2404.18857v1 [stat. ME] 29 Apr 2024

arxXiv

VT-MRF-SPF: Variable Target Markov Random
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Abstract: Markov random fields (MRFs) are invaluable tools across diverse fields, and spa-
tiotemporal MRFs (STMRFs) amplify their effectiveness by integrating spatial and temporal
dimensions. However, modeling spatiotemporal data introduces additional hurdles, including
dynamic spatial dimensions and partial observations, prevalent in scenarios like disease spread
analysis and environmental monitoring. Tracking high-dimensional targets with complex spa-
tiotemporal interactions over extended periods poses significant challenges in accuracy, efficiency,
and computational feasibility. To tackle these obstacles, we introduce the variable target MRF
scalable particle filter (VI-MRF-SPF), a fully online learning algorithm designed for high-
dimensional target tracking over STMRFs with varying dimensions under partial observation.
We rigorously guarantee algorithm performance, explicitly indicating overcoming the curse of
dimensionality. Additionally, we provide practical guidelines for tuning graphical parameters,
leading to superior performance in extensive examinations.

MSC2020 subject classifications: Primary 65C05; secondary 65C35, 65C40, 94C15.
Keywords and phrases: Markov random fields, spatiotemporal analysis, latent variable, se-
quential Monte Carlo, curse of dimensionality, time-varying graphs.

1. Introduction

We start by presenting the background and motivation in Subsection 1.1, then outline our contributions
in Subsection 1.2, followed by the paper’s organization in Subsection 1.3.

1.1. Background and motivation

Markov random fields (MRFs) have found wide-ranging applications spanning disciplines such as
physics, computer vision, machine learning, computational biology, and materials science [Li, 2009].
Spatiotemporal data differs from high-dimensional data in its representation and characteristics, as
it incorporates both spatial and temporal dimensions. Extending MRFs to spatiotemporal MRF's
(STMRFs) offers numerous advantages in modeling dynamic systems over space and time [Christakos,
2017]. By incorporating temporal information, STMRFs enable the modeling of dependencies and
interactions over both spatial and temporal dimensions, making them suitable for tasks such as video
analysis, motion estimation, and tracking. This extension enhances the capability of MRFs to handle
spatiotemporal data, making them a valuable tool for capturing and analyzing dynamic phenomena
in various applications, including video processing, medical imaging, and environmental monitoring
[Descombes et al., 1998, Prates et al., 2022].

Spatiotemporal data exhibits time-varying spatial dimensions due to a multitude of factors, includ-
ing the presence of missing or irregular data in specific spatial areas. This is exemplified in Fig 1,
which showcases the 271 Intermediate Zones within the Greater Glasgow and Clyde health board in
Scotland. The left figure demonstrates the absence of data in certain locations at one time point, while
the right figure illustrates the absence of data in different spatial locations at another time point. This
missing data can stem from various reasons such as sensor malfunctions, occlusions in visual data, or
incomplete data collection processes [Jiang and Srivastava, 2019]. Furthermore, the dynamic nature of
spatiotemporal data also arises from the inherent variability in spatial interactions over time, changes
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Fig 1: Ilustration of missing or irregular spatiotemporal data at two time points

in environmental conditions, as well as the continuous evolution of phenomena being observed [Lin
et al., 2023]. Additionally, the presence of artifacts and uncertainties in the collected spatial data
further contributes to the time-varying spatial dimension of spatiotemporal data, posing challenges
for analysis and modeling (see, e.g. Lin et al. [2024] and the references therein).

What made spatiotemporal data analysis more challenging is the partial observation. In epidemi-
ology, partial observation of spatiotemporal data often arise due to several factors: 1) Incomplete
reporting leads to underestimation or incomplete representation of disease spread, as not all cases are
reported. 2) Spatial heterogeneity occurs due to differences in healthcare infrastructure and report-
ing practices across geographical regions, resulting in uneven data coverage. 3) Temporal dynamics
introduce fluctuations in reporting frequency and accuracy over time due to changes in public health
policies or resource availability. 4) Diagnostic uncertainty arises from misdiagnosis or delayed diagnosis,
particularly for diseases with nonspecific symptoms. 5) Sampling bias may skew data towards certain
population groups or regions, affecting estimates of disease prevalence. 6) Additionally, measurement
errors in data collection, recording, or transmission further impact the reliability of epidemiological
analyses and interpretations. Therefore, epidemiological modeling with partial observation is widely
employed [Li et al., 2020, Subramanian et al., 2021, Li et al., 2023].

An influential study by Khan et al. [2005] analyzed hidden STMRF of varying dimension (HSTMRF-
VD) and introduced an online learning algorithm based on the particle filter (PF). Also known as
the sequential Monte Carlo method, PFs are especially well-suited for analyzing spatiotemporal data
because of their capacity to effectively capture the dynamic nature of the data across both space and
time [Doucet et al., 2001, Chopin et al., 2020]. This method represents the posterior distribution of
the state vector by a set of random samples called particles, which are recursively propagated through
the dynamic model as new measurements become available [Del Moral et al., 2006]. The online fashion
of particle filters is crucial for real-time estimation and inference in dynamic systems, providing the
capability for continual adaptation to changing system dynamics and uncertainties [Chopin et al.,
2023]. Analyzing spatiotemporal data in an online fashion is crucial as it enables real-time monitoring
and decision-making, such as disease outbreaks or weather phenomena. By analyzing data online,
insights can be obtained promptly, enabling timely interventions and responses.
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Despite the advantageous features of the PF for handling spatiotemporal data, the challenge of curse
of dimensionality (COD) significantly hampers its effectiveness, particularly when dealing with high-
dimensional datasets. However, the proliferation of sensor networks, satellite imagery, IoT devices, and
social media platforms has led to an explosion in spatiotemporal data of both high spatial and long
temporal dimensions. PF encounters diminishing performance with increasing model dimensionality
[Bengtsson et al., 2008, Snyder et al., 2008]. In mathematical terms, the algorithmic error of PF exhibits
an exponential increase with the dimension of the state space of the underlying model [Rebeschini and
Van Handel, 2015]. Numerous endeavors have been made to adapt the PF to diverse high-dimensional
model types and scenarios, such as Finke and Singh [2017], Singh et al. [2017], Guarniero et al. [2017],
Goldman and Singh [2021], Rimella and Whiteley [2022], Ning and Ionides [2023], Finke and Thiery
[2023], Tonides et al. [2024]. However, a scalable (fully) online learning algorithm that is generically
applicable to HSTMRF models, with or without time-varying dimensions, remains an open challenge,
and this paper aims to address this gap.

1.2. Our contributions

In this paper, we work on general HSTMRF-VD models, allowing the latent state and observations at
each spatial unit to take continuous or discrete values (demonstrated in Fig 3), real values or complex
values, and importantly being high-dimensional or infinite-dimensional thus incorporating functional
spaces. This expansion distinguishes our model from the HSTMRF-VD model proposed by Khan
et al. [2005], where each spatial unit’s random variable is constrained to a single value. Furthermore,
our model features time-inhomogeneous transition densities and measurement densities, allowing for
variations over time, in contrast to the time-homogeneous nature of Khan et al. [2005]. This exten-
sion is crucial; for instance, in the context of COVID-19, the precision of measurements may vary
during different stages of transmission, reflecting changes in measurement equipment availability. Ad-
ditionally, we incorporate general neighborhood interactions, as opposed to the pairwise neighborhood
interaction considered by Khan et al. [2005], which is a special case of ours. This distinction is illus-
trated in Section 2.1 using the theory of Gibbs measure. Importantly, we permit spatial interactions to
evolve over time while accommodating non-overlapping regional dependencies, as visualized in Fig 6.
This feature is motivated by within-state interactions and state-specific policies during the COVID-19
pandemic.

We propose the variable target MRF scalable PF (VT-MRF-SPF) in Algorithm 1 for inferring
the latent states of general high-dimensional HSTMRF-VD models. Given the model’s time-evolving
graph structure, we employ time-evolving cluster partitions for these graphs, as illustrated in Fig
7. Unlike the PF and its variants, which predict the next state using the model’s dynamics and
calculate weights using the observation density, the VI-MRF-SPF takes a different approach. At
each time ¢, the VI-MRF-SPF predicts the latent state of all available targets at time ¢ + 1, without
considering spatial interactions. Subsequently, within each cluster in the time-evolving partition B(k;),
weights are computed as the product of the measurement density and the spatial interaction density
of the latent state. Resampling is then performed cluster-wise based on these cluster-specific weights.
These particles are recursively propagated through the dynamic model as new measurements become
available, enabling the filter to dynamically adjust its estimation based on the most recent observations.
The fully online learning scheme enables continuous updating of estimates based on incoming data,
eliminating the necessity to revisit past observations. This characteristic effectively circumvents the
common storage challenge in spatiotemporal analysis, minimizing the need for large storage capacity.

Mathematically understanding the VT-MRF-SPF’s mechanism and rigorously bounding its algo-
rithmic error pose significant challenges, especially considering the state space of the latent state (X¥)
associated with each vertex v is a Polish space. Given N is countable, under the product topology,
X = (XY)N is also Polish spaces. Even in cases where XV is a Banach space, X is a Polish space
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not a Banach space; thus, techniques only applicable to Banach spaces are not applicable here. To
overcome this, we borrowed concepts such as decay of correlation alongside the Dobrushin comparison
theorem (Theorem 8.20 in Georgii [2011]) from statistical physics, both suitable for Polish spaces
and high-dimensional graphs. The algorithmic bias and variance are bounded in Theorems 3.2 and
3.4 respectively, each followed by sketches outlining distinct proof techniques employed. The upper
bound of the overall algorithmic error, provided in equation (36), solely relies on local quantities, thus
beating the COD. We allow all graphical quantities to vary with time, but if they are fixed over time,
the resulting upper bound becomes uniform in time, which is achieved by delicate stability analysis
in spatiotemporal framework.

Furthermore, the algorithmic error bounds explict reveal the importance of each graphical quantity,
offering practical insights to understand and mitigate errors inherent in the VI-MRF-SPF. Following
the guideline of favoring small cluster sizes, we conducted extensive numerical analyses to assess the
performance of the VI-MRF-SPF across diverse scenarios. We introduced a variant of the widely
used conditional autoregressive (CAR) model proposed in Leroux et al. [2000], incorporating varying
spatial dimensions, time-evolving network interactions, and partial observations. Our evaluations en-
compassed both discrete and continuous observation models, with equal and unequal target entering
and staying probabilities, and utilizing both complete graph structures and real spatial structures as
depicted in Fig 1. Comparing the performance of the VI-MRF-SPF with the Variable Target Joint
MRF PF (VT-MRF-PF) proposed in Khan et al. [2005], which to date is the only fully online learning
algorithm applicable to general HSTMRF-VD models, we observed that the VI-MRF-SPF consis-
tently demonstrates stability and scalability, outperforming the VI-MRF-PF across all scenarios.

1.3. Organization of the paper

The organization of the paper unfolds as follows: In Section 2, we introduce HSTMRF-VD models.
In Section 3, we present the main results of this paper: proposing the VI-MRF-SPF in Algorithm
1 and establishing its algorithmic error bounds in Theorems 3.2 and 3.4. In Section 4, we present
numerical analyses of the VIT-MRF-SPF’s performance, in comparison with the VIT-MRF-PF. The
supplementary materials provide preliminary proofs and proofs of the main theoretical results.

2. Model description

In this section, we begin by reviewing the MRF model in Section 2.1, followed by an exploration of
the STMRF model incorporating time-varying spatial dimensions in Section 2.2. Finally, we present
our HSTMRF-VD model in Section 2.3.

2.1. Markov random field

In this subsection, we review MRFs and their connection to the Gibbs distribution, which is essential
for understanding our model. The elements within a finite set V' are considered being interconnected
through a neighborhood system. For any vertex v € V, its neighbor set is determined as the collection
of nearby vertices within a specified radius r:

N(v) = {1/ eV |dw,v') <r ;év},

where d(v,v") represents the Euclidean distance between v and v’, and r is a positive integer-valued
parameter. A neighborhood system for the set V' is characterized by the collection of all such neighbor
sets:

N = {N(v) | € V}.
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Fig 2: Neighborhood and cliques on a set of irregular vertices. (Source: Figure 1.3 in Li [2012])

It has the following properties: a vertex is not neighboring to itself, i.e., v ¢ N(v); the neighboring
relationship is mutual, i.e., v € N(v') & v’ € N(v).

The pair (V,N) £ G forms a graph in the conventional sense, where V represents the vertices and N’
dictates the connections between vertices based on neighboring relationships. A clique for G is defined
as a subset of vertices in V. It can either be a single vertex {v}, or a pair of neighboring vertices
{v,v'}, or a triple of neighboring vertices {v,v’,v"”}, and so forth. The collections of single-vertex,
pair-vertex, and triple-vertex cliques are denoted by C;i, Ca, and Cs, respectively, where

Ci :{v|v€V},
Co = {{v,v’} ‘U’EN(U),UEV},

and C3= { {v, v, 0"} ‘U,U/,’UH € V are neighbors to one another }

The collection of all cliques for (V, ) is represented as
C=CLUCyUCs... (1)

where ... denotes possible sets of larger cliques.

Consider a family of random variables X = {X"} ., defined on the set V', where each X assumes
values/lables 2V in a label set XV. We borrow Figure 1.1 of Li [2012] to visualize the mappings with
continuous label set and discrete label set in Fig 3. Supposing the cardinality card(V) = m, this family
X is termed a m-dimensional random field. The notation XV = z¥ denotes the event that XV takes
the value x%, and (X L=gl XM= sc’”) represents the joint event. For simplicity, a joint event
is abbreviated as X = x, where x = {,7:1, . ,xm} forms a configuration of X, corresponding to a
realization of the random field. In the case of a discrete label set X", the probability that the random
variable XV equals z¥ is denoted as P(X"V = z?), and the joint probability is denoted as P(X = z) =
P{X"? =z"},ecv), abbreviated as P(zV) and P(z) unless there is a need to elaborate the expressions.
In the case of a continuous X, probability density functions are denoted as f (X¥ = z%) and f(X =
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Fig 3: The above shows mappings with continuous label set (left) and discrete label set (right). (Source:
Figure 1.1 in Li [2012])

x), abbreviated as fY(zV) and f(x). Since the discrete-valued random variable has a probability
density function with respect to (w.r.t.) the counting measure, we consistently use probability density
functions throughout the paper.

The family X is termed a MRF on V w.r.t. a neighborhood system N if and only if f¥(x) > 0 and
the following Markovian condition holds:

f'u (zv |IV\{’U}) _ fv(l,v |xN(v))’
for any x € X, where V\{v} denotes the set difference, z¥'\?
in V\{v}, and

represents the set of labels at the vertices

2N = {x”/ |0 € N(v)}

stands for the set of labels at the vertices neighboring v. The Markovianity characterizes the local prop-
erties of X, indicating that the label at a vertex depends solely on those at the neighboring vertices,
i.e., only labels from neighboring vertices directly influence each other. However, it is always feasi-
ble to choose a sufficiently large r to uphold the Markovian condition, and the largest neighborhood
encompasses all other vertices. Thus, any X is an MRF w.r.t. such a neighborhood system.

There are two approaches to specify a MRF: one involves conditional probabilities f¥(zv | 2N (*))
and the other is based on the joint probability f(z). The Hammersley-Clifford theorem establishing
the equivalence between MRFs and Gibbs distributions provides a mathematically tractable way to
specify the joint probability of an MRF; see Li [2012] for further details. A set of random variables
X is said to be a Gibbs random field on V w.r.t. A/ if and only if its configurations follow a Gibbs
distribution. The density of the Gibbs distribution is expressed as

fx) =2 xe U@,

where Z is a normalizing constant known as the partition function, T' is a constant referred to as the
temperature (assumed to be 1 unless stated otherwise), and U(z) is the energy function. The energy
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function is defined as the sum of clique potentials Via.q(c)(2) over all possible cliques C defined in
equation (1), i.e.,

U(x) = Z ‘/;ard(c) (iL’),

ceC
where Veara(e)(7) depends on the local configuration within the clique ¢, with card(c) being the cardi-
nality of c. It may be convenient to express the energy of a Gibbs distribution as the sum of several
terms, each ascribed to cliques of a certain size, i.e.,

U(JS) = Z % (Iv) + Z Vz(xv, :EU/) + Z V3(IU,IU,7J;U”) N (2)
{v}et {v,v'}€C2 {v,v" v’ }ECs
An important special case is when only cliques of size up to two are considered:

U@) =Y Vi@)+Y. Y Wa'a") (3)

veV veV v’ €N (v)

Clearly, the Gaussian distribution is a special case of the Gibbs distribution. The Gaussian MRF
(GMRF), also known as the auto-model and the auto-normal model, is characterized by the conditional
probability density: for any v € V,

1
\/2mo2
This is the normal distribution with conditional mean

N =g+ D B (@ = ),

v’ €N (v)

v v’ 2
fP@” ] 2Ny = o HE [P e~ Dwrenio Ao )] (4)

E(xU

and conditional variance
Var(z" ‘ 2Ny = o2

v

By Theorem 2.1 of Mardia [1988], the joint probability density is the density of a Gibbs distribution

\/det(B) < (@ B - u))

flz) = @z P 5

where, for the cardinality card(V') = m, the vectors  and p are m-dimensional, and B = [b,,,] is the
m X m-dimensional matrix such that

by = (61)'0’ - 61}1}’)/0-12;

with § being the Dirac delta function and 3,, = 0. The corresponding single-vertex and pair-vertex
clique potential functions in equation (3) are given respectively as

Vi (2¥) = (2" — p)* /202,
and  Va(2",2") = —our (27 — 1) (a° — p1ur) /202, (5)

Note that there are in fact three types of Markov properties describing conditionally independence in
the MRF: the pairwise Markov property, the local Markov property, and the global Markov property.
An illustration is provided in Fig 4 and further information can be seen from Rue and Held [2005].
The global Markov property is stronger than the local Markov property, which in turn is stronger
than the pairwise one. We note that the GMRF is the most frequently employed type of MRF, with
all three properties being equivalent for the GMRF.
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Fig 4: Left: The pairwise Markov property; the two black nodes are conditionally independent given
the gray nodes (one-to-one). Middle: The local Markov property; the black and white nodes are
conditionally independent given the gray nodes (one-to-many). Right: The global Markov property;
the black and striped nodes are conditionally independent given the gray nodes (many-to-many).
(Source: Figure 2.3 in Rue and Held [2005])

2.2. Spatiotemporal Markov random field of varying dimension

STMRF models extend MRF models to incorporate additional temporal variations. An illustrative
scenario is depicted in Fig 5. Consider a sequence of graphs over time [T] := {1,2,...,T}, akin to
the one shown in Fig 5. If we focus on a specific slice at time ¢ € [T] and a particular node v € V
within it—Ilet’s call it x7 and represent it as the black node—its spatial neighbors consist of nearby
nodes as schematically indicated with four neighbors in this depiction. A common enhancement in
spatiotemporal MRF models involves considering additional neighbors in time, which includes nodes
from the preceding and succeeding slices, x}_; and z},,. That is, we consider (Xi);e[rjufo} as a
Markov chain in a Polish state space X. Recall that a Polish space is defined as a separable completely
metrizable topological space. This definition encompasses a wide range, accommodating both discrete
and continuous values, including real and complex numbers. Furthermore, it can be high-dimensional
or infinite-dimensional spaces, making it versatile to include functional spaces. Define the reference
measure of X; on X as 9. The state of X; at each time ¢ is a random field (X}),ecy indexed by a finite
undirected graph with vertex set V. Define the reference measure of X} on its state space X" as ¢?,
where XV can also be a Polish space. Based on the network structure,

X = (X )vev, X= H X" and Y= H P,

veV veV
Furthermore, for any set W C V, define
XV = (XD)ew, XV i=(Xpew and W(dz}"):= H P?(dxy). (6)
veW

The MRF and STMRF models described above have fixed graph structures. However, in reality, it
is common to encounter graphs with time-varying dimensions, such as social networks. We refer to the
STMRF model with varying dimensions as the STMRF-VD model. As in the influential work Khan
et al. [2005], a new identifier random vector Ky C N at each time ¢ is introduced to indicate targets
of interest. It is clear that there are many such hypotheses, and each of these distinct hypotheses
corresponds to a joint state variable XtK* in the space X = (X¥)N. Its dimensionality depends on the
number of non-zero entries in K; and thus evolves over time. For example, if the dimension of state
space XV of a single target v is 2, Ky = {1,3,4} corresponds to a joint state Xt{1’3’4} of dimension
6. Recall that we consider the state space X" as a Polish space. With N being countable, under the
product topology, X is also a Polish space. Given that Polish spaces can include discrete or continuous
values or both, to make notation visually compact, we define the transition density of X; w.r.t. ¢ as
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time

Fig 5: A common neighborhood structure in STMRF models. In addition to spatial neighbors, also
the same node in next and previous time-step can be neighbors. (Source: Figure 2.12 in Rue and Held
[2005])

f+ and that of X7 w.r.t. ¢V as f. When X, takes discrete values, v is understood as the counting
measure. Similarly, we define the transition density of K; as p;.

