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We investigate the moment estimation for an ergodic diffusion process with unknown trend coef-
ficient. We consider nonparametric and parametric estimation. In each case, we present a lower
bound for the risk and then construct an asymptotically efficient estimator of the moment type
functional or of a parameter which has a one-to-one correspondence to such a functional. Next,
we clarify a higher order property of the moment type estimator by the Edgeworth expansion
of the distribution function.
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1. Introduction

Suppose that a diffusion process {X;,0 <t < T} is uniquely defined by the stochastic
differential equation

dXt:S(Xt)dt—FO'(Xt)th, OStST, (1)

where {W;,t > 0} is a standard Wiener process, and X is an initial random variable
independent of {W;,t > 0}. We assume that {X;,0 <t < T} is ergodic with the invariant
probability distribution pg (depending on S and o).

In our statistical problem, the diffusion coefficient o is known to the observer, while
the trend coefficient S is unknown. Given a function F': R — R, we want to estimate the
parameter

9= 05 = Bs[F(€)] = / Fly)us(dy),

where Eg denotes the expectation with respect to ug, and £ denotes a “stationary”
random variable with distribution pg. If X; is stationary, we take £ = Xj; if not, we may
enlarge the original probability space to realize €.
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We are interested in the asymptotically efficient estimation of ¢ based on the ob-
servations {X;,0<t¢<T} as T — oco. We will consider nonparametric and parametric
estimation problems.

Section 2 treats a nonparametric case where the function S is completely unknown.
As usual in such problems, we derive a minimax bound of the risks of all estimators and
then show that the empirical moment estimator

1 T
0 = T/o F(X;)dt

is asymptotically efficient in that 1%, attains this lower bound.

In Section 3, we suppose that the function S belongs to a parametric family, that
is, S=5(v,),y €T, and ¥ is a function of vy:9 = J(y). Then it turns out that the
maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) 47 (under certain regularity conditions) provides
the asymptotically efficient estimator Iy = 9 (47) of J. However, the computation of the
MLE in nonlinear models is often not easy. To avoid this drawback, we consider the so-
called one-step MLE introduced by LeCam [6], which allows us to improve the empirical
moment estimator to an asymptotically efficient one in this parametric setting. Here the
asymptotic efficiency is in the sense of Hajek and LeCam.

After investigations of the first-order asymptotics, a natural direction of study is the
second-order approximation of the distribution of the estimator. In Section 4, we derive
an asymptotic expansion formula with the help of the local approach of the Malliavin
calculus developed recently by Yoshida [12, 13, 14] and Kusuoka and Yoshida [2].

2. Nonparametric estimation

We counsider the diffusion process {X;, 0 <t < T} described in Section 1.
In this section, S is unknown, while ¢ is a known continuous positive function. Let us
denote by S the class of functions S that satisfies

V(S,x)—/oxexp{—Q/Oy f(ij’))g dv}dy—>:|:oo as z — 00 2)

and
- ! 5(v)
G(9) =/ o(y)‘Qexp{2/ —dv}dy < 0. (3)
e o o(v)?
These conditions guarantee the existence of invariant probability measure pg with the
density function

fs(z) = G(S)la(x)%xp{z /0 ' f(g)”)l dv} (4)

and the law of large numbers. We suppose that the initial value Xy = ¢ has a probability
density function f(-), in particular, the process X;, ¢ >0, is stationary.
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We would like to estimate the mathematical expectation

o0
Us :/ F(y)fs(y)dy.
—0o0
To construct a lower minimax bound on the risks of all estimators, we define a nonpara-
metric vicinity of a fixed model as follows. Fix some S,.(-) € S and ¢ > 0, and introduce
the set

Vs = {S() ssup [S(x) — Si(x)] < 5}.
TER

We suppose that S, (-) is such that the conditions (2) and (3) are fulfilled for all S(-) € Vs

and

sup G(S) < o0, sup Eg|F(§)| < oc. (5)
S()eVs S()eVs

The role of Fisher information in our problem will be played by the quantity

- fous|(S575e) 1) ©

where Ms(y) = Es[(F(£) —Us)X{e<y}]- We put I, =1(S,). We choose the polynomial
loss function ¢(u) = |u|P, p > 0.

