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This paper presents some limit theorems for certain function-
als of moving averages of semimartingales plus noise which are ob-
served at high frequency. Our method generalizes the pre-averaging
approach (see [Bernoulli 15 (2009) 634-658, Stochastic Process. Appl.
119 (2009) 2249-2276]) and provides consistent estimates for various
characteristics of general semimartingales. Furthermore, we prove the
associated multidimensional (stable) central limit theorems. As ex-
pected, we find central limit theorems with a convergence rate n= 4,
if n is the number of observations.

1. Introduction. The last years have witnessed a considerable develop-
ment of the statistics of processes observed at very high frequency due to
the recent availability of such data. This is particularly the case for market
prices of stocks, currencies and other financial instruments. Correlatively,
the technology for the analysis of such data has grown rapidly. The emblem-
atic problem is the question of how to estimate daily volatility for financial
prices (in stochastic process terms, the quadratic variation of log prices).

However, those high-frequency data are almost always corrupted by some
noise. This may be recording or measurement errors, a situation which can
be modeled by an additive white noise. For financial data we also have a
different sort of “noise” due to the fact that prices are recorded as multiples
of the basic currency unit so that some rounding is necessarily performed,
and the level of rounding is far from being negligible for very high frequency
data in comparison to the intrinsic variability of the underlying process. For
these reasons, it is commonly acknowledged that the underlying process of
interest, such as the price semimartingale, is latent rather than observed.
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A large amount of work has already been devoted to the subject, especially
for additive white noise, but also for some other types of noise like rounding
effects. A comprehensive discussion of the noise models and the effect of noise
on the inference for the underlying process may be found in [17]. Various
statistical procedures for getting rid of the noise have been proposed (see,
e.g., [1, 5,9, 21, 22] and, more closely related to the present work, [7, 14,
18, 19]).

Most of the aforementioned papers are concerned with the estimation of
the integrated volatility, that is, the quadratic variation, for a continuous
semimartingale. Only Podolskij and Vetter [18, 19] deal with estimation of
various volatility functionals and robustness to jumps in the discontinuous
semimartingale setting with i.i.d. noise. So there is a lack of more general
results, allowing, for example, one to estimate other powers of the volatility
(like the “quarticity”) or the sum of some powers of the jumps, for a general
It6 semimartingale. These quantities have proved extremely useful for a
number of estimation or testing problems in the context of high-frequency
data, but they have been studied when the process is observed without noise.
Recall that the typical statistical problems in the noise-free framework are (i)
estimation of the quadratic variation (see [8, 13]), (ii) tests for the presence
of jumps (see [4, 9]), (iii) tests for the presence of the continuous component
(see [3, 10]) or (iv) estimation of the “activity index” of the jump part (see
[2, 20]).

The aim of this paper is to provide probabilistic tools to solve (some
of) the aforementioned statistical problems in the presence of noise. Thus
this is a rather probabilistic paper, but the interest and motivation of the
forthcoming results lie essentially in potential applications; therefore, after
the main results we give hints toward how to apply the results for concrete
statistical questions, but not a full account of these applications (see, e.g.,
Remarks 4.2 and 4.5 or Theorem 4.6).

Let us be more specific. We consider an [t6 semimartingale X which is
corrupted by noise. The observed process Z = (Z;);>0 is given as

Zt:Xt+Xt7 tZOa

where (x¢)¢>0 are errors which are, conditionally on the process X, centered
and independent. The process Z is assumed to be observed at equidistant
time points iA,, i =0,1,...,[t/A,], with A, — 0 as n — oco. This struc-
ture of noise allows for an additive white noise but also for noise involving
rounding effects since x; may depend on Xj, or even on the whole past of
X before time t. It rules out, though, some other interesting types of noise,
like an additive colored noise. Note, however, that the y; are not necessarily
independent (the independence is only “conditional on X7).

In the no-noise case (i.e., x =0) an extensive theory has been developed
in various papers which allows for estimating quantities like ) _,|AX|P
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where AX, denotes the jump size of X at time s, or fg los|P ds where o
is the volatility. See, for instance, [6] or [13] among others. Typically, these
quantities are estimated by sums of powers of the successive increments
of X, that is, they are limits of such sums. When noise is present, these
estimators are inadequate because they converge toward some characteristics
of the noise rather than toward the characteristics of the process X in which
we are interested. There are currently three main approaches to overcome
this difficulty, mainly for the estimation of the quadratic variation in the
continuous case: the subsampling method [21], the realized kernel method
[7] and the pre-averaging method [14, 19] (see also [11] for a comprehensive
theory in the parametric setting). All these approaches achieve the optimal

rate of ATIZ/ % Tn this paper we use the pre-averaging method to derive rather
general estimators.

More precisely, we choose a (smooth enough) weight function g on [0, 1]
and an appropriate sequence k, with which we associate the (observed)
variables,

fn—1
Z(9)7 = 90/ kn)(Ziisjya, = Ziivi—1)an):
j=1
o
Z()7 =90 /kn) = 9(G = V)/kn))*(Z(isjyan — Ziisi—1yan)*
j=1

Our aim is to study the asymptotic behavior of the following functionals:

[t/ An]=kn

V(Zgpr)i= Y |Z@HZ9)7"
1=0

for suitable powers p,r > 0. The local smoothing performed by the quantity
Z(g)™ is somewhat related to the idea proposed in [22] for the estimation of
a certain conditional variance. Its role is the reduction of the influence of the
noise process x whereas Z(g);" is used for bias corrections. The asymptotic
theory for the functionals V(Z, g,p,0)} in the absence of jumps is (partially)
derived in [14] and [18], but here we extend these results to the case of general
semimartingales.

Quite naturally, the asymptotic behavior of V(Z, g,p,r)} is different ac-
cording to whether the process X is continuous or not. In particular, dif-
ferent scaling is required to obtain nontrivial limits for V(Z,g,p,r)}". More

precisely, we show the following (i> means convergence in probability, and

2B means convergence in probability uniformly over all finite time inter-
vals):
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(i) For all semimartingales X it holds that éV(Z,g,p,O)? N g(p) x

g
where the g(p)’s are known constants (which depend on g¢), and [X, X] is
the quadratic variation of X.

(ii) When X is a continuous It6 semimartingale it holds that Ay 4V(Z ,
9,p,0)7 “8 m,, fg 105(2)02 + #ag\pﬂ ds where m,, 6 are certain constants,
(02) is the volatility process and (a?) is the local conditional variance of the
noise process x. Furthermore, a proper linear combination of V(Z,g,p,r)}
for integers p,r with p 4 2r =1 converges in probability to fg los|' ds when [
is an even integer.

For each of the aforementioned cases we prove a joint stable central limit
theorem for a given family of weight functions (g;)1<i<q [for the first func-
tional in (i) we additionally have to assume that p > 3|. The corresponding

convergence rate is A}/ ’

We end this introduction by emphasizing that only the one-dimensional
case for X is studied here. The extension to multi-dimensional semimartin-
gales is possible, and even mathematically rather straightforward, but ex-
tremely cumbersome.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we introduce the setting
and the assumptions. Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to stating the results, first
the various convergences in probability and second the associated central
limit theorems. The proofs are gathered in Section 5.

2. Thesetting. We have a one-dimensional underlying process X = (X¢)¢>0,
and observation times iA,, for all i =0,1,...,k,... with A,, = 0. We suppose
that X is a semimartingale which can thus be written as

(2.1) X=Xo+B+ X+ (x1{|x|§1}) *(p—v)+ (x1{|x|>1}) * (.

Here p is the jump measure of X with v its predictable compensator; X¢
is the continuous (local) martingale part of X, and B is the drift. All these
are defined on some filtered probability space (Q(O),]:(O),(ft(o))tzo,]P(O)).
We use here the usual notation of stochastic calculus, and for any unex-
plained (but standard) notation we refer to [16]; for example ¥ * (1 — v); =
fg Jz ¥(s,z)(pn—v)(ds,dz) is the stochastic integral of the predictable func-
tion ¥ (w,t,x) with respect to the martingale measure p — v, when it exists.

The process X is observed with an error; that is, at stage n, and instead
of the values X' = X;a,, for i >0, we observe X' + xI' where the x['’s are
“errors” which are, conditionally on the process X, centered and indepen-
dent (this allows for errors which are depending on X and thus may be
unconditionally dependent). It is convenient to define the noise y; for any
time ¢, although at stage n only the values x;a, are really used.
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Mathematically speaking, this can be formalized as such: for each ¢t > 0,
we have a transition probability Q:(w(®),dz) from (Q(O),Ft(o)) into R. We
endow the space Q1) = R with the product Borel o-field ) and the
“canonical process” (x;:t > 0) and with the probability Q(w®, dw™) which
is the product @)~ Qi (w®,.). We introduce the filtered probability space
(Q,F,(Ft)t>0,P) and the filtration (G;) as follows:

Q=00 x o), F=F0 g F0)
22) F=FO@0(xs:s€[0,t)), G=FO@a(y,:s€0,t)),
P(dw(®, dw®) = PO (dw®)Q(w®, dwV).

Any variable or process which is defined on either Q@ or Q™) can be con-
sidered in the usual way as a variable or a process on 2. Note that X is still
a semimartingale with the same decomposition (2.1) on (92, F, (F¢)t>0,P)
despite the fact that the filtration (F;) is not right-continuous. On the other
hand, the “process” x typically has no measurable property in time since
under Q(w(o), -) it is constituted of independent variables; as mentioned be-
fore, only the values of y at the observation times are relevant, and the
extension as a process indexed by R is for notational convenience only.
At time ¢, instead of X;, we observe the variable

(23) Zt == Xt + Xt-
We make the following crucial assumption on the noise, for some g > 2:
HYPOTHESIS (N-q). There is a sequence of (ft(o))—stopping times (T},)

increasing to oo, such that [ Qu(w®),dz)|z|9 <n whenever t < T, (w®). We
write for any integer r < q,

(2.4) BN = [ Q). ai= V/ED,
and we also assume that
(2.5) B(1)=0.

In most applications, the local boundedness of the ¢gth moment of the
noise, even for all ¢ > 0, is not a serious restriction. Condition (2.5), on the
other hand, is a quite serious restriction (see [14] for a discussion of the
implications of this assumption, and below are some examples).

ExaMpPLE 2.1. The structure of the noise allows for an additive white
noise [all Q;(w(®),-) are equal to a fixed probability measure, independent of
(w©#), with mean 0]. It also allows for some sort of rounding which means
that the observed process Z; takes its values in aZ where « > 0 is the round-
ing level; for example if the & are i.i.d. uniform on [0,«] and independent
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of FOO (hence of X) and Z; = o[(X; + &)/a] (here [z] denotes the integer
part of the real x), we have Q4(-,dr) = (Xi/a — [Xi/a])eqx, jal+1—x, (dT) +
(1= Xi/a+ [Xi/al)eq[x, ja)-x, (dz) which satisfies Hypothesis (N-g) for all
q (here £ denotes the Dirac measure). Many other specifications of rounding
errors are possible, obviously.

However, it unfortunately does not allow for “pure rounding,” that is,
Zy = a[X¢/a]; although in this case we have the structure (2.2), the property
(2.5) is violated. In this case, there is no way of estimating the integrated
volatility in a consistent way because this quantity is not even a function of
the path t — Z; in the “completely observed” case.

We choose a sequence of integers k,, satisfying for some 6 > 0,
(2.6) koA, =0+ O(A}Z/Zl); we write u, = k,A\,.
We will also consider weight functions g on [0, 1], satisfying

g is continuous, piecewise C'! with a piecewise Lipschitz derivative ¢,
1
90) =9 =0, [ g(sPds>0,
0

It is convenient to extend such a g to the whole of R by setting g(s) =0 if
s ¢ [0,1]. We associate with g the following numbers [where p € (0,00) and
i€ Z):

(2.7)

gt =9(i/kn), 9" =97 —gi"1,

(28) — o n|p —/ o n|p
P =>_lg'fF.  T@n=>_lg""
i=1 i=1

If g, h are bounded functions with support in [0,1], and p >0 and t € R, we
set

(2.9) ?(p)Z/Ig(S)Ip ds, (gh)(t)Z/g(S)h(S—t) ds.

For example, g'(p) is associated with ¢’ by the first definition above, and
G(2) = (99)(0). Note that, as n — oo,

(2.10)  G(P)n =kag(p) + O(1),  GT(P)n=ky 7 (0) + O(k;").
With any process Y = (Y;);>0 we associate the following random variables:

Y =Ya,, ATY =Yin, —Yi—)an

2

kn—1 kn
V(g =) gfAlY ==) ¢Vl .
(211) £ 2
kn

Y(g)r=> (gl A7 V)2,

j=1
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and we define the o-fields F]' = Fja,, and G' =Gia,,
Now we can define the processes of interest for this paper. Below, p and
r are nonnegative reals, and typically the process Y will be X or Z.

[t/ An]—kn

(2.12) V(Y.gpr)i= > [Y(@!PY(9)p
1=0

REMARK 2.2. The process V(Z,g,p,0)} is the realized p-variation of
moving averages of the observations Z;a, over a window of size u, =k, A,
and is designed to wipe out the influence of the noise. The influence of the
noise after using this procedure is of order of magnitude 1/1/k, because the
averaging uses k, observations. On the other hand when there is no noise
but we still take moving averages, the rate of convergence of our functionals
are typically \/u, because at time ¢ the summands (the number of which
is about t/A,,) are strongly dependent; if we want enough independence to
obtain a CLT we basically have to consider nonoverlapping intervals whose
number is about t/u,.

The “overall” rate of convergence is of order \/% V \/uy, ; this explains the
choice (2.6) for k,, which amounts to optimizing the rate. Of course, doing
so does not completely wipe out the noise which then comes as a bias; this

is why we need the complicated processes V(Z,g,p,r)i" in order to remove
this bias (see Remark 2.3 below).

Finally we state our assumptions on X. One of these is that X is an [to
semimartingale. This means that its characteristics are absolutely continu-
ous with respect to Lebesgue measure, or equivalently that it can be written
as

t t
X :Xo—i—/ bsds—i-/ osdW
(2.13) ’ ’
+ (01 ga1<1y) * (1 — )i + (01 ga513) * 4y

where W is a Brownian motion and p and v are a Poisson random mea-
sure on Ry x F, and its compensator v(dt,dz) = dt ® A(dz) [where (E,&)
is an auxiliary space and A a o-finite measure]. The required regularity and
boundedness conditions on the coefficients b, 0,9 are gathered in the follow-
ing:

Hypotugsis (H). The process X has the form (2.13) [on (Q©), FO),
(7)), and:
(a) the process (by) is optional and locally bounded;
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(b) the processes (o) is cadlag (= right-continuous with left limits) and
adapted;

(c) the function § is predictable, and there is a bounded function v in
L2(E,E,\) such that the process sup,cp(|6(w© t,2)| A 1)/v(2) is locally
bounded.

In particular, a continuous Ité semimartingale is of the form

t t
(2.14) Xt:X0+/ bsds+/ osdWs,
0 0

where the processes b and o are optional [relative to (]__t(o))] and such that

the integrals above make sense. When this is the case, we sometimes need
the process o itself to be an It6 semimartingale; it can then be written as
in (2.13), but another way of expressing this property is as follows [we are

again on the space (Q(©), F(0) (ft(O))’P(o))]:

t t
(2.15) Ut200+/0 b8d8+/0 gdes+Mt+ZAasl{|Aas\>v}a

s<t

where M is a local martingale orthogonal to W and with bounded jumps
and (M, M)y = fot asds, and the compensator of > _; 1yjac, >0} 18 [y a4 ds,
and where gt, at, a; and 0, are optional processes; the first three being locally
integrable and the fourth being locally square-integrable. Then we set the
following:

HypoTHEsIS (K).  We have (2.14) and (2.15), and the processes by, ay,
ay are locally bounded whereas the processes by and oy are left-continuous
with right limits.

REMARK 2.3. (i) The intuition behind the quantities Z(g)? and Z (9)7
can be explained as follows. Assume for simplicity that X is the continuous
It6 semimartingale (2.14) and the noise process x is independent of X. Now,
conditionally on F*, it holds that

—/

=1 as 2
A (g 2 N (0,091, + T, ),

when the processes a and ¢ are continuous on the interval (iA,, (i + k,)A,].
On the other hand, we have that

oo 202
g~ aks
n

when the process « is continuous on the interval (iA,, (i + k,)A,] (this
approximation holds even for all semimartingales X). It is now intuitively
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clear that a certain combination of the quantities Z(g)? and Z (g)?

: @ can be
used to estimate some functions of o;a, (which is usually the main object
of interest). In particular, a proper linear combination of V (Y, g,p — 21,1)},
[=0,...,p/2, for an even number p, converges in probability to fg’ los|P ds.
This intuition is formalized in Theorems 3.3 and 3.4.

(ii) In the continuous case the quantities Z(g)? and Z (9)} are asymp-

totically k,-dependent, that is, Z(g)? [resp., 7 (9)] is asymptotically (con-

K3 7
n n

ditionally) independent of Z(g) " [resp., Z(g)}7] when [i — j| > kj,. Thus we
will apply a classical block splitting technique for m-dependent variables to
derive the central limit theorem for V (Y, g,p,r)} when X is continuous (see
Section 5.10).

3. Results: The laws of large numbers.

3.1. LLN for all semimartingales. We consider here an LLN which holds
for all semimartingales, and we start with the version without noise, that is,
Z = X. For the sake of comparison, we recall the following classical result:

[t/An] IAXP,  ifp>2,
(3.1) ST jarxp s Z
i=1 (X, X]¢, if p=2.

Below, and throughout the paper, g always denotes a weight function satis-
fying (2.7).

