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Abstract In the hidden Markovian process, there is a possibility that two
different transition matrices for hidden and observed variables yield the same
stochastic behavior for the observed variables. Since such two transition matri-
ces cannot be distinguished, we need to identify them and consider that they
are equivalent, in practice. We address the equivalence problem of hidden
Markovian process in a local neighborhood by using the geometrical structure
of hidden Markovian process. For this aim, we formulate an exponential family
of YV-valued transition matrices by using generators. Then, the above equiva-
lence problem is formulated as the equivalence problem of generators. Taking
account into this equivalence problem, we derive several concrete parametriza-
tions in several natural cases.

Keywords Hidden Markov - equivalence problem - information geometry -
exponential family

1 Introduction

Hidden Markovian process characterizes an observed variable Y that is deter-
mined by a hidden variable X subject to Markovian process. That is, a hidden
Markovian process is given as a pair of a transition matrix V' from the hid-
den variable X to the observed variable Y and a transition matrix W on the
hidden variable X as Fig. 2l However, there is ambiguity for the pair of the
function and the transition matrix to express the hidden Markovian process.
That is, there is a possibility that two different pairs express the same hidden
Markovian process. This problem is called the equivalence problem. When the
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transition matrix V is given by a deterministic function f as Fig. [ it was
solved by Tto, Amari and Kobayashi [I]. However, since the asymptotic error
is characterized by the local geometrical structure, to discuss the estimation of
the hidden Markovian process, we need to consider this problem in the tangent
space, which was not addressed in [I]. Indeed, as explained latter, this problem
is deeply related to the geometrical structure of hidden Markov process.

As another problem, we address the formulation of information geomet-
rical structure, especially, an exponential family, for hidden Markov process.
Indeed, information geometry was established by Amari and Nagaoka [2] as a
very powerful method for statistical inference. Nakagawa and Kanaya [3] and
Nagaoka [4] addressed its extension to Markovian process and formulated an
exponential family for transition matrices. As an advantage of an exponential
family for transition matrices, the geometric structure depends only on the
transition matrices, and it does not change as the number n of observation
increases while the geometry based on the probability distribution changes
according to the increase of the number n. Recently, the paper [5] applied this
geometrical structure to estimation of Markovian process, and clarified the
importance of this kind of exponential family for statistical inference by em-
ploying the following two facts; Information geometry of an exponential family
for transition matrices is given as Bregman divergence [7l[6] of the cumulant
generating function ¢(€). All the asymptotic statistical properties can recov-
ered by the cumulant generating function ¢(0) in the Markovian process [g].
However, the formulation of exponential family for hidden Markovian process
was not discussed in these existing papers. This formulation is needed when
we extend the idea in [8] to the hidden Markovian process [15].

In this paper, to formulate an exponential family for hidden Markovian
process, due to the following reason, we address the model given in Fig [3] for
hidden Markovian process, in which, the next hidden variable and the ob-
served variable are correlated even when the previous hidden variable is fixed.
Indeed, the model of Fig. ] is generalized to the model of Fig. 2 by replac-
ing the deterministic function f by another transition matrix V. Both models
have a complicated structure to define an exponential family directly. At least,
when we employ these models, the definition of an exponential family is not
so natural. In contrast, as explained in Remark [3 the model given in Fig [ is
most convenient for the discussion of the equivalence problem, and contains
the above two cases. Notice that by extending the hidden system, the model
of Fig. M includes the model of Fig. B, which shows equivalence among three
models. Hence, we formulate the model of Fig. Bl by introducing a mathe-
matical concept V-valued transition matriz, and define an exponential family
of Y-valued transition matrices. In this definition, generators play an essential
role and express the infinitesimal changes. The local equivalence problem is re-
duced to the equivalent problem for generators. That is, we derive a necessary
and sufficient condition for an infinitesimal change of transition matrix to be
distinguished. In this way, we can discuss the above two tasks simultaneously.

Further, we address several concrete examples. For example, we give a con-
crete parametrization taking account into local equivalence when the hidden
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system and the observed system are composed of two states. Also, we apply
the definition of an exponential family of )-valued transition matrices to the
model given in Fig.[2l Then, we characterize the local equivalence in this spe-
cial case more concretely. In particular, under a certain natural condition, we
give a concrete parametrization under this model.

Yl Y2
f/' f/' f/’ /' ‘ Hidden variables
X X e X g o = X e o
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Fig. 1 The first model: The transition matrix W determines the Markovian process on the
set X' of hidden states. The function f of the hidden variable X determines the observed
variable Y.
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Fig. 2 The second model: The transition matrix W determines the Markovian process on
the set X’ of hidden states. The transition matrix V determines the observed variable Y
with the condition on the hidden variable X.
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Fig. 3 The third model: the hidden variable X; and the observed variable Y; are correlated
even when the previous hidden variable X;_1is fixed.

The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. Section ] introduces
the notion of Y-valued transition matrix to describe the model given in Fig. 3]
and revisits the equivalence problem of hidden Markovian process under this
formulation. Section [ introduces exponential family of )-valued transition
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matrices, and discusses the local equivalence problem under the model given in
Fig.[Bl By taking account into local equivalence, Section[d]concretely constructs
generators under natural conditions. Section [ applies these general results to
the case when the hidden system and the observed system are composed of
two states. Section [6lapplies these general results to the model given in Fig.[2
and discusses how to choose the parametrization. This section simplifies the
equivalence condition under this model.

2 Hidden Markov model and equivalence
2.1 Notations with Y-valued transition matrix

In the hidden Markovian process, there is a possibility that two different tran-
sition matrices for hidden and observed variables yield the same stochastic
behavior for the observed variables. Since such two transition matrices cannot
be distinguished, we need to identify them and consider that they are equiva-
lent, in practice. In this section, we discuss the equivalence problem of hidden
Markov process. This subsection prepares notation for this aim.

Usually, a hidden Markovian process is given as the combination of a
Markovian chain on a hidden finite state system X and a function from the
hidden system X to a visible finite state system ) like Fig. [l The paper
[1] discusses the equivalence problem of hidden Markov process in this for-
malism. However, it requires a very complicated notation because it does not
directly treat the set of observed values. To avoid this problem, in this paper,
we treat a hidden Markovian process in a different form. That is, we consider
a collection of non-negative matrices W = (Wy(z|z’))ycy on the hidden sys-
tem X with the condition that Zyey W, is a probability transition matrix.
In this formulation, when the input is 2/, we observe the visible outcome y
with probability ., Wy (z|z"). This formalism directly expresses the be-
havior of observed outcomes so that the equivalence problem can be easily
addressed. Under this observation Y = y, the resultant distribution Pxy x-
on X is Pxyx:(zlyx') = Wy(x|z")/ > ;c» Wy(Z]2"). Since observed outcome
takes values in the system ), we call W a )-valued transition matrix on
AMY. When the initial distribution Px, is given, like Fig. Bl we have the joint
distribution of the sequence X,,,Y,, X1, Yn—1...,X1, Y1, Xg as

Px, Yo X0 Y1 X1,Y1, X0 (Tns Yns T 1, Y1 - - -, 1, Y1, T0)
=Wy, (@] Tn-1)Wy,  (Tn—1|Tn—2) - Wy, (z1]20) Px, (z0). (1)

That is, X,, and Y;, are correlated even when X,,_1 is fixed to a value z,,_1.
When we are given a Markovian process W on X and a function f : X — Y
as the conventional formalism of hidden Markovian process, we have a disjoint

LA Y-valued transition matrix on X' can be regarded as the classical version of measuring
instrument of the quantum setting [9,[10], which describes the quantum measuring process.
The recent paper [I3] characterizes quantum hidden Markovian process by using measuring
instrument.
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partition (X,),ecy of X by defining X, := f~!(y). When we define the collec-
tion W = (W, (z|z))yey as

N f0 when z ¢ X,
Wy($|$ ) - {W(:d;c/) when x € Xy; (2)

the collection W gives a hidden Markovian process under our formalism. Con-
versely, once a collection W = (W, (z|2’))yecy is given, we have a hidden
Markovian process W on X’ and a function f : X’ — ) as follows. Define
the set X := X x Y and the map f as f(z,y) := y. Then, we can define the
transition matrix WW on X = X x Y by

W@, yla',y) = Wy (xlz'), 3)

which yields the joint Markovian process. The pair of W 3 and the function f
recovers the conventional formalism of hidden Markovian process. In this way,
our formalism and the conventional formalism can be converted to each other.

Given a Y-valued transition matrix W = (W, (z|z'))yey on X, we de-
note the transition matrix > .y, W, on X by [W[. A Y-valued transition
matrix W is called irreducible when |W] is irreducible. In this case, the aver-
age > i, +|W|'P converges to the stationary distribution Pw for any initial
distribution P as n goes to infinity [T1l[12]. In the following, for simplicity,
we identify X and Y with {1,...,d} and {1,...,dy}, respectively. That is,
|X| = d and |Y| = dy. Also, we assume that a Y-valued transition matrix
W is irreducible. Even in this assumption, W 3 is not necessarily irreducible.
Hence, the distribution PW\/\? is not uniquely defined. However, when we define
it as

Pw o (2,y) Z W, (z|z") Pw (z), 4)
r'eX

we have the following lemma.
Lemma 1 The distribution Pw‘)? is an eigenvector of W\??'

Proof
(W Pw ) (@) ZW ola) Wy (| Por(s”)

—ZW (z|x) ZW (2 |2") Pw (x ZW (x]2") Pw(z"). (5)

I” ’
O
Now, we discuss the equivalence relation for Y-valued transition matrices

on X. When observe k values on ) by applying the process described by the -
valued transition matrix W = (W, (x|z’)),ey on X, this process is described by
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the Y*-valued transition matrix W) == (W, -Wy, - Wy, (®[2")) (g px 1, pn)e v
on X. That is, we observe k outcomes in ) subject to the transition matrix

P W) (yes - la’) =Y W Wy, (afa’) (6)

reX

and the initial distribution on X. For the following discussion, we employ the
vector space Vy 1= {v = (Uy)zex|vz € R}, ie., the space Vy is spanned by
basis {e; }zcx. Then, the transition matrix P¥[W] can be regarded as a linear
map from Vx to Vyr = V%k. So, we have Ker P*[W] C Ker P*[W] for k > k.
We denote the minimum integer kg satisfying the following condition by kw,
and call it the minimum length of W:

N2, Ker P*[W] = Ker P*[W], (7)

where the existence of the minimum is shown in Lemma [2] The dimension
dw = dim(Vx/ Ker P*W[W]) is called the minimum degree of W.

For any integer k, we can naturally define the map P*[W] from Vx / Ker P¥[W]
to Vy«. That is, the distribution of & outcomes of J depends only on the ele-
ment of the quotient space Vx/ Ker P*W[W].

Lemma 2 The minimum length kw of W satisfies

kw < d (8)
kw < 1+ maxranklV,,. (9)
yey

This lemma also shows the existence of kw.

Proof Step 1:  We will show the following fact; If Ker P¥[W] = Ker P*+1[W],
Ker P*[W] = Ker P*[W] for any [ > 0. We choose an arbitrary element v €
Ker P W]. For (y1,...,y-1) € Y"1, we have Wy, , --- Wy, v € Ker PF*1[W],
which implies that W, _, --- Wy, v € Ker P*[W]. So, v € Ker P**~1[W]. Re-
peating this procedure, we obtain v € Ker PF[W].

