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Abstract

We give a two-dimensional central limit theorem (CLT) for the second-order quadratic
variation of the centered Gaussian processes on [0,7]. Though the approach we use is well
known in the literature, the conditions under which the CLT holds are usually based on differ-
entiability of the corresponding covariance function. In our case, we replace differentiability
conditions by the convergence of the scaled sums of the second-order moments. To illustrate
the usefulness and easiness of use of the approach, we apply the obtained CLT to proving the
asymptotic normality of the estimator of the Orey index of a subfractional Brownian motion.
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1 Introduction

In recent decades, self-similar Gaussian processes attracted vast attention due to the burst of
many successful applications in different areas including (but not limited to) financial sector,
telecommunications, hydrology, biology, etc. Consequently, many theoretical investigations of
the properties of these processes were made. Since the behavior of these processes crucially
depends on the value of the corresponding self-similarity index H, the very important task
from a statistical point of view is an estimation of the value of H having sample data. As a
rule, the latter task involves proving asymptotic normality of the constructed estimator, and,
in different scenarios, different CLTs may appear useful. This was one of the major reasons
for presenting CLT given in the sequel as this theorem targets the case of a discrete single
trajectory sample data {X1,,..., Xn-1,, X%T} of the observed Gaussian process (Xt)¢c[o,77-
Another reason stems from the fact that there were various attempts to embed self-similar
Gaussian processes into the larger classes and then treat them as the separate cases of these
classes. In particular, Orey [28] was among the first who proposed one of such classes, later
considered in a more general form by Norvaisa [25], [26], [27] and Kubilius [17] (see also
[22]), who gave generalized definition of the Orey class. In [27] and [17], it was demonstrated
that this class includes such popular models as fractional Brownian motion (fBm, [16], [24]),
bi-fractional Brownian motion (bifBm, [11]) and sub-fractional Brownian motion (sfBm, [6])
among the rest. Moreover, in [17], there were proposed consistent estimators of the Orey index
under the sampling setting described above. However, asymptotic normality of the suggested
estimators was left open. The present paper aims to fill this gap.

The given CLT is based on the second-order quadratic variations. The literature devoted
to the behaviour of second-order quadratic variations and CLTs theorems of this type in
particular is very abundant (e.g., Bardet and Surgailis [1, 2], Baxter [3], Gladyshev [9], Klein
and Giné [15], Guyon and Leén [10], Istas and Lang [13], Benassi et. al. [14], Coeurjolly [7],
Cohen et.al. [10], Bégyn [4, 5], Norvaisa [26, 27], Malukas [23], Kubilius [17], Vitasaari [29]).

For the asymptotic normality of the proposed estimators in [17] it is very natural to use
the CLT for a second-order quadratic variation of Gaussian processes obtained by Begyn in
[5]. Unfortunately, his theorem is not always applicable to the class of processes considered
by us. To see this, consider, for instance, sfBm and bifBm (see Appendix).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce notions and, following [17],
restate the definition of the Gaussian process belonging to the class of Gaussian processes
having Orey index. In Section 3, we state the main theorem and several direct corollaries.
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In Section 4 we demonstrate that the theorem can be very effective for derivation of the
asymptotic normality of estimators of the Orey index for sfBm. Section 5 contains proofs. At
the end of the paper there is an Appendix on the application of Theorem 2 of [5] for sfBm and
bifBm.

2 Notation and auxiliary results
Let X = (Xt)cjo,1) be a second-order stochastic process with an incremental variance function
O’%((S,t) = E[Xt 7XS]27 (S,t) € [07T]27

and let RV, be the class of functions defined on (0,7") and regularly varying at zero with an
index of variation equal to p € R. Define

:{fevalL(h):f(h)—>OO}7

h  h—040

and for any ¢ € ¥,

By
X :=inf >0: lim su — =0y,
2 {'y hl0 Ap(h)<sI<)T hox(s,s+h) }
f 0: lim L
Fu =1 : 0}
g m {’y - nio ox(0,h)
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7 () .—sup{fy>04 fﬂ%np(h)ilsl<T hox(s,s+h) —+oo}7
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where ¢ € U. Note that 0 <5" <7 < 400 and 0 < 7" (¢) < 7+ (p) < +oo.

