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HIGH ORDER CHAOTIC LIMITS OF WAVELET SCALOGRAMS UNDER
LONG-RANGE DEPENDENCE

M. CLAUSEL, F. ROUEFF, M. S. TAQQU, AND C. TUDOR

ABSTRACT. Let G be a non-linear function of a Gaussian process { X }icz with long-range
dependence. The resulting process {G(X¢)}iez is not Gaussian when G is not linear. We con-
sider random wavelet coeflicients associated with {G(X¢)}+cz and the corresponding wavelet
scalogram which is the average of squares of wavelet coefficients over locations. We obtain
the asymptotic behavior of the scalogram as the number of observations and the analyzing
scale tend to infinity. It is known that when G is a Hermite polynomial of any order, then
the limit is either the Gaussian or the Rosenblatt distribution, that is, the limit can be rep-
resented by a multiple Wiener-It6 integral of order one or two. We show, however, that there
are large classes of functions G which yield a higher order Hermite distribution, that is, the
limit can be represented by a a multiple Wiener-It6 integral of order greater than two. This
happens for example if GG is a linear combination of a Hermite polynomial of order 1 and a
Hermite polynomial of order g > 3. The limit in this case can be Gaussian but it can also
be a Hermite distribution of order ¢ — 1 > 2. This depends not only on the relation between
the number of observations and the scale size but also on whether ¢ is larger or smaller than
a new critical index ¢*. The convergence of the wavelet scalogram is therefore significantly
more complex than the usual one.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Denote by X = {X;}icz a centered stationary Gaussian process with unit variance and
spectral density f(A),\ € (—m, 7). Such a stochastic process is said to have short memory
or short-range dependence if f(\) is bounded around A = 0 and long memory or long-range
dependence if f(A) — oo as A — 0. We will suppose that {X;},ez has long memory with
memory parameter 0 < d < 1/2, that is,

FO) ~ X725 (A) as A= 0 (1)
where f*(\) is a bounded spectral density which is continuous and positive at the origin. This
hypothesis is semi—parametric in nature because the function f* plays the role of a “nuisance
function”. It is convenient to set

FO)=11=e 725N, A€ (] (2)

Since the process X is defined only if ffﬂ F(A)dX\ < 0o, we need to require d < %
Consider now a process {Y; }1ez, such that

(ARY), =G(Xy), teZ, (3)

for K > 0, where (AY); = Y;—Y;_1, { X, }+ez is Gaussian with spectral density f satisfying (2I)
and where G is a function such that E[G(X;)] = 0 and E[G(X;)?] < co. While the process
{Y; )4z is not necessarily stationary, its K —th difference AXY; is stationary and is the output
of a non—linear filter G with Gaussian input.
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We shall study the asymptotic behavior of the wavelet scalogram of {Y;}icz, that is, the
average of squares of its wavelet coefficients. As shown in [Flandrin [1992], |Abry and Veitch
[1998], [Veitch and Abry [1999] and Bardet [2000] in a parametric context, the normalized
limit of scalogram can be used to estimate the long memory exponent d defined in ().

Empirical studies presented in|Abry et all [2011] consider the problem of estimating d under
various types of functions G. The argument, consistent with the one in |Clausel et all [2011],
suggests that at large scales the wavelet coefficients behavior only depends on the “Hermite
rank”, which is defined below, of G. Moreover the authors develop heuristical arguments to
deduce the asymptotic behavior of wavelet-based regression estimator of d. We provide here
a theoretical analysis in a semi—parametric setting for a large class of functions G. We will
show that, as j goes to infinity, there is a delicate interplay between the scale v; (typically
27) and the number of wavelet coefficients n; and that the “reduction theorem” (see below)
applies only when v, is much greater than n;.

In the semi—parametric context, the case where the function G is linear was firstly con-
sidered in Moulines et all [2007] and the case where G is a Hermite polynomial of arbitrary
order was studied in |[Clausel et al. [2013]. The case where G(X}) is the so—called “Rosenblatt
process” was studied by [Bardet and Tudor [2010] (see also [Tudor [2013]) and is somewhat
analogous to the one where G is the second Hermite polynomial. Our goal is to show that for
more complicated functions G, one can obtain new types of limits.

We have referred to Hermite polynomials a number of times. This is because they form a
basis for the space of functions G and thus appear naturally in our setting. Since the function
G satisfies E[G(X)] = 0 and E[G(X)?] < oo for X ~ N(0,1), G(X) can be expanded in

Hermite polynomials, that is,
o0

ax) =Y “H,X). (4)

q
g=1 ¢

One sometimes refer to (@) as an expansion in Wiener chaos. The convergence of the infinite
sum (@) is in L%(Q),

g =E[G(X)Hy(X)], q¢=1, (5)
and
Hfa) = (1167 0 (%) |

are the Hermite polynomials. These Hermite polynomials satisfy Ho(z) = 1, Hy(z) = =, He(x) =
22 — 1 and one has
1

B{H, (), (X)) = [ Hy(a)Hy(2) =
Observe that the expansion (4) starts at ¢ = 1, since
co = E[G(X)Ho(X)] = E[G(X)] =0, (6)

by assumption. Denote by qg > 1 the Hermite rank of GG, namely the index of the first
non—zero coefficient in the expansion (). Formally, qo is such that

o2y = q!l{q:q/} .

go =min{qg > 1, ¢q # 0} . (7)
One has then

+oo 2

> q—‘{ = E[G(X)}] < . (8)

9=q0
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We will focus on the wavelet coefficients of the sequence {Y;}icz in @B)). Since {Y;}iez is
random so will be its wavelet coefficients which we denote by {W;, j > 0, k € Z}, where j
indicates the scale index and k the location. These wavelet coefficients are defined by

Wik =Y hj(yk — 1)y, (9)

teZ

where ; 1T 0o as j 1 oo is a sequence of non-negative decimation factors applied at scale
index j, for example v; = 2/ and h; is a filter whose properties are listed in Appendix
We follow the engineering convention where large values of j correspond to large scales. Our
goal is to find the distribution of the empirical quadratic mean of these wavelet coefficients
at large scales j — oo, that is, the asymptotic behavior of the wavelet scalogram

n;—1

1
Snj,j = Z W]%k ) (10)

n
J k=0

adequately centered and normalized as the scale v; and the number of wavelets coefficients
n; available at scale index j both tend to infinity.
The reduction theorem of [Taqqu [1975] states that if G(X;) is long—range dependent then

the limit in the sense of finite-dimensional distributions of z,[:fl G(X}) adequately normal-
ized, depends on the first term in the Hermite expansion of G. In other words, there exist
normalization factors a,, — oo as n — oo such that

[nt] [nt]
L Y G(Xy)  and ! Z a0 U Hyp (X0)

a a
no_1 n

have the same non—degenerate limit as n — oo.

We are interested here, however, in the asymptotic behavior of the wavelet scalogram Sy, ;
in (I0). We want to find exponents a > 0 and v > 0 such that as the number of wavelet
coefficients n; and the scale 7; tend to oo,

{n5v;"Sn; o jtusu € L}, (11)

tends, after centering, to a limit in the sense of the finite—dimensional distributions in the scale
increment u. This is a necessary and important step in developing methods for estimating
the underlying long memory parameter.

The limit of the sequence Sy, ; will be related to the so-called Hermite process. The
Hermite process is a self-similar stochastic process, with stationary increments and long range
dependence. The Hermite process of order ¢ lives in the qth Wiener chaos, that is, it can be
written as an iterated multiple integral of order g with respect to white noise. We refer to
Definition 2.1 below for the precise representation.

We will see that, in the scalogram setting, the reduction theorem mentioned above does
not always apply. For example if G(X;) = H1(X;) + Hy, (Xt), ¢1 > 3 then the Hermite rank
is go = 1. But the limit of the normalized scalogram is not necessarily the same as that of
Hy(X;) = X;. This is essentially due to the fact that the scalogram involves squares and, in
addition, depends on two parameters j and n; which both tend to co.

In (Clausel et al! [2013], the case

G(Xy) = Hy(Xy), ¢>2,
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was studied and it was shown that in this case the limit is a Rosenblatt process (see Defi-
nition 2.I)). In the present paper we study other classes of functions G for which different
Hermite processes appear in the limit. For example, for the process

G(Xy) = Hi(Xy) + Hyy (Xy), @1 >3,

considered above, the limit of ({I]) may be either Gaussian, a Hermite process of order ¢; — 1
or a Rosenblatt process depending on the specific circumstances. We will show the existence
of a critical index ¢ and of critical exponents v, such that when ¢; < ¢, then :

e the limit is Gaussian if nj < 77,

e the limit is a Hermite process of order ¢; — 1 if 7] < n; < v} ",

e the limit is a Rosenblatt process if ’y;-’/ < nj,
where a; < b; means that a; = o(b;) as j — oc.

We will also study interesting cases where the function G has a Hermite rank greater than
two.

The paper is organized as follows. Long range-dependence and the multidimensional
wavelet scalogram are introduced in Section 2l The main results are stated and illustrated
in Section Bl The chaos decomposition of the scalogram is given in Section [l The study of
the leading terms is done in Sections [5l and [6l The proofs of the main theorems are given in
Section [[l while Section [§ contains some technical lemmas. Basic facts about the Wiener chaos
are gathered in Appendix [Bl and Appendix [C] lists the assumptions on the wavelet filters.

2. LONG—RANGE DEPENDENCE AND THE MULTIDIMENSIONAL WAVELET SCALOGRAM

The Gaussian sequence X = {X;}ez with spectral density (2]) is long-range dependent
because d > 0 and hence its spectrum explodes at A = 0. Whether {H,(X;)}iez is also
long-range dependent depends on the respective values of ¢ and d. We show in |Clausel et al.
[2011], that the spectral density of {H,(X;)}iez behaves like |A|720+(@) as X\ — 0, where

+(q) = max(6(¢),0) and 6&(q) =qd—(¢—1)/2. (12)

Hence ¢4 (q) is the memory parameter of {H,(X;)}iez. Therefore, since 0 < d < 1/2,
{H,(X¢)}tez, ¢ > 1, is long-range dependent if and only if

0(q) >0« (1/2)(1 —-1/q) <d < 1/2, (13)
that is, d must be sufficiently close to 1/2. Specifically, for long-range dependence,
g=1=d>0, ¢g=2=d>1/4, ¢q=3=d>1/3, ¢q=4=d>3/8. (14)
From another perspective,
0(q) >0<=1<¢g<1/(1-2d), (15)

and thus {H,(X¢)}ez is short-range dependent if ¢ > 1/(1 — 2d).
We shall suppose that the Hermite rank of G is g¢p > 1, that is the expansion of G(X})
starts at gop. We always assume that {H,, (X¢)}+cz has long memory, that is,

o < 1/(1—2d) . (16)

The condition (I8]), with gy defined as the Hermite rank (7)), ensures such that {AKY },c7 =
{G(X¢) hez is long-range dependent (see (Clausel et al! [2011], Lemma 4.1). We are mainly
interested in the asymptotic behavior of the scalogram S, ;, defined by (I0) as n; — oo
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(large sample behavior) and j — oo (large scale behavior). More precisely, we will study the
asymptotic behavior of the sequence
Njtu—l
¥l 2 2
Snjruitu = St — E(Sn o j+u) = P~ Yo Whw —EWPLp) . (17
I k=0
adequately normalized as j,n; — oo.

There are two perspectives. One can consider, as in |Clausel et all [2011], that the wavelet
coefficients W, ;. are processes indexed by u taking a finite number of values. A second
perspective consists in replacing instead the filter 2; in (@) by a multidimensional filter hy ;, ¢ =
1,---,m and thus replacing W;; in (@) by

Wik = Z he,j(vik — )Yy .
teZ

We adopted this second perspective in |Clausel et al. [2013] and we also adopt it here since it
allows us to compare our results to those obtained in Roueff and Tagqu [2009] in the Gaussian
case.

We use bold faced symbols W ;, and h; to emphasize the multivariate setting and let

h] - {hf,j7 = 17 e 7m}7 W],k - {Wf,j,ku = 17 e 7m} ’
with
Wik =Y hi(yk—t)Yi=> hj(y;k—t)A™"G(Xy), j >0k e Z. (18)
tez 2/
We then will study the asymptotic behavior of the sequence

B 1 n;—1
Snyi=— > (Wi, —E[W3,]) , (19)

nj
k=0
adequately normalized as j — oo, where, by convention, in this paper,
W, ={W7 =1, ,m}. (20)
The squared Euclidean norm of a vector x = [x1,...,7,,]7 will be denoted by |x|?> = 2% +
o tad, B
It turns out that the asymptotic behavior of S, ; depends on how the subsequence of Her-

mite coefficients ¢,, ¢ > 1 which are non-vanishing is distributed. We denote this subsequence
by {cq, }eer where L is a sequence of consecutive integers starting at 0,

£C{0,1,2,...}, (21)
with same cardinality as the set of non-vanishing coefficients, and (g¢)ec . is a (finite of infinite)
increasing sequence of integers such that

go = index of the first non—zero coefficient c,,
g¢ = index of the (¢ 4 1)th non-zero coefficient, ¢>1.

