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October 23, 2021

This is a supplementary material to the paper [7].

It contains technical discussions and/or results adapted from published pa-
pers. In Sections [2] and [3] we provide results - useful for the proofs of some
theorems in [7] - which are close to existing results in the literature.

It also contains, in Section [4 additional plots for the numerical analyses in
[T, Section 3|.

To make this supplement paper as self-contained as possible, we decided to
rewrite in Section [1| the model and the main definitions introduced in [7].

1 Assumptions and Model

Our model is defined as follows. Let © be a compact subset of R%. We are
given a family of transition kernels {Mp}oco, My : X x X — [0,1], a positive
o-finite measure p on (Y,)), and a family of transition densities with respect
to u, {goteco, g9 : X xY — R;. It is assumed that, for any § € © and
any ¢ € X, Mp(x,-) has a density mg(z,-) with respect to a finite measure A

on (X, X). In the setting of this paper, we consider a single observation path

y & {Yi}tez defined on the probability space (2, F,P) and taking values in

Y%. The following assumptions are assumed to hold.

H1 (a) There exist continuous functions ¢ : © — R, ¥ : © — R? and
S:XxXxY—R?st.

logmg(x,x') + IOggg(l’/,y) = ¢(0) + <S($71’7/ 7y)a¢(0)> )

where (-,-) denotes the scalar product on R.
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(b) There exists an open subset S of R that contains the convex hull of
SXxXxY).

(c) There exists a continuous function 6 : S — O s.t. for any s € S,

0(s) = argmaxpee {4(0) + (s,9(0))} -

H2 There exist o_ and o, s.t. for any (z,2') € X2 and any § € ©, 0 < o_ <

mg(z,z’) < oy. Set p Ly (o_Joy).

We now introduce assumptions on the observation process. For any sequence
of rv. 7% {Zi}tez on (Q,P, F), let

FE o ({Zubusk) and GF = o ({Zubuzs)

be o-fields associated to Z. We also define the mixing coefficients by, see [4],

BY(n) =sup sup E [|IP’(B|}"§) — IP(B)\] Vn>0. (1)
UEL Beg;ﬁrn

H3—(p> E [Supw,m'€X2 |S(I,$/,Y0)|p] < +oo.

H4 (a) Y is a S-mixing stationary sequence such that there exist C' € [0,1)
and 8 € (0,1) satisfying, for any n > 0, 8Y (n) < CB", where 3Y is
defined in ().

(b) E[|logb_(Yo)| + |logbs(Yo)|] < 400 where

b(y) infpeo [ golw, y)A(da) (2)

def
bi(y) = supgee J go(z,y)A(dz) . (3)
H5 There exists ¢ > 0 and a > 1 such that for all n > 1, 7, = [en®].

Recall the following definition from [7]: for a distribution x on (X, B(X)),
positive integers T, 7 and 6 € O, set

T+1

G def 1

STO.Y)= = Y 4l (8Y) (4)
t=T+1

where S is the function given by H]lfa) and

Dy ,(S.y)
def fX(dxr){HZ;i me (@i, Tit1)90(Tit1, Yit1)} S(Xs—1, s, Ys) M dTrg1:¢) (5)
J X(dxr){nf‘;i me (i, Tit1)90(Tit1, Yit1) } AMd@ri1:e)

We also write S, _1 def Sﬁf’l’Tn’l(On_l,Y) the intermediate quantity com-

puted by the BOEM algorithm in block n and S,,_1 the associated Monte Carlo
approximation.



H6 -(p) There exists b > (a + 1)/2a (where a is defined in such that, for
any n > 0,

where S, is the Monte Carlo approximation of S,,.

S, — S,

= O(Tn_-ilzl) )
p

Define for any 6 € ©,

S(0) € E[S(0,Y)) (6)
R(6) = 0 (S(6)) (7)
G(s) ¥'8(0(s)), VseS, (8)

where 0 is given by .
H7 (a) S and 6 are twice continuously differentiable on © and S.

(b) There exists 0 < v < 1 s.t. the spectral radius of V(S o é)szg(e*) is
lower than ~.

Set .
Tndéfzn, T, %o .
=1

2 Detailed proofs of [7]

2.1 Proof of [7, Theorem 4.4]
Proof. By [7, Proposition A.1], it is sufficient to prove that

‘w oR(6,) — W 0 8(S,)

— 0, P-as.. 9)

n—-+o0o

By Theorem 4.1, the function S given by @ is continuous on © and then S(©) def

{s € 8;30 € ©,5 = S(#)} is compact and, for any § > 0, we can define the
compact subset S(©,d) e {s e R%:d(s,5(0)) <4} of S, where d(s,S(0)) def
inf, cg(o) |5 — 8'|. Let & > 0 (small enough) and e > 0. Since Wo# is continuous
(see H1f(c) and [7, Proposition 4.2]) and S(©, ) is compact, W o § is uniformly
continuous on S(©,0) and there exists > 0 s.t.,

Va,y €8(0,8), |r—yl<n=[Wol(z)-Wob(y|<e.  (10)

Set o % 5 A n and AS, o 1S(6,,) — S,|. We write,

_ 28}

_p { W0 d(5(6,)) — W od(S,)

IP’{ W o 8(S(6,)) — W o8(S,)

> e AS, > (5}
+ ]P’{‘W 0 0(S(6,)) — Wo (S,
< P{AS, > 8} + P{AS, > 7} < 2P{AS, > a} .

> e AS,, < 5}



By the Markov inequality and [{, Theorem 4.1], for all p € (2, D), there exists a
constant C s.t.
_ _ o~ 2 - 5 —p/2
P{|[Woa(S(6:) ~Wo (3| 2 e} < —E [5(6) - 5] < Critl?

n

@ follows from and the Borel-Cantelli lemma (since p > 2 and a > 1). O

Proposition shows that we can address equivalently the convergence of
the statistics {S,}n>0 to some fixed point of G and the convergence of the
sequence {0, }n>0 to some fixed point of R.

Proposition 2.1. Assume H3(p), Hle), HE and He-(p) for some p > 2.

(i) Let 0, € L. Set s, def S(0x) = G(sx). Then, P—a.s.,

lim
n—-+oo

Sn — 54

]-limn 0,=0, — 0.

