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The coefficients in a second order parabolic linear stochastic partial dif-
ferential equation (SPDE) are estimated from multiple spatially localised
measurements. Assuming that the spatial resolution tends to zero and the
number of measurements is non-decreasing, the rate of convergence for each
coefficient depends on its differential order and is faster for higher order coef-
ficients. Based on an explicit analysis of the reproducing kernel Hilbert space
of a general stochastic evolution equation, a Gaussian lower bound scheme is
introduced. As a result, minimax optimality of the rates as well as sufficient
and necessary conditions for consistent estimation are established.

1. Introduction. Stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) form a flexible class
of models for space-time data. They combine phenomena such as diffusion and transport that
occur naturally in many processes, but also include random forcing terms, which may arise
from microscopic scaling limits or account for model uncertainty. Quantifying the size of
these different effects is an important step in model validation.

Suppose that X = (X (¢))o<¢<7 solves the linear parabolic SPDE

(1.1) dX(t) = AgX ()dt +dW (), 0<t<T,

on an open, bounded and smooth domain A C R? with some initial value Xy, a space-time
white noise dWW and a second order elliptic operator

P
(1.2) Ag = "0 A+ Ag

i=1
satisfying zero Dirichlet boundary conditions. The A; are known differential operators of
differential order n; € {0, 1,2} and we aim at recovering the unknown parameter v € RP. A
prototypical example is

(1.3) Ay =N A+92(V - b) + Vs, ¥ € (0,00) XRX(—O0,0L

with diffusivity, transport and reaction coefficients v, 92, 93 in front of the Laplace opera-
tor A and the divergence operator V- such that n; = 2, no = 1, n3 = 0, with a known unit
velocity vector b € RY. The general form in (1.2) allows for wide range of models affected
by a mixture of different, possibly anisotropic, mechanisms. Equations such as (1.1) are also
called stochastic advection—diffusion equations and often serve as building blocks for more
complex models, with applications in different areas such as neuroscience [57, 50, 60], bi-
ology [2, 1], spatial statistics [53, 41] and data assimilation [42]. For concrete examples of
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(1.2) with a mixture of known and unknown model coefficients from fluid dynamics and
engineering see [29, 45, 11].

While the estimation of a scalar parameter in front of the highest order operator A; is well
studied in the literature [27, 36, 13, 14, 23], there is little known about estimating the lower or-
der coefficients or the full multivariate parameter 1. Relying on discrete space-time observa-
tions X (t5, ;) in case of (1.3) and in dimension d = 1, [9, 25, 54] have analysed power vari-
ations and contrast estimators. For two parameters in front of operators A; and As, [44] com-
puted the maximum likelihood estimator from M spectral measurements ((X (¢), e;))o<t<7.
j=1,..., M, where the e; are the eigenfunctions of Ay and (-,-) is the inner product on
L?(A). This leads as M — oo to rates of convergence depending on the differential order of
the operators Ay, Ao, but is restricted to domains and diagonalisable operators with known
ej, independent of ¥. In particular, in the spectral approach there is no known estimator for
the transport coefficient 9J- in (1.3). Estimators for nonlinearities or noise specifications are
studied e.g. by [12, 26, 21, 8]. X

In contrast, we construct an estimator 5 of ¥ on general domains and with arbitrary
possibly anisotropic Ay from local measurement processes X5, = ((X(t), Ks2,))o<t<T>
X = ((X(t), A7 K54, ))o<i<r for i =0,...,p and locations 1, ...,2x € A. The Ky, .
also known as point spread functions in optical systems [6, 7], are compactly supported
functions on subsets of A with radius § > 0 and centred at the x. They are part of the ob-
servation scheme and describe the physical limitation that point sources X (¢, x;) can only
be measured up to a convolution with the point spread function. Local measurements were
introduced in a recent contribution by [4] to demonstrate that a nonparametric diffusivity can
already be identified at &), from the spatially localised information X as d — 0 with 7" > 0
fixed. See [3] for robustness to semilinear perturbations and different noise configurations
besides space-time white noise. For more details on practical aspects of local measurements,
as well as a concrete example from cell biology [2], see Section 5.3 below.

_ Letus briefly describe our main contributions. Our first result extends the augmented MLE
s and the CLT of [4] to M = M () measurements and joint asymptotic normality of

(MYt (s, — 9))P_,, 6 —0.

This yields the convergence rates M /251~ for 1J;, with the fastest rate for diffusivity terms
with n; = 2 and the slowest rate for reaction terms with n; = 0. We then turn to the problem
of establishing optimality of these rates in case of (1.3). We compute the reproducing kernel
Hilbert space (RKHS) of the Gaussian measures induced by the laws of X and of the local
measurements. From this we derive minimax lower bounds, implying that the rates in the
CLT are indeed optimal, and provide conditions under which consistent estimation is impos-
sible. Combined with our CLT we deduce for general point spread functions K, with non-
intersecting supports that consistent estimation is possible if and only if M/251~" — oo.
Since M is at most of order § ¢, reaction terms cannot be estimated when d = 1.

Conceptually, spectral measurements can be obtained approximately from local measure-
ments on a dense grid over the entire domain by a discrete Fourier transform and we recover
the rates of convergence of [27] by taking M of maximal order 6.

The information geometry underlying local measurements is complex due to the non-
linear dependence of the solution X on 9 (cf. (2.1)) and the non-Markovian dynamics of
the processes X5, X g},;. This leads to a non-explicit likelihood function, making standard
MLE-based estimation and optimality results for continuously observed diffusion processes
[35] non-applicable in this context. Instead, we introduce a novel lower bound scheme for
Gaussian measures, which exploits that the Hellinger distance of their laws can be related to
properties of their RKHS. This is different from the lower bound approach of [4] for M =1
and paves the way to rigorous lower bounds for each coefficient and an arbitrary number
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of measurements. One of our key results states that the RKHS of the Gaussian measure
induced by X with Ay = A consists of all absolutely continuous k € L?([0,T]; L?(A)) with
Ah, k' € L?([0,T); L?>(A)) and its squared RKHS norm equals

AR 2013228y + W 122 o.17:22(ay) + 1 (=) /2RO 1) + (=AY R(T) 172

This surprisingly simple formula generalises the finite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck case
[38], and provides a route to obtain the RKHS of local measurements as linear transforma-
tions of X. To the best of our knowledge the RKHS of X has not been stated before in the
literature, and may be of independent interest, e.g. in constructing Bayesian procedures with
Gaussian process priors, cf. [58].

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 deals with the local measurement scheme, the
construction of our estimator and the CLT. Section 3 addresses the RKHS of X and of the
local measurements, while Section 4 presents the lower bounds for the rates established in
the CLT. Section 5 covers model examples, the boundary case for estimating zero order terms
in d = 2 and some practical aspects. All proofs are deferred to Section 6 and to the Appendix
A.

Basic notation. Throughout the paper, we work on a filtered probability space
(Q, F, (Ft)o<t<T,P). We write a < b if a < Cb for a universal constant C' not depending
on ¢, but possibly depending on other quantities such as 7" and A. Unless stated otherwise,
all limits are understood as § — 0 with non-decreasing M = M (§) possibly depending on 0.

The Euclidean inner product and distance of two vectors a,b € R” is denoted by a - b and
I,,xp is the identity matrix in RP*P. We write || - ||op for the operator norm of a matrix.
For an open set U C R? and p > 1, LP(U) is the usual LP-space with norm ||| r»(v) and the
inner product on L*(U) is denoted (-,-) r2(¢y. We write (-,-) = () r2a), ||| = ”'||L2(A).

Let H*(U) denote the usual Sobolev spaces and let H}(U) be the completion of the space
of smooth compactly supported functions C°(U) relative to the H*(U)-norm.

We write D;, D;; for partial derivatives. The gradient and Laplace operators are V,
A= Z?Zl D;;. The divergence of a d-dimensional vector field vis V - v = Zle D;v;. The
Laplace operator A will be considered with domain Hg(A) N H2(A), while with domain
H?(RY) it will be denoted by Ay.

For a Hilbert space H, the space L?([0,T];H) consists of all measurable functions h :
[0,7] — H with fOT [|h(t)]13,dt < oo. We write ||T|| s (3, 31,) for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm
of a linear operator 1" : H; — Ho between two Hilbert spaces H1, Hs.

2. Joint parameter estimation.

2.1. Setup. Letd € © C R be an unknown parameter. For i = 0,.. ., p, suppose that the
operators in (1.2) are of the form A=V -aDV + V. 4 @ for symmetric a(.’) € Rdxfl,
b € R? and ¢ € R, where for each i =1, ... ,p only one of the coefficients a(l)? b@, (@)
is non-vanishing. For each A;, the formal adjoint is A} =V - DV — V- b 4 O and its
differential order n; = ord(A ) €1{0,1, 2} is the number of non- Vanlshlng derivatives. With
ag=y "4, ;0D 4 a0 =37, 9;b® + b0 and ¢y = PRy + ¢, (1.2) gives

Ay=V - a9V + V- by+cy.
We suppose that ay is positive definite for all ¥} € ©. Then Ay is a strongly elliptic operator
and generates with domain Hg (A) N H?(A) an analytic semigroup (Sy(t))+>0 on L%(A) [46].

Considered with the same domain, the adjoint A% = " | 9; A¥ + A} generates the adjoint
semigroup (Sj(t))¢>0 [62, Section 2.5.3].



With an Fo-measurable initial value X and a cylindrical Wiener process W on L?(A)
define a process X = (X (¢))o<t<T by

t
.1) X ()= Sy(t) X0+ / Syt —t)dW ('), 0<t<T.
0

Due to the low spatial regularity of W this process is understood as a random element
with values in L?(A) C H; almost surely for a larger Hilbert space H; with an embed-
ding ¢ : L2(A) — H;1 such that ngLSg(t’)H%IS(LQ(A)’HI)dt’ < 00 [24, Remark 6.6]. Such an
embedding always exists. For example, 7{; can be realised as a negative Sobolev space (see
Section 6.2 below). Let H/ denote the dual space of #H; with the associated dual pairing
(-, Y2, x#; - Let (ex)k>1 be an orthonormal basis of L?(A) and let 3, be independent scalar
Brownian motions. Then, realising the Wiener process as W =, ., e; 3, we find for all

z€Hy C L?(A), 0 <t < T, that (see, e.g. [40, Lemma 2.4.1 and Proposition 2.4.5])

t
(X(1) — 59(0) X0, 2)at 70, = 3 /0 (Solt — 1')exs 2t crt; Ak (1)

k>1

:/O (S5t =)z, dW(t)).

According to [4, Proposition 2.1] and [40, Lemma 2.4.2] this allows us to extend the dual
pairings (X (t), 2)3;,x%; to a real-valued Gaussian process ((X(t),2))o<¢<7,zer2(A) bY

02 (X0, = (500 %0, + (S5 — )z dW (1))

(the notation (X (¢), z) is used for convenience and indicates that the process does not depend
on the embedding space 7). This process solves the SPDE (1.1) in the sense that for all
z€ HY(A)NH?*(A)and0<t<T

t
(2.3) (X(t),2) = (Xo,2) +/ (X (), Ayz)dt' + (W (t),2),
0
where (W (), 2)/z(| z2(a) is a scalar Brownian motion.
2.2. Local measurements, construction of the estimator. Introduce for z € L?(R?) the
scale and shift operation
(2.4) %a(y) =020 (y— 1)), wyeA, §>0.

Suppose that K € H 2(Rd) is an (unscaled) point spread function with compact support (see
Section 5 for concrete examples). Consider locations x1,...,x3 € A, M € N, and a resolu-
tion level 6 > 0, which is small enough to ensure that the point spread functions K, are sup-
ported on A. Local measurements of X at the locations z1, ..., xs at resolution ¢ correspond
to the continuously observed processes X, X 34” € L2([0,T;;RM), X € L2([0, T); RP*M),
where fori=1,...,p, k=1,.... M

(Xs)e = X5 = ((X(t), Ks.2,))o<t<T,
(X5 = X5 = (X (1), AjKs ) Jo<t<r,

(X5 = Xé?;é = ((X(t), 47 Ks.2,) Jot<T-
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According to (2.3), every local measurement is an It6 process
(2.5) dXs1(t) <Zz9 X )+ X ))dH— 1K || 2 ey AW (2)

with initial values X;;(0) = (Xo,K;,,) and scalar Brownian motions W (t) =
(W), Ksz) /1K || 2 (mey -

It should be noted that neither (2.5) nor the system of equations augmented with X 34, X 340
are Markov processes, because the time evolution at z; depends on the spatial structure of
the whole process X, and not only of X;. This is due to the infinite speed of propagation in
space by Sy(t). This also means the processes X, are not independent, even if the driving
noise processes W, are, e.g., due to non-overlapping supports of the Kjs,, as will be as-
sumed below. Therefore, standard results for estimating the parameters ¥; from continuously
observed diffusion processes by the maximum likelihood estimator (e.g., [35]) do not ap-
ply here. Instead, a general Girsanov theorem for multivariate It6 processes, cf. [39, Section
7.6], yields after ignoring conditional expectations, the initial value and possible correlations
between measurements the modified log-likelihood function

M

U5(9) = | K |17 oy ; (/OT (gﬁX;‘,‘,@(t) + X5 (t))dxg,k(t)
/ <Zz9 X )+ X )>2>dt.

Maximising ¢5(1)) with respect to ¥ leads to the estimator

(2.6) 195—1_1Z</ X3 (6)dX s (t /Xék )X(sAk()dt>

which we call augmented MLE generalising [2, Section 4.1], with observed Fisher informa-
tion

M.
2.7) Ty=Y / X OX5, ) T dt.
k=170

2.3. A central limit theorem. We show now that the augmented MLE U5 satisfies a CLT
as § — 0. Replacing d X5 () in the definition of the augmented MLE by the right hand side
in (2.5) yields the basic decomposition

(2.8) 05 =0+ | K|l 2wy Zy ' Ms

with the martingale term

(2.9) M _kZA: < /O ' X;{‘k(t)de(t)> .

