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Abstract

In this paper, we are interested in least squares estimator for a class of path-dependent
McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs). More precisely, we investigate the
consistency and asymptotic distribution of the least squares estimator for the unknown pa-
rameters involved by establishing an appropriate contrast function. Comparing to the existing
results in the literature, the innovations of our paper lie in three aspects: (i) We adopt a tamed
Euler-Maruyama algorithm to establish the contrast function under the monotone condition,
under which the Euler-Maruyama scheme no longer works; (ii) We take the advantage of linear
interpolation with respect to the discrete-time observations to approximate the functional solu-
tion; (iii) Our model is more applicable and practice as we are dealing with SDEs with irregular
coefficients (e.g., Holder continuous) and path-distribution dependent.
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1 Introduction and main results

We start with some notation and terminology. Let (R, (-,-),|-|) be the d-dimensional Euclidean
space, and R ® R™ the collection of all d x m matrices endowed with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm
| -||. For fixed 79 > 0, € := C([~70,0];R?) stands for the family of all continuous functions
f ¢ [=70,0] = R which is a Banach space with the uniform norm || f|ls := sup_,,<,<o [f(v)].
Given any integer p > 1, we use © to denote a bounded, open and convex subset of RP whose
closure is written as ©. Let P(%) be the totality of all probability measures on €. Set Py(%) :=
{neP@): u(ll-12) = [, I€]2n(dE) < oo}. (P2(€), W) is a Polish space under the Warsserstein
distance Wy on P(%) defined by

1

2
W)= _int ([ e ulatagan)’ e Pao)
e () \ Jexe
where € (u,v) is the set of couplings for p and v. As usual, we use |a] to denote the integer part
of a > 0.
The time evolution for most of stochastic dynamical systems depends not only on the present
state but also on the past path. So, path-dependent (i.e., functional) SDEs are much more desirable;
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see, e.g., the monograph [26]. Since the pioneer work [I4] due to It6 and Nisio, path-dependent
SDEs have been investigated considerably owing to their theoretical and practical importance; see,
e.g., Hairer et al. [9], Wang [36] and the references within.

McKean-Vlasov SDEs, which are SDEs with coefficients dependent on the law, were initiated
by [24] inspired by Kac’s programme in Kinetic theory. An excellent and thorough account of the
general theory of McKean-Vlasov SDEs and their particle approximations can be found in [31].
McKean-Vlasov SDEs are alternatively referred to as mean-field SDEs in the literature, which have
wide applications in interacting particle systems, optimal control problems, differential games, just
to mention but a few. Recently, McKean-Vlasov SDEs have been extensively investigated on, e.g.,
wellposedness of strong/weak solutions (cf. [5, 8 16 25 37]), Freidlin-Wentzell large deviation
principles (cf. [5]), ergodicity (cf. [3 4, [35]), links with nonlinear partial differential equations (cf.
[2, 12| 12]), and distribution properties (cf.[11] [36]).

On the other hand, from stochastic and/or statistical aspects, there exist unknown parameters
in various type SDEs arising in mathematical modeling (cf. [I]). Hence, there are vast of investiga-
tions paying attention to parameter estimations for SDEs via maximum likelihood estimator, least
squares estimator (LSE for short), trajectory-fitting estimator, among others. See, for instance, [I5]
17, 23], 27, 29]. In the same vein, the parameter estimations for SDEs (without path-dependence)
with small noises have been developed very well; see, e.g., [7, [10] 19} 18] 20} 211, 221 B0, 32} [33], and
references therein.

From above discussion, it is very natural to consider SDEs together with all four features of
path dependence, distribution dependence, small noises and unknown parameter. So, in the present
work, we focus on the following path-distribution SDE

(1.1) dXe(t):b(Xf,thE,@)dt—|—€0(Xf,$xt6)d3(t), t>0, X;=£(€7.

Herein, ¢ € (0,1) is the scale parameter; for fixed ¢, X;(v) := X*(t + v),v € [—ro,0], is called
the segment (or window) process generated by X°(t); Lx; stands for the distribution of XF;
b:C xPa(%)x0 =R and 0 : € x Po(€) — RI@R™ are continuous w.r.t. the first variable and
the second variable; © 3 6 is an unknown parameter whose true value is written as 6y € ©; and
(B(t))t>0 is an m-dimensional Brownian motion on a filtered probability space (Q, %, (% )i>0,P)
satisfying the usual conditions, that is, .%; is non-decreasing (i.e., F#s C %, s < t), %y contains all
P-null sets and % is right continuous (i.e., % = Fy =) stt Fs).

To guarantee the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (ILI]), we assume that, for any (1, (s €
C, u,v € Py(%), and 6 € O,

(A1) There exist oy, s > 0 such that
(€1(0) = €2(0), b(C1, 1, 0) — (G2, v,0)) < rllCy — CallZ + wWa(u, v)?;
(A2) There exist (1, 82 > 0 such that

lo (G, 1) = o (G2 )P < Bilicr = Gl + BoWa(p, ).

From [I2, Theorem 3.1], (II)) has a unique strong solution (X¢(t));>_r, under the assumptions
(A1) and (A2). For any (1,(s € €, p,v € Po(%), and 6 € O, if there exist o, 5 > 0 such that

(€1(0) = ¢2(0), b(C1, 1, 0) — b(Ga, 1, 0)) < l|C1 — Gal|Z



and
‘b(CQ,ILL,H) - b(c27V7 9)’ S BW2(/’L7V)7

then (A1) holds.

Without loss of generality, we arbitrarily fix the time horizontal 7' > 0 and assume that there

exist positive integers n, M sufficiently large such that § := % = 77. Now we define the continuous-

time tamed Euler-Maruyama (EM) scheme (see, e.g., [13]) associated with (L)
(1.2) dY*e(t) = bV, L= ,0)dt +c0(Vy,, Lp= JAB(t), >0
s ts
with the initial value Y¢(t) = X¢(¢) = £(t) for any ¢ € [—rp, 0], where
o t5:=|t/0]6 for t > 0;
e For any ( € € and pu € Py(%),

(1.3) DO (¢, ) = — G 10)

“iropcun; ¢ O

e Fork=0,1,--- ,n, Y5 ={Ys(s) : —=ro < 5 <0}, a €-valued random variable, is defined by

s+ 1id
1)

(1.4) Vis(s) = Y((k = )6) + {Y*((k —4)d) =Y*((k —i—1)0)}
for any s € [—(i+1)d,—id], i =0,1,--- , M — 1, that is, ?}25 is the linear interpolation of the
points (Y*(16))i=k—n, - k-
We denote (Y):>0 by the segment process generated by (Y¢(t))i>_r,. It is worthy to point out
that 7; € % is defined by (4] rather than by 7; (s) =Y (ts + s) for any s € [—rg,0].Based on
the continuous-time tamed EM algorithm (L2)), we design the following contrast function

(1.5) Une() =261 PL(O)F(Y (k-1)s) Pi(6).
k=1

in which, for k =1,--- | n,

(1.6) Pp(0) := Y=(kd) — Y((k —1)8) — b (Y} _1)5, 2

?ik—l)é’e)d’ 3(725) = (UJ*)_l(YZJ,XVia)-

For more motivations on the construction of constrast function above, we refer to Ren-Wu [28]. To
obtain the LSE of 6 € O, it is sufficient to choose an element 60,, . € © satisfying

~

U, (0pe) =minV, (0).

