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Abstract We construct an estimator of the unknown drift paraméte R in the linear
model

X, =0t + 01 B" (t) + 02 B™2(t), t € [0, T],

whereBH1 and B2 are two independent fractional Brownian motions with Himetces H;
and H satisfying the condition;— < H; < H < 1. Actually, we reduce the problem to
the solution of the integral Fredholm equation of the 2ndikirith a specific weakly singular
kernel depending on two power exponents. It is proved ttekéinel can be presented as the
product of a bounded continuous multiplier and weak singottee, and this representation al-
lows us to prove the compactness of the corresponding aitegerator. This, in turn, allows
us to establish an existence—uniqueness result for theeseguof the equations on the in-
creasing intervals, to construct accordingly a sequenseatftical estimators, and to establish
asymptotic consistency.
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1 Introduction

Consider the continuous-time linear model
X(t) = 0t + o1 BH(t) + 0o BH2(t), t € [0, T], 1)

whereBH and B2 are two independent fractional Brownian motions with difet
Hurst indicesH; and H» defined on some stochastic ba&f3, §, (§):,t > 0,P).
We assume that the filtration is generated by these procassesompleted by-
negligible sets of.

Recall that the fractional Brownian motion (fBn®), ¢ > 0, with Hurst index
H € (0,1) is a centered Gaussian process with the covariance function

1
E[BY(®)B"(s)] = 5 (#27 + s — [t — s[*").
From now on we suppose that the Hurst indicesljsgatisfy the inequality
1
5 < H, < Hy <1,

and we consider the continuous modifications of both prasssshich exist due to
the Kolmogorov theorem. Assuming that the Hurst indiégs H, and parameters
o1 > 0,09 > 0 are known, we aim to estimate the unknown drift paramgtey the
continuous observations of the trajectoriesXaf Due to the long-range dependence
property of fBm withH > 1/2, we call our model the model with double long-range
dependence.

Inthe case wherél; = % the problem of drift parameter estimation in the model
(1) was solved in3], and in the case Wher?< H, < Hy < landHy; — Hy > 1/4,
the estimator was constructed B].[The goal of the present paper is to generalize the
results from §] to arbitrary% < H; < Hy < 1. The problem, more technical than
principal, is that in the case whek, — H, > 1/4 andH; > 1/2, the construction
of the estimator is reduced to the question if the solutiothef Fredholm integral
equation of the 2nd kind with weakly singular kernel fram|0, 7] exists and is
unique, but forH, — H; < 1/4, the kernel does not belong 1o,[0, 7']. Moreover,
in this case, we can say that in the literature it is impossiblpick up for this kernel
any suitable standard techniques for working with weakuggagkernels, and it does
not belong to any standard class of weak singular kerneks nfédtter lies in the fact
that the kernel contains two power indicés, andH-, and they create more complex
singularity than it usually happens. So, it is necessaryakenmany additional efforts
in order to prove the compactness of the correspondingriategerator. Immediately
after establishing the compactness of the correspondiegrial operator, the problem
of statistical estimation follows the same steps as in theepff], and we briefly
present these steps for completeness.

The paper is organized as follows. In Secthwe describe the model and explain
how to reduce the solution of the estimation problem to thistemce—uniqueness
problem for the integral Fredholm equation of the 2nd kinthvéiome nonstandard
weakly singular kernel. In Sectiod, we solve the existence—uniqueness problem.
Sectiond is devoted to the basic properties of estimator, that is, stetdish its form,
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consistency, and asymptotic normality. Sectirtontains the properties of hyper-
geometric function used in the proof of the existence—uengss result for the main
Fredhom integral equation.

2 Preliminaries. How to reduce the original problem to the irtegral equation

Since we suppose that the Hurst parametérsH, and scale parametess, o, are
known, for technical simplicity, we consider the case where= o2 = 1 and, as
it was mentioned before% < H; < Hy < 1. If we wish to include the unknown
paramete# into the fractional Brownian motion with the smallest Hupstrameter
in order to apply Girsanov's theorem for construction of éstimator, we consider
a couple of processesB 1 (¢), BH#2(t), t > 0}, i = 1,2, defined on the space
(2,5, (F):) and letPy be a probability measure under whi@¥: and B> are
igdependentBH2 is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parametés, and
B is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst paramefér and drift, that is,

B (t) = 0t + B™(t).