(ii) Let s, € S s.t. G(s4) = sx. Set Oy dof 0(s,) = R(0,). Then P—as.,

Hm [0, — 6,1, = __ =0.

n—-+oo lim,, S, =s.
Proof. Let S be given by @ By [, Theorem 4.1] and
lim (S, —8(6,)) =0 P-as.

By [7, Theorem 4.1], S is continuous. Hence,

lim gn — S(Q*) 1limn 0,=0, = 0 P-a.s.
n
and the proof of (i) follows. Since 6 is continuous, follows. O

2.2 Proof of [7, Proposition 6.2]

We start with rewriting some definitions and assumptions introduced in [7].
Define the sequences u,, and p,, n > 0 by puo =0, pg = Sy — sx and
def def &
fn = Tpn1+€ny  pn = Sp—8e—pn, n>1, (11)

where, T' % VG(s4),

and S is given by (6).



Proof. Let p € (2,p). By , forall n > 1, p, = ZZ;S I'*e,_r. By and
the Minkowski inequality, for all n > 1, [[u,|, < Z:;é o len—kll,- By [7,
Theorem 4.1], there exists a constant C s.t. for any n > 1,

nll, <C
Il < Z’y =

By [8, Result 178, p. 39] and Hb| this yields /7, pn = Or, (1).
By H[7] using a Taylor expansion with integral form of the remainder term,

G(Sp_1) — G(s,) =T (§,H - s)

d

= Z <§n—1,i - Sm‘) (gn—l,j - 8*,]') Ry, _1(i,7)
ij=1
d
= Z (n-1,i + Pr—1,0)(n—1,5 + pn—1,j) Rn-1(3,7) ,
ij=1

where z,, ; denotes the i-th component of z,, € R¢ and
2

Rn(i,J)dEf/O 1-pn2C 0°G

(5*+t(§n—s*))dt, neN1<i,j<d.
0s;0s;

Observe that under H7 limsup,, |Ry|Liim, 0,—0, < o0 w.p.1. Define for n > 1
and k£ < n,

d
def . def
= Z 2/1711 +)0nz n(7f ) y Z R 7/ j)un iln,j (13)

i,j=1

(n, k) = (D + Hy) - (D + Hy) (14)

with the convention ¥ (n,n + 1) 4f 1d. By (L1} .,

n—1

pn:w(n—1,())/)04—21/)(71—1,16—1—1)7“;C . (15)

k=0
Since \/Tnpn = O, (1), Hp| and p > 2 imply that s, R 0, P—a.s. Then,
by ([T, ppliim, 6, =0, —Jr)OO 0, P—a.s. and by (13 . hm |H | Liim,, 6, —9, = 0,
P—a.s. Let ¥ € (v, 1), where + is given by I Since ngrfoo |Hp | Liim, 0, =0, = 0,

there exists a P—a.s. finite random variable Z; s.t., for all 0 < k <n —1,
[(n = 1,k) Lim, 0,=0, <7"*Z1L1im,, g,=0, - (16)

Therefore, Jw(n —1,0)p0| Liim, 0,=0, <3"Z1 |po| P—a.s., and, by (ﬁ), ,
[, E [|polP] < 400 which implies that py < +oo P—a.s. Since 7 < 1, the first
term in the RHS of (15) is 7,,'Or, (1)Oas(1).



We now consider the second term in the RHS of . From equation ,

n—1 n—1
> (= 1Lk +D)re| Lim, 0,=0, < Z1 7" 7 k| Liim,, 5,5, »  P—aus.
k=0 k=0

By and there exists a P—a.s. finite random variable Zs s.t.

d
7| Liim,, 0, =0, < Zo E Hkillk,j » P—a.s.

ij=1
In addition, since /7, i, = Oy, (1), there exists a constant C s.t.

n—1 d n—1 ﬁn_k_l

~n—k—1
E E ik <C E .
vy MKk ik, 5 > .
k=0 k=0

1,j=1 p/2

Applying again [8, Result 178, p. 39] yields that the second term in the RHS of

is Tn_lOa‘s(1>OLp/2<1)' -

3 General results on HMM

In this section, we derive results on the forgetting properties of HMM (Sec-
tion7 on their applications to bivariate smoothing distributions (Section,
on the asymptotic behavior of the normalized log-likelihood (Section and
on the normalized score (Section [3.4).

For any sequence y € Y% and any function h : X2 x Y — R, denote by A,
the function on X? — R given by

he(w,a') < h(z, o' y,) . (17)

3.1 Forward and Backward forgetting

In this section, the dependence on 6 is dropped from the notation for better
clarity. For any s € Z and any A € X, define

L ) [ a)glal o) Laa)N @) (18)
and, for any s <t denote by Lg.; the composition of the kernels defined by
Ls:s déf Ls ) Ls:u+1(-r7 A) déf /Ls:u<xad$/)Lu+1 (-’ElaA) .

By convention, Lg.s—1 is the identity kernel: L. —1(z, A) = §,(A). For any
y € Y2, any probability distribution x on (X, X) and for any integers such that



r < s <, let us define two Markov kernels on (X, X') by

def [ Lo(x,dwei1)la(xsq1) Logri—1 (@1, X)

Fou(z,4) = T (@, X) : (19)
T def fgb?{::s(dxs)]‘A(xS)m(mS’x)
BY"(z, A) = [ (@zomizns) (20)
where
v () 2 Lxta e (@ doolaz,)

f X(dIT)LT:s—l (l’r, X)

Finally, the Dobrushin coefficient of a Markov kernel F' : (X, X) — [0,1] is
defined by:

6(F) =5 sup |[[F(z,:) = F(2',)|lpy -
(z,2")EX?

Lemma 3.1. Assume that there exist positive numbers o_,o such that o_ <
m(z,2') < o4 for any x,2’ € X. Then for anyy € YZ, §(Fs4) < p and

0(BX™) < p where p Lef o_Joy.
Proof. Let r, s, t be such that r < s < t. Under the stated assumptions,
[ Bl L) L (i, )
> 0'7/g(ms+1astrl)1A(xs+1)Ls+1:t71(xs+l7X))\(dms+1)
and
Lsi—1(2s,X) < J+/g($s+17ys+1)Ls+1:t71(ms+17X)A(dele) ‘

This yields to

U; f g(xs+1a strl)Lerl:tfl(xsqua X)IA(xs+1)>\(dxs+1)

Fs LES,A >
( ) 0+ fg(strhy8+1)Ls+1:t71(xs+17X))\(dstrl)

Similarly, the assumption implies

BY" (241, A) = T= X" (A),

o4 s|r:s

which gives the upper bound for the Dobrushin coefficients, see [3, Lemma
4.3.13]. O

Lemma 3.2. Assume that there exist positive numbers o_, oy such that o_ <
m(z,2') < oy for any x,2’ € X. Lety € YZ.



