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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 Yt−1 + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . , (1)

Yt = a Yt−1 + b vt, Y0, (2)

where XT = (X0, X1, . . . , XT ) are observations and auto regressive process (AR) Yt, t ≥ 0
is a hidden process. Here wt, t ≥ 1 and vt, t ≥ 1 are independent standard Gaussian
random variables, i.e., wt ∼ N (0, 1), vt ∼ N (0, 1). The initial values are X0 ∼ N (0, d2x)
and Y0 ∼ N

(

0, d2y
)

and can be correlated with correlation ρxy = EX0Y0. The system
is defined by the parameters a, b, f, σ2, d2x, d

2
y. It will be convenient for instant to denote

ϑ = (a, b, f, σ2).
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Denote FX
t the σ-algebra generated by the first t + 1 observations X0, X1, . . . , Xt. The

conditional expectation m (ϑ, t) = Eϑ

(

Yt|FX
t

)

according to the equations of Kalman filter
(see, e.g., Theorem 13.4 in [19]) satisfies the equation

m (ϑ, t) = am (ϑ, t− 1) +
afγ (ϑ, t− 1)

σ2 + f 2γ (ϑ, t− 1)
[Xt − fm (ϑ, t− 1)] , t ≥ 1. (3)

The initial value is m (ϑ, 0) = Eϑ (Y0|X0).

The mean square error γ (ϑ, t) = Eϑ (Yt −m (ϑ, t))2 is described by the equation

γ (ϑ, t) = a2γ (ϑ, t− 1) + b2 − a2f 2γ (ϑ, t− 1)2

σ2 + f 2γ (ϑ, t− 1)
, t ≥ 1 (4)

with the initial value γ (ϑ, 0) = Eϑ (Y0 −m (ϑ, 0))2.

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

A0 : a2 ∈ [0, 1), b2 > 0, f 2 > 0, σ2 > 0. (5)

This condition is uniform in the following sense. If, for example, the unknown parame-
ter is f ∈ (αf , βf ), then αf > 0 or βf < 0. Our goal is to propose an approximation
of m (ϑ, t) , t ≥ 1 in such situations and to describe the error of approximation in the
asymptotic of large samples, i.e., as T → ∞.

The consistent estimation of the parameters
(

d2x, d
2
y

)

is impossible and we suppose that
these parameters are known. If these values are unknown, then the system (3)-(4) 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 A0 is asymptotically
negligible. Note as well that the consistent estimation of the parameters ϑ = (f, b) or
ϑ = (f, a, b) is impossible because the model (1)-(2) depends on the product fb.

This work is devoted to the problem of estimation of m (ϑ, t) , t = 1, . . . , T in the situa-
tions, where some of the parameters of the model (1)-(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 (ϑ, ·),
see, e.g., [1],[2],[4],[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 [11]
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the equations (1)-(2) are considered in more general forms, where Xt, Yt and wt, vt are
vectors and f, σ, 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 (ϑ, t) , 0 < t ≤ T in the different situations, where ϑ is unknown. For
example, f = ϑ 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
(3)-(4). 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 m⋆
t , 0 < t ≤ T of the process

m (ϑ, t) , 0 < t ≤ T in the case of the homogeneous partially observed system (1)-(2) and
to discuss the question of asymptotic efficiency of adaptive filters.

The estimation of m (ϑ, t) , t ∈ (0, T ] in this work is realized following the program:

1. Calculate a preliminary estimator ϑ̄τ on relatively small interval of observations [0, τ ].

2. Using ϑ̄τ construct the One-step MLE-process ϑ⋆
t,T , τ < t ≤ T .

3. As approximation of m (ϑ, t) we propose m⋆
t obtained with the help of K-B equations,

where ϑ is replaced by ϑ⋆
t,T , τ < t ≤ T .

4. Estimate the error m⋆
t −m (ϑ, t) , τ < 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, τ ], but
τ/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 t) as variable.

Introduce continuous time model

dXt = f (ϑ) Yt dt + σ dWt, X0, 0 ≤ t ≤ T, (6)

dYt = −a (ϑ) Yt dt + b (ϑ) dVt, Y0, t ≥ 0, (7)

where Wt, Vt, t ≥ 0 are independent Wiener processes, f (ϑ) , a (ϑ) , b (ϑ) are known smooth
functions and ϑ ∈ Θ ⊂ Rd is the unknown parameter. Suppose that the observations are
XT = (Xt, 0 ≤ t ≤ T ) and the Markov process Y T = (Yt, 0 ≤ t ≤ T ) is hidden.
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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 (6)-(7) with
small noises in the both equations [13], [18] (1-4). To the model (6)-(7) with small noise in
the equation (6) only [15], [16] (1-5). To the model of hidden telegraph process [12] (1-2).
To the model of observations (6)-(7) in the asymptotics T → ∞ [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 Yt + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . , (8)

Yt+1 = a Yt + b vt+1, Y0. (9)

The link between these two models and the modified equations (3)-(4) 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 (6)-(7), then it seems the equations (1)-(2) feet
better than (8)-(9).

In this work we propose the adaptive filter for the model (1)-(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 (6)-(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)-(4) 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

S1,T

(

XT
)

=
1

T

T
∑

t=1

(Xt −Xt−1)
2 , S2,T

(

XT
)

=
1

T

T
∑

t=2

(Xt −Xt−1) (Xt−1 −Xt−2) ,

S3,T

(

XT
)

=
1

T

T
∑

t=3

(Xt −Xt−1) (Xt−2 −Xt−3)

and study their asymptotic (T → ∞) behavior. We suppose always that the condition A0

is fulfilled and the true value is denoted as ϑ0.
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Denote

Φ1 (ϑ) =
2f 2b2

1 + a
+ 2σ2, Φ2 (ϑ) =

f 2b2 (a− 1)

1 + a
− σ2, Φ3 (ϑ) =

f 2b2a (a− 1)

(1 + a)
.

Lemma 1. We have the limits

S1,T

(

XT
)

−→ Φ1 (ϑ0) , (10)

S2,T

(

XT
)

−→ Φ2 (ϑ0) , (11)

S3,T

(

XT
)

−→ Φ3 (ϑ0) , (12)

and there exist constants C1 > 0, C2 > 0, C3 > 0 such that

Eϑ0

∣

∣S1,T

(

XT
)

− Φ1 (ϑ0)
∣

∣

2 ≤ C1

T
, Eϑ0

∣

∣S2,T

(

XT
)

− Φ2 (ϑ0)
∣

∣

2 ≤ C2

T
, (13)

Eϑ0

∣

∣S3,T

(

XT
)

− Φ3 (ϑ0)
∣

∣

2 ≤ C3

T
. (14)

Proof. According to (23)

1

T

T
∑

t=1

(Xt −Xt−1)
2 =

f 2
0

T

T
∑

t=1

(Yt−1 − Yt−2)
2 +

2f0σ0

T

T
∑

t=1

(Yt−1 − Yt−2) (wt − wt−1)

+
σ2
0

T

T
∑

t=1

(wt − wt−1)
2 .

The Gaussian time series Yt, t ≥ 1 is exponentially mixing with the stationary (invariant)

Gaussian distribution N
(

0,
b2
0

1−a2
0

)

and it is independent of wt, t ≥ 1. Therefore by the law

of large numbers we have the convergences

f 2
0

T

T
∑

t=1

(Yt−1 − Yt−2)
2 =

f 2
0

T

T
∑

t=1

((a0 − 1)Yt−2 + b0vt−1)
2

=
f 2
0 (1− a0)

2

T

T
∑

t=1

Y 2
t−2 −

2b0 (1− a0) f
2
0

T

T
∑

t=1

Yt−2vt−1 +
f 2
0 b

2
0

T

T
∑

t=1

v2t−1

−→ f 2
0 b

2
0 (1− a0)

2

1− a20
+ f 2

0 b
2
0 = Φ1 (ϑ0)− 2σ2

0,

2f0σ0

T

T
∑

t=1

(Yt−1 − Yt−2) (wt − wt−1) −→ 0,

σ2
0

T

T
∑

t=1

(wt − wt−1)
2 −→ 2σ2

0,
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which proves (10).

To prove (11) we write

(Xt −Xt−1) (Xt−1 −Xt−2)

= [f0 (Yt−1 − Yt−2) + σ0 (wt − wt−1)] [f0 (Yt−2 − Yt−3) + σ0 (wt−1 − wt−2)]

= [f0 (a0 − 1)Yt−2 + f0b0vt−1 + σ0 (wt − wt−1)]

× 1

a0
[f0 (a0 − 1)Yt−2 + f0b0a0vt−2 + σ0a0 (wt−1 − wt−2)] .

Therefore

1

T

T
∑

t=2

(Xt −Xt−1) (Xt−1 −Xt−2) =
f 2
0 (a0 − 1)2

a0T

T
∑

t=2

Y 2
t−2 +

f 2
0 b0 (a0 − 1)

T

T
∑

t=2

Yt−2vt−2

+
σ2
0

T

T
∑

t=2

(wt − wt−1) (wt−1 − wt−2) + o (1) .

We have

1

T

T
∑

t=2

Yt−2vt−2 =
a0
T

T
∑

t=2

Yt−3vt−2 +
a0b0
T

T
∑

t=2

v2t−2 −→ a0b0,

1

T

T
∑

t=2

(wt − wt−1) (wt−1 − wt−2) −→ −1.

Finally

1

T

T
∑

t=2

(Xt −Xt−1) (Xt−1 −Xt−2) −→
f 2
0 b

2
0 (a0 − 1)2

a0 (1− a20)
+ f 2

0 b
2
0a0 (a0 − 1)− σ2

= Φ2 (ϑ0) .

The last convergence (12) we obtain using the similar arguments as follows:

(Xt −Xt−1) (Xt−2 −Xt−3)

= [f0 (Yt−1 − Yt−2) + σ0 (wt − wt−1)] [f0 (Yt−3 − Yt−4) + σ0 (wt−2 − wt−3)]

= [f0 (a0Yt−2 − Yt−2) + f0b0vt−1 + σ0 (wt − wt−1)]

× 1

a0
[f0 (a0Yt−3 − Yt−3) + f0b0vt−3 + a0σ0 (wt−2 − wt−3)] .

Here we used the equation (24) and the equality a0Yt−4 = Yt−3 − b0vt−3. Further, as
wt, t ≥ 1 are independent of Yt, t ≥ 1 and vt, t ≥ 1 we can write

S3,T

(

XT
)

=
1

a0T

T
∑

t=3

[f0 (a0 − 1) Yt−2 + f0b0vt−1] [f0 (a0 − 1)Yt−3 + f0b0vt−3] + o (1)
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=
1

a0T

T
∑

t=3

[f0 (a0 − 1) a0Yt−3 + f (a0 − 1) vt−2 + f0b0vt−1]

× [f0 (a0 − 1) Yt−3 + f0b0vt−3] + o (1)

=
f 2
0 (a0 − 1)2

T

T
∑

t=3

Y 2
t−3 +

f 2
0 (a0 − 1) b0

T

T
∑

t=3

Yt−3vt−3 + o (1)

=
f 2
0 (a0 − 1)2

T

T
∑

t=3

Y 2
t−3 +

f 2
0 b

2
0 (a0 − 1)

T

T
∑

t=3

v2t−3 + o (1)

−→ f 2
0 b

2
0 (1− a0)

1 + a0
+ f 2

0 b
2
0 (a0 − 1) = Φ3 (ϑ0) .