Theorem 1. Let the conditions (5) be fulfilled and let 1, > 0. Then

lim lim inf sup Es[0(TY2(0r —s))] > E[((nL /)], (7)
0207 500 1 S(1)EVS

where L£(n) = N(0,1) and inf is taken over all possible estimators O of the unknown
parameter.

Proof. We follow the well known scheme described in Ibragimov and Khasminskii ([1],
Chapter 4); see also the proofs of similar results in Kutoyants [4].

Denote 9. =g, and let ¢(+) be a continuous function with compact support such that
Sh(-)=8.() + (h=9.)v()a(-)* € Vs for all h € (9 — 7,0, + 7). Here v > 0 is a number
chosen in such a way that Sy, (-) € Vs. For the process (1) with S(-) =Sp,(-) we consider
the parameter estimation problem for h and recall the construction of the Hajek-LeCam
minimax bound in this situation.

The direct expansion of the function ¥, =g, {(h—9)y()o()2 by the powers of h — 1,
gives the representation

O =0y +2(h—9,) {E [F(g) /;1/)(1)) dv} —19*EU05¢(v)de +o(h —1.),
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where we write E=Eg, and Ej, = Eg, . Therefore, if we take ¢(-) from the class

K_{¢maE@w@—ﬂ4Aiummﬂ—2*},

then ¥, = h+o(h—1.). The corresponding family of measures {PEIT)7 he@—v,947)}
is locally asymptotically normal (LAN) at the point h = 9., therefore, we can apply the
Hajek—LeCam inequality (see Ibragimov and Khasminski [1], Theorem 2.12.1) and write
for ¢ € KC,

lim lim inf sup Eg[¢(TY?Wr —19s))]
=0T 00 I S(-)EV;

> lim lim inf sup B, [((T"/*(0r — 0))] > Ele(n1, )]
Y07 S00 D |h—o9| <y

Here n ~ N(0,1) and I, = E(¢(§)o(£))? is the Fisher information in the problem of
estimation of h.
Furthermore, using the integration-by-parts formula and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequal-

ity we can write
/ / s, (2)dz () dy
+U<<> STASEEy }
el (Ges) 1)

Therefore,
Ms. (€) )2] }_1 _
L {om|(ene) |} o=n
We will have the equality if we choose
_ ¢ !
PY(v) = (v) = (02 fs. () /700(F(y) =) fs.(y)dy

with the corresponding normalizing constant C' > 0, but this function does not have
compact support and, therefore, it cannot belong to K. As usual in such situation (see
Ibragimov and Khasminski [1], page 218), we introduce a sequence of smooth functions
{¢¥n(-)} with compact supports approximating . (-) and such that

inf I —llmI =1,.
w()ex P PN
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Then
sup EE(nI;1/2) = Eﬁ(n1;1/2)
LUQISS
and we have the desired estimate (7). O

Definition 1. We say that the estimator U7 is asymptotically efficient for the loss
function €(-) if

lim lim sup Egl(T2(dr —9s)) = Ee(nl; */?) (8)
d—0T—oc0 S(-)eVs

for all functions S.(-) € S.

Below we will show that the empirical estimator is an asymptotically efficient estimator
of ¥ in this sense.

The process {X;}icr, is stationary; therefore the estimator 97, is unbiased: Egd}, =
¥g. If the initial value Xy has another distribution, then the estimator 97, is no longer
unbiased but nevertheless we have [Egd} — 9| < £ (see Kutoyants [3], Lemma 3.4.8)
and the properties of the estimator 97}, can be studied without assumption of stationarity
as well.

