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1. Introduction.

ON MARTINGALE APPROXIMATIONS!

By Ou ZHAO AND MICHAEL WOODROOFE
Yale University and University of Michigan

Consider additive functionals of a Markov chain Wy, with station-
ary (marginal) distribution and transition function denoted by 7 and
Q, say Sn =g(W1)+---+g(Why), where g is square integrable and has
mean 0 with respect to 7. If S,, has the form S,, = M,, + R,,, where
M, is a square integrable martingale with stationary increments and
E(R2) = o(n), then g is said to admit a martingale approximation.
Necessary and sufficient conditions for such an approximation are de-
veloped. Two obvious necessary conditions are E[E(S,|W1)?] = o(n)
and lim, 00 E(S2)/n < co. Assuming the first of these, let ||g||3 =
limsup,, ., F(52)/n; then || - ||+ defines a pseudo norm on the sub-
space of L? () where it is finite. In one main result, a simple necessary
and sufficient condition for a martingale approximation is developed
in terms of || - ||+. Let Q" denote the adjoint operator to @, regarded
as a linear operator from L?(7) into itself, and consider co-isometries
(QQ* =1I), an important special case that includes shift processes. In
another main result a convenient orthonormal basis for L2() is iden-
tified along with a simple necessary and sufficient condition for the
existence of a martingale approximation in terms of the coefficients
of the expansion of g with respect to this basis.

Qf(w) = /W f(2)Q(w;dz) a.e. ()

Some notation is necessary to describe the results of the
paper. Let ..., W_1, Wy, W1,... denote a stationary, ergodic Markov chain
with values in a measurable space VW. The marginal distribution and transi-
tion function of the chain are denoted by 7 and Q; thus, 7{B} = P[W,, € B|
and Q(w; B) = P[Wy41 € B|W,, = w] for w € YW and measurable sets B C
W. In addition, ) denotes the operator, defined by
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for f € L'(n), and the iterates of Q are denoted by Q¥ = Qo---0Q (k times).
Thus, QF f(w) = E[f Wypar)|Wy =w] a.e. (7) for f € L' (). The probability
space on which ..., W_1, Wy, W7, ... are defined is denoted by (2,4, P), and
Fn=0{...,Wy_1,W,}. Finally, || - || and (-,-) denote the norm and inner
product in an L? space, which may vary from one usage to the next.

Observe that no stringent conditions, like Harris recurrence or even irre-
ducibility, have been placed on the Markov chain. In particular, if ..., £_1, &,
&y,... are i.i.d. with common distribution p, say, then the shift process
Wi =(...,&_1,&) satisfies the conditions placed on the chain with m = p!,
where N={0,1,2,...}, and Qg(w) = [ g(w,x)p{dx} for g € L(r). Shift pro-
cesses abound in books on time series—for example, [2] and [16].

Next let LZ(m) be the set of g € L?(r) for which f),, gdr = 0; and, for
g € L3(w), consider stationary sequences of the form X; = g(W},) and their
sums S, = X1 + -+ 4+ X,,. Thus,

Sp=5p(9)=g(W1)+ -+ g(W,).

The question addressed here is the existence of a martingale My, Mo, ...

with respect to Foy, F1,Fa,... having stationary increments and a sequence
of remainder terms Ry, Ry, ... for which ||R,|| =o(y/n) and
(1) S, =M, + R,.

If (1) holds, we say that g admits a martingale approzimation. Ever since
the work of Gordin [10], martingale approximations have been an effective
tool for studying the (conditional) central limit question and law of the
iterated logarithm for stationary processes; see, for example, [3, 4, 20, 21],
and their references for recent developments. The terminology here differs
slightly from that of [20].

The sequence Xj = g(Wy) is said to admit a co-boundary if there is
a stationary sequence of martingale differences d and another stationary
process Z;, for which

X =dp+ Zy, — Zj—1,

for all k, in which case S, = M, + R@ with M, =dy + - +d,, and R, =
Zn— Zy. Here M, is a martingale and R,, is stochastically bounded, but does
not necessarily satisfy ||R,| = o(y/n). Conversely, a martingale approxima-
tion does not require R, to be stochastically bounded. The relation between
co-boundaries and martingale approximations is further clarified by the ex-
amples of [9].

