arXiv:2401.02393v2 [math.PR] 29 Feb 2024

A PDE approach for solving the characteristic function of the generalised signature process

Terry Lyons^* Hao Ni^† Jiajie Tao^‡

Abstract

The signature of a path, as a fundamental object in Rough path theory, serves as a generating function for non-non-commutative monomials on path space. It transforms the path into a grouplike element in the tensor algebra space, summarising the path faithfully up to a generalised form of re-parameterisation (a negligible equivalence class in this context) [23]. Our paper concerns stochastic processes and studies the characteristic function of the path signature of the stochastic process. In contrast to the expected signature, it determines the law on the random signatures without any regularity condition. The computation of the characteristic function of the random signature offers potential applications in stochastic analysis and machine learning, where the expected signature plays an important role. In this paper, we focus on a time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process, and adopt a PDE approach to derive the characteristic function of its signature defined at any fixed time horizon. A key ingredient of our approach is the introduction of the generalised-signature process (Definition 3.1). This lifting enables us to establish the Feynman-Kac-type theorem for the characteristic function of the generalised-signature process by following the martingale approach. Moreover, as an application of our results, we present a novel derivation of the joint characteristic function of Brownian motion coupled with the Lévy area, leveraging the structure theorem of anti-symmetric matrices.

Keywords: Rough Path Theory; Expected signature; Lévy Area; PDE. MSC2020 subject classifications: 60L20; 35R45.

1 Introduction

Rough path theory sets forth a rigorous framework to make consistent sense of controlled differential equations whether they are driven by smooth paths or driven by highly oscillatory paths. It provides a path-wise definition of the solution to stochastic differential equations in contrast to the almost sure definition from Itô calculus. Recently, the application of rough path theory to machine learning has emerged as a mathematically principled and efficient feature representation of unparameterized streamed data. At the core of Rough path theory lies the concept of the signature, a group homomorphism from the path space onto the group-like elements in the tensor algebra space. The signature exhibits several desirable properties, including (1) faithfulness

*Department of Mathematics, University of Oxford. E-mail: terry.lyons@maths.ox.ac.uk †Department of Mathematics, University College London. E-mail: h.ni@ucl.ac.uk ‡Department of Mathematics, University College London. E-mail: jiajie.tao.21@ucl.ac.uk

[3, 12], (2) universality [19, 4], and (3) time parameterization invariance [2, 12], making it an excellent candidate for extracting features from time series data.

Intuitively, the signature of a path can be regarded as a generating function for the non-commutative monomials making up a path. Consequently, when the underlying path is random, the expected signature plays a role similar to that played by the moment-generating function of a random variable in R^d. A fundamental moment problem on whether the expected signature determines the law of the underlying stochastic process has been studied in the literature. In [5], authors proved a sufficient condition for the expected signature to determine the law of the underlying stochastic process, i.e. if the expected signature has an infinite radius of convergence. A wide range of stochastic processes satisfy this sufficient condition. For example, the expected signature of fractional Brownian motion up to the fixed time with the Hurst parameter H >^1_4 . It leads to great interest in computing the expected signature.

For example, the “Cubature on the Wiener process" methodology [24] uses the expected signature of Brownian motion to build an efficient numerical solver for parabolic PDEs. The expected signature is used in the generative models for synthetic time series generation. The Sig-WGAN [26, 27] and Sig-MMD [6] are two representative examples of GAN and MMD models respectively, which utilize the expected signature to construct a metric on the distributions induced by time series.

Although the expected signature does characterise many measures and certainly all empirical measures, the theoretical justification of the expected signature-based generative models lies in the characteristic property of the expected signature, which may not hold in general. [6] provides a simple counter-example constructed by the lognormal distribution to show that two different distributions of random paths may have the same expected signature. Furthermore, the sufficient condition for the uniqueness of the expected signature may not be satisfied. For instance, in the case of the Brownian motion upon the first exit time of a bounded domain [1, 23], it remains unclear whether the expected signature can uniquely determine the law.

This observation motivates us to consider the characteristic function of the signature process, which can fully characterise the distribution of the random signature without any regularity condition. It has the potential to further improve the above-mentioned methodologies based on expected signature in numerical analysis and machine learning. Moreover, it can be directly applied to derive the characteristic function of any linear function on random signatures and recover the law of the key statistics of the stochastic process, such as the Lévy area. Similar ideas have been attempted, for instance, [8] led a detailed analysis on the Laplace-Fourier transform of the signature process of a wide range of stochastic processes, namely, “signature SDEs”. The signature SDEs not only include the affine and polynomial processes but also can universally approximate a generic class of stochastic differential equations by linearising the vector fields on the path via the signature. Cuchiero et al. [8] reduced this transform to the solution to the Riccati-type ODE system for this general class of stochastic processes from the affine or polynomial perspective.

In contrast to [8], this paper focuses on the time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process and considers the dependency of the characteristic function of its signature process on time and starting point jointly. The primary contributions of our paper are twofold. Firstly, it is devoted to establishing a Feynman-Kac type theorem to establish the link between a characteristic function of a signature process and a parabolic PDE system. Secondly, we exemplify the application of the PDE theorem using the Brownian motion and Lévy area case, which offers novel proof to recover the classical results on the joint characteristic function of this coupled process.

Page 2/31

1.1 Characteristic function of the generalized-signature process Fix T > 0, n ≥ 1 and consider a time-homogeneous and d-dimensional Itô diffusion X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}. Let S^n(X_{[s,t]}) denote the truncated signature of X defined on the time interval [s, t] up to any fixed degree n, where the integral is understood in the Stratonovich sense. We are interested in deriving the characteristic function of the truncated signature S^n(X_{[0,t]}) conditional on X_0 = x, denoted by L_n, i.e.,

L_n(t, x; ·) : T^n(R^d) → C, (t, x; λ) → E[exp(i⟨λ, S^n(X_{[0,t]})⟩)|X_0 = x].

To tackle this problem, we introduce the generalized-signature process X^n = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} as an intermediate object. It is a generalization of the signature process of S^n(X), because it satisfies the same SDE as S^n(X). However, the initial condition of X^n at time 0 can be an arbitrary point in the truncated tensor space, whereas that of S^n(X_{[0,t]}) is restricted to 1. This generalization allows us to write the conditional characteristic function of the generalized-signature process L_n in terms of L_n explicitly, where L_n is given by

L_n(t, x; ·) : T^n(R^d) → C, (t, x; λ) → E[exp(i⟨λ, X^n_t − X^n_0 ⟩)|X^n_0 = x].

The relation between L_n and L_n is established, and we showed that we can always recover L_n given L_n, hence we transformed the problem into finding the analytical form of L_n. We established the main PDE Theorem 3.1 on L_n. First, we show that under mild regularity condition, L_n satisfies the following PDE system with the initial condition specified in Theorem 3.1. Conversely, the solution to the PDE Equation (3.8) is proved to be the conditional characteristic function L_n(·, ·; λ).

Theorem 3.1. Fix n ∈ N. Let (X^n_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the generalized-signature process defined in Definition 3.1 with drift μ_n and diffusion σ_n. Assume that μ_n, σ_n satisfy Condition 2.3. Denote by D_n the dimension of X^n.

Let λ ∈ T^n(E), consider its parametrized linear functional M_λ and the characteristic function L_n(t, x; λ) defined in Definition 3.4. Assume that L_n(t, x; λ) satisfies Condition 2.19. Then,

• L_n satisfies the following PDE ( − ∂ ∂t + A_n ) L_n(t, x; λ) + i

(M_λ ∘ μ_n)(x) + D_{n−1}∑

j=1 (M_λ ∘ b^{(·,j)}_n )(x) ∂ ∂x^{(j)} L_n(t, x; λ)

− 1 2 (M^{⊗2}_λ ∘ b_n)(x)L_n(t, x; λ) = 0, (3.8)

with initial condition L_n(0, x; λ) = 1 for all (t, x) ∈ R × T^{n−1}(E), b_n = σ_nσ^T_n , b^{(·,j)}_n denotes the j-th column of b_n and

A_nf(x_0) = D_{n−1}∑

i=1 μ^{(i)}_n (x_0) ∂f ∂x^{(i)} | | | | x=x_0 + D_{n−1}∑

j_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

j_2 =1 1 2 b^{(j1,j2 )} n (x_0)

∂^2f ∂x^{(j1 )}∂x^{(j2 )} | | | | x=x_0 .

• Let f_n(t, x; λ) be a function that solves the Equation (3.8) with initial condition f_n(0, x; λ) = 1. In addition, assume that first-order derivatives of f_n with respect to x satisfy polynomial growth (Definition 2.2). Then f_n(t, x; λ) = L_n(t, x; λ) for all (t, x) ∈ R^+ × T^{n−1}(E).

Page 3/31

Note that L_n(·, ·; λ) can be viewed as a family of functions parametized by λ mapping from R^+ ×T^n(R^d) to C. In the above theorem, we derive a parabolic PDE to characterize L_n(·, ·; λ) for any given λ.

Our proof follows the martingale approach, sharing the spirit utilized in proving the classical Feynman-Kac theorem and the PDE approach of the expected signature of the diffusion process [25]. Our proof is built upon the following two key observations,

1. the generalized-signature process is a time homogeneous Itô diffusion; 2. the map F : R^m → C; a → exp(i⟨λ, a⟩) is multiplicative.

The definition of the map F also implies the uniform boundedness of the characteristic function, which allows a weakening of the regularity condition required for the PDE theorem for L_n and can be applied to any λ.

In addition to the martingale approach, we employ a slightly different method by directly applying the PDE theorem of the expected signature in [25] (See Appendix B.1). This approach, however, relies on the essential assumption: the characteristic function L_n(t, x; λ) admits Taylor’s power series in terms of λ and hence can be written as a linear combination of the expected signature. When the radius of convergence (ROC) of such a power series is finite, we are unable to use this approach to prove the PDEs of the characteristic function for the case |λ| exceeds the ROC. Nevertheless, if the ROC condition is met, this Taylor series strategy provides a numerical approximation of L_n via the expected signature, which can be solved recursively.

1.2 Characteristic function of Brownian motion coupled with the Lévy area The Lévy area of Brownian motion is a classical mathematical object and plays a crucial role in many domains of stochastic analysis, for example, in numerical approximation for SDEs (e.g., the Milstein method). As demonstrated in works by Lévy[20] and Levin and Wildon [18], two distinct approaches yield the analytical formula of the characteristic function of the Lévy area for the case of 2-dimensional Brownian motion. Cuchiero [7] also regarded the 2-dimensional case as a special case of the affine process, and hence derived the corresponding Riccati ODE representing the characteristic function. It is more technically involved to derive the analytic formula of the joint process of Brownian motion and the Lévy area with d > 2, which is discovered by [13]. The main technique used in [13] is a probabilistic approach based on the Girsanov theorem.

In this paper, we apply our general PDE theorem to this concrete case. This approach provides completely new proof for the characteristic function of this coupled process and recovers its analytic formula by leveraging the structure theorem of antisymmetric matrices.

Concretely, given a d-dimensional Brownian motion W = (W^{(1)}_t , . . . , W^{(d)}_t )_{t∈[0,T ]}, consider the process L^{(i,j)}_t = 1 2 ( ∫_t 0 W^{(i)}_s dW^{(j)}_s − ∫_t 0 W^{(j)}_s dW^{(i)}_s ) , for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. This process depends on the initial point of W_0. If W_0 = 0, then L^{(i,j)}_t is the Lévy area of i-th and j-th coordinates of a standard Brownian motion from time 0 to t. In [13], authors introduced the generalized Lévy area process associated with the anti-symmetric matrix Λ of dimension d × d, denoted by L^Λ_t , i.e.,

L^Λ_t := ∑ 1≤j_1 <j_2 ≤d

Λ_{j1,j2} L^{(j1 ,j2)}_t = ∫_t 0 ⟨ΛW_s, dW_s⟩.

