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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to approximate a finite-state Markmcess by another process with fewer
states, called herein the approximating process. The appation problem is formulated using two
different methods.

The first method, utilizes the total variation distance tecdiminate the transition probabilities of a
high dimensional Markov process and a reduced order Markoegss. The approximation is obtained
by optimizing a linear functional defined in terms of traiwitprobabilities of the reduced order Markov
process over a total variation distance constraint. Thesttian probabilities of the approximated Markov
process are given by a water-filling solution.

The second method, utilizes total variation distance teridignate the invariant probability of a
Markov process and that of the approximating process. Theoapnation is obtained via two alternative
formulations: (a) maximizing a functional of the occuparlistribution of the Markov process, and (b)
maximizing the entropy of the approximating process iraadrprobability. For both formulations, once
the reduced invariant probability is obtained, which doesaorrespond to a Markov process, a further
approximation by a Markov process is proposed which mingsithe Kullback-Leibler divergence.
These approximations are given by water-filling solutions.

Finally, the theoretical results of both methods are apptie specific examples to illustrate the

methodology, and the water-filling behavior of the apprcadions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Finite-State Markov (FSM) processes are often employed adehphysical phenomena in
many diverse areas, such as machine learning, informdatenry (lossy compression), networked
control and telecommunication systems, speech processystems biology, etc. In many of
these applications the state-space of the Markov procepsolsbitively large, to be used in
analysis and simulations. One approach often pursue tcower the large number of states is to
approximate the Markov process by a lower dimensional Magkocess, with respect to certain
measures of discriminating or approximating the distidoutof the high dimensional Markov
process by a reduced one. Such methods are described ukitigerentropy as a measure of
approximation in []-[4] (and references therein). Further discussion of modelatoh methods
for Markov chains can be found ib]l In general, approximating a Markov process by another
process subject to a fidelity of reproduction is not necdgsiliarkov, but a finite-state hidden
Markov process. This is a well known result of Informationedry [5], on lossy compression of
Markov sources with respect to a fidelity criterion. Modetiuetion of hidden Markov models
via aggregation can be found in][ [7], [8]. Specifically, in E] the aggregated hidden Markov
model is expressed as a function of a partition function andcarsive learning algorithm is
proposed, which solves the optimal partition problem.

In this paper, the approximation problem of a FSM process tgther process (FSM or
FSHM) with reduced state-space is formulated as an opttimaizgroblem, with respect to a
certain pay-off subject to a fidelity criterion defined by togal variation distance metric, using

two different methods which are elaborated below.

Method 1.

Approximate the transition probabilities of a FSM procegsabnother FSM process with re-
duced transition probability matrix. This approximatiamplem is formulated as a maximization
of a linear functional on the transition probabilities oktheduced FSM processes, subject to
a fidelity criterion defined by the total variation distanagvieeen the transition probabilities of

the high and low FSM process. The main contributions of theshod are the following:
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(i)

(ii)

a direct method for Markov by Markov approximation basedthe transition probabilities
of the original FSM process, exhibiting a water-filling beioe;

an example which illustrates the methodology, and thepprties of the approximation.

Method 2.

Approximate a FSM process by another process with lower igeal state-space, without

imposing the assumption that the approximating procedsasaaMarkov process. The following

two formulations are investigated:

(@)

(b)

For

maximize an average pay-off, described in terms of treupation measure of the high
dimensional Markov process, subject to a fidelity critersefined by the total variation

distance metric, between the invariant distribution oftilgher dimensional Markov process
and that of the lower dimensional process.

maximize the entropy (Jayne’s maximum entropj) [of the invariant distribution of the

lower dimensional process, subject to a fidelity critericefied by the total variation

distance metric, between the invariant distribution oftilgher dimensional Markov process

and that of the the lower dimensional process.

both formulations, the resulting approximated processsot necessarily Markov, but a

hidden Markov process. The crux of the approach considéeedH finding an optimal partition

function which aggregates states of the original FSM pretegorm the reduced order process.

Moreover, an approach is described to further approximaeehidden Markov process by a

Markov process, by minimizing the Kullback-Leibler divergce. The main contributions of this

method are the following:

()
(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

iterative algorithms to compute the invariant disttilon of the approximating process;
extremum measures which exhibit water-filling behayiand solve the approximation
problems;

optimal partition functions which aggregate the ongl FSM process to form the reduced
order processes;

examples which illustrate the approximation method #re properties of solutions to both

formulations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sectipthe total variation distance and the
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Kullback-Leibler divergence rate are defined, and the appration problems are introduced. In
Sectionlll, the solution of approximation problem basedMathod 1lis given. In Section$V-A
and IV-B, the solution of approximation problems basedMathod 2is given. In Sectionv,
several examples are presented to illustrate the appréeimeethods. Sectioivl concludes

by discussing the most important results obtained in thepa

Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. Preliminaries and discrepancy measures

We consider a discrete-time homogeneous Markov pro¢ass: ¢t = 0,1, ...}, with state-
spaceX of finite cardinalitycard(X) = |X
{pij :4,7=1,...,|X|} defined by

, and transition probability matri¥ with elements

1>

Dij P(Xt+1 :]|Xt:Z), Z,]EX, t:O,l,

The Markov process is assumed to be irreducible, aperia@limb a unique invariant distribution

p=[p1 p2. .. px] satisfying
p= pPb.

For the rest of the paper we adopt the notatipnP, X') to denote a stationary FSM process,
with transition probabity matrix?, stationary distribution:, and state-spac#’.

The distance metrics we will use to define the discrepancydsat two probability dis-
tributions (and conditional probability distributionsjeathe Total Variation distance, and the
Kullback-Leibler divergence. These are introduced below.

Consider the finite alphabet spa¢&’, M), with M = 2%, Define the set of probability
vectors onX by

P(X) = {p= (b op) 1 ps 2 0,0 € XY pi = 1.
1EX
Thus,p € P(X) is a probability vector irR'f'.

1) Total Variation (TV) distance:[10] The TV distance is a metrig- ||z : P(X) xP(X) —

0, 2] defined by

A
v = plley = v =l vop € P(X).

1eX
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2) Relative Entropy distancef11] The relative entropy of € P(X’) with respect tq: € P(X)
is a mappingD(-||-) : P(X) x P(X) — [0, o] defined by

D) = > v log -

ieX

It is well known thatD(v||u) > 0, Vv, u € Py (&), while D(v||u) =0 < v = p.
Given a probability vectoy, € P(X') define the fidelity set via the ball, with respect to the
TV distance, centered at the vecjore P(X'), having radiusR € [0, 2] by

Br(s) = {v € P(X) : Iv — pllrv < R}. (1)

The two extreme cases of this set de= 0 implying v; = u;, Vi € X, a.e., and R = 2
implying that the support sets of and ;. denoted bysupp(r) and supp(u), respectively, are
non-overlapping, that issupp(v) Nsupp(x) = (. One of the most interesting properties of TV
distance ball is that, any probability vectorc Br(;:) may not be absolutely continuous with
respect tou (i.e., u; = 0 for some: € X theny; = 0). Consequently, any approximating
probability vectorr € Br(u) can be defined on an alphakl¥twith smaller cardinality than
the probability vectoru € P(X), that is, supp(r) C supp(p). The total variation metric is
also discussed inl}]. There is an anthology of distances and distance metrictherspace
of probability distributions which are related to total ion distance 3], and therefore one
can obtain various lower and upper bounds on the performarite respect to other types
of discrepancy measures. For exampleyifis not absolutely continuous with respect 4o

Vv € Br(i) belonging to total variation distance class, by Pinskeréguality [L4], then
v — pll7y <2D(V||p), Vv € Br(u), pePi(X).

