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1. Introduction

We consider an infinite moving average process of the form
[o ]
Xn=> iy i, n>0, (1.1)
i=0

where the noise variables (Z,, : n € Z) are assumed to bef i.i.d. non-degenerate
random variables. The noise distribution Fz is assumed have finite exponential
moments:

/etzFZ(dz) < oo forallteR. (1.2)
R

Furthermore, assuming that the noise is centred:

/zFZ(dz) —0, (1.3)
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the series defining the process in (1.1) converges if and only if the coefficients
ap, a1, as . . . satisfy

Za? < 00. (1.4)
=0

In this case (X,,) is a zero mean stationary ergodic process. For € > 0 we consider
the sequence of large deviation events

1 n+j—1
Ej(ne)=4— > Xi>cp, j>0. (1.5)
i=j

By stationarity, each event E;(n, ) is equally rare, and we are interested in the
cluster of these events that occur given that the event Fy(n,e) occurs.

In Chakrabarty and Samorodnitsky (2022) the short memory case was con-
sidered. In this context, “short memory” corresponds to the case

3 |ay| < oo and 3 an # 0. (1.6)

In this short memory case the conditional on FEy(n,e) law of the sequence
(1(Ej(n, g), 7 =1,2,...) converges weakly, as n — 0o, to the law of a sequence
with a.s. finitely many non-zero entries. the total number D, of the non-zero en-
tries turns out to scale as e =2, and £2 D, has an interesting weak limit as ¢ — 0.
We refer the reader to Chakrabarty and Samorodnitsky (2022) for details, and
a minor technical condition required for the above statements.

In the present paper we are interested in the long memory case. For the mov-
ing average processes (1.1) “long memory” refers to the case when the coeffi-
cients (a;) satisfy the square summability assumption (1.4) but not the absolute
summability assumption in (1.6). A typical assumption in this is

(ay,) is regularly varying with exponent — o, 1/2 < av < 1; (1.7)

see Samorodnitsky (2016). It turns out that, in this case (under certain technical
assumptions, an example of which is below), the conditional on Fy(n,¢e) law of
the sequence (l(Ej (n,e),j = 1,2,...) converges weakly, as n — 00, to the
degenerate probability measure d(; ;.. ). That is, once the event Ey(n, e) occurs,
the events (E;(n,e)) become very likely. In order to understand their structure
we concentrate on the random variables

I,(e) =inf{j > 1: E;(n,c) does not occur}, n > 1 (1.8)

and establish a weak limit theorem for this sequence under a proper scaling.
Interestingly, the limit turns out to be the law of the first hitting time of a
randomly shifted fractional Brownian motion with drift.

The main result containing the above limit theorem and the technical as-
sumptions it requires are in Section 2. The proof of the main theorem requires a
long sequence of preliminary results, all of which are presented in that section.
Finally, some useful facts needed for the proofs are collected in Section 3.
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2. The assumptions and the main result

Our result on clustering of large deviation events in the long memory case will
require a number of assumptions that we state next. First of all, we will replace
the assumption of regular variation (1.7) by the asymptotic power function
assumption

an ~n~% 1/2 <a <1, and is eventually monotone. (2.1)

There is no doubt that the results of the paper hold under the more general
regular variation assumption as well. The extra generality will, however, require
making an already highly technical argument even more so. The potentially
resulting lack of clarity makes the added generality less valuable. The same is
true about the eventual monotonicity assumption.

We will need additional assumptions on the distribution of the noise variables.
We will assume that some 6y > 0,

sup / t? / 02 p(dz)| dt < oo (2.2)

10|<0p J —co —o0

Next, let
0% = / 2% Fy(dz) (2.3)
R
be the variance of the noise. Denote
da—1

= th llest int . 2.4
K e smallest integer > o——— (2.4)

In other words, £ = [(142a)/(2—2a)]. We assume that a generic noise variable
Z satisfies . ‘
EZ' = EG" for 1 <i <k, (2.5)

where G ~ N(0,0%).

Remark 2.1. Tt is standard to verify that (2.2) implies that the noise distri-
bution has a twice continuously differentiable density fz. One the other hand,
a sufficient condition for (2.2) is that the noise distribution has a four times
continuously differentiable density fz such that

o0
/ Gl
— 00

The moment equality assumption (2.5) restricts how far the the noise distri-
bution can be from a normal distribution. Note that in the range 1/2 < o < 5/8
we have Kk = 2, in which case the assumption is vacuous. Since x > 2 for all
a € (1/2,1), (1.3) is implied by (2.5).

d—ifz(fv)

- dr < oo fori=1,2,3,4.
dx®
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To state our main result, we need to introduce several key quantities. Let

4 — 4o
B = 5 9g € (0,1) (2.6)
and
H=3/2—ac(1/2,1). (2.7)

We denote by (By(t) : t > 0) the standard fractional Brownian motion with
Hurst index H, i.e. a zero mean Gaussian process with continuous paths and
covariance function

E(By(s)By(t)) = % (s*H + 2 — s —tP) 5,6 > 0. (2.8)

If Tp is a standard exponential random variable independent of the fractional
Brownian motion, then

7. — inf {t >0: Bp(t) < (204)V2e?H (Ca/2)1/20%5_1T0} L e>0, (2.9)

is an a.s. finite and strictly positive random variable. Here 0% is the variance of
the noise in (2.3) and
B(l —a,2a—1)
(1-—a)3—2a)’
with B(:, ) the standard Beta function.

We are now in a position to state the main result of this paper.

Co = (2.10)

Theorem 2.1. Assume the finite exponential moment condition (1.2), that the
coefficients satisfy the power-type condition (2.1), the regularity condition (2.2)
and the moment equality condition (2.5). Then for every € > 0 the first non-
occurrence times (1.8) satisfy

P (n "I, (¢) € |Eg(n,e)) = P(r- € ), n — 0. (2.11)

Remark 2.2. It is worthwhile to observe that the limit law obtained in Theorem
2.1 depends on the noise distribution only through its variance o%. This can be
understood by noticing that in the long memory case considered in this paper
we have Var(X; + -+ + X,,) > n; see Lemma 2.1 below. Therefore, the events
E;(n,e) should be viewed as moderate deviation events, not large deviation
events. It has been observed in many situations that moderate deviation events
are influenced by the Gaussian weak limit of the quantities of interest. At the
intuitive level, this explains why it is the variance of the process that appears
in the limit.

For comparison, in the short memory case (1.6), we have Var(X;+---+X,,) ~
cn for some ¢ > 0, the events E;(n, €) should be viewed as large deviation events,
and their behaviour depends on much more than just the variance of the noise.
See Chakrabarty and Samorodnitsky (2022) for details.
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We start on the road to proving Theorem 2.1 by establishing certain basic
estimates that will be used throughout the paper. Denote

J
Aj=>a;, jEL, (2.12)
=0

with the convention that a sum (or an integral) is zero if the lower limit exceeds
the upper limit (so that A; =0 for j < —1, for example). Let

n—1
Sp=> Xin>1, (2.13)
=0
and denote
02 = Var(S,),n>1. (2.14)

In the sequel we use the following notation. We will denote by

¢z(t) =log (/R et FZ(dz)> ,teR (2.15)

the log-Laplace transform of a noise variable. We will frequently use the obvious
facts
¢ is convex and ¢z (z) ~ 2%0% /2,  — 0, (2.16)

and
¢, is continuous, nondecreasing and ¢’ (z) = zo% + O(2?), z — 0. (2.17)

We will write Gy for the probability measure obtained by exponentially tilting
the law Fz by 6 € R. That is,

Go(dz) = (Ee??) ™ P Fy(dz). (2.18)

It is clear that, as 6§ — 0,

= 0(62) and = O(|0) if x> 3,

/ 2 Gy(dz) ~ 0%, / 2Gy(dz) — 0%
R R

(2.19)
/ |2|* Go(dz) — / |z|* F(dz), k=1,2,....
R R
Lemma 2.1. Asymptotically we have
Aj~(1—a) e j = 00 (2.20)
and
02 ~ Coozn® 2% n — 0o, (2.21)
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Furthermore, for any t >0, as n — o0
[n”]
ST (Ai - Aip)? ~ KytP 2ot (2.22)
i=0

and

n

n+[n?t]
S (A4~ DD (A Ay

~ (1 _ a)—2n2—2a+6t
i=n—[nft]+1

, (2.23)
i=n—+1
with
Ki=(1-a)2%3-2a)"". (2.24)
Finally, for anyt >0, as n — oo
2 oo
—§ Z (Ai — Aimn) (Ais sy — Aipneg—n) = 1-n' 22372 (1+0(1)) . (2.25)
Tn =0

