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Optimal detection of inhomogeneous segment
of observations

in a stochastic sequence
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Abstract

We register a random sequence constructed based on Markov processes by switching
between them. At unobservable random moment a change in distribution of observed
sequence takes place. Using probability maximizing approach the optimal stopping
rule for detecting the disorder is identified. Some explicit solution for example is
also obtained. The result is generalization of Bojdecki’s model where before and
after the change independent processes are observed. Keywords. Disorder problem,
sequential detection, optimal stopping, Markov process, change point.

1 Introduction

This paper deals with a special problem belonging to the wide class of disorder
problems. Suppose that the process X = {X,,,n € N}, N={0,1,2,...}, is observed
sequentially. It is obtained from Markov processes by switching between them at
random moment # in such a way that the process after 6 starts from the state
Xp_1. Our objective is to detect this moment based on observation of X. There
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are some papers devoted to the discrete case of such disorder detection which gen-
eralize in various directions the basic problem stated by Shiryaev in [9] (see e.g.
Brodsky and Darkhovsky [5], Bojdecki [3], Bojdecki and Hosza [4], Yoshida [15],

Szajowski [1TI12]).

Such model of data appears in many practical problems of the quality control (see
Brodsky and Darkhovsky [5], Shewhart [8] and in the collection of the papers [2]),
traffic anomalies in networks (in papers by Dube and Mazumdar [6], Tartakovsky et
al. [13]), epidemiology models (see Baron [I]). The aim is to recognize the moment
of the change the probabilistic characteristics of the phenomenon.

Typically, disorder problem is limited to the case of switching between sequences
of independent random variables (see Bojdecki [3]). Some developments of basic
model can be found in [14] where the optimal detection rule of switching moment
has been obtained when the finite state-space Markov chains is disordered. Mous-
takides [7] formulates condition which helps to reduce problem of quickest detection
for dependent sequences before and after the change to the case of independent pro-
cesses. Our result is generalization of results obtained by Bojdecki in [3]. It admits
Markovian dependence structure for switched sequences (with possibly uncountable
state-space). We obtain an optimal rule under probability maximizing criterion.

Formulation of the problem can be found in Section 2. The main result is presented
in Section Bl Section M provides example of application for considered model. In
appendix we derive useful formulas for conditional probabilities.

2 Formulation of the problem

Let (2, F,P) be a probability space which supports sequence of observable random
variables { X, }nen generating filtration F,, = o(Xo, X1, ..., X,). The sequence takes
values in (E, B), where E is a subset of . Space (£2, F,P) supports also unobserv-
able (hence not measurable with respect to F,,) variable # which has geometrical

distribution:
P(ezj):pj_l%q21_p6(071)7j21’27“‘ (1)

For z € E we introduce also two homogeneous Markov processes (X0,G% PY),
(X} Gl PL) (both independent on ), which are connected with {X,,} and 6 by the

following equation:

X = Xg ’ H{€>n} + X% ’ ]I{ng =X9 _0<n}- (2)
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We have that: G! = o(X§ Xi,...,X%), i € {0,1}, n € {0,1,2,...}. On (E,B)
for # € E there are defined o-additive measures u(.) and pl (i = 0,1) satisfying
following relations:

P ({w: X € B)) =P(X] € BIX} =) = /B £ w)uldy)
=/ 1 (dy) = pl(B).
B
for any B € B.

Let us now define function S, G

n
S(@on) =Y P qLn—it1(zo,) + P Loz ), (3)

i=1
G(gn—l—l,nv a) = aLH-l(zn—l—l,n) + (1 - Oé) (4)

l
X (Zpl_qui-‘rl(&n—l—l,n) +pl+lL0(£n—l—1,n)) :
i=0

where xq,z1,...,7, € B a €[0,1],0 <n —1—1 < n. Here we use the following

notation:

zk,n - (‘Tlm Lht1y ey xn—laxn)a k S n,
n—m n
0 1
Lm(gk,n) = H f:crfl(‘rr) H f:crfl(xr)?
r=k+1 r=n—m-1
Ak,n: X?:kAi = A X Ak—l—l X...X A, A, €B

where the convention that H{ijl x; = 1 for j; > jo holds.

