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Parameter estimation for SDEs related to stationary
Gaussian processes
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Abstract: In this paper, we study central and non-central limit theorems for partial sum of
functionals of general stationary Gaussian fields. We apply our result to study drift parameter
estimation problems for some stochastic differential equations related to stationary Gaussian pro-
cesses.
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1 Introduction

While the statistical inference of It type diffusions has a long history, the statistical analysis for
equations driven by fractional Brownian motion (fBm) is obviously more recent. The development
of stochastic calculus with respect to the fBm allowed to study such models. We will recall several
approaches to estimate the parameters in fractional models but we mention that the below list is
not exhaustive:

e The MLE approach in [I7], [26]. In general the techniques used to construct maximum
likelihood estimators (MLE) for the drift parameter are based on Girsanov transforms for
fBm and depend on the properties of the deterministic fractional operators (determined by
the Hurst parameter) related to the fBm. In general, the MLE is not easily computable.

e A least squares approach has been proposed in [I4]. The study of the asymptotic properties of
the estimator is based on certain criteria formulated in terms of the Malliavin calculus (see
[23]). In the ergodic case, the statistical inference for several fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
(fOU) models has been recently developed in the papers [14], [2], [3], [13], [15], [9]. The
case of non-ergodic fOU process of the first kind and of the second kind can be found in [4]
and [12] respectively.

Our aim is to bring a new idea to develop the statistical inference for stochastic differential
equations related to stationary Gaussian processes by proposing a suitable criteria. Our approach
is based on Malliavin calculus and it makes in principle our estimator easier to be simulated.
Moreover, the models studied in [14], [2], [3], [I3] become particular cases in our approach (see
section 4).
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2 Elements of Gaussian analysis and Malliavin calculus

For the essential elements of Gaussian analysis and Malliavin calculus that are used in this paper
see the references ([|24], [23]).

Now recall that, if X, Y are two real-valued random variables, then the total variation distance
between the law of X and the law of Y is given by

dry (X,Y)= sup |[P[X € A]—P[Y € 4]].
AEB(R)

If X,Y are two real-valued integrable random variables, then the Wasserstein distance between
the law of X and the law of Y is given by

dw (X,Y) = sup [Ef(X)—Ef(Y)|
JeLip(1)

where Lip(1) indicates the collection of all Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constant < 1.

The following well-known direct consequence of the Borel-Cantelli Lemma (see e.g. [18]), will
allows us to turn convergence rates in the p-th mean into pathwise convergence rates.

Lemma 1 Let v > 0 and py € N. Moreover let (Z,)nen be a sequence of random variables. If
for every p > po there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that for all n € N,

(E|Z?)/P < cp -7,
then for all € > 0 there exists a random variable n. such that
|Zy| < me-n~ 7 almost surely

for all n € N. Moreover, En:|P < oo for allp > 1.

3 General context

3.1 Central and non-central limit central theorems

Consider a centered stationary Gaussian process Z = (Zy); o With covariance
rz(k) := E(ZyZy) and |rz(k)| < 1 for every k € Z.

Let us define the following normalized process

Zy,

Y, = ,
r7(0)

k€ Z. (1)

We also define

q/2

Von(Z) = > Ii(form) (2)
k=1

2



where

1 &= ©2k
fokm = dq72k(Z)%iz:;€i

with Y; = Y'(e;) and dg 2, (Z) are constants.
If Y e Iry (k)|* < oo, we define
v(Z) == lim E [V}, (Z)].

We have the following central and non-central limit theorems.

Theorem 2 Let (V2,(Z)),5, be the sequence defined in (2), we let Yy = 2k e Z with

\/rz(0)’
covariance ry (k) = E(YyYy). Denote N ~ N(0,1).
1) Then there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on q and rz(0) such that,

Van(2) C N
d — N S —VF 0/ VnY /<;V7nY HV,nY.
TV( E[VE.(Z)] ) s E[an(z)] \/E{ 2l )} 1(Von (V) + ka(Van(Y))- (3)

We also have in the case when, Y, Iry (k)? < oo,

o (V%)

< Uqu) \/ B [V2,0)] y/5a(Van(0) + ma(Vau (V) + [0g(2) = B [V, | ()
In addition:
o If Yper (rv(k))* < oo,
3
ra(Veu(Y)) < Cn7! (Z (r (@)4/3) (5)
|k|<n
o Ifry(k)=k"2,
ka(Van(Y)) c
(2 [vz.]) R "
where E [V, (Z)] ~ 4d2 5(Z)log(n).
2) Assume that ry (k) = |k|=* with 0 < a < . Then
‘/q,”(Z) la_w) dq,2(Z) Foo (7)

n%_o‘ \/5



where D = fi)ooo eiy’y‘a—ldy = 2P(04) COS(a—;), and

P [ [ e LT W ()W ()
Z T
R2 :17+y) Y Y

with W is a random spectral measure of the white noise on R.