Let us introduce the function

Hs(y) = / ot / [P = 95lfs()dvda

and the conditions that, for some p, > 0,

- _Ms(©) |
oo BslHs@F <co. - s Bl myrs@| <> ®
Let
~ 2Ms(y)
Qs(w) = o(y)fs(y)

Theorem 2. Suppose that conditions (5) and (9) for some p. > 2 are fulfilled, that the
Fisher information 1(S) is continuous at S(-) = S«(-) and that the law of large numbers
holds uniformly in S(-) € Vs, that is, for each x>0,

. e
lim sup P(ST){}—/ QS(Xt)th—EsQS(&)2
T"‘)OS(-)GV(; T 0

> n} =0. (10)

Then the empirical moment U7 is an asymptotically efficient estimator of the parameter
Ys under the loss function £(u) = |u|P with p < p..
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Proof. Using the It6 formula, we rewrite the difference ny = TV/2(9% — ¥g) with a
stochastic integral as

_ Hs(Xr)—Hg(Xo) 1 [T
nr = JT \/T/(; Qs (Xy) dWy (11)

under Pg. The uniform version of the central limit theorem for stochastic integral (Ku-
toyants [3], Theorem 3.3.7) allows us to show the weak convergence

Es{%/j Qs(Xt)th} = N(0,1(9)7h)

uniform in S(-) € V. Therefore, the empirical estimator is uniformly asymptotically nor-
mal

Ls{T*(97 — ¥s)} = N(0,1(S)"). (12)

For the polynomial loss functions we have to verify the uniform integrability of the family
of random variables {|nr|’, T — oo}, but it follows from the representation (11) and the
conditions (9) as it was done in Kutoyants [5]. O

Example 1. Let us consider the case where o(y) =1 and, for some p > 0,4 >0 and
L > 0, define the class of functions

S0, A, L) ={S("):1S(y) — S(2)| < Lly — 2| for |yl,[2| < A,
sgn(y)S(y) < —o, for y| > A}.

Then, for the function F(y) = |y|* with any k > 0, we can verify all the conditions of
Theorem 2 to show that the estimator

N
ﬂ;=f/0 X[ at

is consistent, uniformly (in S(-) € V5 with ¢ <) asymptotically normal and asymptoti-
cally efficient for the polynomial loss functions £(u) = |u|P with any p > 0. The verification
is quite close to the one given in Kutoyants [5].

Remark 1. If we put F(y) = X{y<z}, then ¥ = D(z) = P{{ < x} is the value of the in-

variant distribution function at point z. Theorems 1 and 2 yield the asymptotic efficiency
of the empirical distribution function

. 1 [T
Dr(x) = T/o Xix, <oy 46 (13)

see Kutoyants [4] for details.
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3. Parametric estimation

3.1. Maximum likelihood estimator

Below we consider the problem of estimation of the drift function of the observed diffusion
process described by

dXt:S(’Y,Xt)dt—FU(Xt)th, XOZ.I, OStST (14)

The trend coefficient S(-) is supposed to be known up to an unknown parameter v € I' =
(o, B). We suppose that the function o(+) is known and positive, that the conditions (2)
and (3) are fulfilled for all S(-) =S5(v,-), v €T, and that the equation (14) has a unique
weak solution. Therefore, the process X;,¢ > 0, has an ergodic property and the invariant
density function is

f(r,y)=G() toly)? GXP{Q/Oy 527((71;)12)) dv}

with G(v) = G(S(v,))-

The parameter 1 is now a function of :
V() = / F(y)f(vy)dy,  yel.

Set © = {¥:9=1(v),y €'} and denote
: £ Sy, v
i) =28, |Ple) [ Shgan).

the derivative of ¥(y) with respect to 7. Here £ and ¢ are two independent random
variables with the same density function f(7,-) and the dot means derivative with respect
to 7.

