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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.

Keywords: partial observation; filtering; stochastic hybrid system.

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 = {e1, . . . , ek}×
R

d consisting of both discrete and continuous parts, namely, {e1, . . . , ek} and Rd

respectively. The elements {ei} are, without loss of generality, specified as the
standard basis of Rk in this article. Denoting by 〈·, ·〉 the inner product of Rk or
R

d, 〈ei, e j〉 = δi j, where δi j is Kronecker’s delta. The discrete part of Z, denoted
by X, is a step process with state space {e1, . . . , ek} and “Q matrix” of the form
Q(Yt) = [qi j(Yt)], where Y is the continuous part of Z. In other words,

P(Xt+h = e j|Xt = ei,Yt = y) = (δ ji + q ji(y))h+ o(h) (1)

as h→ 0. Here, Q(y) = [qi j(y)] is a Q matrix for each y, that is, q ji(y) ≥ 0 for j , i

and
∑

j,i q ji(y) = −qii(y) for all y ∈ Rd. The continuous part Y is defined as the
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solution of a stochastic differential equation

Ẏ = µ(X,Y) + ǫẆ

on Rd for some Rd-valued function µ, where ǫ > 0 and Ẇ is a d dimensional
Gaussian white noise. The generator L of the Markov process Z = (X,Y) is
given by

L f (ei, y) = 〈µ,∇y f 〉(ei, y) +
1

2
ǫ2∆y f (ei, y) +

k
∑

j=1

( f (e j, y) − f (ei, y))〈e j,Q(y)ei〉, (2)

where ∇y and ∆y 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.
See e.g., [5, 6, 14, 10, 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) = Qθ(y) and
of the drift coefficient µ(z) = µθ(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



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 µ be a bounded Borel function and qi j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k be bounded
continuous functions. Then, for any z ∈ S, there exists a unique probability measure
Pz on D([0,T]; S) such that Z0 = z and

f (Zt) −
∫ t

0

L f (Zs)ds

is a martingale under Pz for any f ∈ C0,∞
0

({e1, . . . , ek} ×Rd), where Z : t 7→ Zt is the
canonical map on D([0,T]; S). Moreover, Z is a strong Markov process with {Pz}z∈S.

The uniqueness part of Theorem 2.1 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 µ = 0 in a pathwise manner. Without loss of
generality, assume ǫ = 1. Note that Y is then a d dimensional Brownian motion.
Let (Ω,F ,P0) be a probability space on which a d dimensional Brownian motion
Y and an i.i.d. sequence of exponential random variables {En} that is indepen-
dent of Y are defined. Conditionally on Y = {Yt}t≥0, a time-inhomogeneous
continuous-time Markov chain X with (1) is defined using the exponential
variables. More specifically, given X0 = ei, let

τ1 = min
1≤ j≤k

τ
j

1
, τ

j

1
= inf

{

t > 0;

∫ t

0

q ji(Ys)ds > E j

}

and Xt = X0 for 0 ≤ t < τ1, Xτ1
= eJ with J = argminτ

j

1
. The construction goes

in a recursive manner; given Xτn
= ei, let

τn+1 = min
1≤ j≤k

τ
j

n+1
, τ

j

n+1
= inf

{

t > τn;

∫ t

τn

q ji(Ys)ds > Enk+ j

}

and Xt = Xτn
for τn ≤ t < τn+1, Xτn+1

= eJ with J = argminτ
j

n+1
. Properties of the

exponential distribution verifies the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1 Assume qi j(y) is bounded and continuous in y ∈ Rd for each (i, j). Then,

P0(Xt+h = e j|Xt = ei,Y) = (δ ji + q ji(Yt))h + o(h) (3)

and (1) with P = P0.

3



By Itô’s formula, for any f ∈ C0,2
b

({e1, . . . , ek} ×Rd), we have

f (Xt+h,Yt+h) = f (Xt,Yt)+

∫ t+h

t

〈∇y f (Xs,Ys),dYs〉 +
1

2
ǫ2

∫ t+h

t

∆y f (Xs,Ys)ds

+
∑

t<s≤t+h

( f (Xs,Ys) − f (Xs−,Ys)),

from which together with (1) it follows

lim
h→0

E0[ f (Xt+h,Yt+h)|Xt = ei,Yt = y] − f (ei, y)

h
= L0 f (ei, y),

where E0 is the expectation under P0 and L0 f = L f with µ = 0 in (2). Note
only this, we have also that

U
0, f
t := f (Xt,Yt) −

∫ t

0

L0 f (Xs,Ys)ds

is a martingale with respect to the filtration {Ft} generated by Z = (X,Y). Even
more importantly, Lemma 2.1 implies the following.

