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Abstract

This paper studies a nonlinear filtering problem over an infinite time in-

terval. The signal to be estimated is driven by a stochastic partial differential

equation involves unknown parameters. Based on discrete observation, strongly

consistent estimators of the parameters are derived at first. With the optimal

filter given by Bayes formula, the uniqueness of invariant measure for the signal-

filter pair has been verified. The paper then establishes approximation to the

optimal filter, showing that the pathwise average distance, per unit time, of

the computed approximating filter from the optimal filter converges to zero in

probability. Simulation results are presented at last.
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1. Introduction

This work is concerned with approximations to a nonlinear filtering problem over an

infinite time interval, which is motivated by environment pollution detection. On a

river in a range of [0, 1], some undesired chemical are released from an unknown lo-

cation β modeled by a Poisson process with unknown intensity λ. Let U(t, x) denote

the concentration of undesired chemical at time t and location x. Then by Kallian-

pur and Xiong [9], U(t, x) is governed by the following stochastic partial differential

equation (SPDE):

∂tU(t, x) = a∂2
xU(t, x) + b∂xU(t, x)− αU(t, x) +Nλtδβ(x) (1.1)

given the initial U(0, ·) and Neumann boundary conditions:

∂xU(t, 0) = 0, ∂xU(t, 1) = 0, t ≥ 0, x ∈ [0, 1].

Here a is the dispersion coefficient, b is the velocity of the river flow, α is the dilution

rate of the chemical, Nt is a standard Poisson process independent of U(0, ·) and δβ

is the Dirac measure at β.

The concentration of undesired chemical can rarely be observe directly. Instead,

an observation station is set up and the chemical concentration around station is

measured subject to random error. Herein, we consider the following observation

model:

Yi = h(〈Uti , φ0〉) + εi, i = 1, 2, · · · (1.2)

where 〈Uti , φ0〉 =
∫ 1

0
φ0(x)U(ti, x)dx. h is a bounded continuous function on R. φ0

can be either bounded continuous function or Dirac delta function on [0, 1]. ε′is are

independent with the standard normal distribution and independent of Nt, ti = i∆

with ∆ > 0.

Let X be the space of finite measures on [0, 1]. We have the distribution valued

process Ut ≡ U(t, ·) ∈ X . The observation filtration FYj = σ{Yi; i = 1, · · · , j}
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contains all the available information about β, λ, Ut. The primary aim of our filtering

problem is to get an estimate of β, λ based on FYj , and approximate the optimal filter

〈Πj, φ〉 = E{φ(Utj)|FYj }, ∀φ ∈ Cb(X ). (1.3)

It can be easily to show that the condition expectation E{φ(Utj)|FYj } is the best

estimate of φ(Utj) based on FYj .

Nonlinear filtering is widely used in engineering, natural science, machine learning

and even mathematical finance; see for Van Leeuwen [16], Bishop [1], Brigo and

Hanzon [2]. For the approximations to nonlinear filtering problems over the past

few decades, some approaches have been developed. The pioneering work is Markov

chain approximation raised by Kushner [10] in 1977. The idea is to find a Markov

chain which suitably approximated the actual signal process, then to construct the

approximating filter for the Markov chain and actual observations. Another algorithm

to solve the nonlinear filtering problems is the particle system introduced by Gordon

et al. [6] in 1993. The solution is represented by a system of weighted particles

whose positions and weights are governed by SDEs that can be solved numerically;

see Chapter 8 of Xiong [17] for details. There are also some other numerical schemes

coming out meanwhile, such as projection filter and assumed density approach; see for

Brigo et al. [3] and Kushner [13]. To approximate the signal process and optimal filter

for model (1.1) − (1.2), the current paper will construct Markov processes with the

idea of Markov chain approximation and the obtained estimators of β, λ. Note that

the problem is of interest over a very long time interval. Thus when talking about the

error of approximated filter from optimal filter, we would use the pathwise average

per unit time rather than the mean value; following the remarkable works done by

Budhiraja and Kushner [4, 5]. Kouritzin et al [15] also studied a nonlinear filtering

problem over a long time interval. Their signal process was a reflecting diffusion in a

random environment. In this article, the signal to be estimated is driven by an SPDE
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involved with jump process and unknown parameters, leading to a different way to

construct its approximating filter process.

It should be highlighted that this article will prove in a systematic way that the

signal-filter pair has a unique probability invariant measure. The critical importance

of uniqueness of the joint process was first raised by Kushner and Huang [11]. In

this paper, Theorem 2.1, 3.2 will present a rigorous proof that the signal process

has a unique invariant measure and the filter forgets its initial condition, yielding

uniqueness of invariant measure of optimal filter by Theorem 7.1 in [4].