Step 2:  Step 1 shows that d = dim Ker P°[W] > dim Ker P}[W] > ... >
dim Ker P*W [W] > 0, which implies [®), i.e., d > kw.

Step 8:  For an element y € Y, we choose the integer k, as the minimum
integer k, satisfying Nf° ImW, N Ker P*[W] = ImW, N Ker P*»[W]. Now,
we apply the above discussion to the case ImW,. So, we have dimImW, =
dim ImW, N Ker P°{W] > dimImW, N Ker PY[W] > ... > dimImW, N
Ker P*v[W] > 0, which implies that dim ImW,, > k,.

Step 4:  The relation v € Ker P**1[W] holds if and only if W,v € Ker P¥[W]
for any y € V. So, we have maxycy ky +1 > kw. Combining Step 3, we have

@). 0

In the following, we regard a distribution P on X as an element of Vy.
Then, [P] denotes an element of the quotient space Vxy/ Ker P*W[W] whose
representative is P. Given a distribution P on X and a positive integer k, we de-
fine the subspace V¥ (P) of Vx / Ker P*W[W] spanned by {[W,,, - -- Wy, P]|y; €
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Y, k' < k}. We denote the minimum integer ko satisfying the following condi-
tion by kpwy, and call it the minimum length of (P, W):

LR VE(P) = Vh(P), (10)
where the existence of the minimum is shown in Lemma [
Lemma 3 The space V¥(Pw) is spanned by {[W,, ---W,, Pw]|y; € V}.

Proof 1t is enough to show that an element [W,, , ---W,, Pw] is written as a

linear combination of {[Wy, --- Wy, Pwlly; € Y}. Since 3, W, Pw = Pw, we
have Zy[Wyk—l Wy, WyPw| = Wy, -+ Wy, Pw]. U

Lemma 4 The minimum length kpw) of W exists and satisfies

kpw) < d — dim Ker P*W [W] (11)
kopwy <1+ mea)))c dim(ImW, / Ker PFw W), (12)
y

Proof Step 1:  We show the following fact; If VF(P) = VF+1(P), VF(P) =
VE+(P) for any | > 0. We choose an arbitrary element v € V¥*!{(P). Choose
an element [Wy,,, --- Wy, P]. Due to the assumption, we have an element

Yr+1
[Wyk+1 s Wyl P] = ZyEU’;/ZIJ”“’ Cy[WyP]. SO,
[Wyk+1 e Wyl P] = Z Cy [Wyk+l o 'Wyk+2WyP] € VkJrlil(P)'
yeu;z,:r'yk’

Repeating this procedure, we have V¥(P) = VE+(P).
Step 2:  Step 1 shows that
dim Vy / Ker P*W [W] > dim VF®w) (P)

> dim VFew =1(P) > > dim VY(P) > dim V(P) = 1,
which implies (), i.e., dim Vx/ Ker P*W [W] > kpw)-
Step 3: For an element y € ), we choose the integer k; as the mini-
mum integer ki satisfying Up2, [W,]V*(P) = [W,]V¥ (P). Replacing V¥(P)
by [W,]V¥(P) in the above discussion, we have dim ImW,, / Ker P*W [W] > k! .

Step 4: We have k(pw) < 1+ maxyey k;. Combining Step 3, we have (I2).
O

Lemma 5 The relation
W, Ker P*W [W] C Ker P*W[W] (13)
holds for y € Y.

Due to Lemmal[d] using W,,, we can define the linear map [W,] on the quotient
space Vx / Ker P*W[W]. We also define d(pw) := dim V*w) (P). Hence, the
definition of V¥»w)(P) and Lemma [f] imply the following lemma.
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Lemma 6

[W,|VF@ew) (P) C VEew) (P). (14)

Proof of Lemma[3: Assume that there exist elements v € Ker P*W[W] and
y € Y such that W,v does not belong to Ker P*W [W]. Hence, P*¥W [W]W,v
is not 0. Thus, P*W+1[W]v is not 0, which contradicts the assumption. That
is, we obtain (I3)).

O

Lemma 7 The relations Ker P*W[W] = {0} and V*»W (P) = Vx hold almost
everywhere with respect to W and P. Also, the relations Ker P*W[W] = {0}
and V*PW (Pyw) = Vy hold almost everywhere with respect to W.

Proof We show the first desired statement when |W| and P are fixed, which is
sufficient for both statements. For an element y € ), we can choose W, freely
with the constraint that |W| — W, is a positive matrix. We choose k to be
d—1. Since W, is freely chosen, the d vectors [ux), W[ [ux) ..., (W) T ux) are
linear independent almost everywhere with respect to the choice of W,. In this
case, we have Ker P*[W] = {0}, which implies the relation Ker P*W[W] =
{0}. Similarly, the vectors P,W,P..., W;P are linear independent almost
everywhere with respect to the choice of W,,. In this case, since VE(P) contains
P,W,P,W2P,...,WFP and Ker P*W[W] = {0}, we have V*(P) = Vx, which
implies that V*»W (P) = V. o

Remark 1 The major part of this section is the reformulation of the result in
[1]. Hence, some of the obtained statements are essentially given in [I]. For
example, a statement similar to Lemma @] are given as [Il Lemma 3]. Since
[1, Lemma 3] shows that kpw) < d, but essentially shows (1) while their
formulation is different from ours. However, they did not show (I2)). Since the
paper [I] did not consider kp, Lemma [2]is novel.

2.2 Equivalence relation

In this subsection, we consider how can we distinguish the pair of a Y-valued
transition matrix W on X and a distribution P on X from another pair of
a Y-valued transition matrix W’ on X’ and a distribution P’ on X’ from
observed outcomes. We say that the pair of W and P is equivalent to the pair
of W’ and P’ when P*[W]- P = P¥[W']. P’ for any integer k.

Theorem 1 Assume that two distributions P, P’ on X are full-rank, i.e., the
supports of two distributions P, P’ are X . The following conditions for two
collections of non-negative matrices W, W' and two distributions P, P’ on
X are equivalent.
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(1) There exists an invertible map T from VE@wW) (P) to VF# W) (P') such
that the relation T[W,| = [W/]T holds for y € J and the equation T[P] =
[P'] holds.

(1)’ (1) holds, and the relations kw = kw, k(p-w) = k(p/,w), and d(pw) =
d(p/,w/) hold.

(2) The pair of W and P is equivalent to the pair of W' and P’.

(3) The relations kw = kw', k(pw) = kp wr), and PPWrkew F1W]. p =
prw ke wht W] . P’ hold.

(4) The relation PF[W]- P = PE[W'] - P’ holds for k = max(kw, kw') +
ma.X(k(wa), k(P’,W/)) + 1.

Here, [P] denotes an element of the quotient space Vv / Ker P*W W] whose
representative is P, and [W,] denotes the linear map on the quotient space

Vv / Ker P*W[W] that is defined from W,,.

Proof We notice that the relations (1) = (2) = (4), and (1)’ = (3) = (4) are
trivial. Assume (1), since T is invertible, we can show the relations kw = kw,
k(p,w) = k(p/,w/), and d(p,w) = d(p/,w/). So, we have (1) = (1)7 Hence, it
is enough to show that (4) = (1).

Assume (4). Now, we denote the d-dimensional linear space by RY. Let

ki = max(kpwy, k(pr,w)) and ky := max(kw, kw-). We choose elements
Y1 Ydpw, € Uk<k, V¥ such that [WFr . P],..., [W}’,“;(P w P] are lin-
ear independent and span V*w)(P). The dp,w) elements yi,...,¥dpw,

of ngklyk gives an invertible linear map U; from VFew) (P) to Rérw)

We regard P*2+k1[W]. P as the joint distribution on *2 and Y**, which
can be regarded as a |V|** x |V|¥2 matrix M. Also, the matrix M can be
regarded a linear map from V*»W) (P) to Vyx,. So, we find that the rank of
the matrix M is d(pw)-

That is, V*w)(P) is isomorphic to the image of the matrix M. Also,
when the domain of M is restricted to the subspace spanned by the d(pw
elements y1,...,¥dpw,, the matrix M can be regarded as a linear map from
R4®w) to the image of the matrix M. This linear map is denoted by V.

In the same way, due to Condition (4), we find that the rank of the matrix
M is d(pr wry. That is, d pw) = d(p/ w). We denote the invertible linear map
from V¥ W) (P') to R4PwW) defined by the dpw) elements y1,...,¥dpw,
of ykl, by U2.

When we choose a suitable linear combination of [W)’fl1 -Pl,..., [W)’f;
(PW)

P], we have [P]. Here, the coefficients are determined by the matrix M. Due to
Condition (4), the element [P'] of V¥ w") (P’) is given with the same linear

combination of [W’f,ll - P, .. [Wlsld(P,W) - P']. So, we have U1[P] = Uy[P’],
ie.,
Uy Ui [P] = [P]. (15)

Fory € Y, we define the | V|1 x|Y|*> matrix M, by (M), » =3 W;,“ZWyW;}~
P(x). So, we have M, = VU;[W,]JU; . In the same way, due to Condi-
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tion (4), we find that M, = VUQ[W:;]UQ_I. Since the map V is invertible,
UL [W, U = Us[W])U; . Defining T := U; 'Uy, we have T[W,] = [W]]T.
Combining (IH]), we have Condition (1). O

Now, we assume that W and W' are irreducible Y-valued transition matrix
W on X and X’. So, we say that W is equivalent to W’ when the pair of W
and Pw is equivalent to the pair of W’ and Pw-. Then, as a special case of
Theorem [Tl we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1 The following conditions for two Y-valued transition matrices
W and W' are equivalent.

(1) There exists an invertible map T from VErw W) (Pyw) to Vk(PW"W'>(Pw/)
such that the relation T[W,] = [W,]T for y € Y holds as a linear map on
the quotient space VF@w W) (Pyy).

(1°) The conditions kw = kw, k(pwﬁw) = k(Pw/,W’)7 and d(pwyw) = d(Pw’vW/)
hold as well as the condition (1).

(2) W is equivalent to W'.

(3) The relations P*WHFew Wit W] . Py = PkW'Jrk(Pw"W')H[W’] - Py,
kw = kwr, and k(pwyw) = k(PW/,W’) hold.

(4) The relation P*[W]- Py = P¥[W']- Pw: holds for k = max(kw, kw-) +
max(k(pw_rw), k(Pw/_’W/)) + 1.

Remark 2 Theorem [ is similar to the main result of [1]. However, our treat-
ment is different from that of [I]. Since the paper [I] discusses only the equiv-
alence condition in terms of the space V¥(P), it treats only the integer kpw
not the integer kw. Therefore, it does not consider the condition using the
integer kw. That is, it shows only the equivalence between the conditions (1)
and (2) in Theorem [Il Hence, the discussion in [I] cannot evaluate how large
memory size k is required to distinguish non-equivalent )-valued transition
matrices. However, to employ the partial observation model to estimate the
hidden Markovian process, we need to evaluate this number. We discuss this
number even with the first derivative of the observed joint distribution.