The probability measuri, corresponds to the cage= 0. Our main problem is
the construction of maximum likelihood estimator fbie R by the observations of
the proces¥ (t) = 6t + BH1(t) + BM2(t) = Bfi(t) + BH2(t), t € [0,T). As
in [6], we apply toZ the linear transformation in order to reduce the constomcib
the sum with one term being the Wiener process. So, we takieetimell; (¢, s) =
(t — s)/2~Hs1/2=H and construct the integral

Y(t) :/Ot lp, (t,8)dZ(s) = 9]3(; — Hy, g _ Hl)t2—2H1 4+ M (1)
¢ 2)

S Ha S
+/0 lg, (t, s)dB"(s),

whereB(a, 8) = fol 2z~ 1(1 — 2)#~ldx is the beta function, andl/ 1 is a Gaussian
martingale (Molchan martingale), admitting the repreatons

Hpy _ ' $VdBH (s) — tsl/Q—H s
MH (1) / n(t, $)dBY (s) = vm / W (s)

with vy = (2H(3 — H)I'(3/2 — H)*I'(H + 3)I'(3 — 2H)~")z and a Wiener
processV. According to p], the linear transformatior2j is well defined, and the
processes andY are observed simultaneously. This means that we can relace t
original problem to the equivalent problem of the consiarcof maximum likeli-
hood estimator of € R basing on the linear transformatidh For simplicity, denote
By, = B(% — Hy, % — Hy). Now the main problem can be formulated as follows.
Let% <H, <Hy<1,

{fcl(t) =M™ (1), X5(t) = /Ot Ly, (t, s)dB™2(s), t > o},
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1 = 1,2, be a couple of processes defined on the sp&cg&), andP, be a probability
measure under whick; and X, areNindependentz‘,BH2 is a fractional Brownian
motion with Hurst parametefl,, and X is a martingale with square characteristics

(X1)(t) = 2”2’;[ 221 and driftdBy, t>~2M1, that is,
X1(t) = M1 (t) = 0By, 2725 + M (1),

Also, denoteX (t) = M*™:(t). Our main problem is the construction of maxi-
mum likelihood estimator fof € R by the observations of the process

Y (t) = 0By, 2721 + X1 (t) + Xa(t) = X1(t) + Xa(t).
Note that, under the measurg, the process

— 0(2 = 2H1)Bu, 3y,
W(t) == W(t) + e A

is a Wiener process with drift. Denodg;, = %.

By Girsanov’s theorem and mdependencé(qfanng,

dPy T 1_H 9251%1 2-2H
0 — exp{ 06 1AW (5) — ——2 220
dPO exp{ Hl /0 82 (S) 4(1 _ Hl)

_ exp{ 06, Xy (1) — —0_pa-am,
= exp H, 1( )—m .

As it was mentioned ind], the derivative of such a form is not the likelihood ratio
for the problem at hand because it is not measurable witteot$p the observed-
algebra

3y =o{Y(t),t€[0,T)} =F7 = o{X(t),t €[0,T]},
whereX (t) = X1(t) + Xa(t).
We shall proceed as ir8]. Let iy be the probability measure induced byon

the space of continuous functions With the supremum topalogler probabilityPy.
Then for any measurable sét ;4(A fA x)po(dzx), whered(z) is a measur-

able functional such thak(X) = (dP@ |32). This means thaty < o for any

f € R. Taking into account thaKl = X; underP, and the fact that the vector pro-
cess(X1, X) is Gaussian, we get that the corresponding likelihood fonds given

by

Lr(X,0)=E dP9 |g — 06, X1(T) — %T%?Hl ks
T\A,0) =Eo T = €xXpq VoH, A1 41— Hy) T
6262,

- exp{eéHl Eo(Xa(D)I87) + —+ (V(T) B %) }

whereV (t) = Eo(X1(t) — Eo(X1(#)[55))%, t € [0, 7).
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The next reasonings repeat the corresponding paré]offe have to solve the
following problem: to find the projectiox X (T') of X, (T) onto

{X(t) =X1(t) + X2(¢), t €0, T]}.

According to f], the transformation formula for converting fBm into a Wesrpro-
cess is of the form

Wit) = [ (i) o) ()B™(5), i = 1.2,

where

T T
(K3 f)(s) = / FOOKu(t, 5)dt = Bus'/2H / FORT12(1 — ) H=3/2.

H(2H-1)

Bu = (m)%, and the square-integrable kerd€); (¢, s) is of the form

t
Ky(t,s) = 5H51/2*H/ (u— S)H73/2uH71/2du.