The article is organized as follows. In the next section, we are to look for the

estimators of λ and β based on the data set {Yi; i = 1, · · · , n}. Section 3 will con-

struct an approximating filter with the obtained estimators and discuss the pathwise

average errors over an infinite time interval. Simulation for the estimators as well as

approximating filter are given in Section 4.

2. Statistical estimation

This section is focus on the moment estimate of parameters β, λ. To make the cal-

culation, discussion about the r-th sample moment is required. Let P(X ) be the

collection of all probability measures on X . Denote the law of Ut by L(Ut). Here is

a theorem talking about the convergence of L(Ut), with which the limits of sample

moments will be derived.

Theorem 2.1 As t → ∞, the sequence of measures L(Ut) converges in P(X ) to a

probability measure F which is the unique invariant probability measure of the process

Ut. Especially, for any bounded continuous function f , we have

1

n

n∑
i=1

f(Yi)
a.s.−→

∫
X

∫
R

f(h(〈ν, φ0〉) + x)
1√
2π
e−

x2

2 F (dν)dx, as n→∞. (2.1)

4



Proof. From Theorem 7.2.1 of Kallianpur and Xiong [9], equation (1.1) has a unique

solution given by

U(t, x) = e−αt
∫ 1

0

Pt(y, x)U0(dy) +

∫ t

0

e−α(t−s)Pt−s(β, x)dNλs (2.2)

where Pt(y, x) is the Green’s function of the operator L = a∂2
xU+b∂xU with Neumann

boundary conditions given by

Pt(y, x) =
∞∑
j=0

e−σjtψj(y)ψj(x)

and

σ0 = 0, σj = a
(
c2 + (jπ)2

)
;

ψ0(x) =

√
2c

1− e−2c
, ψj(x) =

√
2ecx sin(jπx+ kj);

kj = tan−1
(
− jπ

c

)
, c = − b

2a
, j = 1, 2, · · ·

Now, we prove the tightness of {L(Ut)} in P(X ). To this end, it is enough to

prove that for any bounded continuous function f on [0, 1], the family {L(〈Ut, f〉)}

is tight in P(R). Without loss of generality, take 0 ≤ f ≤ K, and write Ttf(y) =∫ 1

0
Pt(y, x)f(x)dx. Then

E 〈Ut, f〉 = e−αt
∫ 1

0

Ttf(y)U0(dy) +E

∫ t

0

e−α(t−s)Tt−sf(β)dNλs

≤ Ke−αt
∫ 1

0

U0(dy) +

∫ t

0

e−α(t−s)Kλds

≤ K

∫ 1

0

U0(dy) +K,

which indicates the tightness of {L(〈Ut, f〉)}. By Prokhorov theorem, tightness im-

plies relative compactness, meaning that each subsequence of {L(Ut)} contains a

further subsequence converging weakly. In this way, if the characteristic functions to

all subsequences of {〈Ut, f〉} converge to a unique function, then one can conclude
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that all subsequences of {L(〈Ut, f〉)} converges to the same distribution. In fact,

E exp (i 〈Ut, f〉) = E exp

(
ie−αt

∫ 1

0

Ttf(y)U0(dy) + i

∫ t

0

e−α(t−s)Tt−sf(β)dNλs

)
= exp

(
ie−αt

∫ 1

0

Ttf(y)U0(dy)

)
× exp

(
λ

∫ t

0

(
exp

(
ie−α(t−s)Tt−sf(β)

)
− 1
)
ds

)
= exp

(
ie−αt

∫ 1

0

Ttf(y)U0(dy)

)
exp

(
λ

∫ t

0

(
eie

−αsTsf(β) − 1
)
ds

)
→ exp

(
λ

∫ ∞
0

(
eie

−αsTsf(β) − 1
)
ds

)
, as t→∞.

This implies the uniqueness of the limited measure, that is, L(Ut)→ F as t→∞, and

hence the transformation of the Markov chain Ut is uniquely ergodic. In consequence,

formula (2.1) follows by the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem.

Denote θ0 ≡ (β0, λ0) as the true values of θ ≡ (β, λ). Suppose the parameter θ0

taking values in a bounded set

Θ = {(β, λ); 0 < β < 1, 0 < λ ≤M}.

Let

g1(θ) =

∫
X
h(〈ν, φ0〉)F (dν), g2(θ) =

∫
X
h2(〈ν, φ0〉)F (dν),

and the Jacobian matrix

J(θ) =

 ∂g1(θ)/∂β ∂g1(θ)/∂λ

∂g2(θ)/∂β ∂g2(θ)/∂λ

 .
Theorem 2.2 Let mr(n) = n−1

∑n
i=1 Y

r
i , r = 1, 2. Suppose gr(θ) posses continuous

partial derivative on Θ and the Jacobian det(J(θ)) be different from zero everywhere

on Θ. If the following equations

m1(n) = g1(θ)

m2(n) = g2(θ) + 1
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have a unique solution, denoted by θ̂n = (β̂n, λ̂n), with probability 1 as n → ∞, then

this solution is a strongly consistent estimator for (β0, λ0).

