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PARAMETER ESTIMATION IN DIAGONALIZABLE STOCHASTIC
HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS

W. LIU AND S. V. LOTOTSKY

ABSTRACT. A parameter estimation problem is considered for a linear stochastic
hyperbolic equation driven by additive space-time Gaussian white noise. The damp-
ing/amplification operator is allowed to be unbounded. The estimator is of spectral
type and utilizes a finite number of the spatial Fourier coefficients of the solution.
The asymptotic properties of the estimator are studied as the number of the Fourier
coeflicients increases, while the observation time and the noise intensity are fixed.

1. INTRODUCTION

A typical example of a parabolic equation is the heat equation
U = Ugy;
a typical example of a hyperbolic equation is the wave equation
Ut = Ugy-

In a more abstract setting, if A is linear operator such that @ + Au = 0 is a parabolic
equation, then
i+ Au=0
is natural to call a hyperbolic equation; % and # are the first and second time derivatives
of u.
Damping in a hyperbolic equations is introduced via a term depending on the first
time derivative of the solution. For example, a damped wave equation is

U = Uge — AU, a > 0.

Indeed, if we define the total energy E(t) = [ (u?(t,z) + u2(t,z))dz, then integration

by parts shows that
d
%E(t) = —a/uf(t,x)dm;
it also shows that a < 0 (negative damping) corresponds to amplification. More gen-

erally, we write a damped linear hyperbolic equation in an abstract form
(1.1) i+ Au = B,

where A and B are linear operators on a separable Hilbert space H; depending on the
properties of the operator B, the result can be either damping or amplification.

In this paper, we consider a stochastic version of (ILT]), perturbed by additive space-
time white noise and with operators A and B specified up to an unknown parameter:

(1.2) i+ (Ag+ 1 ADu = (Bo+ B, +W,  0<t<T.
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The objectives are

e to determine the conditions on the operators so that the equation has a gen-
eralized solution that is a square-integrable random element with values in a
suitable Hilbert space;

e to construct a maximum likelihood estimator of the unknown parameters 6y, 6,
using a finite-dimensional projection of the solution, and to study the asymp-
totic properties of the estimator as the dimension of the projection increases.

For stochastic parabolic equations with one unknown parameter, a similar problem
was first suggested by Huebner, Khasminskii and Rozovskii [4] and was further inves-
tigated by Huebner and Rozovskii [5]. Estimation of several parameters in parabolic
equations has also been studied [3 [10]. For stochastic hyperbolic equations, most of
these problems remain open. Since the equation is second-order in time, it is natural
to start with two unknown parameters. In the case of the wave equation, these pa-
rameters correspond to the propagation speed of the wave and the damping coefficient
[9].

With precise definitions to come later, at this point we interpret W(t) as a formal
sum

W(t) = hyig(t),
where {hy, k > 1} is an orthonormal basis in the Hilbert space H, and wg(t) are
independent standard Brownian motions. We look for the solution of (I.2)) as a Fourier
series

(1.3) u(t) = w(t)hy,

k>1

and call it a generalized solution. If the trajectories of ux(t) are observed for
1< k< Nandall 0<t<T, then there exists a closed-form expression for maximum
likelihood estimator of (1, 6,) in terms of u; and y; see Section [3] below.

The main technical assumptions about the equation are

e zero initial conditions (to simplify the presentation);

e the ability to write equation (L2) as an infinite system of uncoupled stochas-
tic ordinary differential equation (this is essential in the construction and the
analysis of the estimator). In other words, we assume that the equation is
diagonalizable: the operators Ay, A;, By and B; have a common system of
eigenfunctions {hy, k> 1}:

(1.4) Aohy, = kihi,  Bo = prhi,  Aihy = mihy,  Bi = vihy

and this system is an orthonormal basis in the Hilbert space H.
e hyperbolicity, that is,
(1) there exist positive numbers C*, ¢y, ¢ such that {ky + 01, + C*, k> 1} is
a positive, non-decreasing, and unbounded sequence for all € ©; and

(1.5) o < Iik—FeTk—FC <
Iik+¢9/7'k +C*

C2

for all 6,60 € Oq;
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(2) there exist positive numbers C, J such that, for all £ > J and all 6, €
O1, 02 € O,

(1.6) T(pk + 92Vk) < ln(/{k + QlTk) + C.

If equation (L2) is diagonalizable and the solution has the form (IL3]), then the Fourier
coeflicient uj satisfies

We show in Section 2] that if the equation is also hyperbolic and X is a Hilbert space
such that H C X and the embedding operator j3: H — X is Hilbert-Schmidt, then u
is an X-valued process.

The maximum likelihood estimators of 6; and 6, are constructed in Section [3] using
the processes ug, tuy, k=1,..., N (the corresponding formulas are too complicated to
present in the Introduction). Analysis of these estimators in the limit N — oo is the
main objective of the paper and is carried out in Sections [4] and Bl Here is the main
result of the paper for the case when A;, B; are (pseudo)differential elliptic operators.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that equation (L2) is diagonalizable and hyperbolic and that
Ai, B; are positive-definite elliptic self-adjoint differential or pseudo-differential oper-
ators on a smooth bounded domain in R with suitable boundary conditions or on a
smooth compact d-dimensional manifold. Then

(1) the mazimum likelihood estimator of 0y is consistent and asymptotically normal
in the limit N — oo if and only if

Ol"del”(.Ao + ‘91./41) + Ol”del"(Bo + ‘9281) — d
2 7
(2) the maximum likelihood estimator of 0y is consistent and asymptotically normal
in the limit N — oo if and only if

Ol"del"(B(] + 9281) —d
5 .

Similar to the parabolic case (Huebner [3]), the results of the paper extend to a more
general estimation problem

(1.7) order(A;) >

(1.8) order(B); >

U+ Xn: 91,AZU = f: 92]'8]'11 + W,

i=0 Jj=0

as long as all the operators A;, B; have a common system of eigenfunctions. For
example, in the setting similar to Theorem [I.1] the coefficient #;, can be consistently
estimated if and only if

order (3", 61;.A;) + order (Z;nzo ngBj) —d
5 .

