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Drift parameter estimation for nonlinear stochastic differential
equations driven by fractional Brownian motion
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Abstract

We derive the strong consistency of the least squares estimator for the drift coefficient of a
fractional stochastic differential system. The drift coefficient is one-sided dissipative Lipschitz
and the driving noise is additive and fractional with Hurst parameter H € (%, 1). We assume
that continuous observation is possible. The main tools are ergodic theorem and Malliavin
calculus. As a by-product, we derive a maximum inequality for Skorohod integrals, which plays
an important role to obtain the strong consistency of the least squares estimator.
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1 Introduction and main result

In this paper, we study a parameter estimation problem for the following stochastic differential
equation (SDE) driven by a fractional Brownian motion (fBm)

dX; = —f(Xt)Hdt +o0dB;, t>0, (11)

where Xg = zg € R™ is a given initial condition. The notations appearing in the above equation
are explained as follows. For the diffusion part, B = (B',..., B%) is a d-dimensional fBm of
Hurst parameter H € (0,1). The diffusion coefficient o = (01,...,04) is an m x d matrix, with
oj, j = 1,...,d being given vectors in R™. For the drift part, the function f : R™ — Rm*!
satisfies some regularity and growth conditions that we shall specify below. We write f(z) =
(fi(2),..., fi(x)), with f;(z), 7 = 1,...,l, being vectors in R™. We assume that § = (0y,...,0,) € R
is an unknown constant parameter. In equation (1.1) we have used matrix notation, where the
vectors are understood as column vectors. With above notations, we may write (1.1) as

l d
dX; == 0;f;(Xy)dt + " 0;dB] .

j=1 j=1

Our objective is to estimate the parameter vector #, from the continuous observations of the
process X = {X;,t > 0} in a finite interval [0,T]. We consider a least squares type estimator, which
consists of minimizing formally the quantity fOT | X, + f(X;)0|?dt, where and in what follows we use
| - | to denote the Euclidean norm of a vector or the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of a matrix. From this
procedure, the least squares estimator (LSE) is given explicitly by

or = - ( / T(f“‘f)(Xt)dt> N / ", (1.2)
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where f!" denotes the transpose of the matrix f. Substituting (1.1) into the above expression we

have .

Op =0 — (/OT(f”f)(Xt)dt> /OT fir(X;)odB; . (1.3)

In the above equation, the stochastic integral with respect to the fBm is understood as a divergence
integral (or Skorohod integral). See Section 2 for its definition.
In order to state the main result of the paper, we introduce the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 1.1. The functions f;, 1 < j < m are continuously differentiable and there is a positive
l
constant Ly such that the Jacobian matrices V fj(x) € R™*™ satisfy > 0;V fj(x) > Lil,y, for all
j=1
x € R™, where I, is the m X m identity matriz.

In the above hypothesis and in what follows we use the notation A > B to denote the fact that
A — B is a non-negative definite matrix.
We denote by Czl, (R™) the class of functions g € C!(R™) such that there are two positive constants
Ly and v with
l9(@)] + [Vg(@)] < La(1 +[[7), (1.4)

for all z € R™. We denote by CZ(R™) the class of functions g € C*(R™) such that there are two
positive constants Lo and v with

l9(z)| + [Vg(z)| + [H(g)(z)| < La(1 + [2[7), (1.5)

9
for all x € R™, where H(g) = <6xzagx3>1<ij<m

It is easy to see that under Hypothesis 1.1, f satisfies the one-sided dissipative Lipschitz condi-
tion:

denotes Hessian matrix of g.

(x—y, (f(z) = f(y)0) = Lilz —y[>, Vaz,yeR™. (1.6)

According to the papers [3, 4, 8] and the references therein, under Hypothesis 1.1 and assuming
fij € C;([Rm), forall 1 <i<m,1<j<I, the SDE (1.1) admits a unique solution X; in C*(R4;R™)
for all @« < H. Now we state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. Assume Hypothesis 1.1 and that the components of f belong to Cl([Rm) when H €
[£,1), and they belong to CZ(R™) when H € (3.%). Suppose that P (det(f f)(X) > 0) > 0, where

X is the random variable appearing in Theorem 2.1. Then the least squares estimator O of the
parameter 6 is strongly consistent in the sense that Tlim |07 — 0] = 0 almost surely.
— 00

Remark 1.3. Condition P (det(f" f)(X) > 0) > 0 means that v(det(f" f) > 0) > 0, where v is
the invariant measure of the SDE (1.1). A sufficient condition for this to hold is det(f' f)(z) > 0
for all x € R™.

Remark 1.4. When f(x) = x is linear, this inference problem of 6 has been extensively studied in
the literature and various kinds of estimation methods are proposed. We refer interested readers to
[6, 7] and the references therein.

For a general nonlinear case, let us first mention the paper [10] in which the mazimum likelihood
estimator is analyzed. The paper [8] is more related to our work, where Neuenkirch and Tindel
studied the discrete observation case and proved the strong consistency of the following estimator

0, = argming Z |th+1 — — f(Xy,;0 Oén| Z |J]|2 2
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when H > %, where o, =ty — tp_1 satisfies that a,n® converges to a constant as n — oo for some
small o« > 0. Their approach relies on Young’s inequality from the rough path theory to handle
Skorohod integrals, which cannot be applied for the case H € (0, %]

We will give the proof of our main theorem in Section 4. The proof relies on a maximum
inequality for Skorohod integrals which will be presented in Section 3. The main tools we use are
Malliavin calculus and ergodic theorem, which will be recalled in Section 2.

