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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a novel method of model-based time series cluster-
ing with mixtures of general state space models (MSSMs). Each component
of MSSMs is associated with each cluster. An advantage of the proposed
method is that it enables the use of time series models appropriate to the spe-
cific time series. This not only improves clustering and prediction accuracy
but also enhances the interpretability of the estimated parameters. The pa-
rameters of the MSSMs are estimated using stochastic variational inference,
a subtype of variational inference. The proposed method estimates the latent
variables of an arbitrary state space model by using neural networks with a
normalizing flow as a variational estimator. The number of clusters can be
estimated using the Bayesian information criterion. In addition, to prevent
MSSMs from converging to the local optimum, we propose several optimiza-
tion tricks, including an additional penalty term called entropy annealing.
To our best knowledge, the proposed method is the first computationally
feasible one for time series clustering based on general (possibly nonlinear,
non-Gaussian) state space models. Experiments on simulated datasets show
that the proposed method is effective for clustering, parameter estimation,
and estimating the number of clusters.

Keywords: Time series clustering, Model-based clustering, State space
model, Stochastic variational inference, Neural network

Email addresses: ryoichi-ishizuka@biwako.shiga-u.ac.jp (Ryoichi Ishizuka),
takashi-imai@biwako.shiga-u.ac.jp (Takashi Imai),
kaoru-kawamoto@biwako.shiga-u.ac.jp (Kaoru Kawamoto)

Preprint submitted to Applied Soft Computing August 23, 2024

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.00429v2


1. Introduction

Time series data analyses have been conducted in various fields, includ-
ing science, engineering, business, finance, economics, medicine, and politics
[1, 2]. Time series clustering is an analysis method used to classify multi-
ple time series data into groups with identical patterns. This technique is
crucial for work in various fields, including recognizing pathological patterns
using electrocardiogram data in medicine [3], analyzing industry trends on
acquisitions and restructuring in economics [4], and monitoring condition of
industrial machinery in engineering [5].

There are three principal approaches to time series clustering: the shape-
based approach, the feature-based approach, and the model-based approach
[2, 6]. The model-based approach has two advantages over the other ap-
proaches. First, it often shows higher accuracy when the model can ade-
quately represent the pattern of the time series being analyzed. Second,
it allows us to make predictions using the estimated model [7]. Thus, the
model-based approach is particularly effective if an appropriate predictive
model is used.

To ensure accurate clustering and predictions, it is important that the
time series model adequately describes the dynamics of the time series. Typ-
ical examples in previous studies are an autoregressive (AR) model [8, 9], a
hidden Markov model (HMM) [10], and a linear Gaussian state space model
(LGSSM) [7]. However, the AR model has the limitation that it cannot ad-
equately describe non-stationary time series. In addition, it is difficult to
understand the underlying dynamics through the estimated AR model. Al-
though the HMM has latent variables that allow us to construct a rich class
of models, its application is limited to cases in which the latent variables are
discrete. The LGSSM, in contrast, is capable of handling continuous latent
variables and non-stationary time series. However, it is limited in its ability
to accurately represent nonlinear and non-Gaussian dynamics.

In the present work, we propose a novel method for model-based time se-
ries clustering with general state space models [11, 12], which allows the use
of arbitrarily state and observation equations. An advantage of the proposed
method is the availability of highly expressive time series models specific to
the time series. This means that we can explicitly incorporate prior knowl-
edge of the time series into the time series model. This improves clustering
and forecasting accuracy while additionally contributing to the interpretabil-
ity of the estimated parameters. The proposed method relies on the idea
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of finite mixture models [13] to introduce mixtures of state space models
(MSSMs). The method classifies time series datasets into finite groups (clus-
ters), and simultaneously estimates the model parameters corresponding to
each cluster. The number of clusters can be estimated using the Bayesian
information criterion (BIC).

The MSSMs are trained using stochastic variational inference (SVI) [14],
a subtype of variational inference (VI) [15, 16]. Variational inference is a
method of approximating a complex posterior distribution with a tractable
distribution, where the approximated distribution should be highly expres-
sive. With SVI, the expressive power of the approximate distribution can
be improved by using a neural network in its construction. The proposed
method uses normalizing flows [17, 18] as the core of the variational esti-
mator neural network, which further increases the expressive power of the
approximate distribution.