This is one such relation betweén || andD(-||-).
Let (u, P, X) and (v, ®, X') be two stationary FSM processes. A version of the KL divecgen
used in ], [15], is defined by

D, (Pl®) 2 Y P, bg(z) 7

1,jEX J
where P,, is assumed to be absolutely continuous with respeck;io that is, for any; € X,
®;; = 0 for some;j € X then P;; = 0. Note that ) is used to compare stationary Markov

processes which are defined on the same state-space. Fanwidcesses which are defined on
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different state-spaces?)(is defined with respect to the lifted version of the lower dimsional
Markov process (se€l]), defined by
Hj
S A )
2kev() M
where () denotes the set of states belonging to the same group athtbtate, and> denotes a

KH)

eiyel):  HJEX, 3)

(]

partition function fromx onto)). For the rest of the paper we will use the notatibf) (P||®) =
]DM(P||<AI>) to denote the KL divergence distance between two Markovgsses via liflting.

B. Approximation problems

In this section we introduce the approximation problemscdeed in the introduction. We
propose two different methods to approximate FSM procelkgdswer dimensional processes,

as follows.

1) Method 1: This method is based on comparing two FSM procesgeB, X') and (v, ®,)),
Y C X, by working directly on their transition probability mateds P and®. The approximation
problem is formulated as a maximization of a linear fundiipmefined on the transition prob-
abilities of the reduced order FSM process®, )), subject to a TV distance fidelity criterion,
between the transition probabilities of the high and lowelsional FSM processes. The precise

problem formulation is given below.

Problem II.1 Given a FSM process$yu, P, X), find a transition probability matrix® which

solves the maximization problem defined by

max £<I)Z i 4
Qie€P(Y), Vi€ ;; kL @
st. Y > 1%y~ Pylu <R VRe[0,2].
iEX jex
where/ £ {,... lx} € R‘f‘ (i.e., set of non-negative vectors of dimensjat).

The choice of? weights the transition probabilities.
The optimal transition probability matrik which solves maximization problem)(is obtained
for all values of TV parameteR € [0, 2], and exhibits avater-filling solution. In addition, as

the TV parameter increases, it turns out that the dimendidimectransition matrixp is reduced,
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and hence, a reduced order FSM process is obtained.

2) Method 2: Given a FSM proces§u, P, X') and a parameteR € [0, 2], define the average
pay-off with respect to the stationary distributiore Br(p) C P(X) by
L(v) =Y tw;, (eR} (5)
1EX
The objective is to approximate € P(X) by v € Bg(u), by solving the maximization problem
defined by
L(v*) = max L(v), VR€|[0,2], (6)

vEBR (1)
p=pP

for two alternative choices of the parametérs R*! as follows.
Formulation (a) (Approximation Based on Occupancy Distribufion
Let ¢; £ u;, Vi € X, which implies ¢) is equivalent to maximizing a weighted sum of the
stationary distributio{v; : i € X'} € P(X), subject to a fidelity criterion. This formulation leads
to an approximation algorithm described via reduction efshates (i.e., by deleting certain states
of the original Markov process) to obtain the approximatieduced state process. Intuitively,
the optimal solution has the property of maintaining andrgjthening the states with the highest
invariant probability, while removing the states with thmadlest invariant probability.
Formulation (b) (Approximation Based on Maximum Entropy Princjple
Let ¢; £ —logy,;, Vi € X, which implies that §) is equivalent to the problem of finding the
approximating distribution corresponding to the minimuesckiption codeword length {]. This
formulation leads to an optimal approximation algorithnsc#éed via aggregation of the states
(i.e., by grouping certain states of the original Markovgass) to obtain the approximated re-
duced state process, which is a hidden Markov process. dhrsufation is related to minimizing

the average codeword length of the approximated Markovgasicsubject to a fidelity criterion.

The approximated probability vector is based on the follmwoncept. Given a FSM process
(u, P, X), the optimal probabilities of the reduced process are dgfimeY, which is partitioned
into disjoint sets¥ = UK X;, K < |X|. The solution of the optimization problems based on

Method 2(a) and 2(b), give the maximizing probability(X;), : = 1, ..., K, on this partition.
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For Method2(a), as R increases the maximizing probability vectot, is given by awater-
filling solution, having the property that states of the initial hability vectory € P(X') are
deleted to form a new partition o, denoted byt = UM, ), M < K < |X|. The approximated

probability vector is then obtained as defined below.

Definition 1.2 (Approximated Probability Vector based on Occupancy [bstion)
Define the restriction of* on only those elements of the partitiqpyy, . .., Yy} which have

non-zero probability by
V*‘supp(y*);éo . {yl'l, yiQ, cey ylk} — [0, 1], (7)

where{Y;,, Vi,, ..., Vi, } CT{, ..., Yu}, andiy, io, ..., 0 € {1,2,..., M}. The approximated
probability vector based on occupancy distribution is dedirby
|

V= V" [supp(v*)#0 (8)

having states which are in one-to-one correspondence{ith, . . ., k}, via the mapping);, —
1, Vi, — 2,..., Vi, — k, with corresponding procesfY; : t = 0,1, ...} having state-space
y=A{12 ...k}

For Method2(b), as R increases the maximizing probability vector, exhibits awater-filling
solution, with the property that states pf € P(X) are aggregated together to form a new

partition of X. The approximated probability vector is obtained as defineldw.

Definition 11.3 (Approximated Probability Vector based on Maximum Entr&piciple)
Definer = v* if all elements of* (X)) are not equal and the state-spaceds ) = {1,..., K}.

If any of thev*(&%), k € {1,..., K} become equal then a new probability vectors defined
by adding together those* € P(X’) which are equal, and setting 2 v*(X,) for the v*(Xy)
whose elements are not equal. The resulting approximatelolatility vector based on maximum
entropy principler € P()), with corresponding proces§y; : t = 0,1,...}, is defined on a

state-space), whose cardinality is less or equal t&’|.

Remark 1.4 In general, the reduction based on Methala), (b)) do not lead to a Markov

chain, even though it could be the case.
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However, an Markov approximating process is obtained byfaHewing two-step procedure.
Step 1 corresponds to the the approximating problems tescrabove Step 2 utilizes the
approximating process$Y; : t = 0,1,...} of step 1, to further approximate a FSM process
by another FSM process, ®,)), Y C X. Here, the objective is to find an optimal partition
function ¢ and a transition matrixp which minimizes the KL divergence raté][defined by

DPo) = 3 ury s (), ©
i,jeEX
where® is given by @), and denotes the lifted version of the lower dimensionafkda chain
® by using an optimal partition functiop. By employing certain results fronz], the transition
matrix ® which solves 9) is obtained. What remains, is to find an optimal partitiondtion ¢,
for the approximation problems of Meth@dz) and2(b). This Markov by Markov approximation

is found by working only with values of TV parameter for whighreduction of the states occurs,

Given a FSM proces§u, P, X'), an algorithm is presented, which describes how to cortstruc
the transition probability matrixQf, from the maximizing distribution* of problem ¢) for
Method 2(a) and 2(b). Then, using Definitionsl.2 and Il.3, a lower probability distribution
v € P(Y) is obtained. Under the restriction that the lower dimenaigrocess is also a FSM
process(v, ®,)), Y C X, an optimal partition functionp and a transition probability matrix
®, are found which minimize the KL divergence rate betweerand ®. The approximation
procedure for Metho@(a) and2(b), is shown in Figl.