Letting Q* denote the adjoint of the restriction of @ to L?(r), so that
(Qf,q)={f,Q*g) for f,ge€ L?(r), Q is said to be a co-isometry if QQ* = I,
in which case Q* is an isometry. Importantly, this condition is satisfied by
shift processes. In Section 3, a convenient orthonormal basis for LZ(m) is
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identified when @ is a co-isometry, and a simple necessary and sufficient

condition for the existence of a martingale approximation is given in terms

of the coefficients in the expansion of g with respect to this basis.
Returning to the main question, define

n—1
Vag=Y_ Q"
k=0

so that E(S,|F1) = V,g(Wh). If (1) holds, then ||V,g|> = E[E(S,|F1)?] <
2E(M?)+2E(R2%) = o(n), and lim,,_,o F(S2)/n = E(M}). So, obvious nec-
essary conditions for (1) are that

(2) Vagll = o(v/n)

and
2 : 1 2
(3) gll% := limsup — E[S,(g)"] < co.
n—oo NN

Let £ denote the set of g € LE(x) for which |g||+ < co. Then £ is a lin-
ear space, and | - ||+ is a pseudo norm on L, called the plus norm below.
Moreover, () maps L into itself, since

(@) Sulg)= i — Qg(Wie)] + Qo(Wo) — Qg(Wa):

and, therefore, | Qg|l+ < l|lgll+ + VE{[g(W1) — Qg(Wy)]?}. In Section 4 it is
shown that g admits a martingale approx1mat10n iff (2) holds and

lin —Zan 12 =0.

m—00 m,

These results are used in Section 5 to study the relationship between
martingale approximations and solutions to the fractional Poisson equa-
tion, g = /(I — Q)h. The relation between martingale approximations and
the conditional central limit theorem is explored in Section 6 with special
attention to superpositions of linear processes. Section 2 contains some pre-
liminaries.

2. Preliminaries. In this section, upon exhibiting some preliminary facts,
we establish a useful criterion for martingale approximations; and in partic-
ular, we show martingale approximations are unique. Let

n—1
Vn:uzz@_E)Qa
k=0 n

n



4 0. ZHAO AND M. WOODROOFE

Then
(5) E[Sn(9)*] = 2n(g, Vug) — nllg?,
from [2], page 219, and

_ _ . 1

for all n > 1, ¢ > 1 by simple algebra and induction. Next, let m; denote the
joint distribution of Wy and W7y, define

(7) H,, (wo, w1) = Vag(wi) — QVng(wo)
and H,(wo,w1) = Vyg(wi) — QVpg(wp) for wo,w; € W. Then H,, and H,

are in L?(m).

LEMMA 1. If (2) holds, then Sy = My + Ry where My, = H,(Wo, W1)+
coo+ Hy(Wi—1, W) and maxg<, | Ruk|| = o(v/n).

PROOF. The lemma is almost a special case of Theorem 1 of [20]. Using
(6) with i =1,

_ _ 1
Ry = Sk — My, = QVag(Wo) — QVipg(Wy) + ;Sk(QVng)y

from which it follows that maxy<, || Rkl < 3 maxg<y, ||Vig||, which is o(y/n)
by (2). O

Of course, M, is a martingale in k for each n. The following proposition
is closely related to Theorem 1 of [17].

PROPOSITION 1. g € L§(w) admits a martingale approzimation iff (2)
holds and H,, converges to a limit H in L*(m1), in which case

(8) M, = M,(g) := an H(Wi_1, Wy).
k=1

Consequently, martingale approximations are unique.
PROOF. Suppose first that g admits a martingale approximation, S,, =

M, + R,. Then (2) holds and S,, = M,,, + Ry, where |Ry,| = o(y/n), by
Lemma 1. So,

’I’LE{[Hn(Wo, Wl) - M1]2} = E[(Mnn - Mn)2] = E[(er - Rn)2] = O(n)v

implying the convergence of H,(Wy, W1) in L*(P); and this is equivalent to
the convergence of H,, in L?(my).
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Conversely, if (2) holds and H,, converges to a limit H, say; we can let
M, =HWy,Wy)+---+ HW,_1,W,,) and R, =S,, — M,,. Then (1) holds,
Ry = Mpn — My + Rpp, and || Ry || < /nf|Hy — H| + [[Ron || = o(y/n), estab-
lishing both the sufficiency and (8). That martingale approximations are
unique is then clear. [

OROLLARY 1. g admits a martingale approrimation, then so does
C 1. If d [ h d
Q%g, and My (Q¥g) = H(Wo, W) — Hp(Wo, W1) with Hy, as defined in (7).

