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Abstract

In this paper we study the weak convergence of self-normalized partial sum processes in
the Skorokhod M; topology for sequences of random variables which exhibit clustering of large
values of the same sign. We show that for stationary regularly varying sequences with such
properties, their corresponding properly centered self-normalized partial sums processes con-
verge to a stable Lévy process. The convergence is established in the space of cddlag functions
endowed with Skorohod’s M; topology, which is more suitable especially for cases in which the
standard J; topology fails to induce weak convergence of joint stochastic functionals.
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1 Introduction

Weak convergence theory in the space of bounded functions (see, Kuelbs (1968), Andersen and Dobric
(1987) Hoffmann-Jorgensen (1991), Arcones (1996) and Peterson (2011)) is commonly used both in
statistical as well as in econometric environments with time series regressions!; especially when
asymptotic theory of model estimators and associated test statistics has to be developed. Moreover,
the literature on the weak convergence of self-normalized processes (see, Csorgo et al. (2003)) - that
belong to the class of diffusion processes based on the standard .J; topology, covers joint functional
convergence of functionals for both stationary (see, Kulperger and Yu (2005)) as well as nonstation-
ary stochastic processes (see, Buchmann and Chan (2007)). However, there are cases in which weak
convergence fails to hold (see, Bucher et al. (2014)), such as empirical copula and tail dependence
processes that have corresponding limit processes with discontinuous trajectories. In this study,
we establish the weak invariance principle for self-normalized partial sum processes of stationary
sequences based on the Skorokhod M; topology (see, Basrak et al. (2010), Krizmani¢ (2018, 2020,
2022)) which requires some special attention. Therefore, weak convergence equipped with the M,
topology covers cases where the J; topology is not applicable due to discontinuities in trajectories of
limit processes and thus permits to establish related asymptotic theory.

Our fundamental framework for developing the asymptotic theory of self-normalized partial sum
processes of heavy tailed time series is based on the main results presented in the seminal study
of Basrak et al. (2010), BKS, who establish weak convergence in the M; topology for partial sum
process. Specifically, the authors show that the convergence takes place in the space of cadlag
functions endowed with Skorokhod’s M; topology, while the usual J; topology is not suitable space
to ensure convergence as the partial sum processes may exhibit rapid successions of jumps within
temporal clusters of large values, collapsing in the limit to a single jump. However, BKS only
consider the case of partial sums and partial maxima sums and there is no related limit theory for
self-normalized partial sum processes of stationary regularly varying processes. In this paper, we
focus on theoretical and empirical applications for exactly this case.

Various studies in the literature focus on developing asymptotic theory for self-normalized sums?
of independent random variables under certain regularity conditions (see, Shao (1997), Shao (1999)
and Fan et al. (2019)) such as a martingale sequence condition on innovation sequences. More
precisely, the asymptotic behaviour of self-normalized estimators and test statistics which have a
martingale representation can be obtained using principles such as Cramér-type moderate deviations
and Berry-Esseen bounds (see, Bentkus and Gotze (1996)) and Gao et al. (2022) who extend to the
case of dependent random variables. Fewer studies exist specifically for self-normalized partial sums
of heavy tailed processes, with a recent approach presented by Matsui et al. (2023), although in this
framework the authors do not consider the condition of small vanishing values.

INotice that time series sequences are stochastic processes models which are classified into two types: one is for
continuous type processes such as diffusion processes and others are for jump processes such as point processes.

2Weak convergence of self-normalized partial-sum processes is also employed in the case of nonstationary time
series processes to establish asymptotic approximations. However in this study we only consider strictly stationary
sequences with relevant mixing conditions.



1.1 Preliminary Theory

The development of invariance principles, are based on a well-defined metric space, such as d(.,.) be
the Skorohod metric on D(0, 00). Since local uniform convergence implies Skorohod convergence, we
get that d (Xoa)( ), Xol( - )) — 0 almost surely as ¢ — 0, and hence, since almost sure convergence
implies weak convergence, X(EE)( )= Xo().

Consider (X;),, to denote a sequence of independent random variables with zero means and finite
variances. Define with S, = S0, X;, B2 = Y% EX2 and V2 = Y7, X2. Then, the self-normalized
sum S, /V, — N(0,1) if and only if the random variable X, is in the domain of attraction of the
normal law. In addition, if the self-normalized sums S,,/V,,,n € N, are stochastically bounded, then
they are uniformly sub-Gaussian in the sense that

(1.1) sup E {ets”/v"} < 2¢ forall t € R and some ¢ < co.

neN
The normal law property holds when considering the joint weak convergence of partial-sum processes.
Let Xy ,,..., Xs,n,n > 1, be a triangular array of independent infinitesimal random variables. Then
the joint functional (S, V,?) satisfies the following weak convergence result

(1.2) (Z Xin, ZX?w> —p (U, V),
=1 =1

for a nondegenerate pair (U, V).
Moreover, it holds that S, X,-vn/ i1 X2, —p N(0,1) iff for some s > 0,

(1.3)

n
)

X;n % kN(0,1) and S X7, DR
i=1

=1

An extension of the self-normalized central limit theorem to Donsker type functional central limit

Eiﬂl X;. The concept of invariance principles

theorem applies. Define the partial-sum process Spu) = >
was first introduced by the paper of Erdos and Kac (1946) and Donsker (1951) as well as generalized
by Prokhorov (1956) (see, discussion in Kuelbs (1968)). Furthermore, Kuelbs (1968) consider the
weak convergence of these random elements into continuous functionals on the space of real-valued
functions that includes Gaussian measures as analogues to Wiener measures. The particular property
of such topological spaces motivated the construction of a new metric such as the approach of
Skorokhod (1956), who introduced a number of metrics on the space of cadlag functions on [0, 1],
with J; topology being the most widely used in statistics and econometric asymptotic theory.
Suppose we consider the asymptotic behaviour of a self-normalized partial-sum process, as n — 0o
it holds that S, /V, —p W(t) on (D[0, 1], p), where p is the sup-norm metric for functions in D[0, 1],
and {W(t),0 <t <1} is a standard Wiener process. The limit result below of Csorgo et al. (2003)
shows that the behaviour in probability of the self-normalized process {S int)/ Vn} coincides with

te[0,1]
the behaviour of a standard Brownian motion W = {W(t)},c-



On an appropriate probability space it holds that

S\_nt] B W(nt)
T

In this article, we consider the asymptotics for self-normalized partial-sum processes where joint weak

(1.4) sup
te[0,1]

| = op(1).

convergence arguments of functionals to the J; topology do not directly apply. The reason is that
this topology is restricted to the space of functions that are continuous when points are approached
from a certain direction (see, Bucher et al. (2014)). More precisely, two functions are close in the J;
topology only if, up to a small perturbation in the coordinates, their supremum distance is small.
This implies that their jumps, if any, must match both in location and in magnitude. Since, without
loss of generality a sequence of continuous functions cannot converge to a discontinuous function, we
cannot use arguments such as the hypiconvergence.

We establish weak convergence of the joint functional L,, := (Li,, Ls,) based on weak conver-
gence arguments of the corresponding point process of jumps, for partial sum processes of stationary
regularly varying sequences in the M; topology (see, Ledger (2016)). Using the connection between
Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions as discussed in the study of Upadhye and Barman
(2022) and Krizmani¢ (2018) (see, also Jacod and Protter (2011)), we demonstrate that these con-
vergence results hold for cases in which the tail index satisfies a € (0,2). Our main result in relation
to the joint weak convergence is presented in our theorems which show that the particular topological
convergence holds for a more general dependence structure than the standard i.7.d setting regardless
of the number of observations in each cluster.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 discusses the relevant preliminary theory
related to regular variation and the forms of weak and strong M; topologies. Section 3 presents the
main results of our framework on weak convergence of weak convergence of self-normalized partial-
sum processes for the cases in which € (0,1) and o € [1,2). Section 4 illustrates theoretical
applications of the main results to the construction of self-normalized partial-sum processes for
stationary regularly varying sequences. All main proofs can be found in the Appendix of the paper.

2 Stationary regularly varying sequences

In this section we present related preliminary theory which apply specifically to stationary regularly
varying sequences, following Krizmanié¢ (2014, 2016, 2017) and Basrak and Krizmani¢ (2015).

2.1 Regular variation

Let E¢ = [—00,00]?\ {0}. We equip E? with the topology in which a set B C E? has compact
closure if and only if it is bounded away from zero, if there exists u > 0 such that B C E¢ = {z €
E? : ||z|| > u}. Here || - || denotes the max-norm on R? i.e. ||z]| = max{|z;| : i = 1,...,d} where
= (21,...,74) € R Denote by Ci(E?) the class of all non-negative, continuous functions on E?

with compact support.



Definition 1. A stationary process (X, )nez is (jointly) reqularly varying with index « € (0, 00) if
for any nonnegative integer k the kd-dimensional random vector X = (Xj,..., X}) is multivariate
regularly varying with index «, i.e. there exists a random vector © on the unit sphere S*-1 = {z €
R¥ : ||| = 1} such that for every u € (0,00) and as x — oo,

B(X|) > uz, X/IX] €) u -
—u ‘PO € ),
B[ > o) ©c)

(2.1)

Then, regular variation can be expressed in terms of vague convergence of measures on E
(2.2) nPla;'X; €)% u(-),
where (a,)nen 1S a sequence of positive real numbers such that the following condition holds
(2.3) nP(|X1| > a,) — 1
as n — 0o, and p is a nonzero Radon measure on E given by

(2.4) p(dz) = (P Lo () + 4 Lcoo0) (7)) alz| " da,

for some p € [0, 1], with ¢ =1 —p.

