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Abstract

The strong L2-approximation of occupation time functionals is studied
with respect to discrete observations of a d-dimensional cadlag process. Upper
bounds on the error are obtained under weak assumptions, generalizing pre-
vious results in the literature considerably. The approach relies on regularity
for the marginals of the process and applies also to non-Markovian processes,
such as fractional Brownian motion. The results are used to approximate oc-
cupation times and local times. For Brownian motion, the upper bounds are
shown to be sharp up to a log-factor.
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1 Introduction

The approximation of integral-type functionals for random integrands is a classical
problem. It appears in the study of numerical approximation schemes for stochastic
differential equations (|14, 21, 24]) and in the analysis of statistical methods for
stochastic processes (|5, [8, 16]). Early works focused on choosing optimal sampling
times (|28]) or on random integrands as a tool for Bayesian numerical analysis (cf.
[7] or [27] for an overview). Recently, there has been growing interest in estimating
integral functionals of the form

Ir(f) = / J () dt

for a known measurable function f and an R%valued stochastic process X =
(Xt)o<t<T, T > 0. Such functionals are called occupation time functionals, as they
generalize the occupation time I'7(1,4) of a set A C R4
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Suppose we have access to X;, at discrete time points ¢, = kA,,, where A, = T'/n
and k € {0,...,n}. The paths of f(X) are typically rough, even for smooth f,
allowing only for lower order quadrature rules to approximate I'r(f) (|6]). A natural
estimation scheme is given by the Riemann estimator

Pralf) = 803 F(Xiy ).
k=1

Its theoretical properties have been considered systematically only in few works and
only for rather specific processes X and functions f. The goal of this paper is to
study in a general setting the strong L?(P)-approximation of I'r(f) by I'r.,(f) and
to derive upper bounds on the error, which are explicit in terms of f, T and A,,
and depend on the dimension d only through f. The function f is considered in
Holder or fractional Sobolev spaces. In this way, our results unify and generalize, to
the best of our knowledge, all previous results in the literature and explain previous
results for indicator functions by their Sobolev regularity. In particular, arguing by
Sobolev regularity instead of Holder regularity yields approximations for occupation
times and local times, if they exist. R

The central idea is to expand the L?*(P)-norm of I'r(f) — 'z, (f) in terms of the
bivariate distributions (X, Xy/), 0 <¢,¢ < T, and to derive upper bounds in terms
of either their Lebesgue densities or their characteristic functions. This approach
is therefore generic and not restricted to Markov processes, and covers fractional
Brownian motion and other non-Markovian processes.

For the L*(P)-error, lower bounds can be derived by the conditional expectation
of I'r(f) with respect to the data. For Brownian motion and functions with fractional
Sobolev regularity, this idea is used to prove that the upper bounds are sharp with
respect to A, and T'. In particular, no other quadrature rule can achieve a faster rate
of convergence than the Riemann estimator uniformly over the considered function
class. Deriving similar upper and lower bounds for strong L?(P)-approximations and
p > 2 for processes different from Brownian motion is a challenging problem left for
future research.

Let us shortly review related findings in the literature. Central limit theorems for
Lr(f) — Trn(f) were studied in the case of semimartingales in Chapter 6 of [17] for
f € C?(R?) and by [1] for weakly differentiable functions. The weak error E[T'r(f) —
fT,n( f)] was considered by [14, 21] for bounded f, and here higher regularity of
f does not improve the result. Using different techniques, |10, [11, 12, 21| study
the LP(IP)-error for Holder functions and Markov processes satisfying heat kernel
bounds, in particular, scalar diffusions. |25, 21, (16, [15] approximate occupation times
I'r(1jp); @, b € R and local times for scalar diffusions, while [18] estimate derivatives
of local times for fractional Brownian motion. Surprisingly, for occupation times
and Brownian motion the rate of convergence corresponds to the one obtained for
occupation time functionals and 1/2-Hoélder-continuous functions, which cannot be
explained by the specific analysis for indicator functions. For stationary diffusion
processes with infinitesimal generator in divergence form this is achieved by [2], who
consider fractional Sobolev spaces. Since the proof relies heavily on stationarity and
semigroup theory, it is not clear how this can be generalized. We want to emphasize



that none of the results above applies to general occupation time functionals and
non-Markovian processes.

This paper is organized as follows. Section [2] derives general upper bounds for
bounded or square integrable functions f. In Section [3], several concrete processes
X are studied, namely fractional Brownian motion, Markov processes and processes
with independent increments. This does not cover all possible examples, by far, but
hints at how to derive similar results for other processes. The reader interested in
scalar fractional Brownian motion only may skip to Theorem [l below. The approxi-
mation of occupation and local times is proven only for fractional Brownian motion
(Corollaries[@l [), but the proofs are generic and apply to all other examples. Finally,
Section 4l shows that the upper bounds are sharp for Brownian motion.

Proofs are deferred to the appendix. Let us introduce some notation. In the
following, C' always denotes a positive absolute constant, which may change from
line to line. We write a S b for a < Cb and set [t|a, == [t/An] A, fort >0, ||| is
the usual sup-norm on R? and |[-||z2 the L?-norm. For 0 < s < 1 denote by C*(R?)
and H*(R?) the Holder and fractional Sobolev spaces of order s, that is,

C*RY) = {f + |flloo + I llcx < 00}, [[fllcn = sup L= LW

zHy |z —yl*

H*(RY) = {f  Ifllzz + lflzr= <00}, [ flFe = /Rd |FF @) ful* du,

)

where F f is the Fourier transform of f, which for f € L*(R%) N L?(RY) is given by
Ffu) = [pa f(2)e™d, u e R

2 General L?(P)-upper bounds

Let X = (Xi)o<t<r be a cadlag process on a filtered probability space
(Q,F, (Flo<i<r,P) and let f : R — R be measurable. We want to explicitly al-
low discontinuous functions f. For this we make the standing assumption that the
compositions f(X;) are well-defined random variables. In particular, f bounded or
f € L*(R?) means that f is a function and not only an equivalence class. On the
other hand, if the distribution of X; has a Lebesgue density and f = f almost
everywhere, then f(X,) = f(X,) P-almost surely.

Let (u,v) = ¢(u,t;v,t') = E[e!®X0+iXv)] denote the characteristic function
of the bivariate random variable (X, Xy) € R?? and 0 < t,¢' < T, for t # t' let
(z,y) — p(z,t;y,t') denote its Lebesgue density, if it exists. We always assume that
(x,t,y,t") — plx,t;y,t') and (u,t,v,t') — @(u,t;v,t') are jointly measurable. In
order to handle singularities for the distribution of (X}, Xy) at t =t' and near t =0
(e.g., when Xj is constant), introduce the set

Tr, = {(t,t) €[0,T)? : t > A, t' >t +2A,}. (1)
After these preliminaries we obtain the following general upper bounds.

