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ASYMPTOTIC PROPERTIES OF POWER VARIATIONS OF LEVY PROCESSES

JEAN JAcoD!

Abstract. We determine the asymptotic behavior of the realized power variations, and more generally
of sums of a given function f evaluated at the increments of a Lévy process between the successive times
iA, for i =0,1,...,n. One can elucidate completely the first order behavior, that is the convergence
in probability of such sums, possibly after normalization and/or centering: it turns out that there is
a rather wide variety of possible behaviors, depending on the structure of jumps and on the chosen
test function f. As for the associated central limit theorem, one can show some versions of it, but
unfortunately in a limited number of cases only: in some other cases a CLT just does not exist.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The behavior of the so-called realized power or multipower variations for discretely observed semimartingales
has attracted a lot of attention recently, mainly because of applications in finance: they are used for estimating
the volatility or integrated volatility, typically in a stochastic volatility context, with or without jumps. They
are useful also when one wants to decide whether a discretely observed process is continuous or has jumps. In
all these cases one is looking at what kind of power or multipower or possibly truncated power variations is best
for estimating the integrated volatility and/or some functions of the jumps. Let us quote for example [2—4],
and some partial results when the process under considerations has jumps may be found in [5,12] or [13], see
also [1] in a different context.

Determining the asymptotic behavior of power or multipower variations when the time lag goes to 0 is not
a trivial problem, especially when there are jumps. In this paper we consider the simplest possible case: the
underlying process X is a Lévy process, and we look at power or truncated power variations only. However,
one may hope that the results extend to more general semimartingales, at least for those having “absolutely
continuous” characteristics. They also extend to multipower variations, but probably not in a trivial way.

When X is a continuous Lévy process the results are of course elementary, but they become not so simple
and indeed quite versatile when there are jumps. However the homogeneity and the independent increments
property of X allow to give complete answers for the convergence in probability of (possibly normalized) power
variations to a non trivial limit. As for the associated CLT we give a complete answer only when the Gaussian
part of X does not vanish, and this probably is the interesting case in practice. When the Gaussian part
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vanishes, the existence of a CLT depends on the behavior of the Lévy measure of X near 0, and such a CLT
does not necessarily exist: in this paper we essentially do not consider this situation.

Let us be more specific. We have a 1-dimensional Lévy process X with characteristics (b, ¢, F') (see Sect. 2
for more details). This process starts at 0 (i.e. Xo = 0) and it is sampled at times A,,2A,,, -, where A, is
always assumed to go to 0 as n — co. With the notation

AYY =Yia, = Yi-1a, (1.1)
for the increments of any process Y, we consider the realized r—variation process

[t/An]
o' (r), = Y |AFX]" (1.2)
i=1

where r € (0,00), and also the truncated realized r—variation at level a:

[t/An]
H”(r,a)t = Z |A?X|T1{|A;LX|§G}. (13)

i=1

We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of II"(r), or of II"(r, a,,) for a sequence of truncation levels a,, of
the form a,, = a or a,, = av/A,, for some a > 0, although other choices for a,, would also be possible; the choice
a, = av/AA,, is obviously related to the property that A?X/\/A,, is N(0,c) when X is Gaussian, and it reflects
the fact that we are mainly interested in the case where ¢ > 0. The LLN results (that is, the convergence in
probability, possibly after normalization) for II"(r) cover all possible situations, but for the truncated version
II"(r, a) with a fixed level a there are difficulties due to the non—continuity of the function x — [2|"1{|;/<q}-

From a statistical point of view, it is also natural to consider that we sample the process X over the
interval [0,T,], where T,, = nA,,. Then we are interested in the behavior of the variables II"(r)r, , or more
generally of the processes

[nt] [nt]
o' (r) = Z |APX", o' (r,a), = Z |ATX|"L{|ar x| <a} (1.4)
=1 i=1

so I"(r,a)r, = o' (r,a);. In practice two cases are of interest: one is when T;, = T does not depend on n
(that is A, = T/n for some T > 0), and in this case II"(r,a) and II (r,a) are essentially identical since
o (rya)y = 1" (r, a)t/T. The other case is when T;, — co: the results are then much simpler than for II"(r, a),
but they require some integrability which holds for the truncated version, but not in general for o (r)¢.

The two afore-mentioned difficulties — lack of continuity and lack of integrability — lead us to consider slightly
more general processes, not really any more difficult to study. More precisely, for any function f on R we set

[(t/An] [nt]
VA= D0 JATX), V()= D f(ATX). (1.5)

Then II"(r,a) = V™ (f) with f(x) = [2]"1{5)<ay (for a € (0,00]), and accordingly for " (r,a). The truncated
case with a truncation level ay/A,, is accommodated by looking at the following modified processes:

[t/An] [nt]

V(= 30 FATX/VAG), V()= 3 H(ATX VA, (1.6)
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So II"(r, ay/A,) = AW 2VM(f), with f(z) = 2" 1{|2|<a} again.

For the processes V™ (f) and Vn( f), it turns out that the crucial property of f is its behavior near 0.
Depending on the case at hand, we will restrict our attention to functions which, for some r > 0, are o(|x|") or
O(]z|") as ¢ — 0, or even which coincide with the function x — |2|" on a neighborhood of 0.

For the processes V'™(f) and Vm( f), however, the whole function f is important and the behavior of f
near 0 does not play any specific role. On the other hand the special truncation we consider (at v/A,,) leads us
to give result only when the Gaussian part of X is not vanishing. If it were, other “truncation rates” would be
more appropriate.

Let us mention that the results of this paper are connected in some loose way with results about sums of the
form Z?:l fn (b, 1S;) for suitable functions f,,, where S,, is a random walk whose summands are in the domain
of attraction of a stable law, and also sums of the form Y . | f(b,'S;—1 — 2,b,'S; — z)) but only when the
random walk has second moments: see the book [6] of Borodin and Ibragimov. These results are somewhat
related to our results, and are in a sense much stronger, but only when the basic process X is stable, whereas
here we consider general Lévy processes.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we set the notation and state the results pertaining to the
processes V™(f) and V'"(f). Our concern of being as complete as possible leads to a rather large number
of results corresponding to various situations, which are all encountered for the processes II"(r,a) already.
Section 3 is devoted to stating the results for the (less important) processes V' (f) and Vm( f). The proofs are
given in Sections 4-7.

2. THE PROCESSES V"™ (f) AND V'*(f)

2.1. General setting and notation

Our Lévy process X is defined on the filtered probability space (Q, F, (Ft)t>0,P) and we assume that (Fy)
is the right—continuous filtration generated by X and that F = \/ F;. It has characteristics (b, ¢, F): this is the
unique triple b € R, and ¢ > 0, and F a measure on R which does not charge {0} and integrates z — 22 A 1,
such that

2 .
E(¢Xt) = expt (iub -5+ /F(dw) (e 1~ Wﬂ{zﬂ})) : (2.1)

We denote by X¢ the continuous martingale part (the “Gaussian part”) of X, and also by p the jump measure
of X and by v the predictable compensator of u, that is v(ds,dz) = dsF(dz). We use the symbol * to denote
the stochastic integral with respect to the measures p and p — v (cf. [7] for more details on this notation and
the decomposition below). Then

X; =bt + Xtc + (xl{‘x‘gl}) * (;L — I/)t + (1’1{|1|>1}) * [t (22)

Recall that X¢ = ¢ W, where o = y/c and W is standard Brownian motion.
For any function f for which the following makes sense, we write

(P = [f@F@o. () =BG, Tif) = Hlf) - B (23)
The following functions ¢, will often occur:
6 () :{ 1/\|:E|r ggigfoo (2.4)

and the set
I={r>0:F(¢,) < o0} (2.5)
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plays a fundamental role. It is an interval of the form [o, o) or (o, o0), for some a € [0,2]. We have 2 € I
always, and the process X — X ¢ is locally of finite variation if and only if 1 € I, and X has locally finitely many
jumps if and only if 0 € I. Set

b=b— eF(dz), X/ =Y ._ AX, iflel
f{mgl} (dz) t= 2t } (2.6)

X" =X - X°.

So if 1 € I we have X]' = bt + X/, and b is the “genuine” drift.
Let us introduce several classes of functions on R. First, for r € (0,00) we denote by &,, £\, £ and E!” the
following sets of Borel functions;

&, : all f with polynomial growth and f(z) = |z|” on a neighborhood of 0
& ¢ all f with polynomial growth and f(z) ~ |z|” asz — 0
&' ¢ all flocally bounded and with f(x) = O(|z|") asz — 0
& ¢ all flocally bounded and with f(z) = o(|z|") asz — 0.

(2.7)

We write 52, E'Tb, S;fb and 8;’"’ for the sets of bounded functions belonging to &, €., £/ and £/ respectively.
Finally, as usual CP denotes the set of p times continuously differentiable functions (for p > 0), and C%¥ is the
set of functions that are F-a.e. continuous. We have €, C . c £/ c €7 c £ for s < r, and ¢, € E2 N CO.

If fe& and r € I we have (|f| A1) * v; < oo for all ¢, hence f * p; < oo a.s. for all ¢t as well. When 7 ¢ T
and f € &, then f* u; = oo a.s. for all t > 0 (to see this, observe that if further f > 0, the Laplace transform
of fpsis A — exp—t f{lmlél} (1 —e @) F(dz) = 0 for all A). In connection with this one can also define
the process

E(f) = (fo)x(n—v) + (f(1 = @) * . (2.8)
Here, ¢ denotes a function having 1_, o < ¢ < 1 for some a > 0 and having a compact support when f is
unbounded; the last integral above is always meaningful, and the first (stochastic) integral makes sense as soon
as f € £ for some r such that 2r € I.