Lemma 2.2 Under the same conditions of Lemma 2.1, for any function g on {e1, . . . , ek},

V
0,g
t := g(Xt) −

∫ t

0

L0 g(Xs)ds

is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration of X under the conditional proba-
bility measure given Y, where L0g = L0 f with f (x, y) = g(x). In particular,

Xt −
∫ t

0

Q(Ys)Xsds

is a martingale under the conditional probability measure P0(·|Y).

Remark 2.1 Lemma 2.2 will be the key to extend a finite dimensional filter
developed in Chapter 8 of Elliott et al. [3]. The measure P0 corresponds to P̄
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 2.2,
enables us to compute conditional expectations in Theorem 4.1 below.

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

ΛT = exp

{

1

ǫ2

∫ T

0

〈µ(Xt,Yt),dYt〉 −
1

2ǫ2

∫ T

0

|µ(Xt,Yt)|2dt

}

. (4)

By the boundedness of µ, Novikov’s conditions is satisfied and so, Λ is an
{Ft}-martingale under P0. Therefore,

dP

dP0
= ΛT

defines a probability space (Ω,FT,P).
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Theorem 2.2 Let Q = [qi j] be a Q matrix-valued bounded continuous function and

µ be an Rd-valued bounded Borel function. Under P, Z = (X,Y) is a Markov process

with generator (2). Further for any f ∈ C0,2
b

({e1, . . . , ek} ×Rd),

U
f
t := f (Zt) −

∫ t

0

L f (Zs)ds

is an {Ft} martingale.

Proof: By the Bayes formula,

E[ f (Zt+h)|Ft] =
E0[ΛT f (Zt+h)|Ft]

E0[ΛT|Ft]
= E0

[

Λt+h

Λt
f (Zt+h)|Ft

]

.

Since
Λt+h

Λt
= exp

{

1

ǫ2

∫ t+h

t

〈µ(Zs),dYs〉 −
1

2ǫ2

∫ t+h

t

|µ(Zs)|2ds

}

and Z is Markov under P0, E[ f (Zt+h)|Ft] = E[ f (Zt+h)|Zt], meaning that it is
Markov under P as well. By Itô’s formula,

dΛt =
1

ǫ2
Λtµ(Zt)dYt

and

Λt+h f (Zt+h) = Λt f (Zt) +

∫ t+h

t

f (Zs)dΛs +

∫ t+h

t

Λs−dU
0, f
s

+

∫ t+h

t

ΛsL0 f (Zs)ds +

∫ t+h

t

Λs〈µ,∇y f 〉(Zs)ds.

Therefore,

Λt+hU
f

t+h
= ΛtU

f
t +

∫ t+h

t

U
f
s dΛs +

∫ t+h

t

Λs−dU
0, f
s ,

meaning that ΛU f is a martingale under P0. The Bayes formula then implies
that U f is a martingale under P. In particular, the generator is given by L. ////

Corollary 2.1 Under the same condition of Theorem 2.2,

Vt := Xt −
∫ t

0

Q(Ys)Xsds

is an {Ft}-martingale.

By the uniqueness result of Theorem 2.1, the law of Z under P coincides
with Pz with z = Z0.
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Remark 2.2 An extension to the case where ǫ depends on Y is straightforward
under the nondegeneracy of ǫ and the well-posedness of the SDE

dYt = ǫ(Y, t)dWt

(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 (3), 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 ǫ depends on X is fundamentally
different.

3 The likelihood under complete observations

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

Lθ f (ei, y) = 〈µθ,∇y f 〉(ei, y) +
1

2
ǫ2∆y f (ei, y) +

k
∑

j=1

( f (e j, y) − f (ei, y))〈e j,Q
θ(y)ei〉,

where µθ is a family of Rd-valued bounded Borel functions and Qθ = [qθ
i j

] is a

family of Q matrix-valued bounded continuous functions. Note that ǫ > 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 Pθ also to mean P (that is, the probability measure on Ω, not on
D([0,T]; S)) when the true parameter is θ (that is, when Pθ = P◦Z−1 with µ = µθ

and Q = Qθ). We assume that the initial distribution Pθ ◦ Z−1
0 is known and

does not depend on θ.

