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Least squares estimation for non-ergodic weighted

fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process of general
parameters
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Abstract

Let B := {Bf’b, t > 0} be a weighted fractional Brownian motion of parameters
a>—1,1b] <1, |b| <a+1. We consider a least square-type method to estimate the
drift parameter 8 > 0 of the weighted fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process X :=
{Xi,t > 0} defined by Xy = 0; dX; = 0Xdt + dBf’b. In this work, we provide least
squares-type estimators for # based continuous-time and discrete-time observations
of X. The strong consistency and the asymptotic behavior in distribution of the
estimators are studied for all (a,b) such that a > —1, [b] < 1, [b|] < a + 1. Here
we extend the results of [I8, [19] (resp. [4]), where the strong consistency and the
asymptotic distribution of the estimators are proved for —% <a<0,—a<b<a+1
(resp. —1 < a <0, —a < b < a+1). Simulations are performed to illustrate the
theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

Parameter estimation for non-ergodic type diffusion processes has been developed in several
papers. For motivation and further references, we refer the reader to Basawa and Scott
[1], Dietz and Kutoyants [5], Jacod [14] and Shimizu [20].

Let B** := {B"".t > 0} be a weighted fractional Brownian motion (wfBm) with
parameters (a,b) such that a > —1, |b] < 1 and |b| < a + 1, that is, B*® is defined as a
centered Gaussian process starting from zero with covariance

sAt
Rb(t,s) = B (vangvb) — / w [(t—w) + (s — )] du, st >0. (1.1)
0
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For a = 0, =1 < b < 1, the wfBm is a fractional Brownian motion (fBm). The process
B%* was introduced by [3] as an extension of fBm. Moreover, it shares several proper-
ties with fBm, such as self-similarity, path continuity, behavior of increments, long-range
dependence, non-semimartingale, and others. But, unlike fBm, the wfBm does not have
stationary increments for a # 0. For more details about the subject, we refer the reader
to [3].

In this work we consider the non-ergodic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process X := {X;,t >
0} driven by a wfBm B®% that is the unique solution of the following linear stochastic
differential equation

Xo=0; dX,=6X,dt+ dB"", (1.2)

where ¢ > 0 is an unknown parameter.

An example of interesting problem related to (L2) is the statistical estimation of 6
when one observes X. In recent years, several researchers have been interested in studying
statistical estimation problems for Gaussian Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes. Let us men-
tion some works in this direction in this case of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process driven by a
fractional Brownian motion B%® that is, the solution of (L2)), where a = 0. In the ergodic
case corresponding to € < 0, the statistical estimation for the parameter 6 has been studied
by several papers, for instance [12, [8] [13] [IT] [6] and the references therein. Further, in the
non-ergodic case corresponding to 6 > 0, the estimation of # has been considered by using
least squares method, for example in [7, 2, O] T0] and the references therein.

Here our aim is to estimate the the drift parameter 6 based on continuous-time and
discrete-time observations of X, by using least squares-type estimators (LSEs) for 6.
First we will consider the following LSE

2
fo— il >0, (13)
2 [, X2ds

as statistic to estimate 6 based on the continuous-time observations {X,, s € [0,¢]} of
([C2), as t — oo. We will prove the strong consistency and the asymptotic behavior in
distribution of the estimator 6, for all parameters a > —1, || < 1 and |b| < a + 1. Our
results extend those proved in [18] [19], where —% <a<0,—a<b<a+1only

Further, from a practical point of view, in parametric inference, it is more realistic and
interesting to consider asymptotic estimation for (I2)) based on discrete observations. So,
we will assume that the process X given in ([[L2) is observed equidistantly in time with the
step size A,: t; =iA,,i=0,...,n, and T,, = nA,, denotes the length of the“observation
window”. Then we will consider the following estimators

Z Xti—l (th - Xti—l)
6, = =L : (1.4)

A, i X;
=1

2




and

. X2
= — (1.5)
20, X7
i=1
as statistics to estimate 6 based on the sampling data X;,,: =0,...,n, as A,, — 0 and

n — oo. We will study the asymptotic behavior and the rate consistency of the estimators
0, and 0, for all parameters a > —1, [b| < 1 and |b| < a 4+ 1. In this case, our results
extend those proved in [4], where —1 < a <0, —a < b < a+ 1 only.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present auxiliary results
that are used in the calculations of the paper. In Section 3, we prove the consistency and
the asymptotic distribution of the estimator 6; given in (L3)), based on the continuous-time
observations of X. In Section 3, we study the asymptotic behavior and the rate consistency
of the estimators 6, and 6, defined in ([4) and (I3), respectively, based on the discrete-
time observations of X. Our theoretical study is completed with simulations. We end the
paper with a short review on some results from [7, [9] needed for the proofs of our results.

