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Sur la stabilité et ’approximation de flots de distribution de
processus de branchements, avec applications au filtrage non
linéaire multicibles

Résumé : Nous analysons les propriétés de stabilité exponentielle d’une classe d’équations
a valeurs mesures que ’on rencontre dans des problemes de filtrage non-linéaire multicibles.
Nous démontrons ensuite les propriétés de convergence uniforme, par rapport a ’horizon
temporel considéré, d’une famille assez générale d’algorithmes de filtrage multicibles. Cette
analyse s’applique notamment aux méthodes de type Monte Carlo séquentielles et aux algo-
rithmes particulaires fondés sur I’évolution de systemes de particules en interaction de type
champ moyen. Nous illustrons ces résultats dans le cadre des filtres de Bernoulli et les filtres
PHD (Probability Hypothesis Density). Ces résultats semblent étre les premiers de ce type
pour ces classes de modeles de filtrage stochastique multicibles.

Mots-clés : Processus a valeurs mesures, filtrage non-linéaire multicibles, filtre de Bernoulli,
filtre PHD (Probability hypothesis density), filtres particulaires, systémes de particules en
interaction, techniques de champ moyen, propriétés de concentration exponentielle, inégalités
de contraction fonctionnelles.
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1 Introduction

Let (Ey)n>0 be a sequence of measurable spaces equipped with the o-fields (&,,),>0, and for
each with n > 0, denote M(E,,), M (E,) and P(E,) the set of all finite signed measures,
the subset of positive measures and the subset of probability measures, respectively, over the
space E,,. The aim of this work is to present a stochastic interacting particle interpretation
for numerical solutions of the general measure-valued dynamical systems v, € M4 (E,)
defined by the following non-linear equation

Vn(dxn) = (Vn—lQn,'ynfl) (dxn) = /E‘ 'Yn—l(dxn—l)Qn,'ynfl(xn—ladxn) (11)

with initial measure vg € M4 (Ep), and positive and bounded integral operators @, ,, from
E,_; into E,, indexed by the time parameter n > 1 and the set of measures v € M4 (E,).

This class of measure-valued equations arises in a natural way in the analysis of the first
moments evolution of nonlinear branching processes, as well as in signal processing and more
particularly in multiple targets tracking models. A pair of filtering models is discussed in
some details in section [[LT.Jl and in section In the context of multiple targets tracking
problems these measure-valued equations represents the first-order statistical moments of
the conditional distributions of the target occupation measures given observation random
measures obscured by clutter, detection uncertainty and data association uncertainty.

As in most of the filtering problems encountered in practice, the initial distribution of
the targets is usually unknown. It is therefore essential to check wether or not the filtering
equation ”forgets” any erroneous initial distribution. For a thorough discussion on the
stability properties of traditional nonlinear filtering problems with a detailed overview of
theoretical developments on this subject, we refer to the book [5] and to the more recent
article by M. L. Kleptsyna and A. Y. Veretennikov [12]. Besides the fact that significant
progress has been made in the recent years in the rigorous derivation of multiple target
tracking nonlinear equations (see for instance [4, 14, 24, [19]), up to our knowledge the
stability and the robustness properties of these measure-valued models have never been
addressed so far in the literature on the subject. One aim of this paper is to study one such
important property: the exponential stability properties of multiple target filtering models.
We present an original and general perturbation type technique combining the continuity
property and the stability analysis of nonlinear semigroups of the form (LI). A more
thorough presentation of these results is provided in section dedicated to the statement
of the main results of the present article. The detailed presentation of this perturbation
technique can be found in section [Bl

On the other hand, while the integral equation (LII) appears to be simple at first glance,
numerical solutions are computationally intensive, often requiring integrations in high di-
mensional spaces. One natural way to solve the non-linear integral equation (L) is to use
find a judicious probabilistic interpretation of the normalized distributions flow given below

Nn(dzn) = yn(drn)/n(1)

To describe with some conciseness these stochastic models, it is important to observe that
the pair process (7,(1),7,) € (R4 x P(E,,)) satisfies an evolution equation of the following
form

(%(1)’%) = Fn(’ynfl(l)a"?nfl) (1.2)

RR n® 7376



Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 5

Let the mappings I'} : R, x P(E,) — R, and I'2 : R, x P(E,) — P(E,), denote the first
and the second components of I'), respectively. By construction, we notice that the total
mass process can be computed using the recursive formula

Yot1(1) = 'Vn(Gn,'yn) = nn(Gn,vn) Yn(1) with Gn,vn = Qn+1m{n(1) (1.3)

Suppose that we are given an approximation (v2' (1),n2") of the pair (v,,(1),7,) at some
time horizon n, where N stands for some precision parameter; that is (%JLV (1), nN ) converges
(in some sense) to (,(1),7m,), as N — oco. Then, the N-approximation of the measure -, is
given by v = v~ (1) x n¥. The central idea behind any approximation model is to ensure
that the total mass process at time (n + 1) defined by

’Yév-i—l(l) = nrsz(Gn,'yT]LV) ’Yév(l) (1'4)

can be ”easily” computed in terms of the N-approximation measures ’y,]f . Assuming that the
initial mass y9(1) = 7{¥(1) is known, the next step is to find some strategy to approximate

the quantities T2 ; (v (1), 7)) by some N-approximation measures 7l ;, and to set 7, ; =

N 1 N
7n+1( ) X Mp+1-
The local fluctuations of 72 around the measures I'2(v2 ;(1),nY ;) is defined in terms
of a collection of random fields W, :

1
WY = VN [ —T2( 1), n0 )] = nh =12 ()1 (1), 75" ) + = wh o (1.5)

Vi

which satisfies for any » > 1 and any test function f with uniform norm ||f|| <1,
1
E(WN() | FX) =0 and E(WN(N]" | FL) <a (1.6)

where FY | = (771],\[ ,0<p< n) is the o-field generated by the random measures 771],\[ ,0<
p < n, while b and a, are universal constants whose values do not depend on the precision
parameter N. The stochastic analysis of the resulting particle approximation model relies
on the analysis of the propagation of the local sampling errors defined in (IL5]). The main
objective is to control, at any time horizon n, the fluctuations of the random measures
(vN . nN) around their limiting values (v,,7,) defined by the following random fields:

VN =VN (VY —qn]  with VPN = VN [0 — ] . (1.7)

The construction of the N-approximation measures 7Y is far from being unique. In the
present article, we devise three different classes of stochastic particle approximation models.
These stochastic algorithms are discussed in section [l The first one is a mean field particle
interpretation of the flow of probability measures 7,,, and it is presented in section Bl The
second model is an interacting particle association model while the third one is a combination
of these two approximation algorithms. These pair of approximation models are respectively
discussed in section and in section 43l In the context of multi-target tracking models,
the first two approximation models are closely related to the the sequential Monte Carlo
technique presented in the series of articles [20] 21, 25] 26, 27, 28], and respectively, the
Gaussian mixture Probability Hypothesis Density filter discussed in the article by B.-N. Vo,
and W.-K. Ma [22], 23], and the the Rao-Blackwellized Particle multi-target filters presented
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Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 6

by S. Sarkka, A. Vehtari, and J. Lampinen in [17) 18]. These modern stochastic algorithms
are rather simple to implement and computationally tractable, and they exhibit excellent
performance.

Nevertheless, despite advances in recent years [3, 11 2], these Monte Carlo particle
type multi-target filters remain poorly understood theoretically. One aim of this article is
to present a novel class of stochastic algorithms with a refined analysis including uniform
convergence results w.r.t. the time parameter. We also illustrate these results in the context
of multi-target tracking models, yielding what seems to be the first uniform results of this
type in this subject.

The rest of the article is organized as follows: In section [ we illustrate the ab-
stract measure-valued equations (ILI]) with two recent multi-target filters models, namely
the Bernoulli filter and the Probability Hypothesis Density filter (abbreviate PHD filter).
Section is devoted to the statement of our main results. In section 2] we describe the
semigroups and the continuity properties of the nonlinear equation [T We show that this
semigroup analysis can be applied to analyse the convergence of the Bernoulli and the PHD
approximation filters. Section Blis devoted to the stability properties of nonlinear measure-
valued processes of the form (L[2)). We present a perturbation technique and a series of
functional contraction inequalities. In the next three sections, we illustrate these results in
the context of Feynman-Kac models, as well as Bernoulli and PHD models. Section dlis con-
cerned with the detailed presentation and the convergence analysis of three different classes
of particle type approximation models, including mean field type particle approximations
and particle association stochastic algorithms. Finally, the appendix of the article contains
most of technical proofs in the text.

1.1 Measure-valued systems in Multi-target tracking

The measure-valued process given by (L)) is a generalisation of Feynman-Kac measures.
Its continuous time version naturally arise in the modeling and analysis of the first moments
of spatial branching process [5 [§].

Our major motivation for studying this class of measure-valued system stems from ad-
vanced signal processing, more specifically, multiple target tracking. Driven primarily in
the early 1970’s by aerospace applications such as radar, sonar, guidance, navigation, and
air traffic control, today multi-target filtering has found applications in many diverse disci-
plines, see for example the texts [1], [2] [15] and references therein. These nonlinear filtering
problems deal with jointly estimating the number and states of several interacting targets
given a sequence of partial observations corrupted by noise, false measurements as well as
miss-detection. This rapidly developing subject is, arguably, one of the most interesting con-
tact points between the theory of spatial branching processes, mean field particle systems
and advanced signal processing.

The first connections between stochastic branching processes and multi-target tracking
seem to go back to the article by S. Mori, et. al. [I6] published in 1986. However it was
Mabhler’s systematic treatment of multi-sensor multi-target filtering using random finite sets
theory [10} 9] 13, 14] that lead to the development novel multi-target filters and sparked
world wide interests. To motivate the article, we briefly outline two recent multi-target
filters that do not fit the standard Feynman-Kacs framework, but fall under the umbrella
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Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 7

of the measure-valued equation (LII). The first is the Bernoulli filter for joint detection and
tracking of a single target while the second is the Probability Hypothesis Density filter.

1.1.1 Bernoulli filtering

A basic problem in target tracking is that the target of interest may not always be present
and exact knowledge of target existence/presence cannot be determined from observations
due to clutter and detection uncertainty [I5]. The Bernoulli filter is a generalisation of
the standard Bayes filter, which accommodates presence and absence of the target [24]. In
a Bernoulli model, the birth of the target at time n + 1 is modelled by a measure p,+1
on E,;1. The target enters the scene with a probability p,4+1(1) < 1 and its state is
distributed according to the normalised measure fi,,11/pn+1(1). At time n, a target X,, has
a probability s, (X,,) of surviving to the next time and evolve to a new state according to a
given elementary Markov transition M,,;1 from E,, into E, 1. At time n+1, the target (if it
exists) generates with probability d,4+1(X,+1) an observation Y;,11 on some auxiliary state
space, say E}; 1 with likelihood function ln+1(Xn+1,y). This so-called Bernoulli observation
point process is superimposed with an additional and independent Poisson point process with
intensity function h,, > 0 to form the occupation (or counting) measure observation process

Vny1 = 21§i§N2;+1 5Y£+1'

In its original form, the Bernoulli filter jointly propagates the probability existence of the
target and the distribution of the target state [24]. Combining the probability of existence
and the state distribution into a single measure, it can be shown that the Bernoulli filter
satisfies the integral equation (LIJ), with the probability of existence of the target given by
the mass 7,(1) and the distribution of the target state given by the normalised measure

M = Yn/Yn(1). The integral operator for the Bernoulli filter takes the following form

$n(2n) gn(Tn) Mpi1(Tn, dzpi1) + (1 ()7 = 1) ppg1 (dzn)

Qnt1,4, (Tn, dzy = 1.8
where g, is a likelihood function given by
gn(zn) = (1 —dn(zn)) + dn(20)Vn (ln(Tn, )/ hn) (1.9)

1.1.2 PHD filtering

A more challenging problem arises when the number of targets varies randomly in time,
obscured by clutter, detection uncertainty and data association uncertainty. Suppose that
at a given time n there are N;X targets (Xriz)lgig nx each taking values in some measurable
state space E,. A target X!, at time n, survives to the next time step with probability
5, (X?2) and evolves to a new state according to a given elementary Markov transition M/ 11
from E, into E,y;. In addition X} can spawn new targets at the next time, usually
modelled by a spatial Poisson process with intensity measure B, 1(X%,-) on E, 1. At the
same time, an independent collection of new targets is added to the current configuration.
This additional and spontaneous branching process is often modeled by a spatial Poisson
process with a prescribed intensity measure p, 411 on E,.;. Each target X! 11 generates
with probability dy,+1(X} 4+1) an observation Y 1 on some auxiliary state space, say E}f 11

with probability density function g, 1(X? +1>¥). In addition to this partial observation

n
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Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 8

point process we also observe an additional and independent Poisson point process with
intensity function h,,. Multi-target tracking concerns the estimation of the random measures
X1 = Zlgz‘ngf dx:, given the observation occupation measures ), = ZlﬁiSNg/ 6ypi.
The multi-target tracking problem is computationally intractable in general and the
Probability Hypothesis Density PHD (filter), is an approximation that propagates the first-
order statistical moment, or intensity, of the multi-target state forward in time [14]. The
PHD filter satisfies the integral equation (III), with the integral operator given below

Qn-l—l,'yn (xna dxn—l—l) = 9n,yn (xn)Mn—i—l(xrw dwn-‘,—l) + 'Yn(l)il :u'n-l—l(dxn—l—l) (110)
where M, is a Markov kernel defined by

Sn (xn)Mr/LJrl(xna dni1) + Bny1(Tn, drng)

M1 (zp, depyq) = (1.11)

with the branching rate by (xy) = By41(1)(2y). The likelihood function gy -, is given by

Inm = Tn X Gn~n  With 1y = (s, + bn) (1.12)
and
—~ n(xnayn)
o () = (1 — dn(2n)) + dn(2n / o (d J 1.13
Gnan(@n) i= (L= dn(@n)) + du(on) [ Inldy) 3 s"2mG sy (119)

Since its inception by Mahler [I4] in 2003, the PHD filter has attracted substantial interest
to date. The development of numerical solutions for the PHD filter [21], [23] have opened
the door to numerous novel extensions and applications. More details on the derivation of
the PHD filter using random finite sets, Poisson techniques or random measures theoretic
approaches can be found in the series of articles [4, [14] [19].