(i) for any bounded function h, any probability distributions x and X and any
mtegers r < s <t

J x(dzy) Lyis—1 (2, dzs)h(2s) Lsi—1 (25, X)
fX(dﬂUr)Lr:t—l(l"r,X)
7‘[i(dzr)Lr:s—l(xr;dx‘s)h(«rs)Ls:t—l(ISaX)
f%(dxr)Lr:tfl(mr;X)

< posc(h)
(21)

(i) for any bounded function h, for any non-negative functions f and ]7 and
any integers r < s <1

fX(dws)h(xS)LS:tfl(msadxt)f@t)
fX(de)Ls:t—l(xwdxt)f(xt)
_fX(de)h($8)Ls:t—1(x87dxt)f(xt)

f X(dxs)Ls:tfl(xa dxt)f(mt)

< p'"osc(h) .

Proof of (). See [3, Proposition 4.3.23].
Proof of When s = t, then is equal to

S x(dwe)h(z) f(22) _ J x(dze)h(@) f(x)
J x(dwy) f(xt) fx(dmt)f(xt)

This is of the form (n—17) h where n and 7 are probability distributions on
(X, X). Then,

1 ~
(7 =) k| < 5 |ln = Allpy ose (h) < osc(h) .
Let s < t. By definition of the backward smoothing kernel, see ,

X8 _ I x(dzg)la(z)m(zs, zoy1)
BS (xSJrl’A) B fX(dxs)m(xsaxs-&-l)

Therefore,

/ A )h(0) Dt (0, d) f (1)

- / \(A23) Lo (@, Ao 11 )BY*A(ss1) L1t 1 (o410, da) f(a1)

By repeated application of the backward smoothing kernel we have
/X(d‘rs)h(xs)Ls:tfl(xsy dxt)f(xt)

= /X(de>LS:t71(x87dxt>Bi<f1:sh(xt)f($t) )



where we denote by B}% .. the composition of the kernels defined by induction
for s <w

(', A) .

u—1:s

By UBY B )Y [ By dBy

Finally, by definition of (btl "

fX(de)h(xS)LS:t—l(xSadxt)f(mt) _ fX(d$8)h(x8)Lst 1(x87dxt)f(xt)

Jx(dze) Lo (@, da) f(20) J x(dxg) Lop—1 (25, day) f f(xe)
s ) £ o (B 7]
ot L] Al

This is of the form (n — 7)) BX*".,h where n and 7] are probability distributions
n (X, X). The proof of the second statement is completed upon noting that

1 - s
|77Bt ls ﬁBt 1:s | S 5 ||77_77||TVOSC (Bicilsh)

1 ~ s _
< 5 = Allry 8 (B, ) ose(h) < p""osc(h)

where we used Lemma [3.1] in the last inequality. O

3.2 Bivariate smoothing distribution

Proposition 3.3. Assume f@ Let x, X be two distributions on (X, X). For any
measurable function h : X2xY — R% and any y € Y* such that sup, .. |h(z,2’,ys)| <
+o00 for any s € Z

(i) For anyr < s <t and any {1,{s > 1,

sup \@5,’; (h,y) = @31 (h,y)‘ < (P4 p" %) osc(hs) . (23)

(i) For any 0 € ©, there exists a function y — ®g(h,y) s.t. for any distribu-
tion x on (X, X) and anyr < s <t

up |27, (h,y) = By (1 9°y)| < (o 4 9 oselhs) - (20

Remark 3.4. (a) If x =X, {1 =0and ¢ > 1, becomes

Sup |0575, (1 y) = B3, (h,.Y)) < p'"osc(hs) -



(b) if £, =0and {1 > 1, becomes
sup "I’gjﬁ,t (hyy) = @305 (hy)| < p° ' Tosc(hs) .
S

Proof. (i) Let r, s, t such that r < s <, £1,0o > 1, and 6 € ©. Define the
distribution xg r—¢:r on (X, X) by

def f x(dz, e, )LQ,T—Zl:T—l (zr—p,,dz,)1a(7;)

e (A) . VAex.
X97 o ( ) fX(dxrffl)LG,rfflzrfl(l'rfll;X) v <

We write ‘@é‘:’;t (h,y) — @?9(,’;;{152 (h, y)‘ < T, + T, where, by using @,

[ x(dz,) Lo pos—o(xy, dzs_1)hs(zs—1,25) Lo s—1(xs—1,dxs) Lo, sit—1 (25, X)
f%r(dxf')[’@,r:t—l(xﬂx)
7fXO,T—El:T(dxr)LG,r:s—Q(xhdxs—l)hs(xs—laxs)LQ,s—l(xs—ladIS)LG,s:t—l(me)

[ X0.r—r:7(dxy) Lo it —1 (27, X)

~ def
T, =

)

and

J X0,r—t2:0(dzy) Lo yos—o(zp, das—1)hs(xs—1, Ts) Lo s—1(s—1, dxs) Lo s—1 (25, X)
J X0,r—e1:r(dxy) Lo pi—1 (21, X)
S X0t (dwr) Lo pis—2 (@0, dxs 1) s (251, @5) Lo s—1 (25 —1, dws) Lo st -1 (5, X) ’
I X0,r—t2:7(dzy) Loy, —1 (21, X) '

=~ def
Ty, =

Set i_zs,t DX f Fy s—1,4(z,dzs)hs(x, xs) where Fy s_1 4 is the forward smoothing

kernel (see (19)). Then,

= f %(dxr)LG,r:s—Q(l‘r; dxs—l)hs,t (xs—l)LO,s—l:t—l (1'5_1, X)

T, = T
' fXT(dxr)LQ,r:t—l(me)
. fXf’ﬂ“*flﬂ“(de)LG,T:S*Q(xr»dmsfl)hs,t(1'571)11975,1:,5,1(1’5717X)
fXe,”’*flir(de)LG,r:tfl(xmX)