PROOF. For k=1, this follows directly from (4); and for k=2,3,..., it
follows by induction. [

As a second corollary, we may obtain necessary and sufficient conditions
for a linear process. Let ...,& 1,&),&1,... be i.i.d. random variables with
mean 0 and unit variance; let ag, a1, as9,... be a square summable sequence;
and consider a causal linear process

9) X;= Z a;&j—; = Zaj—zfz'-
i—0

(]

Such a process is of the form Xy = g(Wy), where Wy = (..., &k_1,&k). Letting
b_1=0, b,=ag+ -+ ay, for n >0, and using (9),

n—2

Sn = Z(bn—z - b—l)gz + Z biEn—ia
i<1 i=0

where the first term on the right-hand side is E(S,|W7). It follows that

(e o]

IVagl® = IE(SaW1)|? = 3 (bisn — bi)?,
i=—1
also, V,g(Wh) — QVing(Wo) = bp&1, and H,,(Wo, W1) = bp&; with b, = (by +
-++4by)/n. Thus, for a linear process, (2) specializes to

o0

1 )
(10) Am — Z (bitn — bi)*=0.

i=—1

COROLLARY 2. For the linear process defined in (9), the following are
equivalent:

(a) There is a martingale approzimation.
(b) Equation (10) holds and by, converges.
(c) Equation (10) holds and b2 converges.
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PROOF. In this case ||H, — H,,||?> = (b, — by,,)%. Hence, (a) and (b) are
equivalent by Proposition 1. It is clear that (b) implies (c) and it remains
only to show that (c) implies (b). If b2 converges, but b, does not, then
b, would have to oscillate between two values, there would be a positive
e for which |b,y1 — b,| > ¢ infinitely often; but this is impossible, since
bus1 — by = (buy1 — by)/(n +1) and b, = O(y/n), as ag,ay,... are square
summable. [

In the next section, we show how to extend this example from linear func-
tions of shift processes to measurable ones with mean 0 and finite variance.

3. Co-isometries. We suppose throughout this section that the chain has
a trivial left tail field and that @) is a co-isometry; that is,

(11) lim Q" =0 and QQ°=1I

for all f € L3(w). We also suppose L(r) is separable. These conditions are
satisfied, for example, by (one-sided) shift processes.

With a view toward later examples, we work with ZZ(7), the space of
complex-valued, square integrable functions with mean 0 under 7. Then (11)
is still valid for this space if we extend the definition of ) to the imaginary
part.

Let H denote a closed linear subspace of .ZZ(x) that is invariant under
both @Q and Q*; restrict Q and Q* to H; and let K = Q*H. Then Q* is an
isometry from H onto K, since (Q*f,Q*g) = (f,QQ*g) = (f,g) for f,g€H.

This is the origin of the term “co-isometry.” Moreover,
(12) Q" h(W1) =h(Wo)  w.p.l
for any h € L3(n), since E[Q*h(W1)h(Wy)] = (QQ*h,h) = ||h||* by condi-

tioning on Wy, and therefore, E{[Q*h(W1) —h(Wy)]*} = |Q*h||* —2(QQ* R, h)
+[|h][? = 0. Tt can be easily checked (12) also holds for h € ZZ ().

LEMMA 2. K is a closed, proper linear subspace of H; and (172 QYH =

{0}

ProOF. That K is closed is clear, since Q" is an isometry; and that K is
proper follows from (;2,Q™H = {0}. So, it suffices to establish the latter.

If feniZo Q*/H, then there are ho,hy,... € H for which f = Q*h; with
each j. In this case, [[h;| = [/ f|, since Q* is an isometry, hj = Q'Q* h; =
Q’ f, and lim;_, ||Q’ f|| = 0. So, || f|| =0, establishing the lemma. [

Next, let K+ ={f € H:(f,h)=0forall he K}. Then K+ ={g e H:Qg =
0}, since (Q*f,g9) = (f,Qg) =0 for all f € H iff Qg =0; and Q*Q is the
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projection operator onto K, since (Q*Q)% = Q*Q and Q(I — Q*Q) = 0.
Let & = {e;:j € J} be an orthonormal basis for K1, let & = Q*&, and

LEMMA 3. & is an orthonormal basis for H.