We allow p; to potentially depend on regional information. In the context of COVID-19, public
health policies vary across different states in the US. Each state implements its own distinct set
of policies and regulations concerning mask mandates, vaccination requirements, social distancing
measures, and lockdown protocols. These policies are often customized to address the particular needs
and circumstances of each state, consequently impacting the level of tracking efforts within each region.
Consider R as a regional partion, which is a set of nonoverlapping spatial regions that will not change
over time, i.e.,

v=|JR, RNR =0for any R# R and R, R’ € R.
RER
Fig 6 provides illustrations of the nonoverlapping regional patition and the overlapping neighborhood
interactions. The transition density of K; is defined as follows based on R:

pelke | keor, 25y = T R F | key, 2™, (7)
RER

That is, the value of K; in region R € R, denoted as K[, is generated by the global value K;_; and

the latent state in that region xf‘_‘lmR. In this manner, users could adjust the tracking intensity based
on the monitoring status of a given region. For instance, if zfﬁ‘lmR is close to zero, a smaller set of

K; may be more appropriate. In practical terms, when the COVID-infected population in a state is
low, the state might adopt less stringent policies and track fewer patients.

In Khan et al. [2005], they firstly considered the model over a fixed graph, whose transition density
takes the following form:

flal o) =] £2@ |27 [ exp(—F (2}, 21), ®)

veV v’ €N (v)

where ?v is a function of two variables. They then considered the variable target case, wherein
E S
(Ky, XKt) was divided into (KZ,X,*) for modeling targets entering and (K7, X,") for model-
E
ing targets staying. Hence, there is no transition probability of XtK ¢ simply its own probability. The

S S
transition probability of XtK * depends on thi *, in a product form, i.e.,

K| v EP iy
P(X | X)) = H P(X{ | X{ ).
iEKP
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Fig 6: The left figure is an illustration of the nonoverlapping regional patition. The right figure is an
illustration of overlapping neighborhood interactions.

In this paper, we combine and generalize their transition densities into a unified form.
Our transition density, for each time ¢ € [T, is given by

ki— v/ v v(R ki— v\ v/ ov  Ne(v
folaht | ke ayt) = T 2y | 67,2t ™ fray, a ), 9)
vEky

where ft” is a function of the variable zy and his neighborhood vector xivt(v). Here, v(R) gives the
region that vertex v belongs to, and Ny¢(v) is the r-range neighborhood defined as

Ni(v) := {v' € ky : d(v,0") <7, 0" # v}, (10)

with r being a positive interger and d(v,v’) being the Euclidean distance between two vertices v
and v'. Now, we outline the advantages of our modeling approach in equation (9) compared to the
STMRF-VD model of Khan et al. [2005]:

(i) We properly formulate the probability transition densities for target entering and staying into
a single equation (9). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first instance of incorporating
dimension changes. Specifically, for each v in the identifier K; = k; at time ¢, X} depends on
X/, only if v € ky_q (i.e., v stays).

(ii) We introduce the feature that X} could depend on k; ", the identifier set in the region to which
v belongs. This feature is necessary; for example, in a region with a high number of active cars,
the movements of each car could be restricted.

(iii) The function f{ serves as a generalization of the pairwise interaction described in equation (8).
This can be easily illustrated in the context of the Gibbs distribution, as explained in Subsection
2.1. The STMRF-VD model of Khan et al. [2005] corresponds to a special case with the first and
second-order terms as described in equation (3), whereas our model could include higher order
terms described in equation (2).

(iv) At last, a crucial difference is that our transition density is time-inhomogeneous that can vary
over time, whereas those in equation (8) are time-homogeneous and remain the same across all
time points.

(R)
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2.3. Hidden spatiotemporal Markov random field of varying dimension

In epidemiology, X} could represent the true disease status of an individual (e.g., susceptible, exposed,
infected, recovered), while the observable data may include noisy measurements. By incorporating par-
tial and noisy observations into the model, one can estimate the true disease dynamics more accurately,
allowing for better predictions of future outbreaks and informing public health interventions. We re-
fer to the partially observed STMRF-VD model as the hidden STMRF-VD (HSTMRF-VD) model.
Specifically, the state of the STMRF-VD model, XtK"7 is not directly observable and hence is called the
latent state; its partial and noisy observations are represented by the observation Yth. At each time
t, the state of Y;** is a random field that is considered conditionally independent given (Xth)te[T].
As X7 takes values in a Polish state space, we consider the state space of Y’ to be a Polish space as
well, thus allowing it to be discrete or continuous, finite-dimensional or infinite-dimensional. Moreover,
since N is countable, under the product topology, the state space of YtK", defined as ) = (Y")N, is also
a Polish space. We define the reference measure of Yth on its state space ) as ¢, and the reference
measure of Y’ on its state space Y” as ¢, such that ¢ = [, ¢".

We define the measurement density of Y; w.r.t. ¢ as gt(yft | ki, xft), and define the measurement
density of Y, w.r.t. ¢¥ as gy. Based on the network structure, we have the following product-formed
expression:

t + v v v(R v
gy | keaft) = [T ot i | K7 a). (11)
vEky

Our measurement density generalized that of Khan et al. [2005] in the following two aspects:

(i) We allow the density of Y;* to depend on k, (R), the identifier set within the region to which
v belongs. This feature is essential. When the number of measurements to be done is large,
the precision of some measurements may be compromised. In practice, healthcare workers may
experience fatigue or burnout when conducting a high volume of tests over an extended period.
Conversely, the measurement errors are low when only a few tests are required.

(ii) Our measurement density is time-inhomogeneous, allowing it to change over time ¢, whereas
that of Khan et al. [2005] is time-homogeneous. This extension is crucial. Using the example of
COVID-19, during the initial stages of transmission, the precision of COVID-19 measurements
may be less accurate due to the scarcity of measurement equipment compared to later stages.

3. Main results

In this section, we present our main results. In Section 3.1, definitions of graphical notations and
distances are presented. In Section 3.2, we formulate of the high-dimensional latent target tracking
problem. Section 3.3 outlines the details of our the VI-MRF-SPF algorithm. Section 3.4 elucidates
the assumptions required to establish the algorithmic error bound. In Section 3.5, we provide an upper
bound for the algorithmic bias. Lastly, Section 3.6 offers an upper bound for the algorithmic variance.

3.1. Graphical notations and distances

Define the distance between two vertex sets W and W' as

d(W,W') := mi in d ; 12
(W, W) := min min d(v,v'); (12)
denote the r-inner boundary of W; € k; as the subset of vertices in W; that can interact with vertices
outside Wy, i.e.,

BWt = {U < Wt : Nt(’l)) 7@ Wt}, (13)
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denote the maximal size of one single cluster up to time 7" as

B|F = d(Bs); 14
B := _max ' max | card(Bs) (14)

denote the maximal number of vertices that interact with any vertex in its r-neighborhood up to time
T as
A7 := max maxcard{v € k;:d(v,v') <r}; 15
T s€[T)U{0} vEk, { s d( )< } (15)

denote the maximal number of vertices in one single region up to time T as

AF = ety et (R "

and denote the maximal distance in one single region up to time 7" as

r¥ = max max d(v,v"). (17)
se[TIU{0} v,v’€ks,v' €V(R)

We assume that r, Ar, A7Tz, and r? are greater than and equal to one throughout the paper.
Between two random measures p and p’ on space S, we define the distance
1/2

llo =/l == sup [Elp(h) = p'(R)*] ", (18)
heS:|h|<1

where S denotes the class of measurable functions h: S — R and
) i= [ hw)dp(o) = [ hw)p(ao).

Between two random measures p and p’ on space S, we define the local distance, for J C kg with

s € [T]u {0}, o
lo=2ll, = suwp  [Blo(h) — g/ ()", (19)
heSY:|h|<1

where S7 denotes the class of measurable functions h : S — R such that h(z) = h(Z) whenever

z’/ =77, Between two probability measures p and p’ on S, we define the total variation distance
lo=p'll:==sup |p(h) = p'(R)], (20)
heS:|h|<1

and define the local total variation distance, for J C ks with s € [T]U {0},

lp—p'lls == sup |p(h) —p'(h)|. (21)
heS7:|h|<1

3.2. Problem formulation
We assume that the triple of processes (X,Y, K) is realized on one canonical probability space, and

denote P and E as the probability measure and expectation on that space respectively. Given the
observations {YlK o, YI{(T}, we aim to approximate the nonlinear filter

mr(A) = IP’[X:,{(T €A YlKl,...,Y:,f(T].
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We consider my = d,, the Dirac measure centered on x. Then the nonlinear filter could be expressed
recursively as

Ty = Fems_1, s € [T, (22)

where, for any probability measure ps_1 on X at time s — 1 and any set A C X, the operator F; is
given by

(Fupts1)(A) 3
S LAl e, £ (22 | KT alep M gy | k0 ) fo (o, 2 )
xnmps(s | Bor, 2o " e (el ) (dark?)
S Tuer, £ | KT ol Mhygo e \k“m o) f (a2l “”) ‘
xHReRps< B | kg, 2 M e (dale Y (dake)

It is instructive to write the recursion F; = C,P, in two steps

prediction correction

Ms—1 —7 Tgls—1 = =Psmsg ——— m,=C sTs|s—1

where the prediction operator Py is defined as

(24)
/h g H fw w | kw(R , ks— 1ﬁ{w} H ps k‘R | ko LT ks— 10R)¢(dl_ ) (dwf”_’f),
weks RER
and the correction operator C, is defined as
h LL’kS W (W ]{?:)(R),{Ew w $w7.’lﬁivs(w) dl’ks
(Csp)(h) _ f ( s )Hweks Gs (ys ‘ s)fs ( s )p( s ) (25)

S Toer, 92y | KT aw) foo (a0, 20 ) p(dacke)

for any probability measure p on X.

3.3. Algorithm

We propose the VT-MRF-SPF in Algorithm 1. Upon reviewing the pseudocode, we can see that a key
distinction is in the update procedure, which utilizes time-evolving clusters. To be precise, we consider
a time-evolving cluster partition B(k;) that divides k; into nonoverlapping clusters, i.e.,

kk= |J Bi.  BinB;=0forany B, # Bj and By, B} € B(k). (26)
B.eB(k+)

Using the partition, we can express the joint conditional density of xff and yft as follows:

k
AN |

w kt w +(w w
= TI TII £ 162 ar ™ iy, 2 “ge (v | k27, 22).

B.eB(k) wEB:

Fig 7 illustrates the time-evolving cluster partition based on the time-evolving identifier. For a fixed
cluster size of 2, the cluster partition B(k1) = {{1,2},{4,5},{7}} at time ¢t = 1 when ky = {1,2,4,5,7},
while the cluster partition B(ke) = {{1,2},{3,4},{5,7}} at time ¢t = 2 when ks = {1,2,3,4,5,7}.
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Algorithm 1 (The the VI-MRF-SPF algorithm)

Notations: [T'] is the time index set, [N] is the Monte Carlo index set, and B(k:) is the cluster partition for

indentifier k; at time t.

Iterate for ¢t € [T7]:

1.

k(n) ,(n —~
Sample i.i.d. (kgf)hxti_ll ¢ )) with probability 7;—1 for n € [N].

(n) £ L (n)

2. Sample identifier according to p; (k,ﬁ’” | B, ot ) for n € [N].

3. Sample staying targets from f¢ (z}"(™ | kYR 200y ¢ each target v € k2™ for n € [N].

4. Sample new targets from f{ (acf’(m | k:(R),(n)) to each target v € kf’(") for n € [N].

™
Then one obtains new states (ké"), xft o€ )) for n € [N].

5. For By € B(ky)
6. Compute wft’(") = II o?(} | kf(R)'(m,x;"w))ﬁ’(mf'("),xf\r‘(w’(”)) for n € [N]
vEBy
Compute ,&)'tBt’(") _ wfu(")/zile thtv(n)‘
8. End For
(n)
= ~B¢,(n n k ,(n
9. Compute 7t = Q g, c (k) DO TIF M (k™ 2yt ( )).

171701101 17111101

o /@
@ K2 S,

/

t=1 t=2

Fig 7: Tllustration of the time-evolving cluster partition based on the time-evolving identifier. Consider
a fixed cluster size of 2, the identifier at time 1 as k; = {1,2,4,5,7}, and the identifier at time 2 as
ky=1{1,2,3,4,5,7}.

The the VI-MRF-SPF approximates the true filter m,, whose recursion is provided in (22), with
two primary features: Monte Carlo sampling and cluster-based updates. These can be mathematically
quantified using two operators, SV and B, for s € [T], where SV represents the sampling operator for
any probability measure p

gN, 1 N5 2
p_NZ Tj (7)
j=1

with {z;};e1s) being i.i.d. samples distributed according to p, and B, is defined as the clustering
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operator

Bsp = ® BBSP? (28)

BseB(ks)

with BZsp being the marginal of p on XPs. Using these two operators, we can recursively formulate
the approximate filter 7, for the VT-MRF-SPF as

Ty =Fos_1,  selT), (29)
where Ty = d,. Here, the opertator /F\S is given by

evolving as follows:

~ prediction Np ~ clustering ~
Ts—1 7 Ms|s—1 = STPTs1 — Ty = CsBsTrs|s—17
sampling correction

where the operators P, and C, are those utilized in the recursion of the true filter and are defined in
equations (24) and (25), respectively.

3.4. Assumption

Theoretical results of this paper rely on the following assumption:

Assumption 3.1. For any v € ky, xf‘:ll e Xz} eXY, yf €YY, and t € [T], we impose the following
local conditions:

(1) there exist €, > 0 and €4 > 0 such that
ca < iy | k™2 < e

(2) there exist €}, > 0 and €/; > 0 such that

ey < fiap,x)) <€l

(3) there exist v, > 0 and 74 > 0 such that

) R
va < gLy | R al) <,
kt—l

For any R € R, z,'7' € X, t € [T], and k¢, k—1 C N, we impose the regional condition: there exist
Ky > 0 and kg > 0 such that N n
1N
Ka < pr(k{ | ki1, 27" ) < K
At last, we suppose
€d €4 a < L )
€y € Ky 6(Ar + AT)|B|®
In Assumption 3.1, we assume that the local and regional densities are bounded on both sides,
thereby endowing the underlying Markov chain with strong ergodicity. Such assumptions are routinely
assumed in PF literatures, where they are typically considered from global perspectives. However, we

interpret them here in local and regional contexts, respectively. The last condition (31) and the fact
that |B|® > 1 ensure the positivity of S defined as

Br———t g (6(1- A9 Ay 4 AR (32)
= r+r77§ & €y €, Ky T i)

(31)

which will be used throughout the paper. In contrast to the local and regional assumptions, this
condition stems from the neighborhood interaction modeling, which necessitates the aggregation of
factors influencing transition dynamics.
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3.5. Algorithmic bias bound

Since the VT-MRF-SPF utilizes a cluster-based update scheme, in Theorem 3.2 below, we examine
the bias arising from the time-evolving cluster partition that is mathematically described in equation
(26). For this purpose, we define a cluster filter 7 with 7o = d,, which can be recursively expressed
as:

Fs=Fsoo1,  s€l[T), (33)
such that for any probability measure ps;_; on X at time s — 1 and any set A C X,

W W w(R ks— w
flA(fEf"‘)HBSeB(kS)waeBS 1o (as |ks( )79657110{ })

x go(ye | ks aw) fo(aw, 2d* )

(Faps1)(4) = % I per PEUE | koo, 203! s (dafsy ) (da)
sHs—1 - w(R ks w :
IHBSEB(ICS) f]._IwEBS f.:j(‘r? | k‘)’( )7xs—1lm{ })
x go(ye | kST, aw) fo (aw, 2d* )

[ per PREE | koo, a3 ) g1 (da* Yo (dak)

(34)

That is, Fs = C,B4P4 evolves as follows:

%871 prediction %S|571 _ PS%S,1 clusterllng ,7\_‘_,5 _ CSBS%S|S,1.
correction

We can see that the difference between the evolutions of 77 and 7 lies in the sampling process.
Therefore, T represents a theoretical filter generated by cluster updates based on the time-evolving
cluster partition. Subsequently, the bias introduced by the VI-MRF-SPF can be quantified mathe-
matically as || — wp||s for any set J, utilizing the local total variation distance defined in equation
(21), rather than the || ||| ; distance defined in equation (19) for two random measures. The following
theorem demonstrates that the bias can be upper bounded by local quantities alone. A rigorous proof
is provided in the Supplement.

Theorem 3.2. Under Assumption 3.1, for Br € B(kr) and J C By, we have

B 8 —Br 4
Iz = nrlly < ~——5m (1 - ) card(J) [max max | e Prithon)
— e PT [ s€[T] BLeB(ks)

The definition of S in equation (32) involves only constants, with T" used to quantify these constants
up to a specific time point of interest. If one takes fixed 7“77?, Ar, and A? across time, then S7 would
be irrelevant of T'. Additionally, the term e~ #74(/:9B2) by definitions (12) and (13), says that as the
distance of J to a graph partition increase, the less impact that graph patition would be on it, which
conforms to the common sense. Given that the constant S is positive and the distance d(J,0B.)
is positive, this term lies in the range (0,1). In sum, we can see that the upper bound in Theorem
3.2 has no error accumulated over the time dimension. Next, the upper bound only involves local
graphical quantities. Notably, it only has the cardinality of a set card(J), not the cardinality of a whole
identifier set card(k;), thus overcoming the COD. As the upper bound increases monotonically with the
cardinality of J, the algorithm favors smaller cluster sizes. The term max,¢[7] mMaxp: ep(k,) e—Prd(J,0B))
further supports this preference. It suggests that with a larger size of J, the distance of J to the
boundary of any cluster becomes smaller, leading to a more pronounced bias.

The proof of Theorem 3.2 relies on the Dobrushin comparison theorem to control the error accu-
mulation over the time dimension and to quantify the impact induced by the graph partition within
a cluster, which is described below to have this paper self-contained.
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Theorem 3.3 (Dobrushin comparison theorem, Theorem 8.20 in Georgii [2011]).
Let I be a finite set. Let S = [[,; St, where S' is a Polish space for each i € I. Define the coordinate
projections X' : x — x* for x €S and i € I. For probability measures p and p on S, define

pL(A) = p(XT € A| XIMI} = I\,
pi(A) = p(XP e A| X\ = g\,
PL(A) =B(XT e A | X\ = g\,

1 . o
Cij=5 sup o —pzll and b;=sup|p; —prl.
NG ) ves

If the Dobrushin condition max;er y . ..; Ci; < 1 holds, then for every J C I,

JjeT

lp =7l <> Disby,

i€d jel

where D =3 O™ < oc.

3.6. Algorithmic variance bound

After addressing the algorithmic bias in Theorem 3.2, our next objective is to investigate the variance
generated by the VI-MRF-SPF. Recalling that the bias is generated by the graph partition, the
variance is merely produced by the Monte Carlo samplings. In Theorem 3.4, we quantify the variance
using the local metric ||| - ||| ; defined in equation (19) for random measures. A rigorous proof is provided
in the Supplement.

Theorem 3.4. Under Assumption 3.1, for By € B(kr) and J C By, we have

o 64 [ 2y \ BT Y, IBIF +(1BIF) |B|3°card(.J)
7 = 77ll,; < —= ( =5 / '
VN Yd € l—exp(—5T+10g(|B|%o))

€5€h kg
Given that the variance generated by the VT-MRF-SPF is due to the Monte Carlo sampling,
routine Monte Carlo analysis provides the \/—% factor. Considering S only involves local constants
up to time T, the upper bound of the variance term is uniform in the time dimension if time uniform
graphical quantities (e.g. Ay, = Ay, for any t; # t2) are used. Furthermore, the upper bound only
involves local constants and the cardinality of J, thus overcoming the COD. It is worth noting that
(€2ku)/(€%€)k5a) > 1 and (vyuel,)/(va€,) > 1, the upper bound grows exponentially with |B|5°. Recall
that |B|3° defined in equation (14) stands for the maximal size of one single cluster up to time T.
This is as expected for our clusterwised update scheme, in the same way as the variance of the PF
growing exponentially in terms of the graph dimension. As the bias error bound, the variance error
bound grows monotonically with the cardinality of J. However, if we let |B|3® be small, J as a subset
of Br would be small.
Finally, using the triangle inequality and then noting the absence of random sampling in |77 —7r|| s,
we have

7z — 7ol ; < 1Fr — 7zl ; + 17z — 7ol ; = 1T — 7rlls + 177 — 7ol ;- (35)

Then, Theorems 3.2 and 3.4 yield that under Assumption 3.1, for every By € B(kr) and J C By, the
algorithmic error of the VI-MRF-SPF

7z ==zl (36)
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_BT ’
<786 1-— & card(J) |max max e~ Prd(1,0B;)
1—ePr €u s€[T] B,e€B(ks)

+

64 ( 2r, )lﬁ (”) s Blseard(J)
VN \ e ka Va €g 1—exp ( — Br+ 10g(|3|%°))

4. Numerical analysis

In this section, we conduct numerical analysis to examine the performance of the VI-MRF-SPF. In
Section 4.1, we introduce a variant of the widely used CAR model proposed in Leroux et al. [2000]
that incorporates time-evolving spatial dimensions and time-evolving network interactions, as well as
partial observations. In Section 4.2, we demonstrate the algorithmic performance of the proposed the
VT-MRF-SPF compared to the VI-MRF-PF in Khan et al. [2005], which are both online learning
algorithms applicable to general HSTMRF-VD models. In Section 4.3, further numerical analysis
results are provided using the real adjacency matrix, generated by the Greater Glasgow and Clyde
health board in Scotland as visualized in Fig 1.