Theorem 3.1 Let θ, θ0 ∈ Θ and assume that

y 7→
qθ

i j
(y)

qθ0

i j
(y)
, y 7→

qθ0

i j
(y)

qθ
i j

(y)

are bounded for each (i, j), where 0/0 = 1. Then, Pθ is equivalent to Pθ0 , and the log
likelihood

LT(θ, θ0) := log
dPθ

dPθ0
({Zt}t∈[0,T])

is given by

LT(θ, θ0) =
∑

i, j















∫ T

0

log
qθ

ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)

dN
ji
t −

∫ T

0

(qθji(Yt) − qθ0

ji
(Yt))〈Xt, ei〉dt















+
1

ǫ2

∫ T

0

〈µθ(Zt) − µθ0 (Zt),dYt〉 −
1

2ǫ2

∫ T

0

(|µθ(Zt)|2 − |µθ0(Zt)|2)dt,
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where N ji is the counting process of the transition from ei to e j:

N
ji
t =

∫ t

0

〈Xs−, ei〉〈e j,dXs〉. (5)

Proof: A general representation of the density process can be found in Theorem
III.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

L
ji
τ =

∫ τ

0

log
qθ

ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)

dN
ji
t −

∫ τ

0

(qθji(Yt) − qθ0

ji
(Yt))〈Xt, ei〉dt

and

L0
τ =

1

ǫ2

∫ τ

0

〈µθ(Zt) − µθ0 (Zt),dYt〉 −
1

2ǫ2

∫ τ

0

(|µθ(Zt)|2 − |µθ0(Zt)|2)dt

=
1

ǫ2

∫ τ

0

〈µθ(Zt) − µθ0 (Zt),dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt〉 − 1

2ǫ2

∫ τ

0

|µθ(Zt) − µθ0(Zt)|2dt.

By Itô’s formula,

exp{L ji
τ } = 1 −

∫ τ

0

exp{L ji
t }(q

θ
ji(Yt) − qθ0

ji
(Yt))〈Xt, ei〉dt +

∑

0<t≤τ
(exp{L ji

t } − exp{L ji
t−})

= 1 +

∫ τ

0

exp{L ji
t−}

















qθ
ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)
− 1

















[

dN
ji
t − qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt

]

and by (5),

dN
ji
t − qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt = 〈Xt−, ei〉〈e j,dXt −Qθ0(Yt)Xtdt〉. (6)

Therefore, by Corollary 2.1, exp{L ji} and exp{L0} are orthogonal local mar-
tingales under Pθ0 . The assumed boundedness further implies that they are
martingales. This implies that Et := exp{Lt(θ, θ0)} is a martingale under Pθ0 .

Define Uθ, f by

U
θ, f
t = f (Zt) − f (Z0) −

∫ t

0

Lθ f (Zs)ds

for f ∈ C0,2
b

. If EUθ, f is a martingale under Pθ0 , it means that Uθ, f is a martingale
under the probability measure P′ defined by

dQ

dPθ0
= ET.

If this is true for any f , P′ is the solution of the martingale problem with respect
to the generator Lθ and so, by Theorem 2.1, P′ = Pθ and we get the result.
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Therefore it only remains to show that EUθ, f is a martingale under Pθ0 for any

f ∈ C0,2
b

. By Itô’s formula,

EτUθ, f
τ =

∫ τ

0

EtdU
θ, f
t +

∫ τ

0

U
θ, f
t dEt+

∫ τ

0

Et〈µθ−µθ0 ,∇y f 〉(Zt)dt+
∑

0<t≤τ
∆Et∆U

θ, f
t

and

∆Et = Et−
∑

i, j

















qθ
ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)
− 1

















(N
ji
t −N

ji
t−), ∆U

θ, f
t = f (Xt,Yt) − f (Xt−,Yt).

Since

∆Et∆U
θ, f
t = Et−

∑

i, j

















qθ
ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)
− 1

















(N
ji
t −N

ji
t−)( f (e j,Yt) − f (ei,Yt)),

we have
∑

0<t≤τ
∆Et∆U

θ, f
t

=

∫ τ

0

Et−
∑

i, j

















qθ
ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)
− 1

















( f (e j,Yt) − f (ei,Yt))dN
ji
t

=

∫ τ

0

Et−
∑

i, j

















qθ
ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)
− 1

















( f (e j,Yt) − f (ei,Yt))[dN
ji
t − qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt]

+

∫ τ

0

Et

∑

i, j

(

qθji(Yt) − qθ0

ji
(Yt)

)

( f (e j,Yt) − f (ei,Yt))〈Xt, ei〉dt.

