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How smooth is the drift of the mixed fractional Brownian
motion?

P. Chigansky and M. Kleptsyna

ABSTRACT. The mixed fractional Brownian motion, the sum of independent
fractional and standard Brownian motions, is known to be a semimartingale if the
Hurst exponent H of its fractional component is greater than 3/4. The question
in the title is motivated by recent findings in quantitative finance. In this note,
we find that the drift in its Doob-Meyer decomposition has derivative which is
y-Holder for any y < 2H —3/2.

1. The main result

The fractional Brownian motion (fBm) B = (Bt € R,) is the Gaussian
process with continuous paths, zero mean and covariance function
H pH 1.2H | 12H 1 2H
COV(BS 7Bl ):Et +§S —§|t—S’ y
where H € (0,1) is its Hurst exponent, [10], [17], [15]. While B? is not a semi-
martingale for H # %, it can become one if an independent Brownian motion
B = (B;,t € R;) is added to it. More precisely, the process

X, =B"+B, tcR,, (1.1)

called mixed fBm, is a semimartingale if and only if H# € {3} U (3,1]. This ef-
fect, discovered in [4], plays a role in financial applications, [5], [2]. Some other
interesting features of this process were revealed in, e.g., [1], [20], [3], [7], [9], [8].

By the Doob-Meyer theorem, the continuous semimartingale X can be uniquely
decomposed into the sum of a local martingale and a continuous process of locally
finite variation, which we will refer to in this note as the drift. The analysis of the
drift of the mixed fBm is motivated by recent findings in quantitative finance. Two
key concepts in finance are the volatility, that is the intensity of price fluctuations,
and the market impact, which is the magnitude of the average price return induced
by a given volume of transactions, see [11], [14] for details. It has been recently
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shown in [16] that the mixed fBm is a natural model for the signed flow of finan-
cial transactions, and therefore, its drift properties are of significant importance for
understanding the nature of volatility and impact in financial markets.

The main result of this note is the exact value of its Holder exponent.

THEOREM 1.1. The drift of the mixed fBm with H > 3 /4 is differentiable and
the derivative has a continuous modification which, with probability one, is locally
y-Holder continuous for all y < 2H —3 /2.

2. The proof

2.1. The drift process. The mixed fBm with H € (2,1] defined in (1.1) is
a semimartingale in it own filtration FX = 6 {X;,s € [0,¢]} with the Doob-Meyer
decomposition

t
XI:EI‘_/ (pS(X)dS7 IER_A,_, (21)
JO

where B is 7X-Brownian motion defined by the stochastic integral
- /f dM;
B=[ ——
0 8(s,5)

t
M,:/ g(s,t)dX;.
0

The function g(s,¢) is the unique continuous solution to the integral equation

with respect to the martingale

t
g(s,1) —|—/ grn)egls—r 1 2dr=1, 0<s<t,
0
where ¢y := H(2H — 1). The derivative of the drift in (2.1) is
N
0s(X) = /0 L(r,s)dX,, 2.2)

where the function L(r,s) = dsg(r,5)/g(s,s) is the unique L%(]0,s]) solution to the
integral equation

A
L(r,s)—l—/ L(t,s)cu|r— | 2dt = —cy|s— 72, 0<r<s. (2.3)
0

The semimartingale decomposition (2.1) is, in fact, the canonical innovation
representation, see [12], of the process X as its filtration coincides with that of B,
i.e., FX = B for all + > 0. This representation can be deduced from the general
result in [13]. The above formulation is taken from [3, Theorem 3.4(i)]. By the
Girsanov theorem the measure induced by X is locally equivalent to the Wiener
measure and the Radon-Nikodym density is given by the corresponding stochastic
exponential. This equivalence also follows from the general theory in [19]. A
detailed discussion of all these results can be found in [6].
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REMARK 2.1. The assertion of Theorem 1.1 is obvious for H = 1 since in
this case the unique solution to equation (2.3) is L(s,#) = —1/(1+1). The process
¢, = —X,/(1+1¢) in (2.2) has the same Holder exponent as the mixed fBm itself,
which, for H = 1, has the form X; = ¢ + B, with the standard Gaussian random
variable § independent of B. Thus, ¥ < % as claimed. The case H € (%, 1) is more
involved since (2.3) is no longer solvable in a closed form.

We will prove that for H € (3,1),
E(i(X) — 05(X))* < Gt — s|*73 (2.4)

for some constant C, (possibly dependent on 7V s). Since the process ¢(X) is
Gaussian, this implies

E|¢I(X)_¢S(X)’2m SCm‘t_s|(4H73)m, va 1,
with constants C,,. Then by Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, ¢(X) has a con-

tinuous modification, which is a.s. locally y-Hélder for all ¥ < %. The
assertion of Theorem 1.1 follows by arbitrariness of m.

