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PARAMETRIZED FAMILIES OF GIBBS MEASURES AND
THEIR STATISTICAL INFERENCE

M. DENKER, M. KESSEBOHMER, A. O. LOPES, AND S. R. C. LOPES

ABSTRACT. For Holder continuous functions f;, ¢ = 0,...,d, on a subshift
of finite type and © C R% we consider a parametrized family of potentials
{Fy = fo+ X%, 9:f; : 9 € ©}. We show that the maximum likelihood es-
timator of ¥ for a family of Gibbs measures with potentials Fy is consistent
and determine its asymptotic distribution under the associated shift-invariant
distribution. A second part discusses applications; from confidence intervals
through testing problems to connections to Bernoulli distributions and sta-
tionary Markov chains.

1. INTRODUCTION

Statistical inference for invariant distributions of stationary random sequences
is traditionally investigated in time series models or stationary Markov chains (see
e.g. [6], [31]). The study of stationary sequences when such a modelling is not
possible goes back to the 1970es when several authors studied nonparametric sta-
tistical inference for weakly dependent processes. Main results in this direction are
centered around extensions of asymptotic distribution results for classical nonpara-
metric statistics in the independent case. To our knowledge the first attempt to
apply these results to genuine dynamics seems to be [II]. First rigorous results
—for dynamical systems as understood here— are found in [12] and [13], followed by
[20]. Since then the topic gained more interest, but was mostly confined to time
series and their analysis and prediction and to statistical inference for parameters in
stochastic differential equations, as a recent example we mention [33] on likelihood
analysis. Chang and Tong in [8] quote: “H. Poincaré recognized that initial-value
sensitwity is a fundamental source of randomness”. Certainly, this is a point of
view one can agree with. However, there are arguments as well in science that
this phenomenon should more accurately be called non-predictable. The difference
seems to be merely philosophically and of no importance in the axiomatic Kol-
mogorov model for probability. On the other hand, observing the recent discussion
of EPR experiments in physics ([I9]), there may be much more behind such an
artificial distinction. The book [8] provides a first attempt to describe statistical
phenomena from a dynamic viewpoint.

More recently, we mention, among others, the work in [31] to transfer the classical
parametric statistical analysis to the modern classical dynamical setup (for example,
as presented in [21] and in this paper).

Gibbs distributions play a fundamental role in statistical physics, dynamical
systems and ergodic theory. They build the core of the equilibrium theory and
are studied as a separate topic, called thermodynamic formalism. Its fundamental
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mathematical results go back to Ruelle and Bowen around 1970, though earlier
fragments of the theory can be traced back up to the 1920. They are defined as
stationary probabilities which arise as a limit measure of push-forward distributions
by Holder continuous potentials.

The typical examples of such dynamics are subshifts of finite type (cf. [I0]) and
its factors like Anosov diffeomorphisms, rational functions and Markov maps on the
unit interval, so name the most prominent applications. Most of these examples can
be described as open and expanding maps (Ruelle expanding as they are termed
in [I5]). The probabilistic properties of Gibbs distributions have been extensively
studied since 1975 ([4]) where it is shown that partial sums of Holder-continuous
functions satisfy a central limit theorem. Since stationary Gibbs measures are con-
tinued fraction mixing probabilities ([1]), these partial sums are well approximable
functions of ¢-mixing processes ([5]), thus many other probabilistic properties are
immediate (cf. [35], [14],[T7], [26]).

Much fewer problems have been considered in connection with statistics. While
asymptotic distributional results have immediate applications to nonparameteric
statistics to estimate expectations (this goes back to the 70es) and multiple integrals
([16] for a latest example), much less is known in the parametric and semiparametric
cases. The paper by Ji ([20]) considers the family of Gibbs measures parametrized
by their Holder-continuous potentials f. Note that two Gibbs measures pr and
1g are equal if and only if f and g are cohomologous. Thus the parameter space
is infinite dimensional and can be identified with the space of Holder-continuous
functions modulo this equivalence relation of cohomology. The purpose in Ji’s work
is to estimate functionals of the Gibbs measures. It is shown that the maximum
likelihood estimator based on the initial string of the coordinate process estimates
the true distribution and thus also the functional. It is, moreover, asymptotically
efficient (like in the Cramér-Rao bound). This work is not in the main stream of
classical parametric inference since the parameter space is not finite dimensional.
It should be noted that the same approach as in [20] works in the present model of
restricted classes of Gibbs measures. In this case one should work with the complete
knowledge of the associated invariant distributions, instead of eigenmeasures as we
do here.

A different approach to treat parametric families of Gibbs measures can be found
in [32], [28] and [25]. Their approach is a Bayesian one, starting with a parametrized
family of potentials, where the parameter space is compact and metric. They esti-
mate ¢ through the exponential growth rate of the partition function. No maximum
likelihood estimator appears here, and in [31] such estimators are only mentioned
in abstract form. Another interesting approach to statistical inference appeared in
[2] where permutation statistical methods and entropy maximizing arguments are
used to estimate invariant distributions.

This note studies the maximum likelihood estimator in the framework of para-
metric statistics. This theory begins with the famous Neyman—Pearson lemma and
can be immediately applied to two Gibbs measures po and p1. It has been hardly
observed in the literature for stationary measures that statistical analysis depends
on the time series which has been observed and the statistical problem which can
be phrases with that knowledge. In order to illustrate that point, assume that a
finite time series X,, = (Xp,...,X,—1) is observed which are the first n steps of
an infinite typical time series of the underlying Gibbs distribution. Therefore ug
against pp cannot be tested based on the observed finite time series, one needs to
redefine the test problem by testing the conditional distribution of uo against the
conditional distribution of w1, the condition is given by the o-field generated by
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X,. Then the Neyman—Pearson Lemma is directly applicable and best tests can be
explicitly constructed. Details are contained in [I§].

Parametric maximum likelihood method needs a family of Gibbs measures para-
metrized by a finite dimensional set. Due to its applications in dynamics as driven
by their potential it is therefore natural to parametrize the underlying potential.
Hence we take the family of Gibbs measures py for 9 € R? which have potentials

d
Fy:i=fo+fo with fo:=) 0:f;
i=1
where we slightly misuse the notation in the definition of fy. If all the real-valued
Hoélder continuous functions f; are known, we have a parametric statistical prob-
lem, if some f; are not known the problem becomes semiparameteric. This paper
concerns the parametric setup.

In the following, we will use vy to denote the Gibbs measure, which is the
unique normalized fixed point of the Perron-Frobenius operator with respect to the
potential Fy, and we will use puy to denote the corresponding unique shift-invariant
Gibbs measure (the details of this will be provided at a later point). Like in the case
of the Neyman-Pearson test problem we need to restrict the statistical problem to
the situation when only X, is observable, thus redefining the statistical problems
to that of the conditional distributions.

Statistical inference is concerned with two problems: Based on the observation
Xn

(1) estimate the true parameter ¥ € © and

(2) test the hypothesis Hy & ¢ € ©g C O against H; = 9 ¢ Oy.
In this note we address both questions keeping in mind that all statistics stay
calculable from the initial data (here the potential). As a statistics we shall use
maximizing principles, either a maximum likelihood of densities or maximizing the
basic thermodynamic relation for equilibria. For the calculation of the maximum
likelihood estimator 9" one needs to calculate the values vy(C) for any n-cylinder
C. This can be done from the knowledge of the basic potentials f; by

v9(C) = lim /Egl(lc)du//fgl(]l) dp

m— 00

for any initial probability p, where Eg denotes the transfer operator

Lof(@)= Y fly)e™,
o(y)=z

o the shift transformation and 1,4 the indicator function on the subset A and 1
the constant 1-function. It is known that this converges exponentially fast (e.g. [7],
Theorem 1 for a practicable algorithm in case of shift-invariant Gibbs measures;
the non-invariant and non-normalized case is similar, since its eigenmeasure is ab-
solutely continuous with respect to the shift-invariant Gibbs measure with bounded
logarithm of its derivative).

Alternatively, instead of maximizing the probability densities one can use the
estimator 9 given by

mtaan(Ft) — SpFy(x) = nP(Fy5) — S, F5(x)

This is well defined if the covariance matrix is positive definite. In this case one
needs to calculate the maximal eigenvalue of the transfer operator which is much
harder because the operator acts on an infinite-dimensional Banach space.

We shall show that both estimators will be asymptotically equivalent.
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First of all, one would like to use the maximum likelihood estimator of 1 based
on observations X, ..., X,_1 which have a finite state space E for shift-invariant
Gibbs distributions. For given (¢;) € E{%"~1} this estimator is determined by
maximizing

po(Xo = co, ..., Xno1 = cno1),

the densities of the conditional distributions with respect to the dominating unit
mass distribution on all n-cylinders. The first problem we are facing here is to
write the densities explicitly as functions of ¥ through their potential functions.
This is not possible for invariant Gibbs measures where - in general - the potential
is not explicitly calculable, only approximatively. In general, the invariant Gibbs
measures and their densities are numerically calculable, but it is hard to find a
suitable form for its derivative and to deduce the distribution of the corresponding
maximum likelihood estimator. The case of independent, finite state processes is
an exception. Instead of using the invariant Gibbs measure, there is the equivalent
probability vy with bounded Radon-Nikodym derivative which allows an explicit
form of its density. Therefore we study the maximum likelihood estimator for the
family vy. Here, it turns out that one cannot solve the equations

—l/g([XQ,...,Xn_l]) =0 (1 S’Lgd)

0Y;

explicitly (like in the classical cases when deriving maximum likelihood estimators).
Instead, we are using Taylor expansion for the first order derivatives and show the
existence of a maximum using thermodynamics and thus show that the first order
derivatives at the maximum vanish.

One more comment needs to be made here. The family of Gibbs measures
considered here depend on the parameter ¥ and a finite number of basic potentials
fi- It turns out that (in many cases) there is a bijection between the parameter
space and the Gibbs family through their integrals [ f; dug. These integrals can
easily be estimated like in [20], but this does not allow statistical inference on the
parameter ¢ unless one knows the bijection. In Section 6, Example [6.4] we show
that dependence using a simple example. It then becomes clear that the plug-in
estimator derived from that bijection does not simplify the problem essentially.

It turns out that under canonical assumptions the estimator is consistent and
has probabilistic properties governed by the distribution uy. In particular, we
determine the asymptotic distribution of 1/97", the maximum likelihood estimator
based on X,,. It then follows that confidence intervals for ¥ can be constructed, as
well as test problems about the parameter ¥ can be solved.

We also show that the estimator is asymptotically efficient in some weaker sense:
The variance of 9" decreases of the order 1 /n, the same order as given by the
optimal rate for the best unbiased estimator given by the Cramér—Rao bound. A
particular parametrized family is given by potential functions fo =0 and f; = 1y;
for i € E and the parameter space

0 = {ﬂ:OSﬂigl; Zﬂil}'
i€k

In this case the measures vy and py are equal, and py is the Bernoulli measure on
EN with 19 ([i]) = ¥; for i € E. In this case the maximum likelihood estimator for 9
is a uniformly unbiased, minimum variance estimator (UMYV) estimator. Since the
parameter arising from the parametrization in thermodynamics is different, but a
function h of the above parametrization, we obtain a maximum likelihood estimator
which differs by a random factor form the estimator obtained by plugging in the
UMV estimator into h.
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The paper is organized and written to make it more comfortable to read for
researchers in dynamical system theory, statistics and applied sciences. Thus it
includes a somewhat lengthy discussion of background material in thermodynamics
and statistics. It discusses applications in great detail, but cannot be complete in
that respect. It leaves many directions of further research.