Finally we give some miscellaneous notation. We denote by U a generic A/(0, 1) variable, and by m,. the rth
absolute moment of U. We say that a sequence of processes Y™ “converges u.c.p.” to a process Y, denoted
YRR Y or YU YR Y, if sup,., [V — Yi| —— 0 for all £ > 0.

Recall also (see e.g. [7]) that the stable convergence in law of Y to Y, when each Y™ is a cadlag process on
(Q,F,P) and F is the o—field generated by all X;’s and Y is a cadlag process defined on an extension of the
space (Q, F,P), means that E(Zg(Y™)) — E(Zg(Y)) for all bounded F—measurable variable Z and all bounded
continuous function g on the space of all cadlag functions, endowed with the Skorokhod topology.

2.2. Results: the laws of large numbers

Theorem 2.1. (i) The processes V" (f) converge in probability to a limit V(f), for the Skorokhod topology, in
the following cases:
(a) with V(f) = f * u, when
[a-1] f € EY' NCOF;
[a-2] f € E/NCHE ifreIN(1,2] and ¢ = 0;
[a-3] f € EY'NCOF if1 €1 and ¢ =0; ~
[a-4] f € ELNCOE ifr € IN(0,1] and c =b=0.
(b) with V(f)e = f * s + ct, when f € £,NCOF.
(c) with V(f)e = f* pe + |blt, when f € E5NC*F and c=0 and 1 € 1.
(i) In particular this holds for f € . N C%Y when r € [2,00), or when r € I N[1,2) if c = 0, or when
reIn(0,1)ifc=0andb=0.
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i) If r ¢ I, orifr € (0,2) and ¢ > 0, or if r € (0,1) and b # 0, then = Ha, (¢,) — oo and, for any
A n

n

f € &L, the processes #’@m V™ (f): converge u.c.p. to t; in particular, V*(f): I for all t > 0.

When f(z) = |z|" the case (b) (r = 2) is of course well known (this is the convergence of the realized
quadratic variation), and (a) for > 2 may be found in [11] for general semimartingales, and (c) (r = 1) is also
well known because then V(f) is the variation process of X.

(iii) is not really satisfactory, since the rate Aiw Ha, (¢r) is not “explicit”. Note that any r > 0 satisfies
either the conditions (ii), or the conditions (iii). In the most interesting case ¢ > 0 it is however possible to give

a more explicit result. In this case we can also provide an LLN for V'(f):

Theorem 2.2. Assume that ¢ > 0.
(i) If f € &, for some r € (0,2) then A,lfr/QV”(f)t converges u.c.p. to ¢"/?>m,t. The same holds for
r € [2,00) if there is no jump (i.e. F=0).
(ii) If f is bounded then A V'™ (f)e converges u.c.p. to tE(f(cU)).
Note that, apart from the condition r < 2 in (i) when F # 0, these results do not depend on the jumps at all,
and moreover in (i) the limit does not even depend on the function f (subject to being in &). Clearly (i) fails
if we assume only f € £/.
We also have another LLN for V"(f) without normalization in some of the cases covered by (iii) of Theo-
rem 2.1, provided we center V"(f) appropriately:

Theorem 2.3. Let either 1 < r <2, orr < land2r € I andc =0. If f € 5? NC% and ¢ = 1, or
if f € & NCY and ¢ is continuous with l—aq < ¢ < l—ar,a for some 0 < a < a’ < oo, the processes
V™ (f)e — 2= Ha, (fe)t converge in probability, for the Skorokhod topology, to S(f, ).

Remark 1. This theorem overlaps with (i) of Theorem 2.1, but in the overlapping cases == Ha,, (f¢) converges
to F(fe) + |b| when 7 = 1 (and ¢ = 0), and to F(fy) otherwise, so the two results are consistent.

Remark 2. When ¢ > 0and 1 <7 <2 and f € £. N C%| we can apply the two previous theorems at once:
one can rewrite (i) of Theorem 2.2 as Ap "/ (V7 (f), — +~ Ha, (f)) “B 0 (see Lem. 5.2 below), so one can

view Theorem 2.3 in this case as the CLT associated with the LLN of Theorem 2.2, or perhaps rather as a
“second order” LLN because the convergence takes place in probability.

Remark 3. One could also prove that the result holds for f in £ instead of £,.. This is in contrast with
Theorem 2.4-(ii) below, which is analogous to the above in a sense, but for which we cannot substitute £}
with £7.

2.3. Results: the central limit theorem

We now turn to the CLT, for which various versions occur. First there are CLTs associated with LLNs having
a deterministic limit (possibly after centering): for V'"(f) that concerns Theorem 2.2—(ii), and for V™ (f) for
f € &, that concerns the cases of (iii) of Theorem 2.1 not covered by Theorem 2.3, that is

(1) ¢c=0,r<1and2r¢I;

(2) ¢>0,r=1,;

(3) ¢>0,r<1.
For (1) the answer is complete, but probably useless because the rate is not explicit. For (2) the answer is
half-way between a genuine CLT and an LNN: these two cases are dealt with in Theorem 2.4. Case (3) is
considered later, together with the CLT about V'"(f).

Second, there are CLTs associated with LLN having random limits, that is (i) of Theorem 2.1. When ¢ > 0
we have such a CLT below, which extends results of [8]; this concerns the cases r = 2 and r > 3 only. When
¢ =0 if a CLT exists it is very complicated, and indeed it does not exist in general (see [9] for special examples
of this situation): we do not consider those cases here at all.
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Theorem 2.4.
(i) Let f € &, for somer € (0,1) and c =0 and 2r ¢ I. Then 5~ T'a,(¢r) — oo, and the processes

\/ FA 50 (V"(f) tn HAn(d)r)) converge stably in law to a standard Brownian motion independent
of X.
i) If ¢ > 0 and either f € E2NCF and ¢ = 1, or f € E1NCOF and ¢ is continuous with 1j_, 5 <
1 ¥ ¥ [—a,a]
o < 1j_gr,q for some 0 < a < a’ < oo, the processes V"(f)s — AL Ha, (fe) converge stably in law

to the process X(f, o) + W', where W' is a Wiener process independent of X and with unit variance
c(mg —m?) =c(1 —2/m).

Remark 4. In the situation of (i) above, ﬁ@) (Vn(f)t - ALHHAW (q§7,)> ““% 0 by Theorem 2.1-(ii), hence
we also have Ha, (¢+)//Ta, (¢r) — o0.

Next we give the CLT associated with Theorem 2.2, with » < 1 in (i) (case (3) above). Observe the two
different centerings below.

Theorem 2.5. Assume that ¢ > 0.
(i) Let f € &, for some r in (0,1) in general, and some r € (0,00) if there is no jump.
1) The processes —~— (A,lfr/QV”(f)t - tA;T/QHAn ((;57«)) converge stably in law to a Wiener process indepen-

VA,
dent of X and with unit variance c"(ma, — m?2), and if further f is bounded we can substitute Ha, (¢,) with
HAn (f)'
2) If1 € I the same result holds for the processes \/%n (A,lfr/QV”(f)t—tc"/Qm,.), whereas ﬁ (Aylfr/QV”(f)t—

te"?m,) B0 if1¢ 1 and s € I for some s € (1,2).
(ii) Let f be a bounded function.
1) The processes \/— (AV™(f)e — tE(f (XA, /VAL))) converge stably in law to a Wiener process independent
of X and with unit variance the variance of f(cU).
2) Assume further that f is an even function. If 1 € I the same result holds for the processes \/— (AL V™ (f)e

—tE(f(cl))), whereas AT —2 (AV™(f)e —tE(f(oU))) ““50if1 ¢ I and s € I for some s € (1,2).

Apart from the restriction » < 1 in (i), we thus see that the presence of jumps does not affect the CLT. But
it is important to note that the centering is not the one expected from Theorem 2.2 if there are jumps, unless
1 € I. The last claims in (2) of both (i) and (ii) are clearly not sharp, but we do not know the exact rate of
convergence in those cases.

Finally we give a CLT associated with LLNs having random limits, when ¢ > 0. For this we need some more
notation. We consider a sequence (U, ),>1 of i.i.d. N(0,1) variables and also a standard Brownian motion W’
independent of that sequence, all of these defined on an extension of (Q, F, (F¢)¢>0,P) and independent of X.
Denote also an enumeration of the jump times of X by (T),)n>1, where the T,’s are stopping times (not
necessarily increasing in n, of course).

Theorem 2.6.
a) Assume that ¢ > 0 and let g € E]. Then the process (recall o = /c)

Z(g) = Y o0g(AX1,)U,, (2.9)
p: Tp<t

is well defined, and when F(g?) < oo it is a locally square—integrable martingale (on the extended space) w.r.t.
the filtration generated by the triple (X, Z,W').

b) If f is C' over R and C? on a neighborhood of 0, with f"(z) = o(|z]) as x — 0 (f’ and f” denote the
first and second derivatives), the processes \/7 (V™(f) = V(£)™) converge stably in law toward Z(f').

c) If f € Eois O, the processes —7= (V” (f)e=V(f)anit/a.)) converge stably in law toward Z(f)+cV2 W',
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Remark 5. We do not have convergence in law of —== (V” (f) =V (f)), because of a peculiarity of Skorokhod
topology: indeed if X has a jump at some time S, then the above process has a “big” jump at S, and another
“big” one at A, [S/A,], and those two times are close but distinct. But if we substitute V'(f); with V(f)a,.[t/a.]
then those two jumps are put together at the single time A, [S/A,,], thus Skorokhod convergence may, and indeed
does, occur. However the processes ﬁ (V™(f) = V(f)) converge finite-dimensionally, stably in law, to the
limit given above.

