N
N

N

HAL

open science

Wavelet analysis of a continuous-time (aussian Process
observed at random times and its application to the
estimation of the spectral density

Jean-Marc Bardet, Pierre, Raphael Bertrand

» To cite this version:

Jean-Marc Bardet, Pierre, Raphael Bertrand. Wavelet analysis of a continuous-time Gaussian Process
observed at random times and its application to the estimation of the spectral density. 2008. hal-

00276735v1

HAL Id: hal-00276735
https://hal.science/hal-00276735v1

Preprint submitted on 1 May 2008 (v1), last revised 26 Nov 2009 (v5)

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci-
entific research documents, whether they are pub-
lished or not. The documents may come from
teaching and research institutions in France or
abroad, or from public or private research centers.

L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
destinée au dépot et a la diffusion de documents
scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
recherche francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires
publics ou privés.


https://hal.science/hal-00276735v1
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

hal-00276735, version 1 - 1 May 2008

k‘ubmitted to the Annals of Statistics

WAVELET ANALYSIS OF A CONTINUOUS-TIME
GAUSSIAN PROCESS OBSERVED AT RANDOM TIMES
AND ITS APPLICATION TO THE ESTIMATION OF THE

SPECTRAL DENSITY

By JEAN-MARC BARDET* AND PIERRE, R. BERTRAND**

* CES (SAMOS-Matisse), University Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne, France

** Laboratoire de Mathématiques, University Clermont-Ferrand II, France

In numerous applications (finance, internet traffic, biology,...)
data are observed at random times. From a wavelet analysis, one de-
rives a nonparametric estimator of the spectral density of a Gaussian
process with stationary increments (also stationary Gaussian process)

observed at random times.

1. Introduction. The aim of this paper is a wavelet analysis of a
continuous-time Gaussian process which is discretely observed at random
times. Gaussian centered processes with stationary increments are consid-
ered, since this class contains as a paradigmatic example fractional Brownian
motions (fBm). Moreover these processes admit an harmonizable represen-
tation and are characterized by their spectral density function, called f in
all the sequel. The spectral density of a fBm follows a power law, that is
f(&) = Cl¢|~3H+) where H is called the Hurst parameter and C' > 0.

During the two last decades, a lot of statistical studies have been made
on fBm or generalizations of fBm (see for instance Doukhan et al., 2003).
What is the novelty of this paper? Two points are the core of this work:
1) A nonparametric estimation of the spectral density on a finite band of
frequencies is constructed and studied. 2) The process is observed at random
times. Both these points justify the use of wavelet analysis.

To our knowledge, there are very few studies in both these directions,
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mainly Gao, Anh and Heyde (2002) and Lii and Masry (1994) for the first
point and only Begyn (2005) for the second one (but with irregular deter-
ministic observation times). This is a sharp contrast with the large literature
devoted to the estimation of the Hurst parameter of a fBm or its general-
izations observed at deterministic regularly spaced discrete times.

Stress that the motivation of this work is not a theoretical refinement, but
modelling applications. As Engle and Russell (1999) has so rightly pointed
out "with the rapid development in computing power and storage capacity,
data are being collected and analyzed at ever higher frequencies. For many
types of data, the ultimate in high frequency data collection has been reached
and every transaction is recorded. This limit has been reached for financial
market [...] Transaction data inherently arrive in irreqular time intervals [...]
treated as random wvariables.” Afterward, this limit has also been reached for
biological signals as heart rate obtained by Holter monitoring of ECG and
EEG, EMG or DNA sequences. As a corollary, asymptotic estimation of the
spectral density when the frequencies goes to infinity is irrelevant.

From the other hand, in some applications the behavior of the spectral
density on a finite band can provide relevant information, see for instance,
Collins and de Lucas (1993) or Bardet and Bertrand (2007 b) for modelling
postural gait with a spectral density following two different power laws on
two finite bands of frequencies. Similarly in turbulence and other fields of
physics one wish to determine the inertial range, that is the maximal finite
band of frequencies on which the spectral density follows a spectral law, see
Frisch (1995) or Papanicolaou and Sglna (2002). We guess this approach is
relevant in many other applications.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follow: Section 2 is devoted
to mathematical description. In Section 3 the main result, a central limit
theorem (CLT) for the estimators of the variance of wavelet coefficients, is
provided. In Section 4, an application is studied: a nonparametric estimation
of the spectral density. This estimator is applied to generated data in Section

5 and to real data in Section 6. Section 7 contains the proofs.
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2. Description of the problem. Gaussian processes {X(t),t € IR}
with zero mean and stationary increments are considered. Such processes
can also be written following harmonizable representations (see for instance
Cramer and Leadbetter, 1967),

(1) X(t) = / (¢ 1) FY2(e)aw(e), forall te IR,
R
where

e W(dz) is a complex Brownian measure, with adapted real and imagi-
nary part such that the Wiener integral is real valued;

e f is a Borelian positive even function so-called the spectral density of
X and is such that

2) [ nle) fe)ds < .

In the sequel, f will be supposed to satisfy also Assumption F defined below.
As a particular case, if {X(¢),t € IR} is a stationary processes, one will still

denote f the spectral density such that
(3) X(t) = / e FU2( dw (¢), for all ¢ e IR.
R

Even if their definition are different, in the sequel f will denote as well the
spectral density of a process having stationary increments or a stationary

process (see the explanation in Proposition R.1]).

Define also the o-algebra Fx generated by the process X, i.e.
(4) Fx :=oc{X(t), t € R}.

In the remainder of this paper, a statistical study of these processes based
on wavelet analysis is proposed. To begin with, let us specify the statistical
framework. A path of such a process X on the interval [0, T},] at the discrete

times ¢; for ¢ = 0,1,...,n is observed, i.e.

(X (to), X(t1),..., X (ty)) is known, with 0=ty <t; < - <t, =T,.
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A unified frame of irregular observed times, grouping deterministic and
stochastic ones, will be considered. Let us assume first that there exists
a sequence of positive real numbers (6, )nenv and a sequence of random
variables (r.v. in the sequel) (Ly)reny (which could be deterministic real
numbers) such that

(5) Vke{0,1,...,n—1}, tg1—tx = OnLk, and 6, — O.

n—oo

It is clear that T, = 6,(Lo+ ...+ Lp—1). For Z a r.v. and o € (0,00),
denote ||Z]|o = (E(|Z|O‘))1/a if IE(|Z|*) < oo. Now, assume that there

exists s € [1,00] such that

S(s) (Lk)kemw is a sequel of independent positive random wvariables, inde-

pendent to Fx, such that there exist 0 < my < My < 0o satisfying
o if s <oo, msg <|Lglls < Mg forallk e IN.

o ifs=00, Moo < Ly < My forallk € IN.

b

Remark that the hypothesis “(Ly)rev independent to Fx” can be a little
restrictive, especially in Finance, but this condition always seems supposed
in the literature (see for instance, Ait-Sahalia and Mykland, 2008).

The aim of this paper consists in the wavelet analysis of (X (¢9), ..., X (t,)) in
order to estimate the spectral density f or at least some parameters relative
to f. This method was already applied with in view the estimation of (re-
spectively) the long-memory or the self-similarity parameter of (respectively)
stationary processes or processes having stationary increments, see the sem-
inal paper of Flandrin, 1992 and its developments by Abry et al., 1998,
Abry et al., 2001, Bardet et al., 2000, Moulines et al., 2007 or Gloter and
Hoffmann, 2007. Note that in all these papers times series (i.e. t; = i) were
considered. This method was also applied in Bardet and Bertrand (2007a,

2007b), for the special cases of Gaussian continuous time processes regularly

sampled with t; =i A, and A,, — 0.

But what the wavelet analysis consists in? Let ¢ : IR — @ be a function so-

called the "mother” wavelet, satisfying some conditions (denoted W (m,))
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specified in Section [, let (a,b) € R% x IR, and define dx (a,b) the wavelet
coeflicient of the process X for the scale a and the shift b, such that

dx (a,b) \/_/<

This family of wavelet coefficients satisfies the following property:

> X(t) dt

Proposition 2.1 Let 1) satisfy Assumption W(1,0) and X be a Gaussian
process defined by (@) or () with a spectral density f satisfying (3). Then,

(6) dx(ab)=va [ " a) S AW (E) for all (a,b) € R x IR,

and, for a >0, (dx(a,b))pcr is a stationary centered Gaussian process with

(7) E|dx(a, b)|2 =T(a) == a/IR [ (aw)|? f(u) du for all b € IR.