Examples
1) If

G(Xt) = ClHl(Xt) + %Hg(Xt) s

where ¢; # 0, c2 =0, c3 #0, ¢g =0 for ¢ > 4, then g9 =1, ¢y = 3 and £ = {0, 1}.
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2) If
c c c
G(X;) = 2—2'H2(Xt) + 3—?"H3(Xt) + ﬁH4(Xt) :
where c; =0, c2 #0, c3 #0, c4 #0, ¢ =0 for ¢ > 5, then ¢o =2, ¢1 =3, ¢ =4 and

£=10,1,2}.
3) 1f
> C
G(X) =) q—‘{Hq(Xt) ;
g=1"

where ¢, #0 for ¢ > 1thengo=1,¢1 =2,...,and £L=1{0,1,2,--- }.
4) If
c
G(Xy) = ﬁqu(Xt) 7

where ¢4, # 0 and ¢, = 0 for ¢ # qo, then £ = {0}.

While ¢ is always equal to 0 (see (@))), the assumption (7)) ensures that ¢4, # 0 and hence
that £ always contains the index 0, so that £ is never empty. In particular, we may write

c
(AFY) =G(X) = ﬁqu(Xt), te’, (22)
lel
where, if £ is infinite, the sum converges in the L? sense.
We set
I:{€€£:€+1€£,q5+1—(u:1}, (23)
J = {(@1,@2) S ,C2 : 61 < 62, qe, 75 1 and qe, — qey > 2} s (24)

that is, ¢/ and ¢y take consecutive values when ¢ € I and ¢, and gy, differ by two or more
when (¢1,02) € J. The structure of these two sets is particulary important. The set I could
be empty (there are no consecutive values of g¢) or not empty. Then we set

to = {min([) >0, when [ is not empty , (25)

0, when [ is empty .
When ¢y is finite (that is, I is not empty), gy, is the smallest index ¢ such that two Hermite
coefficients ¢y, cg41 are non-—zero. It will be involved in the normalization. We define, in
addition,
mo =min({{ € L, g0 > 3}) >0. (26)
Thus g, is the smallest index ¢ such that ¢, is non-zero with ¢ > 3.
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Examples
1) If
C2 C4
G(Xt) = ClHl(Xt) + §H2(Xt) + EH4(X¢) s

where ¢; # 0, cg # 0, c3 = 0,¢4 # 0,¢4 = 0 for ¢ > 5 then £ = {0,1,2}, I = {1},
f(] = 1, mo = 4 and J = {(2,4)}.
2) If
c c c
G(Xy) = 5rHa(X0) + 5 Ha(X) + 7 Ha(Xo)
where ¢; =0, cg #0, c3 #0, ¢4 # 0, ¢g = 0 for ¢ > 5, then £ = {0,1,2}, I = {2,3},
lp=2,myg=3and J ={(2,4)}.
3) If
G(Xy) = ClHl(Xt) =Xy,
where ¢; # 0 and ¢, = 0 for ¢ > 2, then £ = {0} and both I and J are empty.

We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the normalized scalogram §nj ,j defined
in (I9). This behavior depends on the sets J and I. These sets affect both the rate of
convergence and the limit distribution of the rescaled sequence. The limit (see Section B]) will
be expressed in terms of the Hermite processes which are defined as follows :

Definition 2.1. The Hermite process of order q and index

(1/2)1—1/q) <d<1/2, (27)
is the continuous time process
" giur+Fug)t _ 1 4 s -
Zyalt) = /R oy el AT ) AW () € R (28)

It is Gaussian and called Fractional Brownian Motion when ¢ = 1 and 0 < d < 1/2. 1t is
non Gaussian and called Rosenblatt process when ¢ = 2 and 1/4 < d < 1/2. The marginal
distribution of Zg q(t) at t = 1 is called the Hermite distribution of index q. It is called a
Rosenblatt distribution when q = 2.

The multiple integral (28)) is defined in Appendix [Bl The symbol fﬂgq indicates that one
does not integrate on the diagonal u; = u;, j # i¢. The integral is well-defined when (27))
holds or equivalently when,

1<g<1/(1-2d),
because then it has finite L2 norm. This process is self-similar with self-similarity parameter
H=dq+1-q/2=46(q)+1/2 € (1/2,1),

that is for all a > 0, {Z,4(at)}ier and {aZ, 4(t)}1cr have the same finite dimensional
distributions, see [Taqqu [1979].

3. MAIN RESULTS

We shall now state the main results and discuss them. They are proved in the following
sections. We start with the assumptions

Assumptions A {W;, j > 1,k € Z} are the multidimensional wavelet coefficients defined
by (I8]) , where
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(i) {Xi}iez is a stationary Gaussian process with mean 0, variance 1 and spectral density
f satistying (2)).

(ii) G is a real-valued function whose Hermite expansion (4]) satisfies condition (I6l),
namely ¢o < 1/(1 — 2d), and whose coefficients in Hermite expansion satisfy the
following condition : for any A > 0,

cg =0((gN%e ™) asq— oo. (29)

(iii) the wavelet filters (h;);>1 and their asymptotic Fourier transform ho. satisfy
with M vanishing moments. See details in Appendix [Cl
We shall focus on the asymptotic behavior of the scalogram for two basic classes of functions
G.

e The first class involves functions G with Hermite rank greater or equal to 2 and with
two consecutive terms in the Hermite expansion, both of which having long-range
dependence. The result is stated in Theorem [B.11

e The second class involves functions G with Hermite rank equal to 1 with no two
consecutive terms with long-range dependence. The results are stated in Theorems[3.3]
and

Other classes are left for future work.

3.1. G has a Hermite rank greater or equal to 2. Consider functions G of the form

C2 Cqy Cqpy+1
G(a;) = §H2($) + -+ Qg—OO!quO (a:) + quloJ,-l(m) + -
where ¢; = 0. Some of the ¢;, ¢ > 2 may be zero as well. More precisely assume that
q0 > 2 ; (30)

that is, that the Hermite rank of G is 2 or more. Also assume that (a) there exists two
consecutive terms and that (b) both are long range dependent. Assumption (a) implies that
the set I in (23) is not empty. Since the index gg, (see ([25])) of the first of these two consecutive
terms could be gp > 2, we have gy, > 2. The index of the second of these consecutive terms
is qg, + 1 > 3. Assumption (b) will be satisfied if this second term is long-range dependent,
that is

qz0+1<1/(1—2d), (31)
by (I5]). We note that this situation implies the following boundaries for the parameter d:
1/3<d<1/2,
as indicated in (27)).
Set
v=2q,+1—2q. (32)

The following theorem provides the limit of (I9) for two different cases, depending on
whether the limit of nj_lfy}’ when j — 400 is null or infinite. It involves K > 0 defined
in @), qo in (@), d(q) is defined in ([d2), ¢y in ([25]). The integer M is the number of vanishing
moments of the wavelet filters and appears in Appendix

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that Assumptions A hold with M > K + 6(qp). Suppose moreover
that the Hermite expansion of G satisfies (30) and (31).
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Then two limits in distribution of the centered multidimensional scalogram §n,j in (19),
suttably normalized, are possible. They involve the Hermite processes in Definition 2.1 evalu-
ated at timet =1. T hf coefficients involve £y and the multidimensional deterministic vector
L,, whose entries [Lq(hyo0)]¢=1,....m are defined as

o |E€oo(u1+"'+UQ)|2 . —2d
Lo(hy o) = ’ [T il > dus - -~ du, .
alheco) /Rq lug + -+ a4 ! " " %

which is finite for any ¢ < 1/(1 —2d). Then
(a) If n; < 7; then, as j,nj — oo,

1-2d_—206(q0)+K)g (&) &
(e P Snjj — % [f*(0)%Lgy—1] Z2,4(1) -

7 (q0—1)
(b) If v < nj then, as j,n; — oo,
(1=2d)/2_ ~(0aeg)+3(aeg +D)+2H)g (L) ZquOquOH £7(0)10+1/2 Lg,, | Z1,a(1) .

n '7j
! ! ! qr!
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Remarks.

1. Using (I38]) with M > K and « > 1/2, the integral in (B3] is finite for any positive
integer ¢ < 1/(1 — 2d), see Lemma 5.1 in |(Clausel et all [2011]. Thus, under Condi-
tions (B0) and (31, the vectors Ly, and L% appearing in the limits of Cases @
and have finite entries.

2. In case @, the limit is a deterministic vector times the non-Gaussian Rosenblatt
random variable Z; 4(1), that is, the Rosenblatt process Z 4(t) defined in (28) and
evaluated at time ¢t = 1. In case @, the limit is a deterministic vector times the
Gaussian random variable Z; 4(1), that is, Fractional Brownian motion Z; 4(t) defined
in (28)) and evaluated at time ¢t = 1.

3. In the case where n; ~ Cpyy as j — oo for some Cj > 0, the scalogram is asymptoti-
cally a linear combination of a Rosenblatt and a Gaussian variable. Indeed, using the
results of Section [6, one can see that the scalogram is the sum of two terms having
the same order, both converging in the L? sense respectively to a Rosenblatt and a
Gaussian variable.

Proof. This theorem is proved in Section [7.1] d

In the framework of wavelet analysis as in [Moulines et all [2007], we have v; = 27 and the
number n = n; of wavelet coefficients available at scale index j, is related both to the number

N of observations Y7,---, Yy of the time series Y and to the length T of the support of the
analyzing wavelet. More precisely, one has (see Moulines et al! [2007] for more details),
nj=27(N-T+1)-T+1]=2"7N+0(1), (34)

where [z] denotes the integer part of « for any real z. Note that the assumption n; — oo
when j — oo is equivalent to N — oo faster than 27. Moreover, for any v > 0,

nj <2V &= 279N <« 2V = N <« 220*) when N — oo . (35)

Examples. We now illustrate Theorem [B.1] through three examples :
(i) G = Hy, with go > 2.
(i) G = Hyy + Hgo1 with g > 2, go +1 <1/(1 — 2d).
(iil) G = Hyy + Hyyr1 + Hy, with go > 2, qo+ 1 < 1/(1 — 2d) and with ¢; — (g + 1) > 2,
that is, J = {(g0 +1,q1)}-
In all cases, the integer qg denotes the Hermite rank of G.
Let us elaborate on the conditions on d and the resulting limits for these examples. For
simplicity, we assume that the scalogram S, ; is univariate.

Example @ When G = Hy, with g9 > 2, I and J are both empty. Since I is empty
one can regard {y and consequently gy, and v as infinity, which suggests that we are in
case @ independently of the growths of n; versus v, as j — oco. The asymptotic behavior
of the scalogram of this example is treated by Theorem 3.1 in|Clausel et al! [2013] under the
condition gy < 1/(1 —2d). Indeed, the obtained rate of convergence is the same as in case (a)
of Theorem B.1] and the limit is also Rosenblatt. This also corresponds to the limit obtained
by Bardet and Tudor in the case where Y itself is the Rosenblatt process (see Theorem 4
of Bardet and Tudor [2010]).

Example Suppose G = Hg, + Hgyy41, with g9 > 2 and g9 +1 < 1/(1 — 2d). Then
J is empty and I = {qo}. The Hermite rank of G is gp and thus coincides with g;,. As a
consequence, by ([B2), v = 1. Let us use Eq. (35) to relate the asymptotic behavior to the
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number of observation N and the analyzing scale index j. Since v = 1, we get that the
asymptotic behavior of the scalogram S, ; depends on whether, as j, N — oo,

N« 2% orif 2% <« N .

Let us explain how these two regimes show up in the limit. The wavelet coefficients of Y can
be expanded as follows
_ 7o) (qo+1)
Wik =W + Wi,

where Wﬁo), W;iﬁl)

)

belong respectively to the chaos of order gg and go + 1. Then,
1 1

Wi, = (W1 4+ e V2) + (2w wietD) |

The term [Wj(ﬁf)P behaves as in the case G = H,, and is asymptotically Rosenblatt as

proved in [Clausel et all [2013]. The term [Wj(ﬁfﬂ)]Q is asymptotically negligible as proved in

Proposition 5.l The term W].(ECO)W].(ECOH), on the other hand, turns out to be asymptotically
Gaussian. The asymptotic behavior of the scalogram then depends on whether the Rosenblatt
term or the Gaussian term is leading. This depends on the limit of N/2%. Hence, both limits
stated in Theorem [B.I] may occur:

e If 2727 N — 0, the term corresponding to [W]-(%O)P is leading and the scalogram S, ;
of Y is asymptotically Rosenblatt.
o If 272N — o0, the terms corresponding to W.(?QO)W].(?QOH) are leading and the scalo-

J
gram Sy ; of Y is asymptotically Gaussian.

