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Abstract

We consider the problem of the construction of the Goodness-of-Fit
test in the case of continuous time observations of a diffusion process
with small noise. The null hypothesis is parametric and we use a
minimum distance estimator of the unknown parameter. We propose
an asymptotically distribution free test for this model.
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1 Introduction

We consider the problem of the construction of the asymptotically distribu-
tion free (ADF) test in the case of continuous time observations of a diffusion
process. We suppose that under the null hypothesis the trend coefficient de-
pends on some unknown one-dimensional parameter. Therefore the basic
(null) hypothesis is parametric.

The goodness-of-fit (GoF') test plays an important role in mathematical
statistics because its application allows to check if the observations corre-
spond well to the proposed mathematical model. Remind that in the case
of i.i.d. observations the problem of the construction of GoF tests attracts
attention of the statisticians since 1928 due to the works by Cramér (1928),
von Mises (1931) and Smirnov (1937) (see, e.g., [2] and [3]).

Let us recall the well-known basic results for the i.i.d. model. Suppose
that the null hypothesis is simple. Denoting the continuous distribution
function under the null hypothesis by Fp (z), we have to check if the i.i.d.
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observations X" = (Xy,...,X,) have this continuous distribution function.
Many GoF tests are based on the following property: the normalized empir-
ical distribution function

v (Fn (z) — Fp (w)> . B = % i Tix;<a)

converges in distribution, under the null hypothesis, to the Brownian bridge
B (Fy (x)). In particular, for the Cramér-von Mises statistic we have (with
the change of variable s = Fy(z))

A, = n/oo (Fu(0) - Fy (:p))zdFo ()

—0o0

— /_ZB(FO (2))*dF, (z) = /OlB<S)2dS =A.

Therefore the limit A does not depend on Fj (-) (distribution free) and the
Cramér-von Mises test

U = Ta,>ca}s P{A>c,}=a

has the asymptotic (n — 00) size a € (0, 1) (see, e.g., [14]).
In the case of parametric null hypothesis

Hy : F(a)=F®Wz), JYeOCR,

where ¥ is some unknown one-dimensional parameter, the similar limit
Un(2) = Vi (Fu (2) = R0, 7)) = B (Fy (9, 2)) = CFy (0,2) = U (x)

is no more distribution free and the choice of the threshold ¢, is much more
complicated. Here 9, is the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE), Ej (9, -)
is the derivative of Fy (¢,-) w.r.t. ¢ and ¢ is a Gaussian variable. We have
for U (x), by the change of variables t = Fy(0,2) and s = Fy (0,y), the
representation (see, e.g., Darling [2])

u(t):B(t)—/O h(ﬂ,s)dB(s)/o h(9,5) ds, (1)

where



Here [ (¥, z) = In f (9, x), L (¥, x) is the derivative of [ (¢, x) w.r.t. 9, f (9, x)
is the density function, I () is the Fisher information and y = F,;'(s) is the
inverse function to Fy (9, y), i.e., Fo(¥,y) = s. Note that the function A (-, -)
appears here twice because we used the MLE.

For the minimum distance estimator (MDE) using the same arguments
as in the case of the MLE we obtain the limit

u(t):B(t)—/O g (1, s) dB(s)/O h(9,s) ds, /0 g(9,s)ds=1 (2)

with two different functions. In both cases, the corresponding tests are no
more asymptotically distribution free and the choice of the threshold from

the equation
1
P{/ u(s)’ds > ca} =«
0

can be a difficult problem.

There are several possibilities to solve this problem in the case of the
limit (). One of them is to find a linear transformation L [-] of the random
function w (-), such that L [u] (t) = W (t), where W (¢),0 < t < 1 is some
Wiener process. Then the statistic

A, = /_OO LU, (2)2 dFy (D, 7) —> /_oo W (Fy (9, 2))° dFp (9, 7)

1
= / W(t)dt=A
0
and we obtain once more the distribution free limit A. Therefore the test
U = LIV ORT P{A>da} =

is ADF. Such transformation was proposed by Khmaladze [6]. We have
to emphasize that in [6] and in many other works (see, e.g., the paper
Maglapheridze et al. [16]) the estimator used was always the MLE and
this is important for the construction of this linear transformation. Many
authors wrote that similar transformation can be obtained in the case of
other estimators with limit (2), but as we know this work (construction of
the linear transformation with other estimators) was not done.

The problem of GoF testing for the model of continuous time observations
of diffusion process, with a simple null hypothesis © = {1y}, was studied in
[1] and [I0]. Suppose that the observed diffusion process under hypothesis is

dXt = S(](Xt) dt +éeo (Xt) th7 XO = Ty, 0 S t S T, (3)
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with deterministic initial value zy, known diffusion coefficient 2o ()2 > 0,
some known smooth function Sy(-) and W3, 0 < ¢t < 1 is a Wiener process.
Note that if the functions Sy (z) and o (z) are Lipschitz w.r.t. x, then we
have with probability 1

sup |X; — x| < Ce sup |[Wy|,
0<t<T 0<t<T

where C' is some constant. Therefore the process X; converges to x; = x;(vy)
(solution of the equation [B)) as ¢ = 0) uniformly w.r.t. ¢ € [0,7] with
probability 1. We have as well

sup E|X, — 2> < Ce2.
0<t<T

For the proof see [9], Lemma 1.13.

The GoF test was constructed on the basis of the normalized difference
e~ 1 (X; — ;) and the limit of this statistic is a Gaussian process. This process
can be transformed into a Wiener process w(s),0 < s < 1 as follows.

Introduce the statistic

o= [ (Geya] [ (G o

The following convergence

1
55:>5E/ w(s)? ds
0

was proved and therefore the test ¢. = s -y with P (0 > c.) = ¢ is ADF.

The case of parametric basic hypothesis and ADF tests for “small noise”
diffusion processes was studied, for example, in [5], [I1]—[I3] and the esti-
mator used, for the construction of the linear transformation and tests, was
always the MLE (see Kutoyants [§]). There are several ADF GoF tests for
the ergodic diffusion processes proposed, for example, in the works [17]—[18]
and [7].

Note that in some problems it is not possible to have an explicit expres-
sion for the MLE and therefore sometimes it is better to use other estima-
tors, which can be easily calculated. For example, this can be the minimum
distance estimator, a method of moments estimator or a trajectory fitting es-
timator and so on. In all such cases, the limit expression for the underlying
statistics will be like (2) but with two different functions A (-,-) and g (,-)
(see below).



In this work, we observe continuous time process X¢, which is the solution
of the stochastic differential equation

dXt:S<Xt) dt+€th, XOZ.T(), OStST,

where W;, 0 <t < T is a Wiener process and S(z) is some unknown smooth
function. Based on a minimum distance estimator, we construct an ADF
test in the case of parametric null hypothesis

Ho: S(z)=85(0,x), Y €O =(a,b).