Proposition 1. Assume that the distributions of the bivariate random wvariables
(X, Xy) have Lebesgue densities p(-,t; -, t") for allt #t', t,t' > 0. Then the following
holds for bounded f:



(i) If t' — p(x,t;y,t") is differentiable for all z,y € RY, 0 < t < t' < T with
Ovp(w, 5 y,) € LY(Tryp), then

IT() = Fral)eey < C [ (70) = S0P+ (),

R2d

T Ap
with w%,’f) = An/ p(x, [ta,;y, t)dt + T/ plx, [t]a,;y,t)dt,
n 0

,U’g"xny) An / |8t'p(x’ ta Y, t,) - at’p(xa LtJ Ans Y, t/)|d(ta t/)
TT,n

(ii) If also t — Oup(x,t;y,t') is differentiable for t < ' with 0% p(z,-;y,-) €
LY(Tz,,), then the upper bound in (i) holds with véi”’y) replaced by

N(” AQ/ 102 .p(z, t;y, t)|d(t, 1)
TT,n

The proof of this proposition is inspired by Theorem 1 of |10, but applies also
to non-Markovian processes. In order to formulate a similar result with respect to
the characteristic functions, we include an additional smoothing by an independent
random variable &.

Proposition 2. Let f € L2(RY) and let & be an R¥-valued random variable, inde-
pendent of X with bounded Lebesque density p.

(i) If t' — @(u,t;v,t') is differentiable for all u,v € RY, 0 < t <t < T with
t' = Opp(u,t;v,t') € LN (Try), then

IT2(F(+6) = Tra(f( +)lzae) < Cllull / NFF)Pwg, + vph)du,
T An
with ng;:An/ |g(u,t)|dt+T/ |g(u, t)|dt,
n 0

,U'%U})L - ANA |8t'90(u7 ta ) 8t’ ( L JAna —u, t/)|d(t7 t/)a

where g(u,t) =2 — 2Rep(u, |t|a,; —u,t).

(ii) If also t — Opp(u,t;v,t') is differentiable for t <t with t — 02,¢(u,t;v,t') €
LY(Tz,,), then the upper bound in (i) holds with Ué«uzl replaced by

W = A2 / 0, £ —, )]t ).
TTn

Due to these two results the L?(IP)-error is controlled by upper bounding

(f(2) = f(y))zp(x,y)d(fc,y),/w [ f (u)*p(u)du,

R2d



with respect to certain weight functions p, p. This naturally suggests to consider f €
C*(RY), H*(R%) and to prove that the weights decay sufficiently fast. For example,
if f € H*(RY), then

/Rd |F f(u)Pp(w)du < | f[ sup [ul ™ p(w). (2)

If also p(x,y) = p(y — x), then the Plancherel theorem shows

(f(z) = fW)’ply — x)d(z,y) = (2m) > / | F f(u)(1— e ") [p(y)d(u, y)

R2d

< Cr sl | ooy, Q

R2d

and so we are left with with studying the weights p, p.
Remark 3.

(i) The regularization with ¢ in Proposition 2] has also been used in Theorem 2
of [1]. The independence of £ allows for using L*-arguments in the proofs, cf.
inequality (I2)) below. We will use in Theorem [l below a different argument
involving Fourier transforms, that demonstrates how we can argue, in principle,
without this additional smoothing. Moreover, no smoothing is necessary for
deriving the lower bounds in Section [4l

(ii)) The upper bounds in Proposition depend only on ¢(u,t;—u,t’) =
E[ei(wXt=Xt)] that is, on increments Xy — X;.

3 Application to examples

3.1 Fractional Brownian motion

Let X be a fractional Brownian motion in R? with Hurst index 0 < H < 1. The d
component processes (Xt(m))ogtg’f form =1,...,d are independent centered Gaus-
sian processes with covariance function

c(t,t') = E[X™ XM = %((t’)QH T =P, o<t < T (4)
For H = 1/2, X is a Brownian motion. For H # 1/2, fractional Brownian motion is
an important example of a non-Markovian process, which is also not a semimartin-
gale.
Both the densities and the characteristic functions of (X;, Xy), 0 <t <t < T,
are explicit by Gaussianity, but it is much easier to upper bound the time derivatives
of the latter one. In the setting of Proposition 2] we have:

Theorem 4. Let X be a d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion with 0 < H < 1,
and let Xo = & be as in Proposition[@. If f € H*(RY), 0 < s < min(1,1/(2H)), then

IT(f) = Trn(Hllz2ey < CllullLNfllaTH2AZH.
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For H = 1/2, this extends Theorem 3.9 of |2] to general dimension d. We see that
the rate Ay 2T improves for more regular f, but never exceeds A,,. In Theorem
we show for H = 1/2 that it is optimal.

In the scalar case, we demonstrate now how the random variable £ in Proposition
can be avoided. The proof is not based on Proposition Pland replaces the role of the

density p by the characteristic function p(u, t; v,t’) to achieve sufficient integrability,
cf. Remark [3

Theorem 5. Let X be a scalar fractional Brownian motion with 0 < H < 1/2. If
feH(R), 0<s <1, is bounded, then

IP2(f) = TralF)llz2ey < CUL oo + [ £1137 max(| £ 1577, 11 £115°)
max(l, T1/4)T1/4*H/2A711/2+3H).

While the rate AY*™# remains unchanged, the factor T%/? from Theorem M@l
changes to T/2=H/2 for T > 1. The proof of the lower bound in Theorem [I6 reveals
that this is necessary for H = 1/2 due to the singularity of the distribution of X
near t = 0. Moreover, for H > 1/2, the proof of Theorem [l yields a slower rate than
AL/2tsH

Our interest in deriving convergence rates for f with fractional Sobolev regularity
is the possibility to approximate occupation times and local times of a scalar process
X. Such rates will now be derived as corollaries from Theorem Bl With respect to the
occupation time of a set [a,b], —0o < a < b < oo, note that f = 1y, € H/?>~(R).

1/2+H/

Theorem [l therefore suggests the rate A 27, but by interpolation we obtain

even an exact result.

Corollary 6. Let X be a scalar fractional Brownian motion with 0 < H < 1 and
let —oo < a < b<oo. If Xog=E& is as in Proposition[d, then the Riemann estimator
for the occupation time of the set [a,b] satisfies

T2 (Las) — Cron (o) L2y < Cllp||2TH2 AL HH2,

with a constant C' independent of a,b. If 0 < H < 1/2 and —oo < a < b < 00, then
also with Xy =0

||FT(1[a,b}) - I—‘\T,n(]-[at,b])||L2(]P’) S Ca,b maX(L T1/4)T1/4_H/2A711/2+H/27
but this time the constant C,; depends on a,b.

On the other hand, let (Lr(a))qecr be the family of local times of X until T, cf.
Chapter 5 of [26]. Formally, Ly(a) = I'r(d,), where §, is the Dirac delta function.
If we use for H*(R) the norm ||f[[ms = ([ [FF(w)]*(1 + |u|?)*du)'/?, then this
allows for defining Sobolev spaces of negative regularity s < 0, which is a space of
distributions. In particular, the Fourier transform (in the sense of distributions) of
0a i8 Foq(u) = e~™ implying 6, € H*(R) for s < —1/2, and so Theorem [l formally
suggests the rate AYFHEE For simplicity, we only consider 0 < H < 1/2, the case
1/2 < H < 1 follows as in Corollary [6] assuming X, = €.