SVI is a scalable solution to parameter estimation in state space models
because it can exploit parallel computation in the time dimension. The pro-
posed SVI-based method is, to our best knowledge, the first computationally
feasible one for time series clustering based on general state space models.

This paper also proposes several optimization tricks to prevent the conver-
gence of the approximate distribution to a local optimum in the estimation
of MSSMs, the main one of which is introducing the penalizing technique
called entropy annealing to the training of the cluster estimator. This trick
contributes to the stability of parameter estimation.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We summarize re-
lated work in Sec. 2, and review the SVI approach to parameter estimation,
particularly using normalizing flows, in Sec. 3. The SVI approach is extended
to MSSMs in Sec. 4. We demonstrate the effectiveness of this method via
experiments on simulated datasets in Sec. 5.

2. Related Work

Recently, many model-based time series clustering methods have been
presented on the idea of finite mixtures [13] of time series models. Some
methods, particularly those based on mixtures of AR models [8, 9], HMMs
[10], and LGSSMs [7], have already achieved promising performance in terms
of computational cost. However, no efficient methods have been proposed for
mixtures of general state space models (that is, MSSMs). Although a pos-
sible candidate is the Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)–based adaptable
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method proposed in [19], its extension to MSSMs would result in a compu-
tationally intensive method.

This paper proposes a parameter estimation method based on SVI, in-
stead of MCMC, for MSSMs. SVI can estimate parameters for complex pos-
terior distributions for which analytical solutions cannot be computed, and
is computationally less expensive than MCMC [20]. Recently, SVI has been
widely substituted for MCMC methods due to SVI’s superior computational
efficiency. See, for example, [21, 22, 23].

3. Parameter Estimation using SVI

3.1. Variational Inference

Variational inference (VI) approximates the posterior distribution of la-
tent variables by a tractable probability distribution parameterized by φ,
and optimizes φ such that this distribution is closest to the posterior [15, 16].
Specifically, φ is estimated by minimizing the KL divergence between the
approximate and posterior distributions. Let y denote the observed data, x
the latent variables, and θ the parameter of the posterior distribution. The
KL divergence of the posterior pθ(x | y) and the approximate distribution
qφ(x | y) can be expressed as

DKL (qφ(x | y) ‖ pθ(x | y)) =

∫

qφ(x | y) log
qφ(x | y)

pθ(x | y)
dx

=

∫

qφ(x | y) log
qφ(x | y)pθ(y)

pθ(x,y)
dx

=

∫

qφ(x | y) log pθ(y) dx +

∫

qφ(x | y) log
qφ(x | y)

pθ(x,y)
dx

= log pθ(y)− ELBO, (1)

where

ELBO =

∫

qφ(x | y) log
pθ(x,y)

qφ(x | y)
dx

= Eqφ(x|y)

[

f(φ,θ)(x)
]

, (2)

f(φ,θ)(x) = − log qφ(x | y) + log pθ(x,y). (3)

From the above, the KL divergence is the difference between the marginal
log-likelihood log pθ(y) and the lower bound of the marginal log-likelihood,
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or evidence lower bound (ELBO). When the KL divergence vanishes, the
marginal log-likelihood and ELBO become identical. Thus, VI maximizes the
ELBO with respect to φ and θ to achieve minimization of the KL divergence
and maximization of the marginal log-likelihood.

3.2. Stochastic Variational Inference and Re-parameterization Trick

To obtain a good approximation of the posterior distribution of latent
variables in VI, the approximate distribution should be as expressive as possi-
ble. Therefore, a method has been proposed to increase the expressive power
of the approximate distribution by exploiting the high expressive power of
neural networks [24, 17]. The ELBO is maximized by stochastic gradient de-
cent with respect to θ and φ, and this method is called stochastic variational
inference (SVI) [14].

