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Abstract

A method of constructing Markov chains on finite state spaces is
provided. The chain is specified by three constraints: stationarity,
dependence and marginal distributions. The generalized Pythagorean
theorem in information geometry plays a central role in the construc-
tion. An algorithm for obtaining the desired Markov chain is described.
Integer-valued autoregressive processes are considered for illustration.

1 Introduction

Markov chains are fundamental in time series analysis. A statistical model of

(higher-order) Markov chains is typically described by a parametric family

of Markov kernels. Examples include the mixture transition distribution

model [12, 3] and the variable length Markov model [4]. In these cases, the

stationary distribution is not directly specified.

By contrast, if a parametric model of marginal stationary distributions is

given, its estimation is relatively easy because the methods for independent

data can be formally applied under ergodicity. Therefore, it is natural to

consider a statistical model of Markov chains with given marginal stationary

distributions.
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In this paper, we provide a method of constructing stationary Markov

chains with specified dependence and marginal distributions. Here, the de-

pendence refers to a central part of the Markov kernel; see Section 3 for the

precise definition. Our construction is based on the exponential family of

Markov chains [9, 7], which is defined in the framework of information ge-

ometry [1]. In particular, the generalized Pythagorean theorem established

by [6] plays a central role.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the general-

ized Pythagorean theorem on Markov chains. In Section 3, a method of

constructing Markov chains is proposed. A numerical algorithm and illus-

trative examples are provided in Section 4. Future directions are discussed

in Section 5.

2 Generalized Pythagorean theorem for Markov
chains

We recall the definition of exponential families of Markov chains according

to [9, 7] and the generalized Pythagorean theorem proved by [6].

Let X be a finite set. Let R+ and R≥0 be the set of positive and non-

negative numbers, respectively. The set of all positive probability distribu-

tions on X is denoted by P+(X ) ⊂ RX
+ , where RX

+ is the set of all func-

tions from X to R+. A (first-order) Markov kernel on X is a function

w : X 2 → R≥0 such that
∑

y∈X w(y|x) = 1 for any x ∈ X . A distribution

p ∈ P+(X ) is called a stationary distribution of w if
∑

x∈X w(y|x)p(x) = p(y)

for any y ∈ X .

Suppose that, throughout this section, we have a subset E of X 2 such

that the directed graph (X , E) is strongly connected. This means that for

any (x, y) ∈ X 2 there exists a path in (X , E) from x to y.
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Example 1. Consider a four-element set X = {00, 01, 10, 11} and define

E by (ij, kl) ∈ E if and only if j = k. Then, (X , E) is strongly connected.

Indeed, for given (ij, kl) ∈ X 2, we have a path ij → jk → kl.

Let W = W(X , E) denote the set of all Markov kernels w with the

property {(x, y) ∈ X 2 | w(y|x) > 0} = E . From the Perron–Frobenius

theorem (e.g. [15]), each w ∈ W has a unique stationary distribution pw ∈

P+(X ). Denote the joint stationary distribution induced from w ∈ W by

p(n)w (x1, . . . , xn) = pw(x1)w(x2|x1) · · ·w(xn|xn−1)

for n ≥ 1 and (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ X n. In particular, p
(1)
w = pw.

Lemma 1 ([6, 9, 7]). Let f : X 2 → R≥0 be given and suppose that {(x, y) |

f(x, y) > 0} = E . Then, there exist κ ∈ RX and ψ ∈ R such that the

function w defined by

w(y|x) = f(x, y) exp(κ(y)− κ(x)− ψ) (1)

is a Markov kernel. Here, ψ is unique and κ is unique up to an additive

constant.

Proof. From the Perron–Frobenius theorem, there exist a unique positive

eigenvalue Z and its eigenvector γ ∈ RX
+ such that

∑
y f(x, y)γ(y) = Zγ(x).

Then, w(y|x) = f(x, y)γ(y)/(Zγ(x)) is a Markov kernel. Let ψ = logZ and

κ = log γ to obtain (1).

Remark 1 ([6, 7]). The stationary distribution of w in (1) is

pw(x) =
β(x)γ(x)∑
x′ β(x

′)γ(x′)
,

where β and γ are the left and right Perron–Frobenius eigenvectors of f .