2 Auxiliary Results

This section is devoted to prove some technical ingredients, which will be needed through-
out this paper.
In the following lemma we provide a useful decomposition of the covariance function

R*b(t,s) of B*®.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that a > —1, |b| < 1 and |b| < a+ 1. Then we can rewrite the
covariance R**(t,s) of B*®, given in (2Z1) as

R*(t,s) = Bla+1,b+1) [t + s —m(t, s), (2.1)
where B(c,d) fo L(1 — 2)?t denotes the usual beta function, and the function m(t, s)
1s defined by
sVt
m(t,s) = / u(tV s —u)’du. (2.2)
SAL



Proof. We have for every s,t > 0,

R (t, s) (2.3)
- £(B'B")

SAL
- / u [(t—u)’+ (s — )] du
Os/\t
= / u [(tVs—u)+ (tAs—u)] du
0s/\t SAL
= / u®(t Vs — u)’du + / u®(t A s —u)’du
Os\/t 0s\/t SAL
= / u(t Vs — u)’du — / u(tV s — u)’du + / u(t A s —u)’du. (2.4)
0 s 0

Nt

Further, making change of variables = u/t, we have for every t > 0,

t t b
/ u'(t —u)’du = tb/ u® (1 — E) du
0 0 t
1
_ ta+b+1/ % (1 o IL‘)b du
0
t B (a+1,b+1). (2.5)

Therefore, combining (2.4]) and (2.1), we deduce that

sVt
R (t,s) = Ba+1,b+1)[(tVs) ™+ (tAs) 0] — / u®(tV s —u)’du
sAt
sVt
= Ba+1,041) [t*0F 4 s*F0H1] — u(t Vs —u)’du, (2.6)
SNt
which proves (Z1]). O
We will also need the following technical lemma.
Lemma 2.2. We have as t — 00,
P L(b+1
I, .=t % ‘%/0 e m(t, s)ds — (9b+2 ), (2.7)
J, % —20t 0s Or d ds — F<b+ 1) 2.8
= e”*e”"m(s,r)drds T (2.8)

where I'(.) is the standard gamma function, whereas the function m(t, s) is defined in (2.3).
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Proof. We first prove (2.7]).

t
t e 0 / e mi(t, s)ds
0

We have,
¢ ¢
= t“eet/ ees/ u®(t — u)’duds
0 s
t u
= t_“e_gt/ duu“(t—u)b/ dse’
0 0
t Ou
-1
= t_“e_gt/ duu“(t—u)bi(6 )
0 0
@ —0t t

tfa —0t t
= ‘ / u®(t —u)’e? du — ¢ / u®(t — u)du.
0 Jo 0 Jo

On the other hand, by the change of variables ©z =t — u, we get

6

o —0t t o t
‘ / u(t —u)’edu = R (t
0

— x)2be " dx
0

1/t a
= —/ (1 — E) 2Pe % dx
0/, t

U, e T+

as t — 0o. Moreover, by the change of variables © = u/t,

tfaefet /t
0 Jo

u(t —u)’du =

67915

— /0 (/1) (1 — 2

. t
= —tb+1/ 2%(1 — z)’dx
0 0
—ot

= E?f“6m+Lb+U

— 0

as t — o0o. Thus the proof of the convergence (27) is done.
For (2.8)), using L’Hopital’s rule, we obtain

lim ¢t~
t—o00

where the latter equality comes from (2.7]).

de 2(”/ / e m(s,r)drds =

e m(s,r)drds

ta 626t

2f0 e m(t, r)dr

2Jo Jy

lim
t—o0

Hoo tae20t (29+ )
9 t
= lim 7t_“e_9t/ e m(t,r)dr
t—00 (29 + %) 0
r'b+1)
gb+3

Therefore the convergence (2.8)) is proved.

bt



3 LSE based on continuous-time observation

In this section we will establish the consistency and the asymptotic distribution of the
least square-type estimator 0; given in (L3, based on the continuous-time observation
{X,, s€[0,t]} given by (2), as t — oc.