Proof. The claim (2.20) is, of course, an immediate consequence of the assump-
tion (2.1). For (2.21), first note that

R, = Cov(Xg,X NO’ZZ] (j4+n)—¢

nlfQO‘JQZ/ (14 2) " “de
0

= Choz(1 —a)(3 —2a)n' 2«
as n — 0o. Therefore,

n—1 n—1
o2 Z (n— [i])Ry; ~ 2Ca0%(1 — a)(3 — 2a) Z (n — )it =2
i=—(n—1) i=0

1
~2C,0%5(1 —a)(3 — 20[)713720‘/ (1 —2)2' 2 dx = Cuogn® 22,
0

which is (2.21). Next, for a fixed ¢t > 0 and large n, by (2.20) and the fact that
p<1,

[n”1]

[n”1] nft]
Z (A — Ai_p)? = Z A2~ (1—a)2 Z 2720 f (nﬂt)gim,
=0 =0 i=1
proving (2.22). Similarly,

Z (A; — Ai—n)2 ~ Z Afl ~(1- a)—2n/3+2—2at,
i=n—[nft]+1 ;

=n—[nft]+1
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showing the first equivalence in (2.23) and the second equivalence can be shown
in the same way.
For (2.25), we start by writing

A AJ n n 1—5,71 Z 1, (226)
7=0
so that
or =03 (Aj—A;n)? n>1. (2.27)

=0

Therefore, for large n,

2 0o
On
g Z(A — A n)(AH-[nﬁ t] AH—[nﬁt] )
=0
1 nft]—1 0o
= 5 (Aq,_Az n 2+Z i+[nft] — Z+[n5t —A +A7, n)
=0 1=0
1 n—1 )
=0
+ Z (AZ+[nBt] - AlJr[nBt A +Az n) ‘|
A1)
By (2.20),

n—1 n—1
Z (Az o Ai—[nﬁt) 1 _ a -2 Z ﬁt])l Q)Q
i=0 i=1
n4—4at3—20¢(1 _ a)_2/ [yl—a —(y— 1)}[0‘}2613/
0

as n — oo. By (3.1) with H = 3/2 — «,

- —a —al?
/0 [y' 7 = (- D] dy (2.29)
C(3=20) (1= ) Y b9 _ 112 — )2

™
- 31__20;B (20 —1,1—a) = (1 — a)2Cy,
SO
n—1
(A; — Ai,[nat])Q ~ Ot 2apt=te iy s oo, (2.30)

-
Il
=]
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Since

Z (A —A;_ nﬁt -0 (nzﬁzi—m) _ O(n2,8+1—2a) _ O(n4—4a)7

we conclude also that

o0
(A — Ai_[msy ) ~ Cpt372opt=4a o0,
=0

<.

It follows from (2.31) and (2.32) that

(Ai+[nﬂt] - Az‘+[nﬁt]—n —Ai+ Aifn)z

|M8

i=n—[nft]

Mg

Il
o

J

In combination with (2.28) and (2.30) we obtain

)
Cat372°‘n4740‘ )

NQM | :qw

A A n z+[n5t]Ai+[n5t]—n) ~
i=0

K2

Dividing both sides by o,%02 and appealing to (2.21), (2.25) follows.

A + A —[nf1] + (Aj+n — Aj+n—[n5t])]2 ~ Cat372an474a.

(2.31)

(2.32)

O

We now consider certain large deviations of the partial sum S,, under a change
of measure. With an eye towards a subsequent application, we allow the partial
sum, given in the form (2.26), to be “corrupted”. For n > 1 and ¢ > 0 we define

En(t) = Z(A —Ain) Zn—i-1,

,_.

i(t): Z (Ai—Aifn)anifl,

n

+[n?1
fg(t) = Z (Az - Azfn) anifl .
i=n-+1

Lemma 2.2. Fizx ti,ts,t3 > 0 and denote
=S, — Zgl n>1.

Let (vn), (0) and (ny,) be real sequences satisfying

=0 (n¥27) By =0 (0707 ) L <py <

(2.33)

(2.34)

(2.35)

(2.36)



Chakrabarty and Samorodnitsky/Clustering of large deviations 9

If S, is a random variable with the law

P (Sn e da:) - (E(69"§")>_1 P (S, €dr), n>1, (2.37)

then for all x € R and h > 0,
P (nnogl (5',1 — E(S,) + 7n> € |z, z + h]) ~nt2n) Y2 h, n— 0o, (2.38)

Furthermore,
sup P (nnagls'n € [z, + 1]) < o00. (2.39)
n>1,zeR

Proof. Let (Zni, n > 1~7 i > 0) be a collection of independent random variables
such that the law of Z,; is G(a,—4,_,)6, in the notation of (2.18). Then for
large n,

n—[nfts]—1 0o
i=[nfti]+1 i=n+[nfts]+1

(2.40)
The proof applies to (2.40) the bound (3.2) in the appendix, with n = oo.
For any z € R

‘P (S‘n — E(S,) < Z\/Var(gn)) —3(2) (2.41)
o\ 32 - -
<, (Var(S’n)) 314, - A PE (|Zm- - EZm|3> n>1.
i=0
It is immediate from (2.1) that
sup |[A; — Aj_n| = O(n'~®), (2.42)

i>0

so that
lim 6, sup|A; — A;—| =0.

It follows from (2.19) that

EZni — 0, Var(Zni) — 02, E(|Zm-—EZm-|3)—>/ 123 Fy(dz)  (2.43)

— 00

uniformly in ¢ as n — oo. Since it is an elementary conclusion from Lemma 2.1
that for any £ > 1/a,

o0

D A = A ]t = O(ne R, (2.44)

i=0
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it follows from (2.41) that
sup

e P (S" — B(Sa) < Z\/M) — a(z)
=0 (s (var(s) ).

Using (2.43) again we see that

3
Var(S,) ~ o2 — ZVar (&.(t;)) ~ Caozn® 2, (2.45)
i=1

with the second equivalence following from various claims in Lemma 2.1. Thus,

P (Sn —E(S,) < Z\/Var(gn)> —d(2)

Therefore, for x € R and h > 0, as n — oo,

sup
z€R

=0 Y =0(n") . (2.46)

P (nnagl (gn - E(S’n) + ”yn) € [x,z+ h])
= o) + [ 1[Var(S,) Ao o — ) < -
< Var(Sn) V2 (2 + k), ton — )] (=) dz,

where ¢ is the standard normal density. The assumptions on 7, and 7, along
with (2.45) imply that the integration interval shrinks towards the origin. Thus,
the integral above is asymptotically equivalent to 7, 1¢(0)h, and (2.38) follows.
Boundedness of ¢ in the above integral establishes (2.39). O

We now look more closely at the processes defined in (2.33), (2.34) and (2.35).
The next lemma describes the limiting distribution of their increments under
the same change of measure as in the previous lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that 0, € R satisfies 0, = o(n_(l_o‘)). Fiz 0 <s <t
and consider random variables with the laws

P(Uy; € dz) = cpie?"P (€L (t) — €l (s) €dx) ,i=1,2,3,n > 1,
with appropriate cyn;. Then, as n — oo,

n~ 72 Uy — E(Un1)) = N (0, Kyo% (1372 — s3729)) (2.47)
where K7 is given in (2.24), and for i = 2,3,

n~ U=t (U, — E(Uni)) = N(0,(1—a) 203 (t — ) . (2.48)
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Proof. For large n,

[n”1]
U £ > AiZy,
i=[nBs]+1

with (Z,;) as in the previous lemma. That is, U,1 — E(U,1) is the sum of
independent zero mean random variables. By (2.43) and (2.22),

[n”1]
Var(Up1) ~ 0% Z A2 o Kyodpimio (13720 _ g2
i=[nfs]+1

and a similar calculation using the third moment bound in (2.43) verifies the
Lindeberg conditions of the central limit theorem. Hence (2.47) follows, and the
calculations for (2.48) are similar. O

Consider the overshoot defined by
T:=S,—ne,n>1. (2.49)

Conditionally on the event Ey = Ey(n,e) in (1.5) the overshoot is nonnegative.
The next lemma is a joint weak limit theorem for the joint law of the overshoot
and the processes defined in (2.33), (2.34) and (2.35). The joint law is computed
conditionally on FEj.