A re-parameterization trick was proposed in [24] as a method for com-
puting the ELBO gradient with low variance. This trick expresses x as the
deterministic function gφ(ǫ,y) with the random vector ǫ. Using this trick,
the ELBO gradient is calculated as

∇φ,θELBO = ∇φ,θEp(ǫ) [fφ,θ (gφ(ǫ,y))]

= Ep(ǫ) [∇φ,θ (fφ,θ (gφ(ǫ,y)))]

≈
1

L

L
∑

l=1

[

∇φ,θ

(

fφ,θ
(

gφ(ǫ
(l),y)

))]

, (4)

where ǫ(l) ∼ p(ǫ), and L is the number of Monte Carlo samples. This trick
allows ǫ to be sampled independently of φ, and thus θ and φ to be optimized
by gradient decent methods.

3.3. Normalizing Flows

Normalizing flows [17, 18] are a tool for transforming random variables
using continuous invertible functions, which is useful for improving the ex-
pressive power of the approximate distribution qφ(x | y). The likelihood of
the random variables transformed by f : ξ → ξ′ can be calculated from the
Jacobian property of the invertible function as

p(ξ′) = p(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

det

(

∂f

∂ξ

)−1
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (5)
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Successive application of normalizing flows as f = fF ◦ · · · ◦ f1 produces
more complex distributions. The log-likelihood through the normalizing flows
is calculated as

log p(ξF ) = log p(ξ) +

F
∑

f=1

log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

det

(

∂ff

∂ξf−1

)−1
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (6)

where x = ξF and ξ = ξ0.
In SVI, the function f can be a neural network, which incorporates the

normalizing flows as part of the approximate distribution parameterized by
φ, providing the approximate distribution with high expressive power.

4. Proposed Method

4.1. Mixtures of State Space Models

The state space model (SSM) [11, 12] is defined as

x[t] ∼ Q( · | x[t− 1]), (7a)

y[t] ∼ R( · | x[t]), (7b)

x[1] ∼ P0( · ), (7c)

where Y = {y[t]}Tt=1 and X = {x[t]}Tt=1 are observed and latent vari-
ables, Q denotes the conditional density function of x[t] given x[t− 1], R
denotes the conditional density function of y[t] given x[t], and P0 denotes
the density function of the initial state x[1]. The SSM then has parameters
θ = {θQ, θR, θP0}, where θQ, θR, and θP0 are the parameters of Q, R, and P0,
respectively.

We can define mixtures of SSMs (MSSMs) of the above form. Let DY =
{Yi}Ni=1 be a dataset consisting of N observation time series Yi = {yi[t]}Tt=1,
and for k ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . . ,M}

xi[t] ∼ Q(k)( · | xi[t− 1]), (8a)

yi[t] ∼ R(k)( · | xi[t]), (8b)

xi[1] ∼ P
(k)
0 ( · ) (8c)

be different SSMs, and define an MSSM as

pΘ(Yi,Xi) =
M
∑

k=1

pθ(k)(Yi,Xi)p
(k), (9)
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where θ(k) = {θ(k)Q , θ
(k)
R , θ

(k)
P0

} is the parameters of the k-th SSM, p(k) is the

weight of the k-th mixture component, and Θ = {θ(1), p(1), θ(2), p(2), . . . , θ(M), p(M)}
is the whole parameter set of the MSSM. We can interpret each SSM as a
cluster. Let z = {zi}Ni=1 be the new latent variables, in which zi indicates the
cluster of Yi.

4.2. SVI for MSSMs

Introducing the new latent variables z, the KL divergenceDKL (qφ(Xi, zi | Yi) ‖ pΘ(Xi, zi | Yi))
becomes

DKL (qφ(Xi, zi | Yi) ‖ pΘ(Xi, zi | Yi))

= log pΘ(Yi)− ELBOi, (10)

where

ELBOi = Eqφ(Xi,zi|Yi) [fΘ,φ(Xi, zi)] , (11)

fΘ,φ(Xi, zi) = − log qφ(Xi | zi,Yi)− log qφ(zi | Yi)

+ log pΘ(Xi, zi,Yi). (12)

