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Abstract

We study the convergence in probability in the non-standard M; Skorokhod
topology of the Hilbert valued stochastic convolution integrals of the type fot F,(t—
s) dL(s) to a process fg F(t—s)dL(s) driven by a Lévy process L. In Banach spaces
we introduce strong, weak and product modes of M;-convergence, prove a criterion
for the M;-convergence in probability of stochastically continuous cadlag processes
in terms of the convergence in probability of the finite dimensional marginals and a
good behaviour of the corresponding oscillation functions, and establish criteria for
the convergence in probability of Lévy driven stochastic convolutions. The theory is
applied to the infinitely dimensional integrated Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes with
diagonalisable generators.
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1 Introduction

In many problems of engineering, physics or finance, the evolution of a random system
can be described by stochastic convolution integrals of some kernel with respect to a
noise process, see e.g. Barndorff-Nielsen and Shephard [2], Elishakoff [7], Pavlyukevich
and Sokolov [16].

The present work is originally motivated by the paper by Chechkin et al. [5], where
the authors consider a simple model for the motion of a charged particle in a constant
external magnetic field subject to a-stable Lévy perturbation. The particle’s position
x € R? is described by the second-order Newtonian equation

i=ixB—vi+el,

where B € R? is the direction of the magnetic field, v, € > 0 and ¢ is an isometric three-
dimensional a-stable Lévy process with the characteristic function Ee'(®¢(t) = ¢—tlul®
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Figure 1: Sample paths of the convolution integrals Aan(Yj) (t) = fg(l —e A=) dL(s),
j=1,...,4, driven by a 1.5-stable Lévy process L for large v > 0 (from left to right).

for all u € R3. Denoting the velocity & = v and the linear operator Av := —v x B + v,
we obtain that the velocity process v satisfies the linear Ornstein—Uhlenbeck equation

b= —Av +el, (1.1)

whereas the coordinate is obtained by integration of the velocity v. Assuming that
vg = 9 = 0 we solve equation (1.1) explicitly to obtain v(t) = afot e~ At=%) d(s), and
Fubini’s theorem yields z(t) = eA~! fg(l — e Al=8)) du(s).

It is possible to study the dynamics of = in the regime of the small noise perturbation
by letting ¢ — 0. Indeed, performing a convenient time-change ¢t — &~ ¢, using the
self-similarity of a-stable processes, i.e.

(el(t/e™): t > 0) 2 (€(t): t > 0),
and taking for convenience another copy L = ¢ of the driving process ¢, we transfer the
small noise amplitude into the large friction coefficient; that is the stochastic processes
X and V, defined by X (¢) := z(t/e*) and V(t) := v(t/e®) for all ¢ > 0, satisfy the
equations

. 1 . . 1
V=——AV + 1L, X=—V
ex ex

«

By denoting the large parameter v := =% we obtain the solutions

V,(t) = /0 t e 1A= qL(s), AX (1) = /0 t(1 — e A=) 4L (s).

It can be shown (see Lemma 4.1) that if the eigenvalues of A have strictly positive real
parts, then AX, — L in probability with respect to an appropriate metric (M;) in the
sample path space.

As an example, consider a two dimensional integrated Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process
driven by an a-stable Lévy process L as well as the corresponding sample paths ¢ —
AjX,(Y] )(t) of the integrated Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes for the following matrices A;
(see Figure 1):

10 10 11 11
S Y G N ) BN i



Obviously, the sample paths differ significantly. This example determines the scope of this
paper: we will establish convergence of general stochastic convolution integrals driven
by Lévy processes in the Skorokhod M; topology in infinite dimensional spaces. The
particular example (1.1) of this introduction in one dimension is considered by Hintze
and Pavlyukevich in [8].

As one of four topologies, the M; topology in the path space D([0,1],R), the space
of cadlag functions f: [0,7] — R, was introduced in the seminal paper by Skorokhod
[22]. An excellent account on convergence in the M; topology in a multi-dimensional
setting can be found in Whitt [28]. To the best of our knowledge, the M; topology has
not yet been considered in an infinite dimensional setting. Note, that in the M; topology
it is possible that a continuous function, as the sample paths of AX, converges to a
discontinuous function, as the sample paths of the Lévy process L.

In the present paper we study the following aspects of the M; topology. First, we
notice that in a typical setting, such as considered in Whitt [28], one often obtains
convergence in the M; topology not only in the weak sense but also in probability.
Second, we generalise the finite-dimensional setting of Skorokhod and Whitt to stochastic
processes with values in separable Banach spaces. Here it turns out, that in addition to
the two kinds of M7 topologies in multi-dimensional spaces, a third kind of M; topology
arises in infinite dimensional spaces.

The second part of our work is concerned with convergence of stochastic convolution
integrals in Hilbert spaces in the M; topology. By considering stochastic convolution in-
tegrals we may abandon the semimartingale setting. It is known, see Basse and Pedersen
[3] and Basse-O’Connor and Rosiniski [4], that even one-dimensional convolution inte-
grals fot F(t — s)dL(s) define a semimartingale if and only if F' is absolutely continuous
with sufficiently regular density.

As a specific example, the case of integrated Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes in a
Hilbert space is considered in the last section of this paper. It turns out that only
in the case of a diagonalisable operator, convergence can be established, and then, only
in the weakest sense. This result corresponds to the two-dimensional example above,
where only in cases j = 1 and j = 2 the stochastic convolution integrals converge in the
M topology.

Notation: For two values a,b € R we denote a A b := min{a, b} and a V b := max{a, b}.
The Euclidean norm in R?, d > 1, is denoted by |- |. A partition (;)™, of an interval
[0,T] is a finite sequence of numbers ¢; € [0,T] satisfying t; < --- < t,,. For functions
f:[0,T] — S, where S is a linear space with a norm || -||s, we define the supremum norm
[ flloo == supseqo,y I/ (1) s The 2-variation of a function f: [0,T] — S is defined by

£ 17y, == sup > I1£(t) = fte-0)]1%,

k=0

where the supremum is taken over all partitions of [0, T].

Let U be a separable Banach space with norm ||-||. The dual space is denoted by U*
with dual pairing (u,u*). The Borel o-algebra in U is denoted by B(U). For another
separable Banach space V' the space of bounded, linear operators from U to V is denoted
by L£(U,V) equipped with the norm topology ||-||;;_ -

Let (2, A, P) be a probability space. The space of equivalence classes of measurable
functions f: Q — U is denoted by L%(Q;U) and it is equipped with the topology of
convergence in probability. The space of equivalence classes of measurable functions
whose p-th power has finite integral is denoted by L% (Q;U) for p > 1.
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2 The Skorokhod space

In this section, we introduce the Skorokhod space and some of its topologies. Let V'
denote a separable Banach space. For a fixed time T > 0, the space of V-valued cadlag
functions is denoted by D([0,T];V). For each f € D([0,T];V) we define the set of
discontinuities by

J(f) = {t € (0, T]: f(t=) # f(D)}.

The set J(f) is countably finite. The jump size at ¢ is defined by (Af)(¢t) = f(t) — f(t—).
For two elements vy,v2 € V we define the segment as the straight line between v; and
Vo:

[vi,ve] i ={veV:v=av+ (1 —a)vy for a €0,1]}.

In order to define a metric on D([0, T]; V'), the so-called (strong) My metric, we define
for each f € D([0,T];V) the extended graph of f by

L(f) = {(t;0) € [0, T x Vv e [f(t=), FO]},
where f(0—) := f(0). The projection of I'(f) to its spatial component in V' is given by
7(T(f)) ={veV: (t,v) e(f) forsomet e [0,T]}.
A total order relation on I'(f) is given by

t1 <ty or
ti =ty and [[fi(ti—) — v <[ fr(ti—) — 02|

(tl,vl) < (tQ,’UQ) = {

A parametric representation of the extended graph of f is a continuous, non-decreasing,
surjective function

(ru) < [0,1] = T(f),  (ru)(0) = (0, f(0)), (r,u)(1) = (T, F(T)).

Let TI(f) denote the set of all parametric representations of f.

2.1 Strong M, topology
For f1, fo € D(]0,T]; V) we define

dat (f1, f2) = mf{ I — |V lur — uall  (riyug) € TI(f3), i = 1, 2}.

As in the finite dimensional situation, cf. [28, Theorem 12.3.1], it follows that dps
is a metric on D([0,T];V), and we call it the strong M; metric. The metric space
(D([0,T); V), das) is separable but not complete.

Convergence of a sequence of functions in the metric dj; can be described by quanti-
fying the oscillation of the functions. For v, v1,ve € V the distance from v to the segment
between v and vy is defined by

M (v1,v,v9) = aé?of” [lv = (a1 + (1 — a)va)]| -



The distance M obeys for every v, vy, v9,v’,v],v5 € V the inequality
M (v1,v,v2) < M (v}, 0, 05) + [lv = o[ + [lor = Vil + [loz — 03], (2.1)
and, instead of a triangular inequality, it satisfies
M(vi + vy, 0 4003 +v5) < M(vn,v,0) + [+ (il v lesl). - (2:2)
For functions f,g € D([0,T]; V) and 0 < t; < t < t2 < T it follows from (2.2) that
M(f(t) +g(tr), f(£) + 9(t), f(t2) + 9(t2)) < M(f(t1), F(1), f(t2)) +2]lgll . (2:3)
and if t5 — t7 < 6 then

M (f(t1) +g(t1), () + g(t), f(t2) + g(t2))
M (f(t1), f(t), f(t2)) + sup |lg(s1) — g(s2)]|- (2.4)

51,52€[0,T]
|52—81 \gé

N

Define for f € D([0,T];V) and § > 0 the oscillation function by
M(f;6) := sup{M(f(tl),f(t),f(tg)) L0<t <t<ty<Tandts—t < 6}.