Van(2)

€ DY2, by [21], Proposition 2.4] we have
VEVE.(2)]

Proof. Since

n(Z n(Z - n(Z
dTV <W7N)<2E 1—<D ‘/%( ) ,—DL 1 ‘/tlv( ) >
B[22 JEvza@l e,
On the other hand, exploiting the fact that

E [E [(I2k(f2k,n))2: - <D12k(f2k,n)7_DL_1[2k(f2k,n)>7-L] =0

we obtain
Van(Z) 1 Van(2)
D————~— - DL ————)
VEWVa@]  \JEN2) ”l

q/2
! (Z \/VC”“ ((2k) Y| D Lok forn)l3,) + Z (20~ E [(DIok(forn)s DI (forn))2|
P

< 2
E [V;Ln(z)] 1<k<i<q/2

+ Y @) 'E (DI farn), Df2l(f21n)>H)

1<i<k<q/2

Moreover, by [22] Lemma 3.1] we have

2%—1
\/Var ((2k) =Y DIk (form)l3)) Z 32412 <2k) (4k — 2)| for, n®f2k nH’H®4k 251

and for k <

E [((ZZ)_1<DI2k(f2k,n)aDI2l(f2l,n)>H)2] < (2k)! @2:11)2 (20 —2k)'E [(I2k(f2k,n))2] ‘|f2k,n2li®2kf2k,n||3{®4k

2k—1
2
+2k? Z (1—1)"? lel) Glj) (2k + 21 — 2j)! (Hf%,nzgza oo + Hf%’”gﬁg 'f%,n\\?{@%) :
j=1 =J —J
Combining this together with the fact that for every 1 < s <2k — 1 with k € {1,...,¢/2}

n

||f2k,n(§>f2k,n||3.¢®4k—2s < d;%(z)n_z Z Tf/(k’l kfz)?”y(k‘?, —k'4) 2k— s(k‘l k‘g) 2h— S(k‘z —k‘4)
k1,ko,k3,ka=1

< dpop(Zn7 D ry(ky — k)ry (ks — ka)ry (k1 — ks)ry (k2 — ka)
k1,ko2,k3,ka=1

d272k(2)54(‘/2,n(y))



we deduce that there exists a constant C' depending on ¢ and rz(0) such that

VVar (0 IDIn(farn)lfy) < Cyfra(Van(¥))

and

@) E(D Lot (fatn)s DIt (forn) el < <E [((QZ)_1<DI2k(f2k,n)aDI2l(f2l,n)>7—L)2}>1/2

< OV [kl fonn)?] s Vi) + sV (1)

< C —12 138 (i — j)\/ ks (Vo (Y)) + ka(Vor(Y))
2,7=0

< C —12 (i = )\ 5a (VoY) + Ka (Vo (Y
2,7=0

Furthermore,

dTV( Vin(2) 7N)
B[Va(2)

N

E[J -1 Zry i — )\ Ka(Va(Y)) + wa (Vo (Y

1,7=0

C
T B2 \/ L [Vz?n(Y)] ks (Van (V) 4 ka(Van(Y))

m\/E [an(Y)} ka(Van(Y)) + ka(Von(Y))

W

N

Thus the estimate (3] is obtained. By a similar argument we obtain ().
Moreover, if >, (ry (k))? < oo, it follows from [6] that

N

Cn~! ’
ra(Von(Y)) < ——— [ D v (k))"?



and if ry (k) = k™2 for k € Z*, it follows from [23) that

q/2
2k
E[Vi(2)] = dj,(Z ) Z Iy (i = )P +qu o1 (2 Z [y (i — )
7] =0 ,] =0
2 2 - . ._1 a2 2k 2%
= 2dgs(2) (1423 (n—J)j +qu2k Z Iry (i — )|
j=1 4,=0
n—1 g 7=l a/2 (2k)!
= 2d2,(2) 1+22j_1__z a +Zd2,2k Z [ry (i = )
~ 4d2,(Z)log(n). ®)
Thus, as in [7] we conclude that
ra(Von(Y)) ra(Von(Y))
2 2
(7 v2.0))) (7' 0B [12,(2)))

n

1

= > vy (k= ka)ry (ks — ka)ry (ky — ks)ry (ky — ka)

n2 <r§1(0)E [an(Z)} )2 k1 ke ks, ka=1

C n
< 5 O ry(ki—ka)ry (ks — ka)ry (ky — ks)ry (ks — ka)
n*log (n) k1,k2,ks,ka=1
C
< .
= log(n)

Hence the inequalities (Bl and (6]) are satisfied.
The convergence ([7) is a direct consequence of [11, Theorem 1|. m

3.2 Hermite variation

Let ¢ € N* be even, and let H, be the pth Hermite polynomial. So, H, has the following
decomposition

q
N DY o
)_kzzok!(q—Zk)!Qk:E '

Define for every q > 2 even,

and



Then, we can write

We have the following almost sure convergence.
Theorem 3 Suppose that Z is ergodic. Then, as n — oo
Qq,n(Z) - ’7Z(Q) (12)

almost surely.

