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Abstract. We register a random sequence which has the following
properties: it has three segments being the homogeneou®Waocesses.
Each segment has his own one step transition probabilitgtahthe length
of the segment is unknown and random. It means that at twanando-
mentshy, 62, whered < 61 < 62, the source of observations is changed and
the first observation in new segment is chosen accordingviotramsition
probability starting from the last state of the previousnseqt. In effect the
number of homogeneous segments is random. The transitadalpitities
of each process are known aagbriori distribution of the disorder moments
is given. The former research on such problem has been detmteari-
ous questions concerning the distribution changes. Thdoramumber of
distributional segments creates new problems in solutitis relation to
analysis of the model with deterministic number of segmeni® cases
are presented in details. In the first one the objectives &dp on or be-
tween the disorder moments while in the second one our agestto find
the strategy which immediately detects the distributioanges. Both prob-
lems are reformulated to optimal stopping of the observegieseces. The
detailed analysis of the problem is presented to show tha fifroptimal
decision function.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose that the process = {X,,,n € N}, N = {0,1,2,...}, is observed sequen-
tially. The process is obtained from three Markov proce$geswitching between them at
two random moments of timé@; andf,. Our objective is to detect these moments based on
observation ofX .

Such model of data appears in many practical problems of tiaditg control (see
Brodsky and Darkhovsk;[l[S], Shewhaﬂl?] and in the coltatibof the papersuZ]), traffic
anomalies in networks (in papers by Dube and Mazumdar [GlaKavsky et al.|[22]),
epidemiology models (see Baran [1]). In management of naantufe it happens that the
plants which produce some details changes their parambterakes that the details change
their quality. Production can be divided into three sortsséming that at the beginning of
production process the quality is highest, from some morfierthe products should be
classified to lower sort and beginning with the mom@nthe details should be categorized
as having the lowest quality. The aim is to recognize the mmsnef these changes.

Shiryaev [[_;LLSI]9] solved the disorder problem of the indeleah random variables
with one disorder where the mean distance between disdrderand the moment of its
detection was minimized. The probability maximizing apmio to the problem was used
by Bojdecki EL] and the stopping time which is in a given ndighhood of the moment of
disorder with maximal probability was found. The disordersnore complicated depen-
dence structures of switched sequences are subject ofigatesn by Pelkowitz 5],
Yakir ] Mustakldeslal] LaﬂQBO] FuI‘D[?] Tartakdas and Veeravallil[23]. The
probablllt maximizing roach to such problems with tweodders was considered by

]ﬁp 1] and Sarnowski and Szajd . Yoshida l] investi-

gated the problem of optimal stopping the observation optloeessX so as to maximize

Yoshlda 25], Szajowsk

the probability that the distance between the moments ofrdiés 0; and their estimates,
the stopping times;, i = 1,2, will not exceed given numbers (for each disorder inde-

pendently). This question has been reformulated by Sz#&joj@4] to the simultaneous
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detection of both disorders under requirement that theopmince of procedure is globally
measured for both detections and it has been extended t@aseenwith unknown distribu-
tion between disorders by Sarnowski and Szajom@i [16] &= papers by Bojdecki and
Hoszalﬂd] for related approach with switching sequencesddpendent random variables).
The method of solution is based on a transformation of theattodhe double optimal stop-
ping problem for markovian function of some statistics (lslaggstromEE], Nikolaev [12]).
The strategy which stops the process between the first asgétioad disorder with maximal
probability has been constructed by Szajow& [20]. Thesiarations are inspired by the
problem regarding how we can protect ourselves againstandédeault in a technological
system after the occurrence of an initial fault or by the pobof detection the beginning
and the end of an epidemic.

The paper is devoted to a generalization of the double désqucoblem considered
both in ] and ] in which immediate switch from the firgsepminary distribution to
the third one is possible (i.e. it is possible that the randanmablesd; andé, are equal with
a positive probability). It is also possible that we obsettve homogeneous data without
disorder when both disorder moments are equdl. tfbhe extension leads to serious diffi-
culties in the construction of an equivalent double optistapping model. The formulation
of the problem can be found in Sectibh 2. The main results @gst of Sectionkl4 (see

Theoreni4.1) and|5.

2. FORMULATION OF DETECTION PROBLEMS
Let (X, )nen be an observable sequence of random variables defined orpdce s

(Q, F,P) with values in(E, B), whereE is a Borel subset oR. On (E, B) there iso-
additive measurg.. On the same probability space there are defined randonbiesia,

0, with values inN and the following distributions:

(2.1) P01 =j) = Ij—o(i)m+ H{j>o}(j)ﬁp{71Q1,
(2.2) Pl =k |01 =7) = Ipeyy(R)p+Tpeiy(k)ons e
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wherej = 0,1,2,...,. k= j,j+1,j+2,...,7m=1—m7,p = 1— p. Additionally we
consider Markov processéx(’,G:, P.) on (2, F,P), i = 0, 1,2, whereo-fields G, are
the smallest-fields for which(XjL);’ozo, 1 =0,1,2, are adapted, respectively. Let us define
process X, )nen in the following way:

(2.3)X, = X?L]I{Gl >n} + X%H{Xl :Xgl_l,91<n<92} + Xﬂ{)@ =X} _,.02<n}"

61 —1 0y—1 5 —1'72S

We make inference ofy, andf, from the observable sequenck,{, n € N) only. It should

be emphasized that the sequen&®g (n € N) is not markovian under admitted assumption
2 [24] and [6]. However, tliusace satisfies the Markov

property giverf; andf, (see Szajowsklﬂl] and Moustaki(:E[ll]). Thus for furtben-

sideration we define filtratiof 7., } ,cn, Where F,, = o(Xo, X1, ..., X,,), related to real

as it has been mentioned

observation. Variable8;, 6, are not stopping times with respect £, and o-fields G;.
Moreover, we have knowledge about the distributior{éaf 62) independent of any obser-
vation of the sequendeX, ),en. This distribution, called tha priori distribution of (61, 6,)
is given by [Z.1) and(2]2).

It is assumed that the measuis(-) on F, i = 0, 1, 2, have following representation.
For anyB € B we have

P.(w:X{€B)=P(X| € B|Xj=1) = gfi(y)u(dy) = £ui(dy) = 1(B),

where the functiongi(-) are different andf? (y) /£ (y) < oo fori = 0, 1,2 and all
z,y € E. We assume that the measurés = € E are known in advance.
ForanyD, = {w: X; € B;, i =1,...,n}, whereB; € B, and anyx € E define

Py(Dn) =P(DnlXo=2)= [ So(@.g)uldfn) = [ pa(dfn) = pa(xi1 Bi),

n . n .
Xi=1Bi Xi=1Bi

where the sequence of functiofis : x' ;E — R is given by [Z.b) in Appendix.
The presented model has the following heuristic justifaratiwo disorders take place

in the observed sequend&,,). They affect distributions by changing their parameters.
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The disorders occur at two random timsandf,, 6, < 6,. They split the sequence of
observations into segments, at most three ones. The finsteseds described byX?), the
second one - fof; < n < 6, - by (X!). The third is given by(X?2) and is observed
whenn > 65. When the first disorder takes the place there is a "switchihfithe initial
distribution to the distribution with the conditional déysf: with respect of the measure
1, wherei = 1 ori = 2, when#; < 6, or §; = 05, respectively. Next, if; < 6-, at the
random timed, the distribution of observations become&s We assume that the variables
01, 65 are unobservable directly.

