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An autoregressive processwith M arkov regim e isan autoregres-

sive process for which the regression function 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 likelihood estim ator in

a possibly nonstationary process ofthis kind for which the hidden

state space is com pact but not necessarily �nite.Consistency and

asym ptotic norm ality are shown to follow from uniform exponential

forgetting oftheinitialdistribution forthehidden M arkov chain con-

ditionalon the observations.

1. Introduction. An autoregressiveprocesswith M arkovregim e,orM arkov-
switching autoregression,isa bivariate processf(X k;Yk)g,wherefX kg isa
M arkov chain on a state space X and,conditionalon fX kg,fYkg is an
inhom ogeneouss-orderM arkov chain on a statespaceY such thatthecon-
ditionaldistribution ofYn only dependson X n and lagged Y ’s.Theprocess
fX kg,usually referred to asthe regim e,isnotobservableand inferencehas
to becarried outin term softheobservableprocessfYkg.In generalwecan
write a m odelofthiskind as

Yn = f�(Y n� 1;X n;en);

where fekg is an independent and identically distributed sequence ofran-
dom variables that we denote the innovation process (the e’s are not the
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innovation process in W old’s sense,however),Y k , (Yk;Yk� 1;:::;Yk� s+ 1)
and ff�g isa fam ily offunctionsindexed by a �nite-dim ensionalparam eter
�.O fparticularinterestare thelinearautoregressive m odelsforwhich

f�(Y n� 1;X n;en)=
sX

i= 1

ai(X n;�)Yn� i+ en:

These m odels were initially proposed by Ham ilton (1989) in econom etric
theory;the num ber ofstates ofthe M arkov chain is in this context m ost
often assum ed to be �nite,each state being associated with a given state
ofthe econom y [see K rolzig (1997),K im and Nelson (1999)and references
therein].Linearautoregressiveprocesseswith M arkov regim earealsowidely
used in severalelectricalengineeringareasincludingtrackingofm aneuvering
targets [Bar-Shalom and Li(1993)],failure detection [Tugnait (1982)]and
stochasticadaptivecontrol[Doucet,Logothetisand K rishnam urthy(2000)];
in such cases the hidden state is m ost often assum ed to be continuous.
Nonlinear switching autoregressive m odels have recently been proposed in
quantitative�nanceto m odelvolatility oflog-returnsofinternationalequity
m arkets[see,e.g.,Susm el(2000)and Chib,Nardariand Shephard (2002)].
A sim ple exam ple ofsuch a m odel(referred to as SW ARCH for switching
ARCH)is

Yn = f�(Y n� 1;X n)en;

whereonceagain fX kgiseitheradiscreteoracontinuousM arkov chain.An-
otherim portantsubclassofautoregressive m odelswith M arkov regim e are
thehidden M arkov m odels(HM M s),forwhich theconditionaldistribution of
Yn doesnotdepend on lagged Y ’sbutonly on X n.HM M sareused in m any
di�erent areas, including speech recognition [Juang and Rabiner (1991)],
neurophysiology[Fredkin and Rice(1987)],biology[Churchill(1989)],econo-
m etrics[Chib,Nardariand Shephard(2002)]and tim eseriesanalysis[de Jong and Shephard
(1995)and Chan and Ledolter(1995)].Seealsothem onograph byM acDonald and Zucchini
(1997)and referencestherein.
M ost works on m axim um likelihood estim ation in such m odels have fo-

cused on num ericalm ethodssuitableforapproxim ating them axim um likeli-
hood estim ator(M LE).In sharp contrast,statisticalissuesregardingasym p-
totic propertiesofthe M LE forautoregressive m odelswith M arkov regim e
have been largely ignored untilrecently. Baum and Petrie (1966) proved
consistency and asym ptotic norm ality oftheM LE forHM M sin thepartic-
ular case where both the observed and the latent variables take values is
�nitespaces.Theseresultshaverecently been extended in a seriesofpapers
by Leroux (1992),Bickeland Ritov (1996),Bickel,Ritov and Ryd�en (1998)
(henceforth referred to as BRR),Jensen and Petersen (1999) (henceforth
referred to asJP)and Bakry,M ilhaud and Vandekerkhove(1997).BRR fol-
lowed theapproach taken by Baum and Petrie (1966)and generalized their
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resultsto thecasewherethehidden M arkov chain fX kg takesa �nitenum -
berofvalues,butthe observationsbelong to a generalspace.JP extended
these results to HM M s with the regim e taking values in a com pact space,
proving asym ptotic norm ality oftheM LE and a localconsistency theorem .
Around thesam etim e,Le G land and M evel(2000)[seealsoM evel(1997)]

independentlydeveloped adi�erenttechniquetoproveconsistencyand asym p-
totic norm ality oftheM LE forHM M swith �nitehidden state space.Their
work was later extended to HM M s with non�nite hidden state space by
Douc and M atias (2001).This approach is based on the observation that
the log likelihood can be expressed as an additive function ofan extended
M arkov chain.These techniques,which are welladapted to study recursive
estim ators (that are updated for each novelobservation),typically require
strongerassum ptionsthan them ethodsdeveloped in BRR and JP.
None of the theoretical contributions m entioned so far allows for au-

toregression,butare concerned with HM M s alone.For autoregressive pro-
cesseswith M arkov regim e,the only theoreticalresultavailable up tillnow
is consistency of the M LE when the regim e takes values in a �nite set
[K rishnam urthy and Ryd�en (1998) and Francq and Roussignol(1998)].In
the presentpaperwe exam ine asym ptotic propertiesofthe M LE when the
hidden M arkov chain takesvaluesin a com pactspace,and we do allow for
autoregression in the observable process.O ur results include consistency
and asym ptotic norm ality ofthe M LE under standard regularity assum p-
tions(Theorem s1 and 4)and consistency oftheobserved inform ation asan
estim ator ofthe Fisher inform ation (Theorem 3 with ��n being the M LE).
Theseresultsgeneralize whatisobtained in theabove-m entioned papersto
a larger class ofm odels,and we obtain them through a uni�ed approach.
W e also pointoutthatthe convergence theorem forthe M LE isglobal,as
opposed to the localtheorem ofJP.M oreover,the nonstationary setting is
treated in Section 7.
The likelihood thatwe willwork with isthe conditionallikelihood given

initialobservations Y 0 = (Y0;:::;Y� s+ 1) and the initial(but unobserved)
stateX 0.Conditioningon initialobservationsin tim eseriesm odelsgoesback
atleasttoM ann and W ald (1943).In ourcasewe,in addition,alsocondition
thelikelihood on theunobserved initialstate.Thereason fordoingsoisthat
the stationary distribution off(X k;Yk)g,and hence the true likelihood,is
typically infeasible to com pute.Thusn,denoting the num beroffactorsin
thelikelihood| the\nom inal" sam plesize| iss lessthan theactualsam ple
size.Using p asagenericsym bolfordensitieswecan expresstheconditional
log likelihood as

logp�(y1;:::;ynj�y0;x0)

= log
Z

� � �

Z

p�(x1;:::;xn;y1;:::;ynj�y0;x0)�(dx1)� � � �(dxn)(1)
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= log
Z

� � �

Z nY

k= 1

q�(xk� 1;xk)
nY

k= 1

g�(ykj�yk� 1;xk)�(dx1)� � � �(dxn);

where � and q�(� ;� ) are a reference m easure and the transition density for
thehidden chain,respectively,and g�(ykj�yk� 1;xk)istheconditionaldensity
ofyk given �yk� 1 and xk.In the particularcase when fX kg is�nite-valued,
taking valuesin f1;2;:::;dg say,thislog likelihood can beexpressed as

logp�(y1;:::;ynj�y0;x0)= log1Tx0

 
nY

k= 1

Q �G �(ykj�yk� 1)

!

1;(2)

where Q �= fq�(i;j)g is the transition probability m atrix of the M arkov
chain fX kg,G �(yj�y)= diag(g�(yj�y;i)),1x0 isthex0th unitvectoroflength
d,thatis,a d� 1 vector in which allelem ents are zero exceptforelem ent
x0 which is unity,and 1 is a d� 1 vector ofallones.It is clear that (2)
isessentially a productofm atricesand ishence easily evaluated.Itcan be
m axim ized over� usingstandard num ericaloptim ization proceduresorusing
theEM algorithm [see,e.g.,Ham ilton (1990)].However,oneshould beaware
that the log likelihood is typically m ulti-m odaland either approach m ay
converge to a localm axim um .W hen fX kg iscontinuous,evaluation ofthe
log likelihood (1)requiresan integration overan n-dim ensionalspace.This
task isinsurm ountable fortypicalvaluesofn,and approxim ation m ethods
are required.Two classesofsuch m ethods,particle �ltersand M onte Carlo
EM algorithm s,aswellasa num ericalexam ple using the latter,are brie
y
discussed in Section 8.
An obviousvariantto ourapproach isto replace the condition ofa �xed

x0 by assum ing a �xed distribution for x0.Such an assum ption does not
change any ofourresultsand no m ore than notationalchangesare needed
in the proofs.A furthernaturalvariantisto m axim ize (1)w.r.t.� and the
unknown x0.W e have notincluded thisapproach in thepresentpaper,pri-
m arily because score function analysis would require assum ptions on how
them axim izing x0 varieswith �,assum ptionsthatwould bedi�cultto ver-
ify in practice.W e do rem ark,however,thatin a particularbutim portant
case,assum ing a �xed x0 is no less generalthan is m axim ization over x0.
Suppose thatthe regim e fX kg is �nite-valued and thatallelem ents qij of
the transition probability m atrix Q m ay be chosen independently.The pa-
ram eter vector � m ay then be written � = ((qij); ).W e also assum e that
 can be furtherdecom posed as = (�;(�i)),and thatthe functionsg are
such thatg�(ykj�yk� 1;xk)= h(ykj�yk� 1;�;�xk)forsom efam ily ofdensitiesh.
In other words,allg’s belong to a single param etric class ofdensities,�
is a param eter com m on to allregim es and the �i’s are the regim e speci�c
param eters.Forexam ple,in thelinearregression case�i m ay betheregim e
speci�c regression coe�cients while � m ay be a com m on innovation vari-
ance,� = Ee2n.W ith this generalstructure it is clear that ifx0 is a �xed
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initialstate,forany m odelwith adi�erentinitialstatewecan �nd an equiv-
alentm odelwith initialstatex0 by sim ply renum bering thestatesand then
reorderingtheqij’sand �i’saccordingly.Therefore,whenever� isstructured
asabove,assum ing a �xed x0 isno less generalthan ism axim ization over
x0.
As m entioned above,from a practicalpoint ofview the novelty ofthe

presentpaperisthatwe extend the analysisofM LE asym ptoticsto wider
classofm odelsusingauni�ed approach.From atheoreticalpointofview the
novelty is,forem ost,thegeom etrically decaying bound on them ixing rateof
theconditionalchain,X jY ,given in Corollary 1 and (20).Thisbound par-
allelsresultsofBRR (page1622)and JP (page521),butin contrasttothose
resultsourbound doesnotdepend on theY ’sbeing conditioned upon;itis
determ inistic.Assum ption (A1)(a)below,im plying thatthehidden chain is
uniform ly geom etrically ergodic,and m ore speci�cally thatthe whole state
spaceis1-sm all[seethecom m entafter(A1)(a)],iscrucialto thisproperty;
if fX kg is m -sm allwith m > 1 one can prove an analogous m ixing rate
bound using sim ilarideas,butthebound willthen depend on the Y ’s.The
determ inisticnatureofthebound isvitalto ourproofsthattheconditional
scoregiven the\in�nitepast" [� k;1 (��)in Section 6.1]and theconditional
Hessian given the\in�nitepast"(cf.Propositions4and 5)have�nitesecond
and �rstm om ents,respectively.Thereason isthatwhen them odelcontains
autoregression,the conditionaldistribution offYkg given fX kg isgoverned
by an inhom ogeneous autoregression rather than by independence;hence,
in the proofofLem m a 10,forexam ple,we cannotcondition on the regim e
fX kg and exploitconditionalindependencein orderto turn a random m ix-
ing bound into a determ inistic one as was done in BRR (e.g.,page 1625)
and JP (e.g.,page525).W e plan to look into thism oregeneralcase,butit
lies outside the scope ofthe presentpaper.Anotherfeature ofthe present
paper is that by re�ning the argum ents ofBRR and JP we obtain alm ost
sureconvergence ratherthan convergence isprobability in Theorem 3.
Thepaperisorganized asfollows.M ain assum ptionsare given and com -

m ented in Section 2,together with com m on notation.Then in Section 3
we show that the regim e fX kg,given the observations,is a nonhom oge-
neousM arkov chain whosetransition kernelsm ay bem inorized usinga�xed
and com m on m inorizing constant.This leads to a determ inistic bound for
its m ixing rate.In Section 4,consistency ofthe M LE is considered under
the additionalassum ption that fYkg 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.Asym ptotic norm ality ofthe estim ator isstudied in Section 6.The
proofisbased on a centrallim ittheorem and a locally uniform law oflarge
num bersforthe conditionalexpectation ofappropriately de�ned statistics.
M ore speci�cally,these statistics are additive and quadratic functionals of
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thecom pletedata.Section 8 containsa discussion ofnum ericalm ethodsfor
statespacem odelsand anum ericalexam ple.Finally,theAppendix contains
proofsnotgiven in them ain text.

