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Abstract

In the last decade, there has been a growing interest to use Wishart processes for
modelling, especially for financial applications. However, there are still few studies on
the estimation of its parameters. Here, we study the Maximum Likelihood Estimator
(MLE) in order to estimate the drift parameters of a Wishart process. We obtain precise
convergence rates and limits for this estimator in the ergodic case and in some nonergodic
cases. We check that the MLE achieves the optimal convergence rate in each case.
Motivated by this study, we also present new results on the Laplace transform that
extend the recent findings of Gnoatto and Grasselli [17] and are of independent interest.
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1 Introduction and preliminary results

The goal of this paper is to study the maximum likelihood estimation of the parameters of
Wishart processes. These processes have been introduced by Bru [7] and take values in the
set of positive semidefinite matrices. Let d € N* denote the dimension, M, be the set of
real d-square matrices, S} (resp. S;’*) be the subset of positive semidefinite (resp. definite)
matrices, Sy (resp. Ay) the subset of symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) matrices. Wishart
processes are defined by the following SDE

dXy = [OZCLTCL +bX: + thT] dt + \/)?tthCL + aTthT\/)?t, t>0

{ XU =x c S+, (1)

where a > d—1,a € My, b € Mgand (Wy);>0 denotes a d-square matrix made of independent
Brownian motions. We recall that for x € S, y/x is the unique matrix in S;r such that
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\/:?2 = z. It is shown by Bru [7] and Cuchiero et al. [8] in a more general affine setting that
the SDE (1) has a unique strong solution when o > d + 1 and a unique weak solution when
o > d — 1. Besides, we have X; € S;r’* for any ¢t > 0 when x € S;r’* and o > d+ 1. In this
paper, we will denote by WI1S,(x,a,b,a) the law of (Xy,t > 0) and WISy(x,,b,a;t) the
law of X;. In dimension d = 1, Wishart processes are known as Cox-Ingersoll-Ross processes
in the literature. It is worth recalling that the law of X only depends on a through a'a since
we have

WISy(z,a,b,a) = WISy(x,a,b,Vala),

see e.g. equation (12) in [1]. Therefore, the parameters to estimate are c, b and a ' a.

Wishart processes have been originally considered by Bru [6] to model some biological
data. Recently, they have been widely used in financial models in order to describe the
evolution of the dependence between assets. Namely, Gourieroux and Sufana [19] and Da
Fonseca et al. [10] have proposed a stochastic volatility model for a basket of assets that
assumes that the instantaneous covariance between the assets follows a Wishart process.
This extends the well-known Heston model [21]| to many assets. Wishart processes have also
been used for interest rates models. Affine term structure models involving these processes
have been proposed for example by Gourieroux and Sufana [20], Gnoatto [16] and Ahdida
et al. [2]. For these models, the question of estimating the parameters of the underlying
Wishart process may be important for practical purposes and should be possible thanks to
the profusion of financial data. This issue has been considered by Da Fonseca et al. |9] for the
model presented in [10]. However, there is no dedicated study on the Maximum Likelihood
Estimator (MLE) for Wishart processes. For the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process, the estimation
of parameters has been studied earlier, motivated in particular by its use for interest rates
(see Fournié and Talay [14]). Later on, the MLE has been studied by Overbeck [31] including
some nonergodic cases, and more recently by Ben Alaya and Kebaier [4, 5|. This paper
completes the literature by studying the MLE for Wishart processes.

In this paper, we will follow the theory developed in the books by Lipster and Shiryaev [27]
and Kutoyants [23| and assume that we observe the full path (X, ¢ € [0,T]) up to time 7" > 0.
This choice will be convenient from a mathematical point of view to study the convergence
of the MLE. Of course, in practice it can be relevant to study precisely the estimation when
we only observe the process on a discrete time-grid. This is left for further research, but
we already observe in our numerical experiments that the discrete approximation of the
MLE gives a satisfactory estimation of Wishart parameters (see Section 6). It is worth
noticing that once we observe the path (X;,t € [0,T]), the parameter a'a is known. In
fact, we can calculate the quadratic covariation (see for example Lemma 2 in [1]) and get for
i,5,k,le{l,---,d}

T
(Xij, Xo)T =/ (a"a)ji(Xs)ik + (@' a)jn(Xe)ia + (" a)in(Xe)ju + (a'a)ip(Xs) ds.
0

This leads to
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for 1 <i,7 < dand j # i. We note that these quantities are well defined as soon as the path
(X¢,t € [0,7]) has a finite quadratic variation and is such that X; € S dt-a.e., which is
satisfied by the paths of Wishart processes (see Proposition 4 in [7]). We will assume that
a'ac S;’* and denote by a € My an invertible matrix that matches the observed value of
a'a: a can be for example the square root of a'a or the Cholesky decomposition of a'a.
Then, we know that ¥; = (a7) "' X;a~! follows the law WISy((a") lza™ o, (a") " ba’, Iy),
see e.g. equation (13) in [1]. It is therefore sufficient to focus on the estimation of the
parameters « and b when a = I;, which we consider now.

We first present the MLE of § = (b, ), and we denote by Py the original probability

measure under which X satisfies
dX, = |aly +bX, + Xeb' | dt + VX dW, + dW," VX, (4)

When no confusion is possible, we also denote P this probability. We consider ag > d + 1
and set 0y = (ap,0). We will assume for the joint estimation of o and b that

a}d—i—landxeS;’*. (5)

The latter assumption is not restrictive in practice since the condition o > d+ 1 ensures that
X; € SC;L’* for any ¢t > 0. Due to this assumption, we know by Theorem 4.1 in Mayerhofer [29]
that

dP T 1T —
b.T — exp (/ Tr[HdW,] — 2/ Tr[HSHST]ds) , with H, = a“2 /XD - bVX,
0 0

defines a probability measure under which Wy = W, — fot H ST ds is a d X d-Brownian motion,
where Py 7 is the restriction of Py to the o-algebra o(Ws, s € [0,77]). We have

dXt = aolddt + \/ytth + thT\/)?t,

and the likelihood is then defined by (see Lipster and Shiryaev [27]|, Chapter 7)

6,0 1
Ly 0 =

; (6)
E [exp ( S Haw,) - L [T TeHHET ]ds)

fgf]

where (F;X)¢>0 denote the filtration generated by the process X.

Proposition 1.1. For X € S;’*, let Lx : Sg — S4 be the linear application defined by
Lx(Y)=XY +YX. Itis invertible, and the likelihood of (X,t € [0,T)) is given by

- det[X7] a—op o+ o T _ oT
L0800 = exp( 220 - —1—d/TX1d—Tb
T eXp( 4 %\ detfe] 1 (s ) | DX Jds — - Ty

+ /0 " 3t (bXe+ X007 axy| - i /0 " 3t (bX0+ X T) (0X, + XibT)] dt).
(7)

Lemmas B.1 and B.2 states some properties of Ly, and the proof of Proposition 1.1 is given

dPg, . .
dPig € F if, and only if b € Sy,

1
2

in Appendix A. In particular, we see from this proof that
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in which case the likelihood has the following simpler form
— det[X7] Tr[bX7] — Trjpz] 1 [T
00 — (a 204 —/ Tr[h2 X,
T CPAT 8 et [z] + 2 2 Jo b X ds

a—ao(a+a0
4 2

T
—1-d) /0 Te[ X Vds — % Tr[b]), (8)

since L}} (bX: + Xb) = b.

Now, we want to maximize the likelihood and observe that the quantity in the exponen-
tial (7) is quadratic with respect to (b, &) and goes almost surely to —oo when ||(b, &) || — +o0.
To do so, we first remark that Tr[b] = Tr[/l)_(i (bX; + X;b")] by Lemma B.1. Then, Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality yields to

|1 ’ -1 T - -1
| Te[ab]| = ‘T/o Tr {\/iﬁxs (bXS+XSb >\/Xs—2\/Xs }ds

21 T
/ Tr bX +XbT)) }dwzf Tr[Xs_l]ds 9)

% Tr [c;g (bXs +X,bT) (X + X,bT)] ds 4+ % / Tr [X

and it is strict almost surely, which gives that the quadratic form in the exponential (7) is
negative definite. There is thus a unique global maximum of (7) on R x M . We know from
Lemma B.2 that EZ is self-adjoint, and we get with straightforward calculations that the

MLE 07 = (bp, é7) is characterized by the following equations:

d & 7
o (i) — 514 7 1 s — F 1) =,
Jy L3 (dX)X, — fo Y (br X, + X b)) Xods — 2511, = 0.

(10)

Unless in the ergodic case, we will not be able to obtain convergence results for this estimator.
Instead, we will mostly work with the MLE estimator when b is known to be symmetric. This
enables us to work with more tractable formulas, even if the calculations are already quite
involved in case. Analyzing the general case would require development of further arguments.
Besides, we can consider that Wishart processes with b symmetric already form an interesting
family of processes that may be rich enough in many applications. When b € §;4, the unique
global maximum 67 = (by, d7) of (8) on R x Sy is characterized by the following equations:

{i g (““XT]) — oreted [TRyX s - § Tofbr] =0,

det[x]

Xeoe 1 (T (bp Xy + Xebr)ds — 2T 1, = 0.

(11)

To get more explicit formulas, we have to invert this linear system. For X € §; and a € R,
we define the linear applications

Lx: Sqg— Sy and Lxq: Sqg— Sq (12)
Y —-YX+ XY Y =YX+ XY —2aTr[Y]1,.

We introduce the following shorthand notation

1

Ry = /OTXsds, Qr = (/OTTr[Xsl]ds>_ . Zp=log <d§1;[t)§]>, (13)
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and note that Q7 and Zp are defined only for a > d + 1 while Ry is defined for a > d — 1
and belongs almost surely to S;’*.l By using the convexity property of the inverse, see e.g.
Mond and Pecaric [30], we have when o > d + 1

Br\™
T
We get apr = 14+d+Qr (ZT =2T Tl“[i)T]) and ERT,TQQT (BT) =Xr—z-T (QTZT + 1+ d) 1.
By (14) and Lemma B.1, the latter equation can be inverted, which leads to

Tr < ——, a.s. (14)

ar = 1 +d+QT(ZT — 2T Ty £, 1o, (Xr— 2~ T[QrZr +1+d] Id)])
(15)
br = Ly goo, (Xt —2=T[QrZr +1+d|1y).