This fact is sometimes useful; see Section 4.
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Based on the lemma, we define exponential families of Markov kernels

as follows.

Definition 1 (exponential family of Markov kernels [9, 7]). Let C,F1, . . . , FK :

E → R be given. A family {wθ | θ ∈ RK} ⊂ W is called the exponential

family generated by C,F1, . . . , FK if it is written as

wθ(y|x) = exp

(
C(x, y) +

K∑
k=1

θkFk(x, y) + κθ(y)− κθ(x)− ψθ

)
(2)

for (x, y) ∈ E , where κθ ∈ RX and ψθ ∈ R are determined by Lemma 1. The

parameter θ is called the natural parameter and ψθ is called the potential.

Remark 2. Another type of exponential families of stochastic processes is

discussed in [8], where stationarity or the Markov property are not necessary

in general. One of the reasons why (2) is called an exponential family is that

it has a dually flat structure [9]. See Chapter 3 of [1] for details about dually

flat spaces. Recently, [10] established an extended space of Markov kernels

that has the same structure.

We summarize fundamental properties of the exponential family. Let

N ⊂ RE be the set of all functions of the form f(x, y) = κ(y)− κ(x)− c for

some κ ∈ RX and c ∈ R.

Lemma 2 ([9, 7]). Let {wθ | θ ∈ RK} be the exponential family generated

by C,F1, . . . , FK . Suppose that F1, . . . , FK are linearly independent modulo

N . Then, the map θ 7→ wθ is injective. The potential ψθ is a strictly convex

function of θ. The derivative ∂kψθ is equal to the expectation of Fk(x, y)

with respect to the stationary distribution, where ∂k = ∂/∂θk.

Proof. The injectivity follows from the linear independence assumption. By

taking derivatives of the identity
∑

y wθ(y|x) = 1 with respect to θ and then
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taking expectation with respect to pwθ
, we obtain the gradient and Hessian

of ψθ as

∂kψθ =
∑

(x,y)∈E

p(2)wθ
(x, y)Fk(x, y)

and

∂k∂lψθ =
∑

(x,y)∈E

p(2)wθ
(x, y)(∂k logwθ(y|x))(∂l logwθ(y|x)). (3)

The functions ∂k logwθ(y|x) = Fk(x, y) + ∂kκθ(y) − ∂kκθ(x) − ∂kψθ for

1 ≤ k ≤ K are linearly independent in RE because F1, . . . , FK are lin-

early independent modulo N . Thus, the Hessian ∂k∂lψθ is positive definite

and ψθ is strictly convex.

Remark 3. The right hand side of (3) is called the Fisher information

matrix, which is defined for any families not limited to exponential families.

Define the divergence rate of Markov chains by

D(v|w) =
∑

(x,y)∈E

p(2)v (x, y) log
v(y|x)
w(y|x)

, v, w ∈ W,

which is nonnegative and becomes zero if and only if v = w. It is not difficult

to see that the divergence rate is the limit of the normalized Kullback–Leibler

divergence:

lim
n→∞

1

n

∑
x1,...,xn

p(n)v (x1, . . . , xn) log
p
(n)
v (x1, . . . , xn)

p
(n)
w (x1, . . . , xn)

= D(v|w).

Lemma 3 (Generalized Pythagorean theorem for Markov chains; Lemma 1

of [6]). Let E = {wθ | θ ∈ RK} be the exponential family generated by

C,F1, . . . , FK , where F1, . . . , FK are linearly independent modulo N . For

given µ1, . . . , µK ∈ R, let M =M(µ1, . . . , µK) ⊂ W be the set of all w ∈ W
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satisfying ∑
(x,y)∈E

p(2)w (x, y)Fk(x, y) = µk, 1 ≤ k ≤ K. (4)

If M ̸= ∅, then there exists a unique w∗ ∈M ∩E. Furthermore, the relation

D(w|w∗) +D(w∗|v) = D(w|v) (5)

holds for any w ∈M and v ∈ E.

The most challenging part of the lemma is existence of w∗. The lemma

is a particular case of Lemma 1 of [6]. We give a proof in Appendix for ease

of reference.