Let Y; be the process defined in (I]). We have,

qa/2
Hy(Zi) — EHy(Z;) = by orHop(Y7)
k=1

where for any k € {1,...,2 -1}

2 3-1 —2 —2k+2
brg-2(2) = (DF (r3(0) =37 (0)) af_pal’]...al 3"
1 (% 7-2 —4 —2k+2
+ (—1)F1 (r%(O) -2 (O)) ag_4a3_6...a3_2k+
_|_
g a_p
D) -2 0) aly,

1(—1)F
p P _
"2k = iy oy £ 0P/

which verify

p/2

—2k

H,(x) = E ai_zka:p .
k=0

Define

VQun(2) = Vn(Qqn(Z) —vz(q)) -



As consequence, we can write

VQq,n(Z) = \/E(Qq,n(z)_’YZ(Q))
1

=0
1 n—1 q/2
= —= bg,2k(Z) Hak (V)
vn i=0 k=1
q/2 1 n—1
_ R2k
- qu,%(Z)ﬁZQk (Ez >
k=1 =0
q/2 1 n—1
= ZI% <bq72k(Z)— f@%)
k=1 \/_ =0
where Y; = Y ().
Furthermore,
q/2 n—1
2k)! o
B |:VQ2q,7L(Z):| = Zb2,2k(Z)(T) Z |ry (i —])\zk
k=1 i,j=0
q/2 9 n—1
= YBR[ 14 =Y = 1)y ()
k=1 j=1
q/2

= qu% k)! 1Jr?z:h“y |2k——ZJ|TY (DI | (13)

We will need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4 Let (Zy)k>0 be a stationary Gaussian sequence with E(Z2) < oo, and let X > 0 and
q € N* even. Consider the sequence

Ro.q(\, Z1) i= Hy(Zy, — e Zy) — Hy(Z,).

Then for every p > 1 there exits a constant c(\,q) depending on X\, q and E(Z3) such that

n—1

ZRQq A, Zp) < C(An’q). (14)
k 0 Lr(Q)
Moreover for every e > 0
1 n—1
— > Roge(\ Zy) — 0 (15)
k=0

almost surely as n — oco.



Proof. We have
q—21
=2\ —A\ik 7] rq—2i—7
Rgq(\ Zy) = Z T q_m I Z(—l)ﬂ(g Ye ANk Z) 74720

Combining this with the fact that Z is statlonary and Gaussian, we obtain
-k
HRQ,q()H Zk)HLp(Q) < CO()\7Q)€

Thus (I4) is obtained.
For the convergence (IHl), it is a direct consequence of (I4]) and Lemma([ll m
Applying Theorem [2] and Lemma ] we conclude the following result.

Theorem 5 Let (VQM(Z))”>0 and (RQ,q(A, Zk)),,5( be the sequences defined in the above.

1) Then there exists C' depending on X, q and rz(0) such that

i ( [— (0w (1) et )

Vam

N

On the other hand if Y ;. Iry (k)|? < oo, we can write

dW( o <><Qq“<k‘e ) ’N>

V2
M \/ V2, 0] o 0aan ) + (Ve (1)) | 16)

(17)

< </qu \/ ‘/ (Vo (V) + £a(Vg,., (V) + qu(Z)—E[Véw(Y)”>

where vg,(Z) = limy, 00 £ [VQ%M(Z)} . Moreover, k4(Vg,,(Y)) verifies (@) and (@).
2) Assume that ry (k) = |k|=* with 0 < a < . Then

% (Qq,n (Zk - e_AkZO> - ’VZ(Q)) la_w) f/q—%Foo

where D and Fy, are defined in Theorem [2
Proof. We have

W (- 5) c0)

= Qqn ’VZ( )) + ! SRQvQ(/\’ Zk)
\ B V3, nE V3, (2)] k=0

— VQ‘I n + ! nz_:l RQ q A Zk)

(19)



Hence,

(g oot )
< dw 12:,(2) N+ . SRQ,q()HZk)
E [ng(Z)] nE [ng’n(Z)] k=0 o

Combining this with [B) and (I4]) we obtain (I6]). Similar argument leads to (7).
Moreover, from (9), (7)) and (I4) we deduce (I8]). =

3.3 Power variation

Consider, for every ¢ € N* even, the following power variation

1 n—1
Pq,n(Z) - E Z(Zz)q
=0
Define
32t0) = E(20)) = st [ ()",
7)!

