (M]3 ,)” =
2 f;AA_S MIN AN 4 Z;ZV - Zfl’iv_s.We note that Eqg [ :AA_S MﬁfvdMﬁ’NU:aA,S] = 0. Moreover,
because a — b > 4, we obtain
i, N i, N I,N I,N U',N U',N
Covp[(Mgx')* = (M7a—,)%, (Goar = C(b—l)A7r)(CbA,r’ - C(b—l)A,r’)]

i, N i, N I,N I,N U',N U',N
= Covg[Z7n — Zya— s (CbA,r - C(b—l)Am)(CbA,r’ - C(b—l)A,r')}'

Consequently,
i, N i, N i, N i, N LN I,N U,N U,N
K =Coug [Z(Jm - ZthA—s + Zga_1)A - Z(Ja—l)A—s7 (CbA,r - C(b—1)A,7-)(§bA,r' B C(b—l)A,r’)]
j, N i, N i, N i, N I,N I,N U,N U,N
=Couy [UgA B Ug,A—s + U(Ja—l)A o U(]a—1)A_sa( bA,r (b—l)A,r)( A, (b—1)A,r’)}'

Recall that B, (z,z,r) = ¢*"(z — 1) — ¢*"(z — ). We can write

al N
U;iv - U;ivfs = Z/O BH(G’A —s,a;, 7’) Z A%(i7j)Mg7NdT = RZJAV,aAfs + TégaAfs’
Jj=1

n>0

where

al N )
R,;JAVV(;A_S :Z/( 71)A7 /Bn(xazyr)ZA’X/(Z?])(Mﬂ’N _M(J(;‘]Xl)A_s)dry

n>0 j=1

) alA )
T;gaAfs = Z (/(a—1)A—s Bn(z, 2, r)dr) ZA’](,(i,j)M(j(’ljfl)Afs

n>0 j=1

(a—1)A—s N )
Y B, 2,r) S AR (6, )MV dr.
0

n>0 j=1
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The conditional expectation of R A aA—s glven Fua is zero. Therefore,

i, N i, N I,N I,N U',N U',N
IC = COU&[TGA alA—s + T(a 1)A (a— 1)A s? (CbA r C(b-l)A r)(CbA r C(b—l)A T’)]'

Referrmg to the proof of Lemma 30, Step 1 in [I3] (noting that T, iv WA coincides with X» N

n [13]), we have sup,_; _ y Eo[(T, aA A Y < Ct2A~44. Since r < A and by [13, Lemma 16-(iii)],

we obtain

1
Eol(Goa), — G 1ya )1t <

.....

I,N I,N\471 I,N LN 471
ol(Mga_py = Myan )T+ Eol(M(,_yya_ry = M5_1)a)"17

Hence, applying [13, Lemma 16-(iii)] once more,
K| S{Ee[(TZZ\fams)ﬂf +E0[(T(fl DA, (a—1)A— )2]5}
< Bol(Goa'y — i1y a ) TREG[(Gh AN = € ya) T
<Ct'2ATIA.

Moreover, by symmetry, we conclude that for |a — b| > 4,

COU@[(CaAa C(a A, 5)(CaAé C(a 1A, o) ( bAr C(b A, r)( bA ' C(b A, )]
<O Lz + 1y ) VIR,
Recalling the definition of 2 k, we have

. w1 CK .
Ik ARl < [IHk A1l Ax]][FF < — AnTlh .

which implies

Covg[(C2R C’( K A)2 (e - (]Zﬁ)A)Q]
C\[Al a 4 al n+m4n'4+m’ gn (: m' (g
S canilD DD DR DR AR (i, ) AR (e, D AR (7, 5 AR (K1)
i,k k'=14,l,7,'!=1mmn,m’' n'>1
X (1{1:1'} + 1{j:j/})
C‘\/EAliq n-+m n/ m, n m n, m,
S No ST A L AR T AR Tk AR AR [

m,n,m’ ,n’'>1

i, Ot CVt
< = ar3 4 n+m+n'+m’'—4 < )
S 1K4N (N) AT AR Ai—T = NAi-1

n,m,n’ m’'>

This completes the proof.

D.4. Proof of Lemma (i)&(ii). Recall c&(j) = S5, Qn(i,j) with Qn = 3,5 A"AR.