2. N otation and assum ptions. W eassum ethattheM arkovchain fX kg
1
k= 0

ishom ogeneousand liesin a separableand com pactsetX ,equipped with a
m etrizabletopology and theassociated Borel�-�eld B(X ).W eletQ �(x;A),
x 2 X ,A 2 B(X ),be the transition kernelofthe chain;the param eter �
which indexesthefam ily oftransition kernelsaswellastheregression func-
tionsfortheY ’s,seebelow,istheparam eterthatwewanttoestim ate.Next
we assum e thateach m easure Q �(x;� )hasa density q�(x;� )with respectto
a com m on �nite dom inating m easure � on X .Thatis,forall� and x 2 X ,
Q �(x;� )� �.For the sake ofsim plicity,it is assum ed that �(X )= 1;this
assum ption hintsatapplicationswhere X isa totally bounded space.
W e also assum ethattheobservablesequence fYkg1k= � s+ 1 takesvaluesin

a setY thatisseparableand m etrizableby a com pletem etric.Furtherm ore,
foreach n � 1and given fYkg

n� 1

k= n� s
and X n,Yn isconditionally independent

offYkg
n� s� 1
k= � s+ 1

and fX kg
n� 1
k= 0

.W e also assum e thatforeach X n,Y n� 1 and
�,this conditionallaw has a density g�(yjY n� 1;X n) with respect to som e
�xed �-�nite m easure � on theBorel�-�eld B(Y).
Theparam eter� belongsto �,a com pactsubsetofR p.Thetrueparam -

etervaluewillbedenoted by ��,and when proving asym ptoticnorm ality of
theM LE weassum ethat�� liesin theinteriorof�.G iven theobservations
Y� s+ 1;:::;Yn ofthe processfYkg,we wish to estim ate �� by the m axim um
likelihood m ethod.
ThesequencefZkg1k= 0 , f(X k;Y k)g1k= 0 isaM arkov chain on Z , X � Ys

with transition kernel� � given by,forany bounded m easurable function f

on Z ,

� �f(x;ys;ys� 1;:::;y1)

=
Z

X � Y

f(x0;y0;ys;:::;y2)q�(x;x
0)g�(y

0
jys;:::;y1;x

0)�(dx0)�(dy0):

W e use in the sequelthe canonicalversion ofthis M arkov chain and put
�� , �
 s.For a probability m easure � on Z we let P�;� be the law offZng
when the initialdistribution is �;thatis,Z0 � �.Furtherm ore,E�;� is the
associated expectation.M any conditionalprobabilitiesand expectationsin
this paperdo notdepend on the initialdistribution,and we stress thisby
then droppingtheinitialprobability m easurefrom thenotation,sothatP�;�
isreplaced by P�,and so on.
Throughoutthispaperwe willassum e thatthe transition kernel� � has

a unique invariant distribution ��;this assum ption is further com m ented
on below.Fora stationary processwe write P� and E� forP�;�� and E�;��

,
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respectively.W ecan and willextend such a stationary processfZkg1k= 0 to a
stationary M arkov chain fZkg1k= � 1 with doubly in�nitetim eand thesam e
transition kernel.
Fori� j,putYji , (Yi;Yi+ 1;:::;Yj)and Y

j

i, (Y i;Y i+ 1;:::;Y j),respec-
tively.Sim ilar notation willbe used for other quantities.For any m easur-
able function f on (X ;B(X );�),esssupf , inffM � 0:�(fM � jfjg)= 0g
and,iff isnonnegative,essinff , supfM � 0:�(fM � fg)= 0g (with ob-
vious conventions ifthose sets are em pty).For the sake ofsim plicity,in-
stead ofwriting esssupf or essinff,we use the notation supf or inff.
For any two probability m easures �1 and �2 we de�ne the totalvariation
distance k�1 � �2kTV = supA j�1(A)� �2(A)jand we also recallthe identi-
tiessupjfj� 1j�1(f)� �2(f)j= 2k�1� �2kTV and sup0� f� 1j�1(f)� �2(f)j=
k�1� �2kTV .Forany m atrix orvectorA,kAk=

P
jA ijj.Finally,wewilluse

theletterptodenotedensitiesw.r.t.theprobability m easureon B(X � Y)
 Z

whose �nite-dim ensionaldistributionsare given by (� 
 �)
 r forallr� 1.
W e now listourbasic assum ptions.

(A1) (a) 0< �� , inf�2� infx;x02X q�(x;x0)and �+ , sup�2� supx;x02X q�(x;x
0)<

1 .
(b) For all y02 Y and �y 2 Y s, 0 < inf�2�

R

X
g�(y0j�y;x)�(dx) and

sup�2�
R

X
g�(y0j�y;x)�(dx)< 1 .

Assum ption (A1)(a)im pliesthatforallx 2 X ,Q (x;A)� �� �(A)where� is
a probability m easure,thatis,thestatespaceX oftheM arkov chain fX ng

is 1-sm all[M eyn and Tweedie (1993),page 106,with m = 1].Thus,forall
� 2 �,thischain hasauniqueinvariantm easure� X

�
and isuniform lyergodic

[M eyn and Tweedie (1993),Theorem 16.0.2(v)]. W hen the state space is
�nite,(A1)(a)isequivalentto saying thatforallx;x02 X ,inf�2� q�(x;x0)>
0.

(A2) Forall� 2 �,thetransition kernel� � ispositiveHarrisrecurrentand
aperiodicwith invariantdistribution ��.

Thatthe chain ispositive m eans,essentially,thatitisirreducible and has
an invariant distribution [M eyn and Tweedie (1993),page 230]and Harris
recurrencem eansthatany nonnullsetwillbein�nitely visited by thechain
irrespective of where it starts within the set [M eyn and Tweedie (1993),
page 200]. This assum ption is rather weak;results on ergodicity for au-
toregressive processes with M arkov regim e can be found in,for exam ple,
Francq and Zakoian (2001),Holst,Lindgren,HolstandThuvesholm en [(1994),
page495]and Yao and Attali(2000).Itim pliesthatforany initialm easure
� [seeM eyn and Tweedie (1993),Theorem 13.3.3],

lim
n! 1

k��n
� � ��kTV = 0;(3)
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sothatthetail�-�eld offZkg istrivial[Lindvall(1992),Theorem III.21.12].
Itsinvariant�-�eld,which isno larger,isthusalso trivialand hence fZkg
isergodic in them easure-theoretic senseofthe word.
Forthe developm entsthatfollow,an additionalassum ption isneeded.

(A3) b+ , sup�sup�y0;y1;xg�(y1j�y0;x)< 1 and E��(jlogb� (Y 0;Y1)j)< 1 ,

where b� (�y0;y1), inf�
R

X
g�(y1j�y0;x)�(dx).

R emark 1. In the sequelwe consider conditionalexpectations ofran-
dom variablesw.r.t.the �-algebra generated by (X n

m ;Y
n
m )forsom e m � n.

Such expectationsarede�ned up to a P�;�-nullset.Forthederivationsthat
follow,weneed to specify a version oftheseconditionalexpectations.Since
P�;� isde�ned by theinitialdistribution � and thetransition kernel��,itis
always possible to expressthese conditionalexpectations in term softhese
quantities and we always im plicitly choose this version ofthe conditional
expectations.

3. Uniform forgetting ofthe conditionalhidden M arkov chain. By the
conditionalhidden M arkov chain we m ean the process fX kg given a se-
quenceofY ’s.Itwillturn outthatthisprocessisa M arkov chain,although
nonhom ogeneous,butstillhaving a favorable m ixing rate.Boundson this
m ixing rate willbeinstrum entalin the forthcom ing developm ent.

Lemma 1. Assum e (A1).Letm ;n 2 Z with m � n and � 2 �.UnderP�,
conditionally on Y

n

m ,fX kgk� m isan inhom ogeneousM arkov chain,and for

allk> m there existsa function �k(ynk� s;A)such that:

(i) for any A 2 B(X ),yn
k� s

7! �k(ynk� s;A)isa Borelfunction;
(ii) for any ynk� s,�k(y

n
k� s;� )isa probability m easure on B(X ).In addi-

tion,for allynk� s itholds that�k(y
n
k� s;� )� � and for allY

n

m ,

inf
x2X

P�(X k 2 AjX k� 1 = x;Y
n

m )�
��

�+
�k(Y

n
k� s;A):

R emark 2. Contrary to JP,thism inorization condition involvesa con-
stant �� =�+ which does not depend on the values offYkg.O n the other
hand,them inorizing m easure�k(ynk� s;� )doesdepend on ynk� s whereasthe
m inorizing m easure is�xed in JP.Hence no assum ption on the conditional
density ofYk given pastobservationsand hidden state variablesisneeded,
whereasJP assum ed a m om entcondition,in the specialcase ofHM M s,for
the ratio sup�supx;x0g�(yjx)=g�(yjx

0).An explicitexpression for�k(ynk� s;� )
isnotneeded.
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Proof of Lemma 1. Theproofisadapted from DelM oraland G uionnet
(2001)[see also DelM oraland M iclo (2000)].TheM arkov property im plies
that,form < k� n,

P�(X k 2 AjX
k� 1
m ;Y

n

m )= P�(X k 2 AjX k� 1;Y
n

k� 1):

For k > n we have P�(X k 2 AjX k� 1
m ;Y

n

m )= Q �(X k� 1;A).This shows that
fX kgk� m conditionalon Y

n

m isan inhom ogeneousM arkov chain.Fork� n

itholdsthat

P�(X k 2 AjX k� 1;Y
n

k� 1)

=
Z

A

q�(X k� 1;x)�p�(Y
n
kjX k = x;Y k� 1)�(dx)

�

� Z

X

q�(X k� 1;x)�p�(Y
n
kjX k = x;Y k� 1)�(dx)

� � 1

;

where

�p�(Y
n
kjX k = xk;Y k� 1)

(4)

=
Z nY

i= k+ 1

q�(xi� 1;xi)
nY

i= k

g�(YijY i� 1;xi)�

 (n� k)(dxnk+ 1):

Since �� � q�(x;x0)� �+ itreadily followsthat

P�(X k 2 AjX k� 1;Y
n

k� 1)�
��

�+
�k(Y

n
k� s;A)

with

�k(Y
n
k;A),

Z

A

�p�(Y
n
kjX k = x;Y k� 1)�(dx)

. Z

X

�p�(Y
n
kjX k = x;Y k� 1)�(dx):

Note that
Z

X

�p�(Y
n
kjX k = xk;Y k� 1)�(dxk)

=
Z nY

i= k+ 1

q�(xi� 1;xi)
nY

i= k

g�(YijY i� 1;xi)�

 (n� k+ 1)(dxnk)

� �
n� k
�

nY

i= k

Z

g�(YijY i� 1;x)�(dx)

ispositive under(A1)(b).Fork> n we sim ply set�k(Y n
k� s;A)= �(A). �

Theaposteriorichain thusalsoadm itsX asa1-sm allset.Itisworthwhile
to notethat,despitethechain being nonhom ogeneous,thesam em inorizing
constant can be used for allkernels,irrespective of the Y ’s the chain is
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conditioned upon and ofthe param eter value.Using standard results for
uniform lym inorized M arkov chains[see,e.g.,Lindvall(1992),SectionsIII.9{
11],we thushave the following result,which playsa key role in the sequel.

C orollary 1. Assum e (A1).Letm ;n 2 Z with m � n and � 2 �.Then
for allk� m ,allprobability m easures �1 and �2 on B(X )and allY

n

m ,









Z

X

P�(X k 2 � jXm = x;Y
n

m )�1(dx)�
Z

X

P�(X k 2 � jXm = x;Y
n

m )�2(dx)









TV

� �
k� m

;

where � , 1� �� =�+ .

Note thatwhen m ispositive,P�(X k 2 � jXm = x;Y
n

m )= P�(X k 2 � jXm =
x;Y

n

m )doesnotdepend upon the initialdistribution.

4. Uniform convergence ofthe likelihood contrastfunction. G iven x0 2

X ,notice that

p�(Y
n
1jY 0;X 0 = x0)=

Z nY

k= 1

q�(xk� 1;xk)g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)�

 n(dxn1)(5)

and de�netheconditionallog likelihood function

ln(�;x0), logp�(Y
n
1jY 0;X 0 = x0)=

nX

k= 1

logp�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0);(6)

where p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)= p�(Y k
1jY 0;X 0 = x0)=p�(Y

k� 1
1

jY 0;X 0 = x0).
W ith the notation introduced above,fork� 1,

p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)

=
Z Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)(7)

� P�(X k� 1 2 dxk� 1jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)�(dxk);

hereP�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)isthe�ltering distribution oftheunknown

state X k� 1 given Y
k� 1

0 and X 0 = x0.Note that this distribution m ay be
expressed as

P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x)=
Z

P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)�x(dx0):(8)

Thediscussion in theprevioussection hintsthatthein
uenceofthe initial
pointX 0 vanishesask! 1 .
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Thede�nition oftheconditionallog likelihood em ployed heredi�ersfrom
the one usually adopted forHM M s.Extending to AR m odelswith M arkov
regim ethede�nitionsofBRR and JP forexam ple,thelog likelihood would
be

ln(�),
nX

k= 1

log�p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 );(9)

where

�p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 )=
Z Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)

(10)

� P�(X k� 1 2 dxk� 1jY
k� 1

0 )�(dxk):

Here P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ) is the �ltering distribution ofthe unknown state

X k� 1 given Y
k� 1

0 underthe stationary probability P�.This�ltering distri-
bution m ay beexpressed as

P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 )=
Z

P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)P�(X 0 2 dx0jY
k� 1

0 )

(11)
and Corollary 1 shows that that the totalvariation distance between the

�ltering probabilities P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ) and P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)
tendsto zero exponentially fastask! 1 uniform ly w.r.t.x0.
Thede�nition oftheloglikelihood in (9)isusefulforHM M sbutlesssofor

m odels with autoregression.Indeed,for m any m odels �p�(YkjY
k� 1
0

) cannot
be expressed in closed form ,basically because the sm oothing probability

P�(X 0 2 � jY
k� 1

0 )dependsuponthestationarydistribution �� ofthecom plete
chain,

P�(X 0 2 AjY
k� 1

0 )

=

R

A
��(dx0jY 0)

R Q k� 1
i= 1 q�(xi� 1;xi)g�(YijY i� 1;xi)�
 (k� 1)(dx

k� 1
1

)
R

X
��(dx0jY 0)

R Q k� 1
i= 1 q�(xi� 1;xi)g�(YijY i� 1;xi)�
 (k� 1)(dx

k� 1
1

)
:

In m any m odelsforwhich the stationary density is notavailable in closed
form ,the log likelihood (9) does not lead to a practicalalgorithm .This
is ourm otivation forconsidering the conditionalform (6)ofthe log likeli-
hood function.Nevertheless,as we willsee below,forany initialpoint x0,
n� 1(ln(�;x0)� ln(�))converges to zero uniform ly w.r.t.to � 2 � asa con-
sequence ofthe uniform forgetting ofthe conditionalM arkov chain.Thus,
by thecontinuity oftheargm ax functional,�̂n;x0,them axim um ofln(�;x0),
and �̂n,the m axim um ofln(�),areasym ptotically equivalent.
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R emark 3. For� an arbitraryprobabilitym easureon B(X )itispossible
to consider

p�;�(Y
n
1jY 0)=

Z

p�(Y
n
1jY 0;X 0 = x0)�(dx0):

Thatis,instead ofchoosing an initialpointX 0 = x0 wesetinstead an arbi-
trary initialdistribution.There isin generallittle rationale fordoing that,
butthe resultsobtained below for a �xed initialcondition X 0 = x0 im m e-
diately carry over to this m ore generalcontext.Typically such a � has a
density w.r.t.� so that there are a density p�;�(Y n

1jY 0;X 0 = x0) and an
associated M LE.

