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Abstract

Regularly varying stochastic processes are able to model extremal depen-
dence between process values at locations in random fields. We investigate the
empirical extremogram as an estimator of dependence in the extremes. We pro-
vide conditions to ensure asymptotic normality of the empirical extremogram
centred by a pre-asymptotic version. For max-stable processes with Fréchet
margins we provide conditions such that the empirical extremogram centred by
its true version is asymptotically normal. The results of this paper apply to a
variety of spatial and space-time processes, and to time series models. We apply
our results to max-moving average processes and Brown-Resnick processes.
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1 Introduction

The extremogram measures extremal dependence in a strictly stationary regularly
varying stochastic process and can hence be seen as a correlogram for extreme events.
It was introduced in Davis and Mikosch ﬂﬂ] for time series (also in Fasen et al. ﬂﬁ]),
and they show consistency and asymptotic normality of an empirical extremogram
under weak mixing conditions. Davis et al. ﬂﬂ] give a profound review of the esti-
mation theory for time series with various examples. For a discussion of the role of
the extremogram in dependence modelling of extremes we refer again to ﬂ] As it
is spelt out there, it is the covariance function of indicator functions of exceedance
events in an asymptotic sense. Also in that paper classical mixing conditions as pre-
sented in Ibragimov and Linnik @], on which we rely in our work, are compared
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to the extreme mixing conditions D and D’ often used in extreme value theory (cf.
Embrechts et al. ﬂﬁ], Section 4.4, and Leadbetter et al. ﬂﬂ], Sections 3.1 and 3.2).

The extremogram and its empirical estimate have been formulated for spatial
d-dimensional stochastic processes by Cho et al. ﬂa] and for space-time processes
in Buhl et al. B] and Steinkohl ﬂﬂ], when observed on a regular grid. The ex-
tremogram is defined for strictly stationary regularly varying stochastic processes,
where all finite-dimensional distributions are in the maximum domain of attraction
of some Fréchet distribution. Among other results, based on the seminal paper E]
by Bolthausen, ﬂa] prove a CLT for the empirical extremogram sampled at different
spatial lags, centred by the so-called pre-asymptotic extremogram. Such results also
compare with a CLT for sample space-time covariance estimators derived in Li et al.
], also based on E]

The pre-asymptotic extremogram can be replaced in the CLT by the true one,
if a certain bias condition is satisfied; in particular, the difference between the pre-
asymptotic and the true extremogram must vanish with the same rate as the one
given in the CLT. However, for many processes the assumptions required in ﬂa] are
too restrictive to satisfy this bias condition. We explain this in detail and present two
models which exactly fall into this class; the max-moving average process and the
Brown-Resnick process. These two processes are max-stable with Fréchet margins.

In this paper, we prove a CLT for the empirical extremogram centred by the
pre-asymptotic extremogram for strictly stationary regularly varying stochastic pro-
cesses, which relies on weaker conditions than the CLT stated in ﬂa] Our proof also
partly relies on Bolthausen’s CLT for spatial processes in EL however, we make im-
portant modifications so that the bias condition mentioned above can be satisfied,
and thus a CLT for the empirical extremogram centred by the true one for many
more processes becomes possible. The proof is based on a big block/small block
argument, similarly to ﬂ]

Our interest is of course in a CLT centred by the true extremogram, and whether
such a CLT is possible depends on the specific regularly varying process. If the pro-
cess has finite-dimensional max-stable distributions, in our framework equivalent to
having finite-dimensional Fréchet distributions, we can give conditions such that a
CLT of that kind is possible. Here we need the weaker mixing conditions of our
version of Bolthausen’s CLT compared to ﬂa] Furthermore, under conditions such
that a CLT centred by the true extremogram is not possible, a bias-corrected esti-
mator can be defined, which we do in the accompanying paper Buhl et al. ﬂﬂ] for the
Brown-Resnick process.

Our paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we present the general model
class of strictly stationary regularly varying processes in R? for d € N. We also
define here the extremogram for such processes. In Section 3 we define the empirical
extremogram based on grid observations, and also the pre-asymptotic extremogram.
Section 4 is devoted to the CLT for the empirical extremogram centred by the pre-
asymptotic extremogram and to our examples of max-stable spatial processes; max-
moving average processes and Brown-Resnick processes. We discuss in detail the
problem of a CLT for the empirical extremogram and compare our new conditions



for the CLT to hold with those in previous work, particularly with those given in
Cho et al. ﬂa] For processes with Fréchet margins we prove a CLT for the empirical
extremogram centred by the true extremogram. The proof of the CLT is given in
Section 5.

2 Regularly varying spatial processes

As a natural model class in extreme value theory we consider strictly stationary
regularly varying processes {X(s) : s € R%} for d € N, where all finite-dimensional
distributions are regularly varying (cf. Hult and Lindskog HE] for definitions and
results in a general framework and Resnick HE] for details about multivariate regular
variation). As a prerequisite, we define for every finite set Z C R? the vector

X7:=(X(s):5€1).

Throughout we assume that X7 inherits the strict stationarity from {X(s) : s € R%},
which is guaranteed, if we consider lagged vectors of X7. Furthermore, |Z| denotes
the cardinality of Z. As usual, f(n) ~ g(n) as n — oo means that lim,, % =1
Definition 2.1 (Regularly varying process). A strictly stationary stochastic process
{X(s) : s € R%} is called regularly varying, if there exists some normalising sequence
0 < a, — oo such that P(|X(0)| > a,) ~ n~% as n — oo and for every finite set
ICR?

X v
nd]P’(a—I € > — uz(-), n— oo, (2.1)

for some non-null Radon measure ur on the Borel sets in @m\{O}, where R =
R U{—00,00}. In that case,

pr(C) =z Ppug(C), @ >0,

for every Borel set C' C R‘I‘\{O}. The notation — stands for vague convergence,
and B > 0 is called the index of regular variation.

For every s € R? and 7 = {s} we set p5y(-) = p1y0y(-) =: pu(-), which is justified
by stationarity.

The focus of the present paper is on the extremogram, defined for values in R?
as follows.

Definition 2.2 (Extremogram). Let {X(s) : s € R%} be a strictly stationary reg-
ularly varying process in R%. For two u-continuous Borel sets A and B in R\{0}
(i.e., u(0A) = u(0B) = 0) such that p1(A) > 0, the extremogram is defined as

pap(h) = lim P(X(0)/an € A, X(h)/ay € B)

lim B (0) /0 € A) , heR% (2.2)
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Our goal is to estimate the extremogram for arbitrary strictly stationary regu-
larly varying processes by its empirical version and prove asymptotic properties like
consistency and asymptotic normality. Such results also allow for semiparametric
eétimation in a parametric spatial or space-time model as presented in Buhl et al.

