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Abstract

The partially observed linear Gaussian system of stochastic differential equations
with low noise in observations is considered. The coefficients of this system are sup-
posed to depend on some unknown parameter. The problem of estimation of these
parameters is considered and the possibility of the approximation of the filtering
equations is discussed. An estimators are used for estimation of the quadratic varia-
tion of the derivative of the limit of the observed process. Then this estimator is used
for nonparametric estimation of the integral of the square of volatility of unobserv-
able component. This estimator is also used for construction of method of moments
estimators in the case where the drift in observable component and the volatility
of the state component depend on some unknown parameter. Then this method of
moments estimator and Fisher-score device allow us to introduce the One-step MLE-
process and adaptive Kalman-Bucy filter. The asymptotic efficiency of the proposed
filter is discussed.
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1 Introduction

Partially observed systems and especially different Kalman filter models occupy an impor-
tant place in statistics due to a large diversity of applied problems where such statistical
models are used. There is extensive engineering literature devoted to identification prob-
lems for such partially observed discrete time models. Note that the continuous time
systems are less studied.

This work is devoted to the construction of adaptive Kalman-Bucy filter for partially
observed linear system with the small noise in observation equation. It is supposed that the
coefficients of these equations depend on some unknown parameter and the adaptive filter
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is constructed in several steps. First we propose a nonparametric estimator of some integral
functional, then this estimator is used for construction of method of moments estimator of
the unknown parameter. This estimator is used as preliminary for construction of One-step
MLE-process and finally this process is used for writing the adaptive Kalman-Bucy filter.
The problems of parameter estimation by observations of partially observed linear systems
with small noise in observations and in state equation for more complex (multidimensional,
nonlinear) models were extensively studied in filtration theory, where approximate filters
were proposed and studied in different asymptotics, see, e.g., [4],[6],[7] and references there
in. In particular the order of the errors of approximations are obtained for the large
diversity of the statement of the problems, see [8], [14], [28], [29]. The similar problems
with hidden telegraph process were studied in [3] and [15]. The statistical problems for
partially observed linear and non linear systems were studied in [16], Chapter 6 and in [31].
Note that in [16] and in [31] it is supposed that the small noises are in the observation
and state equations. The parameter estimation problems in the case of small noise in
observations only were considered recently in [21]. The construction of asymptotically
optimal estimator of the parameter in volatility of unobserved component for partially
observed system by discrete time observations was studied in [10],[11]. The asymptotic
behavior of the filter for such partially observed nonlinear continuous time system with
small noise in observations was studied in the mentioned above works [28], [29].

Let us give more detailed exposition of the presented in this work study. We consider
the linear two-dimensional partially observed system

Y, =a (@, ) Yidt +b(9,t)dV;, Yo =yo, 0<t<T, (1)
dXt = f (’19, t) }/;dt +¢eo (t) th, X(] = 0, 0 S t S T, (2)

where the Wiener processes V;,0 <t < T and W,;,0 <t < T are independent. The solution
YT = (Y;,0 <t <T) of the state equation (1) can not be observed directly and we have
available the observations X7 = (X;,0 <t <T) only. Here a(-),b(:), f(-) and o (-) are
some bounded functions and ¢ € (0, 1] is small parameter.

The conditional expectation m (¢,t) = Ey (Y| X, 0 < s < t) satisfies the equations of
Kalman-Bucy filtration [13], [27]

dm (9,1) = a (9, £) m (9, 1) dt + % AX, — [ @, )m@,0d],  (3)
Eo
DOD ooty .- LEDIOD yorp swmo-0 @
ot e2o (t)

with the initial value m (9,0) = Yo. If the value of ¥ is unknown, then to approximate
m (¥, t) we can use some estimator ¥, and to use something like m (195, t), but there are

some problems. For example, if 9. is the MLE V. constructed by observations X”, then
there is a problem of definition of the It6 integral in (3)

R
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because the estimator 9. depends on the whole trajectory X”. The using a series of MLEs
1%75 constructed by observations X! = (X,,0 < s < t) for each € (0,T] can provide a good
approximation of m (9, t) but the numerical realization of such algorithm can be a difficult
problem. The goal of this work is the construction of another estimator J;_,0 < ¢ <
T, called One-step MLE-process, which depends on the observations X, can be easily
calculated and which is asymptotically (¢ — 0) equivalent to the MLE 1%6,0 <t <T.
Then this estimator can be used for approximation m (1J,t) as follows m (ﬁta,t). We
describe the error of approximation m (9, t) — (79?57 t) and discuss the optimality of such
approximation.

The construction of 9}, requires a preliminary consistent estimator V.., which we define
with the help of nonparametric estimator of the quadratic variation of the trend coefficient
of the observed process. Introduce the function

= / f(0,9)2b(0,s)ds, 9e®O, 71e(0,T).
0
Note that we have formally

ox,|
T » = f(W,1)Y,.

Let us denote the trend coefficient of X, as M; = f (9,t) Y; and put S (¢,t) = f (9,t) b (9, 1).
The process M; has the stochastic differential

th = [f, (197 t) —a (197 t) f (197 t)] Y;fdt + S (197 t) d%, MO - f (197 O) Yo

and therefore M? admits the representation

Mf:2/ Mtht+/ S (9,t)* dt
0 0

The quadratic variation of M; can be calculated as follows
WT(ﬁ):Mf—Q/ M, dM,, 0<7<T.
0

The preliminary estimator 1, . is constructed in two steps. First we estimate the derivative
of X}, then we estimate the quadratic variation of this derivative. Introduced statistic ¥, .
with a fixed 7 allows us to realize these two procedures simultaneously. Using this statistic
and relation ¥, = ¥, (1975) we obtain the method of moments estimator 1975 Of course,
the process X; is not differentiable and we propose, as usual in nonparametric statistics, a
slow differentiation.

The asymptotic properties of the maximum likelihood estimators (MLE) and Bayesian
estimator (BE) of this parameter for the model (1)-(2), were described in the work [21].
Recall that the MLE . and BE 9. are defined by the relation
- Jo 19p L (19 X T) dv

LW, X"y =sup L (9, X7), J. = 5
( ) seb ( ) Jop @)L (9, XT)dy (5)




where the likelihood ratio is (see [27])

L (5 X7) = exp (/OT f(i,;fim(ﬁ,t) ax, /OT F 0,8 m 0, ) dt) | ©)

(t)? 2620 (t)?
It was shown that these estimators are consistent, asymptotically normal

195\/_;9 = N (0,1()), I(") :/O % dt, (7)

the polynomial moments converge and the both estimators are asymptotically efficient.
Here in the sequel dot means derivation w.r.t. ¥ and prim means derivation w.r.t. t.

The model (1)-(2) has some unusual features. For example, the empirical Fisher infor-
mation

: 2
T, )m (0t 9, t) 1 (0,
Ig(ﬂ):/ fOOmE.+F0.0mwo] L,
0 o (t)
and for all ¢ € (0, 7] there is convergence in distribution
S (9,t) /o (t)

el [f (9, 1) m (0, 1) +f(z9,t)m(19,t)] N

Here &, t € (0, T] are mutually independent standard Gaussian (A (0, 1)) random variables.
This convergence provides convergence in probability

8116(19):/T[f(ﬁ,t)m(ﬂ,t)+f(19,t)fn(z9,t)] at—1(0).