Note that L^Λ can be seen as the linear combination of degree 2 signature of the Brownian motion. Consequently, we apply the PDE theorem (Theorem 3.1) to this case and

Page 4/31 solve the conditional characteristic function of the L^Λ_t explicitly by proposing a suitable Ansatz for the PDE satisfied by the characteristic function. Our proof heavily relies on the structure theorem of the anti-symmetric matrix Λ, but it does not use any probability theory.

Moreover, by leveraging the translation invariance of Brownian motion, we discover a connection between the conditional characteristic function of L^Λ and the joint characteristic process. This yields the following theorem, which gives the analytic formula for the joint characteristic function of the coupled process.

Theorem 5.2. Let W = (W^{(1)}_t , . . . , W^{(d)}_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Let μ ∈ R^d and let Λ be a d-dimensional anti-symmetric matrix. The joint characteristic function of coupled Brownian motion W and the Lévy area L

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) : R^+ × R^d × R^{d×d} → C; (t, μ, Λ) → E [ exp ( i d∑ i=1 μ_iW^{(i)}_t + iL^Λ_t ) | | | |W^0 = 0 ] , admits the following formula

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = (_{d1}∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{ηi}_2 t) )

exp ( [^{d1}∑ i=1 − 1 η_i ((Oμ)^2_{i−1} + (Oμ)^2_i) tanh( η_i 2 t) ] − 1 2 t d_0∑

i=1 (Oμ)^2_{d1 +i} ) , where O, η, d_0, d_1 are defined in Lemma 4.3.

1.3 The outline of the paper

In Section 2, we introduce the preliminaries of rough path theory, including the signature and the expected signature of a diffusion process. Besides, we summarize the main results on the PDE of the expected signatures elaborated in [25]. In Section 3, we introduce the generalized-signature process and we propose the general methodology, we derive the PDE of the conditional characteristic function L_n as stated in Theorem 3.1. In Section 4, we focus on solving the PDE associated to the conditional characteristic function of the L^Λ stated in Equation (1.1). In Section 5, we first establish the link between L_n and the characteristic function of the joint process (W, L^Λ). We divide the derivation of the joint characteristic function Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) into the non-degenerated case and degenerated case and provide complete proof to Theorem 5.2. Section 6 discusses future work to conclude the paper.

2 Preliminary

Throughout this section, we fix (E, ‖·‖) to be a d-dimensional normed space, in which the diffusion process takes values.

2.1 Time-homogeneous Itô diffusion

Consider the probability space (Ω, F, P_x), let W = (W_t)_{t∈[0,+∞)} be a d^′-dimensional Brownian motion. We assume that the probability space is equipped with the filtration {F_t}_{t∈[0,+∞]} generated by W . We define a time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process X, which is a solution to the following SDE

dX^{(i)}_t = μ^{(i)}(X_t)dt + d^′∑

j=1 σ^{(i)}_j (X_t)dW^{(j)}_t , i = 1, . . . , d, (2.1)

Page 5/31 where t ∈ [0, ∞], with vector fields μ, σ_1, · · · , σ_d′ that satisfy standard regularity conditions (see Definition 2.2 and Condition 2.3) and the integral is understood in the Itô sense. Using matrix notation, we write the SDE in equation (2.1) as

dX_t = μ(X_t)dt + σ(X_t)dW_t, (2.2)

with drift term μ and diffusion term σ : E → E × R^{d′} , σ(x) = (σ_1(x), . . . , σ_d′ (x)). Under the probability measure P_x, assume that the process X satisfies the initial condition

P_x(X_0 = x) = 1.

Moreover, it is assumed that the law of the pair (W, X) is uniquely determined. For ease of notation, let b : R^d → R^d × R^d denote the d × d matrix, with elements

b^{(j1 ,j2)}(x) := d^′∑

i=1 σ^{(j1 )}_i (x)σ^{(j2 )}_i (x); j_1, j_2 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}.

Using matrix notation, we have b(x) = σ(x)σ(x)^T , we call b the diffusion matrix.

Definition 2.1 (Infinitesimal generator). Let X be a time-homogenous Itô diffusion process. For any function f ∈ C^2_0 (E), the infinitesimal generator of f(X) is defined as

Af(x_0) = d∑ i=1 μ^{(i)}(x_0) ∂f ∂x^{(i)} | | | |_{x=x0} + d∑ j_1 =1 d∑ j_2=1 1 2 b^{(j1,j2 )}(x_0)

∂^2f ∂x^{(j1 )}∂x^{(j2 )} | | | |_{x=x0} , where C^2_0 (E) denotes the set of all twice differentiable functions with compact support from E to R.

In order to discuss the regularity of vector fields, let us introduce the concept of the polynomial growth condition as follows:

Definition 2.2. Let n, m be positive integers, m ≥ 1. A function f : R^+ × E → R^n is said to satisfy the polynomial growth condition of degree m if and only if there exists C such that sup 0≤t≤T |f(t, x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|^m), for any T > 0.

In the rest of this section, we assume that the drift term μ and the diffusion vector fields {σ_i}^{d′}_{i=1} satisfy the following condition.

Condition 2.3. The vector fields μ, (σ_j )^{d′}_{j=1} satisfy the globally Lipschitz condition, i.e. there exist a constant C > 0, such that for every x, y ∈ E, |μ(x) − μ(y)| + d^′∑

i=1 |σ_i(x) − σ_i(y)| ≤ C|x − y|. Remark 2.4. If the vector fields μ, (σ_i)^{d′}_{i=1} satisfy Condition 2.3, then they satisfy the linear growth condition as well, i.e. there exists a constant K, such that for every x ∈ E, |μ(x)| + d^′∑

i=1 |σ_i(x)| ≤ K(1 + |x|). By imposing the linear growth type condition and the Lipschitz type condition, it can be proved that the SDE admits a unique and strong solution, as was first done by K. Itô([14]).

Page 6/31

2.2 Tensor algebra and signature of a diffusion process

In this section, we introduce the notion of the signature of a path. We start by defining the space where signatures belong to. The following definition follows from [4].

Definition 2.5 (Tensor algebra space). The space of formal series of tensors of E, denoted by T ((E)), is defined to be the following set of the sequences of tensor powers: T ((E)) = {a = (a_0, a_1, · · · )|∀n ≥ 0, a_n ∈ E^{⊗n}}. It is endowed with two internal operations, an addition and a product, which are defined as follows. Let a = (a_0, a_1, · · · ) and b = (b_0, b_1, · · · ) be two elements of T ((E)). Then it holds that a + b = (a_0 + b_0, a_1 + b_1, · · · );

a ⊗ b = (c_0, c_1, · · · ), where for each n ≥ 0, c_n = n∑ k=0 a_k ⊗ b_{n−k}. The space T ((E)) endowed with these two operations and the scalar multiplication λa = (λa_0, λa_1, · · · ) is a real non-commutative unital algebra, with the unit 1 = (1, 0, 0, · · · ). An element a = (a_0, a_1, · · · ) of T ((E)) is invertible if and only if a_0 ≠ 0. Its inverse is then well-defined and given by the series

a^{−1} = 1 a_0 ∑ n≥0 (1 − a a_0

)^n.

Definition 2.6 (Truncated tensor algebra). Fix n ∈ N, the truncated tensor algebra space of degree n is defined as T^n(E) = {a = (a_0, a_1, · · · , a_n)|a_i ∈ E^{⊗i}, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}}. Let D_n := n∑ i=0 d^i = d^{n+1} − 1 d − 1 , be the dimension of T^n(E) where d is the dimension of E.

Suppose (e_1, . . . , e_d) is a basis for E, then E^{⊗n} is spanned by basis vectors e_I := (e_{i1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ e_{in} ) where I = (i_1, . . . , i_n) ∈ {1, . . . , d}^n. Consider the dual space E^∗ of E with basis (e^∗_1, . . . , e^∗_d). The basis for (E^∗)^{⊗n} can be easily extended to be the set e^∗_I := (e^∗_{i1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ e^∗_{in} ) where I = (i_1, . . . , i_n) ∈ {1, . . . , d}^n and we have ⟨e^∗_{i1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ e^∗_{in} , e_{j1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ e_{jn} ⟩ = δ_{i1 ,j1} , . . . , δ_{in,jn} , with δ_{i,j} = 1_{i=j} and the inner product is defined in canonical sense. Definition 2.7 (Projection maps). We define three kinds of projection maps. Fix n ∈ N. We define π^n : T ((E)) → T^n(E) to be the canonical projection onto the truncated tensor algebra space, i.e.

π^n(a) = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_n), ∀a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_n, . . . ) ∈ T ((E)).

For computational convenience, we also allow n to be negative, in that case, π^n(a) = 0. Also, we define the “degree-wise” projection ρ^n : T ((E)) → E^{⊗n} in the way ρ^n(a) = a_n, ∀a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_n, . . . ) ∈ T ((E)).

Page 7/31

Let I = (i_1, . . . , i_n) ∈ {1, . . . , d}^n be a finite length index set of length n, we define the coordinate projection map as

π^I : T ((E)) → R; a → e^∗_I (a). Now let us introduce the definition of the signature of a time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process.

Definition 2.8. Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be a time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process, which satisfies the SDE in Equation (2.2). For every t ∈ [0, T ], the signature of X_{[0,t]}, denoted by S(X_{[0,t]}) is defined to be the solution to the following linear controlled differential equation dS(X_{[0,t]}) = S(X_{[0,t]}) ⊗ (∘dX_t), S(X_{[0,0]}) = (1, 0, . . . ), (2.3)

where the integral is understood in the Stratonovich sense. For any n ∈ N, the truncated signature of X_{[0,t]} of degree n is defined to be S^n(X_{[0,t]}) := π^n(S(X_{[0,t]})). Throughout the paper, whenever the context is clear, we will omit X and use S_t, S^n_t to stand for S(X_{[0,t]}) and S^n(X_{[0,t]}) respectively.

Remark 2.9. By solving the equation (2.3) using Picard iterations [4], we can derive the expression of S_t as the sequence of iterative integrals

S_t = (1, X^1_{[0,t]}, . . . , X^n_{[0,t]}, . . . ) ∈ T ((E)),

where X^n_{[0,t]} = ∫ · · · ∫ 0<u_1<u_2 <···<u_n<t ∘ dX_{t1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∘dX_{tn} .

provided these iterated integrals are well-defined. In particular, let I = (i_1, . . . , i_n) ∈ {1, . . . , d}^n be a finite length index set of length n, we have

π^I (S_t) = ∫ · · · ∫ 0<u_1 <u_2<···<u_n<t ∘ dX^{(i1)}_{t1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∘dX^{(in)}_{tn} .

Remark 2.10. Equivalently, the SDE can be defined in “degreewise" sense as follows { dρ^n(S_t) = ρ^{n−1}(S_t) ⊗ (∘dX_t), ρ^n(S_t) = 0; S^0_t = 1,

for any n ≥ 1.

In the following, we summarize the key properties of the signature. For more details, we refer to [4].

Definition 2.11. Let X : [0, s] −→ E and Y : [s, t] −→ E be two continuous paths. Their concatenation as the path X ∗ Y : [0, t] −→ E defined by

(X ∗ Y )_u = { X_u, u ∈ [0, s], Y_u − Y_s + X_s, u ∈ [s, t]. Denote by V(J, E) the set of continuous paths from J to E such that the signature transform is well-defined. Also, let S ⊂ T ((E)) be the image of signature transformation applied to V(J, E). We state here three key properties of signature transformation which reveal the group structure of S.

Page 8/31

Theorem 2.12 (Invariance under time reparametrization). Let X : J −→ E be a continuous path with finite p-variation for some p < 2. Let ψ : J −→ J be a reparametrization (surjective, continuous, non-decreasing function). Define ~X : ψ(J) −→ E to be the reparametrized path. Then S(X_J ) = S( ~X_J ).