0cO
Whence, for
(I)n,ew) = 52(\1'%6(0) - ‘Ijn,E(eO)),
one has
(1.7) Tpyoe(On) = min 8y,.c (6).



We shall rewrite é\n@ € © such that (L7) holds true as

O = in ®,, (0
n,e argggél n,s( ),

which is called the LSE of the unknown parameter 6 € ©.
To discuss the consistency of LSE (see Theorem [[I] below), we further suppose that, for any
<7 C17C2 S %7 M,V S PQ(%% and 0 S 97

(B1) There exist g1, L; > 0 such that

6(Ga, 14,0) = b2, 0)] < Laf (14 G I + 1% — Gollow + Wl 1)}

(B2) There exist ga, Ls > 0 such that

sup (Vo) (G1. 1,6) = (Vo) (G2 v, O)l| < La{ (1 + G I1Z + 22161 = Gallow + Walpa,)
0cO

where (Vyb) is the gradient operator w.r.t. the third spatial variable;

(B3) (00*)(¢, p) is invertible, and there exist g3, Lz > 0 such that

1(0o™) ™ (G, 1) = (00") G v)ll < L3{(1 + 1GIE + Il = Calleo + Walk, V)};

(B4) There exists a constant K > 0 such that
|£(t)—£(8)| S[(|t_8|7 t,SG [—7"0,0],

where £(+) stands for the initial value of (II).

In order to reveal the asymptotic distribution of LSE (see Theorem below), we in addition
assume that

(C) There exist g4, Ly > 0 such that

sup 1(Vo(Vob™))(C1s 1, 0) = (Vo (Vob™))(C2, v, 0]

< La{ (1 + 1112 + 1G2lIZ)IG = Golloo + Wa(p,v) },
where b* means the transpose of b.

Next we consider the following deterministic path-dependent ordinary equation
(1.8) dX°(t) = b(X}, Lyo,00)dt, >0, XJ=E(€C.

Under the assumption (A1), (L) is wellposed. In (L), Lo is indeed a Dirac’s delta measure at
the point X} as X} is deterministic. To unify the notation, we keep the notation Zxo in lieu of

o x0- We remark that (B4) is imposed to guarantee that the linear interpolation ?; tends to X}
in the moment sense, see Lemma below.



For any random variable ¢ € ¢ with .Z; € P2(%), set
(19)  T(C.0.60) = b(C, 2, 60) = (S, Z.0),  TO(C,6,60) = bV (¢, L. 00) — b (C, 4. 6),

and, for any 6 € ©,

T
=(0) = [ T (X0.0,60)F (XPLCX, 6, )ik,
0
where (X7);>0 is the functional solution to (LS.
The theorem below is concerned with the consistency of the LSE for the parameter 8 € O,
which is the first contribution of our work.

Theorem 1.1. Let (Al) — (A2) and (B1) — (B4) hold and assume further that =Z(6) > 0 for
0 # 0g. Then R

On.e — 0o i probability as e — 0 and n — oco.

For A := (A, As,--- ,A4,)) € RP @ RP? with A, € RP@R?, k =1,---,p, and B € R%, define
Ao B e RP®R? by
Ao B = (AlB,AQB,--- ,APB).

For any 6 € ©, set

(1.10) 1(6) = / (Vob) (XD, Zxp, 005 (XD (Vab) (X, L, 0)d,
0
(1.11) K(0):= -2 / T(Vé”b*)(X?,ng,e) o (B(XT(X?,0.60) ).
0

where (Vg)b*) = (Vg(Vpb")), and, for any random variable ¢ € ¢ with £, € P2(¥),

(1.12) T(¢.00) = (Vob)™(C, 2, 00)7 (C)o (¢, Ze).

Another main result in this paper is presented as below, which reveals the asymptotic distribu-
tion of 6,, ..

Theorem 1.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem [l hold and suppose further that (C) holds and
that 1(-) and K(-) defined in (LIO) and ([LII)), respectively, are continuous. Then,

~

T
e One — o) — I_l(Ho)/ T(X?,00)dB(t)  in probability
0

as € = 0 and n — oo, where Y(-) is given in (LI2).
With contrast to the existing literature, the innovations of this paper lie in:

(i) The classical contrast function for LSE is based on EM algorithm. Whereas, under the
monotone condition, the EM scheme no longer works. Hence in the present work we adopt
a tamed EM method to establish the corresponding contrast function. The above is our first
innovation.



(ii) For the classical setup, the discrete-time observations at the gridpoints are sufficient to con-
struct the contrast function. Nevertheless, for our present model, the discrete-time obser-
vations are insufficient to establish the contrast function since the SDEs involved are path-
dependent. In this paper, we overcome the difficulty mentioned by linear interpolation w.r.t.
the discrete-time observations. The above is our second innovation.

(iii) Our model is much more applicable, which allow the coefficients to be distribution-dependent
and weakly monotone. In particular, the drift terms are allowed to be singular (e.g., Holder
continuous). The above is our third innovation.

Now, we provide a concrete example to demonstrate Theorems [[.T] and

Example 1.3. For any ¢ € (0,1), consider the following scalar path-distribution dependent SDE

0
dxe(t) = o0 1 9@ / (—(Xs(t))3+X€(t)+ XE(t +0)do + / C(Q)d@)fxg(dg)

4 —ro 4
(1.13) .

€<1+ Xf(t+9)\d9) dB(t), t>0

“ro
with the initial value X§ = £ € € which is Lipschitz, where, for some c1 < cz and c3 < cq,
0 = (00, 02) € Oy := (c1,¢2) x (e3,¢4) C R2 is an unknown parameter with the true value
Oy = (9((]1),9((]2))* € Og. Let @L,g be the LSE for the unknown parameter § = (#1),02))* ¢ @y.
Then,

o~

On.e — 0o i probability as e — 0 and n — oo,

and
T
e (One —00) — I (6p) / Y(X?,00)dB(t)  in probability
0

as € — 0 and n — oo, where

T bo(X
I(00) = fo 1+|X0| f (1+\X0|
(6o) = T bo(X2,X9) T 2(X0,X )
0 1+|X0| f (1—HX0|

and, for ¢ € €,
1 1
T(¢,00) = T4 < bo (¢, €) ) '

The remaining contents are organized as below: In Section 2] we intend to complete the proof
of Theorem [I.T] on the basis of numerous auxiliary lemmas; In Section [, we aim to implement the
proof of Theorem [[.2} In the final section, we shall finish the proof of Example Throughout
this paper, we emphasize that ¢ > 0 is a generic constant whose value may change from line to line.

2 Proof of Theorem [I1.1]

To complete the proof of Theorem [[LI, we provide some technical lemmas. The lemma below
expounds that the path associated with (2] is uniformly bounded in the p-th moment sense.