Lemma 2.1. Let f be in D([0,T]; V) and let 0 < t1 < to < t3 < T with (t;,v;) € T(f)
for somev; € V and i =1,2,3. Ift3 —t1 < J for some § > 0 then

M (v1,v2,v3) < M(f;9).
Proof. Follows as Lemma 12.5.2 in Whitt [28]. O
Lemma 2.2. If f € D([0,T);V) then éi{(x})M(f;d) =0.
Proof. Follows as Lemma 12.5.3 in [28]. O

Lemma 2.3. Let Y, {7, fn, f, n € N, v > 0, be functions in D([0, T];R) satisfying

0 i (12 = fll + msup 17 = 171, ) =0

n—oo

(i) lim f7 = fn in (D([0,T};R),dr) for all n € N.

Y00
Then it follows that lim f = f in (D([0,T];R),dn).
Y—00
Proof. Fix € > 0 and choose ng € N such that

| fr = flloo <€ and limsup | f) — f7]| <e for all n > ny.

Y—0o0

Thus, there exists 79 = 7o(no) such that

/3, — f’YHOO <2 for all v > 7.



Condition (2) implies by part (iv) in [28, Theorem 12.5.1] that there exists a dense subset
D C [0,T] including 0 and T such that for each ¢ € D there exists a 71 = y1(t,n0) > 0
with

[f2,(8) = fao(D)] <& forally >, (2.5)
and that there exists a dg = dp(ng) > 0 such that

lim sup M (f;]

Y—r0o0

) <e for all 6 < do. (2.6)

0?

Consequently, we can conclude from (2.5) for each ¢t € D and v > max{~o, 71} that

[F7@) = FOI< @) = £, + | F7,(0) = Fao (O] + | fao (1) = F(£)] < de.
Thus we have shown that

lim f(t) = f(t) forallte D. (2.7)

Y00

It follows from (2.6) for each § < §p by inequality (2.3) that

lim sup M (f7,6) < limsup M(f,

y—00 Yoo

0?

8) 4 2limsup || £, — f7|| < 3e. (2.8)
Y—00

By (2.7) and (2.8) a final application of Theorem 12.5.1 in [28] completes the proof. O

The metric space (D([0,T]; V), dar) is not complete. However, one can define another
metric dyr on D([0,T]; V) such that (D(]0,T]; V), dps) is complete and the two topological
spaces (D([0,T); V), das) and (D(]0,T); V), das) are homeomorphic, that is there exists
a bijective function i: (D([0,T; V), dar) — (D([0,T); V), dar) such that both i and its
inverse are continuous, see [28, Theorem 12.8.1]. The last property, i.e. the existence of a
homeomorphic mapping between the metric spaces, is called the topological equivalence of
(D([0,T); V), dar) and (D([0,T]; V), das). In particular, this means that open, closed and
compact sets are the same in both spaces but also the spaces of real-valued, continuous
functions on D([0,T]; V) coincide for both metrics. Moreover, since (D([0,T]; V), dar)
is separable, the space (D([0,T];V), das) is also separable, and thus it is Polish, i.e. a
topological space which is metrisable as a complete separable space.

2.2 Product M; topology

For the product M; topology we assume that the Banach space V' has a Schauder basis
e = (er)ren and that (e} )ren denotes the bi-orthogonal functionals. Instead of equipping
D(]0,T]; V) with the strong M; topology we can consider the space as the Cartesian
product space [[z—; D([0,T];R) and equip it with the product metric

— 1 dM faek> <gvez>) .
dys(f,9) Z_kl—l—dM (e, (g, e) for all f,g € D([0, T]; V).

The metric on the right hand side refers to the metric on the space D([0,T];R) intro-
duced in the previous Section 2.1. Clearly, convergence in dy; depends on the chosen



Schauder basis e of V. Alternatively, we can use the topological equivalent metric dm
on D([0,T];R) to define the product metric

oo

1 dM faek> <9762>)
d ,g) = — for all f, D([0,T]; V).
WD =2 (e ey M9 € POTEY)

Since (D([0,T];R), dar) is a Polish space it follows that (D([0,T]; V), dg,) is Polish, too.
Analogously, we obtain that (D([0,T]; V'), d5;) is topological equivalent to (D([0,T]; V), J&)
Recall, that the product topology is the topology of point-wise convergence, i.e. a sequence
(fn)nen converges to f in (D([0,T];V),d§,) if and only if for any k € N

nhﬂngo dM(<fna elt>7 <f7 €Z>) = 0.

2.3 Weak M; topology

In an infinite dimensional Banach space V' there is a third mode of convergence in the M;
sense. A sequence (fp)nen € D([0,T];V) is said to converge weakly to f € D([0,T]; V)
if for all v* € V* we have

nler;O<fn,v*> = (f,v") in (D([0,T];R),dar).
Note, that if V is infinite dimensional the induced topology is not metrisable. The three
different modes of convergence are related as shown by the following diagram:

strong M; = weak M; = product M;.

The first implication follows from the fact that f1, fo € D([0,T]; V) obey the inequality

M ((f1,0%), (fo,v™)) < ([v*|| V1) dap(f1, f2) for all v* € V*.

Since the product topology is the point-wise convergence it is immediate that it is implied
by weak convergence.

If V is finite dimensional it is known that the weak and strong topology coincide,
see Theorem 12.7.2 in [28]. In the infinite dimensional situation the situation differs as
illustrated by the following example.

Example 2.4. Let V be an arbitrary Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (ex)kren-
The functions f,: [0,T7] — V can be chosen as f,(t) := e, for all t € [0,T] and n € N.
It follows that

sup |(fn(t),v)| = [{en,v)] = 0 asn — oo forallv eV,
te[0,T]

and thus, the sequence (f,)nen converges weakly to 0 in D([0,T]; V). However, since
[[fn(®)]] =1 for all n € N and ¢ € [0, 7] it does not converge strongly.

Example 2.5. It is well known that in a finite dimensional Hilbert space V' convergence
in the product topology does not imply strong convergence in the M; metric. Since in
the finite dimensional situation, the strong M; topology coincides with the topology of
weak convergence in D([0,T]; V), this is also an example that convergence in the product
topology does not imply weak convergence.



Finally let us remark that our notion of the modes of convergence in the M; sense
does not coincide with the one in the literature such as [28]. There the product topology
is called weak topology, whereas our weak topology does not have a name as it coincides
with the strong topology in finite dimensional spaces. Since addition is not continuous
in D([0,T]; V) our notion of weak convergence can not be confused with the usual weak
topology in a linear topological vector space.

2.4 Random variables in the Skorokhod space

Let B(D) denote the Borel-o-algebra generated by open sets in (D([0,T]; V), dnr). As
in the finite dimensional situation, see [28, Theorem 11.5.2], it can be shown that B(D)
coincides with the g-algebra, generated by the coordinate mappings

..... tn: DO, TEV) =V my () = (F(0), - f ()

foreachty,...,t, € [0,T]and n € N. The analogous result for the Skorokhod J; topology
in separable metric spaces can be found in [9]. On the other hand, the Borel-c-algebra
generated by open sets in (D([0,T];V),d§,) equals the product of Borel-o-algebras in
(D([0,T];R),dp). Consequently, both Borel-o-algebras, generated by open sets with
respect to dys and dj; coincide.

Let (,.A, P) be a probability space and let X := (X (¢): ¢t € [0,T]) be a V-valued
stochastic process with cadlag paths. Since the Borel-o-algebra B(D) is generated by the
coordinate mappings, it follows that X is a D([0,T]; V')-valued random variables.