The consistency proofforthe M LE follows the classicalschem e ofW ald
(1949),which am ountsto proving thatthere existsa determ inistic asym p-
totic criterion function l(�)such thatn� 1ln(�;x0)! l(�)P��-a.s.uniform ly
w.r.t.� 2 � and that �� is a well-separated point ofm axim um ofl(�).It
should be stressed that the asym ptotic criterion l(�) should ofcourse not
depend on the initialpointX 0 = x0.
The �rst step of the proof thus consists in showing that the norm al-

ized log likelihood function n� 1ln(�;x0) converges to l(�) uniform ly w.r.t.
�.This requires a uniform (w.r.t.� 2 � and x0 2 X ) law of large num -
bers.W e �rst show that the di�erence between the conditionallog likeli-
hood functions ln(�;x0) and ln(�) stays within som e determ inistic bound,
and hence n� 1(ln(�;x0)� ln(�)) tends to zero P��-a.s.and in L1(P��) [see
DelM oraland M iclo (2001)forsim ilarresults].

Lemma 2. Assum e (A1)and (A2).Then,for allx0 2 X ,

sup
�2�

jln(�;x0)� ln(�)j� 1=(1� �)2; P��-a.s.

Proof. Note thatby Corollary 1,(8)and (11),

kP�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)� P�(X k� 1 2 � jY
k� 1

0 )kTV � �
k� 1

:

Thisim pliesthat,fork� 1,

jp�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)� �p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 )j

=
�
�
�
�

Z Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)�(dxk)

� (P�(dxk� 1jY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)� P�(dxk� 1jY
k� 1

0 ))
�
�
�
�

� �
k� 1 sup

xk� 1

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)�(dxk)

� �
k� 1

�+

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;x)�(dx):
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In addition,by (7),

p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)� ��

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;x)�(dx);

and the sam e inequality holds for �p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ). The inequality jlogx �
logyj� jx� yj=(x ^ y)now showsthat

jlogp�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)� log�p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 )j�
�k� 1

1� �
:

A sum m ation concludestheproof. �

Thenextstep consistsin showing thatn� 1ln(�)can beapproxim ated by
the sam ple m ean ofa P��-stationary ergodic sequence ofrandom variables

in L1(P��).Itisnaturaltoapproxim aten� 1ln(�)= n� 1
P n

k= 1log�p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 )

by n� 1
P n

k= 1log�p�(YkjY
k� 1

� 1 ),provided we can give m eaning to the latter
conditionaldensities.This is the m ain purpose ofthe construction below.
Let,forx 2 X ,

� k;m ;x(�), log�p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x);

� k;m (�), log�p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m )= log
Z

�p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x� m )P�(dx� m jY
k� 1

� m ):

Itfollows from the de�nitionsthat ln(�)=
P n

k= 1� k;0(�).In order to show
that for any k � 0 the sequences f�k;m (�)gm � 0 and f� k;m ;x(�)gm � 0 con-
vergeuniform lyw.r.t.� 2 �,P ��-a.s.,weprovethattheyareuniform Cauchy
sequences.Thisproperty isim plied by the following lem m a.

Lemma 3. Assum e (A1){(A3).Then for allk � 1 and m ;m0� 0,P��-
a.s.,

sup
�2�

sup
x;x02X

j� k;m ;x(�)� �k;m 0;x0(�)j� �
k+ (m ^m 0)� 1

=(1� �);(12)

sup
�2�

sup
x2X

j� k;m ;x(�)� �k;m (�)j� �
k+ m � 1

=(1� �);(13)

sup
�2�

sup
m � 0

sup
x2X

j� k;m ;x(�)j� m ax(jlogb+ j;jlog(�� b� (Y k� 1;Yk))j):(14)

Theproofissim ilarto theproofofLem m a 2 (m aking useoftheuniform er-
godicity ofthe conditionalchain) and is given in the Appendix.By (12),
f� k;m ;x(�)gm � 0 is a uniform Cauchy sequence w.r.t. � 2 � P ��-a.s. and
thus� k;m ;x(�)convergesuniform ly P��-a.s.Equation (12)also im pliesthat
lim m ! 1 � k;m ;x(�)doesnotdepend on x.Denote by �k;1 (�)thislim it.In-
tuitively,wem ay think of� k;1 (�)aslog�p�(YkjY

k� 1
� 1 ).Equation (14)shows
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that f� k;m ;x(�)gm � 0 is uniform ly bounded in L1(P��),and thus the lim it
� k;1 (�)isalso in L1(P��).Notethatf� k;1 (�)g isa P��-stationary ergodic
process.
Setting m = 0 in (12)and letting m 0! 1 showsthat,P��-a.s.,

sup
�2�

j� k;0;x(�)� �k;1 (�)j� �
k� 1

=(1� �);

and (13)showsthatsup�2� j� k;0;x(�)� �k;0(�)j� �k� 1=(1� �).These two
relationsreadily im ply thefollowing result.

C orollary 2. Assum e (A1)and (A2).Then

nX

k= 1

sup
�2�

j� k;0(�)� �k;1 (�)j� 2=(1� �)2; P��-a.s.

Corollary 2 showsthatn� 1ln(�)can be approxim ated by the sam ple m ean
ofa stationary ergodic sequence,uniform ly w.r.t.� 2 �.Since � 0;1 (�)2
L1(P��),the ergodic theorem im plies that n� 1ln(�)! l(�), E��[� 0;1 (�)]
P��-a.s.and in L1(P��).Com bining this result with Lem m a 2 yields the
following.

Proposition 1. Assum e (A1){(A3).Then for allx0 2 X and � 2 �,

lim
n! 1

n
� 1
ln(�;x0)= l(�); P��-a.s.and in L

1(P��):

R emark 4. The pointwise convergence ofn� 1ln(�;x0)hasbeen estab-
lished for HM M s by Leroux (1992) and LeG land and M evel(2000) for a
�nite state space and later for a com pact state space by Douc and M atias
(2001).In the papersofLeG land and M evel(2000)and Douc and M atias
(2001),the authors used the geom etric ergodicity ofan extended M arkov
chain consisting ofthe hidden variable,the observed variable and the pre-
diction �lter density function.However,this approach requires conditions
strongerthan theweak ergodicity condition (A2)and them om entcondition
(A3).

The next step ofthe proofconsists in showing that l(�) is continuous
w.r.t.�.To that purpose,�rst observe that,by (14) and the dom inated
convergence theorem ,forany x 2 X and � 2 �,

l(�)= E��

�

lim
m ! 1

� 0;m ;x(�)
�

= lim
m ! 1

E��[� 0;m ;x(�)]:

Since f� 0;m ;x(�)gm � 0 is a uniform Cauchy sequence P��-a.s.which is uni-
form ly bounded in L1(P��)(E��[supm � 0sup�2�[� 0;m ;x(�)]]< 1 ),itsu�ces
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to show that� 0;m ;x(�)iscontinuousw.r.t.�.In fact,thisisthewholepoint
ofusing � 0;m ;x(�)instead of�0;m (�).W ewillneed thefollowing additional
assum ption:

(A4) Forallx;x02 X and all(�y;y0)2 Y s� Y,� 7! q�(x;x0)and � 7! g�(y0j�y;x)
are continuous.

Lemma 4. Assum e (A1){(A4).Then for all� 2 �,

lim
�! 0

E��

�

sup
j�0� �j� �

j� 0;1 (�
0)� �0;1 (�)j

�

= 0:

The proofis given in the Appendix.W e m ay now state the centralresult
of this section,the uniform convergence of the norm alized log likelihood
n� 1ln(�;x0)to l(�),which followsalm ostim m ediately from Corollary2 and
the ergodic theorem .

Proposition 2. Assum e (A1){(A4).Then

lim
n! 1

sup
�2�

sup
x02X

jn
� 1
ln(�;x0)� l(�)j= 0; P��-a.s.

Again,theproofisin the Appendix.

5. Consistency ofthem axim um likelihood estim ator. W ewillnow prove
thatundersuitableassum ptionstheuniquem axim izerof� 7! l(�)is��,the

true value ofthe param eter.Let P
Y

� be the trace ofP� on fY N;B(Y)
 Ng,
thatis,the distribution offYkg.Considerthefollowing assum ption:

(A5) � = �� ifand only if

P
Y

� = P
Y

��:(15)

In otherwords,underthisassum ption the stationary laws ofthe observed
processassociated with twodi�erentvaluesoftheparam eterdonotcoincide
unlesstheparam etersdo.Thisisobviously them inim alassum ption thatwe
can im pose.W hen itcom estoapplyingtheresults,itissom etim esm orecon-
venientto considerthefollowing alternative identi�ability condition,which
in certain circum stancesproveseasierto verify.

(A50) � = �� ifand only if

E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p

1
jY 0)

�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0)

�

= 0 forallp� 1:(16)
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In factwe willsee below thatunder(A1){(A3),these two conditionsare
equivalent.O fcourseneitheroftheidenti�ability assum ptionsstated above
is entirely satisfactory,because both conditions im plicitly m ake use ofthe
stationary distribution ofthe com plete chain,which typically is infeasible
to com pute.Nevertheless,itdoesnotseem sensibleto expectm uch sim pler
identi�ability conditions based,say,on g� and q� alone.The usefulness of
(A50)isrevealed when conditioning on Y 0,yielding � = �� ifand only if

E��

�

E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p

1
jY 0)

�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0)

�
�
�Y0

��

= 0 forallp� 1:(17)

In this expression the inner expectation is a conditionalK ullback{Leibler
m easure,and hence nonnegative.Ifequality holdsin (17),the innercondi-

tionalexpectation vanishesP
Y 0

�� -a.s.Thisobservation m ay in turn often be
used to prove that� = ��,using,forexam ple,identi�ability ofm ixturesof
thefam ily to which thedensitiesg�(� j�y;x)belong.A particularexam plein-
volving linearregressionswith norm aldisturbancesand �nite-valued regim e
isdiscussed in K rishnam urthy and Ryd�en [(1998),page302].Slightly di�er-
entidenti�ability conditionsareem ployed in Francq and Roussignol(1998).
Beforeproceedingtotheequivalenceof(A5)and (A50),som epreparatory

lem m asareneeded.W ewill�rstshow thattheconditionaldensity function
�p�(Y ‘

k
jY

j

i) (i� j< k � ‘) converges to the unconditionaldensity function
�p�(Y ‘

k
)whenthegap k� jtendstoin�nity.Thiscan beviewed asakindof�-

m ixingcondition expressed directly on theconditionaland theunconditional
density functions,which is inherited from the ergodicity ofthe com plete
chain.

Lemma 5. Assum e (A1){(A3) and �x k� ‘.Then

lim
j! � 1

sup
i� j

j�p�(Y
‘
kjY

j

i)� �p�(Y
‘
k)j= 0 in P��-probability.

Theproofisgiven in theAppendix.
Thefollowing lem m a showsthat(15)and (16)are equivalent.

Lemma 6. Assum e (A1){(A3).Then (15)holdsifand onlyif(16)holds.

Proof. Itobviouslysu�cestoshow the\if"part,sosuppose(16)holds.
Thebasicidea consistsin inserting a gap in therangeofvariables.Forp� 1
and m � 0,write

0= E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p+ m

1
jY 0)

�p�(Y
p+ m

1
jY 0)

�

= E��

�

log
�p��(Y m

1 jY
p+ m

m + 1
;Y 0)

�p�(Y m
1
jY

p+ m

m + 1
;Y 0)

�

+ E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p+ m

m + 1
jY 0)

�p�(Y
p+ m

m + 1
jY 0)

�

:
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The two term son the right-hand side are expectationsofK ullback{Leibler
divergence functionsand thusnonnegative,which showsthat

0� E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p+ m

m + 1
jY 0)

�p�(Y
p+ m

m + 1
jY 0)

�

= E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p

1
jY � m )

�p�(Y
p

1jY � m )

�

= E��

�Z

log
�p��(Y

p

1
= y

p

1
jY � m )

�p�(Y
p

1
= y

p

1
jY � m )

�p��(Y
p

1
= y

p

1
jY � m )�


 p(dyp
1
)
�

:

Thus,forallm � 0,

�p��(Y
p

1
jY � m )= �p�(Y

p

1
jY � m ); P��-a.s.

By Lem m a 5,

j�p��(Y
p

1)� �p�(Y
p

1)j

= lim
m ! 1

j�p��(Y
p

1
jY � m )� �p�(Y

p

1
jY � m )j= 0 in P��-probability;

whence �p��(Y
p

1)= �p�(Y
p

1)P��-a.s.Theproofiscom plete. �

Proposition 3. Under (A1){(A5),l(�)� l(��)and l(�)= l(��) ifand
only if� = ��.

Proof. By the dom inated convergence theorem ,

l(�)= E��

�

lim
m ! 1

log�p�(Y1jY
0

� m )
�

= lim
m ! 1

E��[log�p�(Y1jY
0

� m )](18)

= lim
m ! 1

E��[E��[log�p�(Y1jY
0

� m )jY
0

� m ]]:

Hence l(��)� l(�)isnonnegative asthe lim itofexpectationsofconditional
K ullback{Leiblerdivergencefunctionsand �� isa m axim izerofthefunction
� 7! l(�).
Now assum el(�)= l(��).By Lem m a 6 itsu�cesto provethat(16)holds.

Note thatforany k� 1 and m � 0,

E��[log�p�(Y
k
1jY

0

� m )]=
kX

i= 1

E��[log�p�(Y1jY
0

� m � i+ 1)]:

Hence,by (18),

lim
m ! 1

E��[log�p�(Y
k
1jY

0

� m )]= kl(�);
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and forp+ s< k+ 1,

0= k(l(��)� l(�))= lim
m ! 1

E��

�

log
�p��(Y k

1jY
0

� m )

�p�(Y k
1
jY

0

� m )

�

� lim sup
m ! 1

E��

�

log
�p��(Y k

k� p+ 1jY k� p;Y
0

� m )

�p�(Y k
k� p+ 1

jY k� p;Y
0

� m )

�

= lim sup
m ! 1

E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p

1
jY 0;Y

p� k

p� k� m )

�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0;Y

p� k

p� k� m )

�

:

Theproofisconcluded by letting k! 1 and using Lem m a 7. �

Lemma 7. Assum e (A1){(A3).Then for allp� 1 and all� 2 �,

lim
k! 1

sup
m � k

�
�
�
�E�

�

�

log
�p��(Y

p

1jY 0;Y
� k

� m )

�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0;Y

� k

� m )

�

� E��

�

log
�p��(Y

p

1
jY 0)

�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0)

��
�
�
�= 0:

The proofofthislem m a isbased on the m ixing propertiesofthe com plete
chain (see Lem m a 5)and ispostponed to the Appendix.
W e m ay now sum m arize our �ndings in the following theorem ,which

statesthestrong consistency oftheconditionalM LE.

T heorem 1. Assum e (A1){(A5).Then,foranyx0 2 X ,lim n! 1 �̂n;x0 =
��,P��-a.s.