2 Preliminaries

First, let us recall an ergodic theorem for the solution to equation (1.1) that is crucial for our
arguments. The d-dimensional fBm B = {(B},..., B{),t > 0} with Hurst parameter H € (0,1), is
a zero mean Gaussian process whose components are independent and have the covariance function

E(BB)) = Ru(t,s) := 5 (|t + s — |t — 5", (2.1)
for i =1,...,d. The probability space (€2, F,[P) we are taking is the canonical probability space of
the fractional Brownian motion. Namely, Q = Cy(R; R?) is the set of continuous functions from R
to R? equipped with the uniform topology on any compact interval; F is the Borel o-algebra, and
P is the probability measure on (€2, ) such that the coordinate process By(w) = w(t) is a fractional
Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (0, 1).

We define the shift operators p; : @ — 2 as

ww() =w(-+1t) —w(t), te RweN.

The probability measure P is invariant with respect to the shift operators p;. The ergodic property
of the SDE (1.1) is summarized in the following theorem (see [4, 8]).

Theorem 2.1. Assume the drift function f satisfies Hypothesis 1.1 and its components belong to
C;([Rm). Then, the following results hold:

(i) There exists a random variable X : Q — R™ with E|X|P < oo for all p > 1 such that
Jim [ X (w) = X (w)| =0 (2.2)
for P-almost all w € Q.

(it) For any function g € Cy(R™), we have

I _
lim —/ g(Xy)dt = El[g(X)] P-a.s. (2.3)
T—o0 T 0
Next we recall some background material on the Malliavin calculus for the fBm B. Let &%
denote the set of R%-valued step functions on [0, 00) with compact support. The Hilbert space $?
is defined as the closure of £ endowed with the inner product

d d d
(Losi)s- > Losal)s (Tpoa)s- > Loaane = E | [ D_BL | D_BL || =D Ru(sita) .
j=1 j=1 i=1
Then the mapping (Ljg4,), - - -, Ljo.,)) = Z?:l ng can be extended to a linear isometry between $?

and the Gaussian space H1 spanned by B. We denote this isometry by ¢ € $% — B(y). For d = 1,
we simply write £ = Eland H = Hl.

{s.prelimin:
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When H = %, B is just a d-dimensional Brownian motion and $% = L?([0,00);R?). When
H € (3,1), let 19| be the linear space of Ré-valued measurable functions ¢ on [0, 00) such that

d
loltye = an > [ Ieligllr — s =2drds < oo,

where ay = H(2H — 1). Then |$|? is a Banach space with the norm || - [ and &4 is dense in
|99|¢. Furthermore, for any ¢ € L%([O, o0); R?), we have

Iellsie < berall el 3 gy 24)

for some constant by q > 0 (See [9]). Thus, we have continuous embeddings L7 ([0,00); RY) C 9]

9 for H > %
When H € (0, 3), the covariance of the fBm BJ can be expressed as

SAt
Ry(t,s) = / Ky (s,u)Kg(t,u)du,
0

where K (t,s) is a square integrable kernel defined as

Kult,s) = dn ((é)H_ (t— )% — (H - %)s%_H /: W= (- s)H—%du) ,

for 0 < s < t, with dyg being a constant depending on H (see [9]). The kernel Ky satisfies the
following estimates

\Ku(t,8)| < cn ((t —s)f-% 4 sH—%) , (2.5)
and B
2 0)| < e = 2, (2:6)

for all s < ¢ and for some constants cg,c};. Now we define a linear operator Ky from £ to
L%([0,00); RY) as

T
Kn(0)(s) = (Ku(T.90(6) + [ (600 = o) 52 (0.)at) 10m(), (2.7

where the support of ¢ is included in [0,7]. One can show that this definition does not depend
on T. Then the operator Ky can be extended to an isometry between the Hilbert space $¢ and
L?([0,00); RY) (see [9]), and if ¢ € H¢ has support in [0,T], then (2.7) holds. For ¢ € $H¢ with
support in [0, 7], we define

T T T 2
ol = [ 1o (=0 et N [ [ lot - atole - 9" at) s

0

By the estimates (2.5) and (2.6), there exists a constant C' depending on H such that for any ¢ € H¢
with support in [0, 77,
”¢H%d = HKH(@H%z([o,oo);Rd) < CH¢”§<%- (2.8)

Next, we introduce the derivative operator and its adjoint, the divergence. Consider a smooth
and cylindrical random variable of the form F' = f(By,,..., By,), where f € Cf°(R¥™) (f and its

{1h.norm}

{kh.est1}

{kh.est2}

{kstar}

{hnorm.est}



partial derivatives are all bounded). We define its Malliavin derivative as the $%-valued random
variable given by DF = (D'F,... D?F) whose jth component is given by

: d
DIF = Z f(Btl,...,Btn)nw(s).

ilax

By iteration, one can define higher order derivatives D71:+Ji F' that take values on ($%)®*. For any
natural number p and any real number g > 1, we define the Sobolev space DP? as the closure of the

space of smooth and cylindrical random variables with respect to the norm || - |, 4 given by
q
P d 2
N T
IFIIE = E(IF1) + ) E Y. DI
1=1 Jise-ndi=1

Similarly, if W is a general Hilbert space, we can define the Sobolev space of W-valued random
variables DP4(W).