By Lemma 3.2([i),

Ty < p* 1 Tosc(hsy) < 20° VT sup |he ()| < 20577 sup  |ho(x,2')]

reX (z,a')EX2

Set FFLS R fBges.’:_lhzs_l,Sil(xvdmsfl)hs(xsfhx) ) Where Bg::_lglzs_LSil iS

the backward smodthing kernel (see ) Then,
T"2 _ fX@,r—llzs(dxs)ﬁs(-rs)LO,s:t—l(xmdxt)LO,t:t-‘réz—l(xth)
fXe,r—el:s(dzs)Lo,s:t—l(Is,dIt)Lf),t:t-s-ez—l(It,X)

_ fX@,Tfﬁl:s(dxs)hs(xs)[/&s:tfl(xsaX)
fXG,T—&:S(dl‘s)LG,s:t—l(ajsaX)

10



Then, by Lemma [3.2|(ii]),

Ty < p'~Sosc(hs) < 29" sup [hs(z)| < 20°° sup  |hs(z,2')] .
rzeX (z,z")eX?

The proof is concluded upon noting that, for any constant c,
osc(h) = 2inf sup |hs(z,2’) —c| 3 .
ceR (z,2")EX?

(i) By (23), for any increasing sequence of non negative integers (r¢)s>o,

(te)e=o s.t. limr, = lim¢, = +o0, the sequence {fbg;&;‘ (h,y)}e>o0 is a Cauchy

sequence uniformly in 6 and x. Then, there exists a limit ®, (h,y) s.t.

lim supsu ‘@X’_” h,y) — ®, (h, ‘:O. 25
Jim._supsup o004, (hy)—@g(hy) (25)

We write, for any r < s <t and any £ > 1

50, (hy) = By (0,0°)
< |@F7, (hy) = @30l (hoy)| + @51 (hy) — 0 (h 7))
Since @g”g’;f;@ (h,y) = @g”g;fxs (h,9*y), Proposition yields
"?é‘,’l,t (h,y) — @y (h,ﬁsy)’ < (p*7" 4 p' %) osc(hs)
@3, (h0%y) — @ (n,0%y)
The proof is concluded by . O

3.3 Limiting normalized log-likelihood

This section contains results adapted from [6] which are stated here for better
clarity. Define for any r < s,

7 def N T
(%(,’s (y) = gé,s#»l(y) - E?)(,s (Y) ’ (26)
where £3°0, | (y) is defined by
def pas.
Zg,7£+1<Y) ; IOg/X(dl’T> H m@(xuflaxu)ge(wuaYu> )\(dxr+1:s+1) . (27)
u=r+1

For any T > 0 and any probability distribution x on (X, X’), we thus have

T-—1 T—1
G = (Gl —aim) = Y o) (28)
s=0 s=0

11



It is established in Lemma that for any # € ©, y € Y%, s > 0 and any initial
distribution x, the sequence {§;7" " (y)}»>0 is a Cauchy sequence and its limit
does not depend upon x. Regulérit conditions on this limit are given in Lem-
mas and Finally, Theorem shows that for any 6, limy T’W?’%(Y)
exists w.p.1. and this limit is a (deterministic) continuous function in 6.

Lemma 3.5. Assume H2.
(i) For any £,7,5 > 0, any initial distributions x,x' on X and any y € Y%
2

5= Ns—r—t
W) =T )| <

sup S1o,

0€c©

(ii) For any 0 € O, there exists a function y — 6g(y) such that for any initial
distribution x, anyy € YZ and any r,s > 0,
X,S—T s 2 T
sup |37 (v) = 89" 0 y)| < 77—
0O —p
Proof. Proof of (). Let s > 0 and r and r’ be such that r’ > r. By and
([27), we have |67 " (y) — 65" " (y)| = |log o — log 3| where

aer S x(dws ) Ty ma(@io1, mi)go (s, y:)M(dws)

- s B 29
Jx(dzs ) TTi—s_yqs Mo (@i, ) go (i, yi) A(da;) (29)
def X (dzgpr) Hf:sl,rfﬂ me(wi—1,7i)ge(i, yi)Ndw;)
f X/ (dzg_pr) Hf:sfr’+1 me(zi—1,7:)ge(zi, yi) A(dz;)
We prove that
aNB>o- /ge($s+1,ys+1)>\(d$s+1) ) (30)
loo — B] < 2p"0y /99(x5+1ays+1))‘(dxs+l) ) (31)

and the proof is concluded since |loga — log 5| < | — B|/(a A B).

The minorization on « and 3 is a consequence of H2] upon noting that o and
3 are of the form f,u(dxs)mg(xs,ms_s_l)gg(xsﬂ,ys+1))\(dx8+1) for some proba-
bility measure p. The upper bound on |« — g| is a consequence of Lemma
applied with

s—r—1

X(dzs—r) x’(dxs_w){ 11 ge(xuyz-)ma(a:i,xm)} MA@ s 41:5-1)

xr/—r

i=s—r’

and () + | go@ss1,Ys 1m0 (s Tos )N 11).

Proof of (i). By (i), for any y € Y, the sequence {5}, " (y)},>o is a Cauchy
sequence uniformly in #: there exists a limit denoted by So (y) - which does not
depend upon x - such that

lim sup

() — =0. 2
i sup 8557 ()~ do(y)| = 0 (32)
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We write for r < r/
‘5Xsr )_50(1930},‘ ’5X,sr )—6(3‘7’;4 ‘ ‘5Xsr )_59(1950},)‘.

Observe that by definition, 5;,;—7«(},) = 5@‘”{7195 oy). This property, combined
with Lemma [3.5([i)), yield

S—=r S 2 T 77" S S
sup |0y (y) — dg (¥ oy)’ <—p +sup’5é"o (9% 0y) —do(V OY)‘ :
) I-p geo !l

When r’ — 400, the second term in the rhs tends to zero by - for fixed y, s
and x -. This concludes the proof. U

Lemma 3.6. Assume h@ For anyy € YZ and s > 0,

sup sup 52;‘,’5”(3')‘ < log o by (yst1)| + [logo_b_(ysi1)|
r>00€©

and, for any r > 0,

2
sup |dg(y)| < ———=p" + [logo+b1(y1)| + [logo_b_(y1)| ,
0co (1-p)

where by and b_ are defined by (@ and (@) .