Veo (D

To calculate just one value of L (¢, XT) by (6) we need the solutions m (9,t) , v (9,¢)
0 < t < T of the equations (3),(4) and therefore, as we wrote above, the numerical
calculation of the MLE and BE can be difficult problem.

Here we propose a different construction of the estimator of this parameter which is
computationally simpler than the MLE and which is asymptotically equivalent to the MLE
[21].

2 Model of observations
Consider a non-homogeneous partially observed linear system described by the equations

dX, = f (0,t) Y, dt + co (t) AW, Xo =0, (8)
AV, = a (0,8) Y, dt + b (0,¢) AV, Yo = 1o, (9)



where f(-),0(-),a(-) and b(-) are known, smooth functions, while W;,0 < ¢ < T and
V;,0 <t < T are two independent Wiener processes. The process X' = (X, 0<t<T)is
observed and the process Y7 = (Y;,0 <t <T)is hidden. We are interested by the same
problems: estimation of the finite-dimensional parameter ¥ € © C R? and the construction
of adaptive filter.

Here we study the method of moments estimators (MME) based on some nonparamet-
ric estimation of one integral, One-step MLE-process and a adaptive filter based on this
estimator-process.

The limit model (¢ = 0) corresponds to the observations of the integral of the hidden
process and the possibility of the consistent estimation is equivalent to the possibility to
estimate without error the parameter of the observed Gaussian process.

3 Limit model

Let us now present how an estimator 9% of ¥y (true value) could be obtained without error
by means of the observations X7 = 27 = (2,0 <t < T), when € = 0. We suppose that
we observe a Gaussian process 7 satisfying

Oz
ot
Y, = a(0,1) Yt +0 (0, 4)dV,, Yo =y

:f(ﬁat)y;fa "L‘OZO, OStST

and aim to estimate ¥y. Suppose that the function f(1J,¢) has a continuous derivative
with respect to t. Then the process 27 is described by the following stochastic differential
equation

= [f/ (1907 t) a (1907 t) + f (1907 t)] Y,dt + f (1907 t) b (1907 t) d‘/h

where f’ (9, 1) is the derivative of f (¥y,t) with respect to t.

Since the volatility function depends on the unknown parameter 9y through the product
S (Yo, t) = f (U0, 1) b (o, ), it is clear that consistent estimation is feasible. It will be shown
that the identifiability condition and the Fisher information have to be based mainly on the
function S (g, t). For example if f (¥,¢) =9 and b (1, t) = 1/9, then consistent estimation
is impossible and the (limit) Fisher information is equal to 0.

Recall that by Ito’s formula, we have the following relation for the quadratic variation

t t
o)’ = 2/0 zidzg +/0 b (Do, 5)° f (o, s)* ds (10)

and the function

¢ t
U, =)’ — 2/ ridal, = / b(Yo,9)° f (9o, 5)° ds = K (9o, )
0 0



is deterministic. Under mild identifiability conditions, the observed function ¥; defines 1,
for any ¢ € (0,7T] without error. For example, the estimator ©* defined by the equation
K (v*,t) = U, is without error, i.e., 9* = ¥,.

For example, if f (9,t) = f(t), b(9,t)* = h(t) + Vg (t), where all functions and 1 are
positive, then the “estimator”

i~ ([arrira)

Therefore the consistent estimation by observations (8) is not excluded.
Note that if we consider the limit model, then the measures that correspond to obser-
vations with different 9 are singular. Moreover W, does not depend on a (v, t).

-1

{\pt — /Oth(s)f(s)st} = ¥p.

4 Consistent estimator

One way to estimate ¢ using observations from (8) is by estimating first the function W,
and then using the estimator, ¥, ., to estimate ¥, i.e., to solve for some ¢ the equation

v, - /0 (D, ) (0. 5)2ds. (11)

where ¥, is the MME. Of course, to verify the consistency of ¥, we need the condition of
identifiability.
Another possibility is to define the estimator as

t
J;. = arg inf / (W, — K (9,5)]ds. (12)
V€O
For example, let f (9,t) = f(t) and b (9, 1) . Then

(o fore]

and from the consistency of U, .,0 < s <t we obtain the consistency of ﬁm.
Therefore to estimate ¥ we first estimate the function ¥; and then using this estimator
of U, we estimate the parameter ¥). Below we realize this program.

5 Nonparametric estimation.

Suppose that we have the partially observed system

dX, = f(O)Yidt +eo (H)dW,,  Xo=0, 0<t<T, (13)
AV, = a(t) Vidt +b(#) Vi, Yo = s, (14)



where a (+),b(:), f(-) and o () are unknown functions.
Consider the problem of estimation of the function

0, :/ fF@?*b@)*dt, 0<7<T
0
by observations X7. Remind that this is quadratic variation of the derivative of the process

X, at the point € = 0.
Introduce the statistic

Nre—1 2
U (Xeve — X Xiws — Xo
\IIT — 41 € i+1 _ 1 € i 0 < < T
- ; ( 55 56 ’ =

Here t; = ip., N, . = [i}, the rates . — 0,0. — 0 will be defined later. Just note that

as the first step is derivation we wait that the rate J. — 0 has to be faster than the step
of discretization p. — 0.
Let us explain why this statistic can be a consistent estimator of ¥.. We have

X — X 1 tit1+0e tiy1+0e
tit1+0e ti1 _ _/ F@Y, dt+ E/ o (t) dW;.
5 i1 5 1+1

O

—-1/2

Hence if we take 0. — 0, then

Xti+1+5a - Xy,

Xiis. — X,
5 - = f (ti-i-l) }/ti+1 + 0(1)7 M

O

=[(t)Y, +o(1).

Further, using the smoothness of the functions we can write formally (!)

Nre—1 Nre—1
Ure= D (f(tir) Yoo, — F (t) V2,) Z F () (Y, = Ya) +0(1)
i=0
Nie—1 i1 tit1 2
_ Z ft (/ a(s)sts—i—/ b(s)st) +o(1)
-3 g (/[“b<s>dvs) Foll) = 3 0 (i = i) o)
N.rE 1

= Z F ()"0 ()" (i —t;) +o(1)

—>/f =V,

Therefore this statistic can be a consistent estimator of the integral V.



Proposition 1. Let the functions a(-),b(:), f(-),0(-) € C*[0,T] and 6. = ¢, p. = £'/3.
Then for any p > 0 there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

E|V,. — U, [P < OrP/2eP/3, (15)

Proof. Now we repeat the given above expansions with description of the corresponding
errors. Throughout the proof, C' denote “generic” strictly positive constants, which can
vary from formula to formula (and even in the same formula). We have

X _ X tit1+6e
tit1+0e Lit1 — f( z+1) Y;H = g (S) dWs
e ' 5 tit1
1 tit1+0e
_|_5_ [f (S)Y:g—f< l+1)Y;fz+1] ds
€ Jitit1

g
f( )Y;fwl [f (tiJrl) - f (797 tl)] Y;5i+1 + ﬁRLE
tit1+0e
+f(tz+1)/ * [Y Y;fm] ds

tit1

t1+1+65
_/ — [ (ti1)] Y5 ds.
'L+1

The following estimates are obtained using elementary calculations

E ([f (tiJrl) - f (tz>] Y;5i+1)2 S C(:Ozv ER%,E S C?
) tit1+0e 2
E <M/ Ve~ Y] ds) < cs.,

58 tz+1

(% / ) — Ftan Y ds)2

tit1+0e
< 5 (s —tis1)* f (3)°BY2 ds < C52.

tit1

Therefore

Xivs. — Xo, Xess — X, 2
E( tiy +65 tit1r tz+55 tz_f(ti) [YtHl—Y;fi])

2

< CZ— +C6. + O,

These are estimates for the asymptotic derivatives of X; at the points ¢; and ¢;,; and
of their difference.