The regularity condition will be the following:

Condition C1. The function S(v,x), x € R, v €T, has two continuous bounded deriva-
tives on v, the function o(v)? > k1 >0 for some k1, the Fisher information

I(vy) = /_Z (Sa(zy)y) ) Qf(% y)dy

is uniformly positive, inf crI(y) > 0, and the derivative of the function 9(v) is separated
from zero,

0 < inf [J(v)| < sup|d(y)| < oo. (15)
yel’ ~er
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Under this regularity condition, the family of measures {PSYT),W €T} is LAN at any
point 79 € I' and we have the Hajek-LeCam lower bound on the risks of all estimators
for the loss functions £(u) = |ul?,p > 1, that is,

lim lim inf sup B, [0(TV2(F7 —7))] > Bl(nI(yo) " /2)], (16)

30T 00 97 |y—ry0|<d

where L(n) =N(0,1) (see Kutoyants [3], Theorems 3.3.8 and 3.3.4).
Therefore, the asymptotically efficient estimator in this parametric estimation problem
will be defined as follows:

Definition 2. We say that an estimator 37 is asymptotically efficient for the loss func-
tion £(-) if the equality

lim lim  sup ELTY2(Fr — 7)) = El(nl(~)~Y?) (17)
0—0T—oc0 |v—~o| <6

holds for all yo €T.

By condition (15), the above optimality is equivalent to the optimality of an estimator
for ¥(7): let us put Iy, = J(v0) 2L(70).

Definition 8. The estimator U7 is asymptotically efficient for the loss function £(-) if

lim lim  sup Esl(TY2(Jr — (7)) = EL(nL,?). (18)

§—0T—o0 [y =~0|<8

The condition ¥(v) # 0 yields one-to-one mapping © < I' and the maximum likelihood
estimator of the parameter ¢ is 07 = ¥(yr), where 47 is the MLE of the parameter v
defined by the equation

L(’A}/TafyleT):SugL(FYa’YlaXT)' (19)
yeE

Here v, is some fixed value and the conditional likelihood ratio is given by the formula
(see Liptser and Shiryayev [7])

dP(T)
L(FY)’YlaXT)E Z (XT)
dpty)
T
S(y, Xi) = S, Xu)
=ex dX,
p{/ o(X,)? f
1

T
-5 [ 186X - st X ey eo)
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It is known that the MLE 47 is uniformly consistent, asymptotically normal
LAT (G =)} = N(0,1(y) ")

and asymptotically efficient for the polynomial loss function (see Kutoyants [5]).
These properties of 47 immediately give the consistency, asymptotic normality

LAT2(Dr =9(7))} = N(0,1;7)

and asymptotic efficiency of the MLE Or = Y(r).

Therefore, this approach gives us the asymptotically efficient estimator of the moment
¥, but it has the following disadvantages. The calculation of the MLE 41 according to
its definition (19) and (20) requires the calculation of stochastic integrals, which are in
general not continuous with respect to the uniform topology, as well as maximization of
certain nonlinear functional of observations.

3.2. One-step estimator based on the empirical estimator

In this subsection, we propose another estimator, which is much easier to calculate and
nevertheless is asymptotically efficient in the sense of Definition 2 for the polynomial loss
functions.

Note that the empirical estimator

1 /7
97 :_/ F(X,)dt
=7/,
given in Section 1 is consistent (with probability 1) and is asymptotically normal
L AT = 9(7))} = N(0,1(S(7,-) ™),
where 1(.9) is defined in (6). Below we will improve this estimator to an asymptotically
efficient one. We suppose as well that the equation J(v) =4 can be solved with respect
to v and we have the function v =~(¢) too. This equation can be solved preliminarily,
say, numerically because it does not depend on observations and by the condition (15)

the solution always exists.
For each locally integrable function a: R — R, define

Guln) == [ GSGDpsiro) ( / " 20(0) sy (0) dv) ay,
where

Ps(v, () = eXp<—2 /Oy a(y)~2S(y,v) dv)