4.1. HSTMRF-VD model with CAR latent states

In fact, hidden CAR models with fixed spatial dimension and network interaction have been used for
example in Napier et al. [2016] and Lee et al. [2018]. Specifically, their models’ framework contains two
components: an overall temporal trend and distinct spatial surfaces for each time period. However, we
allow each spatial location has its own temporal trend. That is, their models can be seen as a special
case of ours when all spatial locations’ temporal trends take the same value.

We assess the performance of the VI-MRF-SPF using both continuous and discrete observation
models. At each time ¢ € [T] and location ¢ € ki, the observation follows a normal distribution in the
continuous case:

Y} ~ Normal (47, %), (37)
and the observation follows a Poisson distribution in the discrete case:
Y} ~ Poisson (1), In (py) = . (38)

The latent state of our HSTMRF-VD model has a temporal component ¢ = (ap’fl, cee <p’}T) and a
spatial component ¢ = (45", ..., $57). For each i € k; and t € [T7,

v =61+ ¢l

0 Zi/ekt ’LU”'(t)¢17§/ &tQ
DY er, Wir () +1=9" 950wty +1-09)"
= i}k,

I dweoy”” - ) (40)

<pi | gpi_t,D ~ Normal (2 —, = —
TS _jd 10 9 di+1 -0

®% | 7", W (t) ~ Normal (

where
o7t = (¢1 i—1 i+l kt)
t - tr ¥t Pt yr oy W )

Nk itNke— itNke YNk
i} 13"'7@;[7}1 17<)0;5{+}1 +1~~~7§0§*} T)'

%

ey =(p
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That is, both the temporal and spatial components are modeled by the CAR model, while the latter
has a temporally-varying variance parameter 2.

In the above equations, spatial correlations are controlled by the temporal sequence of symmetric
k¢ x ki-dimensional adjacency matrices {W(t)}rerr) = {(wiir (t))s,ir ek, feer), Where wgy (t) denotes
the spatial proximity between areal units (S;, S;/) and the data availability of these two units. This
matrix is assumed to be binary, with w;;(t) = 1 if the areal units (S;, S;/) share a common border
and both have data available at time ¢, and w;;(t) = 0 otherwise. Moreover, w;; = 0 for all areal
units ¢ € k;. Temporal autocorrelation is controlled by a T' x T-dimensional tridiagonal neighborhood
matrix D = (dy ), where dyp = 1 if [t —t'| = 1 and dyp = 0 otherwise. For example, when k1 = 6 and
T =7, the two matrices W(1) and D could be given respectively as

o 1 0 0 0 O

o

and D =

o~ oo~
o, O ~ROHF
oo RO R
= e}
cocoRrRr o R=
coroooO
coococ o~
coocoo~O
cCoo RO
corRr O RO
OO, OO
— o, O OO
[ I e R e B e Wl e Wl )

6Xx6
TXT

To illustrate the earlier-described theory, the conditional probability density ¢! can be expressed
by equation (4) as

Qi | o — 1 . =Sk Bii/((ﬁil— ) 2
F@L| 67 W (t)) = o sez [oi-m-Ti, wo]
i

where p; = 0 for all 4,

~2
O

Jwii (1) and

Bii = T o} = Tt :
o Zﬁ:l Wy (t) +1-—19 ¥ Zﬁ:l Wy (t) +1-19

By Rue and Held [2005] pages 1-3 therein, ¢! follows the classical autoregressive process of order 1:

ol =Tl e @ N Nommal(0,0%), 9] <1,
where the index t represents time. That is, for t =2,...,n,

oi [l %{i}lﬂk“l ~ Normal (wai}?kt*l ; 02) :

4.2. Performance analysis using full adjacency matrix

In all the experiments conducted, the initial values o = (¢g, - - - ,<p§°) were drawn from a uniform
distribution in the range [1,2]. The variance parameter o2 in equation (40) was set as 0.1. The
variance parameters (0%,...,0%) in equation (39) were drawn from the uniform distribution in the
range [1,2]. Two parameters ¥ and 9 were drawn from the uniform distribution in the range [0, 1]. We
now clarify the three notations used in Algorithm 1: for all experiments conducted, we set the time
dimension T = 400, set the Monte Carlo count N = 800, and generated time-evolving clusters with
equal cluster size 2 as illustrated in Fig 7. The spatial dimension sizes (50, 100, 150, 200, 250, 300) were
tested, providing sufficient range to visualize the spatial scalability of the VI-MRF-SPF for long time
series. In order to measure the spatial scalability and fit the results within the same plots, we reported
the spatial-scaled log-likelihood values. Specifically, we divided each log-likelihhod by the associated
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Fig 8: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the HSTMRF-
VD model with equal target entering and staying probabilities under a complete spatial graph, as-
suming normal distributed observation errors. The left figure displays results obtained using the PF
log-likelihood employed in the VI-MRF-PF, while the right figure shows results obtained using the
SPF log-likelihood utilized in the VI-MRF-SPF.

spatial dimension. For fair comparison, we demonstrated the results using the log-likelihood calculation
methods in both the VI-MRF-PF and the VI-MRF-SPF, which we named as PF log-likelihood and
SPF log-likelihood, respectively. Notably, from spatial dimension 150, the VT-MRF-SPF consistently

outperforms the VI-MRF-PF in both log-likelihood calculation methods.

Spatial-scaled log-likelihood

—580 1

-582 1

—584 1

—586 1

—588 1

=530 1

-592

PF log-likelihood

A

—e— VT-MRF-PF
VT-MRF-SPF

50 100

150 200 250 300
Spatial dimension

Spatial-scaled log-likelihood

-100

—200 4

=300 1

—400 4

=500 1

—600 4

SPF log-likelihood

—e— VT-MRF-PF
VT-MRF-SPF

————

50 100 150 200 250 300
Spatial dimension

Fig 9: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the HSTMRF-
VD model with unequal target entering and staying probabilities under a complete spatial graph,
assuming normal distributed observation errors.

The experimental results reported in Fig 8 and Fig 9 were obtained using the full adjacency matrix
for a complete graph where each vertex is connected to all others, for the observation model following
the normal distribution as described in equation (37). In Fig 8, we considered the target entering
probability and staying probability being the same as 0.9, with the target leaving probability set to
0.1. We can see that when considering the PF log-likelihood, the VT-MRF-PF is better at spatial
dimension 50, they exhibit comparable performance at spatial dimension 100, and the VT-MRF-SPF
consistently surpasses thereafter. Regarding the SPF log-likelihood, the spatial-scaled log-likelihood
remains relatively consistent across spatial dimensions, and the VT-MRF-SPF consistently exhibits
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Fig 10: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the
HSTMRF-VD model with equal target entering and staying probabilities under a complete spatial
graph, assuming Poisson distributed observation errors.
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Fig 11: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the
HSTMRF-VD model with unequal target entering and staying probabilities under a complete spatial
graph, assuming Poisson distributed observation errors.

significantly much better performance compared to the VI-MRF-PF. In Fig 9, we explored scenarios
where the target entering probability was set to 0.85 and the target staying probability was set to
0.95, with the target leaving probability at 0.05. We noted a similar pattern to that observed in Fig
8.

The experimental results presented in Fig 10 and Fig 11 were also generated using the adjacency
matrix for a complete graph, but with the observation model following a Poisson distribution as
described in equation (38). In Fig 10, we maintained equal entering and staying probabilities. No-
tably, when considering the PF log-likelihood, the VT-MRF-PF outperforms at spatial dimensions 50
and 100, while the VT-MRF-SPF consistently surpassing from spatial dimension 150. Regarding the
SPF log-likelihood, the spatial-scaled log-likelihood values remain relatively consistent across spatial
dimensions, while the VI-MRF-SPF exhibits significantly better performance compared to the VT-
MRF-PF. In Fig 11, we explored scenarios with unequal entering and staying probabilities, observing
a similar pattern to that observed in Fig 10.
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Fig 12: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the
HSTMRF-VD model with equal target entering and staying probabilities under a real spatial graph,
assuming normal distributed observation errors.

4.3. Performance analysis using real adjacency matrix

In this section, we employ the same setup as described in Section 4.2. However, instead of utilizing
the full adjacency matrix, we employ the real adjacency matrix generated by the Greater Glasgow
and Clyde health board in Scotland, as illustrated in Figure 1. This health board is one of the 14
regional health boards in Scotland and encompasses the city of Glasgow along with a population of
approximately 1.2 million individuals. It is partitioned into M = 271 Intermediate Zones (IZs), which
serve as a key geographical unit for the dissemination of small-area statistics in Scotland. Consequently,
we conducted tests across spatial dimensions ranging from (50, 100, 150, 200, 250, 271).

The experimental results reported in Fig 12 (resp. Fig 13) were obtained for the observation model
following a normal distribution as described in equation (37), with equal (resp. unequal) target entering
and staying probabilities. In both Fig 12 and Fig 13, we observe that the VI-MRF-PF demonstrates
effective performance only up to a spatial dimension of 200, with optimal performance observed only
at spatial dimension 50 under the PF log-likelihood. Conversely, the VI-MRF-SPF exhibits stable
performance across all spatial dimensions and consistently outperforms the VI-MRF-PF starting from
a spatial dimension of 100, under both log-likelihood calculation methods.

The experimental results presented in Fig 14 (resp. Fig 15) were obtained for the observation
model following a Poisson distribution as described in equation (38). These results were obtained
under scenarios of equal (resp. unequal) target entering and staying probabilities. We observe that
VT-MRF-P demonstrates functionality solely at a spatial dimension of 50 under the scenario of equal
target entering and staying probabilities, and at spatial dimensions 50 and 100 under the unequal
case. In contrast, the VI-MRF-SPF exhibits functionality across all these spatial dimensions, albeit
with inferred results only available at a spatial dimension of 50 when employing the PF log-likelihood.
This outcome is unsurprising, considering the curse of dimensionality associated with the PF and the
PF log-likelihood. Upon employing the appropriate SPF log-likelihood, the VT-MRF-SPF displays
stable and scalable performance, surpassing the VI-MRF-PF in its applicable dimensions.
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Fig 13: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the
HSTMRF-VD model with unequal target entering and staying probabilities under a real spatial graph,
assuming normal distributed observation errors.

PF log-likelihood

*~ —— VIMRF-PF

VT-MRF-SPF

SPF log-likelihood

| | |
@ @ =
] ] @
S S o

-840 4

—860 +

—880 1

|
©
b1
S

—s— VT-MRF-PF
VT-MRF-SPF

Spatial-scaled log-likelihood
Spatial-scaled log-likelihood
1
N
]

|
©
N
°©

® ggpatial c;)?mensiosé ” ” mo Spatiallsgimensizcl:; =
Fig 14: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the
HSTMRF-VD model with equal target entering and staying probabilities under a real spatial graph,
assuming Poisson distributed observation errors.

References

Thomas Bengtsson, Peter Bickel, and Bo Li. Curse-of-dimensionality revisited: Collapse of the particle
filter in very large scale systems. In Probability and statistics: Essays in honor of David A. Freedman,
pages 316-334. Institute of Mathematical Statistics, 2008.

Nicolas Chopin, Omiros Papaspiliopoulos, et al. An introduction to sequential Monte Carlo, volume 4.
Springer, 2020.

Nicolas Chopin, Andras Fulop, Jeremy Heng, and Alexandre H Thiery. Computational Doob h-
transforms for online filtering of discretely observed diffusions. In International Conference on
Machine Learning, pages 5904-5923. PMLR, 2023.

George Christakos. Spatiotemporal random fields: theory and applications. Elsevier, 2017.

Pierre Del Moral, Arnaud Doucet, and Ajay Jasra. Sequential Monte Carlo samplers. Journal of the
Royal Statistical Society Series B: Statistical Methodology, 68(3):411-436, 2006.

Xavier Descombes, Frithjof Kruggel, and D Yves von Cramon. fMRI signal restoration using a spatio-



/VT-MRF-SPF 24

PF log-likelihood SPF log-likelihood

—860 - \
.l

—e— VT-MRF-PF
VT-MRF-SPF

|
@
]
S

—200 1

|
@
£
=3

|
w
=]
S

Spatial-scaled log-likelihood
| |
Spatial-scaled log-likelihood

| | |
©  w W
® o &
S o o

—600 —e— VT-MRF-PF

VT-MRF-SPF

* ° Spat7inaldimeE|:sion * “ ” e Spatiallssiimensizc‘:% =
Fig 15: Comparison of spatial-scaled log-likelihood results for latent state inference, using the
HSTMRF-VD model with unequal target entering and staying probabilities under a real spatial graph,

assuming Poisson distributed observation errors.

temporal Markov random field preserving transitions. NeuroImage, 8(4):340-349, 1998.

Arnaud Doucet, Nando De Freitas, and Neil Gordon. An introduction to sequential Monte Carlo
methods. Sequential Monte Carlo methods in practice, pages 3—-14, 2001.

Axel Finke and Sumeetpal S Singh. Approximate smoothing and parameter estimation in high-
dimensional state-space models. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, 65(22):5982-5994, 2017.

Axel Finke and Alexandre H Thiery. Conditional sequential Monte Carlo in high dimensions. The
Annals of Statistics, 51(2):437-463, 2023.

Hans-Otto Georgii. Gibbs measures and phase transitions, volume 9. Walter de Gruyter, 2011.

Jacob Vorstrup Goldman and Sumeetpal Sidhu Singh. Spatiotemporal blocking of the bouncy particle
sampler for efficient inference in state space models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.03079, 2021.

Pieralberto Guarniero, Adam M Johansen, and Anthony Lee. The iterated auxiliary particle filter.
Journal of the American Statistical Association, 112(520):1636-1647, 2017.

Edward L Ionides, Ning Ning, and Jesse Wheeler. An iterated block particle filter for inference on
coupled dynamic systems with shared and unit-specific parameters. Statistica Sinica, 34:1-22, 2024.

Yazhou Jiang and Anurag K Srivastava. Data-driven event diagnosis in transmission systems with
incomplete and conflicting alarms given sensor malfunctions. IEEE Transactions on Power Delivery,
35(1):214-225, 2019.

Zia Khan, Tucker Balch, and Frank Dellaert. MCMC-based particle filtering for tracking a variable
number of interacting targets. IFEFE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence, 27
(11):1805-1819, 2005.

Duncan Lee, Alastair Rushworth, and Gary Napier. Spatio-temporal areal unit modeling in R with
conditional autoregressive priors using the CARBayesST package. Journal of Statistical Software,
84:1-39, 2018.

Brian G Leroux, Xingye Lei, and Norman Breslow. Estimation of disease rates in small areas: a new
mixed model for spatial dependence. In Statistical models in epidemiology, the environment, and
clinical trials, pages 179-191. Springer, 2000.

Jifan Li, Edward L Tonides, Aaron A King, Mercedes Pascual, and Ning Ning. Inference on spatiotem-
poral dynamics for networks of biological populations. arXiv preprint arXiw:2311.06702, 2023.

Ruiyun Li, Sen Pei, Bin Chen, Yimeng Song, Tao Zhang, Wan Yang, and Jeffrey Shaman. Substantial
undocumented infection facilitates the rapid dissemination of novel coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2).
Science, 368(6490):489-493, 2020.

Stan Z Li. Markov random field modeling in image analysis. Springer Science & Business Media, 2009.



/VT-MRF-SPF 25

Stan Z Li. Markov random field modeling in computer vision. Springer Science & Business Media,
2012.

Binbin Lin, Yimin Dai, Lei Zou, and Ning Ning. Statistical machine learning meets high-dimensional
spatiotemporal challenges—a case study of COVID-19 modeling. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.14161,
2023.

Binbin Lin, Lei Zou, Mingzheng Yang, Bing Zhou, Debayan Mandal, Joynal Abedin, Heng Cai, and
Ning Ning. Understanding human-COVID-19 dynamics using geospatial big data: A systematic
literature review. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.10013, 2024.

Wenjian Liu and Ning Ning. Information reconstruction on an infinite tree for a 4 x 4-state asymmetric
model with community effects. Journal of Statistical Physics, 177(3):438-467, 2019a.

Wenjian Liu and Ning Ning. Large degree asymptotics and the reconstruction threshold of the asym-
metric binary channels. Journal of Statistical Physics, 174(6):1161-1188, 2019b.

Wenjian Liu and Ning Ning. Phase transition of the reconstructability of a general model with
different in-community and out-community mutations on an infinite tree. SIAM Journal on Discrete
Mathematics, 35(2):1381-1417, 2021.

Wenjian Liu, Sreenivasa Rao Jammalamadaka, and Ning Ning. The tightness of the Kesten—Stigum
reconstruction bound of symmetric model with multiple mutations. Journal of Statistical Physics,
170(3):617-641, 2018.

KV Mardia. Multi-dimensional multivariate Gaussian Markov random fields with application to image
processing. Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 24(2):265-284, 1988.

Gary Napier, Duncan Lee, Chris Robertson, Andrew Lawson, and Kevin G Pollock. A model to
estimate the impact of changes in MMR vaccine uptake on inequalities in measles susceptibility in
Scotland. Statistical Methods in Medical Research, 25(4):1185-1200, 2016.

Ning Ning and Edward L Ionides. Iterated block particle filter for high-dimensional parameter learning:
Beating the curse of dimensionality. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 24(82):1-76, 2023.

Marcos O Prates, Douglas RM Azevedo, Ying C MacNab, and Michael R Willig. Non-separable
spatio-temporal models via transformed multivariate Gaussian Markov random fields. Journal of
the Royal Statistical Society Series C: Applied Statistics, 71(5):1116-1136, 2022.

Patrick Rebeschini and Ramon Van Handel. Can local particle filters beat the curse of dimensionality?
The Annals of Applied Probability, 25(5):2809-2866, 2015.

Lorenzo Rimella and Nick Whiteley. Exploiting locality in high-dimensional factorial hidden Markov
models. Journal of Machine Learning Research, 23(4):1-34, 2022.

Havard Rue and Leonhard Held. Gaussian Markov random fields: theory and applications. CRC press,
2005.

Sumeetpal S Singh, Fredrik Lindsten, and Eric Moulines. Blocking strategies and stability of particle
Gibbs samplers. Biometrika, 104(4):953-969, 2017.

Chris Snyder, Thomas Bengtsson, Peter Bickel, and Jeff Anderson. Obstacles to high-dimensional
particle filtering. Monthly Weather Review, 136(12):4629-4640, 2008.

Rahul Subramanian, Qixin He, and Mercedes Pascual. Quantifying asymptomatic infection and trans-
mission of COVID-19 in New York City using observed cases, serology, and testing capacity. Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 118(9):e2019716118, 2021.



Supplement to “VT-MRF-SPF: Variable Target
Markov Random Field Scalable Particle Filter”

Ning Ning

Department of Statistics, Texas AEM University, College Station, e-mail: patning@tamu.edu

Contents

S1 Preliminary proofs . . . . . . . . . e S1

S2 Proofs of the main theorems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... S46
S2.1 Proof of Theorem 3.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . e S46
S2.2 Proof of Theorem 3.4 . . . . . . . . . . . . e e S48

References . . . . . . . . e S50

S1. Preliminary proofs

For any probability measure ps—1 on X at time s — 1 for any integer s € [T], any vertex v € kg, and
any set AV C X”, we define

() 1= PP | X2 € A | XEN) = xfis\{”}] , (s1)
Mo (A7) = PR | XY € A | XD = M0 X = x.’:rf], (52)
P (AY) =P | XD e AV | XM = gha Mol X = x’;f;]. (S3)
fifzf; ¢ kg1, clearly B xosn and ‘LL%SOCS-%—I degenerate to py and ,u%s, respectively. With v" € ks we
efine
M, = 1 ) . v v (S4
vt =5 SUP _ Sup Fexers ~ B, xen || )
zrs Tl oks whs cx.
s+i SR\ ) _ghs\ (v}

The following proposition is our first preliminary result, which will be used to simplify several proofs
of the rest preliminary results. It considers the situation where two vertices v, v’ are in the same index
set k; at time ¢. It states that the degree to which the perturbations of all v’ directly affect any v
under the distribution 7; can be bounded by a positive constant that is less than one.

Proposition S1.1. Under Assumption 8.1, for any t € [T|U {0}, we have
max ePrav) o < },

’
veEk v — 3
¢ v’ €ky

where Br is the finite positive constant defined in equation (32).

Before we provide the proof of the above proposition, we present the following two existing results
to ensure the paper is self-contained.

S1
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Theorem S1.2 (Lemma 4.1 of Rebeschini and Van Handel [2015]). Let probability measures u, p’, F, F’
and constant € > 0 be such that p(A) > eF(A) and @' (A) > eF' (A) for every measurable set A. Then

e =1l <2(1 =€) +€[[F = F'J.

