arXiv:2003.08544v2 [math.PR] 13 Oct 2020

EM algorithm for stochastic hybrid systems

Masaaki Fukasawa

Graduate School of Engineering Science
Osaka University

560-8531, Osaka, Japan

fukasawa@sigmath.es.osaka-u.ac.jp

Abstract

A stochastic hybrid system, also known as a switching diffusion, is a
continuous-time Markov process with state space consisting of discrete and
continuous parts. We consider parametric estimation of the Q matrix for the
discrete state transitions and of the drift coefficient for the diffusion part.
First, we derive the likelihood function under the complete observation of
a sample path in continuous-time. Then, extending a finite-dimensional
filter for hidden Markov models developed by Elliott et al. (Hidden Markov
Models, Springer, 1995) to stochastic hybrid systems, we derive the likeli-
hood function and the EM algorithm under a partial observation where the
continuous state is monitored continuously in time, while the discrete state
is unobserved.
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1 Introduction

A stochastic hybrid system (SHS, hereafter), also known as a switching diffu-
sion [5], is a continuous-time Markov process Z with state space S = {ey, ..., e} X
RY consisting of both discrete and continuous parts, namely, {ey, ..., e} and R4
respectively. The elements {e;} are, without loss of generality, specified as the
standard basis of R in this article. Denoting by (-, -) the inner product of RF or
RY, (e, ej) = 6ij, where 6;; is Kronecker’s delta. The discrete part of Z, denoted
by X, is a step process with state space {e;, ..., e} and “Q matrix” of the form
Q(Yy) = [gij(Y1)], where Y is the continuous part of Z. In other words,

P(Xin = €jlXs =€, Yy = y) = (6ji + q;i(y))h + o(h) (1)

ash — 0. Here, Q(vy) = [g;j(y)] is a Q matrix for each y, that is, gi(y) > 0 for j # i
and ). ji(y) = —qi(y) forall y € RY. The continuous part Y is defined as the
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solution of a stochastic differential equation
Y =uXY)+eW

on R? for some R?-valued function yu, where € > 0 and W is a d dimensional
Gaussian white noise. The generator £ of the Markov process Z = (X,Y) is
given by

k
Lf(ei,y) =, Vyfile, y) + %Gszf(é’i, y)+ Z(f(ejr y) = flei, y))ej, Qwen, (2)

=1

where V, and A, refer to the gradient and Laplacian operators respectively
with respect to the variable y.

There is a huge amount of literature on the analysis and applications of SHS.
Seee.g., [5,06,14}110,9]17] and the references therein. The author’s motivation
to study the SHS is its potential application to the analysis of certain single-
molecule dynamics which have several hidden states with the switching rates
depending on the (observable) position of the molecule [4]. In this article, our
aim is to construct an estimation algorithm for the Q matrix Q(y) = Q%(y) and
of the drift coefficient u(z) = p%(z) based on a continuous path of Y with X
unobserved.

Our problem is closely related to filtering. Indeed, when Q does not depend
on y, the system is a hidden Markov model, for which finite dimensional
filters are given by Wonham [15] and Elliott et al. [3]. Dembo and Zeitouni [2]
combined the filtering and the EM algorithm for parametric estimation under
partial observations. Although the general case of our interest is beyond the
framework of [2, 3], we observe in this article that the arguments in [2, 3] can
be extended.

A general theory of filtering, estimation and related stochastic analysis is
available in Liptser and Shiryaev [11] [12]. In general, an optimal filtering
equation is infinite dimensional, which hampers its direct use in practice. Finite
dimensional filters have been obtained in some cases (see Bain and Crisan [1])
including the hidden Markov model as mentioned above, of which the essential
property is that the state space of the hidden process is finite. The literature of
filtering is huge. Nevertheless, a filtering problem considers a signal (hidden)
process of which the law is determined irrespectively of an observable process.
On the other hand, our interest is in the case where a hidden process and an
observable process are coupled.

