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Abstract. In this paper we examine the asymptotic theory for U-statistics and V-statistics of discontinuous Itd semimartingales
that are observed at high frequency. For different types of kernel functions we show laws of large numbers and associated stable
central limit theorems. In most of the cases the limiting process will be conditionally centered Gaussian. The structure of the kernel
function determines whether the jump and/or the continuous part of the semimartingale contribute to the limit.

Résumé. Dans cet article, nous étudions la théorie asymptotique de U-statistiques et de V-statistiques pour des semimartingales
d’Itd discontinues qui sont observées a haute fréquence. Pour différents types de fonctions de noyaux, nous montrons des lois
des grands nombres et des théorémes de la limite centrale vers des lois stables. Dans la majorité des cas, le processus limite
est conditionnellement centré Gaussien. La structure du noyau détermine si le la partie de sauts et/ou la partie continue de la
semimartingale contribue a la limite.
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1. Introduction

U- and V-statistics are classical objects in mathematical statistics. They were introduced in the works of Halmos [12],
von Mises [27] and Hoeffding [13], who provided (amongst others) the first asymptotic results for the case that the
underlying random variables are independent and identically distributed. Since then there was a lot of progress in this
field and the results were generalized in various directions. Under weak dependency assumptions asymptotic results
are for instance shown in Borovkova et al. [6], in Denker and Keller [10] or more recently in Leucht [20]. The case of
long memory processes is treated in Dehling and Taqqu [7,8] or in Lévy-Leduc et al. [21]. For a general overview we
refer to the books of Serfling [25] and Lee [19]. The methods applied in the proofs are quite different. One way are
decomposition techniques like the famous Hoeffding decomposition or Hermite expansion as for example in Dehling
and Taqqu [7,8] or in Lévy-Leduc et al. [21]. Another approach is to use empirical process theory (see e.g. Beutner
and Zihle [3] or Podolskij et al. [22]). In Beutner and Zihle [4] this method was recently combined with a continuous
mapping approach to give a unifying way to treat the asymptotic theory for both U- and V-statistics in the degenerate
and non-degenerate case.

In this paper we are concerned with U- and V-statistics where the underlying data comes from a (possibly discon-
tinuous) It6 semimartingale of the form

t t
Xt=X0+/ bSdS‘i"/. USdWs+Jla tz(), (1)
0 0
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where W is a standard Brownian motion, (bs)s>0 and (o5)s>0 are stochastic processes and J; is some jump process
which will be specified later. Semimartingales play an important role in stochastic analysis because they form a large
class of integrators with respect to which the It6 integral can be defined. This is one reason why they are widely used
in applications, for instance in mathematical finance. Since the seminal work of Delbaen and Schachermayer [9] it is
further known that under certain no arbitrage conditions asset price processes must be semimartingales. Those price
processes are nowadays observed very frequently, say for example at equidistant time points 0, 1/n, ..., [nT|/n for a
fixed T € R and large n. A solid understanding of the statistical methods based on Xo, X1/, ..., X|x7]/n is therefore
of great interest. In particular, we are interested in the limiting behaviour when »n tends to infinity. This setting is
known as high frequency or infill asymptotics and is an active field of research since the last two decades. For a
comprehensive account we refer to the book of Jacod and Protter [16].

In Podolskij et al. [22] an asymptotic theory for U-statistics of continuous 1td6 semimartingales (i.e. those with
J; =01in (1)) was developed in the high frequency setting, where a U-statistic of order d is defined by

—1
U(X,H)] = (Z) Z H(ﬁA?lX,...,ﬁA?dx) (A7X = Xijn — Xi=1)/n)

1<i|<--<ig=<|nt]

for some sufficiently smooth symmetric kernel function H : R? — R. The authors have shown that U (X, H )§ con-
verges in probability to some functional of the volatility o. Also an associated functional central limit theorem was
given, where the limiting process turned out to be conditionally Gaussian.

In this paper we extend those results to the case of discontinuous 1td semimartingales X. A general problem when
dealing with discontinuous processes is that, depending on the function H, the U-statistic defined above might not
converge to a finite limit at all. Therefore we will deal with slightly different V-statistics of order d, which are in
principle of the form

Yt"(H,X,m)znim Z Z H(VnA}X, A X),

ieB} (m) jeB} (d—m)
where 0 <m <d and
B (k) = {i=(i1,...,ik) eNk|1 <ilye., i < LntJ} (k eN).

In the definition of Y;'(H, X, m) we used a vector notation, that we will employ throughout the paper: For s =
(S1,...,5) € RF and any stochastic process (Zs)ser, We write

Zo=(Zs..... Zs,).

Comparing the definitions of the U- and V-statistics we see that they are of similar type if m = d. In this case,
for continuous X, both statistics will converge to the same limit if H is symmetric. Besides allowing for all multi-
indices including the hyperdiagonals now, the major difference is the missing scaling inside the function H whenever
m # d, and this is due to jumps. Depending on the choice of H, the scaling /7 in the first m components is required
when they are related to power functions with an exponent smaller than two (in which case the continuous part of
X determines the limit), while there is no need for a scaling in the last d — m components when they come from
exponents larger than two and are thus dominated by the jump part of X.

While U- and V-statistics for discontinuous Itd semimartingales have not been studied in the literature, there exist
some related asymptotic results in the case d = 1, which give some intuition behind the different scaling in the statistic
Y/'(H, X, m) according to the properties of the function H. Jacod [15] (among others) considers the statistics

Lnt] |nt]
Y'(H, X, 1) = - Z H(v/nA!'X) and Y'(H, X,0)= Z H(A7X) )
i=1 i=1
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for quite general functions H, but with a strong view on power variations, i.e. Hp,(x) = |x|”. For 0 < p < 2, and under
some mild additional assumptions, Jacod [15] shows

t
¥ Hp X 1)y [l s 3
0

where m , = E(IN(0, 1)|?). It follows that ¥"(H,, X, 0) explodes for this specific choice of H,. On the other hand,
if p > 2 we have

YI(Hp. X,0) = S |AX, 7, @

s<t

where AX; = AX; — AX_ stands for the jumps of X. Clearly, it is now Y/"(H,, X, 1) which diverges. In other
words, the continuous part of X dominates the limit for powers smaller than two, while the jump part of X dominates
the limit for powers larger than two. This entirely different behaviour explains the success of power variations in
practice, as they allow to disentangle jumps from volatility and to answer statistical questions about either part of X.

For the associated central limit theorems the assumptions need to be stronger. Precisely, one requires 0 < p < 1 for
Y/'(Hp, X, 1) and p > 3 for Y/"(H,, X, 0). The limiting processes are (often) conditionally Gaussian, but of different
form: For p < 1 the conditional variance of the limit depends only on the continuous part of X, whereas in the case
p > 3 the conditional variance is more complicated and depends on both the jump and the continuous part of X.

The same intuition extends to the case of U- and V-statistics of discontinuous Itd semimartingales, which for the
same reasons is helpful for statistical applications. Our aim is to consider V-statistics Y;"(H, X, m) of order d which
essentially consist of kernel functions of the form

H@1, oo X, Yoo ooy Ya—m) = 11 [P oo x| P i[9 [ Ya—m | DX, oo X0, Y1 ey Yd—m),

where L has to fulfill some boundedness conditions and needs to be sufficiently smooth. Further we assume
Pls---sPm <2 and q1,...,q4—m > 2. Clearly there are two special cases. If m = 0 we need a generalization of
(4) to V-statistics of higher order. If / = m the V-statistic is of similar form as the U-statistic U (X, H)} defined above.
In particular, we have to extend the theory of U-statistics of continuous It6 semimartingales in [22] to the case of dis-
continuous [t6 semimartingales. Finally, in the sophisticated situation of arbitrary m, we will combine the two special
cases. The limiting processes in the central limit theorems will still be (in most cases) conditionally Gaussian, with
the same structural differences as for the plain power variations.

The paper is organized as follows. The short Section 2 contains some basic definitions and notations. In Section 3
we start with the jump case and present a law of large numbers and a central limit theorem in the case m = 0, but
for slightly more general statistics than Y;'(H, X, 0). Section 4, on the other hand, is concerned with a law of large
numbers and an associated central limit theorem for Y;'(H, X, m) and arbitrary m. Here, we rely on the previously
established results from Section 3 and on a uniform central limit theorem for U-statistics which generalizes the results
given in Podolskij et al. [22]. We present a statistical application of our probabilistic theory in Section 5. The proofs of
the main theorems are collected in Section 6. Finally, an Appendix contains proofs of some technical results, alongside
with a proof of the aforementioned uniform central limit theorem for U-statistics.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper we assume that we observe a one-dimensional It6-semimartingale

t t
Xz=X0+/ bst+/ osdWs + (01ys1<13) * (0 — D¢ + BLys>1)) * 9, 1€[0,T],
0 0

which is defined on a filtered probability space (2, F, (F;)r>0, P) that satisfies the usual assumptions. Obviously we
have T' > 0, and we require further that W is a Brownian motion and p is a Poisson random measure with compensator
q(dt,dz) = dt ® L(dz) for some o-finite measure A. Unless strengthened, we work with mild assumptions on the
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coefficients and assume that b is locally bounded, o is cadlag and § is predictable. Observations come in an equidistant

way, i.e. we observe Xo, X1/, ..., X|aT|/n, and eventually n — oo.

Moreover we will use the following vector notation: If p = (py, ..., pa), X = (x1,...,Xq) € R, then we let |x|P =
]_[zzl |xx|Pk. Define further p < x<= p; <x; forall 1 <i <d.IfreRweletx<t<=ux; <tforall <i<d.
By || - || we denote the maximum norm for vectors and the supremum norm for functions. Finally, we introduce the
notation

B() = {p(xl, LX) = Z len |- ™| A C RY ﬁnite}. (5)
acA

3. The jump dominated case

In this section we analyze the asymptotic behaviour of the V-statistic V (H, X, )} defined by

1 1
VH, X, =y > H(A{X) = — Y[ (H, X, 0) (6)

ieB}' (d)

for different types of continuous functions H : R? — R, where the jump part of X will dominate the limit. As a toy
example in the case d = 2 serve the two kernel functions

Hi(x1,x2) = |x1|” and Hy(x1,x2) = |x1x2]”

for some p > 2. Already for these basic functions it is easy to see why there should be different rates of convergence,
i.e. different /, in the law of large numbers. Consider

ne ] o Ty 2
p p
V(HL XD} =57 ) |APX[7 and V(Hz,X,l)?ZF(EI}A?X} ) :
1=

i=1

In order to get convergence in probability to some non-trivial limit we know from the 1-dimensional theory (see (4))
that we have to choose [ = 1 for H; and [ =2 for H,.

In the following two subsections we will provide a law of large numbers and an associated central limit theorem
for the statistics defined in (6).

3.1. Law of large numbers

For the law of large numbers we do not need to impose any additional assumptions on the process X. We only need
to require that the kernel function H fulfills (7), which is the same condition as given in [15] for d = 1.

Theorem 3.1. Let H : RY — R be continuous and 1 <1 < d such that

H(xy,...,xq)
m 2 7=
(X1, x1)—>0 |x1| et |)C[|

@)
forall x;11,...,xq. Then, for fixed t > 0,

V(H XD} —> V(H. XD =1 3" H(AX,,0).
SE(O,t]l

Remark 3.2. Note that we can write H in the form

2
Hxy,...,xq) =Ix1-...-xg|"L(x1, ..., xq),
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where

H(xy,...,xq) .
L(x17,,.,xd)={O|x1..,_.xl|2 s lf)C],.,.,xI?éO,

, otherwise.

By assumption (7), L is continuous at 0 and consequently L is bounded on compact sets. Thus, we conclude that

1
> |H(Axs,0>|13<Axs)sK< > |Axs|2>

se(0,¢]! 5€(0,7]

for any compact set B € R! that contains 0. Hence, the limit V(H, X, 1), is finite, since the squared jumps of a
semimartingale are summable.

Remark 3.3. Condition (7) is stated in a somewhat asymmetric way because it only concerns the first | arguments
of H. Generally one should rearrange the arguments of H in a way such that (7) is fulfilled for the largest possible I.
In particular, H(x1, ..., x;,0) is not identically O then (unless H = 0), which will lead to non-trivial limits.

Now, let us present some simple examples to illustrate the result of Theorem 3.1 and to relate it to existing literature.

Example 3.4.

(i) We start with the toy example d =2 and H (x1, x2) = |x1|P'|x2|P? for pi, pa > 2. In this case condition (7) is
satisfied both for | =1 and | = 2. As mentioned in the previous remark we should consider the largest possible
I (I =2 in our case) to get non-trivial limits; indeed, for | =1 we have H(x1,0) = H(0, x2) = 0 and hence
V(H, X, 1); =0. For | =2 we obtain that

(3

s€(0,t

V(H,X.2)" —> V(H,X,2), = ( 3

s€(0,1

|AX |p2)
1

for any fixed t > 0. This result resembles the convergence (4) in the setting of d = 1 due to the obvious factorisation
property of the function H.

(ii) There are some trivial examples of functions H, which do not satisfy condition (7) for any l. Let us consider the
function

H(xl,...,xd):(x]2+---+x§)p, p>0.
Then, for any p >0 and anyl € {1, ...,d}, d > 0, the condition (7) is not satisfied.

In the next example we discuss the case of a particular function H, which will be applied in Section 5 for a
statistical test.

Example 3.5. For a given 8 € Ry we consider the function
H(x,y) = x6y4 sin(%).