Theorem S1.3 (Lemma 4.3 of Rebeschini and Van Handel [2015]). Let I be a finite set and let m be
a pseudometric on I. Let C = (Cyj;);jer be a matriz with nonnegative entries. Suppose that

max em(i’j)C’ij <ec<l1.
iel 4
Jjel
Then the matriz D =

on .
nen C™ satisfies

1
max em(Z’J)D < .
el 1—-c¢
jeI

Proof of Proposition S1.1. For t = 0, the proof is trivial; since 7y = my = 0, and then we have
C70 = 0. For any t € [T], we prove by the method of induction and assume that

max Z Prdwv) o < (S5)

1
’ —.
vEkt_1 vy -3
v E€kt_1

Let v € By C ky, v/ € ky, and v # v/, Let ¥ 7" € X be such that xf‘\{v/} = fft\{v/}. Define
I=({t—-1} xki—1)U(t,v) and S=X x X",

and the probability measures on S as follows:

W (W w kr‘l w
f]lA xt 1v$t)HweBtft (zf |]f( y Ty 10{ })

x g¢ (y¢ | kU(R) xt)ft (z, Nt(v))
v(R)( v(R) | ky, 2! kino(R) ) kipin{v} | g (R) v)

X pry1 (Kegq T (@ t+1 Ly
S(4) = % Tner PECKE | ki, @y 5000 (o) R (dry )
S Tuen, £ | R 2y M gr e | k) ap) f (@, 2 )
X Pi’g)( ;}flz) | kt, ktm(R))le(xtHM{v} | kfff),:ct)
x [Tper PR | keoy, 2y 3 " )yo (day )y (dary' ')
J LAy T e, £2@ | BT a0
x gt (i | k7™ ) fp @y, 7))
U AT R CAvl P )
5(A) = X HReRpt (kf | k1, kt MR)W)(CFU)W 1(dxt ")

w ki_1N{w v =Ne(v
waeBt fE@E | ky (727 Ly 10{ })gt(yt |k xt)ft (xmﬂfiv( ))

R 72 _k:N k n 72 _
x pr T (k2T | kg, M) po | (a0 | 2D gy

ke
X M rer PR | Remy, 23 )0 (7)) 7o (day' )
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In accordance with the notations used in this paper, ftﬂ(xt”m{v} | kfflz), xy) represents f7 i (z} ;|
kU(R)

41 > 0¢) if v € kg 41, and vanishes otherwise. Note that for any ¢ € [T] and any set A” C X", we have

v w w w(R kt w
J1a@) e, fE @y | kR a0
X gt (yf | kv(R) xt)ft (xf, Nt(v))

(R) ktﬂv(R))ftJrl( kt+1m{7}} | k

Xpt-l—l ( t+1 ‘k’ 1 amt)
ki_1NR "
X HRERpt( 2 k1, " )T 1(dxt )y (dey)
W W w(R ke w ’
waer, [ (x| kt( )7xt71m{ })

v,V v(R v\ Fv Nt (v
< gy (i |k ) f (g, 27 )
R R k¢ R kip1n{v R
x py 0 g0 | by ™ >)ft+1( et O ) )
ki—1NR

XHReRpt( A R T A [ 1(d$t D)y (day)

(Fifie—1) % xen (A7) =

JUa@) [Toen, fo@ | kR a0

Vv v(R) — —N¢(v
 gi(yy | k™ m) @,z )

R 'UR 7ktﬁvR kiy1N{v v(R) —v
Xptil)( til) | K, ( ))ft+1( 15-~-+11 v |kt—$-1)7 7))

X HReRpt (Kt | ke lvxtt 110R)7Tt 1(d$t 1 )Ye(dTy)
—w w kt 1 w :
[ Maen, fe@s | R 20

R Y —v =Nt(v
x gy (v |kv( ) )ft (T}, 7, (1))

v(R 7kt v(R kir1N{v (R) —v
Xth(rl)( tJ(rl) | K, ot ))ft+1( Ty v |kt+1)7 )

ke 1NR v
XHReRpt( i ke, s 11m )T 1(d:ct Dy (dTy)

(File—1)%, s (AY) =

Then we have

FF v = PR, || = o = Pl (6)

In the following steps, we are going to use the Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3) to
bound ||p — 7l|(¢,4)- We will bound Cj; and b; with i = (7,1) and j = (7',1').

Step 1. In this step, we consider 7 = ¢t — 1, which implies [ € k;_1.

Step 1.1. When [ is not in k;, we have

(R (R L(R)\~
p (A) _pz (A) f]lA xt 1) ( )(k( ) | kt 17xt( 1))7T£ 1(dl‘%71)
25t v - kt—1 o
Ty 111Tt ("Et—llVTt fpl(R) UR) |k‘t 1, xl(R))Wt 1(d’£t 1)

which reveals that b; = 0. Furthermore, when 7/ = ¢ — 1 which implies I’ € k;_;. Noting that

— I(R) 1. l(R —U(R)\~
ooty = LA R e BT ()
FtTl gy - R) LU(R R
T S @ e, R ()

pi (A) > ( ) f]]'A xt 1)71—% l(dxt 1) _ (K;d) %l (A)
(wft11’wt) - Koy, fﬂ-t—l dmt—l) K t=1 ’

i

then we have
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i K La(T, )7, (dzl_ K
P(,kt,l ,U)(A) > (d> f (iz )1 (dTy_y) _ [ Fd Wi L(A).
Tim1 o Ru J 7 (dzi_y) K

Hence, we have by Theorem S1.2 that Cj; < 1— £4 if I’ € I(R) and Cj; = 0 otherwise. Next, when
7' =t, for any I’ € k;, we have C;; = 0.

Step 1.2. When [ is also in k;, we have

f]lA mt 1)ft(73t | kl(R) )pt(R)(k ®) | k1 axi(ﬁ))ﬂt 1(d33t 1)

P ke (A) = I(R) 172 (R ~
(55" ) [ A | R o R | oy o) (aal )
which is %;tilm defined in equation (S2). In this case, if 7/ = t — 1, by the definition of Cj;;™" in

equation (S4), we have Cj; < Cl;lrf’l. If 7' =tand !’ =v =1, since
R) L UR IR
o (A) > ( ) J La(aio 1)Pt( )( ® | ke xt( 1))775 1(df_y)
v = I(R) [ 1.1(R) IR
(Femaed) €u fpt( )(kt( |kt—laxt(—1))7"i 1(dzy_y)

we have Cj; <1— E—Z by Theorem S1.2, and C;; = 0if 7/ =t and I’ # [. Now, we need to calculate b;.

In this case, ﬁzxkt—l #7) is given by
t—1 7t

(R R (R R
_ @ ) A @ Rl )™ T | ke 2 )F (def )
(R (R (R R :
IR HCAL AR NS T R ey, BN (da )

Recalling that at the beginning of this proof we set v € By, v/ € ky, v # v/, J;ft,fft € X be such that

J;ft\{”/} = jft\{v } then we have b; = 0, since p( ko1 =7\, if v’ # 1. Next, if v/ = [, since

tl’xg) (t17t)

172 (R ~
P, (A) 7 <A)>( )”A( O E | ke, VR ()
x, Pt ey "M@ e - lR (R s
(o) et cu f ( |kt—1>$t(—1))7"i 1(dzg_y)
by Theorem S1.2, we have b; < 2 ( E—)

Step 2. In this step, we consider 7 = ¢, which implies [ = v.

Step 2.1. When v is not in k;_1, we have

J La(a; xt | k )gt (y¢ | kv(R )ft (2, in(v))
Xpt—g-l)( t4+1 ‘ ki, ) )t (2 ka{v} |kt+1 sy )Y (day)
fft zy | kU(R))gt (7 | kU(R) xt)ft (7, Nt(v)) .
< Dy ) | e, ) e (g T Y @) (day)

(4) =

7
P, ki1,

(@, 277wy

)

Hence, if 7/ =t — 1, for any I’ € k;_1, we have C;; = 0.
Next, when v is in k;_1, we have

v(R v(R N¢(v
f]lA (z} ft(xt |k( )xt 1)9¢ (¢ |k( )xt)ft(xtv ())

R R t v R v v

i A) — ngil)( t+1 | ki, x, o ))ftJrl(xt it ‘ kfil),wt)w (dzy)
(z 2 )( ) - v(R) v(R) Ny (v)
A fft Yk ) gr (yt | Ky xt)ft (zf, )

v(R ke v v
Xpw(ﬂ)(k’tﬂ |kt7$t )ft+1(97t++1m{ ’ ‘ kt+1 sz )y (dey)
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J1aC)gp p | k(™ ) f @y, o)
K’ v v kit v v v
. <> < piin (k tff | ke 2y ) f T ) ) (day)
fgt yt ‘k xt)ft (xtv Nt(v))

V(R (R UR + v (R v )
x (Y | ke, 2 ) e @t ™ R e (day)

Then, when 7/ =t — 1, we have Cj; <1 — £ if I’ = v by Theorem S1.2, and Cj; = 0 otherwise.

Step 2.2. Now, we need to calculate b;. Note that
JuaG@d) ey RS2y | e f (a2 )
v V(R k, v(R ke v v(R v
i _ X th(rl)( tJ(rl) | K, o ))ft+1(xt++1m{ ) |kti1)»xt)w (dxy)
z, ", - V(0 (R kt v v v(R v\ U Ny (v
Chegtd I 1 35t|]€ )xt 110{}) ¢ (Y |k()$t)ft(xt7mt())

R kt V(RN fo ke v Y
Xptil)( t+1 ‘k’ no ))ft+1( t++1m{ ' |kt+1 , )Y (dey)

and

Jua@) £ @y | R e gy | B3 fr @)
v 7kt v kiyq v —v —
X pt-g-l)(kt-glz) | ky, " (R))ft+1( t++1 nivd | ]‘;H(jlz 7$t)¢v(d$”

ﬁi kg1 (A) = 71) v(R ki_1n{v v(R 71) 7N,5 v
(5 ) 1@ | s, xl“{ }>gt<yt |k mp) f @ w )
v(R UR 71% v(R kiy1N{v V(R) v\, 1w/ j=v
Xth(rl)( tJ(rl) | ki, T ot ))ft+1(93t++1 nivl | ktil)vxtw (dzy)

If v' € N¢(v) Uv(R), since

v v v v(R k¢ v V(R v
f]lA(ft)ft (wf | ky ( )7 Ty 11ﬂ{ })gt (y? | ky R) , &)

P (A)> (w) X P @it R ey (day)
(@217 2Y) €u \FKu [ U(R ) ft 1m{v})9t (y¢ | kv(R i)
X ft+1(xff11ﬂ{v} | k:gf , T )Y (dxy)
and
Jaa@) fr @ ) kR e g | B w)
P, (A2 () G L NGl
(@e23 et € \ Fu fft Ty |kU(Ra ff 110{71})921( Yt |kU(R) zy)

t v R) —wv v v
x fr @yt U Tz )y (day)

by Theorem S1.2 and the assumption that xkt\{v b o ff"\{vl}, we have b; < 2 (1 — ?z—j), and b; =0

otherwise.

Step 3. In this step, we summary the results of C;; obtained in the previous two steps and aim to
bound the following quantity:

max Z el@T‘T_T/lGBTd(l’l/)C(T,l)(T’J’)

(r.h)el (rnel
= max { (tfqali(el Z efrit=1-r"lBrd(ll )C(t—l,l)(ff,l/)v
(el
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(t,w)erl

max Z eﬁTt_T’eﬁTd(”’l/)C(t,y)(r/,z,)}. (S7)
(1€l

Step 3.1. We handled the first item in Step 1 and showed that

max Z eﬁT|t—1_7/‘eﬁTd(l’l,)C(tq,l)(rgl,)

(t717l)61(7’,l’)el
= max { (tzriaﬁcg Z ePrit=1=7"lfrd(l.l )C(tq,l)('ﬂ,l/)]l{lekt_l, I¢ke}> (S8)
’ (r', el
(tirial%(el Z eﬁT‘t*lfT |66Td(l,l )C(t—l,l)(T/,l/)]]'{lekt,—h lekt}}.
’ (r",1)el

Specifically, in Step 1, we obtained that

max »  PITLTIIC i e, gk

(t_l’l)eI(T/,z/)ez
—1-(t—1 L,
= A Per Yo PN i Lek, gk, vek 1)
’ (t—=1,0")€el
+ max PTITTIY C i Lenos, igh)
—1—(t— aa,l’ Kd
< (tﬂas;[ Z eBrlt=1=(t=1)| Brd(l,l) (1 — /{) ]l{lektfl, I¢ke, UChkey, U EL(R)}
’ (t—1,1)el “w
< 657“7“773 (1 _ Kd) Azﬁ’
Ry

and

(tfri&g{gz Z eBrlt=1=7"| JBrd(ll )C(t—l,z)(T',l')]l{lekt_l, leke}

(GRAI
t—1—(t—1 d(l,l’
= (til}ali(EI eﬁT‘ ( )|eﬂT ( )C(t—l,l)(t—l,l/)]]'{lektfl, lEkt, l/Ek‘tfl}
’ (t—1,1")el
t—1—t d(l,
* ufri%{ezeﬁﬂ P Oy 1) Ltk s, 1k
t—1—(t—1 d(l,1) ~Te—
= (tIIiEB(EI e?r! (= Dlehr )Cll't IR{ZEkt—lvlekhl/ekt—l}
’ (t—1,1")el
+ max ePrlt-i-tlgfrdy) (1 Sy
(t-10)el €, ) Uekin ICke I=v}
< max Z Prdl) =1 4 ofr (1 AN
T l€kia i €y
'€k

Then plugging the above two inequalities into equation (S8) yields that

(t?%aﬁ(e[ Z eﬁTlt—l—T‘eﬂTd(l,l)C(t_Ll)(T,,l,) (S9)
’ (r'1nel
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< max{eﬁTﬂT2 (1 - Kd) AR, ! + ePT (1 - > }7
Ky 3 €y

where we used the induction assumption in equation (S5) that
’ T 1
max eBrd(ll )Cz;f*l < =
l€ky_1 3
U'€Eki_1

Step 3.2. We handled the second item in Step 2 and showed that

t—r1’ d(v,l’
max > IO Gl )
’ (r'01erl
— max { (?113?] Z eBrlt=(t=1)| Brd(v,l )C(t,v)(t—l,l/)l{vekt_l, Veke 1}y
’ (t—1,1")el
(?})?ng Z 65T|t*(t71)|eﬂTd(’U,l )C(t,'u)(t—l,l')]]'{vektfl, l/Ektl}}
’ (t—1,0")el

’ Ed
eﬁTeﬁTd(’U,l ) <1 — 6) l{vekt71’ llektfl, l’—v}}
u

< max< 0, ma
< o { 2
(t—1,1")erl
= ¢fr <1 - Ed) (S10)
€u
Then for 81 being the finite positive constant defined in equation (32) as
1 1
ﬁT = R log E/ i
rbrr U6 (1 g (Ar + AF)
since 7, Ap, AR and r® are greater than and equal to one, we have
/
P (1 — &d < eﬁT(T‘H"q@) 1— €d < eﬁT(T‘H‘qE) 1— €d €q Kd (AT + AYR) _ = (Sll)
€u €u €y €, Ky 6
(S12)

€4 €5 K
- S ] (arg A) = g

and
PrrE (1 _ W) AR < Prr+rT) {1
Ku, €y €, Ky
Plugging equations (S9)-(S12) into equation (S7) yields that
/ / 11 1 1
Y Tl ) oy = max {6’ 3t 6} )

max
(mOel i er
(S13)

By Theorem S1.3,
Z eﬁT‘T*TI|65Td(l’l/)D(r7l)(r',w) = 1
-2

max
el
(b (r'1Ner

Step 4. We complete the proof in this step. We first summarize the results obtained in Steps 1 and

2 regarding b;:
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e When i = (7,1) = (t — 1,1),
bi =ba—1.n ek, o, 1eky +0—1.0 ek, 1, 1gky < 2 (1 - :) Liiek, s, teks, 1=0}
o When i = (7,1) = (t,v),

!
Ed Rd
bi <2 ( N Mu) Liven,@)uu(R)}-

Next, applying the Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3), we obtain that

o =2l (0
€q Fd

€d
<2 (1 - e> Dy t—10) Lwreker, vek) +2 ( T n ) Lven: (mue®) D)t

u

Therefore, by equation (S6) and the definition of C!**," in equation (S4), we have

_ 1 o .
C’Z)T;/ -5 sup sup H(Ftﬂ-t_l);mxwrl - (Ftﬂ-t_l)%pxwrl
2 ohtl c mftﬁiivt cx: g
o R0} ke \ (')
t t
!
€d €, Kd
< (1 - ) Dty e—100 Lvreke o, very + ( - 7) 1w e N, ()un(R)} Dit,0) (1,0)
€u €, Fu
which yields that
max e’BTd(”’”/)Cf;,
vEky
v’ Eky
€d Brd(v,w’)
<(1—-—)max e’?TUYYI) D 1
> ( €u> veh Z (t,v)(t—1,0")

v/ €ky_1Nky

€, kg v,v’
+ (1 — d) max Z ePrdl, )D(t,v)(t,v)

< <1 _ Ed) max 3 ePrUD,

“v'Ekiq

€ kq R
1 — 420 ) Prtrr)(Ap 4 AR D)t
+( emu)e (A7 + Ag) max De)(,0)

/
< <1 — Edgdﬁd) T (Ag 4 AR max Yy SrUTTIICODID .
ve

!
€,y €, K +
o (r' el

Then by equation (S13) and the definition of St given in equation (32), we have

’ ~ d R, 1 1
max eBrd(v,v )C;T;/ <2(1- eidei/did eﬁT(TJrT?)(AT + A?) =2X - =,
veky €y €, Ky, 6 3
v/ Eky
which completes the proof. O
Proposition S1.1 investigates the difference "(Et%t_l);t;Xt+l - (?t%t—l)%t,xprl H under the scenario

that :cf MY ff v }, where the same opertaor Ft is applied. In the next Broposition, we investigate
the one step difference caused by applying two different operators: F; and F;.
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Proposition S1.4. Under Assumption 3.1, for every t € [T], B; € B(k:) and J C By, we have that

[Fefe—1 — Fifroals < 4 (1 - 6d> e Prd(LOB) card ().
€

u

Proof. For t € [T, define
I=({t—1}xki1)U{t} xk) and S=x&2%
Fix B, € B(k:) and define
Va3 Taen, Ji Gt | K7 i3t ge (e | K97 0) e (o )

ki_1NR\~ ke
p(A) = XHReRpt( t |kt71’$t 1 )T 1(d$t )w(dxf‘)
B w w w(R ki w w w(R Ny (w ?
S Toer, G5 1 B2 a2 N g e | k) ) o (a2 ()

% T rer PRCE | ko1, ay MR (daf o (dat?)

and

J1a( ay ke ) yen, fi () |kv(R)’ 2 lm{v})
% Tlacs, 928 | K™ a9) a2 )
% M POy, )7 (dof' (o)
I Toen, fo@@y | k0 appnth .
% Taer, 08 @ | 5, a) i (2, 2" )
% Mner IO | Ry, )R (dag ) (da)

Then for any J C B; and B; € B(k;), we have

A(A) =

IFFe1 — Feemalls = llp — By - (S14)

In the following steps, we are going to use the Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3) to
bound [|p — p|| sy 7. We will bound Cj; and b; with i = (7,1) and j = (7/,1').

Step 1. We first consider 7 =t — 1, which implies | € k;_;.

Step 1.1. When [ is not in k;, we have

(R (R
a0 0 | ke )R (ded )
l l
fpt(R)(k (®) ‘ kt—laxt(—ﬁ))ﬂt 1(d37t 1)

)

which reveals that b; = 0. Furthermore, when 7/ = ¢ — 1 which implies I’ € k;_1, since

, K La(xt_ N7 (dat_ K
pl,kt71 kt)(A)Z<Hd>f A}ill) t— 1( t 1):( d) 7 1(A)
* u 7y (drg_y) Ku

and o' 4, . (A)> (:i) f]lA(féfl)ﬂé :_(611;6551) = (zd) Ti_1(A),

(@ Ty_q 7wtt) fﬂ-£71 U

we have Cj; < 1— 24 if I’ € I(R) by Theorem S1.2 and Cj; = 0 otherwise. When 7/ = ¢, for any
' € ky, we have Cy; = “0.