Lemma 2.1. Let (A1) and (A2) hold. Then, for any p > 0 there is a constant C, 7 > 0 such that

(2.1) sup [ X7 < Cpur(1+IE]1%),
0<t<T
and
(2.2) sup E( sup [VE(5)|) < Cpr(1 + J1]%).
0<t<T —ro<s<t

Proof. With the assumption (A1) in hand, the proof of (2] can be achieved by the chain rule
and the Gronwall inequality. We herein omit the details since it is standard. Now we turn to show
the argument of (2:2]). By Holder’s inequality, it suffices to verify that ([2Z2]) holds for any p > 4.
By 1to’s formula, we deduce that

YEOF = YO + / {PIY=(5) P2 =(), 6O (V7 Le L 0) + S Y =() P20 (77, L )
0 5

$ 2D e to* (75, e ¥ o(s) Jas

+p/0 Y=Y (), 0 (Y, L= )AB(s))

<p /0 Y (5) P2 (V5 (50), b (V5 Ly 0)ds

557

p/ V()P 2V (5) = Y= (s5), 0O (Y5, Lo 0))ds

S5

P L) [ iy o (7 o P

+p/0 Y)Y (), 0 (Y, L= )AB(s))

4
= T(t), tel0,T].
=1

Whence, for any ¢ > 0 one has

(2.3) T(t):=E( sup_ [YE(5)7) < €] +ZE( sup Ti(s))-

—ro<s<t 0<s<t

In the sequel, we are going to claim that
t

(2.4) T(t) < 2| + et +c/ T(s)ds
0

If [24) was true, thus ([2.2]) follows directly from Gronwall’s inequality. So, it remains to verify
that (2.4]) holds true.
Let (o(s) = 0 € R? for any s € [~r(,0]. For ¢ € ¢ and pu € Py(%), we deduce from (A1) that
<C(0)7 b(C? M, 9)> - <C(0) - COv b(Ca 122 9) - b(COa 5@07 9)> + <C(O)7 b(COa 5@07 9)>
(2.5) < ar|¢)1Z + aaWa(p, 0¢) + [C(0)] + [b(Co, 0cy, 0)]?
<e(1+ (€15 + Wa(p, 6¢,)%),

7



and from (A2) that

o (¢, )lI* < 2B1 €113, + 282Wa(p, ¢)* + 2]l (Cos 8¢y I

(2.6) < c(14I¢)1% + Walp, 6¢,)?).

According to (I.4]), we obtain that

1Y%, oo
7€
= max sup Y, (s
’f:Or'wM—l—(k+1)5gsg—k5‘ ()
2.7 k+1)6 kd
27) —  max sup P EE Doy S R e (e 1))
k=0, .M =1 _(k41)§<s<—k§ 0 0
<2 sup [YE(s).
—ro<s<t
Furthermore, recall the Young inequality:
(2.8) A" <aa+(1—a), a,b>0, ac|0,1],
and the fundamental fact that: for any ¢ > 0,
(2.9) E|B(t))? < ct?/?.
By virtue of (I4]), we notice that
(2.10) Y, (0) = Y*(ts).

Then, by exploiting (23]), (1) as well as (2.10)), it follows from (28] and Holder’s inequality that

E< sup IT; (s))
0<s<t

o P .
—pE S Y (ug), bV, Loe ,0))d

P <OS<I;I<)t/0 1+ 62b(Y,, L ,9)|< (1u8):5(Y us Vs % u)
ug

us?

P e

E - Ve (0),b(Y , Lo ,0))du

p <Osgg2t/0 1+5a‘b(yi67375 ,9)‘< ug() ( 87 7TY )> >
us

(2.11)

’ Ve ()P e |2 >

<cE — T+ 1Y, |l + Wo (L= L6 ds

=¢ <Os<ligt/0 L4 0o o(Y, ., 2o ,9)|{ 75+ Wal 8,
Yu(s

us?
t 7€

<c [ {1+Ev: P+ BT }ds
0
t

< c/ {1+ 7Y(s)}ds.
0

It is straightforward to see that, for any ¢ € €, u € Py(%), and 6 € O,

b 0

8



Taking (2.6]) and (2.12) into consideration and making use of (2.9) and « € (0,1/2], for any ¢ > 2,
we derive that

EJY*() = Y¥(t)|7 < o {807 + Ello (V5. L )IE|B(t) - B(ts)|"}
< {09107 4 §92E||o (75, L= )|}
5
(2.13) q/2 Ve |9 a
< e {1+ E|[V,, |7+ Wa( Ly ,0c,)7)

gcﬁﬂﬁwﬁ( wp!Y%WO}a

—ro<s<t
where in the last procedure we have used Holder’s inequality and (2.7]). Thus, taking advantage of
(Z12) and (ZI3) and employing Holder’s inequality yields that

t
B sup Ma(s)) <98 [ V() 2IY*(s) Y (s3)] - DO (TS, L 0)1ds
0<s<t 0

<pse /O E(Y=(s)P2Y*(s) — Y*(55)])ds

t » 2
(214) <o [ (BOVm) T (B i)l E) s
0
1 t p=2 » %
< 52_0‘/ E([YE(s)|P)) ¥ S1+E( sup |YE(s)|2 ds
pate [ (B @) T {1+ E(_sw i)}
t
gc/{1+T@n@,
0
where in the last display we used « € (0,1/2] and (2.8]). Next, we observe that
p(p—l) ¢ € p—2 2
(2.15) E( sup Ma(s)) < BE= | E(Y¥ ()P 20(VS,. Ly )P)ds
0<s<t 0 56

Using Burkhold-Davis-Gundy’s (BDG’s for short) inequality and (2.8]), we infer that

E< sup H4(s)>§pE sup / Ve (w)|P~2(YE (1), 0 (Yu(s,f )dB(u))D

0<s<t 0<s<t

< aVapE( [ Pt (7, 2 (e Pas)
0

(2.16) 1/2
< aV2pE( g VG [ VP10V L )
0<s<t S5
1
< 10 +160 [ BV oV, Ly s



Subsequently, one gets from (2I5]) and (2.I6]) that

E ( OSSIiI;t Hg(s)) + E< osggfg)t H4(s)>

< ST() +C/O E([Y*(s)["?|lo(Ys,, L5 )I1%)ds

2 557 55

1 t .
(2.17) < 5T+ c/ {E[Y*(s) + Ello(Y5,, Ly )P }ds
0 S

1 t —
< 3T() +c/ {1+ EIY ()P +EITS 1% + Wa(Le ,5,)7 fds
0 S

< %T(t)Jrc/o {1+ T(s)}ds,

where we have adopted (2.8]) in the second inequality, used (2.G]) in the last two step, and utilized
Holder’s inequality, in addition to (27)), in the last procedure. Substituting (2I1)), [2.I4]), and

2I7) into 23] gives that
t
T(t) < [I€ll5 + %T(t) + c/o {1+ (s)}ds.

As a consequence, ([2.4)) is now available. O

The following lemma shows that the linear interpolation Y; approaches X! in the mean square
sense as € and Jd go to zero.

Lemma 2.2. Assume (Al),(A2),(B1) and (B4). Then, for any B € (0,1), there exists cg > 0
(2.18) sup BV, — X715 < cp(d” +e* +0%),
0<t<T
where a € (0,1/2] is introduced in ([L3)).
Proof. For any B € (0,1) and ¢ € [0, 7], by Holder’s inequality and Y§ = X{ = £, we find that
Yy, — XPl5 < 3EIYS - Y5, 1% + 3EIYF — X713 + 3EIX; — X715
< 3IE< sup  |[YE(t + ) —?;(U)F) n 3E< sup |Y5(s) — Xf(s)|2)

—rog<v<0 0<s<t

+3E( sup |X5(s) - X°(s)?)

0<s<t
(2.19) 1B
<3M' P max <E< sup [Y<(t +v) —Yté(v)|m>>
k=0, ,M—1 —(k+1)0<v<—ké

+3E< sup |Y*(s) —X8(8)|2> —|—3E< sup | X*(s) —Xo(s)|2)
0<s<t 0<s<t

= Al (t7 &, 5) + A2(t7 €, 5) + A3(t7 €, 5)7

where M > 0 such that Md = ry. Hereinafter, we intend to estimate A;(¢,¢,9), i = 1,2,3, respec-
tively. In the first place, we shall show that

(2.20) Ai(t,e,0) <ed®,  tel0,T).