The estimator of & when a € [d — 1,d + 1) given by the MLE is no longer well defined.
The same thing already occurs in dimension d = 1 for the CIR process, see Ben Alaya and
Kebaier [4]. However, it is still possible to estimate the parameter b € My when o > d — 1
is known. In this case, we denote § = (b, @) and 6y = (0, @) and get by repeating the same
arguments that

L% = exp(% /O "y 3t (0% + xbT) x|
- i /OT Tr [c;(j (bXt + thT> (bX; + Xb")| at — % Tr[b]),

and the MLE is characterized by
T T . . oT
/ L (dXo) X, — / L3 (br X + Xbp) Xods — 5 la=0. (16)
0 ’ 0 ‘

When b is known a priori to be symmetric, the likelihood and the MLE are then given by

T — Tr[bx r @
eXp<T [bXT]2 Trbz] ;/0 Tr[v* X,]ds — TTTY[bD’ (17)

br = Lp! (Xp—2—aTly). (18)

0,00 _
L™ =

The goal of the paper is to study the convergence of the MLE under the original prob-
ability Py. To do so, we first consider the case where the Wishart process is ergodic. By
Lemma C.1, this holds if —(b+b") € Sj’* when b € My, and the ergodicity is equivalent
to —b € S;’* when b € S;. Then, we can use Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem to determine the
convergence of the MLE. Section 2 presents these results for (15) when a > d+1, for (7) when
a > d+ 1 and for both (18) and (16) when o > d — 1. Section 3 studies the convergence of
the MLE in some nonergodic cases, namely when b = A\gl; with A\g > 0 and when b is known
to be symmetric. More precisely, when b = 0, we obtain convergence results for (15) when
a > d+1 and for (18) when a > d — 1. When Ay > 0, we only obtain convergence results

1This is obvious when o > d— 1 since X; € S;‘* a.s. by Proposition 4 in [7]. For « = d—1, we would have
by contradiction the existence of vr € Far such that Vt € [0, T],v7 X;or = 0. This is clearly not possible by
using the connection with matrix-valued Ornstein-Uhlenbeck in this case, see eq. (5.7) in [7].
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for (18) when o« > d—1. In all these cases, we analyse the convergence by the mean of Laplace
transforms. Though limited to some nonergodic cases, we however recover and extend the
recent, convergence results obtained by Ben Alaya and Kebaier for the one-dimensional CIR
process |4, 5]. In Section 4, we check that the MLE achieves the optimal rate of convergence
in the different cases by proving local asymptotic properties. Last, we study in Section 5 the
Laplace transform of (X7, Ry). This study can be of independent interest and improves the
recent results of Gnoatto and Grasselli [17].

2 Statistical Inference of the Wishart process: the ergodic case

When —(b +b") € Sj’*, the Wishart process X; converges in law when ¢ — 400 to the
stationary law Xoo ~ WIS4(0,,0,v/2¢0;1/2) with g = fooo esbest’ ds for any starting
point = € S:lr by Lemma C.1. Therefore this is the unique stationary law which is thus
extremal, and we know by Stroock ([35], Theorem 7.4.8) that it is then ergodic, see also
Pagés [32], Annex A. We introduce the following quantity

Re = Ep(Xo).
From the ergodic Birkhoff’s theorem, we have

R _
TT 2% Reoy  as T — 4o0. (19)

Besides, when a > d + 1, Q. = is finite and satisfies

1
Eg(Tr[X'])

Q. Tr[R,] <1, (20)
due to the convexity property of the inverse, see e.g. Mond and Pecaric [30]. Again, the
ergodic Birkhoff’s theorem gives

TQr 5 Q. = , asT — +oo. (21)

Eo(Tr[Xx'])

This section is organized as follows. First, we study the MLE (15) when b is known to be
symmetric in the cases @« > d + 1 and a@ = d + 1. Then, we focus on the MLE (10) when
be Mg and a > d+ 1. The analysis follows the same steps and reuses some calculations
made in the symmetric case. Last, we study the convergence of the MLE when o« > d — 1 is
known, in both symmetric and general cases.

2.1 The global MLE estimator of § = (b,a) when b is known to be sym-
metric

When b € Sy, the ergodicity is by Lemma (C.1) equivalent to —b € SdJr’*, which we assume
in this subsection. We have Xo, ~ WIS4(0,,0,v/—b"1;1/2) and it is easy to get from (4)
that aly + bRs + Roob = 0, which gives Ry = —%bil € 8;’*. We will also show in the
proof of Theorem 2.1 that

a—(1+4d)

Q. = T{—b] (22)
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We consider the convergence of the MLE given by (15) when o > d + 1. We introduce
the following martingales:

M, = / L /XdW. + / WV, (23)
0 0
N, = /0 Te[(v/Xo) W), (24)

We use the dynamics of (X;);>o under Py and Ité’s formula for (Z;)i>¢ (see e.g. Bru [7],
equation (2.6)) to get on the one hand

Xr =2+ aTlg+ L, (b) + My,  Zr=(a—1-d)Q;" +2Tr[bT + 2Nr. (25)

On the other hand, we obtain from (11) and (13) that Xp = z + arT1y + Ly, (br) and
Zr = (ar — 1 — d)Q;' + 2T Tr[br], which yields to

ar—a = 2TQr TI‘[b — BT] 4+ 2Q7TNr
(26)
Lp(br —b) = (a—ar)TIi+ My = 2T?Qr Tr[br — b1y + My — 2TQrNrly.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that —b € Sj’* and o > d+ 1. Under Py, (\/T(BT —b,ap — a))

converges in law when T — 400 to the centered Gaussian vector (G, H) that takes values in
Sg X R and has the following Laplace transform: for ¢, € Sy x R,

20,07 20,
1-QuTr[Ry]  1—Qu Tr[R]

Proof. By (14) and Lemma B.1, we can rewrite the system (26) as follows

Eg [exp (Tr[cG] + AH)] = exp < 0w

T Tr[cE;ol] + Tr[cﬁ%;f (c)]) .

. N 1 My Nr
T — = 2TQr—— — 2T Tr | L — = 2TQ71;——
VT (ar — «) QT\/T Qr Tr [ Bf 10, (ﬁ Qr dﬁ)}
N _ My Nrp
Ty —b) = L3 — —TQrI;— ).
VT (br —b) I?ﬂ’TQT(\/T QTd\/T>
Note that, for i, j,k,1 € {1,...,d} we have
(Mij, M) = [00(Re)ik + 0jk(Re)ig + 6a(Re)jk + 0ir(Re)jal
<Mi,j7 N>t = 2t5ij and <N>t = Q;l, (27)

where 0;; stands for the Kronecker symbol.

So, it follows from the central limit theorem for martingales (see e.g., Kutoyants [23],
Proposition 1.21), that (%, %) converges in law under Py towards a centered Gaussian
vector (G, H) taking values in Sy x R such that

EO(Gi,jék,l) = [53 (Eoo)z,k + 5jk(§oo)i,l + 5il(§oo)j,k + 5ik(§oo)j,l} , (28)
Ee(érz’,jﬁ) =20, ; and Eg(H?) = @_1

oo
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From (25) and (21), we obtain (22). From Lemma B.1, the function (X,Y,a) — L3 (V) is

continuous, and we get by Slutsky’s theorem that (v/T'(bp — b), v/T(ép — ) converges in
law to the Gaussian vector

(G, H) = (%;@m (G — 2@001910[) 20, (H —Tr [%;@w (G _ QQOOFHdﬂ)) .

We are interested to calculate the Laplace transform of this law. First, we calculate the
Laplace transform of (G, H):

Ve € S, A € R, Ey [exp (Tr[cé] + Aﬁ)] = exp (; (/\260_01 + 4\ Tr[c] + 4Tr[cQRoo]>> .

We want to calculate for ¢ € S; and A € R, >
Eg [exp (Tr[cG] + AH)] = Eq {exp (Tr[(c —220Q..14)G] + 2/\6001‘})] .
Due to (20) and Lemma B.1, we can introduce ¢ = Eﬁ;@w (¢ —2AQ . I4). We have
RooC+ ¢Roo — 2Q, Tr[d|lq = ¢ — 20Q 14,
and thus
Tr[(c — 22AQ o0 1d)G] = Tr[(RooC + ¢Roo — 2Q, Tr[¢] 1) G]
= Tr[6(RooG + GRo — 2Q., Tr[G]Iy)] = Tr[é(G — 2Q HIy)].
We therefore obtain from (29)
Eg [exp (Tr[cG] + A\H)]
= By [exp (Te[e(G — 2Qu H10)] +20Qu 1 )|
— By [exp (Tr[G] + 2Quc (A — Tr{e) T ) |
=exp (2 {(A — Tr[¢])*Que + 2(A — Tr[d]) Tr[¢]Qu + Tr[E* R }) -
Since 2 Tr[¢2Roo] = Tr[E(CRoo + Roof)] = Tr[éc] + 2Q . (Tr[¢] — A) Tr[¢], we get
Eg [exp (Tr[cG] + AH)] = exp (2A(A — Tr[d]) Qo + Tr[cd]) .
We now use that [%1 o (Ig) = %E;} to get ¢ = L%l — (c) — )\%.
' _olo’ . = %ﬂ by Lemma B.1 th ooields toltfeoocql;[ii:e]d
rS;:s;we have Tr[CEoo@m ()] = oy Y 1, y .

When a = d+ 1, the rate of convergence of the MLE of « is even better as stated by the
following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Assume —b € Si* and o = d+1. Then, under Py, <\/T(3T —b),T(&r — a))

converges in law when T — 400 to <G, _szqu[b] Tr[b]), where T, = inf{t > 0, B; = a} with
(Bt)i>0 a given one-dimensional standard Brownian motion and G is a Gaussian vector

independent of B such that Eg [exp (Tr[cG])] = exp (Tr[cﬁ%l (c)]), ceSy.
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Proof. By (14) and Lemma B.1, we can rewrite the system (26) as follows
. N _ My Nrp
T(ar —o) = 277 — L Tr | L5 — —2132Qrl;—
(a1 — ) QT< N r[ 2 o, \ T Qrla—

ar
T
VT (by —b) = ( —2T3/2Qr 1, ]\;T>

TvTQT

Nr 1 det[X7]
TT B ﬁbg ( det[; > — (B

As for —b € S;’* the Wishart process (Xi);>o is stationary with invariant limit distribution

(30)

From (25), we have

Xoo we easily deduce that % converges in probability to — Tr[b] when T" — oo. Then, it
follows from (19) that

(T™'Ry, T"'Nr) it (Roo, — Tx[b]), asT — oco. (31)

Hence, we only need to study the asymptotic behavior of the couple (Tﬁl/ M, T?Qr).
According to Theorem 4.1 in Mayerhofer [29], we have for A > 0 and I' € Sy

By [exp (287 — 25 0L+ L Terasy] - 2 /T T2X]ds -~ Tofr] )| = 1. (32)

Xp | = - — — i slds — —= = 1.
Now, let us introduce the quantity

Nr A1
Ar =Ey [exp <)\T + )\Tr[b]> exp (—2TQQT + Nii Tr[I' M|
2 (T —
X exp (—T/ Tr[T2X,]ds + 2Tr[F2ROO]>} .
0

Then, by (32) we easily get Ar = exp ()\ Tr[b] + 2 Tr[[%Reo] + \Q}Tr[l’]) . We now write
Ap = AT + Eg [exp (*%QT \F TI‘[FMT])] with

Ap =Ty [(GXP (&r) — 1) exp <2)\;2QT1 + TT[FMT})]

1
vT
Nr 2 [T 2 2D
&r = A= + ATr[b) — = Tr[IX;|ds + 2 Tr[I* Reo ).
T T Jo
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Q;l > () give

]AT| < Eé/z[exp (267) — 2exp (&) + 1]Eé/2 [exp <\/2T TF[FMT]>] .

On the one hand, Proposition 5.1 with m = —b € S:lr’* gives

Eg [exp <\/2T T&«[FMT])] < Ey [exp (; Tr[FQRT]ﬂ < 0.
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On the other hand, we have for any r > 0,

Eglexp (ré7)] < Eg [exp <¥NT>} exp(2r Tr[[? Ry )).