3 Exponential family of Y-valued transition matrices
3.1 Definition of exponential family

To give a suitable parametrization, we define an exponential family of Y-valued
transition matrices. Firstly, we fix an irreducible )-transition matrix W =
(Wy(z]z'))yey on X. Then, we denote the support of W by (¥ x X?)w :=
Uyey{y} x XVQVy. Also, we denote the linear space of real-valued functions
{g(y,z,2')} defined on (¥ x X?)w by G((¥ x X?)w). Additionally, N'((Y x
X?)w) expresses the subspace of functions g(y, z, z) with form f(z)— f(2')+ec.

Now, we denote the vector {f(z)} by |f). Also, we denote {1},cx and
{1},ey by ux and uy. So, the element of N'((Yx X?)w ) is written as |uy)(clux){ux|+
|F){ux| — Jux){f]) by using a function f on X and a constant c.
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We define the linear map W, on G((Y x X?)w) as

(W.g)(y,z,2") == g(y, z, 2" )W, (2|z") (16)

for g € G((Y x X?)w). Then, we define the subspaces of G((V x X?)w) as

Liw = {(B Jyey € G((V x X)w ’ZBTW - 0}
gl(()} X X2)W) = W:l(ﬁlﬁw). (17)

Then, as shown in the following lemma, G; ((¥ x X?)w) can be identified
with the quotient space G((V x X?)w)/N((Y x X?)w).

Lemma 8 For any element [¢'] of G((Y x X?)w)/N((Y x X?)w), there
uniquely exists an element g of G1((Y x X?)w) such that [¢'] = [g], i.e., g
is a representative of [g']. Therefore, we can regard the space G1((Y x X?)w)
as the quotient space G((Y x X%)w)/N (Y x X?)w).

Proof Step 1:  We will show that
Va = Mw = {(W.g)" |ux)lg € N((Y x X*)w)} (18)

Here, we regard an element of N'((Y x X?)w) as a matrix on Vx.
For this purpose, we will show that the function |f) — (f|Pw)|ux) belongs
to the RHS of ([I8) for any function f. Since

(W= [f)(ux| + [ux)(fux)e
:Z (Wi(zl2") (= f(z) + f(z'))

Zf )Wl (ala’) = £(a') = (IW[T])a, (19)

)~ W) belongs to the set Ay So, |f)—[W||f)+[WIT|f) —[W["[WIT|) =
If) — IW|T|W|T|f) belongs to the set M. Repeating this procedure, we see

that | f)—([W|T)"|f) belongs to the set Nw Since limy, 00 = 300 1 >, f(@)|W(i(z]z') =
> [(@)Pwi(z) = (f|Pw)) for any 2’ € X, we have lim, LS -

(IWITYLf) = 1f) = (fIPw)) |ux), Le., [f) — <f|P|W|>|UX> belongs to the set
Ny . Since

(Woluz)(uxux)e =Y [Wl(zla') = 1= [ux)ar, (20)

x

|ux) belongs to the set Nw. Thus, any function f belongs to the set Ny,
which implies (I]).
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Step 2:  Given ¢’ € G((V x X?)w), we can choose an element g” € N((Y x
X?%)w) such that (Zyey( +0)y) T lux) = (W.g”)T|ux). That is, when we

o 1
choose g := ¢’ — 29", Then,

> (Wag)ylux) =D (W )y lux) — —— ZW*QNTW )

yey yey yG'y
=Y (W.g)]ux) = W.g" Jux) = 0. (21)
yey
Hence, g belongs to G w (Y x X?)w). O

When functions g1,...,q € G((Y x X?)w) are linearly independent as
elements of G((Yx X?)w)/N((Yx X?)w), for @ := (01,...,0") € R!, we define
the matrix We(z|2') := D eXi=1979; (y’I’I,)Wy (z|x"), and denote the Perron-
Frobenius eigenvalue by A\g Also, we denote the Perron-Frobenius eigenvector
of the transpose Wg by ﬁzﬁ.

Then, we define the Y-valued transition matrix Wg = (Wg ,)ycy on X
as Wo y(z,a') := Ay Py (x)eXi=t 9wV, (2 a/)Py(a/) =", and {Wo}e is
called an exponential family of )-valued transition matrices on X generated by
the generators {g;}!_;. Since a Y-valued transition matrix W can be regarded
as a transition matrix on X x Y as @), {Wgjxxy}e forms an exponential
family of transition matrices on X' x ).

Here, we check that the exponential family defined here coincides with the
exponential family on X = X x Y. We regard the functions g; as functions
on X% as g;(z,y,2'y") = gi(x,y,2'). Then, we can define the non-negative

matrix W 3 % o on X. When PZ is regarded as a vector on X in the sense
Pe (z,y) = Pe( ), Pe is also the Perron-Frobenius eigenvector of the trans-
pose of the non-negative matrix W 3 4. Then, we find that A\ is also the
Perron-Frobenius eigenvector of the non-negative matrix W;g o- Therefore,
the exponential family W)?,e satisfies that Wxﬁe(ac,ybc’,y’) = Wo y(z,2)
because W g (2, ylz',y') = Ay Po(a)eXs=1 09020V, (2]2')Py(a')~". The
eigenvector of W ; ¢ is given by the relation @.

In this sense, we call ¢(0) := log A\g the potential function. Then, we define
the divergence between two Y-valued transition matrices as

d
D(Wopxuy|[Werxxy) = > (07— 07) 39]( ) = 6(0) + 6(6"), (22)

Jj=1

which is a special case of divergence between two transition matrices on X
defined in [3l4]. So, we call an element of the space G1((Y x X?)w) and the
quotient space G((¥ x X?)w)/N((Y x X?)w) the e-representation, and call
an element of £, w the m-representation.

2 For the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue and Perron-Frobenius eigenvector, see the refer-
ences [I1, Theorem 3.1.][14].
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Ezxample 1 We consider the full model, i.e., the set of Y-valued transition
matrices W satisfying that all the components of W, are non zero, i.e., (¥ X
X 2)w =) x X2. Hence, we choose a Y-valued transition matrix W satisfying
this condition. Since the dimension of N'((Y x X?)w) is d and the dimension
of G((V x X?)w) is d? - dy, the dimension of the quotient space given in (24))
isl:=d>-dy —d=d-(d-dy —1).

Unfortunately, it is not easy to choose elements gi,...,g; to be elements
of G1((Y x X?)w) as generators of an exponential family of J-valued transi-
tion matrices. Hence, in the following, we choose [ functions g¢1,...,g; to be
elements of G((J x X?)w). In this case, we can easily find the generators as
follows. Here, we do not necessarily choose the generators from Gy (¥ x X?)w).
That is, it is sufficient to choose them as elements of G((Y x X?)w). We de-
fine gj4 (i—1)dy +(i'—1)(ddy —1) for 1,/ =1,...,d and j = 1,...,dy as follows.
However, when ¢ = d, the index j runs from 1 to dy — 1.

Gt (i' = D)y +(—1) (ddy —1) (Y5 T, ) := 0y 0z 107 7 (23)

Then, we obtain an exponential family of )-valued transition matrices gen-
erated by ¢1,...,9; at W. Among [ generators, we can directly observe I’
generators at most. Since the dimension of the quotient space generated by
g(y)w is dy —1.

3.2 Local equivalence

Although we give an example of an exponential family of )-valued transition
matrices, we cannot necessarily distinguish element of this exponential family
from observed data in )} due to the equivalence problem. To discuss this equiv-
alence relation among generators, we introduce other subspaces as follows. For
this am, we denote the set of linear maps on V4 by M(V;), and we identify an
element of G(() x X?)w) with a vector taking values in M(Vx). Then, for a
distribution P on X, we define the subspaces Lo w, Lpw, and L2 pw of the
linear space composed of vectors taking values in the matrix space M(Vx);

Low ={(ay(A))yey|A € M(Vx), c€R, AT|ux) = clux)}
:{(O‘y(A))yey‘A € M(Vx), AT|UX> = 0}

B,(VEEW) (P) + Ker PPW [W]) € Ker PFW W]
(>, By)ux) =0
Lo pw ::{(ay(A))yey‘A € M(Vy) such that A|P) =0, AT |uy) = 0},

£P,VV :Z{(By)yey S EI,W

where ay,(A) = [W,, A]. So, we define Na((Y x X?)w) = W (Law),
NP((y X X2>W) = W;l(ﬁpﬁw), NQﬁP((y X XQ)W) = W;l(ﬁgﬁpﬁw). Since
the following theorems show that the infinitesimal change of an element of
these subspaces cannot be distinguished from the observed data, these sub-
spaces are called indistinguishable subspaces.
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Theorem 2 Given an irreducible ) -valued transition matrix W, and a distri-
bution P on X, the following conditions are equivalent for functions g1,...,q; €
G1((Y x X%)w) and a vector a € R', where {Wg}g is the exponential family
of V-valued transition matrices on X generated by the generators {g;}i_;.

(1) The function Zé’:l alg; € G1((Y x X?)w) belongs to Np((Y x X*)w) +
Nop((V x X%)w).

(2) The relation Zé-:l aj%Pk [Wo]- P’ =0 holds for any positive integer
k.

(3) The relation 2221 al 505 PP ke w) 1 W] - P‘ _ =0 holds.

(4) The relation 23:1 al 52> PF[Wo) - P‘ = 0 holds with a certain integer

k2 Ewvy + kg vy, wvy) + 1.

Theorem [ is shown in Appendix [Al Therefore, when the vector a € R!
is identified with 2221 a’gj, the local equivalence class at 6 with the initial
distribution P is given as the space

Gi((Y x X2)w)/Np((Y x X2)w) + Na,p((V x X*)w))
=G((V x X2)w)/ (N (¥ x X*)w) + Np((Y x X*)w) + No.p((V x X*)w)).

The above discussion addresses the equivalence when the initial distribu-
tion is fixed to be P. However, in the asymptotic case, the distribution con-
verges to the stationary distribution Pyw,. To address this case, we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 3 Given an irreducible Y-valued transition matrix W, the following
conditions are equivalent for functions g1,...,q € G1((¥x X?)w) and a vector
a € R! under the same condition as Theorem 2

(1) The function 2221 alg; € G1((Y x X?)w) belongs to Na((Y x X?)w) +
NPW((y X XQ)W)

(2) The relation Zé-:l al 555 P*[Wo) - Pw,

507 = 0 holds for any positive

integer k.

(8) The relation 23':1 aj%PkW"'k(Pw’W)"'l[Wg] - Py, =0 holds.

(4) The relation Zé’:l al 595 P*[Wg|-Pw,

k= kwv) + kg vy vy + 1.

= 0 holds with a certain integer
6=0

Theorem Blis shown in Appendix [Bl Due to this theorem, under the above
identification, the local and asymptotic equivalence class at 6 is given as the
space

Gi((Y x X)w)/(Npw (¥ x X2)w) + No((V x X*)w))

=G((V x X2)w)/(N((V x X%)w) + Npy (Y x X2)w) + No((Y x X*)w))
=G((¥ x X*)w)/N3((Y x X*)w) + Npy (¥ x X%)w)), (24)
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where
N3((V x X)w) := N((Y x X%)w) + Na((Y x X2)w). (25)

When the generators of our exponential family are not linearly independent
in the sense of G((¥ x X%)w )/ (N (Y x X)w) +Npg (¥ x X2)w) +Na((Y x
X?%)w)), the parametrization around W does not express distinguishable in-
formation. That is, the parametrization is considered to be redundant.