10



For ¢t € [0,T'), there is an integer ko > 0 such that ¢t € [kod, (ko + 1)d). From (4, it follows that

Ai(t,e,0)

<eM'™P x| (E( " k_1)5§;2(k0+1—k)6 |Y<(s) = Y*((ko — k)5)’ﬁ>>l_ﬁ
(2.21) +e M k:OT?:)A(J—l <E((ko—k—1)522(k0+1—k)5 [Y¥(s) = Y (ko — k= 1)6)‘$))1_B

<cM'P x| (E< " k_1)5§;2(k0+1—k)6 [Y<(s) = Y((ko — k — 1)5)’%»1_6

+eM™  max <E]Y€((k:0 —k)8) — Y= ((ko — K — 1)5)\5)1_6.
k=0, ,M—1

In case of k > ko + 1, by virtue of (B4), one has
Ai(t,e,8) < eM'™P§% < cré_ﬁdﬁ.
In terms of (B1), for any ¢ € ¢ and p € P2(%),
[6(C, 1, 00)| < [b(C, 1, 80) = b(Co, ¢y, 00)] + [6(Co, b¢y» B0
< L { (L4 IR + Wi 0) ) + 160,80

Let £/ > 0 be an arbitrary integer. For any t € [£'6, (K’ + 2)d], note from BDG’s inequality followed
by Holder’s inequality that

E< sup |Y€(t)-Y€(k’5)|ﬁ)
K 6<t<(k/+2)6

(2.22)

(K'+2) o L t 2
< cIE(/ b0 )(Y;, > 90)|d ) -7 +CE< sup ‘/ (Y56,$ )dB(s) 17&)
kS ko<t<(k'+2)5 | Jk'6
(k'+2)0 2 (k' +2)5 1
<cE b (Y ,f— 60)|ds) " + cE / o Lo V|Pds) 7
([ w0, 2 o0las) ([, 10052y iPas)
s (K'+2)5 )
< b (BB, L 00) 77 +Ello(V2,, L )77 bds,
k'S

where in the last display we have used the fact that
(2.23) [6O(C, 11 00) < 10(C, 1 00)l,  CEE, e PoE).

Subsequently, taking ([22]), [2:6]) and ([222)) into account and making use of Holder’s inequality
yields that

E< sup  [YE(t) — Ye(k’a)\ﬁ>
K §<t< (k' +2)6

aslloc

5 (K'+2)8 2(1+4q7) )
scam/ (BT ™ + Wa( e ,3,) 77 Jds
k 8§

(2.24) s
5 (K'+2)8 . 2(1441)
< cam/ (14 BIVE I Js
k'S
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Hence, it follows from (Z21)) and (224]) with ¥’ = ko — k — 1 that
Ai(t,e,0) <eM'7TPs < c6?

provided that k < kg — 1. Whenever k = kg, we deduce from (221]), [224)) with &/ = 0 as well as
(B4) that

Ai(t,e,8) < e M~ (E( sup |Y¥(s) —YE(O)\ﬁ»l‘B

0<s<é
1-8
FeMP <IE< sup |YE(s) — Yo(— 5)&3))
—6<s<0
+ e MY“PIYE(0) — YE(—0))
<cM'Bs
<P,
Next, we are going to claim that
(2.25) Asz(t,e,8) <ce?,  te]0,T).

Following the argument to derive ([2.2]), we deduce that, for some constant Cp, 7 > 0,

(2.26) 0P, Bl X718 < Cpr(1+I€115)-

By the It6 formula and X§ = X8 = £, we observe that
[ X°(t) = X° (1)

= /Ot{2<X€(3) — XO(s),b(X5, ZLxz,00) — b(XD, Lx0,00)) + €°||o (XS, ZLxe)|}ds
+ 2e/t(XE(s) —XO(s), 0 (X5, Lx:)AB(s)).
0

Thus, by using BDG’s inequality and (Z8]) and noting that X§ = X{ = ¢, we infer from (A1) and

24) that
t
Aaft,2.0) <2 [ {anBIX: — XD, + aWa(Zxs, Zxg)}ds
0
t
rest [+ BIXEIE + Wa(Zxs, 6 Hds
0
t 1/2
+8\/§6E</ o (X2, 22 ) (X7(s) — X°(s))ds)
0
t t
§c/ Ag(s,e,a)ds+ce2/{1+E\|X§\|§O}ds
0
a 0 2 1/2
+8\/§sE< sup |X5(s) — XO(s)| / lo (X2, Zx2)| ds)
0<s<t

¢
< %Ag(t,&,é)—i—C/ A3(3,5,5)d3+c&72/ {1 +E||XE|% }ds.
0 0

12



So, one has

t t
As(t e, ) < c/ As(s, e, 8)ds + 052/ {1+ E[[X°|2 ds.
0 0
Thus, ([2.23) follows from ([2:20]) and Gronwall’s inequality. Finally, we intend to verify that
(2.27) As(t,e,0) < c(6” +6%), telo,T].

Also, by It6’s formula, we derive from X§ = Y = £ that
t
| XE(t) - Y ()] = 2/ (X°(s) = Y=(s), (XS, Zxz,00) — (Y], Lye, 00))ds
0

8§57

2/0t<X€(s)—Ya(s),b(Yj,Zyss,Ho)—b(Y e 00)ds
+2/t<X€( ) = V(). BV, Lie ,00) — DV, Ly b))
+e / |o(XE, Lxe) — (Y55,$ )H2ds

+2 /O<XE() Yo(s), (0(X5, Lx:) — o(Vs,, Ly ))dB(s))
—=: E1(t) 4 Za(t) + E3(t) + Za(t) + E5(t).

In view of (A1), we deduce that

t
E(Oiug El(s)) < 2/ {E[|XE = YL + aaWo( Ly, Lre)?}ds
Ss<t 0

t
(2.28) <o [ EIX: - vi|s
0

t
c/ As(s,e,0)ds.
0
Carrying out a similar argument to derive ([2.20)), for any x > 2, we have

(2:29) sup E||YS -V, |5 <cé2!
0<t<T

13



Taking (A1), (22)) and ([229)) into consideration and applying Holder’s inequality that

E( sup ]Eg(S)])

0<s<t
t
S/{ElXa(S)—YE(S)|2+E|5(Y§7$Y;790)—b(Ysé,-i” ,00)|*}ds
0
t
c/ E|X(s) — Y<(s)[2ds
0
t
(2.30) +C/ E{(1+ Y5132 + V5 I31YS = Yo I3 + Wa(Lve, 4 e )7}ds
0
t t _ . 2 \1-P
Sc/ Ag(s,e,é)ds—i—c/ (BlYs - 75, 157) s
0 0
t - 1 8 o 2 (1-8
£112q1 € 112q1\ B e 3¢ ||1-B
o [ (B vz 7)) (B - T8 ) s
t
<cd? +c/ Ao(s,e,0)ds.
0
According to (L3) and in view of (22)) and (2.22)), it follows from Hélder’s inequality that

E( sup \Eg(S)])