There are a couple of consequences of (5). Let E and M be defined as

in Lemma 3. If v ∈ E is given a priori, the minimization problem

Minimize
w∈M

D(w|v) (6)

has a unique solution w∗ ∈ M ∩ E. The solution w∗ is called the Markov

I-projection of v onto M in [6]. Similarly, if w ∈ M is given a priori, the

minimization problem

Minimize
v∈E

D(w|v) (7)

has a unique solution w∗ ∈ M ∩ E. The projections (6) and (7) are also

called e-projection and m-projection, respectively. See Section 3.5 of [1].

The problem (7) is written in terms of the natural parameter θ as follows.

Corollary 1. Under the same notation as Lemma 3, the natural parameter

of w∗ ∈M ∩ E is the solution of

Minimize
θ∈RK

ψθ −
K∑
k=1

θkµk.
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Proof. For w ∈M and v = wθ ∈ E, we obtain

D(w|wθ) =
∑

(x,y)∈E

p(2)w (x, y) log
w(y|x)

eC(x,y)+
∑K

k=1 θkFk(x,y)+κθ(y)−κθ(x)−ψθ

= A−
K∑
k=1

θkµk + ψθ

where A is a term not depending on θ.

3 Main results

3.1 First-order Markov chains

We begin with first-order Markov chains. Assume E = X 2 throughout this

subsection. In particular, W = W(X ,X 2) is the set of all strictly positive

Markov kernels.

Theorem 1. Let H : X 2 → R and r ∈ P+(X ) be given. Then, there exist

functions κ ∈ RX and δ ∈ RX such that a function

w(y|x) = exp(H(x, y) + κ(y)− κ(x)− δ(y)), (x, y) ∈ X 2, (8)

is a Markov kernel and its stationary distribution is

pw(x) = r(x), x ∈ X . (9)

Here, δ is unique and κ is unique up to an additive constant.

Proof. We label the elements of X as X = {ξ1, . . . , ξm}, where m = |X |.

Consider an exponential family E generated by C(x, y) = H(x, y) and

Fi(x, y) = −I{ξi}(y) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, where I{ξi}(y) = 1 if y = ξi and 0

otherwise. Each element of E is written as

wθ(y|x) = exp

(
H(x, y)−

m−1∑
i=1

θiI{ξi}(y) + κθ(y)− κθ(x)− ψ(θ)

)
,
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which is of the form (8) if we set κ(y) = κθ(y) and δ(y) =
∑m−1

i=1 θiIξi(y)+ψθ.

On the other hand, let M be the set of all w ∈ W satisfying

∑
(x,y)∈X 2

p(2)w (x, y)Fi(x, y) = −r(ξi), i = 1, . . . ,m− 1.

This condition is equivalent to (9). Since a trivial Markov kernel w(y|x) =

r(y) obviously belongs to M , we have M ̸= ∅. By Lemma 3, there exists a

unique w ∈M ∩ E, which satisfies (8) and (9).

Definition 2 (minimum information Markov kernel). Let H : X 2 → R and

r ∈ P+(X ) be given. The Markov kernel w determined by (8) and (9) is

called a minimum information Markov kernel generated by H and r. The

function H is referred to as dependence.

The term “minimum information” comes from the minimization prob-

lems (6) and (7); see [2, 13] for details. Note that the dependence H is

not unique even if the Markov kernel w is specified. Indeed, H(x, y) and

H(x, y) + κ0(y)− κ0(x)− δ0(y) for any κ0 and δ0 induce the same w.

Example 2 (An integer-valued autoregressive model). Consider a state

space X = {0, 1, · · · , N} with N ≥ 1. Let H(x, y) = αxy and r(x) =(
N
x

)
νx(1 − ν)N−x, where α ∈ R and ν ∈ (0, 1) are parameters. The mini-

mum information Markov kernel generated by H and r is a kind of autore-

gressive models with binomial marginals. Numerical results are provided in

Section 4.