S

We have thatV;, i = 1,2, are standard Wiener processes, which are obviously
independent. Also, we have

t t
X1 (t) = va, /0 sV Hiqw, (s), BR2(t) = /0 K, (t,s)dWa(s).  (3)

Then .
Xg(t) = / KHl,Hg(ta S)dWQ(S),
0

where
t
KH17H2 (t,S) — BH251/27H2 / (t _ u)1/27H1uH27H1 (’LL _ S)H273/2du. (4)

For an interval0, 7], denote byl.%, [0, T’ the completion of the space of simple func-
tionsf: [0, 7] — R with respect to the scalar product

T T
Gy i=an [ [ gl - P 2dsd,
0 0
whereay = H(2H — 1). Note that this space contains both functions and distribu-
tions. For functions froni.3, [0, 7], we have that
T T
| 1e1xas) = [ (i, ) s)W (o)
0 0

where
T
(B, 1,f) () = / f)0:Ku, m,(t,s)dt.
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The projection ofX;(T") onto {X (¢),t € [0,T]} is a centered{-measurable
Gaussian random variable and, therefore, is of the form

T
PxX:.(T) = / hr(t)dX (t)
0
with hr € L%h [0, T]. Note thath still may be a distribution. However, as we will
further see, it is a continuous function. The projectiondtr. € [0, T] must satisfy
E [X (u)Px X1(T)] = E[X (u) X1(T)]. ()

Using () together with independency af; and X5, we arrive at the equation

T T
E le (u) /O hT (t)Xm (t) + X2 (U) A hT(t)dXQ (t)] (6)

= E[X,(u)X,(T)] = ep,u? 21,

wheresy = v% /(2 — 2H). Finally, from 3)—(6) we get the prototype of a Fredholm
integral equation

u T
5H1u2_2H1 = '71%11/ hT(S)31_2H1d8+/ hT(S)THth (Sau)dsv u € [OvT]’
0 0
(7)

where hu
TH, Hy(S,u) = / Os K, 1y (8,0) K, 1, (u,v)dv.
0

Differentiating (7), we get the Fredholm integral equation of the 2nd kind,

T
Vo her (w2 4 / hr(s)k(s, u)ds = 73,0’ =27, we (0,T),  (8)
0

where T
k(s,u) = / 0s K, 1y (8,0)0uKpy 1, (u,v)dv (9)
0

with the functionK 'y, g, defined by ¢).
We will establish in RemarR that for the caséi; = % Eqg. @) can be reduced
to the corresponding equation froi3j]

T
hT(u)—i—Hg(?Hg—l)/ hr(s)|s —u|*™272ds =1, w€[0,T], (10)
0

but the difference betweef@) and @) lies in the fact that10) can be characterized as
the equation with standard kernel, wheregsxith two different power exponents is
more or less nonstandard, and, therefore, it requires asnweational approach. On
the one hand, it is known from the papét fhat if the conditiondds — H; > i and
H, > 1/2 are satisfied, then Eg8) has a unique solutiohy, with hy, (£)t2 =1 e
L]0, T,] on any sequence of intervdl, T,,] except, possibly, a countable number
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of T}, connected to eigenvalues of the corresponding integrabtpre(the meaning
of this sentence will be specified later because, finally, Wieget a similar result
but in more general situation). On the other hand, the exégteuniqueness result for
Eq. (L0) in [3] is proved without any restriction on Hurst indék while H; = %
The difference between these results can be explained sm 8 the authors state
the existence and uniqueness of the continuous solutioereak in ] the solution

is established in the framework af-theory.

In this paper, we propose to consider E8) in the spaceC[0,T] again. This
means that we consider the corresponding integral opeest@n operator from
C[0,T] into C[0, T] and establish an existence—uniqueness resalfinT’]. This ap-
proach has the advantage that we do not need anymore themgsuff, — H; > i
and can include the cagé, = 1/2 again into the consideration.

We say that two integral equations are equivalent if theyhlg same continuous
solutions. In this sense, EqS) @nd @) are equivalent, and both are equivalent to the
equation

1 /7
hy(u) + T/ hr(s)k(s,u)ds =1, we[0,T], (11)
YH, JO

with continuous right-hand side, where
k(s ,u) = w1 k(s,u), s,uel0,T). (12)

We get that the main problem (i.e., the MLE construction Far drift parameter)
is reduced to the existence—uniqueness result for theralteguation 7).

3 Compactness of integral operator. Existence—uniquenesssult for the Fred-
holm integral equation

Consider the integral operatéf generated by the kern&l bearing in mind that the
notations of the kernel and of the corresponding operatibalways coincide:

T
(Kz)(u) :/0 K(s,u)z(s)ds, x € C[0,T].