THEOREM 3.1.  For any t > 0 which is not a fived time of discontinuity
of X, we have

| a0) Y |AX. ifp>2,
(82 S V(XgpOf ] S

as soon as k, — 0o and u, = k,A, — 0 [that is, we do not need (2.6) here].

This convergence also holds for any ¢ such that ¢/A,, is an integer for all n,
if this happens, but it never holds in the Skorokhod sense, except of course
when X is continuous. Taking in (2.12) test functions of the form f(z) = |z|P
is essential here: the convergence of ZEZOA nl=kn f(X(g)*) for more general
f is so far an open question.

Next we have the version with noise, again for an arbitrary semimartingale
X. In the previous theorem nothing is said about V(X,g,p,r)} when r > 1
which are of little interest. However, when noise is present, we need those
processes to remove an intrinsic bias, and so we provide their behavior, or
at least some (rough) estimates on them.
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THEOREM 3.2. (a) For any t >0 which is not a fized time of disconti-
nuity of X we have

1
(3.3) p>2and (N-p) holds = k—V(Z,g,p,O)QZ Lg(p)z]AXs\p.

n s<t

Moreover, if r >0 and p+ 2r > 2 and if [N-(p+ 2r)] holds, then

(3.4) the sequence (k;f(p+4r)/(p+2r)V(Z,g,p,r)?) is tight.
(b) Under (N-2) we have for all t as above,
1 1
(35) V(2020 — 5V (Z.g.0.1)] = 7)Y, X]s.
n n

It is worth emphasizing that the behaviors of V(Z,¢g,p,0)" and V (X, g,p,0)"
are basically the same when p > 2, at least for the convergence in probability
because the jumps dominate in these processes both the “continuous mar-
tingale part” and the noise, and, in particular, by using the pre-averaging
procedure, we wipe out the noise completely in this case. On the opposite,
when p =2 the two processes V(Z,¢9,2,0)" and V(X,g,2,0)" behave differ-
ently, even at the level of convergence in probability.

3.2. LLN for continuous It6 semimartingales—1. When X is continu-
ous, Theorem 3.2 gives a vanishing limit when p > 2, so it is natural in this
case to look for a normalization which provides a nontrivial limit. Exactly as
when there is no noise (see [13]) this is possible only when X is a continuous
It6 semimartingale of the form (2.14).

THEOREM 3.3. Assume Hypothesis (N-q) for some ¢ > 2 and that X is
given by (2.14). Assume also that b is locally bounded and that o and « are
cadlag. Then if 0 < p < q/2 we have
7(2) "

g s

t
(36)  ALPAV(Z,6,p,007 M8 m, /0 05(2)0 +

ds,
where m,, denotes the pth absolute moment of N(0,1).

This result should be compared to the fact that, under the same assump-
tions on X, the processes A, ” /2 ZEZ]LA"} |A? X P converge to the limiting
process my, fg los|P ds.

This theorem is not really satisfactory; unlike Theorem 3.2(a), the limit
depends on the noise, through «g, and further, we do not know how to
prove a CLT associated to it because of the intrinsic bias due to the noise

(see Remark 2.3). However, at least when p is an even integer (the most
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interesting case in practice), we have a useful substitute. That is, by an
application of the binomial formula and the estimation of the terms that
involve the process as, we obtain (up to a constant factor) the process
fg los|Pds in the limit.

For any even integer p > 2 we introduce the numbers p,,; for [ =0,...,p/2
which are the solutions of the following triangular system of linear equations
(Ch = 1#117)! denote the binomial coefficients):

Pp,0 = 1>

(37) 4 1 2j—21 ;
22 m2j72l0p_21 Pp,l :07 J= 172>>p/2
=0

These could, of course, be explicitly computed, and, for example, we have

1,2 3 vd 15 ~6
(38) Pp,1 = _Qcpa Pp,2 = ZCP’ Pp,3 = _§Cp'
Then for any process Y and for p > 2 an even integer we set
B p/2
(3.9) V(Y,9,0)7 = ppaV(Y,g,p— 20, 1)}
1=0

THEOREM 3.4. (a) Let X be an arbitrary semimartingale, and assume
(N-p) for some even integer p > 2. Then for all t >0 we have

_ . [T IAXP, ifp>4,
V(Zagap)? — s<t
9(2)[X, X, if p=2.
(b) Let X satisfy (2.14), and assume (N-2p) for some even integer p > 2.

Assume also that b is locally bounded and that o and « are cadlag. Then we
have

1
3.10 —
(310) L

t
(3.11) AP (Z, g, ) 55 my (05(2))P)? /O jos[P ds.

The first part of (3.10) is an obvious consequence of (a) of Theorem 3.2
whereas the second part of (3.10) is nothing other than (3.5) because pa 1 =
~1/2.

3.3. LLN for continuous Ité semimartingales—2. Statistical applications
require “estimators” for the conditional variance which will appear in the
CLTs associated with some of the previous LLNs. In other words, we need
to provide some other laws of large numbers, which a priori seem artificial
but are motivated by potential applications.
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To this end we need auxiliary processes to be used also for the CLTs
below. Let W' and W? be two independent Brownian motions on another
auxiliary filtered probability space (', F', (F{)i>0,P’). With any function g
satisfying (2.7), and extended as before on R by setting it to be 0 outside
[0,1], we define the following Wiener integral processes:

(312)  Lig) = / gls—1)dWl,  L'(g)= / g (s — t) W2

If h is another function satisfying (2.7), we define L(h) and L’(h) likewise,
with the same W' and W?2. The four-dimensional process U := (L(g), L'(g), L(h),
L’(h)) is continuous in time, centered, Gaussian and stationary. Clearly
(L(g), L(h)) is independent of (L'(g), L'(h)), and the variables U; and Uy
are independent if s > 1.

The process L(g) comes in naturally as the limit of W(g)" [that is,

7

X(g9) when X = W]; indeed, we will see that L(g); is the limit in law of

\/%W(g)&n/ﬂ, and we need the whole process L(g); to account for the de-

pendency of the variables W (g)? when i varies. In the same way, an{(g)?An 7

converges in law to 2(ay)?L’(g); (see the “key Lemma” 5.1 below).
Some further notation is needed. We set

my(g:1.€) = E'(nL(g)o +CL'()o)").
(3.13) Mwalg:hin.C)

- /0 E'(nL(g)1 + CL'(9)1)" (nL(h)e + CL/(h))") dt.

These could of course be expressed by the mean of expectations with respect
to the joint law of U above and, considered as functions of (7,(), they are
C°°. In particular, since L(g)p and L'(g)o are independent centered Gaussian
variables with respective variances g(2) and §'(2), when p in an integer we
have
p/2
S G2 P5(2))" (3 ()2 maymy- a0,
(3.14)  my(gin,¢) = § v=0
if p is even,
0, if p is odd.
Next, recalling (3.7), we set for p > 2 an even integer:
p/2
po(9:m,C) = pp.r(26°7 (2)) M2, (931, C),
r=0

p/2
GBI (i Q) = 3 P (2627 (2))7 (20 (2))”
r,r'=0
X mp72r,p72r/(gv h‘; m, C)a
Tiop (9,231, C) = p2p(g, hin, €) — 2pp (9315 O ip(hs 1, €).
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The following lemma will be useful in the sequel:

LEMMA 3.5. We have

(3.16) 1ip(g3m. C) = mynPg(2)P/2.

Moreover if g; is a finite family of functions satisfying (2.7), for any (n,()
the matriz with entries Ty, (g, g;;1,C) is symmetric nonnegative.

Finally, we associate with any process Y and any even integer p the func-
tionals

M(Y,g,h;p)}
p/2 [t/ An]—3kn
=Y ppeter >, YD V()P
r,r’'=0 =0
(3.17)

2kn

(‘?( z+kn‘p o Z|Y z+]‘p 2

—2|Y ()7 P2V (h)} o, P W) :
Then our last LLN is as follows:

THEOREM 3.6. Let X satisfy (2.14), and let p > 2 be an even integer.
Assume (N-2p), that b is locally bounded and that o and « are cadlag. Then
if p<q/2 and if g and h are two functions satisfying (2.7), we have

t
(3.18)  ALPRM(Z,g,hip)p “SX g2 / Tioy (9,100, o) ds.
0

The reader will observe that the limit in (3.18) is symmetrical in g and
h, although M (Y, g,h;p)} is not. The motivation for this result is that it
provides consistent estimators for the conditional variance to be encoun-
tered in the CLT below (see Remark 4.2). Indeed, as the summands of the
V(Y,g,p,7)} are asymptotically k,-dependent in the continuous case (see
Remark 2.3), the statistic AL (Z,g,h;p)} is, up to a multiplicative
constant, an empirical analogue of the asymptotic conditional covariance
between V(Z, g,p)? and V(Z,h,p)2.
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4. Results: The central limit theorems.

4.1. CLT for continuous It6 semimartingales. As mentioned before, we
do not know whether a CLT associated with the convergence (3.6) exists.
But there is one associated with (3.11) when p is an even integer. Below we
give a joint CLT for several weight functions g at the same time. We use the
notation

1 . N _ i
(41 Vil =< (ATt =yl [ o pas ).

In view of Lemma 3.5, the square-root matrix 1 referred to below exists,
and by a standard selection theorem one can find a measurable version for
it. For the stable convergence in law used below, we refer, for example, to
[16].

THEOREM 4.1. Assume Hypothesis (K) and (N-4p), where p is an even
integer, and also that the processes o and [5(3) are cadlag. If (9i)1<i<d 1S a

family of functions satisfying (2.7), for each t > 0 the variables (V(gi,p)i')1<i<d
converge stably in law to the d-dimensional variable,

d ¢
(4.2) (91/217/22/ 1/}ij(090's7a5)ng> ,
j=1"0

1<i<d

where B is a d-dimensional Brownian motion independent of F (and defined
on an extension of the space), and 1 is a measurable d x d matriz-valued
function such that (Y1*)(n,() is the matriz with entries Jiy,(gi,95;1,¢), as
defined by (3.15).

Up to the multiplicative constant 0'~7/2, the F-conditional covariance of
the jth and kth components of (4.2) is exactly the right-hand side of (3.18)
for g =g; and h = g;.

REMARK 4.2. An application of Theorem 3.6 and the properties of sta-
ble convergence give now a a feasible version of Theorem 4.1. We obtain, for
example, that the quantity

Vg, p)}
\/Hl—P/QAi_p/ZM(Z, 9,9:p)7

converges stably in law (for any fixed t) to a variable U ~ N(0,1) indepen-
dent of F. The latter can be used to construct confidence regions for the
quantity fg’ |os|P ds for even p’s.
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REMARK 4.3. Theorem 4.1 can be extended to the convergence along
finite families of times, but we do not know whether a functional convergence
holds, although it is quite likely.

4.2. CLT for discontinuous Ité semimartingales. Now we turn to the
case when X jumps. There is a CLT for Theorem 3.2, at least when p =2 and
p > 3, exactly as in [13] for the processes of type (3.1). The CLT for Theorem
3.4, when p is an even integer, takes the same form. In this subsection we
are interested in the case p > 3, whereas the case p =2 is dealt with in the
next subsection.

In view of statistical applications (see Remark 4.5 below), and as in the
previous subsection, we need to consider a family (g;)i1<i<q of weight func-
tions. We use the notation

Iy n 1 1 n  —=
43 Tl = (V20 -9 D laxp)
A” " s<t

and, further, when p >4 is an even integer,

I/ * n 1 I — n —= P
(1) Ty = F(sz,g,p)t SN

s<t

These are the processes whose asymptotic behavior is studied, but to
describe the limit we need some rather cumbersome notation which involves
the d weight functions, g; satisfying (2.7). For any real « and any p >0 we
write {z}P = |z|P sign(z), and we introduce four d x d symmetric matrices
W, , Ui, U, and ¥, with entries:

(

X

(

x .

E;{ :/01< 1{9z‘(8)}plg§(s—t)ds>

X .

(

X
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These matrices are semi-definite positive, and we can thus consider four in-
dependent sequences of i.i.d. d-dimensional variables (Up—)m>1, (Unm+)m>1,
(Um—)m>1 and (Upy )m>1, defined on an extension of the space, indepen-
dent of F, and such that for each m the d-dimensional variables U,,_, Up,+,
U, and U,,, are centered Gaussian vectors with respective covariances
U,_, ¥y, ¥, and U, . Note that these variables also depend on p and on
the family (g;), although it does not show in the notation.

Now let (T5,)m>1 be a sequence of stopping times with pairwise disjoint
graphs, such that AX; 2 0 implies that ¢ = T,,, for some m. As is well known
(see [13]), the following d-dimensional processes are well defined when p > 3
and « is cadlag, and are F-conditional martingales:

Uuﬁw:p}:{AX&MVF1<¢&n%_Um_4—%Z{
m>1

Up—

(4.6)
a —
+ \/EUTmUm+ + %Um—l—) 1{Tm§t}-

Moreover, although these processes obviously depend on the choice of the
times T},, their F-conditional laws do not; so if the stable convergence in
law below holds for a particular “version” of U(p);, it also holds for all other
versions.

THEOREM 4.4. Assume Hypothesis (H) and let p > 3. Assume also (N-
2p) and that the process o is cadlag. If (gi)i<i<a is a family of functions
satisfying (2.7), for each t > 0 the variables (V*(gi,p)?)lgigd converge stably
in law to the d-dimensional variable U(p);.

The same holds for the sequence (V*(gi,p)?)1<i<a if further p is an even

integer.

REMARK 4.5. In the spirit of [4], we can use this result to test for the
presence of jumps in the presence of noise. We choose two distinct one-
dimensional weight functions g and h. It follows from Theorem 3.4 that,
taking, for example, p =4,

V(Z,g. 4 . [5(2)?%/h?2) on the set where X is continuous on [0, ],
V(Z,h,4)7 g(4)/h(4), on the set where X has jumps on [0,?].

We can choose g and h such that the two limits above are different. Then
Theorems 4.1 and 4.4 provide central limit theorems for the statistics
V(Z,9,4)}/V(Z,h,4)? in both occurrences, allowing for feasible testing of
the two hypotheses. For instance, when X is continuous, we deduce that the
sequence

A1/4<V(Z7974);Z - 5(2)2>
" VI(Z,h, 4  h(2)2)’
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converges stably in law toward a mixed normal random variable with F(©)-
conditional variance,

63 (3(9%(2))2 /0 i ds) - (1, —%g@
5(2)2>*
h2)3?) "’

x (fig(gi, 95:m, C))1<i<2,1<j<2 <17 -

St >ay i) >

g1 =g, go = h. Since we are able to consistently estimate the above quantity
by virtue of Theorems 3.4 and 3.6, we can immediately obtain a feasible test
for the null hypothesis of no jumps.

4.3. CLT for the quadratic variation. Finally we give a CLT for the
quadratic variation associated with (3.5) when p =2 or, equivalently, with
(3.10) which is exactly the same in this case. In contrast to the preceding
results the function g is kept fixed; thus we will only show a one-dimensional
result. So the processes of interest are simply

(17) 7= Ai/ (F7Zg20 -g0)x.x1,).

In order to describe the limit, we introduce an extension of the space on
which are defined a Brownian motion B and variables U,—, U p—, U, Ut
indexed by m > 1; each of these being independent from the others and

independent of F, and such that the variables U,,—, Up,+, Um—, Upy are

centered Gaussian variables with respective variances W3', Wil @%1, and
@;i, as defined in (4.5).

As in the previous section, (7},)m>1 is a sequence of stopping times with
pairwise disjoint graphs, such that AX; # 0 implies that ¢ =T, for some
m. Then we associate with these data the process U(2) as defined by (4.6).
The result goes as follows:

THEOREM 4.6.  Assume Hypothesis (H). Assume also (N-4) and that the
process « is cadlag. Then for each t the variables Vi converge stably in law
to the variable

t
(4'8) U= 9_1/2 / \/ﬁ4(gu g;0os, as) dBs + U(Q)ty
0

where Tiy(g,g;n,C) is defined by (3.15) which here takes the form

Fia(g: 951, C) = 4/01 <?72 /Sl g(u)g(u —s)du

(4.9) )

+¢? /slg/(u)g/(u—s) du> ds.
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When further X is continuous, the processes V" converge stably (in the
functional sense) to the process (4.8) with U(2) =0 in this case.

When X is continuous, we exactly recover Theorem 4.1 when d =1 and
g1 =g, for p=2. Note that we do not need Hypothesis (K) here because
of the special feature of the case p =2. When X has jumps, however, the
functional convergence does not hold.

EXAMPLE 4.7. Notice that the limiting variable U; is mixed normal
with F©_conditional variance,

t
01/0 ﬁ4(9,g; 9087a5) ds

2
[0 o
+4Z ‘AXTm‘2 <90%m_\112_ + ’I;L \IJQ_

m>1

02 _
+ HU%M\IJ2+ + Tm‘l/2+) 1{Tm§t}'
For the sake of demonstration let us consider the weight function g(z) =
min(z,1 — )l{g<z<1y- In this case we obtain

oy =y = ol Vo =Wy =5
and
Ti(9.93m,C) = 4™ + &n’C* + £¢Y.

5. The proofs. It is difficult to describe the scheme of the proofs in a
few words, since they are quite technical. However, we can state the basic
ideas:

e For the case p > 2 of Theorem 3.1 and Theorems 3.2 and 4.4, the “big”
jumps play the leading role, and so the results are proved first when all
jumps are bigger than some € > 0 (hence there are finitely many of them);
we thus examine what happens around each jump, and show that the rest
is negligible.

e For the continuous case, we use the approximations

(5.1) Z(9); moin W (9)7 +X(9)i,  Z(9)} =27 (2)aia, /kn-

Since the approximating quantities in (5.1) are asymptotically k,-dependent
we apply the block splitting technique to prove Theorem 4.1. Precisely,
we split the sum over i in the definition of V(Z,g,p)? into big blocks of
size mk, which are separated by small blocks of size k,. The big blocks
become asymptotically conditionally independent, and the small blocks
become negligible as m — co. In a second step we prove a CLT for big
blocks, for any fixed m.
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e For the quadratic variation (case p =2 of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.6)
the proof is a sort of mixture of the two approaches.