3 Convergence in probability

3.1 Strong topology

In this section we consider the convergence in probability in the strong metric dys of
stochastic processes (X, )nen to a stochastic process X in the space D([0,T]; V). If the
stochastic processes X and X, have cadlag paths then X and X,, are D([0,T); V')-valued
random variables. Since (D([O, T);V),d M) is separable, convergence in probability is well
defined in the sense that (X,)nen converges to X in probability in (D([0,7); V), das) if

lim P(dM(Xn,X) > g) =0 foralle>0.

n—roo

Lemma 3.1. A V-valued stochastically continuous stochastic process (X (t): ¢t € [0,T])
with cadlag trajectories obeys

lim sup P| sup [ X(t)—X(s)|=e]| =0 for all e > 0.
NO o, 1] s€[0,T)
ls—t/<s
Proof. Define for each ¢ > 0 and ¢ € [0,T] the random variable
Z(t,0) := sup [|X(t) = X(s)]|
s€1[0,T]

|s—t/<0

and assume for a contradiction that there exist 1,69 > 0, a sequence (0, )nen € Ry
converging to 0, and a sequence (t,)nen C [0, 7] such that

lim P(Z(tn,én) > 51) > eo.

n—00



By passing to a subsequence if necessary we can assume that t,, — to for some ¢, € [0, T].
Then, for each § > 0 there exists n(d) € N such that

[tn — On, tn + 0n] C [to — 6,t0 + 4] for all n > n(d),
which implies by the definition of Z that
Z(tn, 6n) < Z(to,0) for all n > n(d).
Consequently, we obtain for every § > 0 that there exists n(d) € N such that
g2 < E[]l{z(t 4, )>51}] E[]]-{Z(tg,é)>sl}] for all n > n(d). (3.1)
On the other hand, since Z(tg,d) — |AX (tg)| P-a.s. as 6 N\, 0, Lebesgue’s theorem of
dominated convergence implies that

=P(|AX(to)| > e1) =E [}1{% ]-{Z(to,J)}El}:| = %{%E (L Z(t0.6)51}] -

which contradicts (3.1). O

Theorem 3.2. For V-valued, stochastically continuous stochastic processes (X (t): t €
[0,T]) and (X,(t): t € [0,T]), n € N, with cadlag trajectories the following are equiva-
lent:

(a) X,, = X in probability in (D([0,T); V), dx) as n — oco.

(b) the following two conditions are satisfied:
(i) for everyt € [0,T] we have lim, oo Xp(t) = X (t) in probability
(ii) for every € > 0 the oscillation function obeys

=€) =0. .
hir(thmsupP( (Xn,6)2€)=0 (3.2)

n—oo
Proof. (a)=- (b) To establish property (i), let ¢ € [0,T] and €1, e2 > 0 be given. Lemma
3.1 guarantees that there exists 6 > 0 such that the set

E(e1,0) := {w €N: es[t(lJpT] [|X () (w) — X (s)(w)]| < 51},
|s—t[<o

satisfy P(E(e1,0)) > 1 — 2. By the assumed condition (a) there is ng € N such that

=3
P(da(Xn, X) < (g1 A6)) 21—%2 for all n > no.
Consequently, the set
F(e1,6,n) := E(e1,0) N {dm(Xn, X) < (e1 AN0)}

satisfies P(F(g1,6,n)) > 1—e for every n > ng. Define for w € F(e1,4,n) the functions

frn = Xn(-)(w) and f := X(-)(w). It follows that there are parametric representations
(ryu) € II(f) and (rn,uy) € II(f,) satisfying
[ —rnl o Vlu—un|l o, < (61 A0) for all n > ng. (3.3)



For every t € [0,T] denote 7,7, € [0,1] for n > ng such that

(t, f(t)) = (r(r),u(r)) and (¢, fn(t)) = (ra(7n), un(Tn)).
Since u(7,) € [f(r(mn)—), f(r(m))] for every n = ng, there is a, € [0, 1] such that

U(Tn) = anf(T(Tn)_) + (1 - an)f(T(Tn))

Since t = ry, (1) and |r(7y) — mn(7)] < 6 for all n > ng by (3.3), we have |r(7,) —t| < J
Another application of inequality (3.3) implies

[u(rn) = w(T)|| = llanf(r(Tn) =) + (1 = an) f(r(7a)) = F(B)]]
< sup  sup laf(s=)+ (1 —a)f(s) = fFD)

s€[0,T] a€[0,1]
|s—t|<d

= sup sup |la(f(s—) = f(t)) + (1= a)(f(s) = f(1))]|

s€[0,T] a€l0,1]

|s—t<8
< sup [f(s=) = f(OI+ sup [[f(s) = f@)]
s€[0,T] s€[0,T]
[s—t|<d [s—t|<8
<2€1. (34)

Inequalities (3.3) and (3.4) imply for every n > ng that
() = fa(®I = [[u(7) = un(7a)|
< lu(m) = u(m) || + [[u(mn) — un(7)|| < ey,

which establishes Condition (i) in (b).
In order to show Condition (ii) fix some €1, > 0. Lemma 2.2 guarantees that there
exists dg > 0 such that the set

G(e1,0) :={weQ: M(X(w),d) <e1}
satisfies P(G(e1,0)) = 1 — % for all 6 € [0,0¢]. For each § > 0 there is ng € N by the
assumed condition (a) such that

P(dy (X, X) < (51 A 6)) =1 %2 for all n > ng.

Together we obtain for every 6 € [0, do]
lirgian(G(al,é) N{dr(Xn,0) < (e1A0)}) 21 —ea.

Fix w € G(e1,0) N {dm(Xp,0) < (61 Ad)} and define f := X(-)(w) and f,, := X,,(-)(w).
It follows that there are parametric representations (r,u) € II(f) and (rn,u,) € II(fn)
satisfying

0-

n
For every 0 < t1 < t2 < t3 denote 74, 74, € [0, 1] such that (¢, f(¢;)) = (r(7),u(r;)) and
(ti, fn(tin)) = (Pn(Tin), un(1in)) for i = 1,2,3. Inequality (2.1) and Lemma 2.1 imply
for every n > ng that

( fn t2 fn(tB))

|T—Tn|OOV||U—un||OO§(51/\5) for all n >
t

M(un (Tl,n); un(7-2,n); un(TB,n))

M( (T1,n), u(T2,n), U(TS,H)) +3ju— un”oo
M(f,0) +3u— unll,

€1+ 3e1 = 4eq,

NN N

10



which completes the proof of the implication (a) = (b).
(b) = (a). Let 1,2 > 0 be fixed. Define for each n € N and § > 0 the sets

G(e1,0) := {w €N: M(X(w),d) < 5%}7

Gnle1,8) = {w €0 M(X,(w),0) < m}

Condition (ii) guarantees that there exist §; > 0 and n; € IN such that

limsup P (G5 (g1,6)) < %2 for all § € [0, 61].

n—oo

Consequently, for each ¢ € [0, 1] there exists nq = n1(d) such that

sup P(G5 (e1,0)) < %2, (3.5)

n>zni

whereas Lemma 2.2 implies that there exist §o > 0 such that
€2
P(G(E1,5)) >1- ) for all § € [0, d2]. (3.6)
Define for ¢ > 0 the set
Blc) == {w €Q: | X)), <c— 1}.

Since X is a random variable with values in D([0,T]; V') there exists ¢ > 0 such that

€2
P(B(c)) >1- 1 (3.7)

Choose a partition m = (¢;)7, of the interval [0, 7] such that

O=to<t1 <+ <tym=T and max |ti—ti,1| gmin{él,ég,‘i—é},
i€ {Lym}

and define the set

F.(e1,m) = {w e Q: i_maXmHXn(fi)(w) - X)Wl < 5%}

Condition (i) guarantees that there exists ne € IN such that
c €2
sup P(Fn(al,w)) < T (3.8)

n=>nsg

It follows from (3.5) to (3.8) that for § := &1 A d2 the set E,(c1,d,¢,m) := Gp(e1,d) N
G(e1,0) N B(c) N Fy (g1, ™) obeys

P(En(al,é,c,w)) >1—¢9 for all n > nq V na.
For w € E,(e1,6,¢,m) define fo(-) := X(-)(w) and f,(-) := X,,(*)(w). Let N denote the

integers {n1Vna, ...} and Ny the union NU{0}. Forn € Ny andi € {1,...,m} let I be
the graph of f,, between (t;_1, fn(ti—1)) and (¢;, fn(¢;)). By defining d; to be the smallest
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integer larger than || fo(ti—1) — fo(t:)|| g we can divide the segment [fo(¢i—1), fo(t:)] in
equidistant points

&= fo(ti—1) + oy j(fo(ti) — fo(ti—1)) for a; ;== =

We claim that for each i € {1,...,m} the balls B; j := {h € V: ||h— & ;|| < &} covers
each of the graphs 'Y for n € Ny, i.e.

d;
n(T,) € |JBi;  forallne N, (3.9)
j=0

Indeed, let (¢,h) € T'? be of the form h = af,(t—) + (1 — a) f,(t) for some « € [0,1].
Since t € [t;—1,t;] and t; — t;—1 < Oz it follows from the definition of M (f,,d2) that there
exists £, Ty € [fn(ti—1), fn(t:)] such that

| fn(t=) =la|l < 5 and | fo(t) =70l < 55 for all n € No.

Since uy, = aly + (1 — @)ry, € [fu(ti=1), fn(t:)] we have M(fn(ti—1), tn, fn(t;)) = 0.
Inequality (2.1) implies that

M(fo(ti=1),un, fo(ti)) < M(fn(tiz1),un, fn(t)) + || fo(ti=1) — frn(ti=)|| + [ fo(ti) — fu(ti)|l
<O0+2 max | fa(t:) — fo(ts)|l
1€{0,...,m}
€1
< 2@.
Consequently, there exists ug € [fo(ti—1), fo(t;)] such that [lu, —uo| < 2%. (If n =0
we can choose ug = u,,.) Since ug € [fo(ti—1), fo(t;)] we can choose the closest node &; ;

for some j = 0,...,d; such that [Jug — & ;|| < £5. It follows

[h =&l = H (afult=)+ (1 —a)falt)) — §i,jH
S alfalt=) = Lol + (1 =) [[ fu(t) = rall + [un — uoll + [luo — & 4|
€1 2e1 €1 €1

g_ — _—

12 512 ' 32 T 25°
which shows (3.9).