In Section 2, we describe the basic properties of SHS as the solution of a
martingale problem. In Section 3, we derive the likelihood function under
complete observations of both X and Y on a time interval [0, T]. In Section 4,
we consider the case where the discrete part X is unobservable, and construct
a finite dimensional filter extending [3]. In Section 5, using the finite dimen-
sional filter, we derive the likelihood function under the partial observation. In
Section 6, extending [2] 3], we construct the EM algorithm for an exponential
family under the partial observation.



2 A construction as a weak solution

Here we construct a SHS as a weak solution, that is, we construct a distribution
on the path space D([0, T]; S) which is a solution of the martingale problem with
the generator (2).

A direct application of Theorem (5.2) of Stroock [13] provides the following.
Theorem 2.1 Let u be a bounded Borel function and q;j, 1 < i,j < k be bounded

continuous functions. Then, for any z € S, there exists a unique probability measure
P, on D([0, T1; S) such that Zy = z and

t
£2Z) - fo LF(Z2)ds

is a martingale under P, for any f € Cg'”({el, oo ex X RY), where Z : t v~ Zy is the
canonical map on D([0, T]; S). Moreover, Z is a strong Markov process with {P_} es.

The uniqueness part of Theorem 2.1l is important in this article. For the exis-
tence, we give below an explicit construction, which plays a key role to solve a
filtering problem later.

First, we construct a SHS with u = 0 in a pathwise manner. Without loss of
generality, assume € = 1. Note that Y is then a d dimensional Brownian motion.
Let (Q, 7, P°) be a probability space on which a d dimensional Brownian motion
Y and an i.i.d. sequence of exponential random variables {E,} that is indepen-
dent of Y are defined. Conditionally on Y = {Y}};»0, a time-inhomogeneous
continuous-time Markov chain X with () is defined using the exponential
variables. More specifically, given Xy = e;, let

T1 = min T{, T{ = inf {t > 0;]; q;i(Ys)ds > Ej}

1<j<k

and X; = Xp for 0 <t < 11, X, = ¢y with | = argmin’ci. The construction goes
in a recursive manner; given X, = ¢;, let

¢
— i ) i .
Tyl = mlr}l< Torr Tpeq = inf {t > Tn,f g;i(Ys)ds > E,,k+j}
Tﬂ

1<j<

T =€y With | = argmin’ci .1 Properties of the
exponential distribution verifies the following lemma.

and X; = X;, for 7, <t < 1y41, X

Lemma 2.1 Assume q;j(y) is bounded and continuous in y € RY for each (i, j). Then,
P'(Xin = ¢j|X; = e, Y) = (6ji + 4i(Ye)h + o(h) ®)

and () with P = P°.



By Itd’s formula, for any f € Cg’z({el, ...,ex) X RY), we have

t+h

1 t+h
f(Xt+h/ Yt+h) = f(Xt/ Yt)+ <Vyf(X51 Ys)/ dYs> + 562 f Ayf(XSI Ys)ds
t t

) (X Y0 = f(Xen, YY),

t<s<t+h

from which together with (I) it follows

EO X /Y 1 X = i/Y = - ir
lim [f Keen, Yean)l thé’ r=yl—fle y)=£0f(ei,y),

where E? is the expectation under P° and £L°f = Lf with g = 0in @). Note
only this, we have also that

t
Uy = (X, Yy) - f LOf(X,, Ye)ds
0
is a martingale with respect to the filtration {F;} generated by Z = (X, Y). Even
more importantly, Lemma [2.Jlimplies the following.

Lemma 2.2 Under the same conditions of Lemmal2.1 for any function gonles, . .., e},

t
Vi g0 - [ £g00ds
0

is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration of X under the conditional proba-
bility measure given Y, where L°¢ = L0 f with f(x,y) = g(x). In particular,

t
o f Q(Y.)X.ds
0

is a martingale under the conditional probability measure P°(-|Y).

Remark 2.1 Lemma will be the key to extend a finite dimensional filter
developed in Chapter 8 of Elliott et al. [3]. The measure P° corresponds to P
in Chapter 8 of [3], under which X and Y are independent. In our framework,
when Q depends on y, they are not independent anymore but still, Y is a
Brownian motion. This, together with the martingale property in Lemma
enables us to compute conditional expectations in Theorem .| below.