The main results are presented in Theorem [I] and Theorem 2l In partic-
ular, the ADF test is given in Theorem 2] below. We realize the following
program. First, we show that the basic statistic

Xy —xy (192)

= — &7 <t<T
w0 Tswxy SIS

(9% is the MDE) converges to the random process u (t),0 <t < T (see (14
below). Then we transform u (t) in U (%),0 < ¢t < T (see (IH) below). We
obtain for U (-) the following representation

U(u):W(y)—/O g(ﬂ,r)dW(r)/oyh(ﬂ,r)dr, /Og(ﬂ,'r)zdrzl. (@)

The last step is to apply the special linear transformation L [U] (v) = w,,0 <
v <1, where w,,0 < v < 1is a Wiener process (see Theorem [I]). This allows
us to construct an ADF test (see Theorem ). The main contribution of this
work is the form of this linear transformation.

Then we realize similar transformations with the “empirical” process
ue (+), apply the linear transformation L [-] and obtain the convergence

1 /T 1
A, = —/ LU (t)?dt = / w? dv.
T Jo 0

Here the process U.(-) will be defined in Section 5 by (@4]). Therefore the test
Ve = A, >c,y Will be ADF, because the limit distribution of A. does not
depend on S (-) and ¥ and the test is of asymptotic (¢ — 0) size a € (0, 1).

Note that if in our problem we use the MLE of the unknown parameter,
then the limit representation is

U(y):W(y)—/O h(ﬁ,s)dW(s)/Oyh(ﬁ,s)ds, /Oh(v,s)2d5:1
(5)



and our transformation coincides with the one proposed in [6]. We discuss
this case in Section 6.

We have to note that this linear transformation is rather cumbersome and
the realization of the test can be a computationally difficult problem too. We
suppose that the presented result is of theoretical interest and allows to “close
the gap” in this field.

At the same time, we understand that this result is in some sense “nega-
tive” and says that if we have no MLE it is better to seek another GoF test,
which is ADF. Note as well that in i.i.d. case, even if the estimated parameter
is one-dimensional, the reduction of the equation with Brownian bridge ()
to the equation (), using the relation (B (t) = W(t) —t W(1)), leads to the
corresponding Fredholm equation (see (27]) below) with two-dimensional g (+)
and h (-). The expression for the solution of this equation and the form of
the linear transformation becomes much more complicated. This is probably
the reason why this problem was not considered till now. Our results thus

should be understood as a constructive existence result for ADF tests based
on the MDE.

2 Minimum distance estimator

Suppose that the continuous time observed process X¢ = (X;,0 <t <T) is
the solution of the stochastic differential equation

dXt = S(Xt) dt + e th, XO = Xy, 0 S t S T, (6)

where W;, 0 <t < T is a Wiener process, the initial value xy is deterministic
and the trend coefficient S(z) is some unknown smooth function.
We consider the composite basic hypothesis

Ho: S(x) =S, z), ¥ €O =(a,b),

where ¥ is the one-dimensional (unknown) parameter, against alternative
H;y : not Ho, i.e., the trend coefficient S (x) in the observed diffusion process
(@) does not belong to the parametric family {S (9, x),9 € ©}. Therefore
the process, under hypothesis Hg, has the stochastic differential

dXt = S(ﬁ,Xt) dt + € th, XO = Xy, 0 S t S T. (7)

We are interested in the properties of the test in the asymptotics of small
noise, i.e., as € — 0. Below and in the sequel the dot means derivation w.r.t.

V.



Let us introduce the regularity conditions.
R. The function S(9,x) is strictly positive and has two continuous bounded
deriwatives with respect to ¢ and x.

In the presentation below we suppose that these conditions and the basic
hypothesis H, are always fulfilled.

It is known that the solution X; converges uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7] to the
solution x; = z;(¥) of the ordinary differential equation

%:S(ﬁ,xt), T9, 0<t<T,
dt
where zg is the same as in (@) (see [4] or [9], Lemma 1.13 for the proof).
Recall the properties of maximum likelihood and minimum distance es-
timators of the parameter . The likelihood ratio function in the case of
observations ([7) is

P, r X r X,
(0.3 = 4t e { [ 28 a [TI0T e

where Py and P, are the measures induced respectively by the processes ()

and
dXt:&"th, X():.To, OStST,

(see [13] for more details).
The MLE 9. is solution of the equation

sup £ (9, X°) = 0(J., X?).
S(C]

This estimator is consistent and asymptotically normal (as e — 0)
A~ T .
e W —9) = N(0,1(¥)"), 1) :/ S (9, z,)° dt.
0

Here and in the sequel z; = x; (J). For the proof see, Kutoyants [9].
Introduce the minimum distance estimator

U2 = argmin || X — z(9)]],
JeO

where || - || is L?*[0,T] norm defined by

1X — ()] = / (X, — z,(9))" dt.



The properties of the MDE for this model were studied in [9]. The MDE
satisfies the minimum distance equation (MDEQ)

/OT (X, — 2,(0%)) 24(97) dt = 0.

Let us put uf = ¢! (9% — o). Therefore the MDEq is as follows:

/T (X; — 2 (9 + eul)) @, (9%) dt = 0.

Then, by the Taylor formula, we can write

/OT (Xt — (V) — e ul :i:t(ﬁ)) i, (97) dt = 0,

where |0 — 9| < |9 — 9| and for u* we obtain the following representation

ul = J(fz?)lfo e ( Xy — 2(9)) 2 () dt + o(1), (8)

where

J(9) = /0 i (9)2dt. (9)

Let us consider the random process xl(gl) defined as the derivative of X; w.r.t.

e at e = 0, i.e., we have e} (X; — 2y () — 2. Here the random process

SL’EI) satisfies the linear equation

dazgl) = S'(9, x) a:,gl)dt +dW,, a:(()l) =0, 0<t<T,

where S'(0,x) = st’ x) The process SL’EI) has the representation
x
M P
=S dW, 10
xt ( ’xt)A S<197 .’,US> ( )

(see, e.g., Section 3.3 in [9]). Due to the above representation of 2 the
equation () becomes

T J(ﬁ)—l/oTxﬁ%t(v) dt + o(1)
_ J(ﬁ)‘l/o S(ﬁ,xt)/o mdm #(9) dt + o(1).
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Here o(1) means the convergence in probability, i.e., for any v > 0, we have
lim Py (|ul — p(9)| > v) =0, (11)
e—0

where

[ S(9 g AW i, (0) d
9) = J()" — dW; d t.
o) = I0)7 [ 8020 [ s aWe o)
Therefore 97 admits the following representation, by Fubini’s Theorem,

e (19;‘—19):J(19)‘1/0 5(191%)/ S, z,) @5(0) ds AW, + o(1). (12)

Moreover, under conditions of regularity, the estimator 9} is consistent
and asymptotically normal (see Chapter 7 in [9])

Lo{e™ (02 =)} = L{g} = N(0,0° (9)),

where

2

o2 () = J(9)~ /OT m (/T S(9, 25) da(0) ds) dv.

3 Basic statistic

Our goal is to find the GoF test, which is ADF, i.e., we seek the test statistic
whose limit distribution, under hypothesis, does not depend on the underly-
ing model given by the function S(¢J, x) and parameter 9.

