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Abstract

We introduce a doubly stochastic marked point process nfodslpervised classification prob-
lems. Regardless of the number of classes or the dimensibe ééature space, the model requires
only 2—3 parameters for the covariance function. The diaasion criterion involves a permanental
ratio for which an approximation using a polynomial-timely expansion is proposed. The ap-
proximation is effective even if the feature region occdpiy one class is a patchwork interlaced
with regions occupied by other classes. An application tADNcroarray analysis indicates that
the cyclic approximation is effective even for high-dimemal data. It can employ feature vari-
ables in an efficient way to reduce the prediction error $icgmtly. This is critical when the true
classification relies on non-reducible high-dimensiopatdires.

Keywords: Cyclic approximation; DNA microarray analysis; High-dimstonal data; Supervised
classification; Weighted permanental ratio.

1 Introduction

In a typical supervised or unsupervised classification lprab each observation can be treated as a
single point in the feature spacké. The data set is a finite point configuratien= {x1,...,2,}

with or without class labelg = {y1,...,y,}. A Cox process, or a doubly stochastic Poisson process
(Cox & Isham 1980; Kingman 1993; Daley & Vere-Jones 2003)yutes a rich family of spatial point
processes for aggregated point patterns. Unfortunaiymbst Cox processes considered in the lit-
erature, no closed form for the distribution ofis available. Markov chain Monte Carlo methods are
commonly used for computational purposes. McCullagh & EiaP006) introduced a special class of
Cox process, the permanental process, which is fairly flexabd has a closed form for the marginal
density ofz.

McCullagh & Yang (2006) proposed a classification model Basethe permanental process. Re-
gardless of the number of classes or the dimension of tharkeatriables, the model requires only
2-3 parameters for fitting the covariance function of thelcen intensity. The method is effective even
when the region predominantly occupied by one class is apatk interlaced with regions occupied
predominantly by other classes. One problem of the perntahm@iodel is that it requires the calculation
of ratios of weighted permanents, which is an NP-hard proljaliant 1979).

In the computer science literature, the best approximadigorithm proposed by Bezakova et al.
(2008) runs at an unappealing rate @fn" log*n). [Kou & McCullagh (2009) use an importance-
sampling estimator to approximate weighted permanente agéw hundred points.
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We propose a different way to solve the problem. It involveseges of approximations for the
weighted permanental ratio based on its cyclic expansidre classification based on cyclic approxi-
mations works reasonably well for the examples studied.

2 Classification Model Based on Permanental Process

2.1 Permanental process

Following McCullagh & Mgller (2006), the permanental pres®n the feature spagdéis a Cox process
with random intensity function
2«
= Z}(z),
r=1

whereZ, ..., Zy, are independent and identically distributed Gaussianaaniields with mean zero
and covariance functio@'/2. For many applicationsY = R? or X ¢ R¢.

Typically, a spatial pattern consisting ofpoints{z1, ..., x,} is observed within a compact subset
S, or abounded window, i&'. If C is continuous orb x S, it has the spectral representation

C(xi, xj) g Arer(zi)er(z5),

where)\,. ande, are the eigenvalues and the normalized eigenfunctiods ai S, respectively. Define
a new covariance function o by

[e.e]

K (x4, 25) E

=0

r(xi)er(z4).
7'

We call K the covariance function of the permanental processon.S. Note thatK = C' if all
eigenvalues are close o

The marginal density_ (McCullagh & Mgller 2006, Section 3d?)the permanental process with
respect to Lebesgue measure:at {z1,...,x,}isS
(@) = e P per, {K(2)} (1)
whereD = >">° ;log(1 + A;), and

per, {K(2)} = ZG#UK 21, To(1)) K (Tn, o)) (2)

is the a-permanent of the: x n matrix K (z) with componentsk'(z;, ;) (Vere-Jones 1988). Here
the sum runs over all permutations @f,...,n) and#o indicates the number of cycles. The usual
permanent (Minc 1978) correspondsate= 1, andper_; (A) = (—1)" det(A).

For general positive definit&’, the permanental process is defined only for positive imtegkies
of 2o (Brandén, 2012), but i (z;, z;) is everywhere non-negative, the process can be extended to
positivea.