Example |(iii)l Suppose G = Hy, + Hyy+1 + Hy with g0 > 2, g0 +1 < 1/(1 — 2d) and
¢1— (g +1) > 2. Then I = {qo}, J = {(90,91), (g0 + 1,q1)}. Observe that in this case, J
is not involved in the limit of Sy, ; and the behavior of the scalogram is similar to that of
Example Thus, the two limits of Theorem Bl may occur.

3.2. The Hermite rank of G equals 1. Here we assume that
w=1¢<1/(1-2d) and {)=o0. (36)

In particular, ¢p = oo implies ¢1 > qo + 2 = 3 and thus this condition implies d > 1/3, thus
d € (1/3,1/2). By definition of ¢y in (25)), the last condition in (36]) means that there are no
terms with consecutive indices in the Hermite expansion. Thus

C C
G =ciHy+ 5 Hy + 5 Hg, + -
a1 g2

where for any £ € L, qs11 —q¢ > 2. In this case the following critical index plays an important

role :
N 1

=24 —.
N =2% 50 2 2a)
It will also be useful to relate the number of available wavelet coeflicients n = n; to 7 where
v takes the following three values :

(1 —2d)(q1 — 1) L2 {31:;, if g1 >3

(37)

1%} (38)

1o 2d)(q—1) T 2d—1)2 o  ifqg=3.

As shown in the following lemma, the relations between 14,5 and v3 depend on whether
q1 < (qjorqr=>qj:



HIGHER ORDER CHAOTIC LIMITS OF WAVELETS SCALOGRAMS 13

Lemma 3.2.
o Ifq1 < qj then vy <1y <ws.
o If g1 > qf then vs < vy < vy (in particular we have v3 < 00).

Proof. First observe that

(1 —2d)(q1 — 1) (1 —2d)(q1 — 1) 1

= = = 2d--<1-(1-2d)(q1 -1
= 1—(1—2d)(f11—1)<y2 2d —1/2 2 < ( )@ —1)

— 1 1_(2d_%)—*
WEIT T T

Now, if g1 > 3 then
(1 =2d)(q1 — 1) ! 2d — 1 2d—-§
Vo = 20— 1/2 <u3_q1_3<:>q1 3<1_2d<:>q1<3+1_2d—q1,

and, since g > 3, the case ¢; = 3 can only happen for ¢ < ¢}, and yields 1, < oo =v3. [

The next theorems indicate the limits in the various cases. We first consider the case where
q1 is lower than the critical index gj.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Assumptions A hold with M > K+d. Suppose moreover that the
Hermite expansion of G satisfies (36)) and assume that q1 < qi, where g7 is defined in (57).
Then three limits of the multidimensional scalogram Sy, j in (I3), suitably normalized, are
possible :
(a) If nj < ' then as j,nj — oo,
1/2 —(2d+2K)g (L)
”j/ V5 ( )Snm‘ = G N(0,T),
where I' is defined as
2
L = 4m(f*(0))? / > Ix+ 2pr | T2EFD [y i o)A+ 2pm)| AN, 1< <m. (39)
T pez

(b) If’y}’l <K n; and either v3 = 00 or n; K 7;3 then as j,nj — oo

(1-26(q1—-1))/2_—(28(LF)+2K) g (L) 2ci¢q
n; " mid 7 g = 1)1
(¢) If v3 < 0o and v;* < nj then as j,n; — oo,

L5 (0)] @ TI2Ly Z,, 1 4(1)

_ c?
nj 2y @S, & ﬁ [fH(0)]" Lg—1 Z2,a(1) -
Remark 3.4. In case the limit is a deterministic vector times the non-Gaussian Rosen-
blatt random variable Z3 4(1). In case the limit is a deterministic vector times a Hermite
random variable of order g1 — 1 > 3 — 1 = 2, which can be represented by a multiple Wiener
integral of order 3 or more (see Definition 2.1).

In the case where n; ~ 00’7;-/ 3 as j — oo for some Cy > 0, the scalogram is asymptotically a
linear combination of a Rosenblatt and a Hermite random variable. This is because, up to an
equality in distribution, it is the sum of two terms both converging in L? after normalization
(see Section [B6). On the other hand if n; ~ Cofy;-'l as j — oo for some Cy > 0, the situation
is complicated. This is because the scalogram is the sum of two terms of same order, one



14 M. CLAUSEL, F. ROUEFF, M. S. TAQQU, AND C. TUDOR

converging in L? to a Hermite random variable, the other converging only in law to a Gaussian
random variable.

Proof. This theorem is proved in Section O
We now consider the case where ¢ is greater than the critical exponent ¢j.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that Assumptions A hold with M > K+d. Suppose moreover that the
Hermite expansion of G satisfies (36) and assume that q1 > ¢}, where qf is defined in (37).

Then two limits of the multidimensional scalogram S, ; in (19), suitably normalized, are
possible :

(a) If nj < then as j,nj — oo,
—(2d+2K )= L
n;/zvj (2d+2 )Snj,j “ ANO,T),
where I' is as in Theorem (a).
(b) If v;* < nj then as j,n; — oo,
2
1-2d, —206(a)+K)g L) “aq * ()14
np T Snj ] L7 (0)]* Lig—1 Z2,4(1) -

Remark 3.6. As in the case of Theorem B.3] the case where n; ~ Cofy;»/2 as j — 00, seems
quite complicated to deal with.

Proof. This theorem is proved in Section O

Example. We now illustrate Theorem and Our setting is still that of Moulines et al.
[2007] as above.
The memory parameter d is assumed to belong to (3/8,1/2). Consider the case where

G:Hl—l-qu,

with 3 < ¢1 < 1/(1 — 2d). We will prove in the sequel that the wavelet coefficients of Y can
be expanded as
VVj7 = W](jc) + Wj(il) ,
where Wﬁ) is Gaussian and Wj(‘ﬁ) belongs to the chaos of order ¢;. Then,
1 1
WJZJC = [Wj(,k)]2 + [Wj(gfl)]2 + 2W](,k) Wj(gfl) :

The empirical mean of the terms [W]-(QP behaves as in the Gaussian case and is asymptotically

Gaussian. The empirical mean of the terms [W]-(?;)P behaves as in the case G = H,, with

q1 > 2 and is asymptotically Rosenblatt. Finally the empirical mean of the terms 2Wj(}2 W;il)
belongs to the chaos of order ¢ — 1 > 2. The asymptotic behavior of the scalogram then
depends on which of the three terms is leading.

To see what happens, let N be as before the number of observations and assume that
vj =27, Let nj ~ N277 as j — oo as in (34). Distinguish two cases : ¢1 < ¢} and ¢1 > ¢}
where ¢7 is defined in (B7).

If g1 < ¢f, the three possibilities stated in Theorem [B.3] can occur :

o if 277FDN — 0 as N,j — 0o, then the term corresponding to [W].(QP is leading
and the scalogram Sy, ; of the process {Y; }4cz is asymptotically Gaussian (case .



HIGHER ORDER CHAOTIC LIMITS OF WAVELETS SCALOGRAMS 15

o if 277N 5 50 and 279tV N — 0 as N,j — oo, then the term corresponding
to 2W(1)W(QI) is leading and the scalogram Sn;.j of {Y;} belongs asymptotically to
the chaos of order g1 — 1> 2 (case|(b

o if 277FTUN 5 50 as N, j — oo, then the term corresponding to [Wj(ff)]z with g1 > 3
is leading and the scalogram S, ; of {Y;} is asymptotically Rosenblatt (case .

If we now assume that ¢; > ¢}, we are in the setting of Theorem and the term corre-
sponding to 2Wj(;) Wj(g;) is always negligible. Then only two different situations can occur :

o if 277(2FDN — 0 as N,j — oo, then the term corresponding to [W}?P is leading
and the scalogram Sy, ; of {Y;} is asymptotically Gaussian (case

o if 2772+t N — o0 as N,j — oo, then the term corresponding to [W(‘h)] is leading
and the scalogram Sy, ; of {Y;} is asymptotically Rosenblatt (case [‘D]i

4. THE BASIC DECOMPOSITION

Our goal is to investigate the asymptotic behavior of §nj j as defined in (I9) when j — +o0.
As in|Clausel et al) [2013], our main tool will be the Wiener-1t6 chaos expansion of §nj ,j which

involves multiple stochastic integrals fq, q=1,2,.... These are defined in Appendix[Bl In this
case, the situation is more complex than in the case G = H, since as proved in |Clausel et al.
[2011], the wavelet coefficients W i, defined in (I§), admit an expansion into Wiener chaos
as follows :

C
W= w9, (40)

where Wg.q,z is a multiple integral of order ¢q. Then, using the same convention as in (20)), we

have
o] 2
Wi,k:Z(%> (W) +2ZZ% A (41)

g=1 q¢'=2q=1
where the convergence of the infinite sums hold in L!(£2) sense.

Each Wg.q,z is a multiple integral of order ¢ of some multidimensional kernel fﬁg, that is

wil) = T,(£7) . (42)

(
J
Now, using the product formula for multiple stochastic integrals (I31]), one gets, as shown in
Proposition that, for any (n,j) € N2,

n—1
— 1
Sn,j = - Z W3, —E[W35
k=0
00 c 2 q—1 )
— q qq,p
->2(3) v ( ) sl

q=1

[ele] q/_l /
Cq Cg' a\(q (¢,4',p)
2> S as s (7)(7) s ()

q'=2q=1 p=0
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", Sgg’fl’p) is of the form

where, for all ¢,¢’ > 1 and 0 < p < min(q, ¢

S(q 7p) _ q+q 2p(gflqdq 7p)) (44)

(qq 7p)_

We call ¢ + ¢’ — 2p the order of the summand S, For any n,j,q,q,p, the function

g,&q;] ) (), &= (&1, Eqrq—2p) € RITY 2P ig deﬁned for every p,q,q as

1 n—
£ = 15 (195,00 (45)

k=0

where the operation ®,, is defined in ([I32)) for each entry. The expansion in Wiener chaos of
S,,,; implies that

Sy = st 420 4 sl 5 4 50

n,g ?

(46)
with

q—1
- e

LeL, qp#1
(a0 (46 o )
(1 o ‘Hl Qe2 [ 46 2 qeq 5905 5P
x =2 Z R p.(p)(p)Sn’j , (48)
(1,62) LT AR2t p=0
cic ! 1
20— Y Y Zp!< > <q£> shap)
teLiisme 1 p=0 \P/\P
_ C1Cqp (1,q¢,0) C1Cq, (1,q¢,1)
=2 2 ( qe! Sy (qe — 1)!Sn’j > 7 (49)
LeL £>mg

3 Cqp  Cqptl CM+1 Qe+,
=2 ke ,Z S (50)
ver ¢ Mae+1)

The sets £, I and J are defined in (IZ[I), 23) and (24) respectively and the index my,
defined in (26), is such that g, > 3.

Let us comment on the decomposition ([6]). The sum X,

(0)

».; contains terms of the form S(q ap)
that is multiple integrals of order 2(¢ — p). Then this sum, after subtracting its expectatlon

has only summands of order 2,4,6,... in the Wiener chaos.

The sum E( ) contains multiple mtegrals of orders g+¢ —2p withq#1,¢ #1,p<qA{
)

and |¢—¢'| > 2. That means that all the summands in 227 ; are of order greater than or equal

to 2.
The sum E( ) contains multiple integrals of orders g+ ¢’ —2p with ¢ = 1, ¢ > ¢, > 3 and

=0or 1. All the summands in E( ) are then of order greater than or equal to ¢, —1 > 2.

The last sum E( ) contains terms Of the form S'¢ ]q+1 P that is multiple integrals of order
g+(q+1)—2p= 2q +1—2p. When p=gq, g+ 14 ¢q—2q = 1, thus one can have components
in the first Wiener chaos, that is Gaussian terms.
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We will see that Zgg» + ES; will converge to a non-Gaussian limit, more precisely to a

random variable in the second Wiener chaos. The sum Egz will also converge to a non-
Gaussian limit, more precisely to a random variable in the Wiener chaos of order ¢, — 1.

Finally Z( ) will tend to a Gaussian limit.
Remark 4.1. It is the presence of Z( ). which creates the possibility of having as limit a
multiple integral of order greater than 2 Thus, starting with a process

G(Xy) = Hi(Xy) + Hg, (Xe)

with ¢; > 4, then ¢, = ¢1 and one may obtain as limit of the scalogram a Hermite process
of order ¢ — 1 > 3.

