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QUASI-LIKELTHOOD-BASED EM ALGORITHM FOR REGIME-SWITCHING SDE

YUZHONG CHENG!™ AND HIROKI MASUDA?

ABSTRACT. This paper considers estimating the parameters in a regime-switching stochastic differential
equation(SDE) driven by Normal Inverse Gaussian(NIG) noise. The model under consideration incor-
porates a continuous-time finite state Markov chain to capture regime changes, enabling a more realistic
representation of evolving market conditions or environmental factors. Although the continuous dynam-
ics are typically observable, the hidden nature of the Markov chain introduces significant complexity,
rendering standard likelihood-based methods less effective. To address these challenges, we propose an
estimation algorithm designed for discrete, high-frequency observations, even when the Markov chain is
not directly observed. Our approach integrates the Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithm, which
iteratively refines parameter estimates in the presence of latent variables, with a quasi-likelihood method
adapted to NIG noise. Notably, this method can simultaneously estimate parameters within both the
SDE coefficients and the driving noise. Simulation results are provided to evaluate the performance of
the algorithm. These experiments demonstrate that the proposed method provides reasonable estimation
under challenging conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the problem of parameter estimation for stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with
Markovian switching, a class of hybrid systems that integrates continuous dynamics with discrete events.
More precisely, It is a stochastic process with two components, one component X describes the evolution of
the process, and another component a describes the switching between different regimes. This framework
is widely applicable in modeling complex systems where continuous processes interact with discrete state
transitions, such as those encountered in finance, ecology, and engineering.

In this paper, we focus on applying an Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithm to estimate param-
eters in Markov switching equations with hidden states. Besides the EM algorithm, another widely used
approach to this problem is the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method, with relevant literature
found in [Hahn et al., 2010] and [Hibbah et al., 2020].

For the EM approach, a previous study by [Chevallier and Goutte, 2017] introduced a two-step method
to estimate parameters in Markov switching stochastic differential equations with Lévy noise. Their
approach first employs an EM algorithm designed to estimate parameters in a Markov switching SDE
driven by Wiener noise, followed by a second step in which the parameters in the Lévy noise are estimated
by fitting the noise distribution to each regime. Their study assumes fixed observation time steps.

In contrast, this paper also considers Markov switching SDEs with Lévy noise but proposes an EM
algorithm that can simultaneously estimate parameters in both the drift coefficient and the Lévy noise
components. Our method is based on a quasi-likelihood approach for Lévy noise under high-frequency
observations, allowing for an adaptive, unfixed time step size.

Let (Q, F,{F:},P) be a complete filtered probability space with the filtration {F; };>0 admitting usual
conditions (i.e., it is right continuous and Fy contains all P-null sets). The process X = (X;);>( satisfies
an R-valued stochastic differential equation with switching given by the following expression

dXt = )\(b(at) — Xt)dt + dZt, (].1)

while @ = (a;)¢>0 be a homogeneous continuous-time Markov chain with finite state space S = {1,2,..., N}
where N is a known positive integer. We always assume the Markov chain «, the process Z in (1.1) and
X, are mutually independent. The generator @ = (g;;) of this Markov chain « is a N x N matrix whose
elements are characterized by

IP)(OétJrh—J ‘at—l)_ { 1+qz'ih+0(h), ifi:j, (12)
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for h | 0. Here we have ¢;; > 0 for ¢ # j and ¢;; = — Zi# q;; for all i.
The driving process Z is a Normal Inverse Gaussian(NIG) Lévy process on R with £(Z;) ~ NIG(q, 0, 4, 0).
The density function of this NIG distribution is given by

(1.3)

where § > 0, a > 0, K7 is the modified Bessel function of third order with index 1. It is well known that
NIG distribution is closed in convolution operation. Therefore we have Z; ~ NIG(a,0, 6t,0). For more
properties of NIG distribution, see [ ].

In the equation (1.1), A € Ry, and b(a¢)i>0 is a continuous-time Markov chain with state space
{b(1),b(2),...,b(N)}, b(i) # b(j) for i # j. The existence and uniqueness of a strong solution of equation
(1.1) is guaranteed by Theorem 2.1 in | ]

In our case, X is observed and « is latent (unobserved). Let h > 0, t; = jh for j = 0,1,...,n and
T,, = nh. The observation is the vector (Xy,, ..., X¢, ). We should let T}, be large enough to ensure that the
solution of (1.1) switches through all states in the state space S. We assume the following high-frequency
and long-term sampling conditions:

T,:=nh—00 and h—0 asn— oo.

Let
0 = (b(1),b(2),....,b(N), \,9),

and 0 € © where © = Hfil Op(i) X Ox X O5, and N > 2 be given. All ©y CR,,05; CRy,0,;) CR for
i =1,..., N are compact convex sets. Our objective is to estimate the parameter 6 from (X, );?:0. We
should mention here that the parameter a is a nuisance parameter, which may be unknown. To simplify
the computational complexity of the estimation procedure, we assume that @ is known and fixed. The
primary focus of this study is on the estimation of §. When the generator @ is unknown, refer to Remark
3.2.

The letter C denotes a positive constant which may change from location to location. We use py as a
generic symbol for densities and distributions parameterized by 6. We will write Xy ,, := (X4,, ..., X¢,),
Aty o= (0,0,

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the Cauchy quasi-likelihood approach
to the NIG distribution. Section 3 begins with a review of the standard EM algorithm, followed by our
main contribution, proposing a numerical method based on an approximated EM algorithm, including
methods for calculating the probability values required in the algorithm. In Section 4, we present nu-
merical experiments to evaluate the performance of our method. Finally, an Appendix provides relevant
background information.

2. QUASI LIKELIHOOD APPROACH FOR NIG LEVY NOISE

In this section, we introduce a Cauchy quasi-likelihood function for the equation (1.1), where the
driving noise Z is modeled as a NIG Lévy process. Quasi-likelihood functions are well established in the
literature and are an effective approach for approximating the true likelihood function. Gaussian quasi-
likelihood functions are commonly used for models driven by a Wiener process, while for more general
driving noises, such as jump processes, non-Gaussian quasi-likelihood functions may also be employed.
This has been demonstrated to yield satisfactory statistical properties, as discussed in [ ]
and | ]

When Z is a NIG Lévy process where Z; follows NIG(a, 0, d,0) where the density is given in (1.3), we
have that Zj, and A;Z follow the same distribution, and thus Zj, follows an NIG(a, 0, 6k, 0) distribution.
Therefore, by Euler approximation, we have the approximate expression for A;Z:

th — (th71 + )\(b(Oétjil) — thil)h) ~ AJZ ~ NIG(CL, O, 5h70)
Also it is known that for any ¢,d € R

Y = ¢X +d ~ NIG (“,o,cé,d>,

when X ~ NIG(a,0,4,0), see [ ]. From this, we obtain that
A Z
oh

||

~ NIG(ahl3],0,1,0).
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Substituting the approximate expression for A;Z into the above relation, we have

Xy, =) A;Z
e ~ = ~ NIG(ah|d],0,1,0),

where

,Uj—l()\) = th—l + )\(b(atj—l) - th—l)h'
As noted in | ] this probability density converges to a standard Cauchy distri-
bution as A — 0. Thus, we can use the Cauchy distribution to approximate the NIG distribution for

small-time step sizes. We let 1 be a standard Cauchy random variable independent of X and «, then the
conditional distribution of Xy, given (X¢,_,,cy, ;) may be approximated by

Xt = 6hn + pj—1(N) = 6hm + Xo,_, + Mb(ow,_,) — X¢,_,)h,

when time stepsize h be sufficiently small. We set f(Xy;[X¢,_,,a¢,_,;0) be a Cauchy density function
given by

1
j—l’atj—l;e): — 2\
Ohm (1 + (ij g‘;*l(/\)) )

and now use this f(Xy,[X¢,_,,as,_,;0) to approximate transition density of X; from ¢;_; to ;. Observe
that (1.3) contains the Bessel function, which makes it computationally demanding. A notable advantage
of using the Cauchy distribution approximation is that it avoids this complexity.

Under the guidance of above ideology, we define Cauchy quasi-likelihood function Q,,(6) which is given
by

F(X, X, (2.1)

n
Qn(0) = Zlog f(th |Xtrnatj71§9)-
j=1
The Cauchy Quasi Maximum Likelihood Estimator (CQMLE) seeks to maximize the Cauchy quasi-
likelihood function, @, (6), concerning the parameter §. However, it is not feasible to directly maximize
Qn(#) as it contains the unobserved process . Thus, function Q,,(6) here is not a proper choice in our
situation. It should be noted that if o were observable, Q,, () would be a suitable choice for maximization.
We propose an EM algorithm-based approach utilizing a Cauchy quasi-likelihood approximation in the
next section.