Remark 6. In (b) the assumption is a bit more than asking f € 5’” N C!. This theorem says nothing when
fe&-NnC! for some 2 < r < 3 and in these cases the sequence \/T (V(f) = V(f)™) is tight if 7 = 3, but
not tight if 2 < r < 3. To see this, suppose that there is no jump and take f € £. N C%¥; then the variables
\/%n (V™ (f)e — V(f),gn)) = \/%n V™ (f): converge in probability to +o0o when 2 < 7 < 3, and to ¢*/?mst when
r = 3, and to 0 when r > 3, by Theorem 2.2. When r = 2, though, we have V(f); = ¢t and then the previous
theorem reduces to Theorem 2.5—(a), when F' =0 and r = 2.

One can also point out that when f € £,\E3 is C! we do not know whether the claim (c) holds true.

Finally, for practical purposes we need a multidimensional CLT in which we consider components as in (i)
and (ii) of Theorem 2.5 and also as in Theorem 2.6. Below we have a d-dimensional process and the index set
{1,...,d} for the components is partitioned into three (possibly empty) subsets J, J' and J".

Theorem 2.7. Assume that ¢ > 0. Let Y™ = (Y™7)1<j<q be the process having the following components:
o Ifj€J, then Y™ = lAn (Vn(f;) = V(£;)™), where f; is like in Theorem 2.6—(b).
o Ifj e J, then Y/ = - (Al_r(j)mvn(f-) ftA_T(j)/QHAn((,zS,.(j))), where fj € £, for some
r(3) € (0,1) in geneml 07’ ) (0,00) if there is no jump.
o IfjeJ", then Y = AV (fi)e — tE(f;(Xa, /VAR))), where f; is bounded.

Then Y™ converges stably in law to a process Y whose components Y7 for j € J are of the form Z(f ) given
by (2.9) with the same family (Up) for all j, and the components of Y in J' U J" form a Wiener process
independent of X and of the (U,)’s and with unit variance—covariance given by

DI E2 (m iy pky — M (M (r) ) j.keJ
E(fj(cU) fx(cU)) = E(f;(cU))E(fr(cU)) JkeJ" (2.10)
E(|oU|"D) fy(oU)) — D2 B(U["D) fr(oU))  jeJ, ke J".

I3k

Moreover we can replace A;T(j)/QHA" (Dr5)) by c?m, for j € J and E(f;(Xa, /VAL)) by E(fj(cU)) for
jeJ", as soon as 1 € I and provided also that f; is an even function for all j € J".

3. THE PROCESSES V"' (f) AND V" (f)

Now we give the results for the processes V' (f) and Vm(f) introduced in (1.5) and (1.6). As said in the
introduction, this is of interest only when T,, = nA,, goes to oo, an assumption made throughout.

The situation is much simpler than in the previous section, due to the built—in ergodic properties of X,
or rather of its increments, and the proofs essentially boil down to using the usual LLN and CLT: we never
encounter random limits in the LLNs. Moreover since T, — oo the stable convergence in law is automatically
implied by the mere convergence in law, so we do not even state it in the results. The price we have to pay is
that the variable f(Xa,) should be integrable, or square—integrable. To avoid complicated statements, we just
suppose that f is bounded. Also, because of this necessary ergodicity, the results certainly cannot be extended
to general semimartingales, contrarily to what happens for the results of the previous section.

We begin with the LLN, which corresponds to Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.
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Theorem 3.1. Assume_Tn — 00.
(i) The processes T%Vn(f) converge u.c.p. to a limit v(f)t in the following cases:
(a) with v(f) = F(f), when f is bounded and like in [a—1]-[a-4] of Theorem 2.1;
(b) with v(f) )+, when f € EY N COF;
(¢c) with v(f) )+ [b], when f e EPNCOF andc=0 and 1€ 1.
(i) If c > 0 and f € Ef’ for some r € (0,2), the processes ﬁ Vn(f)t converge u.c.p. to ¢"/*my,t. The

=F(f
=F(f

same holds when r € [2,00) if there is no jump.
(iii) If ¢ > 0 and f is bounded the processes Vm(f) converge u.c.p. to tE(f(cU)).

As for the CLT, we have first a “general” result which covers all situations but is hardly usable in practice
because the rate in some cases and the centering in most cases are not explicit:

Theorem 3.2. Assume T,, — co.
(i) If either f € Ell"b NCOF or f € £ NCO for some r < 1 with 2r € I and ¢ = 0, the processes

! (Vn(f)t —nHa, (f)t) converge in law to a Wiener process with unit variance F(f?).

Tn
W) If f € EPNCOF the processes —— V" )t —nHa, (f)t) converge in law to a Wiener process with unit
1 \/jT n
variance F(f?) + c(ma —m?) = F(f?) +c(1 — 2/7).

(i1i) If r < 1 and either ¢ > 0 or ¢ = 0 and 2r ¢ I, the processes \/ﬁ (V”(f)t — nHAn(f)t> converge

in low to a standard Brownian motion, for all f € 5?.

Finally we have a CLT similar to Theorem 2.5, and for which we give the multidimensional version only. Below
the index set {1,---,,d} is partitioned into two subsets J’' and J”. Notice the difference with Theorem 2.3:
the first set J of components is absent here, although probably a result similar to Theorem 2.6 hold here (but
with a limit which is a Wiener process again, instead of a discontinuous process).

Theorem 3.3. Assume T, — 0o and ¢ > 0. Let Y™ = (Y™ )1<j<q be the process having the following
components:

o IfjeJ, then Y/ = /n (W V"' (fi)e — tAET(j)/QHAn(@(j))), where f; € E,(;) for some r(j) €

(0,1) in general or r(j) € (0,00) if there is no jump.

o IfjeJ", then Y™ = \/n (% Vm(fj)t - tE(fj(XAn/\/An))>, where f; is bounded.

Then Y™ converges stably in law to a Wiener process with unit variance—covariance given by (2.10).
Moreover we can replace A;TO)MHATL (6r()) by ¢/?m, for a j € J' it there is s € 1N [0,1) such that the

sequence T, AS™Y"0) s bounded; in a similar way, we can replace E(f;(Xa,/VAy)) by E(f;(cU)) for all
j € J" it there is s € IN[0,1) such that the sequence T, A is bounded.

4. SOME TECHNICAL TOOLS

4.1. Estimates for X"

Let us begin with some additional notation. Below, C' denotes a constant which may change from line to line
and depend on the characteristics (b, ¢, F'), and sometimes on the index r.
With any process Y we associate its discretized version Y (") by

[t/An]
V" = Yauag = Yo+ Y ALY (4.1)
i=1

Sk

As soon as Y is cadlag, by a well known result Y () (w) =5 Y (w) (convergence for the Skorokhod topology).
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Recalling the notation X’ and X" of (2.6), we have:

Lemma 4.1. We have X|'/\/t L. 0ast—0, and also X[/t L 0if1€l, and

o (tt=s/2 if selIn(0,2
E(@(X;’/\/a){o((t) ) ;oi Iﬁ( ] (4.2)

Proof. If s € I with s < 2 the law of X' belongs to the class G4 defined in the paper [1]. Hence X/ /\/t Lo,
resp. X;/t Lo0if1e 1, follows from Lemma 3.1-(a) of that paper applied with Y = X" and 8 = 2, resp.
Y =X and g=1.

In the same lemma, the estimate (4.2) is proved when the process X is symmetrical and s > 0, but a close
look at the proof shows that it also holds in general for s > 0. Finally when 0 € I then X" = bt + X and X’
is compound Poisson, so (4.2) is obvious. O

4.2. Convergence of triangular arrays

First, we gather in the following lemma some classical results (see e.g. [7]) which will be heavily used below.
Let (X7 = (x]?)1<j<d) be a rowwise ii.d. array of R% valued random variables, and let Z} = Z[t/A X be
their partial sums.

Let now Z be a d-dimensional Lévy process with characteristics (b',¢/, F’): we have b’ = (b'7) € R?, and
¢ = (") is a nonnegative symmetric matrix, and F" is a positive measure on R?. We also consider an arbitrary
C} truncation function 1 on R: it satisfies ¢(x) = x on a neighborhood of 0 and has compact support.
Lemma 4.2.

a) If for some t > 0 the sequence of variables Z{* converges in law to a limit, then the processes Z™ converge
in law, for the Skorokhod topology, to a Lévy process.

b) We have Z™ <z if and only if for some (and then all) C} truncation function vy we have

EWOGT) =V + [(0(?) = 2/ Lo ) F/(d2),  1<j<d

B0 >w<x1 ) = ¢+ [ F(de),  1<ij<d (4.3)
ALE(f M) — [ f(z)F'(dz), f bounded F'-a.e. continuous null around 0.

Next we turn to the so-called stable convergence in law, which has been defined in Section 2.1. We use this kind
of convergence in the following setting: we are in the situation of Lemma 4.2—(b) with Z = Z' 4+ W', where Z’ is
a Lévy process on the space (2, F, (F¢)i>0, P), with characteristics (o', 0, F’), and W’ is a d—dimensional Wiener
process with unit variance—covariance matrix ¢’, defined on an extension of the original space and independent
of Z': so Z is a Lévy process with characteristics (', ¢, F').

Lemma 4.3. Let Z = Z' + W’ be as above, and suppose that X7 is F;a, —measurable and satisfies the first two
properties in (4.3) with k, = 1/A,. I

1
A P(||xT — ZA, Il >€) — 0 Ve > 0, (4.4)
1 i e
A EW(G7)X4,) =0 (4.5)
n
forall j=1,---d, the processes Z" converge stably in law to Z, as defined above.

If further ¢ =0 (equivalently W' =0) (4.4) alone implies Z" Toz-z.
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Proof. Set U™ = Z"™ — Z'™) and suppose for a moment that the following two properties hold:

under (4.4) and (4.5), the processes U™ converge stably in law to W’ } (46)

under (4.4) and if ¢ = 0, the processes U™ converge in law to 0.