1.2 Statement of the main results

To describe with some conciseness the main result of this article, we need to introduce some
notation. We let Oscy (E),), be the set of &,-measurable functions f on F,, with oscillations
osc(f) = sup, . |f(x) — f(2')] < 1. We denote by u(f) = [ w(dz) f(z) the Lebesgue
integral of f w.r.t. some measure u € M(E,), and we let ||; — v||ty be the total variation
distance between two probability measures v and p on F,,.

We assume that the following pair of regularity conditions are satisfied.

(Hy) : There exists a series of compact sets I, C (0,00) such that the initial mass value
(1) € Ip, and for any m € I, n € P(E,), we have

0 n(m) <0 (Gnmy) < 04 n(m) for some pair of positive functions 6 /_ ,.
The main implication of condition (H;) comes from the fact that the total mass processes
¥n(1) and their N-approximation models 7Y (1) are finite and they evolves at every time n

in a series of compact sets
In C [m;’m:] - (O’OO)

RR n® 7376



Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 9

with the sequence of parameters m,’ /~ defined by the recursive equations m, | = m, 0_ ,,(m;,)
and m;, | = m} 6 ,(m;), with the initial conditions mg; = mg = o(1).

(Hs) : For anyn > 1, f € Osci(Ey,), and any (m,n),(m’,n') € (I, x P(E,)), the one
step mappings I'y, = (I‘}L, I’%) defined in (I.2) satisfy the following Lipschitz type inequalities:

U5, (m,n) =T (m', )| < c(n) [m—m/| +/ = 01(P)| Ty, (d)  (1.14)
T2 (m,m) =T (/)] (H)] < eln) Im—m/| +/ = 11)| T sy (£ dep) (1.15)

for some finite constants c(n) < 0o, and some collection of bounded measures !

(/a7 and
2 (m n’)(f’ .) on B(E,,) such that

[ oscle) T (@) <5(21) and [ osele) B, (Frde) <6 (532)

for some finite constant § (Ef@) < 00, 1 = 1,2, whose values do dot depend on the parameters
(m,n) € (I, x P(Ey,) and f € Osci(Ey).

Condition (H3) is a rather basic and weak continuity type property. It states that the one
step transformations of the flow of measures (IL2]) are weakly Lipschitz, in the sense that the
mass variations and the integral differences w.r.t. some test function f can be controlled by
the different initial masses and measures w.r.t. a collection of integrals of a possibly infinite
number of test functions. It is satisfied for a large class of one step transformations I',,. In
section 2.3 we will verify that it is satisfied for the general class of Bernoulli and the PHD
filters discussed in section [[L.T.J] and section

We are now in position to state the main results of this article. The first one is concerned
with the exponential stability properties of the semigroup I'y, ,, = (lea,m Fz%,n)’ with0 <p<n
associated with the one step transformations of the flow (IL2]). A more precise description
and the complete proof of the next theorem is provided in section Bl

Theorem 1.1 We let <I>11,7n7y and <I>12,7n7m be the semigroups associated with the one step
transformations of the flow of total masses @}Wn_l :=TL(.,v,_1) and measures q)%z,mn_l =
I'2 (mp_1,.), with a fized collection of measures v := (Vp)n>0 € [1,50 P(En) and masses
m = (Mp)n>0 € [,,50In- When these semigroups are exponentially stable (in the sense
that they forget exponentially fast their initial conditions) and when the pair of mappings
Up—1 — @,117%_1 and Myp_1 — @%,mn are sufficiently reqular then we have the following

contraction inequalities

—1

T (') = Ty ()| VTS () = Tp ()|, < e A7)

for any p <n, u,u’ € I,, n,n € P(E,), and some finite constants ¢ < co and A > 0 whose
values do not depend on the time parameters p < n.

The second theorem is concerned with estimating the approximation error associated
with a N-approximation model satisfying condition (LLG). The first part of the theorem is
proved in section The proof of the uniform estimates is discussed in section B1] (see for
instance lemma [3.4)).

RR n® 7376



Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 10

Theorem 1.2 Under the assumptions (Hy) and (Hz), the semigroup Iy, ,, satisfies the same
Lipschitz type inequalities as those stated in (I.13) and (II3) for some collection of mea-
sures Ezlw and E?),n(f, .) on B(Ep). In addition, for any N -approximation model satisfying
condition (1.0) we have the estimates:

E (\v,yvNa)V)* <a, > 5(sh,) and E (\v;'vN(f)W)* <a, > 6(2,)  (L16)
p=0 p=0

for any r > 1, and N > 1, with some constants a, < oo whose values only depend on r.
Furthermore, under the regularity conditions of theorem [I1l the couple of estimates stated
above are uniform w.r.t. the time horizon; that is, we have that sup,,> ZZ:O ) (Eli,,n) < 00,
for anyi=1,2.

These rather abstract theorems apply to a general class of discrete generation measure-
valued equations of the form (II). We illustrate the application of this pair of theorems
in the analysis of the stability properties and the approximation convergence of the pair of
multiple target filters presented in this introductory section. These results can basically be
stated as follows:

e The Bernoulli filter presented in section [L.I.I] with a sufficiently mixing prediction and
almost equal survival and spontaneous births rates s, ~ u,(1) is exponentially stable.

e The PHD filter presented in section [[L.T.2] is exponentially stable for small clutter
intensities and sufficiently high detection probability and spontaneous birth rates.

e In both situations, the estimation error of any N-approximation model satisfying con-
dition (I.6]) does not accumulate over time. Furthermore, the uniform rates of conver-
gence provided in theorem allows to design stochastic algorithms with prescribed
performance index at any time horizon.

We end this section with some direct consequences of theorem
Firstly, we observe that the mean error estimates stated in the above theorem clearly
implies the almost sure convergence results

. N : N
lim 7, (f) =na(f) and  lim 5, (f) = 7a(f)
N—o00 N—oo

for any bounded function f on E,. Furthermore, with some information on the constants
ar,, these IL,.-mean error bounds can be turned to exponential concentration inequalities. To
be more precise, by lemma 7.3.3 in [5], the collection of constants a, in theorem [[.2] can be
chosen so that

ajl <V (2r)!1277/rl and  adl i) <OFTH(2r + 1)1 277 /rl (1.17)
for some b < 0o, whose values do not depend on r. Using the above L.-mean error bounds
we can establish the following non asymptotic Gaussian tail estimates:

62 n
P(![mﬁv — ) (f)] > \% +e> < exp (—%) with b, <b > 6(2))

p=0
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Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 11

The above result is a direct consequence of the following observation
Vr>1 EU")T <a b=PU >b+e) < exp (—€2/(2b))

for any non negative random variable U. To check this claim, we use the following Laplace
estimate
(bt)?

2
YVt >0 E(etU) < exp(@—kbt):>P(U2b+e)gexp<—sup<et—T>>
t>0

It is worth noting that the above constructions allows us to consider with further work
branching particle models in path spaces. These path space models arise in the analysis of
the historical process associated with a branching models as well as the analysis of a filtering
problem of the whole signal path given a series of observations. For instance, let us suppose
that the Markov transitions M,, defined in (I.I0] are the elementary transition of a Markov
chain of the following form

Xo = (X)) epen €Eni= 1] E

0<p<n

In other words X, represents the paths from the origin up to the current time of an auxiliary
Markov chain X/, taking values in some measurable state spaces E/,, with Markov transitions
M] . We assume that the potential functions g, ,, only depend on the terminal state of the
path, in the sense that g, ., (Xn) = g;, -, (X},), for some potential function g, , on Ej,. In
multiple target tracking problems, these path space models provide a way to estimate the
conditional intensity of the path of a given target in a multi-target environment related to
some likelihood function that only depends on the terminal state of the signal path.

In practice, it is essential to observe that the mean field particle interpretations of these
path space models simply consist of keeping track of the whole history of each particle. It
can be shown that the resulting particle model can be interpreted as the genealogical tree
model associated with a genetic type model (see for instance [5]). In this situation, n2 is
the occupation measure of a random genealogical tree, each particle represents the ancestral
lines of the current individuals.

We end this section with some standard notation used in the paper:

We denote respectively by M(FE), P(E), and B(E), the set of all finite positive measures
w1 on some measurable space (E, &), the convex subset of all probability measures, and
the Banach space of all bounded and measurable functions f equipped with the uniform
norm ||f|. We denote by f~ and f* the infimum and the supremum of a function f.
For measurable subsets A € &, in various instances we slightly abuse notation and we
denote u(A) instead of u(14); and we set d, the Dirac measure at a € E. We recall that a
bounded and positive integral operator @ from a measurable space (E1, &) into an auxiliary
measurable space (Eq,&2) is an operator f +— Q(f) from B(FEs) into B(E;) such that the
functions

z= Q(f)(@):= [ Qz,dy)f(y)

Es

are & -measurable and bounded for some measures Q(z,.) € M(E3). These operators also
generate a dual operator p — p@ from M(E;) into M(E3) defined by (uQ)(f) := uw(Q(f)).
A Markov kernel is a positive and bounded integral operator M with M (1) = 1. We denote
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Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 12

by Qpn = Qpt1@p+2 ... Qn, with p < n the semigroup associated with a given sequence of
bounded and positive integral operator @),, from some measurable spaces (F,_1,&,—1) into
(En,&p). For p=n, we use the convention @, , = Id, the identity operator.

We associate with a bounded positive potential function G : x € E — G(z) € [0,00),
the Bayes-Boltzmann-Gibbs transformations

Ve i ne M(E) = Ya(n) € P(E) with Wa(n)(de) = ﬁ G(z) n(d)

provided n(G) > 0. We recall that ¥(n) can be expressed in terms of a Markov transport
equation
1Sy = Ya(n) (1.18)

for some selection type transition S,(z,dy). For instance, we can take

S, dy) = s Buldy) + (1 - m) W (m)(dy) (1.19)

for any € > 0 s.t. G(x) > €. Notice that for € = 0, we have S, (z,dy) = V¢(n)(dy). We can
also choose

Sy(z, dy) = €G(x) 6:(dy) + (1 — eG(x)) Y (n)(dy) (1.20)

for any e > 0 that may depend on the current measure 7, and s.t. €¢G(x) < 1. For instance,
we can choose 1/e to be the n-essential maximum of the potential function G. Finally, in
the context of Bernoulli and PHD filtering we set 7i,, ;1 = ptint+1/tn+1(1), for any n > 0, the
normalized spontaneous birth measures.

2 Semigroup description

2.1 The Bernoulli filter semigroup

By construction, we notice that the mass process and the normalized measures are given by
the rather simple recursive formulae

V(1)1 (gn)
1- ’Yn(l)) + Vn(l)nn(gn)

(1 — 771(1))
1

T= (D) + 1 (Dalgny 1)

(2.1)

7714'1(1) = ( \pgn(nn)(sn) + (

and
Th+1 = Oén('Yn) \I]gnsn (nn)MnJrl + (1 - Ozn(’yn)) g1

with the mappings a,, : v € M(E,) — an(y) € [0,1] defined by

Y(gnsn)
Y(8ngn) + (1 —v(1)) ttn41(1)

By construction, if we set v = m x n then

an(y) =

(1 —m)
(1 - m) + 7(911

7(9gn)
(1 —m)+(gn)
Pi+1(m7 M = Ygus, (M) Mni1,4

L1 (m,m) Wy, (m)(sn) + ] fint1(1)
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Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 13

with the collection of Markov transitions M, 1, defined below

MnJrl,'y(xa ) = Qp (’7) Mn+1($, ) + (1 — Qp (7)) ﬁnJrl (22)
Next we provide an alternative interpretation of the mapping I'2 11 Firstly, observe that
1 (Qnt1,m(f))
v M =1 2.3
gnSn (77) n+1,’y(f) n (Qn—i—l,m(l)) ( )

with the integral operator

Qni1,m(f) (@) = mgn(2)sn(€) Mp 1 (f)(2) + (1 = m) ping1(f)

This implies that

—~

F%H—l(ma n) = \Ilénym(n)MnJrl,m
with the potential function
@mm =mgnsn + (1 —m) pp1(1) (2.4)

and the Markov transitions

(1 —=m)pni1(1)
mgnsn + (1 —m) pni1(1)

T mgnsSn

M y1,m(f) == mgnsn + (1 —m) pni1(1)

Mn+1 (f) +

En-ﬁ-l(f)

(2.5)
The condition (H) is clearly not met for the Bernoulli filter (L.8]) when s,, = 0 and pi,+1(1) =
0, since in this situation 7, = 0 for any n > 1. Nevertheless, this condition is met with
I, € (0,1] and mé; ,(m) =1, as long as s, and p,41(1) are uniformly bounded from below.
It is also met for s, = 0, as long as 0 < pp4+1(1) < 1 and the likelihood function given in
(L)) is uniformly bounded. The condition is also met for p,1(1) = 0, as long as (1) > 0,
and the likelihood function given in (L9)) and the function s,, are uniformly lower bounded.