From (25), we have

AT
Ar det[X 7] 27
E —N. = —Ar Tr[b])E :
o[owe (55 ) | = smicar e | (G
The sublinear growth of the coefficients of the Wishart SDE and the convergence to a sta-

A -
tionary law gives that Eg [(dgz[t)[ifv } is uniformly bounded in 7" > 0, A < 1 and there-

AT
det[X7] | 2T
fore sup;. Ar Eg [( gegc[z?})

(exp (2¢7),T > A). Then, we deduce from (31) that Eglexp (2&7) — 2exp (&) + 1] . —j_ 0
—+00

] < oo. This gives the uniform integrability of the family

and thus flT — 0.

T—+o0
Hence, we obtain

: P SIPNEE : -
Tlgféo Eg [exp (—2TQQT1 + VT TY[FMT])} = Tlgrgo A = exp (ATr[b] + 2 Tr[[?Ru]) -

Therefore, we deduce by Lemma B.4 the following convergence in law
Qr' M 5 &L &t
( Tj; ’7% = Tompyy V HeoG G'\/Reo | as T — oo,

where éw 1 <4,j < d are independent standard normal variables. Together with (31), we
obtain that

(T™'Ry, T*°Qr, T~ 'Np, T™?Mr) = (Roo, 1/7_ 15, — TrB], \/ RaG + G T4/ Rec),  (33)

which gives the claim by (30) and Lemma B.4. O

2.2 The global MLE estimator of § = (b,«) when b € M,

We define the linear operators Lx, E)ga : Mg — My by

Lx(Y)=LF(YX + XY )X, Lxa(Y)=Lx(Y) —aTr[Y]y.
From (4), we get Zr = (a — 1 — d)Q7' + 2 Tr[b]T + 2N7. This yields with (10) to

ar—a = 2TQr Tr[b — lA)T] 4+ 2Q7Nr
(34)
Iy Lx,(br —b)ds — T?Qr Telbr — blI; = [ L3 (dM,) X, — TQrNrly.

We now define

1 [T
£r(v) = 7 [ £x(V)ds = TQr YT
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which is a linear operator on M,. By using the convexity of the inverse function, there
exists v € (0,1) that depends on (X, s € [0,T]) such that TQr = 7 fOT Tr[%ds. We get

1

s
Lr(Y) =7 fo Lx.. = ](Y)ds. By Lemma B.3, Lr is self adjoint and positive. It is even
positive definite since Tr[ET(Y)TY] = 0 implies by using Lemmas B.3 that Y X, + X, YT =0
a.s. on [0,7] under Py, and therefore the quadratic variation of Tr[uY X] is equal to zero for

any u € Sg. This gives fOT Tr[(uY + Y Tu) X (uY +Y Tu)]ds = 0 and thus uY +Y Tu = 0 for
all u € Sy, which necessarily implies Y = 0. Thus, we rewrite (34) as

VT(ar —a) = —2TQr Tr[f (BT —b)] + QTQTNTz

VT(bp—b) = L7 ( L[ A dM) X, - TQriE ) (35)

We will assume —(b+b") € S;* and know from Lemma C.1 that X7 converges in law under
Py to the stationary law Xo, ~ WI1S4(0,,0,v/2¢0; 1/2). We define

Loo(Y ) Eg[Lx.. (V)] — Qoo Tr[Y]I4. (36)

Note that for Y € 8y, Loo(Y) = — Qo Tr[Y]1,. From the convexity of the inverse func-
tion, Q. = YEg[1/ Tr[X ] Wlth 07 6 (0,1), and thus Loo(Y) =Eg[Lx_ 2+ (Y)] is a self-
Tr[Xoo]

adjoint positive operator by Lemma B.3. It is even positive definite since Tr[/joo(Y)TY] =0
implies by Lemma B.3 that Y Xo + XY T = 0 almost surely. Since the law X, has a
positive density on S;’*, this gives Yu +uY " = 0 for any u € S; and thus Y = 0.

X oo

Theorem 2.3. Assume —(b+b') € S:l“* and o > d+1. Then, under Py, (\/T(Z;T —b),T(ar — a))

converges in law when T — 400 to the centered Gaussian vector (G, H) that takes values in
Mg x R and has the following Laplace transform: for ¢, A € My x R,
2Q, )\ 2Q:)
- ——1, — ——1
1- Qoo Tr[Roo ] 1- Qoo Tr[Roo ]

+ TETERL (£ Xow + XaoL (0N (£ (€) Koo + Xoo £ ()]

TreRo Qe (1 TeRL] iy,
i ]<21—Q TR T[ﬁ“’(”)>

Proof. From the ergodic Birkhoff’s theorem, L7 converges almost surely to EOO, and thus
E;l converges almost surely to ﬁ 1. We define the martingale My = fo (dM ) Xs. We
have

Tr[cR, | (37)

Eglexp(Tr[c G] + AH)] = exp <

- 1
d(My)ij = Trleg Ly, (AMy) X,) = & T[L (€0 Xs + Xsey ;) dM]
1 _
9 (ﬁxl(eszs +Xsei]))kl(dMs)kl
1<k,l<d

We get from (27) that

N A 1
(L) ()i ) = £ T [£5) e2X + Xae)er 0 X+ XecT )] ds,
<d(Ms)i’j, dNg) = Tr[[l)_(s (€i;Xs+ Xsem-)]ds =9, jds.
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From the central limit theorem for martingales, (%, %) converges in law under Py towards

a centered Gaussian vector (G, H) taking values in My x R such that
Eg(Gij G yr) = %Eg [Te [£31 (€1 Xo0 + Xocel e Xoo + Xoced )] | (39)
E¢(Gi;H) = 6, and Eg(H?) = Qo -
We thus have the following Laplace transform for ¢ € My, A € R,
Eglexp(Tr[c" G] + AH)] = exp <iE9[T1"[£}10 (Xoo + Xoo ) (cXoo + Xooe )] + A Tr[c] + ;)\QQ;}) )
(39)

By using Slutsky’s Theorem, we get from (35) that (\/’T (BT —b,ap — a)) converges in law
under Py when T' — 400 to the centered Gaussian vector

(G, H) = (£1(G = Quol10), 2R (H = TESNG — Q1))

Now, we use that £1(I;) = ﬁmﬁ;} and that £, is self-adjoint to get for ¢ € My,
. . QAT R 20 S
T Q) = et @) - e Tl Bl 20 g myplay)
1- Qoo Tr[Roo ] 1- Qoo Tr[Roo ]
From (39), we obtain after some calculations (37), using in particular that for m € My, s € Sg,
Eg[Tr[E}io((m + ) Xoo + Xoo(m +5) ") ((m + 5) Xoo + Xoo(m +5)7)]] (40)
= Eo[Tr[Ly! (mX oo + Xoom ") (mXoo + Xoom )] + 2 Tr[s(mRoo + Room )] + 2 Tr[s* Roc]
and taking m = £'(c) and s = —\ Qe R O

1-Qu TR
Remark 2.1. [t is interesting to compare Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 and see that the asymptotic
variance of \/T(deoz) 1s the same in both cases. Instead, for the estimation of the symmetric

part of b, we can check that the asymptotic variance is greater when we do not know a priori
that b is symmetric. For ¢ € Sy, we have ¢ = 1[L3}(c)Roo + Roo L3} (¢) 1] — Qoo Tr[L32 (¢))14

_ = = . sl o —-1
and ¢ = EE;@% (¢c)Roo + ROOEE;@OC (c) = 2Q Tr[ﬁﬁio,@oo (¢)]1q. Multiplying by R, we
get

—-1
4 TricR
Tt e) = — Pl _omit (o),
I Qoo Tr[Roo ] orQoc
and then L} (c) = 2/3%1 ) (c) + A with ARs + Roo AT = 0. This gives from (40)

iEe ML (£3H(0) X oo + Xao£21(0) VL1 (0) Xoo + XL () T)]]
TreRo|Qu (1 TeleRy] s
1 - Qo TR (2 A S I ”)

]

=2Tr[L=" — (¢)*Rso] + iEg [Tr[Ly! (AXo + XeoAT)(AX + Xoo A = 2Q,, Tr[L2' — (o))

Roo,Qoo Roo,Qo
1
= Tr[L7! g (0d+ ZEQ[Tr[ﬁ)};(AXOO + XooAT)(AXoo + XooA D] > Tr[L7 5. (o,

since E;(io s a self-adjoint positive operator.
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2.3 The MLE estimator of b

When « € [d—1,d+ 1), we are no longer able to study the convergence of the MLE of «. It
is however still possible to get the speed of convergence of the MLE of b.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that —b € S’;’* and a = d—1. For T > 0, we consider by defined

by (18). Then, under Py, /T (by — b) converges in law to a centered Gaussian vector G on

Sq with the following Laplace transform Eg [exp (Tr[cG])] = exp (Tr[cﬁ%l (C)}), ceSy.
Assume that —(b+b") € Sj’* and o = d—1. For T > 0, we consider bp defined by (16).

Then, under Py, \/T(I;T —b) converges in law to a centered Gaussian vector G on My with
the following Laplace transform: for ¢ € My, Eg [exp (Tr[cTGm

= oxp  JETERL (60 (01X + XL )L (0K + Xl

with Loo(c) = Ey[Lx. (Y)].

Proof. We could prove the result for (18) by using the explicit Laplace transform Proposi-
tion 5.1. Here, we use the same arguments as before based on the ergodic property. From (18),
we have

. B 1 [ Mr
\/T(bT—b):E% <ﬁ(XT—x—bRT—RTb—aTId)> :z% <\/:7>
My

As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, T converges in law to the centered Gaussian vector G
defined by (28). Slutsky’s theorem and (19) give then the convergence of VT(by — b) to
G = ﬁ}:z; (é), whose Laplace transform is given by Lemma B.4.

Similarly, we get from (16) that /T (bp—b) = E;I(MT/\/T) with £7(Y) = & fOT Lx,(Y)ds.
We easily check that Tr[L7(Y)Y] > Tr[Lr(Y)Y] and Tr[Loc(Y)Y] = Tr[Le(Y)Y] for
Y € M, Therefore, L7 and L., are positive definite and thus invertible. Besides, the

ergodic theorem gives that 2}1 converges almost surely to L. The result follows from (39)
and the self-adjoint property of L. O

3 Statistical Inference of the Wishart process: some noner-
godic cases

This section studies the convergence of the MLE in the case b = bgly with by > 0. When
bp = 0 and a > d + 1, we are able to describe the rate of convergence of the MLE of (b, «)
given by (15), when b is known to be symmetric. When by > 0 and a@ > d — 1, we can
also obtain the rate of convergence of the MLE of b given by (18). Last, when b is known
a priori to be diagonal, the MLE of b has a simpler form and we can describe precisely its
convergence.

3.1 The global MLE of § = (b,a) when b =0

The following result provides the asymptotic behavior of the estimator of the couple when
a>d+1and b=01in (4).
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Theorem 3.1. Assume that b= 0 and o > d + 1. Let (by, ar) be the MLE defined by (15).

Then, (T (br —b), \/log(T)(&r — «)) converges in law under Py when T — +oo to

_ a—(d+1)
(ER% (X{ — aly) ,2 dG) ,

where X = atly+ fg VX0dW, 4+ dW, /X0 is a Wishart process with the same parameters

but starting from 0, RY = fot X%s and G ~ N(0,1) is an independent standard Normal
variable.