Now we construct a SHS for a general bounded Borel function u. Let

1 (T 1 (T
AT=exp{€—2 fo (X, Y0, dY) = 5 fo |u<xt,m|2dt}. @)

By the boundedness of u, Novikov’s conditions is satisfied and so, A is an
{F:}-martingale under P°. Therefore,

ar
dpo
defines a probability space (Q2, ¥, P).

= At



Theorem 2.2 Let Q = [g;;] be a Q matrix-valued bounded continuous function and
u be an R¥-valued bounded Borel function. Under P, Z = (X,Y) is a Markov process
with generator ). Further for any f € Cg’z({el, ., el X RY),

uf = f(Zt)—foﬁf(Zs)dS

is an {F;} martingale.

Proof: By the Bayes formula,

EO[ATf(ZHh)WTt] 0 At+h
i = B S

E[f(Zen)Fe] =

Since

At+h el Z dY 1 o Z Zd
A —exp{z t <#( s)s s)‘@jg IH( sl S}

and Z is Markov under P°, E[f(Zu)IFi] = E[f(Zin)lZ4], meaning that it is
Markov under P as well. By Itd’s formula,

1
dAt = ZAt[J(Zt)dYt
and
t+h t+h 0
N f(Zin) = Mef(Zy) + f f(Zs)dAs + f As_dus’f
t t
t+h t+h
+ f AsLOf(Zs)ds + f A, Vy fY(Zs)ds.
t t
Therefore,

t+h t+h
Al = AU + f UldA, + f As-duy’,
t t

meaning that AU/ is a martingale under P°. The Bayes formula then implies
that U/ is a martingale under P. In particular, the generator is given by L. ////

Corollary 2.1 Under the same condition of Theorem

t
Vt = Xt - f Q(Ys)Xst
0

is an {F;}-martingale.

By the uniqueness result of Theorem [2.]] the law of Z under P coincides
with P, with z = Z,.



Remark 2.2 An extension to the case where € depends on Y is straightforward
under the nondegeneracy of € and the well-posedness of the SDE

dYt = G(Y, t)th

(but with more tedious expressions). The key of our framework is the existence
of an equivalent measure under which the law of Y is uniquely determined
irrespectively of X. This property admits not only (1) but also (), which as we
will see is sufficient to follow the arguments in Elliott et al. [3] to derive a finite
dimensional filter. Therefore the case where € depends on X is fundamentally
different.

3 The likelihood under complete observations

Here we consider a statistical model {P?}geo and derive the likelihood under
complete observation of a sample path Z = (X, Y) on a time interval [0, T]. For
each 0 € ®, P? denotes the distribution on D([0, T]; S) induced by a Markov
process Z with generator

k
1
L fleiy) = 1, Vyf)ei y) + 5€ Ay flei, y) + Z(f(ej, y) = flei e, Qe
=1
where 19 is a family of R%-valued bounded Borel functions and Q% = [‘71'9]'] isa

family of Q matrix-valued bounded continuous functions. Note that € > 0 is
almost surely identified from a path of Y by computing its quadratic variation.
It is therefore assumed to be known hereafter. With a slight abuse of notation,
we will use P? also to mean P (that is, the probability measure on (, not on
D([0, T]; S)) when the true parameter is 6 (that is, when P? = PoZ™! with u = u®
and Q = QY. We assume that the initial distribution P? o Z;! is known and
does not depend on 6.

Theorem 3.1 Let 6,0y € © and assume that
95(y) 4 W)
ye s ye
95 (¥) 95

are bounded for each (i, j), where 0/0 = 1. Then, P® is equivalent to P%, and the log
likelihood

dp?
Lr(6, 09) := log W({Zt}te[o,ﬂ)

is given by

L (6,6 —Z le q?i(yt)dNﬁ fT 00Y,) = g (Y))(X,, e;)dt
(6, 6p) = - o og q?,-“(Yt) P o (q]‘i( t)_q]‘,'( Xy, e

T T
5 [ W -ur@navy- o [l - e,
€ Jo 2e? Jy
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where N'* is the counting process of the transition from e; to e;:

N = fo (X, )e;, dXs). 5)