In the whole proof K denotes a constant which may change from line to
line. It may depend on the characteristics of the process X and the law of
the noise y on ¢ and the two sequences, (ky)n,>1 and (A;),>1, but neither
on n itself, nor on the index 4 of the increments A?X or AT Z. If it depends
on an additional parameter ¢; we write it K.

For the proof of all the results we can use a localization procedure, de-
scribed in detail in [13], for instance, and which allows us to systematically
replace the Hypotheses (N-¢q), (H) or (K), according to the case, by the
following strengthened versions:

HypOTHESIS (SN-q). We have Hypothesis (N-q), and further th(w(O),
dz)|z|7 < K.

HypoTHESIS (SH). We have Hypothesis (H), and the processes by, oy,
sup,ep |0(t,2)|/v(2) and X are bounded.

Hypotuesis (SK). We have Hypothesis (K), and the processes by, oy,
by, at, ay, o and X are bounded.

Observe that under Hypothesis (SK), and upon taking v large enough in

(2.15) (changing v changes the coefficients b; and a; without altering their
boundedness), we can also suppose that the last term in (2.15) vanishes
identically; that is,

t t
(52) O't:0'0+/ bsd8+/ 5SdWS+Mt.
0 0

Recall that |g]"| < K/ky. Then the fact that conditionally on F ©) the x¢’s
are independent and centered, plus Holder’s inequality, gives us that under
Hypothesis (SN-¢q) we have [the o-fields F* and G]* have been defined after
(2.11)]

(53 pSe = E(RORDIG < ok
2r<q = BRI G <Kk

We will also often use the following property, valid for all semimartingales
Vo= [ als-idaar,
1An

kn—1
where g,,(s) = Z 95 L ((G=1)An AR (5)-
j=1
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5.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. We start with an arbitrary semimartingale
X, written as (2.1). We more or less follow the scheme of the proof of Theo-
rem 2.2 of [13], and we use the simplifying notation V(Y,p)" =V (Y, g,p,0)"
and Y =Y (g)". The basic idea follows: for € € (0, 1], we set

X(e) = (@lyapsep) xp,  M(e) = (#1fjp)<e}) * (1 — v),
(5.5) A(e) = (M(e), M(e)),  Ble) =B — (xlfecia)<1}) * v,
Al(e) = (21 gp1<cy) * v, B'(e) = variation process of B(e),

so that we have
(5.6) X=Xo+ B(e)+ X+ M(e) + X(e).

Then we basically show that ﬁV(B(E),p)" and ﬁV(M(E),p)" are “negli-
gible” when n — oo and € — 0, as well as éV(XC,p)” when p > 2 whereas
éV(X(s),p)” converges to g(p) Y.< |[AXs[Pljjax,|>e} and éV(XCﬂ)”
converges to g(2)C where C' = (X¢, X¢).

Step 1. Let B’ be the variation process of B. The process B’ 4+ C + (22 A
1) v is predictable, increasing finite-valued and hence locally bounded. By
an obvious localization procedure it is enough to prove the result under the

assumption that, for some constant K,
(5.7) Bl 4 Co+ (22 A1) xve < K.

We also denote by T),(g) the successive jump times of X (g) with the
convention Ty(¢) =0 (which of course is not a jump time). If 0 <e <n <1,
we have

Ae) < A'(e), AB'(e) <e, |AM (e)| < 2e,
1 1

(5-8) B(e) < B+ A () + (ot AL w
We set 0(Y, u,t) = Supy< <y r<t | Ve — Ys|- Observe that Y7 = — 2?21(9((.7 +
1)/kn) —9(3/kn))(Yitj)a, — Yia, ). Hence, since the derivative ¢’ is bounded,
we obtain
(5.9) Pi<[t/AL] —kn+1 = Y < KO, up,t).

Step 2. Here we study B(e). (5.9) and 0(B(e),u,t) < 0(B'(g),u,t) yield
forp>1

V(B(e),p)} < KknB'(2)0(B'(€),un, )P

Since AB'(e) <& we have limsup,,_,., 0(B'(¢),un,t) < e, so by (5.7) and
(5.8) we have limsup,, éV(B’(s),p)? < Kspfl(% +14(n),) forall 0 <e <
n < 1. Since A'(n); — 0 as n — 0, we deduce (choose first 7 small, then e
smaller) that for p > 2,

1
(5.10) lim lim sup k_V(B(E)up)? =0.

e—0 n n
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Step 3. In this step, we consider a square-integrable martingale Y such
that D = (YY) is bounded. By (5.4),

_ 'LAn+un
E((Yf)Q) = E(/A gn(s — iAn)Q dDS> < KE(D;a, 44, — Din,,)-

On the other hand, E(????ﬂ-) = 0 whenever j > k,. Therefore,

[t/An] kn
(5.11) E((V(Y,2)? Z E((Y™)?) < Kk2E(Dy).

We first apply this with Y = M (¢), hence D = A(e). In view of (5.11) and
since A'(e); -0 as e —» 0 and A'(¢); < K, we deduce

lim supE<<kl V(M(s),z)g>2> 0,

e—=0 p n

Since by (5.9) we have V(M (e),p) < KV (M(e),2)20(M (g),u,,t)P~? when
p > 2, and since limsup,, (M (), un,t) < 2e, we get for p > 2,

1

(5.12) p>2,p>0 = lim hmsup]P’( V(M(e),p)y > 77> =0.
e=0 n—ooo kn

Next, (5.11) with Y = X yields that the sequence - Ly (X¢,2)P is bounded

in 2. Using exactly the same argument as above, where now 6(X¢, u,,t) —
0, yields

1
(5.13) p>2,n>0 = limlimsupP<k—V(Xc,p)?>77>:0.
n

e=>0 nooo

Step 4. In this step we study V(X (¢),p)y. We fix t > 0 such that P(AX; #
0) =0. For any m > 1 we set

I(m,n,e) =inf(i:il, > Tp(¢)).

Let €,(t,e) be the set on which two successive jumps of X (¢) in [0,¢] are
more than u, apart, and also [0,u,) and [t — uy,,t] contain no jump. Then
up, — 0 and P(AX; #0) =0 yield Q,(t,e) = Q a.s. as n — co. On the set
0, (t,e) we have for i <[t/A,] —k, + 1,

g?(m,n,s)fiAXTm(f?)’ if I(m,n,e)—k,+1<i<I(m,n,e)—1
X(e); = for some m,
0, otherwise.

V(X(e),p)f =T(0)n Y IAXPlax. e on Qu(t,e),
s<t
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and (2.10) yields

1 _
(5.14) —V(X(@).p)i = 3() Y IAX L jax. >e)-
n s<t
Step 5. In this step we study V (X¢,2). Set X¢(n,1)s fA gn(r—ilA,) dX¢
when s > iA,,. Using (5.4) and It6’s formula, we get (X{")? = (" + (™ where

= [ s —isgrac, ez [T xemax:

A,

On one hand, ),/ [t/ An]=kn ¢ is equal to §(2),,Cy plus a term smaller in abso-
lute value than K C’un and another term smaller than K (C; — Cy_,,,). Then,
obviously,

[t/An]—kn
(5.15) - E G =320

n

On the other hand, we have E((;"¢[};) =0 when j > kj,, and

E(((")?) S4B ((Cinntun = Cina)  sup X°(n,i)?).
SE[IAR A +un]
By Doob’s inequality, E(Supsepin,, i, u,] X (7 i) < KE(Cia,su, —Cin,)?),
hence the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields

E((¢")?) < KE((Cia,+un — Cin,)?) € KE((Cia,tu, — Cia, )0(C,up, 1)),

whenever i < [t/A,] — k, + 1. At this point, the same argument used in
(5.11) gives

[t/AR] 2
(( Z g’n> > < KE2E(CO(C,up,t) < KE2E(O(C,un,t)).

But 6(C,uy,t) tends to 0 and is smaller uniformly in n than a square-
integrable variable. We then deduce that % ZEZOA wl—kn ¢ 0 which, com-
bined with (5.15), yields

(5.16) kiV(XC, 2 25 5(2)C,.

n
Step 6. It remains to put all the previous partial results together. For this
we use the following obvious property: for any p > 2 and 1 > 0 there is a
constant K, , such that

(5.17) r,yeR = |lz+ylf —|zP| < Kpylyl? + 0|z
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Suppose first that p > 2. Applying (5.17) and (5.6), we get
‘V(X,p)? - V(X(&),p)ﬁ
<nV(X(e),p)i + Kpy(V(B(e),p){ + V(X p) +V(M(e),p)y)-

Then by (5.10), (5.12), (5.13) and (5.14), plus > ., |[AXs[P1jax,|>ep —
Y os<t|AX[P as € = 0, and by taking n arbitrarily small in the above, we
obtain the first part of (3.2).

Next suppose that p = 2. The same argument shows that it is enough to
prove that

1 n P _
(5.18) k—V(XC + X(&), 2)t — g(2) <Ct + Z ‘AXS|21{|AXS|>5}> .
n s<t
On the set Q,(t,¢), one easily sees that
V(X4 X(),2)] =V(X, 27 +V(X(e),27 + Y. (s
m>1: T (2)<t

where
I(m

= >

75)
i=I(m,n,e)—kn+1

. ~Cn2 2 6,
C(m7nﬂll/) = |g?(m7n,5)7iAXTm(E) +chn - |g?(m7n,5)7iAXTm(E)| - |chn‘2

-1

C(m7 n7 2)7

In view of (5.9), we deduce from (5.17) that for all n > 0,
C(m,n, 1) < Ky0(XC un,t)? + Kn|AXy, o,

if I(m,n,e) —ky, <i<I(m,n,e) and T),(e) <t. Since 7 is arbitrarily small,
¢k — 0 for all m with T,,, () <t. Hence (5.18) follows from (5.16) and
(5.14), and we are finished.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Here X is still an arbitrary semimartingale,
and as for the previous theorem we can assume by localization that (5.7)
holds. We first prove (a), and we assume Hypothesis (SN-¢) with ¢ = p for
proving (3.3) and ¢ = p + 2r for proving (3.4), so (5.3) implies

Kt
W/

(5.19)  E(V(x,9,4:0)7) +E(V(x,9,0,q/2)}) < < Ktk2 92,

We deduce from (5.17) that, for all n > 0,
‘V(Z>Q>Q>O)? - V(X?Q?Q>O)?| S UV(X&,%O)? + Kq,ﬁV(thaq’O)?
and thus (3.3) follows from (3.2) and (5.19).
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Next, Holder’s inequality yields, when p,r > 0 with p + 2r = ¢ > 2,
V(Z,g,p,7)7 < (V(Z,9,0,000)"/%(V (Z,9,0,0/2)})*"/".

By (3.3), applied with ¢ instead of p, we see that the sequence k, 1V (Z, g,q,0)?

is tight, so for (3.4) it is enough to show that the sequence k?/QiQV(Z, 9,0,q/2)}
is also tight. To see this we first deduce from |¢7"| < K/kj, that

ithkn—1

(5.20) Rr<n S (Arx,

k2

implying by Hoélder’s inequality (recall ¢ > 2) that (A(g)?)Q/ 2 < X

<5pm
Zz+k"_1|A”X|q and hence by (3.1) the sequence K1/ V(X,9,0,q/2)} is
tight. Second, (5.19) yields that the sequence k;’/ V(X,g, 0,q/2)} is tight,
and (3.4) follows because V(Z,¢,0,¢/2)} < K,(V(X,9,0,¢/2)} +V(x,9,0,q/
2)i')-

Now we turn to (b), so we assume (SN-2). The left-hand side of (3.5) can
be written as

4
1 1
S V(X 2,000+ — S U
oV (X,9,2,0)t +kn; 0y,
where
> (@), =1,
i=0
[t/An]fkn kn
Ur =24 — (9MPATLXAY y,  ifl=2,
i=0  j=1
1
_iv(ngvo)l)?a lfl:?),
1
\V(X79727O)?_§V(X7g7071)?7 ifl:4,
and by (3.2) it is enough to prove that for [ =1,2,3,4,
(5.21) Lo Eo.

kn,

Equation (5.20) yields |U(3)}] < K Z[t/A”](A”X) so (5.21) for I =3 fol-

0)
lows from (3.1). Next, (2.5) 1mphes EU 1) | FO)=0 for I =1,2; hence
(5.21), for [ = 1,2 will be implied by

(5.22) E((éU([)?)

]—'(0)> 0.
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By (2.5) and (2.11) and (5.3), the variables [E(X(9)7X(9)] | FO)| van-
ish if j > k,, and are smaller than K/k, otherwise, whereas the variables
IE(ATXAL x| FO)] are bounded, and vanish if j > 2. Then we get

[t/An]=kn kn

E((UL)F)? | FO) < ’ X(9)i X(9)i; < KV(X,9,2,0)7,

K _
E(U@2)p)* | FO) < T Z | AL XA XL jir g jr—i—j<2)
o Ga=0  j,j'=0
[t/An]
K
<5 > (ArX)
kn -
1=1
and (5.22) follows from (3.2) when [ =1 and from (3.1) when [ =2.

Finally, an easy calculation shows that U(4)} =U(5)} + U(6)} where
[t/An]

t - Z Xi ZQZ]X1+]>

kn
VO =S (@ (0 + @ (i a))
=0
for some coefficients o, /", a//", all smaller than K/k,. Then, obviously,
E(JU(6)7]) < K and E(7 UB)y ):0 and, since E(x}x74 ;X7 X}/, ;) vanishes
unless i = 7' and j = j' when 7, j/ > 1, we also have E((U(5)7)?) < Kt/k, A, <
Ktk,. Then (5.21) and (5. 22) hold for [ =6 and [ = 5, respectively, and thus
(5.21) finally holds for [ =4.

5.3. A key lemma. In this section we prove a key result, useful for de-
riving the other LLNs when the process X is continuous and for all CLTs.
Before that, we prove Lemma 3.5.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.5. By virtue of (3.14) we have

p/2 p/2—v
p(9:7,C) Zm2v 7 g(2 C2 g p/2 ! Z o Ppr2 Mp—2r 2.

By (3.7) the last sum above vanishes if v < p/2 and equals 1 when v =p/2,
hence (3.16). Next, we put a; = p1,,(gi;1,¢) and U} =nL(g;)¢ +CL'(9:)s, and,
for T'> 2,

p/2

T
Vi=>"ppr(2C77.2)) /O P2 dt.
r=0
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The process (L(g;),L'(g;)) is stationary, and hence E'(V}.) = Ta; for some
constant a;. Moreover, the functions
p/2 ' ‘
Fig(s:t) =D pprppr (2C°57 (2))"(2C%5 (2)) B (UL~ U7 P 72) = ajay,
r,r’'=0

satisfy fij(s,t) = fij(s+u,t+u) and fi;j(s,t) =0if |s—t|> 1. Thusif T"> 2,

cov(vqé,VTj):/ fij(s,t) ds dt
0,772

1 s+1 T T
:/ ds/ fij(s,t)dt-i—/ ds/ fij(s,t) dt
0 0 T-1 s—1
T—-1 s+1
+/ ds/ fij(s,t) dt
1 s—1

Therefore %COV(VZZ;,VZZ) converges to f02 fij(L,u)du as T — oo, and this
limit equals 7iy,(gi, gj;7,¢)- Since the limit of a sequence of covariance ma-
trices is symmetric nonnegative, we have the result. [J

Now, we come to the aforementioned key result which consists of proving
the convergence we hinted at after the definition (3.12) of the processes L(g)
and L'(g). For a precise statement, we fix a sequence i,, of integers, and we
associate the following processes with g, an arbitrary function satisfying
(2.7):

\/—W szr[knt]? 9)i = \/_X zn+ [knt]

L'(9) = knX(9)7, 4+ flot]-
We do not mention the sequence i, in this notation, but those processes
clearly depend on it. In view of the “approximation” (5.1), these processes
(and in particular their conditional moments of various orders) will play a
central role in the sequel.
We fix a family (g;)1<;<q of weight functions satisfying (2.7). We denote

(5.23)

by L7 and L and E/” the d-dimensional processes with respective compo-
nents, L(g,)" and I'(g,)" and L'(g;)?". These processes can be considered as
Varlables with values in the Skorokhod space D¢ of all cadlag functions from
R, into RY. The processes L; and L} with components L(g;); and L'(g;)s,
defined by (3.12) with the same Wiener processes W' and W? for all com-
ponents, are also D%valued variables, and the probability on D?¢ = D¢ x D¢
which is the law of the pair, (L, L’) is denoted by R = R(,,) = R(dz,dy).
We also have a sequence (f,,) of functions on D3¢, all depending on w € D3¢
only through their restrictions to [0,m + 1] for some m > 0 and which satisfy
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the following property for some ¢’ > 2 [below, x,y,z € D¢, so v = (z,y) € D24
and (z,y, 2) = (v, 2) € D3¢, and the same for 2/, 3/, 2’ and v'; moreover for any
multidimensional Borel function u on Ry we put uy, , = [[u(0)|| + [[u(m)|| +

SRR i e ) ]

I}“ngv zgl <fK((1, +,§T,*n,n)q/ + () /%),
B2 T SR (0 + (2~ i)

v
X (1 (V)T 7 (W )T (2, )72 4 (20 )T 2.

