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1. Introduction

Consider a standard hidden Markov model (X,Y’), where X = (X, )necz, and Y =
(Yn)nez, are the hidden state and the observation processes, respectively. The state
process X is Markov with values in a subset & C R, transition probability ) and initial
distribution M: for all measurable subsets A C S,

P(X, € A) = M(A),
]P(Xn (S A|Xn_1) = Q(Xn_l,A), P-a.s., n> 1.

We shall consider either countable S, in which case g(u,v) := Q(u,{v}) and u(u) :=
M({u}), or S =R, assuming that Q(u,dv) and M (du) have densities g(u,v) and u(u)
with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The precise meaning of ¢(u,v) and pu(u) should
be obvious from the context.

The observed process Y forms a sequence of conditionally independent random vari-
ables, given X1..o = (X1, Xo,...), with the observation density p:

P(Yn S B|X1:oo) :/ p(Xn; y) dyv P-a.s.,
B

for any Borel B C R.
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2 P. Chigansky and Y. Ritov

The path estimation problem is to reconstruct the trajectory of the hidden process’

X1.n=(X1,...,X,), given the realization of Y7 ., = (Y1,...,Y,,) for a fixed horizon n > 1.
If S is a discrete set, a natural estimator is the maximizer of the a posterior probability
(MAP estimator):

X{l:n = aJrgInaJX]P)()(l:n - xl:n|Y1:n);
1. n€S™

where the optimal path is chosen according to the lexicographical order on 8™, induced
by an order on §, whenever the maximum is not unique. The obtained path minimizes
the probability of error among all estimators depending on Y., that is,

P(XT, #X1.0) <P(&1:n#X1:n)  forall o{V1,..., Y, }-measurable & . ,.
By Bayes’ formula,

Ln(‘xllnaylzn)
ZUl:nGS" Ln(ulinayl:n)’

IED(AXPl:n :xl:n|Y1:n) -
where L, is the “posterior” likelihood:

Lo(21:niyiin) = p(zO)p@n,y) [ ¢@m-1,2m)p(@m, ym),  21.0.€8", (1)

m=2
and hence

X1, =argmax L, (1.0, Y1.n).
T1.p,€ST

Due to the product structure of L,, the search for the maximizing path can be carried
out efficiently by a dynamic programming procedure, called the Viterbi algorithm, after
A. Viterbi, who introduced it in the context of error correction codes.

When the next observation, Y,,+1, is added, the optimal path may change entirely, that
is, for any m=1,...,n, )A(fj'nl is, in general, different from X{lm In practical terms, the
latter means that? #S optimal path candidates of length n are to be kept in memory at
each time n. This motivates the question of whether the optimal path stabilizes as the
number of observations grows to infinity or, more precisely, whether the limit

Xy = lim X7 (1.2)
n—oo
exists P-a.s. for each fixed m > 1. If such a limit exists, it defines a random process with
paths in §°°, named (in [13]) the Viterbi process.

An affirmative answer to this question was given in [5] (see also [10]) under a sufficient

condition (see (2.1) below) which also ensures that the limit sequence X = (X,)pm>1 is

Hereafter, for © € R®, x,, stands for the mth entry of = and zj.,,, k < m, denotes the vector

= (Tk,--.,Tm); |x1:n| =max; |x;] and ||z1. ] = 1/2?:1122.

24+ A stands for the cardinality of a set A.
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a regenerative process. More precisely, a sequence of stopping times can be constructed
(see [4]), splitting the process X into cycles that are i.i.d. and independent of the initial
delay. In particular, by the regenerative property, X satisfies the classical limit laws, such
as the law of large numbers (LLN) and the central limit theorem (CLT).

In fact, the existence of such renewal times under the condition (2.1) can be deduced
by a simple argument (reproduced, for completeness, in Section 2). A more delicate
construction in [12, 13] verifies (1.2) under conditions weaker than (2.1).

In this paper, we revisit the question of the existence of the limit (1.2) for hidden
Markov models (HMMs) with continuous state spaces, that is, when & =R and for each
u € R, the transition kernel Q(u,dv) and the initial distribution M(dv) have densities
q(u,v) and p(v), respectively, with respect to the Lebesgue measure. By Bayes’ formula,
the conditional law of the vector X;., given Y7., has the density 1, with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on R™:

_ Ln(xlzn;ylzn)
fRn Ln(ulzn§Y1:n) dul e dun’

1bn(xl:n) :

with L,, defined as in (1.1). The MAP path estimator is

G _ .
Xl;n = argmaan(xl:n) - argmaXLn(xlznaYI:n)a
z1:nER™ T1: n€ER™

where, as in (1.2), the maximum is chosen according to the lexicographical order on R™
(induced, e.g., by < on R) in case of ambiguity.
Note that for any o{Y1,...,Y, }-measurable random vector &;.,, and € >0,

P(|X1:n_€1:n| S 5) :EP(|X1:n_§1:n| S €|Y1:n) :E/ wn(xlz n+€1:n)dxl e dxn

[7676]71
and hence the estimator X %, is optimal in the sense that

lim E7nIED(|-Xv1:n - 51:n| S 5) = Ed}n(gln) é E max 1bn(xl: n)

e—0 T1.nER™

= lim e "B(| X1 — X, | < 2)
whenever interchanging the expectation and the limit is possible. Roughly, this means
that Xf ,, vields the best “small” credible intervals among all other path estimates.
As in state estimation problems such as filtering, the exact calculation of X{l;n is
impossible beyond a number of models with a special structure, most notably Kalman’s
linear Gaussian setting. A number of efficient numerical techniques, such as particle
filters, have been developed (see, e.g., [6]) to approximate the conditional law of the
hidden state process. In this paper, we are concerned with the convergence properties of
the MAP paths, leaving the computational issues for further investigation.

