arXiv:2308.16478v2 [math.PR] 8 Apr 2024

Law of large numbers and central limit theorem for renewal Hawkes processes

Luis Iván Hernández Ruíz^{(1)(2)}

Abstract

A uniform law of large numbers and a central limit theorem are established via a martingale approach for a univariate Hawkes process with immigration given by a renewal process. The results are obtained for renewal processes with absolutely continuous interarrival distribution.

1 Introduction

Hawkes [7] introduced classical Hawkes processes as point processes with a self-exciting nature, in the sense that previous events facilitate the ocurrence of future events. Hawkes– Oakes [8] showed that the classical Hawkes process could be understood as an independent cluster process in which the centre process is given by a homogeneous Poisson process of immigrants and the satellite processes are given by branching processes formed by the offspring of those immigrants. As a generalization to the classical case, Wheatley– Filimonov–Sornette [14] introduced the Renewal Hawkes process (abbreviated RHP) in which immigration is given by a renewal process. This generalization allows for more flexibility when fitting Hawkes processes to data sets as Stindl–Chen [12] did for modelling financial resturns using Hawkes processes where the renewals were Weibull distributed. Chen–Stindl [5] studied the evaluation of the likelihood for the RHP and explained the challenges of computing the likelihood with respect to the natural filtration, and Chen–Stindl [6] refined the method of evaluation to improve the speed of the calculation. Hernández–Yano [10] established a representation of the RHP as an independent cluster process and computed the probability generating functional for the RHP and its stationary limit process.

The purpose of this paper is to establish limit theorems for the RHP, namely, a law of large numbers and a central limit theorem, as Bacry–Delattre–Hoffmann–Muzy [2] did for the classical Hawkes process via a martingale approach.

Let {T_n}_{n≥0} be a sequence of random variables on [0, ∞) defined on a common probability space (Ω, F, P) and such that T_0 = 0 and, for all i ≥ 0, we have T_i < T_{i+1} on the event {T_i < ∞} and T_{i+1} = ∞ on {T_i = ∞}. We identify the point process {T_n}_{n≥0} with the associated counting process N(t) = ∑ i 1_{{Ti≤t}} for t ≥ 0. Let (F_t)_{t≥0} be a filtration to which N is adapted. We can specify N through its intensity.

(0)This research was supported by RIMS and by ISM.

(1)Graduate School of Science, Kyoto University - luisivanhr@ciencias.unam.mx (2)The research of this author was supported by JSPS Open Partnership Joint Research Projects grant no. JPJSBP120209921.

Definition 1.1. Let N be a point process and (F_t)_{t≥0} a filtration to which N is adapted. Let λ be a nonnegative, a.s. locally integrable process that is (F_t)-progressive. We say that N admits the (F_t)-intensity λ if the process given as M(t) = N(t) − ∫_t 0 λ(s)s., t ≥ 0, is an (F_t)-martingale, in which case M is called the characteristic martingale of N.

As a consequence of Definition 1.1, for any nonnegative process C(t) that is predictable, i.e. for all t ≥ 0 it is measurable with respect to the σ-field P(F_t) = σ((s, t] × A; 0 ≤ s ≤ t, A ∈ F_s) , (1.1) it holds that E [∫_∞ 0 C(s)N(s.) ] = E [∫_∞ 0 C(s)λ(s)s. ] . (1.2)

1.1 Limit theorems for the classical Hawkes process

The classical Hawkes process is defined through its intensity.

Definition 1.2. A point process N is called a classical (univariate) Hawkes process if N admits an (F_t)-intensity given as

λ(t) = μ + ∫_t 0 h(t − u)N(u. ), t ≥ 0, (1.3)

where μ is a positive constant and h is a nonnegative measurable function on [0, ∞) satisfying ∫_∞ 0 h(t)t. < 1.

Bacry–Delattre–Hoffmann–Muzy [2] found limit theorems for classical multivariate Hawkes processes. In the case of one dimension, if α := ∫_∞ 0 h(t)t. < 1, a law of large numbers (LLN) is given as Theorem 1.3 (Bacry–Delattre–Hoffmann–Muzy [2, Theorem 1]). We have N(t) ∈ L^2(P) for all t ≥ 0 and the convergence

sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | | |T^{−1}N(T v) − v μ 1 − α | | | | −→_{T →∞} 0 (1.4)

holds a.s. and in L^2(P).

A central limit theorem (CLT) was also proved, namely, Theorem 1.4 (Bacry–Delattre–Hoffmann–Muzy [2, Theorem 2]). The convergence ( 1 √ T (N_{T v} − E [N_{T v}]) ) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ (√ μ (1 − α)^3 W_v ) v∈[0,1] (1.5)

holds in the Skorokhod topology, where (W_v)_{v∈[0,1]} is a standard Brownian motion.

1.2 Limit theorems for the renewal Hawkes process

We extend these results to the RHP. In the following, the symbol of a measure ν on [0, ∞) is used as well for its cumulative function ν(t) = ν([0, t]). Conversely, the symbol of a non-decreasing right-continuous function ν(t) on [0, ∞) is used as well for its Stieltjes measure ν(t.) such that ν(t) = ν([0, t]). Note that this abuse of symbols is standard (see, for example [1, Sec. V]).

Let {T_i}_{i≥0} be a point process on [0, ∞) with counting process N and {D_i}_{i≥0}, be a sequence of {0, 1}-valued random variables. For any index j such that D_j = 0, we say that the point T_j represents an immigrant, and if j is such that D_j = 1, we say that T_j represents an offspring. Define for any t ≥ 0, I(t) := max{i; T_i ≤ t, D_i = 0}, i.e. the index of the last immigrant up to time t. Consider a filtration (F_t)_{t≥0} to which N and I are adapted. Additionally, consider a function h and a probability distirbution F satisfying the assumptions:

(A0) h is a nonnegative measurable function on [0, ∞) satisfying α := ∫_∞ 0 h(t)t. < 1.