Proof: A general representation of the density process can be found in Theorem
IIL1.5.19 of Jacod and Shiryaev [8]. For such a specific model as ours, a direct
derivation is more elementary. It is standard but here given for the readers’
convenience. Let

Ji _ q]l Jji _ 90 .
LT - 1 0og N (q,;(Yt '1' (Yt))<Xt/ €1>dt

6(](
and
1 T 1 T
L) = - f Wo(Zy) — p®(Zy),dYsy - Py f (18 (Z)? = [u®(Z)P)dt
€2 Jo 2¢e? Jo

1 T 1 T
-2 fo U020~ W20, Y, ~ 2D ~ fo 1Z0) - uO(Z)Pdt.

By Itd’s formula,

exp{Ly} = 1- fo explL] 1 q(Ye) — g (Y))(Xs, eddt + ) (explL'} - explL] )

O<t<t

. (%Y )
=1+ f exp{Lﬂ}[q” : ][de 45 (Y1) (Xt,el)dt]
0

AN = P (Y)(Xe, e)dt = (Xio, e, dX; = Q™ (Y Xidlb). (6)

Therefore, by Corollary 2.1} exp{L/’} and exp{L’} are orthogonal local mar-

tingales under P%. The assumed boundedness further implies that they are

martingales. This implies that & := exp{L;(6, O)} is a martingale under P%.
Define U/ by

t
uy’ = f(z) - f(Zo) - fo L9f(Z)ds

for f € C)*. If U/ is a martingale under P%, it means that U%/ is a martingale
under the probability measure P’ defined by

dQ
dP%

If this is true for any f, P’ is the solution of the martingale problem with respect
to the generator LY and so, by Theorem 1] P’ = P? and we get the result.

=&r.



Therefore it only remains to show that EU%f is a martingale under P% for any
fe Cg’z. By Itd’s formula,

sul = fo Edu’ + j; U’ dg, + fo EuO -,V f)(Zdt+ Y AsAU;

0<t<t
and
0
q ‘i(Yt) i ..
AE; = &, Z{ Ty NN, AU = (X, Y) = f(Xie, Y.
i#] ‘1]1 ( t)
Since
0
q (Yt) i i
AatAut@’f =& Z [qé;(yt) -1 (Nf - N{_)(f(ej, Yi) — f(ei, Y1),
i#] ji
we have
Y asau”
0<t<rt
0
T qz(Yt) i
- fo & Z[ éo(y - (f(ej, Y1) = f(e;, Yi)dN!
i#] ji t

4 q7:(Y) .
= f af_Z[ o —1]<f(ej,yf>—f(ei,n»[dN{ — 7YX, e)dt]
0 i#] ‘1], (Yt)
* fo & ) (45000 = g (000) (fes, Yo) = flei, YO)(Xi el
i#]

Consequently, we have
‘J?,-(Yt)

& = f AU’ + f ul’de,
0 0
[ GU(Y ) - 1J (f(e]/ Yt) - f(ei/ Yt))[le{l _ q?iO(Yt)<th ei>dt]l
t

L X

i#]
which is a martingale under po by (6). /1]
Theorem[B.I|provides a starting point of asymptotic theories. Let us discuss

briefly the large sample asymptotics T — oo as an example. Assume © C R”
and the maps 6 — u%and 0 — QY = [qf’j] are regular enough. Denote by (1% and

q?j their derivatives in 0. For 67 = 0y + uT~/2, u € R", by the Taylor expansion,



we have

T
1 f 91(Y;) = g% (Y )X, er)dt
fo °® q]fm) i (X0 =0 ()X

T qHT(Y) i e 1 (T ?,7 6
j(; log 90( Y [dN}y =g, (Yo (Xt endt] = 5 j(; log QP(Y) q; (Vi) (X, eidt
1T i o 1 (7 K0P
~ ﬁ‘f; ‘7;}1-0 (YOIAN, =g (Yi)(Xy, endt] — ﬁj; T(Yt)<Xt/ez>dt

and
T
é j; <u9T(Zt)—u9°(zt),dYt>—— f (uo"(ZpP = [u®Z)P)dt

1 T
=2 f W2 = p?(20),dYs = u(Z)dt) - 55 f 1 (Z0) = pzorat
0 0

dy; - yQO(Zt)dt>

' - 6o 1 ' - 0o 2
(@, - 5T fo [, 4™(Ze) Pt

1
eNT
Therefore, under the ergodic property (see Yin and Zhu [17]):