Now we are in position to establish the properties of the &bt(s, «) defined by
(12) and Q). Introduce the notatiof®), T2 = [0, 72 \ {(0,0)}.

Lemma 1. Up to a set of Lebesgue measure zero, the kernel (s, u), s,u € [0,T],
admits the following representation on [0, T :

k(s u) = {no(s,u)go(s,u), s % u, -

0, s =u,

where (s, u) = (s A u)l72H1y2H1-1g | 2H2=2H1—1 " gnd the function kg is
bounded and belongsto C([0,73).



154 Yu. Mishura, 1. Voronov

Proof. We take @) and first present the derivative &fy, m, (¢, s), defined by 4),
in an appropriate form. To start, put= s + (¢ — s)z. This allows us to rewrite
KH17H2 (t, S) as

1_ _
KH17H2(t7S):ﬁH282 H2(t_S)H2 h

1 . B 5 (14)
X / (1—2)2 (54 (t — 5)2) 2T 23y,
0

Differentiating (L4) w.r.t.t for0 < s <t < T, we get
O K i, 1, (t,8) = (Ha — H1)Bp, 5% =12 (t — 5) e
X /01(1 — z)%_Hl (s + (t— s)z)H27H1zH2—%dZ
+ (Hy — Hy)Bu,s7 1
X (t —s)ft2ih /01(1 — )P (s (8 —s)z) T T 5

= (Hg — I’Il)ﬁHzS%_H2 (f — S)HZ_Hl_l

1
X </ (1—2)2 (54 (t —s)2) 2723,
0

! 1_pg Hy—H;—-1 g, 1
—|—(t—s)/0(1—z)2 s+ (t—s)2) z7? 2dz>

= (Ha — Hi)fm, 5310t — ) 2710

1 3 1 s—1t Hy—H,
x | gf2—H / zH275(1 - z)57H1 (1 - z> dz
0 S

Hooty—1 [ 1pg s—t \TTT
+(t—s)s727H (1—2)2"7"(1- z 2727 3dz .
0

S

(15)
Denote for technical simplicity; = H; — %, 1 = 1,2. Then, according to the
definition and properties of the Gauss hypergeometric fondsee Eqgs.31) and
(32), the terms in the right-hand side dff) can be rewritten as follows. For the first
term, thats is, for

1 s — ¢ Hy—Hy
L(t, s) := stz / 22271 — )T (1 - z) dz, (16)

0 S

the values of parameters for the underlying integral equalH; — Ha, b = as, ¢ =
Hy;— Hy+1,andz = 574 < 1, respectively; therefore;5 = t*TS c—b=1-aqy,
and

S

—t
I(t,s) =B(1 - al,ag)sHZ_HlF(Hl — Hy,a9,1— Hy + Hy: > )
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t —H t—s
B(l—al,ag ( ) ( Hg,l—al,l—H1+H2; n )

S

+
:B(l—al,agtH2 hp < — Ho,1—oay,1 — Hy + Hy; ts>.

Similarly, for the second term, that is, for

1 s —t Ho—H;—1
Iy(t,s) := (t — s)st2 11 / 2% (1 —2z)™™ (1 - z) dz, (17)
0 S

the values of parameters for the underlying integral equal H; — Ho + 1, b
as +1,¢ = Hy — Hy + 2, andz = ==L, respectively; therefore;2; = ==,
c—b=1-0ap,and

IQ(t, S) = (t — S)SH27H171B(1 — 1,02 + 1)

¢
><F(Hl—H2+1,a2+1,H2—H1+2;S >
S

Ho—H;—1
g ()"

S

t—
XB(l—al,Oé2+1)F<H1—H2+1,1—Oél,2—H1+H2; ts)

= (t—s)t"H=1B(1 —ay,as + 1)

t_
xF(Hl—H2+1,1—a1,2—H1+H2; t8>

It is easy to see from the initial representatiob8)@nd (L7) that; (¢, s) andIx(¢, s)
are continuousonthe set< s < ¢t < T.
Now, introduce the notations

t_
Wl(t,S)ZB(l—al,Oég)F<H1—Hg,l—al,l—H1+H2; tS)

and

t—s 1-H>+H;
Q/Q(t,s)_< 7 > B(l—al,ag—i—l)

t_
xF(Hl—H2+1,1—a1,2—H1+H2; S)

t
S0 thatIl( ,8) = te=Higy (¢, 5) and Ix(t, s) = (t — s)f2=H1gy (¢, s). Note that
€ [0, 1); therefore,