Lemma 2.4. Let
Cn=mnefol, n>1, (2.50)

Conditionally on Ey, as n — oo,

[n"1]
<<nT:;, e - > A /
=1 -

2Ge a,(dz) |, >0,

oo
o0

n—1 0o
(na*ﬁ/Qfl €2(t) — Z Ai/ 2Geoa,(d2) |, t> 0),

i=n—[nft|

n+[nt) 0o
(o (@ = Y i) [ G ,t20)>
1=n—+1 e

:>(TQ, (Kll/zdzBl(tS_2a), t> 0),
(1= @) ozBa(t), t > 0), (1 — ) Loz Bs(t), t > o)) ,
in finite dimensional distributions, where Ty is a standard exponential random

variable independent of independent standard Brownian motions By, Bs, and
Bs, K is the constant in (2.24) and Gy is the exponentially tilted law in (2.18).
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Proof. Denote

12
2

= Tny - _Tiy 2n(A; - A
Pn(s) = 3 ogE [exp (SU—%SH)] = — ngz (0,°n(A; — Aj_y)s) , (2.51)

Jj=0

3

where the second equality follows from (2.26). By (2.16), (2.21) and (2.42) we
see that
lim 1, (5) = s%/2 (2.52)
uniformly for s in a compact set. Furthermore, the sum in (2.51) can be differ-
entiated term by term, and it follows by (2.17), (2.21) and (2.42) that
lim ), (s) = s,

n—r00

(2.53)
also uniformly on compact sets. Since 1)/, is increasing and continuous, for large
n there exists a unique 7,, > 0 such that

W) = €. (2.54)
It is immediate that 7,, — ¢ as n — co. Denoting
0, = ogzm'n, n>1,
we have

(2.55)

(E (e%50)) " B (Spe?Sn) = ne

(2.56)
Fix k > 1 and for each ¢ = 1,2, 3 fix points 0 = t;p < t;1 < ... < t;5. Denote

3

i=1

Let Upsj,n > 1,1 =1,2,3,j =1,...,k, S,, n > 1 be independent random
variables, with

P (Un” S d:E)

_ (B (it ) ) ot (e 1) — €400 1) € )
and

P (S’n S daj) = (E (69"5"))_1 efne p (S’n S da:)
form>1,i=1,2,3and j=1,...,k. Let
finij = E (Uniz) , pin = E(Sn). (2.57)
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It follows from (2.56) that

3k
Lo, + Zz,um-j =ne,n>1. (2.58)

i=1 j=1

Let t > 0 and (ay;) C R. We have
({T* > ton/ns} N (ﬂ {TLZQ 2 tlj) 5 (tlj—l) — lffnlj) > Oélj})

n ( N {22 (€ ) = & (ti—1) = pnig) > aij}))

2<i<3,1<5<k

>0, 137>

3k
= 1 > t 2 - i
/}RS,c+1 (w ne + to;, /ne ZZSJ)

i=1 j=1
1 (Slj > n2720‘041j + pnij ,1<75< k)

1 (sij > nl—a+ﬁ/2aij + pnij i =2,3,5= 1,.__71@)

S Ed:E HHPé'l ZJ (ZJ 1)€d81])

1=17=1

3k
= 1( 2 > ne +to?/ne — Sii
JARICETERRETIEED Dp

=1 j—=1
1 (Slj > n2_20‘o¢1j + pnij, 1 <;j< k)

l(sij >n170‘+5/204ij+um'j,i:273,1§jSk)

3k
exp< 0,x — 9n2251j> ( de)
=1 j=1
3k

E (69”5") H H P(Um'j S dSU)

i=1j=1

=

P (n2°‘72 (Unlj — ,unlj) € dulj)

9

= cn/ l(mln(u” —yj) > O)
R3k 1

HP( a=B/2= 1(Un13 an]) Eduzg)
25=1

/ e—zl(z > tﬁnai/na)P(Gn(S'n — pon + Yo (u11, - . - ,’U,gk)) € dz) ,
R

::1w 5

.
[|
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with
e = e R (5 (2.59)

and

YU, ... usy) = n2~ 2O‘ZU1 + ol a+6/2zzuw

=2 j=1

Let 6,, be as above and n,, = 0,,0,,. For n > 1, we introduce the notation
fn(uit, ..., usk)

:Wn/ e—zl(z > t@nag/na)P(Gn (S‘n — o + yn(u11, - .- ,U3k)) S dz) .
0

Fix (u;;) and let uz(;l) — u;; as n — oo for all 4,j. Let us denote v, =

Yn (ugrf), .. ugz)) With 6,, and n,, already defined, we use Lemma 2.2 with this

Y. It is elementary to check that the hypothesis of the lemma are satisfied.
Since t0,,02 /ne — t, it follows from (2.38) that for all fixed T' > ¢,

/ e_zl(tﬁnog/ns <z< T)P(Gn(gn — ln —i—%l) S dz)
R

T
Nn;1(27r)71/2/ e “dz,
¢

and if follows from (2.39) that
hm hmsupnn/ 1(2 > T)P(Hn(gn —un+7n) edz> =0,
T—0o0 pnooo R

showing that

lim f, (ugl), . uéz)) = (2m) Y2t

n—roo

Another application of (2.39) implies that

sup  fo(uir,...,usk) < 00.
{uij }CR

It follows immediately from Lemma 2.3 and bounded convergence theorem that
E[f(n2a_2(Un11 — tn11)s - 2T U — pinan) (2.60)

1(n2a72(Un1j — ,UJnlj) > aqj, naiﬁ/271(Unij - ,UanJ) > Qg 1= 2537

j:l,...,k,)}

with Tj standard exponential and (G;; : 4 = 1,2,3, j = 1,...,k) independent
zero mean Gaussian random variables, independent of Tp, with

—(2n) V2P (Ty > t,Gyj > aij for all i, j) ,

Var(Gyj) = Kio% (85,2 —7729), 1< j <k,
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and for i = 2, 3,
Var(Gij) = (1 — O[)iQO'QZ(tij — tiyjfl), 1 Sj S k.

A simple way to verify the convergence above is to appeal to the Skorohod
representation and replace the weak convergence in Lemma 2.3 by the a.s. con-
vergence.

Notice that using (2.60) with ¢ = 0 and «;; = —oo for all 4, j tells us that

P(EQ) N (27)_1/2071/7771 _ (27T)_1/2e_0""8E (eensn) /(Unen)- (2.61)

Dividing (2.60) by (2.61) gives us the statement of the lemma apart from a
possibly different centring. In order to complete the proof, it suffices to show
that asn — oo, for j=1,... k,

[n7t1;]

Hnlj = Z A; / 2Ge,a,(dz) + 0 (n*72%) (2.62)

i:[n5t1j71]+1

nf[nﬁtnj 1

DY A/ e (dz)+o( 1+8/2- a), (2.63)

i=n—[nft,;]

n+[n? tnj)

Hn3j = Z (Az — Ai—n) /OO ZGCH(AiiAiin)(dZ) +o (n1+ﬂ/2—a) )

’L‘:n+[n5tnj71]

(2.64)

For simplicity of notation we prove these statements for j = 1. For 6, as in
(2.55), let (Zni, n > 1,4 > 0) be a collection of independent random variables
such that the law of Z,; is G'(4,—a,_,)e, - Since both 6, A; and (,A; converge

to zero uniformly in i < nft;;, we can use (2.19) to write
n tll] 'n« tll]
o = 3 4 (Z) = 3 A/ #Ga o, (d2)

ﬁtu] [nPt11]

ZA/ 2Ge,a,(dz) + o0 CHZA2

It follows from (2.21) and (2.22) that

[nﬁtll]

Cn Z A? _ 0(n2—2a) ,
i=1

and we obtain (2.62) (for j = 1).
For (2.63) with j = 1 we notice that by (2.17),

B (Z0i) = 0u(As = Ai)o% + 0 (02(Ai — Ai_0)?) | (2.65)
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uniformly in ¢ > 0, as n — oco. Thus,

n—1 n—1
pnot = 050, T Y AT+O (62 > A
:nf[nﬂtm] i:nf[nﬂtm]

It follows from Lemma 2.1 that

n—1
62 Z A3=0 (naﬂ;*l) =0 (nlf‘lﬂsm) .