In this case the condition (7) is obviously satisfied for | = 2 and we conclude that

V(H, X2} —> V(H.X,2)y = Y |AX51|6|AXSZ|4sin<

51,52€(0,7]

7 (A Xy — Ast))
—,3 .
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3.2. Central limit theorem

In this section we will show a central limit theorem that is associated to the law of large numbers in Theorem 3.1.
The mode of convergence will be the so-called stable convergence. This notion was introduced by Renyi [24] and
generalized the concept of weak convergence. We say that a sequence (Z;),cn of random variables defined on a
probability space (2, F, P) with values in a Polish space (E, £) converges stably in law to a random variable Z, that
is defined on an extension (Q, F , }f") of (2, F, P) and takes also values in (E, £), if and only if

E(f(Z)Y) = E(f(2)Y) asn— oo

for all bounded and continuous f and any bounded, F-measurable Y. We write Z, L, Z for stable convergence of
Z, to Z. For a short summary of the properties of stable convergence we refer to [23]. The main property that we will
use here is that if we have two sequences (¥;),eN, (Z,)nen of real-valued random variables and real-valued random

variables Y, Z with Y;, i> Y and Z, Mz , then the joint stable convergence (Z,, Y) LN (Z,7Y) can be concluded.

In contrast to the law of large numbers, we need to impose a mild boundedness assumption on the jumps of the
process X. We assume that |6 (w, t,z7)| A1 < T, (z) for all t < 1,,(w), where 7, is an increasing sequence of stopping
times converging to infinity almost surely. The functions I',, are assumed to fulfill

/ [2A(dz) < co. ®)

We still need some definitions before we can state the central limit theorem (see for comparison [16, p. 126]). For
the definition of the limiting processes we introduce a second probability space (2, F', ') equipped with sequences
(k=1 (Wk=ik>1, and (kx)g>1 of random variables, where all variables are independent, ¥+ ~ A(0, 1), and
ki ~ U([0, 1]). We then define a very good filtered extension (Q, F , (]}t)tzo, ]13) of the original space by

Q=QxQ, F=FoF, P=PaP.
Let now (T)r>1 be a weakly exhausting sequence of stopping times for the jumps of X up to time 7. The filtration

]—", is chosen in such a way that it is the smallest filtration containing F; and that «; and v+ are ]:Tk -measurable.
Further let

Ry =Ry + Ry, with Ry = Jikgor,—Vi—, Ry =+/1 — ko Yy ©)
Also define the sets

Ai(d) == {LeCd+1(Rd)|yli_rR)8kL(x,y)=0forallxeRl,k=l+ 1o..df

forl=1,...,d.

Remark 3.6. The following properties hold:
(i) Ai(d) =CHIRY) forl =d
(i) If f,g € Ai(d), thenalso f + g, fg € Ai(d), i.e. Aj(d) is an algebra.
(iii) Let f € C*TY(R) with f'(0) =0, then
L(xt,...,xq) = f(x1-...-xg) and L(xi,...,xq3) = f(x1) +---+ f(xq)
are elements of A;(d) forall 1 <1 <d.

We obtain the following stable limit theorem.
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Theorem 3.7. Let | <1 <d and H : R — R with H(x) = |x{|P! - ... |x;|P'L(x), where p1,...,p; >3 and L €
A;(d). For t > 0 it holds that

Vn(V(H, X, D} = V(H, X, 1))

/
t _
S UMH, X D, =14 Z ZajH(AXTkl,...,AXTkl,O)Rkj.
ki,..., k[:Tkl,...,Tklft j=1

The limit is F-conditionally centered with variance

i 2
E(U(H, X, 1)} F) = %tz(d_l) Z(Z Ve(H, X, 1, AXs)> (07 +07),

s<t \k=1
where

Vi(H,X,1,y) = > WH(AXg, .o, AXg Y, AXgys -5 AXy, 0). (10)

STaeeesSk—15Sk415-+05 S|=t

Furthermore, the F-conditional law does not depend on the choice of the sequence (Ty)ren, and U(H, X, 1), is
F-conditionally Gaussian if X and o do not have common jump times.

In Section A.1 we will show that the limit U (H, X, [); is finite and its F-conditional law does not depend on the
enumeration (7 )ren of jump times of X. When X and o have no common jump times, then o7, = o7, and we
deduce that

R ~ N (0, a%k) conditionally on F,

since /kx¥i— + 1 — ks ~ N (0, 1). Thus, the limit U (H, X, 1), is indeed F-conditionally Gaussian, because
the random variables d; H (AX Tips oo AX Ty, » 0) are F-measurable.

Remark 3.8. In the case d =1 this result can be found in Jacod [15] (see Theorem 2.11 and Remark 2.14 therein).
A functional version of the central limit theorem in the given form does not exist even for d = 1. This relies on the
fact that the processes V(H, X, 1)} and V(H, X, 1); do not jump at the same times; we refer to [16, Remark 5.1.3]. In
order to solve this problem one generally needs to consider the discretized sequence

Vu(VH, X, DF = V(H, X, Dnejjn)-

If we were trying to extend our results in that direction, we had to show that all approximation steps hold in probability
uniformly on compact sets (instead of just in probability), which seems to be out of reach with our methods. What we
could show with our approach, though, is that Theorem 3.7 holds in the finite distribution sense in t.

Remark 3.9. As we noticed above, the limit in Theorem 3.7 is F-conditionally Gaussian when X and o do not have
common jump times. In this case we may obtain a standard central limit theorem by just dividing by the square root
of the conditional variance, i.e.

VA(VH XD} = V(H. X))

N, 1).
JEWH, X.D2|F)

Since the conditional variance is generally unknown, we need to consistently estimate it in order to obtain a feasible
central limit theorem. First observe that the identity

1 2
E(U(H, X, ;| F) =03 (Z Vi(H, X, 1, AXS)) o2
k=1

s<t
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holds, because X and o do not have common jump times. In the next step we need to define jump robust estimates
of the quantity asz. Here we proceed similarly to the approach investigated in [1]: We choose an integer sequence
ky, — oo with k,/n — 0, and define

n i+k,—1
. 2
Sim =5 O [AIX[ L yagxicena),

" j=i—kn

n

where ¢ > 0 and q € (0, 1/2). It turns out that 6\12/
rem 3.1 we conclude the convergence

is a consistent estimator of O’iz/n. Now, using the result of Theo-

X,y ALX, .. Al X,0) —> Vi(H, X, 1, y).

177’

VI(H X, Ly):= Y OH(ALX,...,A?_
ieBlI-1)

In the final step, we observe that Vi(H, X,1,y)/y* — 0 as y — 0 due to our assumptions on the function H. Com-
bining the previous results we then deduce that

i 2
> VR (H XL A?X)) &2, — E(U(H, X, D}|F). (11)
k=1

[nt]
Var(H)! = 24D Z(

i=1

We omit the formal proof of this convergence since it follows by similar arguments as presented in [1, Theorem 4].

Example 3.10. Here we proceed with the discussion of the function H considered in Example 3.4(i). We set d =2
and H(x1, x2) = |x1|PV|x2|P2 for p1, p2 > 3. The conditions of Theorem 3.7 are obviously satisfied for | = 2. We will
now relate this example to the asymptotic theory for d = 1 investigated in [15]. For simplicity of notations we set
fr(x) =IxI?, p > 3, and we define

[nt]
VU= 3 fo(A1X) 5 V(fp = 3 fo(AX,).
i=1

s<t
Jacod [15] has proved that for a finite family of functions (fp;)1<j<k with pj > 3 it holds that
t
WVl =V <o — { > f,i,(Aer)Rm} . (12)
m:T,, <t l<j=k

where the quantity R, is introduced in (9). Due to factorisation property of the function H we conclude that
V(H, X,2)] =V (fp)iV(fp,)f and V(H, X,2); =V (fp):V(fp,):. Hence, applying the stable limit theorem from
(12), we obtain that
Va(V(H, X, 2)f = V(H, X.2)) = ~nV ()i (V) = V(o))
+ V()i (Vp)E = V(o))

SV Y AXE )R+ V()i Y [ (AXT,) R,

m:T, <t m:T,, <t

where we have used the properties of stable convergence. We remark that the limit coincides with quantity U (H, X, 2);
from Theorem 3.7.
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4. The mixed case

In this section we will present an asymptotic theory for statistics of the form

1
Y,"(H,X,l):m Z Z H(V/nAl X, A X), (13)

ieBy (1) jeBr (d—1)

where H behaves like |x{|” - - |x;|? for p < 2 in the first [ arguments and like |x;41]7 - - - |x4]|? for ¢ > 2 in the last
d — | arguments. As already mentioned in the Introduction, powers smaller than two and powers larger than two lead
to completely different limits. This makes the treatment of Y, (H, X, [) for general / way more complicated than in
Section 3 where only large powers appear. In fact, we use the results from Section 3, which is why we keep calling
the index [, and combine them with quite general results concerning the case [ = d, which we derive in the Appendix.
The limits turn out to be a mixture of what one obtains in both settings separately. In the central limit theorem we get
a conditionally Gaussian limit, where the conditional variance is a complicated functional of both the volatility o and
the jumps of X.

4.1. Law of large numbers

We will prove a law of large numbers for the quantity given in (13). As already mentioned we will need a combination
of the methods from Section 3 and methods for U-statistics of continuous Itd-semimartingales that were developed in
[22]. We obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let H(X,y) = |x{|Pt - |x7|P |y |9t - - |yg—1 |99~ L(X,y) with p1,...,p; <2and qi,...,q4— > 2 for
some 0 <1 <d. The function L : R? — R is assumed to be continuous with |L(X,y)| < u(y) for some u € C(R¢7!).
Then, for fixed t > 0

Y/ (H. X)) > Y, (H X D= / pH (0w, AXs) du,
se(,d- 1011

where
pu(X,y) =E[Hx U1, ..., xU.y)]
for arbitrary x € R, y€e R4 and with Uy, ..., U) ~N(0,id)).
Remark 4.2. In the special case | =0 we obtain the result from Theorem 3.1. For | = d we basically get the same

limit as in the case of U-statistics for continuous semimartingales X (see Theorem 3.3 in [22]). In the genuine mixed
case with e.g. H(x1, x2) = |x1|P|x2|? for p <2, q > 2 the function py factorises and the limit becomes

Yi(H X, )= ) |Axs|q/ mplou|? du.
1

s€(0,1] (0.1

4.2. Central limit theorem

In the mixed case we need some additional assumptions on the process X. First we assume that the volatility process
oy 1s not vanishing, i.e. o; # 0 for all ¢ € [0, T'], and that o is itself a continuous Itd-semimartingale of the form

t t t
0,:00+/ bsds+/ &SdWmL/ B dV.. (14)
0 0 0
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where BS, 05, and vy are cadlag processes and V; is a Brownian motion independent of W. As a boundedness condition

on the jumps we further require that there is a sequence 'y : R — R of functions and a localizing sequence (tx)keN
of stopping times such that |§(w, t, 2)| A 1 < Tk (2) for all w, t with # < 74 (w) and

/ Fe(@) A(d2) < 00 (15)

for some 0 < r < 1. In particular, the jumps of the process X are then absolutely summable.
We will now state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.3. Let 0 <[ <d and H : RY — R be a function that is even in the first | arguments and can be writ-
ten in the form H(X,y) = |x1|P' -+ |x;|P!|y1]9" - - - | ya—1 |9~ L(x, y) for some function L € C¢t1(R?) and constants

Pls-sPisqls---sqd—1 ERwithO < py,...,pr<landq,...,q4—1 > 3. We further impose the following growth
conditions:
Lxy)|<u@y). |HFLEY][ <1+ x1P)uy) (=<i<a), (16)
|9, - 05 L, W) < (L Ix"05)u(y) (1 <k<d;1<ji<---<ji<d) (17)

for some constants B;, yj,...j, =0, and a function u € C(R7Y). The constants are assumed to fulfill vj+ pi <1 for
iZjandi=1,...,1,j=1,...,d. Then we have, for a fixed t > 0

\/E(Y[n(H’ X’ l) - Yl(Hv Xv l))
d
st
5 V/(H. X, )=y ( > f Piy (O, AX7) duRy; + U, (H, Aer)>,
k:Ti<t \j=l+1"10:1]

with U defined in (40). Both components of the limiting process are JF-conditionally independent, which is why their
sum is F-conditionally centered Gaussian with variance

d 2
E[(V'(H, X,l),)2|f]=z< > Vi(H. XL, AXS)> ol+ D) C(AXs. AX,). (18)

s<t \k=I[+1 s1,52€(0,1]97!

where the function C is given in (41) and

Vi(H, X,1,y) = > /
t

SI415eees8k—18k-+15--0,5d =1 [0.]

; pakH(Glls AXSH_] P AXSk_l » Y, AXS/(_H P AXS,{) du.

Furthermore the F-conditional law of the limit does not depend on the choice of the sequence (Ti)keN.
Remark 4.4. The result coincides with the central limit theorem in Section 3 if | = 0, but under stronger assumptions.
In particular the assumed continuity of o yields that the limit is always conditionally Gaussian. We further remark

that the theorem also holds in the finite distribution sense in t.