(B0) F is a probability distribution on [0, ∞) with density f, i.e. F (x) = ∫_x 0 f(s)s..

Moreover, m^{−1} := ∫_∞ 0 xF (x. ) < ∞.

Then, we can define the RHP through its intensity.

Definition 1.5. A point process N is called a renewal Hawkes process (RHP) if N admits the (F_t)-intensity, λ(t) = μ ( t − T_{I(t)} ) + ∫_t 0 h(t − u)N(u. ), (1.6)

where h satisfies (A0) and the hazard function μ is a measurable function on [0, ∞) defined as μ(t) = f(t) 1 − ∫_t 0 f(s)s.

(1.7)

for the probability density function f in (B0).

Additionally, we introduce the following assumption:

(A1) The function h is bounded and h(t) −→_{t→∞} 0.

We proceed with the statement of our main results. We have a law of large numbers for the RHP, in which we show that the mean number of arrivals can be consistently estimated as follows.

Theorem 1.6. Assume (A0, A1) and (B0). Then,

sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | |T^{−1}N(T v) − v m 1 − α | | |^{a.s.}−→_{T →∞} 0. (1.8)

The central limit theorem for the RHP takes the form,

Theorem 1.7. Under assumptions (A0, A1) and (B0), if ∫_∞ 0 x^2F (x. ) < ∞, the convergence in distribution ( 1 √ T (N(T v) − E [N(T v)]) ) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ (σW (v))_{v∈[0,1]} , (1.9)

holds in the Skorokhod topology, where (W (v))_{v∈[0,1]} is a standard Brownian motion and σ = √ σ^2_M + σ^2_R (1 − α)

, σ^2_M = m 1 − α , σ^2_R m = 3 + m^2 Var[τ] − 2mE [ τ ∫_τ 0 μ(s)s. ] , (1.10)

and τ is a random variable such that for x ≥ 0, P(τ ≤ x) = F (x).

And finally, we have the following result of asymptotic normality:

Corollary 1.8. Under assumptions (A0, A1) and (B0), if ∫_∞ 0 x^qF (x. ) < ∞ for some q >^5_2 and ∫_∞ 0 x^rh(x)x. < ∞ for r >^1_2 , the convergence in distribution ( 1 √ T N(T v) − v m 1 − α √ T ) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ (σW (v))_{v∈[0,1]} , (1.11)

holds in the Skorokhod topology, where σ is the same as in Theorem 1.7 and (W (v))_{v∈[0,1]} is a standard Brownian motion.

We follow a martingale approach to prove our results and make use of the renewal theorems. The structure of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we solve renewal-type equations to obtain expressions that are useful for the proofs of our results. Section 3 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.6. Finally, in Section 4 we prove Theorem 1.7 and Corollary 1.8. In all instances it is indicated when the results for the classical Hawkes process can be retrieved as a particular case of the results in this work.

2 Results for the mean number of arrivals

Regarding the structure of the process, Hernández–Yano [10] showed that the RHP is a cluster process ~N given as ~N(·) = ∫_∞ 0 N_c(· | t)N_R(t.) = ∑ t_0∈N_R(·) ∑ n≥0 N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0), (2.1)

where N_R(·) :={T_i : D_i = 0} ={0 = S_0, S_1, S_2, . . .}, S_0 < S_1 < S_2 < . . . a.s., is a renewal process with i.i.d. interarrivals with distribution F and for t_0 ≥ 0

N_c(· | t_0) = ∑ n≥0 N^{(n)}_c (· | t_0), (2.2) is the family tree formed by the immigrant at t_0, N^{(0)}c (· | t_0) := δ_{t0} , and all generations of its offspring, where the offspring process initiated by an individual arriving at time t ≥ 0 is given as

N_s([a, b) | t)^d= Poi (∫_b a h(x − t)x. ) , 0 ≤ a < b. (2.3) The equivalence of the processes was proved by appealing to the uniqueness of predictable intensities (c.f. [3, Sec. II, T12]) and by showing that the RHP N and the cluster process ~N both admit the predictable modification of the intensity (1.6), i.e. λ(t) := μ(t − T_{I(t−)}) + ∫_{t−} 0 h(t − x)N(x. ), t ≥ 0. (2.4) To the imbedded renewal process N_R corresponds the counting process N_R(t) = ∑ i≥0 1_{{Si≤t}}, t ≥ 0, (2.5) and the renewal function Φ(t) := E [N_R(t)] = ∑ n≥0 F^{∗n}(t), t ≥ 0, (2.6)

where we use the convention that the convolution between a function and a measure is a function, F^{∗0}(x) = δ_0(x), (2.7) F^{∗(n+1)}(x) = F^{∗n} ∗ F (x) = ∫_x 0 F^{∗n}(x − y)F (y. ), x ≥ 0, n ≥ 0, (2.8)

F^{∗(n+1)}(x) = F ∗ F^{∗n}(x) = ∫_x 0 F (x − y)F^{∗n}(y. ), x ≥ 0, n ≥ 0. (2.9)

We then introduce the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let N be an RHP whose imbedded renewal process N_R has interarrival distirbution F . Then, the counting process N_R(t) = ∑ i≥0 1_{{Si≤t}}, t ≥ 0, admits the (F_t)- intensity μ(t − T_{I(t)}). Moreover E [∫_t 0 μ ( s − T_{I(s)} ) s. ] = Φ(t). (2.10)

Proof. From the cluster construction (2.1), it is clear that μ(t − T_{I(t)}) = μ(t − S_{NR(t)−1}), t ≥ 0, (2.11) which corresponds to the intensity of a renewal process with interarrival distribution F . Now, since the process C(s) = 1_{(0,t]}(s), s ≥ 0 is (F_t)-predictable, we can compute E [∫_t 0 μ(s − S_{NR(s)−1})s. ] = E [∫_t 0 N_R(s.) ] = E [N_R(t)] = Φ(t). (2.12) Finally, from (2.11), the proof follows.