Assuming thatYi are independent of each other, the log-likelihood, log pΘ(DY),
of the dataset can be rewritten using Eq. (10) as

log pΘ(DY) =

N
∑

i=1

log pΘ(Yi)

=
N
∑

i=1

[ELBOi +DKL (qφ(Xi, zi | Yi) ‖ pΘ(Xi, zi | Yi))] . (13)

Maximizing the sum of the ELBOs with respect to φ and Θ leads to minimiza-
tion of the KL divergence and maximization of the marginal log-likelihood.
In SVI, this sum is optimized by stochastic gradient decent with the loss
function

L(Θ, φ | DY) =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

L(Θ, φ | Yi) = −
1

N

N
∑

i=1

ELBOi. (14)

In the proposed method, to increase the expressive power of the approx-
imate distributions qφ(Xi | zi,Yi) and qφ(zi | Yi), neural networks param-
eterized by φ are employed. Specifically, qφ(Xi | zi,Yi) is a neural network
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containing normalizing flows, and qφ(zi | Yi) is a neural network with a
softmax activation function in the final layer.

By applying the re-parameterization trick, ∇φ,ΘELBOi can be approxi-
mated as

∇(φ,Θ)ELBOi

= ∇(φ,Θ)Ep(ǫ)qφ(zi|Yi)

[

f(φ,Θ)(gφ(ǫ, zi,Yi), zi)
]

= Ep(ǫ)

[

∇(φ,Θ)

M
∑

zi=1

qφ(zi | Yi)f(φ,Θ)(gφ(ǫ, zi,Yi), zi)

]

≈
1

L

L
∑

l=1

∇(φ,Θ)

M
∑

zi=1

qφ(zi | Yi)f(φ,Θ)(gφ(ǫ, zi,Yi), zi)

= ∇(φ,Θ)
1

L

[

L
∑

l=1

M
∑

zi=1

qφ(zi | Yi)f(φ,Θ)(gφ(ǫ, zi,Yi), zi)

]

, (15)

where ǫ(l) ∼ p(ǫ). As in [24], the number L of Monte Carlo samples is 1 and
p(ǫ) is the standard normal distribution in this paper. An overview of the
proposed method is shown in Figure 1.

Our model is similar to that proposed in [25], but differs significantly in
that it involves latent state variables. Another difference is that the weights
p(k) in our model are also parameters to be estimated. These differences
require additional tricks in parameter estimation, as described later.

4.3. Estimating the Number of Clusters

The number of clusters is estimated using the Bayesian information cri-
terion (BIC) as in [8, 10, 7]. The BIC is defined as

BIC = log L−
1

2

(

‖P‖ − 1
)

log N,

and a model with a larger BIC value is preferred. Here, L is the likelihood of
a model, ‖P‖ is the number of parameters of the model, and N is the number
of data. In MSSMs, the mean of ELBOi is used as L, and the number of
parameters of Θ referred to as ‖PΘ‖ is used as ‖P‖. Consequently, the BIC
of the MSSMs is

BIC =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

ELBOi −
1

2

(

‖PΘ‖ − 1
)

log N. (16)
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Figure 1: Overview of proposed method.

If the number of clusters is unknown, we train models with different numbers
of clusters and adopt the model that exhibits the largest BIC.

4.4. Entropy Annealing

In parameter estimation of MSSMs, qφ(zi | Yi) may concentrate on some
clusters and converge to a local optimum in the early stages of training. To
prevent this, we introduce an additional penalty term called entropy anneal-
ing. The loss function of the proposed method can be rewritten as

L(Θ, φ | DY) = −
1

N

N
∑

i=1

ELBOi

=
1

N

N
∑

i=1

[

−H(qφ(zi | Yi))−
M
∑

zi=1

qφ(zi | Yi)H(qφ(Xi | zi,Yi))

9



Table 1: Parameter values of Stuart–Landau oscillators.