Introduce the statistic

5t — / TIX = w)]"
o Le S0 Xy)
To study it we need the behavior of the difference X; — x(¢9%), which can be
described as follows:
e (X — 2 (97)) = e (X — 2(0) — e H(0F — ) (V) + o(1)
T
= () - J) / 2 i, (9) ds i(0) + o(1)
0

toaw,
0 S<197 Iv)

0 [ 5 | S au(0) ds AW, ) + ot

= S(9, zy)

9



where the process z\" was defined by (I0) and the derivative i,(¢) w.r.t. ¥

satisfies the equation
diy(9)
dt

= (0, x) @ (V) + S(9,20), (V) = 0.
Its solution is the function (it can be found in [11])

i(0) = S(9,22) /0 % dv

Here o(1) is the uniform convergence in probability w.r.t. ¢ € [0,T], i.e., for
any v > 0, we have

lim Py ( sup e (Xy =z (02)) — (V)| > y) =0, (13)
e—0 te[0,T]

where
boaw,
() = S(0.20) [ g

— J(@0) /0 m / S, z,) @4(0) ds AW, i, (0).

For the details see [9], Chapter 7.
Hence we have the uniform convergence w.r.t. ¢ € [0, 7] (in probability)

X, — 2,(0) Coaw,
uelt) = o x )_”‘“) / S0, 20)

S(9, x,)
— -1 v
J (V) /0 ﬂxv / S0, xs) s deW/S"z?:cv

and it can be shown (see in [I1] the details in the similar problem where the

MLE was used) that
T
o = / u(t)? dt
0

Therefore the test based on this statistic is not ADF. Hence to obtain an
ADF GoF test we introduce the Gaussian process

U <%) _ % /Ot S(,x.) du(s), 0<t<T, (15)

10




where u () was given by (I4]). Then, by It6 formula,
d (S, zs)u(s)) = dS(9, zs) u(s) + du(s) S(¢, x)
and using the equality
dS(9,xs) = S'(0, zs) S(9, xs) ds,

we have

S0, xy) u(t) = / S'(9,x5) S(9, x4) u(s) ds +/0 S(0, xs) du(s).

0

Here and in the sequel we denoted by prime the derivative w.r.t. z.

(16)

Therefore the process U(-) defined by (I3]) admits the following represen-

tation (0 <t <T)

t 1

U (?) = = S(0.) u(t) - % /0 "0, 2.) S(0,2,) u(s) ds.

Further we define two functions
h(9,r) = TJ(9) " 8, 2,0 (V) C (9)*

and

9(0,7) = S0, 2o (0)) / S(9, 2.0(9)) d.r(0) dz C (9) V2.

1
Here J(0) = / &y (9)*dv and
0

2

cw- [ S0, (9))? (/ S0 20(9)) dr(0) x)

Observe that

1

/ g(9,7r)%dr = 1.
0
Lemma 1 We have the equality
1 v
U(v)=W(v) —/ g(9,7) dW (r) / hd,r) dr, 0<v<I1,
0 0

where W (v),0 < v <1 is a Wiener process.

11
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Proof. We have by It6 formula, for 0 <t < T,

U <%) _ % S (9, 22) u(t)

1 1,
+ IT S0, z¢) du(t) — Wis S0, x¢) S(V, ) u(t) dt.

Then by (I6]) and using the representation (I4]) of the process u(-), we obtain

U <%) _ % /0 (9, 2.) du(s)
_ \V/V% _ ‘](\%1 /OT S(ﬁl’%) /UT S0, z,) #4(8) ds dIW, /Ot $(9, z,) dv.

t
Hence, by the change of variables v = T and W(v) =T YV2W,p,0<v <1,

we have

_ J(\”F)T_l /OT S(;’xv) /UTS(ﬂ,xs) #4(9) ds AWV, /OVTS(ﬁ,xv) dv.

Let us change the variables r = %, z = %, W(r)=T?W,p,0 <r < 1.
Then we can write
Ulv) =W(v)
5 . 1 1 T v
—Jﬁ_/i/ S, xy) T4(0 dder/Sﬁ,xr dr
7 [ g L S ) as W) [ 8(0.a)
=W(v)
T 1 1 1 v
— = SV, x7) T (0 ddeT/Sﬁ,xr dr
551 sy | S dert) e awe) [ S0

1 v
=W(v) —/ g(9,r) dW (r) / h(,r) dr.
0 0
Therefore we obtain the representation (20)) and this proves the Lemma [II
It can be shown using the convergence of the empirical version U, (-) to

U (-) (see proof of Theorem [ below) and due to the continuous mapping
Theorem, that we have the convergence

~ I A 2 1
Ae=mp (/ S92, Xs) dua(s)) dt = / Uv)*dv.
= Jo 0 0
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We remark that the test based on this statistic is not ADF. Hence we have
to find the transformation L[U](-) into the Wiener process such that

1 1
/ LIU)(v)?dv = / Wy,  0<v<l,
0 0

where w,,0 < v <1 is a Wiener process. This property allows us to present
the “empirical version” of the test statistic with the same limit. Therefore
the test based on this statistic is ADF.

4 Linear transformation

Now the problem is to find such transformation L[] of U(+) (see (20)) using
the MDE that L[U](v) = w,. Recall that for the limit process (II) such linear
transformation and the corresponding ADF test were proposed by Khmaladze
[6]. Another (direct) proof of this result was recently obtained by Kleptsyna
and Kutoyants [7]. Note that in these works the estimator used was always
the MLE and in our work it is the MDE. The limit processes in these two
cases are quite different. That is why we have to present here a special
modification of the proof given in [7]. Our proof follows the main steps of
the work [7]. Specifically, we have to solve Fredholm equation of the second
kind with degenerated kernel. The solution of it gives us the desired linear
transformation.
Denote

I =/ 9(9,¢)*dgq, Izz/ h(?,q) g(¥, q) dg, 132/ h(¥,q) dgq,
0 0 0

i i (21)
I = / h(9, q)*dq, I = / 4(9,q) da.
0 0

Below we omit ¢ and r for simplicity and put g = g(¥,r) and h = h(¥,r).
Introduce the functions

01(r) = g — h — 3Lg + Ishg + I3g* + 2k — 21,13g° + [LIEh + IIsg* — I3 g
— LIug + 3129 + I, Ish? — 21,15hg — 21, Ioh + I21shg + I 1sh? — Iih
+ 20 Ihh — L1 14g + I 1o 14g + I I dshg — I21h + I h + 21513hg
— LI I5g* — Ish? 4 21 Ishg — 211 I, Ishg — 21, Ish? — I2h + Ish?
—2Ishg — IIshg — L I, Ish? + I215g% + I, I;h* + Lug, (22)

()02(7“) = 1 + I5h — 3]2]5h + ]1]3h + Igg — 3]2]39 + I4I5g — Igh — ]1]42159

13



+ 313139 — 211,159 + 21y Ish — I3 Ish + I I3 Ish — 3139 + 31315
+ Ldsh — L Idsh + 21 IsIh + Islyg — Iodslyg 4 I? + 2120, + I
+ LI Ish — I2IsIh — I Islyg + I 1o 131hg — I21sh — 21,121,

— 2013 + P12 4 20, — 2111y — A0, + AL 1,1, — 41, + I115g

+ LB1yIsg — 25 I I3h — I31,h + 615 — AL — I 1, I5h (23)

and

Uo(r) = h + Ishg — 2I,1,9 + Ish* — 31,h — 21513hg — I I, Ish? + Iug + 315h
+ L1yg + I31Ish* — I h — I31ihg + I7g + Iih — L,Ih — 21,15h?
— LiIih + L1 LIh + [ 3R + 131467 + L Ish? — Ish? + I I514hg
— LIs1,g* — 21,1, 05hg + 21, I5hg + I21shg — L 12g + I215%.  (24)

The following Theorem is the main result of this work.

