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Abstract A novel theoretical result on estimation of the local time and the occupation time
measure of an «-stable Lévy process with @ € (1,2) is presented. The approach is based
upon computing the conditional expectation of the desired quantities given high frequency
data, which is an L2-optimal statistic by construction. The corresponding stable central limit
theorems are proved and a statistical application is discussed. In particular, this work extends
the results of [20], which investigated the case of the Brownian motion.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The setting and overview

In this paper we consider a pure jump «-stable Lévy process X = {X;};>0 with
o € (1, 2), defined on a filtered probability space (2, F, {F;};>0, IP). The distribution
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law of the process X is uniquely determined by the characteristic function

El[exp(iEX,)] = exp(—i"g‘tn - ot|é§|"‘< — tﬁtan( 5 )sgn(é))) (1.1

forE e Rt >0,n e R,B8 € [-1,1] and 0 > 0. We will focus on estimation
of the occupation time measure and the local time of X given high frequency data
{Xi/nh<i<|nt), With T > 0 being fixed and n — o0o. We recall that for a < b the
occupation time of X at the set (x, oo) over the interval [a, b], denoted by Oj4. p1(x),
is defined as

b
Ola,p1(x) 2=/ Lx,00) (Xs)ds.
a

The local time of X at point x € R over the interval [a, b] denoted as L, p)(x) is
defined implicitly via the occupation density formula:

00
O[a,b](x)zf L[a,b](y)dy P-a.s. (1.2)
X

(if it exists). Throughout the paper we use the abbreviation L; := Lo and O; :=
O0,11- The existence and smoothness properties of local times of stochastic processes
have been extensively studied in the 70s and 80s; we refer to articles [3—6, 10, 11]
among many others. In particular, in the setting of pure jump «-stable Lévy processes,
the local time exists only for & € (1, 2) (cf. [21]). Furthermore, there exists a version
of the local time, which is continuous in space and time. Indeed, according to [4,
Theorems 2 and 3] and [2, Theorem 4.3], there exists a version of the local time with

property
L;(-) is P-a.s. locally Holder continuous with index (@ — 1)/2 — &,

for any ¢ € (0, (@ — 1)/2). Moreover, forall ¢ € (0,1 —1/a) and T > 0, there exists
a deterministic constant C7 > 0, such that

sup  |L,(x) — Ly(x)| < Cr|t —s|I=VO=¢ Pas. (1.3)

0<s<t<T

In particular, L.)(x) is IP-a.s. locally Holder continuous with index (1 — 1/«) — ¢ for
any ¢ € (0,1 — 1/a). Throughout the paper we consider the aforementioned Holder
continuous version of the local time.

The goal of this article is to introduce the L?-optimal estimators of L;(x) and
O;(x), and study their asymptotic properties. For this purpose we define the o -algebra
Ap = 0({X;/n; i € N}) and construct the estimators via

St () =E[L;(x) | Ay] and S}, ,(x) = E[O;(x) | A,].

By construction, S} , (resp. Sp, ,) is an L?*-optimal approximation of L,(x) (resp.
O;(x)). We will show a functlonal stable convergence for both statistics, which ex-
hibit a mixed normal limit. Our main tool is Jacod’s stable central limit theorem for
partial sums of high frequency data stated in [13].
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1.2 Related literature

Functional limit theorems for estimators of local times have been studied for numer-
ous stochastic models. In the setting of «-stable Lévy processes and related models,
such estimators often take the form G (x, ¢)" = {G(x, ¢)}; t > 0}, with

[nt]
G, d)) =ne ™' g(ne (Xt —x)), (1.4)

i=1 !
where ¢ € L'(R). Consistency and asymptotic mixed normality for statistics
G(x, )" and related functionals have been investigated in [7, 14] in the setting of
Brownian motion and continuous stochastic differential equations. Some optimality
results for estimation of the local time and the occupation time measure of a Brow-
nian motion can be found in [20]. Estimation errors for occupation time functionals
of stationary Markov processes have been studied in [1]. Limit theorems for statis-
tics of the form (1.4) in the case of the fractional Brownian motion are discussed in
[15, 17, 18, 23], although the complete weak limit theory is far from being under-
stood.

While estimation of the local time and the occupation time measure has an interest
in its own right, accurate estimation of these objects can be useful for related statis-
tical problems. For example, nonparametric estimators of the diffusion coefficient in
a continuous stochastic differential equation often involve local times in the mixed
normal limit, see, e.g., [9]. In a similar spirit, local times and mixed normal local
times appear as fundamental limits for additive functionals of a variety of Gaussian
processes (see Papanicolaou, Stroock and Varadhan [22], Jaramillo, Nourdin, Nualart
and Peccati [16] as well as Minhao Hong, Heguang Liu and Fangjun Xu [12]), thus
serving as simplifying probabilistic models for otherwise complex probabilistic ob-
jects. Efficient estimation of local times and occupation times is very beneficial for
statistical inference in this framework.