Definition 1 ([17], see also [22]). Assume that supyg,cr_p, ox(s,8+h) = 0 as h — 0. If
V(@) =7« =7 (p) =7~ for any function ¢ € U, then we say that the process X = (Xt)iejo, 1
has the Orey index yx =5« =7~

Remark 2. In case when X has stationary increments, one only needs to check that 7. = ™.

In what follows, we will make use of the following result.

Theorem 3 ([17], see also [22]). Assume that, for some~y € (0, 1), the zero-mean second-order
stochastic process X = (Xt)ie[o,1] satisfies conditions:
(C1) o0x(0,0) <47, i.e., 0x(0,0) and §7 is of the same order as ¢ | 0;
(C2) there exists a constant » > 0 such that
ox (t, t+h)

E(8):=  sup sup |—— —1| —0 asd 0
O(8)<t<T—8 0<h<S »xh?

for every function ¢ € U.
Then it has the Orey index equal to 7.

Let X = (Xt)iepo,r7» T > 0, Xo = 0, be a zero-mean Gaussian process. Finishing the
section, we introduce some notions repeatedly used in the sequel:

in—1
Ve =3 (AP, R)%, i=1.2 (2.1)
k=1
dX Sm=EAD XAD, X, 1<jk<in-1, i=12, (2.2)
S =EAPXAP X, 1<j<n-1,1<k<2n-1, (2.3)
NS ¢ “Xisrg = 2Xp o+ Xoag 1<k<in-1, i=12 (2.4)



where Agi) k)/(\' are normalized second-order increments defined by

A? x

in,k

E(AY X)2

in,k

A® x

in,k
/A =227 (L)

with s equal to normalizing constant in condition (C2) above. Finally, by BY = (B} )icjo,1) We
denote the fBm having Hurst index 7y, which is also its Orey index. Recall that the covariance
function of B” is given by

for Gaussian process,
AP X =

in,

for Gaussian process with the Orey index 7,

1
EB]B] =3 (7 + ¥ — |t —s|*),
and that B” is the only (up to the constant multiplier) self-similar Gaussian process having
stationary increments.
3 Main results

The theorem below is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 4. Let X = (Xt)icpo,1), T > 0, be a zero-mean Gaussian process, Xo = 0. Assume
that, for ¥n,

in—1
X,in .
o < = .
e Safrice o o
=
for some constant C' and
ncov ((in)71%§,T, (jn)fl\/});iT) — ;5 for all 4,5 €{1,2}. (3.2)

Then

nt (VnXT - EVn)?T) d Y11 X2
Vi < (211)_1 (VQ%T — EV%T) — N G:E), X = ( Y2 a2 ) ’ (3.3)

where N (0;2) is a Gaussian vector with the covariance matriz X.

Note that, by (2.1), EV;:{T = in — 1, therefore (3.3) can be replaced by

ﬁ( ( (V- 1) ) LN (0. (3.4)

2”)71(‘/2%1 - 1)

Another important observation is related to the case of the fBm B”. For that particular case,
(3.3) was shown to hold by several authors (see, e.g., [8], [5]). Hence, for this case, ¥ = 3,
where

2 ~2 . 1
Y11 =21+ —— Yoo ==X
11 ( + (4227)2;/%(])), 22 = 5 2

1 ~2, .
Y1 =29 = m by (4,
JEL
o1 . . . . .
Py(a) =5 [ =6l =15 = 217" = |5+ 2177 + 4 = 1 +4l5 +117], (3.5)
1. . . . .
y() =5 [l 17 + 205 + 2 — 15 + 317 + 15 = 1 — 457

—lj -3 +2lj - 27].

Note that for p,(j) and p~(j) we have estimates (see [22] 63 p., 65 p.)

Pv ()| _ 243 294 24 :
o370 <9k fi 2 3, .
1ot Sqoma? 9 orany j >3 (3.6)

) _ 36 sn-a

o Siog) <265°"7*  for any j > 4. (3.7)

We make use of that fact in Section 5.
Combining Theorem 4 and (3.5) leads to the following corollaries.