942 Y.A. Kutoyants and N. Yoshida

if [;7la(v)]fs(y,(v)dv < oo (cf. Kutoyants [5] or Yoshida [13] for the estimate of the
Green function). Moreover, define a family of functions

c - {a € Cy(R): /Ra(x)fs(%_)(x) dz =0, [a], Ga(,7) € CT(R)},
where

la] = =0V Gaaps, ) (57)s (@ fs@) :/a(x)fS(v,»)(x) dx

and C4(R) is the space of continuous functions of at most polynomial growth.
Put

T
Ar(y,XT) = \% / (0. X)o' (Xp)o (X)
807, X)S (3, X0) — 187, X))o (X))o (X) Pt (21)

and define the estimator

~ *

Ar(vy, XT)
Yr=vp+— =

()T

where 5 = ~v(¥%). This is the so-called one-step MLE introduced for LAN families by
LeCam [6]. It improves a consistent estimator to an efficient one. Note that the one-step
estimator

. Iye) Ar (v, XT)
Ip =% +
e I(v)VT

coincides with ¥(3r) up to first order. Thus, first we will consider the former estimator
in the sequel. However, 47 is constructed based on our empirical estimator and it is
different from the one-step estimator treated in Kutoyants [5].

We will use the following assumptions:

Condition C2. (i) There exists a constant C such that for H(x,~) = 80.5(v,z), 0 <
i<1,0<5 <3 and o(x),

sup [H(z,7)] < C(1+ |2|)
.

for all x € R.
(ii) S(v,-) € S(p, A, L) for some constants p, A, and L.
(iii) For a, :=S(v,)%c(-)"2 —=1(v), ay € C, for every v and

Sup E,[|Ga, () + sup E, [[a,]*(€)] < co.
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Theorem 3. Suppose that C1 and C2 are fulfilled. Then the estimator 1 based on the
initial empirical estimator is uniformly consistent, asymptotically normal

LATY?(Fr =)} = N(0,1(7) ™)

and asymptotically efficient for the polynomial loss function. In particular, one-step es-
timator 97 based on the empirical initial estimator has the same asymptotic properties
with asymptotic normality:

LAVT (7 =9(7))} = N(0,1;1).

Remark 2. The result may seem to be a corollary to a known general result. However,
LP? integrability of the estimator comes from a particular property of the initial estima-
tor such as the empirical estimator we adopted here. Moreover, even if they have the
same first-order asymptotic property, one-step estimators are different from each other,
depending on the choice of the initial estimator. It will be understood more clearly if we
consider the second-order asymptotics.

Proof of Theorem 3. Denote the true value of v by =y and use v as a variable. Define
a random field

X
5. X1) [dX, — S(7,X,)dt].

Ar(y, XT)= f/

Then, under PngoT ),

Ar(y, XT) = \F/

\/—/ ’Y’Xt FYaXt) S(FYOaXt)] dt

S(vy)y 1 ("8, Xy)
\/_ x, o)? VT Jo o(X:)?

X
FY) t th

S(’YQ, Xt) dt

__L ! S‘(%:v) o 2
7 ), ) [U(I)Q ] —, (Xy)=dt
1 TSy, Xp)
v W[S(%Xt)—SWO,Xt)]dt
_ 1 S0y
VT Jx, o(y)?

1 T
~ g, oo+ SRR
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where
_ 10, T 2 S(FY’I)
st = Jotara. [ 20:2)]
Given that
T S(’Y?'I)S(’va) _ 1 C 2o (2)o(z
stra) + ZEDELD) L5000 @)oo
- 58 Gralaa) - $0,2)002)
we have
A T\ _ i xr S(%?J) T
AT(/%X )_\/T %o O’(y)2 dy+AT(77X ) (22)

The right-hand side of (22) does not involve Ito stochastic integrals, so it provides a
smooth version of the random field Ar(y, XT).
Put