Let us formalize the above decomposition of S,, ; and give a more explicit expression for

the function gs,]g',p ) in (@5). The next proposition is a generalization of Proposition 6.1
of |[Clausel et all [2013].

Proposition 4.2. For all j, {W 1}rez is a weakly stationary sequence. Moreover, for any
(n,j) € N2, S, can be expressed as ([{3) where the infinite sums converge in the L'(2) sense.

The function g(q 4 ’p)(g), €= (€1, Eqrq—ap) ERITI= in (7). equals
g 7O = Daly{ér -+ &2} x T (VI o) (60)]

(0 (51)
X K G+ +&p Sgpr1 T F 5q+q’—2p) :
Here f denotes the spectral density of the underlying Gaussian process X and
1~ 1 — in
D _ = iku _ i 52
0= e = (52

denotes the normalized Dirichlet kernel. Finally, for £1,& € R, if p # 0,

R§p)(€1,§2)=/(mr (Hf ) a4+ 0y — &) AP, (53)

and, if p=0,

AP (€1,6) = b5 (e)h M (&) (54)

Notation. To simplify the notatlon, for any mteger pand qi,...,q, € Z4 we shall denote by
Yq1,.qp, the COT T8 — CP function defined, for all y = (y1,...,Ygq 4 tq,) € CHT TP by

q1 q1+q2 q1+-+qp
Xar,ay (Y E Yi E Yis s E vi | - (55)
= i=q1+1 1=q1++qp—1+1

Note that, for p = 1, one simply has Zq(y) =y +- -+ yg
With this notation, (44) and (53]) become respectively

S(q ap) _ 2 (D 0 Zyrar—ap(i X \/’1( ) ®(a+d'—2p) ;%gp) o Eq_pg,_p) :

RP(€1,6) = /(_W ] £EP ) B (2,00 + €)h (S,(0) — &) dPA i p £ 0, (57)

) )p
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where o denotes the composition of functions, A = (A,---,\,) and fEP(A) = fF(A1) -+ f(\p)
is written as a tensor product.

Proof of Proposition [{.2 For sake of simplicity we can assume that W is a vector of length
m = 1 since the case m > 2 can be deduced by applying the case m = 1 to each entries. We
must give an expansion in Wiener chaos of the one dimensional scalogram S, ; — E(S, ;) in
our setting. Using (IQ), (#1), (42)) and the product formula (I31]) of Proposition [B1], we have
as in Proposition 6.1 of |Clausel et al. [2013]

Z cch ( >< ) q+q'~2p (ggﬁq/’p)) ) (58)

q,9'= 1

where

n—1
i = 15 s
k=
By [I30), ’
119(6) = expoSy(iky;€) (A 0 34(6)) (£29(€)) * 17, (€) € € RY. (59)
Ifg+q¢ —2p#0,let &= (&, ,&grq—2p)- As inClausel et all [2013] using (I32]), we get
that gfﬁ}ql’p ) is a function with q + ¢ — 2p variables given by

n—1

gffaq UD)( Z exp 0Xg4q/—2p(1k7;€) \/_1( ) ®Q+ql_2p(£) X k\§'p) © Xg—pa—p(8) -
k 0

The Dirichlet kernel D,, appears when one computes the sum %Ez;é exp oY g —op(ikv;€).
This implies the formula (&1)).

In addition, the chaos of order zero appears in the expression (58]) of S, ; in the terms with
p =q = ¢ since Ipyy_9, = Ip. In this case, a similar argument as in [Clausel et al. [2013]

leads to
o0

a2
Z 2 ZE = e < EIWII) = E(Wsof) = E(Sny)
q=1
by (0) and ([@I). Therefore, in the univariate case m = 1, S, ; = Sn; — E(S,,;) can be
expressed as stated in ([@3]). The generalization to the case m > 2 is straightforward. 0

We prove in Section [Bl that

(‘13 =1 S(qs’qo’qo 2 (see Propositions [6.1] and [6.2])

* q1 if qo = 17
9 = { qo otherwise. (60)

e The leading term of ESB- + Eg’z is
where

Note that Sg{g’qg’qo_l) always is in the 2nd Wiener chaos.

e The leading term of Efg s Lemp_g(Lamo.1) (see Propositions and [6.4]), which is

(gmo—D)!"nsj
in the (gm, — 1)-th Wiener chaos.
1 o :
e The leading term of 2( )' ngﬁo’qeﬁ o) (see Propositions and [6.6)),
0 b

which is Gaussian.
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Hence, for the two classes of functions considered in Sections Bl and B2, we have to com-

e e x— ) 17 17 my 71 : :

pare at most four terms : SS’-I ’0), Sflqo-’qo’qo 1), S;qéo 2ot p), Sil gmo-1) which are respectively
asymptotically Gaussian, Rosenblatt, Gaussian and in the chaos of order ¢, — 1.

Our three theorems are based on the study of the asymptotic behavior of each sum (see

Section [0l below). We first establish some preliminary results.

5. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

5.1. L? bounds. To identify the leading terms, using the same approach than in|/Clausel et al.
[2013] we will give an upper bound for the L? norm of the multidimensional terms S;‘{’jq/’p ),
¢, ¢, p defined in (44) and (56]). Here, the main difficulty is that unlike the case where G = Hy,,
we have to deal with an infinity of terms. We have also to obtain more precise bounds than
in |Clausel et al! [2013]. In the following, for any random vector Z, the L?(Q2) norm of Z is

denoted by

1Zl. = (B[1Z2])"* . (61)

(Recall that |Z| denotes the Euclidean norm of Z.) Our goal in this section is to specify how
HS&Z’;] P )”2 depends on ¢,q’ and p. The difficulty is that the sum S,, ; contains long-memory

and short—-memory terms having then different normalization factors. To recover all the cases,
we shall use not only 04 (q) and §(q) defined in (I2) but also

6-(q) = max(—d(q),0), ¢=0, (62)
so that 6 = 64 — 6_ and d4,0_ are nonnegative. In particular, §(0) = 6,4(0) = 1/2 and
5-(0) =0.

As in Clausel et al! [2013], the expression (B6]) of Sgg’f #) involves the kernel Egp ) defined

in (B7) and we have to distinguish the two cases p # 0 and p = 0. The following notations
will be used in the sequel. For any s € Z and d € (0,1/2), set

As(a) = ﬁ(ai!)l_m, Va = (a1, -+ ,as) € N° . (63)
i=1

For any q,¢',p > 0, set

M%%m:{sgu—am—m—aW—MAm>igi& (64
B(a,p) = max (64(p) + 64+(¢ —p) — 1/2,0) (65)
B'(¢,d',p) = max (204 (p) + 04(¢ — p) + (¢ —p) = 1,-1/2) . (66)
Notice that for any ¢ > 0, 5(g,0) = d4(g). Define the function € on Z as
)= {) el Pl @)

The index K is defined in (B]) and the index M is defined in (I35]), and, as noted in Appendix[C]
the filter h;(¢) has null moments of order 0,1,...,M — 1.

Proposition 5.1. Under Assumptions A, the following bounds hold:
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(i) There exists some C > 0 such that, for all n,v; > 2 and 1 < ¢ < ¢ and1 <p <
min(qv q/ - 1)}

a+d
ISPy < O Mg — p,p) 2 Aa(d — pp) /22K
% [n—a(q,q’,p),yjﬁ/(%q/vp) + n—1/2,yjﬁ(q7p)+ﬁ(q’,p)] (68)
)s(q+q’—2p) (

x (logn log ;)@ .
(ii) If M > K + max(04(q),0+(q")), there exists some C' > 0 such that n,v; > 2 and
l1<q<d,
atq _ / /
5 (a.4',0) ” <"t a A1()2A1(¢)?n 1/27]2K+6+(q)+5+(q)(10g,yj)a(q) ) (69)

Proof. Proposition [5.1] extends Proposition 7.1 in [Clausel et al. [2013]. Its proof follows the
same lines, see Appendix [Al for details. O

The following result will be sufficient to find the leading term in Section

Corollary 5.2. Under Assumptions A, if M > K + max(d1(q),d+(q")), then here exists
some C' > 0 whose value depends only on d and f* such that for alln,j >2,1<q<q and
0 <p < min(g,q — 1),

1S@A Py < O Aolq — p.p) 2 Aa(d — p,p) P07 (log m)elatd—20)
2K / '
x oy PP log ) (70)
Proof. We observe that, for all 1 <p < ¢ < ¢, 8'(¢q,¢'.p) < B(¢q,p) + (¢, p) and a(q, ¢, p) <
1/2. Hence the term between brackets in the right-hand side of (B8] is bounded by n~®(®4"P) x

7?K+B (@P)+8d'P) g gives (70) in the case p > 1. The case p = 0 is obtained by using (69])
and computing As(q,0) = A1(q), (g, ¢',0) =1/2, B(q,0) = 64 (q) and B(¢',0) = d4(¢'). O

5.2. Asymptotic behavior of the leading terms. We now investigate the exact asymp-
totic behavior of the terms that will turn out to be leading in the sum (43)).

Let us first suppose that the bounds in Proposition [B.I] are sharp enough to determine
which terms are leading. Since 7; — oo and n = n; — oo, those for which the bounds
have the largest exponents 3(q,p) and S(¢’,p) and the lowest exponent «(q,q’,p) are more
likely to dominate, in particular, if d4(p), d+(q¢ — p), 0+(¢ — p),d+(p) + d+(¢ — p) — 1/2,
d0+(p) +9+(¢ —p)—1/2and 1/2 — (1 — 64(q — p) — 04+(¢" — p)) are all positive. Using (1)),
if p > 0, this happens for 0 < p,q — p,¢' —p,¢,¢',q—p+¢ —p < 1/(1 — 2d), that is (taking
q < ¢’ without loss of generality),

0<p<q<q<1/(1—2d) and 0<q+q —2p<1/(1—2d). (71)

In particular, for such a triplet (p,q,q’), we have £(¢') = (¢ + ¢ — 2p) = 0 so that bounds
in (68) and (69)) involving logarithms will not appear in these terms. We shall check afterwards
(in Section [6)) that indeed, in all the cases we consider, either such a term is leading in the
sum (43]), or the leading term is Sgb ’1]’0) (g =¢ =1 and p = 0). The bounds established in
Proposition [5.1] will be sharp enough for this goal.

This is why, in the following, we shall only determine the asymptotic behaviors of S(

and of S%flj’p) under Condition (7Il), when j,n; — occ.

71,0)
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Proposition 5.3. Suppose that Assumptions A hold with M > K + 6(1) = K + d and that
v; is even for all j. Let (n;) be any diverging sequence of integers. Then as j — oo,

/2~ 2d+K) g(1,1,0) (£)

n;'"; Sn, N(0,T), (72)
where T is defined by (39).
Proof. This is a direct application of Theorem 3.1 case (a) in |Clausel et _all [2013]. O

We now consider the case where Condition (1] is satisfied.

Proposition 5.4. Let q,q' and p be non-negative integers such that (71) holds. Assume that
Assumptions A hold with M > K and let (n;) be any diverging sequence of integers. Then,
as j — oo,

—S(ag—p)—6(a’ — —2(K+6 s (£) * !
(nj’yj)l 3(g—p)—d(q P),yj 2(K+0(p ))SSIJ’Q] p) Y [f (0)](q+q )/2 Lp Zq+q’—2p,d(1) , (73)
where Zyi o q is the Hermite process defined in (28) and Ly, is defined in (33).

Proof. The proof follows the same line as the proof of Proposition 8.1 in [Clausel et all [2013].
Therefore we only explain how to adapt this proof to our setting. Set r = ¢ + ¢’ — 2p.
Using (B6]) and that, for all g € L?(R"),

T(9) £ (nv) 2T (g(-/ (n))))

we have
SUTP L (03720 (Do Sqsg-ap(c/n) % [ yymoym]®(/m) 3 85) o (74)
where, for all £ € R",

£;(nvy;€) = \/?®T(§) X "5 o Eg-pa—p(§) -

The rest of the proof consists in proving the L? convergence of the It6 integral in (74),
adequately normalized. This is done in the proof of Proposition 8.1 in (Clausel et all |2013]
with ¢ — p = ¢ —p =1 (hence r = 2). The same proof applies in our setting but results in
a multiple integral of order r with r > 2. In particular, if » > 2 the asymptotic limit is not
Rosenblatt but an r-order Hermite process. O

6. LEADING TERMS

Recall the decomposition (@) of S,, ; using sums 2513, 2513, 2(2)- and 20 3 The aim of
this section is to identify the leading terms of the three following sums : »@. + W »@

nj,] an‘v nj,j’
ZS;)’ j under the conditions specified in Sections B.1] and
6.1. Leading term of Z( ) ;T E(l) Recall that the two sums zg)],zg{j are defined in
equations (A7), (48] and that 4, deﬁned in ([©0), equals ¢; if g = 1 and equals gg otherwise.
Therefore gy > 2. We shall prove that, if ¢5 < 1/(1 — 2d), the main term in Eg?’j + ZS},{ ;

(95-95-95—1) —(1-2d) _2(0(g5)+K)
(q* 1) S O 0010 ] ,Y] 0

show that the remainder terms are negligible.

is , and has rate n, . The following proposition is used to
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Proposition 6.1. Suppose that Assumptions A hold with M > K + 6(q3) and that
g <1/(1—2d),

where qj is defined in (60). Let (nj) be a diverging sequence. Then, when j — oo,

q6_2 c2 *\ 2
1—2d,—2(8(g3)+K) () 4o (4 -45:p)
)2 206 et (T) 18 | o, (75)
p=0 ‘10
2(5(q5)+K) 2, S0\ )
1-2d,.— o qe | qe,90,p
o > () sk o
LeL,qe>q; p=0

qe

_9d_ —2(8(gt)+K Car, Capy N qr qr (9e, 9¢55P)
njl 2d,yj (6(qg) ) Z T 90y p!< 1 2 HSnZ71] 12 H2 —0. (77)
| | J
(t102)€T qey- Qey- p b

p=0
Proof. We first note that, since ¢ > 2 by definition and ¢ < 1/(1 — 2d) by assumption, we
have 1/4 <d < 1/2.