The precise problem definition of approximation Method 2eokhen occupancy distribution

is given below.

Problem 1.5 (Approximation Based on Occupancy Distribution)
Let{¢;:i € X} € R‘f‘ denote the occupancy distribution of a FSM procgssP, X') defined
by ¢; £ p;, Vi € X. Find {v; : i € X} € P(X) which solves

max Z WiV (20)

vEBR (1)
p=pP 1€ S

Given the optimal solution of10), let 7 of Definitionll.2 denote the invariant distribution of a
lower dimensional FSM process, ®,)), Y C X.

The reduced approximating process is obtained without arigmposing the assumption that it is also a Markov process.
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Markov pro- Construct a Maximizing
cess, (u, P, X) % Q' matrix % distribution, v*

\

Approximated
distribution,

v e P)

\

Transition % Partition % Under a Marko-

matrix, ¢ function, ¢ vian assumption

Fig. 1: Procedure oMethod 2

Find an optimal partition functionp, and calculate the transition probability matrik, which

satisfiesy = v®, and minimizes the KL divergence rate defined by

min D@ (P||®). (11)
@, P
v=vP

Other reasonable choices, are possible by Ietztiﬁng' correspond to a reward or a profit,
a cost or a loss, etc., whenever a node is visited.
Next, the precise problem definition of approximation Metlbbased on maximum entropy

principle is given.

Problem 1.6 (Approximation Based on Maximum Entropy Principle)

Maximize the entropy ofv; : : € X} € P(X) subject to total variation fidelity set, defined by

max H(v), H(v) 2 E log(v;)v;. (12)
veEBR (1) X
p=pnP ieX

Given the optimal solution of12), let v of Definitionll.3 denote the invariant distribution of a
lower dimensional Markov procegs, ®,)), YV C X.

Find an optimal partition functionp, and calculate the transition probability matrik, which
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11

satisfiesy = v®, and minimizes the KL divergence rate defined by

min D@ (P||®). (13)
o, P
v=vP

Problem (L2) is of interest when the concept of insufficient reasoning.(elayne’s maximum
entropy principlé [9]) is applied to construct a model for € P(X), subject to information
guantified via the fidelity set defined by the variation diseabetween’ and j.

It is not difficult to show that the maximum entropy approxtioa defined by {2) is precisely
equivalent to the problem of finding the approximating aisttion corresponding to the minimum
description codeword length, also known as the universaingpproblem [.6], [17], as follows.
Let {¢; : i € X} € ]R'f' denote the positive codeword lengths corresponding to sgotbol
of the approximated distribution, which satisfy the Krafequality of lossless Shannon codes
>iexw D7 < 1, where the codeword alphabet I3-ary (unless specified otherwiseg(-) 2
log,(+)). Then, by the Von-Neumann’s theorem, which holds due to @mtmess and convexity

of the constraints, it follows that

min max E l;v; = max min E liv; = max H(v).
[x]. . —£; <1 vEBR(R) 4 veEBR (1) |x|, ) —i<1 4 veEBR (1)
(RS D71 VERRW ST o) R T iex D71 iy eoni

Hence, for/; 2 logy;, Vi € X, the optimization §) is equivalent to optimizationl@).

[Il. METHOD 1: SOLUTION OF APPROXIMATION PROBLEM

In this section, we give the main theorem which charactseribe solution of Probleni.1.
Define the maximum and minimum values of the sequeffee. ..,/ x|} € R‘f‘ by
gmax =S max gi; gmin =S min gz
1EX ieX
and its corresponding support sets by

Xoé{’ié.)(:&:&nax}, Xoé{l.e.)(:&:&nin}.

For all remaining elements of the sequengg,: i € X\ X°U A&, }, define recursively the set of
indices for whichy achieves itgk-+1)th smallest value by, wherek € {1,2, ..., |XY\X°UX,|},

2The maximum entropy principle states that, subject to pedgistated prior data, the probability distribution whisést

represents the current state of knowledge is the one witfesarentropy.
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12

till all the elements oft’ are exhausted (i.ek, is at most|X’ \ X° U X;|), and the corresponding
values of the sequence on th& sets by/(X}).
For a fixedi € X, define the total variation of a finite signed measE{,eé - P, Vj e X,
to be equal to the summation of its positive and its negatarg, phat is,
1Sully 2 55+ 3 5, vieax. (14)
jex jex
By utilizing the fact thaty ., =;; = 0, Vi € X’ then

dYoEh=> == 7““”””, Vie X. (15)

JEX JjEX

Let a; 2 [|Z:]|7v, Vi € X, then the constraint o#] is equivalent to

> ay <R (16)
ieX

and the pay-off can be reformulated as follows.

pmax SN 4w =)0 4P+ pmax S 4= (17)

zeX JEX ieEX jJEX 1€EX jEX

In addition,
)IPIUETIED D) WI=TED 9 W= 9
IEX jeX IEX jEX IEX jeX

The solution of Problenil.1 is obtained by identifying the partition ot into disjoint sets
{X% X, Xy, ..., X} and the transitions on this partition. The main idea is toresp=;, as
the difference of its positive and negative part and then tipder and lower bounds on the
transition probabilities oft® and X \ X° which are achievable. Closed form expressions of the
transition probability measures, on these sets, whicheaehihe bounds are derived.

Note that, if we replace the maximization i) (with minimization, then the solution of the
new problem is obtained precisely as that of Problém, but with a reverse computation of
the partition of the spac&” and the mass of the transition probability on the partitiooving
in the opposite direction.

The following Theorem characterizes the solution of Problel.

Theorem IIl.1 The solution of Problenii.1 is given by

Zzg (I)Z],uz - max Z Z:,u]q)]L + fmm Z Z:u]q);rz + Zg(‘)(k Z Z:uj o (19)

ieX jeX 1€X0 jeX 1€EXy jEX k=1 1€EX) JEX
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13

where for anyi € X,

ol —p. o Y e X0 2

b="Pit g WeX (20a)

t_(p. M\

P}, = (Pw 2|X|) Ve X, (20b)
+

T > ;

o}, = (P, (2|Xk Z S P ) ). viex (200)

.] 1z EXJ 1

Q; = min(R, Rmax,i)a maxz - 1 - Z PZ] (20d)

jeX0

k=1,2,...,r andr is the number oft, sets which is at mostt’ \ X° U &;|. Once thed?
matrix is constructed as a function of TV paramefgrthen the transition matri® which solves

(4) is given by removing all zero columns and the respective wiws’ matrix.

Proof: See the Appendix. [ |

Clearly, the optimal transition matri® is obtained via avater-filling solution.