Proof. From (15) and (26), we obtain

log(T)(ar —a) = —2% log(T)Qr + 21log(T)Qr lng(T)
b — -1 Xr oz _
Tbr = L%,QT ( T T (QTZT +1+ d)Id> >

and we are interested in studying the convergence in law of < 1NT(T)’ %, 1;:5) . By Theo-
og

rem 4.1 in [29], for p > 0 and T > 1,

dP pNT 5
dPy log(T) 2Qrlog(T)

defines a change of probability and (X¢);cjo,7] is a Wishart process with degree a + IM(T)
og
under P. Let A\j, \g € Sj’* and
uN s A2 Al
Ar=E — —Tr|=Xr| -Tr | =
e ( log(T) 2Qr 1og<T>) o ( ' [T T] ' [T? i
By Proposition 5.1, we have
— A A
Ar=E [exp (- Tr [;XT] — Tr [T;RT} )]
1 1 1
= exp | — —=Tr [V'V_la:] — = (41)
det[V] (~or ) T—too det[V]2
where
V = (v/2A1) 'sinh(y/2X1)2A2 + cosh(v/2X1), V' = 2cosh(y/2A1) A2 + v/2)1 sinh(y/2)1).

(42)
)

Oby

We note that this limit does not depend on p and is the Laplace transform of (X?,Rl
Proposition 5.1.

1 d
We now use that OrTog(T) T_)—j_oo a(dFT) &S see Lemma C.2 and we define

5 . ,uNT M2d /\2 A1
Ar = Ealesten) i 6 = s =y = 0 < ]
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that is finite by using equation (73) of Lemma C.2 since & < LNT_ - We have

/1og(T)

= A5 | {o (o —“55 ) 2@Tﬁig<T>> ~tfew ).

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

(Ar — Ar)? < Ey [{exp (2 pod s ) - 1}2] Eg [exp (267)] -

(@—(d+1)) 2Qrlog(T)

a=(

Since Qrlog(T) is positive for T > 1 and converges a.s. to %1), the first expectation

goes to 0 while the second one is bounded by using again (73). Therefore, Ap — Ap . —4)_ 0,
— 400

and we get

puNT A2 } [)\1 ]
Ey |ex — —Tr | =Xp| —Tr | =R
6[ p( log(T) {T ! T

Thus, ( f:gT(T), %, I;ﬁ{) converges in law to ( %G, X9 RY), where G ~ N(0,1) is

2q
. €xp (42(af(d+r)))
T—+o0 det[V] 3 '

independent of X°. From (25), we have

QrZr+1+d=2 log(T

# )Q & + «
log(T) 4 /1og(T) ’

and therefore QrZr + 1 + d converges in probability to «. Slutsky’s theorem gives then the
following convergence in law: as T — +o0,

Nr Xr Rp d 0 10 o — (d + 1)
<1og(T)’T’T2’QTZT+1+d’QT10g(T)> = ( vaXthaa d) .

(43)

This gives the claimed convergence for (&T,Z;T) due to the continuity property given in

Lemma B.1. O

Theorem 3.2. Assume that b=0 and o =d+ 1. Let (by, &r) be the MLE defined by (15).
Then, (T'(by — b),log(T)(&r — o)) converges in law under Py when T — +oo to

_ 4
(o (60—t ).

where X = atly + fg VX0dW, +dW, \/X0 is a Wishart process with the same parameters
but starting from 0, RY = fot X%s and 71 = inf{t > 0,B; = 1} where B is a standard
Brownian motion independent from W.

Proof. The proof follows the same line as the one of Theorem 3.1, but we now write

log(T) (G — o) = —2% log(T)2Qr + 210g(T)*Qr L

Nt
log(T)’



3 STATISTICAL INFERENCE: SOME NONERGODIC CASES 16

while we still have TBT = E}; o (% — % —(QrZr+1+ d)Id>. By Theorem 4.1 in [29],
T2 0wT

forpy>0and T >1, ¢ d]P, = exp ( w7 0 )2> defines a change of probability, and we

2
log(T) ~ 2Qr log(T
define for A\, Ay € 3; :

-8 (25 ) e (o] o i)

By Proposition 5.1, we have

1 1
Ap = ————— eXp ( - —Tr [V’V_lmD —
det[V] +u/é g(T) 2T

where V and V' are defined by (42).

We now use that long(TT) — g in probability, see Lemma C.2, and define
i pud p? Ao A
Ar =E =——— —Tr | =Xp| —Tr | =

and have

Ap = Ap + Eg Hexp (lé‘g]g) - ‘;‘l) - 1} exp (gT)] .

We note that exp(é7) < exp ( ) By using Lemma C.2 and the uniform integrability (74),
we get that Ap — Ap  — 0 and therefore

T—+o0

12 A2 A1 exp(—pd/2)
Eo o (~ggringrry ~ T (74 - (] ) o TR

Therefore, (XTT, 75, QT log(T) ) converges in law to (X ? , R?, (%)2 i), where 71 is indepen-

T1
dent of X°. We observe that QrZr = QT log(T )2 gT . Lemma C.2 and Slutsky’s
theorem gives

(T)
Nr Xr Rr d o o 2\% 1
Z 1+d, 1 — X d+1,(=) — 44
<10g(T) T T2 7QT T + + QT Og( ) > = <27 1> R17 + ) d Tl ) ( )

log

which gives the claim by using the formulas for Thy and log(T) (a7 — ). O

3.2 The MLE of b

Until the end of this section we consider that a@ > d — 1 is known and study the speed of
convergence of the estimator of b defined by (18).

3.2.1 Case b=0.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that b =0 and o > d—1. For T >0, let br be defined by (18).
When T'— 400, T'(br — b) converges in law under Py to E;é (XY — ady), where (X))o is
1

the solution to X = atly + fg VX0dW, + dW. /X0 and RY = fg XVds.
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Proof. From (18), we have Thy = E}; (% — %= aId). Let V and V' be defined by (42).
Tz

Similarly to (41), we have by Proposition 5.1 for Ay, Ag € S;’*

Ao A1 1 1 1 1
E T | 2xp| - | 2L = _exp(——=T .
0 {exp < r {T T:| T [TQRT]H NI exp( 57 T v'v x]) o VI

This gives the convergence in law of (%, %) to (XY, R?) and then the claimed result. [J

3.2.2 Case b= byly, by > 0.

In this case b = byl with by > 0. In order to identify the speed of convergence and the limit
law, we use the Laplace transform approach. We have the following result,

Theorem 3.4. Assume that b = byly, by > 0, and o > d — 1. For T > 0 let by defined by
(18). When T — +o0, exp(boT)(br — b) converges in law under Py to Ly <\/)>(é' + G\/)?)

where X ~ WIS, <2ZT()’ a, 0, Ig; ﬁ) and G is an independent d-square matriz whose elements
0

are independent standard Normal variables.

The proof of this results relies on the explicit calculation of the Laplace transform of
(X7, Rr) and is postponed to Subsection 5.2.

Obviously, the case b = byly is very particular. One would like to consider more general
nonergodic cases or ideally to be able to state a general convergence results of by towards b
for any b € S;. Despite our efforts, we have not been able to get such a result. The reason
why we can handle the ergodic case and the nonergodic case b = byl with by > 0 is that the
convergence of all the matrix terms occurs at the same speed, namely 1/v/T for the ergodic
case, 1/T for b = 0 and e T when by > 0. In the other cases, there is no such a simple
scalar rescaling. Heuristically, there may be different speeds of convergence that are difficult
to disentangle because of the different matrix products. To get an idea of this, we present
now the case of the estimation of b when b is known to be a diagonal matrix. In this case,
we obtain different speed of convergence for each diagonal terms.

3.2.3 The MLE of b when b is known a priori to be diagonal.

We assume that « > d — 1 is known and that b is a diagonal matrix, i.e. b = diag(by, - ,bq).
We want to estimate the diagonal elements by maximizing the likelihood. We denote 6y = (0, ).
As in (17), we have

Te[bX 7] — Trlb 1 /7 T
L%GO _ eXp( 1"[ T] r[ $:| o / Tr[b2X5}dS _ Oéi Tr[b])
2 2 Jo 2

By differentiating this with respect to b;, 1 < i < d, we get

O, L5 1

T
=z Qi — Tii — otly — 2b; X iid>7
L%go 2(( T), &i, atlq /0( s), s

and therefore the MLE of b is given by

- (X7)ii —xii —aT
br); = ’ ’
(br) 2(Rr)ii




4 OPTIMALITY OF THE MLE 18

We therefore obtain

- (X7)ii — xii —aT —2b;(Rr)is
br)i —b; = : : .
(br) 2(Rr)ii

(46)

Let us observe that this estimator is precisely the one obtained by Ben Alaya and Kebaier [5]
for the CIR process. This is not very surprising since we know from (4), (2) and b diagonal
that there exists independent Brownian motions %, 1 < i < d such that

d(Xt)i,i = (Oé + 2b1(Xt)Z’Z)dt +2 (Xt)l,ldﬁz

Thus, the diagonal elements follow independent CIR processes, and the observation of the
non diagonal elements does not improve the ML estimation. We can obtain the asymp-
totic convergence by applying Theorem 1 in [4], up to a small correction in the nonergodic
case which is given by our Theorem 3.4 in dimension d = 1. This yields to the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let o > d — 1 and b a diagonal matriz. Let ¢, = diag(e},--- ,€}) be a
diagonal matrix with

} t72  if b <0
€ = t1 if b =0
exp(—b;t) if b >0
Then, under Py, 3" diag((bp)1 — by, -+, (bp)g—bg) converges in law to a diagonal matriz D

made with independent elements. Fach diagonal element D; is distributed as follows:

e if b; <0

X0— .
\V//L 6 {1, L ,d}7 D’L g 21R(1)a Zf bz == 0
law G ifb;>0

T )
X z,z/(;bn
\V /a2

where X¥ = x + at + 2 fot VXzdWy, R) = fg X%s, and G ~ N(0,1) is independent of X.

4 Optimality of the MLE

In parametric estimation theory, a fundamental role is played by the local asymptotic nor-
mality (LAN) property since the work of Le Cam [24]. This general concept developed by
Le Cam is extended later by Le Cam and Yang [25] and Jeganathan [22]| to local asymp-
totic mixed normality (LAMN) and local asymptotic quadraticity (LAQ) properties. These
notions are mainly dedicated to study the asymptotic efficiency of estimators of a given para-
metric model. The aim of this section is to check the validity of either LAN, LAMN or
LAQ properties for the global model in order to get the asymptotic efficiency of our max-
imum likelihood estimators studied in the previous section. Here we prove these properties
only for the global model 6 = (b, «) when b is known to be symmetric. The same technique
applies for all the other cases considered in this paper where we have been able to obtain the
corresponding local asymptotic property.
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Let us consider the Wishart process (X;)i>0 € S; with parameters 6 := (b, ), with
a>d+1landbeS,.

dX; = [od + bX; + X;b| dt + VX, dW; + dW," VX, t > 0

X € Sd+ (47)

We recall that Py denotes the distributions induced by the solutions of (47) on canonical
space C(R4,S;) with the natural filtration 7;¥ := o(Xs,s < t) and Py = P zx denotes
the restriction of Py on the filtration F;.