We prove these assertions using the fact that

Ynt1(1) = An(1) Wg, (mn)(sn) + (1 = An(1)) pat1(1) (2.6)
with the updated mass parameters 7, (1) € [0,1] given below

V(1)1 (gn)
(1 - 771(1)) + Vn(l)nn(gn)

If we set s;, := infg, s, and s} =supy_ s, then

(1) :==

Wn1 (1) € [my,mi]
with parameters
m, = (1) As, ; and mb =p,(1) Vs | (<1)

n—

If s, and p,41(1) are uniformly bounded from below then we have m, > 0. In addition,
for the constant mapping s, = un+1(1), the total mass process is constant

Yat1(1) = m:Jrl =My, = pnt1(1)
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for any n > 0. Furthermore, in this situation the flow of normalized measures is given by
the updating-prediction transformation defined by

V=0 nap =V (n) Mr(zi21

with the likelihood function g,(f) and the Markov transitions Mr(igl

SngnMn-H(f) + (1 — Sn) ﬁn—f—l(f)
Sngn + (1 - 371)

defined by

9% = spgn+ (1 —s,) and M) (f) = (2.7)

When pi,11(1) = 0, the flow of normalized measures is again given by a simple updating-
prediction equation

41 = \I/gnsn(nn)Mn—l—l and  yp41(1) = Uy, (1) (5n) X ann(gn)(')’n(l)) (2.8)

with the increasing mappings 6, defined below
x € [0,1] = 04(2) := azx/lax + (1 — x)] (2.9)

In addition, if s,,; > 0 then

- - G My,
>80 X —— — >0

m,

as long as g, := infg, g, > 0, and (1) > 0. We prove this inequality using the fact that
the mapping (a,x) € [0,00[x][0,1] — 6,(x) is increasing in both coordinates. In the case
where s,, = 1, using the fact that and 6, o 6, = 0, we prove that

%%Ll(l) - Hnn(gn) (’y”(l)) = 91—[;:0 np(9p) (70(1))

Conversely, when (1) < 1 and 0 < p,41(1) < 1 and s, = 0, for any n > 0, then we
have a constant flow of normalized measures

Vi1 =T,
and the total mass process is such that
(1) €00,1] = Ap1(1) = inp1(1) X [1= 05 gy (3(1)] €10,1]
with the convention 7y = 19, for n = 0. In addition, if p,4+1(1) = 1 then we have
241 (1) = 017 (b /b2 1) (0(1)) - and - Y2n41(1) = Oy 1 =iy, sy, (0(1))
for any n > 0, with the parameters b,, := [i,, (g ). We prove these formuae using the the fact

that 1 —04(z) = 01 /4(1 — ), and 6, 0 0, = O4. This again implies that m, > 0 as long as
70(1) > 0 and the likelihood function are uniformly lower bounded.
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2.2 The PHD filter semigroup
By construction, if we set v = m x n then we find that
Prlz+1(m777) = 'Y(gn,v) + piny1(1)  and Fiﬂ(mﬂ?) = \I’gn,a, (n)Mn—i—l,w

In the above display, M, 1, is the collection of Markov transitions defined below

'Y(gn,v)
Y(gn) + pnt1(1)

Myi14(x, ) = an (V) Myt (2, ) + (1 — an (7)) Hpyr With oy (7) =

The interpretation of the updating transformation ¥y, _(7) in terms of a Markov trans-
port equation is non unique. For instance, using (LI12) this Bolzmann-Gibbs transformation
can be decomposed into two parts. The first one relates to the undetectable targets and the
second is associated with non clutter observations. An alternative description is provided
below. We consider a virtual auxiliary observation point ¢ (corresponding to undetectable
targets) and set V;; = Y, + d.. We also denote by gy . (.,y) the function defined below

Tn(l — dn) if y=c
gg(wy) = dngn('ayn) if
" @)+ dugaon)) VT

In this notation, the updating transformation W, (1) can be rewritten in the following
form

Wy () =Wy, () with g, = / VE(dy) g1, 9)

The averaged potential function g, . allows us to measure the likelihood of signal states w.r.t.
the current observation measure )¢. Using (LIS, the Bolzmann-Gibbs transformation
e 7(77) can be interpreted as non linear Markov transport equation of the following form

Uy (7)) =nSu, and T%(m,n) =nKpi1, with K1, =Sy M1, (2.10)

In v

for some Markov transitions S, , from E;, into itself.

We also notice that condition (H1) holds as long as the functions s,, b,, and g,(., y,) are
uniformly bounded and p,,(1) > 0. It is also met when p,(1) = 0, as long as r, = (s, + by)
is uniformly lower bounded and Y,, # 0 or d,, < 1.

2.3 Lipschitz regularity properties

Firstly, we mention that condition (Hj) can be replaced by the following regularity condition:
(HL) : For anyn > 1, f € Oscy(En), and any (m,n), (m',n) € (In x P(Ey)), the
integral operators Qn mn satisfy the following Lipschitz type inequalities:

HQn,mn(f) - Qn,m’n’(f)” < C(’I’L) |m - m/| + / H77 - 77/](30)‘ En,(m’,n’)(f, dSD) (211)

for some collection of bounded measures ¥y, (4 ) (f, -) on B(Ey) such that

/ 05¢(0) Loy (- dip) < 6 (Z,)

RR n® 7376



Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 16

for some finite constant § (X,) < oo, whose values do dot depend on the parameters (m,n) €
(I, x P(Ey)) and f € Osci1(Ey).
We prove (H)) = (LI4]) using the decompositions

ann,mn - m,n/Qn,m’n/ =mn [Qn,mn - Qn,m/n’] + [mn - mlﬁl] Qn,m/n’

and of course [mn — m/n'] = [m —m/|n+m' [n —n']. To prove (H}) = (LIH), we let v = mn
and 7' = m/n’ and we use the decomposition

1
YQn,y(1)

The Bernoulli filter (L8] satisfies (HJ), as long as the likelihood functions g,, given in
(L9) are uniformly bounded above. In this situation, (ZI1]) is met with

T2 (m,n) = T2 (m' )] (f) = [VQny =¥ Q] (f = T2, 0)(f))

|Qnmn () = Quanry (P| < e(n) Im —m/| + ¢ (n) [[n = '] (gn)|

for some finite constant ¢/(n) < oo.

The PHD equation satisfies (Hj), as long as the functions h,(y) + g, with g, , =
dngn(.,y) are uniformly bounded above and below. To prove this claim, we simply use the
fact that

[|m/ —ml+ [ ) [0 = (o)

This estimate is a direct consequence of the following one

[~ — G

/g\ ( g /y gn,y( ) h/ - ’Y] (g;L,y)
" Sl ! y) +7(9hy) Pu(y) + 7' (9hy)
Next, we provide a pivotal regularity property of the semigroup (I’p,n)0 <p<n associated

with the one step transformations of the flow (L.2)).

Proposition 2.1 We assume that conditions (Hy) and (H2) are satisfied. Then, for any
0<p<mn, feOsc(E,), and any (m,n),(m',n') € (I, x P(Ep)), we have the following
Lipschitz type inequalities:
‘P m 77) F};,n(m/ﬂf)‘ < Cp(n) ‘m - mI’ +/ ‘[77 - nl]((ﬁ” E;I),n,(m’,n/)(d()o)
(T2 lm.0) = T3] (O < o) b=+ [ 1= 1) 52 (S 9

for some finite constants c,(n) < oo, and some collection of bounded measures Ezlm ()
and Efm (') (f, .) on B(E,) such that

[ 056(0) T () <5(53,) and [ osele) B2 (Frde) <6 (SE) (212

for some finite constant § (E; ) < 00, t=1,2, whose values do dot depend on the parame-
ters (m,n) € (Ip x P(Ep) and f € Osci(Ey).
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Proof:
To prove this proposition, we use a backward induction on the parameter 1 < p < n. For
p = (n —1), we have I'? =I'Y, with i = 1,2, so that the desired result is satisfied for

n—1n

p = (n—1). We further assume that the estimates hold at a given rank p < n. To prove
the estimates at rank (p — 1), we recall that

Lp_1n(m,n) =Tpyn (Tp(m,n)) = Vi=1,2 F;_Ln(m, n) = F]Z;),n (L'p(m,m))
Under the induction hypothesis

‘Fp 1,n m777)—F111;—17n(m,=77/)‘ = ‘Fjlan(r (m n))_rl (Fp(m/777,))‘
cp(n) [Tp(m,m) = Ty(m', )]

/ 1[T20m,m) = P20, 1)] (D] E1 1t ()

IN

On the other hand
T, (m,n) — Tp(m’,n)| < c(p) |m —m/| + / |0 = 11(@)| Ty oy (dep)
and
[I030m ) = 200 11)] ()] < elo) I =)+ [ [0 = 10| 52,0, )

The end of the proof is now clear. The analysis of FIZ)_LR follows the same line of arguments
and is omitted. This ends the proof of the proposition. |

2.4 Proof of theorem

This section is mainly concerned with the proof of the couple of estimates (LI6]) stated in
theorem
We use the decomposition

(W0 = (m@)ym) = [Tom (W (L),nd) = Tom (Yo(1),70)]

+ Z [Fp,n (Vév(l),ﬁév) - Fpfl,n (’7]],\[71(1),77]],\[,1)](2.13)

and the fact that

Lp_1p (’ng;v—l(l)ﬂhjav—l) = ( ( ), Pp 1p(’)’p 1(1)777;];\[—1))

to show that
(1) =) = [T5, (0 (1:m) —Ton (o(1),m0)]

+> Mo (0 (D) =T (3 (1D, o1y (a1, 1p01) )]
p=1
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Recalling that 7Y (1) = 70(1), using proposition 21 we find that

VR =] <X g [ W) S0
p=0

with the predictable measure EI(,],\,Q’U = Ellm (m.) associated with the parameters (m,n) =
(N,1)

(Y (1), I’IZ) 1p (7;])\[—1(1)’77;])\[—1))’ with 0 < p < n; and for p = 0, we set ¥,/
Combing the generalized Minkowski’s inequality with (I.6]) we have

= 207n7(70(1)7770) :

1
N T
E <' JRLAD z;{gn(dgp)‘ (f;{> <ar 5(S,)
for some constants a, whose values only depend on the time parameter. This clearly implies
that
1 n
E (W) =) <ar S6(S5,)
p=0

The normalized occupation measures can be analyzed in the same way using the decompo-
sition given below:

m o=t = [T5. (' (1),m) —an(%(l) 770)]
+Z [ "7p ) FQ < (1) "7p 1 pv(’Y;];\il(l)v’?;I;Vfﬂ)]
This ends the proof of the theorem |

3 Functional contraction inequalities

3.1 Stability properties

This section is concerned with the long time behavior of nonlinear measure-valued processes
of the form (.2]). The complexity of these models depend in part on the interaction function
between the flow of masses v, (1) and the flow of probability measures 7, = v, /7, (1). One
natural way to start the analysis of these models is to study the stability properties of the
measure-valued semigroup associated with a fixed flow of masses, and vice versa. These two
mathematical objects are defined below.