Example 4.5. Let us again relate the central limit theorem to results from [15] and discuss H (x1, x2) = |x1|?|x2|?
for p <1, g > 3. According to Theorem 4.3, the limiting variable becomes

VI(H X, D= Y (q sen(AX7)|AX7, 97" Ry f

low|” du + U, (H, AXTk)),
k:Ty <t [0.7]

and U;(H, AXT,) has the F-conditional covariance

t 2
C(Aka,Aka)=|Aka|24/ <[ |u|2p¢g_y(u)du—</ |u|P¢>Us(u)du> ds). 19)
0 R R
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Therefore, U;(H, AXT,) is equal in distribution to

t
Ui (H, AX7) = |AX 7,4\ Jmap —m? /0 0l AW,

‘or an independent Brownian motion W' on Q', and we finally obtain
. P y

V'(H,X,1); = ( > qsgn(AXTk)|AXTk|q_1Rk>/ o |” du
kTe<t (0,11

t
+,/m2p—m§,/0 |au|”dWL;( > |AXTk|q>.

k:Ti <t

On the other hand, it is known from [15] that

t
VAV = V) = oy =, [l aw,

and there exists a version of (12) involving both powers smaller than one and larger than three. Proceeding as in
Example 3.10, one then obtains the same form of the limiting variable V' (H, X, 1);.

5. A statistical application

In this section we present a statistical application of the theoretical results demonstrated in Section 3. Let B € Ry
be a given number. We would like to test whether all jump sizes AX(w) lie on a grid n + BZ for an unknown
n € [0, B). Processes of this type find applications in situations where the dynamics are characterized by a fixed step
size parameter. A prototype of such a system is the quantum harmonic oscillator where jumps correspond to changes
of the energy level and the observed spectrum is subject to external or internal noise. Such time dependent harmonic
oscillators are crucial in various areas of physics, including quantum optics [11], cosmology [2], and condensed
matter physics [26]. Besides applications in physics, another field of interest are discrete random walks [28] with
noise, where the waiting times between jumps are larger than the characteristic time scale of the fluctuating position.
A similar situation is encountered in autonomous agent and multiagent systems [14] where the efficient learning
strategy may depend on a step size parameter changing with slowly varying external conditions.

Since the process X is observed only at discrete times and the jumps of X are “distorted” by the continuous part
of X, we need a statistical decision rule to test whether this hypothesis is true. For this purpose we set Q' :={w € Q:
(X5 (®))sefo,7] contains jumps} and define the measurable sets

Qo :={weQ:AX;(w) en+ pZforalls € [0, T] with AX,(w) #0} N, Q1 =\ Qo.

Hence, our null hypothesis is H : w € Q¢ while the alternative is K : w € €21. Note in particular that the null hypothesis
is automatically satisfied, if there is just a single jump.
In order to construct a first test statistic, we use the function

Hi(x,y) =)c6y4 sin<w>.

As pointed out in Example 3.5, we obtain the convergence in probability

V(HL X2 —> V(HLX.Dr = Y |AXS.|6|AXS2|“sin(

7T (AXs, — AXy,) )
s1,52€(0,T]

B
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for any fixed T > 0. Obviously, we have V (Hj, X,2)7 = 0 whenever H holds true. In this case, we obtain from
Theorem 3.7 the stable convergence

2
st
VAV (HL X, 2% =5 UHL X 2r = Y Y 0jHi(AX7, . AX7 )Ry,
ki,ky j=1
T n(AXt, — AX7 )
=3 Y laxy, |6|AXTk2|4cos< “ﬁ © )(Rk] — Rpy).
ki#ky

In most cases the limit is non-degenerate, even though one can construct non-trivial examples with U (Hy, X,2)7 =0.
If Q¢ denotes the intersection of g with those w leading to non-degenerate versions of U (Hj, X, 2), then according
to Remark 3.9 we deduce

P(S} > c1—q) = « conditionally on Qo,

with §7 := J/nV(Hy, X, 2)%.//Var(Hy)’ and ¢, being the y-quantile of a standard normal distribution, whenever X
and o have no common jumps (see Remark 3.9 for the definition of Var(H1)7.).

Besides the existence of non-trivial cases with a degenerate central limit theorem under H, the most severe problem
with the afore-mentioned test statistic is that it is not able to detect all alternatives, as V (Hj, X, 2)7 = 0 might hold
true even though the null hypothesis is not satisfied. More natural, therefore, is to use

Hy(x,y)= x6y6 sin’ <7‘r(xT—y)>’

for which V (Hy, X, 2)" —> V (Hy. X, 2)7 as well and
V(H2, X,)7(w) =0 ifandonlyif o € Q.

However, U (H», X,2)r is always degenerate under H, since 01 Hz(x,y) = 0 Ha(x,y) =0 for all x,y € n + BZ.
Thus, Theorem 3.7 cannot be applied to derive a feasible test. To avoid this problem we have to extend Theorem 3.7
to higher order asymptotics. In general, those types of results are hard to prove but in this specific case things remain
relatively simple. This mainly relies on the fact that under H the process X has only finitely many jumps and the
methodology of the proof is less advanced. It turns out that under H it holds that

2
st s
nV(Hy, X, 25 = Sp:=—5 Y |AX7, [*|AX7, 1°(Ri, — Riy)*. (20)
ki#ka

We only give a short sketch of the proof of this result as it follows along the lines of the proof of Theorem 3.7, except
that it is much simpler due to finite activity of the jumps. We first observe that

n(V(Hy, X, 2)% — V*(Hy, X, 2)1) —> 0,
where

V*(Ha, X,2)% := Z Hy(AX7, +n"'PR(n, k1), AX7 +n" 2 R(n, k),
ki,k2

and the random variable R(n, k) is defined in the beginning of Section 6.2. This is due to the fact that the continuous
part X of X fulfills E[|A? X¢|%] < n~3 by Burkholder inequality and is therefore aymptotically negligible. In the next
step we apply a Taylor expansion to the statistic V*(Ha, X, 2)’.. We observe that, for all x, y € n 4 BZ, it holds that

27'[2 6.6
311H2(x,y):822H2(x,y)=—312H2(xay)=?x o
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Thus, using the stable convergence (R (n, k))reN LN (Ri)ken (cf. Lemma 6.4) and a Taylor expansion of order two,
we deduce (20).

We remark that the probabilistic result of stable convergence in (20) is not directly applicable to testing. Hence, in
the following we will describe how to estimate the (F-conditional) quantiles of the distribution of S7. The procedure
is similar to the methodology described in Remark 3.9: First, we define the local estimates

ik, —1 i—1

~24._ I ny |2 ~2,— . _ I ny |2

Tijn = > X yarxizanay. G = 2 AL arxizenay,
j=i Jj=i—ky

where ¢ > 0, ¢ € (0, 1/2) and k,, satisfies k,, — oo and k;,/n — 0. Next, recalling the definition of the random variable
Ry in (9), we introduce the statistic

]T2 [nT] 6 6
s = 5 Z |ATX || A X|
i,j=I

< (VK78 Yim V1 =380, Vie) = (JRG8 0=+ T= 08,0 j+))

Obviously, the F-conditional law of S7 converges to the F-conditional law of S7. We remark however that it is
impossible to assess the unconditional distribution of S7. For a fixed level o, we now define the quantiles d}}, dy via

P(Sp <di|F)=1—a, and P(S7 <do|lF)=1-a.

Notice that the conditional quantile d/; can be simulated by generating the random variables «;, ¥4, ¥;— and using the
definition of S7.. We have d; — d,, in IP-probability. Now, choosing the rejection region by C}; := {nV (H3, X, 2)}. >
d}}, we obtain a test which asymptotically attains the level « in the following sense: Let A C ¢, then we deduce by
properties of stable convergence

P(ANCY) = P(AN{nV(Hz, X,2)} > do}) +0(1)
— P(AN{ST > dy}) = P(AE(P({ST > du}|F)) = aP(A).

As, conditionally on 21, nV (H>, X, 2)’; — 00 in probability, we readily deduce that the test is consistent against any
fixed alternative.

6. Proofs

In the proofs we will assume that K (or A) is some generic constant which may change from line to line. Since all
theoretical results of this paper are stable under stopping, we may as well assume by a standard localization argument
(see [16, Section 4.4.1]) that all locally bounded processes are in fact bounded. For instance, in Theorem 3.7 we can
assume without loss of generality that

bi@|<A,  Jo@|<A,  |X@|<A,  [50,29@)] <T@ <A

holds uniformly in (@, ¢) for some constant A and a function I" with

/F(z)%\(dz) <A,

where the latter is due to condition (8). On the other hand, due to conditions (14) and (15), in Theorem 4.3 we may
assume by the same arguments that there is a function I' : R — R and a constant A such that § (w, f, z) <T'(z) and

by ()

sup{ | X (@) 01(@)]. o, @) &), [ (@]} = A,

by (w)

3 ’ ’ ) 3
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uniformly in (w, t). We may further assume that I'(z) < A for all z € R and
/F(Z)’A(dz) < 00.

6.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1

Let > 0 be fixed. The proof will be divided into two parts. In the first one we will show that

&= Y (H(AX) — H(ALX. .. AL, 0) >0

ieB) ()

Then we are left with proving the theorem in the case = d, which will be done in the second part.
Since the paths of X are cadlag and therefore bounded on compacts by a constant A; (@) = supg<,<, | Xs(w)|, we
have the estimate

.. AL X))

1
| < T BZ: }A?1X~...~AZX|25L,A,(maX(|AZ+1X
ieB] (d)

Lnt) 5 " Lnt)
- (ZWX\ ) i > sa(max(|A} X|. ... AT X])),

where
8.4, (e) :=sup{|L(x) — L(y)|1x,y € [-2A., 24,19, |x—yl <&}, e>0

denotes the modulus of continuity of L.

We will now use the elementary property of the cadlag process X, that for every ¢ > 0 there exists N € N such that
for all n > N the absence a jump of size bigger than ¢ on (%, ,’li] implies |A} X| < 2e. Since the number of those
jumps is finite, we obtain for sufficiently large n the estimate

|nt] K(S)
el Z Sr.a, (max(|A] X|.....|AL X]) <9715, 4, (26) + =

U+1

Using the continuity of L, the left hand side becomes arbitrarily small, if we first choose ¢ small and then n large.
From [17] we know that

|nt] t
2 P
(X, X]" ::Z|Al’-‘X| —>[X,X],:/ ods + Z A X2, (1)
0

i=1 O<s<t

and thus we obtain &/ N 0. .
For the second part of the proof, i.e. the convergence V(H, X, )} — V(H, X, 1), in the case [ = d, we define the
functions g} : R4~ - R by

[nt]
gZ(X) = ZNA;1X|2L(X1, ooy Xk—1, A?X, Xky oo ,xd_1)

i=1

- Z IAXGIPL(x1, .y Xk—1, AX g, Xy oy Xd—1)

s<t
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and deduce

|V(H, X, d)! —V(H,X,d),| =

Y H(AIX)— > H(AXY)

ieB] (d) se(0,1]4
d
- Z{ Z Z H(AI'X, AXs) Z Z H(A!'X, AXS)”
k=1 "ieB} (k) se(0,t]9—* ieB] (k—1) se(0,r]d—k+1
d
Z (X, X17) '1x, X197% sup |gr (x)].
k=1 [IxlI<A;

By using (21) again we see that it remains to show sup <4, 18} (%) LN 0 for I <k <d. In the following we replace
the supremum by a maximum over a finite set and give sufficiently good estimates for the error that we make by doing
sO.

For any m € N define the (random) finite set A}" by

k k
Am :={—)k A u<At}
m
Then we have

sup |gf (®)| < max, |gk ®|+  sup  [gf®) — gl | = ¢ m) + ¢ m).
Ixli<A, ey Il Iyl <A,
Ix=ylI<1/m

Since the sets A}" are finite, we immediately get ;‘,? (m) 2% 0 as n — oo from Remark 3.3.3 in [16] for any fixed m.
For the second summand ¢;', (m) observe that

Lnt)
|&f 5 m)| < <Z]A”X] + ) |AaX,| >3LA (m™h),
s<t
which implies

lim hmsupIP’(|§k 2(m)| > 8) 0 forevery e > 0.

m—oo ,_,

The proof is complete. U
6.2. Proof of Theorem 3.7

A common technique for proving central limit theorems for discontinuous semimartingales is to decompose the pro-
cess X for fixed m € N into the sum of two processes X (m) and X’(m), where the part X’(m) basically describes the
jumps of X, which are of size bigger than 1/m and of whom there are only finitely many. Eventually one lets m go to
infinity.

So here we define D;, = {z:T'(z) > 1/m} and (S(m, j)) j>1 to be the successive jump times of the Poisson process
1{p,\D,,_;} * p. Let (S4)4>1 be a reordering of (S(m, j)), and

. . " Lnt]
Pm={p:Sp=S(k,])f0r]Zl,kfm}, Pim)=1p€Py:Sp < .

Pim)={p €Pu:Sp =t}
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Further let
Rf(n,P)=x/ﬁ(Xs,,f—Xg),
Ry(n,p) = Vi(X: = Xs,),
R(n, p) =R_(n, p) + Ry (n, p),

if % <8y =< ,’—l Now we split X into a sum of X (m) and X'(m), where X’(m) is the “big jump part” and X (m) is
the remaining term, by setting

b(m); = b; — (1, 2)A(dz),

/{Dmﬁ{zIIB(l»Z)ISl}}
t t

X(m),=/0 b<m>sds+/0 oy dWs + (31 ) % (p — .

X/(m) =X—-—X(m)= (5]1Dm) *P.

Further let €, (m) denote the set of all  such that the intervals (=L
X'(m)(w), and

—, n] (1 <i < n) contain at most one jump of

| X (m)(@)145 — X (m)(w);] < % forallz €[0,T1,s € [0,n""].