Remark 4. Theorem 1 is closely related to a classical matrix scaling prob-

lem [14]. The problem is to find β ∈ RX
+ and γ ∈ RX

+ such that

∑
y

eH(x,y)β(x)γ(y) = r(x),
∑
x

eH(x,y)β(x)γ(y) = r(y),
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for given H and r. We have the solution β(x) = e−κ(x) and γ(y) = eκ(y)−δ(y)

by using κ and δ in Theorem 1. In other words, Theorem 1 is just a corollary

of the existing result. However, this correspondence no longer holds for

higher-order Markov chains.

3.2 Higher-order Markov chains

We now consider higher-order Markov chains. Let d ≥ 1. A sequence

(x1, . . . , xd) ∈ X d is abbreviated as x1:d. Define xs:t for s ≤ t as well.

A d-th-order Markov kernel is a function w : X d+1 → R≥0 such that∑
y∈X w(y|x1:d) = 1 for any x1:d ∈ X d. Denote the set of strictly posi-

tive d-th-order Markov kernels by Wd. Each w ∈ Wd is identified with a

first-order Markov kernel w̃ on the graph (X d, E) with an edge set

E = {(x1:d, x2:(d+1)) ∈ X d ×X d | x1, . . . , xd+1 ∈ X}. (10)

More specifically, define w̃ ∈ W(X d, E) by

w̃(x2:(d+1)|x1:d) = w(xd+1|x1:d). (11)

It is proved in the same manner as Example 1 that (X d, E) is strongly

connected. The stationary distribution of w ∈ Wd is denoted as p
(d)
w (x1:d),

that is, ∑
x1

p(d)w (x1:d)w(xd+1|x1:d) = p(d)w (x2:(d+1)).

The first-order stationary distribution p
(1)
w (x1) is well defined by marginal-

ization
∑

x2:d
p
(d)
w (x1:d).

Theorem 2. Let H : X d+1 → R and r ∈ P+(X ) be given. Then, there

exist functions κ ∈ RX d
and δ ∈ RX such that a function

w(xd+1|x1:d) = exp
(
H(x1:(d+1)) + κ(x2:(d+1))− κ(x1:d)− δ(xd+1)

)
(12)

9



belongs to Wd and its first order stationary distribution is

p(1)w (x1) = r(x1). (13)

Proof. Let E be the edge set defined by (10). As in the proof of Theorem 1,

we denote X = {ξ1, . . . , ξm}. Consider an exponential family E ⊂ W(X d, E)

generated by C(x1:d, x2:(d+1)) = H(x1:(d+1)) and Fi(x1:d, x2:(d+1)) = −I{ξi}(xd+1)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1. The set E coincides with the set of all functions w ∈ Wd

of the form (12) under the identification (11). Let M be the set of all

w̃ ∈ W(X d, E) satisfying∑
(x̃,ỹ)∈E

p
(2)
w̃ (x̃, ỹ)Fi(x̃, ỹ) = −r(ξi),

or equivalently, ∑
x1:(d+1)∈X d+1

p(d+1)
w (x1:(d+1))I{ξi}(xd+1) = r(ξi).

This condition is equivalent to (13). Since a trivial Markov kernel r(xd+1)

obviously belongs toM , we haveM ̸= ∅. By Lemma 3, there exists a unique

w̃ ∈M ∩ E. The corresponding w ∈ Wd satisfies (12) and (13).

Definition 3 (higher-order minimum information Markov chain). Let d ≥

1, H : X d+1 → R and r ∈ P+(X ) be given. The Markov kernel w determined

by (12) and (13) is called a d-th order minimum information Markov kernel

generated by H and r. The function H is referred to as dependence.

We provide an example of integer-valued autoregressive processes of

higher orders in Section 4.

4 Numerical examples

We describe an algorithm to find the Markov I-projection w∗ using Corol-

lary 1. The minimum information Markov kernels are then numerically
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Algorithm 1 The Markov I-projection

Require: (X , E), C,F1, . . . , FK ∈ RE , µ1, . . . , µK ∈ R and tolerance ε > 0
Ensure: θ that solves (14), together with κθ, ψθ, pwθ

1: θ = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ RK
2: repeat
3: Find κθ and ψθ in (2) by the Perron–Frobenius theorem
4: Find the stationary distribution pwθ

(see Remark 1)
5: Compute f = ψθ −

∑
k θkµk

6: Compute gk = ∂ψθ/∂θk − µk for 1 ≤ k ≤ K by using (15)
7: Update θ using f and g (e.g. by the BFGS method)
8: until The reduction of f is within ε
9: return θ, κθ, ψθ, pwθ

obtained.