Our main result about the asymptotic theory for local times is mostly related to
the articles [17-20, 26]. The paper [17] addresses consistency in the case of the lin-
ear fractional stable motions, a class which in particular includes stable Lévy pro-
cesses.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 4 in [17]). Suppose that ¢ : R — R is a function satisfying
¢, ¢2 € Ll(R; R). Then, for everyt > 0,

G(x, )} Lz—@) v/Rtl)(y)dy - L;(x) asn — oo.

In [18, 19, 26] the authors prove the asymptotic mixed normality for contin-
uous version of the functional G(x, ¢)”, but only in the zero energy setting, i.e.
fsz:(y)dy = 0. From the statistical point of view, this case is a less interesting
one as we would like to use statistics of the type (1.4) as an estimator of the local
time L;(x). More importantly, in the setting fR ¢ (y)dy # 0 the methods developed
in [18, 19] do not apply.

We will use stable convergence theorems for high frequency statistics introduced
in [13] to show asymptotic mixed normality of standardised versions of S} ,(x) and
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S ’Z)J (x). These results are strongly related to an earlier work [20], which considers the
same problem in the setting of the Brownian motion. While their limit theorems are
also based on the general results of [13], the technical aspects of the proof are more
involved in the case of pure jump Lévy processes. The details will be highlighted in
the proof section.

1.3 Outline of the paper
The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2 presents some preliminaries,

main results and an application. Proofs of the main results are collected in Section 3.
Some technical statements are proved in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries and main results

In this section we present the spectral representation of local times, which will be
useful in the sequel. Furthermore, we introduce the notion of stable convergence and
establish the asymptotic theory for the estimators S} and S7,.

2.1 Local times and stable convergence

The analysis of occupation times and local times is an integral part of the theory of
stochastic processes, which found manifold applications in probability during the past
decades. We recall that, for > 0 and x € R, the local time of the «-stable Lévy pro-
cess X, o € (1,2), up to time ¢ at x can be formally defined as L;(x) := fé So( X5 —
A)ds, where § denotes the Dirac delta function. A rigorous definition of the local time
is obtained by replacing dg by the Gaussian kernel ¢, (x) := (Zne)’% exp(—%xz)
and taking the limit in probability for e — 0. For our purposes we will systematically
use the following spectral representation for L;(x). The proof of the representation
gathered in the lemma below can be found in, e.g., [17, Proposition 11], for com-
pleteness we give the proof of the boundedness of the moments. It can be found in
Section 4.

Lemma 2.1. Foreveryt > 0and x € R, the sequence

[
[=m,m] JO meN

converges in L*(2). The limit as m — oo, which we will denote by

//teié(XSx)dsdé,
R JO

1 '
L,(x)zg /R /0 e EXs =) gsqe.

Moreover, for any p € N, E[(L;(x))?] < oo.

satisfies
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Recall furthermore that, by the definition of the occupation time O;(x), for any
p € NLE[(O;(x)P] < 1tP.

In what follows we will use the notion of stable convergence, which is originally
due to Renyi [24]. Let (S, ) be a Polish space. Let {Y,,},,>1 be a sequence of S-valued
and F-measurable random variables defined on (€2, F,P) and Y a random variable
defined on an enlarged probability space (', F', P"). We say that ¥,, converges stably
to Y, if and only if for any continuous bounded function g : S — R and any bounded
JF-measurable random variable F, it holds that

Jim E[Fe(¥Yy)] = E[Fg(1)].

Stabl
In this case we write Y, LY Y. In this paper we deal with the space of cadlag

functions D ([0, T']) equipped with the Skorokhod J;-topology.

2.2  Main results

The following proposition provides an explicit expression of the statistics SZ’ ‘
and Sp, ;. The proof of Proposition 2.2 is based upon the Markov property of X and
the linearity in time of our objects.

Proposition 2.2. Fori > 1, define the increments A7 X := X — Xi-1. Consider the

function f : R®> — R given by f(x,y) := E[L,11(x) | X1 = yland F(x,y) :=
fxoo f(r, y)dr. Then we obtain the identities

Lnt]
S, =0 'Y fnw(x — Xi1),ne AIX) + €], (x),

i=1
L (2.5)

$b.400) = 1 Y F (e (= X i), mé ALX) + €5, ()

i=1

where £} ,(x) and 58,,@) are defined as

EL 1) = E[Lypntjnn ) | An],
Ep.(xX) :=E[Ofpnr)/nn(x) | An].