Let S denote the set of all stopping times with respect to the fittna(F,,), n =
0,1,...and7 = {(1,0) : 7 < o, 7,0 € S}. Two problems with three distributional
segments are recalled to investigate them under weakempsisa that there are at most

three homogeneous segments.

2.1. Detection of changeOur aim is to stop the observed sequence between the two
disorders.This can be interpreted as a strategy for piteagainst a second failure when
the first has already happened. The mathematical modelsoistio control the probability

P.(T < 0,01 < 7 < 69) by choosing the stopping time" € S for which

(2.4) P,(6h < 7" <by) =supP,(1 < 00,0; <7 <6bs).
TeT

2.2. Disorders detection.Our aim is to indicate the moments of switching with given
precisiond, , d2 (Problem 0, 4,). We want to determine a pair of stopping times, o*)
7 such that for every: € E
(25) Px(|7’*791| <d1,|0'*792| <d2): sup Px(|7’791| <d1,|0'792| <d2)

(m,0)ET
0<T<o<©

The problem has been consideredlﬂ [21] under natural dicgiion that there are three
segments of data.€. there isO < 6, < 65). In the sectiofil5 the problemgpis analyzed.
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3. ON SOME A POSTERIORI PROCESSES

The formulated problems are translated to the optimal $tgpproblems for some
Markov processes. The important part of the reformulati@mt@ss is choice of th&atistics
describing knowledge of the decision maker. Bhgosterioriprobabilities of some events

play the crucial role. Let us define the followiagposterioriprocesses (cf@S]IEO]).

(3.2) I = P.(6; <n|F),
(32) H}LQ = Pm(91 = 92 > n|fn) = Px(al = 92 > n|-7:mn),
(33) Iy, = Px(al =m, by > n‘fmn)v

whereF,,, = F,form,n =1,2,..., m < n,i = 1,2. For recursive representation of
B.2)-(3.3) we need the following functions:

-0

M0 fr) = H(z,y, o, 3,7)
22,y 0, 8,7) — (Q2O‘+(§2§,+,q;:7){x(y)
e = gl
Hemadnd) = gl

whereH (z,y, a, 8,7) = (1 — a)p1 f3(y) + [p2(a = B) + a1(1 — a = )] fz(y) + @20 +
2B + 7] f2(y). In the sequel we adopt the following denotations

(3.4) a = (0,8,7)
(3.5) M, = (Ik,12,12).

The basic formulae used in the transformation of the disopdeblems to the stopping

problems are given in the following
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LEMMA 3.1. For eachx € E the following formulae, form,n = 1,2,...,m < n,

hold:

(3.6) M, = (X, Xpyr, 10, T2, 1112)
(3.7) M2, = (X, Xy, 10, T2, 1117)
(3.8) M2, = (X, X, 105,112, 1127)
(3.9) M1 = (X, Xpyr, 10, 15, 102 T, )

with boundary conditionll} = m, II3(z) = mp, I*(z) = 7p, and L, = (1 —

qlf;(m7 (Xm) 1
P) plf?{m—i(xm) (1 - Hm)'

PROOF  The cased (316), (3.7) ard (B.9), wherc 6, < 6-, have been proved in
[@] and EJ)]. Let us assunte< #; < 6, and suppose tha; € B,1 <i <n -+ 1. Letus
assume thak, = x and denoteD,, = {w : X;(w) € B;,1 < i < n}.

Ad. (38) ForA; ={w: X, € Bi} € F;,1 <i<n+1landD, i € F,+1 We have by

properties ofS,, (7, ) whereZ,, = (xo, ..., x,) (see Lemma7]1)

[ Po(br>n+1Fp)dPr = [ IipspiydPy

Dyt Dyt

- (fuor<fo (i) + fr<0r=02(z, ,)) p1f (Tny1)
- = =
XfillBi Sn(.%'n) H(xn,anrla Hn(xn))

1 Plf?(n (Xn—l—l)
Dy H(XTZ7Xn+17 Hn)

M:v(dfl,nJrl)

dP.

Thus, taking into accounE(3.1) we haVE, ; = 1 — P, (01 > n+1| Fpp1) =
1—(1=1I)p1fS, (X)) H (X, Xy, TI,,). This proves the form of the formula

@.9).

Ad. (37) Under the same denotations like in the proof_of](3.6)naee using denotation
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from Sectiori 7.1l and the results of Lemima 7.3

J Pu(b2<n+1|Fu1)dPy = [ ILip,<ni13dPy

Dn+1

1! JES (@ 1)
=/

—
XZL:JTB%' S”(x")H(xn’ Tn+1, Hn(xn))

Dn+1

M:v(dfl,nJrl)

. 22115, (Fo,n) + poll7 (Fo.n) + 1L (Fon) 7, (Tn 1)

x —
v (= - Mx(dxl,n-i-l)
X;L:_FllBi H(xna Tn41, Hn(xn))
(@1} + polT2 + 1 IT2) % (Xpy1)
= J 1 Xn P, .
D1 H(Xn7 Xn+17 Hn)
Thus we get:

H%+1 =Py <n+1]Fnt1)

—
= [}, — 2)go + 2 + i IL7] f%, (Xns) H (X, X, 1)

which leads to the formul&(3.7).

Ad. (3.8) By (3.2) and the results of Lemial7.3

f Px(ag =0 >n+1 ‘ fn+1)dP$ = f H{92:91>n+1}dP$
Dn+1 Dn+1

[tz

= T1n+1)
— . )
X?;LllBi Sn(ﬁﬂn)H(xn,anrl’ Hn(xn))
Hif(fn)plfg?n (Tn+1)
3
w1 g, H(@n, g, T (2))
_ 2p1 £ (Xps1)
- —
Drt1 H(X"7Xn+1a Hn)

pa (dT1 nv1)

,U'm(dfl,n—i—l)

dP,,

which leads to:

N
H%L%rl = pIH%LQfg(n(XnJrl)Hil(XmXn+1a Hn)

and it proves the formula(3.8).



