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Abstract

We consider the sparse estimation for stochastic processes with possibly infinite-
dimensional nuisance parameters, by using the Dantzig selector which is a sparse
estimation method similar to Z-estimation. When a consistent estimator for a nuisance
parameter is obtained, it is possible to construct an asymptotically normal estimator
for the parameter of interest under appropriate conditions. Motivated by this fact,
we establish the asymptotic behavior of the Dantzig selector for models of ergodic
stochastic processes with high-dimensional parameters of interest and possibly infinite-
dimensional nuisance parameters. Applications to ergodic time series models including
integer-valued autoregressive models and ergodic diffusion processes are presented.

1 Introduction

High-dimensional modeling in statistics has been attracted much attention over two decades.
Specifically, the sparse estimation methods for high-dimensional parameter have been stud-
ied and commonly used in various fields. Most of sparse estimation procedures such as the
Lasso (Tibshirani, 1996) are constructed by adding penalty terms to contrast functions
in order to induce the sparsity of the parameters. On the other hand, the Dantzig selec-
tor proposed by Candes and Tao (2007) is defined as inequality constrained optimization
problems. In this paper, we focus on the Dantzig selector type estimator for models of
stochastic processes in semiparametric setting.

Let us begin with the following conditional heteroskedastic linear regression model:

Yi = β⊤Zi + ǫi, i = 1, . . . , n,

where β ∈ R
p is a regression coefficient, Zi, i = 1, . . . , n are R

p-valued covariates and
ǫi, i = 1, . . . , n are independent random variables with E[ǫi|Zi] = 0, a.s. and we put
Var[ǫi|Zi] = σ2(Zi). The Dantzig selector type estimator β̂D for β is then defined as
follows:

β̂D := arg min
β∈C

‖β‖1, C := {β ∈ R
p : ‖ψ(1)

n (β)‖∞ ≤ λ},
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where λ ≥ 0 is a tuning parameter and

ψ(1)
n (β) :=

1

n

n
∑

i=1

Zi(Y − β⊤Zi)

is a score function based on the least squares method. When p is large and the true
value β0 is sparse, β̂D behaves better than the ordinary least squares estimator under
some technical conditions, such as restricted eigenvalue condition for Hessian matrix and
sub-Gaussian property of the noise distribution; see, e.g., Bickel et al. (2009) for details.
Using β̂D, we can consider the estimator T̂D for true support index set T0 := {j : β0j 6= 0},
which enables us to consider the dimension reduction. On the other hand, we can also
consider the following score function:

Ψn(β, σ2) =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

Zi(Yi − Z⊤
i β)

σ2(Zi)
.

Then, if we can construct a consistent estimator σ̂2(·) of σ2(·) under some conditions, the
estimator β̃ which is a solution to the following equation;

Ψn(β, σ̂2) ≈ 0

is more efficient than ordinary least squares in low-dimensional settings; see, e.g., Robinson
(1987). Therefore, even in high-dimensional, but sparse settings, we may construct more
efficient estimator by the following steps: First, construct an initial estimator and consider

the variable selection via the Dantzig selector based on the score function ψ
(1)
n for a high-

dimensional parameter of interest. Second, plugging a consistent estimator for nuisance
parameters in the score function Ψn, we construct the Z-estimator of the unknown pa-
rameter, which may be more efficient than the ordinary least squares estimator. Inspired
by this ideas, we deal with semiparametric models of stochastic processes and time series
in high-dimensional settings.

In Section 3, we consider the following conditionally heteroskedastic model of 1-dimensional
time series with high-dimensional parameters:

Xt = S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1) + ut, t ∈ Z,

where
E[ut|Ft−1] = 0, E[u2t |Ft−1] = σ2(Xt−1;h),

Xt−1 = (Xt−1, . . . ,Xt−d), φ is a multi-dimensional functional, {Zt} is a high-dimensional
covariate process, {Ft} is a filtration defined by Ft = σ(Xs, Zs, s ≤ t), and h is a
possibly infinite-dimensional nuisance parameter. There are several previous works in
which sparse estimation problems for time series models are considered. For example,
Basu and Michailidis (2015) considered Lasso type estimators for a stationary Gaussian
time series model in high-dimensional settings. Wong et al. (2020) also considered the
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Lasso for a stationary non-Gaussian time series model in high-dimensional settings. In
this paper, we consider the sparse estimation problems for conditionally heteroskedastic
models and construct an asymptotically normal estimator for non-zero components of the
true value of θ⊤ = (α⊤, β⊤) based on the theory of Z-estimation and variable selection.
As an example, we consider the higher order Integer-valued autoregressive model, dis-
cussed by, Al-Osh and Alzaid (1987), Du and Li (1991), Latour (1997, 1998) and so on.
Moreover, we discuss an application to the estimation problems of Hawkes processes.

In Section 4, we consider models of diffusion processes with high-dimensional covari-
ates. There are some previous works in which sparse estimation problems for models
of diffusion processes in high-dimensional settings are discussed. Periera and Ibrahimi
(2014), Gäıffas and Matulewicz (2019) and Cio lek et al. (2020) considered the (adaptive)
Lasso or the Dantzig selector for drift parameters of linear models of diffusion processes
such as Ornstein–Uhlenbeck processes under high-dimensional settings based on contin-
uous observations, which do not deal with estimation problems of diffusion coefficients.
Fujimori (2019) proposed the Dantzig selector for drift parameters of linear models of
diffusion processes when the diffusion coefficient is a finite dimensional parameter based
on discrete observations. In this paper, we focus on seimiparametric models of diffusion
processes including the possibly infinite-dimensional parameter h in the diffusion coeffi-
cient, based on discrete observations and construct an asymptotically normal estimator for
non-zero components of the true value of θ⊤ = (α⊤, β⊤). As an example, we consider the
high-dimensional Ornstein–Uhlenbeck processes as well as Gäıffas and Matulewicz (2019)
and Cio lek et al. (2020), and discuss a sparse estimation problem based on discrete obser-
vations.

There are three major contributions in this paper. First, we provide sufficient condi-
tions to derive the rate of convergence of the Dantzig selector for relatively general models
including models of diffusion processes and time series under conditionally heteroskedas-
ticity with possibly infinite-dimensional parameter. Second, we derive an asymptotically
normal estimator for non-zero components of the high-dimensional parameter based on
the theory of Z-estimators under sparse settings. Finally, we apply the general theory to
the estimation problems for the integer autoregressive model of large order and the lin-
ear model of diffusion processes based on discrete observations. We verify some sufficient
conditions to derive the rate of convergence of the Dantzig selector, such as some moment
conditions and matrix conditions under some regularity conditions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present a sufficient con-
ditions to derive the rate of convergence and selection consistency of the Dantzig selector in
general settings. After the variable selection, we apply the general theory for Z-estimation
with possibly infinite-dimensional nuisance parameter, which is originally established by
Nishiyama (2009). See also van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) for the asymptotic theory
of Z-estimation. The results for the ergodic time series are provided in Section 3, which
includes a concrete example for integer-valued autoregressive models and numerical simu-
lations. In Section 4, we present results for ergodic diffusion processes. Some proofs and
technical lemmas are provided in Section 5. Especially, we use the maximal inequality
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provided in Nishiyama (2022) to verify one of the sufficient conditions to derive the rate
of convergence of the Dantzig selector in Sections 3 and 4.

Throughout this paper, we denote by ‖v‖q the lq norm of a vector v and ‖A‖q the
operator norm of a matrix A for every q ≥ 1.

For a vector v ∈ R
p and an index set T ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , p}, we denote the sub-vector of v

restricted by T , by vT . Similarly, for a p× p matrix A and index sets T, T ′ ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , p},
we denote the sub-matrix of A restricted by T and T ′, by AT,T ′ = (Aij)i∈T,j∈T ′ . For
a random variable X and q ≥ 1, we write ‖X‖Lq for the Lq-norm of X if it exists;
‖X‖Lq = E[|X|q]1/q. Moreover, we assume that all random elements are measurable in
this paper.

2 Two step estimation for general models

Let (Ω,F , P) be a probability space. Let θ ∈ Θ ⊂ R
p be an unknown parameter of interest

and h ∈ H a possibly infinite-dimensional nuisance parameter where H is a metric space
equipped with a metric dH . Consider the following random maps:

ψ(1)
n : Θ → R

p, ψ̃(1)
n : Θ → R

p,

Ψn : Θ ×H → R
p, Ψ̃n : Θ ×H → R

p,

where n is a number of observations. The random maps ψ
(1)
n and Ψn are corresponding to

some score functions, and ψ̃
(1)
n and Ψ̃n are their compensators, respectively. We suppose

that the true values θ0 ∈ Θ and h0 ∈ H satisfy that

ψ̃(1)
n (θ0) ≈ 0, Ψ̃n(θ0, h0) ≈ 0.

We are interested in the estimation problem for θ0 = (θ01, . . . , θ0p)⊤ under the following
high-dimensional and sparse settings;

(i) The dimension p of θ possibly tends to ∞ as n→ ∞.

(ii) Let T0 be the support index set of θ0, i.e., T0 = {j : θ0j 6= 0}. The sparsity s, which
is the cardinality of T0, is smaller than n and p.

We describe the precise condition for s in the subsequent sections which discuss the ap-
plications to models of diffusion processes and time series models. We first construct an
estimator for T0 to achieve the dimension reduction. To do this, we consider the following

Dantzig selector type estimator θ̂
(1)
n for θ0, based on ψ

(1)
n :

θ̂(1)n := arg min
θ∈Cn

‖θ‖1, Cn = {θ ∈ Θ : ‖ψ(1)
n (θ)‖∞ ≤ λn},

where λn is a tuning parameter. Using θ̂
(1)
n , we define T̂n as follows:

T̂n := {j : |θ̂(1)nj | > τn},
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where τn is a threshold, which is a tuning parameter possibly depending on n, p and s.
For every index set T ⊂ {1, . . . , p}, CT be a set defined by

CT := {v ∈ R
p : ‖vT c‖1 ≤ ‖vT ‖1}.