Definition 3.1 We associate with a flow of masses m = (Mmy)n>0 € [[,,>¢ In and probability
measures vV := (Un)n>0 € [[,,50 P(En) the pair of semigroups

ol =0l o...o®}, and @, :=o; Lo®} (3.1)

p,n,V n,Vn_1 p,n,m * My ©

with 0 < p < n, and the one step transformations

7117Vn—1 ueIn 1'_>(b%LI/_1( ) F (u Un— 1)€In

Cp oy 0 N EPEn1) = O () =T (m1,m) € P(E)
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By construction, using a simple induction on the time parameter n, we find that

(mo,0) = (70(1),m0) and Vn>1 m, = ol (mp—1) and v, = P2 (Vn—1)

n,Vn—1 ,Mnp—1

Vn >0 (mn,Vn) = (%(1)’%)

In the cases that are of particular interest, the semigroups q)zlm,v and @g,mm will have a
Feynman-Kac representation. These models are rather well understood. A brief review on
their contraction properties is provided in section Further details can be found in the
monograph [5]. The first basic regularity property of these models which are needed is the
following weak Lipschitz type property :

(Lip(®)) For any p < n, u,v/ € Iy, n,n" € P(E,) and f € Osci(Ey) the following
Lipschitz inequalities

‘(I);),n,u(u) - (b;,n,u(ul)‘ < a;),n ‘u - u/‘ (32)
182, () — ®2,, (D] ()] < a2, / n—n1(@)] 2, (fdo)  (33)

for some finite constants a;,,n < 0o, with i = 1,2, and some collection of Markov transitions
Qfm o from Osci(Ey) into Osci(E,), with p < n, whose values only depend on the parame-
ters p,n, resp. p,n and 1.

The semigroups <I>11,7n,,/ and q>z2),n,m may or may bot be asymptotically stable depending
on whether a;,, tends to 0, as (n —p) — oo. In section B3 we provide a set of easily
checked regularity conditions under which the semigroups associated with the Bernoulli
models discussed in 2.J] are asymptotically stable.

The second step in the study of the stability properties of the semigroups associated

with the flow (2] is the following continuity property:

(Cont(®)) For anyn > 1, u,u’ € In_1, n,n € P(Ep—1) and any f € Osc1(Ey,)

IN

®L, () — L ()| < 7 / I —1)(e)] QL (dp) (3.4)
[[®5 () =@ ()] (F)] < 77 Ju—d] (3.5)

for some finite constants 7. < oo, with i = 1,2, and some collection probability measures
QL on Osci(E,_1), whose values only depend on the parameters n, resp. n and v'.
n,v Y
This elementary continuity condition allows us to enter the contraction properties of
the semigroups <I>11,7n7y and <I>12,7n7m in the stability analysis of the flow of measures (L.2l).
The resulting functional contraction inequalities will be described in terms of the following
collection of parameters.

Definition 3.2 When the couple of conditions (Lip(®)) and (Cont(®)) stated above are
satisfied, for any i = 1,2 and p < n we set

- i i _ -1 =2 r_ 1 =2
Apn = Tp+1 Ap+1n bp," - Z Up,q Cqn and bp,n - Z Up,q Cqn (3‘6)
p<g<n p<g<n
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The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3 If conditions (Lip(®)) and (Cont(®)) are satisfied, then for any p < n,
u, v €I, n,n € P(Ey) and f € Osci(E,) we have the following Lipschitz inequalities

‘Fp n u 1 ) le),n(u7 77)| < zl;iz U= u/’ + Czl)zgz / ‘[77 - M(‘P)‘ E}),n,u’,n’(d@)
‘Pp n u 1 )(f) - F?),n(u7 U)(f)] < 0122:}1 ’u - u,’ + 0122331 / ‘[77 - 77/](@){ E?),n,u/n’(f7 d@)

for some probability measures Ep S ,(dp) and Markov transitions Y2 with the col-

lection of parameters

p,n,m'n’’

1,1 1 2,1 ~1 b2 — 22 5l
Cpm = App Tt Z Cpq Qqn and Con = E : Cpg Qg
p<g<n p<g<n
2,1 _ /
Cp,n - + E : E : bp,n H brkﬂ’k+1
=1 p<ri<..rm<n 1<k<l
2?2 = @2 + a? b with the convention rjz1 =n
pn - p,n D,T1 ThkoThk+1 +1 ="N.
=1 p<rm<..r<n 1<k<l

In particular, the collection of parameters 5(2;,771)@.:1 o P < n introduced in (L16) and

(212) are such that
0 (Bpn) Sepn and 3(S5,) <G

The proof of this proposition is rather technical and it is postponed to section [5.3]in the
appendix. Now we conclude this section with a direct application of the above estimates.
The proof of the theorem [Tl stated in the introduction and the uniform estimates discussed
in theorem are a direct consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4 Suppose that 7 = SUPp,>1 7t < 00, and a;’n < ¢ e P for any p < n, and
some finite parameters ¢; < oo and A; > 0, with i = 1,2, satisfying the following condition

A1 # Ay and  cieo 72 < <1 - e_()‘l/\’\Q)) (e_()‘“\h) - e_()‘lv’\2)>

Then, for any i,j € {1,2} we have

it < e P with A= (A1 AXg) —log 1+ cr!r? ) >0
pn = 1 2 g o) — o Ouva)

and the parameters ¢ defined below
02,2 = ¢ 02,1 — 01027.2/ (e*()\l/\AQ) _ e*()\l\/kg))
bl = ¢ (1 + 2l /(e —e_)‘l)) c? = cerml/(e7 —e™™M)
In particular, for any N -approzimation models (v2 (1), nN) of the flow (7, (1),n,) satisfying

condition (@), the L,.-mean error estimates presented in (1.16]) are uniform w.r.t. the time
parameter

1 1
supE(‘V’YN 1) >T <a, ?/(1—e ) and supE(‘V"’ )| >T <a, /(1 —e)
n>0 n>0

with some constants a, < oo whose values only depend on r.
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Proof:
Under the premise of the lemma

by < CT Z e Mla=(p+1) g=r2(n—(a+1) 4pq b < or? Z e (a=p) g=A2(n—(g+1))

p<g<n p<g<n
with ¢ = c1cp and 7 = 7172, We further assume that A\; > Ay and we set A = [A\; — ol

by < cre— 2 ((n=1)=(p+1)) Z e~ A= +D) < c7'e_>‘2(("_1)_(p+1))/(1 —e )
p<g<n
In the same way, if Ao > A1 we have
by < creM((n=1)=(p+1) Z e~ A=(at) < cre=M((n=D=(+1)) /(1 _ o=

p<g<n

This implies that
bpm < cre” QMM ((=D=@+1) /(1 _ =4y

In much the same way, it can be shown that

_ 2 —(AMAX2)((n—1)— —-A
b, =< cr’e MA%)(n=1)=p) /(1 — ¢ (3.7)

We are now in a position to estimate the parameters cp n- Firstly, we observe that

_ !
n—p 2()\1/\)\2)
C
0127:% < ¢ e~ A2(n=p) + ey E < Tir? ) E e~ A2(r1=p) o —(AM1AN2)(n—r1)

1—e A
=1 p<ri<..r<n

When A1 > Ao, we find that

n— 2\ l
CcTe —
22 < ey e 2P ('1 — 6A> ( ! I P )
1=0

hS]

and therefore

2X2 n—-p
012,’,% < ¢y e 2(P) <1 +ecr ﬁ) = 012,’,% = ¢y e NP
with
et
A=)y —log <1+07m> >0
as long as

cr < <1 — e*’\2> (e*)‘2 — e*)‘l)

When Ay > A we have Ay = \; + A, we find that

l
2,2 —X2(n—p) (n—p) cre —~A(r1—p)
Graett I ae S (T Y

p<ri<..m<n
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from which it follows that

2.2 A e P
G < 2 NP <1 + ”m>

Using a similar line of argument as above, we have

612)7,% S Co ef)‘(nfp)
with
eM
)\:Al—log <1+0Tm> >0

cr < <1 - e_’\1> (e_)‘l — e_)‘Q)

2,2 —A(n—p)
Cpn S C2€

as long as

We conclude that

with

e()\l/\)\z)
A= (A1AX) —log |1+ T i) — o) | 0

as long as

cr < <1 _ 6—()\1/\>\2)) <6—()\1/\>\2) _ 6—()\1V>\2))
Using ([B.7) we also show that

21 2,1 _—A(n—p) . 21 _ 2 1
<c“e with ¢ =ec7
pn - ef()\l/\)\g) _ ef()\l\/)\g)

Using these estimates

011)1111: (n—p) 4 Z ClT e~ M (n—(g+1))
p<g<n
and
11)1 = e~ A (n—p) + & 017.1 Z Ma—p) o—Ari(n—(g+1))
p<g<n

Since A1 > A we find that
bl < e M) L 2le o MOD=P) )1 — oA with AT= A —A>0
This yields
01171111 < bl e M) with b= <1 + 02’17'1/(67)‘ — e*)‘l))
Finally, we observe that

PSP M) < el MDD (1 — )

p<g<n

which implies that
1,2 o 12 —A(n— . 12 . 1,=A_ =X
Cyn S e (=P) with ¢b?i=crl/(e7 — e M)

This ends the proof of the lemma. |
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3.2 Feynman-Kac models

We let Q) n, with 0 < p < n, be the Feynman-Kac semi-group associated with a sequence of
bounded and positive integral operator @,, from some measurable spaces (F,_1,&,—1) into
(En,&n). For any n > 1, we denote by G,,—1 and M,, the potential function on E,_; and
the Markov transition from FE,,_; into E,, defined below

Gn-1(z) = Qn(1)(z) and Mn(f)(w):%

We also denote by ®, ,, 0 < p < n, the nonlinear semigroup from P(E,) into P(E,) defined
below

Vn € P(Ep)v Vf € B(Ey) q)p,n(n)(f) = nQp,n(f)/nQp,n(l) (3.8)

As usual we use the convention ®,,, = Id, for p = n. It is important to observe that this
semigroup is alternatively defined by the formulae

(G Pon(f))
U(Gp,n)

The next two parameters

Bpn(n)(f) = with Gpp = Qpa(1) and  Pyu(fu) = Qpalfn)/Qpn(1)

Gpnl(x
Tpn = SUp 71)’"( ,) and B(Ppn) = sup ||Ppn(zp,.) — Pon(Yp,-)ltv (3.9)
z,x'€E, Gp,n(x ) Tp,ypEEp

measure respectively the relative oscillations of the potential functions G ,, and the contrac-
tion properties of the Markov transition P, ,. Various estimates in the forthcoming sections
will be expressed in terms of these parameters. For instance and for further use in several
places in this article, we have the following Lipschitz regularity property.

Proposition 3.5 ([6]) For any f, € Osci(E,) we have

Hq)p,N(np) - (I)pm(ﬂp)] (fa) < 2 Tpn ﬁ(Pp,n) ‘[7710 - :“p] Fz,pn(fn)‘ (3.10)

for some function ﬁg,pn(fn) € Osci(Ep) that doesn’t depends on the measure n,.

Our next objective is to estimate the the contraction coefficients ry,,, and B(P, ) in terms
of the mixing type properties of the semigroup

My (xp, day) == My Myio ... My (xp, dey,)

associated with the Markov operators M,,. We introduce the following regularity condition.

MG@G),, There ezists an integer m > 1 and a sequence (e,(M)),>0 € (0,1)N and some
P p>
finite constant ry, such that for any p > 0 and any (z,2’) € Eg we have

My pm(Tp, -) = €p(m) Mp,erm(ﬂ?;, ) and  Gy(z) < 1p Gu(2) (3.11)

It is well known that the above condition is satisfied for any aperiodic and irreducible
Markov chains on finite spaces. Loosely speaking, for non compact spaces this condition is
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related to the tails of the transition distributions on the boundaries of the state space. For
instance, let us suppose that F, = R and M,, is the bi-Laplace transition given by

My (2, dy) = L e =A@ g,
’ 2
for some c¢(n) > 0 and some drift function A, with bounded oscillations osc(A,) < co. In
this case, it is readily checked that condition (M ),, holds true for m = 1 with the parameter
en—1(1) = exp (—c(n) osc(Ay)).
Under the mixing type condition (M),, we have for any n >m > 1, and p > 1

Tppin < 6(m H Tp+k (3.12)
0<k<m
and
[n/m]—1
B(Pypin) < H (1-em),,) with e i=e2m) I (3.13)
0<k<m

Notice that these estimates are also valid for any n > 0. Several contraction inequalities
can be deduced from these estimates (see for instance chapter 4 of the book [5]). To give a
flavor of these results, we further assume that (M),, is satisfied with m = 1, and we have
e = inf, €,(1) > 0. In this case, we can show that

2\
pptn < Tple and  B(Pppin) < (1—€)
We end this short section with a direct consequence of proposition

Corollary 3.6 Consider the Bernoulli semigroup presented in section [2Z1. For constant
mappings Sp = pnt1(1), the first component mapping is constant q)}H—l v, () = s, and the

second component mapping ‘1>n+1 m, (1) = \I’ s (n )M(Jz1 induces a Feynman-Kac semigroup

with the likelihood function g,g) and the Markov transitions M,%L1 defined in (2.7). In this
situation, the condition [3.2) is clearly met with apﬂ =0, for anyp < n,. We further assume
that the semigroup of associated with the Markov transitions M, satisfies the mizing property
stated in the Lh.s. of (311) for some integer m > 1 and some parameter e,(m) €]0,1]. In
this situation, the condition (3.3) is also met with the collection of parameters ag,n given

below

[(n—p)/m]|-1

a<2pm I (1=
k=0
with
pp(m) =€, " (m) H r2(si)re(l) and €™ = E(m)ry(sy)/ H i (s)° (1)
p<k<p+m p<k<p+m

and the collection of parameters ry(s,) defined below

L Sngr—r + (1 - Sn) r
rulo) o= 2L (< (1)

RR n® 7376



Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 25

3.3 Bernoulli models

This section is concerned with the contraction properties of the semigroups q)zlm,v and @g,mm
associated with the Bernoulli filter discussed in section 2.1l Before proceeding, we provide

a brief discussion on the oscillations of the likelihood functions g,, given below

gn(Tn) = (1 — dn(n)) + dn(2n) V0 (In(Tn, ) /)

in terms of some [0, 1]-valued detection probability functions d,,, some local likelihood func-
tions [,, and some positive clutter intensity function h,. The oscillations of these likelihood
functions strongly depend on the nature of the functions (d,, hn, ).