/Supplement to “VT-MRF-SPF” S10

Step 1.2. When [ is also in k;, we have

(R (R (R I(R)\~
Jratal_ ) fiah | R 2 k| kg, e R)R ()

pktl ,(A): (R (R) LR ~ ’
(oot ) St 1 2l )p ™ 0™ | ke, 2 )R (daly)
which is Aﬁ;t%’xi defined in equation (S2). In this case, if 7/ = ¢ — 1, by the definition of Cj;;™" in

equation (S4), we have C;; < C;f’l. If 7/ =t and I’ =, since

IR /LR R
() > ( ) S Latel )P B | ke, a5V (def )
) - \& S Z(R)(kim | ktflvxfs(—ﬁ))ﬂé 1(dzg_y)

we have C; <1 — £2 by Theorem 51.2, and C;; = 0 otherwise.
To calculate bl, note that if [ € B; we have

i
P, ki1 ky ’

(R (R R
S aGo ) A R a0 R ] ke, 2l TR (de )
1(R) R) ,U(R) (R
fft xt | k( ’xt—l)pt( )( t( | kt—hxt(—l))ﬂ-rlt 1(d$t—1)

which yields that b; = 0. If [ ¢ B; we have

)

(R (R R
J1a(@_ )i ER | ke, 2 P)FL (dad )
T E | k2R (dad )

(4) =

p( ke_1 kg

z, 77 e t)

which is different to pz kpo1 kt)(A). However, by Assumption 3.1 and the fact that <4 <1, we have
Ty_1 Ty u

(R (R R
(A)>< )fﬂA 2t P 0 | ke, SR (de )
- R I(R) (R :
) €u fpt( )(kt( |kt*1’$t(—1))ﬂ-£ 1 (dzg_y)

Then, by Theorem S1.2, we have b; < 2 (1 — :—d) ifl ¢ By.
Step 2. Now, we consider 7 = ¢, which implies [ € k;.

Step 2.1. Firstly, when [ is not in k;_;, we have
(R (R Ne(1)
_J 14 l<xé | k™) ghwh | k™) ) fl e )y (dad)
- (R (R G :
fft Ty ‘ k( )) (yt | k( ) xt)ft( Ty ! ))W(dxfs)

Hence, if 7/ =t — 1, for any I’ € k1, we have C;; = 0. But, if 7/ =t which implies I’ € k;, for any
I" € Ny(1), given that

p ki1 kt)(A)

(f17t

)

Py e (A) > ( )f La (@) fi( xtlklm)gt(ytlk“m Lyl (da)
T ENG) piad )gh Tt (da)

we have Cj; <1 — by Theorem S1.2, and C;; = 0 otherwise. The value of b; depends on whether
l€ Byormnot. If [ € Bt, then we have

pi ki1 kt)(A):ﬁL kt—1 k¢

(w7 my (27 ")
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which gives b; = 0. If [ ¢ By,

i (A) = J La(z)gi (vt | kt X )fl(xi,xivt( ))W(dmé)
(Zttl @t ) fgt yt | k’l(R )ftl(gjt th(l )d)l(dxi)

(A). However, by Assumption 3.1 and the fact that £ <1, we have

9

which is different to p® «, |

—1 k
1 wt)

2 (o) LRt B, ab) o, 20 )
“\e) [ | R ah) fl Oyl dat)

which yields b; < 2 (1 — :—d) by Theorem S1.2; under the case that [ ¢ B;.

Step 2.2. Next, we discuss the case that [ € k;_1. Under this case,

! ! Y + (1
p () < LaGDA R 2t g ] k7 ) (e, a0 )y (dai)
xkt—l bt 1 l (1 ’
(@e2302r) fft LR 2l Dghh | K flat, o Oyl (dat)

Hence, if 7/ =t — 1, when I’ # [, we have C;; = 0; when I’ = [, even in the presence of interaction, we
still have

pi (A) > ( > f]lA xt gt(yt | kt al‘ )fl(xi?xévt )W(dmé)
k1 — I

(=502l €u fgt yt | ki(R » Lt )f( Lt xin(l )d’l(dxff)

which yields that C; <1 — £+ by Theorem S1.2. If 7/ =t, when I’ € Ny(1), we have

)m Dfiad | K7 2l gkt | k7, byt (dat)
S A T gkl | kY byt (dat)

)

which yields that C;; <1 — ? by Theorem S1.2; we have C;; = 0 when I' & Ny(1).
The value of b; depends on whether [ € B; or not. If | € By, then we have

which gives b; = 0. If [ ¢ By,

J1a(h)ghyl | K ) flat, 2 D)yt (dat)
l 7 + l ?
[ abh | kR ) flat, @ Oyt (dak)

A). However, by Assumption 3.1 and the fact that £ <1, we have

P’ ki1 kg (A) =

(5 )

)

which is different to p¢ ,, | , (
(&, 20 w)

(R
. o 5 o (@ S Lataiwr | k™ ),
P, ki1 LL’kt)( )7 P, kg kt)( ) fl : I(R) Ny
’ e u fgt yt | Kt xt)ft(%»

2 Oyl (dat)
Oyl (dat)

which yields b; < 2 (1 — :—Z) by Theorem S1.2, under the case that [ ¢ B;.
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Step 3. In this step, we summarize the results of C;; obtained in the previous two steps and aim to
bound the following quantity:

max Z eﬁT|T—7'/|eBTd(lJ/)C(T,l)(T,J,)

(T’Z)EI(T/,I/)GI
— max { (tfl}%(ef Z eBrlt=1=7"| JBrd(ll )C(t—l,l)(f’,l’)v
' (r,1)el
(s ) eBTtTeﬁTd(l’”O(uz)(ruz')}- (S15)
T (el

Step 3.1. We handled the first item in Step 1 and showed that

—1—7 (Ll
Jma Y PTG )

(r',1)el
— max { T Z P BrdO O i Lk, o, 1gh) s (S16)
D er
(tfﬁg{el Z ePrlt—1=7'| JBrd(lLl )C(tfl,l)(r’,l’)]1{l€kt71, lekt}}'

(r1nel
Specifically, in Step 1, we obtained that

—1—1' a,l’
(tirﬁ?el Z ePrlt | frall, )C(tfl,l)(T’,l/)l{lekt—ls Igk:}
’ (r'0Ner

—1—(t—1 d(l,l’
= (t?ﬁ?{g[ Z €ﬂT|t @ )leﬁT ( )C(tfl,l)(tfl,l’)]l{Zka,_1, Igke, l'Eke_1}
’ (t—1,1")eI

—1— d(,l
t Y PIB OO, Lk, gk, ven

(t,1Hel
—1—(t—1 d(i,l’ Kd
< (tfriaﬁiel Z 65T|t (t )|65T @1 (1 — H) ]1{l€kt—l, I¢ke, '€ke_1, UEl(R)}
’ (t—1,0")erl “

and

max Z eﬁTlt—l—T‘eﬂTd(lJ)C(t_Ll)(T/’l/)]]_{lekt_hlekt}

(t-Lher A
t—1—(t—1 d{,l’
= (til}al})(eI Z ehr! (=Dl ghrd( )C(t—1,z)(t—1,z/)l{lekm,lekhl'ekm}
’ (t—1,")el
—1-— da@,r’
+(£}3§))(ef PrI ==t BrdbIN Gy i Lieke o, ek, ek}

(t,1")el

t—1—(t—1 d(1,1") ~Tt—1
< max > iUl A ORI ek, ey, vk,
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t—1—t| Brd(l,l) €d
+ max 7l e 1— 1 / i
(t—1.0)el 6 {l€ki—1, €k, U Eky, I'=1}

u

Cap X Gy (1)
€y

Then plugging the above two inequalities into equation (S16),

gmax ) Pty oy (517)
’ (r', el

< max {eﬁTNTZ (1 - Kd) AF, 1 + ePr (1 — 6d> }7
R, 3 €y
where we used Proposition S1.1.

Step 3.2. We handled the second item in Step 2 and showed that

max Y SISOy

tnel (r'I"erl
_ Brlt—7'| ﬂTd(lJ,)C’ ,on 1 1
max{ (g?écl Z e € @D () Lieks, 1gki_1}s (S18)
(r1)el
t—7' (L’
(?}?é{z( %):eleﬁT | ghrd( )C(t,z)(r/,w)ﬂ{zekt,lekt1}}~

Specifically, in Step 2, we obtained that

Brlt—7'| BrdLl) ¢ s
(?}?‘é Z e e @Oy ek, 1gke 1}

(v 1el
= max PrI=t=DlePrdbC 1 Lien,, 1gh . vek1)
’ (t—1,0")el
PICRD
+(?}?§ efrlt=tlehr C(f D Lek,, 1gk 1, ek}
’ (t,1)el
/
d(i,l €
< max, ePrit=tlhrd( )( - 67) Lk, 1gke, 1eN, (0}
’ (t,1)el “

and

max Z ePrlt="'lgfrdl) C(f e Mgk, teki_1}

(t’l)EI(T',l')ez
—(t— al’
énl?“gl GﬂTlt (t 1)‘€,BT (1,1 )C(t,l)(t—l,l/)]]‘{leku leky 1, 'Eky_1}
’ (t—1,0")el
TS FTI=UPT I 1y i ek, tekey, ek

(t,l)el
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—(t— d(,l’ €d
S (If:%?é(I 65T|t (t 1)‘6:BT () <1 — 6) l{lekt, l€ke 1, 'Eks_1, I'=1}
’ (t—1,1)erl “
!
t—t al’ €4
+ (2??1 ePrit=tlhrdl,l) (1 - €,> Ltk v, ighe, VN (1)}
’ (t,1)er u

Bt €d Brr 6:1
<e 1-— ) +e 11— Ar.
€ €,

Then plugging the above two inequalities into equation (S18),

(ther Y. STl (519)
’ (r', el

Brr € B €d Brr €
=max<{ e’ [1— 2L )Ap, T |(1—— )+ (11— -2 ) Ar ;.
e, ’ €u e,

By the definition of Sr given in equation (32), we have

!
efrrt (1 1 AR < 1, efr(1- < 1 and e (1- X ATSE.
Ku 6 € 6 e, 6
Then plugging equation (S17) and (S19) into equation (S15), we obtain
/ / 1 1 1 1 1
ﬁTle’T ‘ ﬁTd(l,l )C P - - - - = .
(rhyer > © ¢ (rDE) max{6+6’ 3+6} 2
(r"0")erl
By Theorem S1.3,
max Z eBT‘TﬁT’|65Td(l’l/)D(T,l)(T/)l/) < T =2 (S20)
(T,l)EI (T, l’)EI 1-— 5

Step 4. We complete the proof in this step. We first summarize the results obtained in Steps 1 and
2 regarding b;:

e When i = (1,1) = (t — 1,1),

bi = b1,y Licke_y, 1ery + 001,y Lich._y, 1gk0)
=bi—1.nLfick, 1, 1ck,y +0

=bu—1.)L{iek, 1, 1€k, 1eB,y T 01,0 L{ick,_1, 1ks, 1¢ B}

€d
<2 (1 - e) Liiek,_1, 1ck,, 1¢B,};

e When i = (7,1) = (¢,1),

bi = by Ljiek,, 1eke_1} T by Liiek,, 1gh, 1}
=bun ek, ek, 1eB,y + 0wy Ljek,, ick,_1 1¢B}
+ b,y Liek,, ik, 1 1eB,} T bt Liek,, ighe_y 1B}
=0+bey ek, tcki_r 1¢B,} T 0+ b ek, igh 1 1¢B,}
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IN

2 <1 . > Liick,, teke_y 1¢B,) T2 <1 - > Liick,, i¢gke s 1¢B,}

€d
=2 (1 - 6) ek, 1¢B.}-

Therefore,
~ €d
o= Pllggyxs <2 (1 - €> Z{ Z Dey—1,0) + Z D(t,l)(t,l')}
“ieg \ ek \B, '€k \ By
€d _ ’
=7 (1 - eu> e ﬁTd(l’aBt){ Y. e IDg )
leJ I'€ke\ By
+ eﬁTd”’l/)Du,Z)(t,l’)}
I'€k;\By

€d —Brd(l,0B
<4122 Brd(l,0B:)
<t(1-2) % (nere

leJ

<4 (1 - Gd) e ArdJ.9B0) card(.J).

€y

Here, we derived the first inequality using the Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3). The
second inequality was obtained by applying the definition of d(l,B;) and the fact that it is smaller
than d(1,l') for any [ € J C B; and I’ € k;\B;. We established the third inequality using equation
(S20). The fourth inequality was derived from the definition of d(J,dB;), which is the smallest of
d(l,0By) for any | € J C By.

At last, by equation (S14), we complete the proof. O

In Proposition S1.4, we investigated the one-step error ||Fi7—1 — Fﬁt,lﬂ 7 generated by two oper-
ators. In the following proposition, we will show that error will decay exponentially not only in the
time dimension but also in the spatial dimension.

Proposition S1.5. Under Assumption 3.1, we have that for every J C By, By € B(k:) and s € [t—1],

Fioo Fs+1Fs%sfl —F¢- FSJFl"Es%Sil HJ

Br(t—s) —Brd(v,v’) ~ v’ _(E = v’
<% > maxe sup | (Faam1)y, xonn — (FaTamt)ig o |
veJ mgs,zqu'l cx

where, according to the definition of uy, | given in equation (S2), for Bs € B(ks) and v' € B,

(FsTam1)¥xoa (4)
f]lA(I};') WEk fw( w | kw(R) :rse 110{&)}) v’(YU' |k1)’(R) )fv ( 2’7 Ng (U ))

R R R s1N{v’ R
A R D CuA Rl AR )

ks—1NR s—1 v’ v
_ * Mper PR | ke 2y 3 )R a(day 30 (o) o)

S Mar, 2@ 1R ™ gr 0 | 675, 2f) 7 @22 )

v (R R v (R s+1 v
< pU DR | kg, 2 Py o (e p }|k5+1 ,z)

x TTrer PR(ER | kyoy, 2 )7,y (dale 7 )y (da?)
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and

(Fs%s_l);s;Xs+1 <A)
J1a@) Moep, £2 G2 1R, aled M Ngr (00 |6 a1 ol
R R) R ks v’ V(R)
X ps-igl )(ks-ﬁ-(l | ksa Ts ( )> s+1(ms++11ﬂ{ } | ks-‘r(l ),JJS )

ks—1NR s v v
) T EOE b rh? R (o )
W (W w(R s w v’ R v v Ns(v :
S Taen, fo s R g Mgy (v 1™ ) Y (@ 2
R R) R s v /
szr(l )(ker(l |k57w5( )) s+1(xs++11ﬂ{ }|ks+1 ) s)

ks—1NR s
X HRngs (KR | ks—1, s— 11 )s— 1(dxs f)wv (dzy")
The proof will need the following result and we provide it here for readers’ convenience.

Theorem S1.6 (Lemma 4.2 of Rebeschini and Van Handel [2015]). Let p and p’ be probability mea-
sures and let A be a bounded and strictly positive measurable function. Define

_L@A@ [ L@A@
A= T e M AN = T )

X

Then Al) Alx)
o <25upm T o _ <23upx T L
loa = ol < 2525 o =01 andlloa = il < 2525 Sllo — ol

Proof of Proposition S1.5. For s € [t — 1] and ¢ € [T, define
I=({s} xk)U...U{t} xk;) and S=xt"5F
and the probability measures on S as follows:

p:PF-ﬁs—l(X’f xbe L xkoe. |1§+1,...,1@),

~ F<~97 s ks k
5= PF 1(X§ XEeo L xFee |YS+1,...,Y,5).

Then we have

In the following steps, we are going to use the Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3) to bound
lp = pll{tyx.s- We will bound Cy; and b; with i = (7,v) and j = (7/,0").

Ft te Fs+1Fs%s—1 - Ft te F(‘;—Q—lFs%s—lH‘] = ||P - ﬁ”{t}xJ-

Step 1. Consider 7 = s which implies v € k. If v ¢ ks11, we have

(R V(R
J1al psiR( SH V| kg, 2t ™)z (dry).
(R V(R
fpSiR( KD | kg, ad Y7o (dav)

p(xs .. 7xkt ) (A)

Then when 7" = s, if v/ € v(R) we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 - :—Z>7 since

) K~y
p(zs . @t’)(A) PE ks ,kt)(A) > JWXS(A);

Ts%,. e Ly Ky

if v/ ¢ v(R) we have C;; = 0. When 7/ € {s+1,...,t}, we have C;; = 0.
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Next, if v € ks41, we have

ks v v(R V(R)\~
JLa(a) o xsgf”“\ksﬂ, 2l (k) | k2t P)E (da?)

s v v(R v(R v(R)\ =y v
f s+1 s++llm{ } ‘ kerl ) s)psil)(ksil) |k57m5( ))ﬂ-xs (dxs)

pzmlgs 7@;%)(14)

(A) =7y, y..,(A) according to the definition of uy | | given in equation (52).

We have pzx,;sw

)
Therefore, when 7/ = s which implies v" € k,, by the definition of C}:, in equation (S4), we know
that Cj; < C™:,. When 7/ = s + 1 which implies v/ € kyi1, if v = v/ we have by Theorem S1.2 that

v’

Ci; < (1 — —) since

vR
L k()>( )m DL §+1 W | ks, 28 ™A, (dat)
T35, x,t - R v(R)
( ) ) [ E | kg, a7y (da?)

Ci; = 0 otherwise.

Step 2. Counsider 7 € {s+1,...,t — 1}, which implies v € k.
Step 2.1. When v ¢ k,_1 and v ¢ k.1, we have

S La@) fr s | kg | k27, a2) fr (a2, ar )
V(R UR v(R)
xp‘rg-l)( TSrl) |k7'7 T( )1/)”(dx$)
V(v v(R v(R v N (v
ffT(‘TT | kT( ))g'r( |k ( )7 ’T)f (xT7 ( ))

Xp:ﬁ (kr T+1 | ke, 3(R))¢U(d$$)

Then when 7/ = 7 — 1, we have C;; = 0. When 7/ = 7, if v/ € N (v) Uv(R) we have by Theorem S1.2
that C;; < (1 G :j) since

E/

p(xé .. 7;5? )(A) =

P iy (A) > (wd> S La(a) £ | K g2 | B )y (dar?)
e ) [ feGay R gy |k 2y (day)

if v/ ¢ N;(v) Uv(R) we have C;; =0. When 7’/ # 7 and 7/ # 7 — 1, we have C;; = 0.
Step 2.2. When v € k,_; and v ¢ k,41, we have

JLa@@)f2 (s | k5 2 )gT<yT|k”<R>, ) fe(al, an )
R) v(R)
X o (ke | b 7™y (day)
J Ity R gry | k™ o) (a2 )

v(R v(R) v(R
x e (2T | ke, 2y (dat)

pzwlzs ,th)(A) -

Then when 7/ = 7—1 which implies v’ € k,_1, if v" = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 — e—d),

€y

since

p(ws k) (4)

( )fh 2)gi( yT|k“<R> )f”(xﬂ e )peB (k Eﬁwknz“(m)wmz)_
v R vR
) [gu(yr | ke e ey, ar Ot (k2| ke, 2 )y (dare)
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if v # v we have C;; = 0. When 7/ = 7, if v/ € N (v) Uv(R) we have by Theorem S1.2 that

)y (day)
mwv(dx:) ’

Ci; < ( - ?:—3), since
r ) > <d> JLa@D e | K ey gr(r |
et e ff:(ma|k¢<R>,xT_1>gT<y¢|k¢<R,

if v' ¢ N, (v) Uv(R) we have C;; =0. When 7/ # 7 and 7/ # 7 — 1, we have C;; =0

Step 2.3. When v ¢ k,_1 and v € k,41, we have
fﬂA M2 | gy | k2w fra, an )
v(R) z?) U(R)( U(R) | xU(R))w (dz?)

i r1 (@7 [k w)pry (ko
pZIks Lkt (A) = +1 ) )
) ffw; g7 | 0, a7 )
v ’U R v(R v v
T+1( T+1 | k7+1 ’ T)pTSrl ( 7'54-1) ‘ kT: 7'( ))w (dIT)

Then when 7" = 7 — 1 which implies v’ € k,_1, we have Ci; = 0. When 7/ = 7 which implies v’ € k,,
(R) we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < ( - ?Z—Z), since
J1a@) fr(y | k“m’)gT(yT \ k", at)
; €K X kYR pv)go (da
p’z ks kt)(A) Z <,dnd> v U T:(;?g Tl | T+i(R) )’(/) ( ) 7
€u Fu ff e VA CTER WS &)

v(R
‘r+1( T4+1 | k'rgrl)V T)d]v(dxv)

if ' € N-(v)Uw

if v/ ¢ N.(v) Uv(R) we have Cw = 0. When 7" = 7 + 1 which implies v' € k,11, if v/ = v we have by

Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 — =4 ) since

S LA Ly | R gr oy | B ) fray, an )
v(R) U(’R) | k U(R))Qliv(dxv)

Xpr+1( T+1 Ty LT
N-(v) ’

Sz () i -
S | k) ge(ye | ke a) (e, ar )

Plake,...alt) €u
’U R v(R)

X pr B (k| B 2y (dart)

if v # v we have C;; = 0.