PROOF. ¢&; consists of orthonormal elements for each 7 > 0, since Q* is
an isometry; for any f €& and f' € &y, where i <7/, there are e, ¢’ € &
for which f = Q*e and f' = Q* ¢/, in which case (f,f) = (Q*e,Q*¢) =
(Q"~"e,€') =0, since Qe = 0. Finally, if f 1 &, then f € K and f = Q*h for
some hy € H. If also, f L Q*&y, then Qf L &), Qf = Q*hs for some hy € H,
and f = Q*Qf = Q*?hy. Continuing, we find that if f L &, then f € QH
for all 7, and completeness follows from Lemma 2. [

Now write e; j = Q*e;, so that & = {e; j:j € J}, and let H; = span(e; j :i >
0), the closed linear span of {e; j:i > 0}. Then QH; = H; for each j, and H =
@©;cs H;. In the language of [5, 11], the H;, j € J, are an orthogonal invari-
ant splitting of H. Then, any g € H may be written as g = >>;c ; 3272 ¢i €4 5,
where ¢; ; are square summable. Let b, j = co; + -+ 1, l;n,j = (b1; +
-+ +by ;)/n and regard by, = (b, j:j € J) and by, = (b, j:j € J) as elements
of £2(.J).

THEOREM 1. g€ Li(7w) admits a martingale approximation iff b, con-
verges in (*(J), and

100
1 lim — Y ||bjy — bi[|* =0.
(13) nglgonizoll + =0

PROOF. We take H = %3 (). Since Qe; j = QQ*e; =0ifi=0and ;1 ;
ifi>1, Qg=> e 221 Cij€i-1>

IS oo
ng = Z Z Cij€i—k,j = Z Z Citk,jCi,55

i—kjeJ i=0jeJ
o0

Vag =Y (bitng —bijei,
i=0jeJ

and
o0 [o¢]
IVagll? =" > bisny = bigl? =D [bin —bil>.
i=0jeJ i=0

So (13) is just (2), specialized to the present context.
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Next Q*Qg =>";cs > i21 Cijeij, so that from (12),

g(W1) — Qg(Wo) =g — Q*Qqgl(W1) = co 0 (W1),

jeJ
. = LAY k1 7
Hy(Wo,W1) =Y <1 - E) [Q%g(W1) — Q" g(Wo)] = bnjeo j(W1)
k=0 jeJ

and
”ﬁn - I_{m” = ”Bn - BmH

The theorem now follows directly from Proposition 1. [J

EXAMPLE 1 (Bernoulli shifts). The one-sided Bernoulli shift process is
defined by

(e}

Wk: = Z(%)j—i—lgk—j)
j=0
where ..., & _1,&0,&1,. .. are i.i.d. random variables taking the values 0 and

1 with probability 1/2 each. The state space W is the unit interval, the
marginal distribution 7 is the uniform distribution, Qg(w) = 3[g(Fw) +
g(3w+3)], and Q*g(w) = g(2w) for a.e. w € W and g € L*(r) with the con-
vention that g is continued periodically. For this example, any g € £ ()

has a Fourier expansion

(14) g= Z Crép,
r#0

where e,(w) = €™ and ¢, r € Z, are square summable. Then Qe, =0

or e(1/2), accordingly as r is odd or even, and Q*e, = ey, for all r. With
H = ZL2(m), it follows that K, respectively K, consists of all functions g for
which ¢, = 0 for odd, respectively even, r. Thus, & = span(e, :r € Odd), and
& = span(e,q: 7 € Odd), and there is an invariant splitting with e; ; = €9
Necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a martingale ap-
proximation can be read from Theorem 1. See [19] for more on the Fourier
analysis of Bernoulli shifts.

ExAMPLE 2 (Lebesgue shifts). By a (one-sided) Lebesgue shift, we mean
the Markov chain Wy = (...,Ux_1,Uy) where ...,U_1,Upy,Uq,... are inde-
pendent uniformly distributed random variables over [0,1), in which case
W =1[0,D)N and 7 = AN, where X\ is the uniform distribution. Lebesgue
shifts are similar to Bernoulli shifts. Let I' denote the set of sequences j =
(jo,j1,--.) € ZN for which j; = 0 for all but finite number of 4. Then, letting
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Jrw=jowo+jrw_q1+ - and ej(w) = > for w= (..., w_1,wp) € [0,1)N

and j €T, any g € Z2(m) has a Fourier expansion,

gw) =" cje;

jer

where ¢; are square summable. Next, let J = {j € I': jo # 0}. Then, since

1 , 00
Qej(w) = [/ emou du} [T exp@mejiw_iy1),
0 i=1
&= {ex:k € J} is an orthonormal basis for K+ [with H = .Z2(r) and K =
Q*H]. Define ¢:I' = T' by ¥(j) = (0,540, J1,--.), then it is not difficult to
check Q% e = ey ), Q*ey, = €yi(k), where ¢" is the composition of ¢ with
itself ¢ times. Necessary and sufficient conditions can be read from Theorem
1.