The proof of this proposition is grouped with all the other proofs in Section
[l. Note that this proposition is valid even if ¢ takes complex values. Z; (a) is
depending on f, a and v. By considering varying cases of a and %, it is pos-
sible to estimate f (see Section [). However, a straightforward computation
of Zy(a) is not available from (X(t9),..., X (t,)) for two reasons:

1. on one hand, dx(a,b) is defined with a Lebesgue integral and cannot be
directly computed from data. Since the process X will be supposed
to have a.s. continuous paths but with a regularity ax < 1 a.s., an
approximation formula will be considered for computing wavelet co-
efficients. Thus, for (a,b) € IR} x IR we define an empirical wavelet
coefficient by

M

i+t —b
8 dt
®) FE (e ) xe
2. on the other hand, a sample mean of |dx (a, b)|2 instead on IE|dx(a, b)‘2
is only computable. Thus, define the sample estimator of Z;(a) by
1 n

(9) Jn(a) == E ‘eX(a,ck)‘z,
n—+1
k=0
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where (ci)y is a family of increasing real numbers (so-called shifts). In

this paper, we will consider a uniform repartition of shifts, i.e.

—27Tp

T,
(10) cp =T + k""" with pc (3/4,1).
n

In this example (cx)1<k<n is depending on T, since shifts could be r.v.
depending on random times (¢1,...,t,). Another choices of (¢ )y are possible
(for instance ¢, = t) but we have not been able to find an optimal choice
and simulations do not show differences between these choices. Remark that

the terms T are necessary to avoid border effects.

3. Estimation of the variance of wavelet coefficients. The aim
of this section is the estimation of Zj(a) for 0 < amin < @ < Amar < 00
using the estimator J,,(a) defined in (). Let us consider first the following

assumptions on f and ).

Assumption F f is an even function, differentiable on [0,00) except for a
finite number K of real numbers wg = 0 < wy < -+- < wg, but f admits
left and right limits in wy, with a derivative f' (defined on all open intervals

(W, Wrt1) with wg 1 = 00 by convention) such that

(1) [ ARl -17€)] de < .

Moreover, there exist Cp,Cy >0 and H € (0,1), such that V|x| > wk
(12)  f(z) < Colz|~BHT)  and  f'(x) < Cf |o|HH2).

Here there are several examples of processes having a spectral density f

satisfying Assumption F:

Example 1 o An almost surely smooth Gaussian process having sta-
tionary increments;
e A fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (0, 1) satis-
fying IEX (1) = o2 is such that f(¢) = o® HT'(2H) sin(wH) |¢|~H+D /.
e In Bardet and Bertrand (2007a), due to biomechanical applications,

the family of multiscale fractional Brownian motions is introduced for
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which f(€) = o2 |&]~ A for |¢] € [wr, wri1] where wy = 0 < wy <
< wig <wig1 =400, Hy<1,0< Hg <1 and (04, H;) € Ry X IR
fori=1,...,K—1. Then Condition (B) and Assumption F are checked
with H = Hy.

o A stationary process with a bounded spectral density such as Ornstein-

Uhlenbeck process.

Denote f(£) = [r e %2 f(x) dz the Fourier transform of f € L'(IR) N L?(IR).
Next, let (m,r) € [1,00) x R4 and the family of assumptions on :

Assumption W(m,r) ¢ : IR+~ @ is a function satisfying:
e Vne N, [Rt"Y(t)|dt <ooifn <m+1 and [Rt"Y(t)dt =0 if n < m;
o 30y, > 0 such that V¢ € IR, (1+ |€))" (J0(&)] + [#'(£)]) < Cy.

The first condition of W(m,r) implies that ¢(¢) has a zero of order (m+1)
at zero and is m times continuously differentiable. These conditions are mild
and are satisfied by many famous wavelets (Daubechies, Lemarié-Meyer,...).
It is also not mandatory to choose 1 to be a “mother” wavelet associated to
a multiresolution analysis of IL?(IR) and the whole theory can be developed

without resorting to this assumption: the choice of ¢ is then large.

Now, it is possible to establish a CLT satisfied by J,(a) which is computed
from the observed trajectory (X (tp),..., X (tn)).

Theorem 3.1 Let X be a Gaussian process defined by () or (@) with a
spectral density f satisfying ([B) and Assumption F, v satisfying Assumption
W(1,3) and (cx)x defining by (L0). Under Assumption S(s) with 2 + 2H <
s < oo and if 6, is such that

EADGD o4 2B < s < 14 5L

(s o
s 1 1 3 1
146(s, H , ._ SH+1 Fatam<s<jtagm
n &, O 0 with (s, H) == ey 3. 0 <s<24
n—00 T Yatogsssity
1 ifs>2+4

(1/3 < 0(s,H) <2), then Va € [amin, Gmaz),

(13) VET, (Ju(a) ~Ti(@) > N(0, dra’ /B}Q,Z(az)}4f2(z) z).
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From the computation of the variance of T, the convergence rate of the
CLT (@) is (nd,)"/2. Therefore when H is unknown, Theorem B.]] always

s—1
holds when s > 4 and n5 ~* = O(1) and its convergence rate is n#—2 and

o(nl/ 4) when s = co. When H is known, this results can be a little improved

1_6(s,H)
and the convergence rate is o(n2 #0GH) ),

4. A nonparametric estimator of the spectral density. Let us

consider a family (1))ae Ry, such as

Uy (x) = %&%(%) Ve R = a(€) = VAD(AE-1) VEe R,

and 1) satisfying 12(5) = 0 for [£] > A with A > 0. Note that for all A > A, 1),
satisfies Assumption W(m,r) when 1 satisfies Assumption W(m,r). Now,
Iy(a) = fthZA(u)\Q f(u/a)du — f(1/a) ||¥]|%2 when A\ — oo under weak
hypothesis. Therefore for 0 < &, let us define ﬁ(f‘) &) = J}ﬁ’(l/g)/ H?/)H%Q,

where Jy(f‘) denotes J,, when v is replaced by 1, and

tit

e = b | ZX [ on(E(t— ) di]

HT/J”LQ n+1 k=0 i=0 t

)

k
with ¢, = TP + — (T,, — 2TF). Using an appropriated choice of a sequence
n

(14, ), one obtains:

Proposition 4.1 Under the same assumptions as in Theorem [3.1, with
satisfying 12(5) =0 for [£] > A with A > 0 and Assumption W(1,5), and if
f is twice continuously differentiable on IR*, then for all £ > 0,

T, 47 J W(u)rldu
14) (T2 (F(€) - £©) = N(0, — f2(6) =L
() |5 B - r@) 22 N0, 720 2 = B )

if&n:C(gn_d,)\n:CAnd/,wher60< (1-d)y<d <i(1-d)<1and
o ifs=o0, when d> 2+ H)!

e ifmax(2+42H, 3 + 3)<s<oco, when (s—1— (sH +2s—1)d) <d'(H + 1);
o if2+2H<s<max(2+2H, 3+ 5=), when (s—1)(2—d(3H +2)) <d(H+1).

The following Table 1 summarizes the “optimal” choices of d’ (in order to

maximize the convergence rate of f,) following several cases.



WAVELET ANALYSIS OF A PROCESS OBSERVED AT RANDOM TIMES 9

H known H known H unknown H unknown

On fixed 0n non-fixed On fixed dn non-fixed
Choiceof d | d (> sisi=7) | simmsm tr | d(25+55) | s+55
Choice of d’ Ldtg % AR 2(25;71:&)—&—&
Convergence n20-d-5% R e n20-d-5 no—s %

TABLE 1
Optimal choices of d' (and therefore (\n)) and convergence rate of f, (the case s = oo is
obtained as the limit of ratios) with 0 < k arbitrary small.

5. Numerical experiments. For the numerical applications, one has

chosen:

1. ¢ is chosen such as $(&) = exp ( — (|¢] - (5 — €)1 1i¢1<5(€) which
satisfies Assumption W(m,r) for any (m,r) (and 9 (¢) = 0 for €] > 5).

2. 0, = n~ 96 for insuring the convergence of ]‘A}(L)‘")(f) for any H € (0,1)
and s > 3.

3. A\, = n% with 1/6 < d’ < 1/2. However, admissibility condition on
wavelets (¢, ) requires that n? > A = 5. Moreover, for removing the
bias term, d’ has to be chosen large enough following n. Thus, after

numerous simulations, we have chosen d’' = log(15)/log(n).

5.1. Estimation of the spectral density of a fractional Brownian motion
observed at random times. For a standard (IEX?(1) = 1) fBm with Hurst
parameter H, f(¢) = C(H)|¢|72171d¢ with C(H) = (HT(2H) sin(7H)) /.
Very large samples of fBm can be generated using the circulant matrix em-
bedding method (see Bardet et al., 2003) which is a very low time consuming

method. Four different kind of random times are considered:

1. (T1): non-random uniform sampling, such that Ly = 1 for all k € IN*;

2. (T2): exponential random times, such that IEL; =1 for all k € IN*;

3. (T3): random times such that for for all £k € IN*, the cumulative
distribution function of Ly, is F, (z) = (1 — 271,51 = FL} < 00
for all p < 4 and IEL} = oo;

4. (T4): random times such that for for all £k € IN*, the cumulative
distribution function of Ly is F, (z) = (1 — 27 %)1;>1 = EL} <00
for all p < 2 and IEL? = oo.
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An example of such estimation of the spectral density for H = 0.2, N =
50000 and random times T2 is presented in Figure (f.1)). The results of
simulations are also provided in the Table (B.1)).