For j = 1,...,d, the adjoint of the Malliavin derivative operator D7, denoted as ¢/, is called the
divergence operator or Skorohod integral (see [9]). A random element u belongs to the domain of
87, denoted as Dom(d7), if there exists a positive constant ¢, depending only on u such that

IE((D7F,u)g)| < cullFllr2o)

for any ' € D2, If u € Dom(é’), then the random variable §7(u) is defined by the duality
relationship _ '
E(Fo(u)) = E(D?F,u)g) ,

for any F € DY2. In a similar way, we can define the divergence operator on H¢ and we have o(u) =
Z;l:l 8 (uj) for u = (u1,...,uq) € ﬂ?leom(dj) We make use of the notation §(u) = [~ udBy
and call §(u) the divergence integral of u with respect to the fBm B.

For p > 1, as a consequence of Meyer’s inequality, the divergence operator ¢ is continuous from
DYP($?) into LP(€), which means

E(8()) < G (E(ulf0) + E(IDulRu00.)) - (2.9)

for some constant C), depending on p.

3 Moment estimates and maximal inequality for divergence inte-
grals with respect to fBm

When H > %, thanks to (2.4) and (2.9), the following lemma provides a useful estimate for the
p-norm of the divergence integral with respect to fBm.

Lemma 3.1. Let H € (3,1) and let u be an element of D¥P($?), p > 1. Then u belongs to the

domain of the divergence operator ¢ in LP(S)). Moreover, we have

E(8()) < Cutr (IEIE g ety + E (1DI51 1 g0 oy ) )

Now we consider the case of H € (0, %) First we will derive an estimate for the p-norm of
|ul(qp)ll5@w, Where u is a stochastic process with values in a Hilbert space W.

Consider the functions L! and L%® defined for 0 < s <t < b by

LYo, A1) i= (b — )Mot | (3.1)

{div.pm}
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L5 (Mg, Az, Ag) i= (b — )2(t — s)M3™ (3.2) {1ts}

where the \;’s are parameters. We denote by C a generic constant that depends only on the
coefficients of the SDE (1.1), the Hurst parameter H and the parameters introduced along the
paper.

{u.pmom}

Proposition 3.2. Let p > 2 and H € (0, %) Fiz b > 0. Let W be a Hilbert space and consider a

W-valued stochastic process u = {us,t > 0} satisfying the following conditions:
(i) lluell Loy < KiL(Xo, A1), for all t > 0;
(’l"i) Hut — USHLp(Q;W) < KQLt’S()\Q, A3, )\4), fO’I” all s <t <b,

where the parameters X\; satisfy A\g > —H, A, \g > 0, Ao > — , and A3 > % — H. Then for all
0<a<hb,

E(uligplfgn) < CKRPA (b — )P tPAtpds 1 KT (b — q)PHHPAo (3.3) {u.pnorm}

Proof. To simplify we assume W = R. Using the isometry of the operator K, we can write

E(lutionl) = E (1K (o))

We decompose the integral appearing in (2.7) into sum of three terms according to the cases where
one of s,t is in the interval (a,b) or both. In this way, we obtain

b 0K
Kilution) = Kl 5)ution(e) + ([ = u) 20000 ) 10 (o)

+</abuta§t (¢, s)dt) 0,0 (5)

= L+DL+1s3.
Thus,

3
E(|luloyl) < C> A, (3.4) {est}

i=1

where A; = E (HI HL2 (0.0 > Now we estimate each term A; in (3.4). For A;, applying Minkowski

inequality and condition (i), we obtain

P
2

b
A ([ (0= s

b 5
< CK;{J (/ ((b . S)2H_1 + S2H_1)(b _ 8)2>\082>\1d8>

[Nl

b
< CKY? (/ (b= (s—a)* 1) (b— 3)2)‘032)‘1ds>
= CKPPM (b — a)PHHPho,

For the term As, applying again Minkowski inequality and condition (i), we can write

a b 2 g
45 < c( / ( / uutuLp(m(t—s)H—%dt) ds>
0 a



[Nl

< CK? (/Oa (/ab(b —t)RoM (¢ — s)H‘S’dt>2 ds)

Denote g(t) = (b — t)*tM which is positive. Then

p

2

Az < OKY </[a’b}2 g(t1)g(t2)dt1dts /Oa(tl — )13 1y - S)H_Sds)
Now
/Oa(ze1 — ) 2ty — 5)H 245 < /Oa(ze1 — )5ty — )H 2ds < Oty — a) T3 (ts — a) 2.
In the same way we have
/Oa(zs1 )Rty — s)T=3ds < Oty — )T (11 — a)F—3 .
Using the fact that if u < a; and u < ag, then u < /ajasz, we see that
/Oa(zs1 C )ty — ) Rds < (t1— )TNty — )
Therefore, we have
b P
A3 < COK? </a (b—t)(t — a)H_lt)‘ldt> < CKPYPM (b — a)PH P

For Ay, applying Minkowski inequality and condition (i), yields

C (/ab </sb (e — sl Loy (t — S)H_%dt>2d8>%
CKY (/ab </Sb(b — )2t — )M (f — S)H_gdt>2d8>

b D
< CK} (/ (b— 3)2>\2+2)\3+2H—1S2)\4d8> :