Function S(z;,,) stands for join density of vector X ,. For any Dy, = {w: X, €
By ., Bi € B} and any = € E we have:

P, (Do) = P(Dyn Xo = ) = /B S(zo )u(dzy)
=0,n

The meaning of function G(zy,,, ) will be clear in the sequel.

Shortly speaking our model assumes that process {X,,} is obtained by switching
at random and unknown instant 6 between two Markov processes { X2} and {X!}.
Notice that what we assume here is that the first observation Xy after the change
depends on the previous sample Xy_1 through the transition pdf f )1(971 (Xp). During



on-line observation of {X,,} we aim in detection of switching time 6 in optimal way,
according to the maximum probability criterium. For any fixed d € {0,1,2,...} we
look for the stopping time 7* € T such that

P,(|0 — 7| < d) = sup P,(|0 — 7| <d) (5)

TEGX

where &% denotes the set of all stopping times with respect to the filtration
{Fn}nen. Using parameter d we control the precision level of detection. The most
rigorous case: d = 0 will be studied in details.

3 Solution of the probblem

Let us define:

Zn=P,(|0—n|<d|F), n=0,1,2,...,

Vio=ess sup Py(|0—n|<d|F), n=0,1,2,...
{re&X, r>n}

To=inf{n: Z, =V,,} (6)

Notice that, if Zo, = 0, then Z, = P,(|0 — 7| < d | F,) for 7 € &X. Since F,, C F,
(when n < 1) we have

Vi =esssup Py (|0 — 7| < d | F) = esssup Ex(Igjg_r|<qa} | Fn)
T>n >n a

=esssup Ex(Z, | Fn)

T>n
The following lemma ensures existence of the solution
Lemma 1 The stopping time 1y defined by formula (@) is the solution of problem

(3).

PROOF. From the theorems presented in [3] it is enough to show that li_I>n Zn = 0.
n—00
For all natural numbers n, k, where n > k we have:

Zn=Ez([fjg—n|<a) | Fn) < Ex(sgllz Lijo—ji<ay | Fn)
J=

From Levy’s theorem limsup,, ., Zn < Ei(sup;>ilfj9—ji<d} | Foo) Where Foo =
o (UpZy Fn)- Tt is true that: imsup;sy o0 Ifjo—ji<ay = 0 a.s. and by the domi-
nated convergence theorem we get

k—o0

lim By (suplfjo_jj<q) | Foo) =0 a.s.
Jjzk

what ends the proof of the lemma.



Lemma 2 Let T be a stopping rule in the problem (3). Then rule T = max(7,d+1)
1s at least as good as T.

PROOF. For 7 > d + 1 rules 7,7 are the same. Let us consider the case when
7 < d+ 1. We have 7 = d and given the fact that P,(6 > 1) =1 we get:

P10 — 7| <d)=P,(r—d<0<r+d)
—P,(1<0<7+4d)
<P,(1<60<2d+1)
=P, (f—d<0<7+d)
=P, (|0 — 7| < d).

In consequence we can limit the class of possible stopping rules to 65&1 i.e. stopping
times equal at least d + 1.

For further considerations let us define posterior process:

H0:07
II,=P, (0 <n|F,),n=12,...

which is designed for information about distribution of disorder instant 6. Next
lemma transforms payoff function to the more convenient form.