EXAMPLE 3 (Superlinear processes). Let & ;, 1 € Z, j € N, be indepen-

dent random variables, all having mean 0 and bounded variances, for which

-,6-1,,80,5:&1,5, - - - are identically distributed for each j, and let ¢;;, i € Z,
7 €N, be a square summable array. Then

(15) Xi= chi,jfk—i,j

j=0i=0

converges w.p.1 and in mean square for each k£ and defines a stationary
process. Letting &; = (&.0,&i1,...), Xi is of the form Xj = g(W}), where
Wi =(...,&,_1,&;) is a shift process. Next, letting H = span(¢; ;:4<0,j >
0), one finds easily that there is an invariant splitting with e; ; =§_; ; for
1,7 > 0. Necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a martingale
approximation can again be read from Theorem 1.

4. The plus norm. To study the plus norm, we first recall the definition
g]|2 = limsup,,_,, E[Sn(g)?]/n. The following example serves as a simple
illustration.

ExaMprLE 4. If @ is a co-isometry and the chain has a trivial left tail
field, we may write g = 3", ; 3272 ¢; j€i j, as in Section 3, and H,(Wo,W1) =
Zjejgn,jeo7j(W1), as in the proof of Theorem 1. So, if (2) holds, F(S?) =
nE[Hy(Wo, W1)] + o(n) = n|[by|* + o(n), and [|g]|3. = limsup,,_, [[bx]|*.

The main result of this section is that g admits a martingale approxima-
tion iff ||V,,g]| = o(v/n) and 3314 [|Q%g||2. = o(m). The following two lemmas
are needed; their proofs are given after the proof of Theorem 2.
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LEMMA 4. If g€ L&(n) and (2) holds, then
‘vag 2
—

_ _ 2 2 -
li H, — Hp||> — = Vhg,QVin :|:__Vm7 Vi —‘
Jim ] 1P = —{Vag, QVing) —(Ving, QVimg)
LEMMA 5. If g€ L3(w) and ||g||+ < oo, then

limsup Vg, QVing) <53 1Q¥ |2 + L1QVingll* + (9. Vi Qg);

and if g admits a martingale approximation, then the limit exists and there
18 equality.

THEOREM 2. g admits a martingale approximation iff (2) holds and

m—oo m,

R
(16) lm 3" Q% = 0.
k=1

PROOF. Suppose first that g admits a martingale approximation. Then
Vigll = o(v/n) and limym,—oeo[limy—ee || Hn — Hym||?] =0 by Proposition 1.
Next, by Lemmas 4 and 5,

. uF B L2 2 QVing 2}
\ Hn_Hm 2= 1 — Vn P mY) — | —\VmY, m
Jim | P = lim —(Vag, QVing) {mW 9.QV; g>+‘ -
1 & 1 2
=— > 11Q%gIA + —QVmgl* + = (g, QVing)
mkzl m m

‘ QVimg 2
|

2 _
- _<VmgaQVmg> - ‘
m

Since ||Ving|l = o(y/m), the last four terms on the right approach 0 as m —
oo, and, therefore, so does the first. This establishes the necessity of (16).

Next suppose that (2) and (16) hold; then lim,, .o[limsup,,_, . || Hn —
H,,|?] =0, by Lemmas 4 and 5. It follows easily that sup,~; ||[Hy,| < oo,
which implies Hy, Ho, ... is weakly compact in L?(m1). Let H* denote any
weak limit point of Hy, Ha,.... Then ||[H* — Hy,| <limsup,_, | Hn — Hp||
for each m (cf. [8], page 68). Thus, lim,, e || Hym — H*|| =0 from which the
converse follows from Proposition 1. [

PrROOF OF LEMMA 4. To begin, write
[Hn = Honl* = | (Ve = Vin)g[1? = 1Q(Ve = Vir)g®
= (I + Q)(Vn - Vm)g, (I - Q)(Vn - Vm)g>

o (22| e 2

2

I
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and when the first term in the last line is expanded, it becomes
2 2 2 2
m< nngVmg> - _< nngVng> - E( mY, vag> < mY, Qvng>