F(H1 Hyl— oy 1— Hy+ Hy . S)

1 ) t_s Hy—H;
e —or(] - z)e2 11— d
B(l —al,ag) X/O * ( Z) < t Z> *

1 1
] / 27 (1 - z)‘”*ldz =1,
0

- B(l —ap, Qo
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whence the functiod# (¢, s) is bounded byB(1 — ay, az). In order to establish that
W (t, s) is bounded, we use Proposititnits conditions are satisfied:= H, — Ho+
1€(0,1),b=1—-a1>0,c—b=ay+1>1,andz = == € [0,1). Therefore,

e P () — Hy 41,1 — 04,2 — Hy 4 Hyyx) < ot H2

e 11— —1-H:+H> 1 11— —1-H:+H>
- " - (- - -
1—-Hy + Hs r 1—Hy+ Ho
e 1—o —1-H1+H> B 1— H, + H, Hy—H>+1
- 1—Hi+ H» - (e %3 ’

whencels(t,s) < B(1 — au, g + 1) (I ) Fa=Ha 1 Additionally, both func-
tions are homogeneous:

Y, (at,as) = ¥;(t,s) fora >0, i =1, 2.
Introduce the notation
D(t,s) = I1(t,8) + Io(t,s) = tH2=Hiw (t,5) 4 (t — s)27H1wy(t,5)  (18)
and note tha® € C([0, T)3) is bounded and homogeneous:
d(at,as) = a2 d(t,5),a > 0. (19)

In terms of notation18), the representatiori§) for 9, K, m, (¢, s) can be rewritten
as

0K pr, 11, (t,8) = B, (Ha — Hy)s2~12(t — 5)2=H=1g(1 5). (20)
In turn, the kernek(s, «) from (9) can be rewritten as

k(s,u) = (B, (Hz — Hy))

SAu
% / ,U172H2 (S _ U)H27H1*1(,UJ _ ,U)H2*H171¢(S7 U)g[)(u, v)dv.
0

(21)
Consider the kernédl(s, u) for s > u. Then it evidently equals

k(s,u) = (Bu, (Hz — Hl))2

% / ,Ul—2H2 (S _ ,U)H2—H1_1(u _ 1})H2—H1—14’)(S7 U)g[)(u, v)dv.
0

Putz = “=* and transfornk(s, u) to

S—Uu

u

K(s.u) = (B, (Hz — Hy))* (s — w221 / B (R
0

x (u—2z(s— u))172H245(s, u—z(s —u))P(u,u—z(s —u))dz
ko(s,u)
(5 — u)l2Ha 2H
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where

ko(s,u) = (Bu (Hz — Hy)) /OT A= Hi=1(] 4 p)Ha—Hi-1
x (u—z(s— u))172H243(5, u—z(s —u))P(u,u—z(s —u))dz.

In turn, transformk (s, u) with the change of variables. = z and apply (9):

Fo(s, u) = (B, (Ha _Hl))Q/Oﬁ(tu)Hz—Hl—l(l+tu)H2_H1_1
x (u— tu(s — u)) 2B (s, u — tuls — u)) P (u, u — tu(s — u) udt
= (B, (Hz — Hy)) =20 / 0 =) T e
x tH2 =M1 (s u — tu(s — u))B(1,1 — t(s — u))dt. (22)

Introducing the kernetq (s, u) = ko(s, u)u?f1~1, we can preserit(s, u) as

B Ko(s,u) (23)

k(s,u) = (s — u)1—2H2+2H1y2H 17

where, fors > u > 0,

kols,u) = (B, (Ha — Hy))? /07 (1= (s —w))
x =M =1g(s u — tu(s —u))d(1,1 — t(s — w))dt

= (a2 = 1)) [ e (1= (s = )

X tH27H17143(S, u— tu(s — u))@(l, 1—t(s— u))dt. (24)

1-2H, (1 + ’U,t)H27H171

1-2H, (1 + ut)Hz—Hl—l

For the case: > s > 0, we can replace andw in formulas @3) and @4).
Substituting formallyu = s into (24), for s > 0, we get

ko(s,5) = (Bu, (Ha — Hy)) (s, s)é(1, 1)/ (14 st)Hz= 1= ih=1gy
0
— (B, (Hy — Hy))?s™~Higp(1, 1)2/ (14 st)Hz- =l Hi=1 gy,
0

(25)
Note that®(1,1) = B(1 — a1, o) and [~ (1 + st) o= 1gHa=Hi=lgy — gHh—Ho
B(Hy — H1,1 — 2H5 + H;). The former equation holds due t84). We get that
ko(s, s) does not depend anand equals some constaiy := (S, (Ha—H1)B(1—
a1, a2))?B(Hy — Hy,1 — 2Hy + Hy). Therefore, we defingq (s, s) = Cy, s > 0.