In the following, we define for each ¢ € {1,...,m} and n € Ny an ordered sequence
of points
((TZO, 220), el (r?)mi,zgmi)) € (l"f X oo X I‘?),
for some m; € N, independent of n, such that they satisfy for every j =1,...,m;:
€1
sup - max {[|z — 27 a|| |2 = 20| |r = v [ =il < (3.10)
(z,r)€TY;

where I'}'; := {(r,z) e T2 (r;fj_l,zz’-fj_l,) <(rz2) < (rfj,zznj)}
If d; = 1 we define m; = 1 and for every n € Ny the points:

(ri'0s zi0) i= (tim1, fn(tiz1)), (771, 2i1) = (tis fau(t:))-

12



It follows from (3.9) that for each (r, z) € 'Y there is k € {0,1} such that z € B; ;. For
k = 0 this results in

|z = 2%l V ||z = 24| < llz = &oll + 16,0 — & ll + 1161 — fn(to) ]

€
<E+ 2 Lan(n) <2

— A1
25 16 512 4’ (3:11)

n o ,.n €1
o — | < 5

and analogously for & = 1. Since each r € [r}y, r7";] satisfies ‘r -] J‘

for j € {0,1} we obtain the inequality (3.10).
If d; = 2 we define m; = 3 but we distinguish two cases. Firstly, assume that
m(I'?) C B o U B; 2. Then we define for each n € Ny the points

(TZOa Z;?Oa ) = (tifla fn(tifl))v (TZSa 217?3) = (tia fn(tz))
and we choose 27y, 2l € m(I'}') N Bi o N B; 2 and 7', 7}, € [0,1] such that
(7"20,230) < (7”?,17221) < (7"227222) < (7”23,'333)-

In the case w(I'})) € B; o U B; 2 we define for every n € Ny the points

(ri'0s 2i0) = (ti—1, fu(ti-1)),

(rf'y,2") = inf{(r,z) € T%: (r,2) > (1!, 2) and z € 0B, 1},
(179, 2i9) = inf{(r, 2) € I (r,z) > (ri'y, 2i'1) and z € OB, 2},
(ri'3s 2i'3) = (tis fu(ti))-

If di > 3 we define m; = d; + 1. Since ||&,; — & j—1] = did__l% > 5t we have
B;jNBj;jto = 0 for all j = 1,...,d;. Thus, we can define the following increasing
sequence:

(10 Zi0) = (ti—1, fa(ti=1)),
(rf',20) =inf{(r,2) €TP: (r,z) > (1}, 4,2, ) and z € B}, j=1,...,d;,

(r:l,m»ﬂz:’ml) = (tl? fn(tz))'
In both cases for d; = 2 and in the case d; > 3 it follows for each n € N that
o — [ - n tif i— T a
I = oll = nti) =Sl < =,

= [Ifn(t:) = fo(ta)]l < m

(3.12)

H zml

Consequently, zi'o € Biog and 27, € Bl a; and thus 2y, 2} € B;, and Zimi—11 %im; €
B; g4, for every n € Np. Since 2] € B; j—1forall j =2,...,m;—1 by construction,

we obtain

1,5 — 157 z_]

€1

i1 — 21| \2% for all j € {1,...,m;}, n € Np. (3.13)

If (r,z) € T}, for some j € {1,...,m;} and n € Ny then M(z}; ,2,27;) < 5%

since ‘r” 1 — 7! j| < Jtim1 — ] < 51. Thus, there exists zy € [[zl’f]_l, ng]] such that
2 — 20l < 575. Together with (3.13) it follows for each (r,z) € T'}; and k € {j — 1,j}

for j=1,...,m; that
€1 261 €1

= =20l < B = ol + oo = 2l <l = 2ol + oty — 21y < 2 + 25k < 2
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Since we also have that

€
[r =] <t = tima] < 3
we obtain (3.10).

The constructed sequence exhibits a further property: since for every ¢ € {1,...,m}
and n € N the points 2? j and z'; are in the same closed ball B; ; for j € {0, ml} by
(3.12) and for j € {1,.. ; — 1} by construction , it follows that

€1
Sup {HZZJ i,jH} <25
ie{l,...,
7€{0,..., mz}

3 0o _ .n Lt €1 3
Since ‘Ti,j Tm»‘ < |t — ti—1| < $§ we obtain that

sup max{Hzi —ZUH ‘ r?j‘} < 2oL for all n € N. (3.14)
i€{l,...,m} ’ 25
jG{O ..... ml}

By gluing together we obtain for each n € Ny an ordered sequence

((T?,Ov Z?,O)v RS (Timl ) Z{l,ml)v (Tg,m Z;,O)v sy (r:ln,mm ) Z:;L,mm)) € (Pn XX Fn)v

satisfying the inequalities (3.10) and (3.14). It follows as in the proof of the implication
(vi) = (4) of Theorem 12.5.1 in [28], that one can define for every parametric represen-
tation (r,u) € II(fo) a parametric representation (ry,u,) € II(f,) such that

261

|7°_7°n|oo\/||u_un|\ 2—-1-2—5 for all n € N.

Thus, we have shown that for each w € F,, (1,9, ¢, m) we have

2
dar(X (W), X (w)) < 2% n % for all n € N,

which completes the proof. o

3.2 Product topology

In this part we equip the space D([0,T]; V) with the product topology df, for a fixed
Schauder basis e := (ex)ren of V with bi-orthogonal sequence (e} )rew, and we consider
the convergence in probability of stochastic processes (X, )nen to a stochastic process
X. For stochastic process X and (X,,)nen with cadlag trajectories we say that (X,,)nen
converges to X in probability in (D([0,T];V),d§;) if

lim P(d@(xn,x) > a) =0 foralle>0.

n—oo

Since the product topology corresponds to point-wise convergence, the stochastic pro-
cesses (Xp)nen converges to X in probability in (D([0,T]; V), d§,) if and only if for every
keN

lim P(dM(<Xn, en), (X, ep) = 5) =0 for all € > 0, (3.15)

n—oo

see [10, Lemma 4.4.4]. Consequently, we obtain as an analogue of Theorem 3.2:
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Corollary 3.3. Let (ex)ren be a Schauder basis of V with bi-orthogonal sequence (€}.)ken -
For V-valued, stochastically continuous stochastic processes (X (t): t € [0,T]) and (X, (t): t €
[0,7]), n € N, with cadlag trajectories the following are equivalent:

(a) X,, = X in probability in (D([0,T); V), df;) asn — oo;
(b) the following two conditions are satisfied for every k € N:

(i) for everyt € [0,T] we have lim,— (X, (t), ) = (X (t),ef) in probability;

(ii) for every € > 0 the oscillation function obeys

i i x > = 0.
(%1\211 limsup P(M((Xn,e;),8) =€) =0

0 n—ooo

Proof. Follows immediately from Theorem 3.2 and (3.15). O

3.3 Weak topology

Recall that the weak M; topology in an infinite dimensional Hilbert space is not metris-
able. A sequence (X,,)nen of stochastic processes (X, )nen with trajectoriesin D([0,T]; V)
is said to converge weakly in M; in probability to a process X with trajectories in
D([0,T); V) if for all v* € V* we have

lim (X,,,v*) = (X, v") in probability in (D([0,T];R), dar).

n—r oo

Equivalently, by using the metric das in D([0, T]; R), this convergence takes place if and
only if for each v* € V* we have

lim P(dM(<Xn,v*>, (X, 0)) > a) —0 foralle>0. (3.16)

n—roo

By comparing (3.16) with (3.15) one can colloquially describe the difference between
convergence in the weak sense and in the product topology by testing the one-dimensional
projections either with all elements, i.e. (X,,v*) for all v* € V*, or only with the bi-
orthogonal elements of V*, i.e. (X,,, e;) for all k € N. Clearly, the first one is independent
of the chosen basis.

Corollary 3.4. For V-valued, stochastically continuous stochastic processes (X (t): t €
[0,T]) and (X, (t): t € [0,T]), n € N, with cadlag trajectories the following are equiva-
lent:

(a) Xn — X weakly in My in probability in D([0,T]; V) as n — oo;

(b) the following two conditions are satisfied for every v* € V*:
(i) for everyt € [0,T] we have limy,_ oo (Xn(t),v*) = (X (t),v*) in probability;
(ii) for every e > 0 the oscillation function obeys

- « Sa) o
%l{%h,ﬁsolipp(M«va ),6) =€) =0

Proof. Follows immediately from Theorem 3.2 and (3.16). O
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Remark 3.5. In this part we always require that the considered stochastic processes
have cadlag paths in the Hilbert space V. If V is infinite dimensional this might be a
too restrictive assumption. In fact the definition of weak convergence only requires that
the stochastic processes have cylindrical cadlag trajectories, that is

(X(1),v"): t€[0,T)),  ((Xu(t),v"):t€[0,T])), neN,

have cadlag trajectories for all v* € V*. Since Corollary 3.4 is just proved by the
application of Theorem 3.2 to these real-valued stochastic processes we could easily soften
our assumption on the path regularities of the considered stochastic processes accordingly.

