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An autoregressive process w th M arkov regim e is an autoregres—
sive process for which the regression fiinction at each tim e point is
given by a nonobservable M arkov chain. In this paper we consider
the asym ptotic properties of the m axim um lkelhood estim ator in
a possbly nonstationary process of this kind for which the hidden
state space is com pact but not necessarily nite. Consistency and
asym ptotic nom ality are shown to ollow from uniform exponential
forgetting of the initial distribbution for the hidden M arkov chain con—
ditional on the ocbservations.

1. Introduction. An autoregressive processw ith M arkov regim €, orM arkov—

sw tching autoregression, is a bivariate process £ X ;Yx)g, where fX g isa
M arkov chain on a state space X and, condiional on fX g, £fYrg is an
Inhom ogeneous s-orderM arkov chain on a state space Y such that the con—
ditional distribution of Y, only dependson X , and lagged Y ’s. T he process
X g, usually referred to as the regim g, is not cbservable and inference has
to be carried out in temm s of the cbservable process fYrg. In generalwe can
w rite a m odelof this kind as

Yo=f (n 17Xnien);

where fe,g is an Independent and identically distributed sequence of ran—
dom variables that we denote the Innovation process (the e’s are not the
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2 R.DOUC,E.MOULINESAND T.RYDEN

and ff g isa fam ily of functions Indexed by a nite-din ensional param eter
. O fparticular Interest are the linear autoregressive m odels for w hich
XS
f @n 1iXnien)= ai®n; )¥n it en:

=1
These m odels were initially proposed by Ham ilton (1989) in econom etric
theory; the num ber of states of the M arkov chain is in this context m ost
often assum ed to be nite, each state being associated w ith a given state
of the econom y [see K rolzig (1997), Kim and Nelson (1999) and references
therein]. L inear autoregressive processes w ith M arkov regin e are also w idely
used In severalelectrical engineering areas including tracking ofm aneuvering
targets BarShalom and Li (1993)], ailure detection [Tugnai (1982)] and
stochastic adaptive control D oucet, Logothetis and K rishnam urthy (2000)];
In such cases the hidden state is m ost often assum ed to be continuous.
N onlinear sw tching autoregressive m odels have recently been proposed in
quantitative nance to m odelvolatility of logretums of intemational equity
m arkets [see, eg., Suam el (2000) and Chib, N ardari and Shephard (2002)].
A sinpl exam ple of such a m odel (referred to as SW ARCH for sw tching
ARCH) is

Y, =1 (Y_n 15X n)en;

w here once again £X g iseither a discrete or a continuousM arkov chain.An—

other in portant subclass of autoregressive m odels w ith M arkov regin e are

thehidden M arkovm odels HM M s), forw hich the conditionaldistribution of

Y, doesnot depend on lagged Y 'sbutonly on X , .HM M s are used In m any

di erent areas, Including speech recognition [Juang and Rabiner (1991)],
neurophysiology Fredkin and R ice (1987)], biology [Churchill (1989)], econo—

m etrics [Chib, N ardari and Shephard (2002)]and tin e seriesanalysis de Jong and Shephard
(1995) and Chan and Ledoler (1995)].See also them onograph by M ach onald and Zucchini
(1997) and references therein.

M ost works on m axinum lkelihood estim ation in such m odels have fo—
cused on num ericalm ethods suiable for approxim ating them axin um lkeli-
hood estim ator M LE ). In sharp contrast, statistical issues regarding asym p—
totic properties of the M LE for autoregressive m odels w ith M arkov regin e
have been largely ignored until recently. Baum and Petrie (1966) proved
consistency and asym ptotic nom ality oftheM LE for HM M s in the partic—
ular case where both the cbserved and the latent variables take values is

nite spaces. T hese results have recently been extended in a series of papers
by Leroux (1992), Bickel and R itov (1996), B ickel, R itov and Ryden (1998)
(henceforth referred to as BRR), Jensen and Petersen (1999) (enceforth
referred to as JP ) and Bakry, M ihaud and Vandekerkhove (1997).BRR ol-
lowed the approach taken by Baum and Petrie (1966) and generalized their
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results to the case where the hidden M arkov chain fX g takesa nite num —
ber of values, but the cbservations belong to a general space. JP extended
these results to HM M s w ith the regin e taking valies in a com pact space,
proving asym ptotic nom ality ofthe M LE and a local consistency theorem .

A round the sam etin e, Le G Jand and M evel (2000) [seealsoM evel (1997)]
Independently developed a di erent technique to prove consistency and asym p—
totic nom ality ofthe M LE forHM M swih nite hidden state space. T heir
work was later extended to HM M s w ith non nite hidden state space by
Douc and M atias (2001). This approach is based on the ocbservation that
the log likelhood can be expressed as an additive function of an extended
M arkov chain. T hese techniques, which are well adapted to study recursive
estin ators (that are updated for each novel observation), typically require
stronger assum ptions than the m ethods developed n BRR and JP.

None of the theoretical contrbutions m entioned so far allows for au-
toregression, but are concemed w ith HM M s alone. For autoregressive pro—
cesses w ith M arkov regim g, the only theoretical result available up till now
is consistency of the M LE when the regim e takes values in a nite sst
K rishnam urthy and Ryden (1998) and Francg and R oussignol (1998)]. In
the present paper we exam ine asym ptotic properties of the M LE when the
hidden M arkov chain takes values in a com pact space, and we do allow for
autoregression in the cbservable process. O ur results inclide consistency
and asym ptotic nom ality of the M LE under standard regularity assum p—
tions (T heoram s 1 and 4) and consistency of the cbserved infom ation as an
estim ator of the Fisher nform ation (Theorem 3 with | being the M LE).
T hese results generalize w hat is obtained in the above-m entioned papers to
a larger class of m odels, and we obtain them through a uni ed approach.
W e also point out that the convergence theorem for the M LE is global, as
opposed to the local theorem of JP .M oreover, the nonstationary setting is
treated in Section 7.

T he lkelhood that we willwork w ith is the conditional likellhhood given
initial cbservations ?o = (Yp;:::55Y s+1) and the iniial (out uncbserved)
state X ¢ .C onditioning on initialobservations in tin e seriesm odels goesback
at lreasttoM ann and W ald (1943).In ourcasewe, in addition, also condition
the likelihood on the unobserved initial state. T he reason for doing so isthat
the stationary distrbution of £ X  ;Yx)g, and hence the true lkelhood, is
typically infeasible to com pute. T hus n, denoting the num ber of factors n
the likelhood| the \nom inal" sam ple size| is s Jess than the actual sam ple
size.U sing p as a generic sym bol for densities we can express the condiional
log likelhood as

1) = log P X17::57%n;Y15:257Yn YVoiXo) Ax1) n)dx
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7 Z n w
= log q ®x 17%x) g k¥x 17%xk) @x1) n ) fox
k=1 k=1
where and g ( ; ) are a reference m easure and the transition density for

the hidden chain, respectively, and g (yk ¥x 1;Xx) isthe conditionaldensity
of yx given yy 1 and xy . In the particular case when fX g is nitevalied,
taking values in £1;2;:::;dg say, this log likellhood can be expressed as
|

- !
@) Iogp (y17:::ivnyoixe) = bgly, Q G (yix 1) 1;

k=1
where Q = fqg (i;j)g is the transition probability m atrix of the M arkov
chain fXyg,G (y¥)= diag@ (1)), 1x, is the xgth unit vector of length
d, that is,a d 1 vector in which all elem ents are zero except for elem ent
Xo which isuniy, and 1 isa d 1 vector of all ones. It is clear that R)
is essentially a product ofm atrices and is hence easily evaluated. It can be
m axin ized over using standard num ericaloptin ization proceduresorusing
theEM algorithm [see, eg., Ham ilton (1990)].H ow ever, one should be aw are
that the log lkelhood is typically m ulim odal and either approach m ay
converge to a localm aximum . W hen fX g is continuous, evaluation of the
log lkelhood (1) requires an integration over an n-din ensional space. T his
task is insum ountable for typical values of n, and approxin ation m ethods
are required. Two classes of such m ethods, particle Iersand M onte C arl
EM algorithm s, as well as a num erical exam ple using the latter, are brie y
discussed In Section 8.

An obvious variant to our approach is to replace the condition ofa xed
Xo by assum ing a xed distrlbbution for xp. Such an assum ption does not
change any of our results and no m ore than notational changes are needed
In the proofs. A further natural variant is tom axim ize (1) w rt. and the
unknown xo.W e have not Included this approach In the present paper, pri-
m arily because score function analysis would require assum ptions on how
them axin Izing xg variesw th , assum ptions that would be di cul to ver-
iy In practice. W e do rem ark, however, that in a particular but in portant
case, assum ing a xed xg is no less general than is m axin ization over xg.
Suppose that the regin e £X g is nitevalued and that all elem ents g5 of
the transition probability m atrix Q m ay be chosen independently. T he pa—
ram eter vector may then bewritten = ((g); ).W e also assum e that

can be furtherdecom posed as = ( ;( 1)), and that the functions g are
such thatg (i ¥x 1/%k)= h Yk ¥x 17 7 x,) forsome fam ily of densitiesh.
In other words, all g’s belong to a singlke param etric class of densities,
is a param eter comm on to all regim es and the ;’s are the regin e spoeci c
param eters. For exam ple, In the linear regression case ; m ay be the regin e
speci ¢ regression coe cients while may be a comm on innovation vari-
ance, = Ee’.W ith this general structure i is clear that if xg is a xed
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nitial state, for any m odelw ith a di erent Initial statewe can nd an equiv—
alent m odelw ith initial state x¢ by sin ply renum bering the states and then
reordering the gj;'sand ;s accordingly. T herefore, w henever s structured
as above, assum ing a xed xg is no less general than is m axin ization over
X0 .

A s mentioned above, from a practical point of view the novelty of the
present paper is that we extend the analysis of M LE asym ptotics to w ider
classofm odelsusing a uni ed approach.From a theoreticalpoint ofview the
novelty is, forem ost, the geom etrically decaying bound on them ixing rate of
the conditional chain, X ¥ , given in Corollary 1 and (20). T hisbound par-
allels resultsof BRR (page 1622) and JP (page 521),but in contrast to those
results our bound does not depend on the Y ‘s being conditioned upon; it is
determ inistic. A ssum ption @A 1) @) below , In plying that the hidden chai is
uniform ly geom etrically ergodic, and m ore speci cally that the whole state
space is 1-am all [see the comm ent after A 1) (@)], is crucial to this property;
If fX g ism-amallwih m > 1 one can prove an analogous m ixing rate
bound using sin ilar ideas, but the bound w ill then depend on the Y ’s. The
determm inistic nature of the bound is vital to our proofs that the conditional
score given the \in nite past" [ ka () In Section 6.1] and the conditional
Hessian given the \in nite past" (cf.P ropositions 4 and 5) have nite second
and rstm om ents, respectively. T he reason is that when them odelcontains
autoregression, the conditional distrdbution of £Y, g given £X g is govemed
by an inhom ogeneous autoregression rather than by independence; hence,
In the proofof Lemm a 10, for exam ple, we cannot condition on the regin e
fX g and exploit conditional independence In order to tum a random m ix—
Ing bound Into a determm inistic one as was done n BRR (eg., page 1625)
and JP (eg. page 525).W e pln to ook into thism ore general case, but i
lies outside the scope of the present paper. A nother feature of the present
paper is that by re ning the argum ents of BRR and JP we obtain aln ost
sure convergence rather than convergence is probability in T heorem 3.

T he paper is organized as follow s. M ain assum ptions are given and com —
mented in Section 2, together with comm on notation. Then iIn Section 3
we show that the regine fX g, given the observations, is a nonhom oge-
neousM arkov chain whose transition kemelsm ay bem inorized usinga xed
and comm on m norizing constant. This leads to a determ inistic bound for
s m ixing rate. In Section 4, consistency of the M LE is considered under
the additional assum ption that fYyg is strict sense stationary; extensions
to nonstationary processes through coupling are carried out in Section 7.
Conditions upon which the param eters are identi able are given In Sec—
tion 5. A sym ptotic nom ality of the estin ator is studied in Section 6. The
proofisbased on a central lin it theorem and a locally uniform law of large
num bers for the conditional expectation of appropriately de ned statistics.
M ore speci cally, these statistics are additive and quadratic fiinctionals of
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the com plete data. Section 8 contains a discussion of num ericalm ethods for
state space m odels and a num ericalexam ple. F nally, the A ppendix contains
proofs not given in them ain text.