1=n— [n3t21]

Therefore,
n—1
fno1 = 050, 0T Y A§+o(n1*“+5/z) (2.66)
i=n—[nPfto]

and, similarly,

n—1 50 n—1

> A / Gea(de) =03 S AZgo(nloet)

i:nf[nﬁtm] - i:nf[nﬁtm]

Another appeal to Lemma 2.1 shows that for (2.63) we only need to argue that
Th =€+o0 (nlf‘kﬁﬂ) , M — 00 (2.67)

However, by (2.19),

Ph(s)=s+0 nan4ZA —A4; ),

7=0
uniformly for s in compact sets. Using this and (2.44), we obtain
e = Pp(Tn)
=71,+0 nan4ZA Ajn
7=0
=7, +0(n* Y =1,+o0 (nl_o‘_ﬁ/?) .
This establishes (2.67) and, hence, (2.63) with j = 1. The proof of (2.64) is

similar. O

None of the statements proved so far required the additional assumptions
stated at the beginning of this section. These assumptions start to play a role
now.
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The next several lemmas require additional notation designed to focus on the
contribution of individual noise variables on S,,. For n > 1 and 4,7 > 0, i # j,
we set

Sy (i) = S — (Ai = Ain)Zn—i1,
S’:l(l)j) = Sn - (A’L - Aifn)anifl - (AJ - Ajfn)Zn,jfl R

and, with ¢, given by (2.50), we let Spy Snis S’n(i,j) be random variables with
distributions R
P(S,, € ds) x e“"*P(S,, € ds),
P(5,,(i) € ds) o e“*P(S" (i) € ds),
P(8,,(i,7) € ds) o eS"*P(S!,(i, §) € ds) .
Denote the characteristic functions of o;'(S, — ne), o, (S, (i) — ne) and

a;l(S’n(i,j) —ne) by én, ¢ni and ¢y;;, respectively. For o € R and 0 > 0 we
denote by ¢ (u;0?;-) the characteristic function of N(u,0?).

Lemma 2.5. Let k be given by (2.4) and assume that (2.5) holds. Then the
following statements hold uniformly in t € R:

[6a(t) = 66(0:150)] = O (V2= 0= (W4 1)) (268)
Sup |ni(t) — da (0 ne(Ani — 1); Anist)| = O (nl/%““*a)(l + Itl)““) ,
i>0
(2.69)
sup |9nij (1) — ¢ (07, ne(nig — 1) Anagi t)| (2.70)
i
-0 (n1/27/<(17a)(1 + |t|)n+1) 7
where forn >1 and i,j >0, i # j, we set
o2 o2
Ani = 1= 25 (A = Ain)’s Anij = 1= 25 [(Ai = Ain)® 4 (4 — Aj-)’] -

0-2

Proof. Tt is an elementary conclusion from (2.5) that, for each 1 < i < &,

-1
(/ e%* Fz(dz)> / 2% F.(dz) = o, B [(G + d02)"] + O (|o]"~1) (2.71)
R R

as 0 — 0, where G is a standard Gaussian random variable.
LetA (Zpi + n > 1,4 > 0) be a family of independent random variables with
each Z,; ~ G(a,-A,_,)¢,, 80 that for n > 1 and i, j > 0, i # j we have

S iz Ap = Ap—n) Znk

k=0
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S, (i) < > (A — Ar—n) Znk
ke{0,1,2,..}\{¢}

2, 1\ {i,5}

Let now (Gpi: n >1,i> 0) be a collection of independent random variables
also independent of (Z,; : n > 1,7 > 0), where

18

1ES

Sn(i, 4)
ke{0,1,

Gni ~ N ((A —A;_ n)CnJZ ,O'Z) foralln>1,i>0.
It follows from Lemma 2.1 and (2.42) that (2.71) can be reformulated as

E(Zy) = B(Ghy) = 0 (14; = Ay TIn2070040) 0 (2.72)

uniformly in j > 0 and 1 <4 < k. For a fixed t € R we use telescoping to write

Eexp{i|to;' S (A — Aj_n)Gj | § — Eexp {z (ta,;lﬁn)} (2.73)
7=0
%) J—1 %)
ZEexp i|tot Z(A —Aj_n) ZA — Ajn)Grj
j=0 k=0 k=j
J A 00
—Eexp ) tU;l Z(A] - Aj_n) nj + Z (A] - Aj_n)an
k=0 k=j+1
Fix j > 0 and denote
Jj—1 e’}
U=to," | Y (A=A n)Znj+ Y (A — Ajn)Gaj |,
k=0 k=j+1

V= tO';l(Aj - Aj_n)an y

so that by expanding in the Taylor series around U
j—1

Eexpli|to,* Z(Aj —Aj_n)Zn; +

k=0

K

= BV =3 L p(vm) BV 4 Ry,
m.

m=0

Mg

(A AJ n)an

~
Il

J

with |R1| < E(JV|**1)/(k 4 1)!. Similarly,

J

Eexpli|to, " | Y (A= Ajn)Znj+ Y (Aj — Aj—n)Ghj
=0 kg1

=N SEW™) EeV 4 Ry,
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with |Ra| < E(|]W[**1)/(k + 1)!, where
= (Aj — Aj_pn)Zn; .
We conclude that

Jj—1

Eexpli(to,' | Y (Aj = A n)Znj+ > (Aj = Aj_0)Gj
k=0 k=j

J

—Eexpl{i|to,! Z(A_j — Aj_n)Znj + Z (Aj — Aj—n)Grj

k=0 k=j+1
<y I

=1

(4 - Ajn)'or E (24, - G )‘

|t|n+1
(k+1)!
Note that by (2.44) and Lemma 2.1,

+ 1A — A; | o ~+1>E(|G 1 4| 2, |N+1). (2.74)

07 DAy = Ajeal ™ B (1Gs 1 2 1)
j=0

_0 (n—(n—l)/2) % (n1/2—n(1—a)) ,

For 1 < i < k we use, in addition. (2.72) to write

Y|y = Ay B (7, )

Oj(nn(l a)+a—i(a— 1/2)) O(n1/275(170¢)) '

Putting these bounds into (2.74) we obtain
E (e”";lgn) = ¢¢ (0, 'ne; 1;1) + O (nl/%“(l*a) (1+ |t|“+1))
uniformly for ¢ € R, which is equivalent to (2.68). The argument for (2.69) and

2.70) is the same. |
(2.70)

By the assumption (2 2), for large n, the random variables o 1(S, — ne),
071(8, (i) — ne) and o, 1 (S (i, j) — ne) have densities which we denote by f,,,
fni and fp;;, correspondingly.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that (2.5) and(2.2) hold. Then for large n, the densities
fni and fri; are twice differentiable. Furthermore, as n — oo,

fai(0) = (2m)7Y2 + 0 (n*72%) | (2.75)
fri0) =0 (nm‘a) (2.76)
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uniformly in i, and for some ng € N,
sup {|f,/;(z)| :n > no, i >0, z € R} < o0, (2.77)

All three statements also hold if fy; is replaced by frij, i < j. Finally, asn — oo,

sup
zeR

Fulz) — (Qﬁ)—l/%—f/?] = o (n!"2) . (2.78)

Proof. We start with the proof of (2.78) which would follow from the inversion
formula for densities once it is shown that

/°° |pn(t) — ¢ (0;158) | dt = o (n'72%) .