Remark 2.1. Since we use the Euler approximation to construct the quasi-likelihood function, our ap-
proach is not limited to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck-type SDE (1.1). In general, we can apply it to the broader
class of regime-switching SDFEs with the following form:

dX; = w( Xy, ap)dt + o( Xy, ot )dZy.

See also Remark 3.1.

3. EM ALGORITHM APPROACH

In this section, we consider the EM algorithm approach for equation (1.1).

3.1. Standard EM algorithm revisited. We will use the EM algorithm in the next subsection. The
EM algorithm introduced by | | is an efficient iterative method to compute the Max-
imum Likelihood estimator when some variable is unobserved. Here we introduce the basic background of
the EM algorithm. Let X and Y be random variables, and define p(x, y; 6) as the joint density function of
(X,Y) € R?, and p(y|x; 0) as the conditional density function of Y given X, where # € ©, © is a bounded
convex domain of parameters. Suppose that the variable X is observed and Y is a latent variable. The
EM algorithm is to estimate # under the incompletely observed data. The log-likelihood function I, ()
of n i.i.d. observations {(X1,..., X,;} is defined by

In(0) = jillog </p(Xj7yj;9)dyj> :

The maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) is to find some 6,, € © which maximizes the function I,,(6).
The EM algorithm uses an auxiliary function to calculate the MLE through iteration. We introduce a
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function @, (0, 6’), which is called finite-sample Q-function, defined by

Qn(0,0") = En: (/p(ylej;9')10gp(Xj,yj;9)dyj> :

j=1
The EM algorithm consists of the following two steps. Given an initial value (%)
e The first E-step is to compute the finite-sample Q-function @, (6, 97(17”)),

n

(0,007 = Z(/ yJ|Xj;é§;”>)logp(Xj,yj;H)dyj)v

=1
form=0,1,..;
e The second M-step is to find

00"+ ¢ argmax Q,, (6, 65™).
0

m+1

After doing the E-step and M-step, we have the estimate 9 through é%m ), By repeating the E-step
9(m+ )

and M-step, the estimate 6y, is expected to converge to the MLE by the following reason.
Observe that, for any 6,6’ € ©,

Zlog (/ j,ygﬁ)dyj)
1 og ( / ((y T;éi’o,))p(ylej;@’)dyj)
log (p(( J;éy] ’9,;) p(y;|X;;0")dy;

log (p(Xj,y;:0)) p(y;1X;;0")dy; —Z/log (p(y;1X;3;0") p(y;| X3 0")dy,

Jj=1

= Qu(0,0") —Z/log (p(y;1X;:0") p(y;| X3 0")dyj,
j=1

where the inequality follows from Jensen’s inequality. It is clear to see that when 6 = 6’ the inequality

becomes an equality because % =p(X;;60'). Let

=3 [ 108 ol 5300 plas X, 0)s
j=1

so that we have

ln(e) 2 Qn(97 91) - An(91)7 (3-1)
for all 6 and 6. Our goal here is to find a value @ that maximizes the log-likelihood function 6 + ,,(9).
Now we have the function @, (0,0") — A, (6’) is bounded from above by the log-likelihood function i, (6)
and the relation 1,(0") = @Q,(6',0") — A,(0"). Hence we know that each 6 maximizing the function
Qn(6,0") — A, (0") should increase the log-likelihood function [,,(#). Thus, instead of directly maximizing
function [,(0), we can try to maximize the function 6 — @Q,(0,0") — A,,(0"). This is the basis of the
Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithm. We have

égn+1) € argmax (Qn(H, éslm)) — An(é;m)))
(4
€ argmax Q,, (6, 05™),
0

where we drop the term which contains no . Since
Qn(é£1,7n+1)’ év(mm)) - An(éﬁzm)) > Qn(é;m)v éSLm)) - An(éﬁlm))a

by (3.1), we have
(G5 Y) 2 1, (65).

This shows that the EM algorithm iteratively increases the log-likelihood function I,,(0).
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The main advantage of the Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithm is that it provides a convenient
framework for solving Maximum Likelihood Estimation problems when unobserved or missing data is
present. By maximizing the finite-sample Q-function instead of the log-likelihood function directly, the
EM algorithm makes it easier to handle situations where some data is not directly available.

3.2. EM algorithm for our Switching SDE. Now, we shift our focus back to the switching SDE
model. Our approach for estimating the parameter 6 is built upon an EM algorithm tailored for diffusions
with Markovian switching, as described in | ]. However, our method diverges
from | ] in several key aspects. Specifically, we operate in a high-frequency
observation setting, where the time step size h is sufficiently small. Instead of relying on the commonly
used Gaussian likelihood approximation, we leverage the asymptotic distribution of the Normal Inverse
Gaussian (NIG) Lévy process over small time intervals to construct a Cauchy quasi-likelihood function.
As was mentioned, the EM algorithm is particularly well-suited for models involving latent variables,
as it offers a computationally feasible approximation to the maximum likelihood estimator. A critical
component of this method is the definition of an appropriate target function—in our case, a quasi-
likelihood function—to be maximized through iterative steps of the EM algorithm.
Let Xo.n = (Xty, X4y, -, Xt,, ) denote all observations of X, Ao, = (g, @ty .oy iz, ). Define p(Xo p, Ag.n; 6)

as the joint density function of Xg, and Ao, under 6 with respect to some o-finite measure on R"*1 x
St Since the continuous-time Markov chain « is not directly observed, we investigate an EM al-
gorithm to estimate the parameters. Following the idea in the standard EM algorithm, we integrate
the joint density function p(Xg ., Ag n;6) over the unobserved variables Ag,, to define the log-likelihood
function L, () as

]L’n(o) = log Z p(XO,na AO,n; 0)
Ao, n€S™

By following the standard EM algorithm framework, we derive the following: for any 6 and ¢’,

L,(6) =log Z P(Xo,n, Aon;6)

Ap nES™

:10g Z p XO n7AO ’nne) (A()7n|XO,n;01)

ES" A0 n|XO mol)
XO ny AO ns 0) ) /
> 3 b ( p (B0 nlX0n: 6
LeSn AO n|XO nael)
= Z IOg (p(XO,ny AO,TL; 0))17 (AO,n‘XO,n; 0/)
Ag,n€S™
— Y 10g (0 (AonlXom:6) p (Aol Xom:0) .
AO,,,,ES”

Within the standard EM algorithm framework, the function

Hy(0,6') := Y 10g (p(Xo.n, 80,3 0)) p (Ao n[Xon; 0)
Ag nES™

is commonly used for iterative optimization. However, in our context, the explicit form of the function
P(Xo,n, Ag,n; 0) is unknown, making a direct use in the EM algorithm unsuitable. To address this issue,
we introduce a quasi-likelihood approximation for p(Xg ,,, Ao.; 0) as a feasible alternative. By employing
the quasi-likelihood approximation, the function H,(6,6’) can be reformulated to accommodate its use
within the EM algorithm framework.

We now detail the procedure to modify the function H,(6,6"). First, observe that

p(XO,na AO,n; 9) = p(XO,n|AO,n; g)p(AO,n; 9)

Recall that the Markov chain o and the Lévy process Z are assumed to be independent. Consequently, the
process X can be viewed as a solution to an inhomogeneous Markovian Lévy-driven stochastic differential
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equation, conditional on o. The Euler approximation for X;, is expressed as
th ~ th71 =+ A(b(atjil) — thil)h + A]Z
This approximation provides an approximated representation for the density of X;, conditional on X;, ,

and oy, ,, which can be modeled by the Cauchy density function f(X,[ Xy, |, ,;0) asin (2.1). Hence,

J

we approximate p(Xg ,|Ag »;6) by the following:
P(Xo,n|Ao,n; 0) = p(Xy, [Xom—1,80m:0)p(Xo,n—1|A0,n; 0)
~ p(Xe, | X,y o, 0)p(Xon—1|Aon—1;0)
~ (X | X o 0)p(XKon—1|Aon—1;0).