As in the proofs of Proposition 2] we prove the result in the case where m = 1 without
loss of generality. We thus use non bold faced symbols.

We first prove ([73]). Since there is a finite number of terms in the sum appearing on the left-
hand side of ([75l), it is sufficient to show that each term converges to 0. Let p € {0,...,¢5—2}.
We apply Corollary with ¢ = ¢’ = ¢§. Since ¢§ < 1/(1 — 2d) and thus e(g5) = 0,
Inequality (0] reads

7;2(5(QS)+K)HS7(£§7«167P)”2 < an‘A2(q8 o p)p)n—a(qa‘,qg,p) (log n)a(2(q6‘—p)) ,Y]?(B(QS p)—6(q5)) )

By (I07) and (II0) in Lemma R3] we have a(qg, ¢, p) > min(2(1 — 2d),1/2) and B(qj,p) <
d+(q5) = 9(q5)- Hence,

7]'—2(5@8)4-1() ||57(Z;6_,q57p) ||2 < Cq5A2(q6 . p’p)n— min(2(1-2d),1/2) (log n)e(2(q5—p)) .

Since d € (1/4,1/2), we have n~™n((1=2d),1/2) (105 1)@ —P) = o(n2?~1). Thus Inequal-
ity (7)) holds.

We now prove (76]). We apply ([0), in the cases g = ¢ =q,, 0 <p < g —2and ¢ = ¢ = ¢,
p = q¢ — 1, successively. Then for some C' > 0, for any ¢ € £ such that gy > ¢§ and for any
0 <p<gqy— 2 one has,

—2(8(q)+K _ —p)) _ 2(8(qe,p)—5(q;;
v (6(g5)+ )”57(3;#1@4?)”2 < C%As(qo — p,p)n a(qe,qe,p) (log n)e(2(q5 p)) ,Yj(ﬁ(Qe D) (qo))(log ’Yj)g .
On the other hand, since d > 1/4, £(2) = 0. Thus in the case where p = gy — 1, the exponent of
log n vanishes. Moreover, in this case, by (I08]) in Lemma8.3], a(qs, g¢, p) = min(1—2d,1/2) =
1 — 2d. In the alternative case p < g, — 1, we use (I07)) in Lemma B3] which gives

n—a(qg,qg,p) (log n)6(2(qg—p)) <n~ min(2(1-2d),1/2) (log n)€(2(q5—p)) < ’I’L2d_1

9

for n large enough, since 2(1 —2d) > 1 — 2d and 1/2 > 1 — 2d. Hence in all the cases, the
terms in n can be bounded by C’n?=1. As for the terms in 7v;, we use that, by (II0) in
Lemma R3] 5(qr,p) < 0+(qr) < 04+(g5 + 1), since gp > g5+ 1 and o4 is non-increasing. Hence
we get that

—2(6(g3)+K _ 2(04 (qa+1)—6(qp
/yj ( (q0)+ )HS?S??(]Z,P)Hz < CqZA2((M —p,p)n2d 1 Vj( +(q0+ ) (qo))(log%)?’ ’
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where C' > 0 may have changed from the previous line. Hence, summing over ¢ € L such that
g > qp and all p € {0,...,q, — 1}, we get that

q—1
_od_—2(8(q)+K a6
nl 2% (6(g5)+K) Z Z 2p,< > Hs(qe qe,p) B

qe>q; p=0
+o0o qe—1

2(0+(g5+1)—9d(q8
< 04 G5+ (qo»(log,yj)sz Zp'< >A2 w—pp). (18)
Z:l

Observe now that

ST o \c Leghyy (1) (V)

D e ‘”Zp‘( ) Ma(a—pp) < 30 DT <p) <p)c " Aa(g—p,p)/*Aa(q —p.p) 2
=1 ) q,q9'>1 p=0

Since Condition (29) holds, Lemma Bl implies that :

400 2 qe—1
> ks qezpl( )Az G —p,p) < 00 (79)
/=1

Finally we observe that, since 5(q0) > (g + 1) and 0(gg) > 0, we have
7]?(5+(46+1)—5(qa))(10g ’Yj)g =0, (80)
as v; — oo. Hence ([[9) and (80) imply that Inequality (6] holds.
We finally prove that (7)) holds. Inequality (70) for (¢1,¢2) € J with ¢ = q¢,,¢' = qs, and
p < q¢, implies that

7‘7_2(5([10 +K ||S QZl 7‘122717)”2 é

1/2

(g, — p,2)"*Aa(qe, — P, D)
X n_a(le Qo D) (log n)a(‘ﬂl +QZ2_2P) ,-Yf(qel ’p)+6(qe2 P)—26(q5) (log 7])3 . (81)

We first bound the terms that depend on n. First suppose that p = ¢q,, and ¢z, = q¢, + 2.
In this case, the exponent of logn vanishes, since £(2) = 0 for d > 1/4, and by (I05]) in
Lemma [83] the exponent of n a(qy,, qe,,p) > 1 — 2d. Hence, in this case, the terms in n are
bounded by n?¢=!. Otherwise, if p < g, or qs, > g, + 2, we observe that for (£1,43) € J, we
have p < g, — 3 and hence, by definition of « in (64) and since J; is non-increasing,

o(qe,, qey,p) > 1/2 —67(3) = min(1/2,1/2 — (3d — 1)) > 1 —2d ,

since 1/4 < d < 1/2. Whatever the exponent of logn, we again obtain that the terms in n
are bounded by n2¢~1, up to a multiplicative constant:

sup n_a(QZlvqu 7p) (log n)e(qZ1 +q22_2p) = O <7’L2d_1) . (82)
(€1,€2)€J,0<p<qe,

We now bound the terms that depend on 7; in ([§I). By (II0) in Lemma B3, we have
B(g,p) < 6+(q) for 0 < p < q. Thus B(qr,,p) + B(ae, p) — 0(q5) < 6+(ar,) + 6+4(qe,) — 20(g5)-
Since ¢ is non—increasing, go, > ¢} and qp, > qo, + 2 we deduce that 61 (ge,) < 04(qf) = 0(q5)
and 04 (ge,) < 04(g5+2) < 6(g;). Hence the exponent of v; is bounded by a negative constant

and i
Sup ’Yf(qel 7p)+B(QZ2 7p)_26(q0)(
(€1,£2)€J,0<p<qq,

logv;)? =0 asj— 0. (83)
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In view of ([BI)), (82)) and (83]), the proof of (1) follows from the bound

[Cge, | |cqp, | 201t ats - 2 qe; 1/2
Y 0= Yy opteo)? [T ) Melay, —pp)]' P <00, (84)
(b1,62)e U e p=0 i1\ P
which follows from the inequality
€4, ||qu | ey taey ey o 2 1/2
Yo e ) pl( 27?”]_[ [A2(ge, — p.p)]"
times Wt 9! =0 i1
(A |Cq| ‘Cq ’ q atd’ 1/2 / 1/2
< > p! (2mC) 2" Aa(q — p,p) /" A2(q" — p, p)
q,9'>1 p=0 p p
and from Lemma [8.6] with Condition (29). This concludes the proof. O

We now focus on the leading term of the sum Z,g?d + 2,(11],)7 i

Proposition 6.2. Under the same assumptions as Proposition [6.1], we have, as j — oo,

2
1-2d_~25(q5)+K) ((0) ) © B ey
g 2O (20, 4 20) [ﬁf O L1 | Zoal) . ()
Proof. We apply Proposition 5.4 with ¢ = ¢’ = ¢f and p = ¢ — 1. Since
26(1) +26(qp — 1) — 1 =26(qp) ,
we get that
qO_l 02
pl—2d, ~2(0(g5)+K) 6‘( ) (¢5.95.95—1) (£) a3 O\
N R T [W g O L | Zeat) . (860

The left-hand side in (86) corresponds to the term ¢, = ¢ and p = ¢ — 1 of 21(10],)7 ; in (D).
The terms of Eﬁg_)’j with ¢, = ¢f and p < ¢ — 1 are gathered in the left-hand side of (I75l).
The terms of E(O) - with go > ¢ are gathered in the left-hand side of (76]). Finally the left-

hand side of ([77]) corresponds to Z( ; in (@T). Hence, by Proposition 6.}, all these terms are
negligible and (85]) holds. O

6.2. Leading term of Efj)’j. In this section, we investigate the asymptotical behavior of

the sum 21(12],)7 ; defined in (49). We shall prove that, if g, < 1/(1 — 2d), the leading term of
;;COQT%)' 217‘7;]111071) and has rate n] -(1- 25(‘1m0_1))/2,yj(Qm0)+d+2K
show that the remainder terms are negligible.

To this end we first

this sum is 4

Proposition 6.3. Assume that Assumptions A hold with M > K + d and that
Imo < 1/(1 —2d) ,
where qm, is defined by (24).
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Let (n;) be a diverging sequence. Then, as j — oo,

1/2—8(gmg—1) —6(gmg )—d—2K c1c a0,
/20T o) S Sty | g, (87)
>m qe:
Zmo
1/2=8(qmy —1) —38(qmg )—d—2K C1C 1,4,
T S S | 0 )
>mg

Proof. Observe that d, (1) = d. We apply (Q) in Corollary 5.1l with ¢ = 1 and ¢’ = ¢;. Thus
there exists some C > 0 such that for any ¢ > my

~8(gmyg)—d—2K ’57(117}%0)”2 < C%i(qzl)lﬂ—d n—1/2,y;5+(¢n) (qmo)(log,y y3eae) | (89)

- |

J
Since by assumption ¢, < 1/(1 — 2d), we have €(g¢m,) = 0 and 64+ (¢my) = 0(¢m,). Thus,
if £ = my, the terms involving 7; vanish in the right-hand side of [&9d)). If ¢ > mg, we have
04+ (qr) < 0(gm,) and these terms are o(1) as j — oo. Hence, for j large enough, and for any
l > mo,

1/2=0(qmg—1) _ —6(qmg)—d—2K || o(1,q0, at1 —d —8(qmg—1)
j/ (q 0 )7j (g O ||57(LJ¢;Z || SC 5 ((M!)l/2 dnj (q 0 ]

Using that 6(gm, — 1) > d(gm,) > 0, and that, by Condition (29),

+
ZC% el (g) ™27 < oo,

l=mg

we obtain the limit (7).
We now show that (88) holds. Applying (70) with ¢ = 1, ¢’ = g and p = 1, we get that
there exists some C' > 0 such that for any ¢ > my,
IS 2 < €% {(ge — 1)F/2 D) (1og (a1 JED DK (10 4,03 (9)
The deﬁnition of @ and 8 by Equations (64]) and (65, implies that
a(l,qe,1) =1/2—=6+(q0 — 1), B(1,1) =d, B(qe, 1) = max(d+ 4+ (g — 1) — 1/2,0) .
Since £ > my, one has 0+ (¢ — 1) < d4(¢mo+1 — 1). Thus

n.

; 06(17Qe71)(10g nj)s(qe—l) < n;/2—5+(Qm0+1—1)

logn; =o (n;/z_‘s(qmo—l)) .