Assuming that h,, > 0 we have

L

-
1—d> ) +d> 2V, (1) <g, <gf<1—d>")+d>T
(1—-dy7)+d, hiy()_gn_gn_( w ) Hdy =

Y (1) (3.14)

with the parameters

ot _ gt —
dy =dy Ly, ysny T Ly, ay<nn

o,— __ j— +
dn = dn 11;3/”(1)2/1: + dn 1l;yn(1)<h$

The semigroup contraction inequalities developed in this section will be expressed in terms
of the following parameters

gt , 1
5n(59) = , 67},(9) = and (Sn(g) = — /\gn

9n Sn gn gn

For time homogeneous models (d,,, hy,1,) = (d, h,l), with constant detection probability
d,(x) = d and uniformly bounded number of observations sup,, Y,(1) < YT (1) < co we
have the following estimates

+
(1-d)< gy <gi<(1-d)+d = Y ()

In this situation, we have
o) <1+ 705 oy
=S b
For small clutter intensity function with A~ > 0 and [~ > 0 we also have the observation

+
free estimates 2 < %, from which we find that the upper bound

an
5(g) = supdn(g) < inf {1+ — L yay, LA (3.15)
9) =R o) = 1-d h- The '
and for d < 1 .
§(g) = sup(g) < sup 4 (1 — d) + de Y (1), —— (3.16)
n>0 h 1—-d

To be more precise, if we set inf,, V), (1) = Y~ (1) then

N I+
1< —Y1) =89 <(1—d) +d—

— Yt ()
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In addition, if we have d(1 —d)Y(1) < h™/IT and d < 1 then we find the the observation

free estimates 1
V(1) I/ <1/ —d) = 8(g) < (1 - d) +

Conversely, we have the observation free estimates

1 1

It
<
(L—d)+d gz Y1)~ 1-d

=Y <1=4d(g) <

We are now in position to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.7 If pn41(1) €]0,1[, 0 < s, < s < 1, and the semigroup M, ,, satisfies the
condition stated in the l.h.s. of (311]) for some integer m > 1 and some positive constant
ep(m), then the condition (Lip(®)) is met with

[n/m]—1
azlm <2 651(5}',(9) H (1 — ez) and afm <2 py(m) H (1 _ 61(::3%>
p<k<p+n k=0

with some parameters

: >inf{ So pmn(l) 1-s 1—%1(1)}
" pint1(1)’ sno 11— pn1(1)” 1—sy

and

pp(m) <ep(m)™ ] Opsn(s9)® and §™ > ey(m)” Sp(s9)™* [[ Oprr(sg)™
0<k<m 0<k<m

In addition condition (Cont(®)) is met with

Hn+1 3: }

er S 00) (65 = 5) 4 o~ paaDI] - and 72y < i) sup { P2,

The proof of the theorem is postponed to section To give a flavour of these estimates
we examine time homogeneous models

(dna hm lna Sn, Mn) = (d7 h7 la S, ,U')

with constant detection and survival probabilities d,(x) = d, s,(x) = s, and uniformly
bounded number of observations sup,, V,(1) < V(1) < oco. In this situation, we have

(ep(m),e,(,s) (m)) = (e(m),e®)(m)) and using the estimates (3I5) we prove the following
bounds

Tor1 <0(9) s —p(1)| and 77, <8'(g)
and

aan < 26_15'(9) (1 — 62)n and aan < 26(m)_15(g)3m (1 — e(m)25(g)_5m+1) [n/m]
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with some parameter e such that
mfd 5 ’u(l), 1—s ,1—M(1) ce<1
p(1)” s T1—p1) 1-s
It is also readily verified that the assumptions of lemma [3.4] are satisfied with the parameters
Th < 0(g) |s— u(1) ™ < () (WD) Ve (p)ns))
ci = 21 (g) o = 2e(m)t (1 —e(m)?5(g) 5™ 5(g)3™

and the Lyapunov constants

IN

1
)\1 = — log (1 — 62) and )\2 - log (1 _ e(m)25(9)75m+1)
m

We notice that € tends to 1 and 7! tends to 0, as |s — u(1)| tends to 0. Thus, there exists
some ¢ > 0 such that

A >N and ciepTiT? < (1 — ef)‘Q) <ef)‘2 — 67>\1>

as long as |s — p(1)] <¢. We summarize this discussion with the following corollary.

Corollary 3.8 Consider the time homogeneous model discussed above. Under the assump-
tions of theorem 3.7, for any N-approzimation models (vY (1),n2) of the Bernoulli model
(v (1), mn) satisfying condition (1.4), the L,.-mean error estimates presented in (I.10) are
uniform w.r.t. the time parameter

1
T

supE (‘VnVN(l)‘r>% <a, 01’2/(1 — e_)‘) and suplE (‘V,:’N(fﬂr)

n>0 n>0

<ap /(1 —e)
with the parameters (cV2,c¢®2, \) defined in lemma and some finite constants a, < oo
whose values only depend on r.

Remark 3.9 When py,11(1) = 0 we have seen in (2.8) that

q)111+1,un (u) =V, (vn)(sn) X eun(gn)(u) and Cbgwrl,mn (1) = Yg,s,(n) Mn11
with the collection of mappings 04, with a € [0,00[, defined in (2.9). Using the fact that

Y, (vn)(sn) Vn(gn)
@1 u __@1 u — gn\¥n)\°n) Yn\Yn
Prs1n () = Pra1in ] = S T g + (=)
one proves that (3.3) is met with the rather crude upper bound

abn < I arwsr and aljy < (s5g)/(1Ag )
p<k<n

Ju— |

We also notice that the second component mapping (I)EH—Lmn doesn’t depends on the param-
eter my, and it induces a Feynman-Kac semigroup of the same form as the one studied in
section [32. Assuming that the mizing condition stated in the Lh.s. of (311) is satisfied
some integer m > 1 and some parameter e,(m) > 0, one can prove that (3.3) is met with
the collection of parameters ag,n given below

L(n—p)/m]—1
azz),n <2 py(m) H (1 - egj:;gm) with  py(m) = egl(m) H dq(sg)
k=0 p<g<p+m
and the collection of parameters eﬁ,m) = eﬁ,m) = eg(m)/ [Tp<q<pim 9q(s9)-
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3.4 PHD Models

This section is concerned with the contraction properties of the semigroups <I>p n,p and @g,mm
associated with the PHD filter discussed in section [] and in section 2.2

The analysis of these nonlinear models is much more involved than the one of the
Bernoulli models. We simplify the analysis and we further assume that the clutter intensity
function, the detectability rate as well as the survival and the spawning rates introduced in
section are time homogeneous and constants functions, and we set

(bp (), hp (), sp(x), () = (b, hys,7T)

To simplify the presentation, we also assume that the state spaces, the Markov transitions
of the targets, the likelihood functions and the spontaneous birth measures are time ho-
mogeneous, that is we have that £, = E, E} = EY, M, = M, g,(z,y) = g(z,y) and
tn+1 = p. Without further mention, we suppose that (1 —d) < 1, u(1) > 0, » > 0, and for
any y € EY we have

0<g (y):= inf g(z,y) < g (y) = Sggg(w,y) < 00
xT

Given a mapping # from EY into R, we set Y~ () := inf, V,,(#) and Y1 (0) := sup,, Vn(6).
We recall from (II0) that the PDH filter is defined by the measure-valued equation

Yn4+1 = 'YnQn—l—l;yn
with the integral operator

Qn+1,'yn (Tn, drni1) = 9n,ym () My 1(2p, drpgr) + Vn(l)il pnt1(dTni1)

with the function g, ., defined below

o (@) =1L =) +rd [ V) = 55:&53.,31))

We also notice that the total mass process and the normalized distribution flow are given
by the following equations

Tnr1(1) = ‘I)111+1,nn(7n(1)
= ’Yn( /yn dy (nna )+:U'(1)
M1(l) = ‘I)iﬂ,%(l)( )

x (1) #(1 = d) pu + / Vol dy) w1y (s 8) .y (1) M + u(1) T

with the probability measure 1z and weight functions w defined below

a(dr) = p(dx)/pu(l) and wy(n,y) =7 (1  h+ dun}zg(. y))>
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For null clutter parameter h = 0, we already observe that the total mass transformation
ol 41, doesn’t depend on the flow of probability measures 7, and it is simply given by

©p i1, (1 (1) = Ya(1) 7(1 = d) + 7 V(1) + p(1)

In this particular situation, we have

T (1) = (1) = (r(L = d)"™ (1) + Y (r(1=d)" 7 V(1) + u(1)

0<k<n

Now, we easily show that the pair of conditions (3.2]) and (3.4]) are satisfied with the param-

eters a}m = (r(1 —d))"? and 7} = 0. In more general situations, the total mass process is

not explicitly known. Some useful estimates are provided by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.10 We assume that the number of observations is uniformly bounded; that is, we
have that Y (1) < oo. In this situation, the total mass process v,(1) and any approzimation
model v (1) given by the recursion (14) (with the initial condition (1) = vo(1)) take
values in a sequence of compact sets I, C [m™,m™] with

L s ) )
m Sk g r— <1+7"dy <h+d,u(1)g_>> and mT = q0(1) + 1= r(—d)

Proof:
Using the fact that v,(1) > (1) we prove that

h
" <1 h + du(1) g—(y)> < w'yn(l)(ﬁmy) <r

from which we conclude that

'Yn(l) T(l - d) +7r yh,n(l) + :u(l) < (I)rlz—l—lmn(%m(l)) < r)/n(l) T(l - d) +r yn(l) + M(l)

with the random measures

du(1) g~ (y)
yh,n dy = Vn dy
() () h+du(1) g~ (y)
For any sequence of probability measures v := (vp)p>0 € P(E)N, and any starting mass

u € [0, 00[ one conclude that

rY, (1) + (1)
1—7r(1-4d)

ryt() + pd)

(r(1—d))" u+ i d)

< g (u) < (r(1—d)"u+

This implies that ~,(1),7Y (1) € I,, C [m~, m™T] with

Y (D) + (1) p(1) - g
- 1h_r(1_d) :1—T(1—d) <1+rdy (W))

The end of the proof of the lemma is now completed. |

We are now in position to state the main result of this section.
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Theorem 3.11 We assume that the number of observations is uniformly bounded; that is,
we have that Y1 (1) < oco. In this situation, the condition (Lip(®)) is met with the Lipschitz
constants a,,,, < Hp§k<n a§;7k+1, with i1 = 1,2, and the sequence of parameters (a}m_H)
i =1,2, defined below

n>0’
1 g*
ot S 700470000 (i )

and

B(M) [(1 —d)+d Yn <W g+)] +hdYn (W)
(1—d) m= +dm=Y, (m> + (1) /7

In addition, condition (Cont(®)) is met with the sequence of parameters

2

+
an,nJrl <m

P (1—d) +hd Yo (gl
7-71+1 < rdhm™ Y, < g J > 7_7%-1—1 < ( <(h+d J )2>

[T —1 -
h+dm—g] 1= d) m= +dm= Y, (sdomy= ) + (D)7
The proof of theorem B.ITlis postponed to section (.41

Corollary 3.12 We assume that Y+ (g% /g7) and Y* (g% /(97)?) < oo. In this situation,
there exists some parameters 0 < kg < 1, kK1 < 00, and ko > 0 such that for any d > kKo,
w(l) > k1, and h < ko, the semigroups <I>pm,'and <I>pnm satisfy the pair of conditions
(Lip(®)) and (Cont(®)) with some parameters (al, ., 7\)i=1,2,p<n, satisfying the assumptions
of lemma [34. In particular, for any N-approzimation models (v (1),nY) of the PHD
equation (v,(1),n,) satisfying condition (I.4), the L,-mean error estimates presented in

(I10) are uniform w.r.t. the time parameter

supE (‘VJ’N(l)‘ > g <a, ?/(1—e ) and supE (‘V,?’N(fﬂr)% <a, /(1 —e)
n>0 n>0

with the parameters (cV2,c¢®2, \) defined in lemma and some finite constants a, < oo
whose values only depend on r.

Proof:
There is no loss of generality to assume that 7(1—d) < 1/2 < d and u(1) > 1 > h. Recalling
that m~ > p(1), one readily proves that

m* (1) 1 T Y (1) =
5 = e (U m YTW) <2+ 2t =y

If we set §(g) :==pV YT ( ) VANAS ( C )2) then we find the rather crude estimates

arll,n+1/7“ <(1-d)+ M?lh)Q d(g) and afm_H/r < [ﬁ(M)(l —d) + %;(751;]\4) ] 5(g)
as well as
2h 1 oh
Rafr < 5 6P and /e < (0= )+ 2 6l
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from which we find that
2hr?
(1) p(1)?