Lemma 9 The space N3((Y x X?)w) is characterized as

W (NV3((Y x X%)w))
:{(ay(A) + ch)yey’c eR, Ae M(Vx), (ux|Alux) = 0}. (26)

Proof of Lemma[d For a function f on X, we define the diagonal matrix Dy
on Vy whose diagonal element is f(z). The, an element |uy) ® (clux){ux|+
|f)(ux| — lux)(f]) € N((Y x X?)w) satisfies that

W.(Juy) @ (clux) (ua| + | F)(ux| = lux)(f])) = ((Wy, =Ds] + Wy )yey-
(27)

Therefore, any element of LHS of ([28) can be written as ([W,, A — Dy] +
cWy)yey by using a function f on X, ¢ € R, and a matrix A € M(X) satistying
ATlux) = 0. Since the matrix A’ := A — Dy — % (ux|(A — Dy)|ux)|ux)(ux]|
satisfies (ux|A'|ux) = 0 and [W,, A — Ds] = [W,, A’]. Then, we obtain the
desired statement.

a

4 Construction of linearly independent generators

In this section, we construct generators for the full model such that they are
linear independent in the sense of the quotient space G((V x X?)w)/(N((Y x
X2)w) + Npw (Y x X2)w) + No((Y x X*)w)).

For this aim, we consider the following conditions for W.

E1 Ker P*W[W] = {0} and V*»W (P) = Vy.
E2 The all of components of W), are non zero, i.e., (¥ x X?)w =Y x X2

Lemma [7] guarantees that Condition E1 holds almost everywhere.

Under these conditions, using the notations d := d and dy := |Y|, we
consider the full parameter model, and choose k to be greater than or equal to
kw. So, E1 implies Lpy, w = {0}, i.e., Npy, (Y x X?)w) = {0}. E2 guarantees
that the dimension of Lo w is d? — d. So, E2 guarantees that the dimension
of No((Y x X?)w) is d* — d. Since the dimension of N'((Y x X?)w) is d and
the dimension of G((Y x X?)w) is d? - dy, the dimension of the quotient space
given in 24)) is | := d? - dy — (d> —d) —d = d* - (dy — 1). Since Condition E2
holds almost everywhere as well, when we fix X and ), these discussions show
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that the dimension of the tangent space G((V x X?)w)/(N3((Y x X*)w) +
Npw (Y x X%)w)) is d? - (dy — 1) almost everywhere. However, in several
points, the dimension is strictly smaller than this value. We call such points
singular points.

Next, at the neighborhood of a non-singular point, we give generators.
For this aim, in addition to Conditions E1 and E2, we assume the following
condition.

E3 There exist two elements yo,y1 € ) such that (1) the map oy, is in-
jective on the set {A € M(Vx)|AT|ux) = 0} and (2) the map A
(auyy (A), ay, (A)) is injective on the set {A € M(Vx)|{ux|Alux) = 0}.

For Condition E3, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 10 Assume that WyT0 and WyT1 have d distinct eigenvalues and their

eigenvectors fi,..., fa and f1,..., f, respectively. Also, assume that ux =
Z‘;Zl a’f; and o’ # 0 for any j. Then, the condition (1) of Condition E3
holds. Additionally, we assume that the eigenvectors fi,..., f; are distinct

from the eigenvectors f1,...,fa. Then, the condition (2) of Condition ES3
holds.

Unfortunately, it is not easy to choose elements gi,...,g; to be elements
of G1((V x X?)w) as generators of an exponential family of }-valued transi-
tion matrices. Hence, in the following, we choose [ functions g¢1,...,g; to be
elements of G((V x X?)w) under Conditions E1, E2, and E3.

For yo € Y, we choose d functions gi y,, - - -, Ga.y, € G((X?)w,,) such that
any non-zero linear combination of gy 4, . . ., §a,y, does not belong to the d*—d-
dimensional space

{Wyo (") " ey, (A) (a])| AT Jux) = 0},

and satisfies Y- . Pw(z')W, (z]2')h(x]z’) # 0. For y1 € Y, we choose d* —
d functions gi,y,,-..,Ja2—dy € g((XQ)Wyl) such that any non-zero linear
combination of g1 y,,...,J42—d,y, does not belong to the d-dimensional space

(W, (ala) ", (A) (elt') + | A € Keray,, c € R}

For remaining elements y(# yo,y1) € Y, we choose d* functions gi y, ..., gazy
in G((X?)w,) such that >ww Pw (@ )Wy (x]2")gjy (2|2") # 0. Hence, we have
d*(dy — 1) functions with the forms g; ,, totally.

Then, we define | = d?(dy — 1) functions g, ..., § by renumbering the
above [ functions g;, as follows. We identify yo = 0 and y; = 1. Then, we
define

SyowGiyo(xlx’)  when j=2,i=1,...,d
Git(j—2)az (Y, @, 2") := ¢ Oyy yGi—dy, (z|2') when j=2,i=d+1,..., d?
854G (x|z") when j =3,...,dy,i=1,...,d*
(28)

fori=1,...,d> and j =2,...,dy.
When g; is defined from gj ,, it is defined as §;(/, z, 2") := gjr o (x|2")dy. -
This construction satisfies the following lemma.
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Lemma 11 The space spanned by the above given generators ¢1,...,G; has
intersection {0} with N'((Y X X*)w) +Npy (Y x X?)w) + Mo (Y x X?)w)) =
N3((Y x X)w) + Npw (Y x X2)w).

This lemma gives a canonical construction of generators of hidden Markov
process at non-singular points.

Next, we discuss what kinds of generator can be chosen by considering
the linear combinations g¢1,...¢g; of g1,...¢;. That is, we consider elements
g1,---9v € G((¥ x X)w) NGVw) = GVw) and gri1,...q1 € G((V x
X% w) \ G(Pw) such that g1,...,gy are linearly independent of gy,...,q
and any non-zero linear combination of gy, ..., ¢g; is not contained in G(Vw ).
Hence, among [ generators, we can directly observe I’ generators at most.
Since the dimension of the quotient space generated by G())w is dy — 1, I is
calculated as

U''=dy —1. (29)
5 Two-state case
5.1 Two-state observation case
As the simplest example, we consider the case with d = dy = 2. So, we

denote X and ) by {0,1}. We assume that the transition matrix |W| on X
is irreducible and ergodic. Moreover, all of components of [W| are assumed to
be strictly positive, i.e., Condition E2 holds. In this case, we have

N % X)) = {((af“a? al;“Q))yey} SNEY

(a1,a2)

Since dimG((Y x X?)w) = 8 and dimN((Y x X?)w) = 2, we see that
dim G (Y x X?)w) = dimLy;w = 6. In the following, we mainly discuss
the tangent space with the m-representation.

5.1.1 Non-singular points
First, we assume that the relation Py x/(0[0) = Py|x/(0[1), i.e.,
Wo(0]0) + Wo(1]0) = Wo(0[1) 4+ Wo(1[1) (31)

does not hold. This condition is equivalent to Py|x/—¢g # Py|x/=1- So, E3
holds, and we find that kw = k(py, ,w) = 1. Then, dim VEEwW) (Py) = 2 and
dim Ker P*W [W] = 0, i.e., E2 hold. So, we have dim Lp,, w = 0 and

o= {5 ) b (5 5
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Further [WO, ( ar a2

—Qa1 —ag
dim Lo w = 2. We apply the construction of generators given in Section [4
Thus, we notice that I’ =1 and [ = 3. That is, the dimension of the model is

3.

)] is zero if and only if a; = as = 0, which implies

—a1 —a2

The relation (BI]) holds if and only if the matrix [WO, < aaz )] is

1 jl for any vector (aj,az) € R?. The matrix

given as a scalar times of

[WO, ( ; a; )] is traceless. So, we can choose g1,0, 2,0 € G((X?)w,) as
—a; —as

_ 1 1 _ 11
Wos(g1,0) := (_1 _1) , Wos(g2,0) := (1 1> : (32)
Also, we can choose g1.1,72.1 € G((X?)w,) as
_ 10 _ 01
Wi(gi1) == (_1 0) , Wik(Ge2) = <0 _1> . (33)

So, we have the following descriptions of g1,92,93,94 € G((V x X*)w) \
N3((Y x X*)w) + Npw (Y x X)w));
1 00
(50))- (34)
0
00

=, )
(7)) 5
»=((ao)- (o)) 5
(0 i)

o= ((Wolr) whith) o)
= ((50) (5 wicit) &

So, the four generators [g1], [g2], [93], [94] span the linear space G((YxX?)w)/(N3((Yx
X2) ) + N () x X2)ww)).

)~
1)~
1
1

5.1.2 Singular points

Next, we assume that the relation ([BI) holds. We find that kw = 1 and

Ker P*W[W] = {(a,—a)T} and that V*(Pw) is the one-dimensional space
spanned by Py . Then, k(py, w) = 1, dim V¥("wW) (Pw) = 1, and dim Ker P*W [W] =
1. Since the condition E1 nor E3 does not hold, we need to construct the gen-
erators in a way different from the construction of generators given in Section

M4l Then, we have

r o al al al al
»W —a; —a1 )\ —a1 —ay a
r . ap  as az Qg
Pw,W — —ay —as 5 —as —ay (01.02.35.04) )
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which implies that £p,, w contains Lo w. Also,

2 _ a1 a1 +az a1 a1+ a2
N((yXX)W)_{((alw ap )’(al‘” a1 ))}(alaz)-

(38)
So, we can choose elements g1 € G(J)w \(N3((Yx X?)w)+Npy (Y xX?)w)))
and g2 € GV, X*)w \ (N3((Y x X?)w) + Npw (V x X*)w))) as

g1:= (B, —E1), g2:= (Fa,—En), (39)

E, :(H) By := G‘}) (40)

So, we have I’ = 1 and [ = 2. That is, the local dimension at W is 2. The
function g; expresses the variation in side of the set of singular points, and
the function go expresses the variation of the direction orthogonal to the set
of singular points.

where

5.2 General case

Next, we consider the case when d = 2 but dy > 2. So, we denote ) by
{0,1,...,dy — 1}. Similarly, we assume that all of components of |[W| are
assumed to be strictly positive, i.e., Condition E2 holds. Hence, we have (30).
Since dim G((Y x X?)w) = 4dy and dim N ((Y x X?*)w) = 2, we see that
dlmgl((y X XQ)W) = dimﬁl,w = 4dy — 2.

5.2.1 Non-singular points

First, we assume that there exists an element yy € ) such that the relation
Py x:(40]0) = Py x:(yol1), i-e.,

Wyo (010) + Wy (1]0) = Wy, (0[1) + Wy, (1]1) (41)

does not hold. So, we find that there exists another element y; (# yo) € Y such
that the relation Il) does not hold. So, E3 holds, and we find that kw =
k(pw,w) = 1 and dim Ker P*W[W] = 0, i.e., E2 holds. Then, dim V*>w) (Py) =
2. So, we have dim Lp,, w = 0 and

o= { ([ (5, 2)]))

In the same way as Subsection 5.} we can show that dim L2 w = 2. We apply
the construction of generators given in Sectiondl So, we find that I’ = dy — 1
and | = 4dy — 2 — 2 = 4(dy — 1). That is, the dimension of the model is
A(dy —1).

