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Abstract

We study the problem of parameter estimation for reflected stochastic processes
driven by a standard Brownian motion. The estimator is obtained using non-
linear least squares method based on discretely observed processes. Under some
certain conditions, we obtain the consistency and establish the asymptotic nor-
mality of the estimator. Moreover, we briefly remark that our method can be
extended to the one-sided reflected stochastic processes spontaneously. Numer-
ical studies show that the proposed estimator is adequate for practical use.
Keywords: Reflected stochastic processes, Discrete observations, Asymptotic

behavior of NLSE, Parameter estimation

1. Introduction

Let (Q, F,P,{F}i>0) be a filtered probability space and W = {W,},>¢ is a
one-dimensional standard Brownian motion adapted to {F; };>0. The stochastic
process X = {X;};>0 is defined as the unique strong solution to the following

reflected stochastic differential equation (SDE) with two-sided barriers a and b

dXt = f(Xt, H)df + O'th + st - th, ( )
1
Xo =z € [a,b],
where 0 > 0, 0 < a < b < oo are given numbers, # € © with © being an

open bounded convex subset of R and f : Ry x ©® — R is a uniformly bounded

*Corresponding author
Email addresses: hanyc@jlu.edu.cn (Han Yuecai), zhangdw20@mails. jlu.edu.cn
(Zhang Dingwen)

Preprint submitted to ! May 3, 2022


http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.00139v1

known function. The certain conditions on f will be provided on Section2l The
solution of a reflected SDE behaves like the solution of a standard SDE in the
interior of its domain (a,b). The processes L = {L;}+>0 and R = {R;}+>0 are
the nimimal continuous increasing processes such that X; € [a,b] for all ¢ > 0.
Moreover, the two processes L and R subject to Ly = Rgp = 0 increase only

when X hits its boundary a and b, and

/ I{Xt>a}st - O, / I{Xt<b}th - 0,
0 0

where I(-) is the indicator function. For more about reflected stochastic pro-
cesses one can refer to [12]. Assume that the process X is observed at regularly
sapced time points {t, = kh,k =0,1,--- ,n}. Let 6y € O be the true value of
the parameter 8. We are aiming to study the nonlinear least squares estimator
(NLSE) for 6y based on the sampling data {Xy,, L¢,, Re,, k =0,1,--- ,n}.
Reflected SDEs have been widely used in many fields such as the queueing
system |30, 131, 132], financial engineering [4, 5] and mathematical biology [25].
The reflected barrier is usually assumed to be bigger than zero due to the phys-
ical restriction of the state processes which take non-negative values. One can
refer to [10, 29] for more details on reflected SDEs and their broad applications.
The parameter estimation problem in reflected SDEs has gained much at-
tention in recent years. For a reflected fractional Brownian motion, a drift
parameter estimator is proposed in [13]. For continuously observed reflected
Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes, [6] proposed a maximum likelihood estimator
(MLE) for the drift parameter based on the Girsanov density. [22] studied the
sequential MLE for the drift parater based on the observations throughout a
random time interval. For discretely observed reflected O-U processes, an er-
godic type estimator for drift parameters is proposed by [14]. Subsequently,
an ergodic type estimator for all parameters (drift and diffusion parameters)
was proposed by [L6]. For nonlinear stochastic processes, |18] proposed a NLSE
for the drift parameter of discretely observed stochastic processes driven by a
standard Brownian motion and give its strong consistency. [9] proposed an

estimator for the drift and diffusion parameters. |[23, 24] proposed a NLSE



for discretely observed stochastic processes driven by small Lévy noises, they
also obtain the consistency and the asymptotic distribution of the NLSE. For a
nonlinear reflected SDE, there is only limited literature.

Consider the following contrast function
1 n—1
Vn(0) = — > 16Xs, — F(Xe,,0)h — 6Ly, + Ry, |,
k=0

where 0My, = My, ., — M,,. Let ®,(0) = V,,(§) — ¥,,(6p). Then the NLSE 0,,
is difined as

0, = in 0, (6),
argmin ¥y, (6)

which is equivalent to
0, = argléréiél D,(0). (2)
The remainder of paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give some
notations and assumptions related to our context. We establish the strong
consistency of the NLSE 6,, and give its asymptotic distribution. We also discuss
the extension of main results to one-sided reflected processes. In Section [B] we
present some examples and give their numerical results. Section [is the proofs
of main results. Section [l concludes with some discussions and remarks on the

further work.