Cluster a
(k)
1 a

(k)
2 b

(k)
1 b

(k)
2 A(k) b(k) µ

(k)
x µ

(k)
y C(k)

1 1.0 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.05 ×I2 0.05 1.0 0.0 0.05 ×I2
2 1.0 1.5 0.8 0.2 0.05 ×I2 0.05 1.0 0.0 0.05 ×I2
3 1.0 1.0 0.2 0.0 0.05 ×I2 0.05 1.0 0.0 0.05 ×I2

−
M
∑

zi=1

∫

qφ(Xi, zi | Yi) log pθ(k)(Xi, zi,Yi) dXi

]

, (17)

where H(q) indicates the entropy of q. From Equation (17), the loss function
comprises the entropy penalty term concerning the approximate distribution
and the expected value of the complete data log-likelihood. Entropy an-
nealing increases the entropy penalty H(qφ(zi | Yi)) in the early stages of
training, which prevents qφ(zi | Yi) from converging to the local optimum.
The loss function with entropy annealing is

L
′

n(Θ, φ | Yi) = L(Θ, φ | Yi)− αnH(qφ(k|Yi)), (18)

where αn is the strength of entropy annealing at epoch n.
The strength αn is dynamically changed by epoch as

αn =











α if 1 ≤ n < nstart
α ,

nend
α −n

nend
α −nstart

α
a0 if nstart

α ≤ n < nend
α ,

0 if nend
α ≤ n,

(19)

where α, nstart
α , and nend

α are the maximum annealing strength, number of
epochs at which entropy annealing starts to weaken, and number of epochs at
which entropy annealing ends, respectively. Other tricks to avoid convergence
to a local optimum are described in Appendix A.

5. Experiments

We demonstrate via experiments on simulated datasets that the proposed
method is effective for clustering, parameter estimation, and estimating the
number of clusters. Specifically, datasets are generated from two dynam-
ics: the Stuart–Landau oscillator [26] and the SIR model [27]. The code is
available at https://github.com/ryoichi0917/svi_mssm.
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Table 2: Results of experiment for Stuart–Landau oscillator dataset. (a) Five-trial mean
BIC values for different values of M . The values in parentheses are standard deviations.
(b) Total confusion matrix obtained from five trials. (c) Five-trial mean of estimated
parameter values. The values in parentheses are standard deviations.

(a) BIC values

M 2 3 4 5

BIC
−107.32
(7.60)

25.83
(1.26)

−17.55
(0.73)

−61.85
(1.91)

(b) Confusion matrix

True \ Prediction 1 2 3
1 (i = 001, . . . , 300) 1500 0 0
2 (i = 301, . . . , 600) 0 1500 0
3 (i = 601, . . . , 900) 0 0 1500

(c) Estimated parameter values

Cluster p(k) a
(k)
2 b

(k)
1 b

(k)
2 A

(k)
11 A

(k)
12 A

(k)
22 b(k) C

(k)
11 C

(k)
12 C

(k)
22 µ

(k)
x µ

(k)
y

1
0.334
(0.002)

0.499
(0.005)

0.497
(0.000)

0.097
(0.000)

0.077
(0.001)

0.000
(0.001)

0.071
(0.001)

0.026
(0.001)

0.079
(0.008)

0.018
(0.007)

0.060
(0.004)

1.030
(0.016)

0.006
(0.002)

2
0.333
(0.001)

1.492
(0.002)

0.795
(0.001)

0.189
(0.001)

0.084
(0.001)

0.010
(0.001)

0.075
(0.001)

0.021
(0.001)

0.045
(0.006)

−0.019
(0.003)

0.073
(0.003)

0.985
(0.007)

−0.002
(0.002)

3
0.333
(0.002)

0.990
(0.000)

0.201
(0.000)

0.001
(0.000)

0.082
(0.002)

−0.002
(0.001)

0.072
(0.001)

0.023
(0.000)

0.058
(0.008)

−0.004
(0.008)

0.069
(0.003)

0.910
(0.086)

0.002
(0.003)

Table 3: Parameter values of SIR models.

Cluster β(k) γ(k) a(k) b(k) c(k) ρ
(k)
(init)

1 0.9 0.1 3 3 2 (0.95, 0.04, 0.01)
2 0.3 0.05 3 3 2 (0.95, 0.04, 0.01)

In our experiments, we use the residual flows [28, 29] as the architecture
of the normalizing flows. This is because the residual flows have highly
expressive power compared to other normalizing flow architectures, such as
MADE [30] and MAF [31].