Theorem 1 Suppose that h(q) and g(q) are continuous functions such that

1

/ g(q)?dg = 1 and @o(r) is a strictly positive function on [0,1). Then the
0

equality

LIU)(v) = U(v) + /0 ) /0 "alr) h<q;2+<;)/’2<’“> 99 gr(g) dr = w,  (25)

holds. Here w,, 0 < v <1 1s a Wiener process.

Proof. The proof will be done in several steps.
Step 1: Introduce a Gaussian process

t
Mt:/ o(t.s) dU(s), 0<t<l,
0

where the function ¢(t, s) is chosen as solution of Fredholm equation described
in the next step. Observe that

t 1 t
M= [atta) aW ) = [ gtw) W) [ att.w hw) du.
0 0 0
Step 2: For the correlation function of M;
R(t7 5) =E [MtMS] ) > S,

we have
E[MM,] =E { /0 tq(t,u) AW (u) — /0 1g(u) AW (u) /0 tq(t,u) h(u) du]

14



{ /0 ) q(s,v) dW (v) — /0 1 g(v) dW (v) /O 8 q(s,v) h(v) dv]
:/Osq(t,u) o(5, 1) du—/otq(t,u) o(u) du/osq(s,v) h(v) dv
_ /0 C (5.0 g(v) dv /0 " y(t ) h(w) du
+ g()dv / gt ) hla) du | oty hiw o
Lo

= [Catsa ot~ [ ateo) o) aw i
_ /0 " 4(.0) h(v) dv g(u) + /0 4(t.0) () do h(u)]du
- [Catsaaten— [ ate.o) o) bt
+ h(v) g(w) — h(v) h(w)] dv] du.

Denote the kernel
K(u,v) = g(v) h(u) + h(v) g(u) — h(v) h(u).

Then
B (M, M,] — /O (s, ) [q(t,u)— /0 Cy(t0) K(u,v) dv]du. (26)

Therefore if we take ¢(¢, s) such that it solves the Fredholm equation of the
second kind (¢ is fixed)

t
q(t,s) — / q(t,v) K(s,v)dv =1, s € [0,1], (27)
0
then (26) becomes
E [M,M,] =E [M?] = / q(s,u) du. (28)
0
Step 3: The solution ¢(t, s) can be found as follows. We have
t
q(t,s) =1 —i—/ q(t,v) K(s,v) dv.
0

15



Denote
and

Then ¢(t, s) has the representation
q(t,s) = 1+ B(t) h(s) + A(t) (g(s) = h(s)), (29)

where the function A(t) itself is solution of the following equation (after
multiplying (29) by h(s) and integrating)

/ h(s) ds = A(t) — B(t) / h(s)?ds
0 . 0 . (30)
— A(t)/o h(s) g(s) ds + A(t)/o h(s)*ds.

The function B(t) is solution of the following equation (after multiplying (29)
by ¢g(s) and integrating)

[ oty ds =56 = 50) [ 1) g(s) as

. . (31)
AW /0 g(s)%ds + A(t) /0 h(s) gls) ds.
Using the notation (21I), we can write (B30)—(31) as follows:
A(t) = B(t) Iy — A(t) I + A(t) I, = I3 (32)
and
B(t) — B(t) I — A(t) I + A(t) I, = Is. (33)

Further, we have to find the expressions of A(t) and B(t). Therefore we

obtain from (33))
_ Is+ A(t) (I — L)

(1—1)
Then we insert (34]) in (32)) and obtain

B(1)

(34)

I3 (1 —1y) + Iy I

Alt) = (1— L) + 1, I
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and
B(t) = Is (14 14 —[22—1—[3([1 —[2)’
(1—=15)" + 1 Ig

where )
Ig :/ g(s)* ds.
t
Therefore the solution ¢(¢, s) of (27)) is

LA+, —L)+ (I — L)
(1—L)+1I, I
I;(1— L)+ I, I
A (g(s) — Nh(s)).

h(s)

q(t,s) =1+

The final expression of ¢(¢, s) is

/Otg(S)ds (1 + /Oth(S)st - /Oth(s)g(s) ds) h(s)
. /o h(S)tds (/0 g(s)QdQS—/Ot h(s)g(s) dls) h(s)
<1_/0 ile)g(s) d5> T /0 h(s)"ds /t g(s)*ds

q(t,s) =1+

Step 4: To show that M, is martingale we need the following Lemma.

Lemma 2 We have the following equality
t t
/ q(t,s) ds = / q(s, s)?ds, 0<t<1. (35)
0 0
Proof. Show that

d [! d [? 9 9
— t,s)ds = — ds = q(t,t)“.

17



Denote

o) =1 / h(s) g(s)
D(t +

[ atsras (s

(t)

_ ds,
Ot /0 t h(s)?ds — /0 t h(s) g(s) ds)

+ /Ot h(s) ds (/Otg(s)st - /Ot h(s) g(s) ds) ,

K(t) = C(#)? + /0 Ch(s)%ds /t Co(s)ds

and
N(#) = C(t) /0 "h(s) ds + /0 h(s)2ds /0 " 4(s) ds.

Then ¢(t, s) has the following expression

0(t.5) = 1+ 2 1)+ o) als) = h(s)

(N'(t)K(t) — N(t)K'(t))

+ ren [ o) =) as

Then we obtain the equalities

Ct) = 1— 1,
D(t) = L+ —D5L)+ 15 — 1),
K(t) = (1-L)’+L(1-1),

N(t) = L(1—DL)+1I4Is

The derivatives of these functions w.r.t. ¢ have such expressions

—h(t) g(t),
9(t) + L g(t) — I g(t) + I5 h(t)* — I5 h(t) g(t)
+ I h(t) — I h(t) + I3 g(t)* — Is h(t) g(t),

18



K'(t) = —2h(t) g(t) + 2> h(t)g(t) + h(t)* — I h(t)* — 11 g(t)*,
N'(t) = —I3h(t) g(t)+ 1, g(t) + Is h(t)* + h(t) — I, h(2t).