We have the following almost sure convergence.
Theorem 6 Suppose that Z is ergodic. Then, as n — oo
Pq,n(Z) — 5Z(q)

almost surely.

(20)

(21)

(22)

22
Let Y; be the process defined in (). Let cqor = L f_oooo da;qH%(:v) dx be the coefficients

(2k)! Vor

of the monomial z¢ expanded in the basis of Hermite polynomials:

q/2
z? = Z cq. 26 Hop ().
k=0

10



Then we can write,

Vp,.(2)

\/E(qu(Z) ) [(ZO)q])

[r2(0))72 = z \'l Zy '
iz \” < rz<o>>] y ( rz<0>>]>

[r2(0)]/2 2 L2

SV Cqoi(Z) Hap(Yi)
\/ﬁ L s 2k 2k

fI/2 r q/ n—1

];Cq’gk(Z) 2(57)—1] i 2 Loy (&?Z@%)

q/2 1

k=1
where Y; = Y (g;) = —Zi—.
1z (0)
Furthermore,
q/2 n—1
(2k)! :
E[V3,.(2)] = [z Y a2 =2 3 v = )P
k=1 i,j=0
q/2 n—1

4/2 n—1
1937 2 (2) (2)! <1+2Zry |2'f——§jy|ry k) (23)
k=1 j=1

We will also need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 7 Let (Z;,)i>0 be a stationary Gaussian sequence with E(Z3) < oo, and let A > 0 and
q € N* even. Consider the sequence

Then for every p >

Moreover for every e > 0

almost surely as n — oco.

Rp (X, Zy) ==

<Zk _ e—”fzo)q —(Z)".

1 there exits a constant c(\,q) depending on \,q and E(Z3) such that

n—1

c(A,
ZRPq (A Z1) < (nQ). (24)
k 0 Lr(Q)
1 n—1
— > Rpg(\Z) — 0 (25)
k=0

11



Proof. The proof is straightforward by using similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4 m
Applying Theorem [2] and Lemma, [{] we conclude.

Theorem 8 Let (quyn(Z))n>0 and (Rpg(A, Zy)),,5o be the sequences defined in the above.
1) Then there exist C depending on A, q and rz(0) such that

tw E [vgn (Z)] (Pq’" (Zk a e_M%) — 0z (Q)> N
< [Vf (Z)] - [V]g‘;"(yﬂ +4/E [Vﬁz (Y)] ka(Vp,, (Y)) + ka(Vp,,,(Y)) | (26)

On the other hand if ), ., Iry (k)|* < oo, we can write
n
d —— (P 2k — A’fZ N 27
v (y: <m(q<k %) | ) 0

quc(*Z ( /qu \/ Vﬁz 1/ (Ve (V) + k4 (Vi,, (V) + ‘ (Z)—E[vﬁw(y)”).

where vp,(Z) = lim, o0 E [Vﬁq n(Z)} . Moreover k4(Vo,(Y)) verifies (3) and (6).
2) Assume that ry (k) = |k|™* with 0 < a < 3. Then

na

W <Pq,n <Zk - G_AkZO) - WZ(Q)> teg %2 gy (28)

VD
where D and Fy are defined in Theorem [2,

Proof. Similar proof as in Theorem 8l m

3.4 Quadradic case

In this subsection we suppose that ¢ = 2. Then, in this case, we have

n—1
Vasa(Z) = Ve, (2) = =3 (7~ EIZ})
k=0
_ BN v - Bz )
\/ﬁ k=0 ’ "
= Von(2)

Thus, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 9 We have



o if Y en Iry (k)|? < oo, there exists C > 0, ng > 1 such that for every n > ng

2
3/2
Von(Z) (Zw@ ry (k)| )

7N g C 3/2 Y

B |V2,(2)] (Siujen Iy B)2) " v

dry

and hence also

2
1+ (Z ry(k)?’/z) ] (30)

|k|<n

(31)

and also

dw ( m <Q2,n (Zk — e—AkZO) - ’yz(2)> 7N) < W; (32)

where in this case E [VQ%n(Z)] ~ 4b%’2(Z) log(n) = 4r2(0) log(n).

o ifry(k) = |k|~® with 0 < a < 3, there exists C > 0 depending on o

Von(2) 1 /1- 2« C
dpy | ——2m2) 2 2% | < , 33
v 2 D Viogn (33)

and also

dw ( m (sz (Zk — 6_)‘kZO> - 72(2)) 7% . D2aFOO) S \/15)7@7 (34)

where D and Fy are defined in Theorem [2,
Moreover in this case E [V2%n(Z)] ~ 4%|7‘Z(0)|2.
Van(Z) — Van(Y)
VEVZ.(2]  EMZ,00]

also [6], [2I]). Hence also, from (I9), (29) and ([I4) we deduce (B0).