Clearly, P(2,(m)) — 1, as n — oo.
Before we state the main result of this section we begin with some important lemmas. The first one gives useful
estimates for the size of the increments of the process X (m). For a proof see [16, (2.1.44) and (5.1.24)].

Lemma 6.1. For any p > 1 we have
E(|X (m)i4s — X (m)|"1F7) < K (sP/P" - mPsP)

forallt >0,s € [0, 1].

As a simple application of the lemma we obtain for p > 2 and i € B} (d) with i; <--- <y

E[|A} X(m)|” .- |AL X (m)|"] = E[|A7 X(m)|” ... |A] X (m)|"E[|A], X(m)|p|}',d 1]

ld—1

K(n,m)
nd

1 mP
SK(;+H—,,) [Jaixom|” ... [a; X[ <<

for some positive sequence K (n, m) which satisfies limsup,,_, ., K(n,m) < K for any fixed m. Consequently, for
general i € B} (d), we have

E[|A] Xm)|" ... | AL X (m)|"] < K (n, myn™Hi1-id),
Since the number of elements i = (i1, ...,ig) € B}(d) with #{i1,...,ig} = k is of order n¥, we obtain the useful
formula
E[ DAl X )| AL X ()] } < K(n,m), (22)
icB! (d)

and similarly

1
TE[ Z |A X(m)|p ’Ald lX(m)| |A X(m)[| <K@m,m). (23)
" L
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The next lemma again gives some estimate for the process X (m) and is central for the proof of Theorem 3.7.

Lemma 6.2. Let C > 0 be a constant. Assume further that f : R x [—C, C1?~! — R is defined by f(x) = |x1|Pg(x),
where p >3 and g € C(R x [—C, C1%~") is twice continuously differentiable in the first argument. Then we have

[nt]
E(ﬂsznmﬁ Z(f(A;’X(m),xz,...,xd) - > f(AX(m»,xz,...,xd)) ) < Bu(®)
i=1 ﬂ<s§’%
for some sequence (B, (t)) with B, (t) — 0 as m — oo, uniformly in xa, ..., x4.

Proof. The main idea is to apply Itd formula to each of the summands and then estimate the expected value. For fixed
X2, ...,Xxq this was done in [16, p. 132]. We remark that their proof essentially relies on the following inequalities:
For fixed z € [-C, C1¢~! and |x| < 1/m (m € N) there exists §,,(z) such that 8,,,(z) — 0 as m — oo and

f@n| <Ba@Ixl, | fx D] <@ |37 f(x.2)] < Bu@x, 24)
Further, for x, y € R, define the functions

k(x,y,2)=f(x+y,2) — f(x,2) — f(y,2), g(x,y,2) =k(x,y,2) — 31 f(x,2)y.
Following [16] we obtain for |x| <3/m and |y| < 1/m that

|k(x, y,2)| < KBn(@)|x|[y, |g(x.y.2)| < KBu(@)|x||y]*. (25)

Since f is twice continuously differentiable in the first argument and z lies in a compact set, the estimates under (24)
and (25) hold uniformly in z, i.e. we can assume that the sequence $,,(z) does not depend on z, and hence the proof
in [16] in combination with the uniform estimates implies the claim. ([l

Now we start proving the assertion of Theorem 3.7. To simplify notations we will give a proof only for symmetric
L and p; =--- = p; = p for some p > 3. Note that in this case H is symmetric in the first / components, which
implies

0jH(x1,...,x,0,...,0) =01 H(xj,x2, ..., X1, X1, Xj+1,...,%,0,...,0).

Therefore, we have for fixed j

> WH(AXT, ..., AX7, , O)Ry,

klv"'skI:Tkl ..... Tkl

= Z alH(AXTkj’AXTIQ’""AXTkj,l’AXTkl’AXTij""’AXTkl’O)Rkj
k1,..‘,k1:Tkl,...,Tkl§t

= > 0 H(AX7y ..., AX7,, 0)Ry,,

UH, X, 1), =1t Z O H(AX7 ..., AX7,,0...,0)Ry,.

Later we will prove «/n(V(H, X, 1) ) — V(H, X,1);) i) 0 as n — o0, so it will be enough to show the discretized

version of the central limit theorem, i.e.

g = /n(V(H, X, = V(H, X, 1) 1) = U(H, X, 1),. (26)
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For the proof of (26) we will successively split &/ into several terms and then apply Lemma A.2. As a first decompo-
sition we use

&' =1o,mé +Lave,mé -

Since P(2,(m)) — 1 as n — o0, the latter term converges to 0 almost surely as n — 00, so we can focus on the first
summand, which we further decompose into

I d-l I
L0, (m&' = 10, m) (;"(m) F Y (g m) = ) = > g (m)) 27)
k=0 j=0 k=1
with
n 1 0 Lnz] 4
¢ (m)zﬁ(m Z H(A! X (m ))——l Z H(AX(m)ul,...,AX(m)u,,o)),
ieB) (d) ooy <220

dim=~m Y Y (/l€>(df_l>

p.qePr(m)k><J  ieBl(I—k)

reB! (d—1—j)
R(n,p) R(n,q)
xH(AX5p+ 7 L AI'X (m), AXs, + 7 JAMX (m) ),

. Jn / I (d-1 1 1
Gijm=—r ) _'Z U GaRe) AlXn). —=R(n. @) ATX (m) ).
p.qeP (mykxJ  ieB} (I—k)
reB} (d—1—))

d—1 l
¢ (m) = ﬁ}f_{ > > (k>H(AXSp, AXypy, (m), ..., AXy, (m), 0).

PEP] (M) upyy iy < 12d

The prime on the sums indicates that we sum only over those indices i and r such that A?X '(m) and A" X'(m) are
vanishing, which in other word means that no big jumps of X occur in the corresponding time intervals.

The basic idea behind the decomposition is that we distinguish between intervals (=, n] where X has a big jump
and where not. Essentially we replace the original statistic £ by the same statistic £" (m) for the process X (i) instead
of X. Using the trivial identity

Yo H(AIX)= D H(AIXm)+ Y (H(AIX)— H(A}X(m)))
ieB(d) ieB"(d) ieB"(d)

we can see that an error term appears by doing this. Of course, we have A X (m) = A{ X if no big jump occurs. In the
decomposition above, g“,:" j(m) - E,:‘ j(m) gives the error term if we have k big jumps in the first / coordinates and j
big jumps in the last d — I coordinates. In the same manner the term ¢;’ (m) takes into account that we might have big

jumps in k arguments of H(AX,,, ..., AX,,,0). All the binomial coefficients appear because of the symmetry of H
in the first / and the last d — [ arguments. Note also that this decomposition is not valid without the indicator function
1, m)-

In the Appendix we will prove the following claim.

Proposition 6.3. I holds that

I d-I 1
ml;m@hmsup@(ﬂg,,m) DDy =g jm)) = D gt m) — (gl (m) — ¢! (m) >n>=0
n—oe k=0 j=0 k=1

forall n > 0.
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So in view of Lemma A.2 we are left with considering the terms {l "o(m) — &' (m) and &, (m), where the first one is
the only one that contributes to the limiting distribution. We will start with proving the three assertions

Jim_limsup P (g, m) |¢/'o(m) = §'o(m)| > n) =0 foralln >0, (28)
1Q,l(m)(§,’jo(m) =g/ (m)) N U(H,X'(m),1), asn—> oo, (29)
U(H, X'(m)), E, U(H,X,l), asm— oo, (30)

where

R(n,
Clo(m) = Z Z <AXSP (\V;ﬁp)’()).

peP" (m)! jeB} (d—1)
For (28) observe that we have
]]-Q,,(m) ’fﬁo(m) - E[ilo(m)’

<lo,m )

pePi(m)!

d—1

1 p ﬁ
AXSP+WR(n’p)‘ ndfl Z Z sup l |8kL(XaY)||A’;~kX(m)|
jeBrd—I) k=1 X€[-2A.24]
ye[—2/m,2/m]4~!

+ 0p(n112)

by the mean value theorem. The error of small order in the estimate above is due to the finitely many large jumps,
which are included in the sum over j now, but do not appear in ¢;',(m) by definition. Clearly,

1 p
+ —R(n,p)| > M) =0,

AXSP NG

lim limsuplim sup ]P’< Z

M—00 m—oo n—o0
peP; (m)!

and by Lemma 6.1 we have
d—I
Jn
E(W Z Z sup sup |8kL(x, y)||A'}kX(m)|
n jeBrd—1) k=1 xe[—24,2A) ye[—2/m,2/m]4~!

< K(l +mn_1/2) sup sup
xe[—24,24] ye[-2/m,2/m]d~!

which converges to 0 if we first let n — oo and then m — oo, since L € A;(d) and [-2A, 2A]l is compact. This
immediately implies (28).
For the proof of (29) we need another lemma, which can be found in [16, Proposition 4.4.10].

Lemma 6.4. For fixed p € N the sequence (R(n, p))nenN is bounded in probability, and

t
(R(n, p)—, R(n, p)+) oy = (Rp—s Rp)p21

asn— oQ.

Then we have, by the mean value theorem, Lemma 6.4, the properties of stable convergence, and the symmetry of
H in the first / components

. =l 1
10, (m (&/'g(m) — &' (m)) = /nlg,m) ( LntJ Z [H (AXSP + —=R(n, p), 0) — H(AXs,, 0)])
peP! (m)! ﬁ

L U(H, X (m), ), =1"" 3" 8H(AXs, 0R, asn— oo,
peP;(m)!
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i.e. (29). For the proof of (30) we introduce the notation P; = {p € N|S, < t}. We then use the decomposition

UH, X,1),—U(H, X'(m),1), = 1t~ ’Z > ) Y 01H(AXs,, AXs, . AXs, 0)R,,

k=1 pepk=1 preP\Pi(m) reP; (m)!—*

I
=1t Y (m).
k=1

We have to show that, for each k, v (m) converges in probability to 0 as m — oo. We will give a proof only for the
case k = 1, in which we work with

AM) = {a) c Q‘ S (AKX @)+ [AX @) +|AX @) ) < M}, MeR,.
s<t

Then we have

B(|y10m)| > n) < P(|[y1(m)[La) > n/2) +P(Q\ A(M)). €29

By the continuity of L and 91 L, and since the jumps of X are uniformly bounded in w, we get

If”(|1ﬁ1 (m)|Lamy > 1/2) < K]E(ILA(M)IE(’»”I(””)ZU:))

2
SK]E(]lA(M) Z < Z BIH(AXSq,AXSr,O,...,O)> )

q€P\Pr(m) “reP,(m)!—1

2(1-1)
—1\2
sKE(nAW) > (1aXs, 1P +1aXs, 177" ( > |AXS,.|p> )

q€P\P;(m) reP;(m)
< KM2<’1>1E<11A(M) > (1aXs, I +]AXs, |2P2)> -0 asm— oo
q€PN\P;(m)

by the dominated convergence theorem. Since the second summand in (31) is independent of m and converges to 0 as
M — o0, we have

P(|y1(m)| > n) — 0 forall n > 0.

The proof for the convergence in probability of v (m) to O for 2 < k <[ is similar.
It remains to show that

lim hmsupIP(]lQn(m)’C (m)| > r]) 0 (32)

m—oo ,_,

for all n > 0.
Again, we need several decompositions. We have

I
4”(’">=~/ﬁ(m Y H(AX(m) - Lmz > H(A?X(m%“))

ieB} (d) ieB} ()

d-1 d=l
+\/_<|_I’ltj Z H(A;lX(m), ) LZIJ[ Z (AX(m)ul,...,AX(m)upO))

ieB; () Ul U] < Lnt]

- n

=: W (m) + W5 (m).
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First observe that we obtain by the mean value theorem, and since X is bounded,
g, (m | ] (m)|

2%1%@1) Z |A§’1X(m)---AZX(m)|p|L(A;1X(m))—L(A?IX(m),...,AZX(m),0)|
ieB!(d)
\/ﬁ d
< Klg,m—7 DD AL X(m) - ALX ()| | AL X (m)]

ieB! (d) k=I+1

n
=K(d_l)19'l(m)nd—c Z |A?}X(m)...AZX(m)}qA?]HX(mH
ieB} (d)

Kd-1) 1 2
KD i X Iagxen - apxonfla, Xon)
m(P : ﬁ ieBM(I+1) ’

By (23) and limsup,,_, ., K (m,n) < K we get

Jim_limsup E(Le, o | W] (m)]) =0.

When showing that W} (m) converges to O we can obviously restrict ourselves to the case [ = d. We need further
decompositions:

d
Wl (m) = ﬁZ( > H(A}X(m). AX(m)s)

k=1 “ieBf (k) s (0, % 14—k

S S H(AIX(m), AX<m>s)>

ieBy (k—1) se (0, L’%J]d—kJrl

QU

=:ng(m,k).
k=1
For a fixed k we have
Wi (m, k) = Z |A] X (m)--- AL X (m)|” Z |AX (m)s, - AX (m)s,_,|"
ieB} (k—1) SE(O,L'Z—IJ]“L](

|nt]
x ﬁ(Z\A?XW)!”L(A?X(m), A"X (m), AX (m)s)

j=1

-y |AX(m)u|”L(A;1X(m),AX(m)u,AX(m)S)),

Lnt)
U="

where we denote the term in the second line by ®} (m, i, s). What causes problems here is that &} (m, i,s) depends
on the random variables A{’X (m) and AX (m)s and we therefore cannot directly apply Lemma 6.2. To overcome this
problem we introduce the function f, € CI*T1(RY~1) defined by

fy(x)z |y|pL(x]a"‘5xk717y7xk+15"‘9xd)‘
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Then we have

Lnt]
"om. i, s)=ﬁ(ZfA;X<m)(A?X<m>,AX(m>s)— > fo<m>u(A;’X<m),AX(m>s)).

j=1 Lnt]
] U= n

Now we replace the function f) according to Lemma A.1 by

A=+ Y / / iy (80 51 o 50) s ds.

k=11<iy<--<iy<d

Since all of the appearing terms have the same structure we will exemplarily treat one of them:

|nt] X”
Z/ |A';X(m)|”alL(s1,o,...,o, AX(m).0,....0)ds,

X2 (m)
- Z/ |AX (m)u|"81L(51,0,...,0, AX ()4, 0, ...,0)ds|

u< o LntJ

2
5fmﬁ

— Y |AXm)u|"91L(51,0,....0, AX (m),, 0, ...,0)

ustil

Lnt)
D |ATX m)| 91 L(s1.0,....0, AX (m),0,...,0)
j=1

dsy.