I[V. METHOD 2: SOLUTION OF APPROXIMATION PROBLEMS

In this section, we recall some results froi&], which are vital in providing the solution of
Problem 6), and consequently the solution of approximation Probléis) and (I.6).
First recall, from Sectionill, the definitions of the support sets’, X;, X, and the definitions
of the corresponding values of the sequence on these sets O ,,.x, {min aNd £(X}).
Given/ e R, p € P(X), it is shown in [Lg], that the solution of optimization6] is given
by )
L(1°) = loax" (X°) + Lint™ (Xo) + Y U(X)v* (X), (21)

k=1
and the optimal probabilities are obtained Water-filling, as follows

(X% £ Z vl = Z i + 5 (22a)

i€ X0 i€ X0
ey = (X m-5) (22b)
1€Xp 1€Xp
k
ey = (- (52 m) ) (22¢)
IEX;, IEX;, j=1ieX;_1
o =min (R, Ruax),  Ruax =2(1— Y ), (22d)
ic X0
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where,k = 1,2,...,r andr is the number ofX, sets which is at most¥ \ x° U &;|. The
optimal probabilities given by223-(229), can be expressed in matrix form as follows

vt =pQ" = pnPQ". (23)
In SectionsIV-A and IV-B, we provide algorithms for constructing the desi@t matrix for

the optimizations {0) and (L2), respectively.

Remark IV.1 The identification of the support set®, X, and X, k = 1,2,...,r, is based on

the values of;’s, Vi € X. If the cardinality of any of the support sets is greater tlaare, i.e.,

X0 >1,andl; = ;1 = ..., Vi,i+1,--- € X then by(229
2GS - 0
v = Vi€ X, (24a)

and similarly for the rest, that is, ifxXy| > 1 then

v =" <X0), Vi € X, (24b)
| Xl
and if || > 1, for k=1,...,r, then
v =" (%) vie o, (24c)
| Xl

The resulting optimal probability* is a (2 + r) row vector and hence, b{23) Q' is an
|X| x (2 + r) matrix. Then by employin¢24) we extract the optimal probabilities; for all
1 € X, which are then used in definition of the optimal partitiomdtions (see DefinitionV.4
and 1V.9).

For the approximation based on occupancy distribution, @¢he matrixQ' to be an|X’| x | X|
matrix, instead of anX| x (2 + r) matrix. The reason for doing so, is that we want to take
into account the cases for whidhy's, Vi € X', might be defined to represent a cost or profit
etc., whenever a node is visited. In such cag2$), is not valid anymore, sincg = ¢; does not
necessarily imply:,; = p;, Vi, j € X. As we will show in SectiolV-A, AlgorithmIV.2 constructs
a Q' matrix which in addition to occupancy distribution, coreigl those alternative cases as

well.

By Definition 1.2 and|1.3, the approximated probability vectore P()) is readily available

and satisfies
v=pQ = pPQ, (25)
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where matrix is modified accordingly.

Once the reduced state process is obtained, we utilize litsico to solve the optimizations
(11) and (3). The relation betweep(t), u(t + 1) € P(X) andv(t), v(t + 1) € P(Y) is shown
in Fig.2.

pu(t +1)

=

/N
N

N——"
Y

Y @
D) (P||)

v(t+1)

]
N
~~
N——"
A\ 4

Fig. 2: Method 2 Diagram that shows the relationship of the initial and tbadr probability

distributions.

A. Solution of approximation problem based on occupanciyibigion

In this section, we first give an algorithm to construct ¢yematrix which solves10). Then,
under an additional assumption that the reduced processosviarkov, we give the solution of
(12).

Letk =0,1,...,7—1, wherer denotes the number df, sets, thatis] <r < |X\ X°| (note
that, X, set is included). For alf = 1,2, ..., |X.|, X, = {jth element ofX, set, (note that,
if || =1 thenX,; = &;). Similarly, X°7 £ {jth element ofX° sef}, (note that, if| xX°| = 1
then X% = X9).

Algorithm V.2
1) Initialization step:

a) Arrange/;, i € X, in a descending order.
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b) Identify the support set&®, &, and &}, for all k¥ € {1, 2,

c) Calculate the value of.
Forany R € [0, 2]:
2) Step.1 (Indicator functions):

16

L]\ XU A

a) Let
R 0y A& R
pH(X7) = Z i + o
ieXx0
Define
L, if pf(x0) > 1,
1A (26)
0, otherwise.
b) For k=0,1,...,r—1 let
- R
1 (X)) = Z Z i — bR
7=0 iEXj
Define
P R
IXk s 1, if M (Xk) >0,
0, otherwise.
1, if u*(X) <0, Vi=0,1,....k—1
Houn & () i
0, otherwise,
and
JXeXok—1 — [ [X0.k—1] (27)
c) Fork=0,1,...,r—1,if |[X| > 1, then for all j=1... |/, let
(R/2 = iepi-1 x, i)
R A 1eYi=0 Y
Xij) = - !
1% ( k,J) Hx |Xk|
Define
]-7 if :uR (Xk,) >0,
Yoo 2 ’ (28)
0, otherwise,
3) Step.2 (The&)' matrix):
Let Q' be an|X| x |X| matrix andi = 1,2, ..., |X| to denote theth column ofQT matrix.
a) For all i € X°, the elements of th&h column are given as follows.
July 21, 2021 DRAFT
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i) Let the(Q");; element be equal to
ZJ'EX\XO K

r—1 B A\
ZIXIWX[O,/V 1) <1 + R/2> + IXo (/’LXOJ + IXOI ) (29)
— R Jhxo.i
i) Let all the remaining elements of thith column be equal to
r—1
R/2
J Xk X0, k-1) )
; A (30)

b) Forallic X, k=01,....r—1,and; € {we (1,2, ..., | X} i € X, is in the
th position onA;, set}, the elements of th&h column are as follows.

i) Let the(QT),; element be equal to
k—1

ZIXJ,X[OJ,” [ [0k (1 __R)2 ) (31)
= Z\Xk\ Xk

i) If || > 1, then for allz € X; \ X, let the (QT),; element be equal to

A B A
pore {TL () + (- ) (- TD)) - @

iiiy Forall ze X\ X°U X, and only ifz > i let the (Q').; element be equal to
| X% | | X |

e { ]1:[1 1% (|)§k| - ng/ixk,j ) +<1_%> (1- H )t @9

iv) Let all the remaining elements of thith column be equal to

R —F/2 ). (34)
E'XMIX’“

Once theQ' matrix is constructed, as a function of the TV parameterthen by £3) the
resulting optimal probabilityy*, is an1 x |X| row vector. However, recall from Remaik/.1
that by definitionv* is just anl x (2 + r) row vector. By using all the information that the
support sets provide to us we can easily transformlitkegXx’| row vector to anl x (2 +r) row
vector, by simply adding together the optimal probabtitie, Vi € &', which belong to the
same support sets. Given the optimal solution of optimirafiL0), then by Definitionll.2 the
lower dimensional procesg; : ¢t = 0,1 ...} with invariant distributionv is obtained, either by
removing all zero elements of € P(X), or by defining a) matrix to be equal t@)' after the

deletion of all zero columns, and hence

v=pQ = pnPQ, (35)
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where the dimensions @ matrix are based on the value of the TV paramétet [0, 2].
Before we proceed with the solution dfl), we provide a simple, yet useful example in order

to explain each step of Algorithiiv.2.

Example IV.3 Let? = [¢; {5 (3 (4], Wherely, > (5 > (3 > {,, and |X'| = 4. For simplicity it is
assumed that the optimum probabilities i € X, as a function ofR are known, as presented
in Fig.3.

Initialization step. The support sets are equal & = {1}, X, = {4}, &1 = {3} and
X, = {2}. The number oft, sets is equal to- = 3.

Step.1 From(26), the indicator function/*’ is given by

1, ifu+E>1,

A
0, otherwise.
From (27), the indicator functiond*, %Yo and I*>*0.1 are given by
i _ R
IXO s 1, if g B >0,

0, otherwise.