As the Gaussian AR process Yt, t ≥ 1 has exponentially decreasing correlation function
the convergences (13),(14) follow from the standard arguments. For the higher moments
see Rosenthal-type inequalities [7].

Remark 1. From the proofs it follows that the estimates (12) are valid uniformly on
compacts K ⊂ Θ too, i.e.,

sup
ϑ0∈K

Eϑ0

∣

∣S1,T

(

XT
)

− Φ1 (ϑ0)
∣

∣

2 ≤ C

T
, sup

ϑ0∈K
Eϑ0

∣

∣S2,T

(

XT
)

− Φ2 (ϑ0)
∣

∣

2 ≤ C

T
(15)

sup
ϑ0∈K

Eϑ0

∣

∣S3,T

(

XT
)

− Φ3 (ϑ0)
∣

∣

2 ≤ C

T
. (16)

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

√
T
(

S1,T

(

XT
)

− Φ1 (ϑ0)
)

=⇒ N
(

0, D1 (ϑ0)
2) ,√

T
(

S2,T

(

XT
)

− Φ2 (ϑ0)
)

=⇒ N
(

0, D2 (ϑ0)
2) ,√

T
(

S3,T

(

XT
)

− Φ3 (ϑ0)
)

=⇒ N
(

0, D3 (ϑ0)
2)

but we do not prove these convergences because we need these MMEs just for construction
of One-step MLE-processes and the estimates (15),(16) are sufficient for these problems.

All parameters of the model (23)-(24) can be estimated with the help of the intro-
duced statistics S1,T

(

XT
)

, S2,T

(

XT
)

, S3,T

(

XT
)

. Below the method of moments estima-
tors (MME) of the parameters f, a, b, σ2 are proposed and their asymptotic behavior is
described.
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2.1 Estimation of the parameter f .

Suppose that the parameters a, b, σ2 are known and we have to estimate ϑ = f ∈ (αf , βf),
αf > 0. Then the MME can be defined as follows

f ∗
T = αf1I{B1,T} + f̄T1I{B2,T} + βf1I{B3,T}. (17)

Here

f̄T =

(

(

S1,T

(

XT
)

− 2σ2
)

(1 + a)

2b2

)1/2

,

B1,T =

{

The event : S1,T

(

XT
)

≤
2α2

fb
2

1 + a
+ 2σ2

}

,

B2,T =

{

The event :
2α2

fb
2

1 + a
+ 2σ2 < S1,T

(

XT
)

≤ 2β2
fb

2

1 + a
+ 2σ2

}

,

B3,T =

{

The event : S1,T

(

XT
)

≥
2β2

fb
2

1 + a
+ 2σ2

}

.

Therefore f ∗
T ∈ [αf , βf ]. As

S1,T

(

XT
)

−→ Φ1 (ϑ0) =
2f 2

0 b
2

1 + a
+ 2σ2

the probabilities

Pf0 (B1,T ) −→ 0, Pf0 (B2,T ) −→ 1, Pf0 (B3,T ) −→ 0,

and below we omit the representations like (17) for the other MMEs.

It is easy to see that by Lemma 1 and Remark 1 the MME f ∗
T is consistent, i.e., f ∗

T → f0.

Let us verify the upper bound

sup
f0∈K

Ef0 |f ∗
T − f0|2 ≤

C

T
.

Put ηT =
√
T
(

S1,T

(

XT
)

− Φ1 (ϑ0)
)

. Note that thanks to the definition (17) of f ∗
T it is

sufficient to study the statistic S1,T (XT ) on the set B2 only and therefore we have the
estimates

2α2
fb

2

1 + a
+ 2σ2 ≤ S1,T (XT ) ≤

2β2
fb

2

1 + a
+ 2σ2. (18)

Then

f ∗
T =

√

1 + a

2b2
[

Φ1 (ϑ0)− 2σ2 + T−1/2ηT
]1/2

8



=

√

1 + a

2b2
[

Φ1 (ϑ0)− 2σ2
]1/2

+

√

1 + a

2b2
[

Φ1 (ϑ0)− 2σ2 + sT−1/2ηT
]−1/2

T−1/2ηT

= f0 +

√

1 + a

2b2
[

Φ1 (ϑ0)− 2σ2 + sT−1/2ηT
]−1/2

T−1/2ηT ,

where s ∈ (0, 1) and therefore

|f ∗
T − f0| ≤

(1 + a)

2b2αf

T−1/2ηT .

Here we used (18). Therefore, by Lemma 1

sup
f0∈K

Ef0 |f ∗
T − f0|2 ≤ C T−1

Ef0 |ηT |2 .

Remark 3. Of course, the statistics S2,T

(

XT
)

and S3,T

(

XT
)

as well can be used for the
construction of the MME of f . For example, we can solve the equation

S2,T

(

XT
)

=
f 2b2 (a− 1)

1 + a
− σ2

with respect to f and to put

f ∗∗
T =

(

(

S2,T

(

XT
)

+ σ2
)

(1 + a)

b2 (a− 1)

)1/2

.

Note that the statistic S2,T

(

XT
)

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 f ∗

T .

2.2 Estimation of the parameter b.

The estimation of b is almost the same as the estimation of f because these parameters
in Φ1 (ϑ), Φ2 (ϑ) and Φ3 (ϑ) are in the products bf only. Therefore the MME of b has the
properties

b∗T =

(

(

S1,T

(

XT
)

− 2σ2
)

(1 + a)

2f 2

)1/2

−→ b0, sup
b0∈K

Eb0 |b∗T − b0|2 ≤
C

T
(19)

et ctr.
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2.3 Estimation of the parameter a.

The solution of the equation

S1,T

(

XT
)

=
2f 2b2

1 + a
+ 2σ2

leads to the MME

a∗T =
2f 2b2

S1,T (XT )− 2σ2
− 1.

By Lemma 1 we have

a∗T −→ a0, sup
a0∈K

Ea0 |a∗T − a0|2 ≤
C

T
.

2.4 Estimation of the parameter σ2.

The MME

σ2∗
T =

1

2
S1,T

(

XT
)

− f 2b2

1 + a

is consistent and

sup
σ2

0
∈K

Eσ2

0

∣

∣σ2∗
T − σ2

0

∣

∣

2 ≤ C

T
.

2.5 Estimation of the parameter ϑ = (a, f).

The MME ϑ∗
T = (a∗T , f

∗
T ) is solution of the system of equations

S1,T

(

XT
)

= Φ1 (ϑ
∗
T ) , S2,T

(

XT
)

= Φ2 (ϑ
∗
T )

and has the following form

a∗T =
S1,T

(

XT
)

+ S2,T

(

XT
)

− σ2

S1,T (XT )− 2σ2
, (20)

f ∗
T =

(

S1,T

(

XT
)

(1 + a∗T )− 2σ2

2b2

)1/2

. (21)

With the help of Lemma 1 it can be shown that

(a∗T , f
∗
T ) −→ (a0, f0)

and

Eϑ0
‖ϑ∗

T − ϑ0‖2 ≤
C

T
. (22)
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2.6 Estimation of the parameter ϑ =
(

a, f, σ2
)

.

In this case we have three equations

S1,T

(

XT
)

=
2f 2b2

1 + a
+ 2σ2, S2,T

(

XT
)

=
f 2b2 (a− 1)

1 + a
− σ2,

S3,T

(

XT
)

=
f 2b2a (a− 1)

(1 + a)
.

The MME ϑ∗
T = (a∗T , f

∗
T , σ

2∗
T ) is the following solution of this system:

a∗T =
2S3,T

(

XT
)

S1,T (XT ) + 2S2,T (XT )
+ 1,

f ∗
T =

S3,T

(

XT
)

(1 + a∗T )

b2a∗T (a∗T − 1)
,

σ2∗
T =

1

2
S1,T

(

XT
)

− (f ∗
T )

2 b2

1 + a∗T
.

Once more we have the consistency of ϑ∗
T and the bound like (22).

Almost similar result we have in the case of estimation ϑ = (a, b, σ2).

Remark 4. Of course, it is possible to define and study the MMEs of the parameters
ϑ = (a, b), ϑ = (f, σ2) and ϑ = (b, σ2). The only forbidden couple of parameters is
ϑ = (f, b). In this case the consistent estimation of ϑ is impossible. Indeed, the stationary
AR process Yt, t = . . . ,−1, 0, 1, . . . admits the representation

Yt = b

∞
∑

k=0

akvt−k

and therefore the observed process is

Xt = fb
∞
∑

k=0

akvt−k + σwt, k = ...,−1, 0, 1, . . . .

Here we introduced the sequence vt, 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 = fYt−1 + σ wt, X0, t ≥ 1,

11



Yt = aYt−1 + b vt, Y0, t ≥ 1,

where wt, vt, t ≥ 1 are independent standard Gaussian r.v.’s and f, σ2, 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 ϑ ∈ Θ by the observations XT = (X0, X1, . . . , XT ).

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 (ϑ, t) , 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 γ (ϑ, t) and describe the
likelihood ratio function for this model.

Consider the model of partially observed time series

Xt = f Yt−1 + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . , (23)

Yt = a Yt−1 + b vt, Y0, (24)

where XT = (X0, X1, . . . , XT ) are observations and auto regressive process (AR) Yt, t ≥ 0
is a hidden process. Here wt, t ≥ 1 and vt, t ≥ 1 are independent standard Gaussian
random variables, i.e., wt ∼ N (0, 1), vt ∼ N (0, 1). The initial values are X0 ∼ N (0, d2x)
and Y0 ∼ N

(

0, d2y
)

. The system is defined by the parameters a, b, f, σ2, d2x, d
2
y. We suppose

that some of these parameters are unknown and have to be estimated by observations XT .

It will be convenient for instant to denote ϑ = (a, b, f, σ2).

Denote FX
t the σ-algebra generated by the first t + 1 observations X0, X1, . . . , Xt. The

conditional expectation m (ϑ, t) = Eϑ

(

Yt|FX
t

)

according to the equations of Kalman filter
(see, e.g., [11], [19]) satisfies the equation

m (ϑ, t) = am (ϑ, t− 1) +
afγ (ϑ, t− 1)

σ2 + f 2γ (ϑ, t− 1)
[Xt − fm (ϑ, t− 1)] , t ≥ 1. (25)

The initial value is m (ϑ, 0) = Eϑ (Y0|X0).

The mean square error γ (ϑ, t) = Eϑ (Yt −m (ϑ, t))2 is described by the equation

γ (ϑ, t) = a2γ (ϑ, t− 1) + b2 − a2f 2γ (ϑ, t− 1)2

σ2 + f 2γ (ϑ, t− 1)
, t ≥ 1 (26)

with the initial value γ (ϑ, 0) = Eϑ (Y0 −m (ϑ, 0))2.