6. Asym ptoticnorm alityofthem axim um likelihood estim ator. Lem m a1
and Corollary 1 are the basic toolsforgeneralizing the resultsofBRR and
JP.Thepattern oftheproofofasym ptotic norm ality oftheM LE issim ilar
to thatpresented in these contributions,with two m ajordi�erences.First,
the geom etric upper bounds are determ inistic,which is a consequence of
Lem m a 1 and Corollary 1.Second,in thispaper,theM LE isthem axim izer
ofthe conditionallog likelihood ln(�;x0),where x0 issom e �xed arbitrary
pointin X ,whereasin BRR and JP itisthem axim izeroftheunconditional
log likelihood ln(�).
Not surprisingly,the proofofasym ptotic norm ality requires som e addi-

tionalregularity assum ptions.Letr � and r 2
� bethe gradientand theHes-

sian operatorwith respectto theparam eter�,respectively.W ewillassum e
thatthereexistsa positivereal� such thaton G , f� 2 �:j� � ��j< �g the
following conditionshold:

(A6) Forallx;x02 X and (�y;y0)2 Y s� Y,the functions� 7! q�(x;x0)and
� 7! g�(y0j�y;x0)are twice continuously di�erentiable on G .
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(A7) (a) sup�2G supx;x0kr �logq�(x;x0)k< 1 and sup�2G supx;x0kr
2
�� logq�(x;x0)k<

1 .
(b) E��[sup�2G supxkr �logg�(Y1jY 0;x)k2]< 1 and E��[sup�2G supxkr

2
�logg�(Y1jY 0;x)k]

< 1 .

(A8) (a) For �� 
 �-alm ost all (�y;y0) in Y s � Y there exists a function
f�y;y0:X ! R

+ in L1(�)such thatsup�2G g�(y
0j�y;x)� f�y;y0(x).

(b) For�
 ��-alm ostall(x;�y)2 X � Ys,thereexistfunctionsf1x;�y :Y !

R
+ and f2x;�y :Y ! R

+ in L1(�)such thatkr�g�(y0j�y;x)k� f1x;�y(y
0)

and kr 2
�g�(y

0j�y;x)k� f2x;�y(y
0)forall� 2 G .

R emark 5. The regularity requirem ents(existence of�rstand second
derivativesatallpoints,existence ofintegrable upperbounds)are rem inis-
cent ofCram �er’s classicalproofofasym ptotic norm ality ofthe M LE.Itis
obviousthattheseconditionscould havebeen weakened using m oresophis-
ticated techniques.W e willneverthelessstick to theconventionalproof.

R emark 6. The conditions are weaker and m ore easily checked than
thoseused by JP,who assum ed thatthestationary density ofthecom plete
M arkov chain istwicedi�erentiablew.r.t.to �,a condition which isdi�cult
to check except for very sim ple m odels.However,as seen below,by using
properconditioning techniquesitispossibleto avoid such assum ptions.

Asym ptotic norm ality ofthe M LE isim plied by:

(i) acentrallim ittheorem (CLT)fortheFisherscorefunction n� 1=2r �ln(��;x0),
and
(ii) a locally uniform law oflarge num bersforthe observed Fisherinfor-

m ation � n� 1r 2
�
ln(�;x0)for� in a neighborhood of��.

Along the linesofthe proofsby BRR and JP,the key to the proofconsists
in �ndingproperexpressionsforthesetwo quantities.Exploiting thehierar-
chicalstructureofthem odel,itturnsoutthatitispracticalto expressthe
score function and the observed Fisher inform ation as functions ofcondi-
tionalexpectationsofthe com plete score function and the com plete Fisher
inform ation.

6.1. A centrallim ittheorem for the score function. The Fisheridentity
[Louis(1982)]generally statesthatfora m odelwith m issing data,thescore
function equalsthe conditionalexpectation ofthe com plete score given the
observed data;the com plete score is the gradient ofthe com plete log like-
lihood,that is,the likelihood that includes the m issing data in addition
to the observed data.The rationale for using this identity is that the log
likelihood and score functions them selves are typically rather involved [cf.
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(1)]while the com plete log likelihood and score are sim pler.Thisistrue in
ourcase,in which the M arkov chain fX kg

n
k= 1

constitutesthem issing data.
The Fisheridentity requiresexchanging the gradientoperatorwith certain
integrals,and isvalid under(A7)and (A8).Hence,forany x0 2 X ,

n
� 1=2

r �ln(�
�
;x0)= n

� 1=2

nX

k= 1

r �logp��(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)

= n
� 1=2

nX

k= 1

� k;0;x0(�
�);

whereforany x 2 X and � 2 �,

� k;0;x(�), E�

"
kX

i= 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k

0;X 0 = x

#

� E�

"
k� 1X

i= 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x

#

;

with the convention
P b

i= aci= 0 ifb< a and

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)= �(�;Zi� 1;Zi)= �(�;(Xi� 1i� s;Y i� 1);(X
i
i� s+ 1;Y

i
i� s+ 1))

= �(�;(Xi� 1;Y i� 1);(X i;Yi))

, r �log(q�(X i� 1;X i)g�(YijY i� 1;X i))

istheconditionalscore of(X i;Yi)given (X i� 1;Y i� 1).
W e also let,form � 0,

� k;m (�), E�

"
kX

i= � m + 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k

� m

#

� E�

"
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k� 1

� m

#

:

Sim ilar to what is done in BRR and JP we show that � k;0;x(��) can be
approxim ated in L2(P��)by a P��-stationary m artingaleincrem entsequence
and apply a CLT forsum sofstationary m artingale increm ents.
The�rststep in theproofconsistsofshowingthattheinitialpointx does

notshow up in thelim it.

Lemma 8. Assum e (A1),(A2)and (A6){(A7).Then,for allx 2 X ,

lim
n! 1

E��











n
� 1=2

nX

k= 1

(� k;0;x(�
�)� �k;0(�

�))












2

= 0:
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Proof. W rite
nX

k= 1

(� k;0;x(�
�)� �k;0(�

�))

=
nX

k= 1

(E��[�(�
�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
n

0;X 0 = x]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
n

0]):

Underthestated assum ptionsE��(supx;x02X k�(�
�;(x;Y 0);(x0;Y1))k2)< 1 .

Theproofnow followsfrom Corollary 1,which im pliesthat

kE��[�(�
�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
n

0;X 0 = x]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
n

0]k

� 2 sup
x;x02X

k�(��;(x;Y k� 1);(x
0
;Yk))k�

k� 1
:

�

W e willnow show thatfor any k,f� k;m (��)gm � 0 is a Cauchy sequence
in L2(P��).Since

� k;m (�
�)= E��[�(�

�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
k

� m ]

+
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

(E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k

� m ]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k� 1

� m ]);

the di�erence � k;m (�)� �k;m 0(�)(assum ing m0> m > 0)involves foreach

� m < i� k term softheform eitherE��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k

� m ]� E��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k

� m 0]

orE��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k

� m ]� E��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k� 1

� m ].By Corollary 1 and an ar-
gum ent used to prove Lem m a 3 we obtain for � m0< � m < i� k that,
P��-a.s.,

kE��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k

� m ]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k

� m 0]k
(19)

� 2 sup
x;x02X

k�(��;(x;Y i� 1);(x
0
;Yi))k�

i+ m � 1
:

Note that this term is sm allwhen i is far from � m ,say,i� (k � m )=2.

Another kind ofinequality is required to bound kE��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k

� m ]�

E��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k� 1

� m ]k.Thistypeofbound willfollow from forgetting prop-
ertiesofthereverseconditionalhidden chain.Sim ilarto Lem m a 1,wehave
the following result.

Lemma 9. Assum e (A1)and (A2).Letm ;n 2 Z with m ;n � 0 and � 2
�.UnderP �,conditionallyon Y

n

� m ,thetim e-reversedprocessfX n� kg0� k� n+ m

isan inhom ogeneousM arkov chain,and forall0< k� n+ m there existsa

function ~�k(y
n� k
� m � s+ 1;A)such that:
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(i) for any A 2 B(X ),yn� k� m � s+ 1 7! ~�k(y
n� k
� m � s+ 1;A)isa Borelfunction;

(ii) for any y
n� k
� m � s+ 1, ~�k(y

n� k
� m � s+ 1;� ) is a probability m easure on B(X ).

In addition,for ally
n� k
� m � s+ 1,~�k(y

n� k
� m � s+ 1;� )� � and for allY

n

� m ;

P�(X n� k 2 AjX n� k+ 1;Y
n

� m )= P�(X n� k 2 AjX n� k+ 1;Y
n� k

� m )

�
��

�+
~�k(Y

n� k
� m � s+ 1;A):

Theproofisalong thesam e linesasLem m a 1 and isom itted forbrevity.
From this lem m a,using an analogue ofCorollary 1,it follows that for

� m < i< k,

kE��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k

� m ]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k� 1

� m ]k
(20)

� 2 sup
x;x02X

k�(��;(x;Y i� 1);(x
0
;Yi))k�

k� i� 1
:

Byastandard m artingaletheoryresult[see,e.g.,Shiryaev(1996),page510],

underassum ption (A7)E��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k

� m ]! E��[�(��;Z
i

i� 1)jY
k

� 1 ],P��-a.s.
asm ! 1 .Henceinequalities(19)and (20)hold true,P��-a.s.,when either
m orm 0isreplaced by 1 .Using (20)with m = 1 showsthat

k� 1X

i= � 1

kE��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k

� 1 ]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k� 1

� 1 ]k

�

k� 1X

i= � 1

2 sup
x;x02X

k�(��;(x;Y i� 1);(x
0
;Yi))k�

k� i� 1
:

Under(A7)the right-hand side isin L2(P��),and wem ay thusde�ne

� k;1 (�
�), E��[�(�

�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
k

� 1 ]

+
k� 1X

i= � 1

(E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k

� 1 ]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k� 1

� 1 ]):

In addition we have thefollowing L2-bound,showing that� k;m (��)con-
vergesto � k;1 (��)in L2(P��)asm ! 1 .

Lemma 10. Assum e (A1),(A2)and (A6){(A7).Then,forallk� 1 and
m � 0,

(E��k� k;m (�
�)� �k;1 (�

�)k2)1=2

� 12
�

E��

�

sup
x;x02X

k�(��;(x;Y 0);(x
0
;Y1))k

2

��1=2�(k+ m )=2� 1

1� �
:
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Proof. Using (19)and (20)and theM inkowskiinequality,we�nd that
apartfrom thefactor(E��[supx;x02X k�(�

�;(x;Y 0);(x0;Y1))k2])1=2,(E��k� k;m (��)�

� k;1 (��)k2)1=2 isbounded by

2�k+ m � 1 + 4
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

(�k� i� 1 ^ �i+ m � 1)+ 2
� mX

i= � 1

�
k� i� 1

� 2�k+ m � 1 + 4
X

� 1 < i� (k� m )=2

�
k� i� 1+ 4

X

(k� m )=2� i< 1

�
i+ m � 1 + 2

�k+ m � 1

1� �

� 12
�(k+ m )=2� 1

1� �
:

�

Now de�nethe�ltration F by F k = �(Y i;� 1 < i� k)fork2 Z.By the
conditionaldom inated convergence theorem ,

E��

"
k� 1X

i= � 1

(E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k

� 1 ]� E��[�(�
�
;Z

i

i� 1)jY
k� 1

� 1 ])
�
�
�Y

k� 1

� 1

#

= 0;

E��[�(�
�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
k� 1

� 1 ]= E��[E��[�(�
�
;Z

k

k� 1)jY
k� 1

� 1 ;X k� 1]jY
k� 1

� 1 ]= 0;

so that f� k;1 (��)g1k= � 1 is an (F ;P��)-adapted stationary, ergodic and
squareintegrablem artingaleincrem entsequence.TheCLT forsum sofsuch
sequences[see,e.g.,Durrett(1996),page 418]showsthat

n
� 1=2

nX

k= 1

� k;1 (�
�)! N (0;I(��)); P��-weakly;

whereI(��), E��[� 0;1 (��)� 0;1 (��)T]istheasym ptoticFisherinform ation
m atrix,de�ned as the covariance m atrix ofthe asym ptotic score function.
Lem m a 10 im pliesthat

lim
n! 1

E��











n
� 1=2

nX

k= 1

(� k;0(�
�)� �k;1 (�

�))












2

= 0;(21)

and hencen� 1=2
P n

k= 1� k;0(��),and by Lem m a8alson� 1=2
P n

k= 1� k;0;x(��),
have the sam e lim iting distribution underP��.W e sum m arize our�ndings
in the following result.

T heorem 2. Assum e (A1),(A2)and (A6){(A8).Then forany x0 2 X ,

n
� 1=2

r �ln(�
�
;x0)! N (0;I(��)); P��-weakly:
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6.2. Law oflarge num bersforthe observed Fisherinform ation. Thesec-
ond partoftheproofconsistsofshowinga locally uniform law oflargenum -
bersfortheobserved Fisherinform ation;forallpossibly random sequences
f��ng such that ��n ! ��,P��-a.s.,� n� 1r 2

�ln(�
�
n;x0) converges,P��-a.s.,to

theFisherinform ation m atrix at��.Sim ilarto whatwasdonein theprevi-
oussection and following theideasdeveloped in BRR,theproofam ountsto
showing that� n� 1r 2

�
ln(��n;x0)m ay be approxim ated by the sam ple m ean

ofan ergodicstationary process.To do thatitisconvenient,justasforthe
score function,to express the observed Fisher inform ation in term s ofthe
Hessian ofthe com plete log likelihood.This can be done by using the so-
called Louism issing inform ation principle [Louis(1982)],valid under(A7)
and (A8),which showsthat

r
2
�logp�(Y

n
1jY 0;X 0 = x0)

= E�

"
nX

i= 1

’(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#

(22)

+ var�

"
nX

i= 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#

;

where

’(�;Z
i

i� 1)= ’(�;Zi� 1;Zi)= ’(�;(Xi� 1
i� s;Y i� 1);(X

i
i� s+ 1;Y

i
i� s+ 1))

= ’(�;(Xi� 1;Y i� 1);(X i;Yi))

, r
2
�log(q�(X i� 1;X i)g�(YijY i� 1;X i)):

Asabove we m ay writethese quantitiesastelescoping sum s:

E�

"
nX

i= 1

’(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#

=
nX

k= 1

 

E�

"
kX

i= 1

’(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k

0;X 0 = x0

#

� E�

"
k� 1X

i= 1

’(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0

#!

and
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var�

"
nX

i= 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#

=
nX

k= 1

 

var�

"
kX

i= 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k

0;X 0 = x0

#

� var�

"
k� 1X

i= 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0

#!