Consequently, we have

EτUθ, f
τ =

∫ τ

0

EtdU
θ0, f
t +

∫ τ

0

U
θ, f
t dEt

∫ τ

0

Et−
∑

i, j

















qθ
ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)
− 1

















( f (e j,Yt) − f (ei,Yt))[dN
ji
t − qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt],

which is a martingale under Pθ0 by (6). ////

Theorem 3.1 provides a starting point of asymptotic theories. Let us discuss
briefly the large sample asymptotics T → ∞ as an example. Assume Θ ⊂ Rn

and the maps θ 7→ µθ and θ 7→ Qθ = [qθ
i j

] are regular enough. Denote by µ̇θ and

q̇θ
i j

their derivatives in θ. For θT = θ0 + uT−1/2, u ∈ Rn, by the Taylor expansion,
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we have

∫ T

0

log
qθT

ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)

dN
ji
t −

∫ T

0

(qθT

ji
(Yt) − qθ0

ji
(Yt))〈Xt, ei〉dt

≈
∫ T

0

log
qθT

ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)

[dN
ji
t − qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt] − 1

2

∫ T

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

log
qθT

ji
(Yt)

qθ0

ji
(Yt)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt

≈ 1√
T

∫ T

0

〈u, q̇θ0

ji
〉

qθ0

ji

(Yt)[dN
ji
t − qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt] − 1

2T

∫ T

0

|〈u, q̇θ0

ji
〉|2

qθ0

ji

(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt

and

1

ǫ2

∫ T

0

〈µθT (Zt) − µθ0(Zt),dYt〉 −
1

2ǫ2

∫ T

0

(|µθT(Zt)|2 − |µθ0(Zt)|2)dt

=
1

ǫ2

∫ T

0

〈µθT (Zt) − µθ0(Zt),dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt〉 − 1

2ǫ2

∫ T

0

|µθT (Zt) − µθ0 (Zt)|2dt

≈ 1

ǫ
√

T

∫ T

0

〈

〈u, µ̇θ0(Zt)〉,
dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt

ǫ

〉

− 1

2ǫ2T

∫ T

0

|〈u, µ̇θ0(Zt)〉|2dt.

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

1

T

∫ T

0

|〈u, q̇θ0

ji
〉|2

qθ0

ji

(Yt)〈Xt, ei〉dt→
∫ |〈u, q̇θ0

ji
〉|2

qθ0

ji

(y)〈x, ei〉π(dx,dy),

1

T

∫ T

0

|〈u, µ̇θ0(Zt)〉|2dt→
∫

|〈u, µ̇θ0〉|2(x, y)π(dx,dy),

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

LT(θT, θ0)→ 〈u,N〉 − 1

2
〈u, I(θ0)u〉, N ∼ N(0, I(θ0)),

where

I(θ0) =

∫

∑

i, j

q̇θ0

ji
(q̇θ0

ji
)⊥

qθ0

ji

(y)〈x, ei〉 +
1

ǫ2
µ̇θ0(µ̇θ0)⊥(x, y)π(dx,dy)

and π is the ergodic distribution. Under the non-degeneracy of I(θ0), the LAN
implies the asymptotic efficiency of a Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE),
with asymptotic variance I(θ0)−1; see Ibragimov and Has’minskii [7] for the
detail.
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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

dXt = Q(Yt)Xtdt + dVt,

dYt = µ(Xt,Yt)dt + ǫdWt,

where V is an {Ft}-martingale (recall Corollary 2.1). Denoting 〈ei, µ(e j, y)〉 =
ci j(y), C(y) = [ci j(y)], we can write µ(Xs,Ys) = C(Ys)Xs. 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 µ 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 2.2.

Denote by F Y the natural filtration of Y. The filtering problem is to infer
X from the observation of Y, that is, to compute E[Xt|F Y

t ]. The smoothing
problem is to compute E[Xt|F Y

T
] for t ≤ T. Denote E0

t [H] = E0[H|F Y
t ] for a given

integrable random variable H, where E0 is the expectation under P0 in Section 2.
For a given process H, the Bayes formula gives

E[Ht|F Y
t ] =

E0
t [ΛtHt]

E0
t [Λt]

, (7)

where Λ is defined by (4). Theorem 4.2 below shows that both the numera-
tor and denominator of (7) for Ht = Xt 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

dHt = αtdt + 〈βt,dXt〉 + 〈δt,dYt〉, (8)

where α, β, δ are bounded predictable processes, then

E0
t [ΛtHt] =H0 +

1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈C(Ys)E
0
s [ΛsHsXs] + ǫ

2E0
s [Λsδs],dYs〉

+

∫ t

0

E0
s [Λsαs] + E0

s [Λs〈βs,Q(Ys)Xs−〉] + E0
s [Λs〈δs,C(Ys)Xs〉]ds.