Specifically, Theorem 2.1 in Basrak and Segers (2009) provides a convenient characterization
of joint regular variation: it is necessary and sufficient that there exists a process (Y,)nez with
Pr(|Yo| > y) =y~ for y > 1 such that, as x — oo,

(2.5) (™" Xnez|1Xol > ) 25 (V) ez,

where "2 denotes convergence of finite-dimensional distributions. The process (Y},) is called the
tail process of (X, )nen-

2.2 Point processes and dependence conditions

Let (X, )nen be a stationary sequence of random variables and assume it is jointly regularly varying
with index a > 0. Let (Y},)nez be the tail process of (X,,)nez. Suppose that the stochastic process
N,, is defined as below .
N, = Zé(i/n,Xi/an) for all n € N,
i=1
where the norming sequence {a,} is defined such that the condition of expression (2.3) holds.

The point process convergence for the sequence (NN,,) has been established by Basrak et al. (2010)
on the space [0,1] x E, for any threshold v > 0, with the limit depending on the threshold.
A useful convergence result for N, without the restrictions to various domains was obtained by
Basrak and Tafro (2016). Appropriate weak dependence conditions for this convergence result are
given below. Both Condition 1 and Condition 2 provide necessary regularity assumptions.



Condition 1. There exists a sequence of positive integers (r,) such that r, — oo and r,/n — 0 as
n — oo and such that for every f € C([0,1] x E), denoting k,, = [n/r,|, as n — oo,

ol S ) B2 o

Condition 2. There exists a sequence of positive integers (r,,) such that r,, — oo and r,,/n — 0 as
n — oo and such that for every u > 0,

(2.7) lim hmsupIP( max | X;| > ua,

m—00 o0 m<|i|<rn

‘X(]‘ > uan> =0.

Remark 1. Condition 1 is implied by the strong mixing property (see Krizmani¢ (2016)), with the
sequence (&, )nen being a strongly mixing sequence if a(n) — 0 as n — oo, where

a(n) = sup {\P(A NB)-PAPB)|: Ac F°, B¢ f;;O}

and F} = o({& : k <i <1}) for —oo < k <1 < oo such that a(n) represents the mixing coefficient.

For a detailed discussion on joint regular variation and the dependence properties of Condition 1
and Condition 2 we refer to Section 3.4 in Basrak et al. (2010). These conditions are applicable
to various time series regression settings which include among others, moving averages processes?,
stochastic volatility models as well as GARCH-type processes (see, Section 4 in Basrak et al. (2010)).
Notice that Condition 1 presented above is as Condition 2.2. in Krizmani¢ (2014), Condition 2.1 in

Krizmani¢ (2016) and Condition 2.1 in Krizmani¢ (2017).

In order to present the main weak convergence results for the pair (Ly,, Lo,) we need to define
some relevant terms used in our analysis of random regularly varying sequences. By Proposition 4.2
in Basrak and Tafro (2016), under Condition 2 the following result holds

(2.8) f:=P <sup|YZ~| < 1) (sup\Y\ < 1) > 0,

i>1 i<—1

where 0 denotes the extremal index of the univariate sequence (|X,|)nen-
Under the assumption of joint regular variation and Condition 1 and 2, by Theorem 3.1 in Basrak
and Tafro Basrak and Tafro (2016), the following convergence in distribution holds,

(2.9) N, % N = ZZ(S(TZ.’PZ.”U) €[0,1] xE asn— oo,

J

where Y272, §(7, p,) is a Poisson process on [0, 1] x (0, 00) with intensity measure Leb x v.

3Further applications presented in the literature which could be extended based on the regularity conditions we
provide here include ARMAX processes (see, Ferreira and Ferreira (2013)) as well as residual marked empirical pro-
cesses of the form o, (z) = Y1 g(Xi—1/an) (1{e; <z} — F(z)) (see, Chan and Zhang (2013)), which are used for
constructing goodness-of-fit tests.



Moreover, v(dz) = fax™* "1 (g0 (2) dz and (3552, 6y, ) is an 1.i.d. sequence of point processes in
E independent of 3=, (7, p,) with common distribution equal to the distribution of 3°; 7,1, where
Ly = sup;ez|Z;| and 32, 67, is distributed as (3;¢z dy; | sup;<_4 [Yi] < 1).

Corollary 1. (Davis and Hsing (1995)) Let >-, d,, be a point process with a limit distribution equal
to the distribution of 3°; d,,,. Then, for a <1 it holds that

(2.10) E(Z |nj|>a < 0.

Remark 2. The finite moment condition given by Corollary 1 provides a necessary condition
for the weak convergence of point processes into a stable distribution when o < 1. Although
the particular finiteness of moments condition of point processes might not hold for a« > 1 (see
Mikosch and Wintenberger (2014)).

2.3 The weak and strong M; topologies

In this section, we introduce the definition of the Skorokhod weak M; topology in a general space
D([0,1],RY) of Ré-valued cadlag functions on the closed set [0, 1]. The definitions presented below
can be found in Section 3 of Basrak and Krizmani¢ (2015) and in Section 2.3 of Krizmani¢ (2017).

Definition 2 (Completed graph). For x € D([0, 1], R?) the completed (thick) graph of z is the set
(2.11) Go={(t,2) € [0,1] xR : 2 € [[x(t—),z(®)]]},

where z(t—) is the left limit of z at ¢ and [[a, b]] is the product segment, such that

(2.12) [[a,b]] = [a1,b1] X [az,bs] ... X [ag, b4

where a = (a1, ay, ..., aq) and b= (by, by, ..., by) € R

Definition 3 (Order of graph). An order on the graph G, is defined by assuming that (f1,2) <
(tQ,ZQ) if either (1) tl < tg or (11) tl = t2 and ‘l’j(tl—) - le‘ S |Ij(t2—> - Z2j|7 which holds for all
j=1,2,...,d.

Definition 4 (Partial Order of graph). The relation < induces only a partial order on the graph
G.. A weak parametric representation of the graph G, is a continuous non-decreasing function (r, u)
mapping [0, 1] into G, with 7 € C([0, 1], [0, 1]) being the time component and u € C([0, 1], R?) being
the spatial component, such that r(0) = 0,7(1) = 1 and u(1) = z(1).

Definition 5. Let I1,(x) denote the set of weak parametric representations of the graph G,. For
x1, 79 € D([0,1], R?) define

(2.13) du(w1, w2) = inf {[|ry = 7ol V us — walljoy = (i) € Ty(:), i = 1,2},

where ||z |01 = sup{||z(t)| : ¢t € [0,1]}.



Definition 6. (Weak M, topology) We say that x,, — = in D([0, 1], R?) for a sequence (z,)necr in
the weak Skorokhod M topology if d,(z,,z) — 0 as n — oo.

Definition 7. (Strong M; topology) For x € D([0, 1], R?) we let
(2.14) Ty = {(t,2) €[0,1] x R?: 2 € [x(t—), z(1)]},

where [a,b] = {Aa+ (1 = A)b:0 <\ < 1} for a,b € RY. We say that (r,u) is a strong parametric
representation of I', if it is a continuous non-decreasing function mapping [0, 1] onto I',.

Denote by II(x) the set of all strong parametric representations of the completed (thin) graph
[',. Then for x1, 25 € D([0,1],R?) denote with

(215) dMl(l’l,l'Q) = inf {||T1 — 7’2”[071} vV ||U1 — u2||[071} : (ri,ui) € H(ZE’Z),Z = 1,2}

Then, we say that the distance function dyy, (71, 22) is a metric on D([0, 1], R?), and the induced
topology is called the (standard or strong) Skorokhod M topology.

Remark 3. Notice that the W M; topology is weaker than the standard M, topology on D([0, 1], R%),
but they coincide in the case that d = 1. Furthermore, the W M; topology coincides with the topology
induced by the metric

(216) dp(xl,x2) = max {dM1 (I'lj, .f(fgj) : j = 1, 2, ey d}

for z; = (zi1, Tia, - - ., i) € D([0,1],R?) and ¢ = 1,2. Then, we say that the metric d,(z1, z2) induces
the product topology on D([0, 1], R). For detailed discussion of the strong and weak M, topologies
we refer to sections 12.3-12.5 in Whitt (2002).

Next, we use the above definitions in order to introduce the induced measurability results. Denote
by CJ([0,1],R) the subset of functions z in the space D([0,1],R) that are continuous and nonde-
creasing which satisfy 2(0) > 0. Therefore, we assume that Cj([0,1],R) is a measurable subset
of D([0,1],R) with the Borel o-fields associated with the Skorokhod .J; and M; topologies, which
coincide with the Kolmogorov o—field generated by the projection maps (see Theorem 11.5.2 and
Theorem 11.5.3 in Whitt (2002)).

Remark 4. We only consider weak convergence of partial-sum processes in the subset C1([0, 1], R).
Notice that the J; topology corresponds to a closed set while the standard M; topology corresponds
to an open set, which it is still assumed to be a measurable set. As a result, the set C([0,1],R)
corresponds to the subset of cadlag functions which corresponds to continuous, positive and non-
decreasing functions, which ensures the measurability conditions.



Lemma 1. The set CJ([0,1],R) is a measurable subset of D[0, 1], R) with the M; topology.
Proof. The proof of 1 can be found in the Appendix. O

Consequently, to facilitate the development of limit theory for the proposed framework, we intro-
duce the concept of M; continuity of multiplication and division of two cadlag functions which are
well-established results in the literature. Specifically, the first result presented in Lemma 2 is based
on Theorem 13.3.2 of Whitt (2002), while the second result presented in Lemma 3 is based on the
fact that for monotone functions M; convergence is equivalent to point-wise convergence in a dense
subset of [0, 1] including 0 and 1 (see Whitt (2002), Corollary 12.5.1).

Denote by Disc(x) the set of discontinuity points of = € D([0, 1], R).

Lemma 2. Suppose that z,, — = and y,, — y in D([0, 1], R) with the M; topology. If it holds that
for each ¢t € Disc(x)NDisc(y), (t), (t—), y(t) and y(t—) are all nonnegative and [z(t) —z(t—)][y(t) —
y(t—)] > 0, then

(2.17) Toyn — vy, € D([0,1],R)

with the M; topology, where (zy)(t) = x(t)y(t) for t € [0, 1].