:

It turns out (see Lem m a 13) that as k ! 1 the initialcondition on X 0

becom esirrelevant.Thereforeitissensible to de�ne,fork� 1 and m � 0,

� k;m (�)= E�

"
kX

i= � m + 1

’(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k

� m

#

(23)

� E�

"
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

’(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k� 1

� m

#

;

�k;m (�)= var�

"
kX

i= � m + 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k

� m

#

(24)

� var�

"
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

�(�;Z
i

i� 1)
�
�
�Y

k� 1

� m

#

:

Propositions4 and 5 show that� k;m (�)and �k;m (�)both have lim itsas
m ! 1 ,P��-a.s.,and in L1(P��).Let� k;1 (�)and �k;1 (�)denotetheselim -
its.Itfollowsfrom thede�nitionsabovethatf� k;1 g

1
k= 1 and f�k;1 g

1
k= 1 are

P��-stationary and ergodic,and thelim itoftheobserved Fisherinform ation
willbe � E��[� 0;1 (��)+ �0;1 (��)].

Proposition 4. Assum e (A1){(A3).LetG be a com pactsubsetof�,
letq> 0 and let’ :�� X q � Yq ! R be a Borelfunction such thatfor all

x
q

1
2 X q and y

q

1
2 Y q,’(�;xq

1
;y

q

1
)iscontinuous w.r.t.� on G and

E��

�

sup
�2G

sup
x
q

1
2X q

j’(�;xq
1
;Y

q

1
)j
�

< 1 :

Then for each � 2 G ,�k;m (�),asde�ned in (23),converges P��-a.s.and in
L1(P��)to � k;1 (�)as m ! 1 .In addition,the function � 7! E��[� 0;1 (�)]
iscontinuous on G and for allx0 2 X and � 2 G ,

lim
�! 0

lim
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1
E�0

"
nX

i= 1

’(�0;Zi
i� q+ 1)

�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#
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� E��[� 0;1 (�)]

�
�
�
�
�
= 0; P��-a.s.

Proposition 5. Assum e (A1){(A3).LetG be a com pactsubsetof�,
letq> 0 and let�:�� X q � Yq ! R be a Borelfunction such thatfor all

x
q

1
2 X q and y

q

1
2 Y q,�(�;xq

1
;y

q

1
)iscontinuous w.r.t.� on G and

E��

�

sup
�2G

sup
x
q

1
2X q

j�(�;xq
1
;Y

q

1
)j2

�

< 1 :

Then for each � 2 G ,�k;m (�),as de�ned in (24),converges P��-a.s.and in
L1(P��) to �k;1 (�) as m ! 1 .In addition,the function � 7! E��[�0;1 (�)]
iscontinuous on G and,for allx0 2 X and � 2 G ,

lim
�! 0

lim
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1var�0

"
nX

i= 1

�(�0;Zi
i� q+ 1)

�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#

� E��[�0;1 (�)]

�
�
�
�
�
= 0; P��-a.s.

Note that in Propositions 4 and 5 the functions ’ and � take values in
R.Adaptationsto vector-and m atrix-valued functionsarestraightforward.
For allx0 2 X the Fisherinform ation identity im plies,underthe stated

assum ptions,that

n
� 1
E�[r �ln(�;x0)r �ln(�;x0)

T
jY 0;X 0 = x0]

= � n
� 1
E�[r

2
�ln(�;x0)jY 0;X 0 = x0];

and Propositions4 and 5 togetherwith theLouism issing inform ation prin-
ciple show that the lim its in n ofthese two quantities both coincide with
the Fisherinform ation at��.W e conclude the discussion in thissection by
stating them ain result.

T heorem 3. Assum e (A1){(A3) and (A6){(A8) and letf��ng be any,

possibly stochastic,sequence in � such that � �
n ! �� P��-a.s.Then for all

x0 2 X � n� 1r 2
�ln(�

�
n;x0)! I(��),P��-a.s.

The following theorem is a standard consequence ofTheorem s 2 and 3
(see,e.g.,BRR).

T heorem 4. Assum e (A1){(A8) and that I(��) is positive de�nite.

Then for allx0 2 X

n
1=2(̂�n;x0 � �

�)! N (0;I(��)� 1); P��-weakly:
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7. Extensionstononstationary AR m odelswith M arkov regim e. In Sec-
tions4 and 6 the assum ption ofstationarity offYkg playsa crucialrole.In
this section we shallextend the consistency and asym ptotic norm ality of
theM LE to thecase wherethisprocessisnotstationary.Henceweassum e
thattheprocessweobserve,denoted by fY

0

kg
1
k= 0,and theassociated hidden

chain,denoted by fX 0
kg

1
k= 0,are governed by the transition kernel� �� and

with (X 0
0;Y

0

0)having distribution �.Thisinitialdistribution isunknown to
us and in general� 6= ���.As before we let f(X k;Y k)g1k= 0 denote a corre-
sponding stationary process.
W e observe that since these processes are positive Harris recurrent and

aperiodic[thisis(A2)]wecan constructthem on acom m on probabilityspace
in a way thatthere existsan a.s.�nite random tim e T,the coupling tim e,
such that Zn = Z

0

n for n � T [Thorisson (2000),page 369].The associated
probability m easureisdenoted by P���
 �.Hence,to beprecise,P���
 �(T <

1 )= 1.
De�nel0n(�;x0), logp�([Y 0]n1jY

0

0;X
0
0 = x0)and let�̂0n;x0 bethem axim izer

ofthisfunction w.r.t.�.Put

D n(�;x0), l
0
n(�;x0)� ln(�;x0)

=
nX

k= 1

(logp�(Y
0
kj[Y

0
]k� 1
0

;X
0
0 = x0)� logp�(YkjY

k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)):

The following lem m a ensuresthatD n(�;x0)isbounded,P���
 �-a.s.,which

im pliesthatthedi�erencebetween �̂0n;x0 and �̂n;x0 convergestozero,P���
 �-
a.s.(see Theorem 5).

Lemma 11. Assum e (A1) and (A2). Then for all� and allx0 2 X ,

supn� 0sup�2� jD n(�;x0)j< 1 ,P���
 �-a.s.

Proof. W rite

sup
�2�

jD n(�;x0)j

�

1X

k= 1

sup
�2�

jlogp�(Y
0
kj[Y

0
]k� 1
0

;X
0
0 = x0)� logp�(YkjY

k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)j

�

TX

k= 1

�

sup
�2�

jlogp�(Y
0
kj[Y

0
]k� 1
0

;X
0
0 = x0)j

+ sup
�2�

jlogp�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)j
�

(25)
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+
1X

k= T+ 1

sup
�2�

jlogp�(Y
0
kj[Y

0
]k� 1
0

;X
0
0 = x0)

� logp�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)j:

Since

��

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;x)�(dx)� p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)

� �+

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;x)�(dx)

(see the proofofLem m a 2),the �rst sum on the right-hand side is �nite
P���
 �

-a.s.by (A1).
Forthe second sum ,note thatforalli< k,

p�(YkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)

=
Z Z Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)�(dxk)P�(dxk� 1jxi;Y
k� 1

i )

� P�(dxijY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0);

and sim ilarly for p�(Y 0
k
j[Y

0
]k� 1
0

;X 0
0 = x0).Using the fact that for n � T,

Zn = Z
0

n and thusY n = Y
0

n and Corollary 1,we have forallk> T,

jp�(Ykj[Y
0
]k� 1
0

;X
0
0 = x0)� p�(YkjY

k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)j

� �
k� T� 1

�+

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;x)�(dx);

and hence

jlogp�(Y
0
kj[Y

0
]k� 1
0

;X
0
0 = x0)� logp�(YkjY

k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)j
(26)

� �
k� T� 1

=(1� �);

com paretheproofofLem m a 2.Thusthesecond sum on theright-hand side
of(25)isalso �nite P���
 �-a.s. �

W enow can provetheconsistency oftheM LE foranonstationaryprocess.

T heorem 5. Assum e (A1){(A5).Then forall� and anyx0 2 X ,lim n! 1 �̂0n;x0 =
��,P���
 �-a.s.
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Proof. Since �̂0n;x0 isthem axim izerof� 7! n� 1l0n(�;x0),

l(̂�0n;x0)� l(��)� l(��)+ n
� 1
ln(�

�
;x0)

� n
� 1
ln(�

�
;x0)+ n

� 1
l
0
n(�

�
;x0)� n

� 1
l
0
n(̂�

0
n;x0

;x0)

+ n
� 1
ln(̂�

0
n;x0

;x0)� n
� 1
ln(̂�

0
n;x0

;x0)+ l(̂�0n;x0)

� l(��)� 2sup
�2�

jn
� 1
ln(�;x0)� l(�)j� 2sup

�2�

jn
� 1
D n(�;x0)j:

Theright-hand sideofthisinequality tendsto l(��),P���
 �-a.s.,by Proposi-
tion 2 and Lem m a 11.Theproofnow followsfrom Proposition 3,continuity
ofl(�)(Lem m a4)and com pactnessof�. �

To show thatn1=2(̂�0n;x0 � �̂n;x0)! 0,P���
 �-a.s.and thusthat �̂
0
n;x0

and

�̂n;x0 are asym ptotically norm alwith the sam e covariance m atrix,we need
to show som ekind ofcontinuity ofthe function � 7! Dn(�;x0).

Lemma 12. Assum e (A1){(A5).Then

lim
n! 1

jD n(̂�
0
n;x0

;x0)� Dn(̂�n;x0;x0)j= 0; P���
 �
-a.s.

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

1X

k= N + 1

sup
�2�

jlogp�(Y
0
kj[Y

0
]k� 1
0

)� logp�(YkjY
k� 1

0 )j� "; P���
 �
-a.s.

Thus,P���
 �-a.s.foralln � N ,

jD n(̂�
0
n;x0

;x0)� Dn(̂�n;x0;x0)j

� 2"+ jl
0
N (̂�

0
n;x0

;x0)� l
0
N (̂�n;x0;x0)j+ jlN (̂�

0
n;x0

;x0)� lN (̂�n;x0;x0)j:

Under the given assum ptions � 7! l0N (�;x0) and � 7! lN (�;x0) are P���
 �-
a.s.continuous(see the proofofLem m a 4)and the proofiscom plete upon
observing that �̂n;x0 and �̂n;x0 both converge to ��,P���
 �-a.s.,and that"
wasarbitrary. �

T heorem 6. Assum e (A1){(A8) and that I(��) is positive de�nite.

Then,for all� and any x0 2 X ,

n
1=2(̂�0n;x0 � �

�)! N (0;I(��)� 1); P���
 �
-weakly.
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Proof. Itissu�cientto provethat" n ,
p
n(̂�n;x0 � �̂0n;x0)! 0,P���
 �-

a.s.Since �̂0n;x0 isthem axim izerof� 7! l0n(�;x0),l
0
n(̂�

0
n;x0

;x0)� l0n(̂�n;x0;x0),
which im pliesthat

D n(̂�
0
n;x0

;x0)� Dn(̂�n;x0;x0)� ln(̂�n;x0;x0)� ln(̂�
0
n;x0

;x0)

= � 1

2
n
� 1
"
T
nr

2
�ln(tn�̂

0
n;x0

+ (1� tn)̂�n;x0)"n

for som e 0� tn � 1.By a straightforward adaptation ofTheorem 3 to the
presentcase with two processes,

� n
� 1
r
2
�ln(tn�̂

0
n;x0

+ (1� tn)̂�n;x0)! I(��); P���
 �
-a.s.

Since I(��) is positive de�nite there exists M > 0 such that on a set with
P���
 �

-probability one and forn su�ciently large,

D n(̂�
0
n;x0

;x0)� Dn(̂�n;x0;x0)� M j"nj
2
:

Theproofiscom plete by applying Lem m a 12. �

8. N um ericalapproxim ations.

8.1. Two M onte Carlo num ericalm ethods. As m entioned in the Intro-
duction,when thestatespaceoffX kg iscontinuousthelog likelihood needs
to be approxim ated by som e num ericalm ethod.Here we list two classes
ofm ethodsthathave been proposed and successfully used in m any practi-
calproblem s,butpointoutthatthere are otheronesaswell,forexam ple,
im portance sam pling [G eyerand Thom pson (1992)and G eyer(1994)].

Particle �lters. Thesem ethodsdepartfrom the representation

ln(�;x0)=
nX

k= 1

log
Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)P�(X k 2 dxkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)

and replacethepredictivedistribution P�(X k 2 dxkjY
k� 1

0 ;X 0 = x0)byapar-
ticle approxim ation.M ore precisely,the approxim ating distribution is the
em piricaldistribution ofthe locations ofN particles at tim e k.There are
m any variantsto how the locationsofthe particlesareupdated,and under
generalassum ptionsthe particle approxim ation converges to the true pre-
dictivedistribution atrateN � 1=2 when N grows.Theapproxim atelog like-
lihood m ay bem axim ized using any standard num ericaloptim ization algo-
rithm .Furtherreadingisfoundin thecollection Doucet,de Freitasand G ordon
(2001);seein particularthesurveypaperH �urzelerand K �unsch(2001).O ther
references are K �unsch (2001)and Pitt(2002).Particle �lterm ethodshave
been proved to perform wellin a wide range ofproblem s,as illustrated in
the above references.
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M onteCarlo EM algorithm s. TheEM algorithm isan iterativealgorithm
forcom puting the M LE (oratleasta localm axim um ofthelog likelihood)
in problem swith m issing data.Itskey com ponentsare the com putation of
thefunction Q (�;�0)= E�[logp�0(X n

1;Y
n
1jY

n

0;X 0 = x0)jY
n

0;X 0 = x0](theE-
step) and the m axim ization ofthis function w.r.t.�0 (the M -step).These
two steps constitute the update from a current estim ate � to a new one.
O bviously the EM useris required to com pute conditionalexpectations of
functions of X n

1 given Y
n

0 and X 0 = x0.Ifthe state space is continuous
thistask istypically infeasible,butthe conditionalexpectationscan be re-
placed by sam ple averages over m sim ulated realizations ofX n

1 under the
sam e conditions.These m ethods are called M onte Carlo EM (M CEM ) al-
gorithm s,orstochastic EM (SEM )algorithm s.A recentsurvey isfound in
Booth,Hobertand Jank (2001),and generalversions ofthe algorithm are
described in Tanner (1996) and Nielsen (2000).Ifthe num ber m ofsim u-
lated replications is allowed to increase with each iteration,the algorithm
can be m ade to converge [Fortand M oulines (2003)].M CEM m ethodsare
successfully used in m any areas;see the above-m entioned survey paper.
Having said that,westressthatthedistinction between particle�lterand

M CEM m ethodsisnotsharp.In fact,thefunction Q (�;�0)oftheEM algo-
rithm can,in principle,be com puted recursively in n,which opens up for
particleapproxim ationsofthisfunctional[Capp�e(2001)].Hence,theapprox-
im ation and m axim ization ofthe log likelihood rathersplitsinto two other
subproblem sto beconsidered.First,theoptim ization schem e:(i)EM type,
which isparticularly appropriateifthecom pletedataisfrom an exponential
orcurved exponentialfam ilyofdistributions,or(ii)astandard num ericalop-
tim ization algorithm such asa quasi-Newton orconjugategradientm ethod.
Second,the approach to approxim ate conditionalexpectations:(i)forward
in tim eusingparticle�ltersor(ii)conditionalon thewholesetofdata using
m ore traditionalM CM C sim ulation.