1 1 1 1
Moreover, the processes {nf(l_E)é’z () }i=0 and {nf(H'E)EZ ,(X)}i=0 converge to
zero in probability uniformly on compact intervals as n — oo.

The proof of Proposition 2.2 will be given in Section 4. The next theorem is a
functional limit result for the error of the approximation of the occupation and local
times by their L?-optimal estimators.

Theorem 2.3. Fix x € R and define the processes

Wy, = n3070 (S7 (0 — Li(x),
Wp, =2 (85 (x) — 0,(x).
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The functional stable convergence holds with respect to Jy topology:

Stably Stably
WZ —" kL BL(x), Wg —" koBL(x), asn — 00,

where B is a standard Brownian motion defined on an extended space and indepen-
dent of F. The constants kj, and ko are defined as

@2 ;=/RE[(E[L1<y> | X1] = Li() Jdy.
K2 ;:/RE[(IE[Ol(z) | X1] = 01(2)"]dz.

Remark 2.4. By the Dambis—Dubins—Schwarz theorem (cf. [25, Theorem 1.6, Sec-
tion 5.1]), Theorem 2.3 implies the stable convergence

wp S kg / VLoBUs).  wh S ko / VLs(x)B(ds),
0 0

asn — 00. O

Remark 2.5. The statement above can be directly used to construct confidence re-
gions for L;(x), O;(x) if the law of the Lévy process X is known. Indeed, by proper-
ties of stable convergence, it holds for any fixed # > 0 asn — oo:

n2 DS @~ L) g N@©, 1)
ki /St ,(x)

j

and 1 1
n2Ha) (8 (x) — 01(x) 4

5 N, 1).
ko /S} ,(x)

Asymptotic confidence sets for L;(x) and O;(x) readily follow from the above
central limit theorem. O

Remark 2.6. The setting of «-stable Lévy processes, @ € (1, 2), is rather conve-
nient as we often use self-similarity of X in our arguments. However, it might not
be a necessary assumption. We conjecture that similar results can be shown for /o-
cally a-stable Lévy processes although some bias effects may appear in the limit
theory. O

From the statistical point of view Theorem 2.3 provides lower bounds for esti-
mation of the path functionals L;(x) and O;(x). In particular, it shows that statistics
G (x, ¢)" introduced in (1.4) do not produce L2—optimal estimates. On the other hand,
G (x, ¢)" can be computed from data even when the exact law of X is unknown (use,
e.g., ¢ = 1[_1,17) in contrast to L?-optimal statistics (recall that the functions f
and F depend on the parameters of the stable distribution). We remark however that
the limit theory for statistics G (x, ¢)" is expected to be much more involved; see
the proofs in [14] for more details in the case of the Brownian motion. Hence, we
postpone the discussion to future research.
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3 Proof of main results

This section is devoted to the proof of the central limit theorem stated in the previous
section. Throughout the proofs we denote by C > 0 a generic constant, which may
change from line to line. In the proof of our main results the following lemma will be
repeatedly used. Its proof can be found in Section 4.

Lemma 3.1. Let us introduce ¢1(y) = E[sz),l]()’)] and p2(y) = E[O[’(’),l](y)].
Then, foranyx € R, p e Nandi € {1, ..., n}, the following identities hold true.

1 1
(@) BILT,, ; () | Firl = P& Doy (n (v = Xi-1)),

n’n

(b) ]E[O[pd L](x) | ]-"%] =n"P (pQ(ni(x — X%)),
Moreover; define the functions ¢3(y) := E[E[L[0.17(y)|X11L{0.11(»)] and ¢4(y) :=
E[E[O0.17(»)|X11010.11(»)] and recall that f(x,y) = E[Li(x) | X1 = y] and
F(x,y) = [ f(r,y)dr. Then,

1 1 1 1
(¢) ELf (¥ (x = Xi0)onw AT X)Ljis () | Fial = ne ™ p3(n (x = Xi0)),

(d) BIF (17 (x = Xiz1), 09 ATX) Ozt 1)(0) | Fizt] =0~ gy (n7 (x = X 20)).