(a1,a2)
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In the same way as Subsection 5.1} we can choose g1 yq, G249, € G((X*)w,, )
and g1,y,, §2.9, € G((X?)w,, ) as B2) and ([B3), respectively. For other elements
y(# yo,y1) € Y, we can choose g1y, G2,y, J3,y: Ga,y € G((X*)w,) as

Wolm) = ("0 W@ = () @

=) = ()

Using the same method as ([28) in Section Hl we define the three generators
1, - - -+ 9a(dy—1), which span the linear space G((¥ x X?)w)/(N3((Yx X?)w )+
New (¥ x X%)w)).

5.2.2 Singular points

Next, we assume that the relation (I holds for all points y € Y. We find
that kw = 1 and Ker P*W[W] = {(a, —a)”} and that V*(Pyw) is the one-
dimensional space spanned by Pw. Then, k(py, w) = 1, dim VEEwW) (Py) =1,
and dim Ker P*W[W] = 1. Since the condition E1 nor E3 does not hold, we
need to construct the generators in a way different from the construction of
generators given in Section @ Then, we have

o ay ay
EQ,W - { ((—a1 —Lh))yey}
en{((2 )0
Pw, W {<<—a17y —Aaz.y yey

(a1,y,a2,y)

which implies that Lp,, w contains Lo w. Hence, we find that | = 4d, — 2 —
2dy = 2dy — 2. So, we can choose elements g1, ..., g4y -1 € G(X)w \ N3((Y x
X2)w) + Npw (¥ x X*)w))) and gay, - -, g2dy —2 € GV, X*)w \ (N3((Y X
X*)w) + Npw (Y x X%)w))) as

9j = (biEl)yeya Jdy —1+j = (b;EQ)yey (44)

for j =1,...,dy —1, where the vectors (b} )ycy (j = 1,...,dy —1) are linearly
independent. So, we have I’ = dy — 1 because I’ < dy — 1.

Since the set of singular points are given as the set of points satisfying the
condition (] for any y € ), the functions ¢1, ..., g4, —1 express the variations
inside of the set of singular points, and the functions g4, ..., g2d, —2 express
the variations of the direction orthogonal to the set of singular points.
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6 Independent case
6.1 Equivalence problem

Sections[2Hhl discussed the case when X,, and Y;, are correlated even with a fixed
value X,,_1 = z,_1. Now, we consider the special case when X,, and Y,, are
conditionally independent with a fixed value X,,_1 = x,,_1, which is illustrated
in Fig. 2 In this case, the Y-valued transition matrix W = (W, (z|z’))yecy
is given as Wy(zla') = W(z|z")V,(z') = WD(V,)(z|z") where W(z|z') is
a transition matrix on X, V(y|z’) is a transition matrix with the input X
and the output Y, V, is the vector satisfying V,(z') = V(y|z’), and D(v) is
the diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are given by a vector v. We call
the above type of Y-valued transition matrix an independent-type Y-valued
transition matrix, and denote it by (W, V). Also, we define the vector V; ./
as Vi (y) := V(y|z') for an independent-type Y-valued transition matrix
(W, V).

Here, we rewrite the notations defined in Subsection 2] by using the pair
of transition matrices W, V. The transition matrix P*[(W, V)] is given as

PHW.V) (o mala’) = 3 WD(V, )W - WD(V,, )(ala')
=3 DV, )W WDV, )(al2').  (45)

The integer k(y,1) is the minimum integer ko to satisfy the condition Ker P*[(W, V)] =
Nk Ker PF[(W, V)]. For a distribution P on X, the subspace V¥(P) is the sub-
space of Vy/ Ker PFw.v)[(W, V)] spanned by
{IWD(Vy )W ---WD(V,,)Plly; € ¥, k' <k}, where [v] expresses the element
of Vx / Ker PFw.v) [(W, V)] whose representative is v € V. Then, the integer
kp,w,vy) is the minimum integer ki to satisfy the condition u;@zlvk(P) =
VEL(P).

The kernel Ker P[(W, V)] is characterized follows.

Lemma 12 Given an independent-type Y-valued transition matriz (W, V') on
X and a distribution P on X, we assume that the vectors {Vi g }tzcx are

linearly independent. Then, Ker P*[(W,V)] = {0} and kuw,vy =1.

Proof Since {Vi 4+ }1rex are linearly independent, the rank of the matrix P[(W, V)](y|2") =
V(y|z') is d. Hence, Ker P*[(W, V)] = {0}, which implies the relation ke, =
1. O

Under a similar condition, the equivalent conditions are characterized as
follows.

Lemma 13 Given an independent-type Y-valued transition matriz (W, V') on
X and a distribution P on X, we assume that the vectors Vi, are linearly
independent and the support of P is X. When the pair of an independent-type
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V-valued transition matric (W', V') and a distribution P’ is equivalent to the
pair of the independent-type Y-valued transition matric (W,V) on X and a
distribution P on X, there exists a permutation g among the elements of X
such that W' = g~ 'Wgqg, V' = Vg, and P' = Pg.

This lemma shows that the above assumption guarantees that there is
no equivalent pair of an independent-type Y-valued transition matrix and a
distribution except for a permuted one.

Proof Since the vectors V, . are linearly independent, we find that Ker P[(W, V)] =
{0}. There exists a linear map T on Vy such that

TWD(V,) = W'D(V,)T (46)
for any y € ). Since
TW => TWD(V,) = > W'D(V,)T =W'T, (47)
y y
we have
TWT~'TD(V,) = W'TT~'D(V,)T = TWT~'D(V,)T, (48)
which implies that
TD(V,) = D(V,)T. (49)
Hence, T is a permutation on X, which yields the desired statement. O

Although we introduce independent-type )-valued transition matrices, it
is not so trivial to clarify whether a given Y-valued transition matrix is equiva-
lent to an independent-type Y-valued transition matrix. The following lemma
answers this question.

Lemma 14 The following conditions are equivalent for a Y-valued transition
matric W = (Wy(x|z’))yey when |W| is invertible.

G1 There exists an independent-type Y-valued transition matriz (W, V') equiv-
alent to the YV-valued transition matriz W.
G2 The following three conditions hold.
G2-1 The characteristic polynomial Uy, has no multiple root, and the eigen-
values of Uy are non-negative real numbers, where Uy, := |W|~1W,,.
G2-2 The matrices {Uy}yey have a common eigenvector system {t;}, where
t; is normalized so that (ux|t;) = 1.
G2-3 The matriz T|W|T~! has non-negative entries, where the matriz T
is given as T(i|x) := t;(x).
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Proof Assume G1. Then, there exists a matrix 7" on Vy such that

TW, = WD(V,))T (50)
T ux) = |ux). (51)
Thus,
WT =Y WDV,)T =Y WDV,)T=> TW,=T|W[.  (52)
Y Y Y
Hence,

WD(V,)T = TW, = T|W|U, = WIU,. (53)
Since |W| is invertible,
D(V,)T = TU,, (54)

which implies G2-1. We choose t; as the i-th row matrix of 7. The relations
(EI) and (B4) guarantee G2-2. Then, (B2) implies G2-3.

Assume G2. G2-2 guarantees (B1)). Hence, G2-3 guarantees that the matrix
W = T|W|T~! is a probability transition matrix. Due to G2-1 and G2-2, we
can choose the vector V,, to satisfy (54). So, we obtain (B0). Thus, we obtain
GI. O

It is not so easy to satisfy the condition G2. However, when || = 2, it is
not so difficult to satisfy the condition G2. In this case, once G2-1 is satisfied,
G2-2 is automatically satisfied.

Although Lemma[[2] guarantees the relation Ker P*wv.v)[(W, V)] = {0} un-
der a certain condition for the transition matrix V, the condition is too strong
because it does not hold when dy < d. Even when dy < d, we can expect
the relations Ker Pkov.v)[(W, V)] = {0} and VFP.w.v)(P) = Vy under some
natural condition. The following lemma shows how frequently these conditions
hold.

Lemma 15 We fix a transition matriz V, and assume the existence of y € Y
such that Vy, is not a scalar times of ux. The relations Ker Pk (W, V)] =
{0} and VEP.owv) (P) = Vx hold almost everywhere with respect to W and P.
Also, the relations Ker PFovv) [(W, V)] = {0} and V*»v.v)(Py) = Vx hold
almost everywhere with respect to W.

Proof We show the desired statement when P and Py = P’ are fixed and we
impose the condition WP’ = P’ which is sufficient for both statements. We
fix y € Y such that V, is not a scalar times of ux. We choose k to be d—1, and
choose linearly independent k+ 1 vectors |vg), ..., |vg) in the dual space of Vy
such that |vg) is a scalar times of |uy) and (vo|P’) = 1. We choose a; ; such

that WT|v;) = Zf:o a; jlvi). The condition WP’ = P’ is equivalent to the

. k : k
condition ), ja;; =1,1e., a0 =1—3 ., a;;. Hence, we can freely choose
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the coefficients a; ; for 1 < ¢, j < k with the constraint that W is a positive ma-

trix. Hence, the k vectors D(V,)|ux), W,I D(V,)|ux),...,(WI)F"1D(V,)|ux)

are linear independent on the quotient space Vy/ < |ux) > almost every-

where with respect to the above choice of W, where < |uy) > is the one-

dimensional space spanned by |ux). Since Wl |uy) = |ux), the d vectors
DV )W ux), WDV )W ux),..., (W D(V,)WT|ux), lux) spans the

dual space of Vi, which implies the relation Ker P*[(W, V)] = {0}, i.e., Ker Pkow.wv) [(W, V)] =
{0}

Next, we choose y € Y such that D(V,)P is not a scalar times of P’. If the
above choice of y € ) does not satisfy this condition, we choose another y € )
such that D(V,)P is not a scalar times of P’ because >_ .y, D(Vy) = I. We
replace the roles of P’ and |uy in the above discussion. Hence, the k vectors
D(V,)P,W,D(V,)P,..., W;_lD(Vy)P are linear independent on the quotient
space Vy/ < P’ > almost everywhere with respect to the above choice of W.
Further, W* P is close to P’ when &’ is sufficiently large. Hence, V¥’ (P) = Va,
ie., Vi) (P) = Vy. i

6.2 Exponential family

Next, to give a suitable parametrization, we consider the exponential family of
independent-type Y-valued transition matrices. Firstly, we fix an irreducible
independent-type Y-transition matrix (W, V') on X. Then, we denote the sup-
port of (W, V) by (X2 UY x X)w,v) := & U (Y x X)y. Then, we denote
the linear space of real-valued functions ¢ = (ga(z,2'), gs(y,2’)) defined on
(X2UY X X)w,v) by G((X2UY x X)w,v)). Here, for an element (z,2) € X2,
the function is given as g,(x,2’), and for an element (y,2') € Y x X, the
function is given as gy(y,z’). Now, we denote the Y-transition matrix given
by (W,V), by W. Then, (g.(x,2’), gs(y,2’)) is identified with the function
(x,2",y) = ga(z,2') + gp(y,z"), which is an element of G((J x X?)w). How-
ever, using a function f(2'), we introduce other functions (ga(x,2'), gs(y, z"))
as ga(xaxl) = ga(xaxl) - f(.%'/) and gb(yaxl)) = gb(y,x’) + f(xl) Then,
the other pair of function (g, (z,2’),gs(y,2’)) corresponds to the same ele-
ment of G((Y x X?)w) as (ga(x,2"), gv(y,2")). To avoid this problem, we im-
pose the condition ., V(y[z')gs(y,2") = 0 for 2’ € X'. Hence, we denote
the linear space of real-valued functions ¢ = (ga(z,2'), gs(y,2’)) defined on
(X2U)Y x X)(w,v) with this constraint by Go((X2UY x X)w,vy)- Hence, the
space G((X2UY x X)w,v)) can be regarded as a subspace of G((Y x X?)w).
Additionally, the subspace N ((X2UY x X)w,v)) = N (Y x X?)w)NG((X?U
Y x X)w,v)) equals the subspace N'((Y x X?)w ), which is composed of func-
tions with form f(x)— f(2’)+c. That is, an element g = (g4 (x, 2'), go(y, 2")) of
the subspace N ((X?UY x X)) has the form g, (z,2") = f(x)— f(2') +¢
and gy(y, ") = 0.
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To give the relation between the e-representation and the m-representation,
we define the linear map (W, V). on G((X?2UY x X)w,v)) as