= CKRpPM (b — q)PlHpAeteds

Ao

IN

IS

IN

This completes the proof. O

Suppose now that u is a d-dimensional stochastic process. We will make use of the notation
[wllp,ab = supa<i<p [[utll Lr(0;ra)- Consider the following regularity conditions on u:

Hypothesis 3.3. Assume that there are constants K >0, 5 > %— H and X\ € (0, H], such that the
Re-valued process u = {us,t > 0} and its derivative {Duy,t > 0} satisfy the following conditions:

(i) [[ullp,0,00 = sup;>0 HutHLP(Q;[Rd) < 00,
(ii) |lue — usll poourey < K(t = s)°,

(iii) || Du o (. gamrsy < Kt

{hypo.u}



() || Dur — Dus||1p(0;ndart) < K(t — )8,
for all 0 < s < t.

As an application of (2.9) and Proposition 3.2, we give the following estimate for the p-th
moment of the divergence integral 6(uly 7).

Proposition 3.4. Let H € (0, %) and p > 2. Assume that the R%-valued stochastic process {us,t >
0} satisfies Hypothesis 3.3. Then for any T > 0, the divergence integral §(ulyy ) is in LP(Q2), and

E(8(ut o z)I?) < CTPH(L + TP)(1 + T7%),
where the constant C' is independent of T.

Proof. We will use inequality (2.9) to prove the proposition and it suffices to compute the right-hand
side of (2.9). Applying Proposition 3.2 to W = R%, A3 = 8 and \; = 0, # 3, we obtain

E(luto ) < C (lullg oo TP + KPTPH21)

To compute the p-th moment of the derivative of u, we use the functions L* and L»* introduced
n (3.1) and (3.2), respectively, to write the conditions (iii) and (iv) of Hypothesis 3.3 as

I Du| 1o (0. 500rs) < KLY0,A),

and
[Dur = Dug| 1o (0, 500re) < KL(0, 8,X).

Then we use Proposition 3.2 for W = H?2 R and take into account the isomorphism $® (ﬁd® [Rd) =
H% 2 H?% to obtain
[E(HDUJJ-[O,T]H;%d@ﬁd) < CKprHﬂ))\u + Tpﬁ) .

O

This completes the proof of the proposition.

When H # %, the divergence integral { fg usdBg ,t > 0} is not a martingale, so we cannot apply

Burkholder inequality to bound the maximum of the integral. However, if the process u satisfies
some regularity conditions in Hypothesis 3.3, we can use a factorization method to estimate the
maximum, as it has been done in [1]. This result is given in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let {us,t > 0} be an R¥*-valued stochastic process. For the divergence integral
fg usdBs, t > 0, we have the following statements:

1. Let H € (i, %) and p > % Assume that the stochastic process u satisfies Hypothesis 3.3.
Then the divergence integral fg usdBs is in LP(Q) for allt > 0 and for any 0 < a < b we have

the estimate
t
E| sup /usst
telab] 1/a

where C' is a generic constant that does not depend on a,b.

p) <COh—aT 1+ (b —a)?)(1 4+,

2. Let H € (%, 1) and % + % = H with p > q. Suppose that for oll T >0

(i) fo (Jus|P)ds < oo,
(ii) fo Jo E(|DyuslP)dtds < oo.

{div.pmom}

{div.maxinec



Then the divergence integral fg usdBg is in LP(Q) for all t > 0 and for any interval |a,b], we

have
t p p b 2% b S
E( sup /usst go((b—a)a/ [E(|us|p)ds—|—(b—a)7/ / [E(|Dtus|p)dtds>,
tefa,b] 1/ a a a Ja

where the constant C does not depend on a,b.

Proof. We may assume that v is a smooth function. The general case follows from a limiting
argument. We will use the elementary integral fst(t — )2y —s)7%dr = Sm(a ) for any a € (0,1),

and a stochastic Fubini’s theorem. For any a € ( %, 1), we have

t P
E| sup /usst
t€lab] [Ja
. P
:<sm(om)> £ sup
™ te(a,b]

/: (/:(t el - s)_adr> usdB, p)
(singrom)>p r (Eﬁ} /: (/:(r - s)_ausst> (t—r)* tdr p)
(=) e o, (L[ o[ | [l )
Ca

b
sl [TE(G,P)ar, (3.5) {nax. ineq}

IN

IN

where

G, = / (r —s)"“usdBs, r € [a,b].

Case H € (3,1): UsmgLemmauZ%1forae(l %) and%—k%:H,weget

< Cpu </ (r—s) aqu) </ |E(us |pds>
+ Cp,H< aqd,uds) ! < / / [E(|Duus|)pd,uds>
< Capgn <(r—a (\us\p)ds+(r—a O‘p/ / (|Dyus|? )d,uds) .
Therefore,
t p » b 2 b ps
E| sup / usdBs| | <C <(b— a)CI/ E(Jus|P)ds + (b — a)CI/ / [E(|Duus|p)d,uds> .
tefa,b] 1/ a a a Ja

Case H € (0, 3): Denote ¢(t) = (r —t)~%u for t € [a,r). Then by (2.9),

E(1G, ) < E(L 0 [20) + EQID WL 0B - (3.6) {gr.pu}

We will estimate the above two items on the right-hand side one by one. For a < s <t < r,
() —b(s)| = |(r =) (wg —us) + ((r =)™ = (r — 5)7%) us]