.

Analogous asymptotic results for the empirical extremogram of time series have
been shown in Davis and Mikosch ﬂ] and of d-dimensional random fields in Cho
et al. ﬂa] However, in certain situations, for example in the case of the Brown-
Resnick process ([AI8]), the rates obtained in ﬂa] are too crude to allow for a CLT.
We apply a small block/large block argument in space (similarly to ﬂ] for time
series), which leads to more precise rates in the CLT. Arguments of our proof are
based on spatial mixing conditions, and rely on general results of Bolthausen E] and
Ibragimov and Linnik [20].

3 Large sample properties of the spatial empirical ex-
tremogram

The estimation of the extremogram is based on data observed on
S, =A1,... ,n}d ={s;:7=1,... ,n?}, the regular grid of side length n.
Let || - || be an arbitrary norm on R?. Define the following quantities for v > 0:

B(0,7) = {s € Z%: ||s| <7},
B(s,y) ={s' €Z?:||s—§| <~} =s+ B(0,7), (3.1)
HC{h=s—5:55€S8,}NB(0,7), a finite set of observed lags. (3.2)

We further define the vectorized process {Y'(s) : s € R%} by
Y(S) = XB(S,’)/);

i.e., Y (s) is the vector of values of X with indices in B(s,~) as defined in (3I]). We
introduce the balls B(0, ) in order to express events like {X(s) € A, X(s+h) € B}
or {X(s) € A} for s € R and h € H C B(0,7) as well as Borel sets A, B in R\{0}

through events {Y (s) € C'} for appropriately chosen Borel sets C' in @lB(O’V)‘\{O}.
This notation simplifies the presentation of the proofs of consistency and asymptotic
normality considerably.

For j € Nlet e; be the j-th unit vector in R?. The choice of a regular grid S, can
be extended to arbitrary observation sets provided that they increase to Z¢ and have
boundaries 0S,, := {s € S,, : Iz € Z4\S,, and j € N with ||z—s]|| = ||e;||} satisfying
limy, 00 |085|/|Sn| = 0. The natural extension to grids with different side lengths
does not involve any additional mathematical difficulty, but notational complexity,
since our proofs are based on big/small block arguments common in extreme value
statistics, which are much simpler to formulate for a regular grid.



For fixed n and observations on the grid S,, there will be points s € S, near
the boundary, such that not all components of Y (s) can be observed. However,
since we investigate asymptotic properties for S, and the boundary points become
negligible, this is irrelevant for our results and we suppress such technical details.
As a consequence, our results apply to spatial as well as time series observations,
thus include the frameworks considered in Cho et al. ﬂa] and Davis and Mikosch ﬂ]

We shall also need the following relations and definitions, where the limits exist
by regular variation of {X(s): s € R%}. Let C be a u B(0,y)-continuous Borel set in

R'B(O’V)‘\{O} and C' X D a Tp(g,4)x B(h,y)-continuous Borel set in the product space,
where we define

. Y (0
1B0,)(C) = nll_}n;ond]P’< a( ) € C), (3.3)
. Y (0 Y(h
TB0y)xB(hy)(C X D) = lim ndP( a( ) ¢ C, a( ) ¢ D)- (3.4)

We enumerate the lags in H by H = {hq,...,h,}. Following ideas of Davis and
Mikosch ﬂ] (also used in Cho et al. [6]) we define jip (g )-continuous Borel sets

Dy, ...,Dp, Dpyq in @'B(O’W)‘\{O} by the property
{Y(s) e D;} ={X(s) € A, X(s+ h;) € B} (3.5)

fori=1,...,p, and {Y (s) € Dp41} = {X(s) € A}. Note in particular that, by the
relation between {Y(s) : s € R?} and {X(s) : s € R?} and regular variation, for
every pu-continuous Borel set A4 in R\ {0},

(Y(O)

n

€ Dp+1> = nh_)ngo nﬁP’(w € A> = u(A).

Qn

k50 (Dpir) = Tim P

n—o0
The extremogram can be estimated from data by the following empirical version.

Definition 3.1 (Empirical extremogram). Let {X(s) : s € R?} be a strictly sta-
tionary regularly varying process in RY, observed on Sy, and set S,(h) = {s € S, :
s+hecS,) forhcH. Let A and B be p-continuous Borel sets in R\{0} such that
w(A) > 0. For a sequence m = my — oo and m, = o(n) as n — oo, the empirical
extremogram is defined for h € H as

Te /71N ]]- S)/am s S am
. ) Seg(h) (X (8)/amEA,X (s+h)/amEB}
PABm, (h) = T : (3.6)

S ;S LiX(s)/ameA}

The following pre-asymptotic extremogram plays an important role when proving
asymptotic normality of the empirical extremogram (B.6]).

Definition 3.2 (Pre-asymptotic extremogram). Let {X(s) : s € R} be a strictly
stationary regularly varying process in R, Let A and B be u-continuous Borel sets



in R\{0} such that u(A) > 0. For a sequence m = m, — oo and m, = o(n) as

n — 00, the pre-asymptotic extremogram is defined as

(X(0)/am € A, X (h)/am, € B)
P(X(0)/am € A)

P

pABm, (h) = (3.7)

The next section is devoted to the asymptotic properties of the empirical ex-
tremogram and the inherent bias-variance problem with its solution.

4 Consistency and CLT for the empirical extremogram

In this section we derive relevant asymptotic properties of the empirical extremogram.
First we establish large sample properties of the empirical estimator of u B(O,,Y)(C).
Based on these results, the asymptotic normality is established.

Throughout this section we assume that {X(s) : s € R%} is a strictly stationary
regularly varying process in R?, observed on S,,.

We need the concept of a-mixing for such processes; see e.g. Bolthausen ﬂﬂ] or
Doukhan ﬂﬂ]

Definition 4.1 (a-mixing coefficients and a-mixing). Consider a strictly stationary
random field {X(s) : s € R4} and let d(-,-) be some metric induced by a norm || - |
on Re. For Ay, Ay C Z% set

d(Al,Ag) = inf{Hsl — SQH 81 € A1,82 S A2}

Further, for i = 1,2 denote Fp, = 0{X(s):s € A;} the o-algebra generated by
{X(s): se A}

(i) The a-mixing coefficients are defined for k,¢ € NU{oo} and r > 0 by

ay (1) :=sup{|P(41 N Az) — P(A1)P(As)] :
A; € Fa,, | A1] < kyJAo] < 4,d(Ar,Ag) > 1} (4.1)

(it) The random field is called o-mixing, if o (1) — 0 as r — oo for all k,£ € N.