Observe now that for ¢ > mg, we have ¢y — 1 > ¢y, and thus
1,1)48(qe,1)+2K d+2K +max(d+84 (gmg )—1/2,0) d+2K +6(gm,)
,7]@( )+B(qe,1) (logyj)3 < v, max +(gmg (logyj)?’ — 0 (7]‘ qmyg ) ‘

Now, using the last two displayed equations, ([O0) and Condition (29]), we obtain the limit (88]),
which concludes the proof. O

We now deduce the asymptotic behavior of 21(12],)7 I

Proposition 6.4. Under the same assumptions as Proposition [6.3, we have as j — 0o
(17 20(amg =10)/2_ ~(3(amo )} +d+2K) 52(2) (£) 2¢1¢4,,,
j 75 55 " (gmg — 1)1

where Ly is defined in (33) and Z,_, 4 is the Hermite process defined in (28).

[FH O\ @0tV Zy,, —1a(1) (1)
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Proof. We apply Proposition 5.4 with ¢ = 1, ¢ = ¢, and p = 1. For these values, since
dmo < 1/(1 —2d), Condition () is satisfied. The exponents of n and ; in the left-hand side
of (73]) respectively read

1-6(g—p) =3¢ = p) =1-08(0) = 8(gmo — 1) =1/2 = 8(amo — 1)
and
1—-6(q—p) — (¢ —p) — 2K —26(p) = —0(qm,) —d — 2K .
Hence we get that

- 5 mo - 5 m sdmop L" *
gt 20D SO SHAIOG o D) ) (o) a0t DL, 7y, ya(1) . (92)

Finally we observe that this term corresponds to the second term of the summand in (49)
with index £ = gy, up to the multiplicative constant 4mcycg,, /(@mo —1)!. All the other terms
are negligible by Proposition Thus the limit ([@I]) holds. O

6.3. Leading term of ZS;)’ I In this section we investigate the asymptotic behavior of ZS’;

defined in (B0). We first bound the sum over indices £ = ¢y and p # ¢4, and the one over
indices ¢ > ¢y and p € {0,...,qs}. The two sums will turn out to be negligible.

Proposition 6.5. Assume that Assumptions A hold with M > K + 6(qq,) and
i, +1<1/(1—2d). (93)

Let (n;) be a diverging sequence. Then, as j — oo,

qeg—1
1—2d C C
124 (5(gy )+0(qeg+1)+2K) a ey +1 Qoo \ (2o + 1Y | (200 +1.0)
ny? oy e D 111’!( 0>< ’ >Hanje7quZ0 “la] =0,
=5 et (a6 + D\ p p
(94)
1—2d
3525 —(8(qeg)+6(gey+1)+2K) ng Cqp1 (e qe+1 (qg,qg—i-l,p)
SR S 3 () (4 Y sl ) .
Lel\{to} p= 0 ( )
95

Proof. Observe that, since g, > 1, the assumption gg, + 1 < 1/(1 — 2d) implies that d €
(1/4,1/2).

We first prove Inequality (O4]). Since there is only a finite number of terms in the left
hand side of Inequality (94]), we only have to prove that each term tends to 0. We apply
Corollary with ¢ = qu,, ¢ = qo, +1 and p < ¢, — 1. For these values of ¢,¢ and
p, under Condition ([@3), we have £(¢’) = 0, and by ([I09) and (II0), we have a(q,q’,p) >
min(3(1/2 — d),1/2), B(q,p) < 0+(qe,) = 5(%) and B(q',p) < 04(qs +1) = 6(qe, +1). Thus
Equation ([70]) yields

n§1_2d)/gfyj—(6(qz0)+5(qz0+1)+2K)HSy(ZZ;v‘]eo'l‘l,P”b —0 (n; min(1—2d,d) log(nj))

Since d € (1/4,1/2), we obtain (04]).
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We now prove ([@5)). We apply Corollary with ¢ = ¢/, ¢ = qs + 1 and p < gy for some
eI\ {l}. In this case Inequality (7Q) reads

é é 1)+2K)
; —(0(qeq)+0(qey+1)+ HS qz7qz+1,p)”2

< O3 Ay (g — p,p) 2 Aa(ge + 1 — p,p) 2~ (W8 HLP) Jog () =(2ar+1=20)

% 7;5(‘]2717)_5(‘120))+(B(QZ+1J’)_5(‘]ZO+1)) (log 7‘])3 ) (96)
We observe that for n large enough,
n =009t 1P) og () Raet1=2p) < p=(1=2d)/2 (97)

Indeed, on the one hand, if p = ¢4, then €(2¢p + 1 —2p) = e(qr +qv + 1 — 2q¢) = (1) = 0 and
alqe,qe+1,q0) > (1 — 2d)/2 (I06). On the other hand, if p < gy, since d > 1/4, (I05]) implies
that oz(qg,qg +1,p) >1-—2d.
In addition, by (II0) one has for any p < gz, B(qe,p) < 04+(qe). Thus, for any ¢ > ¢y and
any p < qu,

(B(ae,p)—06(aey))+(B(qe+1,p)—0(qey +1)) (6+(g0)—0(gqe ) +(6+ (qe+1)—0(gey +1))
j qe,pP q[o qe p QZO (log ,_Y])g S ’YJ +\qe QZO +\4e QZO (log 7])3
< oy o DOt T (0503 — (1) . (98)

As in the proof of Proposition 6.1l applying Lemma with Condition (29]), we have

CUH ey, [|eg 1| § ( ><qz+ >
A — 2A +1—p,
; g+ 1! E 290 — p,p)2 A2(qe p,p)

Applying this, (@6), (@7 and ([QE), we obtain (95)). O

The following result can now be established.

D=

<00,

Proposition 6.6. Under the same assumptions as Proposition [6.0, we have as j — 00

_ _ L) Cqp C 1
n§1 2d)/27j (5(%0+1)+5(Qz0)+2K)2£L?;)j (_)) ot QZl()+ [f*(0)q£0+1/2Lq50]Zl,d(1) '
’ dey:
Proof. We apply Proposition 5.4 with ¢ = ¢’ — 1 = ¢4, and p = ¢4,. Indeed we have, under
Condition (@3), 0 < ¢ =qp, < ¢ =qi,+1 < 1/(1—2d) and q+¢' —2p = qo, + qe, +1 —2q¢, =
1 <1/(1 —2d). Thus Condition (7I]) holds. We obtain that, as j — oo,

1-2d)/2 _—(0(qey)+6(qey+1)+2K) (aeq,9¢5+1, )(E) *
22y P T S0 ) ) [+ ()10 2Ly, 1 Z1a(1) . (99)

Using this limit, Proposition [6.5 and the definition of Z( ;in (B0)), we conclude the proof. [

7. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [3.1], B3] AND

7.1. Proof of Theorem [B.1. In the setting of Theorem B.I] one has gy > 2 and thus ¢; = 0
and ¢ = qo > 2. Thus E(J) and S(l’ 0) , vanish in (@6]) and the asymptotic behavior of S, i

results from Eg?’j + Egj),j and Z;j{ ; given in Proposition and [6.6] respectively. These

propositions apply because we assume (BI]) and M > K + 6(qp) in Theorem B.Il Now the
ratio of the convergence rates appearing in these propositions reads

1/2—d_—(6(aey)+6(qey +1)+K) )\ M2
nj/ ; Lo ) — <nj’yj > .
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Hence Case @ of Theorem [BI] corresponds to
3 _ (0) (1)
=9 = op (an + znm>
and Case|(b)|to
(0) n _ (3)
=0+l =op (59))

nju]

The proof of Theorem B.1] follows. O

7.2. Proof of Theorems [3.3] and Here Condition (36) holds, so that ¢ = 1, ¢1 <
1/(1—2d) and ¢y = oo (or equivalently I is an empty set). In particular ES;)’ ; vanishes in ()
and the asymptotic behavior of S, ;.7 is obtained from those of S(l’l"o), »@ -—i—ZSJ_) j and Efj) i

nj,J nj,J
Since moreover M > K +d, Proposition 5.3 applies. Using the definition of ¢ in (60]) we have
4 = q1, and since M > K +d > K + 6(q;) Propositions also applies. Finally, observing
that here mg defined in (28] equals 1 and that M > K + d, Proposition applies. Thus,

using (46), it only remains to compare the convergence rates in these propositions.

,7;3 7}/2 ’YJVI
nj
1 R/H R/G H/G

Vi

FIGURE 1. Pairwise comparisons of the rates of convergence of ng’}j’o) (G),

0 1 2 .
Eilj)’j + Eilj)’j (R) and Z,gj)d. (H) in the plane ~; versus n;.

We first prove Theorem 3.3l Recall that, by Lemma B.2] since ¢; < ¢f, one has
<y <urvyg,

where these three indices are defined in (B8]). In Figure [l we provide pairwise comparisons of
the rates of convergence of S(l’l.’o), 252)7 ;T »W - and Efj)’ ;- We obtain domains separated by

g7 nj,J
the three curves n; = ", n; = 7
terms among the three and separates the plane (v;,7n;) in two domains, where one of the two

terms dominates the other. We indicated the dominating term by G for the asymptotically

and n; = 7}’ #. Each curve is concerned with a pair of two
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Gaussian term 51(11}’1’0), R for the asymptotically Rosenblatt term Egg_)’ ;T 21(11],)7 j and H for the

jJ
term ZS’_)’ j belonging asymptotically to a chaos of order greater than 2.

We begin with the case g; = 3. In this case, one has v3 = co. Further Propositions and
imply that 253)7 it Zg}j{ ;= Op(Efj{ ;). One has then to compare the rates of convergence
of S%’;’O) and Egj)’ i Using the diagram, we then deduce that

o if n; K 7;1, G dominates H and then we obtain Case [(a)| of Theorem B3 for ¢; = 3.
e if 7' < nj, H dominates G and then we obtain Case [(b)] of Theorem B3] for ¢ = 3.

If g1 > 3, one has 3 < co and the term Eﬁg{ ;T Egj),j is no more always negligible with
2)
1’L]‘7

o n; K ’y;l: G dominates H and R, that is, the two terms Zgoj)d + Egj)’j and 21(12],)7 j

are both negligible with respect to Sg’;’o). By Proposition [5.3] we obtain Case @ of
Theorem [B31
° 7;-' '<ny K 7}-’3: since the domain lies both on the right-hand side of the curve
n; = 7;3 and on the left-hand side of the curve n; = 7}’1, H dominates R and

H dominates G, hence R dominates R and G. That is, the two terms S&’;’O) and
ES)_)J + ES) ; are both negligible with respect to Zgj)’ ;- By Proposition [6.4] we obtain

Caée OE ’Theorem B3

° 7;-'3 < nj: since the domain lies both on the left-hand side of the curve n; = 7}-’ % and

respect to X i We then get three domains where one term dominates over the other two:

on the left-hand side of the curve n; = 7;2, R dominates H and R dominates G, hence
R dominates H and G. That is, the two terms Sg’;’o) and Efj)’ ; are both negligible

with respect to »@ ;T Egj)’ i By Proposition [6.2] we obtain Case of Theorem [B.31

nj,
This completes the proof of Theorem [B.3]
The proof of Theorem is similar except that the assumption ¢; > ¢ implies that

r3 <y <.

The domains of convergence are now obtained from Figure 2 O
8. TECHNICAL LEMMAS
The following lemma is used in the proof of Proposition 5.1l and in that of Lemma [8.4]
Lemma 8.1. Define, for all a > 0 and p; € (0,1),
Jra(si; 1) = [s1] 77, s1€R, (100)
and, for any integer p > 2 and = (S1,---,5p) € (0,1)P,
(p—1)a a p
Ip.a(s1;8) = / / H |si_1 — 8;] P71 [s,| 7P ds, .. dse, s €R.(101)
S

sa=—(p—1)a =—a;_9
Then
(1) if b1+ -+ Bp >p— 1, we have

Cp(B) i=sup sup (Jsy| "0y (10 8) ) < oo,
a>0 |s1|<pa
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Vi
FI1GURE 2. Domains of convergence for Theorem

(i1) if b1+ -+ Bp =p — 1, we have

1
C,(B) :=sup sup < J,asl;ﬂ><ooa
p(0) =sup b \ T Togtpariony P17
(iit) if there exists ¢ € {2,...,p — 1} such that S+ -+ B, = p — q, we have
1
C,(B) :=sup sup < o~ @TI=Brt 4B 1 (5158 > <00,
p( ) a>0 |s1|<pa 1+10g(pa/‘31’) ? ( ' )

(w) if 1+ + By <p—1and forallge {1,...,p— 1}, we have By +---+ Bp #p —q,
we have

Cp(B) :==sup sup (a_(p_l_(ﬁl+"'+ﬁp))Jp,a(sl;ﬂ)) < .
a>0 |s1|<pa

Moreover, in the case where all the components of B are equal to b € (0,1), there ezists a
constant ¢ > 0 depending only on b such that

supcP(p))P~! Cy(b1,) < o0, (102)
p>1

where 1, denotes the p—dimensional vector with all entries equal to 1.
Remark 8.2. As in|Clausel et al. [2013], all the cases can be compactly written as
o~ P 1= (Bt tBp)) 4| g (1= (Brt+p))
%@:%E&< (15 log(pa/ 1)) %“MO

where € = 1 if there exists ¢ € {1,--- ,p} such that 8, +---+ 5, = p— ¢ and € = 0 otherwise,
and x4 = max(z,0), z_— = max(—=z,0). Now, observing that

(p—1=2pd)y = (p(1 —2d) — 1)1 = (=25(p))+ = 26-(p) ,
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and, similarly, (p — 1 — 2pd)_ = 204 (p), Inequality (I02)) with b = 2d € (0, 1) implies there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on d such that for any a > 0, |s1]| < pa

Tpa(s152d1p) < @ (pl)! ~2a®= s, |72+ P)(1 4 log(pa/|s: )", (103)

where (p) is here defined by (67]), which corresponds to the € above in the case f; = -+ =
B, = 2d.