(W, V)ig)a(,2") :=ga(z, 2" )W (2|2") (55)
(W, V)ug)o(y, ") ==gb(y, z")V (ylz") (56)

for g € G((X?UYXX)w,v)). To discuss the relation between the m-representations
of the independent-type and the general case, we define the linear map (W, V)*
fI‘OHl g((X2 U y X X)(ij)) to g((y X XQ)(W7‘/)) as

(W V) 9y, z,2") = galz, 2" )V (yla") + W (z|2")gs(y, 2") (57)
for g € G((X?UY X X)w,v)). In the following, the function g, (, z’) is written
as a matrix B on Vx, and g,(y, 2’) is written as a collection of vectors (Cy)y,
which belong to Vy. That is, the map (W, V)* is rewritten as

(W, V)*(B, C))y = BD(Vy) + WD(Cy). (58)

Hence, when (B, C) € (W, V)*Go((X* UY x X)w,v)) satisfies 35 C, = 0.
Define

GL(X?UY X X)) ) =G (Y x X)w)NGo((X*UY x X)awvy)  (59)
Ll wy =W, V)G (X UY X X)wv)). (60)
Then, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 16

£l wy = {(B.C) € G((A2 VY x X)w)|[ B ux) = 0,3 ¢, =0} (61)
yey

Proof For (B,C) € G(X*UY x X)w,v)), (B,C) € L]y if and only if

dSoy=0, QW V) (B,C)y) Jux) = 0. (62)

yey Y

Since Wl ux) = |ux), we have

O (W V) (B,C))y) ux) = Z BD(V,) + WD(Cy))" |ux)
:B+WZD ) ux) = BT+ZD CHOWT)|ux)
=BT + ZD Nux) = B |ux) + Z C,. (63)
yey

Hence, we obtain the desired statement.
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The space G ((X? UY x X)w,v)) equals the space G1((¥ x X?)w,vy) N
G((X2UY x X)w,v))- The space ﬁi,w,v equals the space (W, V)*Ly w,vy N
(W, V)*g((XQ Uy x X)(W,V))

Assume that functions g1,..., 91 € G((X? U Y x X)w,v)) are linearly in-
dependent as elements of G((X? U Y x X)w,v))/N(X*UY x X)qw,y)) for
0= (0',...,0") € Rl. We define the transition matrix

Vo(ylz') i= eZi=1 @ 910@ )y (y157) / Z eZi=1 950 W TV (o |21,
y/

That is, for each 2’ € X, Vp(y|z') forms an exponential family of distributions
on ). Also, we define the matrix

We(z|z') = Ze i 9j(gj,a(ryr/)Jrgj,b(yyx/))V(y|x/)W($|$/),

Yy

and denote its Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue by Ag. Also, we denote the Perron-
Frobenius eigenvector of the transpose Wg by ﬁz. Then, we define the tran-
sition matrix Wy(z|z') := /\glﬁZ(x)Wg(ﬂz’)?Z(:c’)’l on X. The Y-valued
transition matrix generated by g1, ..., g; is given as

Wy (z]2') = Ay P (z)e=i=1 & @@ 4002 DY (12! \W (]2 Py (2)
_1==3 — —3 _
:)\elpg(z)Wg(:d:cl)Pe(z') 1V9(y|x/) = Wg(z|z')V9(y|z'). (64)

That is, the family (Wy, V) coincides with the exponential family of Y-valued
transition matrices on X generated by g1, ..., g;. Hence, the family (Wy, Vp) is
called an exponential family of independent-type Y-valued transition matrices.
Since an exponential family of )-valued transition matrices is a special case
of an exponential family of transition matrices on X X ), an exponential
family of independent-type Y-valued transition matrices is a special case of
an exponential family of transition matrices on X x ).

Example 2 As an example, we consider the full parameter model of independent-
type Y-valued transition matrices on X. That is, we assume that the support
(X2UY X X)w,v) is X2UY x X and W is irreducible. The tangent space of the
model is given by the space ‘C{,W,V’ whose dimension is [ := d?> —d+ddy —d =
d(d+dy —2). In this case, we can easily find the generators as follows. Here, we
do not necessarily choose the generators from Gy ((X*UY X X)w,y)). That is, it
is sufficient to choose them as elements of G((X2UY x X)(w,v)). For simplicity,
we assume that X = {1,...,d} and Y = {1,...,dy }. We choose the functions
gj.a and g;p for 1 < j < dy — 1, the functions g;(4y —1)4j,0 and gi(dy —1)44,» for
1<i<d-1,1<j<dy —1,and the functions gu(dy —1)+(i—1)(d—1)4j,« and
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Jd(dy —1)+(i-1)(d-1)+jp for 1 <i<d,1<j<d—1as

gjalz,z’) =0 (65)

9jb(y,2') =0y ; (66)

Gi(dy —1)+j,a(z,2") =0 (67)

Gitdy —1)45,6 (U T') = 0ar 10y (68)

Jd(dy —1)+(—1)(d—1)45,a(T, ") := 0z 04 5 (69)
9d(dy —1)+(i—1)(d—1)+4,b (y,zl) 0. (70)

Then, the functions g, = (gi’,a, gi7,») are linearly independent. We can parametrize
the full model of independent-type Y-valued transition matrices by using this
generators. In particular, the first dy — 1 functions belong to G(Jw). That
is, the maximum number !’ of observed generators is dy — 1 similar to ([29)
because this number is upper bounded by dy — 1.

Then, we obtain the exponential family of independent-type Y-valued tran-
sition matrices {(Wo, Vo)}ocrt, which is generated by the above generators
g1s---,q1 at (W, V). While the set {(Wp,Vg)}eecr: contains elements equiva-
lent to each other, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 17 When the independent-type Y-valued transition matrices (W, V)
satisfies Condition (XU Y x X)w,y)y = X2 UY x X, the above defined set
{(We,Vo)}e equals the set of independent-type Y-valued transition matrices
(W', V') on X satisfying the relation (X*?UY x X) vy = X2UY x X.

Proof When we freely choose the parameters 61, ...,6044, —1), the set of Vg
equals the set of transition matrices from X to ) with full support. Next, we
fix the parameters 61, ...,044, —1) and freely choose the remaining parame-
ters Og(ay —1)41s - - - » 0a(dy —1)+d2—d- Then, the set {Wp} forms the exponential
famlly generated by gd(dy—l)—i—l,aa e 7gd(dy—1)+d2—d,a at W01 _____ gd(dyil)yoﬁ_wo.
Hence, the set {Wy} equals the set of transition matrices on X’ with full sup-
port. O

6.3 Local equivalence

Next, we address the local equivalence problem at a given independent-type
Y-valued transition matrix (W, V). This is because we cannot necessarily dis-
tinguish all the elements of the above exponential family because due to the
local equivalence problem. Based on (W, V), we define the subspaces as

(VV, V)*Eé,w,v ::£2,(W,V) ( ) 51 W,V (71)
W, )*El, wv =Lpw,v) N (W V)* 51 A% (72)
W, V) £2PWV =Ly pw,vy N (W, V)" £1WV (73)

Then, we define /\ﬂ(()(2 Uy x X) wvy) = (W, V) (L w), NA((X2UY x
X)wvy) == (W, V) (Lbw), N3 p(XPUY X X)w,v)) i= (W, V) (L] pw)-
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By using N1 ((X2UY x X)w,y)) and these spaces, Theorems [2 and [3] charac-
terize generators of the following condition; the derivative of the direction of
the generator vanishes in the observed distribution. That is, the infinitesimal
changes of the direction of the generator cannot be observed.

Then, E{D,W,V is written as follows.

Lowy :{(B, C) € G((X* UY x X)w,v))|Conditions (75) and (T6) hold.},

(74)
where Conditions (75)) and (78] are defined as
B |ux) =0, (75)
(WD(C,) + BD(V,))(VE@vv) (P) + Ker PFwv) [(W, V)]) € Ker Pk<WvV>([(I/I)/, V).
76

Here, VE@.v.v) (P) + Ker Pw.v) [(W, V)] expresses the subspace of Vy gen-
erated by Ker PEv.v) [(W, V)] and the representatives of VF.(w.v)) (P) while
VE@.w.v) (P) is a subspace of the quotient space V/ Ker PFw.v) [(W, V).
To characterize other spaces £2 w,y and £2 pw,v, for an element x € X,
we define the subset S(V), C X by S(V), := {a’ € X|Viy = Vig}. For a
subset S C X, we define the subspace Vg C Vx as the set of functions whose
support is included in S. The projection to Vg is denoted by Ig. Then, the
spaces ﬁé,w,v and Ei p.w,yv are characterized in the following theorem.

Theorem 4 For an independent-type Y-valued transition matriz (W, V), we
have the following relations as subspaces of G((X2UY x X)w.v));

4wy =((W, AL, O AT [ux) = 0, W[D(V,), A] = WD(C,)} (77)
£ pav =W, A1, C)|ATux) =0, AIP) =0, W[D(V,), A| = WD(C,)}.
(78)

Proof For an element (B, C) € L{ wvys (B,C) € cl (w,vy if and only if there
exists A such that

ATluy) =0 (79)
WD(V,)A — AWD(V,)) = BD(V,) + WD(C,). (80)

Since >, D(V,) = I and 3, C, = 0, taking the sum of (80) with respect to
y, we have

ZD NA — AWZD ZWD JA— AWD(V,)
7ZBD )+ WD(C ZD )+ WD(>_C,)=B. (81)

Combining (80)) and (&I, we have
WID(V,), 4] = WD(C,). (52)
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Conversely, (8I) and (82) imply (80) and , .y, C = 0. Further, (79) and (8I)
imply BT |uyx) = 0. Hence, we obtain the relation (7).

Since Ly p,(w,v) is given from Ly w1y by adding the condition A|P) = 0,
we obtain the relations (78]). O

Based on Theorem ] we can characterize the subspaces £2 11,1, and L2 1 1/
as the following two corollaries.