Let us note that if the imbedded renewal process has an interarrival distribution that satisfies (B0), then the induced renewal measure Φ(t.) can be decomposed (see for example Stone [13] and Hernández [9]) as a sum of measures Φ = Φ_1 + Φ_2, (2.13) where Φ_2([0, ∞)) < ∞ and Φ_1 is absolutely continuous with bounded density φ_1 that satisfies φ_1(t) −→_{t→∞} m. (2.14) In order to study the arrivals related to the self-exciting part of the process, we define the following function: ψ(t) = ∑ n≥1 h^{∗n}(t), t ≥ 0, (2.15)

where ∗ denotes the convolution of functions in the usual sense: h^{∗1} = h, h^{∗(n+1)}(t) = ∫_t 0 h^{∗n}(t − s)h(s)s. = ∫_t 0 h(t − s)h^{∗n}(s)s.. (2.16) In analogy to the renewal function, we can set H(t) := ∫_t 0 h(s)s., Ψ(t) := ∑ n≥0 H^{∗n}(t), t ≥ 0, (2.17)

and then it holds that Ψ(t) = ∫_t 0 ψ(s)s., t ≥ 0. (2.18) We can now state the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Assume (A0) and (B0). For any t ≥ 0, the mean number of events E [N(t)] is given as, E [N(t)] = Φ(t) + ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s)Φ(s)s.. (2.19)

Proof. Let t ≥ 0. Since the process C(s) = 1_{(0,t]}(s), s ≥ 0 is (F_t)-predictable, from the property (1.2) of the intensity and Lemma 2.1, we have E [N(t)] =E [∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. ] + E [∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 h(s − u)N(u. )s. ] (2.20) =Φ(t) + E [∫_t 0 h(t − s)N(s)s. ] (2.21) =Φ(t) + ∫_t 0 h(t − s)E [N(s)] s.. (2.22)

This is a renewal type integral equation for E [N(t)]. Since the renewal function is always finite, Φ is bounded on finite intervals, and the integral equation has a unique solution bounded on finite intervals given by E [N(t)] = Φ(t) + ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s)Φ(s)s., t ≥ 0, (2.23) and this concludes the proof.

In the following, it will be useful to write the process X(t) := N(t) − E [N(t)] , t ≥ 0, (2.24) as a linear functional of the characteristic martingale, as it is done below. Lemma 2.3. Assume (A0) and (B0). Set A(t) := M(t) + ∫_t 0 μ ( s − T_{I(s)} ) s. − Φ(t). (2.25) Then, for all t ≥ 0, the process (X_t)_{t≥0} satisfies, X(t) = A(t) + ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s)A(s)s.. (2.26) Proof. We have X(t) = M(t) + ∫_t 0 λ(s)s. − E [N(t)] . (2.27) From the proof of Lemma 2.2 we have

X(t) = M(t) + ∫_t 0 λ(s)s. − Φ(t) − ∫_t 0 h(t − s)E [N(s)] s. (2.28) =M(t) + ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. + ∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 h(s − u)N(u. )s. − Φ(t) − ∫_t 0 h(t − s)E [N(s)] s. (2.29) =M(t) + ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. + ∫_t 0 h(t − s)N(s)s. − Φ(t) − ∫_t 0 h(t − s)E [N(s)] s. (2.30) =M(t) + ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. − Φ(t) + ∫_t 0 h(t − s)X(s)s.. (2.31) =A(t) + ∫_t 0 h(t − s)X(s)s.. (2.32) Since the function μ is locally integrable, then the process (A_t)_{t≥0} is a.s. bounded on finite intervals, therefore we have a solution for X(t) given by X(t) = A(t) + ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s)A(s)s., t ≥ 0. (2.33) The proof is complete.

3 Law of large numbers

In preparation for the proof of Theorem 1.6, we need the following Lemmata.

Lemma 3.1. Assume (A0, A1) and (B0). Then,

sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | |T^{−1}E [N(T v)] − v m 1 − α | | | −→_{T →∞} 0. (3.1)

If additionally we assume ∫_∞ 0 x^rh(x)x. < ∞ for some r > 0 and ∫_∞ 0 x^qF (x. ) < ∞ for some q > 2, we have for any 0 ≤ p < min{1, r, q − 2} that

T^p sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | |T^{−1}E [N(T v)] − v m 1 − α | | | −→_{T →∞} 0. (3.2) Proof. We define the function

G(t) := ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s)Φ(s)s., t ≥ 0. (3.3)

By changing the order of integration (note that Φ(t) = ∫_t 0 Φ(s.)) we can rewrite G as G(t) = ∫_t 0 Ψ(t − s)Φ(s.), t ≥ 0. (3.4)

From the relation (f ∗ g)^′ = f^′ ∗ g, we can deduce

G^′(t) = ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s)Φ(s.), t ≥ 0, (3.5)

in the sense of the Radon–Nikodym derivative, i.e. G(t) = ∫_t 0 G^′(s)s.. (3.6)

Let us analyze the asymptotics of ψ. For this, note that we can write ψ as the solution to the renewal equation,

ψ = h + ψ ∗ H. (3.7)

Since H(∞) := lim_{t→∞} H(t) = α < 1, equation (3.7) is a defective renewal equation [1, Sec V. Eq.(2.1)] with solution ψ = ∑ n≥1 h^{∗n}. In the case of a defective renewal equation, it holds that (c.f. V.7.4 in [1]), ψ(t) −→_{t→∞} h(∞) 1 − H(∞) = 0 1 − α = 0. (3.8)

Write ‖h‖_∞ :=sup_{t≥0} |h(t)|. Boundedness of ψ can be seen from

h^{∗n} ∗ h(t) = ∫_t 0 h^{∗n}(t − s)h(s)s. ≤ α ‖h^{∗n}‖_∞ , (3.9) ‖h^{∗n}‖_∞ ≤ α^{n−1} ‖h‖_∞ , (3.10) ‖ψ‖_∞ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ n≥1 h^{∗n} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_∞ ≤ ‖h‖_∞ 1 − α . (3.11)