Proof. Let S be the image of the set Θ under the continuous mapping g = (g1, g2+1).

With probability 1 the inverse mapping g−1 is locally one-to-one and is a continuous

mapping from S into Θ. Denote m(n) = (m1(n),m2(n)). From Theorem 2.1, we have

m(n)
a.s.→ g(θ0), as n→∞.

Hence for large n with probability 1, the point m(n) ∈ S; in this case, equa-

tions m(n) = g(θ) are solvable and their solution is necessarily of the form θ̂n =

g−1(m(n)) ∈ Θ. As a result, thanks to the continuity of g−1, we have

θ̂n = g−1(m(n))
a.s.→ θ0, as n→∞,

and finish the proof.

With the obtained estimators, now we are able to construct the Markov processes

to efficiently approximate the optimal filter Π· in (1.3).

3. Stochastic filtering

Let FNj = σ{Nu; 0 ≤ u ≤ tj, tj = j∆} and Fj = FNj ∨ FYj . We take simplified

notations Y0,j = {Yi; i = 1, · · · , j} and U0,j = {Uti ; i = 1, · · · , j}. For each j ∈ N, let

R(U0,j, Y0,j) = exp

{
j∑
i=1

[Yih(〈Uti , φ0〉)−
1

2
h2(〈Uti , φ0〉)]

}
.

Then, one can define a probability measure Q by

dQ

dP

∣∣Fj = R−1(U0,j, Y0,j) .

Let EQ denote the expectation with respect to Q. Unless further notice, E denote

the expectation with respect to the original probability measure P. In the following

theorem, we have an expression for the optimal filter Π· in terms of Q.
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Theorem 3.1 (i) Under Q, {Y1, · · · , Yj} are mutually independent standard nor-

mal random variables and are independent of (Ns)0≤s≤tj .

(ii) Under Q, (Ns)0≤s≤tn has the same distribution as under P.

(iii) (The Bayes formula) For any bounded and continuous function φ,

E
{
φ(Utj)|FYj

}
=

EQ
{
φ(Utj)

dP
dQ
|FYj

}
EQ
{
dP
dQ
|FYj

}
=

EQ
{
φ(Utj)R(U0,j, Y0,j)|FYj

}
EQ
{
R(U0,j, Y0,j)|FYj

} . (3.1)

The proof is done by the similar arguments used in Theorem 3.1, 3.2 of Mandal and

Mandrekar [14].

Let Ũ0 be a measure-valued random variable with the same distribution as U0 but

to be independent of U0 and all other processes. Let Ñ be a standard Poisson process

independent of all other processes. Define

Ũ(t, x) = e−αt
∫ 1

0

Pt(y, x)Ũ0(dy) +

∫ t

0

e−α(t−s)Pt−s(β0, x)dÑλ0s. (3.2)

Thanks to Theorem 3.1, the condition expectation (3.1) can be rewritten as

〈Πj, φ〉 =
E{Π0,Y0,j}

{
φ(Ũtj)R(Ũ0,j, Y0,j)

}
E{Π0,Y0,j}

{
R(Ũ0,j, Y0,j)

} ,

where E{Π,Y }G(Ũt, Y ) denotes the conditional expectation of a function G of Ũt and

Y , given the data Y and the initial distribution of Ũt is Π. In the end, owing to the

Markov property of Ut, the optimal filter satisfies the semigroup relation

〈Πj, φ〉 =
E{Πj−1,Yj}

{
φ(Ũt1)R(Ũt1 , Yj)

}
E{Πj−1,Yj}

{
R(Ũt1 , Yj)

} , (3.3)

on which we impose a definition R(Ũt1 , Yj) = exp
{
Yjh(〈Ũt1 , φ0〉) − 1

2
h2(〈Ũt1 , φ0〉)

}
.

In (3.3), Πj−1 is the distribution of Ũ0.

The following is a critical important theorem of this paper.
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Theorem 3.2 The signal-filter pair {Utj ,Πj} has a unique invariant probability mea-

sure.

Proof. Note that Utj is a hidden Markov process. We first verify that

E
(
‖P(Utj ∈ ·|U0)− µ0‖TV

)
→ 0, as j →∞, (3.4)

with invariant measure µ0 ≡ P(V∞ ∈ ·), where ‖ · ‖TV is the total variation norm and

Vj =

∫ tj

0

e−α(tj−s)Ptj−s(β, ·)dNλs.