Random number of disorders 9

Ad. 3.9) Similarly, by the definition (313) and the results ohu@a 7.3 we get

f P$(91 = m,Hg >n-+1 ‘ fn_;_l)dPJ; = f H{€1:m7«92>n+1}dPx

Dn+1 Dn+1
aopy s T SR ) T Ja (@) S, ()
= f — x(dxlm—i-l)
x" ! B; Sn(xom)H(xmxn—f—lv I, (%))
1I i 1 II L(x
_ mn(xn)prm_n)(ﬁqurl)‘ux(dfl,nJrl) _ f mnPZan( T;l)dPx
X?;FllBi H(xnaanrl, Hn(xn)) Dy H(XnaXnJrla Hn)

It leads to relation
1 -1 T
1I,, n+l = poll,, an" (XnJrl)H (Xna Xn+1a Hn)
and it proves the formul& (3.9).
Further details concerning recursive formula for condiiloprobabilities can be found in

RemarK 7.1l in Appendix. ”

REMARK 3.1. Let us assume that the considered Markov processes haveitbafate
space andz,, = (x¢,z1,...,%,), To = x are given. In this case the formula(B.9) follows

from the Bayes formula:

p?k H? 1f£s @ (24)(Sn(Zn)) if j > n,
p]knj J:S 1 )
P.(0) = j,00 = k| X, = &) = <TI0, £, (@)(Sh (:En))—l if j <n<k,

ij Hs:l fmos 1 H fl't ! (
X HZ:]C fa%u,l (zu)( n(xn))il ifk<n

wherepf, = P (61 = j,0, = k) and S,,(-) is given by[(Zb).
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LEMMA 3.2. For eachz € E and each Borel functiom : E — % the following

equations are fulfilled:

(3.10) By (u(Xn11) (1= ) [ 7o) = (1= T0)m / u(y) fx, (W)u(dy),
(3.11) By (u(Xn1) My = T 40) | Fn)
= [ (1~ 10, = I1%) + p2 (1T, — 113)] {Ml’)f}(n (y)u(dy),
(3.12) E; (w(Xps ) 1) | Fo) = [@200 + polll + i 11,7] {u(y)fin (y)u(dy),
(3.13) E; (u(Xns1)IL20) | Fo) = pilL? { u(y) fx, (W)u(dy)
(3.14) E,(w(Xn41)|Fn) = £U(y)H(Xn,y, n)1(dy).

PROOF  The relations[(3.10)-(3.13) are consequence of suitalilsiah of 2 de-
fined by (61, 62) and properties established in Lemmd 7.3. Let us prove thaetiequ3.12).
To this end let us define-field %, = o(0y,02, Xy, ..., X;,). Notice thatF,, C F,,. We have:

Em(u(XnJrl)H%erl | Fn) = E:r(u(XnJrl)E:v(H{é)zénJrl} | Fas1) | Fn)
= Ex(u(Xn-i-l)H{Ggén-i-l} | Fn) = Ew(Ew(u(Xn—f—l)H{Ggén-i-l} ’ ﬁn) | Fn)

= Ex(H{92<n+1}Ex(u(Xn+1) | j}n) | Fn) = fu(y)fg(n(y)u(dy)Px(Hg <n+1|F,)
E

LQQDH}L +poll2 + I1?) [uly 1u(dy)
E

We used the properties of conditional expectation and fooftLemmdZ.B. Similar trans-
formations give us equations (3]10), (3.13) dnd (3.11) wherpoints 1 and 2, the point 4

and the point 1 of Lemma.3, respectively. From (B.10)ZBvie get[(3.IK). The proof of

the lemma is complete. X
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4. DETECTION OF NEW HOMOGENEOUS SEGMENT

4.1. Equivalent optimal stopping problem. For X, = z let us defineZ,, = P,(6; <
n<6y|F,) forn=0,1,2,.... We have

(4.1) Zy =Pu(61 <n <0y | F) =TI, 112
Y, = €SSSUpP{reT, T}n}PX(el <1< by | fn) forn = 0,1,2,... and
(4.2) 7 = inf{n>0:2,=Y,}

Notice that, ifZ, = 0, thenZ, = P,(6; < 7 < 6, | F;) for 7 € T. SinceF,, C F.
(whenn < 7) we have
Y, = esssupEx(Z; | Fn).
T>n
LEMMA 4.1. The stopping timey defined by the formuld_(4.2) is the solution of the
problem [Z.#).

PrROOFE  From the theorems presentedEL [3] it is enough to show that 7, = 0.

n—00

For all natural numbers, k, wheren > k for eachz € E we have:
Zn = Eu(Iig,<n<ory | Fn) < Ex(sgpﬂ{elgxez} | Fn)
Jj=zn

From Levy's theoremimsup,,_,o Zn < Er(supjsy Lo, <j<,) | Foo) Where Foy =
o (UpZy Fn). Itis true that:klim sup [, <j<p,; = 0 a.s.and by the dominated conver-
—00 j>k

gence theorem we get

lim Fy(suplp, <j<go) | Foo) =0 a.s.
koo gk

what ends the proof of the lemma. R

The reduction of the disorder problem to optimal stoppind/afkov sequence is the

consequence of the following lemma.
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LEMMA 4.2. SystemX? = {XZ}, whereX? = (X,,_1, X,,, I}, 112, 11}2) forms a

family of random Markov functions.

PROOF Define a function:
4.3)  plar,e,d;52) = (w2211 (23,2, @), 11 (23, 2, @), 1% (29, 2, @)
Observe that

_
X;f = (P(Xn—%Xn—lv Hn—1§Xn) = SO(Xxfﬁ Xn)

n

Hence X, can be interpreted as the function of the previous sigfe,; and the random
variableX,,. Moreover, applying(3.14), we get that the conditionatribsition of X,, given
o-field F,_; depends only oX”_,. According to ] (pp. 102-103) system” is a family

of random Markov functions. o

This fact implies that we can reduce the initial problém](204the optimal stopping of the

five-dimensional processX,, 1, X,,, I}, 12, T1}2) with the reward
(4.4) h(z1,22,0) =a—

The reward function results from the equatibn4.1). Thaokseemmd 4.2 we construct the
solution using standard tools of optimal stopping theof;[] ), as we do below.
Let us define two operators for any Borel function E2 x [0,1]*> — [0, 1] and the
setD ={w: X,, 1 =y, X, = 2,1}, = o, 112 = 3,112 = ~}:
Too(y,2,8) = Ep(v(Xn, Xng1, Hni1) | D)
Q.u(y,z,d) = max{v(y,za), T,v(y,z,d)}

From the well known theorems of optimal stopping theory (@), we infer that the
solution of the problen{{214) is the Markov timg:

— —
(45) ’7'6( = 1nf{n > 0 : h(Xn,Xn+1, Hn+1) > h*(Xn,Xn+1, Hn+1)},
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where;:
h*(y,z @) = lim Qth(y, z, ).
k—oo
Of course
Qtu(y, z,d) = max{QL v, T,QF v} = max{v, T,Q5 v}