Unlike general Cox processes, the permanental processshagenisity function in explicit forni(1).
The flexibility in choosingy and K makes the permanental process potentially useful for egpliork.
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2.2 Classification model with finitely many classes

For supervised classification problem with finitely manysskes, the observations, . . . , z,, come from

k possible classes. Assume that the observations inclafisw a permanental process with parameter
a,- and covariance functioA” as in [1). The superposition éfindependent permanental processes with
samekK is a permanental process with parametet Zle «, and the same covariance functiéh

McCullagh & Yang (2006) show that the conditional distribat of the label vector given the
feature observations is

Pery, {K(x(l))} crPely, {K('m(k))}
per, {K ()} ’

pr(y | z) = 3)

wherez(") denotes the observations belonging to classidper,, { K (x)} is defined in[(2). Note that
per,, {K(0)} = 1 for the empty sef.

For a supervised classification with known label vegtothe goal is to classify a new unit with
observed feature vectaf into one of thek classes. Since the conditional distributibh (3) appliethéo
extended sample, the conditional distribution is givenhmytheorem as follows.

Theorem 2.1 Givenz andy, the conditional probability that a new unit’ with observed feature’
belongs to class is
per,, {K (a:(’") ua')}

per,, {K (¢)}

If (") = (), that is, no observation from clagshas yet been observed, then the probability is propor-
tional to o, K (2/, o).

(4)

pr(u — 7|2, 2,y)

2.3 Classification model with infinitely many classes

For many classification applications, for example, to idgrpecies of animal or type of cancer, it is
not appropriate to assume a finite number of classes in théatam. We may consider the limit df](3)
ask — oo, a = o — O for all , anda, = ka = A > 0 is fixed. Fixing the number of observations
the limit distribution for the unlabelled partitioB of {1,...,n} is

o Rpr(y|a)  MPT]epeyp {K (z)}
pr(B | 23A) = lim 7 = per, (K (2)] :

a—0t

(5)

where+# B is the number of blocks oB, =) = {z; | i € b} is the set of observations belonging to
block b, and

cyp{K (z)} = Jim, a'per {K (2)} = ) K (21,200)) - K (Tn, Tom) )
o:#o=1

is the sum of cyclic products. The product [d (5) runs overbdticks of B. For example,B =
{{1,3},{2},{4,5}} is a partition of{1,2,3,4,5}, then the blocks oB are {1, 3}, {2}, and{4,5},
and the number of blockg B = 3. By (5) and the properties of conditional probability, werda



Theorem 2.2 Suppose there are infinitely many classes. GiBem, A\, the conditional probability of
assigning a new unit’ with featurez’ to blockd € B is

cyp {K(z® Ua’)}
cyp {K (z) }

The conditional probability of assigning to a new clas$ = () is proportional toAK (', 2').

pr(v/ = b |z, 2, B,\) (6)

If K is constant o', equation[(b) reduces to the Ewens sampling distributiavefis 1972; Pitman
2006), and expressiofl(6) reduces to the seating plan of me€hirestaurant process (Aldous 1985;
Pitman 2006).

3 Cyclic Approximations for Permanental Ratio

3.1 Approximations based on cyclic expansion

To apply the permanental classification model, we need tutzk the ratio

per,{K(z Ut)}
R, (t;z) = ,  a>0, 7
G0 = e (K@) @
or to calculate the cyclic ratio

cyp{K(x)} a—0+

for each labelled class or unlabelled block. An efficientoalym is critical. We propose analytic
approximations to the permanental ratio for classificaipplications.

The a-permanent of the matrik'[{¢, z1, ..., x,}] is a sum ove(n + 1)! terms. In a subset consist-
ing of n! terms, the index occurs in a cycle of length 1, giving rise to the partial sum

aK (t,t)per, {K(x)} .