In what follows we have to control the dependence between vector processes
{Y(s) = Xp(sy) : s € A} and {Y(s) = Xp(s,) : s € Ay} for subsets A} C Z4
with cardinalities |[A]| < k and |A}| < £. In the context of Definition EI], this
means that the A; in (@) are unions of balls A; = UgcparB(s,7). Since v > 0 is
some predetermined finite constant independent of n, we i{eep notation simple by
redefining the a-mixing coefficients with respect to the vector processes as

a (1) :=sup{|P(4; N Az) — P(A)P(As)] :
Ai € ]:Ai’ AZ = USEAQB(Saly)’ |A€l| < k) |Al2| < Ev d( ,17A/2) > 7"}.
(4.2)



Theorem 4.2. Let {X(s) : s € R%) be a strictly stationary regularly varying process,
observed on S, and let H = {hi,...,hy} be a finite set of lags in 74 satisfying
H C B(0,7) for some v > 0. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:

(M1) {X(s) : s € RY} is a-mizing with a-mizing coefficients cu4(r) defined in

@)

There exist sequences m = my,r = r, — 00 with my/n — 0 and ry/m, — 0 as
n — oo such that the following hold:

(M2) m2r2/n — 0.

(M3) For all € > 0:

lim lim sup Z md

k—oo —
"0 hezdk<||h)<rn

IP’( max |X(s)| > ean, max |X(s')] > eam) =0.
se€B(0,y) s'€B(h,y)

(M4) (1) lim mi > an(|k]) =0,
O hezd:||h|>ry,

(i) 32 apq(|h]]) <oo for 2<p+q<4,
hezd

(iii) nh_)rrolo md/nd/? @y pa(rn) =0,

Then the empirical extremogram pagm,(h) for h € H as in BG), centred by the
pre-asymptotic extremogram in [B.1), is asymptotically normal; more precisely,

n \d4/2, d
(5=) " (Basana(B) = pam, (1) oy S N0, m— 00,  (43)
where I1 = pu(A)~*FXF" € RP*P, and the matriz ¥ € RPTUX@H) has for1 <i,j <
p+ 1 components
Si = a0 (D) + D TBm)xBhy) (Di X Di) = 0B (Da), (4.4)
hezZd\ {0}

Yij = 1o,y (Di N Dj) + Z TB(0.)xB(hy) (Di X Dj), i #j. (4.5)
heZd\{0}

The matrix F' consists of a diagonal matriz Iy and a vector Iy in the last column:

F = [Fl,FQ] with (4.6)
Fy = diag(u(A)) € RPP, Fy = (—ppo)(D1),- - =150, (D)) -



Remark 4.3. (i) In the proof (given in Section 5) we use a big block/small block
argument. For simplicity we assume that n/m,, is an integer and subdivide S,, into
(n/my)¢ non-overlapping d-dimensional blocks with side length m,,. Theorem 1 of

Cho et al. 6] divides n? into nd/mn blocks; i.e., their sequence m, corresponds
to our m¢, so that their assumptions look slightly different. In our notation, they
2(d+1

require that m, ) /n — 0 as n — oo, which is more restrictive than condition (M2)
of m2r2/n — 0, and indeed too restrictive for processes such as the max-moving
average process and the Brown-Resnick process discussed below.

(ii) If the choice m, = n”' and r, = n? with 0 < 8y < f; < 1 satisfies conditions
(M3) and (M4), then for 8; € (0,1/2) and B2 € (0, min{f1;1/2 — 51}) the condition
(M2) also holds and we obtain the CLT (4.3]). O

The pre-asymptotic extremogram (3.7) in the central limit theorem can be re-
placed by the theoretical one (2.2)), if it converges to the theoretical extremogram
with the same convergence rate as the empirical extremogram to the pre-asymptotic
extremogram; i.e., if

/2
()" (s ()~ pan () =0, . @)
Relation (A7) does not hold for every strictly stationary regularly varying spatial
process or time series for which ([A3]) is satisfied. Theorem [£.4] states a necessary
and sufficient condition for processes with Fréchet marginal distributions such that
both (A3]) and (£7)) hold. For general regularly varying stochastic processes such a
result would hold under second order conditions on the finite-dimensional regularly
varying distributions of the process, but we do not pursue this topic further.

Theorem 4.4 (CLT for processes with Fréchet margins). Let {X(s): s € R?} be a
strictly stationary maz-stable process in R with standard unit Fréchet margins. Let
paB be its extremogram (22) and pap,m, the corresponding pre-asymptotic version
B for sets A = (a1,a2) and B = (b1,b2) with 0 < a1 < az < 00 and 0 < by <
by < 0o. Assume that the process is observed on Sy, and let H = {hi,...,hy} be a
finite set of lags in Z¢ satisfying H C B(0,7) for some v > 0. Furthermore, suppose
that conditions (M1)-(M4) of Theorem[{-3 hold for appropriately chosen sequences
My, T — 00. Then the limit relation (&) holds if and only if n/m3 — 0 asn — oco.
In this case we obtain

n \4/2, d
(—> (PaBm.(h) = paB(h)),cq — N(0,IT), 1 — o0, (4.8)

My
where I1 is given in Theorem [{.2

Proof. First note that, since all finite-dimensional distributions are max-stable dis-
tributions with standard unit Fréchet margins, they are multivariate regularly vary-
ing. Let V,(h;-,-) be the bivariate exponent measure defined through P(X(0) <



21, X(h) < x9) = exp{—Va(h;x1,x9)} for z1,29 > 0, cf. Beirlant et al. @], Sec-
tion 8.2.2. From Lemma [AJ|(b) we know that for h € H

1
2md

n

pasn.(h) =|pan(h) + 7 V3(R)| (14 0(1)), n— o,

where V;(h) = 192 (V2(hrag, by) + VE(h;ag, by) + Vi (h;ay,be) + VE(h;ar,b1))

az—aq
as given in (AZ3) and appropriate adaptations for as = oo and/or by = oo given in

(A4)). Hence, for h € H,

2
n \4/2 n \4/2V5(h)
(mn> (paBm, () = pa(R) ~ (m%> 2
which converges to 0 if and only if n/m3 — 0. O

Remark 4.5. The requirement n/m3 — 0 as n — oo needed in Theorem EZ]
contradicts the condition mi(dﬂ) /n — 0 required in Cho et al. ﬂa], thus, under the
conditions stated in that paper, only the CLT (&3] centred by the pre-asymptotic
extremogram can be proved. However, n/m3 — 0 as n — oo does not contradict

the assumptions of Theorem above, in particular, the much weaker assumption
(M2).