(9)

Proof: Itô’s formula gives

ΛtHt = H0 +

∫ t

0

Hs−dΛs +

∫ t

0

ΛsdHs +

∫ t

0

Λs〈δs, µ(Zs)〉ds.

Take the conditional expectation under P0 given F Y
t to get (9). Here, we have

used the fact that Y/ǫ is a d dimensional Brownian motion under P0 as well as
Lemma 2.2. ////
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Theorem 4.2 Under the same conditions of Theorem 2.2,

E0
t [ΛtXt] = X0 +

1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

diag(E0
s [ΛsXs])C(Ys)

⊥dYs +

∫ t

0

Q(Ys)E
0
s [ΛsXs]ds (10)

and

E0
t [Λt] = 〈1,E0

t [ΛtXt]〉 = 1 +
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈C(Ys)E
0
s [ΛsXs],dYs〉. (11)

Proof: For each i = 1, . . . , k, let Ht = 〈ei,Xt〉 in (9) to get

〈ei,E
0
t [ΛtXt]〉

= 〈ei,X0〉 +
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈ei,E
0
s [ΛsXs]〉〈C(Ys)ei,dYs〉 +

∫ t

0

〈ei,Q(Ys)E
0
s [ΛsXs]〉ds,

which is equivalent to (10). Here we have used that 〈ei,Xs〉Xs = 〈ei,Xs〉ei. The
first identity of (11) is by 〈1,Xt〉 = 1. To get the second identity, use the first and
(10), or alternatively, let Ht = 1 in (9). ////

The smoothing problem is also solved as follows.

Theorem 4.3 Under the same conditions of Theorem 2.2, for t ≥ τ,

E0
t [ΛtXτ] = E0

τ[ΛτXτ] +
1

ǫ2

∫ t

τ

diag(E0
s [ΛsXτ])C(Ys)

⊥dYs.

Proof: Let Ht = 〈ei,Xt∧τ〉 in (9) to get

〈ei,E
0
t [ΛtXτ]〉 = 〈ei,E

0
τ[ΛτXτ]〉 +

1

ǫ2

∫ t

τ

〈ei,E
0
s [ΛsXτ]〉〈C(Ys)ei,dYs〉

for t ≥ τ. ////

5 The likelihood under partial observations

Here we consider again the parametric family {Pθ} 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 Pθ is equivalent to that under Pθ0 and the log likelihood function is
given by

LY(θ, θ0) = log Eθ0

[

dPθ

dPθ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

F Y
T

]

. (12)

A MLE is therefore given by

θ̂ = argmaxθ∈ΘLY(θ, θ0).
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Note that θ̂ does not depend on the choice of θ0 because by the Bayes formula,

LY(θ, θ0) = log Eθ1

[

dPθ0

dPθ1

dPθ

dPθ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

F Y
T

]

− log Eθ1

[

dPθ0

dPθ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

F Y
T

]

= LY(θ, θ1) − LY(θ0, θ1)

(13)

for any θ1 ∈ Θ.
Here we show that the likelihood function can be obtained as a solution of

a linear filtering equation. Let

Ht =
dPθ

dPθ0

∣

∣

∣

∣Ft

= exp(Lt(θ, θ0)).

By Theorem 3.1, we have

dHt = Ht−
{

〈Rθ,θ0(Yt)Xt−,dXt −Qθ0 (Yt)Xtdt〉

+
1

ǫ2
〈(Cθ(Yt) − Cθ0 (Yt))Xt,dYt − Cθ0 (Yt)Xtdt〉

}

,

where

Rθ,θ0(Yt) =
[

rθ,θ0

i j
(Yt)

]

, rθ,θ0

i j
(Yt) =



















qθ
i j

q
θ0
i j

(Yt) − 1, i , j

0, i = j.

The likelihood function under the partial observation of {Yt}t∈[0,T] is given by

exp(LY(θ, θ0)) = Eθ0

[

HT|F Y
T

]

=
E0

T
[ΛTHT]

E0
T
[ΛT]

. (14)

Both the numerator and denominator are computed as follows.

Theorem 5.1 Under the same conditions of Theorem 3.1, for t ∈ [0,T],

E0
t [ΛtHt] = 〈1,E0

t [ΛtHtXt]〉 = 1 +
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈Cθ(Ys)E
0
s [ΛsHsXs],dYs〉 (15)

and

E0
t [ΛtHtXt]

= X0 +
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

diag(E0
s [ΛsHsXs])C

θ(Ys)
⊥dYs +

∫ t

0

Qθ(Ys)E
0
s [ΛsHsXs]ds.