Proof. For any 0 < m < A/B < M, |log(A/B)| < |log M| + |log m|. Note that
by definition, 55‘7’80(3’) is of the form log(A/B) and under Iﬂb 0_b_(ys41) <
A/B < 04by(ys+1). The second upper bound is a consequence of Lemmal|3.5((iil).

O

Lemma 3.7. Assume and Hj. Then, 6 — E[09(Y)] is continuous on ©
and

lim E sup [06(Y) — o (Y)|| =0, P-as. (33)
n—0 {6,0’€0;]60—6"|<n}

Proof. By the dominated convergence theorem, Lemma and (]ED, 0 —
E, [66(Y)] is continuous if § — ¢(y) is continuous for any y € YZ. Let y € YZ.
By Lemma imy 4 oo supgeg [0y (¥)—d0(y)| = 0. Therefore, 6 +— dg(y)
is continuous pr0v1ded for any 7 > 0, 6 — 657" (y) is continuous (for fixed y and

x)- By definition of 05" (y), see (26), it is sufﬁcient to prove that 6 — £’ (y)
is continuous for s € {O 1}. By definition of '] , see (27),

G (y) Zlog/X(dxfr) [T mo(@ior,2)ge(xi, yi) A(das) .

i=—r+1

13



Under @, 0 Hf:ﬂurl me(zi—1,i)ge(x;,y;) is continuous on O, for any
Z_r.s and y. In addition, under for any 6 € ©,

S

H mo (i, Tit1)g6(Tit1, Yiv1)

i=—r+1
= exp ((3 +7)p(0) + <¢(9), Z 5($i,$i+1,yz‘+1)>> :

i=—r+1

Since, by ¢ and 1 are continuous, and since © is compact, there exist
constants C7 and Cy such that,

S

me(l% l"i+1)99 (Iz'+1, Yi+1)
i=—r+1

sup
ek

< Crexp <C2 Z SUP|S(%$,/,}’1‘+1)|>-

!
. x,x
i=—r+4+1"’

Since the measure x(dz_.)[] A(dx;) is finite, the dominated conver-

S
i=—r+1
gence theorem now implies that ¢’ (y) is continuous on ©.

For the proof of , let us apply the dominated convergence theorem again.

Since © is compact, for any y € Y%, @ — &p(y) is uniformly continuous and

lim sup |dg(y) — der(y)| = 0. In addition, we have by Lemma (3.6
77010-0"|<n

sup 106(y) — 00 (y)]
(6,6/0;|0—0"|<n}

< 2sup|d <
= 2o el < 7=

Under HE] this upper bound is P-integrable. This concludes the proof. O

+2{[logo by (y1)| + [logo_b_(y1)[} -

£(0) g [00(Y)], where 6y(y) is defined in Lemma .

Theorem 3.8. Assume and Hjl Define thiunctz’on £:0 — R by
(i) The function 6 — £(0) is continuous on ©.

(i1) For any initial distribution x on (X, X)

— 0, P-as. (34)

1 o
\T%,Tm —0(0)| =

where K;‘y’g(Y) is defined in (27).

(iii) For any initial distribution x on (X, X)

—O2(Y)—0(0)| — 0, P-as. (35)

T—4+o0

14



Proof. (i) is proved in Lemma [3.7]
(it) By (28), for any T > 0, we have, for any y € Y%:

1 | T2
0 0
FEH0) = 7 L
= =
_ - X0 _ s - s
=7 2 (5@ =00 09)) + 7 L o(0 o).
By Lemma, forany 0 <s<T—1, 5@‘7’50(Y) —dg(9% o Y)’ < 2%. Since
p € (0,1),
T-1
1
. 1 x,0 B s _ -~
Tlgnoo T ; (5973 (Y) —dp(0 OY)) 0 P-as..
By Lemma [3.6]

E [5(Y)] < ﬁ +E [llog o4 (Y1)| + [logr_b_(Y1)]] ,

and the rhs is finite under assumption . By , the ergodic theorem,
see [I, Theorem 24.1, p.314], concludes the proof.

(#4) Since © is compact, holds if for any € > 0, any 6’ € O, there exists
n > 0 such that

lim sup ‘T*%";{(Y) — T*leg;‘}(Y)‘ <e, P-as. (36)
T=400 {0;10—0'|<n}nO ’ ’

Let € > 0 and 6’ € ©. Choose 1 > 0 such that

E sup 106(Y) — dor (Y)|] <e; (37)

{0€6;]60—6"|<n}

such an 7 exists by Lemma By , we have, for any 6 € © such that
0 —0"| <n

T-1
1 1 1
PO - 20| < 3 T -atm] . e
s=0
In addition, by Lemma |3.5|(ii
T-—1
> |l = )|
s=0
T-1 T-1
<23 sup [5Y0(Y) — 6o(9° o Y)‘ + 3 166(9° 0 Y) — 54/ (9° 0 Y)|
s=0 0o 7 s=0

—

T—
+ E(W oY)

s=

4

== pe

15



=y def o
where Z(y) = SUP{geo;9—o/|<n} [00(y — dor ()| This implies that

T—
lim ‘ — oy 0, ’ < lim =
75800 (peorospi<ny T Z M=l g

Under the ergodic theorem implies that the rhs converges P—a.s. to E [Z(Y)],
see [1, p.314]. Then, using again (37),

lim ‘ — 057 ,0 ‘ <e, P-as.
T—4o00 {6€co; \6 9’|<77} T Z ( )

Then, holds and this concludes the proof. O

3.4 Limit of the normalized score

This section is devoted to the proof of the P—a.s. convergence of the normal-
ized score T_1VQZ§”%(Y) to Vgl(0). This result is established under additional
assumptions on the model.

S1 (a) Foranyy € Y and for all (z,2") € X2, 0+ gg(x,y) and 6 — mg(x, ")
are continuously differentiable on ©.
(b) We assume that E [¢(Y()] < +o0o where

def
¢(y) = sup sup |Vglogme(z,2') + Velogge(x',y)| . (39)
€O (z,2’)EX?