1, if pys+ps—E>0andpu, — £ <o,

JX X0 &
0, otherwise.
1, if potps+pa—E>0
X2,Xp01) A
[*Xon & and pg+pu—% <0 and pu—% <0,

0, otherwise.

The values of the indicator functions f& € [0, 2] are given below.

0<R<R R <R<R, Ry < R <Ry R; < R<?2
I*°=0 1"=0 I*°=0 =1
It=1 =0 It =0 1% =0
T¥X0,0 () T2 0,0 —1 T¥X00 () TXX00 ()
T2 X0 ) T2 X011 —() JX2 X011 —1 T2 X011 —()
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For 0 < R < Ry, all indicator functions are equal to one, except the oneclldorresponds to
X, set, that is,/* = 1. As soon as./{(X;) = 0, thenI* becomes equal to zero ardd* o
equal to one. This procedure is repeated until the valu& ef R,... = R3, see Fig3, in which
I*° becomes equal to one, and all other indicator functions édoizero, and/*’ remains
active for all R > R,.x = Rs.

Step.2 Let)' be an4 x 4 matrix. For0 < R < Ry,

1+R/2 0 0 —R/2
o R/2 1 0 —R/2
R/2 0 1 —R/2
R/2 0 0 1—R/2

and since no zero column exist thén = Q. For R, < R < R,

1+R/2 0 —R/2 0 1+R/2 0 —R/2
R/2 1 —R/2 0 R/2 1 —R/2
oo | / o | /
R/2 0 1-R/2 0 R/2 0 1-R/2
R/2 0 1—-R/2 0 R/2 0 1-—R/2
For Ry < R < Ras,
1+R/2 —R/2 0 0 1+R/2 —R/2
R/2 1-R/2 0 0 R/2 1-R/2
oo | / | /
R/2 1-R/2 0 0 R/2 1-R/2
R/2 1-R/2 0 0 R/2 1-R/2
For R > Rs,
L 00 0 L
p1 M1
0O 00O 0
0 0 00 0
0 0 0O 0

Note that, the number of columns@fmatrix is based on the value of total variation parameter
R. For 0 < R < Ry, its dimension is equal tX'|) x (1 4 r). Whenever an indicator function
becomes equal to zero, all elements of the respective coh@mome equal to zero, and hence
the column is deleted, untiR > R3, where theQ matrix will be transformed into a column

vector of dimensiori|X|) x (1).
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Optimal Probabilities
o o o o o
oo e e

N
IS

0.1 X‘ Vs vV,
0 | L

0 Ry 0.4 06 Ry 08 1 12 R314 1.6 1.8 2

Fig. 3: Optimal probabilities as a function &i.

Next, we proceed with the solution ofL1), by letting v € P()) to denote the invariant
distribution of a lower dimensional Markov proceég, ®). As mentioned in ], the main
difficulty in solving (11) is in finding an optimal partition functiop. However, once an optimal
partition is given then the solution d@f can be easily obtained. Toward this end, next we define
an optimal partition function for the approximation prambldased on occupancy distribution at
values of TV parameteR for which a reduction of the states occurs (i.e., see Exampk
Fig.3, for values of R = Ry, Ry, and R3).

Definition 1V.4 (Partition function) LetX and ) be two finite dimensional state-spaces with

|| < |X|. Define a surjective (partition) functiop : X — ) as follows.
Vie X% o(i)=1€),

1, if vf =0,
key, ifv:>0.

Vie X\ X% (i) =

Note that, once the optimal probabilitieg, Vi € X are obtained, we can easily identify
the values ofRR for which a reduction of the states occurs. In addition, eititce solution

behavior of (L0) is to remove probability mass from states with the smallestriant probability
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and strengthening the states with the highest invariartighitity, this property of the partition
function ¢ is intuitive and expected.

Next, we reproduce the main theorem o], which gives the solution o that solves 11).

Theorem IV.5 Let(u, P, X') be a given FSM process agdbe the partition function of Definition
IV.4. For optimization(11), the solution of® is given by
u T Pu®’

Vg

kl —

, kle), (36)
wherell = diag(p), u®’ is the transpose oi®), andu® is a 1 x |X'| row vector defined by

1, if o(1) =k,
ugk) _ (i) (37)
0, otherwise.

Proof: See E]. [ |

B. Solution of Approximation problem based on maximum egtarinciple

In this subsection, we first give an algorithm to construa ¢h matrix which solves 12).
Then, under the assumption that the reduced process is asko] we give the solution of
(13). Before giving the algorithm, we introduce some notation.

Let » denote the number at, sets, that is] < r < |X \ X°U &,| (note that,X; set is
excluded, in contrast with the definition ofin SectionlV-A). Furthermore, let™ andr~ denote
the number ofy;, i € X, such thaty; > ‘—j(‘ and u; < EaL respectively. In addition; # p;
should also be satisfied for alk j, ¢,j € X.

Remark IV.6 The initialization step of the following algorithm is pemfioed by lettingR = 0.

In this casey; = u;, Vi € X, and hence(; £ —logv; = — log 1.

Algorithm V.7
1) Initialization step:
a) Arrangey;, i € X, in a descending order and ldt = 0.
b) Identify the support set&®, X, and &}, for all k € {1,2,...,|X \ X°U Xy|}.
c) Calculate the value of, »— and r+.

For any R € [0, 2]:
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2) Step.l (Indicator functions):

22
a) Fork=1,2...,r =1 let
uf(X) 2 Liediix i~ R/
- k—1
Zj:o |X]|

Define

. R Zie){ Hi
I-Xk s 1, if M_(Xk) < k

[ Xl ?

0, otherwise.
For k =r~ let

(38)
Zieuffflx, Hi — R/2
pi(X,-) & ——

r——1
ijo |Xj‘

Define

i R
é 17 If M—(er) S m’
0, otherwise.
b) For k=1,2...,r =1 let

(39)
Dicxutzix, i+ R/2
() £ —
Define

X\ U= ]

=

Ziexrikﬂ i

AT
0, otherwise.
For k = r* let

(40)
D L

7 \Uj:r XT,]* 2
Mf(XWL) =

rt—
X\ U]
Define

75 2 Lo if p(X) = BTk
age
0, otherwise.
3) Step.2 (The&)' matrix):

(41)
Let Qf be an(|X]|) x (2 + r) matrix.

a) The elements of the first column are given as follows.
i) Forall i € X, let the(Q");, be equal to

1— R/2

¢ N
= (Iff‘*) =
| Yol + 2250 127]A]

July 21, 2021
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i) Forallie X, k=1,2,...,7 1, let the(Q"),;, be equal to

ii)

X _
I — R/2 (]Xr,y I 43)
|| + 3255 1) ¥
Let all the remaining elements be equal to
— 2 c I T
f{l e () + T (44)
| Xol + 2250 12°]AG]

b) The elements of the last column are given by

i) Foralliec X° letthe(Q');,.. be equal to

1+ R/2

X

I 7‘*)‘”‘. (45)
rT— X ( +
X0 + 30 T | X

i) Forallie X, ., k=1,2,...,7" —1 let the (Q7),,.» be equal to

ii)

I + R/2 Xt
e ;f (L) (46)
| X0+ 30 I | Xy
Let all the remaining elements be equal to

R/2 X4
- T (15h)e. (47)
(X0 + > I | A

Jj=1

c) The elements of all remaining columns are given by

i) Forall i € X, k=1,2,...,r —1 let

July 21, 2021

(Ii(k)c
| Xl

wherez = 1 + k denotes theith column. Let all the remaining elements of the

@iz =

(48)