If the Brownian motions W}, are independent, then the matrix Zs corresponds to the quadratic

co-variation process of M and we therefore expect I;l/ 2/\/15 to follow approximately a
multivariate normal distribution. The rate at which the estimation error in (2.8) vanishes
corresponds to the speed at which the components of the observed Fisher information diverge.
Exploiting scaling properties of the underlying semigroup (cf. Lemma 6.1), we will see that
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this depends on its action on the point spread functions K ., . We define a diagonal matrix
of scaling coefficients ps € RP*P,

(2.10) (ps)ii = ]\471/257”717

and make the following additional structural assumptions.

ASSUMPTION H.

(i) The functions A; K are linearly independent forall i =1,...,p.

(ii)) n;>1—d/2foralli=1,...,p.

(iii) The locations z, k=1,..., M, belong to a fixed compact set 7 C A, which is inde-
pendent of 0 and M. There exists 6’ > 0 such that supp(Ks 4, ) N supp(Ksz,) = 0 for
k+#landall 6 <¢'.

(V) sup,es [ E[(Xo, S5(t) AL K5 z)2]dt = o(62~2™) forall i = 1,...,p.

Assumption H(i) guarantees invertibility of the observed Fisher information, for a proof
see Section A.1.

LEMMA 2.1.  Under Assumption H(i), L is P-almost surely invertible.

The support condition in Assumption H(iii) is natural in applications, e.g., in microscopy.
It guarantees (K5, , K5 5,) = 0 and thus independence of the Brownian motions W/, in (2.5)
as § — 0. It holds for zj, which are separated by a Euclidean distance of at least C§ for
a fixed constant C, hence there are at most M = O(6~¢) such locations. The next lemma
shows that Assumption H(iv) on the initial value is satisfied in most relevant situations. For
a proof see again Section A.1.

LEMMA 2.2. Assumption H(ii) implies Assumption H(iv) for any Xy € L1(A), q > 2,
and if ¢y < 0 also for the stationary initial condition Xy = f?oo Sy (—t")dW (t').

We establish now the asymptotic behaviour of the observed Fisher information and a CLT
for the augmented MLE as the resolution § tends to zero. To this extent, consider the positive
operator —V -ayV with domain H2(R?). Its spectral calculus induces for each s € R the frac-
tional operator (—V - ayV)?®, which acts in the Fourier domain as the multiplication operator
with multiplier £ — (—& " ay€)?®, cf. [37] or [18, Chapter VL.5]. By positive definiteness of a,,
this means (—V - ayV)*z € L*(R%) as soon as & — |€|>*Fz(¢) € L*(R?) with the Fourier
transform J z. By usual Fourier calculus [18, Lemma VL.5.4], F D,z = i{; F z. Together with
Assumption H(ii), this means (—V - ayV) /2 A*K € L*(RY) foralli = 1,...,p.

THEOREM 2.3.  Under Assumption H the matrix Y.y € RP*P with entries
(B9)ij = (T/2)((=V - agV) VAT K, (=V - ayV) T PATK) 12z
is invertible and psZLsps 5 Yy as 6 — 0. Moreover, the augmented MLE satisfies the CLT
1,4 d
(p5Zsp5) 205 (95 — 9) S N (O, | K Paggor L), 50,
or, equivalently,

n A d -
(M2 (55 = 00)Py S N (O, | K |72 gy By ).
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Theorem 2.3 shows that parameters 1J; of an operator A; with differential order n; can
be estimated at the rate of convergence M /2§61~ Consistency requires M /251" — oo.
This excludes reaction terms 9; in d = 1 with n; =0 and M = O(§~1), but in d = 2 a loga-
rithmic rate holds for a restricted class of functions K, see Proposition 5.3. The asymptotic
variances for two parameters ;, ¢J; are independent if A7 K and A% K are orthogonal in the

geometry induced by ||(—=V - agV)~Y/2 || r2(rey- The theorem generalises [4, Theorem 5.3]
in the parametric case to the anisotropic setting with A/ measurement locations.

3. The RKHS. In Section 4, we show optimality of the rates of convergence appearing
in Theorem 2.3. A crucial ingredient for these lower bound considerations is a good under-
standing of the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) of the Gaussian measure induced
by the law of the observations when Ay = A.

We first derive the RKHS of the stochastic convolution (2.1) in a more general setting.
Suppose that A is an (unbounded) negative self-adjoint closed operator on a Hilbert space
(M, ||-||+) with domain D(A) C H such that Ae; = —\je; for a non-decreasing sequence
(Aj)j>1 of positive real numbers with 0 < A; < Ag <--- and an orthonormal basis (e;);>1
of H, and such that A generates a strongly continuous semigroup (S(t));>0 on H [18]. With
a cylindrical Wiener process W, consider the stationary stochastic convolution

t
3.1 X(1) :/ S(t— AW (1), >0,

—0o0
As discussed after (2.1) the process X = (X (¢))o<¢<7 is understood as a random element
with values in H C H; almost surely for some larger Hilbert space H;.

In what follows, we use the convention that a RKHS is denoted by the letter H. Moreover,
we add a subscript to indicate the process which is under consideration. For instance, H x de-
notes the RKHS of X considered as a Gaussian random variable taking values in the Hilbert
space L2([0,T];H1). Since the RKHS of X depends only on its distribution, the RKHS,
as well as its norm, in the next theorem are independent of the embedding space H; (see,
e.g., Exercise 2.6.5 in [22]). For the proof and some background on the RKHS of a Gaussian
measure see Section 6.2.

THEOREM 3.1. Let (Hx,|| || x) be the RKHS of the process X in (3.1). Let T > 1. Then
Hyx = {h € L*([0,T);H) : h absolutely continuous, Ah,h' € L*([0,T];H)}
and for h € Hx
115 = 4RI o 1300 + 17 Iaqoman + 140V 2ROV B, + I(~A)2R(T) B,
as well as

1615 < Bl ARIZ: (o.170) + 1PN Z2 0.1390) + 210 T2 0.17,90)-

Note that h,h', Ah € L?([0,T);H) implies that the map ¢+ (Ah(t), h(t)) is absolutely
continuous (cf. the proof of [19, Theorem 5.9.3] and the proof of Theorem 3.1), so that the
norm || - ||x is indeed well-defined. Theorem 3.1 generalises the result for scalar Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck processes to the infinite dimensional process X, cf. Lemma 6.8 below.

Next, as in (2.3), consider the Gaussian process ((X(t),2)#)t>0,.e%, Where the ‘inner
product’ here corresponds to

(X (1), 2y = / (S(t — 1)z, dW (),

—00
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satisfying (2.3) for z € D(A*) = D(A) by analogous arguments. We study the RKHS of
((X (), )1 )o<t< for finitely many z. A first proof considers z from the dual space of ;.
In that case, we can realise (X,z)y as a linear transformation of X by a bounded linear
map L from L?([0,T]; H1) to L2([0,T])M, and this allows for relating the RKHS of X and
(X, z)3 using Theorem 3.1. Another proof is presented in Section A.7, which circumvents
this by an approximation argument.

THEOREM 3.2. For Ky,..., Ky € D(A) and with X in (3.1) consider the process X i
with X (t) = ((X(t), Ki)2 ) |. Suppose that the Gram matrix G = ((Ky, K)3)1<k1<M
is non-singular, and let G 4 = ((AKy, AK)1)1<ki<m- Let T > 1. Then the RKHS (Hx ., || -
|x,) of Xk satisfies Hx,, = HM, where

H = {h € L*([0,T)) : h absolutely continuous,h’ € L*([0,T])}
and for h= (hy)M | € Hx,

1%, < GIGTHIZIGANop + 1G™ lop) ZHthp .7 + 216G~ 1HopZHh2HL2 (0,7))"
k=1

Theorem 3.2 (and its slight generalisation in (6.16)) can be used to compute the RKHS of
quite general observation schemes. In the specific case A = A and local measurements with
K}, = K., we obtain the following.

COROLLARY 3.3. Let (Hx,,| - ||x;) be the RKHS of X5 with respect to A=A, K €

H?(R%) with | K| 2(rey = 1, and points x1, ...,z such that supp(Ksz, ) C A for all k =

., M and supp(Ksz,) N supp(Ksy,) = 0 for all 1 < k # 1 < M. Suppose that §* <
|AK | 2gay and T > 1. Then HX(; = HM and for h = (hg)!L, € Hx,

IAK|72 g
1B, <4 )ZHhk”L2 ([0,77) +22HthL2 (0,7

Similar results hold for the RKHS of (X5, X{'), see Corollary A.4.

4. Optimality. In this section, we show that the rates of convergence M1/2§1—":
achieved by the augmented MLE for parameters ©; with respect to operators A; of order
n; = ord(A;) are indeed optimal and cannot be improved in our general setup. The proof
strategy (presented in Section 6.3) relies on a novel lower bound scheme for Gaussian mea-
sures by relating the Hellinger distance of their laws to properties of their RKHS. The Gaus-
sian lower bound is then applied to one-dimensional submodels (Py)ygco, with Ay from (1.3)
assuming a sufficiently regular kernel function K and a stationary initial condition.

ASSUMPTION L. Suppose that Py corresponds to the law of the stationary solution X
to the SPDE (1.1) and assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) The kernel function satisfies K = A?K with K € C2°(R%).
(ii) The models are Ay = V1A 4+ 95(V - b) + I3 for J € RR?, a fixed unit vector b € R%, and
where 9 lies in one of the parameter classes

01 ={9=(91,0,0) : 91 > 1},
O, = {19: (1,192,0) 109 € [0, 1]},
@3 = {19: (1,0,193) : 193 < 0}.
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(iii) Let x1,...,zps be J-separated points in A, that is, |z — x| > 6 forall 1 <k #1 <
M. Moreover, suppose that supp(Ks,,) C A for all k=1,...,M and supp(K5z,) N
supp(Ks,) =0 forall 1 <k #1< M.

The parameter classes ©; correspond to the cases of estimating the diffusivity ¢;, transport
coefficient 15 and reaction coefficient 13 in front of operators A; with differential orders ny =
2, ng =1, n3 = 0. We start with a non-asymptotic lower bound when only X is observed.

THEOREM 4.1.  Grant Assumption Lwith M > 1, T > 1 and let i € {1,2,3}. Then there
exist constants c1,cg > 0 depending only on K and an absolute constant c3 > 0 such that the
following assertions hold:

() If 6™~ //TM < 1 and 6 < ¢y, then

in IP’(|19 z9|>025m1)>

mn sup 9 i, — Ui 2> — c3.

5, see, CN T2 VTM
[9—(1,0,0) 7| <es 20

(i) If 6™~ /\/TM > 1 and § < c1, then

inf sup Py (|9 — ¥i| > c2/2) > c3.
B, 9€0,
[9—(1,0,0)T|<cz

In (i) and (ii), the infimum is taken over all real-valued estimators 19,, = &i(Xg).

Several comments are in order for the above result. First, by Markov’s inequality
Theorem 4.1 also implies lower bounds for the squared risk. Second, part (ii) detects set-
tings under which consistent estimation is impossible. For instance, if ¢ = 2, then consistent
estimation is impossible for 7' =1 (resp. 7" bounded) and M = 1, that is, if only a single
spatial measurement is observed in a bounded time interval. A similar conclusion holds in
the case 7 = 3, in which case consistent estimation is even impossible in a full observation
scheme with M = [¢§~?] locations for d < 2 and T bounded. Third, part (i) of Theorem 4.1
shows that the different rates in our CLT are minimax optimal. In particular, it easily implies
an asymptotic minimax lower bound when § — 0. A first important case is M =1 and ¢ =1
in which case Theorem 4.1 also follows from Proposition 5.12 in [4] and gives the rate of
convergence &. For M = [c5~%] we get the following.

COROLLARY 4.2. Grant Assumption L with M = [c¢d=], § — 0 and T > 1, and let
i€{1,2,3). If ni — 1+ d/2 > 0, then

liminfinf  sup  Py(6 ™2 — ;] > ) >0,
020 9, |9—(1,0,0)7|<ex

where the infimum is taken over all real-valued estimators 0; = @i(X(;).

Similar optimality results have been derived in [27] for the case of M spectral measure-
ments. Provided there exists an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions (ej)}?il of Ay indepen-
dent of ¥ (e.g., in the case ¢ = 1 or ¢ = 3), it is possible to estimate ©}; from M spectral mea-
surements ((X (t),e;))o<t<T,1<j<m Withrates M~ orlogM if T =n;/d—1/d+1/2>0
or 7 = 0, respectively. Consistent estimation fails to hold for 7 < 0. While [27] obtained
asymptotic efficiency by combining Girsanov’s theorem with LAN techniques, these rates
can also be derived from Lemma A.5 combined with a version of Lemma 6.11. For § =
cM~1/? the rate in Corollary 4.2 and Theorem 2.3 coincides with M ~7 if 7> 0, and 7 = 0
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is again a boundary case. Regarding the latter case, we briefly discuss in Section 5 that a
non-negative point spread function achieves the log M -rate when ¢ = 3 and d = 2.

Recall that the augmented MLE ¢ depends also on the measurements X 34. We show next
that including them into the lower bounds does not change the optimal rates of convergence.

THEOREM 4.3.  Theorem 4.1 remains valid when the infimum is taken over all real-
valued estimators ¥; = V0;(Xs, X5, XY'?), provided that K, AK and (V - b)K are linearly
independent and Assumption L holds for K, AK and (V -b)K.

5. Applications and extensions.
5.1. Examples. Let us illustrate the main results in two examples.

EXAMPLE 5.1. Suppose Ay = 1A 4+ 92V - b+ ¢ for ¥ > 0. This corresponds to (1.2)
with Ag =¢, A1 = A, Ay =V -b for ¢c € R and a unit vector b € R?, and with differen-
tial orders n; = 2, ng = 1. A typical realisation oﬁ the solution X in d = 1 can be seen in
Figure 1(left). For known ¢, the augmented MLE )5 is a consistent estimator of ¢ € R? by
Theorem 2.3, attaining the optimal rates of convergence M/25=1, M'/2 for the diffusivity
and the transport terms, respectively according to the lower bounds in Theorem 4.1. If we
suppose for simplicity || K[| ;2(ge) = 1, then the CLT holds with a diagonal matrix

Yy = % diag (||VK\|§2(RJ), [(=Ag)~Y2(V - b)KH?B(Rd)) ,
1
implying that 19571 and 1%72 are asymptotically independent.