We employ the following two approximation steps:

e In the first approximation, we approximate p(Xo,,|Ag,; 0) as the product of p(X, | X¢, |, ¢, ,30),
utilizing the Markov property of X; conditioned on ay.
e In the second approximation, we approximate p(Xy;|Xy; ,,a¢,_,;0) using the Cauchy density
J(Xt,| X, ), a¢;_,;0) in (2.1). This approximation is particularly useful in high-frequency scenar-
ios and serves as the foundation for our quasi-likelihood approach to approximating p(Xo ,|Ao,n; 0).
This two-step approximation allows us to construct the following quasi-likelihood approach suitable for
high-frequency observations. By induction, we derive:

P(Xonlhon;0) ~ ] F(X0, X0, _1s 0, 156)- (3.2)
j=1
Additionally, note that p(Ag,;0) can be expressed as the product of transition densities p(ay;|oy, ;).
Consequently, we approximate p(Ag,;6) as:
p(Aon:0) = [ plas,lon,_,:0)
j=1
-1I (I{atj:atjfl} (1 + o,y Bt o(h)) + I{a, 2ar, 1) (qatjilatj h+ o(h)))
j=1
~ H (I{atj =atj 1} (1 F o, oy, h) + o o, Yo, o, h) ’ (3:3)

Il
s

J

where I is the indicator function. The Cauchy quasi-likelihood approximation of p(Xg ,,, Ag »;6) combines
(3.2) and (3.3), leading to:

p(XO,'ru AO,n; 9) = p(XO,n|AO,n; e)p(AO,vu 9)
~ H f(th |th717atj71;6) (I{atj :atj—l} (1 + qatj,latj,l h) + I{atj ?éatj,l}qatj,latj h) .
j=1

Using this approximation, it is natural to define the modified function H,(6,6") as follows:

H,, (0;0") = Z Z Z 10g{f (Xe, 1 Xe,_ys 0,y = 50) (Tppmiy (1 + qish) + I{k;ﬁi}Qikh)}

j=14€S keS
-P (atkl =i,04; = k[Xo,n; 0') , (3.4)

with which we will replace H,,(6,6’) in the EM algorithm.

In H,(6;6"), the conditional probabilities of all latent variables Ag, in H,(6,6’) are reduced to
the conditional probabilities of two consecutive variables ay,_, and ay,;. This modification aligns the
logarithmic terms in the summation and simplifies the computational process. The components of
H,,(6;0"), except for P (Oétj,l =i,04;, = k[Xopn; 0 ), are given explicitly. This facilitates differentiation
with respect to the parameter 6, which is essential for optimization in the EM algorithm. The term
P (atjfl =i,04, = k|Xon; 0 ) is computable using numerical methods, which will be discussed in Section
3.3.

Remark 3.1. We should mention it here that in the second step of approximation (3.2), we utilize the
Cauchy approzimation f(X|X¢,_,,ou,_, =i;6) due to the Normal Inverse Gaussian (NIG) distribu-
tional property of the driving Lévy noise. In high-frequency settings, the NIG density can be effectively
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approximated by a Cauchy density. In general, an appropriate quasi-likelihood should be selected according
to the specific distributional characteristics of the driving Lévy process. As long as the high-frequency sam-
pling h — 0 for infinite-activity non-Gaussian Z is concerned, one natural (and often optimal) choice is
the a-stable approxzimation for a € (0,2). We refer interested readers to | I 1,
[ |, and the references therein.

To formulate the EM algorithm based on the modified function H,,(6;6’), we proceed as follows.

Initialization: Begin by specifying an initial value for the parameter vector:
0 = (b(1),b(2), ..., b(N) @, A0 5, Q)

where 0 serves as the starting point for the iterative procedure.
First E-step: In the first E-step, calculate the function H, (6; 6’) by substituting the initial param-
eter values 6(°) into ¢’

n(0; 9(0) ZZ Z log{ Xt | Xe, 0, = i;Q) (I{k:i} (1+ qiih) + I{k#}qikh)}
j=1ieS keS
P (atjfl =1i,0q; = k[Xon; é(o)) ,

First M-step: In the first M-step, maximize 6 + Hn(Q;é(o)) to obtain an updated parameter
estimate:

0 e argmax H,, (0; ).
0

Iterative Steps: After obtaining 61, set # = Y in equation (3.4), and repeat the above men-
tioned E- and M-steps iteratively. Suppose we are at the m + 1-th step:

E-step: the finite-sample Cauchy quasi-likelihood function for m + 1 step is

n(6;61) ZZZlog{ F (XX, o, = 150) (Tgp=iy (1 + gish) Jr[{k;éi}qz‘kh)}

j=14ieS keS

-P (Oztj71 = i, atj = k|XO,n; é(m)) . (35)

M-step: M-step is to compute the maximizer of H,,(6; é(m)). We let
0m+Y) € argmax H,, (6; 0™).
0

Note that we have

H, (60D 60m) > H, (60™); §0m),

To compute 0 in each step, for example at m + 1 step, we compute the derivatives of H,, (6; OA(’”)) with
respect to 6. First, we have

1
n(0;00" Z Z Z log ) (Tik=iy (1 + gish) + Iipzayqinh)

. 2

-P (oztjfl =i,04; = k|Xon; é(m))

" 14 qiih . . L A(m)
— ZZlog " 1(/\))2) P (atj_l =i, 04, = i|Xon; 0 )

imies | onr (1 + (P

S qgikh , ~om
£33 g ) P (o = 00, = Kl¥o:6).

; ! Xt —pj—
LA o (e
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Here we give expressions of these derivatives. First, we have

9sH,, (6;0™) ZZZ K1 ;(0)K2;(0))

j=1ieS keS

P (atj—l = i) Oét]. = k|XO,n7 é(m))

where
(X, — pj—1(N)*
Kl’j(e) = 52]7, - h’/T,
1
K> ;(0) = AN
Sh <1 + (R )
We have
ONH, (0;0™)) = "N ") " (Ko ;(0) K3 4(9))
j=1ieS keS
-P (atjfl =i,04; = k[Xon; é(m))
where

2m (X, — pi-1 (V) (000) — X))

K37j(0) = (5

For the derivatives with respect to b(l), I € S, we have
Oy H (6;0) = (K3, ;(0) K ()P (atj,l =1L, = k[Xon: é<m>)

where
1

dhm (1 + (th_(ij1+(’S\}(Lb(l)_x‘jl)h))2>

2m( Xy, — (X, FA0(1) — Xy, )h))A
5 )

In many applications of the EM algorithm, it is impossible to explicitly find out the M-step. As can
be seen from the above expressions of the first derivative, 6(m+1) can not be computed in a closed form.
Thus we have to apply some feasible numerical approaches. One such approach is solving the M-step by
using a one-step estimation method of the Newton-Raphson type, as described in | ]. In this
case the estimator (m+1) ig given by

K3,,;(0) =

)

J

K47l,j(9) =

) R —1 N ~
G = 4 — (D3, (00500 ) OpHL (0 00). (3.6)

This method suggests that a one-step Newton method at each M-step would be sufficient to ensure the
convergence of the EM algorithm. To avoid potential computational issues, we will not make direct use
of the Hessian matrix aan(e("U; 6(™); just for reference, we give its expression in Section 5.1.

Another approach is the first-order EM algorithm introduced in | ]. Let QAY,ZH)
be the estimate in m + 1 step computed by the first-order method:

Oy = 00+ pdgHL, (0 = 016, (3.7)

where p > 0 is an appropriately chosen value. In the paper | ], the value of p

is chosen such that it satisfies certain conditions that guarantee the theoretical convergence of the EM
algorithm. Through these fomula we can nurmerically compute 6 = 6(m+1) without solving the equation
OpHL,, (0;6™) = 0. If we use the first-order method in (3.7), when we enter the (m + 2)th iteration, we
let H(m+1) = QAQZH), so the new M-step in (m + 1)th step becomes

M’'-step: Compute éit?;ﬂ) using (3.7)
B — ) 4 L (0 = 60, 60,

and then let #(m+1) = éﬁiZH) for the m + 2 step.
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We propose the EM algorithm as in Algorithm 1. The computation of P (Oétj,l =i,04; = k[Xon; é(m)>

Algorithm 1 EM Algorithm for switching SDE

1: Choose initial value 8©) = (b(1)© 5(2)© .. b(N)© A© §0)) asmall positive e, and an appropriate
positive p. Let m = 0. .
2. E-step: Compute the function H,,(#;0(™) where

n(0; G(m) Z Z Z log{ Xt |XtJ 1y =1 9) (I{k:i} (14 qish) + I{k?gi}qikh)}

j=14icS keS

P (atﬂ =iay, = k|X0,n;é<m>)
3: M’-step: Compute the estimate é(mﬂ) = §(™) where
B ) - gL (6 = B G
4: Let O(m+1) = éi”;“).
5: Check the termination condition. If the difference in absolute value is less than ¢, then stop the

algorithm and output 6(m+1) as the result. If not, continue to the next step.
6: Let m = m + 1 and return to the E-step.

is presented in Algorithm 2.