2. N otation and assum ptions. W eassum ethattheM arkov chain £X kg}li: 0
ishom ogeneous and lies in a separable and com pact set X , equipped w ith a
m etrizable topology and the associated Borel —-eldB X ).WeltQ &;A),
x2X,A 2BX), be the transition kemel of the chain; the param eter
w hich indexes the fam ily of transition kemels as well as the regression func—
tions forthe Y ’s, see below , is the param eter that we want to estim ate. N ext
we assum e that each measure Q (X; ) hasa density dx; ) with respect to
acommon nie dom natingmeasure on X .Thatis, orall andx2 X,
Q0 &; ) . For the sake of sin plicity, i is assumed that K )= 1; this
assum ption hints at applications where X is a totally bounded space.

W e also assum e that the cdbservable sequence fYkgi: o 1 takes values in
a set Y that is separable and m etrizable by a com plete m etric. Furthem ore,
foreachn 1 and given f)ﬁ{(;rnk:rl1 ;and X, Y, isconditionally independent
offYkg]::SSil and kag?(:é.w e also assum e that oreach X,, Y 5 1 and

, this conditional law has a density g (¢¥ n 1;X o) with respect to som e
xed —nitemeasure on theBorel —-eldB (Y).

The param eter belongsto , a com pact subset of R P. T he true param -
eter value w illbe denoted by  , and when proving asym ptotic nom ality of
theM LE we assum ethat lies in the interdor of .G iven the cbservations
Y s+17:::;Y, ofthe process £fYyg, we wish to estimate by the m axin um
likelihood m ethod.

The sequence £2yGp_, £ X k;Y x)9j_, iSaM arkov chamonz , X  Y°
w ith transition kemel given by, for any bounded m easurable function f
onz,

= f &%yvsitiniv2)a &ix0g ¢ ysitinviix) @x) @):

W e use In the sequel the canonical version of this M arkov chain and put

’ °.For a probabilty measure on Z we kt P, bethe law of fZ,g
when the Initial distrlbbution is ; that is, Zg .Furthem ore, E; is the
associated expectation.M any conditional probabilities and expectations in
this paper do not depend on the initial distribbution, and we stress this by
then dropping the nitial probability m easure from the notation, so thatP |
is replaced by P , and so on.

T hroughout this paper we w ill assum e that the transition kemel has
a unigque invariant distrbution ; this assum ption is further com m ented
on below . For a stationary process we writeP and E forP ; and E ;. ,

’
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regoectively. W e can and w illextend such a stationary process £Z kg‘}{: o toa
stationary M arkov chain fZ kg}l<= ; with doubly in nite tin e and the sam e
transition kemel. .

Fori J,put¥], (Fi;Yui;::5Y9) andY ), (F Y w1;::5Y 5), respec
tively. Sin ilar notation w ill be used for other quantities. For any m easur—
able function £f on X ;B X ); ), esssupf , InffM 0: (tM I )= Og
and, if £ is nonnegative, essinff , supfM 0: (tM fg)= 0g W ih ob—
vious conventions if those sets are em pty). For the sake of sin plicity, In—
stead of writing esssup f or essinff, we use the notation supf or inff.
For any two probability m easures 1 and 5 we de ne the total variation
distance k ¢ okrv = supy J 1 @) 2 A)jand we also recall the identi-
ties supy4 1 J 1 (£) 2 (£)J= 2k 4 2kry and supg ¢ 171 (F) 2 (E)J=
k ;1 2krv .Forany m atrix or vector A , kA k= AiyjFinally, wewilluse
the Jetter p to denote densitiesw rit.the probabilty m easureon B X Y) 2
whose nite-din ensionaldistrbutions are given by ( yE orallr 1.

W e now list our basic assum ptions.

@l @ 0< , nf, Infxex g &xYand ;, SUp , SUP, oy 9 ;X)) <

1.
R
b) For a]lRyO2 Y and y2 Y%, 0< ;nf, ,g ¢"¥ix) dx) and
sup , 4 9 ¥ix) @x)< 1.

Assumption A1) @) impliesthat forallx2 X ,Q (x;A) @A) where is
a probability m easure, that is, the state space X oftheM arkov chain fX ,g
is1l-small M eyn and Tweedie (1993), page 106, with m = 1]. Thus, for all
2 ,thischain hasaunique hvariantm easure ¥ and isuniom J ergodic
M eyn and Tweedie (1993), Theoram 16.02()]. W hen the state space is
nite, A1) @) isequivalent to saying that orallx;x°2 X , inf , q &;x% >
0.

A2) Forall 2 ,the transition kemel is positive H arris recurrent and
aperiodic w ith invariant distribbution
T hat the chain is positive m eans, essentially, that it is irreducble and has
an invariant distrbbution M eyn and Tweedie (1993), page 230] and H arris
recurrence m eans that any nonnull set w illbe in nitely visited by the chain
irrespective of where it starts within the sest M eyn and Tweedie (1993),
page 200]. This assum ption is rather weak; resuls on ergodicity for au—
toregressive processes w ith M arkov regin e can be found in, for exam pl,
Franog and Zakoian (2001),H olst, Lindgren, H olst and T huvesholm en [(1994),
page 495] and Yao and Attali (2000). It in plies that for any initialm easure
[see M eyn and Tweedie (1993), Theorem 133.3],
3) Im k" krv = 0;

n! 1
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so thatthetail —eld offZ,g istrivial Lindvall (1992), T heoram I1121.12].
Its Invariant - eld, which is no larger, is thus also trivial and hence fZ, g
is ergodic In the m easure-theoretic sense of the word.

For the developm ents that follow , an additional assum ption is needed.

B3) by , SUP SUPy,y, T GuFoix) <1 and B (Jogb (¥ 0i¥1)) < 1,
whereb (oiv1), Mf 4y g V1¥oix) @Ax).

Remark 1. In the sequelwe consider conditional expectations of ran—
dom variablesw xrit.the -algebra generatedby X, ;Y. ) forsomem n.
Such expectations are de ned up to a P ; -null set. For the derivations that
follow , we need to specify a version of these conditional expectations. Since
P , isde ned by the initialdistrbbution and the transition kemel , it is
always possbl to express these conditional expectations in term s of these
quantities and we always in plicitly choose this version of the conditional
expectations.

3. Uniform forgetting of the conditional hidden M arkov chain. By the
conditional hidden M arkov chain we m ean the process fX g given a se—
quence of Y 's. It w illl tum out that this process isa M arkov chain, although
nonhom ogeneous, but still having a favorable m ixing rate. Bounds on this
m ixing rate w illbe Instrum ental In the forthcom ing developm ent.

Lemma 1. Assume Al).Letm ;n2 Z withm nand 2 .Underf,
conditionally on Y :1 ; TX vOx m Is an inhom ogeneous M arkov chain, and for
allk> m there exists a function i (y; .;A) such that:

@ PranyA2BX),y, 7 x sA) isaBorel finction;
(11) ﬁ)ranyyﬁ sr k(yﬁ 57 ) 1s a probability measure on B X ). In addi-
tion, for ally, . ithodsthat vy o7 ) and jbrafi,

nfP K2 A XKy 1= %Y ) — (D A):
X

+

Remark 2. Contrary to JP, thism inorization condition involves a con—
stant = ; which does not depend on the values of £fY,g. On the other
hand, them norizing m easure i (y, 5; ) doesdepend ony  whereas the
m Inorizing m easure is xed in JP.Hence no assum ption on the conditional
density of Yy given past cbservations and hidden state variables is needed,
w hereas JP assum ed a m om ent condition, in the specialcase of HM M s, for
the ratio sup sup, .09 (yk)=g (vk").An explicit expression or i (v} & )
is not needed.
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ProofofLemma l. Theproofisadapted from DelM oraland G uionnet
(2001) [eee @also DelM oraland M iclo (2000)]. The M arkov property In plies
that, form < k n,

P ®p2AKE 5¥2)=P ®e2AK, ;Y0 1):

For k > n we have P (Xk_2 Aj>(r}f1 l;Y_:I)= Q Ky 15A).This shows that
X9 n c:ondji'_ionalonY;l1 is an inhom ogeneousM arkov chain.Fork n
it holds that

P X2AKy 1;Y_L1 1)
Z

= g ®x X)p YPXe=3xYy 1) @dx)
A
Z 1

g ®x 1X)P W pKe=%Yx 1) @x) ;
X
w here

P Y EKr= %Y 1)
4)

g ¥ ¥ rve n k) n
= q Xi 17%1) g i 5 17x%y) A2y, 1)
i=k+1 =k
Since g &;x%) it readily ollow s that
P ®y2AKy, 15¥, 1) — x0T A)
+
w ith
z .z

LY PA), P PKk=xYy 1) (@x) P Y PKr=xYy 1) dx):
A X
Notethaéc

xp ¥ P Ke=xY % 1) (@x)

“ow * v @ k+1)
= g & 15%:) g Wi o15x5) ° @dxy)
i=k+ 1 =k
n kYn g v
g ;¥ i 1;x) (@dx)
=k
ispositive under A1) o).Fork> nwesimply set (Y ;A)= (@).

T he a posteriori chain thusalso adm itsX asa 1-sn allset. It isworthw hilke
to note that, despite the chain being nonhom ogeneous, the sam e m inorizing
constant can be used for all kemels, irrespective of the Y ’s the chain is
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conditioned upon and of the param eter value. U sing standard resuls for
uniform ly m inorized M arkov chains [see, eg., Lindvall (1992), Sections ITT.9{
11], we thus have the follow ing resul, which plays a key role In the sequel.

Corollary 1. Assume Al).Letm;n2 Z withm nand 2 .Then
forallk m, all probability m easures 1 and gonB(X)andaJlY:l,

7 7
P X2 K=3xY,) 1dx) P X2 K=3xY,) o(dx)
X X TV
k m .
where , 1 = 4.

N ote that when m J'sposjrjye,E Xk 2 j§=x;Y_;)=P Xy 2 X =
x;Y :1 ) does not depend upon the initial distrdbution.

4. Uniform convergence of the likelhood contrast function. G iven xg 2
X , notice that

Z
_ b _
G p ¥ T¥0iXo=x0)= q &k 19 X x 1xe) " ExT)
k=1
and de ne the conditional log likelihood function
- Xt —k 1
©) L(i%), ogp Y {¥ 0iXo= x0)= Iogp (0x¥ ( iXo= Xo0);
k=1

wherep Yy ¥ o iXo=%0)=p ¥ ¥¥ 0;X 0= %0)=p (Y}fljfo;Xo=Xo)-
W ih the notation introduced above, ork 1,

P (ijT}S l;Xo= x0)
7 7
(7) = g Y x 17Xk)d Kk 17%Xk)

—k 1
P Xy 12dxx 1¥ o iXo0=x0) @xx);

hereP Ky 12 _j}g l;Xo=xo)j.stl'1e ITrering distrdbution of the unknown
state X 1 given Y_}S ' and X g = xp. Note that this distrdbution m ay be
expressed as
Z
—k 1 —k 1
B) P Kx 12 ¥ Xo=x)= P Ky 12 F ;Xo=X0) x@x0):

T he discussion In the previous section hints that the In uence of the initial
point X g vanishesask ! 1 .
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T he de nition ofthe conditional log likellihood em ployed here di ers from
the one usually adopted for HM M s. E xtending to AR m odels w ith M arkov
regin e the de nitions of BRR and JP for exam ple, the log lkelhood would
be

X —k 1
) L), bgp Yx¥X o )i
k=1
where
.l A
p Wy, )= g (V¥ x 17Xk)9 Kk 17%x)
10)

P Ky 12 dxg 1j?}5 Y @xy ) :

Here P Xy 12 _jg l) is the Itering distrbution of the unknown state
Xk 1 given ?]8 ' under the stationary probability P .This ITrering distri-
bution m ay be expressed as

Z
= —k 1 —k 1 = —k 1
P Xy 12 jZ )= P Ky 12 jg iXo=x0)P Ko2dxe¥ o )
11)
and Corollary 1 show s that that the total variation distance between the
. P - — 1 PR 1
Iering probabilities P K, 1 2 jg ) and P Xy 12 jg X o= Xg)
tends to zero exponentially fastask ! 1 uniform Iy w rt. xg.
T he de nition ofthe log likelhood in (9) isusefulforHM M sbut less so for
m odels w ith autoregression. Indeed, for m any m odels p (Yx ]8 1y cannot
be expressed in closed form , basically because the an oothing probability
P X 02 _jg 1) dependsupon the stationary distribution  ofthe com plete
chain,

— —k 1
P Xo2AF 4 )
R _ RO _
_.a @x0¥ o) g & oixo)g X 5 ox) ® D@k b )
- N p— I\u p— .
« @xo¥ o) T Ela ki xdg Y x) & DExt )

In m any m odels for which the stationary density is not available in closed
form , the log lkellhood (9) does not lad to a practical algorithm . This
is our m otivation for considering the conditional form (6) of the log lkeli
hood function. N evertheless, as we w ill see below , for any initial point xg,
n 1(]ﬂ( 1%0) & (1)) converges to zero uniform Iy w rt.to 2 asa con-
sequence of the uniform forgetting of the conditional M arkov chain. T hus,
by the continuity ofthe argm ax finctional, Anp(o ythemaxinum ofl, ( ;x5),
and An, them axinum ofl, ( ), are asym ptotically equivalent.
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Remark 3. For an arbitrary probabilitym easureon B X ) it ispossible

to consider 7

p,YI¥ o= p ET¥oiXo=x0) Ex):

T hat is, Instead of choosing an nitialpoint X g = x¢ we set Instead an arbi-
trary initial distrdbbution. T here is in general little rational for doing that,
but the results ocbtained below for a xed iniial condition X o= xo Inme—
diately carry over to this m ore general context. Typically such a has a
density w xrt. so that there are a density p ; (Y‘fj?o;xo= Xp) and an
associated M LE .