Throughout the presentation below, we fix a stochastic basis

]F = (Qv‘Fv {‘Ft}tZ(]v]P))

order(A4,) >
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with the usual assumptions (completeness of Fy and right-continuity of F;). We also
assume that I is large enough to support countably many independent standard Brow-
nian motions. For a random variable £, E¢ and Var ¢ denote the expectation and vari-
ance respectively. The time derivative of a function is denote either by a dot on top
(as in @) or by a subscript ¢ (as in u).

The following notations are used for two non-negative sequences a,,b,, n > 1:

(1.9) ay < by,

if there exist positive numbers ¢y, ¢y such that ¢; < a, /b, < ¢ for all sufficiently large
n;

(1.10) a, = by

if

(1.11) kh_)rgoZ—: = ¢ for some ¢ > 0;
(1.12) y ~ by

if (LII) holds with ¢ = 1. Note that if a, ~ b, and > a, diverges, then ") | ay ~
2 =1 Dk

Finally, we recall that a cylindrical Brownian motion W = W (t), ¢t > 1, over (or on)
a Hilbert space H is a linear mapping

W f = Wy ()

from H to the space of zero-mean Gaussian processes such that, for every f,g € H
and t,s > 0,

(1.13) E(W;(t)Wy(s)) = min(t, s)(f, 9)u-
A cylindrical Brownian motion W is often written as a generalized Fourier series
(1.14) W(t) = wi(t)h,
k>1
where wy, = W), . The corresponding space-time white noise is written as

W(t) = tin(t)hy.

k>1
2. DIAGONALIZABLE STOCHASTIC HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS

We start by introducing the following objects:

(1) H, a separable Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {hy, k> 1};
(2) X, aseparable Hilbert space such that H is densely and continuously embedded
into X and

(2.1) > llhelk < o0
E>1

(in other words, the embedding operator from H to X is Hilbert-Schmidt);
(3) Ao, A1, By, By, linear operators on H;
(4) ©1, O2, two compact sets in R;
(5) 61, 02, two real numbers, 0; € O, O, € Oq;
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(6) (Q,F, (Fi)i>1,P), astochastic basis with the usual assumptions and a countable
collection of independent standard Brownian motions {wy = wg(t), k > 1}.

In this setting, a cylindrical Brownian motion W = W (¢) on H is a continuous
X-valued Gaussian process with representation

(2.2) W(t) = hgw(t).

k>1
The process W indeed has values in X rather than H because

EIW@)I% =3 Ihlk < oo
k>1
For fixed non-random 7" > 0, consider the second-order stochastic evolution equation

(23) Utt(t) + (./40 + 91A1)u(t) = (BO + 9281)Ut(t) + W(t), 0<t S T,
with zero initial conditions u(0) = u(0) = 0.

Definition 2.1. Equation ([2.3]) is called diagonalizable if the operators Ay, A1, By,
and By have a common system of eigenfunctions {hy, k> 1}.

We will refer to A = Ay+601.A; and B = By+6,13; as the evolution and dissipation
operators, respectively, and use notations (4] for the eigenvalues of the operators
A;, B;. Hyperbolicity of the equation means that the evolution operator is bounded
from below and dominates, in some sense, the dissipation operator. More precisely, we
have

Definition 2.2. A diagonalizable equation (2.3)) is called hyperbolic on the time
interval [0, T if

(1) there exist positive numbers C*, c1,cy such that {kx + 01, + C*, k > 1} is a
positive, non-decreasing, and unbounded sequence for all 0 € ©1 and

Iik—|—¢9Tk+C*
2.4 <
(24) Cl_Kk+9/Tk+C*_

C2

for all 0,0 € ©4;
(2) there exist positive numbers C, J such that, for all k > J and all 0; € O1, Oy €
@27

(2.5) T(pr + Oovr) < In(kg + 017%) + C.

Condition (2.5) means that there is no restriction on the strength of dissipation, but
amplification must be weak. For example, let A be the Laplace operator in a smooth
bounded domain G' C R? with zero boundary conditions, and H = Ly(G). Then each

of the following equations is diagonalizable and hyperbolic on [0, T for all T" > 0:
(26) utt:Au—i-ut—i-W, utt:Au—ut+W,
' Ut :A(u—l—ut)+W, Ut :AU—A2Ut+W,

while equations
Ut = A(U - Ut) + W, Ut = Au + A2Ut + %74
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are diagonalizable but not hyperbolic on any [0,7]. To construct an example of an
equation that is hyperbolic on every time interval [0,7] and has unbounded amplifi-
cation, take #; = #y = 1 and consider the operators with eigenvalues x;, = p, = 0,
m=e" v, =Ink.

The following result shows that, in a hyperbolic equation, the evolution operator is
uniformly bounded from below.

Proposition 2.3. If equation (2.3) is diagonalizable and hyperbolic, then
(2.7) lim (kg + 07) = 400
k—o0

uniformly in 6 € ©1, and there exists an index J > 1 and a number cy such that, for
all k > J and 6 € O,

(28) Ki + HTk > 1,
|7x]

2.9 — < q.

( ) R + eTk =

Proof. To simplify the notations, define
M (0) = kg + O7.

Since {\x(0) + C*, k > 1} is a positive, non-decreasing, and unbounded sequence for
all € ©, and (24) holds, we have (Z7), and then (2.8) follows.

To prove ([2.9)), we argue by contradiction. Assume that the sequence {|7;| A, '(6), k >
1} is not uniformly bounded. Then there is a sequence {|y,] )\,;_1(9]-), j > 1} such that

(2.10) T

' = +00.
j—00 0Ty, + K,

With no loss of generality, assume that 7, > 0, and, since ©; is compact, we also
assume that lim; . 0; = 6° € Oy (if not, extract a further sub-sequence).