Theorem 2.13 (Time reversal). For a path X : [a, b] −→ E, consider its time-reversal as ←− X : [a, b] −→ E, ←− X_t = X_{a+b−t}, ∀t ∈ [a, b], then one has S(X_{[a,b]}) ⊗ S( ←−−− X_{[a,b]}) = 1,

where 1 is the identity element in T ((E)).

Theorem 2.14 (Chen’s identity). Let X : [0, s] → E and Y : [s, t] → E be two continuous paths of bounded 1-variation. Then

S((X ∗ Y )_{[0,t]}) = S(X_{[0,s]}) ⊗ S(Y_{[s,t]}).

Chen’s relation tells us that the range of the signature map acting on bounded variation paths is a group homomorphism from paths space to S. Closeness under multiplication of such range is ensured by Chen’s relation. Existence of inverses is a consequence of Theorem 2.13. Hence, the S = (S, ⊗) is actually a group under multiplicative operator ⊗, from now on, unless stated explicitly, we assume this group structure on S. We call S the space of signatures.

Remark 2.15. By embedding it into the tensor algebra space, we can easily check that all the properties of signatures hold for truncated signatures as well. Remark 2.16. Although the diffusion processes are defined via the Itô integration, rough path theory provides an alternative way to define it in the pathwise sense almost surely. More specifically, let X := (X)_{t∈[0,T ]} denote a continuous semi-martingales with the finite quadratic variation [X]_{s,t} = lim_{|D|→0} N∑ i=1 |X_{ti} − X_{ti−1} |^2, where D = (t_i)^N_{i=1} is a finite partition of [s, t]. Then we can lift X to the 2-rough path via (s, t) → π^2(exp(Y_{s,t})), where Y_{s,t} := (X_t − X_s, X_t − X_s, [X]_{s,t}) for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T . Consequently, one can make sense of the Itô integration in the pathwise sense by using this lifting.

2.3 PDE of expected signature of a diffusion process Definition 2.17 (Expected signature of diffusion process). Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be an Itô diffusion process defined by SDE (2.1). Suppose that the signature of X_{[0,t]} is welldefined. The expected signature of X_{[0,t]} starting at point x, denoted by Φ(t, x) is defined as follows:

Φ : R^+ × E → T ((E)); (t, x) → E^x[S(X_{[0,t]})], where t ∈ R^+. For every n ∈ N, the n^{th} term of the expected signature of an Itô diffusion process X_{[0,t]} starting at x is denoted by Φ_n(t, x). Moreover, Φ_0(t, x) = 1. Remark 2.18. By the definition of the signature, it is known that the signature of any path at time 0 should be trivial, and thus its expectation is trivial as well, i.e.

Φ(0, x) = 1.

Page 9/31

Here we state a sufficient condition on Φ for Theorem 2.20 to hold. Condition 2.19. Φ is finite and has continuous partial derivatives with respect to t and continuous second order partial derivatives with respect to x, i.e. for any index I, π^I (Φ) ∈ C^{1,2}(R^+ ×E), where C^{1,2}(R^+ ×E) is the space of continuous functions mapping from R^+ × E to R, with continuous partial derivatives (_{∂Φ} ∂t ) , (_{∂Φ} ∂x_i )_d i=1,

(_{∂2 Φ} ∂x_i∂x_j )_d i,j=1. Now, we cite two results from [25], which establish the link between the expected signature of a time-homogeneous diffusion process and a parabolic PDE. Theorem 2.20. Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be an Itô diffusion process, which is defined by the SDE (2.2) and satisfies Condition 2.3. Let Φ(t, x) be the expected signature of X_{[0,t]} conditioned on X_0 = x (Definition 2.17) and assume it satisfies Condition 2.19. Then Φ is a function mapping R^+ × E to T ((E)), which satisfies the following PDE: ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) Φ(t, x) + d∑ j=1 d∑ j_1 =1 b^{(j1 ,j)}(x)e_{j1} ⊗ ∂Φ(t, x) ∂x_j + d∑ j=1 μ^{(j)}(x)e_j + 1 2 d∑ j_1 =1 d∑ j_2 =1

b^{(j1,j2 )}(x)e_{j1} ⊗ e_{j2}

⊗ Φ(t, x) = 0, (2.4)

subject to the initial condition:

Φ(0, x) = 1,

and the condition:

Φ_0(t, x) = 1, ∀(t, x) ∈ R^+ × E,

where A is the infinitesimal generator of X, μ is the drift term of X and b is the diffusion matrix of X.

Remark 2.21. By applying the projection map onto the subspace E^{⊗n} on both sides of Equation (2.4). We can obtain the recursive relation between Φ_n, Φ_{n−1}, Φ_{n−2}. Corollary 2.22. Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be an Itô diffusion process, which is defined by the SDE (2.2) and satisfies Condition 2.3. Let Φ(t, x) be the expected signature of X_{[0,t]} conditioning on X_0 = x (Definition 2.17) and assume it satisfies Condition 2.19. Then, the following PDE is satisfied for all positive integers n ≥ 2: ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) Φ_n(t, x) = − d∑ j=1 μ^{(j)}(x)e_j ⊗ Φ_{n−1}(t, x)

− d∑ j=1 d∑ j_1 =1 b^{(j1,j)}(x)e_{j1} ⊗ ∂Φ^{n−1}(t, x) ∂x_j

− 1 2 d∑ j_1 =1 d∑ j_2 =1

b^{(j1,j2 )}(x)e_{j1} ⊗ e_{j2} ⊗ Φ_{n−2}(t, x).

Moreover, Φ_1(t, x) should satisfy: ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) Φ_1(t, x) = − d∑ j=1 μ^{(j)}(x)e_j ,

Page 10/31 where A is the infinitesimal generator of X, μ is the drift term of X and b is the diffusion matrix of X.

Furthermore, for every integer n ≥ 1, Φ_n(t, x) should satisfy the initial condition:

Φ_n(0, x) = 0,

and the condition:

Φ_0(t, x) = 1, ∀(t, x) ∈ R^+ × E.

The following theorem gives the converse result of Theorem 2.20. It shows under certain regularity conditions, the solution to the PDE in Equation (2.4) is indeed the expected signature.

Theorem 2.23. Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be an Itô diffusion process, which is defined by the SDE (2.1) and satisfies Condition 2.3. Let A be the infinitesimal generator of X. Let Φ(t, x) be the expected signature of X_{[0,t]} conditioning on X_0 = x (Definition 2.17). Suppose ξ : R^+ × E → T ((E)) is a solution to the PDE: ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) ξ(t, x) + d∑ j=1 d∑ j_1 =1 b^{(j1 ,j)}(x)e_{j1} ⊗ ∂ξ(t, x) ∂x_j + d∑ j=1 μ^{(j)}(x)e_j + 1 2 d∑ j_1 =1 d∑ j_2 =1

b^{(j1,j2 )}(x)e_{j1} ⊗ e_{j2} ⊗ ξ(t, x) = 0,

subject to the initial condition: ξ(0, x) = 1, and the condition: ξ_0(t, x) = 1, ∀(t, x) ∈ R^+ × E. Moreover, suppose ξ(t, x) and the first derivative of ξ(t, x) satisfy the polynomial growth condition. Then ξ(t, x) is the expected signature of X over the time interval [0, t] with the starting point x, i.e. ξ(t, x) = Φ(t, x), where (t, x) ∈ R^+ × E.

2.4 Basics of Partial Differential Equations

In this section, we present some basic notions and results on parabolic PDEs for a detailed explanation, refer to [9]. Consider the PDE of the following form − ∂f ∂t + d∑ i,j=1 a_{ij} (t, x) ∂^2f ∂x_i∂x_j + d∑ i=1 b_i(t, x) ∂f ∂x_i + c(t, x)f = d(t, x), (2.5)

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Ω, where Ω is an open, path-wise connected subset of E and f ∈ C^{1,2}([0, T ] × E), f(t, x) ∈ C. Let

D = (0, T ] × Ω; Σ = ∂Ω × [0, T ] ∪ Ω × {0}, where ∂Ω denotes the boundary of Ω. We assume the coefficients functions a_{ij} , b_i, c are all bounded on closure of D and a_{ij} = a_{ji}.

Page 11/31

Definition 2.24. The PDE in equation (2.5) is uniformly parabolic if there exists λ > 0 such that_d ∑ i,j=1 a_{ij} (x, t)u_iu_j ≥ λ‖u‖^2, for all (t, x) ∈ D̄ and u ∈ E.

Let us recall the celebrated Feynman-Kac formula, which establishes a link between parabolic PDEs and stochastic processes. The formula will be used to prove the uniqueness of the solution to the PDE we will derive in the next section.

Theorem 2.25. Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be an Itô diffusion process defined in Equation (2.2) which satisfies condition 2.3. Let A be the infinitesimal generator of X. Let T > 0. Suppose that F ∈ C^{1,2}([0, T ] × E, R) satisfying − ∂F (t, x) ∂t = AF (t, x) − V (t, x)F (t, x) + f(t, x); for all x ∈ E and t ∈ [0, T ] subject to the terminal condition F (T, x) = ψ(x), ∀x ∈ E, where V, f and ψ are real-valued functions that satisfy the polynomial growth condition. Then F admits the solution F (t, x) = E [ ψ(X_T )Z(t, X_t) + ∫_T t f(s, X_s)Z(s, X_s)ds | | | |X^t = x ] , where t ∈ [0, T ] and

Z(t, x) = exp ( − ∫_T t V (s, x)ds ) . Furthermore, the solution F is unique.

Proof. The proof can be found in [15].

3 General methodology

We propose in this section a general approach to characterize the law of the truncated signature of an Itô diffusion in a closed time interval. Let (E, ‖·‖) be a d-dimensional Banach space, and let X_t be a E-valued time-homogeneous Itô diffusion. For any n ∈ N, the conditional characteristic function of S^n(X_{[0,t]}) is given by

L_n(t, x; ·) : T^n(E) → C, (t, x; λ) → E[exp(i⟨λ, S^n(X_{[0,t]})⟩)|X_0 = x]. (3.1)

We demonstrate in this section that L_n can be well understood via the parabolic PDE in Equation (3.8). We consider an intermediate object, the so-called generalized-signature process.

Definition 3.1 (Generalized-signature process). Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} denote an E-valued time-homogeneous diffusion process with the drift μ and the diffusion σ. The generalizedsignature process of X_{[0,t]}, denoted by (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]}, is defined as a time-homogeneous diffusion process taking values in T ((E)), which satisfies the following SDE, { dX_t = X_t ⊗ ( (μ(ρ^1(X_t))dt + σ(ρ^1(X_t)) ∘ dW_t) ) , X_0 = x;

X^0_t = 1,

where x ∈ T (E) and the integral ∘ is understood in the Stratonovich’s sense. For any n ≥ 1, we define X^n to be π^n(X), the truncated generalized-signature of degree n.

Page 12/31

Equivalently, we can express the dynamics of X in the Itô sense, see the lemma below.