Then from (3.8), (3.11), and the Key Renewal Theorem in the case of an absolutely continuous interarrival distribution (c.f. Corollary VII.1.3 in [1]),

G^′(∞) := lim_{t→∞} G^′(t) = m ∫_∞ 0 ψ(s)s. (3.12) =m ∑ n≥1 ∫_∞ 0 h^{∗n}(s)s. = m ∑ n≥1 α^n = mα 1 − α . (3.13)

From Lemma 2.2, (2.13), and the fact that v^m_{1−α} = v ( m +^{mα}_{1−α} ) , we have − T^p ( T^{−1}E [N(T v)] − v m 1 − α ) (3.14) =T^p [( vm − Φ(T v) T ) + ( v mα 1 − α − ∫_{T v} 0 ψ(T v − s)Φ(s)s. T )] (3.15)

=T^p [( vm − Φ_2(T v) + ∫_{T v} 0 φ_1(s)s. T ) + ( vG^′(∞) − ∫_{T v} 0 G^′(s)s. T )] (3.16)

= [(∫_{T v} 0 m − φ_1(s)s. T^{1−p} ) + (∫_{T v} 0 G^′(∞) − G^′(s)s. T^{1−p} ) − Φ_2(T v) T^{1−p} ] . (3.17)

Now we notice that

T^p sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | | ( T^{−1}E [N(T v)] − v m 1 − α )| | | (3.18)

≤ sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | | | ∫_{T v} 0 m − φ_1(s)s. T^{1−p} | | | | + sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | | | ∫_{T v} 0 G^′(∞) − G^′(s)s. T^{1−p} | | | | + Φ_2([0, ∞)) T^{1−p} (3.19)

≤ ∫_T 0 |m − φ_1(s)| s. T^{1−p} + ∫_T 0 |G^′(∞) − G^′(s)| s. T^{1−p} + Φ_2([0, ∞)) T^{1−p} . (3.20)

If we assume (B0) and take p = 0, the result (3.1) follows immediately from the finiteness of the measure Φ_2 and the convergence of G^′(t) −→_{t→∞} G^′(∞) and φ_1(t) −→_{t→∞} m.

For 0 < p < min{1, q − 2} we want to study the rates of convergence of φ_1 and G^′. Hernández [9, Lemma 3.2] showed that given ∫_∞ 0 x^qF (x. ) < ∞, it holds that

φ_1(s) = m + o(s^{1−q}) as s → ∞. (3.21)

Hence, ∫_T 0 |m − φ_1(s)| s. T^{1−p} = O(T^{2−q}) T^{1−p} −→_{T →∞} 0. (3.22)

To study the integral with G^′, we first recall that for any n ≥ 1, | | | | n∑ k=1 x_k | | | | r ≤ { n^{r−1} ∑_n k=1 |x_k|^r , r > 1, ∑_n k=1 |x_k|^r , r ≤ 1, (3.23)

from which it follows that for r > 0 ∫_∞ 0 x^rψ(x)x. = ∞∑ n=1 ∫_∞ 0 x^rh^{∗n}(x)x. (3.24)

= ∞∑ n=1 ∫_∞ 0 · · · ∫_∞ 0 (x_1 + · · · + x_n)^rh(x_1) · · · h(x_n)x._1 · · · x._n (3.25) ≤ { ∑_∞ n=1 n^rα^{n−1} ∫_∞ 0 x^rh(x)x. , r > 1, ∑_∞ n=1 nα^{n−1} ∫_∞ 0 x^rh(x)x. , r ≤ 1, < ∞. (3.26)

We will now show that 1 T^{1−p} ∫_T 1 |G^′(∞) − G^′(s)| s. −→_{T →∞} 0. (3.27)

We can proceed along the lines of Hernández [9, Proof of Theorem 1.5] from which we have the bound |G^′(∞) − G^′(x)| ≤C ∫_∞ x/2 ψ(y)y. + ∫_x x/2 |φ_1(y) − m| y. + ∫_x 0 ψ(x − y)Φ_2(y. ), (3.28)

and the constant C can be taken as m + ‖φ_1 − m‖_∞ < ∞. Looking at the first integral on the RHS of (3.28), we notice that ∫_T 1 (∫_∞ x/2 ψ(y)y. ) x. ≤ ∫_T 1 (∫_∞ x/2 (2y)^r x^r ψ(y)y. ) x. (3.29) = ∫_T 1 x^{−r}x. ∫_∞ x/2 (2y)^rψ(y)y. (3.30) ≤ ∫_T 1 x^{−r}x. ∫_∞ 0 (2y)^rψ(y)y. = O(T^{1−r}) as T → ∞. (3.31)

For the second summand of (3.28), we obtain the following ∫_T 1 (∫_x x/2 |φ_1(y) − m| y. ) x. ≤ ∫_T 1/2 (∫_{2y} y |φ_1(y) − m| x. ) y. (3.32) = ∫_T 1/2 y |φ_1(y) − m| y. (3.33)

=O(T^{3−q}) as T → ∞, (3.34) which follows once again from φ_1(y) = m + o(y^{1−q}) as y → ∞. Finally, using Fubini’s theorem we see that ∫_∞ 0 ∫_x 0 ψ(x − y)Φ_2(y. )x. = ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u. ∫_∞ 0 Φ_2(y. ) < ∞. (3.35)

Therefore, for the values of p considered, all terms in (3.19) vanish as T → ∞. This concludes the proof.

The next result treats the asymptotic behavior of the renewal process part.