9



< (=) — usl A+ (= )7 — 8)%us]

where we have used the inequality 1 — (r —)*(r —s)~* < (r —s)~%(t — s)®. Thus, using Hypothesis
3.3 (ii), we can write

19(t) = () rurey < (r =) — sl Lo (uray + (r — £) 72t — )% [|us| Lo (k4
< K@r=1t)7%t— )" + lullpas(r — )%t — 5), (3.7)
and
[ rurey = (=) wdgmllrrey < (=17 [ullpab (3.8)

This means that v satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 3.2 with W = R¢ with the functions
L'(—a,0) and L"*(—a, 3,0) + L"*(—2a, a, 0) if we choose a € (max(%,% — H), H), which requires
H e (1,1). In this way, we obtain

E([91nlge) < O —aP P21+ (r - a)?). (3.9)

Similarly, using Hypotheses 3.3 (iii) and (iv), we have

DY (t) = Dp(s)| Lo mdcra)
(r =)~ Dus — Dug|| poayieray + (1 — 1) (t = 5)* | Dug|| 1o, 500r0)
< K(r—t)7%t—s)Ps*+ K(r —t)729(t — 5)%s (3.10)

IN

and
DY) Lrniersy = (1 —1)" " Duell roniors) < K(r — O (3.11)

This means that D1 satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 3.2 with W = $?®@R? with the functions
LY (=, \) and LY (—a, B,\) + L"*(—2a, a, \). Using Proposition 3.2 for Dt with W = $? @ R?,
we have

ENDW L) Bape) < Clr—alP" P2 (1 4 (r — a2 (3.12)

Substituting the bounds of (3.9) and (3.12) into (3.6), we have
E(|GP) < C(r—a)PP=P(1 + (r — a)PP)(1 4 bP). (3.13)

Finally, putting this estimate into (3.5), we complete the proof. ]

4 Proof of the main theorem

4.1 Estimates of the solution of SDE

Before we present the proof of the main theorem, we need some auxiliary results. First, we prove
some estimates for the p-th moment of the solution of the SDE (1.1).

Proposition 4.1. Let H € (0,1) and p > 1. Assume the drift function f of the SDE (1.1) satisfies
Hypotheses 1.1 and its components belong to CL(R™). Let X be the unique solution to (1.1). Then
we have the following statements:

(1) There erists a constant C, > 0 such that | X¢|rprm) < Cp, and [| Xy — Xsl[zoorm) <
Cylt — s|* for allt > s > 0.

10
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(2) The Malliavin derivative of the solution X; satisfies for all 0 < s <t
DXy <|ole 110=%) | as. (4.1) {ineq.dext}
Moreover, if v < u < s <t, we have
IDuXt — Do Xill o (ugmxay < Ce (TN [u—v]), (4.2) {ineq3.dext
IDu Xt — Do Xl o umxay < Ce 1L At = s)), (4.3) {ineq2.dext
and
|Du Xt — Dy Xy — (DuXs — Dy Xo) || poupmnay < Ce (A A ju—v)(LA[t—s]), (44) {ineqd.dext
where C' is a generic constant.

Proof. For the proof of the first result we refer to [3], [4], and [8].
To show the second part of this proposition, taking the Malliavin derivative for s < t on both
sides of equation (1.1) yields

Dth:—/ZH V(X)) DX, dr + o, (4.5) {de.xt}

where 0 = (01,...,04) € R™*4. Denote Z; = D X; for t > s. We can write the above equation as
the following ordinary differential equation for ¢ > s:

Az, = — 23':1 0,V f;(X1)Zydt,
Zs=o.

Differentiating |Z;|? with respect to ¢, and using (1.6), we get
Az, _
- =2(Z, - Ze V(X)) Z) < —2L1|Z)* .

7=1

By Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain
|Zt|2 < e—2L1(t—s) |0_|2

and this implies (4.1).
We now proceed to the proof of (4.2). For v < u < t, equation (4.5) implies

DuXt—DUXt:—/ Z@ V(X)) (Dy X, — Dy X, dr+/ 29 V(X)) Dy X, dr. (4.6) {md.dif}
Repeating the above arguments for D, X; — D, X3, t > u, we can write

u !
/ ZHijj(Xr)Derdr‘.
voj=1

Applying Minkowski inequality and (4.1) to D,X,, and then using the fact that the LP-norm of
|V fj(X,)| is bounded due to condition (1.4), we obtain

1D, Xy — Dy Xy| < e~ lalt=w)

HDuXt - -D’I)Xt”LP(Q;[Rde) < e_Ll t “ / ” ZG Vf] D X ”Lp(Q [Rmxd)d
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< Qe ity / e 1= gr < Cem (1A Ju—0)).
This proves (4.2). To prove (4.3), we use equation (4.5) to obtain
t ! P
E(|DyX; — Dy X,P) = E / > 0V £i( X ) Du X dr
S ]:1

Applying Minkowski inequality and using (4.1) for D, X, and the fact that the LP-norm of |V f;(X;)|
is bounded, we obtain

IN

t !
IDu Xt — DuXsl| Lo (uom<ay / > 0,V (X ) Du X, dr
S jzl

LP(Q;Rm*d)

t
< C/ e~ =g < Ce P11 A |t — 5|).