5.1. Stuart–Landau Oscillator

Firstly, we apply the proposed method to time series generated by a
discrete-time stochastic version of the Stuart–Landau oscillator. The discrete-
time stochastic Stuart–Landau oscillator belonging to the k-th cluster is de-
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Figure 2: Representative samples of the actual and estimated time series for the Stuart–
Landau oscillator dataset. (a) Actual time series. The latent variable y is observed as yobs
under noise. (b) Estimated latent variables. For comparison, the actual latent variables
are also plotted.
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Figure 3: Representative samples of the actual and estimated time series for the SIR model
dataset. (a) Actual time series. The latent variable I is observed as Iobs under noise. (b)
Estimated latent variables. For comparison, the actual latent variables are also plotted.

fined as

x[t + 1] = x[t] + a
(k)
1 x[t]− b

(k)
1 y[t]

−
(

x[t]2 + y[t]2
)

(

a
(k)
2 x[t]− b

(k)
2 y[t]

)

+ ξx, (20a)

y[t+ 1] = y[t] + a
(k)
1 y[t] + b

(k)
1 x[t]

−
(

x[t]2 + y[t]2
)

(

a
(k)
2 y[t] + b

(k)
2 x[t]

)

+ ξy, (20b)

yobs[t] = y[t] + ξobs, (20c)

where
[

ξx ξy
]⊤

∼ N
(

0,A(k)A(k)⊤
)

, (21a)
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Table 4: Results of experiment for SIR model dataset. (a) Five-trial mean BIC values for
different values of M . The values in parentheses are standard deviations. (b) Total
confusion matrix obtained from five trials. (c) Five-trial mean of estimated parameter
values. The values in parentheses are standard deviations.

(a) BIC values

Number of clusters 2 3 4

BIC
102.04
(0.36)

71.30
(0.31)

40.81
(0.30)

(b) Confusion matrix

Cluster \ Prediction 1 2
1 (i = 001, . . . , 300) 1500 0
2 (i = 301, . . . , 600) 0 1500

(c) Estimated parameter values

Cluster p(k) β(k) γ(k) a(k) b(k) c(k) ρ
(k)
(S,init) ρ

(k)
(I,init) ρ

(k)
(R,init)

1
0.501
(0.002)

0.851
(0.001)

0.101
(0.000)

2.801
(0.014)

2.980
(0.010)

2.686
(0.043)

0.954
(0.002)

0.037
(0.000)

0.009
(0.002)

2
0.499
(0.002)

0.293
(0.003)

0.049
(0.001)

2.763
(0.006)

3.049
(0.007)

2.715
(0.007)

0.930
(0.013)

0.037
(0.000)

0.034
(0.013)

ξobs ∼ N
(

0, b(k)
2
)

, (21b)

[

x[1] y[1]
]⊤

∼ N
([

µ
(k)
x µ

(k)
y

]⊤

,C(k)C(k)⊤
)

, (21c)

and A(k) and C(k) are lower triangular matrices. To ensure the identifiability
of the model, the parameter a

(k)
1 is assumed to be given. Thus, the parameters

to be estimated are θ
(k)
Q = {a(k)2 , b

(k)
1 , b

(k)
2 ,A(k)}, θ(k)R = {b(k)}, and θ

(k)
P0

=

{µ(k)
x , µ

(k)
y ,C(k)}, as well as the weights p(k).

The number of clusters was set to three, which means that the dataset
is generated from three different Stuart–Landau oscillators. The parameters
of each Stuart–Landau oscillator are shown in Table 1, and representative
samples of the Stuart Landau oscillator dataset are shown in Figure 2a. The
number of time series belonging to each cluster was 300. Details of the
hyperparameters, such as the configuration of the approximate distribution
and optimizer settings, are provided in Appendix B.1.

The values of BIC for the MSSMs with from two to five clusters are shown
in Table 2a. BIC is the largest when the number of clusters is three, which
is the correct number of clusters. Table 2b is the confusion matrix that
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shows the result of clustering. This result indicates that perfect clustering is
achieved.