~th column be equal to zero. However/it* = 1, then let all the elements of the

zth column be equal with the corresponding elements of the fodsinen, that is,

(@)1, = (QN11, (@22 = (@M1, - -, (@) x)2 = (@)1 (49)
Forall ie X, 1, k=1,2,...,r7—1 let
(@, = T (50)
i,z |Xk| s

wherez = r + 2 — k denotes the:ith column. Let all the remaining elements of
the zth column be equal to zero. However,/it* = 1, then let all the elements
of the zth column be equal with the corresponding elements of the laisinm,
that is,

(@)1, = (@120 (QN)2: = (@2, - -5 (QT) 2 = (Q) 1) 1) (51)
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Once the@' matrix is constructed, as a function of the TV parameferthen by £3)
the solution of optimization1(2) is readily available, and hence, by Definitidrn3, the lower
dimensional proces§Y; : ¢t = 0, 1. .. } with invariant distributiorv is obtained, either by adding
all equal elements af* € P(X), or by defining aQ matrix to be equal t@', after the merging

of all equal columns (by adding them). Hence

v =pQ = puPQ, (52)

where the dimensions @ matrix are based on the value of the TV paramétet [0, 2].
Before we proceed with the solution df3), we provide a simple example in order to explain
each step of AlgorithmV.7.

Example IV.8 Let u = [ po pg pa], Wherepy > po > ps > py, and also assume that
1 > g > ﬁ and iy < pz < ‘—j(‘ where|X'| = 4. For simplicity of presentation it is assumed
that the optimum probabilities;, i € X, as a function ofR are as shown in Fig.

Initialization step. ForR = 0, and from RemarkV.6, we conclude that; < ¢, < (3 < {4,
and therefore the support sets are equalt® = {4}, X, = {1}, &} = {2} and X, = {3}. The
number of theX, sets is equal to = 2. The number of.;, i € X, which are greater (or equal)
than ‘—j(‘ = 0.25 (and alsop; # p;, 1,5 € X) is r— = 2. Similarly, the number of;; which are

strictly smaller than‘—j(‘ = 0.25 (and also not equal to each other) is alst = 2.

Step.1 From(38)-(39), the indicator functiond** and I*2 are given by

1 if =S <ps, 1, if ahe R <25,

s s

0, otherwise, 0, otherwise,
and from(40)-(41), the indicator functiond* and I are given by

i R e p3tpat+R/2
I?ﬁé 1, if Hat B Z,ug, IXzé 1, if B >0.25,
¥ ¥

0, otherwise, 0, otherwise.
The values of the indicator functions fé& < [0, 2] are shown in Figd. For 0 < R < Ry, that is,
before a merge occurs, all indicator functions are equalémz If a merge occurs the respective
indicator functions become equal to one, until for soMme R3, where all indicator functions

are equal to one.
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Step.2 Lett be an4 x 4 matrix. For0 < R < Ry,

and since no equal columns exist thgh =

1-R/2
2
1-R/2

Q=] 2
“R/4

_R/4
For R2 <R< Rg,

1-R/2
2
1-R/2

Q=]
~R/4

~R/4
For R > R,

Q' -

1-R/2 0 0 R/2
o ~R/2 1 0 R/2 |
~R/2 0 1 R/2
—R/2 0 0 1+R/2
Q. For Ry < R < Ry,
B2 g R)2 1—R/2 0 R/2
82 g R/2 1-R/2 0 R/2
: / 0= / /
~R/4 1 R/2 ~R/2 1 R/2
—R/4 0 1+R/2 —R/2 0 1+R/2
B2 R/a R/4 1-R/2 R/2
B2 R/a R/4 o 1—R/2 R/2
—R/4 MWEE LR ~R/2 1+R/2
~R/4 HEE LR —~R/2 1+ R/2
0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 1
0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 1
:}Q:
025 0.25 0.25 0.25 1
025 0.25 0.25 0.25 1

Note that, the dimension of matiixis based on the value of total variation distance parameter

R. For 0 < R < Ry its dimension is equal tg|X|) x (2 + r). Whenever two columns become

equal (that is, an indicator function is activated) they anerged, until for somé > R,, where

matrix ) is transformed into column vector of dimensigi’|) x (1).

Next, we proceed with the solution ot3), by letting 7 to denote the invariant distribution

of a lower dimensional Markov proce$s, ®). To this end, we next define an optimal partition

function for the approximation problem, based on maximurmogry principle at values of TV

parameterR, for which an aggregation of the states occurs (i.e., seenghalV.8, Fig4, for
values of R = Ry, R, and R3.).
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Fig. 4: Optimal Probabilities as a function &f.

Definition 1V.9 (partition function) LetX and ) be two finite dimensional state-spaces with

|| < |X|. Define a surjective (partition) functiop : X — ) as follows
Vi,jeX, oi)=p()=key if vf=uv. (53)

Note that, once the optimal probabilities, Vi € X are obtained, we can easily identify the
values ofR for which an aggregation of the states occurs. Next, we thm® the main theorem

of [19], which gives the solution of that solves 13).

Theorem V.10 Let (i, P, X') be a FSM process ang be the partition function of Definition
IV.9. For optimization(13), the solution of® is given by
u T Pu®’

Vi

K= , ke (54)
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wherell = diag(v*), v is the transpose o&*, and u*) is a1 x |X| row vector defined by

1 if 0(i) =k
NONS (i) (55)
0 otherwise

Proof: See £]. [ |

V. EXAMPLES
A. Markov chain approximation with a small number of states

In this example, we employ the theoretical results obtainegreceding sections to approxi-

mate ad-state FSM proces§:, P, X') with transition probability matrix given by

[ 04 02 03 0.1
0.3 05 0.1 0.1
P= , (56)
0.2 03 04 0.1

| 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.1 |

and steady state nominal probability vector equal to
pn=1[0.34 0.32 0.24 0.1]. (57)

In particular, in Section/-Al, we solve approximation problem based Method 1 In Section
V-A2 we solve the approximation problem based on occupancyhiistyn, and in Sectioiv-A3
based on entropy principle dflethod 2

1) Solution of Problenil.1: Let ¢ = {¢ € R% : ¢; > {, > {3 > {4}, then the support sets
are given byXx® = {1}, X, = {4}, &1 = {3} and &, = {2}, and by @0d), Ruux1 = 1.2,
Rmax2 = 1.4, Riax3 = 1.6 and Ry,a 4 = 0.8. By employing Theorenill.1, the optimal®’ and
® matrices are obtained as a function of TV paraméteas shown in Tablé. Note that, in
contrast with ProblemH.5-11.6, where the approximation is performed only for valueg:ofor
which a reduction of the states occurs, the solution of Rrbl.1 is obtained for all values of
total variation parameter.

2) Solution of Probleml.5: By employing AlgorithmIV.2, with ¢; 2 iy ©o= 1,...,4,
and support sets given b¥° = {1}, &, = {4}, &, = {3} and X, = {2} the maximizing
distribution of (LO) exhibits a water-filling behavior as depicted in BigFor values of TV

parametel0 < R < R; = 0.2, all maximizing probabilities’f, i = 1,...,4, are greater than
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4231 4231
0 3511 3511
2341 2.3.4.1
6.21.1 6.2.1.1
5.230
5.2.3
4510
0.2 451
3.3.40
3.3 .4
7.2.10
9.100
1 8.200 9.1
7.300 .8 .2
1000
1000
1000
1.4 [1}
1000
1000

TABLE [: Optimal results obtained by the Approximation basedvethod 1

zero and hencg)| =4 = |X| andy; = v/, i = 1,...,4. However, forR; < R < Ry = 0.68,
|V| =3 < |X| = 4 sincer; becomes equal to zero and henge- v/, i = 1,2, 3. The procedure
follows until for someR > R; = 1.32 in which || =1 andp, = vf = 1.

