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Abstract

The model of partially observed linear system depending on some unknown pa-
rameters is considered. An approximation of the unobserved component is proposed.
This approximation is realized in three steps. First an estimator of the method
of moments of unknown parameter is constructed. Then this estimator is used for
defining the One-step MLE-process and finally the last estimator is substituted to the
equations of Kalman filter. The solution of obtained equations provide us the approx-
imation (adaptive K-B filter). The asymptotic properties of all mentioned estimators
and MLE and Bayesian estimators of the unknown parameters are described. The
asymptotic efficiency of adaptive filtering is discussed.
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1 Introduction

We are given a linear partially observed system

Xt:f}/;,1+0wt, X(), t:172,..., (1)
Y,i=aYi,+bu, Y, (2)

where X7 = (X, X1,..., Xr) are observations and auto regressive process (AR) Y;, ¢t > 0
is a hidden process. Here w;,t > 1 and v;,¢ > 1 are independent standard Gaussian
random variables, i.e., w; ~ N (0,1), v; ~ A (0,1). The initial values are X, ~ N (0, d?)
and Yy ~ NV (O,d;) and can be correlated with correlation p,, = EXyYy. The system
is defined by the parameters a,b, f, 0%, d2, d;. It will be convenient for instant to denote
Y= (a,b, f,0?).
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Denote FX the o-algebra generated by the first ¢ + 1 observations Xy, X1,..., X;. The
conditional expectation m (9,t) = Ey (Y;|F;*) according to the equations of Kalman filter
(see, e.g., Theorem 13.4 in [19]) satisfies the equation

afy(0,t—1)
0-2+f2’7(197t_1)

The initial value is m (9,0) = Ey (Y5|Xo).

m (9, t) =am (9t —1)+ (X — fm (W, t—-1)], t>1. (3)

The mean square error v (9, ) = Ey (Y; — m (9, t)) is described by the equation

af2y (0t —1)°
o2+ f2y (9t —1)

v (9,t) = a*y (9, t — 1) + b* — t>1 (4)

with the initial value 7 (¢, 0) = Ey (Yo — m (¢9,0))*.

We suppose that the observations X7 are given and that some of the parameters are
unknown, but their values are always satisfy the condition

Ay a® € [0,1), b’ > 0, f*>0, a® > 0. (5)

This condition is uniform in the following sense. If, for example, the unknown parame-
ter is f € (ay, Bf), then ay > 0 or By < 0. Our goal is to propose an approximation
of m(¥,t),t > 1 in such situations and to describe the error of approximation in the
asymptotic of large samples, i.e., as T" — oc.

The consistent estimation of the parameters (di, di) is impossible and we suppose that
these parameters are known. If these values are unknown, then the system (3))-(#) will be
solved with some wrong initial values, but due to robustness of the solutions the difference
between solutions with true and wrong initial values under condition .27 is asymptotically
negligible. Note as well that the consistent estimation of the parameters ¥ = (f,b) or

¥ = (f,a,b) is impossible because the model ({l)-(2) depends on the product fb.

This work is devoted to the problem of estimation of m (¢,t),¢ =1,...,T in the situa-
tions, where some of the parameters of the model ([I])-(2) are unknown. As usual in such
problems we first estimate the unknown parameter and then this estimator is substituted
in the equations (3))-(4). The obtained in such a way equations will describe adaptive
Kalman filter. There existe a wide literature on adaptive filtering for such and similar par-
tially observed systems. The difference between them is in the construction of parameter
estimators and in the description of the corresponding errors of approximations of m (1, -),
see, e.g., [11,12,[41,[6],[8],[20], [21],[22],]23] and references there in. There is a large diversity
of the models (linear and non linear), different limits (small noise or large samples) and
the methods of adaptive filtering. For the words “adaptive Kalman filter” Google Scholar
gives half million references. Of course not all of them are exactly in what we need but
nevertheless in some sens it gives the idea how important this subject is. We propose one
else algorithm which realizes such procedure. Note that since the work of Kalman [1T]
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the equations ([IJ)-(2) are considered in more general forms, where X;, Y; and wy, v; are
vectors and f, o, a,b are matrices. Our choice of this simplest model was motivated by the
simplicity of calculations and the same time the obtained results nevertheless seems to be
non trivial. We suppose that the proposed algorithms can be extended on more complicate
models and the results for these models will be similar to the presented in this work ones.

Note that the problems of parameter estimation for such systems of observations is a
part of more general class of problems of parameter estimation for hidden Markov processes,
see, e.g., the works [3] and [5] and references there in.

We are interested by the problem of on-line estimation of the conditional expectation
(random function) m (¢¥,t),0 < t < T in the different situations, where 9 is unknown. For
example, f = ¥ and a, b are known. The usual behavior in such situations is to estimate
first the unknown parameters and then to substitute these estimators in the equations
@)-(). The most interesting are of course the algorithms of on-line recurrent adaptive
filters. The studied algorithms are mainly verified with the help of numerical simulations,
which show the reasonable behavior of the adaptive filters.

Our goal is to obtain a good recurrent approximation mjy,0 < ¢ < T of the process
m(9,t),0 <t <T in the case of the homogeneous partially observed system (I])-(2]) and
to discuss the question of asymptotic efficiency of adaptive filters.

The estimation of m (¥,t) ,t € (0,T] in this work is realized following the program:
1. Calculate a preliminary estimator 0, on relatively small interval of observations [0, 7).
2. Using ¥, construct the One-step MLE-process Vi, 7 <t <T.

3. As approximation of m (9,t) we propose m; obtained with the help of K-B equations,
where ¥ 1s replaced by Ui p, 7 <t <T.

4. Estimate the error m;y —m (9,t), 71 <t <T.
5. Discuss the asymptotic efficiency of the adaptive filter.

This means that we have no on-line approximation on the time interval [0, 7], but
7/T — 0. Note that the used here One-step MLE-process is the well-known Le Cam’s
One-step MLE, in which we consider the upper limit of the integral (time ¢) as variable.

Introduce continuous time model

dX, = f () Vi dt + o dW,, Xo, 0<t<T, (6)
dY; = —a (9) Yidt + b () dV;, Yo, t>0, (7)

where Wy, Vi, t > 0 are independent Wiener processes, f (9),a (9),b () are known smooth
functions and ¥ € © C R? is the unknown parameter. Suppose that the observations are
XT = (X;,0 <t <T) and the Markov process YT = (V;,0 < ¢t <T) is hidden.



We already applied this construction (steps 1-2, or steps 1-4, or steps 1-5) to 4 different
models of observations. To the model of continuous time observations like (@))-(7)) with
small noises in the both equations [13], [18] (1-4). To the model (6)-(7) with small noise in
the equation (@) only [15], [I6] (1-5). To the model of hidden telegraph process [12] (1-2).
To the model of observations (@)-(7) in the asymptotics 7" — oo [14] (1-2),[17] (1-5).

Note that in the Kalman filtering theory the model of observations is slightly different
and can be written in our case as follows

Xt:f}/t‘l“awt, XO, t:1,2,..., (8)
Yivi =aY,+ bvia, Yo. (9)

The link between these two models and the modified equations (B])-(]) can be found in
[19], Corollary 3 of Theorem 13.4. Remark that if we consider the discrete time model as
discrete time approximation of the model (€)-(7), then it seems the equations (II)-(2]) feet

better than (g])- ().

In this work we propose the adaptive filter for the model ()-([2) (steps 1-5). The
construction of preliminary method of moments estimators follows [12] and the exposition
is in some sense similar to the exposition in the continuous time case of the work [17],
where the model of observations is ([@])- (7).

In the next section we study the method of moments estimators (preliminary estima-
tors) of the parameters of the system (23))-(24]). Then the different Fisher informations are
calculated for different parameters (section 3). Having preliminary estimator and Fisher
information we introduce the One-step MLE-processes and study their asymptotic prop-
erties (section 4). The properties of MLE and Bayesian estimator are described in the
section 5. The One-step MLE-process is substituted in the equation (3)-(#) and this pro-
vides us the adaptive filter (section 6). The last seventh section is devoted to the question
of asymptotic efficiency of the proposed adaptive filters.

2 Method of moments estimators

Introduce three statistics

1 & 1 &
Sir (XT) = =S (= X ), Sar (X7) = =37 (X = Xo0) (Xt — Xia),
t=1 t=2
1 T
Sar (X7) = 7 D (X = Xima) (Xiz — Xi )

t

Il
w

and study their asymptotic (7' — oo) behavior. We suppose always that the condition .o,
is fulfilled and the true value is denoted as ¥y.