This means that we can bound |®} (m, i, s)| from above by some random variable (:)Z (m) which is independent of i
and s and which fulfills

lim hmsupE[]lQ (m)G)k(m)] (33)

m—00 ,_sno
by Lemma 6.2. Using the previous estimates we have
Lnt ] k=1 d—k
W5 (m, k)| < O (m) <Z|A;X<m>}”> ( ) !AX(m>u\”> .
j=1 w<loil
Clearly the latter two terms are bounded in probability and therefore (33) yields

lim hmsup]P’(]lQ (m)|\112 (m)| > n) 0,

m—oo ,_,

which proves (32).
The last thing we have to show is

Va(V(H, X, D) = V(H, X, D) 1)) — 0, (34)

e.g. in the case I =d. From [16, p. 133] we know that in the case d = 1 we have

NZED DIV Sy} (35)

WJ <sp <t
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The general case follows by using the decomposition

A

S1seees Sq =<t SLaeensS, <Lt;lj
d
=’ﬁz Z Z Z H(AXy,, .,AXSd))‘
k=1 28150 8k-1=1 g 1,...,sd§p;—” %<sk§t
d
<> > IAX - AXy  AXg, ~-~AXSd|1’<\/E > |AXSk|1’> o
k=1StSi1=tg | sg< 12l ) g <
Hence the proof of Theorem 3.7 is complete. O

6.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1

By the standard localization procedure as described in the beginning of Section 6 we may assume that X and o are
bounded by a constant A. We will start by proving the following two assertions:

1
sup | D g(VnalXy) - f pg (0w, y) du| — 0, (36)
yel=24.2410-1 115 Jany 0,71/
P
sup Z PH (x, A;“X) - Z o (x, AXg)| — 0, 37
xe[-A Al jeBr -1y s€ (0,114~
where g(x,y) = |x(|P! - |x;|P' L(x,y). The proofs mainly rely on the following decomposition for any real-valued

function f defined on some compact set C C R¥: If C’ C C is finite and for any x € C there exists y € C’ such that
[Ix —y|| <8 for some é > 0, then

sup| f (0| <max| fFx)| + sup [f(x) = f¥)].
xeC xeC x,yeC
x—yll<é

Now denote the continuous part of the semimartingale X by X¢. For the proof of (36) we first observe that for fixed
y € R~ we have

LY (s(vaatx.y) — e(Vaagxy) oo

ieBI ()

We will not give a detailed proof of this “elimination of jumps” step since it follows essentially from the case [ = 1 (see
[16, Section 3.4.3]) in combination with the methods we use in the proof of (38). Using the results of the asymptotic
theory for U-statistics of continuous It6 semimartingales given in [22, Proposition 3.2] we further obtain (still for
fixed y)

1 P

pr} Z g(ﬁA;’XC, y) — / 1 Pg(oy, y) du.
ieB] () (0.11

To complete the proof of (36) we will show

> (¢(vnAX.x) - g(VaarX.y))| — 0 (38)

ieB! ()

n 1
§%(m) = sup -
x,ye[—2A4,241¢~1 1

1
Ix=yll=:;
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if we first let n and then m go to infinity. The corresponding convergence of the integral term in (36) is easy and will

therefore be omitted.
Let & > 0 be fixed such that max(pq, ..., p;) +& < 2, and for all @ > 0 and k € N define the modulus of continuity

<2A,[Ix—yll <.

8k () := sup{|g(u,x) — g(u,

Then we have

§hm) < K<5k(m_l)+ sup Z Lypyaayxizn (|8 (VAAT X x)| + |g (VrAf X, Y)|))
X,ye[—2A,2A14~ 168”(1)
Ix— y\lsm
AT X4+ A X
< (ak( N+ Z |V/nA} X\”l...|ﬁAgX|Pl|ﬁ i Xl = VA |)
168”(1)

_) K(Sk k5 Zl_[/ mpl+5t/£|UY|pl+aljads> asn — oo,

j=1li=1

where m, is the pth absolute moment of the standard normal distribution and §;; is the Kronecker delta (for a proof
of the last convergence see [15, Theorem 2.4]). The latter expression obviously converges to O if we let m — oo and

then kK — 0o, which completes the proof of (36).
We will prove (37) in a similar way. Since pg (X, ¥y)/|y1 - ... Ya—i |2 > 0 asy — 0, Theorem 3.1 implies

> oo AIX) Y pu(x AXy),

jeBld-1) se(0,r14-!

i.e. pointwise convergence for fixed x € [—A, A]l. Moreover,

swp 3 lon(x ATX) = o (v, ATX))|
xyel-A, Al jegn(a—i)

Ix—yl<L
d—I |nt]
< HZ|A;’X ai sup sup |pg(x,2) — pg(y, 2)|.
i=1j=1 x,ye[—A,A] l1z]| <2A
Ix—yll<i

The term in brackets converges in probability to some finite limit by Theorem 3.1 as n — oo, and the supremum goes
to 0 as m — oo because p, is continuous. By similar arguments it follows that

P
sup Y |pu(x AXe) — pu(y. AXg)| —> 0,
x,ye[—A,A]’ SE(O,I]‘I’I
Hx—y\|5$

if we let m go to infinity. Therefore (37) holds.
We will now finish the proof of Theorem 4.1 in two steps. First we have

Z SO HWEAIX. AIX) - Y -/[Ot]lpH(au,AJ’?X)du

IEBn(l) jeBl d—1) jeB (d—1)
d—I |nt] 1

= HZ|A7X o sup i Z (\/_A X, Y) f pg(O'u,Y)dll —0
i=1j=1 yel-24.2410-1 15 Jgny (0,11
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by (36). From (37) we obtain the functional convergence

( (05)o<s<t ) i) ( (05)o<s<t )
ZjeB{’(dfl) pH(, A;X) Zse(o,t]d—’ oH(, AXs)
in the space D([0, 1]) x C([—A, A]"). Define the mapping

@:D([0,1]) x C(R') — R, (f,g)l—)/[o ][g(f(m),...,f(ul))du.
N3

This mapping is continuous and therefore we obtain by the continuous mapping theorem

P
/ IPH(O'uvA;X)du—) > / PH(Ou, AXs) du,
[0.1] [0,1]

jeBid-I) se(0,r14—!

which ends the proof. (]
6.4. Proof of Theorem 4.3

Before we state the central limit theorem for \/n (Y/'(H, X,l)=Y;(H, X,1)) we give a few auxiliary results. A typical
procedure in proofs of results such as Theorem 4.3 is to replace the scaled increments of X (for us: the terms in the
first / arguments) by the first order approximation o' := \/noi-1 ATW of the continuous part of X. In combination

with other simplifications, this procedure will lead to asymptotic equivalence of /n (Y (H, X, 1) — Y;(H, X, 1)) with

d
> <% > > 3kH(“?»Aqu)R(n,qk)+\/ﬁ<% > H(a;’,AXSq)—/

q:Sq<t \' ieBr () k=l+1 ieB (1) (0.1

y pH (o3, AXSq)dS>>~

For now, consider only the term in brackets, with R(n, gx) = 1 for simplicity. We can see that if AX 5, Was just a
deterministic number, we could derive the limit by using the asymptotic theory for U-statistics developed in [22]. For
the first summand we would need a law of large numbers and for the second one a central limit theorem. Since AXg,
is of course in general not deterministic, the above decomposition indicates that it might be useful to have the theorems
for U-statistics uniformly in some additional variables. As a first result in that direction we have the following claim.

Proposition 6.5. Let0 <[ <d and G :R! x [—A, A1%~! — R be a continuous function that is of polynomial growth
in the first | arguments, i.e. |G(x,y)| < (1 + [|X|?)w(y) for some p >0 and w € C([—A, A1~!). Then

1 P
By (G, x) := — Z G(of,y) — Bi(G,y) 3:/
nl & [0,1]
ieB) (1)

f IOG (057 y) dS
in the space C([—A, A]d_l), where

pc(x.y) :=E[G(x1Uy.....xUp.y)]
for a standard normal variable U = (Uy, ..., U)).

Proof. This result follows exactly in the same way as (36) without the elimination of jumps step in the beginning. [

In addition to this functional law of large numbers we further need the associated functional central limit theorem
for

1
U;’(G,y>=ﬁ(; > G- [

PG (0s,Y) dS). (39)
ieB (1) (0.2]
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In order to obtain a limit theorem we will need to show tightness and the convergence of the finite dimensional
distributions. We will use that, for fixed y, an asymptotic theory for (39) is given in [22, Proposition 4.3], but under
too strong assumptions on the function G for our purpose. In particular, we weaken the assumption of differentiability
of G in the following proposition whose proof can be found in the Appendix.

Proposition 6.6. Let 0 <[ < d and let G : R? — R be a function that is even in the first | arguments and can be

written in the form G(X,y) = |x1|P' - - |x;|P'L(x, y) for some function L € C*TY(R?) and constants py, ..., pj € R
with 0 < p1, ..., pi < 1. We further assume that L fulfills the same assumptions as in Theorem 4.3. Then we have, for
afixedt >0
7 1
(U7 (G, ), (R-(n, p), Ri-(n. p)) o) = (Un(G. ), (Rp—, Rpi)p=1) (40)

in the space C([—A, APy x RN x RN, where (Ui (G, "), (Rp—, Rpy) p>1) is defined on an extension (Q, ]}, 75) of
the original probability space, U; (G, -) is F-conditionally independent of (i, Yi+)k>1 and F -conditionally centered
Gaussian with covariance structure

C(y.y) =E[U/(G.y)U,(G.Y)|F]

Zf (ffzw )i, ¥ )b, () du

i,j=1

—<fRfi(u,Y)¢os(u)du)(Afj(u,y/)¢os(u)du)dS>, (41)

ﬁ(u,y):/o 1 1/]Rz 1G(crslvl,...,crsl.flv,'_l,u,crsl.ﬂvlurl,...,crslvl,y)qﬁ(v)dvds.
[0,7)— -

where

Remark 6.7. The proposition is stated for the approximations o' of the increments of X. We remark that the result is
still true in the finite dimensional distribution sense if we replace ' by the increments A X. This follows by the same
arguments as the elimination of jumps step in Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 6.8.

In the first part of the proof we will eliminate the jumps in the first argument. We split X into its continuous part X°¢
and the jump part X¢ = § % p via X = Xo + X¢ + X?. Note that X¢ exists since the jumps are absolutely summable
under our assumptions. We will now show that

£y = ( > Y H(WAAIX. AIX) - Z 3 H(J/nAIXC, Anx))lo.
ieB} (1) jeB} (d—1) 168"(1)J€B”(d 5}

Observe that under our growth assumptions on L we can deduce

I I
ILx+2y) - Lx,y)| < Ku(y)(l +> ||x||7f) > lzIPi 42)

i=1 j=1

This inequality trivially holds if ||z|]| > 1 because ||L(X,y)|| < u(y). In the case ||z|]| < 1 we can use the mean value
theorem in combination with |z| < |z|? for |z| <1 and 0 < p < 1. Since we also have ||x; 4+ z; | — |x;|P| < |z;|Pi for
1 <i <, we have, with q = (g1, ..., g4—1), the estimate

|Hx+2,y) — HX, V)| < Ku@yl* Y Pm()lz™

where Py € P (1) (see (5) for a definition) and the sum runs over all m = (my, ..., m;) # (0, ...,0) with m either
pj or 0. We do not give an explicit formula here since the only important property is E[ P (/nA} X)?] < K for all
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q > 0, which directly follows from the Burkholder inequality. Because of the boundedness of X and the continuity of
u this leads to the following bound on &,:

'5"|5<K > 1ajx] )({ S 3 Pu(Vaapx)|Jaapxd" )

jeBr(d—-1) ieBr () m

The first factor converges in probability to some finite limit, and hence it is enough to show that the second factor
converges in L! to 0. Without loss of generality we restrict ourselves to the summand withm = (py, ..., px,0,...,0)
for some 1 <k < /. From [16, Lemma 2.1.7] it follows that

K
E[|A7 X! Fii] < — forallg > 0. (43)
n n
Letr :=maxi<;< p; and by (i) :=#{i1, ..., ix} fori= (i1, ..., i;). Note that the number of i € B} (I) with by (i) =m

is of order n"+!=* for 1 < m < k. An application of Holder inequality, successive use of (43) and the boundedness of
X gives

E(% Z Pm(\/ﬁA” )|\/_A Xd|17| |J—A Xd|Pk>

ieBr ()

al/2+kr/2 e A I n vd| Pl d| Pk Hr
< Y (B[ Pm(Vaax) ) E[(ag X g X))
ieBl ()
nl/2+kr/2 et - M ik 0k kA
—by (i r - r - - -
SK— = 2 " SKT = 2T = KD R
ieB! (1) j=l =l

The latter expression converges to 0 since r < 1.
In the next step we will show that we can replace the increments A? X¢ of the continuous part of X by their first
order approximation o = \/noi-1 ATW.