Proof. Observe first that for all p > 1,

(p—Da
Ipa(s1;8) = / |52 — 51|77 Jp—1.4(s2:8') dsa (104)
sa=—(p—1)a
where 8 = (B2,...,0p). The finiteness of the bounds C,(f) for any integer p and any
B € (0,1)P is then proved by induction on p in the different cases in Lemma 9.3 of|(Clausel et al.
[2013].
Finally we show the uniform bound (I0Z), that is, that C,(b,...,b) = O(c](p!)}7?) as
p — oo for any fixed b € (0,1). We provide a proof only in the case where 1/(1 — b) is not
an integer (to avoid cases (ii) and (iii)). The proof is similar in the other case. Hence we
use the induction step described in Case 1 above. Observe that there exists some integer pg
depending only on b, such that for any p > py we have (p — 1)b < p — 2, which corresponds
above to fBa + -+ B, < p— 2 (case (iv)). Hence using the induction assumption ([104]), the
finiteness of Cj, in case (iv) and the fact that |s;| < pa, we get that there exists some positive
constant ¢ depending only on b such that,

(p—1a
Jpa(s130,++ b)) < Cpoy(b,-+ ,b) a?~2 P70 (/ |82 — 81\_bd82)

—(p—1a

< Cp_1(b,---,b) qP—2=(=1b <c(b)((2p B 1)a)1—b)
_ <C(b)p1—b Cpr(b, ... ,b)) -

This yields that for any p > po(b), Cp(b,...,b) < c(b)p'=® C,_1(b,...,b). Since this holds for
any p > po(b), the bound (I02)) follows by induction. O

The following lemma provides bounds of « and (3 defined in ([64) and (G3]). It is used in
the proofs of Propositions [6.1] and

Lemma 8.3. One has
(1) Assume that d > 1/4. Then for any (q,q') € N?

inf alq,q, >1-2d, 105
OSpSmin(qVq’—Zqu’)( (@.a p)) (105)

In any case,
a(g,¢',min(¢ Vg —1,gNq")) >1/2—d. (106)
(2) For any q € N

OS;I%EJ (a(q,q,p)) > min(2(1 — 2d),1/2) . (107)
Further,
a(q,¢,qg — 1) =min(l — 2d,1/2) . (108)
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(8) For any q € N

031)1%5_1 (a(qg+1,¢,p)) > min(3/2(1 — 2d),1/2) . (109)

(4) For any q € N

S (B(g,p)) < d4+(q) - (110)

Proof. (1) Let us fix (¢,¢’) € N? and assume that ¢’ < q. Since the map

m — 04 (m) = max(dm — (m —1)/2,0) ,
is non-increasing with range in [0, 1/2], one has for 0 < p < min(q — 2,¢’)
a(g,q',p) = min(1 — 84(¢ —p) = 0+(¢' —p),1/2) > min(1 - 6,(2) — 1/2,1/2) .
If d >1/4, 64(2) =2d — 1/2 and thus

a(q,q',p) > min(1 —2d,1/2) =1 —2d,
which proves (I05). Finally, if p=¢—1 and p < ¢/,

a(q,q,p) = min(1 — 84 (¢ —p) —94+(¢' —p),1/2) > min(1 — 64 (1) — 1/2,1/2)
= min(1/2 —d,1/2) =1/2 — d

which proves (I06]).
(2) Let us fix ¢ € N, then for any p < ¢ — 2,

a(q,q,p) = min(1 — 6, (¢ —p) —d4(q —p),1/2) > min(1 —26,(2),1/2) .

If d <1/4, 6+(2) = 0 and we get a(q,q,p) > 1/2 > min(2(1 — 2d),1/2). If d > 1/4,
25, (2) = 26(2) = 4d — 1 and

a(q,q,p) > min(1 — (4d — 1),1/2) = min(2(1 — 2d),1/2) ,
which gives (I07). To prove (I08]), we observe that if p =¢q — 1,
a(q,q,p) = min(1 —26,(1),1/2) = min(1 — 2d,1/2) .
(3) Let us fix ¢ € N, then for any p < ¢ — 1,
a(g+1,¢,p) =min(l = +(¢+1—p) = 6+(q¢ —p),1/2) =2 min(1 — 04(2) — 0+(1),1/2)
=min(l —d—04(2),1/2) .

If d < 1/4, 64(2) = 0 and (¢ + 1,¢,p) > min(l — d,1/2) = 1/2. If d > 1/4,
0+(2) = 2d — 1/2 and (I09) follows from

a(g+1,¢,p) > min(l —d — (2d — 1/2),1/2) = min(3(1 — 2d)/2,1/2) .
(4) If B(q,p) =0, then B(q,p) < 0+(q). Now consider the case where
B(q,p) = max(é4(p) + d+(q —p) —1/2,0) > 0,

that is, 04 (p) + 94+ (¢—p) —1/2 > 0. In this case, i1 (p) and d4 (g —p) are both positive
(since 0 < 04(-) < 1/2) and they respectively equal §(p) and §(q¢ — p). Then we obtain

max(d4(p) +0+(¢ —p) —1/2,0) = é(p) + d(¢ —p) = 1/2 = 6(q) ,
which again implies (T10]).
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The following result provides a bound of Rgp ) defined in (B3)), in the case where p > 0. It is
a refinement of Lemma 10.1 of |Clausel et al. [2013]. It is used in the proof of Proposition .4l

Lemma 8.4. Suppose that Assumptions A hold and let p be a positive integer. Then there
exists some C > 0 neither depending on p nor j such that for any (£1,&) € R?,

(i) if for any s € {1,--- ,p}, s(1 —2d) # 1 then,

o 2(6+(p)+K)

(L + 5 H{& D PN (A + ;5 [{E2} )+ P)
(11) if there exists s € {1,--- ,p} such that s(1 — 2d) =1, then,
7 (6. )] < OP(p)' 7 7 log () - (112)

Remark 8.5. In Case of Lemma [84] we have p > 1/(1 — 2d), hence 04 (p) = 0. Equa-
tions (I12) and (III)) can thus be written as a single bound, namely,

(204 014E)

(147 {E D+ YL+ [{E2} )+ P)

R (€1, €2)| < CP(pl)' =2 (111)

R (€1, €)| < CP(pl)1—2 (log7;)*® (113)

where ¢(p) is defined by (67)).

Proof. By (2m)-periodicity of & /f (51, &2) along both variables &; and &, we may take &1,&; €
[—7, 7). The remainder of the proof shows that (II3)) holds for such (&, &2).
Note that by assumption,
F) < C N2,
where C' > 0 only depends on f*. Using (I43)), (53] and (I0TI]) with
pi =N 4+ Ap)

we get

|g(p>(5 —&)| < CPy 2(K+5(p)) /mﬂr Ipyym(p152d 1p)d
5 1 2 3 Kra -
—pym [liza (L5 [{ma /v + &})
Then, by (I03)), there exists C' > 0 not depending on j,p such that, for all (¢1,&) € [—m, 71]?,

R (&1, —&5)| < CP (pl)L=22K+200)+0- () /””” |2+ P (1 + log(pym /| )P dp
! ! e Tlimy (U4 [ /g + 63D

Using that 6(p) = d4+(p) — 0_(p) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, to obtain (II3)), it is
sufficient to show that, for all £ € (—m, 7],

/”W |2 |2+ @) (1 + log(py; 7/ |1 ]))* P d iy
oy (LA {4 €3])2E )
where C' is a positive constant.

If 5(p) > 0 the rest of the proof is similar to that of Lemma 10.1 in [Clausel et all [2013]

and is thus omitted.
We now take 6, (p) = 0, so that (II4]) becomes

/”'““ (1 + log(py;m/|pa])* P dpy
—pyym (L |y {pa /vy + £}|)2 K +e)

< O plogp (147;1€]) "2+ @ (log v,)*®) | (114)

< C plogp (log ’yj)e(p) , (115)
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The denominator in the integral is a (27;)-periodic function of 1, hence the integral over
[—py;m, py;m] is bounded by the sum of at most p + 1 integral of the form

(1 + log(py;m/|pa]))* P dpm
(1+ |1 — y[)2E+e)

where k € Z and A(y) = [—py;m, py;7) N (y — 7,y + ;7). We observe that I(y) is maximal
at y = 0 where it takes value

T (14 log(pym/|pa )< dul oy ) E®) (1 + [log(|pa)))*®dpu
1= [ e = s [ S s

Since the last integral in the previous display is finite for e(p) = 0,1, we finally obtain (II5).
U

Y

I(—v;€ + 2kyjm)  with I(y)=/
Aly)

The following Lemma will be used when identifying the leading terms of the three sums
E( ) 5T Y 51273 and ESE :

n,j°

Lemma 8.6. Condition (29) implies that for any C' > 0,

ang /
¢l | + 1
> | qH q‘ p! < ><q>0q “Aolg = p.p)*Asld —p.p)? < o0, (116)
q,4'>1 p=0 P p
where Ag is defined by (63).
Proof. Let C' > 0. By definition of Ay in (G3)), we have
qng’ / ’
Cq| |Cq’ q +q
2 | q|| q| P ( >< >Cq2 As(q—p.p)*Ao(q — p,p)'/?
. p)\p
(9,9") P=
atd _1/9—
=3 D ey € P (g = PN — )
20 q,¢'>pV1
2
=PI Dl €Y [(g—p)Y 1A
p=>0 q>pV1
2
< D2 P g €92 [(g —p)Y M2 (117)
q=>p=>0
Using that z — 2% is concave, we have, for any ¢ > 0,
q 1< /q\¢ 1< /g d
D @) pa-p) =g | =] < ) <q|=-> ( ) = ¢'792%
—~ q <= \p q <= \p
P P P

We deduce that, for any ¢ > 0,

q q

S a—p)T <D pH g - p)1T < (g) g2
p=0 p=0

Using this to bound the sum in p in (II7) and then Condition ([29) , we get (II6]), which

concludes the proof of Lemma O
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [5.]]

As in the proof of Proposition f2] we can take m = 1 without loss of generality. In
what follows, C,Csy,--- denote positive constants which do not depend on n, j, ¢,q¢’,p. The
following function ¢’ defined on R is used in the sequel,

! =1 ifa=1
) — 1 _)€a) : 118
£'(a) 3 (a) {5’(@) =0 otherwise. e

We shall prove |(i)| and successively.
Proof of. Set r = ¢ —p and ' = ¢’ — p. The starting point of the proof is the integral

expression of Sf(gfl’p ) given by (B6). Thereafter we follow the same approach as in the proof

of Proposition 7.1 of IClausel et all [2013], using Lemma B.4] to bound the kernel /i(p ) involved

(9,4’ ,p)

in the integral expresswn of 5,7 instead of Lemma 10.1 of [Clausel et al. [2013], replacing

2r, (r,r), 6(p) with r + 7/, (r,r"), ;1 (p) and adding if necessary a logarithmic correction.
We obtain the following inequality, similar to (7.2) and (7.3) in |Clausel et all [2013],

?|

where, for any j,n
/—yjﬂr / ! Jr,ﬁ/ﬂr(ul; 2d1r)Jr’,'yj7T(vl; 2d1r/)d’LL1dU1
Inj g {:_1} >25+(p) (

J

and where J;. .« (u1;2d1,) and Jys .7 (v1;2d1,) are defined in Lemma [B.11
We now use ([I03) of Lemma Bl successively with p = r, a = v;7, s1 = u; and p = 7/,
a = y;m, s1 = v;. We get that

n?.]

/ 2
(4.0 ,p)‘ } < Clgp(p!)Q(l_gd),Y;2+25(r)+25( )+45+(p) (10g%) ()Im, (119)

)
YT

(14 + o })? (147

In,j < Cg—i—r’(r!,r,/!)l—2d,7]257(7’)+257(7’/)(log,yj)

/ L er) (%)H—wr’,wr’)(%”ul|_26+(T) o1 |72+ duy doy

“ 25+(p) v 2 +(p
B ) (1| 12y)
where ef = 3[e(r) + (') + 2¢(p)].