Consider a p× p matrix V
(1)
n which satisfies that for every v ∈ CT0

and θ ∈ Θ,

|v⊤[ψ(1)
n (θ) − ψ(1)

n (θ0)]| ≥ |v⊤V (1)
n v|, (2.1)

For the matrix V
(1)
n , we define the following quantity as well as Huang et al. (2013):

F∞(T0, V
(1)
n ) := inf

v∈CT0
\{0}

|v⊤V (1)
n v|

‖vT0
‖1‖v‖∞

. (2.2)

See also Bühlmann and van de Geer (2011) for such matrix factors. We assume the fol-
lowing conditions.

Assumption 2.1. (i) It holds that

P
(

‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ > λn

)

→ 0, n→ ∞.

(ii) There exists a positive constant δ such that

P(F∞(T0, V
(1)
n ) > δ) → 1, n→ ∞.

If ψ
(1)
n (θ0) is a terminal value of square integrable martingale, we can verify the condi-

tion (i) by using, e.g., stochastic maximal inequality provided in Nishiyama (2022). The
condition (ii) strongly depends on the model assumption such as stationarity, tail property,
dependence structure of the processes, and the regularity condition of the information ma-
trix. Therefore, in Sections 3 and 4, we provide the proof of the condition (i) for relatively
general models of stochastic processes, while the condition (ii) is verified for more concrete
models such as stationary integer-valued autoregressive models and Ornstein–Uhlenbeck
processes.

Under Assumption 2.1, we establish the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let Assumption 2.1 hold. Then, it holds that

P

(

‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ >
2

δ
cn

)

→ 0, n→ ∞, (2.3)

where cn := ‖ψ(1)
n (θ̂

(1)
n ) − ψ

(1)
n (θ0)‖∞. Especially, it holds that

‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ = Op(λn), n→ ∞.

Moreover, if the threshold τn satisfies that 4λn/δ < τn < infj∈T0
|θ0j |/2, then it holds that

P(T̂n = T0) → 1, n→ ∞. (2.4)
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Proof. For the proof of (2.3), it suffices to show that

‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ ≤ 2

δ
cn

under the event that

{‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ ≤ λn} ∩

{

F∞(T0, V
(1)
n ) > δ

}

.

Put v = θ̂
(1)
n − θ0. Since θ̂

(1)
n = θ0 + v is a minimizer of l1 norm, we can show that

0 ≥ ‖θ0 + v‖1 − ‖θ0‖1 =
∑

j∈T c
0

|vT c
0j
| +

∑

j∈T0

(|θ0j + vT0j
| − |θ0j |)

≥
∑

j∈T c
0

|vT c
0j
| +

∑

j∈T0

(|θ0j | − |vT0j
| − |θ0j|)

≥
∑

j∈T c
0

|vT c
0
j| −

∑

j∈T0

|vT0j
|

= ‖vT c
0
‖1 − ‖vT0

‖1,

which means v ∈ CT0
. Moreover, we have

‖v‖1 = ‖vT c
0
‖1 + ‖vT0

‖1 ≤ 2‖vT0
‖1.

Noting that cn := ‖ψ(1)
n (θ̂

(1)
n ) − ψ

(1)
n (θ0)‖∞, we have

|v⊤[ψ(1)
n (θ̂(1)n ) − ψn(θ0)]| ≤ ‖v‖1cn.

Furthermore, it follows from the definitions of V
(1)
n and F∞(T0, V

(1)
n ) that

|v⊤[ψ(1)
n (θ̂(1)n ) − ψn(θ0)]| ≥ |v⊤V (1)

n v| ≥ F∞(T0, V
(1)
n )‖vT0

‖1‖v‖∞ > δ‖vT0
‖1‖v‖∞.

Combining these facts, we have

δ‖vT0
‖1‖v‖∞ ≤ ‖v‖1cn ≤ 2‖vT0

‖1cn.

It implies

‖v‖∞ ≤ 2

δ
cn,

which concludes the proof of (2.3). Moreover, by using the triangle inequality and the

definition of the θ̂
(1)
n , we have

cn = ‖ψ(1)
n (θ̂(1)n ) − ψ(1)

n (θ0)‖∞ ≤ 2λn,

which implies ‖v‖∞ = Op(λn).
Note that τn > 4λn/δ ≥ 2cn/δ. To prove (2.4), it suffices to show that

{‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ ≤ τn} ⊂ {T̂n = T0}.

Therefore, we consider the following two cases under the event {‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ ≤ τn}.
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(i) Suppose that j ∈ T0. Then, it holds that

|θ0j | − |θ̂(1)nj | ≤ |θ̂(1)nj − θ0j | ≤ τn

under the event {‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ ≤ τn}. Since τn < infj∈T0
|θ0j |/2, we have

|θ̂nj| ≥ |θ0j | − τn > τn,

which implies j ∈ T̂n, i.e., T0 ⊂ T̂n.

(ii) Suppose that j ∈ T c
0 , then it holds that

|θ̂(1)nj − θ0j | = |θ̂(1)nj | ≤ τn,

which implies j ∈ T̂ c
n, i.e., T c

0 ⊂ T̂ c
n.

It follows from (i) and (ii) that T̂n = T0.

Remark 2.3. If we choose the tuning parameter λn satisfying that λn → 0 as n → ∞,

then θ̂
(1)
n is a consistent estimator in l∞ norms.

Hereafter, to discuss the asymptotically normal estimator for non-zero components of
θ0, we assume that s is independent of n and p. For every index set T , we consider the
following random maps restricted by T :

ΨnT : ΘT ×H → R
|T |, Ψ̃nT : ΘT ×H → R

|T |,

where ΘT is a set of sub-vectors of Θ restricted by T . Let ĥn be an estimator of h ∈ H
such that dH(ĥn, h0) = op(1) as n → ∞. Then, we consider the new estimator θ̃n for the

parameter θ of interest, with help of ĥn and T̂n, as a solution to the following equations:

ΨnT̂n
(θ̃nT̂n

, ĥn) ≈ 0, θ̃nT̂ c
n

= 0.

Then, we establish the asymptotic normality of θ̃n, which follows from Theorem 2.1 of
Nishiyama (2009).

Theorem 2.4. Let Assumption 2.1 hold. Assume that s is independent of n and p.
Suppose that there exist a sequence rn ↑ ∞, some fixed point (θ0, h0) and an invertible
matrix Vθ0,h0

which satisfy the following conditions.

(i) There exists a neighborhood U ⊂ ΘT0
×H of (θ0T0

, h0) such that

rn(ΨnT0
− Ψ̃nT0

) →d Z in ℓ∞(U),

where almost all paths (θ, h) Z(θ, h) are continuous with respect to ρ = ‖·‖2∨dH .
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(ii) For given random sequence (θ̂nT0
, ĥn), it holds that

Ψ̃nT0
(θ̂nT0

, ĥn) − Ψ̃nT0
(θT0

, h0) − Vθ0,h0
(θ̂nT0

− θ0T0
) = op(r

−1
n + ‖θ̂nT0

− θ0T0
‖2)

and that

‖θ̂nT0
− θ0T0

‖2 ∨ dH(ĥn, h0) = op(1), ΨnT0
(θ̂nT0

, ĥn) = op(r−1
n ),

Ψ̃nT0
(θ0T0

, h0) = op(r−1
n )

as n→ ∞.

Then, it holds that

rn(θ̂nT̂n
− θ0T0

)1{T̂n=T0}
→d −Vθ0,h0

Z(θ0T0
, h0), n→ ∞.

Proof. Note that

rn(θ̂nT̂n
− θ0T0

)1{T̂n=T0}
= rn(θ̂nT0

− θ0T0
)1{T̂n=T0}

.

and that
1{T̂n=T0}

→p 1, n→ ∞

by Theorem 2.1. It follows from Theorem 2.1 of Nishiyama (2009) that

rn(θ̂nT0
− θ0T0

) →d −Vθ0,h0
Z(θ0T0

, h0), n→ ∞.

Then, using the Slutsky lemma, we obtain the conclusion.

Remark 2.5. In Theorem 2.2, we establish the rate of convergence and the selection con-
sistency of the Dantzig selector when s is allowed to diverge under appropriate conditions.
On the other hand, to apply Theorem 2.4 directly, the sparsity s should be fixed. To
consider the asymptotic normality in the case where s can be diverge, we should consider
another type of asymptotic theory. See, e.g., Chernozhukov et al. (2021) for the Gaussian
approximation for time series models in such a high-dimensional regime.

3 Applications to time series models

3.1 Models of ergodic time series with high-dimensional parameters

Let us consider the following time series model:

Xt = S(α⊤φ̃(Xt−1, . . . ,Xt−d1), β⊤Zt−1) + ut, t ∈ Z, d1 ≥ 1,

where S is a measurable and twice continuously differentiable function, α ∈ R
p1 , φ̃ : Rd1 →

R
p1 is a measurable function, β ∈ R

p2 , {Zt}t∈Z is an R
p2-valued covariate process and
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{ut}t∈Z is a square integrable martingale difference sequence with respect to the filtration
{Ft} defined by

Ft = σ(Xs, Zs; s ≤ t), t ∈ Z.

We suppose that

E[u2t |Ft−1] = σ̃2(Xt−1, . . . ,Xt−d2 ;h), t ∈ Z, d2 ≥ 1,

where σ̃ is a measurable function and h is a possibly infinite-dimensional unknown param-
eter. Letting d := d1 ∨ d2 and changing the domain of φ̃ and σ̃, we write

Xt = S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1) + ut, E[u2t |Ft−1] = σ2(Xt−1;h),

where Xt−1 = (Xt−1, . . . ,Xt−d), without loss of generality. Let θ0 = (α⊤
0 , β

⊤
0 )⊤ be the true

value of θ = (α⊤, β⊤)⊤, Θ = Θα × Θβ ⊂ R
p1+p2 a parameter space for θ, and H a metric

space equipped with a metric dH . Put T10 := {j : α0j 6= 0}, T20 := {p1 + j : β0j 6= 0},
and T0 := T10 ∪ T20. Our aim is to estimate θ = (α⊤, β⊤)⊤ based on the observation
X1−d1 , . . . ,Xn and Z0, . . . , Zn. Put p = p1 + p2, s = s1 + s2, where s1 and s2 are the
cardinalities of T10 and T20, respectively.