Lemma 3.2. The generalized-signature process (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} defined in Definition 3.1 admits the following SDE dX_t = μ_X(X_t)dt + σ_X(X_t)dW_t, X_0 = x where x ∈ T ((E)) and the integral is understood in Itô’s sense and

μ_X : T ((E)) → T ((E)), μ_X(x) = ( x ⊗ μ(ρ^1(x)) + 1 2 x ⊗ (σ ⊗ σ^T )(ρ^1(x)) ) ; σ_X : T ((E)) → T ((E)) × R^{d′} , σ_X(x)w = ( x ⊗ (σ(ρ^1(x))w) ) . Equivalently speaking, for any n ≥ 1, the truncated signature-augmented process (X^n_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} satisfies the following SDE dX^n_t = μ_n(X^n_t )dt + σ_n(X^n_t )dW_t, with drift

μ_n : T^n(E) → T^n(E), μ_n = (μ^{(1)} ⊕ · · · ⊕ μ^{(n)}); μ^{(i)} : T^n(E) → E^{⊗i}, μ^{(i)}(x) = ( ρ^{n−1}(x) ⊗ μ(ρ^1(x)) + 1 2 ρ^{n−2}(x) ⊗ (σ ⊗ σ^T )(ρ^1(x)) ) , and diffusion σ_n : T^n(E) → T^n(E), σ_n = (σ^{(1)} ⊕ · · · ⊕ σ^{(n)}); σ^{(i)} : T^n(E) → E^{⊗i} × R^{d′} , σ^{(i)}(x)w = ( ρ^{n−1}(x) ⊗ (σ(ρ^1(x))w) ) . Proof. The proof follows directly from the Itô-Stratonovich correction. Indeed, we can rewrite the SDE of X as follows

dX_t = X_t ⊗ ( μ(ρ_1(X_t))dt + σ(ρ_1(X_t)) ∘ dW_t ) = [ X_t ⊗ μ(ρ_1(X_t)) + 1 2 X_t ⊗ (σ ⊗ σ^T )(ρ_1(X_t)) ] dt + X_t ⊗ (σ(ρ_1(X_t))dW_t) (3.2) = μ_X(X_t)dt + σ_X(X_t)dW_t, where the integral is now understood in Itô’s sense and

μ_X(x) := x ⊗ μ(x_1) + 1 2 x ⊗ (σ ⊗ σ^T )(x_1), x = (1, x_1, x_2, . . . ) ∈ T ((E));

σ_X(x)w := x ⊗ (σ(x_1)w), x = (1, x_1, x_2, . . . ) ∈ T ((E)).

Similarly, for any n ≥ 1, by projecting both sides of Equation (3.2) onto the n-th degree of the tensor algebra space we have

dρ^n(X_t) = [ ρ^{n−1}(X_t) ⊗ μ(ρ^1(X_t)) + 1 2 ρ^{n−2}(X_t) ⊗ (σ ⊗ σ^T )(ρ^1(X_t)) ] dt + ρ^{n−1}(X_t) ⊗ (σ(ρ^1(X_t))dW_t) = μ^{(n)}(X^n_t )dt + σ^{(n)}(X^n_t )dW_t, with

μ^{(n)}(x) := x_{n−1} ⊗ μ(x_1) + 1 2 x_{n−2} ⊗ (σ ⊗ σ^T )(x_1), x = (1, x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) ∈ T^n(E);

σ^{(n)}(x)w := (x_{n−1} ⊗ (σ(x_1)w)) , x = (1, x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) ∈ T^n(E).

Page 13/31

Finally since X^n_t = (1, ρ^{(1)}(X_t), . . . , ρ^{(n)}(X_t)), we obtain μ_n = (μ^{(1)} ⊕ · · · ⊕ μ^{(n)}); σ_n = (σ^{(1)} ⊕ · · · ⊕ σ^{(n)}).

In the following lemma, we show the relationship between S(X_{[0,t]}) and X_t. Lemma 3.3. Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} denote a E-valued time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process with drift μ, diffusion σ and the starting point X_0 = x. If X is the generalizedsignature process of X_{[0,t]} with starting point X_0 = (1, x, 0, . . . ) and μ_X, σ_X satisfy Condition 2.3 then for any n ≥ 1 π^n(X_t) = π^n(S(X_{[0,t]})) + x ⊗ π^{n−1}(S(X_{[0,t]})). (3.3) Proof. For ease of the notation, we use S_t to stand for S(X_{[0,t]}). We prove the statement by induction. For n = 1, since X_0 = (1, x, 0, . . . ) by definition we have dπ^1(X_t) = 1 ⊗ dX_t, therefore π^1(X_t) = (1, X_t). On the other hand, dπ^1(S_t) = dX_t implies that ρ^1(S_t) = (1, X_t − x), hence Equation (3.3) holds. Now assume that Equation (3.3) holds for n. Then

dπ^{n+1}(S_t) = π^n(S_t) ⊗ (∘dX_t) = π^n(X_t) ⊗ (∘dX_t) − x ⊗ π^{n−1}(S_t) ⊗ (∘dX_t). Taking the integration, we have π^{n+1}(S_t) = π^{n+1}(X_t) − x ⊗ π^n(S_t), where we used Condition 2.3 to ensure the uniqueness of the solution, and we completed the proof.

We introduce here the characteristic function of the generalized-signature process. For notation convenience, in the rest of the paper, we denote by M_λ : T^n(E) → R, x → ⟨λ, x⟩ the linear functional parametrized by λ for every λ ∈ T^n(E). Definition 3.4. (Characteristic function of generalized-signature process) Let n ≥ 1, given any (t, x) ∈ R^+ × T^n(E) and generalized-signature process X^n, we define L_n(t, x, ·) : T^n(E) → C, (t, x; λ) → E[exp(iM_λ(X^n_t − X^n_0 ))|X^n_0 = x], to be the characteristic function of X.

Note that L_n(·, ·; λ) can be viewed as a family of functions parametized by λ mapping from R^+ × T^n(E) to C. We state here the condition on L_n for 3.1 to hold. Condition 3.5. For every λ ∈ T^n(E), L_n(t, x; λ) has continuous partial derivatives with respect to t and continuous second order partial derivatives with respect to x.

The next lemma explores the dependency of L_n on the starting point of X^n. Lemma 3.6. Let n ≥ 1, for any (t, x) ∈ R^+ ×T^n(E), we have L_n(t, x, ·) = F_n(t, π^{n−1}(x), ·) where F_n(t, π^{n−1}(x), ·) : T^{n−1}(E) → C, (t, x; λ) → E[exp(iM_λ(X^n_t −X^n_0 ))|π^{n−1}(X^n_0 ) = π^{n−1}(x)], i.e. L_n is independent of ρ^n(x).

Proof. Let x be the starting point of X^n. From the definition of X^n we know that X^n_t depends linearly on ρ^n(x) furthermore, the dependency can be written as X^n_t = f(π^{n−1}(x), ρ^1(X^n_{[0,t]})) + ρ^n(x) for some function f . hence X^n_t − X^n_0 only depends on π^{n−1}(x) as starting point. Since L_n(t, x, λ) only depends on the increment X^n_t − X^n_0 , the result follows inmediately.

Page 14/31

Remark 3.7. From now on, for any (t, x) ∈ R^+ × T^{n−1}(E), we consider

L_n(t, x; ·) : T^n(E) → C, (t, x; λ) → E[exp(iM_λ(X^n_t − X^n_0 ))|π^{n−1}(X^n_0 ) = x], (3.4)

to emphazise the dependency on the first n − 1 degrees of X^n.

The relation between L_n and L_n is shown in Lemma 3.8 using the relation between X^n and S^n stated in Lemma 3.3. As a consequence, the objective of deriving L_n can be reformulated as the problem of solving L_n and identifying the corresponding PDE, which is satisfied by L_n.

Lemma 3.8 (Link between L_n and L_n). Fix n ≥ 1, let L_n and L_n be defined in Equation (3.1) and Definition 3.4. For every (t, x) ∈ R^+ × E and λ ∈ T^n(E), there exists λ̃ ∈ T^n(E) which depends on x, such that L_n(t, x; λ) = L_n(t, (1, x, 0, . . . , 0); λ̃) exp (iM_{λ̃}(1, x, 0, . . . , 0)). Furthermore, if we let λ = ∑_n j=0 ∑ |I|=j λI eI , then λ̃ is given in a recursive form:

λ̃_I = λ_I , if |I| = n; (3.5)

λ̃_I = λ_I −^d ∑ j=1 x_jλ̃_{{j}∪I} , if 1 ≤ |I| < n; (3.6) λ̃_∅ = λ_∅, (3.7)

where {j} ∪ I is defined as the concatenation of indices, i.e. for any I = (i_1, . . . i_n), {j} ∪ I = (j, i_1, . . . i_n). Proof. Fix λ ∈ T^n(E), we want to find λ̃ such that M_λ(S^n_t ) = M_{λ̃}(X^n_t ). By Lemma 3.3, we have that X^n_t = S^n_t + (0, x, x ⊗ ρ^1(S_t), . . . , x ⊗ ρ^{n−1}(S_t)), We are going to construct λ̃ based on λ. Note first that, λ = ∑_n j=0 ∑ |I|=j λI eI , therefore, we have

M_λ(S^n_t ) = λ_∅ + n∑ j=1 ∑ |I|=j λ_I π^I (S^n_t );

M_{λ̃}(X^n_t ) = λ̃_∅ + n∑ j=1 ∑ |I|=j λ̃_I (π^I (S^n_t ) + x_{I1} π^{I ′} (S^{n−1}_t )),

where I_1 denotes the first coordinate of I and I^′ = I \ I_1. Hence, by comparing the coefficients of π^I (S^n_t ) for all indices I with |I| ≤ n, we get that λ̃ must satisfy the system of equations (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7).

Observing the system of equations we notice that {λ̃_I } depends only on {λ̃_J } and x where |I| = |J| − 1, allowing us to solve it recursively, starting with |I| = n. Therefore, we are able to construct a specific parameter tensor λ̃. Finally,

L_n(t, x; λ) = E[exp(iM_{λ̃}(X^n_t )|X^n_0 = (1, x, 0, . . . , 0)] = E[exp(iM_{λ̃}(X^n_t − X^n_0 ) exp(iM_{λ̃}(X^n_0 ))|X^n_0 = (1, x, 0, . . . , 0)] = L_n(t, (1, x, 0, . . . , 0; λ̃) exp(iM_{λ̃}((1, x, 0, . . . , 0))).

Page 15/31

3.1 PDE representation of the characteristic function

In this subsection, we provide in Theorem 3.1 the PDE representation of L_n, the conditional characteristic function of the generalized-signature process, and hence the representation of L_n stated in Equation (3.1). We adopt the same ideology as Feynman-Kac (Theorem 2.25) by constructing a martingale in the complex plane, taking advantage of the uniform boundedness of the characteristic function.

Theorem 3.1. Fix n ∈ N. Let (X^n_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the generalized-signature process defined in Definition 3.1 with drift μ_n and diffusion σ_n. Assume that μ_n, σ_n satisfy Condition 2.3. Denote by D_n the dimension of X^n.

Let λ ∈ T^n(E), consider its parametrized linear functional M_λ and the characteristic function L_n(t, x; λ) defined in Definition 3.4. Assume that L_n(t, x; λ) satisfies Condition 2.19. Then,

• L_n satisfies the following PDE ( − ∂ ∂t + A_n ) L_n(t, x; λ) + i

(M_λ ∘ μ_n)(x) + D_{n−1}∑

j=1 (M_λ ∘ b^{(·,j)}_n )(x) ∂ ∂x^{(j)} L_n(t, x; λ)

− 1 2 (M^{⊗2}_λ ∘ b_n)(x)L_n(t, x; λ) = 0, (3.8)

with initial condition L_n(0, x; λ) = 1 for all (t, x) ∈ R × T^{n−1}(E), b_n = σ_nσ^T_n , b^{(·,j)}_n denotes the j-th column of b_n and

A_nf(x_0) = D_{n−1}∑

i=1 μ^{(i)}_n (x_0) ∂f ∂x^{(i)} | | | |_{x=x0} + D_{n−1}∑

j_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

j_2 =1 1 2 b^{(j1,j2 )} n (x_0)

∂^2f ∂x^{(j1 )}∂x^{(j2 )} | | | |_{x=x0} .

• Let f_n(t, x; λ) be a function that solves the Equation (3.8) with initial condition f_n(0, x; λ) = 1. In addition, assume that first-order derivatives of f_n with respect to x satisfy polynomial growth (Definition 2.2). Then f_n(t, x; λ) = L_n(t, x; λ) for all (t, x) ∈ R^+ × T^{n−1}(E).