We have Z'™ Sk Z'" pointwise. Then the second part of (4.6) gives our second claim. The first part of (4.6)
yields that the sequence U™ is C-tight (that is, tight with all limiting processes being continuous), so obviously

for any continuous bounded function g on the Skorokhod space we have g(Z'™ + U™) — g(Z' + U™) Lo 1t
further V' is bounded F—measurable, then E(g(Z™)V) — E(g(Z' + U™)V) — 0. Applying once more (4.6) and
the fact that the map u — g(Z’(w)+u) (where u is a cadlag function) is continuous for the Skorokhod topology
at any function u which is continuous in time, and remembering the definition of stable convergence, we see
that in fact E(g(Z™)V) — E(g(Z’ + W’)V), which is our first claim.

So it remains to prove (4.6). For this, we observe that U;* = ng"] 7 where the ("’s for i = 1,2,... are

i.i.d. and distributed as x7 —Z} . First, A & 7' as said before, and Z’ has characteristics (0,0, F'), hence

Lemma 4.2 implies that the variables Z satisfy (4.3) with the same b’ and F”, and with ¢’ = 0. Second, (4.4)
obviously implies that the last part of (4.3) is satisfied by the variables (" with F/ = 0. Then consider the three
properties:

1 nj
W) — 0. @)
1 ni nj 1ij
A B — ¢, (4.5
A BWC)U(XE,) — 0. (19)

By Lemma 4.2 we have the second part of (4.6) if (4.4), (4.7) and (4.8) with ¢/ = 0 holds, and by the criterion
given in Theorem IX.7.19 of [7] if we additionally have (4.9) then the first part of (4.6) holds.

The properties of 1 yield a continuous bounded function g vanishing around 0, such that for all £ > 0 small
enough we have |[¢(z —2') — ¥(z) + ¢¥(2)| < Clfz—p|>e) +€g9(x). Then (4.4) and the third part of (4.3) for
Z . yield

nmnsupAin (E@() - BwOG) + B@(ZE,)) < « / F'(dz)g(a?).
¢ is arbitrarily small, hence the above limsup actually vanishes and, since A%L E(d)(Z’AJ)) and ﬁnE(w(x?j )
have the same limit, we deduce (4.7).

In a similar way, if ¢, (x) = y¥(z/7), we have for all ¥ > 0 a continuous bounded function g vanishing

around 0, such that for all € > 0 small enough we have

(" — 2" )p(a? —2) = (@ )p(a?) + ()P (@?)] < Clyjz—arsey + g (l12])
oy (@) ([ (@) + [y (@7)]) + [0 ()| (105 ()] + 105 (2")]).
Recall that Ain E(w,y(ZlAjn)Q) — [ (27)?F’(dz), which in turn goes to 0 as ¥ — 0, whereas Ain E(¢ (x}7)?) —

99 + [ (27)?F'(dz), which stays bounded as v — 0. Then using Cauchy-Schwarz and the same argument
as for proving (4.7), we get by taking the limsup in n, then letting £ — 0, then letting v — 0:

o (BWEE) ~ B0 + BW(ZE,)6(ZE, ) — 0.

Then (4.8) follows.
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Finally we turn to (4.9). We [¢(z —2")Y(y) — ¢ (2)y + (2" )y| < Clyjp—ase) +€9(2) + Clyllfjy >3, for some
¥ > 0. So just as before, with in addition the fact that E(|XK |1{xq |5y}) < CAJ for any fixed v, we get

1 ; . 1 nj c 1 1j c
Al E((G7)v(XA,)) — A E(y(x17)XA,) + A E((ZX,)XR,) — 0.

Since the last term in the left side above vanishes (because X € is independent of Z'), we deduce (4.9) from (4.5),
and the proof is finished. O

5. THEOREM 2.1 AND SOME CONSEQUENCES

5.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1—(i, ii)

Before proceeding to the proof, let us introduce a family (¢,,)y>0 of C? functions satisfying

Tonm(2]) <op(@) < Vgnog (), [nl <C/n, ] < C/n? (5.1)

(take for example ¥y (x) = ¢ (x/n), where ¢ is C* with 1;_; 1j(|z]) < ¢(x) < 1j_22)(|z]) and bounded deriva-
tives). Next, the proof goes through a number of steps.

Step 1. (ii) is a particular case of (i), and if f satisfies either one of the conditions in (i) the process f * p is

well defined and cadlag, hence V(f) as well. In view of the convergence V (f)(™) &» V(f), which holds w—wise,

it is enough to prove the following:

Z'(f) = V() = V(H™ =2 0. (5.2)

Step 2. Here we prove (5.2) when f € C%¥ vanishes on a neighborhood of 0, say [—2¢,2¢]. We introduce a
series of notation to be used later again. Let S1,S5, -+ be the successive jump times of X with absolute size
bigger than ¢, and R, = AXg, (these depend on ¢, of course); we put

X(e)e = Xt — (lqjg)>ey) * e = X — Z R, (5.3)
p: Sp<t

and R;" = AP X (g) on the set {S, € ((i — 1)A,,iA,]. Finally if 7' > 0 let ,(T',¢) be the set of all w such
that each interval [0, 71N ((i — 1)A,, iA,] contains at most one Sp(w), and such that |A? X (e)(w)| < 2e for all
i <T/A,. Then Q,(T,e) — Q as n — oco.

Recalling f(x) = 0 when |z| < 2, we see that on the set Q,(T,¢) and for all ¢t < T,

V-V = 3D (f(Ry + R — f(Ry)). (5.4)

p: Sp<A,[t/AR]

Since f is F—a.e. continuous there is a null set N such that, if w ¢ N, then f is continuous at each point R, (w),

whereas R;'(w) — 0, so sup,<p [V"(f): — V(f)i")| — 0 when w ¢ N. Hence (5.2) is obvious (we even have
almost sure convergence).

Step 3. For each r let f,. be a given nonnegative function with compact support and C? outside any neighbor-
hood of 0 and satisfying f,.(z) = |z|” on some neighborhood of 0. Here we prove that it is enough to have the
following property: (5.2) holds for f,, when r =2, orr € IN[1,2) and ¢ =0, or r € IN(0,1) and ¢ = b = 0:
we assume this below.
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Let f € &' NC%F with r as above. For any 7 > 0 the function f(1 —1,) satisfies (5.2) with V(f(1—1,)) =
(f(1 — 4y)) * u by Step 2, and we have |fiy,| < e,fr with &, going to 0 as n — 0. Then |7n(fwn)| <
en(|Z" (f)| + [V (£-)™]). Since f, satisfies (5.2) by hypothesis, and V(f,)™ — V(f,), by letting  — 0 we
readily deduce (5.2) with V/(f) = f#pu for f. This proves [a-1] and [a-3] and, since f — f,. belongs to £! as soon
as f € &,, this also proves (b) and (c).

Finally let f € £/ N C%F in cases [a-2] or [a-4]. On the one hand f(1 — ;) and f,(1 — v, satisfy (5.2)
by Step 2, and f, does by hypothesis, hence f,1, does as well. On the other hand |fi,| < Cf,1, for some
constant C, hence |Z" (fib,)| < [Z" (friby)| + V(friby) ™. Since V(f,1h,)™ goes to 0 locally uniformly in time
as n — 0, we get (5.2) for f.

Step 4. We are left to prove (5.2) when f = f, as given in Step 3, with r as above. Set

9(x,y) = fl@+y) = f(2) = f) — 2/ Wlei<y,  k(@y) = fl@+y) = ) - f)

with the convention f/(0) = 0 if 7 < 1 (otherwise, f/(0) is the derivative of f at 0, of course). If we apply the
usual It6’s formula if r = 2 (so f is C7 over R) and its extension given in Theorem 3.1 of [10] if r < 2, we see

that f(X)—V(f) = A+ M, where A; = fot a(X;)ds and M is a locally square—integrable martingale, all these
given by

bf'(y) + 5(f"(y) — £7(0)) + [ F(dw)g(z,y) ifr=2
bf'(y) + [ F(dz)g(z,y) ifl<r<2,¢=0
a(y) = ) _ _ (5.5)
bf'(y) — |b| + [ F(dz)k(z,y) ifr=1,¢=0
[ F(dx)k(z,y) if0<r<l,c=b=0,
A F(X)AXE + k(X x(p—v),  ifr=2
a k(x, X_)x(n—v), it r<2.
Moreover the predictable bracket of M, say A’, has the form A} = fot o/ (X,)ds, where
, of ) + [ Fdo)b(e,y)?  ifr=2
a'(y) = { / ) . (5.6)
[ F(dx)k(z,y) if r<2.

Step 5. Observe that Z"(f); is the sum of [t/A,] i.i.d. summands, distributed as ¢, = f(Xa,,) — V(f)a, =
AA, + Ma, . Since E(Ma, ) =0, it is clear that (5.2) follows from the two properties

1 1
A E(Aa) = 0. F-E(QME) = 0.

But E(|44a,|) < fA" E(Ja(X,)|dt and E(M3 ) = fOA" E(o/(X¢)|dt. Then it is enough to prove that, as t — 0

0

o) <C, @ <C, X)) =0, (X)) = 0. (5.7)

Step 6. Finally we prove (5.7). Suppose first 7 = 2, so f is CZ and f(0) = f/(0) = 0. Hence |k(z,y)| < Cé ()
and |g(z,y)| < Co2(x) and lim, o k(z,y) = lim,_,og(x,y) = 0. Then the first two properties of (5.7) are
obvious, and by Lebesgue’s theorem «a(y) — 0 and o/(0) — 0 as y — 0, hence we get the last two properties as
well.