Lemma 3 Let

P LO Ty 442

dt1 (z
M2y 410, ) = (1 —p +QZ —Ldi )> (1—a), (7)

where 1, ...,x4+2 € E,a € (0,1) then

Py(|0 —n| < d) =By [M(X,, 1 gy, )]

PROOF. We rewrite initial criterion as the expectation

P.(|0 —n| <d)=E;[P.(|0 —n| <d|F,)
=E,[P,(0<n+d|F,) —-P,(0<n—d—1|F,)]

Probabilities under expectation can be transformed to the convenient form using
lemmata [0 and [0l Next, with the help of Lemma [I0 (putting [ = d) we can express



P,(0 <n+d| F,) in terms of II,. Given this some straightforward calculations
imply that:

d+1

Px(le—n\gd]}"n):<l—p —l—qz "dl"))>(1—nn).

_1me0 An—d—1,n

Lemma 4 Process {1 }n>ay1 where n, = (X,,_4_1 5, n) forms a random Markov

function.

PROOF. According to Lemma 17 pp 102-103 in [I0] it is enough to show that
Nn+1 18 a function of previous stage 7, and variable X,y and that conditional
distribution of X,,+1 given F,, is a function of 7,. For x1,...,2413 € E,a € (0,1) let

us consider a function

fayin(ars)(q + pa) >

90@1,[1 9,0, Tqy3) = L2 d+3
A ( A G(£d+2,d+3’0‘)

We will show that 7,41 = ¢©(1, Xpn+1). Notice that by Lemma [I0] (I = 0) we get

Ix, (Xng1)(q+ pIly)
G(£n,n+17 Hn)

1_[n—i-l

Hence

(s Xn+1) = @(in—d—l,m i, Xnt1)

f}( (Xnt1)(q + pIly,)
— X Xn , n
(—n—d,n? ! G(Xn,n—l—b Hn)

= (Xn—d,n+17 Hn—i—l) = Nn+1-

Define ]:'n =0(0,X O,n)' To see that conditional distribution of X, 1 given F, is a
function of n,, for any Borel function u : E — R let us consider the conditional

expectation of u(X,+1) given F:



E.(u(Xny1) | Fn)
=E; (u(Xn1)(1 = 1np1) | Fo) + Ep (u(Xpya
=E,; (U(Xn-i-l iosni1y | Fn ) +E; (U(Xn-i-l Lip<n+1y ‘ -’rn)

{
Ex (B (X0 osnsry | Fa) | Fa) + Eo (Ba(u(Xos1)loznsny | Fa) | F)
E, ( @iy Ea(u(Xni1) | F) | o) + B (Tosn sy Ba(u(Xos1) | F) | )
ldPo(6 > 1+ 1| )+ [ ), (n(ds)Po(® < n 1] )

- / () (p(1 — L)% (4) + (g + pIL) £k (9)p(dy) = / () G(X sy, 11 ) (dy)

~—

Hn+1 | ]:n)

Here we use Lemma [A1]

Lemmata Bl and [ are crucial for the solution of posed problem (). They show that
initial problem can be reduced to the problem of stopping Markov random function
Nn = (X;—d4—1,n, 1) with the payoff given by equation (). In consequence we can
use tools of optimal stopping theory for finding stopping time 7* such that

E; [h(iT*—l—d,T*vnT*)] = sup E, [h(iT—l—d,T7H7—)j| (9)

X
TEGdJrl

To solve reduced problem (@) for any Borel function u : E¥+2 x [0,1] — R let us
define operators:

Tu(z) gi9,) =Eg [w(X,, g1, ng1) | Xog_gn = 21 410,11 = @]
QU(£1,d+27 a)= max{u(£1,d+2a @), TU(£1,d+2a a)}.

Lemma 5 For the payoff function h(z; 4i9,a) characterized by (1) and for se-
quence {ri}32:

d+1 L

(331d+1) ll_p +qz m—1 9C1d+1)]7

A= " Lo(z1 441)
d+1

L4 2)
(2, d+1 /fgcd+1 (Td+2) max {1 —p +4q Z ﬁ;rk—l(iz,d+2)} p(dzayz).