The indext may also occur in a cycle of length 2 such(asz;) or (¢,2z2) and so on. There are!
permutations in which occurs in a 2-cycle, giving rise to the additional sum

Z aK (t,x;) K (x;, t) per {K(x_;)},
i=1

wherezx_; is the set ofr — 1 points with theith element removed. Similarly, the indéxnay occur in a
3-cycle such ast, z;, z;) or (¢, x5, x;), giving rise to the sum

Z aK (t,z;) K (zi,x;)K (z;,t) per { K (x_i—;)} .
i

In the cyclic expansion of the permanent of ordef 1, there arex! terms in whicht occurs in a 1-cycle,
n! terms in whicht occurs in a 2-cyclep! terms in whicht occurs in a 3-cycle, and so on up to cycles



of lengthn + 1. Therefore, we obtain the following finite expansion by egctor [7)

Ralie) = k0 +a 3 g (1K)

+ZR 1. . [K(tvwi)K(xbxj)K(‘rj’t)

+2 5 - — {K(twz’>K<wi,%)K(%»HCUK(“’”+"'H>'

This cyclic expansion suggests a recursive approximatiavhich
RO(t;z) = aK(t,1)
is the uni-cycle approximation fot > 0;

RW(tiz) = aK(t,t) +aZthm,)y JRO (i 2_;)

= aK(t,t) +Z|K (t,2) [/ K (24, ;)

%

is the two-cycle approximation for > 1;

t i X K j 5
R (t;z) = aK(t,t) —1—042 {|K (t, |2+Z 3:(0 (s, 7)) K, t)}
) n 1 ZL'Z,QZ‘_) VD Rn 2($J7$—2 ])
K(t,x; 1 K(t,z,)K(z;,x)K(x;,t
K taY \(1)< IS 5~ Kl )R o) K 0.
. Ry (ziswy) T Ry (xisa—i) 4 (25, ;)

is the three-cycle approximation far > 2, and so on. The four-cycle approximatidﬁf) (t; ) for
n>3is

K(t,t +az )[ t$z|2+z (1 X

J#i n 2(.%'],1'_Z J)

VK (25 1)K (2 Kt @) K (i, ) K (2, ) K (5, 1)
{K(t, DK (@i, K y,t>+k;j FCI— H

It is natural to letC"” (t;x) = lim,_ o+ Rﬁf)(t;x) be the(k + 1)-cycle approximation foC),(¢; ).
The two-cycle approximatioRﬁLl)(t; x) or C,Sl)(t; x) is a kernel function, which is an additive function
of x, while the three-cycle approximation is not.

Forn=0orz =0, R (t;x) = aK(t,t) = R,(t; x) is exact. Fom = 1,

t 33‘2)|2 |K t l’z
RV (t2) = aK(t,t) + oy —— = R, (t; z).
Z R e FO Ry

In both cases(” (t;x) = Cy(t; ). By induction, we obtain in general
Theorem 3.1 Forn = 0,1,2,..., R7 (t;2) = R, (t;z), andC{" (t; 2) = Cy(t; 7).
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Up to k = 3, that is, the four-cycle approximatiomﬁf)(t;x) is easy to compute, even for fairly large
values ofn. The time complexity ig)(n) for the two-cycle approximatior)(n?) for the three-cycle
approximation, and(n?) for the four-cycle approximation. For some special cagescyclic approx-
imation provides an exact value fé, (¢; x).

Example 3.1 Let K (¢,t') = o, f (t), which corresponds to diagonal matrices. Hgres some positive
non-random function o/, andd; = 1if t = ¢’ and0 otherwise. If, =1, ..., z,, are pairwise different,
then for eachk =0, ..., n,

Ro(t;z) = RP(tz) = af(t), Cu(t;z) =CP () =0.

Example 3.2 Let K (¢,t') = ¢ for some constant > 0, which corresponds to constant matrices. Then
per {K(z)} = c"a(a+1)---(a+n—1). Foreachk =1,....,n

Ru(t;z) = R®(t;z) = c(a+n), Cu(t;z) = CP(t;2) = en.
Note thatR” (t;z) = ca, cl¥ (t;z) = 0.

Example 3.3 Let K be a projection of rank on X'. That is,

/ K(t,t)u(dt) = v, / K(s,t)K(t,u)u(dt) = K(s,u).
X X

Then the two-cycle approximation determines a probabilépsity in the sense that it is non-negative
and has unit integral:

(n+ay)—1/XRg>(t;x)u(dt) — (ntav) {au+2/’K ;ww dt)}

_ (2, 74
= (n+av)” {au—l—z K (z,21) }
= 1.

A similar argument shows that the three-cycle and foureggproximations also integrate to unity, but
it is not clear whether they are non-negative.