Proof. Fix λ ∈ T^n(E), we consider L_n(t, x; λ) which satisfies the initial condition L_n(0, x; λ) = 1. Fix t > 0, consider now the process

Y_s = E[exp(i⟨λ, X^n_t ⟩)|F_s].

We prove that Y is a martingale, then by computing the drift process of Y we obtain the PDE in the statement.

Since exp(i⟨λ, X^n_t ⟩) is uniformly bounded for any λ, thus Y is well-defined. Also, we have

E[|Y_s|] = E[|E[exp(i⟨λ, X^n_t ⟩)|F_s]|] ≤ E[E[| exp(i⟨λ, X^n_t ⟩)||F_s]|] < ∞, hence we conclude that Y is a martingale. Next, using the multiplicative property of exponential, we have that

Y_s = E[exp(i⟨λ, X^n_t ⟩)|F_s]

= exp(i⟨λ, X^n_s ⟩)E[exp(i⟨λ, X^n_t − X^n_s ⟩)|X^n_s )] X^n_s is F_s-measurable, Markov prop. of X^n = exp(i⟨λ, X^n_s ⟩)L_n(t − s, X^n_s ; λ) X^n_s is time-homogeneous.

Page 16/31

We denote by Z_s = exp(i⟨λ, X^n_s ⟩) and F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) = L_n(t − s, X^n_s ; λ) use Itô’s product rule, we obtain dY_s = dZ_sF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) + Z_sdF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) + [dZ_s, dF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ)]. (3.9) By Itô’s formula, it is easy to obtain the SDE driven by Z and F_n. By direct computation, we have dZ_s = Z_s ( i D_{n−1}∑

j=1 λ_j μ^{(j)}_n (X^n_s ) − 1 2 D_{n−1}∑

k_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

k_2 =1

λ_{k1} λ_{k2} b^{(k1,k2)} n (X^n_s )) ) ds

+ iZ_s D_{n−1}∑

k_1 =1 ( D_{n−1}∑ k_2 =1

λ_{k2} σ^{(k2 ,k1)} n (X^n_s )dW_s

)_{(k1)}

; (3.10)

dF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) = ( ∂ ∂s + A_n ) F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ)ds

+ ( D_{n−1}∑ k_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

k_2 =1 σ^{(k2 ,k1 )} n (X^n_s ) ∂ ∂x^{(k2 )} ) F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ)dW^{(k1 )}_s . (3.11)

Substituting into the Equation (3.9), we have dY_s = Z_sD(s, X^n_s ; λ)ds + Z_sΣ((s, X^n_s ; λ))dW_s;

D(s, X^n_s ; λ) = ( ∂ ∂s + A_n ) F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ)

+ i D_{n−1}∑

j_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

j_2 =1

D_{n−1}∑

k=1 λ_{j1} σ^{(j1 ,k)}_n (X^n_s )σ^{(j2 ,k)}_n (X^n_s )

∂F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) ∂x^{(j2 )} + i D_{n−1}∑

j=1 λ_j μ^{(j)}_n (X^n_s ) − 1 2 D_{n−1}∑

k_1=1

D_{n−1}∑

k_2=1

λ_{k1} λ_{k2} b^{(k1,k2 )} n (X^n_s ); (3.12)

Σ(s, X^n_s ; λ) = D_{n−1}∑

k_2=1

λ_{k2} σ^{(k2 ,·)}_n (X^n_s ) + D_{n−1}∑

k_2 =1

σ^{(k2 ,·)}_n (X^n_s ) ∂ ∂x^{(k2)}

F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ). (3.13)

Since Z is non-zero and Y is a martingale, we must have that D(s, x; λ) = 0 for any s ∈ [0, t]. Rearranging the terms for D(s, x; λ) we obtain D_{n−1}∑

j=1 λ_j μ^{(j)}_n (x) = (M_λ ∘ μ_n)(x); D_{n−1}∑

k_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

k_2 =1

λ_{k1} λ_{k2} b^{(k1,k2)} n (x) = (M^{⊗2}_λ ∘ b_n)(x); D_{n−1}∑

j_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

j_2 =1

D_{n−1}∑

k=1 λ_{j1} σ^{(j1 ,k)}_n (x)σ^{(j2 ,k)}_n (x) ∂F_n ∂x^{(j2 )} = D_{n−1}∑

j=1 (M_λ ∘ b^{(·,j)}_n )(x) ∂ ∂x^{(j)} F_n. Finally, by setting s = 0, we have F_n(0, x; λ) = L_n(t, x; λ); ∂ ∂s F_n(0, x; λ) = − ∂ ∂t L_n(t, x; λ); ∂ ∂x^{(j)}

F_n(0, x; λ) = ∂ ∂x^{(j)}

L_n(t, x; λ);

∂^2 ∂x^{(j1)}∂x^{(j2 )}

F_n(0, x; λ) =

∂^2 ∂x^{(j1 )}∂x^{(j2 )}

L_n(t, x; λ).

Page 17/31

Hence, the Equation (3.8) must be satisfied by L_n.

Next, we provide the proof for the second part of the theorem, which guarantees the solution to the PDE in Equation (3.8) subject to the initial condition L_n(0, x; λ) = 1 is indeed the characteristic function we stated in Equation (3.4). Let f_n(t, x; λ) be a solution to the Equation (3.8) with initial condition f_n(0, x; λ) = 1. Fix t > 0, define F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) = f_n(t − s, X^n_s ; λ) and consider the process N_s = Z_sF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ), 0 < s < t, where Z_s = exp(iM_λ(X^n_s )). Using Itô’s product rule we have

dN_s = dZ_sF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) + Z_sdF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ) + dZ_sdF_n(s, X^n_s ; λ), (3.14)

By Itô’s formula, it is easy to obtain the SDE driven by Z_s and F_n(s, X^n_s ; λ), as in Equations (3.10) and (3.11). Substituting into the Equation (3.14), we have

dN_s = Z_sD(s, X^n_s ; λ)ds + Z_sΣ(s, X^n_s ; λ)dW_s,

where D(s, X^n_s ; λ) and Σ(s, X^n_s ; λ) are defined in Equations (3.12) and (3.13) respectively. By applying a change of variable t^′ = t − s and using the definition of f_n we have D(s, x; λ) = 0. Hence, N_s is a local martingale. The diffusion term is given by Z_sΣ(s, X^n_s ; λ). Since it is assumed that, σ_n satisfies the linear growth condition and^{∂fn}_{∂x} is continuous and satisfies the polynomial growth condition, we conclude that Σ(s, X^n_s ; λ) is uniformly L_2-integrable (see Lemma A.2). Then, by Funibi-Tonelli’s theorem we have E [ ∫_s 0 Z^2_τ Σ^2(τ, X^n_τ ; λ)dτ ] = ∫_s 0 E[Z^2_τ Σ^2(τ, X^n_τ ; λ)]dτ < ∞,

hence N_s is a martingale. Finally, evaluating N at s = 0, we obtain

N_0 = Z_0f_n(t, X^n_0 ; λ) = E[N_t|F_0] = E[exp(iM_λ(X^n_t )|F_0]; f_n(t, X^n_0 ; λ) = E[exp(iM_λ(X^n_t − X^n_0 )|X^n_0 = x] = L_n(t, X^n_0 ; λ),

noting the equality X^n_0 = x completes the proof.

Remark 3.9. We provide in the Appendix B.1 a similar result to Theorem 3.1 assuming that the characteristic function L_n admits a Taylor expansion. By imposing the additional condition, we are able to establish the relationship between the L_n and the expected signature of X^n_{[0,t]} and we showed the relation is linear. The rest of the procedure relies on the characterization of the expected signature of a time-homogeneous Itô diffusion via the parabolic PDE [25].

4 Conditional characteristic function of Lévy area

In this section, we study a particular case of the linear transform on the signature of Brownian motions. Let W = (W^{(1)}_t , . . . , W^{(d)}_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Consider the process L^{(i,j)}_t = 1 2 ( ∫_t 0 W^{(i)}_s dW^{(j)}_s − ∫_t 0 W^{(j)}_s dW^{(i)}_s ) , t ∈ [0, T ], (4.1)

for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. This process depends on the initial point of W_0 and links with Lévy area. More specifically, when W_0 = 0, L^{(i,j)}_t is the Lévy area of i-th and j-th coordinates of a standard Brownian motion from time 0 to t. We denote by L_t = (L^{(i,j)}_t )_{1≤i<j≤d}

Page 18/31 the^{d(d−1)}_2 -dimensional process. Denote by skew(d) the space of d-dimensional skewsymmetric matrices and let Λ ∈ skew(d), consider the sum process L^Λ_t = ∑ 1≤i<j≤d Λi,j L (i,j) t . We explore the structure of L^Λ_t by noting that it satisfies the SDE

dL^Λ_t = 1 2 W^T_t ΛdW_t, L^Λ_0 = 0. (4.2)

In particular, we are interested in the characteristic function of L^Λ_t conditional on the starting point of Brownian motion, namely, L(t, w; ·) : skew(d) → C; (t, w; Λ) → E [ exp ( i 1 2 ∫_t 0 W^T_s ΛdW_s )| | |W^0 = w ] = E[exp(iL^Λ_t )|W_0 = w]. (4.3)

In fact, L is a building block for deriving the analytical form of the joint characteristic function of Brownian motion coupled with its Lévy area (See Section 5, Lemma 5.1). In contrast to [13], our proof does not rely on the change of measure via Girsanov’s theorem and analytical continuation techniques used in complex analysis. We instead discover a simplified PDE stated in Theorem 3.1 to this problem, which enables us to reduce the parabolic PDE into a system of Riccati equations for the case that all the eigenvalues of Λ are non-zero.

We establish in this section the relationship between L and the characteristic function of the generalized signature. To this end, we consider the generalized signature process of W truncated at degree 2:

X^2_t = ( 1, ∫_t 0 ∘dW_s, ∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 (∘dW_u) ⊗ (∘dW_s) + ρ^1(x) ⊗ ∫_t 0 ∘dW_s ) , X^2_0 = x.

Let L_2(t, x; λ) be the characteristic function of X_2, then we have the following lemma. Proposition 4.1. For any (t, w) ∈ R^+ × R^d and Λ ∈ skew(d), it holds that

L(t, w; Λ) = L_2 ( t, (1, w); (0, 0, 1 2 Λ) ) . Proof. It is proven by directly comparing the definition of L and L_2.

From now on, we stick with the notation L throughout this chapter for simplicity. In the following Lemma, we derive for any Λ ∈ skew(d), a simplified PDE which L(t, w; Λ) satisfies. Moreover, the simplified PDE could be transformed into a system of Riccati equations and solved analytically.

Lemma 4.2 (PDE of the characteristic function L(t, w; Λ)). Fix Λ ∈ skew(d), then, L defined in Equation (4.3) is the solution to the following PDE ( − ∂ ∂t + 1 2 Δ ) L(t, w; Λ) + i 2 (_d∑ j=1 (w^T Λ)_j ∂L(t, w; Λ) ∂w_j ) − 1 8 w^T ΛΛ^T wL(t, w; Λ) = 0, (4.4)

with initial condition L(0, w; Λ) = 1, where Δ is the Laplacian operator and (t, w) ∈ R^+ × R^d.

Proof. Let X^2 be the generalized-signature process of W with ρ^1(X^2_0) = W_0 = w. Let μ_2 and σ_2 be the drift and diffusion of X^2. Let Λ ∈ skew(d), consider λ̃ = (0, 0,^1_2 Λ) and L_2(t, (1, w); λ̃). It is clear that L^Λ_t = M_{λ̃}(X^2_t ). Then, by comparing the SDE driven by L^Λ_t and M_{λ̃}(X^2_t ), and using the fact that M_{λ̃} is linear we have

M_{λ̃} ∘ μ_2 = 0, M_{λ̃} ∘ σ_2 = 1 2 w^T Λ.