Proof. Since then (29)) is a direct consequence of [I9] Theorem 3| (see

13



Combining [B) and (6l) we obtain (B1]), and also the estimates (I9), (BI) and (4] lead to ([B2)).
Now, suppose that ry (k) = [k[~® with 0 < v < . It is easy to see that (23) leads to

n—1 n—1
. 2 . .
EVin(2)] = 2ArzO)F [1+2) lrv(@)F == ilry ()
j=1 j=1
n1—2a
~ 4 2,
1—2a|TZ(0)|

Thus, from [I9, Theorem 5| and [I1, Theorem 1|, the estimate (33]) is obtained. Hence also, from

(@), B3) and (I4) we deduce (34]) m

3.5 Improve the rate convergence

Consider a centered stationary Gaussian process Z = (Zy,) o5 With covariance rz (k) = E(ZoZy,) <
oo and |rz(k)| <1 for k € Z.
Define the centered stationary Gaussian process Z® as follows:

72V = Zy— 7, kel

and for every p > 2
zP = 70N~ 7 ke,

Now, applying Theorem 2l we conclude the following result.

Theorem 10 Assume that k~%rz(k) converges to a constant for some a < —%, Then for every

p = 2 there exists C' depending on p,q and rz(0) such that

Vun (2)
VB [13,.(20)

In particular, if o = 2H — 2 then for every p > 2 there exists C depending on p,q and rz(0) such
that

N | < onoets, (35)

dry

; Y, ((Z)
TV
V2 [V,.20)

Vg, (Z®))
E[V3,  (Z2®))]

N| < cn2H-s (36)

This leads that if p > 2, then

is asymptotically normal for every H € (0,1).

14



4 Applications to Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes

4.1 Fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

In this section suppose that X = {X;,¢ > 0} is an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process driven by a frac-
tional Brownian motion BH = {BtH N> O} of Hurst index H € (0,1). That is, X is the solution
of the following linear stochastic differential equation

Xo=0; dX;,=—-0X,dt+dBE, t>0, (37)

where whereas 6 > 0 is considered as unknown parameter.
The solution X has the following explicit expression:

t
X, = / e 0t=s)gBH,
0
We can also write
X, =20 —e%Z8 (38)

where

t
z? = / e 0= qpH

—00

Moreover, Y is an ergodic stationary Gaussian process.
We will need the following result.

Lemma 11 Let H € (0,3) U (3,1], m,m’ >0 and —co < a <b < c<d < oo. Then

b d b d
E( / emsdBH (s) / em’tdBH(t)> ~ HEH - 1) / dse™ms / dte™ (1 — 5)2H~2

Proof. We use the same argument as in the proof of [I0l Lemma 2.1 m

Lemma 12 Let H € (0,1) U (3,1), m,m’ > 0 and let Z% be the process defined in (39). Then,
2
E [(zg) ] = HT(2H)9~2H (39)

and for large |t|

H(2H - 1) |t|2H—2.

7 (40)

E [Zng} ~

Proof. see [10, Theorem 2.3] or Lemma[I7 m

15



4.2 Construction and asymptotic behavior of the estimators

Fix ¢ > 2 and assume that ¢ is even.
From (38) we can write

n—1

Qua(X) = Qua(Z’)+ - 3" R0, 7)) (a1)
k=0

Combining (@I)), Lemma @ and the fact that Z? is ergodic we conclude that, almost surely,

. o . 0

nh—r>noo Qq,n(X) o nh—r>noo Qq,n(Z )
= vz0(q)
_ q! —2H q/2
= Dwe (HT(2H)6—*" —1)

= p1g(0).

Hence we obtain the following estimator for 6

Ogn = 117" [Qqn(X)] .

As consequence, we have the following strong consistence of 0 ,.

Theorem 13 Let H € (0,1). Then, as n — oo

~

Ogn — 0 (42)
almost surely.

Combining ([AI]) and Theorem [§ we conclude the following result.

Theorem 14 Denote N ~ N(0,1). If H € (0, %], then there exists C depending on q, H and 0
such that

( n‘i, z‘fO<H<§

” < <A ) ) n_%log%(n), if H :g
dw =73 7700 \Ha (Oan) —1e(0)), N | < C (43)

B [VE,(27)] -2 o< d

8 4

10g_%(n), if H= %

In particular,
e IfH€(0,3)
~ law

Vi (g (an) = #a(0)) 25 N (0,02(2")) (44)

‘214

where 073(2%) = S 5,(2°)(26)! (1 r2rE, A ) = limoe B [V (2°)],

16



o ifH =2

o) (10 (Pan) = 1a(®)) 25 3 (0.4072(2°))

where in this case E [Vq%n(ZG)] ~ 4b272(Z9) log(n).