Figure 1(right) presents root mean squared errors in d = 1 for local measurements obtained
from the data displayed in the left part of the figure with K (x) = exp(—5/(1 — 2%))1(—~1 <
x < 1) and the maximal choice of M =< §~!. We see that the optimal rates of convergence,
and even the exact asymptotic variances (blue dashed lines) are approached quickly as § — 0.
For comparison, we have included in Figure 1(right) estimation errors for an estimator s
without the correction factor depending on the lower order ‘nuisance operator’ Ag in (2.6).
We can see that this introduces only a small bias, which is negligible as § — 0.

EXAMPLE 5.2. Consider now Ay = %A + 92V - b+ 93 such that A1, Ay are as in the
last example, but now also Ag =0, A3 =1 with n3 = 0. If d > 3 and M /25 — o, then the
CLT in Theorem 2.3 applies with optimal rates of convergence as in the last example for 95 1,
5,2 and with rate M 1/2§ for the reaction term ¥)3. Using integration by parts we find

HVKH%2(Rd) 0 -1
Yy = 20, 0 H(_AO)A/Q(V'b)KH%z(Rd) 0 )
-1 0 1(=20)" 2K, g

so we have pairwise asymptotic independence of diffusion and transport estimators, as well
as of transport and reaction estimators. Similar numerical results as in the first example were
obtained, but details are omitted.

5.2. A boundary case: estimation in d = 2. Theorem 2.3 is not valid for d < 2 and re-
action terms 1J; with differential order n; = 0. The singularities of the heat kernel on R? in
d < 2 (cf. the discussion before Theorem 2.3) can be avoided for sufficiently regular K, e.g.,
by assuming K = AK for some K € H*(R?). In that case, the CLT still holds with the same
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space
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time log;(0)
Figure 1: (left) heat map for a typical realisation of X (¢, z) corresponding to (1.1) in d =1
with domain A = (0,1) in Example 5.1; (right) log;,log;, plot of the root mean squared
errors for estimating ¢; and 92 in Example 5.1.

proof, but consistency towards 1J; is lost, because M /2§ does not diverge. Nevertheless, we
show now that in d = 2 for non-negative K, a logarithmic rate holds. This is consistent with
results for the MLE from spectral observations in d = 2, cf. [27]. For a proof see SectionA.2.
For simplicity, only a simplified model is considered.

PROPOSITION 5.3.  Suppose that d =2, Ay = A+ ford € R, X(0) =0 and M5? — 1
as 6 — 0. If K >0 and K # 0, then 05 =9 + Op(log(6~1)~1/2).

5.3. Practical aspects. In this section, we outline a precise situation where local mea-
surements arise, and how the augmented MLE can be applied, even if the additional mea-
surements X 3‘},@ are not available.

Optical measurements of physical or chemical concentrations X (¢) at a focal point zj €
A are obtained as (normalised) counts of certain markers, e.g., photons [17]. According to
classical microscopy [34], diffraction leads to a blurred image of X (¢), and the blur pattern
can be described by convolution with a specific point spread function, which can be written
as

(5.1) Xsp(t) = (X (1), K5z ) = (X (1) % Ks)(z),  Ks(y) = 0V2K (=6 1y).

It is reasonable to assume that the additional measurement noise due to photon counting is
negligible and that measuring happens on faster time scales than the dynamics of X.

The resolution § is specific to the measurement device and determines how far focal points
can be apart to distinguish them [34, Definition 2.5]. The point spread function depends
inversely on ¢, and is often approximated by a normal density with standard deviation §
[6]. This phenomenon is the source for the large number of statistical works on Gaussian
deconvolution. In applications, both the point spread function and the resolution § are usually
known, and can even be engineered to meet desired specifications [7]. Note that multiplicative
constants such as the scaling of K, cancel out in the augmented MLE and therefore play
no role for parameter estimation.

If we have (time discrete) local measurements (5.1) at our disposal, then exchanging dif-
ferentiation and convolution gives

X = (X(t) % ATKs)(ar) = AF(X (1) * Kg) (ap).

This can be approximated by finite differences. For example, if A; = A and x_1 =z — de;,
Tr+1 = T+ 0e; are ‘neighbours’ of xy, in the ¢-th coordinate with the unit vector e;, separated
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by a distance ¢, then Xg},; (t) can be approximated by 6 =2 (X k11 (t) — 2 X5k (t) + X5 x—1(¢))-
Using suitable Riemann sum approximations for Lebesgue and stochastic integrals, we thus
obtain a discretised version of the augmented MLE ;.

While a full analysis of such discretisation schemes is beyond the scope of this paper, we
shortly report on a recent case study for cell motility, using the augmented MLE for real
and simulated data [2, Sections 5 and 6]. There, the first component of a coupled stochastic
activator-inhibitor system (X7, X5) follows a semi-linear SPDE with diffusity ¢, reaction
function f and noise level o > 0,

dX1(t) = (PAX, (1) + F(X1(t), Xa()))dt + odW (1)

The equation models the change in actine concentration along the cell cortex during cell
repolarisation. In [43], on a time grid of up to 256 seconds M = 100 measurements for 18
different cells, expected to have about the same diffusivities, were used to fit parameters in
the deterministic PDE with ¢ = 0. In [2], the same data were taken as local measurements
from X (t), and ¥ was estimated by the discretised augmented MLE as discussed above,
providing a biologically reasonable magnitude for ¥, which can be used to distinguish the
mechanisms contributing to diffusion. The resolution § was found as an upper bound on the
spatial mesh size. The estimates are stable across the cell populations as opposed to [43],
which averaged the different estimates across cells to reduce ‘noise’, and obtained in this
way a much inflated average diffusivity.

6. Proofs.
6.1. Proof of the central limit theorem.

6.1.1. Preliminaries. We write As, = {671 (y — x) 1y € A}, Ag, = R and introduce
with domains H¢ (A ) N H?(As,) the operators

(6.1) Aﬁﬁ@ =V - -ayV+6V-by+ 52079, /11975,95 =V - ayV.

They generate the analytic semigroups (Sy.s..(t))e>0 and (Sg.5..(t))i>0 on L?(As ). Sim-
ilarly, the adjoint operators A} ;. and Aj ;  generate with the same domains the adjoint

semigroups (S5 5 .(t))e>0 and (Sj 5 ,(¢))i>0. When ay is the identity matrix, then we also

write A5, = Ay s, and etBse — Sy9.5.2(t). Moreover, e®o and etV' @V are semigroups on

L*(R?) generated by Ag and V - ayV, respectively, with domain H?(R?). We often use im-
plicitly that z € L?(As,,) extends to an element of L?(R?) by setting z(y) = 0 outside of
As . The A; and their formal adjoints A7 are considered as differential operators on suffi-
ciently weakly differentiable functions without boundary conditions.

6.1.2. The rescaled semigroup. In this section we collect some results on the semigroup
operators Sy(t) and their actions on localised functions zs ,(-) = 6~%22(671(- — 2)).

By a standard-PDE result (see, e.g., [31, Example I11.6.11] or [48, equation (5.1)]), the
operator Ay 5, and the generated semigroup are diagonalizable [18, Example 2.1 in Section
I1.2]. This yields the useful representations

(62)  Ags.=Ussc(Agse+ 52519)U19f§,x7 S 5.(t) = el Uﬁ,a,xgﬂ,a,x(t)%fix

with the multiplication operators Uy 5.2(y) = exp(—(ay'by) - (8y + x)/2)z(y) and with
oy =cy — by - (Cbglbﬁ). Observe the following scaling properties.

LEMMAG6.1. Letd>6>0,z€ A, i=1,...,p.
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() Ifz € H& (A57z) N H2(A57$), then A;‘Z(;’x =)™ (AZ‘Z)(;’x, A:;Z(;,x = 5_2(141*975@2)5@.
(i) If z € L*(Asa), t >0, then Sj(t)z5.0 = (S} 5., (t67)2)5.0-

PROOF. Part (i) is clear, part (ii) follows analogously to [4, Lemma 3.1]. [

The semigroup on the bounded domain As , is after zooming in as 6 — 0 intuitively close
to the semigroup on R%. The next result makes this precise, uniformly in z € J.

LEMMA 6.2. Under Assumption H(iii) the following holds:

(i) There exists C > 0 such that if z € C.(R?) is supported in (), 7 Nsx for some § > 0,
then for all t > 0

sup (85,6 (0)2) ()| < Ce (VY [2)(y), yeR:
IS

(i) If z € L*(R?), then as § — 0 for all t > 0

sup (155 5..(t) (2]a,..) — €V %V 2 || L2y = 0.
zeJ

PROOF. (i). By (6.2) and noting that the function y — exp(—(ay 'by) - (6y + x)/2) is
uniformly upper and lower bounded on [, 7 0oz, we get

sup | (55,5, ()2) ()| S € (8,522 (y), yeR?.
xeJ
It is therefore enough to prove the claim with respect to 5*1975733 and with |z| instead of z. By
the classical Feynman-Kac formulas (cf. [30, Chapter 4.4], the anisotropic case is an easy
generalisation, which can also be obtained by a change of variables leading to a diagonal
diffusivity matrix ay, which corresponds to d scalar heat equations) we have with a process
Yi=y+ aé/ 2Wt and a d-dimensional Brownian motion W, all defined on another probability
space with expectation and probability operators E,,, Py, that (e!V**V 2)(y) = E,[2(Y;)] and
Sy.5.0(t)2(y) =E, [2(Y:)1 (t < 75,)] with the stopping times 75, := inf{t > 0: Y; ¢ A5, }.
The claim follows now from

Slel?(gw,a,z(t)ld)(y) <Ey[l2(Y)]] = (VY2 (y).

x

(ii). By an approximation argument it is enough to consider z € C.(A) and 0 < § < ¢’ such
that z is supported in As ,, hence 2|5, , = z for all such §. Compactness of 7 according to
Assumption H(iii) guarantees for sufficiently small § the existence of a ball with centre 0
and radius pé—! for some p > 0, contained in Nz 7oz With this and the representation

formulas in (i), combined with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have for all y € R?

sup |(Sp,6.2(1)2) (y) — (VY 2)(y)]* = sup [E, [2(Y:)1(75,, < 1)]
ze€J zeJ

< sup By [2* (Y2)[Py (15, < 1) < (V7Y 2%) (y)Py (max |Ys| > pd ")
zeJ 0<s<t

< (V002 () By (max (W] > 5671) 5 (700 V22) () (51/2757) 5 0
<s<
as 6 — 0 for another constant p, concluding by [30, equation (2.8.4)]. Since
etV @V 22| LR < 12113, (%)’ dominated convergence proves the claim when by = 0,
cy = 0. The general case is then an easy consequence of the last display and (6.2). O



14

We require frequently quantitative statements on the decay of the action of the semigroup
operators Sj 5 . (t) as t — oo when applied to functions of a certain smoothness and integra-
bility. This is well-known for an analytic semigroup, but is shown here to hold true for all §
and uniformly in z € J.

LEMMA 6.3. Let0<6<1,t>0, x € J and 1 < p < oo. Moreover, let z € LP(AM)
if1<p<ooand z € C(Asy) with z=0 on O\s 4 if p= oc. Then it holds with implied
constants not depending on x:

145 5,255 622l o as) St r(As)-

PROOF. Apply first the scaling in Lemma 6.1 in reverse order such that with 1 <p < oo
1A 5255622 Lo(a,) = 69 27T A% 5 (462) 254 || Lo () -

If p < oo, by the semigroup property for analytic semigroups in [5, Theorem V.2.1.3], the
LP(A)-norm is up to a constant upper bounded by (£6?) ™! ||zs.¢ || £»(a)- and the claim follows.
The same proof applies to p = oo, noting that A} generates an analytic semigroup on {u €
C(A),u=0o0n 0A}, cf. [47, Theorem 7.3.7]. O

The proof for the next result relies on the Bessel-potential spaces Hy" (As ), 1 < p < oo,
s € R, defined for § > 0 as the domains of the fractional Dirichlet-Laplacian (—AM)S/ 2 on
As,p with norms ||| g=p(a, ) = ||(—A5,x)5/2-||Lp(AM), see [16] for details and also Section
6.2 below. Since ay is positive definite, the norms ||| :.» (5, ,) are equivalently generated by
the fractional powers of —Aﬁﬁ,x [62, Theorem 16.15].

LEMMA 64. Let 0<0<1,t>0, 1<p<2 and grant Assumption H(iii). Let z €
H§(RY), s >0, be compactly supported in (¢ 7 Nsz, suppose that Vs @ LP(Asy) —
H *P(As,.) are bounded linear operators with ||Vs o 2|| gr-s.0(a;..) < Vopll 2|l Lr(as..) for some

Vop independent of 9, x. Then for 1 <p <2 and ~y = (1/p — 1/2)d/2 there exists a constant
C > 0, depending on p and s such that

SUD (157 5.0 (Vo l2a, ) < Ce™ sup (Va2 20a,) A Vopt ™7 2llnnia ) -
zeJ zeJ
If s =0, then this holds also for p = 1.