2f2b? 1202 (a—1) f*b*a(a—1)
D, (V) = 2" +202, Py(¥) =ft———= 52 _Jraewe—1)
1() 1+a+0-7 2() 1+a o, (I)3(Q9) (1+a)
Lemma 1. We have the limits
Sir (XT) — Dy (), (10)
So.r (XT) — D9y (D), (11)
S (XT) —  ®3 (), (12)
and there exist constants C; > 0, Cy > 0, C3 > 0 such that
T Ch T 2 Oy
Ey, [S1r (XT) — & (o) < 7 Eoy[Sor (XT) = @ ()| < =, (13)
C
Ey, |57 (XT) — 5 (0p)|" < = (14)

Proof. According to (23))

T;( - Xi1) :—OZY}1 Yi_2) T ;(Y}l—}/}ﬂ(wt_wtl)

2
(o
+ TO Z (wt — wt_1)2 .

The Gaussian time series Y;, ¢ > 1 is exponentially mixing with the stationary (invariant)
2
Gaussian distribution N (O, %) and it is independent of w;,t > 1. Therefore by the law
0
of large numbers we have the convergences

B p_ d )
?OZ:: (Yio1 — Yio) —?;((ao—l)K—Qerovt—l)
T T
(1 —ap) 2bg ( 2p2
_ fi( - 0) ZYiz o (1 —ao) f3 ZYtQUH fOTOZUtQI

2b2 1—a
‘7001(—0) fe = @y (9y) — 202,

2 foo d

> (Vi = Yioa) (wy — wig) — 0,

t=1
T
US 2
?Z — Wi— 1 —>20'0,

t=1



which proves (I0]).
To prove ([[I]) we write
(Xe — Xom1) (Xim1 — Xio)

= [fo (Yt—1 - Y}—Q) + 09 (wt - wt—l)] [fo (Yt—z - Yt—s) + 09 (wt—l - wt—z)]
= [fo (a0 — 1) Yiea + fobovi—1 + 00 (wy — wy—1)]

1
X P [fo (a0 — 1) Yo + foboaovi—a + ooao (wi—1 — wi—s)].
0

Therefore
T 9 T T
]_ f2 ((lo — 1) f2b0 ((lo — 1)
T2 (X = Xm1) (Xio1 — Xy o) = OT Z Yyt Z Y ovis
02 &
o D (we = wi) (Wi — wip) 0 (1).
t=2
We have
1 T aob(] T
szt 2Ut2—_ZY;€ 3V—2 + T Ut 5 — agpbo,
t=2 t=2
A
TZ(wt wi—1) (Wi—1 — Wi—2) -1
t=2
Finally
1 d fozb2 (ap — 1) 2 2
=D = X)) (K = X) — B0 g (a9 - 1) — 0
— ap (1 —aj)

= (132 (’190) .

The last convergence (I2)) we obtain using the similar arguments as follows:
(X, — X, 1) (Xe s — Xi 3)

= [fo Yie1 = Yima) + 00 (wy — w1)] [fo (Yies — Yiea) + 00 (wi—g — wy_3)]
= [fo (aYi—2 — Yioa) + fobovi—1 + o0 (W — wy—1)]
1

X P [fo (aoYi—s — Yi—3) + fobovi—s + agoo (wi—o — wy_3)] .
0

Here we used the equation (24) and the equality aoY;_y = Y, 3 — bovy_3.

Further, as
wy, t > 1 are independent of Y;, ¢ > 1 and v, ¢t > 1 we can write

T

aoiT [fo (a0 — 1) Yi—o + fobovi—1] [fo (a0 — 1) Yi—3 + fobovi—s] + o (1)
t=3

Ssr (XT) =



T
1
= T z; [fo (a0 — 1) agYi_s + f (ag — 1) vs_o + fobovs_1]
t=

X [fo (ap — 1) Yi_s + fobovi—s] + 0 (1)

2 (g9 — 1)% 2 (go — 1) by —
:7‘]00(?2_‘ ) Zy;%g,—l-—fO( OT ) OZY;tf?,Ut—?,‘i‘O(l)
t=3 t=3

2 (ag —1)* 252 (ag — 1)
D RIS S Bt
t=3 t=3

F2 (1= a0)
— %aooﬂLfozbg(ao—l) = ®3 () .

As the Gaussian AR process Y;,t > 1 has exponentially decreasing correlation function
the convergences (I3)),(Id]) follow from the standard arguments. For the higher moments
see Rosenthal-type inequalities [7].

O

Remark 1. From the proofs it follows that the estimates (IZ) are valid uniformly on
compacts K C © too, i.e.,

C C
sup Ego ’SLT (XT) — (bl (190)’2 S -, sup Ego }527’1" (XT) — @2 (’190)’2 S — (15)
9ok T 9pex T

C
sup Eg, [S37 (XT) — @3 (?90)’2 < Tk (16)
Y€K

Remark 2. More detailed analysis allows to verify the asymptotic normality

VT (Syr (XT) = 1 () = N (0, Dy (9)?)
VT (Sor (XT) — @5 (9)) = N (0, D (00)°)
VT (Szr (XT) = @5 (9)) = N (0, D3 (9)°)

but we do not prove these convergences because we need these MMEs just for construction
of One-step MLE-processes and the estimates (I3]),(I6]) are sufficient for these problems.

All parameters of the model (23)-(24]) can be estimated with the help of the intro-
duced statistics S 1 (XT) S (XT) ,S3 (XT). Below the method of moments estima-

tors (MME) of the parameters f,a,b,o? are proposed and their asymptotic behavior is
described.



2.1 Estimation of the parameter f.

Suppose that the parameters a, b, 0 are known and we have to estimate ¢ = f € (ay, fy),
ay > 0. Then the MME can be defined as follows

fr= O‘f]I{BLT} + .]FT]I{]BZT} + 5fﬂ{B3’T}- (17)
Here
1/2
(Sur (X7) —20)(1+a) /
pu— 2 5
2020?
Th t: S (XT) < +20°
{ e even lT( ) 1+a+a ,
202b? 2/32b?
f T f
IB%QT_{Theevent T a + 207 <SlT(X)§1+a+202}’
26707
B Th t: Sip(XT) > 12,28
3,7 = { e even 17T( )_1+a+ o
Therefore f7 € [ay, Byl
2 f20?
Sl,T (XT) — (bl (’190) 1f—(|]— + 20 2

the probabilities
Pfo (]BLT) — 0, Pfo (BQ,T) — 1, Pfo (B&T) — 0,
and below we omit the representations like (I7) for the other MMEs.

It is easy to see that by Lemma[lland Remark[Ilthe MME f7. is consistent, i.e., f7: — fo.

Let us verify the upper bound
. C
sup Ej, |f — fol* < T
fo€K
Put nr = VT (S1r (XT) — @1 (¥)). Note that thanks to the definition (I7) of f; it is

sufficient to study the statistic Sy r (X7) on the set By only and therefore we have the
estimates

20sz2 232b?
1 T a —|—20’ < SIT(XT> (18)
Then
. 1+a 1/2
=\ o [@1(190)—20 + TV, }



I1+a 1+a _ —1/2
= 2—{)2 [(I)l (190) —20’2}1/24— 2—62 [(I)1 (190) —20’2+ST 1/277T] / T 1/277T

1+a _ -1/2 . _
:f0+ 2—b2 [(I)l (190)—202+ST 1/277T] / T 1/277T7

where s € (0,1) and therefore

(1+a) —1/2
|f7— fol < 202, nr

Here we used ([I8). Therefore, by Lemma [I]

sup By, |7 — fol? < CT'Ey, [nr|*.

foeK

Remark 3. Of course, the statistics So (XT) and S3 1 (XT) as well can be used for the
construction of the MME of f. For example, we can solve the equation

202 (a—1
ngT(XT):f 1(j:a )_02

with respect to f and to put

o (S (X)) 40 (1))
T b2 (a—1) '

Note that the statistic Sor (X T) takes negative values and the expression under square
root brackets is positive with probability tending to 1. This MME has the asymptotic
properties similar to that of f7.

2.2 Estimation of the parameter b.

The estimation of b is almost the same as the estimation of f because these parameters
in ¢ (9), &5 (¥) and @3 (V) are in the products bf only. Therefore the MME of b has the
properties

(S1T(XT)—2<72) (1+a) 1/2 C
by = : — by, sup By, [ — bol* < T (19)

2f? boek

et ctr.