Corollary 5. Let X = (X¢t)iecpo,r), T > 0, Xo =0, be a zero-mean Gaussian process. Assume
that condition (3.1) holds and there exists a fBm B” such that

% (cov (iilei{T?]*lV ) — cov( 1VmT7 71Vm T)) —0 (3.8)

n—oo
for alli,j € {1,2}. Then (3.3) applies with ¥ equal to ¥ given by (3.5).
Remark 6. Note that fori=1,2

1 — ’Ln in 1 m m

- Z |(d5im)? = (P Pl > Y (@502 = (dF i )2 — o, (3.9)
k=1 k=1 m=1

1 i ¥

. Z — (™ —0 (3.10)
j=1 k=1

is a sufficient condition for (3.8) to hold. This follows from the equalities

in—1 in—1 in—2in—k—1

Var Y- (A0, X) =2 3" (@5 +4 Z Z (S 2, (3.11)
k=1 k=1 m=
= . n—12n—1 N
cov(Vip, Vanr) =2 > (BAD XAD) X)? (3.12)
j=1 k=1

which are proved using the Isserlis formulas (see [12]).

Corollary 7. Assume that X = (Xt)¢cjo,r), T > 0, Xo =0, is a zero-mean Gaussian process
having the Orey index . Also, assume that conditions stated in Corollary 5 hold and

Vi ((in) "BV 7 — 1) — 0. (3.13)
Then (3.4) applies with ¥ equal to X~ given by (3.5).

Remark 8. Note that, by the definition of V,iiT, Agi)k X

by x4 — 227 (m) rather than E(Aii)k X)2. That is, in this case, we do not have an equality
EViif,T =in — 1 and (3.13) needs verification.

We finish this section by defining an estimator of the Orey index and providing a theorem
which illustrates an application of the main Theorem 4 to the estimation problem announced
in the introductory Section 1. The given estimator was previously considered for the case of
the fBm and some other processes as well by [14], [5]. It also appeared to be consistent for the
case of a more general class of Gaussian processes having the Orey index (see [17] and [22])
and for solutions of the stochastic differential equations driven by the fBm (see [18], [21], and
22).

Theorem 9. Let X = (Xit)iecjo,r), T > 0, Xo =0, be a Gaussian process satisfying assump-
tions of Corollary 7. Define

in Corollary 7, we normalize Am &

2
n— 2
~ 1 1 ! i:ll (A;n)kX)
Tn =35 — n
2 2In2 n— 2 2
k::ll (An,LX)
Then
Yn =Y a.s.
and 3
211’12\/_( )*——)N(O U’Y) 032521172212.

4 Exemplary application

In this section, we demonstrate an application of the main result for the case of sfBm. Recall
that it is a centered Gaussian process having covariance function

1
Gu(s,t) =™ 27 — s+ s — 2], (s,t) € [0,T)%. (4.1)
For this process, the Orey index v is equal to the value of the process defining parameter
H € (0,1), and the normalizing constant s in (C2) of Theorem 3 is equal to 1.
Proposition 10. Let S = (S’tH)te[o,T] be a sfBms. Then the Theorem 9 applies to ST

As noted in the introduction, we cannot apply Bégyn’s result from [5] for sfBm here. Using
our proven theorem we get a simple proof that leads very quickly to the desired result.



5 Proofs

In this section, when writing bounds, it always suffices just to know that the left hand side is
bounded by some constant independent of n tending to co. Therefore, to suppress notation,
C always stands for such a constant. It may vary from line to line and depend on v and/or
other fixed quantities but not on n — oo. The fact that C' has changed is in no way indicated.

Proof of Theorem 4. Let
x, = v " Vir—EVi) )
(2n) " (Vanr — EVay 1)

To find out limiting distribution of X,,, we compute a limiting moment generating function
limp, 0o Mx,, (1) = M(p), where p = (p1, p2).
Define a centered Gaussian vector G, (Ggf), 1< 5 < 3n—2) as follows:

GP =APX, 1<j<n-1,
GP =v2TAR) X, n<j<3n-2

~ T
Let ¥g,, be the covariance matrix of G,. Set D,, = (Egj DnEgj, where D,, is a diagonal
matrix given by
D" = dia’g(lu‘h ceey ML, 2, 71”‘2)'
—_——— ————
n—1 2n—1

For a square matrix A, denote its eigenvalues by A, maximal value among |A\x|’s by p(A),
and the operator norm sup, = ||[Az|| by [|A[|. For symmetric matrix Dy its norm is equal to

its spectral norm, i.e. || Dn|| = p(Dy) := maxy [Ax(Dy)|. Since norm || -|| is submultiplicative
norm then

p(Dn) =|[Dn || < IS IDall - 1221 = 12217 - 1Dl = p°(2¢2) - p(Dn)
=p(Sa,,) - max{|p ], || }.