Suppose next that 1 < r < 2, so the function f is C} and f’ is Holder with index r — 1, and f(0) = f/(0) = 0,
hence |k(z,y)| < Cé1(z) and |g(z,y)| < Cor(z), and again lim, o k(z,y) = limy_0g(z,y) = 0. Then we
conclude (5.7) as above, upon using the assumption r € I.
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Finally if » < 1 we have |k(z,y)| < C¢,(z), and again k(x,y) — 0 as y — 0. Since r € I we conclude as above
ifr<1,orifr=1andb=0.Ifr=1and b+ 0, in order to get a(Xy) P, 0 we need an additional argument:
we use Lemma 4.1, which yields X[/t N 0, so if b > 0, say, then P(X; > 0) — 1 because X; = X} + bt, and

we have f'(y) = 1 if y > 0, so the result follows. The same argument applies when b < 0, using f’(y) = —1 if
y <0.

5.2. The behavior of H,(f)

We draw some consequences of the convergence V™ (f) N V(f) in Theorem 2.1—(i), which a fortiori implies
Vr(f) =5 V(f). Note that V™ (f); is the sum of [t/A,] i.i.d. variables distributed as f(Xa, ). Hence the first
part of (4.3) applied with a truncation ¢ having ¢ (z) = x as soon as |z| < sup|f| when f is bounded, plus the
fact that the above convergence takes place for any sequence A,, — 0, yield the following, as ¢ — 0 and for any
fe oot
c+ F(f) if feé&y

b|+F(f) if fe&b

1
T H(f) = feé&y (5.8)
. fe&l, 1<r<2 rel, ¢c=0
E(f) B Feel 1cr, c=0

fe&l r<i, rel, c=b=0.
We deduce from these facts a number of useful properties.

Lemma 5.1. Assume ¢ =0 and let r € (0,2). Then ast — 0:

o(t"/?) if r < s with s € I and further b= 0 when s < 1
Hyi(¢r) = _ - (5.9)
O(t) ifr<landlel andb#0 when s <1,
and for any a >0 and s € IN0,2],
o(tt=s/2+7/2) if <s and either s > 1,
ors<landb=0
Blor(X)Lxuzavi)) =\ opi-s/2trsi2)  if r <1, 0<s<1, b£0 (5.10)
O(t) in all other cases.

Proof. When r < 1, Holder inequality yields ¢t~" Hy(¢,) < (t_lHt(qbl))T, hence the second part of (5.8) yields
the second part of (5.9). Moreover if ¢, .(x) = |z|” A¢, for € € (0,1) and r < s we have by Hélder inequality
again

r/s
T H0,) < (ETH(SN)) T H (6 — ).

Since ¢p — ¢ € 512’ NCY the last term above goes to 0 for any € because r < s, by the third part of (5.8). Since

<Z)f«/€7 € El; N CY the first term on the right goes to F( ;i/!), which in turn goes to 0 as € — 0 because s € I.
Then we obtain the first part of (5.9).
Now if r < s and either s > 1 or s < 1 an b = 0, Holder inequality yields

1-r/s

IN

(E.x) " (BX.| 2 av)

1-r/s

Calli(93)"* (E(oa(X:/ VD)) .

E(or (Xe)1(x,50vi})

IN
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Then we apply (4.2) (we have X = X" here), and also (5.8) which gives H;(¢s) < Ct, and we get the firts part
of (5.10). When s <1 and b # 0 another application of Holder inequality yields for r < 1:

1—r

E(6r (X0)ix, saviy) < Cali(dn)" (B(62(X,/ VD))

and we conclude the second part of (5.10), and also the third part when further s = 0. Finally if » > s and
further b = 0 if s <1 and r < 1, the left side of (5.10) is smaller than Hy(¢,), hence (5.8) gives the last part
of (5.10) in these cases. O

Lemma 5.2. Assume that ¢ > 0, and recall m, = E(|U|"), where U is N'(0,1). When, t — 0 we have the
following behaviors:
a) Let f € Ef’ for some r € (0,2) in general, or f € €. and r > 0 if X is continuous. Then

tTTRPH(f) — Pm,, tTYVETRE(XEF(X) — 0. (5.11)

b) Let s € IN[0,2] and let f € 5? for some r € (0,1) in general, or f € €, and r > 0 if X is continuous. Then

O (1) if X is continuous
O(tl_’“m) if s=0andr<1
tPH(f) = Py = {0 O (1177/2) if s<r<landb=0 (5.12)
o(tl_s/Q) ifr<1<s,orifr<s<1andb=0
o (tms/2mr/2rs/2) if p£0, 0<s <1

¢) If f is a bounded function we have
E(f(Xe/Vt) — E(f(oU)), ¢ EXPf(X/VD) — 0. (5.13)

If further f is an even function, then

o(t7*/2)  ifseIn(0,2)
E(f(X —E U)) = 5.14
(f(Xe/V1) = E(f(oU)) { o) Foel (5.14)
d) With the assumptions of (a) and if f' is a bounded function we have
tPE(F(X) f'(Xe/ VD) — ¢ PE(UI (o). (5.15)

It would of course be possible to have estimates like (5.12) when r > 1 or s > 1, but they are useless for us
in this paper.

Proof. 1) First we prove a simple auxiliary result. We denote by h the density of N'(0,1), and hy(z) = 2Ph(z)
for p € N. Let r > 0 and a > 0 and g be a nonnegative function such that g(x) < |z|" if » > 0 and g(z) < 1 if
r=0. For p=0or p=1 we set

k) =E (U7 (9t +U) \a”) ) ~E(U7g(0).

By a change of variable we have

bnav) = [ (e~ ) = hyla)g(@de ~ [ (e~ 9) (9(0) - g(a) \a”) o
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The function hy, is C°, decreases exponentially fast as || — oo, and its two first derivatives are hj,(z) = 2P~ L(p—

2®)h(x) and hy(z) = 2P (z* — 2p — 1)h(z) (recall p =0 or p = 1). We also have g(z) — g(z) A " < [z 1{jz/>a}-
Hence the function k, . satisfies

lyf <1 =

b~y [+ @ — phla)g(a)da] < CG2 +a7?).

On the other hand g(U + y) < C(|U|" + a"¢r(y/a)), hence |kp o(y)] < C(1 + a"¢r(y/a)). Putting all these
facts together yields when o < co:

72 r
()] < { C a2+ ¢1(y) + a"dr(y/ )y >1}) (5.16)
C(a™+do(y) +a"dr(y/a)lyy>1y) i 2 aPg(w) is even.

2) Next we show that for (a) and (b) it is enough to prove the results when f = ¢,.. If f € £, for any £ > 0
we have |f — ¢,| < e¢, on a neighborhood of the origin, whereas f — ¢, is bounded, so |f — ¢,| — ¢, is smaller
than a nonnegative continuous bounded function g. vanishing on a neighborhood of 0, therefore g. € 5’2”1’ neo
and |f — ¢,| < epr + ge everywhere. Now, (5.8) yields Hy(g?) < C; pt for any p > 1, because g? € Vo,
Hence

72 |Ho(f) = Hi(¢r)| < et™"2Hy(,) + Cot' 772, (5.17)

In the same way, by Holder inequality and E(|X§|7) < Cyt?/? we get for p € (1,2/r):

T RE(X (X)) - E(X{on (X)) < Cpt ™" Hi(If = 60)'?

IN

) 1/p
O, e (t—’p/QHt(@p)) + O tH/PTI2, (5.18)

These two estimates being true for all € > 0 we deduce that, if (5.11) holds for f = ¢, for all » < 2, then it also
holds for all f € £° and all r < 2 (recall 1 < p < 2/r, s0 rp < 2).

Now let 7 > 0 and assume that X is continuous. Set ¢ (v) = [=|?. If f € &, for any £ > 0 there is a p. > r
such that |f — ¢, < ¢+ Ce¢),_ (because f has polynomial growth). Now we have X; = oW, + bt, so obviously
Hy(¢y) < C,t%/2. Hence instead of (5.17) and (5.18) we get

TR ~ Hi(do)| < et T PH () + Co /2, (5.19)

. _7_ 1/p .
R RE( (X)) < B0 (X)) <€ Gy (872 Hul00y) 4 et/

Then as above, when X is continuous we deduce that, if (5.11) holds for f = ¢, for all > 0, then it also holds
for all f € £ and all r > 0 (take p such that 1 < p < p./r).

Next we turn to (5.12). Il f € Ef. we have |f — ¢,| < g for some g € 8'2"b N CY, whereas if f € £, we have the
same majoration with g = C'¢j, for some p > r + 2. Then instead of (5.17) and (5.19) we get

cti=r/? if r<2and fe&
Ctr/2=r/2if f € €% and X continuous.

7" 2|Hy(f) = Hi(¢r)| < {

Then clearly if (5.12) holds for ¢, it also holds for all f € 5? or f € £,, according to the case.