Lemma 3.2. Under (B0), we have almost surely that

T^{−1} sup_{t≤T} | | | ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. − Φ(t) | | | −→_{T →∞} 0. (3.36)

Proof. We rewrite the integral term as ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. = ∫_t 0 μ(s − S_{NR(s)−1})s. (3.37) = N_R(t)−1 ∑ j=1 ∫_{Sj} S_{j−1} μ(s − S_{j−1})s. + ∫_t S_{NR(t)−1} μ(s − S_{NR(t)−1})s. (3.38)

= N_R(t)−1 ∑ j=1 ξ_j + ∫_t S_{NR(t)−1} μ(s − S_{NR(t)−1})s., (3.39)

where the ξ_j are i.i.d. random variables. To compute their mean we use the definition of intensity of a point process (1.1) and the fact that the process 1_{(Sj−1,Sj ]}(t) is predictable. We have,

E [ξ_j] =E [∫_{Sj} S_{j−1} μ(s − S_{j−1})s. ] (3.40) =E [∫_∞ 0 1_{(Sj−1,Sj ]}(s)μ(s − S_{j−1})s. ] (3.41) =E [∫_∞ 0 1_{(Sj−1,Sj ]}(s)N_R(s.) ] (3.42)

=E [N_R((S_{j−1}, S_j])] = 1, (3.43)

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N_R(t) − 1. On the one hand, from the Law of Large Numbers for ξ_j we have 1 n n∑ j=1 ξ_j^{a.s.}−→ 1, (3.44) while from the LLN for the inter-arrival times of N_R(·) we have 1 n S_n = 1 n n∑ j=1 τ_j^{a.s.}−→ 1 m . (3.45)

Combining these two facts we obtain that 1 S_n ∫_{Sn} 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. = 1 S_n n∑ j=1 ∫_{Sj} S_{j−1} μ(s − S_{j−1})s. = 1 S_n n∑ j=1 ξ_j^{a.s.}−→ m (3.46)

Since for t > 0 we may take n = n(t) such that S_{n−1} < t ≤ S_n,

R_t := 1 t ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s.^{a.s.}−→_{t→∞} m, (3.47) because, 1 S_{n−1} + τ_n ∫_{Sn−1} 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. ≤ R_t ≤ 1 S_n − τ_{n−1} ∫_{Sn} 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s., (3.48)

and the limit on each side is equal to m a.s.

Furthermore, from the elementary renewal theorem, i.e.

Φ(t) t −→_{t→∞} m, (3.49) and the fact that

T^{−1} sup_{t≤T} | | | ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. − Φ(t) | | | (3.50) ≤T^{−1} sup_{t≤T} | | | ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. − m | | | + T^{−1} sup_{t≤T} |m − Φ(t)| , (3.51)

we obtain the desired conclusion.

We can proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We use (3.1) of Lemma 3.1, then it suffices to prove that T^{−1} sup_{v∈[0,1]} |N(T v) − E [N(T v)]|^{a.s.}−→_{T →∞} 0. (3.52) From Lemma 2.3 we know that for T ≥ 0 and v ∈ [0, 1] X(T v) = A(T v) + ∫_{T v} 0 ψ(T v − s)A(s)s., (3.53) with A(T v) = M(T v) + ∫_{T v} 0 μ ( s − T_{I(s)} ) s. − Φ(T v). Then sup_{v∈[0,1]} |X(T v)| ≤ sup_{t≤T} |A(t)| + sup_{t≤T} ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s) |A(s)| s. (3.54) ≤ sup_{t≤T} |A(t)| ( 1 + ∫_∞ 0 ψ(s)s. ) , (3.55)

where we note that ψ(·) is integrable. Now, shifting attention to sup_{t≤T} |A(t)|, we obtain the bound sup_{t≤T} |A(t)| ≤ sup_{t≤T} |M(t)| + sup_{t≤T} | | | | ∫_t 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. − Φ(t) | | | | . (3.56)

Consider the characteristic martingale M(t), and define the martingale Z(t) = ∫ (0,t] 1 s + 1

M._s. (3.57)

We compute its quadratic variation

[Z, Z]_t = ∑ 0<u≤t (Z(u) − Z(u−))^2 (3.58)

= ∑ 0<u≤t (∫ (0,u] 1 s + 1

M._s − ∫ (0,u) 1 s + 1

M._s

)_2 (3.59)

= ∑ 0<u≤t ( 1 u + 1 (N(u) − N(u−)) )_2 (3.60) = ∫ (0,t] 1 (s + 1)^2

N(s.). (3.61)

Now, by integration by parts, we obtain ∫_t 0 1 (u + 1)^2

N(u. ) − N(t) (t + 1)^2 = ∫_t 0 [ 1 (u + 1)^2 − 1 (t + 1)^2 ] N(u. ) (3.62) = ∫_t 0 ∫_t u 2 (s + 1)^3 s.N(u. ) (3.63) =2 ∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 N(u. ) (s + 1)^3 s. (3.64) =2 ∫_t 0 N(s) (s + 1)^3 s.. (3.65)

From the previous equalities, we have E [∫_t 0 1 (s + 1)^2

N(s.) ] = 2E [∫_t 0 N(s) (s + 1)^3 s. ] + E [N(t)] (t + 1)^2

. (3.66)

We can analyze the second term on the RHS by using Lemma 2.2 and the increasingness of Φ(·), E [N(t)] (t + 1)^2 = Φ(t) (t + 1)^2 + ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s) (t + 1)^2

Φ(s)s. ≤

Φ(t) (t + 1)^2 { 1 + ∫_t 0 ψ(t − s)s. } −→_{t→∞} 0. (3.67)

Using the monotone convergence theorem and the elementary renewal theorem, we obtain, E [∫_∞ 0 1 (s + 1)^2

N(s.) ] = 2E [∫_∞ 0 N(s) (s + 1)^3 s. ] (3.68) =2 ∫_∞ 0 E [N(s)] (s + 1)^3 s. = 2 ∫_∞ 0 Φ(s) (s + 1)^3 s. + 2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_s 0 ψ(s − u)Φ(u)u.