The quadratic variation is estimated as follow

Ts_l 7'6_1

ti1 tit1 2
Qre = Z f(t th Y}Z Z f(t (/ a(s) ds+[ b(s) dVS)

N7-E 1

S (/ ) Dy

5 s ([ o)
2 NZ oy " as)ds / hav,

=0
where
Nre—1 tis 2 Nre—1 tit1
S s ([ awas) so Y swr [ Caeras< e,
i=0 ti i=0 ti
and

2

( ilf /t'“ a(s)ds /ji+1 b(s) st> < Crgoz.

%

For the stochastic integral we can write

NZ rer( ) dvs)2
:N::faz)? (b( ) Vi, =V +/:ﬂ [b(s) = bt )]dv)
Here
ENZ F () ( / s — b ()] st)2
_Nglf@i)?/:“ b(s) = b(t)]*d
:Nglf(ti)Q/;H (s =170 (8)"ds < Ory;
Hence
@Te—Ngf(m?b( P Views — Val’| < O

(16)



Finally

2
Npo—1 [Vtt. _ Vtt.]
R (

Keo= > f(t)*b(t
i=0

SRR

7'5_1 7'5_1

L —
tiv1 —t; w1 =)

= Zf (t:)” (tipa — Zf (5—1)(z+1—tz‘)-

Here §;,7 =0, ..., N, . are independent standard Gaussian random variables, &;
Therefore
2

< i f ()b () (z+1—tz‘)>

7'5_1
—QSOEZf (t:) (z+1—tz‘)§CT<Pa
and
Ny.—1
U, — > f()b(t) (i — t)| < Cree
=0

The obtained estimates allow us to write
Ny.—1

- Z f(ti>2 [Y;fiﬂ o ]

If we put . = €9, ¢. = €' then the equation
2

0 €
_— = ()06 =
Pe V 55905

gives us the values ¢ = 1 and [ = 1/3, i.e., 6. = € and . = £'/3. Hence

Nr.—1

Z f( Yig — }

This estimate together with (16) and (17) allows us to write

< CTV2ElB,

Ey|V,.— U, | < Cr/2e3

The similar calculations provide the estimate of the polynomial moments too.

10

~ N (0,1).



Remark that it is possible to prove the asymptotic normality
TP (U, — ) = N (0, D?)

with some limit variance D?. The estimate (15) is an intermediate result, which will be
used in the next section for the construction of the preliminary estimator for One-step
MLE-process.

Remark 1. The obtained rate £'/3 is not optimal but is sufficient for the construction of the
preliminary estimator below. An interesting result concerning estimation of the function
U, by observations (13), (14) was obtained in [30]. Supposing that a(t) = 0, o (t) = o,
f(t) =1 it was shown that this model of observations is asymptotically equivalent (in Le
Cam’s sense) to the model of observations

dX; = /20 (t) dt + o'/2e/2dW,.

This equivalence shows why the rate £'/2 is “more natural” for the model (13), (14).

We suppose that more detailed analysis of estimator W, . can show the rate €72 but
for further application of ¥, . in the construction of One-step MLE process the rate gl/3
is sufficient.

6 Method of moments estimator
Let us return to the parametric partially observed linear system

dXt = f (19, t) mdt +éeo (t) th, XO = 0, 0 S t S T, (18)
AY, = a (9,6) Yidt +b(0,6)dVi, Yo =yo (19)

The process X7 = (X;,0 <t < T) is observed, the process YT = (Y;,0 <t < T) is hidden
and the Wiener processes VT = (V;,0 <t <T) and WT = (W;,0 <t < T) as before are
independent. The functions b (-) and f () are supposed to be known. The functions a (-)
and o () do not used in the construction of the estimator. The parameter ¥ € © = (a, )
is unknown and has to be estimated by observations X7

Fix some 7 € (0,7 and define the function

t
\Ilt(ﬁ):/f(ﬁ,s)zb(ﬂ,s)zds, 0<t<r, HYeOcR.
0

As estimator of this function we take the nonparametric estimator

Nie—1

Xirve = Xy Xoge — X1\
\I/te f— Z ( tz+1+5 tz+1 _ ti+e tz) ’ O < t S T
0 g g

Here ti—l—l — tz = 81/3,t0 =0 and ]\/vt75 = [t571/3] .

11



The MME 19775 can be defined as follows. Let usfix dpoints 0 <y < o < ... <7y =7
and denote the vectors ¥ = (¥, ., V., ..., U, )" and U (0) = (U, (9),0, (9),
., W, (9))". The estimator is defined as solution of the system of equations

v = wiD,). (20)

If this equation has no solution then we put 197,5 = ¥°, where ¢° is some value ¢ 6.
Note that having the estimator ¥;.,0 <t < 7 we can define the MDE 9, . too by the

equation

Y€eO

/ ' [0, — U,(9,.)]" dt = inf / ' (W, — O, (0)]° dt. (21)

If these equations has more than one solution then anyone of them can be taken as the
estimator of 1.
Introduce the notation

g(Wo.v) = inf [0, (9) =W, (Wo)ll, T (o) = ¥; (o) U5 (d)"

[[9—DolI>v
Proposition 2. Suppose that the following conditions hold

e The functions a (9,t),b(V,t), f (9,t),0(t), (9,t) € © x [0,T] have continuous deri-
vatives w.r.t. t and two continuous derivatives w.r.t. V.

e The matriz T (¥y) is uniformly non degenerate

inf inf e T (¥)e>0.
90€0  |le]|=1,eeRd

o Foranyv >0
inf .
4nf g (Yo, v) >0
Then the MME 5‘7,5 is uniformly consistent and for any p > 2 there exists a constant
C = C(p) > 0 such that

sup e P/3 Tp/2E190 H"@m — ﬁoHp < (. (22)
Yo€O

Proof. Remark that if J,. € © then it satisfies the equation

inf [0~ W) = [, v, ]| =0,

12



Below we use elementary inequalities and the estimate (15)

sup Py, (Hzém — 190H > 1/)
YoEO

= sup Py, ( inf ||Wi, - Wi()| > inf ||UE_ - @:(19)”)

NEC) [9—ol|<v [[9—Dol|>v
< sup Po, (|05, — w300+ int 105 (0) = 5 (00

o€ l9—Doll<v

> ) = w00 - 9, - v (00)])

= sup Py, (2|95, — Wi (00)| > g (W0, v))

0E

22N

<  sup By, |02, — Wi ()|

infg,co g (Vo, v)*" voco
O N 2N/3
— 0.

N infﬁoé@ g (1907 V)QN

Therefore the estimator 19775 is uniformly consistent.
Recall that the MME ¥, . is one of the solutions of the MMEq (method of moments
equation)

T

(\D;e - qj:(ﬁT,e)) \Pi(@ne) = 0.