Now the continuity ofko on (0, T')? follows from the Lebesgue dominated con-

vergence theorem supplied by representati®f),(Eq. 25), and its consequence
ko(s,s) = Cy, s > 0, together with the facts that € C([0, T]2) and is bounded.
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Considetko(s,u) for v | 0 and lets > 0 be fixed. Then

lin s (5, u) = Ch = (B, (Ha — Hy)) ®(1,0)

1
X / (1 —y)! 72y 19(1,1 — y)dy < oo,
0

and we can pukg(s,0) = ko(0,u) = C}, s > 0,u > 0, thus extending the
continuity of g to [0, T3.

It is easy to see that the valueg(s, s) andko (s, 0) do not depend or > 0 and
do not coincideCy # C},. Consequently, the limit

I
(s,u)li)rt0,0) HO(S’ U)
does not exist and depends on the way the variabkesd v tend to zero. We can
equates (0, 0) to any constant; for example, let(0,0) = 0.
In order to prove thak, is bounded, we consider the case> u (the opposite
case is treated similarly) and put= (s — u)t. Then

1

/3711‘ (1 . (S o u)t)172H2(1 + ut)H27H171tH27H1*1¢(S7u _ tu(s _ U))
0

1 1
X @(1, 1—t(s— u))dt = W/Q (1— 2)1—2H2

Hy—Hy—1
x (1 +— z) g (s, u(l = 2)))P(1, 1 — 2)dz =: I3(s, w).
s—u

(26)
It follows from (19) that, fors # 0,

B(s,u(l - 2)) = sH2H14’><1, %(1 - z)>.

Denoter = —— and putt = Hi Then

s—u 1—7)z

u 1—-1¢
=1, t<l, z=—
s—u : 1—t(1—7)

€ (0,1),
and the right-hand side 026) can be rewritten as
1
13(8, u) _ ng—Hl / (1 _ 2)1—2H2 (1 _ (1 . T)Z)Hz—H1—IZH2—H1—1
0

1
x @(1, - z)>rp(1, 1 —z)dz = r' 72N / th2H2 (1 — gy Hom Ml
$ 0

x(1—(1— r)t)2H1_1§25<1, % — (:t_ T)t)¢(1, — (:t_ T)t)dz.




Construction of MLE 159

1.0 05 0.0

Fig. 1. Functionso (s, u)

Finally, puty = 1 — ¢t. Then the right-hand side 027) is transformed to

1 r—1 2H,—1
I3(S,’LL) — 7,1—21‘1'1,,.21'1'1—1/ (1 _ y)1—2H2yH2—H1—1 (1 —y )

0 T

<152t e (e )

Recall that- = —-. Then it follows from the boundedness®that there exists

s—u’

a constant}; such that, fos > v,

9 1 u 2H;—1
K0(37u) = (ﬂH2(H2 - Hl)) / (1 — y)1_2H2 (1 - gy) yH2—H1—1

S WA

1
< 0111/ (1 —y)t2hyfrh-tgy, (28)
0

SOk is bounded, and the lemma is proved. O

Remark 1. Figurel demonstrates the graphmf(s, v) for H; = 0.7andHy = 0.9.
Now, consider the properties of the function

o(s,u) = (s Au) 2H2Hi=1|g _ oy 2H2—2H1—1
participating in the kernel representatidrg).

Lemma 2. The function ¢ hasthe following properties:

(i) foranyu € [0,T], p(-,u) € L1[0,T] and sup ||¢(-,uw)||r, < o0
w€[0,T]
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(i) foranyw; €[0,T], fOT lo(s, u) — p(s,u1)|ds — 0asu — u;.
Proof. (i) It follows from the evident calculations that

T T u qulfldS
/0 |‘/’(57U)|ds_/0 ‘p(s’“)ds_/o s2H1—1(y — g)1+2H —2H

T ds
+ / ( ) = u?M272M (2 — 21, 2H, — 2H))
u s =

u 1+2H,—2H>
(T _ u)2H272H1

+ W < CH17H2T2H272H1 < ooforallu e [O,T]
2= 1

i) First, letu; = 0 andw | 0. Note thatp(s, 0) = s?H2=2H1=1 Therefore,
(i) to(s,

T 1 u 2H,—1 1
/0 lio(s,u) — S1+2H; —2H; |ds = /0 |82H171(u —g)l+2Hi—2H; | gl+2H—2H; |ds