To obtain a clearer formula farg and the solution of the problern (2.4), we formulate (cf

(3.3) and[(3.H)):

THEOREMA4.1. (a) The solutionfd.B)of the optimal stopping problem for the stochas-
tic systemX* defined in Lemmia4.2 with payoff functign {4.4) is given by:

(4.6) 7 =inf{n >0 (Xn, Xns1, Hni1) € B*).
SetB* is of the form:

B* = {(2d):(a-8)>1-a—-7) [n { R*(y, u, T (y, w, @)) f0(w) ()

+ a é S*(y, u, T (g, u, @)) £ (w) ()]

+ (a— 5)2921]; Sy, u, ﬁl(y,u,&))fJ(U)u(dU)} ;

where R*(y, z,@) = limj_.oo R*(y, 2z, ), S*(y, 2,@) = limj_o S*(y, 2z, &). The

functionsR* and S* are defined recursivelyR! (v, z, &) = 0, S*(y, z,a) = 1 and

4.7) R (y, 2,@) = (1 = Ig,(y, 2, @)) (m ka(y,u,ﬁ1(y7u7@))f£(u)u(du)
E

—|—q1fSk(y,’LL, ﬁﬂy,u,o‘f))fé(u)u(du)) )
E

(48) Sk+1(ya Z, 62) = H'Rk (y’ 2’62) + (1 - HRk (ya Z, 62))

xpa [ S*(y,u, T (y, u, @) £ (w)pa(du),
E
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where the seR;, is:

(4.9)

{ y,2,0) : h(y, z,d) > Tle;*lh(y,z,d')}
={(y,z,d): (a=B)>2(1—-a—7)

pr [ RE(y,w, T (y, w, @)) £0(w) p(dus)
E

+ Q1f Sk(y7 U, ﬁl(:% u, O_Z))fg} (u):u'(du)]
E

+ (a— B)paf S*(y.u, T (y,u, @) f} (U)u(dU)} :
E
(b) The optimal value foi{Z]4) is given by the formula
V(z) = max{pa7p, Vo(x)}

where

Vole) = 7p |pr [ R (2,0, Ty (2, u,m, p, p)) £ () ()
E

+q1fS x,u, Hl(x w, 7, p, p(1 — 7)) £ (w) p(du)

+ Tpp2 f S*(xaU, Hl(xauaﬂ-’pﬂ—ap(l - W)))f;(u):u’(du)
E

and 7" = Ol mp>vo(2)) + 0 Lipemp<io @)}

PROOF  Part (a) results from Lemnia 3.2 - the problem reduces tohienal stop-
ping of the Markov processX,, 1, X,,, IT}, T2, TI12) with the payoff functiom(y, z, @) =
a— (. Given [3.11) with the functiom equal to unity we geto® = {w : X,, 1 =y, X,, =
210, = o, 1 = 8,112 = v}

T:Bh(y’ Z’&) = E:B (Hrlz—f—l - H%H—l | fn) |D

= |((1—1I, = I?)q1 + (1T, HZ)PQ)LIgf (u)p(du)| |p

= (I-a—-7)q+ (a—B)p2.
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From the definition of?! and S! it is clear that
h(y7 Z, &) = — /8 = (1 —a— V)Rl(y7 37&) + ((X - /B)Sl(y7 37&)

Also Ry = {(y, 2z,d) : h(y,z,d&) > Txh(y, z,d)}. From the definition of), and the facts

above we obtain
Q$h(y7 Z, &) = (1 — = ’Y)RQ(% 37&) + (Oé - ﬂ)SQ(ya Z, &)7

where R%(y, z,@) = q1(1 — Iz, (y, z,d)) and S?(y, z,@) = pa + (1 — p2)Ig, (v, 2,@)).
Suppose the following induction hypothesis holds

2 By, 2.@) = (1—a =R (y,z,d) + (o = B)S*(y, 2, @),
whereR* andS* are given by equationg (3.7, (#.8), respectively. We withs
Qih(y, z,@) = (1 - a =) R (y,2,d) + (a = £)S*(y, 2, @).
From the induction assumption and the equatibns [3.0d3f&nd [3.111) we obtain:

(410) TIQI;_lh(ya Z, 62) = Tm(l - Q= V)Rk(ya Z, 62)
+ To(a — 8)S*(y, 2,d)

=(1-a-p {R’%y, w, 1 (y, w, @)) £0(w) ()

+[(1—a =Yg+ (@ — B)pa] [ S*(y,u, T (y, u, @) fL(w)(du)
E

—(1-a-9) |m {R’%y,u, T (y, u, @) f0 () p(du)

+q1 [ S5y, u, T (y, u, @) fL (u)u(du)
E
+(a = B)pa [ S*(y,u, T (y, u, @) f (u)pa(du).
E

Notice that
(1 — = 7)Rk+1(ya Z, 62) + (a - ﬁ)SkJrl(ya Z, 62)
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is equala — 3 = h(y,z,d&) = QFh(y, 2, &) for (y,z,d) € Ry and, taking into account
(@.10), itis equall, Q" ~'h(y, z,d) = QEh(y, z,a) for (y, z,d) ¢ Ry, whereR,, is given
by (4.9). Finally we get

Q];h(yv z, C_{) = (1 — Q= V)RkJrl(yv 2, C_i) + (Oé - ﬂ)Sk+1(y7 37&)

This proves[(4]7) and(4.8). Using the monotone convergéma@em and the theorems of
optimal stopping theory (sealg]) we conclude that thenoakistopping timer; is given

by (4.8). X

PROOF  Part (b). First, notice thali}, I1? andII}? are given by[(36)E(3]8) and the

boundary condition formulated in LemrhaB3.1. Under the aggiom* < oo a.s. we get:
P,(77" < 00,00 <7< 0y) =supEZ;
= Emax{h(x, X1, ﬁ)l),Tmh*(ac,Xl, ﬁl)} = EklingoQ];h($,X1, ﬁl)
~-E [(1 — 10} — T2 R (2, Xy, 1) + (T} — T12)S% (2, X, T 1)
=71 [ R (2, T (2, u,m, pm, 7)) £2 () u(du)

+(7pgy + 7pps) [ S* (@, u, T (@, u,m, pre, pit)) f1 () pa(du).
E

We used Lemm@a3.2 here and simple calculationgIfgri1? andIl}2. This ends the progf.