Table 2c shows the estimated values of the MSSM parameters. From
the table, the estimated values are close to the true values for most of the
parameters. Figure 2b shows the actual and estimated latent variables. From
the figure, the proposed method accurately estimates the latent variables.

5.2. SIR Model

Secondly, we apply the proposed method to time series generated by a
discrete-time stochastic version of the SIR model [32]. The discrete-time
stochastic SIR model belonging to the k-th cluster is defined as

ρ[t + 1] | ρ[t] ∼ Dirichlet(10a
(k)

f (k)(ρ[t])), (22a)

Iobs[t] | ρ(I)[t] ∼ Beta(10b
(k)

ρ(I)[t], 10
b(k)(1− ρ(I)[t])), (22b)

ρ[1] ∼ Dirichlet(10c
(k)

ρ
(k)
(init)), (22c)

where

f (k)(ρ[t]) =
[

f
(k)
(S)(ρ[t]), f

(k)
(I) (ρ[t]), f

(k)
(R)(ρ[t])

]⊤

, (23a)

f
(k)
(S)(ρ[t]) = ρ(S)[t]− β(k)ρ(S)[t]ρ(I)[t],

f
(k)
(I) (ρ[t]) = ρ(I)[t] + β(k)ρ(S)[t]ρ(I)[t]− γ(k)ρ(I)[t],

f
(k)
(R)(ρ[t]) = ρ(R)[t] + γ(k)ρ(I)[t],















(23b)

ρ[t] =
[

ρ(S)[t], ρ(I)[t], ρ(R)[t]
]⊤

, (23c)

ρ
(k)
(init) =

[

ρ
(k)
(S,init), ρ

(k)
(I,init), ρ

(k)
(R,init)

]⊤

, (23d)

ρ
(k)
(S,init) + ρ

(k)
(I,init) + ρ

(k)
(R,init) = 1. (23e)

Thus, the parameters to be estimated are θ
(k)
Q = {β(k), γ(k), a(k)}, θ

(k)
R =

{b(k)}, and θ
(k)
P0

= {c(k),ρ(k)
(init)}, as well as the weights p(k). Although the

SIR model (22) is intractable for normalizing flows due to the Dirichlet dis-
tributions, we can apply the proposed method by rewriting Eq. (22) into an
equivalent form. See Appendix B.2 for details.

The number of clusters was set to two, which means that the dataset is
generated from two different SIR models. The parameters of each SIR model
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are shown in Table 3, and representative samples of the SIR model dataset
are shown in Figure 3a. The number of time series belonging to each cluster
was 300. Details of the hyperparameters, such as the configuration of the
approximate distribution and optimizer settings, are provided in Appendix
B.1.

The values of BIC for the MSSMs with from two to four clusters are
shown in Table 4a. BIC is the largest when the number of clusters is two,
which is the correct number of clusters. Table 4b is the confusion matrix that
shows the result of clustering. This result indicates that perfect clustering is
achieved.

Table 4c shows the estimated values of the MSSM parameters. From
the table, the estimated values are close to the true values for most of the
parameters. Figure 3b shows the actual and estimated latent variables. From
the figure, the proposed method accurately estimates the latent variables.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel method of model-based time series
clustering with mixtures of general state-space models. An advantage of the
proposed method is that it enables the use of tailored time series models.
This not only improves clustering and prediction accuracy but also enhances
the interpretability of the estimated parameters. Experiments on simulated
datasets show that the proposed method is effective for clustering, parameter
estimation, and estimating the number of clusters.

A limitation of this study is that the validation experiments in this paper
were only conducted on simulated datasets. Future research should validate
the effectiveness of the proposed method on real datasets. When applying
the proposed method to real data, it would also be useful to enhance the
structure of the MSSMs to allow for the input of exogenous variables.
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Appendix A. Practical Efforts for Parameter Optimization

In this section, we describe three tricks to avoid undesirable convergence
of qφ(zi | Yi) to a local optimum, other than entropy annealing.