Then (2.I0) implies
(2.11) lim 5 — _ge,

j—o0 Tkj

Note that lim;_, |7,| = +00, because lim;_,o(0°7%, + ki) = +00. Consequently,

lim Ay (0) £ O b=t =o00, O#6°
j—oo )\k?j (90) + C* N f° + limjﬁoo(Kkj/Tkj) N ’ )
As a result, if (2.9) fails, then so does (2.4) for 6 # 6°, §' = 6°. O

To state the result about existence and uniqueness of solution for (2.3]), note that we
do not have enough information about the operators A; and B; to define the traditional
variational solution because we are not assuming that the operators act in a normal
triple of Hilbert spaces — the usual setting to define a variational solution (see, for
example, Chow [2, Section 6.8]). On the other hand, if the operators A;, B; were
bounded and if the process W were H-valued, then there would be a unique process
v = v(t) with continuous trajectories in H such that u(t) = fot v(s)ds and

u(t) + /Ot(Ao + 01 A1)u(s)ds = /Ot(Bo + 0:81)v(s)ds + W (s);
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see Chow [2, Theorem 6.8.2]. If, in addition, equation (2.3) is diagonalizable, then u
would have the following expansion in the basis {hy, k> 1}:

(2.12) u(t) = ur(t)hi,

The basis {hx, k > 1} thus becomes a natural collection of test functions.
Since the operators A;, B; are in general not bounded on H and the process W is
not H-valued, we use the auxiliary space X and establish the following result.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that equation ([2.3|) is diagonalizable and hyperbolic. Then
there is a unique adapted X -valued process u = u(t) with representation ([212)), (ZI3);
we call the process u a generalized solution of (Z3). If, in addition, there exists a
real number Cy such that Oavy + pr < Cy for all k, then v(t) = u(t) is also an X -valued
process.

Let us make a few comments about the result.

(1) By Lemmal[2.3] we know that x;+6;7; > 1 for all sufficiently large k. Condition
(2H) means certain subordination of the dissipation operator By + 6213, to the
evolution operator Ay + 61.4;. In particular, any dissipation (negative uy =
pr + O2v1) is admissible, as well as certain unbounded amplification (positive
and unbounded p4), as long as the sequence {ug, k£ > 1} does not grow too
fast; the critical growth rate depends on the length of the time interval. This
possibility to have an unbounded dissipation operator makes the result different
from those considered in the literature, such as [2, Theorem 6.8.4].

(2) The resulting generalized solution is weak in the PDE sense, but is strong in
the probabilistic sense, being constructed on a given stochastic basis;

(3) The solution is defined by its Fourier coefficients and therefore does not depend
on the choice of the space X. The role of X is to ensure that the equation is
well-posed in the sense that the output process (the solution u) takes values in
the same space as the “input” process W. Given the special form of W, we are
not discussing any continuous dependence of u on W.

Proof of Theorem[2.4). To simplify the presentation, introduce the notations
(2.14) Me = K + 1T, g = pr + G20

For a fixed k > 1, let us consider the process uy defined by (Z.I3). Equation (213
has a unique solution, and direct computations show that

(2.15) ug(t) = / fr(t — s)dwg(s),
0
where the fundamental solution f; satisfies
(2.16) Fi(t) = mfn(t) + Mefi(t) = 0, §(0) =0, i(0) = 1;

see Appendix for details. Thus, Eu(t) = 0 and, since the processes uy, are independent
for different k, the series (2.12]) defines an X-valued process if

(2.17) sup sup E|ug(t)]* < oo.
k>1 t€[0,T]
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By direct computation using (Z.15) and the It6 isometry,

(2.18) E|u(t)]* = ]ﬁ f2(t — s)ds ::,jf i2(s)ds.

The proof of the theorem is thus reduced to the study of the fundamental solution fj
for sufficiently large k. More precisely, we will show that

(2.19) sup sup fz(t) < oo,
tel0,7] k

which, by (ZI8), implies (2.17).
The solution of equation (2.16) is determined by the roots . of the characteristic
equation

TN — A
= 5 _
By Lemma 2.3] lim;_,, Ay = 400, and, in particular, A\, > 0 for all sufficiently large
k. Also, condition (2.5]) means that if puy > 0, then pp < (In Ay + C) /T, and therefore
L < 2v/ A for all sufficiently large k. Accordingly, we assume that A, > 0 and consider
two cases: |ur| < 2¢/Ax and py, < =2/ A

If || < 24/ Ak, then equation ([Z:20) has complex conjugate roots, and, with £, =

\/ )\k - (Mz/4)>
(2.21) fi(t) = te! (Smg(,ftkt)) '

If pup < 0, then f < T2 for all ¢ € [0,7] and (ZI9) follows. If u > 0, then, for
sufficiently large k, condition (ZH) ensures that ets! < \e® and A, /f2 < 2. Then
f2 < 2T2% and [ZI9) follows.

If p, < —2v/Ag, then (Z220) has real roots (a double root if p, = —2+/)1), and, using

the notations € = \/uz — 4\, a = pg + Cy,

(2.20) =+ =01 1y

— €

—lt\ 2
(2.22) WQZRW(LZI—);

the case of the double root corresponds to the limit ¢, — 0. By assumption, a < 0, so
that f2(¢) < 7% and (ZI9) follows.

Similarly, v(t) = 32, vk ()i, vi(t) = [y fr(t — s)dwy(s), and Evd(t) = [ |fu(s)[?ds.
By direct computation, if u < Co, then supc ) supy fx(t)]? < oo, and therefore
v(t) € X.