3In fact, this optimality interpretation turns out to be meaningful even in the infinite-dimensional
function space; see [16, 17].
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In Section 2, we explore, through a number of examples, various patterns of convergence
encountered in (1.2), when the hidden state space is continuous. We also give an example
of HMM, for which the MAP path does not converge as the estimation time horizon
increases. In Section 3, we prove a more general result, deducing the existence of the
limit (1.2) from certain strong log-concavity of the transition and observation densities.
The Appendix contains a lemma which is used in the proof of the main result and may
be of independent interest. Finally, a short discussion of the results appears in Section 4.

2. Examples

Let us briefly recall the essential elements of the proof in the finite setting S = {1,...,d}.
For simplicity, consider an irreducible finite (and thus recurrent) chain X and define
D; ={y € Ruiq(z1,i)p(i,y)q(i,x3) > q(x1, 22)p(22, y)q(22, 3), VX2 # i, 71,75 € S}.
Suppose that, for a pair of states jo and i,
/ p(jo,y)dy > 0. (2.1)
DiO
Recall the definition of L,, in (1.1) and note that on the event A, = {X,, = jo, Ym € D;, },
with a fixed m > 1 and all n > m,
Ln(xl ns Yi : n) = Lm—l(xlzm—h}/l:m—l)
X Q(xmfla xm)p(xma Ym)q(xmv merl)Lerl,n(x(m-i—l):nv }/(m-i—l):n)
S Lm—l(xlzm—h}/l:m—l)
X q(Tm—-1,70)P(10, Yim)q(i0, Trm41) Lim+1,0 (T (ma1):n Yim+1):n)

for an appropriate function L,,+1., and where equality is attained only at a path x1.,
with x,, =ip. Hence, the mth entry of the optimal path must equal iy for any n > m,
that is, X},‘L = ig. But, then, given Xﬁn, the first m entries of the optimal path depend
only on the values of Y7,...,Y;, and are not affected by Yj, k > m. Hence, the limit (1.2)
exists on the event A,,. Since the chain (X,Y) is recurrent, for any fixed m, one of the
events Ay,11, Amya,... occurs P-a.s. and thus (1.2) holds P-a.s.

Using the same basic idea, let 7(k), k > 0, be the times at which the chain (X,Y)
revisits the set {jo} X Dj,:

7(0) =1,
T(k) =inf{n>7(k—1): X,, = jo, Y, € D;, }, k>1.

By construction, for any k, on the event {7(k) <n},

L(xl:'rﬂyl:n)SL(x‘lr;n;YI:n) vxl:nesnv
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where z7 ., is the vector which coincides with x1., at all but the indices 7(1),...,7(k),
where its entries equal ig.
The upper bound is attained if L(z1.,;Y1.,) is maximized over zi.,, constrained

to wr1) =+ = x;x) = io. Since each @ ), £ =1,....k, appears in the product
L(x1.n;Y1.,) in three adjacent terms, the optimal choice for each segment = (p—1)41.7(0)—1,
¢=1,...,k, is determined only by the values of Y, (y_1)41,...,Y;(s—1. Hence, in particu-

lar, the limit lim,,_, o X7, exists on any of the events {T(k—1) <m < 7(k) < oo}, k> 1.
By recurrence of jo and the condition (2.1), P(7(k) < o0) =1 and limg_,. 7(k) = 00,
P-a.s., which verifies the existence of the limit (1.2).

The stopping times 7(k), k> 1, form a renewal process, with respect to which both
(X,Y) and X = (X,,)m>1 are regenerative (see [4] for more details). As pointed out in
[12], the condition (2.1) can be quite restrictive, especially when the transition matrix is
sparse. The convergence in (1.2) and the regenerative property are verified in [12] under
less conservative conditions, using a more sophisticated construction of the renewal times.

In summary, both [5] and [12] deduce the existence of the limit in (1.2) from the
explicit construction of stopping times, based on the discreteness of the hidden process
state space. The following example shows that this still may be possible in HMMs with
continuous state spaces.

Example 2.1. Consider a linear HMM with Laplacian state and Gaussian observation
noises:

1 1 2
[ul/2 — e~ lu—vl/2 — —(z—y)7/2
e , u,v e , x, e .
| q(u,v) ! p(z,y) om

In this case, the MAP path is given by

p(u) =

X{l:n = argmin <|x1| + (1 —Y7)? + Z |Tm—1 — T | + (4, — Ym)2>.