Recall that if X ~ N(my,01) and Y ~ N (my,02) are two independent random vari-
ables, then X/Y follows a Cauchy-type distribution. For a motivation and further ref-
erences, we refer the reader to [I7], as well as [I5]. Notice also that if N ~ A(0,1) is
independent of B*?, then N is independent of Z., since Z,, := fooo e % B%tds is a func-
tional of B,

Theorem 3.1. Assume thata > —1, |b] <1, [b|] < a+1, and let 0, be the estimator given
in (L3). Then, ast — oo,

5,5 — 0 almost surely.

Moreover, ast — oo,

-~ aw 2 a,b
§-al2 et (et - 9) dag  2IBY o)),

E(Z3,)
where ogay = %, Lo i= fooo e % B¥tds, whereas C(1) is the standard Cauchy distribu-
tion with the probability density function m; x € R.

Proof. In order to prove this Theorem [3.1] using Theorem [6.], it suffices to check that the
assumptions (H1), (H2), (H3), (H4) hold.
It follows from (Z1) that for every 0 < s <,

9 t
E (vab - B;%b) _ / w®(t — u)bdu
’ 1
= 2(t— s)b+1/ (t(1 — z) + sx)z’dz,
0

where the latter inequality comes from the change of variables © = (t — u)/(t — s).
Hence, it is easy to see that there exists a constant C,; depending only on a, b, such that

2
(B = Bt) < Cogt(t = )",

Thus for all fixed T" there exists a constant C,;(7") depending only on a, b, T" such that for
every 0 < s <t <T

2
E (Bgvb _ Bg’b) < Ca,b<T)|t . 8‘(a+b+1)/\(b+1)7

where we used the fact that a +b+1 > 0.
Therefore, using the fact that B*® is Gaussian, and Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, we
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deduce that B*" has a version with ((a +b+ 1) A (b+ 1) — ¢)-Holder continuous paths for
every € € (0,(a+b+1)A(b+1)). Thus (H1) holds for any § in (0,(a+b+ 1) A (b+1)).
On the other hand, according to (2I]) we have for every ¢ > 0,

2
E(B) =281+ a1+ b+,

which proves that (72) holds for v = (e + b+ 1) /2.
Now it remains to check that the assumptions (#3) and (H4) hold for v = —a/2 and

OBab = FS;I} ). Let us first compute the limiting variance of ¢t~%/2e =% fot e?*dB as t — oo.

By (21)) we obtain
t 2
(t—a/Ze—Gt (69153;171? o 0/ eeng,de)) ]
0

E =F

t 2
(t—a/Ze—Gt / eosst,b)
0

t t t

= ¢ (R“’b(t,t)—%e_et / e Rb(t, 5)ds + %e " / / egseerR“’b(S,T)dsdT)
0 o Jo

= t°A

(t) + 201, — 6 J,, (3.1)

gBa,b

where [;, J; and A, () are defined in ([2.7), (28) and Lemma 6.1l respectively, whereas
gpas(s,7) = Bla+1,b+ 1) (Sa+b+1 + Ta+b+1).

On the other hand, since %(s, 0)=p8(a+1,b+1)(a+b+1)s** and 82;9—%“7;"(5,7’) =0,

it follows from (G.2]) that

t
Ay (1) = 28(a+1,0+1)(a+b+ l)t_“e_%t/ 57Te% s
0

S 2/8<a 4 1’ b + 1)679tta+b+1
—>» 0 as t — o0. (3.2)

Combining B.1)), (B2), 27) and [2.8)), we get

t 2
<ta/2€o9t / e@sng,b)
0

which implies that (#3) holds.
Hence, to finish the proof it remains to check that (#4) holds, that is, for all fixed s > 0

t
lim £ (Bg’bt—a/%—@t / eedegvb) =0.
0

T(b+1)