100 251
\ — " Estimation of the spectral density

— Spectral density

—— Confidence intervals

= Logarithm of the estimator of the spectral density
—— Logarithm of the spectral density

2F — Logarithm of the intervals
15F N
D
N

Estimation of f
Logarithm of the estimator of the spectral density
°

Chosen frequencies (Hz)

F1G 1. An ezample of the estimation of the spectral density (left) and its logarithm (right)
of a FBM observed at exponential random times (T2) with confidence intervals (H = 0.2,
N = 50000).

Comments on simulation results: 1. the larger N the more accurate the
estimator of f except for case of random times T4 (which is a case not
included in conditions of Proposition [l.1); 2. The results are similar for T1
and T2, a little less accurate for T3; 3. the smaller H the more accurate the

estimator of f.

5.2. Estimation of the spectral density of the stationary Ornstein- Uhlenbeck
process. Here, instead of FBM which is a process having stationary incre-
ments, we consider the stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process which is a
Gaussian stationary process with covariance r(t) := exp(—«lt|) and there-
fore with spectral density f(£) := a(r(a? + {2))71. In such case, since this
spectral density is an analytic function, there exists more accurate non-
parametric estimator (see for instance, Ibragimov, 2004). However, to our
knowledge, the case of paths observed at random times is not considered is
this literature. The results of simulations are provided in the Table (b.2).
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1 | | H=02 | H=05 | H=038 |

T1 | VMSE of fy (1) 0.47 0.65 0.77
MISE on [0.3, 5] 2.53 13.50 80.89
T2 | VMSE of fn(1) 0.65 0.67 0.75
N =103 MISE on [0.3, 5] 3.64 10.65 39.85
T3 | VMSE of fy (1) 0.42 0.72 1.20
MISE on [0.3, 5] 2.48 7.83 55.20
T4 | VMSE of fn(1) 1.03 3.34 2.44
MISE on [0.3, 5] 6.07 84.05 144.40

1 | | H=02 | H=05 | H=038 |

T1 | VMSE of fn(1) 0.35 0.37 0.79

MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.95 3.90 57.19

T2 | VMSE of fn(1) 0.45 0.47 0.29

N =10% MISE on [0.3, 5] 1.04 3.17 16.26
T3 | VMSE of fy(1) 0.47 0.46 0.95

MISE on [0.3, 5] 1.20 4.91 26.6

T4 | VMSE of fn(1) 0.61 0.61 1.74

MISE on [0.3, 5] 2.74 9.55 49.55

1 | | H=02 | H=05 | H=038 |

T1 VMSE of fn(1) 0.36 0.30 0.40

MISE on [0.3,5] 0.81 2.60 10.77

T2 | VMSE of fn(1) 0.21 0.22 0.31

N =5-10% MISE on [0.3, 5] 1.07 2.07 7.65
T3 | VMSE of fn(1) 0.34 0.26 0.48

MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.74 3.17 13.3

T4 | VMSE of fn(1) 0.40 0.56 2.59

MISE on [0.3, 5] 1.02 5.69 41.41

TABLE 2

Consistency of the estimator J/t\N in the case of paths of FBM observed at random times
(50 independent replications are generated in each case).

Comments on simulation results: 1. the larger N the more accurate the es-
timator of f for all choice of random time; 2. The results are similar for T1,
T2, T3 and a little less accurate for T4; 3. surprisingly, the case a = 1 is
not clearly better than ao = 0.1 despite the fact that the larger « the less

correlated the process.
6. Application to real data.

6.1. Estimation of the spectral density of heart rates. Heart inter-beats
of several patients have been recorded during 24h (see an example in Fig-
ure p.1)). These data has been kindly furnished by professor Alain Chamoux
and Gil Boudet (Faculty of Medicine, University of Auvergne, Clermont-

Ferrand). We decompose these data in 3 temporal zones following the activ-

ity:
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1 | | =01 | a=1] a=10 |

T1 | VMSE of fx(0.3) 0.51 0.22 0.020
MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.022 0.014 | 0.00067
T2 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.30 0.30 0.021
N = 103 MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.010 0.024 | 0.0010
T3 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.36 0.23 0.018
MISE on [0.3,5] | 0.00052 | 0.015 | 0.00052
T4 | VMSE of fx(0.3) 0.28 0.23 0.032
MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.016 0.016 | 0.0045

1 | | =01 ] a=1 | a=10 |

T1 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.20 0.18 0.017
MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.0033 | 0.0088 | 0.00031
T2 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.14 0.18 0.019
N = 10% MISE on [0.3,5] 0.0032 0.0092 | 0.00036
T3 | VMSE of fx(0.3) 0.17 0.18 0.016
MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.0027 0.011 | 0.00032
T4 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.18 0.13 0.024
MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.0058 | 0.0095 | 0.00037

1 | | =01 ] a=1 | a=10 |

T1 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.14 0.10 0.012
MISE on [0.3,5] 0.0016 | 0.0045 | 0.00015
T2 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.26 0.13 0.011
N=5-10% MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.012 0.0055 | 0.00014
T3 | VMSE of fn(0.3) 0.18 0.14 0.012
MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.0023 | 0.0049 | 0.00017
T4 | VMSE of fN(0.3) 0.16 0.16 0.017
MISE on [0.3, 5] 0.0084 0.034 | 0.00019
TABLE 3

Consistency of fN in the case of paths of stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process observed
at random times (50 independent replications are generated in each case).

e Quiet activities (¢ € [1,28000] in seconds);
e Intensive activities (¢ € [28000, 51400] in seconds);
e Sleep (t € [60000,83400] in seconds).

Applying the spectral density estimator on those 3 sub-data and plotting its

log-log representation for frequencies in [0.02, 1] Hz, we observe that:

e in zone “Sleep” (see Figure [p.]), only one regression line could be
computed for frequencies in [0.04,0.5] Hz which is the usual spectral
interval considered by specialists; in this zone H~ 0.99;

e in zone “Quiet activities” (respectively “Intensive activities”, (see Fig-
ure @), two regression lines could be drawn for frequencies in [0.04, 0.5]
Hz, distinguishing the orthosympathic and the parasympathic spectral
domains. Using an algorithm computing the “best” two regression lines

(see for instance Bardet and Bertrand, 2007, for details), one obtains
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that H ~ 1.34 (respectively H ~ 1.44) in the orthosympathic domain
which is [0.04,0.09] Hz (respectively [0.04,0.11] Hz) and H ~ 0.89 (re-
spectively H ~ 0.79) in the parasympathic domain which is [0.09, 0.5]
Hz (respectively [0.11,0.5] Hz).

1600

1400 —

1200 —

1000

Heart interbeat in ms

800
\"
600

400

200

Time in seconds

Fi1G 2. An example of heart inter-beats during 24h

6.2. Estimation of the spectral density of log-return of a share. One con-
siders the price of share Total during a day at Paris (see Figure [.2). These
data has been kindly furnished by Crédit Agricole Cheuvreux, CALYON
(Paris). Applying the spectral density estimator and plotting its log-log rep-
resentation, we observe that durations fit an exponential law with mean 11
seconds and that the spectral density is linear in for frequencies smaller than
0.008 Hz and has an erratic behavior at higher frequencies. The critical fre-
quency corresponds to a time lag of 125 seconds and could be interpreted as
the frontier between events and regularity. Remark that for high frequencies

a Gaussian distribution is not appropriated.
7. Proofs.

7.1. Proofs of useful lemmas and Proposition [2.1. In the sequel, the fol-

lowing lemmas will be useful:
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Logarithm of the estimation of f
\/— —— Logarithm of the interval

Logarithm of the estimation of f
\ —— Logarithm of the interval

IS
T

Logarithm of the estimator of f
w
T

~
T

~log(0.11) : 10g(0.5)

N ‘ O

.
4 -35 -3 -25 -2 -15 -1 -05 0
Logarithm of the chosen frequencies (Hz)

log(0.04)

-2
-4 -35

F1a 3. Log-log representation of the spectral density estimator during “Sleep” zone (left)
and “Intensive activities” zone (right)

Lemma 7.1 Let X be a Gaussian process defined by (1) with a spectral
density function f satisfying (8). Then there exists Cy > 0 such that

(15) |IE(X(t1)X(t2))] < Co(1+ [t1])(1 4 |t2]) for all (t1,t2) € IR?.
Proof. For all t € IR, we have
2 _ ite 1|2 Lo o
Bx2) = [ 1] fde <2 [ el feds + 8 [
< @R+8)x [ AnP) fOd

This implies (X (¢)?) < Co (1 + [t|*) where Co = 4 [ (1 A [€]%) f(€) dE.
Then, by using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, one deduces ([L). |

Proof. [of Proposition .1] Firstly, one can show that for all @ > 0 and
b € R, I[Ed%(a,b) < oco. This induces that dx (a,b) is well defined. Indeed,

one has

s, (22
o) T

( b) B (X (1) X (1)) di1dts
v

—-b
( a } 1 + |7f1 1+ |t2|)dt1dt2

)
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Logarithm of the estimator of f
o

6 . . . . . .
0 05 1 T1.5 s 25 3 ] = 5 5 ” 3 >
emps en secondes x 10 Logarithm of the chosen frequencies (Hz)

Fic 4. An example of quotation of a share during a day, i.e. 8.5 hours (left), and the
log-log representation of the spectral density estimator (right)

<oy ([ bl (4101 + Jauan) < o

where we have used successively the bound ([I§), the change of variable
u = (t—0b)/a and the first condition of Assumption W(1,0). Next, one turns

t—b
to the proof of the formula (f). It is obvious that / ‘w( )‘ dt<oo and
R

a

Fubini Theorem for stochastic integral (see [[§, Lemma 4.1, p. 116]),

dx (a, b):Aqw(?)X(t)dt:/lRw(t_b)UlR (et — 1)f1/2(§)dW(§)]dt

a

=[] @ = ne(=2)alregare.