Thus, (B6]) has the following representation

o th(t, s)ds=1+ () +%(it))2+ q)?’(t), (37)
where

@, (t) = (D(t) h(t) + N(t) (g(t) — h(t))) K (1),

Dy(t) = (D'(t) K(t) — D(t) K'(t)) I3
and

®3(t) = (N'(t) K(t) — N(t) K'(t)) (Is — I) -

Then returning to initial notation we obtain the expressions

®y(t) = 3121sh — 31oI5h + I Ish — 31,159 + 1 12Ish — I31sh + Isg — I3 1sg
+ Isg — I Islyg — Ish — I IsIih + 21, 0sh + Ish — I 12159 — Ihds1,g
— 20 I I3h + 31215g — 21, 1,159 + Iudsh — L1 Ish + I I 1s14g + I315g
+ I21405g — I21sh + 21, IsIyh — IsIyh — I I dsh + Islyg + I I I, I5h,
Oy (t) = LIZH* + 213149 — 315059 + I3Ishg + 313 Isg” + I21,g° + L I3h
— 3113149 + 313139 — LI3Ish? — 21,131shg + I2g* — I I3h?
+ I2131hg — I313g + IZ1sI5h? + I21515hg + L I3 1sh — 21,1, 15h
— I2hg — 21,12¢% + I313g° + 213 Ish — 215131, Ishg — T2 1314h
+ BI3hg + 317 g + 31 lshg — 2L I, Iz hg + IR I3 h° — I L I5R?
— L13lyg — 13159 + L1 b Is1hg + L1 314 I5hg — L1350 + Isg
+ LI;1Lhg + LIE + L1dsg° + LIz ILh — LIzh — LI 1g?
— LIl I5g* + 21 [3hg — I21,hg + L L Is14h — I I31,h — I3 13h

and

®3(t) = I3lshg + LIs1h — I3Ish* — 31,Ish — I317g — I213hg
— 2L, I2h% + 312Ish + 121315hg — I2IsI5h? 4 I212h2 — 1512 15g°
+ I2Isg — 31213h — LIyIsh + L Is1,Ishg — I3hg — L1 Isg
+ LIZLgG* + L IsIsh? + 1 05g° + I IsIsh? + Ish — 215,1315hg
+ 214 12hg — 251412 hg + I212g* + 131,059 — Ish + I 1,14 I5h
+ 3L, I3h + 21, I3 hg + 21,131,g + 21, I31sh* + I2h* — L1, Ish
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— 19 + L I3h + I Lhg + Lidsh — Lo Ish + I + Lilsg

— LIZ1ihg + LAY + L I312g + L IsIhh — I3Ih — I314g

— 21,g° — LIZK? — I3Ish? — I I Is14h — LIs14Isg* — I I3R?
— 2I314I5hg + 21, I314I5hg — 211,159 — I, I, I3Ish? — I31,15hg.

Denote
D(t) = Py (t) + o(t) + P3(1),

then we can write

®(t) = h(t) (215 — 61505 + 211 I3 — 2015 + 61215 — AL I 15 + 41,15 + AL 151,
— 2315 + 21 I3 15 + 20405 — 2050415 — 21314 + 21, I, 1,05 — 217 151,
9L I, — 2[22[3> + g(t) (213 oL Isly + 2L oI5 Iy — GlyTs + 21,15
— 2L 15 + 61515 — AL 105 — 21515 + 213 1,05 + 2131, + 21315
- 2121314) +a()g(t) (21315 C 912 ALy lyly — 201405 + 21, I
+ 2003 4 21,12 + 2013 — 21 [, 13 — 21514172 + 21221315> + h(t)?
(2[11315 — 2L L IsT5 — 20,12 + 1212 — 20515 + 21,1515 — 21,12 + I2
B4 L) + g (1§ = 2815 + 201yl — 2LL L5 + I + 13

Finally, ([87) can be written as follows:

tq(t, s)ds =1+ o(t) :

/. (38)

Now the expression of ¢(t,t)? is

ey = (14 g 10+ 10 60 - n)

h(t
N 2 h(t) K(t )(D(t) — N(t)) +2g(t) K(t) N(t)

Denote



) = 2K(t) N(1),

) = (D)= N©),

) = N()

) = 2N@®)(D() - N(#)).

Therefore the final expression for q(¢,t)? is
h(t) M(t) + g(t) Q(t) + h(t)L(t)
K(t)?

g)*E(t) + h(t) g(t) H(t)
K(1)? ’

gt ) =1+

+

where

M(t) = 2115 — 61315 — 215 + 61315 — AL Iy I3 + 41515 — 21515 + 21,15
+ 201513 — 212150, — 21315 — 2051415 + 215 — 2131, — 21, 1,15
+ 20 Iy Iy I5 + AL 151,
Q(t) = 2131, — 61513 + 61515 — 21315 + 21415 — 411415 + 2131415
+ 213 — 2Ly 150y — 21, Il + 21, I, Is 1y + 21215 — 21,1715,
L(t) =12 + 317 — 2,12 + 15 + I3 — 21015 + 21, I315 — 21315
+ 201315 — 21, 151315,
Et) =I5 — 2L + LI; + 13 + 2131405 — 21,131, 15,
H(t) = 21315 — 4150515 — 211,15 + 21,13 + 21,12 + 2121515
— 201,02 + 21 Iy 15 — 213 — 21, I, 13 + 21417,
The comparison of these expressions with (B8)—(B9) shows that the Lemma
is proved.

Step 5: In the next step, we need the following Lemma to show that the
linear transformation is a Wiener process.

Lemma 3 If the Gaussian process M, satisfies [28) and we have relation

B5), then

1s a Wiener process.

Proof. The proof can be found, e.g., in [7], Lemma 2.
Hence

t
Mt:/q(s,s)dws, 0<t<1
0
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is a Gaussian martingale, where wg,0 < s < 1 is a Wiener process.
Therefore we have the equality

wt:/otq(s, 5! dMS:U(t)Jr/th(s,s)‘l /Osq;(s,v) AU (v) ds,

where w;, 0 <t <1 is a Wiener process (by Lemma 3).
Now we have to calculate the right side of the above expression. The
derivative ¢;(t, s) w.r.t. ¢t can be written as follows:

(Y1) — ¢a(t)) h(s) + a(t) 9(s)
K (t)? ’

q;(t, S) -

where

Pi(t) = D'(t) K(t) — D(t) K'(t)
and

Ualt) = N'(t) K (1) = N(t) K'(0).

Returning to initial notation we obtain the following expression:

U1(t) = g+ 2Lhg — 3Lg + Ishg + Ith — Lh + I I1Ishg + I}g + 3139
— LIsh* — 2I505hg — 21 Ioh + 2120 + 12159 — I 1, Ish* — I3g
+ I2Ishg + LI2h — I3h — 21,14I5hg + 12 1sh? — I I, Ish? — Ishg
— Lilh+ Ll — Ilshg — L1 1yg — LIEg + L1y 1g — 215139°
+ LIk + LIh? 4 Llsg* + I2g + [21shg — I Ish? + I215g°
— LIIsg* + 21 Ishg — 21, I, Ishg + I21,9 — I?14h + I I3h?
— LIs3lyg® — 31,0, + L3Ish? + I h + 1 IsI,hg + II5hg + Isg°.