We first construct the estimator θ̂
(1)
n for θ by the following Dantzig selector type esti-

mator:
θ̂(1)n := arg min

θ∈Cn
‖θ‖1, Cn := {θ ∈ R

p : ‖ψ(1)
n (θ)‖∞ ≤ λn},

where

ψ(1)
n (θ) =

1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1){Xt − S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)}

and λn is a tuning parameter. Moreover, we define the following estimator T̂n for T0:

T̂n := {j : |θ̂(1)nj | > τn},

where τn is a threshold. For the second step, we construct a consistent estimator for h,

by using θ̂
(1)
n . For example, if h is a finite-dimensional parameter, we can construct an

estimator as a minimizer of the following function;

Bn(h) =
1

n

n
∑

t=1

∣

∣

∣
|Xt − S(α̂(1)⊤

n φ(Xt−1), β̂(1)⊤n Zt−1)|2 − σ2(Xt−1;h)
∣

∣

∣

2
. (3.1)

If h is an infinite-dimensional parameter, we can use, e.g., spline method. Finally, using

T̂n and ĥn, we consider the estimator θ̂
(2)
n for θ as a solution to the following equation:

ΨnT̂n
(θT̂n

, ĥn) = 0, θ̃nT̂ c
n

= 0,

9



where

ΨnT (θT , ĥn) =
1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂
∂θT

S(α⊤
T1
φ(Xt−1)T1

, β⊤T2
Zt−1T2

)

σ2(Xt−1; ĥn)

·{Xt − S(α⊤
T1
φ(Xt−1)T1

, β⊤Zt−1T2
)}

for every T = T1 ∪ T2. Define the Hessian matrices V
(1)
n (θ) and V

(2)
n (θ, h) as follows:

V (1)
n (θ) :=

1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂2

∂θ∂θ⊤
S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)

{

Xt − S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)
}

− 1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)

∂

∂θ⊤
S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1),

V (2)
n (θ, h) :=

1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂2

∂θ∂θ⊤
S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)

σ2(Xt−1;h)

{

Xt − S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)
}

− 1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂

∂θ

S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)

σ(Xt−1;h)

∂

∂θ⊤
S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), β⊤Zt−1)

σ(Xt−1;h)
.

To establish the asymptotic behavior of the estimators θ̂
(1)
n and θ̂

(2)
n , we assume the fol-

lowing conditions.

Assumption 3.1. (i) There exists a constant Kp,s possibly depending on p and s such
that

E

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α0(φ(Xt−1), β⊤0 Zt−1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

∞

σ2(Xt−1;h0)

]

≤ Kp,s.

(ii) It holds that
c := inf

x∈R
inf
h∈H

σ2(x;h) > 0.

There exists a integrable function Λσ such that

|σ2(x;h1) − σ2(x;h2)| ≤ Λσ(x)dH(h1, h2)

for every h1, h2 ∈ H.

(iii) It holds that
log p = o(n), n→ ∞.

The tuning parameter λn satisfies that

Kp,s

λn

√

log p

n
→ 0, n→ ∞.

10



The sufficient condition for ‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ to obtain the rate of convergence of θ̂

(1)
n can

be verified as follows.

Proposition 3.2. Under Assumption 3.1, it holds that

P(‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ > λn) → 0, n→ ∞.

See Subsection 5.2 for the proof. Note that we can also use the Bernstein inequality for
martingales to deduce a non-asymptotic inequality; see, e.g., Freedman (1975) for details.

On the other hand, as the condition for V
(1)
n strongly depends on the model structure such

as stationarity or tail property of the process, it is difficult to verify it in general settings.
Therefore, we assume the following condition.

Assumption 3.3. There exists a constant δ > 0 such that

P

(

inf
06=v∈CT0

inf
θ∈Θ

|v⊤V (1)
n (θ)v|

‖vT0
‖1‖v‖∞

> δ

)

→ 1, n→ ∞. (3.2)

Note that the left-hand side of (3.2) may depend on n, p and s. We ensure this
condition for integer-valued autoregressive models with large order in Subsection 3.2.

Then, we obtain the following rate of convergence.

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumptions 3.1 and 3.3 hold. Then, it holds that

P

(

‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ >
2

δ
cn

)

→ 0, n→ ∞, (3.3)

where cn := ‖ψ(1)
n (θ̂

(1)
n ) − ψ

(1)
n (θ0)‖∞. Especially, it holds that

‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ = Op(λn), n→ ∞.

Moreover, if the threshold τn satisfies that 4λn/δ < τn < infj∈T0
|θ0j |/2, it holds that

P(T̂n = T0) → 1, n→ ∞. (3.4)

Using T̂n, we can construct estimators θ̃
(j)
n , j = 1, 2 as solutions to the following

estimating equations:

ψ
(1)

nT̂n
(θT̂n

) = 0, θ̃nT̂ c
n

= 0

and
ΨnT̂n

(θT̂n
, ĥn) = 0, θ̃nT̂ c

n
= 0,

respectively, where for every T = T1 ∪ T2,

ψ
(1)
nT (θT ) =

1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂

∂θT
S(α⊤

T1
φ(Xt−1)T1

, β⊤T2
Zt−1,T2

),

11



ΨnT (θT , ĥn) =
1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂
∂θT

S(α⊤
T1
φ(Xt−1)T1

, β⊤T2
Zt−1T2

)

σ2(Xt−1; ĥn)
{Xt − S(α⊤

T1
φ(Xt−1)T1

, β⊤Zt−1T2
)}.

To establish the asymptotic normality of θ̃
(j)
n , j = 1, 2, we assume the following conditions

which correspond to conditions B1–B6 of Nishiyama (2009).

Assumption 3.5. (i) The sparsity s is independent of n and p. The parameter space
ΘT0

⊂ R
s is compact and the true value θ0T0

is an interior point of ΘT0
. There exists

a measurable function Λ1 on R× R
s2 such that

S(α⊤
T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z) − S(α⊤

0T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤0T20
z)

=
∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
0T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤0T20

z)(θT0
− θ0T0

) + Λ1(x, z)ǫ(x, z; θT0
, θ0T0

)

for every x ∈ R, z ∈ R
s2 and θ ∈ Θ where ǫ is a measurable function satisfying that

sup
x∈R,z∈Rs2

|ǫ(x, z; θT0
, θ0T0

)| = o(‖θT0
− θ0T0

‖2), θT0
→ θ0T0

.

(ii) There exists a measurable function Λ2 on R× R
s2 such that

sup
θ∈ΘT0

|S(α⊤
T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)| ≤ Λ2(x, z);

sup
θ∈ΘT0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ Λ2(x, z);

σ2(x;h0) ≤ Λ2(x, z);

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
1T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤1T20

z) − ∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
2T10

φ(x1)T10
, β⊤2T20

z1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ Λ2(x, z)‖θ1T0
− θ2T0

‖2, ∀θ1T0
, θ2T0

∈ ΘT0
;

|σ2(x;h1) − σ2(x;h2)| ≤ Λ2(x, z)dH (h1, h2), ∀h1, h2 ∈ H.

(iii) The process {(Xt, Z
⊤
tT20

)⊤}t≥0 is ergodic under the true value (θ0, h0) in the sense
that for d with an invariant measure µd+s2 such that for every µd+s2-integrable
function g, it holds that

1

n

n
∑

t=1

g(Xt−1, . . . ,Xt−d, ZtT20
) →p

∫

Rd×Rs2

g(x1, . . . , xd, z)µd+s2(dx1, . . . , dxddz),

as n→ ∞. We also assume that
∫

Rd×Rs2

|Λi(x, z)|5µd+s2(dxdz) <∞,

∫

R

|x0|4µ1(dx0) <∞.

12



(iv) The following s× s matrices I(1)(θ0, h0), J (1)(θ0) and I(2)(θ0, h0) are positive defi-
nite:

I(1)(θ0, h0) =

∫

Rd×Rs2

∂

∂θ
S(α0T10φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)

∂

∂θ⊤
S(α0T10φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)

·σ2(x;h0)µd+s2(dxdz),

J (1)(θ0) =

∫

Rd×Rs2

∂

∂θ
S(α0T10φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)

∂

∂θ⊤
S(α0T10φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)µd+s2(dxdz)

and

I(2)(θ0, h0)

=

∫

Rd×Rs2

∂
∂θT0

S(α⊤
0T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤0T20

z) ∂
∂θ⊤

T0

S(α⊤
0T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤0T20

z)

σ2(x;h0)
µd+s2(dxdz).

(v) For every ǫ > 0,

inf
θT0 :‖θT0−θ0T0‖2>ǫ

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rd×Rs2

∂
∂θT0

S(α⊤
T0
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)

σ2(x;h0)
[

S(α⊤
T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z) − S(α⊤

0T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤0T20
z)
]

µd+s2(dxdz)
∥

∥

∥

2
> 0.

(vi) The metric entropy condition for (H, dH) is satisfied:

∫ 1

0

√

logN(H, dH , ǫ)dǫ <∞.

(vii) The estimator ĥn is consistent estimator of h0, i.e., dH(ĥn, h0) = op(1) as n→ ∞.

Some discussions about the metric entropy condition (vi) and examples satisfying such
conditions are provided in, e.g., van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) and Nishiyama (2009).
Sufficient conditions for the consistency of ĥn is described in Theorem 5.4 of Nishiyama
(2009) when ĥn is given as a solution to Bn(h) = 0, where Bn(h) is defined in (3.1). Under
above assumptions, we can apply Theorem 2.4 to establish the asymptotic normality of

θ̃
(j)
n as follows.

Theorem 3.6. Under Assumptions 3.1 ,3.3, and 3.5,

√
n
(

θ̃
(j)

nT̂n
− θ0T0

)

1{T̂n=T0} →d Ns(0,Σ
(j)), n→ ∞

for j = 1, 2, where
Σ(1) = J (1)(θ0)

−1I(1)(θ0, h0)J (1)(θ0)−1

and
Σ(2) = I(2)(θ0, h0)−1.