2. Main Results

2.1. Notation and Assumptions

In this subsection, we state some notations and propose our assumptions.
Let Cy'([a,b], ©;R) be the space of all bounded functions f : [a,0] x © — R
which is k£ and [ times continuously differentiable with respect to = and 6. Let
Opf be the first derivative of f with respect to 6 and Jp2 f be the second.

Now let us introduce the following set of assumptions.

i. There exists a constant K such that
|f(2,0) = fy,0)| < K|z —yls  [f(z,61) — f(z,02)] < K|01 — 02,

for any z,y € [a,b] and 61,02 € ©.



ii. The drift function f € C2%([a,b] ® ©;R) is not identically zero.
ili. For any 0 # 6, f(Xt,00) # f(X¢,0) for at least one value of ¢.

iv. h — 0, nh — 0o and nh'*2* — 0 for o € (0, 3), as n — oo.

Under condition [l there exists a unique solution of Eq. () by an extension
results of [19]. Tt is well-known that if there exists a unique invariant probability

density ¥(x, ), it satisfies the Kolmogorov backward equation (|17, 13, [15])

o2 d? d
- 17 (V@.0) + (@, 0)¢(,0)) =

Integrating the above equation yields

Vw0 = 2 (01 / sy, 0)dy + 02)

mie) (01 [ sty + )

where C1, Co are some constants, s(x, ) and m(x, 6) are the scale and the speed

densities satifying

s(xe_exp< /fr9 ) and m(x,@):m.

Let C; =0 and Cy = ( f m(x,0)dr)~t. The invariant measure of X is defined

by
-1 o2 2 Fw0)dy
Ta,b(x /mx@ fe T Ty, (3

To this end, we give the ergodic theorem for X.

~

Theorem 1. The discretely observed processes {X¢,,k = 0,1,--- ,n— 1} and
continuously observed processes {X:,0 <t < oo} are ergodic. Namely, for any

h € Li([a,b]), we have

n—1 T b
1 .1
nhﬂngo - kgio hXy,) = Th_r}I;O T/o h(X)dt = /a h(x)mg p(x)da.
Proof of Theorem [Il One can refer to [3, (14, [15] for a proof. O



2.2. Asymptotic Behavior of NLSE

In this subsection, we obtain the consistency of 6,, and establish its rate of
convergence and asymptotic distribution. For the nonlinear optimization prob-
lems, it is almost impossible to obtain the closed-form formula of the estimator
0,,. However, various specialized methods have been developed to demonstrate
the consistency of the suggested estimators ([, 27, [2&]).

The consistency of our estimator 6, is given as follows.

Theorem 2. Under conditions [zd, we have

971 — 90,

in probability, as n tends to infinity.

Let ,
Go) = / (96f(2,0))*7a(x)de. ()

The following theorem gives the rate of convergence and asymptotic distribution.

Theorem 3. Under conditions [Hid, we have
Vnh(b, — o) ~ N (0,0°G7(6)),
as n tends to infinity.

2.3. Results of an expansion

In this section, we discuss the extension results of our main results to the
reflected SDE with only one-sided barrier. Note that it is almost the same for
only a lower reflecting barrier or a upper reflecting barrier. We consider the

following reflected SDE with a lower reflecting barrier a
dXt = f(Xt, G)dt + O'th + st,
Xo =z € [a,0).

Hence, the contrast function turns to

n—1
1
Va(l) = —5 D 10Xy, — f(Xi,,0)h — 6Ly, %,
k=0



and the estimator én is

n—1
. 1 2
971 = arggél({)l \Ijn(e) = W kz_o |5th - f(thue)h - 5Ltk| .
We state the consistency as follows.

Theorem 4. Under conditions [Hid, we have

971 — 90,

almost surely, as n tends to infinity.

Let
G(0) = / (89f(17,9))27ra100(a:)d3:.
The following theorem gives the rate of convergence and asymptotic distri-

bution.

Theorem 5. Under conditions [Hid, we have

Vnh(6, — 60) ~ N'(0,G(60)),
as n tends to infinity.

The proofs of Theorem M and [l are similar to those of Theorem 2] and Bl We

omit the details here.