The function 15(t) is defined by (24]). Hence we obtain

Gt s) _ () = ¥a(t) h(s) +va(t) g(s)

q(t,t) K(t)2 + ®4(t)

Then if we put
p1(t) = Y1 (t) — ¥a2(t)
and
pa(t) = K (1) + @1(1),
then this implies that
4i(t,s) _ @1(t) h(s) +¥a(t) g(s)
q(t,t) ©a(t) ’
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with () and @y(t) were defined by (22)—(23). Finally, we obtain the

expression

wy = /0 q(s,8) 1AM, = U(t) +/0 /03 #1(5) h(ULQJgSsz(S) 9(v) dU(v) ds.

This is the linear transformation w, = L[U](t) of the process U(-) into the
Wiener process w; and this proves the Theorem [II

Remark. Let us present a sufficient condition for ¢s(t) > 0.

Ro. Suppose that h(t) and g(t) are continuous strictly positive functions
such that g(t) > h(t) and

t 1
/ h(s) g(s) ds < 1, / g(s)*ds =1, 0<t<l,
0 0

then ps(t) defined by [23)) is strictly positive function on [0,1).
Now we will verify that if the condition R, is satisfied, then @s(t) is
strictly positive function. Remind that ¢o(t) has the following expression:

) = KOP+0(0, 0<t<l,
Wth B1(1) = (D{t) h(t) + N1) (9(6) — W) K (1),
o) = [ o) as (1+ [ noras— [ n) o6 as)
+ [nsas ([ atsras— [ hs) o as).
N =) [ hs)ds+ [ nras [ o) as
" K0 = + [ nsras [ ooras

cit)=1 —/0 h(s) g(s) ds.

Note that it is sufficient to check that ®;(¢) > 0 to obtain ¢s(t) > 0. Recall
that K (t) is strictly positive function. Then due to the following condition

/Oth(s) g(s) ds < 1, (40)
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we have C(t) > 0. Consequently, we obtain N(¢) > 0 by the conditions
h(t) >0 and  g¢(t) > 0. (41)

1
Finally, we see that D(t) > 0 by the conditions / g(s)*ds = 1, ([@Q) and

0
(HI). We conclude that we have @o(t) > 0 if we suppose that g(t) > h(t).

5 Test

Our objective is to test the composite parametric hypothesis Hy and to do
this we will propose a statistic based on the MDE 9J%. Recall that the starting
statistic

_ Xy — 3 (97)
ue () = e S (9%, Xy)

converges to the random function

o[ st [ [ St [ 05

Then the linear transformation

U(%) _ %/OtS(ﬂ,xs)du(s)

has the following representation, by It6 formula,

(42)

/ 1 1 ,
U <T> = 7T S0, xy) u(t) — 77 S (9, 25) S(V, xs) u(s) ds

which leads to the random function

U(V):W(V)—/O g(ﬂ,'f’)dW(r)/Oyh(ﬂ,'r’)dr.

The last step is to apply the transformation L [U] () from Theorem [[l and to
obtain the Wiener process

LU (v) = w,, 0<v<I.

Now we have to realize the similar transformations with the “empirical”
process u, (-) defined by ({2, i.e., we (formally) calculate

U. (f) o= / ) due (s). (43)



Then we apply the transformation L [-] to the process U (-) and we show that
this statistic converges in distribution to the Wiener process w,,0 < v < 1.
Therefore the test 1. = A 5.} With

1

T 1
Agz—/ L[Ue](t)zdt:>/ w? dv
T 0 0

will be ADF because the limit distribution of A, does not depend on S (-, -)
and .

Let us realize this program. We have the following representation for the
process U.(-)

U, (%) ~ = SWLX) u. )

Lo (44)
— ﬁ/o ST (0%, Xs) S (9%, Xs) ue(s) ds.

Introduce the functions

~

h(9,v) = J)718(0,z,),  J(W) = /0 iy (10)2ds (45)

3=

and
g0, v) =S, 2,) T (9,v), I(¥,v)= / S(0, xs) T5(9) ds (46)

and their “empirical versions”, respectively

1 .
h (19:7'0) = ﬁ Ja(ﬁz)_l S(ﬁzva)v Ge (19:7”) - S(ﬁzva)_lLf(ﬁ:vv)'

Here
T T
J. (V%) = / :ts(ﬁ:)st, L.V v) = / S(0%, Xs) @s(07) ds.
0 v

Note that in the functions A (-, -) and § (-, -) we omit the normalizing constants

in the expressions of the functions h (-,-) and g (-, ) defined by (I8)—(9),

for simplicity of exposition, because the structure of the used statistic is such

that we can do this without changing the limit distribution of the statistic.
Then denote the “empirical versions”

L.=0C (T)/ Je (19:,11)2 dv, I, =0 (T)/ he (V%,v) g (VZ,v) do,
0 0
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I, = Cy (T)/ he (07,0) dv, L. = Cy (T)/ he (0%, v)* dv
0 0

and .
I, . =Cs (T)/ ge (VZ,v) dv
0

of the integrals

h=a@ [0 @, b= [hwniwe) @
0 0

Is = C4 (T)/ h(9,v) dv, I =C, (T)/ h(9,v)* dv
0 0

and .
L=cs(1) [ 9.0 do,
0

1
:ﬁ’

1
T3 This allows us to introduce the “empirical versions” o1 .(+), p2.(-) and

Wac(+) of $1(+), Pa(-) and Uo(-) defined respectively by ([22)—(24), where we
1 A .
replace the functions g by g = T §(0,5) and h by h = T*VT h(9,s),

where C, (T) Cy (T) =VT,C5(T) =TVT,Cy (T) =T*and Cs5 (T) =

01(8) = g — he + Ls.9: — 315.9: + I5 chege + 11 che + 215 he + ]22,513,5952
— 2y I3.97 — I5 D2 + I3 292 — Ipelucge + 315 g — 213 heg.
— 21515 .h.g. — Ig,ags + 122,515,6hege + —71,5]22,5he — IQQ,aha
20 dyche = Delyege + IE Iy ch? + DDy Ds chege + I Is o b2
Do Is o2 4 Dicls gl = Delo I ch? = Iiche — I Iy s g7
+ 21 I3 hege — 211 Do I3 hege — 21 I3.h2 — 210 Iy ch.
+ Lodo oy ege + 215 I3 chege — Iy D5 chege + 15 che — [127514,5}157
Poe(s) =1— 211,51275 — 31y 15 he + 11 I3 he + 13.9. — 312 c13.09:
+ Iuts.9. — Iyche + 3135 I che — 21y o A3 che — 200 I3 1y .
— 20 Iy 15 .9. + 215 I3 .he — 15’75[5,5}% + Il,efg,gfs,ahe — 20 Iy,
— I3 I3cq. + I+ I3 Iy I5 9. + Iy oI5 che + I I5 cg.
— D lyIsche + 21 I3 Iy che + I3 .14 ge + 3]22,5137596
+ 2[227514,5 + 20 — I3cdyche + 6[22,5 +leloely 15 che
- —712,5]3,514,eha — D I3y cg. + Ische + 1y Ao I3 14 e
- [1,512,515,595 — D lyelsche +4L Do Iy — Io 13140 9:
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— Ig,slg,ahg + Igjs — 415’,5 — AL, — 4l Iy, + Iielf,e (47)
and