3) Now we prove (a) and (b) for f = é,. Set Bo(t) = t"/2H;(¢,) — ¢"/*m,. and By (t) = t "E(XFd(X1)).
Recall that the pair (X;, Xf) has the same law as (cU+/t + X}',cU+/t), with U independent of X;’. Then we
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get forp=0orp=1:
Got) = o (E(U (JU+X7/oVE Ne)™72)) —E@©HUT))
= o-p+rE(k.p,1/0'\/Z(X£l/U\/£))7

where kjp, . is associated with function g(z) = |z|". The first estimate in (5.16) yields
1B(0)] < C (£ 4+ Blo2(X] o Vi) + R0 (X))

Then 3,(t) — 0, that is (5.11), follows from (4.2) and from (5.9) applied to X" and with s = 2 in general, and
from the property X}’ = bt when X is continuous. Next, the second estimate in (5.16) yields, since g is even:

1Bo(8)] < € (t+E@a(X] /o) + ¢ *E(on (X)) (1xp150v0))) - (5.20)

Therefore (5.12) when r < 1 readily follows from (4.2) and (5.10). Finally if X is continuous, X}’ = bt, so (5.20)
gives |(By(t)] < Ct as soon as |bt| < 0v/t, hence the first estimate in (5.12).
4) Now let f be bounded. Exactly as above, we get for p =0 or p = 1:

E (X F(X/VA)) = PB((aU)P F(07)) = 17/ By e (X" V),

where k, ~ is associated with the bounded function g(z) = f(oz) and o = co. Here k, o is bounded, so instead
of (5.16) we have |k, oo (y)| < Cé1(y) in general, and also |koco(y)] < Ca(y) if further f is even. Then we
conclude (5.13) and (5.14) like in Step 3, by using (4.2). This gives (c), and (d) is proved exactly as (5.11),
except that we take g(x) = |z|" f'(ox). O

Lemma 5.3. Assumec=0 and 1€ 1, and let f € 8? for some r < 1. Then

tTH(f) — (bl (5.21)
ast — 0. Moreover we have
1 _
rel, fe&nc®” = ;(Ht(f)—tr|b|r) — F(f). (5.22)
1 _
orel, fe& = 7 (H(f) —t"[p]") — o, (5.23)

Proof. Tt H/(f) = E(f(X{)), we can apply (5.9) to the process X', whose drift b’ vanishes and whose associated
set I’ is equal to I. This gives

H{(¢r) = o(t") (apply (5.9) with s = 1) (5.24)
2rel = H(¢,) = o(t'/?) (apply (5.9) with s = 2r) . '

Since X; = bt + X and ‘|:c +y|" — |z|"| < |y|", it is easy to check that A, = ¢,.(X;) — [bt|"| — ¢, (X]) satisfies
|4;| < 2[bt|" and also | 4| < 2¢,.(X]). B

First we deduce |¢,(X;) — [bt|"| < 3¢, (X}), hence |Hy(¢y) — t7[b]"| < 3H[(¢y), so (5.21) and (5.23) for f = ¢,
follow from (5.24). If f € £ then (5.17) holds and we deduce (5.21) for this f. If f € £ then |f — ¢,| € £,
so (5.23) for ¢, and (5.8) imply (5.23) for f.
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Next, with the notation (5.1) we have |A;| < 2(@@/177)(X£)+2|l_>t|rl{|xﬂ>n}, and thus also |A;] < 2(¢r1hy)(X])+
Cyt"2(X{). Therefore
|Hi(¢r) —t7[b]" — H{(¢r)| < 2H{(9r1Py) + Cyt" Hy(¢2).
If r € I, then (5.8) applied to X' yields that + H;(¢,) — F(¢,), and also + H{(¢y¢b,) — F(¢rty) and
1 H{(¢2) — F(¢2). We deduce that

timsup |+ (Hy(or) — £'5VF(6,)| < 2F(6rt)

and, since F(¢,1,) — 0asn — 0, we deduce (5.22) for f = ®,.. Finally if f € £,NC%F, then f—¢, € EVPNCOF,
so (5.8) yields + Hy(f — ¢») — F(f — ¢r), hence (5.22) also holds for f. O

Lemma 5.4. Either we are in one of the cases described in Theorem 2.1-(ii) and every f € Ef’ satisfies
sup, 1 [Hy(f)| < o0, or § Hy(¢,) — oo and Hy(f)/Hi(¢r) — 1 for all f € E.

Proof. Everything is a simple consequence of (5.8), (5.11) and (5.21)). O

Lemma 5.5.
a) If either f € E)°, or f € E° for some r < 1 with 2r € I and ¢ = 0, the family 1 Tu(f) is bounded
(recall (2.3) for Ty(f)), and it converges to F(f?) if further f € C%F.
b) If r =1 the family 1 Ty (f) is bounded for all f € E® and it converges to F(f2) 4+ ¢(1 —m?2) if further
e CoF,
c) fn all other cases (that is 2r ¢ I, or v < 1 and ¢ > 0), we have 1 T'¢y(¢) — 00 and T¢(f)/Te(dr) — 1
forall f € Ef..

Proof. (b) and the case f € £Y" of (a) and the case ¢ > 0 of (c) are trivial consequences of Lemma 5.2 and
of (5.8).

It remains to study the case r < 1 and ¢ = 0. Let f € Sf., so f = ¢, around 0. Let alsop =1 or p = 2.
Since fP — ¢P € 5'2'b, the family % H(fP — ¢P) is bounded, and converges to F(fP — ¢P) if further f is F-a.e.
continuous (apply (5.8)). Moreover (5.9) applied with s = 2 yields Hy(f + ¢,.) < CHi(¢,) = o(t"/?). Since

% (Le(f) = Te(or)) = % Hy(f* = ¢2) — % Hy(f — o) He(f + ¢r),

we deduce that the family } (I'4(f) — I'¢(¢,)) is bounded, and converges to F(f? — ¢2) if further f is F-a.e.
continuous. We deduce the following properties for any f&,:

1T (f) — F(f?) if further f € C%F

bron) — Pl <o = { LoD (5.25)
7 Di(¢r) — o0 = %Ft(f)—>oo |
: Lt \Pr Ft(f)/rt(@)%l'

Suppose now that 2r ¢ I. Define ¢, by (5.1), so that 1 (T¢(¢y) — Te(drtdy)) — F(¢2 — (¢r1hy)?) by what
precedes. Since and I'y(¢r1y) > 0, we get

u?gglf% Ti(gr) > F(62(1—42)),

and since F'(¢7) = oo by hypothesis and 1 —1)? increases to 1 as 7 — 0, we obtain  I';(¢,) — oo: this prove (c)
in the case ¢ = 0.

Finally we suppose that » < 1 and 2r € I and ¢ = 0. In order to get the remaining part of (a) it suffices to
show 1 T'y(¢,) — F(¢?2). We single out the following three cases:
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1) Assume either r > 1/2, or 7 < 1/2 and b = 0. Then (5.8) yields + Hy(¢?) — F(¢?), and (5.9) applied

with s = 2r yields H;(¢,) = o(v/f), hence the result is obvious.
2) Assume r =1/2 and b # 0. (5.9) yields + Hy(¢2) — F(¢?) + |b], and (5.21) gives % Hi(é) — 1/|b], so
we obtain the result.

3) Assume 7 < 1/2 and b # 0. Then (5.22) and (5.23) yield

3 Hu(6R) = 1R+ PR +o1), —= Hi6r) = 2B+ o(1),

and the result follows. O

5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1—(iii)

We suppose that we are not in the cases of (ii) of this theorem. The first claim of (iii) follows from Lemma 5.4.
For the second claim, we let f € £/, so for any ¢ > 0 there is g. € €5 N C° such that |f — ¢,.| < ey + ge.

ry

Furthermore, we know that ﬁ?@) V™(g.) =% 0 by (i) of the theorem and the property Ha, (¢,)/A, — oo.
So it is enough to prove the claim when f = ¢,.
So it is indeed enough to prove that Y;" := HAA’(‘¢ 5 V(&) — Anlt/An] 2B 0. Note that Y," is the sum of

[t/A,] ii.d. variables distributed as ¢, = Ay (¢r (A X)/Ha, (¢r) —1). Then E(¢,) = 0 and

2 2 2 2
Ha,(¢r) Ha,(¢r) Hp,, (¢r)
because ¢, < 1. Hence E(¢2)/A, — 0, and Y™ "% 0 readily follows. O

6. PROOFS OF THE OTHER THEOREMS ABOUT V" (f) AND V'*(f)

6.1. Proof of Theorem 2.2

(i) It is enough to prove that the processes Y;" = A}fT/QV”(f)t —Anc/?m,[t/A,] converge u.c.p. to 0. Now
Y/ is the sum of [t/Ay] i.i.d. variables, all distributed as ¢, = An(A;T/Qf(A?X) —Pm,). If f € £ and
r € (0,2), orif f € €. and r € [2,00) when there is no jump, we have

E(Cn) = An(A,2Ha, (f) — ¢Pmy), E(GZ) < A2"Ha, (f2).

Then (5.11), and also (5.8) when r > 1, yield E(¢,)/A, — 0 and E(¢2)/A, — 0, and Y™ ““% 0 readily follows.
It remains to study the case f € E.\E?Y when r < 2. We have |f — g| < h for some g € £ and some

h € &Y NCY and Theorem 2.1-(i) yields AifrﬂV"(h) “28 0 (recall r < 2); since (i) holds for g it also holds
for f.

(ii) Let f be bounded. We do as above with ¥, = A, V' (f):—AE(f(cU))[t/A,] and &, = A, (F(A?PX/VA,)—
E(f(cU))). We have

E(Gn) = An (E(FAIX/VAD) ~E(f(01))) . E(E) < AZE(S(A7X/v/A0)?).

Then (5.13) yields |E((n)|/An — 0 and E(¢2)/A, — 0, and Y™ =25 0 follows. O
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6.2. Proof of Theorems 2.3 and 2.4—(ii)

Step 1. Let f € £, NC%F with either 1 <r <2,0or0<r <1and2r €I and ¢ =0. Let ¢ be continuous with
l—aa) < ¢ < 1j_g g for some 0 < a < a’ < o0, or ¢ = 1 when f is bounded, so the process X(f, ) is well
defined. For simplicity we always write v,, = Ha, (fy). We want to prove that V"(f); — v,t converges stably
in law to Z = %(f,¢) + W' with W’ a Wiener process independent of X and with unit variance c¢(mg — m?)

when r =1 and ¢ > 0, and W’ = 0 otherwise (hence we get V™ (f); — vnt L, S(f, ).
Suppose for a moment that the result holds whenever f is bounded. Then if we start with an unbounded f,
we set f, = fib, (recall (5.1)). Clearly f,¢ = fo as soon as i > a’, so for such  we have on the one hand that

V™ (fy)t — vnt converges stably in law to X(f,, ¢) + W', and on the other hand V"(f — f,) LR (f = fn) *p by
Theorem 2.1-(i). Since further 3(f — f,, ¢) and (f — f;,) x u both go to 0 locally uniformly (pointwise in w), it
is clear that V"(f); — v,t converges stably in law to X(f, ) + W’

Step 2. In the sequel we suppose f bounded. Observe that v, = E((f¢)(Xa,)) — 0 because fy is bounded
and (fe)(z) — 0 as x — 0 and XA, — 0. Hence it is enough to show the convergence of the processes
Zp =V (f)i — valt/A] to Z' = S/, ).