Recall that the largest eigenvalue of a symmetric non-negative definite matrix does not exceed
maximal row (col) sum of absolute values. Thus,

3n—2

p(Xa,) < maX Z ‘ Yc,) m‘ (5.1)
Next, note that
(Za,)ij+1-n =—=E[A Q)XASL)JH n)?]

[(Agi,) 2'L+1X + A2n 27— lX + 2A2n 21 )Agi,)]ﬁ»l nj(\—]

X,2n X ,2n X,2n
I:d21+1 jt+l-n d21 1,j+1—n d21,]+1 n}

&IH&IH&IH

for 1 <i<n-—1and n<j<3n—2. Therefore, by (5.1) and (3.1),

2n—1
X2
max E |d max E ;"
1<j<n—1 g

Summing up, we come to conclusion that p(D,) is uniformly (in n, k) bounded by finite
constant depending only on p1, peo.

Recall that G, 4 YG, Ly with Z,, ~ /\/(0; I3n—2), where 4 denotes equality in distri-
bution, I3,—2 denotes an identity (3n — 2) matrix. Therefore,

r(Xa,) <

A

Gl DG (S’ Z0) DS’ Zn = 2] (S¢7) DnXY 2 = 2L DoZn, (5.2)
Let D, = ZA(ﬁn)Qn be canonical representation of D, via diagonal matrix of eigenvalues

and corresponding orthogonal matrix of eigenvectors. Since orthogonal transform does not
change the distribution of Z,,

3n—2

2 DnZn = ZL QY N(Dn)QnZn £ ZEN(D,)Z,, = Z Z2 \(D (5.3)



By the above, p(D,) < C. Therefore, for n sufficiently large, n="/2 maxy [Ax(Dyn)| < 1/2,
and, in what follows, we assume without loss of generality that this condition holds for all n.
Under this assumption, Mx,, (i) is well defined for all n and since

-1 V)? —EV)A(
p Xy = v/n(pa, po) < n” (Vair ) _

1
(n) (Vg — BV y) )~ 7 (G DG T BGnDiG),

Vn
(5.2)—(5.3) implies

3n—2

EG.D,G, > Ai(Dn)
Mx, (1) =expy — ——=——— tEexp { Zy i ,
(r) { NG } ; 7 on

where Z ; are i.i.d. and each Z. ; has chi-square distribution x*(1) with M2 (z)
n,J
for z € (=1/2,1/2). Thus,

EG!D,G,) 75 X, (Dn)
i 0 - - ESEC F g (X
Jn P x*(1) NG
1
EGID,G,) (%5 1 ’
=expy ———F—— H B
j=1 1—2 —f#"

Sl

=
0
3
Q
3

_exp{ié n 12M>

I
)
k]

o
—N
|

&=
4
ELEE
9]
3
+
N =
w
3
[l_)}—‘
7N
)
>
<
»
3,
+
~
>
SN
3,
N~
+
Q
N
|H
~—
—

—exp {% 322 )\?(En)} exp {0 <%) }

where we have expanded = — In(1 — z) in a neighborhood of 0 and used (5.2)—(5.3) to deduce
that EG. D,G, = Zj’if Aj(Dn). Therefore, it remains to compute limiting value of the

first multiplier. By the definition of ﬁn,

3n—2
Z A2(Dn) =tr(D2) = tr((v/Za, ) Duv/Ea, )?) = tr((DnZe,)?)
3n—23n—2
=3 (Du¥a,)i(Dnla,) s (5.4)
i=1 j=1
Rearranging (5.4) yields
3n—23n—2
> (DuZe.)ii(DnTa,)s
i=1 j=1
nlnl n—12n—1 22n12n1
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

By applying equalities (3.11) and (3.12) we get

3n—23n—2

> D (DaSe,)ii(Dn¥a, )i
i=1 j=1
= (2 varv® +2 Vi Vi) + 1 var (V5
=g \mvarvur + 2pap2 cov ( Vi1, Van,r ) + 7 var(Vanr) |-
Taking into account assumption (3.2), dividing each sum by n, and passing to the limit yields
M(u) = exp{3pn" Epu}.