If some of the mentioned parameters are unknown, then, of course, we can not use
(25)-(26) for calculation of m (ϑ, t) , t ≥ 1.

12



We suppose that the observations XT = (X0, X1, . . . , XT ) are given and that some of
the parameters are unknown, but their values are always satisfy the condition A0. Our
goal is to propose an approximation of m (ϑ, t) , t ≥ 1 in such situations and to describe
the error of approximation in the asymptotic of large samples, i.e., as T → ∞.

The consistent estimation of the parameters
(

d2x, d
2
y

)

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

[

0, τT
]

of negligible length (τT /T → 0) we construct a consistent preliminary
estimator ϑ∗

τ
T
. Then this estimator is used for defining the One-step MLE-process ϑ⋆

T =
(

ϑ⋆
t,T , t = τT + 1, . . . , T

)

and finally the approximation m⋆
T =

(

m⋆
t,T , t = τT + 1, . . . , T

)

is
obtained by substituting ϑ⋆

T in the equations (25)-(26). The last step is to evaluate the
error m⋆

t,T −m (ϑ, t).

Remark that the function γ (ϑ, t) converges to the value

γ∗ (ϑ) =
f 2b2 − σ2 (1− a2)

2f 2
+

1

2

[

(

σ2 (1− a2)

f 2
− b2

)2

+
4b2σ2

f 2

]1/2

(27)

as t → ∞ (see Example 3 in section 14.4, [19]). The value γ∗ (ϑ) is obtained as a positive
solution of the equation (26), where we put γ (ϑ, t) = γ (ϑ, t− 1) = γ∗ (ϑ), which becomes

γ∗ (ϑ)
2 +

[

σ2 (1− a2)

f 2
− b2

]

γ∗ (ϑ)−
b2σ2

f 2
= 0.

Below we study the asymptotic (T → ∞) properties of estimators. That is why to
simplify the exposition we suppose that the initial value γ (ϑ, 0) = γ∗ (ϑ). Then for any
t ≥ 1 we have γ (ϑ, t) = γ∗ (ϑ). Of course, this is condition on correlation between X0 and
Y0 and the values d2x, d

2
y.

Therefore the equation (25) is replaced by the equation

mt (ϑ) = amt−1 (ϑ) +
afγ∗ (ϑ)

σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ)
[Xt − fmt−1 (ϑ)] , t ≥ 1 (28)

with the corresponding initial value, providing γ (ϑ, 0) = γ∗ (ϑ). Recall that equation
(25) is stable w.r.t. the initial value, i.e., for the wrong initial condition the difference
m (ϑ, t)−mt (ϑ) → 0.

Note as well that if we denote ϑ0 the true value, then

ζt (ϑ0) =
Xt − f0mt−1 (ϑ0)
√

σ2
0 + f 2

0 γ∗ (ϑ0)
, t ≥ 1

13



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

Xt = f0mt−1 (ϑ0) +
√

σ2
0 + f 2

0γ∗ (ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1.

Using this representation we can rewrite the equation (28) too

mt (ϑ) = amt−1 (ϑ) +
afγ∗ (ϑ)

σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ)
[f0mt−1 (ϑ0)− fmt−1 (ϑ)]

+
afγ∗ (ϑ)

√

σ2
0 + f 2

0γ∗ (ϑ0)

σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ)
ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1. (29)

The likelihood function is

L
(

ϑ,XT
)

=
(

2π
(

σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ)
))−T/2

exp

(

−1

2

T
∑

t=1

(Xt − fmt−1 (ϑ))
2

σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ)

)

=

(

1

2πP (ϑ)

)T/2

exp

(

−1

2

T
∑

t=1

(Xt − fmt−1 (ϑ))
2

P (ϑ)

)

, ϑ ∈ Θ. (30)

Here

P (ϑ) = σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ)

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

3.1 Unknown parameter b

We start with one-dimensional case, say, ϑ = b ∈ Θ = (αb, βb) , αb > 0. As above we
suppose that f 6= 0, a2 ∈ [0, 1). Therefore the system is

Xt = f Yt−1 + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . ,

Yt = a Yt−1 + ϑ vt, Y0,

Introduce the notation:

Γ (ϑ) = f 2γ∗ (ϑ) , P (ϑ) = σ2 + Γ (ϑ) , A (ϑ) =
aσ2

P (ϑ)
,

B (ϑ, ϑ0) =
aΓ (ϑ)

√

P (ϑ0)

P (ϑ)
, Ḃb (ϑ0, ϑ0) =

∂B (ϑ, ϑ0)

∂ϑ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϑ=ϑ0

=
aσ2Γ̇ (ϑ0)

P (ϑ0)
3/2

.

Note that infϑ∈Θ Γ̇ (ϑ0) > 0 (see (44) below). Another estimate which we will use is

sup
ϑ∈Θ

|A (ϑ)| < 1. (31)
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Let us show the well known fact that it is always fulfilled if a2 ∈ [0, 1). We have

P (ϑ) =
f 2ϑ2 + σ2 + σ2a2

2
+

1

2

[

(

σ2
(

1− a2
)

− f 2ϑ2
)2

+ 4f 2ϑ2σ2
]1/2

and

|A (ϑ)| = 2 |a|σ2

(

f 2ϑ2 + σ2 + σ2a2 +
[

(

σ2
(

1− a2
)

− f 2ϑ2
)2

+ 4f 2ϑ2σ2
]1/2
)−1

<
2 |a|σ2

σ2 + σ2a2
=

2 |a|
1 + a2

< 1.

Proposition 1. The Fisher information is

Ib (ϑ0) =
Ṗb (ϑ0)

2 [P (ϑ0)
2 + a2σ4

]

2P (ϑ0)
2 [P (ϑ0)

2 − a2σ4
] . (32)

Proof. The equation (29) we multiply by f , denote Mt (ϑ) = fmt (ϑ) and rewrite as follows

Mt (ϑ) =
aσ2

P (ϑ)
Mt−1 (ϑ) +

aΓ (ϑ)

P (ϑ)
Mt−1 (ϑ0) +

aΓ (ϑ)
√

P (ϑ0)

P (ϑ)
ζt (ϑ0)

= A (ϑ)Mt−1 (ϑ) + [a−A (ϑ)]Mt−1 (ϑ0) +B (ϑ, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1.

The Fisher score is (see (30))

∂ lnL
(

ϑ,XT
)

∂ϑ
= − ∂

∂ϑ

T
∑

t=1

[

(Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ))
2

2P (ϑ)
+

1

2
lnP (ϑ)

]

=

T
∑

t=1

[

[Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ)]

P (ϑ)
Ṁt−1 (ϑ) +

[Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ)]
2 Ṗ (ϑ)

2P (ϑ)2
− Ṗ (ϑ)

2P (ϑ)

]

=
T
∑

t=1

[

[Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ)]
√

P (ϑ)

Ṁt−1 (ϑ)
√

P (ϑ)
+

[Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ)]
2

P (ϑ)

Ṗ (ϑ)

2P (ϑ)
− Ṗ (ϑ)

2P (ϑ)

]

=
1

√

P (ϑ)

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ) Ṁt−1 (ϑ) +
[

ζt (ϑ)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ)

2
√

P (ϑ)

]

.

Recall that Ṁt−1 (ϑ) = ∂Mt−1 (ϑ) /∂ϑ, Ṗ (ϑ) = ∂P (ϑ) /∂ϑ and

ζt (ϑ0) =
Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ0)
√

σ2 + Γ (ϑ0)
=

Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ0)
√

P (ϑ0)
, t ≥ 1

are independent standard Gaussian random variables ( ζt (ϑ0) ∼ N (0, 1)).
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The equation for derivative Ṁt (ϑ) , t ≥ 1 is

Ṁt (ϑ) = A (ϑ) Ṁt−1 (ϑ) + Ȧ (ϑ) [Mt−1 (ϑ)−Mt−1 (ϑ0)] + Ḃb (ϑ, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0)

with the initial value Ṁ0 (ϑ). If ϑ = ϑ0, then

Ṁt (ϑ0) = A (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) + Ḃb (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , Ṁ0 (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1.

The stationary version of the process ṁt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1 can be written as a sum of i.i.d.
variables

Ṁt (ϑ0) = Ḃb (ϑ0, ϑ0)

∞
∑

k=0

A (ϑ0)
k ζt−k (ϑ0) ,

Ṁ0 (ϑ0) = Ḃb (ϑ0, ϑ0)
∞
∑

k=0

A (ϑ0)
k ζ−k (ϑ0) ,

where we introduced i.i.d. r.v.’s ζk (ϑ0) ∼ N (0, 1) , k = 0,−1,−2, . . .. The real process
Ṁ (ϑ0, t) , 0 ≤ t ≤ T has the similar representation with the finite sum, but as we are
interested by asymptotic (T → ∞) 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

Eϑ0
Ṁt (ϑ0)

2 = Ḃb (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

∞
∑

k=0

A (ϑ0)
2k =

Ḃb (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

1−A (ϑ0)
2 =

a2σ4Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
3 (1−A (ϑ0)

2) .

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

Eϑ0

[

∂ lnL
(

ϑ,XT
)

∂ϑ

]2

ϑ=ϑ0

=
1

P (ϑ0)
Eϑ0

(

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) +
1

2

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

Ṗ (ϑ0)P (ϑ0)
−1/2

]

)2

=
1

P (ϑ0)
Eϑ0

T
∑

t=1

(

ζt (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) +
1

2

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

Ṗ (ϑ0)P (ϑ0)
−1/2

)2

because (below t > s and for simplicity we omit 1
2
P (ϑ0)

−1/2)

Eϑ0

(

ζt (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

Ṗ (ϑ0)
)

×
(

ζs (ϑ0) Ṁs−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

Ṗ (ϑ0)
)

= Eϑ0
ζt (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) ζs−1 (ϑ0) Ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
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+ Ṗ (ϑ0)Eϑ0
ζt (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)

[

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

+ Ṗ (ϑ0)Eϑ0
ζs (ϑ0) Ṁs−1 (ϑ0)

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

+ Ṗ (ϑ0)
2
Eϑ0

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] [

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

= 0.

Here we used the equalities like

Eϑ0

[

ζt (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) ζs (ϑ0) Ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
]

= Eϑ0

[

Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) ζs (ϑ0) Ṁs−1 (ϑ0)Eϑ0

(

ζt (ϑ0) |FX
t−1

)

]

= 0.

Further

Eϑ0

(

ζt (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ0)

2
√

P (ϑ0)

)2

= Eϑ0
ζt (ϑ0)

2 Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)
2 +

Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

4P (ϑ0)
Eϑ0

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]2

= Eϑ0
Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)

2 +
Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)

=
Ḃb (ϑ0, ϑ0)

2

1− A (ϑ0)
2 +

Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑ0)

=
a2σ4Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

P (ϑ0)
3 (1− A (ϑ0)

2) +
Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)

=
Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)

[

2a2σ4

P (ϑ0)
2 − a2σ4

+ 1

]

.

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

lim
T→∞

1

T
Eϑ0

[

∂ lnL
(

ϑ,XT
)

∂ϑ

]2

ϑ=ϑ0

= Ib (ϑ0) .