Remind X(IZ Kl)A ad = i=1 XZaNl)A al’ y(]ZK1 Aan and X(a 1)a,qa defined in and  (16),
respectively. We first rewrlte

N K
N.K 1 o PN PN
Vatnaea =3 ZZ Z APAR (@ 5)(Mgx = M5 75 A)-

j=1i=1n>0
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Then, using and Lemma we have, on {dy i
N,K o N,K 2
1QN,K]E9[(y(a—1)A,aA B X(a—l)A,aA) }

<mm|S{TY

j=1 n>0

e Dt AR R

( OGA 5" (as — s)ds — ") A i, )} ||

2 .
O(s)dsh™ [T ARl b Bol 23, ]

Noting that on Q. e, [[ITx A%l < |[|Zx AnlIli 1 AN < SE[|AnI[} ", we have

N,K v N, K 2
1QN,KE9[(y(a—1)A,aA - X(a—l)A,aA) ]

c X o0 B W1\ 2 )
S {Xn [ o avn) Bz

2 .
o(s)dsA" || An| ;7 P Bl Z3Y )

N o 2 )
3z o ot = DAl [ st L Ax I} EalZY )

The last inequality uses max;—i, . n Eg[Zf’N] < C't, proved in Lemma (1) with r = oo, which
yields exactly (i). For ¢ > 2, the series > o~ a'=2¢ < 400, which concludes (ii).
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D.5. Proof of Lemma (iii)&(iv). Recalling the definition of y(IZ’_Kl)A N and ,
and applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we have on Qy g

B[ s 0n]
<4E-E (K0 -z )
<zt 0[;<CN(J)) (Zaa *Z(a—l)A)}

N
4 N2 N2 N N v N v N
== S (K) (h0N) B[ = 25 IR = 205, 0)]

Lj,j'=1
' N
4 N2 N2 N N 1/2 N N 1/2
<E| 3 (RK0) (R0N) Bo[(ZA - 25100 "B [(205Y - 2N 00 |-
Lj,j'=1

From [I3 lemma 16-(iii)], we already have on Qn x, sup,_; Eo[(ZiN — ZEN)2) < Ot — )2
Moreover, from , we have, on Qy k,

N ) K ) N ,
SR = (2 (KGN + D (k) < oK.
j=1 j=1 j=K

Consequently,

4 CA?
N.K
]E{lﬁN,K‘y(a—l)A,aA‘ } < K2

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

2t
K - N,K N,K >N, K
EE[IQM PRI NI ORI |

a:%-{-l
% 1 1
K N.K i NK SN, K 212
< At Z E{lﬂN,K‘y(a—l)A,aA‘ ] E[lﬂN,K‘y(a—l)A,aA - X(a—l)A,aA‘ :|
a:%+1
2t
CVK ZA: 1g CVK
I a 1
A2/ Nt — A% 24/ Nt
a=x

In the last step, we used that for ¢ > 2, the series 22021 at =4 converges.

. =N, K N,K N,K N,K N,K
D.6. Proof of Lemma (v). Recalling that F(a7—1)A,aA =C A +BA — C’(a’_l)A — B(a’_l)A,
where Cé\gK and B(JIVA’K are defined in and , respectively. We write
=N, K N, K
F(afl)A,aAX(afl)A,aA
=N, K N K N,K N,K =N, K
:F(afl)A,aA(X(afl)A,aA - y(afl)Am,A) + y(afl)A,aAF(afl)A,aA

SN K N.K N.K N,K NK | pNK  ~NK N.K
=L aaa X )aea = Yarnaea) T Ve naaa(Card +Balk —Cilia = Bilia)-
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Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality together with Lemmas (1) and (i)&(ii), we obtain
E [1QN,K ’fé\;{(l)A,aA (X(]Z’—Ii)A,aA - y(jzfim,m) H i

2} E [IQN,K (fzvi)A,aA)z}

2 2
N,K oN,K N,K N,K N,K N,K
=E {1QN,K ’y(aq)A,aA - X(afl)A,aA‘ }E[lﬂw,x (CaA +B,A — C(aq)A - B(afl)A) }

N.K &N, K
SE |:]‘QN,K ’y(a—l)A,aA - X(ﬂ—l)A,aA

<4E {1QN,K }y(];]’ﬁ)a,m - X(Z’ﬁ)a,mm
<Efia {(C7) + (B (00) + (B2%) )]