4.1 Computation of the Markov I-projection

Consider the exponential family generated by C,F1, . . . , FK and the mixture

family M = M(µ1, . . . , µK) as in Lemma 3. The unique intersection w∗ ∈

M ∩ E is obtained by the minimization problem

Minimize
θ∈RK

ψθ −
K∑
k=1

θkµk (14)

as shown in Corollary 1. The problem is numerically solved by gradient

descent algorithms such as the Broyden–Fletcher–Goldfarb–Shanno (BFGS)

algorithm. The gradient of ψθ is

∂kψθ =
∑

(x,y)∈E

p(2)wθ
(x, y)Fk(x, y) (15)

from Lemma 2. We summarize the overall algorithm in Algorithm 1.

In [7], parameter estimation of θ for given observation {xt}nt=1 is con-

sidered and an algorithm based on (14) is proposed, where µk = F̄k =

(n− 1)−1
∑n

t=2 Fk(xt−1, xt) is the sample mean of the statistic Fk.
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4.2 The first-order case

The first-order minimum information Markov kernel is computed as follows.

Our goal is to find the functions κ and δ in (8) for given H and r.

Let X = {ξ1, . . . , ξm}, E = X 2, C(x, y) = H(x, y), Fi(x, y) = −I{ξi}(y)

and µi = −r(ξi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1 as considered in the proof of Theorem 1.

Then, apply Algorithm 1 to obtain the optimal θ = (θ1, . . . , θm−1) together

with κθ and ψθ. Finally, let

κ(y) = κθ(y) and δ(y) =
m−1∑
i=1

θiI{ξi}(y) + ψθ.

Example 3 (Continuation of Example 2). Let X = {0, 1, · · · , N},H(x, y) =

αxy and r(x) =
(
N
x

)
νx(1 − ν)N−x, as described in Example 2. Figure 1

shows a sample path {xt}nt=1, autocorrelation function, partial autocorrela-

tion function and marginal distribution of the minimum information Markov

kernel w when α = −1, N = 5, ν = 0.4 and n = 365. The sign of the auto-

correlation of order 1 is negative. This is intuitively explained by the joint

distribution of x1, . . . , xn:

p(n)w (x1:n) = r(x1) exp

(
α

n∑
t=2

xt−1xt + κ(xn)− κ(x1)−
n∑
t=2

δ(xt)

)
.

A path with a small value of
∑n

t=2 xt−1xt will be observed more likely since

α < 0. The partial autocorrelation is almost zero for lag greater than 1, as

expected from the Markov structure.

4.3 Higher-order cases

The d-th-order minimum information Markov kernels are similarly computed

as follows. The goal is to find the functions κ and δ in (12) and the stationary

distribution p
(d)
w for given H and r.

12
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Figure 1: A sample path, autocorrelation function, partial autocorrelation
function and marginal distribution of the integer-valued autoregressive pro-
cess of order 1, where α = −1, N = 5, ν = 0.4 and n = 365.

Let X = {ξ1, . . . , ξm} and define the edge set E ⊂ X d × X d by (10).

Let C(x1:d, x2:(d+1)) = H(x1:(d+1)), Fi(x1:d, x2:(d+1)) = −I{ξi}(xd+1) and

µi = −r(ξi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1 as considered in the proof of Theorem 2.

Then, apply Algorithm 1 to obtain the optimal θ = (θ1, . . . , θm−1) together

with κθ, ψθ and pw̃θ
, where w̃θ denotes the element of W(X d, E). Finally,

let

κ(x1:d) = κθ(x1:d), δ(xd+1) =
m−1∑
i=1

θiI{ξi}(xd+1) + ψθ and p(d)w = pw̃θ
.

Example 4 (An integer-valued autoregressive model of order 2). Consider

X = {0, 1, · · · , N} with a positive integer N . Let H(x, y, z) = α1yz+α2xz.