Note that for each j, {Nλs, 0 ≤ s ≤ t} and {Nλtj −Nλ(tj−s)} are equal in distribution

and hence,

Vj
D
=

∫ tj

0

e−α(tj−s)Ptj−s(β, ·)d
(
Nλtj −Nλ(tj−s)

)
=

∫ tj

0

e−αsPs(β, ·)dNλs

→ V∞ ≡
∫ ∞

0

e−αsPs(β, ·)dNλs.

Note that Utj−Vj → 0. Let (Utj) be extended to j ∈ Z as a stationary process and let

Px be a version of regular conditional probability PU0 = P(·|U0). Since the limit of

Utj does not depend on the initial, it is easy to verify that for any A ∈ ∩j≤0FU−∞,j and

x, y ∈ X , Px(A) = Py(A) ∈ {0, 1}. It then follows from the remark after Conjecture

1.7 of van Handal [8] or Theorem 2.3 of van Handel [7] that (3.4) holds.

Further, the non-degenerate property (cf. Definition 1.5 of [8]) of the observations

follows from (1.2) directly. Hence, by Theorem 1.6 of [8] that the exchangeability

(1.1) of that paper holds.

One can see that the limitation of Ut, as t goes to∞, is independent of the initial

value U0, and so the filter Πj forgets its initial condition. Thus, the signal-filter pair

{Utj ,Πj} has a unique probability invariant measure by Theorem 7.1 of Budhiraja

and Kusher [4].
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Here we proceed to the establishments of approximating signal and the computed

approximating filter. Set

Ũn(t, x) = e−αt
∫ 1

0

Pt(y, x)Ũ0(dy) +

∫ t

0

e−α(t−s)Pt−s(β̂n, x)dÑλ̂ns
, (3.5)

and Ũn
t ≡ Ũn(t, ·). Define the approximating filter Πn recursively by

〈Πn
j , φ〉 =

E{Πnj−1,Yj}
{
φ(Ũn

t1
)R(Ũn

t1
, Yj)

}
E{Πnj−1,Yj}

{
R(Ũn

t1 , Yj)
} , n ≤ j. (3.6)

The next theorem shows the convergence property of approximating signal Ũn
t1

.

Theorem 3.3 For any bounded continuous function φ,

E
∣∣〈Ũn

t1
, φ〉 − 〈Ũt1 , φ〉

∣∣2 → 0, as n→∞,

where Πn
j−1, j = 1, 2, · · · is the distribution of Ũ0.

Proof. Note that for any bounded continuous function φ,

E
∣∣〈Ũn

t1
, φ〉 − 〈Ũt1 , φ〉

∣∣2
=E
∣∣∣ ∫ t1

0

e−α(t1−s)
∫ 1

0

φ(x)Pt1−s(β̂n, x)dxdÑλ̂ns

−
∫ t1

0

e−α(t1−s)
∫ 1

0

φ(x)Pt1−s(β0, x)dxdÑλ0s

∣∣∣2
≤2E

∣∣∣ ∫ t1

0

e−α(t1−s)
∫ 1

0

φ(x)
[
Pt1−s(β̂n, x)dx− Pt1−s(β0, x)

]
dxdÑλ̂ns

∣∣∣2
+ 2E

∣∣∣ ∫ t1

0

e−α(t1−s)
∫ 1

0

φ(x)Pt1−s(β0, x)dxd
[
Ñλ̂ns

− Ñλ0s

]∣∣∣2
≤KEλ̂n(1 + t1λ̂n)

∫ t1

0

e−2α(t1−s)
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣Pt1−s(β̂n, x)dx− Pt1−s(β0, x)
∣∣∣2dxds

+ 2

∫ t1

0

e−2α(t1−s)
(∫ 1

0

φ(x)Pt1−s(β0, x)dx
)2

E
∣∣λ̂n − λ0

∣∣(1 + t1
∣∣λ̂n − λ0

∣∣)ds.
Obviously, the second term on the RHS goes to zero with Theorem 2.2. For the
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double integral,∫ t1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣Pt1−s(β̂n, x)dx− Pt1−s(β0, x)
∣∣∣2dxds

≤
∫ 1

0

2
∞∑
j=0

∫ t1

0

e−2σj(t1−s)dsψ2
j (x)

∣∣∣ecβ̂n sin(jπβ̂n + kj)− ecβ0 sin(jπβ0 + kj)
∣∣∣2dx

≤8e2c

∞∑
j=0

1

2σj
(1− e−2σjt1)

(∣∣ecβ̂n − ecβ0∣∣2
+ 2e2cβ0

∣∣∣ sin jπ(β̂n − β0)