Corollary 7. Let X be a scalar fractional Brownian motion with 0 < H < 1/2 and
set fon(x) = QAN 1 y_pn arnam(x) for z,a € R. Then for any e >0

L1 (a) = Trp(fan) 2@ < Cmax(1, TY2)TYAH2AL2-H/2=¢

For H = 1/2, the results of Corollaries [] [[ have been obtained before ([25],
[21]), but are new for general H. The loss in the rate AR gy Corollary [7 for
arbitrarily small € > 0 is due to a suboptimal moment bound for local times. In case
of a Brownian motion, we can instead use [23] to remove ¢, and recover the rate

A* from [16], improving on Theorem 2.6 of [21].

3.2 Markov processes with heat kernel bounds

Let X be a continuous-time Markov process on R? with transition densities p; s,
0<t<t <T, such that

BU (X)X =] = [ f@pale.dy, = R

for continuous and bounded f. The distribution of (X, Xy), t < ¢/, conditional on
Xy = zy € R? has the density p(z,t;y,t';20) = poi(zo,x)pry(z,y). Suppose the
following;:

Assumption 8. X is a d-dimensional Markov process such that (x,t,y,t') +—
ey (x,y) is jointly measurable and t' — pyy(x,y) is continuously differentiable for
allz,y €RY, 0 <t <t' < T, and such that the heat kernel bounds
Qri(y —
pro(x,y) < Capi(y — ), [Oppre (7, y)] < 0%7
are satisfied, where the (q)o<t<r are probability densities and (t,x) — q(z) is jointly
measurable.

Assumption 9. In addition to Assumption [8, t — Oypiy(x,y) is continuously
differentiable for all z,y € R*, 0 <t <t < T, [o. 2| q¢(2)dx < Ct¥'/ for some
O0<a<2andall0<d <a, and

qv—+(y — x)

|8t2t'pt,t’ (377 y)\ <C (t’ — t)2

Such heat kernel bounds are satisfied for elliptic diffusion processes with suf-
ficiently regular coefficients. In this case the transition densities satisfy the Kol-
mogorov forward equation

Oyprp(x, ) = L'pry(x,-), t < t',xe Rd7

where L* is the adjoint of the infinitesimal generator of X, cf. Chapter 5.7 of [19].
Upper bounds on ypyy, 02 ps follow therefore from bounds on the partial deriva-

tives of (x,y) — prwv(z,y) with g(x) = Ct=42=Clet™ % ", = 9 ¢f. Theorem 9.4.2
of [9]. Important examples for Markov processes satisfying Assumptions [§ and [0 are
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Lévy driven SDEs ( [20, 22]), in particular, a-stable processes. For slightly more
general heat kernel bounds see [11].

Plugging the heat kernel bounds into the abstract bounds of Proposition [l yields
the following. We write P, to indicate the initial value Xy = xy.

Theorem 10. Let X have a bounded Lebesgue density . Under Assumption[d we
have for all f € L?(R?)

IP2(f) = T F)lleze) < Clull 12T A0 (logn)' 2,

while under Assumption[d for f € H*(RY), 0 < s < a/2,

TYV2AL e s < a2,

F —f n 2 < C 1/2 s
ITr(f) = Prn(H)llze < CllpllL N flla {Tl/ZAn(logn)l/Qa s=a/2.

Theorem 11. Under Assumption [8 we have for bounded f
IP2(f) = Tra(Pll2eng) < CllF T AN (logn)'?,
while under Assumption[q for f € C*(R?),0 < s < a/2,

~ TV2ALZHsle s< a2,

IP2() = Pral Py < Cll o {Tl%n(lognm e

These two results unify and generalize previously obtained results for the strong
L?(P)-error for Markov diffusion processes in arbitrary dimension d, up to log-terms.
These are Theorem 2.14 of [12], Theorem 2.1 [11] for bounded f, [10], Theorem 2.3 of
|21] for f € C*(R?) and Theorem 3.7 of |2] for f € H*(R?). The additional log-terms
are not optimal, in general. They are not present for f € H*(R?), for example, when
X is a Brownian motion (Theorem M) or a stationary reversible diffusion process
(Theorem 3.7 of [2]).

Results for occupation or local times can be obtained exactly as in Corollaries [6l
[7 by interpolation in Theorem [I0] and as long as moment bounds for the local times
exist. We want to emphasize that this interpolation does not work using Theorem
[[1l since indicator functions are not well approximated in Holder spaces.

Remark 12. There are different ways to relax the assumption on X in Theorem [I0.

(i) If we are estimating fTTO f(Xy)dt for Ty > 0 using the corresponding Riemann
estimator, then Theorem [I0 remains valid by the Markov property, if X is
replaced by Xr, and ¢ from Assumption [§ is bounded.

(ii) It is enough to upper bound sup,ga ¢:(x) in the proof (cf. Equations (B0) to
[B2) and (28] to (2]))). Since ¢, typically has a singularity near ¢ = 0, this will
yield a slower rate.

(iii) If X, € L?(R%) is not bounded, then we obtain again slower rates, cf. [24].

Remark 13. The assumption on f being bounded in Theorem [I1l can be relaxed by
considering weighted Holder norms, cf. [11), [12].
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3.3 Processes with independent increments

Let X be an additive process on R? with local characteristics (oy, F}, bt)t>0, where
t — o, is a continuous R¥“-valued function, t + b, is a locally integrable R%valued
function and (F})so is a family of positive measures on R? with F;({0}) = 0 and
supg<i<r{ [(|2]* A 1)dFy(z)} < oo, cf. Chapter 14 of [30)].

X is an inhomogeneous Markov process with independent increments, in partic-
ular every Lévy process is an additive process. We can therefore apply the results
from Section as soon as heat kernel bounds are available. In general, however,
it is rather difficult to compute or even upper bound the marginal densities. When
o0, is not invertible at some ¢, the densities might not even exist. On the other
hand, the characteristic functions are known explicitly by the Lévy-Khintchine for-
mula, cf. Theorem 14.1 of [30]. The characteristic function of (X;, Xy), 0 <t < ¢/,
is @(u, t;v,t') = ¥ @+HPoelute) gy 4 ¢ R? with characteristic exponents Uy (w)
equal to

t/ 1t t/ '
Z/ (u, bs)ds — _/ o) ul*ds +/ / (") — 1 —i(u, 2)1{jz<1y)dFs(7)ds.
t 2/ t JRd -

For concrete bounds suppose the following:

Assumption 14. X is a d-dimensional additive process with characteristic expo-
nents satisfying for 0 <t <t' < T, u € R?

|6\yt’t/(u)| < Ce_c‘“mt,_t), |y (u)| < Cmax(1, |u|a*)|t/ — 1,
where 0 < a <2, 8> 0 are such that 0 < (1 + f) < 2, a* = max(1,a(1+ f)).

This assumption holds, for example, if X is a generalized a-stable process with
a* = « or with time varying stability index t — a(1+ 5;), 0 < 8; < 8. On the other
hand, if 0,0, is non-degenerate for all ¢, then a* = o = 2 (use Equation 8.9 of Sato
[29]).