Regarding the well-posedness of the elements mentioned above, it is worth noting
that ¢; and ¢, are finite, as shown in Lemma 2.1 and the comment below it. It is also
easy to verify that @3 and ¢4 are finite. In particular, demonstrating the finiteness of
@3 requires the use of the Cauchy—Schwarz and Jensen inequalities, in combination
with the boundedness of the moments of L as established in Lemma 2.1.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 2.3

Proof. Our argument is based on a martingale approach. We first deal with the es-
timation of the local time. Recall that f(x,y) = E[L;(x) | X1 = y]. Because of
Proposition 2.2 and the linearity of the local time (in time), we can write

Lnt
lq_1 11 11
wp, =n20 a)(SZ’t(x)—L[o,,](x))=2Zﬁ1—n2(1 NP+ 027D (x),
i=1

(3.6)
where

Lol 1 1 lg-1
Zl-Ln =n2a 1)f(ncv()c—X%),naA,'fX)—nZ(1 a)L[; i1 (x)

i=l i
and

NZ,; = L[\_ntj/n,t](x).
The term Ny appears due to the edge effect and it does not contribute to the limit

as stated in the following lemma, whose proof can be found in the next section and
immediately follows from (1.3).
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Lemma 3.2. The process Nj = {NJ ;; t > 0} satisfies the following convergence in
probability uniformly over compact sets:

limn2 (=& N7 = 0.
n

Due to Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 3.2 we can write (3.6) as

Lnt]
Wi, = Z +op(D).
i=1

We introduce here the notation E;_i [-] for E[- | Fi=1], which will be useful in the

sequel.
In the next step we will apply Theorem 3-2 of [13]. In our setting, E ;-1 [Zl.Ln] =0

because of Equation (4.18) below. Then, it suffices to show the following"conditions:

|nt]

> B [1ZE 1] S RLw  veelo (3.7)
i=1
Lt
S Eoi[zhAIM] S0 Vielo1], (3.8)
i=1
|nt]
S B [IZEP Lz 0] >0 Ve >0, (3.9)

i=1

where the condition (3.8) should hold for all square integrable continuous martin-
gales M. We emphasise that we have summarised the two conditions (3.12) and (3.14)
from [13, Theorem 3-2] into our constraint (3.8). Indeed, conditions (3.12) and (3.14)
in [13, Theorem 3-2] are formulated with respect to some continuous martingale M
which has to be chosen by the user according to the problem at hand. The conver-
gence in (3.8) holding for all bounded continuous martingales implies them both. It
entails, in particular, that the continuous process G of [13, Theorem 3-2] is in our
case identically zero.

We start by showing condition (3.7). Due to the identity f(x, y) = E[L{o,17(x) |
X1 = y] we can check that

Lnt] . Lnt] .
DB [IZEP] = ety g(ne (e - X)), (3.10)
i=1

i=1
where i is given by
¥ (@) = E[(E[Li0.1(@) | X1] = Lpn@)’]-

Indeed, from the definition of Zl.Ln we have

|nt] |nt] . . !
DB [I1ZP] = Dl T B [£2 (0 (x = X i), n ATX)]

i=1 i=1
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+ I’ll_alEizl [Lz% %](X)]
— 2B [f(n# (r = Xi)on# AT X)Lyt 1 ()]

We start studying 7. It is easy to see that

Ln1]
=t VY B [£2(n8 (= Xit), 6 ATX)]
i=1

1 Lz 1
=na=' Y gi(nw(x — Xi1)),

i=1
with g1(¢) := E[f?(g, X1)]. From Lemma 3.1(a) the following is straightforward:

1 [nt] )
Iz:n HZE%[L[%):_Z](X)]
i=1

1 Lnt) 1
—pa! Zgz("a(x — X%)),

i=1

where g2(q) = E[L[o,l](q)z]. We are left to study /3. From Lemma 3.1(c) we di-
rectly obtain
1 L”” 1
L=na! 283(715()6 - X%)),

i=1

with g3(q) := —2E[L{0,11(¢)E[L0,11(g) | X1]]. Putting everything together we get
(3.10) with ¥ () = g1(q) + g2(¢) + 83(q).

To apply Theorem 1.1 we need to check that v, > € L!(R). By the Minkowski
and Jensen inequalities, ¥/ (q) < 4IE[L[20‘1] (¢)]- We therefore aim at showing that the
function ]E[L[zoy1 ! (-)] belongs to LY(R). Let 74 denote the first passage time of X over
the level ¢. Conditioning over t,, using the additivity of the local time, we deduce
the inequality

E[Lfo.1 @] < E[Lfy. (O ]P(ry < D).