2
cos

jπ(β̂n + β0) + 2kj
2

∣∣∣2)
≤K

∞∑
j=0

1

σj

(∣∣ecβ̂n − ecβ0∣∣2 +
∣∣∣ sin jπ(β̂n − β0)

2

∣∣∣2)
≤
∞∑
j=0

K

a(c2 + (jπ)2)

((
ecδ

∗
(β̂n − β0)

)2
+
(
jπ|β̂n − β0|

) 1
2

)
≤
∞∑
j=0

K

a(c2 + (jπ)2)

(
(β̂n − β0)2 +

(
jπ|β̂n − β0|

) 1
2

)
,

where δ∗ = δ∗(β0, β̂n) falls between β0 and β̂n. With Theorem 2.2, we obtain that the

double integral converges to 0 in L1-norm.

We now need to investigate the asymptotic behavior of {Utj ,Πn
j } and prove the

main result. Recall that in Theorem 3.2, {Utj ,Πj} is shown to has a unique invariant

measure, denoted by ρ. Let f be any bounded continuous real-valued function. In

what follows, we will show that

1

k

k∑
j=1

f(Utj ,Π
n
j )→

∫
X×P(X )

f(ν, α)ρ(dν, dα) (3.7)

in probability as n, k go to ∞.

Let’s get start on compactifying the finite measure space X with the idea of one-

point compactification in real space. Set

X̄ = X
⋃
{µ;µ is any positive infinite measure on [0, 1]}.
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Then X̄ includes each compact set B ⊆ X , and the “infinite set” of the form (X \

B) ∪ {µ;µ([0, 1]) > k, k ≥ 0}. Thus any sequence of measures on X̄ is tight.

For each j and n, define

Bj =

j∑
i=1

εi, Ψn(j, ·) = (Utj+· ,Π
n
j+·, Yj+·, Bj+· −Bj).

Let IC(Ψn(j, ·)) denote the indicator function of the event Ψn(j, ·) ∈ C and C be any

measurable set in the product path space of Ψn(j, ·). Here we define the occupation

measures:

Qn,k(C) =
1

k

k∑
j=1

IC
(
Ψn(j, ·)

)
(3.8)

that take value in the space of probability measures on the product path space

P
(
D(X̄ ;N)×D(P(X̄ );N)×D(R;N)×D(R;N)

)
.

D(E;N) is the path space of E-valued functions. To verify formula (3.7), in the

sequel, we will discuss the tightness and weak convergence of the measure-valued

random variables Qn,k(·).

Theorem 3.4 {Utj+· ; j ≥ 0} is tight in D(X̄ ,N); {Πn
j+·;n > 0, j ≥ 0} is tight in

D(P(X̄ ),N); {Yj+·; j ≥ 0} is tight in D(R,N); and {Qn,k;n > 0, k > 0} is tight on

P
(
D(X̄ ;N)×D(P(X̄ );N)×D(R;N)×D(R;N)

)
.

Proof.

(i) {Utj+· ; j ≥ 0} is tight since X̄ is compact.

(ii) Obviously, {Πn
j+·;n > 0, j ≥ 0} is tight in D(P(X̄ ),N) since this space is

compact.

(iii) {Yj+·; j ≥ 0} is tight from the boundedness of h and stationary of εj.

(iv) The sequence {E[Qn,k(·)]} is tight from the tightness of {Utj+· ; j ≥ 0},

{Πn
j+·;n > 0, j ≥ 0}, {Yj+·; j ≥ 0} and {Bj+· − Bj; j ≥ 0}. Thus, the sequence

{Qn,k(·)} is tight by Theorem 1.6.1 of Kushner [12].
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Thanks to the tightness property, we understand that each subsequence of {Qn,k(·)}

converges weakly. Before we identify the limits of subsequences, define the occupation

measures for the signal-filter pair

Qn,k
1 (C) =

1

k

k∑
j=1

IC
(
Ψn

1 (j, ·)
)
, Ψn

1 (j, ·) = (Utj+· ,Π
n
j+·). (3.9)

Theorem 3.5 Let Q(·) denote any weak sense limit of {Qn,k(·)}. Let ω be the canon-

ical variable on the probability space on which Q(·) is defined, and denote the samples

by Qω. For each ω, Qω induces a process

Ψω
· = (Uω

t· ,Π
ω
· , Y

ω
· , B

ω
· ).

For almost all ω, the following hold.

(i) Πω
· is P(X )-valued.

(ii) (Uω
t· ,Π

ω
· ) is stationary.

(iii) {Bω
· } is the sum of mutually independent N (0, 1) random variables {εωi } which

are independent of Uω
· .