It is easily seen that under P»&OT ),

VT (31 —v0) = VT (v — 70)
AT(’}/(),XT) 1

T e [Ar(v7, XT) = Ar (70, X7)]
_ 1 T S('?/O,Xt)
- I(%})\/T/o o) Wit Br(),

where Ry (v0) = Ri7(%) + Rz, 7(70) with

R =~y
T

and

Ro.r(10) = VT (5 — 0) + @[Am;, X7~ Ar(r0, X)),

It follows from Condition C2 that for T > 1,

supE.[|R1,7(70)]] <
Yo

5l°
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Next, we will estimate the second residual Ry (7). Denote by L. the generator of
the diffusion process X; that corresponds to the parameter -,

d 1 d2
LWZS(%I)E + Ea(x)Q@,

and put M(v,z) = 8, (L,p)(x,). Then obviously M (v,z) = Lp(z,7) + S(v,z)?0(x) 2.
We have

Ro () = Rf’(:igo)ﬁ(ﬁ —70),

where

Lt .
R3 7 (v0) = _T/o M (v, Xo) dt 4+ 1(v7).
Then R3 7(v0) = Zfﬂl R; () with
Ryr(v0) =1(v7) — 1(v0),

I
Rs (7o) = —f/ S(v0, X¢)?0(Xe) 2 dt 4 1(70),
0

1 [T . )
R r(v0) = _T/ [S(vi*, X0)? — S(70, X¢)?]o(Xe) 2 dt,
0

1 [T ,
R77(v0) = _T/ (L~op) (70, X¢) dt,
0

and
1 T
R&T(%)__T/O [(Lyzp) (75 Xt) — (Lo D) (0, X¢)] dt.

By using the uniform non-degeneracy of 9(v) (Condition C1) and the uniform estimate
for 97, we obtain, for every p > 1,

p
sup B, [VT (75 —70)["] < (sup Iﬂ(w)l> -sup B [VT(07 — 00)["] < G, < o0
Yo v Yo

for all T'€ R. Because sup,, [1(7)] < oo as a consequence of Condition C2, we obtain for
1=4

)

Sup E[[Rir(70)]] < (23)

C
VT
In a similar fashion, we obtain the estimate (23) for i = 6,8. Also, Rs r and R7 r can be
estimated by using It6’s formula, the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality and Condition
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C2. Thus, Rr (7o) is estimated uniformly in . Finally, the uniform central limit theorem
for the principal term of the VT (A7 — o) implies the desired result.
The assertion for ¢ is an easy consequence. 0

Remark 3. If we are interested in estimating the distribution function [see Remark 1
with ¥ = D(v,z)] and if Dp(x) is its empirical distribution function (13), then according
to Theorem 3, the estimator

-~ _ D(’Y*aI)AT(V*aXT)
Drla) =De(w) + =257

will be asymptotically efficient in the following sense:

lim lim sup EATY?(Dr(x) — D(v,z))) = Ef(nlgi/z).

90T~ 00 |y—70|<§

Here 2 is the solution of the equation D(vi,x) = Dr(z), and I(yo) and Ip, are the
corresponding Fisher informations (see Kutoyants [5]).

4. Asymptotic expansion

We are still considering the diffusion process X; that satisfies the stochastic differential
equation (1) and the nonparametric estimator for the expectation ¢ = E[F(£)]. As shown
in the previous sections,

1 T
I = = F(Xy)dt
=g [ PO

is asymptotically normal and asymptotically efficient in a nonparametric sense. In this
section, we shall investigate the higher order distribution of our nonparametric estimator,
more precisely, the asymptotic expansion of its distribution will be presented.

The asymptotic expansion of the distribution of ergodic diffusions recently was ob-
tained by Yoshida [12, 13, 14] applying the Malliavin calculus. Among two possible
methodologies, that is, the global approach and the local approach, here we shall take the
newly developed local approach formalized by Kusuoka and Yoshida [2] for continuous-
time processes and applied by Sakamoto and Yoshida [8]. The support theorems serve to
verify the non-degeneracy (see Yoshida [14]).