(z 1,d+2

the following formulas hold:

d+1

k
h 1-— 1-—
Q 1(&1,d+27 ) ( Oé) max { p +4q Z mL

T Qkhl@l,dﬁﬂ) =(1- a)rk(£2,d+2)a k> 0-

L (24 d+2)

i Th—1(Zo guo) ¢, k> 1,
0(21,412)" B }



PROOF. By the definition of operator T and using Lemma [A] (I

= 0) given that
(Xn—d—l,mﬂn) = (£17d+2, a) we get

T h(£1 ,d+2» Oé) = Ew [h(Xn—d n+1» Hn—l—l) | Xn—d—l,n = gl,d+27 HTL = Oé]

d+1
—dnt1)
m=1

mLO An—dn+l

dt1 1 0
Lm x x x €T G£ ,Oé
:p(l—a)/ (1_p T 1(Zo a10) fou,, (Tdts )) fouis(@d13)G(Zay2,a+3 )M(d$d+3)

P Lo(2o d+2) de( ) G(£d+2,d+3=a)

d+1 x
=p(1 - a) ll—p +qZ / “*2§fxd+2<xd+g> (d:cd+3>]

mLo Z2,d+2

d+1
Lpp—1(z9 d+2)

=(1—a)p 1—p +q = (1 —a)rg(x .
( [ i xw)] (1= a)ro(@s )

Directly from the definition of Q results that

Qh@l,dma ) = max {h@l,dma a); Th’(xl d+2s 04)}

d+1

~(1-aymax{1- "+ Y

551 d+2) }
—3 TolZ .
P Lo (21 g42) (£2412)

Suppose now that Lemma [ holds for TQ**h and QFh for some k > 1. Then
using similar transformation as in the case of £ = 0 we get

T Q" h(z, A2 @)

- [Qkh( n— dn+1’H”+1)|Xn d— 1n_$1d+27H :Oé]
d+1

= /E[max{l —p'+ QZ mL(‘T—2d+3)) Tk—1(£3,d+3)}(1 —a)pfy,., (l’d+3)] w(dzays)

0(332 d+3
= (1 — a)re(2g,442)-

Moreover

Qth ( L1,d+2> )

= max {h(zl ii2:0); TQPR(z, 410, 0‘)}
d+1

(1—a)max{1—p —l—qz

L(2, d+2) }
—; (2 .
D Lo(% d+2) k( 2,d+2)



This completes the proof.

The following theorem is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1

(a) The solution of problem (3) is given by:

d+1
Lo (X —g-1n
=inf{ln>d+1:1—p? +qz ng(X ddl ))
“An 1,n

> r*(ln—d,n)} (10)

where T*(Xn_d,n) =limg o0 Tk (X,—g)

(b) Value of the problem. Given Xy = x maximal probability for (3) is equal to

« ([0—=77<d)
d+1
_ pd+l max {1 —pd+ Ln (2,21 441) o (z
p /Ed+1 { p? qz Lotz ge)’ (z1441)

><Lo(rc7zl,dﬂ)u(d(fc,&l,dﬂ)).

PROOF. Part (a). According to Lemma 2l we look for stopping time equal at least
d + 1. From optimal stopping theory (c.f [I0]) we know that 7 defined by (6) can
be expressed as

To = lnf{n > d+1: h(in—l—d,nv ) > Q*h( n—1— dan )}

where Q*h(X,,_1_g,, I ) = limy 0o Q¥R(X,, dn> ). According to Lemma [5Gt

d+1
L. (X
To—mf{n>d+1 1—p _|_qz mL(()? d— ln))
0\l n—d—1,n
d+1
L (Xn d— n) *
> max{l —p -HJZ 7 Lo(X dll );7’ (Xn_d,n)}}
d+1
L, (X
_1nf{n>d—|—1 1—p _|_qz mL((—)? d— ln)) ZT*(Xn—d,n)}
0\l n—d—1,n

=T7".