The organization is as follows. Section [2] contains basic definitions and the main
theorem. Note that the definition of the maximum likelihood estimator is slightly
different from the classical one, because one needs to avoid that the estimator es-
capes the parameter space. We also connect the existence of the estimators to the
concavity of the pressure function. Section [ contains background material for the
proof of the main theorem in Section[dl In order to make the paper better accessible
to non-specialists in thermodynamics we prove/reprove analytic properties of Gibbs
measures in Section B1 (cf. [20] 22] 23] [34]). Moreover, we recall non-standard re-
sults to deal with the moments and distributions of covariance matrices arising
for stationary measures. Note that covariance % J SnfSng du converge to the co-
variance of the limiting normal distribution if both functions f and g are Holder
continuous and centered (under an invariant Gibbs measure) while 25, S, g con-
verges to a weighted y2-distribution if the functions are centered (Theorem [3.10]
see [16], a similar result appeared in [24]). This distribution appears in our cal-
culation of the maximum likelihood estimator as some marginal distribution. In
Section Bl we apply the asymptotic properties of the maximum likelihood estimator
to construct maximum likelihood tests for simple hypotheses and tests for detecting
some influence of a particular potential f. Finally, in Section [6]l we provide several
examples to illustrate the results and, in particular construct confidence intervals
and compare the result with the classical estimation when the random sequence is
independent or is a Markov chain. The final section discusses the equivalence of
the two estimators, the maximum likelihood estimator and the maximum potential
estimator. It also deals with an extension of the theory for C3-parametrization
(instead of a linear one).

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Maximum likelihood estimator. We begin describing the statistical model,
which consists of a d-dimensional parametrized family of Gibbs measures (vy)ygco,
O C RY, defined on a toplogically mixing subshift of finite type Q C {1,2,..,a}"°,
a > 2 and Ng = {0,1,2,...}, with shift transformation o : Q@ — Q (see [10]
for a definition) and observations X = (X,,)nen, defined on Q where X,, de-
notes the projection onto the n-th coordinate, thus has the state space {1,...,a}.
The Gibbs measures vy are defined by potentials Fy as given above, where f;,
0 < i < d are Holder continuous functions on 2. The space of all shift-invariant
probability measures on ) will be denoted by M(Q) and py € M(Q) denotes
the associated normalized shift-invariant version of vy (see Section B.Il). We set
[] == [x0y..-,Tn-1] = {w € Q: w; = 24,0 < i < n}, which we call a cylinder of
length n (or n-cylinder for short) and the set of admissible words of length n by
O ={x = (x0,...,2n-1) € {1,2,..,a}" : [x] # @}. For ¥ € O, we can define the
marginal distributions of (Xj)ken, via

P(Xo =0, ., Xn =zn) = vy([To,--.,2n]), n € No.

(We use here P to denote an ‘unspecified’ probability in accordance to common
practice in stochastics.) If this holds for some 9 we say that X is a random sequence
drawn from the distribution vy. For a function f : Q@ — Cwelet S, f = Z;ol fook,
and for vector-valued G = (g1,...,g4) : 2 — C? this defintion caries over to
SnG = (Sng1,...,5094) by addition in the vector space; similarly, the integral
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J G dp € C is defined component-wise. With | - |, we denote the p-norm in C%,
p € [1,00] and particularly, for the euclidean norm | - | :==| - |2. For a cylinder [x]
of length n and G' an R%valued function, we set

S)G = ( sup Spg1(w),. .., sup Sngd(w)>.
we(z] we(z]
Definition 2.1. Let {vy : ¥ € ©}, © C R%, be a family of Gibbs measures with
potentials Fy, where the defining function is given by the vector F = (foy---s fd)
of Hoélder continuous and real-valued functions f;, 0 < i < d. For the control
parameter 17 > 0, we call any estimator ﬁn : Q" — O, an n-mazximum likelihood

estimator for ¢ if for x = (xg,...,Tn—1) € Q™ we have
Vi@ (&) = o vs([]),
where
1 — -
(2.1) Ol (x) = {sE@ﬁ[l/n,l/n]d: }ES[m]F/FdMs §772}.

Definition 2.2. Let © C R? be an open subset and ¢ — m; be a continuous map
defined on © with values in the space of probability measures of a compact metric
space. A sequence t,, € O is said to x-converge to t € © if my, converges weakly to
m; and in this case we write x-lim¢,, = t.

Remark 2.3. Let © be open and bounded. If (¢,) € 0" is x-convergent to t € ©
and if  — m, is injective on O, then ¢,, — ¢ also in the euclidean topology. To see
this let s be an *-accumulation point of (¢,,). By continuity, ms is an accumulation
point of (my, ), hence ms = m; and so by injectivity of the map = — m, we get
s=t.

In what follows, for a vector v = (vy,...,v4) € R, we freely switch to matrix
notation by writing v? for the vector in column form, where v is understood in row
form. The inner product of two vectors u and v is denoted by (u, v).

In this note we prove the following main result for the existence of the maximum
likelihood estimator.

Theorem 2.4. Let (X)ken, be a random sequence drawn from Gibbs measures
(v9)veo with Holder continuous potential Fy = fo + fo, where @ # © C R is
open. Then there exists a sequence (Np)n>1 of positive numbers converging to zero
such that:

For sufficiently large n € N there exists an n,-mazximum likelihood estimator
1/9\,1 = (Un,1s.--,0n.a) based on X,, = (Xo,...,Xn—1). This estimator is strongly
consistent in the sense that if (Xy)ken, s drawn from the distribution vy, then 571
*-converges a.s. to .

2.2. Maximum potential estimator for invariant Gibbs measure. In this
section we discuss the existence of a consistent estimator from a theoretical view-
point (the reader may consult with [36] or [30] for more insight). This estimator
will be called maximum potential estimator (MPE) since it arises from maximizing
functions involving the pressure of the underlying potential F},

P(F;) = sup {h#(T) + /Ft dp:p e M(Q)} .

We find conditions for the existence of these maxima. A different question is
whether such estimators are computable, and another arises in their asymptotic
distribution to achieve statistical relevance. The latter two problems are dealt with
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in the following sections, and we will see that the maximum likelihood estimator
has better properties in view of its computability. For the existence of the MPE,
we consider two cases separately.

To begin with, let H denote the subspace of all Hélder continuous functions g
on ). We define an equivalence relation on H via f ~ g for f,g € H if f and ¢
are cohomologous, that is there exists a continuous function s and a constant ¢ € R
such that ¢ — f = ¢+ h — h o 0 where o denotes the shift transformation on {2 as
before.

Definition 2.5. We say that a family F := (fi,..., f4) of Holder continuous func-
tions on Q is linearly independent as cohomology classes if for all s € R? the relation

fs = Zle sifi ~ 0 implies s = 0.

For p € M(f2) and a p-integrable function f we write for its centralized version
= f—u(f), p(f) = [ f dp. If p = py is an invariant Gibbs measure for the
potential Fyy, then we also use the short hand notation f? := f#?. Recall that the

asymptotic covariance of two square integrable functions f,g with respect to u is
defined by

1 ~ ~
Cov,(f,g) = lim E/Smfﬂ Smgt du
and we define the covariance matriz of F = (f1,..., f4) by
= (2F)1<ij<a = Covu(F) = (Covu(fi, fj))1<ij<d-

We believe that the following theorem is standard (cf. [30]) but we give the proof
for completeness.

Theorem 2.6. Let F == (f1,..., fa) be a vector of Hélder continuous observables
and let p denote some invariant Gibbs measure. Then F is linearly independent as
cohomology classes if and only if the associated covariance matriz ¥# = Cov,(F)
is positive definite.

Proof. First note that by the mixing property of Gibbs measures on mixing subshifts
of finite type the asymptotic covariances Cov,(f;, f;) exist for all 0 < i,5 < d
and are linear in both arguments and symmetric. The property of the familiy
(f1,-.., fa) to be linearly independent as cohomology classes is equivalent to the
fact that for each s € R%\ {0}, the function f, is not cohomologous to zero which
holds if and only if, for all s € R%\ {0}

0 < Cov,(fs, fs) = sEts’,
as is well known (cf. Lemma [3.5]). This gives the claim. O

Full rank. Let © C R? be an open subset and let j; := pr, denote the invariant
Gibbs measure for the potential F;, ¢ € ©. Fix ¥y € O, and random samples
Xy, = (Xo, - .., Xn—1) drawn with respect to 5 (n € N), the marginal distribution
on n-cylinders of py,. We assume here that the covariance matrix X#?%0 has full
rank. By the Gibbs property we have

(2:2) —K <log i, [Xn] — Sx, Fo, + nP(Fy,) < K.
This means that log g, [X,] and n({(ap, (1,99)) — P(Fy,)) with
oy = (af,)o<i<a = anﬁ/n,

are 2K close for all n € N and independent of X,,, where F = (fo,---, fa). By
ergodicity we have lim, a,, = [ F duyg, a.s. Our cohomology assumption on f
implies that ¢ — [ F; dug, —P(F}) is strictly concave and attains a global maximum
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at t = vy, for by Lemma the first partial derivatives vanish and the second
derivative is given by X#?%0. Since X#?0 has full rank there is 9 € © such that

00 (9 — o) = (a, — /fi dpg, )1<i<a-

Likewise {au,, (1,t)) — P(F}) is strictly concave as well and has a unique maximum
in some ¥, € R? with VP(F;)(¥Y,,) = a,, and we have

lim 9, — Yo,
where ¥ is uniquely determined by VP(f)(¥o) = ([ f; duﬁo)izl 4 Let us call

Uy, the mazimum-potential estimator (MPE).
Taylor expansion of {a,,t) — P(f;) in ¥, guarantees that

(s O+ ) = P(f5, 1) = {@ns Bn) + P(f5.)] = Clls]|*.

where C > 0 is the minimal eigenvalue of ¥#%». These observations imply that
the maximum of log /1[X,], obtained in some U, (maybe not unique), lies in a
/K /n/C-neighborhood of ¢,. Combining the above gives U, — Yo, hence consis-
tency of the MLE as well.

We summarize in

Theorem 2.7. Let (Fi)ico be a family of Holder potentials with open parameter
space © C RY defined as before via F = (fo,..., fa). If the covariance matriz
Covy,, (F) in Y9 € O has full rank, then there exists a neighbourhood U of ¥g such

that with o, == n"1Sx ﬁ, the estimator defined by
U, = arg max{(an, (1,t)) — P(F})}
t

exists and converges to ¥ a.s.