6o |2

fﬂ(uq)
T Jo q

Ji

=00 |2

(<
(Y)(Xi, e)dt — f ()x, edm(dx, dy),

T
% fo u, 1% (Ze))Pdt — f [, 1% P(x, y)m(dx, dy),

the martingale central limit theorem implies the Local Asymptotic Normality
(LAN) property:

Lo(0r, 00) = (,N) = 3w, 100y, N ~ N(O,100),

where

Go(qeo)J_
100 = [ Y, o0 + Sat @ @ e, dy)

i#]

and 7 is the ergodic distribution. Under the non-degeneracy of 1(6y), the LAN
implies the asymptotic efficiency of a Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE),
with asymptotic variance 1(6y)7!; see Ibragimov and Has'minskii [7] for the
detail.



4 A finite-dimensional filter

Here we extend the filtering theory of hidden Markov models developed in
Chapter 8 of Elliott et al. [3] to the SHS

dX; = Q(Yt)Xtdt + th,
dYt = ,U(Xt/ Yt)dt + det,

where V is an {f;}-martingale (recall Corollary R2.I). Denoting (e;, ui(ej, y)) =
cij(y), C(y) = [cij(y)], we can write u(Xs, Ys) = C(Y5)X;. In this section we as-
sume we observe only a continuous sample path Y on a time interval [0, T]
while X is hidden. The system is a hidden Markov model in [3] when both
Q and p do not depend on Y. By the dependence, V is not independent of
W and so, it is beyond the framework of [3]. We however show in this and
the next sections that the results in Chapter 8 of [3] remain valid. Namely, a
finite-dimensional filter and the EM algorithm can be constructed for the SHS.
A key for this is Lemma

Denote by 7 the natural filtration of Y. The filtering problem is to infer
X from the observation of Y, that is, to compute E[XtITtY]. The smoothing
problem is to compute E[X;[#'] for t < T. Denote E'[H] = E°[H|F,"] for a given
integrable random variable H, where E' is the expectation under P° in Section 2.
For a given process H, the Bayes formula gives

E9[AH]
E%[A

where A is defined by @). Theorem .2 below shows that both the numera-
tor and denominator of (7) for H; = X; can be computed by solving a linear
equation.

Theorem 4.1 Under the same conditions of Theorem[2.2 if H is of the form
dH; = adt + (B, dX;) + (6, dYy), 8)

where a, B, 6 are bounded predictable processes, then

E[HIF,] = ?)

t
EAH] =Hy + f (COYEYAH.X] + CEY[AS,], dYs)
0
t ©)
b [ BN+ ENAEL QU] + ENALD, COVXods
0

Proof: 1td’s formula gives
t t t
AH; = Hy + f H,_dA, +f AydH; + f Ns(bs, H(Zs))ds.
0 0 0

Take the conditional expectation under P° given F," to get (@). Here, we have
used the fact that Y/e is a d dimensional Brownian motion under P° as well as
Lemma I

10



Theorem 4.2 Under the same conditions of Theorem

t t
E?[AtXt]=X0+é f diag(E2[AsX1)C(Ys)HdYs + f Q(Y5)E[AsX]ds  (10)
0 0

and
1 t
BN = @ EIAXD =1+ 5 [(COOBIAXLAY). D
Proof: Foreachi=1,...,k let H; = (¢;, X;) in (@) to get
(ei, EY[AX4])
1 ¢
= (e, Xo) + ) f (i, EALAXI(C(Ys)ei, dYs) + f (ei, Q(Y5)EJ[AsX;]yds,
0 0
which is equivalent to (I0). Here we have used that (e;, Xs)Xs = (e;, X;)e;. The
first identity of (IT) is by (1, X;) = 1. To get the second identity, use the first and
(10), or alternatively, let H; = 1 in (). i

The smoothing problem is also solved as follows.