+/T ds /T ds__, </“ w?i s
— S
1+2H,—-2H 1+2H,—-2H - 2H,—1 1+2H,-2H
u (s—u)+ 1 2 L ST 2 o s2H (u_s)-l- 1 2

. /u ds n 1 ((s — w)2Ha=2H1 _ 52H272H1)|52T
0

Sl+2H1—2H2 2H2 _ 2H1 s=u
=B(2— 2Hy,2H, — 2H;)u*"> 72N

+ oo ! ST (2u?H2 720 (T — )?H2=2H0 _ p2Ha=2H) 0 asy — 0.

2 1

From now on suppose tha > 0 is fixed. Without loss of generality, suppose
thatu 1 uy. Then

T

/|go( u) — (s, u1) |ds-/|<p (s,u) (s,u1 |ds+/|g0 s,u) — (s, up)|ds
0

T
+ / o, u) — (s, un)lds =: Ty (w,wr) + To s wr) + T (uy ).

1

Consider the terms separately. First, we establish#lat:) is decreasing in the
second argument. Indeed, oK s < u < uq,

u2H-1
uy 1

up — S)1+2H172H2 52H171(1 usl )1+2H1 2H2u2 2H>

1
< s2Hi—1(] — =)1+2H —2Hyy2—2H; w(s,u).
u

p(s,u1) = s2Hi—1(
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Therefore,

u u ul
Blasun) = [ (es,0) = plscun))ds = [ plsugas = [ ol u)ds
0 0 0
uq
—l—/go(s,ul)ds <B(2-2Hy,2H; — 2H1)(u2H2_2H1 - u?HTQHl)

u
U%Hl—l(ul — y)2H2—2H

+ 2H, —2H,

— 0, asu T ug.

The second integral vanishes as well:

Ul Ul
Ir(u,up) < /cp(s,u)ds—l—/cp(s,ul)ds

1 U 2H,—1
< - _ _ 2H272H1 O
_<2H2—2H1+<u> >(U1 u) —

asu 1 uy. Finally,

Is( ) /T ds /T ds 1
u,u = — —
3\, U1 - (S—U1)1+2H1_2H2 w“ (S _u)l+2H1—2H2 2H2 _2H1

X ((T _ u1)2H2—2H1 _ (T _ u)2H2—2H1 + (Ul _ u)2H2—2H1) RN O

asu T uy.
The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 3. The kernel x generates a compact integral operator « : C[0,T] —
0, T].

Proof. According to P], it suffices to prove that the kerneldefined by {3) satisfies
the following two conditions:

(i) foranyu € [0,T], k(-,u) € L1][0,T]and sup [|x(-,u)|L, < oo;
u€[0,T]

(iv) Foranyu; € [0,7], fOT |k(s,u) — K(s,u1)|ds — 0 asu — u;.

The first condition follows directly from fact that, (s, «) is bounded (see Lemnia
and from Lemma (i).
In order to check (iv), consider

T T
/ (s, ) — (s, 1) |ds = / o, w)p (s, ) — ro(s, w1 ) (s, wr)|ds
0 0
T T
< / (5, 0) (5, 0) — (s, u)|ds + / (5, u)|ols, u) — o(s, ur)|ds.

Again, Lemmadl in the part that states theg (s, v) is bounded, together with Lemrida
(i), guarantees that the first term convergesto zero-asw; . Furthermore, Lemma
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in the part that states thay € C([0,7]3) guarantees thaty(s,u) converges to
ko(s,u1) asu — uy for a.e.s € [0, T)]. Since

(s, u1)|ko(s,u) — ko(s,ur)| < Cp(s,ur) € L1[0,T],
the proof follows from the Lebesgue dominated convergemeerem. O

Remark 2. In the case wherél; = 3, the kernek(s, u) can be simplified to
k(s,u) = Hy(2Hy — 1)|s — ul*1272,

and Eq. 8) coincides with {0). Indeed, letd; = 3. Then the functions (s, u)
equalsH,(2H, — 1). Consider the functio®(s, v) defined by 18):

1 ! t—s HZ_% 3
(P(t,s)thz?(/ (1— ; z) (1—2)"2"24d
0
t—s (! 1 t—s \23
+ /(1—2)H25<1— z) dz)
t J t

1 ’
tl’[gfl 1 t— H2_§ 151‘127l
H2_§ 0 t P H2_§

Combining £8) and 9), we get

Ko(s,u)