Part (b). Basing on known facts from optimal stopping theory we can write:



P, (|0—7"<d)
:E:c( I(Ko@.i_lynd-l—l))

d+1
=E, ((1 - Hd+1)max{1 -pt+g Z M' T*(£1,d+1)}>

= P Lo(Xog41)

N R (XO d+1) R
=E; | Ex(Igsaq1y | Fapr) max <1 —pltq Z mL—) (X at1)

0(Xo,q41
d+1
L (X4 1) .
=P (0>d+1)/ max {1 —p”+ di:l xwldﬂ) i ( )
T Ed+1 vt P Lo(w, 21 41q) Thdrl

X Lo(@, 2y g1 )Py (d(T, 21 411))

What ends the proof.

4 Example

Let us consider the case d = 0. Then, optimal rule (I0]) reduces to simpler form

Fxo (Xn)
pf%, ,(Xn)

=inf{n >1: >r*(Xn)}

with

)= [ £, () max{ fX"(( )) () ()

Moreover suppose that the state space E = {0, 1}. Matrices of transition probabili-
ties and conditional densities are as follow

o 0.1 0.9 izo1 |07 03
[K2G)]200 = O =
0.8 0.2 0.4 0.6
1= L1 NG 7 1/3
PO =1 | [T =
11 1/2 3

10



For such model we find threshold r*(i), i = 0, 1 solving the system of equations

(7)) = 0(4) max 1))

() u(d); i =0,1

Treating 7* as a function of parameter p we obtain:

N 7+ 9p 35+ 27p 35—"Tp

"p(0) = L0 (P) + 57 110 (P) + 5535 5 M) (P) + 550 557 Las (P)
X 30 + 28p 14p

o)=Ll (P) + 5535 5 el () + 55557 m Lis1) (P)

where: p; = %, P2 = %, p3 = 7%2_15. The most interesting case takes the

place when p > p3 ~ 0,946 because then the average disorder time is not too small.
Obtained stopping rule 7* depends on observations collected at times 7* — 1 and
7*. Thus, to make optimal rule more clear we need to analyze all possible sequences
of (Xr_1,X;+) ie. {0,0}, {0,1}, {1,0}, {1,1}.

Sequence {0,0}:

35—Tp
50—10p—36p2
that stopping time takes the place for all p € (ps,1).

In this case we stop if only 1—7) > Solving the inequality for p, we get
Sequence {0,1}:

L4p ». Taking into account that p € (ps, 1) a set

It reduces to inequality % > 5550y 15°

of solutions is empty.

Sequence {1,0}:
35-Tp

S0-10p— 362 However there is no solution

Pair {1,0} implies the stopping time if 1—7) >

for p € (p3,1).
Sequence {1,1}:

This sequence rises the alarm if only 1_?; > %@ It turns out that the inequality

is satisfied for any p € (ps, 1).

The analysis shows that we obtain very clear and simple optimal rule for case p > ps:
stop at the first moment when two ”zeros” or two ”ones” occur in a row.

A Lemmata
Lemma 6 Letn >0, k >0 then:

P.(0<n+k|F)=1-p"1—1I,). (A1)
PROOF. It is enough to show that for D € F,

11



/ Lig>nikydPe = / p*(1 —11,)dP,.
D D

Let us define F,, = o (Fn;Lio>ny). We have:

/ Ligonir1dPy = / LigoniurligsnydPs = / Lio>n+k1dPs
D D DN{6>n}

- / B, (Ipsniny | F)dP, = / B, (Iipsniny | 6 > n)dP,
Dn{6>n} Dn{6>n}

= / LpsnyptdP, = / (1 —1I,)p*dP,
D D

Lemma 7 For n > 0 the following equality holds:

_ P"Lo(Xy,)

P.(0>nl|F,)=1-11,
(6>n ) S(Xo.)