2.2. Auxiliary estimates. To prove (2.4), we will need some estimates for the
solutions to weakly singular equations such as (2.3). For brevity, define

o0=2-2H€(0,7), ba:=cj_gp=(1-0a/2)(l-a).
For a fixed t > 0, let f(t;r,5), ;s € [0,¢]> be a real valued function with finite
L2([0,s]) norm,

I9(5) B = [ flasnsPdr<os, Vs o)

Consider the integral equation
A
o(r,s) +/ O(t,s)bg|r— |~ %t = f(t;1,5), 0<rs<t. (2.5)
0

For each fixed s and r € [0,s], it has the unique solution in L([0,s]), since, for
o€ (0, %) the kernel satisfies, see [18, Section 94],

N N
/ / Ir— 7| 2%drdt < oo.
Jo Jo

Since the integral in (2.5) depends only on the values of Q(r,s) for r < s, this equa-
tion defines the function Q(r,s) for r > s directly. The following lemma establishes
the relevant bounds on the solution to (2.5) for several types of the function f(-).

LEMMA 2.2.
(i) Assume || f||w := supy ,epo | f(£:7,5)| < oo, then there exists a constant
C\(t) such that
Q(s, )| <Ci(D)If Nl Vr.s €[0,1].
(i) Assume |f(t;r,s)| < C(s,t)|s—r|~* for some function C(s,t) which satis-
fies supycjo 1 C(s,1) < oo. Then there exists a constant C5(t) such that
|0(r,8)| < Co(0)C(s,t)|s—r|™%, Vrse[0,z]. (2.6)
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(iii) Let f(t;r,s) = (s—r) % — (t —r)~%, then there exists a constant C(t)
such that

Q(rs)| < C3(0)|(s—r) " = (t—r)"%], Vrse0,1].
PROOF.

(i) Multiply both sides of (2.5) by Q(r,s) and integrate to obtain
10Cs) B+ [ [ 0910w s)balr 7l ardr = [ Q(rus) (1)
The kernel |r — 7|~ is non-negative definite and hence
0GB < [ 10G:)I1fwsns)ldr < |- 1QC5) 2 vE
This implies ||Q(+,s)||2 < ||f]|~V/? and, consequently,

s 12
100r)| < |l + bl QC-5)]12 ( / |r—r|-2“dr) <

1 120 1-2a\1/2 2 1-a
(=) (=) t < t 5K
Hf” ”fH \/1 —2a (r (s r) ) ~1-2a Hf”

which verifies the claimed bound.

(ii) The difference Q(r,s) := Q(r,s) — f(t;r,s) solves the equation
~ s S
O(r,s) +ba/ O(1,5)|r — 7| ~%dt = —ba/ r— 1 (T, s)dt. (27)
0 0
For r < s, the expression in the right hand side satisfies the bound

<

ba/‘ r— 1| % f(1: 7, 5)dT
0

C(s,t)/ \r—rr“(s—r)*“dr:c@,t)/ Vs — r— v~ %dy =
0 0
1-2a s/(s=n) —o —o
Cls,1)(s—r) / T — 7| %t —
0

/() /()
C(s,t)(s—r)'72¢ </ r‘“(|1—‘c|‘o‘—f‘°‘)d‘c+/ 1_2“d1> <
0 0

. o . - 1 s 120
Cs.0)(s =)' (/0 el elar o () )

2 B 1 B
C(s,t)<<ﬂ+l_2a>(s_r)l 2a+ms1 2a> <
8

1-2a
Similarly, the same bound holds for r > s. Thus by (i) that

|0(r,5)| < C1(1)C(1)C(s,1)

IN

11729C(s,1) =: C(1)C(s,1).



and, consequently,
0(1,9) 10(r,9)| + | f(137,5)] < Ci(1)C()C(5,8) +C(s, )]s —r[* <
(C1 (1)C(t)t* + I)C(s s —r|"%=:Cy(t)C(s,1)|s — r|~%,
as claimed in (2.6).

(iii). In this case, the right hand side of (2.7) satisfies
S
ba/ r— 1| % f (11, 5)d| <
0
S
/ =t % (5= 1) — (1 —1)")dT =
0

) 2.8)
/\r—s+u|_°‘ (= (t—s+u)"*%)du=
1 Z(x/ ’B v‘ (x ( +v) a)dv,
where we defined
A:=s/(t—s)€(0,00) and B:=(s—r)/(t—s) € (0,A).
For B <2,
A

/ IB—v|™*(v - dv</ B—v| % (v *=(14v) %)dv <

/|B—v\ %y 0‘dv—i—/ v=2)"*(v*—(1+v) %)dv <

/( “dv—l—/ )" 2%dv + S _

1-2a
nBH“Jr—l (2—3)1*2“+—3
1-2a 1-2a’
which verifies the bound
A
sup sup B—v|"* (v * = (14v)"%)dv < oo, (2.9)
A>00<B<2J0

For B > 2,

A

/|B—vr°<( —(14v) dv</ B v~ (v% — (14v) %) dv =
0

1 oo
B!~ (/ +/ ) 12— 17%(c% — (¢4 1/B)"%)dt =: B'2%(J,(B) + J»(B)).
0 1
The second term satisfies the bound

J2(B) :/1°°(r—1)*“(1*“—(r+1/3)*“)dr=
/W(T— )=« ’“(1 —(1+ 1/(B'c))’“>d1: <
1

© 1
ozB‘l/ (t—1)"% % lgr < 1—3‘1,
1
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and therefore

VB > 2.