(s + 1)^3 s. (3.69) ≤2 ∫_∞ 0 Φ(s) (s + 1)^3 s. + 2 ∫_∞ 0 Φ(s) (s + 1)^3 s. ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u. < +∞. (3.70)

This tells us that Z(·) is a martingale bounded in L^2(P), therefore, by the martingale convergence theorem lim_{t→∞} Z(t) exists and is finite a.s. Let us recall that M(0) = 0, and consider ∫_t 0 Z(s)s. = ∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 M._u u + 1 s. (3.71) = ∫_t 0 t − u u + 1

M._u (3.72)

=(t + 1) ∫_t 0 M._u u + 1 − ∫_t 0 u + 1 u + 1

M._u (3.73)

=(t + 1)Z(t) − M(t). (3.74)

Furthermore, from the finiteness of the limit of Z(t) it holds that 1 t + 1 M(t) = Z(t) − 1 t + 1 ∫_t 0 Z(s)s.^{a.s.}−→_{t→∞} 0. (3.75) Finally, we show that the convergence is uniform in v ∈ [0, 1]. Let 0 < ϵ < 1. For 0 ≤ v < ϵ, we have, | | | M(T v) T | | | = | | | M(T v) T v v | | | ≤ ϵ sup_{0<t<∞} | | | M(t) t | | | . (3.76)

Meanwhile, for ϵ ≤ v ≤ 1, | | |M(T v) T | | | ≤ sup T ϵ<t<∞ | | |M(t) t | | | . (3.77)

Hence, we obtain,

lim sup T →∞ ( sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | | | M(T v) T | | | | ) ≤ sup_{0<t<∞} | | | | M(t) t | | | | ϵ. (3.78)

Since this was done for an arbitrary ϵ, we conclude the desired uniform convergence.

4 Central limit theorem

Lemma 4.1. Assume (A0, A1), (B0) and ∫_∞ 0 x^2F (x. ) < ∞. Set

Q(t) := ∫_t 0 μ ( s − T_{I(s)} ) s. − Φ(t), (4.1)

and define for each T > 0,

Q^{(T )} := ( T^{−1/2}Q(T v) ) v∈[0,1] and M (T ) :=(T −1/2M(T v)) v∈[0,1] . (4.2)

Then, the processes ( M^{(T )}, Q^{(T )} ) converge jointly in distribution to ( σ_M W, σ_R ~W ) , where

W = (W (v))_{v∈[0,1]} and ~W = (~W (v))_{v∈[0,1]} are independent standard Brownian motions and,

σ^2_M = m 1 − α , σ^2_R m = 3 + m^2 Var[τ] − 2mE [ τ ∫_τ 0 μ(s)s. ] . (4.3)

Proof. It is known that (c.f. [4])

mt ≤ Φ(t) ≤ mt + m^2 Var[τ] + 1, (4.4)

where P(τ ≤ x) = ∫_x 0 f(y)x. . Hence lim_{T →∞} 1 √ T (Φ(T v) − mT v) = 0 (4.5)

This means that to establish the convergence of Q^{(T )} it suffices to show the convergence of ~Q^{(T )}(v) := 1√ T [∫_{T v} 0 μ(s − T_{I(s)})s. − mT v ] , (4.6)

as T → ∞. Recall our definition for ξ_j := ∫_{Sj} S_{j−1} μ(s − Sj−1)s.. We can rewrite,

~Q^{(T )}(v) = 1√ T N_R(T v)∑

j=1 ξ_j + ∫_{T v} S_{NR(T v)−1} μ(s − S_{NR(T v)−1})s. − mT v . (4.7)

From Hernández [9, Theorem 1.6] we know that, 1 √ T ∫_{T v} S_{NR(T v)−1} μ(s − S_{NR(T v)−1})s.^d−→_{T →∞} 0, (4.8) hence, it is enough to study the convergence of 1 √ T N_R(T v)∑

j=1 ξ_j − mT v = 1√ T N_R(T v)∑

j=1 (ξ_j − mτ_j ) − m ( T v − S_{NR(T v)−1} ) . (4.9)

From Hernández [9, Theorem 1.7] we also have, 1 √ T T v − N_R(T v)∑

j=1 mτ_j = 1√ T ( T v − S_{NR(T v)−1} )_d −→_{T →∞} 0. (4.10)

This means that Q^{(T )} has the same limit in distribution as

M^{(T )}_Q (v) := 1 √ T N_R(T v)∑

j=1 (ξ_j − mτ_j ) . (4.11)

Notice that {ξ_j − mτ_j }_{j≥1} is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables with mean zero, as E [ξ_j − mτ_j ] = 1 − m^1_m = 0. Thus, M^{(T )}_Q (v) is integrable, and clearly it is adapted. Now, take 0 < δ < v, E [ M^{(T )}_Q (v) | | | | F_{T δ} ] = 1 √ T N_R(T δ)∑

j=1 (ξ_j − mτ_j ) + E 1√ T N_R(T v)∑

j=N_R(T δ) (ξ_j − mτ_j ) | | | | F_{T δ} (4.12)

= 1 √ T N_R(T δ)∑

j=1 (ξ_j − mτ_j ) = M^{(T )}_Q (δ). (4.13)

Thus, M^{(T )}_Q (v) is a martingale. We have then reduced the analysis of the convergence of (M^{(T )}, Q^{(T )}) to that of the martingale (M^{(T )}, M^{(T )}_Q ). Since the martingales M^{(T )} have uniformly bounded jumps, by appealing to a suitable version of the martingale convergence theorem (c.f. [11, Theorem 14.17]), we can find the limit if we compute the quadratic variation. While for the martingales M^{(T )}_Q that are a sum of i.i.d. random variables, we can appeal to [11, Theorem 14.20] instead. From Theorem 1.6 we get, [ M^{(T )}, M^{(T )} ] v = ∑ s≤v [ T^{−1/2}(N(T s) − N(T s−)) ]_2 (4.14)

=T^{−1}N(T v) −→_{T →∞} σ^2_M v. (4.15)

For the cross-term, we have that only the common jumps of M^{(T )} and M^{(T )}_Q do not vanish. Since in the RHP there are no simultaneous jumps, notice that for a jump T_j of N such that D_j = 1, then