Remark 3.2. In this study, to focus on our primary objective, namely the estimation of 0, we are
assuming that the generator @ is known. If computational complexity is not a concern, the EM algorithm
could be extended to treat Q) as an additional estimation target. To incorporate Q into the estimation,
the Cauchy quasi-likelihood function (3.4) in the EM algorithm can be formally modified as follows:

H(6,Q; 00, Q) =3 log{f (X4, 1 X0, 1y 0,y =50) (Tgmsy (1+ qish) + f{k#}qikh)}

j=14€S keS
-P (atjfl =i,04, = k|X07n;é(m),Q(m)) .
In addition, the M-step must include an update for Q, which can be performed as follows in an analogous
way to (3.7):
QU+ = Qm) 4 p@QHn(é(m), Q™) gim) Q(m))_
The first-order derivatives of H, (0, Q; é(m), Q(m)) with respect to q;i are given by:

aqzan(ea Q7 é(m)’ Q(m)) = Z h P (Oétj;l = la O{tj = Z|X0,n7 é(m)a Q(m)) )
J

— 1+ quh
n
A A 1 A A
00 Hn (6, Q0. Q) = 57 P a,, = Lo, = mf¥o,0:07,Q0)  forl #m.

j=1
The computation of the probabilities P (at =l ay = k|X0,n;é(m),Q(m)) is analogous to the method

described in Section 3.3, with replace q; by q(m),

3.3. Caculation of some probabilities. The iteration procedure in (3.5) involves probability values
P (atj_l =i,04, = k\Xoyn;é(m)) for i,k € S and j = 1,2,...,n. However, computing these probabilities
can be challenging as these values depend on all information X¢,. To address this, we can adopt a
method proposed by | ], which was originally used for dynamic linear models, and adapt it for
our purposes. In this subsection, we illustrate the method for computing these values. The calculation

of P (oztjfl =i,04;, = k|Xon; é(m)) can be divided into three steps:
Step 1: Compute the filtered probability P (atj =1 | Xo,;; é(m)) .
Step 2: Using the results obtained in Step 1, calculate the probability P (atjfl =id,0q, =k | Xoj1; é(m))
and the probability P (atj =Fk|Xo,-1; é“’”) .
Step 3: Utilize the results from Step 2 to compute the joint probability P (atj =id,04,, = k| Xon; é(m)> .
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We will describe each part in detail and also note that, in some cases, the explicit computation of these
probabilities may be difficult due to numerical issues, so we may need to use approximations instead of
explicit values. By following this procedure, we can obtain reliable probability values for the iterative
process. Let p(-) be the density function of P(-) with respect to suitable measure.

3.3.1. Step 1 : Calculation of P (oztj = i|X07j;9A(m)). We have

Zkesp (thyatj =1, At = k|Xo,j,1; é(m))
p (th|X0,j—1;é(m))

P (ar, = il¥o,5:00) =

Note that we have

p (th 1Xo,-15 é(m)) => > p (th,atj =lay,_, =k [Xo;-1; é(m)) ;
€S keS

so it is enough to compute p (th,atj =i, = k|X0,j_1;9A(m)). We propose to use the following
expression:

p (thvatj = i,atj_l = k|X0,j71aé(m))
=p (th lo, =i, a4, =k, Xoj-1; é(m)) P (Oétj =i,a, , = k|Xoj-1; é(m)>

~ f(Xyl X0, = kz;é(m))P (atj =i, , = k:|X07j,1;9A(m))

j—1°
= f(th |th_1aatj_1 = k; é(m))P (Oétj = Z'|04t]-_1 = kaXO,j—U é(m)) P (at]-_l = k‘XO,j—ﬁ é(m)>
= f(th |th71,04tj71 = k; é(m)) (I{k:z} (1 + Qkkh) + I{;C#i}qkih) P (Oftj,l = k|X07j_1; é(m)) . (38)

Notice that we used the approximation in the third line of (3.8) as follows:

p (th |04tj =1, At = k,Xo,j-1; é(m)> ~ f(th ‘ij_uatj_l =k; é(m))7 (3.9)
and also used the following approximation in the line of (3.8):
P <at_7. = klay, , =i, %o 1; é<m>) ~ Ty (1+ qih) + Ty qinh- (3.10)

We explain the reason why (3.9) holds as follows:

p (thaatj = i‘atj,1 = k7X0,j71; é(m))

P (th|atj =i, , = k,Xo,j—l;é(m)> = -
P (o, = ilou,, = k,Xog-1:00m)

p (thaatj = Z“Oétj71 = k7th71;9A(Tn)>

P (atj =iloy, , = k,xo’j,l;éw))

j—

f(th |Xt.7—1?at' 1= ka é(m))P (atj = i|at.7'—1 = k’ th_l;é(m))

~
~

P (Oétj = i|atj71 = k,XQJ_l; é(m))
= J(Xe; | Xy s o, = K3 é(m))' (3.11)

Note that we used the Markov property of the two-component process (X¢, o) in the second line of (3.11)
and that we applied our Cauchy approximation toward the unknown transition probability of (X, ay) in
the third line of (3.11).

So we finally obtain a formula to compute P (oztj = i|X07jé(m)>7 that is

> kesP (thatj =th,aq_, = k|Xo,j71;é(m))

2 1es 2ukes P (thvatj =loay , =k [Xo;-1; é(m))

P (O‘tj = i|XO,j§é(m)> =

)

with the approximation

p (th’atj =0, = k|X0,j—1;é(m))
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~ f(XtJ |th715atj,1 = k; é(m)) (I{k:z} (1 + Qkkh) + I{]f#i}qkih) P (Oltj,l = k|X07j_1; é(m)) .

Note that the value P (atj =1Xo,j; é(m)> for each j is obtained from the value P (at]._l =k|Xo,j-1; é“’”).
Therefore we obtain a forward algorithm to calculate P (atj = i|Xo,;; é(m)) for all j =1,...,n with given

initial values PP (ato = i| Xo; (m)) forie S.

3.3.2. Step 2 : Calculation of P (Oltj,l =i, = k|X0,j_1;0A(m)) and P (atj = k|X07j_1;0A(m)). By

straightforward computations and approximation (3.10), we have
P (Oztj71 = ’L', atj = k|X0,j,1; é(m)) =P (atj = ]{?‘Ottj71 = i7X0,j,1; é(m)) P (Oztj71 = Z'|X0)j,1; é(m))

~ (Igp=iy (1 + qiih) + Iipziy@ich) P (atj_l = i[Xo,j-1; é(m)> ;
and
P (Oétj = k|X0’j,1; é(m)) = Z]P) (atj = ]{7, at].71 = ilXOJ,l; é(m))
ics
~ Z (Ite=iy (1 + qiih) + e iy @ich) P (Oétj_l =1iXo,j-1; é(m)) .
=

Note that P (C%tj,l =1i|Xo,j-1; é(m)) is obtained in Step 1.

3.3.3. Step 3 : Calculation of P (atj =id,04,,, = k|Xon; é(m)). We first propose the following approxi-
mation:

P (atj =0, = k|X0n;é(m))

41
_Pp (atm = k|Xo.n; m>) P
~P (at = k[Xg 00 >) P

P (ot = KlXons 00" ) P (ar, =i,y = ki¥o,530™)

: P (atHl = k|Xo,j; é(m)) . (3.12)

O[tj

= i|atj+1 = kaXO,n; é(m))

(Oltj = ’i|O[tj+1 = k,XO’J,é(m))

Here, we have used the following approximation in the second line:
P (o0, = ilay,s = b, Xons07) % P (ar, = ilar,, =k Xoy:00). (3.13)
Below, we illustrate the reason for the approximation (3.13). Note that

P (atj =iloy,,, =k, Xo,n; é(m)>

41
=P (atj =ilayg,,, =k, Xoj, Xj1,n; é(m))
D (atj =1, X1 n|a,,, =k, Xoj; é("’))
p (Xj+1,n|atj+1 =k, Xo,; é(m)>
P (atj =ilay;,, =k, Xoj; é(m)> P (Xj+1,n|atj =i, =k, Xo; é(m)>

- " . (3.14)
P (Xjsnla, s = kKo 00m)

Now if the equation
p (Xj+1,n|04tj = ’i, (Jétj+1 = k‘, XOJ; é(m)> =p (Xj+1,n|04tj+1 = k, Xojj, ) é(m)) (3.15)

holds, then the rightmost side of (3.14) simplifies to P (at =ilay,,, =k, Xoj; é(m)), leading to (3.13)
and hence the approximation (3.12). In this case, this equation implies that knowing both X ; and oy, ,,
ay; will not provide any additional information on X; 1, beyond what is already contained in Xo ; and
;... However, it should be noted that the argument is an approximate one since (3.15) may not always
be true.
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The expression (3.12) give us a backward method to compute P (atj =d,04,,, = k|Xon; é(m)), know-

ing P (oztn - i|xo,n;é<m>), P <atj =i, = k|X0,j;é<m>) and P(atHl - k|X07j;é<m>) for i,k € S,
7=0,1,2,...,n — 1. We illustrate here the computation steps:
(1) forj=n-1,i,keS:

P (atn = k[Xo.n: é<m>) P (atn_l = i,01, = k|Xon1; é<m>)

P (at%l =i,q = k\Xovn;é(m)) ~ -
P (Oétn = k|Xo,n-1; 9(m))

(2) forj=n—-2,i,keS:

) P (atn_l = k|Xoon; é<m>) P (atn_Q =i 00, , = k[Xon_2: é<m>)
]P) (O[tn72 = ’l:’ O[tn71 = k|X0,n, G(m)> ~

3

P (Oztn71 = k|X0,n_2; é(m))
where

P (atn—l = k‘XO,n; é(m)) = ZP (atn—l = k‘lvatn = Z‘XOJ’L; é(m)) .
lesS

Note that the values P (atnfl =k,ar, =1|Xon; é(m)> for all k,1 € S are provided by the previous
step (1).