Step 2.4. When v € k,_1 and v € k,41, we have

a2 | Ry )gn (o | ™) Fr ey, o)
R ’U R V(R
— X ‘r+1( T+1 | k‘rs-l)v T)pTE‘rl)( 7'3-1) | kT» T( ))djv(dl‘g)
| K, T)f”(wﬂxjfv “)

JEe @ R 2y )g2 (e
v(R)
X frpa (@i | krg-m Tr

p(xi:e ,4..,;51% ) (A)
o) R (R | by, 22 ()

Then if 7/ = 7—1 which implies v" € k,;_1, when v" = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (

f]lA )97 (W7 | kv( ) T)fv(x‘f'7x7- (U))
<€d) . T+1( T+1 ‘ kT"rl ) T)pTEZ?i)(k:SZ?i) | kT?‘xﬁ(R))wU(dx:}') .
N-(v) ’

[ o2y | ke o) fo(ay, )
R R (R (R
x L2 (e | EER) a0)pt R (kR | ke, 2ty (day)

since

pT+1
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C;; = 0 otherwise. If 7/ = 7 which implies v" € k,, when v' € N,(v) Uv(R) we have by Theorem S1.2
that Cy; < ( - iﬁ), since

€, Ku

Jra() 2y [ KR e )geye | k™, a)
) v (@t | RS )y (day)
dor) I R e et | )
T+1( T+1 |k7'+1 ) 7)¢U(dl’v)

C;j = 0 otherwise. When 7/ = 7+ 1 which implies v’ € k;41, if v/ = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that
Ci < (1 — —) since

Ja@f wr B r gty | b)) ey o)
vR 'UR
ks t - ’
) “) TR >gf<y7|k““>, )yt )

V(R v(R
X pTSrl)( T+1 | kTa T( ))’@[Jv(dxg)
if v/ # v we have C;; = 0.
Step 3. When 7 = ¢, which implies v € k;.

Step 3.1. When v € k;_1 we have

S Latap) Sy G | B ey gy (| BT ) J (g ) (dag)
[y | kYR ar gp (| kYT ) o (ay, o o (da)

p(xg .. )ajkt)(A) =

t

Then if 7/ = ¢t —1 which implies v" € k;_1, when v = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 — e—d),

€u

since

7

; ) > ( ) S Latap)gy (i | K™ o) Jo (g, ) (da)
— v(R) N¢ (v v
) [arlur |k e f e day)
C;; = 0 otherwise. If 7/ = ¢ which implies v" € k;, when v' € N;(v) we have by Theorem S1.2 that
Ci; < ( — ?) by Theorem S1.2, since

V(R v(R v v

&\ S Lal)fP @y |y Dgr | K @)yl (day)

Plae, oA = (5 o(R) o(R) ;
S € ffv (x| ky T 1) Yy | Ry Loy )Y (day)

u
Ci; = 0 otherwise.

Step 3.2. When v ¢ k;_1 we have

S La@) ey | kg | S ) f ey, o )t (dey)
[ 1y |k ge e | kT ) f(ay, 2 ygw (da)

p(w; .. 7:vk )(A) =
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Then if 7/ = ¢t — 1 we have C;; = 0. If 7/ = ¢ which implies v' € k;, when v € Ny(v) we have by
Theorem S1.2 that C;; < ( — :—%), since

u

VYU (Y R\ 4V (40 R O\ v v
e a(A) > (611> J1alp) £ @ kg (p |k ap) g0 (day)
AT S gy gy | K @y (dat)

u

Ci; = 0 otherwise.

Step 4. In this step, we summary the results of C;; obtained in the previous three steps and aim to
bound the following quantity:

max Z eﬁTlT_T/‘eﬁTd(v,U,)C(‘r,v)(T’,v’)

(rv)el (el
= max{ (?}f)i)éj Z eBrls—7'| Brd(v,v )C(S,U)(T,ﬂ),)7
w (r'w)er

g Br|r—7'| ,Brd(v,v’
(Irr,{%éil efriT=rlefrdlvy )C(T,v)('r/,v’) (S23)
re{st+1,..t—1} (7' v')€el

t—r’ d(v,v’
(Lot Y efrlirletnd )C(t,vxfzv')}a
’ (r'w")er

where each of the above three items will be analyzed in the subsequent substeps.

Step 4.1. We handled the first item of equation (S23) in Step 1 and showed that

gax, > PTGy
o (r'w)er

(s,v)erl

= max{ max Z ePrls—r'l Brd(v,v )C(S,U)(T/,'U/)]]'{'Uek‘s, a1}
(el

(g)?)él Z ePrls—r'| Brd(v,v )O(s,v)(r’,v’)]]-{’UEks,’UEkerl}}'
’ (r'w)er

Specifically, in Step 1, we obtained that

s—7' d(v,v’
(s)el > eSO o Lk, vk}

(r'w")er
e, > Il IO o Lk, vgkai, viek,)
o (s,w")el
+ (gﬁé[ Z ePrls—7'| gBrd(v,v )C(S,'U)(TI,U/)]]'{UEksy v@kotr, v'Ek,1}

(! ver
Tle{s+1,...,t}

— d /
— max Z ePrls—s|Brd(v.v )C(s,u)(s,v/)]l{veks, vihet1, v Eky, v EV(R)}

(s,v)erl (sonel
s—s d(v,v’
R > Pl IO o Lk, vk, vk, vigoR)} + 0

(s,w")€el
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_ (;ri]?}e{j Z eBrls—s| Brd(v.v )C(S,v)(s,v’)ﬂ{veks, v@kos1, o' ks, v'ev(R)} T 0+ 0
’ (s,v")el

/ K’d
< max Z ePrdv.v) (1 - K) Livek,, v@koi1, v'eky, v'Ev(R)}
(s,v")el “w

< 65T7”¥ <1 _ lid) A?
Ry

max Z ePrls—7'| Brd(v,’) C(s o)1) Lveks, vekoir}

and

(S7U)EI(T’,U/)EI
T e > IrleleB AN o Lveke, vekair, vek.)
’ (s,w")el
T Y Pl C 10 Lvek,, vekagr v ki)
’ (s+1,0")€el

+ (?1)2)%}6{[ Z ﬁT‘q ™'l BTd(U Y )C v)(7’,v )]l{veks, vEks41, V' Ek 1}
- (r'w)er

Tle{s+2,...,t}

_ Brls—s| Brd(v,v’)
- (g}f)i)e(l Z € C v)(s, v’)]l{vekg, vEkst1, v/ Eks}

(s,v)€el
+ (?}3}6(1 Z 6’8T|S (S+1)| Brd(v,’ C(g (541 v/)]]-{vekg, ko, vehait) +0
’ (s+1,0")el

d(v,v’
< max E efrd( W]l{uek ,vEksy1, v/ Eks}

(s,v)GI el
+ (mz;oecl Z engeﬁTd(vfu ) (]_ — 6) ]]-{1)6k<, vEkag1, v €Ekgr1, v/ =0} +0
S et 100) el u

< max ePrdlv,y )C’“ + ePr (1 — 6d> .

€y
Hence, we have

(et Y PrTIrIC y rry
’ (r'v")er

< max{eﬁw? (1 - )A T, Max Z efrd’ )C”rs + ePr ( - 6d> }
K veks €y

v’ €ks

By the definition of Sp given in equation (32), we have

Brry 1_@ AR<1 d ePr 1_€7d <}

€ ( K =6 and € €,) — 6

Thus by Proposition S1.1, we have
max Z eﬁTls_Tl‘eﬁTd(v’v/)C( V(7' v") < 1 + 1 = 1 (824)
(s,w)erl SUNTLV) = 3 6 2

(r'w")er
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Step 4.2. We handled the second item of equation (S23) in Step 2 and showed that

Br|t—7'| Brd(v,v’)
max E e e C
P (T,0) (7 0")
Te{s+1,...,t=1} (7' 0v")€T

_ T—7' d(v,v’
= max max E ePrir=r'lghrd( )C(T,v)(‘r’,'u’)]l{vek-r, v/ €kry vEke_1, v@Ekra1}s
Te{s+1,...,t=1} (7' 0")ET

T—7' d(v,v’
max, E efrir=rlehrd( )C('r,v)('r’,v/)]l{vek-r,v’esz,UEk.,._l,v¢k.,.+1}a
re{st1,t-1} (77 v))El

Br|T—T'| ,Brd(v,v’
max, E erl |l )C(T,v)(T’,v’)]]-{UGkT,v’GkT/,vék,._l,vekT_H}v
re{stl i t=1} (7' v')El

Br|r—7'| Brd(v,w’
max, E ePrir=rlghrd( )C(T,v)(w,u/)]l{uekmv/ekT,,uem,l,uek#l}
Te{s+1,...,t=1} (7' 0")ET

Specifically, in Step 2, we obtained that

Br|r—7'| ,Brd(v,w’
Jax E ePrir=rlghrd( )C(T,U)(T’,U’)]]-{Uék—r,U/Ek.,./,vikal,v¢k7+1}
TE€{s+1,....t=1} (7' v')EI
_ T—(r—=1)| ,Brd(v,v’
= Dax E ePrir=(r=1lghrd( )C(T,v)(Tfl,vf)]l{vekT,v'ekT,l,ung,l,vngﬂ}
Te{s+1,..., t—1} (Tfl,v/)ej
T—T d(v,v’
T max Z efrir=rlefrd )C(T,U)(T,v’)]l{vekq—, v/ €kr, v&kr_1, vEkra1}
Te{s+1,...,t—1} (-,—’v')ej
T—1' d(v,v’
+ (Enua)'?I E eBT‘ IeBT ( )Cf('r,v)(T’,u/)]l{UGk-,—7 v' €k, vEkr—1, vEkr 41}
TE{S‘F’I,.“,tfl} (r!vher
T/ AT —1,T
_ T—T d(v,v’
=0+  max E Il ArdwNC o Luck, , viek,, vghe 1, vgkess} T 0
re€{s+1,....t=1} (T,0")ET
’
d(v,v’ €4 Rd
< (E’nva)‘é{l E eﬁT ( ) (1 - ET; ]l{vek-r, v'€k,, vk, _1, v¢Ek 41 V' ENL(V)UV(R)}
, B

Te{s+1,....t—1} (Tw")EI

< Prr+rf) (1 _ €q kd (A + AR)
= € / T T
€, Ku
and
T—7' d(v,v’
ax. E Prir=lefrd ) O o Liek,, W'k, vEkr_1, v@kri1}
Te{s+1,...,t=1} (7' 0')ET
_ T—(7—1 d(v,v’
= ({Ilq%é(l E e’@T‘ ( )|€BT ( )C(T,u)(-r—l,v’)]]-{vekT, v€kr_1, V&kr41, V' Ekr_1}
re{st1, . t—1} (r—1p/)El
Br|r—7| prd(v,n’
+ max E ePrir=rlehrdl )C(T,v)(r,v’)]]-{'uekT,UEkT,l,vaTJrl,'u’EkT}
Te{s+1,....t=1} (T,0')€T
Br|r—7'| Brd(v,v’
+ max E ePrir=r'lghrd( )C(T,v)(T’m’)]l{kaT,kaT,I,v¢k.r+1,'u’€kT/}
Te{s+i ot—1} (7! wher
TlEr—1,T
_ Br|t—(r—1)| ,Brd(v,v’
= Dax E ePrir=(r=Dlhrd( )C(T,v)(r—l,v’)]]-{vekmv6k7717v¢k7+1,v’€k771}

T€{s+1,...,t—1} (7—_1,1)')6]

S22
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§ : — d(v,v’
—+ ({ngécl eﬂTlT T‘@'BT ( )C('r,'u)(r,v’)]l{vekr, vE€kr—1, v¢kry1, V' Ek,} +0
re{st+1,..t—1} (rv')ET
d(v,v’ Ed
< max E eﬁTeﬁT ( ) 1- ]l{vek.,, vE€Ekr_1, V¢kry1, V' Ekr_1, vV'=0}
(m,v)el €y

Te{s+1,....,t—1} (1—10')ET

d(v,v’ €d Hd
=+ ({_nvz}é(l E GﬁT ( ) (1 6 o ]]-{vek.r, v€Ekr_1, v€kry1, v Ek,, v/ EN(V)UV(R)}
Te€{s+1,....t=1} (T')ET

/
coor (1) gt (12 S 50) 3y 05

€

€u u v
and
T—1 d(v,v’
({nva)z(l E eﬁT‘ |€ﬁT ( )C(r,u)(r’,u’) ]l{vek.,, v' €k, s, vEkr—1, vE€Ekr 41}
re{s+1,.t—1} (7' 0')El
T—(17—1 d(v,v’
L) Y. I TIIPAIC o 0 Luek,, vgk, 1, vk, vieks 1)
Te{s+1,....t—1} (t—1,0')EI
T—T d(v,v’
+ max Y PITTIPTATIC o Lveks, vk, 1, vekn s, veks)
Te{s+1,...,t—=1} (T,0’)EI
Br|t—(t+1)| ,Brd(v,v’
+ (ITI{)?};(I E e Im—( )|€ ( )C’(T,u)(q—-s-l,u'):l]-{velw7 vEkr 1, V€K1, v Ekr 11}
Te{s+1,....,t—1} (7+1,0")€l
T—T d(v,’
T max Y. PTTISTINC )y Ly ugho i, vehes, vk, )
Te{s+11 ..... t—1} (r"verl
Tl FEr—1,7,7+1
T—T d(v,v’
=0+  max Y TITINCE o Len,, vghs a1, veko 1, vek,)
Te{s+1,..., t—1} (t,0’)el
T—(T+1 d(v,v’
+ (I}lﬂé)i,é(l Z efrir= (Dl gfrdl )C(T,v)(7'+1,v')]1{1)€k77 viks 1, vEK, 41, v/ Ek, 11} T 0
re{s+1,....t—1} (T+1,0")EI
d(v,v 6Ol H‘i
< max, E ePrdw.v’) ( o Lvek,, vk, 1, vEkr 1, v/Eky, v/ EN, (0)Un(R)}
re{s+1,..., t—1} (1,0')€l u
Br Brd(v,v’ €d
T fax > e (1 - — ) Lvehe, vghe 1, vkria, v/Ekr s, v/=0)
Te{s+1,...,t—1} (7410")EI v
R €, kg €d
< ePrr+rr) (1 —d ) (Ap + AR) +ePr (1 — )
e Ky €u
and
T—1' d(v,v’
e Y ST C e Lven,, ek s, veko -1, vk}
re{st1,....t—=1} (7' v’)el
T—(7—1 d v,v'
= (glf}é(z E ePrim=( ) hrd( )C(T,u)('rflm’)]l{vekn v€kr_1, v€kr41, v/ Ekr_1}
re{s+1,....t—1} (1—1,0')EI
T—T d(v,v’
+o e Y PTG Vuek,, veks 1, vek i, viek,)
re{s+1,....t—1} (T,0’)ET
T—(7+1 d(v,v
+ (ITIE)%?I § eBriT—=( M Brd( )C V) (741, v’)]l{vekf,vekr_l,vekﬂ.l,v €kria1}

re{s+1,....,t—1} (17+1,0")€l
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S24
T—1'|_Brd(v,n’
+ ({r{f‘}é{[ § 6BT‘ Ie rd( )C(T )(T’,v’)]l{vekq—,vek,.,l,v€k.,.+1,v’€k7_/}
76{5«}»’1 ..... t—1} (v wher

T/ —1,7,7+1

§ Br Brd(v,v’) &d
< ({_ng’jél e-e 1- c ]l{uekm V€K 1, V€K 41, v/ Ekr_1, v/ =V}
i u
I

Te{s+1,..., t—1} (7—_171,/)e

d(v,v’ Ed ’id
+ ({_1’{)5)12(1 Z e'gT ( ) <1 6 P ]]-{vek,., vE€Lr_1, VE€Ekr 41, V' €Ky, v/ EN, (v)UV(R)}
re{st+1,...,t—1} (r0/)ET

d(v,v’ €d
+ nax, Z BT Brd(v,v) (1 . Livek,, vekr_1, vEkri1, v/ Ekrir, v'=0}
Te{s+1,..., t—1} (7'+1,U/)EI u

!/
<0 (12 S5 (ap g AF) 426 (1- ).

€, Ky €y

Then we have

eP Brd(
(ITI,{%?I Z rir Tl i C(Tv)(‘r ')

T€{s+1,....t=1} (7' v')EI

= max {eﬁT(TJFT?Tz) (1 ‘ Iid> (Ar + AR),

€, Ky

1— ) 4 Prl+rT) 4\ (Agt A
( GU> e < €u Ku (Ar+ A7),
Pr(rtrr) <1 - Egi’”) (Ap + AF) +€Pr (1 - Gd) ,

€ Ky €u

!

fr(r+rF) <1 - 6;1'”) (Ar + AR) + 2¢P7 (1 - Gd) }

€y Ku €y
= Pr(rtrr) (1 - 6%“) (Ar + AR+ 2¢P7 (1 — €d> .
€u Fu €u

By the definition of Sr given in equation (32), we have

!

ProeF) (1SR n ARy <L g e (1) <L
€, Ky 6 6

Thus we have

’ / 1
Br|r—7'| ,Brd(v,v’) . i
(et > e € Corwyr o < 5 (S25)
Te{s+1,..., t—1} (7' 0')eT

Step 4.3. We handled the third item of equation (S23) in Step 3 and showed that

(to)er Yo PTG
’ (r'w)er

_ ’ d !
_max{(g?é > PTG 1y r Lueke, vk, ek
W e oer
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(t,w)el

max Z eﬁT‘t—T |66Td(v71) )C(t,v)('r/,v’)]l{’UGRt, veki_1, v'€k, s} }
(r'w)er

Specifically, in Step 3, we obtained that

t—1' d(v,v’
(gilf)igl Z el lefrdtve )C(tﬂf)(T',U')]l{vekt, vki—1, v'€k s}

(r'w)er
— ({1}}?‘?[ Z eBTlt—(t—l)‘eﬁTd(’U,U )C(t,v)(tfl,’v/)]l{’vekt, vk 1, v'€ki_1}
’ (t—1,0")€eI
+ ({%ié Z ePrlt—t] Brd(v,v )C(t,v)(t,vl)]]'{UGku vEki1, v'Chy}
’ (t,w')el
=0+ nax, Z PN C oy vy Lveky, vekes, v'ehi}
’ (t,v")el

/
d(v,v’ €4
< ({IIE)AJ.)E(I E e'BT ( ) (1 - Y ]]-{Uekt, vEki_1, v €k, vV EN(v)}

,U
(t,w")el u

6/
< efrr (1 — f) Ar
€

u

and

t—1' d(v,v’
max Z eﬂT‘ ‘eﬁT ( )O(t,v)('r/,'u’)]l{’uekt, vEki_1, V' Ek 1}

(tw)el (r'w")el
_ (?},??I Z ePrit=(t=1)] Brd(v,v )O(t,v)(tfl,v’)]l{vekt, veke 1, v'ke 1}
’ (t—1w")€el
+ (Mhax, Z Ity 4oy Lveke, vekny, veki)
’ (t,w)erl
’ Ed
< (?})?éf Z P frd(v,v) (1 - 6> Livek,, veki1, v'€kioy, v'=v}
’ (t—10")el “
/!
d(v,’ €4
+ (hax, Z ePrdv) <1 - Livek,, veki_1, v/ ke, v/ ENy(v)}
’ (t,v')el u

/
< ePr (1 _ ed) +6/BTT (1 _ €:i>
€u €,

max 3, PTGl
’ (r'w)er

Brr 621 B €d Brr 621
=max{ e’ (1— 2 ) Ap, &P (12 ) 4P (1- L) App.
€u €u €y

By the definition of 87 given in equation (32), we have

!
ePrr < — €/d> Ar < 1 and €7 (1 — €d> < 1
€, 6 €u 6

Then we have
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Thus by Proposition S1.1, we have

’ ’ 1
Brlt—T"| Brd(v,v’) LN < 2 5926
([nax, > e (o)) S 3 (526)
(r'v)el
Step 5. Plugging equations (S24), (S25) and (S26) into (S23), we have
- , 111 1
(g}gé[ Z ePrIT=7'| Brd(v,v )C(T,v)('r’,v’) < max{2, 2 3} =3
(r')er
By Theorem S1.3,
max Z eBT‘T_”eﬁTd(”’UI)D(t ) () < T =2 (S27)
(rv)el ’ ’ 1—-=
(r'v)el 2
i _ i L : —
Note that, Plake abty = Plake ko) when ¢ = (7,v) with 7 > s. For 7 = s, we have
ﬁ(lefS,...,xff) = (FsTs-1)3, x.,, and pémff,...,mft) = (FsTs—1) %, xoir-
By Theorem S1.6, we have
o = pllgey s
<D0 D Dewpewy 50 (FFa)Y s = o) |
veJ v €k, zks ,acsfgl ex
_3 B9 3T rlraea DD, = Brd)
ved v/ E€kg
< swp||FFReOY .~ FReDY
ks ,z’:r{l ex
—Br(t— Br((t—s)+d(v,0’ —Brd(v,v’
SZe T(t=9) (Z ePr((t=s) (UU))D(t,v)(s,v/)> X maxe prd(v,v')
veJ v'€ks
s ||FFey v - FRe)Y
xhe ,Lif{l ex
<2¢ Pr(t=s) max e~ Prdv) sup H(Eﬁs_1)>v<;,xs+1 - (FS%S—l);;va-H ;
veJ ° zks ,xSf{IEX
where we used equation (S27) in the last inequality. O

Different to Proposition S1.1 which examines the difference H%” — e
XtsXt+1 XtrXt+1

tion S1.4 which explores the discrepancy ||Fimi—1 — Eﬁt,lﬂ_], the subsequent proposition endeavors

to bound the difference H(Fs%s_l)is,xs+1

|| , and Proposi-

~ ! : ks Fs+1
— (Fs@s—1)}, v, || uniformly over zg=,z.1}" € X, where

(ﬁs%s—l);;,xsﬂ is defined in equation (S22) and (Fs7s—1) is defined in equation (S21).