B Qb—l—l

as t — oo,

t—o00



Let us consider s < t. According to (6.4]), we can write

t
E <Bg,bta/2e€t / e@rdB;L,b>
0

t
= 92 <R“b(3 t) — e et/ eerR“’b(s,r)dr)
0
t s
= 92 <R“b(3 t) — fe et/ eerRa’b(s,r)dr—Heet/ eerR“’b(s,r)dr)
s 0

a,b

t s
= {2 <69(t5)Ra’b(s, s)+ eet/ ee"agr (s,r)dr — Geet/ eerR“’b(s,'r’)d'r) .
s 0

It is clear that t=%/2 (e %= Rt (s,5) — e~ [ " R*(s,7)dr) — 0 as t — co. Let us

now prove that
t a,b
OR®"
t_“/Qe_et/ e 5 (s,r)dr — 0
< r

as t — oo. Using ([LT]) we have for s < r

OR® °
— b af,. b—ld
o (s,7) /0 u(r —w)’ du

Applying L’Hospital’s rule we obtain

t R bt—a/2 [
tlilglot_“/Ze_Gt/ e En (s,r)dr = tlggloe+ /ua(t—U)b_ldu
btb 1—— s
= 1 “(1—wu/t)’'d
i G ) ol

— Oast — oo,

due tob—1—5 < 0. In fact, if -1 <a <0, weuseb <a+1,thend<a+1<g+1.
Otherwise, if @ > 0, we use b < 1, then b — 1 — 2 < b —1— < 0. Therefore the proof of

Theorem B.1] is complete.
]

4 LSEs based on discrete-time observations

In this section, our purpose is to study the asymptotic behav1or and the rate consistency
of the estimators 6, and 6, based on the sampling data Xi,,1 = ,n of (L2]), where
t; =1A,,i=0,...,n, and T,, = nA,, denotes the length of the “observation window”.

Definition 4.1. Let {Z,} be a sequence of random variables defined on a probability space
(Q,F,P). We say {Z,} is tight (or bounded in probability), if for every e > 0, there ezists
M. > 0 such that,

P(|Z,| > M.) <e, foralln.



4.1 The asymptotic behavior and the rate consistency of LSEs

Theorem 4.1. Assume that a > —1, |b| <1, |b| < a+ 1. Let 6, and 6, be the estimators
giwen in (1.4) and (I3), respectively. Suppose that A, — 0 and nA** — oo for some
a > 0. Then, as n — oo,

0, — 0, 0, — 0 almost surely,
and for any q > 0,
AT (B, — ) and A% (6, — 0) are not tight.

In addition, if we assume that nA3 — 0 as n — oo, the estimators én and 0,, are \/T,, —
consistent in the sense that the sequences

VT, (0, — 0) and \/T,(6, — 0) are tight.

Proof. In order to prove this Theorem [L.1] using Theorem [6.2], it suffices to check that the
assumptions (H1), (H2), (H5) hold.

From the proof of Theorem ] the assumptions (H1), (#2) hold. Now it remains to check
that (#5) holds. In this case, the process ( is defined as

t
G = / e %dB**,  t>0,
0

whereas the integral is interpreted in the Young sense (see Appendix).
Using the formula (6.4) and (6.3), we can write

. [ (G - QH)Q} - [ ( /t eesng,b)

ti 2
_ot, pab  —6t, b -
(e etlBZ_’ —e etHBZ’_l +9/ e eng,de) ]
ti—1

= gBab<tl7tz 1) (tzﬁtifl)
t; t;

8 g a,b
. e Drou (r,w)drdu — A\ (ti, tioy)

2

I
&5

where A (t;,¢;-1) is defined in LemmaB.2}, ggas(s,7) = fla+1,b41) (s*T+! 4 rattH1) and

2
8;;’3‘;’1’ (s,r) =0, whereas the term \,,(¢;,t;—1) is equal to
t;
Am(tis i) = —2m(t;, t;_q)e 20tim1th) 4 9ge=0h / m(r,t;)e " dr
ti—1

t; t; ti
—2969“1/ m(r,t;_1)e " dr + 92/ / m(r,u)e "t drdu.
ti—1 ti—1 Jti—1
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Combining this with the fact for every ¢, < u <r <t;, 1> 2,

|m(r,u)] = / 2% (r — x)’dx
o Jrr
<
}u [I(r—=x) bdx}
A'raz+b+1
b+1
<

(nAR)TAYT?

together with A, — 0, we deduce that there is a positive constant C' such that

BlG-6o)] <

which proves that the assumption (#5) holds. Therefore the desired result is obtained. O