This argument works for both the invariant and the non-invariant Gibbs mea-
sures. Other properties of the MPE are deferred to Section
General case. Now we assume that Ker(X#?) = {vy,...,v} = V has dimension
¢ < d. Then we observe

Yo €V i tpyy = i

This means that log u; is constant along the subspace V and we can restrict our
attention to V+ ~ R?/V ~ RI~‘ Using Z2) and the fact that t — P(F})
restricted to V1 is strictly convex, we obtain a unique point ¢, € V+ maximizing
(o, (1,1)) + P(F}) in V1 as well as a maximum of ¢ — log 4[X,,] in s, € V1,
which lies in a v/ K /n/C-neighborhood of ¢,,; here C' > 0 denotes the minimal non-
zero eigenvalue of ¥#?. Let p denote the orthogonal projection of R™ onto V*.
Then any element in © N (p)~1({s,}) is a possible MPE. Hence, we can choose
an estimator 1/57,, as an element with minimal euclidian norm in

Op = {t €0 : pu([Xy]) = max s ([Xn])}

that is,

o~

n€6n and  [0n]| = inf [t].

<

2.3. Asymptotic distribution of the MLE. By Theorem and its conse-
quences maximum likelihood estimators exist if the Holder continuous potentials
f1, ..., fa are linearly independent as cohomoloy classes.In this case the map ¢t — vy
is injective so Theorem [2:4] can be used to calculating an approximate version of
this estimator. In this case we can speak of a uniquely defined MLE. We thus need
to investigate its distributional properties.
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Theorem 2.8. Let fo,..., fq be Holder continuous functions on Q and 9 € ©
where @ # © C R? is open and suppose that the vector F == (f1,..., fa) is linearly
independent as cohomology classes. Assume that (Xi)ken, 8 a random sequence
drawn from the Gibbs measure vy (resp. (uy)) with respect to the potentials

Fﬁ:fOJFZﬂifi fi: Q=R 0<i<d.

i=1
Then

(1) The mazimum likelihood estimator 1/9\,1 is consistent, more precisely, this
means that lim, . 9, (Xo, ..., Xn-1) =9 a.s..
(2) The asymptotic covariance matriz X#*° = Cov,,, (F') is invertible. We have

that the matriz
G(my,...,mgq) = (mi,...,mq) (my,...,mg) — TH

is invertible for almost all (my, ..., mq) € R with respect to the d-dimensional
normal distribution N (0, X#?).

(3) \/5(1/9\,1 — 1) converges in distribution to the random variable G=1(N)N?,
where where N ~ N(0,$#9) and G=(N) denotes the inverse of the matriz
G(N).

(4) ¥, is asymptotically efficient in the sense that

/

oo = [ 67 (s ) oL (57 v
j=1

where the norm on the right hand side denotes the operator norm with
respect to the euclidean morm and is allowed to be infinite.
Moreover,

mnn/@g—m%%—ﬁymﬂzEN@”uwaﬁ
n—oo

The proof of this result is contained in Section Bl The next section recalls
definitions, the setup and preliminaries.

Remark 2.9. Theorem [Z8 4. is connected to the Cramér—-Rao bound and the
Fisher information in as much that the asymptotic rate of decrease is 1/n. The
latter is a matrix defined via the density for vy and it satisfies

(2.3) 1mlﬂ@:hml/&ﬁ&ﬁm%
n—oo N n—o0o N

This becomes clear from the proof of Theorem 2.8 and Lemma [£5] below. It should
be noted that the limit in (23] exists since the coordinate process under the proba-
bility measure vy is non-stationary, but ¥-mixing; hence the standard proof for the
stationary case works here as well. Likewise the same type of limit exists for the
stationary distribution uy and we obtain in this situation ¥X#?. This expression is
called in [20] the asymptotic Fisher information, see (311 Proposition B3] below
in Subsection [3.4)

3. PRELIMINARIES

This section is used to formulate the problem in more detail, to recall statistical
terminology and facts from thermodynamic formalism.
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3.1. Gibbs measures. We begin describing the thermodynamic formalism. For
a € Nlet Q= {(21)n>0: Gopany, =1} C{1,...,a}" be defined by a {0, 1}-valued
incidence matrix (ai;)1<ij<a- This set is called a subshift of finite type over a
letters. It carries the natural product topology and thus also the natural Borel
o-field. Denote by M(Q) the set of o-invariant probabilities, where o : Q@ —
denotes the left shift map. We fix (fo, ..., fa), d € N, a vector of Holder potentials
defined on €.

It is well known (cf. [4]) that for each t € R? there exists a unique Gibbs
probability v, for the potential F; = fy + Zle t; f; which is completely character-
ized by Bowen’s formula ([4]), i.e. L}, v, = e’ Fup, with £}, denoting the dual

P(Fy)

of the Perron-Frobenius operator defined below and where e is the maximal

eigenvalue. For some D(t) > 0 the Gibbs property holds:

_ vi([eo, - -y Cn—1]
3.1 D)™ < < D(t
3D 0 < exp(—nP(Fy) + SpFiz) — ()
where n > 1, [co, ..., cn-1] = {w € Q] w; = ¢;, V0 < i < n} CQ denotes a general
cylinder set of length n, z is any point in [cg, . .., ¢p—1] and Sph(x) = Z;& h(ck(x))

for x € 2 and h : Q — R is measurable. Note that here 1, is not necessarily shift
invariant. The quantity P(F}) is a constant and called the pressure of the potential
F;. We will see later that log D(t) = O(]|¢]]) for large ||¢].

Throughout the paper we make the convention to write C' to denote a cylinder

set [co,. .. Cno1] i ={x € Q:x; =¢; V0 <i<n}, sometimes without mentioning
the letters ¢; € {1,...,a}.
Now we fix n > 1. The random variables Xg,..., X, _1 are assumed to take

values in {1,...,a} and have the joint distribution given by the probabilities

vy (Xo=co,..., Xn—1=cn1) = v([co, ..., cn1])
for all (cg,...,cn—1) € Q™. Because of its definition Xo,..., X1 is a finite time
series, which is not necessarily stationary because vy may not be shift invariant.
Instead of using [B1]) we need the exact form of v4([co, ..., cn—1]) which can be

derived using a functional analytic representation.
For each t € R? the Perron-Frobenius (or transfer-) operator £; for the potential
F; is defined for bounded measurable functions g : 2 — R as

Lig(x) =Y gly)e™ ™.

T=0Yy

Throughout the paper we shall use the convention kx = (k,xzo,21,...) for z =
(x0,21,...) € Q and k € {1,...,a} as long kxz € Q. Likewise we shall use
the convention cx = (co,...,Cn—1,%0,...) for admissible n-words (co,...,cn-1) €
{1,...,a}™ and points x € . Classical results ensure that £; acts on the space
of continuous functions C'(2) and on the space of Holder-continous functions as
well. The dual operator £} : C(2)* — C(2)* has a maximal eigenvalue A; and a
unique normalized eigenmeasure v, for this eigenvalue. This eigenmeasure is called
the Gibbs measure or Gibbs distribution for the potential F;. There is a Holder-
continuous eigenfunction ¢; > 0 for the operator £; : C(2) — C(£2) and eigenvalue
A;. The invariant Gibbs measure for the potential F; is then defined as p; = @1y
which we assume to be normalized, i.e. f p¢ dvy = 1. It is also well known that
Ay = eP(Ft) where P(F;) denotes the pressure of the potential F}.
The exact form of 14(C') for a cylinder C' = [cp, ..., cn—1] is then

(3.2) 1 (C) = /]1(; dyy = A;"/ﬁ"]lc dyy = /e_"P(Ft)"'S"'Ft(Cm) dui(z).
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The measure u; also arises as an eigenmeasure for a transfer operator Z; -

in the same way as 14 is obtained from L£; — by replacing the potential F; by

F, = —P(Fy) + F; + logp: — log[pt o o]. Thus it is also a Gibbs measure and

invariant, since it is known that the eigenfunctions ¢; are Holder continuous. In
fact

w(C) = /]lc% dyy = A;l/ﬁt[]]-CQOt] dyy = /Et[e—P(Ft)]lc%] v,
= /I; ]lC(k?-T)%eFt(km)(pt(x) th(m)

_ / S Lo (ka)e~ PP+ Pelke) log ko) o 1 (0(h2) 4, ()
k=1

- ‘CNt Mt(c)a
Therefore by (32)),

,U/t(C) — /e—nP(Ft)—i-SnFt(cz)—Hog:,at(cac)—logwt(o(cz)) d,ut(x).

This last equality shows that it is preferable to use the MLE for v; and not for p.

3.2. Perturbation theory for Gibbs distributions. Perturbation theory for
transfer operators determines its analytic properties. This has been studied by
many authors (see e.g. [34], [23], [29] or [38] for more details) and which is reviewed
shortly here in as much as it is needed below. We use the notation introduced in
Section 311

Now, consider the operators £, for z € C? defined analogously to the real case.
Then it is known that z — £, is an entire holomorphic function of z € C%, and

(8/82’j) L.g= Ez(fjf])'

Here we recall the formulation by Lalley.

Proposition 3.1 ([22], Proposition 4). The functions z — A., z — ¢, have
analytic extensions to a complex neighborhood U C C? of zg € RY, such that

L.p, =M, o, and /(pz dyg =1 zeU.
The function z — v, extends to a weak-*-analytic measure-valued function on U
such that
Liv, =Av, and /(pz dv, =1 zeU.
For each z* € R% and each § > 0 there exists € = €(6,2*) > 0 such that if z € U
and ||z — z*|| < e, then
spectrum £, \ {\;} C{z € C: |z| < A~ — 6}
Note that weak-x-analytic means that for each Holder continuous function g on

Q the map z — [ g dv, is analytic.
For g: © — R and t € © write

g =g- /g dps  (compare Section 22])

9g(s)
831-

B 9?%g(s

a 88188]

D;[g(s)](t) = g differentiable and 1 <i<d

s=t

Dijlg()](1)

g twice differentiable, 1 <1i,5 <d

s=t
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Much more is known about the derivatives of the maps in Proposition Bl For
convenience we include a short proof as well

Lemma 3.2. The map s — P(Fy), s € O, is analytic and satisfies:
(1) Its first partial derivatives are

DIPEN® = [fidw.  1<i<d

(2) Its second partial derivatives are

DyP(ENE) = lim & [ S,FiS.F du.

n—oo N

(3) The third order partial derivatives of s — P(Fs) are bounded.

Proof. 1. Let 5; = (0,...,0,s;,0,...0) € C% with i-th coordinate equal to s;.
Differentiating each side of the equality

Ltz pt45 = Mgz, Pres,

with respect to s; and evaluating at s; = 0 yields

disi[ﬁwra ¢1135,1(0) = Ly (disi[@wa](o) + @tfi)
and
T 0510) = (L PRz I0)61 + -l ]0))
ds, Pi+5; ds; t+5; Pt ds; Pt+35; .