For & >d+1and be ST, weset 0 = (b,a),

H = 222X+ -V,

2

and we introduce the log-likelihood function

0.0) = log (dPé’T> = /0 TI&«[Hdes] —% /O TTr[HSHST Jds (48)

The process (W; = W; — fg H/ds,t <T)is adx d-Brownian motion under Pjpr In
the sequel, let us introduce the quantity ér := (01,7,027) € R? where for i € {1,2} the
localizing rates satisfy |0; 7| — 0 when 7" — oco. For all u := (u1,u2) € R x Sy, we define
O - u = (01, 7u1, 02 7u2) € R x §;. Now, we rewrite (48) with 0=0+0r u

T /Xs —1
5%(9 +0r-u) = / Tr [(Sl’T’ulg)dWS + 0o U2/ XdWy
0

1 /T T
—3 Tr [62, 7up X 02 72| ds — Eél,Tm Tr [62 7us)
0
1 /7
8/ (01,7u1)® Tr [(X,) "] ds.
0

Hence, by using the definitions (13), (23) and (24) of the martingales processes (INV¢);>¢ and
(My)+>0 and the processes (R¢)i>0 and (Q¢)>0, it is easy to check that

1 1
E%(Q + 5T . u) = 5 (517TU1NT + Tr [627TU2MT]) - 5 Tr [62’T’U/QRT627TU2]
T 1
_551,TU1 Tr [02,7us] — §(51,TU1)2<QT)_1
1
— Ar(w) — 1r(u), (19)

where Ap(u) = %((517TU1NT + Tr [(527TU2MT:|> is a linear random function with respect to

u € R X S; with quadratic variation

1
Ip(u) = 5§’T Tr[ud Ry] + T61 702 us Tr [ug] + 15%31@@}1.
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4.1 Case —be S; anda>d+1

We first consider o > d + 1. In this ergodic case, we set §; 7 = T2 for i € {1,2}, and we
get from (19) and (21)

Dp(u) % Too(u) := Tr [ujRoo| + w1 Tr [un] + %u% Tr [(Qs) '], asT — +oo. (50)

This yields the validity of the so called Raykov type condition. Hence, according to Theorem 1
in [28], relations (49) and (50) ensure the validity of the local asymptotic normality (LAN)
property, that is under Py we have

(Ar(w), Tr(w)) = (fif(u)z i,o(u)) , as T — oo, (51)
with Z a standard normal real random variable. It is worth noting that the above convergence
can also be obtained using the proof of Theorem 2.1. In fact, we have already proven that
under Py

< ) = (G, H) (52)
where (G, H) is a centered Gaussian vector taking values in R x ST such that

Ep(GijGri) = [6j1(Roc)ike + 0k (Roo)iy 4 0it(Roc)j ke + 0ike(Roc) 1]
Eo(Gi i H) = 26, ; and Eg(H2) = Q..

o -
Therefore, LAN property (51) follows from relations (50) and (52).

We now consider the case o« = d+1 and set 01,7 = T~ and do 1 = T-1/2. By using (33),
we get that under Py,

— = — 1
(Ar(u),Ip(u)) = <_u21 Trb] + Tr [ug\/ ROOG} , Tr[udRoo] + ZU%T_ Tr[b]) , as T — oo,

where 7 is defined as in Theorem 2.2 and G is an independent matrix, whose elements

N Tr[b]
Gij, 1 <1,j < d, are independent standard normal variables. Hence, according to Le Cam
and Yang [25] and Jeganathan [22] this last convergence yields the LAQ property for this

ergodic case.

4.2 Caseb=0and a>d+1

We first assume o > d + 1. From (47) with b = 0 and (23), we have My = Xo —x — olyT.
From (43), it follows that as T' — oo

N- M -1
(et @) ([ oo ),

Viog(T)" T " T2 log(T) a—(d+1) a—(d+1)

where X) and RY are defined as in Theorem 3.1. Thus, in the same way as in the previous

case if we set 01,7 = 1g(T) and do 17 = T, then (Ar(u),Tr(u)) converges in law under Py
to
1 d 1 —0 u?d
e it an] e ] ) e
<2 a—(d+1)u1G+2 v [ug(XY — adg)], Tr |uz Ry +4(0¢—(d—|—1)) , as T — o0
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This ensures the validity of the LAQ property in this non-ergodic case.
When o = d + 1, we use the notation of Theorem 3.2 and get from (44)

Nr Mr Rr Q:Fl d o o (d ?
r T X0 _arg ¢ .
(10g(T)7 T T2’ 10g(T)2 = 9’ 1 « daRlv 9 T1

and dy 7 = T, we get that (Ar(u), [r(u)) converges in law under Py to

Wlth 617T - @

d 1 =01, d*ui
<4u1 + 3 Trlug (XY — aly)], Tr [U%Rﬂ + ;17'1> , as T — oo.

This gives again the LAQ property.

5 The Laplace transform and its use to study the MLE

5.1 The Laplace transform of (X7, Ry)

We present our main result on the joint Laplace transform of (X7, Rr), that can be of
independent interest. This Laplace transform is given by Bru [7], eq. (4.7) when b = 0 and
has been recently studied and obtained explicitly by Gnoatto and Grasselli [17]. Here, we
present another proof that enables us to get the Laplace transform for any a > d — 1, as well
as a more precise result concerning its set of convergence, see Remarks 5.1 and 5.2 below for
a further discussion.

Proposition 5.1. Leta>d—1, x € Sj, be Sy and X ~ WISy(x,a,b,1;). Let v,w € Sy
be such that v w
HmeSd,§—mb—bm—2m2€S; and§+m€S;. (53)

Then, we have fort >0

E[exp ( — %Tr[th} - %Tr[vRt])}

= exfet(“_/ : ( t)glgt) exp ( - %Tr (Vo (Vo)™ + b)x]), (54)

v ok - -
Vv,w(t):<z 2k+1(2k‘—|—1> —l—Zt% T v=v+b% and W=w-—b

k=0

If besides © = v + b? € S:l“*, we have Vi, (t) = (V©)~!sinh(vot)w + cosh(v/ot) and then
Vow(t) = cosh(v/0t)w 4 sinh(vVt) V.

Before proving this result, we recall the following fact:
Vz,y € S, Trlzy] >0, (55)

which is clear once we have observed that Tr[zy] = Tr[\/zy\/z] and \/zy/z € S . We also
recall a result on matrix Riccati equations, see Dieci and Eirola [11] Proposition 1.1.
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Lemma 5.1. Let b € Sy and 6 € Sj. Let & denote the solution of the following matrix
Riccati differential equation

& +262 =bE+Eb+ 6, £(0) € Sy (56)
If £(0) € S, the solution & is well-defined for any t > 0 and satisfies £(t) € S .

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let T' > 0 be given. We first assume w,v € S:lr, which ensures that
E [exp (—% TrjwXr + URT])] < 00. We consider the martingale

1
M, =E [exp (—2 TriwXr + vRT])

}"t} , t€[0,T].

Due to the affine structure, we are looking for smooth functions 8: Ry — R, 7,6 : Ry — Sy
such that
My =exp (B(T —t) + Tr[y(T — t) X¢] + Te[0(T — t)Ry]) -

We necessarily have 5(0) =0, v(0) = —w/2 and §(0) = —v/2. It6’s formula gives

djijtt :{ - /BI(T - t) — TI'[’YI(T - t)Xt] - TI‘[(V(T . t)Rt} + Trh/(T — t)(afd +bX, + th)]

+TE[S(T — £)X,) + 2 Te[y(T — t)QXt]}dt + T (T — ) (/X dWy + dW, /X))
Since M is a martingale, the drift term should vanish almost surely. The drift term being

a (deterministic) affine function of (X, R;), we obtain the following system of differential
equations:

§ =0, (57)
— Y b+ by + 292+ 5 =0, (58)
— B+ aTr[y] = 0. (59)
The first equation gives 6(t) = —v/2. The second equation is a matrix Riccati differential

equation. We now consider & = m — v with m satisfying (53). It solves (56) with b = b+ 2m,
6 = —bm —mb — 2m? +v/2 and £(0) = m + w/2. We know then by Lemma 5.1 that ¢ is
well defined for any ¢ > 0 and stays in Sd+. In particular, v is well defined for any ¢ > 0.
We set ¥ = v+ %b. We have 72 = 72 — %(b’y +4b) + ibQ and thus 4 solves the following
matrix Riccati differential equation:
1

1
i':2?2—§1~), ’7(0):—§ﬁ)> with & = v + b and @ = w — b.

We st M(t) = [ %;Eg %ig; ] — exp (t [ _g . _%/ 2 D € Moy and get by Levin [26]

that B
y(t) = [MQ(t) - ;Ml(t)w] [M4(t) - ;Mg(t)w} .

We check that the matrix My(t) — 3 Ms5(t)@ is indeed invertible. In fact, let

= inf {t > 0, det [M4(t) _ ;Mg(t)fu?} _ 0} .
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We have 7 > 0 and for ¢ € [0,7), 4[My(t) — $M3(t)w] = —2 [My(t) — LM, (t)d] and thus

%det |:M4(t) — ;M3<t)11~):| = —2det |:M4(t) — ;M3(t)7j)] Tr[ﬁ/(t)].

This gives det [My(t) — 1 M3(t)w] = exp(—2 fo Tr[¥(s)]ds) > 0, and we necessary get 7 = 400
since v and thus 4 is well defined for ¢ > 0.

Since
o —/21* [k o g [0 -2 2kt 0 —aktl/2
—2I; 0 Tl o0 oF —2I; 0 T 20k 0 ’
we get
X 2k~k X 42k+15k+1 0 2k+1~k
t“"v 1 t v t v
Mi(t) = My(t) = My(t)=—= ——, Ms(t) = — .
1(#) a(t) £ (2k)! 2(t) 24 (2k+ 1)1 3(t) — (2k +1)!

Ifo=uv+0b € 83"*, V¥ is well defined and we have M;(t) = My(t) = cosh(tV/D),
My(t) = —3V/0sinh(tVD) and Ms(t) = —2(v/7) ! sinh(tv/7). Now, we define

V(t) = My(t) — %Mg)(t)w — (kz $2k+1 (2k17+ - ) - Zt% 2{,}{;

Since V' (t) = —2Ms(t) + My (t)d, we obtain that
5(t) = — V() V()" and thus y(t) = —% (V'(OV(E) ™ +b).
Last, we have §'(t) = —3a Tr[V/(¢)V(t)"!] — 2a Tr[b] and we obtain that
3(t) = — galos(det[V (1)) — Jo Teler,

since LIVIL — qet[V (1)) Te[V/ (£)V (£) 1.
It remains to show that we indeed have (54) for v and w satisfying (53). We define
exp(B(T—t)+Trly(T—) X¢]+Tx[~ L Re])

&= o p (B T (T7a]) . By Ito’s formula, we have
dé&
?: = Te[y(T — t)(V/ XedWy + dW," /X))

This is a positive local martingale and thus a supermartingale which gives E[7] < 1, and we
want to prove that this is a martingale. To do so, we use the argument presented by Rydberg
in [34]. For L > 0, we define

7, = inf{t > 0, Tr[X,] > L},

and 71 (7) = 21y<r + %mxlTr[xbL for r € Sj. We consider (£F,t € [0,T]) the solution

of
e} = EL Tely(T — )(\/7r(X)dW, + dW," /7 (X)), &F = 1.
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We clearly have E[£L] = 1. Besides, under P¥ given by % = &L the process

dWE = dw, — 23/7(X)y(T — t)dt, t € [0,T),

is a matrix Brownian motion. Since & = EtL fort < 77, we have E[Ep] = IE[E% 1., >7]+E[Er1,, <7].
By Lebesgue’s theorem, we get E[Er1,, <7] Pl 0. On the other hand, E[€k1,, 7] = PL(r, > T).
—+00

Let us consider the Wishart process X starting from z such that
dX; = |alg+ (b4 2v(T — ) X; 4+ X (b4 2v(T — t))} dt + V X dWy 4+ dW," V X ;.