PROOF. Put Dy, ={w:X,, € Ay, A € B}. Then:

P.(Dy )Pz (0 >n|Dy,,) = / LpsnydPy = / P, (0 > n|F,)dP,
D

=0,n QO,n
anO(EO n) / anO(XO n)
= —— (@) uldzg ) = ————dP,
/ stz = [ ForE

Hence, by definition of conditional expectation, we get the thesis.

Lemma 8 For zy,,, € E™?, o € [0,1] and functions S,G given by equations (3)
and ({)) we have:

S(XO,n) = S(XO,n—l—l)G(Xn—l—l,nv Hn—l—l) (A3)

PROOF. By (A.2)) we have

12



S ( XO,n—l—l)G(Xn—l—l,rw Hn—l—l)
= SXop—) i1 L1 (X 10) + 95X g1 (1 = Ihy—1)

o

l
X <Z pl_quk-l-l(in—l—l,n) + pH_lLO(in—l—l,n))

k=0

n—I[(—1

k=1
l

k=0

n—l—1
= Z pk 1an k+1 XOn Z ke 1qu+1 XOn)+p LO(XOn)
k=1
n—Il—1

= Z pk 1an k+1 XOn Z qLTL—k-l-l(XO,n)—i_anO(XO,n)

k

=1

3

Pk_qun—l—k(Xo,n—l—1)> Lia( X y1) + p" L (Xon—i—1)

> P e (X1 ) +pl+1Lo(1n_l_1,n>>

l

k=0

n

k_qun—lH-l(Ko,n) +p"Lo(Xy,,) = S(Xo)-

Lemma 9 Forn > 1> 0 the following equation is satisfied:

P,(0<n—1—1|F,)=

Hn—l—lLH-l (Kn—l—l,n)
G(in—l—l,rw Hn—l—l) '

PROOF. Let D;, ={w:X,, € Ay,,A; € B}. Then

P, ( QO,n)PI(e >n—1— 1|20,n) = / H{€>n—l—1}dPr = / Pw(e >n— 1|]:n)dP

—=0,n QO,n

Zzzn—l PI(G = k)LN—k-i-l(zOm) + PIE(H > n)LO(QO,n)
_ 5 S(zg ) p(dzy )
(go,n)
P Lo(zg 1) (Ziczop MqLg1 (2 —11.0) + P Lo(z, g n)>
AO,TL S(EO,n)
XS@om)M(d&o,n)

“ ),

B3

0,n

P Lo(zo .1 1) <Z§c:0 PrLe 1 (X 10) +pl+1LO(K”‘l‘1’”)>
S(Xon)
P Lo (2901 1) (ZL:O PRl (X1 0) + P Lo (Xn—l—l,n)>
S(Xon-1-1)G( X110 Hni-1)

ZL:O pl_quk‘-l-l(Xn—l—l,n) + pl+1L0 (Xn—l—l,n)
G(Xn—l—l,nv Hn—l—l)

(1—-1L,——1) dP

13
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What implies that:

P, (0>n—1—1F,) (A.4)

l _
Ek:o pl quk-i-l(Kn—l—l,n) +pl+1L0(1n—l—l,n)
G(in—l—l,m Hn—l—l)

- (1 - Hn—l—l)
Simple transformations of (A.4]) lead to the thesis.

Lemma 10 Forn > 1> 0 recursive equation holds:

g
. 1 L (X 1) + (U= 1)g Yo P L (X1 ) (A5)
" G(Xn—l—l,rw Hn—l—l) .

PROOF. With the aid of (A.2)) we get:

1 —1I, _ anO(XOm) S(io,n—l—l) _ pH_lLO(Xn—l—l,n)

I U P S(io,n) pn_l_lLO(io,n—l—l) G(in—l—l,nv Hn—l—l)
Hence

I — G(Xn—l—l,rwnn—l—l) _pn_l_lLO(XO,n—l—l)(l - Hn—l—l)

! G(Xn—l—l,rw 1)
M1 Lt (X 1) + (1= m1)a g o P Lyt (X 1)
G(Xn—l—l,rw 1)

noindent
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