M^{(T )}_Q (T^{−1}T_j) − M^{(T )}_Q (T^{−1}T_j−) =(ξ_{NR(Tj )} − mτ_{NR(Tj )}) − (ξ_{NR(Tj −)} − mτ_{NR(Tj −)}) (4.16) =0, (4.17)

while for a jump T_k of N such that D_k = 0 (i.e. it also belongs to N_R), then

M^{(T )}(T^{−1}T_k) − M^{(T )}(T^{−1}T_k−) = 1, (4.18) and M^{(T )}_Q (T^{−1}T_k) − M^{(T )}_Q (T^{−1}T_k−) = ξ_{NR(Tk )} − mτ_{NR(Tk )}. (4.19)

We then have that [ M^{(T )}, M^{(T )}_Q ] v = 1 T ∑ s≤v ( M^{(T )}(s) − M^{(T )}(s−) )( M^{(T )}_Q (s) − M^{(T )}_Q (s−) ) (4.20) = 1 T ∑ s≤v (N_R(T s) − N_R(T s−)) ( ξ_{NR(T s)} − mτ_{NR(T s)} ) (4.21)

= 1 T N_R(T v)∑

j=1 (ξ_j − mτ_j ) −→_{T →∞} 0. (4.22)

Finally, [ M^{(T )}_Q , M^{(T )}_Q ] v = 1 T ∑ s≤v ( ξ_{NR(T s)} − mτ_{NR(T s)} )_2 (4.23)

= 1 T N_R(T v)∑

j=1 (ξ_j − mτ_j )^2 −→_{T →∞} mv Var[ξ − mτ] . (4.24)

Let us compute this variance:

Var[ξ − mτ] = Var[ξ] + m^2 Var[τ] − 2m Cov[ξ, τ] . (4.25)

We need to find Var[ξ]. First we compute E [ ξ^2 ] = E [(∫_{τ1} 0 μ(s) s.

)_2] = ∫_∞ 0 (∫_t 0 μ(s) s.

)_2 f(t)t.. (4.26)

From the definition of the hazard function in (1.7) we have (∫_t 0 μ(s)s. )_2 = ( log ( 1 − ∫_t 0 f(s)s. ))_2 . (4.27)

Substituting this into (4.26) yields E [(∫_{τ1} 0 μ(s) s.

)_2] = ∫_∞ 0 log^2 ( 1 − ∫_t 0 f(s)s. ) f(t)t.. (4.28)

We make the change of variable u = 1 − ∫_t 0 f(s)s., so u. = −f(t)t.. ∫_∞ 0 ( log ( 1 − ∫_t 0 f(s)s. ))_2 f(t)t. =

∫_1 0 (log(u))^2u. = 2. (4.29)

Thus,

Var[ξ] = E [ ξ^2 ] − E [ξ]^2 = 2 − 1 = 1, (4.30) and hence,

Var[ξ − mτ] =1 + m^2 Var[τ] − 2m(E [ξτ] − E [ξ] E [τ]) (4.31)

=1 + m^2 Var[τ] − 2m ( E [ τ ∫_τ 0 μ(s)s. ] − 1 m ) (4.32)

=3 + m^2 Var[τ] − 2E [ τ ∫_τ 0 μ(s)s. ] = σ^2_R m . (4.33)

We therefore obtain the desired result.

We can now present the proof of the central limit theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let us write ‖f‖_∗ = sup_{v∈[0,1]} |f(v)|, the supremum norm of f re-

stricted to [0, 1]. For δ > 0, we denote, ω_δ(f) := sup_{|u−u′|≤δ} |f(u) − f(u^′)| . (4.34)

From Lemma 4.1 we have M^{(T ) d}−→ σ_M W , so by Skorokhod’s Representation Theorem

there exists an a.s. convergent coupling ( ^M (T ), ^W ) , i.e.,

M^{(T ) d}= ^M^{(T ) a.s.}−→ σ_M ^W^d= σ_M W. (4.35)

Because ^W is a continuous process, we have ‖ ‖ ‖^M^{(T )} − σM ^W ‖ ‖ ‖_∗^{a.s.}−→ 0. Hence we obtain ‖ ‖M^{(T )} ‖ ‖_∗^d−→ ‖ ‖ ‖σM ^W ‖ ‖ ‖_∗ , (4.36) ω_δ ( M^{(T )} )_d −→ ω_δ ( σ_M ^W ) . (4.37) Set X^{(T )}(v) :=T^{−1/2}(N(T v) − E [N(T v)]) (4.38) =T^{−1/2} { M(T v) + Q(T v) + ∫_{T v} 0 ψ(T v − s)[M(s) + Q(s)] s. } . (4.39)

From Lemma 4.1, it is enough to show that ‖ ‖ ‖X^{(T )} − 1 1 − α M^{(T )} − 1 1 − α Q^{(T )} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∗ p −→_{T →∞} 0. (4.40)

Since^α_{1−α} = ∫_∞ 0 ψ(t)t.,

X^{(T )}(v) − 1 1 − α M^{(T )}(v) − 1 1 − α Q^{(T )}(v) = X^{(T )}_M (v) + X^{(T )}_Q (v), (4.41) where,

X^{(T )}_M (v) := ∫_v 0 T ψ(T u)M^{(T )}(v − u)u. − (∫_∞ 0 ψ(t)t. ) M^{(T )}(v), (4.42)

X^{(T )}_Q (v) := ∫_v 0 T ψ(T u)Q^{(T )}(v − u)u. − (∫_∞ 0 ψ(t)t. ) Q^{(T )}(v). (4.43)

We want to find a bound for ‖ ‖ ‖X^{(T )}_M + X^{(T )}_Q ‖ ‖ ‖_∗ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖X^{(T )}_M ‖ ‖ ‖_∗ + ‖ ‖ ‖X^{(T )}_Q ‖ ‖ ‖_∗ . (4.44)