Equating, multiplying by A; ! and integration with v, implies
d d d
— 5. 1(0 i dyy = | —|P(Fiy3,)](0 — 5.](0) duy.
[ alenalO)+ it dn = [ JEIPEL)I0001 + 1-lpa) ) do
This proves the first part.
2. In this case we use E?JrgiJrgj Pri5i+3; = A?JrgiJrgj $t+3,+3; to obtain

Dij[L 515,045,435, (0) = Y Dijloras 15, (ke Frreiras )]0y =
k-€Q
L} [Dijler+5,45,1(0) + Dilpe15,1(0)Sn f5 + D;l0e45,1(0)Sn fi + Sn fiSn fir]
and
Dyjle" P Fesies) g o5 1(0) = eI 0Dy [P(Fris,45,))(0)er

+n2/fidﬂt/fj dut%JrnDz‘[sﬁtJrsiJrsj](O)/fj dpt

4 [ £ D lprser )0 + Difioria s, J0))
Integrating with respect to p, using the ergodic theorem, writing pu¢(f;) = [ fi dpu
and letting n — oo it follows that

Dij[P(Fiyz45,)1(0) = lim l/Snfz'snfj dpee — npee (fi)pee (f5)

n—oo N

1 ~ o~
= lim —/Snffsnf; dpts.

n—oo N
The convergence of the last expression is well known and called the asymptotic
covariance of f; and f; with respect to p; (see Section [Z2]).

3. The maps z — %fSnﬁ?Snﬁ? dp, are bounded and analytic, where we
use integration by . as a notation for the linear functional extending [ - dp
analytically. Hence, by the Cauchy differentiation formula, the partial derivatives of
D;;[P(F.)] are bounded in some sufficiently small neighborhood U (¢1,...,tq). O
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Lemma 3.3. For any cylinder C = [cg,...,cn-1] the map C 3 z — v,(C) is
analytic such that

(1) its partial derivatives are given by

(3:3)  Dilws(O))(t) = /C(—nut(fi) + S, fi(x) du(z) + O (C)  1<i<d,

(2) and its second order partial derivatives are for 1 <i,j <d
(34)  Dy[vs(O))(t) = / S fLSnft dvy — 14(C) / S fESn ft duy + o(ni(C))
C

(3) Higher order partial derivatives are bounded.

Proof. Analyticity follows from Proposition [3.11
(1) Since vs(C) = [ e nPUEIFIF(er) qy (z), for fixed t € R?

Dilvs (O)](#)

/ (=npa(fi) + Sn fi(cx))e PEIFSE(D) qy, ()
#D [ PSR an )
= [l + Sufite) )

+D;] / e MPUEDTSE(CD) qy (2)](¢).

We have by (B1) and some constant 0 < D(t) < oo

1
D(+ -1 < su e—nP(Ft)—i-SnFt(cz) < D),
(1)~ < sup (0 = (t)

and hence for z in some neighbourhood of ¢ also

‘/ e M PIESED) qu, (2)| < D(E)(C)lv| < oo,

where by Proposition Bl v, stands for the analytic extension of v, consid-
ered as a linear operator. By the Cauchy differentiation formula we then
obtain that

S Kyt(C)

8 —nP(Fy)+S, Fi(cx
‘a%/e (FOFSaP) ()] _,

for some constant K < oo (see the proof of Proposition 4.4 in [20] for this
essential detail).

(2) This argument - applied to the partial derivative - also shows that the
second partial derivative

Dy (/ e ISR dusw) (1)
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is bounded. Therefore, by Lemma and using (33) and (3.4,
Dijlvs (O)](2)

=D; [ / (—npis(f3) + Su fi(cx))e P ED TS Falex) dus(:v)] (t) +0(1)
= / Sufl(cx) S, fi(cx)e " PFOFTSuFrlen) gy, (z)

0Dy [PE)] (@) [ o PP ()

+D; [ / — S fi(ca)e P F)+SnFi(en) dus(x)} (t) +0(1)

_ /C SuFESuft duy — nDij [P(F)] (B4 (C) + o(nin(C)) + O (C)),
since by B.I)

L[ g Frlep)enPEISAF() gy (2) — (Vt(C)HVzll)
m/t(C’)/ Spfli(cz)e + dv,(z) =0 1 (©)

is bounded in some neighborhood of z = ¢ the partial derivative in question
is bounded; moreover, the bound of this function tends to zero a.s. by
the ergodic theorem as n — oo, hence the derivative in question is a.s.
o(nu(C)).

(3) Similar as the proof of 3. in Lemma B2

We continue with a result, proved in case d = 1 in [20].
Lemma 3.4. Let C = [co,...,cn—1] be a cylinder of length n. The function
z € R = log v, (O)
satisfies for everyt € R and 1 <i < d

Dy[log vs (C)](t) = ﬁ/csnf; v, + 0(1).

Proof. First note that by Proposition B.] for each cylinder C' = [cp, c1, ..., Cr_1]
and each zg € R

2z 1,(C) = /Qexp(—nP(Fz) + S F.(cx))dv, (z)

is analytic in some complex neighborhood of zg = t.
Taking the partial derivative and evaluating at z = ¢ yields by Lemma that

D; {/ﬂ exp(—nP(Fs) + S, Fs(cx)) dvs(z) | (t)

= /(Snff(cz) exp(—nP(F;) + SpFi(cx)) dvg(x) + O(v(C))
and hence

D; [log/QeXp{—nP(Fs) + Sy Fs(cx)} dvs(x)](t)

— 1 S’~)‘t$ vi(z) + O(1
[l

For completeness we conclude this section with a more detailed proof of Theorem
2.0l
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Lemma 3.5. Let p be an invariant Gibbs measure. The family of Holder potentials
(f1,-.., fa) is independent as cohomology classes if and only if the corresponding
covariance matriz XF is positive definite.

Proof. For s € R%\ {0} consider f, =Y s;f; and suppose it is cohomologous to 0,
i. e. there exists a continuous function h such that f; = ¢+ h —hoo. It follows that
[ fs dp = ¢ and therefore

s¥st = lim1/n / Sulfs — n(F)Su((fs — plfs)) dp

= liml/n/Sn(h—hoa)Sn(h—hoo) dp

1irnl/n/(h—hoa”)2 dp = 0.

Therefore, the covariance matrix is not positive definite.

On the other hand, if the covariance matrix is not positive definite, then there
exists s € R?\ {0} such that sX*s* = 0. Using the spectral gap properties of the
Perron-Frobenius operator with respect to the normalized potential for the Gibbs
measure p, we find that for fN’S“ there is another Holder continuous function h such
that f# = h —hoo and sXts’ = Cov,(fs) = [ h? du. So if this variance vanishes,
then h = 0 and f; is cohomologous to 0. O

3.3. Multivariate statistical calculus for Gibbs measures. Denote by F the
Borel o-field on  and let u be a shift-invariant Gibbs measure on F. Let F} be
the o-field generated by {X; : k < j <} for 0 <k < < o0, and let g;, 0 < i < d,
be finitely many Holder continuous functions. Hence, for some p < 1,

lgi(z) — gi(y)| < Hip" 0<i<d, zj=y; (0<j<n),

where H; denotes the Holder-norm of g;. Define

1
gl(r) = [ s
([0, - - s Tn—1]) [Z0,,, Tn—1]
Then |g;(z) — g7'(2)| < Hip".
Recall that a Gibbs measure p on a topologically mixing subshift of finite type
is ¢-mixing with exponentially fast decaying mixing coefficients ¥(n), n > 1, that
is

(AN B) — p(A)pu(B)
n(A)u(B)

and ¢¥(n) < Kk™ for some constants K >0 and 0 < x < 1.

As before, we shall write p(g) := [ g du. We first recall some known facts
adapted to Gibbs measures, beginning with covariances of functions under p com-
pared to covariances of the same functions under product measures. This is essen-
tially from [12].

(3.5) sup
AEFFBEF,

‘ <9(n)

Lemma 3.6. Let pu be a Gibbs measure with mixing coefficients 1¥(n). Assume that
0<ki <ks, 0<ko and ko V k3 < k4. Definen =min{|k; — k;| : 1 <1 # j <4}
Writing n = p + q, then for A; € f,f;er, 1<i<3and Ay € F

|/L(A1 n Ag N A2 N A4) — ,U,(Al N A3),U,(A2 N A4)|
p(Ar N Az)pu(Az N Ay)

Proof. Consider k1 < kg < k3 < k4. The other cases are similar. The claim follows
from (B3] and an iterated application of the triangle inequality splitting off A4,

= 0(¥(q))-
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Az and As successively, then combing A; and As and finally A; and Ay:
|p(A1 M As N Ay N Ay) — p(Ar N As) (A N Ayg)|
< (@)1 +9(9)* + (@) (1 + () + 1] u(A) p(Az)p(As)i(As)
() (1 = (q)) ™ (A2 N Ag) (A1 N Ag)
{[(@) (1 +(2)? + () (1 +¥(q)) + D] — ¥(q))
+(q) (1 —(9)) ™) (A2 N Ag)p(Ar N As)
= O((q))n(Ar N Az)p(Az2 N Ay).

IN

O

Lemma 3.7. Letn =p+q, 0 < ky < kg and 0 < ky < ky be as in Lemma [T.0.
Then for Holder continuous functions g; : Q@ - R, i =1,2,3,

(g1 0 0% g2 0 M g1 0 0% g3 0. 0™) — g1 0 71 g3 0 5F (g1 0 *2 g3 0 )|

(3.6) < V2K 9(q)([[91lloc + ll92lloo + llgslloc) + 8 max{Hy, Ha}p",

where K is some constant independent of g1 and go

Proof. Replacing the functions g; and g; in ([3.6) by their approximations g¥ and
g% the error in the left hand side is at most 8 max{H;, H;}p". Then apply Lemma
3 b) in [12] together with Lemma 3.6l O

Apply Lemma [B1 to the functions g1 = f; — we(fi), 92 = f; — e (f;) and
93 =Y 1o (fj — e(f;)) 0 ' to obtain

Corollary 3.8. For the potentials f; (0 <14 < d) in Theorem[2.8
o~ o~ ~ L ~
/ff nglf; OUkaz't o ok2 Zfit ookt qu, =
1=0
= [ ftogkifloghs g ft o ghe o ghatl g
Froa™ ftook du [ Troo® S oo™ du +
I=L

+0 (W) + )l + Llgall)) -

This corollary may be used to calculate the convergence of the covariance ma-
trices in this note, especially in Sections and [3.4
Next we consider a function A :  x 2 — R of the form

(3.7) h(z,y) = f(x)g(y) + f(y)g(z) =,y €

We assume that [ f dp = [g dug = 0 and we notice that h is symmetric, i.e.
h(z,y) = h(y,z). This is the general case of a bivariate kernel since for any function
k(z,y) = f(z)g(z) the function

he,y) = 5(F(@)oly) + F)o(x)

leads to the same von Mises functional

Mo(B)wg) = 3 ko @) o) = 3 hlo* (@), o).
k,1=0 k,l=0

Such statistical functionals will be considered next. We shall apply the theory
developed in [I6]. Such applications as here are sketched in [I6] but need to be
further specialized in the present context of Gibbs measures.