T1:n €R™ m=2
Consider the function x +— f(x) := |a — 2|+ (x —y)? + |z — b| for fixed a, b,y € R. Suppose,
without loss of generality, that a < b and note that f, being strictly convex, is minimized
at a unique point z* = argmin,cp f(z). If y € [a,b], then, clearly, z* € [a,b] and since
f(x)=—a+ (y — )2 + b on this interval, we have x* = y. Consider the case y < a and
suppose r* < a. For x < a, f(r) =a— 2+ (y—x)?+b—x and hence z* =y + 1. By strict
convexity, this implies that z* =y + 1 if y <a — 1 and that =* > a otherwise. Clearly,
x* < b, that is, a* € [a,b], which, in turn, implies that 2* =a for y € [a — 1,a). Similar
calculations reveal that z* =y —1if y>b+1 and 2* =bif y € (b,b+ 1].

To summarize, 2* € [y — 1,y + 1] for any a,b,y €R and z* =y, whenever a <y <b.
In particular, X7, _; € [Y,-1 — 1,Y,1 + 1] and X)) € [Yiq1 — 1, Y41 + 1] for any
n >m+ 1. Hence, on the event

Am = {Ym71+1§Ym§Ym+l _l}a

Yy € [X7_1, X2 ,1] and, consequently, X7 =Y,,. This, in turn, implies that X7 =

m

le;,tl for all n >m + 1 and the existence of the limit (1.2) on any of Ag, k> m + 1.
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Clearly, the Ax’s occur infinitely often and hence, as in the discrete case, X I, ceases to
change, starting from some random, but P-a.s. finite, time n. In particular, (1.2) holds
P-a.s.

However, splitting the optimal trajectory into unrelated segments is not the only way
to get the convergence in (1.2): the following example shows that the limit may exist
without ever being actually attained.

Example 2.2. Consider the linear Gaussian HMM with
1w _ L L w2

p(u) = Ee , q(u,v) \/ﬁ p(z,y) = m

In this case, the conditional law of Xj.,,, given Y7 ., is Gaussian and hence
X{l:n = E(X1n|yln)

For any fixed m > 1, the process Xﬁm =E(X1.n|Y1.0), n > m, is a uniformly integrable
vector-valued martingale and hence the limit (1.2) exists by the martingale convergence.
In fact, Kalman linear filtering theory (see, e.g., [11]) guarantees that in this case (of
controllable and observable dynamics) the stronger P-a.s. exponential convergence holds
(see also Remark 3.2 below).

Moreover, E(X1.,,|Y1. ) is a deterministic linear map of Y7.,, and a calculation reveals
that it actually depends on each one of the components in Yi.,. Since Y7., is a non-
degenerate Gaussian vector,

IE”(XJ" = X;’/,for some j <m)=0

for any n’ >n > m.

Finally, the next example demonstrates that a finite limit in (1.2) may not exist, even
when the hidden state chain is positive recurrent and has countably many states. In fact,
it also shows that the optimal MAP path may not be an adequate estimate: in this case, a
trajectory of a positive recurrent chain V' is estimated as a constant trajectory, diverging
to infinity, as n — co.

Example 2.3. Consider the HMM with the hidden state process X,, = (U, V,,), con-
sisting of independent components U and V. The process U = (U, )n>1 is a sequence of
iid. random variables uniformly distributed over [0, 1].

V = (Vo)n>1 is a random walk on positive integers with reflecting boundary at {1}
and the transition probabilities P(1,1)=1—¢, P(1,2) =¢ and, for i > 2,

(i/(i41))? o
RN OIGES) A
Pi,j) =4 . (/g g i (2.2)
1+ G/Gr1)2 T
1—e¢, j=i,
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where £ > 0 is a small fixed constant (in fact, we shall later choose ¢ <e™2/(1+e72) =
0.119...). V is a positive recurrent Markov chain with the unique invariant distribution

R S S A
VNG

where C is the normalization constant, independent of . We shall assume that V is
stationary, that is, it is started from Vi ~ 7. Stationarity is not really required in what
follows and is solely a matter of aesthetics (e.g., P(V; = j) = C/j? will work as well).
Let ap =0, a; = 82;:1(1/9)j, i=1,2,..., and set A; =[a;—1,a;), i > 1. Denote by
0; =8(1/9)" the length of the interval A; and note that [0,1) = J;2, 4;.
Now, consider the observation density

p((4,0),9) = Lyeoan LiugUy, 4 + D6 Luyeaxa-

=1

As we show below, the MAP estimates of U;.,, and V;., are given by*:

oo
UT?LZ E ajfll{ymeAj}, mzl,...,n,
Jj=1

(2.4)
o ]* :17
Vm_{j*(n), J*(n)>1,

where j*(n) :=max{j:>_;_; 1{y,ca,} >0}. Since all A;’s have positive Lebesgue mea-
sure, j*(n) /oo as n — oo and, consequently, for any fixed m > 1,
nlglgo V= nlglgoj*(n) = 00, P-a.s.