From the above discussion, it is clear that, the solutionpgreximation problem based on
occupancy distribution is described via a water-fillingadigin of states with the smallest invariant
probability and maintaining and strengthening the statits thie highest invariant probability,
and hence a lower dimensional distributions obtained which is then applied to the problem
of Markov by Markov approximation. For the solution dfij, first we find an optimal partition
function p and then we calculate a transition probability matdéixwhich best approximates
transition matrix P only for values of R for which a reduction of states occurs, that is, for
R =0, 0.2, 0.68 and 1.32. The optimal results are depicted in Talble

3) Solution of Probleml.6: By employing AlgorithmlIV.7, with ¢; 2 —logy;, 1 =1,...,4,
the support sets are calculated fBr= 0, wherev = p; and hence/; = —logp;, and are
equal toX° = {4}, X, = {1}, X, = {2} and X, = {3}. The maximizing distribution of1(2)
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2l v ] e [ e | e
1000] [|[e1)=1 4231
0100 || o2 =2 35.1.1
0 || [.34 .32 .24 1]
0010|||e3)=3 2341
0001 ||p4)=4 6.2.1.1
(1.1 0-1] | (1) =1
w1 5455 .2 254
1 1-1]|e@) =2
0.2|| [44 .32 .24] 10| |om 3 4 5 1
SRl A 3 3 4
|1 0.9]|eH4) =1
[1.34 -34] | p(1) =1
34 66| o2 =2| |.7647 .2353
0.68| [0.68 0.32]
34 66| p(3)=1 5 5
| 34 66 p(4)=1
2.94 p(1) =1
0 2)=1
1.32 [1] #(2) [1]
0 p(3) =1
0 p(4) =1

TABLE II: Optimal results obtained by the Approximation based on panuy distribution.

exhibits a water-filling like behavior as depicted in BigFor values ofd0 < R < R; = 0.04,
V| = 4 = |X| sincev; # v; fori # j,i,5 =1,...,4 and hence; = v}, i = 1,...,4. For
Ry < R< Ry=0.28, Y| =3 < |X| =4 sincev; becomes equal ta; and hencer, = v + v
andr; = v}, i = 3,4. The procedure follows until for somB > R3; = 0.32 in which || =1
ando, = Y0 v = 1.

In summary, the solution of approximation problem based mnogy principle is described
via aggregation of states, that is, by grouping certairestat the original Markov chain to obtain
the approximating reduced state process.Then the lowezrdiional distributiorv is applied to
problem (3). The optimal partition functionp and the transition probability matri$ which
minimizes the KL divergence rate for values Bf= 0, 0.04, 0.28 and (.32 are as shown in

Tablelll.

B. Markov chain approximation based on occupancy distidsutvith a large number of states

In this example we approximate2a-state Markov process based on occupancy distribution.

The transition matrixP of the original Markov process is as shown in Bigy), in which the
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The P matrix of the original Markov Process The ® matrix of the approximated Markov Process The ® matrix of the approximated Markov Process
1 0.8
° 1
5 0.7
0.08 0.6
3
0.5
0.06 4
0.4
5
0.3
6
0.2
7
0.1
8
2 4 6 8

0.04

0.02

(b) (©
The lifted matrix ® The lifted matrix &
> 0.09
008 ° 0.08
0.07
.06 1° 0.06
0.05
.04 1° 0.04
0.03
0.02 2 0.02
0.01
25
5 10 15 20 25
®

Fig. 5: Approximation results based on occupancy distraoutPlot (a) depicts thé” matrix of
the original Markov process. Plot (b) depictdastate approximation. Plot (c) depicts &state
approximation. Plot (d) depicts the KL divergence ratet %) depicts the liftedb matrix for

the 15-state approximation. Plot (f) depicts the liftddmatrix for thes-state approximation.

color of theith row andjth column represents th&;; element as indicated by the color bar.
Then, based on the resulting valuesof Vi € X, the state spac&’ is partitioned into16

disjoint sets, where
XO={1}, Xo={25}, X1={24,23}, X,={22}, A5={21}, X,={20,19}, A5={18, 16},
Xe={15}, X;={14,13}, Xe={12}, Xo={11,10}, Xy o={9}, X1 ={8,7},
X1o={6,5}, X13={4,3}, Xu={2}.
Fig.5(d) depicts the KL divergence rate as a function of the numberhef states of the
approximated Markov process and also as a function of the daNmeter R for values where

a reduction of the states occurs, due to wWeer-filling behaviour of the solution. Fig(b)-(e)

depict thed matrix and the corresponding lifted matrixof the approximated Markov process,
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2l 7 ] e [ e ]| e
1000 [[pm)=1[[4.2.3.1
0100| [[p@=2|]35.1.1

0 ||[34 32 .24 1]
0010| |[¢@3) =3|]|23.41
0001] |[p@)=4||6.2.1.1
980 02|[em=1] -
o) 721
98 0 .02 2 =1
0.04| [.64 .24 .12] 5.4.1
021 .02 || p3)=2
8.1.1
020 1.02] || p(4) =31 "
86 14 ||o(1)=1
86 14| |e@=1| [ 7 3
0.28| [0.52 0.48]
-14 1.14| [ p@3)=2] |.65.35
~14 114 | o) =2
1 p(l)=1
1 2)=1
0.32 [1] #(2) [1]
1 o(3) =1
1 p(4) =1

TABLE Ill: Optimal results obtained by the Approximation based onogmytiprinciple.

when the25-state Markov process is approximated byifastate Markov process. Similarly,
Fig.5(c)-(f) depict® and & when the25-state Markov process is approximated by sastate

Markov process.

C. Markov chain approximation based on maximum entropy witarge number of states

In this example we approximate2a-state Markov process based on maximum entropy. The
transition matrixP of the original Markov process is as shown in Big). By RemarklV.6, the
state-space’ is partitioned inta25 disjoint sets, wheret® = {25}, X, = {1} and X} = {k+1}
for k = 1,...,23. Similarly to exampleV-B, Fig.6(d) depicts the KL divergence rate as a
function of the number of the states of the approximated lhagrocess and as a function of
TV parameter for values where an aggregation of the statesr®clt is worth noting, that the
approximation based on maximum entropy principle is mugalefa in terms of TV parameter,
compared to the approximation based on occupancy and thisasto thewater-filling like
behavior of the solution. Fig(b)}(e) and 6(c)-(f) depict the® matrix and the corresponding
lifted matrix & when the original Markov process is approximated bi5astate and ars-state
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The P matrix of the original Markov Process

KL divergence rate

)

(d)

Number of States TV distance

The ® matrix of the approximated Markov Process
0.4

(b)

The lifted matrix &

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

32

The ® matrix of the approximated Markov Process

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

The lifted matrix &

Fig. 6: Approximation results based on maximum entropyt R4 depicts theP matrix of the

original Markov process. Plot (b) depictsla-state approximation. Plot (c) depicts arstate

approximation. Plot (d) depicts the KL divergence ratet %) depicts the liftedd matrix for

the 15-state approximation. Plot (f) depicts the liftédmatrix for thes-state approximation.