Let us consider ‖ ‖X (T )_M ‖ ‖ ∗ . Take 0 < δ ≤ 1 and note that

sup_{v∈[0,δ]} | |X (T )_M (v) | | ≤ 2 ( sup_{v∈[0,δ]} | |M^{(T )}(v) | | ) ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u.^d−→ 2 ( sup_{v∈[0,δ]} |σ_M W (v)| ) ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u. . (4.45)

Note also that sup_{v∈[δ,1]} | | | ∫_v δ T ψ(T u)M^{(T )}(v − u)u. | | | ≤ ‖ M^{(T )} ‖ ∗ ∫_∞ δ T ψ(T u)u. (4.46) = ‖ ‖M^{(T )} ‖ ‖_∗ ∫_∞ T δ ψ(u)u.^d−→_{T →∞} 0, (4.47)

since ‖ ‖M (T ) ‖ ‖_∗^d−→ ‖σ_M W ‖_∗ < ∞. It is easily seen that,

sup_{v∈[δ,1]} | | | ∫_δ 0 T ψ(T u)u. M^{(T )}(v) − ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u. M^{(T )}(v) | | | ≤ ‖ M^{(T )} ‖ ∗ ∫_∞ T δ ψ(u)u.^d−→ 0, (4.48)

and that, sup_{v∈[δ,1]} | | | ∫_δ 0 T ψ(T u)M^{(T )}(v − u)u. − ∫_δ 0 T ψ(T u)M^{(T )}(v)u. | | | (4.49)

≤ω_δ(M^{(T )}) ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u.^d−→_{T →∞} ω_δ(σ_M W ) ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u. . (4.50)

In summary, if we denote

G_M (T, δ) := ( 2 ‖ ‖M^{(T )} ‖ ‖_∗ ∫_∞ T δ ψ(u)u. + 2 sup_{v∈[0,δ]} | |M^{(T )}(v) | | + ω_δ(M^{(T )}) ) ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u. , (4.51)

G_M (δ) := ( 2 sup_{v∈[0,δ]} |σ_M W (v)| + ω_δ(σ_M W ) ) ∫_∞ 0 ψ(u)u. , (4.52) then, ‖ ‖X^{(T )}_M ‖ ‖_∗ ≤ GM (T, δ)^d−→_{T →∞} GM (δ)^d−→_{δ↓0} 0. (4.53) For ϵ > 0, from the Portmanteau Theorem applied to the closed set [ϵ, ∞), we have

lim sup T →∞ P (‖ ‖X^{(T )}_M ‖ ‖ ∗ ≥ ϵ ) ≤ lim sup T →∞ P(G_M (T, δ) ≥ ϵ) ≤ P(G_M (δ) ≥ ϵ) −→_{δ↓0} 0. (4.54) Since ϵ was taken arbitrarily, that means, ‖ ‖X^{(T )}_M ‖ ‖_∗^p−→_{T →∞} 0. (4.55)

Notice that the proof of ‖ ‖ ‖X^{(T )}_Q ‖ ‖ ‖_∗^p−→_{T →∞} 0 can be carried out in exactly the same way.

Ultimately, the previous reasoning proves (4.40), and therefore the proof is complete.

Finally, we prove the asymptotic normality stated in Corollary 1.8.

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Taking Lemma 3.1 with p =^1_2 yields

sup_{v∈[0,1]} | | | | 1 √ T E [N(T v)] − v m 1 − α √ T | | | | −→_{T →∞} 0. (4.56)

Furthermore, from Theorem 1.7 we know that ( 1 √ T N(T v) − 1 √ T E [N(T v)] ) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ (σW (v))_{v∈[0,1]} , (4.57)

from which the result follows.

5 Acknowledgements

I want to thank my PhD supervisor Dr. Kouji Yano for his guidance and comments on all the iterations of the manuscript for this paper. I also extend my thanks to Dr. David Croydon, whose insightful comments helped me improve my results.

References

[1] S. Asmussen. Applied Probability and Queues. Applications of mathematics : stochastic modelling and applied probability. Springer, 2003.

[2] E. Bacry, S. Delattre, M. Hoffmann, and J.F. Muzy. Some limit theorems for Hawkes processes and application to financial statistics. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 123(7):2475 – 2499, 2013. A Special Issue on the Occasion of the 2013 International Year of Statistics.

[3] P. Brémaud. Point processes and queues : martingale dynamics. Springer series in statistics. Springer-Verlag, New York, cop. 1981.

[4] H. Carlsson and O. Nerman. An alternative proof of Lorden’s renewal inequality.

Advances in Applied Probability, 18(4):1015–1016, 1986.

[5] F. Chen and T. Stindl. Direct likelihood evaluation for the renewal hawkes process.

Journal of Computational and Graphical Statistics, 27(1):119–131, 2018.

[6] F. Chen and T. Stindl. Accelerating the estimation of renewal hawkes self-exciting point processes. Statistics and Computing, 31(26), 2021.

[7] A. G. Hawkes. Spectra of some self-exciting and mutually exciting point processes.

Biometrika, 58(1):83–90, 04 1971.

[8] A. G. Hawkes and D. Oakes. A cluster process representation of a self-exciting process. Journal of Applied Probability, 11(3):493–503, 1974.

[9] L.I. Hernández. Results for convergence rates associated with renewal processes.

Preprint, arXiv.2308.13145.

[10] L.I. Hernández and K. Yano. A cluster representation of the renewal Hawkes process.

Preprint, arXiv.2304.06288.

[11] O. Kallenberg. Foundations of modern probability. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 2002.

[12] T. Stindl and F. Chen. Modeling extreme negative returns using marked renewal Hawkes processes. Extremes, 22(4):705–728, 2019.

[13] C. Stone. On Absolutely Continuous Components and Renewal Theory. The Annals of Mathematical Statistics, 37(1):271 – 275, 1966.

[14] S. Wheatley, V. Filimonov, and Didier Sornette. The Hawkes process with renewal immigration & its estimation with an EM algorithm. Computational Statistics & Data Analysis, 94:120–135, 2016.