(ii) From Theorem M4 in relation to Remark (ii) we conclude that we need
to choose ;1 > 1/3 in order to satisfy the CLT (4.8]). This is not a contradiction
to the conditions of Theorem and we conclude that for §; € (1/3,1/2) and
B2 € (0,min{f1;1/2 — 1}), we have

020 (5ap i, (B) = pap(R)) ey = N(O,II), 11— o0, (4.9)
0

We discuss our findings for two prominent examples.

Example 4.6. [Max-moving average (MMA) process|
We start with a model for the process {X(s) : s € Z%} corresponding to the discrete
observation scheme. It has been suggested in Cho et al. ﬂa] based on a time series
model of Davis and Resnick ﬂg] Let Z(s) for s € Z¢ be i.i.d. standard unit Fréchet
random variables and set

X*(s) :=max ¢l Z(s — 2), sez (4.10)

z€ZL?

for some 0 < ¢ < 1. Then {X*(s) : s € Z%} is a stationary maz-moving average
(MMA) process, also considered in equation (25) of ﬂa] As in ﬂa] we deduce the

following marginal distributions. The number N(5) of lag vectors h € Z? with norm
§ = ||h|| is of order O(j9!) and

Vie= Y ol =% ¢IN(j) < 0.

heZzd 0<j<o0

9



The univariate margins are unit Fréchet with scale parameter V7; i.e.,

P(X*(0) <x) = exp{ - %}, x> 0.

Define Qn(j) := |{s € Z¢ : min{|lsll[is + hll} = j}| < 2N(j). With Va(h) :=
Vo(h;1,1) = Zogj<oo Qn(j) ¢, we have for the bivariate margins at lag h € Z9,

P(X*(0) < z, X*(h) < z) = exp{ - @} z> 0.

We standardise the process ([£I0) by setting
X(s) := X*(s)/V1, seZ (4.11)

As a consequence we can choose a,, = m% in Definition 221 We further conclude
that the extremal coefficient (cf. Beirlant et al. ﬂ Section 8.2.7) at lag h € Z¢ for

the process (A1) is given by

o(h) = Z Qn(j (4.12)

0<j<oo

Note that 2—60(h) = v% Zﬁhll/2<j<oo # 2N (j) — Qn(4)], where we use that Qp(j) =
2N (j) for j < ||h||/2; see [6], p. 8.

We now verify the conditions of Theorem B2 for the process {X(s) : s € Z%} as
in ({11 and a chosen set of lags H C B(0,~) for some v > 0.
We start with an upper bound for the a-mixing coefficients oy, ¢(r) for k,¢ € N and
r > 0 defined in (£.2). To simplify notation, we use C' throughout to denote some
positive constant, although the actual value of C' may change from line to line. As
in equation (3.3) of Buhl and Kliippelberg M] we use Corollary 2.2 of Dombry and
Eyi-Minko ﬁﬂ] to deduce

ag(r) < Ckl sup 2 —06(h)
[[R][>r

<Ckl sup > 2N(j) - Qn(h)]

PRI Ry /2< <00
<Ckl > 2N ¢ <Cke Y jTle, (4.13)

r/2<j<co r/2<j<oo

since N(j) is of order O(j4 ') as mentioned above. An integral bound yields for
fixed k, £ € N,

%Améc/pﬁ*ﬁﬁzcmywﬁT@gmg@D (414
< C¢T’/2Z “;kgk' _ O(Td_l ¢r/2)7 (415)
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as 7 — oo. We denote by I'(s,y) = fyoo tsletdt = (s — 1)le™Y Zf;é y'/i! for s € N
the incomplete gamma function. Since 74~ 1¢"/2 — 0, this implies that {X(s) : s €
7} is a-mixing; thus (M1) is satisfied.

Now we verify (M3). To this end we compute for s, s’ € Z% and > 0, using a Taylor
expansion, the limit as x — oo:

P(X(s) >z, X(s') >x)=1-2P(X(0) <z)+P(X(s) <z, X(s) <x)

:1—2exp{—é}+exp{—v2(87_s,)}

Viz
%(2—9(3—3')”0(%)
<8y vro(y)

ls—s'|l/2<j<o0

by [EI3). Hence, for € > 0, as n — oo,

IP’( max X(s)>em?, max X(s’)>emfl>
s€B(0,7) s€B(hn)

Z Z ) > emd, X (s )>emi)

865(07))865(”‘ )

<> 5 n

s€B(0,7) s’eB(h ||S S'||/2<J<00

Z Z {@HS s'||4- 1¢H55H (#)}

s€B(0,7) s'€B(h,7) "

C|B(0 _1 =2y 1
<CBOIE ) - 216" 1 0(2),

where in the second last step we use the same bound as in ([{I3)), and in the last
step we use that ||h|41¢lPI/2 decreases for sufficiently large ||h|. Therefore, we
conclude

lim lim sup Z {mi]P’( max X(s)>emd, max X(s')> emg)}

k—o0 seB(0, s’eB(h,
T hezdik<|h||<rn ©0.7) ()

d
< lim ]jmsup C Z {(Hh” —2 )d 1¢|IhH 2’Y} —|—hmsup O(;;l) 0’

k—o0 — —
T hezdik<||h)|<ry e

since r, = o(my,), where we use for the last inequality that |[{h € Z% : ||h|| < r,}| =
o(ry).
Turning to condition (M4i), using ([@I5), we have as n — oo,

ma Y an([Rl) <Cmi > i ()

hezZd:||h||>ry J>rn

11



< Ot 3 0D 12 < O 200 g2,

J>rn
which follows again from an integral bound. Since
miyr Vg2 = exp{dlog(mn) — | log(6"/?)] + 2(d — 1) log(ra)},
if we choose m,, and r,, such that
log(my,) = o(ry), n — oo, (4.16)

then condition (M4i) is satisfied.
Now observe that for 2 < p + ¢ < 4, using again (£I5]),

Z apq([[P]) < ap,q(0) + Czjd_l apq(J) < apq(0) + Czj2(d_1) $I1? < oo,

hezd Jj>0 j>0

This shows (M4ii).
Finally, we turn to the condition (M4iii) and compute, using (£I3)) and (ZIH),

mg/2nd/20417nd(7’n) < Omf/2nBd)/2,4-1 gra/2
= Cexp {%d log(n) — r,|log(¢)| + glog(mn) + (d — 1)log(ry) }-
Thus, we must choose r,, such that
log(n) = o(r,), n — 0. (4.17)

To satisfy both (4.16]) and ([4I7) and the conditions r,, = o(my,), m, = o(n), we can
thus choose m,, = n”' and 7, = n” with 0 < By < 1 < 1. Hence, Remarks Z3|(ii)
and [L0)(ii) apply such that (L3 holds for 5 € (1/3,1/2) and 5 € (0, min{5y;1/2—
Br})- O

Example 4.7. [Brown-Resnick process]
Consider a strictly stationary Brown-Resnick process, which has representation

X(s) = <7 {fj eWJ’(s)_‘S(s)}, s € R (4.18)
j=1

where {¢; : j € N} are points of a Poisson process on [0, 00) with intensity &~ 2d¢,
the dependence function § is non-negative and conditionally negative definite and
{W;(s) : s € R?} are independent replicates of a Gaussian process {W(s) : s € R}
with stationary increments, W(0) = 0, E[W(s)] = 0, and covariance function

Cov[W (sM), W (s®)] = 6(sM) 4 6(s?) — 5(sM) — s?).