3. Examples and Numerical Results

8.1. An example
Consider two models for Eq. (Il) and Eq. (@) with

f(X1,0) = 06X/, (6)

where v € (0,1] is a constant. When v = 1, X is a reflected O-U process. In
the two examples, we have that the NLSE of 8 satisfies

o o X7 (0Xy, — 0Ly, + 0Ry,)

n n—1 1 2vy
k=0 th h

3

and .
k=0 X,?k (dXy, —dLy,)

0, =
n—1 y 2y
k=0 th h




8.2. Two-factor model

Two-factor model is one of the most important approaches to the modeling
of the term structure of interest rates in continuous time, such as two-factor
arbitrage models (|2, 26, [11]) and two-factor equilibrium model (|7, 20]). One
of the primary motivations for developing a two-factor model is that the real
returns and asset prices do not always evolve continuously in time. Let Y be
the log price of some assets and R be the short term interest rates. We consider

the following two-factor model

dY; = (R; + 61)dt + odW}! + dL! + dR;,
dR; = 05(1 — Ry)dt + odW? + dL?, (7)
Yo=y € [a,b], Ro=r>0,

where {W1'} and {W?} are independent Brownian motions, {L'} and {R}
({L?}, respectively) are the minimal continuous increasing processes such that
Y: € [a,b] (R, € [0,00), respectively) for all ¢ > 0. The parameter estimation of
a similar two-factor model is studied by [9]. The explicit formulas for the NLSE

of 61 and 6, are easily obtained and we ommit the details here.

3.8. Numerical results

In this subsection, we present numerical experiments for the two exam-
ples Eq. (@) and Eq. (@) to illustrate our results. For a simulation of re-
flected stochastic processes, we make use of the numerical method presented in
[21], which is known to yield the same rate of convergence as the usual Euler-
Maruyama method. For each setting, we generate N = 1000 Monte Carlo
simulations of the sample paths with & = 0.01 and different choices of n. The
results of the experiments are presented in Tables [TH3l

We set the initial value = 0.5 for the one-sided case and x = 1 for the two-
sided case of Eq. ([@)). For Table[I] the parameters in Eq. (@) are set to o = 0.2,
6 =2,v=0.5 and (a,b) = (0,3). For Table 2] ~ is set to be 2/3 while other
parameters are kept the same. In the two-factor model (), the initail contions

(y,r) are set to be (1,0.5). For Table Bl the parameters in Eq. (7)) are set to



Table 1: The estimator én and én for different values of n.

Case: 72%, =2 0=0.2.

n=>50 n=100 n=200
0., Bias 0.0014 0.0011 0.0010
Std.dev 0.0375 0.0336 0.0340
MSE 0.0014 0.0011 0.0012
0,, Bias -0.0010 -0.0003 -0.0001
Std.dev 0.0301 0.0162 0.0081
MSE 0.0009 0.0003 0.0001

Table 2: The estimator §,, and 6, for different values of n.

Case: v = %, f=2and o =0.2

n=>50 n=100 n=200
0,, Bias 0.0012 0.0007 -0.0003
Std.dev 0.0393 0.0374 0.0372
MSE 0.0015 0.0014 0.0014
0,, Bias -0.0018 -0.0007 0.0001
Std.dev 0.0312 0.0155 0.0057
MSE 0.0010 0.0002 0.0000

61 =602 =1, 0 = 0.1 and (a,b) = (0,3). The overall parameter estimates are
evaluated by the Bias, Standard Devaition (Std.dev) and Mean Squared Error
(MSE).

Table [[H3] summarize the main findings over 1000 simulations. We observe
that as the sample size increases, the bias decreases and is small, that the
empirical and model-based standard errors agree reasonably. The performance

improves with larger sample sizes.



Table 3: The estimator éln and égn for different values of n.

Case: 01 =1,0, =1 and 0 =0.1.

n=>500 n=1000 n=2500 n=5000

01y, Bias -0.0064 -0.0032 -0.0011 -0.0006
Std.dev 0.0045 0.0032 0.0020 0.0014

MSE 0.0001 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

[ Bias 0.0003 0.0003 0.0016 -0.0001
Std.dev 0.0290 0.0283 0.0278 0.0282

MSE 0.0008 0.0008 0.0008 0.0008

4. Proofs of the Main Results

Before proving our main theorems in Section 2, we prepare some preliminary

lemmas. Note that

tht1
(5th = / f(Xt, eo)dt + O'(SBtk + (SLtk - 5Rtk

tr
Then the objective function ®,,(0) can be split into

n—1

2
q)n(e) = h E kv + Chn,
k=0

where

U = 6th — f(th,eo)h — 5Ltk + 5Rtk,
Vg = f(XtmeO) - f(thve)v
1 n—1
C,=— 2
=15
k=0
For the convenience of the following description, we make a notation as follows

Ht,s = U(Bt — Bs) =+ (Lt — Ls) — (Rt — RS) for t,S (S [O,Hh]

Lemma 6. Under conditions [Hzd, we have

sup | Xy — Xy, | < (|f(Xe,00)hl +  sup  |Hpg,|)e™",
te€[tk,tey1) te€[tk,tey1)

where K is a constant.