Theorem 4.3 Under the same conditions of Theorem 22 fort>1,
t
EYAX:] = E A X ] + % f diag(EX[AsX)C(Ys)*dYs.

Proof: Let Hy = {e;, Xiar) in () to get

t
(ei, E?[AtXT]> = (e;, EQ[ATXT]> + é f (ei, E(S)[ASXT]><C(YS)eiI dyY;)

fort > 1. 1/

5 The likelihood under partial observations

Here we consider again the parametric family {P?} introduced in Section 3. We
assume that a continuous sample path Y is observed on a time interval [0, T]
while X is hidden. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem [3.1] the law of
Y under P? is equivalent to that under P% and the log likelihood function is
given by

LY(6,60) = log E™ [ T |TY] (12)
’ dpol” T |’

A MLE is therefore given by

0 = argmax,gL" (0, 0).

11



Note that O does not depend on the choice of 6y because by the Bayes formula,
dp% dp° dp
dPo: dp% dPé:
=L"(6,61) — LY (60, 1)

LY(0, 0o) = log E® [

\7_-]}/] - logEQ1 [

Y
Tr ] (13)

for any 6, € ©.
Here we show that the likelihood function can be obtained as a solution of
a linear filtering equation. Let

dpo

H=-_
£ apo s,

= exp(L(0, 09)).
By Theorem[3.1] we have
dH; = H {(R%P0(Yp)X,, dX; — Q™(Yy)Xidt)
+ é((c"(yt) = CP(Yp)X;, dY, — CH(Yy)Xdh),
where

i L
5 (Y) =1, i#
ROM () =[], ey = {a J

0, i=j.
The likelihood function under the partial observation of {Y¢}so,r] is given by
ES[ArHr]
exp(LY(0, 0y)) = E? |Hp|FY | = —. (14)
F 17 | = =

Both the numerator and denominator are computed as follows.

Theorem 5.1 Under the same conditions of Theorem[3.] for t € [0, T],
1 [
EJIAH] = (L EJIAHX) =1+ fo (COYQEAAH,X],dY,)  (15)

and
E[AH; X(]

LI - 0y L 00y \E (16)
= Xo+ = | diag(EIAHXDC(Y) dY,+ | QY ENAH.X.]ds.
0 0

Proof: Since

k
AH(ei, AX;) = Hi- ) (Xio, enr'7 ™ (Yi)(ej, AXi)ei, AX;)
jl=1

k k
= Hy 3= ) (X ey (V) e AXp) + Y (Xom, enry P (Yi)ei, AXi)
]':1 =1

= Hy {~(Xee, e)(ROP X, AXy) + (e, RV )X, Xei, AX)),

12



applying Theorem BT with

1
ay = —(e;, X;)H; {(Re’eo(yt)Xt, Q% (Y1) Xy + Z«C@(yt) - Ch(Y )X, Ceo(Yt)XD},
Bt = Hi—e; + Hy_(e;, R%%(Y)) X;-)ei,
1
5 = g<ei, XOH(CO(Y;) = Co(Y)) X,
we obtain, using (e;, Xs)Xs = {e;, X;)e; again and again,

(ei, EA[AHX:])

e X+ & fo (e ENLAHXIXC (Y, dY:)

+ fo t EJ[Asas] + EJIA(Bs, Q% (Y:)Xso)] + EJ[As(0s, C* (Y5)X,)]ds
e X0+ fo (e ENLAH X IXC (Y, V)

- fo (RO, e, QO(Y.)eer, ENLAH, X, ]ds

t
. f EVLAH((e;, QP(Yo)Xe) + (e, R¥P(Yo) Xo)(ei, Q7 (Y. X)) .
0

Since

ROP(Ye;, Q7 (Yo)er) = Z; ) = Y = a0 = ~(af — g)(Y)
= JFL

and

(i, R%®(Y4) XX ei, QP (Vo) Xs)

k
= Y Gei RYO(Yo)e e, Q™ (Yo)e) ey, X.)