2.3 Estimation of the parameter a.

The solution of the equation

212b?
XT) =22 — 4 952
Sit ( ) 1+a + 20
leads to the MME
. 2f2b2 1
ar = —1.
T Sl T (XT) — 20’2
By Lemma [Il we have
al — ag, sup E,, |a} — ao|2 < —.
ag€eK T
2.4 Estimation of the parameter o°.
The MME
1 f2v?
2% _ XT S 7
o7’ = 35ur (X7) 1+a
is consistent and
. 2 _C
sup B,z }a% — 03’ < T

U(Q)EK

2.5 Estimation of the parameter ¥ = (a, f).
The MME 9% = (ak, f7) is solution of the system of equations

Sir (XT) =& (07), Sor (XT) = @y (95)
and has the following form

SLT (XT) + 527’]“ (XT) - CJ'2

o = Sir(XT) =202 (20)
(S (XT) (1t a) - 202\
o (o) )
With the help of Lemma [Il it can be shown that
(az, f7) — (ao, fo)
and
B, 195 dol/* < = (22)
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2.6 Estimation of the parameter v = (a, f, 02).

In this case we have three equations

222 F26% (a — 1)
SI,T (XT) :1—|——CL+2027 52,’]" (XT) :ﬁ—O’Q,
f20%a (a —1)
Sy (XT) =2 ——" 2
i (X7 =

The MME 9% = (a%, fr, 02%) is the following solution of this system:

. 2531 (XT)
ar = T ™ L
S (XT) + 287 (XT)
. Sr (XT) (1 +af)
fT =

b2ak (af —1)

1 *)2 2
U%* = 551,T (XT) — 7({7:’_) a% .

Once more we have the consistency of ¥ and the bound like (22)).

Almost similar result we have in the case of estimation ¥ = (a, b, 0?).

Remark 4. Of course, it is possible to define and study the MMEs of the parameters
Y = (a,b), 9 = (f,0%) and ¥ = (b,0?). The only forbidden couple of parameters is
¥ = (f,b). In this case the consistent estimation of ¢ is impossible. Indeed, the stationary
AR process Y;,t =...,—1,0,1,... admits the representation

o0
Yi=0) atv_y
k=0

and therefore the observed process is

o
Xt:beakvt,k—i—awt, k:...,—l,(),l,....
k=0
Here we introduced the sequence vy, t = ..., —1,0,1,... of i.i.d. standard Gaussian r.v.’s.

The model depends on the product fb and therefore these parameters can not be estimated
separately.

3 Fisher informations

We have the same model of observations

Xt:f}/t—1+0-wt7 XOa tzla

11



}/t:a'}/t—l+bvt7 Yba tzla

where wy, v, t > 1 are independent standard Gaussian r.v.’s and f, 02, a, b are parameters of
the model. As before, we suppose that some of these parameters are unknown and we have
to estimate the unknown parameters ¥ € © by the observations X7 = (Xg, X1, ..., X7).

The MMEs studied above are consistent, but not asymptotically efficient. That is why
we propose below the construction of One-step MLE-process, which allow us to solve two
problems: first we obtain asymptotically efficient estimators of these parameters and the
second - we describe the approximation of the conditional expectation m (9,t),¢ > 1.

The construction of One-step MLE-processes requires the knowledge of Fisher infor-
mation. That is why we calculate below the Fisher informations related with different
parameters. To do this we recall first some known properties of 7 (¢,¢) and describe the
likelihood ratio function for this model.

Consider the model of partially observed time series

Xt:f}/;,1+0wt, X(), t:172,..., (23)
Y;f = a}/t—l + bvta }/07 (24)

where X7 = (X, X;,..., Xr) are observations and auto regressive process (AR) Y;, ¢t > 0
is a hidden process. Here w;,t > 1 and v;,¢ > 1 are independent standard Gaussian
random variables, i.e., w; ~ N (0,1), v; ~ A (0,1). The initial values are X, ~ N (0, d?)
and Yy ~ N (0,d2). The system is defined by the parameters a, b, f,0?, d2, dz. We suppose
that some of these parameters are unknown and have to be estimated by observations X7

It will be convenient for instant to denote ¥ = (a, b, f, 0?).

Denote §& the o-algebra generated by the first ¢ + 1 observations Xo, X1, ..., X;. The
conditional expectation m (J,t) = Ey (Y;|F;*) according to the equations of Kalman filter
(see, e.g., [I1], [19]) satisfies the equation

af7<797t_1>
o2+ f2y(0,t—1)

The initial value is m (9,0) = Ey (Y5|Xo).

m(9,t) =am (0, t—1)+

X, — fm(@,t—1)], t>1.  (25)

The mean square error v (0, ) = Ey (Y; — m (9, t)) is described by the equation

af2y (0t —1)°

9. 8) =a’y (0.t — 1)+ 1% —
v (W,t) = ay (Y, ) + o2t oy (0= 1)

t>1 (26)
with the initial value 7 (¢, 0) = Ey (Yo — m (¢,0))*.
If some of the mentioned parameters are unknown, then, of course, we can not use

[25)-(20) for calculation of m (v,t),t > 1.

12



We suppose that the observations X7 = (Xy, Xi,..., X7) are given and that some of
the parameters are unknown, but their values are always satisfy the condition «%. Our
goal is to propose an approximation of m (9,¢),¢t > 1 in such situations and to describe
the error of approximation in the asymptotic of large samples, i.e., as T — oo.

The consistent estimation of the parameters (di, dZ) is impossible and we suppose that
these parameters are known. If these values are unknown, then the system (25)-(26]) will be
solved with some wrong initial values, but due to robustness of the solutions the difference
between solutions with true and wrong initial values in our problems is asymptotically

negligible.

As before, the proposed program is consists in several steps. First on some learning
interval [O,TT} of negligible length (7./T" — 0) we construct a consistent preliminary
estimator 97 . Then this estimator is used for defining the One-step MLE-process v} =

T
(19;T,t =7,+1,... ,T) and finally the approximation m} = (m;T,t =7, +1,... ,T) is
obtained by substituting ¥4 in the equations (25)-(26). The last step is to evaluate the
error myp —m (0, t).

Remark that the function v (¥,t) converges to the value
PR —o2(1—a?) 1|[(c2(1—a®) ,\° 4> 2
L (0) = Sl f A S 27 27
. ) () 7
as t — 0o (see Example 3 in section 14.4, [19]). The value v, () is obtained as a positive
solution of the equation (26)), where we put v (¢,t) = v (J,t — 1) = 7, (¥), which becomes
0% (1 —a?) bo?

IR N

v, (9)% + [ - bQ] Y (0) =0.

Below we study the asymptotic (" — oo) properties of estimators. That is why to
simplify the exposition we suppose that the initial value v (¢,0) = 7. (¢). Then for any
t > 1 we have v (9, t) = 7, (¢). Of course, this is condition on correlation between X and

Y, and the values d?, dZ'

Therefore the equation (25) is replaced by the equation

afy. (9)
o2 + [ (V)
with the corresponding initial value, providing 7 (J,0) = ~. (). Recall that equation

([25) is stable w.r.t. the initial value, i.e., for the wrong initial condition the difference

m (0,t) —my (V) — 0.

my (9) = amy_1 (V) + [(Xe— fmy (W)], t>1 (28)

Note as well that if we denote vy the true value, then

_ Xt — fomi (190)
VR + [y, (Do)

13
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are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables (see Theorem 13.5 in [19]). This means that
the equation of observations (23)) can be written as follows

Xo = form—1 (90) +1/0f + [ (Do) G (o), £ =1
Using this representation we can rewrite the equation ([28) too

afy. (V) m —tm
72+ 7, (9) s () = frtes ()

afye (0) v/o§ + f37: (Vo)
o? + f2y. (V)

my (V) = amy_1 (9) +

+

Gt (o), t=1 (29)

The likelihood function is

T

R R

t=1

1 T/2 1~ (X — fmea (9)°
- (m) exp <—§ Zl P ) ) : ¥ e 0. (30)

t

Here
P(9)=0"+ [*7. (V)

and © is an open, bounded, convex set of the possible values of the parameter .

3.1 Unknown parameter b

We start with one-dimensional case, say, ¥ = b € © = (ap,5p),a > 0. As above we
suppose that f # 0,a? € [0,1). Therefore the system is

Xt:f}/;,1+0wt, Xo, t:1,2,...,
Yi=aY,1 + 90, Yo,

Introduce the notation:

a02

P ()’
al (0) /P () : 9B (9,9) _ ao® (%)
P () ’ B (90, %0) = v =10 P (190)3/2 '

Note that infyee I' (9) > 0 (see (@) below). Another estimate which we will use is

P@)=f%0), P@)=0"+TW), A{)=

B (9, 0q) =

sup |A (9)] < 1. (31)
9€0

14



Let us show the well known fact that it is always fulfilled if a® € [0,1). We have

2,92 2 2.2
Py =1 et e a-a) —f2192)2+4f219202]1/2

and

12\ !
|A(9)] = 2|a| 0® (f2192 + 0% + o%a® + [(02 (1-a*) — f2192)2 + 4f219202] )
2lalo®  2]d
o2 +o0%a2 1+ a?

< 1.