Moreover, by the Fourier representation of the local time (as stated in Lemma 2.1),
]E[L[zoyl] (0)] is bounded. On the other hand,

/OOOIP[‘Eq < 1ldg = /Ooo ]P’[sup X, > q]dq - E[sup XS]. (3.11)

s<l1 s<l

We recall that E[(sup;y X;)?] is bounded for any p € (0, @) (see Corollary I1.1.6
and Theorem II.1.7 in [25]). As o« € (1,2), this implies the boundedness of
E[sup,<; X]. Hence, by symmetry, ¢ € L'(R) and k% < o0o. Applying the same
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argument it is easy to show that also Y2 € LY(R), thanks to (3.11) and the bounded-
ness of ]E[L‘[‘O,l] (¢)]. By Theorem 1.1 we conclude that

[nt] p
Z]E%Uzﬁf] — k7L (x),
i=1

where k7 = [ ¥(y)dy < oo.

In the next step we show condition (3.8). Let M be any continuous square inte-
grable martingale and denote by u (resp. &) the random measure (resp. compensated
random measure) associated with the pure jump Lévy process X. The martingale rep-
resentation theorem for jump measures investigated in Lemma 3 (ii) and Theorem 6
of [8] implies that Z{;l has an integral representation

zl, Z/E/RTI?(XJ)ﬁ(dx,dt)

for some predictable square integrable process 17 . Using that the covariation between
any continuous martingale and any pure jump martingale is zero, we conclude that

Eii [Z,A7M] = 0.

Thus, we obtain (3.8).
Finally, we show condition (3.9). The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality ensures that

E% [z, |21{\zfn|>e}] = GizE% [z, |4]'
Then, by the Markov inequality, it suffices to prove that
|nt] P
>_Ewa[izf 1] > o.
i-1 "
We have that

Eui[(2))"]

< (B [ (1% (¢ = Xim),n# ATX) ]+ n2 "Bt [LY,

n

@)).

S|~

From Lemma 3.1(a) we conclude that

|nt] . |nt] .
ZEQUZZ-L,,F‘] <cn?Gh Zh(nE(Xd —x)),
i=1 i=1

where h(y) = E[f*(y, X1) + L[o,l](y)“]. It is easy to check that & € L!(R). Indeed,
similarly as in the proof of ¢ € L!(R), the Minkowski and Jensen inequalities imply

h(y) < CE[Ljp y()] < CE[L{y 1y O)]Plzy < 1.
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Then the boundedness of moments of the local time in O together with (3.11) provides
h e L'(R). As h?(y) < C]E[L[O 1 (y)], following the same route it is easy to see that

h? e LY(R). Since « > 1, we deduce by Theorem 1.1 that
|nt |

”Zh (n# (X1 —x)) > 0,

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.3 for the local time.

Now we proceed to the analysis of the occupation time. As for the local time case,
the proof is based on a martingale approach. The definition of Wy, , together with the
approximation of Sy, ; as in Proposition 2.2 provides

|nt)
1 1 1 1
Wp, =n20Ta) (8%, — Oj0.(x)) = Z z0 —n1TONY 4+ £ (x), (3.12)

where Zgl is the principal term, given by
1.1 1 1 1 1
Zﬁ = nf(E_l)F(na(x —Xi-1), nEA?X) — nf(H_&)O[ﬂ L'](x)a
while
Ng, = O[MJ](X)-

In a similar way as for N} 1.; Wwe can show that N o.; is negligible. Indeed, the fol-
lowing lemma holds true. Its proof can be found in the next section and is a direct
consequence of (1.3).

Lemma 3.3. The process Nj, = {Ny, 0.13 t = 0} satisfies the following convergence
in probability, uniformly over compact sets:

1 1
limnf(H'E)Ng =0.
n

Due to Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 3.3 we can write (3.12) as

Lne]
Wy, Z Z9 + op(1).

We are dealing with martingale differences. Indeed, E;—; [ZO] = 0 because of Lem-
ma 3.1(b) with p = 1, the definition of F and the 1ndependence of the increments
of the process X. Therefore, similarly as before, our proof is based on [13, Theorem
3-2]. In particular, we want to show the following convergence statements:

Lt
ZE,I 1z21?] —>k20L[0,t](x) vz € [0, 1], (3.13)

Lt}
S E[zoAM] S0 vie(o, 1], (3.14)
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[nt]
02 P

ZE%UZM Liz01g] = 0 Ve>0. (3.15)

i=1
The condition expressed in (3.14) should hold for all square integrable continuous
martingales.