Theorem 15. Grant Assumption and let Xy have a bounded Lebesque density
. Then:

(i) If f € H*(R?), 0 < s < a*/2, then

IP(f) = Tran(Hllz2ey < CllullL? max(Lf ||z, 1L ) T2 A2

(it) If o =0, then for f € L*(R) the upper bound is C||u||s02|| f|| 2 (T2 + T)A,.
If —C(t' —t) < Uy p(u) <0 fort' >t, then T2 + T can be replaced by T2,

If o = «, then the rate in (i) is AY*T/% a5 in Theorem [0, but without the
(logn)'/2-term. a* = 0 holds for a compound Poisson process. In this case, ¥, »(u) =
[t —t] [ra(e"™® — 1)dF () for a finite measure F, and so Wy y(u) is bounded. The
improved bound in (ii) applies, if F' is symmetric. For stationary X this has been
shown also in Section 3.1 of |2]. As above, we can argue as in Corollaries [6] and [7]
to obtain estimates for occupation times and local times of X, as long as the latter
exist.



4  Sharpness of upper bounds for Brownian motion

Recall from Theorems [ and [ that the upper bound for the L?(P)-error with respect

to the Riemann estimator an(f) is of order A2 as n — oo for f € H*(RY)
and when X is a Brownian motion. We prove now that this rate is sharp up to a
log-factor uniformly in H*(R%).

The key idea of the following proof, which extends Theorem 5 of [1], is that the
minimal L?(P)-error is achieved by the conditional expectation,

IT7(f) — fHLQ(lP’) > [[Tr(f) = E[L2(f)|Gn]ll L2

where T is any square integrable estimator of I'r(f), being measurable with respect
to the sigma field G, = o(X;, : k € {0,...,n}). When X is a Brownian motion, the
conditional expectation can be computed explicitly. The only other explicit lower
bound in the literature is Proposition 2.3 of [25] for f = 1j9,«) and a scalar Brownian
motion.

Theorem 16. Let X be a d-dimensional Brownian motion and define for 0 < s <1

1

,u € RY.
(1 4 [uf)>+42log(1 + |ul)

f*=Flg, with g(u) =

Then f* € H*(R?) and we have the asymptotic lower bound

liminf inf (log(A; ) F20p(f%) = Pllpae) ) = €TV >0,

Py n
n—oo T

where T is any square integrable estimator for Tp(f*) based on (Xt )keqo,..my- In
(145)/2

particular, the rate Ay, , achieved by the Riemann estimator an( f), is sharp
up to a log-factor uniformly for f € H*(R?).
If X is not constant, then the time dependency in the error necessarily increases.

Corollary 17. Consider the setting of Theorem[18. If Xy is independent of X — X
and has a Lebesgue density pu with nonnegative and Fourier transform Fu € L*(RY),
then

lim inf inf (log(A’l/Q)A;(”s)/Q||PT( - f||L2(P)) > OTY? > 0.

n
n—o0 T

Appendix A: Proofs

A.1 Proof of Proposition [
Proof. (i). Recall the definition of Tr,, from (IJ) and set

T, ={(t,t) €[0,T) : t > A, t' >t +4A,} (5)
For 0 <t,t/ <T let

Erp = E[(f(Xe) = f(Xya, N (Xer) = (X rya, )] (6)
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Using symmetry decompose

()~ Prn Dl = [ Bt #) = A+ 24 24, 7

with A; = / Lje—vj<sany Bred(t, 1),
[An,T]?

T Ay
AQ - / / Etﬂf/dt/dt, Ag - / Etﬂf/d(t,t,).
A, JO Tn

For the result it is enough to show with

T Ay
W& = A, /A p(a, |t a5 g )t + T / P, |t ass s D),
n 0

véﬁly) = An / |8t/p('r7 t? Y, t/) - 3t/p(:v, LtJ Ans Yy t/)‘d(ta tl)7
Tr

,n

that
A+l 5 [ (50) = F) Pt ), ©
A5 [ (@) = F)Pef ) ©

For the first part a rough argument suffices. Observe that |E; | < %Et,t + %Eﬂt/.
The claim in (8] follows therefore from |A;] < A, [ Zn E,.dt,

T rA, T Ap
| As| / / (Ery + Eypy)dt'dt < A, / Eydt+T / E.dt,  (10)
nJ0 0 0

and Eyy = [poa(f(x) — f(y))*p(x, [t] A, y, t)d(z,y). With respect to (@), the regu-
larity assumptions on the joint densities are crucial. Consider (¢,t') € T,,. Clearly,

Ep = » () fy)ip(z, t;y, 1) —plz, t;y, [t']a,)

— (@, [t any, 1) + 0@, [Han v, [F]a,)}d(z, y).

Here comes the main insight: If f(z) is replaced in this equality by f(y), then the
d(z,y)-integral vanishes. The same holds with f(y) replaced by f(x). This allows
two modifications in the last display. First, replace f(x)f(y) by —1/2(f(z) — f(y))?
and second, use differentiability of the joint density. Then the last display reduces
to

- 1 (f(ZL‘) - f(y))Q/L {8Tp(l‘,t;y,7“) - arp(xv LtJAn;y,r)}drd(x,y). (11)

2 R2d t/JAn

If (t,#) € T, and [t'|a, <7 <t then (t,7) € Tr, and [t —r| < A,,. Integrating
in the last display over t,t' € T,, it can therefore be upper bounded by a double
integral over (¢,7) € Ty, yielding an additional A,,. This implies ().
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(ii). It is enough to prove (@) with f»f,f;f/) = A2 fTT |02 p(x, t;y,t')|d(t, ') instead

of v Asin (i), (t,¢) € Ty and [t]a, <7 <t [t|a, <7 <t imply (r,7") € Tr,,
and |t — r|,|t' — | < A,. Since t — 0,p(x,t;y,r) is differentiable, the dr-integral
in (II)) equals fftl'JAn fftJAn 02 p(x,r;y,r")drdr’, which can be upper bounded by a
double integral, incurring in all an additional A2. From this the result is obtained.

]

A.2 Proof of Proposition

Proof. (i). Let Tr,, and T,, be as in the proof of Proposition [l By independence of
¢ we have

IT2(f(- + &) = Tralf (- + O)Zae)
= [ 2| (vt o) = Fats+ 00) | ntoras

Sl [ B[ (Crtr+0) = Frats4a) | do (12)

= [lplloo(2m) 7 /Rd [Ff (@) P|[Tr(e"7) = D () [ 2pydu, (13)

using the Plancherel Theorem in the last line. For u € R?, 0 < t, ¢/ < T, set
B, = EKei(u,Xt) . ei(u,XLtJAn)xei(fu,Xt,) . €i<7u,XLt,JAn))]

= p(u,t; —u,t') — p(u, t; —u, [t'] a,)
= p(u, [t]a,; —u ) + o(u, [t]a,; —u, []a,)-
Write [|[Tp(ef)) — D (eX0) |72y @ Jio.p2 Brpd(t, ) = A} +2A5 +2A5, with A,

i =1,2,3 as in (7)) above, but with E;; replaced by E},. For the result it is enough
to show, with

T Ay
W) = A, /A g, £)|dt + T / g, ) dt,
n 0

v = An/T |0vp(u, t; —u, t') = Opep(u, [t]a,; —u, t')|d(t, 1),
T

,n

that
|AY] + |AY] S wi), (14)
A4 < of. (15)

For t = ¢, B, = E}, and so B}, = 2 — 2Re(¢(u, [t]a,; —u,t)) = g(u,t). ()
follows immediately as for A;, Ay in the proof of Proposition [ again with £},
instead of E; . On the other hand, differentiability of the characteristic functions
for (¢,t') € T, shows

t/
E;ft, = / {0yp(u, t; —u,r) — Opp(u, [t A, ; —u,r)}dr. (16)
L

t] An

12



Arguing as after (II]) above yields (I5]) and thus the result.
(ii). It is enough to prove (IH) with @(TUZL = A2 ‘fTT,n |02, (u, t; —u, t')|d(t,t') in-

stead of vgpuzb As in the proof of Proposition [Il for this it suffices to note by differen-
tiability of r — 0,p(u, 7; —u, ') that B, = ILZ/JA thtJA 02 vo(u, vy —u, r')drdr’. O

A.3 Proofs of Section 3.1

Observe first the following elementary lemma, which will be used frequently.