4.2. Remarks. It is notable that the solution of formulated problem dependly on
two-dimensional vector of posterior processes becdlj$e= p(1 — II.). The obtained
formulae are very general and for this reason — quite comuglit We simplify the model
by assuming thaP(#; > 0) = 1 andP(6; > 0;) = 1. However, it seems that some further
simplifications can be made in special cases. Further @sshould be carried out in this
direction. From a practical point of view, computer algamnils are necessary to construct

B* —the set in which it is optimally to stop our observable segee
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5. IMMEDIATE DETECTION OF THE FIRST AND THE SECOND DISORDER

5.1. Equivalent double optimal stopping problem.Let us consider the problemqp
formulated in[(2.5). Acompound stopping variablie a pair(r, o) of stopping times such
that0 < 7 < o a.e.. The aim is to find a compund stopping varigbte o*) such that

(5.1) P.((61,02) = (t*,0%)) = sup P,((61,0:) = (1,0)).
Og(:go?Zoo

Denote7,, = {(r,0) € T : 7 > m}, Ty, = {(1,0) € T : 7 = m,0 > n} and
Sn = {7 € §: 7 > m}. Letus denoteF,,,, = F,, m,n € N, m < n. We define

two-parameter stochastic sequeg¢e) = {&n, m,n € N, m < n, x € E}, where
gmn = Pm(al = m,92 = n|fmn)

We can consider for every € E, m,n € N, m < n, the optimal stopping problem ¢fz)
on7 = {(r,0) € Tpu, : T < o}. A compound stopping variable-*, o*) is said to be
optimal inZ" (or 7,}) if
(52) Emgﬂ'*o* = sup Efl’gTU

(1,0)ETm
(orE & e+ = SUD ;. p)eTt, E.&-»). Let us define
(53) Tlmn = €SSSUp Ex(gfra‘fmn)-

(T,J)eTn'fn
If we puté,,.. = 0, then
Nmn = esssup Pg(6y = 7,02 = o|Fpn).
(T,U)E’T;{n

From the theory of optimal stopping for double indexed psses (cf.HB]BS]) the sequence
Nmn Satisfies

Nmn = max{gmn, E(nmn-kl‘}—mn)}-

Moreover, if o}, = inf{n > m : 9y = &unlt, then(m, o)) is optimal in 7}, and

Nmn = Eg(&mox|Fmn) a.e.. The case when there are no segment with the distributio
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fL(y) appears with probability. It will be taken into account. Define

Nmn = Max{Emn, E(Mm nt1|Fmn)}, forn > m.

if 67, = inf{n > m : N = &un}, then(m,a}) is optimal in 7., and My, =
Ew(gma;‘n

Fmm) a.e.. For further consideration denote
(5'4) hm = Ex(ﬁmm—f—l‘fm)-

LEMMA 5.1. The stopping time, is optimal for every stopping problern (b.3).

PROOFE It suffices to provdim,, .. &, = 0 (cf. E]). We have form,n,k € N,
n >k >mandeveryr € E
Ex(H{lem,GQ:n}‘fmn) = Emn(x) < E$(S,lillzﬂ{91:m,62:j}’fm)7
.]/
wherel 4 is the characteristic function of the sét By Levy’s theorem

lim sup Emn (1') <E; (sup H{Gl =m,02=75} ‘fnoo)7

n—o0 izk

whereF, = Froo = o(Upey Fn). We haveklim suplfg, —m.0,—;3 = 0 @.e. and by domi-
T2k

nated convergence theorem

lim E,(sup 1{91:m792:j}‘foo) = 0.
jzk

k—o0

o

00, 00

What is left is to consider the optimal stopping problem fay,,)

(Ton) oS . Let us define

m=0,n=m

on

mzovn:m

(5.5) Vi = esssup E, (0| Fin).
TGSm

ThenV,,, = max{nm, Ez(Vim4+1|Fm)} a.e. and we defing’ = inf{k > n: V}, = nx}.

LEMMA 5.2. The strategyr; is the optimal first stop.
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ProoF  To show thatr is the optimal first stop strategy we prove thaf (7] <
o) = 1. To this end, we argue in the usual manner i.e. we shwy, o 7, = 0.

We have

N = E:v(gmo:n fm) = Em(Em(H{m:m,é)Q:o:n}|‘7:mo$‘n)|]:m)

= E:B(H{Glzmﬁz:cf;‘n}|fm) < E:v(ﬂgc) H{elzjﬂz:a;‘ﬂfm)-
Jz
Similarly as in proof of LemmgZ5l1 we have got

lim sup 7, (z) < Ex(SgIlz L0,=j.0s=07}1Fo0)-
Jz

m—00

Sincelimy,_, o SUP; >k H{elzk,egza;} < limsupy,_, o H{Glzk} — 0, it follows that
I < i 3 —a % —= .

X

Lemmag 5.1l and .2 describe the method of solving the “désgbblem” formulated
in Sectior 2 (sed(5.1)).

5.2. Solution of the equivalent double stopping problemFor the sake of simplicity we
shall confine ourselves to the case= ds = 0. It will be easily seen how to generalize
the solution of the problem to solve;R, for d; > 0 or d2 > 0. First of all we construct
multidimensional Markov chains such thgt,, andn,, will be the functions of their states.
By consideration of Sectidd 3 concerniagposterioriprocesses we géty = mp and for

m<n

n = Py(01=m,00=n|Fnn)
ﬁﬁpqn—lqlp’;—m—lqz TE20 1%, (XTI fh, (X%, (X0
Sn(zo, X1,...,Xn)
[

) 13, (X0
— s Hmn(x) f)l(nfl(Xn)
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and forn = m, by LemmdZ.B,

2 f)Q(m_l(Xm)(
n f?{m_l(Xm)

We can observe tha(t)(n,Xn+1,ﬁ>n+1,Hmn+1) forn = m+1,m+ 2,...is a func-

(5.6) :P$(91 =m, b :m‘fmm) =p 1_H%n)'

Emm

tion of (Xn_l,Xn,ﬁn,Hmn) and X,, . Besides, the conditional distribution of,,
given F,, (cf. (312)) depends oiX,,, IT}(x) and I12(z) only. These facts imply that
{(Xn, Xni1 ﬁn+17ﬂmn+1)}io:m+1 form a homogeneous Markov process (see Chap-
ter 2.15 of ]). This allows us to reduce the problém](5a8)dachm to the optimal stop-
ping problem of the Markov process,,(z) = {(X,—1, Xn, ﬁn,Hmn), m,n € N, m <

n, x € E} with the reward functiork (¢, u, @, §) = gzéj}lgug

LEMMA 5.3. A solution of the optimal stopping problem {5.3) for=1,2,... has a

form

%, . (Xn)
(5.7) or, =inf{n >m: —"“—— > R*(X,)}

fx,_,(Xn)
whereR*(t) = py [, 7*(t,s) [} (s)u(ds). The function* = lim,, o 7y, Whererg(t,u) =
ft (u)
ftl(u)’

. ff(u) 1
(5.8) Pt (tw) = max{ =1, pa [ ra(u, 8) fu(s)p(ds)}.
fi(w) E

Sor*(t,u) satisfies the equation

2 u
S [ (u, )£ (s a(ds) ).