PARAMETRIZED FAMILIES OF GIBBS MEASURES — STATISTIC INFERENCE 17
Proposition 3.9. Let h be as in (3.7) and in Ly :== La(p x ). Then the operator
Tu(x) = /h(w,y)U(y) du(y)

is a self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operator on Lo with eigenvalues
68) M= [fodet Iflulole = [ fodu— £l

The corresponding orthonormal eigenfunctions are

/ i g > .
3.9 i(x)=¢ | —0———— - (—-1)'————— 1=1,2
(3.9) #(@) <|f|%2|g||L2 =1 I fllz.llgllZ,

with norming constants ¢1 and cs.

Proof. This is well known. Since

Tu(z) = /(f()()+f()())()

— $@) [ gw)uy) dulw) + gtz t/f (v)

the range of T" is 2-dimensional. The eigenvalues are computed from the equations

a/fgdu+b/92du:)\a
a/dequb/fgd;L:)\b.
Thus,

Au:/mwiwmmm.

One easily checks that eigenfunctions are

-1
f g
rafa) = (| - i) ( + .
HfHLZHglle ||f||L2H9||2 ’ I Nglze) — Il NgliZ,
Note that ¢; and ¢o are orthonormal. (I

Theorem 3.10. Let p be a an invariant Gibbs measure with Holder continuous
potential F on a topologically mixing subshift of finite type Q. Let f,g: Q — R
be Holder continuous and centered. Then %SnfSng is a von Mises functional with
kernel k(z,y) = f(x)g(y) and has a representation

SIS0 = - (M(S161)” + Xa(S162)?)

where A\; and ¢; are the eigenvalues (Z8) and orthonormal eigenfunctions (3.9) for
the kernel h(z,y) = 2(k(z,y) + k(y, z)).

Moreover,
1
- SnfSng
n

converges weakly to the distribution of \1Z; + A\oZo where Z; are independent and
have the distribution of the square of a standard normal random variable.

Proof. By the remark after (3.1
M, (k) = M, (h) = S, fSng.
By Proposition and the spectral representation of Hilbert-Schmidt operators

h(z,y) = Mo1(x)d1(y) + Aada(x)d2(y).

The proof is completed by applying Theorem 4 in [I6]. Note that this theorem
applies for Gibbs measures on topologically mixing subshifts of finite type since
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(Xk)k>0 is ¢-mixing with summable rates (see the discussion in [16], Section 9.2.2
(b)) O

Remark 3.11. Note that by its representation

1 1

~Snf(2)Sng(@) = — (M (Sn1 ())* + Ao (Sn2(x))%) -
Since LnSngbi are asymptotically normal and independent, the last statement in
Theorem follows.

Corollary 3.12. Let u; denote invariant Gibbs measures for the potential F; =
tifi +tofo where t € R%. Let v, be the associated Gibbs measure for Lr,. Then for
i,7 € {1,2} and 9 € R?

1

nvy ([T, ..., Tn-1])

Dij [l/t([l'o, e ,$n,1])](19)

converges weakly to the distribution )\1Z12 + /\2Z22 — Xi; where Zj, are independent
normal distributions, A\ and ¢ are the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions derived in
Proposition and where

m—o00 M

.1 e T
S = lim — / S f? St dps

defines the asymptotic covariance matrix of (ﬁSnﬁﬁ)lgng under the invariant
Gibbs distribution fuy.

Proof. By Lemma

1

vollor - nany)) el e D)

- : FO5, 77 dvg — | Suf? S

T ) /[gc0 vvvvv . Snfi Snfj dvy /San Suf? dpy + o(n).
Hence

1
(TN mt L G L)

and

1 ~ ~ 1 - -
—&ﬁ&ﬁ—mn—//%ﬁ%ﬁmw
n m—0o0 M

are asymptotically stochastic equivalent, so have the same limiting distribution. By
Theorem [3.10] the result follows. O

3.4. Cramér—Rao bound. In this section we let d,m € N and consider a family
YPp" O Cc R - R™, n>0

of functions of the parameter space. We reformulate the classical Cramér—Rao
bound for Gibbs distributions ([37], [9]). We assume that © is an open set and ¥”
is differentiable on © for every n > 1. Since the densities for the MLE are only
given for the Gibbs measures vy explicitly we use the Cramér—Rao bounds only for
these densities. For completeness we formulate the results because the applications
in SectionsBland[6l and the connection to Theorem 2.8 are related to these bounds.

Theorem 3.13 (Cramér-Rao Bound). Let {T), : n > 1} be a family of unbi-
ased R-valued (i.e. d = 1) statistics where T,, estimates the parameter Y™ (9) =
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EyT,(Xo, ..., Xn-1) in the family (v : n > 1) of marginal distributions on F§ as
explained in in Subsection[3 1. Then for any ¥y € ©

/ (T (@0, - -y @pe1) — " (00))° dvf ((20s- ..y 2p_1)) -

1 d ?
—~ / (@m_ﬂo log dvy(zo,. .. ,:cnl)) dvg, ((zo, ..., 2n-1))
d 2
3.10 > [ —|g=g, V" (D .
(3.10) > (oo™ )
Proof. Fixn > 1. In order to estimate ¢™(¢) in the family {v} : ¥ > 0} of probabili-
ties v on {1,...,a}" note that the dominating measure can be chosen as the count-
ing measure so that the density becomes (z1,z2,...,2,) = V§(Zo,...,Tn-1) =
vy([x1,...,2,]). Then, in view of Proposition 3] apply the classical Cramér—Rao
theorem (see [9] and [37]). O

Likewise we can reformulate the Cramér—Rao bound in the multivariate case
d > 1. The Fisher information I(¥) in the multivariate case is defined by

(3.11) I"W) = (Iﬁl(m)gk,zgd
Ik,l(') = F |:a—19k 10gV19([XO;---aXn—l])%logyﬂ([XO"'"Xn_l])
J

0? n
= -E [mlogw([XOwanl])]

Theorem 3.14. Let {T,, : n > 1} be a family of unbiased R™-valued statistics where
T, estimates the parameter Y™ (V) = ET,(Xo, ..., Xn—1) in the family (vj : n € N)
as in Subsection 3. Then for any ¥y € © the matrix

(9 Oj (0 '
Covy, (T™"(Xo, .., Xn-1)) — < 1/519(1 )(19>> - ‘<dI"(190)71 < dgﬂi )(19>> L<ii<a

is positive semidefinite, where Covy,(T),) denotes the covariance matriz of T,,.

Remark 3.15. The theorem says in particular that the i-th coordinate of T},, T},
satisfies

Ey (T, — ¢7'(9))* > A;(9)
where A; (1) denotes the i-th diagonal element of the lower bound matrix
P (9 o [(OUR(Y !
(%) ror (M)
l 1<k,l<d l 1<k,i<d

Definition 3.16. A sequence of T}, statistics is called asymptotically efficient at
Yo € O if

Jim By, [T, — " (00)[1* = | (Ai(0))1<i<all®
where A; is as in Remark

Proposition 3.17. The Fisher information matriz I"(9) = (I]3(9))1<ij<a satis-
fies the relation

lim L77(9) = lim — / S f2 S fY dvg

n—soon W m—oo M

if the distribution of (Xi)k>0 is drawn from vy
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Proof. By Lemma 3.4 for x €
Sufl(x) = Dillog vs([zo, . .., za—1])](9) + O(1).
Therefore
I50) =+ [ 8.7 @)S, ) a) dva(a) + O /m).
Applying the 1-mixing property for Gibbs measures this proves the claim. O

Similar results hold of corse for the invariant Gibbs measures py; however, the
densities are not explicitly given, as we remarked before.

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

We use the definitions and notations in Sections Bl and Bl and consider, for each
n € N, the families

© c R, vy and X, = Xo,...,Xp_1.

Lemma 4.1. There exist n, > 0, lim, o0 7, = 0 such that py a.s. for all suffi-
ciently large n an n,-mazimum likelihood estimator ¥, = 9,,(X,,) exists so that

ny, € O (X,).

Proof. Let 1, > 0 be a sequence converging to zero and determined below by the
large deviation property of Holder continuous functions. Let X = (X,),>0 be
drawn from vy. Then by the ergodic theorem and Hélder continuity
1 1
/fi dpug = lim — inf S,f; = lim — sup S,fs,
n—00 N z€[X,] n—=00 N gex,]

hence uy € ©1([X,]) for all sufficiently large n. In order to see this apply the large
deviation estimate (see e.g. [14], [17], [26], [27])

1 2
o ({’_Snfi - /fi dpg| > 77721}) < e im)
n

for each 0 < ¢ < d, where each I; denotes the information function in the large
deviation result for (f;)i=o,.. 4. Then choose 1, — 0 such that for each i we get

Yo e~nli(m) < o0 and apply the Borel-Cantelli lemma. It follows that

Vﬁ([Xn]) < sup Vt([Xn])
teO" (Xy,)

The map ¢t — 14([X,]) is continuous by Proposition B} the set {t € © : u; €
O (X,,)} is bounded and closed, hence ¢ — 14([X,]) attains its maximum on
{teon[—nt ' e € O (Xn)}. O

Proposition 4.2. Let 3n denote the n,-maximum likelihood estimator in Lemma
[{dl Then for almost all observation X = (X;)ien, drawn from the distribution vy,
we have that

*-lim 1/9\,1 =9 e0.

n—oo

Proof. Observe that by the almost sure properties obtained in Lemma [£.T] we have

[ Fodus, = [ Fo an

and similarly, replacing Fy by Fj |,

'/F@n dﬂﬁn — /F@n dpy

<A+ h)m; = O(nn)

< (14 [Fal)n? = O(mn).
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Denote by h,, the entropy of the shift-invariant probability x. The above estimate
together with the variational principle gives

P(Fy) =hpu, + /Fﬁ dpy = by + /Fﬁ dpg =y, + /Fﬁ dpy — O(nn)

and in the same way

hﬂﬁn + /F@n d,ufg‘n > h/w + /F{;n duy > hu19 + /F@n dub\n — O(nn)

Combining both inequalities provides limh,, = hy,. Let p be a weak accumu-
lation point of (x5 ). Since entropy is upper semicontinuous for the topologically
mixing shift space we find

h#+\/Frﬂ dup > h#l9 +/F§ dupy = P(Fﬁ)
and by the uniqueness of equilibrium states and the variational principle we con-
clude p = py. O

Lemma 4.3. For a symmetric positive-definite matriz K € R**?

G:RY R G(M):=M'M - K.
Then the matriz G(M) is invertible for Lebesgue almost every M € RY.

, we set

Proof. By assumption the matrix K has an orthonormal system of eigenspaces F;
with associated positive eigenvalues k; > 0, 1 <14 < £ for some ¢ < d.
If

MQL::U{ueEi:HuHQ#Hi},

then on the one hand, for v € RM \ {0} we either have vK ¢ RM and hence
v(M'M — K) = (M,v)M —vK # 0, or vK = aM for some « # 0, whence M is a
eigenvector and there is i with M € E;. Since by assumption || M ||? # r; and writing
v = BM it follows that v(M*M — K) = (M,v)M —vK = B(||M||> — x;)M # 0.
On the other hand, for v € (RM)* \ {0} we have v(M'M — K) = —vK # 0.
Hence, G(M) can only be non-invertible if M € L, but L is a Lebesgue null
set. g

Proposition 4.4. For ¢ € O, we assume that the n,-mazimum likelihood estima-
tors 9,, converge to ¥ a.s. with respect to vy.