Using the consistency of this estimator we can write
0= (W, — Wi(o) + W (0) — W (0, >) W (0,..)

= (W = W00 — 00 (e = 00+ 0 () (W (00) + 0 (7))
= (W = () W) — (e — vow*(@ )10 (90) + O (%) .
Therefore
e — o) = (T ) e (W — W (00) T (50) + O ()
=T (9) " =7 (W5, — Wi(9y)) " W (o) + O (7).

As the matrix T () is uniformly non degenerate and we have (15) these allow us to write
the estimate: for any p > 2

eP/3 sup Ey, Hﬂm ﬁoHp < CeP? sup Ey, W, — W) ||” < CrP/?
S Jo€EO ’

13



Example 1. Suppose that we have the model of observations (18),(19), where f (9,t) =
df (t),0 € (o,8),a > 0, b(¥,t) = b(t) and all corresponding conditions are fulfilled.
Then

T, (9) = 0 / F )20 (1) dt

and the MME is

b= ([ 1 <t>zb<t>2dt)_1/2.

This estimator is consistent and has rate of convergence £'/% (Proposition 2).

Example 2. Consider the model (18),(19), where f (0,¢) = f (¢) and

d 1/2
b(9,t) = (h () + ) Vg (t)) .

Here the functions A (-) and gx (-),k = 1,...,d are positive and all ¥ > 0. Then
™ 2 : ™ 2
W @)= [T S s+ 30 [ (s
0 = Jo
d

= Hy+ Y _9,Gj, k=1,...,d,

j=1
and we have the relation
=G (¥, (V) — H)

with the obvious notations.
Hence the MME is

Ve = G (U, . — H)

and this estimator has the properties described in the Proposition 2.

7 One-step MLE-process.

We have the same partially observed linear system

dX; = f (9,1) Yidt + o (t) AW, Xo=0, 0<t<T, (23)
dY; = a (9, 1) Ysdt + b (9, t) dV;, Y, = 0.

14



As before the process X7 = (X;,0 <t < T) is observable and Y7 is hidden. All functions
a(-),b(-),f(-) and o(-) are supposed to be known. The parameter ¥ € © C R is
unknown and has to be estimated by observations X7.

Remind that the MLE 9. and BE 9 are defined by the relations (5) and their calculation
requires solutions m (¢, ), 9 € ©, v (9,-), 9 € O of the equations

dm(ﬁ,t) :a(ﬁ’t)m(ﬁ’t)dt+%[d)(t_f(ﬁ,t)m(ﬁ,t)dt], m(ﬁ,O) — %
(24)

and
8?$J):mﬂ&ﬂvwiy_7W€féng+bwif’ .0 =0, (25)

Our goal is to construct an approximation i, of the process m (1J,t) (adaptive filter) by
replacing o in the equations (24), (25) by some estimator-process ¥; ., 0 < t < T. Therefore
we need a sequence of estimators ﬁm, 0 <t < T which are measurable w.r.t. observations
up to the time ¢ for each t € (0,7]. To avoid the evident numerical difficulties related with
the calculations MLE @tvg, 0 <t < T we consider an approach based on the Fisher-score
device and MME 197,5 as preliminary one. The proposed One-step MLE-process allows us
to obtain an estimator-process, which is easy to calculate, has good asymptotic properties
and can be used for the construction of adaptive filter.

The Fiser-score function for this model is

0 ™
%IHL(ﬁ,X )—

T M (9,1
o £20 (1)

[dX, — M (9,1)dd],

where M (0,t) = f (9,t) (9,t) (¥,t) m. Let us consider the construction of One-step MLE-
process in the case of observations (23). Suppose that for some fixed small value 7 > 0
we already have MME 4. constructed by the observations X7 = (X;,0 <t < 7). The
solution of the equation (24) on the time interval [0, 7] can be written as follows

t
m (9,t) = yo® (9,0, 1) +(I>(19,O,t)/ ®(0,0,s)" " B(0,s)dX,
0
t
= 5o® (9,0,t) + @ (9,0,1) / H (¥,s)dX,,
0

where

O (9,0,1) = exp (/OtA(ﬁ,v)dv), AW, ) =a(,t) -

B9,s) — 11 (0.9

15



We can not put 19775 in m (V,t) because the corresponding stochastic integral It6 is not
defined. Note that the function H (¥, s) is continuously differentiable w.r.t. s, hence the
following relation

/ H(9,s)dX, = X, H (9,7) —/ X.H' (9,s)ds
0 0
holds. Now we can put

m (Dre,7) = 90® (072,0,7) + & (Jr0,0,7) X, H (Jr2,7)
— P (19775,0,7)/ X, H' (197_76’8) ds. (26)
0

Let us define the random process m (t),7 <t < T by the equation

Y (Urert) f (Dre,t)

driv (t) = a (U, t) o (t) dt + 20 (1)

(X~ f Tty (] (@)

with the initial value m (1) = m (19775, 7'). The solution of this equation is

197,57 5) f (197,57 5)
20 (s)°
We need as well the equation for the derivative 7 (¥,¢) on the interval [7,7] at the

point ¥ = V. (denoted 1 (., t) = m (t)), which we obtain by formal differentiation of
the equation (24)

t
m(t) =m (ﬁm, 7') ) (197,5,7', t) +/ ) (197,5, s,t) 7 ( dX,.

A (t) = A (Vre, t) () dt + A (U, t) i () At + B (9,,8) dX,, 7<t<T  (28)

with the initial value m (1) = m (ﬁm,T), which can be calculated similar to the given
above representation of the corresponding stochastic integral like (26).
Introduce notations:

M (Jyert) = f (I, t) 0 (1), M (Jreit) = f (Drert) i (8) + f (Dre.t) e (2)

LS (0,8)8(0,s)" A"
t o ) ) o €
L= [ S5 e = T

[dXs ~ M(@,., s)ds} , T<t<T,

t M(@Tﬁ, s)

. eo(s)

ne (Vo) = TL(g) ™ / 251 7;90’ dw (s), T<t<T,
0,8

19:,5 = éT,e + Itr("‘;‘m-:)_l

where w (s),7 < s < T is some Wiener process.

Theorem 1. Let the following assumptions hold.

16



1. The functions f (9,t),b(0,t),0(t),(0,t) € © x [0,T] are separated from zero.
2. The conditions of Proposition 2 are fulfilled.
3. For any to € (1,71

inf inf eI (Yy) e > 0.
Y0€EO  |le]|=1,eeR?

Then the One-step MLE-process 9y, 7 <t < T has the following properties:

1. It is uniformly consistent: for any to € (1,T] and any v > 0

Py, ( sup Hﬁze —ﬁOH > 1/) — 0,

to<t<T

2. The random process nye,to <t < T converges in distribution in the measurable space
(C [to, T, A)) to the Gaussian process ny (Vg) ,to <t <T

e = 0. (), e (o) ~ N (0,14 (99) ™),

3. All polynomial moments converge: for any p > 0

e PP, |97 — Yoll” — Euyllme (o) |I”- (29)

Proof. The uniform consistency follows from the representation

t M (19775, s) v
/TE o (s) ’

+ C’/TET HM (19775,5)” }M(ﬁo,s) - M (1§T,€,s)}ds

sup Hﬁfs — 190H < H@m — 190H + Ce sup

to<t<T ’ to<t<T

and consistency of the MME 5‘7,5-
We have to study the following expression

19:,6 - 190 . (5‘7',6 - 190) t/3 M<197—€7 ) -
Vv UOR M- P el
+ 13(19775)7 jg/(fi?)z) [f (Fo,8) m (99, ) — M (D, )] ds.