Lemma 18. We have for a, 3,7 € R:

T T
1 e o
/ /t+2A Wdt/dt 5 T? B 7(1{06_’_7:1} logn + 1{04-1-«/7&1} max(l, noty 1))
- (1gp=y logn + 11y max(1,n71)).

Proof. By the changes of variables t = Tr, t' = Tr" we have

T T 1 1-2/n 1 1
/ / TR dt’dt:Tzaﬁ“’/ _B/ ——————dr'dr.
A, Jrgon, [t =t () i/n 7 Jr2/m | —r|*(r')

For fixed r the dr’-integral equals

1—r 1
1 , 1 , .
/2 L S /z/n (yee @ S Hatr=1 1081 4 Lasgpery max(l, n™7 ),
and the same upper bound applies to the dr-integral with S instead of o +~. 0O

If X is a fractional Brownian motion, then the distribution of (X, Xy), t # t/,
is Gaussian and its characteristic function is ¢(u,t;v,t') = e~ 3% (W) with

Crr(u,v) = [ul "t + [ () + 2(u, v)e(t, 1),

where we recall the covariance function ¢(¢,t') from (). A simple computation shows
/ 1 /
at’QO(uv tu v, t ) = _éat'q)tyt' (u7 ’U)(,O(U, tu v, t )7

1 1
O o(u, tyv,t) = ( — §8ft/<1>t,t/ (u,v) + Z&@W (1, 0)Op Py (u, v)) o(u, t;v,t'),

_ 2H(<u + 0, U><t/)2H71 o <u,v)|t’ o t|2H71)’
= 2H ({u, u+ )27 — (u, )|t — 21,
=2H(2H — 1){u,v)|t' — t|*2. (17)

)
with &y (I)t,t/ (u, ’U)
@@t,t/ (u, ’U)

aft/ (I)t,t/ (u, ’U)

Self-similarity of a fractional Brownian motion also implies (X¢)o<t<r ~
(T" Xy /7)o<t<r, and therefore

o(u, t;v, t') ch(THu,t/T;THv,t'/T) , (18)
Oy @iy (u,v) = T 205, Oyyrp 7 (T, TM0) (19)
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and similarly for Oy @, (u, v), 0;P¢p (u, v). In order to upper bound the characteristic
function, we use that a fractional Brownian motion is locally nondeterministic, cf.
[31, 3], that is, for ' > r
P, . (u,v) = Var((v, X,y — X,.) + (u+ v, X,))
> O — [ 4 (u +v)*r?*H).

In particular,

o, 10, 1) < Ol TP -Cu (20)
With this let us prove the two theorems and Corollary [7
Proof of Theorem[). 1t is easily checked by a look at (I7)) that the assumptions of
Proposition 2{(i,ii) are satisfied with Xy = ¢ X — X, independent of X,. For T' =1
and v = —u we have in (I7)

Dy (u, —u) = |u|2|t/— ‘QH
8tq)t t’( u, U) = 8t/q)t t (U —U) = 2H|U| |t ‘QH_l,
%@y (u, —u) = —2H(2H — 1)|u*|t’ —¢t|*" 2,
)

!/

857()0( —u,t (H(ZH— 1)|u|2|t1_t|2H—2+H2|u|4|t/_t|4H—2)6_%u|2|t/_t2H'

Consequently, with g(u,t) = 2(1 — e alulli=ltlan*™y,
T Aqp
wf =8 [ lgtutide+ [ lgtust)de
Ay 0
1 . Ay, .
SAn/ (lu*t = [t]a, ") dt+/ (e = [t]a, )" dt < A= |ul>.
Ay 0
On the other hand, by (I7) and sup,-¢(z*e™*) < 1, we find
= [ ottt )
Tr
g Ai/ (\uﬂt/ - t‘2H72 + \u\4|t’ - t‘4H2> €7é‘u|2|tl7t‘2Hd(t, f}l)
Tl,n
< AZ‘U‘Q/ |t/ . t‘2H72€7%|u\2\t’7t|2Hd(t’ f}l)
Tl ,n
< A2Juf? / R
n Jt4+2A,
< azjult [ (@t ar @
concluding by the definition of the set Ty, in () for the last two inequalities. If

2sH < 1, then using sup,q(z7e™*) < 1 for v = 2sH gives

1
S A [P S AL
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while if 2s H = 1, then using in (ZI)) the change of variables |u|?(#)!/* 2 shows
‘2

u
|u|28A2 / Z—se—%zdz 5 Ai|u|28 — Ai+28H|U|28,
0

O <
implying (??) for all 0 < s < min(1,1/(2H)). This proves w'" ,2 + v%“n < AbLF2sH |y |2
and therefore the result for 7' = 1. For general T" we only note by the self-similarity

H
identities in (I8), (T9) that w(”) - U(TZL Tz(wﬂ g fjﬂ . O

Proof of Theorem[d. Since X, may not have a density, the error of the Riemann
estimator on [0, 2A,] can generally not be controlled by the L?-norm of f, but for
bounded f we have

HFT< >—fT,n< Plllzzey < 41 looln + Rul(f),

with R,(f) = Hfm — f(X|t)a,))dt|| 2y~ In order to prove
R.(f) < H/ max(|| |32, [|F1155°) max(1, THATYAHR AL - (29)

note that smooth and compactly supported functions are dense in H*(R%). We can
therefore always find a sequence of such functions f© with ||f© — f| 2, ||f© —
fllzs = 0 as e — 0. Moreover, as the distribution of each X;, ¢ > 0, has a Lebesgue
density, this means that also the error terms converge

/2 (FOX) = FO(X o, )t - / () = T (X,

An

in L?(PP) and so it is enough to show (22) for a smooth and Compactly supported f.
For such f we have by Fourier inversion f = fR Ff(u)e ™ du and thus

R.(f)?=@2m) 2 [ Ffu)Ff(v / / E}ydtdt'd(u,v),
RQ
where for u,v € R and (cf. £}, in the proof of Proposition [2)

EZ;;) = QO(’LL, v, t,) - (p(ua t;v, Lt/J An) - QO(’LL, LtJAn; v, t/) + (p(u’ LtJ Ay U, Lt,J An)?

