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1 INTRODUCTION

A hidden Markov model (HMMM = (X, S x, A, E) is specified by a finite set
of output symbols¥, a set ofhidden statesS = {1, ...,n}, atransition probability
matrix A = (Ai;)ijeq € R™*™, aninitial probability distribution7 € R™ and an
emission probability matrixs = (Ej,)icsves € R™¥. It gives rise to a random
source with values in the finite séf, referred to ahidden Markov sourcdHMS)
in the following (we will use the terms HMM and HMS interchaably if this does
not lead to confusion), by the idea of changing hidden statesrding to the tran-
sition probabilities4;; = P(i — j), where the first state is picked accordingrto
and emitting symbols from the hidden states, as specifietidginission probabilities
E;, = P(ais emitted fromi). See e.g.[[4] for a comprehensive review of the related
theory.

Identifiability Problem (IP)

Given two HMMs M, M5, decide whether the associated random processes are
equivalent.

The IP was brought up in 1957|[1]. It was formulated for finiteétions of Markov
chains (FFMCs) that give rise to the same class of randontesas HMMs. Note that
a solution of the IP for HMMs trivially applies to that of FFMCIt was fully solved
in 1992 [2]. The corresponding algorithm is exponentiahie humber of hidden states
and therefore impractical for larger models.
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The purpose of this work is to present a simple and efficigyarithm that solves the
IP. Moreover, by combining the results of [5] with the presehalgorithm one obtains
an efficient test for ergodicity of HMMs, which had been a pioamt open problem so
far.

2 String Functions and Prediction Matrices

The efficiency of the algorithm is provided by a novel, vedpace based approach to
random sources that has been presented in [5].

Let ¥* = U;>0 X" be the strings of finite, but arbitrary length ovBrwhere, for
technical convenience;® = {0} with OJ the empty word As justified by standard
arguments, we will view random procesgewith values inX as string function :
X* — R (we also writep € R¥") by

p(v = vouy...vr) := p(Xo = Vo, X1 = v1, ..., Xt = ) Q)

Accordingly, it suffices to check for equality pf (v), p2(v) for all v € X* to solve the
IP for two processes;, po. We writewv € X*** for the concatenation of two strings
w € X5 v e X andp(v|w) = p(wv)/p(w) (p(v|w) = 0 if p(w) = 0) for the
probability that a sourcg emits the string after having emitted the string. We then
consider the infinite-dimensional matrices

Vp = [p(wo)]yves- € RE*ET o2 RN )
for HMSsp. Furthermore, we write

fo:2*—= R gw:2*— R
resp.
w > p(wv) v = plww)

3)

for the row resp. column vectors df, which are string functions in their own right.
Note thatp = go = fo.

Definition 1. Letp be an arbitrary random source with valuesin Then
dimp:=rkV, =dimspa f, | v € X"} = dimspa{ g, | w € X*} € NU {oo}
(4)
is referred to aglimensionor minimum degree of freedowf the source. If dimp <

oo we say thap is afinite-dimensionasource (also referred to asfaitary or linearly
dependenprocess in the literature).

In the following,
spar{f, |ve X*} resp. spafy, | we X"} (5)

will be referred to as theow resp.column spacef the prediction matrix’,,.
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2.1 Observable Operators

In the following, we will introduceobservable operatoracting on the vector space of
string functions, and point out that rows resp. columns efghediction matrix’, can
be obtained by applying the observable operatogs to

Definition 2. The linear operators
Pvs Tw ‘R¥ S RY (6)

for v, w € X* that act on the vector space of string functions by meansegptéscrip-
tion

(oo f)(w) := f(wv) resp. (Twg)(v) := g(wv) ()

for string functionsf, g € R*" are calledobservable operatars

Note that
(Po1 (P ) (W) = (poy ) (wor) = fwvrv2) = (oo, f)(w) 8
Hencep,, . ., = pv, © ... © py,. Analogously, but in the reverse order on the letters,
Tws..ws = Taw, O ee O Tapy - 9)
By definition of f,, andg,,,

Jori s = Py © -0 PuuDs Guwoy.ows = T, O -ev O Tepy P- (10)

That is, row resp. column vectors bf, are generated by iterated application of the
resp.r, for single letters; € X' to p. The following lemma establishes a key observa-
tion.