The lemma now follows directly from (2) and the mean ergodic theorem,
which implies that all those terms multiplied by 1/n approach 0 as n — co.
U

Proor orF LEMMA 5. Writing

m

<Vn97QVmg Z nng 9),

k=1
and using (6), then

(Vg QVing) = Y- | (VaQ0.Q%0) + (Vhg.Q"9) ~ - (QViVig, Q")

k=1
Here

m m k
S (Vig, Q%) =3 (@7 g.Q%g)
k=1

k=1j=1

SO D UCTRIEE) SRR
k=1j=1 j=1

=1V Qql* - %Z 1Q7g* + (9. VinQg)-

Combining terms together,
_ 1™ _
(Vag,QVing) = 5 >_[2(VaQ"9,Q%) — 1Q"gl"]

k=1

l

1 m
+ §HQVmgH2 g, ng Z
k=

The first assertion follows directly from (2) and (5). So does the second; for if
g admits a martingale approximation, then the limit exists in the deﬁn1t10n

of |QFglly. D

5. The fractional Poisson equation. It is possible to attach a meaning to
the symbol /I — @) by replacing ¢ with @) in the series expansion of /1 — ¢.
The definition may be written

VI—Q=1-> Q"
k=1
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where 8, = (—1)’%_1 (122) and the series converges in the operator norm, since
B ~1/(2/7k3/?) as k — co. A function h € LE(r) is said to solve the frac-
tional Poisson equation (for g) if g = /(I — Q)h. The relation between the
existence of a solution to the fractional Poisson equation and the existence

of a martingale approximation is considered in this section for co-isometries
and normal operators (QQ* = Q*Q).

LEMMA 6. If g € /(I —Q)L3(w), then ||Vugl = o(y/n); and if g =
VI = Qh=+/{T—Q)h*, then ||g|} ={(I +Q)h,h*).

PROOF. Observe that (I — Q¥)V,, = (I — Q™)Vj. So, if g=+/(I — Q)h,
then Vg = 3220 Br(I — Q™) Vianh, where A (V) denotes minimum (max-
imum). Using the mean ergodic theorem, ||V,,h|| =o(n), then

IVagll <2 Bl Vianhll =2 Bro(k An) = o(v/n),
k=0 k=0
establishing the first assertion. If, in addition, g = \/(I — Q*)h*, then ||g||*> =
((I —Q)h,h*), and

(Vago) = (1= @)Vl 17) = (%) = ~(QVah, 1) = (1, 1),

using the mean ergodic theorem again in the final step. Thus, in view of (5),
g]12 = lim,— 0 [2(Vng. 9) — [|9]1*] = ((I + Q)h, h*); similar calculations also
appear in [7]. O

Normal operators. As an interesting generalization of [13] in the re-
versible case, it is known [1, 6, 12] that if @) is a normal operator and there
is a solution to the fractional Poisson equation, then g admits a martingale
approximation. This result can be easily deduced from our Theorem 2. Re-
call that if R is any bounded normal operator on a Hilbert space H, then
VI — R and v/I — R* have the same range (cf. [6], Lemma 2).

PROPOSITION 2.  Suppose that Q is normal; then any g € /(I — Q)L ()
admits a martingale approxrimation.

Proor. If g€ /(I —Q)L(n), then (2) follows from Lemma 6, and it
suffices to establish (16). Since the ranges of /(I — Q) and /(I — Q*) are the
same, there are h, h* € L3(r) for which g = /(I — Q)h = /(I — Q*)h*. Then
Q*g =T - Q)Q*h = /(I - Q*)Q*h*,s0 that [|Q"g% = ((I+Q)Q"h, Q*h*).
Thus, letting R = Q*Q, [|Q*g||2 = ((I + Q)h, R*h*), and it is necessary to
show

m

(17) lim — > (I +Q)h, RFh*) =0.
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To see this let R be the closure of (I — R)L3(w). Then R+ consists of all f
for which Rf = f, and Q, Q*, and R map both R and R into themselves.
Write h = hy + hy with hy € R, ho € R', and let ¢; = V(I —Q)h;. Then
g1 € R and ¢go € RT, since Q@ maps R and R’ into themselves. Next, write
h* = h}+h} with b} € R, h3 € R*; then g; = /(I — Q*)h} by the uniqueness
of direct sum decomposition of g. Returning to (17), we have