PROOF. Set u = Vj,z, v = Uygsu. The Uy s, are bounded operators on LQ(AM) uni-
formly in 6 > 0 and = € J and thus by (6.2)

(6.3) 155 5.0 ()l 22 (a5 ) S € 189,60tV | 22(as .-

Let first s = 0 such that H, *?(R%) = LP(R?). Ellipticity and symmetry of ay show
1€V @V o] p2(mey < ||€tClAO|’U|||L2(Rd) for a constant C’ > 0 (use either [51] or argue that
the semigroup e'V'*V on acts on L?(R%) as a multiplication operator in the Fourier domain
according to [18, Section VL.5], which can be upper bounded by the identity operator). Ap-
proximating u by continuous and compactly supported functions, we thus find from Lemma
6.2(i) and hypercontractivity of the heat kernel on R? uniformly in 2 € J

Eot62 || CEA G162, — Foto?—
155 5.0 (0w | L2(as.) S €% (€20 0] (| p2mey S €t (Jull poray S €%t |1 2]l 1o (re)-

This yields the result for s = 0. These inequalities hold also for p = 1, thus proving the
supplement of the statement. For s > 0 and p > 1 note first that by [3, Proposition 17(i)] we
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have || (—tzzl’&g,a;)5/25(19757:5(1‘5)2“[12(/&6@) S I2llz2(a,., )- Inserting this and then the last display

—5/2y into (6.3) we get

with u replaced by (—Ay 5.
155,60 (01 |22y S €™ (= Ao,52)*2 89,50 (8) (= Ay 5.0) 0| 2,
S 80 50t/ Ao )™ 0 2(ns) S T o e,

uniformly in x € J. Note that the Uy s, also induce a family of multiplication operators
on Hg P (Rd) for s > 0 with operator norms uniformly bounded in x € 7, cf. [55, Theorem
2.8.2]. By duality and restriction this transfers to H;"(A; ) for general s according to [55,
Theorem 3.3.2]. Hence,

E,9t62t—s/2—'y ||U ||H < 6579t62 —s/2— W

196 5.0 ()wllL2(a,.) S € (M) S opllZllLe(rsn) O
6.1.3. Covariance structure of multiple local measurements.

LEMMA 6.5. (i) If Xo = 0, then the Gaussian process from (2.2) has mean zero and
covariance function

Cov((X(t),z),(X(t'),z’>):/0A (SH(t—s)z, S5t — s)2")ds.

(i) If Xg is the stationary initial condition from Lemma 2.2, then the Gaussian process from
(2.2) has mean zero and covariance function

Cov((X (), 2), (X (), 7)) = /0 TUSH (L= 1) + 5)2, 85(s)2 ) ds, 1> 1.

PROOF. Part (i) follows from (2.2) and It6’s isometry [15, Proposition 4.28]. For part (ii)
we conclude in the same way from noting that the stationary solution given by (X (¢), z) =
[t (S5(t — s)2,dW (s)) has mean zero. O

Introduce for i, =1,...,p

1
Uy (AJ K ATK) = (=Y - ayV) " PATK, (=Y g V) VP ATK) oo,

which is well-defined under Assumption H. by the discussion before Theorem 2.3.

LEMMA 6.6. Grant Assumption H and let Xq = 0. We have as § — 0

S 2t (M) 12 / ), A K52, ) (X (1), A5 K5z, )] dt — (AT K, ASK).

PROOF. Fix i,j with n; + n; > 2 — d. Then, applying Lemma 6.5(i), the scaling from
Lemma 6.1 and changing variables give

§=24netn; (A1) 1§ : / 1), A K50 ) (X (1), AT Ky 0,)] it = / F()dt!
0
with

T
<S’l>;,5,$k (t/)A;kK, S;;,(ixk (t/)A;K>L2(A&zk) /0 l{ogt/§t5—2}dt.

M=

fs(t) = (MT)~

B
Il
—
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Consider now the differential operators Vs, = A7. If D™ is a composition of m partial
differential operators, then Theorem 1.43 of [62] yields that D™ is a bounded linear oper-
ator from LP(A) to Hy ™ (A), implying || D™ Ky, |- r(a) S 0™ | K5, || 1s(a)- Since
(D™K)s 5, = 0™ D™K; 5, , changing variables gives || D™ K ||H7m,p(A57mk) S|IK ||LP(A57%).
From this we find [[Vso, K| g—rir(as.) < Kl Loz, Vo K l2(as.,) S 1K s me)»
and Lemma 6.4 shows for 0 < ¢ <762, € > 0 and all sufficiently small § > 0

(6.4) sup (|55 5. (1) AF Kl 2(a,,) STA (#') s/ 2d/ A
xeJ ”

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get | fs(#')| < 1A (/) ~"™/2~"/2=4/242¢ 1p particular,
taking € so small that n; +n; > 2 — d — 4e yields sups~ | f5| € L*([0,00)). Lemma 6.2(ii),
Lemma 6.1(ii) and continuity of the L?-scalar product show now pointwise for all ¢ > 0 that
fs() = (e2'V oV AXK, A5 K) 12(re). Conclude by the dominated convergence theorem and

Jo (VN ATK, AYK) o (gaydt! = Uy (AT K, ASK). O

LEMMA 6.7. Grant Assumption H and let Xo = 0. If n; +n; >2—d fori,j=1,...,p,
then supe r Var(fo (X (6), 47 K o) (X(2), A7 K5 )dt) = o542,

PROOF. Applying the scaling from Lemma 6.1 and using Wicks theorem [28, Theorem
1.28] we have for x € J

T
g2 ar ([0, 4K ) (X (1), A7 ) )
0

T
= Var ([ 000, (AT K)5.) (X (@), (A} Ko )it) = Vi + Vo
0
with Vi = V; (AT K, AT K, AK, A}‘K), Vo=V, (ATK, ASK,ASK, A?K), and where for
v,V 2,2 € L*(Asz)

T T
Vielo.t's202) = [ [ BUK0, 060 (X005, BUX ). 20 (X(0). 2 .

We only upper bound Vi, the arguments for V5 are similar. Set f; j(s,s") = (S} 5.(s +
s"VATK, S 5..(8)ATK) 12(a,,)- Using Lemma 6.5(i) and the scaling in Lemma 6.1 we have

T pt5—2 t6—2—s t6—2—s
Vi = 256/ / (/ fiyi(s,s’)ds’> (/ f]-,j(s,s")ds") dsdt,
0o Jo 0 0

cf. [4, Proof of Proposition A.9]. From (6.4) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we infer
sup |fz i(s’ Sl)fjj(sy S//)| <(1 A S—(ni+nj)/2—d/2+25)(1 A Sl—m/Q—d/4+5)(1 A Sl/—nj/Z—d/4+s)
xej k) ) ~

for € > 0, which gives

T6 2 T2
sup V1] < 56/ (1A s‘"i/Q_”f/Q_d/“%)ds/ (1 A o/ ~ne/2-d/442y g
xeJ 0 0

T52
/ (1/\8//—nj/27d/4+5)d811
0

< 56(1 V 5m+n_7»+d—2—45)(1 V 6m+d/2—2—25)(1 V 5”-7+d/2_2_2€).

Without loss of generality let n; < n;. For € small enough, we can ensure gritnitd=2—de <1
asn;+n; >2—d.Ind < 2 only the pairs (n;,n;) € {(0,0), (0,1)} are excluded, and in every
case the claimed bound holds. The same applies to d > 3 for all pairs (n;,n;). O
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6.1.4. Proof of Theorem 2.3.

PROOF. We begin with the observed Fisher information. Suppose first Xo = 0. Under
Assumption H we find that n; +mn; >2 —d forall 7,5 =1,...,p in all dimensions d > 1. It
follows from Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7 that

(psTsps)iy = 6~ 2Htms M= 12 / ), AF K50 ) (X (£), AT K50, )t

= T\IJﬁ(A;kK, A*K) + Op(l) = (219)2‘]‘ + O[P(l).

This yields for Xo = 0 the wanted convergence psZsps RN Yy. In order to extend this to
the general Xy from Assumption H, let X be defined as X, but starting in X(0)=0
such that for v € L2(A), (X(t),v) = (X(t),v) + (S9(t)Xo,v). If Zs is the observed
Fisher information corresponding to X, then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, with v; =
supy, 02" 2f0 (Xo,S5(t)A; K(;,xk>2dt,
= = \1/2 1 1/2,1/2 172, 1/2

(psZ5p5)i; — (psZsps)is| < (psLsps)ii v -/ + (psZsps) [P0}% 0,/ Uj/ :
By the first part, (psZsps):i is bounded in probability and Assumption H(iv) gives v; = op(1)
for all 7. From this obtain again the convergence of the observed Fisher information. Regard-
ing the invertibility of >, let A € R? such that

0= Z AN (20)ij _Txpﬁ(ZA ATK, Z/\ ATK).
i,j=1
By the definition of Wy this implies e!¥ %V (3P | \;A*K) = 0 for all ¢t > 0 and thus
> P MAFK = 0. Since the functions A K are linearly independent by Assumption H(i),
conclude that X is invertible.

We proceed next to the proof of the CLT. The augmented MLE and the statement of the
limit theorem remain unchanged when K is multiplied by a scalar factor. We can therefore
assume without loss of generality that || K| >(gs) = 1. By the basic error decomposition (2.8)
and because Xy is invertible, this means

(6.5) (p5T5p5) 205 (D5 — 0) = (psTsps) /222 (55 psMs).

Note that Ms = M(T") corresponds to a p-dimensional continuous and square integrable
martingale (M (t))o<:<7 With respect to the filtration (F;)o<;<7 evaluated at t = 7. In view
of Assumption H(iii) let § < ¢’ such that for s,¢ > 0 and k, k¥’ with the Kronecker delta dy, ;-

E[Wk(S)Wk/ (t)] = (8 A t) <K§,rkaK5,mk/> = (S A t)&hk/.

This means that the Brownian motions W}, and W}, are independent for &k # £’ and thus their
quadratic co-variation process at ¢ is [Wy, Wy |; = td, ;. From this infer that the quadratic
co-variation process of the martingale (Ms(t))o<i<r at t =T for § < ¢’ is equal to

[M§T— / X§/<: X(Sk’ ) d[Wk7Wk’}t:I§
k,k'=1

Theorem A.1 now implies 251/2/)5./\/15 “ N (0, I,xp). Conclude in (6.5) by psZsps R Yy
and Slutsky’s lemma. ]
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6.2. RKHS computations. The proofs of the RKHS results from Section 3 are achieved
by basic operations on RKHS, in particular under linear transformation (see, e.g., [38, Chap-
ter 4] or [59, Chapter 12]).

Recall the stationary process X in (3.1) and that Ae; = —\je; with eigenvalues 0 < Ay <
Ao < --- and an orthonormal basis (ej) j>1 of H. The cylindrical Wiener process can be
realised as W =5 j>16j Bj for independent scalar Brownian motions 3; and we obtain

(6.6) Z/ =0aB; (e = Yj(t)ey,

j>1 7>1
with independent stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes Y satisfying
dy; (t) = —/\jY}(t)dt + dﬁj (t)

For a sequence (1) of non-decreasing, positive real numbers, take 7{; to be the closure of
‘H under the norm

1
2173, ZZE@,@%,
J

Jj=1

such that H is continuously embedded in H;. If for 0 <t <T

(6.7) / IS Fis (7000 = Z/ 1S(t)e; |13, dt’ = Z / e 2 dt < 0,

j>1 ]>1

then we conclude by [15, Theorem 5.2] that the law of X induces a Gaussian measure on
the Hilbert space L%([0,7];H1). A first universal choice is given by u; = j for all j > 1.
Moreover, if A is a second order elliptic differential operator, then Weyl’s law [52, Lemma
2.3] says that the \; are positive real numbers of the order 42/ meaning that the choice

i = )\j/ is possible whenever s > 0 and s + 1 > d/2. In this case, H; corresponds to a
Sobolev space of negative order —s induced by the eigensequence (A, e;);>1.

Let us introduce some background on the RKHS of a centred Gaussian random variable
Z, defined on a separable Hilbert space Z. Its covariance operator C'; is necessarily positive
self-adjoint and trace-class. This means, by the spectral theorem, there exist strictly positive
eigenvalues (JJQ-) j>1 and an associated orthonormal system of eigenvectors (u;);>1 such that

Cz =5 i>1 0]2 (uj ® uj). Associate with Z (or rather with the induced centred Gaussian

measure) the so-called kernel or RKHS (Hy, || - ||z), where
_ . 2 _ <ujvh'>22
(6.8) Hy={he Z:|h|z <o}, 1h% =" -
Jj=1 J

(see, e.g., [38, Example 4.2] and also [38, Chapters 4.1 and 4.3] and [22, Chapter 3.6] for
other characterizations of the RKHS of a Gaussian measure or process). Alternatively, we
have Hy = C’;/QZ and ||h||z = ||C§1/2h||z for h € Hyz. A useful tool to compute the RKHS
is the fact that the RKHS behaves well under linear transformation. More precisely, if L :
Z — Z' is a bounded linear operator between Hilbert spaces, then the image L(Z) is a
centred Gaussian random variable with RKHS L(Hz) and norm [|h|;(z) = inf{[|f[|z : f €
Lflh} (see Proposition 4.1 in [38] and also Chapter 3.6 in [22]).

6.2.1. RKHS of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. We start by computing the RKHS
(Hy,,|||ly,) of the processes Y;. We show that the RKHS is equal to the set H from
Theorem 3.2, and therefore independent of j, while the corresponding norm depends on A;.
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LEMMA 6.8. For every j > 1 we have Hy, = H and

(6.9) 1Rl = AZlAI T2 0.7y + Ad (BT + h2(0)) + 10172 g0 -

PROOF. By Example 4.4 in [38], a scalar Brownian motion (5(t))o<t<7 starting in
zero has RKHS Hg = {h : h(0) = 0, h absolutely continuous, h, h’ € L*([0,T])} with norm

1R]|5 = fOT(h’(t))2 dt. Moreover, the Brownian motion (3(t))o<;<7 with B(t) = Xo + B(t),
where Xy is a standard Gaussian random variable independent of (3(t))o<¢<7 has RKHS

T
Hy={a+h:acRheHs)=H, ]hH%—/O (W(£))2 dt + h2(0),

as can be seen from Proposition 4.1 in [38] or Example 12.28 in [59]. To compute the RKHS
of Y; we now proceed similarly as in Example 4.8 in [38]. Define the bounded linear map L :
L2([0,e2MT — 1)) — L2([0,T)), (Lf)(t) = (2);)"2e _)"tf( 2At —1). Then we have L3 =
Y; in distribution and L is bijective with inverse L™ h(s) = 1/2X;(s + 1)h((2);) ~log(s +

)), 0 < s <e?MT — 1. By Proposition 4.1 in [38] (see also the dlscusswn after (6.8)), we
conclude that Hy, = L(Hpz) = L(H) = H with

22, T

et —1 d 2
2 _ 71112 — a , L 12
IlI3, = 1L~ "R /0 (ds 2)\J(s+1)h(2/\ log(s+1))> ds + 2);h2(0)

- COh(0) + 1 (0)2 e+ 20,12(0)
0

T T
:Aj/o B2(t) dt + X\ (W(T) + h (0))+/0 (W(8)2dt. 0

6.2.2. RKHS of the SPDE. We compute next the RKHS of the process X. Let us start
with the following series representation, which is independent of H .