T he consistency proof for the M LE follow s the classical schem e of W ald
(1949), which am ounts to proving that there exists a determm inistic asym p—
totic criterion function 1( ) such that n l]n( %) Y L( )f’ -as. unifom ly
wxkt. 2 and that is a welkseparated point of maximum of 1( ). It
should be stressed that the asym ptotic criterion 1( ) should of course not
depend on the Initialpoint X g = xq.

The rst step of the proof thus consists in show ing that the nom al-
ized log likelihood function n lln ( 7x9) converges to 1( ) uniform Iy w xit.

. This requires a uniform W xt. 2 and x¢2 X ) law of large num —
bers. W e rst show that the di erence between the conditional log likeli-
hood functions 1, ( ;%) and 1 ( ) stays within som e determ inistic bound,
and hencen ', ( ;%) 1()) tendsto zeroP -as.and n L' @ ) [see
DelM oraland M iclo (2001) for sin ilar resuls].

Lemma 2. Assume @A1) and @A2).Then, rallxg2 X,
supdh ( ;%)  L()J 1= 2y P -as.
2

Proof. Note that by Corollary 1, (8) and (11),

—x 1 — —x 1
kP Xy 12 j? iXo=x0) P Ky 12 jg Ykrv k1,
T his mm plies that, for k 1,
) —k 1 —k 1.,
P ¥y Xo=x%x0) pE¥g )J
Z 7
= g (V¥ k 17Xx)g &Kk 17%Xx) @)

P (dxx 1j?]8 l;X0= Xg) P (@xx 1j?]8 l))
7

Ysip g Xk 1ix)d & 15%k) @)

Xk 1

7
f g WXk %) dx):

k

k1
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In addition, by (7),
Z

P (ij?}é 1;Xo= Xq) g k¥ x 1;%) @x);

and the sam e nequality holds for p (ij?}g l). The inequality jlogx
logy] ¥ y¥F&”y)now showsthat

k1

. —k 1 —k 1 .
Jlogp (Yx¥ o iXo=x%x0) logp (Yx¥ o )J 1

A summ ation concludes the proof.

T he next step consists in show ing that n 1, ( ) can be approxin ated by
the ssmplemean ofa P -stationary ergodic sequence of random variables
nL'@ ).IEisnatumltoapproxinaten 'L ()=n1 " bgp G¥ 5 )
by n 1* k-1 bogp (ij?kll), provided we can give m eaning to the latter
conditional densities. T his is the m ain purpose of the construction below .
Let, orx 2 X,

km ;x( )I ]ng (ij?kml;x m = X);
7
em (), ogp 0¥ . )=1g P ¥ niX m=% n)P @ n ¥ o)t

It follow s from the de nitions that 1, ( )=P E=1 k;0 (). In order to show
that for any k 0 the sequences £ yn ( )h o and £ g;mx( )G o con—
vergeuniom Iy w rt. 2 ,P -a.s.,weprovethatthey areunifom Cauchy
sequences. T his property is In plied by the follow ing lemm a.

Lemma 3. Assume A1){@A3). Then for allk landm;m0 0,_P -
a.s.,

A 0
12) sip 1P F kmam () xkmopo( )3 FETY I=aq);
2 xx®2X
13) spsP T kmm ()  xm () T =@ );
2 x2X

14) supsupsupJ kmax( )J max (GogbFibg( b ¥ x 1;Y))I:
2 m 0x2X

T he proof is sin ilar to the proofofLemm a 2 Mm aking use ofthe uniform er-
godicity of the conditional chain) and is given in the Appendix.By (12),
f ¥xmx( )G o is auniform Cauchy sequence w rt. 2 P -as. and
thus g x () converges uniform y? as.Equation (12) also in plies that
Imypyi 1 kmux( ) doesnotdepend on x.Denoteby ; () this Iim it. n—
tuitively, wem ay think of ¢, ( ) aslogp ¥y kll).Equatjon (14) shows
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that £ ymx( )G o iS unifom ly bounded in L' @ ), and thus the Iim i
ki ( )isalson L' @ ).Note that £ k1 ( )gisaP -stationary ergodic
process.
Settingm = 0 In (12) and ]etu'ngmol 1 showsthat,P -as.,
sip3 xom () xa ()3 K =@ );
2
and (13) showsthatsup , J xom () x0( )3 ¥ = ). These two
relations readily im ply the follow ing resul.

Corollary 2. Assume (A1l) and A2).Then
Xn
supJ ;o ( ) 1 ()3 2= % P -a.s.
k=1 2

Corollary 2 shows thatn 11, ( ) can be approxin ated by the sam ple m ean
of a stationary ergodic sequence, unifomly w rt. 2 .Sihce o5 ()2
L' ® ), the ergodic theorem impliesthatn *L () ! 1( ), E [ ¢a1 ()]
P -as.and n Ll@ ). Combining this result wih Lenma 2 yilds the
follow ing.

Proposition 1. Assume A1l){A3).Then Prallxg2 X and 2 ,

In 0 'L(x)=1); P as.andinl'® ):

Remark 4. The pointwise convergence of n 1]n ( ;%) hasbeen estab—
lished for HM M s by Leroux (1992) and Le G land and M evel (2000) for a
nite state space and later for a com pact state space by D ouc and M atias
(2001) . In the papers of Le G Jand and M evel (2000) and D ouc and M atias
(2001), the authors used the geom etric ergodicity of an extended M arkov
chain consisting of the hidden variable, the observed variable and the pre—
diction Xer densiy function. However, this approach requires conditions
stronger than the weak ergodicity condition (A 2) and them om ent condition
@A3s.

The next step of the proof consists in show Ing that 1( ) is continuous
w rt. .To that purgpose, st ocbserve that, by (4) and the dom inated
convergence theorem , forany x2 X and 2 ,

W()=E Hn omx()= 1M E [ ogmux( )l

m! 1 m! 1

Since £ om x ( )G o isa unifom Caudy sequence P -as. which is uni

form y bounded N L@ ) € [Bup, oup 5 [ omx ( )I< 1), it su ces
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to show that (m x ( ) iscontinuousw rt. .In fact, thisisthewhole point
ofusing gm;x( ) Instead of o ( ).W ewillneed the follow ing additional
assum ption:

@A 4) Fora]lx;xOZ X andall (y;y0)2 Ys vy, 7 q(x;xo) and 7 g (yojy';x)
are continuous.

Lemma 4. Assume Al){@A4).Then Prall 2 ,

lm E sip J oo (O o ()j=0:
1o j0j

T he proof is given in the Appendix. W e m ay now state the central result
of this section, the uniform oconvergence of the nom alized log likelihood
n 'L ( ;x) to1l( ), which ®llowsaln ost inm ediately from C orollary 2 and
the ergodic theoram .

Proposition 2. Assume @A1l){@A4).Then

Im sup sup h 'h( %) L()3=0; P -as.
nt 1 2 xp2X

A gain, the proof is in the A ppendix.

5. Consistency ofthem axin um lkelhood estin ator. W ew illnow prove
that under suitable assum ptions the uniquem axin izerof 7 1( ) is , the

true value of the param eter. Let P’ be the trace of P on £y ¥ iB) Yg,
that is, the distrbution of £Y,g. C onsider the follow Ing assum ption:

@A5) = ifand only if

(15) P =

In other words, under this assum ption the stationary law s of the cbserved
process associated w ith two di erent values ofthe param eter do not coincide
unless the param eters do. T his is cbviously them inin alassum ption thatwe
can In pose.W hen i com esto applying the resuls, it is som etin esm ore con—
venient to consider the follow ng altemative identi ability condition, which
In certain circum stances proves easier to verify.

@5% = ifand only if
-
(16) E Jonglz")=o rallp 1:
p(Ylij)
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In fact we will see below that under A 1){ @ 3), these two conditions are
equivalent. O foourse neither of the identi ability assum ptions stated above
is entirely satisfactory, because both conditions im plicitly m ake use of the
stationary distribution of the com plete chain, which typically is nfeasble
to com pute. N evertheless, it does not seem sensible to expect m uch sim pler
identi ability conditions based, say, on g and g alne. The usefulness of

(A5)1srevealedwhen conditioning on Y ¢, yieding = ifand only if
b—
17) E E JonglEO) Yo, =0 fralp 1:
p(Ylij)

In this expression the Inner expectation is a conditional K ulback{Lebler
m easure, and hence nonnegative. If equality holds in (17), the Inner condi-

tional expectation vanishes P’ °-as. This observation m ay in tum often be
used to prove that =, using, for exam ple, identi ability of m ixtures of
the fam ily to which the densities g ( yjx) belong.A particular exam ple In—
volring linear regressions w ith nomm aldisturbances and nievalied regim e
is discussed in K rishnam urthy and Ryden [(1998), page 302]. Slightly di er—
ent identi ability conditions are em ployed in Francg and R oussignol (1998).

B efore proceeding to the equivalence of @ 5) and @ 5%, som e preparatory
lemm as are needed. W e will rst show that the conditionaldensity function
p kj?i) @ J<k ) converges to the unconditional density fiinction
p X };) whenthegapk Jjtendstoin nity.Thiscanbeviewed asakindof -
m ixIng condition expressed directly on the conditionaland the unconditional
density functions, which is inherited from the ergodicity of the com plte
chain.

Lemma 5. Assume (Al){(A3) and x k ‘. Then

hn siph ¥, ¥ pE)=0 inP -probability.

i

T he proof is given In the A ppendix.
The Pllow Ing Jlemm a show s that (15) and (16) are equivalent.

Lemma 6. Assume AL1l){A3).Then (15) hods ifand only if (16) holds.
Proof. Ttobviously su cesto show the \if" part, so suppose ( 16) holds.

T he basic idea consists in inserting a gap in the range of variables.Forp 1
and m 0, write

p+m
0=E log—p (Yp+m EO)
p ;7 ¥Xo)
R
_E R YI¥aao g e @553 o)

pt+m

p(Y jfm+l’_) m+lj{0
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The two tem s on the right-hand side are expectations of K ulback {Lebler
divergence functions and thus nonnegative, which show s that

p+tm Pis
- gp (Ym+1jf0) -F bgp (Yplz m)
m+ljf0 lj{ m)
Z PoyPy
=E oo Y1z vi¥ m)p ¥I=vi¥ o) PayD)

1
g
p @¥Y=vi¥ n)

Thus, orallm 0,

By Lanma 5,
P e paD;
= Im p Y o) POTY n)j=0 P -probability;
whence p (Y§)=p (Yf)? -as. T he proof is com plte.