0<s<t

2/OtE{|X€(s)—YE(s>I b(Y,, Ly 90>—b(‘”<Y557$ ,00)[}ds
<c/tIE{|X€(s)—Y€(s)|2—|— 52a!b(Y86,$ 90)\ }ds
~Jo (1+62b(Y" .zf ,00)])2

S5

(2.31)
< c/o [BIX“(s) ~ YE() + PBIb(VS,, Zy- 90)|4}ds

t
< [ {BIXE0) - VAP + 201+ BITE A + Wa( s 5" s
0 %
t
< cd + c/ Ao(s,e,0)ds.
0
Next, owing to € € (0,1), (A2), and ([2.20), one gets that

E( sup Z4(s) <c/ {(E||XZ - Y, l12 + Wa(Lx:e, 4 ) }ds
0<s<t

< C/ {EIXS - Y75 +EYS - Vo |5 }ds

0

(2.32) )

< C/ {A1(87675) + A2(s7675)}d8
0

t
< co’ —I—c/ Ay(s,e,0)ds.
0

14



Next, for ¢ € (0,1), BDG’s inequality and Young’s inequality (28], besides (2.32]), give that

E< sup ]Eg,(s)])

0<s<t

§8\/§E</0 (0(X5, Zx:) — 0(V'y e ) (X (3)_Y€(3))|2ds)1/2

2 <sVIE(sup X6 - VG [ 1005 Zie) — oV, Sz )

0<<t

t
< phalte.d) e [ Blo(Xe, 2x) oV, e s

S5

%A (t,e, 5)+c55+c/ As(s,e,8)ds.
Thus, (228), (Z30)-233) yield that

t
Aot 2,6) < %Ag(t,e,a) e (6P + 5% +c/ Ao(s, 2, 8)ds.
0

Namely,
t
As(t,e,0) < c(6° +6%) + c/ As(s,e,0)ds.
0

As a result, we obtain from Gronwall’s inequality that
(2.34) Ag(t,e,8) < ¢ (67 + 62%).
Inserting (2220), (Z25]), and ([Z34)) back into ([ZI9) leads to the desired assertion (Z.I8]).

O

Remark 2.1. The convergence rate of EM scheme for path-independent SDEs under the global
Lipschitz condition is one half. Taking o = 1/2 in (227]), we conclude that the convergence rate of
the tamed EM scheme constructed in (I.2)) is close sufficiently to one half. This demonstrate the

distinct features between path-dependent SDEs and path-independent SDEs.

The lemma below plays a crucial role in revealing the asymptotic behavior of the LSE of the

unknown parameter 6 € ©.

Lemma 2.3. Let (A1) — (A2) and (B1) — (B4) hold. Then,

52 (TOY* (Y k—1)5:0, 0005 (Y (15— 196) T (Y (1 _1)5, 6, 60)
(2.35)

T
S E0) = [ DO 0,00FOXD(X0.0.60)d
0

in L' as e — 0 and § — 0 (i.e., n — 00). Moreover,

n

(2.36) Z(F(é))*(??k—l)ay9790)3(?fk—1)6)Pk(90) —0
k=1

in L? as e — 0.

15



Proof. Observe that

T
62 Y (150 0500)5 (Y (1 1)5) T (Y (1135, 0, 60) — /0 (X7, 0,00)5 (X)T(X?, 0, 60)dt

/0 () (756,005 (V; )T (V. 6,60) — T*(X0, 0, 00)5(X{)T (X0, 0, 60) }dt
- [

TO(¥;,,0,00) ~ T(X0,0,600)) 5(V;, )T (V;,,0, 00)dt
0

T
+ [T 000 (3077 — 30X 0OV, 0.60)d
0

T

/ (X2, 9,6 *A(X0)<P(5)(Yt5,9 6o) — (X,?,G,OO))dt
0

tJi(e,0) + Ja(e,6) + J3(e, 0).

From (B1) and [222)), a direct calculation shows that, for any random variables (;,{ € ¢ with
fgl,f@ S 732((5),

0 (¢1,0,00) — T'(Ca, 0, 60)]
= 6O (C1, L, 00) — b(Cay Loy, 00) + b(Cay Loy, 0) — DO (1, 2, 0)]
< |b(C1, Ly, 00) — b(Coy Ly, 00)| + [b(Coy L, 0) — b(C1y L2, 0)]
+ 6O (C1, Ly, 00) — (Cry L, 00)] + [B(C1, Ly, 0) — B0 (G, L, 0)
= |b(C1, L1, 00) — b(C2, L2y, 00)] + [b(C2y Ly, 0) — b(C1, L2y, 0)|

bler, 24, 00)] b1, %,.0)
(2.37) ol | q e o0 5o 3 e
! 1+5a|b(<1’$ﬁ’90)| (Cl’ o 0)‘ " 1+5a|b(<17$ﬁa€)| (Cl’ @ )

< |b(<1,$(1,90) - b(C2,$(2,90)| + |b(<2,$€“2,9) - b(C1,$§1,9)|
+ 5a{|b(<’1y$(1790)|2 + |b(<1,$(179)|2}

< {1 1IG I + IGIIG — Colloo + Wa(Z, ) |
e {1+ G + WL, 05,)% -

Next, for a random variable ¢ € € with £ € P2(%), by [222) and (223)), it follows that
(2.38) PO, 0,60)] + ID(C, 0, 80)] < {1+ ICIL™ +Wa( L, b,) }
and, due to (B3), that

(2.39) [7OI < 15C) = 7O+ [FO) | < e {1+ [CI™ +Wa( L, bc,) }.

16



Consequently, combining ([2.37) with (238]) and(2.39), for ¢ := q1 V ¢3, we deduce from (2] that
[ J1(e,0)] + [J3(e, 0)]
T
<o [ {0+ ITLIL + IXSILITE, - Xfllo+ Wal iy )

a 7€
0 (L V75 ) + WL, 05,)?) |
L XIS + V7, 157+ W 60) )

5

{1+ XU 4 75 15 + Wal Sy b, bt

T
<e [ {1717, - X0 + RITE, - X012 )

x {1+ IV |29 + B|T5, 2% bas
T
" caa/o {14 75, 1409 + BT, 1% bar.

This, by exploiting ([22]) and (2I9) and using Holder’s inequality, gives that
E’Jl(ga 6)‘ + E‘J?)(Ea 6)‘
T
<c [ BIT, - X011+ BNV 100 Ja
(2.40) C L
+ céa/ {1 + E|y?§6|y§g1+@}dt
0
— 0

as € — 0 and § — 0. Next, making use of (B3) and (2.38]), we derive that

T
s B < e [ XD (14 175 1L + BT 1)
0
x (14 17512 + 1X2NLITE, = XPlloo + /BTG, — XPIZ, )dt.

Again, using ([2.10), (22]) and (ZI8]) and utilizing Holder’s inequality gives that

T
< Ve _ x0|32 3¢ 14(1+q)
1) Blne8) < e [ \BIVE, — XPI{1+ BNV 100 bt
— 0

as € — 0 and § — 0. Hence, (233]) follows immediately from (240 and (Z.41).
In the sequel, we are going to show that (2.36]) holds. In terms of (L.2), we obtain that

n

S @) (Y (1) 0. 00)5 (Y (_1y5) P (B0)
k=1

(242) =¢£ Z(F((S))*(?ik—l)(s’ 9, 90)8(??]6_1)5)0'(?66_1)5, 37?k71)6
k=1

)(B(kd) — B((k — 1)d))

T
—c /0 (CO)(V3,.0,005(Y;,)o (V. Ly )AB().
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By the It6 isometry and the Holder inequality, we derive from (2.6]), [238]), and (239) that
| [ (1O (75, 0,005 (72 o (7, 25 Jant0)
- /0 E|(TO) (V5,.6,00)3 (V)0 (V. Zy; )t
< /OTE{IF(‘”(?;’@’%)IQ NG DI - llo (Vi L )P}t

T
<c | Eq(14|Y, )% + Wy (L , 0, )>
>~ 0 ts lloo 2 Yt67 Co
(1 V5 I+ W (L, 6c,)?)