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.4l O

3. ESTIMATION OF PARAMETERS

Assume that the solution of equation (2.3]) is observed so that the measurements of
ug(t) and wvg(t) = 4y are available for all t € [0,7] and k = 1,..., N. The objective is
to estimate the parameters 6y, 6,. We keep notations ([4]), and also define
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Since
(see (ZI3))), and wu(t fo v (s)ds, the vector process v = (vy,...,vy) is a diffusion-

type process in the sense of Llptser and Shiryaev; see [8, Definition 4.2.7]. Therefore,
by Theorem 7.6 in [§] (see also Section 7.2.7 of the same reference), the measure PV
generated by the process v in the space of R¥-valued continuous functions on [0, T
is absolutely continuous with respect to the measure P%, generated in the same space
by the N-dimensional standard Brownian motion w = (wy,...,wy). Moreover, the
density Z = dPV/dP" has a representation

N

2(v) = exp (Z (] (= no0utt) + oo (0) e

k=1

_ % /0 (= Xe(Br)ur(t) + uk(Hz)vk(ﬂ)zdt))'

Define
3=InZ(v).

Note that 3 is a function of 6y, 6,, and the maximum likelihood estimator of the pa-
rameters 61, 05 is computed by solving the system of equations

%, 0
20, 7 06y

with unknowns 6y, 6,. This system can be written as

(3.3) 0,

Fin+Liny+ Kin0i + Kion0o = A1y

3.4
(34) Fon+ Loy + Kign01 + Ko nby = Ag v,

where
(3.5)

AlN—_Z/ Tk (t)dvuy(t) A2N—Z/ Ve (t)dug(t)
Fin= —Z/ kg (t)dt,  Fyn :Z/ prVpVE (t)dt
N T
KlN—Z/’Tkuk t)dt, K2N—Z/Vk'11k t)dt, Kion = — Z/l/kfkuk(t)vk(t)dt,
k=10
T
Lyn = —Z/ prTruk(t)vr(t)dt, Loy = —Z/ reviug(t)vg(t)dt.
k=10 k=10

All the numbers A, F';, L and K are computable from the observations of u(t) and
ve(t), k=1,...,N, t€0,T].
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Note that
1 1 1
_ 2 _ 2 _ 2
Ky = —3 321 mwvpup(T), Ly = —3 kEZI prTeui(T), Loy = —3 321 kv (T),

because, by assumption, ux(0) = 0 and thus

/0 o (t)dt = /0 uk(t)duk(t):%ui(T).

By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, K; yKon — K1227 N > 0 with probability one,
because the process uy is not a scalar multiple of vy. Therefore (34 has a unique
solution

s Kon (Al,N — N — Ll,N) — Ko n (A2,N — Loy — F2,N)
Y KinKon — K7y ’

- Kin(Aony — Fon — Loy) — Kion (Avy — Fiy — Iy N)
2N KinKon — K7y

(3.6)

With notations (3.5]) in mind, formulas (B.6]) provide explicit expressions for the
maximum likelihood estimators of #; and 6. To study asymptotic properties of these
estimators, we need expressions for 6; y — 0;, ¢ = 1, 2:

A 1 un  onKion
oy —0 = — ;
1—DN KI,N Kl,NKZN
(3.7)
By — Oy = 1 < LN Ll,NK12,N>
’ 1— Dy K27N Kl,NKZN 7
where
(3.8)

2
K12N

LN = — Z/ Trug(t)dwg (t L2N—Z/ vk (t)dwy(t), D]\/:m.
1N Ko,

It follows that, as N — oo, asymptotic behavior of the estimators is determined by
Lun/Kin,i=1,2, and Ko n/(K1 nKsn). Note that each of ¢; n, K; n, K12 n Is a sum
of independent random variables. Moreover,

(3.9) B}y =EK;n, i =1,2.
If 4 is the function satisfying
(3.10) fie(t) = p(02)Fi(t) + Me(01)Fi(t) = 0, F(0) =0, §,(0) =

then, by direct computation, u(t) = fot fr(t—s)dwy(s) (see Appendix for more details),

so that
/|fk |d8 Evk /|fk 2ds
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and

N T pt
Uy v i=EK n = Zﬁ?/ / I£(s) |2 dsdt,
. Jo Jo
N T gt
(3.11) Uy =EKyn =) u,§/ / 1§ (s)|?dsdt,
k=1 0 Jo

1 & T
R _ 2
Vipn :=EKppy = 3 g_l Tka/O |fr(s)["ds.

The following is a necessary conditions for the consistency of the estimators.

Proposition 3.1. If limy_. él,N = 0, in probability, then limy_,o V1 ny = +00. Sim-
larly, if impn_ o0 02, v = 0; in probability, then limy_,oo Yo v = +00.

Proof. Each of the sequences {¥; y, N > 1} is monotonically increasing and thus has
a limit, finite or infinite. If imy_ oo ¥; vy < 00, then limy_ o t; n/K; v exists with
probability one and is a non-degenerate random variable. Equalities ([8.7]) then implies
that él N cannot converge to 6;. O

Under the assumptions of Theorem 24, we derived a bound |f(¢)[* < const. - T?
which was enough to establish existence and uniqueness of solution of (2.3). To study
estimators 6; , and, in particular, convergence/divergece of the sequences {¥; n, N >

1}, we need more delicate bounds on both [f,(¢)[> and [f,(¢)]2. The computations,
while relatively straightforward, are rather long and lead to the following relations (see

(LIQ) for the definition of ~):

pe(02)T _ 1 me(02)T _ 1 2
(312)  Eu2(T) ~ — ‘ )) :

2 (B2) M (61) 2111 (B2) M (61

T 2 k(02 g 2 ' k(02
(3.13) E/O ui(t)dt ~ o M)\(kT(gﬁ( )), Var/o ug(t)dt ~ a v)EiT(IZl)( )),

(3.14) E /0 vp(t)dt ~ T*°M (Ti(62)), Var /0 vp(t)dt ~ TV (T (62)),

where

, Varui(T)~3 (

e —r—1
——— ifz#0,
(3.15) M(z)=¢, 2% '
7 if ©=0;
e?® 4 4e” — 4xe® — 22 — 5 £ 240
if x
(3.16) V(z)=4 4 4t ’ ‘ ’
e if z=0.