Proof of Corollaries 5, 7. The statements are obvious.



Proof of Theorem 9. Under conditions of the theorem we have (see [17], Corollary 3.10,
and [22], Corollary 6.13),

2y—1n—1
n 2 2 a.s. 2 2
(?) ST(APX)? =5 54— 22T (5.6)
k=1
Strong consistency and asymptotic normality of the estimator 7, follows from the expression

5 :1_ 1 In 2172W%VQ§,T — 1 In ﬁvﬁT
"2 2In2 VX 21n 2 1yx 7

1
n'n,T n 'n,T

Really, from (5.6) the strong consistency holds. Corollary 7 and the Delta method yield (see
Remark 2.12 [22])

1yvX
n ' n,T

17X
2In2vn (Y —7) =Vn <1n (M) - ln1> L)/\/'(O;U,QY) .
Proof of Proposition 10. Direct calculations show that, for 0 < u <wv < s < t,
B[(5¢ - S¥)(SF - 5) ~B(BY - BY) (B - BY)]

[(t+ )" = (¢ +0)* + (s +0)* — (s +u)*]. (5.7)

N =

From the latter it follows that (note that, for B the normalizing constant » = 1, i.e., it
coincides with that of sfBm)

§H,'Ln };’H,in Z;H(J +k) -
and that bk, H) bk, H)
SH in s _ ;BHin >
dyy =1- 4 _ o2H =dp, T4 _92H (5.9)
where

b(k, H) = 2277 (k4 1)27 4+ 3. 227 B2 1 2271k — 1) — 22k +1)°" — 2(2k — 1)*7.

From Lemma 1 [19] (see also Lemma 6.24 [22]) we get estimates

% < % EPH <3k fork >3 (5.10)
and
oy < e, & =5 T < S5l <5 o)
Therefore,
L \—1 SH 1 %= SH in BH in 1
(in) " EVi,r—1 = ; (dk’k’ — dk,k’ ) -

in—1

_ e 10
T in Pt 4—922H  4p n

and condition (3.13) is satisfied. Further, by applying (5.8)-(5.10), and (3.6) we get

in—1 - in—1 . . in—1 .

max Y ldy U< max Y |dy T —di T 4+ max > jdg

1<j<in—1 =1 > 1<j<in—1 P ’ > 1<j<in—1 P ’
< max WZIM+ max |d§Hmfd§Hm|

1<G<in=1 £~ 4 — 22H 1<<in—1" 7 759

k#j
in—1
b omax Sl < o
1<j<in—1 =1 >



where the last inequality is due to the fact that (3.1) applies to B as well (see, e.g., Lemma
3.1 [20] and Lemma 2.7 [22]). Hence (3.1) holds for sfBm. To finish the proof, we make use of
Remark 6. First we check the condition (3.9). For the first term, by applying (5.10), (5.11)

§H
and d;., " = 1, we have
,

Z (@) = (@dem)? Zld S B
= —

Qi ,

n 722H o n/)’

For the second one, applying (5.8), we have

1 n—2n—k—1 - 9 - n—2 n—1 |p
S i B, H
n Z |(dkk+121) - (dk k+1:1 Z Z — 22H
k=1 m=1 k=1 j=k+1
=2 CZ=2 > dr O 1
2H -3
gg ’ j4—2H<EZ/k x4—2H<EZk :O<ﬁ)
k=1j=k+1 k=1 k=1
since H € (0, 1).
ow we verify condition (3.10). As above, we get
N ify diti 3.10). As ab g
1 n—12n—1 P . C n—12n—1 P .
St ny\2 B n\2 SR B,
D DD DRI M G N E ) I DR (5.12)
=1 k=1 j=1 k=1