Before proving (2.4), we shall briefly explain why the optimal path of such a form should
be anticipated. Note that since U;’s are uniformly distributed in [0, 1], the choice of U’s
influences the likelihood (1.1) only through the observation densities. More precisely,
whenever {Y,, € A;} is observed, the maximal gain of ¢; 1 is obtained if Uﬁl c A; and
V" > i are chosen. On the other hand, the transition probabilities of (2.2) favor paths
fo », Without jumps. Hence, the optimal path Vl” ,, should be constant and large enough
to allow access to the narrowest A; visited by Y,,’s so far, that is, greater or equal to
j*(n). However, if constant Vl” ,, is chosen, it cannot be too large, as this would decrease
the likelihood through the term 7(V;"), due to the fast tail decay of the initial distribution
7. This heuristics is implemented by an appropriate balancing between all the ingredients
of the model.

4 The choice of (AJ};L is not unique, unless the lexicographic order is imposed: for example, U},‘L =Yy
yields the same value of the likelihood.
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We shall first check (2.4) in the case j*(n) > 1. To this end, consider the ratio

L ((ul navlzn)7}/1:n) 7TU1) ﬁ Pvm 1,Um H p um;vm Ym)
_ (2.5)

Lo((UF, V2 ), Y1) 7(57(n) 212 P(5* e p((U2, 5% (n)), Vi)

m=2

for an arbitrary uy., and vy.,. Let N be the number of jumps in v;., and v*(n) =
..... Uk Note that P(vp—1,0m) =1 —¢ when vy,—1 = vy, and P(vy,—1,0m,) <€
therwme Hence, as P(j*(n),j*(n)) =1—c¢,

n P('Umflyvm) c N
}_:[2 P(5*(n),5*(n)) = (1—5) '

Further, note that on the event {Vy, € A;}, p((Um,vm),Ym) <1V L1 =071 and
p((U,3%(n)), Ym) = €1, thus

p(guT)’L7Um)7Ym) <1
p((UR,5*(n), Ym) —

Moreover, on {Y,, € Aj-(n)},

—1
P((Ums V), Yin) 1{v*<n><1 “)} T Gy Lo ()25 ") _ o (mynj= ()

P03 () Vo) o =R

Plugging these inequalities into (2.5), we get

L ((ul n7vltn)aY1:n) < ™ Ul) ( £ >N€x1(n)/\J (n)
(2.6)

(AT ()

). wGr ) L

Jj*(n)

where we define ¢ :=¢/(1 —¢) for the purposes of brevity. Since N > v*(n) — vy,

. 2
m(v1) gv(n)—v < (U (n)) 1+ (v1/(v1 + 1))2 gt (n)—u
- 14

v (v*(n)/(v*(n) +1))?

where, in the second inequality, we have used the expression for 7(j), j > 1, from (2.3).
In fact, the inequality is also true for v*(n) =wv; =1, as both the right- and left-hand

s.ideslbecome 1, and for v*(n) >v; =1, as w(1) is less than Cj%(l + (j]?)Q) evaluated at
ji=1
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The function x +— 2% attains its maximum at z* = 2/logé~! and is strictly decreasing
on (r*,00). Hence, with & < e™2, that is, with ¢ <e™2/(1 +e72), for any y >z > 1,
(y/x)?6¥~% < 1 and hence

— N <. (2.7)
The equality holds if and only if vy., is a constant path, that is, v, = v*(n) for all

m=1,...,n.
Further, if v*(n) < j*(n), then

m(j*(n) £

70" (0) aong oy _ (37N 21+ 0" @)/ )+ 1) 1 oy
() <( )1+' ; +1))2(1/9) (2.8)

= (ji(n))2(1/9)j*(")”*(") <1, (2.9)

where the latter inequality holds since 1/9 <e™2/(1 +e™2).
The sequence 7(j) attains its unique maximum at j:= 2 and is strictly decreasing for
j > 2. Hence, if v*(n) > j*(n) > 2, then
. ~1
(0" (1)) Lo g )

) 6L

<1

Plugging (2.7) and (2.8) into (2.6) yields the following inequality for any w;., and

Vl:n:

Lo (U1 01:0), Yiin) < Lo (U Vi), Yiin),

which saturates if and only if v, = j*(n), m=1,...,n, thus verifying the optimality of
(2.4) on the event {j*(n) >1}.

We shall omit the details in the case {j*(n) = 1}, which is treated similarly: the optimal
value V/” =2 is obtained since 7(j) is maximal at j = 2. Of course, as j*(n) eventually
leaves the state 1, the exact value is irrelevant for the main point of the present example,

that is, the divergence lim,,_,~, V! = co.

3. Convergence in the case of log-concave densities

In this section, we establish the existence of the limit (1.2), deducing it from certain strong
log-concavity properties of the densities ¢ and p. Hereafter, the following assumptions
are in force:

(al) the initial state density p is a C?(RR) log-concave function on R and — log pu(u) > 0;
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(a2) the hidden state transition density ¢ is a C*(R?) log-concave function, namely®
q(u,v) occ e=*(®?) where a(u,v) is a non-negative twice continuously differentiable
convex function on R?:

(a3) the observation density p is a C?(R) log-concave function in the first argu-
ment: p(z,y) o« e @Y where, for each y € R, the function z — ~(z,y) is
non-negative, twice continuously differentiable and strongly convex on R with
z4(y) = argmin . y(x,y) € (—00,00) and

82
@y(x,y)2n>0 Vo, y €R,
with a constant k;
(ad) for some constant C,

— 1
— lim —log Ln(X1.n,Y1.0) <C, P-a.s.;
n—o0o M
(a4) there is a non-decreasing function ¢g:Ry — R, growing to +o0o not faster than
a polynomial, such that for all M > 0,

2
< _— < .
<M = | Zatn| <o) Veyer

Remark 3.1. The log-concavity assumptions (al)—(a3) are quite restrictive. For exam-
ple, if Y,, = h(X,,) + w, with w, ~ N(0,1), then

2 2
) = 3~y = b)) = (0 (@)? — (g — b)),

which typically will not admit the uniform lower bound of (a3), unless A is linear, that
is, h”’(x) = 0.