13



Proof. It follows from Lemmas 5.1, 5.2, and Theorem 5.3 of Nishiyama (2009) that

√
n
(

θ̃
(j)
nT0

− θ0T0

)

→d Ns(0,Σ
(j)), n→ ∞.

Combining this fact with (3.4) and Theorem 2.4, we obtain the conclusion.

Remark 3.7. We can show that Σ(1)−Σ(2) is non-negative definite, which implies θ̃
(2)
n is

asymptotically more efficient than θ̃
(1)
n .

3.2 Example: Integer-valued autoregressive model

As an example, let us consider the following model:

Xt =

p
∑

i=1

αi ◦Xt−i + ǫt, t ∈ Z, (3.5)

where αi ≥ 0, i = 1, . . . , p, and, for a non-negative integer-valued random variable Xt−1,

αi ◦Xt−1 =

{

∑Xt−1

j=1 ξ
(i,t)
j Xt−1 > 0

0 Xt−1 = 0,

with i.i.d. non-negative integer-valued random sequences {ξ(i,t)j }j∈N i = 1, . . . , p, t ∈ Z

which is independent over i and t with E[ξ
(i,t)
j ] = αi, Var[ξ

(i,t)
j ] = βi for every i = 1, . . . , p

and t ∈ Z, and {ǫt}t∈Z is an i.i.d. non-negative integer-valued random sequence which is
independent of Xs, s < t with E[ǫt] = µǫ and Var[ǫt] = σ2ǫ . Suppose that for every i 6= i′,

{ξ(i,t)j }j∈N and {ξ(i
′,t)

j }j∈N are independent. Let {Ft}t∈Z be a filtration defined by

Ft = σ(Xs; s ≤ t), t ∈ Z,

θ = (µǫ, α1, . . . , αp)⊤ and h = (σ2ǫ , β1, . . . , βp)⊤. We define an {Ft}t∈Z-martingale {ut}t∈Z
as follows:

ut := Xt − E[Xt|Ft−1], t ∈ Z.

Noting that

E[Xt|Ft−1] = µǫ +

p
∑

i=1

αiXt−i,

we have the following representation:

Xt = S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), µǫ) + ut,

where

S(α⊤φ(Xt−1), µǫ) = µǫ +

p
∑

i=1

αiXt−i α = (α1, . . . , αp)⊤,
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and

σ2(Xt−1;h) = σ2ǫ +

p
∑

i=1

βiXt−1.

Let θ0 and h0 be the true values of θ and h, respectively. Let us assume that θ0i 6= 0 when

i ≤ s and θ0i = 0 when i > s for some s > 1. Since {ξ(i,t)j } and {ǫt} are non-negative

integer-valued random sequences, E[ξ
(i,t)
j ] = αi = 0 or E[ǫt] = µǫ = 0 implies that these

random variables are degenerate, i.e., Var[ξ
(i,t)
j ] = βi = 0 or Var[ǫt] = σ2ǫ = 0. Therefore,

we can see T0 = {j : θ0j 6= 0} ⊃ {j : h0j 6= 0}, which means the sparsity of h0 is at most s.
Our aim is to consider the order selection and to construct an asymptotically good

estimator of the θ through the Dantzig selector based on the observations Xt, t = 1 −
p, . . . , n. The score functions and the Hessian matrices are given as follows:

ψ(1)
n (θ) =

1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt−1

{

Xt − θ⊤Yt−1

}

,

V (1)
n (θ) = − 1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt−1Y
⊤
t−1,

Ψn(θ, h) =
1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt−1

h⊤Yt−1

{

Xt − θ⊤Yt−1

}

,

and

Vn(θ, h) = − 1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt−1Y
⊤
t−1

h⊤Yt−1
,

where Yt−1 = (1,Xt−1, . . . ,Xt−p). Let V (1) = E[Y0Y
⊤
0 ]. We assume the following condi-

tions for {Xt}t∈Z.

Assumption 3.8. (i) It holds that

p
∑

i=1

α0i < 1.

(ii) For every t ∈ Z, Xt is Ft−1 conditionally sub-Poissonian, that is,

E[exp(uXt)|Ft−1] ≤ exp(µt−1(eu − 1)), u > 0,

where
µt−1 = E[Xt|Ft−1] = θ⊤0 Yt−1.
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The condition (i) implies that there exists a strictly stationary and ergodic solution

{Xt}t∈Z to (3.5). The condition (ii) is easily verified when, e.g., {ξ(i,t)j } for all i = 1, . . . , p
and {ǫt} are Poisson or Bernoulli sequences. See, e.g., Ahle (2022) for tail bounds of sub-
Poissonian random variables, Du and Li (1991), Neumann (2011), Doukhan et al. (2012)
and Doukhan et al. (2022), for details of the fundamental properties of integer-valued time
series.

Now, we introduce the τ -mixing coefficient to apply the concentration inequality estab-
lished by Merlevède et al. (2011). For any R

d-valued random variable X on a probability
space (Ω,F , P) with ‖X‖L1 < ∞, and any σ-field M ⊂ F , let PX|M be a conditional
distribution of X given M and PX be the distribution of X. Then, we consider the
following coefficient:

τ(M,X) =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

sup
f∈Λ1(Rd)

∫

f(x) PX|M(dx) −
∫

f(x) PX(dx)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1

,

where

Λ1(R
d) =

{

f : Rd → R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
x 6=y

|f(x) − f(y)|
‖x− y‖1

≤ 1

}

.

The τ -mixing coefficients τ(i) of a sequence {Xt} are then given by

τ(i) = sup
k≥0

max
1≤l≤k

sup {τ(Mj , (Xj1 , . . . ,Xjl))|j + i ≤ j1 ≤ . . . ≤ jl} ,

where Mj = σ(Xt, t ≤ j). We call {Xt} is τ -weakly dependent if τ(l) → 0 as l → ∞. See,
e.g., Doukhan et al. (2012) for the detail of the τ -coefficients. Especially, noting that the
true order of the INAR {Xt} is s, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that Assumption 3.8 holds.

(i) There exist constants a, c > 0 and γ1 > 0 such that

τ(l) ≤ a exp(−clγ1), l ∈ N.

Moreover, it holds that

γ :=

(

1

γ1
+ 2

)−1

< 1.

(ii) It holds that
β(l) ≤ as exp(−clγ1), l ∈ N.

Here, β(l), l ∈ N is a β-mixing coefficient, i.e.,

β(l) := sup
1

2

I
∑

i=1

J
∑

j=1

|P(Ai ∩Bj) − P(Ai) P(Bj)|, l ∈ N,

where the supremum is taken over all pair of partitions {Ai}1≤i≤I ⊂ σ(Xu, u ≤ t)
and {Bj}1≤j≤J ⊂ σ(Xu, u ≥ t+ l) for every I, J ∈ N.

16



See Theorems 1 and 2 of Doukhan et al. (2012) for the proof.
We consider the following conditions.

Assumption 3.10. (i) There exists a positive constant f∞ such that

F∞(T0;V ) > f∞.

(ii) The matrices

VT0,T0
= E[Y0T0

Y ⊤
0T0

], I(2)(θ0, h0) = E

[

Y0T0
Y0T0

h⊤0T0
Y0T0

]

are invertible.

(iii) The order p of integer-valued autoregressive model and the sparsity s of the true
value θ0, and tuning parameter λn satisfy that

s = O(nζ), ps log p = o(n),
1

λn

√

ps log p

n
= o(1), n→ ∞,

where ζ ∈ [0, 2/11 ∧ γ/(1 + γ)) is a constant.

Let KX be a constant defined by

KX =
2µ0ǫ + 1

2(1 −∑p
i=1 α0i)

.

Then, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.11. Let Assumptions 3.8 and 3.10 hold.

(i) For every q ≥ 1, it holds that

‖Xt‖Lq ≤ qKX , t ∈ Z.

Moreover, it holds that

P(‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ > λn) ≤ 12

√
6‖h0‖1/2∞ K

3/2
X

λn

√

ps log(1 + p)

n
.

(ii) It holds that

sup
v∈CT0

∩Sp

sup
q≥1

E[|v⊤Yt−1|q]1/q
q

≤ Ks, t ∈ Z,

where
Ks = 2

√
s(1 +KX)

and Sp ⊂ R
p is a unit sphere centered 0.
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(iii) For every 0 < η < f∞/2, it holds that

P
(

F∞(T0, V
(1)
n ) > f∞ − 2η

)

→ 1, n→ ∞,

where

F∞(T0, V
(1)
n ) = inf

v∈CT0
\{0}

|v⊤V (1)
n v|

‖vT0
‖1‖v‖∞

.

See Subsection 5.2 for the proof.

Remark 3.12. (i) Drost et al. (2008) shows that if {ξ(i,t)j }j∈N, i = 1, . . . , p and {ǫt}t∈Z
satisfy E[|ξ(i,t)j |q] <∞ and E[|ǫt|q] <∞, it holds that E[|Xt|q] <∞ under Assump-
tion 3.10-(i). On the other hand, we proved the sub-exponential property of INAR
under the sub-Poissonian condition in Proposition 3.11-(ii), which may be a new
result.

(ii) Note that we can consider heavier tailed time series such that Assumption 3.10-(iv)
is not satisfied. For such cases, we can use a self-weighted score function such as

ψ(1)
nw(θ) =

1

n

n
∑

t=1

wt−1Yt−1

{

Xt − θ⊤Yt−1

}

,

where wt’s are non-negative Ft-measurable random variables for every t ∈ Z satis-
fying

sup
v∈CT0

∩Sp

sup
q≥1

E[|v⊤wt−1Yt−1|q]1/q
q

≤ Ks, t ∈ Z.

for some Ks > 0.

As for the nuisance parameter h, we can construct an estimator ĥn by a solution to
the following estimating equation:

ϕnT̂n
(hT̂n

) =
1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt−1T̂n

{

|Xt − θ̂
(1)⊤

nT̂n
Yt−1T̂n

|2 − h⊤
T̂n
Yt−1T̂n

}

= 0, hT̂ c
n

= 0,

where

T̂n = {j : |θ̂(1)nj | > τn}, τn ∈
(

4λn
δ
,
infj∈T0

|θ0j |
2

)

.