Lemma 3. Consider the function h: D([0, 1], R) x C3([0, 1], R) — D([0, 1], R) defined by h(z,y) = =,

where

(2.18) <§>(t) _f e

Then the function h is continuous when D([0,1],R) x CJ([0,1],R) is endowed with the weak M,
topology and D([0, 1], R) is endowed with the standard M; topology.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3 can be found in the Appendix. O

The next section considers conditions under which the joint partial sum process L, satisfies
a functional limit theorem with the limit L = (Ly, Ls), where L; is an a—stable Lévy process
and Lo is is an «/2—stable Lévy process. Specifically, we express the components of the limiting
process L = (L1, Ly) as functionals of the limiting point process N = 3, 3=, 0(z;,pn,;) based on the
characteristic triple of Ly, given by (a, v, b). Notice that a € R is the location parameter and « € (0, 2)
is the stability parameter, which is useful in determining the decay of the tail of the distribution of X.
Specifically, we consider cases such that a < 2, which excludes Gaussian processes. We introduce a
mode of convergence for real-valued, locally bounded functions on a locally compact metrizable space
which does not necessarily require that the i.7.d assumption holds, thereby allowing for clustering of
dependent observations for stationary regularly varying sequences. Our main result establishes the
weak convergence of self-normalized partial sum processes of stationary regularly varying sequences
to a stable Lévy process in the space D[0, 1] equipped with Skorokhod’s M; topology.



3 Joint Functional Convergence of Partial Sum Processes

3.1 Joint Functional Convergence of Partial Sum Processes with o € (0,1)

Let (X,)nez be a stationary sequence of random variables, jointly regularly varying with index
a € (0,1). Assume Conditions 1 and 2 hold. Let

(3.1) Sp = X, V2i=> X7, n €N
k=1 k=1

and denote with L, (-), the joint partial sum process where L, (-) := (Lln(-), Lgn(')) such that

(3.2) (%X % ) t€[0,1],

kla”kl

where the sequence (a,)nen defined by expression (2.2) such that property (2.3) holds.

The first coordinate of the joint functional L, (.) corresponds to partial sums of a linear process
while the second coordinate corresponds to partial sums of squares of a linear process. The key idea
to establish weak convergence results on a probability space (2, P, F), as n — o0, is to represent the
joint stochastic process L, as the image of the time-space point process NN, under an appropriate
summation functional. Using the continuity properties of L,, and by an application of the continuous
mapping theorem we can transfer the weak convergence of the time-space point process NN, given
by (2.9) to weak convergence of the joint stochastic process L, in the M; topology. Fix 0 < u < oo
and define the summation functional

(3.3) d®: M,([0,1] x E) — D([0,1],R?)
(3.4) IO < > 5(ti,mi)) (t) = < > @ Luciz<oots D T 1{u<wi<oo})> t € [0,1],
i <t ti<t

where the space M,([0,1] x E) of Radon point measures on [0,1] x E is equipped with the vague
topology (see Resnick (2008), Chapter 3). Let A = Ay N Ay, where

(3.5) A1 ={neMy(0,1] xE): n({0,1} x E) = 0 = ([0, 1] x {00, +u})},
Ay = {n € M,([0,1] x E) : n({t} x (u,00]) - n({t} x [—o0,—u)) = 0, forall t € [0,1]}.

The definitions of the sets A; and As are instrumental for our main results. The elements of A, have
the property that atoms in [0,1] x E, with the same time coordinate are all on the same side of
the time axis. Similar to Lemma 3.1 in Basrak et al. (2010) one can prove that the Poisson cluster
process N given by (2.9) a.s. belongs to the set A given that each cluster of large values of (X,,)nen
contains only values of the same sign. The link between the tail measure of a regularly varying time
series and its spectral tail process is studied by Dombry et al. (2018).



Lemma 4. Assume that with probability one the tail process (Y;);cz of the sequence (X,,)nen has
no two values of the opposite sign. Then it holds that,

(3.6) P(N € A) = 1.

Next, we examine the continuity properties of the stochastic process ®® is over the set A, where
A=A N Ay and Ay, Ay are given by (B.46).

Lemma 5. The summation functional ®™: M, ([0, 1] x E) — D([0, 1], R?) is continuous on the set
A, when D(]0,1],R?) is endowed with the weak M, topology.

In the theorem below we establish functional convergence of the stochastic process L,,, with the
limit L = (Lq, Ly) consisting of stable Lévy processes L; and L,. Without loss of generality, the
distribution of a Lévy process V' is characterized by its characteristic triple, that is, the characteristic
triple of the infinitely divisible distribution of V(1). Then, the characteristic function of V(1) and
the characteristic triple (a,v,b) are related in the following way:

. 1 .
(3.7) E [e“v(l)} = exp (——az2 +ibz + / (em —1—izxl_qy (SL’)) V(d:c’))
2 R ’
for some z € R. Here a > 0, b € R are constants, and v is a measure on R satisfying
(3.8) y({0) =0  and j[(hﬂzf\l)u(dx)<:co.
R

Theorem 1 (see, Krizmanié¢ (2020)). Let (X,)nen be a stationary sequence of random variables,
jointly regularly varying with index o € (0, 1), and of which the tail process (Y;);cz almost surely
has no two values of the opposite sign. Suppose that Conditions 1 and 2 hold. Then it holds that,

(3.9) L, %L asn— oo,

in D([0,1],R?) endowed with the weak M, topology, where L = (Li, L), L; is an a-stable Lévy
process with characteristic triple (0, v1,71) and Ly is an «/2-stable Lévy process with characteristic
triple (0, v, 72), where

(3.10) vi(dz) = 9a(c+1(07oo)(:z) + c_l(_oo,o)(x)) ||~ da,
O a/2
(311) I/Q(d[lf) = 7E<ZT]J2> I_a/2_11(07m)(x) dx’
J

(3.12) C+ = E[(Z%) 1{Zj 77j>0}1? - = El( - Z%’) 1{Zj 77j<0}‘|

J J

/2
Oo Oo

(313) n=o(ei =), = Q_QE@n?) -

10



Remark 5. Recall that a Levy process V' with the characteristic triple given by (b, ¢, v), with respect
to a truncation function &, is a stochastic process with a characteristic function given by

izl | - 2 . 12T 1 __ s
(3.14) E{e } = exp ( 2tcz ithz + t/R (e 1 zzm(x))ﬂd:c)) )
where £ (z) = —x(z) and t > 0, with x(z) = 1;_1,1). For example, if ¢ = 1, then we have that

(3.15) E[e"ZL(l)} = exp <—%cz2 — ibz + /R (6’” -1- sz(x))u(dz)) ,

For infinite order linear processes with all coefficients of the same sign the idea is to approximate
them by a sequence of finite order linear processes for which the theoretical conditions of the main
theorem applies to the case of finite order linear processes with a truncation parameter m. Then,
in order to verify that the equivalence limit process result holds, we need to determine the exact
values of the characteristic triple process V. Moreover, to complete the proof we need to check
that the stochastic process L, (t) := (Vn(t), Wn(t)) jointly weakly converges within the M; topology
which implies that each coordinate separately satisfies these theoretical assumptions and weakly
convergence arguments. Then, proving that L, converge in distribution to some asymptotic process,
say L = (V, W), in the standard M; topology, then using the fact that linear combinations of the
coordinates of the joint functional are continuous and satisfy all related assumptions in the same
topological space, then we can conclude that indeed L,, weakly converge to its asymptotic counterpart
L, endowed with the M; topology.

3.2 Joint Functional Convergence of Partial Sum Processes with « € [1,2)

In this section we concentrate on establishing the joint functional weak convergence result for the
case where the regularly varying index o € [1,2). In other words, we investigate the joint weak
functional limiting behaviour of the partial sum and partial sum squares processes given by the
stochastic process L, (.) = (L1,(.), La,(.)) in the space D ([0,1], R?), where

S Vi)
(316) Lln(t) = —— - |_7’LtJ bln, Lgn(t) = —— - LntJ bgn, t e [0, 1],

n a'n

where S|, = Z,Eﬂ X}, and antJ = Zgﬁ X?. Since {a,} is a sequence of positive real numbers
such that nP (|X;| > a,) — 1, as n — oo and L, correspond to the centered stochastic process
L, = (Lln, Lgn) by the expected value of the truncated functional of each coordinate.

Therefore, we obtain the following expressions

[nt] X _X
k 1
Li,(t) = - |nt|E a_l{u<ﬁ<1}] , forae(l,2)
k=1 -1 n an —
[nt] X2 —X2
Lon(t) =S =E — Int|E | =21 f 1,2
2() ];1@% LnJ a% {u<j§_}]’ OI'O(G[,)

11



The constants by, and by, are defined with respect to the the regularly varying index as below

0, _ a € (0,1),
(347 e {ff;é}] e
0, a € (0,1),
(3.18) bay = E f_g {fzigl}] , a€ll,2).

Remark 6. Based on the functional convergence result given above we can show that the weak limit
of self-normalized partial-sum processes is indeed a stable Lévy process where {b,} is a sequence (see,
(3.17) and (3.18)) such that it induces centered random variables for the stochastic processes under
study. Specifically, for the self-normalized partial sum process, we need to prove that Sy, /V, N

Lq(- )/1/L2(1), is an a—stable Lévy process

Ly ) ':ﬁa(')

(3.19) S‘Z’J XN L(@) .

where the limit £,( ) represents an a—stable Lévy process (see, Theorem 2 and Theorem 4).