Proposition 3. Under A1){@AD5), 1( ) 1( ) and 1( )= 1( ) ifand
only if =

Proof. By the dom inated convergence theoram ,
()=E im bgp 1¥ )
18) = Im E Dogp (1% )]
=M E E Dgp 01¥ 5)¥ o

Hence 1( ) 1( ) isnonnegative as the lim it of expectations of conditional
Kulback{Lebler divergence functionsand  isam axin izer of the fiinction
T 1().
Now assume 1( )= 1( ).By Lemma 6 it su cesto prove that (16) holds.
Note that orany k 1 andm 0,
XK
E [ogp € 5% 'n)l= E [op ¥ n 1))

=1

Hence, by (18),

dim B logp (5 o)1= K1)
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and forp+ s< k+ 1,

0=kA( ) LU N= mE Dy"

m !

_ P OE ¥k oY o)
SLlpE ]og : p+l_ P_Om
1 P (Yk p+1jfk p;Y m)

m !

— p (YT oY )
=]IﬂSL1pE ]Og l_ _;Dkkm
ml p(YIfij;kam)

T he proof is concluded by kttingk ! 1 and using Lenma 7.

Lemma 7. Assume A1l){A3).Then forallp landall 2 ,

P vk P
_ ;Y —
Iimn sup E ]ogp (Ylfo_ km) E ]ogip (YplEO) =0
kKt lm x p(YIl)ij;Y o) p ¥ 71X o)

T he proof of this Jemm a is based on the m ixing properties of the com plkte
chain (see Lemm a 5) and is postponed to the A ppendix.

W e may now summ arize our ndings in the follow ing theorem , which
states the strong consistency of the condiionalM LE .

Theorem 1. Assume AI){AS5).Then, orany xg 2X,lim, ¢ An,xo =

, P —a.s.

6. A sym ptoticnom ality ofthem axin um lkelihhood estin ator. Lemmal
and Corollary 1 are the basic tools for generalizing the results of BRR and
JP . T he pattem of the proof of asym ptotic nom ality of the M LE is sin ilar
to that presented In these contrlbutions, w ith two m apr di erences. F irst,
the geom etric upper bounds are determ inistic, which is a consequence of
Lemma 1 and Corollary 1. Second, In thispaper, theM LE is them axin izer
of the conditional log likelhood 1, ( ;%p), where x¢ is some xed arbitrary
point n X ,whereas In BRR and JP i isthem axin izer of the unconditional
log Ikelihood I, ( ).

N ot surprisingly, the proof of asym ptotic nom ality requires som e addi-
tional reqularity assum ptions.Let r and r ? be the gradient and the Hes-
sian operator w ith respect to the param eter , respectively. W e w illassum e
that there exists a positive real such thaton G, £ 2 :j Jj< g the
follow ing conditions hold:

@A 6) For a]lx;xo2 X and (y;yo) 2YS Y , the functions 7 q(x;xo) and
7T g % ;x% are tw ice continuously di erentiable on G .
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A7) (@) Sup g SuPy,okr bgqg &ix)k< 1 and sup ,q Sup,okr?  logq x;xOk <

1.
©) E [Bup ,¢ sup,kr Iogg (Y1¥ 0;x)k?]1< 1 andE [Bup ,¢ sup,kr Iogg (Y1 0;x)k]
<1.
@A8) (@) For almost allyt;y) ;n YS Y there exists a function
fy50:X ! R" mL'( ) such that sup ,5 9 G°¥ix) 0 &).
) For almostall xy) 2 X Ys,tl'lereexjstJ‘iJant'jonsf)},Y Y !

R* and f7, :¥ ! R" nL'( )suchthatkr g ¢°¥ix)k £, ¢%
and kr ’g ¢’yix)k £, ¢°) Pral 2G.

Remark 5. The regularity requirem ents (existence of rst and second
derivatives at all points, existence of Integrable upper bounds) are rem inis—
cent of C ram er’s classical proof of asym ptotic nom ality of the M LE . It is
obvious that these conditions could have been weakened using m ore sophis—
ticated techniques. W e w ill nevertheless stick to the conventional proof.

Remark 6. The condiions are weaker and m ore easily checked than
those used by JP, who assum ed that the stationary density of the com plete
M arkov chain istw ice di erentiablew xrt.to , a condition which isdi cult
to check exoept for very sin ple m odels. H owever, as seen below , by using
proper conditioning techniques it is possible to avoid such assum ptions.

A sym ptotic nom ality ofthe M LE is in plied by:

(i) acentrallin ittheorem (CLT) fortheF isher score functionn 1~2r I ( ;xo0),
and

(i) a bcally uniform law of lJarge num bers for the ocbserved F isher infor-
mation n 'r?l ( ;x) or 1 aneighborhood of

A long the lines of the proofsby BRR and JP, the key to the proof consists
In nding proper expressions for these tw o quantities. E xploiting the hierar-
chical structure of the m odel], it tums out that it is practical to express the
score function and the cbserved F isher inform ation as functions of condi-
tional expectations of the com plete score function and the com plete F isher
Inform ation.

61l.A central Iim it theorem for the score function. T he Fisher dentity
Louis (1982)] generally states that for a m odelw ith m issing data, the score
function equals the conditional expectation of the com plete score given the
cbserved data; the com plete score is the gradient of the com plete log lke-—
Ihood, that is, the lkelhood that includes the m issing data In addition
to the observed data. T he rationale for using this identiy is that the log
likelthhood and score functions them selves are typically rather involved [cf.
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(1)] whilke the com plete log likellhhood and score are sin pler. T his is true in
our case, in which the M arkov chain fX g, _,; constitutes them issing data.
T he Fisher identity requires exchanging the gradient operator w ith certain
Integrals, and is valid under A7) and A 8).Hence, forany x¢02 X,

1=2 1:2Xn k1
n r L( ;x0)=n r ogp (x¥ o, iXo= Xo)

k=1
1—2Xrl
=n B k,‘O;XO( )I
k=1
where forany x2 X and 2 ,
"Xk B . #
k;O;x()rE (;Zi 1) YO;XO=X
=1
" #
g1 —i —k 1
E ( 72y 1) Yq iXo=x;
=1
. . Py .
w ith the convention 7, ci= 0 ifb< a and
(5Z; )= (% 1;20)= (& 5Y 51T go1iY 5 o1)
= (s 1Y 5 1) ®55Y5))
;v Jog@ ®i 17X1)g ¥ 5 15X 1)
is the conditional score of X 3;Y;) given X 3 13Y 5 1)
W e also lkt, orm 0,
" # nw #
_ Xk —i —k — k1 —i —k 1
k;m()lE (;Zj_]_)Ym E (;Zil)Ym
= m+1 = m+1l
Sim ilar to what is done in BRR and JP we show that ,x( ) can be

approxinated N L?°® )byaP -stationary m artingak increm ent sequence
and apply a CLT for sum s of stationary m artingale increm ents.

The rst step In the proofconsists of show ing that the niialpoint x does
not show up in the lim it.

Lemma 8. Assume A1), A2) and A6){@A7).Then, orallx2 X,

lim E n ( xom () ko( )) =0z

n! 1
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Proof. W rie

xn
( k;O;x( ) k;O( )
k=1
X —k —n - —k —n
= E [ (52 D¥9iXo=x] E [ ( ;Z, )X )
k=1

U nder the stated assum pt]'onsﬁ (SUPx,szx k (5 (x;Y_o); (xO;Yl))kZ) <1.
The proofnow follow s from Corollary 1, which in plies that

- —k . —mn

KE [ ( ;Zy D¥ eiXo=x]1 E [ ( iZr DY oKk

2 supk ( ;65Y 1); &%Gvek Kt
x;x02X

Wewillnow show that orany k, £ yxn ( )9n o IS a Cauchy sequence
nL?@ ).Shce

km ( )=E [ ( ;2 ¥ 4]
k1 _ —i . —k — —i =%k 1
+ (E [ ( i 1)jf m] E [ ( i 1)jf m])
= m+1
thedierence yn () xmo( ) (assumjngm0> m > 0) lnvolves for each
m < i k tem softhe fom eitherE [ ( Ei l)ju?km] E [ ( ;2 l)j?kmo]
orE [ ( 721 l)jd?km] E [ ( ,lejf n ].By Corollary 1 and an ar-

gum ent used to prove Lemma 3 we obtain or m< m < i k that,

P as,

KE [ ( ;Ei 1)j?km] E [ ( ;Zi 1)j?kmo]k
) > 0 i+m 1
2 supk ( ;&Y 1);&;Y))k "

x;x92 X
Note that this tetm is small when i is far from m,say, 1 &k m)=2.
A nother kJnd of Jnequahty is required to bound KE [ ( _i l)j?k
E [ ( ,Zl 1)jf ]k Thistype ofbound w ill ollow from forgetting prop—

erties of the reverse oondmonalhndden chain.Sin ilarto Lemm a 1, we have
the follow ing result.

Lemma 9. Assume @A1l) and A2).Letm;n2 Z withm ;n 0and 2

.UnderP oondJrJona]JyonY , the tim e-reversed process £X , k9o x n+m
is an inhom ogeneous M arkov chaJn, and orall0< k n+ m there exists a
fanction ~ " * ., 7A) such that:
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(i) ranyA 2B X)), ynmk sr1 1~k (ynmk <+ 17A) is a Borel function;
(1) ﬁ)ranyynmk st 1r "'k(ynmk st1/7 ) 1s a prokability measure on B (X ).
In addition, for a]ly“mk 17~k (y“mk w1 ) and for a]l‘)?m ;

— —n — —n k
P Xpn k2AK, x+15Y p)=P Kpn x2A2AKpn xr17Y )

n k . .
~ (T s+l’A)'
+

T he proof is along the sam e Iines as Lemm a 1 and is om itted for brevity.
From this Jemm a, using an analogue of Corollary 1, it follow s that for
m < i< k,

KE [ ( ;2 0¥ w1 E [ (2 ¥ 'k
€0 > 0 k i1
2 sup k ( ;&Y 1);i&;Y¥i))k <t
x;x92 X

By a standard m artingale theory resul [see, eg., Shiryaev (1996), page 510],

, — —i —k = —i —k —
underassum ption A7) E [ ( ;Zi DX L1V E I (_;Zi DX 1 LP as.
asm ! 1 .Hence lnequalities (19) and (20) hod true, P -as. when either
m ormisreplaced by 1 .Usihg (20) withm = 1 shows that

1
X —i =k 1

1

KE [ (2, ¥ 11 E [ (2. D¥ 'Kk

K 1 o .
2 sup k ( ;&Y 1) &Gk <t
= 1 x;x92 X

Under A7) the right-hand side is in 1.2 CE ), and wem ay thus de ne

—k —k
k;l( ), E [ ( iy 1)jf 1]
k1 _ — —k — —i <k 1
+ € [ (52; ND¥ 1 E [ (;Z2; )X 1 D=
= 1
In addition we have the_ﬁ)JJowjng L2—bound, show ing that x5, ( ) con-—
verges to  y; )ynL?@ )asm ! 1 .

Lemma 10. Assume A1), A2)and A6){@A7).Then, orallk 1 and
m 0,

E K xm () xa (KO

1=2 (k+m)=2 1

12E  sup k ( ;&Y 0); ®%5¥1)K
xx02X 1
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Proof. Using (19) and (20) and theM inkow skiinequality, we nd that

apart from the factor €  Bup, ok k(Y 0); &GV DT, B Kk ym ()
k1 ( )k*)'™? isbounded by

k1 , _ xm _
2k+m l+4 (kll/\ i+ m 1)+2 k i1l
i= m+1 i= 1
X ) X ) k+m 1
2k+m l+4 k11+4 itm l+21
1<i k m)=2 k m)=2 iK1l
k+m)=2 1
122————:
1

Now de nethe Ifration F by F = (?i; 1 <i k)Prk2Z.Bythe
conditional dom inated convergence theoram ,

Al R 1

E L2 )X DY =0

el
]
—_
~

N
e
-
g
-

E [ (2 DXL 1=E E [ (525 DY 13Xy 11¥ “,'1= 0;

so that £ x;1 ( )<_:J}l<= ; san ;P )-adapted stationary, ergodic and
square integrable m artingale increm ent sequence. The CLT for sum sofsuch
sequences [see, eg., D urrett (1996), page 418] show s that

n 7 ka ()! N O;I( )); P -weakly;

whereI( ), E [ o1 ( ) o0a ( )T ]istheasym ptoticF isher inform ation
m atrix, de ned as the covariance m atrix of the asym ptotic score function.
Lemma 10 In plies that

_ ox

@1) dm E o0 T (k) g () =0
' k=1

1:2P 1:2P

and hencen k-1 ko0( ),andbyLemma8alson el ko ()
have the sam e lin ting distrbbution underP .W e summ arize our ndings
n the follow ing result.