8.2. Asym ptoticsofapproxim ate estim ators. Theorem s1 and 4 givethe
asym ptotic properties ofthe 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 im portantquestion isthusifan approxim ate com putation ofthe
M LE orlikelihood issu�cientto retain the asym ptotics.O fcourse,if ~�n;x0
is an estim ator such that ~�n;x0 � �̂n;x0 = oP (n� 1=2) (with P = P��),then
~�n;x0 isconsistentand n1=2(~�n;x0 � ��)hasthe sam e distributionallim itas
n1=2(̂�n;x0 � ��).This sim ple observation applies to m ethods that directly
approxim atetheM LE,forexam ple,M CEM .Thefollowing theorem givesa
corresponding resultwhen the likelihood isapproxim ated.

T heorem 7. Assum ethat~�n;x0 isan estim atorsatisfyingln(~�n;x0;x0)�
sup�2� ln(�;x0)� Rn and thatthe assum ptionsofTheorem 4 hold.Then the

following are true:
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(i) IfR n = oP (n)(with P = P��),then ~�n;x0 isconsistent.
(ii) IfR n = O P (1),then n1=2(~�n;x0 � ��)= O P (1),thatis,the sequence

f~�n;x0g is n
1=2-consistentunder P��.

(iii) IfR n = oP (1),then n1=2(~�n;x0 � ��)! N (0;I(��)� 1);P��-weakly as
n ! 1 .

R emark 7. The rem ainder term does not depend on �,that is,it is
uniform in � 2 �.Ifn � 1R n ! 0,P��-a.s.in (i),weobtain strongconsistency.

Proof of T heorem 7. W estartwith (i).Sinceln(~�n;x0;x0)� sup�2� ln(�;x0)�
R n � ln(��;x0)� Rn,we have

l(��)� l(~�n;x0)

� l(��)� l(��)+ n
� 1
ln(�

�
;x0)� n

� 1
ln(~�n;x0;x0)+ l(~�n;x0)� n

� 1
R n

� l(��)� 2sup
�2�

jn
� 1
ln(�;x0)� l(�)j� n

� 1
R n:

IfR n = oP (n),using Proposition 2,l(~�n;x0)� l(��)= oP (1).Standard com -
pactnessargum entsgoing back to W ald (1949)and Proposition 3 com plete
the proofof(i).
W e now turn to (ii) and (iii).Recallthat �̂n;x0 m axim izes ln(�;x0).By

a Taylorexpansion ofln(�;x0)around �̂n;x0,there existsa point ��n on the
line segm entbetween �̂n;x0 and ~�n;x0 such that

R n � ln(̂�n;x0;x0)� ln(~�n;x0;x0)= "
T
n(� n

� 1
r
2
�ln(��n;x0))"n;

where "n = n1=2(~�n;x0 � �̂n;x0).Since ~�n;x0 convergesto �
� in probability,so

does ��n.Hence there isa positive sequence f�ng tending to zero such that
P��(j��n � ��j> �n)! 0.Thus,forany c> 0,

P��(k� n
� 1
r
2
�ln(��n;x0)� I(��)k> c)

� P��(j��n � �
�
j> �n)+ P��

�

sup
j�� ��j� �n

k� n
� 1
r
2
�ln(�;x0)� I(��)k> c

�

:

The �rstterm on the right-hand side tendsto zero asn ! 1 ,and so does
thesecond oneby Theorem 3.SinceI(��)isassum ed positivede�nite,there
existsan M > 0 such that

R n � (M + oP (1))j"nj
2
:

Thus,ifR n = O P (1),then "n = O P (1),and ifR n = oP (1),then "n = oP (1).
The proofsof(ii) and (iii) are now com plete using n1=2(~�n;x0 � ��)= "n +
n1=2(̂�n;x0 � ��)and theresultofTheorem 4. �
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O bviously,if~ln is an approxim ation ofthe true log likelihood ln (both
conditionalon x0) such that j~ln(�;x0)� ln(�;x0)j� (1=2)Rn for all� 2 �,
and ~�n;x0 isthecorresponding m axim izer,then ln(~�n;x0;x0)� ~ln(~�n;x0;x0)�
(1=2)R n �

~ln(̂�n;x0;x0)� (1=2)Rn � ln(̂�n;x0;x0)� Rn,thatis,the principal
condition ofthe theorem is ful�lled.W e thus see that what is required is
to approxim ate the true log likelihood uniform ly,and that with increased
accuracy ofthe approxim ation followsim proved propertiesofthe resulting
approxim ateM LE.Uniform convergenceon com pactsholdsin ourcase,be-
causeln(�;x0)iscontinuousin �,im plied bythecom bination ofso-called epi-
convergence and hypoconvergence ofan approxim ation ~ln(�;x0)[see G eyer
(1994),page273].M oreover,G eyeralso proved thatboth ofthesem odesof
convergencecan beobtained by an im portancesam plingapproach,in which
the unobserved states are sim ulated using M CM C under a �xed reference
param eter[G eyer(1994),Theorem 2].O fcourse,to obtain therequired rate
ofconvergenceoftheapproxim ation,with increasingn an increasingnum ber
ofim portancesam plesm ustbetaken.
Approxim ation ofthelog likelihood using particle�ltersisdescribed,for

instance,in the above-m entioned paperby Pitt(2002),who also devised a
m ethod to sm ooth theapproxim ation to a continuousfunction;thism ethod
works for univariate state variables only,however.At present we know of
no form alproofs that particle �lters approxim ate the true log likelihood
uniform ly,butstrongly conjecturethatthey do undergeneralassum ptions.

8.3. A num ericalexam ple. W enow turn toaspeci�cnum ericalexam ple,
in which we shallem ploy an M CEM algorithm .Localization and tracking
ofnarrow band m oving sourcesby a passivearray isoneofthefundam ental
problem sin radar,com m unication and sonar[see Ng,Larocqueand Reilly
(2001),O rton and Fitzgerald (2002)and references therein].This problem
can bestated asfollows.Considera uniform lineararray ofd sensorsreceiv-
ing a narrowband signalfrom a far-�eld sourcewith unknown tim e-varying
direction ofarrival(DOA).Undertheclassicalnarrowband array processing
m odelthe received signalattim e k,the d� 1 array observation vector Yk,
can beexpressed as

W k = W k� 1 + �k;(27)

Yk = Ska(W k)+ "k;(28)

wherea(w)= [1eiw � � � ei(d� 1)w ]T isthed� 1 steering vector,Sk isthesource
waveform ,�k is the state noise and "k is the m easurem ent noise.It is as-
sum ed that (i) f�kg are i.i.d.zero m ean G aussian with variance �2�,(ii)
fSkg are i.i.d.zero m ean one-dim ensionalcom plex circular G aussian,that
is,ESk = 0 and EjSkj2 = �2s and (iii)f"kg arei.i.d.zero m ean d-dim ensional
com plex circular G aussian,that is,E"k = 0 and E"k"

H
k = �2"Id,where x

H
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is the conjugate transpose (or Herm ite transpose)ofx and Id isthe d� d

identity 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 estim ate the param eter
� , (�2�;�

2
s;�

2
")from theobserved data Y1;:::;Yn.

Conditionally on thehidden variableW k,Yk isaG aussian com plex vector
with density g�(ykjW k),where

g�(yjw)=
1

�ddet�(w)
expf� y

H �� 1(w)yg

with

�(w)= E[Y kY
H
k jW k = w]= �

2
sa(w)a(w)

H + �
2
"Id:

Itiseasily checked that

�� 1(w)= �
�2s

�2"(d�
2
s + �2")

a(w)a(w)H +
1

�2"
Id

and

logg�(yjw)= � dlog� � log(�2(d� 1)" (d�2s + �
2
"))

�
1

�2"
y
H
y+

�2s

�2"(d�
2
s + �2")

ja(w)H yj2:

Furtherm ore,with r� denoting thetransition density offW kg,

logr�(w;w
0)= logr�2�(w;w

0)= �
1

2
log(2��2�)�

1

2�2�
(w 0

� w)2:

The above m odelis equivalent to an HM M on a com pact state space.
Indeed,identify the interval[0;2�)with theunitcircle,which isa com pact
set,and putX k = W km od2�.Itisthen clearthatfX kg isa M arkov chain
on [0;2�),with transition density q�2�

(x;x0)=
P 1

‘= � 1 r�2�
(x;x0+ 2�‘).The

outputdensity stays the sam e,thatis,the conditionaldensity ofYk given
X k = x isg�(yjx).Itiseasily veri�ed thattheHM M f(X k;Yk)g satis�esthe
regularity conditionsin theprevioussections.
Let � and �0 denote two (potentially) di�erent param eter values.The

EM algorithm involves iterative m axim ization of the function Q (�;�0)=
E�[logp�0(X n

1;Y
n
1jX 0 = x0)jY n

1;X 0 = x0].Speci�cally,if�p is the result of
the pth iteration,then �p+ 1 is the m axim izer (in �0) ofQ (�p;�0),that is,
�p+ 1 = argm ax�0Q (�p;�

0).Forthepresentm odel,put�(�)=
P

n
k= 1E�[ja(X k)H Ykj2jY n

1;X 0 =
x0].Itisthen straightforward to verify thatthem axim izeroftheM -step of
the EM algorithm isthe triple (̂�2�;̂�

2
s;̂�

2
")given by

�̂
2
� = argm axvE�p

"
nX

k= 1

logqv(X k� 1;X k)
�
�
�Y

n
1;X 0 = x0

#

;(29)
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�̂
2
s =

�(�p)�
P

n
k= 1jYkj

2

nd(d� 1)
;(30)

�̂
2
" =

P n
k= 1jYkj

2 � �(�p)=d

n(d� 1)
:(31)

The conditionalexpectation �(�) cannotbe explicitly com puted,let alone
theexpectation required to com pute �̂2�.W enotethatwecould also em ploy
the representation with fW kg to sim plify the im plem entation ofthis part
oftheM -step and theM CM C algorithm below,asthereisthen a su�cient
statistic forthe re-estim ation of�2� aswell,butthisapproach givesusless
satisfyingnum ericalresults.W ealsonotethatalthough q�(x;x0)isnotavail-
able in closed form ,itisstraightforward to approxim ate itby a truncated
sum asr�2�(x;x

0+ 2�‘)decaysrapidly asj‘j! 1 .
In theM CEM approach,theconditionalexpectationsabovearereplaced

by sam plem eansoveranum berofrealizationsofX n
1,conditionalon Y

n
1 and

X 0 = x0,obtained by M onteCarlosim ulation.Ateach iteration p wedraw a
sam ple ofsize m p ofan R

n-valued M arkov chain fX̂ (‘)g‘� 0 with stationary
distribution P�p(X

n
1 2 � jYn1;X 0 = x0).M any di�erentsolutionsareavailable

atthisstage;in the sim ulations below,we use a random scan M etropolis{
Hasting algorithm with transition kernelfrom X̂ (‘� 1)= x̂ to X̂ (‘)= x̂0 de-
�ned in thefollowing way:

1. Choose a tim e index iuniform ly on f1;:::;ng.
2. Sim ulate x̂00i � q�p (̂xi� 1;� ).
3. Set x̂0= x̂ (these are Rn-valued) and update the ith com ponent of x̂0,

thatis,x̂0i,to x̂
00
i with probability

1^
q�p (̂xi� 1;̂x

00
i)q�p (̂x

00
i;̂xi+ 1)g�p(Yiĵx

00
i)

q�p (̂xi� 1;̂xi)q�p (̂xi;̂xi+ 1)g�p(Yiĵxi)
�
q�p (̂xi� 1;̂xi)

q�p (̂xi� 1;̂x
00
i)

= 1^
q�p (̂x

00
i;̂xi+ 1)g�p(Yiĵx

00
i)

q�p (̂xi;̂xi+ 1)g�p(Yiĵxi)
:

Ifi= n,thisacceptance probability ism odi�ed to

1^
q�p (̂xi� 1;̂x

00
i)g�p(Yiĵx

00
i)

q�p (̂xi� 1;̂xi)g�p(Yiĵxi)
�
q�p (̂xi� 1;̂xi)

q�p (̂xi� 1;̂x
00
i)
= 1^

g�p(Yiĵx
00
i)

g�p(Yiĵxi)
:

To guarantee convergence of the algorithm ,the num ber of sam ples,m p,
should eitherbe increased ateach iteration orbe selected in a data-driven
m annerateach iteration [seeBooth and Hobert(1999)orBooth,Hobertand Jank
(2001)].For sim plicity we did not im plem ent such m echanism s but rather
used a �xed large num berofiterationsateach step ofthealgorithm .
W e sim ulated a single sam ple ofsize n = 200 from the m odel(27){(28)

with d= 4 and with the true value ofthe param eter � = (�2�;�
2
s;�

2
")being
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�� = (0:25;0:64;0:36).At each step ofthe M CEM procedure we generated
a sam ple ofsize 40,000 by the random scan M etropolis{Hasting algorithm ,
afteraburn-in of20,000iterations.Theacceptancerateofthealgorithm was
about40% .There-estim ation of�2� asin (29)wascarried outby num erical
optim ization,and,in orderto save com putation tim e,ofthetotalof40,000
replicationsonly every 400th wasused forthecorrespondingsam pleaverage
(i.e.,1,000 replications).Thestationary distribution offX kg istheuniform
distribution on [0;2�),whence we �xed the initialstate x0 to its m ean �.
W e rem ark thatin thisparticularcase the stationary distribution doesnot
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
fourrandom ly chosen initialpointsforwhich each �2-param eterwasdrawn
independently from a uniform distribution on (0;1).For each ofthe �ve
initialpoints we ran the algorithm for 50 iterations.Figure 1 shows the
trajectories foreach initialpointand param eter.O bviously,irrespective of
the initialpointthealgorithm quickly �ndsthe sam e approxim ation to the
M LE,although thetrajectoriesdonotconvergeasthesam plesizem p in the
algorithm staysbounded.Thetrajectoriesfor�2� 
uctuatealittlem oresince,
asdescribed above,only 1,000 replicationswereused foritsre-estim ation.
Nextweestim ated theobserved inform ation,thatis,thenegativeHessian

ofthe log likelihood.W e departed from the m issing inform ation principle
(22) and again replaced the expectations involved by sam ple m eans over
sim ulated replications ofX n