< (1 V5 1200+ W (Ls ,0,)? ) et

T
<e /0 {1+ E|7 [50+9)ar.

This, together with (2.2)), leads to

2

E‘Z Y k135, 0+ 00)5 (Y (1 _1)5) Pe(60)

< ce? / {1+ BT |80+ )dr
0

§ca2.

As a consequence, we obtain (2.30]) immediately.
So far, with Lemma 23] in hand, we are in the position to complete the

Proof of Theorem [I1l A direction calculation shows that

=0 Z {Pg(e)a(?fk—l)a)Pk(e) - P§(90)8(?fk_1)5)Pk(90)}
=1

=671 {(P(60) + (00 (P Gu115.0.0008) (T Giiys) (Pelbo) + IOV, _,,0,60)3)
k=1
N ),

= 22 TN (Y (k15,0 00) (Y (1 1)5) Pi (60)

3

+5Z Y (- 1)5:0,00)5 (Y (136 T (Y (1115, 0, 60).

By virtue of Lemma 23] we therefore infer from Chebyshev’s inequality that

sup | — @, .(0) — (==(0))] = 0  in probability.
06
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Next, for any £ > 0, due to Z(-) > 0,

sup (—EZ(0)) < —E(6y) = 0.
|0—00|>K

Furthermore, one has —®, €(0 c) > —®, .(6p) = 0. Consequently, we deduce from [34, Theorem

0
5.9] with My, (-) = —=®,, () and M(:) = _( -) therein that é\n,a — 6 in probability as ¢ — 0 and
n — 0o. We henceforth complete the proof. O

3 Proof of Theorem

Before we start to finish the argument of Theorem [[L2] we also need to prepare some auxiliary
lemmas below. For any random variable ¢ € € with .2 € Py(%), set

(¢,6) i= (Vb D) (C, L, 0)5(Q)0 ¢, L)
Lemma 3.1. Let (A1) — (A2) and (B1) — (B4) hold. Then,
T
(3.1) e L(VyDr ) (6) — —2 / T(X?,0)dB(t)  in probability
0
whenever € — 0 and n — oo, where Y(-,-) is introduced in (LI2).
Proof. By the chain rule, one infers from ([2]) and ([2.43]) that
_1(V9‘I’n e)(0)

IZ Vol ) (Y (_1)5. 6, 60)5 (7@_1)5){1%(90) +P(5)(??k—1)679790)5}
12 (VoL ) (Y (1 _195. 0. 00)5 (Y (4 1)5) Pr(0)

=2 Z(Veb(é))*(??k—l)évg?fkil)(g9)8(?&—1)6)0’(?6@—1)67g?fkil)é)
< (B(ko) — B((k ~ 1)9)
S /0 L7 g)as(),
where in the last two display we used the fact that
(3.3) (VoI )Y (4 1)5,0:00) = — (Vb)) (Y1 _15 ,0).

To achieve (B]), in terms of [6, Theorem 2.6, P.63], it is sufficient to claim that

"’%7?1%1)5
T 9) (€ 0 2
(3.4) /0 ITO T, 6) — T(X0,0)dt -0  in probability
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as ¢ — 0 and 6 — 0. Observe that
= (Vb ) (Vi iz 005 (Vi )o (Vi Ze )

ts? (V@b)*(X,?, gX?) 9)3(XtO)U(XtO7 "%X?)
— {(ng(a))*(?;,z?;,e) —

(Vb (X7 73)(979)}3(?;)0(?;7375 )
- (Vob)* (X0, Ly, 0{5(T5,) — 5(XO) o (T, Ze )

(V)" (X0, L 005 (XD {0V, Lz ) — o (XD, Zxp))
=:%1(t,e,0) + Xa(t,e,0) + 33(t, €, 0).

By a straightforward calculation, for any random variable { € € with % € P2(%¢), one has

(Vob)(¢, %, >—W<1 +§E¥C|;?é,0:,9)l)

_ (V) (G, 0) 5 (b)(C, s 0) (Vb) (€, 1, 6)
1+ 6%b(C, p, )] [b(C, 1, O)(L + 0%[b(C, 1, 0)])*

Next, for any random variables (i, € € with %, %, € P2(¥), it follows from (B.5]) that

(3.5)

(Vb)) (C1, L., 0) — (Vb)* (G20 L2, 0) |

_ (veb)*(CI,a%(l,e) B . B 5Q(V6b)*(<l,$§1, )(bb* Clagcl,
- H1+5a|b(<1,$<1,9)| (Veb)"(C2: ¢, 0) H

(1 + 5a|b(C17$C17 )| |b C17$C17
_ H (Vob)* (C1, 241, 0) = (V)" (C2y 45, 6)

0BG, L, 0)|(Vob)* (G2, Z,. 0)
(3.6) 1+ 0%b(C1, 2, 0) 1+ 0%b(Cr, £, 0)
6% (V)" (1, Z,,0)(0%)(C1, 2., 0) H
(14—504‘1)“173@, )’ b(Cl7$C17
< H(Veb)(glngNH) (ng)((g,f@, )H
+ 0%[b(C1, Loy, 0)] - {11(Vab) (G2, Ly, O)|| + (VD) (C1, Ly, 0) I}

where in the last step we utilized the facts that ||A| = ||A*|| for a matrix A and that
1(Vb)* (Gt Lo, O) (BB (s L, O

— trace (((Vgb)"(C1y Zey O)(B6") (Gr, L6y, 0))(Vb)* (G Ly 0) (61, Z5,,0))
= traee((bb*)*(ﬁl,fcu9))((Veb)(Veb)*)(Ch L, 0)(00%)(C1, 2, 0)

= trace(((Veb)(ng)*)(Ch Ly 0)(00*)(C1y Ly, 0) (WD) (G, .,2”41,0))>
= [b(C1, Ly, O [MI(Vob)* (C1 Ly, 0) |1

Moreover, from (B2), one has

(3.7) 1(V0b)(Gar o )| < {1+ Gl + WL, 06.) }-
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Now, taking (B2), (3.4, and (B.7), in addition to (2:6) and (239, into account yields that
1Z1(t,€,0)]| < C{(l + V5112 + 1 XN 2y = XPlloo + WLy, ZLxp)
(14 75, 5 + Wal S o)) (14 IV, 1557 + Wal L L 0c,) ) |
L+ T 5% + Wal B L d0) b x {1+ T3, oo + Wal(Z: 1 00,) |-

For q :=q1 V q2 V g3, simple calculations and (2.2]) give that

121t 20l < e{ (14 V5 IV, = Xl + (B — X711}
x {1+ 751049 + BV )%}
e {1 [V 12040 + B )
< o1+ [V [NV, — X7 o
+ o1+ [V BH), [ Zpr = X + e (1 + [V, | 30+0)

=: Ay (t,e,8) + Ao(t,2,8) + As(t, e, 0).