Now, Z}* is the sum of [t/A,] i.i.d. variables distributed as x,, = f(Xa,) — vn. Also, the characteristics of
Z" are (V,0,F') where b' = [ f(z)(1q5(2) <1} — ¢(x))F(dz) and F’ is the image of F by f. Then in view of
Lemma 4.3 it is enough to prove the following properties, for some C}} truncation function v such that ¢ (z) =
when |z| < 2sup, |f(y)| and with ¢ = 0 when 7 # 1 and ¢/ = ¢(1 — m}) when r = 1:

A E@Om)) = F(f(1 =), (6.1)
1
 EW()) = ¢+ F(), (62)
Ai E(lxn — Zh | >€) =0  Ve>0, (6.3)
plus the following, when » =1 and ¢ > 0:
1 .
A P0)X3,) — 0. (6.4

Step 3. By our choice of ¢, we have ¢¥(xn) = f(Xa,) — vn. Then the left side of (6.1) is A%LHA"(]"(l —¥)).
Since f(1 — @) € £5° N CYF | (5.8) yields (6.1). Also, the left side of (6.2) is A%L (TCa,(f) + Ha, (f(1 —¢))?),
which by what precedes has the same limit as A%LFATL( f). Then Lemma 5.5—(a,b) gives (6.2). Finally, the left
side of (6.4) is ALnE(Xan(XAn)), hence (6.4) when r =1 and ¢ > 0 follows from (5.11).

Step 4. It remains to prove (6.3). Let ¢ € (0,1) be such that f(z) = |z|" for |z| < &, and use the notation
X(¢g), Sp, R, given around (5.3), and also Z = Z; — >, AZ{1{ax,|><}. We divide the sample space into
three sets: B,, = {S1 > A}, Bl, = {S1 < A,, < S3}, and the complement B] = {So < A,}. Observe that

, f(X()a,) —vn — ZX, on B,
Xn — =

P\ SX o  B) — v~ 28, [(R1)  on B
and B!, is independent of (X (g), 2", Ry) and P(B.)) = O(A,) and P(B!) = O(A2), so

1 1
— P(lxn — 24,1 >3¢") < — P(|f(X'(e)a,) —vn — ZX,| > 3")
A, Ay

+CP (| f(X(e)a, + R1) — v — ZX, — f(R1)]| > 3¢") + CA,.
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Since X (g) (resp. Z") is a Lévy process whose Lévy measure charges only the interval (—e¢, €) (resp. (0,€7)), (5.8)
yields A%L P(|X(e)a,| >€) — 0 and A%L P(|ZX | > €") — 0, whereas v, — 0: hence the first term on the right
side above goes to 0. We also have X (¢)a, — 0 and ZX — 0, and for almost all w the function f is continuous
at Ry (w), hence the second term on the right side above goes to 0, as well as the third one of course. Then (6.3)
holds, and we are finished. O

6.3. Proof of Theorem 2.4—(i)
Let f € &, for some r < 1, and assume ¢ = 0 and 2r ¢ I. Then Lemma 5.5(c) yields that u, =

VAL/T A, (¢r) goes to 0.
There is h € £5' N CY such that |f — ¢,.| < h, and |[V*(f) — V*(¢,)] < V™(h) and by Theorem 2.1-(i)

we know that V™ (h) =z, Y (h). Since u, — 0, it is then obvious that we only need to prove the result for

f = &.. We also have |u,Ha,(¢)] < u, — 0, so it is enough to prove the convergence of the processes
V" = un (V(f)e — Ha, ())[t/An]).

Note that Y;* is the sum of [t/A,] i.i.d. variables distributed as x, = un(f(Xa, ) — Ha, (f)). Moreover
X¢=0,and |xn| <u, — 0,s0in view of Lemma 4.3 it is enough to prove that A%LE(X,I) — 0 and ALE(X%) — 1.
But T'a, (f) is the variance of f(Xa, ), so E(x,) =0 and E(x2) = A,,, and we are done. O

6.4. Proof of Theorem 2.5

(i-1) We first prove the result when f € &, for some r < 1. We have |f — ¢,.| < g for some g. € £5 N C°, and
Theorem 2.1—(i) implies that V™ (g.) converges to a finite—valued limiting process, so because r < 1 it is clearly
enough to prove the result for f = ¢,. Since A}/Q_T/QHAR(QZ)T) — 0 by (5.11), we can replace ¢ by A,[t/A,]
in the centering term of our pre-limiting processes. Therefore we are left to proving the stable convergence in
law of processes which at time ¢ are sums of [¢/A,] i.i.d. variables distributed as x, = un (¢, — E((,)), where
un =AY and ¢, = ¢0(Xa,).

Note that u,, — 0 and ¢, is bounded. Then, choosing an adequate truncation function v, and since x, has
mean 0, we will deduce the result from Lemma 4.3, provided we prove

2 (B(G) ~ E(G)?) — ¢ (mar —m?), (6.5)
o uE(XS, G) 0. (66)

These two properties follow from (5.11) (because 2r < 2 here).

Now we turn to the case without jump, with f € £, and r > 1. In view of the last statement of Lemma 5.2—(a),
we obviously can replace in the centering term tAETﬂHAn((Z),«) by tc"/?>m,., and also by [t/An]A,IfT/QHAn(f).
With this last version for centering, we are exactly in the same situation than above, with u,, and X, similar,
but ¢, = f(Xa,). We have to prove (6.5) and (6.6), which again hold because of (5.11). However, there is a
difference here, namely u,, no longer tends to 0. So additionally to the previous properties we have to prove the
following Lindeberg condition:

1
N WB(C  {junca|>ey) — 0 Ve>0.

Since |¢| < C(A], + | X3, |") has the same law as C(A], + AZ/2|U|’”), this Lindeberg condition is obvious and
we have the desired convergence.

(ii-1) Since f is bounded, we clearly can replace t by A, [t/A,] in the centering term here again. So we are
in the same situation as in the first part of (i), with u,, = VA, and ¢, = f(Xa,/VA,), and the only things to
prove are (6.6), and also (6.5) with E(f(cU)?)—E(f(cU))? on the right side. These two facts follow from (5.13).
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Finally, the claims in (i-2) and (ii-2) readily follow, upon using (5.12) and (5.14) (observe that the right side
of (5.12) is always o(y/t) when r < 1). O

6.5. Proof of Theorem 2.6

Step 1. Here we prove (a). We denote by (G;) the filtration on the extended space generated by X and W’
and all processes U, l¢7, <;3. When g vanishes around 0, then Z(g); is well defined because the associated sum
n (2.9) is finite, and if further F(g?) < oo then Z(g) is clearly a locally square-integrable (G;)-martingale
whose predictable bracket is cF(g?)t.

Now let g € £]. We write g, = (1 —11/,,)g (recall (5.1)). By what precedes Z(g,) is well defined, and also

E ((Z(gl/n 791/m)t)2) = CF((gl/n - gl/m)2)t < Ct /{ <2/ }l‘2F(dl‘)
z|<2/n

for m > n, because |g(z)| < Clz| near 0. Then the sequence Z(g1 — g1,)¢ converges in L? to a limit naturally
denoted as Z(g1):, and the process Z(g1) is a locally square—integrable (G;)-martingale. It remains to put

Z(g) = Z(g1) + Z(g1)

Step 2. Now we prove (b) when f is C! and vanishes on the interval [—2¢, 2¢] for some € > 0. We use the
notation X (), Sp, Ry, R and Q, (T, ¢) given around (5.3). We have {S, < oo} = Uy{S, =T < oo}, so if we
set U, = U, on the set {S, = T, < oo} the process

Zi= ) of' (R,
p: Sp<t
has clearly the same distribution, conditional on the o—field F, as Z(f’) given by (2.9). So the claim amounts
to the stable convergence in law, toward Z’, for the sequence of processes Z"™(f) = \/1A— (V” (f) - V(f)(”)).

On the set Q, (T, e) we have (5.4) for ¢ < T, hence also

m

~ R
Z"(fr = f(Ry + Ry —= (6.7)
p: SPSAZn[t/An] ’ ’ \/A_n

for all ¢ < T, where E;j is between R, and R, + R]'D". Since Rj — 0 and Q. (T, e) — Q, the result will easily
follow from the following property, for any integer ¢ > 1:

the random vectors (R} /v/Ay,)1<p<q converge stably in law to (oU,)1<p<q- (6.8)

We have R /\/A, = Ay 4+ A", where A7 = A?X/\/A, and A" = A}(X(e) — X¢)/\/A, on the set {S), €
((i = 1)Ay,iA,]. Observe that, since X (¢) is independent of S, the variable A" has the same law as (X () —
XA, /VAy, which goes to 0 in probability by Lemma 4.1. Hence it is enough to prove (6.8) when R is
substituted with A7.

On the other hand, the random vector (A})i<p<, is distributed, conditionally on Q, (7€), as the vector
(oUé)lgpgq, and it is clearly asymptotically independent of the process X¢, hence of the process X as well.

Then we have (6.8) and the result is proved.