Proposition 1. The Fisher information is

Pb (190)2 [P (’190)2 + a2cr4]

Ib ('190) = 2P(’l90)2 [P (190)2 _a20_4].

(32)

Proof. The equation (29) we multiply by f, denote M; (V) = fm; (¥) and rewrite as follows

V&) = 1 bt )+ Sy )+ T — W) ¢, (9y)
=A (19) Mt—l (’19) + [a —A (19)] Mt—l (190) + B (’19,190) Ct (190) t Z 1.

The Fisher score is (see (30))

Oln L (9, XT) tl 2
Ol (9. X7) _ aﬂZ[ M W) Ly p )

o 2

[Xt M,y (0)] (X — M, (9)) P(W)  P(0)
Pl Mo () + 2P (1) " 2P (V)

X, - MH D] Ma (9) | [Xi =M (9 PW) P (9)

| VPW) JPW) P 2P 2PW)

Ma

i
I

]~

o
Il

Qt Mt 1 [Qt( ) _1}

1 XT: P (9)
~ JPW — 2P (9) |
Recall that M,_; (9) = OM,_ (9) /09, P (¥) = OP (¥) /09 and

Xy — My oy (Vo)  Xo — M1 ()
o2+ T (W) P (o)

G (o) = ) t>1

are independent standard Gaussian random variables ( (; (¢9) ~ N (0, 1)).

15



The equation for derivative M, (9),¢ > 1 is
M, (9) = A(9) Mi—y (9) + A (9) [My—1 (9) = My—y (99)] + By (9, 00) G (o)
with the initial value My (). If ¥ = ¥y, then

M, (99) = A(09) My_1 (Vo) + By (00, 90) G (9o), My (Do),  t>1.

The stationary version of the process 711, (¥y),t > 1 can be written as a sum of i.i.d.
variables

[e.e]

M, (90) = By (W0, 90) > A (0)* Gk (o) ,
Mo (90) = By (90,00) Y A(90)" ¢4 (Y0)

where we introduced i.i.d. r.v.’s ; (Jg) ~ N (0,1),k = 0,—1,—2,.... The real process
M (99,t),0 < t < T has the similar representation with the finite sum, but as we are
interested by asymptotic (17" — oo) properties of estimators we write immediately this
infinite sum and the difference between these two representations for these processes and

for several other similar processes below are asymptotically negligible. We have

v By (90,90)° a?0* P (9)
1AW P(W)(1-A®W)Y)

Eqg, M, (0)* = By (W0, 90)* Y _ A (0p)°

k=0

For the second moment of the score-function we have the following expression

oL (0, x7)]°
w225
__l g (i[g(ﬁ)M (Vo) + = [¢ (19)21]?<79)P<19>1/QD2
P(,&O) 0 2 ¢ 0 t—1 0 9 t 0 0 0
:#E i(CW)M (19>+1[C(19)2_1]P(19)P(19)1/2)2
B0 ﬁotﬂ t (Vo) M1 (Vo 5 L6t Wo 0 0

because (below ¢ > s and for simplicity we omit 1P (%) "?)

Bo, (G (90) M1 (90) + [G: (90)° = 1] £ (90))

(G W0) Mot (90) + [, (90)” = 1] P (9)
= Ey, G (Vo) Mi—1 (90) Cs—1 (90) Mi—1 (Y)

16



+P(190) Ey, G (ﬁo)Mt—l (Do) [Cs 190 }
+ P (90) EgyCs (90) Mi—y (%) [¢ (D0)” — 1]

+ P (90)* By, [¢ (90)7 — 1] [G (90)* — 1] = 0.

Here we used the equalities like

By, |G (90) M1 (90) G (9) M,y <190>]
= Bog | M1 (90) G (90) Mot (90) B, (G (00) [55,)] = 0.

Further

o (Q (90) Mo (o) + [ (o) — 1] % )

P (1)*

150y o 600~ 1

= Eg,G (90)° My_y (00)* +
P (1)*
2P (1)
By (90,90) | P (0)°
1= AW)? 2P (Yo)
B 254P (9,)? P (1,)?
P (9) (1—A(0)?) 2P (d)
RACHE { 2020

2P (0o) | P (199)” — a2o

= EﬂoMtfl (190)2 +

¥ 1] |
Therefore, even if we have a non stationary at the beginning processes the limit will be

1
T

2
oL (v, XT
#] =1 (o) -
J=19¢

O

Remark 5. If the unknown parameter is ¢ = f and all other parameters are known, then
the filtration equations are almost the same

M, (9) = a My, () + U;‘i <rﬁ() gy XK= Mes )], Mc(@) = dma(9), 221,
D) =5 [ =t (1)) 5 5 [(0F (1 a?) = )° ]

17



It is easy to see that the score-function has the same form but of course the derivation
now is w.r.t. v = f

OL(W, X") _
5 _Z ¢ (0

Here P (V) = 0? +T (V).

Py (9)

) M, )+[Q(ﬁ)2—1}ﬁ%m

To calculate the Fisher information we have to use the following equation for the deriva-
tive M; (V)

My (99) = A (09) My—y (9) + By (90, 90) & (o), t>1

with the function

This gives us the Fisher information

Iy (Do) = (33)

3.2 Unknown parameter a

Suppose that the values of f > 0,02 > 0,b > 0 are known and the parameter ¥ = a € © =
(g, Ba), —1 < g < B, < 1 is unknown. Therefore the partially observed system is

= fYi+ow, Xo, t=1,2,...,
Yi=0Y1+buy, Yo,
and the Kalman filter for M, (¢) = ¥m, (9) is given by the relations
JT (1) 9T (0)
M, (9) = | — —————— T\
1 [ o +T (V) o+ T ()
Jo? (¥9)
= M)+ ——
2+T W) " H(9)+ o2+ T (V)
T (9)

= A(0) Mya (9) + oMoy (90) + B (9,00 G (d0) - €21,

L) = 5 [P0 = 0% (1= )] + 5 [ (7 (1 = 0%) = P9)" 4 a0%o’] "

} M1 (9) + X,

Here

A(0) = vo B(ﬁ’ﬂo):ﬁl“(ﬂ]lwf(ﬂo)’

18



and
Xy — M1 (V)

G (f0) = o2 +T (¥y)

are independent standard Gaussian random variables.

We present the corresponding score-function and Fisher information without detailed
proofs.

We have
OlnL (19, XT)

B \/7Z G (9

The equation for M, (9g) = fom, (9y) /Oa is
M, (9o) = A (W) My—1 (90) + My—1 (90) + Ba (90, 90) G (¥0) , t>1,

) Mioy (90) + G (9)" = 1] ===

where
T (90) P (%) + 90 P ()
P 00)3/2 :
Therefore, using stationarity of all processes we write
Eg, M, (90)” = A (90)* Eg, My_1 (90)* 4+ Egy My_1 (05)° + Ba (09, 9)*
+ 24 (90) Egy My—1 (90) My (9o)
= (1= AWy [E%Mt_l (90)2 + Ba (90, 90)°

B, (09, 90) =

+2A () EﬁoMtfl (Vo) My (790)]

The equations for M, () and M, (¥y) allow us to calculate the following moments

o R (1)
Bt U = G- )
. . ’1901—‘ (’190)2 190
EﬂoMtfl (790) M, (790) - J2 (190)2 (1 _ 79014 (19(])) (1 _A (190)2) + P (190>
1900'2P (’190)
I (o)
Hence
02 -1 | 930 (9)? D (d) P (90) + 0P (90)]
B (00" = (1= AG) " | b [ P )

19



24 (9g) 9oT (¥)? Dy Do P (V)
P (95)* (1 — ¥oA (Vo)) (( —a@r) TP )]

=Q ().

Recall that the Fisher information is

I, (9) = %Eﬁo <% ) >2
9 ZE GO )+ [6 0 1] 20 |
:ﬁ By, M,_; (99)’ fp(q(?;z?)
- 09201)3295090)2' (34)

Remark 6. The similar calculations allow us to write the score-function and Fisher infor-
mation in the situation where ¥ = o2, but we will not write it here.

3.3 Unknown parameter 9 = (f,a)

Consider the system

thely;f—1+0-wt7 XOa t:1727"'7
}/t = 02 3/;5—1 +bvt7 }/0

Here the unknown parameter is ¥ = (0, 6,). Let us denote M (¥,t) = 0ym, (9), T (V) =
02+, (9). The Kalman filter we write as follows

M (0,t) = 122( )M(ﬁ,t—l)JrejDP(S;) ;
A M 0,1~ 1)+ E(0) M (Dot — 1)+ BW,090) G (), t>1,
%[021;2 o? (1-62)] +% (0 (1 - 62) —efb2)2+4b202]1/2,

where P (V) = o? + T (9),

051" (9) \/ P (Vo)
P (9) .