By Lemma 2.5 and (2.4),

logn
/ " 16u0) — 66(0:1:8)| dt = O (m/27H 0= (log )2 = o (m1=22)

—logn

Furthermore,
/ e (0;1;t)dt = O (e*(logn)2/2) = o (n'"2) |
[~ log n,log n]c
Thus, (2.78) will follow once we show that

/ (6n ()] dt = 0 (n'2) | (2.79)
[— log n,log n]c

With (Z,; : n > 1,i > 0) as above, we set
Uni =0, (A — Ai_y) [an — B(

so that

o] =[] |E (V)] .n>1teR. (2.80)
i=0

Set

00 —1 0o
H(z,t) = </ e fz(2) dz> / ez £, () dz, (x,t) € R?,

— 00 — 0o

which is a characteristic function for any fixed x. A consequence of that is
O|H (z,t)|/0t|i=o < 0 for any = € R. Furthermore,

0?2 9
@'H(O’t”’t:o =-07<0
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and by continuity of the second partial derivative we conclude that there is
6o > 0 such that

82
w|H(x,t)|‘ < 0 whenever 0 < [¢], |z] < do.
That means we also have
)
§|H(:v,t)|‘ < 0 whenever 0 < [¢], 2] < do. (2.81)

We may and will choose &y € (0, 6], with 6y as in (2.2). By (2.2) we can appeal
to (3.3) to conclude that

lim sup |H(z,t)]=0.

t—o00 ‘:E ‘ <&
Thus, there is M > 0 large enough so that

sup  |H(z,t)] < 1.
t>M,|z[<do

Since by continuity of H and compactness we have

sup |H (z,t)] < 1,
So<t<M,|z[<do

it follows that

n= sup |H(z,t)]<1.
t>60,|z[<do

The continuity argument also shows that there is 6; € (0, do] such that

in |H(x,01)] >n.
i 00l 2

Therefore, for || < §p and 0 <t < §1, (2.81) implies that
|H(z,t)| > [H(x,61)| > n > sup [H(z,s)|.

s>d0
Since by (2.81) we also have
[H(z,t)] = sup [H(z,s)|,

s€t,d0)
we conclude that
|H(x,t)| = sup |H(x,s)|, |z| < dp, 0 <t <6y (2.82)
s>t
By (2.80)
n—1
6n(®)] < BV T |E(e™V)
i=[n/2]
n—1
=B T |H (¢.Ai, o, Ait)] - (2.83)

i=[n/2]
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It follows from Lemma 2.1 that there exists so > 0 such that for all n large
enough,
A; > sgonn V2, [n/2]<i<n-—1.

Thus, for n large enough and ¢ > logn, (2.82) implies that

n—1 n—1

H ’H(CnAi,aglAit)‘ < H ‘H (C,,Ai,son_l/2 logn)‘ .

i=[n/2] i=[n/2]

Since any partial derivative of H is bounded on a compact set, we can use the
bound (3.4) to conclude that there exists s; > 0 such that

sup |H(z, ) < (1—s1t2)Y2, 0<t<1.
|| <do

Thus, there is s2 > 0 such that for all large n and all ¢ > logn we have

n—1
H |H (CnAi, oglAit)‘ < (1 — s%sln_l(logn)2)n/4 =0 (e_SZ(IOg")2) .
i=[n/2]

Using this bound in (2.83), and appealing to (2.2) we obtain

/oo |¢n(t)| dt = O (efsz(logn)Q) /OO |E (eitU"n)|dt
1 1

ogn ogn

-0 (n1/2€—52(10gn)2) — 0 (n1—2o¢) '

Since we can switch from ¢ to —t, (2.79) follows, which establishes (2.78).
A similar calculation with the aid of (2.69) shows that

Fri(0) = (27Ane) "% exp (=07 20262 (Ans — 1)2/220) + 0 (n'72%)
uniformly in ¢ > 0. Since A\,; — 1 = O(1/n) uniformly in ¢ > 0, it follows that

)‘;il/z exp (_0;271252()\111‘ - 1)2/2)\m‘) =140 (n71 + 0;2)
=140 (nl_%‘) ,

uniformly for ¢ > 0, which proves (2.75). For (2.77) we write

fih(z) = —(27T)_1/2 /OO e_itthQSnk(t) dt

— 00

and repeat the arguments used above in the proof of (2.78), applying (2.69) and
the full force of the assumption (2.2).
Finally, for (2.76) we use the identity

Fr(0) = —i(2m) 12 / h tdnr (1) dt.

— 00
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Since
’/ t o (Uglns()\nk - 1);)\n;€;t) dt’ =0 (ogl) =0 (n1/2_°‘> ,

uniformly in k > 0, (2.76) follows.
The arguments with f,,;; replacing f,; are similar. This completes the proof.
O

The next lemma tackles certain expectations conditionally on Ejy; its state-
ment should be compared to (2.61).

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that (2.5) and(2.2) hold. Then

o0

E(Zn-i-11(Eo)) = Ky, U 2Ge,(a-a,)(dz) +o (¢ oA — Ayl
(2.84)
and
E(Zn—i-1Zn_;-11(Ey)) (2.85)
= Ky </ 21 G@(Ai—AH)(le)/ 22 G, (A-a,,)(dz2)
+0 (0, 2](A — Ain)(4; — Ajn)l)) , M= 00,
uniformly for i,7 > 0 with © # j, where
K, = 2n) V2 o e s B (e5n)  n > 1. (2.86)

Proof. We only prove (2.85); the proof of (2.84) is similar and easier. Write

E(Zp—i-1Zy—j—11(Ep))

= /oo 2 FZ(dzl)/Oo 22 Fz(dz2)

— 00 — 00

P (S,,(i,5) = ne — (Ai — Ai—n)z1 — (A — Aj_n)22)
= 0'7:1E (GC"S;‘(i’j)) / 21 Fz(dzl)/ 29 Fz(dZQ)

— 00 — 00

/ frij (s - na)/an)e{"S ds.

Ef(AifAifn)zl7(Aj7A]‘7n)Z2
We adopt the convention f; = — [/, and denote

Cnij = CloTle S B (ecns;(i,j))

= Kn(27r)1/2 </ eC"(A"fA"*")ZFZ(dz)/

— 00

-1
eSn(Ai—Ajn)z g (dz)> .
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Changing the variable and using the fact that £Z = 0, we obtain
E(Zn—i-1Zn—j-11(Ey))

= Cm'j/ z1 Fz(dzl)/ z9 Fz(dZQ)

— 00 — 00

Cn(Ai—=Ai_n)z1+Cn (Aj—Aj_n)z2
/ ewfnij (_$/(0n<n)) dx

0

= Cnij /OO z1 Fz(dzl)/oo z9 Fz(dZQ) (287)

— 00 — 00

Cn(Ai=Ai_n)z14Cn(Aj—Aj_n)z2
/ e” fnij (—x/(UnCn)) dx

0

Cn(Ai—Ai_n)z1

- ‘/0 emfnij (_x/(o—nCn)) dx
Cn(Aj_Ajfn)Zz

- ‘/0 ewfnij (_$/(0n<n)) dz

For fixed 21, zo € R, the expression inside the square brackets can be rewritten
as

Cn(A"_A'fn)
(eCn(Ai—Ai,n)zl_l)/ i Aj-n)?2 -
0

fnij (_(:I: + Cn(Az - Az—n)zl)/(angn)) dz

Cn(Aj_Ajfn)ZQ
+ / e’
0

[fnij (—(117 + Cn(Ai - Aifn)zl)/(UnCn)) - fm‘j (—I/(UnCn))] dz.

By Taylor’s theorem,

Fois <_ T+ (A — Ajn)21

onln

T+ Co(Ai — Ain)z1

onln

) = Jus(0) - £1,0)

X n i T Aj—n )2 2 17

e
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Using this and (2.42), straightforward algebra gives us

Cn(Aj_Ajfn)Zz
/0 € Fii (—(2 + Ca(As — Ai_n)21)/(0nC)) da

= fni;(0) (ec"("‘j*"‘j”‘)z2 - 1)

+0 <€<"AjAj"”z2| (|f7/zij(0)|a7:14nnlia|f4j — Aj_allz2l(|21] + |22])

_ Coa 2
+ (1755 lo00n 2Can®2¥| Ay — Aj_nl|z2] (|21] + | 22]) )) :

The obvious inequality |e® — 1| < |z|el*! for z € R along with Lemma 2.6 now
show that

(ecnmhAi,n)zl B 1) /<n<AjAjn>zz p
0
frij (= (@ + Gu(Ai — Ai—n)z1)/ (0nGn)) da
= fnij (0) (64"(’4""’4“")“ — 1) (ecn(Aijj,n)z2 B 1)

+ 0(052 (Ai = Ai—n)(Aj — Ajn)z122 (J21] + |22])°
ecnuAifAifnnzuﬂAjfAjfn||z2\>) :
uniformly for 4,7 > 0 with ¢ # j and 21, 20 € R.