Vore(8) = he + I3 chege + Liege + Is ch2 — 31 che — L1 oo I3 h2
— 2D Iy g + Lyche — 205 15 12 + 315 he + I3 1y .g.
+ Iy D5 ch? = I3 ohe = Iscluchege + I3 cgc — Lol che
+ 1L I3 1y cheg. — 11,5—72,595 — L dyche + 1 Iy 1y che
— Iy b2+ I I b2 + I3 Dy eg? + Do els b2 — 215 I3 cheg.
— 2Ly Iy Is heg. + 20y Is5 heg. — Lo I3 14 g2 + 122,5[3,ehege
+ 12,515,593-

Here g. = ¢ (U%,s), he = h (9%, 8) and L., Is., s, Iy, I5. are the “em-
pirical versions” of fl, jg, jg, f4, _f5, respectively.

In the construction of the test we introduce one condition else.

R1. We suppose that oo (1), r € [0,1) defined by [23)) is strictly positive
function.

We have the uniform convergence in probability w.r.t. s € [0,7] (¢ — 0)

sup [pa.(s) — ¢2(s)] — 0.
s€[0,T]

This convergence we obtain due to the consistency of the estimator and the
smoothness of the functions g. (+,-) and h. (-, -).
Therefore we can introduce the function

_1 .
oy L ) pae(s) e (s) >0,
Pae (s) = { 0, else,

1

which asymptotically coincides with ¢o(s)~! and therefore the limit distri-

bution does not change.
Hence we consider (formally) the statistic

wio-o (1) .
+7 / / PE ()T p1c(5) (92, 0) + AalT )iz (02, @)U () dis

1
where A\ (T) = T*VT, \(T) = T and U.(-) was defined by (@4]). If we prove

that
W.(t) — L U] (v) = w,,
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then the test based on this statistic will be ADF. The main technical problem
in carrying out this program is to define the stochastic integrals

K09 = [ b0 v (F) (19)
and
L029) = [ 0. 020) aUL (7). (50)

Unfortunately we can not calculate them as they are written now, because
the integrand contains the MDE 97 and this estimator depends on the whole
trajectory X¢ = (X;,0 <t <T). Therefore the corresponding stochastic
integrals K. (¢, s) and L. (9%, s) are not well defined.

To avoid this problem we use an approach which is based on the applica-
tion of the Ito formula, i.e., we replace the corresponding stochastic integrals
by the ordinary ones. Note that this approach was applied in the similar
problem in [12].

Introduce the statistic

K (0, 5) = /Osﬁ(v,q) dU (%) — %/@Sﬁ(ﬁ,q) S(9,z,) du(g), (51)

where the process U (-) and the function A (-, -) were defined by (IF) and (@),
respectively. Indeed the Ito formula gives us the following representation

A(h(9,0)S (0, 2 )ula)) = (B (0, )W, 20) + WV, 0)S' (9, 24) S(0, ,) ) u(g)da
+h(9,9) S (9,2,) du(q).

Here 1/ (9, q) is the derivative of ﬁ(ﬁ,q) w.r.t. ¢, given by the following
expression

i (9,q) = % J(9) 180, 2,(9)) S (9, () (52)

Therefore the statistic K (1, -) defined by (5I]) can be written as follows:
1 -
K (0,s) = —= h(0,s)S (9, zs) u(s)

vT
1

i OS (ﬁ’ (0,9) S (9, 2,) + 1 (0,q) S (9, 2,) S (¥, m) u(q) dg.

28



Hence we obtain for the process ([49) the following representation

K9, 5) = % he (97, 5) S (97, Xs) ua(s)
] (53)

(R (92, @) S (02, Xg) + he (02, 0)S"(VZ, Xg) S(VZ, X)) ue(q) dg

1
VT Jo =~
and the integral is now well defined. Here

/ * 1 *\—1 ¢ * *
h’e (19€7q) = ﬁ J€(,l9€) IS/(,&‘@XC]) S(ﬁ@Xq) :

Similarly, the process (B0) can be written as follows:

1
L€(79:7 3) = =9 (19:7 S) 5(7927Xs) u€(s>

VT (54)

1 / * * * A * *
- = | @S2 X,) & 0.0, ) 02 XS (02 X)) (o)
where
T
GL(0°,q) = —S(9%, X,) 1S (9%, X,) / S(07, X,) d4(07) ds — &,(97)
q

is the “empirical version” of

§(9,9) = S0, 24(9)) 1S (0, 34(9)) / S, 2(9)) 4(9) ds — ig(0).

(55)
Then the formal expression (8] for W, (t) can be replaced by
~ t
o -0, (4)
T
+ T/ @Ie () [M(T) p1e(s) Ko(VZ,5) + Xa(T') toc(s) Le(V%,s)] ds,
0
1
where A\ (T) = T*VT, \(T) = T and the processes U.(-), K. (9%, -) and

L. (¥%,-) admit the representations ([44), (53) and (54), respectively.
The test is given in the following Theorem.

Theorem 2 Suppose that the conditions of reqularity R and Ry are fulfilled,
then the test

,QZ)E = ][{Ag>0a}a P <A > Coz) = Q,
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with

1 [T . 3 1
= —/ W.(t)2dt, A= / w? dv
T Jo 0

is ADF and of asymptotic size o € (0, 1).
Proof. We have to show that, under hypothesis Hy, the convergence
A, = A (57)

holds.
Recall that the process U.(-) has the following representation

m(gzi—ﬂ X)) u (1)

\/_ S’ (9%, Xs) S (¥, Xs) ue(s) ds.

Note that we have already the convergence in probability uniformly w.r.t.
s€10,T] (as e —0)

sup |Xs — z5(9)] — 0, sup |ue (s) —u(s)| — 0.
s€[0,T] s€[0,T7]

Further, we can write
[5(02, Xs) = S (0, @) < [S (I, X)) = 5 (9, X)[ + [5 (9, Xs) = 5 (0, )
< |Q9: - 19| S(&Xs) S,(ﬁaXs) :

+ | X — 4]

Here [ — 9| < [9* — 9] and

(92) = X,| < [2(92) — 2 (9)] + [24(8) — X,| > 0.

This convergence is uniform w.r.t. s € [0,7].