By symmetry in u,v and ¢,t we decompose the previous display similar to () into

@m)? [ Frw)Ffw) /{m L isnny ES2d(t, £)d(u, v)

+ (2m) 72 g Ffw)Fflv / /+4A 2B dt' dtd(u, v). (23)

Ift >2A, and t' >t + 4A,,, then by (I7)

/ / / / 02 p(u, v, 7" dr'drdt' dt
t+4A, 28n Jt+4An I [t]a, Y ¥ A,

<A2/ / } mpurvr}drdr
n Jt+4A,

S AL uvl (Uénuv ZU%’ u,0) PUE (u, >1/2>, (24)

t,t

Endt dt‘
28,

15



with

T T
U}fi(u,v) luv| T5A 2SH/ / 102, @, (u, v)|p(u, r; v, 7")dr'dr,
20, Jt+4A,

>

T
U (u,0) = [ul A} 2SH/ / 98 (u, v)p(u,r5 0, 07)dr'dr,
20, Jt+4A,

A
U’ﬁi)(uav) [o| 725 A) /T / gﬁgr’,j) v)p(u, r; v, r")dr'dr,
27, Jt+aa,
and with
9% (u,v) = [u* o] fu + o) 2T gOD ) = [uf 2] fu 4 oA,
g£2r2)(u’v) — |uf2Jo||r — 2T 953;2)( ) = |o+ w22
9£2r3 (u,v) = [u*|u+v||r’ —r|* 72 gfjgr?’)( V) = |ul[v]|u + v|rtH2,
g (u,v) = [ullr — 72 g% (u,0) = [of ' — M2,

On the other hand, when t,t' > 2A,, [t — /| < 3A, and t < |t'|a,, noting that
the characteristic functions ¢ (u,t;v,t’) are bounded by 1 and using (20) with ¢ <
[]a, <7

t/

|g0(u,t;v,t') - (,O(U,t;’l}, Lt/JAn)| 5 (/L

A,

|0y p(u, t; v, 7" dr')

t s
S (/ lu + v| [o] (7)1 + |u||r’ — t|2H1)d7’/> o~ Cluto)?2H
|

t]an

< A (Jy 4 o] [ + |uw]®) e~ Clute)® min(t1¢]an)*

Y

The same upper bound holds up to a constant when ¢t > ¢’, and when |t/ |, <t <t
by arguing as above on each of the summands in

|S0(u7t7 U,t/) - QO(U,IZ U,t)| + |S0(u7t7 U,t) - (P(U, ta v, LtlJ An)| ’

and consequently,

/ 1{\t—t’\§3An}Et t/d(t t)
[2A,,T]2
t+3A,
5 AiSH/ / (|u + ’U|S |’U|S + |uv|8) e_C(u+v)2(t_A”)2Hdt/dt
2An,T]
= AL (ol UR (- 0) + e U (u4-0) )

with U:E“47)L(U) :/ t—sHe—CUQtQHdt’ U’1(“57)7/(u) :/ B_CUQtQHdt.
’ [An,T] ’ N
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Combining this with ([24]), ([23)) we conclude by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

AZBHR ()2 < / FF@F )] (0P UL (w4 0) + [av U (u+ 0))d (u, 0)

/ |F £ ()] |F f(0)] [uv]* (U (u, v +ZUT2; (u, 0)Y2URD (u, 0) /) d (u, v)

7j=1

4 5
SNl I ez OS2+ 1111 Ué,LHLl

1/2 1/2
+ 1 £ 117 (sup/ U:(Flzl(u,v)dv) (sup/ Ui (u, v)du)
ueR JR veR JR

4 . 1/2 1/2
s E (sup/ Uégi)(u,v)du) (sup/Ugn)(u v)dv) .
o1 \weR Jr ueR JR

In order to obtain (22]) we are therefore left with showing

HS

TS e, (USR0S max(1, TV2)TY?7H,

sup/ U ' (u,v)dv, sup/ U}Z’)n(u,v)du <TVH i=1,2,3. (25)
R R

u€eR veER

The first line follows from integrating with respect to u. With respect to the second
one, using the self-similarity relation (I8]), we have

sup/ U})n(u v)dv =T Hsup/ Ul(fgl(u,v)dv,
R R

ueR u€eR

and similarly when integrating with respect to u. It is therefore enough to consider
only T = 1. Observe first from (20) and from sup,-,z’e71*l < 1 for 3 > 0 and
u,v € R using also |u| < |u + v| + |v], the inequalities

“BH —Cw2|y —r2H _ 2,.2H
ut ol plu 7 v, 1Y) § r e O

Y

~Y

P10 o (u, 75 0,7) S (P — | TP g | — | T g OVl P Clue)

Together with [, e=¢(+v) 2 Jp et 2 gy e e~ qy < r~H  this im-
plies

/|uv|_5|8fr/<1>r7r/(u,v)|cp(u,r;v,r’)dv
R

g TsH72H‘T/ . T‘3H+H72 + T7H|7’/ . T|23H72

Y
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which also holds when integrating with respect to du instead of dv, as well as
/ |u| 2897’7’ ) (u,r;v,r')dv 5 |T,—T|28H_3H(T,)4H_27‘_1_H,
/ ‘U| 23grr ) (u,'r’; v,'r”)du 5 7,2sH72H—1 4 ‘TI . T|23H72HT71’

/ |u|_259( )(u v)cp(u,r;v,r')dv < Tst—3H|r/ _ T|2H—2 + |T/ _ ,r|25H—2,r—H’

TT

[l o)t v S o7 = o e,

/ Ju|~ 2ng ), i, ) dy < 7,25H74H‘Tl _ 7,‘3H72 + - T|23H72T7H
/ |U| ZSgTT ) (U’T;U’T/)du§TH—2|TI_T|25H—2+|,',,/_,',,|25H—3H7,,2H—2
J R O e e e e
J e e e e

Plugging these estimates into the definitions of the Ul(zzl(u, v)withsH < H, H <1/2
and using Lemma [I§ yields (28], and thus finishes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary[@. We use an approximation argument similar to Theorem 3.6
of [2] for f = 14 Let first H > 1/2 and let a,b be finite. Consider the smooth
convolution approximation f. = f * ¢., where p.(7) = e lp(e7tx) for € > 0 and
a smooth ¢ with support in [—1,1], [ ¢(z)dz = 1. Then f. € H'(R?) and for
sufficiently small ¢, f — f. is supported in A=[a—¢, a+e]U[b—¢, b+¢]. Consequently,
|7~ £ S ¢ and

2

1ol == /'f Wy — 11(2)

-

and the implied constants are independent of a,b. By Theorem [ with s = 0 and
s = 1 this means

2
dr <&,

/ (F(x) = Fx +e9)@(y)dy

IC2(f) = Prn(Hllzzey < W02 (F = £) = Prnlf = fo)lzacey + I02(f) = Prnl £ l2ce
Sl (1 = Sl T2 AN 4 | ol T2 A2
S wllPT2AY? (e + 27 AT) .