Treating in a similar manner the second term, we conclude that the expression
inside the square brackets in the right hand side of (2.87) equals

Fnis (0) (eCn(Ai*Ai—n)ﬂ _ 1) (eCn(Aj*Aj*n)@ _ 1)
007 (A = A (4; = Ayl (1+ 1)L+ [2af)

ecnuAi—AH)zl\+<n\<Aj—AM>z2|> 7

uniformly for i,7 > 0 with ¢ # j and z1,22 € R, and substitution into (2.87)
gives us

E(Zp—i—1Zn—j—11(Ey))

= Cnij lf"ij (0)/ Zleqn(Ai_Aifn)zl FZ(dzl)/ Zzecn(Aj—Ajw)22FZ(d22)

— 00

oo 1(As = Arn)(4; - Ajn>|)]
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o0 o0

:Kn(QW)l/Qfmj(O)/ z1 GQL(AZ'—AH)(le)/ 22 G, (A;—a, ) (d22)
(2.88)

+ CnijO(Uf [(Ai = Ain)(4; — Aj—n)|) :
as n — oo, uniformly for i, j > 0 with ¢ # j. Recalling that £Z = 0, we see that
/ 21 G, (a- A, (d21) = O (Gu(Ai = Ain))

and likewise for the second integral in (2.88). Since K, = O(cp;j), the claim
(2.85) follows from Lemma 2.6. O

The next lemma is an important step in the proof of the main result; the
previous lemmas 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7 are needed for this lemma. We denote

Yoi=Zp—i—1 — (1 + C;QU,ZQ)/

oo

z G(n(Ai_Aifn)(dZ)7 1 E Z, n>1. (289)

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that (2.5) and(2.2) hold. Then

sup E (V5| Eo) < o0, (2.90)
n>1,i>0

and

E (YiYyi|Eo) = —0,%0% (Ai — Ain) (A5 — Aj—n) (1 4 0(1)) (2.91)
as n — 0o, uniformly in i,j > 0 with i # j.
Proof. We prove (2.91); the proof of (2.90) is similar (and much easier). We

write

P(Ea) = Kal2m) [ e (@) (Cao))

0
with K, as in (2.86). By (2.78) and simple integration,

P(Ey) :Kn(2ﬂ')1/2 [0 ((;20—,72) + (271')71/2 /OOO exp(—x - x2/(2cgai)) dx
(2.92)
=K, [1-¢, 20,2 (14 0(1))], n — oo.

n

In combination with (2.85) this means that

E(Zy—i—1Zn—j-11(Ey)) P(Eo)

= Kﬁ((l — ;20;2)/ 21 GCn(AifAi—n)(dzl)/ 29 GCn(Aijjfn)(d'@)

— 00 — 00

+o (U;2|(Ai - Ai—n)(Aj - Aj—n)|)>7 n — oo,
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uniformly in ¢, j > 0 with ¢ # j. Since by (2.84),
E(Zn-i-11(Eo)) E (Zn--11(Eo))

= Kﬁ/ z1 G@(Ai—Aifn)(le)/

+o (Khoy A — Aimnl|Aj — Aj-nl)

o0

22 ng(Aj—Aj,n) (dz2)

we conclude that

E(Zn—i-1Zn—j-11(Ev)) P(Eo) — E (Zn—i-11(Eo)) E (Zn—;-11(Eo))

= —KZC;20;2/ 21 GCn(AifAi—n)(dzl)/ 29 GCn(Aijjfn)(dZQ)

— 00 — 00

+o (KZU_2|A1‘ — Az—nHAJ — Aj_n|)

n

= K207 204 (A — Arn)(A; — Aj_n) (1+ 0(1)

n

as n — oo, uniformly in 4,7 > 0 with i # j. Dividing both sides by P(FEp)? and
using (2.92), we obtain

E [(Z,H-,1 — E(Zn—i-1|E0)) (Zn_j-1 — E(Zn_;1|E0)) }EO} (2.93)
= —0, 205 (Ai = Aimn)(Aj = Aj-n) (14 0(1))
as n — 0o, again uniformly for 4,5 > 0 with ¢ # j. Since by (2.92) with (2.84)

o0

B (Zn—i-11Eo) = (1+ (;%0,?) / 2Ge,(Ai-as ) (d2)
+0(Glon A = Aial)
with a similar statement for Z,,_;_1, (2.93) implies (2.91). O

We proceed with establishing conditional distributional limits of certain trun-
cated sums.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that (2.5) and(2.2) hold. For 0 < 6 < L denote

[nBL]*l n—1

Sn(i6,L) = > (Aigj = A)Yni+ > (Aigj — Aigjon — Ai)Yai  (2.94)
i=[nh4) i=n—j
n+[n”L)

+ > (A= Aigjn— A+ A )Yoi, n>1,5 > 0.

With the overshoot T as in (2.49), we have, conditionally on Ey,
(T, (n**7280([n71],0, L), ¢ > 0))

= (To, ((1 —a) oy (/6 [(s+t)'7* —s'"*] dBy(s) (2.95)

+ /Ot(t —8)"dBy(s) + /OL [s'7* — (s +1)' 7] dB3(s)> S>> o))
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in finite dimensional distributions as n — oo, where Ty is a standard exponen-
tial random wvariable independent of independent standard Brownian motions
Bh B27 B37

Proof. For n > 1 and t > 0 we write

[n?1] n—1
)= AYn, &)= > AV,
i=1

i=n—[nft]

n+[nAt]

5;3;0 (t) = Z (A’L - Azfn) Ynz

i=n+1

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that, conditionally on Fj,

((nT;;, (n2*72¢L°(t) 1 t > 0), (n“*5/2*1§§°(t) > 0) : (2.96)

(nafﬁ/zflgio(t) Lt > O))

= (TO, (K1202B,(£72) £ > 0), (1 — a) oz Ba(t) : t > 0),
((1—a) logBs(t) : t > 0))

because the difference between the two processes vanishes in the limit. For ex-
ample,

["Bt] 0o
n?*2( 20,2 Z Ai/ z2Ge, a,(dz) =0 (nlfzo‘) =o(1),
i=1 -
and similarly with the other two components. Furthermore, for large n,
Sn([n"t],6, L)
[nBL]*l n—1
= Z (Aifneg — Ai)Yni + Z (Aigmsg — Aiginsg—n — Ai)Yni
i=[nh4] i=n—[nft]
n+[nf L)

+ > (Aipmsg — Aot on — Ai + Ain) Yo =1 Vo (8) + V2 () + V(D).

Starting with V2, we write

(n” L)
V() =n= 00N (0P ) (Ang — Ad) Yo (2.97)

i=1
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where for 0 < s < L,

Fu(s.1) = n(-20=5) A5l +n#t) ~ Apn?s)+ntt) ~ Antins] + Afnss]

An-i—[nﬂs] - A[nBS]
It is elementary that for fixed s,t, as n — oo,
An+[n55]+[n5t] - AnJr[nBs] < A[n55]+[n5t] - A[nﬁs]
~ (1 —a) tnfl-a) [(s+t)' > —s'"9],
while A, (55 — Apsg ~ (1 — @)~ 'n'~*. Therefore,

lim f,(s,t) =s'"% = (s + )7 =: f(s,1), (2.98)

n—oo

and the limit is easily seen to be uniform in 0 < s < L and ¢ in a compact
interval. We will show that, conditionally on Fjy,

(n**2V2(t), t > 0) (2.99)
L
= <Uz(1 - 04)1/0 [s"7* = (s +1)' "] dBs(s), t > O)

in finite-dimensional distributions, as n — co. To this end, set

an(k,t): fn(S,t),k21,1§]§]€,

(jfl)L/iI?stSjL/k
and
eni(k,t) = fu(n™Pi,t) — cpr-1p-spi (k1) > 0,k > 1,1 <i < [n’L].
By (2.98) and monotonicity,
Jim (k. t) = f (G—DE'Lit), 1<j<k. (2.100)
A standard continuity argument shows that

lim li ni(k,t) =0 2.101
L LIRS i) 2100

for any compact set A. We have

[nfL]
Z Cn,[Lfln*Bkﬂ (ku t) (An-i-l - Ai)Yn,n-i-i
i=1

o
= Z Cnj (K, ) Z (Angi — A) Yot
=1

i€ (k=1Lnf (j—1),k~1 Lnj |z

v
=" ek, ) (€37 (K7 L) — €2 (k'L = 1)) ) = Wan(®),
j=1
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where k' = [L™'n"Pk[n®L]]. This, together with (2.96) and (2.100), implies
that for fixed k, as n — oo,

(no=?2 W, k() t>0) (2.102)

<1—a aZZf (G = VE'L,t) (Bs(k~'4L) = Bs(k~'(j — 1)L))

t20>
ﬁL]

Z fn 7 n+i - Az) Yn,nJri - Wnk (t)

in finite-dimensional distributions. We have

== Z em-(k:, t) (AnJrZ — Al) Yn,nJri .