Then the random vectors
1 ~
<\/ﬁ 1<i<d

converge weakly with respect to py to a centered normal variable N = (N1, ..., Ny)
with covariance X#*° defined as in Theorem [2.8, which may be degenerate.
Moreover, if fi,...,fqa are linearly independent as cohomology classes, then
Vn(¥, —9) converges in distribution to the distribution of
G Y(N)Nt,

where G is defined in Lemma [[.3 with K = $#* and where G~*(N) denotes the
inverse of G(N).

Proof. The first assertion is standard since by assumption in Section 2] the functions
f1,-..,fq are Holder continuous.

Since 5,1 converges to ¥ € © a.s., we may assume that for ¢ > 0 there is a set
Qo C Q so that uy(Q) > 1 — ¢ and ng € N so that U, (zo,...,2,_1) € O fo all
n > ng all = (x5)r>0 € Q. We also assume that e is small enough to that in
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the e-ball around ¥ all functions considered below have an analytic extension to the
complex e-ball in C¢ around 9.

In order to condense the notation, for a cylinder set C and A = (t);<i<q,
(k; > 0), write |A\| = k1 + ...+ kg and
o 8‘/\|I/t (C)
© Qkity ... Okaty’
If |A| =1 and k; = 1 we also write D; for Djy.

Since v4([xo, ..., Zn—1]) is analytic by Proposition BJ] we also may assume that

D)\I/t (C)

O, (0, ..., Tn—1) is contained in the domain of the Taylor expansion of v4([xg, . . ., Zn—1])
at t = J: Writing C' = [zo,...,2n—1] and § = (J;)1<i<q We obtain

00 d
vo45(C) = vg(C) + > Dal(OW) [[ 67
A|=1 j=1

Likewise, each partial derivative D;[v:(C)] has the Taylor polynomial of order 1
0o d
kj
Dile (C)](0 +6) = Dilne(ONW) + > DADilm(ONW) [T 65 + R(9)
[Al=1 Jj=1
with remainder term

iz d )
Re) = 3 2T [Tt0"

=2 ..

for some t(0) = (¢;(d))1<j<q in the domain of the Taylor expansion. Since Vgyn(x)
is maximal

o~

Din(O)](Wn) =0 V1<i<d
henceforézgnfﬁandlgigd
d

S DA (CN) [] 0 = 0)5 = =Dilin(ON ) + 0|10, — 9|12,
[Al=1 j=1
(O —9) (Djs [t (CN(9))1 <1 g = —(Dsle(C))(9))1<i<a)"-
By Lemma B3) we have, for all z € C,
1
m(l}i[w(c)](ﬁ)hggd) =
and by Lemma B3 (34, for all z € C,

1
nwy (C) ((Dji[l/t (C)] (ﬂ))lgi,jgd

= % <sn}?(x)snﬁ(x) — lim i/smﬁsnff duﬁ) +o(1).

moreo m 1<i,j<d

%(Snf}(z»lgigd +o(1)

Now, X#? is the covariance matrix of the asymptotic distribution of the vector
%Sn f? under py. The matrix ¥#¢ is positive definite since the family {f; :

i = 1,...,d} is linearly independent as cohomology classes (Lemma [B.0). Let
G : R? — R¥*4 be given as before with K = Y47 i.e. G(M) = M*M — %#?. Then
by LemmalL3] we have that G (M) is Par(g zus)-a.s. invertible and one obtains that
\/ﬁ(ﬁn — ) is asymptotically equivalent to the random sequence

1, = 1~ 1 =\’
G —=8,f’ S fY =S, 1Y) .
<(\/ﬁ £ )1<i<d> (\/ﬁ /i vn fd)
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Applying [3, Theorem 2.7], it follows that the limiting distribution of \/ﬁ(ﬁn — 1)
is given by the distribution of G™1(N)N? with N ~ N(0,X#?). O

Lemma 4.5. Let I"(t) denote the Fisher information in (311)) for the distribution

vg, n > 1. Then there exists ¥t = ( Z)1<ij<d such that

1
lim ~I7'(t) = Y.

n—oo N “J

Also
. . 1
- NG — 1 2 te—1 2
nlgr;o (O —9) (0, — 09) dpy = nlgrgo nE[N (GT(N))=N]

where N is as in Proposition [4.4)
Proof. Recall that by Lemma [B.4] for any cylinder C of length n

1 7t
ut(C)/CS"f" dv, +O(1).

Diflogvs(C)](t) =

This term is asymptotically equivalent to Snf}(x) for any « € C, hence

lim LI7(f) = lim © / Su (@) () dun(a)

n—oo n n—oo n
.1 ~ ~ _
= [lim ~ / S fi(@)Sn fi(@)p; t dps()

. 147
= X

exists. This is so since Z,, = nilSn:f;t(x)Snf;(z) converges weakly to some Z under
e by Theorem B.I0 hence (¢, Z,,) converges weakly to the product distribution of
¢, and Z. Moreover the inner product on R? is a continuous function. Alternatively,
one may use the ¢-mixing properties here. N

The last statement is standard. Let S,, = (\/iﬁSnff)lgigd)

By |00 = 0)'(0n = 0)] = By, [(G7(80))8a)'G™"(S0))Su]
= By, [SZ(Gil(Sn))QSn]'
(I
Proof of Theorem[2-] This follows from Lemma [A.] and Proposition {21 O

Proof of Theorem [Z.8.

Part 1.: follows from Theorems [Z.4] and Proposition

Part 2.: The first statement is the well-known central limit theorem for vec-
tors of Holder continuous functions under mixing Gibbs measures. The
remaining part follows from Lemma (4.3

Part 3.: follows from Proposition 44l

Part 4.: follows from the Cramér-Rao inequality and the continuity of the
operator G_l(n_l/QSnfi)lgiSd).

The additional assertion is in Lemma as well. ([

5. MAXIMUM LIKELIHOOD TEST

In this section we discuss the application of the maximum likelihood estimator
for constructing test statistics about the parameter ©). Thus we keep the statistical
model of a family of Gibbs measures vy, 9 € © C R? given by their potentials Fy =
fo+ Zle 9 fi as in Section[2l For the test problem Hy C © against H; = O \ Hy
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based on observations X,, = X, ..., X,,_1, the maximum likelihood test is defined
by its region of rejection

Lo (Xo,..., X0 1) <.
L,(Xo,..., Xn-1) —
where ¢ < 1 (cf. (1) for the definition of O] (X)),
L(x,) = 19eHOIr?(gﬁ)fn o vy([X,]) and L, (X,) := 06({)%%)((3{”) vy ([Xn))-
As explained in the introduction (Section []) this implies that the test problem is
adapted to the situation when only Xy,..., X, _1 are observed.

This means that the test statistic is given by the quotient of the likelihoods
as in Section [l for the parameter spaces Hy and © respectively. The constant ¢
determines the significance level, which increases with c.

The simplest case of the test problem is when hypothesis and alternative are
simple. In this case the Neyman-Pearson test is optimal as explained and inves-
tigated in [I8]. Clearly, in this case the maximum likelihood test reduces to the
Neyman-Pearson test statistic. Thus

Proposition 5.1. The maximum likelithood test is a Neyman-Pearson test when
restricted to the test problem ¥y € Hy against V1 € Hy for every distinct pair
9, €0,1=0,1.

5.1. Simple hypothesis. As a first application of our main result Theorem 2.§
we treat the special case of Hp := {99} C ©. This means that the null hypothesis
consists of a single probability vyo.

Example 5.2. Take 90 to be a parameter satisfying P(Fgo) = 0. This parameter is
often unique and in some cases represents the Hausdorff dimension of an attractor.
For example take fo = 0 and f; = log |R’| where R is a hyperbolic differential map,
like a rational map on the Riemann sphere. This then follows from the Bowen-
Manning-McCluskey formula (see [15] for background and more details). Hence
the hypothesis Hy serves to test whether an observed system is in that state, and,
moreover, one may use the MLE to estimate the Hausdorff dimension of its attractor
once it is known that the system has vanishing pressure.

If n is large enough, that is if the maximum likelihood estimators are within the
region of [—n 1, n 14, then

L{;IO(X(),...,Xn_l) = Vﬁo([Xo,...,Xn_l])
_ /efnP(Fﬁo)JrSn(Fog(an)) dvgo (z)

and —using Taylor expansion as in the proof of Proposition 4}
d

(5.1)  La(Xp) = v5(X,) = vgo (X Z D[ ([%u]] (%) T (95 — 9™
[Al=1 i=1
Proposition 5.3. Let fo, f1,..., fa be Holder continuous, F = (f1,...,fq) be
linearly independent as cohomology classes and X,, .= (Xo, ..., Xn-1). Then, under
Lgo, the distributions of
d
Di[vs( — 39
T Z NI ) [] 95 —99)
\M 1 i=1

converge, as n — 0o, weakly to the distribution of

d
7 = ZNZ-ZZ-,
=1
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where Z; denotes the i-th coordinate of G=Y(N)N and where N is the limiting
normal distribution for pgo derived in Theorem [2.8.

Proof. Fixn and let 9 denote the maximum likelihood estimator for n. First observe
that

d
Z Dalvs (Ka))] () T] (95 — 9% =
vgo( X” \/\| 1 i=1
Dz 190 ~ ~
§:—————i—%m—0%+omﬂ—wwm

1% 0
=1 L4

Under pgo, by Theorem 2.§ \/5(5 — 9°) converges weakly to the distribution of
G~1(N)N where N has a normal distribution with expectation 0 and covariance
matrix Y90 = Cov,, (F). In fact N is the distributional limit of the random

vector
1

ﬁ (Smﬁﬁo) 1<i<d’

as shown at the end of the proof of Proposition 4l Moreover, by Lemma[3.3] ([3.4)
D;[vs([X,])] (90 1 . =
D) 1 g e

Ve (X)) Ve

for every 1 <1 < d. Hence

has the same limiting distribution as

3 (o) (e ((%gnff”)@gd) (557)...0).

which is the distribution of the random quadratic form

O

Remark 5.4. Since pygo has the known potential function Fyo the matrix 3#¢° can
be calculated with arbitrary precision from the transfer operator. This implies that
the quantiles of the random quadratic form in the proposition can be determined
by
d
Prob Z NiG_l(N)iij S cC| = .

ij=1
Theorem 5.5. For 0 < a <1 and X,, .= (Xo,..., Xn_1) let
{LIP(X,) < enLn(Xn)}

be the rejection region for the mazximum likelihood test at level o with hypothesis
Hy = {9} C ©. Then

1
lim ¢, =

n—oo ,7;0‘4»17
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where z, denotes the lower a-quantile of the limiting distribution of the random
quadratic form

d
(5.2) E(N,N) = Z Ni(G™H(N))ijNj
i,j=1
derived in Proposition [
Proof. By equation (B.I)) the inequality defining the rejection region is

d ) 9. _ 90
Lg(Xn) _ o ([Xn]) + 2121 Dilvs(Kn])](0; — 97) Fo(1) > et
Ly (Xn) Vo ([Xo]
one deduces that ¢! — 1 is given by
d ~
Difvs (Ku]0°) (s —97) _
JIxY >c, —1]=o
(; vgo ([Xp)
If 2z, denotes the lower a-quantile of =, i.e.