(iv) Y ω
· = h(〈Uω

t· , φ0〉) + εω· .

(v) Uω
t· has the transition function of Ut·.

(vi) for each integer j and φ ∈ Cb(X ),

〈Πω
j , φ〉 =

E{Πω0 ,Y ω0,j}
{
φ(Ũtj)R(Ũ0,j, Y

ω
0,j)
}

E{Πω0 ,Y ω0,j}
{
R(Ũ0,j, Y ω

0,j)
} . (3.10)

Proof. Assume the lower case ψ· = (u·, π·, y·, b·) is the canonical sample path in the

space where Ψω
· (of all ω) are defined. Some of the ideas to be used in the proof come

from Budhiraja and Kushner [4].
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(i) Let Kδ = {µ ∈ X̄ ;µ([0, 1]) ≤ 1/δ}. By the definition of the Πn
j , we have that

Πn
j (Kc

δj) =
E{Πnj−1,Yj}

{
IKc

δj
(Ũn

t1
)R(Ũn

t1
, Yj)

}
E{Πnj−1,Yj}

{
R(Ũn

t1 , Yj)
} .

Let Ṽ n
1 =

∫ t1
0
e−α(t1−s)Pt1−s(β̂n, ·)dÑλ̂ns

. Thus, we have that, for each n and j,

Πn
j (Kc

δj)

=

∫
E
{
IKc

δj

(∫
e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n

1

)
R
(∫

e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n
1 , Yj

)
∣∣∣Yj}Πn

j−1(dν)
/∫

E
{
R
(∫

e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n
1 , Yj

)
|Yj
}

Πn
j−1(dν)

≤
∫
E
[
IKc

δj

(∫
e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n

1

)
exp

{
h
(〈 ∫

e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy)

+ Ṽ n
1 , φ0

〉)
Yj −

1

2
h2
(〈 ∫

e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n
1 , φ0

〉)}∣∣∣Yj]Πn
j−1(dν)/{∫

E
[

exp
{
h
(〈 ∫

e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n
1 , φ0

〉)
Yj

− 1

2
h2
(〈 ∫

e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n
1 , φ0

〉)}∣∣∣Yj]Πn
j−1(dν)

}
≤c1e

c2|εj |
∫
E
[
IKc

δj

(∫
e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n

1

)∣∣∣Yj]Πn
j−1(dν)

=c1e
c2|εj |

(∫
K
δj−1

+

∫
Kc
δj−1

)
E
{
IKc

δj

(∫
e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n

1

)∣∣∣Yj}Πn
j−1(dν)

=c1e
c2|εj |

(∫
K
δj−1

+

∫
Kc
δj−1

)
P
{(∫

e−αt1Pt1(y, ·)ν(dy) + Ṽ n
1

)
≥ 1

δj

∣∣∣Yj}Πn
j−1(dν)

≤c1e
c2|εj |

{
δj
∫
K
δj−1

E
[
e−αt1ν([0, 1]) + Ṽ n

1

∣∣Yj]Πn
j−1(dν) + Πn

j−1(Kc
δj−1)

}
≤c1e

c2|εj |[δ(1 + λ̂n) + Πn
j−1(Kc

δj−1)]

≤δ(1 + λ̂n)

j∑
k=2

j∏
i=k

(c1e
c2|εi|) +

j∏
i=2

(c1e
c2|εi|)Πn

1 (Kc
δ)

≤δ(1 + λ̂n)

j∑
k=2

j∏
i=k

(c2e
c1|εi|) + δ(1 + λ̂n)

j∏
i=1

(c1e
c2|εi|)

∫
ν[0, 1]π0(dν),

since h(·) is bounded, where c1 and c2 are finite constants. So,

E[Πn
j (Kc

δ)] ≤ cjδ.
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Let δ → 0, we have that, for almost all ω,

Πn
j {µ;µ([0, 1]) =∞} = 0.

Therefore, the proof of (i) is completed.

(ii) Let H be the Borel set in the product (u·, π·) path space. For arbitrary integer

c > 0, define the left shift Hc by Hc = {(u·, π·); (uc+·, πc+·) ∈ H}. Then

Qn,k
1 (Hc) =

1

k

k∑
j=1

IHc
(
Ψn

1 (j, ·)
)

=
1

k

k∑
j=1

IH
(
Ψn

1 (j + c, ·)
)
,

and hence

∣∣Qn,k
1 (Hc)−Qn,k

1 (H)
∣∣ =
∣∣∣1
k

k+c∑
j=c+1

IH
(
Ψn

1 (j, ·)
)
− 1

k

k∑
j=1

IH
(
Ψn

1 (j, ·)
)∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣1
k

( k+c∑
j=k+1

−
c∑
j=1

)
IH
(
Ψn

1 (j, ·)
)∣∣∣ ≤ 2c

k
→ 0,

as k → ∞ for all ω, c, n,H. In addition to the weak convergence, it yields the

stationarity of their limited processes
(
Uω
· ,Π

ω
·
)

for almost all ω.