But [p (e — 1) 1&(%) dt = ae® [ y(u)du = ae® E(a@ for all
(a,b) €]0, 0o[x IR, which implies (f) and dx (a,b) is a Gaussian centered r.v.

/ ’(eitg - 1)f1/2(£)‘ dW (§) < oo since the condition (B]) holds. From the
R

with variance Z;(a). Moreover, for all a > 0 and (b1, bo) € IR?,

(16) E(dx(a, bl) dx(a, bz)) =a /R

I8 | Gag)| f(€) de.
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Thus for a given a > 0, IE(dx (a,b1) dx(a, b)) is only depending on (b; — bs)
which induces that (dx(a,b))pecr is a stationary process. [ |

From formula (f]), it is clear that V(a1,a2) € [amin, Umaz)?, V1, b2,0 € IR,

E(dx(a1,b1),dx(az,b2)) = +/araz - y(ba — b1, a1,a2)

=~

(A7) 2O araz): = [ ™ h(ar6) dlasg) 1(6) ds.

Lemma 7.2 Let ¢ verify Assumption W(1,2) and f be an even function
satisfying (B) and Assumption F.

1. There exists C > 0 depending on ¥, f and apmey, such that ¥(ay,as) €
[@min, Gmaz)?, |7(0,a1,a2)] < C(LA|0]7Y) for all 0 € R.

2. The function vy is derivable with respect to 6 and there exists C' > 0
depending on ), f, Gmin and Gmqx such that ¥(a1,as) € [amin, amax]27

0
1 (0,a1,az2)| == ya—z(é?,al,ag)] <C' (1A for all 6 € IR.

Proof. [of Lemma [[.Z] From Assumption W(1,1/2), 3¢ > 0 such that
(18) ‘@(5)‘ <c(In[E) forall €€ R.

Indeed, from one hand, ]1;(5)] <|[¥llz1(my < oo. From the other hand, 1 €
W(1,1/2) implies that ¢ is twice continuously differentiable and (0) =
12’ (0) = 0. From Taylor-Lagrange Formula, for all £ € IR*, there exists
& € IR with |&| < [¢] such that (€) = %52 x 1" (&). This induces

W(g) < % €12 x (/ t2 - 2p(t)] dt) providing the second bound of ([[§).
R

To show the first item, inequality ([[§) implies that

IN

= 2
[ soa < @ ([ et [ rede)

§1>1

IN

Avat) [ (1A d < oo,
R
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with C > 0 depending on ¢, f and 4. From Cauchy-Schwarz Inequality,
v(0,a1,a9) < *(1Val)(1Va3) /]R (LAER) f(8)de.

Moreover, with f(w;") and f(wy )) the right and left limit of f at wy, for all
1<k<K-1,0¢c R and (a1, az2) € [amin, Gmaz)?,

/ % (a1€) P (as€) £(€) d

= % ( iewk“f(wl;Ll)E(alwkﬂ)l;(@wk“) ’ewkf( Y (alwk)zz(agwk))

W41 6195 —= —~ = ~ —= —
_/w 0 [f (©)(ar1§)y(az8) + f(f)(aﬂ/ﬂ(al@w(aﬁ) + azlb(aﬁ)d/(aﬁ))} dg.

The same result remains in force for £ = 0 and k = K. Indeed, by using
(I§) combined with Assumption F, one deduces that V6 € IR, ¥(a1,a2) €

[amiru amaa}] 27

I e SO W@ Vaz) =0 and - Jim S Plar) P(az6) = 0.
Thus, by summing up and using Assumption F, V0 € IR, ¥(a1,a2) € [@min, Gmaz)?
’7(9’ ay, a2)

K — ~ i —= ~

= —% (ewwkw(alwk)w(azwk) - eﬂewklﬁ(—alwkw(—@%)) (flwif) = flwp))

k=1

5 | €0 Baxe) + £(6) (P (@€)Dax6) + axdlar )i (ast)) e

since the integral of the r.h.s. of the previous equality is well defined. Then,

|7(0,a1,a2)] < ]6\(2021]0% - Wk)’

—i—/ |f'(¢ a1§ b(az)| + | £(£) (’ale a16)(a€)| + |as] W a1 €)Y a2§)‘)}d§)-

It remains to show the convergence of the previous integral. Using the same
trick as in Formula ([[§),under Assumption W(1,1/2), ’W )| < (A€

with ¢ depending on 1 and @qz. So, for all (a1, az) € [Amin, Gmaz)

/ [\f a15 J(az€)] + | £(€) (|a1||¢' a1€)(asgé)| + |az] W €)Y azﬁ)w d§
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Scletmal | Jaaaf (O] + (ol + a7

e [ PO+ (l + faal) £(€)) g
1€1>1
<o [ [@nlgh 171+ (Al - 1)) de < oc

where C' > 0 and this completes the proof of the first item.

Eventually, one proves the second item. The differentiability is obvious and

F0,ar,a5) = i /B €€ £ (a1 €) P (an€) £ (€) dE

Assumption W(1,1/2) implies that Va € [amin, Gmaz) ]a{\l/th(af)] < Cy
for all ¢ € IR. Combined with ([[§), this induces that Ya € [amin, @maz),
0 € IR,

WO.ana)l < [ Il D@ Peat)] £6)d
2

2 2 5 Cy
< Plma)? [P r@d + e [ e de
< C,

with C' > 0 only depending on 9, f, amin and amaee. Using the same argu-

ments as for the first item, V0 € IR*, (a1, a2) € [amin, Gmaz)?,

le*—‘

r)/(eaal)a?) =

K
Z ( Ok o (arw) i (azwr) +
(f(wi) = flwy)
= 5 | R HOD @I 0a) + £ ©F @ Faz6) +
B = —
+££(6) (01 9 (@1€)P(a2€) + a2t )i (az€) ) |
C

6]
and gz - |

+€_wwkwk¢(_alwk)$(_a2wk)

N——

and therefore |v'(6,a1,a2)| < —, with C > 0 only depending on v, amin
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7.2. Proofs of Proposition [7.4 and [7.3. Since Z;(a) is obviously defined
from |dx (a, b)} , we begin with the study of

1 n
(19)  IL,(a) = ] ];)‘dx(a,ck)]2, for a > 0 and n € IN*.

For n € IN* and a € [amin, Gmaz], define also:

(20)  Si(a) _nHQii

k=04=0

| et e e

Proposition 7.1 Let X be a Gaussian process defined by (1) or ([{) with
a spectral density f satisfying (B), ¥ satisfy Assumption W(1,1). Then
if (cx)r is a family of real numbers such that ¢; < ca < ... < ¢p,

n maxj<g<n{Cit1 — ck} — o0 and 3C" > 0 satisfying Vn € IN*

n—oo

— <" —
2 (et = ekd = O iy R — ) < o0

then Ya € [amin, amax];

21) 5 (@ -Ti@) 2 N,

n—oo

Moreover, there exist 0 < Cp, < Cyr not depending on n such that Yn € N*,
1/2
(22) Cm < Sp(a) (n max {cgpr1 — cx}) / < Oyy.
1<k<n

The proof of Proposition [7.]] relies on Lemma [.9 and the following Lemma
which is a Lindeberg CLT (see a proof in Istas and Lang, 1997):

Lemma 7.3 Let (Yn,i)i<i<N, Nenv+ be a triangular array of zero-mean Gaus-

stan r.v. Let B = maxij<i<ny Zévzl lcov (YN, Yn,;) | and Vv := PO Y]%J,

S%, == var (Vy). If A}im By _ =0, then Sy* (Vv — IE(Vy)) converges weakly
—oo SN

to a standard Gaussian random wvariable.
Proof. [of Proposition [.1]
Consider Y, ; = (n + 1)"Y2dx(a,¢;) for i =0,...,n and

{ B = (n+1)7" maxi<icn { X loov (dx (a,e:), dx (a, ;)|
51% = (TL + 1)_2 Z?:O Z?:O cov (d?)((a’ Ci)’ d%( (a’ Cj))
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But, by using Formula ([7), V(a,a1,az) € (0,003, (b1,b2) € IR

cov (dx(a,b1),dx(a,b2)) = a~v(by —ba,a,a)
COV (d?}((al,bl), d%{(ag,bg)) = 2 (alag) ’)/2(1)1 — b2,a1,a2),

since variables dx (a,b) are zero-mean Gaussian r.v. Therefore,

By =a(n+1)"! maxo<i<n { >0 |v(¢i — ¢, a, a)‘}
Sp=2a"(n+1)"2 21 X007 (ci — ¢j,a,0q)

Let p and ¢ be such that 1/p + 1/¢q = 1 with (p,q) € (1,00)2. Then the
Hoélder Inequality implies that

Lemma [[.2 i) implies that for every 1 < i < n, for n large enough,

n n
S e —ehaa)| <o (#0<i<n fa—gl <+ -l 7)
j=0

7=0; \ci—cj-’>1

2 . -p
SC( \Ckﬂ + Z [1_3’0<222_1’ck+1_0kﬂ )
O<k< J =0;

ci—cj|>1

(23% 20 gun ek — ck]) ( ( min |ck+1—ck‘ 1 pz |€|7p)

0<k<n
£>(ming<p<n—1 |cr+1—ckl) 7!