If the assumption (a3) is satisfied, then it implies that v.(y) := v(z(y),y) € (—o0, 00)
for all y € R and, moreover,

V(@,y) —vely) > 3h(x —z.)>  Va,y€ER, (3.1)

which is essential to our approach.

Assuming that —log u(u), a(u,v) and y(z,y) are non-negative is equivalent to assum-
ing that they are lower-bounded by a constant, that is, that the corresponding densities
are bounded.

The assumption (ad) is typically satisfied if the state process X is positively recurrent
(explicit recurrence tests can be found in [14]; see also [9]). Finally, (a5) is a technical
assumption which is satisfied in most models of practical interest.

5f oc g means that f/g is constant.
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Exzample 3.1. All of the above assumptions are satisfied for the linear HMM
Xn,:aXn,—1+Un; n> 17
Y, =bX, + w,,

where |a| < 1 and b# 0 are constants and v = (v, )p>1 and w = (wy, )p>1 are independent
sequences of i.i.d. random variables with

S5 5!
Xo,vn ~ fo(T) X o2l g Wy, ~ ful) o o (Itelz|”)

for some § >0 and ¢’ >0, ¢ > 0.

Theorem 3.1. The limit in (1.2) exists P-a.s.

Proof. To keep the notation simple, we shall prove the convergence in (1.2) for m =1,
that is, the limit lim,, oo X ¥ exists P-a.s. As will be clear from the proof below, the same
arguments imply convergence of lim,, .o Xﬁ for any i <m and hence of (1.2) for any
fixed m > 1.

To check lim,,_,o0 X ', P-a.s., we shall show that on a set of probability one, the series

n
Xp =X+ (Xf-X
i=2
is convergent. The proof hinges on the system of inequalities (3.6) and (3.7), which stem
from the log-concavity properties assumed in (al)—(a3). A pigeonhole principle type of
argument (Lemma A.1) shows that a sequence satisfying such inequalities must decay at

least polynomially backward in time, which, in turn, yields the desired conclusion.
To this end, introduce®

hn(xlzn) = _logLn(xlzn,anzn,) (3 2)

= —logpu(xr) +v(21,Y1) + Z (a(Tm—1,%m) +7(Tm, Yim)).

m=2

By assumptions (al)—(a3), imp e inf|s, . j=r An(21.n) — o0 and, for any n > 1, the
function

xl:n'_)hn(xlzn)"_a(xnvu) (33)

attains its global minimum at

X7 (u) = argmin(hy (1. ) + a(zn, 1)), ueR.

Tl:n

SFor k> ¢, Zf:k --+- =0 is understood.
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The Hessian matrix of the function defined in (3.3) is positive definite uniformly over
Z1:n € R™ and hence the minimum is unique and X7, (u) is the solution of

grad(hn (1. pn) + (n,u)) =0.

The Jacobian matrix of the function on the left-hand side of this equation with respect to
the vector x1 ., coincides with the aforementioned Hessian matrix and hence is invertible
at any u € R. Thus, by the implicit function theorem, u X7, (u) is continuously
differentiable on R.

The usual dynamical programming argument yields the following chain rules:

Xf(x):f(;”(f(glﬂ(x)), reERj<n,m=j,...,n,

. . (3.4)
X=X (K)
Hence, for j <n, and j <m <n,
KX = R (R - X (R
) (3.5)
n N 9 ¢ m a0 =0
= (= X)X R+ (1 - 9K ds
The following lemma is the key to a bound on the integrand in (3.5).
Lemma 3.1. Assume (al)—(a3). Then, for j=1,...,n—1,
0 a0 ’ n 9 a0 9 a0
%Xlzj(x) DlZa(X (z )Xj-l—l( ))%Xj-l—l(x)%‘xj () (3.6)
and
2 21 )| <2[puattpw.o Lz, (37)
oz Lim ] ox '

where Dyga(x,y) := 6361/ a(z,y) and Kk is as in assumption (a3).