(16)

Proof: Since

∆Ht〈ei,∆Xt〉 = Ht−

k
∑

j,l=1

〈Xt−, el〉rθ,θ0

jl
(Yt)〈e j,∆Xt〉〈ei,∆Xt〉

= Ht−



















−
k

∑

j=1

〈Xt−, ei〉rθ,θ0

ji
(Yt)〈e j,∆Xt〉 +

k
∑

l=1

〈Xt−, el〉rθ,θ0

il
(Yt)〈ei,∆Xt〉



















= Ht−
{

−〈Xt−, ei〉〈Rθ,θ0Xt−,∆Xt〉 + 〈ei,R
θ,θ0(Yt)Xt−〉〈ei,∆Xt〉

}

,
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applying Theorem 4.1 with

αt = −〈ei,Xt〉Ht

{

〈Rθ,θ0(Yt)Xt,Q
θ0(Yt)Xt〉 +

1

ǫ2
〈(Cθ(Yt) − Cθ0 (Yt))Xt,C

θ0 (Yt)Xt〉
}

,

βt = Ht−ei +Ht−〈ei,R
θ,θ0(Yt)Xt−〉ei,

δt =
1

ǫ2
〈ei,Xt〉Ht(C

θ(Yt) − Cθ0 (Yt))Xt,

we obtain, using 〈ei,Xs〉Xs = 〈ei,Xs〉ei again and again,

〈ei,E
0
t [ΛtHtXt]〉

=〈ei,X0〉 +
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈ei,E
0
s [ΛsHsXs]〉〈Cθ(Ys)ei,dYs〉

+

∫ t

0

E0
s [Λsαs] + E0

s [Λs〈βs,Q
θ0(Ys)Xs−〉] + E0

s [Λs〈δs,C
θ0 (Ys)Xs〉]ds

=〈ei,X0〉 +
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈ei,E
0
s [ΛsHsXs]〉〈Cθ(Ys)ei,dYs〉

−
∫ t

0

〈Rθ,θ0(Ys)ei,Q
θ0(Ys)ei〉〈ei,E

0
s [ΛsHsXs]〉ds

+

∫ t

0

E0
s [ΛsHs(〈ei,Q

θ0(Ys)Xs〉 + 〈ei,R
θ,θ0(Ys)Xs〉〈ei,Q

θ0(Ys)Xs〉)]ds.

Since

〈Rθ,θ0(Ys)ei,Q
θ0(Ys)ei〉 =

∑

j=1

rθ,θ0

ji
(Ys)q

θ0

ji
(Ys) =

∑

j,i

(qθji − qθ0

ji
)(Ys) = −(qθii − qθ0

ii
)(Ys)

and

〈ei,R
θ,θ0(Ys)Xs〉〈ei,Q

θ0(Ys)Xs〉

=

k
∑

j=1

〈ei,R
θ,θ0(Ys)e j〉〈ei,Q

θ0(Ys)e j〉〈e j,Xs〉

=
∑

j,i

〈ei, (Q
θ(Yt) −Qθ0 (Ys))e j〉〈e j,Xs〉

= 〈ei, (Q
θ(Yt) −Qθ0(Ys))Xs〉 − (qθii(Yt) − qθ0

ii
(Ys))〈ei,Xs〉,

we conclude the linear equation

〈ei,E
0
t [ΛtHtXt]〉 = 〈ei,X0〉 +

1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈ei,E
0
s [ΛsHsXs]〉〈Cθ(Ys)ei,dYs〉

+

∫ t

0

〈ei,Q
θ(Ys)E

0
s [ΛsHsXs]〉ds,

which is equivalent to (16). Then, (15) follows from 〈1,Xt〉 = 1. ////
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Corollary 5.1 Let LY(θ, θ0) be the log likelihood function defined by (12), and

µ̂θt = Eθ[µθ(Zt)|F Y
t ].

Then,

LY(θ, θ0) =
1

ǫ2

∫ T

0

〈µ̂θt − µ̂
θ0

t ,dYt〉 −
1

2ǫ2

∫ T

0

|µ̂θt |2 − |µ̂
θ0

t |
2dt

=
1

ǫ2

∫ T

0

〈µ̂θt − µ̂
θ0

t ,dYt − µ̂θ0

t dt〉 − 1

2ǫ2

∫ T

0

|µ̂θt − µ̂
θ0

t |
2dt.