Theorem 2. Assume @Al), A2) and A6){@A8).Then forany xg2 X,

n r 1L( ;xe)! N (0;I( )); P -weakly:
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62. Law of large num bers for the cbserved F isher inform ation. The sec-
ond part of the proof consists of show ing a locally uniform law of Jarge num —
bers for the ocbserved F isher Inform ation; for allpossbly random sequences
f ,g such that [ ! , P as, n 1y Zlﬂ ( ,sX0) converges, P -as., to
the F isher Inform ation m atrix at . Sin ilar to what was done In the previ-
ous section and follow ing the ideas developed In BRR , the proofam ounts to
showing that n 'r 2l ( n7X0) may be approxin ated by the sam ple m ean
of an ergodic stationary process. To do that it is convenient, just as for the
socore function, to express the observed F isher inform ation in tem s of the
Hessian of the com plte log likelhood. T his can be done by using the so-
called Louis m issing inform ation principle [Louis (1982)], valid under A 7)
and @A 8), which show s that

r’oogp (Y 7 0iX 0= xo)
X , —i —n
22) =E (725 1) YoiX 0= Xo

=1

" #

—i —n
+ var (724 1) YgiX0=Xqo ;

#

e

w here
PT )= iz B = (G LY 05T v )
=7 (i 1Y 5 1); X 5;Y9))
, r?lg (@ K 17X g (¥ 5 17X 9):

A s above wem ay w rite these quantities as telescoping sum s:

A\l #
X —i —n
E " (32 1) YoiX o= Xo
i=1
A\l
X X i =k '
= E " (52 1) YiX o= Xp
k=1 i=1
" #!
}X ' —i —k 1
E "( 72y 1) Yqg iXo= Xo
=1
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#
Xt —1i —n
var ( 7Z; 1) YgiX 0= Xg
i=1
n #
X X< —i —k
= var ( 72y 1) Yg;X 0= Xp

k=1 =1

] |

K 1 ‘ #!

var ( ;_Zl

=1

—k 1
il) Yo iXo= Xo

It tums out (see Lemma 13) that as k! 1 the iniidal condition on X
becom es irrelevant. T herefore it is sensble to de ne, fork 1 andm 0,

n #
— X< —i —k
k;m()zE ,(;Zil)Ym
i= m+1
@3)
" #
— g1 , —i —k 1
E (72, )Y o
= m+1
n #
X< —i —k
km ()=7Var (32 )Y ,
i= m+1
(24)
n #
[ k1 —i —k 1
var ( 72y )Y 4
= m+1

Propos_ji:ions4 and 5 shovi that yn () and xx ( ) both have lim its as
m! 1l,P as,andinL'® ).Let y; ()and g, ( )denotethese lim -
its. It ollow s from the de nitionsabove that £ gizl and £ ;1 gizl are

P —statiogary and ergodic, and the 1m i of the observed F isher inform ation
willbe E [ 9p1 ( )+ o2 ( )]

Proposition 4. Assume A1l){@A3).Let G b= a compact subset of ,
ktg> 0 and et ' : X9 Y9! R ke a Borl function such that for all
x72X%and yI2 Y9, 7 ( ;%5;y]) is continuousw rt. on G and

E  sup sup J ( ;x5Y D <1
2Gx2xa

The_n foreach 2G, xm (),asde ned in QB),CDnvergeSE_—a.s. and in
L' )to sz ()asm ! 1 .In addition, the finction 7 E [ o1 ( )]

is continuous on G and forallxg2 X and 2 G,
ALl

xn
. 1 0.1 RV —
|OnJ':ml Osup n "Eo "(527 gr1) YoiX o= Xo
: : J 3 =1

#
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E [ op ()]I=0; P -a.s.

Proposition 5. Assume A1l){@A3).Let G ke a compact subset of ,
ktg> 0 and kt : X9 Y9! R ke a Borl functon such that for all
x72Xx%and y?2 Y9, ( ;x;v]) is continuousw.rt. on G and

E sup sup J ( ;x5 DHF <1
2G xJ2x ¢«

Theil foreach 2G, ym (), @asde ned in Q4),oonverges§ —a.s. and in
L' )t k1 ()asm ! 1 .In additon, the function 7 E [ g1 ( )]
is continuous on G and, forallxg2 X and 2 G,

#
Xn
1

: : 0,71 o, _
1 on]'ml Osup n -~varo (525 qul) Y ;X 0= Xo
: T3 j

il
-

E [o1 ()1=0; P -a.s.

Note that in P ropositions 4 and 5 the functions ’ and take values in
R . A daptations to vector-and m atrixvalued fnctions are straightforward.

For all xo 2 X the Fisher infom ation identity im plies, under the stated
assum ptions, that

n'EF L(;xr L% Y eiXo=x]
= n'E E%L( ;%)Y 0iXo= %0}

and P ropositions 4 and 5 together w ith the Louism issing inform ation prin—
ciple show that the lm is In n of these two quantities both coincide w ith
the Fisher nfomm ation at .W e conclude the discussion in this section by
stating the m ain resul.

Theorem 3. Assume @A1){A3) and (A6){(A8)_and kt £ g be any,

possibly stochastic, sequence in such that n ! P -a.s.Then for all
X02X nlr2L(,;x)! I( ),P -as.

The llow Ing theoram is a standard consequence of Theoram s 2 and 3
(see, eg., BRR).

Theorem 4. Assume A1l){(@A8) and that I( ) is positive de nite.
Then for allxy 2 X

A

' (%o )! N ©0;I( ) h; P -weakly:
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7. Extensions to nonstationary AR m odelsw ith M arkov regin e. In Sec—
tions 4 and 6 the assum ption of stationariy of £Y, g plays a crucial roke. In
this section we shall extend the consistency and asym ptotic nomm ality of
the M LE to the case where this process is not stationary. Hence we assum e
that the process w e cbserve, denoted by fY_]i)gi= or and the associated hidden
chain, denoted by £X ]Sg}li: or are govemed by the transition kemel and
wih X S;Y_g) having distrloution .This niialdistrbbution is unknown to
us and In general # .Asbeﬁjrewe]etf(Xk;Y_k)gLO denote a corre—
sponding stationary process.

W e cbserve that since these processes are positive H arris recurrent and
aperiodic fthisis @A 2)]we can construct them on a com m on probability space
n a way that there exists an as. nite random time T, the coupling tin e,
such that En = EE forn T Thorisson (2000), page 369]. T he associated
probability m easure is denoted by P .Hence, to be precise, P (T <
1)=1.

De nelg ( %), logp (Y O]Ifj?g;x 8= Xg) and Jet Agm bethem axin izer
of this function w xrt. .Put

Dn( i), L(ix) 1( ;%)
X! 0.5 0 1 0 —k 1
= (ogp WY § 'iXg=x0) logp (x¥ o iXo= X))t
k=1

The ollow ing lemm a ensures that D, ( ;%) isbounded, P -a.8.,, which
in plies that the di erence between Agm and An,xo converges to zero, P -
as. (see Theoram 5).

Lemma 11. Assume @1l) and @2). Then for all and allx 2 X,
sup, osup , P ;%)j<1 ,P -a.s.

Proof. W rie

sup P n ( ;%0)]
2

®
. .—0. —k 1 .
supjogp (Y B ;X 0= x0) Iogp (¥ o X o= Xo)]
k=1 2
Xt 0
sup jogp WY X J= x0)3
k=1 2

. —k 1 .
25) + sup jlogp (Y ¥ o iXo= X0)J
2
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®
. .—0
+ sup ogp Y F X = x¢)
k=T+1 2

—k 1 .
Iogp (V¥ o iX o= x0)3F

Sihce
Z
g Wx¥ x 17%x) @) p(ij?}S l;Xo= X0)
A
+ g WXk 15%x) (@x)

(see the proof of Lemm a 2), the rst sum on the right-hand side is nite
P as.by A1l).
For the second sum , note that foralli< k,

—k 1
p 0x¥ o iXo= Xq)
7277
1

JR— . _k
= g V¥ x 15Xk)g &k 15%x) @xx)P Axx 1KY 5 )
—k 1
P @x:i¥ o ;Xo0= X0);

and sin flarly for p (Ykoj[f_o]lg l;X8= Xp). Using the fact that for n T,
En = Eﬁ and ’chusY_n = ?2 and Corollary 1, we have forallk> T,

. —0 —k 1 )
P YxiY ]}8 Lixd=x0) p ¥, iXo= %0)J
Z
KT L g ek 1ix) @x);
and hence
R 0.0 1 0 <k 1 .
Jlogp (Y B NiX9=x0) logp Yx¥ o iXo= Xo)J
(26)

T

com pare the proofofLemm a 2. T hus the second sum on the right-hand side
of 25) isalso nieP -a.s.

W enow can prove the consistency oftheM LE fora nonstationary process.

Theorem 5. Assume A1){@A5).Then forall andanyx 2 X ,lm, 1
, P -a.s.

njxo
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Proof. Shece Agm isthemaxin izerof 7 n ' ( ;x),
10,0 L) L)+n "L( ixo)
n'L( ;xo)+n 'L ixo) n BT, i%0)
+n 'L (U ixe) 0tk (D ixe) + (D)
1) 2suph 'L( %) 1()F 2sugh Da( ix)F
2 2

T he right-hand side ofthis lnequality tendsto 1( ), P -a.s., by P roposi-
tion 2 and Lemm a 11.Theproofnow follow s from P roposition 3, continuiy
ofl( ) Lemm a4) and com pactness of

0,P -a.s. and thus that " and

n;xo

To show that n'™? (AS;XO nxe) !

Anp(o are asym ptotically nom alw ith the sam e covariance m atrix, we need
to show som e kind of continuity ofthe function 7 D, ( ;%) .

Lemma 12. Assume @1){@AD5). Then

~0 A .
m Pa( n %o 7%0)  Dn (nxeiX0)J= 0; P -a.s.

Proof. Let "> 0.By (26) there exists a random integer N which is
nie P -a.s.and satis es

®
, .—0 —k 1 .
supiogp Y E ) gp ¥, )3 "; P -as.
k=N +1 2

Thus, P as. foralln N,

DPn (AS;XO iX0) Dy (An;xo i%X0)J
2"+ R (Doixo)  § Comorxo)d+ B (Lpixo) & Camoixo)F

Under the given assum ptions 7 § ( ;) and 7T % ( ;x) are P -
as. continuous (see the proofof Lemm a 4) and the proof is com plete upon
dbserving that ", and Y, both converge to  , P as., and that "
was arbirary.

Theorem 6. Assume A1l){(@A8) and that I( ) is positive de nite.
Then, orall and any x2 X,

n'? (Y, )!I N (0;I( ) h; P -weakly.
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Proof. Ikissu cinttoprovethat" ., pH(An,XO AS,XO)! 0,P -
a.s.Since Ag;XO isthem axin izerof 7 P ( ;xo),:lg(/\gm;xo) i(/\nm;xo),

which in plies that
Dn (mmoi¥0)  Dn (nmoi®o) & Camoixo) & (2, i%o0)
1 InwT .2 ~0 ~ n

= 3n LT 1 & n;x0+ (@ ) n;xo) n
forsome 0 ¢ 1.By a straightforward adaptation of T heorem 3 to the
present case w ith two processes,

Nl a0 ) hm) ! IC ) P -as.

Since I( ) is positive de nite there exists M > 0 such that on a set with
P “probability one and forn su ciently large,

A\

O A
Dn(n;xO;xO) Dn(n;xo;XO) M jl"ljz:

T he proof is com plete by applying Lemm a 12.
8. N um erical approxin ations.

8J1. Two M onte Carlb num erical m ethods. A s m entioned in the Intro—
duction, when the state space of £X g is continuous the log lkelihood needs
to be approxin ated by som e num erical m ethod. Here we list two classes
ofm ethods that have been proposed and successfully used in m any practi-
cal problam s, but point out that there are other ones as well, for exam pl,
In portance sam pling [G eyer and Thom pson (1992) and G eyer (1994)].