Proof. Recall that the function (3.3) is strongly convex and the spectral norm of its
Hessian is lower bounded by k. Hence, for any 1 < j <n and u,v € R, by (3.1),

S (0) = XL ()2 < by (K] (0) + a(X] (0),w) = by (R (w) = a(X] (u),u)

since, by definition, the minimum of h;(xz1.;) + a(x;,u) over x1.; is attained at X{](u)
Further by the definition of X7, (),

hi(X75(0) + a(X] (0),0) < hy(X], 5 (w) + (X (w), ),
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which gives

gI\Xf;j(v)—Xf; ()] < —al(X] (v),0) + (X (u),0) + a(X] (v),0) —a(X] (), u). (3.8)

Plugging v := X;‘H(x +h) and u:= Xjnﬂ(x) into this with 2 € R and using the chain
rule (3.4), we get

K\ sn a0 a0 n a0 a0
§||X1:j(x +h)— Xl:j(x)”Q < —a(Xj'(z + h), X]—‘,—l(x +h)) + (X} (2), X} (z + h))
+a(XT (@ +h), Xy () — (X (2), XJyo ().
Since all of the functions appearing in the latter inequality are twice continuously differ-
entiable, dividing by h? and taking h — 0 gives the bound (3.6). Similarly, with j := n,
v:i=x+h and u:= =z, (3.8) yields (3.7). O

By assumption (a4),

— 1
Q= {nlggo - D (X1, X)) + (X5, 7)) < C}

j=2
is an event of full probability and hence it is enough to verify the claimed convergence

for all w € . Clearly, for an w € ',

—log ju(X1) + (X1, Y1) + D> (X1, X;) +7(X;,Y5)) <2Cn ¥ > N(w)
Jj=2

for an integer N(w) < oo. Then, X7, , being a minimizer, a fortiori satisfies
—log pu(X7) +y(X7, V1) + > (U X] ), XT) +v(X],Y;)) <2Cn Yn>N. (3.9)
j=2

Hence, for a large fixed constant M > 4C" and any n > N,

n n 2Cn
#{jr (X 1,Xj')+7(XJ%)>M}<—M =:pn.
Similarly,
. n " .. 2C(n+1
#{jra(XTHL X +1)+7(Xj’+1,Yj)>M}§7(;\l/[ ):p(n+1).

There is then an index m € [n — 2pn,n] such that

(X"

m—1

X))+ 4(X" V) <M and o X7EL X7 4 (XL Y, < M,

m—1
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and, by the assumption (a3),

|an+1 - Xm < ’Xﬁnﬂ — argmin’y(x,Ym)’ + ’Xﬁl — argmin’y(x,Ym)’
xER xER

< \/g(W(XﬁLH, Ym) = U= (Ym))1/2 + \/E(V(an’ Ym) = (Ym))1/2

2 5 2 5 M
<\ 2 Yy e v < 2L
R R R

Plugging this estimate into (3.5), we get (for j:=1)

| X X< \/g/; %X{”—l(smﬂ +(1—5)X")|ds. (3.10)
Introduce
X7i(s) = s Xt 4+ (1— )X,
X(s) = XN X(s),  j=1,...,m—1,
and define
5(5) = 2Da(X7(s), X ()], j<m,
0

- XX (@)

bj(S) = ax j

Ti=s

Then, from (3.6) and (3.7) (the dependence on s is now omitted for brevity),

J
b} <ejbibipr,  j<m—1, (3.11)

~
-

3

b? < emo1bm_1 (3.12)
1

(2

. . M [t
|X{L+1—X{7’|§\/8T/ bi(s)ds. (3.13)
0

Lemma 3.2. For any s € [0,1], >0 and g(-) as in (ab),

and (3.10) reads

#{j<m:cj(s)>%g(a:)}§x(%c2p)m. (3.14)
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Proof. The function u+ ming, ., (h,(21.,) + a(x,,u)) is convex and hence

m

ZO‘ i- 1’Xm ) < h1 (X7, 1) + (X0, X00)
j=2

= min (hpm—1(@1m—1) + (Tm_1,sXT1 +(1—5)X"))

Tl:m—1

<s min (hp_1(T1m—1) + a(@m_1, X))

Tlim—1

+ (1 —s) min (hy—1(T1m-1) + a(xm—laX:}m))

T1im—1

= s(hm-1(XT500) + (X555 X))

+ (1= 8) (-1 (X{omo1) + (X5, X00)
<2C(n+1),

where the latter inequality follows from (3.9). Hence,

. m 2C(n+1
#{jgm:a(XJ 1,X )>x}<%
and, since m > (1 —2p)n, (3.14) follows from the assumption (ab). O

Now, by Corollary A.1 in the Appendix, applied to (3.11)—(3.12) and (3.14), for any
B> 1, there is a constant Cg such that

by <Cpm =P <Cs(1 —2p)Pn=" (3.15)

for all sufficiently large n and, thus, by (3.13), the sequence |Xf’+1 - Xﬂ, n>1,1is
summable, which verifies the existence of the limit (1.2). O

Remark 3.2. When the hidden state process is a Gaussian autoregression, that is, when
a(z,y) = 2(y — bx)? with a constant b# 0, |Di2a(z,y)| = b and Lemma A.1(1) implies
the exponential bound in (3.15), confirming the results deducible from Kalman linear
filtering theory.