= 2
Thus, there exists some 0 < kg < 1 and some k1 < oo so that for any d > kg and any
wu(1) > k1 we have

7'17'2 <

h—@+ 5(9)| 59 (3.17)

2
o < 7|0+ ] g =N <
3
afmﬂ < T|:(1—d)+m:|5(g)::€_)\2<1 with 0 <y <\

Finally, using (8.17)) we find some k2 > 0 such that for any h < kg, we have that 2 <
(1 — e_)‘Q) (e_)‘2 — e_)‘l). The end of the proof is now a direct consequence of lemma 3.4l
This ends the proof of the corollary. |

4 Stochastic particle approximations

4.1 Mean field interacting particle systems
4.1.1 Description of the models

The mean field type interacting particle system associated with the equation (2] relies on
the fact that the one step mappings I'2 41 can be rewritten in the following form

FZ+1(’Yn(1),77n) = D Knt1, with v, = 7, (1) X 7y (4.1)

for some collection of Markov kernels K, 1, indexed by the time parameter n and the set
of measures v € M (E,). We mention that the choice of the Markov transitions K, ~ is not
unique. In the literature on mean field particle models, K, , are called a choice of McKean
transitions. Some McKean interpretation models of the Bernoulli and the PHD filter models
(L8) and (LI0) are discussed in section (see for instance (2.I0])) and in section 2] (see
for instance [2.2])

These models provide a natural interpretation of the distribution laws 7, as the laws
of a non linear Markov chain X, whose elementary transitions X, ~» X, depends on
the distribution 7, = Law(X,), as well as on the current mass process 7,(1). In contrast
to traditional McKean model, the dependency on the mass process induce a dependency
of all the flow of measures 7, for 0 < p < n. For a thorough description of these discrete
generation and non linear McKean type models, we refer the reader to [5].

In further developments of the article, we always assume that the mappings

<m7$n7 (xz)1§i§N> — Kn-ﬁ-l,mz;\;l 5 (xnyAn-i—l) and GTH-LWZ;V:l 5. (mn)

are pointwise known, and of course measurable w.r.t. the corresponding product sigma
fields, for any n > 0, N > 1, A,+1 € Ey41, and any z,, € E,. In this situation, the mean

RR n® 7376



Stability and Approximation of Branching Distribution Flows 32

field particle interpretation of this nonlinear measure-valued model is an E-valued Markov

chain ££LN) = <££LN’Z')>1<A<N, with elementary transitions defined as
N
P ede | FM) = T Kupaop (€, da') (4.3)
i=1

with the pair of occupation measures (’yflv N ) defined below
1 N
M = 25§gzv,j> and 7, (dz) := v (1) ;) (de)
J:

In the above displayed formula, F2 stands for the o-field generated by the random sequence
(§§,N))0§p§n, and dz = dz' x ... x dz stands for an infinitesimal neighborhood of a point

z = (z',...,2") € EN. The initial system ééN) consists of NV independent and identically
distributed random variables with common law 79. As usual, to simplify the presentation,
when there is no possible confusion we suppress the parameter IV, so that we write &, and
¢! instead of §,(LN) and gngi).

4.1.2 Convergence analysis

The rationale behind the mean field particle model described in (@3] is that n?, ; is the em-
pirical measure associated with /N independent variables with distributions K, 1N (§f1, dx),
so as long as 77 is a good approximation of 7, then név '+1 should be a good approximation
of 1,+1. Roughly speaking, this induction argument shows that 7Y tends to 7,, as the
population size N tends to infinity.

These stochastic particle algorithms can be thought of in various ways: From the physical
view point, they can be seen as microscopic particle interpretations of physical nonlinear
measure-valued equations. From the pure mathematical point of view, they can also be
interpreted as natural stochastic linearizations of nonlinear evolution semigroups. From the
probabilistic point of view, they can be interpreted as a interacting recycling acceptance-
rejection sampling techniques. In this case, they can be seen as a sequential and interacting
importance sampling technique.

By construction, the local fluctuation random fields (W,Y),>o defined in (ICF) can be
rewritten as follows

1
M =M Ky = W

" Yn—1 \/N n

Using Khintchine’s inequality, we can check that (IL6]) is met for any » > 1 and any f,, €
Oscy (Ey,), with the collection of universal constants given below

ayr < (2r)! 277 /rl and a3t} < (2r+ 1)1 2771

We end this section with a brief discussion on the PHD equation presented in (LI0).
This model combines in a single step the traditional updating and a prediction filtering
transition. This combination allows us to reduce the fluctuations of the local sampling
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errors and their propagations w.r.t. the time parameter. Since these updating-prediction
models are often used in the literature of multiple target tracking, we provide below a short
summary. If we set

(1 - dn) lf y==c
gn,ﬂ/("y): dngn(-ayn) ity e

then
Yol = YnQnt1 + fny1 With  Qui1(f) == 1 Mpia(f)

with the updated measures defined below
G00) = T d) with G, = [ Vi) T, (1)
Notice that
V(1) = Yn(Gn, f)  and  fa(de) := Fn(de) /n(1) = Vge (1) (dx)

from which we find the recursive formulae

< Yn(1) > updating < An(1) > prediction < Yrg1(1) >

n 7/7\11 Tin+4-1

with the prediction transition described below

Ynt1(1) = Fn(rn) + pnt1(1)  and  npir = ¥y, () M1/1+1ﬁn

In the above displayed formula, M), 15 is the Markov transition defined by

M5 (@) = 0y(Fa) Masa(2,2) + (1= 0y(5)) Tt

with the collection of [0, 1]-valued parameters a),(7,) = Fn(rn)/(n(rn) + pnt1(1)). It
should be clear that the updating and the prediction transitions can be approximated using
a genetic type selection and mutation transition. Each of these sampling transitions intro-
duces a separate local sampling fluctuation error. The stochastic analysis of the correspond-
ing mean field particle interpretations can be developed using the same line of arguments
as those used for the particle model discussed above.

4.2 Interacting particle association systems
4.2.1 Description of the models

We let (A,)n>0 be a sequence of finite sets equipped with some finite positive measures
(Un)n>0. We further assume that the initial distribution vy and the integral operators
Qn+1,4, in ([LI) have the following form

Y = /Vo(da) U(()a) and  Qniiq, = /Vn+1(da) Qﬂl,%
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(a)

In the above display 1o~ stands for a collection of measures on Ep, indexed by the parameter

a € Ay, and Qn 1y, 182 collection of integral operators indexed by the parameter a € A, .
In this situation, we observe that

Y0(1) =w(1) and no = /Ao(da) ) with  Ag(da) == vo(da) /vo(1)
We also assume that the following property is met
= Quh, () o G and Q1 (N/QL L) =M (@)

for some function Gg @) (a
values do not depend on the measures «. For clarity of presentatlon, sometimes we write

\II(C?Z instead of \IIGSLG).

on E,, and some Markov transitions M,", ) | from E,, into E,,; whose

Definition 4.1 We consider the collection of probability measures nr(La”) € P(E,), indexed

by sequences of parameters
an = (o, .-, an) € Ajg ) := (Ao X ... X Ap)
and defined by the following equations

plan) = (CDSL“”) 0...0 ®§a1)> <n(()a°)> (4.5)

with the mappings <1>£L“) : P(En—1) = P(E,) indexed by a € A,, and defined by the updating-
prediction transformation

a (a) a
) (n) = w2 () M

n n

We illustrate these abstract conditions in the context of the multiple target tracking equation
presented in (LI0). In this situation, it is convenient to add a pair of virtual observation
states ¢, ¢ to E,’{ . Using this notation, the above conditions are satisfied with the finite sets
A,11 and their counting measures v, 11 defined below

n+1 {Yzal <i SN{}U{C,C’} Un+1 = Vp + 0c + Oc GM(-AnJrl)

Using (LI0) and (TI2]), we check that (£4) is met with the couple of potential functions
and Markov transitions defined by

(Tndngn(-ayn),anLl) for y, & {Ca C,}
(G, %)) = (ra(1 = dn), Mosa)  for y, =c
)

n+1
(L/UJnJrl for y, = d

In this case, we observe that

ley_ﬁlﬁn (xm ) = G(yz) (xn) Mr(zy—gll) (xnv )

with the potential function G,(1 %)L defined below

() + Y (dngn (- ya))] ™ for yn & {c, ¢}
G [ = 1 for g, =c (4.6)

/l'n+1(1)/7n(1) for y, = d

Under our assumptions, using ([.2]), we have the following result.
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Proposition 4.2 The solution the equation (IL.2) has the following form

= / An(da) 7@

with a total mass process yn(1) and the association measures An € P(Apy)) defined by the
following recursive equations

Yn+1(1) = (1) M (Gryy,)  and  Apgr = Qupr (n(1), An)
With the mapping
Qi1+ (m,A) € (]O,OO[XP(.A[OM)) = Qny1(m, A) € P(Aj i)

defined by the following formula

(a) (b)
s m, 4) (e 1) x Ade) va(a) o (60 ) (47)

Proof:
The proof of the above assertion is simply based on the fact that

[ Antda) v QL

= / A (da) v (db) 9@ (Gg»)7 ) pet)

b
Tin+1 X /Vn-i-l(db) an;—%—l,yn

This clearly implies that

r, <m / A(da) nﬁ“%)) = / Q, (m, A) (d(a, b)) n'@?)

This ends the proof of the proposition. |

By construction, we notice that for any discrete measure A € P(A[o,n—u), and any
collection of measures n(® e P(Ep-1), with a € Ajg,,_1; we have the formula

12 (. [ Atda) o)) = [0 (m.) (a.) 20 (5°)

4.2.2 Particle approximation models

(a)

To get some feasible solution, we further assume that <G,(£)%) are explicitly known for

any sequence of parameters (a,b) € (-A[o,n} X An+1). This rather strong condition is satisfied
for the multiple target tracking model discussed above as long as the quantities

00 (g () I (1= ) 00 (g ()

are explicitly known. This condition is clearly met for linear gaussian target evolution and
observation sensors as long as the survival and detection probabilities s,, and d,, are state in-
dependent, and spontaneous birth 7,, and spawned targets branching rates b, are Gaussian
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mixtures. In this situation, the collection of measures n( 00 Yn=1) 51e gaussian distribu-

tions and the equation (43]) coincides with the traditional updating-prediction transitions
of the discrete generation Kalman—Bucy filter.
We let Aév =~ ZZ 1 a , be the empirical measure associated with N independent

and identically distributed random variables (36)1§i§ ~ with common distribution Ag. By
construction, we have

. 1
névt=/AéV(da)né)=no+ﬁ W'

with some local sampling random fields satisfying (L6). We further assume that ~y(1) is
known and we set 1Y = o(1) nd.

(W) =2 W m (Gon) and = [ AV () 0

with the occupation measure AJIV = ¥ ZZ 1 az associated with N conditionally inde-
pendent and identically distributed random variables ai = (a} ,a% ;) with common law
0 (Wév(l), Aév). By construction, we also have

1 1
Uit / 1(70() o)(a)m —\/N 1 1(70()770) —\/N 1

with some local sampling random fields satisfying (L.6]). Iterating this procedure, we define
by induction a sequence of N-particle approximation measures

W) =0 G ) and = [ A ()

with the occupation measure A = ~ Z 0i associated with IV conditionally independent
and identically distributed random Varlables a’ﬁ = (ag,n, a’i’n, e ,ail,n) with common law

Qn (v2_1(1), AY_}). Arguing as above, we find that
1 1
N __ N N (a) N _ 12 N N N
= Qo (11(1), 4,_1) (da) ny + —= W, =15 (vn-1(1)smm—1) + —= W,
n / (-1(1), A1) (da) n ~ (1 (V) 1) + =

with some local sampling random fields satisfying (IL.6]).