Page 19/31

Furthermore, by representing σ_2 as a matrix, we know that

σ_2(w) = I_d B(w) , b_2(w) = σ_2σ^T_2 (w) =

I_d B^T (w) B(w) B ∘ B^T (w) ,

for some matrix B(w). Using the block nature of σ_2 we see that b^{(·,j)}_2 is actually the j-th column of σ for 1 ≤ j ≤ d. Therefore,

M_{λ̃} ∘ b^{(·,j)}_2 (w) = 1 2 (w^T Λ)_j , 1 ≤ j ≤ d;

M^{⊗2}_{λ̃} ∘ b_2(w) = M^{⊗2}_{λ̃} ∘ (σ_2σ^T_2 ) = (M_{λ̃} ∘ σ_2)(M_{λ̃} ∘ σ_2)^T = 1 4 w^T ΛΛ^T w.

Using Theorem 3.1 we know that L_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) satisfies the following PDE ( − ∂ ∂t + A_2 ) L_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) + i 2 (_d∑ j=1 (w^T Λ)_j

∂L_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) ∂w_j ) (4.5) − 1 8 w^T ΛΛ^T wL_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) = 0, (4.6)

with initial condition L_2(0, (1, w); λ̃) = 1. Since L_2 only depends on w and M_{λ̃} ∘ μ_2 = 0, the infinitesimal generator A_2 is the Laplacian. Thus Equation (4.5) becomes ( − ∂ ∂t + 1 2 Δ ) L_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) + i 2 (_d∑ j=1 (w^T Λ)_j

∂L_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) ∂w_j )

− 1 8 w^T ΛΛ^T wL_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) = 0.

Finally, we complete the proof by replacing L_2(t, (1, w); λ̃) with L(t, w; Λ).

We derive the analytic formula for L(t, w; Λ) by exploiting the anti-symmetric property of matrix Λ. To do so, we first recall here a structural result on anti-symmetric matrices that will help us.

Lemma 4.3 (Decomposition of anti-symmetric matrix). For any d × d anti-symmetric real-valued matrix Λ, let (±η_1i, . . . , ±η_{d1} i) be the set of non-zero conjugate eigenvalue pairs of Λ with η_i > 0 and η_1 ≥, . . . , ≥ η_{d1} . Let d_0 = d − 2d_1 be the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue 0 of Λ (if Λ does not have zero eigenvalue, then d_0 = 0). Then there exists an orthogonal matrix O, such that the following decomposition of Λ holds:

Λ = O^T ΣO,

where Σ is in the form that

Σ =

0 −η_1 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . 0 η_1 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 −η_2 . . . 0 0 0 . . . 0

0 0 η_2 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 . . . 0 . . . 0 −η_{d1} 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . 0 . . . η_{d1} 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 0 . . . 0

0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 . . . . . . . 0 0 . . . 0 0 0 0 0 . . . 0

:= ( Σ_0, 0_{d−d0,d0} 0_{d0,d−d0} 0_{d0,d0} ) ,

Page 20/31 where Σ_0 is the block diagonal matrix with all non-zero η_i and 0_{m,n} is the zero matrix of dimension m × n..

Proof. This is a classical result from spectral theory, check for example [11].

Lemma 4.4 (Analytic formula for L(t, w; Λ)). Let d ≥ 2 be an even integer. Let Λ be any skew-symmetric, invertible real-valued matrix of dimension d × d. Then it holds that L(t, w; Λ) = (_d^′∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{γi}_2 t) ) exp (_d^′∑ i=1 − η_i 4 ((Ow)^2_{i−1} + (Ow)^2_i ) tanh( η_i 2 t) ) , (4.7)

where d^′ =^d_2 , O, η are defined in Lemma 4.3.

Proof. Let O be the orthogonal matrix obtained from Λ by Lemma 4.3. If we choose the ansatz L(t, w; Λ) = f(t, y) where y := ((Ow)^2_1, . . . , (Ow)^2_d) we can use chain rule to obtain the following equalities ∂ ∂t L = ∂ ∂t f; ∂ ∂w_i L = d∑ j=1 ∂f ∂y_j dy_j dw_i = d∑ j=1 2 ∂f ∂y_j (Ow)_j (O)_{j,i}; ∂^2 ∂b^2_i L = d∑ j=1 ∂^2f ∂y^2_j ( dy_j dw_i )_2 + d∑ j=1 ∂f ∂y_j d^2y_j dw^2_i = 4 d∑ j=1 ∂^2f ∂y^2_j (Ow)^2_j (O_{j,i})^2 + 2 d∑ j=1 ∂f ∂y_j (O_{j,i})^2.

First, note that d∑ i=1 (w^T Λ)_i ∂L(t, w; Λ) ∂w_i = 2 d∑ i=1 (w^T Λ)_i d∑ j=1 ∂f ∂y_j (Ow)_j (O)_{j,i} = w^T O^T Σdiag ( ∂f ∂y_i ) Ow = 0, (4.8) where diag (_{∂f} ∂y_i ) is the diagonal matrix formed by the partial derivatives. In the penul-

timate equality, we express it in matrix form and by noting that Σdiag (_{∂f} ∂y_i ) is anti-

symmetric we have the last equality. Secondly, we have

w^T ΛΛ^T w = d^′∑

i=1 η^2_i (y_{2i−1} + y_{2i}), (4.9)

where d^′ =^d_2 . Before deriving the expression for the Laplacian of L, we make the following ansatz: let f(t, y) = g(t) exp( ∑ i h_i(t)y_i)), i = 1, . . . , d. The initial condition of L implies that g(0) = 1, h_i(0) = 0 for all i and 1 2 exp( ∑ i h_i(t)y_i) ΔL = 2g(t) d∑ i=1 d∑ j=1 h^2_j (t)(O)^2_{j,i}y_j + g(t) d∑ i=1 d∑ j=1 h_j (t)(O)^2_{j,i}

= 2g(t) d∑ j=1 h^2_j (t)y_j + g(t) d∑ j=1 h_j (t), (4.10)

the last equality holds since O is orthogonal. Finally, putting equations (4.4), (4.8), (4.9), (4.10) together we obtain −g^′(t) − g(t) d∑ i=1 h^′_i(t)y_i + 2g(t) d∑ i=1 h^2_i (t)y_i + g(t) d∑ i=1 h_i(t) = 1 8 d^′∑

i=1 η^2_i (y_{2i−1} + y_{2i}).

Page 21/31

By rearranging in terms of y_j ’s we establish the following system of ODEs

h^′_i(t) = 2h^2_i (t) − 1 8 η^2_{⌊i+1/2⌋}, i = 1, . . . , d; g^′(t) − g(t) d∑ j=1 h_j (t) = 0.

Since Λ is invertible, η_i ≠ 0 for all i, and the first equation becomes of Riccati type and the solution is given by

h_i(t) = − η_{⌊i+1/2⌋} 4 tanh( η_{⌊i+1/2⌋} 2 t), η_{⌊i+1/2⌋} ≠ 0. Finally, given h_i(t), g(t) has the form of

g(t) = g(0) exp (∫_t 0 d∑ i=1 h_i(s)ds ) = d∏ i=1 exp (∫_t 0 h_i(s)ds) )

C(t,γ_i) ,

where C(t, γ_i) = 1 √ cosh(^{γi}_2 t) , and g(0) = 1. Therefore, the characteristic function of the sum process L_t becomes

L(t, w; Λ) = (_d∏ i=1 C(t, γ_i) ) exp (_d∑ i=1 h_i(t)(Ow)^2_i )

= (_d^′∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{γi}_2 t) ) exp (_d^′∑ i=1 − η_i 4 ((Ow)^2_{i−1} + (Ow)^2_i ) tanh( η_i 2 t) ) .

5 Characteristic function of Brownian motion coupled with the Lévy area

We recall the definition of the joint characteristic function in Theorem 5.2

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = E [ exp ( i d∑ i=1 μ_iW^{(i)}_t + iL^Λ_t ) | | | |W^0 = 0 ] . (5.1)

We establish the connection between the characteristic function of Lévy area conditioning on that W_0 = w and the characteristic function of Brownian motion coupled with the Lévy area conditioning on that W_0 = 0 by the translation invariance of Brownian motion in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1 (Connection between L and Ψ). Let L and Ψ defined the Equations (4.3) and (5.1) respectively, then, for any (t, w) ∈ R × R^d and Λ ∈ skew(d),

L(t, w; Λ) = Ψ_{W̃} (t, 1 2 w^T Λ, Λ), (5.2)

where W̃ is a Brownian motion with W̃_0 = 0.

Page 22/31

Proof. Let 1 ≤ i < j ≤ d, consider L^{(I,j)}_t defined in Equation (4.1). Assume that W_0 = w and w ≠ 0, then W_t can be further expressed as W_t = w + W̃_t where W̃ is a standard Brownian motion, i.e. W̃_0 = 0. Therefore, L^{(i,j)}_t = 1 2 ( ∫_t 0 W^{(i)}_s dW^{(j)}_s − ∫_t 0 W^{(j)}_s dW^{(i)}_s ) = 1 2 w^{(i)}W̃^{(j)}_t − 1 2 w^{(j)}W̃^{(i)}_t + L̃^{(i,j)}_t ,

where L̃^{(i,j)}_t = 1 2 ∫_t 0 W̃^{(i)}_s dW̃^{(j)}_s − ∫_t 0 W̃^{(j)}_s dW̃^{(i)}_s ,

is the Lévy area of a standard Brownian motion. Hence, we can transform L(t, w; Λ) into the joint characteristic function of Lévy area and standard Brownian motion

L(t, w; Λ) = E[exp(iL^Λ_t ) | | |W^0 = w] = E ( exp i( 1 2 w^T ΛW̃_t + L̃^Λ_t ) | | | | W̃_0 = 0 )

= Ψ_{W̃} (t, 1 2 w^T Λ, Λ).

In Section 4 we derived the analytical form for L when Λ is non-degenerate, i.e. it does not possess any zero eigenvalue. Lemma 5.1 is therefore useful to transform the problem of computing Ψ_W to L, as Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) is the same as L(t, 2(Λ^T )^{−1}μ; Λ) provided that Λ is invertible. However, additional care needs to be taken for the general case when Λ possesses zero eigenvalues. In fact, when d is odd, Λ has at least one zero eigenvalue, therefore not invertible. We alleviate this degenerate issue by splitting the sum process L^Λ_t into (1) the non-degenerate part composed with a lower dimension Brownian Brownian motion and the corresponding Lévy area and (2) the independent Brownian motion component. This decomposition takes advantage of the rotational invariance of the sum process L^Λ_t with respect to Brownian motions and structural decomposition of anti-symmetric matrix Λ. By doing so, we are able to derive the joint characteristic function Ψ as the product of the characteristic function of those two parts, which are both already worked out. To our best knowledge, this degeneration issue has not been discussed in past literature.

5.1 The case for non-degenerate Λ

We begin with a simplified case where Λ is invertible, note that this condition is satisfied only if d is even. The joint characteristic function is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let W = (W^{(1)}_t , . . . , W^{(d)}_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion with d even. Let μ ∈ R^d and let Λ ∈ R^{d×d} be a skew-symmetric and invertible matrix. Then the joint characteristic function Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) defined in Equation (5.1) is given by

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = (_d^′∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{ηi}_2 t) ) exp (_d^′∑ i=1 − 1 η_i ((Oμ)^2_{i−1} + (Oμ)^2_i) tanh( η_i 2 t) ) , (5.3)

where d^′ =^d_2 , O, η are defined in Lemma 4.3.