LEMMA 6.9. The RKHS (Hx, || - || x) of the process X in (3.1) satisfies

Hy ={h=">"hje;hy € H,|hllx < oo} and |l =D Il
Jj=1 Jj=1

Note that h € L?([0,T);H) if and only if h = >_j>1hje; with by € L2([0,T)) and

> s thﬂzﬁ([oﬂ) < o0. In this case we have h; = (h,e;) for all j > 1. Moreover, since

the \; are bounded from below by a positive constant, we conclude that Hx is indeed a
subspace of L2([0,T];H).

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.9. Choose 1 = j forall j > 1. Then X = Zj>1j_1Yjéj with or-
thonormal basis €; = je; of H; and the covariance operator C'x of X is given by

Cx : L2([0,T); Ha) = L2((0, T Ha), Y fié5— Y 5 2 (Cy, f3)é
j>1 7>1

with Cy, : L*([0,T]) — L*([0,T7]) being the covariance operator of Y;. Hence, using the
definition of the RKHS given after (6.8), the RKHS of X consists of all elements of the form

h=CYr =35 NGy e =S (O e

j21 j=21
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with f =3, fjé; € L?([0,T);#H1) and we have
~1/2
Ihl% = llcx" hll72 0.1 = 1172 0.7 / 1F @O0 dt =Y 1517202y <0
Jj=1
Using Lemma 6.8, we can write h =}~ hje; with h; = C%zfj € H and

115, = HC;jl/thH%Z([O,T}) = 1£i11Z2qo.17)-

Inserting this above, the claim follows. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1. We first show

(6.10)  Hx= {h: > hjejhy € H Yy (NIl oy) + 1051122 o27)) < OO}:
i>1 i>1

meaning that the middle term in the squared RKHS norm || - HY can be dropped. By the
calculus rules for Sobolev functions (cf. [20, Theorem 4.4]), we have

Ws,u€ (0,77 hg(s)_hg(u)zz/ )y () dt

Fix j > 1 for the moment and choose ¢y € [0, 7] such that h2(t0) T, HL2 0,77)- Then
Aj(h3(T) + h3(0) _2 / / h’ t)dt + 212512 0.1y
to to

<2515 L2 oo sl 2o,y + 225 1R 112 o
<2x?

11172 10.27) + 1751172 0.2 + 13122 0,20y

where we also used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the fact that 7" > 1, and the inequality
2ab < a? + b?, a,b € R. Summing over j > 1, we get

(6.11) Z/\j(hgz( T) + h3(0 <Z (223 |y HL2 ([0,17) ‘HWHB (o)) T 1R HLZ (0,77))
i>1 i>1

from which (6.10) follows, taking into account the discussion after Lemma 6.9.
Let us now write

Hx ={he L*([0,T);H): Ah,h’' € L*([0,T];H)}
and

1Al = 1APN T2 o730 + 112 0,7920) + (—AR0), h(0))3¢ + (—AR(T), h(T) 3.

By the RKHS computations in Lemma 6.9 it remains to check that Hx = Hx and ||h||x =
|hll g, forallh € Hx. First,leth =73, hje; € Hx. Then h is absolutely continuous with

(6.12) W =Y hieje L*([0,T];H), Ah=-> Xhje; € L*([0,T];H).

j=1 j>1
Hence, h € H x and therefore Hx C H x. To see the second claim in (6.12), set h(m) =
> i1 hjej and g™ = — > je1Ajhje; form > 1. Then, R (t) and g(™) (t) are in H for all
t € [0,T) and we have Ah(™ = g(™) because ()}, e;);>1 is an eigensequence of —A. More-
over K™ (t) — h(t) and AR (t) = g™ (t) — g(t) = >_j>1Ajhj(t)e; for ae. t. Since A
is closed, we conclude that Ah(t) = g(t) for a.e. t.
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Next, let h € Hy . Then we can write h = >_j>1 hjej with by = (h,e)) € L2([0,TY)). Using
also [40, Proposition A.22], the h; are absolutely continuous with h; = (h,e;)' = (I, ¢;) €
L?([0,T]). Hence, hj € H for all j > 1. Moreover, the relations in (6.12) continue to hold,
as can be seen from the identities (Ah(t),e;) = A;h;(t) and (', e;) = h’;, and we have

6.13) AR o rpa = D ARG qoryy, I 122 oy = DI E2 0.1y
j>1 Jj=1

Hence, h € Hx and therefore also H x € Hx. We conclude that H x = Hx and that the
norms coincide, where the latter follows from (6.13) and (6.12). Moreover, inserting

(=An(0), h(0))# + (= AR(T), h(T))n

<2/ Ah|Zs o 10 + 10 172 0.13:90) + 1PN Z2 0. 772200
the upper RKHS norm bound follows, as can be seen from (6.11), (6.12) and (6.13). ]

6.2.3. RKHS of multiple measurements. 1In this section we deduce Theorem 3.2 from
Theorem 3.1. This requires the K7, ..., K/ to lie in the dual space H). When A = A this is
a Sobolev space of order s > d/2 — 1 (see the beginning of Section 6.2). In Section A.7, we
give a second more technical proof based on an approximation argument, which provides the
claim under the weaker assumption K7, ..., Ky € D(A).

FIRST PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2. For a non-decreasing sequence (u;) of positive real
numbers, take

Vi={f eH:|IfI[}, = u3(fre)5 < oo},
j=1
and take H; = Vlj to be the closure of H under the norm
1
1203, =Y (ke
=1

Then, V), is continuously embedded in H and (VM, H, V/j) forms a Gelfand triple, i.e., H is
identified with its dual and thus # is also continuously embedded in Vp{‘ Moreover, we can
extend (f,g) = (f,g)3 to pairs f € V, and g € V| and we have the (generalised) Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality

(6.14) Il <M flv,llgllv;-

We choose the sequence (1;) such that (6.7) holds, meaning that X can be considered as a
Gaussian random variable in L2([0,T}; V). For K1, ..., Ky € V), consider the linear map

L:L*([0,T):V,) = L2([0, 7)™, Lf(t) = (K, f(£))it,t € [0,T].

Then, LX = X in distribution. Usmg (6.14), it is easy to see that L is a bounded operator
with norm bounded by (Zk L HK’@HV )1/2

T M
5 /0 (i, S0t < (SNERE, ) 1132010
k=1

k=

—_

Next, we show that L(Hy ) = HM. First, for (h;)), € HM, the function

M
(6.15) f=3 GlKih € Hy satisfies Lf = (hy)jL,.
k=1
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Hence HM C L(Hx). To see the reverse inclusion, let f € Hx. Set (hg)!, = Lf such
that hy(t) = (K, f(t)). By the definition of Hx and properties of the Bochner inte-
gral (see, e.g., [40, Proposition A.22]), the hy are absolutely continuous with derivatives
hi.(t) = (K, f'(t)), and we have

T T
| ierzar < Wl [ @t = VB Vo <
We get hy € H forall k=1,..., M. Hence, L(Hx) C H™ and therefore L(Hx) = HM.
It remains to prove the bound for the norm. Using (6.15), the behavior of the RKHS under
linear transformation (see [38, Proposition 4.1]) and Theorem 3.1, we have

M M
)R e < 1Y G Krtullx <310 Gl AKwhll7 o110
k=1 k=1

M
+ | Z G];llKkth%?([o,T];’H) + 2| Z G Kkh ||L2 ([0,T]:H)"
k=1 k=1

Using the definition of G 4, the last display becomes

T M
N %, <3 / GGAG Ot de+ [ 57 (G b (Oh(e)d

k=1 k=1

(6.16) +2/ bl (H)R)(t) dt,
0

kll

and the claim follows from standard results for the operator norm of symmetric matrices. [

PROOF OF COROLLARY 3.3. Since the Laplace operator A is negative and self-adjoint,
the stochastic convolution (3.1) is just the weak solution in (2.1) and H = LZ(A). If
(Kp)M | = (K52, with [ K| z2(ray = 1, then Ky, ..., K have disjoint supports and
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 with G = I;«as and G being a diagonal ma-

trix with (Ga)pk = [|AK; 2,13 (re)- BY construction and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we have || K5, || =1 and [[AKs, || < 6_2||AKHL2(Rd). From Theorem 3.2, we obtain the
RKHS Hy, = HM of X with the claimed upper bound on its norm, where we also used

that 62 < |AK||2(ra) by assumption. O

6.3. Proof of the lower bounds. In this section, we give the main steps of the proof of
Theorem 4.1, which follows a Gaussian route. First, we combine a classical Gaussian lower
bound (based on two hypotheses) with arguments from the Feldman-Hajek theorem to for-
mulate a lower bound scheme that is expressed in terms of covariance operators and RKHS
norms. Second, we invoke the RKHS computations from Section 3 to further reduce our
analysis to L2-distances of the involved (cross-)covariance kernels and their first and second
derivatives. Finally, we use semigroup perturbation arguments to compute these distances in
the setting of Assumption L. The proofs of three key lemmas are deferred to the appendix.

6.3.1. Gaussian minimax lower bounds. Let (Py)yco be a family of probability mea-
sures defined on the same measurable space with a parameter set © C RP. For ¥°, 9! € ©, the
(squared) Hellinger distance between Pyo and Py is defined by H 2(P790 JPgr) = f (v/Pgo —
VPy1)? (see, e.g. [56, Definition 2.3]). Moreover, if 9°, 9! € © satisfy

(6.17) H?(Pgo,Py:) <1,
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then we have the lower bound

. N |90 — 9| 12—+/3
6.18 f P(z?—ﬂ >7>>7 —:¢3,
(6.18) R v S U B R
where the infimum is taken over all RP-valued estimators 1) and | - | denotes the Euclidean

norm. For a proof of this lower bound, see [56, Theorem 2.2(ii)].

Next, let Pyo and Py: be two Gaussian measures defined on a separable Hilbert space Z
with expectation zero and positive self-adjoint trace-class covariance operators Cyo and Cy1,
respectively. By the spectral theorem, there exist strictly positive eigenvalues (0]2-) j>1 and an
associated orthonormal system of eigenvectors (u;);>1 such that Cypo = 371 07 (u; @ u;).
Given the Gaussian measure Py, we can associate the RKHS (Hyo, || - ||7,,) of Pyo given
by Hgo ={h € Z : ||h||n,, < oo} and ||hl|F; , = > > Uj_2<uj,h)f?f (cf. the beginning of
Section 6.2). Combining (6.17) with the RKHS machinery, we get the following lower bound.

LEMMA 6.10. In the above Gaussian setting, suppose that (u;);>1 is an orthonormal
basis of Z and that

(6.19) > 02 (Cor — Coo)ugll,, < 1/2.

j=1
Then the lower bound in (6.18) holds, that is

90"
)

inf max Pg(\ﬁ—ﬁ\z
9 ve{v°,91}

Lemma 6.10 is a consequence of the proof of the Feldman-Hajek theorem [15, Theorem
2.25] in combination with basic properties of the Hellinger distance and the minimax risk. A
proof is given in Section A.3.

6.3.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1. Our goal is to apply Lemma 6.10 and Corollary 3.3 to
the Gaussian process X under Assumption L. We assume without loss of generality that
| K|l 2ge) = 1. We choose 9° = (1,0,0) and ¥' € ©; U O3 U O3, meaning that the null

model is Ago = A and the alternatives are Ag: =91 A +93(V - b) + 93 for 9! € R?, where
9! lies in one of the parameter classes ©1, O or O3. For ¥ € {190, 191}, let Py s be the law
of X5 on Z=L2([0,T])M, let Cy 5 be its covariance operator, and let (Hy s, |||z, ,) be the

associated RKHS. For (fk)ﬁ/lzl € L2([0,T])™M, we have Cﬁ,é(fk)ﬁ/lzl = (Zf\il Cﬂ,é,k,lfl){yzl
with (cross-)covariance operators defined by

Co s+ L*([0,T]) — L2([0,T)),

Coopifi(t) =Eg[(Xss, fi)r2qomnXek ()],  0<t<T

(see also Section A.4 for more details). By stationarity of X5 under Assumption L

¢ T
Coskifi(t) = / coski(t —t') fi(t)dt' + / cosik(t =) fit)dt', 0<t<T
0 ¢

with covariance kernels ¢y 1 1(t) = Ey[ X5 () X5,(0)], 0 <t < T'. Following the notation
of Section 6.3.1, let (7)1 be the strictly positive eigenvalues of Cgo 5 and let (u;);>1 with
uj = (ujx), € L*([0,T])™ be a corresponding orthonormal system of eigenvectors. By
Corollary 3.3, we have Hyo s = H™ as sets. Since HM is dense in L?([0, 7)), (u;);>1
forms an orthonormal basis of L2([0,7])™. This means that the first assumption of Lemma
6.10 is satisfied. To verify the second assumption in (6.19), we will use the bound for the
RKHS norm in Corollary 3.3.
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LEMMA 6.11. In the above setting, we have

o0
> 072 (Coo 5 — Con s)uslFr,
j=1

cTZ(

k=1

A K||L2
||Cﬂ 6kl—01916kl||L2 ([0,7) +”C1906kl_61916kl||L2 [OT]))

for all 6% < |AK| 2gay and all T > 1, where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.

The proof of Lemma 6.11 can be found in Section A.4. Moreover, combining Lemma

6.5(ii) with perturbation arguments for semigroups, we prove the following upper bound in
Section A.5.