All finite-dimensional distributions are multivariate extreme value distributions with
standard unit Fréchet margins. Representation ([£I8]) goes back to de Haan ] and

12



Giné et al. ﬂﬁ], for more details on Brown-Resnick processes we refer to Brown and
Resnick E], Davis et al. ﬂﬁ], and Kabluchko et al. |21]. Brown-Resnick processes have
been successfully fitted to time series, spatial data and space-time data. Inference
methods include both parametric and semi- or non-parametric approaches. Empirical
studies can for example be found in Buhl and Kliippelberg M], Davis et al. @], Buhl
et al. ﬂﬂ], Cho et al. ﬂa], Huser and Davison ﬂﬁ], Padoan et al. ﬂ2__4|] and Steinkohl

|. This important model is treated in detail in the accompanying paper B] In
that paper it is proved that the mixing conditions of Theorem hold for sequences
rn, = o(my,), my, = o(n) and that we can choose m, = n® and r, = n® with
0 < B2 < By < 1. Hence, Remarks [£3|(ii) and [£.5(ii) apply such that (£9]) holds for
p1 € (1/3,1/2) and B2 € (0, min{f:1;1/2 — p1}). Moreover, we prove there that for
B1 < 1/3, the empirical extremogram can be bias-corrected such that the resulting
empirical estimator satisfies a CLT to the true extremogram. We further derive a
semiparametric estimator for a parametrised extremogram based on a least squares
procedure, investigate its behaviour in a simulation study, and apply it to space-time
data. O

5 Proof of Theorem

The empirical extremogram as defined in ([B.6]) can be viewed as a ratio of estimates
of up0,)(C) and pp() (D) for two suitably chosen sets C' and D. Thus we first
derive a LLN and a CLT for such estimates, formulated in the two Lemmas 5.1l and
below.

We consider estimates of pp(g ) (C), where C'is a pp(g -)-continuous Borel set in

RO \ {0} (i-e. up(0,y)(9C) = 0). In particular, there exists some € > 0 such that

C c {x e RIBON: ||z|| > £}. In view of B3) a natural estimator for 1B(0,)(C) is

- My \ ¢
isomm, (€)= (T1) 2 Lixiacey: (5.1)
sESy m

The proof is based on a big block/small block argument as follows. We choose
sequences m,, and r, satisfying the conditions of Theorem 2], and divide the grid
S, into (n/m,)? big d-dimensional blocks of side length m,,, where for simplicity we
assume that n/m,, is an integer. From those blocks we then cut off smaller blocks,
which consist of the first r,, elements in each of the d dimensions. The large blocks are
then separated (by these small blocks) with at least the distance r,, in all dimensions
and shown to be asymptotically independent. The construction is an extension of
the corresponding time series construction; an interpretation of the big and small
blocks in that framework can be found for example in Davis et al. ] at the end of
page 15.

Lemma 5.1. Let {X(s):s € R%} be a strictly stationary regularly varying process

in RY. Let C be some K B(0,)-continuous Borel set in RO \ {0}. Suppose that
the following mixing conditions are satisfied.

13



(1) {X(s) : s € RY} is a-mizing with a-mizing coefficients ay. () defined in @I).

(2) There exist sequences m := My, r := 1y — 00 with my,/n — 0 and r,/my, — 0
as n — oo such that (M3) and (M}i) hold.

Then, as n — oo,

E[ﬁB(O,v),mn (O)] - :uB(O,'y)(O)v (5'2)
-~ Mn\ 4
Var[fip(0,),m, (C)] ~ (7> (NB(O;y)(C) + ) TBOAxBRy(C X C)>
hezd\{0}
My \ ¢
= (22) 0h0.) (©). (5.3)

If ip(0,,)(C) = 0, B3) is interpreted as Var[fig(o.)m, (C)] = o(my/n). In partic-
ular, we have

~ P
"‘B(On),mn(c) — MB(O,«,)(C), n —r 0. (5.4)

Proof. Strict stationarity and relation ([B.3]) imply that

E[fip(0,),m. (C)] = (%)d Zs: P(%ﬂf) € C) = mi}p(%:) € C)

n

— MB(O,V)(C)v n — 0.

Further observe that

R My, \ 24
Var[fip(0,)m, (C)] = <_) Var[ 3 11{%)60}}

n
seSy,

2d
:(ﬁ) (ndVar[]l{‘%g)ec}]‘i' Z COVH{%@O}’R{%GC}D

n
s,s'eSp
s#s!

=: Ay + As. (55)
By 3) and since P(Y (0)/a, € C') — 0 as n — oo,
m2\d_ Y (0) Y (0) My \ 4
= () (S, <o) (-7 <€) ~ () mwon(©)m0
Let
L=Ln)={h=(s—5§)ecz:55cS,s+5s}

be the set of spatial lags on the observation grid. We divide the spatial lags in L
into different sets. Observe that a spatial lag h = (hq,...,hq) appears in L exactly
1%, (n — |hj|) times. For fixed k € N we therefore have by stationarity

j=1
n \d d d |hj|
(m—n) Ay = m"hZL_Hl<1_T>COV[1{ZES)€O}’1{Z+,?60}]
€L j=

14



= m( X X v )

hel heL heL
o<liml<k  k<lhl<rn RIS
2 |1
,Hl (1= 58 Covltrioncey Ly
‘]:
=: Ay + A + Ass. (5.6)

Concerning As; we have,

Aoy :mi Z ﬁ (1 B @) [P(Y(O) cC, Y (h) c C’) —]P’(Y(O) c C>2]‘

am am am

hel  j=1
0<||r|I <K

We have by (B.3)),

mﬁP(w € 0)2 ~ ,uB(O,,Y)(C’)]P{

am

Y (0

—( ) GC’) — 0, n— oo.
am

Moreover, for h € Z%\ {0}, by 34),

Y(0) _, Y(h)

am am

mg]P’( S C) — TB(O,*y)XB(h;y)(C X C), n — oQ. (57)