Here, we consider the restriction by T̂n since {j : h0j 6= 0} ⊂ T0. Note that this equation
can be solved as follows

ĥnT̂n
=

(

1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt−1T̂n
Y ⊤
t−1T̂n

)−1
1

n

n
∑

t=1

(Xt − θ̂
(1)⊤

nT̂n
Yt−1T̂n

)2Yt−1T̂n
, ĥnT̂ c

n
= 0,
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which is consistent when the Dantzig selector type estimator θ̂
(1)
n and T̂n are consistent.

Therefore, the two step estimator θ̃n is defined as a solution to the following equations:

ΨnT̂n

(

θT̂n
, ĥnT̂n

)

=
1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt−1T̂n

ĥ⊤
nT̂n

Yt−1T̂n

{

Xt − θ⊤
T̂n
Yt−1T̂n

}

= 0, θT̂ c
n

= 0.

In conclusion, under Assumption 3.10, we can apply the estimation procedure described
in the previous subsection and obtain an asymptotically normal estimator when s is inde-
pendent of n and p.

Remark 3.13. (i) When {ξ(i,t)j }, i = 1, . . . , p and {ǫt} are Poisson sequences, we have

h = θ. Therefore, we can plug θ̂
(1)
n itself in Ψn when θ̂

(1)
n is consistent.

(ii) Here, we consider the INAR (p) model with large p as an example. However, as
well as Wang (2020), we may also apply the general theory to INAR models with
high-dimensional covariates under appropriate conditions.

3.3 Application to the Hawkes processes

The Poisson INAR (p) process is known to be a discrete approximation of the Hawkes
process. More precisely, let us consider the Hawkes process N with the intensity

λ(t) = η +

∫

R

a(t− s)dNs,

where η > 0 and h : R → R+ is a non-negative and continuous function with a(t) = 0 for
t ≤ 0. We assume that the support of a equals to (0, τ ] for some constant τ > 0 and that

∫

R

a(t)dt < 1.

According to Kirchner (2016), there exist constants δ > 0 and K̃ < 1 such that for any
∆ ∈ (0, δ),

K(∆) = ∆

∞
∑

k=1

h(k∆) = ∆

p
∑

k=1

h(k∆) ≤ K̃ < 1,

where p ≥ ⌈τ/∆⌉. Let {X(∆)
t } be an INAR(p) process given by

X
(∆)
t =

p
∑

i=1

α
(∆)
i ◦X(∆)

t−i + ǫ
(∆)
t ,

where {ǫ(∆)
t } is an i.i.d. Poisson(∆η) sequence and α

(∆)
i = ∆a(i∆). We define the counting

process N (∆) as follows:

N (∆)(A) =
∑

k:k∆∈A

X
(∆)
k , A ∈ Bb(R), ∆ ∈ (0, δ),
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where Bb(R) is a family of bounded Borel sets in R. Then, Kirchner (2016) shows that

N (∆) →d N, ∆ → 0.

Consider that we observe a Hawkes process {Nt}t∈[0,T ]. Fix a small constant ∆ = ⌈T/n⌉
for n ∈ N. We can consider the n-partitions of (0, T ]:

(0, T ] =

n−1
⋃

k=0

(k∆, (k + 1)∆].

Then, we can see that if ∆ is sufficiently small,

N((k∆, (k + 1)∆]) ≈ X
(∆)
k ,

where {X(∆)
k } is a INAR(p) process with sufficiently large p. Kirchner (2017) considered

conditionally least squares estimator based on this approximation. On the other hand, we
can also apply the estimation method discussed in Subsection 3.2. Let τ be a constant

such that τ ≤ p∆ ≤ T and s = ⌈τ/∆⌉. Then, α(∆) = (α
(∆)
1 , . . . , α

(∆)
p )⊤ satisfies that

α(∆) = (α
(∆)
1 , . . . , α(∆)

s , 0, . . . , 0)⊤ ∈ R
p.

Therefore, we can estimate α(∆) and the support τ = s∆ by using the Dantzig selector
and proposed estimator.

3.4 Simulation studies

We consider the sparse estimation of the regression coefficients of INAR(p) model presented
in the previous subsection.

Xt =

p
∑

i=1

αi ◦Xt−i + ǫt, t ∈ Z,

where the true value is given by

α0 = (0.25, 0.25, 0.2, 0.2, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ R
p, µǫ = 0.3.

The scenario of the simulation study is given as follows.

Case 1. The order p of the INAR model is 10, and the number n of the observation points
is 1000 or 2000.

Case 2. p = 20, n = 1000 or n = 2000.
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Table 1: Performance of the estimators, 500 replications, Case 1.

(n, p) = (1000, 10) (n, p) = (2000, 10)

Mean of ‖α̂(1)
n − α0‖∞ 0.067 0.049

Mean of ‖α̂(1)
n − α0‖2 0.099 0.071

Proportion of T̂n = T0 0.940 0.990
Mean of ‖α̃n − α0‖∞ 0.048 0.033
Mean of ‖α̃n − α0‖2 0.063 0.043

p-value of the Royston test for α̃nT0
< 0.01 0.92

Table 2: Performance of the estimators, 500 replications, Case 2.

(n, p) = (1000, 20) (n, p) = (2000, 20)

Mean of ‖α̂(1)
n − α0‖∞ 0.069 0.049

Mean of ‖α̂(1)
n − α0‖2 0.102 0.073

Proportion of T̂n = T0 0.940 0.992
Mean of ‖α̃n − α0‖∞ 0.050 0.033
Mean of ‖α̃n − α0‖2 0.065 0.044

p-value of the Royston test for α̃nT0
< 0.01 0.65

Our aim is order selection via the Dantzig selector and to construct a good estimator
for α. We choose the tuning parameter λn by a cross-validation method while we put
the threshold τn = 2

√

log p/n, which is determined by taking into account of the rate of

‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞. To construct the Dantzig selector for α, we apply the gds method in the

package hdme in R; see Sørensen (2019) to the centered process {Xt}t∈Z.
Tables 1 and 2 illustrate the average of l∞ and l2 errors of the estimators, empirical

probability of the success of the selection and the p-value of the Royston test in the
package MVN in R (see Korkmaz et al. (2014) and Mecklin and Mundfrom (2005)), for the
multivariate normality of the two step estimator restricted by the true support index set,
over 500 replications. For both cases, the Dantzig selector works well in terms of errors

and selection. Moreover, the two step estimator α̃n has smaller errors than α̂
(1)
n and seems

to satisfy the normality when n is large.
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4 Applications to models of diffusion processes

4.1 Diffusion processes with high-dimensional covariate

Let us consider the following model of the stochastic differential equation:

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0
S(α⊤φ(Xs), β

⊤Zs)ds +

∫ t

0
σ(Xs;h)dWs, t ≥ 0,

where {Wt}t≥0 is a 1-dimensional standard Brownian motion, φ : R → R
p1 is a measurable

function, {Zt}t≥0 is a p2-dimensional process, which is regarded as a covariate vector,
α ∈ R

p1 is an autoregressive coefficient, β ∈ R
p2 is a regression coefficient for covariate

process {Zt}t≥0, S is a measurable and twice continuously deffirentiable function with
respect to α and β, and σ is a measurable function. We consider the estimation problem
for θ = (α⊤, β⊤)⊤ ∈ R

p, where p = p1 + p2, with the existence of a possibly infinite-
dimensional nuisance parameter h ∈ H. Let (θ0, h0) be a true value of (θ, h), Θ =
Θα × Θβ ⊂ R

p1+p2 a parameter space for θ and H a metric space equipped with a metric
dH . We observe the processes {Xt}t≥0, {Yt}t≥0 and {Zt}t≥0 at n + 1 equidistant time
points 0 =: tn0 < tn1 < · · · < tnn. Put T10 = {j : α0j 6= 0}, T20 = {p1 + j : β0j 6= 0} and
T0 = T10 ∪ T20. Assume that the true value θ0 is high-dimensional and sparse, that is, p
possibly tends to ∞ as n → ∞, and the number s = s1 + s2 of nonzero coefficients of θ0
is relatively small, where s1 is the sparsity for α0 and s2 is the sparsity for β0.

Consider the following score function for θ:

ψ(1)
n (θ) =

1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)

·{Xtkn −Xtn
k−1

− S(α⊤φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤Ztn
k−1

)∆n},

where ∆n = tnn/n = |tnk − tnk−1|, k = 1, . . . , n. Then, we define the following estimator for
θ0 and T0, respectively;

θ̂(1)n := arg min
θ∈Cn

‖θ‖1, Cn := {θ ∈ Θ : ‖ψ(1)
n (θ)‖∞ ≤ λn},

and
T̂n = {j : |θ̂(1)nj | > τn},

where τn is a threshold.
We estimate θ based on the quasi-likelihood function given by

Ln(θ, h) =

n
∏

i=1

1
√

2πσ2(Xtni−1
;h)|tni − tni−1|

· exp

(

−
|Xtni

−Xtni−1
− S(α⊤φ(Xtni−1

), β⊤Ztni−1
)|tni − tni−1||2

2σ2(Xtni−1
;h)|tni − tni−1|

)

.
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Let Ψn(θ;h) be the derivative of logLn(θ;h)/Tn with respect to θ, i.e.,

Ψn(θ, h) =
1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂
∂θS(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)

σ2(Xtn
k−1

; ĥn)

·{Xtkn −Xtn
k−1

− S(α⊤φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤Ztn
k−1

)∆n}.