(5.9) r*(t,u) = max{ P2

The value of the problem

q1 f)l(m,l (Xm)

(5-10) Im = E:B(nmm+1|]:m) = ]7_1f)0(m71(Xm) (1 - Hrln)R;(melaXm)’
where

2(u
(5.11) R(t,u) = max{pft (w) q—2(1 — p)R*(u)}.

ftl (u) " p2



Random number of disorders 21

PROOF  For any Borel function; : E x E x [0,1]* — [0,1] andD = {w: X,,_1 =
t, Xy = u, I (z) = o, TI2 (2) = 3,112 = ~,11,,,(x) = 6} let us define two operators

—
Twu(t,u,d’,é) = Ex(u(Xn7Xn+1aHn—l—l(x)anmn—i—l(x))‘D)

and
Quu(t,u,d,d) = max{u(t,u,d,d), Tou(t,u,a,d)}.

On the bases of the well-known theorem from the theory ohogitstopping (seJL_[_‘bﬂll?;])

we conclude that the solution ¢f(5.3) is a Markov time
* . g « —
oy, =1inf{n >m : h(X,_1, X, 1, pn) = A (Xn—1, Xn, Hn(z), mn)t,

whereh* = limy_o Q¥h(t,u,d,d). By @9) and[BI¥) oD = {w: X,, 1 = t, X,, =
u I = o, 112 = 8,11} = 4,1, , = 6} we have
2
— q2 fX (XnJrl)
T, h(t,u,a,d = E, (210,40 =02
| ) G o)
_ 4q2 f&(Xn—l—l) fg(Xn-H)
- —5p2E( = 1
2 H(u7 Xn+1a a) fu (Xn+1)
fa(s)
( —

= @l | ———=H(u,s,d)u(ds) = q20
08 [ gy H s @ulds) = o

D)

[ Fn)lD

and

7 (w)
ftl (u)

(5.12) Quh(t,u,d,0) = L5 max] ,pa).
b2

Let us definey(¢t,u) = 1 and

2u
e ] ) P ()}

t

Tnt1(t, u) = max{
We show that

(5.13) QLh(t,u, &, 8) = Lor(t,u)
b2
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for¢ =1,2,.... We have by[(5.12) thad,h = %WI- Let us assumé (5.13) fér< k. By
@BId)onD = {w: X, 1 =t, X, = u,1I} = a,1I2 = B,1I}2 = +,1I,,, = §} we have
got
TmQ];h(ta Uu, &7 5) = Ex(Z_ZHkarlrk:(Xn7 Xn—l—l)’D)
= Lopy [ ri(u,s)fi(s)u(ds).
p2 E
It is easy to show (segw]) that
Qi h = max{h, T, Q R}, fork=1,2,....

Hence we have ga**'h = 267, and [5.18) is proved fof = 1,2, .... This gives
X P2 +

(5.14) h*(t,u,d,d) = 25 tim ri(t,u) = @5r*(t,u)
P2 k—oo D2

and

hmn = €SsSSup Ex(&T,a‘fmn) = h*(Xn—laXna ﬁ>naHmn)-

(1,0)ETmn

We have by[(5.14) and (3.9)

T, h*(t,u,d,d) = %51)2 Jr*(u, $)fH(s)u(ds) = %5R*(u)

P2 E P2
ando;, has form[(5J). Byl(5]4)[(5l6) and(3]14) we obtain
(515) 77771 = maX{£7erm7E(nmm+1|fm)} = f(Xm—17Xmaﬁ>m7Hmm)
— max{pq_lif%mfl (Xom) (1- H}n), %(1 — I ) R* (X)) }
P me71 (Xm) b2

LB o Fh (Xn)

el (1T RYN (X1, Xom)-
D1 f)o(mfl(XM)( m) p( 1 )

M

REMARK 5.1. Based on the results of Lemmal5.3 and properties ofatpesteriori
processll,,,, we have that the expected value of success for the second/sérpthe ob-

server stops immediately at= 0 is 7p and when at least one observation has been made
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E(n1|F) = LE((1 - Hl)jﬁgglgzz*(x X1)|Fo) = L1 —m)py [ () RS (2, u)pu(du).

As a consequence we have optimal second moment

0 ifmp>q(l—m) ff VR (2, w)p(du),
UO —
o;  otherwise.

By Lemmad5.B anf3.1 (the formul@a(.9)) the optimal stopgiroblem [5.5) has been
transformed to the optimal stopping problem for the homeges Markov process

W = {(melme,ﬁ)m)a m e Na WS E}

with the reward function

q1 fi(w)
p1 f7(u)
THEOREM5.1. A solution of the optimal stopping proble@.3) for n = 1,2, ... has

(5.16) ftu,@) = (1 = @) R(t, u).

a form
(5.17) = inf{k >n: (Xp_1, Xy, Up,) € B*)
where B* = {(t,u,d) : 4 EugR* > p1 g v*(u,8)f)(s)u(ds)}. The function
v*(t,u) = limy, o0 vy (¢, u), Wherevg(t, ) Ry(t,u),
2
618 ve(ton) = max{ TR 0.1 [ ) ()
Sov*(t,u) satisfies the equation
* _ ftQ(u) * * 1
(519) v (t’u) _maX{ 1 Rp(tau)’pl fv (u’ S)fu(s)iu(ds)}
fi(w) E

The value of the problei, = v*(X,,—1, X,).

PROOF  For any Borel function: : E x E x [0,1]> — [0,1] andD = {w : X,,_1 =
t, X, = u, I} (z) = o, 112 (x) = 3,1112 = 7} let us define two operators

N
Txu(t,u, &) == E;p(u(XnaXn+17 Hn+1)|D)
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andQ.u(t, u, @) = max{u(t,u,d), T,u(t,u,d)}. Similarly as in the proof of Lemnia 3.3

we conclude that the solution ¢f (5.5) is a Markov time
* : P4 * =4
T =1nf{n >m: f(X,_1,Xp, I1,,) = (X1, Xy, )},

where f* = limy_o Q¥ f(t,u,@). By (3.13) and[(5.16) oD = {w : X,,_1 = t, X,, =
u, 1T = o, 112 = 3,112 = v} we have