(e e]
Since p > 1, Z |¢|7P < oo is finite and thus
/=1

1 . -1
Z 1|77 < o1 (0<k<1n k1 — cx|)”
£>(ming<k<n—1 |Ck+1*0k‘ -

Therefore,

—1/p
(24) Bn < C'a-{nx min ]ck“—ck‘} ,

0<k<n—1

with C' > 0 depending only on ¥, Gmin, Gmaez and p. Now, a lower bound for

S2 is required. VYa € [@min, Gmaz), 0 € IR — (0,a,a) is a continuous map



WAVELET ANALYSIS OF A PROCESS OBSERVED AT RANDOM TIMES 21

and v(0,a,a) = [ |1Z(a§)|2 f(&)d¢ > 0. Therefore, for all a € [amin, Gmaz],
1
there exists 6, > 0 such that vy(0,a,a) > 3 -¥(0,a,a) when |0] < 6,. Then,

S2 > Cra*n?~%(0,a,a) # {0 <4, <mn, |c; — ¢;| <04}

> Cla*n~292(0,a,0) #{0 <i,j <n, [i = 3l max. jam — ol < 0.}

(25) > C1a*y*(0,0,0) 0o (n | max [eper —cxl)”

Thus, for n large enough, from (RJ) and(R4),

Bn 1/2=1/p i
g <Ot max e = el) (min e - )

*1/p.

Therefore 3,/S, < C (n max_ ‘Ck+1 — ck])l/%l/p with C > 0. Next for

0<k<
L onl2-1/p . B
any p € (1,2), hrrgo (n o x| ’Ck+1 cxl) = 0, thus, nh_)rréoﬁn/Sn =0

and the assumptions of Lemma [7.3 are fulfilled.

Finally, (§) and Assumptions imply S,,(a)? > Cy (n o e k1 —ck|)

with Cys > 0. Moreover, using the bound (R3)) for p = 2,

n

272(c~—cj,a,a)§0( min ‘ck+1—ck|)71

=0 0<k<n—1
n n 1
2 r 2
= S:<C'a*n” ZOZ —¢j,a,a) < Gy n(0<rl£1<a;<1‘ck+1—ck|)
Therefore, inequalities (P2) are proved. [ |

Proposition 7.2 Let X be a Gaussian process defined by (1) or ([{) with
a spectral density f satisfying (@), ¢ satisfy Assumption W(1,1). Then if
(ck)k is a family of r.v. independent to Fx such that ¢ = ¢1 + %(cn — ),
with n=' IB(c, — co) — 0 and var (¢, — cg) — 0, then (24) holds with

n—oo n—oo

(26) lim (E(c, — co)) S2(a) = 47 a® /JR ‘&(az)rlja(z) dz

n—oo
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Remark 7.1 For (c)y satisfying (1), under Assumption S(2), Proposition
holds when n'/2 68, — 0 because E|T,—IET,|*> <n? maxj<p<n I Ly.

n—oo
Proof. [of Proposition
(ck) is a sequence of r.v. independent to Fx. Therefore, (dx(a,ck))r as the
same distribution than (dx(a,cx — co))x (stationarity of the sequence), and

we can only consider here the case: ¢ = k7, /n with 7, := ¢,, — ¢o. Define

n

Il(a) = > di (a, Ecy).
k=0

It is clear that ([E'cg)1<k<p is a deterministic sequence and therefore

L@-T(@) )

(27) —;n_(a) -

Nowadays, one has to check that the error I] (a) — I,,(a) is negligible before
Sp(a) in norm L2(Q2). But

~1/2 ~1/2
> . — > .
Sn(a) > Cur - (n Ogll?gr}f—l |E(ck41 — cx)]) > C x (ET,)

Therefore, it suffices to prove that lim [Fr, x E[(I,(a) — I.(a))?] = 0.
n—oo

Since the r.v. ¢; are independent on Fx, one gets

E[(I(0) = In(a))?) = B[ B[(I(a) — I(a))* | Fx]]

:ﬁ > [ E(( (a, Ber) — di (a, cx)) (0 (a, Bey) - d (a, o)) | Fx]|
k,k'=0
2a2 n

= ]E72 IFEc;, — Ecyr,a,a —72 IFEcp, —cprya,a
5 BB BB

—v*(cx — Ecpr,a,a) + 42 (ck — e, a, a)}.
Next, from Taylor expansions,
Y (Ecy—cpr, a,a) =7 (IBEcy—IEcy, a,a)+ 2(IEcy—cp) X -+ -

1
/ Y(Ecy—IEck+ (Ecy — c),a,a)y (Ecy—IEcy+\ (Ecy — cxr), a,a)d\
0

YA (cx—IEcy, a,a) =72 (c—cpr, a, a)+2(cp—IFcp) X - -
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1
/ Y(ck—cu+A (Eep — cpr),a,a) v (cg—cp+X (Ecy — cxr), a,a) dA.
0

From Lemma [, 3C' > 0 such that |y(0,a,a)y (0,a,a)| < C x (1A072) for
all 8 € IR. One can deduce that

‘72 (Ecy—IEcy,a,a)—y*(FEcy—cp, a,a)—? (c,—IEcy, a, a)+v* (cy—cpr, a, a) ‘
1
< Cley — Eey| x / (1AB72 L (N) + (14652 (X)) dA
0 b K b K

with 0y i (N) = IE(ccw PN IEcy —cir) and o g, 1 (A) = cicrtA(Ecy —cp).
Then,

(28) E[(I)(a) — I.(a))?] < 2a* x (€] + €ra),
. 1 1
where, fori = 1,2, €t; := /0 E[mk; e —IEcy | x (1M ,Sk/()\))} dA.
Thus 01 g, (A) = 0L, ((k — k') — Mk 2,) with &, := —2 and 2, := T";Eﬂ.
Tn
Then, using 8/, — 0, for n large enough,
¢y = /11E[ ¢ Z y K6) 2a| x (1A [0],((k = K) = AK'2,)] ) | d
1 = 0 (n+1)2 n n

k,k'=
1 C E’Tn FE, _9
< Fl—— dxd n 1A —y) — Ay zn dA.
< /0 [(ETH)Q/O | dedyly |3 (TA [ =) = Ay za] 7))
But, for all A € (0, 1), one has
IEr, rIET, 9
T [ % QAL =) =y ?)drdy
= ZETn/ / o] x (1A (1) "2 [(u — v) — Av 2] 2 )dudv
0 JO
2 roo
< 2[ET, / / (LA (IE,) %57 ?) ds dt < 4.
0 JO
Therefore €vy < 4F|z,|. Now, using the same method for &ty, one obtains,

BT, x E[(I(a) — In(a))?]

IN

C ET, x IE|z,|
1/2
)"

IN

C(var (¢, — co
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N 0
n—00

from assumptions and therefore the CLT (R1]) holds.

Now the asymptotic expansion (Rf) can be proved. Consider first the de-

terministic case and

Si(“):%/ﬁ |(ag)|*£(€)| 9 (ag ¢Ydede! MZ i(k—k) o) (e —g)
-2 W(af)\2f(§)!$(a§’)!2f(§’)Ssii;lj ((f: nfj )>) dcde’
:cjﬁa S 1] (o (=) f Z+cn2—zco)nzsiz(z()%)dzd2’-

Let us define hy (z) = %(2) and h(z) == 222 For all (z,2') € R?,

’¢< z+

)L s

However Lebesgue Theorem cannot be applied. Denote v(x) := |[¢(ax)|? f(x)
for z > 0. From Assumptions F and W(1,3), v is a differentiable function
in (0,00) and 3C > 0, Vz/,x > 0, [/ (2' + 2)| < C|V/(2')|. Then,

2z 2z

Cn — Co Cpn — Cp

E ) — )P IE) and B — ()

0 n—oo n—oo

‘y(z/-i-

) —v(Z)

Moreover, |hy,(2")| <1 for all 2’ € IR, and

/ B2 (2 2/ Z Q2i(k=K)Z 4
'rL

"k k=1

<

C ().