Then we know that the functions S(¥,z) and S'(9,z) are bounded by
regularity conditions R, the process X, converges uniformly w.r.t. s € [0, 7T
to x5 (¥) and due to the consistency of the estimator ¥%, we obtain the uniform
convergence w.r.t. s € [0,7] (in probability)

sup |S (0%, Xs) — S (0, z4)] — 0.

s€[0,T]
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Further, similar arguments give the uniform convergence w.r.t. s € [0, 7] (in
probability)
sup |S' (9%, Xs) — S (¥, z4)] — 0.

s€[0,7T

Therefore, we obtain the uniform convergence w.r.t. ¢ € [0, 7] (in probability)

. (%) N % S(9, 2,) ult) — % /0 (9, 2,) S(9, 25 u(s) ds
t

_ % /O 50,2 du(s) = U (T) '

Now we have to show that K. (9%, s) — K(¥,s), where

Ko(02,9) = <= B (025) S (02, X . (5

1 B / * * * ! * *
- —/ (hz(0Z, @) S (%, Xy) + he (U7, @) S" (9%, Xy)S(9Z, Xy)) u=(q) dg
0
and

K (9, s) = % B (0,5) S (9, ) u(s)

1 [ (
VT Jo
where A (-,-) and //(-, ) were defined by (@5)—(52).
We have

W (9,9) 8 (0,2,) + 0 (9,0) S' (9,20) S (9, 3,) ) ula) do,

S0, X,) — § (9, z,)

S ’S(ﬁ;Xs) - S(ﬁaXs)

|80, %) - 59, 2.)

< [z = 91|50, X,) S'(0, X,)

<Oy =9+ Cy| X, — x4 .

+ [ Xs — o]

Here Cy and C, are some constants and S, x), which means the second
derivative w.r.t. 9, and S’(¢}, x) are bounded functions due to the regularity
conditions R. Therefore we have the convergence in probability

sup ’S (U2, Xs) — S (U, x)

s€[0,T7]

— 0.

Further, we have

J.(9%) — J(9) = /OT:'cs(ﬂ;)?ds— /OT:'cs(ﬂ)?ds 0.
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Hence we obtain the convergence in probability

sup |he (9%, s) — h (9, s)] — 0.

s€[0,7T

Similarly, it is shown that we have the convergence in probability

sup
s€[0,T]

B (9%, s) — I (9, 3)‘ 0.

Therefore we obtain the convergence in probability, by the uniform conver-
gence of u. (s) to u(s) w.r.t. s € [0,77,

K. (0%,s) — K(9,s).

Now we have to show that L.(9%,s) — L(¥, s), where

Lmﬁﬁzj%%wzﬁﬂﬁﬂnm®

- % OS (gL (9%, q)S (9, X,) + g (07, q)S" (0%, X)) S(9F, X)) ue(q) dg
and
L(9,s)= % g (0,8)S (9, z5) u(s)

1 S
VT Jo

where g (+,-) and ¢'(-,-) were defined by (4€]) and (B3), respectively.
Observe that for s € [0, 7], we have

(9" (0,q) S (0, 24) + 9 (V,q) 5" (0, 24) S (Y, 24)) u(q) dg,

|kw;$—IWAH§/‘W@ZXJ@A@)—MWDMU
+/|m@ﬂﬂ@xm—aa%wmmU
< [ 1507 X 1o (07) — £,(9)| do

dv

vl [ 11505

S'(W, X,)| dv

+ [ )X = )
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s€[0,7T

. <@3 92— 9]+ Ca 60 — 9] + s sup |X, — xswn) ).

where ég, C, and 6’5 are constants. Therefore we obtain the convergence in
probability uniformly w.r.t. s € [0, 7]

sup |I.(VZ,s) —I(9,s)| — 0
s€[0,T

because the estimator )7 is consistent, the process X, converges uniformly
w.r.t. s € [0,7] to xs(0) and the derivatives are bounded due to the condi-
tions of regularity R. Further, we proved already the uniform convergence
w.r.t. s € [0,T] of uc(s) to u(s) and S(V%, Xs) to S(U,z,). Hence, we have
the convergence in probability

Sup |g€ (0:7 S) - g (197 5)| — 0.
s€[0,T]

Similarly, by the regularity conditions R, it is shown that (in probability)

sup |g; (0:7 S) - g/ (197 5)| — 0.
s€[0,T]

Therefore we obtain the convergence in probability
L. (VZ,s) — L(V,s).

Further, a similar arguments give the convergence in probability uniformly
w.r.t. s € [0,T] due to the regularity conditions R and the consistency of
the estimator ¥
sup |12c(s) — Ya(s)| — 0
s€[0,T7]
and
Sp [p1(s) — @1(5)| — 0, sup [ @ae(s) — als)] — 0.
s€[0,T] s€[0,T]
Finally, the convergence mentioned in (57) is proved and using this result
the test . is ADF and of asymptotic size a € (0, 1).

6 The case of MLE

This case was studied in [6]—[7]. They proposed a linear transformation,
which yields the convergence of the test statistic to the integral of Wiener
process. Therefore they showed that the test based on this statistic is ADF.
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To obtain the linear transformation mentioned in [7], we put h(¢,r) = g(¢,r)

in (21I)) and we obtain

h=L=li= [ Wo.qPde. fhi=1i= [ ho.0)de
0 0
Therefore we can write

©1(r) = h —h+ Lh — 3L h+ Lh* + Ih? + 21 h — IFh — 21, I3h* — I 13h?
— Lh+ Ish? — ITh + 317h + I I3h* — 21 Ish* — 2I7h + 21, I3h?
+ IPIsh? 4+ Ih + Ish? + L1k + 2I7h — [T h + I h + [T I3h* — 217 13R?
— IPh+ LIsh? + L Ish? + 21 Ish? — I3 h — 12 I3h* — Ish? — 21, Ish?
+ IF13h* — L I3h* — 2I3h°
=0,
©o(r) = 1+ Ish — 31, Ish + I, Ish + Ish — 31 Ish + I Ish — Ish + 617 — 21
+ 31 13h — 21 Ish + 21 Ish — I} Ish + P Ish — I Ish + I — 414
+ I Ish — I?I3h + 212 I3h + I Ish — I2Ish + 213 + 12 I3h — AT}
+ L Ish — L I3h — [Fsh + P Ih — L I3h + 417 + 311 I3h — I 13k
+ I =20 4 I+ 20 — 217 4 [P Ish — 213 I3h — I Ish — IR I3h — A1}
=1+ Ih— LIsh+ I? — 21,
=(1—-5hL)(1+Lh—1)
and
Uo(r) = h + Ih* + Ih + I3h* — 31 h — 21 Ish* — 217h — 21, Ish? — I}h
+ IPh+ L Ih* — ITh — LI3h* + I}h + Lh — ITh — I3h* + 3L h
— IPh+ IBh + L Ish? 4 I Ish?* + I, Ish* — I213h? + 212 I3h?
— I2I3h* — 217 Ish? + 21, Ish? + 12 I3h?
=h (1+I3h— 1),

where h = h(¢¥,r). Hence the linear transformation (25]) will have the follow-
ing expression:

LU)(w) = U(w) + / ) / Ch(r) NG () dUGq) dr = w,e (58)

where N(r) = / h(q)*dq and
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with W (v) and w,,0 < v <1 are some standard Wiener processes.

The transformation L[U](:) of the limit process U(-) given by (G8) coin-
cides with one by Khmaladze [6].
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