Note that the functions M and V' are continuous and positive on R, and

20x)) 7L, T — —00, 4(2|x]) 73, T — —00,
(3.17) M(x) ~ | ‘)_2 N L V(x) ~ 2] ‘_)4 o
2(2z)7% €%, o — 4o00; 4(2z)7" e, = — +oo.
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The computations leading to (8.12)—(B.14) rely on the fact that u; and vy are Gauss-
ian processes, so that, for example,

Var/ up(t dt—4// )dsdt
0

It follows from (B.13) and (B.14) that if limy_,o ¥; v = +00, then

(3.18) Wiy~ T2Z I A(,CT(glk)wQ) Wy ~ T2Zyk (T (62)).

Relations (B.I8) show that conditions for consistency and asymptotic normality of
the estimators require additional assumptions on the asymptotical behavior of the
eigenvalues of the operators A;, B;.

The asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of an operator is well-known when the
operator is elliptic and self-adjoint. For example, let D be an operator defined on
smooth functions by

d

Dfw) =~ Y 5o (a0 %),

ij=1

in a smooth bounded domain G' C R¢, with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions. Assume
that the functions a;; are all infinitely differentiable in G and are bounded with all

the derivatives, and the matrix (a;;(x), ¢, = 1,...,d) is symmetric and uniformly
positive-definite for all x € G. Then the eigenvalues dj, of D can be enumerated so that
(3.19) di = K2/

in the sense of notation ([LI0). More generally, for a positive-definite elliptic self-
adjoint differential or pseudo-differential operator D of order m on a smooth bounded
domain in R¢ with suitable boundary conditions or on a smooth compact d-dimensional
manifold, the asymptotic of the eigenvalues d, k > 1, is

(3.20) dy = k™,

note that m can be an arbitrary positive number. This result is well-known; see, for
example, Safarov and Vassiliev [T} Section 1.2]. An example of D is (1—A)™2, m > 0,
where A is the Laplace operator; note also that, for this operator, relation (3.20) holds
even when m < 0.

In our setting, when the operators are defined by their eigenvalues and eigenfunctions,
more exotic eigenvalues are possible, for example, 7, = e* or v, = (=1)¥/k. On the
other hand, it is clear that the analysis of the estimators should be easier when all the
eigenvalues in the equation are of the type (3.20). Accordingly, we make the following

Definition 3.2. Fquation (23] is called algebraically hyperbolic if it is diago-
nalizable, hyperbolic, and the eigenvalues A\i.(0) = ki + 07%, 1i(0) = pr + Ovx have the
following properties:

(1) There exist real numbers o, ay such that, for all € ©4,

(321) )\k(e) = k’a, |7_k| = k’al;
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(2) Fither |ui(0)] < C for all € Oq or there exist numbers 3 > 0, f; € R such
that, for all 6 € O,

(3.22) — i (0) < K, || < EP

To emphasize the importance of the numbers « and 3, we will sometimes say that
the equation is (o, )-algebraically hyperbolic; f = 0 includes the case of uniformly

bounded 114 ().
The reader can easily verify that

e under hyperbolicity assumption, a > 0 and no unbounded amplification is
possible;
e cach of the equations in (2.6)) is algebraically hyperbolic.

4. ANALYSIS OF ESTIMATORS: ALGEBRAIC CASE

Theorem 4.1. Assume that equation ([2.3)) is («, B)-algebraically hyperbolic in the
sense of Definition[3.2.

(1) If
(4.1) o > %ﬁ_l

then the estimator 91,1\/ 15 strongly consistent and asymptotically normal with

rate /Wy n as N — oo:

(4.2) ]\}11}1:1)0 él,N = ¢, with probability one;
(4.3) ]\}1_{20 m(él’]\f — 91) = & in distribution,
where & is a standard Gaussian random variable.

(2) If
(4.4) By > %

then the estimator 927]\; 15 strongly consistent and asymptotically normal with

rate /Wy n as N — oo:

(4.5) ]\}im é27 ~ = 0> with probability one;
—00
(46) valm \/ \1127]\7 <9A27N — 92) = 62 in distribution,
—00

where & is a standard Gaussian random variable.
(3) If both (A1) and (E4) hold, then the random variables &1,&y are independent.

Remark 4.2. (a) In terms of the orders of the operators (see (B.20))), condition (I
becomes

(4.7) order(A;) >

and condition ([L4) becomes

Ol"del”(.A() + ‘91./41) + Ol”del"(Bo + 9281) —d
2 Y

order(By + 0:81) — d

(4.8) order(By) > 5
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(b) The condition for consistency of éz,N does not depend on the evolution operator and
is similar to the consistency condition in the parabolic case [5, Theorem 2.1].

The intuition behind conditions (4.1) and (4.8) is as follows. The information about
the numbers 61, 6, is carried by the terms A;u and Biu;, respectively, and these terms
must be irregular enough to be distinguishable in the noise W during a finite obser-
vation window [0,T]. The higher the orders of the operators, the more irregular the
terms, the easier the estimation.

Proof of Theorem[{.1 Note that if 8 > 0, then limy_, ux(#) = —oo, and therefore,

by B.17),

1 1

4.9 My (Tp(0)) ~ e < k™ Vi(Tpg(0)) ~ m—re < k725,
0 M)~ gy =4 e TO) ~ g
Let
Nn=2a0—a—03, 2=20-0 ma=a—a+p —p.
We have (see (L) for the definition of )
T T
(4.10) E / ui (t)dt > k7, 7 Var / up(t)dt v k2P
0 0
T T
(4.11) iE / v (t)dt > K7, v} Var / Vi (t)dt o k22 F
0 0
(4.12) lvemie| Bui (T) > k™2, w272 Varui(T) < k*2,
and therefore
const., if 3 < —1, const., if v < —1,
(413) \1117N[><] th, if Y1 = -1, \112,N[><] th, if Yo = —1,
N+ iy > 1, NEHLif > 1,

const., if vy < —1,
(414) ‘\1112,N| > lIlN, if Y12 = —]_,
N7zl if vy > —1.