Lemma 3.9. Assume 1 For any initial distribution x, any integers s,r > 0
and any y € Y% such that ¢(y,) < +oo for any u € Z, the function 6 —

632" (y) is continuously differentiable on © and

Vel = 3 0 (M)

0,u,s
u=s—r

where Yg is the function defined on X2 x Y by
TG : (.’E, xlv y) — v@ log {ma(xv $/)gg($/7 y)} .

Proof. Under d1] the dominated convergence theorem implies that the function
0 — €327 "(y) is continuously differentiable and its derivative is obtained by
permutation of the gradient and integral operators. O

Lemma 3.10. Assume HZ and 1l

(i) There exists a function & : YZ — R, such that for any s > 0 and any
r,r' > s, any initial distribution x,Xx’ on X and any y € Y% such that
d(yu) < 400 for any u € Z,

16p—1/4

(r'Ar)/4
Sup 1, " ),

sup |Vody 't " (y) — Vedy " (y)| <

16



where

E¥) =S plya)plit (40)

UEL

(ii) For anyy € Y7 satisfying £(y) < +oo, the function 6 — &¢(y) given by
Lemma|3.5{il]) is continuously differentiable on ©; and, for any 6 € ©, any

initial distribution x and any integers r > s > 0,

X,5—T s 16p~ /4 /4
sup \Vedy'y  (¥) = Vede(y 0 0°)| < — P &(
0€O -p

Proof. By definition of 5;(7’;7T(y), see (26)) and Lemma
Vody T (v) = Vodp T (v)
= Vol () = Vol () = Voly 2 (v) + Vel (v)

y) -

S

= 3 (e (o) — @3 (00, y))

U=s—r
S
/’ _ /71 /7 _ /7
= 3 (T (Tey) — @) T ()
u=s—r’
js—r—1 Ls—r'—1
+ ¢§,;+1T,s+1(T97 y) — q)g,sil,rerl (Yo,y) -

We can assume without loss of generality that v’ < r so that

Vody i (y) — Yooy (y)

s—r'—1
,s—r—1 s—r—1 ,s—r—1 fis—r'—1
= 3 @ (Toy) — @ (To,y) oy L (Yo y) =350 (Ta,)
U=8—T
S
s—r—1 s—r—1 fs—r'—1 fs—r'—1
+ {%ﬁi,sil (Yo,y) = @55 (Yo, ) = @5 0y (Yo, y) + 25007 (Te,y)} :
u=s—r’

Under and Remark can be applied and for any s —r <u < s—71'—1,
@3 (Tosy) = @300 (To,y)| < 207 "0(va),
where ¢, (y) is defined in . Similarly, by Remark
B (T, y) = B3 (T, y)| < 207 6(yana) -
For any s — ' < u < s, by Remark [3.4]
O3 (T y) = @3 (Toyy) + @007 (Yo, y) = @35 (X0, y)|
< @ (Tony) = @ (o y)|[+ @35 (Tayy) = @35 (Yo, )|
< 4p" 6 (y)

17



and by Remark

S (Toy) = BT (o) + @ 7 (o) = 8507 (Ta,y)|

0,u,s 0,u,s

0,u,s

<4p* " B(yu) -

< |@¥ain (o) = @™ (o) || @0 (Tosy) = @300 7 (X))

Hence,
—r'—1 s+1
XS r X/aS—T/ RS sS—Uu N utr' —s S—u
Vosx s (y) = VoS T ([ <2 Y o e(ya) 4 Y (p Ap"") b(yu) -
Furthermore,
s+1
> o) (p“+’" ‘s/\ps_“)

< D AT+ Y P ()

s—r'<u<|s—r’/2] u>|s—r'/2]

<p Yy oyt
u€Z
« Z psfufr'/27|u|/4+ Z pu+’r’/2fsf|u\/4
u<l|s—r’/2] ls—r'/2]+1<u<s+1
r'—1)/4
2p< )/ qu i
u€Z

where we used that sup,_,/<,<|s—r /2 [u| < 7" and sup|,_, /o) 41<u<spr Ul <
r’" + 1. Moreover, upon noting that —u/2 4+ (s +1)/2 < s — u — '/2 when
u<s—r —1,

s—r'—1 s—r'—1
Z ¢(yu)p37u < pr /2 Z qs(yu)psfufr /2
s—r'—1
< pr ' /2 Z ¢ 7u/2+ s+1)/2
<pr /2 (s+1)/2 Z (;3 p|u|/2

where we used that s — 7’ — 1 < 0 in the last inequality.
Hence,

sup [Vadis ™" (v) = Vodl 7 )] < g0V Dot )
ree u€ez

18



(i) Let y € Y such that &(y) < 4o0. Then for any u € Z, ¢(yu) < +oo. By
Lemma [3.9| and Eq. , the functions {6 — d; " (y)}r>0 are C' functions on

O. By (i . there exists a function 0 — dg(y ) such that

I —do(y)| =0.
T_}g_noo Slelg ‘V@(s (Y) 50(3’)‘ 0

Furthermore, by Lemma,

I 5" (v) — da(y)| = 0.
imsup |55 (y) = 9 (y)| = 0
Then, 6 — d¢(y) is C* on © and for any 6 € ©, d4(y) = Vada(y).

We thus proved that for any y € Y7 such that £(y) < 400 and for any initial
distribution Y,

s Vo000 = Vi =0 "

Observe that by deﬁnltlon Vooy. ' (y) = Vedy, (92 oy). This property,
combined with Lemma [3.10|(), yields

sup |Voos =" (y )—Veég(ﬁsoy)‘

[USIC)
16p—1/4 e
< %W“ §(y) + sup ‘W%‘,’o (9% 0y) = Vodg(9* 0 Y)‘ :
-p €O
Since £(9¥° oy) < 400, when 1’ — +00, the second term tends to zero by -
for fixed y, s and x -. This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.11. (i) Assume . For any 'y € Y2 such that ¢(y,) < +oo for
any u € Z, for any integers r,s > 0,

s+1
sup‘V(SX’s7 ‘<22¢yu.