LEMMA 5.1.  Assume Hypothesis (SN-q) for some q >4 and that o is
bounded. Let T' be the set of all times s > 0 such that both o and o are
almost surely continuous at time s. Let zy € D¢ be the constant function
with components (§;(2))i1<i<a- Take any sequence (in) of integers such that
Sp = 1Ay, converges to some s € I'. If the sequence (fy,) satisfies (5.24) for
some ¢’ < q and converges pointwise to a limit f, we have the almost sure
convergence

(525) E(fn(o-snznazmaim) ‘ an) — /f(@asx,asy,Q(as)on)R(dx,dy).

PrROOF. (1) We first prove an auxiliary result. Let 0 be the set of
all w® such that both o(w®) and a(w®) are continuous at time s. We

have ]P’(O)(ng)) =1 because 5 € I', and we fix w® ¢ 0 We consider the
probability space (Q(l),]:(l),(@) where Q = Q(w(o),~), and our aim in this
step is to show that under Q,

(5.26) I Lo (L, Eo((T™)i,) < Kn

(functional convergence in law in D9). In view of the definition of (L"), ,
(which is the norm of ¢ — L}* described above), the second property imme-
diately follows from (5.3).

We first prove the finite-dimensional convergence. Let 0 < t; <--- <t,. By

5.23) and (2.11) the rd-dimensional variable Z,, = (L' : 1 <1< d,1<i<r
ti

1S

1

o0
Iy = Z z7, where 27 = (l'a}, (' = —kx?nﬂ-,l and
(5.27) j=1 ) ' o
J 0, otherwise.

Under Q the variables (}' are independent centered, with EQ(KJ’?\“) <Kk,?

by Hypothesis (SN-¢); recall ¢ > 4. The numbers a?’l’i being uniformly
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bounded and equal to 0 when j > k,, + [k,tr], we deduce that under Q
again the variables 27 are independent with

E(})=0,  Eq(l} I <Kk, > Eo(lz}lI) =0

Next,

[o¢]

nlz nl,z o 1 (0)\2, .10 n,l' 4!

E Eq EE Oé(in+j—1)An(w )aj a;” -
Jj=1

2

On one hand o, 1j-1)a, (w2 converges uniformly in j < k,, + [t kn] to

s (w©)? because s — ag(w(®) is continuous at 5. On the other hand, since
=0 outside [0, 1],

Z n,li nl/ i’

=k i/j/k” q <u - Ugﬂtl]) du /j/kn gy (u - [knti/]> du
oG-k Fin G=1)/kn K

which clearly converges to cbit’i = Jg/(v —t;)g), (v — tir)dv by the mean
value theorem, the piecewise continuity of each g; and Riemann approxima-
tion. Hence

(528) Z EQ(Z?’l’iZ?’l/’i/) - cl,i,l’,i/as (w(O))Z'
j=1

Then a standard limit theorem on row-wise independent triangular arrays
of infinitesimal variables yield that Z, converges in law under Q to a cen-
tered Caussian variable with covariance matrix (c*"% o, (w(®)?) (see, e.g.,
Theorem VII-2-36 of [16]). Now, in view of (3.12), this matrix is the co-
variance of the centered Gaussian vector (Li’il :1<1<d,1<i<gq), and the
finite-dimensional convergence in (5.26) is proved.

To obtain the first property in (5.26) it remains to prove that for each [
the sequence of processes L'(g;)" is C-tight. Equivalently, we can prove that
the sequence of processes G™ is C-tight, where G™ is continuous, coincides
with L'(g;)" at all times i/k, and is piecewise linear between these times.
For this we use a criterion given in [12] for example. Namely, since ¢ > 2,
the C-tightness of the sequence G" is implied by

(5.29) 0<v<l = Eg(|GL, —Gn|q) < Kvi/?,

A simple computation shows that Gy, — G =}, 67X for suitable coeffi-

cients 07, such that at most 2[k,v] are smaller that K1/v/ky, and at most
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ky, of them are smaller than Kyv/v/k,, and all others vanish. Then the
Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality yields

q/2
Eo(|Gyy, — GP|7) < KEo( (Y (67x))?
t+ t <<XJ: ) )
< KB(q)(w ) (K{(20)"? + K§v),

and (5.29) follows. Then (5.26) is completely proved.
(2) In exactly the same setting as in the previous step, we prove here that

(5:30) LR 20y, Eg(supl|LY7?) < K,
v<t

(under Q again, and with zp as in the statement of the lemma). These are
componentwise properties, so we may assume d =1 here and ¢g; = g. The
second property again follows from (5.3). For the first one, we see that under
Q the variable ¢, = kn(g'(j/kn) A x)? satisfies

ay; :=Eq(df;)
= kn(9' (G/Fn)) 2 (@) 5, 1 5y80)

+ (a(W(O))(in-f—[knt]-f—j—l)An)Z)’

n

Eq(|Gh;1"?) < K/ky/>.

In view of the continuity of a(w(?)) at time s and of (2.10), and since E/” =
Zf;l (i'j» we see that By =Eq(Ly") = Z?" 1 at; converges locally uniformly
to the “constant” 2(ars(w(®)))?2y. Hence it remams to prove that V" = L’”

B ““% 0. For this it suffices to show V;* 250 for each t, and the C-
tightness of both sequences (L") and (B"), and the latter follows from
B 28 (g (w©))22.

Now, V/ is the sum of the k, centered variables ('; — af;, with (¢/2)th

absolute moment smaller than K/ K/ ? and (¢ is independent of (¢ |l —

j| > 2). Then obviously E¢((V;*)?) < K/k, — 0. For the C-tightness of (E”)
it suffices as in the end of Step 1 to prove the C-tightness of the linearized
versions (G™) of (L'™). We have G, — G =3, 00 (Ay)? for suitable
coefficients 07, such that at most 2[k,v] are smaller that Kj/kn, and at
most k, of them are smaller than Kyv/k,, and all others vanish. Then by
the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality (applied separately for the sum of
even indices and the sum of odd indices, to ensure the independence of the
summands), we have

q/4
Bo(Gth, - G < Ko (L 0p?) ) < Kot

J
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Since ¢ > 4, the C-tightness of (G™) follows as in Step 1, and (5.30) holds.
(3) Now we draw some consequences of the previous facts. We set for
y,z € D?,

[ (0:2) = Fu(00 (@ O) L (w0), . 2),
/Q @, dw! )fnm)(Lm( W), TmMwby), =1,
| s @O 20220 Rz, i—2.

The F©)-measurable variables,

d, =1+ sup Vkn| W, 40 — W, |,
ve[0,(m+1)un]

satisfy E(®;) < K, for any u >0, by scaling of the Brownian motion W
whereas ||L}|| < K®,, if ¢t <m. Then we deduce from (5.24) and from the
boundedness of ¢ and « that if y,9/, 2,2’ are in D? and u = (y,2) and v/ =

(Y, 7).

[0y ()] < K@ (@) (14 (g ) + (2,0)77?),

‘f:}(O)( ) - fw(O)( )| Ko ( © ))q (’LL - )m,n(l + (y:;,z,n)ql_l + (y%@)q/_l
+ (2 )P (o )T,

Moreover o, (W) = ay(w®), so by the Skorokhod representation the-
orem according to which, in case of convergence in law, one can replace the
original variables by variables having the same laws and converging point-
wise, one deduces from (5.26) and (5.30) [these imply that the variables
Il (', Zm) are uniformly integrable, since ¢’ < ¢], that
(5.31) WO el = ApWO) - A3®) - 0,}

E(jA[/7) < K.

Next, we make the following observation: due to the F(©-conditional in-
dependence of the x;’s, a version of the conditional expectation in (5.25) is
E(A} | Fs,,). Therefore in view of (5.31) (which ensures the uniform inte-
grability and the a.s. convergence to 0 of the sequence A} — A%), (5.25) is
implied by

(5.32) E(AD | Fy,) = F(os,a,)  as.,

where

0= / £ (60, Cy, 2(C)?20) R(de, dy).
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(4) For proving (5.32) we start again with an auxiliary result, namely
(5.33) " 55 0L

For this, we see that Z,, = (IZ’Z :1<1<d,1<i<r)isgiven by (5.27), except
that

VN gl L ey L [Rati] < <k [Rati],
itV J 0, otherwise.

Then the proof of (5.33), both for the finite-dimensional convergence and the
C-tightness, is exactly the same as for (5.26) [note that the right-hand side
of (5.28) is now 62 [ g;(v —t;)gr (v — t7) dv which is the covariance matrix of
(OL! :1<1<d,1<i<r)]. Further, since |[L}|| < K&, if t <m,

(5.34) E(supnfg\w) < K.
v<t
(5) Now we introduce some functions on R?:

Fu(n.0) = / E(f(7E", Gy, 2(C)*20)) R(dz, dy),

Fl(n,¢) = / E(f(0nL.Cy,2(C)*=0)) R(dr, dy).

Under R the canonical process is locally in time bounded in each L". Then
in view of (5.24) we deduce from (5.33) and (5.34), and exactly as for (5.31),
that F,, — F! — 0 locally uniformly in R?. We also deduce from (5.24) that

F (1y ) — F(1,C) — 0 whenever (7, Ca) = (1,¢), and also that, FY, — F
pointwise because f,, — f pointwise, and hence we have F,,(n,,,(,) = F(n,().

At this point it remains to observe that, because (Ws, 1+ — Wy, )i>0 is
independent of Fs,, we have E(A} | Fs,) = Fn(0s,, s, ). Since (o, , as,) —
(0s,a5) a.s., we readily deduce (5.25), and we are done. [J

REMARK 5.2. In the previous lemma, suppose that all f,, (hence f as
well) only depend on (z,y) and not on z; that is, the processes '™ do not
enter the picture. Then it is easily seen from the previous proof that we do
not need ¢ > 4, but only g > 2.

5.4. Asymptotically negligible arrays. An array (6') of nonnegative vari-

ables is called AN (for “asymptotically negligible”) if

0<5<kn

[t/un]
(5.35) VA, sup E(Z o +j>—>0, 07| < K,
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for all ¢ > 0. With any process v (in the sequel, v will usually be v =0 or
~v = «) and any integer m we associate the variables

L(y,m)i' = sup e =il T(y,m)f =E@(y,m)i | F).
te[iAn iAp+(m+1)uy]

LeMMA 5.3. (a) If (67) is an AN array, we have

[t/An)
(5.36) AnE( > 5gl> -0

=1

for all t >0, and the array ((6}')?) is also AN for each q > 0.

(b) If v is a cadlag bounded process, then for all m > 1 the two arrays
(D(y,m)}) and (I'(y,m)") are AN.

PRrROOF. (a) The left-hand side of (5.36) is smaller than a constant times
the left-hand side of (5.35), hence the first claim. The second claim follows
from Hélder’s inequality if ¢ < 1, and from ), ;(0;)? < K ), ;67 if ¢>1
(recall that |0 < K).

(b) Let 07 =T'(y,m)?. If ¢ > 0, denote by N (¢); the number of jumps of
with size bigger than ¢ on the interval [0,¢], and by v(e,t,n) the supremum
of |ys — | over all pairs (r,s) with s <r <s+mn and s <t and such that
N(e)s — N(g), =0. Since v is bounded,

[t/un]
un0<su<pk (Z i +]> <E(tv(e, t+1, (m=+1)up)+ (Kt) AN(KupN(€)t41))
SISRn

as soon as (m+2)u, < 1. Since limsup,,_, ., v(e,t+ 1, (m+1)u,) <&, Fatou’s
lemma implies that the limsup of the left-hand side above is smaller than
Kte, so we have (5.35) because ¢ is arbitrarily small. Since E(I'(y,m)}) =
E(T'(y,m)?), the second claim follows. [

5.5. Some estimates. Here we provide a number of estimates under the
following assumption for some ¢ > 2:

e we have (2.14) and Hypothesis (SN-¢), and b and o are bounded,
(5.37) and o
and « are cadlag.

This list of estimates is quite tedious, but unfortunately they play a central
role in many places in the sequel. We first introduce some notation where ¢
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and j are integers, Y is an arbitrary process and pp; is given by (3.7) and
i+ 7 >1 in the first line below, and p an even integer in (5.38):

Kij = UHA?Jr]W + AH]X)

i,j
A=A Z =A% X — o Al W,
kn—1 kn—1
RO = D ol ML= D G N
(5.38) = =
o~ kn
)‘(Q)Zj = Z(gl ,]+l)27
=1
p/2
o(Y,g.p)! prz Y ()PP 2(Y ()1,
p/2

3(g.0)15 =Y ppr(F(9)7 )P (R(9)7)"
=0

n

Recalling (5.1), we see that %(g)7; is an approximation of Z(g9)?, and its
asymptotic behavior is described in Lemma 5.1. Then ¢(g,p);; is an ap-

proximation of ¢(Y, g,p);" whereas by (3.9) we have
[t/An]—kn

VV..p)i= >, ¢(Y.g.p)}
=0

One of the aims of the estimates below is to prove that these approximations
induce a negligible error.

In the forthcoming inequalities, we have 0 < j < mk, where m is a fixed
integer. First, if we use (5.4) and the boundedness of g, and also (5.3), we
obtain for u >0

X | w u n u 4
39 EOXQI+ W@ 7)< KA
usq = E(‘Z( )Z‘u+|l£() ‘"‘]—‘”)<K Au/4
(i+3)An
Al = / (bsds + (o5 — ol') dWy),
(5.40) (i+i-1DAn

o), = /( ol (DA B+ oy =)W
i+j

Hence we obtain for u > 1, and recalling that I'(o,m)}’ < K,

n |u n u/2 u/2 / n
v Fy < K, A A + !
(541) E(‘)\Z,]‘ | 1 ) — ru=n ( n r (Jvm)z )7 }

E(Ng)5|" | F) < KA (AW + T (0,m)}).
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If u is an odd integer, (5.39), (5.41) and an expansion of (67 W (g)" + \(g)?)*
yield

E((W(9)?)" | F') =0,

E((X(9)f)" | F') < KuAp (A + /T (0.m)]).

Next, using |¢"| < K/k, and (5.4) and the first part of (5.41), plus

Holder’s inequality and the definition of Y (g)}, plus the obvious fact that
E(|x;[* [ F') < Ky if u < g, and after some calculations, we get for u > 1

(5.42)

E(X ()" + W (97| | F) < K. AR, 2
(543)  u<q/2 = E(Z(9)rl" +IR(0)iyl" | FP) < KuAT,
u<q = E(Z(9)h; — X9k, " | F) < KuAy,

Then, if we combine (5.39), (5.41) and (5.43), and use again Hoélder’s
inequality, we obtain for all reals [,u > 1 and r > 0,

((+2r)u<gq
= E((Z(9)p ) (Z(9),)"
(5.44) — (®(g)2) (X)) | F)
< Koy AT (A 4 (1Y (g, )R )L el+2r =1 0y
2rusq = E((Z(0),) — R I F) < KupAi 200,

Wy

Finally, by (5.38), this readily gives for p > 2 an even integer and u > 1 a
real, such that pu <gq,

E(lp(Z, g,p)i4 ;" + 16(g,0)i 5" | Fi')
< K, AP,
E(l¢(Z, g,p)i; — ¢(g,p)i ;1" | Fi')
< Ky p APYYAY 4 (T (o, m)) =D/,

(5.45)

5.6. Proof of Theorem 3.3. By localization we can and will assume (5.37).
We set

ur=APZ(gRP, = AP R(g) P

9()@5 '
0

Tt =My 9?(2)0152 +

The left-hand side of (3.6) is ZEZOA nl=kn pit whereas we deduce from (5.44)

with r =0 and Lemma 5.3 that A, S1/&n 7k n —en LB o hen it
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remains to prove

[t/An]—kn

(5.46) Z R / s ds.

Set (" =E(¢" | F). By (5.39), E((¢™)? | F') < K, and in particular /" <
K. Moreover (' is Fj', -measurable, hence E((¢;* — ¢;*)(¢] — (")) =0 if
|7 —i| > ky, and

[t/An]—kn 2 [t/An]—kn
E(An S >=Ai 3R - Y- M)
i=0 t,j=1

< KApk, — 0.

Thus it is enough to prove (5.46) with ¢ substituted with /. Since ~; +
<K,

[t/An]—=kn

Z G — /’stS

where 7' = C{” when (i — 1)A,, <s <iA,. Therefore, since |yl — 75| < K,
in order to obtain (5.46) it is enough to prove that for Lebesgue-almost all
s we have 7' = 5 a.s. In particular it is enough to prove that, for all s €I’
(cf. Lemma 5.1), we have

(5.47) C[/Q/AnHl — Vs a.s.

With the notation of Lemma 5.1, we take d =1 and the weight func-
tion g1 = g, and the functions f, = f on D? as f(z,y,2) = |2(0) + y(0)|?, so
(5.24) is satisfied with ¢’ =p < ¢ and m = 0. Moreover we fix s € " and set
in=[s/An]+1,s0 s, =i,A, — s. The left-hand side of (5.25) is Aﬁ”kﬁﬂgg
whereas its right-hand side is E'(|6nL(g)o + 'L’ (g)o|P) [recall (3.12)] eval-
uated at n =05 and 1’ = a,. Since L(g)g and L’(g)o are independent cen-
tered normal with respective variances g(2) and g'(2), this right-hand side

is m,(0%g(2)0? + 7' (2)a2)P/? = 6P/2~,. Since AR/AERR2 67/2 we get (5.47).