LEMMA 6.12.  In the above setting let 9' = (91,02,93) € ©1 U O3 U O3 with M > 1.
Then there exists a constant c > 0, depending only on K such that

M
—8 2 2
> (5 lleoo 5,50 = cor s il z207y) + N€50,600 — Cﬁs’*l,a,k,lHLz([o,T]))
ki=1

<eM(672(1 — 1) + 93 + 52093).

Choosing consecutively

1)
9! = (91,0,0) € Oy, ’91214—02@,
1
I =(1,99,0) €O,  Wg=cy iR
5—1
191:(1,0,193)6637 193262111111 <1,\/ﬁ),
Theorem 4.1 follow from Lemma 6.10 in combination with Lemmas 6.11 and 6.12. UJ

APPENDIX A: ADDITIONAL PROOFS

A.1. Additional proofs from Section 2. The proof of invertibility of the observed Fisher
information is classical when the solution process is a multivariate Ornstein-Uhlenbeck pro-
cess [32], but requires a different proof for the 1t6 processes X (‘;‘k.

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.1. It is enough to show that the first summand with £ = 1 in the
definition of the observed Fisher information is [P-almost surely positive definite. By a density
argument we can assume without loss of generality that K € C¢° (Rd). Define a symmetric
matrix § € RP*P, 5;; = (AT K55 5., A*KMJ and suppose for A € RP that

0_ Z )\ AJBZJ - HZ/\ A*K511H2

3,j=1

By linear independence this yields A = 0, and so S is invertible. It follows that

X3 (8) = (X (1), AYAT K50, ) )i dit + BY2dW (1)
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with a p-dimensional Brownian motion W (t) = 8~Y2((W(t), AfKs.,));_,. Then YV =
5_1/2X§}1 satisfies dY (t) = «(t)dt + dW (t) for some p-dimensional Gaussian process a.
Invertibility of [, X\ ()X, (t)Tdt is equivalent to the invertibility of [ ¥ ()Y ()" dt.
Applying first the innovation theorem, cf. [39, Theorem 7.18], componentwise and then the
Girsanov theorem for multivariate diffusions, this is further equivalent to the P-almost sure
invertibility of fOT W (t)W (t) " dt. The result is now obtained from noting that the determi-

nant of the p x p dimensional random matrix (W (¢;),..., W(t,)) is P-almost surely not zero

for any pairwise different time points ¢1, ..., %,, because W has independent increments. [

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.2. It is enough to prove the claim for A} € {1,D;, Dj;} with
n; € {0,1,2}. Let w; = 6" (v;)5,4 for v; = A7 K. Suppose first Xg € LP(A). The scaling
in Lemma 6.1, the Holder inequality and Lemma 6.4 applied to § = 1, s = 0, yield for
I/p+1/g=1

sup{Xo, 85 (1)) < 1150 (6)Xol 2, ay sup i3 ) < 902/ 20
zeJ xeJ

XOH%F(A)a

The same Lemmas applied to s = n; also show for £,&’ > 0

T T
Sup/ (Xo, Sy (t)us)dt < ||X0H2sup/ 155 ()i || *dt
zeJ Je zeJ Je!

T T
S67sup [ (1955, (66 )il aa, ydt SO / (t62) ey,
zeJ Je' €

/

Assumption H(ii) implies 1 — ny — d/2 < 0, and so the last line is of order
O((g')1—mi—d/2+e5d=22)  After splitting up the integral we conclude

T
sup/ <X0, S;(t)ul>2dt 5 6l(<5d(1—2/p)—2m + (El)l—m—d/2+85d—2a‘
x€J JO

2n;+2d/p—2¢

Choosing ' = § »+4/2== yields the order O(6"P)=¢") with the function h(p) = d(1 —
2/p)+2(n; +d/p)/(n; +d/2) — 2n; for any e” > 0. We get h(2) =2 — 2n; and h'(p) > 0.
From this obtain the claim when X, € LP(A).

Let now Xy = ffoo Sy(—t")dW (') and ¢y < 0. By Ito’s isometry, the d-scaling and
changing variables we get

o0 (o)
E[(Xo, §}(t)ui)?] = /0 1S3t + £y |de’ = 522 /0 15 a0 (¢ + t6~ 20120, ydt'

By Lemma 6.4 and ¢y < 0 the integral is uniformly bounded in x € J and 0 <¢ < T and
converges to zero by dominated convergence, because the integrand does so as 6 — 0. From
this obtain the claim in the stationary case. O

THEOREM A.l. Let Ms= (Ms(t))t>0 be a family of continuous p-dimensional square
integrable martingales with respect to the filtered probability space (2, F,(F:),P), with
M;5(0) = 0 and with quadratic covariation processes ([Ms|¢)¢>o0. If T > 0 is such that

P
[Ms|r — Lyxp, 0—0,
then we have the convergence in distribution

Ms(T) 5 N(0,Iyp), 60,
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PROOF. For z € RP the process Y;(t) = 2" Ms(t)z defines a one dimensional continuous
martingale with respect to (F;) with Y5(0) = 0 and with quadratic variation

[Y5]T 52Tz, s—o0.

An application of the Dambis-Dubins-Schwarz theorem ([30, Theorem 3.4.6]) shows Yj(t) =
ws([Ys]¢) with scalar Brownian motions (ws(t)):>0, which are possibly defined on an ex-
tension of the underlying probability space. From the last display Slutsky’s lemma implies

the joint weak convergence (wg, [Y5]7) 4 (wo, 2 ") on the product Borel sigma algebra of

C([0,00)) x R, where C([0, c0)) is endowed with the uniform topology on compact subsets
of [0,00), and where wy is another scalar Brownian motion. The continuous mapping theo-
rem with respect to (f,t) — ¢(f,t) = f(t) yields then the result, noting that wq(z ") has
distribution V(0,2 " ). O

A.2. Proof of Proposition 5.3.

PROOF. Note first that Ay = A + 9 corresponds to A; =1, Ay = A and with observed
Fisher information Z5 = Zﬁ/lzl fOT (X(t), K5z, )?dt. In particular, Assumptions H(i), (iii) and
(iv) hold.

As in the proof of Theorem 2.3, we can suppose that || K[| ;2(ge) = 1. Recall from the

basic decomposition (2.8), 195 =9+ I(;l./\/lg and from the proof of Theorem 2.3 that M5 =
M;(T) for a square integrable martingale (M (t))o<¢<7, Whose quadratic variation at ¢ =T'
coincides with Z5. We show below

(A1) log(0™ 1) 175 = 0p(1), (log(6™1)1Z5) 1 = Op(1).

A well-known result about tail properties of square integrable martingales (e.g., [61, 3.8])
therefore implies M; = Op(log(6—1)'/2), and we conclude from the basic decomposition

that J5 = 9 + Op(log(6~1)1/2) as claimed.

For (A.1) it is enough to show that Z5/ E[Z;] 5 1and log(6~1)E[Zs] < 1, which in turn
holds if for some ¢, C' > 0, independent of d,

(A.2) c<log(6 M 'E[Zs] < C, log(671) 2 Var(Zs) = o(1).

As in the proofs of Lemmas 6.6, 6.7 and using their notation we compute

T té—2
BE) <08 [ [ sl s 0K,y

T
Var(Zs) < M? sup Var < / (X(t), K(;,x>2dt)
zeJ 0

T pt6=2 [ pt6-2—s 2
= M? sup 40° / / / f11(s,8")ds" | dsdt.
zeJ 0 0 0

By the supplement in Lemma 6.4 we find in d = 2 that
(A3) supl| S} 5.0 (K| 2(a,.) STAETY2, 20,6 >0.
zeJ

Plugging this into the last display and using M2 < 1 provides us with

T rté2 T
E[Zs] < / / (1A s Vdsdt < / log(td~2)dt <log(671),
o Jo 0

2

T52 TS5 2
Var(Zs) < M26° </ (1/\(t’)_1)dt’) (/ (1/\t_1/2)dt> <log(671).
0 0
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We are thus left with showing E[Zs] > log(6~!). First, note that 155 5. (O K| L2 (r2) =
e~ Tl ||§19,5,x(t)K||L2(R2) and decompose
159.6.0(8) K (172 2y = (59.6.0(8) K, S 5.0 () ) 22y
= [ K |72 oy + (€K + g5 (1)K, Sy 5.0 () K — €20 K) 2y,

Recalling K > 0, the inner product here is uniformly in = € J up to a universal constant
upper bounded by

(€20 K, (R0 K)o ey (027012 < |20 K| o ey [l €40 K2 1 ey 02,
concluding by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and sup,~qxe™® <1 in the last inequality.
Since || K2 11 g2y = || K2, (r2) and using (A.3), it thus follows for some C'> 0 that

150,60 (DK |2 o) 2 €2 K|Famey — C(LAEH2)5812.

Hence, using M§2 > 1,
o tA 2 o o tA 2

Suppose without loss of generality that the support of K is contained in the unit
ball B;(0). Writing ¢!*°K = ¢; * K as convolution with the heat kernel ¢;(z) =
(47t) =L exp(—|z|?/(4t)) we have

2
|2 K 2 oy = / ( / qt<y—x>K<x>dx> dy.
R2 \ JB,(0)

The heat kernel ¢;(x) is decreasing as |z| — oo. Hence, for z € B;(0), we bound ¢;(y — z) >
q:(y +vy/|y|) for any y € R?\{0}. Plugging this into the preceding display yields by K >0

2
ek e [ ([ alo /DR ) dy
&2 \JB,(0)

KTy [ o+ w2

In all, we conclude that E[Z5] > C’ foé_l t=1dt — C for C’ > 0, implying the wanted lower
bound in (A.2). O

A.3. Proof of Lemma 6.10. By definition, we have
D 072 (Cor = Cooluyllg,, = > 0520, (uy, (Cor — Cooug) %

j=21 Jk=>1
Combining this with (6.19) and the fact that (u;);>1 is an orthonormal basis of Z, the infinite
matrix ((u;, (Cgr — Cyo)uy) z/(00y)) 5%~ defines an Hilbert-Schmidt operator S on Z. Let
(vj,pj);>1 be an eigensequence of S with (v;),>1 being an orthonormal basis of Z. Since
I1S|IEs(z) < 1/2 by (6.19), we have 7; := p; + 1 € [1 — 2-12 14 271/2] for all j > 1.
Now, let {{;};>1 be a sequence of independent standard Gaussian random variables. Then
the series

g0l and > g Clty

Jj=21 j=1
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converge a.s. and their laws coincide with those of Pyo and Py:, respectively (see, e.g., [15,
Proof of Theorem 2.25] or [33, Pages 166-167]). By standard properties of the Hellinger
distance (see, e.g., Equation (A.4) in [49]), we have

H2(®N(0,1),®N(0,Tj)) <3 HYN(0,1),M(0,75))

j>1 j>1 j>1

(A4) <2 (1= 1)?=2|S|hgz) < L.

Jj=1
Moreover, defining Qyo = @51 N (0,1), @y = &>, N(0,7;) and the measurable map
T:R* = Zby T({aj}) =251 ajCééQUj if the limit exists and 7'({«a;}) = 0 otherwise,
the image measures satisfy Qgo o 71 =Pyo and Qy, o T ! = Py, . Finally, by the transfor-
mation formula, the minimax risk in (6.18) can be written as inf ; maxye (go 91} Qo(|9oT —
9| > [9° — 91| /2), where the infimum is taken over all measurable functions from Z to R”.

Allowing for general estimators depending on the whole coefficent vector in R, the claim
follows from (A.4) and (6.18) applied to the product measures Qo and Q1. O

A4. Proof of Lemma 6.11. Let us recall some simple facts on the space Z =
L%([0,7])™ and a bounded linear operator I : Z — Z. First, Z is a Hilbert space

equipped with the inner product {(fx)iL,, (gx)iL,) = 2011 (fj, i) 12 (o,77)- Second, I can
be represented by linear operators Iy, : L?([0,T]) — L?([0,7)) such that I(f)M , =

(Zi‘i 1Tk )M, Finally, I is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator if and only if all I;;, are Hilbert-
Schmidt operators and we have

M

HIH%IS(Z) = Z HIk,l||2HS(L2([0,T}))7
kl=1

where ||-|lus(2(jo,77)) denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm on L?([0,77). Recall also that
(0]2) j>1 are the strictly positive eigenvalues of Cgo 5 and that (u;);>1 with uj = (u; )}, €
Z 1s a corresponding orthonormal basis of eigenvectors. We first prove a more general version
of Lemma 6.11.

LEMMA A.2. Grant Assumption L. Consider an integral operator I = (I, kyg)%zl 1 Z—

Z, I, f(t) fo K (t—t") f(¢)dt' + ftT ki k(' —t) f(t')dt" with square integrable and twice
continuously differentiable functions ky,; satisfying rk,;(0) = k1 1(0) and k) ;(0) = —k] .(0)
for all 1 < k,l < M. Then we have

H 2(R
o7 | ujl,, , < 240T )||/€kz||L2 0.7 + 2007 | &5 172 0.7
), )
k=1

for all 52 <||AK||2(rey and all T > 1.
PROOF OF LEMMA A.2. We divide the proof into the cases of single and multiple mea-
surements.

Case M =1. If M =1, then we consider an integral operator I : L2([0,7]) — L?([0,TY]),

fo k(|t —t'|) f(t')dt’ with some square integrable and twice continuously differen-
tlable function satlsfylng '(0) = 0. Define the operators

T
I'f(t) = / sign(t — ) (|t — ) f(t')d,
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T
I"f(t) = / (It~ ¢ F ().
0
We show first

(A.5) (LN =1f®), IH"[)=T"f1).