1 given Y n
1 and X 0 = x0 obtained in the sam e

way asabove.O urapproxim ation to theM LE,~� say,used forthesecom pu-
tationswastaken asthesam plem ean ofthelast25 valuesofthetrajectory
obtained forthesecond random ly chosen starting pointm entioned above;it
was~� = (0:2793;0:5756;0:3466).AfterrunningtheM etropolis{Hasting algo-
rithm fora burn-in of100,000 iterationsweused another200,000 iterations
for the sam ple m eans.The resulting approxim ation ofthe observed infor-
m ation and itsinverse were

~I=

0

@

203:2 � 3:908 56:10
� 3:908 449:1 177:7
56:10 177:7 4169

1

A ;

~I� 1 = 10� 3

0

@

4:941 0:070 � 0:070
0:070 2:266 � 0:098
� 0:070 � 0:098 0:245

1

A :

Thecorrespondingapproxim ate95% con�denceintervalsare(0:1416;0:4171),
(0:4823;0:6689)and (0:3159;0:3773)for�2�,�

2
s and �

2
",respectively,and we

seethattheyallcovertherespectivetruevalues.W eseethatthevariationsin
theM CEM estim atesin Figure1areconsiderably sm allerthan thewidthsof
thecon�denceintervals,which indicatesthattheM LE iswellapproxim ated
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and hence thatthe inverse observed inform ation m atrix isa good estim ate
ofthe covariance m atrix ofthe approxim ate M LE as well.O bviously the
widestintervalis thatfor �2�,which isnotsurprising,as thisparam eter is
associated with the hidden state alone and hence,loosely speaking,\less
observable" than the otherones.A sim ultaneoustestforH 0:� = �� can be
carried out by com puting the test statistic �2 = (~� � ��)T ~I(~� � ��),which
approxim ately has a �2 distribution with 3 degrees offreedom under the
nullhypothesis.W efound �2 = 3:065 and thecorresponding p-valueis0.38.
Thenullhypothesiscould thusnotberejected.

APPENDIX

A.1. Proofsoftechnicallem m as.

Proof of Lemma 3. Assum e m 0� m .Note that

�p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x)� �p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m 0;X � m 0= x
0)

Fig.1. Convergence ofthe M CEM algorithm .Trajectories ofthe three param eters �2�,
�2s and �2" for�ve runsofthe M CEM algorithm ,starting from �ve di�erentinitialpoints.
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=
Z Z Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)�(dxk)

� P�(dxk� 1jX � m = x� m ;Y
k� 1

� m )�x(dx� m )

�

Z Z Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)�(dxk)

� P�(dxk� 1jX � m = x� m ;Y
k� 1

� m )P�(dx� m jY
k� 1

� m 0;X � m 0= x
0):

Hence,by Corollary 1,

j�p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x)� �p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m 0;X � m 0= x
0)j

(32)

� �
k+ m � 1

�+

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;x)�(dx):

Sim ilarly we have

�p(YkjY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x)

=
Z Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;xk)q�(xk� 1;xk)�(dxk)P�(dxk� 1jY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x)(33)

� ��

Z

g�(YkjY k� 1;x)�(dx):

The proofof(12)isconcluded asin Lem m a 2,and (13)follows by setting

m 0= m and integrating w.r.t.P�(dx� m jY
k� 1

� m ) in (32) and (33).To prove
(14),notice that,by (33),

�� b� (Yk;Y k� 1)� �p�(YkjY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x)� b+ : �

Proof of Lemma 4. W e will�rstprove thatforany �xed x 2 X and
any m ,� 0;m ;x(�)iscontinuousw.r.t.�.W e have

�p�(Y0jY
� 1

� m ;X � m = x)=
�p�(Y 0

� m + 1jY � m ;X � m = x)

�p�(Y
� 1
� m + 1

jY � m ;X � m = x)

where,forj2 f� 1;0g,

�p�(Y
j

� m + 1
jY � m ;X � m = x)

=
Z

q�(x;x� m + 1)
jY

i= � m + 2

q�(xi� 1;xi)(34)

�

jY

i= � m + 1

g�(YijY i� 1;xi)�

 (m + j)(dxj� m + 1

):
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Thus �p�(Y
j

� m + 1
jY � m ;X � m = x) is continuous w.r.t.� by continuity ofq�

and g� and the bounded convergence theorem ;the integrand is bounded
by (�+ b+ )m + j.Sincef� 0;m ;x(�)g convergesuniform ly w.r.t.� 2 �,P��-a.s.,
� 0;1 (�) is continuous w.r.t.� 2 �,P��-a.s.,and the proof follows using
Lem m a 3 and the dom inated convergence theorem . �

Proof of Proposition 2. By Lem m a 2 itissu�cientto prove that

lim sup
n! 1

sup
�2�

jn
� 1
ln(�)� l(�)j= 0; P��-a.s.

Furtherm ore,since � iscom pact,weonly need to prove thatforall� 2 �,

lim sup
�! 0

lim sup
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

jn
� 1
ln(�

0)� l(�)j= 0; P��-a.s.

Decom pose thedi�erence as

lim sup
�! 0

lim sup
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

jn
� 1
ln(�

0)� l(�)j

= lim sup
�! 0

lim sup
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

jn
� 1
ln(�

0)� n
� 1
ln(�)j

� A + B + C;

where

A = lim sup
�! 0

lim sup
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

n
� 1

nX

k= 1

j� k;0(�
0)� �k;1 (�

0)j;

B = lim sup
�! 0

lim sup
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

n
� 1

nX

k= 1

j� k;1 (�
0)� �k;1 (�)j;

C = lim sup
n! 1

n
� 1

nX

k= 1

j� k;1 (�)� �k;0(�)j:

The term s A and C are zero by Corollary 2,and by the ergodic theorem
and Lem m a 4,

B � lim sup
�! 0

lim sup
n! 1

n
� 1

nX

k= 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

j� k;1 (�
0)� �k;1 (�)j

= lim sup
�! 0

E��

�

sup
j�0� �j� �

j� 0;1 (�
0)� �0;1 (�)j

�

= 0; P��-a.s. �

Proof of Lemma 5. W e willshow thatforall‘> 0,

sup
i� 0

j�p�(Y
k+ ‘
k

jY
0

� i)� �p�(Y
k+ ‘
k

)j! 0; P��-a.s.ask! 1 :(35)
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By stationarity,thisim pliesthe statem entofthelem m a.
Firstrecallthatzs= (xs;ys;:::;y1)and note that

�p�(zsj�y
0
� i)=

Z Z sY

j= 1

q�(xj� 1;xj)g�(yjjxj;�yj� 1)P�(dx0j�y
0
� i)�


 (s� 1)(dxs� 1
1

)

� �+

Z Z sY

j= 2

q�(xj� 1;xj)
sY

j= 1

g�(yjjxj;�yj� 1)

� P�(dx0j�y
0
� i)�


 (s� 1)(dxs� 11 )

= �+ h�(zs);

say,where h�(zs)im plicitly dependson �y0,butnoton i,and integratesto
unity (itisa density w.r.t.� 
 ��).Furtherm ore,

j�p�(Y
k+ ‘
k

jY
0

� i)� �p�(Y
k+ ‘
k

)j

�

Z Z

�p�(Y
k+ ‘
k

jzk� 1)j�
k� s� 1(zs;dzk� 1)� ��(dzk� 1)j

� �p�(zsjY
0

� i)(� 
 ��)(dzs)

� b
‘
+ �+

Z

k� k� s� 1(zs;� )� ��kTV h�(zs)(� 
 ��)(dzs);

the bound on �p�(Y
k+ ‘
k

jzk� 1)follows asin (34).Now (35)isa resultofthe
above,(3)and dom inated convergence. �

Let,for0� k� m ,

Uk;m (�), log�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0;Y

� k

� m ); U (�), log�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0):

Proof of Lemma 7. Itisenough to show that,forall� 2 �,

lim
k! 1

E��

�

sup
m � k

jUk;m (�)� U (�)j
�

= 0:(36)

Put

A k;m = �p�(Y
p

� s+ 1jY
� k

� m ); A = �p�(Y
p

� s+ 1);

B k;m = �p�(Y 0jY
� k

� m ); B = �p�(Y 0):

Then

j�p�(Y
p

1jY 0;Y
� k

� m )� �p�(Y
p

1jY 0)j=

�
�
�
�

A k;m

B k;m

�
A

B

�
�
�
�

(37)

�
B jA k;m � Aj+ AjBk;m � B j

B B k;m

:
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By conditioning on (X � s;Y � s) [cf.(34)]and utilizing (A1)(b),it follows
that

B � �
s
�

Z 0Y

i= � s+ 1

Z

g�(YijYi� 1;:::;Y� s+ 1;y� s;:::;yi� s;x)

(38)

� �(dx)P�(Y � s2 d�y� s)> 0; P��-a.s.

Hence,by Lem m a 5,with P��-probability arbitrarily close to 1,B k;m (!)is
uniform ly bounded away from zero for m � k and k su�ciently large,and
Lem m a 5 and (37)show that

lim
k! 1

sup
m � k

j�p�(Y
p

1
jY 0;Y

� k

� m )� �p�(Y
p

1
jY 0)j= 0 in P��-probability.

Using theinequality jlogx� logyj� jx� yj=(x^ y)and (38)onceagain,we
�nd that

lim
k! 1

sup
m � k

jUk;m (�)� U (�)j= 0 in P��-probability;

and (36)followsusing dom inated convergence provided

E��

�

sup
k

sup
m � k

jUk;m (�)j
�

< 1 :

This expectation is indeed �nite since �p�(Y
p

1
jY 0;Y

� k

� m ) is bounded from
below by �p�

Q p

1b� (Y i� 1;Yi)and from above by (�+ b+ )p [cf.(34)],and the
logarithm softhese boundsare in L1(P��). �

A.2. ProofofProposition 4. W eprefacetheproofwith severallem m as.
For convenience, Proposition 4 willbe proved for q= 1.Adaptations to
generalq areobvious.
De�ne fork� 1,m � 0 and x2 X ,

� k;m ;x(�), E�

"
kX

i= � m + 1

’(�;Zi)
�
�
�Y

k

� m ;X � m = x

#

� E�

"
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

’(�;Zi)
�
�
�Y

k� 1

� m ;X � m = x

#

:

Along the sam e linesasin Lem m a 9,form ;n � 0 and 0< k� n + m � 1,

P�(X n� k 2 AjX
n
n� k+ 1;Y

n

� m ;X � m = x)

= P�(X n� k 2 AjX n� k+ 1;Y
n� k

� m ;X � m = x)�
��

�+
��k(Y

n� k

� m ;X � m = x;A);
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where ��k(Y
n� k

� m ;X � m = x;� ) is a probability m easure.The result above in
particularim pliesthat

kP�(X i2 � jY
n

� m ;X � m = x)� P�(X i2 � jY
n� 1

� m ;X � m = x)kTV � �
n� i� 1

:

(39)

Lemma 13. Under the assum ptions ofProposition 4 there existsa ran-

dom variable K 2 L1(P��)such that,for allk� 1 and 0� m � m0,

sup
x2X

sup
�2G

j� k;m ;x(�)� �k;m (�)j� K (k_ m )2�(k+ m )=2
; P��-a.s.;(40)

sup
x2X

sup
�2G

j� k;m ;x(�)� �k;m 0;x(�)j� K (k_ m )2�(k+ m )=2
; P��-a.s.(41)

Proof. The proofis along the sam e lines as the proofofLem m a 10,
using(39).Putk’ik1 = supx2X sup�2G j’(�;x;Yi)j.Com biningtherelations

jE�[’(�;Zi)jY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� E�[’(�;Zi)jY
k

� m ]j� 2k’ik1 �
i+ m

;

jE�[’(�;Zi)jY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� E�[’(�;Zi)jY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x]j

� 2k’ik1 �
k� i� 1

;

jE�[’(�;Zi)jY
k

� m ]� E�[’(�;Zi)jY
k� 1

� m ]j� 2k’ik1 �
k� i� 1

;

we obtain

j� k;m ;x(�)� �k;m (�)j

� 4
kX

i= � m + 1

k’ik1 (�
i+ m

^ �
k� 1� i)

� 4 m ax
� m � i� k

k’ik1

kX

i= � m + 1

(�i+ m ^ �
k� 1� i)

� 4
kX

i= � m

(jij_ 1)2
1

(jij_ 1)2
k’ik1

 
X

i� (k� m � 1)=2

�
k� 1� i+

X

i� (k� m � 1)=2

�
i+ m

!