Next, we show that condition (I]) implies

K
(4.15) lim — =1 with probability one,
N—oo 1,N
condition (4.4]) implies
K.
(4.16) lim —2~ = 1 with probability one,
N—oo 2.N
and either (4.1]) or (£.4)),
(4.17) A}im Dy = 0 with probability one.
—00

Indeed, convergence ({.I5) follows from (B.13) and (A.IQ), because (.1l implies

/n,271 -8

> W, < 0.

n
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Similarly, (£I6) follows from (3.14) and (A.I0), because ([@4) implies
S
< Q.
— U7,
For (A.I7), we first observe that limy_ o Ko 8/ W12y exists with probability one. If

712 < —1, the the limit is a P-a.s finite random variable. If 15 > —1, the (3.12) and
(A.I0) imply that limit is 1. Then direct analysis shows that

Uy N
lim ————— =0
N1—>oo \Ill’N\IIQ’N
if at least one of ¥y n, ¥y x is unbounded.
Next, we show that (A1) implies

(4.18) Nlim LN _ () with probability one,
— 00 1,N

and

(4.19) lim —2Y — ¢ in distribution,

N—o0 \IIlN

whereas (4.4]) implies

(4.20) Jim \;2—” — 0 with probability one,
—00 2,N

and

(4.21) lim —2Y¥_ — ¢, in distribution.

N—o0 1112 N

Indeed, (AI8) follows from ([B.13) and (A.H), because (&Il implies that >, k7" = +o0.

Similarly, ([AIH) follows from (3.14]) and (A.5).
Both (AI9) and ({21)) follow from Corollary [A.4l Together with (£I7), the same

Corollary also implies independence of &; and &, if both (4.1]) and (4.4]) hold.
To complete the proof of the theorem it remains to show that

. tiNnKi2 N . . ..
4.22 | - =0,:=1,2 th babilit
(4.22) Jim KonFax 1 ,2, with probability one,
and
(4.23) lim Y Ly By
N—o0 KLNKQ’N

We leave to the interested reader to verify that (A5]) implies ([£.22)), and ([@I7), (£I9),

(@.21) imply (£.23).
This completes the proof of Theorem [4.11 O

=0, ¢+ = 1,2, in probability.

Remark 4.3. From Proposition [31], we see that condition (&I)) is both necessary

and sufficient for consistency and asymptotic normality of estimator éLN. Simialarly,
condition ([A4)) is necessary and sufficient for consistency and asymptotic normality of
estimator 6o .
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Since in the algebraic case the sum fovzl k7 appears frequently, we introduce a
special notation to describe the asymptotic of this sum as N — oo for v > —1:

NY L if y > —1
4.24 T = ’ ’
( ) () {lnN, if v=—-1.

With this notation, S0 k7 < Ty (v), v > —1.

Let us consider several examples, in which A is the Laplace operator in a smooth
bounded domain G in R? with zero boundary conditions; H = Ly(G). We start with
these three equations:

(425) Uy = L Au + Oouy + W, 0, > 0, 0, € ]R;
(4.26) gy = A(Byu 4 Oouy) + W, 6, >0, 65 > 0;
(427) Uy = 01 Au — 92A2ut + W, 0, > 0, 0y > 0.

The following table summarizes the results:

Asymptotic Eq. (420) Eq. (4.26) Eq. (427)

Uy N Nt N Tn(=2/d), d > 2

Uy n N N+l Natl

In equations (£28)-[27), A; and B; are leading operators, that is, @ = «a; and
B = B1. This, in particular, ensures that the estimator 6, x is always consistent.
Let us now consider examples when A; and By are not the leading operators:

(4.28) Uy = (Au + Hlu) + (Aut + 92ut) +W, 6, €R, 6, € R;
(429) U + (A2u + Hlu) = (92Aut — A2Ut) + W, 0, € R, 0, € R;
(430) U + (A2u + HlAu) = (ngt — A2Ut) + W, 0, € R, 0y € R.

The following table summarizes the results:

Asymptotic Eq. (428) Eq. (4£29) Eq. (430)

Uy Ta(—4/d), d>4 Tn(-8/d), d>8 Ty(—4/d), d>4

\112,N TN(_Q/d)v d > 2 N TN(_4/d)7 d >4

As was mentioned in the Introduction, an interested reader can investigate a four-
parameter estimation problem, such as

Uy + (011 A% + 012 Au) = (ayup — O22A%u;) + W,
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5. ANALYSIS OF ESTIMATORS: GENERAL CASE

While the algebraic case, corresponding to elliptic partial differential operators,
seems the most natural, we believe that a more general case, allowing eigenvalues
such as A\, ~ e* or py, ~ Ink, is also worth considering, not only as a mathematical cu-
riosity, but also as an example of a model with observations coming from independent
but not identical channels (see Korostelev and Yin [6]).

As the proof of Theorem [Tl shows, the key arguments involve a suitable law of
large numbers. Verification of the corresponding conditions is straightforward in the
algebraic case, but is impossible in the general case unless we make additional assump-
tions about the eigenvalues of the operators. Indeed, as we work with weighted sums
of independent random variables, we need some conditions on the weights for a law of
large numbers to hold. In particular, the weights should not grow too fast: if &, £ > 1,
are iid standard Gaussian random variables, then the sequence {n™2>",_ néZ, n > 1}
converges with probability one to 1/2, but {e™">"}_, €¥&Z, n > 1} does not have a
limit, even in probability.