Finally, by dominated convergence,

lim limsup Ag; = Z TB(0,7)x B(h,q) (C X C). (5.8)
k—00 n—oo
hezd\{0}
& Inl
As to Ao, observe that for all n > 0 we have [] (1-52) < 1for h € L. Furthermore,
Jj=1

since C' is bounded away from 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that C C {x € @‘B(O’V)l :

|z|| > €}. Hence, we obtain

n n

A < ) mdP(w cc, Y C) erdIP’(m eC)?

hel m m am
k<|[[h[|<rn
1 Y (0 2
< Z {mﬁP(HY(O)H > €am, |V (h)|| > eam) + — (miP( (©) €0)) }
hezd M am
k<|[[h||<rn

From [B3) we know that m¢P(Y (0) € a,,C) — 1B(0,)(C) and, hence, the second
summand can be estimated by (r,,/m,)? — 0 as n — co. The first sum tends to 0
by (M3), exploiting the equivalence of norms on RIZ(©7| and it follows that

lim limsup Ass =0
k—00 n—oo

15



Using the definition of a-mixing for 4; = {Y(0)/a,, € C} and Ay = {Y (h)/an, €
C'}, we obtain,

et ¥ P2 ec X ec) oM oy

heL:||h||>rn Om Om Gm
<mg Y an(lh]) =0, n—oo, (5.9)
heZa:||h||>ry

by condition (M4i).
Summarising these computations, we obtain from (50 and (L.8]) that

My \ ¢
A~ ()Y o€ x0) 0o,
hezd\{0}

and, therefore, (L)) implies (B.3]). Since m,,/n — 0 as n — oo, equations (5.2]) and

(E.3) imply (E.4). O

For the proof of the next lemma, in contrast to Cho et al. ﬂa], we proceed similarl
as in the proofs of Lemma [5.I] above and of Theorem 3.2 of Davis and Mikosch [7]
and keep the sequence r, (instead of m,, in ﬂa]) in (B.I14) as the distance between
the large blocks. This construction allows for the much weaker conditions (M2).

Lemma 5.2. Let {X(s):s € R%) be a strictly stationary regularly varying process
in R, Let the assumptions of Theorem [J-4 hold for some v > 0. Let C be some

I B(0,)-continuous Borel set in RlB(O’V)‘\{O}. Then

e = ()" T [Lnce, ~P(5 7€)

8EOn

/2
= () @010 (C) = 150,71, (O)) 5 N (0,036, (C)), (5:10)

mnp

as n — 00 with [ )m,(C) as in BI), 1p©y)m.(C)) = miP(Y (0)/a, € C)
and 0'%(0 ,Y)(C) given in (B3)).

Proof. Like Cho et al. ﬂa] we follow Lemma 2 in Bolthausen E] and define
I(S) = ]]-{Y(s)/amEC} - P(Y(O)/am S C), seS,. (5.11)
Note that by stationarity,
N My, \ 4/2
SB(0,7),mn = <7) > I(s). (5.12)
SESn

The boundary condition required in equation (1) in Bolthausen E] is trivially satis-
fied for the regular grid &,.

16



We first observe that 0 < E[I(s)I(s")] = Cov|[Liy(s)/anccs Liy(s')/amecy] and, us-
ing (53]) for the asymptotic result, that

My \ ¢

T)TN BH()I()] < o0,

s,8' €74

0< O'2B(07,Y) ~ Var[gg(oﬁ),mn], Var[§B(Oﬁ)7mn] < ( -

(5.13)

such that 3, 70 E[I(8)I(s")] > 0. Finiteness in (5.13) follows from a classic result
found e.g. in Ibragimov and Linnik @], Theorems 17.2.2 and 17.2.3, and the required
summability conditions of the a-mixing coefficients.

Next, we define

Up = (%)d 3 E[I(s)I(s)). (5.14)
it
Decompose
o= (") Y B

ls=s"|<rn

S,S,GSTL s,s'€Sp
lls—s’l|>rn
. mp\ 4
= VarlSpom) = (=) D EH)IE) (5.15)

s,s’ESn
ls=sl>rn

Hence, using the asymptotic result in (5.13)),

Un Fl_(@)‘i% ST EI()I(s))(1 + 0(1)).

Var[S\B(O,y),mn n O-B(On/) (0) s,8'€Sn

[Ils—s’|>rn

Now note that

s,s'€Sp
lls=s’l[>rn

§me Z ﬁ (1 — M)
heL:||h|>rn j=1 n
P ec M ec) - p(ER o))

<md Z api(||k]]) =0, n— oo,
heZ:||h||>ry
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as in (0.9), with a-mixing coefficients defined in ([@.2]). Therefore,
Uy, ~ Var[gB(Oﬁ),mn] — U%(O’W)(C), n — 00. (5.16)

Next we define the standardized quantities
_ IPON _ M \ 4/2
Sn =, 1/253(077)7m7l = Up 1/2 <7) Z I(S)7

SESH
gs,n::vrjlﬂ(%)d/z Z I(s).

n
s'eSp
ls—s'||<rn

We now show condition (b) of Lemma 2 in Bolthausen E] To this end let i € C be
the complex imaginary unit. If lim, .o E[(i/\ —Sn) exp{i)\gn}] =0 for all A\ € R,
then (by Stein’s Lemma) the law of S,, converges to the standard normal one and

we obtain (5.10) by (5.12) and (E.IG).

First note that for arbitrary A € R,
(iX — Sp) exp{irS,}
_ d/2 _
=il exp{i\S,} (1 — v, /2 Z <%) [(S)Ss,n>

n
SES'rL

12 - %d/2 B T T
v, eXp{l)\Sn}Z < n) I(s)(1 — exp{—iASsn} —iASsn)

SESn
_ M\ 4/2 i\(S S
—v Y (7> I(s) exp{—iA(Ssn — Sn)}
SGSn

Since | exp{iz}| =1 for all x € R, we compute

B = o (T2 1s)is)

s,8'€Sp
[ls=slI<rn

and, using (5.14)),

Bi = Dot (PR)] X @) - Y E[Is)s)))|
lls—s"ll<rn ls—s'l[<rn
= Dt (5R)] Y (1)~ Elxs)(sh)] )|,
ls—s'l[<rn
such that

E[\BlP]:)\%gz(%)zd S Y Cov[Is)I(s). I)IE)].

s=s'll<rn [|e—€']|<rn

18



We use definition ([£2]) of the a-mixing coefficients for
Ay ={s,s'} and Ay={L.0},
then |A]],]AS| < 2, and for d(A, A}) we consider the following two cases:

(1) ||s — £|| > 3ry. Then 2r, < (2/3)||s — £|| and d(A},A) > ||s — £|| — 2r,. Since
indicator variables are bounded, by Theorem 17.2.1 of Ibragimov and Linnik

@] we have
Cov [I(s)I(s), I(£)I(€)]] < 402 <||s . 2rn> < 4o (%Hs - eu).