Corollary 2 For an independent-type Y-valued transition matriz (W, V'), we
assume that W is invertible. Then, we have the following relations as subspaces

of G(X*UY x X)w,v));
L3 wy ={(W, A],0)|AT |ux) =0, [Is(v),, Al = 0} (83)
L3 pwv ={((W, A,0)|A" [ux) =0, A|P) =0, [Is),, Al =0}.  (84)
Proof We choose A and C' such that
W[D(V,), Al = WD(C,). (86)

Since W is invertible, [D(V,), A] = D(Cy). Since the diagonal elements of
[D(V,,), A] are zero, we have

D(Vy)A = AD(V,), (87)
C, =0. (88)

When the (z,2") component of A is not zero for x # 2/, we have V(y|z) =
V(y|z'), which implies the relation 2’ € S(V'),. Hence, we have

Usvy,, Al = 0. (89)

Conversely, the combination of (88]) and (89) implies (86). Hence, we obtain the
relation (83). Since Ly p,(w,v) is given from L, (w,y) by adding the condition
A|P) = 0, we obtain the relations (&4]). O

Corollary 3 For an independent-type YV-valued transition matriz (W, V'), we

assume that W (z|z') = é. Then, we have the following relations as subspaces
Of g((X2 U y X X)(W,V));

L wyv ={(W, A, ATV,)| AT Jux) = 0} (90)

L; pwy ={((W, AL, ATV,)|AT [ux) = 0, A|P) =0} (91)

Proof The condition W[D(V,)), A] = WD(C,) is equivalent to the condition

([D(Vy), AT lux) = D(Cy)|ux). Since AT|ux) = 0, this condition is equiva-
lent to ATVy = Cy. Hence, the desired statement.

Using Corollary 2] we have the following corollary.
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Corollary 4 We assume that all the vectors V. , are different and the re-
lations Ker PPov[(W, V)] = {0} and VFew) (P) = Vx. Then, L]y, =

‘Cg,P,W,V = ﬁé,w,v = {0}

Proof Since all the vectors Vi , are different, we have S(V), = {z}. In this
case, the condition AT |uy) = 0, [Isv),,A] = 0 implies that A = 0. Due to
Corollary 2] this assumption guarantees that Eé,W,V and L',é’ pwy are {0},
Le., dim L]\ = dim L]y = 0. The relations Ker Pov-v) [(W, V)] = {0}
and VFrw) (P) = Vy imply the relation dim L}y, = 0. O

Theorem [ means that the indistinguishable subspaces Eiwy, Eéj PW.Vs
and L5, vanish in a usual case. More precisely, since all the vectors Vi ,
are different almost everywhere with respect to V', Lemma [I5] and Theorem [
guarantee the relation dim £2 w,v = dim £2 pw,y = dim EPWV = 0 almost
everywhere with respect to W V. Hence, T heorem [ guarantees that Example
2 has dimension d? - (dy — 1) except for a measure-zero set. Remember that,
as shown in Lemma [I7, Example 2] characterizes all of independent-type Y-
valued transition matrices with full support. Hence, we call an element of such
a measure-zero set an independent-type singular point. Since the full model
without the independent-type condition has the dimension d? - (dy — 1) at
non-singular points, we have the inequality d(d + dy — 2) < d?- (dy — 1), and
the equality holds only when dy = 2. Hence, we can expect that the condition
of Lemma [[4l holds with non-zero measure with respect to V, W when dy = 2.

Remark 3 Here, we compare the notations of )-valued transition matrix W
(Fig. B), independent-type Y-valued transition matrix (W,V) (Fig. @), and
independent-type Y-valued transition matrix (W, f) (Fig. [dI), where the third
case express the transition matrix V is given as a deterministic function f. Al-
though P*[W](yp, ..., y1|z’) is given as (@) in the first case, it is written as (@5)

in the second case. In the third case, it is described as ) oy Tp-1(y )W -+ Wiy

Clearly, the description (@) of the first case is shortest.

Indeed, due to this simplicity, we can easily find that an exponential fam-
ily of Y-valued transition matrices is a special case of an exponential family
of transition matrices. It is not so easy to find that an exponential family of
independent-type Y-valued transition matrices is a special case of an expo-
nential family of transition matrices without considering the relation between
independent-type Y-valued transition matrix and Y-valued transition matrix.
These comparisons express the merit of notation of )-valued transition matrix

W (Fig. B).

7 Two-hidden-state case

We consider the case with d = 2. In this case, since the subspace N7 ((X? U
Y x X)w,v)) equals the subspace N'((Y x X?)w), it is given by B0).

w) (2]2)-



Local Equivalence Problem in Hidden Markov Model 31

7.1 Non-singular points

First, we assume that W is invertible and the relation
V(yl0) = V(y[1) for Vy € ¥ (92)

does not hold. In this case, Ker Pkov.v)[(W, V)] = {0} and VFw.v) (P) =
Vx. Hence, L}y = {0}. Corollary Hl guarantees that L3 v, = L] pyy =
Lpwy = {0}. Hence, the above condition guarantees that the point is non-
singular. Then, I’ = dy — 1 and | = 2dy. The generators are chosen as in
Example

7.2 Singular points

The subset of singular elements equals the set of non-memory cases, which has
two cases. As the three case, we assume that the relation (@2)) does not hold and

11
W is not invertible, i.e., W = (i i) In this case, Ker PEov.v)[(W, V)] = {0}
22

and VE@.w.v) (P) = Vy. Hence, L], ., = {0}. The dimensions of £, and
Ei pw,v are given by the dimensions of A satisfying the constraint given in
Corollary Bl Hence, dim Eiwy = 2. When P is the stationary distribution,
i.e., the uniform distribution, dim ﬁé,P,W,V = 2. Otherwise, it is 1. The dimen-
sion of the quotient space G1((X2UY x X)awv))/ (VT (X2 UY x X)wvy) +
NE, (X2 U Y x X)) is 2dy — 2. In this case, the initial I’ = dy — 1
generators given in ([63) and (66) of Example 2] express the variation in side of
the set of singular points. The remaining dy — 1 generators express the differ-
ence from this set of singular point. When P is the stationary distribution, the
quotient space G1 ((X*UY x X)w,v))/ (N3 p((X2UY X X)w,vy) + NH(X*U
Y x X)w,v))) has the same structure as the above case. When P is not the
stationary distribution, the quotient space Gi (X2UY x X)w,v)) /(N3 p((X?U
VxX)wvy) +NAH(X2UY x X)(w,v))) has the dimension 2dy — 1. The same
initial dy — 1 generators express the variation in side of the set of singular
points, and the remaining dy generators express the difference from this set
of singular point.

As the second case, we consider the case with the relation (92) with invert-
ible W. Choosing v1 := ej+ez and vy := €] —eq, we have Ker PEov.v) [(W, V)] =<
vy > and VF@.w.v) (P) = V. Hence, (B,C) € Ly, if and only if the ma-

trix WD(Cy) + BD(V,) has the form (aa lib
bi  be
—b1 —bo

Cy= (C_c>, the matrix WD(C}) has the form (2%52}8; :2%8{3) Since

. Also, the matrix B has

the form ( > D(V,) is a scalar times of the identity matrix. When
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W (z|x") > 0, the real number ¢ needs to be 0. Hence, we find that

()

Hence, L5y = {(B,0)|BT|ux) = 0} because the space {(B,0)| BT [ux) =
0} has dimension 2. Due to the RHSs of (83) and (&4), we have L] 1/, L3 p v
{(B,0)|BTJux) = 0} = L}y The dimension of the quotient space Gy ((X?U
y X X)(W7v))/(N21((X2 Uy X X)(WJ/)) +NI€W((X2 U)/ X X)(W,V))) is 2dy —2.
The initial dy — 1 generators given in (65) and (G6]) of Example [2] express the
variation in side of the set of singular points. The remaining dy — 1 generators
in (67) and (68) of Example [2] express the difference from this set of singular
point. The quotient space Gi ((X?UY x X)w,v) /(NS p((X2UY X X)w,v)) +
NE(X?UY x X)w,v))) has the same structure as the above case, regardless
of P.

As the third case, we consider the case with the relation ([@2) and W =

1
i) Then, we have Ker PPV [(W, V)] =< vy > and VE@Ewv) (P) =<
2

vy >. Hence, (B, C) € Ly, if and only if the matrix W D(C,)+ BD(V,) has

DO [0 [ =

the form (aa bb). Hence, Lp . = {(B,0)|B" lux) = 0}. In this case, V, is

. 1
a scalar times of ( 1 ) . Hence, Corollary [l guarantees that Eiwy, ‘Cé,P,W,V -

B,0)|BT |uy) = 0} = £L . Hence, the remaining discussion is the same
) PW,V ) g
as the second case.

7.3 Parametrization

In this subsection, we employ the parametrization given in Example

7.3.1 Case with dy =2

When dy = 2, we choose W and V as

w-v—(

DO [0 [ =
DO [0 [ =

). (91)

The subset of singular elements equals the set of non-memory cases, which can
be characterized as 62 = 0 or 3 = 64 = 0. In the former case, the parameters
03 and 0, are redundant parameters, and in the latter case, the parameter 65 is
a redundant parameter. Both cases are equivalent to the binomial distribution.
Hence, the set of non-singular elements are given as Rx (R\{0})x (R?\{(0,0)}),
which can be divided into two connected components R x (0, 00) x (R?\{(0,0)})
and R x (—o0,0) x (R?\ {(0,0)}). Each connected component has a one-to-one
correspondence to non-singular elements divided by the equivalence class.

C
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7.8.2 Case with dy > 3

When dy > 3, we choose W and V' as
11 el
W(ii), v=| . (95)
2 2 Do

The subset of singular elements equals the set of non-memory cases, which
can be characterized as 04, = -+ = flag,—2 = 0 or a4, 1 = 024, = 0. In the
former case, the parameters 6o4, 1 and 6o4, are redundant parameters, and
in the latter case, the parameters g4y, - , g, 2 are redundant parameters.
We denote the set (R ~1 x {(0,...,0)} x R?)U (R?¥¥~2 x {(0,0)}) by Onar.
That is, the set R2 \ Onpr = R ~1 x (R¥Y =1\ {(0,...,0)}) x (R?\ {(0,0)})
equals to the set of non-singular elements. However, it is impossible to di-
vide the set R24v \ Onr into components satisfying the following conditions.
(1) Each component is an open set. (2) Each component gives a one-to-one
parametrization for non-singular elements. This is because the set R2dv \On
is connected. Hence, we need to adopt duplicated parametrization when the
parametric space is needed to be open.

8 Conclusion

In Section Pl we have introduced the concept of Y-valued transition matrix
to describe hidden Markovian process, which is a more general formulation
than the conventional formulation for hidden Markovian process. In fact, as
explained in Remark [3 this notion is more useful to describe the equivalence
problem. Then, in Section [8] we have formulated an exponential family of J-
valued transition matrices as a special case of an exponential family of transi-
tion matrices. In this definition, the generators are given as functions of hid-
den and observed states. Then, we have introduced an equivalence relation for
generators, which is equivalent to the distiguishability of infinitesimal changes
based on the observed data (See Theorem [B]). In Section M based on this
equivalence relation, we have proposed a method to choose the parametriza-
tion of the transition matrix to describe the hidden Markov process. In this
parametrization, we have shown that only in a measure-zero point, the num-
ber of independent generators is smaller than other points. We define singular
points as such measure-zero points.

In addition, in Section Bl we have clarified the structure of the tangent
space of all points including singular points when the number of hidden state
is 2. Next, In Section [6] we have applied obtained results to the conventional
case, which is called independent-type and is characterized by a pair of transi-
tion matrices. We have derived a necessarily and sufficient condition for being
independent-type. Also, we have clarified the forms of an exponential family of
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Y-valued transition matrices and the local equivalence condition in this case.
Based on this equivalence relation, we have proposed a method to choose the
parametrization of the transition matrix for this case.