Proof of Lemma [6l Note that
t
Xt — th = / f(Xt, oo)dt + thtk .
ty

By the Lipschitz continuity of f, we have

t
mrXMs/uawmwﬂmm
23

s/aﬂ&ﬁw<mmﬁm+uam%m®+mmL

ty

By the Lipschitz continuity of f again, we have
X, - X, < /tt KX, — X, |ds + [f(X,,.. 60)h| + [Huy |
K
From Gronwall’s inequality, we have
1 Xt — X, | < (1f (X, 00) (8 — tr)| + [Hy g, |)eX ),

From that L and R are the minimal continuous increasing processes such that

X € [a,b], we have

SL < ( infb]f(:v,H)h—i— oéWy) , OR<( sup f(z,0)h+ 05Wt)+'

o me[a, LEE[a,b]

By a standard Brownian is Holder continuous of order a < %, we have

sup |Xt — th| S O(ha),
te€[tk,tey1)

which goes to 0, as h — 0. ([

Lemma 7. Let g € Cp (R x O;R). Under conditions M, we have

=

n—

1
nh b

tht1
g(thve)/ (f(Xt7 to) — f(th,eo))dt — 0,
k=0

almost surely, as n — 0.

Proof of Lemma [7l By the Lipschitz continuity of f, we have

m&mm/“Wﬂ&ﬁw—ﬂmwwwt

tr

tht1
< sup g(x,0) / K(X; — Xy,)dt

z€la,b],0€O ti
tht1
< sup g(z,0)K | X: — Xy, |dt.
z€la,b],0€O ti

10



By Lemma [6] we have

o(X0,,6) / (X B0) = (X, B0))

tr

< sup g($,9)Kh(|f(th790)h| + sup |Ht7tk|)eKh'
z€[a,b],0€O tety,tet1)

From that the parameter space © is open and bounded, we have that there

exstis a constant Cy, such that supycg (6 — 0y) < C;. Hence,

n—1 tr41
> g 0) [ (X B0) — F(Xey00)
k=0 b

n—1

1
<=3 swp g, 0)K(|f(Xi,00)h| +  sup  |Hyy,)e "

N0 w€lab],0€0 t€ [tk tht1)
<C\K sup (|f(x,00)|h+ sup [Hys)

z€la,b] [t—s|<h
<O(h%),
which tends to 0 almost surely, as h — 0. ([l

Lemma 8. Under conditions [#id, we have

i
L

(f(Xty,00) — f(Xt,,0))6By, — 0,
0

1
nh

b
Il

in probability, as n — co.

Proof of Lemma [8l We define

|
—

n

Fn(t) = (f(XtmeO) - f(th79))1(tk,tk+1](t)u
0

=
Il

where 1.(+) is an indicator function. Hence,

n-l nh
Z (f(thveo) - f(thue))(SBtk = / Fn(t)dBt
k=0 0

By Ito isometry and the Theorem [Il we have

1 nh 2 1 1 nh 9 02
E[(%/O Fo()dB,)?] = EE[%/O Fu)Par] 2,

11



1.0). By Chebyshev’s

where Cy is a constant. Let ¢ = (nh)* for a € (-3,

Inequality, we have

1 il
_h Z thaeo f(thue))éBtk| > 6}

_E[( Jo" Fa(t)dBy)”]

= 2

:O((nh)_2o‘_1) ,

which tends to 0 as n — oo. O

Lemma 9. Under conditions [#id, we have

b
Co s [ (FCX0080) = F(X0) (o)t
almost surely, as n — 0.