The same comment applies to convergence in the product topology (D([0,T]; V), d5;)
for a Schauder basis e = (e )rew of V' with bi-orthogonal sequence e = (e} )ren. Here it
is sufficient to require that the considered stochastic processes have D-cylindrical cadlag
trajectories for D = {ef,e5, ...}, that is

(<X(t),e,*;>: t€10,77), (<Xn(t),e,*;>: t€0,T]), neN,

have cadlag trajectories for all £ € IN. The notions of cylindrical cadlag and D-cylindrical
cadlag paths can be found in [19].

In order to have a clearer presentation of our paper, and not at least since our focus
is rather on the different modes of convergence instead of the subtle issue of temporal
regularity, we require stochastic processes to have cadlag trajectories in the underlying
Banach space. However, if necessary, it should be obvious how to extend our results to
stochastic processes with cadlag trajectories only in the cylindrical sense.

4 Convergence of stochastic convolution integrals

In this section we apply our results of Section 3 to the convergence of stochastic convo-
lution integrals with respect to Lévy process. Although it would be possible to continue
with the general setting of Banach spaces with a Schauder basis, we restrict ourselves
here to Hilbert spaces in order to make use of standard integration theory as in [6]. In
this case, we identify the dual spaces U* and V* with the separable Hilbert spaces U
and V.

Let & be an infinitely divisible Radon measure on B(U). Then the characteristic
function of £ is given by

pe: U — C, e (u) = exp (\Il(u)),

where the Lévy symbol ¢: U — C is defined by

U(u) = i{a,u) — %(Qu,u> +/

; (ei<u’T> —1—id{u,r)1p, (T)) v(dr),

where a € U, Q: U — U is the covariance operator of a Gaussian Radon measure on
B(U) and v is a o-finite measure on B(U) with »({0}) =0 and

/ (H7°||2 A 1) v(dr) < oo.
U

Consequently, the triplet (a,@,v) characterises the distribution of the Radon measure
& and thus, it is called it the characteristics of €. If X is an U-valued random variable
which is infinitely divisible then we call the characteristics of its probability distribution
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the characteristics of X. The Lévy symbol W: U* — C is sequentially weakly continuous
and satisfies

U (u)| < el + ||lull’)  forallue U, (4.1)

for a constant ¢ > 0 depending on the underlying infinitely divisible distribution.

Let {F:}t>0 be a filtration for the probability space (£2, .4, P). An adapted stochastic
process L := (L(t): t > 0) with values in U is called a Lévy process if L(0) =0 P-a.s., L
has independent and stationary increments and L is continuous in probability. It follows
that there exists a version of L with paths which are continuous from the right and have
limits from the left (cadlag paths). In the sequel we always assume that a Lévy process
has cadlag paths. Clearly, the random variable L(1) is infinitely divisible and we call its
characteristics the characteristics of L.

In the work [6], Chojnowska—Michalik introduces a theory of stochastic integration
for deterministic, operator-valued integrands with respect to a U-valued Lévy process.
Another approach in a more general setting can be found in [21] but we follow here [6].
Let V' be another separable Hilbert space and define

T
HA(U,V) = {F: [0,T] = L(U,V): F is measurable, / ||F(s)||?,HV ds < oo} .
0

For F € H?(U,V) we denote by F*(t) the adjoint operator (F(t))*: V — U for each
t € [0,T]. In [6], the author starts with step functions in H?(U, V) to define a stochastic
integral and finally shows, that for each element in #?(U, V) this stochastic integral exists
as the limit of the stochastic integrals for step functions in #2(U, V) in the topology of
convergence in probability. We denote this stochastic integral for F € H2(U,V) with
respect to the Lévy process L by

I(F) = /0 F(s) dL(s).

If ¥ is the Lévy symbol of L then the stochastic integral I(F) is infinitely divisible and
has the characteristic function

T
oy V=0, ey (v) = exp </0 U(F*(s)v) ds) . (4.2)

By firstly considering step functions and then passing to the limit, one can show that for
each F' € H?(U, V) the stochastic integral I(F) obeys

T T
(/0 F(s)dL(s),v) = /0 F*(s)vdL(s) P-as. forallve V. (4.3)

Here, the right hand side is understood as the same stochastic integral but for the inte-
grand F*(-)v € H*(U,R). If F € H?*(U,V) is for some v € V of the special form

F*(t)v = p(t)Gu for all t € [0,T7,

for a function ¢: R — R and G € L£(V,U) then one obtains

T T
/ F*(s)vdL(s) = / () dl(s), (4.4)
0 0
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where ¢ denotes the real-valued Lévy process defined by £(t) := (L(t),Gv). If F €
H2(U,V) is of the special form F(-) = S(-)G for some G € L(U,V) and S € H*(V,V),
we obtain

/G*S* YodL(s /S* JudK(s), (4.5)

where K is the Lévy process in V defined by K (t) := GL(t) for allt > 0
For a function F' € H?*(U,V) we define the stochastic convolution integral process
FxL:=(FxL(t):te[0,T]) by

F«L(t /Ft—s )dL(s) for all ¢t € [0, 7.

In this section we apply our results of Section 3 to the convergence of stochastic convo-
lution integral processes in the weak and product topology M, that is for functions F,
F, € H*(U,V), depending on a parameter v > 0, we establish the convergence

lim I\« L=F=xL
y—00
in probability in the weak and product topology.

The study of the limiting behaviour requires that the stochastic processes have cadlag
paths in V', or at least in the appropriate cylindrical sense as pointed out in Remark 3.5.
There is no condition for regularities of trajectories available covering our rather general
setting but for numerous specific situations one knows sufficient conditions guaranteeing
either continuous or cadlag trajectories of stochastic convolution integrals. For example,
classical results on continuity of Gaussian processes can be found in [14] and [23], and on
regularity of infinitely divisible processes in [24]; temporal path regularity of stochastic
convolution integrals are considered in [11] and [13], the infinite-dimensional Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process is treated in [15] and [17]. As our work is focused on the convergence
rather than regularities of trajectories we will assume the following in this section:

Assumption A: For all considered functions F,F, € H*(U,V), v > 0, the stochastic
processes I« L and F, * L, v > 0, have cadlag trajectories.

Furthermore, if W denotes the Gaussian part of L then the stochastic process F « W
has continuous trajectories.

We do not assume that F, * W has continuous paths but only the prospective limit
F x W. This is a quite natural assumption for the M; topology that only the limit is
continuous.

4.1 Convergence of the marginals

Lemma 4.1. Let F', F,, v > 0, be functions in H*(U, V) satisfying for a subset D C'V
and allu e U

(i) F*(-)v, F5(-)v € D([0,T];U)  for allv € D and v > 0; (4.6)
(ii) it;% I{EY (Du, )|, < oo for allv e D

(iii) for each v € D there exists a Lebesgue null set B € B([0,T]) such that

Wli_)rI;O«F,Y(S) — F(s))u,v) =0 foralls€ B, uel. (4.8)

18



Then for each t € [0,T] and v € D we have
VILH;O<FV x L(t),v) = (F % L(t),v)
in probability.
Proof. Define for each t € [0,7T] and 7 > 0 the random variable

X, (t) ;:/0 (Fy(t — ) — F(t — 5)) dL(s).

By linearity of the stochastic integral and since the Euclidean topology in R™ coincides
with the product topology it is sufficient to prove that for each v € D and t € [0,T] we
have

(X5(t),v) =0 weakly in R as v — oo.

Let ¥ denote the Lévy symbol of L. Due to equality (4.3) we obtain for the characteristic
function of X, for § € R that

e (80, 0.0)] = B [exo (38 [ (B30 =)~ (6= 9)vat(s))
~exp (/Ot W ((F2 (- 5) — F*(t - 5))(Bv) ds)
= e ([ W (Fi ) - )0 ds) (1.9

Fix v € D and define for each v > 0 the linear and continuous mapping
T,: U — D([0,T], |||l o) Tyu = (u, F(-)v).
Condition (4.7) guarantees for each u € U that
sup || Tyul| , = sup H(u,F,j()wHOO < 0.
~¥>0 ¥>0

Thus, the uniform boundedness principle implies

M :=sup sup HF ||U =sup sup sup | u, F( | —supHT o p < oo
¥>0 s€[0,T] 7>0s€[0,T7 [Jull<1

The estimate (4.1) for the Lévy symbol ¥ implies that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that for each v > 0 and s € [0, 7]

W ((F5 () = F*(9))(80) | < e (14 | (5 () = F()) (30)]*)
<c(1+208F (7)) + 17 (s)el))

<e (12187 (M2 + o IF6) 7y )) -

Since Condition (4.8) implies by the sequentially weak continuity of the Lévy symbol
V: U* — C that

lim ¥ ((F(s) — F*(s))(Bv)) =0 for Lebesgue almost all s € [0,T7],

Y00

Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence enables us to conclude
t

lim v ((F;‘(s) — F*(s))(Bv)) ds =0,

Y00 0

which completes the proof by (4.9). O
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4.2 The reproducing kernel Hilbert space

In this subsection we fix a Lévy process L in U with characteristics (a, @, v) and let «
be a positive constant. The Lévy process L can be decomposed into

L(t) =W(t) + Xo(t) + Yo l(t) for all t > 0, (4.10)

where W is a Wiener process with covariance operator Q: U — U, and X, and Y, are
U-valued Lévy processes with characteristic functions

©x.(t)(u) = exp (—t /||r|ga (€i<r,u> — 1 —i(r u>) V(dT)) ,

(ei<T’“> - 1) V(dr)) ,

for w € U and t > 0. The element b, € U is determined by the characteristics of L and
by the constant «. Since X, (1) has finite moments we can define the covariance operator
Ro:U — U of X,(1) by

<l

©v. 1) (u) = exp (it<bm u) —t /

(Rauy,uz) = E[(Xa(1), u1)(Xa (1), us)] for all ui,up € U.