In the case when H € (%, 1), we have

n

%—% (Mq <§q7n> - Nq(9)>

=

where Fy is defined in Theorem [2

Thus we deduce the asymptotic distribution of é\q,n.

Theorem 15 If H € (0,32], then

]

If H € (3,1), then

Proof. We can write

law bq,2

%—% (@m - 0) —

law bq72(Z€)
VD

—0) S N (0, (14(0) )

TAGNIY

Feo

(47)

Feo (48)

Vn (Mq(é\qm) - Nq(9)> = N;(fqm)\/ﬁ (é\q,n - 9)

where &, ,, is a random variable between 6 and é\q,n.
Combining this with Theorem [[4] we obtain the desired conclusion. m

Quadratic case: Now we will discuss the particular case when g = 2.

Define

Y =

zj

zf

z}
V2@ [z

HT(2H)0—2H"

(49)

Combining (@I]) and Theorem [0 we conclude the following result.

Theorem 16 If H € (0, %], then

B |V,(2°)]

HT(2H)

ﬂ(@;iH—9—2H> N | <Cx
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I
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As consequence, for every H € (0, %)

Jn (@,n . 9) LN (o, (gf;?ﬁi;) (51)

and if H = %
n ~ r H
o) (QM - 9) LN <0, §> (52)
where in this case E [VQ%H(ZG)] ~ (D(2H + 1)9_2H)2log(n).
If3<H<1,
dy | ————2220 (0728 g2 = |l « —— 53

E|v2,(2%)]

ndH -3

where E [V2,(2%)] ~ %20 (D(2H + 1)§2H)2.

As consequence

vn (9 - §2m) Jaw, %Fm. (54)

4.3 OU driven by fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

In this section suppose that X = {X;,¢ > 0} is an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process driven by fractional
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process V' = {V;,t > 0} given by the following linear stochastic differential
equations

Xo=0; dX;=—0Xdt+dV;, t>0
{ 0 t t t (55)

=
Vo=0; dVi=—pVidt+dBl, t>0,

where B = {B{{ > 0} is a fractional Brownian motion of Hurst index H € (0,1), whereas
6 > 0 and p > 0 are considered as unknown parameters such that 6 # p.
For [I3] we have the following results related to X;:

P

X, =
t b0

0
X7+ —pr (56)

0 —

where for m > 0
t
Xxm= / et qpH, (57)
0

On the other hand, we can also write the system (55]) as follows

dX; = — (0 + p) Xpdt — pfSdt + dB}.
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where for 0 <t T

Xt Xf - X7
3 Xeds = 58
= [ s = — (59)
We can also write
X =Z" —e My (59)
where
¢
Zn = / e~m™t=s)qBH (60)
As consequence
0 pe Pt G0
X, = Lz T g0 zZ5+ A
! -0 T, (p 0 0—p~"°
0
= 7'y p—feR(,o, 2°) + g RO, 29 (61)

and

0 p —0t 0 —ptop
4y — 4y e TZy —e "z

p—0 p—10
1
= x0r g - (R©.2%) - R(p,27)). (62)

Y =

On the other hand, the process
(22 (63)
is an ergodic stationary Gaussian process.

Lemma 17 Let H € (0,3) U (3,1), m,m' >0 and let Z™ be the process defined in (G0). Then,

Am,m') = E [zglzg%’] - % (m1—2H + (m')1_2H> (64)

and for large |t|

H(ZH )‘t‘ﬂ{ 2

b [Zgbzzﬂl] T (65)
This implies that for H € (0,1)U (3,1)
2 HT'(2H) B
nx(0,p) = F [(Zg”’) } = W{f 2H _ g2-2H)

9

ns(0,p) = E [(Eg’p)T _ %[0 2H p_2H]
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and
E|(Z5540)] =o.

Proof. By using [10, Proposition A.1], we can write

0 [0
E [ZS”Z(G”’/} = mm’/ / €M™V E (Bfo) dudv
—0o0 —00

mm/

0 /0
= = / / emem (—uw)*™ + (=)™ — o — u|*™) dudv

/ S8 0
- m;n / / e™e™ (w4 v — v — uM) dudv
o Jo

_ I'(2H +1) ( 1-2H (m/)1—2H) .

2(m +m’)

Thus the estimate (64]) is proved.
Now, let 0 <e <1

! ! 0 t !
E(Zgnzgn> - e‘mtE< / emuqpH / em”dBf>

—00

0 et 0 t
= e™M'E ( / emdB]! / em’vdBf> +e™E ( / emdB]! / em’vdBf>
—0 -0 et

—0oQ
= A+ B
where, using [10, Proposition A.1] it is easy to see that
1A =0 (e—m’t) .