;}(SaX5+1
Proposition S1.7. Under Assumption 3.1, we have that for every s € [T], Bs € B(ks), and v € By,

< 4e=Pr (1 _ €d> o—Brd(v'0B,)

sp || FFa), s~ FoFem) e, .

.k
a:ifé ,:L’Sf:[l cX
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Proof. For s € [T], Bs € B(ks), and v" € By, define
I=({s—1}xke1)U(s,0") and S=X x X"

Define the probability measures on S as follows:

f]lA Ts— 1 » Lg )Hweks fw w | k9 Lg Elm{w})
x gv (Y2 | kS )fs (@, x5y

v (R v (R v (R ! s+1M{v v (R
Xps+(1 )(ks+(1 ) ‘ ks» S( )) s+1(‘rs++11 v |ks+(1 )7 T )

p(A) = [ PE (K2 | by, sy ™0 (i o (da)
S Tloen, f (@ | KT glepnieh
x gy (Ve |k ey e (a2t )
< po O R | gy 2l ) s+1(xsff”{”}|k a2y
< TTrer PR(EE | kooy, 2 sa“Rmfl(de:f)wv (dz?)

w w(R s—1 w
f]lA elvs)HweBst( ‘k() slm{ })
x gy (VY| k L) f @ e )

v’ (R v (R v’ ks v v (R
R KT | kg2l R s+1<xs:f”{ TR, )

x T ner PRER | koo, 2o M)y (dae gt )’ (dzt')
waeB fw( w | kw(R ks llﬁ{w})
g (| K, ) )

v (R R v R s v’ (R
x po P (k gmks, zy >g+l<xg:f”{ }ml% )

x [per PRRE | ksr, w03 71 (dal3 v’ (da)

xXp

p(A) =

in equation (S21) and (Fs'ﬁs,l)”/

. ~ ’U/
Observing (Fsms—1) Xs>Xst1

Yo Xot1 in equation (522), we can see that

H(Fs%Sfl);s,strl - (Fs%sfl)isyxsdrl || = ||P - ﬁH(s,v/)- (828)
In the following steps, we are going to use Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3) to bound
lp = Pll(s,vry- We will bound Cj; and b; with i = (7,1) and j = (7/,1').

Step 1. Consider 7 = s — 1 which implies [ € k,_;.

Step 1.1. When [ € kg, we have

[ 1a(t ) fid | K el pd R | kg, TR (dal )

Xs—1
Pl ks o (A) = (R 1(R) IR (R
(et J it Rl p R | ke TR ()
where %;S_l is defined according to the definition of py | given in equation (S1). Therefore, by the
definition of py | |~ given in equation (52), we have p( bt oy =7t .- If7 =s—1 which
O ,IZ s—1,Xs

implies I’ € ks_1, by the definition of C**/" in equation (S4), we know that C;; < C’ﬁ‘?‘l. Ifr' =s

vv’!
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which implies " € k,, when I’ = [ we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < ( - :—3), since

(R l R H(R)\~
” (m>( )fh( 9™ ™ | o, o TR, ()
kg— ’ = )
(#.23hat) €u SR | kg, )R (dal )

Ci; = 0 otherwise.

Step 1.2. When [ ¢ k;, we have

I(R) (1 LR IR

Pi (A) f]lA Lg— 1 pS( )( () ‘ ks—1, s( 1))71';5_1(61332_1)
kg_ ol — .

(@71 a0 [ l(’R)( R)|ks L S(Rl))ﬂgc (dzl_)

If 7/ = s — 1 which implies I’ € ks_1, when I’ € [(R) we have C;; < (1 - —) since

unz(“)ﬂbxm

,0 ks_1 Ko

(z27ay)
and by Theorem S1.2, and C;; = 0 otherwise. If 7/ = s which implies I’ € k5, we have C;; = 0.
Step 1.3. Next, we calculate b(,_1,;). Note that, when [ ¢ &, we have p( I (A4) = ( y (A)
s—1 s »T 5
L )(A) = p( koot (A) and hence
b(s—1,) = 0. What makes a difference is the situation that When lc ks but | ¢ Sés, ’vs}here

and hence b,_y ;) = 0. Also, when [ € B, C ks, we have P

P (A) = J 1l p G | ko, TR (del )
. .
(ms 117‘7: ) fp( )<ks R) | ks 17 i( 1))7.[.%(5 1(d‘rs—1)

However, since

P( ks—1 (A)v ﬁL ks—1

b)
-1 ¥ (2,27 =

R l R (R)\~
m>>(“)fﬂﬂﬂl<><<>|m,53wzlwél>
v) €u [ B ke, 5(721))7Tl (dzl_y)

Step 2. Consider 7 = s which implies | = v’ € k.

Step 2.1. When v’ € k,_1, we have

A
p( ’C5117Z:/)( )

Jaa( ) fe @ P e gy (v | kSR 2 F @ ey
v’ (R v (R v (R s v v v
Xp43m43|m,J’>Hﬂaﬁ”{}wﬁl,sm)wx>
S Ry gy (v kS ) f ()

v (R) 1.0 (R v’ (R v’ s v (R 0"\ olv! o’
X ps+(1 )(ker(l ) ‘ kS?xS ( )) s+1(xs++11m{ '} | ker(l )7 )/(/) (dxs )
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If 7/ = s — 1 which implies I’ € ks_1, when I’ = v" we have C;; < (1 — E—Z), since
i A
p($:i711 ,rg/) ( )
v iy v/ N v
Jua@) gy 02 1R 2 F @ 2 )
v (R 4 s 4 R ’ ’ ’
><w) xmﬁ?%wl\k&%<>>%uaﬁf“}|&ﬁ,7SWwa>
- v’ v’ R v N (v
Jor o B e Y @ )

v R R v’ R s v R v’ v’ v’
9—&51 (ks—i-(l ) ‘ ks,l's ( ) 9+1( e—:llm{ } | ks-i-(l )73;3 )¢ (dxs )

and by Theorem S1.2, and C;; = 0 otherwise. If 7/ = s which implies I’ = v’, we have C;; = 0.
Step 2.2. When v’ ¢ k;_1, we have

f]lA v v |kv (R))g:/(ysv/ ‘ i (R), ;’/)fv/( U/,;CiVS(U ))
v/ (R ’ s v R o " o
P (A= Xﬁﬁ)(ﬁl\%»S(U;H@Hf“}|aﬁkxgw<Mg>
) ﬂﬁu?wammayvmsm@n:<ix5@5

v (R v’ ks v v'(R) '\ ! !
Xps-él )< s+1 ‘ ks’ Ts yR )) s+l(xs+ﬁlm{ '} |ks+(1 y Lg )’(/J (d‘rs )

If 7/ = s — 1 which implies I’ € ks_1, we have C;; = 0. If 7/ = s which implies I’ = v/, we have C;; = 0.

Step 2.3. Next, we calculate b(, .. Note that v’ € B, is assumed in this proposition, we have

pz ks ,,)(A) =70 ., , (A)and hence b, = 0.
Ts_1 ,I;

(x,27@2)

Step 3. In this step, we summary the results of C;; obtained in the previous two steps and aim to
bound the following quantity:

max Y0 MBI O oy

(TOel L e
- max{ Jmax > P DGy,
PR er
(Sni,aj)él Z eﬁT|S—7‘ ‘eﬁTd(U | )C(s,v’)(‘l‘/,l’)}' (829)
’ (r', el

Step 3.1. We handled the first item of equation (S29) in Step 1 and showed that

Brls—1—7'| Brd(il')
(1Der Yo PTG
’ (r' el

— max { (Sinlai))(el Z eBrls—1=7'| Brd(ll )C(s—l,l)(-r’,l’)l{leks,l, lek.}s
’ (r"01")erl

s—1—71’ d(l,l’
(Sznlal))(el Z Al | eBrd( )C( e l')]l{leh 1, 1k, }}
’ (T/,l’)EI
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Specifically, in Step 1, we obtained that

max Z efrls—1-7'] ﬁrd(ll)c( e Liek, 1, 1€ks)

s—1,0)el
(s=LOel T er
s—1—(s—1 a1l
= o her Pl 1= DI o1 Lk, o, tek,, vek, 1)
s—1,
(s—1,1"€el
E s—1—s d(1,l’
+(s£n1al))(el efr! [Pl )C(S—Ll)(si’)]l{leksfl,leks,l'eks}
’ (s,l")el
Brd(Ll") ~Ts—1
< mas, 3 ErOCT e ek ven )
’ (s—1,1"€eT
RO
T
s,l)el Cu

’ = €
< max Z ehralil )Cﬁ}g_l + PT (1 - d) ,
UEko_1 €u

and

Br\a 1— T\BTd(zl)C //]l
(sinl?f)(el Z (s=1,0)(r" 1) H{l€ks—1, I¢ks}

(r' 1)eI
= max Z ePrls=1=(s=1)frd(Ll )C(s_Ll)(s—l,l/)]]-{leksfl,léks,l’ek371}
(s—1,l)el
(s—1,0")el
Br|s—1—s| Brd(l,l")
+ max e e Cro_ nd '
I Z (s—1,0)(s,0) L{i€ko_1, Igks, UVeks}
(s,i")el
’ ,‘<.',d
< max Z ePrall) <1 — ) Liek, o, gk, V€ks s, el(R)y T 0
(S_l’l)EI(s 1,1l Fou

< e,(3T7'77“a <1 _ Hd) A?
Ry

By the definition of 7 given in equation (32), we have
PrrT (1 — Kd) A? < and €°T (1 — €d> < }
K 6
Thus by Proposition S1.1, we have

/ / 11 1
E s—1—71 d(l,l
(sinlal))(el 65T| IEQT ( )O(Sil’l)(‘r”l/) = ax{2 6} o 5
’ (r'Ier

| =

Step 3.2. We handled the second item of equation (S29) in Step 2 and showed that

e d /l/
Juax > P C
’ (r/,1"erl

s—(s—1 d',l!
= max{ (ganfi))é] E e’BTl‘s ( )‘G’BT ( )C(syv/)(sfl,l’)ﬂ{v’eks, v'€ks_1,l'€ks_1}>
w (s—1,l")erI
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(s,w')el

max Z eBrls—(s=1)| Brd(v’,l )C(s,u’)(sfl,l’)]l{’vleka o' ka1, l’Eks_l}}
(s—1,l")erl

= max{ (énif-]j}él Z e/BTIS_(S—l)‘e/BTd(’U N )C(s,v’)(s—l,l')]]-{U’Eks, v'€ks_1, l/6k5_1}70}
’ (s—1,1"eI

. (g— el €4
S max Z eBT|b (S 1)|6BTd(U N ) (1 — ) l{v’eks, v €ks_1, U/ Eks_1, l’:v/}

(syw’)el (s—1iel €y
— fT (1 _ €d>
€y
1
< -.
— 6

Plugging the above two results into equation (S29), we obtain

/ / 1

max Y PrITTlATAOC  y <

(r,h)erl 2

(1€l
Step 4. Now, we are ready to finish the proof. By Theorem S1.3,

Brls—7'| Brd(v,v') < =92
max e e sV (' w) < .

(s,w)erl Z (,0)(r",0") 1 —%

(r' el

Recalling that in Step 1 we obtained that b,_ ;) < 2 (1 — :—j) when [ € k;\B; and in Step 2 we
obtained that b,y = 0, we have by Theorem 3.3 that

~ €d _ €d _ ’
- h<2(1-=2 Disys—10) < 4e7P7 (1= =2 ) g7 Prd(' 05
o=l <2 (1= 2) 3 Deaneory <4 (12 %) ,
l€ks\Bs
which completes the proof by equation (S28). O

In Proposition S1.5, we examined the difference HFt coFey1Fsms—1 — Fg - FsHFSTTS,lH where
J

€ [t—1], for every J C By and B; € B(k;). Next, it is necessary to investigate the long time behavior
applying the F, operator. Recall that the influence path PB: for cluster B is defined as

PP = {[Bu-+ B : B € B(k), BiO By 0,0 Su <1<t}

where [B,, - - - By] is the cluster B, at time u that has influence on the cluster B; at time ¢ after ¢t —u
time steps; the vertex set of PB¢ is defined as

VB = {[Bu-nBt}v [Bu-- Bl e PP ve Bu};
the set of vertices at time 0 that could affact B; is defined as

VB = {[BO B :BieBk), BLN B #0,0<1 < t}. (S30)

Now, we define the location v(i) of i € VB¢ as
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define the depth d(i) of i € VB¢ as
d([By, -+ Btv) = u;

then the set of non-leaf vertices of the tree can be written as

Vit ={ie VP 0<d(i) < t}.

We first conduct preliminary analysis in the following lemma, which will only be used in Proposition
S1.9.

Lemma S1.8. Under Assumption 3.1, one has that for every By € B(ky) and J C By,

[FeFas, —Foe Fus

J < de Pricard(J).

Proof. Define S = [],.ys, X*, where XI7" = XV for [r]v € VB¢, Define two probability measures on S
as follows:
i(R kaci n{i}
J 4@ ey Ly @hesy | Raty - zaty )
% 7 o (1)
<o Wacey | Ky s o) o @i ey

k NR . i T T
x HRede( )( i | Fag) 1’xd((l()) iy )W(z)(dxd(i)) Hrevff o7 (dz)

k n{i} ’
szevBt fi l)(xd () | kd( i) d?()) S

i Nag) (i)
XQd(‘)(yd(‘ |kd(i) 7xd(i )fd i)(xd ))xd(iS) )

kagiy_1NR
x [l rer Pty (Bl | kay—1: 246y 0O (dagy, )Hrevft 07 (dag)

p(A) =

i(R) Kkaqy—1N{i}
JLa@)]] ievPt fd(z)(xd(z) |kd(1 ) d((i()) 1 )
7 Q (7')
<o Wheey | Ky s @) o @i was”™)

kai NR v( 7 T(Ad7T
X HReRpg(i)(k(Ii?(i) | Kagiy 1’xd((lz()) L ()(dxd(i))nrevff 67 (dzg)

i k n{i}

inert Fag (md (i) | kd(z) ) d(&()) S0
i 7 7 7 ) Nagiy(9)
ng(i)(yd(i) | kd(i) 7xd(i))fd(i)(xd z)’%([i;) )

k NR —r
X HRGR de(i)(kgl%(i) ‘ kd -1 Iddl()) 11 )W’ ‘ (dxd(z )H‘,-evft 6T<d370)

pA) =

where plBuBil = pBu for any B, --- B;] € PP* and any measure p. Therefore, for every B, € B(k;)

and J C By, we have
|F:

In the following steps, we are going to use Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3) to bound
lp = Plli,)s- We will bound Cj; and b; with

CESF o F

= llp =Pz (S31)

i=[By-Blv and j=[By- B

where 0 < u,u’ < t. In the trivial case that u = 0, we have pi = 0y and P = dzy, which yields that
Oij =0 and bl < 2.
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Step 1. Consider u € [t — 1] which implies v € k,. We have p. = p% and hence b; = 0. Next, we take
care of Cj;.

Step 1.1. When v ¢ k,—1 and v ¢ k1, we have

[ ha(@s) fe(s | ka)gu (e | ke ™) 2) fo @y, an )
x po T (RSB | bt Yo (dar)
v v(R v(R v Ny (v
I res | R)gu (e | ke ™ 2t f m, u()

V(R UR
x P (R | Byt ™) (dat)

ph(A) =

Then when v’ = u, if v € Ny (v) Uv(R), we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < ( - i:—d), since

6’11.

eéw)fm (s | ke ™)guys | k™, ay)e (day)
) siten |k”<R>>g:;<y LA

if ' ¢ N, (v) Uv(R) we have C;; = 0. When v’ # u, we have C;; = 0.

i) =

Step 1.2. When v € k,,_1 and v € ky 41, we have

J ﬂA(xwfs(xz|kz<R’,xz_1>gZ(y5|k“<R% wi) fi (s, wn ™)
% U (ko) | k2™ Yy (day)
oy k™, )gu<yu|k”“% 2) fu(ay, a0 )
x po B | by 2t Yy (darsy)

Then when v’ = w—1 which implies v € k,_1, if v = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 - e—d),

€u

since

7 v Ny (v v R v R v v
T = v( N v)y V(R v(R
“ fgu (v \ o et “) AB( uiﬁ | R ei™ )0 (day)
if v/ # v we have C;; = 0. When «' = u, if v € N,(v) Uv(R), we have by Theorem S1.2 that

’
€ Kq .
Cij S (1 — *,E), since

€u

em)m D fe | k™ wn gt s | k™, 2y (day)
[ ey ke et guyy | ke a)ey (day)

if v/ ¢ Ny (v) Uv(R) we have C;; = 0. When v’ ¢ {u,u — 1}, we have Cj; = 0.

pa(A) > (

!/
€, Ky

Step 1.3. When v ¢ k1 and v € ky 41, we have

f]lA V(2 | ku R))gu(yu | k”(R 7 u)fv(xu; Nu(’b'))
R) v(R) (R )
pL(A) = X fur1 (@i | kusrl , Z)pu(ﬂ (k. u+1 | ey 20V (day) .
[ res | kN gu e | k™) an) o (e, an ™)

V(R (R V(R
x [ (@t | R eyt (k2R | ey 2t Yo (da)
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Then v = w which implies v' € k,, if v" € N,(v) Uv(R), we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; <

E/ .
( — ?d:—d), since
u Fu

adnd)fh f” v|k”<R>gu< | ke ) fo (o u+1\ku+1, o)P(dat)
S e |k gu(ye | ke ™ ey fo (@t | R ety (day)

if v/ ¢ Ny (v) Uv(R) we have C;; = 0. When «' = u + 1 which implies v/ € k41, if v/ = v we have by
Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 — —) since

pa(A) > <

f]lA fv z? v | kU(R))gu(yu | k.U(R)7 u)fv(xmxi\f (v))
v(R v(R
) Xpu(Jrl)( u+1 | ku? u( ))1/}’0(de) .
) [ fel | R gun | R 2l fa, i)

R R (R
x 2R (K2 | Ky, 2t Yo (da)

if ' # v we have Cj; = 0. When v’ ¢ {u,u + 1}, we have C;; = 0.

Step 1.4. When v € k1 and v € k41, we have

J1a(ay) foy | ke ay_ 1>gu<yu|k”“>, 20) fo(al, xn )
V(R (R R
x u+1< ¥y | KD, )t (k2T | ke, 22 Yo (da)
[ res | k™ an_ gty | k™ et fo s, zn ™)

V(R (R V(R
x [ @y | R )t (k2R | ey 2t Yo (dar)

pe(A) =

Then if «' = u—1 which implies v’ € k,_1, when v' = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 — e—d),

€y

since

S La(al)gs(ys | ke, z>fv<xz,x5“<”)>
'UR R (R
x fo @ty RS 2t (kT | ks 2™ )y (das)

€d
px<A>z< ) i : ,
[ us | ko a) fo (2, an™ )

v(R R v(R
X u+1( u+1 | kugtl)7 Z)pu(Jrl)( u+1 ‘ku, u( ))W’(dxﬁ)

C;; = 0 otherwise. If v/ = u which implies v" € k,,, when v € N,,(v) Uv(R) we have by Theorem S1.2
that C;; < (1 — e—dzd) since

€/

f]]-A fv v | kv(R), v 1)gu(yu | kU(R) )
v(R
H(A4) > (Hd) X fiaa (@ | Y o)ur (doy)
J s k™ 2 Dgu s | k™ an)

v v R v v
X u+1(xu+1 | kZ(Jrl)7 u)dj (dl‘ )

C;j = 0 otherwise. When v’ = u + 1 which implies v’ € ky41, if v = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that
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JraG) s | k™ w_Dauys |k 2l fu@s, 20 )
i(A) > (W) X Pty (k) | s @ Z(R))w”(dxg);
[FHCAL AN )gu(yulk”(R, 2) 2 (2, ah )
x pu S (k) | by ™) Yo (day)

if v/ # v we have C;; = 0. When «’ ¢ {u,u — 1,u+ 1}, we have C;; = 0.

Step 2. When u = ¢, which implies v € k;. We have p! = 5’ and hence b; = 0. Next, we take care of
Cij.

Step 2.1. When v € k;_1, we have

v\ LU (.0 R R v N, ” v
S LAl 2@y |k ay )gr e | kT a) fo (2, o O )gr (dat)
v(R (R ) Ny (v v ) '

NS %x::,ngf(yt kR ) () a, ”w (dar?)

pL(A) =

Then if v’ = ¢t —1 which implies v' € k;_1, when v' = v we have by Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 — ﬁ),

€y
since

pi(A) > ( > S La(z)gy (vi | kv(R xt)ft (z}, 7 ) )W(dwt)
) S |, e )
C;j = 0 otherwise. If «' = t which implies v" € k;, when v" € N¢(v) we have by Theorem S1.2 that
Ci; < (1 — T) since

S(A) > <d ) J L)@y | ey gy wp |k, 2y (day)
z - V(U v R v R v v v !
€u J i (a |kt( Y 1)9t (e | Ky ( ,xf )y (day)
C;j = 0 otherwise. When v’ ¢ {t,t — 1}, we have C;; = 0.