As for the nuisance parameter h, we can construct a consistent estimator ĥn. When H
is finite-dimensional space, see, e.g., Yoshida (1992), and Kessler (1997) while see, e.g.,
Hoffmann (2001) for the case where H is infinite-dimensional space. Then, we define the
estimator θ̃n for θ as a solution to the following equations:

ΨnT̂n
(θT̂n

, ĥn) = 0, θT̂ c
n

= 0,

where for every index set T = T1 ∪ T2,

ΨnT (θT , ĥn) =
1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂
∂θT

S(α⊤
T1
φT1

(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤T2
Ztn

k−1
T2

)

σ2(Xtn
k−1

; ĥn)

·{Xtkn −Xtn
k−1

− S(α⊤
T1
φT1

(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤T2
Ztn

k−1
T2

)∆n}.

Let V
(1)
n (·) and Vn(·, ·) be derivatives of ψ

(1)
n and Ψn with respect to θ, respectively, i.e.,

V (1)
n (θ) =

1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂2

∂θ∂θ⊤
S(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)

·{Xtn
k
−Xtn

k−1
S(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)∆n}

− 1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)
∂

∂θ⊤
S(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)∆n

and

Vn(θ, h) =
1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂2

∂θ∂θ⊤
S(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)

σ2(Xtn
k−1

;h)

·{Xtn
k
−Xtn

k−1
S(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)∆n}

− 1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂
∂θS(α⊤φ(Xtn

k−1
), β⊤Ztn

k−1
)

σ2(Xtn
k−1

;h)

∂
∂θ⊤

S(α⊤φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤Ztn
k−1

)

σ2(Xtn
k−1

;h)
∆n.

Let CT0
:= {v ∈ R

p : ‖vT c
0
‖1 ≤ ‖vT0

‖1}. Hereafter, we consider the following conditions.

Assumption 4.1. (i) For every x1, x2 ∈ R and z1, z2 ∈ R
p2 , there exists a constant

LS > 0 such that
∣

∣

∣
S(α⊤

0 φ(x1), β⊤0 z1) − S(α⊤
0 φ(x2), β⊤0 z2)

∣

∣

∣
≤ LSs(|x1 − x2| + ‖z1 − z2‖∞).
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(ii) The function S is twice continuously differentiable with respect to α and β. More-
over, there exists a positive constant Kp possibly depending on p such that

sup
t≥0

E
[

|S(α⊤
0 φ(Xt), β

⊤
0 Zt)|4

]1/4
≤ Kp,

sup
t≥0

E

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂α
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xt), β
⊤
0 Zt)

∥

∥

∥

∥

4

∞

]1/4

≤ Kp,

sup
t≥0

E

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂β
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xt), β
⊤
0 Zt)

∥

∥

∥

∥

4

∞

]1/4

≤ Kp

and
sup
t≥0

E
[

|σ(Xt;h0)|4
]1/4 ≤ Kp.

(iii) It holds that
c := inf

x∈R
inf
h∈H

σ2(x;h) > 0.

(iv) The processes {Xt}t≥0 and {Zt}t≥0 satisfy that

E

[

sup
t∈[tni−1

,tni ]
|Xt −Xtni−1

|k
]

+ E

[

sup
t∈[tni−1

,tni ]
‖Zt − Ztni−1

‖k∞

]

≤ Dk∆k/2
n ,

where Dk > 0 is a constant depending on k and p.

(v) It holds that

∆n ≍ n−ζ , log p = o
(

(n∆n)1/2
)

as n → ∞, where ζ ∈ (1/2, 1). Moreover, the tuning parameter λn is a sequence
such that

max







Kps∆
1/2
n D

1/2
2

λn
,
K2

p

λn

√

log(1 + p)

n∆n







→ 0, n→ ∞.

The condition for ψ
(1)
n (θ0) can be verified as follows.

Proposition 4.2. Under Assumption 4.1, it holds that

P(‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ > λn) → 0, n→ ∞. (4.1)

See Subsection 5.3 for the proof. On the other hand, the condition for V
(1)
n strongly

depends on the model structure, it is difficult to provide some sufficient conditions. We
thus introduce the following condition.
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Assumption 4.3. There exists a constant δ > 0 such that

P

(

inf
06=v∈CT0

inf
θ∈Θ

|v⊤V (1)
n (θ)v|

‖vT0
‖1‖v‖∞

> δ

)

→ 1, n→ ∞. (4.2)

Note that the left-hand side of (4.2) may depend on n, p and s. We ensure this
condition for Ornstein–Uhlenbeck processes in Subsection 4.2. The following theorem
follows from Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 4.2.

Theorem 4.4. Let Assumptions 4.1 and 4.3 hold. Then, it holds that

P

(

‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ >
2

δ
cn

)

→ 0, n→ ∞, (4.3)

where cn := ‖ψ(1)
n (θ̂

(1)
n ) − ψ

(1)
n (θ0)‖∞. Especially, it holds that

‖θ̂(1)n − θ0‖∞ = Op(λn), n→ ∞.

Moreover, if the threshold τn satisfies that 4λn/δ < τn < infj∈T0
|θ0j |/2, it holds that

P(T̂n = T0) → 1, n→ ∞. (4.4)

Using T̂n, we can define the estimator θ̂
(2)
n as a solution to the following equations;

ΨnT̂n
(θT̂n

, ĥn) = 0, θT̂ c
n

= 0,

where for every T = T1 ∪ T2,

ΨnT (θT , h) =
1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂
∂θT

S(α⊤
T1
φ(Xtn

k−1
)T1
, β⊤T2

Ztn
k−1

T2
)

σ2(Xtn
k−1

;h)

·
{

Xtn
k
−Xtn

k−1
− S(α⊤

T1
φ(Xtn

k−1
)T1
, β⊤T2

Ztn
k−1

T2
)
}

.

We assume the following conditions in order to establish the asymptotic behavior of the

estimator θ̂
(2)
n .

Assumption 4.5. (i) The sparsity s is independent of n and p. The parameter space
ΘT0

⊂ R
s is compact and the true value θ0T0

is an interior point of ΘT0
. There exists

a measurable function Λ1 on R× R
s2 such that

S(α⊤
T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z) − S(α⊤

0T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤0T20
z)

=
∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
0T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤0T20

z)(θT0
− θ0T0

) + Λ1(x, z)ǫ(x, z; θT0
, θ0T0

)

for every x ∈ R, z ∈ R
s2 and θ ∈ Θ where ǫ is a measurable function satisfying that

sup
x∈R,z∈Rs2

|ǫ(x, z; θT0
, θ0T0

)| = o(‖θT0
− θ0T0

‖2), θT0
→ θ0T0

.
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(ii) There exists a constant KT0
such that

sup
θT0∈ΘT0

|S(α⊤
T10
φ(x1)T10

, β⊤T20
z1) − S(α⊤

T10
φ(x2)T10

, β⊤T20
z2)| ≤ KT0

‖y1 − y2‖2;

sup
θT0∈ΘT0

‖ ∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
T10
φ(x1)T10

, β⊤T20
z1)− ∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
T10
φ(x2)T10

, β⊤T20
z2)‖ ≤ KT0

‖y1−y2‖2;

sup
h∈H

|σ2(x1;h) − σ2(x2;h)| ≤ KT0
|x1 − x2|,

where y⊤i = (xi, z
⊤
i ), i = 1, 2.

(iii) There exists a measurable function Λ2 on R× R
s2 such that

‖ ∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
1T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤1T20

z) − ∂

∂θT0

S(α⊤
2T10

φ(x1)T10
, β⊤2T20

z1)‖2

≤ Λ2(x, z)‖θ1T0
− θ2T0

‖2, ∀θ1T0
, θ2T0

∈ ΘT0
;

|σ2(x;h1) − σ2(x;h2)| ≤ Λ2(x, z)dH (h1, h2), ∀h1, h2 ∈ H.

(iv) It holds that

sup
t≥0

E
[

|Λ1(Xt, Zt)|8 + |Λ2(Xt, Zt)|8 + |Xt|4
]

<∞.

(v) The process {(Xt, Z
⊤
tT20

)⊤}t≥0 is ergodic with an invariant measure µ0, i.e., for every
µ0-integrable function g, it holds that

1

T

∫ T

0
g(Xt, ZtT20

)dt →p

∫

R×Rs2

g(x, z)µ0(dxdz), T → ∞.

(vi) The following s× s matrix I(θ0, h0) is positive definite:

I(θ0, h0) =

∫

R×Rs2

∂
∂θT0

S(α⊤
0T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤0T20

z) ∂
∂θ⊤

T0

S(α⊤
0T10

φ(x)T10
, β⊤0T20

z)

σ2(x;h0)
µ0(dxdz).

(vii) It holds that

inf
θT0 :‖θT0−θ0T0‖2>ǫ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

R×Rs2

∂
∂θT0

S(α⊤
T0
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z)

σ2(x;h0)

[

S(α⊤
T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤T20
z) − S(α⊤

0T10
φ(x)T10

, β⊤0T20
z)
]

µ(dxdz)
∥

∥

∥

2
> 0

for every ǫ > 0.
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(viii) The metric entropy condition for (H, dH) is satisfied:
∫ 1

0

√

logN(H, dH , ǫ)dǫ <∞.

(ix) The estimator ĥn is a consistent estimator of h0, i.e., dH(ĥn, h0) = op(1) as n→ ∞.

Note that Assumption 4.5 corresponds to conditions A1-A8 of Nishiyama (2009). The
sufficient condition for (ix) is described in Theorem 4.4 of Nishiyama (2009) when ĥn is a
minimizer of

An(h) =
1

n

n
∑

k=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

|Xtn
k
−Xtn

k−1
|2

∆n
− σ2(Xtn

k−1
;h)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Finally, we obtain the following results.

Theorem 4.6. Under Assumptions 4.1, 4.3 and 4.5, it holds that
√

n∆n

(

θ̃nT̂n
− θ0T0

)

1{T̂n=T0} →d Ns(0,I−1), n→ ∞.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.3 of Nishiyama (2009) that

√

n∆n

(

θ̃nT0
− θ0T0

)

→d Ns(0,I−1), n→ ∞.

Combining this fact with Theorems 2.4 and 4.4, we obtain the conclusion.