It follows from (2.91) that, for large n,
sup (Al — Azfn) (AJ — Ajfn) E (Yn1YHJ|E0) S O .
§,§>0:i%]
This, along with (2.90) and the non-negativity of each e,,;, implies that for large

n,

[n"L]

E Z eni(ka t) (An—i-z - Az) Yn,n—i—i

i=1

Eq

BL]
< Z em k t n+i - Ai)]2 E( nn+z|E0)

[n°L)]
=0 ng (K, )? Anti — A;)°
.G ;( i = Ad)

=0 <n220‘+5 max enj(k,t)Q) .

1<G<[nP L]

Invoking (2.101) we conclude that for any compact set A,

lim limsupn?*~?~2sup F <Wnk(t) (2.103)
k=00 n—oo teA
mPL)

Ey| =0.

2
- Z fn 7 n+i - Az) Yn,n-{-i)
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As k — oo, the process in the right hand side of (2.102) converges in finite-
dimensional distributions to the process in the right-hand side of (2.99). Since
(2a—2)—(1—a)(1—8) = a—/2—1, the claim (2.99) follows from (2.97) and
(2.103) by the “convergence together” argument; see Theorem 3.2 in Billingsley
(1999).

A nearly identical argument shows that, conditionally on Fy,

(n**2V2(t), t > 0) = (—Uz(l —a)™! /t(t —5)!"dBy(s), t > 0> (2.104)
0

d

= (Uz(l —a)t /Ot(f — )17 %dBy(s), t > 0>

in finite-dimensional distributions.
The situation with the term V! is, once again, similar, with a small twist.
Since ) )
lig Aosltinrt) — Apos) _ (s 870 5170
n— o0 A[nﬁs] gl—o

uniformly for § < s < L and ¢, our argument now shows that, conditionally on
E07

L 11—« -«
t —
(n7(272a)["1’ t2 O) (UZ 11/2/ ey 1— - M(ds), t > O)
s sTe

in finite-dimensional distributions, where M is a centred Gaussian random mea-
sure with the variance measure with the density (3 — 2a)s?72%, s > 0. Since

the centred Gaussian random measures (1 — ) ~! B3(ds) and Kll/zM(ds)/sl_o‘
have the same variance measure, this means that, conditionally on Ej,

(n**2V2(t), t > 0) (2.105)
L
= <UZ(1 - 04)71/6 ((s+t)' = —s'"*)dBs(s), t > O)

in finite-dimensional distributions.

Since (2.99), (2.104) and (2.105) are all consequences of (2.96), the conver-
gence statements they contain hold jointly, and jointly with (,7, = Tp. The
claim (2.95) follows. O

The next lemma treats the sequence of shifts appearing due to conditioning
on E().

Lemma 2.10. Define

Mo (t)

=po? Z (Ai+[nﬂt] — Aigpmegn —Ai + Ai_") /
i=0

ZGCn(AifAi—n)(dZ)7
fort >0 andn > 1. Then pi, — fieo as N — 00, in D([0,00)) equipped with the
Skorohod Jy topology, where jioo(t) = —et>=2% ¢ > 0.
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Proof. Writing
n 2a 2( Z i+[nft] — z+[n5t]—n - Al + Alfn) (A’L - Azfn)
2a 2 Z i+[nft] — z+[n5t]fn - Al + Ai—n)

[/ Z GCn(Ai*Aifn)(dz) —Cn (Ai - Ai—n)

— 00

=i (6) + 2 (1), £ >0,
the claim of the lemma will follow once we prove that
i) = poo in D([0,00)) (2.106)

and
1 (t) = 0 uniformly on compact intervals. (2.107)

We start by proving (2.107). Fix L > 0 so that 0 < ¢ < L. Suppose first that
1/2 < a < 5/6. By (2.19)

240l
=0 (anCﬁ DN Aireg = Aivnsg—n — Ai+ Aima] (Ai - Az‘n)2>
1=0

< 2c0— 2C2nﬁzz A Az n) ) :O(n2a 24—2 ﬁ 3— 3&)_>0

uniformly in 0 < ¢ < L, showing (2.107). On the other hand, if @ > 5/6, then
k>3 in (2.5), so by (2.19)

SIG]
=0 (7120‘_2@31 Z |Ait (o — Aip sy —n — Ai + Aizn]| (As — Ai—n)3>
i=0

( 20— 2(3 BZ A A n) ) _ O(n2a72<731nﬁn474a) =0

uniformly in 0 < ¢ < L, again showing (2.107).
We now prove (2.106). The pointwise convergence is clear: for fixed ¢,

/L,Ell)(t) = O'ZO' 27’L2a 152 i+[nft] — »H,[nﬁt]fn) (Aq, - Ai—n) - n2a718

— —et3T2e
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as n — 0o, where we have used (2.25). Next, as in (2.28) we can write for ¢ > 0,

20— 2< — 9
p (t) = Z (Ai = Ai_nsy)
=0

+ > (Ameg — Aipprg—n — Ai + A )

i=n—[nft]

=: p D (1) + 2 ().

The claim (2.106) will follow once we show that both u(ll) and u5112) converge

in D([0,00)) to continuous limits (both constant factors of ji). The fact that
u%ll) converges pointwise to a constant factor of of the pointwise limit of u%l) is

(1) .

an intermediate step in the proof of (2.25). Since iy, ~/ is a monotone function,

its convergence in D([0, 00)) follows.
We already know that u%u) converges pointwise to a continuous limit. Let 79

be such that a; is monotone for ¢ > ig. Write for ¢ > 0

(12) n2a—2<ﬂ e 9
Hay (1) 9 Z (Ai+[nﬂt] — Aifnsg—n — Ai + Ai—n)
i=n-+1ig
n+io—1 )
- Z (AiJr[nBt] - Ai+[n5t]fn - Ai)
=n—[nft]
= 20 (1) — 12 (8),

so it is enough to show that both p&?" and p{*? converge in D([0,00)) to

continuous limits. Splitting further, we write for ¢ > 0,

n2a— 2< n+tio—1
n

Z A1+ nht]—

i=n—[nft|

pP (t) =
n+io—1
+ Z (Ai — Aiypnsg) (Ai — Ay ey — 2454 (noe)—n)
=n—[nft]

BP0 () + 122 (1)

Clearly,

n t+1o 1

n2a72<n
== A

. . . 1221) .
converges pointwise to a constant factor of p.. Since usl ) 1S monotone, we

conclude that ,u(1221) converges in D([0,00)) to a continuous limit. In order to
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prove that so does u51122)7 we will show that u511222) (t) — 0 uniformly on compact

intervals. Considering once again 0 < ¢t < L, we have

|‘u511222) (t)|
n2e=2¢, ntio—1

<=5 D (A = A) [(Aipnog = Ai) + 241000 0]

i=n—[nft]
n+ipg—1
=0 [ n?*?¢, Z nfn= (nfn + nﬂ(l_o‘))
i=n—[nft]
=0 (no‘72Cnn357ﬁa) —0

uniformly over 0 < t < L, as required.

Finally, we already know that ,u,(zlm) converges pointwise to a continuous limit.

Furthermore, by the choice of i, u%ml) is a monotone function. Therefore, it
converges in D([0,00)), and the proof is complete. O
The following is the final lemma before we prove Theorem 2.1.
Lemma 2.11. Suppose that (2.5) and(2.2) hold. Let
Jj+n—1
Su(i)= > Xij>=0,n>1 (2.108)

=]

As n — oo, conditionally on Ey,

(n_(2_2°‘) (Sn([nPt]) —ne), t > O)
= ((2Oa)1/QBH(t) + e 1005 Ty —et® 2 t > 0)

in finite-dimensional distributions, where (B (t) : t > 0) is the standard frac-
tional Brownian motion (2.8) with the Hurst exponent H given in (2.7), Cy is
the constant defined in (2.10), and Ty is a standard exponential random variable
independent of the fractional Brownian motion.