Partice Xers. Thesem ethods depart from the representation
X ? = —k 1
h(ix)= g g k¥ x 17x)P Kx2dxc¥ o X 0= Xo)
k=1

and replace the predictive distrbution P X 2 dxkj?lg l;X 0= Xo) by apar-
ticle approxin ation. M ore precisely, the approxin ating distrdbution is the
em pirical distrbbution of the locations of N particlks at tin e k. T here are
m any variants to how the locations of the particles are updated, and under
general assum ptions the particle approxin ation converges to the true pre—
dictive distrdoution at rate N '™ when N grow s. T he approxin ate log lke—
Thhood m ay be m axin ized using any standard num erical optin ization algo—
rithm .Further reading is found in the collection D oucet, de F reitas and G ordon
(2001); see In particularthe survey paperH urzeler and K unsch (2001).0 ther
references are Kunsch (2001) and P itt (2002).Particle lter m ethods have
been proved to perform well n a wide range of problam s, as illustrated in
the above references.
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M onte Carb EM algorithm s. TheEM algorithm isan iterative algorithm
for com puting the M LE (or at Jeast a Iocalm axinum of the log likelihood)
n problem s w ith m issing data. Its key com ponents are the com putation of
the finction O ( ; Y= E [ogp o ® };Y 1 ¥ 47X 0= x0)¥ iX 0= X0l theE~
step) and the m axin ization of this finction w rt. ° (the M -step). These
two steps constitute the update from a current estin ate  to a new one.
Obviously the EM user is required to com pute conditional expectations of
fiinctions of X § given ?3 and X g = Xg. If the state space is continuous
this task is typically infeasble, but the conditional expectations can be re—
placed by sam ple averages over m sin ulated realizations of X § under the
sam e conditions. These m ethods are called M onte Carlo EM M CEM ) alk
gorithm s, or stochastic EM (SEM ) algorithm s. A recent survey is found in
Booth, Hobert and Jank (2001), and general versions of the algorithm are
described In Tanner (1996) and N ielsen (2000). If the number m of sinu—
lated replications is allowed to increase w ith each iteration, the algorithm
can be m ade to converge [Fort and M oulines (2003)].M CEM m ethods are
successfully used In m any areas; see the above-m entioned survey paper.

Having said that, we stress that the distinction between particlke Xterand
M CEM m ethods is not sharp. In fact, the function Q ( ; % ofthe EM algo—
rithm can, In principle, be com puted recursively In n, which opens up for
particle approxin ations ofthis fiinctional [C appe (2001)].H ence, the approx—
In ation and m axin ization of the log likelihood rather splits into two other
subproblem s to be considered. F irst, the optin ization scheme: (i) EM type,
w hich isparticularly appropriate if the com plete data is from an exponential
or curved exponential fam ity ofdistributions, or (i) a standard num ericalop—
tin ization algorithm such asa quasiN ew ton or con jugate gradient m ethod.
Second, the approach to approxin ate conditional expectations: (i) forward
In tin eusihg particle ltersor (i) conditionalon the whole set ofdata using
m ore tradiionalM CM C sinulation.

8 2. A sym ptotics of approxim ate estim ators. Theorem s 1 and 4 give the
asym ptotic properties of the M LE, but, as noted above, neither the (con—
ditional) likelihood nor the M LE is com putable unless the state space is

nite. An In portant question is thus if an approxin ate com putation of the
M LE or Ikelhood is su cient to retain the asym ptotics. O fcourse, if 7, x4,

is an estim ator such that 7 x, AH;XO= oo %) with P =P ), then
“nx, IS consistent and n?7? (7 4, ) has the sam e distrdbutional lin it as
n'=? (Anp(O ). This sin ple cbservation applies to m ethods that directly
approxin ate the M LE , orexam ple, M CEM . T he Pllow Ing theorem gives a
corresponding result when the likelhood is approxin ated.

Theorem 7. Assumethat 7,4, isan estim ator satisfying I, (Th %, 7%0)
sup , I ( ;%) Ry and that the assum ptions of Theorem 4 hold. T hen the
follow ing are true:
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P ), then "4, is consistent.
=2 (Cho )= Op (1), that is, the sequence

) IfR,=o0p W) WihP

(i) fR,= Op (1), then n
£, g is n*~?-consistent under P

(if) IfRy=o0p (1), then n'? (G,  )! N 0;I( ) ');P -weakly as
n! 1.

[y

Remark 7. The ram ajnder_tem does not depend on , that is, it is
uniform n 2 .Ifn an! 0,P -as.in (i), weobtain strong consistency.

Proofof Theorem 7. W estartwith (@).Sincel, (Thx,7%0) sup, L ( %)
Rn & ( ;x9) Ry,wehave

) Llam,)
() L)+n 'L( 5x0) n'L Chmixo)t L hm,) 1 'Ry
1) 2siph 'L %) 1()3 n'Ry:
2
IfR, = op (n), using P roposition 2, 1(7x,) 1( )= op (1). Standard com —

pactness argum ents going back to W ald (1949) and P roposition 3 com plete
the proofof ().

W e now tum to (i) and (il). Recall that AH;XO maxin izes L, ( ;x).By
a Taylor expansion of 1, ( ;%) around Anp(o , there exists a point , on the
Ine segm ent between AH;XO and ", such that

Rn & (hmei®o) & Chmei®o)= "2 ( 0 'r %L (ni%0))";

where ", = ' (L, nmo)-SiCe Ty, convergesto  in probability, so
does ,.Hence there is a positive sequence £ ,g tending to zero such that
P (G n 3> a)! 0.Thus, orany c> 0,

P k n'r®L(n;x0) I()k>0

P (3dn 3> )+ P sup k n'r’L( ;%) I()k>c
] J n
The rsttemm on the right-hand side tendsto zeroasn ! 1 , and so does
the second one by Theorem 3.Since I( ) isassum ed positive de nite, there
existsan M > 0 such that
Rn, ®™ +e @)T.T:

Thus, ifR, = Op (1), then ", = Op (1), and ifR, = op (1), then ", = op 1).

The proofs of (i) and (iil) are now com plete using n'=2 (" xo y= ", +
nt=2 (Anp(O ) and the resul of Theorem 4.
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Obviously, if I, is an approxin ation of the true log lkelihood 1, (oth
condiional on xg) such that Jh ( ;%) &( ;%)] (@=2)R, pbrall 2 ,
and ", isthe correspondingm axin izer, then I, ("hx,iX0) T (Chix,iXo0)
=2)Rn % (An %0 7%0) (1=2)R, & (An %0 7%0) Ry, that is, the principal
condition of the theoram is fill Iled. W e thus see that what is required is
to approxin ate the true log lkelihood uniform ky, and that with increased
accuracy of the approxin ation follow s In proved properties of the resulting
approxin ate M LE . Uniform convergence on com pacts holds in our case, be—
cause }, ( ;%) Iscontinuousin , In plied by the com bination of so-called epi-
convergence and hypoconvergence of an approxin ation I, ( ;%) [see G eyer
(1994), page 273].M oreover, G eyer also proved that both of these m odes of
convergence can be obtained by an In portance sam pling approach, in which
the unobserved states are sin ulated using M CM C under a xed reference
param eter [G eyer (1994), Theorem 2].0 foourse, to obtain the required rate
of convergence ofthe approxin ation, w ith increasing n an increasing num ber
of in portance sam ples m ust be taken.

A pproxin ation of the log likellhood using particle Iers is described, for
nstance, In the above-m entioned paper by P it (2002), who also devised a
m ethod to an ooth the approxin ation to a continuous function; thism ethod
works for univariate state variables only, however. At present we know of
no fom al proofs that particle Iters approxin ate the true log likelihood
uniform ly, but strongly con ecture that they do under general assum ptions.

83. A num ericalexampk. W enow tum to a speci cnum ericalexam ple,
In which we shallemploy an M CEM algorithm . Localization and tradking
ofnarrow band m oving sources by a passive array is one of the fundam ental
problem s in radar, com m unication and sonar [see N g, Larocque and R eilly
(2001), O rton and F itzgerald (2002) and references therein]. T his problem
can be stated as follow s. C onsider a uniform linear array of d sensors receiv—
ng a narrow band signal from a far- eld source w ith unknow n tim evarying
direction ofarrival O O A ) .U nder the classical narrow band array processing
m odel the received signalat tine k, thed 1 array observation vector Y,
can be expressed as

7) Wr=Wyx 1+ x;
(28) Y= SxaW )+ "x;

whereaWw) = [Il.ejw i@ Rw T isthed 1 steering vector, S is the source
waveform ,  is the state noise and "y is the m easurem ent noise. It is as-
sumed that (i) f g are iid. zero mean Gaussian with variance 2, (i)
fSyxg are iid. zero m ean onedimn ensional com plx circular G aussian, that
is,ESx= 0and E BT = g and (i) f" g are iid. zero m ean d-dim ensional
com plex circular G aussian, that is, E" = 0 and E" "} = I3, where x"
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is the conjugate transpose (or Hem ite trangpose) of x and Iy isthed d
dentity m atrix. This is a hidden M arkov m odel, or state space m odel, as
there is no autoregression in the Y ’s. W e wish to estin ate the param eter
, (2; g; 2) from the cbserved data Yqi;:::5;Y, .
C onditionally on the hidden variable W ., Yy isa G aussian com plex vector
w ith density g (yx W «), where

. — f 1
9 VI = gy P ¥ tw)yg
w ith
W)=EN Y #=wl= Za@a@)" + L
It is easily chedked that
2 1
tw)y= ——=——amlaw)! + =14
2@ 2+ 2) 2
and
bgg )= dbg bgE® Y@+ )
1 2

%yﬂ y+

Furthem ore, w th r denoting the transition density of fiW g,

mfﬁ(w)H y¥:

logr (w;wo)= logr > (w;w0)= %log(Z 2) iz(wO w)2:

The above m odel is equivalent to an HM M on a com pact state spoace.
Indeed, identify the interval [0;2 ) with the unit circle, which is a com pact
set, and put X = W mod2 . It is then c]eariE',hat fX g isa M arkov chain
on D;2 ), wih transition density g2 &;x9) ="+ | r:&;x’+ 2 Y).The
output density stays the sam e, that is, the conditional density of Yy given
Xy=x1isg (k). X iseasily veri ed that the HM M f X ;Y )g satis es the
reqularity conditions in the previous sections.

Let and Y denote two (potentially) di erent param eter values. T he
EM algorithm involves iterative m axin ization of the function Q ( ; O) =
E fogpoXT1;YTXo= x0)¥ ;X 0= Xo]. Speci cally, if , is the resul of
the pth iteration, then p4; is the m axim izer (in 0 onEg Y O),’chat is,

pr1= armgmax oQ (p; 9.Forthepresentmodelput ( )= j_;E BRE ) Y F¥ 1iXo=
Xo]. It is then straightforw ard to verify that the m axin izer ofthe M —step of
the EM algorithm isthe triple (AZ;"g;AE) given by
" Xn #
29) AzzargmaXvEp Iogg, Xy 17Xk) Y 1;X0= X0 ;
k=1
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P i,
e () g
(30) s = ;
ndd 1)
P
1) ao_ _x=1 ()=
" B (d l) .
T he conditional expectation ( ) cannot be explicitly com puted, ket alone

the expectation required to com pute ~?.W e note that we could also em ploy
the representation with fW g to sin plify the In plem entation of this part
ofthe M —step and the M CM C algorithm below, as there is then a su cient

statistic for the re-estin ation of 2 as well, but this approach gives us less
satisfying num erical results. W e also note that although q ;%% isnot avail-
able in closed fom , it is straightforward to approxin ate it by a truncated
sum asr: x;x°+ 2 ) decays rapidl as 33! 1 .

In theM CEM approach, the conditional expectations above are replaced
by sam plem eans over a num ber of realizations ofX {, conditionalon Y ' and
X o= Xg,0btained by M onte C arlo sin ulation.At each ieration pwedraw a
sam ple of sizem , of an R"-valued M arkov chain £ g o wih stationary
distrbution P | X 12 #:;Xo= x0).Many di erent solutions are available
at this stage; in the sin ulations below , we use a random scan M etropolis{
Hasting algorithm w ith transition kemel from D= 2t00=20de

ned in the Pllow ng way:

1. Choose a tin e Index iuniform Iy on f1;:::;ng.
2. Sinulate 2P g, ®: 17 ).
3. Set 2°= 2 (these are R"wvalued) and update the ith com ponent of XO,

that is, 2%, to 2P w ith probability
q, ® 1:20g, @%Ru1)g, R q, i 1i%y)
g, ®: 1;%:)9, Ri;Ru1)9, iR q, @ 178D
_ % @5 %54 1)9 (Yijﬁ%)):

d, RijRir1)9 , ViRi)
Ifi= n, this acosptance probability ism odi ed to
s RN, GRD g, @ 1R 1~ 9e ;%P :
q, ®: 1819, (sRs) g, @ 172D g, YiRi)

To guarantee convergence of the algorithm , the number of samples, m ,
should either be increased at each iteration or be selected in a data-driven
m annerat each iteration [see Booth and H obert (1999) orBooth, H cbert and Jank
(2001)]. For sin plicity we did not in plem ent such m echanisn s but rather
used a xed large num ber of iterations at each step of the algorithm .