The next step relies on the inequality [{z}| < |z| on R and on the 2r—periodicity of x +— {x}.
We then get that

!/
2¢eq

)

L nl{ur + i })? (147

Inj < C§+TJ (T!T,!)l_Qd’Y;L(T)Jr%f(r,)(log ’Yj)zaéfn,j ; (120)
with
ja- / |20+ ) |20+ () dgy oy
" (—yymoyym2 (1471 {ur + 01 })2(1 + |ug])25+ @) (1 4 |og [)20+(P)

The bound of jz,w- is obtained using the decomposition jzmj = A+ 2B with

B / |ul|—26+(r)|U1|—26+(r’)du1 dvy
ol W+ o P+ PO+ for )0
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and
B— f:/ ‘ul’—25+(r)’vl‘—25+(w)dul duy |
= Ja@ (14 n {ur + o)1+ [un )20+ @)1 + oy 20+ )
where
AP = {(ur,v1) € (—yjm, )2 ug + vy — 2ms| < 7}
with s € {—v;,--- ,7;}. This decomposition is similar to the one used in the proof of Proposi-

tion 7.1 in|Clausel et all [2013] and is obtained by partitioning (—v;, "}/jﬂ')2 using the domains
Al

e

In the proof of [Clausel et al!, 2013, Proposition 7.1], bounds of A and B are provided in
the case where r = 1’ and §(r) > 0. It turns out that the same arguments apply in the present
case and yield

< CTL_2+26(T)+25(T,) if 2(54_(7") + 2(54_ (7’/) > 1 N
= 1 CnY(log n)zeg,yylaX(l—25+ (r)=20+(r")—45+(p),0) (log;)%%  otherwise,
B< Cn—17;na>c(1—25+(r)—25+(p)70)+maX(1—25+(7")—25+(p),0) (log 7],)25’3 ’

where
= 3¢/ (201 (0~ p) + 204 (0 ), ch = 5/ (A0 (r) + 64 (") + 26, (9)

= 5€'(20.(r) + 20, (p)) + €126, () + 26 ()

Hence we obtain that there exists some C' > 0 depending only on 4 (7), 4 ('), d+(p), d such
that

I,<cC (n— min(2(1=8+ () =0+ ("):1) (1og n)2a’ll_y;naX(l—25+(T’)—2(5+(7”)—4(5+(p),0)(log )2

] —

—17§naX(1—2(5+ (r)+0+(p)),0)+max(1-2(6+ (r")+0+(p)),0) (log %)25’3) ‘

tn

Observe now that for any fixed d, there exists only a finite number of possible values for
d4(r),04+(r"),0+(p) and then a finite number of possible values for C. Then, provided we
replace C' by its maximum possible value, we can assume that C' only depends on d.

The bound on T,, ; and ([I9),(20) then yields

at+q’

HST(:I;‘q”p)‘b SQ;TA2(Q . p,p)1/2A2(q/ - p,p)1/2 ,YJQK,U—HM(q—p)+6+(q/_p)+26+(p) (log ’Yj)€6
x [n~ min(1—64 (qg—p)—64 (¢’ —p),1/2) (log n)e'l,yfnaX(%—5+ (q—p)=3+(¢'—p)—26+(p),0) (log ,Yj)gfz
j
+ n—1/2fy;na>((1/2—5+ (4=p)=0+(p),0)+max(1/2=5+(¢'~p) =6+ (p),0) (log ’Yj)sé] '
Inequality (68)) corresponds to this bound with exponents of +;, log n and log~; simplified as
follows.

The exponent of v; is obtained by observing that —1 4 04(¢ — p) + d4+(¢' — p) + 204+ (p) =
(=1/2464(q—p)+0+(p))+(—1/24+04+ (¢ —p) +6+(p)) and using max(—a,0)+a = max(a,0)
with a = —1/2+64(¢ —p) + 0+(p) and a = —1/2 + 6,(¢' — p) + 64 (p) successively.

The log exponents are obtained by observing that, since r < /| e(r) + (') + 2¢(p) <
2(e(r") + e(p)) < 4e(r’ V p). In addition (204 (m) + 204 (m')) = 0 iff m +m/ # 1/(1 — 2d)
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and equals 1 otherwise. Thus &'(264(m) + 204+ (m')) < e(m + m') and we get
20, (r) + 264 (p) < elg), and £/(25, () + 20, (p)) < e(d) -
Finally, since ¢ is non—decreasing and ¢ < ¢/, v’ Vp < ¢,
€'(204(r) + 201 (p)) + €'(204 (r') + 204 (p)) + 4e(r’ V p) < e(q) +e(q) +4e(q') < 62(q') -
Proof of . Here, p = 0 and thus Rg»p ) = E§K)®2. The same approach as in the proof of

Proposition 7.2 in |Clausel et al. [2013] leads to the following inequality which corresponds
o (7.12) in |Clausel et all [2013] :

E(|SUTOP) < Oy IFOURD2CRIN o O f0@R@OR2R o (191)
where
qv;T q Vi
Lo, = / Jgnyr(tid - d)Jy o 2(vrd, - d)dudyy |

=—qv;T —q’ Y5
with J,, o defined as in Lemma B.I] and with g(u,v) defined for all (u,v) € R? by,

2M—K)

)—2 |'73{u/'7j}|2 (M-K) |’7J{U/’7J}| .
(1 + I/ ) (1 + T o/ PP

As in the case p # 0, we can use the bound (I03) of J,, , and the inequality [{u}| < |ul.
We get that

I y < C‘H-q (q ql|)1 2d"}/26 (9)—0-(q"))

g(u,v) = (1 + [n{u + v}

(122)

2M—2K—25, (q) 2M—2K—26+(q’)

u v
qv;m g ‘%{g ‘%‘ ol udv
(M+a) -~
v=

5 (1l o2 (14 py(2}))” hitz])™
As in the proof of Proposition 7.2 of |Clausel et al. [2013], we then obtain that
Inj < Cg-i—q'(q!q/!)1—2dn—1,yj—2(57(Q)'HL(Q')) _ (123)
The conclusion follows from (I21]) and (I23]).

(M+«a)
=—qyT (

APPENDIX B. INTEGRAL REPRESENTATIONS

It is convenient to use an integral representation in the spectral domain to represent the
random processes (see for example Major |[1981], Nualart [2006]). The stationary Gaussian
process { Xy, k € Z} with spectral density (2)) can be written as

T _ T lM x1/2 A) o~
This is a special case of
9) = [ o)) (125)

where /W() is a complex—valued Gaussian random measure satisfying, for any Borel sets A
and B in R, E(W(A)) =0, E(W(A)W(B)) = |AN B| and

W(A) =W(-A).
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The integral (I25) is defined for any function g € L?(R) and one has the isometry

E(|7(g)[?) = /R () 2dz .

~

The integral I(g), moreover, is real-valued if

g9(x) = g(—x) .

We shall also consider multiple It6—Wiener integrals

"

To) = [ a0 AT () a3

where the double prime indicates that one does not integrate on hyperdiagonals \; = +\;,7 #
j. The integrals fq(g) are handy because we will be able to expand our non—linear functions
G(Xk) introduced in Section [Il in multiple integrals of this type.

These multiples integrals are defined for g € ﬁ(Rq, C), the space of complex valued func-
tions defined on RY satisfying

g(—m,--- 7_xq) = 9(33‘1,"' 7$q) for ($17"' 733!1) € R? ) (126)
lgll2s = /R glen, - ag)P day - dig < oo . (127)

Hermite polynomials are related to multiple integrals as follows : if X = [ g(a;)dW(m) with

E(X?) = [z |g(z)]*dz =1 and g(z) = g(—=) so that X has unit variance and is real-valued,
then

"

Hy(X) = I(g™") = /R gan) - glag)AW () -+ AWV () (128)

Since X has unit variance, one has for any ¢ € Z,

H,(X,) = H, </_: ei§£f1/2(§)d/v[7(£)>
— /(jmﬂqew(fl'f"“-i{q) % (f1/2(§1) VU f1/2(§q)> AW (&) - dW(&,) .
Then by (@Q), we have
W) = 30k — 01, (X)) = T,(£9) (129)
tez

with
£D (€1, &) = UEFE) X BIVey 4gg) PY2(E) - PENET (), (130)

because

Z ei€(€1+~~~+€q)h§K) (vjk—0) = el ViR (&4 +Eg) Z e—iu(€1+~~~+§q)h§K)(u)
LET u€Z

_ ei'ij(€1+~'+€q)fl§K) (14 + fq) ,
by ([I33).
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The following proposition can be found in [Peccati and Tagqu [2011], Formula (9.7.32). It
is an extension to our complex—valued setting of a corresponding result in Nualart [2006] for
multiple integrals in a real-valued setting.

Proposition B.1. Let (¢,q') € N2. Assume that f,g are two symmetric functions belonging

respectively to L2(RY) and L2(RY) then the following product formula holds :

o ang N o—
L0 =0 (1) (1) o) (131)
p=0
where for any p € {1,--- ,q A\ q'}

(f®pg)(t1,--- stgrq'—2p) :/R VG tqepy8)9(tg—pt1, s tgpq—2p, —5)dPs . (132)
P

APPENDIX C. THE WAVELET FILTERS
The sequence {Y;}1cz can be formally expressed as
Y = A_KG(Xt), teZ.

The study of the asymptotic behavior of the scalogram of {Y;};cz at different scales involve
multidimensional wavelets coefficients of {G(X¢)} ez and of {Y;}iez. To obtain them, one
applies a multidimensional linear filter h;(7),7 € Z = (h; +(7)), at each scale index j > 0. We
shall characterize below the multidimensional filters h;(7) by their discrete Fourier transform :

~ . 1 T .
hi(A) =Y hj(r)e ™ A€ [-m7], hy(r)= o / h;(\)e*d\, T €Z . (133)
TEL

—Tr

The resulting wavelet coefficients W 5, where j is the scale index and k the location are
defined as

W= > hj(yk— )Y =Y hi(yk - )ARG(X,), j > 0,k € Z, (134)
teEL teZ

where v; T 0o as j T 0o is a sequence of non-negative scale factors applied at scale index j,
for example ; = 2/. We do not assume that the wavelet coefficients are orthogonal nor that
they are generated by a multiresolution analysis. Our assumption on the filters h; = (h; )
are as follows :

(W-a) Finite support: For each ¢ and j, {h;¢(7)}rez has finite support.
(W-b) Uniform smoothness: There exists M > K, « > 1/2 and C' > 0 such that for all 7 > 0
and \ € [—m, 7,

C A

hj(\)| < —L 2 135
By 2m-periodicity of lAtj this inequality can be extended to A € R as
1/2 M
~ - A
() < 0 17 {A}] (136)

T (LA DM
where {\} denotes the element of (—m, 7| such that A — {\} € 27Z.
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(W-c) Asymptotic behavior: There exists a sequence of phase functions ®; : R — (—m, 7]

and some non identically zero function ﬁoo such that

lim (7R (75" A) = Bee (V) (137)

j—+oo
locally uniformly on A € R.
In |(W-c)| locally uniformly means that for all compact K C R,

sup 7;1/21A1j(’yj_1)\)e@j()‘) —hoo(N)]| = 0.

AeK
Assumptions (I35]) and (I37)) imply that for any A\ € R,
B0 <o Y
lheo (A)] < RENNGEs (138)

Hence hoo has entries in L2(R). We let hog be the vector of L2(R) inverse Fourier transforms
of hy oo, that is
Boe() = §(h)(©) = [ ho(e S at g R, (139)
Ra
is defined for any f € L*(R?,C).

Observe that while h; is 27-—periodic, the function h,, has non-periodic entries on R.
For the connection between these assumptions on h; and corresponding assumptions on the
scaling function ¢ and the mother wavelet ¢ in the classical wavelet setting see Moulines et al.
[2007]. In particular, in that case, one has hoo = @(0)@

A more convenient way to express the wavelet coefficients W defined in (I34]) is to
incorporate the linear filter A% in (I34)) into the filter h; and denote the resulting filter

hg-K) . Then

Wk = 3 b (k= HG(X) (140)
teZ
where R _
B0 = (1 - e ™) ;) (141)
is the discrete Fourier transform of th). Using (136]) we get,
- AP MK .
B | < oyttt . AER, i >1. 142
O] <l e /= e
In particular, since we assume if M > K, we get
K 124K - .
B < enB @A), AeR 21 (143)

By Assumption (I35), h; has null moments up to order M — 1, that is, for any m €
{0, M —1},
> ht)tm =0. (144)
teZ
Observe that AXY is centered by definition. However, by ([44), the definition of W ; only

depends on AMY . In particular, provided that M > K + 1, its value is not modified if a
constant is added to AXY, whenever M > K + 1.
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