For any p > 0, by virtue of Holder’s inequality, together with (2:2)) and (28], it follows that
T ~
p( [ 1Rt 0) P> p)
0
T X-€ €
<P(e [+ VLT, - X7 e = p)
0
T 7€ 3x7€
<P(e [+ VLA T, - Xt > p)
0

T
C — —
< /0 (1 + E|[75, | 80+0)) /BT, — XO|2.dt

— 0
whenever ¢ — 0 and § — 0. On the other hand, by means of ([2.2]), and (2.I]]), it follows that
EA3(t,e,6) + EA3(t,¢,0) < c(1+ ||V, Hﬁé”q))EHf?ié = XP|1% + e (L + B[ V7[5 )
(3.9) < (0% 4 €2 4 6)
— 0

as € — 0 and § — 0. As a consequence, we infer from (B.8]) and (B9) that

T
(3.10) / IS1(te,0)[2dt 0 in probability
0
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when ¢ — 0 and § — 0. Next, taking advantage of (A2), (B3), (20]), and [B.7)) leads to

122t 2, I + s (t, e, 6)
<1+ x7 )

x {1+ 175,122 + IXPIZDITS, — XPI% + WalLs L Lxp)? }

X (L4 V115 + Wal L 5 06,)%)
< (U + T3 D)T, - XD oo + BNV, - X712}

x {1+ 75,12 + BT, 1% }

1

< e(1+ [V IR NIY Y, — Xlloo + c(1+ ]V, 12)EIY 7, — X1l
=:Z1(t,&,0) + Ea(t, &, 9),

in which we adopted (2:2]) in the last procedure. Via Hélder’s inequality, we obtain from (2.2]) and
(ZI3) that

(3.11) EZ1(t,e,0) < (1 + EH?;H@?”))\/EH?; — XP|3 =0

as € — 0 and § — 0. Also, by ([2.2)) and (2.I8)), one has

(3.12) EZs(t,¢,0) < c(1+E|Y,|12)E|Y;, — X2, — 0

provided that e — 0 and 0 — 0. Therefore, (B.11)) and [BI2]) lead to

(3.13) E[Ss(t,e,0)|* + E[Ss(t, €, 6)[> — 0

if ¢ > 0 and § — 0. At last, the desired assertion ([B.]) holds from (BI0) and (B.I3]). O
Lemma 3.2. Let (A1) — (A3),(B1) — (B4), and (C) hold. Then

(3.14) (V((f)@n,g)(@) — Ko(0) :=K(0)+1(0) in probability

as n— oo and € — 0, where I(-) and K(-) are introduced in (LI0) and (LII), respectively.
Proof. From (B.2]) and (B3]), we deduce that

(V =2 Z () (k 1)5:0,00) © <3(?ik—1)6)Pk(9)>

+2 Z(VGF(&)*(?Z&—I)&, 0,60)5 (Y (5-1)5) (Vo Pr)(0)
=1
— 9 Z(véz)(b(a))*)(ﬁk_l)é,.,iﬂ??kfl)é, 0) o (3(7§k_1)5)Pk(9))

+ 26 Z(Veb((s))*(??k—n&
k=1

) 9)8(??14—1)5) (ng(é) ) (?E:’f—l)é’ 37?1%1)5

0).

L s
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For any random variable ( € € with % € Py(%), by the chain rule, we infer from (3.3]) that

)
(vg2>(b<5) )(g L,0) = <v9<1(ff§|)b|>>(<,$<,9)
(

515 o (T 0b)
o 0 V(rbr<1€+6@161)?))“"’%9)

0
— (V0")(¢, %, 0) — 6°01((,.2, 6).

Next, the chain rule shows that

’b’(vg)b*) (b*(a;glZ))(ng)*7 ab*(a%pb)(veb)*)

01(¢, %, 0) = ( 1+ 6o DI+ 57 ]b])? a
(@ (Vb @) G (Vb)) 0b))
i (T + 315])?
((Vab)" (G b)b" + bgh). - (Vab) (0" +bgg )
’ oI(T + 5°b])?

(0 (o)) () )) %
Thanks to (3.1, it follows that
(316)  ((Vab™)G(O(Tab™)) (¢, Z.0) = ((Vab")5(C) (Vb)) (. Z.0) = 6°O2(C, Z.0),

where

oric 2t <<2|b|+6a|b| (Vb5 (O (Vo) | (Vab")3(Q)(b %) (Vob)
©o (1 + 6°o])2 [bI(1 + 6°]])®
(Vab") BT (Vo) o (Vab)(bB)F(C) (D) (Vib)
C R T (e AT )“’%‘”'

Thus, taking (3I6) and (3I5) into consideration yields that
2 % ~/XS X~
(Vi e, 252 D6 (Y (1) 6 Lye 000 (U(Y?k—l)é)r(é)(yik—l)&9790)>
4253 (b3 T ss B, 0
k=1
—22 D6) (Y (1-1)5 6 Lye, 00 (G(V?k—l)a)Pk(9o))

- 26° Z 0:(Y L s ,0) o (8(?§k—1)5)Pk(9)>

— 51+a Z @2(766—1)67 37@%1)5’ 9)
k=1

5
=: Z[i(n,e).
=1
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By following the argument to derive ([2.35]), we deduce from (A3) that

(3.17) Ii(n,e) —» K(0) and Is(n,e) — I(f),  in probability

as € — 0 and § — 0. Notice from (A3) and ([2:22]) that

1011¢, 2,0) < e (1b] + Vbl + (1 + 3DV IDIVE ) (€, 2, 0)
< c(L+ IR + WL, 660))-

On the other hand, owing to (B1), (239), and ([2.22)), one has

102[/(¢, £, 0) < 2<|b| IV6bl*[[7 (Ol (1 + 2|b|))(C,$<,9)
< o1+ [ICIIATY + W (2, b)),

(3.18)

(3.19)

Thus, by mimicking the argument of (2.36]), we obtain from (BI8]) that
(3.20) Is(n,e) -0 and I4(n,e) — 0 in probability
as ¢ — 0 and 0 — 0. Furthermore, (2.2) and ([8.19) enable us to get that
(3.21) I5(n,e) — 0  in probability

whenever € — 0 and § — 0. Thus, the desired assertion ([3I14]) follows from [BI7), (320), as well
as (B.21)). O

Now, we move forward to complete the

Proof of Theorem[1.2. With Lemmas B.1] and at hand, the proof of Theorem is parallel to
that of [28, Theorem 4.1]. Whereas, to make the content self-contained, we give an outline of the
proof. In terms of Theorem [[I] there exists a sequence 7, . — 0 as ¢ = 0 and n — oo such that

~

One € By, .(0o) C ©, P-a.s. By the Taylor expansion, one has

o~ ~ ~

(3.22) (Vo e)(One) = (VoPpe)(0o) + Dpe(One —00), One € By, .(00)
with .
D= /0 (VOB ) (0 + e — 00))du, Bz € By (B0).
Observe that, for 6, . € By, _(0o),
1D — Ko(B0)|l < | Dne — (VP ®02)(00) | + (V5 ®1.0) (o) — Ko(6o)|
< /0 TP 0,2) (60 + 1B — 00)) — (VD) (60)]

+ (V5 ®.2) (B0) — Ko(B0)|

< sup [(VPD,(0) — (VD) 00) | + (VP ®00) (60) — Ko(6o)]
geBnn,s(eo)

< sup [[(VP®,0)0) - Ko@)+  sup  [[Ko(6) — Ko(6o)]|
GeBnn,s(eo) GEB"M,E(QU)

+2/(V5 ®y,.2) (B0) — Ko(6o)])-
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This, together with Lemma and continuity of Ky(-), gives that
(3.23) D, . — Ky(6p) in probability

as € = 0 and n — oo. By following the exact line of [21, Theorem 2.2], we can deduce that D,, . is
invertible on the set

Loci={ sup [(VP®,)(0) — Ko(éo)] <
GeBnn,s(eo)

| Q

) é\n,e S Bnn,g (90)}

for some constant o > 0. Let

~

Dne = {Dn is invertible , 0, . € B, _(6o)}.
By virtue of Lemma [3.2] one has

(3.24) im P( s (VP Ra0)(0) ~ KolBo)l < 5) =1.