We also define 7, = inf{t € [0, T], Tr[X;] > L} with convention inf ) = +-c0. The process X
solves the same SDE on [0, 7, A T] under P as X on [0, 7, A T] under PL. We therefore have

Pl(ry, >T)=P(r7, >T) — 1,
L—+o00

which finally gives E[E7] = 1. O

Corollary 5.1. Let Y ~ WIS,(y,a,b,a) be a Wishart process with parameters o > d — 1,
y €87, a,b € My satisfying

ba'a=a'ab" and a invertible. (60)

Let v,w € §4 be such that

1 T
dm € Sg, §awaT +meS] and % —ab"a7'm—m(a")a" —2m* € S, (61)

Then, we have

oo (-1 [orr o [ vad)

- excfe‘gﬁ_/ : (t)gl;]t) exp ( - %Tr [(Vé,w(t)vuw(t)il + ((IT)*lbaT)(aT)flyafl})?

. ~k ~ ~k
with V. (t) = (Eiio £ (51:)!) W+ 3ot gy and
v=ava' +(a")"a", and w=awa' —(a") 'ba’.

Proof. We know that Y = a' Xawithz = (a") tya~tand X ~ WISy(z,a,(a" )" ba’, I;),

aw
see e.g. equation (13) in [1]. We notice that (a') 'ba’ =ab'a™! <= ba'a=a"ab" and
thus (a")"'ba’ € S;. We have

1 T 1 T
E {exp (—2 Tr [wYT + v/ sts] >] =K [exp <—2 Tr [awaTXT + cwaT/ Xsds] )} ,
0 0

which gives the result by applying Proposition 5.1. O
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By setting /i = a~'m(a’) ™!, the condition (61) is equivalent to the existence of m € Sy,
such that

%w +7m € 8 and % — b —mb — 2ma’ ain € S (62)

The case m = 0 gives back the finiteness of the Laplace transform when v, w € Sd+. If we
take m = —w/2, we get also the finiteness when

v+b"w+wb—wa'aw € S (63)

Another interesting choice is m = —3(a’)"'ba". We have m € Sy from (60). This choice

gives the finiteness of the Laplace transform when v-+b" (a"a)"1b € S andw—(a'a)"1b € S .
Let us note that o = a(v+b" (a"a)"'b)a’ so that the first condition is the same as o € S .
Another interesting choice of m is given by the next remark.

Remark 5.1. Proposition 5.1 extends the result of Gnoatto and Grasselli [17] to o > d — 1,
and the sufficient condition (61) that ensures the finiteness of the Laplace transform is also
less restrictive, which is cructal in our study especially in the nonergodic case. In particular,
it does not assume a priori that v+b' (a"a)™1h € Sj. We can recover the result of [17] as fol-

lows. Let us assume v+b' (a"a)™1b € S and take m = —M—i—%\/a(v +b"(aTa)"b)aT.
We have m € S; from (60) and it satisfies % —ab'a'm—m(a")ba” —2m? =0€ S;.
Therefore, (61) holds if

w—(a"a)"th+ a_l\/a(v +bT(aTa)"b)aT(a") " € ST
This is precisely the condition stated in [17].

Remark 5.2. [t is possible to get similarly the Laplace transform of (YT, fOT sts> when 'Y

solves
4y, = [a+ bY; + Ytﬂ dt + VY dWia +a dW, VY4, Yo =y € ST,

with a,b satisfying (60) and @ — (d — 1)a'a € S;. Again, equation (13) in [1] gives

Y = a'Xa, where
law

dX, = [a FbX, + thﬂ dt + VX dW, + dW, VX, Xo = 1,
with z = (") 'ya™' € Sg, b= (a")'ba" € Sy and & = (o) 'aa~! € Sy. Repeating the

proof of Proposition 5.1, we observe that the Riccati equation (58) and equation (57) remain
unchanged while (59) is replaced by

1 1 .
B = Tr[an] = -5 Te[aV'()V (t) 7] - 5 Trlad).
Therefore, we deduce that under the same condition (61), we have

(Lo )

= exp(B(T)) exp (— 3 T (VL ()Verw) ™+ (aT) b0 ) aT) ya ™)),
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with B(t) = —3 gTr[(aT)_laa_lvv’M(s)%,w(s)_l]ds — L Tr[a(a"a)7'0] and V, (t) defined
as in Corollary 5.1. Thus, the formula is no longer totally explicit. In Gnoatto and Gras-
selli [17], the result is stated with Tr[(a”) " a@a=tlog(V, ., (t))] instead of the first integral.
However, this replacement does not seem clear to us unless V,, ,,(s) and V, (s) commute for
all s > 0 (this happens when the matrices & and @ in V,,, commute) or @ = aa'a by using
the trace cyclic theorem.

Corollary 5.2. Let Y ~ WIS,(y,«,b,a) be a Wishart process with parameters such that
ba"a=a"ab" and a invertible. Then,

T 1 T
Vu € Sq, E [exp (/ Truy/ YsdWsalds — 2/ Tr[auYsu@T]ds>] =1.
0 0

Proof. We have 2 fOT Tr[uy/YsdWsa)ds = Trju(Yr—y)]—aT Trlua ' a]—Tr {(ub +b"u) f(;[ sts].
We apply Corollary 5.1 with w = —u and v = ub + b'u + ua'au. Therefore, (63) holds.
We then have @ = —(aua' + (a")"'ba") and & = @? and the result follows by simple
calculations. O

5.2 Study of the MLE of b with the Laplace transform

We consider € : Ry — R% a (deterministic) decreasing function such that lim; i € = 0.
From the definition of the MLE of b (18), we get that

1

([;T - b) = ﬁ;lR (ET[XT —x—aTll;— bRy — RTb])
€T érhr

Thus, we want to calculate the Laplace transform of (ep[ Xy —x —aT1;— bRy — Ryb), E%RT)
in order to study the convergence of é(l;T —b). For A\, Ay € Sy, we define

E(T, M, ho) = By [exp ( — e Teo(X7 — x — aTIy — bRy — Ryb)] — é& Tr[AlRT])} (64)

= exp (ep Tr[\o(z + aT'1y)]) Eg [exp ( — Tr[er Ao X 7] — Tr[(3 A1 — ep(Xab + b)\Q))RT]):| .

(65)
We now consider Ai, Ao € S; such that
M —2)] €S (66)
We define
v = 2M\165 — 2(bAa + Aab)er, O = vy + b2, wr = 2\eep, W7 = wr — b, (67)

and have vy + bwp + wrb — wi = €2.(2\; — 4)\3) € S;’*. Thus, by applying Proposition 5.1
with m = —epAg, we get that E(T, A1, A2) is finite and given by

1

5 T (Vi (TWVor o (T) 4+ 2] )

exp ( -5 Tr[b]T)
det [V wr (T)]2
X exp (eT Tr [A2(z + ozTId)]) (68)

E(T, M, A2) =

exp(—
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with

Vg oy (T) =(/07) "t sinh(y/o7T)ir + cosh(y/v7T)

Vo awp (T) = cosh(\/0rT)wr 4 sinh(\/o7T) /0.

Besides, we have o = (b — 2er)2)? + €2(2)\1 — 4M\3) € S; ™.
When —b € Sd+’* and ep =1/ VT, we can make explicit calculations and get

lim (T, A1, A2) = exp(— Tr[A1 Roo] — Tr[203Roc]),
T—+o00

which gives another mean to prove Theorem 2.4. Here, we prove Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Here, we focus on the case b = bgly with by > 0 and set ey = e~b0T,

Since the square root function is analytic on the set of positive definite matrices (see e.g.
[33], p. 134) we get that

Vor =bola — 2erd + 31 (- 229 + O(eh),

since the squares of each 51des coincides up to a O( 7) term. We observe that wr = 2epAa—boly,
and thus /o + Wr = %(/\1 —2)\3) + O(eT).

We now write

Voroor(T) =(/31) |3 exp(W/BIT)(Br + ) + 5 expl— /BT — )|

1 = - po
Verwp(T) =3 exp(\/orT)(\/ 07 + Wr) + = exp( orT) (W — /7).

Since e exp(v/orT) e I;, we get éVLT,wT(T) e % [ﬁ()\l —2)\3) —I—bOId} and

=V () — L()\1 — 2)\%) — boly. This yields to

e VT,WT T— oo 2bg

1
Vi wr (T)WVor e (T) 7 +bofd =2 (>\1—2/\2)< bo(>‘1_2)‘2)+b(]]d> :

We also have — s ﬂ[bojd]f) = ——1 — 1 , and there-
det[Vogwy (T)] 2 detler Vg wp (T)] 2 T—too det[bi[ (A — 2)\2)+b01d]]
fore
-1
exp ( [()\1 —2)2) (%2 (M — 222) + Id) xD
lim E(T, A, Ag) = (69)

T-rtoo det [%2 (A — 2)2) + Id}

We now want to identify the limit. We know that X ~ WISy (ﬁ, a, 0, 14; ﬁ) has the
0

following Laplace transform

exp (- Tr [U(Id + %u)_lﬁb .

€ SH,E — Tr[uX])] =
0
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Let G denote a d-square matrix independent from X, whose entries are independent and
follow a standard Normal distribution. By Lemma B.4, we have

Elexp(— Tr[A1 X 4+ A2(VXG + GVX)])] = E[exp(— Tr[(A; — 2A3)X])).

Thus, (69) shows the convergence in law of (eT(XT —x—aTl;— bRy — RTb),GZTRT) to
(X VXG+GVX ) under Py, which gives the claim of Theorem 3.4. O

6 Numerical Study

In this section, we test the convergence of the MLE given by (15) and (18). To do so, we
consider a given large value of T and simulate the Wishart process exactly on the regular time
grid t; = %, 1 =20,---,N. This can be done by using the method presented in Ahdida and
Alfonsi [1], see also Alfonsi [3]. We take N sufficiently large and approximate the integrals Rp
and Q}l applying the trapezoidal rule along this time grid. Thus, we will use the estimator
with the exact value of X7 and these approximated values of Ry and Q;l.

This section has three goals. First, we check numerically the convergence results that
we have obtained. Second, we investigate numerically the convergence of the MLE in some
nonergodic cases, where no theoretical result of convergence have been found. Last, we test
the estimation of the parameters of a full Wishart process (1). To do so, we estimate first a
with the quadratic variation and then the parameters o and b by using the MLE (15) on the
process (a') ' Xa™l.

6.1 Numerical validation of the convergence results

Using the method mentioned above, we have checked the convergence results obtained in
this paper. Namely, we sample M = 10000 independent paths of X in order to draw an
histogram of the properly rescaled value of l;i,j —b; j or & —a. We do not reproduce all these
graphics here, and present for example in Figure 1 an illustration of the convergence given
by Theorem 3.4.

(a) Limit law of exp(0.05T)(b — br)1.1. (b) Limit law of exp(0.05T)(b — br)1 2.