Let r be the binomial distribution as in the preceding example. The mini-

13
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Figure 2: A sample path, autocorrelation function, partial autocorrelation
function and marginal distribution of the integer-valued autoregressive pro-
cess of order 2, where α = (0.6,−0.3), N = 5, ν = 0.4 and n = 365.

mum information Markov kernel provides a second-order stationary autore-

gressive model with binomial marginals. Figure 2 shows a sample path, au-

tocorrelation function, partial autocorrelation function and marginal distri-

bution of the minimum information Markov kernel w when α = (0.6,−0.3),

N = 5, ν = 0.4 and n = 365. The sign of α2 coincides with that of the partial

autocorrelation of order 2. This result is expected from the construction.

5 Discussion

5.1 Infinite state spaces

It is conjectured that the above construction of Markov models will be valid

even for infinite state spaces under mild regularity conditions. Technical
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difficulty comes from the existence part of Lemma 3. It is known that the

corresponding theorem for independent sequences holds under fairly general

conditions [5, 11].

Stationary Gaussian autoregressive models are understood in our frame-

work without the technical difficulty. Details will be given in a forthcoming

paper.

5.2 Statistical inference

In this paper, we focused on construction of a Markov chain generated by

H and r. In statistics, some parametric models for H and r are assumed

and the parameters are estimated from a given time series data. Estimators

and their sampling properties have to be investigated.

For this problem, we can use the Markov I-projection in a similar manner

to [7]. Consider a parametric model of first-order Markov chains on X =

{ξ1, . . . , ξm} specified by H(x, y) = h0(x, y) +
∑K

k=1 θkhk(x, y), where θ is

the unknown parameter. Then, the Markov kernel

exp

(
h0(x, y) +

K∑
k=1

θkhk(x, y) + κ(y)− κ(x)− δ(y)

)

is considered as an exponential family generated by C = h0, Fk = hk for

1 ≤ k ≤ K and FK+i = −I{ξi} for 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1. The parameters θ

and δ are simultaneously estimated by Algorithm 1, where µk = h̄k and

µK+i = −Ī{ξi} are sample means of the corresponding statistics.

However, for higher-order Markov chains, the curse of dimensionality

occurs. In the minimum information dependence modeling [13], which is

intended for i.i.d. data, a conditional likelihood estimator is considered. It

is a future work to construct a similar estimating method for Markov models.
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Appendix

A Proof of Lemma 3

We first prove that the relation (5) holds if there exists w∗ ∈M ∩E. Denote

the natural parameter of v and w∗ by θ and θ∗, respectively. Then, we have

D(w|w∗) +D(w∗|v)−D(w|v)

=
∑

(x,y)∈E

(p(2)w (x, y)− p(2)w∗ (x, y)) log
v(y|x)
w∗(y|x)

=
∑

(x,y)∈E

(p(2)w (x, y)− p(2)w∗ (x, y))

×

(∑
k

(θk − θ∗k)Fk(x, y) + κθ(y)− κθ(x)− ψθ − κθ∗(y) + κθ∗(x) + ψθ∗

)
= 0,

where the last equality follows from the definition of M and stationarity.

Uniqueness of w∗ follows from (5). Indeed, if w ∈ M ∩ E, we can set

v = w in (5) so that D(w|w∗) +D(w∗|w) = 0, which implies w = w∗.

For the proof of existence, we define some notations. Let Ps be the set

of all stationary joint distributions p on X 2 supported on E , which means∑
y p(x, y) =

∑
y p(y, x) for any x ∈ X and {(x, y) ∈ X 2 | p(x, y) > 0} = E .

Through Lemma 1, Ps can be identified with W. The marginal and condi-

tional distributions of p ∈ Ps are denoted by p̄(x) and p(y|x) = p(x, y)/p̄(x),

respectively. The closure and relative boundary of Ps as a subset of RX 2

are denoted as cl(Ps) and ∂Ps, respectively. It follows that p ∈ cl(Ps) (resp.

p ∈ ∂Ps) if and only if the support of p is a subset (resp. proper subset) of

E .