Theorem in Appendix summarizes some of the laws of large numbers, and leads
to the following

Definition 5.1. The sequence {a,, n > 1} of positive numbers is called slowly
increasing if

no 9
(5.1) lim &;1%2 — 0.
n—00 n
<Zk:1 ak)

The purpose of this definition is to simplify the statement of the main theorem
(Theorem below). It was not necessary in the algebraic case because the sequence
{n7, n > 1} is slowly increasing if and only if v > —1. The reason for the terminology
is that the sequence {¢"", n > 1} has property (5.1 if and only if » < 1. Further
discussion of (5.1J), including the connections with the weak law of large numbers, is
after the proof of Theorem [A.2l

In general, we have to replace (4.1]) with

Condition 1. The sequence {72 M (T1x(62))/Ai(61), k > 1} is slowly increasing,

and (£4), with

Condition 2. The sequence {vZM (T (62)), k > 1} is slowly increasing.
Theorem 5.2. Assume that equation (23)) is diagonalizable and hyperbolic.
(1) If Condition 1 holds, then
(5.2) lim éLN = #; in probability;
N—o00

(53) lim \/ \1117]\7 (él,N — 91) = 61 in distribution,

N—oo

where &1 is a standard Gaussian random variable.
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(2) If Condition 2 holds then
(5.4) lim 0,y = 0, in probability;
N—o0

(5.5) lim /Ty (ég,N - 92) — & in distribution,

N—oo
where & is a standard Gaussian random variable.
(3) If both Conditions 1 and 2 hold, then the random variables &1, &y are indepen-
dent.

Proof. The main steps are the same as in the algebraic case (Theorem [A.1]). In par-
ticular, (4I8) and (4.20) continue to hold as long as ¥y y — oo and Vo — 00,
respectively. The only difference is that Conditions 1 and 2 do not provide enough in-
formation about the almost sure behavior of K9 x/EK2 y, and, in this general setting,
there is no natural condition that would do that. As a result, in (£I7), the convergence
is in probability rather than with probability one, and then, in both (£I5]) and (ZI4l),
convergence in probability will suffice. Conditions 1 and 2 ensure (4.15) and (4.16),
respectively, but with convergence in probability rather than almost sure. This is a
direct consequence of the weak law of large numbers.
In the case of (£I7), we have

N
E|Kion| <Y |7evi] Ba(T)

k=1
and, for all sufficiently large k,

) AT
BU(T) < gy M (Ta(82)) (14 max (0, Tyn(82)))

because ze® —x < 4(e” —x — 1)(1 + max(0,z)) for all x € R. Then

(5.6) lim e
N—oo /Wy nWUy N

Indeed, under Condition 1, (5.6]) follows from

=0.

2 16 N TIEM(T;%(GQ)) (1+max(0,Tuk(€2)))2
(E[K12n]) < 2 k=1 ) WO

\I]LN\I]ZN - N T2M Tk (62)
Tszﬂ%eB)

(Cauchy-Schwartz inequality) and

) (1 + max (0, T,uk(eg)))2
(5:7) i Ao (61)

(hyperbolicity condition), while, under Condition 2, (5.6]) follows from

=0

2
max ( 0,7y (0
(B|Kyan])? 3 1630 v2M (T u(62)) (1+ A(I?(’.(glp;k( 2)))

Uy vWon T2y vEM (T 1 (62))

(Cauchy-Schwartz inequality with a different arrangement of terms) and (5.7).
The interested reader can fill in the details in the rest of the proof. O
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As an example, consider the operators with eigenvalues k;, = e*, 7, = €*, p, = 0,
v = Inln(k + 3) and assume that ¢, > 0, #; > 0. Then

Me = e+ 01eF g = 0, In1n(k + 3),

so that 72/\x ~ 1. Next, for all sufficiently large k,

(In(k + 3))

T92/2 T92

< M(Tux) < (In(k +3))" 7,

and also v2M (Tpy,) =< (In(k + 3))T62. Using integral comparison, we conclude that,
for all r > 0,

ﬁ:(lnk)rwN(lnN)r.

Thus, both Condition 1 and Condition 2 hold. By Theorem (.2l both HALN and 927 N
are consistent and asymptotically normal. An interested reader can verify that

N(lnN)"*
(nlnN)*

~

T6o
1L,N X \1127NXN(11'1N) .
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APPENDIX

First, let us recall some basic facts about second-order stochastic ordinary differential
equations with constant coefficients. Consider the initial value problem

(A1) §(t) = 2by(t) + a’y(t) = 0, y(0) =0, y(0)=1.
With 2b = () and a® = \i(61), we recover (Z.I0); recall that A\y(6;) > 0 for all
sufficiently large k. If £ = /|b?> — a?|, then

sin(t) .,

e a? > b
(A.2) y(t) = te’, a® = b*;
Sinfz(ﬁt) ebt’ a? < b

as usual, sinhz = (e® — e™®)/2. Note that if b < 0 and b* > a?, then b+ ¢ < 0. The
solution of the inhomogeneous equation

#(t) — 2bi(t) + a*x(t) = f(t), z(0)=2(0) =0

is then z(t) = f(f y(t — s)f(s)ds.

Next, we formulate the laws of large numbers and the central limit theorem used in
the proof of consistency and asymptotic normality of the estimators.

To begin, let us recall Kolmogorov’s strong law of large numbers.
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Theorem A.1. Let {&,k > 1} be a sequence of independent random variables with
E&2 < oo. If{b, > 1} is an unbounded increasing sequence of real numbers (b, /* +00)
and

D> ns1 bn 2 Var(€,) < oo, then

(A3) lim b1 (6 —E&) =0
k=1

with probability one.
Proof. See, for example, Shiryaev [12, Theorem IV.3.2]. O

The following laws of large numbers, both strong and weak, are often used in the
current paper.

Theorem A.2 (Several Laws of Large Numbers). Let xi, k > 1, be independent
random variables, each with zero mean and positive finite variance. If

(A.4) > Exi = +oo,
k>1
then
>t Xk
(A.5) lim “=E=L2% — () with probability one.