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

Mt (ϑ) = aMt−1 (ϑ) +
aΓ (ϑ)

σ2 + Γ (ϑ)
[Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ)] , Mt (ϑ) = ϑmt (ϑ) , t ≥ 1,

Γ (ϑ) =
1

2

[

ϑ2b2 − σ2
(

1− a2
)]

+
1

2

[

(

σ2
(

1− a2
)

− ϑ2b2
)2

+ 4ϑ2b2σ2
]1/2

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

∂L(ϑ,XT )

∂ϑ
=

1
√

P (ϑ)

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ) Ṁt−1 (ϑ) +
[

ζt (ϑ)
2 − 1

] Ṗf (ϑ)

2
√

P (ϑ)

]

.

Here P (ϑ) = σ2 + Γ (ϑ).

To calculate the Fisher information we have to use the following equation for the deriva-
tive Ṁt (ϑ)

Ṁt (ϑ0) = A (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) + Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1

with the function

A (ϑ) =
aσ2

P (ϑ)
, Bf (ϑ, ϑ0) =

aΓ (ϑ)
√

P (ϑ0)

P (ϑ)
.

This gives us the Fisher information

If (ϑ0) =
Ṗf (ϑ0)

2 [P (ϑ0)
2 + a2σ4

]

2P (ϑ0)
2 [P (ϑ0)

2 − a2σ4
] . (33)

3.2 Unknown parameter a

Suppose that the values of f > 0, σ2 > 0, b > 0 are known and the parameter ϑ = a ∈ Θ =
(αa, βa) ,−1 < αa < βa < 1 is unknown. Therefore the partially observed system is

Xt = f Yt−1 + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . ,

Yt = ϑYt−1 + b vt, Y0,

and the Kalman filter for Mt (ϑ) = ϑmt (ϑ) is given by the relations

Mt (ϑ) =

[

ϑ− ϑΓ (ϑ)

σ2 + Γ (ϑ)

]

Mt−1 (ϑ) +
ϑΓ (ϑ)

σ2 + Γ (ϑ)
Xt,

=
ϑσ2

σ2 + Γ (ϑ)
Mt−1 (ϑ) +

ϑΓ (ϑ)

σ2 + Γ (ϑ)
Xt,

= A (ϑ) Mt−1 (ϑ) +
ϑΓ (ϑ)

P (ϑ)
Mt−1 (ϑ0) +B (ϑ, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1,

Γ (ϑ) =
1

2

[

f 2b2 − σ2
(

1− ϑ2
)]

+
1

2

[

(

σ2
(

1− ϑ2
)

− f 2b2
)2

+ 4b2σ2
]1/2

.

Here

A (ϑ) =
ϑσ2

P (ϑ)
, B (ϑ, ϑ0) =

ϑΓ (ϑ)
√

P (ϑ0)

P (ϑ)
,
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and

ζt (ϑ0) =
Xt −Mt−1 (ϑ0)
√

σ2 + Γ (ϑ0)
, t ≥ 1

are independent standard Gaussian random variables.

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

We have

∂ lnL
(

ϑ,XT
)

∂ϑ
=

1
√

P (ϑ)

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ) Ṁt−1 (ϑ) +
[

ζt (ϑ)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ)

2
√

P (ϑ)

]

.

The equation for Ṁt (ϑ0) = f∂mt (ϑ0) /∂a is

Ṁt (ϑ0) = A (ϑ0) Ṁt−1 (ϑ0) +Mt−1 (ϑ0) + Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1,

where

Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0) =
Γ (ϑ0)P (ϑ0) + ϑ0σ

2Ṗ (ϑ0)

P (ϑ0)
3/2

.

Therefore, using stationarity of all processes we write

Eϑ0
Ṁt (ϑ0)

2 = A (ϑ0)
2
Eϑ0

Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)
2 + Eϑ0

Mt−1 (ϑ0)
2 + Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0)

2

+ 2A (ϑ0)Eϑ0
Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)Mt−1 (ϑ0)

=
(

1− A (ϑ0)
2)−1

[

Eϑ0
Mt−1 (ϑ0)

2 + Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

+2A (ϑ0)Eϑ0
Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)Mt−1 (ϑ0)

]

The equations for Mt (ϑ0) and Ṁt (ϑ0) allow us to calculate the following moments

Eϑ0
Mt−1 (ϑ0)

2 =
ϑ2
0Γ (ϑ0)

2

P (ϑ0)
2 (1− ϑ2

0)
,

Eϑ0
Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)Mt−1 (ϑ0) =

ϑ0Γ (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
2 (1− ϑ0A (ϑ0))

[

ϑ0
(

1− A (ϑ0)
2) + P (ϑ0)

+
ϑ0σ

2Ṗ (ϑ0)

Γ (ϑ0)

]

.

Hence

Eϑ0
Ṁt (ϑ0)

2 =
(

1− A (ϑ0)
2)−1







ϑ2
0Γ (ϑ0)

2

P (ϑ0)
2 (1− ϑ2

0)
+

[

Γ (ϑ0)P (ϑ0) + σ2Ṗ (ϑ0)
]2

P (ϑ0)
3
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+
2A (ϑ0)ϑ0Γ (ϑ0)

2

P (ϑ0)
2 (1− ϑ0A (ϑ0))

(

ϑ0
(

1− A (ϑ0)
2) + P (ϑ0) +

ϑ0σ
2Ṗ (ϑ0)

Γ (ϑ0)

)]

≡ Q (ϑ0) .

Recall that the Fisher information is

Ia (ϑ0) =
1

T
Eϑ0

(

∂ lnL
(

ϑ,XT
)

∂ϑ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϑ=ϑ0

)2

=
1

TP (ϑ)

T
∑

t=1

Eϑ0

[

ζt (ϑ) Ṁt−1 (ϑ) +
[

ζt (ϑ)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ)

2
√

P (ϑ)

]2

=
1

P (ϑ)

[

Eϑ0
Ṁt−1 (ϑ0)

2 +
Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)

]

=
2Q (ϑ0) + Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)
. (34)

Remark 6. The similar calculations allow us to write the score-function and Fisher infor-
mation in the situation where ϑ = σ2, but we will not write it here.

3.3 Unknown parameter ϑ = (f, a)

Consider the system

Xt = θ1 Yt−1 + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . ,

Yt = θ2 Yt−1 + b vt, Y0.

Here the unknown parameter is ϑ = (θ1, θ2). Let us denote M (ϑ, t) = θ1mt (ϑ) , Γ (ϑ) =
θ21γ∗ (ϑ). The Kalman filter we write as follows

M (ϑ, t) =
θ2σ

2

P (ϑ)
M (ϑ, t− 1) +

θ2Γ (ϑ)

P (ϑ)
Xt

= A (ϑ)M (ϑ, t− 1) + E (ϑ)M (ϑ0, t− 1) + B (ϑ, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1,

Γ (ϑ) =
1

2

[

θ21b
2 − σ2

(

1− θ22
)]

+
1

2

[

(

σ2
(

1− θ22
)

− θ21b
2
)2

+ 4b2σ2
]1/2

,

where P (ϑ) = σ2 + Γ (ϑ) ,

A (ϑ) =
θ2σ

2

P (ϑ)
, E (ϑ) =

θ2Γ (ϑ)

P (ϑ)
, B (ϑ, ϑ0) =

θ2Γ (ϑ)
√

P (ϑ0)

P (ϑ)
. (35)

The equations for derivatives Ṁf (ϑ0, t) , Ṁa (ϑ0, t) are

Ṁf (ϑ0, t) = A (ϑ0) Ṁf (ϑ0, t− 1) + Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) ,
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Ṁa (ϑ0, t) = A (ϑ0) Ṁa (ϑ0, t− 1) +M (ϑ0, t− 1) + Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) ,

where recall that

M (ϑ0, t− 1) = θ0,2M (ϑ0, t− 2) + B (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt−1 (ϑ0) ,

Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0) =
θ0,2σ

2Ṗf (ϑ0)

P (ϑ0)
3/2

, Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0) =
Γ (ϑ0)P (ϑ0) + θ0,2Ṗa (ϑ0)

P (ϑ0)
3/2

.

Here we used the relation A (ϑ) + E (ϑ) = θ2. The vector of score-function is

∂L(ϑ,XT )

∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϑ=ϑ0

=
1

√

P (ϑ0)

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0) Ṁf (ϑ0, t− 1) +
[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗf (ϑ0)

2P (ϑ0)

]

,

∂L(ϑ,XT )

∂θ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϑ=ϑ0

=
1

√

P (ϑ0)

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0) Ṁa (ϑ0, t− 1) +
[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗa (ϑ0)

2P (ϑ0)

]

.

Using the stationarity of the underlying processes we write

Eϑ0

(

∂L(ϑ,XT )

∂θ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϑ=ϑ0

∂L(ϑ,XT )

∂θ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϑ=ϑ0

)

=
T

P (ϑ0)

[

Eϑ0
Ṁf (ϑ0, t− 1) Ṁa (ϑ0, t− 1) +

Ṗf (ϑ0) Ṗa (ϑ0)

2P (ϑ0)
2

]

.

Further

Eϑ0

[

Ṁa (ϑ0, t− 1) Ṁf (ϑ0, t− 1)
]

= A (ϑ0)
2
Eϑ0

[

Ṁa (ϑ0, t− 2) Ṁf (ϑ0, t− 2)
]

+ A (ϑ0)Eϑ0

[

M (ϑ0, t− 2) Ṁf (ϑ0, t− 2)
]

+ Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0) Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0)

=
1

(

1−A (ϑ0)
2)

[

A (ϑ0) Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0) B (ϑ0, ϑ0)

(1− θ0,2A (ϑ0))
+ Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0) Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0)

]

=
A (ϑ0) B (ϑ0, ϑ0) Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0) + (1− θ0,2A (ϑ0)) Ḃa (ϑ0, ϑ0) Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0)

(1− θ0,2A (ϑ0))
(

1−A (ϑ0)
2) ≡ K (ϑ0)

because

Eϑ0

[

M (ϑ0, t− 2) Ṁf (ϑ0, t− 2)
]

=
B (ϑ0, ϑ0) Ḃf (ϑ0, ϑ0)

(1− θ0,2A (ϑ0))
.

Hence

I12 (ϑ0) =
2P (ϑ0)

2 K (ϑ0) + Ṗa (ϑ0) Ṗf (ϑ0)

2P (ϑ0)
3 . (36)

The Fisher information matrix is

I (ϑ0) =

(

I11 (ϑ0) , I12 (ϑ0)
I12 (ϑ0) I22 (ϑ0)

)

,

where the values I11 (ϑ0) and I22 (ϑ0) are given in (33) and (34) respectively.

21



4 One-step MLE-process

We consider the construction of One-step MLE-process in the case of unknown parameter
ϑ = b ∈ Θ = (αb, βb),αb > 0. Let us fix a learning interval of observations Xτ

T =
(

X0, X1, . . . , Xτ
T

)

, where τT =
[

T δ
]

, δ ∈
(

1
2
, 1
)

and [A] here is the integer part of A. As
preliminary estimator we take the MME ϑ∗

τ
T
= b∗τ

T
defined in (19)

ϑ∗
τ
T
= 2−1/2f−1

([

S1,τ
T
(Xτ

T )− 2σ2
]

(1 + a)
)1/2

.