Proof of Lemma @ By Theorem/[] it is straightforward to obtain the results.
|
Now we are in a position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [21 Note that

tk+1
P “nh Z/ f(Xt,00) = f(Xuy,00))dt(f(Xey, 00) = f(Xe,,0))
+— (f<th,90> — f(X4,.,0))0B,

Z th,90 f(thvo))Q
k—

n—1
ZE RV + Ch.
k=0

By Lemma [0 and Lemma [B we have n—2h Zz;é urvr — 0 in probability, as
n — 00. By Lemma [0 we have C,, — f: (f(z,60) — f(x,ﬁ))27ra7b(x)dt almost

surely, as n — co. Hence, we have

b 2
0) —>/ (f(x,ﬁo) —f(x,ﬁ)) Tap(z)dt,

12



almost surely, as n — co. By Theorem 1 of [§] (see also Lemma 3 of [1] and

Theorem 5.9 of |28]), we obtained the dirsed consistency.

Note that
9 n—1
Dp®,,(0) = - (6Xy, — f(X4,,0)h — 6Ly, + 6Ry,, ) 0o f (X4, , 0),
k=0
and
9 n—1
Opa @ (0) = — — > (0X1, — f(Xu,, h) = 6Ly, + 0Ry, )02 f(Xy,.,0)
k=0
2 n—1 )
+ (Do f(X4,,0))".
k=0

Lemma 10. Under conditions [#id, we have
892(1)”(90) — 2G(90),
in probability, as n — co.

Proof of Lemma Note that Jp2 f € C’Z}’l. By Lemma [l we have

n—1 tr41
> 0 (X 00) [ (FCX060) = F(X80))dE 0,
k=0 tr

almost surely, as n — co. As in the proof of Lemma [} we have

n—1

1
— > 9p2 f(X1,,00)6 By, — 0,
k=0

in probability, as n — co. Combining Eq. () and Eq. (@), we have

1 n—1

E (5th — f(th,eo)h—(SLtk +5Rtk)892f(th,9) — O,
k=0

d

in probability, as n — co. Under condition il we have that (9 f)? is a bounded

and integrable function on [a, b]. Recall that G defined in Eq. ({@]). By Theorem

I we have
n—1

%Z (B0 f (Xt 60))” — G(80),

k=0

almost surely, as n — co.

13



Lemma 11. Under conditions [#id, we have
Vnhdy®,,(60) ~ N (0,40%G(6y)),
as n — oo.

Proof of Lemma [I1] Note that

|
—

n

2
0o ®n(00) = — - (6Xy, — f(Xy,,00)h — 6Ly, + Ry, )09 f (X4, 00)

i1
= o

I
|
S
N

tht1
(/ (f(Xtu 90) - f(th790))dt + 05Btk)60f(th790)
tr

1T
= O

00} (X, 60) / " (X 00) = £ (X B0t

ty

I
|
Sy
(]

i1
= o

99 f (Xt 00)0 B,

HIS
SRS
x5
S

= — 2L, — 2Ly

By Lemma [7, we have

vVnhL, 1 < O(Vnhlt2e),

which goes to 0 as n — oo. Let Y, (t) = Z;é 0o f(Xt,,00)L (4, 4,..](t). Then,

nl;rr;o VnhL, 2 = hm \/—_/ (t)dBy.

It is obvious that \/L— f (t)dB; is a Gaussian random variable with mean

/ ()dB,)°

By It6 isometry and Theorem IIL we have

0 and variance

. 0_2 nh
nhﬂn;OE — dBt = nl;rrgomfo (Y, (1))%dt = oG (6y),
which completes the proof. O

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [3l Note that
89(I)n(én) - 89(1) (00) + 892(1) ( )(9 - 90)

14



where 6 is a mean value, located between én and 0y. By the consistency of én, we

b (0920 (00))

have § — 6 in probability. Moreover, we have (892 @n(é))
in probability. Hence

Vih(B, — ) = —7@‘2‘3%30).

By Lemma [0, Lemma [I1] and Slutzky theorem, we have
Vnh(0, — 6o) ~ (0,02°G~*(6)),

as n — oo. O

5. Conclusion

This paper proposed a NLSE for the two-sided reflected stochastic processes
based on the discrete observations. We establish the consistency and the asymp-
totic normality of the NLSE. Our method can be readily applied to the one-sided
reflected stochastic processes. We present two examples including a two-factor
model. Numerical results show that the NLSE works well with different settings.

Some further researches may include providing the other estimators for the
reflected stochastic processes and investigating the statistical inference for the

other reflected diffusions.
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