2 sin (2 (k — k")) 13 .
o 1gkfz<k§n (k — &) +n2];02
:% {i (n — k) Sin5€2k)}+2

k=0

Therefore,

) no, >, sin (2k)
nh_)rrolo/_nhn(z)dz:2{kzo ’ +2=m7
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. in (2k ..
since % > 1<k<n kw < 41%%—” — 0 and from Dirichlet Theorem, x —

n—oo

T==23,5 Singlm) for all z € (0,27). Now, for 2/ > 0,

’ /Rj(z/ T %)h%(z)dz —v(?) / nhi(z)dz‘

2 2z
< /zh2 dz+/ 2 + - Vh2(2)dz
Cn —Co JO CO
2 n 4
< / sin” dz+/ 2 —|— )dz
Chp — C n — CO
441
sng(HCf(z')/ “b__ 4
Cp — Co n (1+(z +c_co))
441
s 21080 L ooy st
Cn — Cp

Finally, with n 62" — 0 when r = 3, one deduces that for all 2’ > 0,

n—oo

2z n
Jim. Bl:(z' + p— Co) h2(2)dz = Jim. v(2) /Ohi(z) dz = gu(z').
Therefore,
~ 2. ~r ., 2z 2 1, 2z sin?(z) p
[ 3@ @) [ o) () e deds

n? sin 2(%

/ W az') ‘f2 2 d,

n—oo

providing the asymptotic behavior of S2. The proof is similar in the stochas-

tic case with ¢, — ¢g replaced by IE(c, — cp). [ |

7.3. Proof of Theorem [3.]. The proof of Theorem B.1] uses the following

lemmas:

Lemma 7.4 Let X be a Gaussian process defined by (1) with a spectral
density f satisfying (B) and Assumption F. Let us define,

R(t,u,t' o) = B(X(t+u) = X (1) - (Xt +) = X(¢) | Fx],

for (t,¥') € IR%, (u,u’) € IR2. Then 3Cs > 0 depending only on the spectral
density f such that for all (u,u',t,t') € IR? x IR?, with B = (' —t+u —u),

[R(t,2u, ', 20)| < Oy (wed) + (wad) A ((und) B2 (wad) 4125 71)).
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Proof. To begin with, remark that for all (¢,¢,u,u) € IR?,

R(t,2u,t,2u') = / (e~ i _ o =iE) (eI H2E _ E) p(e) dg
R

:/ (e™HHE _ HuE) (iw'E _ gmin'Ey GiE(W —OHEW ~u) £ (£) g
R

=8 /OOO sin(ug) - sin(u'€) - cos (§(t' —t +u' —w)) f(§) dE
=8 (Il + IQ)

with I := [ ---df and Iy = [ ---d. From one hand, with [sina| < |al,

L < ud /WKs2f<fs>d§ < Cunl,
0

where the last inequality follows from (B). From the other hand,
1 [ u u' g 1
= — —¢&)(——==&) cos dg.
vuu /wK\/uu’ \/uu’g)(\/uu’g) (\/uu’g)f(\/uu’g) ¢

Then, with Assumption F combined with |cosa| <1 and |sina| < (1 A |al),

I

sin (

| 12|

IN

(uu')? (/1 2% = CHHD dp 4 /Oo g~ CHFD dx)
0 1

(29) < C(uu)?,

since H € (0, 1). It remains to prove |Io|<C (uw/ B2 =24 371 (uu/ ) I+ 24 und!)
with C' > 0. First, with an integration by parts,

X

Jé] . u ) u *
mx) sin (mx) sin <\/W$)f<m)hkm

12;6—1( {sin (

o . B a9/ . . !
[ o ) ),
where Assumption F insures the convergence of bracket term at co. With

|sinal < |al, then |37 sin(bwg) sin(uwr) sin(v'wg) f(wi)| < Cuv'. Thus,
’12’ <I3+ 1+ Cud

with, using again Assumption F, |cosa| < 1,

g [ . B .
Is=p0 1/\/WWK‘sm(mx)H\/%cos(\/%x)sm(\/z_u/x)
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o () i () 1)
a2 sin V%x)msm (m o) sin (A=) )~ ek

0

= g(u u
B
and

Iy=

B . u pE
sm \/WI')SIH(\/_ )sm(m) (\/_)

) sin ( ) ‘ ~(2H+2) g

F/ﬁ

e

:%(uu H+1/2/ ‘sm(

b m) sin (
vuu
Both those integrals can be decomposed as [ +f\/ﬁ/6 e [0
Using |sinal < (Ja| A 1), with C' > 0 denoting a constant which may vary
from one line to the other,

Vuu//B u . U _
= [ i (e () i ()

< 2b Vuu'/B
T Vuu Jo

I :/(]\/W/ﬁ ‘ sin (\/%x) sin (\/%x) sin (\/%x) ‘x*@H”)dm

/\/uu /B 23 = QH+2) gy < CﬁZH—l(u u/)l/Q—H,

22 .%'7(2H+1)d.%' < Cﬁ?H*l(u ul)1/27H7

= Vw

1 /

j- /m/ﬁ [sin (%x) (Jsin () + [ sn (<) J a1
<9 1 xm*(ﬂ”l)dm < C(l _i_ﬁQH—l(uu/)l/QfH)7
Vuu! /B

1o :/\/lﬁ/ﬁ ’ sin (\/%x) sin (\/%x) sin (\/%x) ’x_(QH“)dac

1

S/ 222~ CHD gy < O(1 4 2 (wu! )2 H),
Vaw /B

/

Y x)’ + ‘ sin( Y

I3z = /OO sin (\/%x) ’ (‘ sin (\/ﬁ N

<2/ —QHAD g < =

I43=/ }sm ) ( )s1n(\/1L/x)‘x(2H+2)dx
UU
<

</ (2H+2)d .
N 2H +1

:U) Dﬂ:_(ZHH)dx

::
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This implies that it exists C' > 0 such that,
cp (uu/)1/2+H(1 I BQH—l(uu/)l/Q—H)

C(ﬁ_l(uu')1/2+H—i—(uu')ﬁzH_Q)
— L] < OB M ud) P 4+ (ud) B+ (wid)).

I3+ 14

IN

IN

Combined with (Rg), this completes the proof of Lemma [7.4. |

Next, let us define the error of discretization of the wavelet coefficients by

(30) e(a,b):=e1n(a,b)+e2n(a,b)+e3n(a,b):=dx(a,b)—ex(a,b),

B X (£)dt—Y0mg X (t) Ji e (52)dt)

ern(a,b)i=a= V2 (fip (3
t— )X
28X

with eon(a, )—a*1/2f Y
63n( ,b):i= _1/2f— (

\M

“‘Q

( )dt

The following lemmas give bounds on E|¢; »(a, k)}2 fori=1,2,3.

Lemma 7.5 Let X be a Gaussian process defined by () with a spectral den-
sity f satisfying (B) and Assumption F. Assume also Assumptions W(1,3)
and (S(s)). Then, with Cy defined in Lemma [, if b is a r.v. independent
on Fx such that TP < b <T, —TF with p > 1/2, fori=2,3,

81)  BE(ein(ab)| | Fx) <CrCHaTE " 1g,51 + a(1 + g)lend),
and E(|e1n(a, b)]2 | Fx) <Cruipn(a)
where
if 5= 00, v1,n(a) < [[8) 165 (o (0l ox + 22 []10)
2 llood + a0 235

al— 2/p1H¢)H 2/p1
. —ml pi+1 2+2/p1
o if s <00, v14(a) < (p1 + 1)2/m (Z L ) o

n—1
2ollslilen (5 1o sany 7 g
Hal/v2 (14 po(1+2H) " N5 !
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2 o1l gas 119l oo _
[l z0s + 1—- qﬁsq(gl H) (nz:lL1+p3(1+H)/2)2/p351+H+2/p3
n bl

C1H72+2/ps(1-|-p?,(1—i—H)/Q)Q/p3 i=0 i

for all (p1,p2,p3) € [1,00)% x (1/H, o0) with p%- + q%- =1 fori=1,2,3.