Prob(Z(N,N) > z4) = «,

then by Proposition
—1) = z4.

lim (c;,

n—oo

O

5.2. Testing for vanishing influence. Similar to the derivative of the test region
in the previous subsection we can proceed for the hypotheses

HY = {0 € ©:9, =0},
where 1 < k < d is fixed, with some modifications. The idea is to estimate 9 in

the family Hy by some ¥° and then apply the method in Section BTl to the testing
problem with the simple hypothesis {190}. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 5.6. A modified maximum likelihood test for HY (1 < k < d) based
on the observations X, := (Xo, ..., X,—1) has a region of rejection of the form

L (X,)
L TP c(X,) ¢
L,(X,)

In order to obtain the asymptotic relation of the region in dependence of the
significance level, one needs to estimate the parameters in the asymptotic distribu-
tional limit under the null hypothesis, that is estimation of the covariance matrix
Y0 where 90 denotes the estimated parameter in Hg. This leads to a critical

value ¢ which depends on the observation. For simplicity we may assume k = d
and write Hy for H.

Theorem 5.7. Let fo, f1,..., fa be Hélder continuous function, F == (f1,..., fa)
be linearly independent as cohomology classes and X,, = (Xo,...,Xn—1). The
modified mazimum likelihood test for Hy = {¥q = 0} against H; = {94 # 0} at
significance level a is defined by its region of rejection

{L{;IO(XH) < Cn(Xn)Ln(Xn)} s

where
1

T 142, (Xn)
with z, = z,(X,) defined as the a-quantile of the limiting distribution E(ﬁ,ﬁ)
where N is the centered normal distribution with covariance matriz X = YH50 =

en(Xn)
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Covy, (F). Under py, ¥ € H¢ and for the significance level o € (0,1) the random
function ¢, satisfies

lim ¢,(X,) = !

n—oo Za—f—l,

with (cf. (E2))
Prob(E(N,N) < z,) = «
where N is the centered normal distribution with covariance ¥*° = Cov,, (F).

Remark 5.8. A consistent estimator for the true limiting covariance matrix is
given by estimating the parameter ¥ € © or its moment estimator

n—1 n—1
1
E (fi(Xk‘a"'aXn—laz)_ﬁ E fi(Xs;---;Xn—laz)>
k,1=0 s=0

S|

n—1
1
(f](Xl, .. ,Xn_l,Z) — E ZO']C](X‘S, .. ,Xn—hZ)) ;

where z is any pre-assigned point in 2. This follows from the ergodic theorem, the
1-mixing property of Gibbs measures and the Holder continuity of the functions
fi, 1 <i < d by standard arguments.

Proof. Let ¥ € Hy and ¥ = Cov,, (F) be the associated covariance matrix. By
assumption, it is consistently estimated by some sequence of estimators 7.

Its type 1 error of the modified maximum-likelihood test at ¥ € Hy satisfies with
Xn = (XOa o aXn—l)a

<w

lim py (%)

n—oo

< cn(Xn)> = lim py

n—oo

(EEy =eem)

By Theorem there is ¢, such that

M(%Scn):a

and

. . 1
dm o) =l T
with z,(X,) being the lower a-quantile of Z(N, N) where N denotes the limiting
normal distribution associated to the estimated parameter 9° € H{.

Let z, be defined as the lower a-quantile of Z(N, N) where N is the limiting
normal distribution under py. Since under py we have that 9° — 9 and by the
continuity of integrals ¢ — [ g dp, for Holder functions g, we have that the co-
variance matrix associated to 9° converges to the covariance matrix associated to
9. Finally, since the degenerate centered normal distributions depend continuously
on their covariance matrices, we conclude that lim,,—~ 2, = 24, proving the theo-
rem. (I

Remark 5.9. The same conclusion holds when ¢, (X,,) is determined by the normal
distribution associated to a consistent estimator for NV, that is when the associated
covariance matrix is estimated consistently, see Remark 5.8
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6. APPLICATIONS

The main theorem (Theorem [2.8]) may be used to derive many statistical decision
procedures. Here we mention a few and work them out in detail. In addition we
also connect the result to the classical setup of i.i.d. samples.

To begin with one can construct asymptotic level « confidence intervals, that is
random variables U,, = U, (X,,) and V;, = V,,(X,,) such that for any ¢ € ©

1i_>m wy({Ln <Y <U,}) = a.

Example 6.1. For n € N large enough let 9" denote the maximum likelihood
estimator based on the observations Xo, ..., X,,—;. Under uy they converge to the
correct value 9. Let ﬁ ™ denote the centered normal distribution with estimated
covariance structure X" = XHo derived from the observation Xy,..., X,,_; and
the maximum likelihood estimator 9" (note that this parameter is needed to center
the functions f;). For 1 < ¢ < d choose the upper and lower «/2d quantiles in the
form U*\/n and V;"\/n of the distribution of the i-th coordinate of the random
vector G‘l(]\Af")ﬁ”, to be more precise, for 1 < i < d let

Prob{—\/ﬁUi" < (G"YN™MN™), < \/ﬁv;"} —a/d V1i<i<d.
Then by Theorem

Here the confidence region is a rectangle in the Li-norm where the size decreases
like 1/4/n as n — oo. Similarly of course, one can obtain confidence regions in the
euclidean Ls-norm.

Example 6.2. We explain Theorem 2.8 in case d = 1, i.e. F; = fo +tf. The
function G becomes

G(m) =m?* —o? m € R
where - abusing the notation o2 here - 02 = lim, %f(é’nft)2 dp; denotes the
asymptotic variance of the random sequence ﬁSn( f — [ f du). Therefore,

1

G '(m) = —

m2

2

and
P S
(Snf9)2 — no?
It follows that the limit distribution is given by a random variable
N
N2 — 52’
where N is a centered normal distribution with variance o2.
The Fisher information is just no? so that

J @02 = [ e (S ot

Snf? + o(1).
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Note that this example shows the relation between the Fisher information with
respect to uy and the asymptotic variance of the maximum likelihood estimator
when maximizing the density of vy instead of .

Example 6.3. We now turn to the case d = 2, so Fy = fo+v1 f1+02f2. We assume
the standing condition that F = (f1, f2) are linearly independent as cohomology
classes. By Proposition [4.4] we have
1
NG
where IV is a normal random variable with expectation 0. Let X" denote the
covariance matrix of (Sy, fi)i=1,2. Then the matrix

(Snﬁgvsnﬁ)) - N = (NlaNQ)

2
G(m) = ( 1 m”;“) - m = (my,my) € R?
mimeso ms

has the inverse (Z b) which satisfies

d
a(m% = X1) + c(mamy — X)) =

b(m3 — £1) + d(mamy — X7,) = 0;
a(mimg — X)) + c(mg — X5) =1,

L
0;  b(mimg —35) + d(m3 — X5,)

3 n o __ n
hence, using X7, = X5,

o= m3 — X5,
(mi — X71)(m3 — B%,) — (mamy — i)?
b— mimeo — X7,
(mimg — 381)% — (m7 — Bfy)(m3 — X1,)
c—= (m3 — ¥8) (mamg — o)
(m3 —X71)(m3 — $5,)2 — (mamy — Xi,)?
d = mi — ¥
(mima — X5;)% — (m{ — X¢)(m3 — X3,)
Note that m; := %Snﬁ-ﬂ is asymptotically normal and that m;m; is a von Mises

statistic with kernel k(x,y) = fi(x) f;(y). It is not centered, but the kernel k(z,y) —
J [ fi(u) f;i(v) o (du)ps(dv) satisfies the assumption of Theorem so that we
conclude that

mim; — EZ
converges to a weighted y2-distribution. This remark shows that the distribution
of GTY(N)N? can be explicitly simulated, and thus all test and estimate results
become practicable.

Example 6.4. Consider the family of Bernoulli measure on the full shift space

{1,...,a}". Then for each n > 1 the family can be represented as a parametrized
family of measures on {1,...,d}" by

n—1
(6.1) pr(Xo=coy. ., X1 =cCpno1) = Hﬂ-ci

i=0

so Il = {7 = (m)1<i<a : Vi >0, Y, m = 1}is the parameter space. The densities
are given by (6.I)). Below we estimate the probabilities P(X( = i) = m; using these
densities and compare the result with that in the present note.

Before doing this, we recall that p, are equilibrium measures for the family
Zle(log 7;) 1), 80, denoting g; = 1p;, the potential becomes G = Zle(log )i
This fact is well known, but we repeat the argument here, claiming that p, is
the eigenmeasure of the transfer operator with potential G,. Let T denote the
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shift transformation on {1,...,d}o and h,(T) the metric entropy of the invariant
measure . First observe that

d d
B (T) + / Grdpr ==Y mlogm + »_(logm)ux([i]) = 0.

i=1 i=1
For general invariant and ergodic measures p we have that

h(T) < Hu({li] s 1< i < d}) = Zu ) log p([i])

with equality if and only if p is a Bernoulli measure. Therefore - if y is not a
Bernoulli measure
d d

hu<T>+/1ogF ap < =3 i) og u([l) + 3 (i) log

i=1 i=1

d
=Z Dlog s 1g2u

If pis a Bernoulh measure and not fu. the same estimation works, replacing the
first < sign by < and the last < sign by <. Thus p, is the equilibrium measure.
Since 1 = pu, (T fzj L LeY dpr = Zd 1 Tj, b has the potential G.

Note that the functlons (i : 1 <i < d) are not linearly independent, hence also
not linearly independent as cohomology classes. In fact 1jq = 1 — Zf;ll 1 and

Tg=1-— Zd 11 m; so that the functions
satisty

d—1
Fr —Zlog Ly =Gr—log [1-> m

ZJ 17 j=1
and F; is therefore a potential cohomologuous to G,. Since the functions f; are
linearly independent, we arrive at the model in Section 2l with the new parametriza-
tion

d—1
0= 19:(10 m /(1 — mj ) cmell

(/0= D).,
We have shown that we can formulate the estimation problem in the framework of
Section[2l It follows from Theorem 2.8 that the maximum likelihood estimators 9"
exists for the parameter ¥ and —under puy = p,— has the asymptotic distribution
G~1(N)N? where N is a centered normal distribution with covariance matrix ¥ =
YH,

Note that we can obtain an estimator for 7 by solving the system of equations

(6.2) ﬁizlogﬂi 1<i<d,
- Z j=1Tj

and mg =1 — Z;l;ll ).

The maximum likelihood estimator for 7 is well known when using the densities
@.1).