Lemma 1. Letp be a random source and 1é#;);—1.... » be string functions such that
the column resp. row space B is contained irspa{g;,7 = 1, ...,n} (hencedim p <
n). Letvg, vy, ..., vy € X* such that

(91(v0), -, gn(vo)) € spad(g1(v;), ..., gn(v;)) [ = 1,...,m} C R™ (11)
Then it holds that
Yw e X% fuw, € SPa fuy, |J=1,...,m} CR" (12)

resp.
Yw e X guow € SPA{ fo,w|j=1,...,m} CR" (13)

Proof. We will only prove the column space stateméni (12)[ak (@aBws from
considerations that are completely analogous while réspgihat here, observable op-
erators have to be applied in the reverse order [dee (9).

We choose appropriat§, j = 1, ..., m such that, according tb (1L 1),

(91(v0); s gn(v0)) = Zﬁj(gl(vj% s gn())- (14)
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Letu € X*. As theg; span the column space bf we findw;, s = 1, ..., n such that
Gu= ) aigi. (15)
=1

We compute

i)

M=

Joo(u) = p(uve) = gu(vo)

ﬂggu 'UJ Zﬂjp U'UJ Zﬂjfvj (U)
j=1

Oéigi(v())

=1

Bj Z @;gi(v;) (16)
=1 =1

39

@

<@

Mg I M:

<.
Il
-

which, as the3; had been determined mdependentlwofranslates to

=" Bif,. (17)
j=1
Applying the linear operatas,, to (I1) yields
fvow = Pw fvo Zﬂjpw fvj Zﬂjfvjw (18)
=1
which implies [12). o

The lemma is the key ingredient for the efficient algorithreganted in the next
section. In the following we will paint out how to obtain themerating systemg;;)
for HMMs, which is needed to apply lemrah 1 in the following.

2.2 Hidden Markov Models

HMMs are well studied, see e.(.l[4] for a comprehensive reviéthe related theory.
We restrict ourselves to recall that the probabilitigg(v = v;...v;) of the HMSp g
associated with the HMM, viewed as a string function as patliabove, are computed
as

pM(U = vl...vt) = Z ( )E1101AZ112E12U2 e Ait—litEitUt' (19)
41...1: €St
We obtain the following lemma that renders lemha 1 appleabHMMSs.

Lemma 2. Let M = (X, S, 1, A, E) be an HMM withn hidden states, that i@)| =
n. Let(e; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0));=1,..», be the standard basis &". Let g; be the

string function defined by

gi(’l} = ’Ul...’Ut) = Z Eiv] AiigEigvg .t Ait—]itEit'Ut' (20)

i9...i,€5t—1
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Thatis,g; is the HMS associated with the HMM, S, e;, A, F), which can be consid-
ered as a copy oM with the difference that the output symbol generation pioce
always starts from hidden state Then it holds that thg; span the column space of
Vp i » the prediction matrix of the HMB,, associated with the HMIMA.

Proof. Obviously,
pm =y _m(i)gi. (21)
=1

Let= w;.. ws € X* andg,, the column vector i, , indexed byw. We have to show
that

Juw = Twpm € Spadg; |i =1, ....,n}. (22)
Combining [21) withry,paq = 7w, © ... © T, paq FeVeals that it suffices to show that
Twgi € spadg;|i=1,...,n} (23)
for a single letterw € Y. Therefore, we compute
Twi(V = v1..04) = g;(wvy...v¢)
= Z EiwAu-] Ei1v1 Ai]iingvg Cae AitflitEi

i1...1, €St

= Z EiwAsj Z Ejp AjioEiye, - .. Aiy_1i, Eiyo, (24)

i=1 in...ig
! est—1

=Y B Aijg;(v).
j=1

3 The Algorithm

3.1 Minimal Representation

The algorithm presented here and also the previous verstnen the following well
known result. It gives rise to a general idea for a solutiotheflP. Our approach to the
inherent key computation which is based on the ideas predémtsectiof 2 will yield
an efficient and also simpler algorithm.