B (3, 90) = (35)

The equations for derivatives M (9g,t) , M, (¥, t) are

M; (99, 1) = A (V) My (Jo,t — 1) + By (9o, 90) & (Vo) 4

20



M, (09, 1) = A (Vo) My (09, t — 1) + M (9g,t — 1) + B, (9, 90) G (9)

where recall that
M (’190, t - 1) = 9072M (’190, t - 2) —|— B (190, 190) thl (’190) y
T (99) P (99) + 0.2 Pa (0)

. 00 20’2Pf (190) .
Bf (1907,190> = ’—7 Ba (,1907190) = .
Here we used the relation A (J) + E (¢) = 6. The vector of score-function is

OL(9, XT) — . s 1 Pr(%) ]
— = Vo) My (Do, t — 1) + |G (09)" — 1 ,

8 |y B0 ; _Ct( o) My (Y )+ ¢ (W0)” — 1] 2P (i) |
ALY, XT) | . s 1 P(v) ]
—_— = — Vo) My (U, t — 1) + | (¥9)” — 1 :

602 Y=o P (190) t=1 gt( 0) ( ’ ) [gt ( 0) ] 2P (190)_

Using the stationarity of the underlying processes we write

E oL, XT) OL(W, XT)
" 96, I=109 90, I=19
T : : P, (9o) Py ()
= —— |Eg,M; (Yo, t — 1) My (9o, t — 1) +
P | r o ) Ma (9 ) 2P (1)

Further
Ey, [M (0o, — 1) My (S0, t — 1)} — A(9)’ Eg, [M (0o, t — 2) My (Yo, t — 2)]

+ A (0y) Eg, [M (Do, — 2) M (o, t — 2)] + Ba (W0, 9) By (9o, 90)

1 A (90) By (W0, o) B (90, 00) - ‘

(1 —A (’190)2) (1 — 9072A (190)) + Ba (190, ’190) Bf (190’ 190)]

— A (99) B (90, 00) By (99, 90) + (1 — Bp2A (9)) Ba (90, %) By (Do, 90) _ K (30)
(1= 022 0) (1~ A (5"

because
B (0o, %0) By (90, Vo)

By, [M (d0,t = 2) My (90,1~ 2)] = (T — Go2A (V)

Hence
Lis (¥) = 2P (99)° K (90) + P (Vo) Py (99)
12 (Vo 2P (190)3

The Fisher information matrix is
Iy (90), Iio (190))
I(Yy) = ’
(%) (112 (00) In (90))

where the values I1; (99) and Iy (9) are given in (33]) and (34]) respectively.
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4 One-step MLE-process

We consider the construction of One-step MLE-process in the case of unknown parameter
v =b¢€ O = (), > 0. Let us fix a learning interval of observations X =
(XO,Xl, . ’XTT)’ where 7, = [T‘S} ,0 € (%, 1) and [A] here is the integer part of A. As
preliminary estimator we take the MME 07 = b7 defined in (I9)

1/2

05 =272 ([Syr, (X)) = 20%] (14 a))

Tr
One-step MLE-process is

= e

1 T
(s ) (t—7r) 2

s=7p+1 i (19;<—T )

Oip =05 + frivs—1(97)

+([XS—fms_lwiT)}Q—Pw:T)) %} telm+27].  (37)

Theorem 1. Ift = [vT],v € (0,1] and T — oo, then the following convergences
VE (0 —00) = N (0,1,(00) ), tEg, (91 — 99)° — T(0) L.
hold uniformly on compacts K C ©.

Proof. To study this estimate we need the bounds on the first and second derivatives of
my (¢) presented in the next lemma.

Lemma 2. For any p > 1 there exist constants C; > 0,Cy > 0 not depending on 9y € ©
andt > 1 such that for

sup Ey, | (97 < C1, sup Ey, |11 (9) " < Cs. (38)
9EO 9€6

Proof. The equation for the second derivative m (1J,t) is

g (9) = A (9) 14—y (9) + 24 (9) 11 (9) + A (9) my_y (V)
— A (O)my_y (Vo) + B* (0,0) G (Vo) .

Note that here B* (9,190) = af, (0) /P (o) P (9)"".

Recall that the stationary versions of the random functions m (Jo,¢t — 1),
m(9,t —1), m(¥,t —1) and m (J,t — 1) are

o0

my—q (?90) =B (190, ?90) Z akCt—k—la

k=0
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me—y (0) = A0) my—y (0) + [a = A(0)] B" (99, 99) Y _ a" G2 + B" (9,90) Gt

=la— A (V)] B* (¥9,70) ZA ZaCtgk2+B (¥, Y) ZA Ct]h
7=0 k=0 ]=0
i1 () = B* (Yo, 09) A ! Z aj — ) (j+1)] A(ﬁ)jza Gt—jk—2
j=0 k=0

+§: [B* 9,90) + iB* (9,9) A (V) A(ﬁ)*l} AW Gejr,

Jj=0

Zpo’ﬁﬂo +JF1(19’!90)+]F279190 ZaCt]kz
7=0
+ ) [Ho (0,9) + jHy (9,90) + j2Ha (9,9)] A (9)’ G1—j1.
7=0

The bounded functions F; (¥,%), H; (9,70),7 = 0,1,2, can be easily calculated by the
formal differentiation of 7,4 (19).

From these representations, (1), condition a* € (0, 1) and boundedness of the functions
F;(-,-), H; (-,-) it follows that the Gaussian processes m;_; (1) and 1, (¥) have bounded
variances and fast decreasing covariance functions.

For example,

k=0
= Ey, (Z]QA (19 Za Ge— —j—k— 2252 Z amCt—m—l—2>
j m=0
Z Z IPA )l Z Z akameo <<t7j7k72<.tfmflf2)
7=0 = k=0 m=0
i Zl2 ajfl i o2k
§=0 k>1—j>0
- T LA S A
1—a = =
= L 5 Z]QA Tq7I Z I?[aA (0
1-a =0 1>
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Recall that

P =

-2 xl

E I?[aA (9)] = [InaA (V)] 2 E [aA (V)] -
1>7 1>

_y 0P [aA (ﬂﬂm
= [lnaA (V)] 02 (1 — [aA (ﬁ)]x>

Therefore the moments Eg 1, (9)° and Eyg, 7, (9)° can be calculated exactly and the
constants C7, Cy in (B8] can be chosen not depending on ¥y € © and t > 0.

=1

0

Consider the normalized difference
VT (Ui — ) = VT (5, — o)
ST : [[X — fmea(03,)]

+ L0 ) (t— ) S;H P9 ) frivs—1(97)
2 P(v*
n ([X - fms_l(ﬁjT)] - P(ﬁjT)) %] Cote 2,71

We can write
X, = fmea(d5,) = Xy = fm 1 (90) + f [mes(do) = me s (9|
= VP 00) G (00) — (9, — ) fin s () — L0, o)),
P(5%,) = P(0) + (95, — D) () + 5(3;, — 90 P(D),
(9, ) = 1(t0) + O (ﬂjT - 190)
(X, fmaa(02,)] = PO%,) = PO 6 00 — 1] = (02, — 90 (8)
=20}, = 00)V/Po)G (Vo) i1 (90) + O (97, = d0)?)
The substitution of these relations in (37) yields
g =0
s [%swwfms_; (?(9:)_ :)(f;)ﬁ; E(f)) 1] P(0y)| (1+0(r, ~0)

s=Tp+1
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(19:(—1" - '190) t f2ms—1 (190)2 P(ﬁ0)2 ) 2
(6 —7p) T(o) S:TZH ( P(¥) + Qp(ﬁo)2> +0 ((ﬁTT — ) ) :

Note that if ¢ — oo then by LLN and by the CLT uniformly on compacts K C © we have

- S (fm (00)° Pwo)?) L),

P(v) 2P ()2

s=T+1

Rop = 1 Z (117(190) B g1 (09)>  P(9)? ) o (O,D(ﬁo)Z) ’

P(Wy)  2P(9)?

1 ¢ *1is—1 (Yo ’ P Uo)* 2
Rsp = ;Eﬁo [ Z (f P(190<) ) + 2p<(190))2 —Ib(ﬁo)>]

s=Tp+1

- WE% [ Z <f2 [ms—l (190)2 — Ey,m,_q (190,75)2])

s:TT+1

<C,

where the constant C' > 0 does not depend on ¢ and ¥y, € K. We have as well the uniform
convergence

L 2600 i (90)V/PW) + (G000 = 1 P0y)]
Vi 2 (¢ — ) L(09) P (Do)

s:TT+1

— N (O, Ib(ﬁo)_l) .