In order to compare the two methods, let d = 2, that is we estimate whether
a coin is fair or not. In this case (6.2) entails (omitting the sample size n in the
notation)

. et

1+ en
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and, by Example[6.2] for the true parameter 9
N

\/5(191 - 191) —n—oco N2 — 02
where N is a centered normal distribution with variance

(6.3) 02 = lim — [(Snf?)? dug = m(1 — m).

m—o0 M
On the other hand, differentiating equation (6.1)) with respect to 71 yields

0 d _
8_7rlﬂfr([coa oy Cnt]) = = (L — g )

d7T1

Sy n—=S,

= ( N g1>eXP(Sn9110g7T1+(1Sngl)log(lﬂl))
T 1—71'1

which vanishes for 1

1 = E ng1-
Hence the maximum likelihood estimator 7 for =,

\/ﬁ(%l - 7T1),

is asymptotically normal with expectation 0 and variance 72 = (1 — 7). Since
by ([€2) V1 = log 1= we obtain for the estimator ¥ = log 17
— T ™
\/ﬁ(ﬂl - 191) = \/ﬁ lOg lA - IOg !
1— 1 1— 1

Using Taylor expansion around 91 /(1 — ¥1) up to the first order one obtains

V(i — ) =
1-m T — T
- ”<A ) () e

We conclude that the estimator for ¥ derived from the maximum likelihood esti-
mator for 7 differs only by the denominator: In the first case it is random and
asymptotic to 72 in the latter case it is the weighted sum of two y2-distributions
minus 72 (cf. Theorem BI0). In the setup of this note the family of densities of
the invariant Gibbs measure py is

exp{P(Fy) —95n f1}

Example 6.5. Consider the family of invariant Markov chains on the subshift of fi-
nite type Q. Let A = (a;5)1<i,j<q denote its defining {0, 1}-valued transition matrix.
Then the family can be described by {p = (pi;) @, j)er} where I = {(i, )| a;; = 1}.
The initial state for the chain is then given by the unique normed eigenvector
m = (pi)i<i<a for the eigenvalue 1 of the matrix P = (p;;) where p;; = p;; for
(i,7) € I and p;; = 0 otherwise.

This Markov measure p, is then given by

,LLP([COa EEEE) Cnfl]) =  PcoPcocy -+ Pep_2cn_1
n—2
= Pey €XP Z Z log(pij ) 11; 51 (o'(x) |,
1=0 (¢,j)el
where z € [co,...,cn—1] C Q and where o denotes the left shift transformation as

before.
The functions 1j; 5 ((é,7) € I) are certainly linearly dependent since their sum
equals 1. Deleting one of these functions, say 1j,, w.lo.g., from this family the
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new collection is linearly independent and any nontrivial linear combination is not
cohomologous to 0: If 0 # s € RIIZY £y . fi;/_; an enumeration of all function
in the new collection and

Y sifi=c+g—goo
i
then also for each n > 1
n—1
> sy fioo" =nct+g—goo™.
i k=0

Dividing by n it follows that

s n—1
lim E —ZE fiook =c¢
n—oo n
i k=0

at every point in 2. On the other hand, by the ergodic theorem,

n—1
nan;oZ%kzwfioak:;si/fidu [ a.s.

K2

for every ergodic shift-invariant probability p. Since it is easy to see that the right
hand side takes different values for some invariant measures p and p’ we get a
contradiction.

The constraint is Z(i,j) c1 Pij = a which gives now the parametrization

,ut([COa .. -7Cn—1]) =
n—3
Peo €XPp Z taal(gl(z)) + Z tij L g (Ul(x))
=0 (a,a)#(i,5)
where
(6.4) tiy =logpi; —logla— > pu) (i,) # (a,0),

(k) #(aa)

(6.5) taa = log(a — Z Dik)
(LE)#(a,a)

and where we used that 1j,q =1 — Z(a oy2G5er Li)-
The entropy h,(T") of a Markov measure with initial probabilities p; and transi-
tion probabilities p;; is well known,

hu(T) = Z Pipij log pij.
(i,5)el

Moreover,

/]l[z',j] dp = pipi; and /]1 dpu =1.
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Using the functions f; (1 < i < d:=|I| — 1) as before and letting ¢ = (¢;)1<i<d
denote the corresponding t;; as above, then for F; = Zle tifi +tqq we obtain that

/Ft dp = Z tijpiPij + taa

(a,a)#(,5)€l

= > (logpy —logla— > pu))pipij + laa

(a.0)£(i-d)el (a,0)#(L k)

= > pipijlogpi; —10gpaa Y Pibij +108Paa
(a,a)#(i,5)€l (a,a)#(i,5)€l

= Z Pipij log pij

(3,5)€l

This means that the Gibbs measure for the potential F; is the Markov measure p,
associated to m and P, which is shown similarly to the arguments in Example

As in the case of Bernoulli measures the contribution of t,, can be estimated
together with the other parameters ¢;; so that F; = ]l—i—zlii:l ¥; f; is a representation
of the potential functions where ¢ = (;)1<;<q are the newly defined parameters.

By Theorem [24] we can estimate the parameters ¢; (1 < i < d) using the
maximum likelihood estimator 9" so that 9" — ¢ a.s. and the distribution of
Vn(9" — 9) under uy converges weakly to the distribution of G=1(N)N?, where
N is a normal variable as explained in Theorem 2.8 The parameters ¢;; are then
estimated solving the equations defining the parameters . Details are left to the
reader.

Solving the equations (6.4) and (G.5) for p;; yields

Paa = €XpP taa
and
Dij = Paa €XP tij = exp(tij + taa)-

Hence we arrive at estimators
~n o ~n n o
Paa = €XP tij pij - eXp(tij + taa)'

Hence the estimators for p;; are a continuous function of 9" and the asymptotic
distribution carries over. Details are left to the reader (compare the discussion in

Example [6.4])

7. MODIFICATIONS OF THEOREM [2.]]

In a final section we discuss further applications of the main results. The first
extension concerns the case when the potential is linearly approximated, the second
one deals with maximum potential estimators when the f; are linearly independent
as cohomology classes (cf. Section [Z2).

7.1. Potentials (Fy)yco of class C3. So let {Fy : ¥ € © C R?} denote a
parametrized family of potential functions Fy : @ — R. Equation [B.2]) gives the
densities to be maximized. In the general case it seems to be a major problem to
show existence and uniqueness of maximum likelihood estimators, since its deriva-
tive equating to zero cannot be solved analytically nor the existence is guaranteed
at all. Note that solving the basic equation analytically also was not possible in
the special case of Theorem 271 However, the existence problem was solved using
the uniqueness of Gibbs measures in topologically mixing subshifts of finite type.
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For this reason we need to make the assumption that there exists a sequence of
maximum likelihood estimators 9" which under puy converge almost surely to the
true parameter 9. Here maximum likelihood estimator is understood to imply that

Dilvs([Xo, ..., Xu_1])](@") =0

for every 1 < i < d, where vy denotes the normalized eigenmeasure of the trans-
fer operator with potential Fs;. Then we have the following result which follows
essentially from the proof of Theorem 2.8

Theorem 7.1. Let {u; : t € O} be a family of equilibrium states on a subshift of
finite type with potential functions Fy (t € ©). Assume that

(1) There is a sequence of mazimum likelihood estimators o (n>1) ford € ®©
such that R
lim 9" =9 [y Q.S

n—oo
(2) The map t — F; is C3.
(3) The first oder partial derivatives

D;[F] () 1<i<d
are linearly independent as cohomology classes.

Then —with respect to the distribution p.y—
V@™ —9) = GTHN)N!

where N is a centered normal distribution on R% with invertible covariance matriz
EHo = Covy, (D1[Fe](9), ..., Da[F|(¥)) and G(M) = MMt — Xt M e R

Proof. The maximum likelihood estimators " for ¥ are implicitly defined by

= (1 X0y ..oy Xno1]) = Xo,. -, Xn—1l)-
Vﬁn([ 0, ) 1) Itneigwt([ 0 1))

Using equations B2) and B.3), writing C' = [Xo,...,X,—1] and taking the first
derivative this is equivalent to

(7.1) ﬂjmwu@ﬂ—nDM%mm@ww%ﬁ+om%@»=o 1<i<d.
[l

Lemma 7.2. We have
DAP(EN@) = [ DiFD@) dis.

Proof. The map t — F; has an expansion
d
Fy = Fy+ ) DilF](9)(t; — 0:) + R(O)||t — 0||?
i=1

for some 9 with ||J — 9| < ||t — 9| Observe that the map f — P(f) is Lipschitz
which implies that

P(F) = P(Fy + Y0 DilFJ)(9)(t: — 92)

It =]
R -3 D, -9,
< ettty POEHOR =l < oo,

hence
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The lemma follows now from Lemma [3.2]
d
DiF) + Y DENO) ~ 05)) = [ DEI) duy
j=1

setting ¢ = 9". As in Lemma [I3] one obtains
D[ (O)(¥) = / —n/Di[Ft](ﬁ) dpy 4+ SnD;[Fs](9) dvy
C

hence also

Difn(C))(0") = Difm(O)(9)
d
+D_ De[Dil(CNWNW} = 0) + o(nro (C)).
k=1

The proof is completed as the proof of Theorem 2.8, where the covariance matrix
is given by X#7. O

7.2. Asymptotic distribution for the maximum potential estimator. In
this section we return to the MPE estimator defined in Section Recall that it
is defined by B

¥y, = argmax{{{an,, (1,t)) — P(F})}.
We always assume that the functions fi,..., f4 are linearly independent as coho-
mology classes.

Theorem 7.3. Let (X,,)n>0 be a sequence of random variables in La(pyg,), and
assume that ¥, converges a.s. to 9y. Then

\/ﬁ(ﬁn - 190)
converges in distribution to a random variable G=1(N)N*®, where where N ~ N(0,X)
and GY(N) denotes the inverse of the matriz G(N) in Theorem [Z8. Moreover,
Y and the MLE 9, (n > 1) are asymptotically equivalent in the sense that their
a. s. limit and their asymptotic distributions agree.

Proof. The additional statement follows from Theorem [Z8, Theorem 27 and the
first part.
In order to show the first part use Taylor expansion for VP (F):

d
= Di[P(E)(0) + Y D;[DiPE)O](00) () — (Do);)

+ 3 DAIDPE)(0)(00) [[((F); — (90),)

[Al>2 J

d
= Di[P(F)](90) + 3 Dy [DiP(E)(0))(90)(9n); — (90);)

+O(|[9n — Do]1?)
and since D;[P(F5)|(90) = [ fi dps,
0 = S, fi— Di[P(F)](V)

d
Sk, fi — /fi dpo, — ZDj[Di[P(Fs)(t)](ﬂo)((gn)j — (Y0);)

+O([[0n = Vo[-
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As in the proof of Theorem 2.8 it then follows that the random vectors

and

(sxnfz-/n— / i d/wo) »
1<i<

G(ﬂn - 190)

are asymptotically equivalent (i.e. their difference converges to 0 in probability).
Since the convergence rate is o(ﬁ) and since the matrix G is a.s. invertible by

Lemma A3 also /n(d, — 9p) and

VnGT! (an,fi/n - /fi d/h%)

1<i<d

have the same limiting distribution. The second vector clearly converges in distri-

bution to the required law. This finishes the proof. (I
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