W e sinulated a sihgle sam ple of size n = 200 from the m odel (27){ (28)
wih d= 4 and w ith the true value of the param eter = (2; g; f)bejng

1/\
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= (025;064;0:36). At each step of the M CEM procedure we generated
a sam ple of size 40,000 by the random scan M etropolis{H asting algorithm ,
after a bum-in 0£20,000 iterations. T he acoeptance rate ofthe algorithm was
about 40% .The reestin ation of 2 asin (29) was carried out by num erical
optin ization, and, in order to save com putation tim e, of the total of 40,000
replications only every 400th was used for the corresponding sam ple average
(ie., 1,000 replications). T he stationary distribution of £X g is the uniform
distrdbution on [0;2 ), whence we xed the nitial state xg to s m ean
W e ram ark that In this particular case the stationary distribbution does not
depend on , whence it could have been em ployed in the algorithm . W e
started the M CEM algorithm from the true param eters as well as from
four random I chosen initial points rwhich each ?-param eter was drawn
Independently from a uniform distribution on (0;1). For each of the ve
Initial points we ran the algorithm for 50 iterations. Figure 1 show s the
tra fctories for each Initial point and param eter. O bviously, irregpective of
the initial point the algorithm quickly ndsthe sam e approxin ation to the
M LE, although the tra fctories do not converge as the sam ple sizem , in the
algorithm staysbounded.T he trafctories for 2 uctuate a littlem ore since,
as described above, only 1,000 replications were used for its re-estin ation.

N ext we estin ated the cbserved inform ation, that is, the negative H essian
of the log likellhood. W e departed from the m issing Inform ation principle
(22) and again replaced the expectations involved by sam ple m eans over
sin ulated replications of X { given Y ' and X o = x( obtained in the same
way as above. O ur approxin ation to theM LE, ™~ say, used for these com pu-—
tations was taken as the sam plem ean of the last 25 values of the tra pctory
obtained for the second random ly chosen starting point m entioned above; i
was ~ = (02793;0:5756;0:3466) .A ffer running the M etropolis{H asting algo—
rithm for a bum-n of 100,000 iterations we used another 200,000 iterations
for the sam ple m eans. T he resulting approxin ation of the cbserved nfor-
m ation and its inverse were

0 1
2032 3:908 56:10

=@ 3:908 4491 177:A ;
56:10 1775 4169

1
4941 0070 0:070

T1=10 3@ 0070 2266 0:098A
0:070 0:098 0245

T he corresponding approxin ate 95% con dence intervalsare (0:1416;0:4171),
(0:4823;06689) and (0:3159;0:3773) or 2, Z and ?, respectively, and we
see that they allcover the respective true values.W e see that the variations in
theM CEM estin ates In F igure 1 are considerably an aller than the w idthsof
the con dence Intervals, which indicates that theM LE iswell approxin ated
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and hence that the Inverse cbserved inform ation m atrix is a good estim ate
of the covariance m atrix of the approxin ate M LE as well. O bviously the
w idest Interval is that for 2, which is not surprising, as this param eter is
associated w ith the hidden state alone and hence, Ioosely speaking, \less
cbservable" than the other ones.A simultaneocustest forHgy: = can be
carried out by com puting the test statistic 2= (~ YT (™ ), which
approxin ately has a 2 distrbution wih 3 degrees of freedom under the
nullhypothesis.W e found 2= 3:065 and the corresponding p~value is 0 38.
T he null hypothesis could thus not be refpcted.

APPEND X

A 1. Proofs of technical lemm as.

Proof of Lemma 3. Assumem’® m .Note that
Sk 1 —k 1
p ¥ X n=x) pM¥ 0iX po=x)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

(Y o - e e e R R I R o
0.2 il
01 1
, L ; ; . . i i -.
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

number of iterations

Fig.1l. Convergence of the M CEM algorithm . Trajfctories of the three param eters 2,

ﬁ and ? for ve runsofthe M CEM algorithm , starting from ve di erent initialpoints.
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7727
= g V¥ x 17%)9 Ke 15%x)  (dxy)
P @5 1K n=x Y ) (X o)
72727
g ¥ x 17%xk)g &Kk 17%x)  (dxk)

- —k 1 = —k 1
Pdxk 1X m=XniY m)P x mn X mO;X m0=xo):

Hence, by Corollary 1,
. —k 1 —k 1 .
P WY L X n=x) pWEx¥ Lo;X po= xo)j
(32) 7

Mmool g WXk 1x) @x):
Sin ilarly we have

p(ij?kml;X m = X)
Z 7
B3) = g (X x 1% K 15%) @x0)P @xe 1 H X m o= X)
Z
g Ve x 15x) @x):

The proof of (12) is conclided as in Lenm a 2, and (13) follow s by setting
m%=m and Integrating w rt. P Ax n j?kml) in (@2) and (33). To prove
(14), notice that, by (33),

b i¥y 1) PO¥ X n=x) b

Proof of Lemma 4. Wewill rstprove that forany xed x2 X and
anym, omx( )iscontinuousw xrt. .W ehave

I
X

— 1 p (¥ ° ¥ X
P (Yojf m;X m:x): I]T}+l_ m m
P 11X niX n

I
X

where, or 32 £ 1;0q,

p (Y]m+1j? miX m = X)
z ¥
(34) = q &KX m+1) q ®i 17%Xi)
i= m+2
ye _ . .
g ¥ i 1x) "V ax? L)

i= m+1



MLE FOR SW ITCHING AUTOREGRESSION 39

Thus p (ij+lj? m X @ = X) Isocontihhuousw xrt. by conthhuity of g
and g and the bounded convergence theorem ; the Integrand is bounded
by ( +by Y *3 . Since f om x ( )g converges uniform Iy w rt. 2 ,P -as.,

01 () is conthuous w rt. 2 , P as., and the proof ollow s using
Lemm a 3 and the dom inated convergence theorem .

Proof of Proposition 2. By Lenma 2 it is su cient to prove that

hmsupsupﬁ '3 ( 1( )= 0; P -as.

n! 1
Furthem ore, sihce is com pact, we on]y need to prove that orall 2 ,

Iim sup lim sup sup T Jn( 1( )3= 0O; P -as.
10 nt'1 40 4

D ecom pose the di erence as

Im suplin sup sup h Tk ( ()]
10 n!'1l 40 4

= lin suplin sup sup R (Y ntn()j

10 n! 30 5
A+B+C;
where
X 0 0
A = Iim sup lin sup sap n Joxk0()) ka1 ()F
10 n!'1 40 4 k=1
X 0
= lin suplin sup sup n Joxa () ki1 ()F
10 n!l'1l 40 k=1
1Xn
C = lin supn Joxka () k0 () 3F
n! 1 k=1

The tet s A and C are zero by Corollary 2, and by the ergodic theorem
and Lemm a 4,

Xn
B lin suplin supn ' sip J oxa (9 ka ()3
10 n! 1 k=lj0 j
= ]insupf sup J o; (O) 01 ()3
o 30 3
= 0; P -as.

Proof of Lemma 5. W ewillshow that forall *> O,

. v—0 L —
35 supd @Y ) p@FHjr 0, P oas.ask! 1 :
i0
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By stationarity, this im plies the statem ent of the lemm a.

First recallthat zg = Xs;Ysitii;y1) and note that
Z 7 s B
p ¥’ = q &5 15%5)9 3Ky VP @xe¥°’)  © Vaxi
j=1
22 ys s
+ a &5 15%5) 9 ¥3KiY5 1)
j=2 =1

P @xey’) CPVaxdh

= +h (z);
say, where h (zg) In plicitly depends on yq, but not on i, and integrates to
unity (it isa density w rk. ) . Furthem ore,
, =0 A
POSY ) pEST)]
Z Z
P OE e 135 %t esdz 1) @z 1)3

P X 5 ) dz)
Z
R+ k °°l@; ) kpvh (ze)( ) dz);

theboundonp (¥ 1" ' 1) Dlowsasi (34).Now (35) is a result of the
above, (3) and dom Inated convergence.

Let, for0 k m,
__k —_—
Ukm (), ogp @ 5% 0;Y )i U (), ogp ¥ Y o):

Proof of Lemma 7. It isenough to show that, orall 2 ,

(36) m E  sup Py () U ()F= 0:
Kl 1 m
Put
— X
Ak;m_p(Yps+ljf m); A=p (Yp5+1);
__k JR—
Bxm =P @ o¥X )i B=p (Y o)
T hen
. 2 A
P EYYoiY o) pPEIXoI= —km 2
Byn B

37) ) .
Bﬁk;m A]+ A:Bk;m Bj.
BBym ’
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By conditioning on X S;Y_ s) [cf. (34)] and utilizing A1) ), i ©ollows
that

(38)

Hence, by Lemma 5, wih P “Probability arbitrarily close to 1, By, (!) is
uniform Iy bounded away from zero form k and k su ciently large, and
Lemma 5 and (37) show that

. . — — k — = .
Jdm sap YP¥ o;i¥Y o) pPEP¥)j=0 =P -probabiliy.
- m k
U sing the lnequality jlogx logy] X yFE&” y) and38) once again,we
nd that

Jdm sup Fim () U ()F=0 in P -probability;
. m k

and (36) follow s using dom nated convergence provided

E supsup PJym ()J< 1 :
k m k

This expectaécjon is Indeed nite since p (Ylfj?o;? ; ) is bounded from
below by ¥ ~Pb (v ; 1;Y;) and from aboveby ( 1k )P Ef. (34)], and the

logarithm s of these bounds are In ! CE ).

A 2. ProofofP roposition 4. W e preface the proofw ith several lemm as.
For convenience, P roposition 4 will be proved for g= 1. Adaptations to
general g are obvious.

De ne fork 1, m Oand x2 X,

— X« —x '
k;m;x()/E ,(;Zi)Ym;X m = X
= m+1
"
— k1 —k 1 '
E "2 Y X =X
i= m+1

A long the sam e linesas in Lemma 9, form ;n Oand 0<k n+m 1,

- - n
P Xn k22K, w417 oiX n =X)
- —n k —n k
=P Kp x2AKp x+415Y o i X n=%x) — x{ ;X n=x;A)

+
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42
where (?nmk;x mn = X; ) is a probability m easure. T he resul above in
particular in plies that

— 1

n i1,

KP K32 HpiX m=%x) P ®Ei2 XX n=xkry
(39)

U nder the assum ptions of P roposition 4 there exists a ran—

Lemma 13.
land0 m i,

dom variabke K 2 L' (® ) such that, or allk
K k_m7j ®&rm)=2,; P -a.s.;

40)  supsupJ xmx () km ()]
x2X 2G

41) Supsupj k;m;x( ) k;mo;x( )j K (k_m§ (k+m)=2; E —a.s.
x2X 2G

T he proof is along the sam e lines as the proof of Lemm a 10,

Proof.
using (39).Putk’ ;k; = sup,,x sup ,¢ J ( ;x;Y;)J.Combining the relations
E— _k J— _k . .
I (20¥ iX n=x] E[(;Z0¥ o1 2k'ky 77
_ —k — —k 1 .
E UV (20X X n=x] ETl (;Z0¥ L X n=x]3
2k’ iky k i 1
= —k — —k 1., ;
[ (20 o] E[ (;20¥% o8 2Kk =%
we obtain
J km ;x( ) k;m( )]
wk
4 k,lkl(i+m/\ ko1
i= m+1
xk , .
4maxk’ik1 (J_+m,\ kll)
m ik .
= m+1
X 2 1 X k 1 i X i
4 33 D=2k ik o+ o
= m G- b ik m 1)=2 ik m 1)=2
® k+m 1)=2
Bk_mP ki ———;
T, Gt 1

w hich proves the rst part ofthe lemm a.
For the second part we also use the bound

k .
noiX po= X]J

Er(;20% X n=x] E[(;Z0%

itm ~m©

2k’ ;k;
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to obtain
J k;m;x( ) k;mo;x( )J
xk ) i xm .
4 k,ikl(h—m/\ k11)+2 k’ikl kll:
= m+1 = mo%+1
Herethe rsttem on the right-hand side isbounded asabove.Since =2

&k m)=2 ifori
Xm
2 K’ kg k 1 1 2 (k+m )=2
1.
i= m0+1 i=
2 k+m )=2
=
2 k+m )=2

i=

and the proof is com plte.