Let C2°(R) be the space of smooth functions on R, all derivatives of which are of at
most polynomial growth, and let C% (R) be the space of bounded smooth functions on R
with bounded derivatives. We denote by BG the set of bounded G-measurable functions.
We assume that F, .S € C°(R), §",0 € CF (R), and o(z) > 0 for any z € R, and that X;
is stationary. We may construct a solution X; over a (partial) Wiener space (2, P), that
is, Q=R x W, where W ={w:R; — R, continuous w(0) =0}, and P=v ® P, P being
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a Wiener measure on W and v being the stationary distribution of the diffusion process.
Let

Bf =o[X;:tcI|VN

for I € Ry, NV being the o-field generated by null sets. We later use the following condi-
tions:
Condition Al. There exists a positive constant a such that

IBRIBY] — ER]l, <ate“||h]

for any s,t € R4, s <t, and for any h € BB[)EOO).

Condition A2. Process Xo €[, LP(P).

A sufficient condition for Al is provided, for example, in Veretennikov [10, 11] and
Kusuoka and Yoshida [2]. Indeed, if o € C%F (R) and if there exists a function p € C*°(R)
such that p >0, [gp(z)dz =1 and lim sup,) o0 p(x) " L*p(x) < 0, where L* is the
formal adjoint operator of the generator L of this diffusion process, then Condition Al
holds true (see Kusuoka and Yoshida [2]).

Put

T
ZT:/ q(Xy)dt,
0

where ¢(x) = F(z) — . As in Kusuoka and Yoshida [2], we define the rth cumulant
function of Zp/ VT by

= (2 o (0 22|

Then define function

k
Uk (u) =exp(3xr2(u) + Y T7"/*Pr,(u),

r=1
where Ij’Tﬁr(u) are defined by the formal Taylor expansion
3 ! r—2 = 1 — ’I‘T—’I‘/2p
exp Z Fa XT,T(U’) =exp §XT72(u) + Z € ().
r=2 r=1

Denote by W7 the signed measure defined as the Fourier inversion of \i/T,k- For mea-
surable function h: R — R, let

w(h,r) = /R sup{[h(z + ) — h(@)]:Jy] < r}b(z:0,I; ) da,

where ¢(x; u, ) denotes the probability density of the normal distribution N (u,X) and
I, is an arbitrary positive number smaller than I,. The Hermite polynomials are defined
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by
hie(2:%) = (—1)%¢(2;0,%) 105 ¢(2:0,3)

for a positive constant X.
For a continuous function a: R — R, we define G,:R — R by

- / Oo G [ 2arwa)

where p(y) = exp(—2 [ o( v)dv) if the mapping
y
y+=p(y) (/ a(v)f(v)dv>
is in L'((—00,0],dy). We write (a, f) = [ a(z)f(x)dz and

[a] = —UVGa,< f>

Define the set of functions

C—{aGC’T(Rﬂ/ a(x) f(r)dz =0;
b0 [ a@)fe)ae e L (0,01 lal G, € Oy(R)
Theorem 4. Let k€ N and let M,~, K > 0. Suppose that F':R — R is not constant.

Then
(1) There exist constants § >0 and ¢ > 0 such that for h € E(M,~),

[EL(VT (95 —0))] — Urilh]] < cw(h, T5) + P,

where ngk) = o(T~k+9)/2) " Here £(M,v) = {h:R — R, measurable, |h(z)| <
M1+ |z[)"(x € R)}.
(2) The signed measure d¥r 1 has a density AUy 1(z)/dz =pr1(z) with

pra(z) = ¢(20 “(2))(1"' LD ha (2 m2))),

where /Q(TT) is the rth cumulant of VT(9% —49). Moreover, if ¢ and [q)* — ([q]?, f)
belong to C, then