<G (o-08) )+ e

<[(aa) 2+ ((@-1)a) Hq} %
Similarly, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again and Lemmas [6.4}(i) and [6.6} (iii), we have
Lo Eo[| V5 (BN BEE )]
Lo Ba [0 | B (825 - B )]
o B [P0 s ] B (B8 - B00) ] = s

Next, we consider the term y{;’fjm aA(C’éVA’K — C’(]Z’_Klm). Recalling y(fjf‘m un defined in and
CéVA’K defined in , we write

K N A
1
N,K N.K N,K “n "o )
y(a—nA,aA(CaA _C(a—l)A) = ﬁz Z Z/ ¢ (S)AN(Z,J)Cg(J/)
i=174,j/=1n>1"0
i\N i\N i\N i\N i’ N i'\N
(M;A—s - M;A - M(Ja—l)A—s + M(ja—l)A)(MZA - M(ja—l)A)'

We set for 1 < j,5,0,I' < N and a,b € {t/(2A) +1,...,2t/A},
7:z,b(j7 j/7 la ll) ::(CO’UQ[(M({Z\LS - Mig - M(jz’z]XI)Afs + M(Jé]jl)A)(MiAN - ]\4-i]‘a,)7]\g)A)7

LN LN LN LN VN N
(Mya—g = Myx = M~y a— g+ Mgy A )My = M2y 4]

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

. ) 491 ) ) 491 y y 4.1
(M(Z’N - M(Jz;,le)A> :| ’ + E9 {(Mgi\ls - M(j(’zjjl)Afs) :| ’ }Eg |:<M¢§AN - M(%zﬂ)A) :| ’
1
( 1

A
N N ok [ AN N 491 [l N 4
bA T (b—l)A) + o ( bA—s — T (b—1)A—s 0 bA T (b—l)A)

and Lyg ;0 00y=a3[Tap(d, 5", 1, 1) = 0.
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We now consider the case when a — b > 4. Recall that Cigs = M({’LJX_S) — M;AN for 0 < s <A.
Then,

Taw(G. ' 11) =Covg (X, — N A VAN (A — Y

/7N
(a—1)A,s/5al, A0 \SbA,r — (b—1)A7r)<bA,A]
_ iN j’',N I,N I,N U.N
_(COUO[ aA,sCaA,A’ ( bAr T C(b—l)A,T)CbA,A]'

Using the same strategy as the proof of Lemma we have

i\N N N LN U',N
|Cove| Z,A,SCLJIA,A7 (CbA,r - C(b—l)A,r)CbA,AH

j, N LN LN U.N
=[Covy [TiA,(a—nAv (Coayr — C(b—l)A,r)CbA,AH

i,N 1 I,N I,N 1 U,N 1
S{Ee[(TjA,(a_l)A)Q] 2 }EG[(CZ)A,T - C(b_l)Aﬂ«)Al] 4E9[(<{;A,A)4] 4
<Ct'/2AM-a,

Hence, by symmetry, for |a —b| > 4, [Tos(4,7',1,1)| < C(l{l:l/} + l{j:j/})\/fAl_q. Consequently,
still for |a — b| > 4,

N,K N,K N,K N,K N,K N,K
E[lﬂw,x‘cove [y(afl)A,aA(CaA *C(aq)A)’y(bq)A,bA(CbA *C(bq)A)] H

:f;E[lﬂN»K‘_i XN: > /OA/OA¢*”(s)¢*”'(s’)Ax(z',j)AT;V’(z",1)

Q=110 j,'=1nn'>1

x K ()R W) Taw(G, 7', 1, 1) dsds’

)

t1/2 ] ] N " e
< i B [Law| 3 (R0) = 1)k G| 30 k@] 3o VAT Al An] 1]
j=1 =1 n>1
Ct1/2
<—.
~KAI!

The last step follows from , which implies that on Qy g, Z;\Ll (cﬁ (j))2 < CK, together with
the facts that on Qu ., ||[Ix An||[1 < &, |Zf\i1 K =KX < CK.

Next, when |a — b] < 4,

w—-1apalbea —Yopona
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Finally,
2t
2 Ct Cto/?
E[lgNYKVarg{ Z y(a DA, aA(C Ca 1)A)” < NE + KA
a:£+
Overall we conclude that
2t 2t
K |t N SN NK SN, K - pN.K N,K
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b
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|V aa (B = BUS D)) + B[l Vare | TN (S SR )H%}
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The proof is finished.
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