(iii) Let φr(·), ϕp(·) be two arbitrary finite collections of bounded and continuous

real-valued functions. Let ci be a finite collection of arbitrary integers. For

arbitrary integers m, k and bounded and continuous function q(·), define the

function

f(ψ·) =q
(
〈uci , φr〉, 〈πci , ϕp〉, bci ; ci ≤ m, r, p

)
×
[

exp
{m+k∑
l=m

〈ul, φl〉(bl+1 − bl)
}
− exp

{1

2

m+k∑
l=m

〈ul, φl〉2
}]
.

We need to show that, for almost all ω,∫
f(ψ·)Q

ω(dψ) = 0. 1○

15



This, in turn, implies that (for almost all ω) the εωl are mutually independent

N (0, 1) random variables, and are independent of the Uω
· and of the “past” of

the Πω
· process. To get 1○, it is enough to show that as n, k →∞,

E
[ ∫

f(ψ·)Q
n,k(dψ)

]2

= E
[1

k

k∑
j=1

f
(
Ψn(j, ci)

)]2

→ 0.

In fact, by the definition of Ψn(j, ·),

f
(
Ψn(j, ci)

)
= q
(
〈Utj+ci , φj〉, 〈Πn

j+ci
, ϕp〉, Bj+ci −Bj; ci ≤ m, j, p

)
×
[

exp
{m+k∑
l=m

〈Utj+l, φl〉(Bj+l+1 −Bj+l)
}
− exp

{1

2

m+k∑
l=m

〈Utj+l, φl〉2
}]
.

Using the fact that Bj+l+1 − Bj+l = εj+l ∼ N (0, 1) are mutually independent

among all the j, l, so one can see that the mean square converges to 0.

(iv) Write |z|21 = min{|z|2, 1}. To identify Y ω
· , it is necessary to prove for each

integer s,

E

∫
Qω(dψ)

∣∣ys − h(〈us, φ0〉
)
− (bs+1 − bs)

∣∣2
1

= 0. 2○

which implies (iv) for almost all ω. This can be shown by using the definition

of occupation measures and the weak convergence. Note that

E

∫
Qn,k(dψ)

∣∣ys − h(〈us, φ0〉
)
− (bs+1 − bs)

∣∣2
1

= E
1

k

k∑
j=1

∣∣∣Yj+s − h(〈Utj+s, φ0〉
)
− (Bj+s+1 −Bj+s)

∣∣∣2
1

= 0.

Then, since the integrand in 2○ is a bounded and continuous function of ψ· and

Qn,k weakly converges to Q, equality 2○ follows.

(v) Adopt the notations in (iii). Using the similar arguments in [4], we can show

that, for any real number x,∫
Qω(dψ)q(〈uci , φr〉; ci ≤ m, r)

[
eix〈um+1,φ〉 −

∫
eix〈µ,φ〉P(dµ, 1|um)

]
= 0,
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where P(dµ, 1|x) is the one step transition function of U·. This implies that Uω
·

is Markov with the transition function of U·.

(vi) For arbitrary canonical sample path ψ· and integer m, define a function

A(ψm) = 〈πm, φ〉 −
E{πm−1,ym}{φ(Ũt1)R(Ũt1 , ym)}
E{πm−1,ym}{R(Ũt1 , ym)}

.

We are to prove that, for almost all ω and all m, A(Ψω
m) = 0, with probability

1 which implies (3.10). This can be done by showing that

0 = E

∫
Qω(dψ)

∣∣A(ψm)
∣∣2
1
. 3○

By the weak convergence, the prelimit form of the right side of 3○ is

E

∫
Qn,k(dψ)

∣∣A(ψm)
∣∣2
1

=
1

k

k∑
j=1

E
∣∣A(Ψn(j,m))

∣∣2
1
.

Thus, to obtain 3○ it suffices to show that E
∣∣A(Ψn(j, ·)

∣∣2
1
→ 0 uniformly in j as

n→∞. Actually, by Definition 3.6, Theorem 3.3 and the continuity of φ, φ0, h,

we have

E
∣∣A(Ψn(j, ·))

∣∣2
1

= E

∣∣∣〈Πn
j , φ〉 −

E{Πnj−1,Yj}{φ(Ũt1)R(Ũt1 , Yj)}
E{Πnj−1,Yj}{R(Ũt1 , Yj)}

∣∣∣2
1

= E

∣∣∣E{Πnj−1,Yj}{φ(Ũn
t1

)R(Ũn
t1
, Yj)}

E{Πnj−1,Yj}{R(Ũn
t1 , Yj)}

−
E{Πnj−1,Yj}{φ(Ũt1)R(Ũt1 , Yj)}
E{Πnj−1,Yj}{R(Ũt1 , Yj)}

∣∣∣2
1
→ 0,

uniformly in j as n→∞. Hence, 3○ holds for any weak sense limit.