pra(2) =pra(2) + Br(2),

where

pra(2) = 6(2;0,171) <1 + E([[¢]*]lg] (5)]h3(2;1*1)>

1
2T
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and

lim VT sup{|Rr(z)|exp(bz?)} =0
T— 00 2€R

for some positive constant b. In particular,

EI(VT(07 ~0))] - | b (2)de| S cwlh, T5) + &

R

for any h € E(M,~), with é7 = o(1/V/T).
Proof. We consider the stochastic flow X(t,x) = (X(t,z),Z(t,x)) that satisfies the
stochastic differential equation

dX(ta I) - V()(X(tvx)) dt + V(X(t,:t)) o dW, X(O,{E) = (ZE, O)a

where Vp(z,2) = (S(x) — 2o’ (z)o(x), q(x)) and V(z,z) = (o(z),0). By assumption, F
is not constant; hence, there exists a point xy € R such that F’(x) # 0 in a neighborhood
U of zy. Easy calculus shows that

Span{V (z¢,0), [V, Vo](20,0)} = R%

In the same argument used to prove Theorem 4 of Kusuoka and Yoshida [2] or that in
Example 2 of the same paper, Condition [A3'] of it can be verified. Indeed, take the
sequence u(j) =7, v(j)=7+1, j € R, and let ¥; = p(X;) for some truncation function
v € C*(R;[0,1]) with compact support in U taking value 1 near zq. For each j € N, the
Malliavin operator L; is constructed in the usual way so that L; does not shift the path w
outside of [j, j+1]. Then it is known that for sufficiently small U, {(det o ,)) " ';2 € U}
is bounded in L?(P) for any p > 1. Therefore, Condition [A3'] of Kusuoka and Yoshida
[2] can be verified. Thus, the first assertion has been obtained.

For the formula of pr ) with the validity, see Sakamoto and Yoshida [8, 9]. To obtain
the last result, some calculations are involved. Given that ¢ € C,

T — T
%/0 q(Xy)dt = GQ(XT)\/TGq(XO) +%/O lql(X,) AW, (24)

and E[|G,(§)|P] < oo for any p > 1. Let 0 < 8 < 1/2. The strong mixing property Al
induces the so-called covariance inequality, which yields

_TB
1 T-T

E[Gq“”ﬁ ”

(X

Wﬂi/7MMMM

\/TTL%

< SQ(B[O,TfTB]aB[T,oo)

B ( aTﬁ)
<atexp(—— ),
T

”Gq(XT)Hq
P
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where « is the coefficient of the strong mixing, a is some positive constant and 1/p +
1/q+1/r=1. A similar estimate holds even if G,(Xr) above is replaced with G,(Xo).
Accordingly, we obtain

(2) B 1 T ) 2 1 T
o =3 [ BlaP e —B[6,00) - Gy o [ e am]
+ %E[(Gq(xﬂ — Gy(X0)
= B[]+ o = ). (25)

Next, we consider the third cumulant ng’ ) Put k= [q] and denote simply k; = k(X).
By assumption, k € C;(R), and so we see by It6’s lemma that

S(CYREON

T t
=3T—3/2E/ (/ kdeS)kfdt}
0 0

=373/°E _/OT (/Ot ks dws)(kf - <k2,f>)dt}

_aptog| L [T R P }
3T E\/T/0 ko AW, \/T/o(kt (K2, £))dt|.

Because k? — (k?, f) € C, the right-hand side equals

%E[%/OTkdes{Gm(kz,j'>(XT)_Gk2(kz-,f>(X0) +L/OTHq]2](Xt)thH

VT VT

3 1
— - ElPlae) +(ﬁ) (26)

In view of (24) and by a similar argument after it, it is possible to see that the cross terms
[e.g., those between Gy (X7) — Gy(Xo) and (T—1/2 fOT [q] dW;)?] have asymptotically no
contribution to ng’ )Tt follows from (25) and (26) that

bz? * 1
sup e Z)— Z) =0 —F—
zeg |pT,1( ) pT,1( ) ( hT>

for some positive constant b. This completes the proof. ([
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