Since R, is positive and symmetric there exists a separable Hilbert space H, with norm
[l 7, and an embedding i, : H — U satisfying R, = i44},. In particular, we have

iii%HiOtHHQHU =0, (4.11)

which follows from the estimate

li%ullf, = (Rau,u) :/ {u,r)? v(dr) < |lull® 71 v(dr)

Irll<e lIrll<er

for each u € U. One obtains for o < 8

(Rou,u) = / (u,m)? v(dr) < / (u,)? v(dr) = (Rgu,u) for all w € U.
Irll<e ri<s

One can deduce from Riesz representation theorem, see [26, Proposition 1.1] or [27,
Section 1.1], that H, C Hg and the embedding H, — Hg is contractive.

Since the range of ¢}, is dense in H, and H, is separable there exits a basis (A )ren C
% (U). We choose uf € U such that i}ul = h{ for all £ € N and we define real-valued
Lévy processes £ by £5(t) :== (X (t),us) for all t € [0, T]. The Lévy process X, can be
represented by

Xa(t) = iahflg(t)  forallt €[0T, (4.12)
k=1
where the sum converges weakly in L%(Q;U), i.e.

(Xa(t),u) = (iahf,u)li(t)  in LE(QR) for all t € [0,7] and u € U.
k=1
The representation (4.12) is called Karhunen—Loéve expansion, and it can be derived in

the same way as it is done in Riedle [20] for Wiener processes. Note, that it follows easily
from their definition that the Lévy processes (¢ )ren are uncorrelated.
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4.3 Estimating the small jumps

We begin with a generalisation to the Hilbert space setting of a result of Marcus and
Rosiriski in [12] on a maximal inequality of convolution integrals. We apply here the
decomposition (4.10) of the Lévy process L for some a > 0.

Lemma 4.2. A function f € H?(U,R) satisfies for each a > 0 the estimate

] < V2T ZH Zahk>||TV2

sup
te[0,T]

where s := 32v/2 fol VIn(1/s) ds.

Proof. Since o > 0 is fixed we neglect its notation in the following. According to (4.12)
the Lévy process X can be represented by

/ft—st()

X(t) =" ihxl(t)  forallt € [0,T),
k=1
where the sum converges weakly in L%(Q;U). Since the real-valued Lévy processes
(¢r)ken are uncorrelated we obtain

e /ft‘s JAX()|| = E | sup ;/0 <f(t—s),ihk>dek<s)]

In order to estimate the expectation of the real-valued stochastic integrals on the right
hand side we follow some arguments by Marcus and Rosiiiski in [13]. Let ¢, be an
independent copy of £; and define the symmetrisation b = 4, — ¢, for each k € N.
Since E[€(t)] = 0 for all t > 0 and k € IN one obtains

|

/0 (f(t—s),ihg) dlx(s)

E | sup
te[0,T]
Sk S ]E{ /0 (f(t — s), i) dix(s) ek(T)]
< E|E | sup /(f(t—s),ihk>dﬁk(3) 0x(T)
te[o,7] |Jo

=FE | sup /o<f(t_8)’ihk>d£k(8)1'

| t€[0,T]

Theorem 1.1 in [12] guarantees for all k¥ € N that

E | sup

t€[0,T]

t R T .
/ (f(t —s),ihg) dli(s) / || (f(),ihg) Lio,7—4 ||TV2 dli(s)
0 0

]g;{E

] |
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Since the Lévy measure A\ of ¢ is given by A := v o (-,ux) "' where v, denotes the
Lévy measure of X we conclude
) 2

T ~
(2] 106000 sy,
T ~
/0 ||<f()7lhk> Lo, 74 ||TV2 dly(s)

2
<PBE

T . , ;
= 2/ 10FC)siha) To [y, 5% Me(dB) ds
0 R

. , (4.13)
= /0 H<f()a th> ]]-[O,T—s] HTV2 ds /U<u7uk>2 Va(du>

r 2
= 2/ [[(f(),ihe) ]l[O,Tfs]HTVQ ds (Rug, u,)

0

T 2
=2 [0 i) Vo,
< 2T |(f (), i) v

which completes the proof. o

The bound on the right hand side in Lemma 4.2 depends on the regularity of the
function f and of the covariance structure of the underlying Lévy process. It is a natural
generalisation to the infinite dimensional setting of the result in [12].

We will later consider the special case, that the integrands of the stochastic convolu-
tion integrals can be diagonalised with respect to an orthonormal basis. In this case, we
can improve the analogue estimate of Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.3. Let V be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis (ex)ren and let F €
H2(U,V) be a function of the form

F*(-)ex = pi(-)Gex  for all k € N,

for cadlag functions pr: [0,T] = R and G € L(V,U). Then it follows for each o > 0
and v €'V that

0o 1/2
V2T S o, el llon (v, ( /|| MG u(dw) ,

k=1

E | sup

t€[0,T]

/t F*(t — s)vdX,(s)
0

where » = 32v/2 fol VIn(1/s) ds.

Proof. For each k € IN define the real-valued Lévy process z by defining z¢(t) =
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(Xo(t),Gey) for all t > 0. It follows from (4.4) for each v € V that

¢ oo t
E | sup / F*(t —s)vdX,(s)|| = FE | sup Z(v,ek>/ or(t — s)Gep dX o (s)
tel0, 7] 1J0 te[0,T] |, 0
oo t
=F | sup Zvek/gokt—s)dxk()l
te[0.7] |,

sup
t€(0,T]

| et =s)asio)
0

|

where ik = xff —xf denotes the symmetrisation of zf! for each k € N by an independent
copy z§ of z¢. Slnce the Lévy measure A\¢ of z¢ is given by Ay = v, 0 (-, Geg) ™! where
v, denotes the Lévy measure of X, we conclude by a similar calculation as in (4.13) that

<E

Summarising the estimates above completes the proof. o

oo
Z|vek | E
k=1

As in the proof of Lemma 4.2 we obtain

] |

E | sup < xB

t€(0,T]

t T
| et =s)dsi(s) | o vzl dit (o

2
D <27 [lon ()3, /| s Gen)? v(au)

T
/0 ek () Lo.r—s || 7, 425 (5)

4.4 The general case

In this section we consider the convergence in the weak topology and the product topol-
ogy. For the latter we assume that e = (eg)ren is an orthonormal basis of V.

Theorem 4.4. Let F, F, € H*(U,V), v > 0, be functions satisfying for a subset D C'V

(1) F*(-)v, F5(-)v € D([0,T];U)  for allv € D and v > 0; (4.14)

(ii) sup I{ES (u,v)||, < oo forallu €U, v e D (4.15)

iii) lim sup su Y, iqhE) =0 forallve D; 4.16

(iif) a~>0p’y>p; H HTV2 f ( )

(iv) le da ((Fy (1w, v), (F(-)u,v)) =0 for allu € U, v € D. (4.17)
Y o0

(1) If{e1,e2,...} C D then it follows

lim (Fy «L(t): t € [0,T]) = (F* L(t): t € [0,T))

y—00
in probability in the product topology (D([0,T];V),dg,).
(2) If V. =D then it follows

lim (Fy «L(t): t € [0,T]) = (F* L(t): t € [0,T))

y—r00

weakly in probability in D([0, T]; V).
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Proof. We show that each v € D the stochastic processes X and X, v > 0, defined by

t t
X(t):= </ F(t—s)dL(s),v), X,(t):= (/ F,(t—s)dL(s),v), te€][0,T],
0 0
satisfy the conditions in Theorem 3.2. Note, that for 0 < t; < t2 < T and 8 € R we have
E[exp (iB(X (t1) — X (t2)))]

t1 to
= exp (/ U((F*(t1 — s) — F*(t2 — 5))(Bv)) ds> exp (/ W ((F*(ta — s)(Bv)) ds) .
0 t
Since F*(-)(Bv) is Lebesgue almost everywhere continuous due to (4.14) it follows that
the stochastic process X and analogously X, are stochastically continuous.
It follows from Condition (4.17) by Theorem 12.5.1 in [28] for each v € U and v € D
that
ILm (Fy(t)u,v) = (F(t)u,v) for all t € (J((F(-)u,v)))". (4.18)
y—00
Since the set J(F*(-)v) of discontinuities of F*(-)v is a Lebesgue null set by Condition
(4.14) and satisfies (J((F(-)u,v))) € (J(F*(-)v)) for every u € U, Lemma 4.1 guarantees
that Condition (i) in Theorem 3.2 is satisfied.
In order to show Condition (ii) we have to establish for every € > 0 and v € D that

Jim lim sup P (M (</O Fo (- s)dL(s), v), 5> > 5) 0. (4.19)

INO 400

For this purpose, fix some constants €1,e2 > 0 and v € D. Condition (4.16) enables us
to choose a constant o > 0 such that

- . €1€2
Fx( oh$ < —— 4.20
ii%;||< y()vvl }7€>||TV2 2%\/ﬁ ( )

for » := 32¢/2 fol /In(1/s) ds. As in (4.10) we decompose the Lévy process L into
L(t) = W(t) + Xa(t) + Ya(t) for all t > 0, but we suppress the notion of « in the sequel.
Here, W is a Wiener process with covariance operator Q: U — U, and X and Y are
U-valued Lévy processes with characteristic functions

©x () (u) = exp (—t /|r||<a (€i<r,u> — 1 —i(r, u>) V(dT)) ,

oty = e <it<b’ v t/a<|r|| (ei<m> - 1> VW)) 7

for allt > 0, u € U. It follows from (4.3) for every t € [0,7T] and « > 0 that

</0 F.Y(t—s)dL(s),w:/O F(t — s)vdL(s).