([t/An]—kn)An
/ |7§_’Ys|d5+KknAna
Ap

5.7. Proof of Theorem 3.4. As we said already, (a) is a particular case
of (3.3) when p >4, and of (3.5) when p =2. For (b), we can again assume
(5.37). We set

wr =01 Z,g ), = A 6(g,) 0,
Ve = my(09(2))"? o4l

and (" =E((]" | F'). We deduce from (5.45) and Lemma 5.3 that A, x
Z[t/A"] o | — ¢ “=8°0. Then it is enough to prove (5.46).
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By (5.45) we have E((¢™)? | F*) < K; hence (/" < K. Then, exactly as in
the previous proof, it remains to show (5.47) when s € I'. For this, we use
Lemma 5.1 with d =1 and g1 = ¢ and the functions f,, = f given by

p/2

[y, = pr,z\fc y(O)F~|=(0)"

The left-hand side of (5.25) is again Aﬁ/ 41{:2/ QCZ(:. Its right-hand side is j,(g;
00, as), as given by (3.15), and by (3.16) this is also #?/2y,. Then (5.10)
holds.

5.8. Proof of Theorem 3.6. The proof is basically the same as in the
previous subsection, using again Lemma 5.1 and the fact that we deal with
asymptotically k,-dependent variables. We can assume (5.37), and we have

EQp(g7 h‘; m, C)

p/2

= D porppr (2C°7(2))7(2CH (2))"

r,r’=0
X (mp72r,p72r/(ga h;n, C) - 2mp—2r (95 7, C)mP*QT/(h; 7, C))

Therefore is is enough to prove that for r,7" between 0 and p/2, and with
the notation

2kn

= AP (Z (g (Z ()P (‘Z( L ZIZ T

=2 Z()7 " Z(h) s, [P ) :

Ve = 9_p/2(204?§,(2))r+r/(mp—2r,p72r'(97 h; 0o, o)
—2my_2r(g; 004, ag)my_op (h; 00y, ),

we have
[t/An]—3kn

t
A S [

=0

By (5.43) and (5.44) we have A, EEZOA"]*%"M? — ¢ 2% 0 where

2kn
Cz-”ZAE””()?(Q)?)T()?(h)?)T'(\E I Z\ P
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= 2[R (9)7o [P R (R) T, P > ,

so we are left to prove

[t/ An]—3kn .
Ba Yt [ s
i=0 0

We set ¢[" =E((" | FI'), so as in the proof of Theorem 3.3 it is enough to
prove (5.47) when s € I'. We apply Lemma 5.1 with d =2 and ¢; = g and
g2 = h and the functions f,, and f on D° defined by

fal(z,2"), (4, 9), (2,2"))
()40 (1)

= 2]2(0) +y(0)[P~*"|' (1) + y’(l)\”_”'> :

2kn

=2(0)"2'(0)" (Ix(l) + y(l)lp_%é )

p—2r'

f((.l‘,.l‘/), (%y,)a (Zazl))
:Z(O)TZ/(O)T'<‘$(1)+y/(1)|p2r /2 |x,(t)+y/(t)|p72r/ dt
0

= 2]2(0) +y(0)["~*"|2'(1) + y’(l)\p”'>

and again i, = [sA,]+ 1. Then (5.24) is satisfied with ¢’ =2p < ¢ and m =1,
and f,, — f pointwise. The left-hand side of (5.25) is Aﬁ/ Kb i, whereas its
right-hand side is #7/2y, [recall that (L(g)o,L'(g)o) and (L(h)1,L'(h)1) are

independent]. Since Ny 2 we get (5.47) by the lemma, and the
proof is finished.

5.9. Auziliary results on the noise process. At this stage we start the
proof of our CLTs, and this is done through a large number of steps. In the
first, crucial step we derive some estimates on the (conditional) moments of
the noise process x. Recall that G' denotes the o-field generated by F ©)
and F}'. Set

kn
(5.48) A9F =D (g7 (1)

j=1
For random variables U, and V, indexed by a parameter v [for example,
v = (n,i) just below], with V, > 0, we write U, = O,(V},) if the family U, /V,
is bounded in probability.
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LEMMA 5.4.  Assume Hypothesis (SN-q) for some q > 2, and let v and

r be integers such that 2 <wv+2r <q. Let also m >0 and j be arbitrary in
{0,1,...,mk,}.

(a) When v is even we have

E((X(9)i4;)" (x(9)i4)" 1 G1")

(5.49)
=my2" (A(g)fy) 72 + Ou(AF2H/T12)
r4v/2
550)  —mrZ? mRrH 4 O, (ATHA(AY2 4 D(a, m)T)).

W(ai )
(b) When v is odd we have
(5.51) E((X(9)7 ;)" X(9)i)" 167 =0 Oy (AT/2Hv/4+1/4),

and also, for some suitable numbers v, ,, depending on g,

E((x(9)i45)° (X(9)it;)" | GF)

You,r v —
(5.52) :W(OZ ) HTB(3)}

+ Oy (AT/HHARVA(ALA L T (a,m)f +T(B(3),m)7)).
ProOOF. Equations (5.50) and (5.51) are simple consequences of (5.49)
and (5.52), respectively, upon observing that A(g )ZJrJ =7(2)(a)?/k, +
Ou(A,lﬂ/Q(Al/2 + I'(a,m)?)). As for (5.49) and (5.52), and up to taking a
further conditional expectation, it is enough to prove them when j =0, so
in the rest of the proof we take 7 =0, and thus m =0 as well. The product
(xX(9)M)¥(X(g)M)" is the sum of all the terms of the form

7 7

2
(I) Hg XZ’]J 1H gjl Z+]l+-7 _1)

(553) X H g]// XZ+];/XZ+]//*1)

J:{sajlv 7]117]17 7]57j17"'7js>j17"'>jq/~/7§ ’
where s € {0,...,r},jl,jl’,jl” e{l,...,kn},j;€{0,1}.

We denote by I(J) the family of all indices of the variables x7 occurring in
(5.53), the index j appearing [ times if X7 is taken at the power [, so that
I(J) contains v + 2r indices. We also denote by D(u)™ the class of all J’s
such that among the v + 2r indices in I(.J), there are exactly u different
indices, each one appearing at least twice. Note that D(u)™ is the disjoint
union over s’ =0,...,7 of the set D(u,s’)" of all J € D(u)" such that s =s’.
Note also that D(u)" =@ if u>v/2+r.
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By (2.5) and the F(©)-conditional independence of the x;’s, the conditional
expectation E(®(J,n) | GP) is always smaller than K/k2™", and it vanishes
if J is outside (J,~, D(u)"; that is,

[v/2]+r

E((x(9)i")*(x(9)i")" 1 Gi') = Z o,

where
Dy =Y B(u,s)",  D(u,s)"= > E(@(Ln)|Gp).
s=0 JED(u,s)"

Now #D(u, s)" < KkY, 50 [®(u, s)"| < KkU=v=2": hence &, = O, (A 2T/
as soon as u <r — 1/2 4+ v/2. We deduce that for proving (5.49), so v is
even, it is enough to show that EZ equals the right-hand side of (5.49), for
u=r+v/2. In the same way, for proving (5.52), so v is odd, it is enough to
show that ® equals the right-hand side of (5.52) for v =17+ (v —1)/2.

(a) Suppose that v is even and w=r + v/2. The definition of D(u)" and
the property u=r + v/2 yield that, if J € D(u)", there is a nonnegative
integer w < § A '5* such that ®(J,n) is the product of W’# terms, of
three types, all for different indices for x"

(1) s —w+ 5 terms of the form (gé”x?ﬂ )% or (ggnxﬁj)?;

(2) w terms of the form —2(93”)393’11(XZ+3 1XZ+])2;

(3) ==5=* terms of the form 4(g )4 (Xz—i—j—lxz—l—]) :

Hence #D(u,s)"” < KEUTT/2 hecause the number of terms for a partic-
ular J is smaller than Y=+ and the indices range from 1 to k,. Moreover,
since a is bounded and |g"| < K/k;,, we have E(|®(J,n)|[G}') < K/kyter,
We then deduce that

(5.54) B (u,s)"| < Kk£v+s+r)/2—v—2r < KA:Z/2+U/4+(7‘—S)/2'

In particular, ®(u,s)" = O(AZ/QM/HI/Q) when s < r, and it thus re-
mains to prove that ®(u,r)" is equal to the right-hand side of (5.49). If
J € D(u,r)", then ®(J,n) contains only terms of type (1). In fact D(u,r)"
contains exactly the families J for which s =, and among ji,...,j, there
are v/2 distinct indices, each one appearing twice (we then denote by J; the
set of the v/2 distinct indices), and the sets Jo = {j] + j;:1 <1 <r,j; =0}
and Jy = {j] +j;:1 <1 <r,j; =1} have distinct indices, and Ji, Jo and J3
are pair-wise disjoint. With this notation, we have (with u terms all together
in the products)

(555  E(@(Ln) |G = [ (9,0 [T (g/mat,—0)*

jeJ1UJ2 jEJ3
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The assumption (2.7) on g yields that |g/* — ¢/" | < K/k7, except for j
belonging to the set @, of indices for which ¢’ fails to exist or to be Lipschitz
n [(j—1)/kn,jkn], so #Q@Qp, < K. Since o} < K, we thus have

I (@raiy )?+0u(k, ),
E(®(J, ny _ ) je1UJ2UJ3
(®(J,n) | G") if Q,N(J1UJUJ3)=
Ou(k,?v), otherwise.

Consider now L ={ly,...,l,} in the set £, of all families of indices with
1<l <+ <y < kyp, and let w, (L) be the number of J € D(u,r)™ such that
the associated sets Jp, Ja, J3 satisfy J; U JyUJs = L. Then since #D(u,r)" <
KE,; and sup,, #Q, < 0o, we deduce from the above that

(5:56)  B(wr)"= > waL) [T (ks 0)” +OulAr*H17).
LeLlny JeEL

Now we have to evaluate wy(L). There are C}, many ways of choosing the
two complementary subsets, J; and Jy U J3, of L. Next, with J; given,
there are (v/2)!(v —1)(v 3) ---3 -1 ways of choosing the indices j; so that
Ji,---,J» has v/2 paired distinct indices which are the indices in J;, and we
recall that (v—1)(v—3)---3-1=m, (if v =0 then J; is empty and there is
mo = 1 ways again of choosing J;). Finally with Jy U J3 fixed, there are 2"r!
ways of choosing the indices jj +3§, all of them different, when the smallest
index in Jy U J3 is bigger than 1, and 2"~ 7! ways if this smallest index is 1.
Summarizing, we get

[ me2mal, if1¢L,
(5.57) wn (L) = {mUTlU!, if1eL.

On the other hand, we have by (5.48)

(A(g)i")" = u! Z H Tat ;1) 4 Oulk, '),

LeLln jeL

Therefore, by (5.56) and (5.57), we deduce that

m,2 (A(g)!)" = B(u,r)" =m,2 Y [ (gl 1)+ 0u(A ).
LeLlyn:1€Ljel

Since |g;"| < K/ky, and since the number of L € £;, such that 1 € L is smaller

than k%!, the right-hand side above is smaller than K Ag/ 2+ 2, and we

deduce that ®(u,r)" is equal to the right-hand side of (5.49). In view of
(5.54), this completes the proof of (5.49).

(b) Suppose that v is odd and v =r+v/2 —1/2, and recall that we need
to prove that @, equals the right-hand side of (5.52). Again, the definition of
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D(u)™ and the property u=r+v/2 —1/2 yield that, if J € D(u)"™, there is
a number ¢ in {0,1} and a nonnegative integer w < ” L A\ £=5220 guch that
®(J,n) is the product of 2 ==L termg, all for dlfferent 1nd1ces for x"
with s —w+a+ ”53 terms of type 1, w terms of type 2, ===

%72“ terms of
type 3 and 1 —a and a term, respectively, of the types (4) and (5) described
below:
(4) terms of the form (g§”x?+J4 1)? or (93”)293’11(xz+])3, . 2
(5) terms of the form —2(g}*)* g% 1 (X7 ;_1)* (XF4;)? or —2(g")? (g} 1)* x

(X?Jr]fl) (Xt ﬂ)?’ the whole product being multiplied by —1. It follows that
#D(u,s)" < KEtstr=1/2 by the same argument as in (a) whereas
E(|®(J,n)| | ") < K/kYT?" still holds. Hence, instead of (5.54) we get
|®(u,s)"| < KAY2Ho/AR /A r=s)/2 1 particular, ®(u,s)" = O(Az/2+y/4+1/2)
when s < 7, and it thus remains to prove that ®(u,r)" is equal to the right-
hand side of (5.52).

If J € D(u,r)™ then ®(J,n) has u—1 terms of type (1) and one of type (4),
and there is exactly one common index among ji,...,5, and j; +77,..., 5.+
j.. In other words, we can associate with J three sets, Ji,J2, J3, pairwise
disjoint [with the same description than when v is even, except that #.J; =
”; and #(Jo U J3) =r — 1], plus an index [ outside J; U Jo U J3 and an
1nteger I equal to 0 or 1, such that instead of (5.55) we have

E(®(J,n) | G1) = (") 20830 11,
X H (9;” ?ﬂfl)QH(Qﬁla?ﬂ—l)Q'
JjE€J1UJ2 JE€J3
This is equal to

NCRCYD R O LI || (7

JjeEJ1UJ2UJ3

up to Oy (k, 2 (k1 4+ T(a,m)? +T(B(3),m)")) when Q, N ({k}UJ U JpU

J3) = @ and to Oy(k, "), otherwise. Therefore, since #D(u,r)" < Kk%, we
deduce that

B(u,r)" ==p@) )™ Y (") T (") + R

l,J1,J2,J3 jEJ1UJ2UJ3

where the remainder term R, is like the last term in (5.52), and the sum is
extended over all [, Jy, Jo, J3 such that {l},J1, Jo, J3 are pairwise disjoint in
the set {1,...,k,}. Then with R/ as R,, above, we have

kn, kn u—1
D(u,r)" = =B (af) (Z(QQ")?’) (Z(QQ”V) + R,

j=1 j=1
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Then by an estimate similar to (2.10) (Wlthout the absolute value), we de-
duce (5.52), with 7, = —g(2)" /2~ 1/2f (d(s))3ds. O

LEMMA 5.5.  Assume Hypothesis (SN-q) for some q > 2, and let p be an
even integer. With the notation (5.38) for ¢(g,p), the variables

(5.58) U(g,p)it; =E(d(g.0)i; | GI") = (07 W (9)i4 ;)"
satisfy, for allu<gq/p and m >0 and 0 < j <mk,,

(5.50)  [E(W(g,p); | FI) < KALFVAAL 4T (a,m)? + T'(8(3),m)7),
(5.60) E(W(g,p)7y|" | FT) < KA/,

PROOF. Inview of (5.38), and recalling that o'W (g)?, ; 1s G'-measurable,
we see that

p/2 p—2r

E(b(g,0)151G1) =D > Cplorppr (07 W (9)f))"

r=0 w=0

< E((x(9)i4 )P (X9 )" 1G1)-

By (3.7) and a change of the order of summation, we easily get

p/2 p/2—r
SN o pp a2 mp a2 (0 W () 5) > (Ag)7 P2
r=0 v=0
= (07 W(9)i4;)"s
hence
p/2p/2—r

‘Ij Z Z 2rpp7’ 05 W( )z+g)2v

r=0 v=0
< (E(((9)i )P~ (R(9)2)" 161

- QTmp—Qr—2U (A(g)er] )p/in)

p/2 p/2—r—1

Y D Chionaol W (o))

r=0 v=0

< E((X(9)f P27 (X(9)h,)" 161,

Now (5.59) is a simple consequence of (5.39) and (5.49) applied to the terms
in the first sum above and of (5.42) and (5.52) for those in the second sum.
Finally, (5.60) follows from (5.39), (5.49) and (5.51), plus Holder’s inequality.
O
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5.10. Block splitting. In this subsection we start the proof of Theorem 4.1.
Due to overlapping intervals the summands involved in the definition of
V(Z,g, p,r)} are asymptotically k,-dependent variables, and we will use
the (classical) block splitting method to ensure some “conditional” indepen-
dence. Namely, we split the sum over i in the definition of V(Z,g,p)? into
big blocks of size mk, (m is an integer which will eventually go to co) which
are separated by small blocks of size k,. The big blocks become asymptot-
ically conditionally independent, and the small blocks become negligible as
m — 0o. In a second step we prove a CLT for big blocks, for any fixed m.
We then obtain the result by standard methods.

Here we fix the integer m > 2. Recalling (5.38), the ith block of size
mk;, contains ¢(Z,g,p)} for all j between I(m,n,i) = (i —1)(m + 1)k, and
I(m,n,i) +mk, — 1. In a similar way, the ¢th block of size k,, corresponds
to indices j between I(m,n,i) =i(m + 1)k, — k, and I(m,n,i) + k, — 1.

The number of pairs of blocks which can be accommodated without us-
responding to the beginnings of the ith big and small blocks are then
t(m,n,i) = I(m,n,i)A, and t(m,n,i) = I(m,n,i)A,.