Trtud) = B(La-om, ) pee v i)
x s W,y x 1 n+1 f?{n(XnJrl) P ny<In
_ q1 fS(XnJrl) f&(XnJrl) *
B p_l(l B a)plE(H(u,Xn+1; «, ﬁ) fg(XrH»l)Rp(Xn’Xn+1)|]:n)|D
BI3 a« fu(s) .
- p_l(l - a)pl { WH(U737Q75)Rp(u7 S)M(dS)
= L —a)ps [ R(u, ) f2(s)n(ds)
Y41 E
and
-\ 2 - ftl(u) * * 1
(5.20Q. f(t,u, @) = (1 — o) max{ =5 Rp(t,u),pl pr(u, $)fu(s)u(ds)}
Y41 [ (w) E
= %avl(t,u).
Let us definey; (¢, u) = max{ %EZ; R(t,u), p1 fE R} (u, s)fL(s)u(ds) and
it (tr0) = ma{ L5 81,0,y [ o, 5) 120 ()
fi'(u) E
We show that
(5.21) QL (1 ,) = “H(1 = a)ur(t,w)
1

for£=1,2,.... We have by[(5.20) thaQ, f (¢, u, &) = L-(1—a)v: (¢,u) and letus assume
G2l fort < k.By @Id)onD = {w: X,, 1 = t, X, = u, 11, = o, 112 = B,11}2 = ~}
we have got

o q
TxQ];f(t,u, a) = Ear(p_i(l - Hlchrl)Uk(XnaXn—f—l)‘D)

= 0-ap [ oulas ) £2(ulds).
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Hence we have gaQ“*!f = L(1 = a)vp41 and [2.21) is proved fof = 1,2,.... This
gives
frtu,d) = q—l(l — ) lim vg(t,u) = 2av*(t,u)

y41 k—o0 y41
and
Vi = L1 — T 0" (X1, Xon)-
p1
We have
Tof (b @) = 11— a)pn [0 (0, 9)f(s)n(ds).
DefineB* = {(t,u,d) : E gR* (t,u) > p1 fE (u, 8)fO(s)u(ds)} thent* forn > 1 has

aform [5.17). The value of the problein (5.2), {5.5) dndl(&B%®qual
vo(x) = max{m, B (Vi| 7o)} = max{r, 71 (1 — m)py [0 ) 2 lds)}

and

0 it () [v(us)fs)ulds),
75 otherwise.

X

Based on Lemmds 8.3 ahd .1 the solution of the problgmc@n be formulated as

follows.

THEOREM5.2. A compound stopping time™, o*. ), wherec?, is given by[(5]7) and
" = 7 is given by[(5.117), is the solution of the probleny, DThe value of the problem

P, (t" < 0% < 00,01 = 7,05 = 0%.) = max{m,q1 (1 — ) [ v*(u,s)fo(s)u(ds)}.
E

REMARK 5.2. The problem can be extended to optimal detection of more tivan
successive disorders. The distributiondef 85 may be more general. The general a priori
distributions of disorder moments leads to more complitdtemulae, since the corre-

sponding Markov chains are not homogeneous.
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6. FINAL REMARKS

It is notable that the final optimal solutions turns out todan unexpectedly simple
form. It seems that some further simplifications can be madgécial cases. From a prac-
tical point of view, computer algorithms are necessary tostmict B* — the set in which
we stop our observable sequence. Since we always refer tatigitions densities it is still

open problem of switching between the independent Markquesaces.

7. APPENDICES
APPENDIX 1 — USEFUL RELATIONS

7.1. Distributions of disordered samples.Let us introduce the-dimensional distribu-

tion for various configuration of disorders.

n . j—1 n
(7.2) firstsnz ) = qmp Sl e [ F0 () T1 2 (20)}
j=1 s=1 t=j
n—1 n = e i1 7j—1 0 k—1 1 n 9
+1p > > Apl s 7 e IT fo._ (xe) T1 for (@) T1 fi,_, (zu)}
J=1 k=j-+1 s=1 t=j u=k

n
+mp [T f2. (ws)
s=1

)y H f2 (s H fa (@)}

-

(7.2) forsn<b2(z, ) = 7p
1

J

M:

+ p_ % q2Hf;B31'IS Hf:[’tlxt

1

J

(7.3) fIr=0>"(zy,) = prpl H fi, ()

(7.4) fr=0r<2(,) = prp} foslm
u

Let us define the sequence of functiosis : x!' ;E — R as follows:Sy(z¢) = 1 and for
n>1
(7_5) Sn(fn) = f91<92<n( )+ f91<n<92( 1,n)

+ f£1:92>n(fl,n) + fg<91<92 (fln)
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LEMMA 7.1. For n > 0 the functionS,, (1 ,,) follows recursion

(7.6) St (Frns1) = H(wn, 2np1, W) S (#10)
where
(7.7) H(z,y, o, 8,7) = (1 — a)p1 fy(y) + [p2(— B) + 1 (1 — e — )] f2 (y)

+[g20 + paB + @] f2(y).
PROOF Let us assumé < #; < 6, and suppose thd; € B,1 < i < n+ 1 and let us
assume thak, = x and denotd),, = {w : X;(w) € B;,1 <i<n}.For4d; ={w: X; € B;} €
Fi, 1 <i < n+ 1we have by properties of the density functisp(z) with respect to the measure

u(-)

f de = f Sn-l—l(fn-i—l)ﬂ(dfl,n-l-l)
Dy X;ljllBi
= f f f(@ng1|Zn) p(dan 1) Sn (Zon) n(d,p)
Xi=1Bi By
= f P(An+1|)zn = Tp) o (dT1 )
Xi=1Bi

= [ Pu(Aps1|X1,)dP, = [ Py(Apsi|Fn)dP, = [ 1a,.,dP,
D D, D,

Now we split the conditional probability od,, ; into the following parts

(78) Pm(Xn+1 S An+1 | fn) = PZ(TL < b < 92, Xn+1 (S An+1 | .7:71)
(79) + PZ(91 <n < 6, Xn+1 S An+1 | .7:71)
(710) + PZ(TL < 01 =0, Xn41 € An+1 | .7:71)
(7.11) + P01 <02<n,Xpny1 € Angr | Fa)
In (Z.8) we have:
f Pm(ez > 01 >n, X411 € Anta | ]'—n)dPI = f (H{91:n+1} + H{91>n+1})HAn+1de
D, D,
= [ (=@ ) (00 f) (1) + aufy, () p(dE nga)
X?IllBi
= [ (@) [ 0uf (@ns) + @ty (@ns1)) pden 1) p(da )
Xi_1Bi Bt

= f Py(02 > 61 >n| fn)[Pg(n (Ant1)p1 + qlP%(n (An+41)]dPy.
D

n
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In (Z9) we get by similar arguments as for (7.8)

P01 <n<b , Xpy1€Anp|Fn)
= P01 <n<by,00=n+1,X,11€ Ani1|Fn)
P (0 <1 < 00,00 #n+ 1, Xt € Anr | Fr)
= (P01 <n|Fn) — Py <n|F,)

X[2P%, (Ant1) + p2Pk, (Ant1)]
In (ZI2) this part has the form:

Po(02 <n, Xny1 € Ang1 | Fn) = Po(b2 <n | F)P% (Any1)

In (ZI0) the conditional probability is equal to

Pz(91 =0y>n |, Xn+1 € An+1 | fn)
= Pz(91:02>n,02:n+1,Xn+1€An+1 |fn)
P, (01 =02 >n,02 #n+1, X1 € Apyr | Fr)