(i1) Assume h@ and . Then, for any y € Y% such that £(y) < +oo and for
any r > 0,
—1/4

6P 4
sup |Vgdg(y)| < 2 " r/ ,
sup | )| Z o) + 5 —EWp

U=-—7r

where £(y) is defined in Lemma|3.10
Proof. By and Lemma

o3y ()| = [Vl S ) = Vol )|

< 9 il fX dIs r LO s—riu— 1(55; T,dl'u)VQ log [TRQ(Iu 1,$u)g9(l’u,yu)] Leu s— 1(ggu7X)
U=s—1r fX dxsfr)LG,sfr:sfl(xsfrax)
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The proof is concluded upon noting that for any s —r < u < s+ 1,

fX(dirsfr)ga(xsfrvysfr)LG,sfr:ufl(xsfrvdﬁru)vﬁ IOggﬁ(xuvyu)LO,u:sfl(xu7X)
fX(dxsfr)QG(xsfrvysfr)LG,sfr:sfl(xsfrax)

is upper bounded by ¢(y,).
is a consequence of Lemma and Lemma [3.11|(i). O

Theorem 3.12. Assume b@ (@ and ,

(i) For any T > 0 and any distribution x on X, the functions 6 — E;‘y’g(Y)
and 0 — £(0) are continuously differentiable P—a.s.

(it) For any initial distribution x on (X, X),

1
Tvgzg;g (Y) =2 Vol(#) P-as. (43)

Proof. By (128] and Lemmam 3.9} for any y such that qb(yu) < o0 for any u € Z,
2% 0( ) and (5X . (y) are continuously differentiable and (28) implies

Volyy Z Yooy (y

This decomposition leads to

}ﬂ
L

Vodg(9° oY) .

Nl =

EVlY) = Z (Vosy(Y) = Vosg(v° 0 Y)) +

I
=)

(44)

Consider the first term of the rhs of . Since Y is a stationary process,

assumption SIJ(b) implies that E[£(Y)] < +oo, where ¢ is defined by (40).
Then, £(Y) < 400 P—a.s. and by Lemma , forany 0 <s<T —1,

16 —1/4
‘VG(S?)(,’SO(Y) — Vdg(9° o Y)‘ < &(Y) 197 ; s/4
Therefore
T—1
1 X;O 1 16,0_1/4 1
T ; ‘Ve(se,s( — Vgdg(0° oY)‘ Tf(Y)ﬁm ,
and
1 Tl .
Th—{réo T Zo (V@&é‘)’s (Y) = Vgdg(9° o Y)) =0, P-as.

Finally, consider the second term of the rhs of . By Lemma (applied
with r = 1), E[|Vede(Y)|] < 4+00. Under the ergodic theorem (see [II
Theorem 24.1, p.314]) states that

lim — Z Vdg(9 =E[Vyd(Y)] , P-as.

T—oo T’
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Then, by and the above discussion,
. 1
Jim Tvgzgﬁ’g(Y) =E[Vgde(Y)], P-as.

By Lemma|3.11] applied with » =0,

sup [Vo3o(Y)| < 2[6(Y0) + 6(Y1)] + EY)p'/2

and the rhs is integrable under the stated assumptions. Therefore, by the dom-
inated convergence theorem, E [Vdg(Y)] = VoE [6g(Y)] = Vgf(0) . This con-
cludes the proof. O
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4 Additional experiments

In this section, we provide additional plots for the applications studied in [7]
Section 3].

4.1 Linear Gaussian model

Figure [1] illustrates the fact that the convergence properties of the BOEM do
not depend on the initial distribution x used in each block. Data are sampled
using ¢ = 0.97, 02 = 0.6 and 02 = 1. All runs are started with ¢ = 0.1, 02 =1
and 02 = 2. Figure [1| displays the estimation of ¢ by the averaged BOEM
algorithm with 7,, ~ n and 7, ~ n'*5, over 100 independent Monte Carlo runs
as a function of the number of blocks. We consider first the case when y is the
stationary distribution of the hidden process i.e. x = N(0, (1 — ¢?)~t02), and
the case when x is the filtering distribution obtained at the end of the previous
block, computed with the Kalman filter. The estimation error is similar for both
initialization schemes, even when ¢ is close to 1 and for any choice of {7, }n>1.
The theoretical analysis of BOEM says that a sufficient condition for con-
vergence is the increasing size of the blocks. On Figure |2] we compare different

strategies for the definition of 7, def T, —Tn_1. A slowly increasing sequence
{Tn}n>0 is compared to different strategies using the same number of observa-
tions within each block. We consider the Linear Gaussian model:

Xiy1 = 0X¢ + o, Uy, Y, =X +0o,V,

where Xo ~ N (0,02(1 — ¢*)71), {Us}1>0,{Vi}+>0 are i.i.d. standard Gaussian
r.v., independent from Xy. Data are sampled using ¢ = 0.9, 02 = 0.6 and
02 = 1. All runs are started with ¢ = 0.1, 02 = 1 and o2 = 2. Figure [2] shows
the estimation of ¢ over 100 independent Monte Carlo runs (same conclusions
could be drawn for o2 and 02). For each choice of {7,,},,>0, the median and first
and last quartiles of the estimation are represented as a function of the number
of observations.

We observe that BOEM does not converge when the block size sequence
is constant and small: as shown in Figure [2| if the number of observations
is too small (7, = 25), the algorithm is a poor approximation of the limiting
EM recursion and does not converge. With greater block sizes (7, = 100 or
7o, = 350), the algorithm converges but the convergence is slower because it
is initialized far from the true value and many observations are needed to get
several estimations. BOEM with slowly increasing block sizes has a better
behavior since many estimations are produced at the beginning and, once the
estimates are closer to the true value, the bigger block sizes reduce the variance
of the estimation.

Moreover, our convergence rates are given up to a multiplicative constant :
the theory says that > 757/2 < oo where 7 is related to the ergodic behavior
of the HMM (see assumptions .

Even if the sequence is chosen to increase at a polynomial rate, we can have
Tn ~ ¢ n® (o > 1) with a constant ¢ such that the first blocks are quite small
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Figure 1: Estimation of ¢ after 5,10,25,50 and 150 blocks, with two different
initialization schemes: the stationary distribution (left) and the filtering distri-
bution at the end of the previous block (right). The boxplots are computed
with 100 Monte Carlo runs.

to allow a sufficiently large number of updates of the parameters {6,,,n > 1}.
During a (deterministic) "burn-in" period, the first blocks can even be of a fixed
length before beginning the “increasing” procedure.