The value supy, ¢ D(99)? < 0o can be calculated too, but we need not it. Therefore if we
put t = vT, v € (T°", 1], then

VE(0fy — ) = Vi (ﬁjT - 190>
[ 2600) frnes (90)Po) + (G (00)2 = 1) P(90)]

" Z 2 (Vi — 72) L,(00) P(i0) (1+0 (27, - )
\/E(ﬁ% — 190) t mesfl (790)2 P(ﬁo)Z . ,
(=7 L) STZH ( P(o) | 2P@y2 ) T 0 (\/’?(19% — o) ) :

Remind that 6 € (4,1) and the MME V7 satisfies ([[9). Hence, for any fixed v € (0, 1]

CVt _c VT2

2 — T26
TT

VtEy,

2
U, — | <

— 0.
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Further,

) [y 55 (Lot o)

I, (%) Mt P(9) 2P(0)?
VL) LT B i)t P 00
Lo)  t 4=, | [1— A(Wo)’] P(t) P(do)
B \/1_t (ﬂ:T - 790) f21 t B* (190, 190)2 . 9 2
L(9)P(vy) ¢ S;H [1 A (190)_2] — 11 (V)

— 0.
Therefore for any fixed v € (0,1) and ¢ = vT uniformly on ¥, € K
Vi (9 — o) = N (0,1,(d) "),
and
tEygy (077 — 90)° — T(0) ",
0

Remark 7. The One-step MLE-processes in the cases ¥ = f, ¥ = a, ¥ = o? can be
constructed following the same lines. We do not present the corresponding calculations
because it will be mainly repetition of the given above proof.

If the unknown parameter is two-dimensional, say, ¥ = (f, a)T = (04, 92)T, then two-

dimensional One-step MLE-process J;, = (9{7t7T,9§7t7T)T can be constructed as follows.
Introduce MMEs 67 = (0% QSJT)T, 07, = /f; and 05 = a7 , where 7, = [T°] .6 €

L7
(1/2,1] and
* ~1/2,-1 T * 2]4/2
o, =272 [SLTT (X7T) (1465, )20 } ,
o B (X1 + 8y (X77) =
Lrp Sl,TT (X)) — 202
Denote

T

M (9.1) = Bmq (9), N(9.) = (8, (9.0), 3, 0.0)) . P (9) = (P (). P (9))

The equations for M (9,t) and M, (9,t) we obtain by differentiation of the equation

M@, t)=A@)M0,t—1)+E@) M (dy,t — 1) + B (9,9) & (Jo) , t>1,
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by 6; and 6 correspondingly. For definition of the functions A (), E (-) and B (-, -) see (35

Recall that the Fisher information matrix I (¥) is defined by the relations (33)),([34) and

([B6). Suppose that this matrix is uniformly on 9 € © non degenerate. Then the One-step

MLE-process is given by the equality

16 ) &L [ [X - M s -]

95 = 0* T T
R P(;,)

S:TT+1

M(ﬁj—Ta s — ]-)

. ([XS M s 1)}2 P(9* )) ﬁ] ,  te[rp+2,T]. (39

It can be shown that for any v € (0,71, if we put ¢ = vT then the normalized difference is
asymptotically normal:
V(077 = Vo) = €(00) ~ N (0,1(60) "),
N 2
tEﬂo Hﬁt,T - 190” — Eﬁo ||€ (190)”2

5 MLE and BE

Consider the model of observations (Z3)-(24), where the unknown parameter is J = b €
© = (ap, fy), 0 > 0. Below we study the MLE 9, and BE ¢, defined by the usual
relations
A . . Ip (9) L9, XT)d
L(ﬁTaXT) = SupL(ﬁaXT)v ﬁT f® p ( )
) Jon( L0, XT)dy

Here p (¥) ,9 € © is continuous, positive on © density a priory.

Recall the notation

P(9) = o + 7. (9). AW = 57
B* (19 190) af’Y*( )( )P (190)’ B* (190’190) — % o = %J)S/ZO)
F*B* (9,9) P (1)*
b= =0 TP 2P (o)

(2 2 4
()) o 1 ]

P P (9y)° — a2o* " 2p (o)

Below it is shown (see (d0)-(41])) that the family of measures is LAN. Therefore we have
Hajek-Le Cam’s lower bound: for any estimator 97 and any vy € ©

lim lim sup TEy (ﬁT — 19)2 > 1, (190)_1

V=0 T 00 [9—00|<v
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This bound allows us to give the following definition

Define the asymptotically efficient estimator ¥5. as estimator for which the equality

lim lim sup TEy 05 —9)° =1, ()"

v—0T—o0 ‘,ﬂ 190|<l/

holds for all ¥, € O.
Theorem 2. The MLE and BE are consistent, asymptotically normal,

VT (g = 95) = N (0,1 (%)), VT (g = 00) = N (0,1 (%) ).
the polynomial moments converge and the both estimators are asymptotically efficient.

Proof. The mentioned properties of the estimators we will proof with the help of the general
Theorems 3.1.1 and 3.2.1 in [9], i.e., we verify the conditions of these theorems for our model
of observations. Introduce the normalized (¢ = T~1/2) likelihood ratio function

L(9 + oru, XT)
L(9y, XT) 7

Zr (u) = ueUp = (\/T(QT_ﬁO)a\/T(BT_ﬁO)>

Therefore we have to prove the following properties of the process Zp (u),u € Urp.

1. The process Zr (+) admits the representation
2
Zr (u) = exp (uAT(Q%, XT) - %Ib (Jo) + TT(ﬁO,u,XT)) , u € Urp, (40)

where uniformly on compacts K C © the convergence rp(dg, u, X7) — 0 holds,

T .
AT(?%,XT) \/ﬂ; G (Vo) frive—1 (Vo) + [Ct (190)2 - 1] %
and uniformly on K
Ap (90, XT) = N (0,1, (¥p)) - (41)
2. There exists constant C' > 0 such that
sup Eg, |21 () = 21 (ul)l/Q’Q < C Jus— wf?. (42)

3. There exists a constant k > 0 and for any N > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such that

sup Py, (ZT (u) > 6_““2> < LN (43)

do€eK o u|
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Let us verify (40)-(4TI]). Using Taylor expansions we can write (below 4, = ¥y + pru)

In Zp (u) = 32[“ = fru 00)° ) P (X = fruy @90))2]

2 & P (9) P(d) P (o)
¢ () fmt L (W) | (G (%) —1) P (W)
— VP (¥) 2P ()

Forives (90)" G (90)" P ()" P (0)°
P (o) P (9)? 2P (1)°

VT

t=1

2

2T

O (T?).

Now the representation (40)-(41) follows from the CLT and the LLN:

1 ¢ (Vo) frie—1 (Vo G (00)* — 1) P (Yo)

ﬁZ G >fw0)< ), QP(%)) — N (01, (%),
1 | P2 (00) G (00)° P (9)° P (0p)

T; PWo) | P) _2P(19o)2] — o)

L~ [ (X = fm (0 P (X — fmy (9))°
H(“):"Z[ Py TMP@) T P ]

and calculate its derivative

: i) o7 — fme1 (92)) frive, (0.) P (9,)
H{u) = g, M :72::[ P (9,) " P (D)
(X, — fr1 (0,)) P (9,)
P (9,)" ‘

Note that X; — fmy_1 (V) = ¢ (9) /P (9,),t > 1, where (; (J,),t > 1 under measure
Py, are i.id. r.v.’s G (9,) ~ N (0,1). Therefore Wlth Py, probability 1 we have

Ct( )fmt 1( ) [Ct( )_1]P(79u)
TZ[ VP (0.) + 2P (9,)

I (u) = ¢

t=1

and

G (D) fris (00)  [G W2 —1] P(@,)]

T
= o7 Z Ey,

= P (1,) 2P (V)
&R [G 00 e (907 P (0.) Eq, [G(04)7 1]
s ; P (0,) " AP (9, ]
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- P (d,) Top (9,)*
PB (0 9) P (0)
P (ﬁu) (1 —A (ﬁu»z 2P (791)2 B

By, [ (0.)°] P (9,)? ]

Hence we can write

2 uz 9 2
Eq, ZT(uz)l/Q—ZT(ul)l/Q‘ :E%/ %ZT(u)l/Qdu‘

(u%:ul)/ Ey, Zr (u) 11 (u)? du = M/ Eg, 1T (u)* du
ul ul

< C(ug —us)?,

IN

where the constant C' > 0 can be chosen not depending on ¥y. The estimate (42]) is proved
too.

To verify the last estimate ([3]) we write
Py, (ZT (u) > e”’”“2> =Py, (I (u) > —ku?)
— Py, (H (1) — Eg,I1 (1) > —ku® — Eg, I1 (u)).
Note that

T By [ (00) VP~ F s (02) — ey (00)]
P<79U)

T
- Z Eﬁoct (190)2
t=1

Z By, [mi—1 (Ju) —my s (190)]2

P () P ()
+T<1+IHP(19U) _P<19u)).