We have the following relations
I(0.)  =L0) + 0 ([ — ),
f(1907 ) (1907 ) M v7'575) - (19 19 ) M(ﬁoat)+0(}}1§7,€_§0

M T€7 ,197 T
Mgy, - [ UL O (|- ~ o))

)

T

17



Therefore

1 [ M (s s)

I ()2

I’;(ﬁm) [f (90, 8) m (Y, 5) — M (U, )] ds

M 1907 ,1907 )

71t
=L( £3/2 2

s (90— 1) + O (|- — o]}

The random process M (1, t) is solution of the stochastic differential equation

A1) = (0, ) m (9.8) dt +a (6.0 M (9,8)di — LT D ooy

20 (t)?
7 (0,0) f (9,4)°
20 (t)°

dX;

= —q. (9,t) M (9,t)dt + W’W("‘Z’” d.X,
e2o (t)

where we denoted

_ @O fet 0
% (0.1) = 20 (t)° &%) f@,t)

The initial value is M (9, 7) = f (9, 7) m (9, 7).

To describe the asymptotic behavior of M (9, t) and M (1, t) we need some results from
21], which we recall here. The function v, (J,t) = e 'v(¢,t) is bounded and for any
to > 0 uniformly on t € [ty, T] converges to the function o (9,t) = b(9,t) o (t) f (9,1)""
([21], Lemma 2). It was shown that we can replace the function ¢. (9,¢) by the function

¢« (U,t) /e, where

o (t)’ o (1)

We rewrite the equation for M (¥, t) without changing notation
b(v,t) f (,1) b(v,1) f (0,1)
eo (t) eo (t)

1 1

g, (9,1) = % (9,1) f(9,1)* b(ﬁ,t)f(g,t).

M (8, 1) = — M (9,0)dt + 4,
_ —éq* (9, 8) [M (0, 8) — M (9o, )] dt + . (8, ) o (¢) dIW.

The equation for derivative is

. 1 . 1 1

- —éq* (9,t) M (9, 1) dt + éq* (0, 8) [M (Do, t) = M (9, )] dt + ¢« (9, 1) o () AW,

18



As the contribution of the initial value in M (9,1) is exponentially small to simplify the
exposition we will omit it below. We have

M (9,t) = %/ b (0, 5,1) 4, (V,5) [M (g,5) — M (0, 5)] ds

+ /t ¢ (9, 5,t) G (9,5) 0 (s)dW,, (30)

¢ (U, 8,t) = exp (—6_1/ g« (0,v) dv) )

The asymptotics of M (9, ¢) is described with the help of the Lemma 1 in [21].
Note that

where

N (G0, ) / 6. (80, 5, 1) (o, )0 (5) AT,

and the asymptotic of stochastic integral by the same Lemma is
t
/ O+ (0, 8, 1) (0, s)o (s) AWy

= VEVb(0, ) (1) f (0, 1) <b<3’g +;<§’?

Hence

T (000) — ST ﬂo,>(‘5<ﬁ°’”+f<”°’”) (140 (49))

= /b(Jo. ) (£)f (Vo t)

The first integral in (30) we write as follows

1/ ¢ (0, s,t) ¢ (9, 8) [M (99, s) — M (9, s)]ds

3

_ M /t 6 (0,5, 8) du (9, 5) V(D 5)ds

@907_/ 6 (9,5,1)d (9, 5) M(Do, 5)ds + (9 — 9)20 (1)

= Ve(Wo =) O (1) + (% — )" O (1).

19



where ‘5—190‘ < |9 = dy]-
We have

P190 ( sup }19;5 - 190} > V) < Pﬁo (}197,5 - 790’ > g)

to<t<T
1 ! M(Qém 8) .- v
+P su _ / 2 AW, > =
7 <t0<t£)T It (V) o (s) 3)
Vre, s (5775,3)

Oy — 0
+Pﬂ°<’1t0 0}/

Let us denote ¢y = infyee I°(¢#). Then
M -
/ T,E9 8) dWS
- o(s)

1 /M
Py, | sup -
to<t<T | IL(V;
9 T M, ., s)?
< ﬁquO/ <7”28)ds < (Ce.
vy o (s)

< Pﬁo sup
to<t<T
The last integral in (31) is a bounded in probability function and the corresponding proba-
bility tends to zero thanks to the consistency of the estimator ¢, .. Therefore the estimator
U is uniformly on t € [to, T] consistent.
Further

ds >

wl R
SN—
—
w
—_
~—

OOIT

L[ M)
L(0) Jr 220 (s)

(o= [ MWe?
L) o (o)

_ (197,5 — o) /t S(Vo, s) [f(ﬁo, s) n b(do, S)] £.ds(140 (51/3)) .

[M (09, 5) = M(V,,5)] ds

S(140 (%))

Ve 1L (do) o(s) |f(Po,s)  b(Do,s)

Recall that ([21], Lemma 4)

S(o,s) [f(005) bW,
- / : [ + ] ds = I (d). (32)

20



Therefore

(197—5 — 190) 1 t (’1975, S) 5
NG 19 Ty )2 [ (ﬁo,s)—M(ﬁT,E,s)] ds
JEES [00,5) 0009 2 g o g
[ I 190 o (5) [f(ﬂo,s)+b(190,s)] Geds (1+0(7)
2/3)
13) =
\/_ O N — 0. (33)

The convergence (32) is sufficient for the asymptotic normality of the stochastic integral

EM(0re,s) - EM(do,s) = 1
AW, = | —22dW, (14O (6Y3)) = N (0,1L(¥)) .
. Ve (s) | V(s (140 () (0.1:(%0))
Finally we obtained the asymptotic normality of One-step MLE-process: for any ¢ > 7
Ji. — o

T = ) ~ N (0L 00) ).

To prove the convergence of moments we slightly modify the calculations in (33) :

f‘(z?r,e, 3) + B(Q?ﬂea 3;] ds (1 +0 (51/3))

(197,5 - 790) ¢ S<1§T,€7 3) f.(,léT,f-?? 3) l.)(,léT,E? 3) 2 1 S 1/3
L)z / o (s) [f(éms> s {5 2} ds (140 (=)
= MO <1> + (197—,5 - 790) @ <1> :

NG

The terms e~ /2 (ﬁm — 190)2, O (1) and the integral containing 55275 — % have bounded all
polynomial moments (see (23) here and the estimate (29) in [21]). Therefore for any p > 1
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

0 p
<C. (34)

The presented here proof can be used for verification of the convergence of the vectors:
forany K =1,2,...and tp <t; < ... <tg <T

(77151,67 s 777151(76) = (77151 (190) v g (190)) .
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It is sufficient to study the convergence of the sum Zszl Ak, e The estimate
4 4 2
Eyo 16 = Niael” < Crlty — o + Ca [ty — 1o

with some constants C; > 0 and Cs > 0 can be verified following the same steps as it was
done in [20], Theorem 1.
Having these properties of 7, . we obtain the weak convergence of the random process
Ne,to <t < T to the random process 1, (g) , 1o <t < T.
O

Remark 2. Note that if infyce |S (9,7)| > 0, then the condition %, is fulfilled for any
to > T.