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],

Ŵt =
1

ǫ

{

Yt −
∫ t

0

µ̂θs ds

}

is an
{

F Y
t

}

-Brownian motion under Pθ. Since

dYt = µ̂
θ
t dt + ǫdŴt, (17)

the result follows from the Girsanov-Maruyama theorem. Here we derive it as
a corollary of Theorem 5.1. By (14), we have

LY(θ, θ0) = log E0
T[ΛTHT] − log E0

T[ΛT],

and by Itô’s formula and (15),

d log E0
t [ΛtHt] =

1

ǫ2

〈

Cθ(Y)
E0

t [ΛtHtXt]

E0
t [ΛtHt]

,dYt

〉

− 1

2ǫ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Cθ(Y)
E0

t [ΛtHtXt]

E0
t [ΛtHt]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dt

=
1

ǫ2
〈Cθ(Y)Eθ[Xt|F Y

t ]dYt −
1

2ǫ2
|Cθ(Y)Eθ[Xt|F Y

t ]|2dt.

Similarly, we obtain

d log E0
t [Λt] =

1

ǫ2
〈Cθ0 (Y)Eθ0[Xt|F Y

t ]dYt −
1

2ǫ2
|Cθ0(Y)Eθ0[Xt|F Y

t ]|2dt

and conclude the result. ////

By (15), (16), (17), and

µ̂θt = Cθ(Yt)E
θ[Xt|F Y

t ] = Cθ(Yt)
X̄θ

t

〈1, X̄θ
t 〉
, X̄θ

t = E0
t [ΛtHtXt],
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we observe that our model is translated to a path-dependent diffusion model

dYt = Cθ(Yt)
X̄θ

t

〈1, X̄θ
t 〉

dt + ǫdŴt,

dX̄θ
t = Qθ(Yt)X̄

θ
t dt +

1

ǫ2
diag(X̄θ

t )Cθ(Yt)
⊥dYt.

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:

θ̂ = argmaxθ∈ΘLY(θ, θ0) = argmaxθ∈Θ〈1, X̄θ
T〉

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 θ. 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

Q(θ∗, θ) = Eθ
[

log
dPθ

∗

dPθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

F Y
T

]

.

By Jensen’s inequality and (13),

Q(θ∗, θ) ≤ log Eθ
[

dPθ
∗

dPθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

F Y
T

]

= LY(θ∗, θ) = LY(θ∗, θ0) − LY(θ, θ0), (18)

which means that the sequence defined by

θn+1 = argmaxθ∈ΘQ(θ, θn)

makes LY(θn, θ0) increasing. Under an appropriate condition the sequence {θn}
converges to a MLE θ̂, 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 θ0.
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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 Qθ(y) = [qθ

ji
(y)] and Cθ(y) are of the form

qθji(y) = ϕ ji(θ)q0
ji(y), µθ(z) =

L
∑

l=1

ψl(θ)µl(z)

for some functions ϕ ji, ψl : Θ → R and k × k Q-matrix Q0(y) = [q0
ji
(y)] and

µl : S 7→ Rd, l = 1, . . .L. The log likelihood under the complete observation (see
Theorem 3.1) is then

LT(θ, θ0) =
∑

i, j

{

N
ji

T
log

ϕ ji(θ)

ϕ ji(θ0)
−

(

ϕ ji(θ)

ϕ ji(θ0)
− 1

) ∫ T

0

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈ei,Xt〉dt

}

+
1

ǫ2

L
∑

l=1

(ψl(θ) − ψl(θ0))

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt),dYt − µθ0 (Zt)dt〉

− 1

2ǫ2

L
∑

l,m=1

(ψl(θ) − ψl(θ0))(ψm(θ) − ψm(θ0))

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt), µ
m(Zt)〉dt.

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

N
ji

T
,

∫ T

0

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈ei,Xt〉dt,

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt),dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt〉,
∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt), µ
m(Zt)〉dt.

Under the partial observation, in terms of the EM algorithm, the Expectation
step amounts to filtering the sufficient statistics under Pθ0 :

Q(θ, θ0)

=
∑

i, j

{

Eθ0 [N
ji

T
|F Y

T ] log
ϕ ji(θ)

ϕ ji(θ0)
−

(

ϕ ji(θ)

ϕ ji(θ0)
− 1

)

Eθ0 [

∫ T

0

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈ei,Xt〉dt|F Y

T ]

}

+
1

ǫ2

L
∑

l=1

(ψl(θ) − ψl(θ0))Eθ0[

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt),dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt〉|F Y
T ]

− 1

2ǫ2

L
∑

l,m=1

(ψl(θ) − ψl(θ0))(ψm(θ) − ψm(θ0))Eθ0[

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt), µ
m(Zt)〉dt|F Y

T ],

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 3.1, for each i, j = 1, . . . , k and
l,m = 1, . . . , L,
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1.