4.2 Example: A linear model of Gaussian diffusion processes

Let us consider the p+1-dimensional Ornstein–Uhlenbeck process {Yt} which is a solution
to the following equation:

Yt = Y0 +

∫ t

0
AYsds+ ΣWt, t ≥ 0,

where A,Σ ∈ R
(p+1)×(p+1) are unknown matrices and {Wt}t≥0 is a p + 1-dimensional

standard Brownian motion. Put Yt = (Xt, Z
⊤
t )⊤, Wt = (Wt,W

1
t , . . . ,W

p
t )⊤ for every

t ≥ 0. When Σ = diag(σ, σ1, . . . , σp), it holds that

Xt = X0 +

∫ t

0
{αXs + β⊤Zs}ds + σWt, t ≥ 0,

where θ⊤ := (α, β⊤) is the first row of the matrix A. Let θ⊤0 = (α0, β
⊤
0 ) and σ0 be true

values of θ and σ. We can consider the following score function and Hessian matrix:

ψ(1)
n (θ) =

1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

Ytn
k−1

{

Xtn
k
−Xtn

k−1
− θ⊤Ytn

k−1

}

, V (1)
n = − 1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

Ytn
k−1

Y ⊤
tn
k−1

∆n.

We assume the following conditions.
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Assumption 4.7. (i) The matrix A is diagonalizable and the real parts of its eigen-
values ςp ≤ . . . ≤ ς1 are all negative. Moreover, the initial value Y0 ∼ Np+1(0, V ).

(ii) There exist positive constants f∞ and Kp,

F∞(T0, V ) > f∞, ‖V ∗V ‖2 ≤ Kp,

where V ∗ is the Hermitian adjoint of V .

(iii) The matrix I(θ0, σ0) = VT0,T0
/σ20 is invertible.

Condition (i) implies that {Yt} is strictly stationary Gaussian process with covariance
function;

C(s, t) := Cov(Ys, Yt) =

{

exp((s− t)A)V 0 ≤ t ≤ s <∞
V exp((t− s)A⊤) 0 ≤ s < t <∞.

See Chapter 5.6 of Karatzas and Shreve (1991) for details of condition (i). Especially, it
holds that

∞
∑

l=0

exp(l∆nς1) <∞

under Assumption 4.7. Then, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.8. Let Assumption 4.7 hold.

(i) It holds that
E[‖Y0‖4∞]1/4 < Kp.

(ii) There exists a constant η ∈ (0, f∞/2) such that

P
(

F∞(T0, V
(1)
n ) > f∞ − 2η

)

→ 1, n→ ∞.

See Subsection 5.3 for the proof. The assertion (i) implies

P(‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ > λn) → 0, n→ ∞,

when λn satisfies that

max







Kp∆
1/2
n D

1/2
2

λn
,
K2

p

λn

√

log(1 + p)

n∆n







→ 0, n→ ∞.

Note that the process {YtT0
} is ergodic with an invariant measure under Condition (i) of

Assumption 4.7. As for the diffusion coefficient σ, we can construct a consistent estimator
by classical methods, see, e.g., Yoshida (1992). In conclusion, under Assumption 4.7, we
can apply the estimation procedure described in the previous subsection and obtain an
asymptotically normal estimator.
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5 Proofs

5.1 Stochastic maximal inequalities and concentration inequalities

In this section, we introduce three useful lemmas which are used to derive the error bounds
of the Dantzig selector.

The following maximal inequality for square integrable martingales is provided in
Nishiyama (2022).

Lemma 5.1 (Theorem A1.1.6 of Nishiyama (2022)). Let p be any positive integer. Let
a p-dimensional martingale difference sequence ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξp)⊤ on a stochastic basis
B = (Ω,F , P, {Fk}k≥0) such that E[(ξik)2] < ∞ for all i, k given. Then, it holds for any
finite stopping time T that

E

[

max
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

k=1

ξik

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 2
√

2

√

√

√

√E

[

T
∑

k=1

max
1≤i≤p

(ξik)2

]

√

log(1 + p)

and that

E

[

max
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

k=1

ξik

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 2
√

2

√

√

√

√E

[

T
∑

k=1

E

[

max
1≤i≤p

(ξik)2|Fk−1

]

]

√

log(1 + p).

The inequality given by the following lemma is a variant of the Hanson–Wright inequal-
ity for Gaussian random variables, provided by Wong et al. (2020). See also Rudelson and Vershynin
(2013) for details.

Lemma 5.2 (Lemma 11 of Wong et al. (2020)). Let Y ∼ Nn(0, Q) be an n-dimensional
random vector. Then, there exists a universal constant c > 0 such that for any η > 0,

P

(

1

n

∣

∣‖Y ‖22 − E[‖Y ‖22]
∣

∣ > η‖Q‖2
)

≤ 2 exp
(

−cnmin{η, η2}
)

.

The last lemma gives a concentration inequality for non-Gaussian time series satis-
fying geometric β-mixing condition, which is essentially equivalent to the Theorem 1 of
Merlevède et al. (2011).

Lemma 5.3. Let {Xt}t∈Z be an R-valued τ -mixing zero mean strictly stationary process
which satisfies that

τ(l) ≤ a exp(−clγ1), l ∈ N

and
sup
q≥1

E[|Xt|q]1/qq−1/γ2 ≤ K, ∀t ∈ Z
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for some constants a, c, γ1, γ2, and K > 0. Let

γ :=

(

1

γ1
+

1

γ2

)−1

< 1.

Then, for every n > 4 and ǫ > 1/n, it holds that

P

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

Xt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ

)

≤ n exp

(

− (ǫn)γ

KγC1

)

+ exp

(

− ǫ2n2

K2C2{1 + nV}

)

+ exp

(

− ǫ2n

K2C3

)

, (5.1)

where

V = sup
M>0

sup
i>0



Var[ϕM (Xi)] + 2
∑

j>i

|Cov(ϕM (Xi), ϕM (Xj))|



 , (5.2)

with
ϕM (x) = (x ∧M) ∨ (−M), x ∈ R, M > 0

and Ck, k = 1, 2, 3 are constants depending only on a, c, γ1, and γ2.

See also Wong et al. (2020) for the proof.

5.2 Proofs for Section 3

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let us first note that

ψn(θ0) =
1

n

n
∑

t=1

∂

∂θ
S(α0(φ(Xt−1), β⊤0 Zt−1)ut.

It follows from Lemma 5.1 that

E [‖ψn(θ0)‖∞] = E

[

max
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

t=1

ξit

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 2
√

2

√

√

√

√E

[

n
∑

t=1

max
1≤i≤p

(ξit)
2

]

√

log(1 + p),

where

ξit =
1

n

∂

∂θi
S(α0(φ(Xt−1), β⊤0 Zt−1)ut.
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We have

E

[

n
∑

t=1

max
1≤i≤p

(ξit)
2

]

=
1

n2

n
∑

t=1

E

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α0(φ(Xt−1), β⊤0 Zt−1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

∞

E[u2t |Ft−1]

]

=
1

n2

n
∑

t=1

E

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α0(φ(Xt−1), β⊤0 Zt−1)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

∞

σ2(Xt−1;h0)

]

≤ Kp,s

n
.

Therefore, we obtain

E [‖ψn(θ0)‖∞] ≤ 2
√

2Kp,s

√

log(1 + p)

n
,

which ends the proof.

Proof of Proposition 3.11. (i) Under Condition (iv), it follows from Theorem 1 of Ahle
(2022) that

E[Xq
t |Ft−1] ≤ (θ⊤Yt−1 + q/2)q,

hence that
E[Xq

t ] ≤ E[(θ⊤Yt−1 + q/2)q].

Using the triangle inequality, we have

‖Xt‖Lq ≤ ‖θ⊤Yt−1 + q/2‖Lq

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

µǫ +

p
∑

i=1

αiXt−i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lq

+ q/2

≤ µǫ +

p
∑

i=1

αi‖Xt−i‖Lq + q/2.

Since {Xt}t∈Z is a stationary process, we have

‖Xt‖Lq ≤ qKX .

As well as the proof of Proposition 3.2, we have

P(‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞) ≤ 2

√
2

λn

√

√

√

√

n
∑

t=1

E

[

max
1≤i≤p

|ξit|2
]

√

log(1 + p),

where

ξit =
1

n
Y i
t−1ut.
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Since the sparsity of h0 is at most s, we have

E

[

max
1≤i≤p

|ξit|2
]

=
1

n2
E
[

‖Yt−1‖2∞ E[u2t |Ft−1]
]

=
1

n2
E
[

‖Yt−1‖2∞σ2(Xt−1;h0)
]

=
1

n2
E
[

‖Yt−1‖2∞(h⊤0 Yt−1)
]

≤ 1

n2
E
[

‖Yt−1‖2∞‖h0‖1‖Yt−1‖∞)
]

≤ s‖h0‖∞
n2

E
[

‖Yt−1‖3∞
]

Since {Xt}t∈Z is a stationary process, we have

E
[

‖Yt−1‖3∞
]

= E

[

{

max
1≤i≤p

|Xt−i| + 1

}3
]

≤ 4 E

[

max
1≤i≤p

|Xt−i|3
]

+ 4

≤ 4pE[|X0|3] + 4

≤ 4p · 33K3
X + 4,

which implies the conclusion.

(ii) For every v = (v0, v1, . . . , vp)⊤ ∈ CT0
∩ Sp, note that

‖v‖1 ≤ 2‖vT0
‖1

≤ 2
√
s‖vT0

‖2
≤ 2

√
s.

Therefore, we have

‖v⊤Yt−1‖Lq ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

v0 +

p
∑

j=1

vjXt−j

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lq

≤ |v0| +

p
∑

j=1

|vj |qKX

≤ ‖v‖1q(1 +KX)

≤ 2
√
s‖v‖2q(1 +KX)

≤ 2
√
sq(1 +KX),

which completes the proof for Ks = 2
√
s(1 +KX).
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(iii) Let Wn = V
(1)
n − V . Since we have

F∞(T0, V
(1)
n ) = inf

v∈CT0
\{0}

|v⊤V (1)
n v|

‖vT0
‖1‖v‖∞

= inf
v∈CT0

\{0}

|v⊤V v|
‖vT0

‖1‖v‖∞
− sup

v∈CT0
\{0}

|v⊤Wnv|
‖vT0

‖1‖v‖∞
,

it suffices to show that for every 0 < η < f∞/2,

P

(

sup
v∈CT0

∩Sp

|v⊤Wnv| > η

)

→ 0, n→ ∞. (5.3)

For every v ∈ CT0
∩ Sp, define that

Zt(v) := |v⊤Yt−1|2 − E[|v⊤Yt−1|2].