4. Concluding remarks

As indicated by the examples of Section 2 and the partial results of Theorem 3.1, the
convergence in (1.2) appears to be a non-trivial issue. Analogous problems have been
discussed in the engineering literature. In fact, the MAP path estimation can be viewed
as an optimal control problem, in which one is required to minimize the cost functional
hn(x1.5) defined in (3.2), where the term (2, —1,x,,) is interpreted as the cost incurred
by the control effort (needed to move from x,,—1 to x,,) and ~y(z,,,Y,,) is the cost paid
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for the deviation of the state from Y;,. This setting appears in [1], Chapter I, Section
1.7, as the “smoothing” problem and, in the control literature, is often referred to as
the tracking problem. From the control theory perspective, the existence of the limit in
(1.2) means that the optimal control and the corresponding optimal trajectory cease to
depend on the future values of the exogenous signal Y.

Among other related questions, the convergence (1.2) of the optimal trajectory is part
of the “asymptotic control theory” program initiated by R. Kalman, R. Bellman and
R. Bucy, at the dawn of modern control theory. In the linear state/quadratic cost (LQ)
setting of R. Kalman, the control problem admits an elegant closed-form solution for
each fixed horizon n and the study of the limit (1.2) reduces to the stability analysis of
the associated Riccati equation (a comprehensive treatment of the L) problem can be
found in, e.g., [11]).

To the best of our knowledge, asymptotic analysis beyond the LQ case has been car-
ried out only for a limited number of nonlinear models. Bellman and Bucy [2] found a
remarkable explicit solution to a quite general scalar continuous-time control problem,
amenable to asymptotic analysis. A vector control problem with linear state dynamics
and convex costs was studied in [3].

While much progress has been made in the optimal control theory on the infinite
horizon (see, e.g., [7, 15]), we were not able to track any results directly applicable to
the question under consideration.

Another possible connection, remaining elusive at the moment, is to the stability theory
of nonlinear filtering equations, developed during the last decade (see, e.g., the survey [8]).

Appendix: A supporting lemma
Lemma A.1. Consider the system of inequalities

J
begbjbjﬂcj, j:].,...,n—].,
i=1
(A.1)

n
> b2 < bney,
i=1

where b; and ¢;, i=1,...,n, are non-negative real numbers, and let 6 and 0’ be arbitrary
positive constants:

(1) If ; <0,i=1,...,n, then

n
bl S \/%exp (-m)

(2) If, for a non-decreasing non-negative function g: R4 — Ry,

for n>6%e. (A.2)

#{i<n:¢;>g(x)} < H?n Vo >0, (A.3)
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and ¢, <@, then, for any p € (0,1) and £> 0,

/ 1/(1-p)
by < \/g(€)n=Pt/ 19 forn> (w) . (A4)

(3) If only (A.3) holds, then, for any p € (0,1) and £ >0,

( vgw)))” e

by < g(20n)+/g(€)n 7"/ (49) for n > ( 7 (A.5)

Proof. (1) The second inequality in (A.1) and ¢, < 6 together imply that b2 < b, and,
in turn, that b2 + --- + b2 < 02. Fix a constant n € (0,1) and let my := [#*/n]. Then, at
most half of the b;’s with i € [n —2my, n] are greater than /7 and hence there is an index
ki € [n — 2myq,n] such that by, < /N and bg, +1 < /1. The inequality corresponding to
j =k in (A.1) then gives the bound b3 + -+ bil < bg, by +108, <Nb.

Similarly, let mg := |0/n]. There is then an index ky € [k — 2maq : k1] such that by, <7
and by, 11 <7 and, again applying (A.1), b3+ - +b7, < b,br,t1¢k, <1°6. This argument
can be iterated at least

n B nn
2(m1 Vma) | [2(02V6)
times and thus
0 n
b% < 9,’7[1/27777,/(02\/0)j < E((nn)l/Q/(ez\/e)) )
The best rate is obtained at 7 :=e~!, which yields the bound (A.2).
(2) For a fixed ¢ > 6, by (A.3),

#i<n:ie;>g)} < 0771 =1rn (A.6)

and thus at least half of the ¢;’s with 7 € [n — 2rn,n] do not exceed g(¢). Fix a constant
p e (0,1) and let n:=n"P/2. Suppose that for all i € [n — 2rn,n] such that ¢; < g(¢),
either b; > n or b1 >n, or both. Then,

#{i€[n—2rn:n]:b; >n} >rn.
But, on the other hand, by the second inequality in (A.1) and as ¢, <€, b2 <b,0 and
b2 + .-+ b2 <0, we have
/2

#{ie[n—2rn:n]:bi2n}§f]—2:9’2np.

This contradicts the previous estimate if n is large enough, namely, if n > (¢6'%/6)'/(1=P),
Thus, for such n, there is an index my € [n — 2rn:n] such that by, <1, by, +1 <71 and
cmy < g(0).
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Now, by the inequality in (A.1) corresponding to j :=my,
b% S bfm <y by +16my < 7729(@ (A7)

for which the above consideration can be repeated. Namely, by (A.6), there are at least
rn indices i € [my — 2rn,m] for which ¢; < g(¢£). Suppose that, for all of them, either
b; >n? or bi.1 >n?, or both. Then

#{i € [my —2rn:my]:b; > n?} >rn,

while (A.7) implies that

#{i € [my —2rn:mq]:b; >n?} < =nPg(l),

which is a contradiction for n large enough, that is, for n > (£g(¢)/0)'/(1=P). Hence, there
is an ma € [mq — 2rn:ma] such that by, <1, by,+1 <n? and ¢, < g(¢), and thus, by
(A.1), we have

b+ 05, <n'g(0).
This argument can be iterated at least |1/(2r)] times, which yields the bound
bi < g(0)(n'/?")? = g(e)n =Pt/