By imposing the vanishing small values condition then convergence of the normalized partial
sums can be established by showing that the limiting distribution is infinitely divisible with a Lévy
triplet corresponding to an a—stable distribution ( Denker and Jakubowski (1989), Bartkiewicz et al.
(2011)). The functional convergence of L,, in the special case when (X, ),en is a linear process from
a regularly varying distribution with index v € (0, 2) was studied in the literature previously. There-
fore, the main result of our article shows that for a strictly stationary, regularly varying sequence
of dependent random variables (X,,)neny with index a € (0,2), for which clusters of high-threshold
excesses can be broken down into asymptotically independent blocks, the stochastic process L,, con-
verge in the space D ([0, 1], R?) endowed with the Skorokhod weak M; topology under the condition
that all extremes within each cluster of big values have the same sign. This topology is weaker
than the more commonly used Skorokhod .J; topology, the latter being appropriate when there is no
clustering of extremes (i.i.d case).

Following similar argumentation as in the previous section, we will transfer the weak convergence
of N, in expression (2.9) to weak convergence of L,,. When « € [1,2) we need the following conditions
to deal with small jumps. Let k = [*].

Condition 3. For all 9 > 0 it holds that,

(3.20) lim lim sup P ( max

Zk: (&1{&'9} —E

i=1

12



Condition 4. For all 9 > 0 it holds that,

ko[ X? X?
(3.21) hr%hm sup P fax. ; p 1{X'2<u} —E " {f;<u} >0 | =0.

u—0  n—oo "

Remark 7. An equivalent of Condition 1 but for the sequence of squared random variables holds,
which we omit to present for space brevity. Moreover, Condition 1 provides a statement for dependent
sequences for certain type of mixing processes and it corresponds to the vanishing small values
property. The index « is considered as a measure of the regular variation property rather than the
degree of dependence of observations generated from the Lévy process, thus the above conditions
could be challenging to prove for different mixing regimes. Condition 3 and 4 correspond to small
jumps condition both for the (X,,), .z as well as (X?), .z stationary, jointly regular varying sequences.
A similar condition is given by Assumption 4.4 in Basrak et al. (2018), which allows to prove that
the finite dimensional marginal distributions of V,, converge to those of an a—stable Lévy process.

Theorem 2. Let (X,),en be a stationary sequence of random variables, jointly regularly varying
with index a € [1,2), and of which the tail process (Y;);ez almost surely has no two values of the
opposite sign. Suppose that Conditions 1 and 3 hold. Then, the stochastic process

|nt] [nt] y-2
(3.22) Lo(t) = (Lin(t), Lon(t)) = ( % — [nt b, > % — |nt Jb%) . telo,1],

with by, and by, given by expressions (3.17) and (3.18) respectively. Then, it holds that
(3.23) L, % Lasn— oo

in D([0,1],R?) endowed with the weak M, topology, where L = (Ll, L2), L, is an a-stable Lévy
process with characteristic triple (0, v1,71) and Ly is an «/2-stable Lévy process with characteristic
triple (0, vo,v2), where

(3.24) vi(dz) = 0o (s 1(o,00) () + 1 (_so0)(@)) 2| da,

a/2
(325) Vg(d.flf) = %E(Z T]j2> x—a/2—1 1(0700) (SL’) d.ﬁ(f,
(3.26) . =E l(Z%’)al{zj nj>0}] , c-=E l( - Zm)al{zj nj<o}]
(3.27) v = a <p—q—9(c+—c_)>.

a—1
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Remark 8. Note that it can be proved that the two components of the limiting process L = (L1, Ls)
can be expressed as functionals of the limiting point process N = 37, 7 d(z; p,n,;)- In particular, we
define the limit process L;( - ) of the functional Ly, () according to the value of the regular varying
index « such that

> > Py, ae (0,1),

Ti<. j

(3.28) Li(-) =
lim (TZ Zpimjl{ﬂ\mjbu} - (.)w/u<|:c|<l x:u(dx>) , a€ll,2),

u—0

where L;(-) is an a—stable Lévy process with characteristic triple (0, q,7;), where the limit in the
latter case holds almost surely uniformly on [0, 1] (along some sub-sequence).

Furthermore, we define the limit process Ls( - ) of the functional Ly, ( ) according to the value of
the regular varying index « such that

> > Ph, a € (0,1),

i< J

lim, (Z Zﬁngjl{l’f\mﬂw} B (')/

T<. j u<|z|<1

(3.29) Ly(-) =
:)32,u(d:17)) , a€ll,2),

where Ly(-) is an a/2—stable Lévy process with characteristic triple (0, 5, 72), where the limit in
the latter case holds almost surely uniformly on [0, 1] (along some sub-sequence).

Proof. For the proof of Theorem 2 see Appendix B of the paper. O

Remark 9. Notice that in the case when a € [1,2), we assume that the contribution of the smaller
increments of the partial sum process is closer to its expectation. The random variable X? has an
infinite expectation, but when we truncate this random variable with an appropriate indicator then
we obtain finite expectation such that the following expression is finite

n

X7
(3.30) E <§1ﬁ§> <1< .

Moreover, for o € [1,2) the functionals are suitable centered with the coefficients by,, and by, re-
spectively. Then, the corresponding convergence results for o € [1,2) only hold for finite quantities.
Intuitively, Theorem 2 shows that the joint functional consisting of the partial sum process in the
first coordinate and the partial sum squared process in the second coordinate satisfy a functional
central limit theorem in the weak M; topology with the limit consisting of an a—stable Lévy process
in the first coordinate and an «/2—stable Lévy process in the second coordinate. In order to prove
this result one needs to obtain the analytical form of their characteristic triples.

14



3.3 Weak Convergence of Self-Normalized Partial Sum Processes

In this Section we establish the weak convergence of Self-normalized Partial Sum Processes in the
M topology. We use the main results established in Section 2 of the paper applied to the case of the
self-normalized partial sum process to obtain a weak convergence result that holds in the M; topology
under general conditions. Consider the function g: D([0,1], R?) — R? defined by g(z) = x(1). It is
continuous with respect to the weak M; topology on D([0, 1], R?) (see Theorem 12.5.2 in Whitt Whitt
(2002)). Therefore under the conditions given by Theorem 1, the continuous mapping theorem yields
d C
g(L,) — g(L) as n — oo, which implies that

(3.31) (;a i"@) (ZZin,ZZP%)

n =1 a2
In particular, it follows that

Va

a2

(3.32)

Z

i=1

s

where the limiting random variable has a stable distribution.

Theorem 3. Let (X,),cz be a stationary sequence of random variables, jointly regularly varying
with index o € (0,1), and of which the tail process (Y;);ez almost surely has no two values of the
opposite sign. Suppose that Conditions 1 and 2 hold. Then

Sn-| 4, Ly(-)

(3.33) A o

as n — 00,

in D([0,1],R) endowed with the M; topology, where L = (L, L) as given in Theorem 1.
Proof. The proof of Theorem 3 is shown in Appendix B of the paper. O

Theorem 4. Let (X,,),cz be a stationary sequence of random variables, jointly regularly varying
with index a € [1,2), and of which the tail process (Y;);cz almost surely has no two values of the
opposite sign. Suppose that Conditions 1 and 2 hold. Then

Sln-| IR Ly(-)

(3.34) i L0

as n — 0o,

in D([0,1],R) endowed with the M; topology, where L = (L1, Ls) as given in Theorem 1.
Proof. The proof of Theorem 4 is shown in Appendix B of the paper. O

Both limit processes L; and Ly denote independent strictly a—stable and «/2—stable random
variables respectively. Thus, our aim is to prove that the limit L;(-) / \/L2(1), that joint weak
convergence induces in Theorem 3 and 4, gives an a—stable random variable.
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4 Main Applications

In this section, we establish the weak convergence of joint functionals to the space D[(0, 1)] equipped
with the M; topology for various processes. Our aim is to provide applications in which the finite-
dimensional distributions of self-normalized partial-sum processes converge to those of a strictly
a—stable process and the partial-sum process is tight. We focus on demonstrating that the weak
convergence of self-normalized processes of joint functionals of random variables induced by time
series models hold to the M; topology based on our theoretical results. Thus, weak convergence
arguments are essential for determining the limit behaviour of estimators and related test statistics
that hold for sequences with a regular variation index a € (0,2). In other words, we focus on
establishing the weak convergence of the joint functional L, (¢):

[nt] nt] 32
(4.1) Ln(t)=<zﬁ ﬁ) t€0,1],

3 2
k=1 On = Oy

for o € (0,1) or @ € [1,2), where the stochastic process (Xj),oy corresponds to the stationary,
regularly varying sequence induced from a regression model. The main idea here is to show that
these results are consistent with the results provided by BKS for processes from a regularly varying
distribution with index « € (0,2) when one considers the weak convergence of the self-normalized
partial sum functionals with appropriate centering and normalizing sequences.

We focus on time series processes for which the weak convergence of self-normalized partial sum
processes do not converge in the standard J; topology. The particular weak convergence result is
strong in the sense that it holds regardless whether clustering of only values of the same sign occurs
in the limit process. In other words, the J; topology is appropriate when large values of X, do
not cluster, while in the contrary existence of clusters of large values implies that J; convergence
fail to hold (see, Basrak et al. (2010), Krizmani¢ (2016)). On the other hand, when considering the
joint weak convergence of functionals within the M; topology related asymptotic theory results can
be established. Therefore, we consider the weak convergence of such joint functionals to the M;
topology, which is more appropriate in the presence of clusters of extreme values. Although, we have
not mention any related mixing conditions, we mainly focus in the case of weak dependence and joint
regular variation for the sequence (Xj), -

Example 1 (Linear process). Let (Z;),.;, be an i.i.d regularly varying sequence with index o € (0, 2).
Consider the following linear process for the i.i.d sequence (Xj;),., such that

=0
where the sequence of real numbers (g;) is such that

(4.3) > |<pj|B <oo forsome 0<f<a, #<1, suchthat » ¢;#0.
7=0

J=0
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Moreover, it holds that

(4.4) lim W i_oj o”, ae(0,2).