(T +Q)h, RF1*) = (I + Q)h1, RFR}) + (I + Q)ha, )
= (I +Q)h1, R*h3) + || gal 2

by orthogonality and Lemma 6. It will be first shown that ||g2||+ = 0; to see
it, note Rgo = g9, then

n—1n—1 n—1
Vagal? =230 Y (Q792,Q%g2) = > Q7 g2?
7=0 k=j =0

Z 927 n— ]92 —ang”2
Jj=

=n[2(g2, Vago) — ll92/I°],

thus, [|g2]|+ =0 follows from (5) and Lemma 6. That (17) holds when hj €
(I — R)LZ(x) is clear by forming a telescoping sum, and the boundary case
then follows by approximation. [

Co-isometries. The existence of a solution to the fractional Poisson equa-
tion does not imply the existence of a martingale approximation for co-
isometries. Here is a simple example.

ExamMprLeE 5. Let ..., & 1,&0,&1,... be ii.d. with mean 0 and unit vari-
ance; consider the shift process Wy = (...,&—1,&). For j >0, let a; =

1/[v/ (7 + 1)log(j +2)] and define h by
Wo)=>_a;jéj,
=0

so that h(W}) is a linear process. Then g = /(I — Q)h admits a solution to
the fractional Poisson equation, and

=S BT — QM Zc]s_

k=1
with

Z Br(a; —ajir),
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after some straightforward calculation. Observe that a; — a;4, > 0 for all
j>0and k> 1, and that a1 <3a;/4 for all k> j+1 and all j > 0. So,

EIUDS 5z (5)

k=j+1

for all sufficiently large j. Therefore, b, =co + -+ + ¢, — o0, and also, its
Cesaro average b, — 0o as n — 0o. No martingale approximation can exist.

However, the existence of solutions to both the forward and backward
fractional Poisson equations does imply the existence of a martingale ap-
proximation.

PROPOSITION 3.  Suppose Q is a co-isometry and the chain has a trivial

left tail field, and if g € \/(I — Q)L3(7) N /(I — Q*)LZ(x), then g admits a

martingale approximation.

PROOF. As in Section 3, we can take H = .ZZ(n), and there is an or-
thogonal invariant splitting, H = @,;c;H;. Let g = /(I —Q)h for some
heH, g=73jcsgj, and h =3 ;c;h; with g;,h; € H; for all j. Clearly
9= jes V(I —Q)h; and, therefore, g; = /(I — Q)h;, by taking the pro-
jection on each H;. Similarly, g = /(I — Q*)h*, where h* = > jes I with
h; € Hj, and g; = /(I — Q*)h;ﬁfor each j. It then follows easily from Lemma
6 and Example 4 that lim, o0 |bn j|* = [lgj 13 = (I +Q)hy, h}) exists for each
j and that lim, .o [[bs|* = ||lg]2 = (I + Q)h, h*) exist. It then follows from
(the proof of) Corollary 2 that b; = lim,,_, by, n,; exists for each j, so that b,
converges weakly to b= (b;:j € J). So, to show convergence of b, in the
norm of £2(.J) and, therefore, the existence of a martingale approximation,
it suffices to show that lim, . ||b,||?> = ||b||?; and this follows easily from
Lemma 6 which implies

i [[By | = (T +Q)h, b7y = S ((+Q)hy, ) = 30 1512 = [[b]>.

jeJ JjeJ

6. The CCLT for superlinear processes. Let F;, denote the conditional
distribution function of S,,/\/n given Wy,

Fp(w;z) = P[% < Z‘WO = w].
We will say that the conditional central limit theorem (CCLT) holds (with

a y/n normalization) iff

2
lim ElS:] =% €[0,00)

n—oo
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and

n—o0

lim d[®, F(w;-)]m{dw} =0,
w

where ®,. denotes the normal distribution function with mean 0 and stan-
dard deviation x, and d is the Lévy metric or any other bounded metric that
metrizes weak convergence of distribution functions.