Remark 3. The proposed above construction of the One-step MLE o7 . and the One-step
MLE-process ¥;_, 7 < ¢ < T are not asymptotically efficient because the limit variance of
the MLE 4, is IZ (99) " and the limit variance of 0% is IF (09)"". Choosing sufficiently
small 7 the ratio

—
o~

(Vo)
(o)

> 1

—
i

can be made close to 1.
Another possibility is to consider the sequence of problems with 7 = 7. — 0 but slowly.
The main condition on the rate of convergence of a preliminary estimator o, . is

(Qgrg,e - 190) ?
NG

The MME 9., . satisfies to this condition

— 0.

(Dre —00)" 27 /o

Ve T etz T o — 0
Therefore, if we take 7 = 7. = £/!2, then
< 2
(797576 — 790) ~el/12 4

NG

and we have the asymptotic normality of the corresponding One-step estimator: for any
t>0

19:,5 — Y
NG

i (%) = dw (s) ~ N (0,I5(d) 7). (35)

/ ,1907
I 190 V28 (0, 5) o (s)
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8 Adaptive filtration

Consider the partially observed two-dimensional linear stochastic system (23), where
¥ is unknown parameter. The main problem is the estimation of the hidden component
Y; by observations X* = (X,,0 < s <t). We can not use the equations (24), (25) directly
because the true value of ¥ is unknown. It is quite natural to replace in (24), (25) by some
estimator ¥J. and the corresponding solution m (56,15) of (24) can be an approximation
of the conditional expectation m (1J,¢). The properties of the estimator 1J., which we
need for such approximation are: for each t it depends of the observations X, it can be
easily calculated and is asymptotically efficient. All these properties has One-step MLE-
process U;_, 7. < t < T and below we realize this construction and evaluate the error of
approximation.

Let us recall the notations: 7. =e'/'?, ¢,y = t; +&¥/3, N, = [e71/1],

. Nre,e=1 _ B 2
:/0 f(ﬁ,t)2b<"l9,t)2 dt, ‘i’rg,e = Z (Xti“—’—a Xti+; Xti+5+Xti) ’
i=0
3 — s ,1907
U, =0, ! (\I/T&E> , M (Vo) = Ty (99)~ / 25 (U050 ) dw (s),
_ t S(ﬁQ,S) (1) 4t % -V 3Tx,
e (Vo) = I (90) Naw,, gl =4/= AW, sz,
Mee (Vo) = I (Yo) /0 5(190,5)0(3)686 W, ) 5/0 e AW,
b(9,1) £ (9,1) b, 1) £ (9,1)
dM (9,t) zo (1) M (9,t)dt + T(t)dXt’ (36)
<WU&®=—M%;Z$ﬁNU&w&

eo (t)

5 1 [P M (D, .
Or. =0, + 1L (y.) 1/ ﬁ[dXS—M(ﬁTE,s) ds], m<t<T. (38)

For the calculation ¥}, we use twice the equation (36). The first time it is considered on
the interval [0, 7] and is rewritten like (26) to provide the initial value M (¥, ., 7.) for the
solution M (7., t) of (36) on the interval [, T], i.e.,

b(0r,t) f(0r,t b(9..,t) f(V

T7t
: )dXt, . <t<T
eo (t) eo (t)

dM (9,.,t) = — )M(ﬂTE, t)dt +

The similar procedure we have for the solution M (ﬁTE,t) of the equation (37). Having
these two processes the estimator 9}, can be easily calculated.
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The adaptive filtration for this model of observations is introduced by the equation for
m, as follows

b0 t) f (95t) b (V5. t)
dmt = — o (t) mtdt + T(t)dXt, Te S t S T (39)

with initial value m,. = m (1975, 7'5). Note that the calculation of m; does not require the
solution of Riccati equation.

Let us discuss the errors of approximations: Y; —m (¢,t) and Y; — 7. Recall that Y
is solution of the equation

dY;g:(l<’l90,t)Y;dt—|—b<190,t)d%, szyo, 0<t<T.
Introduce the set
A= (w 9. — | < 53) .

and the random variables fﬁ?, §,§?, which are asymptotically normal

1 1
= on(0g). =g ~n (o).
where ffl), 515(2), 0 <t < T are independent random variables. These random variables are
independent of the Gaussian process 7, (9y) ,0 <t < T too.
Introduce the condition
©1. The functions f (9,t) and b(9,t) are such that

inf | (,0)b(9,0) + f (9.0)b(9,0)| > 0.

Note that under this condition we have ¥, () > 0 and I7 (¢) > 0 for any 7 > 0.
Theorem 2. Let the conditions <, 6, €, be fulfilled, then,
1. If Yy is known then

Y, —m (9, 1) b(Vo,t) o (t) (.a 2 1/2
o\ ey (G -el)roE@),

t,e t,e
2. If 9¢ is unknown, then on the set A we have the representation

Y, =1 f (0o,1)
\/E _f<’l907t)

where q, > 0 and

b (Yo, t) o (1)
f (Do, 1)

e (Vo) Vi + (ft(,la) — t(25)) + O (e*)

2
By, (i (90) Vi) — By (90)” Bag V2 =Th (90) " By, V2
For any p, > 1 there exists a constant C, > 0 such that
Pgo (AC) < Cp gbx
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Proof. Suppose that ¥y is known and we are interested by the error Y; — m (dJy,t). Of
course, we have immediately: for any ¢ € (0, 7]

b(Vo,t) o (1)
f (Yo, 1)

Further, using equation (24) and asymptotics of ~y (¢,t), we can write the equation for

0 (t) =Y, —m (Vo)

Ej, (Y, —m (90,1))" = 7 (Yo,1) = e(l+o(e)).

7 (Yo, v (Yo, 1) f (Yo, 1)

)f(ﬁ(% )
dé (t) = a (Do, t) 6 (t) dt — dt + b (Yy,t) dV; — dw,
() = o 0,)5 () s war b v, - HEDER D,
= g (D0,t) 8 ()t + b (90, 1) dv; — L0 W) gy,
eo (t)
_ —%q* (0,4) 3 (£) dt + b (9o, £) AV, — b (9, ¢) AW,
where we omitted the term O (¢).
Hence for any ¢ > 0 we have the relation
b(Wo,t) 0 (1) (1) _ o
— = — 1 . 4
m 0 0) = [ =555 (@) - 62) vE(+ 0 (V2) (40)

The equation for my is

o b (Vi.t) f (9., )mthb(ﬁm, t) f (9o, 1)

Yidt + b (9, t) AW,

eo (t) eo (t)
Hence
d(Y} _ mt) _ a(ﬁo,t) Y}dt . b (19;6775) [f (i(:(t)) f (19:57 )} Y}dt A (19:57 )dVVt
b (Uit) f (Vi) )
w0 () (Y, — my) dt + b (Do, t) dV;.
Further
. C[PS(Wv) S (9o, 1) LS (W,v) S (Yo, t)
oo @0 = [ == g Tl (T - T
ts (ﬁ;s,v) — S (9, v)
+/S o (0) dv ~ ~ ~ ~
(-8 g0 t)+ [ (o) 0D “2 (;)5(1907 0o’ (0) g,

+ / t (2., — o) Sgég’z;)“)dv.
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We have elementary estimates

/t o gy S0 i) (@; (—0)52*(190, 0o (),

! S0y, v
/3(19* — dp) g(v))dv

v

§C<t_8)27

<C(t—s) sup }19275—190 :

s<v<t
Introduce the set
A = (w : sup }19;76 — 190} < 51/2—u*) ’
s<v<t

where v, > 0 will be chosen later. On the set A, we can write

t— t — 2 t —
0. (V7. 5,1) exp (—Sq(ﬁo,w) - 1‘ cot=s) o= 9) g

€ c -

We have the representation

/qb* (0%, 5,1) [ (0. 5)e 4 P9 I (Dier5) =/ (o, 5)]

Y.d
7 (s) 0

/gf)* (9%, 5,8) b (V% ., s) AW, +/gb (0%, 5,t) b (9, s) dVs.