At this stage, we need some more notation. The summands in V(Z, g,p):
are the ¢(Z,g,p)?, but we will indeed show that they can be replaced by
#(g,p);'; [see (5.38) for suitable choice of i]. This leads us to consider the

partial sums (we drop the mention of p, but we keep the function g)

ing data after time ¢ is then i, (m,t) =] |. The “real” times cor-

mkp—1

C(.%m)?: Z ¢(Zagvp)?(m7n,i)+ja

=0
_ kn—1
C(gvm)? = Z ¢(Z’g’p)?(m,n,i)+j’

J=0

mkn—1

5(97 m)? = Z ¢(g?p)?(m7n7l)d7

=0
kn—1

0(g,m);’ = Z ¢(97P)?(m7n,i),j’
=0

in(m,t)

U(gvm)? = Z (C(Q,m)? —(5(9,771)?),

=1
in(m,t)

Ulgm)i = Y (lg.m)} —3(g,m)y),

i=1
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[t/An]—kn
U'(g,m)} = > O(Z,9,p);-

1=in(m,t)(m+1)kn

Consider the discrete time filtrations F(m)} = Flimom,it1) and F(m)r =

]:%Z(mmﬂ)' Observe that §(g,m)? is F(m)?-measurable and &(g,m)? is
F(m)P-measurable, and set

Yg:m)i =E@(g,m); | Fm)iy),  Alg,m)i =E(3(g,m)}' | F(m)iLy),

in(m,t) in(m,t)
D(gm)} = > ~gm)i,  Ngmi= > (6(gm)—~lg.m)),
i=1 i=1

in(m,t) in(m,t)
D(g,m)} = Z v(g,m)i, N(g,m); = Z (6(g,m)i" —=7(g,m)i’).
i=1 =1
The key point is the following obvious relation, for any m > 1:
V(Z,g,p)i = N(g.m){ + D(g,m){ + N(g,m)i +D(g,m);

+U(g,m)i +U(g,m)} +U'(g,m)};

the contribution of the big blocks being N (g, m)} + D(g,m)?, whereas N (g,
m)} + D(g,m)? accounts for the small blocks, and U(g,m)? and U(g, m)?
being asymptotically negligible, whereas U’(g,m)}* is a border term. Note
that D(g,m)} is a sort of drift which asymptotically cancels with the cen-
tering term in (4.1). To be more specific, the leading term for the CLT is
the martingale N(g,m)}, and we will eventually prove a CLT for it and the
negligibility of the rest in the sense that

(5.61)

gt>0 = lim limsup]P’(sup|‘~/(Zagap);Z
m—0o0 pn 00 s<t

(5.62)
— AYAPIN (g, m)2] > € ) =0,

LEMMA 5.6.  Under (SN-p) we have Ai/47p/4U/(g,m)? 50 asn— .

PROOF. The variable U’(g,m)} is the sum of at most (m + 1)k, terms
&(Z,g,p)7, all of them satisfying (5.45). Then the expectation of the absolute

value of Ai/47p/4U’(g,m)? is less than IQ,le{:nAZ/4 which clearly goes to 0.
U

LEMMA 5.7.  Under (SN-2p) we have, as n — oo, and for each fized m,
AYAPAY (g R0, AP (g, m) SR,
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PROOF. (1) The proofs of both claims are the same, and we prove, for
example the first one. With the notation 7' = ((g, m)! — (g, m)! and 0" =
E(n | F(m)} ), we have

U(g,m) =UM + U,

where
in(m,t) in(m,t)
1 2
urt= Y -, UM = Z "
i=1

Then we need to prove
(5.63) A APk R =19,
(2) By the inequalities of Doob and Cauchy—-Schwarz,

in(m,t)

n,12 n|2
B (sup|U2' ) < 4 > E(uP)

Sdmka 3 > E(16(Z,g,p)i — 09,0)i17).

By (5.45) and Lemma 5.3, the right-hand side above, multiplied by Ai/ 2=p/ 2,
goes to 0, so (5.63) for k=1 follows.

For (5.63) with k£ =2, and by virtue of (5.38), and dropping g from the
notation, we see that it is enough to show that, for all integers [ between 0
and p/2, we can find an AN array (J}) (depending on ) such that

0<j<mky = |E((Z] )P (20 ) — RE)PHRE) T FO

441/4
< KAP/AHAge

When [ = p/2 the second estimate (5.44) with u =1 gives the result, but
otherwise the first estimate (5.44) with u =1 is not quite enough. Below
we fix | between 0 and p/2 — 1, and the result will be true if we have the
following;:

(5.64) E(E | F| < KARAYASE S,
where
(E?,j)p_%((zznﬂ) ()A(?_H)l), (called Case A),
Fiy=q () (Z2 )P = (FL)P2), (called Case B),

((Z?Jr])p 2l G )p 2 (( Z+J) —(ﬁfj)l), (called Case C),

and where again (J}) is an AN array (perhaps different for each case).
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In Cases A and C we have F"; =0 when [ =0, and we have |[E(F}
FM)| < KAY*2 when 1> 1 [apply (5.39) and the second part of (5.44),
plus the fact that I''(o,m + 1) < K, and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality],
hence (5.64) with &7 = A%,

(3) Now we consider Case B. Recall that Z7

"= ; hence

p—21
) % L= l—
Z Gl G = () (RO

and we will prove (5 64) separately for each G . For this, we begin with a
decomposition of )\Z Recall (5.2) and the boundedness of the coefficients.
By (5.40) we have X? =
iA, and T = (i —I—j)A

THun
= [ als =i+
x ((bs — b ds + (/;(’Er dr + (5, — &) dWr)> dWs>,

/.n.:/T+ungn(s_(z'+j)A )0} ds + 7' (Ws — Ws) dWs + (Mg — Mg) dWy).
T

it ;Z where, with the simplifying notation S =

Z7]
Then for v > 1 and j < mk,, we have

E(I€7]7 | F7) < Koo A2 (AY2 4 T (b, + 1) +T'(@,m + 1)P),
(5.65) (|§’”‘U | F') < Ko, UAU/4+((1/2) (v/4))
(|)\ |v ‘ J—_'n) <K,, Av/4+((l/2)/\(v/4))

(4) Next we prove that, for u, an odd integer,
(5.66) E((W2,) €l | F7) =0.

We prove this separately for each of the three terms constituting {;7; Since
x +— 2" is an odd function, this is obvious for the term involving b} and also
for the term involving o}'. For the term involving M, we have (W?ﬂ)“ =
Y+ f Iun ps AW for some Fg-measurable variable Y and process p adapted

to the filtration (F}") generated by the Brownian motion. Since this term
is a martingale increment we are left to prove E(Ur4.y,, | Fs) =0 where

o= ([oam ) ([ outo = danon, - araw, ).

1t6’s formula yields Uy = M} + [ gn(s — (i + §)An) ps(Ms — Mg) ds for t > T
where M’ is a martingale with Mg =0, so it is enough to prove that

(5.67) E(pt(My — Ms) | Fs) =0.
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But for any fixed ¢t > T we again have p, =Y/ + |, ; Pl dWy where Y/ is Fg-
measurable. Hence (5.67) follows from the orthogonality of W and M, and
we have (5.66).

(5) Now we use (5.39), (5.43) and (5.65), and the form of G/ as a product

of three terms at the respective powers [, v = p— 2] —u and u. Then Hélder’s
inequality with the respective exponents I’ =2p/l and v =4p/(p — 21 — u)
[so 21" =vv' = 4p and (5.39) and (5.43) apply] and v’ =4p/(3p + u) yields
E(|G' | FF) < K AP/AH(/Hn/2u), Observing that (u/4) A (1/2u) >1/4
when u > 2, we deduce that (5.64) holds for GZ’jn when u > 2. It remains to
study Gil,’;l, which is the sum G}'; + G, where

~n \l/=n \p—2l—1 ~n \l/=n \p—2l—1
GPy= (X0 ) RPN, Gl = (1) (RE)P2060.

By (5.39), (5.43) and (5.65), and by Holder’s inequality as above, we get

E(Gy| | F7) < KAYAG/A, + /T (b,m + 1P + TG, m + 1)7).

Then by Lemma 5.3 we deduce that G7; satisfies (5.64).

(6) It remains to study_Gle, which is also G = EZJ_:?OZ_I Cploqa(n,w,i,j),
where a(n,w,i,j) = (J?W?H)p*m*l*w&%()??H)Z(Y?ﬂ)w. By successive con-
ditioning, (5.51) and (5.65) vield E(|a(n,w,i,)| | F")) < KAY*/2 when
w is odd. When w is even, the same argument with (5.49), plus (5.66) and
the fact that p — 2] — 1 — w is then odd yield

[E(a(n,w,i,5) | F{')| = Ou(ALATVAA? + T (a,m)))
and by Lemma 5.3, the proof is complete. [J

LEMMA 5.8. Under (SN-p) we have, as n — oo,

A1/4 <A111 p/4D(gvm)t - m—+ 1mp(99(2))p/2/0 |Js|pd8) J 0,
n
1 — 1 t
AL-P/4] n__ -+ (2 p/2/ P wep. o
S (S Dl - St [ as) S o

(5.68)

PrRoOOF. By (2.11), W(g)?ﬂ- is independent of F*, and N (0,4(2),A).
So by virtue of (2.6) and (2.10) we have E((W(g)?ﬂ-)JD | F') = mp(0§(2))p/2Aﬁ/4—|—
Ou(Aﬁ/ 1/ 2). Therefore by (5.60), the left-hand side of the first expression
in (5.68) is smaller in absolute value than
in(m,t)

t
e+ Dkndn 3 [osgmmyl” — / jou[P ds
0

=1

NG + Kt(m+1)AL4
n
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in(m,t)
+ Kt(m + 1) \% A, Z (F/(a7 m)?(m,n,z) + F/(/B(g)a m)?(m,n,z))
i=1
The second term above goes to 0, as the last term (locally uniformly in ¢, in
probability) by Lemma 5.3. The first term goes to 0 locally uniformly in ¢ in
probability as well because of our Hypothesis (K) (see, e.g., [13]). Therefore
the first assertion in (5.68) holds, and the second one is proved in the same
way. [

LEMMA 5.9.  Under (SN-2p) we have for all m >2 and t >0,

Kt
)<

E (sup(AY/ 17/ 1N (g,m)7)?) < —

s<t
ProOF. By Doob’s inequality, the left-hand side above is smaller than
in(m,t)
ANYPTPRN T E((B(g,m)E)?),
i=1

whereas (5.45) yields E((6(g,m)?)?) < KAP?*! Since in(m,t) < Kt/m~y Ay,
we readily deduce the result. [

5.11. An auziliary CLT. From what precedes, the leading processes for
the behavior of V(g,p)" are the processes N(g,m)", and here we prove a
CLT for the vector (N (g;,m)")1<i<q when m >2 is fixed and (g;)1<i<q is a
family of functions satisfying (2.7). We first complement the notation (3.13).
For (,n€R and p>0 and m > 1 we set

p/2
1B (9 hin, Q) = Y pprppa (2C°7 (2)) (2R (2))7
r,r'=0

(5.69) / : / TR0, + CL Q)T L)+ CL ) ds e,

Tiny (9, h;m,¢) =

o (9, ©) m? (951, Q) pp(him, €)).

Exactly as in Lemma 3.5, the matrix with entries 75, (g:, g5; 7, ¢) is symmetric
nonnegative.

PROPOSITION 5.10. Assume (SN-4p), and let m > 2. The sequence of
Ai/4*p/4N(

d-dimensional processes with components
i law to a process of the following form:

(5.70) (91/2 P/QZ / U (00, o) dBJ) :

1<i<d

gi,m) converges stably
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where B is as in Theorem 4.1 and Y™ is a measurable d X d matriz-valued
function such that (Y™9™*)(n, () is the matriz with entries Tiy,(gi, 9531, ¢),
as defined by (5.69).

We begin with a lemma, for which we use the notation I' of Lemma 5.1.

LEMMA 5.11. Let m>2 and s € I' and ip, = min(i: I(m,n,i)A, > s).
Then under (SN-4p) we have the following almost sure convergences:

A1/2 p/4 ( m)

in

(5.71)
— mm 01+p/2§(2)p/2 los|P = m@lfp/Q/,Lp(g; Oos, as),

APPE(8(g,m)7 8(hym)? | F(m)? )
(5.72)
- 927}7#%(97 h;fos, a).

Proor. We set i, = I(m,n,i,) and s, =i, A,, which converges to s.
Both results are consequences of Lemma 5.1: first, by (5.60) with v =1,
(5.71) follows from

mkp—1

A}Z/Q—p/ﬁl]E( Z ‘Usn i ﬂ‘ | Fs,, >—>mmp.91+p/2§(2)17/2‘gs‘13.

(5.73)
Then we apply Lemma 5.1 with d =1 and g; = ¢ and with the functions
mkyp—1 m
Ful,9,2 Z Gl S = [ lards,

which satisfy (5.24) and f,, — f pointwise. The left-hand (right) side of
(5.73) is equal to A1/27P/4/k:£/271 times (f'~7/2 times) the left-hand (right)
side of (5.25); hence (5.71) holds.

For (5.72) we apply Lemma 5.1 with d =2 and ¢; = ¢ and g, = h and the
functions

ful(@,2), (y,9/): (2,2)))

p/2 1 mkn—1 ] ] p—2r
- Xy 2 (+(2) 0(3)
n n n

J,3'=0

f((z,2"), (y,9), (2,2))
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p/2

=" prrtpr / / NP (1) + o (1)

r,r’'=0
x 2(s) 2 (t)" dsdt,
which satisfy (5.24) and f,, — f pointwise. The left-hand (right) side of

(5.72) is equal to AL /kP7? times (027 times) the left-hand (right) side
of (5.25); hence (5.72) holds. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.10. (1) As is well known, and with the d-

dimensional variables with components f?’k = A,ll/2_p/4(5(gk, m)? —~(gk, m)})
(which are martingale differences), it suffices to prove the following three
convergences, for all ¢ > 0 and all bounded martingales N:

in(m,t)

t
1) VB3 BN [ Fmi) 0t | o000 ds,

in(m,t)
n P
(5.75) An Y E(IEN I Fm)iy) — 0,
=1

in(m,t)

n P
(5.76) AN Z EE" (Nigmt1yun — Nii—1)mt1yun) | Fm) ) — 0

(we use Theorem IX.7.28 of [16], with Z being a bounded martingale of the
form Z; = fg us dW for some predictable process v with values in (0,1]).

(2) Equation (5.45) and Holder’s inequality imply E(|6(gx, m)?|* | F(m)? |) <
K, AP™2. Then the expected value of the left-hand side of (5.75) is smaller
than K,,\/A,, yielding (5.75). The proof of (5.74) is similar to the proof
of Theorem 3.3. Set (' = E(&/""€ | F(m)? 1), and vs = @5 (g, 913 00, ats).
Since k,v/A,, — 0, we need to show that

in(m,t)

t
(m+ 1Dk, A, Z ¢’ £, (m+ 1)92_p/ s ds.
i=1 0

Note that |('| < K. Then, as for Theorem 3.3, the above will follow from
the fact that for any s € I', and with the notation 4,, of Lemma 5.11, we have
[similar to (5.47)]

(5.77) ¢t — 0> Py, a.s.
Then (5.77) readily follows from Lemma 5.11 and (5.69), once observed that

G = A PPEG (g, m)E 8 (g, m)E, | F(m)7, 1) = gk m)i v(gesm)7, ).
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(3) Now we turn to (5.76), which we prove for the first component, say
with g = g1. For simplicity we write D}'(Y) = Y(mt2)u, — Y(im1)(m+2)u, fOr
any process Y. In view of the definition of £, and since IV is a martingale,
it is enough to prove that

in(m,t)
AYPIN T R(3(g,m)P DP(N) | F(m)iy) = 0.
i=1
Observe that (5.58) and (5.60) yield 6(g, m)? = /" + U™ where
mkn—1
0= (L mniy W (D) BOEP | F(m)f ) < KARPT2,
=0

Since N is bounded, Zl"(mt E((D*N))?) < K and the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality yields

in(m,t) in (m,t) 1/2
E(Ai/‘*m > \w;"HD?(N)\) <KA?/“/4<E< > @;"V))

i=1 i=1
< KAY4,
Therefore it remains to prove that
in (M)
(5.78) A3/Ap/4 Z E(5"DI(N) | F(m)™ ;) — 0.

(4) Observe that, by E(|8"2) < KAZ*™! and the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality,

in(m,t)
AN TR(6 DY (N)]) < K\JE(N).
i=1
Then the set of all square-integrable martingales N satisfying (5.78) is closed
under L2-convergence, and thus for proving (5.78) we can use the following

scheme:

(a) Prove (5.78) when N is (]__t(o)) adapted and orthogonal to W.

(b) Prove (5.78) when Ny = fo s AW where 7 is (.E( )) adapted and con-
stant in time over intervals (¢;_1,¢;] with to =0 and ¢, = oo for some gq.

(c) Conclude from the closeness proved before that (5.78) holds for all
N € NY, the set of all bounded (f,f(o))-martingales.

(d) Prove (5.78) when N is in the set N'! of all martingales having No, =
J(Xt15--+5Xt,) where f is any Borel bounded on R and #; <--- <t, and
q>1.
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(e) Since NP UN' is a total subset of the set of all square-integrable (F;)-
martingales, conclude once more from the closeness that (5.78) holds for all
such N.

We are thus left to prove (a), (b) and (d), and for these we can reproduce
Step 5 of the proof of Lemma 5.7 in [14]. O

5.12. Proof of Theorem /j.1. By localization we may assume (SN-4p)
and Hypothesis (SK). Then, upon applying Lemmas 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9,
we readily deduce (5.62) from (4.1) and (5.61).

On the other hand, we fix the d-dimensional Brownian motion B in (5.70)
and (4.2) (the same in both). Proposition 5.10 yields, for each fixed m, that

AYAP/A N (g,m) stably converges in law to the right-hand side of (5.70).
Next, the following property is implicitly proved in the proof of Lemma 3.5
in Section 5.3 (with 7" playing the role of m here):

Tiny (9,031, C) = Tiap(g, hsm,¢)  as m — oo.

Then we see that we can choose suitable versions for the square-roots 1 and
™ in such a way that ¢ (n, () — ¥(n, () for all n,{. Then (5.70) converges
in probability toward (4.2). The result then follows from (5.62) in a standard
way.