Theorem 3.2 Suppose: > 2. (i) If the n x n matrix K (z) is diagonal, then

Ro(t;z) = RO(t:z) = - = R (t;2) = aK (t,t) + Z%-

(i) f K(zi,zj)=c¢,i,j=1,...,n,c¢#0,thenfork =2,...,n

Ry(t;x) = RP(t; 2) = aK (t,t) + azn: M 4 zn: K(t,r;)K(t, z;) ‘
i—1 ;

cla+n—1) = cla+n—1)
i#]
(iii) SupposeX () is block-diagonal with constant blocks. That is, thereteisartition B of {1,2,...,n}
and some constants, # 0,b € B, such that,K (z;,z;) = ¢, if i,j € b, and0 otherwise. Then for

k=2,...,n

> ieb K(t,xi)K(t,fL'j)

T ) (t: 1) = o o Dicp [ K (@) iy
Ru(t;z) = R (t;2) = oK (t,1) + z; CEATEE +3 S =T

beB
b]>2
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Figure 1: Approximations of the permanental raitq(t; z) (left panel) and
exact probability that belongs to class 1 (right panel) from Kou and McCul-
lagh’s estimate (solid), four-cycle (dot-dash), threeleydot), and two-cycle
(dash) approximations

Based on Theorem 3.2, the three-cycle or higher order cgplicoximation is exact if the x n matrix
K(x) is diagonal, constant, or block-diagonal with constantkéo The(n + 1) x (n + 1) matrix
K (t U z) may not be diagonal, constant, or block-diagonal.

3.2 Accuracy of the cyclic approximations

Forn < 20, the accuracy of the approximation can be checked diregtlyonparison with the exact
computation. Our experience is that the three-cycle appration is adequate in this range, and the
four-cycle approximation usually has negligible errorr Boger values, say > 50, the accuracy can be
checked by examining special cases in which the permaneiiecaalculated exactly in reasonable time.
For example, to calculate thepermanent of a penta-diagonal matricgthat is,A; ; = 0 for [i—j| > 2,
three-cycle or higher order cyclic approximation is edsdiptexact. For more general matrices, the
accuracy can be gauged to some extent from an examinatitie setjuence of approximations.

The left panel of Figure 1 shows the approximate values opémmanental ratid {7) for a sample of
100z-values in(—m, ), plotted as a function afin the same range. The 100 points are generated from
the symmetric triangular distribution da-7, ). For this exampleq = 1, and K (¢,¢') = exp{—(t —

)2 /72} with 7 = 1. In the central peak, the lowest curve is the two-cycle axpration, and the next
two curves are successive approximations up to four-cyEle highest curve is the estimated values
from the importance sampler described| by Kou & McCullaghO@0Section 4). The shape of these
relative intensity functions depends fairly strongly oa tkalue ofr, but only slightly ona. In all cases,
the difference between the three-cycle and four-cycle @pprations is considerably smaller than the
difference between the two-cycle and three-cycle onesakserr = 1, the four-cycle approximation is
approximately 6% larger than the three-cycle in the cemtealk, while the three-cycle approximation
is approximately 18% larger than the two-cycle one. On ayeréhe relative differences between the
cyclic approximations and Kou & McCullagh’s importance sdimg estimate are 19% for two-cycle,
12% for three-cycle, and 10% for four-cycle approximatiaespectively.

To check the performance of our cyclic approximations fqresuised classification applications,



we generate another 100 points from the symmetric triangliséribution on(r, 37) denoted by class 2
and regard the first 100 points shown in Figure 1 as class 1l&orling to expressioril(4), we can
calculate the probability that a point with featurdelongs to class 1. The right panel of Figure 1
plots the probabilities when the permanental ratios areutated based on the cyclic approximations
or/Kou & McCullagh's importance sampler. The differencesoamthe four approximations are negli-
gible. The maximum relative differences between the cyatiproximations and Kou & McCullagh’s
estimate are 4.3% for two-cycle, 3.4% for three-cycle, ai3d@for four-cycle, respectively. If we re-
generate class 2 from a symmetric triangular distributiori@57, 2.57) which is overlapped with the
region of class 1, the maximum relative differences can Harge asi4% and14% for the two-cycle
and three-cycle approximations, while the four-cycle agpnation still works reasonably well with a
maximum relative differenceé.2%. The worst cases usually occur at the boundary or the oyethp
part (0.5, ). Even for the overlapped distributions, the correspondiagimum absolute differences
between the cyclic approximations and Kou & McCullagh’sreate are).045 for two-cycle,0.018 for
three-cycle, an@.023 for four-cycle approximations in terms of class probayilit

As for computation time, it took a personal computer with@& CPU and 2GB RAM 1.3 seconds
in total to finish all calculations based on two-cycle, thogele and four-cycle approximations, or about
700 seconds based on Kou & McCullagh’s importance samphir saimple size 20,000.