4.2.3 Convergence analysis

The main objective of this section is to show that N-particle occupation measures A
converge in a sense to be given, as N tends to oo, to the association probability measures
A,. To this end we observe that the one step mapping Q41 introduced in (£7]) can be
rewritten in the following form

AQn—l—l,mA(F)
AQn+1,mA(1)

with the collection of integral operators Qp11ma from Ay, into Ajg,,41) defined below

Qy1 (m, A) (F) =

_ @) (g 0
Qui1,8(a, d(@,)) i= ba(da) viya(db) e (G1)  where G = GO iy
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with B = mA. In the above display d(a’,b) = da’ x db stands for an infinitesimal neigh-
borhood of the point (a',b) € Ay ,41], With a = (ag, ..., a;,) € A, and b € Ay, and
a = (ao,...,an) € Ajy)- It is important to point out that

B, = r}/n(l) X An - Bn+1 = BnQnJrl,Bn

Notice that the flow of measures (B),),>0 satisfies the same type of equation as in (I.TJ),
with the a total mass evolution of the same form as (L3):

Boi1(1) = Bu(1) Ay (Gnp,)  with  Gpma = / Vi1 (db) G 4

Qn+1,,(F)(a) = /Vn+1(db) '@ <QT(L%”> F(a,b)

[Qu1(F) = Quir,r(F)] (@) = [ vna(@) [ofe) (6) ~ 2 ()] Flat)
If we set B =mA and B’ =m’A’ then condition (H}) is met as long as

0 (0) ~ 19 (6%

for some collection of bounded measures Eilb’)B, on B(A,) such that [ osc(p) 253)3, <

< e(n) |m —m| + / 14— () =Y, (de)

) (Egb)), for some finite constant ¢ (22”’) < 00, whose values do dot depend on the pa-
rameters (m, A) € (I, x P(Ay)). Under the assumptions (£.4]), we have

G (x) = o (B) GV (x)

for some collection of parameters a%b)(B) satisfying

a®(B) — o) (B’ <e¢(n) lm—m'| + A—A E(b),d
n n g n,B '
This condition is clearly satisfied for the PHD model discussed in (4.6]), as long as the

functions Ay, (yn) + dngn (., yn) are uniformly bounded from above and below.
For instance, for b =y, & {c¢, '} we have

-1
P () = [1n(®) + [ Bld) 12 (s 0)]
In this case, we can check that

a/(B) — al)/(B')

<cm)|[B- BN with @ (@) i= 1) (duga(-, b))

n

In the same way, we show that the condition (H;) is also met for the PHD model. This, by
construction of A we find that

1
AN =, (VN (1), AV )+ — Wl
n (’711 1( ) n 1) \/N n
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with some local sampling random fields satisfying (L.6]). Notice that
Q1 (m’ A) = \IIHn,mA (A) MnJrl,mA(a’ d(a/’ b))
with the collection of potential functions

Homala) = Qni1ma(1)(a) =1 (Gpma)

and the Markov transitions

(a') (A(b)
Q"+17m14(a7 d(al7 b)) / Vp+1(db) 7 (gn,mA)

Mn—f—l,mA(aa d(aI7 b)) = = 5a(da ) o /
J vnga (db) ) (QS?TZLA)

Qnt1,ma(l)(a)

4.3 Mixed particle association models

We consider the association mapping
Qny1 = (m, A;n) € (]0,00[xAjg ) ¥ P(Ep)0n) s Qi (m, A,n) € P(Ajo,n+1))

defined for any (m, A) € (]0, oo[XA[O,n]) and any mapping 7 : a € Supp(4) — 7 € Pa(E,)
by

Qi (m, A1) (d(a,)) o< A(da) v r (@8) 7 (G0 o)

By construction, for any discrete measure A € P(A[g,—1)), and any mapping a € Supp(A) —
7@ € P(E,_,), we have the formula

12 (. [ At 1)) = [0, (m. 4.0 @) 2 (5)

We also mention that the updating-prediction transformation defined in (4.5])

o () =W () M@ =K@ with £ =8, M@ (4.8)

T T Gn-t n n,n n—1n""n

In the above displayed formula SY(LQ% stands for some updating Markov transition from F, 1

into itself satisfying the compatibility condition nST(La_)lm = \IJ(C?H_1 (n).
We let AY = % Zfil 636 , be the empirical measure associated with N independent and

identically distributed random variables (a}));<;<n with common distribution Ag. For any
ac Ay, we let

N/
a,N’ a,N’ 1
név = /Aév(da) 77((] ) and 77((] ) — N Zl (Sé.([)a,j]

with the empirical measure n(()a’N/) associated with N/ random variables féa] = <§([)a’j }) .
<N/
(a)

with common law 7. We further assume that (1) is known and set
% =01 m and A (1) =10 (1) m (Goy)
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It is readily checked that the fluctuation random fields given below
a,N’ a,N’ a
Wi = VNI (m() )—778)>

satisfies (L6, with N = N’ for any given a € Ay. Using the fact that

/AO (da) /AO (da) +—/AN N

we conclude that 1
my =m0+ —= W

VN

with some local sampling random fields WON satisfying the same estimates as in (L.G) by
replacing 1/v/N by the sum (1/\/N—|— 1/\/N’).
Using (4.8), for any a; = (ag,a1) we find that

q)gm) <,'7(()0L07 )) _ n(()ao,N )’C(al)

!
nm(()a()’N )

We let AN = ]{[ ZN i be the occupation measure associated with IV conditionally inde-
pendent and 1dentlcally dlstrlbuted random variables a : (ao 1 al 1) with common law

2 (80, AV )

In the above displayed formula né"N/) stands for the mapping ag € Ag — 77(%’ ) e P(Ep).

We consider a sequence of conditionally independent random variables {%ao’al’]] with
distribution IC( e N <£[a°’] , >, with 1 < j < N’, and we set

N/
N 1 N
77g(ao a1),N') _ ﬁzl 6££(a0,a1),j] and n{v = /A{V(da) nga :
i—

Arguing as before, for any given a; := (ag, a1) € Supp(AY), the sequence of random fields
a1 N’ ao,a1),N’ a ag,N’
W£ 1N7) = /N (ng( 0,01),N") <I>§ 1) (778 0 )>>

satisfies (L6, with N = N’. Thus, we conclude that

) u a0, N’ 1
mo= /Ql< ()Aoﬂ?éN))(d(ao,al))‘1>§1)<"((JON))+\/N W
1
1(70()770) VN 1

with some local sampling random fields W' satisfying the same estimates as in (L) by
replacing 1/v/N by the sum <1 /VN +1/V/N ’). Tterating this procedure, we define by

induction a sequence of N-particle approximation measures
N N N N N N’
W) =) Y 4Gy ) and = [ AY(da) g0
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with the occupation measure AY = N Z d,i associated with IV conditionally independent
and identically distributed random Varlables aﬁb = (aan, ali,n, e ,aiw) with common law

Q, <77]LV_1(1), AN, 772'_’]1\7/)). Arguing as above, we find that

’ a, , 1
) = / 2 (02 (0, 40207 (o 0) @42 (237) = T8 (050 (1)) + = WY

with some local sampling random fields satisfying the same estimates as in (LG by replacing

1/v/N by the sum (1/\/]\7 +1/v N’). As before, the N-particle occupation measures A
converge as N tends to oo to the association probability measures A,,.

5 Appendix

5.1 Proof of corollary

For constant mappings s, = p,+1(1), the mappings <I>}L+1’Vn and @%Hmn are given by

D1, (W) = 50 and By () =0 ) ()M,

with the likelihood function g,g) and the Markov transitions MT(L le defined in (2.7)). Firstly,

we observe that 7, (s,) 1= sup, ycp, gn ( )/ gn 8)( "). We also notice that the second compo-
nent mapping ®2 +1,m,, does not depends on the parameter m,, and it induces a Feynman-
Kac semigroup of the same form as the one discussed in section

Under the premise of the proposition, the semigroup of associated with the Markov
transitions M,, satisfies the mixing property stated in the L.h.s. of (B.II]) for some integer
m > 1 and some parameter €,(m) €]0,1]. In this situation, we also have that

M(s)

) (@) > €D m) M) ()

p,ptm
with some positive parameter

Sngr—r + (1 — Sn)
Spgn + (1 - Sn)

e)(m) > e(m)/ [ relse)ru(l) and rp(sn) = (<7ra(1))

p<k<p+m
To prove this claim, firstly we observe that MZE’Q i@, ) KM (‘2 +m(z,.) and
[T e <dMyin(e, ) /dMye ) < T n()
p<k<p+m p<k<p+m

with the semigroup Méf,%’ associated with the Markov transition

SkYy
skg, + (1 — sg)

M(ig—i—l( ) =opy1 Mppa(@,.) + (1 = gy1) Bpyr with  apyq =

Using the geometric representation

ME (@)= J] o | Mpm(z, )+ D> A—aw) | [[ | mMin

p<k<n p<k<n k<l<n
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it can be verified that
M), > 6p(m) MY ) > 6m) [ T] ge/od | MY,
p<k<pt+m

from which we conclude that

M) (@) > e m) ME), (@) with € (m) > ep(m)/ [ rrse)ra(D)
p<k<p+m

We end the proof of the proposition combing the proposition B.5 with the couple of estimates
presented in (3I12) and ([BI3]). This ends the proof of the corollary. ]

5.2 Proof of theorem [3.7

The formulae presented in (2.6]) can be rewritten in terms of matrix operations as follows

A (D) 3 1= 71 (D] = Ba(1) , 1= Fu(D)] [%ZT?S") 11%223")]

and

h/n(l) , 1 —'yn(l)] |: nn(ogn) (1) :|

i [ 8] 1]

With a slight abuse of notation, we set

[:V\n(l) 1 _'/Y\n(l)] =

o~

=), 1= (D] Tni=Fa(l) , 1=Fa(1)]  and 1:“]

We also denote by M, 11, and D, ,, the stochastic and the diagonal matrices defined by

Wy, (1) (sn) 1 =Wy, (1m)(5n) (gn) 0
M = gn AT gn AT and D = | I 5.1
w1 () SO IR
In this notation, the above recursion can be rewritten in a more compact form
~ ~ Y Dy Un Qni1
m m ! 19 Dn, 1 mH UnQnti1m,1
with the product of matrices Q,41.4, = DPnn, Mn+1,1,-
u] Qp7n7l/

Vee L [01)  [BL,,(),1- 8L, )] = 12!

p,n,V

P [u,1 = u] Qpnp(1)
with the matrix semigroup

Qp,n,u = Qerl,l/p Qp+2,1/p+1 cee Qn,un_l
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These semigroups are again of the same form as the Feynman-Kac models discussed in
section with a two point state space. When ji,,+1(1) €]0,1[ and 0 < s, < s < 1, we
have for any n > 0 and any 4,4,j € {1,2}

i o Qn—l—l v (1)(2) /
Mn vn\?s > €n Mn Un, 1,7 and su o < 571
+1,0,(67) +1,0, (7, ]) Li’e{Il),Z} Ot (1)(¥) (9)

The first assertion is a direct consequence of the proposition 3.5 with the couple of estimates
presented in (3.12]) and B.I3).

Using (2.3), we find that ®2, , ~induces a Feynman-Kac models of the same form as
the one discussed in section More precisely, we have that

—

2 (M) =5 (7)) Mpj1m,

Gn,mn

with the potential functions Gy, ,,, and the Markov transitions MnjLLmn defined in (2.4)
and (Z3]). Notice that

G
sup = =) < dn(s9)
r,x'€EEy, Gmmn CCI)

and for any x € E,, and any n > 0

-~

5”(89)_1 Mnjrl,mn (x’ ) < Mn+1,mn (x’ ) < 5”(89) Mnjrl,mn (x’ )

with the Markov transitions ]\7; +1.m,, defined as ]\//_7; +1,m, Py replacing the functions (Sny Gn)
by their lower bounds (s,,, g, ). To prove this claim, we use the fact that for any positive

function f we have

dﬁnqtl,mn (f) _ mngﬁsﬁ + (1 - mn),u'n-l—l(l) x mngnSnMn+1(f) + (1 - mn)lu’nJrl(l)ﬁnqu(f)
dﬁn_qu,mn(f) MnGnsn + (1= mn) pin41(1) Mngn sn + (L = mp) o1 (D)Hpq1 (f)

and the two series of inequalities

MnGp Sp + (1 — myp)pn1(1)
MnGnSn + (1 - mn),ufnJrl(l)

Sa(sg) ™! < <1

and
mngnSnMnJrl(f) + (1 - mn):unJrl(l)ﬂn-i-l(f)

1< — —
MpGn Sn + (1 — mn)#n+1(1)ﬂn+1(f)

< 0n(sg)

With a slight abuse of notation, we write ]\//jp,m and respectively ]\/ZIZ "

Using the same

the semigroup

associated with the Markov transitions ]/\Zn_l’_l’mn, and resp. ]\/I\n_ g
argument as in the proof of corollary it follows that

from which we conclude that

My prm(@, ) > E(m) Mppim(z',.) with €(m) > ey(m) H 5p+k(39)_2
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using proposition with the couple of estimates presented in (3.12]) and (B.13]), we check
that ([B.3]) is satisfied with
[n/m]—1

a2, <2 py(m) H (1 - el(::im>
k=0

and some parameters

:gp(m)Q H 5p+k(39)_12€p(m)2 5p(39)_4 H Sp+k(sg)”

elm) .
P
0<k<m o<k<m
and
pp(m) := %\p(m)_l H Op+k(59) Sep(m)_l H 5p+k(39)3
0<k<m

0<k<m
This ends the proof of the first assertion of the theorem. Next, we discuss condition

(Cont(®)). We observe that
1 _uv(gnsn) + (1 —wpns1(1)
Py (u) = uv(gn) + (1 —u)

After some manipulations
cI)rlH-Lu(u) - (brlz—‘,—l,y’(u)
= i (9, (v) = Wy, ()] (s0)

+ o e Yo () (sn) = ()] v =] (g0)