The last inequality holds, since a9 is a decreasing function.

(2) ||ls—£||< 3ry. Set j := min{||s—£|,||s—€|,||s'—2|,||s'"—£|}, then d(A},A}) > j
and, again by Theorem 17.2.1 of |20],

(COV [I(S)I(S/)7I(£)[(el)] S 4ap,q(j)7 2 S p + q S 4.
Therefore,
AN rmy, 24
BB < v2 ( n >

[ > an(Gls-d)+ Y an0)]

||S_£||Z3’f‘n [ls—s’||<rn ||S—£||<37‘n Is—s’||<rn
lle—e/||<rn le—¢/||<rn
402 1, 2d 1
d,. 2d
e s I DR 1 LT) i D]
" heZ:||h|=3rn heZd:||h||<3rn

The last inequality unfolds by stationarity as follows: we obtain n¢ by summation
over all s € S,, whereas r2¢ arises from summation over all s’ and £ such that

|s —&|| <7, and ||€ — €| < ry, respectively. By (M4ii) the sums in brackets are

finite and thus .
E[B) = o (F22)").

which converges to 0 as n — oo by (M2).
Now we show that E[|Bz|] — 0 as n — oo. Since |1 — exp {—iz} —iz| < 22/2 for
x €Rand [I(s)] <1 for s €S,, we find

1.5 _ My, \ 4/2 —2
|B2| < 5)\211” 1z (771) Z SS,n'
seSy,

By stationarity and (B.I4]) for the second equality below,

d/2

Lo _1/2(Mn di a2
< Z m
E[|Bl) < 532 (22) " nE[S,)
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_ %sz,;?»/z(mn)d” md Y S Es)I(s)

n
SESn:||8||<rn 8'ESn:||8||<rn

29 73/2 My \ 4/2 md
()" vt 3 Bl
((%)Mﬂ‘i) - 0((7”? )d/2)=
where we used (5.13) to obtain md > ses, E[I(0)I(s)] = O(1). Again by (M2) we

find that E[|Bz|] — 0 as n — oc.
Next we estimate Bsj:

E[B;] = vE% (@)dﬂ Z E[I(s) exp { —iA(Sen — ?n)}}

I
o

n seSy,
— ( >d/2 Z E[ 8) exp {1)\Un <m7)d/2 I(s/)}]
sESy Hssse,ﬁgrn
:Ug%miﬂndﬂE[[(O) exp {i)\vrté ( ) H’
||S||>Tn

where the last equality holds by stationarity. We use definition (£2]) of the a-mixing
coefficients for
A ={0} and A,={seS,:|s|>ru},

then |[Af| =1, |[AY] < n? and d(A}, A}) > r,. Abbreviate
1 /m,\d/2
R : 2 ('
n(ry) := exp {1)\vn ( - > ” % I(s)},
S Tn

then I(0) and 7(r,) are measurable with respect to Fj, and Fa,, respectively,
where A; = USGA;B(S,’}/) for i = 1,2. Now we apply Theorem 17.2.1 of Ibragimov
and Linnik to obtain

|E[Bs]| < 4’1)7:1/277?1%/277,6[/20417”11(7’”) — 0,
where convergence to 0 is guaranteed by condition (M4iii). O

The proof of Theorem [4.2] follows now similarly as that of Corollary 3.4 in Davis
and Mikosch ﬂ (also used in Theorem 1 in Cho et al. ﬂa]) In order to keep the
paper self—contalned, we summarize the main ideas.

Sketch of the proof of Theorem For Borel sets C, D C @‘B(O’V)I\{O} such
that (1) (D) > 0, define the ratio

P(Y(0)/am € C)

(€. D)= 5570) fam € D)
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and the correspondent empirical estimator
> Liv(s)/amecy
SESK

> Lv(s)/ameD}
SES'!L

R,(C,D) :=

Recall the definition of # = {h1,...,h,}. For 1 <i < pfixalag h; = (h},...,h}) €
‘H and denote as before

d
Sp(h))={s€S,:s+h; €8,} with |S,(h Hn—|h] ) ~n? n— oco.

Then the empirical extremogram as defined in (3:6) for Borel sets A, B in R\{0}
satisfies as n — oo,

> Lix(s)/ameA X (s+h)/ameB}
SESn(hi)

ﬁAB,mn hz ~
(R > Lix(s)/amea}
SG n

> Ly (s)/ameni}

seS s
~ = = Ry(Dj, Dpy1),
> Ly (s)/ameDysi} .

SES'!L

by definition (B3] of the sets D; for ¢ = 1,...,p. Moreover, the pre-asymptotic
extremogram defined in (3.7]) can be written as

(h) = P(X(0)/am € A, X(hi)/am € B) _ P(Y(0)/an € D;)
P P(X(0)/am € A) " P(Y(0)/am € Dpy1)
= Ry (Dj, Dpy1).

This implies that proving (£3]) requires a central limit theorem for the scaled vector
of ratio differences

/2~
<i> [Ru(Di, Dpi1) — Rn(Dy, Dpy1)],_,

mnp

(5.17)

Now observe that for fixed i € {1,...,p},

5 HB(©0,7),ma (Di) 1B(©0,~),m, (Di)
R,(D;,Dpi1) — Ry(Di, Dpy1) = = —
( 1) ( 1) LB0)mn (Dp1)  1BB(0y)mn (Dp+1)

1B(0,7),mn (Ppt1)/HB(0,7),mn (Dp+1)
(ﬂB(O,v),mn (Dp+1))2

X | B(0,7)mn (D) B(0,7)mn (Ppt1) = BB 0.7),mn (Dpt1) B0 7),mn (Di)

1B(0,7),mn (Ppt1)/EB(0,7),mn (Dp+1)
(/LB(O,'y) My, (Dp—l—l ))2
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X [(:aB(O,“/),mn (Di) = 115(0,7),mn (D)) BB(0,),mn (Dp+1)

— (BB (0,7),mn (Dp1) = BB(©0,7),mn (D;D—I-l)):uB(O,'y),mn(Di)]
14 o0p(1)
(11B(0,7) (Dpt1))?