Choose any v0 ∈ E and consider a function

G(p) =
∑

(x,y)∈E

p(x, y) log
p(y|x)
v0(y|x)
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of p ∈ Ps, which is nothing but the divergence rate from p(y|x) to v0(y|x).

An equivalent form

G(p) =
∑

(x,y)∈E

p(x, y) log
p(x, y)

v0(y|x)
−
∑
x∈X

p̄(x) log p̄(x)

is well defined for any p ∈ cl(Ps), where 0 log 0 = 0, and is continuous on

cl(Ps).

Let us prove that G is strictly convex. Take two points p0 ̸= p1 in Ps

and let pt = (1− t)p0 + tp1 for t ∈ [0, 1]. Then, we have

d

dt
G(pt) =

∑
(x,y)∈E

(p1(x, y)− p0(x, y)) log
pt(y|x)
v0(y|x)

(16)

and

d2

dt2
G(pt)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

=
∑

(x,y)∈E

(p1(x, y)− p0(x, y))

(
p1(x, y)− p0(x, y)

p0(x, y)
− p̄1(x)− p̄0(x)

p̄0(x)

)

=
∑

(x,y)∈E

p0(x, y)

(
p1(x, y)

p0(x, y)
− 1

)(
p1(x, y)

p0(x, y)
− p̄1(x)

p̄0(x)

)

=
∑

(x,y)∈E

p0(x, y)

(
p1(x, y)

p0(x, y)
− p̄1(x)

p̄0(x)

)2

+
∑
x

(
p̄1(x)

p̄0(x)
− 1

)∑
y

p0(x, y)

(
p1(x, y)

p0(x, y)
− p̄1(x)

p̄0(x)

)

=
∑

(x,y)∈E

p0(x, y)

(
p1(x, y)

p0(x, y)
− p̄1(x)

p̄0(x)

)2

.

The last quantity is strictly positive since p1 ̸= p0 in Ps implies p1(y|x) ̸=

p0(y|x) for some (x, y) ∈ E . This implies G is strictly convex.

We prove that G is steep at the boundary of Ps, which means

lim
t→+0

d

dt
G(pt) = −∞ (17)

for any p0 ∈ ∂Ps, p1 ∈ Ps and pt = (1 − t)p0 + tp1. Let E0 ⊊ E be the

support of p0. We prove that limt→+0 pt(y|x) = 0 for some (x, y) ∈ E \ E0,
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which implies (17) due to the expression (16). Note that (16) is valid even

for p0 ∈ ∂Ps if t ∈ (0, 1). We consider two cases:

Case (i): Assume p̄0(x) > 0 for any x ∈ X . If (x, y) ∈ E \ E0, then

pt(y|x) =
pt(x, y)

p̄t(x)
=

tp1(x, y)

(1− t)p̄0(x) + tp̄1(x)
→ +0

as t→ +0.

Case (ii): Assume p̄0(x) = 0 for some x ∈ X . Let X0 ⊊ X be the support

of p̄0. Since E is strongly connected, there exists (x, y) ∈ E ∩ (X0×X c
0 ). For

such (x, y), we have p̄0(x) > 0, p0(x, y) ≤ p̄0(y) = 0 and p1(x, y) > 0 so that

pt(y|x) =
pt(x, y)

p̄t(x)
=

tp1(x, y)

(1− t)p̄0(x) + tp̄1(x)
→ +0.

We have proved that G is continuous on the compact set cl(Ps), strictly

convex and steep. Now, let Ms ⊂ Ps be the set of p ∈ Ps satisfying∑
(x,y)∈E

p(x, y)Fk(x, y) = µk, k = 1, . . . ,K.

From the above properties of G, the minimization problem of G over Ms

has a unique solution p∗ whenever Ms ̸= ∅. Since Ms is relatively open, the

derivative (16) at t = 0 with p0 = p∗ is zero for any p1 ∈Ms. This implies

log
p∗(y|x)
v0(y|x)

= κ(y)− κ(x) +

K∑
k=1

θkFk(x, y)− ψ

for some κ, θ and ψ, which are nothing but the Lagrange multipliers. Hence,

p∗(y|x) belongs to M ∩ E. This completes the proof.
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