By Lemma 13, orallx 2 X and k 1,

form Iy w xrit. 2G P -as.and n L' @
denote by
In m ediately in plies that
lXn
n supJ ko ( ) k1 ()3 0;
k=1 26
Lemma 14.

m 0 the function 7
forall 2G andallx2 X,

lm E sup jo,.m;x(o)
1o 2 0 ;

j j
J 0

i=

Proof. Notethat j omx( )3
sum ptions of P roposition 4,

random var:iab]ejnLl@ ). It hence su ces to show that for

0
m

lin sup £or (%20¥ X
! 0 :

J J

EC (0¥ X m

m , the second temm can be bounded as

m
k’ ikl &k m)=2 1 i
m %+ 1
Xm
i=2 1
k" iky
m %+ 1
jF2 1

kK’ ik

1

f xmx( )G o converges uni-

) to a random variable that we
xa ( );by @0) this lin it doesnot depend on x.Lemm a 13 also

P —a.s.andjnLlCE ):

Under the assum ptjo_ns of P roposition 4, for allx 2 X and
omx ( ) IsP -a.s.continuous on G . In addition,

O;m;x( )Jj= 0:

o+ 1K iki .Thus, under the as-

om x () is uniform Iy bounded w rt. Dby a
m<i O,
m = X]
= x]j= 0; P -as.
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W rite
E [ (;Z)¥ niX n=x]
42)

= 7 (xpYOp Ki= %Y X m = %) (dxg)

and note that forallx;, ’ ( ;xi;Y;) iscontinuousw xrt. and that thisfactor
isbounded by k’ ;k; < 1 .M oreover,

P Xi=xiY O ¥ niX = X))
p (Y0m+1jf niX n = X)
Here p (Y0m+lj? m X n = X) is continuous w rit. (see the proof of

Lemma 4), and using (34) we nd that this density is bounded from be-
low by

—o0
p Xi=xiF X n=X)

0 Z
g (if i 15%3) @Axy)> 0

i= m+1
uniform Iy w rt. .In a sin ilar fashion p X ;= x;;Y Om+lj? niX o= X)
is continuous n  and bounded from above by ( + kb )™ .W e conclude that
p Xi= xij? m X @ = X)iscontinuousin and bounded from above uni-
form Iy w xrt. .Hence the Integrand in @2) is continuous in  and bounded
from above uniform ¥y w rt. .Dom nated convergence show s that the eft—
hand side of (42) is continuous in  and the proof is com plete.

By Lemma 13  om x () is a uniform Cauchy sequence w rit. P as.
and in L' @ ),_andbyLenmal4 om x () Iscontinuousw rt. onG P -
as.and n L@ ) breach m .Hence it ollow s that 0a () is continuous

wrt. onG P —a.s.andjnL:LCE ), that is, oreach 2 G,
@3) Im  sup 3 on (9 01 ()3=0; P -as.andinL'@ ).
0500

Remark 8. It isin portant to stress at thispoint that the resul above
does not imply that on ( ) is continuous w rt. because, contrary to
JP, we do not assum e any kind of regularity condition for the stationary
distribbution as a function of . Neverthelss, we have proved above that

oa ( ) is continuous.

W emay now prove a locally uniform law of Jarge num bers.

Lemma 15. Under the assum ptions of P roposition 4; forall 2 G,

1 [
! on 350
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Proof. W rie

X 0 =
sup N ka () E [ on ()]
3% 3 k=1
1Xn
sup n (k1 () ka ()
30 3 k=1
Rl —=
+ n ka () E [ on ()]
k=1
an
n sup J ok () ki ()3
k=13°% 3
il —=
+ n ka () E [ on1 ()]
k=1

Asn! 1 ,the rsttemn on the right-hand side tends to

E  sip Jog (9 op ()i P -as,

3o 3
an expression which,by (43),vanisheswhen ! 0.Theseocond term vanishes
P —as.asn! 1 by the ergodic theoram . T his com pletes the proof.

W e have now at hand all the necessary elem ents to prove P roposition 4.

Proof of Proposition 4. Convergence of 5 ( ) and continuiy of
E [ 01 ( )]have been proved above, so it rem ains to show the last part of
the proposition .

N ote that

n #
Xt , xn

- n
E " (521 q1) YoiXo=Xo = Koo ()
i=1 k=1

Letu'ngmo! 1 mLemmal3we ndthatj k0%, () ka ()7 K B k=2
P -as.and hence it is su cient to prove that
X0 N
sup n ka () E [ o1 ()1=0; P -as.
ton! 1 .o .
J J k=1

T his, however, is Lemm a 15.
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A 3. Proof of Proposition 5. T he proof of P roposition 5 closely follow s
the proofofP roposition 4.0 nly them ain adaptations from the proofarepre—
sented .W e gather in the ollow iIng lem m a som e ofthe required bounds for the
conditional covariance. In the proofofP roposition 5 we w ill consider for con—
venienceg= l,andwelt ,, ( ;Zj)andk ik , sUp ,q Sup,,x J ( %Y%) 3

Lemma 16. Under the assum ptions of P roposition 5; drallm ° m 0,
all m < i;j n,all 2G andallx2 X,
T [ 5 ¥ oB 27 Tk ki k gk
Fov [ 5 ;jj?nm;X mn = x1j 2jijjkik1kjk1;
TV [ 5 ¥ wiX m=x] VI 5 s¥ o1

ok ik]_ k jkl m+iAj;

O = +1.. Lo

VLo oaX ] OV ow o 5¥ o B ekikik gk TR

55 — —n+1 .
L w5 s¥ niX n=x] [ 5 ¥ X on=xD

6k iky k gkg 0 I
A Il these relations stem from Corollary 1, Lemma 9, (39) and observations
such as, for i< j,
P Xi2RA;X52BY¥ X n=x)
P Xi2A¥ X n=%XP ®K32B¥ X n=x)]
=P X:i2A¥ X n=%)
P ®32BY niXi2RX n=%) P X352B¥ X n=x)]
j i

D etails of the proof are om ited for brevity.
Forx 2 X de ne

"
Xk « f
k;m;x()l var ;j_Y niX m =X
= m+1
nw
Rl k 1 !
var AY X =X
= m+1

W e again follow the pattem of proof consisting of show ing that for each k
and x 2 X ,thesequence £ g x ( )G o ISauniform W xt. 2 G) Cauchy
sequence that converges to a 1im it which does not depend on x.
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Lemma 17. Under the assum ptions of P roposition 5 there exists a ran—
dom variabe K 2 L' (® ) such that, orallk 1land0 m df,

@4) sipsupPIrmax() xm ()] K @m+ki ™7, P as,;
x2X 2G

@5) supSuPd kmx () xmox () K @m +kj ®™%, p g,
x2X 2G

P
Proof. Let, fora b,f, li’:a 4 (the dependenceon  is im plicit).
Thedierence yxpmx () xm ( )may bedecom posed asA + 2B + C ,where

_ —k . —k 1
A = var [Skml+l n X m = X] var[Sk L

m+1 m;X m_X]

— wk 1 Tk — ok 1 k1
Var[s m%—ljf m]+ Var[s m%—ljf m];

— =k 1 —k — =k 1 e
B=0ov B 517 x¥ niX n=x] VB 17 x¥X o)

_ —k _ —k
C=var [ ¥ niX n=x] “ar[ x¥

n 1f
By applying Lemm a 16, it ©ollow s that
Aj 2 @ 6Mfirg 23 iap gk I
m+1 i3 k 1

max kiklkjklt
m+1 i 3 k 1

T he Cauchy{Schwarz inequality yields

XK 2
m ax k j_k]_ k jkl k j_k]_
m+1 i j k .
1= m
xk ) xk 1 )
46) (3 1) ok ik
= m = m G- 1)
3 3 ® 1 2
m>+ k7) — =k k5 ;
Lo, GinE
w here the last sum J'sjnLlCE ) . Furthem ore, forn 0,
(l/\ J 1A 1N j) 2 (1’1 A J l)
0 i3jn 0 i n=2i jn i
|
2 n ]+ J 1
0 in=2 i j @+i=2 m+1)=2 § n i
4 X n 1)=2
1

0 i n=2
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¢ a2

This show s that A jis bounded by an expression as in the rst part of the
lemm a.
Sin ilarly we have

K 1 . .
B 6 (MrEa kD max ko k ks

. m+1 ik
i= m+1

Forthem axinum we can use the bound (46), and for the sum we note that,
forn 0,

x , X , X . 9 n=2
1A n 1 n i 1
( ) + 1

=0 0 i n=2 n=2 i n

Thus B jisbounded by an expression as in the st part ofthe lemm a.
ForC wehave £ 6% ™k kkf , and the proof of the st part of the
lemm a is com plete.
Thedierence xgmx () km 0%« () may bedecomposed asA + 2B + C +
D + 2E + 2F , where

— k 1 5k __ k 1 =k 1
A=var B " 11X niX n=x] VarB 11 ¥ o iX n=x]

— wk 1 Ik __ k1 =k 1
VarB 1 X poiX mo=x]+Var B X poiX no= XxJ

k 1 k — =k 1 k
B=oow B 717 x¥ niX mn=x] ovB " 17 x¥ poX pno=xJ;
—k —k
C=var [ x¥ X n=x] Varl x¥ X po=XxJ;

—k —k 1
e m —_ m
D =var B m0+ljf noiX po=x] Varls m0+ljf noiX po=xJ;

— ok 1 m rvais
E=0V B 418 pop1 ¥ noiX mo= X]

N k 1 m <k 1
OV B 1 1iS o X goiX mo=XxJ;

—k
—_— m
F=0V B L0/ x¥ noiX mo=x]:

Here A j B jand ¥ jcan bebounded as above, using variants of the bounds
In Lemma 16.
Before proceeding, we note that fork 1, m Oand i 0, the follow Ing
In plications hold:
ifj k+ i 1)=2; then (Fjj 1)=2 Bk+ i 3N=4 7
fkk+i 1= 3j k 1; then (77 1)=4 Jj+ ( k 3i+ 1)=4;
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ifi m; then JiF8 k 2i m)=
ifi m; then 3774 &k m)=4
U sing these Inequalities, we can bound P jas
Py 2 @ I~z 23 Hr ik k sk
m%1 i3 m
xm .
12 k+m 2)=8 k 2im )—Bk ikl
= m%1

X . .
Bk+ i 3)=4 Ik jkl

i 9 k+i 1)=2

X 0 : -
+ I+ (ko 3i D=4y K

k+i 1)=2<9 m

(k+m 2)=8 % 38 ® (I3 1)=4
12 k ik k sk

= 1 = 1

By the assum ptions, the right-hand side has the required fomm .
Sin ilarly,

xm k1 ) o
£ @t 3Ir2 27 Hk Kk k 5k
= m%13= m+1
xm ,
6(k+m 2)=8 &k 2i m)—8k ikl
= mo%+1

X 3k+1 3)=4 7
( i 3)= Ik jkl

m+1 § k+i 1)=2

X 0 : -
+ I+ (ko 3i D=4y K

k+i 1)=2<3j k 1

6 k+m 2)=8 jij=8k kg (T3 1)=4k jkl
= 1 j= 1
and
Xm
F 3 2% % ik k xk
= m%1
Xm
=2 (k+m )=4 k m)=4 ik Xk k=2k Lk

= mo%+1
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x1 x1
+ =4 37F4 2
2(k m) Irdy ik DF2k jkl .

T he proof is com plete.

Thusf yxmxx( )G o isauniform W k. 2G)Cauchysequenoe¥’ -a.s.
and n L1 @ Jyand £ y;m x ()G o convergesasm ! 1 unifom ly w rk.

P —as.andjnLl@ ) to a random variable ; ()2 L' ® ) which does
not depend on x thanks to (44).By construction,

n #
xn xn

1 - n
var (72 ot 1) YgiXo=%o = k0o ()7
k=1 k=1

and the proof of P roposition 5 follow s along the sam e lines as that ofP ropo—
sition 4.
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