Proposition 6.8. It holds that

( Y S H(VmAIXC AlX) Z Y H(ef, AlX ))&0

ieBl' () jeB; (d-1) leB"(l)JeB"(d —I)

asn— oQ.

We shift the proof of this result to the Appendix. Having simplified the statistics in the first argument, we now
focus on the second one, more precisely on the process

0,(H) = ( > ) H(ef AjX Z > H ,AXS)>.

ieB} () jeB} (d—1) IEB"(l)se(Oz]d =1

In the following we will use the notation from Section 3.2. We split 6, (H) into

On(H) =1, m)0n(H) + 1o\, (m)0n (H).

Since €2,,(m) N Q as n — oo, the latter term converges in probability to O as n — oo. The following result will be
shown in the Appendix as well.
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Proposition 6.9. We have the convergence
1 d P
Lo, mba(H) =~ D Y. 3 orH(ef, AX5)R(2.q,) —> 0
ieB) (1) qe P! (m)d—! r=l+1
if we first let n — oo and then m — 0.

Using all the approximations, in view of Lemma A.2 we are left with a discussion of

d

@?(m)::% Z Z ZBkH(ai",AXSq)R(n,qr)+ > UJ(H,AXy)

ieB! () qePy (m)d— r=I+1 s€(0,114

d
= > <1P;l(,n)dl(q) > ]B%?(akH,AXSq)R(n,qr)-i-[U;’(H,AXSq)).
qud—[ r=I+1

The remainder of the proof will consist of four steps. First we use for all kK € N the decomposition ®} (m) =
@ (m, k) + @ (m, k), where
d
Orm, k)= Y Apre-i(@) Y B @.H, AXs)R(n,q:)+ Y UM(H,AXs,),
1=q1,....qa—1=k r=I+1 qeNd—!

i.e. we consider only finitely many jumps in the first summand. We will successively show

lim limsupP(|®}(m, k)| >n) =0 forall n> 0, (44)

k=00 p—o0

@ (m, k) = d,(m, k) asn— oo, 45)
for a process @, (m, k) that will be defined in (48). Finally, with ®;(m) defined in (49) we will show

®,(m. k) —> d,(m) as k — oo, (46)

O, (m) —> V/(H, X, 1),. (47)
For (44) observe that we have P} (m) C P;(m) and therefore

P(|®) (m, k)| > n) <P({o:Pi(m,0) ¢ {1,...,k}}) >0 ask — oo,
since the sets P;(m, w) are finite for fixed w and m. For (45) recall that g was defined by g(x,y) = |x1|P!---

|x;|P' L(x,y). By Propositions 6.5 and 6.6 and from the properties of stable convergence (in particular, we need joint
stable convergence with sequences converging in probability, which is useful for the indicators below) we have

(U;l(g’ ), (B;l(aj H, '))j:1+1’ (AXs,)peN, (R(”’ p))])eN’ (]lp;l(m)(p))peN)
= (Ui(g.). (B (8, H, -))j{:,H, (AXs,)pen, (Rp)peN, (]lP,(m)(p))peN)

as n — oo in the space C[—A, A]€@=D x (C[-A, A](d_l))d_l X Ei x RN x RN, where we denote by E% the metric
space

65 = { (x)kerw € €5 |xk| < A forall k e N}.
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For k € N we now define a continuous mapping on C[—A, A=) x (C[—A, A]@=D)d=l x ¢2 x RN x RN into the
real numbers via

k d
d—1
O£ (82 () jens ()jens Gjen) = D Zi s Zias D 8 (oo X))V
Jlsees Ja—i=1 r=it+1

o
D I e Gy ).
Jlseeesja—1=1

The continuous mapping theorem then yields
d
O m. k) = (U2 (g, ). (BY (0 H. )y, (AXs,)pen, (RO ) oo (1220 (P) o)

5 B (Ur(g, ), (Be (@ H,))o_y 10 (AXs,) perts (Rp) pents (15,0m (P)) )

d
= Z Lp, (myd-1 (@) Z B, (3, H, AXs)R(n, qr) + Z Ui(H, AXs,) =: ®((m, k). (48)
q1s-qd—1<k r=I+1 qeNd-!

For k — oo we have

d
D (m. k) = D (m) == Y (17,[(m)d_,(q) > Bi(3H, AXs)R(n.q)+ > Ui(H. AXSq)>, (49)
qeNd—! r=I+1 qeNd-

i.e. (46). For the last assertion (47) we have

P(|®;(m) — V/(H, X, )| > n) < KE[(®,(m) — V/(H, X,l))2] = KE[E[(®;(m) — V/(H, X, l))2|}‘]]

d
<] 53 (1=t W) AX

keNd-! r=I+1
d d-1 2
< KE|: S 3 (1= gt ®) [J(18Xs, 19 + 1A Xs, 197") }
keNd—! r=I+1 il

Since the jumps are absolutely summable and bounded the latter expression converges to 0 as m — oo. (]

Appendix

In this section we present some preliminary results. We start with the following two statements. The first lemma is a
generalization of the fundamental theorem of calculus, while the second lemma is a standard result on convergence of
double sequences formulated for stable convergence in law.

Lemma A.1. Consider a function f € C*(R?). Then we have

d X Xi
fo=ro+y Y /01~-f0kaik---a,-lf(g,-l,...,,-k<s1,...,sk>)dsk~-~dsl,

k=11<ij<--<ixy<d

i, i RF — RY with

.....

0, ifjé¢lit,....ix},
Slv l‘szll
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Proof. First write
d
f(x):f(O)+Z(f(x1,...,xk,O,...,O)—f(xl,...,xk_l,O,...,O)),
k=1

which yields

d iy
f(x):f(O)—i—Z/O W (X1, ... Xk—1,1,0,...,0)dt.
k=1

Now we can apply the first step to the function g;(x1, ..., xk—1) := 0 f(x1,...,Xk—1,%,0,...,0) in the integral and
by doing this step iteratively we finally get the result. (]

Lemma A.2. Let (Z,)neN be a sequence of random variables, where, for each m € N, we have a decomposition
Z, =Z,(m)+ Z,(m). If there is a sequence (Z(m))men of random variables and a random variable Z with

Z,,(m)n_%thZ(m), Z(m)m%o Z, and lim limsupP(|Z,(m)| > 1) =0 forally>0,

m—00 5 500
then
Zy -5 Z.
For a proof of this result see [16, Proposition 2.2.4].
A.1. Existence of the limiting processes

We give a proof that the limiting processes in Theorem 3.7 and Theorem 4.3 are well-defined. The proof will be
similar to the proof of [16, Proposition 4.1.4]. We restrict ourselves to proving that

/ ; p31+1H(Uus AXTk) duRkl (Al)
kT < ¥ 1071

is defined in a proper way, corresponding to Theorem 4.3. For / = 0 we basically get the result for Theorem 3.7, but
under slightly stronger assumptions. The proof, however, remains the same.

We show that the sum in (A.1) converges in probability for all 7 and that the conditional properties mentioned in
the theorems are fulfilled. Let I,,,(t) ={n:1 <n <m, T, <t}. Define

Zoi= Y [ onCow AXg) durs,
kel oyt ¥ 1047

By fixing w € 2, we further define the process Z®(m); on (', F',”’) by Z®(m);(«’) = Z(m);(w, @"). The process
is obviously centered, and we can immediately deduce

2
E'(22(m)?) = Z Z / P H(ou,AXTkl,AXTk)du> o%kl, (A.2)
ki €1 (1) kel (yd—1-1 7 0
E/(eiuz‘”(m),) — l_[ eiu Zkelm(t)d_l_l flOJJI p«'iH,lH(O—I.lsAXTk] sAXTk)d“Rkl dIP),. (A.3)
ki€l (1)

The processes X and o are both cadlag and hence bounded on [0, T'] for a fixed w € Q. Let now m, m’ € N with
m’ < m and observe that I, (1)9 \ L, (1)4 C L,(T)4 \ I,,;(T)? forall g € Nand ¢ < T. Since L and 9; L are bounded



U- and V-statistics for semimartingales 1037

on compact sets, we obtain

E’[( sup ‘Z“’(m)t—Z‘”(m’)lDz]

te[0,T]

2
10Ty e 1,y (0)d-1\1,, ) (1)

2
sE’[( > /0 oo (0w, AXTk)|du|Rkl|>}
[0,T]

kel (T)4~\1,,/(T)4~!

,/[‘() t[ 1031+1H(Uu’ AXTk) duRkl

2
<K() > (IAX7 197" 4+ |AX 7 )| AX g |- |AXg, Iq‘”)
kel (T)=I\I,/(T)¢!

—0 asm,m — o0

for P-almost all w, since ZS < |AX|P is almost surely finite for any p > 2. Therefore we obtain, as m, m’ — oo,
I?’( sup !Z(m)l — Z(m’)t’ > 8) = /IP/( sup |Z‘”(m)l — Z“’(m’)t| > 8) dP(w) — 0
te[0,¢] t€[0,T]

by the dominated convergence theorem. The processes Z(m) are cadlag and contitute a Cauchy sequence in probability
in the supremum norm. Hence they converge in probability to some F;-adapted cadlag process Z;. By the previous
estimates we also obtain directly that

Z°(m); — Zy(w,) in L*(Q, F,P). (A4)
As a consequence it follows from (A.2) that
s 2
/Z,(a),w/) d]P/(w/) — Z( Z / PopH (0w, AXy, AXy,, ..., AXsd,)du> aszl.
1=t Nsg,rsg g <t Y 10,11

Note that the multiple sum on the right hand side of the equation converges absolutely and hence does not depend on
the choice of (7}). By (A.4) we obtain

E/(eiuZ“’(m),) N E’(ei“Z’(“’")).

Observe that for any centered square integrable random variable U we have

‘/(e"ﬂf —1)dP

Therefore the product in (A.3) converges absolutely as m — 0o, and hence the characteristic function and thus the law
of Z;(w, -) do not depend on the choice of the sequence (7). Lastly, observe that Ry, is F-conditionally Gaussian. (In
the case of a possibly discontinuous ¢ as in Theorem 3.7 we need to require that X and o do not jump at the same
time to obtain such a property.) So we can conclude that Z”(m), is Gaussian, and Z;(w, -) as a stochastic limit of
Gaussian random variables is so as well.

<EU?|y|*> forally eR.

A.2. Uniform limit theory for continuous U-statistics

In this chapter we will give a proof of Proposition 6.6. Mainly we have to show that the sequence in (39) is tight and
that the finite dimensional distributions converge to the finite dimensional distributions of U,. For the convergence of
the finite dimensional distributions we will generalize Proposition 4.3 in [22]. The basic idea in that work is to write
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the U-statistic as an integral with respect to the empirical distribution function

[nt]
Fu(t,x) = . 21{01’}5):%
j=

In our setting we have
1
- 2 G(a?,y)=/Rl G (X, Y) Fy(t,dxp) - Fy(t, dx).
ieB (1)

Of particular importance in [22] is the limit theory for the empirical process connected with F;,, which is given by

Lt
Gu(t,x) = Tn Z(ﬂ{a;s)c} -5, (1)),
j=1 "

where @, is the cumulative distribution function of a standard normal random variable with variance z. As a slight
generalization of [22, Proposition 4.2] and by the same arguments as in [16, Proposition 4.4.10] we obtain the joint
convergence

t
(Gut, %), (R-(n, p), R4, ) 1) = (G, %), (Rp—, Rp) p=1)-
The stable convergence in law is to be understood as a process in ¢ and in the finite distribution sense in x € R. The

limit is defined on an extension (2, F, P) of the original probability space. G is F-conditionally independent of
(K, Yr+)k>1 and F-conditionally Gaussian and satisfies

t
E[G(r,x)u-']:/ D, (x) dWs,
0
E[G(t1, x1)G (12, x2)|F| — E[G(t1, x)IF|E[G(t2, x2)| F]

A _ _
= / Dy, (X1 A Xx2) — Py (X1) Py (X2) — Py (x1) Py, (x2) ds,
0

where ®,(x) = E[V1{y<xj] with V ~ N0, 1).
As in the proof of Proposition 4.3 in [22] we will use the decomposition

1 k—1 1
U;’(G,y)=; fR , G(x,ymn(r,dxk)IIFn<r,dxm> [T Futt.dxm)

m=k+1

1
+\/’7<; Z pc(G@—l)/n,Y)—/O I/OG(Os,Y)dS>
[0,7]

jeBi M)
I
=) Z{(G,y)+ R"(¥),
k=1

where

1 |nt]
Fu(t,x) = ; Z (DU(j—l)/n (x).