Denote

b(¥,s) [f (¥, 5) — f (¥o,5)]
o (s) ’

b(0,s)[f (9, s)— f(Jo,s)] . infy s S (v, s)
o (s) ’ sup, o (s)

B (¥,90,8) = a(g,s)e+

B* (’19, 190, S) =

and fix some small § > 0. Then we can write the estimate

=6 t—46
é/ b0 (9%, 5,0) | B (9. 0o, s Ys\dsgéf B (97, 00, 5) y\dsexp<_%5).

Te

This allows us to write
/ ¢« (U%,5,t) B ( se Vo, 8 )Yds— / R ﬁ*,s,t)B(ﬁjE,ﬁo,s)dsYt

/gb (0%, 5,1) B (36,00,3)[}§—Y2]ds+0(6_§_§>.

26



On the set A, for the first integral in the RHS according to (41) we have

:é/ 6. (9%, 5,8) B (9, 00,5) ds

t

/”eXp( t—sq* (o, )) <1+O<f) +O(E%iy*)) (9%, 0o, 5) ds

_ 2
/ exp ( ! SQ* (1907 )) (19;(57’1907 8) ds + O <5_> + 0O ( 15 ) :
=6 g €§+V*
Further

t
1/ exp <— (190,15)) (19’;5,190,5) ds
€ Ji—s

1 [t t—
= —/ exp <— 5 (190,t)) B(ﬁo,’l?o,S) dS
6 t75 E

1 [t t— s
1 [ oo (<0 000) (02— 00) B D)
t—98

Oq

ml»— ml»—~

9
= DL DT g 00) VE+ 0(6) = T e (00) VE+O(6).

Recall that B(dy, Yy, s) = 0. The second integral is estimated as follows

1 t
- ¢« (U%,5,t) B (19*

S,e9
€ Ji-s

Iy, s) Yy — Vi) ds

1 t o t
:g/ . (_t s (ﬁo,t)) (19’;5,190,5)/ b (0o, 7) AV, ds + O (6)
t—4 s

e (2 o bian B
_&\/t_(s p< ¢ (Yo, )) (%, 70,5) b (D0, 1) 7 dsv3 + 0 (6)

:0(\/5)+0(5).

Here we used the relations B (9, 9o, s) = (9%, — o) B (9,3, s) = B (9,90, 8) Ms.c (Vo) Ve

For the stochastic integral the similar relations are

/ O (925,100 (970, 5) AW, = O (%)
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/ b, (0, 5,1)b (97, 5) AWV,
:/”exp< t;”“ (00,t)) (1+O(i_2) ( )) V5.8
:/t;exp (_t_s (ﬁo,t))b(ﬁo, 5)dW, +0(?) 0<5V*) +0 ()

P o (5) 0(2) o

For the second stochastic integral we have the similar presentation

/(;5* (9%, s, 1) b (5., s) dV,

b(ﬁo,t)a(t) <5 ) <5) -
— +0 +0 +0 (7).
Py o Vo) o) +o ™)
Finally, if we set 6 = es and v, = é then on the set A. = A we obtain the representation
Y, —iiu [ (o, 1) b(Wo.t) o (t) (. _ 1) :
= (Vo) Yy _ - O et).
\/g f (190’ t) T, ( 0) t T f (190’ t) (gt,s gt,s) + (8 )

Let us estimate the probability Py, (A°). Denote

¢, = inf I ()
YeO ¢
We have

P su w>€*ﬁ <P # su SMW >5_%
Yo t—éﬁls)ﬁt \/E - = Lo 12—25 (197'5) t—6§£)§t . \/ECT (T‘) r| 2 B

e - N (D) MG -
_|_P190 (M sup LS_E (197'5)_/ (197.5,7“) (ﬁrar d’f" > )

VE T (9,) t—s<s<t o (r)?
To estimate the first probability we use BGD inequality [2]: for any p > 0

b 1 s M(@TE, )dW g1z
——— su
o -0 (4,.) t75§1ts)§t ~ Veo(r) 2
s M (1%, r) -

1
c1€ 12
r| 2 5 )

£t <C £t (42)

. Vo ()

< Pﬁo sSup
t—0<s<t
2

B p
/t M (0,,7) "
2

< CE
- 7 . eo(r)
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Using the relations (33) and the estimate (21) in [21] we obtain the estimate for the second

probability
] IR oo 2
ISE (,197_5) / M (,ﬁT57T) j<ﬁrur>dr‘ > 62 )

WTE _ ’ sup
Ve It 5( )t 5<s<t

o (r)?

} ’ . /S M (’5‘7577’) M(9,,r) cle” T
<P I (d,.) - d ’ >
Yo ( \/E t %I;Eq (9= sa( ) =72
}197'5,5 - ,190’ s M 1907 1907 015_%
<o (el - [0 ol

(i R

‘1975 c1e” 1z
SP%( t?$l<1£)<t/QQ90’ ( __)d)>
where
) 2
5(190,7“) f(’l?o,?“) b(ﬁo,?")
Qo) == [f(ﬁo,r) " b(ﬁo,r)]
We have
s [ ewn ()
_tigls)<t/ Q (Fo.) ( m__) @ (§ _%) dr‘

oo vl o

Remind that § = 8, = 5. This relations together with (23), (42) and the estimate (21) i
[21] allow us to write for any p, > 0

¥ —
Py, | sup M > 71 | < O
t—6<s<t \/E

O
Remark 4. The expression for Ey,Y;? can be immediately obtained from the representation

t t t
Y, = yoexp </ a (Yo, v) dv) +/ exp </ a (¥, v) dv) b (9, s) dV,.
0 0 s
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Remark 5. We have the weak convergences

Y; —m (Yo, t) b(Wo, ) o (t) (.20 )
o s @) (43)
and
Y, — 1y f(0,1) . b (o, t) o (1) 2 1
NG :>f(190,t) (Vo) Vi + 0D <§§>_§t<>)_ (44)

Recall that the Gaussian process 7;(),0 < t < T and Gaussian r.v.’s §t(1), 515(2)7 0<t<T
are independent.
The variances of the limit laws are

b (o, 1) o (1)

700 = )

in the first case and

b(1907t)0-(t) f(1907t)2 E190Y;52 o

f(ﬁo,t)Q EﬁOY?
F0ot) Ot ) (Yo, 1) +

* 1907 = 2
s (Fo.) 7 (G, 17 Ty (o)

in the second case.