Step 2.2. When v ¢ k;_1 we have

RCAVACGAL D gr iy | K o) g o) (day)

T gt LR gt | K2 T )
Then if v =t — 1 we have C;; = 0. If ' = ¢t which implies v' € k;, when v € Ny(v) we have by
Theorem S1.2 that C;; < (1 - %), since

pL(A) =

VY £V 40 v(R V[,V v(R v v v
pi (A) > <6/d> f]]'A(xt)ft (z} |kt( ))gt (y; |kt( )ﬂxt)w (dxy)
) Iy Ry | kT ap)e (day)
C;j = 0 otherwise. When v’ ¢ {t,t — 1}, we have C;; = 0.

Step 3. Summing up the above results, for i = [B,, - -- BiJv and j = [By/ - - - B¢]v, we have that

max eBT\d(l) d(])|C (832)
i€VBt
jeVBt
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=max{ max efrld(i)— d(J)\C max eBrld(i)— oM
vBt vB¢
'Zg[t 1] jeVBt leu t jeVBt

For the first item in equation (S32), we have

ax BTl —dG)| 7.
icvBt *
uelt—1] ]GVBt

_ Brlu—u’'| Brdws’) o, 1
= max maé’( € € ij L {v€ky, vV€ky_1, V&€kyt1}s
i€Vt
wet—1] JevBt

,BT|u u'| BTdvv)
rglvagf Cij il {vek,, vek,_ 1, V¢kut1})
k2
uelt—1] jeVBt
Brlu—u'| Brd(v,v") .
I;l\;algi € € Clj]l{’vau, VEky—1, VEky+1})
k2

welt—1] ]EVBt

u—u’ d(v,v’
max Il Pr A O ek, veku, vekusi} (>
i€
welt—1] gEVBt

where

Brlu—u'| Brd(v,") .
Ienvagi e € CU]I{Uka VEky 1, vEkut1}
k2
welt—1] ]EVBt

< efr(r+rF) ( ‘a “d> (Ar + AF),

€, Ky

Brlu—u'| Brd(v,") Y.
Ienvaé ¢ € Clj]l{veku, VE€Eky—1, V¢kyt+1}
k2
welt—1] ]EVBt

/

o (1) (1 ()
€u €u Fu

max efriu=ulghrd(v,y )Cij]l{veku, v@ku_1, V€ku41}

ievBt
uelt—1] jEVB

< ePr(r+rr) (1 G;i Kd) (A7 + AF) + €7 (1 — 6d> )
€u Fu €u
max eﬁT‘“_“ |e/3Td(U’U )Cij]l{veku, vEky_1, v€EKu11}

icvBt
welt—1] JEVBt

< Br(r+rF) ( ‘ “d> (A7 + AF) + 2677 (1 - Ed) .

€, Ky €y

Therefore, for the first item in equation (S32),

max efrlu—wlghrd(v,e )C (S33)
JE[‘i i] JEV B

< Brr+rF) < ‘ “") (Ar + AF) + 2677 (1 - ”) .

€ Ky €y
For the second item in equation (S32), we have

max RALORIOIIGH

icevBt
u=t jEVBt
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— max { mvagf eBrit—u'l Brd(vv )Cij]l{vekt, vitke 1}
Zeu:t  jeVB:
_ ’ d ’
.Ienvaé ePrit—u'| Brd(v,v )Cij]l{vekt, 'Uektl}}7
st jEVBL
where
’ ’ 6/
max AP Oy e, v,y < €777 (1 — g )An
i jEVB: “
’ ’ € 6/
max ePrit=wlfrd(vw )Cij]l{vekh veki a1} < ePr (1 - d) 4 efrr (1 — —/d Arp.
L jevn Cu €u
Therefore, for the second item in equation (S32),
. . € 6/
max ArldD—dDIc, . < efr (1 - d> + ePrr (1 -4 ) Ar.
ieu‘;tt jEVBL Cu Cu
Furthermore,
max (Bl -] ¢,
ieVBt “
jeVBt
€K €
< max { e 1T) (1 - —/d—d (Ar + AF) +2e77 (11— =),
€l Ku €u

IS SV
N——
>
~
——

ePr (1 - €d> 4 efrr (1 .
€y €

/
_ i) (1 - ) (Ag + AF) 4 2651 (1 - ) .

!/
€y Fu €y

By the definition of Sr given in equation (32), we have

/
B r4rR €4 Rd R 1 8 €d 1
CT( T)(l%m>(AT+AT)§6 and e’T 175 §6
Thus by Proposition S1.1, we have
Brld(i)—d(j)| 1
max e Cij < <.
ieVBr 2
jEVBt

By Dobrushin comparison theorem (Theorem 3.3) and Theorem S1.3, we obtain

1
o =pliBgs <2 x 11 e_Bthard(J) = 4e_Bthard(J),
)
which completes the proof by equation (S31). O

In Lemma S1.8, we consider applying Ft .- ~E1 on two different point masses. Now we extend that
result to two different general measures.
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Proposition S1.9. Under Assumption 3.1, for any two measures p and [, and for J C By and
Bt (S B(kt),

€d Kd ’

. - - ~ Bl
HFt o Fip—Fpes FlﬁH < de”Pricard(J) (QLKU) Z HNT -
J
evE

Proof. Recall that Vf ¢ is the set of vertices at time 0 that possibly affact By, i.e.,
VB = {[Both] By € B(k), BiN Bisy £ 0,0 <1 <t}
and Vft = VBV is the set of other vertices. For i € Vft, define transition

By _ fi i W(R) kay—1N{ity i i i(R) i \Fi i Naciy (3)
T = fd(i)(xd(i) | kd(i) vxdzl;))—f )gd(i)(yd(i) | kd(i) 7xd(i))fd(i)('rd(i)7xd([zg) )
ka(iy—1NR
< TT ploy iy ragy -1 2050 ),
RER

based on which we define

Vo' 0(8) ( g B Vg
fﬂA(xOO )Higvft 7EB”¢ ()(dxd(i))uv‘) (dxoo )

tohyv(i i Bt Vo't
inevf‘ T ()(dzd(i))ﬂvo (dzy° )

f]l (xvc?t)n 5 TBth(i)(dxi )—Vf* (dxvft)
) Al eyt i (i) H 0

. v(i i - By vBt
inevft TP ()<d$d(i)>ﬂvo (dxo® )

¢(4)

)

Since,
t v (% i Bt Vo't
YR L0\ Y TP (daiy ¥ (dayl )
[ 1M = . . By vBt
S ey T2 v (daiy ¥ (day® )
f ]1A<.’I}%]) HiGVft ﬂBth(i) (dlej(z)) VBt
= By v(4) di (dxoo )7 (834)
JMieyee T2t 40O (dagy;))
we have

[ La(ay) Hievft TPrapr® (dxfz(i))c(dxv‘ft)
iner‘ ﬁBtwv(i)(dajfi(i)) ’
~ / f]lA(l“i])Hievft ﬁBtW(i)(dxiz(i))Z(dxvft)
J ieyee T2 w0 (dagy ) ’
1 J1a(x)) [Ticye: TP (day )
=5 J Ty 77070 (dai)

where we used equation (8.1) in Georgii [2011] that with osc(h) standing for the oscillation (hmax —
hmin) of any function h,

oo Fon B P =2
J A

1< =<l (S35)

sup|p(4) — /(A)] = sup | p(h) - p'(A)] fose(h).
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Next, since ‘ ‘
J1a@]) iepe TPV (dary)

By, 1 v(i 7
inevft T ()(dxd(i))

is exactly a filter obtained when the initial condition is a point mass, by Lemma S1.8

[FeFis, —Foe Fut

; < de Prtcard(J),

we have that

J VAl Ty TOO O\
osc Be ol (o < 2e Prtcard(J).
ineyft Tt (dxd(i))

Plugging into equation (S35), we have

Fooo Fip—Fye ~E1ﬁHJ < 2e Prtcard(J)||¢ — . (S36)
Since

(cara)®TC < T TP O (day) < (eura) FITC,

i€Vt
where C has no term in VP that is defined as below

c= JI @ Is®a)fi@ "N O@d) [ TP @ (dai,),

i€Vt d(i)=1 i€V, d(i)#1

we have by Lemma 4.16 of Rebeschini and Van Handel [2015] that

7l <9 €y Ry IBIF T _ T
a2 (@) -

TEVOBt

Plugging into equation (S36), we have

as desired. 0

L 18I
Fooo Fip—Fpooo FlﬁHJ < de~Prtcard(J) <Z’Z:> S -7,
TEVft

At last, we explore the one-step difference caused by applying Fs and ?5.
Proposition S1.10. Under Assumption 3.1, for integer s € [T — 1] and Bsy1 € B(ks+1), one has

Boo B(x) B(X)Z
‘ < 16 (eu )| I7 (%%)I |7 +(B|T) Bl
Bor1 — /N \€q€ Yd € ™

where |B|3 is the mazimal size of one single cluster in the partition up to time T defined in equation
(14).

Fs+1 Fsﬂsfl - Fs+1 Fsﬂ—sfl ‘
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Proof. For any cluster Bs;1 € B(ksy1) and the cluster operator Bsf{l on Bgyi at time s+ 1 defined
in equation (28), we have by Theorem S1.6 that

|

Fs+1 Fs%s—l - Fs+1Fs7?s—1

HBS+1

:“Cs+lBs+1Ps+lFs7Ts—1 - Cs+lBs+1Ps+1Fs7rs—1’ B
s+1

Bg = ~ T A~
_ +1 +1 +1 s+1
Hcéj_l Bs+1 Ps-‘rlFsﬂ-s—l - Cé_f.l Bs+1 Ps+1 Fsﬂ-s—l

|BI7
’Yd €d

By equation (8.1) in Georgii [2011], we have

‘BS P PR — BfﬁlPsH?ﬁs,lH. (S37)

+1 = ~ = A~
HBé.fq s+1Fs7rs—1 Bb_f_1 Ps+1Fs7Ts—1H

<Bf-|S-J1r1 Ps—i-lFs%s—l) (dst-f-{l ) (quirl Ps+1i:\s7?s—1> (dms-ﬁ1 )
= B - wBSH (dxi:Jlrl)a
’l/}BS+1 (dxs_f_'{l) ’lle?-%—l (dzs_;'{l)

where 1B+1 (dz 5“) is defined in equation (6) and the two items in the above difference are given as
follows:

v ks v R ks
fHUEBs+1 fs+1($s++1m{ ' | kg(ﬂ)axs m{v})
v’ v’ v'(R v’
~ X HB;eB(ks),BmeM;é@ IL., eB’ 9s (Y [ ks ( ),Z‘S )
BE+p, F.7 (dx !

AT A X fy oy 25" ") (BT ) (d)

s v’ R) v

wBbJrl (diL’ +1) fHBgeB ksNBs41) Hv 'eB] gs (Y; | ks ( )71'5 )

> f’u (zV,x N (v ’)) [BBLP7,_1] (dxfé)

)

J s, Fon @™ RS, 2000
(B Hlpsﬂfﬁsl) () X HBQEB(ks),BQFLB/SJrl#/@ I—J[\:)/(i/B); gv (,stl | kﬁ (R),T/Z/L/
) ’ X [ (g 2y ")) [BBISNP R, ] (das )
wBSH(dmfflrl) fHB’eB ksNBsi1) 1L, 'eB!, QSI(YSU/ | k:/(R)vxg/) .
x [V (a2l [BBLSNP 7, 4] (dus)

By Minkowski’s integral inequality,
_ 5 R 971/2
|: HBS.:{ Ps+1 Fs/ﬂ\-sfl - Bs.f_il Ps+1 Fs%sle :|

(BEJHI Ps+1Es%sl> (dxsjirl)
< E

- WBeri (daiih)




/Supplement to “VT-MRF-SPF” S41

9m 1/2
(BsB-Hl Pst1 Fsﬁ@—l) (dxs-:-_{l )

B, Bsi1
1/)35+1(dx s+1) yo (d‘rerl )
s+1

Bsia T ~ Bsya
(BS_;_Jlr PS+1F871'5_1) (drgi1h)
<gpBetr(XBsr1) sup E

@B+l exPett WP (dar i)

99 1/2
<Bs-f-J1r1 Pst1 Fs%s—1> (dzs-ﬁrl)

Bs
1/135“ (dxs+-{1 )

By Assumption 3.1 and the fact that f,(zF* | &, xffll) defined in equation (8) is a transition density,
we have that

eac iy’ (X") / F(ay | Ry N fo ey 2 )y (day) =

which yields
P (XY) < (€)™t and Bat1(xBst1) < (€a€y)™ IBIT

Furthermore, by Assumption 3.1, we have

s , B|F
[T foa el ™0 e, abntd) < JFF
vEBs 11
and 2 ’ ’ ’ oo ’ ’ 2
()P < TT TT o802 1R et ) Y @ e 0D) < () P,
BLeB(ks) v'EB)
BLNBg11#0
Hence,

_ 2 1/2
s+1 ~ s+1 -~
|: HBS+1 Ps+1 Fsﬂ—sfl - BS+1 PerlFsﬂ-sle :|

1Bl N\ (IBIF)?

€y Yu € By ~ B’ ~

<2 <6 : ) (“;) X BIPA- Q) BISVPA
dtq d €g BLeB(ks) BLeB(ks)
BL{NBg11#0 BLNBg 4170

_ 8 <€u )'BT <’Yu u>(5|T) Bl
~ VN \es; Yd € T

where the first inequality is by Theorem S1.6 and Assumption 3.1, and the second inequality is by
Corollary 4.21 of Rebeschini and Van Handel [2015]. Now, plugging the above result into equation

(S37) yields that
A T G AN Lo L
<2 — 7 |B| 7
Bt Vd € VN \eaey Vd €

_ 16 ( e )IB‘? (7;)|B|%°+<|B%°)2 -
VN \eacy Va € o

Fs+1 Fsﬂ—sfl - Fs+1 Fs’frsfl ’
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S2. Proofs of the main theorems

In this section, we provide the proofs for Theorems 3.2 and 3.4.

S$2.1. Proof of Theorem 3.2

Since we can write 7 and 77 in a recursive way as follows:
mr =FpFp_1 - Fop1FsFsy - Fimo,
mr =FrFr_1---Fop1FsFo1 - - Fimo,
where 7y = g, we can bound ||7r — 7 ||; by means of error decomposition

T
[Fr =7l <D IFr-- FoprFofe s — Fro - FopaFafaall s (S38)
s=1

For s € [T — 1] in equation (S38), we have that for every J C Br and Br € B(kr),

HFT et Fs+1 Fs,ﬁsfl - I:T e Fs+1Fs7~Tsfl HJ

Br(T—s) —Brd(v,v’) T ~ v’ _ ~ v’
<2 > maxe sup ||(Ffe1), s = (Fofor) s
veJ wfs,mg_fl'l ex
_ Br(T—s) E *ﬁTd(U»U) E = v’ _ = v’
=2e” ,ma;X sup (Fsﬂ-s—l)xmxsﬂ (FSWS_I)X57X5+1
v'€B!,BLeB(ks) ks kst1
veJ Tt w L €X

<8 FrT=9N"  pax e frefrdvd) mBrd0B) 1- &
- Uer/eBg,B;eB(ks)

<8e~Ar(T=3) Z max e Pre=PrdwoB) (1 _
v'eB!,BeB(ks) €u

<ge Ar(T—st1) max e Prd0B) <1

B! eB(ks) €y

- €d> card(J), (S39)

where the first inequality is by Proposition S1.5, the second inequality is by Proposition S1.7, the
third inequality is by the triangle inequality, and the last inequality is by the definition of d(J, B,) in
equation (12). Next, when s = T in equation (S38), by Proposition S1.4, we have for every B € B(kr)
and J Q BT,

HFT%TA — FT%TJHJ <4 (1 — Ed> e_'BTe_ﬂTd(J’aBT)card(J). (540)
u

Plugging equations (S39) and (S40) into equation (S38), we have

T-1

~ < Qe Br(T—s+1) —Brd(1,0B,) (1 _ & a(J
|77 — 7rlls < 8221 € B;Iélg()éﬁ)e €u card(J)
+4 (1 - ed) e Pre=Prd(JOBT) card(])
€u

T
< ZS@‘ﬁT(T_SH) (1 - Gd) card(J) max e PrdJ.0B0)
gt €u BLeB(k.)
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—Br ’
g2 (14 card(J) [max max e~ Prd(/:95:)
1 —eBr €u s€[T) BLeB(ks)

as desired.

S$2.2. Proof of Theorem 3./

Since we can write T and 77 in a recursive way as follows:

mr =FpFp_1 - FopiFsFsy - Fimo,
mr =FpFp_1--FopiFsFsy - Fimo,
where Ty = 7y, we can bound |77 — 77| ; by means of error decomposition

T
7z =7zl < 3 [[Fr- - ForaFefoms = Fro PP | - (341)
s=1 ’

In Proposition S1.9, we obtained that for any two measures p and f, and for J C Br and By € B(kr),

B

~ - ~ ~ BIF
Fro- Fyu—F ..,|:—H < 4o BT eard () [ Ex B ;.
H T 1 —Fr 1| < de card(J) | —— § W™ — 7

€d Rd
TEV?T

where Vég T is defined in equation (S30) standing for the set of clusters at time 0 that could possibly
affact Br. Recall that |B|3 defined in equation (14) denotes the maximal size of one single cluster
up to time T. For each layer of T layers, the branching factor of one cluster at most |B|3. Hence, we
have

- - - ~ 21V
E |:HFT"'F1M_ FT"'FWHJ

1Bl
€u Ky —BrT oo\ T 2 11/2
<q(Swlu T (|8 a(J B[y — .
< <6d w) e (1B]F) " card( )301?252@[ I — 7B, ]

Noting that the above bound holds uniformly in the sequence of Y, we could generalize the above
result to the following for s € [T' — 2]:

L L y71/2
E |:HFT o Fopopp —Fp -+ FSHMHJ

|B| 7
€u Ky —Br(T—s—1) oo\ (T'—s—1) —112 1/2
<4|(—— T B d(J E - .
( ) e (1B15°) card( )Bsﬂrggg%m [l —mll5,,,]
Therefore, for s € [T — 2],

H‘FT < FopoFs i Fmo1 —Fp--- F5+2Fs+lFs7Ts—1H‘J

~ _ _ _ _ _ _ . 911/2
<E U\FT o Fora(FonFifer) = Froo- FM(FSHFS%H)M
< (25) ™ e (= (7 — 2= 1)) (55) 7 eard()
< s exp T S T car
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~ = ~ A 1/2
E [IFot1FoRom = FosaFufyall
€y Ko BT
<a (5 ) 7 oxp (= (B~ log(BEN(T — 5 - 1)Jeand (1)
. 16 <€u >BI%° <%6;)IB%"+(IBI§~°)2 Bl
VN \ €q€); Vd € ’
64 [ iy \ BT [y o\ BFHBF?
= v a2 — |B|F card(J)
N \€€kaq Yd €
xexp (= (Br — log(IBIF))(T — s = 1)). (842)

Here, Proposition S1.10 is used in obtaining the last inequality above, and it provides the result for
s =T — 1 case as follows:

o o o o 5 71/2
H FrFr_17r_o — FTFT—17ATT—2‘H <  max [E’ FrFr_17r_o — FTFT—ﬁT—Q’ }
J BTEB(kT) Br
16 e, \'BIT Yo €, IBIZ+(1B5)* .
<= (2 Juu 1Bl (343)
N \ €q€y Yd €4
At last, by Theorem S1.6 and a standard Monte Carlo analysis, we have
[Ferrs = Frra|  =||[cZr8orPrzr1 - cErBE" SV P |
T
1B
€4 Vu ~ -
<2 (ﬂ) IPr7r—1 — SN Prp_1|||
€q7d
2 6/ ,}/U>B|’10“O
<— & . S44
v (2 (544

Now, plugging equations (S42)-(S44) into equation (S41), we complete the proof as follows:

T-2 Bl 1\ IBIF+(IBIF)?
~ ~ 64 ezliu T (Y €u T r )
el <3 o (SR} (2% Bl card()

x exp (= (Br — log(IBIF)(T — s — 1))

n 16 < €u >l’5|3"o <')/u 6;)|3?+(B|%¢)2 |B|oo n 2 <6;"}/u)|6%0
VN \ ea€} Vd € T VN \€éna

T—2 Bl /N IBIF+(IBIF)?
64 Ky ) T <7u6 ) T T
< E — v — Bl card(J
~ N (eiegnd Yd € IBIF card()

xexp (= (Br — log(IBIF)(T — s 1))

64 [ 2y \BF [, e \IBIFHIBIF)? —
+ \/i 3 7 — | |T car ( )
N \€€4Rd Yd €g4

By the definition of S8r given in (32), and the last condition (31) in Assumption 3.1, we have

fr —log(|B|77) >0,
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because of which,

7 — 7l < = ( o )B'? (’V 6L>'B? I’ Bl card()
J .
VN \ €2€)kq Ya € 1 — exp ( — (Br — 1og(\B|£}°)))
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