(3) Note that b} :=b;/g(20n), i =1,...,n, satisfy the inequalities (A.1) with the ¢;’s
replaced by ¢} :=¢;,i=1,...,n—1, and ¢}, :==¢,/g(26n). By (A.3),

on
i <nie;>g(20n)) < - =1/2,
i <nici>g(20n)} < o =1/

that is, all ¢;’s are less than ¢(20n) and, in particular, ¢, < g(20n), that is, ¢/, < 1.
Moreover, assuming that g(26n) > 1, we have

#{ign:cgzg(x)}S#{ign:cizg(x)}g%l Va > 0.
Hence, by (A.4), we have

1/(1-p)
b, < /g(g)n—pf/(%) for n > (M) ,
which, in turn, gives (A.5). O

Corollary A.1. Under the assumption (A.3) with g(-) growing to +o0o not faster than
a polynomial, for any B> 1, there is a constant Cg, such that

by <Csn=?
for all sufficiently large n.

Proof. This follows from (3) of Lemma A.1. O



On the Viterbi process with continuous state space 19

Acknowledgements

The authors are grateful to M. Margaliot and R. Van Handel for the enlightening discus-
sion on the issues raised in this paper and appreciate the thorough proofreading by the
referees. Research of P. Chigansky was supported by an ISF Grant 314/09. Research of
Yaacov Ritov was supported by an ISF grant.

References

1]
2]
3]
[4]

[5]

[6]
[7]

8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

BELLMAN, R. (1957). Dynamic Programming. Princeton, NJ: Princeton Univ. Press.
MR0090477

BELLMAN, R. and Bucy, R. (1964). Asymptotic control theory. J. Soc. Indust. Appl. Math.
Ser. A Control 2 11-18. MR0168401

Bucy, R.S. (1966). New results in asymptotic control theory. STAM J. Control 4 397-402.
MR0213931

CALIEBE, A. (2006). Properties of the maximum a posteriori path estimator in hidden
Markov models. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 52 41-51. MR2237334

CALIEBE, A. and ROSLER, U. (2002). Convergence of the maximum a posteriori path
estimator in hidden Markov models. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 48 1750-1758.
MR1929991

CapPE, O., MoULINES, E. and RYDEN, T. (2005). Inference in Hidden Markov Models.
New York: Springer. MR2159833

CARLSON, D., HAURIE, A. and LEIZAROWITZ, A. (1991). Infinite Horizon Optimal Control:
Deterministic and Stochastic Systems, 2nd ed. Berlin: Springer.

CHIGANSKY, P., LipTSER, R. and VAN HANDEL, R. (2010). Intrinsic methods in filter
stability. In Handbook of Nonlinear Filtering (D. CRISAN and B. ROzOVSKII, eds.).
Oxford: Oxford Univ. Press. To appear.

GENON-CATALOT, V., JEANTHEAU, T. and LAREDO, C. (2000). Stochastic volatility mod-
els as hidden Markov models and statistical applications. Bernoulli 6 1051-1079.
MR1809735

KoacaN, J.A. (1996). Hidden Markov models estimation via the most informative stop-
ping times for the Viterbi algorithm. In Image Models (and Their Speech Model
Cousins) (Minneapolis, MN, 1993/1994). IMA Vol. Math. Appl. 80 115-130. New
York: Springer. MR1435746

KWAKERNAAK, H. and Sivan, R. (1972). Linear Optimal Control Systems. New York:
Wiley. MR0406607

LEMBER, J. and KOLOYDENKO, A. (2008). The adjusted Viterbi training for hidden Markov
models. Bernoulli 14 180-206. MR2401659

LEMBER, J. and KOLOYDENKO, A. (2010). A constructive proof of the existence of Viterbi
processes. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 56 2017-2033.

MEYN, S. and TWEEDIE, R.L. (2009). Markov Chains and Stochastic Stability, 2nd ed.
Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press. MR2509253

ZASLAVSKI, A.J. (2006). Turnpike Properties in the Calculus of Variations and Opti-
mal Control. Nonconvexr Optimization and Its Applications 80. New York: Springer.
MR2164615

ZEITOUNI, O. and DEMBO, A. (1987). A maximum a posteriori estimator for trajectories
of diffusion processes. Stochastics 20 221-246. MR0878313


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0090477
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0168401
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0213931
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2237334
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1929991
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2159833
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1809735
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1435746
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0406607
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2401659
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2509253
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2164615
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0878313

20 P. Chigansky and Y. Ritov

[17] ZerTouni, O. and DEMBO, A. (1988). An existence theorem and some properties of max-

imum a posteriori estimators of trajectories of diffusions. Stochastics 23 197-218.
MR0928355

Received September 2009 and revised March 2010


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0928355

	1 Introduction
	2 Examples
	3 Convergence in the case of log-concave densities
	4 Concluding remarks
	Appendix: A supporting lemma
	Acknowledgements
	References