5.13. Theorem 4.4: A key decomposition. Here we start the proof of The-
orem 4.4, by providing a decomposition for the processes V*(g,p)" of (4.3).
So we fix p > 3, and assume « cadlag. By localization we can and will assume
(SN-2p) and Hypothesis (SK) without special mention.

The choice of the exhausting sequence (7},) in (4.6) is arbitrary, but a con-
venient choice is as follows: for ¢ > 1 we consider the successive jump times
(T'(gq,m):m > 1) of the Poisson process pu((0,t] x {z:1/q <v(z) <1/(¢—1)})
where v is the function occurring in Hypothesis (SH). Those stopping times
have pairwise disjoint graphs as m and ¢ vary, and (T};,)m>1 denotes any
reordering of the double sequence (T'(¢,m):q,m >1). We complete this se-
quence by setting Tp = 0.

Let P, be the set of all m > 1 such that T,,, = T'(¢,m’) for some m' > 1
and some ¢’ < ¢q. We consider the following processes [compare with (5.5)]:

X1= (51{Z5V(Z)>1/Q}) A M= (51{z:'y(z)§1/q}) * (E - Z)u
(5.79) X'1=X — X9, X" = X"9 — MY,

Z/q — X/q + X, Zl/q — X//q 4 X.
So X" satisfies (2.14) with the same o as in (2.13) and a bounded drift
given by

(5.80) o(t,2)A\(dz).

w:m_/
{z:9(2)>1/q,[0(¢,2)|<1}
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Here, X7 is the sum of “big” jumps, and this is the part of X which es-
sentially imports for our CLT: more precisely, we single out the summands
in V(X,g,p,0)7 which involve at least one jump of X7 [after centering this
is the process Y (q,g) defined below in (5.82)]. We obtain a CLT for these
processes Y (q,g) in a relatively simple way, and then prove that the contri-
bution of the other summands is negligible, when n and ¢ are large (so the
cut-off level 1/¢ for the “big” jumps is small).

We denote by Q,(t,q) the set of all w such that for any m,m’ € P, with
Tin(w) <t, we have 2u, < Tp,(w) <t — 4uy,, and |T),(w) — Th (w)| > 4duy,
and also T}, (w)/A,, is not an integer. Since the set {7}, :m € F,} is locally
finite and P(7,, =t) =0 for all m and ¢ >0, we have

(5.81) Qn(t,q) = Q a.s., as n — 00.

Next, we denote by V* (X, g,p)"™ the process defined by (4.3) to emphasize

the dependency on X, and likewise we have 17*(X 'Y g,p)". Then a (rela-
tively) simple computation shows the following key property which holds on
the set Q,(t,q):

VX, g,p)l = V*(X'%,g,p)" + Y (q,9)1, Y (¢, )

= > a9

mePy: T, <t

(5.82)

where, with the random integer I, = [T,,/A,], we have set

kn—1
n 1 Noar n n
C(a.9)m = D (1Z%9)Ty 11 + 9] AXT,
A\ S

- |ﬁ(g)?gg+1fﬂp - |9;'1AXTm )

+ (G(P)n — kng(p))|AXT,, Ip> :

[Note that ﬁ(g)?}hﬁ possibly involves A}'Z’(q) for negative integers 1, al-
though this does not occur on the set Q,(t,q) when m € P, and j < 2ky;
however, to have such variables defined everywhere, we make the convention
ATY =0 for any process Y when i <0.]

5.14. The processes Y (q,g)"™. The aim of this subsection is to prove the
following proposition.

PropoOSITION 5.12. Ifg>1 andt >0 are fixed, and in the same setting

L—
as before, we have (with —(S>) denoting the stable convergence in law)

L—(s
(5.83) V(g 0)M1<ica =3 Up, ),
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where U(p,q) is the d-dimensional process associated with the functions (g;)
by (4.6), except that the sums are taken over m € Py only.

We start with the following lemma which describes the behavior of the
variables (with m € P,):

fen—1
(5.84) n(q:9)m 1/4 Z{gn}p YZ0(g) -

TZ]l

The two key properties for the next lemma are the approximation (5.1) and
the fact that the times T, are independent of W and with an absolutely
continuous law. Recall that we have the family (g;)1<;<q of d weight functions
with (Up—, Upt, Um—, Uy ) associated as before Theorem 4.4.

LEMMA 5.13. For any q > 1, the (RYN -valued wvariables (n(q,
gl)”m)lglgdmepq converge stably in law, as n — 00, to (Nm)mep,, where Ny,
1s the d-dimensional variable given by

(5.85) 1 =Vlorp, _Unm_ +Vlop, Uns

TmU
\/5 N

PROOF. As is well known, it is enough to prove the result for any finite
subset of m’s, say in a finite subset Pq/ of P,. Since ¢ is fixed, we drop it from
the notation, writing 2/ = 71, 7" = 71, M M1, X'=X'""and X" = X",

(1) The times (T, :m € P,) are independent of W, and also of the restric-
tion p(q) of the Poisson measure u to the set Ry x {z:7v(2) <1/q}. Hence
if He=FVo(Ty:me Py, the process W is a Brownian motion and the
measure p(q) a Poisson measure with compensator v(q), the restriction of
v to Ry x {z:7(2) <1/q} again, relative to the filtration (#,). Thus X"
admits the same representation (2.14) and M has the same form (5.79) rela-
tive to the two filtrations (F;) and (H;). With the random integers I, being
Ho-measurable, we deduce from (5.3) and (5.39) and (5.4) for M together
with [(g7)n(s)| < K that, for ve (0,2p] and j € Z and i =1,...,d,

v/2
(‘AIW+JX/,| )< Kv,qAn/ )
E(\Y/%gz)?m\v + 2" () 1) < Kog A

Now if f is a bounded function on R, arguments similar to the one giving
(5.41) [relative to the filtration (H;) and using that o is cadlag and bounded
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and the drift b7 is also bounded], we obtain that if 2 <k, < 2k,

K, K, v
E( > £ G k) AT X = 0g, > F (i k) A W >
=0 Jj=0
o v/4
(5.87) = ou(An), " .
E(Zf(j/kn) T X" = or, > F(/ k) A W )
- =
— Ou(Av/4)

Moreover A, = Zjlo f(i/kn)ATm_; M, say, can be written as 6" x (u(q) —
v(q))r,, —0"*(1u(q) —v(q)) 1, —2u, for some predictable function " satisfying
|6 (t,2)] < K~v(z). Then a well-known result (see, e.g., Lemma 5.12 of [13],
used with 2u, instead of A, and 7= ,/u,, and relative to the filtration

(H¢)) says that Ay, /\/un %, 0. The same holds if we take the indices I+
instead of I} — j, and thus

k/
n P
A1/4 ij/k Iﬁ”*jM—>O’

(5.88)
"

1/4Zf (G k) Al ;M = 0.

(2) We put for i > 0 and any weight function g,

kn—1 1 kn—1
= Z {0 gy, == Z{gn}p Lar,
] =142 "
kn—1i
G 2+ ]{J Z{g;l}p 1g]+l 1
kp—1 Ky —i
= Y AGY s Gk =D g e
j=i+1 J=1

Then a (tedious) computation shows that

kn—3
(¢, 9)m (ZG A X

fen—1
+G(9)5 ATy 1 X+ Z G(9)iy ?,7,7‘1+iX/)
i=2
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kn—2 kn—1
1/4 (Z [ G(g)?—l—X?gL—f—i)'

i=1

Moreover, if

1
)= / {9(s)}"Lg(s — 1) ds

1—t
H(g,t) = i {g(s)}"'g(s +1t)ds,

1
= [yt —as

1-t

Hi(g,t)= ; {g()}7 =g (s + 1) ds,

we have

Gl == (1-0) + OuVED),  Glot =T

n

g) +0u(v/An).

Using |G| < K and X' =M + X", (5.86), (5.87), (5.88) and (SN-2p), we
deduce

(5.89) (a0, 9)m = 0T —P(@)m— + 07, P(9) it +P(@)m— +P(9) s +0ru(1),

where

kn—3
G n
p(g)m_ = 1/4 ZH (k—u9> W,

mn

kn—1
¢ n
PG my = 1/4 Z H_ (k—u9> In+iW,

n

kn—2
ﬁ(g)glf = 1/4 < )X?ﬂbl?
A/ Tl 1= 0
kn—l
—( . \n v n
P(D)mt = A}IM by S 1 <k’n >XI;;L+Z.

(3) At this stage, we use the same ideas as in Lemma 5.1. We denote
by ppr . and p) . the d-dimensional variables with components p(g;)p,4 and
5(gi)™ 4. First we argue that w©® € Q) fixed. Under Q = Q(w(®),-) the vari-
ables py,,  and py,, . are independent from each other and also when m varies
in P, as soon as n is large enough [so that w(® € Q,(t,q)]. Moreover, they are
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sums, normalized by 1/ Arl/ 4kn, of (approximately) k,, centered independent
variables with a bounded fourth moment, and their covariance matrices are
(approximately again) aQTm_ /6 and a%m /6 times Riemann approximations
of the integrals defining @p, and @H, respectively. Then we prove exactly
as for (5.26) (only the finite-dimensional convergence is needed here) that
under Q,

(5'90) (ﬁﬁ%jﬁﬁw)meag — \/@ m—» \/@ Um+

[In fact we prove the convergence in (5.90) for each m first, and then we use
the fact that the variables in the left-hand side are independent for different
values of m, under Q, and as soon as w(® € Qn(t,q).]

Second, exactly as for (5.33) [or as above for (5.90)], we get

mePr)

L
(5'91) (p%—J)%—l—)mePé — (\/éUmfu\/éUer)mqu"

Then (Upys,Upma) are as described after (4.5), and as in Steps 2 and 4 of the
proof of Lemma 5.1, we deduce from the convergences (5.90) under Q(w®, -)
and (5.91) under P() and from (5.89), that (Pr—+ Prts Py s Py Jme Py COD-

verges in law to (\/§Um,, \/EUer,aTm,Um,/\/@, aTmUer/\/@)mepé. This
convergence in law is indeed a stable convergence by the same argument
used to obtain a similar result in [15]. Finally by (5.85) and (5.89) and the
definition of the stable convergence in law, we obtain the claim. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.12.  With g;(p), = Zf;1|gl(i/kn)|p, we have
|9,(p)n. — kng;(p)| < K by (2.10). Then, with the notation (5.84), a Taylor
expansion and |[AX7, | < K yield

[C(a. ) — p{AXT, P n(g, g1)p]

ke —1
< KA/ <1 + Z ((Z'%(g1)Tn —j1)" + (Z/q(gl)?gljJrl)Q)) :
j=1

If we apply (5.86) we see that the expectation of the sum in the right-hand
side above is bounded (recall p > 3). Therefore Lemma 5.13 implies

L— _
(s g)™ 1<i<dmer, =5 (P{AX7, Y~ m)men,

and (5.83) readily follows. [

5.15. The processes V*(X 4 g,p)". The aim of this subsection is to prove
the following proposition.
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PRrROPOSITION 5.14. Under the same assumptions as before, and for all
e >0, we have

lim limsupP(|V*(X'?, g,p)?| > ¢) = 0.

q—o0 n

The proof is based on the following easy property (g is fixed throughout):

. | Ak,
VO = e 3 TR,
where
kn—1
r@ =P~ 3 P TW, D= TIAX
mmwwigﬂ(m@(ﬁgﬁ—mm)+zmnf+@m»—mwh%g)

LEMMA 5.15.  We can find a sequence 1, going to 0 as q — 0o, with
the following property: for any ¢q > 1 and i > 1 we have a decomposition
L(q)} =T"(q)7 +T"(q)j" where both T"(q)7 and I"'(q)} are F', -measurable
and

)i
(5.92) (F”(Q)? \ )=

PRrROOF. (1) Let us fix ¢, ¢ and n which will be left out in most notation
below. We consider the filtration F] = F;a, ++, and associated with this fil-
tration the Brownian motion Wy = Wia,, 1+ — W/, and the Poisson random
measure '((0,t] x A) = p((i1An,iA, +t] x A) whose compensator is still
v. Recalling (5.80), we set b = b, ., and observe that |bj] < Kq because
by is bounded and f{z:v(Z)>1/q} 16(t,2)|A(dz) < q [7*(2)A(dz). With all this
notation and (5.79), we have

t t
X, o= X, + [ s+ [ olaWie @100 < -
Recalling gy, in (5.4), we then set

¢ ¢
Y, = / b.gn(s)ds —I—/ 0o gn(8) AW+ (8 gnliy<1/qy) * (1 — 1)
0 0

(5.93)
t/An]

- Z QTXZ-J 1



LIMIT THEOREMS FOR MOVING AVERAGES 59

Then by (2.11) and (5.4) and (5.93), we see that Z’(g)!" =Y, . If we further
set

Y/ = (10"gnl"11y<1/q}) *H;’

we obtain Y, =Y 1gPPAT, %(q). Hence I'(q)} =Y, [P — Y, .
For simplicity of notation we write f(x) = |z[P which is C? (recall p > 3),
and we associate the functions

F(z,y) = f(z+y) - f(z) - f'(2)y,
G(x,y) = fx+y) — f(x) - fy),
H(z,y) = F(z,y) — f(y),

which clearly satisfy

(
(

P ()|  K(P + 9212 ),
(5.99) Gla)| < Ky~ + ),
[H ) < K(olyl ! + Pl 2).

Then we apply 1t6’s formula and use (5.93) to obtain
V3P — Y] = Ay + A; + Ny + N},
where

[t/An]

t
At:/ as ds, Al = Z F(Yja,— =97 XI 1)
0 .
7=1

a0 = F (g ()05 + 3 (V) gn 1)o7
+ / H (Y, o (8)0 (1, 2)) M (d2)
{z:7(2)<1/q}

and IV, is a martingale with angle bracket C'= (N, N) given by

t
Cy z/ cs ds,
0

¢ = f/(Yi)?gu ()02 + /{ oy o (62X
z:v(z)<1/q

and, finally,
[t/An]

Z f g] Xz—i—] 1
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which is another martingale (because the x;’s are centered) with square
bracket,

[t/An]
C{:=[N',N'|;= Z f/(YjAnf)Q(g;'n)?(X?—i—j—l)Q’
=1

(2) The decomposition I'(¢)! =T"(q)? + T (q)? is given by

7
I'(q)f = Au, + Ay, T7(@)7 = Nu, +N,,,.

The Fj',, -measurability of I'(¢)7 and I'"(q)} is obvious, as is the second

part of (5.92). The rest of (5.92) will readily follow if we can find a sequence
1q — 0 such that

o) E(AuD < KM 4 Al B4 ) < oA, }

E(Cy,) < KA 4040, E(Cl ) < K,AY? 4,0,

For this we need moment estimates for Y; as defined by (5.93). Re-
call |0'| < Kq and |o'| < K and |g,| < K and [d(-, 2)| < y(2) whereas 1, =
f{z:'y(z)gl/q} 7(2)?\(dz) goes to 0 as ¢ — oo. In view of (SN-2p) and since
| g;”\ < KA, and using the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality for the
martingale which is the last term in (5.93), we see that for all r € (0, 2p],

(5.96) E([Yi|") < Kq't" + Kt'/? 4 Ko t'"/2),

By f(x) = |z|P and (5.94), plus p > 3, we see that |a;| < K (q|Y;[P~1 +|Y;[P~2+
n,|Yt]). Therefore (5.96) yields E(|ay|) < Kqpt\Ne/2=1) anltl/Z. In a simi-
lar way ¢; < K|V;[*P~2 4+ K1, Y}?; hence E(c;) < K (¢t + 1,t). Then the
estimate for A,, and C,, in (5.95) follows upon taking n, = Kn;, for a K
large enough.

For the same reasons, plus (SN-2p), the jth summand in the defini-
tion of A} has an expectation smaller than KAP? ¢ KA, (P72(jA)P 2 +
(jA,)P/>1 +175(7An)) whereas the jth summand in the expression for C} has
an expectation smaller than KA, (¢*72(jA,)?P72 + (JAL)P™H + 0, (jAL)).
The two other estimates in (5.95) follow. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.14. In view of (2.10) and of the fact that

E(2(q)s+u — 2(q)s) < Kqu, we deduce that R(q)} 250 for all g. Hence it
remains to prove that

1 [t/An]—kn
(5.97) Jim Tmsup P | 7 Z ()" >¢e | =0.
n An kn 1=0
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We set, with ¢ fixed and the notation of the previous lemma,

1 [t/An]—kn 1 [t/ An]—kn
L'(q)n=—7— )i,  L'(Qnh=—7— I'"(q)7.
AV z; AV 2;

The first property in (5.92) yields E(|L'(q),|) < KQA%1/4)A(p/473/4) + n4g;
hence since p > 3,

lim limsupE(|L,|) = 0.
q— 00 n

Next, the properties of I'(¢); in the Lemma 5.15 imply that [E(I'"(¢)7'T"(q)})|
vanishes when |j —i| > k,, and, otherwise, is smaller than Kin/ 24 Mg
Hence E((L")?) < KqA,ll/2 + 1¢, which yields

lim limsupE(|L”|?) = 0.
q—0o0 n
Putting these two results together immediately yields (5.97). O

5.16. Proof of Theorem 4.4. We start with the first claim, which easily
follows from what precedes. The family (g;) of weight functions is fixed. Since

U(p,q): N U(p): as ¢ — 00, the result is a trivial consequence of (5.82) and
Propositions 5.12 and 5.14.