Theorem 1 ([2.3.5]) Letp be a finite-dimensional random source, thatis= dim p <

oo. Then there arery € R andT,, € R%*4 for eacha € ¥ such that
p(v = vov1..v) = 11T, .. T, Ty, mo (25)

wherel; = (1,...,1)T € R? The ensembl¢R?, (T,)ue 5, m0) is referred to as a
minimal representatioaf p. Minimal representations can be computed as follows:
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1. Determine wordsy, ..., vqg andwy, ..., wg such that for
V= [p(vilwj)i<ij<a: KV =dimp (26)

Astk V' = rk [p(vi|w;)] = rk [p(w;v;)] this translates to that the,, resp.g.,;
span the row resp. the column spacé/pf
2. For eacha € X, compute matrices

Wa = [p(avi|wj)]1§i7j§d. S RdXd. (27)
3. A minimal representation ¢fis then given by
(V" Wa)aes, V= p(v1), - p(0a)) ). (28)

This yields the following general algorithm to solve the tfyen two finite-
dimensional processes, po. Note that one can, without loss of generality, assume
that output symbol sets coincide for, po.

1. Determine matrice¥y, V5 for p1, po according to[(26). If rd; # rk Va, which
translates talim p; # dim po, output’Not identical’ .
2. Ifd=rkV; =rk V5 put

Vs = [p2(vilwj)]1<i j<d, (29)

thatis, V3 is the matrix forp, referring to the strings of;. If V; # V3, output'Not
identical’.

3. For both processes; , p2, according to[(27), compute matric8s,,, Wy, for all
a € X, all referring to the strings df;. Furthermore, determine

T < (pl(vl)a "'ap(vd)aﬂ-Q <~ (pQ(Ul)a "'ap(vd)' (30)

If W1, = Wh, for all a as well asr; = 75, output’ldentical’ . Else, outputNot
identical’.

In the last step, the positive answer is justified by thatpetiag to [28), the mini-
mal representations of the two HMMs are identical which iempthat their processes
are. Efficiency of stepgand3 is immediate for HMS®1, p» (probabilities; (v), p2(v)
can be computed by the forward algorithm). The idea of vigWiras part of the matrix
V, and generating row and column vectors by linear operatdréimally deliver an ef-
ficient subroutine to deliver matrices of the typel(26) whiell caused inefficiency in
the extant approaches.

3.2 Efficient Computation of V'

In the following, letp be random source, viewed as string function, We defji¢) to
be the runtime necessary for computatiopf) for strings of lengttk.
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Theorem 2. Letp be a random source over the alphabefor which there are string
functionsg;, 7 = 1, ..., m such that

spar{g, |w € X*} C spad{g;|i=1,...,m} (31)

or
spar f, |v e X*} C sparf{g;|i=1,...,m} (32)

hold. Letd := dimp ((32[32) implyd < m). Then there is an algorithm of runtime
O(fp(2m)m|X|) that determines words;, w,, i,j = 1, ...,d such that

rk (V= [p(vilwj)li<ij<a) = d- (33)
Proof. The statement of the theorem is provided by the followimgpathm:

DETERMINATION OF V':
1: Letg; as in lemmall and defingv) := (g1 (v), ..., gn(v)) € R™.
20 Avow < {0}, Brow < {h(O)}, Crow « X
3: while C,.,,, # 0 do
4:  Choosev € C,.pyp-

5. if h(v) is linearly independent aB,.,,, then

6 Aro’w — Arow U {U}7 Brow — Bro’w ) {h(’l})}
Crow < Crow U{av|a € X}

7 end if

8: end while

9: Defineg(w) := (p(wv),v € Apy) € RlArewl,

10: Aoy {D}, Beol {q(D)}, Cool < X

11: while C,.o., # 0 do

12: Choosev € C,,.

13: if h(v) is linearly independent aB,.,,, then

14: Acol — Acol U {U}7 Bcol — Bcol U {Q(w)}

Ceot + CooqrU{va|a e X}

15:  endif

16: end while

17: if |Arow| > |Acor] then

18:  Eliminate| Aco|—|Arow| many strings fromy,.,,, such thafp(wv)]ve ..., wea

is regular for the remaining € A,..,.