Proof. Tt follows from (2.91) and the eventual monotonicity of the sequence
(Ay,) that there is igp > 0 such that for all large n,

sup F (Ym-Ynj|E0) <0. (2.109)
i9<i<j
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For fixed L,t > 0 this and (2.90) imply that

n—[nft]—1 2
FE Z (Ai+[nat] — Ai) Yoi Ey
i=[nf L]
=0 Y (Aippon —A)°
i=[nB L]
s _ 2
=0 Z ((j+[n6t]) —]1_0‘)
j=[n*L]

Therefore, for fixed ¢,

n—[nft]—1

lim limsup E | | n?*2 Z (AiHnat] — Ai) Yoi

—
O© n—oo =[P L]

Eo| =0. (2.110)

Since the sequence (a,,) is eventually monotone, we can increase, if necessary,
iop to guarantee that A, — A; < Ajpp — A; for all ip <9 < j and & > 0. By
(2.109), for fixed L,t > 0, large n and 4, > n + [n°L],

(Ai+[n‘*t] = Aigmegn — Ai + Ain)

(AjJr[nBt] - AjJr[nBt]fn - Aj + Aj—n) E (YnzYn]‘EO) <0,
and the same argument as above implies that

lim limsup &
—00 n—oo

(n2a—2 (2.111)

o0

2
Z (Ai-l-[nﬁt] - Ai—i—[nﬁt]—n - Az + Azfn) Ynz)
i=n+[nf L]+1

Eo| =0.

Similarly, for a fixed ¢ > 0,
(nf8)—1 2
lim limsup E | | n?*2 Z (Ai+[n5t] — AZ—) Yoi

=0 n—oo

Ey| =0, (2.112)

=10

and it is elementary that for a fixed ¢t > 0,

Eo| =0. (2.113)

io—1 2
=0
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It follows from (2.110), (2.111), (2.112), (2.113) and Lemma 2.9 that, condi-
tionally on Fjy,

Canjv ( (2-2a) Z i+[nft] — z+[n3t A +Al n) niy b > O>‘|

(2.114)

= [To, ((1 —a) toy (/OOO [(s+1)'* —s'""*] dBi(s)
+ [a=rran s [T [0 - lam) o2 0)]

in finite-dimensional distributions, as n — co. Furthermore, one can easily check
the Lindeberg conditions of the central limit theorem to see that
-1
“C72 N A pg Zn1in t >0 (2.115)

i=—[nft

= ((1 —a) oy /Ot(t — ) 7" dBy(s), t > 0)

in finite-dimensional distributions, as n — oo, where By is a standard Brownian
motion. Note that the random variables in the left hand side of (2.115) are
independent of the the random variables in the left hand side of (2.114) and, in
particular, independent of Ej.

Using (2.26) we conclude by (2.114) and (2.115) that, in the notation of
Lemma 2.10, conditionally on Ej,

[T (772 (070 = ) = (14 G207 a0, 1 20)

= {TO, ((1 —a) oy (/Ot(t — )17 *dBy(s)

+ /000 [(s+ R 31_0‘] dBi(s)

+ /Ot(t —8)17*dBs(s) + /OOO [(s+8)' " —s'77] ng(s)> t=> 0)]
£ |0 (220 - 0oz [ [l -9k (o) aws) e 0

— 00
in finite-dimensional distributions as n — oo, where at the intermediate step
the four standard Brownian motions, By, B1, Ba and Bs are independent (and
independent of Tp), and in the final expression (W(s), s € R) is a two-sided
standard Brownian motion, independent of Ty. By (2.29), this can be restated
as saying that, conditionally on Ej,

[T (n=72) (Su([n”1) = Su) = aa(t). £ 2 0)]
= [To, ((2Ca)"2Bu(®), 1 2 0)] .
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and by Lemma 2.10 also
[T (n= @2 (Su(nt) = 5,) . £ > 0) |
= [TO, ((2Oa)1/2BH(t) —et? 2 >0 }
in finite-dimensional distributions, as n — oco. Since
n~ 272 (S, (nP1]) — ne) = n= 729 (S, ([n1]) — Sn) + (n**72¢, 1) G T,
the claim of the lemma follows from the definition (2.50) of (, and (2.22). O

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We will prove that
{P [(n*@*‘m) (Sn([n’t]) —ne), 0 <t < oo) € ’EO} 0> 1} (2.116)

is a tight family of probability measures on D([0, 00)) equipped with the Skoro-
hod J; topology. Assuming for a moment that this is true, it would follow from
Lemma 2.11 that, conditionally on Ey,

(n_(2_20‘) (Sn([nPt]) —ne) : t > O)

= ((2Ca)1/2BH(t) + e tCuoL Ty — et 2 1 t > 0)
weakly in D([0,00)), as n — oo. Since the functional x — inf{¢t > 0: z(¢) < 0}
on D(]0,00)) is, clearly, a.s. continuous with respect to the law induced on that

space by the limiting process, the continuous mapping theorem would imply
that, conditionally on Fjy,

n=PI,(e) = inf {t >0:n 272 (Sn([nﬁt]) —ne) < O}
= inf {t >0 (2C2) 2By (t) + e Cood Ty — et3=20 < o} _—

as n — oo. Therefore, establishing tightness of the family (2.116) suffices to
complete the proof of Theorem 2.1, and by Lemma 2.10 it is enough to prove
that the family

{P [(n*@*w (Sn([nP4]) = ne) — pn(t), 0 < t < oo) € ]EO} n>1

(2.117)
is a tight family of probability measures on D([0, 00)).
We have to prove tightness of the restriction of the family (2.117) to the
interval [0, L] for any L > 0, so fix L. We start by showing that

E [(Sn ([nP1]) — 0?2, (t) — Sy ([n7s]) + nzo‘_2un(s))2

A

~0 (([nﬁt] - [nﬁs])?"%) , (2.118)
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uniformly for 0 < s <t < L. We write

S ([0P4]) = 02 2pn(t) — Sy ([n°s]) + 122 (s)

—1

= Z (Ai+[nﬂt] - Az‘+[nﬁs]) Ln—i1
i=—[nAt]

o0

=+ Z i+[nBt] — 1+[n5t]7n - AiJr[nﬁs] =+ Ai+[nﬂs]7n) Yoi-

Since Z,, Zp+41, - .. are independent of Fy, by Lemma 2.8,

E [(Sn ([nﬁt]) — 022 () - S, ([nﬁs]) + nzo‘_zun(s))2 Eo}
nPt]—1 5
=0| Y (A= Ajipnog—men)
=0

2
+ Z i+[nft] — z+[n5t]—n - Ai-l—[nﬁs] + Ai-l—[nﬁs]—n) ]

=0 ((In1] - In%s])* 2“)

uniformly for 0 < s <t¢ < L by (2.71) with x = 2, and (2.118) follows.
Let now 0 <r<s<t<L.Ift—r <n? then

E|[8(In"s]) = pin(s) = Su([n”r]) + i (r)]

[Su([0°8)) = in(®) = Su(in”s]) + i (3)] | Fo

vanishes. On the other hand, if t — r > n~?, then by (2.118) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, the conditional expectation can be bounded by

O (%] = [r))* ™) = O (w2t = 1)*2)

uniformly for 0 < r < s <t < L. Since 3 — 2a > 1, the required tightness of the
family in (2.117) follows, which completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. O

3. Some useful facts

We collect in this section for easy reference a number of known or easily derivable
results.

The following integral evaluation follows from (2), (6) and (51) in Pickard
(2011). If H € (0,1), H # 1/2, then

T H_1/2 —1/212 ,  cos(mH)I'(2 —2H)
/O [2712 (@ 1)) = g T 127 (3)
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Next, we will need the following version of the Berry-Essen theorem valid for
independent not necessarily identically distributed summands; see Batirov et al.
(1977).

Let X4,..., X, be independent zero mean random variables with finite third
moments. Denote

A= Zn:E|X§|, B =

i=1

Assuming B > 0 we have

P (i X; < Bz) —P(z2)

with C, a universal constant, and ® the standard normal CDF. The fact that
the constant is universal means that (3.2) remains valid for n = oo as long the
series in the left hand side converges and A, B are finite.

<C,AB73 z€R, (3.2)

The following generalization of the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma can be proven
in the same way as the original statement. If f : R — R is a measurable function
such that for some § > 0,

/ | f(x)|dx < oo for all § € [4,6],

— 00

then

lim sup

/OO 0T () da| =0, (3.3)

We will use a simple bound on the characteristic function ¢ of a random
variable X with a finite third moment. Let X’ be an independent copy of X
and Y = X — X'. Using the bound cost < 1 —t2/2 + |t|3/6 for t € R, we have

Ee'™ <1-#*E(Y?/2+[tPE)Y)?/6
<1 —t*Var(X) +4[t|E|X /3.

This implies that

()] < (1 — 2Var(X) + 4t PE|X[*/3)' % t e R, (3.4)
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