By the decomposition of L we obtain the representation

L(t) = /Ot Fr(t— s)odL(s) = Cy () + Ay (1) + By (8),
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where we define the real-valued random variables
t
Cy(t) = / F3(t — s)vdW(s),
0

A, (1) :2/0 F3(t—s)vdY(s), DBy(t) ::/0 Fr(t —s)vdX(s).

In the sequel, we will consider the three stochastic integrals separately.
1) We show that

lim lim sup P sup |Cy(t2) —Cy(t1)| = e1 | =0. (4.21)
N0 Y0 t17t2€[0,T]
|t27t1|<6
Let the covariance operator @ of W be decomposed into @ = iqig, for some iq €

L(Hq,U) and for a Hilbert space Hg. Since the characteristic function ¢y (1) of W (1)
is sequentially weakly continuous and is given by

ow)(u) = exp (—% ||z*u|\§{Q) for all u € U,

also the function i*: U — Hg is sequentially weakly continuous. Consequently, we can
conclude from (4.18) that

lim [|if, (Fy(s)yv — F* (S)’U)HZQ =0 for Lebesgue-a.a. s € [0, T.

y—00

Due to (4.15) Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence implies

lim
y—00

T
-3k * % 2
; it (FZ (s)v — F (S)’U)HHQ ds = 0. (4.22)
Let I := [0, T]NQ and define for each v > 0 the stochastic processes G, := (G (t): t € I)
where G, (t) := C,(t) — (F * W(t),v). Since G, has independent increments it is a
real-valued Gaussian process with a.s. bounded sample paths due to Assumption A. By
denoting M., := sup,c; G~(t) it follows for each 6 > 0 that

sup |Cv(t2) - Cv(t1)|

t1,t2€1
[ta—t1|<O
<2sup |G (1) — E(M,]| + sup |(FsW(ta) = FxW(t),0)|.  (4.23)
tel ti,ta€l
[ta—t1|<O

Borell’s inequality, see [1, Theorem 2.1], (or Borell-Tsirelson-Ibragimov—Sudakov in-
equality) implies E[M,] < oo and that for every ¢ > 0

2
P (sup |G+ (t) — E[M,]| > 5) < 2P (sup G,(t) — E[M,] > 5) < exp (—6—2) ,
tel tel 203
2

2 := sup,c; E[G,(t)?]. Since equation (4.22) guarantees

where o

T
7= [ iy (B0 = Fr(s)0) [y, ds >0 as 5 oc,
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we can conclude

. €1
lim P {sup|G,(t) — E[M,]| > — ) =0. 4.24
i P (supl (1) - £ > 2 ) (1.21)
As the stochastic process ((FxW (t),v): ¢t € [0,T1]) is continuous according to Assumption
A it follows

lim sup [(F+«W(ts)—F«W(t),v)]=0 P-as. (4.25)

ONO 4y toeT

[t2—t1|<0

Equations (4.24) and (4.25) establish (4.21).
2) Lemma 4.2 implies by Markov inequality for each v > 0

22T & _ €2
P sup |By(t)| =2e1 | < FX( v, i,h$ < =, 4.26
(tew ) ) o I OviahDl, < 5 (4.26)

3) Let (N(¢t): t € [0,T]) denote the counting process for Y, i.e.

N(t) = Z ]l{HAY(s)||>a} for all ¢t € [O,T],
s€[0,t]

and let 7;, j € NU{0}, denote the jump times of Y, recursively defined by 7o = 0 and
mi=inf {t > 71 |AY ()] > a} forall j e N

with inf ) = co. Note, that the jump times of Y are countable in increasing order since
the jump size of Y is bounded from below by «. Since Y is a pure jump process with
drift b, we obtain

t
A= [ F(t=s)0dY (s) = Ry (0) + 5,0
0
where we define for every ¢ € [0,T] and v > 0
N(#)
Ry(t) ==Y RA(t),  R(t) = (Fy(t = 75)v, AY (7)) Lpr, o) (1),
=0

Sy(t) == /0 (F5(t — s)v,b) ds.

Analogously, we have
t

A() = / F*(t — s)odY (s) = R(t) + S(1),
0

where we define for every ¢ € [0, T
@ _
R(t):= Y RI(t),  RI(t):= (F(t = 75)0,AY(53)) Lr; 000 (8),
=0
t
S(t) := / (F*(t — s)v,b)ds.
0
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Due to Condition (4.14) the stochastic process R7 := (R’(t): t € [0,T]) has cadlag paths
for each j € NU{0} and the random set J(R’) of its discontinuities satisfies

JR) C{te(0,T): t =7 € J(F* (o), t € (1, T]} U {5},
Consequently, the set of joint discontinuities of R and R for i < j satisfies
J(R"YNJ(R?) C {t €0,T): t =7j(w) — 7i(w) € J(F*(-)v) = J(F*(-)v) for some w € Q},
where we apply the convention co — oo = co. Since the deterministic set
J(F*(~)v) - J(F*()v) ={t€[0,T]: t = s1 — s for some s1, s9 € J(F*(~)v)}

is at most countable and the random vector (7;,7;) is absolutely continuous for every
1 < 7 it follows that

P(R" and R’ have joint discontinuities) = P(J(R") N J(R7))
< P(rj—7i € J(F*(-)v) = J(F*(-)v)) = 0.

Consequently, for the stochastic processes (R?);en restricted to the complement S¢ of
the null set

oo 1—1

S = U U {w €N 1(w) —1j(w) € J(F*()v) ﬂJ(F*(~)v)},

i=2 j=1

there does not exist any i # j such that R’ and R’ have joint discontinuities. Since
Condition (4.17) guarantees that for each w € €2

(FS(- = 7 (W), AY (15) (w)) = (F7(- = 75(w))v, AY (75)(w))

in (D([0,T];R),dn) it follows that R (w) — R?(w) in (D([0,T];R),dns) for all w € ©
and j € N. Due to the disjoint sets of discontinuities on S¢, Corollary 12.7.1 in [28]
guarantees that R, (w) converges to R(w) in (D([0,T];R),dn) for all w € S° The
deterministic analogue of Theorem 3.2, i.e. [28, Theorem 12.5.1], implies that

lim lim sup M (R (w);d) =0 for all w € S°.

INO 00
By combining with Fatou’s Lemma it follows that there exists o > 0 such that for all
6 < 0 we have

limsupP(M(RW;é) > %51) < P(limsup{M(Rv;é) > %51})

y—00 y—00

= P(limsupM(Rv;é) > %51> < &s.

y—00
Since inequality (2.4) implies

M(Ay;0) = M(Ry+ S4;0) < M(Ry;0) + suIE) ] ISy (s1) — Sy(s2)]
s1,82€[0,T
|52751‘<5

< M(Ry;8) + 8 sup || (v, F, ()]
v>0

oo ?
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it follows that for all § < d; where 8; := min{do, 5-(sup.,~q [[(v, F5(-)b)|| )~} we have
limsupP(M(A.y;é) > 51) < limsupP(M(R.y;é) > %al> <o (4.27)
y—»00 y—»00

4) It follows from (4.21) and(4.26) that there exists d; > 0 such that for each v > 0 the
set

E, = { sup  |C,(t2) — Cy(t1)] < 51} N { sup |B,(t)] < 81}
‘t27t1‘<52 tE[O,T]

satisfies P(E,) > 1 — eq. It follows from (4.27) by the inequalities (2.3) and (2.4) for all

§ < min{dy,d2} that

limsupP(M(Iv;é)) > 451) < limsup P(M(A,;6) > e1) + limsup P(ES) < 2es,

y—00 y—0o0 Y0

which shows (4.19) and thus, Condition (ii) in Theorem 3.2. O

4.5 The diagonal case

In this section we consider the special case that the integrands can be diagonalised. For
that purpose, assume that (eg)ren is an orthonormal basis of V.