X |:(/~/IB(O,'y),mn (Di) = 1B(0,),mn (Di)) 1t5(0,7) (Dpt1)
- (ﬁB(O,’y),mn (Dp+1) — 1B(0,y),mn (Dp-i-l))NB(O,'y)(Di)]

by B3), Lemma [51] and Slutzky’s lemma. For the vector in (B.I7), recalling that
115(0)(Dp+1) = p(A), and F € RPHDXPHD a5 given in ([@F), we find

no\d/2 -
<_) [Rn(D’inp-i-l) - Rn(DiaDP-i-l)]

mn 74:177]7

18(0,7),mn (D1) = 1B(0,7),m, (D1)

w2 1+ op(1) :
:@_) D2l - '
mn (/LB(O,V)( p+1)) HB(0,y),mn (Dp) — 1B(0,y),mn (Dp)
BB(0,4),mn (Ppt1) = BB 0,~),mn (Dpt1)

()
Amy/  (1B©0y)(Dpr1))

Thus, it remains to prove that

5 F iy, -

n \d/2

(55)" b, S N (0,3, (5.18)
My

where X is given in the statement of the Theorem. This can be done as in Davis and
Mikosch ﬂ], Corollary 3.3 using the Cramér-Wold device and similar ideas as in the
proofs of Lemmas [5.1] and In particular, note that for all 4,5 € {1,...,p+ 1} as
n — oo,

Cov|iiB(0,7),mn (D), BB(0,7),my (Dj)]
my,
~ W(NB(O,V)(DZ' N Dj) + Z TB(0,7)x B(h,y) (Di X DJ'))'

hezd\{0}

O

A Taylor expansion for the pre-asymptotic extremogram

Lemma A.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem [{] hold.
(a) For h € R? the true extremogram is given by

aipan

pap(h) =

= <—V2(a2,b2)—|—Vg(a2,b1)+V2(a1,b2)—V2(a1,b1)>, (A1)
as — aq
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where Va(-,-) = Va(h;-,-) is the bivariate exponent measure (cf. Beirlant et al. ﬂ/,
Section 8.2.2) defined by

P(X(0) <z1,X(h) <z9) = exp{—Va(x1,22)}, x1,22>0.

For A = (a,00) and B = (b,00) we obtain

pap(h) = a(% + % — Va(a, b))- (A2)

(b) For fived h € R? and the sequence m,, satisfying the conditions of Theorem[].3,
the pre-asymptotic extremogram satisfies as n — 0o,

PABm, (h) = (1+0(1)) [PAB(h)“‘ (A.3)

1 a1an

T e (Vi a2, b2) V3 (a2, ) V3 (a1, ba) + Vi (an b)) |

For A = (a,00) and B = (b,00) this reduces to

ﬁwﬂh) —20)(panh) = D). (A4)

paBma (h) =(1+ 0(1)) [ pan(h) +

Proof. Throughout the proof all asymptotic results hold as n — oo. Since {X (s :
s € R?} has standard unit Fréchet margins, we can and do choose a,, = n? in (1))
such that P(X(0) > n¢) =1 — exp{-—n~9} ~ n=%

(a) We first show (A.T]). With this choice of a,,, equation ([22]) is equivalent to

~ im niP(X(0) € nA, X (h) € n?B)
T n95oo ndIP’(X(O) S ndA)

pas(h)

We set A = (a1, a2) and B = (b1, by). For the denominator we obtain by a first order
Taylor expansion

n?P(X(0) € n(ay,az)) =n[P(X(0) < n%ay) — P(X(0) < nlay)]

1 1
1 1 1 1 —
O — - — =BT
ai a2 a1 a2 a1az2

Since by homogeneity Va(kx1,kz2)) = k~'Va(xy,22) for k > 0, we find for the
numerator

n®P((X(0), X (h)) € n%(ay, az) x n(by,bs))

=n? [exp{ — %I@(ag,bg)} — exp{ — %‘/2(&2,121)}
- exp{ - %\é(al,bg)} + exp{ - %Vg(al,bl)}] (A.6)
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= — Va(az, ba) + Va(az, b1) + Va(ar, b2) — Va(ar, by) + O(n™9).

This yields (A.T]).

Furthermore, Va(a,00) = 1/a, Va(co,b) = 1/b and Va(00,00) = 0, see for instance
Resnick ﬂﬁ], p. 268. Together with the fact that the denominator converges to 1/a,
this gives (A.2]).

(b) For an estimate of the pre-asymptotic extremogram we need to improve the

first order asymptotics of part (a). For an interval (a,b) we abbreviate ®,(a,b) :=
exp{—-17Va(a,b)}. From equation (B7) together with (AF) and (A6) we obtain

P(X(0) € méA, X (h) € miB)
P(X(0) € mdA)
®,,(az,ba) — ®p(az, br) — Pplar, ba) + Pp(ar, by)
eXp{_az;mg} - eXP{—al;mgL}
1
1 1
exp{— o m%} - exp{——a1 m%}

|@a(az,b2) — ®(az, by) = u(a,bo) + Pufar, br)

~(ew{ - a;ng} e { - aling}>pAB(h)}

a1az d
1 1
S (1 -+ o(1)

[cpn(aQ, bo) — @y (as, by) — (a1, b)) + ®n(as, by)
—(exp{ - } - exp{ - })PAB(h)} (A7)

asmé a;mé

= pas(h)+

= pas(h)+

By a second order Taylor expansion of @,, it follows that, using (AJ]) and (A5,

paBm, (h) =(1+ 0(1) | pan(h)+
1 a1an

Gy — <V22(a2, by) + Vi (ag, by) + Vi (ay, ba) + Vi (ay, bl))]-

This shows (A3)).
Now let A = (a,00) and B = (b,00). Then ajas/(az —a1) = a1 + o(1) as ag — o0
and the expression in the rectangular bracket in (A.7) becomes

(] = e { - -ee{ - e { - Spvaten)

- (1 - exp{ - ﬁ})pw(’l). (A.8)

Abbreviating V5 := Va(a,b), a second order Taylor expansion gives with (A2) for
the right-hand side of (A.S)),

(1 1>+<1 1><1V 1V2)
amé  2a2md bmd  2h2 m2d md 2 2m2d 2
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o Y A

md  2am2¢)\a " b
S

Solving ([A2)) for V5 gives Vo = Va(a,b) = (1 — pap(h)) + 7 such that we obtain
for the expression in the curly brackets of (A.9)),

1 1.2 1 1 1 1 a

—(1 - h ) -=-=+—= h) = — h)—2- h)—1).
(CL( PAB( ))+ b) a2 b2 + agpAB( ) a2 (pAB( ) b)(pAB( ) )
Going backwards with this expression proves (A.4]). O
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