Proof. (1) Bound of E(|ey,,(a, b)|2 | Fx). To begin with,

E(|e1n(a, ’ | Fx)
:éi/wl/h% t b t’ b) (( (t) X(tl'))(X(t/)—X(tj)H]:X)dtdt,
n—ln-1 .4, J+1 t b — /
__ZOZO/t /t =) (S0 ) Rttt 1, 1) ded

Lemma [.4, with 2u = ¢ —¢; and 2u/ =t/ — t;, implies

E(le1n(a,b)]> | Fx) < Cpa '(S1+S,), with

o S < Z /H/ Tl (t, b)dtdt’

,j=0 a
a2 5[ oty et oty g (o (v,
i,j=0""%

But, S; < (fO” ’w( )’dt) where

n—1
=0

From Holder Inequality, Sp

IN

ezl (52 ) 10 for (p.g) € [1,00)% with
1/p+1/q = 1. Since H¢( )HU = al/quHm, from Minkosvski Inequality,

Il = (
(

1
(1) dt) &
/ n—1

1/
[tz t1+1] ) ! Z |t - tl-|p dt) g

1=0

IN

5\5\

n 1

| /\

/ o tpae) " < (S 1) e

=0

ﬂ
o
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for p < oco. It follows S < a2/q||1/1||iq X HXHZ) If s = oo, one can choose

p=o0 and ||x||_ = dn 1rgax(HL loo)- Then,
(33) Si < @My |93, 62

If s < 00, one can deduce that for all 1 < p; < o0,

Gk LAY 1) 2P
3 S T 2/zﬁQ1 (ZLM ) s,

Next, in order to bound Ss, one uses twice the inequality (z Ay) < 2%yt~

which is valid for all z,y > 0 and 0 < a < 1. Thus,

(wu YA (un)| B2 2 < (uwu)AHH/2)) -0 H) with oy = 1/2
(uu/)H/\ (uu/)(H+1/2)‘ﬁ’71 < (uu) (1+H) /2 ‘ ’ with oo = H

Therefore Sy < So1 + Soo with
Lot ptien poby . U—by,
_ t=by  (t'=b (+H) /2| a|—(1—H) 7 141
szl_z/t, / (= )w( =) ()23~ 0= D gy
Iy
=2y // B i (20 () 01072 500 g
O<Z<j<n 17/t a a

On the one hand, when ¢ = j then b = %( —t) and

521:%/; X (&) D2 g ’ZZ)( )’dt

where the functions x and g are respectively defined by (BJ) and

g(t) :nil 1[ti,ti+1](7f)(/:i+l [t =t |(1+H)/2|t " = ‘¢( )‘dt)
i=0 '

Next, by using ¢» € L*(IR), (1 — H) € (0,1) and L; = t;41 — t;, one gets

< Z [tutz+1 (Hw”oo ’tz—i—l —t; ’(H—H /2/ ‘t — t"*(lfH)dt/)

i

n—1

< ﬁWHoo ( > 1[t¢,t¢+1](t)L§1+3H)/2).

1=0
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Let X(t) = Y0, 1[ti,ti+1](t)L§1+3H)/2’t — ;|72 By using Hoélder in-
equality for all (p,q) € [1,00)% with 1/p+1/q =1,

2 -
S < o a4l oo 1l 2o 1K1 o

If s = 0o, one can fix p = 0o and ||X|eo < 0172 and after

2
(35) So1 < 7o 9|00 9] 21 x S5T2.

_ n-l 1/p

< SLH2HL/p ang
=0

If s < oo, [Xllcr

after, for all 1 < py < 00,

P a1+ o) T
pZ( +2H)) i=0

From the other hand, since 3 = 3((¢ +t;) — (t +¢;)) > 2(¢ —t) > 0 for

i<jandte€ [ti,tiJrl], t' e [tj,tj+1], and with 1 — H < 1,

tit1 [t t b t N
522< Z /t+1/1+1 )( )(1+H)/2’t_t/‘H*1dtdtl

0<i<j<n—1

Tn by S —b~
S/ / X(t)(l-',-H)/ZX(t/)(l-i-H)/zw(t_b)w(t b)‘t—t,‘H_ldtdt/
0 Jo a

oD (SDe ey

for any (p,q) € [1,00]? with 1/p 4+ 1/q = 1. But for all p > 2

<[ x @y

£P(IR?) L£3(IR?)

(+H) /2, () (1+H)/2

_ 2P ("N (1 H) 2\ 2P
(1+p(1+ H)/2) (z;L )

HX (*) £r(R?)

Next, with u = (t — ¢;)/a and v = (¢ — ¢x) /a, one gets
< g2ta(1—H) [ (w)p(v) dudv

N
H¢< ) (t )| —t |H 1’ £9(IR2) R2 ’u — U‘q (1-H)

§a2+q(1 H) (/R2 . ( )w(v)\qdudv—i— W}( ) ( )’q du d)

R2 Ju—v|<1 |u— v|90—H)

1
a0 (|0l + % 0l | 50 Pas).
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The last integral is equal to (1—q(1—H))71 when p>1/H. Thus, Vp3>1/H,

Y _
S _Illess (1t ) ™ (3 ity e
5711+H+2/p3 = gH-3+2/p3 (1+p3(1+H)/2)2/p3 — i

If s = 00, one can fix p = oo and ¢ = 1, and thus

_ 1
(38) o < & Bller (19ler + llelloe) 6,71

Finally by summing up (B3), (B5) and (B) if s = oo, and by summing up
(B4), (BA) and (B7) if s < oo, one gets the bounds of v ,(a).

(37)

(2) Bound of E(|ea,(a, b)|2 | Fx). Since T, is independent on Fyx,

E(ean(a,b)|> | Fx)= / / t,ab)lE(X(t)X(t’))dtdt’
2
a ‘w — ‘(1+|t|)dt) .
from Lemma [.]. But, according to Assumption W(1,3),
o0 Ca N2
B(3,,(ab) | Fx) < CpCla™ (/T (14)(1+ (¢ = b) /) "dt)".

If T, > 1, then 14+ (t —b)/a <1+ (t =T, + T?) /a for all t > T, and with
the change of variable v = (t — T,, + 1) /Ty,

00 (1+1¢) © (14+vT,+ T, —TF)
/ it < T a3/ dv
w (1+ (t—1b)/a)’ " (a+ vT,)°

- * (v+2 - -
< T,7'a? /Tpl(vig)dv = a® [T} +T,7]

If T, <1, by using b < T,
o0 1+t o (1 T, 1
/ 1+?) 3dt§/ (Lwdvgwr—az.
- (0t (- b)/a) 0 (1+v/a) 2
Eventually, one deduces (B1]).

(3) Bound of FE(|e3(a, b)|2 | Fx). Find a bound for F(|e3 ,(a, b)‘2 | Fx)
follows the same steps than for bounding F(|ez,(a, b)]2 | Fx). [ ]
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Lemma 7.6 Under assumptions of Lemma |7.4 and if s > 2H + 2 and

14 D)
'I’L(Sn 0(s)+H+1 O,
n—oo

, o 1, 1
with 0(s) := s Lo+ (5+ —H)1%+L§S<%+L +(s—1) >3, 1, then
for all a € [amin, Gmaz), 1 <k

(39) ]E(|6n(a,ck)|2) <wpla), and (nd,)vy(a) — 0.

n—oo

Proof. With (z +y + 2)? < 3 (2% + y? + 2?) for all real numbers z, y, z,
E(|en(a, ck)‘Q) < 3Cf Evipn(a) +6Cf Evyy(a)

where v1 ,,(a) and vs,(a) have been defined in Lemma [.5.

o If s = oo, from Assumption S(s), me (nd,) < T, = T,, — oc. Thus,

(né,) E(|en(a, ck)‘z) < Ci(n 5,21+H) +Csy (n 5n)3_4p

which converges to zero as soon as n 6277 — 0 and p > 3/4.
e If 1 < s < oo, from Lemma [7.5, with (p1,p2,p3) € [1,00)? x (1/H, 00),
an optimal choice of pi,pe,ps will depend on s. Hence, since IF (|Z]%) <

(E|Z|)” for any r.v. Z and « € [0,1] from Jensen Inequality,

1.if 3 <s, with 1+p1:s

2s

(ZLPI+1) Pl Pl < MSS 1 TLST21615_1

2. if2—|—2H§s, with 1+ po(l+2H) = s,

1+2H+-L 142H 1yog (42H)s

-1
]E(”ZLHpQ(HzH))%(S Mos o ot R e
i n > Ms 'n ;

i=0

1
3.if max (2+ H,3 4+ 57) < s, with 1+—p3(1+H):s,

Lips(1+H)/2\ b5 1 HH+ o5 LRl oy (M)
(ZL“’B * V)”Sa < M7 nr g,
=0

However, the inequalities 1. and 3. may be extended respectively to 2 <
s<3and 2+ H < s < % + ﬁ using a more sharp inequality which is
B(S i)™ < B |2)%)" < no‘(lE(\xilﬁ))a when (a, 3) € (0, 1)

1 if2<s<3, with af = oz—landﬁ—s—Q
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n—l 1+l CVB
B(Y L) 620 < M; - ns;
=0