We start by proving (3.13). Similarly as for Zi?u from the definition of F' and

Lemma 3.1 (b) and (d), it follows

[nt] nt |

> B [1Z9] :né_IZ&(nal(x—X%)), (3.16)

i=1 i=l1

with ¢ given by
7 (2) == E[(E[00.11()1X1] = Opo.1(2))°]:

We want to show that ¥ € L' (R). Let ¢, be a deterministic constant only depending
on z and observe that by the Jensen inequality, it is enough to show the integrability
of E[(O0,11(z) — cz)2], where c; is arbitrary. Take ¢; = O for z > 0. Proceeding as
in the case of the local time, it is easy to see that

E[O[zo,l](z)] < CP(r, < 1) e L'(R).

For z < 0 we choose instead ¢, = 1. Remarking that E[(1 — Oy 1 (2)?] < P(r, < 1)
we obtain the same result. After that it is straightforward to prove that ¥> € L'(R),
observing that it is enough to show the integrability of ]E[(O[o 1) — cz) ]. We can
then apply Theorem 1.1, which implies (3.13) with k2, = fR Y(z)dz.

Condition (3.14) is, as for the local time, a consequence of the martingale repre-
sentation for jump measures in Lemma 3 (ii) and Theorem 6 of [8].

Finally, we show condition (3.15). By the Cauchy—Schwarz and Markov inequal-
ities it is enough to prove that

Lnt]

ZEQUZ[(ZF‘] >0
i=1

By the definition of Zﬂ and Lemma 3.1, following the same proof as to obtain (3.16),
it holds that

|nt] |nt]

ZE, (12214 = @D h(na (x - X)),

i=1

where 1(z) := E[(E[Oj0.11(z) | X1] — Oj0.11(z))*]. Regarding the integrability of &
and fzz, proceeding as for 1/~/, it is sufficient to show the result for E[(Ojo,1)(z) — cZ)4]
and E[(Oy0,11(z) — cz)g], respectively, with ¢, arbitrary. As before, the result follows
by choosing ¢; = 0 for z > 0 and c; = 1 for z < 0, and using (3.11). We deduce by

Theorem 1.1 that
[nt]

@03 h(ne (X i —x) S 0,

which concludes the proof of our main theorem. g
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4 Proof of the auxiliary results

This section is devoted to the proof of technical lemmas and proposition we have
previously stated and used in order to obtain our main result, gathered in Theorem 2.3.
Before we proceed, we introduce the function r(y) := e~V which will be useful in
the sequel.

4.1 Proof of Lemma 2.1

Proof. The Fourier representation is proven in [17, Proposition 11], we here prove
the boundedness of the moments of L;(x). From the Fourier representation stated in
the first part of this lemma we have, for any p € N,

E[(Lio,n(x))"]
// r(&1(Xu, —x))du1dé; ) x -
2n [0,1]

(= )<
(1 L, ret, -0 dupdsp)}

_ (271)17 fRP /[O’I]p r(—(gl + ...+§p)x)E[r(§1Xul) X ooe X r(gpxup)]dudg.
“4.17)

=E

The Fubini theorem, applied in the last identity, will be justified once we show that
|E[r(§1Xy,) X - - xr(§pXy,)]l is integrable, which will be proved next. We can now
assume without losing of generality that p is even and u; < up < --- < u,. Then,
the expectation above can be seen as

E[r(G1+-+E) Xu) ) (Gt +Ep) Xup — Xu))) X -+ % r(&p(Xu, — Xup—l))]
_ E[r(@l R gp)Xu])] X oee X E[r(%',;(xu,, - Xup—l))]

having employed the self-similarity of X and the stationarity and independence of its
increments. Relation (1.1) then implies that

‘E[r((él‘i“ : ‘+§p)Xu1)r((§2+' : '+§p)(Xuz_Xu1)) X X r(ép(Xu,,_Xu,,_|))]|

— e*|§l+"'+§p|a“1 X oee X e*|§p‘a(”p*”p—l)'

Now, up to apply the change of variables §; + --- + &, =:n; forany j =1,..., p,
it is easy to check that the absolute value in the integrand of (4.17) is integrable, thus
yielding the finiteness of the p-moment of L;. O

4.2 Proof of Proposition 2.2
Proof. Recall that A, := o ({X.; i € N}) C F. We first deal with the analysis of the
local time. Observe that the problem is reduced to proving the following two claims:

(i) First of all show that

L
nn

E[Ljmt 1)) | Xizt L AX] =0 f(ne (x — Xim), ne ATX), (4.18)

for f(x,y) = [L[o,l](x) | X1 =yl
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(i) After that we prove that £ i”) (x) satisfies

sup nz(1- >|5<”)( )| Lo (4.19)
0<t<T

forall T > 0.