The claim for finite a, b follows with e = A2 Since the upper bound is independent
of a, b, letting a — —oo and b — oo yields the claim for all a,b and H > 1/2. The
proof for H < 1/2 follows in the same way from Theorem [l noting || f||oc, || felloo <

but this time || f]|z2 and thus the implied constants above depend on a, b. D
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Proof of Corollaryl. We have from Corollary
1Zr(a) = Trn(fan) |2 S 1L0(a) = Tr(fon)ll2) + max(L, TVATVA IR AL,

Self-similarity of X implies that Ly has the same distribution as T'"7L,(T—#.).
By the occupation time formula, cf. [13], this means also fOT Jan(Xp)dt =
Jo fan (@) Ly(2)da and T [0 fo . (2) Ly (T~ " z)dx have the same distribution. With
Jo fan(z)dz =1,

1
[Lr(a) = Tr(fan)llz2@) S TlH/ IL(T ™" a) = L(T~"(AY 2 + a)) | 2y do
-1

1
< TiH / (T AR de < THHAHATHE
-1

uniformly in @ € R with v < (1—H)/(2H), where the last line follows from moment

bounds for the local time (e.g., [4] or Equation 4.18 of [31]). Choosing v arbitrarily
close to (1 — H)/(2H) gives the result. O

A.4 Proof of Theorem 10

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume f to be smooth and compactly sup-
ported. Indeed, we can always find a sequence of smooth and compactly supported
functions f© with || — f|lz2, | f© — fllgs — 0 as € — 0. Since the distribu-
tion of each X;, t > 0, has a Lebesgue density, this means I'r(f)) — TI'z(f) and
IA“T,n( f@) — an( f) in L?(P) and so the claim of the theorem transfers from f©) to

3

The density of (X, Xy) for t < t, xy € R4 is pt,a;t,y) =
[ p(t, 2t y; xo)p(xo)dro. As pis bounded,

[ vl = au)ae-s(y — htan)dan < iy - ).
R

The respective heat kernel bounds from Assumptions [§ and [ yield then, using (30),

BI), B2) above,

p(@, 6y, 1) S llplloogy—(y — @), (26)
1
[Bep(a, by, )] S Nlptlloo s a4y — ), (27)
1 1

(e 9. 00) S il Gy + g e — ) (28)

t(t' —
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This means
T Anp
wi? < An/ p(z, LtJAn;y,t)dHT/ p(, [t]a,;y, t)dt
! T ’ An
Sl [ avsty—ait+T [ sty oy
i <A, /T |Oup(z, 5y, ') — Opp(x, [t]a,; y, t)|d(t, t)
Tn

1
Sl [ ey =) + i, (0= 2t ),
T,n

. 1 1
,U%ny) S ||:u||ooA$L fTT,n(t(t’ _ t) + (t, — t)z)qt/_t(y — {L‘)d(t,t’)

Moreover, ([B]) and Assumption @ with p = ¢y, show for 0 < s < a/2
[ 0@ = 50 oty - )de.) (29)
R

S [ oPoae-i(dy S 1Bl =t

Proposition [Ii(i,ii) then yields for s =0
() = Pralae S [ () = SV + o))

R2d

<l F122(A0T + A, /

TT,n

d(t,t
5 d(t, 1)),

while for s > 0 we get instead the upper bound

1 1
2 (T AL A2 / d(t,t)).
H:u”oo”fHH ( n + n ’]I‘T’n(t(t/ _t)l—QS/a + (t, _t)2—28/a> ( ’ ))

The result follows from Lemma [I8| O

A.5 Proof of Theorem [I1]

Proof of Theorem[11. Under Assumptions [ and [ respectively, the required in-
tegrabilities of Oyp(x,t;y,t';x0) and 0% p(z,t;y,t';x¢) follow from continuity of
Oppry(z,y) and 0%,pyy(z,y) on Tr,. Formally, we have for ¢ < ¢/

Opp(x, t;y,t's x0) = pot(zo, x)Oppry (x,y),
OZp(x, t;y, s 20) = Oupo.t(T0, ©) Dy pew (2,y) + pot(To, )0 pew (2,Y).

Proposition [I(i,ii) yields with P,, and p(x,t;y,t;zo) instead of P and p(x,t;y,t")
for bounded f or f € C*(R?), respectively, that

IT27) = PraDlEsen S [ () = FODP2 + o2 )io
<41 [ @D o),
R2d

2 /uw |lr — y|25(w§f;ly) + 17%;Ly))d(x, ).

IP(f) = Tl F) 2.,y S 1]
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The heat kernel bounds on p;p and the formal derivatives of p(x,t;y,t'; xy) above
show

P(xa t;y, t'; $0) N Qt(ff - $0)Qt'—t(?/ - x)) (30)
1
|Ovp(z,t;y, 1" 30)| S (@ = 2o)ar—(y — ), (31)
1 1
|0p(, 15y, 15 w0)| S (t@, = t>2)qt(;1: — 20)qr—+(y — T). (32)

Recall that the ¢; are probability densities. Using ([B0) and (BII) we have
[+ ooy
R2d
Ap
S A, / / t]a,;y:t) :vydt+T/ / tan;y, t)d(z,y)dt
RQd RQd
o, / 0up (e, t5,t') = D, 1] 53, )00, 1)
TTn R2d

STA, + A, /

TT,n

o td<t t")y S TA, logn,

concluding by Lemma in the last inequality. This proves the first part of the
result, that is, when f is only bounded. For the second part set

W, t) = / ly— 2 au(x — 20)aui(y — w)d(z, ).
R2d

Under Assumption @ we have A(t,t') < [oou [y[*qv—+(y)dy < |t — t[*/*. Combining
this with (30), (31) and Lemma [I§ yields

T

An
/ ly — 2?*(w <y’+v<w>>d<x,y>sm/ B[] .. >dt+T/ B[], t)dt
R2d An 0

1 1
A h(t, t)d(t,t
+ n/IFTynt(t/_t)_'_ _t)2)<7)(,)

G

1 1
STAM2/e L A2 / d(t,t')

TT,n(t<tl _ t>172s/a + (tl _ t>2f2s/a)
STAL/ 4 AL 2/ (logn + 1i,—gy (logn)? + Lizs/a=1} log n)
S TA:L—FQS/OK(l + 1{23/a:1} 10g n),

from which we obtain the second part of the result. O

A.6 Proof of Theorem

Proof. (i). The characteristic functions ¢(-,¢;-,t') of X and X — X, evaluated at
(u, —u) coincide and so the assumptions of Proposition [2(ii) are satisfied with £ =
Xo. For 0 < t <t we have ¢(u,t; —u,t') = Ve =%,

. 1 —i(u,x -
Op Wy p(—u) = —iu, by) — §|a;u|2 + /d(e (wr) 14 i(u, £)1jz<1y)dFy (),
R
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and 02,0, (—u) = 0. With g(u,t) from Proposition Bf(i) and v = 2s/a* < 1,
Assumption [I4] shows

90w D S 1P, ()7 S max(1, [ul*) A%,
lp(u, t; —u, )| = |e¥er W] < g=Clul*(=1),
at’QO(U, t; —u, f;l) = elIlm/(iU)at’\Ilt,t/(—U)’
|8t2t/<P(u,t; —u,t')| — \e\lft,t/(fu)atq/t’t,(_u)at,\pt’t,(_u)‘ < max(1, |u|2a*)e*C|U\°‘(t’7t)_
This yields

T An
wlf) =8 [ lgtutlar+ T [ g tldt S max(t, [y TAL
A, 0
For |u| > 1 with v/ = 2(a* — s)/a we have (|u|®|t' —t])” e~ "= <1 and thus

i = A2 / ot —u, )]t 1) < Jul A2 / e~ CIM (s ¢
'IFT7

TT,n
Shad [ - o e e, )
TT,n
< U ARTE 2000 (L Togm + e —Va)
S uPTAZ(1 + 1(a(ar—s)—ay logn),

using in the last two lines Lemma [I§ and because always 2(a* — s)a — 1 > 0 for

s < a*/2. By a different argument for 2(a* — s) = « the log-term can be removed.