4.2 Numerical Results

Here we simulate 100 sample paths of the process X, given by (L2]), using a regular par-
tition of n = 2000 intervals. The tables below report the means and standard deviations
of the proposed estimators 6, and 6, defined, respectively, by (L4) and (L5) of the true
value of the parameter . The tables confirm that the estimators 6, and 6, are strongly
consistent even for small values of n and have small standard deviations for different true

values of 6.

b+1

A?L‘H"H
b+1

C

(nA,)e AL
b+1

z)’da|

ifa>0

if —1<a<0

ifa>0

it —1<a<0

0=0.7 0=0.9
Mean 0.7223197 | 0.9075169
Median | 0.7286532 | 0.9131851
Std. dev. | 0.1066532 | 0.08772779

Table 1: The means and standard deviations of the estimator én for a = 0.5 and b = 0.9.

0=0.7 0=09
Mean 0.6764275 | 0.8892152
Median | 0.7006374 | 0.9028244
Std. dev. | 0.1260278 | 0.08042517

Table 2: The means and standard deviations of the estimator én fora =0.1 and b = 0.4.
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if —1<a<0

if a >0,




0=0.7 0=0.9
Mean 0.7234658 | 0.9091066
Median | 0.7294589 | 0.9144367
Std. dev. | 0.1064266 | 0.0879878

Table 3: The means and standard deviations of the estimator 6, for a = 0.5 and b = 0.9.

0=0.7 0=0.9
Mean 0.6802641 | 0.8911407
Median | 0.7015955 | 0.9041038
Std. dev. | 0.120526 | 0.07755756

Table 4: The means and standard deviations of the estimator 6, for ¢ = 0.1 and b = 0.4.

5 Conclusion

To conclude, in this paper we provide least squares-type estimators for the drift parameter 6
of the weighted fractional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process X, given by (L2]), based continuous-
time and discrete-time observations of X. The novelty of our approach is that it allows,
comparing with the literature on statistical inference for X discussed in [I8] 19 4], to
consider the general case a > —1, |b| < 1 and |b| < a + 1. More precisely,

e We estimate the drift parameter 6 of (L2]) based on the continuous-time observations
{X,, s € [0,t]}, as t — oo. We prove the strong consistency and the asymptotic
behavior in distribution of the estimator 6, for all parameters a > —1, b < 1
and |b] < a + 1. Our results extend those proved in [I8, 19], where —1 < a < 0,

2
—a <b<a-+1 only.

e Suppose that the process X given in ([[L2]) is observed equidistantly in time with the
step size A,: t; = 1A,,i =0,...,n. We estimate the drift parameter 6 of (L.2)) on the
sampling data X;,,i =0,...,n,as A, — 0 and n — co. We study the asymptotic
behavior and the rate consistency of the estimators 6, and 6, for all parameters
a>—1,1b| <1and |[b] < a+ 1. In this case, our results extend those proved in [4],
where —1 <a <0, —a <b<a+1 only.

The proofs of the asymptotic behavior of the estimators are based on a new decomposition
of the covariance function R*®(¢,s) of the wfBm B®’ (see Lemma 1)), and slight exten-
sions of results [7] and [9] (see Theorem and Theorem in Appendix).
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6 Appendix

Here we present some ingredients needed in the paper.

Let G = (Gy,t > 0) be a continuous centered Gaussian process defined on some proba-
bility space (€2, F, P) (Here, and throughout the text, we assume that F is the sigma-field
generated by ). In this section we consider the non-ergodic case of Gaussian Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck processes X = {X;,t > 0} given by the following linear stochastic differential
equation

where @ > 0 is an unknown parameter. It is clear that the linear equation (6.1) has the
following explicit solution

Xy = 6(%@7 t >0,
where .
G = /O e %da,, t >0,
whereas this latter integral is interpreted in the Young sense.
Let us introduce the following required assumptions.
(H1) The process G has Holder continuous paths of some order ¢ € (0, 1].
(H2) For every t > 0, E (G?) < ct* for some positive constants ¢ and 7.