19: end if

20: output V' := [p(v|w) = p(wv)/p(w)lvea, o weAcn-

col

Claim 1 During the first while loop of step3to 8, the algorithm collects strings
into A,.,, such that the correspondirfg span the row space of, where|v| < m for
allv e A, ow.

Proof of Claim 1 We assume the contrary, meaning that therg is >* such that
fuvo is linearly independent dff, ),c 4., - Applying lemmdL in the reverse order yields
that also

h(vg) € spadh(v)|v € Arow}- (34)
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Clearly, the algorithm can only miss a linearly independgnwith (34) only if it had
been left out for being checked which, due to the selectiostrarigs intoC:..,, in step

6, happens only in case that there im@ € X* such thatwg of vy (i.e. vg = viwg
for somev; € X*) andh(wo) had been found to linearly dependentbfv)),c 4., -
However, this is a contradiction to lemma 1, which statesithauch a casg,, is lin-
early dependent dff,, )vea,.., - AS |Arow| < m, and the algorithm does only examine
strings of lengthk that have a suffixg of lengthk — 1, which refers to a linearly inde-
pendent:(v), there are no strings of length greater thamn A,.,,,.

Claim 2 In the second while loop, strings are collected intoA.,; such that
(gw)weA,,, 1S a basis of the column spaceWf. Moreover,|w| < m forall w € A.y.
Proof of Claim 2 As the f,,, v € A, Span the row space, one obtains, by applying
lemmdl such that thg correspond to th¢, and following the same line of argumen-
tation as forClaim 1, that theg,,, w € A.,; generate the column space. Moreover, the
gw had been picked only if the correspondirfig) = (p(wv))vea,,, had been linearly
independent of the(w) having been collected so far. By the definitionddf p, there
can at most beim p linearly independent(w), which confirms the assertion Glaim
2. lw| < mforallw € A, follows from the considerations that are analogous to those
for provingClaim 1

As a consequence of the possible situation dhatp < dim spafg;,i = 1,...,n},
one might have that4,.,.,| > |Ac.i|- Therefore, in Step3, the algorithm eliminates
|Asow| — dim p strings fromA,.,,, such that the remainingj,, v € A,..,, still span the
row space ob,,.

Due to lemmdllL, vectord(uv) resp.q(wu) (for arbitraryu € X*) of linearly
dependent(v) resp.g(w) do not have to be tested for linear dependency. Therefare, th
while loops consist of at most- | | iterations, referring to theZ| many continuations
of each of the at most linearly independent strings.

Finally note that only probabilities(wv) for stringsw, v of length at mosin have
to be calculated which completes the proof. o

Corollary 1. Incase op being induced by HMMs, there is an algorithm that, efficigntl
in terms of the parameterizations of the HMM, determinesi®oy, w;, 4,5 =1,...,d
such that

rk (V' := [p(vilwj)|i<ij<a) = d (35)
whered = dim p.

Proof. We obtain a family of string functiong; that span the column space of
V, from lemmd2 (HMMs). Application of theorefn 2 then yields dgaaithm of run-
time O( f,(2m)m|X|) wherem is the number of hidden states in case of HMMs. What
remains to show is that, (k) is a polynomial in terms of the underlying parameteriza-
tions. This is guaranteed by the well known forward algonifd]. o

Corollary 2. If py, po are induced by HMMs one can determine, efficiently in terms of
the underlying parameterizations, whether= p, or not.
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Proof. Consider the core procedure of sdec] 3.1. Efficiendyl of Iasiged by
cor.[1. The efficiency dfl2 arld 3 follows from the efficiency oheputing probabilities
p(v), as outlined in the proof of cdr] 1. o

FINAL REMARKS: Note that plugging the subroutine to determinénto the core
algorithm at the end of the page before results in a truelpkralgorithm Ergodicity
of an HMM, according to[[5], is equivalent to that the dimemsof the eigenspace of
M =V}, cx Wa) (seelZB)[(27)) to the eigenvaluigs one. Hence, by means of
the presented algorithm, it can be efficiently tested.
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