If (i) and (ii) are satisfied, it is easy to check that the result on the local time stated in
Proposition 2.2 holds true. To prove this reduction we observe that by the independent
increments property of X,

[nt]
S @) = E[Litary/nan) | Au] + Y E[Liicr () | A
k=1
[nt]
=E[L{ntjjnn ) | An] + ZE
k=1

() [ Xt ALX],

11

so that relation (4.18) implies the desired result. We now proceed with the proof
of (4.18) and (4.19). In order to show (4.18), we consider the approximated local
time L{ (x), defined by

t
LEG) = / 6o (X, — x)ds,
0

where ¢ (x) := (2mwe)~1/? exp{—ﬁxz}. By [17], we have the convergence towards
zero of || L;(x) — L{(x)[l 2(q) — O, which implies that
E[L[%’;;](x) | Xiz1, A X]= lim ]E[

[l 1 l](‘x) | X%vA?X]’

where L[a bl (x) := Ly (x) — L{ (x). By the self-similarity of X, for every a, b € R,

E[L{i 1)) | Xt =a, ATX = b]

i

=E[ ¢ (X5 — x)ds |X ,A;’X:bi|
e (n ™V Xg = x)ds |0V Xjoy = a,n” VX = Xim) = b]

= /1 E[¢e (n ™ (Xns = Xi—D+a—x) [n~ Xy =a,n™ "V (X; = X;—1) =b]ds

n

where the last identity follows by the Fubini theorem, which is applicable due to
the fact that ¢, is bounded and the domain of integration is compact. The inde-
pendent increments property of X implies that X;_; is independent of the vector
(Xs — Xi—1, X; — X;_1). Moreover, by the stationarity of the increments of X, we
have that

L
X5 — Xi—1, Xi — Xi—1) = (Xs—it1, X1).
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This identity combined with a suitable change of variables yields

E[Lfggi](x) | X% =a,n'/"ATX = b
1
= n—l/(; E[¢g(n—l/axu +a —x) | X = nl/ab]ds
1
0

1
= nl/a_lE[/ Den—2/a (Xu +anl'/® —xnl/a)ds | X1 = nl/“b:|.
0

Using the fact that

1
/ Den—2/e (X,, +an'/® xnl/“)du L1( Vex — a)),
0
as ¢ — 0, we obtain

hmE[ it l](x)|xﬂ =a,n""AlX = b]

nl/e= 1]E[Ll(nl/‘)‘(x —a)) | X1 = nl/“b].

This finishes the proof of (4.18).
We are left with the problem of showing (4.19).
Due to (1.3), forevery T, ¢ > 0 and x € R, we have

Sp [Lyan (0] < Cn~ et
0<t<T
for any € € (0, 1 — 1/). Relation (4.19) follows from here.
Next we deal with identity (2.5). By (1.2) and (4.18), we have that

[nt]

E[0:(x0) | An] = Y JE[0)im1 1)) | Au] + B[O} s () | Au]
i=1
Lnt]

— Z/ Lzt 170 | Ayldy +E[0[L,L_,J’t](x) | A

0o Lnt]
— ——l/ Zf nor(y Xi_ 1) na An )dy-HE[ [I_nlJ t](x) | A"]

[nt]
1 1
= 21: F(ne (x = Xiz1), ns A7 X) + E[Opunt () | An],
1=
where the last identity follows from a suitable change of variables. Consequently,
we deduce (2.5). In addition, by definition of occupation O, p)(x) we have that
|]E[0[M t](x) | A,1] < n~!, therefore

1 1 1
sup n7(1+3)E[ [l ) x) | An ] n2/e=b
0<t<T

which converges towards zero. The proof is now complete. g
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4.3 Proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof. Part (a)
Equation (4.18) provides the desired result for p = 1 as the increments are indepen-
dent and so, in particular, X ;-1 is independent from A?X. We thus study the case

p > 2. The representation of tfle local time as in Lemma 2.1 leads us to

E% [Lfﬂ,i](x)]

1
=P [(zmp L. /[—] 61 =), - "))‘“ds}’

where we recall that E;—i [-] = E[-|Fiz1] and r(y) = e~

The change of variables s; =: % + Mn—’ forj =1,..., pyields

1 1 .
n_l’(zn)p /RP /[‘0,1]pr((él + -+ 8p)( i —x))
X E%[V(gl(x%_i_un_] — X%)) X oo X r(é‘_p(X%_’_qu _ X%))]dud&
1
Xi—l o
Q2m)P /RP /[0,1]pr((€1 + -+ Ep)( i1 x))

X E[r(&'lx%l) X +oe X r(é‘,,Xqu)]dudE,

— P

using also the independence and stationarity of the increments of X, as well as the
Fubini theorem, which is justified as in the proof of Lemma 2.1. As the process X is
self-similar, we obtain

L // (G4t E) (Xt — 1)
Q2m)? Jre Jio,11p PETE

x E[r(Eln*alXul) X - X r(gpnféXup)]dud’.;'.