It is clear that the existence of a martingale approximation implies the
CCLT; see, for example, [15]. It is also clear, for simple linear process as
defined in (9), CCLT necessarily requires the existence of martingale ap-
proximation. However, in general, the converse is not true as shown in the
example below. To proceed as in Example 3, let F; be the common dis-
tribution function of 52-,]-, t=...,—1,0,1,... and suppose that the F; have
mean 0 and bounded variances. Recall the notation b, j =cgj + -+ cp_1,;
and bnj =(b1;+-+by 27)/n and that by, = (by,1,bpn2,...) and b,, may be
regarded as elements of /#(N).

EXAMPLE 6 (Superlinear process revisited). Consider a superlinear pro-
cess, defined in (15), with ¢; ; =0 for all j > 2, b, o = cos(y/logn), b,1 =
sin(v/Iogn), and ¢p; =¢1; =0 for j =0,1. Then ¢, ; = by j — bp1; =
O(1/(ny/logn)) for j =0,1. So, the process is well defined. If Fy and Fj
both have mean 0 and unit variance, then the CCLT holds, but martingale
approximation does not exist. To see this, first observe that for any ¢ > 0,

i(bk—l—no_bko < <Z + Z) cos(y/log(n + k)) — cos(y/log k)]?

k=0 k<nd k>nd

2
n
<dns+ 3 (e

= +k>n5<2k\/—logk> ’

so that 3220 (brrn,0 — bro)* = o(n), and similarly, >3320 (bktn,1 — br1)* =
o(n). So, ||Vy.gl|? = o(n). Next, for any ¢ > 0,

n

bno — bpo = % Z[cos(\/log k) — cos(v/logn)]

k=1

< ! > [cos(v/1og k) — cos(v/logn)] + % > [Viogn — \/logk]

k<ne ne<k<n

<2&7+l Z n 2€+1(n—n5);

- (N 2/4;\/ - 2e+/log(ne)
for all large n. It follows that bn,O —bpo=o0(1). Similarly En,l —bp1=0(1),
and therefore, bgho + bfhl — 1. So, applying Theorem 2 of [20], CCLT holds;

but martingale approximation does not exist since l_)n,j does not converge
for j=0,1.
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Next, we investigate some partial converses for superlinear processes.

THEOREM 3. If the CCLT holds for all choices F, Fy,... with means 0
and unit variances, then by, is pre-compact in (*(N); and if the CCLT holds
for all Fy, Fs, ... with means 0 and bounded variances, then b, converges in

2(N).

ProoF. If the CCLT holds, then (2) holds by Corollary 1 of [15]. So, by
Lemma 1, S,, = M,,,, + Ry, where || Ry,|| = o(y/n) and

oo
Mnn - Z bn,an,jy
j=1

where ¢, ; = &1,j+ -+ ;- So, if the CCLT holds for any choice of Iy, Fb, . ..
with means 0 and unit variances, then lim, . ||b,||?> = x%. In particular,
b,,, n>1, are bounded and, therefore, weakly pre-compact. To show pre-
compactness, it thus suffices to show that any weak limit point is a strong
limit point. Let b € £2(N) be an arbitrary weak limit point and let Ny be a

subsequence for which lim,en, b, =b. Then lim,en, b,,; = b; for all j, and
gn ,
2, 2 =l =0
7j=1

for some subsequence j, — oo. By thinning the subsequence Ny, if necessary,
we may suppose that j,, n € Ny are strictly increasing. There is a strictly
decreasing sequence 1 > g1 > go,... for which lim, ey, ngj, = 0. Let p; =
qj — ¢j+1 and let F; be the distribution which assigns mass %pj to £1/ Nz
and mass 1 — p; to 0. With this choice of F7, F», ..., let

In
Mn,n - Z bn,an,j-
=1

Then P[(, ; # 0] < np;, and
P[Mn,n 7& Mn,n] < ngj, — 0
as n — oo in Nj. So, Mn,n /+/n has a limiting normal distribution with mean
0 and variance 2 and, therefore,
Jn _2 1 Y )
hTILIGlI{TIolijI by ;= hrIzrelIiIIolf ;E(ann) > K
and

oo
. 72
lim E b,; =0.
neNp . =
J=jn+1
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It follows easily that lim, ey, b, = b in £2(N), and since b was an arbitrary
weak limit point, this establishes the first assertion.
The second assertion is now immediate. Setting all of the variances but one

to zero shows that lim,,— oo b%, ; exists for a fixed j, in which case lim,, o by, ;

exists, since |by11,j — by,;| = O(y/n), as in the proof of Corollary 2. It then
follows that b,, converges weakly, from which the assertion follows since b,
n > 1, are pre-compact. [
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