4.2 Finite state-space HMM

Observations are sampled using d = 6, v = 0.5, x; =i ,Vi € {1,...,d} and the
true transition matrix is given by

0.5 005 01 015 0.15 0.05
0.2 035 01 0.15 0.056 0.15
01 01 06 005 0.05 0.1
0.02 0.03 01 07 0.1 0.05
0.1 005 013 002 06 0.1
01 01 013 012 0.1 045

m =
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(a) 7, = n'! (red) and 1, = 25 (blue). (b) 7, = n'1 (red) and 7, = 100 (blue).

. . . . . . . . .
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000
Number of observations

(c) Tn = n'1 (red) and 7, = 350 (blue).

Figure 2: Estimation of ¢ with different block size schemes: the median (bold
line) and the first and last quartiles (dotted line) are shown for 7,, = n''! (red),
T = 100 (black) and 7,, = 350 (purple). The quantities are computed with 100
Monte Carlo runs.

4.2.1 Comparison to an online EM based procedure

In this case, we want to estimate the states {z1,...,24}. All the runs are started
from v = 2 and from the initial states {—1;0;.5;2;3;4}. The experiment is
the same as the one in [7, Section 3.2]. The averaged BOEM is compared to
an online EM procedure (see [2]) combined with Polyak-Ruppert averaging (see
[9]). This online EM based algorithm follows a stochastic approximation update
and depends on a step-size sequence {7y, }n>0 which is chosen in the same way
as in [7, Section 3.2]. Figure [3| displays the empirical median and first and last
quartiles for the estimation of x5 with both averaged algorithms as a function of
the number of observations. These estimates are obtained over 100 independent
Monte Carlo runs with 7, = n''! and v, = n~%%3. Both algorithms converge
to the true value o = 2 and these plots confirm the similar behavior of BOEM
and the online EM of [2].

4.2.2 Comparison to a recursive maximum likelihood procedure

In the numerical applications below, we give supplementary graphs to compare
the convergence of the averaged BOEM with the convergence of the Polyak-
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(a) Estimation of xo with averaged BOEM.  (b) Estimation of z2 with averaged OEM.

Figure 3: Estimation of x5 using the averaged online EM and averaged BOEM.
Each plot displays the empirical median (bold line) and the first and last quar-
tiles (dotted lines) over 100 independent Monte Carlo runs with 7, = n'! and
Yn = n~ 933, The first ten observations are omitted for a better visibility.

Ruppert averaged RML procedure. The experiment is the same as the one in
[7, Section 3.2]. Figure {| and [5| displays the empirical median and first and
last quartiles of the estimation of v and m(1,2) over 100 independent Monte
Carlo runs. Both algorithms have a similar behavior for the estimation of these
parameters.

L L L
35 4 4.5 5

. . | . | . . . . . .
04 05 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5 %% 05 1 15 2 25 3
Number of observations x10* Number of observations x10*

(a) Averaged BOEM. (b) Averaged RML.

Figure 4: Empirical median (bold line) and first and last quartiles (dotted
line) for the estimation of v using the averaged RML algorithm (right) and the
averaged BOEM algorithm (left). The true values is v = 0.5 and the averaging
procedure is starter after 10000 observations. The first 10000 observations are
not displayed for a better clarity.

4.3 Stochastic volatility model

Consider the following stochastic volatility model:

X141 = 60X, +oUy Y, = Be?V,
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(a) Averaged BOEM. (b) Averaged RML.

2 3 4

Figure 5: Empirical median (bold line) and first and last quartiles (dotted line)
for the estimation of m(1,2) using the averaged RML algorithm (right) and
the averaged BOEM algorithm (left). The true values is m(1,2) = 0.05 and
the averaging procedure is starter after 10000 observations. The first 10000
observations are not displayed for a better clarity.

where Xo ~ N (0, (1 — ¢*)7'0?) and (U;)¢>0 and (V;);>0 are two sequences of
iid. standard Gaussian r.v., independent from X,. Data are sampled using
¢ =0.8, 02 =0.2 and % = 1. All runs are started with ¢ = 0.1, 02 = 0.6 and
B =2.

In this model, the smoothed sufficient statistics {SX """ (6,_1, Y)}n>1 can
not be computed explicitly. We thus propose to replace the exact computation
by a Monte Carlo approximation based on particle filtering. The performance of
the Stochastic BOEM is compared to the online EM algorithm given in [2] (see
also [5]). To our best knowledge, there do not exist results on the asymptotic
behavior of the algorithms by [2, [B]; these algorithms rely on many approxi-
mations that make the proof quite difficult (some insights on the asymptotic
behavior are given in [2]). Despite there are no results in the literature on the
rate of convergence of the Online EM algorithm by [2] we choose the step size v,
in [2] and the block size 7, s.t. v, = n~%6 and 7,, o< n3/2 (see [7, Section 3.2| for
a discussion on this choice). 50 particles are used for the approximation of the
filtering distribution by Particle filtering. We report in Figure [6] the boxplots
for the estimation of the three parameters (3, ¢,c?) for the Polyak-Ruppert
[9] averaged Online EM and the averaged BOEM. Both average versions are
started after 20000 observations. Figure |§| displays the estimation of ¢, 0% and
(2. This figure shows that both algorithms have the same behavior. Similar con-
clusions are obtained by considering other true values for ¢ (such as ¢ = 0.95).
Therefore, the intuition is that online EM and Stochastic BOEM have the same
asymptotic behavior. The main advantage of the second approach is that it
relies on approximations which can be controlled in such a way that we are able
to show that the limiting points of the particle version of the Stochastic BOEM
algorithms are the stationary points of the limiting normalized log-likelihood of
the observations.

We now compare the two algorithms when the true value of ¢ is (in absolute
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Figure 6: Estimation of ¢, o2 and 32 using the averaged online EM algorithm
(left) and the averaged BOEM (right), after n = {1000, 10k, 50k, 100k} obser-
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(c) Estimation of 2.

vations. The true value of ¢ is 0.8.

value) closer to 1: we choose ¢ = 0.95, 3% and o2 being the same as in the

previous experiment.

As illustrated on Figure[7] the same conclusions are drawn for greater values

of ¢.
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Figure 7: Estimation of ¢ using the averaged online EM algorithm (left) and the
averaged BOEM algorithm (right), after n = {5k, 25k, 40k, 50k} observations.
The true value of ¢ is 0.95.
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