Finally we prove (4.4). Using (4.6), we have the following estimate

t 1
[DuXt — Dy Xt — (DuXs — Dy Xs) |l o (rm=ay = / Z 0;V £i(X;)(Du Xy — Dy X, )dr
° =1 Lp(Q;Rmxd)

Applying Minkowski inequality and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality yields

HDuXt - DUXt - (DUXS - DUXS)HLP(Q;[RTI’LXd)

A
Q
<
Sk
5
=
<
2
2]
3
X
2
)
<
s
|
)
<
=
=
)
2
2
:
X
=&
Q
3

A\
2
—_
>
3
|
=
h
ml
&
3
|
£
U
=
IN
Q
<‘b|
&
w
|
£
—~
—_
>
3
|
=
-
>
T~
|
»
N

This proves (4.4) and proof of the proposition is complete. O

Remark 4.2. It is worth pointing out that the solution of the SDE (1.1) is Holder continuous in
LP for all p > 1 with exponent H, i.c., || Xy — Xs| pourm) < Clt — s|". However, the Malliavin
derivative of Xt is more regular, i.e., [|DyXt — Dy X pp(qurmxay < C|t — s|. That is, the Hélder
continuity exponent is improved from H to 1. This is because the noise in the SDFE is additive.

The next lemma provides bounds for the norm of the derivative of a function of the solution to
equation (1.1).
{derg.norm}
Lemma 4.3. Let H € (0, %) and p > 2. Consider a function g = (g',...,g%) : R™ — RY whose
m

components belong to CI%([R ). Then for all 0 < s < t, we have
IDg(X:) = Dg(X) || o(icrsy < K(t—s)7s*, (4.7) {ddg.norm}

and
||D9(Xs)||LP(Q;5§d®[Rd) < Ks*, (4.8) {dg.norm}

for any A € (0, H], where K is a constant that may depend on .

12



Proof. Consider the $¢ ® R-valued function ¢ := Dg(X;) — Dg(X,). We can writre
¢
19]150gre < Cllolapra < C/O ()P ((t — u)? 1 4+ w251 du

—i—C/Ot </vt lp(u) — o(v)]|(u — v)H_%du>2dv =:C(A1 + Ag).

Therefore,

2 1
me@mw@éczmegm)

1
It remains to estimate HA,H; 2 for i = 1,2. First, we write ¢(u) as

(@)
d(u) = Vg(Xy) - (Du Xy — DuXs) + (Vg(Xy) — Vg(Xs)) - DuXs . (4.9) {phi.u}

Thus, by the submultiplicativity of Hilbert-Schmidt norm, i.e., |AB| < |A||B|, we have

IVg(X)||Du Xt — Dy Xs| + | X¢ — Xs|| Dy X
lp(u)| < X Jo I (g(Xs +r(Xy — X)) dr when u < s < t;
IVg(X)||Du Xt when s <u <t.

Here H(g) = (H(g"),...,H(g%)) is understood as the third order tensor, and ||[H(g)|? = 3, [H(g%)[*.
Since the components of g belong to Cg(ﬂ?m), Proposition 4.1 says that the LP norm of |Vg(X})]
and |[|[H(g(X}))|| are both bounded for any ¢ > 0,p > 1. Due to these facts and the inequalities (4.1)
and (4.3), we have

L

(E(IVg(X:)[2)) % (E(IDuX; — Dy X,|%)) %

1
o)t < o) e EOBG (X = X)) dr
- x (E() X — Xs|%P)) % when u <s <t
(E(Vg(X0)PP) % (E(1DuX[?))% when s <u <t
< L1(s u) (t ) ]l{u<s} + Ce_Ll(t_u)]l{u>s} .
Therefore,

|A 1”2 < </0 ([E(|¢|p))% ((t—u)zH_1+u2H_1)du>2

LE(Q)

1
< C(t o S)H (/ e—2L1(s—u) ((t _ u)2H—1 +u2H—1) du> ?
0
t 3
+C </ e—2L1(t—u) ((t - u)2H—1 +U2H_1) du)
< Ct—s),

where in the last inequality we have used the following arguments. For the second summand, we
have bounded e~2L1(t—u) by 1 and applied the inequality t* — s2# < (t — 3)2H . For the first

summand, we bound (¢ — u)?”~! by (s — u)?~! and decompose the integral in the intervals [0, 1]
and [1,s] (if s > 1).

13



Now we discuss As. For v < u, we decompose

(Vg(Xi) — Vg(Xs
+Vg(Xs
(Vg(Xt) — Vg(Xs
+Vg(Xs
gVQ(Xt) : (DuXt - DvXt)

—_ L —

) : (DuXt - DUXt)

: (DuXt - DUXt - (Dqu - DUXS))
) : (DuXt - DvXt)

Dy Xy — Dy Xy + DyXs)

We shall consider the above three cases separately.
Case 1): v <u < s < t. In this case we have

1 1 1
(E(Jp(w) = ¢(v)["))? < /0 (E(IEL(g(Xs +r(Xe — X)) ™ dr

x (E(|1X¢ — Xs|*)) W (E(|DuX: — Dy X¢|*)) %

+ (E(Vg(X.)) ¥ (E(|DuXy — DXy — (DX — Dy X)) .