=1

= Y (e (Q7(YD) — QP(Yo))e) (e, X

j#i
= (e, (Q°(Y)) = QP (Y)X) = (g5(Y1) — g5 (Yo))ei, Xs),

we conclude the linear equation
1 t
(ei, E{[AH:Xi]) = (ei, Xo) + 2 f (ei, EJLASH X I(CP (Ys)ei, dY)
0

t
+ f (ei, QY(Y5)EY[AH X, ])ds,
0

which is equivalent to [6). Then, (I5) follows from (1, X;) = 1. i

13



Corollary 5.1 Let LY (6, 0y) be the log likelihood function defined by (12, and
i = Bl @]

Then,
1 T
LY(9,90)=; f (pf - ﬁf°,dYt>—— f |af2 — |a% 2dt
0

1 T
_Zf (B - A, - ) - f ¢ - pf*Pdt.
0

Proof:  First we should note that this representation is valid in a more general
framework than the stochastic hybrid system. Indeed, by Theorem 7.12 of
Liptser and Shiryaev [11],

Wt = % {Yt —f }ledS}

is an {ﬁy}—Brownian motion under P?. Since

dy; = pfdt + edW,, (17)

the result follows from the Girsanov-Maruyama theorem. Here we derive it as
a corollary of Theorem 5.1l By ([I4), we have

LY(6, 0o) = log ES[ArHr] — log ES[A7],

and by It6’s formula and ([5),

EY[AH X EOTAHLX 1P
dlog EO[A Ht] = Ce( )M L) = L CG(Y)M
EJ[A:H;] 2¢? EO[AH;]

1
= §<C9(Y)E9[thﬁy]dYt - @ICG(Y)EQ[XtITtY]IZdt-
Similarly, we obtain
1 1
dlog E{[A/] = g(Ce"(Y)EQ"[XtIﬁY]dYt - EICGO(Y)EQ"[XtIﬁY]IZdt
and conclude the result. Yl

By (13), @6), (D), and
G

(1, X7)

= CO(YH)EY[XIF ] = CO(Y)) , X0 = EV[AH X,
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we observe that our model is translated to a path-dependent diffusion model
0
t

(1, X7)

dy, = () dt + edW;,

dX? = Q%yy)Xfdt + édiag(Xf)Ce(Yt)ldYt.

This representation would serve as a starting point of a theory of asymptotic
statistics, which however remains for future research. In particular, specifica-
tions of an appropriate ergodicity condition, an identifiability condition, and
the asymptotic variance of a MLE remain open. Nevertheless, having the com-
plete observation counterpart in our mind (see Section 3), it would be natural
to expect a MLE to work reasonably well also under the partial observation. In
the sequel, we focus on a computational issue of a MLE.
An apparent computational problem to obtain a MLE:

6= argmaxseeLY(Q, o) = argmax, g1, X?)

is that the associated numerical maximization is time-consuming, due to that
the evaluation of the objective function requires to solve a different filtering
equation for each 0. For some cases however an efficient algorithm is available
as will be seen in the next section.

6 The EM algorithm

The EM algorithm is a well-known technique which is often useful when a
likelihood function is not easily computable. Let us recall the idea of the EM
algorithm. Let

. dp?
Q©",0) = E [1og W|¢TY] .
By Jensen'’s inequality and (13),

dp?¥

Q(G*, 9) < log Es [W

7 ] =LY(07,0) = L'(6",00) —L"(0,00),  (18)

which means that the sequence defined by

Ons1 = argmaxge@Q(er Gn)

makes LY(0,, 6p) increasing. Under an appropriate condition the sequence {6, }
converges to a MLE 0, for which we refer to Wu [16]. See also Dembo and
Zeitouni [2]]. As easily seen from (18), a MLE is a stationary point of the EM
algorithm in general. However in general, there might be many stationary
points other than a MLE and so, as in many other optimization problems, one
would need to examine results with various initial parameters 0.
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The EM algorithm is particularly effective when the statistical model in
question is an exponential family under complete observations. Let us consider
the case where Q%(y) = [q?l.(y)] and C(y) are of the form

L
75 = 90w, 1@ =) PO @)
=1

for some functions ¢j;, ) : ® — R and k X k Q-matrix Q°(y) = [q?l.(y)] and

p':S+—RY1=1,...L. The log likelihood under the complete observation (see
Theorem[3.T)) is then

_ i pi®) ( i) ) f 60y 1o, }
LT(G, 90) - ;j {NT lOg (P]I(QO) g011(60) 1 0 qﬂ (Yt)<el/ Xt>dt

1 ¢ T
+ 35 20O = pion) [z, avi- uzpdny
=1

_1
2¢?