Let us denote 7, = [/n]. Decompose (5.12) in two sums in such a way

n—12n—1

rD DM

j=1 k=1
Tn 2n—1 n—1 2n-—1 P
— ,"_ 7” - STn ,n _ (1) (2)
rDIDIICH [+ X Xl e = A+
]lkl ]‘rn+lk1

From (5.7) it follows that

SH n BH _ ﬁH(Z] + k)

€k Gk = 2H (4 — 22H) "
Applying the above equality and (3.7) we obtain

Tn 2n—1

g 2L P (3 IpH 2+, 1 ~ pu(2j +k)
n( 22H Z ,22H) + nj:l kZ:Q 2H(4722H)
L\/_J T 2n—1
1 1 C 1
~(1+ - + = —
(oY mim) T X aa

1 C 1 1
<= _+_ E — = —_ .
“n n n k2 O(ﬁ) (5.13)

k=1
and
n—1 2n—1 n—1 2n—1
C 1 C 1 1
JT(?) S Z ; 4—2H N Z Z 3—2H
no = (25 + k) no L= +1 Pt k

In (5.13) we used inequality
@ _
9H (4 —92H) S

which we obtained by computer simulation.



6 Appendix

Let us recall the condition 3(e) of Theorem 2 in an article by Bégyn [5] for the Gaussian
process (Xt)ie[o,1):
3(e) there exists a bounded function g: (0,1) — R such that
(60 0 B R)(t+ hyt)

li —g)| =0,
hl{gl-k h<f£1112h h27L(h) g( )

where R(s,t) is a covariance function of X, L : (0,1) — R is a positive slowly varying function,
v € (0,1).
For the Gaussian process X we have
(5% 0 SR R)(t + h,t)
= E(Xt+2h —2Xi4n + Xt) (Xt+h —2X + Xt—h)
= R(t + 2h,t + h) — 2R(t,t + 2h) + R(t + 2h,t — h) —2R(t + h,t + h)
+5R(t, t+ h) — 2R(t + h,t —h) — 2R(t,t) + R(¢t,t — h).

L. Let S = (S)ic(0,1) be a stBm. We prove that the condition 3(e) of Theorem 2 in
Bégyn [5] does not hold for sfBm S* with H # 1/2. Note that the following equality

pe(h) =E(Sfion — 288, + S (Sfn — 28 + SiL,) — E O ) L

2
=g H12H % (2t — h)* — 3(2t + )" + 22 (¢ 4 p)2H — % (2t + 3n)*H

holds. From the Taylor expansion for each fixed t # mh, 1 < m < \_h_l — 2/, and small A such
that (3h)/(2t) < 1 we get

palh) =20/ [2 - 5 342 7]

2
> —1).-- _ k k
+(2t)2HZQH(2H 1) k!(QH k—i—l)(%) [_%(_1)k_3+2k+1_37]
k=1
oo~ 2H(2H —1)---(2H —k+ 1)/ ANk 1 i oy 3
=G 3 HEEE () [~3 0 —se -5

Since

ol o 2H(2H —1)--- (2H — k+1)| (ih\*
21) Z' ( )k!( +1)] <2t>

k=4
2 (ih\" ih\* ih
<@)ESZ(L) < 9020 () m(1-Y
(2 ;k <2t> @7\ g) 2
for i = 1,2,3, then u:(h) = O(h*). Thus,

(87 0 85GH)(t + h,t) 1/ eHy2  o2H
h2H h—0+ 2(2 -3 _7)

for 0<H<I1

fort #mh, 1 <m < |h™' =2]. ft =mh, 1 <m < A~ — 2], h < 1/3, then using computer
simulation we get
pmn (R) 227N (mp)?H — 271 (mh)?Y — 3(3mh)*T + 2271 (2mh)?H — 271 (5mh)*H
h2H h2H
—n2H (22H+1 9=l g2HH1 4 g2H+2 27152}1) £0.

Thus, we haven’t uniform convergence in condition 3(e) for H € (0,1) and we can’t apply the
result of Bégyn [5] for the sfBm.

2. Let BX" = (Bf"),c0.) be an fBm with index KH, and let B = (B/""),c/oy)
be a bifBm. Recall that the bifractional Brownian motions with parameters H € (0,1) and
K € (0,1] is a centered Gaussian process with covariance function

Ruk(t,s) =275 (" + )% —jt —s?"5),  st>0.