On the other hand, by Lemma [[T] and integrations by part

0 t
B = H(2H — 1)e_m/t/ du em“/ dv €™V (v — u)?H 2
£

—00 t

0 t—u
= H(2H —1)e™™* / du, e™ / dz ™' (utz) ;20 =2
—00 et—u
, 0o , ON(t—2) ,
= H(2H - 1)6‘"”/ dz e™ Zz2H_2/ du, emmu
et et—z

o0 t o0
_ H(@eH-1) (/ e—m(z—t)z2H—2dz+/ e—m’(t—z)Z2H—2dZ_|_e—m’t(1—a)/ e—m(z—at)Z2H—2dZ>
t et

m+m’ -
H(2H —1) (¢?H=2  2H —2 [ _ o oy_3 t2H=2
= : + / e, dz + —
(m +m') m m . m
N (et)2H_2 e—m’(l—e)t _ 2H —2 /t e—m’(t—z)Z2H—3dZ + e—m’t(l—e) /OO e—m(z—st)Z2H—2dZ
m/ m/ et et
H(2H -1
_ ( : )t2H—2 +o (tzH—2) ’
mm
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the last inequality comes from the fact that

0o oo
/ E_m(z_t)Z2H_3dZ < t_l / e—mydy
t 0

—0, ast— oo,

t t
(2—2H / e—m’(t—z) L2H=3 1, < E2H_3t_1 / e—m’(t—z)dz
et et

(1—e)t ,
— €2H_3t_1 / e~ m ydy
0
—0, ast— oo,
and
£2—2H ;—m't(1-¢)

— 0, ast— oo.

So, we conclude that the estimate (3] is obtained. m

4.4 Construction and asymptotic behavior of the estimators

Case: X and Y. are observed

Combining (61)), (62), (I), (G3]) and Lemma @] we conclude that

lim (Qun(X). Qun(X) = lim (Qua(Y""), Qn(="))

n—aoo n—

= (Vy0.0(q); 7200 (q))
= (%),qﬁ ((nx(é,p) —1)92 (ns(9, p) — 1)q/2)
= Fy(0,p).

Hence, we obtain the following estimator for (6, p).

@"’ @m) = G (Qgn(X), Qyn(%)) -

where G is the inverse function of Fj.

By construction, we have the following strong consistence of (@m, ﬁq,n)'

Theorem 18 Let H € (0,1). Then, as n — oo

(/H\q,ny ﬁq,n) — (67 p)
almost surely.

Combining (62)), (61)), Lemma [I7 and Theorem [§ we conclude the following result
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Theorem 19 Let H € (O, %) Then

Vi [(Qgn(X), Qun()) — Fy(8,p)] —= N (0,18, p)) (67)
where
o2 (YOr oq (YOr, 500
TR A (63)
where

o2 (YP) = Var [Hy(Yy")| +2 f: Cov [Hy(Y]), Hy(V?)]
k=1

o2(200) = Var [Hq(zgvf’)] 42 i Cov [Hq(zgvp), Hq(EZ’p)]
k=1

oy (Y0, 207) = Cov [ Hy(¥y"), Hy(£57)] + Y Cov |Hy(Yg"), Hy(=]")]
keZx

Theorem 20 Let H € (0, %) Then

vn (@m — 0, Py — p) LN (0, Ja,(nx,ns) T(0,p) "Ja,(nx(0,p),15(0,p))) (69)

Proof. By Taylor’s formula we can write

-~

vn <0q,n -0, ﬁq,n - P) = Vn (Qq,n(X) = Yyo.0(q), Qq,n(z) — ¥0.0(q)) tJGq (nx,ns) + dy

where d,, converges in distribution to zero, because

ldall < c(0, p, H)V/ Tl Qqn(X) = 0.0 (a), Qan(3) — vmo.0 ().
It is easy to see that if for any w € Q there exists no(w) € N such that X, (w) = Y, (w) for all

n = no(w) ananm—w>0asn—>oo,thenYnm—w>0asn—>oo.
Combining this and above estimates we obtain the desired result. m

Quadratic case: Here we suppose that ¢ = 2. In this case we have:
F is a positive function of the variables (z,y) in (0, +00)? defined by: for every (x,y) € (0, 4+00)?
L, (y22H - g272H g=2H =2 i g2y

Fy(z,y) = HT'(2H) x { y?—a?