Indeed, upper bounding ﬁ(TUZL and integrating over t' in that case yields

T T
o Sy [ ey
0 t

T
Sl ey [ e T S P TAY,
0

The same estimates show for |u| < 1 that T)(Tun < TA2, because 2a* — a > 0. The

result follows from this, the upper bound on w(Tm and (2)) with p = w(TUZL + U(T”L such

that by Proposition [2(ii)
ITr(f) = D22y < llilloc / |F £ () 2wl + of))du

< Jlullool / FF@)P((L+ [a*)TAL/ 4 | TA2)du

< Naloo mas((|F . | F I T AL/
(ii). With |¥; »(—u)| < |t — t| we have this time |g(u,t)] S A, and

ol s =, )], OB oot 5 —u, )] S e )
Since this is bounded, we immediately find as in (i), w ( ) < TA?L, ) < T2A2,

For the supplement it is enough to note that ¥t (=% < e‘C(t — such that o\ <

Tn ~

A} [y, e CU0d(t ) S TAS, O
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A.7 Proofs of Section {4

Proof of Theorem[I8. By definition of g we have g(1+|u|)*/? € L?>(R%) and therefore
f = f* e H*(R?). Assume T > 0. The sigma field G, is generated by X and the
increments X;, — X;,_, for k € {1,...,n}. Since they are independent, the Markov
property shows E[f(X})|G,] = E[f(X:)|Xt,_,, Xt,]. This also shows that the random

variables Y}, = ftik,l(f(Xt) — E[f(X})|G.])dt are uncorrelated, implying

Vary ( /t ti f(Xth)] ,

where Varg(Z) denotes the variance of a random variable Z, conditional on the
sigma algebra o (X, ,, Xy, ) = o(Xy,_, Xy, — X, _,). Stationarity and independence
of increments yield

E | Vary (/tk f(Xt)dt>

IC2(f) = E[T(5)] Gull3ay = SE[Y2] = E

1
= AE [Varo < / f(AY2B, + th_l)dtﬂ
0

= A’E { /R ) hn(x)thk_l(x)dx} (33)

for another independent d-dimensional Brownian motion B = (Bj)o<t<1, with p;
denoting the marginal density of X; and with a random function

hy = /1 (F(AY?Bi+ ) —E [ f(AY?By + )| B1]) dt

For k> 1 and 0 < T < t; we have in all

log(A,V22A, D1 (f) = E[Lr(f) Gallfo@) 2 E [Vl (34)
with V, — / AU2], (A=Y20)25, (x)da, (35)
R4
ho (1) = log(AZYHAZS2=44p (AV22)  pu(x) = A, Z P, (z
=[n/2]

For u € R? set k(u fo e HwB _ Ele~#wB)| B])dt. We will show below

0<E [ |.7-"}_L(u)\2du} < 00, (36)
R4

with b = F~1(] - |7°~%2k(-)), which is therefore P-almost surely well-defined in
L?*(R%). Recall that F f = g with ¢ from the statement of the Theorem. By properties
of the Fourier transform it follows

log(An ")k (u)

Fhy, log(A YA YA ER, (A ) = :
( ) ( ) ( ) ( 1/2+|u|)8+d/210g(6+A 1/2|u|)
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Writing log(e + A;1/2|u|) = log(A}L/Qe + |u]) + log(A,:l/Q), we see that

log(Aﬁl/z)/log(e + A;l/2|u|) converges to 1 as n — oo for fixed v # 0, and
is for |u| > 1 also upper bounded by 1, while for |u| < 1 this follows from
log(Afll/Q) = log(A;1/2|u|) — log(|u]) < log(e + Aﬁl/2|u|). In particular, we have
P-almost surely for all u € R?

Fhy(u) = Fh(u), n — oo, (37)
| Fha(u)| < |Fh(u)]. (38)

The dominated convergence theorem implies therefore P-almost surely the L2
convergence Fh, — Fh or equivalently h, — h. Moreover, p, — fTT/2 pedt in LY(RY)
and sup,cge Pn(x) is bounded. By a change of variables and with V,, from (30) this
means P-almost surely

T

v, = / (@) Pa(AY)de = [ pi(0)dt / () de,
Rd Rd

T/2
Vg [ ha(opde S [ [hGPdu,
R4 R4

concluding by the Plancherel theorem and (38)) in the last line. The result follows
from using the dominated convergence theorem in (34]) and from (36l), fTT/Q pe(0) 2
Tl—d/Z.

We are left with proving (36]). The lower bound is clearly true, since x does not
vanish identically. For the upper bound it is enough by Fubinis Theorem to show

E [|r(u)[’] < min(|ul*,1), ueR~ (39)

Since the complex exponentials e~ 5% are bounded in absolute value, we clearly

have E[|x(u)|?] <1 for all uw € R?. On the other hand, if |u| < 1, then

2

E[|x(uw)’] = E / (7B — 1)dt — E / (e75) — 1)dt| By))

1 2 1 !
/(e—i<u,3t>_1)dt} S/ E |[emitnm0 — 1] dtsluIQ/ |Bildt < [ul?,
0 0 ’

implying the wanted upper bound in (39)). O

e

Proof of Corollary[I7. The proof follows along the lines of Theorem Since X is
independent of (X; — X¢):>0, we can argue in ([B3]) with X; — X instead of X, such

that
Vary, (/tk f(Xth) Vary, (/tk f(Xe — Xo+ Xo)dt>]

=2 [ 5| [ hule+ 0 (0de] nay

~ 22| [ e ([ -t ) as].
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Then (34) follows as above, but with p,(z) = A, Y, _, (f]Rd Dty (T — y)u(y)dy). By
the Plancherel Theorem and Fpy, _, (u) = Fp(t,lc/iu) — ¢ 2lul i1 this equals

Pn() = (gw)*dAnZ (/ eélu%“;ﬂ(u)euu,@du) .
k=2 \/R?

We find p, — P = (27) ded e~ 2Pt qt) Fru(u)e' ™ du L'(RY) and that
SUP,crd P () is bounded. As in the proof of Theorem - conclude by the domi-
nated convergence theorem that E [V,,] = pus(0)E [ [ou h(2)*dz] 2 Poc(0). The result

follows from applying

1—e* 1 T 1 T
‘ :1——/(1—Z)e”dr21——/ e "dr
T 2 Jo T 2 Jo

T 1 1
to = —%|u|?T such that [ e slul*tqy = #(1 — e alul’Ty > < O

x>0,

N)I»—t
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