One-step MLE-process is

ϑ⋆
t,T = ϑ∗

τ
T
+

1

Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1





[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

fṁs−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)

+

(

[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

]

, t ∈
[

τT + 2, T
]

. (37)

Theorem 1. If t = [vT ] , v ∈ (0, 1] and T → ∞, then the following convergences

√
t
(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)

=⇒ N
(

0, Ib(ϑ0)
−1
)

, tEϑ0

(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)2 −→ Ib(ϑ0)
−1.

hold uniformly on compacts K ⊂ Θ.

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

Lemma 2. For any p > 1 there exist constants C1 > 0, C2 > 0 not depending on ϑ0 ∈ Θ
and t ≥ 1 such that for

sup
ϑ∈Θ

Eϑ0
|ṁt (ϑ)|p < C1, sup

ϑ∈Θ
Eϑ0

|m̈t (ϑ)|p < C2. (38)

Proof. The equation for the second derivative m̈ (ϑ, t) is

m̈t (ϑ) = A (ϑ) m̈t−1 (ϑ) + 2Ȧ (ϑ) ṁt−1 (ϑ) + Ä (ϑ)mt−1 (ϑ)

− Ä (ϑ)mt−1 (ϑ0) + B̈∗ (ϑ, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) .

Note that here B∗ (ϑ, ϑ0) = afγ∗ (ϑ)
√

P (ϑ0)P (ϑ)−1.

Recall that the stationary versions of the random functions m (ϑ0, t− 1) ,
m (ϑ, t− 1), ṁ (ϑ, t− 1) and m̈ (ϑ, t− 1) are

mt−1 (ϑ0) = B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
∞
∑

k=0

akζt−k−1,
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mt−1 (ϑ) = A (ϑ)mt−2 (ϑ) + [a− A (ϑ)]B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
∞
∑

k=0

akζt−k−2 +B∗ (ϑ, ϑ0) ζt−k−1

= [a− A (ϑ)]B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
∞
∑

j=0

A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

k=0

akζt−j−k−2 +B∗ (ϑ, ϑ0)
∞
∑

j=0

A (ϑ)j ζt−j−1,

ṁt−1 (ϑ) = B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) Ȧ (ϑ) A (ϑ)−1
∞
∑

j=0

[aj − A (ϑ) (j + 1)]A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

k=0

akζt−j−k−2

+

∞
∑

j=0

[

Ḃ∗ (ϑ, ϑ0) + jB∗ (ϑ, ϑ0) Ȧ (ϑ) A (ϑ)−1
]

A (ϑ)j ζt−j−1,

m̈t (ϑ) =

∞
∑

j=0

[

F0 (ϑ, ϑ0) + jF1 (ϑ, ϑ0) + j2F2 (ϑ, ϑ0)
]

A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

k=0

akζt−j−k−2

+

∞
∑

j=0

[

H0 (ϑ, ϑ0) + jH1 (ϑ, ϑ0) + j2H2 (ϑ, ϑ0)
]

A (ϑ)j ζt−j−1.

The bounded functions Fi (ϑ, ϑ0) , Hi (ϑ, ϑ0) , i = 0, 1, 2, can be easily calculated by the
formal differentiation of ṁt−1 (ϑ).

From these representations, (31), condition a2 ∈ (0, 1) and boundedness of the functions
Fi (·, ·) , Hi (·, ·) it follows that the Gaussian processes ṁt−1 (ϑ) and m̈t−1 (ϑ) have bounded
variances and fast decreasing covariance functions.

For example,

Eϑ0

( ∞
∑

j=0

j2A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

k=0

akζt−j−k−2

)2

= Eϑ0

( ∞
∑

j=0

j2A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

k=0

akζt−j−k−2

∞
∑

l=0

l2A (ϑ)l
∞
∑

m=0

amζt−m−l−2

)

=

∞
∑

j=0

j2A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

l=0

l2A (ϑ)l
∞
∑

k=0

∞
∑

m=0

akamEϑ0

(

ζt−j−k−2ζt−m−l−2

)

=

∞
∑

j=0

j2A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

l=0

l2A (ϑ)l aj−l

∞
∑

k≥l−j≥0

a2k

=
1

1− a2

∞
∑

j=0

j2A (ϑ)j
∞
∑

l≥j

l2A (ϑ)l aj−la2(l−j)

=
1

1− a2

∞
∑

j=0

j2A (ϑ)j a−j
∞
∑

l≥j

l2 [aA (ϑ)]l .
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Recall that

∞
∑

l≥j

l2 [aA (ϑ)]l = [ln aA (ϑ)]−2 ∂2

∂x2

∞
∑

l≥j

[aA (ϑ)]xl
∣

∣

∣

x=1

= [ln aA (ϑ)]−2 ∂2

∂x2

(

[aA (ϑ)]xj

1− [aA (ϑ)]x

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x=1

.

Therefore the moments Eϑ0
ṁt (ϑ)

2 and Eϑ0
m̈t (ϑ)

2 can be calculated exactly and the
constants C1, C2 in (38) can be chosen not depending on ϑ0 ∈ Θ and t ≥ 0.

Consider the normalized difference

√
T
(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)

=
√
T
(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

)

+

√
T

Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1





[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

fṁs−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)

+

(

[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

]

, t ∈
[

τT + 2, T
]

.

We can write

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
) = Xs − fms−1(ϑ0) + f

[

ms−1(ϑ0)−ms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

=
√

P (ϑ0) ζs (ϑ0)− (ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0)fṁs−1 (ϑ0)−

f

2
(ϑ∗

τ
T
− ϑ0)

2m̈s−1(ϑ̃),

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
) = P (ϑ0) + (ϑ∗

τ
T
− ϑ0)Ṗ (ϑ0) +

1

2
(ϑ∗

τ
T
− ϑ0)

2P̈ (ϑ̃),

Ib(ϑ
∗
τ
T
) = Ib(ϑ0) +O

(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

)

[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
) = P (ϑ0)

[

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

− (ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0)Ṗ (ϑ0)

− 2(ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0)

√

P (ϑ0)ζs (ϑ0) ṁs−1 (ϑ0) +O
(

(ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0)

2
)

.

The substitution of these relations in (37) yields

ϑ⋆
t,T = ϑ∗

τ
T

+

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

[

2ζs(ϑ0)fṁs−1(ϑ0)
√

P (ϑ0) + [ζs(ϑ0)
2 − 1] Ṗ (ϑ0)

]

2
(

t− τT
)

Ib(ϑ0)P (ϑ0)

(

1 +O
(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

))
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−
(ϑ∗

τ
T
− ϑ0)

(

t− τT
)

Ib(ϑ0)

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

(

f 2ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
+

Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑ0)2

)

+O
(

(ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0)

2
)

.

Note that if t → ∞ then by LLN and by the CLT uniformly on compacts K ⊂ Θ we have

R1,T =
1

t

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

(

f 2ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
+

Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑ0)2

)

−→ Ib(ϑ0),

R2,T =
1√
t

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

(

Ib(ϑ0)−
f 2ṁs−1 (ϑ0)

2

P (ϑ0)
− Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)2

)

=⇒ N
(

0,D(ϑ0)
2
)

,

R3,T =
1

t
Eϑ0





t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

(

f 2ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
+

Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑ0)2
− Ib(ϑ0)

)





2

=
1

tP (ϑ0)2
Eϑ0





t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

(

f 2
[

ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
2 −Eϑ0

ṁs−1 (ϑ0, t)
2]
)





2

≤ C,

where the constant C > 0 does not depend on t and ϑ0 ∈ K. We have as well the uniform
convergence

1√
t

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

[

2ζs(ϑ0)fṁs−1(ϑ0)
√

P (ϑ0) + [ζs(ϑ0)
2 − 1] Ṗ (ϑ0)

]

2
(

t− τT
)

Ib(ϑ0)P (ϑ0)
=⇒ N

(

0, Ib(ϑ0)
−1
)

.

The value supϑ0∈Θ D(ϑ0)
2 < ∞ can be calculated too, but we need not it. Therefore if we

put t = vT , v ∈ (T δ−1, 1], then

√
t
(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)

=
√
t
(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

)

+
t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

[

2ζs(ϑ0)fṁs−1(ϑ0)
√

P (ϑ0) + [ζs(ϑ0)
2 − 1] Ṗ (ϑ0)

]

2
(√

t− τT
)

Ib(ϑ0)P (ϑ0)

(

1 +O
(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

))

−
√
t(ϑ∗

τ
T
− ϑ0)

(

t− τT
)

Ib(ϑ0)

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

(

f 2ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
+

Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑ0)2

)

+O
(√

t(ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0)

2
)

.

Remind that δ ∈
(

1
2
, 1
)

and the MME ϑ∗
τ
T

satisfies (19). Hence, for any fixed v ∈ (0, 1]

√
tEϑ0

∣

∣

∣
ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ C
√
t

τ 2
T

≤ C
√
vT 1/2

T 2δ
−→ 0.
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Further,

√
t
(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

)

Ib(ϑ0)



Ib(ϑ0)−
1

t

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

(

f 2ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
+

Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑ0)2

)





=

√
t
(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

)

Ib(ϑ0)

1

t

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

[

f 2Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

[

1− A (ϑ0)
2]P (ϑ0)

− f 2ṁs−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)

]

=

√
t
(

ϑ∗
τ
T
− ϑ0

)

f 2

Ib(ϑ0)P (ϑ0)

1

t

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1

[

Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

[

1− A (ϑ0)
2] − ṁs−1 (ϑ0)

2

]

−→ 0.

Therefore for any fixed v ∈ (0, 1) and t = vT uniformly on ϑ0 ∈ K

√
t
(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)

=⇒ N
(

0, Ib(ϑ0)
−1
)

,

and

tEϑ0

(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)2 −→ Ib(ϑ0)
−1.

Remark 7. The One-step MLE-processes in the cases ϑ = f , ϑ = a, ϑ = σ2 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, ϑ = (f, a)⊤ = (θ1, θ2)
⊤, then two-

dimensional One-step MLE-process ϑ⋆
t,T =

(

θ⋆1,t,T , θ
⋆
2,t,T

)⊤
can be constructed as follows.

Introduce MMEs θ∗τ
T
= (θ∗1,τ

T
, θ∗2,τ

T
)⊤, θ∗1,τ

T
= f ∗

τ
T

and θ∗2,τ
T
= a∗τ

T
, where τT =

[

T δ
]

, δ ∈
(1/2, 1] and

θ∗1,τ
T
= 2−1/2b−1

[

S1,τ
T
(Xτ

T ) (1 + θ∗2,τ
T
)− 2σ2

]1/2

,

θ∗2,τ
T
=

S1,τ
T
(Xτ

T ) + S2,τ
T
(Xτ

T )− σ2

S1,τ
T
(Xτ

T )− 2σ2
.

Denote

M (ϑ, t) = θ1mt (ϑ) , Ṁ (ϑ, t) =
(

Ṁf (ϑ, t) , Ṁa (ϑ, t)
)⊤

, Ṗ (ϑ) =
(

Ṗf (ϑ) , Ṗa (ϑ)
)⊤

.