Markov process, respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we present two methods of approximating a FSbétess by another process, with
fewer states. The first method, utilizes the total variatisstance to discriminate the transition
probabilities of a high dimensional FSM process by a reducddr Markov process, and hence a
direct method for a Markov by Markov approximation is ob&dnThe second method, utilizes
total variation distance as a new discrepancy measure, legroblem is formulated using:
(a) maximization of an average pay-off functional with resjpto the approximated invariant

probability, and, (b) maximization of the entropy of the sppmated invariant probability, both

July 21, 2021 DRAFT



33

subject to a constraint on the total variation distance imd&tetween the invariant probability
of the original Markov process and that of the approximateac@ss. Then, by utilizing the
obtained solution, we studied the problem of approximatngSM process with another FSM
process of reduced order with respect to the Kullback-legildivergence rate. Examples are

included to demonstrate the approximation approach fon ea¢he two methods.

APPENDIX

Before we proceed with the proof of Theorédthl, we give the following Lemma in which

lower and upper bounds, which are achievable, are obtained.

Lemma A.1

(&) Upper Bound.

> s < b (S5 (58)

JjEX

The bound holds with equality if

S PSSl Y ES=TL B0, viex\x (59)
jeX0 jexo
(b) Lower Bound.
Case 1)If 3,y Py — (@;/2) > 0 then
—_ Qg
Z j‘:‘ij:ui > fmin < 9 ) . (60)
JjEX

The bound holds with equality if

> P~ Z;——' =;,=0, VjEX\X,. (61)
JE€Xo JE€EXo
Case 2)If Y0 D (ozl/2) <0 foranyk e {1 ..,r} then
S 0= > 6(X) ( il Z > Pam) +Z S 4Py (62)
JEX s=1 jeXs—1 s=1 jeXs—1

Moreover, equality holds if
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Y og,= Y Py, foral s=1,2,....k,
JEXs—1 JEXs_1
o k
—_—— 7
S (E-y YR
JEXy s=1 jEXs_1
i (6
(]
)SPIVIEL
s=0 jeXs

Z,; =0 foral jeX\ AUt U.. Uk

Proof: Part (a): First, we show that inequalit§g) holds.
—_ —_ Qg
ZE:;Z,UZ S gmax,ui Z :;Fj = Emax (T) .
jex jex
Next, we show that under the stated conditiofS) equality holds.

34

(63a)

(63b)

(63c)

(63d)

ZﬁEjﬂ_’uZ - Z gE:J_’uZ + Z gE:J_IuZ = gmax:ui Z T Z gﬂ“z]ﬂl - max (O“QMZ> '

JjeX jexo JEX\XO jexo JEX\XO
Part (b), case 1: First, we show that inequali#y)(holds.
—_ —_ Qg
Z E':‘ij,ui > Emin,ui Z =i = Emin (T) .
JjeEX JjEX
Next, we show that under the stated conditiof$) equality holds.

Zgj‘_‘lj/“’bl_ ZKJE;MZ—F Z EJEZ_j,UZ: mm,uzz—‘ + Z gj_‘ljul: mm( ZQ’”’) .

JjeX JjEXo jEX\Xo JEXD ]EX\XO
Part (b), case 2: First, we show that inequaliég)(holds. Consider any € {1,2,...,r}.
Part (b), case 1, we have that

) JEX\UF_ Xs_1 ©
]GX\U§:1X371 s=17 ]GX\UI: 1 Xs—1

= 0() Y Zm = 1) (D Zm - Z > =),

JEX\UF_ X1 jex s=1 jeXs_1

Hence,

k k
SotEom =Y D T = () (“HE =S Paw)),

JjeX s=1jeXs—1 s=1jeXs_1
which implies

k k
METELIC S 3D S IOED 3) LIS
s=1 jeXs_

JjeEX s=1 jeXs—1
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Next, we show under the stated conditio8)(that equality holds.

k
D UEnm =Y > GEuA > GELmt Y LEgu

JjeX s=1 jeXs_1 JEXy FEX\UE_ Xs

k
= UX) Y g X)) Y Eu
s=1

JEXs—1 JEXY

. k
:Z Z &Hj#z’*‘«g(xk)(a;ui _Z Z Pijm)'

s=1 jEX, | s=1 jEXs 1

u
Proof of Theoremill.1: We provide the main steps for the derivation of Theoriéni,
since the methodology followed for solving Probleii is similar to the one followed in1[d].
In particular, for a fixedi € X, the solution of Problenil.1 is given by @1) and @2), with
proper substitution of* — &' and; — P.
From (L7), the pay-off of Problenil.1 is given by
ZZ@PMM +%§XZZ =gl (64)
i€EX jeX 7 iex jex
To maximize 64) we employ the fact thak is a finite signed measure satisfying8). It is
obvious that for eachi € X an upper and a lower bound must be obtained}@reX &-E;‘;ui
and Zje x Uj=;;1i, respectively. Before proceeding with the derivation af tptimal transition
probabilities®’ based on upper and lower bounds, we discuss first the solhgioavior in terms
of the TV constraint given byl), that is} ", a;p; < R.

Let oy, Vi € X, to be given by 200 (see [Lg], Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.3); then, it can be
verified that forR < R,,..;, Vi € X, the TV constraint holds with equality, and also thatfas
increases (i.e.Rmaxi < R < Ryaxit+1, Vi,© + 1 € X), the TV constraint holds with inequality.
However, the solution of4) with respect to the specifice X’ for which R > R, ; iS constant
and hence the overall solution of)(is not affected. Finally, for values @ > Ry, Vi € X
the overall solution of Probler.1 is constant, in particular, is equal 1Q.... The relation of
TV constraint) _,_, a;u; with the TV parameter?, is depicted in Figl. Next we proceed with
the derivation of 20).

From LemmaA.1, Part (a), the upper boun&§g), holds with equality if conditions given by

(59) are satisfied. Note that, the first condition 6B) is always satisfied and from the second
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1
1
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1
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max, 1 max,2 max,3 max,4

Fig. 7: Total Variation Constraint vs. Total Variation Pawgter

condition we have tha} . ®i; = >, o Pij + 5 and hence the optimal transition probability
of eachj € X is given by

_ %
2| X0
From LemmaA.1, Part (b), case 1, the lower bour&Dj, holds with equality if conditions given

ol =Py + Vj e x°.

by (61) are satisfied. Furthermore, from the second conditior6df we have thanGXO O, =
> jex, i — % and also the first condition must be satisfied, hence themaptiransition
probability of eachj € A} is given by
+
ot = (p. i =
ij ( ) 2|XO|) ) \V/] € A
LemmaA.1, Part (b), case 1, characterize the solution Jor_, Fi; + % > 0. Next, the

characterization of solution when this condition is viett that is, wherd_*_, > iex., P —
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S <0foranyk € {1,2,...,r} is discussed.
From LemmaA.1, Part (b), case 2, the lower bound2, holds with equality if conditions
given by ©3) are satisfied. Furthermore, frori3b) we have that
k
Q;

S ey=d P (5-2 X P

JEXK JEXK s=1 jeXs 1
and conditions: — ijzl > iex., Fij = 0 and 639 must be satisfied, hence the optimal
transition probability of each € X}, is given by

o)y = (P - SIARDIPD P)')

j:1 ZGXJ',1

We advice the interested reader to seg] [for additional details concerning the steps for the

solution of Probleml.1. [ |
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