Indeed, after splitting up the integral defining I f(¢) it follows from the chain rule that
!/ ! / / / r / / / /
= [ =15+ [ e -oswar)
¢ T
(O (0)+ [ /(=) FE) ~ROF @)~ [ K~ 0f @)
0 ¢

t T
(LF)"(8) = W (0) £ (1) + / K (L — ) F(E)dE + K (0) (1) + / KO — ) f(H)d,

from which (A.5) follows by inserting the assumption «/(0) = 0. Thus, Corollary 3.3 (applied
with M =1) and (A.5) yield for all j > 1

1wl <407 HAKI Do g 110122 0. + 20 (Tug) 172 0.1
= 40 AK 2 oy | T 1 22 0.7y + 211 w5172 0,7y

for all 62 < ||AK]| r2(rey and all T'> 1. By construction, [ is symmetric, while [ " is anti-
symmetric, implying that <Iuj,uj«)%2([07T]) = <uj,Iuj«)%2([07T]) and <I’uj,uj«)%2([07T]) =
(uj, I/uj/>%2([0,T}) for all 5,5’ > 1. Combining this with Parseval’s identity, we get

[e.9]

TugllFr, , < D (467 AKI[Fa gy (ugs Tuge) T .17y + 20, g 2o o.17))-
i=1

Multiplying the right-hand side with 0372 and summing over j > 1 yields

o

S (40 AK ey 1Ty 3, + 20wy 0, ),
j=1

as can be seen from (6.8). Applying again Corollary 3.3 and the definition of the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm, we arrive at

L JAK|}2 g
> o; A1yl , < 16T()||—’H2HS(L2([O,T]))

JAK I, g

+16— 1" s 2 oy + 41 s (z2 (0.1

for all 62 < ||AK|| - (rey and all T > 1. Inserting

sy = [ [ w200 ¢t <2Tel gy,

(A.6) I sz oy < 2T IR 2o I sz oy < 2T 16" 72 0.17)-
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we get

> |AK][]2 g

-2 2 L2(R?) 2
foj 1Tu;ll7,, , < 32TTHHHL2([O,T])
J
H ”L2 RY) 2 "2

(A.7) + 32TTH/< I Z2t0,77) T 8T N6 172 (0.19)
for all 62 < ) and all 7' > 1. The claim now follows from an interpolation in-

equality (see, e.g., [10]). To get precise constants with respect to T', we give a self-contained
argument. By partial integration and the fact that x’(0) = 0, we have

/0 (K (1)) 2 dt = — /0 K (#)r(t) dt + 1 (T)(T).

Let tg € [0,T] such that x(tg) = T fo t)dt. Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

we have
W2(T) = 2/tT W (t)w(t)di + (T /OTK(t) )’

<2[|8ll 2o, 15l 2o,y + T IRl 2 0.19)

and similarly

(5'(1)* = (+(T))* = (x'(0))?

T
— /0 2 (E)w () dt < 21| = 0.2 15" 22 (0.1

Combining these estimates, using also the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the fact that 7" > 1 and
the inequality 2ab < ea® +71b%, £ > 0, a, b € R consecutively with ¢ € {1/4,1/v/2,1}, we
get

160122027y < 1%l 2o,y 1" | 2 ro.m)

+ 23/ Il 2o, 1 2o, 1 2 o7

+ V2 /1 2 o) 1%l = 0.7 1 22 0.7

<&l 2o, 1" | 22 0,17

+ 4|l 2o, 15" | L2 (fo,77) + H"f,||%2([0,T})/4

+ 16 2o, 6l 22 o2y /2 + Nl L2 o, 167 | 22 0,7

< 6/1l| L2 o, 15" L 20,1y + 18 172 0.7y /2 + 161122 g0, 1) /4
and thus

15122 0.2y < 120150 220, 15" |22 t0,21) + 181172 0.7 /2-

Using again the inequality 2ab < a? + b2, a,b € R, we conclude that

IAK]Z2 oy
32TTHF5 HL2([0,T])
H ”L2 Rd HAKH2L2(RL¢)
< 192TT”HH%2([O,T]) + 1927 | K" |72 (0.7 + 16TTHHH%2([O,T])
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INST.
58
where we used the inequality 62 < [|AK]| 2 (ray in the last step. Inserting this into (A.7), the

claim follows.

< 208T 150 Z2 o,y + 192 116”22 0.10)

Case M > 1. We now extend the result to the general case M > 1. Define the operators
I'= (I, )=y and I" = (I} )1 by

T

t
I (t) = /0 Kl (t— ) F(#)dt — / Ko — 0 F ()

t

¢ T
Haf @)= [ wtat =07 @)t + [ syl =r7@)ar.
Using that rix1(0) = s (0) and &}, ;(0) = —~; ;. (0), we have
(ko f1)' (1) = I (), (T f1)" () = I fult),

as can be seen by proceeding similarly as in the case M = 1. Hence, we get
(I(frtr) = (fkey and  (I(fi)rte)" = 1" (fi)rts-
Thus, Corollary 3.3 again yields for all j > 1
1 ()il 1, < 40 HIAK 2 gy 1 (g )b 17 o e + 201 ()il 2 0,7

Next, by construction, we have (I ;)* = I, and (I} ;,)* = —1I;,, implying that I is symmet-
ric, while I’ is anti-symmetric. Combining this with Parseval’s identity, we get

o0

HI(Uj,k)%:l”%{ﬁo,é < 4574HAKH%2(Rd) Z<(Uj,k)qu:17I(Uj’,k)lzc\iﬁiz([o,T])M
i'=1

+2) (i), I (ujr k) hes) 2 o,y
i'=1

Multiplying this with aj_2 and summing over j yields

oo
-2 M
S0 2w I3,

=1

o0
<> (40 AR Za oy I (g iLa o, + 201 (e i)l )-
i'=1

Applying again Theorem 3.2, we arrive at

S T T
Zaj ||I(Uj,k:)k:1HHgo,5 < 16THIHHS(L2([O,T})M)
j=1
IAKI[ 2 gy
+ 16— 1 llixs e o,y + 41" s ez oy oy-
Inserting

M
D s ooy = 2 M Esweqoryy, =012,
k=1
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with

HIk kHHS L£2([0,T]) / / t'[))2dtdt’ < 2T||’fk kHLz ([0,T)
forall k=1,..., M and

HIkl HHS (z2(o,1))) T HIz k HHS(L?( 0,77))

= / / (k) — )2 dt'dt + / / (k) — 1)) dt'dt
0 0
T
+/ /(n,(fk)(t 2 dt dt+/ / I —)2at'at
0 0
T T
:/ / (k) (1t —¢'])) dt dt+/ / D1 )2 at'at
0 0

< QTHH&)H%Z (o) T+ 2T”“l w22 0.1

for all 1 <k #1< M (here, we used 1) = I, I}}) = I/, and I3 = I}, and similar
notation for the derivatives of k), we arrive at

= il o 18K e &
>t 32T578() 2_ Itz o

j=1 J k=1
IAK L2 )
+ 32T Z 155 all72 (0,77 + 8T Z [
k=1 k=1
for all 62 < |AK]| z2gay and all T > 1. The claim now follows as in the case M = 1 by an
interpolation argument. O

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.11. We apply Lemma A.2 to I = Cyo5 — Cy15: Z — Z. This
means that | = (Ikl)kl 1 with I f(¢) fo ki (t —t) f(¢)dt' + LT/iLk(t — ) f(t")dt
for the integral kernels Iik7l(t) =y 5k,1(t) — cor 5 p(t), 0 <t < T, with

o
(A.8) Co,5,01(t) = Eg[ X5k (t) X50(0)] = / (S5t +1) Koy, Sy(t) Kzt

0
where the last equality follows from Lemma 6.5(ii). From (A.8), we immediately infer
kk,1(0) = K (0). The first two derivatives of the cross-covariance integral kernels for

¥ € {9°0,9'} are

(A.9) .5, (t) Z/ (AGSH(t+ ) Ky, Sy(t) K0 )dl
0

(A.10) pana®= [ (ASHE+ VK0, SHE Ko )l
0
We note that

Cy.5.x1(0) 4y 51.1(0)
:/ (d/dt' ) (S5(t') Kz, Sp(t) Koz, )dt' = — (K5, Ksa,)
0

is independent of ¥, and hence, &, ;(0) + #; ;(0) = 0. O
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A.5. Proof of Lemma 6.12. It is sufficient to upper bound the L?-norms of the riy .
Indeed, the proof below for this remains valid if K, is replaced by 5_4(14129’ 5.2, 1 )5,z and

so it yields also the wanted bound on the L?-norm of n%,l, cf. (A.10). As in (6.2) we have
Sho(t) =, Sk (t) = Uﬁ—llemlAUﬁletéﬂl
with Ugs () = e~ (29)7"926% and ¢g1 = 193 — (491) 193 < 0. From Lemma 6.1, we also have
Sgo 5. (1) = 50k S5y 50 (8) = Uglls, €180 Ut g.2,,€"0 "
with Uyt 5.5, (x) = Ugr (z), + dx). Note that
A = Uy (:L‘k)_lewlAUﬁl (zk).

To get started, let 1 <k, < M and decompose kyj; = Z?:1 /'ﬁ}](j 2 with

’i/(glz) ) :/ (D _ (D e AR
0

e¢]
’igjl) (t) = / ((Ugr (xk)_l - U19_11)U1915:;1 (t+ t,)K&xmet ﬁ]AK5,xz>dtla
0

KyH(t) = /0 (S50 (t+ ) K5 g, Ugt () LD (Upn (1) — Ugr eV ) K5 0, )t
Ry (1) = /0 (S5 (t+ 1) Ks o, (Ugi (1)~ = Ui )et P2 Ui e Kz, )t

We only show ZK,{:,KMH/@,(CJ} %2([0771) <M (5721 — 1) + 93 4 6%093) for j = 1,3, 4.
The proof that the same bound holds for j = 2,5,6 follows from similar arguments and
is therefore skipped. Diagonal (i.e., kK = [) and off-diagonal (i.e., k # [) terms are treated
separately. Set Ky = K (- + 6~ Y(ag — 1)).

Case j =1. The scaling in Lemma 6.1 and changing variables yield

)

Hl(cll) (t52> _ 52/0 <(e(t+t’)A5,wk _ e(t-‘rt’)l%Aa,xk)K’ et/A5vwk Kk,l>L2(A5,$k)dt/

o0
= 5% / (el Boen — AW RID o)At I, K1) o, )
0

52

_ E<(etA5,wk _ 2(1 4 791)_16t191A5’mk)(_A&Ik)_lK’ Kk7l>L2(A5,zk)
52 A D1 A 1
_ E«et s _ ot 5*’”k)(—A6,xk)_ K,KkyﬂLz(A&%)
52(1 — ﬂl) t91 A -1
- 120wk (—Ag o K, K 2 .
oy @A) T K

With

t
etﬁlA‘;v”’k _ etASvmk — (1 _ 191)/ 68(191_1)A5=$k ds etAa,g;k (_A(S’xk)y
0
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as follows from the variation of parameters formula, see [18, p. 162], the identity etBsm, =

e(t/2)Bs.2, ¢(t/2)As2. and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

’<(etAé,mk _ etﬁlAs,mk )(_A(S,xk)_le KkJ)L?(AJ,mk)

t
(A.11) =1 -] /<€S(§1_1)A5‘”’°€(t/2)A6’”’“K,€(t/2)A§'m’“Kk,l>L2(A5,mk)d8

0

S = !tHe(th‘;’”’“KHLz(A(;,mk) |et/D s Kiillz2(as.,)-
In the same way, and using K = A2K,

(A.12)

<€tﬂ1A5,mk (—Asa, )*1]{, Kk,z>L2(A5,xk)
< [l AK g, [P 300 Kt 124, -

Lemma 6.4 therefore gives f@,(cll) (t62) < 621 — 91|(1 A t~—1=9/2%2) for any & > 0. Changing
variables one more time and recalling that ¥/; > 1 already proves for the sum of diagonal
terms that > <5/ H/-c,(j,l ||%2([0 7)) < 6%(1 —91)?M, and the implied constant depends only
on K.

With respect to the off-diagonal terms, by exploring the different supports of K and K (- +

1) *1(90;6 — 1)), we can obtain a second bound for /1,(31) . First, Lemma 6.3 gives

sup [(e"0 o A2 K ) (y)| < [l€ o A2 Kl e, )
yesupp K

(A.13) SIA2 Rt o ey A (2 Bt ) S TAL,
while on the other hand Lemma 6.2(i) shows

sup (e Ky) ()| S sup (€[ K ()]

yEsupp K yesupp K
_ —d/2 e 2
= sup /(47Tt) exp(—|z —y[7/(41)) | Ky, ()| dx
yEsupp K JR?
(A.14) < (dmt)~Y2e=¢ Tt | K|l gy S §d/2 o= it

for some ¢’ > 0. By applying the Holder inequality and using the results from the last two
displays we thus obtain for (A.11) the upper bound

(01 — DK L1 (w) sup |(e(t+s(191—1))A5,%Kk7l)(y)|1/2+1/2
0<s<t,yesupp K
1 o)1z —ei1?
S -1) sup (@K )]? S (0 e /A
yEesupp K

The same upper bound (up to the factor 11 — 1 and with ¢’ instead of ¢/ /2) holds in (A.12).
Hence, together with the bound m](cll) (t6%) < 62(9y — 1)t~ (Hd/2==d/9(1=)"") from above
(for sufficiently small €) we get

‘ﬁ](qll) (t52)| g 52(191 B 1) min (t7(1+d/275d/4)(175)_1?tfd/4ef(c’/2)%>

(A.15) <529 — 1)t717d/2675'\mk§%z\
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for ¢’ = /e/2, where we have used the inequality min(a,b) < a'=¢b valid for a,b > 0.
Applying the bound

oo oo

/ tP ety = a_p/ P e Vtgr <qP
0 0

top=1-+d>0anda=2¢6"2|z) — x|? this means

T 1) &0 s ey~ 2
/ Ky (8)2dt <001 — 01)2/ t727dem 2 e dt
0 ’ 0

52+2d

(A.16) <801 —0)?

|xk' _ xl’2+2d'

Recalling that the x, are §-separated we obtain from Lemma A.3 below that

o 6 anh L g ) ;
Yo sl qo SEA =017y Y e SO°(1—101)°M.
1<kAI<M k=11=1,l#k
Together with the bounds for the diagonal terms this yields in all ) <kI<M I Hl(cll) %2 (0.1) <

c§9 M (1 — 91)? for a constant ¢ depending only on K.
Case j =3. We begin again with the scaling from Lemma 6.1 and changing variables such
that with the multiplication operators V; s 5(z) = 1 — %20° ()= (201) " J20b