Eθ0 [N
ji

T
|F Y

T ] =
E0[ΛTN

ji

T
]

E0[ΛT]
, E0

T[ΛTN
ji

T
] = 〈1,E0

T[ΛTN
ji

T
XT]〉

and Ft := E0
t [ΛtN

ji
t Xt] is the solution of

Ft =
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

diag(Fs)C
θ0(Ys)

⊥dYs +

∫ t

0

Qθ0 (Ys)Fsds

+ e j

∫ t

0

qθ0

ji
(Ys)〈ei,E

0
s [ΛsXs]〉ds.

(19)

2.

Eθ0 [

∫ T

0

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈ei,Xt〉dt|F Y

T ] =
1

E0
T
[ΛT]

E0
T[ΛT

∫ T

0

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈ei,Xt〉dt],

E0
T[ΛT

∫ T

0

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈ei,Xt〉dt] = 〈1,E0

T[ΛTXT

∫ T

0

qθ0

ji
(Yt)〈ei,Xt〉dt]〉

and

Ft := E0
t [ΛtXt

∫ t

0

qθ0

ji
(Ys)〈ei,Xs〉ds]

is the solution of

Ft =
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

diag(Fs)C
θ0(Ys)

⊥dYs +

∫ t

0

Qθ0 (Ys)Fsds

+ ei

∫ t

0

qθ0

ji
(Ys)〈ei,E

0
s [ΛsXs]〉ds.

3.

Eθ0 [

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt),dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt〉|F Y
T ]

=
1

E0
T
[ΛT]

E0
T[ΛT

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt),dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt〉],

E0
T[ΛT

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt),dYt − µθ0 (Zt)dt〉]

= 〈1,E0
T[ΛTXT

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt),dYt − µθ0(Zt)dt〉]〉

and

Ft := E0
t [ΛtXt

∫ t

0

〈µl(Zs),dYs − µθ0(Zs)ds〉]
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is the solution of

Ft =
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

diag(Fs)C
θ0(Ys)

⊥dYs +

∫ t

0

Qθ0 (Ys)Fsds

+

∫ t

0

diag(E0
s [ΛsXs])C

l(Ys)
⊥dYs,

where Cl(y) = [cl
i j

], cl
i j

(y) = 〈ei, µ
l(y, e j))〉.

4.

Eθ0[

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt), µ
m(Zt)〉dt|F Y

T ] =
1

E0
T
[ΛT]

E0
T[ΛT

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt), µ
m(Zt)〉dt],

E0
T[ΛT

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt), µ
m(Zt)〉dt] = 〈1,E0

T[ΛTXT

∫ T

0

〈µl(Zt), µ
m(Zt)〉dt]〉

and

Ft := E0
t [ΛtXt

∫ t

0

〈µl(Zs), µ
m(Zs)〉ds]

is the solution of

Ft =
1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

diag(Fs)C
θ0(Ys)

⊥dYs +

∫ t

0

Qθ0 (Ys)Fsds

+

∫ t

0

diag(E0
s [ΛsXs])D

l,m(Ys)ds,

where Dl,m(y) = diag(〈µl(e1, y), µm(e1, y)〉, . . . , 〈µl(ek, y), µm(ek, y)〉).

Proof: For 1., let Ht = 〈ea,Xt〉N ji
t and apply Theorem 4.1 with α = δ = 0 and

βt = δaj〈ei,Xt−〉e j +N
ji
t−ea to obtain

〈ea,E
0
t [ΛtN

ji
t Xt]〉 =

1

ǫ2

∫ t

0

〈ea,E
0
s [ΛsN

ji
s Xs]〉〈Cθ0(Ys)ea,dYs〉

+

∫ t

0

〈ea,Q
θ0(Ys)E

0
s [ΛsN

ji
s Xs]〉ds + δaj

∫ t

0

qθ0

ji
(Ys)〈ei,E

0
s [ΛsXs]〉ds,

which is equivalent to (19). Here, we have used that

dHt = 〈ea,Xt−〉dN
ji
t +N

ji
t−〈ea,dXt〉 + 〈ea,∆Xt〉∆N

ji
t

= N
ji
t−〈ea,dXt〉 + δaj〈ei,Xt−〉〈e j,dXt〉.

The rest is similar and so omitted. ////
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