= P,(01 =06 >n|F)[aP%, (Ans1) + mP%, (Ans1)]

These formula lead to
f(Xn+1|Xl7n) = H(Xann-i-la H'}w HEWH:LQ)'

which proves the lemma. o

7.2. Conditional probability of various events defined by dsorder moments. According

to definition ofII}, IT2, IT12 we get

LEMMA 7.2. For the model discribed in Sectigh 2 the following formulae \aalid:
L P, (02 > 6 > nlF,) = 1 - T1}, — 12 = L5072 ),

2. Pu(by =0y > n|F,) =TI = L2 ),
3. P,(6) <n<6y|F,) =1, —II2;
4. Py )=

X ny
(02 =01 > 7’L|.7:n

1 _ wpy H:Zl f257 (xs5)
1-1I, = —s.E L
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PrROOFR
1. We have

(7.12) N = {w:n<b <0}U{w:0; <n<b}

U{w:0; <O <n}U{w:0; =0 >n}.
Hencel = P, (w:n < 61 < 6| F,) + (I} —112) + [12 + I1.* and
P,(w:n<b <6F,) = 1-1} 12

Let B; € B,1 < i < n, Xg = z and denoteD,, = {w : X;(w) € B;,1 < i < n}. For
A ={w: X, € B;} € F;,,1 <i<nandD, € F, we have

f H{92>01>n}dng = f Pm((gg >0 > n|]—'n)dP$ = f Pz(92 > 601 > n|X"n)dP$
b D Dy,
= P, (92 > 01 > n, Dn) = f fg<91<92 (fl,n)ﬂ(dfl,n)
Xi=1Bi
= f f;z<01<62 (fl,n)(Sn(fn))il,uz(dfl_,n)
Xi=1Bi
— f f;z<61<62()‘(’Ln)(sn()‘(’n))—ldpz.
Dy

ThusP, (02 > 01 > n|F,) = papt [11_, £, (Xi)(Sn (X))~

2. The second formula can be obtained by similar argument.

3. Letf; < 0;. Since{w : 0, < n} C {w: 6; < n}itfollowsthatP,({w : 61 < n <
O} Fn) =Pr({w: 01 <n}\{w:0: < n}|F,) =11, — 2.

These end the proof of the lemma. X

REMARK 7.1. LetB; € B,1<i<n+1, X, =zanddenotd),, = {w: X;(w) € B;,1 <
i<n}.Ford; ={w: X, € B;} € F;,1<i<nandD, € F, we have

[ LigomdP, = [ P.(0>n|F)dP, = [ P,(6; > n|X,)dP,
Dn D, D,

= Pm((gl > n,Dn) = f

X

p’il H fmoi,l (wl)u(dfl,n)
B =1

i=1"1

= p?ljl £ (@) (Sn(@n) " pa ().

n )
Xiiy Bi



30 K. Szajowski

ThusP,. (61 > n|F,) = p? [[1, /%, (X:)(Sn(X,))~'. Moreover

1- H711+1 = plfg(n (XnJrl)(l - H#)Sn(in)(SnJrl( _‘n+1))71
andS,s1(Xns1) = H(Xp, Xpi1, I1)S,(X,). Hence

Y (X)) (1 -0
H(X,, X1, 1)

H711+1 =1

7.3. Some recursive formulaeln derivation of the formulae in Theordm 8.1 the form of the

distribution of some random vectors is taken into account.

LEMMA 7.3. For the model discribed in Secti@h 2 the following formulae \aalid:
P,(02 =61 >n+1|F,) = p1112 = p1p(1 — I1L);

2(02 > 01 >n+1|F,) =p (1 -1 —T112);

00 <n+1F,) =P, <Kn+1<60s|F,) +P,(02 <n+1|F,);

o(01 < +1< 0] Fn) = qr(1 =10, — I12) +pa(IT;, —112);
2(02 <n+1|F,) = oI, + polIll, + 1 11,7
P.(01 =m, 0y > n+ 1|F,) = p2ll,, .

o g kM w bR

PROOE
1. OntheseD ={w: Xg=2,X; € A1, X2 € As,..., X,, € A, } € F, we have

f]I{92:91>n+1}sz = P,(D)P,(02 =0, >n+1|D)
D

pT Z p{_lql f H fgl i wz dwl n)

j=n+2 A i=1

= pipapt [ Hfo (u(diy )

xm Ay i=1

= piPo(D)P,(02 =01 > n|D) =p1 [L5,—0, 50} dPs.
D

By (3.2) and the definition of the conditional probabilitytimpliesP,. (02 = 6, > n + 1|F,) =
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p111E2. Next,

f]I{91>n}dPI
D

These prove the part 1 of the lemma.
2. Similarly as above we get

fﬂ{62>61>n+1}sz = P(D)Pz(eg >0 >n+ 1|D)
D

= plpﬁp? f H fg?l 1 wz dwl n)
A 1=

= plP(D)P$(92 > 6 > 7’L|D) =D fﬂ{92>91>n}sz
D

By point 2 of Lemm&7] we get the formula 2 of the lemma.
3. Itis obvious by assumptioh < 6,

4. Onthe seD we have

fl{91§n+1<92}dpm - P(D)PI(91<H+1<92|D)
D
en.eaf h—j—
S Pwibi=5) Y e [ Hfilxs Hf
=0 k=n+2 X7 Ay s=1
= 7’Tp’fql(l—p) f l_[f0 p(dZ1,n)
Ay s=1
+pzZPw 61 =)y f Hf&lxs Hf
Ay s=1
w2

qlp(D)PZ(GQ > 01 > n|D) +p2P(D)P$(91 <n < 92|D)

= @ [ Lp,>0,5n}dPs 4+ p2 [ L{g, <<,y dPa.
D D

d$1 n)

(d$1 n)
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5. If we substitute: by n + 1 in (ZZ12) than we obtain

P <n-+1F,) = 1-Pun+1<0 =0,F)
“P(n+1< 0, <0a|F) —Pu(0y <n+1<0o)Fy)
= 1-pIL? —pi(1 =10, = TL%) — (1 - 1T, — 11, %)
+p2(I1, —10)) = golI, + poIIl, 4 11,7
6. We have

J Lo, —m p5ni13dPs = Po(D)P,(0y =m, 05 >n+1|D)
D

oo

= @l ' Y p e i ﬁf&,l(wz)ﬁ lej,l(xj)ﬂ(dfl,n)

j=n+2 xn_ B i=1 j=m+1

m n
= porppy taps™™ [ TR ) TT fa, () p(ddr )
x?lei =1 j=m-+1

= paPo(D)P,(01 = m,02 > n|D) = ps [ L9, —n.0,5n1dPs.
D

By (3:3) and the definition of conditional probability thimpliesP,. (02 = m,0; > n + 1|F,) =

oI, ,,,. These prove the part 6 of the lemma. R
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