It is interesting to note that if f (¥,t) = f(¢) and the function b(J,¢) depends on
unknown parameter ¥ then the limit representation and the limit variance in both cases
coincide. This means that the unobserved component Y; is approximated by m; with the
same asymptotic precision as if the value ¥ is known.

For the integral linear and quadratic functionals we have the following limits : for any
to >0

Ty, —m (Y, t
/ A m(o’)dt—>0,
to \/E

[ () s [0 T

and

T A T ¢
Y, —my f (Yo, t) .
dt — 99) Yidt,
/t‘0 \/E " f('ﬁo,t> 77t( 0) t

NAGEIAY T (00t)?
/to < NG ) dt:>/to [m 77,:(190)2%2+7*(190,t)] dt.

The proofs follow from Lemma 4 in [21].
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Remark 6. Consider the question of asymptotic optimality of the estimation of the condi-
tional expectation m (9, ). Remind that m (¢, ) itself is mean squared optimal estimator
of Y;.

Let us denote

f(ﬁ()at)QE ~ 19 Y 2 _ f(ﬁ07t)2 Eﬂo}/?
T,y e Y = T )

We have the lower minimax bound: for any ¢ € (0,7 and any ¥y € ©

D (9y,1)° =

limlim sup e 'Ey|m(t) —m@,t)]> > D (1), (45)

V= 60 |9—00|<v

where m (t) is an arbitrary estimator of m (¥,t). We follow the proof of Theorem 1.9.1 in
[12]. We have elementary estimates

Jo+v
sup Byl (1) —m (9,0) > / By [ (£) — m (9, D] p () v
‘19 790‘<I/ Yo—v

Yo+v
> / By |1 () — m (9, 8) % p (9) d.

Yo—v
Here we introduced a continuous positive density p (9),9 € (Jg — 6,99 + 9) and m (t) is
Bayesian estimator, which corresponds to this density p (-) and quadratic loss function,
ie.,

Potv PO (9,8) p (9) L (9, Xt) dY
o= [ m@p (o) = e t-
v Y p () L (9, X") dY

Below we change the variables ¥ = ¥y + y/eu and denote

L (¥ + Veu, X B 12 12
Zyo(u) = L (0, X7) , U, = (—VE ,VE )

We can write

I (0,6 p () L (0, XY A0 [ m (0,6)p (9) Fohdd
W)L, XA [ p () 2R
= / m (Vo + Veu, t) p (Yo + Veu) Zy - (u) du (/ p (Yo + Veu) Zye () du) -
fU up (99) Zy (u) du
=m (Yo, t) + Ve (9, t) fU (U0) Zox () du (14+0(1))
. B f (Yo, t)m ng uZy . (u) du .
(1907t) \/Ef (190’ t) (1907 t) f{UE Zt,e (u) du (1 + (1)) 5
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where we used the expansion

m (Vo + veu, t) =m (Yo, t) + wir (9o, t) Ve (1 +0(1))

= m (Yo, t) —u%m(ﬁo,t) Ve(l+o(1)).
Therefore
) -m@ot) _ f0t) o uZe e
\/E - f(ﬁo,t) (1907t) fU Zt,s (u> du (1_'_ (1))
B _f (Yo, t) ng uZy . (u) du ,
 f(00,1) Y fU Zie (u)du L+o(1))

In the work [21], Theorem 1 it was shown that Bayes estimators constructed by obser-
vations X7 are asymptotically normal

V. — g - fIUE uZr,. (u) du
Ve Jo. Zre (u) du

and all polynomial moments converge.
Hence

(1+0(1)) = 7z (Vo)

RO, S, g

and we have the convergence (¢ — 0)

Yot i (t) —m (9, 1)) A RS 2
/9 ! ! par — [ f(ﬁjt)QEﬁ(m () Y,) p (#) 9

_ / Y D @.4)2p (0) do.

0o—V

Therefore we obtained the relation

YJo+v
lim sup e 'Eg|m(t)—m©,t)° > / D (9,t)*p (9) dv.
9

e—0 [9—Do|<v 0—v

The function D (9,t)? is continuous on ¥ and we have the limit

Yo+v
lim D (9,t)*p(09)dd = D (9, 1) .

v—0 Yo—v

The bound (45) is proved.
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From relations (43),(44) we obtain

e mot) SO gy, (16)

N T O

Therefore the variance of the limit law is D (1, t)z. It can be shown that the convergence
(46) is uniform on compacts K C © and we have

limlim sup e 'Ey|m, —m (0,8)]> = D (9, 1)°,

v—=02=0 19y, <p
i.e., m; is asymptotically efficient (minimax) estimator of m (¥, t).
Example 3. Consider the model of observations of Example 2
dX; = f(t)Yydt + eo (t) AW, Xo =0, 0<t<T,
dY; = a (t) Ydt + /b (£) + 99 (DdV;, Yo =0

where the functions f(-),0(:),a(:),h(-),g(-) have continuous derivatives on ¢ and are
strictly positive and 0 € (cr, B), where o > 0. It is easy to see that the conditions
A, B, 61,6 in this case are fulfilled.

The preliminary estimator is:

Do = (o= [Trerna) ([T rero0 ) R (47

where 7. = /12, Fisher information

f(s)g(s)*

0 /T 8[h(s) + g ()]0 (S)ds'

The random process M (V.. .,t) is solution of the equation

v £ [h )+, .9 (1)]

dM(ﬁrs,aa t) = o (t) [dXt - M(Qérs,aa t)dt} (48)

on the interval [r., T].
For the derivative we have the following equation
1/2

AM (D, ., 1) = AL (t);g;f’ag (®)] M, ., t)dt

" LW 14X, — M@, 0] (49)
20 (1) [1 (1) + Ur. g ()]
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The initial values are defined by the relation like (26). The One-step MLE-process has the
same form

1 M, ., 5)
I (Une) Jr eo(s)?

O =0, .+ [dXs — MV, ., s)ds], m<t<T. (50)

The adaptive filtre is

£ [h () + 059 ()]
eo (t)

dmt = [dXt — mtdt] y Te < t S T. (51)

For the initial value m,_ we write
s, = Yo (Vre, ) + ¢ (Vre, 7) (XTH (Ve 7) — / X H' (Urc,5) ds) . (52)
0

Here

¢ (09,s) =exp (—/Osqa(ﬁ,v)dv), g (9,t) = —a(ﬁ,t)+7<
—1 7(197 S)f(ﬁv 8).

H(W,s) =¢(V,s) =, (5)2

Recall that m; is asymptotically efficient estimator of the random process m (g, t).

9 Discussion

Note that the case of multidimensional parameter ¥ can be considered following the same
steps as it was done in this work.

The proposed algorithm of adaptive filtration, is numerically essentially simpler, than
the algorithm based on the substitution of the MLE 19,5,,90 < t < T because the calculation
of 0,4 for each t requires solutions of many equations (24)-(25), which has to be used
for solution of the maximum likelihood equations. The solution of Riccati equation is
needed for the calculation of the initial values only and for one value of ¥ = 19775. Another
advantage is the recursive structure of all equations. Of course, One-step MLE-process can
be presented in a recursive form too.
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