4 A Simulated Example

We use an artificial example to illustrate how the proposedehwith cyclic approximation works for
a supervised classification problem. This example has tassek in 8 by 3 chequer-board layout with
classes labelled as follows.

1121
211|2
1121

The training dataset consists of 90 units, with 10 featutaegauniformly distributed in each by 1
small square, as shown in Figure 2. We assume the two-cladslrhased on permanent processes
with a1 = ay = a and covariance functioi’; (¢,t') = exp(—||t — t'||/7) or Ka(t,t') = exp(—||t —
#'||?/72). The calculations are based on the four-cycle approximddtiothe permanental ratio described
in Sectior 3.L. The parametetsandr are chosen by0-fold cross-validation.

The left and middle panels of Figure 2 provide the contoutspid the probability that a new point
is assigned to class 1. For the parameter values choserarge of predictive probabilities depends,
to a moderate extent, on the configurationaze¥alues in the training sample, but the extremes are
seldom below 0.1 or above 0.9 for a configuration of 90 poirite %0 in each small square. The range
of predictive probabilities decreases@asncreases, but the 50% contour line, that is, the solid Ime i
Figure 2, is little affected, so the classification is fastable. The class boundaries basedqrand K
are slightly different. The boundary based &r is more sensitive to the boundary points. In practice,
one may use cross-validation to choose the optimal typevafriance function from several candidates.
In this case /1 works slightly better according to error rate and crossegyt loss.

The right panel of Figure 2 compares the class boundariesrgid by the proposed model with
K, a neural network method using single layer wighhidden units and weight dec&001 chosen by
cross-validation, and a support vector machine using Gaugernel with tuning parameter chosen by



Contour plot based on K1 Contour plot based on K2 Classification boundaries

Figure 2: Classification results. The contour plots of thebpbility that a new
point is assigned to class 1 (round dots) based on permamantiels K; and
K, are shown in the left and middle panels. The boundary linedasfification
based onk-permanental model (solid), neural network (dash), or etipygector
machine (dot) are shown in the right panel.

cross-validation. Since we know the data-generating nreshm we can evaluate the performance, and
the K -permanental model performs best.

Table 1: Error counts out ¢f0 and3600 respectively

Classifier Training error| Testing error
Proposed model witli; 0 308
Proposed model witli 5 301
Neural network 0 334
Support vector machine 0 357
Aggregate classification tree 0 391
k-nearest neighbor 6 412

Given that the correct classification is determined by trexjalerboard rule, the error rates for train-
ing data and;0 x 60 grid points serving as testing data are summarized in Tableéot comparison
purposes, some commonly used classifiers are listed in Talgle. In addition to the neural network
method and support vector machine, we also check the rémdes] on an aggregated classification tree
with bagging number 100 and/anearest neighbor classifier with= 5 chosen by cross-validation.
Diagonal linear discriminant analysis and logistic regi@s do not work for the originat; andz- in
this case, because the class regions are non-convex ariddate

5 Microarray Analysis: Leukemia Dataset

The leukemia dataset described by Golub et al. (1999) usgeaniay gene expression levels for cancer
classification. It consists of 72 tissue samples from twesypf acute leukemia, 47 samples of type
ALL and 25 of type AML. The version used here, from tRepackagegolubEsets downloaded
fromhttp://bioconductor.org, contains expression levels for 7129 genes in each of 7Azetiss
samples.
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(a) Two—Dimensional Display (b) Prediction Error on Average
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Figure 3: Leukemia Data. Left panel: a two-dimensional ldigjpf the dataset with
47 ALL (round dot), 25 AML (triangle), and a new observatisygare). Right
panel: number of test errors on average over 200 learnstiytepartitions based
on different methods, including support vector machinanpdown triangle), di-
agonal linear discriminant analysis (point-up triangkenearest neighbor (round
dot), permamental model witR, covariance (diamond), permanental model with
K covariance (square, overlapped with diamond).