� 8(k_ m )2
1X

i= � 1

1

(jij_ 1)2
k’ik1

�(k+ m � 1)=2

1� �
;

which provesthe �rstpartofthe lem m a.
Forthe second partwe also use thebound

jE�[’(�;Zi)jY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� E�[’(�;Zi)jY
k

� m 0;X � m 0= x]j

� 2k’ik1 �
i+ m ^m 0
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to obtain

j� k;m ;x(�)� �k;m 0;x(�)j

� 4
kX

i= � m + 1

k’ik1 (�
i+ m

^ �
k� 1� i)+ 2

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

k’ik1 �
k� 1� i

:

Herethe�rstterm on theright-hand sideisbounded asabove.Since� i=2�
(k� m )=2� ifori� � m ,the second term can bebounded as

2
� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

k’ik1 �
k� 1� i

� 2�(k+ m )=2

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

k’ik1 �
(k� m )=2� 1� i

� 2�(k+ m )=2

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

k’ik1 �
� i=2� 1

� 2�(k+ m )=2

1X

i= � 1

k’ik1 �
jij=2� 1

and the proofiscom plete. �

By Lem m a 13,for allx 2 X and k � 1,f�k;m ;x(�)gm � 0 converges uni-
form ly w.r.t.� 2 G P��-a.s.and in L1(P��) to a random variable that we
denoteby � k;1 (�);by (40)thislim itdoesnotdepend on x.Lem m a 13 also
im m ediately im pliesthat

n
� 1

nX

k= 1

sup
�2G

j� k;0(�)� �k;1 (�)j! 0; P��-a.s.and in L1(P��):

Lemma 14. Under the assum ptions ofProposition 4,for allx 2 X and

m � 0 the function � 7! �0;m ;x(�)is P��-a.s.continuous on G .In addition,

for all� 2 G and allx 2 X ,

lim
�! 0

E��

�

sup
j�0� �j� �

j� 0;m ;x(�
0)� �0;m ;x(�)j

�

= 0:

Proof. Note thatj� 0;m ;x(�)j� 2
P

0
i= � m + 1k’ik1 .Thus,undertheas-

sum ptions ofProposition 4,� 0;m ;x(�) is uniform ly bounded w.r.t.� by a
random variable in L1(P��).Ithence su�cesto show thatfor� m < i� 0,

lim
�! 0

sup
j�0� �j� �

jE�0[’(�
0
;Zi)jY

0

� m ;X � m = x]

� E�[’(�;Zi)jY
0

� m ;X � m = x]j= 0; P��-a.s.
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W rite

E�[’(�;Zi)jY
0

� m ;X � m = x]
(42)

=
Z

’(�;xi;Yi)�p�(X i= xijY
0

� m ;X � m = x)�(dxi)

and notethatforallxi,’(�;xi;Yi)iscontinuousw.r.t.� and thatthisfactor
isbounded by k’ik1 < 1 .M oreover,

�p�(X i= xijY
0

� m ;X � m = x)=
�p�(X i= xi;Y

0
� m + 1jY � m ;X � m = x)

�p�(Y 0
� m + 1

jY � m ;X � m = x)
:

Here �p�(Y 0
� m + 1jY � m ;X � m = x) is continuous w.r.t. � (see the proof of

Lem m a 4),and using (34) we �nd that this density is bounded from be-
low by

�
m
�

0Y

i= � m + 1

Z

g�(YijY i� 1;xi)�(dxi)> 0

uniform ly w.r.t.�.In a sim ilarfashion �p�(X i= xi;Y
0
� m + 1jY � m ;X � m = x)

iscontinuousin � and bounded from above by (�+ b+ )m .W e conclude that
�p�(X i= xijY � m ;X � m = x)iscontinuousin � and bounded from aboveuni-
form ly w.r.t.�.Hencetheintegrand in (42)iscontinuousin � and bounded
from above uniform ly w.r.t.�.Dom inated convergence showsthatthe left-
hand sideof(42)iscontinuousin � and theproofiscom plete. �

By Lem m a 13 � 0;m ;x(�) is a uniform Cauchy sequence w.r.t.� P��-a.s.
and in L1(P��),and by Lem m a14 � 0;m ;x(�)iscontinuousw.r.t.� on G P��-
a.s.and in L1(P��)foreach m .Hence itfollowsthat� 0;1 (�)iscontinuous
w.r.t.� on G P��-a.s.and in L1(P��),thatis,foreach � 2 G ,

lim
�! 0

sup
j�0� �j� �

j� 0;1 (�
0)� �0;1 (�)j= 0; P��-a.s.and in L1(P��).(43)

R emark 8. Itisim portantto stressatthispointthattheresultabove
does not im ply that � 0;m (�) is continuous w.r.t. � because,contrary to
JP,we do not assum e any kind ofregularity condition for the stationary
distribution as a function of �.Nevertheless,we have proved above that
� 0;1 (�)iscontinuous.

W e m ay now prove a locally uniform law oflarge num bers.

Lemma 15. Under the assum ptions ofProposition 4;for all� 2 G ,

lim
�! 0

lim
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1

nX

k= 1

� k;1 (�
0)� E��[� 0;1 (�)]

�
�
�
�
�
= 0; P��-a.s.
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Proof. W rite

sup
j�0� �j� �

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1

nX

k= 1

� k;1 (�
0)� E��[� 0;1 (�)]

�
�
�
�
�

� sup
j�0� �j� �

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1

nX

k= 1

(� k;1 (�
0)� �k;1 (�))

�
�
�
�
�

+

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1

nX

k= 1

� k;1 (�)� E��[� 0;1 (�)]

�
�
�
�
�

� n
� 1

nX

k= 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

j� k;1 (�
0)� �k;1 (�)j

+

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1

nX

k= 1

� k;1 (�)� E��[� 0;1 (�)]

�
�
�
�
�
:

Asn ! 1 ,the �rstterm on the right-hand sidetendsto

E��

�

sup
j�0� �j� �

j� 0;1 (�
0)� �0;1 (�)j

�

; P��-a.s.,

an expression which,by(43),vanisheswhen � ! 0.Thesecond term vanishes
P��-a.s.asn ! 1 by the ergodic theorem .Thiscom pletesthe proof. �

W e have now athand allthe necessary elem entsto prove Proposition 4.

Proof of Proposition 4. Convergence of� k;m (�)and continuity of
E��[� 0;1 (�)]havebeen proved above,so itrem ainsto show thelastpartof
the proposition.
Note that

E�

"
nX

i= 1

’(�;Zii� q+ 1)
�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#

=
nX

k= 1

� k;0;x0(�):

Letting m 0! 1 in Lem m a13 we�nd thatj� k;0;x0(�)� �k;1 (�)j� K k2�k=2

P��-a.s.and henceitissu�cientto prove that

lim
�! 0

lim
n! 1

sup
j�0� �j� �

�
�
�
�
�
n
� 1

nX

k= 1

� k;1 (�
0)� E��[� 0;1 (�)]

�
�
�
�
�
= 0; P��-a.s.

This,however,isLem m a 15. �



46 R.D O UC,�E.M O ULINES AND T.RYD �EN

A.3. ProofofProposition 5. The proofofProposition 5 closely follows
theproofofProposition 4.O nlythem ain adaptationsfrom theproofarepre-
sented.W egatherin thefollowinglem m asom eoftherequired boundsforthe
conditionalcovariance.In theproofofProposition 5wewillconsiderforcon-
venienceq= 1,and welet��;i, �(�;Zi)and k�ik1 , sup�2G supx2X j�(�;x;Yi)j.

Lemma 16. Undertheassum ptionsofProposition 5;forallm 0� m � 0,
all� m < i;j� n,all� 2 G and allx2 X ,

jcov�[��;i;��;jjY
n

� m ]j� 2�ji� jjk�ik1 k�jk1 ;

jcov�[��;i;��;jjY
n

� m ;X � m = x]j� 2�ji� jjk�ik1 k�jk1 ;

jcov�[��;i;��;jjY
n

� m ;X � m = x]� cov�[��;i;��;jjY
n

� m ]j

� 6k�ik1 k�jk1 �
m + î j

;

jcov�[��;i;��;jjY
n

� m ]� cov�[��;i;��;jjY
n+ 1

� m ]j� 6k�ik1 k�jk1 �
n� i_j

;

jcov�[��;i;��;jjY
n

� m ;X � m = x]� cov�[��;i;��;jjY
n+ 1

� m ;X � m = x]j

� 6k�ik1 k�jk1 �
n� i_j

:

Allthese relationsstem from Corollary 1,Lem m a 9,(39)and observations
such as,fori< j,

jP�(X i2 A;X j2 B jY
n

� m ;X � m = x)

� P�(X i2 AjY
n

� m ;X � m = x)P�(X j2 B jY
n

� m ;X � m = x)j

= P�(X i2 AjY
n

� m ;X � m = x)

� jP�(X j2 B jY
n

� m ;X i2 A;X � m = x)� P�(X j2 B jY
n

� m ;X � m = x)j

� �
j� i

:

Detailsofthe proofare om itted forbrevity.
Forx 2 X de�ne

�k;m ;x(�), var�

"
kX

i= � m + 1

��;i

�
�
�Y

k

� m ;X � m = x

#

� var�

"
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

��;i

�
�
�Y

k� 1

� m ;X � m = x

#

:

W e again follow the pattern ofproofconsisting ofshowing thatforeach k

and x 2 X ,thesequence f�k;m ;x(�)gm � 0 isa uniform (w.r.t.� 2 G )Cauchy
sequence thatconvergesto a lim itwhich doesnotdepend on x.
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Lemma 17. Under the assum ptions ofProposition 5 there existsa ran-

dom variable K 2 L1(P��)such that,for allk� 1 and 0� m � m0,

sup
x2X

sup
�2G

j�k;m ;x(�)� �k;m (�)j� K (m + k)3�(k+ m )=4
; P��-a.s.;(44)

sup
x2X

sup
�2G

j�k;m ;x(�)� �k;m 0;x(�)j� K (m + k)3�(k+ m )=8
; P��-a.s.(45)

Proof. Let,fora� b,Sba ,
P

b
i= a��;i(thedependenceon � isim plicit).

Thedi�erence�k;m ;x(�)� �k;m (�)m ay bedecom posed asA + 2B + C ,where

A = var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

jY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

jY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x]

� var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1jY

k

� m ]+ var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1jY

k� 1

� m ];

B = cov�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

;��;kjY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� cov�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

;��;kjY
k

� m ];

C = var�[��;kjY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� var�[��;kjY
k

� m ]:

By applying Lem m a 16,itfollowsthat

jAj� 2
X

� m + 1� i� j� k� 1

(2� 6�m + i
^ 4� 2�j� i^ 2� 6�k� j� 1)

� m ax
� m + 1� i� j� k� 1

k�ik1 k�jk1 :

TheCauchy{Schwarz inequality yields

m ax
� m + 1� i� j� k

k�ik1 k�jk1 �

 
kX

i= � m

k�ik1

! 2

�

kX

i= � m

(jij_ 1)2
kX

i= � m

1

(jij_ 1)2
k�ik

2
1(46)

� (m3 + k
3)

1X

i= � 1

1

(jij_ 1)2
k�ik

2
1 ;

wherethe lastsum isin L1(P��).Furtherm ore,forn � 0,
X

0� i� j� n

(�i^ �j� i^ �n� j)� 2
X

0� i� n=2

X

i� j� n� i

(�n� j^ �j� i)

� 2
X

0� i� n=2

 
X

i� j� (n+ i)=2

�
n� j+

X

(n+ i)=2� j� n� i

�
j� i

!

�
4

1� �

X

0� i� n=2

�
(n� i)=2
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�
4�n=4

(1� �)(1� �1=2)
:

ThisshowsthatjAjisbounded by an expression asin the �rstpartofthe
lem m a.
Sim ilarly wehave

jB j� 6
k� 1X

i= � m + 1

(�m + i
^ �

k� i) m ax
� m + 1� i� k� 1

k�ik1 k�kk1 :

Forthem axim um wecan usethebound (46),and forthesum wenotethat,
forn � 0,

nX

i= 0

(�i^ �n� i)=
X

0� i� n=2

�
n� i+

X

n=2� i� n

�
i
�
2�n=2

1� �
:

ThusjB jisbounded by an expression asin the�rstpartofthelem m a.
ForC we have jC j� 6�k+ m k�kk21 ,and the proofofthe �rstpartofthe

lem m a iscom plete.
Thedi�erence�k;m ;x(�)� �k;m 0;x(�)m ay bedecom posed asA + 2B + C +

D + 2E + 2F ,where

A = var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

jY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

jY
k� 1

� m ;X � m = x]

� var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1jY

k

� m 0;X � m 0= x]+ var�[S
k� 1
� m + 1jY

k� 1

� m 0;X � m 0= x];

B = cov�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

;��;kjY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� cov�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

;��;kjY
k

� m 0;X � m 0= x];

C = var�[��;kjY
k

� m ;X � m = x]� var�[��;kjY
k

� m 0;X � m 0= x];

D = var�[S
� m

� m 0+ 1
jY

k

� m 0;X � m 0= x]� var�[S
� m

� m 0+ 1
jY

k� 1

� m 0;X � m 0= x];

E = cov�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

;S
� m

� m 0+ 1
jY

k

� m 0;X � m 0= x]

� cov�[S
k� 1
� m + 1

;S
� m

� m 0+ 1
jY

k� 1

� m 0;X � m 0= x];

F = cov�[S
� m

� m 0+ 1
;��;kjY

k

� m 0;X � m 0= x]:

HerejAj,jB jand jC jcan bebounded asabove,usingvariantsofthebounds
in Lem m a 16.
Before proceeding,wenotethatfork� 1,m � 0 and i� 0,thefollowing

im plicationshold:

ifj� (k+ i� 1)=2; then (jjj� 1)=2� (3k+ i� 3)=4� j;

if(k+ i� 1)=2� j� k� 1; then (jjj� 1)=4� j+ (� k� 3i+ 1)=4;
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ifi� � m ; then jij=8� (k� 2i� m )=8;

ifi� � m ; then 3jij=4� (k� m )=4� i:

Using these inequalities,we can bound jD jas

jD j� 2
X

� m 0+ 1� i� j� � m

(6�k� 1� j^ 2� 2�j� i)k�ik1 k�jk1

� 12�(k+ m � 2)=8

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

�
(k� 2i� m )=8

k�ik1

�

 
X

i� j� (k+ i� 1)=2

�
(3k+ i� 3)=4� j

k�jk1

+
X

(k+ i� 1)=2< j� � m

�
j+ (� k� 3i+ 1)=4

k�jk1

!

� 12�(k+ m � 2)=8

1X

i= � 1

�
jij=8

k�ik1

1X

j= � 1

�
(jjj� 1)=4

k�jk1 :

By the assum ptions,the right-hand side hastherequired form .
Sim ilarly,

jE j�

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

k� 1X

j= � m + 1

(6�k� 1� j^ 2� 2�j� i)k�ik1 k�jk1

� 6�(k+ m � 2)=8

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

�
(k� 2i� m )=8

k�ik1

�

 
X

� m + 1� j� (k+ i� 1)=2

�
(3k+ i� 3)=4� j

k�jk1

+
X

(k+ i� 1)=2< j� k� 1

�
j+ (� k� 3i+ 1)=4

k�jk1

!

� 6�(k+ m � 2)=8

1X

i= � 1

�
jij=8

k�ik1

1X

j= � 1

�
(jjj� 1)=4

k�jk1

and

jF j�

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

2�k� ik�ik1 k�kk1

= 2�(k+ m )=4

� mX

i= � m 0+ 1

�
(k� m )=4� i

k�ik1 �
k=2

k�kk1
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� 2�(k+ m )=4

� 1X

i= � 1

�
3jij=4

k�ik1

� 1X

j= � 1

�
jjj=2

k�jk1 :

Theproofiscom plete. �

Thusf�k;m ;x(�)gm � 0 isa uniform (w.r.t.� 2 G )Cauchy sequenceP��-a.s.
and in L1(P��),and f�k;m ;x(�)gm � 0 convergesasm ! 1 uniform ly w.r.t.�
P��-a.s.and in L1(P��)to a random variable �k;1 (�)2 L1(P��)which does
notdepend on x thanksto (44).By construction,

var�

"
nX

k= 1

�(�;Zlk� q+ 1)
�
�
�Y

n

0;X 0 = x0

#

=
nX

k= 1

�k;0;x0(�);

and theproofofProposition 5 followsalong thesam elinesasthatofPropo-
sition 4.
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