We have several open problems as follows. First, while we have shown that
the dimension of non-singular points in the independent-type case is the same
as that in the case of general )-valued transition matrices when the number
of observed states is 2, we could not clarify whether there exists a general
Y-valued transition matrix that cannot be reduced to an independent-type
one in this case. This is an future problem. Another remaining problem is
characterization of the tangent space when the transition matrix V is given
as a deterministic function f. In this case, due to Corollary [2 the indistin-
guishable subspaces £}y, and L] p -y, and Ly do not vanish. Hence,
the structure of the tangent space is complicated. The determination of the
parametrization of this case with taking account into the local equivalence is
another future problem.
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A Proof of Theorem

It is enough to discuss the one-parameter case. Since (2) = (3) is trivial, we will show only
(1) = (2) and (3) = (1).

(1) = (2): Assume (1). There exist A € M(Vx) and (By)yey € L2,w such that A|P) =0,
AT |uy) = 0, By(V*(PW)(P) 4 Ker PFW[W]) C Ker PFW[W], (32, By)"|lux) = 0, and
%Wg’y‘g:() = By + [Wy, A] for any y € Y. Then,

d d
—P*¥[Wo] - P(y1,...,yx)l0—0 = @((uXIWG,ykWG,yk,I - Wao [ P))lo=0

do
d d
(el (55 Wo.glo=0) Wy - - Wiy [P + (x| Wy (55 Woru_ylo=0) - Wi IP)
d
+"'+<UX|WykWyk71 "'(EWG,y1‘9:0)|P> (96)

=(ux|By, Wy, _; ... Wy, |[P) + {ux|Wy, By, _, ... Wy, |P)
+oo o (ux Wy Wy, . By | P)
+ (ux| Wy, AWy, - Wy |[P) + (ux Wy, [Wy,_,, A]... Wy, |P)
ot (e [Wy Wy, o Wy, AJIP) (97)

(a) (b)
= — (ux|AWy, Wy, ... Wy |P) + (ux |Wy, Wy, ... Wy, A|P) = 0, (98)

where (a) follows from the fact that the image of By is included in Ker P*W [W], and (b)
follows from the properties of A. So, we obtain (2).
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3) = (1): Assume (3). We define W/, := W,+6-% Wy, |g—o. So, we have P*W k. w)+1ryw! .
6,y Y do 'Y 2]
P= PkW"'k(P,W)‘Fl[W} - P and

W, — W
lim Y sY

950 0 =0 (99)

Theorem [I] guarantees that the pair of W and P is equivalent to the pair of W} and P.
Thus, Theorem [I] guarantees that there exist an invertible map Ty on Vx and (By,y)yecy €

Lo w such that TyP = P, By, (V"W (P) + Ker P*W[W]) C Ker P*W [W] and W/, v =
Ty ' (Wy + B,y ) Tp.

Now, taking the derivative at § = 0, we have d%w/e,yh?:O = [Wy, A] + By, where
A= d%T9|9:0 and By := d%Bg’y|9:0. The condition Ty P = P implies that

AlP) = 0. (100)
Using ([@9), we have

d

£W97y|9:0 = [Wy, Al + By. (101)
Since the relation (W )T |ux) = |ux) implies >y d%Wg’y|9:0)T|uX) =0, (32, Wy, A+

By)T|lux) = 0. Since Bg|ux) = 0, we have ([32, Wy, ANTux) = 0. So, >y W)TAT [uy) =

AT(Ey Wy)T|lux) = AT |ux). That is, AT|ux) is an eigenvector of >y Wy)T with eigen-

value 1. So, AT |uy) is written as cluy) with a constant c, i.e.,
AT uy) = cluy). (102)

Nov;/l, we calculate %Pk (Wl - P(y1,---,Yk)|9=0 by using the same discussion as (@8). So,
we have

d
@Pk[we} “P(y1,-- -, yx)lo=0

== (ux|[AWy Wy, ;... Wy, |P) + (ux Wy, Wy, ... Wy, A|P)
(a

= —c{ux Wy, Wy, _, ... Wy, |P), (103)

where (a) follows from (I00) and (@02). Since (ux |Wy, Wy, _, ... Wy, |P) > 0 and the LHS
is zero, we have ¢ = 0. Thus, we obtain (1).

B Proof of Theorem [3|

It is enough to discuss the one-parameter case. Since (2) = (3) is trivial, we will show only
(1) = (2) and (3) = (1).

(1) = (2): Assume (1). There exist a real number ¢ € R, A € M(Vx), and (By)yey €
Lo w such that

AT\UX) = clux), (104)
B, (VF®P.W) (P) 4+ Ker P*W [W]) C Ker P*W[W], (105)
OBy lux) =0 (106)
Y
2 Wy o—0 = By + Wy, 4] (107)

do
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for any y € ). Define the vector @ := d%PWQ lo=0- Since

(> Wo)|Pw,) = |Pw,), (108)
yey

we have

(> By)lPw) + (D Wy)AlPw) — AlPw) + (3 W,)|Q)

(S )+ (S m)a-4(5 )i+ (S w)e)
=(3 B+ Wy, A1) 1Pw) + (Do W) 1Q)

yeY yeY

D1, (109)

where (a) and (b) follow from (I08) and its derivative, respectively.
That is,

(S w) (1@ +a1Pw)) = (1Q) + AlPw) ) = (32 By ) 1Pw). (110)

yey yey

Since (Zyey Wy> (Zyey By>|PW) = 0, we have

(yze;wy)ocz + AlPw) - (%By)Pm) <|Q>+A|Pw (yEZyBy)PW))
(111)

Due to the uniqueness of the eigenvector of (Z yey Wy) with eigenvalue 1, we have

@+ airw) - (328, )1Pw) = ¢lrw) (112)
yey
with a constant ¢’ € R.
Since
D (ux[Woy|Pw,) =1, (113)

yey
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we have

/
c —

=c (uX|(Z Wy) |Pw) — c{ux|Pw)

yey

@, 2 (Z Wy) |Pw) — (ux|A|Pw)

yey

=(ux]| Zm)( |Pw) — A|Pw) + (ZBy)|PW)>

yey yeY

el S w)i@)

yey

—(ux|AlPw) — (ux|AlPw) + (ux] ( > wy) Q)

yeY

—(ux| <( S )a-a( X Wy)>|Pw> T luxl 30 W,1Q)

yey yey yey

=(ux| Y By + [Wy, Al|Pw) + (ux| Y Wy|Q)

yey yey
é (ux| > We,yle ol Pw) + UX|ZWy‘ Pw,lo= 0>
do do
yey yey
@, (114)
where (a), (b), (c), and (d) follow from (I04)), (I12), (I07), and (II3)), respectively.
Similar to ([@8)), we have
d ok
— P Wl - Pw, (y1,---¥k)lo=0
do
(a)
= = (ux AWy, Wy, o Wy [Pw) + (ux Wy Wy, .. Wy, Al Pw)
+ (ux Wy Wy, - Wy Q)
(b)
= —clux Wy Wy, Wy [Pw) 4 (ux Wy Wy, _, ... Wy, Al Pw)
+ (ux Wy Wy, - Wy, (C/PW> — AlPw) + ( Z By) |PW>>
yeyY
©, (115)

Here, (a) follows from a derivation similar to ([@8). That is, we need to care about the
derivative of |Pw,). (b) follows from ([04) and (II2)), and (c) does from (II4). So, we
obtain (2).

(3) = (1): Assume (3). We define W’e Y in the same was as the proof of Theorem [2] So,
similar to the proof of Theorem [2 there exist an invertible map Ty on Vx and (By,y)yey €
La,w such that TyPw = Py, By, (VF(PW) (P) 4 Ker PFW [W]) C Ker P*W[W] and

-1
W) =Ty (Wy + Bo,,)Tp.
Choosing A and By in the same way as the proof of Theorem [2] we have
d

£W97y|9:0 = [Wy, Al 4+ By. (116)

Then, in the same way as the proof of Theorem [2] we obtain (I02). Thus, we obtain (1).
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C Proofs of Lemmas [I11] and [0l

To show Lemma [I1], we prepare Lemma I8l

Lemma 18 Let V1 be the direct sum space Va2 + Vs of two vector spaces V2 and Vs with the
condition VaNVs = {0}. Let V4 (V5) be a subspace of Vo (V3). Assume that a linear map o
(ae2) from Ve to Va (V3 ) satisfies that (1) o1 (V1)NVa = {0} and (2) az(Ker a1)NVs = {0}.
Define az(v) := a1(v) + a2(v). Then, az(V1) N (V4 + Vs) = {0}.

Proof of Lemma [I8 Assume that aq(vi) = va and a2(vi) = vs for vi € Vi, va € Vu,
and vs € Vs. Condition (1) implies that a1 (v1) = 0. So, v1 € Ker a;. Condition (2) and
az(v1) = vs yield that ag(vi) = vs = 0, which is the desired statement.

O

Proof of Lemmalll: Now, we check that the space spanned by g1, ..., §i,+1, has intersec-
tion {0} with N (Y x X2)w) + Npy, (¥ x X2)w) + N2((Y x X2?)w)). For this purpose,
we make preparation. We choose the matrix A as a diagonal matrix with diagonal entry
f(z). So, we have Wy(z|z')(f(z) — f(z')) = [Wy, A]. We can restrict function f so that
> f(z) = 0. Since NV x X)w) = {(f(x) — f(=') +c)zyz/} and (uX|A|uX) = 0, we have

Law + W N((Y x X*)w) = {(Wy)yep} + {(ay(A))yey|(ux|Alux) = 0} (117)

To prove the above issue, it is sufficient to show that a nonzero element of the space
spanned by §1,...,§,+1, s not contained in the space N'((Y x X2)w) + Na (Y x X2)w)).
If a non-zero element is contained in the space, its matrix components with y = yo,y1 are
given as those of the element of the space N((¥ x X2)w) + N2((Y x X2)w)). To deny
this statement, we regard g, ,, and g, ,, as elements of G({yo,y1}, X2). Then, due to (I17),
it is sufficient to show that the space spanned by g1,y -, 9d,yo> GLy1s-- > 9a2—dy, has
intersection {0} with the space {(ay, (A4), ay, (A))|{ux|Alux) = 0}. To show this statement,
we apply Lemma [I8 to the case when Vo2 and V3 are the set of traceless matrices, V4 is the
space spanned by g1,y4,---,Jd,y,, V5 is the space spanned by g1,y,,--- 1942 —d,y, > @118 the
map ay,, and and as is the map ay, . Since ay, is injective on {4 € M(Vx)|AT |uy) = 0}
whose dimension is the same as that of the image of oy, due to the construction of gj ),
we find that the map oy, satisfies the condition for a1. So, we obtain the desired statement.

O

Proof of Lemma[Il} Assume the condition [Wy,, A] = 0. Then, AT needs to has common
eigenvectors with Wy, . Due to the condition a’ # 0 for any j, the eigenspace of AT including
ux needs to be the whole space. So, AT is zero, which implies the condition (1) of Condition
E3.

Let A be an element of the kernel of the map A — ([Wy,, A],[Wy,,A]). Then, an
eigenspace of AT is spanned by a subset of {f;}. It also is spanned by a subset of {f/}. To
realize both conditions, the eigenspace needs to be the whole space. So, AT is zero, which
implies the condition (2) of Condition E3.

O
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