Recalling that the mapping 0,(z) = ax/(ax + (1 — x)) in increasing on [0, 1] and using the

+
= I (v — I/)S,W/

fact that
— v(gn)

U, (v) =vSp, = Y, (v) — \I/gn(l/)

with the Markov transition

Sn l/,(x? dx/) =
’ gn (x) 9n
we prove
Jr
In
‘\Ijgn(’/)(sn) - \Ilgn(’/)(sn)‘ < g__ {(V - V/)Sn,v (Sn){ (5.2)
and for any u € I,, = [m,,,m;|

L1, () — L ()

+ 1 +
= m;‘;g?ﬁ(‘q{:m;‘;) z_g |(V —_— y/)Sn’V/(Sn)|
Ry 1-mj -
+ng?+<g1—mz> m;g(;J:zll—)m;) [0 — tns1 (DI [v =] (gn /95 )
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This implies that

++ +
1 My 9n In + -
T, < — (s, — s
S g+ —mid) gn (5 = )
+ m;tg;_ (1_m;) HS — +1H <g_n_ )
- n mn
mi gt + (1 —mb) mpgn + (1 —my) In

+
g _

< g—? (s = 50) + llsn = pnra (D]
n

Using (2.3) we also find that

mn(sngnMn-i—l(f)) + (1 - m) :U'n-‘rl(f)
mn(sngn) + (1 - m)lu'n-i-l(l)

®) 1w (D) (f) =

It is also readily check that

021 () — B2, )] (1) = Lot ) ) [%nsno)y)Mnﬂ—ﬂnH] (f) (m —m)

[mn(sngn) + (1 - m),unJrl(l ] [m,n(sngn) + (1 - m/)/‘n+1(1)]
from which we conclude that

+F +
2 Hn+1 Sn9n / Hn+1 Sn

Tp1 SSUPS ——, < d,(g sup{ —, }
s {Sn dn Mn-l—l(l) } n( ) Sn Mn—l—l(l)

This ends the proof of the theorem. |

5.3 Proof of proposition 3.3

The proof of proposition 3.3 is based on the following technical lemma.

Lemma 5.1 We assume that the regularity conditions (Lip(®)) and (Cont(®)) are satisfied.
In this situation, for any p < n, u,u’ € I, n,n € P(E,) and f € Osci(Ey) and any flow of
masses and probability measures m = (myp)n>0 € [[,,50In and v := (Vn)n>0 € [[,,50 P(En)
we have the following estimates - -

‘q)l,nl/ ) q);),n V( )‘ S a}),n ‘u - ul‘ + Z aé,n / qu - V;]((p)‘ Q}]Jrl,l/l’l(d(p)

p=q<n
‘(1)11277”7m’(77,)(f) o (I)IQ),nvm / { n =0 | Qp nn’ (f.de) + Z Eg,n |mg — m;|
p=q<n

with the collection of parameters E;m, i =1,2, defined in (3.0).
Proof:
We use the decomposition

q);l),n,l/’(ul) - q);),n,u(u) = q);),n V( ) q);),n V( )

+ Z qnu pqu (u/)) q)(lj lnu(q)gly,q—l,u’(u/))]

p<qg<n
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and the fact that

‘I)q 1nu(q)11)q 11/(“/)) = q)énu(q)q 1,qu[(b]1)q lu(ul)])
q)énu(q)zl)qu( /)) = q)énu(q); 1,q,0/ [(I)zl),qfl,l/(ul)])
and
(@ () = P (W] < g Ju— 20|
and
@10 (@2 (W) = @y (@) ()]
<aby @1, [0, i) 0L, (el ]|

< aq—l,n f qu—l _V;—l](go)‘ Qq,u;_l(dgo)
to show that
‘(I)pnu ) (I);l)nz/( )| < azl;,n |u _u/| + Z a}]*l,n / HV(]*I - Vzljfl](@” Q; vy l(dSD)
p<q<n

In the same way, we use the decomposition

(@ 1) = ()] = [ (0) = @,%,n m<n>}
+ Z qnm pqm (77/)) - (I)Zfl,n,m(q)2q 1,m/ (77/))]

and the fact that

q— 1nm(q);2)q lm(n/)) = q)gnm(q)q 1,qm[q);2)q lm(n,)])
q)gnm(q)?;qm(n/)) = q)gnm(q)g 1,q,m’ [(I);Z),qfl,m’(n/)])

P2

and

©2,, (1)(f) — B2, ()| < a2, / 10— 7)(2)| 92,0(f.dp)

to show that

‘¢27n m ¢12)7q7ml (77 )) ¢2 1 )T m(¢12)7q717ml (n/))‘

<ai, / 192 1, (9201 ()] = @20 (92,0 OON@)] Q202 ) (o)

p,q,m
< Eﬁ_m [mg—1 —mg_4]

Using these estimates we conclude that

[ [ (1) = @5 ()] ( / = 7)(@)| Q2,0 (fode)+ S @y, Imgr—ml_,

p<q<n
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This ends the proof of the lemma. |

Now we come to the proof of proposition B.3]

Proof of proposition [3.3k

We fix a parameter p > 0, and we let (my,)n>p, (M), )n>p € anp I, and (vp)n>p, and
(Un)n>p € [1,5, P(En) be defined by the following recursive formulae

Vg >p my = o! (mg_y) and v, = @2 o (V)

quéfl q M1 q—1

1 2
Vg >p mg = ¢q,l/q—l(mq71) and  vg = q)q,mq_1 (qul)

with the initial condition for ¢ = p
(Vpa V;,)) = (777 77,) and (mp7 m;)) = (u7 ul)
By construction, we have

Vé = (I)?),q,m’(n/) and Vg = q)?),q,m(n)

as well as

1 1
m; = <I>p7q7l,,(u') and mg = <I>p7q7y(u)

In this case, using lemma [5.1] it follows that

|[T2,,(m/ 7)) = T2, (m, )] (f)]

< a;%,n/ ‘[77 - 77/](90” Q?),n,n’(fa d@) + Z ag,n |F11),q(m/, 77/) - le),q(ma 77)|

p<g<n
and
Lo (m'sn) = T (m )|
—1 2 2 =1
S azlw m —m'| + Z Ag,n / HFp,q(m',n') o vaq(m,n)](go)‘ Qp,q,m’m’(d@
p=q<n

. . =1 Aol
with the probability measure €, ;v v = Qq FLT2 (m! )
Combining these two estimates, we arrive at the following inequality

|[T2,,(m' ) = T2, (m,m)] (f)]

< [ =@ Byl + | X aby a2, -

p<g<n

1 — =1
+ Z a71’,q ag,n / | [F;Q),r(m/a 77/) - F?),r (ma 77)] (gp) ‘ Qp,r,m’,n’ (dSD)

p<r<g<n
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This implies that

[T 0m ) = T3 (m. )] (£)]

< b I — m’\+apn/ = 1'1(0)| Q.0 (f do)

+ Z Tl, / | P, 7’1 ’ 77 F?),rl (m’ 77)] (@)‘ Q;),rl,m/,n’ (dSD)

p<ri<n

Our next objective is to show that

‘ [F?),n(m/’ n')— Fzz;,n(m, 77)] (f)]

< ok |m—m'| + 85, / 10— 11(2)] ©F (/. dp)

1
+ Z bT’l,?"2 e Tk, / | D, r1 F?) rl( 777)](()0” Qp,rl,m/,n’ (d(p)

p<ri<re<...<rg<n

for any k < (n — p) for some Markov transitions @l; nmy (f,dp) and the parameters

k _ / /
ab, = B> Y B b by

=1 p<ri<..m<n
k—1

koo 2 2
Bpn = Gpnt g Ay bryry - bryn

=1 p<ri<..m<n

We proceed by induction on the parameter k. Firstly, we observe that the result is satisfied
for £k = 1 with
(O‘zlm’ ﬁ{ ) (b’ ) and ©! =02

p,n? pn pn,n 1

We further assume that the result is satisfied at rank k. In this situation, using the fact

that
02, (m ) = T2, (m,n)] ()]

<t |m—m|+a,, / 1= 7)(&)] 02, (p,de)

=1
+ 7’0,7"1 / | D, ro F]22 0 (m7 77)] (@)‘ Qp,ro,m’,n’ (d(p)

p<m <r1

we conclude that

02, (m/ ') = T2 . (m, )] (f)]

< ot jm — | + BhE / = 7)(e)] O (f,dy)

=1
Rﬁ n° 7376 Z bT07T1 bh,m ce sz / | P, ro F?),ro (m’ 77)](@)‘ Qp,ro,m’,n’ (dgo)

Pp<ro<ri<re<..<rp<n
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with
k+1 k /
Ay = Qp, T+ g bp,r1 brirg v brpm
p<ri<re<..<rp<n
k+1 k 2
Bom = Ppnt > a2, iy <o brpn

p<ri<re<...<rg<n

and the Markov transition
k k k k
p ﬂtl GP,JVF:m’n’(f’ dp) = Bpn Opy(frdp)
—1
+ Z a127ﬂ‘1 briry v brgm <Qp,rl,m’,n’9127,r1m/> (dyp)

p<r1<re<..<rp<n

We end the proof of the proposition using the fact that

o’ ) =Tpn(mm)| < |apu+ D g Gan| m—n|
p<qg<n

+ Z aclm 0122:3/ ‘[77_77/](90,” [ﬁ;qm’,n’@p,qm’] (de')

p<g<n

This proof of the proposition is now completed. |

5.4 Proof of theorem [B.11]

For any n € P(F) and any u,u’ € I,,, we have

|(I)711+1,n(u) - (1)711—1—1777(1/)‘

— gy — ) _ n(g(.,y))
= |u—v| {r(l d) +rdh [ Yuldy) Grrgamra i dam@a]

< Ju—| [r(1 = d) + rdh Vn (e )]

This implies that condition (8.2)) is satisfied with

+
g
thaes €710 0 3 ()

In the same way, for any 1,7’ € P(F) and any u € I,,, we have

_ 1
(1) = By gy () = rdhu [ Voldy) prgmgrpirasreeam @~ 1) (90-9)
+ —
L < rdhm™t - 9 -9
Tat1 < rdhm™ Y, [h+dm—g 2
and the probability measure

(

g () —g9 (y)
Q;m/(dgp) X /yn(dy) [h+dm*g*(y)]2 6%@“0)
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Now, we come to the analysis of the mappings

®7 41, (n) o< (1 —dyu nM + /yn(dy) Wy (1, y) Yo (MM + p(l) 1

with the weight functions

wy (1, y) =

rdun(g(-y) _ (] h
h+dun(g(.,y)) (1 h+dw7(g(-,y))>

Notice that

rdm*g* (y)

. rdm g (y)
wy): = h+dmtg*(y)

= dmg () = wau(n,y) < wh(

y) ==

To have a more synthetic formula, we extend the observation state space with two auxiliary
points ¢, co and we set
yycl = yn + 501 + 602

we extend the likelihood and the weight functions by setting
g(@,c1) =gz, c2) =11
and

w(c1) = r(l—dm™ <wy(n,c1) :=r(1—du<w(c):=r(1—dm"
T(e2) = w (e2) = p(1)

In this notation, we find that

wu(ﬁ, 02) = w

B naln) [ ildy) wal.9) Uy ()2,
with the collection of Markov transitions M, defined below
Yy & {ca} My=M and M., =T
Notice that the normalizing constants VS (w,(n, .)) satisfy the following lower bounds
Ve(wan, ) = Vo(w) =r(1—d) m™+ Yy (w) + (1)

We analyze the Lipschitz properties of the mappings ®2 +1,, using the following decom-
position
q)n—i—l u( ) q)n—i—l u(n ) - An+1,u(77= 77/) + A;H—l,u(na 77/)
with the signed measures
AnJrl u 77’ /yc 77 y) [\I]g( y) (U)My - \I]g( Y) (U,)My]
Vil wu(n, ) ’ ’

and

ALy alnf) = /VMIMMJ—MMM]@WMW% 2., (1)

yc(wu 77’
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Arguing as in the proof of theorem 3.7 given in the appendix (see for instance (5.2])), one
checks that

[Aps1,u(n:n)(f)]

< sty (U= [ = )M + [ Yaldy) w () EE |0 =0)(SYM(5))

for some collection of Markov transitions SZ’ from FE into itself. It is also readily checked
that

s € S [ I0i) = [0 1ol

This clearly implies that condition (B3]) is satisfied with

02,01 < ﬁ (5(M) [r(l —d)ym* + Y, (w;ng)] + hrdm™* YV, (%))

We analyze the continuity properties of the mappings u +— ®2 Jrl7u(77) using the following
decomposition

71 (n) — 2 ()

= yetweory J Yaldy) [wu(n,y) —ww(n,y)] <‘I’g(.,y) (n) My — ‘I)iﬂ,uf(ﬁ))
This implies that
+
02100 = ©211 )] ()] < 3ty [P0 = D)+ hrd Y (gregiype )] Tu =]

This shows that condition (3.0]) is satisfied with

Tan < % [7”(1 —d)+hrd Iy (WH

This ends the proof of the theorem. |
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