—2E790H (’U) =

W
Il
—_

u

Consider two regions of u. First suppose that ‘uapT‘ < v with some small v > 0. Then
using expansions at the vicinity of 9y we can write

B w2 f2B* (Y, V) u?P (9y)° ,
—Ey, I (u) = (2P ) (1 = A(ﬁO)Q) + 2P (00)? ) (14+0(v))

2 2

= 5L () (1+0() >

Ib (’190) Z I{1’LL2
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for sufficiently small v. Remark that

érel(g L,(¥) >0

and the constant k; can be chosen not depending of ¥y.

Let |upr| > v. Consider the difference of two equations

my—1 (Vo) = amy—s (V) + B (Vo, Vo) G—1 (Vo) ,
M1 (V) = A(Fu) My (9u) + [a — A (V)] ms—2 (Vo) + B* (Vu, Jo) Gi-1 (o),

and write

mi—1 (ﬁu) — Mt (190) =A (ﬁu) [mt—Q (ﬁu) — Mi—2 (190)]
+ [B* (Y, ¥9) — B* (U0, ¥o)] Ge—1 () -

Therefore

Eg, [me—1 (9a) — my—1 (00)]° = A (0,)" B, [mi—z (0) — my—s (9)]?
+ [B* (W4, ¥0) — B* (90, 90)]*.

We suppose that m; (¥,,) and m; (¥y) are stationary processes. Hence

Eﬁo [mtfl (ﬂu) — My (19(])]2 _ [B* (191“190) — B* (190, ’190)]

1—A(9,)°
and
_ Tf*[B* (Vu,¥) — B* (¥, %)) P (%) P ()
~2E [l (w) = RYERE o (1 RGP (z%))
Denote
_ 2B (0, 0o) — B (90, 90)° 1 L P W) P (W)
GO = Ay 2 <1 ) wu))

and show that

g(Uo,v) = inf G(0,39) >0.

|[9—1o|>v
To do this it is sufficient to verify that

oot [P (9) — P ()| > 0.
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As |P (9) — P (Yo)] = 2|7« (9) — 74 (90)| we check the condition 7, (J) > 0. We have (see
()
o) =9 4 AP = A= @N S0+ 890
F2 (02 (1 — a?) — f292)* + 49202 2]
[47%0° + 40 (1 + )] 20
2 [(02 (1 — a?) — f202)° + 49202 2] 12

=9+

>0 (44)

and

7gloréf@g("&‘o,y) > 0.

Therefore, using the relation T > w2/ (8, — a;)* we can write

2
inf (—E%H (u)) > g (Yo, v)T > 9 (Yo, v) u = Rou’.
lu|>vv/T

We have

T () — By, T () = Z 1 ()2 — 1] (P<19u) - P (190))

3 2P (0,)
—~ [P (%)
+ Z P 0. Gt (Vo) [mu—1 (9y) — my—y (U0)]

> oo —1) (2= P [

2P (1)
2N

< O™, (45)

2N

Eyg, [T (u)*N = b ;g(m [me1 (D) — my_y (90))]
T 2N
< Clu T™VEy, > G (o) i1 (0)] < Clul™™,
t=1




and

2N
ON f4N |“|4N al d 3 \2 3 \2
Ey, [T3 (u)| WE% ;[mtl(ﬁu) — By 1 (V) ]
Here we twice used the estimate
T N
Ey, | K, ()| <cTV,
t=1

which is valid for centered Gaussian time series K; (¢),¢ > 1 with bounded variance and
exponential mixing. We used as well the relation |upr| < 8, — ap. Remark that all
constants C' > 0 in (45)-(46]) can be chosen not depending of 9.

Denote k = 2 (k1 A kg). Now by Chebyshev inequality and (45)- (6]
KU
Pﬁo <ZT (U) > €7HUQ> < Pgo <|H(U) — Eﬁo ( )| > 7)

< Py, (‘Hl (W] = %UQ) + Py, (|Hz (u)] > %“2) Py, <|H3( )| > ’%“2)

62N 62N 62N C
— B [T (u )|2N+K ~ B [T (u )|2N 3 Eoo |3 (u)[* < =5

- u2N

_K,QN

Therefore the conditions ([40)-(43)) are verified and the estimators 19T and 9, by Theorems
3.1.1 and 3.2.1 in [9] have all mentioned in Theorem [2] properties.

O

6 Adaptive filter

We are given the partially observed system
Xt:f}/;,1+0wt, Xo, t:1,2,...,
Yi=aY, 1 +buy, Yo.

Recall that if all parameters of the model ¥ = (f, 02, a,b) are known, then the station-
ary version my () of the conditional expectation m (9,t) = Ey (V3| Xs, s < t) satisfies the

equation (see (28), (27))

my (9) = amg_y (9) + af7. (¥)

o? + 27, (0)
2 2712 2 1/2
v (9) = 2f2 72— 2(1_a2)}+2iﬁ[(02(1_a2)_b2f2) FA70)

Consider the problem of approximation of the random function m, () ,¢ > 1 when one of
the parameters is unknown.

[(Xi — fou_1 (9)], moe(9), t>1, (47)
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6.1 Unknown parameter b

Suppose that the values f > 0, a* € [0,1) and 0% > 0 are known and the only unknown
parameter is J = b € © = (ap, 5), a > 0. The proposed below construction is a direct
analogue of the similar solutions discussed in [16] and [I7] for the models in continuous
time like (8)-(3). First by observations Xo, Xi,..., X, we calculate the MME vr =0,

= [T°],0 € (3,1) (see (IT))
1/2

(48)

Tr

9 — 271/2f71 [(ii[}(ﬁ _X871]2 +0_2> (1 _'_a)

Then we define the One-step MLE-process (see (37)))

i [ = mea)]
L5 ) (¢ = 77) 2 P(9;,)

s=T+1

Oip =0 + frivs—1(97)

N <[Xs B fmsl(ﬂiT)]Q — P(9* )) %} , tenp+1,T].  (49)

T

Here ms_l(ﬁf;T, s—1),s > 7, + 1 satisfies the equation (d7)), where b is replaced by vy

and ms_l(ﬁTT, s —1),s > 7+ 1 is obtained by differentiation of (47) on b and once more
replacing b by 19f;T. Therefore for s > 7, + 1 we can write

mea(9;,) = P) ™ [ao®maa(0,) + af(07,) Xoc | (50)
s (97,) = P03,) a0 [POO3 Jrina(93, 5 = 2) = F3(07, ) maca(97,)|

n afo?y. (V)

Ik X, 1. (51)

Here P (9) = 02 + f?7, (¥) and the Fisher information is

Pb (190)2 [P (’190)2 + 0,20'4]

L,(9) = op (190)2 [P (190)2 — a204] )

where A (9) = P (0) " ao? (see 32)).

The adaptive Kalman filter we introduce with the help of the process mjr defined as
follows

. = ]3(1915*71,T)’1 [aanLLT + affy*("z?LLT)Xt} , te [TT + 1,T] ) (52)

We have to compare mj with m (Jy,t) for large values of T'. Below 7,1 = Vit [ﬂt*j — o]
and B* (99, 90) = —f /P (U0)A(V0) = P (9) "% afo?¥, (o).
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Theorem 3. Lett = [vT],v € (0,1], k =t —7,+2 and T — oo. Then the following
relations hold

Vit [mig —my (99)] = B* (9o, 9o) Z A(00)" M—m-1,1 G—m (Vo) +0(1),

B* (99, %)°
I, (Vo) (1 — A(9)?)

Here o (1) and (53) converge uniformly on compacts K C ©.

tBg, [mfr —m (190)] — S (1) = (53)

Proof. Recall that

my (99) = A(Bo)me—1 (Vo) + [~ [a — A(9o)] X,
mip = AW} 7)1 + f [a - A(ﬁt*—LT)] Xi.

Therefore for é,r = Vit [sz —my (190)] we have the equation

O = AWy )0 + VE AW 1) — A(Yo)] me—1 (V)
+ fTIVE[A(D) — (ﬁflT)}Xt
= AW )01 + F VP ()T [AWo) — AW;_ 1)] G (¥o)
= AW}y 1)0i—1r — [P (90) A(D,-1) [19§1T o] ¢ (Yo)
= A(o) dp—10 + B* (Wo,%0) Me—1.1 G (90) + &4, te | +1,T],
where ¢, = O (19;_17T — 190) =0 (T‘l/z).
Let us denote A = A (Y),B* = B* (Y0,%),¢ = ¢ (Yo) and make k = ¢ — 7, + 2

iterations

ooy = Adiar + B* Ne—1,1 Gt + €t

= A® Op—or + AB* Ne—2,1 Ci—1 + B* 1,1 G + Agi—1 + &4

k k
= Ak+15tfk,T + B* Z A" 11 Ciem + Z A"ey_ .