Then, we can observe that

v⊤Wnv =
1

n

n
∑

t=1

Zt(v).

Since v⊤Yt−1 satisfies that

sup
q≥1

E[|v⊤Yt−1|q]1/qq−1 ≤ Ks,

we have

‖Zt(v)‖Lq =
∥

∥

∥|v⊤Yt−1|2 − E[|v⊤Yt−1|2]
∥

∥

∥

Lq

≤
∥

∥

∥|v⊤Yt−1|2
∥

∥

∥

Lq
+ E[|v⊤Yt−1|2]

= E[|v⊤Yt−1|2q]1/q + 4K2
s

=
(

E[|v⊤Yt−1|2q]1/2q
)2

+ 4K2
s

≤ 4q2K2
s + 4K2

s , q ≥ 1,

which implies that there exists a constant K̃ > 0 such that

sup
q≥1

E[|Zt(v)|q]1/qq−2 ≤ K̃s.

By Lemma 3.9, we have

β(l) ≤ as exp(−clγ1), l ∈ N.
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Then, as well as Wong et al. (2020), we can evaluate the constant V appeared in
(5.1) as follows.

V ≤ ‖Z1(v)‖2L2 + 4‖Z1(v)‖2L4

∞
∑

k=0

√

β(k)

≤ ‖Z1(v)‖2L2 + 4‖Z1(v)‖2L4

√
as

∞
∑

k=0

exp

(

−1

2
ckγ1

)

≤ C̃2s
5/2

for some constant C̃2 > 0 depending on a, c, and K̃. It follows from Lemma 5.3 that

P

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

Zt(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> η

)

≤ n exp

(

− (ηn)γ

K̃γsγC1

)

+ exp

(

− η2n2

K̃2s2C2{1 + nK̃2s5/2}

)

+ exp

(

− η2n

K̃2s2C3

)

where

γ =

(

1

γ1
+ 2

)−1

=
γ1

1 + 2γ1
,

C1 and C2 are positive constants depending only on c appeared in the mixing con-
dition (iii) of Assumption 3.8. Therefore, as well as Proof of Proposition 3.1 in
Basu and Michailidis (2015) and the ǫ-net argument provided in Vershynin (2018),
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we have

P

(

sup
v∈CT0

∩Sp

|v⊤Wnv| > η

)

≤ P

(

9 sup
v∈B0(2s)

|v⊤Wnv| > η

)

≤ P

(

sup
v∈B0(2s)

|v⊤Wnv| >
η

9

)

≤
(

p
2s

)

62s
{

n exp

(

− (ηn)γ

(9K̃)γsγC1

)

+ exp

(

− η2n2

812K̃2s2C2{1 + K̃ns5/2}

)

+ exp

(

− η2n

812K̃2s2C3

)}

≤ exp

(

2s log 6p+ log n− (ηn)γ

(9K̃)γsγC1

)

+ exp

(

2s log 6p− η2n2

812K̃2s2C2{1 + K̃ns5/2}

)

+ exp

(

2s log 6p− η2n

812K̃2s2C3

)

→ 0, n→ ∞,

where B0(2s) = {v ∈ R
p :
∑p

j=1 1{vj 6=0} ≤ 2s}. This completes the proof.

5.3 Proofs for Section 4

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Since it holds that

P(‖ψ(1)
n (θ0)‖∞ > λn) ≤ 1

λn
{E [‖An‖∞] + E [‖Bn‖∞]} ,

where

An =
1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

·
∫ tn

k

tn
k−1

{S(α⊤
0 φ(Xs), β

⊤
0 Zs) − S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)}ds

and

Bn =
1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∫ tn
k

tn
k−1

σ(Xs;h0)dWs,
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it suffices to show that
E [‖An‖∞] = o(λn), n→ ∞

and that
E [‖Bn‖∞] = o(λn), n→ ∞.

Under our assumptions, we have

E [‖An‖∞] ≤ 1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

E

[∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

·
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ tn
k

tn
k−1

{S(α⊤
0 φ(Xs), β

⊤
0 Zs) − S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)}ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 1

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

E

[∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

·
∫ tn

k

tn
k−1

∣

∣

∣
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xs), β
⊤
0 Zs) − S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)
∣

∣

∣
ds

]

≤ LSs

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

E

[∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞

·
∫ tn

k

tn
k−1

{

|Xs −Xtn
k−1

| + ‖Zs − Ztn
k−1

‖∞
}

ds

]

≤ LSs

n∆n

n
∑

k=1

E

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

∞

]1/2

·E





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ tn
k

tn
k−1

{

|Xs −Xtn
k−1

| + ‖Zs − Ztn
k−1

‖∞
}

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2




1/2

≤ 21/2LSD
1/2
2 sKp∆1/2

n ,

which implies

1

λn
E[‖An‖∞] ≤ sKp∆

1/2
n

λn
· 2LSD

1/2
2 → 0, n→ ∞.

It follows from Lemma 5.1 that

E [‖Bn‖∞] = E

[

max
1≤i≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

k=1

ξik

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

]

≤ 2
√

2

√

√

√

√E

[

n
∑

k=1

max
1≤i≤p

∣

∣ξik
∣

∣

2

]

√

log(1 + p),
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where

ξik =
1

n∆n

∂

∂θi
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∫ tn
k

tn
k−1

σ(Xs;h0)dWs, i = 1, . . . , p.

We have

E

[

n
∑

k=1

max
1≤i≤p

∣

∣ξik
∣

∣

2

]

≤ 1

n2∆2
n

n
∑

k=1

E





∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

∞

E





{

∫ tn
k

tn
k−1

σ(Xs;h0)dWs

}2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ftn
k−1









=
1

n2∆2
n

n
∑

k=1

E

[

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂θ
S(α⊤

0 φ(Xtn
k−1

), β⊤0 Ztn
k−1

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

∞

E

[{

∫ tn
k

tn
k−1

σ2(Xs;h0)ds

}∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ftn
k−1

]]

≤ K2
p

1

n2∆2
n

n
∑

k=1

E





{

∫ tn
k

tn
k−1

σ2(Xs;h0)ds

}2




1/2

≤ 1

n∆n
K4

p .

Therefore, we obtain

E [‖Bn‖∞] ≤ 2
√

2K2
p

√

log(1 + p)

n∆n
.

This completes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 4.8. The assertion (i) follows from Assumption 4.1-(ii). To prove the
assertion (ii), it suffices to prove that there exists a constant 0 < η < f∞/2 such that

P

(

sup
v∈CT0

∩Sp

|v⊤Wnv| > η

)

→ 0, n→ ∞, (5.4)

where Wn = V
(1)
n − V . Let Y (n) be the matrix defined by

Y (n) = (Y0, . . . , Ytnn−1
).

Then, it holds that

V (1)
n =

1

n
Y (n)Y (n)⊤, V =

1

n
E[Y (n)Y (n)⊤].

For every v ∈ CT0
∩ Sp, we have

v⊤Wnv =
1

n
{‖Y (n)⊤v‖22 − E[‖Y (n)⊤v‖22]}.
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Noting that Y (n)⊤v is a centered Gaussian random variable with covariance matrix

Qn =









v⊤ E[Y0Y
⊤
0 ]v · · · v⊤ E[Y0Y

⊤
tnn−1

]v
...

. . .
...

v⊤ E[Ytnn−1
Y ⊤
0 ]v · · · v⊤ E[Ytnn−1

Y ⊤
tnn−1

]v









,

we can use the Hanson–Wright inequality (see Rudelson and Vershynin (2013) for details)
to deduce that for every ξ > 0,

P

(

1

n

∣

∣

∣‖Y (n)⊤v‖22 − E[‖Y (n)⊤v‖22]
∣

∣

∣ > ξ‖Qn‖2
)

≤ 2 exp(−cn(ξ ∧ ξ2)).

From a similar calculation to the proof of Lemma 10 in Supplementary material of Wong et al.
(2020), we have

‖Qn‖2 ≤ max
0≤i≤n−1

n−1
∑

l=0

‖ΣY ((l − i)∆n)‖2,

where
ΣY ((l − i)∆n) = Cov(Ytn

l
, Ytni ).

From Assumption 4.7, it holds that

‖ΣY ((l − i)∆n)‖2 = ‖ exp(|l − i|∆nA)V ‖2.

Since A is diagonalizable, there exists a non-singular matrix P with ‖P‖2 = 1 such that

P⊤AP = D,

where D is a diagonal matrix consists of eigenvalues of A. Therefore, we have

‖ΣY ((l − i)∆n)‖2 = ‖ exp(|l − i|∆nA)V ‖2
≤ ‖ exp(|l − i|∆nD)‖2‖V ‖2
≤ exp(|l − i|∆nς1)Kp,

which implies

‖Qn‖2 ≤
∞
∑

l=0

exp(l∆nς1)Kp.

Then, for

ξ =
η

∑∞
l=0 exp(l∆nς1)Kp

,

we have
P(|v⊤Wnv| > η) ≤ 2 exp(−cn(ξ ∧ ξ2)).
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Therefore, as well as Proof of Proposition 3.1 in Basu and Michailidis (2015) and the ǫ-net
argument provided in Vershynin (2018), we have

P

(

sup
v∈CT0

∩Sp

|v⊤Wnv| > η

)

≤ P

(

9 sup
v∈B0(2s)

|v⊤Wnv| > η

)

≤ P

(

sup
v∈B0(2s)

|v⊤Wnv| >
η

9

)

≤
(

p
2s

)

62s · 2 exp(−cn(ξ/9 ∧ ξ2/92))

≤ 2 exp(2s log 6p− cn(ξ/9 ∧ ξ2/92))

→ 0, n→ ∞,

which ends the proof.
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