(1= H)z™2H Ha™2H72) if y=u. (70)

Since for every (z,y) € (0, +00)? with  # y

(1—H):c1*2H(x2—y2)—x(:c2*2H—y2*2H) (1—H)y'—2H (y2_x2)_y(y2—2H_x2—2H)

2_,2)2 2. 2\2
JFz (33,3/) = F(QH + 1) H;szﬂ(ggQ_ny)igg)(gf?H_ysz) Hy72H71(yz_iz)iy)(ysz_msz)
(x2—y?)° (z2—y2)°

the determinant of Jp, (z,y) is non-zero on in (0, +00)%. So, F is a diffeomorphism in (0, 4+00)?
and its inverse (G has a Jacobian

Hy72H71(y2_x2)+y(y72H_w—2H) (1_H)y1—2H(y2_m2)_y(y2f2H_w2—2H)
J By — F(ZH—I—l) (@2 —y2)? - (z2—y2)2 ]
Go (a, ) = det JF2 (:E,y) _foszl(xz_yz)_i_x(xsz_ysz) (1_H)x172H(x2_y2)_x(x272H_y272H) ;
(z2—y2)° (z2—y2)?

where (z,y) = G2 (a,b).
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4.5 Fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with the second kind
Let U = {U;,t > 0} be a fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with the second kind defined as

Up=0, and dU; = —alydt +dV,Y, >0, (71)

where Yt(l) = fg e *dB,, with ag = He# and B = {B¢,t > 0} is a fractional Brownian motion

with Hurst parameter H € (%, 1), and where o > 0 is a unknown real parameter.
The equation (1)) admits an explicit solution

t t
U, = e—at/ eO‘SdY;(l) :e—at/ e(a_l)SdBas
0 0

_ pO-a)H ot /at P g

0

Hence we can also write
U, = U® + R(a, U®) (72)

where

t ag
Ué:u — e—at/ e(a—l)sdBaS — H(l—a)He—at/ T(a_l)HdBr.
—00 0

Lemma 21 Let H € (3,1). Then,

2H — 1)H?*H
E [(U@‘ﬂ - %5(1 ~H+aH,2H 1), (73)
and for large |t|
ry«(t) = E[USU] = O (e— min{a,%}t> ' (74)

Proof. We prove the first point (73]). We have
ag ag
E [(U(?)ﬂ — H(2H — 1)H2(1—a)H/ dyy(a—l)H/ da $(a—1)H|$ . y|2H—2
0 0

ao Yy
— 9H(2H - 1)H2(1—a)H/ dyy(a—l)H/ da 2(@=DH (3 _ g)2H-2
0 0

ag 1
— 2H(2H - 1)H2(1—a)H/ dyy2aH—1/ dz Z(a—l)H(l - Z)2H_2
0 0
2H — 1)H*"
= (#)B(l —H+aH,2H —1).
Thus (73) is obtained.
For the point (74)) see [16]. =

23



Combining ([72]), Lemma [ and the fact that U® is ergodic we conclude that almost surely

nh—I>noo Qq,n(U) - nh—H>100 Qq,n(U )
= we(q)

B (%)(!J;qﬂ (E [(UOO‘)Q] _ 1>q/2
¢! (2H — 1)H?M
B (4)124/2 <

= yy(a).

q/2
B(1—H+aH,2H — 1) — 1)

(07

Hence we obtain the following estimator for «
Qg = Vq_l [Qq.n(U)].-
By construction, we have the following strong consistence of &g y,.
Theorem 22 Let H € (%, 1). Then, as n — o0
Qgn — (75)
almost surely.

Combining (72) and Theorem [, Lemma 2] and Lemma [ we conclude the following result

Theorem 23 Denote N ~ N (0,1). If H € (%,1), then there exist C depending on q, H and o
such that

n

dw W(uq (@) —vg(a)), N | < Cn3. (76)
In particular,

Vi (v Gy n) = vg(@) 2% N (0,0%(U) (77)
where o(U) = 2012 82 5, (U®) (2k)! (1 + 23052, Ll )—hmm V2.(U")].
Theorem 24 Let H € (3,1). Then

m (@gn — ) “5 N (0, (v(e) %) (78)

Proof. We can write

\/E(Vq(aqm) — () = Vz;(fqm)\/ﬁ(aqm —a)

where ¢, ,, is a random variable between o and oy .
Combining this with Theorem 23] we obtain the desired conclusion. m

Quadradic case: Here we suppose that ¢ = 2. We will study the asymptotic distribution of
Q2.
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Theorem 25 Let H € (%, 1). Then there exists C' depending on H and a such that

n ~ C
} (V2 (042,n) - V2(04)) ,N | < %

_— 79
E[V2,(U?) i

dw

Proof. From Lemma 2T we have for any H € (3,1), 3, [0 (k)2 < coand 34 cp |rze (k)2 <
0o. Hence by Theorem [Q the conclusion is obtained. m
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