We prove that the condition 3(e) of Theorem 2 in Bégyn [5] does not hold for bifBm B¥
with H #1/2 and K # 1.
Indeed, we can check that

1e(R) ::E(BH,K 231{1;{ + BtH,K)(BH,K _9BHK | Bﬁff) - 2—K(22+2KH _7_ 32KH)h2KH

t+2h t+h
=2""1[2¢(t, t + 2h) — c(t + h,t + 2h) — 5e(t, t + h) — c(t — h,t + 2h)
+2¢(t — h,t + h) — c(t — h,t)|R*" 1 (6.1)

where

2K (G 4 PR

c(t —ih,t + jh) = -1, ie{-1,0,1}, j€{0,1,2}, i+j#0.

Since
opux (t—ih,t+ jh) = 2" (i 4 5P TRH — £, 5 0(h)
with
figa(h) = ((t+ jh)*" + (t - Z'h)QH)K — 257 (4 jh)* T 4 (¢ — in)*R ],

we get that fi;:(0) = fi;.(0) = 0. By Taylor’s formula we obtain

h
c(t —ih,t + jh) = —W/O filji(@)(h — ) dz,

where
[(t 4+ )" — (¢ — i) 3]

[(t + jx)2H + (¢ —iz)2H]* "
(t +jx)2H—2j2 + (t i ix)2H—2i2

[(t + jx)2H + (¢ —iz)2H )"
—2"HK©QHK —1)[(t + jx)* 725 + (t —ix)*" 7727, (6.2)

fli(x) =4K(K — 1)H?

+2HK(2H — 1)

Note that for H > 1/2, j € {1,2}, and t > = > 0,

[ S Bk ) S KPR (el ) (dnal 0 M
O e N (P (i e

— (2 52 (t‘f'jx)QH o . \2HK—2
= (i* +j%) T2 + (1= i) (t+jz)
2 4 52 i2 4 52
= (t+jx)2—2KH = (t _x)2—2KH )
If 5 = 0, then for the first term of (6.2), we get
P2 (t — dx) =2 1

< .
[(2H + (t — iz)2H]2-K = ({ — g)2-2KH
If H<1/2and t >z > 0, then

[(t+ jo)? P15 — (t — ix)?H 1) _ (2 + (- i) P

[(t + jo)2H + (t —ix)2H]2-K S (¢t — ig)iH—2KH (t — z)2—2KH

Thus, for t > h > 0,

4(i% + 52 4(i% + 52
sup |fi/j+ ()l \(t_(h)ﬁ L1y + (t_(h)ﬁ Lim<i/zy

0<z<h

2(i° + j°) L2+ 8@+
[(t —_ h)2H]1—K(t _ h)272H (t _ h)2—2KH (t _ h)272KH

+

and

' . 3(i2 4 j2)h22KH
sup |c(t —ih,t+ jh)| < s —
0<d2h o i o<dgh (8 + )2 KH (L — h)272KH hooy
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Therefore, for each fix ¢ > h, it follows that

pe(h)
h2KH p_04 0.

Now we return to equality (6.1). After simple calculation for 0 < u < v < s < t, we get

E[(B" - BIPRY (BYK — BIPR) — 2 KE(BEY - BRY) (B — BET))]

1

e G L Rt Y o]

Thus
pe(h) =275 [((¢+ 20)27 + (¢ + h)2) " —2((t+ 20)*H + 27)5 — (25 4 1) (¢ + n)*H
+ (21—K +3)((t+h)2H +t2H)K _ (2K + 1)tQKH + ((t+2h)2H + (t— h)2H)K
—2((t+ B 4 (£ — BT 4 (2 + (1 — n)*)"].

Then for K # 1 and a sequence of positive numbers (h,) converging to zero, using computer
simulation, we obtain

NZ;I(JZL) :27K[(32H Jr22H)K _ 2(32H + 1)K _ (2K + 1)22KH
FE 4 3)(22H n 1)K (25 4 1) 4 g2KH _ g2KHEL | 1] £ 0.

So we have no uniform convergence in condition 3(e) for H, K € (0,1), H # 1/2, and thus we
cannot apply the result of Bégyn [5] for the bifBm.
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