00 P (| Zo| > )

Then, the tail process (Y;),.y of the linear process (X;) is of the following form:

(4.5) Y, = 2y 0% n ez,
]

where J is an {—1, 1}-valued random variable such that P (@f@ = 1) =pand P (@ZZZ = 0) = ¢ for
all i € {1,..,n} and M is an integer valued random variable with probability distribution
|04
(4.6) P(M =m)=c=——-, m>0.
( ) 20 sl
All the above assumptions ensure that the tail process has no two values of the opposite sign,
which ensures that the theoretical conditions of our framework are satisfied. Thus, if we consider
the corresponding finite order linear process, we can apply the main theory since in this case all
conditions of our theorems are satisfied.
Hence, for the truncated linear process: X; = 37" p;Z;—; it holds that,

Lj=0¥i Z POZ, a € (0,1),
K
(A7) Li()= =
I P Lip o / dz) | | 1,2),
lim (KTXQ o7 ]2%% wiemy = () [l fﬁ)) a€(L2)
where Ly, (t) = L S0 X; and X; = Y70 0,2
Therefore, we deﬁne with
Lm0 > p CRAN a € (0,1),
K T,<
- 2 (% . e 2
JL'L“O (ng P, (@ ) j;()‘ﬁjl{Piz@j/ﬁ} ( )/u<x<155 ,u(dx)) , a€[l,2),

where Lo, () = & S X2 and X2 = (X7 0,2,)

Then, based on Theorem 3 and Theorem 4, it holds that

B3NS 3
— X - QO i—
Lln(t) def CLn ; an i=1 j=0 ’ ’
L2n(1> 1 n m 2
a2 ; o) > (Z @sz’—j)
n =1 \j=0
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]20 Pj Z Pi@izi
S = -, if o € (0,1)
Jj=07¥1J 2 Z;
=08 S 2 (0F
o 2B (er)
4,
. 1 &
lim | = S° ROXY. by —t [ anlde)
—0 K’Ti<. =0 u<|z|<1 " [1 2)
— 1/29 Ioe )
. 1 2 Z; 2 2
{i‘i“o (; TiZ;Pi (67) j;)‘ﬁjl{wa/n} —n/uqqu u(d:c))}
Lq(-
= () , as n — oo.
Ly(1)

Remark 10. Our first application considers a linear process which is a standard application in the
literature (see also Basrak et al. (2010)). Although, a linear process is considered a special case
in which the f—mixing condition doesn’t hold, our fundamental framework which corresponds to
more general dependence structures encompasses the case of linear processes. Specifically, for this
example, we focus on implementing our main results in order to establish the weak convergence of
self-normalized partial sum processes of joint functionals equipped with the M; topology. On the
other hand, in time series regression settings asymptotic independence conditions such as mixing
conditions are usually proposed to replace independence, among which S—mixing is an important

dependent structure and has been connected with a large class of time series models including ARMA
models and GARCH models.

Example 2 (Garch(1,1) process). Consider the standard Garch model (see, Bollerslev (1986))
(4.9) X, =orZ,, keL.

where (Z),cy 18 a sequence of 7.i.d random variables with E(Z;) = 0 and E(Z7) = 1 such that
(4.10) oi=wt (mZ}  +b)ot, keL

where a; and b; are non-negative parameters ensuring the non-negativity of the squared volatility
process (o). Moreover, we assume that Z; is symmetric, has a positive Levesgue density on R and
there exists a € (0,2) such that

(4.11) E[ (28 +b) | =1 and E[(a2}+p) In(a 28 +b1)] < 0.

In other words, based on the well-known property that under fairly weak conditions on the distri-
butions of the noise (Z;), its finite-dimensional distributions are regularly varying (see, ?) and thus
satisfies the main conditions we impose in our framework.
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Specifically, it is known that the processes (07) and (X?) are regularly varying with index o and
strongly mixing geometric rate. In particular,

(4.12) P (Xl2 > 93) ~E|Z|** P (Uf > :E) ~E|Z) ez, as x — oo,

Remark 11. Garch(1,1) processes are stochastic volatility models used in the statistics and econo-
metrics literature for modelling conditional volatility. Garch processes have a main advantage to
Arch-type processes in capturing clusters of volatility or clusters of extreme values. Moreover, heavy-
tailed Garch processes are found to be robust to capture volatility clustering effects in the literature.
Therefore, in order for the conditions we impose in our framework to be satisfied, for the remaining
derivations of this example, we consider partial sum processes of squared Garch(1,1) processes.

Example 3. Consider the squared GARCH(1,1) process can be embedded in the 2-dimensional
stochastic recurrence equation (SRE) such that

(4.13) X, = A X1+ By

where

X? 73 73 73
(4.14) X, = ( ;f)’ A, = (al L b k)’ X, = (w k) '
oj, aq by w

Since the process (Xj) is nonnegative, its tail process cannot have two values of the opposite sign.
Moreover, the conditional volatility sequence (02)rez has all elements of its time series observations
being positive. Consequently, the vector process X, satisfies the no sign switching condition (see,
Basrak et al. (2010)). Thus, we consider the weak convergence of the partial sum process V,,(.) for
the cases when « € (0,1) and when « € [1,2).

The partial sum process Ly, := V,,(.) is defined as below

[nt] X2 X2
N2k it
(4.15) V() = kz::l o |nt|E o 1{f—§<1}] , t€10,1]

Note that the partial sum process V,(t) given by expression (4.17) converges in distribution to
an a—stable Lévy process V(.), with a characteristic triple (0,r,b), in D[0,1] equipped with the
M topology since it satisfies the Assumptions of the main theory of the paper. Moreover, since
X, = (X]f, O’i)/ is a vector stochastic process, for k € {1,...,n}, the partial sum process V,,(t) can
be expressed in the following matrix form
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LS LE |x21
_n/;Xk o M)

(4.16) Ly, =V, (t) = — |nt] e 0,1]

1 [nt] ) )
—nkgl(fk —nE Ull{g—igl}

Similarly, we define the partial-sum process W, (t) as below

LR L |xi
_ X — 4
(4.17) Ly, :=W,(t) = — |nt| , t€10,1]
1 [nt] A 1 A
— —E 1
a? kglak a? 71 {ggl}

Furthermore, by applying the main results of the paper we can consider the joint functional conver-
gence of the corresponding self-normalized partial sum process such that

Ly d L(t)

(4.18) To(1) T

as n — oQ.

Remark 12. The assumption that the tail process has no two values of the opposite sign is crucial
to obtain weak convergence of the partial sum process in the M; topology. One of the restrictions
of the particular topology is that it can handle several instantaneous jumps only if they are in the
same direction. On the other hand, there appear to be some ways of omitting the no sign switching
condition. A possibility is to avoid the within-cluster fluctuations in the partial sum process, by
smoothing out its trajectories or by considering the process t +— S, k., Which then implies that
convergence holds in the stronger J; topology. Our main results build on the framework of BKS to
establish the weak convergence of self-normalized partial sum processes within the more restrictive
M topology (see, Krizmani¢ (2016, 2018, 2020)).

Therefore, the above illustrate theoretical examples show cases in which the weak convergence of
the partial-sum process, using its corresponding characteristic function representation, holds in the
D|0, 1] space equipped with the M; topology. Similarly, one can prove that the second coordinate
of the functional weakly converges to the M; topology which allows us to consider the joint weak
convergence of the self-normalized partial-sum processes under investigation. To do this, we need to
determine the exact values of the characteristic triple that correspond to both coordinates of the joint
functional process. Specifically, for cases in which the standard .J; topology fails to apply, we are
interested to establish joint weak convergence in the M; topology which although is more restrictive
it allows to obtain asymptotic results for extreme models and cluster-based processes which are more
likely to have underline regular varying processes that satisfy the aforementioned theoretical results
derived in this paper.
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5 Conclusion

According to Basrak et al. (2010), for a stationary, regularly varying sequence for which clusters of
high-thredshold excesses can be broken down into asymptotically independent blocks, the properly
centered partial sum process (V;,(t)),c(o,) converges to an a—stable Lévy process in the space D|0, 1]
endowed with Skorokhod’s M; metric under the condition that all extremes within one such cluster
have the same sign. Therefore, the main proofs and applications in this paper are extending the
particular conjecture to the case of self-normalized partial sum processes.

In general, the M; topology is considered to be weaker than the more commonly used Skorohod
J1 topology, the M; topology allows to consider the case in which weak convergence has to be
established under the presence of clustering of extreme values. This particular effect although is
examined from the perspective of stationary stochastic processes, interesting questions arise in the
case of nonstationary time series processes under the presence of clustering. Therefore, further
research includes extensions to nonstationary sequences which is a special case. In that case, one
would need to first of all check that the corresponding conditions and definitions (e.g., tail index of
the sequence etc), hold and then prove the general case of the theorem. Then and iff the particular
theorem holds we can apply the equivalent representation of self-normalized partial sum processes
to nonstationary sequences without worrying that the weak convergence argument will not hold.
Further interesting extensions of our work include among other cases such as when one considers
joint weak convergence of empirical processes of cluster functionals (see, Engelke et al. (2022) and
Drees and Rootzen (2010)).

Acknowledgements I am grateful and indebted to Associate Professor Danijel Krizmanic from the
Department of Mathematics, University of Rijeka for providing guidance throughout the development
of this research project. Moreover, he provided the main steps for the proof in the case where
a € (0,1) which helped me establish the case a € [1,2).
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A Proofs of Main Results in Section 1

A.1 Proof of Lemma 1

Proof. Since a continuous function on a compact set is bounded and attains its minimum value it
holds that

(A1) cd(0,1],R U cr([0,1],R

where CF([0,1],R) is the subset of functions z in CJ([0, 1], R) with 2(0) > 1/k.