[e.o]
3 U ’
i) (£5%) 252/ (IR Ve K e B0 Ky ) paa,
0

(A17) — 52/ <e(t/2+t’)’l91Aé,zk V;t,t’,&K; e(t/2+t’)191A5,zk Kk,l>L2(A571k)dtl-
0 :

Since K is compactly supported and ¢y < 0, V; 1 5 can be extended to smooth multiplication
operators with operator norms bounded by v; 4 5 = —¢916%(t + t') + (2991) ~1692. Recalling
K = A’2K, Lemma 6.4 gives for any £ > 0

o
3 / . 010,
”fz(g,z) (t6%)| < 52/ |e/2H) P Bs.s, W,t’,éKHB(Ag,wk)He(t/QH YO8, s Kyl zea,., At
0

<4 / Ve s (LA (L4 1) 2R At < 63(—E918 + (201)Mg) (LA E742)
0

(A.18)
< 53 (8|9| + V) (L A1),

recalling in the last line that ¢; > 1 and ¥J2 < 1. Changing variables therefore proves for the
sum of diagonal terms ZlSkSMH”l(jl)cH%z([o,T]) < 88(8]93] + 92)* M.
With respect to the off-diagonal terms we have

dt’.

o0
i) (162) = 62 / (Vi oI, 0T 850 1 ) o,
0
Write K = AK for some compactly supported K and note that
Viw oK =Vip sAK = A(Vip sK) — (AVyp 5)K =2V Vi 5 VK.
Similar to (A.13) we find from Lemma 6.3

sup (A" Ky ) ()| S IAK ]l oo ey A (621 Kl poo ) STAES
yesupp K
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Together with the Holder inequality and (A.14) this provides us for sufficiently small € > 0
with

52

/ <A(W7t’75k)7 (IH2) P Bss, Kk7l>L2(A6,wk)dt/‘
0

=42

o0
/ <Vt7t/75K, Aeltt2t)01 850, Kk,l>L2(A511k)dt,‘
0

)
§52/ Ve 5| K || ey sup ‘(AG(H% )ﬁlAg’”Kk,l)(?/)‘dt/
0 yesupp K

oo , I3
S 52/ 'Ut,t’,é(l A (t + 2t/))—3(1—a) sup ‘(e(t—i-?t JLZVAC AKIC,Z)(Z/)‘ dt’
0 yesupp K

leg—=z]? )l —ap |2
52t 52t

< 53(8]93| 4 9a)e = / (LA ()12 dt! < 63(8|03] + )™=
0

Next, using ¥ < 1, we have [[AV, 5|z (a,, ) + [V Vi
ogously to the computations in the last display

(A5, ) S 902, and so anal-

52

/ (AVip 5) K +2VViy 5 - VKae(t+2t/)ﬂ1A6’z’“Kk,l)Lz(Aa,mk)dt/‘
0

< 6%, / (IR oty + NIV E e ny) sup |(l+207 85 ) )| at
y€Esupp K

< §pee
In all, this means |rj ; (t6%)] < 6%(8]03] +V2)e

as well as usmg (A.18) we conclude that |/‘f;(€3 (t52)| < 83 (8|03] + Vo)t —1/2-d/2 —e Hi

for some ' > 0 and

8+2d 2
0 Tk — 2

We thus get for diagonal and off-diagonal terms that » ;. ;< Hlif’l) ||%2([0 ) < 88 (8|93| +
¥2)? M for a constant ¢ depending only on K.

Case j =4. As in the previous cases we have
[e.e]
4 - N * ! 1 x
iy (62) = /0 ((e7002/00be 1) G, otV A G ) o,y

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 6.2(i) and Lemma 6.4 with K = A2K we get
for any ¢ > 0, and recalling that 1, > 1,

<<675(192/191)b-33 _ 1)S1>;1,57xk (t + t/)K, et/ﬂlAs,xk Kk,l>L2 (As.ay)
(A.19) S 092(LA (¢ + 1) 729 |zl K] ] o

Note that K}, € C1(R?) such that | K}, ;| € H»*(R?) and V|K} ;| € L>°(R?) with compact
support. Using now [4, Lemma A.2(ii)] to the extent that

(A.20) ("B K g]) (@) = (¢80 (<2601 V| Ky | + 2| Kig)) (),



OPTIMAL PARAMETER ESTIMATION FOR LINEAR SPDES 37

we find that the L?(R%)-norm in (A.19) is uniformly bounded in ¢’ > 0. Hence, |/<,(€4l) (t6%)| <
§392(1 A t—1/2—d/4—e ) and changing variables shows for the sum of diagonal terms
Zlgkg_ M||/<,(€%,)€||%2([O,T]) < 0892 M. Regarding the off-diagonal terms we have similarly for
some K € L>®(R%) having compact support

‘((676(192/191)17-90 - 1)55;176’“ (t + t/)K, et/ﬂlAa,zk Kk,l>L2(A5,Ik)‘

_ ‘<[{7 ‘51191757mk (t + t/)(e—5(192/791)b:r - 1)et’191A6,wk Kk,l>L2(A5Tk)

SODIIK ey sup | (B0l ) ()|
yesupp K

S02(1vE) sup | (20080 K ) (y)

yesupp K

swg—y)?
<09 (1V )t e e

using (A.14). Arguing as for (A.15) and (A.16) we then find from combining the last display
s log =22

with (A.19) that |/£l(€4l) (t62)] < 03099t —1/2=/4=<' =<'~ for some &’ > 0 and

T d+4e’
/ m(4)(t)2dt < g +d+ae’ g2
0 k.l ~ ‘xk _ xl|4e’+d’

and so in all, for diagonal and off-diagonal terms, >, ;< ||/<;,(€4l) ||%2([0 ) < c6%92 M for a
constant ¢ depending only on K. 0

LEMMA A3. Let x1,...,xy be §-separated points in R, and let p > d. Then we have

M 1
S oL cer
= |w1 — xpfP

where C'is a constant depending only on d and p.

PROOF. Since z1,...,z)s are d-separated, the Euclidean balls B(zy,5/2) = {y € R?:
|y — x| < /2} around the xy, of radius ¢/2 are disjoint. Moreover, for y € B(xy,d/2) and
k > 1, we have

) 3
ly — 1| < |y — 2| + |78 — 21 S§+!$k*$1| §§|$k*l“1\,

implying that
1 3 1
< =
lwe — 1| T 2|y — 1]

We conclude that

S

1 —anP 2~ vol(B(zy,0/2)) 21— agp Y
h= b= Bl1,6/2)

(3/2)F 1
= B/27vol(B(0,1)) 2 / !y—m1|pdy

k=2B(4,.5/2)
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(3/2)° 1
~ (6/2)4vol(B(0,1)) / Iy—xll”dy
B(z1,6/2)¢

_ (3/2) B
- (6/2)4vol(B(0,1)) / ™

B(0,6/2)c

Changing to polar coordinates, we arrive at

S d3/2)P [0 4y, dB/2P [ 4,
2 T = 0/ /Mt a= o ), S

Since p > d, the latter integral is finite, and the claim follows. O

A.6. Proof of Theorem 4.3. Argue as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, using slight modifi-
cations of Lemmas 6.11 and 6.12. The key additional ingredient is an appropriate extension
of Corollary 3.3. For this, let Ay, ..., A, be as in Section 2.1. We assume that

(A.21) (AfK)?_, are linearly independent in L*(A).
Define

o= (i e ).
A7 K| z2a) AT K p2(a) /7 di=1
and let Apin = Amin(H) be the smallest eigenvalue of H. By (A.21), H is non-singular,
meaning that Ay (H ) > 0. Finally, let
Z |AATK]7.
HA*KHLz(A |

COROLLARY A4. Let (Hx,,| - ||x;) be the RKHS of the measurements X5 with dif-
ferential operator Ay = A, where X5(t) = ((X(t), K1k> AX (1), Kpk))M | and Ky, =
A K50, /1At K5 2, || 12(n)- Then we have Hx, = (H?)M d

4vp
1((hip)T_ il I, < ESCI ZZHhikH%Z([O,T]) )\2 ZZWL w72 0.17)

min p—1 j=1 min 1 j=1
forall ((hip)t_ )AL, € (HP)M, 62 < \/vand T > 1.

PROOF OF COROLLARY A.4. First, let M = 1. Additionally to H, define

AATK AA*K p
= (ko TR o e

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have ||Ha||op < v. Moreover, we have G = H and
Ga = 6 *H. Inserting these bounds into Theorem 3.2, we obtain that

92 p
I < (e + 3 ) Znh 2o + 5 2t qoiry
) i=1

Next, let M > 1. Then G and G are block-dlagonal with M equal p x p-blocks all of the
above form and we get

[((h )Z 1)k 1HXK— 54 Tiy2 ZZthka [OT] ZZHMHB ([0,17)>

mmilkl mmilkl

where we also used that A, € (0,1] and 62 < /. O
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A.7. Second proof of Theorem 3.2. In this Appendix, we prove Theorem 3.2 under
the weaker assumption K,..., Ky € D(A). This is achieved by an additional approxi-
mation argument. Let X, (¢t) = ZJ<mYJ( )ej, 0 <t <T, be the projection of X (¢) onto
Vin = span{ey, ..., en}, and taking values in L2([0,7T7]; V). We start with the following
consequence of Lemma 6.8.

LEMMA A.5. Foreverym > 1, the RKHS (Hx, ,| - ||x,.) of Xm satisfies

HXm:{h:Zhjej:hjeH,lgjgm} and ||h])%. ZHh 13
j=1

Moreover, we have ||h| x, = ||h| x with the latter norm defined in Theorem 3.1.

PROOF. Since L?([0,T];V,,) is isomorphic to L?([0,T])™, it suffices to compute the
RKHS of the coefficient vector Y = (Y7,...,Y,,). Using that Y7,...,Y,, are independent
stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes, the vector Y is a Gaussian process in L2([0,7])™
with expectation zero and covariance operator 'L, Cy, with Cy; : L%([0,T)) — L*([0,T))
being the covariance operator of Y;. Combining this with (6.8) and Lemma 6.8, we conclude
that the RKHS of Y is equal to ™ with norm 7" ||h]||§,J Translating this back to X,,,
the first claim follows. The second one follows from (\;, ej)‘]?‘;l being an eigensystem of
—A. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2. The first step will be to compute the RKHS (Hx, .| -
X ) OF Xrcm = ((Xm, Ki)3) 2, . To this end define the bounded linear map

L:L*([0,T7; Vi) = LA([0, TD™, f = ((f, Ki)2)rly

Combining the fact that LX,, = X ,, in distribution with Proposition 4.1 in [38] and
Lemma A.5, we obtain that Hx, , = L({h:h= 3" hje;: hj € H}). This implies
Hx, L CH M To see the reverse inclusion, let P, be the orthogonal projection of L?(A)
onto V;,, = span{ei,...,en}, and let Gy, = (P Kg, P Ki)n )kl 1- Since (e;);>1 is an
orthonormal basis of H, (G, tends (e.g., in operator norm) to G as m — co. Since G is
non-singular, we deduce that Gm is non-singular for all m large enough (which we assume
from now on). Hence, for (hk) L E€EH M we have that

(A22) f= Z m)it PmKihy € Hy,  satisfies  Lf = (hy)L,,
k=1

where we also used that P, K, € V,,, forall 1 < k < M.Hence, HM C H X, and therefore
Hx, . = HM. Moreover, combining (A.22) with Proposition 4.1 in [38] and the fact that
AP,, = P, A, we get from Lemma A.5

M
1AL < D7 (Gon)iog Pkl

k=1
M M
< 3| Pm Z (GM)];}AKkth%Q([O,T];’H) + [P Z (Gm)];llKkth%%[O,T];’H)
k=1 k,l=1

+
o
<
NE

(G o Kihil| 22 10 120

k=1
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1

Letting m go to infinity, in which case (G,,)~! converges to G~!, and so by definition of

G 4, the last display becomes

hmsup||(hk)k 1||XK m

<3/
0

+2/0 Dby ()hi(t) dt.

kll

IGAG )klhk:( )hl dt-{—/() Gil)klhk(t)hl(t)dt

kll k=1

Using standard results for the operator norm of symmetric matrices yields thus for
lim Sup,;, o0 || (A ) AL 1||%(K _ the upper bound claimed in the statement of the theorem to

hold for ||A[% .

Next, we use the above results to compute the RKHS of X = ((X, Kj)# )M, . First, let
us argue that the RKHS of a single measurement (X, Kj)3 (as a set) equals H. Combining
Girsanov’s theorem for the It6 process (X, K} )y in (2.3) with Feldman-Hajek’s theorem, the
RKHS of (X, K},)y starting in zero is Hg. Adding an independent Gaussian random variable
with variance greater zero, we obtain that in the stationary case (X, Kx)3 hasRKHS H = Hp
(see also the proof of Lemma 6.8). Now, consider the case M > 1. By Proposition 4.1 in [38],
each coordinate projection maps the RKHS of X to the RKHS of a single measurement,
thus to H by the first step. Hence, we have Hx, C H M 1t remains to show the reverse
inclusion HY = Hy, C Hy, . To see this, note that

oo

m
(X, K=Y (Kp,ej)nY; and (X, Kp)y =Y (Kp €)Y,
7=1 7j=1

so that X = X g + (Xx — Xk m) can be written as a sum of two independent processes
taking values in the Hilbert space L2([0,T])M. Letting Cx and Cl ,,, be the covariance op-
erators of X and X ,,, respectively, this implies that Cx = C 1, + C with C self-adjoint
and positive. Combining this with the characterisation of the RKHS norm in Proposition 2.6.8
of [22], we get || (hi)ply 1%, < I(hi)ili Ik, and Hx, , C Hx, forall m > 1. Finally,

inserting the upper bound on || (hy)2 | H_ZXK _derived above, the proof is complete. O
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