Applying the change of variables éj = n_«lxéj forj=1,..., p, we get

1 1 ~ - 1
pt-n_ 1 Loxo, _
n Q2m)P /Rl’ [O,I]I’r((él + +$p)n (XzT X))
< B[rE1Xy) x - x r(EpXy,)|dudé
= np(571)¢1(né(x —Xi-1)).

Indeed, we can see

1
Gyt o [ TG L6 6y Koy

=E[(Lio,1M)"] = 1 (),

because of (4.17). It is important to remark that, in the proof above, it is possible to
obtain the desired result, as we consider the conditional expectation with respect to
Fi-1, and we used several times the independence of the increments.
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Part (b)
The definition of the occupation time provides
Ei [oF, iy €3)

’_
n n

= ]E'—] |:</ L[l 1 1](y1)dy1) X oo X (/ L (=1 ()’p)dyP>i|

/ / ]E, 1 [L 1 ,](yl) X oee XL[[ 1 1](yp)]

The change in the order of integration is justified by the Tonelli theorem, which is
valid due to the fact that L, 5)(x) > Oforalla < bandx > 0.
Acting as in the proof of part (a) it is then easy to check that

100 0]

nPG—D .
~eny /m /Rp/[m e Xy =) oo r(Epn (X = 3y)
X E[r& 1 Xu,) x - x r(€pX,,) |dudédy.

To conclude the analysis we apply the change of variable y; := na (yj — Xiz1) for
j=1,..., p. We get

= Lo Jorp 750 3
r(=&1y1) x - X r(=&p¥p)
Q)P Jing —x,_1 .01 Jrr J10,170 e

X E[r(élXul) X oo X r(épXup)]dudgdﬁ

= n_pfﬂz(nc_lf(x - X%)),

with
$2(2)
1
— /[Z’oo]p oL /Rp /[O’up E[r(&1(Xu, — y) x- - xr(6p(Xu, —vp)) |dudtdy

=/[ ] E[Ljo.1(y1) X -+ x Lio,11(yp)Jdy1 - - dy, = E[ O 1,(2)],
z,00]P

where the next to last identity is justified by the Tonelli theorem. The proof of this
part is therefore completed.

Part (c)
According to (4.18), one has

1 1
Fne (= Xi) ne APX) =n'"wE[Li1 5 ,(x0) | X1, AFX]:
Then, following the proof of part (a), one can easily obtain

Fe (= Xizo), 0% ATX) = E[ Lo,y (17 (v = X)) | X1, (4.20)
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From the representation of the local time as in Lemma 2.1 we conclude the identity

]Eﬂ[f(né(x—Xﬂ),néAl’.’X) (0]

// Eii[E 01](n$(x—X%))|X1]r(S(XS—x))]dsdE.

The change of variable s := % + 5 provides the quantity above is equal to

e [ reovs =

x Bt [E[Lio.1 (na(x = X)) [ Xa]r(§(X o1y u — Xi2)) Jdudé

é_ // %‘na(X, 1—x)) [ [ (né(X—X%))|X1]r(§Xu)]dud§7

where the independence of the increments, the self-similarity of the process X and
the change of variable & := n’éé are used. The proof is concluded once we observe
that this is na g3 (n¥ (x — X)), as

/ / Lion@ | X1]r(E(Xu — 2))]dudé

E[E[Lo,11(z) | X1]Li0,11(2)] = ¢3(2).

Part (d)
We remark that, from the definition of F, Equation (4.20) and a suitable change of
variable, the following holds:

1

o
F(né(x—Xd),néA?X)an/ f(nal(y—Xd),néAf’X)dy
n X n

T 1
=t [ E[Lonnt (- X)Xy
X
= E[Opo,1y(n (x = X1=)) | X1].

Then, following the same route as in the proof of parts (b) and (c), it is easy to check
that

IE[ (nu(x—X,1) naA X) ,;L(x)l]:z ]

=n—1E[0[0,1](na(x—X%)) [0 (nE(x—X%)) | X1]]

= n_1<ﬂ4(nﬂl?(x - X%),
as required. O
4.4 Proof of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3
Proof. It follows by arguments analogous to part (ii) in Proposition 2.2. In particular,

the statement of Lemma 3.2 is a straightforward consequence of the Holder property
in (1.3). O
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