3’1f1+3H<8S2—I—517 with aﬁ:%7a:%andﬁ:3_%7

H+1 H+1

n-1 1HH | of
B(Y L) s e <t s
=0

e H+1 3H+1 . 2 H+1
3”.1fﬁ<s§ 1 with aﬁ:p—g,a:QHandB:s—%,

2H
nolo 1l 0B

(5 1Y spemees <o gy
i=0

We finally obtain for n large enough and usingn §,, — oo andnd>*% — 0
n—oo n—oo

(necessary condition for s = 00),
H+1

o Evin(a) <C(nds) = ,for2+2H < s <max (2+2H, 3 + 55);
o FEvip(a) < C(n&,‘i)QH, for max (2 + 2H , 3 + 57) < s < max (2 +
2H , 3+ 557); »
o Ev,(a) <C(nd3) =1, for s > max (2+2H, 3 + )
(therefore, the first inequality is only possible when H < 1/4 and the second
one when H < (v/17 — 1)/8). Those three inequalities may be reduced to

only one:

T

+

(40) Fvip(a) < C(né)) 7™ forall s>2H + 2,

(ndp)IEv p(a) — 0 when s > 2H + 2 and

n—oo

1+ (H+1)(}§_1)
nén 0(s)+ +1_> 0.

n—oo

To finish the proof of Lemma [.g it remains to show (nd,)Fvy ,(a) — 0.

n—oo

From (Bl it follows that Fvy,(a) < C / 9(x) fn(z) dx where f, is the
0

probability distribution function of T, and g(z) = 1(z<1) + Le>1) 2=,

Since p > 3/4, g(x) <1 for all x > 0 and ¢ is a non increasing map,

o0

| @ h@ s < /Oémsnénf""”)d“g(%msn‘s")/1 F)de

gmsnén
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1 1
1 1 _
< P(Tu— BT 2 B[T,] — 5msnd,) + (gmsnanf .
MS né,% 1 2—4p
< m—8n25%+(§msn5n) )

from Bienaymé-Chebyshev Inequality since s > 2 and var (T;,) < Msnd>
from the independence of (L;)ien. Therefore (né,) IEva,(a) — 0. [ |

n—0o0

Lemma 7.7 Under the same assumptions and notations as in Lemma [7.4,

there exists C > 0 such that for every a >0 and n € IN¥,
(41) IE|I,(a) — Jyu(a)| < Cvp(a)/?.

Proof. Since d = d(a,c;) and e = e(a,c;) are Gaussian r.v., |d|? — |e|?

have finite second order moment and Jensen’s inequality implies

Bl ~h@| = 1|3 (i) ~ fetw,c0)?] |
k=0
< g 2y (e - et )

Since d and e are jointly Gaussian r.v. with zero means,
B(|df — |e[*)? = Bld - ¢|*|d + ¢|* == Ele*| 2],

where ¢ = d — e and Z = d + e are also jointly Gaussian and have mean
zero. By using that Z = oy0y'pe + £, where o = Fle|?, 03 = |[EZ)?,
p = corr(e, Z) and where ¢ is independent of ¢ and Gaussian, one can show
that

2 2
asp
Elc|?|Z)? = (JE\ay‘*)—;Q + B2 E|¢)? = 30%03p” + oio3(1 — p?) < 3oio3.
1

Since E|e|?|Z|? = 3 E|e|? IE|d + e|? and |d + ¢|?> = |2d — £|? < 81d|? + 2|¢|?,

Y53 (Bl e ) (8 [t e + ] )

k=0

B |1(@) = Ju(a)| € 225
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1/2 1/2
<Cup(a)'’* (4Z1(a) + Crop(a)) ',

from Lemma [.6 and since ]E‘d(a,ck)‘z = TZi(a) for k € IN. Assumption
W(1,3) and formulas () and ([]) imply sup |Z1(a)| < co. Owing to

ac€|min, Gmaz

Lemma [.5, v,(a) is bounded, this finally provides ({I]). [ |

Proof. [Theorem B.J]] From Lemmas [(.§ and [.7,
(42) lim (n6,)"? IE |I,(a) — Ju(a)| = 0.

n—0o0

Now, using Markov inequality, one deduces that for all € > 0,
3
P (v/ndy|J, -1 >e) < —————— 0,
( n n’ N(a’) n(a)’ —8) — /néncvn(a) njc:o

that achieves the proof with v/nd,|J,(a) — Z1(a)| < v/nd,|I,(a) — I,(a)| +
Vnoy|I,(a) — Ii(a)| and Slutsky Lemma. [ |

7.4. Proof of Proposition [{.]. Proof. It is obvious that
= [ 1Bx@ P r(/arde = [ [5OE - D) (&)
R R
~ 1
= [ 190) P (5 + =)o

Then, from a usual Taylor expansion, and since 1 is supposed to be an even

function supported in [—A, A],

1+h
‘IA kuﬁ 1/a)‘ ~ 2a 2)\2 (El)gh{ (= a ‘}/ ZW o)l dv).
For A > 2A, then sup { f”(ﬂ)‘} < sup {|f"(z)|} < oo. Therefore,
—A/A<h a >1/2a

since 1) satisfies Assumption W(1,5), there exists C' > 0 such that,
1
(43) (@) = ] gy S (/)| < € 55

Let us denote I (a) (respectively Zy(a), B and S5 (a)) instead on I,,(a)
(resp. Z1(a), B,, and S, (a)) when v is replaced by ). Firstly,

%(471&2 /IR‘%(GZ)‘Llf%Z)dZ) — 47Ta/11%|$(u)|4f2<2+%)du
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— dma f*(1/a) / ]1/1 ] du,
A—00

from Lebesgue Theorem. Hence, if ()\,) is a sequence such that A\, — oo,
n—oo

(44) %(S,(f‘")(a)f — 4raf?(1/a) / e | du.

n n—oo

Secondly, from the proof of Proposition [I.I] and inequalities (4) and (R),
there exists C' > 0 not depending on n and A,

BN /SN < 0T N a) (n Hax |Ckt1 — ck])l/%l/q for all ¢ € (1,2).

Thus, since Zy(a) is bounded, ﬁ()‘" /ST(L "), 0and Proposition [7.1 becomes:

1(0) ~ Ty (@) o
Ov) —
Sy (a) n—o00
Finally, using (f3) and (f4)), on deduces that for all a > 0,

N(0,1).

ET,
An

(@) = [0 gy (1) N (0, 47ma s w/m )[du),

when (), is such that 1?\::" % — 0, i.e. when \;5néd, — 0. Since
n—oo n—oo

also A-'nd, — oo (to obtain a consistent estimator), then

n—oo

1—d
(45) ——<d<l-d

Moreover, Proposition (.9 has also to be checked. In its proof, IET, has to
be replaced by IFT,/\, and since the bounds C (1 A [§]7!) in Lemma [.3
have to be replaced by C/X2 (1 A |#]~1), then condition 762 — 0 has to

n—oo
/

be replaced by né? o/ )\5 — 0, that is d’ > which is satisfied when

(E9) is satisfied.

It remains to control €2 (a, ;) with Lemma .5 and [f.6. For all 1 < ¢ < oo,

with 1/00 = 0 by convention,

[all gy = AEP20 0] o, and [[da]]y = A2 .
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Then, using the choice of (p1,p2,ps3) obtained in Lemma [.6, Lemma [.j
becomes (with A\, — o0):
n—oo

o if s =00, viu(a) <CN, 6717,+H;

e if max (2+ 2H, %+%)<s<oo
s=3 2H+1 2H+1 s—2—H H+1
v1n(a) gC()\ﬁ’l(n(SS) LA, T (n85) T AL (n0) =)

s—2—H +1

= wvip(a) <C'A\ " (nd)) =T since 0 < H <1 and s > 3;

I

oif 2+ 2H < s <max (2+2H, §+L),
s—2—H

= vpa(a) <O\ TN ol

n
Condition (B9) is now —" v1,(a) — 0 and then, conditions required on

n n—oo
d and d' are:

(46) oif s =00, d > (2+ H)™ Y
s+ H—d(s(H+2)—1)
H+1 ’

: (s —1)(2 — d(3H +2))
(48) oif 2+ 2H<s<max (2+2H, 3 + ;L) d'> T .

Finally, for b < T,, — T, with v satisfying Assumption W(1,5):

(47) oif max (2 +2H , 2 + ;1) <s<oo, d'>

E(ey2(a,b) | Fx)= ‘1/ / wx( - b)]E(X(t)X(t’))dtdt’

<Cilarn) ‘ )| @+ 1) dt)2

<cr @) ([ °°M (w)| udu)2

1 313 —3]>° 1 91,9 —6p
S § Cf Ci/’ (a )‘n) ([u }T,’Z/aAn) S § Cf C¢a )\nTn .
Therefore the CLT holds when \) (n6,)} =% —0, i.e. 9d+(1—d)(6p—1)<0,
, 1 .
(49) = d' < <3 (1 —d) since p € (3/4,1).
Combining conditions (i), (B6), (E7), (E]) and () on d and d’, one deduces:

1-d 1-d
o if s=o00, d>(2+H)71and?<d’§T;
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e ifmax(2+2H, %+%)§s<oo,

s+H—(s(H+2)—1)d 1—dy _, 1-d
max( H+1 5 )<d§ ’
° if2—1—2H§$<nr1ax(2—i—2H,%-1—%)7
(s—1)(2-dBH+2) 1-d o 1-d
e (D) Ly 1ot
|
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