Jj=1
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From [22, Proposition 3.2] we know that both F,, and F, converge in probability to F(t,x) = fé Dy, (x)ds for
fixed ¢ and x. If G is symmetric and continuously differentiable in x with derivative of polynomial growth, [22,
Proposition 4.3] gives for fixed y

1 [ 1
> 7} G.y) Z/}Rl G NG, dx) [ Ft.dxm) =2 Zi(G.y). (A.5)
k=1 k=1 k=1

m#k

We remark that the proof of this result mainly relies on the following steps: First, use the convergence of F,, and
F,, and replace both by their limit F, which is differentiable in x. Then use the integration by parts formula for the
Riemann-Stieltjes integral with respect to Gy, (¢, dxi) plus the differentiability of G in the kth argument to obtain
that Z}(G,y) is asymptotically the same as —le G (x,Y)G, (¢, x¢) ]_[m;ﬁk F'(t, xp,) dx. Since one now only has
convergence in finite dimensional distribution of G,, (¢, -) to G(¢, -), one uses a Riemann approximation of the integral
with respect to dx; and takes limits afterwards. In the end do all the steps backwards.

From the proof and the aforementioned joint convergence of G, and (R+(n, p))p>1 it is clear that we can slightly
generalize (A.5) to

((Z]}:(G’ Y))liksl, (R—(ns p)’ R+(ns P))pzl) l) ((Zk(Gs Y))lfkfla (Rp—7 Rp+)p21)9 (A6)

where the latter convergence holds in the finite distribution sense in y and also for non-symmetric, but still con-
tinuously differentiable functions G. A second consequence of the proof of (A.5) is that the mere convergence

Z;(G,y) LN Zx(G,y) only requires G to be continuously differentiable in the kth argument if k is fixed.

To show that (A.6) holds in general under our assumptions let ¥, € C*°(R) (¢ > 0) be functions with 0 < v/, <1,
Ve(x) =1 on [—&/2,&/2], Y= (x) = 0 outside of (—e, &), and [|{.|| < Ke~! for some constant K, which is inde-
pendent of €. Then the function G (x)(1 — ¥, (xx)) is continuously differentiable in the kth argument and hence it is
enough to prove

lim limsupIP’( sup |ZZ(G¢€, y)‘ > n) =0, (A7)
e—>0 p—oo ye[—A, Al

lim IP( sup | Ze(GYe )| > n) =0 (A.8)
e—0 ye[—A,A]dﬁl

for all n > 0 and 1 <k <. For given k the functions . are to be evaluated at x;. We show (A.7) only for k = 1.
The other cases are easier since F,, is continuously differentiable in x and the derivative is bounded by a continuous
function with exponential decay at oo since o is bounded away from 0.

For k =1, some P €*P(1), Q € B( — 1) and x; # 0, we have

|0/ (Gx, Y)W ()| < K(L+ 1xP Y PO) Qxr, oy xi—1) + K |xq [PV x| Pre ™1

Since p; — 1 > —1 the latter expression is integrable with respect to x; on compact intervals. Therefore the standard
rules for the Riemann—Stieltjes integral and the monotonicity of F}, in x yield

-1

sup 2] (GYe,y)| = sup /G(X’Y)‘/fs(xl)Gn(tsdxl)l—[Fn(tvdxm)
yel—A, A} yel—A Al IR m=1
-1
= sup /—Gn(t,xz)az(G(x,y)ws(xz))dxz]_[Fn(t,dxm)
yel-A, A}~ /R m—1

-1

5/ / K(Gat, x| (1+ bl ™) P QG - 51 1) oy [ Fute, dv)
RI-1J—¢

m=1
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-1
/ / K|Gu(t,xp)|bxa? - balPe™ dxy [ | Fut, doxm)
RI-1
m=1
=/ ( > O« )|Gn(z,xz>|(1+|xz|m1)P<xz>dx1
IGB"(I 1)

€ 1
+f8K<F A ..\a;;1|f’f—')yGna,x,)“x,wg—ldx,.

ieBl (1)

We have E|a;’ |9 < K uniformly in i for every ¢ > 0. From [22, Lemma 4.1] it further follows that E|G,, (¢, x)|7 < K
for all ¢ > 2. Then we deduce from Holder inequality

B s [2/Gvep) <k [ (11 P + e
yel—A, A

which converges to 0 if we let ¢ — 0. We omit the proof of (A.8) since it follows by the same arguments.

So far we have proven that (A.6) holds under our assumptions on G. Furthermore, we can easily calculate the
conditional covariance structure of the conditionally centered Gaussian process 25{:1 Zx(G,y) by simply using that
we know the covariance structure of G(z, x). We obtain the form in (41); for more details see [22, Section 5].

Next we will show that

sip  |R"(y)] —> 0 (A.9)
ye[—A,Al¢!

as n — oo. Observe that pg (X, y) is C?*! in the x argument. Therefore we get R" (y) i) 0 for any fixed y from [22,
Section 7.3]. Further we can write

R"(y) = \/_/ (06 @ nsi/n, ¥) — pG (05, y)) ds
0,|nt]/nY

+ ( / pG(0s. y) ds — / pa(as,yms). (A.10)
[0,¢] [0, nt]/n]

The latter term converges in probability to 0 and hence we can deduce (A.9) from the fact that E|R" (y) — R"(y)| <
K |ly — ¥'|l, which follows because pg (X, y) is continuously differentiable in y and E(\/n |\ nu)/n — oul) < K for all
u € [0,r].

Therefore we have proven the convergence of the finite dimensional distributions

(UG y0) s (R-(1, p), Rye(n, p)) 1) = (Us(G,¥0)) s (Rpes Rpi)pz1).-

What remains to be shown in order to deduce Proposition 6.6 is that the limiting process is indeed continuous and that
the sequences Z} (G, -) (1 <k <1) are tight. For the continuity of the limit observe that

E[[U/G,y) — Ui (G.Y)[*1F]

t l 2 i 5
:/O (/}R(Z(ﬁ(u,y)—ﬁ(u,y/))> ¢aj(u)du— (;[R(ﬁ(”’w—fi(u,y/))qﬁgj(u)du) ds),

i=1

Here we can use the differentiability assumptions and the boundedness of o and o ~! to obtain

E[[U/(G.y) - U(G.¥)["] = E[E[|UG.y) ~ U(G.y)"IF]] < Ky ¥ |
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Since U; (G, -) is F-conditionally Gaussian we immediately get
E[|U/(G,y) = Ui(G.¥)|"] = Kply —¥'|”

for any even p > 2. In particular, this implies that there exists a continuous version of the multiparameter process
U, (G, -) (see [18, Theorem 2.5.1]).

The last thing we need to show is tightness. A tightness criterion for multiparameter processes can be found in
[5]. Basically we have to control the size of the increments of the process on blocks (and on lower boundaries of
blocks, which works in the same way). By a block we mean a set B C [—A, A1?~! of the form B = (y1, y|] x -+ x
(a1, ¥}y_;1, where y; < y!. An increment of a process Z defined on [—A, A1¢~! on such a block is defined by

1
Ap(Z)i= Y (DTTRIZ(y i (3] = 31)s e Yat +iami (Yoo — Ya—i1))-

i1yeensig—1=0
We remark that if Z is sufficiently differentiable, then
Ap(Z)=01--9a—1ZE) (Y = 1) -+ (Vay — Ya—1)

for some & € B. We will now show tightness for the process Z}'(G, y). According to [5] it is enough to show

E[|as(Z G ) T< KO —9) oo (e = va—t)’

in order to obtain tightness. As before we use the standard properties of the Riemann—Stieltjes integral to deduce

B -1 2
E[|Ag(Z](G, -))|2] =F (/Rl Ap(G(x, )Gy (t, dx;) ]_[ Fn(t,dxk)> }
L k=1

-1 2
E (/ AB(BIG(X, '))Gn(t,xz)dxl 1_[ F,(, dxk)) j|
R!

k=1

d—l

-1 2
=E (/1; 3131+1~'-3dG(X,§)Gn(l,XI)XmHFn(t,dxk)> :|1_[()’i - )’
k=1

i=1

for some & € B. As it is shown in [22] there exists a continuous function y : R — R with exponential decay at o0
such that E[G,, (7, x)*] < y (x). Using the growth assumptions on L we further know that there exist P € (1) and
0 € B — 1) such that

919141+ 804G (%, &) < K (1 + x|~ ") P(x) Q(x1,..., x1—1)
and hence

-1 2
E[(/ 3131+1'“3dG(X,E)Gn(t,XI)dXIl_[Fn(t,ka)> }
R!

k=1
1 2 _
EKE[/ (l— > Q(a:')) (1 bl =) (14 [ 1)p<x,>p<x;)y<gna,x,)@n(,,x;>|dx,dx;]
REN ieBra—1
<K

by Fubini, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and the aforementioned properties of G, (¢, x). The proof for the tightness
of ZZ (G,y) (1 <k <1 —1)is similar and therefore omitted.
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A.3. Proofs of some technical results

Proof of Proposition 6.3. (i) For j > 0 consider the terms ¢;' j (m) and g:,:‘ j (m), which appear in decomposition (27).
Since X is bounded and P/* (m) a finite set, we have the estimate

max (|¢f ;m)|, |gf ;om)]) < Km)nn™ > | AL X (m)| | AL X (m)|”.
ieB) (1—k)

By (22) we therefore obtain
E(Jlgn(m)(|§£,j(m)| + |f,§'j(m)|)) —~0 asn— oo.
In the case k > 0 we have

& om)] < Km)an 75N R, po| e [R, po) P Y [AR X" Al X om)].
peP; (m)k ieB) (I—k)

Since (R(n, p)) is bounded in probability as a sequence in n, we can deduce
~n P
ﬂ_Qn(m)|§'khj(m)| —> 0 asn— oo.
Furthermore, in the case j =k =0, we have {j (m) = E(’)lo(m).
(i1) At last we have to show the convergence

-1

> (@ olm) — g (m))

k=1

lim lim sup[P(lLQn(m) > n) =0 foralln>0.

m—>00 ,_sn0

First we will show in a number of steps that we can replace AXs, + ﬁ R(n,p) by AXg, in {,Z o(m) without changing
the asymptotic behaviour. Fix k € {1, ...,] — 1}. We start with

Nt ’ 1
‘<k> g,go(m)—nd—‘/z > > H(AXSP+ﬁR(n,p),AXSpk,A;‘X(m)>‘

peP! (m)k—1ieB} (d—k)

prePY (m)
R(n,py)
/ —Jn 1
- f‘z > > " o AXs, + —=R(n,p), AXs, +u, A{X(m))du
ne : 0 Jn Pk
pePr(m)k=1ieB} (d—k)
PkeP; (m)
k-1
- R(n, py) |’
<K >, [Reupo| s (1AXs, +ul” 4 18Xs, +olP ) []|AXs, + =T
peP; (m)k~! Jul, o] < 2 i
pr€Pr(m)

1—k
x Z 1_[|A?/_X(m)|‘"

ieB) (I—k) j=1
=: K®(m) x ®5(m).

The first factor <I>’f (m) converges, as n — 00, stably in law towards

k—1
Oimy= Y [RyI(IAXs, |P+1AXs, [P []1AXs,, 17,
PP (m)<! r=l

PrEP;(m)
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By the Portmanteau theorem we obtain

limsupP(|®} (m)| = M) <P(|®1(m)| = M) forall M e R,
n—oo

whereas, as m — 00,
B k—1
®1(m) — (ZIAXSI”> > Ry (1AXs, |” 4+ 14X, [P7h).
s<t preP;
So it follows that

hm hmsuphmsup]P’(‘d)”(m)‘ > M) 0.

M—00 m—so00 n—oo

Furthermore

K
lim hmsupE(JlQ (m)<1>2(m)) < l1m lim sup mﬂi( Z 1_[|A?/X(m)|2) =

m—00 —00 m
nee n—ee icB! (1—k) j=1

by Lemma 6.1. We finally obtain

lim hmsupIE”(]lQ | @ ()P4 (m)| >n) =0 forall n> 0.

m—oo ,_,

Doing these steps successively in the first k — 1 components as well, we obtain

! —1
(k> ¢ o(m) — 6 (m)

>17>=O foralln >0

lim limsupP (Ilg,, (m)

m—-o0 » 50

eg(m):% > > H(AXs, Al X (m)).

n
peP,(m)kieB] (d—k)

By the same arguments as in the proof of the convergence 1, () W/ (1) l) 0 (see (32) and below) we see that we
can replace the last d — [ variables of H in 1g, ()6} (m) by 0 without changing the limit. So we can restrict ourselves
without loss of generality to the case [ = d now and have to prove

lim limsupP(Lg, (m)|©} (m)| > n) =0 (A.1D)
m—=0 p—oo0
with
fmy=vn > ( > H(AXg AIX(m)— > H(AXSP,AX(m)S)).
peP, (m)k NeBi(d—k) se(0, Ll yd—k
Since
> IAXs, 1P <Y IAX P
q€Py(m) s=t

is bounded in probability, we can adopt exactly the same method as in the proof of 1q, ()W) (m) LN 0 to show
(A.11), which finishes the proof of Proposition 6.3. O
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Proof of Proposition 6.8. We will only show that we can replace \/nAX¢ by o in the first argument, i.e. the
convergence

LntJ
Z Yo S (H(VrAIXC rAPXC, AVX) — H(ef, JaAIXS, ATX)) =5 0. (A.12)

k=1ieB}'(-1) jeB} (d—I)

All the other replacements follow in the same manner. Define the function g : R — R by g(w,X,y) =
|w|P'L(w, X,y). In a first step we will show that, for fixed M > 0, we have

1 Lnt]

P
— sup g(vnArXe z) — g(a?,z)) — 0, (A.13)
ﬁ”ZHSM;( (VnApX©,z) — g(af, 2))

where z = (x,y) € RI~! x R4~ Note that our growth assumptions on L imply the existence of constants &, h’, h” > 0
such that

w#0 = |dgw,x,y)| < Ku) (1 + [, 0[")(1 + w”"), (A.14)
w#0, |zl < [wl/2 = [digw+2z.Xy) —01g(w,X,y)|