The equations for Ṁf (ϑ, t) and Ṁa (ϑ, t) we obtain by differentiation of the equation

M (ϑ, t) = A (ϑ)M (ϑ, t− 1) + E (ϑ)M (ϑ0, t− 1) + B (ϑ, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) , t ≥ 1,
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by θ1 and θ2 correspondingly. For definition of the functions A (·) ,E (·) and B (·, ·) see (35)
Recall that the Fisher information matrix I (ϑ) is defined by the relations (33),(34) and
(36). Suppose that this matrix is uniformly on ϑ ∈ Θ non degenerate. Then the One-step
MLE-process is given by the equality

ϑ⋆
t,T = θ∗τ

T
+

I(θ∗τ
T
)−1

t− τT

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1





[

Xs −M(ϑ∗
τ
T
, s− 1)

]

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

Ṁ(ϑ∗
τ
T
, s− 1)

+

(

[

Xs −M(ϑ∗
τ
T
, s− 1)

]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ(ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

]

, t ∈
[

τT + 2, T
]

. (39)

It can be shown that for any v ∈ (0, T ], if we put t = vT then the normalized difference is
asymptotically normal:

√
t
(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)

=⇒ ξ (ϑ0) ∼ N
(

0, I(θ0)
−1
)

,

tEϑ0

∥

∥ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

∥

∥

2 −→ Eϑ0
‖ξ (ϑ0)‖2 .

5 MLE and BE

Consider the model of observations (23)-(24), where the unknown parameter is ϑ = b ∈
Θ = (αb, βb) , αb > 0. Below we study the MLE ϑ̂T and BE ϑ̃T defined by the usual
relations

L(ϑ̂T , X
T ) = sup

ϑ∈Θ
L(ϑ̂, XT ), ϑ̃T =

∫

Θ
ϑp (ϑ)L(ϑ̂, XT )dϑ

∫

Θ
p (ϑ)L(ϑ̂, XT )dϑ

.

Here p (ϑ) , ϑ ∈ Θ is continuous, positive on Θ density a priory.

Recall the notation

P (ϑ) = σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ) , A (ϑ) =
aσ2

P (ϑ)2

B∗ (ϑ, ϑ0) =
afγ∗ (ϑ)

√

P (ϑ0)

P (ϑ)
, Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) =

∂B∗ (ϑ, ϑ0)

∂ϑ

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϑ=ϑ0

=
afσ2γ̇∗ (ϑ0)

P (ϑ0)
3/2

.

Ib (ϑ0) =
f 2Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)

2

[

1− A (ϑ0)
2]P (ϑ0)

+
Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)
2

=
f 2γ̇∗ (ϑ)

2

P (ϑ0)

[

a2σ4

P (ϑ0)
2 − a2σ4

+
1

2P (ϑ0)

]

.

Below it is shown (see (40)-(41)) that the family of measures is LAN. Therefore we have
Hajek-Le Cam’s lower bound: for any estimator ϑ̄T and any ϑ0 ∈ Θ

lim
ν→0

lim
T→∞

sup
|ϑ−ϑ0|≤ν

TEϑ

(

ϑ̄T − ϑ
)2 ≥ Ib (ϑ0)

−1 .
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This bound allows us to give the following definition

Define the asymptotically efficient estimator ϑ◦
T as estimator for which the equality

lim
ν→0

lim
T→∞

sup
|ϑ−ϑ0|≤ν

TEϑ (ϑ
◦
T − ϑ)2 = Ib (ϑ0)

−1 .

holds for all ϑ0 ∈ Θ.

Theorem 2. The MLE and BE are consistent, asymptotically normal,

√
T
(

ϑ̂T − ϑ0

)

=⇒ N
(

0, Ib (ϑ0)
−1) ,

√
T
(

ϑ̃T − ϑ0

)

=⇒ N
(

0, Ib (ϑ0)
−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 (ϕT = T−1/2) likelihood ratio function

ZT (u) =
L(ϑ0 + ϕTu,X

T )

L(ϑ0, XT )
, u ∈ UT =

(√
T (αT − ϑ0) ,

√
T (βT − ϑ0)

)

Therefore we have to prove the following properties of the process ZT (u) , u ∈ UT .

1. The process ZT (·) admits the representation

ZT (u) = exp

(

u∆T (ϑ0, X
T )− u2

2
Ib (ϑ0) + rT (ϑ0, u,X

T )

)

, u ∈ UT , (40)

where uniformly on compacts K ⊂ Θ the convergence rT (ϑ0, u,X
T ) → 0 holds,

∆T (ϑ0, X
T ) =

1
√

TP (ϑ0)

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0) fṁt−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ0)

2
√

P (ϑ0)

]

and uniformly on K

∆T (ϑ0, X
T ) =⇒ N (0, Ib (ϑ0)) . (41)

2. There exists constant C > 0 such that

sup
ϑ0∈K

Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣
ZT (u2)

1/2 − ZT (u1)
1/2
∣

∣

∣

2

≤ C |u1 − u2|2 . (42)

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

sup
ϑ0∈K

Pϑ0

(

ZT (u) > e−κu2

)

≤ C

|u|N
. (43)
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Let us verify (40)-(41). Using Taylor expansions we can write (below ϑu = ϑ0 + ϕTu)

lnZT (u) = −1

2

T
∑

t=1

[

(Xt − fmt−1 (ϑu))
2

P (ϑu)
+ ln

P (ϑu)

P (ϑ0)
− (Xt − fmt−1 (ϑ0))

2

P (ϑ0)

]

=
u√
T

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0) fṁt−1 (ϑ0)
√

P (ϑ0)
+

(

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

)

Ṗ (ϑ0)

2P (ϑ0)

]

− u2

2T

[

f 2ṁt−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
+

ζt (ϑ0)
2 Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

P (ϑ0)
2 − Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)
2

]

+O
(

T−1/2
)

.

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

1√
T

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0) fṁt−1 (ϑ0)
√

P (ϑ0)
+

(

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

)

Ṗ (ϑ0)

2P (ϑ0)

]

=⇒ N (0, Ib (ϑ0)) ,

1

T

T
∑

t=1

[

f 2ṁt−1 (ϑ0)
2

P (ϑ0)
+

ζt (ϑ0)
2 Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

P (ϑ0)
2 − Ṗ (ϑ0)

2

2P (ϑ0)
2

]

−→ Ib (ϑ0) .

Let us denote

Π (u) = −1

2

T
∑

t=1

[

(Xt − fmt−1 (ϑu))
2

P (ϑu)
+ ln

P (ϑu)

P (ϑ0)
− (Xt − fmt−1 (ϑ0))

2

P (ϑ0)

]

and calculate its derivative

Π̇ (u) =
∂

∂u
Π (u) =

ϕT

2

T
∑

t=1

[

2 (Xt − fmt−1 (ϑu)) fṁt−1 (ϑu)

P (ϑu)
− Ṗ (ϑu)

P (ϑu)

+
(Xt − fmt−1 (ϑu))

2 Ṗ (ϑu)

P (ϑu)
2

]

.

Note that Xt − fmt−1 (ϑu) = ζt (ϑu)
√

P (ϑu), t ≥ 1, where ζt (ϑu) , t ≥ 1 under measure
Pϑu

are i.i.d. r.v.’s ζt (ϑu) ∼ N (0, 1). Therefore, with Pϑu
probability 1 we have

Π̇ (u) = ϕT

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑu) fṁt−1 (ϑu)
√

P (ϑu)
+

[

ζt (ϑu)
2 − 1

]

Ṗ (ϑu)

2P (ϑu)

]

and

Eϑu
Π̇ (u)2 = ϕ2

T

T
∑

t=1

Eϑu

[

ζt (ϑu) fṁt−1 (ϑu)
√

P (ϑu)
+

[

ζt (ϑu)
2 − 1

]

Ṗ (ϑu)

2P (ϑu)

]2

= ϕ2
T

T
∑

t=1

[

f 2
Eϑu

[

ζt (ϑu)
2 ṁt−1 (ϑu)

2]

P (ϑu)
+

Ṗ (ϑu)
2
Eϑu

[

ζt (ϑu)
2 − 1

]2

4P (ϑu)
2

]
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=
1

T

T
∑

t=1

[

f 2
Eϑu

[

ṁt−1 (ϑu)
2]

P (ϑu)
+

Ṗ (ϑu)
2

2P (ϑu)
2

]

=
f 2Ḃ (ϑu, ϑu)

2

P (ϑu) (1−A (ϑu))
2 +

Ṗ (ϑu)
2

2P (ϑu)
2 ≤ C.

Hence we can write

Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣
ZT (u2)

1/2 − ZT (u1)
1/2
∣

∣

∣

2

= Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ u2

u1

∂

∂u
ZT (u)1/2 du

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ (u2 − u1)

4

∫ u2

u1

Eϑ0
ZT (u) Π̇ (u)2 du =

(u2 − u1)

4

∫ u2

u1

Eϑu
Π̇ (u)2 du

≤ C (u2 − u1)
2 ,

where the constant C > 0 can be chosen not depending on ϑ0. The estimate (42) is proved
too.

To verify the last estimate (43) we write

Pϑ0

(

ZT (u) > e−κu2

)

= Pϑ0

(

Π (u) > −κu2
)

= Pϑ0

(

Π (u)− Eϑ0
Π (u) > −κu2 − Eϑ0

Π (u)
)

.

Note that

−2Eϑ0
Π (u) =

T
∑

t=1

Eϑ0

[

ζt (ϑ0)
√

P (ϑ0)− f [mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]
]2

P (ϑu)

+ T ln
P (ϑu)

P (ϑ0)
−

T
∑

t=1

Eϑ0
ζt (ϑ0)

2

=
f 2

P (ϑu)

T
∑

t=1

Eϑ0
[mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]

2

+ T

(

1 + ln
P (ϑ0)

P (ϑu)
− P (ϑ0)

P (ϑu)

)

.

Consider two regions of u. First suppose that
∣

∣uϕT

∣

∣ ≤ ν with some small ν > 0. Then
using expansions at the vicinity of ϑ0 we can write

−Eϑ0
Π (u) =

(

u2f 2Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑu)
(

1−A (ϑ0)
2) +

u2Ṗ (ϑ0)
2

2P (ϑ0)
2

)

(1 + o (ν))

=
u2

2
Ib (ϑ0) (1 + o (ν)) ≥ u2

4
Ib (ϑ0) ≥ κ1u

2
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for sufficiently small ν. Remark that

inf
ϑ∈Θ

Ib (ϑ) > 0

and the constant κ1 can be chosen not depending of ϑ0.

Let |uϕT | ≥ ν. Consider the difference of two equations

mt−1 (ϑ0) = amt−2 (ϑ0) +B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt−1 (ϑ0) ,

mt−1 (ϑu) = A (ϑu)mt−2 (ϑu) + [a−A (ϑu)]mt−2 (ϑ0) +B∗ (ϑu, ϑ0) ζt−1 (ϑ0) ,

and write

mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0) = A (ϑu) [mt−2 (ϑu)−mt−2 (ϑ0)]

+ [B∗ (ϑu, ϑ0)−B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)] ζt−1 (ϑ0) .