Figure 1: Asymptotic law of the error for the estimation of § = b with for: =z = (37 91),

T =100, N = 10000, v = 4.5 and b = 0.0515.
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6.2 Experimental convergence in a nonergodic case

In this paragraph, we try to guess the asymptotic behavior of the MLE in a nonergodic
case, where no theoretical convergence result is known. Namely, we observe in Figure 2
the asymptotic estimation error, when b = diag(0.1,0.005) is diagonal with positive and
distinct terms on its diagonal and when we use the estimator (18). As one might have
guess, the convergence of the diagonal terms seems to be with an exponential rate, with the
exponential speed corresponding to its value. Namely, bi1 seems to converge to by; with a
speed of exp(0.17) while bao seems to converge to bys with a speed of exp(0.0057"). More
interesting is the antidiagonal term. One could have imagine that the convergence rate is
the slowest of these two rates. Instead, on our experiment, the convergence of bi2 towards
b1z seems to happen with the rate exp(0.17"). We have observed the same behaviour for
other parameter values. Of course, it would be hasty to draw a global conclusion from few
particular experiments. However, it is interesting to note that these numerical tests are a
way to guess or check the convergence rate of the MLE.

(a) Limit law of exp(0.17)(b — lA)T)Ll. (b) Limit law of exp(0.005T)(b — br)a.2.

-15 -1.0 05 0.0 05 10 15

(c) Limit law of exp(0.1T)(b — by)1 2.

Figure 2: Asymptotic law of the error for the estimation of § = b with =z =(J3$ 1), T = 100,
N = 10000, o = 3.5 and b = diag(0.1,0.005).

6.3 Estimation of the whole Wishart process

In this last part of the numerical study, we perform the estimation of all the parameters of the
Wishart process (1). We consider a case where a is upper triangular and (a') 'ba' is sym-
metric. We proceed as follows. First, we sample exactly a discrete path (X;7/n,0 <@ < N).
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Then, we estimate the matrix a ' a by using (3), where the quadratic variations are replaced
by their classical approximations and the integrals are replaced by the trapezoidal rule. By
a Cholesky decomposition we get then an estimator @ of a. Then, we use the MLE (15) on
the path ((a") ™' X,7/ya',0 < i < N). This gives an estimator of o and (a")"'ba’, and
therefore an estimator of b. As a comparison, we also calculate similarly the estimator of
« and b when a is known and has not to be estimated. To draw histograms or calculate
empirical expectations, we run M = 10000 independent paths of X.

We consider a sufficiently large value of T" and are interested in looking at the convergence
with respect to N. First, we plot the the error on the estimator of a with respect to the
number of time step in Log-Log scale. We observe that the convergence to zero takes place
with experimental rate close to 1/2. This is in line with the general results on the estimation
of the diffusion coefficient, see Dohnal [12] and Genon-Catalot and Jacod [15]. Then, we
focus on the influence of the discretization and the unknown parameter a on the convergence
of the MLE of b and «. In Table 1, we give in function of N the Mean Squared Error
MSE(6V[0) = E[|0Y — 0|?] of the estimator #V, with § = (b,a). It is estimated with the
empirical expectation. First, we observe that the convergence of the estimator of « is roughly
the same whether we know a or not. This is expected since the estimation of a does not
depend on the estimation of a. Instead, the bias on b is much higher when a is estimated
than when a is known. However, it decreases also faster at an experimental order of 0.7 while
the bias when a is known decreases at an experimental order of 0.45. This latter rate is in
line with the rate of 1/2 obtained in dimension 1 by Ben Alaya and Kebaier [5]. In our case,
it seems that the influence of the estimation of a vanishes around NV = 5000. Last, we have
plotted in Figure 4 the limit law of the estimator vT(#™ — ) with N = 10000.

This short numerical study shows that the estimator obtained by discretizing the con-
tinuous time estimator is efficient in practice. Of course, it would be nice to obtain general
convergence results in function of T and N, but we leave this for further research.

+

Figure 3: Log-Log representation of the empirical expectation of E[Tr[(a — a¥)]]'/? for

z =(389%9), T =100, a =(}3), a = 4.5, b =( 3" %3), where the line is the simple linear

regression i.e. log(E[Tr[(a — a™¥)?]]"/?) ~ 2.62 — 0.58 log(N).
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| Number of time steps | 20 50 100 [ 200 [ 500 [ 1000 | 2000 | 5000 |
E[Tr[(a — av)?]]}/? 1.7671 | 1.4311 | 1.1487 | 0.7913 | 0.4107 | 0.2472 | 0.1514 | 0.0846
a=a | 0.0745 | 0.0338 | 0.0181 | 0.0115 | 0.0082 | 0.0069 | 0.0061 | 0.0058
MSE(bY,|b1,1) | @=a" || 0.7636 | 0.5266 | 0.3489 | 0.1891 | 0.0624 | 0.0273 | 0.0142 | 0.0085
a=a | 0.2554 ] 0.1310 | 0.0664 | 0.0372 | 0.0231 | 0.0176 | 0.0153 | 0.0139
MSE@V’QMZQ) a=a" | 3.4085 | 2.8722 | 2.1159 | 1.1995 | 0.3600 | 0.1264 | 0.0480 | 0.0201
a@=a | 0.0075]0.0033 | 0.0017 [ 0.0011 | 0.0008 | 0.0008 | 0.0007 | 0.0007
MSE(bY,|b12) | @ =a" || 0.0442 [ 0.0568 | 0.0596 | 0.0352 | 0.0148 | 0.0075 | 0.0039 | 0.0019
@=a | 0.8448 [ 0.3579 | 0.1993 | 0.1151 | 0.0614 | 0.0416 | 0.0308 | 0.0230
MSE(@M]a) [@=a" | 0.8267 | 0.3496 | 0.1895 | 0.1095 | 0.0617 | 0.0410 | 0.0311 | 0.0234

Table 1: Mean Squared Error for the estimation of § = (b, ) with respect to N. Same

parameters as Figure 3.

(¢) Limit law of vT'(b—bYN); .
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(d) Limit law of vT(a — ad).

Figure 4: Asymptotic laws of the error for the estimation of § = (b, a) fora = a™, N = 10000,

same parameters as Figure 3.
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A Proof of Proposition 1.1

We denote b = (b+b")/2 (resp. b* = (b—b")/2) the symmetric (resp. antisymmetric) part
of b. We have

g -1 1 det[X7] _ 1 Ta_ _ X Nds
/OTr[(\/Z) dW,] = log( > Tr[b]T 2/0( 1 —d) Tr[X; Yds,

2 detx]

/qﬂWJ&MWZ;/%MWV&ﬂ%+MG¢&H
0 0

Te[p* X 7] — Te[p'z] T e
:r[TgI{]‘zTWFQ/TW%&+&NWt
0

Thus, the only part to calculate is E [exp(fOT Tr[—b%/ XdW]) .7-"7)5} , and we set M = fg Tr[b®/ X sdWs].

We now observe that (Tr[A,dWj], Tr[BsdW,]) = Tr[A,B. ]ds and are looking for the process
I' that takes values in S; and minimizes

(dMf—Tr[T(dX;—(alg+bX+X:b " )dt)]) = {— Tr[b"Xb"] + 2 Tr[Ty (X" — b"Xy)] + 4 Tr[[7 Xy } dt.

We obtain that 2(X; 6% — b*Xy) + 4(X, 'y + T4+ X;) = 0 and thus

I'v=°L ( (b* X — th“)> :
It satisfies Tr[['y(Xpb® — 09 Xy)] = =2 Tr[[y (I Xy + XoI'y)] = —4 Tr[['2X,]. By construction,
we have (dMy — Tr[['y(dX; — (alg +bX; + X;b1)dt)], Te[D(dX; — (adg+bX + X0 )dt)]) = 0
for any I' € S;. Thus, there exists a Brownian motion 8 independent of X such that

dM® — Te[Tp(dXy — (ady + bXe + XebT)dt)] = /— Tr[b*X;b9] — Tr[Te (b9 X — X;b%)]dB;. In
fact, both processes (X, fo V= Te[be X %] — Te[T (% X5 — X3b%)]dBs) and

t
(Mg = [T/ i /)
0
solve the same martingale problem for which uniqueness holds. Therefore, we have
T
E [exp <— / Tr[b“\/Xtth]> f%]
0
T 1 (T
—exp ( / Tr [Ft((ald FBX, + XobT)dt — dXt)} -5 / Te[boX,b% + Tr[Ty (b X, — th“)]dt>
0 0

exp ( /0 " [ﬁx < (X, — tb“)) dXt] - /0 T;Tr[bath“]dt

1 T
+5 / Tr [zxt< (b°X, — tha)> (b“Xt—th“)] dt + / Tr[b“thS]dt>,
0 0

since Tr [ﬁ (3(0°X; — Xpb"))] = & Tr[X; 1 (b°X; — X;b%)] = 0 by Lemma B.1 and

1
TI‘[Ft(bSXt + ths)] = Tr[bs(FtXt + XtFt)] = 5 Tr [bs(baXt — tha)] = Tl‘[bathS].
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Using (6) and the previous calculations, we obtain

L%QO _ eXp(Oé — Q) 1 <det[XT]> Tl“[b XT] — Tl“[b :L‘] 1

T
4 det[x] ) - 2/0 Tr[(bs)sz]ds

—1-4d) /OT Tr[X;ds — % Tr[b]

T
a—op o+ Qg
— Tr[b% X b° —
/0 r[b% X sb%]ds 1 ( 5
1T 1T
+ 2/ Tr [[:;(1 (baXt - tha) dXt] - 4/ Tr [ﬁ;{i (baXt - tha) (baXt - tha)] dt) .
0 0
Last, we use £y (b°X; + X;b%) = b* and Tr[Ly} (b"X; — X;b%) (b° X, + X;b°)] = 2 Tr[b" X, b°]
to obtain (7).

B Technical lemmas

Lemma B.1. For X € S;r’* and a = 0, let Lx, and Lx = Lxo be the linear appli-

cations defined by (12) on Sy. If aTr[X Y # 1, then Lx, is invertible and we have
Tr[ﬁ)_(la(Y)] = 2(1T—&;EXT7;[1)3@1]) Besides, the map (X,Y,a) — E;(’la(Y) is continuous on

{(X,Y,a) € S x Sy x Ry, aTe[X 1] #1}.