To estimate the term B' ~2%J;(B) as B — oo, let R := 1/B and write

1

B2 (B) = RO

1
| a-n = @R
0
By the L’Hopital rule,

: 1 ! — oy g
hm—/o(l—r) (%= (t+R) %)dr=

R—0 R1-@
a 1 [}

lim —— 1— - Rf(xfl _
RIE})I—OtR_“/o( o) (TR de
% lim ! /1 (1=7)"*=1)(t+R) * 'dr+
1—aR—0OR % Jy

a 1! 1
= lim—— R ldr=——.
l—aRILI})R*“/o(T—F A

It follows that B' ~2%J;(B) — 0 as B — o and hence
A
supsup [ [B—v|["*(v ¥ = (1+v) %)dv < oo. (2.10)

A>0B>2/0

By plugging (2.9) and (2.10) into (2.8), we obtain

ba/ r— 1% f (137, 5)dT| < Calt —5)' 2%
0

for some constant Cy,. Applying (i) of Lemma 2.2 to equation (2.7) yields
O(r9)] < C1(£)Cat >
and, in turn,

10(r,)| < |Q(r9)| + £ (t:7,5)| < CL(t)Cot" 2%+ |[s = |7 * = [t — | %] <
(Cl(t)Catl_a + 1) lls— |~ — |t = r[ 7] = () |Is — | % — | — %



2.3. Proof of (2.4). Fors <t,
(X) — 9(X))* = Er(X)* + Eq(X)* —2E @, (X) ¢ (X) =

/ L(t,t (L T t)+ba/0tL(r,t)|‘c—r|_adr> dt
+/ L(z,s) <L(T,s)+ba/OSL(r,s)|r—T|“dr) dt
_2/ ( T t)—i—ba/t (r,t)\r—r\“dr) dt =

—/ L(T,t)ba|‘c—t]_°‘dr—/ L(7,5)ba|7 —s|~®d7
0 0

(2.11)

+2/OSL(T,s)ba|r—t|’“d1:: ba(li + B+ 1),
where we defined
I ::/OS (L(t,1) = L(t,5))|T— 1]~ %dT,
L IZ/O‘YL(T,S)(|T—s|_O‘ —|t—1|"%)dz
2 ::/tL(’L',t)|’L'—t|ad’L'.
s

We will estimate these terms using the bounds from Lemma 2.2. By (ii) the solution
to (2.3) satisfies |L(r,s)| < baCa(t)|r —s|~%* and hence

! 1
| < c2<z)/ (1= )2t = Colr) 5 (1—9)' 2. 2.12)

N

Similarly,

Bl <Gl [[(5-2) (=7~ (1= 1) %)ar

Ca(1) Sufa(ufa —(t—s+u) *)dr <
/O (2.13)

_ l-2a
1—2(X(t s) .

To estimate /;, note that D(r,s) := L(r,t) — L(r,s) solves the equation, cf. (2.3),

S
D(r,s)+/ D(%,5)ba|r— 1| %dt =
0

t
ba(|s—r|*“—|z—r|*“)—/ L(t,t)by|r — |~ %dt. (2.14)
N
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By (ii) of Lemma 2.2,

t
/ L(%,1)ba|r — 7| %dt
N

<o) [ (1= 1)l — | e =

t—r i

t—s 1 —a
Cz(t)/o u*“p—r—uradr:cz(z)(t—s)lfw/o yo (—v> dv <

t—s
t

—r ol o 1 —a -
1) /Ov dv_cz(t)l_a(t—s)1 (s—r)"%

r—s

Cale)(1 —5) 2 (

where 1 holds since (t —r)/(t —s) € [1,00) for r < s. By linearity of (2.14) and
uniqueness of its solution, it follows from (ii) and (iii) of Lemma 2.2 that

|L(r,t) —L(r,s)| < C3(t)((s—r)_0‘ — (t—r)_a) +Cy(1)? ! a(l—s)l_a(s—r)_o‘.

1 —
Substitution of this bound yields

BI<G0 [ (=07 =179 -7) ar+

Cz(f)zl_1a(’—S)l_a/os(s_T)_a(f—f)_adf- o
The first integral satisfies the bound
/Os (5= 1) % —(t—1)%)(t — 1) %dT <
/Os (= (t—s+u) )t —s+u)"%du <
(t—s)lfw/: (= (v 1)) (v 1)y <
1 _12a(t _5)l-2a
The second integral in (2.15) has a similar estimate:
(t —s)lfa/os(s— D)t — 7)Yt <
(t—s)'"¢ /Os(s — 1) %t = =y (t—s)l7os1720 <
1_120/170:@ )i,
Thus we obtain
< o <C3(t)+C2(t)2 1 _12az1—a> (t—s)"2 (216

Substitution of (2.12), (2.13) and (2.16) into (2.11) yields (2.4), which completes
the proof.
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