Therefore

Eϑ0
[mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]

2 = A (ϑu)
2
Eϑ0

[mt−2 (ϑu)−mt−2 (ϑ0)]
2

+ [B∗ (ϑu, ϑ0)−B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)]
2 .

We suppose that mt (ϑu) and mt (ϑ0) are stationary processes. Hence

Eϑ0
[mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]

2 =
[B∗ (ϑu, ϑ0)− B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)]

2

1− A (ϑu)
2

and

−2Eϑ0
Π (u) =

Tf 2 [B∗ (ϑu, ϑ0)− B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)]
2

1− A (ϑu)
2 + T

(

1 + ln
P (ϑ0)

P (ϑu)
− P (ϑ0)

P (ϑu)

)

.

Denote

G (ϑu, ϑ0) =
f 2 [B∗ (ϑu, ϑ0)− B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)]

2

2
(

1− A (ϑu)
2) +

1

2

(

1 + ln
P (ϑ0)

P (ϑu)
− P (ϑ0)

P (ϑu)

)

and show that

g (ϑ0, ν) = inf
|ϑ−ϑ0|≥ν

G (ϑ, ϑ0) > 0.

To do this it is sufficient to verify that

inf
|ϑ−ϑ0|≥ν

|P (ϑ)− P (ϑ0)| > 0.
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As |P (ϑ)− P (ϑ0)| = f 2 |γ∗ (ϑ)− γ∗ (ϑ0)| we check the condition γ̇∗ (ϑ) > 0. We have (see
(27))

γ̇∗ (ϑ) = ϑ+
(4 [f 2ϑ2 − σ2 (1− a2)] f 2ϑ+ 8ϑσ2f 2)

f 2
[

(σ2 (1− a2)− f 2ϑ2)2 + 4ϑ2σ2f 2
]1/2

= ϑ+
[4f 2ϑ2 + 4σ2 (1 + a2)] f 2ϑ

f 2
[

(σ2 (1− a2)− f 2ϑ2)2 + 4ϑ2σ2f 2
]1/2

> 0 (44)

and

inf
ϑ0∈Θ

g (ϑ0, ν) > 0.

Therefore, using the relation T ≥ u2/ (βb − αb)
2 we can write

inf
|u|≥ν

√
T

(

−Eϑ0
Π (u)

)

≥ g (ϑ0, ν) T ≥ g (ϑ0, ν) u
2

(βb − αb)
2 = κ2u

2.

We have

Π (u)− Eϑ0
Π (u) =

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

(

P (ϑu)− P (ϑ0)

2P (ϑu)

)

+
T
∑

t=1

f
√

P (ϑ0)

P (ϑu)
ζt (ϑ0) [mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]

−
T
∑

t=1

f 2
(

[mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]
2 − Eϑ0

[mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]
2)

2P (ϑu)

= Π1 (u) + Π2 (u)−Π3 (u) ,

where for any integer N ≥ 1

Eϑ0
|Π1 (u)|2N = Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

(

P (ϑu)− P (ϑ0)

2P (ϑu)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N

=
∣

∣

∣
uϕT Ṗ (ϑ̃u)

∣

∣

∣

2N

Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

t=1

[

ζt (ϑ0)
2 − 1

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N

≤ C |u|2N , (45)

Eϑ0
|Π2 (u)|2N =

f 2NP (ϑ0)
N

P (ϑu)
2N

Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

t=1

ζt (ϑ0) [mt−1 (ϑu)−mt−1 (ϑ0)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N

≤ C |u|2N T−N
Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

t=1

ζt (ϑ0) ṁt−1(ϑ̃u)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N

≤ C |u|2N ,
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and

Eϑ0
|Π3 (u)|2N =

f 4N |u|4N ϕ4N
T

22NP (ϑu)
2N

Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

t=1

[

ṁt−1(ϑ̃u)
2 − Eϑ0

ṁt−1(ϑ̃u)
2
]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N

≤ C |u|4N ϕ4N
T TN = C |u|2N |u|2N

T
≤ C |u|2N . (46)

Here we twice used the estimate

Eϑ0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T
∑

t=1

Kt (ϑ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N

≤ CTN ,

which is valid for centered Gaussian time series Kt (ϑ) , t ≥ 1 with bounded variance and
exponential mixing. We used as well the relation |uϕT | < βb − αb. Remark that all
constants C > 0 in (45)-(46) can be chosen not depending of ϑ0.

Denote κ = 2 (κ1 ∧ κ2). Now by Chebyshev inequality and (45)-(46)

Pϑ0

(

ZT (u) > e−κu2

)

≤ Pϑ0

(

|Π (u)− Eϑ0
Π (u)| ≥ κu2

2

)

≤ Pϑ0

(

|Π1 (u)| ≥
κu2

6

)

+Pϑ0

(

|Π2 (u)| ≥
κu2

6

)

+Pϑ0

(

|Π3 (u)| ≥
κu2

6

)

≤ 62N

κu2N
Eϑ0

|Π1 (u)|2N +
62N

κu2N
Eϑ0

|Π2 (u)|2N
62N

κu2N
Eϑ0

|Π3 (u)|2N ≤ C

u2N
.

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

6 Adaptive filter

We are given the partially observed system

Xt = f Yt−1 + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . ,

Yt = a Yt−1 + b vt, Y0.

Recall that if all parameters of the model ϑ = (f, σ2, a, b) are known, then the station-
ary version mt (ϑ) of the conditional expectation m (ϑ, t) = Eϑ (Yt|Xs, s ≤ t) satisfies the
equation (see (28), (27))

mt (ϑ) = amt−1 (ϑ) +
afγ∗ (ϑ)

σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ)
[Xt − fmt−1 (ϑ)] , m0 (ϑ) , t ≥ 1, (47)

γ∗ (ϑ) =
1

2f 2

[

f 2b2 − σ2
(

1− a2
)]

+
1

2f 2

[

(

σ2
(

1− a2
)

− b2f 2
)2

+ 4f 2b2σ2
]1/2

.

Consider the problem of approximation of the random function mt (ϑ) , t ≥ 1 when one of
the parameters is unknown.
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6.1 Unknown parameter b

Suppose that the values f > 0, a2 ∈ [0, 1) and σ2 > 0 are known and the only unknown
parameter is ϑ = b ∈ Θ = (αb, βb), αb > 0. The proposed below construction is a direct
analogue of the similar solutions discussed in [16] and [17] for the models in continuous
time like (8)-(9). First by observations X0, X1, . . . , Xτ

T
we calculate the MME ϑ∗

τ
T
= b∗τ

T
,

τT =
[

T δ
]

, δ ∈ (1
2
, 1) (see (19))

ϑ∗
τ
T
= 2−1/2f−1

[(

1

τT

τ
T
∑

s=1

[Xs −Xs−1]
2 + σ2

)

(1 + a)

]1/2

. (48)

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

ϑ⋆
t,T = ϑ∗

τ
T
+

1

Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1





[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

fṁs−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)

+

(

[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

]

, t ∈
[

τT + 1, T
]

. (49)

Here ms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
, s− 1), s ≥ τT + 1 satisfies the equation (47), where b is replaced by ϑ∗

τ
T

and ṁs−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
, s− 1), s ≥ τT + 1 is obtained by differentiation of (47) on b and once more

replacing b by ϑ∗
τ
T
. Therefore for s > τT + 1 we can write

ms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
) = P (ϑ∗

τ
T
)−1
[

aσ2ms−2(ϑ
∗
τ
T
) + afγ∗(ϑ

∗
τ
T
)Xs−1

]

, (50)

ṁs−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
) = P (ϑ∗

τ
T
)−2aσ2

[

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)ṁs−2(ϑ

∗
τ
T
, s− 2)− f 2γ̇∗(ϑ

∗
τ
T
)ms−2(ϑ

∗
τ
T
)
]

+
afσ2γ̇∗ (ϑ)

P (ϑ)2
Xs−1. (51)

Here P (ϑ) = σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ) and the Fisher information is

Ib(ϑ) =
Ṗb (ϑ0)

2 [P (ϑ0)
2 + a2σ4

]

2P (ϑ0)
2 [P (ϑ0)

2 − a2σ4
] ,

where A (ϑ) = P (ϑ)−1 aσ2 (see (32)).

The adaptive Kalman filter we introduce with the help of the process m⋆
t,T defined as

follows

m̂t,T = P (ϑ⋆
t−1,T )

−1
[

aσ2m⋆
t−1,T + afγ∗(ϑ

⋆
t−1,T )Xt

]

, t ∈
[

τT + 1, T
]

. (52)

We have to compare m⋆
t,T with m (ϑ0, t) for large values of T . Below ηt,T =

√
t
[

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

]

and Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) = −f−1
√

P (ϑ0)Ȧ(ϑ0) = P (ϑ0)
−3/2 afσ2γ̇∗ (ϑ0).

34



Theorem 3. Let t = [vT ] , v ∈ (0, 1], k = t − τT + 2 and T → ∞. Then the following
relations hold

√
t
[

m⋆
t,T −mt (ϑ0)

]

= Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
k
∑

m=0

A (ϑ0)
m ηt−m−1,T ζt−m (ϑ0) + o (1) ,

tEϑ0

[

m⋆
t,T −mt (ϑ0)

]2 −→ S⋆
b (ϑ0)

2 ≡ Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

Ib (ϑ0)
(

1− A (ϑ0)
2) . (53)

Here o (1) and (53) converge uniformly on compacts K ⊂ Θ.

Proof. Recall that

mt (ϑ0) = A(ϑ0)mt−1 (ϑ0) + f−1 [a− A(ϑ0)]Xt,

m⋆
t,T = A(ϑ⋆

t−1,T )m̂t−1,T + f−1
[

a−A(ϑ⋆
t−1,T )

]

Xt.

Therefore for δt,T =
√
t
[

m⋆
t,T −mt (ϑ0)

]

we have the equation

δt,T = A(ϑ⋆
t−1,T )δt−1,T +

√
t
[

A(ϑ⋆
t−1,T )− A(ϑ0)

]

mt−1 (ϑ0)

+ f−1
√
t
[

A(ϑ0)− A(ϑ⋆
t−1,T )

]

Xt

= A(ϑ⋆
t−1,T )δt−1,T + f−1

√

P (ϑ0)
√
T
[

A(ϑ0)− A(ϑ⋆
t−1,T )

]

ζt (ϑ0)

= A(ϑ⋆
t−1,T )δt−1,T − f−1

√

P (ϑ0)Ȧ(ϑ̃t−1)
√
t
[

ϑ⋆
t−1,T − ϑ0

]

ζt (ϑ0)

= A(ϑ0) δt−1,T + Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) ηt−1,T ζt (ϑ0) + εt, t ∈
[

τT + 1, T
]

,

where εt = O
(

ϑ⋆
t−1,T − ϑ0

)

= O
(

T−1/2
)

.