Remark 3.6 Theorem 3.5 yields that {Qn,k
1 (·)} converges weakly to the probability

measure of {Ut· ,Π·} along the chosen subsequence. Keeping in mind that ρ(·) is the
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unique invariant measure of {Ut· ,Π·}, so one can assert {Qn,k
1 (·)} converges weakly

to ρ(·) along any (n, k). Formula (3.7) is therefore derived. Particularly, for all

φ ∈ Cb(X ), we have

lim
n→∞,k→∞

1

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πn
j , φ〉2 = lim

k→∞

1

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πj, φ〉2.

Finally we are ready to conclude our main result.

Theorem 3.7 For all bounded and continuous real-valued function φ,

1

k

k∑
j=1

∣∣〈Πn
j , φ〉 − 〈Πj, φ〉

∣∣2 → 0 (3.11)

in probability as n, k →∞ and n ≤ k.

Proof. Thanks to Remark 3.6, we have

lim
n→∞,k→∞

E
1

k

k∑
j=1

∣∣〈Πn
j , φ〉 − 〈Πj, φ〉

∣∣2
= lim

n→∞,k→∞

(1

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πn
j , φ〉2 +

1

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πj, φ〉2 −
2

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πn
j , φ〉〈Πj, φ〉

)
= lim

k→∞

2

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πj, φ〉2 − lim
n→∞,k→∞

2

k

k∑
j=1

E
(
〈Πn

j , φ〉E
(
φ(Utj)|FYj

))
∗
= lim

k→∞

2

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πj, φ〉2 − lim
k→∞

2

k

k∑
j=1

E〈Πj, φ〉φ(Utj) = 0,

where the equality (*) holds by formula (3.7). This implies the convergence in prob-

ability.

4. Simulation results

To specifically detect the source of pollution and its concentration along the river,

we set α = 5, a = 1, b = 2, h(z) = 3z, the observation location x0 = 0.2, and the
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undesired chemical are released from location β0 = 0.6 by a Poisson process with

intensity λ0 = 10. Let φ0 be a Dirac delta function with φ0(z) = δ(z−x0), indicating

that the observation data are exactly the chemical concentration at x0. Suppose the

initial condition U(0, z) = 1. By Theorem 2.2 and Newton-Raphson algorithm, given

the initial guess β̂0 = 1/3, λ̂0 = 5 and ∆ = 0.01, we have the simulation results of β̂n,

λ̂n as Figure 1.

Figure 1: Estimation of parameters

Now we are to construct the approximated filter with formula (3.6). Taking n =

550, we have the estimators based on the observation up to t = 5.5 as β̂n = 0.597,

λ̂n = 10.038, . Let φ(z) = z, M = 500 and define the approximated filter Πn
j by the

sample average:

〈Πn
j , φ〉 =

∑M
l=1 φ(Ũn,l

tj )R(Ũn,l
0,j , Y0,j)/M∑M

l=1R(Ũn,l
0,j , Y0,j)/M

.

where

Ũn,l
tj = e−αtj

∫ 1

0

Ptj(y, dx)Ũ0(dy) +

∫ tj

0

e−α(tj−s)Ptj−s(β̂n, x)dÑ l
λ̂ns
, l = 1, · · · ,M,
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R(Ũn,l
0,j , Y0,j) = exp

{
j∑
i=1

[Yih(〈Ũn,l
ti , φ0〉)−

1

2
h2(〈Ũn,l

ti , φ0〉)]

}
.

The observation data Y·, true concentration U· and our approximation 〈Πn, φ〉 at

location x0 are illustrated in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Approximation of signal process

5. Concluding remarks

Under the background of environmental pollution detection, we put forward a nonlin-

ear filtering problem over a long time interval where the signal process was driven by

an SPDE involved with Poisson Process and unknown parameters. According to the

discrete samples, the unknown parameters were figured out by the ergodic theory and

statistical schemes at first. Then we proceeded to verify the uniqueness of invariant
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measure for the signal-filter process. Since the optimal filter is considerably hard

to construct, the computed approximating filter was established. The asymptotic

properties were finally argued both by theory and matlab simulations. This paper

provides a comprehensive method to solve the nonlinear filtering problem. The model

is of great practical value and could be widely used in many fields.
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