Therefore for the large values of ¢t and k =t — 7., + 2 we have the representation,

k
5t,T = B* Z Amntfmfl,T thm +o0 (1) .

m=0

Note that 7;_,,—1 7 and (;—, are independent. Hence, if t = [vT],T — oo, then

ko k
Eg05zT:B*QZZ A" E g, [1—m— 17 GeemMe—1-1,7 -1 + 0 (1)
1=0

m=0
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. k
— B*2 Z AP Ey, [ntQ—m—l,TCE—m} +o(l) = B Z AP Ey, [nf—m—LT} +o(1)

m=0 m=0
B2 < ¢
— L — 1
Ib(ﬁo)n;) —m-1 oW
B (0, 90)” i e B (Yo, 90)”
[(0) = I, (o) (1 — A (%)%

O

Remark 8. The adaptive Kalman filter is given by the relations (48)-(52)), where the
only One-step MLE-process (@) is in non recurrent form. Let us write this estimator in

recurrent form too. Denote

1 ¢ [XS - fms—l(ﬁfrT )]

Ser(v7 ) = - frivs—1 (07 )

U RN Y e UD D b 0 T
P9 )

T

+ ([X - fmea3,)] - PW%)) m] '

T

Then we can write

* * * ﬁ;k—T (t —1- 7—T) * *
0t,T = 197'T + St7T(19’rT) = +— T + (t _ TT) |:Q97'T + St—l,T(ﬂrT)}

1 [Xt — S (97 )
P(;)

} Srin1(97)

L) (- 7)

+ (|:Xt - fmt—l(ﬁiT)r - P(ﬁ:T)) %1

X = Jmia(9;)| v (9;)

v;
= T _ 19*
t—1r T (1 — T) i1+ L(0: ) (t =) P03 )
<[Xt ~ Fmea(9,)] - P(vg)) P )
+ 21,(0% ) (t = 7p) P(93 )2 , te [ +1,T].

Therefore the recurrent equation for the One-step MLE-process is
| Xe = (9] frina(97)

07 1
19* — T 1 _ 19*
tT + < P TT) t—1,7 T Ib(ﬂf—T) (-7 P(ﬁiT)
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+

([ = st )] = Pz, Pz,
: , ten+1,T]. (54)

20,(0% ) (t — 77) P(9%)

T

Now the adaptive Kalman filter ([@8),(50) -(52), (54) is in recurrent form.

Remark 9. The cases ¥ = f, ¥ = a and ¥ = 02 can be studied similarly. If we consider
the two-dimensional cases, say, ¥ = (f,a), then the corresponding adaptive Kalman filter
can be written as well. The preliminary MME estimator 07 = (fr,a3)" was defined in

(20)-(210), for the Fisher information matrix see (33),(34) and (36), One-step MLE-process
is given in (BY), the equations for 7 (19T,t) and 1y, (19T,t) can be easily written. The
equation for mj, has exactly the same form as the given above in (52).

Remark 10. It is possible as well to verify the asymptotic normality

Vit (mip —m (Uo,1)) = N (0,55 (90)°) .

7 Asymptotic efficiency
We have the same system

Xt:f}/t—1+awta X07 t:]-aza"'a
Yi=aYi +bu, Y.

where the parameters f, a, b, 02 satisfy the condition ..

The adaptive filter is given by (52]) and we would like to know if the error of approx-
imation Ey |mf, —m (9, t)}2 is asymptotically minimal? As usual in such situations we
propose a lower minimax bound on the risks of all estimators m; supposing that m, is based
on the observations up to time ¢, i.e., these estimators depend on X' = (X, s =0,1,...,1).

Recall some notations
2

w ) _ad’ [ (%)
A(ﬁo)—w’ B (%, o) = [02 + f27. ()"

and the equations for m (Y, -)

m (9,t) = A (o) m (Yo, t — 1) + B* (Yo, o) ¢ (Vo)

Recall as well the asymptotic representations for 77 (Jo) = VT (19;T —190) b=
vT, v e (0,1]

I(190)

TIZT (79 ) \/m Z Cs 790 fms 1 (190> [Cs (190>2 - 1} o /o
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The similar representations for the MLE 7, () = v/t <1§‘t — 190> ,v € (0,1] and BE 7 (¢) =
Vit (@t —190) ,t=vT,v € (0,1] are

. [ . 2 P (9y)

i (Vo) = \/W Z _Cs (Yo) frivs—1 (Do) + [Gs (Do) — 1] m +o(1),

) ' . ) P (%) |

77t (190 \/'W Z -Cs (190) fms,1 (190> _'_ |:CS (,190) - 1] ﬁ(ﬁo)_ _'_ o (1) * (56>

The properties (40)-(43]) of the normalized LR Zr (-) established in the Theorem [2] corre-
spond to the sufficient conditions of Theorems 3.1.2 and 3.2.2 in [9], where such represen-
tations were proved in the general case.

Introduce the limit (53])

B* (9,9)”
L) (1-A@)°)

Sy (9)? = lim Ey [ (9, 1)* 7 (9)°] =

As the asymptotic representations of 7,7 (V) and 74 (V) are similar (see (53) and (56))
hence the limits (53]) and (57) coincide too.

Theorem 4. Let the conditions of Theorem [2 be fulfilled. Then we have the following
lower minimaz bound: for any estimator myr of m (0,t) (belowt = vT)

lim lim sup By |m.r —m 0,t)]° > SF (%)

v=07 500 [9—o|<v

Proof. The given below proof is based on the proof of Theorem 1.9.1 in [9] and was pub-
lished in [I7] in the case of continuous time observations. It is quite short and we repeat
it here for convenience of reading. We have the elementary estimate

Yo+v
sup  Ey|myr —m (9,1)] > / Eqg |mer — m (0,1)) p, (9) dv.
9

[9—30|<v 0o—v

Here the function p, (9¥),99 — v < ¥ < ¥y + v is a positive continuous density on the
interval [y — v, ¥y + v]. If we denote m,; Bayesian estimator of m (1, ¢), which corresponds
to this density p, (-), then

B Jo+v v 9 L 97Xt
o= [ mo.0p, 000, p, (o)) = OO
do—v 9o—v Pv <9) L <9’ Xt) do

and

Yo+v ) Yo+v )
/ Ey [ —m (9, 8)]2 py (9) dd > / Ey [0, — m (9, 8) py, (9) 4.
9

0—v Yo—v
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The asymptotic behavior of BE m; can be described as follows (below 6, = ¥ + pyu, ¢y =

12,0, = (VE(Wo —v — ), VE(o + v — 1)) )

2 m (6,4)p, () L(6,X1)d0 [, m (B t) py (60,) L (6., X*)dlu

)

L @LOX0d  Jap B L6, X0 du

L(0,,Xx?
Jy, up (0) S au

Sy, po (0.) 555 du
fUV up, (9) Zy ( ) du

=m (9,t) + @y (I, 1) (1+0(1))

m (9, t) + pun (0, 1) T 50 9) Z: (u) du (14+0(1)).

Hence
~ . J. uZy (u) du
Vit (g —m (0,1)) :m(ﬁ,t)m(uo(m
. Ay (9, X1)
0,0 S5 (1o (1),
where (see Lemma [I])
P (d)

A (9, XY) = Co (Vo) frinay (o) + [¢s (o) — 1] -—ms

|
Recall that Z; (u) = Z (u) = exp (uA () — U;I (19)) and

Jr uZ (u) du _A@W)
Jr Z (u) du [(9)

Moreover the uniform on compacts K C (¥ — v, 9 + v) convergence of moments of BE
allows us to write

1By (s — m (9,1))° — lim {Eqy [m (0, 4) (J, — 19)2] = SF (9)?

t—o00

holds too.

The detailed proof of written above relations can be found in the proofs of Theorems
3.2.1 and 3.2.2 in [9]

Therefore

Jo+v Jo+v
t/ Ey |y —m (9,1)]* p, (9) &9 — Sy (9)? py, (1) Ao
[V

0—V Yo—v
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and asv — 0

Yo+v
/ Sy (0)? p, (9) A9 — Sy ().
9

o—Vv

O

We call the estimator mg , 7, <t < T asymptotically efficient if for all Jy € ©, t =T,
any v € [gg, 1]

lim lim  sup tEy|m;, —m (9, t)‘2 = SF(190)%.
v—0T—o00 [9—0|<v ’
Here ¢y € (0, 1).

Theorem 5. The estimator my, 7, <t < T is asymptotically efficient.

Proof. The proof follows from the uniform convergence (53)) of the Theorem (Bl
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