Consider (z,), to be a sequence in C([0,1],R) which converges to z with respect to the .J;
topology. Since a discontinuous element of D([0,1],R) cannot be approximated in the .J; topology
by a sequence of continuous functions, the limit x must be continuous and the convergence is uniform
(see for example Kulik and Soulier (2020), Proposition C.2.4).

Thus, for 0 < s < t < 1, from z,(s) < z,(t) letting n — oo we obtain z(s) < z(t), i.e.
is nondecreasing. Similarly we obtain x(0) > 1/k, which means that 2 € C[([0,1],R). Hence
C1([0,1],R) is a closed, and then also a measurable subset of D([0,1], R) with the .J; topology.

Since the Borel o—fields associated with the non-uniform Skorokhod topologies all coincide with
the Kolmogorov ofield generated by the projection maps, the set C7([0,1], R) is measurable with
the M, topology for each k, and therefore the same holds for C ([0, 1], R). O

A.2 Proof of Lemma 3

Proof.

Consider an arbitrary pair (z,y) € D([0,1],R) x CJ([0,1], R).

Suppose that d,((n,yn), (z,y)) — 0 as n — oco. We need to show that h(x,,y,) — h(z,y)
in the M, topology, that is, d,(2n/yn,x/y) — 0. By the definition of the metric d,, we have
dpg (T, x) — 0 and dpg, (yn,y) — 0 as n — oco. Since for monotone functions the M; convergence
is equivalent to pointwise convergence in a dense subset A of [0, 1] including 0 and 1 (Whitt (2002),
Corollary 12.5.1), the convergence dyy, (yn,y) — 0, which implies that
1 1
e

yn(t)  y(t)’

Furthermore, since the functions 1/y,1/y, (n € N) are also monotone, ds(1/y,,1/y) — 0 as

(A.2) te A

n — oo. Noting that the function 1/y is continuous, we can apply Lemma 3 to conclude that
A (T /Yn, x/y) — 0 as n — oo. O
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B Proofs of Main Results in Section 2

B.1 Proof of Lemma 5

Proof. Take an arbitrary € A and suppose that 7, — 1 in M, ([0, 1] x E). We need to show that
d (n,) — ®®(n) in D([0, 1], R?) according to the weak M, topology. By Theorem 12.5.2 in Whitt
(2002), it suffices to prove that, as n — oo,

(B.1) dy (2 (1), @) (7)) = ma duy, (8" (1), B (1)) — 0.

Following, with small modifications, the proof of Lemma 3.2 in Basrak et al. (2010) for each coordi-
nate separately, we obtain djy, (<I>§“> (M), <I>§“>(n)) — 0 and dyy, ((Péu) (M), q)éu)(n)) — 0 asn — oo.
Therefore we conclude that ®® is continuous at 7. O

B.2 Proof of Theorem 1

The following proof is based on the manuscript of Danijel Krijmanic who kindly shared. Related ref-
erences to the main steps as presented in related studies in the literature are also carefully explained.
Thus, in a similar manner as in Krizmani¢ (2020) who establish the joint weak convergence of partial
sum and maxima processes, the following steps are adjusted accordingly in order to accommodate
the fact that we are interested in establishing the joint weak convergence of the stochastic process
X; and its square X? rather the corresponding maxima of this process. Consequently, the second
coordinate of expression (B.2) corresponds to the squared term (e.g., see proof of Theorem 3.4 in
Krizmani¢ (2020)). Take an arbitrary u > 0, and consider

X, X2
B.2 PM(N,)(t) = 1 , ~iq , te[o,1].
(B.2) (Na) () (i/;tan {1} i/;t 22 {%w}) [0,1]

From Lemma 4 and Lemma 5 we know that ® is continuous on the set A defined by (3.5). Recall
that this set is basically an extension of the space E as defined in Section 4.2 of Basrak et al. (2018),
in order to accommodate the more general setting we have in this study. This set almost surely
contains the limiting point process N such that IV, 4N = i 2 0ty pmy) €10,1] xE asn — oo.

Hence an application of the continuous mapping theorem yields that & (N,,) LN P (N) in
D([0,1],R?) under the weak M topology (see, similar argumentation in Krizmani¢ (2018, 2020).
Therefore, we can establish the convergence of the functional L{"(-) as below

n] y. n- x2
(B3) L(:):= (Z &1{ﬁ S 2(51{X§>u})

d u .
S LW(4) = (Z > Pl sup Y Zﬂzﬁfjlmmpu}) :
<. J <. j
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where {a,} is a sequence of norming constants which ensures that convergence in distribution
holds as u — 0.

Moreover, let U; = >, n;; and U, = > mzj’ where i € {1,2,...}. Then, since in Theorem 1 we
assume that « < 1, from the moment condition given in Corollary 1 (2.10) (e.g., see Davis and Hsing
(1995)), the following conditions apply for the two coordinates of the functional under consideration.

B0 < E( Sinil) < oo,
J
" N N a/2 «a
B0 = E( i) <E(Thnl) <o
J J

where in the last relation we used also the triangle inequality | >; a;]° < 3, |a;|® with s € (0, 1].

Using Proposition 5.2 and Proposition 5.3 given in Resnick (2007), it holds that P;|U;|, for
i € {1,2,...}, are the points of a Poisson process with intensity measure faE|U;|*x~*"! dz, where
x > 0. Since these points are summable it holds that

(B.4) ZP\U\<ZZP|%|<OO

=1 3

almost surely (see the proof of Theorem 3.1 in Davis and Hsing (1995)). Thus for all ¢ € [0, 1]

t
(B.5) > ZPmJl{mbu} = 2> Py
-2

T; T;<t j

almost surely as u — 0. In other words, expression (B.5) provides a summability condition that
ensures weak convergence of a partial sum process to Lévy processes (e.g., see Krizmanié¢ (2020)).
Furthermore, the first summand has a lower bound {7; < .} and an upper bound ¢ which implies
that we are summing up all points up to until time 7;.
By the dominated convergence theorem

(B.6) sup

te(0,1]

Z Zpimjl{Pi|77ij|>u} - Z meij

Tist j Ti<t j

<> Pl pimyi<uy — 0
i=1 j

almost surely as u — 0.
Since uniform convergence implies Skorokhod M; convergence, we get

(B.7) dr, (Z > P Lpngsaps D ZPM) —0

almost surely as u — 0.
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Similarly, Pfﬁi, i € {1,2,...}, are the points of a Poisson process with intensity measure

(Bor/2)E(U,)*/ 2=/~ dz for > 0, and it holds that

(B.8) (Z > Pl p g u) Z ZPQ%)

almost surely as u — 0. Recalling the definition of the metric d, in (2.16), from (B.7) and (B.8) we
obtain that almost surely as u — 0,
dy (L™, L) =0

where

(B.9) (Z > Pmig, ZPQ%)-

T;<t j T;<t j
Since almost sure convergence implies weak convergence, we have, as u — 0,
d
(B.10) LW % L

in D([0,1],R?) endowed with the weak M, topology. By Proposition 5.2 and Proposition 5.3 in
Resnick (2007), the process

(B’ll) Zé(Tivzj Pz‘m'j)

is a Poisson process with intensity measure Leb X vq, and

(B.12) Zé(TZ W 2 )

ij

is a Poisson process with intensity measure Leb X vs.
Furthermore, by the It6 representation of the Lévy process (see Resnick (2007), pages 150-153)
and Theorem 14.3 in Ken-Iti (1999),

(B.13) Li(t) = > > Pmy;, t€[0,1],

T;<t j

is an a—stable Lévy process with characteristic triple (0, vy, (¢4 — c-)f8a/(1 — «)), and similarly

(B.14) => > P, telo1],

T,<t 3

is an or/2-stable Lévy process with characteristic triple (0,2, 0aE(3;7?)*?/(2 — a)).
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Specifically, notice that the functional L, is an a—stable Lévy process while the L, functional
represents a/2—stable Lévy process. Furthermore, within the same probability space it is well-known
that the sum of two independent Lévy processes gives a stable Lévy process with intensity measure
the sum of the intensity measures of the two processes.

Therefore, if we show that

(B.15) liag lim sup P (dp(Ln, L) > €) =0
for any € > 0, from (B.30) and (B.10) by a variant of Slutsky’s theorem (see Theorem 3.5 in Resnick
(2007)) it will follow that L, YL asn— oo, in D([0, 1], R?) with the weak M; topology.

Since the metric d, on D([0,1],R?) is bounded above by the uniform metric on D([0, 1], R?)
(Theorem 12.10.3 in Whitt (2002)), it suffices to show that

(B.16) lim lim supIP’( sup || Ln(t) — LW (#)|| > 6) =0.

u=0 nooo te[0,1]

Using stationarity and Markov’s inequality we get the bound

P( sup [1Ln(t) — LO@)| > )

te[0,1]
[nt] X,
= IP’( sup max{ 1
te[0,1]

> i
=1 an { ari Su}

IA
=
N
[M]=
s
=
——
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V
(@)
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For the first term on the right-hand side of (B.36) we have

P(IX1] > uan) E(X1|14x)|<uan})
P(X)] > ay)  wanP(X1] > uay)’

(B.18) nE(%l{X%< }) =Uu- n]P)(|X1| > an) .