Case 2): s <v < wu <t. We have

(E(lp(u) — ¢(v)P))*

Case 3): v < s <u < t. We have

p(u) — d(v) = Vg(Xy) - Dy Xy — Vg(Xy) - (Do Xy — Dy Xs) — (Vg(Xy) — Vg(Xs)) - Dy X,

SO

E(o(u) — oIP)F < (E(Vo(X)P?) ((E(DX))* + (E(DX, — DuX, 7)) )

(E([Vg(Xy) - (DuX; — DyX,)[P)»

(VX)) (DX, ~ DX, 7)) %

! 1
+/ (E(IH(g(Xs + 7(Xe — X:))|[*)) ¥ dr
0

% (E(|X; — X)) 7 (E(|DyXo|2)) % .

when v <u < s<t;

when v < s <u <t;
when s<ov<u<t.

(4.10)

Combining the above cases, and using the inequalities (4.1) to (4.4) in Proposition 4.1, we obtain

1 - S—u € - —Uu €
(E(lp(w) = ¢)[")r < Clt = sl u — 0 Dy cyeoany + Ce 1 u— 0 Ly

+C (e_Ll(t_u) + e_Ll(s_U)’t - 3’H) ]]-{v<s<u<t}
4
= Z A2i )
i=1

where we have used 1 A [u —v| < Clu — v|¢ for any e € [0,1] and 1 A |t — 5| < C|t — s|*. Now we
1

apply Minkowski’s inequality to ”AQH; B and then an application of (4.11) yields

. ¢/ nt X N i 4
el o < < (] @600 = s0p)s (- 2au) dv) <A,

14
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where

) t t 5 2 %
A = (/ (/ Agi(u — U)H_2du> dv) :
0 v

For i =1, fix A € (0, H] and set e =1 — H + X for Ag; in (4.11). In this way, we obtain

1
S S 2 2
Agl) < Ct-s)" </ </ e_Ll(S_“)(u—v))‘_%du> dv)
0 v
: ;
< C(t— s)H (/ (s — v)z)‘_ldv> < C(t— s)Hs)‘,
0

where the second inequality follows from the following estimate. For any o € (—1,0),

/e_Ll(s_“)(u—v)adu < / e—Ll(s—v—x)xadx
v 0

/ ’ e‘Ll(¥):padx+/_ (—S;U)ae_Ll(s_”_m)dx
0 S—v

2

IN

<C <e—L1<¥>(%)a+l + (%)Oﬁ < CO(s—v)*, (412) {int.est2)

taking into account the fact that the function ze™"

For ¢ = 2, choosing € = 1, we can write

t t . 2 2
Af) <C </ (/ e~ lalt=u) (g — U)H_Edu> dv)

Using (4.12) by setting A = H — %, we have

1% is bounded on [0, c0).

1
t 2
AD < ¢ (/ (t - v)2H—1dv> <Ct— )t

o
e
IN
Q
7 N
o\m
VY
u\
» o~
ml
N
I~
|
&
=
=
¥
[SI°Y)
QU
N
N—
(3]
QU
S
~
D=

0
For 1 =4,
1
s t 5 2 2
AP < c@t-s)H (/ </ (u — v)H_2du> e‘Ll(S‘”)dv>
0 s
<C(t—s)H (/ (s — U)QH_le_Ll(s_”)dv> <C(t—s)"
0
This finishes the proof of (4.7). The proof of (4.8) is similar. O
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We next apply Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 4.3 to deduce the estimate for the p-th moment of
the divergence integral Z,; which is defined as

t
Zg ::/ 9(Xs)dBs, (4.13) {zgt.def}
0

where {X;,t > 0} is the solution of the SDE (1.1), and the function g : R™ — R satisfies some
regularity and growth conditions.

{zt.pnorm}
Proposition 4.4. Let the divergence integral Zyr be defined by (4.13).
1. If H € (i, %) and p > 2, assume that the components of the function g : R™ — R belong to
the space I%([Rm). Then we have
E(|Zyr|P) < CTPH (1 +TPY)(1 + TPH),
for any A € (0, H|, where C > 0 is a constant independent of T
2. If H € (%, 1), assume that the components of the function g : R™ — R? belong to the space
C;([Rm). Then for p > %, we have
E(|Zg.rl?) < CT™,
for all T > 0, where C > 0 is independent of T.
Proof. First, for H € (1, 1), by Proposition 4.1, the process {g(X;),t > 0} satisfies conditions (i)
and (ii) of Hypothesis 3.3 with § = H, which requires H > %—H, ie., H > i. By (4.7) and (4.8) of
Lemma 4.3, Dg(X;) satisfies conditions (iii) and (iv) of Hypothesis 3.3 with 8 = H and X € (0, H].
By Proposition 3.4, we obtain the result.

Second, for H € (%, 1), applying the results in the preceding Proposition 4.1, we get that g(X})
and Vg(X;) are bounded in LP(f2), so clearly g(X;) is in the space D'?($?). Applying Lemma 3.1
to Z,y 7 yields

T ) pH T ot . pH
£(12,2") < Gy | ([ Elacxoia) +e( [ [ 1Dgtxofbasar) )
0 0o Jo
Then we use (4.1) and integrate s to obtain
T 1 pH ‘O"pHpH T 1 _ Ly pH
€02,5P) < G ([ ElloCeorar)  + T ([ 1vacxth - e o)
0 1 0
T ) pH T . pH
< G ([ Et0COMa) "+ Coae ([ @FaOPIF ) <01,
0 0
This concludes the proof. O
4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2
The following lemma is an important ingredient of the proof of Theorem 1.2.
{f.erg.pos}

Lemma 4.5. Suppose f satisfies P (det(f f)(X) > 0) > 0, then E ((f* f)(X)) is invertible.