E—)O,n—)OO OEBnn,E(GO)

On the other hand, recall that

(3.25) lim IP’(@M € Bnnys(eo)) =1

e—0,n—o0

By the fundamental fact: for any events A, B, P(AB) = P(A) +P(B) — P(AU B), we observe that

«
12 P 2P( sup (VP 000)(0) = Kol0o)] < 5)
(3.26) 0€By,, - (6o) 2

+ P(én,g e Bnn’s(eo)) ~1.
Thus, taking advantage of (3.24]), (3:25)) as well as (3:20]), we deduce from Sandwich theorem that
(3.27) P(Dye) > P(Tpe) — 1

as € — 0 and n — co. Set
Une = Dnelg, . + Ipxplog
where Iy, is a p X p identity matrix. For S,, . := 6_1(§n,5 — ), we deduce from (3.22)) that
Sne = Snelag, . + Snelag
= U2 DncSnelg,, + Snelog
= e U H (Vo) (Onc) — (VoPu)(00) g, . + Snclo
= = U, H(Ve®u o) (00)15, . + Snelog

— I7(6y) /OT T(XY,60)dB(s),

o~

as ¢ — 0 and n — oo, where in the forth identity we dropped the term (Vy®,, .)(6, ) according
to the notion of LSE and Fermat’s lemma, and the last display follows from Lemma B (3:23]) as
well as ([B:27) and by noting Ky(0y) = I(0y). We therefore complete the proof. O
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4 Proof of Example

Proof of Example .3 Tt is sufficient to check all of assumptions in Theorems [[L.T] and Theorem [[.2]
are fulfilled.
For any ¢,(' € €, p € Po(€) and 6 = (01, 0))* € Oy, set

(4.1) bo(¢, ') 1= — /_ v+ /_ Ca

0
b(C,p,0) := 0 1 6C / bo(C.Cu(d¢) and () = o(Cop) =1+ /_ C(v)|dv.

Then, [224) can be reformulated as (ILI). By (@) and Hoélder’s inequality, we find out some
constants c1, co > 0 such that

(€1(0) = €2(0),b(C1, 1, ) — b(C2, 11, 60))

=02 [ (610) — (0),5(c1:0) — bl ()
(4.2) ‘ 0
<a{l60) - GOP + [ 160) -G}

<o - Glk, pePAE), (1,LET

Next, we deduce from (@I]) that for some constant ¢z > 0,
4(6.11.0) =06 0)] < 02 [ bo(C.cmtac) — [ ml.Gwaca)
<6 [ [ 16,6 = ¢, Cin(d6r, )

SC3W2(/’L7 )7 Cecga M?VGPQ(%%

in which © € C(u,v). Therefore, (A1) holds true. Next, for any (1,(2 € € and pu,v € P2(%), we
obtain that

0
oG 1) — 0(Cos )| < / 1C1(6) — Ca(8)1d6 < rolC1 — Calloo.
So (A2) is satisfied. For any (i, (o, ¢, ¢ € €, note that
1bo(¢1, ¢M) = bo(Ga, ¢
0 0
<163(0) - GH(O0)] + [C1(0) — G(0)] + / () — G(v)ldv + / €D () — ¢ (0)]dv

ea(1+ G7(0) + GG (0)[¢1(0) = G2(0)] + 7061 = Calloo + 70llC™ = (P ]loc
es (14 1Cul% + G2lI)I6 = Calloo + rollC™ — (P e

(4.3)

<
<
for some constants ¢4, c5 > 0. Next, we have

(44) (V) pb) / bo(C.CI(Ac)) amd  (Vo(Vab))(C,1.0) = Onss,
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where 032 stands for the 2 x 2-zero matrix. Thus, (£3)) and (£4)) enable us to deduce that (B2)
and (C) hold, respectively. Furthermore, due to (£3]), we find that

B(G,1,0) = (G, v, 0)] < 0] / bo(¢1, ¢ (dct™) - / bo(¢2, (P)w(d¢®)
© 4

2) My — @) 1) qc®

<0 [g[g%((h( ) [gbo(@,C )|m(d¢H, d¢)

< eo(1+ 1G% + [1Cl3) 6 = Galloo + c6Wa (i, v).
Therefore, we infer that (B1) holds. Next, observe that
l072(Gop) — o (G, < erll G = Glloo

for some c¢7 > 0. Consequently, (B3) is true.
The discrete-time EM scheme associated with ([2.24]) is given by

@) V) =Vt + (00402 [ w0,

3
tp—1

(40))d +20(V OBk, k=1,

with Ye(t) = X¢(t) = £(t),t € [~710,0], where (?ti) is defined as in ([I4]). According to (LX), the
contrast function admits the form below

- 1
_ —25—1
Une(d) = €77 ;(Hwa(

_(9(1) +6(2)[gbo(fﬁlvog? - (do)é‘

£
te—1

) =)

2
Observe that
0 " 1
— U, (0) = —2e2 Ye(t) — Y(th_

(040 /g bV, L5 (40))d),

k-1

and

i _ —2 . 1 £ Ve
g Vnel?) = 2673 T ) Y )

(00 10 // (Vi 0O %

@0} [ w¥i 0%, (@),

1
Subsequently, solving the equation below

0 0
m‘ynﬁ(e) — W\Pn’e(ﬁ) - 0,

we then obtain the LSE é\n,a = (57(112,5(”22:)* of the unknown parameter § = (1), )* € 4 with

the following )
A1Az — A Ay

gy _ Ads — Asdy
§(A1 A5 — A%)’

— 2 48 92 —
A 5(A1A5—Ai) and 0,7,

n,
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where

I — o SR V() V()
L (L YE(te-1)D? L (L Y-
n (Ye(tk) = Ye(tg—1)) [, bo( Y}k 0L Ve (dC) n fo bo( Y;tk NQEZ Ve (dC)
As = , A= ’

(1 + [Ye(tp—1)])? (1+ |Y€(tk—1)|)

k=1 k=1

and )
w (febo¥E OF, (@)
AT V)]

A5 =
k=1
In terms of Theorem [I.]] @L,g — 6 in probability as e — 0 and n — co. Next, from ([@4)), it follows
that

T by(X0
7(60) — fo 1+|X0| 2d3 Jo (()1+\X0| )ds
(60) = T bo(X9,X d T b2 (X0 ,XO d )
Trrxop? 48 Jo Trxopz ds

: S
[ woxtagamo - (1 TR ).
\

0 e 4B (s)

and, for ( € ¥,

At last, according to Theorem [[.2] we conclude that

R T
e Be — o) — T(80) / T(X?,0)dB(s)  in probability
0

as € — 0 and n — oo provided that I(-) is positive definite.
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