Step 3. Here we prove (b) for f of class C!, and twice differentiable in a neighborhood of 0 and f”(x) = o(|z|)
as ¢ — 0. Set f, = fi,. Step 2 yields that Z™(f — f,) converges stably in law to Z((f(1 —1y))’) for any n > 0,
whereas the argument of Step 1 yields that Z((f(1 —,))) ==5 Z(f") as n — 0. Then the result follows from
the property

lim limsup P <sup |Z™(fn)e] > 5) =0, Ve>0, VT >0. (6.9)
n—0 n t<T
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We know that Z"(f,): is the sum of [¢/A,] i.i.d. variables distributed as ¢(n), = (f,(Xa.) =V (fy)a.)/VAn.
Furthermore, the assumptions on f imply that for  small enough then f, is C2. Then if we look at Step 4 of
the proof of Theorem 2.1-(i) we have f,(X) —V(f,) = A(n) + M(n) where A(n) and M (n) are associated with
fn as A and M are with f. Since E(M(n)¢) = 0, (6.9) will obviously follow from the two properties

1ir% limsup A%2E(|A(n)a,|) =0, 1ir% limsup A, *E(M(n)%, ) =0.
n— n n—

n

Now we associate the functions a; and a; with f, by (5.5) and (5.6) (use the versions for r = 2 in these
formula and note that f'(0) = 0; note also that g gy and k = k, depend on 7 here). Recalling that

E(] ) < fo s(Jom|)ds and E(M fo »)ds, it thus remains to prove that
lim limsup t_l/QHt(|an|) =0, lim limsup t_lHt(a;I) =0. (6.10)
n— t—0 n—0 {0

The assumptions on f imply that for n small enough |f}/(z)| < e,(n /A |z[) for a family &, of positive numbers
going to 0 as n — 0. Then one can checks that the functions g, and k, satisfy the following, where 5;7 — 0
asn — 0:

|90 (2, 9)| < end2(@)o1(y),  kn(z,y)? < el ¢a(x)2(y).
We deduce that, for some other family e} still going to 0 as 7 — 0, we have |a,| < ef¢1 and a; < ] ¢a.
Then (5.11) and (5.8) yield the first and the second parts of (6.10), respectively. Hence (b) is completely
proved.

Step 4. Finally we prove (c). When f = g with g(x) = 22, this is Theorem 6.1-(b) of [8]: the process Z, of
this theorem is indeed %Z” (¢'); this theorem is proved when A,, = 1/n, but the proof works equally well for
any sequence A,, — 0. Moreover a close look at that proof shows that it also ensures the stable convergence
in law of the pair (Z"(g), Z"(h)) toward (Z(g') + cv2 W', Z(h')) (for the Skorokhod topology on the set of
R2-valued cadlag functions), as soon as h is C! and vanishes around 0. Then the sums Z"(g) + Z"(h) stably
converge in law to Z(g') + ¢v/2 W’ + Z(K'). Then if f € E5 N C" the function h = f — g is as above, hence we
get the result. O

6.6. Proof of Theorem 2.7

Let us first consider the case where J' and J” are empty, so we only have components of the first type. We
can then reproduce the previous proof, with a function f which is multidimensional with components f;. When
[ (that is, all f;’s) vanishes on a neighborhood of 0, we have (6.7) with f' = (f{,---, f;) and the variables
E;" depend on j, but with the same R;" for all j. Then we deduce from (6.8) the stable convergence in law
toward Z(f') = (Z(f1), -+, Z(f})) with the same sequence U,. Next, Step 3 of the previous proof is performed
component by component, hence there is nothing to change, and the result is proved.

In a second step we consider the case where J is empty. Since the limit is then continuous, the conditions for
convergence given in Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 are componentwise, except for the second one in (4.3). Moreover for
each component these conditions are satisfied, as we have shown in the proof of Theorem 2.5. Hence the only
thing to show is the relevant extension of (6.5). To write it, we set

n

" AJPTTDRE e e ; e () (Xa,) if je.J
up(y) = =
AP if jeJ Fi(Xa, VB i jeJ.

Then we need to show that

- un)un () (E(GCH) — E(GIE(CR) — e,

n
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where ¢’ is given by (2.10). But this is a trivial consequence of (5.11), (5.13) and (5.15).

It remains to consider the general case. Let us denote Y™ (1) = (Y"™7);c; and Y™ (2) = Y™7)c sy These
two sequences converge stably in law to their limits, say (1) and Y (2). Moreover X (™) (the discretized process)
has the same jumps than Y™ (1), and converges (pointwise) to X, and all jumps of Y'(1) are jumps of X, and
Y (2) is continuous: so in fact the pairs (X, Y"(1)) and (X™,Y™(2)) converge stably in law to (X,Y (1))
and (X,Y(2)) respectively. Using once more the continuity of Y (2) we deduce the tightness of the sequence
77 = (X Y"(1), Y"(2)).

Take any subsequence Z™* which converges in law to a limit Z’ = (X', Y’(1),Y’(2)). This limit is necessarily
a Lévy process, and (X', Y'(1)) and (X’,Y”(2)) have (separately) the same laws as (X,Y (1)) and (X,Y(2)):
hence X’ and Y'(2) are independent, and Y”’(1) has no continuous Gaussian part and Y”(2) is continuous. By a
well known result on multidimensional Lévy processes, this implies that Y”/(1) and Y'(2) are also independent.
In other words the law of Z’ is the product of the laws of (X,Y (1)) and of Y'(2), and it follows that the original
sequence Z™ converges in law to the process Z = (X, Y (1), Y (2) where Y (2) is independent of (X, Y (1)).

It remains to apply once more the pointwise convergence X(™ — X plus the fact that the o field F
is o(X; : t > 0): we then deduce from the convergence of Z" to Z, that Y™ converges stably in law to
Y = (Y(1),Y(2) with Y(2) independent of (X,Y (1) and Y (1) = (Z(ff)) es, and we are done. O

7. PROOFS OF THE THEOREMS ABOUT V' (f) AND V" (f)

Proof of Theorem 3.2. (i,ii) It is obviously enough to prove the convergence of Y;* = ﬁ (V" (f)e—Ha, (f)[nt)).

Now Y;" is the sum of [nt] i.i.d. variables distributed as ¢, — E((,), with ¢, = f(Xa,)/VTn. We have
|Co| < C/VT,, — 0 and E(¢2) = T, (f)/Tn. Therefore Lemma 5.5-(a,b) implies that nE((?) converges to
F(f?) if f is as described in (i), and to F(f?)+c(mg —m3) if f € £ NC%F: the result follows from a standard
CLT.

(iii) Let f € €% and r < 1 and either ¢ > 0 or 2r ¢ I. By Lemma 5.5-(c) we have T'a, (f)/A, — oo,
hence a fortiori u, := 1/4/nCa, (f) — 0, and exactly as above it is enough to prove the convergence of
Y = u,(V"(f)e — Ha, (f)[nt], and Y;* is the sum of [nt] iid. variables distributed as ¢, — E(C,), with
Cn = unf(Xa,). We have |(,| < Cu,, — 0 and E((?) = 1/n, so we conclude as in (i).

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We can replace t by [nt]/n in the centering term of Y. Then the proof of the first
claim goes exactly as for Theorem 2.5, except that we use the usual ¢—dimensional CLT and we do not need
something like (6.6). For the last claim, we use (5.12) and (5.14). O

Proof of Theorem 3.1. (i) In all cases we deduce from Theorem 3.2—(i,ii) that

1

— (V" (/) = nHa, (DY) =

T, LV () - A Hal(f) S 0,

T A,

Then (5.8) immediately gives the result.
(ii) and (iii): the same type of arguments, based on Theorem 3.3 and (5.11) and (5.13), gives the result. O

Acknowledgements. The author whish to express his thanks to a referee who pointed out a serious mistake in a first
version of this paper and helped to improve the presentation.

REFERENCES

[1] Y. Ait-Sahalia and J. Jacod, Volatility estimators for discretely sampled Lévy processes. To appear in Annals of Statistics
(2005).

[2] T.G. Andersen, T. Bollerslev and F.X. Diebold, Parametric and nonparametric measurement of volatility, in Handbook of
Financial Econometrics, Y. Ait-Sahalia and L.P. Hansen Eds., Amsterdam: North Holland. Forthcoming (2005).



196

(3]

J. JACOD

O.E. Barndorff-Nielsen and N. Shephard, Realised power variation and stochastic volatility. Bernoulli 9 (2003) 243-265.
Correction published in pages 1109-1111.

O.E. Barndorff-Nielsen, S.E. Graversen, J. Jacod, M. Podolskij and N. Shephard, A central limit theorem for realised bipower
variations of continuous semimartingales, in From Stochastic calculus to mathematical finance, the Shiryaev Festschrift, Y.
Kabanov, R. Liptser, J. Stoyanov Eds., Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2006) 33-69.

O.E. Barndorff-Nielsen, N. Shephard and M. Winkel, Limit theorems for multipower variation in the presence of jumps. Stoch.
Processes Appl. 116 (2006) 796-806.

A.N. Borodin and I.A. Ibragimov, Limit Theorems for Functionals of Random Walks. Proceedings Staklov Inst. Math. 195,
A.M.S. (1995).

J. Jacod and A. Shiryaev, Limit Theorems for Stochastic Processes. 2nd ed., Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2003).

J. Jacod and P. Protter, Asymptotic error distributions for the Euler method for stochastic differential equations. Ann. Probab.
26 (1998) 267-307.

J. Jacod, The Euler scheme for Lévy driven stochastic differential equations: limit theorems. Ann. Probab. 32 (2004) 1830-1972.
J. Jacod, A. Jakubowski and J. Mémin, On asymptotic error in discretization of processes. Ann. Probab. 31 (2003) 592-608.
D. Lépingle, La variation d’ordre p des semimartingales. Z. fir Wahr. Th. 36 (1976) 285-316.

C. Mancini, Disentangling the jumps of the diffusion in a geometric jumping Brownian motion. Giornale dell’Instituto Italiano
degli Attuari LXIV (2001) 19-47.

J. Woerner, Power and multipower variation: inference for high frequency data, in Stochastic Finance, A.N. Shiryaev, M. do
Rosdrio Grosshino, P. Oliviera, M. Esquivel Eds., Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2006) 343-354.