Let us denote A ≡ A (ϑ0) , Ḃ
∗ ≡ Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) , ζt = ζt (ϑ0) and make k = t − τT + 2

iterations

δt,T = Aδt−1,T + Ḃ∗ ηt−1,T ζt + εt

= A2 δt−2,T + AḂ∗ ηt−2,T ζt−1 + Ḃ∗ ηt−1,T ζt + Aεt−1 + εt

= . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

= Ak+1δt−k,T + Ḃ∗
k
∑

m=0

Amηt−m−1,T ζt−m +
k
∑

m=0

Amεt−m.

Therefore for the large values of t and k = t− τT + 2 we have the representation,

δt,T = Ḃ∗
k
∑

m=0

Amηt−m−1,T ζt−m + o (1) .

Note that ηt−m−1,T and ζt−m are independent. Hence, if t = [vT ] , T → ∞, then

Eϑ0
δ2t,T = Ḃ∗2

k
∑

m=0

k
∑

l=0

Am+l
Eϑ0

[ηt−m−1,T ζt−mηt−l−1,T ζt−l] + o (1)
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= Ḃ∗2
k
∑

m=0

A2m
Eϑ0

[

η2t−m−1,T ζ
2
t−m

]

+ o (1) = Ḃ∗2
k
∑

m=0

A2m
Eϑ0

[

η2t−m−1,T

]

+ o (1)

=
Ḃ∗2

Ib (ϑ0)

k
∑

m=0

A2m t

t−m− 1
+ o (1)

−→ Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)
2

I (ϑ0)

∞
∑

m=0

A2m =
Ḃ∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0)

2

Ib (ϑ0)
(

1−A (ϑ0)
2) .

Remark 8. The adaptive Kalman filter is given by the relations (48)-(52), where the
only One-step MLE-process (49) is in non recurrent form. Let us write this estimator in
recurrent form too. Denote

St,T (ϑ
∗
τ
T
) =

1

Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

t
∑

s=τ
T
+1





[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

fṁs−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)

+

(

[

Xs − fms−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

]

.

Then we can write

ϑ⋆
t,T = ϑ∗

τ
T
+ St,T (ϑ

∗
τ
T
) =

ϑ∗
τ
T

t− τT
+

(

t− 1− τT
)

(

t− τT
)

[

ϑ∗
τ
T
+ St−1,T (ϑ

∗
τ
T
)
]

+
1

Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)





[

Xt − fmt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

fṁt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)

+

(

[

Xt − fmt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

]

=
ϑ∗
τ
T

t− τT
+

(

1− 1

t− τT

)

ϑ⋆
t−1,T +

[

Xt − fmt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

fṁt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)

Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

+

(

[

Xt − fmt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

, t ∈
[

τT + 1, T
]

.

Therefore the recurrent equation for the One-step MLE-process is

ϑ⋆
t,T =

ϑ∗
τ
T

t− τT
+

(

1− 1

t− τT

)

ϑ⋆
t−1,T +

[

Xt − fmt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]

fṁt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)

Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)
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+

(

[

Xt − fmt−1(ϑ
∗
τ
T
)
]2

− P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

)

Ṗ (ϑ∗
τ
T
)

2Ib(ϑ∗
τ
T
)
(

t− τT
)

P (ϑ∗
τ
T
)2

, t ∈
[

τT + 1, T
]

. (54)

Now the adaptive Kalman filter (48),(50) -(52), (54) is in recurrent form.

Remark 9. The cases ϑ = f , ϑ = a and ϑ = σ2 can be studied similarly. If we consider
the two-dimensional cases, say, ϑ = (f, a), then the corresponding adaptive Kalman filter
can be written as well. The preliminary MME estimator ϑ∗

τ
T
= (f ∗

T , a
∗
T )

⊤ was defined in

(20)-(21), for the Fisher information matrix see (33),(34) and (36), One-step MLE-process
is given in (39), the equations for ṁf

(

ϑT , t
)

and ṁa

(

ϑT , t
)

can be easily written. The
equation for m⋆

t,T has exactly the same form as the given above in (52).

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

m⋆
t,T −m (ϑ0, t)

)

=⇒ N
(

0, S⋆
b (ϑ0)

2) .

7 Asymptotic efficiency

We have the same system

Xt = f Yt−1 + σ wt, X0, t = 1, 2, . . . ,

Yt = a Yt−1 + b vt, Y0.

where the parameters f, a, b, σ2 satisfy the condition A0.

The adaptive filter is given by (52) and we would like to know if the error of approx-

imation Eϑ

∣

∣m⋆
t,T −m (ϑ, t)

∣

∣

2
is asymptotically minimal? As usual in such situations we

propose a lower minimax bound on the risks of all estimators m̄t supposing that m̄t is based
on the observations up to time t, i.e., these estimators depend on X t = (Xs, s = 0, 1, . . . , t).

Recall some notations

A (ϑ0) =
aσ2

σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ0)
, B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) =

aσ2fγ̇∗ (ϑ0)

[σ2 + f 2γ∗ (ϑ0)]
3/2

and the equations for ṁ (ϑ0, ·)

ṁ (ϑ, t) = A (ϑ0) ṁ (ϑ0, t− 1) +B∗ (ϑ0, ϑ0) ζt (ϑ0) ,

Recall as well the asymptotic representations for η⋆t,T (ϑ0) =
√
vT
(

ϑ⋆
t,T − ϑ0

)

, t =
vT, v ∈ (0, 1]

η⋆t,T (ϑ0) =
I (ϑ0)

−1

√

tP (ϑ0)

t
∑

s=1

[

ζs (ϑ0) fṁs−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ0)

2
√

P (ϑ0)

]

+ o (1) . (55)
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The similar representations for the MLE η̂t (ϑ0) =
√
t
(

ϑ̂t − ϑ0

)

, v ∈ (0, 1] and BE η̃t (ϑ0) =
√
t
(

ϑ̃t − ϑ0

)

, t = vT, v ∈ (0, 1] are

η̂t (ϑ0) =
I (ϑ0)

−1

√

tP (ϑ0)

t
∑

s=1

[

ζs (ϑ0) fṁs−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ0)

2
√

P (ϑ0)

]

+ o (1) ,

η̃t (ϑ0) =
I (ϑ0)

−1

√

tP (ϑ0)

t
∑

s=1

[

ζs (ϑ0) fṁs−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ0)

2
√

P (ϑ0)

]

+ o (1) . (56)

The properties (40)-(43) of the normalized LR ZT (·) 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)

S⋆
b (ϑ)

2 = lim
T→∞

Eϑ

[

ṁ (ϑ, t)2 η̃t (ϑ)
2] =

Ḃ∗ (ϑ, ϑ)2

I (ϑ)
(

1− A (ϑ)2
) . (57)

As the asymptotic representations of η̃t,T (ϑ) and η⋆t,T (ϑ) are similar (see (55) 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 minimax bound: for any estimator m̄t,T of m (ϑ, t) (below t = vT )

lim
ν→0

lim
T→∞

sup
|ϑ−ϑ0|≤ν

tEϑ |m̄t,T −m (ϑ, t)|2 ≥ S⋆
b (ϑ0)

2 .

Proof. The given below proof is based on the proof of Theorem 1.9.1 in [9] and was pub-
lished in [17] 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

sup
|ϑ−ϑ0|≤ν

Eϑ |m̄t,T −m (ϑ, t)|2 ≥
∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν

Eϑ |m̄t,T −m (ϑ, t)|2 pν (ϑ) dϑ.

Here the function pν (ϑ) , ϑ0 − ν < ϑ < ϑ0 + ν is a positive continuous density on the
interval [ϑ0 − ν, ϑ0 + ν]. If we denote m̃t Bayesian estimator of m (ϑ, t), which corresponds
to this density pν (·), then

m̃t =

∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν

m (θ, t) pν
(

θ|X t
)

dθ, pν
(

θ|X t
)

=
pν (θ)L (θ,X t)

∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν
pν (θ)L (θ,X t) dθ

and
∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν

Eϑ |m̄t,T −m (ϑ, t)|2 pν (ϑ) dϑ ≥
∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν

Eϑ |m̃t −m (ϑ, t)|2 pν (ϑ) dϑ.
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The asymptotic behavior of BE m̃t can be described as follows (below θu = ϑ+ ϕtu, ϕt =
t−1/2,Uν =

(√
t (ϑ0 − ν − ϑ) ,

√
t (ϑ0 + ν − ϑ)

)

)

m̃t =

∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν
m (θ, t) pν (θ)L (θ,X t)dθ

∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν
pν (θ)L (θ,X t) dθ

=

∫

Uν
m (θu, t) pν (θu)L (θu, X

t)du
∫

Uν
pν (θu)L (θu, X t) du

= m (ϑ, t) + ϕtṁ (ϑ, t)

∫

Uν
upν (θu)

L(θu,Xt)
L(ϑ,Xt)

du
∫

Uν
pν (θu)

L(θu,Xt)
L(ϑ,Xt)

du
(1 + o (1))

= m (ϑ, t) + ϕtṁ (ϑ, t)

∫

Uν
upν (ϑ)Zt (u) du

∫

Uν
pν (ϑ)Zt (u) du

(1 + o (1)) .

Hence

√
t (m̃t −m (ϑ, t)) = ṁ (ϑ, t)

∫

Uν
uZt (u) du

∫

Uν
Zt (u) du

(1 + o (1))

= ṁ (ϑ, t)
∆t (ϑ,X

t)

I (ϑ)
(1 + o (1)) ,

where (see Lemma 1)

∆t

(

ϑ,X t
)

=
1

√

tP (ϑ0)

t
∑

s=1

[

ζs (ϑ0) fṁs−1 (ϑ0) +
[

ζs (ϑ0)
2 − 1

] Ṗ (ϑ0)

2
√

P (ϑ0)

]

.

Recall that Zt (u) ⇒ Z (u) = exp

(

u∆(ϑ)− u2

2
I (ϑ)

)

and

∫

R uZ (u) du
∫

R Z (u) du
=

∆(ϑ)

I (ϑ)
.

Moreover the uniform on compacts K ⊂ (ϑ0 − ν, ϑ0 + ν) convergence of moments of BE
allows us to write

tEϑ (m̃t −m (ϑ, t))2 → lim
t→∞

tEϑ

[

ṁ (ϑ, t)2 (ϑ̃t − ϑ)2
]

= S⋆
b (ϑ)

2

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

t

∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν

Eϑ |m̃t −m (ϑ, t)|2 pν (ϑ) dϑ −→
∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν

S⋆
b (ϑ)

2 pν (ϑ) dϑ
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and as ν → 0

∫ ϑ0+ν

ϑ0−ν

S⋆
b (ϑ)

2 pν (ϑ) dϑ −→ S⋆
b (ϑ0)

2 .

We call the estimator m◦
t,T , τT < t ≤ T asymptotically efficient if for all ϑ0 ∈ Θ, t = vT ,

any v ∈ [ε0, 1]

lim
ν→0

lim
T→∞

sup
|ϑ−ϑ0|≤ν

tEϑ

∣

∣m◦
t,T −m (ϑ, t)

∣

∣

2
= S⋆

b (ϑ0)
2 .

Here ε0 ∈ (0, 1).

Theorem 5. The estimator m⋆
t , τT < t ≤ T is asymptotically efficient.

Proof. The proof follows from the uniform convergence (53) of the Theorem 3.
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