N=oo Zgﬂ Ex;
Next, assume in addition that
2
(A.6) Ex; < c (E)é)

for all k > 1, with ¢; > 0 independent of k. Then

T (B)

(A.7) lim 5
n—00 n 2
( PRy EXk)
implies
N 2

(A.8) lim Z;Vk;lxkz = 1 in probability

N=voo 3 et EXi
and

(=)
Y 5 (S Exd)

5 < 00,

implies

N 2
(A.10) i 2=t Xk

= 1 with probability one.
N
N—oo Zk‘:l EX%
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Proof. To prove (Ag), we take &, = x,, and b, = >, _, Ex7 and apply Theorem [AT}
note that convergence of ) b, *Ex> follows from divergence of ), Ex3:

Ex? 1 1
n < _ .
- =2 ()
To prove (AI0), we take &, = x2 and b, = Y _,_, Ex3, and again apply Theorem [A.T}

this time, we have to assume convergence of the series Y Var¢,b 2. Finally, (A.S)
follows from (A.7)) and Chebyshev’s inequality. O

In other words, normalizing a sum of zero-mean random variables by the total vari-
ance will give in the limit zero with probability one as ling as the total variance is
unbounded, while normalizing a sum of positive random variables by the total mean
will give in the limit one only under some additional assumptions. Given a collection
of iid standard normal random variables {&, k > 1}, an interested reader can verify
that the sequence (> p_; €*¢2)/(>op_; €*) does not converge in probability as n — oco.

To understand the meaning of conditions (A7) and ([A.9), note that if &, k > 1,
are iid non-negative random variables with E; = A > 0, then, taking in Theorem [A.T]
by, = > r_y E& = An, we recover the classical strong law of large numbers:

N
fm 2 6= A

with probability one. In the second part of Theorem [A.2] we want to establish a similar
result when the random variables & are positive and independent, but not identically
distributed. Condition ([A.6]) (which holds, for example, for Gaussian random variables)
allows us to apply Theorem [A.T] with b, = Zsz1 E&k. If ap := E& > 0 for all k, then
conditions (A.0) and (A.9) become, respectively,

(A.11) > a, =+o0,

n>1

(A.12) 3 ﬁ < .

On the other hand, if

no 9
(A.13) lim &;1%2 =0,

n0 (Yoot )
then Chebyshev’s inequality leads to a weak law of large numbers.

In general, (A1T]) does not imply (A.12)) or (AI13) (take a, = €™), nor does (A.12)
imply (A1) (take a, = 1/n?), but obviously (A.13)) implies (AI1). An interested
reader can also verify that the sequence {eV™ n > 1} satisfies (AI3) but not (AI2).
On the other hand, since we use (A.1I) and (A.12)) to prove a strong law of large
numbers, and use [(A.13]) to prove a weak law of large numbers, it will be natural to ex-
pect that conditions (A.11]) and (A.I2)) together are stronger than (A.13). Kronecker’s
Lemma (see [12, Lemma 1V.3.2] with b, = (320, a,)”, &, = a2/b,) shows that this is

indeed the case: (A1) and (A12]) imply (A13).
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We say that a sequence of positive numbers {a,, n > 1} is slowly increasing
if condition ([A.13) holds. The notion of a slowly increasing sequence simplifies the
conditions for consistency and asymptotic normality of the estimators in the general
(non-algebraic) setting. Related conditions in the context of the law of large numbers
can be found, for example, in the paper [1]. If a,, = n?, v € R (algebraic case), then
(AI1) (that is, v > —1) implies [(A.12]), which is the reason for the strong consistency
in Theorem .11

The following theorem is used to prove asymptotic normality of the estimators.

Theorem A.3 (A Martingale Central Limit Theorem). Let M;, = M;,(t), t > 0,

n>1,1=1,2, be two sequences of continuous square—integrable martingales. If, for
some T’ > 0,

nh_)nolo % =1, 1=1,2, in probability,
and
lim <M17"1’ /]2”27">(T) 7z =0  in probability,
T (BM)(1)) (B0 (T))
then

~1/2

lim ( My, (T) (E(My1,,)(T))

=N(0,I) in distribution,
My o (T) (B{My 0 )(T)) ) 00 bt

where N'(0,1) is a two-dimensional vector whose components are independent standard
Gaussian random variables.

Proof. If X,, and X are continuous square-integrable martingales with values in RY
such that X is a Gaussian process and lim,, o (X,,)(7T) = (X)(T") in probability, then
lim,, 0o X, (T) = X(T) in distribution; recall that, for a vector-valued martingale
X = (XMW XD) (X)(t) is the symmetric matrix with entries (X @ X)) (¢). This
is one of the central limit theorems for martingales; see, for example, Lipster and
Shiryaev [7, Theorem 5.5.11]. The result now follows if we take

o= (). o= (308

where
Xin = ’() 1/2a7':1a27
and w, ws are independent standard Brownian motions. O

Corollary A.4. Let fir, = fix(t),t > 0, i = 1,2, k > 1 be continuous, square-
integrable processes and wy, = wy(t) be independent standard Brownian motions. Define

Sy fy fon(t)dwi(t)
(S B 7 i)

ni,N: 221,2
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If
(A.14) im Zies fo il =1 in probability, and
N Zk 1 E fO i, k
. Zk:l E ‘foT fl,k(t)fz,k(t)dt}
]\}1—>H<l>o N T 49 1/2 N T . 1/2 = 07
(SRLES f2utd) " (S E S b))
then

lim < .y ) =N(0,1) in distribution,

N—o0 T2, N

where N'(0, 1) is a two-dimensional vector whose components are independent standard
Gaussian random variables.

Proof. This follows from Theorem [A.3] by taking
Zk 1 fo fir(s)dwy(s)

Mip(t) = a
(B4 r2tr)”

)

because E(M; ,,)(T) = 1 and
Zklk<hk ) fan(t)dt

(M, May)(T) = —
(S B ) " (S E T 130000
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