Proof. Let v be the law of X. Applying Minkowski determinantal inequality and Jensen’s inequality
yields

1
7

da(/mu%ﬂ@wum)%z/;da«ﬂvxm>vw@,

which is positive under our hypothesis. O
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Next we proceed to prove Theorem 1.2. Recall that the estimator O is given by (1.3). By
Theorem 2.1, we have

T
% /0 (P F)(X)dt — E((F7)(X))  as.,

which is invertible. Therefore,

1T - 1
(T/o (ff f)(Xt)dt> - (E((f"NH(X))) as.. (4.14)
Fix j =1,...,l and consider the function g;(z) = fj’?r(x)a : R™ — RY. Denote
th—/gy s)dBs —/ s)odBs.
for j =1,...,1. Taking into account (4.14), to show limp_, %]éT — 0| = 0 it suffices to show
lim 77 =0 (4.15)
T—oo T 3T '

for each j =1,...,l. The proof of (4.15) will be done in two steps.
Step 1. Fix j =1,...,l. We first show that

lim n 1Z n=0.
n—oo

Since the components of f belong to the space C;([Rm) with ¢ = 1,2, depending on H > % or

H < %, respectively, clearly the function g;(x) satisfies the conditions in Proposition 4.4. Applying
Proposition 4.4,
CnPH when H € (5,1)

Zjnl?
E(1Z5nl") < {Cnp@H“) when H € (},1)

for any A € (0,H]. We will choose p and X in such a way that p > 2 if H € ($,1) and
0<A<1-2Handp> 55— if H € (0,3).
On the other hand, for any € > 0, by Chebyshev inequality and the above estimates we have

S P(n 1z, >0 < Ze—p[E (In~'Zjul")

- O3 eppH-1p when H € (3,1)
ooy 0,

(4.16)

= N[

| e PpHFA=p when H € (0,1)
< 0.
By Borel-Cantelli lemma, n‘le,n — 0 a.s. as n — 0.

Step 2: For any T > 0 we define the integer kpr by kr < T < kpr + 1. We write

1 kr 1

kr 1 T
T T = ?E/O gj(Xt)dBt + T /kT gj(Xt)dBt .

Thus,
1 1| [Fr
is\ZZxr\fS Zﬁi‘jﬁ 9;(Xt)dBy| +

‘/ g] XtdBt .
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Clearly from Step 1 the first summand converges to 0 almost surely as T" — oo. For the second
summand, observe that

1] /T 1 t
o / 9;(Xy)dBy| < -—  sup / 9j(Xs)dBs (4.17) {eql.cons}
T | Jkr kT teter krt1) | kr
Now we apply Theorem 3.5 to the p-th moment of SUDye (g ko +1] ‘fktT 95 (Xs) (%, 1),
we have
t p kT"l‘l kT+1
el sw | g | < C ( | Elgxops+ / (1D,9; (X Ip)dud8>
tE[k‘T,kJT-i-l] kT kT ko
kr+1
< C : E(lg; (Xs)[P + Vg (Xs)[P)ds < C.
T

Similarly, for H € (i, %) g;j belongs to Cz([Rm), so by Lemma 4.3 it satisfies Hypothesis 3.3. Then
applying Theorem 3.5 yields
t
| sixis.
k1

for all p > %, and any A € (0, H|. By Chebyshev inequality,

/ i (X)dB,| > )

k1
t
/ gj(Xs)st
kT

p

E [ sup < C(kr + 1)PA
[

telkr ,k:T+1]

1
P sup
< kT tE[k‘TJi‘T-i-H

1
<ePE|-— sup
kT te[k)TJi‘T-i-H

Choosing p large enough, the above right-hand side is summable with respect to k7 and the desired
result just follows from Borel-Cantelli Lemma. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

P
o pA—
)§C6 PEECTP.

Remark 4.6. From the proof of Theorem 1.2 we can see that the random variables & = t_IZ]yt
converge to 0 as t tends to infinity for every j = 1,...,1 in the following sense. For any ¢ > 0,

[e.e]

lim P( sup |&|>€) =0.
"—"’OkZ:;L (k§t§k+1| ! )

This type of convergence is analogous to the complete convergence of a sequence of random variables
(see [5]), which implies the almost sure convergence.

Remark 4.7. If we assume that the parameter vector 6 belongs to a compact set © C R, the upper
bound of the p-th moment of X; would be independent of 0, and, correspondingly, the constants C
and K that appear in Proposition 4.1, Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 4.4 would be independent of 0 as
well. As a consequence, we get the uniform strong convergence of the random variables & = t_lZM
to 0 as t tends to infinity for every j =1,...,1, in the sense of

hm supP(sup |§] >€) =0
—X00cO  t>T

for any € > 0. Furthermore, if the function f satisfies (" f)~! < L3I, where L3 > 0 is a constant
independent of 0 and I; is an | x | identity matriz, the uniform strong consistency of Or can be

-1
established by observing that (% fOT(f"f)(Xt)dt) < LsI.
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