Next, we show that the second claim can be reduced to the first claim. We
take p >4, an even integer, and it is enough to prove that ﬁ(V* (g,p)" —
YN/*(g,p)”) 280 for any weight function g. To see this we observe that the
difference V*(g,p) — V*(g,p)? is a linear combination of the processes (we

omit to mention the function g below)

1 [t/An]—kn

ZNN\p—2r [ Zn\T
—— Y. @y
Ak =

for r=1,...,p/2. So it enough to prove that, for some p > 3/4 and all
r=1,...,p/2,

(5.98) E((Z})(Z0)) < KA,

Hypothesis (SK) yields E(|APX[Y | ;) < KAY"?/? and (SN-4p) holds,
so when v > 1 we have

E(X7| | F) < KA B(XT | F) < KA,

kn v
(5.99) V<Y = IE( fi”) SKvAz/er(u/z)Ay

Z(g}‘ AT X AL X
j=1
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Now (7?)7’_2”(2?)7’ is a linear combination of terms of the form

. t
a(u,v,w, s, 1)1 = (XP)"(XP) ()" () <Z(9?)2A?+jXA?+jX> ,

j=1
where u,v,w, s,t are integers with w4+ w=p —2r and v + s+t =r. Using
Hoélder’s inequality, and taking advantage of (5.99) and of E(|x?|!) < K,AYY
and E(|x7|) < KrAil/Q, we see that for all «/,v",w’,s’,t' > 0 such that v/ +
V4w 4+ +t'=1and v =0 (resp., v =0, w' =0, s =0, ¢ =0) if and only
if u=0 (resp., v=0, w=0, s=0, t=0), and also %\/%\/t—t} < 2p (which is
possible because w + 2s +t < p), we have E(|a(u,v,w,s,t)?|) < KA where
t

LA N TSN ST
= — _ v — —_ —_ —_ —_
P=4" 7 0T ST Ty Ty 2

o ow u o ou , t
_§+Z+Z/\5+U1U>O+t /\5.
Then p > 3/4 as soon as > 2, or r =1 and w > 1. The only other case is
r=1and w=0,sou=p—22>2 and we have
oA , t
p—§+§+vlv>o+t /\5.
Then we have three sub-cases:
(1) v=1,hence t=t' =s=s"=w'"=0 and p:HT“, + v’ with the condi-
tion u' +v' =1, so u/ =v' =1/2 yields p > 3/4;
(2) s=1,hence t=t'=v=1v"=w' =0 and p=
w4+ =1and s'p>1,s0 s =1/3 yields p > 3/4;
(3)t=1,hence v=1v"=s=5=w' =0 and p:%—l—%—l—t//\% with the
condition v/ +#'11 and 2t'p > 1, so v/ =t =1/2 yield p > 3/4.
Hence in all cases (5.98) holds with some p > 3/4, and the proof is com-
plete.

1+T“/ with the conditions

5.17. Proof of Theorem 4.6. Here again the proof will be divided into
several steps, and before proceeding we observe two preliminary facts. First,
that 7i4(g, g;m, ¢) takes the form (4.9) results from a tedious but elementary
calculation. Second, by localization we may assume (SN-4) and Hypothesis
(SH).

We omit the mention of the function g in Y and }7;” We generally use the
notation of the proof of Theorem 4.4, and in particular the stopping times
T'(q,m) and T, introduced in Section 5.13, the processes of (5.79), the sets
0, (t, q) satistying (5.81) and the (random) integers I . In the sequel, we will
vary the process X (but not the noise process x), so the process V" of (4.7)
will be denoted by V(X)". We also write U’(c); and U(2,0,d); for the two
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terms in (4.8), and U (0, ); for their sum, to emphasize their dependency on
the process o and the function § (through the jumps of X, for the latter).

Step 1. In this step we prove the result when, in addition to Hypothesis
(SH), we have

(5.100) ~(2)<1/q = Od(w,t,z)=0,

b, = by — /5(t,$)1{|5(y,z)|§1}/\(dz) =) bs, 15,51 (1),
(5.101) rzl

os=Y 051155, (1),

r>1
for some ¢ > 1 and a sequence of stopping times S,., increasing to oo and
with Sy = 0.
(1) Under (5.100) and (5.101) we have X{ =3 _, AX,, and X' = X" is

the continuous process given by the right-hand side of (2.14) with b’ instead
of b. Similarly to (5.82), we have on €,(¢,q),

_ _ 1
VX)) =VXD)+Y" =y,

2
Y= > G Y= Y O
mePy; : T, <t mePy: Ty <t
1 kn—1
—n
= | S (T Wy 1+ g AX,
An kn j:l
(5.102) .
YT LU\ 2 2
— (X' +X) 1 415" — 197 A X7, %)
+ (9(2)n — kng(2))|A X7, \2> :
1 &
"= D (g7 ((AXT, ) + 28X 7, Al (X + X))
An kn j:l

Let (H:) be the filtration defined in the proof of Lemma 5.13 and associated
with our g. The same argument used in that lemma shows E(|A7, (X' +

X)| | Ho) < K whereas |AX7p, | < K by Hypothesis (SH). It follows that
E(|¢n)) < KAY* hence

(5.103) y/» 50

(2) Next we prove the (functional) stable convergence V (X’)" Wy (o).
This looks the same as Theorem 4.1 for p =2, however we do not have Hy-
pothesis (K) here. Now a look at the proof of this theorem shows that Hy-
pothesis (K) [instead of Hypothesis (H)] is used in two places only, namely
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for (5.63) for k =2, and in Lemma 5.8. Here, the proof of Lemma 5.8 pro-
ceeds in an obvious way under (5.101), and we are left to show that (5.63)
holds when k = 2. '

The variable A?Z/LF]D/ZU:’2 for p =2 is the sum ZZ’;(lm’t) Eg&fl 0,
where

Hzn:j = A}L/ZLE(QS(X, + X9, 2)I(m,n,i),j - ¢(g> 2)I(m,n,i)+j | ‘F(m)?—l)

Let J, be the set of all i such that (i — 1)(m + 1)u,, < S, <imu, for some
r > 1 (the indices of those “big blocks” that contain at least one S,), and
consider the two processes

mkn—1 mkn—1
n __ n /TL_ n
Ap = > >0, A= > > o
i€{1,min(mat)}NJn =0 G€{Lymnnsin (o) }NJS  G=0

Applying (5.45) with u =1 [recall (SN-4)], we obtain E(|67;]) < KAYY
Therefore E(sups<pg, |A%]) is obviously smaller than K rAY! and, since

S, — 00 as r — 0o, we deduce A™ e 0, and it remains to prove the same
for A™.

For this, and reproducing the proof of Lemma 5.7, we observe that Hy-
pothesis (K) comes in only to decompose the variables X?ﬂ- as ' + 52"3 We
easily deduce from (5.101) that when i ¢ .J,, such a decomposition holds with

P;=0and £ = b5 Ap. Then the original proof goes through to show that

A" 2280, and thus (5.63) for k= 2 holds here.

— L—
(3) We have V(X')" )y (o) from what precedes, and this gives the
result (functional stable convergence in law) when X is continuous, in ad-
dition to satisfying (5.101). When X has jumps, the proof of Proposition

5.12 is valid when p =2 (it only supposes the C? property of x + |z|P), so

Y Oy (2,0,0); (for t fixed, not functional convergence).

Now, exactly as in the proof of Lemma 5.8 in [13], one can show that
we have the joint stable convergence in law in Proposition 5.10 and Lemma
5.13 which results in the joint convergence

VXY S8 U(0),U2.0.0),).

Then we easily deduce from (5.81), (5.102) and (5.103) that V(X)p =&
U(O’, 5)t

Step 2. We turn to the general case, and we begin by constructing an
approximation of X satisfying (5.100) and (5.101).

For ¢ > 1 we recall the process b? of (5.80). If further » > 1 we denote
by S(q,7), the strictly increasing rearrangement of the points in the set
{k277:k >0} U{T'(¢,m):m > 1}. By a classical density argument there are
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adapted processes b(q,r) and o(q,r) with the following properties: they are
bounded by the same bounds as b? and o, respectively, constant over each
interval [(k —1)27",k27") for b(q,r) and each interval [S(q,7)r—1,5(q,7)q)
for ¢ and such that for all ¢, >1 and ¢ >0,

(<o =2 ( [ (bta.r). - w?

(5.104) r—o00 = +|a(q,'r)s—as|2)ds>—>0,

o(4:7)1(g,m) = OT(gm)»
0(Q7 T)T(q,m)f — 0T (q,m)—>

(we use here the cadlag property of o). Next, we introduce the following
family of processes:

t t
X(q,r)e = Xo + / b(g,)s ds + / o(¢, ) e AW, + (8Lg 51 jap) * o
0 0
(5105) X/(qu)t = Xtt_ X(qv’r)t

- / (b9~ b(g,r)s) ds + / (04 — o(q, 1)) W, + M}
0 0

[here M1 is given by (5.79)]. Finally, another notation will be

(g, m)] —E( / O blarr)e — B+ fogr)s as|2>ds),

A,

Eq :/ v(2)?A(dz).
{z:7(2)<1/q}
By construction X (g,r) satisfies (5.100) and (5.101), so Step 1 gives

V(X (1)} 8 T(olg,),8(0))

for any ¢ and ¢,7 > 1, and where 6(q)(w,t,2) = §(w,t,2)11y(2)>1/q}, and the
convergence even holds in the functional sense when X is continuous.

Note that, since o and o(q,7) and « are uniformly bounded and the
function 7, in (4.9) is locally Lipschitz in (n,(), we have

E (sup U (o) — U'(o (g, v <KIE</ o0 — o(g,7)s[? ds> < Ke(g,r)e.
s<t
On the other hand, since d(g) is bounded, it follows from (4.6) that
E(sup|U(2,0,0(q))s = U(2,(q.7),8(a))s ?)

s<t

< KE(Z lor(g,m)— — (¢, 7)T(g,m)— |21{T(q,m)<t}>7

m>1
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which goes to 0 as r — oo by (5.104). Furthermore,

E(suplU(2,0,6(q))s — U(2,0,6),[*) < KE (Z \AXs|21{|AXS|31/q}>=

s<t s<t

which goes to 0 as ¢ — co. Summarizing those results, we end up with

lim lim supE(sup TU(0,8)s — U(o(q,r), (5(q))5|2) ~0.

4= r—oo s<t
Therefore, in order to get our theorem it remains to prove that for all ¢, > 0
we have, where C refers to the case, X is continuous and D to the general
(discontinuous) case,

C: lim limsuplim supIP’(sup|V(X(q,r));Z -V(X) > 77) =0,

(5.106) q—X r—soco  n—oo s<t

D: lim limsuplimsupP(|V (X (q,7))} — V(X)'| >n) =0.

q—=X0 rsoco  n—oo

Step 3. If Z(q,r) = X(q,r) + x, we have
¢(Zag> 2)? - ¢(Z(Qa T)a 9, 2)?

xn (4 o\ —n n n 1 n
= (X7)" = (X(g,)7)* + 27 (X7 = X(g,)7) = 5ol
kn
ol =D (g (ALX)? = (AL X (a,7))?
j=1

+ 2A?—|—jX( ?—l—jX - A?ﬂX(q,T)))-
Therefore

VX)! = V(X(q.n)i =G a.r)i + G (aq,r)] — 5V,

where
Vi'=——77 vi's
knAn/ =0

1 1 [t/An]—kn
1 n_ _~ |~ N2 n\2
G (qv’r)t - A}Z/Zl (kn ; ((Xz) (X(q>r)z) )

—g2)([X, X]; - [X(qyr)aX(qyr)]t))
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We obviously have E(|v"|) < KA, so V" ““% 0. Therefore, instead of (5.106),
we are left to prove for [ = 1,2,

C: lim 1imsuplimsupIP’<sup|Gl(q,T)Z| > 77) =0,
(5107) q—=0 rsoco  n—oo s<t

D: lim limsuplimsupP(|G!(q, )| >n) = 0.
4G+ r—oco  n—oo
Step 4. We begin by proving (5.107) for [ = 2. We split the sum in the
definition of G?(q,r)? into two parts: G3(g,7)? is the sum over those i’s such
that the fractional part of i/2k, is in [0,1/2), and G*(q,)? which is the sum
when the fractional part is in [1/2,1), so it enough to show (5.107) for [ =3
and [ =4, and we will do it for [ =3 only. We have

In+1
G g =Y Cla.r)l,
j=0
(27kn+kn—1)A([t/An]—kn)

2 —=n/yn n
—7 X; (X5 — X(q,7)7),
knAn/ i=2jkn,

where J,, is the integer part of ([t/A,]+1—2k,)/2k, [J, depends on t, and
all ¢ (q,r);-Z have k,, summands, except the J,th one which may have less].
Note that ¢ (q,r)? is .7-"2"(3. H)kn—measurable, and by successive conditioning
we have E(C(q,7)] [ F3j;, ) = 0. Therefore by a martingale argument (5.107)
will follow if we prove

C(g,r)f =

J(n,t)
. . . n2 ) _
(5.108) qgrgollgs;pllg;pE( E . IC(q,7)7] > =0.
J:

Now, recall (5.105) and (5.100). Then, by (5.4) and standard estimates,
plus (5.104) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, plus (5.3) and successive
conditioning, we get

E((0))* (X7 = X(0,7)])") < KAY?(e(q,7)} + unsg)
and so the expectation in (5.108) is smaller than K(e(q,7); + &4). Hence
(5.108) holds.

Step 5. Now we turn to [ =1 in (5.107). We write G'(q,7)? = G®(q,7)? +
GY(q,7)? where, with the notation A(q,7) = [X, X] - [X(¢,7), X (q,7)],
[t/ An]—kn
G*(q,r)} = Vg, r)i,
i=0

n 1 ~Vvn n
Yar = ((Xi 2 (X
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G =—— (= Z / (s — iAn)2 dA(q,1)s
An/ kn iA

—9(2)Al(q, T)t> :

In this step we prove that G%(q,r)" satisfies (5.107). A simple calculation
shows that [recall the notation g(2),, of (2.8)]

Gar=i [ (B -52)) e+ vlar

where because of (2.10) the remainder term wv(q,r)} satisfies with A’(q,r)
being the variation process of A(q,r),

(g, )] < :1{/4 (A(g,m)u, + (A(g,m)e = A 7)i-2u,))-

n

In the continuous Case C, we have A'(q,7)siwn, — A'(¢,7)s < Kuy,, hence
sup,c, [o(g, )2 < KA
) stu, — A'(q,7)s) < Kuy, so that v(g,r)} 2,0 as n— co. Then if we apply
(2.10) we obtain (5.107) for [ = 6.

Step 6. It remains to prove (5 107) for I = 5. For this we use (5.4) again and
Ito’s formula to get, with Y™ fz A, gn(s—1iA,)dYs for any semimartingale
Y and for t > iA,,

. In the discontinuous Case D we only have E(A'(q,

. 1Ap+un
(X2 - / (s — 1A, d[X, X1,
1A

1Ap+un .
— 9 / X™ig, (s — i) (b ds + o dVV,)
Ay

1A\ p+un )
+2 / Xt dmd
IYANS
1A\ +un )
2 / X g (5 — i)3(5, 2)pa(ds, d2)
iAn v(2)>1/q} o

and a similar expression with (X, b%,0,9) substituted with (X(q,r),b(q,r),
o(q,7),6(q)), so the second term on the right-hand side above vanishes in
this case [remember the last part of (5.105)]. Therefore,

9(q,r)} = 1/4277 0,7, 5)}
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where, using (5.80) and with the notation I(n,i) = (iA,,,iA, + u,], we have

g )= [ X (g ign(s — iAn) ds <bs + / 5(s, z)A(dz>) ,
I(n,i) {19(s,2)|>1}

n(g,r,2); = o X(q,r)8 gn(s — i) (b2 = b(g, 7)s) ds,

Tl(q, T, 3)? = X/(Q7 r)?’ign(s - iAn)Us dWs,
I(n,i)

77((]77”7 4)? = ( )X(q,r)?’ign(s - iAn)(US - U(Qa"”)S) dWs,
I(n,

(g, r5)F = XM g (s — i) dMY,

I(n,i)

n(q,r,6)0 = / / XY (7)™ g (s — in)8(3, 2) (gt — 1) (ds, d).
I(n,i) J~(z)>1/q

Therefore, since n(q,r, j)? for j =3,4,5,6 are martingale increments, (5.107)
for [ =5 will follow if we prove that for all ¢ > 0, and as m — oo,

ji=1,2
(5.109)
[t/An]—Fkn
= lim limsuplimsup AY*E )] —0,
q—00 r—)oop n—>oop " Zz; ‘n(q j)z‘
j=3,4,5,6
(5.110)

[t/ An]—kn
= lim limsuplimsupArllﬂE( Z ‘U(%ﬁﬁ??) — 0.

q—X r—soco  n—oo i—0

Then, standard estimates yield for s € I(n,i) and p > 2 [recall |bf| +
‘b(Q>T)t‘ < Kq]v

E (supl X' (g, 1)} ) < K(e(a, )7 + Al %e,),
t<s

E(sup|X (q,7)} ") < K (@ A2 + AL/,

t<s

E(Sup|Xf’i\2> < KAL?

t<s

and it follows that, since |g,| < K and €(q,7)] < K and ¢, < K and

/ 35, A=) < [ 2(2PA) <o,
{l6(s,2)|>1}
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j=12 = E(nlg,ri)!) < KA (gy/e(a,r)P + AV /E)
7=34,56 = E(n(g,r))r?) < KAYHPAY +e(q,r)! + AL e,).

By Holder’s inequality,

[t/An}*kn 2 [t/An}*kn
AV el <A YT elen)i < Kelgre.
i=0 =0

Since (q,r) — 0 as 7 — oo, for each ¢, whereas e, — 0 as ¢ — 0o. Therefore
we readily obtain (5.109) and (5.110), and the proof is finished.
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