(H3) There is constant v in R such that the limiting variance of t*e=% fot e’ dG, exists as
t — o0, that is, there exists a constant o5 > 0 such that

t 2
(tue—et / eesdGs)
0

(H4) For v given in (H3), we have all fixed s > 0

t
lim E (Gst”e“ / ee”dGr) =0.
t—o00 0

(H5) There exist positive constants p, C' and a real constant p such that

lim £ oa.

t—o00

E [(QZ — Ctifl)Q] < C(nA,)FAPe ™ for every i =1,...,n,n > 1.

The following theorem is a slight extension of the main result in [7], and it can be
established following the same arguments as in [7].
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Theorem 6.1. Assume that (K1) and (H2) hold and let 6, be the estimator of the form
(L3). Then, ast — oo,

0, —> 0 almost surely.
Moreover, if (H1)-(H4) hold, then, as t — oo,
e aw 2
et (6,-0) % —=c(),
E(Z%)

where Zo =[5 e %G.ds, whereas C(1) is the standard Cauchy distribution with the
probability density function m; r eR.

The following theorem is also a slight extension of the main result in [9], and it can be
proved following line by line the proofs given in [9].

Theorem 6.2. Assume that (H1), (H2) and (H5) hold. Let 0, and 0, be the estimators
of the forms ({I.4) and (L3), respectively. Suppose that A, — 0 and nALT — oo for some
a > 0. Then, as n — o0,

0, — 0, 0, — 0 almost surely,
and for any q > 0,
AL (B, — 0) and A% (0, — 0) are not tight.

In addition, if we assume that nA3 — 0 as n — oo, the estimators 0,, and 6, are /T, —
consistent in the sense that the sequences

VT,(0, —0) and \/T, (0, — 0) are tight.

Lemma 6.1 ([7]). Let g : [0,00) x [0,00) — R be a symmetric function such that %(3, T)
and 5o (s, 1) dntegrable on (0,00) x [0,00). Then, for everyt >0,

t t ot
Ay(t) = g(t,t)— 2969t/ g(s,t)eesds+0262€t/ / g(s, )’ drds
0 0 Jo

t t S 2
= 2e2et/0 603%<8,0)d8+2629t/0 dsees/o draigr(s,'r)eer. (6.2)

Lemma 6.2 ([9]). Let g : [0,00) x [0,00) — R be a symmetric function such that %(3, T)

and 5555 (5, 7) integrable on (0,00) x [0,00). Then, for everyt > s >0,
t
A(t,8) = g(t,t)e " + g(s,8)e 2 — 2g(s, t)e 2T 1 20~ t/ g(r,t)e " dr

t
—296_68/ g(r,s)e 97"dr+6’2// ru)e T drdy

—9(7"+u)
/ / e (T w)drdu. (6.3)

13



Let us now recall the Young integral introduced in [21I]. For any a € (0, 1], we denote
by H*([0,T]) the set of a-Holder continuous functions, that is, the set of functions f :

[0,7] — R such that
50— ) _

‘= su
[fla 0§3<F§T (t —s)

We also set |f|oo = supejo 7y [f(t)], and we equip H*([0, T]) with the norm || fllo = [f|a +

| /oo
Let f € H*([0,T]), and consider the operator T} : C*([0,T]) — C°([0,T]) defined as

:/0 f(w)g (w)du, te0,T].

It can be shown (see, e.g., [16, Section 3.1]) that, for any 8 € (1 — a, 1), there exists a
constant C,, 57 > 0 depending only on «, # and T such that, for any g € H?([0,T)),

u)du <Ca,6,T”fHaHg”B'

We deduce that, for any o € (0,1), any f € H*([0,T]) and any E (1-a, 1) the linear
operator Ty : Cl([O T]) € HP([0,T]) — HP([0,T]), defined as Ty(g) = [, f( w)du, is
continuous with respect to the norm || - ||3. By density, it extends (m an umque Way) to
an operator defined on H”. As consequence, if f E ”HO‘([O 1)), if g € HP([0,T]) and if
o+ (> 1, then the (so-called) Young integral [, f(u)dg(u) is well-defined as being Ty (g)
(see [21]).

The Young integral obeys the following formula. Let f € H*([0,7T]) with a € (0,1)
and g € HP([0,T]) with 8 € (0,1) such that a + 8 > 1. Then [; g,df, and [; f.dg, are
well-defined as the Young integrals. Moreover, for all ¢ € [0, 77,

foge = fogo + /O gudfu + /0 fudga (6.4)
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