Proof. Let d^′ = d/2. By Lemma 4.4, we derived the characteristic function of L^Λ_t , conditioned on an arbitrage starting point W_0 = w of the Brownian motion. If Λ is invertible

Page 23/31 then w^T Λ spans the space of R^d, hence L(t, w; Λ) can fully characterize Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ). Mathematically, for any μ ∈ R^d, we have

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = L(t, 2(Λ^T )^{−1}μ; Λ), substituting 2(Λ^T )^{−1}μ into equation (4.7) and by noting that (Λ^T )^{−1} = O^T (Σ^T )^{−1}O with

(Σ^T )^{−1} =

0 −^1_{η1} 0 0 . . . 0 0 1 η_1 0 0 0 . . . 0 0

0 0 0 −^1_{η2} . . . 0 0 0 0^1_{η2} 0 . . . 0 0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 . . . 0 . . . 0 −^1_{η d2} 0 0 . . . 0 . . .^1_{η d2} 0

,

hence (Ow)^2_{i−1} + (Ow)^2_i =^4_{η2i} ((Oμ)^2_{i−1} + (Oμ)^2_i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ d^′. Finally

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = (_d^′∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{ηi}_2 t) ) exp (_d^′∑ i=1 − 1 η_i ((Oμ)^2_{i−1} + (Oμ)^2_i) tanh( η_i 2 t) ) .

In the following, we use Ψ^{Non-deg}_W (t, μ, Λ) to emphasize that it is the joint characteristic function Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) with the non-degenerate Λ.

5.2 A general case for anti-symmetric matrix Λ

We recall the general statement for Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ), the joint characteristic function of standard Brownian motion and its Lévy area that includes the case where the parameter matrix Λ is degenerate.

Theorem 5.2. Let W = (W^{(1)}_t , . . . , W^{(d)}_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be a d-dimensional Brownian motion. Let μ ∈ R^d and let Λ be a d-dimensional anti-symmetric matrix. The joint characteristic function of coupled Brownian motion W and the Lévy area L Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) : R^+ × R^d × R^{d×d} → C; (t, μ, Λ) → E [ exp ( i d∑ i=1 μ_iW^{(i)}_t + iL^Λ_t ) | | |W_0 = 0 ] , admits the following formula

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = (_{d1}∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{ηi}_2 t) )

exp ( [^{d1}∑ i=1 − 1 η_i ((Oμ)^2_{i−1} + (Oμ)^2_i) tanh( η_i 2 t) ] − 1 2 t d_0∑

i=1 (Oμ)^2_{d1 +i} ) , where O, η, d_0, d_1 are defined in Lemma 4.3.

The proof consists of three steps. First, we consider the joint process and split the d-dimensional Brownian motion into two groups (after some rotation), namely, Ŵ and Ŵ^{⊥⊥} such that Ŵ^{⊥⊥}_t is independent of Ŵ and the Lévy process. Secondly, we use Theorem 5.1 to obtain the joint characteristic function of Ŵ and the corresponding Lévy area. Finally, using the independence fact between Ŵ and Ŵ^{⊥⊥} we derive the full joint characteristic function conditional on zero starting point. The following lemma shows the transformation of Ψ_W by any rotation on W .

Page 24/31

Lemma 5.2. For any orthogonal matrix M of dimension d × d,

Ψ_W (t, Mμ, MΛM^T ) = Ψ_M T_W (t, μ, Λ).

Proof. Note that ∑_d i=1(Mμ)_iW^{(i)}_t = ⟨Mμ, W_t⟩ = μ^T M^T W_t = ⟨μ, M^T W_t⟩. Hence

Ψ_M T_W (t, μ, Λ) = E [ exp ( i⟨μ, M^T W_t⟩ + i(M^T W )^T Λd(M^T W_t) ) | | |W^0 = 0 ]

= E [ exp ( i⟨Mμ, W_t⟩ + iW^T_t MΛM^T dW_t ) | | |W_0 = 0 ]

= Ψ_W (t, Mμ, MΛM^T ).

This lemma will help us on choosing Ŵ and Ŵ^{⊥⊥}. Now, we provide the proof for the general case, where Λ does have zero eigenvalue:

Proof. (Theorem 5.2) Let W_t = (W^{(1)}_t , . . . W^{(d)}_t ) be a d-dimensional Brownian motion and let Λ be the matrix associated to the sum process L^Λ_t of W_t. By Lemma 4.3 we have that Λ = O^T ΣO. Based on Σ, we know the number of zero eigenvalues d_0. If d_0 = 0, Λ is invertible and the problem is solved by Theorem 5.1. If d_0 > 0, then let (Oμ)_{1:d−d0} = ξ and (Oμ)_{d−d0 :d} = ξ_0 and define Ŵ_t = ((OW_t)^{(1)}, . . . , (OW_t)^{(d−d0)}), Ŵ ⊥⊥_t = ((OW_t)(d−d0+1), . . . , (OW_t)(d)). Ŵ ⊥⊥_t is independent of Ŵ_t hence independent of L^Λ_t . We have that

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = Ψ_{OW} (t, Oμ, Σ) = Ψ_{OW} ( t, (ξ, ξ_0)^T , ( Σ_0, 0_{d−d0,d0} 0_{d0,d−d0} 0_{d0,d0} ))

= Ψ_Ŵ (t, ξ, Σ_0)E[exp(i⟨ξ_0, Ŵ^{⊥⊥}_t ⟩)|Ŵ^{⊥⊥}_0 = 0]

= Ψ_Ŵ (t, ξ, Σ_0) exp ( − 1 2 t d∑ i=d−d_0 (ξ_0)^2_i ) .

Hence we can reduce the problem into a degenerate space with dimension d − d_0 and Σ_0 ∈ R^{d−d0×d−d0} being invertible. By Theorem 5.1, we know that

Ψ_Ŵ (t, ξ_1, Σ_0) = Ψ^{Non-deg}_Ŵ (t, ξ_1, Σ_0) = (^{d−d0}_2∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{ηi}_2 t) ) exp (^{d−d0}_2∑ i=1 − 1 η_i (ξ^2_i + ξ^2_{i+1}) tanh( η_i 2 t) ) ,

where η_i’s depends on Σ_0 in the way stated in Lemma 4.3. Therefore,

Ψ_W (t, μ, Λ) = (_{d1}∏ i=1 1 cosh(^{ηi}_2 t) )

exp ( [^{d1}∑ i=1 − 1 η_i ((Oμ)^2_i + (Oμ)^2_{i+1}) tanh( η_i 2 t) ] − 1 2 t d_0∑

i=1 (Oμ)^2_{d1 +i} ) ,

with d_0, d_1 defined in Lemma 4.3.

Page 25/31

6 Conclusion and future work

In this paper, we provided a PDE approach to derive the characteristic function of the signature of a time-homogeneous Itô diffusion up to a fixed time. As an important intermediate step, we generalized the signature process and established the Feynman- Kac type theorem for the characteristic function of the generalized signature process, following the martingale approach. Furthermore, as an application, we presented an alternative and novel proof of the well-established result concerning the characteristic function of d-dimensional Brownian motion coupled with its associated Lévy area As an extension of our general methodology, it is of great interest to extend our work and establish the PDE theorem for the path characteristic function (PCF) [22, 5] of an Itô diffusion process. The PCF, built on top of the unitary matrix of arbitrary order, can determine the law on the unparameterized path (signature) space. It is noteworthy that the characteristic function of the signature process, discussed in our paper, can be regarded as a special case of the PCF when the matrix order is 1. However, the non-commutativity of matrix multiplication with order > 2 imposes substantial difficulty on the extension work.

Moreover, focusing on the coupled Brownian motion and Lévy area, it would be interesting to investigate the conditional law of the joint process given its increment and the mid-point. Hence, a concrete open question would be how to derive its characteristic function via the PDE approach. It may shed some light on novel sampling algorithms as an alternative to computationally heavy Monte Carlo methods. This study is instrumental for adaptive numerical schemes of SDE solvers as well as the sequential neural networks motivated by SDEs, such as Logsig-RNN[21] and Neural SDEs[16].

A L_2-integrability of Σ

We first cite here a well-known result that established the bounds for moments of a time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process under mild regularity conditions. Lemma A.1 (Krylov [17], Corollary 12). Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be a E-valued time-homogeneous Itô diffusion process with drift μ, diffusion σ and the starting point X_0 = x, assume that μ and σ satisfy Condition 2.3.

Then for every suffciently small T > 0, there exists a constant N depending on p, such that for all p > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ], E^x[ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X_t − x|^p] ≤ NT^{q2} e^{NT} (1 + |x|)^p;

E^x[ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X_t|^p] ≤ Ne^{NT} (1 + |x|)^p.

Lemma A.2. Let, E, B be two Banach spaces. Let X = (X_t)_{t∈[0,T ]} be a E-valued timehomogeneous Itô diffusion process with drift μ, diffusion σ and the starting point X_0 = x, assume that μ and σ satisfy Condition 2.3. Let f : R^+ × E → B be a function that satisfies polynomial condition in Definition 2.2. Then, for every fixed T > 0, f(t, X_t) is L_p-integrable, namely, sup t∈[0,T ] E[|f(t, X_t)|^p] < ∞. Proof. By the polynomial growth of f , we have sup t∈[0,T ] |f(t, x)| ≤ K_f (1 + |x|^{rf} ), for some constant K_f and r_f . Then, for any p > 1

(1 + |x|^{rf} )^p ≤ K^′(1 + |x|^{2rf p}),

Page 26/31 for some constant K^′ that depends on r_f and p. Therefore, we have sup t∈[0,T ] E^x[|f(t, X_t)|^p] ≤ K^p_f sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E^x[(1 + |X_t|^{rf} )^p] ≤ K(1 + E^x[ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} |X_t|^{2rf p}]),

where K = K^p_f K^′. Now using Lemma A.1, we know that the RHS is bounded by Ne^{NT} (1 + |x|)^{2rf p} for some constant N , hence we conclude that sup t∈[0,T ] E^x[|f(t, X_t)|^p] < ∞. Finally, sup t∈[0,T ] E[|f(t, X_t)|^p] = sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E[E^x[|f(t, X_t)|^p]] ≤ E[ sup_{t∈[0,T ]} E^x[|f(t, X_t)|^p]] < ∞.

B Alternative approach to PDE theorem

B.1 PDE characterization via Taylor approach

In this subsection, we prove the PDE characterization of L_n by establishing the relationship between the characteristic function and the expected signature of a diffusion process. The connection is obtained via Taylor’s expansion of L_n provided the series converges. We introduce now the regularity condition that L_n such that the Taylor series is well-defined.

Definition B.1 (Radius of convergence). Fix n ∈ N, let (X^n_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the process defined in Definition 3.1. Let L_n(t, x; λ) be defined as in Definition 3.4. We call a scalar R ∈ R^+ the radius of convergence (ROC) of L_n if

R := sup λ∈R^{Dn} &A |λ|, (B.1) where D_n is the dimension of T^n(E) and A represents the set of λ such that for all (t, x)

L_n(t, x; λ) = ∑ k≥0 i^kM^{⊗k}_λ (Φ_m(t, x)).

holds.

Theorem B.2. Fix n ∈ N, let (X^n_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the process defined in Definition 3.1 with drift μ_n and diffusion σ_n. Denote by D_n the dimension of X^n. Let Φ(t, x) be the expected signature of X_{[0,t]} with X_0 = x. Assume

• μ_n, σ_n satisfy the Condition 2.3.