= (B, (Ha — Hl))2/1(1 - t)”Hth23¢<1, %)@(1, %)dt

0 —

1
- ggz/ (1 —t)12H2tH23dt_ﬁ§,2B<H2 - % 2 — 2H2) = Hy(2Hy — 1).
0
Theorem 1. There exists a sequence T;, — oo such that the integral equation (11)
has a unique solution iy, (u) € C[0, T,).
Proof. We work on the spac€'(]0, 7). Recall that {1) is of the form

1 T
hr(u) + T/ hr(s)k(s,u)ds =1, wu€[0,T].
Y, Jo

The corresponding homogeneous equation is of the form

T
/0 hr(s)k(s,u)ds = =g, hr(u), w€[0,T). (30)

Since the integral operater is compact, classical Fredholm theory states that
Eq. (11) has a unique solution if and only if the corresponding hoemepus equation
(30) has only the trivial solution. Now, it is easy to see that, &y a > 0, the
following equalities hold:

ro(sa, ua) = ro(s, u),



Construction of MLE 163

a2H2_2H1_190(8, u)

Consequentlys(sa, ua) = a?72=2H1=1(s v). We can change the variable of
integrations = s'T and putu = /T in (30). Therefore, the equation will be reduced
to the equivalent form

o(sa,ua) =

1
/ hy(T's)k(s,u)ds = —vi, T 22 hp(Tw),  w e [0,1].
0

Denote) = —v7;, T?"1~2H>_ Note that\ depends continuously df. At the same
time, the compact operatarhas no more than countably many eigenvalues. There-
fore, we can take the sequeriEg — oo in such a way that
)\n _ _,7?1 T2H1 —2H-
17 n

will be not an eigenvalue. Consequently, the homogeneouatieq has only the
trivial solution, whence the proof follows. O

4 Statistical results: The form of a maximum likelihood estimator, its consis-
tency, and asymptotic normality

The following result establishes the way MLE for the drift@aeterd can be calcu-
lated. The proof of the theorem is the same as the proof ofdhesponding state-
ment from ], so we omit it.

Theorem 2. The likelihood function is of the form
Lq;(X}G)__exp{95HiAK7%)—-%925%10Vﬂﬂ})},

and the maximum likelihood estimator is of the form

__ N(T)

0 (N)(T)

where N (t) = Eo(X1(t)|37) isa square-integrable Gaussian ;X -martingale,
N(T) = [ he, (£)dX (t) With he, (8)t2~ 0 € Lo[0, T, hr, (¢) is a unique so-
lutionto (11), and (N)(T;,) =%, fo " hr, (£t 21 dt.

The next two results establish basic properties of the estimtheir proofs repeat
the proofs of the corresponding statements fréjrahd [3].

0(T,)

Theorem 3. The estimator GATH is strongly consistent, and

~ 1
lim 7,222 Ey(0p, —0)? = ,
Ty, —00 fol ho(u)u%*Hldu

where the function ho(u) isthe solution of the integral equation
kh(u) = 7?11'

Theorem 4. The estimator §Tn is unbiased, and the corresponding estimation error
is normal

@V%NN@,T ! )
fo " hr, (s)s1—2Hids
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A Appendix. Some properties of the hypergeometric function

Recall the integral representation of the Gauss hypergemfienction and some of
its properties.

Forc > b > 0 andx < 1, the Gauss hypergeometric function is defined as the
integral (seeT], formula 15.3.1)

1 1
F(a,b,c;x) = oFy(a,b,c;x) = m/o 71— )7 (1 — @) dt.
(31)
For the same values of parameters, the following equalilyh@ee 1], 15.3.4):
F(a,b,c;x) = (1—$)_“F<a,c—b,c;il>, (32)
T —

Evidently, F'(a, b, ¢c; x) atx = 1 is correctly defined foe — a — b > 1 and in this
case equals
I'(c)'(c—a—0)

F(a,b,c;1) = Tle—alc—b) (33)
Finally, it is easy to check with the help d31) that
F(a,b,¢;0) = F(0,b,¢;2) = 1. (34)

The following result gives upper bounds for the hypergeoiméinction (see §]
Theorem 4 and 5, respectively).

Proposition 1. (i) For¢ > b > 1, x > 0,and 0 < a < 1, we havetheinequality
1
(14+z(b-1)/(c—1))e
(i)Foro<a<1,b>0,c—b>1,andz € (0, 1), we have theinequality
1

(1 - cﬁ1x)a'

F(a,b,c;—7) <

F(a,b,c;x) <
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