—2—_U
an

and for the second

2
1

(B 19) nE (X_]_{ P(‘Xl‘ > uan) E(|X1|21{\X1|§uan})
. a%

P(IX1| > an)  w?@P(|X1] > uay)’

[ X5 <u

}> =u? - nP(|X,| > a,) -
Since X is a regularly varying random variable with index «, it follows immediately that

P(|X:| > uay,)

(B.20) B(X] > )
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as n — oo. By Karamata’s theorem

(B.21) i EUXx)cueny) _ @

n—»co uan]P)(|X1| > uan) -«
Therefore, taking into account relation (2.3), we get

Qv

| X4

n

an

l1-a 2—a
(B.22) nE(—a 1{£<u}> A and nE(a% 1{X1<u}> A v

as n — 0o. Therefore from (B.36) we obtain

(B.23) lim supIP’( sup || Ln(t) — L (t)| > €

n—00 t€[0,1]

Letting u — 0, since 1 — a > 0, we finally obtain

(B.24) lii%lim supIP’( sup || Ln(t)

n—00 te[0,1]
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. E(X1*1{x, <uan})

(e}

n—0 y2a2P(| X1| > uay,)

Xt

an

<e_1au1_°‘< L + 4 )
- l—-a 2—«

— LW > e) = 0.
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B.3 Proof of Theorem 2

Notice that it holds that b{") — b; and b3” — by as u — 0

0, a € (0,1),
(B.25) Bl =¢
E ‘;{—: {u<%§1} , € [1,2).
0, a e (0,1),
B.26 o ={
(B.26) ? E | X% ) } , a€ll,?)
an {u<—i§1}

B2 . 0, a € (0,1),

. b / zp(dr), «a€ll,2).
0<|z|<1

0, a € (0,1),

/ 2*u(dr), a€[l,2).
0<z2<1

In other words, in the case where the regularly varying index a € [1,2) similar to the approach of
Basrak et al. (2018) (e.g., see Section 4.2), we consider the centering constant.

Proof. Therefore, similar to the case o € (0,1) we aim to prove the joint weak convergence of the
functional L, (t) of both its coordinates to the corresponding limit process. To do this, we take an
arbitrary v > 0, and consider

(B.29) O (N,)(t) = (/nz;t 71{5—;<u}ymz<t gl{x_@}) ,  teo,1].

From Lemma 4 and Lemma 5 we know that ®® is continuous on the set A and this set almost surely
contains the limiting point process N from (2.9). Hence an application of the continuous mapping
theorem yields that ®® (N, ) % ®@(N) in D(]0, 1], R?) under the weak M, topology. Therefore, we
can establish the convergence of the functional L(*)(-) as below

-] 5 n-J x2
(B:30) L{(+):= (Z — e o) D - Ln-Jbét?)
=1 ""n i=1 “'n

u=0 i< g i< g

L L) = (“m {Z > PP >uy — (-)bl} ) lim { > 2 P lipee sy — (')52}) :

where {a,} is a sequence of norming constants which ensures that convergence in distribution holds
as u — 0, which proves that L % [ in D(]0, 1], R?) endowed with the weak M; topology.
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Notice that the above joint convergence results implies that for each coordinate of the joint
functional it holds that

[n-] X
(B.31) > a—l —|n- J ||m {Z > PniiLipng sy — ()b }, as n — oo
i=1 n '
[n-] X2
(B.32) p —|n- Jb( — I|m Z > p? 772]1{P2|nm|>u} —()b2p, asn— o0
=1 "n J
or in other words,
(B.33)
[n-] )(1
i nE |2 li P,.,.-1...u_./ f 1,2).
= (0% |_7’l J an, {u<%§l} _)uID;]O ;; g {Pilmis|>u} ( ) u<\x\§lzu(dz) or Oée[ )
and
(B.34)
X7 X7 : 2,2 2
; 2 [n-|E a—%l{w%gl} — lim TXS:ZJ:P mjl{anfj>u}—(')/M@x p(dzr) ¢, for a € [1,2).

Next, as before we need to show that

(B.35) lim limsupPr( sup || Ln(t) — LW (#)|| > 6) = 0.

u—0 n—oo tE[O

Using stationarity and Markov’s inequality we get the bound

Pr( sup [1La(t) - L @) > ¢

te[0,1]

%ikwwﬂm(ﬁh%QN

=Pr < sup max {
te[0,1]

%F{XQ‘W ( wwﬁﬂ>€

= (e, [ {3 = () ) )
+Pr<01%11?%<n ZZE:{XQ {x<}—E<X2 (il }) }'>e).

Therefore, from previous conditions it follows that

(B.36) lim lim sup Pr( sup || L, (t) — LW (&) > e) = 0.

u—0  n—oo te[0,1] "
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Lastly, it remains to show that the Lévy process V has a characteristic triple (0,7, ), which
will imply that the limit random variable is equivalent to the case where a € (0, 1) presented in the
literature, related to weak convergence of partial sum processes to the space D]0, 1] equipped with
the M, topology (see, Basrak et al. (2010)). To prove the required result we consider the analytical
expression of the characteristic function of the a—stable random variable V'(1).

The Lévy process V' is the weak limit in the sense of finite dimensional distributions of the partial
sum process V,, which is related to the canonical measure in Feller’s representation of an infinitely
divisible characteristic function (see, Feller (1971)) which is also discussed in Davis and Hsing (1995).
Therefore, in the following derivations we follow the approach presented both by Basrak et al. (2018)
and Krizmani¢ (2020), following the derivations given in Theorem 3.2 of Davis and Hsing (1995).
In other words, we obtain the analytical expression of the partial sum process V,, in terms of its
characteristic function.

Specifically, we denote with V,,(¢) the Lévy process of the first coordinate as below

[nt] X,
- Jif a € (0,1)
i=1 an
(B.37) Va(t) i= Lin(t) =
] x, X
L e[ 2 } if 0 € [1,2).
~ a, LnJ |:an {%Sl} )1 OéE[ ) )
where

ZZPJ]ZW Q€ (071)a
(B38)  Ly(-)={ " 7

u—0

lim (Z > P 1pimg 1>y — ()/ zu(dx)) . a€ll,2),
Ti<. j u<|z|<1

Similarly, we denote with W, (t) the Lévy process of the second coordinate as below

[nt] X2
> = Jif a € (0,1)
i=1 On
(B.39) Wi (t) == Lan(t) =
[nt] 52 2
ZXZ' — |nt]E Xiq X2 Jif a € [1,2).
=1 Qn Ay, {ﬁél}
where
> > P, a € (0,1),
<. j
(B.40) Ly() =

: 2,2 2
1['_>m0 TZ: sz' nijl{Pf‘nij‘>u} - (')/K'xgx M(dm)) , a€ll,?2),

i <. J
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Case 1: a € (0,1)

Step 1. For every e > 0, consider the functions s®, w® and y® defined on ¢, by

(B.41) s(@) = D215
J
(B.42) W (@) =inf > 251410, )
i<k
(B.43) y (&) = sup D ;115
i<k

Moreover, define the mapping 7, : /\/lp([(),l] x {0}) — D[0,1], by setting for v =

Z;'il 5@,@%
> u})
o

7 7

T

T

(B4 Tw(r) = ((Z s“”(fvi)) AT @ > uf {1m) - |
i<t Te[0,1]

where

(B.45) I(T) = > s“(@)+

Tk:Ti Tk—Ti
Let A = Ay N Ay. Moreover, the subsets A; and A, are defined as below
Ay ={n e Mp([0,1] x E) : n({0,1} X E) = 0 = ([0, 1] x {#00, £u})},
Ay = {n € My([0,1] x E) = n({t} x (u,00]) - n({t} x [-00, —u)) = 0, forall € [0,1]}.
Step 2. Define with W; = 3,7 |Q; ;] and 322, dp,w;, is a Poisson point process on (0, oo] with intensity

measure given by OE[IW*ay~* 'dy. This definition implies that we can express the point
process as below

(B.46) S PW; =YY Pi|Q;;| < oo < oo, almost surely,

i=1 i=1j€Z

Our aim is to prove that the above limit process is an a—stable Lévy process in the topological
space D([0,1],R) equipped with the M; topology.
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Step 3.

Therefore, by defining with s(&) = 3=, x;, we obtain that the process can be expressed as

(B.AT) Vi) = Y s(PQ), tel

T;<t

is almost surely a well-defined element in the topological space D and thus, is an a—stable
Lévy process. Consequently we have that the partial sum process is equivalent to

[nt] X,
Spu®)=> 10 3, 0,1) and t € [0, 1],
() ;an {‘f—n‘M} aE( )an E[ ]
T; <t T:<tj€EL

Notice that Step 2 above holds due to an application of the following Corollary.

Corollary 2. Let {r,} be a nonnegative non decreasing integer valued sequence such that

lim,,oorn00 and lim,_,.n/r, = oo, and let {a,} be a non decreasing sequence such that
nIP’(|X0| > an) — 1. Then, it holds that

kn

d o0
(B.48) NI 0 (X i1y 10 Xirn) Jan) ~* D O(TPiQy)
i=1 =1

where (7, p,) is a Poisson point process on [0, 1] x (0, co] with intensity measure Lebx d(—0y~*).

Remark 13. Notice that the above representation holds if and only if we prove that all the
previous steps hold. In other words, we need to prove that in our settings a similar limit result
holds as in Theorem 4.5 in the paper of Basrak et al. (2018)

The next step, is to show that the partial sum process under consideration is a tight process
in the topological space D([0, 1],R). Notice that since two marginal sequences of processes are
tight, the joint sequences of processes must also be tight.

32



Step 4. The last step is to show that the original partial sum process S,; and therefore V,,, since
€ (0,1) also converges in distribution to V', which implies that we can use the metric
distance to prove that it converges in probability to zero as n — oo.

Therefore, since the limit variable V' that corresponds to the limit of the partial sum process V,,
is an a—stable random variable, then it has the following characteristic function representation

exp {irz —c|z|* <1 — ifsign(z)tan (?))} , a#1
(B.49) E[¢=V0)] =

2
exp {2'7'2 —c|z| (1 + z'ﬁ—sign(z)log|z|>} , a=1
s
where ¢ > 0, § € [—1,1] and 7 € R, with V(1) as expression (B.38) in Theorem 3.4. By Remark 3.2

in Davis and Hsing (1995), the scale parameter ¢ and the symmetry parameter [ are defined with
the following coefficients respectively, (see also, Feller (1971) pages 568-570).