(3) Repeat this process several times until we obtain the values P (oztj =i, , = k|Xon; é(m)> for
all j =0,1,...n—1and i,k € S.

Finally, we summarize the computation method in Algorithm 2. By combining Algorithms 1 and 2,
we can now use our method to estimate the parameters.

4. SIMULATION STUDY

In this section, we present the simulation results obtained through the application of our proposed
EM algorithm. The Euler approximation method, with a small step size, was utilized to generate sample
paths of our switching stochastic differential equation model. The algorithms described in Section 3
were then applied to estimate the parameters of the model. In the subsequent subsections, we provide a
detailed description of the parameter settings, sample generation procedure, choice of initial values, step
size, and terminal time in our simulation. The estimated values of the parameters are presented in table
form, and visual representations in the form of figures are provided to illustrate the intermediate values
of the estimator during the iterative procedure.

In the simulation, we set the state space S = {1,2}. This means the equation (1.1) is switching
between two states. We consider the following setting of the parameters:

Q= —0.009 0.009
~ \ 0.005 —0.005)"
b(1) =6, b(2) =23,
A=2 6=1, a=03.
Our estimation target is parameter 8 = (b(1),b(2), A, 9).

4.1. Sample-path generation. The sample path of the process X; in equation (1.1) can be generated
by the Euler approximation (5.2) in Appendix:

th ~ th—l + )\(b(atj—l) - th—l)h + AJZ’
where A;Z ~ NIG(a,0,6h,0). There are two points to be mentioned for sample-path generation:

e To estimate the parameters in all states, the sample path must range over the entire state space,
which requires a sufficiently large terminal time T’

e To ensure accuracy, the step size h must be small enough to satisfy the validity condition of the
Cauchy approximation in the Euler approximation.

n

Below, we describe the method used to simulate a high-frequency sample { X, } j—o with ¢; = jh; recall

that h = T'/n where T' denotes the terminal sampling time.
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Algorithm 2 Computation of P (Oltj,l =i, ay; = k|Xon; é(m)) fori,k e S

1: Choose initial values P (atg = 1|Xo,0; é(m)) foralli e S. Let j = 1.
2: while 7 <n do
3:  Compute P (atj =1Xo,j; é(m)> forie S as

LresP (th’atf =ty = k|X0,j—1;é(7n))
Lies LresP (th’atj =loy , =k, |X0,j71;é(m))

P (atj = Z'|X0,j; é(m)) =

with
p (th,atj =0y, = k[Xo -1 é(m))

~ f(th ‘Oétj71 = ]ﬂ, Xt].717é(m)) (I{kzz} (1 + Qkkh) + I{k¢l}kah) P (O‘t]-,l = ]{Z‘Xo’jfl; é(m)) .

j=7+1
end while
Let j =1.

while j <n do
Compute P (atj_l =i,04; = k[Xoj-1; é(m)> and P (atj = k[Xo,j-1; é(m)) for i,k € S as

P (atj—l =i, ay; = k[Xoj-1; é(m)> =P (atj = klag, , =1, Xo,5-1; é(m)) P (atj—l = i|Xo,j-1; é(m)>

and
P (Ottj = k[Xo,j-1; é(m)) — ZIP’ (at] =k,ou,_, =1UXo, -1; é(m))
€8s
=) P (O‘tﬂ' = klag,_, = Z7X0,j71§é(m)> P (atm _ z\xo’jfl;g(m) ’
1es

respectively, with

P (o, = klag,, = i, Xo-1;0) =P (o, = klag,, = i507) % Igymy (14 aih) + Ipupiy s

9 j=j5+1
10: end while
11: Let j =n.

12: while j > 1 do
13:  Compute P (Oétj,l =i,a4; = k[Xo,n; é(m)) fori,k € S as

P (oztj = kXo,n; é(m)) P (atjfl =i,04, = k[Xoj_1; é(m))

P (Oétj71 = i7 Q= k‘XO,n, é('rn)) ~ A
P (atj = k|Xo,j-1; 9(’"))
14: j = ] — 1.

15: end while

e First, we use the R package spuRs to generate Markov chain « (see | ] for details)
with a smaller step size § = h/10.
e Using the data (0451)11278, we then apply the FEuler scheme to generate the data for X:

XSI, = XSl—l + )\(b(asl—l) - XSL—1)5 + ZSz - ZSl—17

where s; = [0 for | € {0, 1, ...,10n}; this internally generates {X;, };27.
e Next, we select a subsequence of the data { X, 7o from {Xs, }2’0’ with step size h; by thinning
the sequence like this, we obtain high-frequency data {X, }}L:O.
Figure 1 shows the sample paths of X given initial values of X;, = Xy =0, ay, = a9 = 6 and a step

size of h = 0.1 for terminal times T of 500, 1000, 2000, and 5000.

4.2. Termination conditions. To determine when to terminate the EM algorithm, specific termination
conditions need to be defined. As the convergence speed of the EM algorithm is generally slower than
other numerical methods, these conditions should be carefully chosen to ensure the accuracy of the final
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FIGURE 1. Sample paths

estimation. The commonly used termination conditions are the difference of estimations, the relative
difference of likelihood function values, and the relative difference of estimations. We also need a small
positive value € as an admissible tolerance for convergence. Now suppose we are at m + 1 step, then the
relative difference of likelihood function values is given by

pt . [Ha(60mD:60m) — H, (§0; 9
= i

m,m-+1 ‘Hn(é(m),é( )|

Y

the relative difference of estimations is given by
) - |§(m+1) — é(m)‘
m,m-+1 ‘é(m)| )
and the difference of estimations is given by

D3 — |é(m+1) _ é(m)‘

m,m—+1 *

We choose one of these three differences Dy, ,+1. If the difference Dy, ,,,41 is greater than e, we continue
to do the iteration step m + 2. When the difference Dy, ;41 is less than e, we stop the iteration and let
6(m+1) be the final estimates of parameter 6.
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4.3. Estimation. We consider the estimation of parameter 6 = (b(1),5(2), A, ). The stopping criterion
for the iteration procedure in Algorithm 1 is defined by a small value of €, such that the iteration stops
when the difference |[§(™+1) — §(™)]| is less than e. Additionally, a suitable positive value of p must be
chosen to govern the iteration process. The quadratic error used in the simulation is defined by |y — 4|?
where -y is the true parameter value and 4 is the final estimation of the EM algorithm. We stop at 300
iterations if the difference can not reach e.

To initialize Algorithms 1 and 2, we require initial parameter values 6 and the initial state probabil-

ities P (ato = 1|X0,0; é(0)> for all i € S. In simulations, we set P (ato = 1|X0,0; é(o)) to be equal for each

i and choose 0(%) randomly, with b(1),b(2), A € [0,10], 6 € (0,5].

Table 1 presents the simulation results for 7" = 500, h = 0.1, and n = 5000, with € set to 0.02 and
p set to 0.0001. The estimated values and quadratic errors are reported. The total time taken by the
algorithm, from initialization to final estimation, was 55.64 seconds on an Apple M1 CPU. Figure 2
illustrates the evolution of values during the iteration process. A small value of p was chosen to control
the convergence of the algorithm and obtain an appropriate estimate.

Table 2 provides simulation results for 7" = 1000, h = 0.1, and n = 10000, with € set to 0.05 and p set
to 0.0001. The algorithm completed in 36.38 seconds on an Apple M1 CPU. Figure 3 shows the evolution
of values in this iteration process.