• Φ(t, x) is differentiable with respect to t and twice differentiable with respect to x. Let M : T^n(E) → R be a linear functional. Then, for ant m > 2, the following recursive PDE holds ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) M^{⊗m} ∘ Φ_m(t, x) = − (M ∘ μ_n)(x)(M^{⊗m−1} ∘ Φ_{m−1})(t, x) − D_n∑

j=1 (M ∘ b^{(·,j)}_n )(x) ∂ ∂x^{(j)}

(M^{⊗m−1} ∘ Φ_{m−1})(t, x)

− (M^{⊗2} ∘ b_n)(x)(M^{⊗m−2} ∘ Φ_{m−2})(t, x), (B.2)

Page 27/31 where x^{(j)} denotes the j-th coordinate of x, b_n = σ_nσ^T_n , b^{(·,j)}_n denotes the j-th columns of b_n and

A_nf(x_0) = D_{n−1}∑

i=1 μ^{(i)}_n (x_0) ∂f ∂x^{(i)} | | | |_{x=x0} + D_{n−1}∑

j_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

j_2 =1 1 2 b^{(j1,j2 )} n (x_0)

∂^2f ∂x^{(j1 )}∂x^{(j2 )} | | | |_{x=x0} . Furthermore, ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) M ∘ Φ_1(t, x) = −M ∘ μ_n(x). (B.3)

Moreover, for every interger m ≥ 1, M^{⊗m} ∘ Φ_m(t, x) satisfies

M^{⊗m} ∘ Φ_m(0, x) = 0, and Φ_0(t, x) = 1, ∀t ∈ R, x ∈ E ⊕ T^n(E).

Proof. By Lemma Corollary 2.22 we have that Φ(t, x) satisfies the recursive PDE ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) Φ_m(t, x) = − D_n∑

j=1 μ^{(j)}_n (x)e_j ⊗ Φ_{m−1}(t, x)

− D_n∑

j=1

D_n∑

j_1 =1

b^{(j1 ,j)}_n (x)e_{j1} ⊗ ∂Φ^{m−1}(t, x) ∂x^{(j)}

− 1 2 D_n∑

j_1 =1

D_n∑

j_2 =1 b^{(j1,j2 )} n (x)e_{j1} ⊗ e_{j2}

⊗ Φ_{m−2}(t, x), (B.4)

for any m > 2. Additionally, ∀t ∈ R, x ∈ T^n(E) we have ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) Φ_1(t, x) = − D_n∑

j=1 μ^{(j)}_n (x)e_j

; (B.5)

Φ_m(0, x) = 0, m ≥ 1; (B.6) Φ_0(t, x) = 1. (B.7)

Note that M^{⊗m}(x ⊗ y) = M^{⊗n}(x)M^{⊗m−n}(y), for any x ∈ T^n(E), y ∈ T^{m−n}(E) for all n ∈ {0, . . . , m}. We apply corresponding M^{⊗m} on both sides of Equations (B.4), (B.5), (B.6), and use the linearity of M we obtain the required result.

Note that the PDE stated in Theorem B.2 can be further simplified by noting that Φ(t, x), the expected signature of X^n_{[0,t]} does not depend on the last degree of the starting point X^n_0 .

Lemma B.3. Let (X^n_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the process defined in Definition 3.1. For any x = (1, x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ T^n(E), the expected signature of X^n_{[0,t]} conditional on X^n_0 = (1, x_1, . . . , x_n), denoted by Φ(t, x), is independent of x_n, namely,

Φ(t, (1, x_1, . . . , x_n)) = E[S(X^n_{[0,t]})|X^n_0 = (1, x_1, . . . , x_n)] = E[S(X^n_{[0,t]})|X^{n−1}_0 = (1, x_1, . . . , x_{n−1})].

where Sig denotes the signature transform.

Page 28/31

Proof. Let x̃_n ∈ (R^d)^{⊗n}, X̃^n_t = X^n_t + (0, . . . , x̃_n). Since dX̃^n_t = dX^n_t we have that S(X̃^n_{[0,t]}) = S(X^n_{[0,t]}). Also, from Lemma 3.2 we know that X^n_t only depends on x_1, . . . x_{n−1}, therefore the expected signature will also agree, i.e. E[S(X̃^n_{[0,t]})] = E[S(X^n_{[0,t]})].

By combining Theorem B.2 and Lemma B.3 and establishing the linkage between the characteristic function and the expected signature of an Itô diffusion, we present here the main result. The PDE representation of the conditional characteristic function of the truncated signature of an Itô diffusion via the Taylor series approach. Theorem B.4. Fix n ∈ N, let (X^n_t )_{t∈[0,T ]} be the process defined in Definition 3.1 with drift μ_n and diffusion σ_n. Denote by Φ the expected signature of X^n_{[0,t]} conditioned on the starting point X^n_0 = x and assume that X^n, Φ(t, x) satisfy conditions in Theorem B.2. Denote by D_n the dimension of X^n.

Let λ ∈ T^n(E) and consider the characteristic function L_n(t, x; λ) defined in Definition 3.4. Finally, assume that, |λ| ≤ R where R is the ROC of L_n. Then, L_n is the solution to the following PDE: ( − ∂ ∂t + A_n ) L_n(t, x; λ) + i

(M_λ ∘ μ_n)(x) + D_{n−1}∑

j=1 (M_λ ∘ b^{(·,j)}_n )(x) ∂ ∂x^{(j)} L_n(t, x; λ)

− 1 2 (M^{⊗2}_λ ∘ b_n)(x)L_n(t, x; λ) = 0, (B.8)

with initial condition L_n(0, x; λ) = 1 for all (t, x) ∈ R×T^{n−1}(E), b_n = σ_nσ^T_n , b^{(·,j)}_n denotes the j-th column of b_n and

A_nf(x_0) = D_{n−1}∑

i=1 μ^{(i)}_n (x_0) ∂f ∂x^{(i)} | | | |_{x=x0} + D_{n−1}∑

j_1 =1

D_{n−1}∑

j_2 =1 1 2 b^{(j1,j2 )} n (x_0)

∂^2f ∂x^{(j1 )}∂x^{(j2 )} | | | |_{x=x0} . Proof. Fix λ ∈ T^n(E), we consider

L_n : R × R^{Dn} → C, (t, x; λ) → E[exp(iM_λ(X^n_t − X^n_0 )⟩)|X^n_0 = x].

First, we note that L_n does not depend on x_n i.e. the last degree of the n-th truncated tensor algebra. Indeed, using Taylor expansion, we can express L_n(t, x; λ) as a power series in Φ_m(t, x) L_n(t, x; λ) = ∑ m>0 i^mM^{⊗m}_λ (Φ_m(t, x)),

Provided the series in the RHS converges. From now on, without explicitly stating, we assume x ∈ T^{n−1}(E). By Theorem B.2, for each m > 2, M^{⊗m}_λ (Φ_m(t, x)) satisfies the recursive PDE stated in Equation (B.2) and M_λ(Φ_1(t, x)) satisfies Equation (B.3). Note that M^{⊗0}_λ (Φ_0(t, x)) = 1, summing up the recursive PDE equations for M^{⊗m}_λ (Φ_m(t, x)) over m > 2 we get ( − ∂ ∂t + A ) L_n(t, x; λ) + i

(M_λ ∘ μ_n)(x) + D_{n−1}∑

j=1 (M_λ ∘ b^{(·,j)}_n )(x) ∂ ∂x^{(j)} L_n(t, x; λ)

− 1 2 (M^{⊗2}_λ ∘ b_n)(x)L_n(t, x; λ) = 0,

for all (t, x) ∈ R × T^{n−1}(E) with L_n(0, x; λ) = 1.

Remark B.5. Solving the PDE stated in Equation (B.8) analytically is often unfeasible and requires numerical schemes. However, using the Taylor series, we can extract information about X^n_t from the expected signature by taking the derivatives from the expansion.

Page 29/31

The characteristic function of the generalised signature process

References

[1] Boedihardjo H., Diehl J., Mezzarobba M. and Ni H.: The expected signature of Brownian motion stopped on the boundary of a circle has finite radius of convergence. Bulletin of the London Mathematical Society 53 (2021), 285–299 [2] Boedihardjo H. and Geng X.: The uniqueness of signature problem in the non-Markov setting. Stochastic Processes and their Applications 125 (2015), 4674–4701 [3] Boedihardjo H., Geng X., Lyons T. and Yang D.: The Signature of a Rough Path: Uniqueness.

Advances in Mathematics 293, (2016), 720–737 [4] Caruana M., Lyons T. and Lévy T.: Differential Equations Driven by Rough Paths. Springer, (2007) [5] Chevyrev I. and Lyons T.: Characteristic functions on the space of signatures of geometric rough paths. The Annals of Probability 44, (2016), 4049–4082 [6] Chevyrev I. and Oberhauser H.: Signature moments to characterize laws of stochastic processes. arXiv:1810.10971, (2022) [7] Cuchiero C.: From Lévy’s stochastic area formula to universality of affine and polynomial processes. University of Vienna, (2023) [8] Cuchiero C., Svaluto-Ferro S. and Teichmann J.: Signature SDEs from an affine and polynomial perspective. arXiv:2302.01362, (2023) [9] Friedman A.: Partial differential equations of parabolic type. Prentice-Hall, Inc., Englewood Cliffs, (1964) [10] Friz P. K. and Hairer M.: A Course on Rough Paths. Springer, (2020) [11] Greub W. H.: Linear Algebra. (1967) [12] Hambly B. and Lyons T.: Uniqueness for the signature of a path of bounded variation and the reduced path group. Annals of Mathematics 171, (2010), 109–167 [13] Helmes K. and Schwane A.: Uniqueness for the signature of a path of bounded variation and the reduced path group. Journal of functional analysis 54, (1983), 177–192 [14] Itô K.: On a stochastic integral equation. Proceedings of the Japan Academy 22, (1946), 32–35 [15] Karatzas I. and Shreve S.: Brownian Motion and Stochastic Calculus. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, (1991) [16] Kidger P., Foster J., Li X. and Lyons T.: Neural SDEs as Infinite-Dimensional GANs. Proceedings of the 38th International Conference on Machine Learning 139, (2021), 5453–5463 [17] Krylov N. V.: Controlled Diffusion Process. Springer-Verlag, (1980) [18] Levin D. and Wildon M.: A combinatorial method for calculating the moments of Lévy area.

Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 360, (2008), 6695–6709 [19] Levin D., Lyons T. and Ni H.: Learning from the past, predicting the statistics for the future, learning an evolving system. arXiv:1309.0260, (2016) [20] Lévy P.: Le mouvement Brownien plan. American Journal of Mathematics 62, (1940), 487– 550 [21] Li X., Wong T-K. L., Chen R. T. Q. and Duvenaud D. K.: Scalable Gradients and Variational Inference for Stochastic Differential Equations. Proceedings of The 2nd Symposium on Advances in Approximate Bayesian Inference 118, (2020), 1–28 [22] Lou H., Li S. and Ni H.: PCF-GAN: generating sequential data via the characteristic function of measures on the path space. arXiv:2305.12511, (2013) [23] Lyons T. and Ni H.: Expected signature of Brownian motion up to the first exit time from a bounded domain. The Annals of Probability 43, (2015) [24] Lyons T. and Victoir N.: Cubature on Wiener Space. Stochastic Analysis with Applications to Mathematical Finance 460, (2004), 169–198 [25] Ni H.: The Expected Signature of a Stochastic Process. Oxford doctoral thesis, (2012) [26] Ni H., Szpruch L., Sabate-Vidales M., Xiao B., Wiese M. and Liao S.: Sig-Wasserstein GANs for Time Series Generation. arXiv:2111.01207, (2021)

Page 30/31

[27] Ni H., Szpruch L., Wiese M., Liao S. and Xiao B.: Conditional Sig-Wasserstein GANs for Time Series Generation. arXiv:2006.05421, (2020)

Acknowledgments. TL and HN are supported by the EPSRC [grant number EP/S026347/1], in part by The Alan Turing Institute under the EPSRC grant EP/N510129/1. TL is also funded in part by the Data Centric Engineering Programme (under the Lloyd’s Register Foundation grant G0095), the Defence and Security Programme (funded by the UK Government) and the Office for National Statistics & The Alan Turing Institute (strategic partnership) and in part by the Hong Kong Innovation and Technology Commission (InnoHK Project CIMDA). The authors are grateful for the useful discussion with Dr. Sam Morley, Dr. Siran Li, and William Turner.

Page 31/31