L T
3 (6 = PO (©) = PO [ (2, izt

IL,m=1

The statistical model under the complete observation is then an exponential
family with sufficient statistics

B T T T
Np [ e xod, [l dvi-p@adn, [ e, i

Under the partial observation, in terms of the EM algorithm, the Expectation
step amounts to filtering the sufficient statistics under P%:

Q(6, 60)
Y o N 1 10g 2O _(W@) ,
-y {E IN7177Tog 65 = rtny

i#]

T
et [ e, xanr1}
1y g
* 35 1 W0) ~ pENEN [ (2, avi - @i
=1

L T
~ oo Y (i(6) ~ PO n(®) ~ n(E)E] fo W2, p" @)

I,m=1

and the Maximization step is the same exercise as finding a MLE for an expo-
nential family. The filtering equations to solve are as follows.

Theorem 6.1 Under the same condition of Theorem B} for each i,j = 1,...,k and
Ilm=1,...,L,
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E°[A7N]]
E°[A7]
and F; := E?[AtNZiXt] is the solution of

EO[NIIFY] = , ES[ATNIT = (1, EQ[ATN]X1])

¢ t
thé f diag(Fs)C%(Y,)*dYs + f Q% (Y;)Fsds
0 0 19)

t
+efj; q?io(Ys)@irE(s)[ASXSDdS'

T T
£V [ qpnten Xodn ) = L Ear [ qbone Xod),
0 0

ES[Ar]

T T
ES[Ar f 45 (Yo)ei, Xe)dt] = (1, EQ[ArXr f 43 (Yo)ei, Xp)dt])
0 0
and

¢
i BN, [ (e, X0
0
is the solution of
1 t
P [ diagrachorars [ Qhororas
0 0

t
+eif q?,‘o(ysxei/Eg[AsXs])ds-
0

T
B[z, v - w@pdnir ]
0

1 T
) %ngfo (W2, dY: = p®(Z)dh),

T
E[Ar f W2, dY, — u(Z)d)]
0

T
- (1, E[Ar Xy f W2, Y - u(Z0)dey])
0

and ,
F; := E)[AsX; f W(Zs),dYs — u%(Zs)ds)]
0

17



is the solution of
1 t t
thg f diag(Fs)C%(Y;)*dY; + f Q%(Y,)F,ds
0 0
t
+ f diag(EX[AsXs])CI(Ys) dYs,
0

where C'(y) = [c}], c,(y) = (ei, ' (y, ¢))).

4.
0, g ! Y 1 0 ! !
EO fo W) @A) = B fo W2, (2],
T T
E)[Ar fo Wz, 1" (2] = (1, BN ArXy fo W20, 1" (Z)dil)
and

t
F;:= E?[AtthWl(Zs)/ u"(Zs))ds]
0
is the solution of
1 t
P [ diagFacthorars [ Qhororas
0 0
t
+fdiag(ES[AsXs])Dl'm(Ys)ds'
0

where D' (y) = diag({'(e1, y), W™ (e1, ), - - -, W (ex, v), ™ (ex, Y)))-

Proof: For 1., let H; = {e,, Xt)N{i and apply Theorem 41l with @ = 6 = 0 and
Bt = ajer, Xi-Yej + NI’ e, to obtain

. 1 t ”
(e BIANIXD = 2 [ e AN (Y 0Y.)
0

t . t
+ f (ea, QP (YS)EA[ANL X 1)ds + 84 f q;}f(ys)@i, E2[AsX,])ds,
0 0
which is equivalent to ([19). Here, we have used that

dH; = (es, Xi-)AN] + N7 (e, dX0) + (eq, AX)AN
= Ngi<€g, dXt> + 6aj<ei/ Xt—><eji dXt)

The rest is similar and so omitted. 1/

Contflict of Interest : The author states that there is no conflict of interest.
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