For T = 2000, h = 0.1, and n = 20000, Table 3 displays the simulation results, with € set to 0.1 and p
to 0.0001. This iteration process took approximately 1.74 minutes on an Apple M1 CPU, as illustrated
in Figure 4.

Finally, Table 4 presents results for T' = 5000, h = 0.1, and n = 50000, with € set to 0.03 and p to
0.00001. The iteration required 2.97 minutes to complete on an Apple M1 CPU. Figure 5 depicts the
evolution of values throughout the iteration process.

Remark 4.1. Selecting an appropriate value for the value p is crucial in the algorithm. A well-chosen p
can accelerate convergence and reduce the required iteration. An excessively large p may lead to divergence
or oscillatory behavior, while an overly small p can result in slow convergence, potentially causing the
algorithm to terminate prematurely before reaching the optimal solution.

From the simulation results, the following observations can be made:

e In Table 1, the parameters b(1) and b(2) associated with the state of the Markov chain are
estimated with high accuracy, while the estimators for A\ and ¢ exhibit lower precision. This is
further illustrated in Figure 2, where the estimated value of § appears lower than its true value.
Moreover, the red curve remains flat over a substantial number of iteration steps (up to step 300),
indicating that the deviation in estimations exceeds the threshold ¢ = 0.02. Also, the estimate
for § consistently falls short of the true value over these iterations.

e As demonstrated in Table 2, the parameters b(1) and b(2) are estimated accurately, whereas A
and § continue to be comparatively less precise. Figure 3 shows that all parameter estimates
ultimately converge to their true values.

e Table 3 shows that b(1) and b(2) maintain high estimation accuracy, while A and ¢ remain
somewhat less accurate. In Figure 4, aside from b(1), the other parameter estimates exhibit
minor oscillations around their true values, which suggests a slight perturbation in the estimation
process.

e In Table 4, while b(1) and b(2) retain their accuracy, the estimates for A and ¢ continue to be
less precise by comparison. However, Figure 5 indicates that despite the reduced accuracy for A
and J, these estimates demonstrate stable convergence toward their true values, free of significant
oscillations.

From the above observations, it is evident that our method provides accurate estimates for parameters
in the drift coefficient across all time schemes while, for the noise parameter §, the estimates exhibit
relatively lower precision. As T increases, the estimates for each parameter exhibit greater stability, with
minimal variation, underscoring the higher reliability of the estimation method over longer time horizons.
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True value Estimation T'= 500 Quadratic error

b(1) 6 6.0126082 0.00015
b(2) 3 2.9044452 0.00913
A 2 1.8258804 0.03031
] 1 0.6516502 0.12134

TABLE 1. Estimation of 6 for T'= 500, h = 0.1 with ¢ = 0.02.
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FIGURE 2. Iteration with T"= 500, h = 0.1, ¢ = 0.02. The blue line represents the true
parameter value, and the red line represents the estimated value.

True value Estimation 7T'= 1000 Quadratic error

b(1) 6 6.0130294 0.00017
b(2) 3 3.0073506 0.00005
A 2 1.6649264 0.11227
0 1 0.6390311 0.13029

TABLE 2. Estimation of 6 for T'= 1000, A = 0.1 with € = 0.05.

True value Estimation 7'= 2000 Quadratic error

b(1) 6 6.001277 0.000001
b(2) 2.992654 0.00005
A2 1.733450 0.07105
51 0.639503 0.12996

TABLE 3. Estimation of 6 for T"= 2000, h = 0.1 with e = 0.1.
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FIGURE 3. Iteration with T'= 1000, h = 0.1, ¢ = 0.05. The blue line represents the true
parameter value, and the red line represents the estimated value.
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True value Estimation 7' = 5000 Quadratic error

b(l) 6 6.0027876 0.000008
b(2) 3 2.9989096 0.000001
A 2 2.4268411 0.18219
4] 1 0.6528876 0.12049

TABLE 4. Estimation of 6 for 7= 5000, h = 0.1, ¢ = 0.03.
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FIGURE 5. Iteration with T' = 5000, h = 0.1, ¢ = 0.03. The blue line represents the true
parameter value, and the red line represents the estimated value.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we develop a parameter estimation method for regime-switching stochastic differential
equations driven by NIG noise. The proposed algorithm is designed for discrete, high-frequency ob-
servations and can handle situations where the underlying Markov chain is not directly observed. By
combining the EM algorithm with a Cauchy quasi-likelihood approximation, and exploiting the small-
time asymptotics of NIG noise under high-frequency sampling, our framework enables the joint estimation
of parameters associated with both the SDE coefficients and the noise distribution. This approach rep-
resents an advance over previous methods, such as | ], by providing a unified
treatment of hidden regimes and non-Gaussian noise in SDEs. We also presented a computational pro-
cedure for calculating the necessary conditional probabilities, including those involving the unobserved
Markov chain states.

Our simulation results indicate that parameters directly linked to the Markov chain, such as those ap-
pearing in the drift and diffusion coefficients for each regime, are estimated with high accuracy. Although
the estimation of the NIG noise scale parameter exhibits somewhat lower precision, the overall method
still delivers reasonable estimates that improve as the sampling horizon or iteration count increases.
These findings suggest that the EM algorithm, enhanced by a Cauchy quasi-likelihood approximation, is
a practical tool for analyzing complex stochastic systems involving regime-switching and non-Gaussian
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noise. Future research could extend this methodology to more general Lévy-driven SDEs and jointly
estimate the transition intensities of the underlying Markov chain.

Code availability. The code developed for the current study is available from the corresponding author
on request.
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APPENDIX

5.1. Second-order derivatives. When applying (3.6) in the EM algorithm, it becomes necessary to
compute the second-order derivatives explicitly. Below, we outline the computation of these second-order
derivatives 92H,,(6; 0(™)). We have

O3, (656" ZZZ K1(0)%K2,;(0)” + K2 ;(0)Ks ;(6))

j=1ieS keS

-P (atjfl =i, 01, = k|Xon; é(m)>

where
—2m(Xy; — p1j—1(N))?

Ks;(0) = 5

and
3§ a(m) ZZZ K2,j ) KS,J(H) +K2,J(9)KGJ(9))
j=1ie8 keS
P (at]‘71 =1, Qy; = k|XO,n; a(m))
where
—27h(b(i) — th_l)z

Ke,;(0) = S

and
O\OsH, ( Z D> (K2 (0)*Ks ;(0) K1 5(0) + Ko ;(0)K7 5(6))
j=1ieS keS
P (atjfl =i,a4; = k|Xo,n; é(m)>
where
—2m(Xs, = -1 () (b() = X))
K7,](9) = . . 52h
and
Doy O H (0;0™)) = N~ (K3, ;(0)° K1 ;(0)Ka,5(0) + K3, ;(0)Ks ;(0))
j=1keS
-P (atj—l = l? O[tj = k|X0,n7 é(m)>

where

_27T(th B (th—l + )‘<b(l) B th—l)h))A
62 '

K&j (0) =
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and
Doy HL (6;00™)) = > >~ (K3, ;(0)° K5 ;(0)Kau5(0) + K3 ;(0) Ko 5(0))
j=1keS
P (Oétj_1 = laatj = k‘XO,n’é(m))
where
\ 2m(Xy, — iy (M) (0() — X, )
KB,j(e) = : ! 5 : )
2m(Xe, — (Xe, , +2X(b(1) — Xy, )
Kog(0) 1= 220K = ey + 2200 = X, 1)
and we have
A " —27hA\?
R 030) = 357 (1,02 K00 + K3, ()7

j=1kes
P (= Ly, = kX 0)
and when k # 1
6b(l)ab(k)Hn(9§ é(m)) =0

Also, we have

- = h? R
8{1” (0’0 ) - § : (1 +q”h)2p <atj—1 - l7atj - l|X0,m‘9 ) )

qim

. n 1
02 H,(6;00) =3 5P (atJ =1l 7m\x0n,9(m>), forl # m.

and

Dy, OsHL, (0;0(™)) =

Qg ONHL, (0;60™) = 0

Qi Op(iy Hn (0;0™)) = 0, forall 1, 4, m.
5.2. Numerical approximation. Let w be r-dimensional standard Wiener process and N an indepen-
dent Poisson random measure on R* x (R? — 0). For each t > 0 and A € B(R? — 0), the compensator of
N is given by N(t,A) = N(t, A) — tv(A) where v is the Lévy measure. In this section, we consider the

convergence of the Euler approximation of the following switching stochastic differential equation with
Lévy noise

dXt :f(Xt, Oét)dt + O'(Xt, at)dwt

+[ P gan)Sndy + [ G0 )N dy), (5.1)
lyl<c ly|>c
where ¢ € (0,00) and
/ F(X;_,y,ou_)N(dt,dy) := L? — lim F(X;_,y,ou_)N(dt,dy),
lyl<e o0 Je, <ly|<e

where €, decreases monotonically to 0. This Lévy-Ito decomposition formulation of the stochastic dif-
ferential equation driven by Lévy noise with no switching can be found in [ ]. Here we
always assume Markov chain a; with finite state S = {1,2,..., N} is independent of w; and N (¢, A).