Proof. The invertibility of Lx , is equivalent to its one-to-one property. Since X € S;’*,
there exists an orthogonal matrix Ox and a diagonal matrix Dx with positive elements such
that X = OXDXO;—(. We get

Y € ker(Lx,) <= OxDxOLY +YOxDxO% = 2aTr[Y]ly
— Dx(0xYOyx) =2aTx[Y]I; — (OxYOx)Dx. (70)

Since Dy is diagonal, we obtain for 1 < i,k < d, ((O}YOX)DX)“C = (O}YOX)Z;k(DX)k’k
and (DX(O;I—(YOX))“C = (Dx)ii(0O%xYOx)x. For k #1i, (70) gives (O%YOx); ) = 0. For

k=i, we get (OxYOx);i(Dx)i; = aTr[Y] and therefore

d
Tr[Y] = Tr[OxYOx] = Tr[Y]a | (Di)' - = Tr[Y]a Te[X ']
i=1 b5

Since a Tr[X 1] # 1, we obtain Tr[Y] = 0 and then (O Y Ox);; = 0, which gives Y = 0 and
the invertibility of Lx,. Let ¢ = L3 (Y). We have ¢ + X 'eX — 2aTr[ X' = XY,
which gives 2(1 —a Tr[X ~1]) Tr[c] = Tr[X ~'Y]. Last, the continuity property is obvious since
(X,a) — L, is continuous and £ — L1 is continuous on {£ : Sy — Sy linear and invertible}.
O

Lemma B.2. For X € SJ’*, Lx s self-adjoint and positive definite:
Te[Lx (YV)Y] > 2A(X) Te[Y?],

where A\(X) > 0 is the lowest eigenvalue of X. Besides, for a < 1/Tr[X 7Y, Lxq is self-
adjoint and positive definite.
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Proof. ForY,Z € §;, we have Tr[Lx (V) Z] = Tr[(XY+Y X)Z]| = Te[Y(XZ+ZX)] = Tr[Y Lx (Z)]
and Tr[Lx(Y)Y] = 2Tr[XY?] > 2)\(X) Tr[Y?] since X — A(X)I; € S;. The self-adjoint
property is then clear for Lx 4, and the positive definiteness comes from Lemma B.1 and the
continuity of the eigenvalues of Lx , with respect to a. O

Lemma B.3. For X € S;*, Y € My, Lx(Y) = LY (YX + XY )X is self-adjoint and
positive. The linear application Lxqo(Y) = L3 (Y X + XY )X — aTr[Y]I, is also positive
for a < 1/ Tr[X ™Y, and there is a positive cx,q, > 0 such that

Tr[Lx(Y)Y] > exo (LY X + XY T))?).

Proof. Since E)_(l is self-adjoint, we have for Z € My
» T _ -1 T 1 -1 T T
Tr[Lx(Y) Z] =Tr[Ly (YX + XY ) ZX] = 5 Tr[ Ly (YX +XY ) (ZX+XZ)]
1 _
=S T[(YX + XYL (ZX +XZ)) =Te]Y " Lx(Z)].

Similarly, Tr[Lxq(Y)"Z] = Tr[Lx (V)T Z] — a Tr[Y] Tr[Z] = Tr[Y " Lx 4(Z)]. Besides, we
notice that

- 1
TrLxa(Y)TY] = 5 (Tr[(YX + XY LAY X +XYT)] - 2a Tr[Y]Q)
1 —1 Ty -1 T
-2 (Tr[ﬁx,a(LX VX +XYT)LA(YX + XY )])
by Lemma B.1. This gives the claim since Ly g4 is positive definite by Lemma B.2. O

The following lemma gives the Laplace transform of the matrix Normal distribution.

Lemma B.4. Let C € S and C[C] € (RY)®* defined by

ClC ikt = 0ikCjy + 6aCjk + 0;kCi1 + 6;Ci 1. (71)

We introduce the Mg-valued random variables G and G ~ N(0,€[C]) of which compo-
nents are Normal random variables with mean 0 such that

Vi, j k1€ {1,...,d}, E[Gi;Gril =0udp, E[Gi;Gry) = C[Cl; k.. (72)
We have the following results.
1. For all ¢ € 84, E| exp(— Tr[cG])] = exp(2 Tr[c*C)).
2. For C € My such that CCT = C, CG +G"CT and G have the same law.
3. Let X € 8. For c € 84, Elexp(— Tr[eL ' (VX G + GTVX)])] = Elexp(Tr[cL ' (c)])
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Proof. We focus on the first point. For all ¢ € Sy, we have

E[exp(— Tr[cG])] = E[exp(— Z ci;Gij)]-

1<i,j<d
Moreover, Zléi,K 4 Ci,jGij is a Normal random variable and its variance is given by
E[( Z ci,jGi,j)Q] = Z ¢i,jk 1ClCi j k1 = 4Tr[cQC’].
1<i,j<d 1<, j,k,1<d
It follows from the moment generating function of the Normal distribution that
E[exp(— Tr[eG])] = exp(2 Tr[c*C)).

To prove the second point it is sufficient to notice that Tr[c(CG + GTCT)] = Tr[2¢CG]
and

E[( Z (CC)@jG@j)ﬂ = Z (Cé)i,j(Cé)k,léik(Sjl: Z (cé)?’j:Tr[c(jC'Tc}.

1<i,j<d 1<, g,k l<d 1<i,j<d

For the third point, weset Z = £} (VXG+G v/ X) and have XZ+ZX = VXG+GTVX.
We also introduce ¢ = ,C)_(l(c) and have ¢X + X¢ = c. Thus, we obtain

Tr[cZ] = Tr[(éX + X&) Z) = Tr[e(VX G + G VX))

and therefore Elexp(— Tr[cZ])] = exp(2 Tr[¢*X]) = exp(Tr[¢(¢X + X&)]) = exp(Tr[éc]).
O

C Some asymptotic behaviour of Wishart processes

Lemma C.1. Let X ~ WISy(z,c,b,1;) withb € Sy, v € S and o > d — 1. Then Xp
converges in law when T — +oo if and only if —b € Sj’*. In this case, X1 converges in law
to WIS4(0,0,0,v/—b"1;1/2).

Let X ~ WISy(x,a,b 1) withb € Mg, 2 € Sf anda >d—1. If -(b+b") € ST,
Goo i= fooo esbest ds is well defined and Xp converges in law to WI1S4(0, a,0,1/2¢x0;1/2).

Proof. Let us first consider the case —b € S;r’*. From Proposition 4 in [2], we have for
veEST
d

exp (Tr [—v (Id +2 (foT €2bsd8) v) -1 eTbxeTb] >

I

Elexp(— Tr[vX7])] = " [Id = (foT e2b5ds> )

1
T o —1,,10/2°
—+oo det [Ig — b~ v

which is the Laplace transform of W154(0, «,0,v/—b~1;1/2). Now, let us consider —b ¢ S;’*.
Then, there exists an eigenvector v € R%\ {0} such that bv = Av with A > 0. Then, we have
LELT Xv] = av v+ 2)\E[v " Xyv], and therefore E[v " X7 oo oo

—+00
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In the case b € M, with —(b +b') € S;7*, we know that the norm of € decays
exponentially to 0 as s — +00, see e.g. Problem 11.3.6 in Golub and Van Loan [18|. Using

again Proposition 4 in [2], we get that Elexp(— Tr[vX7])] o m. O
—+oo det|lgT4qoo

—1

Lemma C.2. e Assume a > d+ 1 and b = 0. Then, %T(T) . — m a.s. Besides,
—+00

log(TT) converges almost surely to d, and we have

Vi > 0,supE |exp LNT < 0. (73)
T>2 log(T)
2
e Assume a =d+1 and b=0. Then, as T — +o0, (@) Q}l converges in law to
7 = inf{t > 0, B, = 1}, where B is a Brownian motion. Besides, log(TT) = lgg]\([% converges
in probability to d, and we have
"

Vu > 0,supE |ex N < 00. 74
> 0.3 [ow (s )| ™

We mention that the results on the convergence for Q7 are given in Donati-Martin et
al. [13]. However, their proofs is in a working paper by the same authors that we have not
been able to find. For this reason, we present here an autonomous proof.

Proof. We first consider the case @ > d + 1. We have dX; = alydt + / X;dWy + thT\/Xt

and thus
de X 1) = [ody — e ' Xp_q]dt + /et X1 dWi + dW, (/e t X iy,

with dW, = e~/ 2d(W,i_,). We observe that W is a matrix Brownian motion, which gives
Y ~ WISy(x,a,—14/2,14), where Y; = e 'X,+_; for t > 0. Using equation (25) to the
process Y, we get

%log <?12‘:[[11%]]> =(a—1- d)% /Ot Tr[Y, Yds — d + % /Ot Tr[\/i?dﬁ/s]. (75)

Since Y is ergodic and <fg Tr[VYs HdW,]) = fot Tr[Y, !]ds, we get that the left hand side con-
verges in probability to zero and the right hand side converges a.s. to (a—1—d)E[Tr[Y.5!]]—d,

where Yoo ~ WIS4(0,a,0,v/2I4;1/2) is the stationary law of Y. Therefore, %log (gg:{%)

etle™? e
converges a.s. to zero. Since %log (S:R%D = %log (MTE]J‘J) = %log (%&‘1]) —d,

we get that log(TT) = logl(T) log (‘%gjﬁ?) converges a.s. to d when T" — +-o0.

Now, we use (25) taken at time 7' = e! — 1 and Dubins-Schwarz theorem: there is a
Brownian motion S such that for all ¢t > 0,

a—(1+d) 26030, 1 <det[Xet_1]>

_—
Ou_1t ¢ ¢t 8\ det[x]

—1

o—(+d) _, 4 a.s., and therefore %

1
— 5Ty, a.S.
Qet_qt t——4o00 (T) T—~+o00 a—(d+1)

This gives that
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It remains to prove (73). From (25), we have Np = % - %HQ;l < ZQ—T and thus

M
E [exp ( = NT>] <E [(dgz[t)ﬁ]) 2Vl°g(T)] < 00, since the moments of X are bounded.

log(T)
Again we set t = log(T + 1), and for A € [0, 1], we have from (75)

Np = /OT Tr[\/);dWs] = /Ot Tr[\/}?dl/f/s]
_ A/Ot Ty /Yo i) + (1 A) (;log (i‘jﬁ) + gt _ “‘Tl_d /OtTr[Ys_l]ds> |

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

exp (1(%(#;4_1)]\%”
< M g [(iet[[yt]]yl“%]
N et[x
x B2 [exp <2MA/ \/7dW / Tr[Y, )]

We now take A = A; = QL( 1+ \/1+4et) with ¢ = W in order to obtain
d

E

: (2%t> = p(l —Ap“ \1/ We note that for ¢ large enough, A; € [0,1]. Besides, we

have Ay = 1—¢ +o(1/t), so that v/t(1 — A;) converges to _{L_d. From Theorem 4.1
t—+o0 a

in [29], the second expectation is then equal to 1, while the first one is bounded since Y is
ergodic. This yields to (73).
We now consider the case « = d + 1. We set again t = log(1 + T') and have T = e’ — 1.

Thus,
det[X7] det[e'Y] det[Y;]
=8 ( det[z] > ©8 < det[z] 8 det[z] *
Again, Y; converges in law towards W1S4(0, a,0,v/214;1/2). Therefore, the ergodic theorem

gives that * 7 log (Cilett[[yﬁv converges in probability to 0, which yields to the convergence in

2
probability of ; ( ) to d. We now turn to the convergence of (@) Q;l. We know from
Theorem 4.1 in Mayerhofer [29] that for 7> 0 and A > 0,

2 (2)) N\
£ [eXp <dlog(1 TN T P log(l 4 TR OT )] =1

From (25), we have Ny = Z7/2 and we write
(21)° 1
1=E —
[exp <)\ 2d%log(1 + T)? Or

o) (o ) )]

(2))?
(del) ¥

We now observe that exp ( WQT ) < 1 and that

o) ()] -
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A
det[Yz] ) dt
det[ [xt]] )

Since Y has bounded moments and is stationary, sup;>; E [( ] < 0o. This gives the

uniform integrability (74) and that

o ) (o) )] o

- %Q;l)} = 1, which gives the desired conver-

gence in law. O

Therefore, lim7_, 1o E [exp ()\
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