The left panel of Figure 3 shows a two-dimensional projeciiowhich thez axis is the straight
line joining the class centroids, and thaxis is the first principal component. Unlike the usual hegtm
display such as Fig. 3B In_ Golub et al. (1999), each sampltsepl here as a single point. The goal is
to classify each new tissue sample as ALL or AML based on tine ggpression levels.

The leukemia dataset has been widely used for testing fi&assiDudoit et al.[(2002) did a com-
prehensive comparison of various discriminant methodsguiis dataset as well as two other popular
microarray datasets. Based on their study, the nearedtbw@iglassifier and the diagonal linear dis-
criminant analysis work the best whe6 selected genes are considered.

To compare the performance of the proposed method with attethods, we follow the train-
ing/testing partitioning procedure usedlby Dudoit etlal0Z?). The 72 samples are randomly divided
into 48 training points and 24 testing points. Each clagsifiditted or trained using the 48 training
points and tested using the 24 testing points. The numbeiisdiassified points out of 24 is recorded.
The procedure is repeated 200 times for each classifier. Uimber of test errors on average is used to
evaluate the performance of classifiers.

The right panel of Figure 3 shows the number of predictiomreron average over 200 random
training/testing partitions. The genes used for discrantranalysis are selected according to the ratio
of between-group variance to within-group variance (Dudbal., 2002, Section 3.4). The proposed
models withK; or K5 are compared with the two winners;nearest neighbor and diagonal linear dis-
criminant analysis methods,lin Dudoit et al. (2002), as a&lihe support vector machine method which
became popular more recently. As the number of selectedsdroeases, the mean number of test er-
rors of the four classifiers follows a similar pattern. It ceses initially as more information becomes
available for parameter estimation, but subsequentheam®s as the signal becomes lost in the noise.
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The proposed models withi; and K, perform as well as the support vector machine, but betterttia
k-nearest neighbor and diagonal linear discriminant amafpethods, in the sense of minimum average
error count. Compared with the support vector machine, tbpgsed model performs reasonably well
even with bad selection of covariates. It seems more caphblendling high-dimensional data. This is
critical when the true classification relies on non-redigchigh dimensional features. In terms of com-
putational time, the proposed method is comparable withéueal network and support vector machine
methods with moderate data size, but slower than the did¢ioaar discriminant an&-nearest neigh-
bor methods. As the number of feature variables incredsertor rates increase for all classifiers, but
more rapidly for the neural network and support vector maelthan for either permanental classifier.
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Appendix

Proof of Theorem[3.2We only need to prove case (iii). Because case (i) corresptr|®| = n, |b| =
1, while case (ii) corresponds {®| = 1, |b| = n.

First if K (¢ U z) is also block-diagonal, theR,, (¢; z) = R (t; ) = cy(r + |b]) givent € b, or =

aK (t,t) given thatt does not belong any block &. Herek = 1,2, ..., n. Therefore,R,,(z;;z_;) =

o) = eyla+[bl - 1) giveni € b; Ry (xj:2_;—;) = RY (xj:2_i_;) = ey(ar+|b] — 2) given
i,j € b,i # 7, and so on.

The formula forR,,(¢; z) in case (iii) can be justified by applying mathematical irtthre on the
cyclic expansion of?,,. For its cyclic approximationsRﬁll)(t; 2) = aK () +Y pep &5t iy 1K (t,2:) 2 #

R, (t;z). It is straightforward to verify thaR,(f)(t;g:) = R, (t;z). The formula forR,(f)(t;x) with
k > 3 can be justified using the equation below with index 1,2, ...,k — 2.

Z K(tawh)K(xiuwQ)'”K(‘Tikfwt)

U 175015 il — 11 Cocx
1
- Z ) {K(t7xi1)K(wi17xi2) "'K(xik,“t) +
T 1 F0 ey ilo—1—1 Rn—k—i—l(xik—l;m_il“‘—ik—l)
1 . .
Z Cb—aK(t,wil)K(wil,miQ)"'K((ﬂikHl,t)}, i,...,i €Db

I 141701l -1
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