We define the Euler approximation to the equation (5.1). Our construction of the Euler approximation
is based on Chapter 4 in [ ] for switching diffusion. We set h > 0 and t; = jh for
7 € N. Let

al(t) = a? for tetj,tjt1), a? =a;p, a"(0) = ap.
Now define XJ}-‘ for j > 0 by X = X,, and
X_]h :X_;l—1+f(X_;l— )b+ o(X5 1a04h AW
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ty N
+/ / F(X;Ll,y,oz;Ll)N(dt,dy)
ti—1 J|yl<c
/ /|> ] 1Y )N(dtady)a

X"(t) =X for t € [t;,tj11).

Then we define the Euler approximation to be

where A;w = wy, —w, . Let
J 3J j—1

Xt:XO—f—/O f(Xh(s),ah(s))ds—i—/o U(Xh(s),ah(s))dws

t h h ~

! h h
Jr/o /|y|>cG(X (s),y,a"(s))N(ds,dy). (5.2)

Note that if ¢ lies in some interval [¢;, tj+1) then

t
Xe =X+ f( jh7ajh>d3+/ 0 (Xjn, ajp)dws
t

J

+/ / F(X]hayaa]h)]\?(dsady)
t; Jyl<c

¢
+/ G(Xjn,y, an)N(ds, dy).
¢

i v lyl>e

Let a(z,y,i,j) = o(z,i)o(y,7)" and |la|]| = Y_,_, |axk|. Now we impose some assumptions to ensure
the existence and uniqueness of the solution in (5.1) and for further usage.

(A1) Lipschitz condition on f,a, F,G. There exists C' > 0 such that for all 1,70 € R%i € S,
‘f(xlv ) (x27 )| + H ($17I277;,’i) - 2a(‘r1’x27i7i) + a($27l’27i,i)“

4 / Fe1,9,6) — Flaa,y,9)Pv(dy) + / G (e1,9,1) — Glaay,i)Pv(dy) < Clar — af?
ly|<c ly|>c
(A2) Growth condition on f,a, F,G. There exists C > 0 such that for all z € R%,i € S,
F@ i) + a(z,,6,0)|
+ / |F 2y i) Pu(dy) + / G, y,0) Pu(dy) < O+ [2?)
ly|<e ly|>c

(A3) & +— G(z,y,1) is continuous for all y > ¢,i € S.

(Ad) E(|Xo[?) < o0.
Under assumptions (Al), (A2), and (A3), the uniqueness and existence of the solution to equation (5.1)
can be shown by a stopping time argument, see Chapter 3 in | ].

Before we start proving the convergence of the Euler approximation, we prove the following Lemma
should first, which is about the boundedness of the second-order moment for the approximation (5.2).

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions (A1),(A2),(A3),(A4), there exist a constant C independent of h
such that Euler approxzimation (5.2) satisfies

E( sup |)_(t|2> <C. (5.3)
0<t<T

Proof. Note that
2
+

2

%P SC(|X0|2 + \ / X 5), 0 (5))ds

/0 (X" (s), " (5))dws

2

y,a"(s))N(ds, dy)

|<c
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t

H [ ] ea)at )N sy ).
0 Jly|zc

Through the definition of the compensator N, we have

/ GO0 ()N (s ) = / GO (), 3) N s )

t - . .
+/0 /y|>cG(X (8),9, 0" (s))v(dy)ds.

Now, the first term on the right-hand side is a martingale, and the second term on the right-hand side is
an integral over a set with finite measure, since v({|y| > ¢}) < oo; see Section 4.2 in | ].

2

Therefore, by Kunita’s first inequality (Section 4.4 in [ ]) and Jensen’s inequality, we
obtain that
2 T
2
sup / / G(X"(s),y.0"(s))N(ds.dy)| | < CE ( / / |GX" (5). 3, 0" (5))] u(dy)ds>
0<t<T lyl=c 0 Jlylze

< 0/ 14 [X"(s)[2)ds, (5.4)

where the last step is due to the growth condition. Now a similar procedure can be applied to the
compensated Poisson-integral term. By Kunita’s inequality and the growth condition, it follows that

/ /u<c y, ' (5))N (ds, dy) 2

Also by Jensen’s inequality, we have

e o |[ 0.0t

By Buckholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, we can obtain a similar result for the Wiener-integral term

E| sup
0<t<T

Now substituting (5.4), (5.5), (5.6), (5.7) into the first inequality of | X|? we have

< C/T]E(l + | X" (s)|?)ds. (5.5)
0

O<t<T

2 T
) < c/o E(1+ | X" (s)[2)ds. (5.6)

/ (X" (s), " (s))duws
0

2 T
) < 0/0 E(1+ | X" (s)|?)ds. (5.7)

IET( sup |th2> < C/OTJE(1+ X" (5)|*)ds

0<t<T
T —
< C+C/ E( sup |X,|*)ds
0 0<t<r
Then Gronwall’s inequality yields the desired result
E( sup |)_(t|2> <C.
0<t<T

|
Having Lemma 5.3 in hand, we can now state the main convergence theorem of the Euler approximation

Theorem 5.2. Under the assumptions (A1),(A2),(A3),(A4), there exists a constant C independent of
h such that

E ( sup |X; — Xt2> < Ch.
0<t<T

Proof. Recalling the expressions of X; and X;, we can apply Jensen’s inequality and Kunita’s first
inequality to obtain that

0<t<T

T
E ( sup |Xt - Xt|2) SCE (/0 ‘f(stas) - f(Xh(s),Ozh(S))FdS)
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T
+ CE / HU(XS, ) — U(Xh(s), ozh(s))H ds
0
T
+CE / / F(X..y, 0) — F(X"(3), 5, (s))Pv(dy)ds
0 ly|<c

T
h h 2
T </ /y|zc G (X, y,05) = G(X"(5), 90" (5)Pr(dy)ds | . (5.8)

Now we consider the first term in the right-hand side of (5.8). Note that

f(XS,OzS) - f(Xh(s)7 ah(s)) = f(XS7 as) - f(Xh(S),Ozs) + f(Xh(s)v as) - f(Xh(S)vah(s))'
We have

T T
E(/ |f(Xs,aS)—f(Xh(s),ah(s))2ds> <2E (/ |f(Xs,045)_f(Xh(S)va5)|2d5>
0 0

T
+2E (/O | F(X"(s), a5) = f(Xh(S),ah(S))|2d8>

<CE (/T | X, — Xh(s)2d3>

T
+2E (/O [F(X"(s), ) = f(Xh(S),ah(S))|2d8> ;

where the last step is followed by the Lipschitz condition. Now we have a difference |f(X"(s),as) —

f(X"(s),a"(s))[? which contains two different Markov processes. To estimate this term, we take a

partition on an interval [0, T]. Let n = [%£], integer part of L, and the partition is taken by

0=ty <t1 <,...,<tyn < tn+1 =T, tj :jh forj:(),l,...,n.
We can obtain that

T n 4
: </0 [F(X"(5), ) = F(X"(5), a"(s))] ds) :jz::OE </t

Y ( [ e e - f<Xh<s>,ajh>|2ds>
=0 b

by definition of a”(t). Now If oy = ajy, for s € [t;,t;41), the right-hand side of the above equality will
be zero. We consider the case where o # o, for some s € [t;,¢;11). Direct computations yield

+1

|F(X"(s), as) — f(Xh(S),ah(8>)|2dS>

E ( / XN (s), o) - f(Xh<s>,ajh>|2ds>

J

=2 (/ i+ |F(X(s), ) — f(Xh(s)7ajh)|21{as_ajh}d8>

tj

tj+1
+E (/ |f(Xh(s)7 as) — f(Xh(S)’ ajh)FI{%#%‘h}dS)

tj

S CE (/t : (|f(Xh(8)vas)|2 + |f(Xh(8)aajh)|2) I{Oés?é@jh}dS)

J

J

tit1
S CE (/ (1 + ‘Xh(8)|2) I{Uts#ajh}ds> .
t

Since X"(s) is Fi,-measurable, taking the conditional expectation with respect to 7, in the last expres-
sion above gives

tj+1 ti+1
(0 ) tsoas) = [ @1 0 )

3J tj
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= [ R0 O (i 7)) .

tj

Then we use transition probability (1.2) to compute the conditional expectation of the indicator function.
We have

E (I, oy 1 Ft;) =E (Ia. 2oy |n)

i€S

:Z Z(Qil(sfjh) +0(S 7.7h)) I{O(jh:i}
ics \ izl
<Ch.