'3 —a) - .
(B 50) . (C+ + C_)mcos (7) s if o 7£ 1,
. (chch_)z ifa=1
27
Cy — C—
B.51 =
( ) & cy +co
where
«
(B52) C+ = 2 _ o J)_)mo (Z lejl{u oo} y‘Qlj‘) > 1) oy T 1dy
« 00 o
(B.53) C+ = 29— o th|—>mo P (Z YQ1j1 {u00) (Y] Q1j]) < —1) yay~*dy
j=1

Moreover, the location parameter 7 is defined as below

lim /°° M M) — b 1], ifa =1,
(B.54) =70 o
lim / M, (dz) — b(u, 1], ifa > 1,

u—0 J_~o

where M, (dx) is the canonical measure in Feller’s representation of an infinitely divisible character-
istic function given by

J=1

(B.55) M, (dz) = o /0 P (Z YQ1 L u.o} (4] Qu) € dfﬁ) yay ™ty
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Case 2: o € [1,2)

Furthermore, in the case when « € [1,2) we need to introduce centering, and therefore we define
the cadlag process V,, by setting ¢ € [0, 1] for

[nt] X,
(B.56) Spu(t) =:§:-5—1{_£L>u}

i=1

and the corresponding partial sum process with a centering sequence given by
Xy

a, 1{u<;<_7¢<1}] :

Lemma 6. Let o € [1,2) and let the convergence of Theorem 4.5 hold. Then there exists an

(B.57) Vu(t) = Spalt) — |nt)E

a—stable Lévy process V' on [0, 1] such that, as € — 0, the process V; defined below

(B.58) Vit) = 3 s (PQ) ¢ | rp(dr).

T,<t {z:e<|2|<1}
converges uniformly almost surely (along some subsequence) to V.

Proof. More precisely, we show that for all € > 0

Yy le{KlejSH} ay™ " dy.

YEZ

B. o[ E
( 59) [{m:e<|m|§1} ZEM(dl') 6)/0

Notice that it holds that

(B.60) OF

>.0Q; |Qj|a_1] =2p—1

JEZ
Moreover, by Fubini’s theorem, if a > 1, we have that

QAWE

jez jez,  eldsT

Yy Qj1{6<y|Qj§1}] ay " ldy = afE

o [* y-“dy}

“ e | Sl
::ail((wﬂ—1)@p—1)
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Hence, for all ¢t € [0, 1] we have that

(B.61) V() = X5 (PQ) 0 [ E

T; <t

v le{e<ij§1}} ay~*dy
JEL
Furthermore, notice that we can define with W = >, |Q;| and W; = ¥ .7 |Q; ;| such that
{W;,i > 1} is a sequence of i.i.d random variables with the same distribution as W.

Therefore, for every 6 > 0, there are almost surely at most finitely many points P;W; such that
it holds that P,W; > 9. For every 9, e > 0, define with

(B.62) mes =0 / “E
0

vy le{e<ij|31,é<yW}} ay~*ldy
jEz
Remark 14. Notice that by the Theorem 3.1 of Basrak et al. (2018) it holds that the finite dimen-
sional distributions of Vj s converge to those of an a—stable Lévy process. Since the topological
space D([0,1]) is complete under its metric, we can obtain the existence of the stochastic process
V ={V(t),t € [0,1]} with continuous paths (trajectories with independent increments), in D([0, 1])
almost surely and such that lim,_ (|Vo5, — V|, = 0 almost surely.

Therefore, it only remains to prove that for all u > 0, we have that
(B.63) (!l_rpo |IT_S;BJp IP’( Ve = Vesll, > u) = 0.

In particular, proving that the above result holds, then it implies that ||V. — V. 5]| . — 0, in probability
and hence that, along some subsequence, V, converges to V unifornmly almost surely.
Moreover, since for 6 < 1, yW = 3, y|Q;| < ¢ implies that y|Q;| < < 1 for all j € Z,

Y > Leriiql.pwi<s)
JE7Q;

(B64) V()= Vo) = 33 PiQij1ieepyio,pwicsy — 1 /0 E

T;<tjeZ

0

Therefore, in order to prove that indeed the coefficients that correspond to the characteristic
function of the partial sum process converge to the Lévy process V' with characteristic function and
corresponding coefficients that are part of the triple, we need to employ the derivations used in
Lemma 6.3 of Davis and Hsing (1995).
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Thus, the components of the limiting process L = (L1, Ly) will be expressed as functionals of the
limiting process N = 37, 37 0(1;,pn;;), and the description of the characteristic triple of L; and the
exponent measure of L, will be in terms of the measures 1, and 5 on R defined by

vi(dz) = (c+1(07+oo) () + c—1(—o0y) (z))9a|z|_°‘_ldz

vo(dx) = rfax™ "L 1o0) (z)d

We use the following notation

*

(B.65) a® = xle]* T = ) (1(o,oo(9€) - 1(_00,0)(:)3))

The following parameters were computed by Theorem 3.2 in Davis and Hsing (1995). Thus, we
define with

(B.66) c:=0E

a] oo (=m)"] _E[(Zm) ]
; : EHZj njm IEHZj 77jm

>
J

*

(a —1)"'adE [(an) ] : a>1,

i ). o

with s = [;° (sin(:c) — 21, (:E)) x72dx. Then, the characteristic triple of the process V is of the
form (0, 0,b), where o(dx) = (011(0,1](93) + 021(_00,0)(33)) ||~ Ydx and b = 7 — d, with

(B.67) T =
_E

> n;
J

%:ﬁjlog <

>_min;

—c(1+ ) —c(1—p)
T (—a)cos(ma/2)” @ > 1 T (—a)cos(ma/2)” > 1
(B.68) = and ¢y =
C(l;_ﬁ))’ a=1 0(1;6>’ a=1

Thus, for a complete proof we shall also show that b = v which will then imply that the Lévy
process V' has characteristic triple (0,14,7;). We leave this step for the next version of this draft.
U
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B.4 Proof of Theorem 3

Proof. Repeating the arguments from the proof of Theorem 1, but with the summation functional
o™ : M, ([0,1] x E) — D([0, 1], R?),

(B.69) G (Z Ot ) > < Z Ti L{u<|zi|<oo}s Zx 1{u<|m1|<oo}> t €10,1],

t; <t

instead of ®® we obtain, as n — 00,

(B.70) (Lij Al ZH:X2> 5L <Z ZB%EZP%)

Ha o a T,<t j

in D([0,1],R?) with the weak M; topology. Similar to Lemma 3 one can show that the function
g: D([0,1],R) x C}(]0,1],R) — D([0, 1], R) defined by

g(z,y) = =~ y>0 and g(z,y) =0,y <0,

VY

is continuous when D([0, 1], R) x CJ([0, 1], R) is endowed with the weak M; topology and D([0, 1], R)
is endowed with the standard M; topology. Since

(B.71) P(L e D([0,1),R) x C{([0,1],R)) = 1,

an application of the continuous mapping theorem yields g(L,) LN g(L) as n — oo, that is

B72) g (Lun(t), Lan(1)) == Lj"(t) = _iztln 4 Tt Ll(t), a e (0,1).

VLa(1) JZE > P ~ /L0

in D([0,1],R) endowed with the M; topology. O

B.5 Proof of Theorem 4

Notice that in the case of a € [1,2) we still consider the joint functional convergence of L, (t) :=
(Lln(t>,L2n(t>). However, a key aspect in this proof is that we employ the convergence of these
coordinates to obtain a weak limit result in D[0, 1] endowed with the M; topology for the corre-
sponding self-normalized partial sum process. Therefore, following similar arguments to the proof of
Theorem 1, but in this case using the summation functional ™ : M,([0,1] x E) — D([0, 1], R?), we
obtain that

(T)(“) (Z 5(1%‘,961' ) ( Z Z; 1{u<\xz\<oo} Z x; 1{u<|:cz|<oo}> t e [O’ 1]’

t; <t
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instead of &D(“), we obtain, as n — oo,

e (35w £ )

i=1 On =1 n
.
(B.73) = L= < > 2 P Lpmatsuy = 01, D03 PG page ) — bz)
T<t i

in D([0,1],R?) with the weak M; topology. Similar to Lemma 3 one can show that the function
g: D([0,1],R) x C§(]0,1],R) — D([0, 1], R) defined by

g(z,y) = =~ y>0 and g(z,y) =0,y <0,

VY

is continuous when D([0, 1], R) x CJ([0, 1], R) is endowed with the weak M topology and D([0, 1], R)
is endowed with the standard M; topology. Since

(B.74) P (L € D([0,1),R) x C{([0,1],R)) = 1,

an application of the continuous mapping theorem yields g(L,,) 4, g(L) as n — oo, that is

nt] . Int] ¥ B
Z |_ Jb Z a nt a_ll{u<£<1}]
g (f/ln( Z2n ) \/I/ln( ) = =1 Qp, 2 : n an — ’ oc [1’2)
Loy (1 X; n_ X2 X2
b (I 1
J? 7 J; a? ks a? 1{u<f—j<1}]

d

lim Pniilepjn, |>u —t/ zp(dx) _
“*O{Tiqzj: a7 Pl |>u) u<le|<1 Li(t)

\l Z ZP 77’91{1’2\17 >u} T z?p(dz) L(1)

u<z?<1

in D([0,1],R) endowed with the M; topology.

The last equality follows by the joint weak convergence of the functionals Ly, (-) 4, Ly(-) and
Lon(+) 4, Ly(-) and the fact that g(L,) 4, g(L) as n — oo. In particular, note that the limit
both on the numerator as well as in the denominator that correspond to the case in which a € [1,2)
hold almost surely uniformly in [0, 1]. Moreover, in the case of @ = 1, additionally we assume that
Conditions (3) and (4). These two conditions although challenging to prove in the case of dependent
data, ensure that our main results hold for more general dependence structures as in the case of
point processes. A special type of dependence one can consider is the case of p—mixing which those
two conditions can be easily established.
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