< Ku@ll(1+ | w, o))" + 121" ) (1 + wi? —3), (A.15)
s +2,%,¥) — g(w, %, )| < Ku)(1+ | w, %) |" )11, (A.16)

The first inequality is trivial, the second one follows by using the mean value theorem, and the last one can be deduced
by the same arguments as in the derivation of (42). In particular, for fixed x, y all assumptions of [16, Theorem 5.3.6]
are fulfilled and hence

[nt]

:  (e(VAX.7) (o) £

Jn 2K <M)

where K,,(M) is defined to be a finite subset of [—M, M14-1 such that for each z € [—-M, M9~ there exists Z' €
K, (M) with ||z — 7’| < 1/m. In order to show (A.13) it is therefore enough to prove

Lnt]

1 . .
— swp Y (e(WrALXS ) — g(of m1) — (g (VAAL X, 22) — g (o 22)))| —> O
Vi @ m)<m |2

lzi—2z2ll<1/m

if we first let n and then m go to infinity.
Now, let 6] = \/n A} X —aj and B} = {|0}| < |a|/2}. Clearly, g is differentiable in the last d — 1 arguments and
on B} we can also apply the mean value theorem in the first argument. We therefore get

L (g(VnagXe,z) — (o, 21) — (§(Vn AL X, 22) — g (o} 22)))
d
Z wp9;8(x) 1 €70 (25 — 21t

o))

where X ' 1s between V/nARX¢ and o and S" ' 1s between z; and 2. z;” stands for the jth component of z;. We

have |818]g(w,z)| < pilw|P1~ 1|8 iL(w,z)| + |w|P'|010;L(w,z)| and therefore the growth conditions on L imply
that there exists g > 0 such that

1318w, 2)| < Kuy)(1+ [w|” ) (14 |(w,x)]).
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On By we have [x},| < %|a,’j|. From ||z|| < M we find

. Lnt)
—E sup

Vn < (1,22) | <M ,;
llz1—2z2||<1/m

[nt]
STE((1+ o |7 TN (1 [ef |7+ [Vaapxe|T) o).
k=1

Loy (ALY 1) = (o) — (2 (ALY, 22 —g(az,zz»)\)

_kmn
< om

By Burkholder inequality we know that E((1 + |} |7 4 |/n A} X€|9)*) < K for all u > 0. Since o is a continuous
semimartingale we further have E(|6;|") < K n~*/2 for u > 1. Finally, because o is bounded away from 0, we also
have E((|og 7! —hy#)y < K for all u > 0 with u(1 — p;) < 1. Using this results in combination with Holder inequality
we obtain

[nt]
K (M) n|P1— n nyc n
T 2B o o]+ VXl <

K(M)

which converges to 0 as m — oo.
Now we focus on (B,’f)c. Let 2 < j <d. Observe that, similarly to (42), by distinguishing the cases |z|] < 1 and
|z| > 1, we find that

|0, L(w+2z,%,y) — 3, L(w, X, y)| < K(1+ [w|7H77)|z]7i.

We used here that ||(x, y)|| is bounded and the simple inequality 1 +a + b <2(1 +a)b for all a > 0, b > 1. From this
we get

078w +z.x,y) — 9;8(w, X, y)|
< [lw+ 2zl — |w|?'||8; L(w +z,x, y)| + [w|”' |8 L(w +z,X,y) — 0, L(w, X, y)|
< K1+ [wl?)(Jz]7FP1 +12]"7)

for some g > 0. Recall that y; < 1 and y; + p1 < 1 by assumption. For some é}’ between zij ) and zéj ) we therefore

have

Lnt]
2 Lape (e(VaaEXe,m) = glof, 1) = (g(VrAF X, 22) — g, zz)))')

| |

1
—E sup
Vi <|<z1,zz>nsM

lzi—z2[|<1/m

lnt] d

Yo wpe(0i8(VAr X< E7) = 08(af, €7)) (25 — 2

k=1 j=2

1
=—FK sup
Vv ( 21,20) | <M

llzi—z2(|<1/m

|nt]

KM .
< (M) ZE(ﬂ(Bz)C(l + |O‘Z|q + |\/17AZXC}[1)(}9,’:|V1 + |9£|y_,+p1))
k=1

= om

[nt]
KM 0 0 KM
< 0S8t 1+ g+ aapxe ) (4 ) ) < BOD
k=1

- ﬁm |aZ|1—V1 |a/’<’|1_(71’+1") m
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by the same arguments as before, and hence (A.13) holds. For any M > 2A we therefore have (with q =
(q1,---,9a-1))

|nt]
% Yo X Lygaapxeiemn (H(VRALXS, nATXC, ATX) — H(ef, /AT X, A} X))

k=1ieB"(I—1) jeB! ([d—I)

1
E(,,ll——l Z Z ’\/EAZ]XCVJZ""\/EAQIXC‘M‘A?X‘q)

Bl (I-1) jeBl d—I)

1 Lnt]

NI ;(g(“/’hzxc’ z) — (o} 2))|-

The first factor converges in probability to some finite limit, and hence the whole expression converges to 0 by (A.13).
In order to show (A.12) we are therefore left with proving

X

Do Y yymarxepean (H(VRARXE, /nATXE, AT X) — H(a}, /A XS, AYX)) —> 0,
k=1i€B;’(l—1)jEB;’(a’—1)

\/ﬁ [nt]
nl

if we first let n and then M go to infinity. As before we will distinguish between the cases that we are on the set By

and on (B,’:)C. Let p=(p2, ..., p;). With the mean value theorem and the growth properties of ;g from (A.14) we
obtain for all M > 1:

‘72 YooY yvmarxe=mlep (H(VnALXS, VnAT X, AT X) = H(ef, V/n AT X€, A} X))

k=1ieBr(—1) jeBl (d—1)

Lnt]

n D
SK( > |A3’X|“)n—f12 > VrATXPLy marxer

jeBl(d—I) k=1ieB;(-1)

(U [o " + [Vaapxe|" + | Jaar x| ") (1 + o) 6p]

1 ~
(K > |A3'X|q><nz—_1 ) 1{|ﬁA;‘X€|>M}}~/5A?Xc|p||ﬁA?Xc||h>

jeBrd—1) ieB(1-1)

IA

|nt]
1 _
y (—2(1 et + Az ) (1 + ] 1)19;31)
ﬁk:l
= Aan(M)Cn,

where weused M > 1 and 1 +a+b < 2(1+a)b for the final inequality again. As before, we deduce that A, is bounded
in probability and E(C,) < K. We also have E(B,(M)) < K/M and hence limy,_, « limsup,,_, ., P(A, B, (M)C,, >
n) = 0 for all n > 0. Again, with (A.16), we derive for M > 1

Lnt)
|§Z YooY yvaarxe=mntaye (H(VRALXC, VrATXE, AT X) — H(af, VRAT XS, A} X))

k=1ieBr(—1) jeB} (d—1)

\/ﬁl.mj .
=700 > 2 Myaagxep-antape] A7 X[ Vrapxe|®

k=1ieB(I—1) jeB! ([d—I)

< [g(of + 07 VRATX, AT X) — (o, /AA! X, AT X)|
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1 = "
SK( > ‘Afx|q><ﬁ ) 1{||ﬁA;’X¢'||>M}’ﬁA?XCPH«/’M?XCHh)

jeB! (d—1) ieBI(1-1)

[nt] iy
( > tpelt+ )|e:|"')

1 = "
<k X ) (ch T tumpelVasxPlvasix]” )

jeBy (d—1) ieBri—1)

[nt]
(g o0 e ),

For the last step, recall that |0}’ I=r < g (% |1=P1 on the set (B,?)C. Once again, the final random variable converges
to 0 if we first let n and then M to infinity. (]

Proof of Proposition 6.9. We will give a proof only in the case d =2 and / = 1. We use the decomposition

ﬂ-Qn(m)Qn(H)
1 [nt] [nt] 1 |nt]
=M<Z H(ef, A"X(m) =Y > H ,AX(m)s> Q<m>z S H(al AX,)
Vi i,j=1 =1 < lnt] i=1 1l oo
S <s=<t
[nt]
]l
YL X {H(er AXs, +n PR p) = Hleln” R p))
i= 1p€73”(m)
1 |nt]
) Y H(aAXs)
i=1 pePy (m)

=6V (H) — 6P (H) + 6 (H) — 6V (H).

In the general case we would have to use the decomposition given in (27) for the last d — [ arguments. We first show
that we have

lim limsupP(|6\" (H)| > n)=0 foralln> 0. (A.17)

m—0o0 p—eo

We do this in two steps.
(a) Let ¢ be a function in C®°(R2) with 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 on [—k, k]2, and ¢ = 0 outside of [—2k, 2k]?. Also,
let g : R? — R be defined by g(x, y) = |y|?' L(x, y) and set Hy = ¢ H and g; = ¢4 g. Then we have

|nt] |nt]
1 =82, (m) j : 2 :~ n n E o n
j=1

sl

IA

Lnt] |nt]
1o, m . B
o Z| (ng(o, Anxm) - 3 &, AX(mn))‘

Lnt]

[nt]
le (m) Z| (Z/ 31gk u, A" X(M) du— Z / algk u, AX(m)S) )

LntJ
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1 Lnt]
= (3 2l ) (it 32

i=1

Lnt

D &0, ATXm) = Y &(0, AX (m);)

=! s=id

Lnt]

Do o1&(u, ATXm) = Y 913k (u, AX (m)s)|du
j=1

|nt] k
( Z’“ |p'><19n<m>/ Vn
7k — Sé%

which converges to zero in probability by Lemma 6.2, if we first let » — 0o and then m — o0, since

)

LmJ

—ZI

is bounded in probability by Burkholder inequality.
(b) In this part we show

lim lim limsupP(|6\" (H) — 6" (Hy)| > n) =0 forall n > 0.

k—>o00m—00 p_00
Observe that we automatically have |A” X (m)| < k for some k large enough. Therefore,

[nt]

6 () — 00 (Hy | = | 222 (m) Z of , A"X (m)) — Hy (e, A"X (m)))
i,j=1
1 [nt]
< ZSulm) 482, (m) Z ]l{\a ‘>k}|H(a?,A”X(m)) (a A"X(m))|
ﬁ i,j=1
1 [nt]
£Qy, (m) noan
= — = Jn Uzlﬂ{a =k | H (], AT X (m))|
Lnt]
_K]lQ (m) Z n P1 n q1
= Loty (1 + [ | ) (AT X (m) ™|
\/ﬁ i,j=1
K |nt] Int]
= f(zﬂ{|a"|>k}(1+ o] )) (ﬂgn<m>Z|Af;X(m)|ql)
i=1 j=1

|nt] 1 L % [nt]
< K(Zﬂ{la{’bk}) (;Z 1+ |a |p1 ) (]lQn(m)Z|A7-X(7n)|ql>.
i=1 =1

j=1
Now observe that we have
|nt] P
(1gn(m>Z|A';X(m)|‘“) — Y |AX |,
j=1 s<t
if we first let n — oo and then m — oo. Further we have

1 Lnt] 5
3 0 <

i=1
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by Burkholder inequality and finally
[nt] |nt] |nt| 2
Elle}' "] K
(Z]l“a > k) >TI)< ]E(Z]].m |>k}> Z nklz Sw—)(),

i=1
as k — oo. For G,EQ)(H) we have

Lnt]

67 ()| < Z > (e ") IAX M u(axy)
i=1 oo
1 Lnt]
5(—2(1+|a;’|”1)><ﬁ > |AXS|‘”>£>0,
" i=1 L';l—”<s§z‘

since the first factor is bounded in expectation and the second one converges in probability to O (see (35)). For the

)i’lo

as n — oo because the first factor is again bounded in expectation and since (R (n, p)),en is bounded in probability
and P} (m) finite almost surely. The remaining terms are 9,54) (H) and the first summand of 9,,(3) (H), for which we find

by the mean value theorem

second summand of 9,,(3)(H ) we get

[nt]

Lo, (m) Z S H(en RG, p)

i=1 pePy (m)

R(n, p)?
nal@—D

(L) (e ¥

i=l1 pePy (m)

[nt]
1
v (m) 2> 2 {H(e! AXs, +07'2R(L p) = H(of, XS, )}

i=1 peP/'(m)

_Ia.om il
> ) %H(af AXs,)R(n. p)

i=1 peP} (m)

Lnt]
1, (m
+ ( o Z Z azH(ozl , AXg, +& (P)) - 32H(otl ,AXg ))R(n p))

i=1 peP(m)
for some £/ (p) between O and R(n, p)/ /1. The latter term converges to 0 in probability since we have |3, H (x, y)| <
(14 x]9)(|y]9 + |y|9~ " + |y|9=2)u(y) for some g > 0 by the growth assumptions on L. Therefore,

L]
1
—BD NN (0aH (e AXs, +E(p) — 02H (o, AXs,))R(n, p)
- 1 peP!(m)

Lnt)
19, (n
—HLN N anH(a]', AXs, +E(p)E (MR(, )

i=1 pePy (m)

[nt] 2
l n|P1 |R(n, p)| P
5<n§ (14 | )) > Kiﬁ — 0,

i=l peP (m)

where é{' (p) is between 0 and R(n, p)/+/n. The last inequality holds since the jumps of X are bounded and |§l.” (p)] <

|R(n, p)|/+/n < 2A. The convergence holds because R(n, p) is bounded in probability and P} (m) is finite almost
|

surely.
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