Applying this inequality with (5.3), it follows that

E (/ ), al) - f(Xh(s),ah(s))|2d8> < / TR (141X (9)P) (Ch + o(h)) ds

J J

< Ch?,

and also we have

0

T
E (/ [F(X"(s), ) = f(Xh(S),ah(S))l2d5> < Ch.

Combining the above estimates we can give an estimate

T T
E (/ |f(Xs, as) — f(Xh(s),ah(s))|2ds> < CE (/ | X, — Xh(s)2d8> + Ch.
0 0

Now we have successfully estimated the first term in (5.8). Other terms in (5.8) can be estimated due to
a similar argument. We skip detailed computations and just put the results here:

' B " g ! vhia2
E(/O l|o(Xs, ) — o (X" (s), (s))Hds> < CE (/0 X, — X"(s)| ds) L Ch,
T _ h s ah s QV s
E (/0 /y<C|F(XS7y,aS) F(X"(s),y,a"(s))*v(dy)d >
< CE (/T | X — Xh(s)|2ds> +Ch,
0
T _ hig o (sN12y s
E (/0 /y>c |G(styaas) G(X ( ),y7 ( ))| (dy)d )

T
< CE (/ | X, — Xh(s)|2ds> + Ch.
0

Substituting above estimates into (5.8) we obtain

T
E ( sup |X; — Xt|2) < CE (/ | Xs — Xh(s)|2ds> + Ch. (5.9)
0

0<t<T

Note that

T T o T )
E (/0 X — X"(s)] ds) <2E (/0 | X, — X, ds) +2E </0 | X, — X"(s)| ds) (5.10)

and if s € [t;,t;41), by definition of the Euler approximation, Jensen’s inequality, and Doob’ martingale
inequality, we have

B|X, — X"(s)” <CE <<s ) [ |f<th,ajh>|2du> +CE ( [ oGl du)
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+CE ( / /| (X, 9 azn) [2o(dy)du )
+CE (/ /|>C Xin, Y, ajn)| V(dy)du) .

Then the growth condition and (5.3) finally yield
E|X, — X"(s)]> < CE ((1 + |X;n|*)(h* + h)) < Ch® + Ch < Ch.

T T vhio2
IE(/O X, — X"(s)| ds>§0h.

Substituting this and (5.10) into (5.9) we have

T
E ( sup | X — Xﬂ') <CE </ |X, —Xs|2ds> +Ch
0<t<T 0

T
SC/ E( sup Xt—Xt|2> dr + Ch.
0 0<t<r

Now Grownwall’s inequality yields the desired result

Therefore we obtain that

E ( sup |X; — Xﬁ) < Ch.
0<t<T

O

5.3. Markov property. In this section, we establish that the two-component process (Xy, a;), which is
comprised of the strong solution of equation (1.1) and the continuous-time Markov chain, possesses the
Markov property. We prove a general result on the Markov property, which includes equation (1.1) as
a special case. The proof is based on the idea behind the proof of the Markov property for Lévy-driven
SDEs without Markov switching, as detailed in | ]. By applying the Markov property,
we can then derive various properties and behaviors of the two-component process, which can be useful
in further applications and analyses.

The Markov property of the two-component process depends on the existence and uniqueness of a

strong solution to equation (5.1). This is ensured by Theorem 2.1 in | ], assuming that
conditions (A1), (A2), and (A3) in Section 5.2 hold. The strong solution X; is unique under these
assumptions, as demonstrated in | ] and | ]. To prove the Markov

property, we will first state a theorem, followed by the necessary preliminary background required for the
proof. Finally, we will present a detailed proof of the theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Assuming that the equation (5.1) with initial value Xg = x* € R? and ag = i € S
a.s. admits a unique solution. Then, the two-component process (X, ay), which is formed by the strong
solution X; of equation (5.1) together with its associated Markov chain «y, is a Markov process.

To proceed, we need a property of continuous-time Markov chain and a classical Lemma. We first

note that the homogeneous continuous-time Markov chain o, with generator @) = (gi;)nxn can be
represented by a stochastic integral with respect to a Poisson random measure (see | 1,
[ ] and [ ). Fori,j € S with j # ¢, let A;; be the consecutive, left closed

and right open intervals of the real line, each having length ¢;; such that

Aip =1[0,q12), A1z = [q12, q12 + q13),

N-1 N
Ay = E QIj7§ qi; | »
=2 =2

N N
DNov= D @ > quj+an |, Doz = D> quj+a21, Y a1+ a1 +aos |,

=2 =2
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Aoy = Z(hg-f- Z Q2J7ZQ1]+ Z G2

j=1,j#2 j=2 j=1,j#2
and so forth. Define a function i : & x R — R by

h(ia Z) = Z(] - i)I{ZEAij}'
JjES
This says that for each i € S, if z € A;; , then h(4, z) = j — ¢; otherwise h(i,z) = 0. Then as in Chapter
Lin | ]

doy = /h oz, z) II(dt, dz), (5.11)

where TI(dt, dz) is a Poisson random measure with intensity dt x m(dz) , and m(-) is the Lebesgue measure
on R . The Poisson random measure II(-,-) here is independent of the Wiener process w and Poisson
random measure N(-,-) in equation (5.1). Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 5.3, it is necessary
to introduce a classical lemma; see Lemma 1.1.9 in | ]

Lemma 5.4. Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space and G be a sub-c-algebra of F. If X and Y are random
variables such that X is G-measurable and Y is independent with G. Then

E(f(X,Y)|G) = K§(X),
for any bounded Borel measurable function f(z,y), where K;(x) =E (f(z,Y)) for each z € R%.
Now we give a proof of Theorem 5.3.

Proof of Theorem 5.3 . First define G5 = o{wsyy — ws, N(s + u, A) — N (s, A),II(s + u, B) — II(s, B) :
u>0,A€B(R?—-0),B € B(R)}. Then G, is independent of Fy, since w;, N(t, A) and II(¢, B) are Lévy
processes. Let @ (x,i) be a solution of equation (5.1) with initial value Xy = = and oy = 7 a.s. and
Ao +(7) be a solution of equation (5.11) with ag = ¢ a.s.

Do ¢(x,1) :x—i—/o f(q)o,u(x,i),onu(i))du—f—/o 0(Pou(x,7), Mo (2))dw,
oy P (@00 Ao ()N (s )

t
-|-/ /| G(®o,u—(z,7),y, Nou— ()N (du, dy),
|ly|>c
Aot (%) —z+// (Ao u—( II(du, dz).
Also we have

Pl (2.0 Aoa(0) =00 ¢ /: F(@s.u(Po,s (2, 1), Mos(4)), As,u(Ao,s(4)))du
T / t (P (Po,s (2, 1), Mo (1)), Asu (Ao s(4)))dwy
/ |ym}«“(@su (Do,5(,7), Mo,s (7)), Yy As,u— (No,s(1))) N (du, dy)
+ / y‘>pG(q>s7u,(<1>o7s(x,i),Ao,s(i)),y,As7u,(Ao7s(i)))N(du,dy),

t
Aua(Bo(i)) =i+ / / B (A (Aos()), ) TI(du, dz).
s JR
Since the two component process (P :(y,7), As(j)) is determined by the increments of type wgt, —
wg, N(s+u, A)—N (s, A),II(s4u, B)-II(s, B) for u > 0, see, for example, Lemma 4.3.12 in |
so it is G;-measurable. Therefore the two component process (®, (Do, s(z,7), Ao s(2)), As 1 (Ao,s(7))) is in-
dependent of Fy. Meanwhile we have (P, (o s(2,7), Aos(7)), As e (Ao,s(2))) = (Po.e(x, 1), Ao(7)) by the
uniqueness of the solution. Hence, by Lemma 5.4, we have for f is a bounded borel measurable function,
E (f((Qo,e(x,4), Mo,e(i) [Fs)) = E (f((Ps,t(Po,s(2,7), Ao,s(8), As,t(Ao,s(0))))1F5))
=K (f(((IJS,t(y,j), As,t(j)))u:s» ‘y:¢0,s($7i)a.j:/\0,s(i)'
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The same argument shows that

E (f ((®o,t(x,7), Mo,¢(i)) [ (Po,s(x,7), Mo,s (1)) = E (f (Ps,e(y,5), st (1)) Fs)) ly=o.. (2,0).5=A0.. (i)
Therefore we obtain the Markov property of two-component process (®o¢(x, 1), Ao (7)). O
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