The first of these tricks relates to the optimizer. In the proposed method,
(simple) mini-batch SGD is used to optimize MSSMs. This is because mini-
batch SGD can accurately approximate the posterior distribution in SVI [a1].
The learning rate of mini-batch SGD is changed periodically based on cyclical
learning rates [a2] to avoid convergence to a local optimum.

The second is to introduce learning rate scheduling and fine-tuning. When
MSSMs are trained with cyclical learning rates, the parameters do not con-
verge, because the learning rate increases periodically. Therefore, we set the
learning rate to a low value at the late stages of the training to make the
parameters converge. After this training, fine-tuning is performed to learn
only θ

(k)
P0

and parameters of normalizing flow modules. This is because θ
(k)
P0

is poorly optimized if all parameters are simultaneously learned. The loss
function is significantly less affected by the improvement of θ

(k)
P0

than by that

of θ
(k)
R due to the fact

log pθ
P
(k)
0

,θ
R(k)

(Xi | zi = k)

= log pθ
P
(k)
0

(xi[t] | zi = k) +
T
∑

t=2

log pθ
R(k)

(xi[t+ 1] | xi[t], zi = k). (A.1)

Finally, we train MSSMs multiple times from different initial parameter
values and adopt the model with the lowest loss to avoid rare cases unsolved
by the above-mentioned two tricks.

With the above tools and entropy annealing, MSSMs converged without
falling into local optimum solutions in the experiments.

Appendix B. Details of Experiments

Appendix B.1. Model Architecture

The architectural details of the model used in our experiments are shown
in Figure B.4. For the hyperparameter settings of each layer, see the code
on GitHub (https://github.com/ryoichi0917/svi_mssm).

As shown in Figure B.4, we used the conventional LSTM-based architec-
ture to clearly demonstrate the fundamental concept of the proposed method.
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By using more efficient architectures based on, for example, quasi-recurrent
neural networks [a3] or Legendre memory units [a4], the computational cost
can be reduced further.

Appendix B.2. Equivalent form of the SIR Model

For the stochastic SIR model, the representation (22) is intractable for
normalizing flows due to the Dirichlet distribution. Nevertheless, we can
apply the proposed method by rewriting the model in the equivalent form as

G(S)[t + 1] ∼ Gamma(10a
(k)

f
(k)
(S)(ρ[t]), 1),

G(I)[t + 1] ∼ Gamma(10a
(k)

f
(k)
(I) (ρ[t]), 1),

G(R)[t+ 1] ∼ Gamma(10a
(k)

f
(k)
(R)(ρ[t]), 1),















(B.1a)

Iobs[t] | ρ(I)[t] ∼ Beta(10b
(k)

ρ(I)[t], 10
b(k)(1− ρ(I)[t])), (B.1b)

G(S)[1] ∼ Gamma(10c
(k)

ρ
(k)
(S,init), 1),

G(I)[1] ∼ Gamma(10c
(k)

ρ
(k)
(I,init), 1),

G(R)[1] ∼ Gamma(10c
(k)

ρ
(k)
(R,init), 1),















(B.1c)

where

f
(k)
(S)(ρ[t]) = ρ(S)[t]− β(k)ρ(S)[t]ρ(I)[t],

f
(k)
(I) (ρ[t]) = ρ(I)[t] + β(k)ρ(S)[t]ρ(I)[t]− γ(k)ρ(I)[t],

f
(k)
(R)(ρ[t]) = ρ(R)[t] + γ(k)ρ(I)[t],















(B.2a)

ρ(S)[t] =
G(S)[t]

G(S)[t] +G(I)[t] +G(R)[t]
,

ρ(I)[t] =
G(I)[t]

G(S)[t] +G(I)[t] +G(R)[t]
,

ρ(R)[t] =
G(R)[t]

G(S)[t] +G(I)[t] +G(R)[t]
,



































(B.2b)

ρ[t] =
[

ρ(S)[t], ρ(I)[t], ρ(R)[t]
]⊤

, (B.2c)

ρ
(k)
(S,init) + ρ

(k)
(I,init) + ρ

(k)
(R,init) = 1. (B.2d)
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Figure B.4: Details of model architecture.
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