Corollary 4.5. Let F,F, € H2(U,V), v > 0, be functions of the form
F*(s)er = ¢"(s) Gey, Fr(s)ex = wfy(s) Gey, for all s € [0,T], k € N,

for cadlag functions ©*, <p§: 0, 7] > R and G € L(V,U). If

(i) sup Hgo,’j”oo < oo for all k € N; (4.28)
v>0
(ii) sup ngﬁ”TV < 00 for all k € N; (4.29)
v>0 2
(iii) lim ¥ = ¢"in (D([0,T];R),dr)  for all k € N. (4.30)
y—00

then it follows for each € >0 and k € N that
lim (F,* L(t): t € [0,T]) = (F = L(t): t € [0,T])

’Y_>OO
in probability in the product topology (D([0,T];V),d;).

Proof. The proof is analogously to the proof of Theorem 4.4 for D = {ey,ea,...} but
only the estimate (4.26) is derived in the following way: for each k € N and v > 0 Lemma
4.3 implies

E | sup

te[0,T]

. 1/2
/0 F(t — s)ex dX(s) [(u, G€k>|2 u(du)) )

] < VT i Oy, ( /

lull<e
where s := 32¢/2 fol VIn(1/s) ds and o > 0 denotes the bound of the truncation
function. Condition (4.29) enables us to choose for every €1, €2 > 0 and k£ € N the
constant a > 0 small enough such that

¢
P| sup / F3(t — s)ex, dX(s)
tel0,7] 1J0

251> <€—22 for all v > 0,
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which corresponds to inequality (4.26). Now we can follow the proof of Theorem 4.4 once
the Conditions (4.14), (4.15) and (4.17) are established. The first two conditions follow
directly from the cadlag property of ", cp’fy and (4.28). Condition (4.17) is satisfied since
Condition (4.30) implies by Theorem 12.7.2 in [28] for each k € N and u € U that

lim (F,(-)u,er) = ’YILH;O @5(')<U,G6k> = () (u, Ger) = (F()u, er),

=00
n (D([0,T};R),dn). O
Corollary 4.6. Let F,F, € H*(U,V), v > 0, be functions of the form

F*(s)er = ¢"(s) Gey, Fr(s)ex = wﬁ(s) Gey, for all s € [0,T], k € N,

for cadlag functions ©*, ©*: [0,T] = R and G € L(V,U). If
¥

(1) F*(-)v, F5(-)v € D([0,T|;U)  for allv eV and v > 0; (4.31)

(ii) sup sup HQDVH < 00; (4.32)
v>0keN

iii) sup su < 00; 4.33

(if) sup sup |5, (4.33)

(iv) for each n € N we have

Y—0o0

then it follows that

lim (F,*L(t): t € [0,T]) = (F = L(t): t € [0,T])

Y—00
weakly in probability in D([0,T]; V).

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 4.4 for D = V but only the
estimate (4.26) is derived in the following way: for each v € V and v > 0 Lemma 4.3
and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality imply

|

<oV 3 [ en)| 50, (/
Pt llull<a

0o 1/2
<oeV2T sup (|30l <Z<v,ek>2> (Z/u|<a u, Gey)” (du))

k=1

E /0 Fr(t —s)vdX(s)

sup
t€[0,T]

1/2
[{u, Gek>|2 u(du))

= V2T sup ||k (- v / G*u||” v(du ,
VAT sup [ C) | ||< L 1E v

where s := 32¢/2 fol VIn(1/s) ds and a > 0 denotes the bound of the truncation

function. Condition (4.33) enables us to choose for every 1, 2 > 0 the constant a > 0

small enough such that
P sup

t€(0,T]

t
/0 FJ(t = s)vdX(s) >€1> < 6—22 for all v > 0,
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which corresponds to inequality (4.26). Now we can follow the proof of Theorem 4.4 once
the Conditions (4.15) and (4.17) are established. Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies for
eachuecUandoveV

sup [[(E, (Du, v)||2 < ||G*ul|® ||| sup su k2<oo
7>ISH< y(u, )15 < [IG ul]” v v>p0kellr\)IH(p’YH°O ,

which establishes Condition (4.15). For the last part, fix u € U and v € V and define for
each v > 0 and n € N the functions

[= <F(-)u,v>, 1= <F’Y(')uav>a

n n

Fo= Dl Gen) (v, en)e®,  f =D (u, Ger) (v, en) k.

k=1 k=1
Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies

2

o0
2
sup | £7 — 712 =sup || Y oF()(u, Ger) (v, ex)
v>0 >0 || St

o0

< sup sup ||go,’j||io ( Z <G*u,ek)2> ( Z <’U,6k>2> -0, n— oo,

7>0 k€N k=n+1 k=n+1

and analogously we obtain || f, — f||., — 0 as n — co. Since Condition (4.34) guarantees
by Theorem 12.7.2 in [28] that f) — f, as v — oo in (D([0,T];R),dys) for all n € N,
Lemma 2.3 implies

lim (F,(-)u,v) = (F(-)u,v) in (D([O,T];R),dM),

y—00

which shows Condition (4.17) and completes the proof. O

5 Integrated Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

Let V be a separable Hilbert space and let A be the generator of a strongly continuous
semigroup (S(t))i>0 in V. For v > 0 consider the equation

dY,(t) = yAY,(t) dt + G dL(t) for ¢ € [0,T7,

Y.(0) =0, (5.1)

where L denotes a Lévy process in U and G € L(U,V). A progressively measurable
stochastic process (Y5 (t): t € [0,T]) is called a weak solution of (5.1) if it satisfies for
every v € D(A*) and t € [0,T] P-a.s. the equation

(¥, (1), 0) = /0 (Y, (s), A0} ds + (L(t), G*0).

Since A, := yA: D(A) C V — V is the generator of the Cy-semigroup (S, (t))¢=0
where S, (t) := S(vt) for all ¢ > 0, Theorem 2.3 in [6] implies that there exists a unique
weak solution Y, := (Y, (¢): t € [0,T]) of (5.1), and which can be represented by

Yw(t):/OtSV(t—s)GdL(s) for all ¢ € [0, ).
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We require that Y-, has cadlag trajectories, which is satisfied for example if the semigroup
(S(t))i>0 is analytic or contractive; see [18]. Then the integrated Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process (X (t): t € [0,T1]) is defined by

¢
X5 (t) := 7/ Y, (s)ds for all ¢t € [0, T7.
0
Corollary 5.1. Assume that the semigroup (S(t))i>o is diagonalisable, i.e. there exists
an orthonormal basis e :== (e )ken of V' such that
S(t)er = e Mley, forallt >0, keN,

for some A\, > 0 with A\ — oo for k — oo. Then the integrated Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
process X, satisfies

lim (AX,(t):t€[0,T]) = (—GL(t): t € [0,T])

y—00
in probability in the product topology (D([O, T]; V), dlf/[)
Proof. For every t € [0,T] and v € D(A*) Fubini’s theorem implies by (4.3)

(AX, (), ) =4 / (Y, (s), A™v) ds

_ 7/015 (/0 G Si(s — r)A*vdL(r)) ds

= 7/0t (/t G*8(s — r)A*vds) dL(r). (5.2)

It follows from properties of the adjoint semigroup (see [25, Proposition 1.2.2]) that for
every r € [0,t] we have

k * Ok * 1 * Ak e * 1 * Qrk *
/T G*S (s —r)ATvds = ;G A7/0 Si(s)vds = 5 (G*Si(t—r)v—G'v). (53)

Define a Lévy process K in V by K(t) := GL(t) for all t > 0. By combining (5.3) with
(5.2) we obtain from (4.3) and (4.5) that

(AX,(t),v) = /0 (G*Sﬁ;(t —r)v—Gv) dL(r) = </o (Sy(t—r) —1d) dK(r),v).
Consider the functions

F:[-1,T] = LV, V), F(t)_{_ld’ if ¢ € 0,77,

0, if t € [~1,0),

E,: [-1,T) — L(V,V), P (t) = {g(w) —1d, ii 2 F}lT]O’)

Defining the functions above on [—1,T] and not only on [0, 7] with a jump at 0 enables
us to consider cadlag functions. By means of Corollary 4.5 (with an obvious adaption
for considering the interval [—1,T]) we show that

lim </Ot (Sy(t—71) —1d) dK(r): t € [—1,T]) - </OtF(t—s) dK (s): t € [—1,T]>
(5.4)
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in probability in the product topology (D([—1,T];V),d§;). The functions F, and F are
of the form

F*(t)er = o"(t) ey, Fr(t)ex = <P§(t)ek forall t € [-1,T], k € N,
where the real-valued functions ¢*, gpﬁ: [-1,T] — R are defined by

©F(t) = = Ljo.1y(1), OF(t) = Lo (t) (e M7 = 1).
For every k € N the sequence (¢%),0 meets Condition (4.28), as

sup Hcpf“YH =sup sup ’e_)‘”S — 1} <1
>0  4>0s€[0,T]
Since gp,’j is a decreasing function it has finite variation and thus ||<p§HTV2 = 0 which

verifies Condition (4.29). Since cp’fy is monotone for each v > 0, £ € N and satisfies for
each k € N

lim cpf“Y(S) = ¥ (s) for all s € [-1,T]\{0},

Y—00
it follows from Corollary 12.5.1 in [28], that ©¥ — ¢* as v — oo in (D([0, T];R), dr),
which is Condition (4.30). Thus, we can apply Corollary 4.5 to conclude (5.4).
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